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Preface to the First Edition 

THE CONTROL of disease can be successful only when preceded 
by accurate diagnosis. Parasitism by animal forms is universal 
among domesticated animals. The objective of any parasite is to 
obtain food, shelter, an<;l a chance to reproduce without imperil­
ing the existence of the ~ssential 9r the intermedla:te-JlOsts. This 
is true parasitism. 

Crowding, insanitation, inadequat& nutrition, or the breeding 
of animals with low resistance, '<;:n,co~lrftge parasites to multiply 
or to attack the host. TIm$' injury or death will follow. This 
results in parasitic diseas~ '~arasitosis) in a clinically detectable 
form. Many parasitoses ma'y be diagnosed by the gross.....routine 
procedures applicable to disease in general, such as inspection 
and palpation. Laboratory techniques simply increase the accu­
racy of diagnosis. 

Clinical parasitology is one of the branches of clinical pathology. 
It serves in diagnosis and prognosis; hence it paves the way 
toward the prevention and treatment of those diseases in which 
the predisposing or, exCi ting f<1ctors are parasites be longing to the 
animal kingdom. 

The purpose of this 'publication is to assist in the diagnosis 
of parasitism and of parasitic disease by means of laboratory tech­
niques, and to show by ihustrations the more commonly encou~­
tered forms, as well as soine of those less often seen. 

Because of their diagnostic importance, only three groups of 
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vi Preface 

parasites are considered in the present publication. If there is 
a demand. for additional ·sections, they' may be added as soon 
as i-Ilustrative material in sufficient quantity becomes available. 

August, 1948 

EDWARD A. BENBROOK 

MARGARET W. SLOSS 

Preface to the Second Edition 

Laboratory techniques are increasingly used by veterinarians 
for the diagnosis of animal diseases. The laboratory may provide 
the diagnosis when history, symptoms, or gross lesions fail to do 
so. On the other hand, laboratory procedure should never be used 
as a substitute for keen clinical inquiry and observation. 

To increase the usefulness of this book, numerous additions 
I 

and revisions have been made. 
The photomicrographs have been increased from 247 to 271, 

including the replacement of four. The 190 illustrations in Sec­
tion 1 have been regrouped for easier reference. 

A description of the fluke egg technique has been added. 
Eighteen illustrations of helminth ova from man are included so 
that veterinarians may conduct fecal examinations as a service 
to physicians. 

The section on mites has been revised and four new figures 
added. 

The reference lists have been brought up to date. 
It is hoped, as time and material permit, more illustrations 

and more sections will be added to the existing pre.sentation. 

August, 1955 

EDWARD A. BENBROOK 

MARGARET vV. SLOSS 
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SECTION 

Fecal Examination in the Diagnosis 
. of Parasitism 

THE PROPER examination of the feces '.vill provide evidence 
of, or an accurate identification for, most of the parasites which 
inhabit the alimentary canal. Also, certain parasites of the respira­
tory tract may be diagnosed .by fecal examination, because most 
of the sputum of animals is swallowed (Figs. 29, 30, 65, 66, 78, 79, 
92,93, 118, 119, 161, 162). Mange or scab mites may be licked or 
nibbled from the skin, thus accounting for their appearance in the 
feces (Fig. 130). Fecal examination may also reveal, to a limited 
extent, the status of digestion, as is shown by the presence of 
undigested muscle (Figs. 143, 144), of starch, or of fat droplets. 

Animals may swallow 'certain objects that resemble parasite 
forms. These are known as j)seudojJarasites; they include such 
things as pollen grains, plant hairs, grain mites, mold spores, 
and a variety of harmless plant and animal debris (Figs. 67, 132 to 
138,141,142,171,172,189,190). Sjmrious jJarasites are encoun­
tered in feces. For example, parasite eggs or cysts from one species 
of host may be found in the feces of a scavenger or predator host 
as the result of coprophagy (Figs. 131, 139, 140). 

Collection of Fecal Samples 

Fresh feces should be used whenever obtainable. Old samples 
may become dehydrated, making suspension difficult; also worm 
ova or coccidial oocysts may undergo development, hatching, or 
disintegration to such aqegree 4S to interfere with diagnosis. 

Animal owners may ~bmit :fecal samples in all sorts of con­
tainers, suitable or not ~llitable. It is suggested that clients be 
supplied with clean, wid~-mouthed, screw-capped or stoppered 
jars of at least 60 ml. (2 oz:) capacity. One or two wooden tongue~ 
blades are convenient for picking up samples, after which they 
are discarded. Formed droppings may be transported fol' a few 
hours when well wrapped in waterproofed p~per. 

r 11 



2 Fecal Examination 

At least several grams of feces should be:collected for an exam­
ination. Because of the roughage content, larger samples. should 
he secured from herbivorous than froni carnivorous anim'als. 

If defecation does not provide sufficient material, it may be 
taken directly from the rectum, or, defecation may be induced 
quickly by inserting a suppository made from bar-soap or a paper 
match from an ordinary book match folder. Plain water enema­
samples may be obtained, but the dilution factor makes them 
undesirable as a rule. Soapy or oily enemas should not be used. 
Fecal specimens removed from ,rectal thermometers are seldom 
satisfactory in quantity. 

If fecal material is to be transported for more than a few hours, 
it must be preserved. A 10 pet cent formalin solution may be 
added to saturate the sample. Refrigeration will also keep samples 
in good condition for several days. 

Fecal samples to be shipped by postal service, express, or by 
other means, should be enclosed in leak-proof containers. Proper 
identification of each sample by means of a label or a tag is 
necessary. 

Gross Examination of Feces 

Gross examination should always be made for the detection 
of living or dead worms or for the detection of the segments of 
tapeworms. Oily or soapy substances in samples ,,,ill indicate that 
the microscopic examination will be difficult or even impossible, 

Microscopic Examination of Feces 

This may include several techniques such as: (A) The sim.ple 
smear method; (B) Qualitative concentration methods; and (C) 
Quantitative concentration methods. 

I 

A. The simple fecal smear method of microscopic examinat'ion 
is better than no examination at all, but it has many disadvan­
tages. It should be used only when very small samples are availa~le 
or when lack of equipment or time prevents the use of a more 
accurate technique. The simple smear is carried out as follows: 

1. Place a microslide on a small piece of newspaper. 
2. Place a drop of tap water on the center of the slide. 
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3. With a toothpick, or some similar instrument, detach from 
the fecal mass a small sample, about the size of a grain of 
wheat. 

4. Mix the sample i1l!o the drop of water on the slide until the 
suspension is doudy, but not too much so to read the news­
paper printing through it. By means of a finely pointed 
forceps, remove any larger bits of dr:oris that may be present. 

5. Gently lower a square 18 mm. or 22 mm. glass or plastic 
coverglass onto the specimen on the microslide. 

6. Examine systematically under low power (x 10.0.) of the 
microscope, using the high dry power (x 40.0.) for the obser­
vation of details (Fig. 14) . 

B. Qualitative. microscopic concentration methods of fecal 
examination. Techniques of this type will be of greatest value 
in routine clinical diagnosis. They will detect most ali'mentary­
canal parasitisms and, in addition, certain of those from the 
respiratory tract. They:,may also serve to diagnose...~kin mange of 
the dog, fox, and cat (Fig'. 130.), 

The method to be described is reasonably rapid and its usag-e 
is increasing in veterinary diagnosis. It is of value particularly 
in the field of small animal practice, although it may be very 
useful in the detection of certain parasitisms of horses, cattle, 
sheep, goats, swine, and poultry. Animal owners are interested, 
usually, in seeing parasitic forms under the microscope. Animal 
surgery is made more safe by postponing operations on parasitized 
patients until such hosts are de-parasitized. Veterinary hospital 
contamination, and the transfer of many parasite species from 
patient to patient, may be avoided through the isolation and 
treatment of those animals whose feces show evidence of a para-
site burden. \ , 

A parasitized ariim~l not 'exhibiting clinical symptoms may 
enter a veterinary hospit~l. Should parasitism develop to the clin,i­
cal stage after that patiel}t returns hQ!lle, the owner may unjustly 
conclude that the animal acquired the parasites while in tl;e 
hospital. Routine examination for parasites of all hospitalized 
patients would avoid such criticism. 



4 Fecal Examination 

Fecal examination methods can, and should, be conducted in 
such a manner as to avoid contamination of the laboratory. To 
prevent the dissemination of odors, keep the samples covered 
ali much as is possible. Various commercial products are available 
for the masking or for the neutralization of odors. 

Concentration of parasitic ova or oocysts from feces may be 
accomplished in a number of ways. All methods depend upon 
mixing the fecal sample with a liquid, the specific gravity of 
which is greater than that of most of such forms, yet less than the 
specific gravity of most of the fecal debris. Thus the parasite 
forms rise to the top of the flotation fluid by gravity - a process 
that may be hastened by centrifugation. 

Flotat~on fluids may be of various composition. Those most 
commonly recommended include heavy solutions of sodium 
chloride, sucrose (cane or beet sugar), glycerine, zinc sulfate, 
zinc acetate, sodium nitrate, sodium acetate, or magnesium sul­
fate. None of these solutions is ideal for this purpose. Gly.cerine 
has too high a viscosity, hence flotation is slow. The saline solu­
tions are low in viscosity but they tend to dehydrate and thus dis­
tort parasite forms; also they crystallize rather quickly on the micro­
slide. Solutions of high specific gravity (sp. gr. 1.400) will float 
too much debris, thus defeating the purpose for which they are 
intended. 

MODIFIED SUGAR FLOTATION TECHNIQUE 

Sheather (1923) first proposed heavy sugar solution for fecal 
flotation technique. Our experience has shown. that sugar solu­
tion (sp. gr. 1.200 to 1.300) is the most satisfactory flotation 
fluid available for routine qualitative clinical fecal examinations, 
employing centrifugation. This solution will fail to float ttiost 
of the ova of tapeworms, flukes, and thorny-headed worms. Tbis 
is not a serious objection because tapeworm ova ,usually leave 
the host enclosed within the worm's segments which may be seen 
grossly on or in the feces; and, except in certain localities, flukes 
and thorny-headed worms are not highly important parasites of 
domesticated animals. A technique for finding fluke eggs in feces 
\\ ill be found on page 16. 
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PREPARATION OF SUGAR FLOTATION SOLUTION 

1. Materials: 
Granulated sugar ........ . ... . ..... ~54 gm. (I lb. avoir.) 
Tap water ........................ 355 ml. (12 fluid oz.) 
Liquefied phenol crystals ............ 6.7 ml. (1.8 fluid dr.) 

2. Place the tap water in the upper half of a double boiler. 

3. Dissolve the sugar in the water by stirring. The water in the 
lower half of the double boiler should be close to the boiling 
point (do not dissolve the sugar by means of direct heat) . 

4. Place phenol (carbolic acid) crystals in a small graduated 
glass cylinder. Dissolve the crystals by immersing and rotating 
the graduate in water near to the boiling point. 

5. Add the required quantity of liquefied phenol to the sugar 
solution while stirring the latter. The phenol acts as a preserv­
ative and prevents the growth of molds. 

6. Store the sugar solutio,n in stoppered 8-oz. (237""nl~.) bottles. 

APPARATUS FOR A QUALITATIVE MICROSCOPIC CONCENTRATION 

METHOD OF FECAL EXAMINATION (FIG. 1) 

1. The microscope. Magnifications of approximately x 100 and 
x 400 are most suitable for fecal examinations. Therefore, 
the optical equipment should include an 8X or 10~ Buyghen­
ian ocular, 16-mm. and 4-mm. achromatic objectives, and a 
substage .condenser of 1.25 numerical aperture. A mechanical 
stage and a binocular body tube with matched oculars are 
not essential, but they will save the examiner's time and help 
to reduce . eyestrain. The addition of an oil il'nmersion 
objective will equip the microscope for all the important 
clinical procedures', that require microscopy. '. 

2. Lens paper. This is \~ssentia) for keeping optical lenses clean. 
Squares of about 8 Gm. (3 in.) may be stored in a covered 
dish or can. They shdpld be used once, then discarded. 

3. Xylene. This is the I;mly safe lens-cleaning solvent except, 
water. Xylene should 6e dispensed from a dropper-bottle. 

4. A1icroscope lamp. Day.light should not be relied. upon. There 
are many suitable types of microscope lamps. A simple type 



1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9 . 

16 17 • Co 

FIG. l - Apparotus for microscopic examination of feces: 

Microscope 10. Flotation solution 

Lens paper 11. Tongue depressors 

Xylene 12. Centrifuge 

Microscope lamp 13 Large paper cups 

Coverg lass forceps 14. Small poper cups 

Water-dropping bottle 15 . Aluminum beak e rs 

Microslides 16. Rubber tes t tube closure 

Test tube block with tubes, 17 . Sieve 

headed glass rods, and glass. 18 . Test tube brush 
marking pencil 19. Jar for waste 
Coverglasses 20. Towel 

LO be recommended cons ists oC a meLal shade enclosing an 
inside-frost ed 50-wa tt bl ue bulb. 

5. Coverglass forcefJs. These should a lways be used when han­
ell ing micro coverglasses. 

G. 'Water-dTOpping bottle. Any bottle of 30 to 60 ml. (1 Lo 2 oz.) 
capacity is sllitabl e, when provided with ~ medicin e dropper. 
Fresh tap water should be nsed. 

7. Micl'Oslicles. These are th e standard 75 x 25 mm. (3 x 1 in.) 
glass slides. They should he washed and dried before usillg, 
and th ey may be reused r epeated ly. 

8. T esl lub e bloch with tllb es, headed glass rods, al/ d glass- lIw,-!i­
i l1g lJencil. T he test tube block may easi ly be made by boring 
12 mm. (];f in. ) holes in a 4 cm. (l ];f in.) thick piece oE 
wooel. Corresponding 6 mm. (y,; in.) holes are bored to hold 
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th e h ead ed glass rods; a nd a ]0 cm. (% in.) hol e is bored 
to accommodate a glass-marking pencil. 

The test tubes recommended are 10 cm. (4 in.) long by 
12 ml11. (Y2 in.) outside diameter (F ig. ~ ) . 

The headed glass rod (F ig . 2) is !) to 7 mm. U~ / 16 to 1/ 4 
in.) in diameter by 13 Cll l. (5 in .) in length. In making the 

FIG . 2 - Test tube {below} and headed glass {above} shown 
for comparativ e size . 

head p ortion , one end of the rod is heated to redness in a 
Bunsen burner flame. The heated e nd is th en quickl y pressed 
against a warm , flat m etal surface sucb as the h ead of a 
hammer. until th e head portion of the rod spreads to a 
diameLer of approxima Lely 10 mm. (Vs in .). A rLer the Tod 
h;lS losr its softness b y cooling, it is smoothed by rotaring it in 
the flame . The glass-mark ing pencil is a standard laborator y 
item. 

9. Cove rglasses. Any 18 or 22 t1l1l1. (:yj or Ys in.) square, glass 
or plastic coverglass is su itabl e. The plastic covers are more 
economi c::! l and require no cleaning before th ey ar e used, after 
wh ich they are discarded . Coverglasses sbould be stored in a 
coyered container snch as a small glass dish. 

10. Flotation solution . The prepa ration of this fluid has been 
preyiollsly described (page 5) . 



B Fecal Examination 

II . Tongue riejJressors. These are a standard item of wood sup­
plied to the medical · professions. T hey measure 15 cm. long 
by 2 cm. wide by 2 mm. thick (6 in. by 3/ 4 in. by 1/16 in.). 
They are disposable and may be stored for use in a covered 
glass jar. 

12. eentr£[uge. This instrument may be equipped to hold two or 
more tubes. The tube holders should accommodate the test 
tubes (Item 8) as we ll as the conventional 15 ml. centrifuge 
Lubes. The cenLriluge should be provi.ded with a speed regu­
lating switch so that approximately 1,.700 revolutions per 
mi.nuLe may be maintained. The motor should be of the 
specifications suitilbl e to the el ectr ic cnrrent that is available. 
An electric tilLler switch, attacbed to the centrifuge line, may 
be added in order to shut off the current automatically at 
the end ot th e ce ntrifugi.ng period. Angle-type centrifuges are 
not suitable for th e preparation of feces for parasite diagnosis. 

13, 14, and 15. Large jJajJer cujJs, small pajJer cups, and alum i-
11.11111 ueakers. Any of these, or similar containers may be used 
in preparing the feca l samples. The large paper cups have 
a capacity of 225 ml. (8 oz.) . The smaH paper cups are 90 1111. 
(3 oz.) capacity; being more economical but less dmable 
Lhan Lhe larger sileo It is advisable to discanl used paper cups. 
The aluminum beakers hold 200 ml. (10 07.). They are 
comparatively economical because they shou ld last for several 
years and i1re easily cleaned. 

I G. RU{JUCI l est tHu e closure. This item may be made from a 
disc:arded automobile inner tu he , pieces from which are cut 
approximately 5 cm. (2 in.) square. A hole is punched in one 
COl-ner so that it may be hung up to dry after it is rinsed 
clean. 

17. Sieve. T he most suitable sieve is a tea-strainer made of metal 
wire, approximately 30 mesh to the inch (25 mm.) . 

18. Tesl lube bT1lsh. T he brush should be approximaLely 8 cm. 
(3 in.) long by 12 mm. (14 in.) in diameter. The bristles 

shOll 1 d be sLiff. . 

19. Jar [or was/e. Any convenient receptacle having a lid closure 
may be used. It may contain a disinfectant solution. 

20. Towel. Smooth cotton or linen towels are used to dry the 
utensils. Paper towels are a convenience for dryi.!1~ the h;mds. 
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FIG. 3 - Transferring approximately 1 gm. o f feces from the 
coll ec ting container A to the mixing container B. 

FIG. 4- Suspending th e fe cal sample in cold water in container B. 
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FIG. 5 - Th e watery po rtion o f conta iner B is pa ssed thro ugh the 
sieve in to con ta iner C. 

1 

FIG. 6 - Tran sfe rring sieved feces from containe r C to the test 
tube . The tube s ho ul d be s li ghtly less than half filled . 
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FIG. 7-Adding the flototion solution to the fecal sample in th e 
test tube , leaving about one-fourth inch space at the top of the 

tube. 

FIG. a - Mixing the contents of the te st tube with the rubber 
cl osure appli e d . 
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FIG. 9- Centrifuge the sampl e at approximately 1,500 revolu­
tions for 3 minutes . 

FIG. 10- Placing a drop of water on a microslide . 
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FIG. J J -Removing a drop of fluid, by means of a headed 
glass rod, from lhe surface of lhe cenlrifuged specimen . 

FIG. 12- Transferring lhe melerial from the headed gla5s rod 
to the drop of waler on lhe microslide 
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FI G. 13- App lyi ng th e cove rg la ss, usi ng force p s . DO NO T PR ESS 
DOWN! 

TECHNIQ;UE FOR A QUA:LITATIVE CONCENTRATION METHOD O F 

FECAL EXAMINATI ON 

1. Tra nsfer approxima tely 1 gram of feces from the collec tion 
container to a mix ing cup (Fig. 3) . 

2. Add sm a ll qu anti ties of cold water un Lil sLirring results in 
a wa ter y susp ension thin en ough to pour (F ig. 4) . T oo mu ch 
water will decr ease the cbance 01 [mding parasite for ms. 

3. T h e watery su spension of feces is p oured through tb e sieve 
into a second conlainer (F ig. 5) . T h e d ebris left in the sieve 
is d iscarded and the sieve is imm edi a tely cleaned in r unning 
wa ter (preferably h ot) before the contents have a chance to 
d ry. 

4. T he sieved samp le is briefly agitated to mix it thoroughl y 
b e for e pouring i t in to a test tu be. The tube should b e filled 
to slightly below the halfway mark (Fig. 6) . 

5. To tbe sa mple in th e tu be th ere is added sugar solution to 

fill the tube to within one-fourth inch (6 mm .) of the top 
(Fig. 7) . Avoid contamin aling tb e op ening of the sugar 

solution bo ttl e. 
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6. Mix Lhe contents by closing the tube with the rubber thumb 
protector, then invert the tube some five or six times (Fig. 8) . 
The rubber closure is immediately rinsed off and hung up 
to dry. 

7. Place the tube in the centrifuge. If necessary, place balancing 
tubes conLaining water in Lh e centrifuge carrier. Centrifuge 
the specimen or specimens for three minutes at approxi­
mately 1,500 revolutions per minute (Fig. 9). An automatic 
electric timer switch is ver y convenient in carrying out this 
step in th e techn ique. 

8. \Vhile the centrifuge is in operatiun, a micruslide is placed 
on the tabl e a nd a drop of ,vater is cen tered on it (Fig. 10). 
Also a clean, h eaded glass rod, cover glass forceps, and a cover­
glass are made available. The test tube is transferred from 
the centrifuge to th e test tube holder, care being taken not 
to agitate the contents. 

9 . Transfer a drop of sample from the test tube to the drop of 
water on th e micro slide (Fig. ll ) . To do this properly, h old 
the h ead ed glass,rod vertically over the tube, resting the elbow 
on tbe table. Slowly lower the head of the glass rod onto tbe 
surface of the sample ; then quickly withdraw the rod without 
making contac t with the inside of the tube. This operation 
may require some practice. Then h old the glass rod at about 
a 45 degree an gle and rotate the headed end in tbe drop of 
waLer on Lhe microslide (Fig. 12), thus washing off any para­
site eggs or oocysts adhering to the rod. R eplace the rod in 
the test tube block. It shuuld be rinsed and dried before 
further li se. 

10. Pick up a coverglass by m ean s of the coverglass forceps. Lower 
one edge uf the coverglass onto the slide near the drop of 
suspen sion; then release the forceps as the covergl ass is gently 
lowered onto the drop. The fluid should spread out evenly 
under the coverglass (Fig. 13). Too rapid an application of 
the coverglass will probably r esult in th e formation of air 
bubbles, which may interfere with the microscopic examina­
tion of the specimen. Avoid pressure on the coverglass. 
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11. Place the sl ide on the stage of the microscope so that the 
near right-hand ·orner · ot · the coverglass is cemered under 
the Jow power (16 mm.) ohjective. Focus on this corner. 
Adjust the suustage cundenser and diaphragm of the micro­
scope so as to see a distinct image of th e suspension under 
the coverglass. Using the low power magnification (x 100), 
systematically move the micros lide back and forth until the 
emire area oE the coverglass has been scanned (Fig. 14). 
Objects having a resemblance to parasite forms m ay be 

FIG. 14- Th e material under the coverglass shou ld b e 
systematically examined at 100 magnification accord­

ing to this diagram. 

centered and examined under tbe high p ower (x 400) dry 
lens (4 nnu.). Always return to the low power (x 100) lens 
for further search of the specimen. 

If: worm eggs and coccidial uocysts are present in the same 
specimen, the coccidia , being the smaller, tend to float upward 
until they rest directly beneath the coverglass. Therefore, 
when the worm eggs are in focus und er high power (x 400) , 
the coccidia may b e out of focus and vice versa. Both types oE 
parasitic forms may be brougbt clearly into focus by turning 
the fine-adjustment knob of the microscope. 

MODIFIED flUKE EGG TECHNIQUE 

From the early reference of Cobb (1904) to th e latest work 
of Dennis , Stone, and Swanson (1954) , II urkers have attempled 
to find a simple, rapid method for demonstrating fluke ova in feces. 

Nearly all the investigators have lried some type o[ HOLation 
technique but were unabl e to obtain consistent results b ecause ot 
the collapsibi lity of the ova in solutions oE high specific gravity. 
In th e limi ted number or times we have d emons,trated canine lung 
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Auke (Paragonimus westermanni) . ova in fecal samples, we have 
used the modification of Sheather's sug-ar solu tion techniqu e and 
have experienced little or no difficu lty with th e ova collapsing. 

The technique of Dennis, Stone, and Swanson (19Pi4) appears 
to ue a relatively simple quantitative medlod for demonstra ting 
A L1 ke ova. It requ ires about one-ha l f ho ur to perform. The follow­
ing moclilicalion of Lhis quantitative method is useful for qualita­
tive clinical d iagnosis . 

Reagents For F!uke Egg Tech nique 

1. Detergent solution: 
Liquid detergent ("J oy," or " G lim, " or similar) 5 cc. 
Tap water . .... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 995 cc. 
I % alu m (aluminum potassium sulfate U.S .P.) 8 dro ps 

2. Tinetnre of: iodine U.S.P. 

Apparatus for Fluke Egg Tech nique 

1. Fecal containers. Samples up to 500 gm. (1 lb .) may be used. 
2. vVooden tongue blades for stirring th e sample. 
3. A ti n-coated or zinc-coated funnel , 9 cm. (3Y2 in .) in diameter 

wid l 80 mesh copper screen soldered 25 Il1I11 . (1 in.) from the 
top. 

4. TesL Lubes of 30 cc. (1 oz.) capacity, dimensions ISO x 18 Illlll. 

(6 x % in .) . 
5. Test tube rack or block for holding tubes. 
6. Stirring rod (glass or m eta l) , 20 cm. (8 in .) long'. 
7 . Centrifuge tubes, capacity 50 cc. (1.7 oz.) . 
8. Centrifuge tube rack or block. 
9. vVash bottle. 

10. Pipette, 2 cc. capacity. 
11. Microslides, 75 x 25 mm. (3 x 1 in.) . 
12. Coverglasses, 22 mm . (% in.) diameter. 
13. Fi l ter pump (using faucet water pressure, such as the Rich­

ards filter p ump); or a decanting' bottle (using mouth suc­
tion) ; or a bulb syringe of ahout 30 ce. (1 oz .) capacity. 

14. Clinical microscope . 

Procedure for Fluke Egg Techn ique 

1. Using a tong ue blade, mix the fecal sample thoroughly : and, 
if it is very dry, add cold tap water to form a pasty mass . 



J8 Fecal Examination 

~. Place about 1 gm. o[ the mixed feces in a ·30-cc. ( I-oz. ) test 
tube. 

3. Add 15 cc. (Yz oz. ) detergent solution. Mix \VeIl lVith a 
stirring rod. To avoid sudsing, do not shake. 

4 . Strain the mixture through the funne l-strainer into a 50-cc. 
(1.7-oz.) centrifuge tube. 

5. Rinse the test tube with more detergent solution and strain. 
6. Pour enough detergent solution in a 'flooding, swirling' motion 

throngh the feces in the funnel -strainer to fill the centrifug'e 
tu be. 

7. A ll ow the tubed mixture to stand for 5 to 15 minutes. 
8. Decant tbree-fourtlts of the liquid portioll from the centrifuge 

tu he. 
9. Rewash the lecal material in the funnel-strainer to refill agaiu 

the centrifuge tu be, in order to obtain any ova trapped pre­
viously. Discard the lunnel contents. 

10. Again allow the tubed mixture to stand for 5 to 15 minutes. 
11. Aga in decant all liquid down to about ~ to :J cc. Do not dis­

tu rb the sediment. 
l~. Add 1 to 3 drops tincture of: iodine to the sediment, a llowing 

the tube to stand for 2 to 5 minutes. 
13. Using a pipette, transfer the sediment to one or more micro­

slides and apply coverglasses. 
(Note: Dennis, SLOne, and S\\anson recommend p lacing all of 
the sediment in a standard Petri dish, adding tap water to 
make 15 to 20 cc. and searching [or ova with. a binocular dis­
secting microscope magnifying 18 x or bigher.) 

14. Search the sediment on the slide or slides, using a clinical 
microscope magnifying 100 x . 

C. Quantitative m ethods of fecal examination. Various tech ­
niques have been proposed [or the determination of the rl.UmUCT 

of parasite eggs or coccidial oocysts per gram of feces. Snch 
methods are of value in the study 01 parasite life cycles, or in 
determining the effects of experimentnl therapy for the removal 
of gastru-intesti nal p'lra~ites. Quantitative fecal techniques are of 
little vall ie in clinical diagnosis; therefore , snch m ethods are not 
included in this publication. 

References r or Section One will be fall nd on pages 169 to 190. 
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FIG. 15- 0va of Paranoplocephala mamillana, the smal l tape· 
worm of the horse. x 100. 
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FIG . 16- 0va of Paranoplocephala mamillana. The eg g s e n­
close a pear-shape d e mbryo having si x hookl e ts. x 410 . 
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FIG. 17- 0va of Parascaris equorum, the ascarid of the horse. 
The egg shells are rough and thick , and are ye llow to brown 

in color. Also included are three strongyle o va . x 100. 

FIG. 'B- Ova of Parascaris equarum . x 4' O. 
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FIG. 19- 0va from several spec ies of strongyles of equines. 
Thirty-nine species of these nematodes have been re ported 
from the large intestine of horses, asses, and mules in North 
America. The eggs of all species are simi la r. x 100. 

# 

~ . 
FIG. 20-0va from two species of strongyles of equines. x 410. 
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FIG. 21 - 0va of Draschia megastoma, one of the three larger 
gastric nematodes of the horse. These eggs are elongated; 
embryonated when laid and are surrounded by a very thin 
membranous shell_ x 100 . 
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FIG. 22- 0va of Draschia megastoma. x 410. 
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FIG. 23-0va of Habronema muscae, one of the three larger 
gastric nematodes of the ho rse. These ova are elongated; em· 
bryonated when laid and surrounded by a very thin memo 
branous shell. x 100. 
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FIG. 24-0va of Habronema must;o e . x 410 . 
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FIG. 2S- 0va of Strongyloides wester i, the in testina l thread · 
worm of the horse. The three larger eggs are those of strOll ' 

gyles. x 100. 
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FIG . 26- 0va of Strongyloides westeri . Th ese eggs are em· 
bryonated when laid . x 410. 
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FIG. 27- 0va of Oxyuris equi, the rectal warm of the horse . 
Th ese eggs may be found in the feces but the examination of 
anal scrapings is a more accurate me thod of diagnosis . x 100. 

FIG. 28- 0vum of Oxyuris equi. Note the operculum (cap) at 
one e nd . x 410 . 
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FIG. 29- 0va and larvae of Dictyocaulus arnfieldi, the lung ­
worm of horses . These were taken from bronchial exudate but 
they may also be found in feces. The eggs are embryonated 
when laid . x 100. 

FIG. 30- 0va, part of a larva and an empty e gg shell of Dictyo­
caulus arnfieldi. x 4 10. 
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FIG. 31 - A cyst of Buxtonella su lcata of cottle. Thi s is the 
resting s tag e of a large c iliated protozoon of the caecum of 
cottle. Nothing is known rega rd ing its possib le pathogenicity. 
It is commonly found in cattle feces. x 100. 

FIG. 32- Buxtonella sulcata cyst. x 410 . 
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FIG. 33- 0ocysts of Eimeria zurnii, one of the more pathogenic 
of th e e leven species of coccidia of cattle in North America. 

x 100. 
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FIG. 34- 0ocysts of Eimeria zurnii. x 410 . 
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FIG. 35- 00cysts of Eimeria auburnensis, a coccidium of cattle. 
The color is yellowish-brown. One smooth-walled and two 

rough-walled cysts are shown . x 100 . 

. ,. 

FIG. 36- 00cysts of Eimeria auburnensis. Smooth-walled form 
at the left; rough-walled form at the right. x 410 . 
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FIG. 37- 00cysts of Eimeria arloingi, one of the more patho­
genic of the eight species of coccidi a of sheep and goats in 
North America . Th e color varies from pole yellow to yellowish­
green. x 100 . 
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FIG. 38- 00cysts of Eimeria arloingi. A poler cop is present at 
one end of th e cyst. x 410 . 
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FIG. 39- 00cysts of Eimeria intricata and Eimeria arloingi, 
coccidia of sheep and goats. The large oocyst is that of E. in­

tricata , the co lor of which is dark brown . x 100 . 
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FIG. 40- 00cysts of Eimeria intricata (right) and of Eimeria 
arloingi (left) . x 410. 
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FIG. 41 - Giardia bovis, a flagellate protozoan of cattle . It is 
motile . Similar species are found in sheep, goats , dogs, and 

cats. x 100. 
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FIG. 42 - Giardia bovi. s howing the twa posterior flagella . 

x 410 . 
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CATTLE 

FIG. 43-Giardia bovis showing the ventral sucking disc and the 
two nuclei. x 410 . 

• 
FIG. 44-Giardia boyis, oblique view to show the ventral con­

cavity and the posterior flagella . x 410. 
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FIG. 45 - 0vo of Fasciola hepatica, the common liver fluke of 
cottle, sheep, and goats. x 100. 

FIG. 46- 0vum of Fasciola hepatica . x 410. 
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FIG. 47- 0va of Fascioloides magna, the large American liver 
fluke of cattle. The eggs are heavy and sink in sugar solution . 

x 100. 

FIG. 4a-Ovum of Fascioloides magna. Note the operculum 
at one end. x 4 10. 



36 Cattle , Sheep, Goat 

CATTLE, SHEEP 

Yf' 
.~ 

.l;. .. ' .. - ........ 

FIG. 49- 0va of Dicrocoelium dendriticum, the lancet liver 
fluk e of cattle, sheep, deer, and woodchuck. x 100 . 
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FIG. 50- Ovum of Dicrocoelium dendriticum. x 410. 
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FIG. 51-Ova of Moniezia expansa, a tapeworm of cattle, 
sheep, and goats. x 100 . 
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FIG. 52-Ovum of Moniezia expansa. Note the pear-shaped 
embryo which contains six hooklet s. x 410 . 
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FIG. 53-A packet containing ova of Thysanosoma actinioides, 
the fringed tapeworm of sheep and goats. These usually leave 
the host within the tapeworm segments, hence are seldom found 
on routine fecal examination . x 100. 
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FIG . 54- A packet containing avo of Thysanosoma actinioides. 
Five ova are visible within the packet and one ovum is free. 

x 410 . 
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FIG. 55-Ovum of Haemonchus contortus, the common or 
"twisted " stomach worm of cattle, sheep, and goats. x 100. 

(See footnote ) 

FIG. 56-Ovum of Haemonchus contortus. x 400 . 

Note: Callie, sheep, and goats of North America are reported to harbor 
39 species of nematode worms in the alimentary canal. The eggs of t he fol ­
lowing 24 species are very similar to those seen in Figs. 55 and 56: Com­
mon stomach worms (2 species); trichostrongylid worms (4 species); cooperid 
worms (5 species); nodul e worms (3 s p ecies); hookworms (2 species); ostertagid 
stomach worms (7 species); large-mouthed bowel worm (1 spec.ies). 
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FIG. 57- Ovum of Nematodirus spathiger, an intestinal nema­
tode of cattle, sheep, and goats. The two small, embryonated 

ova are those of Strongyloides papillosus. x 100. 

FIG. 58- Ovum of Nematodirus spathiger. The embryonic mass 
is in the eight-celled stage. Note the thickened shell at the poles. 

x 400. 
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FIG. 59- Ovum of Marshallagia marshall i, a stomach worm of 
sheep and goats. x 100. 

FIG. 60- 0vum of Marshallagia marshalli. x 410. 
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FIG. 61 - 0va of Strongyloides papillosus, a threadworm of the 
smal l intestine of callie, sheep, and goats. x 100. 
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FIG. 62- 0vum of Strongyloides papillosus. The eggs of this 
nematode are embryonated w h en laid . x 410. 
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FIG. 63- 0va o f Neoascaris vitulorum, the a sca r id o f cattle. 
x 100. 
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FIG. 64- 0va of Neoastaris vitulo l' um. x 410 . 
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FIG. 65- 0va of Dictyocaulus filaria, a lungworm of sheep and 
goats. These were taken from bronchial e xudate, but they 
may also be found in feces . The eggs are e mbryonated when 

laid . X 100. 

o .. 
FIG. 66- 0vum of Dictyocaulus filaria . x 410 . 
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FIG. 67- Pseudoparasite. Rat-tailed maggots from cattle feces . 
These are the larvae of harmless flies commonly known as drone 

flies. They belong in the dipterous fomily Syrphidoe. x 1.7 . 
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FIG . 68- 0ocys ts of Ei m eria s p ., co cci da of sw in e. Se v e ral s p e­
ci ES are s how n . The o va a re th ose of O esoph a gostomu m s p . , 

one o f the n :> d u le w o rm s. x 100. 
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FI G . 69- 0 ocysts of Eimeria sp. Three sp ec ies are shown . x 410 . 
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FIG. 70- 0va of Ascaris lumbricoides, the a sca rid of .swine . 
x 100. 

FIG. 71 - 0va of Ascaris lumbricoides. Note th e roug h· she ll. 
The color is yellow . x 400 . 
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FIG. 72-0va of Macracanthorhynchus hirudinaceus, the thorny­
headed worm of swine. x 100. 

FIG. 73-0va of Macracanthorhynchus hirudinaceus. The em­
bryo is surrounded by three sheils . The outer shell is dark 

brown. x 400. 
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FIG. 74- 0va of Oesophagostomum sp., one of the four species 
of nodule worms of swine . x 100. 

FIG. 75 - 0va of Oesophagostomum sp. x 410. 
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FIG. 76- 0vum of Trichuris suis, the whipworm of swine. x 100. 
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FIG. 77-0vum of Trichuris suis. x 400. 
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FIG. 78- 0va of Metastrongylus apri, one of the lungworms of 
swine. These were removed from the bronchial exudate but 
they may also b e found in th e feces_ The e9gs are embryonated 
when laid . x 100. 

FIG . 79- 0vo of Metastrongylus ap'i. x 400 . 
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FIG. 82-0va of Stephanurus dentatus, the kidney worm of 
swine. These eggs are found in urinary sediment and occasion ­

ally in the feces. x 100. 

FIG. 83- 0vum of Stephanurus dentatus. x 41 0 . 
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FI G . 8 4-0 ocys ts o f Isospora s p . , one of th e cocc idia o f dogs, 
co ts, and fo xes. This is o fte n re f e r red t o as th e s mall er fo rm of 
Isospora bigemina. Th e oocys ts a re not s p orulate d w h e n f o und 
in th e feces . x 100 . 
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fiG . 85- 0 ocys ts o f Isospora s p . x 410 . 
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FIG. 86- Sporulated oocysts and sporocysts of Isospora bige­
mina, a coccidium of dogs , cats , and fox es. The larger oocysts 

seen are these of Isospora rivolta . x 100 . 

• . .. 

FIG. 87-Sporulated oocysts and sporocysts of Isospora bige­
mina. This coccidium is often referred to as the larger form of 
this species. The oocysts sporulate before leaving the body of 
the host and the delicate oocyst wall frequently ruptures, lib­
erating the two sporocysts, each of which contains four sporo­
zoites. x 410. 
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FIG . 88-00cysts of Isospora rivolta, one of the coccidia of dogs 
and cats . These oocysts are intermediate in s ize between those 

of I. bigemina and I. felis . x 100. 
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FIG. 89-00cyst of Isospora rivolta . x 410 . 
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FIG . 90- 0ocysts of Isospora felis, the largest s pecies of th e 
coccidia of dogs and cats. x 100. 

FIG. 91 - 0ocysts of Isospora felis. On e shows beginning sporu­
lation . x 410_ 

Note: A flagellate protozoon , Giardia canis, has been reported from the 
small intestine of dogs, and th e same or a similar species from cats . Their mor­
phology is similar to that of Giardia bovis, shown in Figs. 41, 42, 43, 44 . 
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FIG. 92 - 0vum of Paragonimus weste rman ni , the lung fluke of 
dogs, cats , fox e s, goats , swine, mink, mus krat, and man . 

x 100. 

• 

FIG . 93- 0vum of Paragonimus westermanni . Note the prom­
i nent l i d (ope r culum) at th e right. x 410 . 
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FIG. 94- 0 v a packets of Dipylidium caninum, the doubl e-pored 
tapewo rm of d ogs, cats, foxes, and man. The smaller packets 
may be d etec ted by flotation; th e heavier packets sink in the 
cen trifug e tube. x 100 . 
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FIG. 95 - An ova packet of Dipylidium caninum . Ea ch egg in 

th e packet is provided with s ix hook le t s . x 400 . 
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FIG. 96- 0va of Taenia pisiform is, one of the rabbit-cyst tape­
worms of dogs, cats, and foxes . In general, tapeworm eggs 
leave the host in ripe tapeworm segments. However, eggs 
may be found by mkroscopic feca l exam ination . x 100. 

erE) . . • 

FIG . 97- 0va of Taenia pisiform is. Note the radially striated 
shell and the embryonic hook lets . The egg at the right is 

contained within an embryonic membrane . x 400. 
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FIG. 98- 0 va of Taen ia taen iaef orm is, a common tapeworm 
of cats and foxes . x 100. 

FIG. 99-0 va of Taenia taen iaeformis. Four of these are en­
c losed in embryonic membranes . x 410 . 
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FIG. 100- 0va of Diphylloboth ri um latum, t he broad fish tape­
worm of dogs, ca ts, fax es, bears, man, and o ther fi s h-ea ting 

mammals. x 100. 

FIG . 10 1- 0 va o f Diphyllobothrium latum . x 410 . 
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FIG. 102-0va of Mesocestoides variabil is, a se ld e m-reported 
tapewol'm of d o g s, ca ts, a nd faxes. Th ese eggs were remove d 

fro m th e egg-sac of a r ipe seg men t . x 100 . 
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FIG. 1 03 - 0vo of Mesocestoides va ri abilis. x 4 10. 
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FIG. 104- 0vo of Ancylostoma caninum, the commoner hook­
worm of dogs, cats, and foxes. x 100. 
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.. 

FIG. 1 05 - 0va of Ancylostoma caninum. x 410 . 
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FIG. 106- 0va o f Uncinaria stenocephala (l arg e r ova) and 
Ancylostoma caninum , (s mall er ov a ) hookworms of dog s, cats, 
and foxes. At th e u ppe r right is an ovum of Toxocara canis, 
one o f t he a scarid s (see Fi g s. 10 8, 109 ). x 100 . 

FIG. 107- 0va of Uncinaria stenocephala (larg e r ova ) a n d 
Ancylostoma caninum (s mall e r o v a ). x 41 0 . 
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FIG. 108- 0va of Toxocara canis and Toxascaris leonina, both 
s pecie s of ascarid s of dogs and faxes. Th e latter species also 
CCCUI' S in cats. Includ ed are five ova of Ancylostoma caninum, 
th e hoo kworm o f d ogs, cats, and faxes. x 100. 

FIG. 109- 0va of Toxocara canis (left) and cf Toxascaris leonina 
(right). The eggs of Toxocara canis are yellow. x 410. 
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FIG. 110- 0vum of Toxocara mystax, an ascarid of cats . Al so 
included are two oocysts of Isospora felis . x 100. 
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FIG. 111 -0vum of Toxoca ra mystax and an oocyst of Is:;)­
spora felis. x 410. 
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FIG. 112- 0va of Toxocara mystax , an ascarid of cats; and an 
ovum of Ancylostoma caninum, a hookworm of cats, dogs, and 

fox e s. x 100. 

FIG. 1 13- 0vum of Toxocara mystax and an ovum of Ancy­
lostoma caninum . x 410. 
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FIG. 114- 0va of Trichuris vulpis, th e w hipwo rm o f d ogs and 
fox e s. x 100. 

FIG . 11S- 0va of Trichuris vulpis. Note th e larger s ize and the 
smooth shell compared with lungworm ova (see Fig . 119). x 410. 
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FIG, 116- Rhabditiform larva of Strongyloides stercoralis, th e 
threadworm of dogs and cats, The ova hatch in th e intestinal 

mucosa, x 100 , 
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FIG, 117- Rhabditiform larva of Strongyloides stercoralis, 
x 410 , 
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FIG. 11 8 - 0va af Capillaria aerophila, the more common 
lungworm of dogs, cats, and faxes. x 100. 
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FIG. 1 19- 0va of Capillaria aerophila . The color is yellowi s h. 
The shel ls are finely granu lar and there is an operculum at 
each end. The size and the granular shell differentiate them 
from ova of Trichuris vulpis, the whipworm (Fig . 115 ). x 410 . 
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FIG. 120- 0va af Spirocerca lupi, the esophagea l worm of dogs 
and faxes. x 100 . 
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FIG. 121 - 0va of Spirocerca lupi. These eggs are embryonated 
when laid . x 410 . 
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FIG. 122- 0va of Physaloptera rara, a stomach worm of dogs , 
cats, and fox es. x 100. 
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FIG. 123- 0vo of Physaloptera rara . These eggs are embry­
onated when laid. x 410. 
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FIG . 124- 0va of Physaloptera praeputialis, a stomach worm 
of dogs, cats, a nd faxes. x 100. 

FIG. 125- 0va of Physaloptera praeputialis. These eggs are 
embryonated when laid. x 410 . 
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FIG. 126- 0vo of Dioctophyma renale, the giant kidney worm 
of dogs and foxes . These eggs are usually found in urinary 

sediment (note triple phosphate crystals ). x 100. 

FIG. 127- 0va of Dioctophyma renale. The shells are thick 
and rough . The color is yellowish-b row n. x 410. 
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DOG 

_, , 
FIG. 128- 0va of Oncicola canis, the thorny-headed worm 

of dog s. x 100 . 
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FIG . 129- 0va of Oncicola canis. Note the three shells enclos­
ing the e mbryo . x 410 . 
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FIG. 130- A larva af Sarcoptes scabiei var. canis, the sarcoptic 
mange mite of dogs; also several ova of Ancylostoma caninum, 
a hookworm, in dog feces. Mange, especially in dogs and cats, 
may be diagnosed by fecal examination if the host happens to 
ingest mites when biting the skin lesions. x 100 . 
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FIG. 131 - Spurious parasites. The feces of this dog contains 
ova and oocysts of sheep parasites . Th e dog's food was con , 
taminated by sheep feces . The field contain s ova of Nemato­
dirus spathiger, Moniezia expansa, Strongyloides papillosus, 
also an unidentified nematode ovum and a coccidial oocyst. 
x 100. 
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FIG. 132- Pseudoparasite . An adult and a larval "grain" m ite 
in the f e ces of a dog . x 100 . 
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FIG. 133- Pseudoparasite . An adult " grain" mite and two 
ova of Toxocara canis appear in this sample of dog feces. x 100. 
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FIG. 1 34- Pse udopara si te. An ovum of a " grain " mite and 
three ova of Toxocara canis appear in thi s sample of dog fe ces. 

x 100 . 
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FIG, 135- Pseudoparasite, Pine poll e n in dog feces, The color 
is pale brown. x 100. 

fiG. 136-Pine pallen in the feces of a dog . Side view of a 
pollen grain (left), showing the two wing-like floats . View 

from above at the right. x 410. 
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DOG 

FIG. 137-Pseudoparasite. Plant hairs from dog feces. These 
resemble the groups of hair-like projections seen on the under 

surface of oak leaves. x 100. 
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FIG. 138-Plant hairs from dog feces. x 338. 
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FIG. 139- Spurious parasite . The feces of this dog contains ova 
of Hymenolepis diminuta, a tapeworm of rats, mice, and man . 
Presumably the dog ingested the small intestine of an infected 
redent. These eggs are yellow in co lor . x 100 . 

FIG. 140- Hymenolepis diminuta ova in dog feces . Note the 
six hook lets in each embryo . x 410 . 
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FIG. 141 - Pseudoparas ite . Corn smut spores in the feces of a 
dog . These resembl e certain tapeworm ova under low powe r. 

x 100 . 
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FIG. 142- Corn smut spores in feces. Note the spiny covering . 
x 410 . 
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FIG. 143- Undigested muscle in a dog's feces . x 100. 

FIG . 144- Undigested muscl e in a dog 's feces . x 410 . 
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FIG. 145- 0ocysts of Eimeria tenella, the cecal coccid ium of 
chickens. x 100. 
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FIG. 1 46- 0ocysts of Eimeria tenella. x 410. 
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FIG, 147- 0ocysts of Eimeria meleagridis and Eimeria melea­

grimitis, two species of coccidia of turkeys, x 100, 
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FIG, 148- Two oocysts of Eimeria meleagridis and four oocysts 

of Eimeria meleagrimitis, x 410 , 
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FIG. J 49- 0ccysls of Eimeria dispersa and Eimeria phasiani, 
coccidia of pheasants . Eimeria dispersa is also a coccidium of 

turkeys. x J 00 . 
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FIG. J 50- 0ocysts of Eimeria dispersa and Eimeria phasiani. 
The lotter species is slightly the larger. x 4 J O. 
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Eimeria labbeana, the coccidium 
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FIG. 152- 0ocysts of Eimeria labbeana. )( 410. 

I) 

~ , 

t ( 

« e 

of pi-

.. 



Poultry 89 

CHICKEN, TURKEY 

FIG. lS3-0va af Asc 'd' an 10 gall" 
and rarely of the tl ' the ascarid urkey. x 100. of the chicken 

fiG. lS4- 0va of A . scandia gall" I . x 400 . 
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CHICKEN, TURKEY, GUINEA FOWL, QUAIL, PHEASANT 
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FIG. 155- 0va of Heterakis gallinae, t he cecal worm of chick· 
e ns, t urk e ys, guin e a fo wl, quail , and phe asants. x 100. 

FIG. 156- 0va of Heterakis gallinae. x 410 . 
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FIG. 157- 0va of Capillaria contorta, t he crop capillarid of 
turkeys, ducks, quail, and pheasants. x 100. 
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FIG. 158- 0va of Capillaria contorta . There is an ope rculum 

at each pole . x 410. 
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FIG, IS9- 0va of Capillaria caudinflata, a capillarid worm of 
the small intestine of chickens, turkeys, and ph e asants. x 1 DO , 
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FIG. 160- 0va of Capillaria caudinflata . Note the operculum at 
each pol e , x 410 . 
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FIG. 161 - 0va of Syngamus trachea, the gapeworm of poultry . 
x 100. 
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FIG. 162- 0vum of Syngamus trachea . There is an operculum 
at both of the poles. x 410 . 
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FIG. 163- 0va af Tetrameres americana, the globular stomach 
worm of chickens. x 100. 
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FIG. 164- 0vum of Tetrameres americana. The eggs of this 
nematode are embryonated when laid. x 410 . 
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CHICKEN, TURKEY, GUINEA FOWL, PIGEON 
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FIG. 165- 0va of Dispharynx nasuta, the spiral stomach worm 

of chickens, turkeys, guinea fowl , and pigeons. x 100. 

FIG . 166- 0 va of Dispharynx nasuta . The ova are embryonated 
w hen laid . x 410 . 
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RABBIT, HARE 

FIG. 167- 0ocysts of Eimeria stiedae, the hepatic coccidium of 
rabbits and hares. These were removed from the bile duct. 

They may also be found in the feces . x 100. 
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.. 
FIG. 168- 0ocysts of Eimeria stiedae. x 410 . 
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FIG. 169- 0ocysts of se ve ral Eimeria species, intestinal coccidia 
of rabbits. A long plant hair is prese nt . x 100. 
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FIG. 170- 0ocysts of three Eimeria species, coccidia of rabbits. 
x 410 . 
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FIG . 171 - Pseudoparasite . Saccharomycopsis guttulatus, a 
yea st common ly found in th e f e ces of rabbits and guinea pi gs . 
It is not believed to be pathogeni c. Arrows p:>int to th e yeasts. 
x 100 , 

FIG, 172- Pseudoparas ite . Saccharcmycopsis guttulatus. x 410 . 
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FIG. 173- 0ocyst of Isospora hom in is, the coccidium reporte d 
as occurring in man . From human feces . x 100. 
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FIG. 17 4- 0ocyst of Isospora hominis. x 410 . 
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FIG. 17S- 0vo of Taenia saginata, the beef tapeworm of man . 
x 100 . 
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FIG. 176- 0vo of Taenia saginata. The egg at the right is con­

tained within an embryonic membrane. x 410 . 
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FIG. l77- 0va of Hymenolepis nona, t he dwarf tape wo rm of 
man, rats , and m ice . x lOO . 
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FIG. l78- 0va of Hymenolepis nona. There are from four to 
eight slender filaments on each polar thickening of the inner 

shell membrane . x 385 . 
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FIG. 179- 0vum of Ascaris lumbricoides, th e ascarid of man. 
x 100. 
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FIG. lBO- Ovum of Ascaris lumbricoides. x 410. 
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FIG. 181 - 0va of Necator americanus, th e new·world hook· 
worm of man . Simple smear. x 100. 

FIG. 182- 0vum of Necator americanus. x 410 . 
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FIG. 183- 0va of Enterobius vermicularis, th e pinworm or rectal 
worm of man . x 100 . 

FIG . 184- 0va of Enterobius vermicularis. x 410 . 
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FIG. 1 85- larvae of Strongyloides stercoral is. the threadworm 

of man . x 100. 

FIG. 1 86- lorva of Strongyloides stercoralis . x 410 . 
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FIG. 187- 0vum of Trichuris trichiura, the whipworm of man . 
x100. 

(\ 

FIG. 188- 0vum of Trichuris trichiura of man . Note the re ­
semblance to the ova of the swine whipworm (Fig . 77). x 410 . 
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FIG. 1 89- Pseudoparasite. Banana seed s in human feces. 
Grossly these resembl e small brownish tape worm segments. 
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FIG. 190- Banana seeds in human feces. x 100. 



SECTION 2 

Examination for Mites of the Skin 
and of the Internal Organs 

M ORE THAN 50 species of mites' have been reported to live on 
or in domesticated mammals and birds of North America. 
These include the parasitic mange and scab mites, scaly-leg mite, 
depluming mite, ear mites, feather and quill mites, flesh mite, 
air-sac mite, chigger mites, roost mite, sinus mite, and nasal mites. 

For a' discussion of parasitic (and nonparasitic) mites, refer­
ence is made to the book by Baker and Wharton (1952): An 
Introduction to Acarology. 

The mites (also the ticks) belong in the phylum Arthropoda 
(animals with an exoskeleton and jointed limbs). Arthropods 

without antennae and mandibles belong in the class Arachnida 
(spider-like animals). In the class Arachnida is the order' Acarina, 

which includes the mites and the ticks; this order comprises "arach­
nides with mouthparts set off from the rest of the body on a false 
head (capitulum or gnathosoma)" and in which body segmenta­
tion is greatly reduced or absent. 

Mites are smaller than ticks, most species being either micro­
scopic or -under 1 mm. in length. They are covered by a rela­
tively soft, often translucent skin through which respiration takes 
place, in the smaller species. The larger species breathe through 
skin openings (stigmata) connected with tracheal tubes. 

The body may be ornamented by spines or hairs (setae), or 
by scale-like plates. The legs (4 pairs for adults and nymphs; 3 
pairs for larvae) are provided with claw-like hooks or suctorial 
cups (Figs. 227, 235) . 

Depending upon the species, the food of parasitic mites in­
cludes mainly blood, lymph, living and dead epithelial cells, or 
feathers. Mouthparts are adapted for either piercing or chewing. 

The mite life cycle usually begins with the laying of the egg, 
from which a six-legged larva emerges. After feeding, the skin is 
shed and the eight-legged but sexually immature nymph appears. 

[ 108 ] 
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Following one or more skin molts, the sexually mature adult 
mite is formed. Variations occur in the life cycle of certain mite 
species. For example, the air·sac mite, Cytodites nudus of poultry 
is viviparous; the sinus mite, Pneumonyssus caninum of dogs has 
not been observed to have a nymph stage. 

According to Baker and Wharton (1952) the parasitic mites 
are grouped under three suborders: 

I. Suborder SARCOPTIFORMES (7 families) 
II. Suborder TROMBIDIFORMES (5 families) 

III. Suborder MESOSTIGMATA (4 families) 

Following is a brief listing and description of the parasitic 
mites of domesticated animals; by suborders and families. 

I. Suborder SARCOPTIFORMES 

Family 1. S'ARCOPTIDAE 

Three important genera of mange and scab mites belong in 
this family, namely the g~nera (1) Sarcoptes, (2) Notoedres, and 
(3) Cnemidocoptes. -

(1) Sarcoptic mange mites. These mites are the cause of sar­
coptic mange or itch. The fertilized females work their way deeply 

,into the epidermis, forming tunnels where they deposit their 
eggs. Close proximity to nerve endings results in intense irritation. 
The skin thickens and rather dense crusts form (Fig. 208). The 
infestation usually involves thin-skinned areas first. There is 
considerable loss of hair. These mites cause the most common 
form of mange in swine and horses. The morphologic character­
istics of sarcoptic mites are shown in Table 1, page 128, and 
Fig. 201. 

Species and hosts: 

Sarcoptes scabiei vir. equi - Horse 
Sarcojltes scabiei va~. bovis - Cattle (Fig. 207) 
Sarcoptes scabiei vaLl ovis - Sheep 
Sarcoptes scabiei var~ cajJTae - Goat 
Sarcojltes scabiei var J suis - Swine (Figs. 209 to 213) 
Sarcoptes scabiei var. canis - Dog (Figs. 214 to 218). 
Sarcoptes scabiei var. vulpis - Fox 
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(2) Notoedric mange mites. These resemble the sarcoptic mites 
but they are somewhat smaller;. and the' anus is located on the 
dorsal abdominal area rather than terminally (Fig. 221) . N otoe­
dric mange is fairly common on cats and rabbits. Lesions are 
first noticed on the face and other areas of the head, later spread­
ing to various parts of the body, particularly to the forelegs. 
Advanced lesions give cats an appearance of old age because of 
the wrinkling of the skin of the fac'e. See Table 1, page 128, for 
morphology. 

Species and hosts: 

Notoedres cati - Cat, fox (Figs. 219 to 223) 
Notoedres cati var. cuniculi - Rabbit 

(3) Cnemidocoptic mites. Scaly-leg and depluming scabies of 
birds are caused by mites of this genus. In the rather common 
disease, scaly-leg, the mites burrow under the scales of the legs 
and toes, causing dense crusts to form (Fig. 224). Scaly-leg mites 
are approximately 0.5 mm. in diameter. They are globular in 
shape. The legs of the adult female are very short; whereas the legs 
of the male are longer and are provided with suckers. See 
Table 1, page 128, and Fig. 202. 

The depluming mite inhabits the skin at the bases of the 
feathers, especially around the head and neck. Inksted birds pick 
out or scratch out the affected feathers because of the intense 
irritation. The morphology of depluming mites is much like that 
of scaly-leg mites, except that the size of the female is approxi­
mately 0.35 mm. 

Species and hosts: 

Cnemidocoptes mutans. Scaly-leg mite - Chicken, turkey, 
pheasant, caged birds (Figs. 225, 226) 

CnemidocojJtes gallinae. Depluming mite - C~1icken 

Family 2. PSOROPTiDAE 

(1) PsorojJtic mites. The mites of this genus are the cause of 
sheep scab, cattle scab, and similar infestations on other hosts. 
They differ from the sarcoptic mites in morphology (Table 1, 
page 128) and in their manner of producing lesions. Psoroptic 
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mites do not burrow into the epidermis, but remain upon the sur­
face or under scabs and scaly accumulations. In sheep, the thick­
ly-wooled areas are attacked first. Itching is fairly pronounced and 
there is considerable loss of wool. In rabbits, a species of psoroptic 
mite infests the ear canals, resulting in severe otitis externa which 
is accompanied by thick scab formation. The psoroptic mites may 
be as large as 0.8 mm., hence they may be seen with or without the 
use of a hand lens. See Table 1, page 128, and Figs. 203 and 227 
for morphology. 

Species and hosts: 

Psoroptes equi var. equi - Horse 
PsorojJtes equi var. bovis - Cattle (Fig. 228) 
Psoroptes equi var. ovis - Sheep (Figs. 229 to 231) 
Psoroptes equi var. cajJrae - Goat 
Psoroptes equi var. cuniculi - ~abbit (Figs. 232, 233) 

(2) Chorioptic miteJ. These were formerly known as symbi­
otic mites. They are the cfuse of so-.called leg, foot,bt tail mange. 
In heavy infestations the abdomen and other parts of the body are 
involved. Chorioptic mange is more common in the horse than 
in other domesticated animals. The lesions resemble those pro­
duced by psoroptic mites; in fact, the mites themselves are quite 
similar, except for the leg details (Table 1, page 128, and Figs. 
204, 235) and for size. Chorioptic mites reach a maximum length 
of approximately 0.4 mm. 

Species and hosts: 

Chorioptes equi - Horse (Fig. 234) 
Chorioptes bovis - Cattle (Figs. 236 to 239) 
Chorioptes ovis - $heep 
Chorioptes caprae _:,_, Goat 

(3) Otodectic mites." As their name implies, these mites in­
vade the ear canals. The~ are parasites of dogs, cats, foxes, and 
other carnivora. Their pr~sence is characterized by otitis externa,~ 
accompanied by bacterial ~ecomposition of the secretions and of 
the exudate. Ear mites ma'y be seen grossly.or with the. aid of an 
otoscope, their size being approximately 0.5 mm. in diameter. . 
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For specific diagnostic features, see Table 1, page 128, and Fig. 
205. 

Species and hosts: 

Otodectes cynotis. Ear mite -. Dog, cat, fox, other carnivores 
(Figs. 240 to 243) 

Family 3. EPIDERMOPTIDAE 

This family contains two genera of uncommon skin mites 
infesting chickens, namely the genus Epidermoptes and the genus 
Rivoltasia, each including one species. 

Epidermoptes bilobatus causes a rare form of avian scabies 
which is characterized by brownish-yellow, elevated scabs on the 
body and upper portions of the legs. The mites of both sexes have 
suckers on all of the leg-terminations. The length of the adult 
female is approximately 0.2 mm. 

The other species of epidermoptic mite is Rivoltasia biturcata) 
a feather-eating form, rarely reported from chickens. Apparently 
only slight damage is done to the infested feathers. These mites 
are approximately 0.25 mm. in length. 

Species and hosts: 

Epidermoptes bilobatus. Scaly skin mite - Chicken 
Rivoltasia biturcata. Feather-eating mite - Chicken 

Family 4. CYTODITIDAE 

This family of mites contains only one species, the air-sac mite 
of birds. Cytoditid mites belong to a small group of ectoparasites 
which have adapted their mode of living to the deeper tissues 
of the body. Therefore they are not, in a strict sense, skin parasites. 

Cytodites nudus appears to be a fairly common inhabitant 
of the air-sacs, bronchi, lungs, and the bony cavities conne<;:ted 
with the respiratory system. It is commonly called the air-sac mite. 
Hosts include chickens, turkeys, pigeons, and pheasants. Unless 
air-sac mites are abundant, they apparently do little harm; but 
in large numbers they may be associated with emaciation and 
anemia. Infected chickens have been known to show symptoms 
suggestive of avian tuberculosis. Close inspection of the air-sacs, 
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soon after the host dies, is necessary in order to detect air-sac mites. 
They may be seen as minute transluscent dots, slowly moving 
about. These mites are less than 0.6 mm. in length. They resemble 
the sarcoptic mites. 

Species and hosts: 

Cytodites nudus. Air-sac mite - Chicken, turkey, pIgeon, 
pheasant (Figs. 246, 247) 

Family 5. LAMINOSIOPTIDAE 

LaminosiojJtes cysticola is commonly called the subcutaneous 
mite or flesh mite of birds. Very little is known of its habits. 
Perhaps it is a skin parasite with a tendency to penetrate to the 
loose subcutaneous tissues, where it dies. The living mites are 
seldom observed, probably because they do not produce gross 
lesions until they die. Most frequently their presence is indicated 
by yellowish nodules several millimeters in diameter in the sub­
cutis. These nodules appear to be caseo-calcareohs enclosures 
around the mites, thus representillg a defensive ~echanism of the 
host. Subcutaneous mites are elongated, measuring approximately 
0.25 mm. long by 0.1 mm. wide. A distinctive microscopic feature 
is the transverse constriction around the body posterior to the 
second pair of legs. 

Species and hosts: 

Laminosioptes cysticola. Subcutaneous mite - Chicken, tur­
key, goose, pigeon, pheasant 

Family 6. DERMOGLYPHIDAE 

These are uncommonly reported inhabitants of the feathers 
of birds, where they apparently feed, hence the name feather­
eating mites. 

(1) The genus Fal~ulifer.) One species, Falculifer rostratus) 
is a feather-damaging mite of pigeons. It is usually found between 
the barbs of the large WIng feathers, causing the loss of barbules. 
Its length is approximat~lY 0.5 mm. -

Species and host: 
I 

I 
Falculifer rostratus ~ Pigeon (Fig. 249) 
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(2) The genus Freyana. One species, Fteyana chaneyi) flas been 
reported from turkeys in'Maryland, Texas, and Louisiana. It is 
said to congregate in the grooves under the shafts of the wing 
feathers. Little else is known about this mite. 

Species and host: 

Freyana chaneyi - Turkey 

Family 7. ANALGESIDAE 

The genus Megninia. This genus of analgesid feather mites 
is represented by three species in North American domesticated 
birds. 

Megninia gallinulae has beell reported only from Canada and 
then rarely. It is associated with loss of scales from the lower 
portions of the legs of chickens, and with a crusty dermatitis in 
the region of the head. 

Megninia cubitalis is a similar mite which has been briefly 
mentioned as occurring on the feathers of chickens in southern 
United States. It is approximately 0.4 mm. in length. 

Megninia columbae is approximately 0.3 mm. in length, and 
has been reported as occurring on the feathers of the neck and 
body of pigeons in South Carolina. 

Species and hosts: 

Megninia gallinulae - Chicken 
Megninia cubitalis - Chicken, turkey 
Megninia columbae - Pigeon 

II. Suborder TROMBIDIFORMES 

Family 1. DEMODICIDAE 

These mites are the cause of demodectic, follicular, or red 
mange in a variety of hosts. The mites have a distinct appearance. 
The non-hairy body is elongated; the very short fc~ur pairs of legs 
are situated anteriorly; and the abdomen is transversely striated 
(Fig. 206). The adults are approximately 0.1 to 0.39 mm. in 
length. Demodectic mites live in the hair follicles and the seba­
ceous glands where they reproduce quite rapidly. Loss of hair is 
usually the first symptom of infestation, later to be followed by 
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dermal hyperemia, and eventually by the formation of pustules. 
The latter are caused by secondary pyogenic bacterial infection. 

Although demodectic mange is quite common in dogs, it :qlay 
also occur in horses, cattle, sheep, goats, and swine. In these less 
common hosts the only observable lesions may be the formation 
of cutaneous nodules, varying in size up to 10 or IS .mm. in 
diameter. These nodules are filled by caseous pus containing an 
abundance of the mites. 

Species and hosts: 

Demodex equi - Horse 
Demodex bovis - Cattle 
Demodex canis var. ovis - Sheep 
Demodex cajJrae - Goat 
Demodex phylloides - Swine 
Demodex canis - Dog (Figs. 244, 245) 

Family 2. TROMBICULIDAE 

This family includes'the chigger mites, also caned redbugs. 
Only the larval stage is parasitic; the adults and nymphs being 
free-living or predaceous on insects and other arthropods. Larval 
chiggers may infest the skin of many mammals, including man, and 
also the skin of many avian hosts. It is believed that their prin­
ciple hosts are snakes, lizards, turtles, ground birds, and rabbits. 

In attacking the host, chiggers insert the mouthparts (chelicerae) 
and inject a. tissue-liquefying saliva. Within a few hours intense 
pruritus with swelling occurs. The pruritus lasts for days to weeks. 
Chiggers do not bodily enter the skin while feeding on liquefied 
tissues. Usually after several hours' attachment they release their 
hold and drop to the ground' for further development. Larval 
chiggers are difficul t tc\ detect on animals. They vary in color from 
yellowish to red anc~ th~ir length is about 0.45 mm. 

Species and hosts; 
\ 

Eutrombicula (= 1\rombicula) alfreddugesi. North Ameri" 
can chigger - Varibus mammals and birds (Fig. 248) 

N eoschongastia amhicana. Chicken chigger - Chicken, 
other birds, rabbi'ts, lizards, snakes. Foun<;l in . .southern 
United States. 
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Family 3. MYOBIIDAE 

(I) Syringophilus bipectinatus) a quill mite, is an inhabitant 
of the quills of domesticated and wild birds. Its presence is indi­
cated by a powdery accumulation inside the quills of the larger 
feathers, causing their partial to complete loss. The adult female 
measures about 0.9 mm. in length by about 0.15 mm. in width. 
It is seldom reported. 

(2) Psorergates ovis) a so-called itch mite of sheep, was first 
reported by Carter (1941) in Australia. Its first occurrence in 
North America was noted by Bell et al. in Ohio in 1952. Davis 
(1954) has also studied the sheep itch mite. 

Infested sheep rtl b, scratch, or bite at the wool because of a 
mild chronic dermatitis. Tags of wool hang from the fleece or 
drop off. 

Psorergates mites have legs more or less equidistant apart, 
whereas the legs of the common mange and scab mites are in 
groups of two. The adult itch mite of sheep may be as large as 
0.189 by 0.162 mm. 

Species and host: 

SyringojJhilus bijJeclinalus. Quill mite - Chicken, turkey, 
pheasant, other birds 

Psorergates ovis. Sheep itch mite - Sheep 

Family 4. CHEYLETIDAE 

Mites of this family are elongated and possess pincer-like feath­
er-clasping organs (palpi) on each side of the mouthparts. Most of 
the cheyletid mites are free-living predators of insects or of other 
mites. One species, Cheyletiella jJarasitivorax) has b~en reported 
from the skin of cats and rabbits of North America in recent years 
(Cooper, 1946; Roth, 1947). 

This mite may be found in large numbers in the fur. In North 
America no gross lesions have been attributed to its presence. 
Cheyletid dermatitis of cats and humans has been reported in 
Europe. Probably this mite preys upon-para_sitic mange mites. It 
has also been found attached to fleas, possibly as a means of trans-
portation. The adults are about 0.45 lllIll. lung. -..._ 

Species and hosts: 

Cheyletidla j)arasitivorax - Cat, rabbit 
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Family 5. SPELEOGNATHIDAE 

A speleognathid mite, Speleognathus striatus) was reported in 
North America from the nasal cavity of the domestic pigeon by 
Crossley (1952). Its pathogenicity is unknown. Probably it is 
transmitted through contaminated drinking utensils. The length 
is about 0.5 mm. 

Species and host: 

SjJeleognathw striatus. A nasal mite - Pigeon 

III. Suborder MESO STIGMATA 

Family 1. DERMANYSSIDAE 

Two genera of this familyx Dermanyssus and Bdellonyssus, con-
tain parasites of domesticated birds. ~. 

(1) The genus Dermanyssus. One important species, Der­
manyssus gallinae) is the common chicken mite (red mite, roost 
mite). Its hosts include chickens, turkeys, ~igeons, English spar­
rows, and other birds. Man and other mammals may be attacked 
if the mites are abundant. This mite has needle-like mouthparts 
for sucking blood. Red mites breed in the hosts' surroundings) 
attacking mostly at night or when the birds are nesting. Adult 
females, engorged with blood, may reach a 'length of I mm. 

Species and hosts: 

Dermanyssus gallinae. Common red mite - Chicken, turkey, 
pigeon, other birds, occasionally mammals (Fig. 250) 

(2) The genus Bdellon'yssus (= Liponyssus). Three species of 
feather mites have been reported from North America. Although 

I 
resembling mites of the pteceding genus, they differ mainly in 
that they are found on theif bird hosts both day and night, where 
they suck blood. ' 

The most common featlier mite is Bdellonyssus sylviarum) or 
Northern feather mite. A second species, Bdellonysslis canddensis) 
was reported from Canada by Hearle (1938). A ~hird species, 
Bdellonyssus bursa) the tropical feather mite, occurs in the South 
Atlantic and South Central states. Many birds, in addition to 
chickens are reported to harbor these mites. Adult feather mites ' 
are about 0.7 mm. in length. 
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Species and hosts: 

Bdellonyssus syiviarum. Northern feather mite - Chicken 
and many other bird species (Fig. 251) 

Bdellunyssus canadensis. Canadian feather mite - Chicken 
and other bird species 

Bdellonyssus bursa. Tropical feather mite - Chicken and 
other bird species 

Family 2. RAILLIETIDAE 

One species of mite belongiI)g to this family has been rarely 
reported from cattle in North America. Probably it is more com­
mon than the records show. Leidy in 1872 found Raillietia auris 
in the external ear canal of cattle near Philadelphia. It was not 
until 1950 that it was again reported, this time by Olsen and 
Bracken in Colorado. Benbrook (unpublished data), in 1925, 
identified this mite from the ear canals of a steer that had been 
shipped into Iowa from Minnesota. This steer showed incoordina­
tion and apathy. At necropsy, the mites were seen moving rapidly 
over and near the tympanic membrane. No other evidence was 
found to account for the symptoms. The adults are apprpximately 
1.5 mm. in length. 

Species and host: 

Raillietia auris. Ear mite - Cattle (Fig. 252) 

Family 3. HALARACHNIDAE 

The mites of this family occur in the respiratory passages of 
marine mammals (seals, walruses) and land mammals (carni­
vores, monkeys, rodents) . 

One species, Pneumonyssus caninum) is of interest to the veteri­
narian. This mite occurs quite commonly in the frontal sinuses 
of dogs. Chandler and Ruhe (1940) first described it as a new 
species. Later references are those of Martin and Deubler (1943), 
Douglas (1951), Koutz et ai. (1953),Olds (1953). and Furman 
(1954) . 

As yet its significance as a pathogen is not clear. Catarrhal or 
purulent sinusitis is often observed in the affected dogs. No nym­
phal stage is known. The mature mites are white, and 1 mm. long. 
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Species and host: 

Pneumonyssus caninum. Frontal sinus mite - dog (Fig. 253) 

Family 4. RHINONYSSIDAE 

Rhinonyssid mites are parasitic in the nasal passages of various 
birds. Two species, Neonyssus columbae and Neonyssus melloi) 
have been reported in pigeons from Texas by Crossley (1950 and 
1952). No further information is available. These mites are 
viviparous, producing larvae in which the nymphs are already 
developed. The adult length is about 0.7 mm. 

Species and host: 

Neonyssus columbae. Nasal mite - Pigeon 
Neonyssus melloi. Nasal mite - Pigeon 

Apparatus and Technique for the Examination of 
the Skin To Detect Parasitic Mites 

Some species of mites that live on' the skin, also those that 
inhabit the internal organs, can usually be seen witl! the unaided 
eye. A hand lens, of x 3 a.; greater magnification, is a useful agent 
for detection when used in a bright light. Any mites seen may be 
placed in a drop of water on a microslide. Then a coverglass is 
applied and the preparation is examined under low power 
(x 100) and high power (x 400) of the microscope. The sub­
stage condense~ and the diaphragm are adjusted so as to provide 
a relatively low degree of light in order to reveal details of 
structure. 

For the detection and identification of the various species of 
mange and scab mites, it is advisable to make scrapings of the 
skin, using the following apparatus and technique: 

APPARA1!JS FOR SKIN SCRAPINGS (FIG. 191) 
\ 

1. The microscope. Magnifications of approximately x 100 and 
x 410 are most suitable for the detection of skin mites. There-. \ 

fore, the optical eq)lipment should include an 8X or lOX 
Huyghcnian ocular, ~6 mm. and 4 mm. achromatic objectives, 
and a substage cOl1denser of 1.25 numerical aperture. A 
mechanical stage and a binocular body tube with. matched 



FIG. 191 - Apparatus for microscopic examination of skin preparations for 
animal parasites: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5 . 

Microscope 6. Scalpel 11. Ear swab 

Xylene 7. Coverglasses 12 . Ha nd magnifier 

lens paper 8. Microsl ides 13. Jar for waste 

Microscope lamp 9. Black paper 14. Towel 

Coverglass forceps 10. Mineral oil dispensers 

oculars are not essential , hut they will save the examiner's 
time and help to reduce eyestrain. T he addition of an oil 
immersion objective will equip the microscope for all the 
important dinical procedures that Tequire microscopy. 

2. Xylene. This is the on ly safe lens-cleaning solvent, except 
water. It shou ld be dispensed fTom a dropper-bottle. 

3. Lens lJ(ljJeT. T his is essential for keeping optical lenses clean. 
Squares of ahOllt 8 em. (3 in.) may be stored in a covered 
container. They shou ld be used once, t.hen discarded. 

4. Microscope lamP. Daylight shou ld not be relied upon. There 
are many suitable types of microscope lamps. A simp le type 
to be recornmendeu consists of a metal shade enclosing a GO 
watt, inside-hosten, blue hulb. 

5. CoveTglass jorcelJs. These should always be used when han­
dling micro coverglasses. 
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6. Scalpel. A detachable-blade surgical seal pel is preferred for 
scraping the skin. The blade should be convexly curved. 

7. Coverglasses. Any 18 111m . or 22 mm . (% or % in.) square, 
glass or plastic coverglass is suitable. The plastic covers are 
more economical and they require no cleaning before they 
are used, after which they are discarded. Coverglasses should 
be stored in a covered container, such as a small glass dish. 

8. MiCToslicles. These are the standard 75 x 25 mm. (3 x I in.) 
glass slides. They should be washed and dried before using, 
and they may be used repeatedly. 

9. Black paper. A sheet of dull-surfaced black paper is used as 
a background in preparing the specimens on the microslides. 

10. Mineral oil and disjJensers. Any light-bodied mineral oil 
may be used to prepare the skin scraping. It may be dispensed 
[-rom a dropper-bottle or from a small lubricating oilcan. 

II. Ear swabs. Wooden applicator sticks 15 cm. (6 in.) in length 
are lipped with absorbent cotton for the removal o( specimens 
from ear canals. 

12. Hanri magnifier. This should provide a magnification of x 2, 
or greater, for the examination of skin parasites, ear canal 
surfaces, or ear swabs. 

13. Jar tor waste. Skin mites may live for hours in mineral oil 
or in water. Discarded slides and swabs may be placed in a 
jar containing a disinfectant, such as 3 per cent aqu eous saponi­
fied cresol solution. 

14. Tuwels. SO(l linen or cotton towels are used for cleaning the 
hands and equipment. 
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FIG. 192- Placing a drop of mineral oil on a microslide. 

FIG. 193- Cl e aning the scalpel blad e. 
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FIG. 194- Dipping the c leaned scalpel blade into the drop 
of mineral oil before scraping the skin . 

FIG. 195- Scraping a fold of a suspected fa cial lesian wi th 
the ailed scalpe l blad e. 
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FIG. 196- Scraping a fold of a suspected lesion on the leg . 

MICRO I .. 

FIG. 197- Transferring the scraping from the scalpel blade to 
the drop of oil on the microslide . 
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MICRO 

FIG. 19B- Applying the coverglass, using forceps . 

FIG. 199-Removing eor mites on a dry cotton swab. Th e pa­
tient is under restraint in a canvas roll. 
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FIG. 200- A black paper background and a hand magnifier 
are used in examining the cotton swab for ear mites. 

TECHNIQUE FOR SKIN SCRA·PINGS 

1. Place a drop of min era l oil on a microslicle (Fig. 192). 
2. Clean the scalpel blade by wiping it with paper (Fig. 193). 
3. Dip the clean scalpel blade into the drop of oil on the micro­

slide (Fig. 194) . 
4. Pick up a [old of the patient's skin at the edge of the suspected 

area, pinching it firmly between the thumb and forefinger. 
With the oily scalpel, scrape the crest of the fold severa l times 
in t he same direr.tion. Scrapings will adh ere to the blade. 
Stop scraping when a slight amount of blood appears (Figs. 
195and196). 

5. Transfer tbe scraping from the scalpel blade into the drop of 
oil on the microsliLie, using a slight rotary motion (Fig. 1!-!7). 

6. Apply a coverglass to tbe scraping on the microslide by gently 
lowering it by means of a coverglass forceps . Additional oi l 
may be added at the coverg1ass edge in order to fill tile space 
beneath i.L. Do not press on the coverglass (Fig. 198) . 

7. Examine the preparation under low power (x 100) in a 
methodical manner so that all portions of the coverglass area 
are seen (F ig. 11). For best results, manipulate the substage 
condenser and diaphragm of the microscope so as to provide 
a relatively low degree of light, evenly distributed. 
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Oily preparations of mites may be kept for days as demon­
stration specimens. The mites show motion for many hours. 

8 . For the detection of ear mites in tbe dog, cat, [ox, and rabbit, 
the patient may be restrained in a canvas sheet (Fig. 199). 
A cotton swab is introduced into the external auditory canal 
and gently rotated. The swab is then placed on a piece o[ 
black paper and examined by means of a hand lens (Fig. 200) . 
Living and dead ear mites may be seen. If necessary, individual 
ear mites may be transferred on the tip of the scalpel blade 
[rom the cotton swab to a drop o[ oil on a microslide for 
microscopic examination. For best results a coverglass should 
be applied. 

An electrica ll y i llllminated otoscope may he introduced 
direct! y into the ear canal for the detection of ear mites, thus 
making microscopic examination unnecessary. 

The more rapidly-moving, larger skin mites may be captured 
by toucbing them with an oi ly cotton swab. This slows them down 
so that tbey may tben be transferred to a drop o[ oil on a micro­
slide for microscopic examination. 

References for Section One will be found starting on page 169. 

FIG . 201 - Female and male mites of the genus Sarcoptes, 
drawn to show the diagnostic features listed in Table 1. 
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TABLE 1 
MICROSCOPIC CHARACTERISTIC OF TIlE SARCOPTIFORM MANr." ANn SCAB MITES 

Group 

SARCOPTIC 

NOTOEDRIC 

CNEMIDO­
COPTIC 

PSOROPTIC 

CHORIOPTIC 

OTODECTIC 

I 

I 

Leg Characteristics 
Anus 

Egg-laying Female 

Suckers on a long 
unjointed pedicle on 
pairs 1 and 2, Fig. 201 

As above 

No suckers, Fig. 202 

Suckers on a long 
jointed pedicle on 
pairs 1, 2, and 4, Fig. 
203 

Suckers on a short 
unjointed pedicle On 
pairs I, 2, and 4, Fig. 
204 

Suckers on a short 
unjointed pedicle on 
pairs 1 and 2. Pair 4 
rudimcn tary. Fig. 205 

I 

I 

Male 

Suckers on a long u17-1 
joint<;d pedicle on pairs Terminal 
I, 2, and 4, Fig. 201 ._--_ 
As above I Dorsal 

Suckers on an unjointprl 1 
pedicle OIl pairs 1, 2, 3 Terminal 
and 4, Fig. 202 

Suckers on a long jointed 
pedide on pairs 1, 2, and Terminal 
3, Fig. 203 

Suckers au a short Url-

jointed pedicle on pairs 
1, 2, 3, and 4. Pair 4 rudi- Terminal 
mentary. Fig. 204 

------

Suckers on a short un-
jointed pedicle on pairs Tenl1inal 
1, 2, 3, and 4, Fig. 205 

FIG. 202-Female and male mites of the genus Cnemidocoptes, drawn 
to show the diagnostic features listed in Table 1. 
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FIG. 203-Female and male mites of the genus Psorop­
tes, drawn to show the diagnostic features listed in 

Table 1. 
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FIG. 204- Female and male mites of the genus Chorioptes, 
drawn to show the diagnostic features listed in Table 1. 

FIG. 205- Female and male mites of the genus Ot odectes , 
drawn to show the diagnost ic features listed in Tobie 1 . 
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FIG. 2 06- Fe ma le mit e of the g en us Demodex, d row n to show 
t he diagnost ic fe atu res . 

CATTLE 

FIG . 207- Adult femal e Sarcoptes scabiei var . bovis, the sar­
cop t ic mang e mi te of co t tl e. x 130. 
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SWINE 

FIG. 208- Sarcoptic mange lesion on the hind quarter of a pig . 

• 

FIG. 209- 0vum of Sarcoptes scabiei var. suis, the sarcoptic 
mange mite of sw ine . x 100. 
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SWINE 

I 

- • . ~.t ' f.tt , .• :. . 
.$. . J 

,-. \, . ~ . . 
~ ~ 

• 

FIG. 210- Larval Sarcoptes scobiei var. suis, the sarcoptic 
mange mite o f swine . x 100 . 

.... 

FIG. 211-Nymph of Sarcoptes scabiei var. suis, the sarcoptic 
mang e mile of swine. x 100 . 
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SWINE 

G 

FIG. 212 - Adult fe male Sarcoptes scobiei var. suis, the sarcoptic 
1110nge mite of swine . x 100. 

~~~;~:-... . 

, _ 
'"2·of~ J" 

FIG. 213- Adult male Sarcoptes scobiei vor. suis, the sarcoptic 
mange mite of swine. x 100. 
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DOG 

~.;' 

(). - . 
, . 

. "Q . :c.'; . 
• « 

FIG . 214-0va of Sarcoptes scabiei var. canis, the sarcoptic 
mange mite of dogs . x 100. 

, 
~i&-:l 

FIG. 2 15 - Larva l Sarcoptes scabiei var. can is , the sarcoptic 
mange mite of dogs . x 100. 
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DOG 

1\ 
I 

FIG. 216- Nymph of Sarcoptes scabiei var. canis, the sarcoptic 
mange mite of dogs. x 100. 

FIG. 217- Adult female Sarcoptes scabiei var. canis, the sar­
coptic mange mite of dogs . x 100. 
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DOG 

FIG. 2 18-Adult male Sarcoptes scabiei var. ca n is, the sar­
copti c man ge mite of dogs . x 100. 

CAT, FOX, RABBIT 

FIG. 219-Adult fem al e Notoedres cati, the notoedric mange 
mite of cats, fa xes, and rabbits . x 100. 
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CAT, FOX, RABBIT 

FIG. 220- Adult femal e Notoedres cati , th e notoedric mange 
mite of cats , fax es, and rabbits. x 110. 

FIG. 221 - Posterior dorsal abdomen of Notoedres cati, the 
notoedric mange mite of cats, foxes, and rabbits . The arrow 
shows the slitlike anus , located dorsally rather than terminally 

as in the genus Sarcoptes. x 410. 
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FOX 

FIG. 222 - 0vum of Notoedres sp ., a n c taedric mange mite o f 
fo xes . x 1 10. 

FIG . 223- Larv a of Notoedres sp., a notoed r ic mange mite af 
faxes. x 1 10. 
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-

CHICKEN 

\ 

FIG. 224- Lesions of sca ly -le g of poultry, caused by Cnemi­
docoptes mutans. 
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CHICKEN 

_' 

--" -------

FIG . 225 - larva of Cnemidocoptes mutens, th e s cal y-le g mite 
of poultry. x 200. 

FIG. 226- Adult femal e Cnemidocoptes mutans, th e s cal y- leg 
mite of poultry. x 145 . 
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CATTLE 

FIG. 227- leg detail of Psoroptes equi var. bovis. Th e suckers 
are on long jointed p e d icl e s . x 188. 

.. • 
. ,/ 

-~ .-.---' -----

• 

FIG. 228- Adult female Psoroptes equi var. bovis, the p so roptic 
or scab mite of cattl e . x 80 . 
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SHEEP 

FIG. 229-0vigerous female Psoroptes equi vor. avis, the scab 
mite of sheep. x 90 . 

• 
• 

FIG. 230- lorval Psoroptes equi var. avis, the scab mite of 
sheep. x 130. 
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SHEEP 

• 

.' 

FIG. 231-Pubescent female Psoroptes equi var. ovis, the scab 
mite of sheep . The posterior pairs of legs are shortened until 

after copulation. x 120. 
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RABBIT 

FIG. 232 - Adult femal e Psoroptes equi v ar . cuniculi, an ear scab 
mite of rabbits . x 75 . 

FIG. 233- Adult male Psoroptes equi var. cuniculi, an ear scab 
mite of rabbits. x 75 . 
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HORSE 

FIG. 234- Adult male (left) and female (right) Chorioptes equi, 
the chorioptic mange m ite of horses. x 90 . 

FIG. 235- Leg detail of Chorioptes equi . The suckers are on 
short, unjointed pedicles. x 350. 
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CATTLE 

FIG. 236- larva of Chorioptes bovis, the chorioptic mange mite 
of cattle . Note that th ere are only three po irs of legs in the 

larv al stag e of mitES. x 100. 

FIG. 237- Chorioptes bovis, th e chorioptic mang e mite of 
cattle, in copulati on. x 100. 
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CATTLE 

FIG . 238- Adult f e mal e Chorioptes bovis, th e choriopti c mang e 
mite cf cattl e. x 100. 

FIG . 239- Adult mal e Chorioptes bovis, the choriopti c mange 
mite of cattle . x 100. 
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DOG, FOX, CAT 

FIG. 240- 0vum o f Otodectes cynotis, the ear mange mite of 
d ogs, foxes, and cots. x 100. 

FIG. 241 - l a rva of Otodectes cynotis, th e e ar mang e mite of 
dogs, foxes, and cots. x 100 . 
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DOG, FOX, CAT 

/' 

FIG. 242- Adult f e mal e Otodectes cynotis, the ea r mange mite 
of dogs, fox es, and cats . x 100 . 

FIG . 243- Adult mal e Otodectes cynotis, th e e ar mang e mite 
cf dogs, foxes , and cats. x 100. 
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FIG. 244- Adults and an ovum (right) of Demodex canis, the 
demodectic mang e mite of dogs. x 100. 

FIG. 245 - Adult female Demodex canis, th e demodectic mange 
mite of dog s . x 410. 
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POULTRY 

FIG. 246- Adult female Cytodites nudus, the air-sac mite of 
poultry . A portion of an air-sa c appears in the background . 

x 100. 

FIG. 247- Adult male Cytodites nudus, the air-sac mite of 
poultry . x 100. 
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MAMMALS, POULTRY 

FIG. 248- Larvo of Eutrombicula alfreddugesi, th e ch igger mite 
of mammals an d p :; ult ry. x 130. 

PIGEON 

• 
FIG. 249- Falculifer rostratus, nymph, from subcutis of a pi­

geon. x 60. 
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POULTRY 

FIG. 250-Adult female Dermanyssus gallinae, the common 
red mite of poultry. x 65 . 

FIG. 251 - Adult female Bdellonyssus sylviarum, the northern 
feather mite of poultry . x 75. 
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CATTLE 

FIG. 252~Adult female Raillielia auris, a rarely reported ear 
mite of cattle. From the tympanic membrane of a steer at 

Ames, Iowa, March 10, 1925 . x 35. 

DOG 

FIG. 253- Pneumonyssus caninum, the frontal sinus mite of 
dogs . Adults and larvae are seen; also an ovum at the lower 

left . Note the millimeter scale below the mites . x 7 . 



SECTION 3 

The Diagnosis of Louse Infestations 
L ICE are wingless, dors()~ventrally flattened insects of the order 
Anoplura. They are important skin parasites of all domesticated 
mammals and birds. Lice are usual!'y quite host-specific, that is, 
with few exceptions, each species of lice can live and reproduce on 
only one host species. The entire life cycle is spent on the host, 
and transmission is almost entirely by means of host contacts. 
The size of adult lice varies from slightly more than 1 mm. for 
the smaller species, to approximately 5 mm. in length for the 
larger species. Their bodies are distinctly divided into head, 
thorax, and abdomen. The three pairs of legs are attached to the 
thorax. All lice fasten their eggs (nits) to the hair of mammals 
and to the feathers of their avian hosts. The nymphs, which 
emerge from the eggs, are quite similar to the adults except that 
they are smaller, paler-colored, and do not possess mature sexual 
organs. Most species of lice complete a generation in about three 
weeks. 

Technique for the Diagnosis of Lice Infestation 

Most species of lice may easily he seen with the unaided eye. 
Louse eggs (nits) may likewise be observed, attached to the hair 
or feathers (Figs. 262, 265). Bird lice often attach their eggs in 
clusters at the feather bases (Fig. 271). Biting lice attract-attention 
by their rapid movements. The examiner may acquire biting lice 
on his hands, anns, or body, especially if he handles the cadaver 
of a louse-infested animal several hours after death. 

A hand lens of at least x 3 magnification is very helpful in the 
detection of lice and their eggs. If microscopic observation is 
desired, lice may be captured by means of a finely-poi~ted forceps, 
placed in a drop of water or mineral oil on a slide, and immobil­
ized by means of a coverglass. Low power (x 100) is usually 
sufficient (or the demonstration of morphologic details. 

Lice are separated into two suborders, Mallophaga and Ano­
plura, depending upon feeding habits. 

_-[156T 
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(1) The Mallophaga. These are the chewing or biting lice, 
so called because the anteriorly-rounded head is provided with 
mandible-like mouth parts (Fig. 270). They eat skin scales, fea­
thers, skin secretions, and other organic debris found upon the 
skin. Certain of the bird lice apparently puncture the bases of 
the young quills, thus obtaining blood. It is quite probable that 
the biting lice will eat the blood that comes from skin wounds. 
In general, biting lice are yellow. Their legs are adapted for 
rapid movement over the skin and its coverings. All species of 
bird lice and the cat louse are of the biting type. 

Species of chewing (biting) lice and their hosts: 

Bovicola pilosa - Horse (Fig. 254) 
Bovicola hovis. Red louse - Cattle (Fig. 256) 
Bovicola ovis - Sheep (Fig. 260) 
Bovicola peregrina - Sheep 
Bovicola cajJrae - Goat 
Bovicola limbata. La:cge yellow louse - Goat 
Bovicola hermsi - Goat 
Trichodectes canis - Dog, wolf (Fig. 2(6) 
Trichodectes floridanus - Dog 
Heterodoxus longitarsus. Marsupial louse - Dog, kangaroo, 

opossum (?) (Fig. 2(7) 
Felicola subrostrata - Cat 
Eomenacanthus strarnineus. Body louse - Chicken, turkey 

(Figs. 269, 270) 
Menopon gallinae. Shaft, or small body louse - Chicken, tur-

key, guinea fowl 
Lipeurus heterograf}hus. Head louse - Chicken 
LijJeurus caponis. Wing louse - Chicken 
Goniocotes gigas. I"arge louse - Chicken, guinea fowl 
Goniocotes hologast'er. Flu'ff louse - Chicken, guinea fowl 
Goniodes dissirnllis. 'Brown louse - Chicken 
LipeuTus gallopavoni's.· Slender louse - Turkey 
Goniodes meleagridis. Large louse - Turkey 
Goniodes numidae. Feather louse - Guinea fowl 
LipeuTus numidae. Slender louse - Guinea fowl 
A naticola crassicornis - Duck 
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Anatoecl/,S dentatus - Duck, goose 
A naticola anseris. Slender louse - Goose 
Tr-inoton anscr-inurn.. Body louse - Goose 
Columbicola columuae. Slender lo use - Pig'eon 
Gonioeotes bidenlatus. Small lou se - Pigeon 
Goniodes darnnicornis. Little feather louse - Pigeon 
Colf)ocej)halum Lurbinatum . Narrow body lo use - Pigeon 

(2) Th e AnojJhlra. These include the suctorial lice. In gen­
era l they are larger than the cl'lewing lice, and are co lored gray 
to dusky red, depending upon the amo nnt of h ost's blood they 
co ntaiu . The ll eau ot the s Lictor ial louse is e longated in order 
to accommodate the protrusible, piercing mouth parts. T h ey are 
comparatively slow-moving insects, and are most frequently 
seen h ead down close to the skin sluface. Their l egs are adapted 
[or ftnnly clasping the h air o[ the host. Suctorial lice are more 
pathogenic than the chewing lice because of their blood-sLlcking 
babits. All species of domesticated mammals, except cats and 
birds, harbor suctorial lice. 

Species of su ctorial lice and their hosts: 

HaematojJinus asini - Horse (Fig. 255) 
Haema topinus eur-ys len1lls. Short-nosed louse - Cattle (F ig. 

257) 
Haematoj)in'Us q-u.adrijJerlHssus . Tail louse - CallIe 
Linognathus vitldi . Lon g-nosed IOLl se - Cattle (Fig. 258) 
So lenojJo les capillatus. Hairy, or littl e blue 10 Ll se - Cattle 

(Fig. 259) 
Linognathus fJcda lis. Foot louse - Sheep (Fig. 26 1) 
/ ,inognathlls ovi1l1.l.s. Body lou se - Sheep 
Linognathus afTicanus . Blue lou se - Goat, sheep 
Linognathus sleno/Jsis. Blue louse - Goat 
Haernatoj)inus snis. Common louse - Swine (Figs. 262 to 

265) 
Linognathus setosus - Dog, fox, coyote, ferret (F ig. 268) 
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HORSE 

FIG. 254- Adult femal e Bovicola pilosa, the biting louse of 
horses. x 32 . 

'~.:: '''; ,..:--
-, 
" ,. 

FIG. 255- Adult femal e Haematopinus asini, the suctorial louse 
of horses. x 25. 
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CATTLE 

FIG. 256- Adult female Bovicola bovis, Ihe biting louse of 
cattle . x 32 . 

FIG. 257- Adull female Haematopinus eurysternus, the shorl­
nosed suclorial louse of call ie. x 40 . 
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CATTLE 

FIG. 258- Adult fe mal e Linognathus vituli, th e lo n g-nosed 
suctorial louse of cattle. x 40 . 

.. 

FIG . 259- Adult female Solenopotes capiliatus, the littl e blue 
catt le lou se. x 40 . 
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SHEEP 

FIG. 260-Adult female Bovicola avis, one of t he species of bit­
ing lice of sheep. x 50 . 

FIG . 261 - Adult female Linognathus pedalis, the suctorial foot 
lou se of s heep. x 37. 
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SWINE 

FIG. 262-Egg and nymphal stages of Haematopinus suis, the 
swi n e louse. x 10. 

FIG. 263- Adult femal e (left) and mal e (right) swin e lice, 
Haematopinus suis . x 15 . 
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SWINE 

FIG. 264- Swine lice, Haematopinus suis, and their eggs on the 
skin . x 1.3 . 

FIG. 265- Eggs of HClematopinus suis, the swine louse, attached 
to hairs. " 2 . 
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DOG 

FIG. 266- Adult femal e Tr ichodectes canis, the common biting 
louse of dogs and wolves . x 35 . 

FIG. 267- Adult femol e Heterodoxus longitarsus, one of the 
biting lice of dogs, kangaroos, and probobly opossums. x 40 . 
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DOG 

FIG . 268- Adult female Linognathus setosus, the suctorial louse 
of dogs, foxes, coyotes, and ferrets . x 40. 
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CHICKEN, TURKEY 

FIG. 269- Adult female Eomenacanthus stramineus, the body 
louse of chickens and turkeys . x 25 . 

FIG. 270- Heod of a biting louse. Eomenacanthus stramineus, 
the body louse of chickens and turkeys. x 100. 
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CHICKEN 

FIG. 271 - Louse eggs on the boses of the fe athers of a chicken . 
x 2 .7 . 



References for Section 

FECAL EXAMINATION IN THE DIAGNOSIS OF PARAS ITI SM; 

,\I ben. H. 1927. Technic of c,,:uninatioll of feces for ameiJas and otiler intcstinal 
protozoa. Arch. Path . a nd Lab. M eel. 3:235-37. 

Alicata, J. E. 1935. (Comparative morphology of eggs a n d third -stage larvae of 
some nematodes occurring in swi ne.) In: U. S. n. A., Tech. Bul. '189:85-86. 

1!)4I. Studies on the control of the liver fluke of cattle in the Hawaiian 
Isla nds. Arner. J our. Vet. R es. 2: 152-64. 

Allen, J. A. 1922. The application of Vajda's method to tile examination of fox 
feces. Jour. Am. Vel. Med . Assoc. 62 (n.s.15) :349-52. 

Ando. A., a nd K. Kobori. 1926. On the xcsults of the fecal examination of the 
dog· and cat, in the region in Gi[u-Prc(eclure lhickly in[ested with paragono­
miasis. Aichi Igakkwai Zasshi. 33 (1), July. 

Andrews, J ustin, C. M. Johnson , a nd S. C. Schwartz. 1931. The d iagnosis o[ in­
testinal protozoa from purged a nd normal ly-passed stools. jour. Parasi!. 20: 
253-54. 

Andrews, M . M. 1935. The examination of faeces for the ova of Schistosoma 
japonic'Ll'lll. Chi n ese Med . Jour'. 49:42-46. 

Apo, H. 1926. Results of th e exa mination of the soi l and vegetables [or the eggs 
of pa rasites. Tokyo Iji -Shinshi (2452), Jan . 

. \ lI gustine. D. L., M . Nazmi, M . M . . Helmy, and E. C. McCavran. 1928. The ova ­
pal'as ile ratjo [or AucylosiuTlla duodenale a nd Ascaris IUlnuricoides . Jour. 
Parasit. 15:15 51. 

A vince, E., and]. L. Tiprez. 1930. Sur la regularite des pontes de I'Ascaris et du 
trichoccph ale dans les feces. Compl. Rend. Soc. BioI., Paris, 102:1030- 31. 

A)'1110 Robl es, V. j'vf. 1942. Metodos de diagnostico microscopio de la amebiasis. 
Rev. ]\feel. Exp. (Lima, Peru), 1:177 91. 

Bach , F. ' tV. 1929, Leitfad c n 1:111' ( ~ lllcrs ll ch llll g a llf die parasiti schcn Protozoen des 
m e ll schli ch e n D :IrITl -K:lllal es. JClla. German y. 1·10 pp. 

B:1 cig?l lupo , J. 1931. La I11Ye:S ll gacion de hu e \os de Taellla snginnln ell ]as Inaferias 
[ecales de los ponadores del par3SilO. Semana Med. 38:1234-35. 

1936. Sobre Je presencia acc id e n ta l de huevos de hehnintos en Jas 11lalerias 
fecales humanas. SlI s ignificati6n clinica. SlI c1iagn6stico. Rev. Parasit. Clin. y 
Lab., H aba n a. ~:267-76. 

Bag by, B. B. 1907. A simple methocl of find ing the ova of Uncinaria. Jour. Am. 
Med . Assoc. 4H:325. 

Bak , 1. 1916. Bijdrage tot d e diag'nostiek del' darmparasieten. Nederl. Tijdschr. 
Ceneesk. 60, 2.R ., 52, pl. 2 (13) : II 17-22. 

Bancroft , F. W ., a n d E. S. Cross. 1906. No tes on the finding of Coccidiulll. bigemi-
11 U l1'- J ohns Hopkins H osp. Bu l. 189, v.17:370-72. 

Barker, L. F . 1916. Examination of the feces. Monogr. Med. 3: 'Jl2- 33. 
19 16. 1n testinal parasites. espec iall y W01"n1S and their eggs. MonogL 

Med. 3:133-59. 
Barlow, C. H . 193 1. A nc\\' '1l1ethod [or exall1i nin~ urine for helnlintb eggs. An). 

Jour. Hyg. 14:212- 17 . 
Baroody, B. J. 1946. l\ [odili catio ll o[ the Faust method in the detection of cysts 

and ova. Jour. Lab. and Clin. Med. 3 1: 1372- 74. 
194 R. CO lnIXH;-lli \ T study o[ zinc sulfate <lll d sa lin e notation Incthods in 

s tool examinat ion. Lab. diag. 12 (2) :9. 
--- , and H . Most. 1946. The relative efficacy of water celltrifugal secli­

men tal ion and 0 1 her In CI hods of s lool exam ina tions for diagnosis of seh islO · 
som iasis japonic;l . .lour. Lab. a lld e lin . Med . 3 1 :815-23. 

l1 ar th clemy, E. 19 17. Fssai de coprologie microscopiqu e; diagnostic microscopiqlle 
des nlaladi es pa rasit;;Jires a protozoaires et a heltninthes . Paris~ 128 pp. 

[ 169 ] 



J 70 References 

Barto, L. R. 1936. Fecal allalrsis of the dog- alld " study of its importance in dini· 
cal diagnosis. No. Amer. Vel. 17:~1-52 (July); 17_:39-45 (Aug.). 

Baslluevo, .1. G., and V. Anido. 1936. La -solucion aceto-fonllo-azlicarado en e] CD­

riquecimiento de huevus de parasitos en las lIeces fecales. J\led. Hoy. 1:49-50. 
(Abst. in Trop. Dis. Bill. 33:549-50.) 

___ , and ___ . 1938. Con teo de hue,'os de helmintos. Rev. "-led. Tror. y 
Parasito\. 4:85. 

Hass, C.~. 1,906. Uncinariasis in Mississippi. Jour. Am. Mell. Assoc. '17: IS5-89. 
-._-_, 1909. Mild Uncinaria infection. Arch., Int. Med. 3:416-50. 

1910. 'rhe diagnosis of hookworm infection, with special reference to tile 
examination of feces for eggs of intestinal parasites. Arch. Diag. 3:231-36. 

Baughn, C. 0., ane[ A. BIiznick. 1954. The Incidence of certain helmillth para­
sites uf the cat. jour. Parasit. 40 (Sec.2) : 19. 

Heach, J. R. 1943. A rapid method for quantitative counts of coccidial OOCYSIS ill 
chicken feces. Cornell Vet. 33:308-10. 

Beams, H. \\'. 1936. Su rvival of Ilscaris q~gs after centrifuging. Science, (11.s.84): 13R. 
de lIeaurepaire Aragao, H. 1919, Novo metodo para facilitar u diagnustico e a 

t6l1serva(Jao do!oi cnlbryocs de filarias no sanguc e de parasitas Has fC1CS. Brazil­
Med. 33: 1-2, 

Reaver, 1'. C. HHS. Progress report on a stutly of methods of pinworm diagnosis. 
Jour. l',(rasit. 3·1 (Sec.2) :21-22. 

1949. Quantitative hookworm diagnosis by direct smear. jour. Parasil. 
35:125-35. 

____ . 1949. A nephelometric method of calibrating the photo-electric light meter 
, for making egg counts by direct fecal SIIIcar, JOllr. Parasit, 35 (Sec.2) : 13. 

1949. l\lethods of pinworm diagnosis. Amer. JOllr. '1'rop. Med. 29:577-87. 
1950. The standardizatiOn of fead sllIcars for cstimating egg production 

and "'arm burden. Jour. 1'ar"sit. 36:,151-56. 
Becker, E. R. 1926. Detection of intestinal proiozoan infections by the cultiva­

tion method. Jour. Parasit. 12:219-20. 
-,--, and \V. Frye. 1927. Some protozoa found in the feces of cattle. l'roc. Iowa 

Acad, Sci. 34:331-33. 
1934. (Notes on technique.) In: Coccidia and coccidiosis of domesti­

cat~d, galllC and lahoratory allilnals and of 111an. Collegiate Press, Iric., A1nes., 
Iowa, pp. 121-22. 

__ . __ . I9~(), A survey (if intestinal parasites ill a unit of U. S. troops in Burma, 
with comments on methods for detecting the presence of ·Elltamoeba histoly­
tiel! in stools. Iowa Acad. Sci. 53:299-303. 

Bekcnskaia, A, I., L. D. Kashevnik, and V. A. Garibdzhanian. 1929. The question 
of helI'llinthiasis in Leningrad and an appraisal of several methods used ill 

;; examining faeces for the eggs of worms. (Russian text.) Vrach, Gaz. 33 (24), 
Dec. 31, col. 2815-17. 

Bellania, R. 1932. Intestinal worms in Syria and Lebanon with special reference 
to AncyiostoJnn duodennle, ;)nalys:is of one thousand stool exarninations. CompL 
Rend. Congo Internat. Med, 'frop. et Hyg. 4:301~5. 

Benbrook, E. A. 1929. I'ccal c",,,nination for evidcnce of p;lrasitislIl in domestic 
animals. Jour. Am. Vet. Mcd, Assoc. 7'1 (n.s,27): 1009-26, 

_' ___ ,: 1954. _~i~t o(,parasitcs of ·dOlllcsticated aniIllals ill North Alllcrica. Burgess 
. ,'Pub. Co., Milll1ehpolis, l\lill 11 , (Mimeographed), 67 pp. 

Bct'ndt; H. \V. T. 1919. Vergleichende Stuhluntersllchungell auf Hehninthencicl' 
'," i11 Thiiringen. Centralb\. f. Bakt. I All!., Orig. 83:550-57, 

n,idcgaray, H. 1926. Nouvelle methode de coloration pour I'examen microscopique 
. des. selles. Ann .. de Parasit. 4:385. 

';" i927. Etude statistique et critique du parasitisme intestinal. La technique 
',:_ •. <;n c,?prologie. These de medicine. Paris, .60 pp. 
~, 1929. Sur un procedc pratique d'enrichissemcllt en technique coprologiquc. 

Cumpt. Rend. Soc. Bio!., Paris, 100:269--71. 
Ui~ri'ing; \V. L., and H. Albert. 1903. Spurious tapeworms or parasitism duc to 

undigested hananas. }owa l\fcd. 1mlr, 9:2RI-82. 



References J 7 J 

Biester, H. E., an!1 L. H. Schwarte (editors). 1952. Diseases of Poultry. i'o,vii State 
College Press, Ames, Iowa. 3rt! cd., 12541'1" 

Biggam, A. G. 1930. The diagnosis of dysenteries. Jour. Roy. Army :\led, .Corps, 
55:16-24. ,,: ..• ,.. , 

Bijlmer,.I. 1948. On the recovery of protozoa and egg's of sollte species' clf')lc111.I!ntl{; . 
in human feces. Jour. Parasit. 34:101~7. . ,. 

Hingham, M. L. 1944. Some clinical diagnostic methods of "use in' CO\14Hibtl's 
associated with animal parasites. Vet. Rec. 56:313-16. 

Bittner, G. 1950. Detection of parasites in human excretions. Jour. Lab. aiId CiiJi·. 
Me(i. 35:121-22. " .. " 

mackie, W. K., and W. A. McDonald. 1932. Eggs of Ternidens, TrichostTOh~ylus, 
and Heterodera found in the faeces of man in SOllthern Rhodesia, .PI·OC. Roy. 
Soc. Med. 25 (7), May, Sect. Trop. Dis. and ParasitoJ., p. 1067 (1' .• 27). . 

Blanchard, R. A. E. 1889. Pseudo·parasites. Diet. EnL}'c1. Sc. Med., 2.5., 27:702-:9. 
1898. Sur Ie pselldo·parasitisme des myriapodes chez I'homme. Arch. 

Parasit. 1:452-90. 
1902. Nouvelles ohservations sur Ie p.sendo'parasitisme des myriapodes 

chez I'homme. Arch. Parasit. 6:245-56. 
B1ankmeyer. H. C. 1914. Inteslinal myiasis with report of a case. Jour. AIh. XIed. 

Assoc. 63:321. 
nIazhin, A. N. 1931. Beobachlungeu del' 'Eier von l'arasitcnll'iirmell auf eipenl 

dunkeln odeI' konlrastiercnden Grund. Arch. f. SthilIs· u. Tropcn.Hyg. 35:363-'6!1.~ 
Blount, W. P. 1941. Observations on the modified Gordon·\Vhitlock method for 

the counting of helminth ova in horse raeces. Jour. Roy. Anny VeL Corps, 
12:69-78. 

Boeck, W. C. 1917. A rapid method for the detection of plOlozoan cysts in 11lam· 
malian faeces. Univ. Calif. I'ub. in Zool. 18:145-49. ,'" 

---. 1923. Technique of fecal ,~xamination for protozoan infectivns. Hyg: J:_ab., 
U. S. I'ub. Health Servo Bul. 133:62-71. . ., ..... 

---, and C. \V. Stiles. 1923. Studies 011 various intestinal parasites (espetiall~' 
Amoebae) of man. Hyg-. Lab., U. S. Pub. Health Servo Bul. 133:1-202. . 

Bogoiavlenskii. N. A .. and A. Demidova. 1927. The value of the perianal scraper 
in the diagnosis of helminthiasis. (Russian tex!.) Russk. ZhurtIal T,'op .. Med; 
5:305-7. ' 

- __ , and R. G. Lewitski. 1929. \Viirmlrager lllller den ZUI' \Vehrpfiicht Ein· 
berufcncn naeh den Ergebnissen perianaler Abschabung. Arch. f. SchH};h .. 
Tropcn.Hyg. 33:413-16. : "<' 

Biihm, L. K. 1920. Milben ill dell Faeces des Hundes; nebst lIeitriigen znl' ]\[01'­

phologie lind. Biologic del' ;lliIben. 'Vien. Tierarzt!. i\follatschr. 7:3)jO~I6; 
3!H-n. 1:·i '" 

---. 1923. Morphologische lind cxperimentelle Beitrage zur Kenntnis del' Hunde· 
Illl{i Katzcnkokzididse. "'ien. Tieriirztl. l\Ivllatsch.-. 10:137-4], 

1928. Tierische Parasitcn (in Ham). Tn: Stang ll. \\,irth, Ticrhbi;lk. ll. 

Tierzuchl. 22 (5) : 162-63. .. ., 
1928. (Kotllntersuchullg auf l'al·asilcll. T'ierheilk. II. 'J'ierzlIcht:) 111:. 

Slang u. Wirth. Lief. 27. V. 6, pp •. 290-301. 
----. 1933. ZUlli Artikel v~n H. Sclleresdlewsky (Lcningrad): "Bedcu(uilg_' del' 

KotuntcTsuchungcn 7tD' Dihgnostjk d~)" verschicdcncn ,Raudeartcn bei Fij'chscp': 
. in T. R. Jg. 38; Nr. 48,. S. \381 (Le. ,831) . Ti<:rarztI. Rundscl~. 39:65.. . ,. ' 

lIohrod, M. G. 194:>. DetectIon of DlphylloDothrlttm latum ova III polanzed light.. 
Tech. BuL, Registry o£ Med, Technologists, 6:77-78. . . 

Homford, C. 1887. Note on egg" of Distoma (Bilharzia) haematobium found in 
transport cattlc. Calculla. Scient. i\Jem. 1\Ie(1. o II. India (1886). pt. 2:[)3-55. 

Honilla-Naar, A., and 1\1. G6mez .. Vargas. 19·18. AEX allli "Faust Simplificado" 
(Bonilla·Naar) • two new metl)Ods for investigating- intestinal parasitism. JOIft'.­
Parasit. 34 (Sec.2) :32 (Absl.) . 

Borges Vicrira;. F., and G. Fleury Ida Silveira. 1930. Protoloarios encontrados nas 
fezes do homem na cidade de ,Sao Paulo. Hrazil·;llcd. ·H:IOI9. 

Boston. L. N. 1901. Technique for the recognition of certain animal paqsitcs,,~~\ 
man. Am . .Jour. Pharm. 73:228-33. 



172 References 

Boughton, D. C. 1937. Studies on oocyst production in avian coccidiosis. L A 
dilution count technique. Am. Jour. Hyg. 25:187c:-202. 

Bourne, R. F. 1938. The use of Babcock cream test bottles in the floatation of 
parasite eggs. Jour. Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 93 (n.s. 46) :261-{i2. 

1I0ycott, A. E., and J. S. Haldane. 1904. Ankylostomiasis, No. II. Jour. Hyg. 
4:73-111. 

1I1'and, A. F. A. 1931. Castro·intestinal myiasis. Report of a case. Arch. Int. Me(l. 
47:149-54. 

IIrandeis, R. 1009. Recherche des concretions. des debris organises, des parasites 
superieurs dans les feces. Dispositif pratique. Jour. Med. Bordeaux. 39:743-14. 

I~raun, M., and M. Liihe. 1909. Leitfaden. zur Untersuchung der Tierischen 
Parasiten des Menschen und der Haustiere fUr Studierende Ante und Tierarzte. 
Wiirzburg, 186 pp. 

Ihiancon, L. 1904. De l'ankylostomiase et spccialement dans Ie bassin houiller d~ 
Saint-Etienne. These med. (Lyon). 353 pp. 

Hritton, J. W. 1937. Studies on the diagnosis of equine strongylidosis, with special 
reference to fecal and blood examinations. Cornell Vet. 27:290-96. 

---. 1938. Rate of egg production of Strongylus equinus and S. vulgaris as 
measured by egg counts and qualitative larval cultures. Jour. Parasit. 24:517-20. 

1938. Studies on the normal variations in tbe strongyle egg counts of 
horse feces. Cornell Vet. 21'1: 22R-39. 

Rroo!<e, 1\1". M., M. Goldman. and S. A. Johnson. 19,19. l)olyvinal alcohol fixativc 
as a preservative and adhesive for protozoa in dysenteric stools and other liquid 
materials. Jour. Lab. and Clill. Med. 31: 1554-60. 

---, and n. R. Hogan. 1952. An evaluation of enteric parasitology performed ill 
state laboratories. I'llh. Health Rpts. 67:1237-48. 

l\roughton-A\cock, \V., and J. G. Thomsull. 1922. Eillleria oxysp(JT(l Dobell, 1919, 
found in a specimen of hUIllan faeces in England. 1'roc. Roy. Soc. Med. 15 (4) , 
Feh., Sec. Tror. Dis. and !)arasit.: 1-7. 

llrown, I-L C .. and G. E. F. Stanll11crs. 1922. Observations on canine faeces on Lon­
don pavements: bacteriological. helminthological and proLOzoological. Lancet 
203 (v.2) :1165-67. ' 

Brown, H. W. 1927. A study of the regUlarity of egg-production of Ascaris lum­
bricoides. Necator arnericanus and Trichuris trichiuTa. Jour. ParasiL. 14:110-19. 

~--, and W. W. Cort. 1927. The egg production of A.,caris lwn.i>ricoides. Jour. 
Parasit. 14:81'1-90. 

II l'O\\'n , 1'. \V. 1931. The diagnosis of endamehiasis. Med. Clin. 1'\j). Amcr. 15:207-15. 
Brown, R. L. 1945. Comparative smdies on enterozoic parasite ova and cysts 

concentrating procedures. Am. Jour. Trap. Med. 25:375-76. 
firug. S. L. 1922. De parasitologische diagnostiek van de mcnschelijke faeces. 

Javasche Boekhandel en Drllkkerij, Batavia, 75 pp. 
___ . 1936. Die Eosintnethode hei der Stllhlllntersllchung auf l'rotozocn. Arch. f. 

Shms- u. Tropen-Hyg~ 60:521-22. 
Hnllnpt, E. J. A., and M. Neveu-Lemaire. 1933. Travallx pratiques de parasit· 

ologic. 2nd ed. Masson et Cie., Paris, 307 pp. 
nnuls, H. 1914. Die lnikroskopische Cnter.sllchuu_g dCI' Fazes in ihrer Uedcutung 

fiir, die Bekampfllng del' Ankylostomiasis. Ztschr. Hyg. u. Infektionskr. 78:385-
·1I 6. 

llrusaferro, D. lR87. Se dall' csame microscopico della fcede si possa dedurre la 
'1l1antiti, de; distomi del fegato. Cior. Med. Vet. 36:296-304. 

II11Cki, A. J., and J. R. Vail. 1953. Technic for differentiating and preserving proto-
zoa ill feces. ·U. S. Armed Forces Med. jour. 4: 1195, ' 

___ , and W. H. Wells. 1953. A rapid technique for the diagnosis of intesl inal 
protozoa. Science 117:235. 

lIllrch, G. R., and F. A. Ehrenford. 1953. Canine s[rongyloidiasis. Vet. Mell. 
48:417-20. 

HUller, R. L., aud R. O. Christensoll. 19J2. A simple appar:llUS for determinillg 
the viability of emhryonated helminth o\,a. Jour. Parasit. 28:131-34. 

Caldwell, F_ C. 1919. (Modification of the flotation loop method_) In: The 
Rockefeller Found. Ann. Rpt., p. 155: ___ _ 



References J 73 

---, and E. L. Caldwell. 1926. A dilution·f1oatation technic for counting hook· 
worm ova in field surveys. Am, jour. Hyg, 6 (March suppl.) :146-59. 

Calkins, G. N. 1933. The hiology of the Protozoa. 2nd ed. Lea and Febiger, 
Phila., Pa. 607 1'1'. 

Cameron, T. 'V. M. 1934. (Egg techni(Jlles.) Tn: The parasites of domestic animals. 
A. and C. Black, Ltd., London, 1'1" 386-402. 

1942. (Technique.) In: The parasites of man in temperate climates. 
The Univ. Toronto press. Toronto, pp, 170-73. 

Campori, A. S. 1942., Diagnostico de las teniasis en el peno por el metoda del 
hispo. Univ. Buehos Aires, Rev. Fac. Agron, y Vet. 9:170-80. 

Call1llllez, F. 1919. Ulla IJlodification de] IllCLotiu de 'T'elcrIl<lUIl para 1a invesligacjoll 
de hucvos de p:lrtisitos -intcstinales. Aetas Congo. Cien. Sevil1rJ, vol. 9, Cien. l\fcd. 
(I) :57. 

Candela, M. 1923. Sui metodi di .. arrichimento pcr Ia rkerca delle uova de elminti 
nelle feci. Ga.zz, Internaz. Med, 28 (23) , Dec, 1,5:265-68. 

Candlin, Frank. 1952. Ilnproved fecal cX'-llninatioIl elilninates centrifuging. Auburn 
VeL, 'Vimer 19.52. 

Carbone; D. 1911. Sulla ricerca delle uova elmintiche nelle fecce. Boll. Soc. Med.­
Chir., Pavia. 25:261-63. 

Carles, j" and E. Barthelemy, 1917. Proccde special d'homogenisation et de­
tamisage pour collecter les kystes dysentcriques contenus dans les selles. 
Compt. Rend, Soc. de Bio!.. Paris, 80:402-3, 

Carne, H. R. 1927. On the preservation of rabbit faeces [or transmission fOl 
examination as to the presence of oocysts of Eimeria perforans and Eimeria 
stiedae. N. S. 'Vales, Dept. Agr. Sci. Bul. 29:43-45. 

Carter, H. F" and J. R. Matthews, 1917. The value of concentrating the cysts of 
protozoal parasites in examining the stools of dysenteric patients [or pathogenic 
entamoebae. Ann, Trap. M~, and Parasit. 11:195-204. 

Castellani, A., and A. J. Chalmel'S, 1920. Manllal of lropical I~iedicine. 3rd ed. 
\Vm. "Wood and Co., New York. 2439 pp. 

Catcoll, E. J. 1946. The incidence of intestinal protozoa in the dog. jour. A111. 
Vet. Med. Assoc. 108:34-36. 

Cauchemez, L, S. 1925, Technique et recherches de coprologie micTOscopique 
parasitaire chez Ie mouton et Ie porco Th'"e. Alfort, 78 pr. 

Chandler, A. C. 1924. Animals as disseminators of hookworm eggs and larvae. Indian 
Me(]. Gaz. 59:533-37. 

1925, Notes on some methods for diagnosis of hookworm infection and 
for estimating the egg output. Indian Med. Gaz. 6:403-6. 

1929. (Diagnostic methods of fecal examination for eggs.) In: Hook­
worm disease_. The Macmillan Co., New York, N. Y., pp. 437-52, 

1929. The weighted mean egg count as an index of the amollnt of hook­
worm infection in a community. Am. Jour. lIyg, 9:480-89. 

1955. Introduction to parasitology. John 'Viley and SOilS, lnc., New 
York, N. V. 

Chopra, R. N" and A. C. Chandler. 1928. (Synopsis of the commoner and more 
important tapewornl segnlents~ neInalode adults, nenlalode larvae and hel­
minthic ova found in the: faeces Of' other excreta or in the lissues of man and 
dOIllcstic anilnals.) [n: Anthehllintics and their uses. 'Villianls and ',Vilkins 
Co., Baltimore, M(I., PI" '19168. 

Christensen, j. F. 1938. Species differel,tiation in the coccidia from the domestic 
slleep. Jour. Parasit. 24:453;-67, 

1940. The effect of cOIlper sulfale and ferric sulfate 011 coccidial oocyst 
outpUl in feeder lamhs. jour. j'\m. Vet. Med. Assoc. 96:478-80, 

1941. The oocysts of coc~idia from domestic cattle in Alabama (U. S. A.), 
with description of two new species. Jour. Parasit. 27:203-20. 

Christenson, R. O. 1935-.- Reluarqlles SlIr les differences qui existent entre Ies oeufs 
de Capillaria aerophila ct de Trichuris "ut1>is, parasites du renard. Ann. Parasit. 
13:318-21. 

---, H. H. Earle, R. L. Buller, and H, H. CreeL 1942. Studies on the eggs of 
Ascaridia galli and Heterakis gallittae. Trans. Amer. Microsc, Soc, 61: 191-205. 



174 References 

Christenson, R. 0., L. Jacobs, F. G. Wallace, and M. B. Chitwood. 1940. (Nemic ova.) 
In: An introduction to nemaLO_logy. Sec. I. Part III. Chap. XII. Leader Press. 
Babylon, N. Y., pp. 174--89. . . 

Cilento, R. W., R. D. McIntosh, and N. B; Charlton. 1921. The diagnosis of bowel 
diseases in NOHhern Australia. AustraL Dept. Health Serv., PubL 5, Melbourne, 
8'1 pp. 

Cobb, N. A. 1904. The sheep fiuke. l'luke eggs as a quantitative aid in the diag· 
nosis of the distomiasis of the sheep. Agr. Gaz., N. S. 'Vales, 15:658-69. 

Cochran, S. 1915. Concentration of helminth ova from faeces. Chinese l\[ed. 
jour. 29:398-99. 

Coffin, D. L. 1934. The diag'nosis of lungworm disease in domestic ruminants, 
hogs and foxes by practical office-laboratory procedure. Oniv. Pa .. Vet. Exten. 
Quarterly, No. 90:41-46. 

___ . 1953. Mannal of veterinary clinical pathology. 3rd ecl. Comstock Pub. Co., 
Ithaca, N. Y. 322 pp. 

Collier, '''. A. 1927. Methoden zur Untersnchung parasitischer 'Viirmer. Hand­
buch BioL Arbeitsmeth. (Abderhalden.) Lief. 242, Abt. 9. Teil 1,2. Halfte 
(4) , pp. 661-92. 

Cart, 'V. W. 1924. Investigations on the control of hookworm disease, XXXII. 
Methods of measuring human infestatiqn. Am. Jour. Hyg. 4:213-21. 

Craig, C. F. I!H8. Laboratory diagnosis of protozoan diseases. Lea and Febiger, 
Phila., Pa. 384 pp. 

___ . 1944. The ctiology, diagnosis and trcatmcnt of amebiasis. 'Villiams and 
Wilkins Co., Baltimore, Md. 332 pp. 

___ , and E. C. Faus!. 1951. (Aids for the identification of helminth eggs and J:I1'­
vae.) In: Clinical parasitology. 5th ecL Lea and Febiger, Phila., Pa., pp. 635-44. 

Cram, E. B. 1925. The egg-producing capacity of Ascaris Iwnb1'icoides. Jour. Agr. 
Res. 30:977-83. 

1928. Spurious parasites from child and dog. (Banana fiure cells aud 
citrus pulp vesicles.) Jour. Parasit. 14:202-3. 

Crawley, H. 1921. Observations on the eggs of Dictyocaulus filaria. JOllr, Am. 
Vet. Med. Assoc. 58 (n.s. 11) :684-88. 

1925. Eggs of Ankylostoma l·aninum. Jour. Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 66 (n.s. 
19) :187-89. 

1920. Eggs of Tvx",'wris limbala. Jour. Am. Vet. MCll. Assoc. 69 (!l.s. 
22) :493-97. 

Cropper, J W., and R. W. H. Row. 1916. A method of concentrating Entamoeba 
cysts in stools. Proc. Roy. Soc. Merl. 10:1-12. . 

Crouch, H. B., and E. R. Becker. 1931. A method of staining the oocysts of coc­
delia. Sciencc, 73:212-13. 

Cushnie, G. H., and E. G. White. 1947. Haemonchus contortus infestation in 
lambs. Vet. Rcc. 59:421-22. 

---, and N. C. 'Vhite. 1948. Seasonal variation in faeces worm·egg counts of 
sheep. Vet. Rec. 60:105-7. 

D'Antoni, J. S .. and V. Odom. 1938. A supplementary basic technique for the 
recovery of protozoan cysts and helminth eggs in feces. Preliminary communica­
tion. U. S. Pub. Health Serv .. Pub. Health Rpts. 53:2202-1. 

Darling, S. T. 1912. The examination of stools for the cysts of Entamoeba tetragena. 
Jour. Trop. Med. and Hyg. 15:257-59. 

---. 1913. The identification of the pathogenic entamoeba of Panama. Ann. 
Trop. Med. and Parasit. 7:321-29. 

1915. Entamoebic dysentary in the dog. Proc. Assoc. Isthmian Canal 
Zone, 6:60-62. 

Davaiuc, C. J. 1858. Sur Ie diagnostiC de la presence des Vers dans l'intcstin par 
j'inspection rnicroscopique des maticl'es expulsces. Comp!. Rend. Soc. HiD]. 
(1857) 4:188. 

Davis, N. C. 1924. Experience with the Stoll egg counting method in an area 
lightly infested with hookworms. Am. Jour. Hyg. 4:226--35. 

Deem, A. W., and F. Thorp. 1939. Variation in numbers of coccidia in lambs 
during tbe feeding season. Ve! .. )\1ed", 34:46=47~-



References 175 

Dennis, \\" R,. \\'. :VI. Stone, and L. E. Swanson. 1954.· A new laboratory and field 
diagnostic test for fiuke ova in feces . .lour. Am. Vet. Meet. Assoc. 124:47-50. 

de Rivas, D. 1928. An efficient and rapid method of concentration for the 
detection of ova and cysts of intestinal parasites. Am. Jour. Trap. Med. 8:63-72. 

Deschiens, R. E. A. 1927. Comment depister les infections parasitaires du tube 
digestif. Presse l\ied. 35:3-4. 

---, and R. Carvaillo. 1929. La coprologie en pratique medicale. Maloine, 
Paris, ]29 pp. 

Dikm"ans, G. 1915. Check list of the internal and external animal parasites of 
domestic animals in NOl,th America (United States and possessions, and Canada) . 
Am. Jour. Vet. Res. 6:211-41. 

di Prilnio, R. 1929. Do rccollhcciInento luicroscopico dos residuos fecaes de 
origen alimentar. These de doctorat en medecine. Rio de Janeiro. 

Dock, G., and C. C. Bass. 1910. Hookworm disease. Etiology, pathology, diag· 
nosis, prognosis, prophylaxis and treatment. C. V. ~loshy Co., St. Louis, Mo. 
250 pp. 

nonein, F. J. T. 1953. Lehrhuch del' Protozocnkllildc. Ann. G. C. Fischer, Jena. 
1190 pp. 

Donaldson, R. 1917. An easy and rapid method of detecting rrntozoal cysts in 
faeces by means of wet-stained preparations. Lancet, 192:571-73. 

Dumont, E. 1937, lIeitrag zur Differential-diagnose parasitarer und nichl­
parasiUirer GebiJde hei der mikroscopischen Untersuchung des Schweinekotes. 
Inaug. Diss .. TierarztL 1I0chsch., Hannover, 24 pp. 

Dl.llllap, \\'. R., P. A. Hawkins. and R. H. Nelson. 1949. Studies 011 sheep parasites. 
IX. 'The developlnent of naturally acquired coccidi~~1 infections in Iatnbs. Ann.als 
N. Y. Acad. Sci. 52:.~05-1 I. 

Earle, VV. C., and C. R. Doeling ... J932. An evaluatioll of egg-count (bta in hook.· 
worm infestation. Amer. Joch •. , Hyg. 15:!j13-56. ._ , . 

Ehrcllfurd, F. A. 1953. The incidence of SOine COlli ilIon canille illtestinal parasites. 
Jour. Parasit. 39 (Supp., Sec. 2) :34. 

---. 1954. Diagnosis of Physaloptera in dogs by stool examinatioil. Juur. Parasit, 
40 (Sec. 2) : 16. 

Ehrlich, K. 1927. Eine praktische Methode, Leberegeleier illl Kote nachzuwcisen. 
Tierarztl. Rundsch. 33:254-55. 

Eigenfeld, D. D., and C. J. Schlesinger. 1911. An impl'Ovcd notation method 
for the recovery of ova from feces. JOllr. Am. Vet. I\led. Assoc. 104:26. 

Elsdon-Dew, R. 1947. Zinc sulphate flotation of faeces. Trans. Roy. Soc. '1'rop. iVIed. 
aIllI H yg. 41 :213. 

Enlerson, C. P . . 1910. The di;]gnostic. inlportance of cxatnination of the feces. 
JOllr. Alii. !>fed. Assoc. 54:270-75. 

Emick, L. O. 1947. Statistical treatment of cOllnts of trichostrongylid eggs. lIio­
metrics BlIl. 3:89-93. 

Elllrys-Robcrts, E. 1915. Banana debris in faeces sinllilatillg tapewortn seglnents. 
Jour. Path. and Bact. 19:486-87. 

Eyles, D. E., F. E. Jones, .I. R. JUlnper, an~l V. P. Drinnon. 195'1. Amehic infections 
in dogs. Jour. Parasit. 4Q: 163-66. 

Fan, M. M., and R. \V. AlIen." 1942. SlI][aguanidine feeding' as a control m2aSlIre 
for cecal coccidiosis of chic~ens. Jou,r. Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 100:·17-51. 

---, and G. \V. Lllttennoscr. 191L Comparative efJiciency of zinc sulphate 
and sugar solutions f<,>r the simultaneolls flotation of coccidial oocysts and 
helminth eggs. Jour. Parasit, 27:417-24. 

Faust, E. C. 1924. Anomalies fonnd in fecal examinations in China. China Med. 
JOllr. 38:820-24. 

---. 19'19. (Examination of hllman excreta and body fluids for helminth eggs­
and larvae.) In: Human helniinthology. 3rd ed. Lea and Felliger, Phib., Pa., 
744 pro 

1931. A study of canine amellic colitis. Porto Rico JOllr. Pub. Health 
and Trap. Med. 6:391-400. 

1932. The symptomatology, diagnosis and treatment of Strongyloides in­
fection . .lour. Am. lIIeet. Assoc. 98:2276-77. 



J76 References 

FallSt, E, C. 1934. The distrihution and diagnosis of amebic enteritis in the southern 
United States. New Orleans Med. and Slirg. Jou~. 86:605-\). 

---, J. S. D'Antoni, V. Odom, M. J. MHler, C. Peres, \'Y. Sawitz, L. F. Thomen, 
J. K Tobie, and J. H. Walker. 1938. A critical study of clinical laboratory 
technics for the diagnosis of protozoan cysts and helminth eggs in feces. Am. 
JOur. Trop. Mc(\. 18: 169-83. 

___ , and W. A. Hoffman. 1934. Studies on schistosomiasis mansoni in Puerto 
Rico. JlI. Biological studies. I. The extramammalian phases of the life cycle. 
Puerto Rico JOur. Pub. Health and Trup. Med. 10: 1-97. 

___ , and J. W. Ingalls. 1916. The diagnosis of schistosomiasis japonica. 
Ill. Technics for the recovery of the eggs of Schistosoma japonicLlm. Am. 
Jour. Trop. Med. 26:559-84. 

___ . and O. Khaw. 1926. The egg·laying capacity of Clonorchis sinensis. Proc. 
Soc. Expt. BioI. and Mcd. 23:606-7. 

---, and H. E. Meleney. 1924. Studies on schistosomiasis japonica. Am . .lour. 
Hyg., Monograph No.3, 339 pp. 

---, W. Sl!witz, .J. E. Tobie, V. adorn, c. Peres, and D. R. Lincicome. 1939. 
Comparative efficiency of various technics for the diagnosis of protozoa and 
helminths in feces. jour. Parasit. 25:241-62. 

---, \'Y. H. Wright, D. B. McMullen, and C. W. Hunter lIT. 1916. The diagnosis 
of schistosomiasis japonica. I. The symptoms, signs and physical findings 
characteristic of schistosomiasis japonica at differcnt stages in the development 
of the disease. Am. Jour. Trap. Med. 26:87-112. 

Fehtkotter, H. 1926. Die Kochsalzmethode beim Nachweise von Wurnieiern, 
insbesondere bei Nebelkrahen. Vet. Med. lnaug. Diss., Berlin, 22 pp. 

Felsenfeld, O. 1945. Comparison of methods used for the detection of Endamoeba 
histolytica. jour. l'arasit. 31 (Suppl.) :7. 

--_. 1950. Two survey methods used by public health laboratories for examina· 
tion of stool specimens for Salmonellae, Shigellae and Protozoa. I'ub. Health 
Rpts., Wash., D. C. 65:1075. 

Fiebiger, J 1947. Kurze Anleitung fiir das Untersllchen lind Bestimmen der 
Parashen. In: Die tierischen Parasiten del' HallS' und Nutztiere, 'sowie des 
Menschen. Urban und Schwarzenberg, Berlin. 4 Ann. 436 pp. 

Fish, F. F. 1931. Quantitative and statistical analyses of infections with Eimeria 
tenel/a in the chicken. Am. Jour. Hyg. 14:560-76. 

Fletcher, T. B. 1924. Intestinal Coleoptera. Indian Med. Gaz. 59:296-97. 
Foster, W. D. 1912. Analysis of the results of 87 fecal examina_tions of sheep dogs 

for evidence of parasitism. Science, 35:553-54. 
1913. ,Some atypical forms of the eggs of Ascaris lumbricoides. Science, 

(n.s.37) :78. 
1914. Observations on the eggs of Ascal'is lumbricoides. Jour. Parasit. 

1:31-36. 
Fouad, A. M. M. 1929. A new method for detecting Schistosollla manw"i ova in 

stools. Jour. Egypt Med. Assoc. 12:54. 
Freeborn, S. B., and M. A. Stcwar·t. 1937. (Dimcnsions of ova of nematodes 

attacking sheep.) In: Nematodes and certain other parasites of sheep. Calif. 
Agr. Exp. Sta., Bul. 603, pp. 7-8. . 

Freinkman, E. Z. 1930. Comparative evaluation of methods of fecal examinatiqns 
in helminthiasis. Odesser med. Ztschr. 5:147. 

Flilleborn, F. 1920. Neuere Methoden zum Nachweis von Helmintheneiern. Arch. 
f. Schiffs· und Tropen-Hyg. 24: 174-76. 

1920. Die Anreicherungen der Helmintheneier mit' Kochsalzlosung. 
Deutsche Med. Wchnsch. 46:714-15. 

1925. Eine Methode wr Isolierung von Hakenwurm· und anderen ther· 
motaktischen ·Larven aus Cemischen mit freilehenden Erdnematoden. Arch. 
f. Schiffs- und Tropen·Hyg. 29:470-78. 

1927. Zur "Hamburger Deckglasausziihlung" flir Hakel1\1'urmeier. Arch. 
f. Shiffs· und Tropen·Hyg. 3I :232-36 . 

.... ---_ 



References J 77 

Galli-Valerio, B. 1905. Notes de parasitologie ct dc technique parasitologiqllC. 
Centralb!. f. Bakt. 1. Abt. Orig. 39:230-47. 

1919. Notes de parasitologie et technique parasitologiqlle. Schweiz. 
Arch. f. Tierheilk. 61:289-302. 

J 923. Parasitologische Untersuchungen und Beitrage wr parasitologis­
chen Technik. Centralbl. Bakt. 1. Abt. Orig. 91:120-25. 

1932. Notes de parasitologie et de technique parasitologiqlle. Centralh!. 
Bakt. 1. Abt. Orig. 125:129-42. 

Galli-VaJerio, B. 1933. Notes parasitologiques et de technique parasitologique. 
Centralbl. Bakt. 1. Abt. Orig. 129:422-33. 

Garcia, E. Y., and T. P. Pesigan. 1940. The (IHP) centrifugal floatation method 
for the diagnosis of helminth ova and protozoan cysts in feces. Univ. Philip­
pines Nat. and App!. Sd. Bul. 7:299-303. 

Garin, C. P., S. Doubrow, and H. Mounicr. 1928. Les methodes d'cnrichissement 
appliquces a la recherche des oeufs de parasites dans les matieres fccales. 
Notre modification de la methode de Telemann. Lyon Med. 141:341-45. 

Garrison, ]'. E. 1910. Helminthological technique. 1. Methods for the collection, 
killing, preservation and mailing of parasitic worms and their ova. U. S. Naval 
Med. Bul. 4:345-54. 

Gates, W. H. 1920. A method of concentration of parasitic eggs in feces. Jour. 
Parasit. 7:49. 

Gelfand, M. 1948. The diagnosis of schistosomiasis in Southern Rhodesia by tbe 
rectal biopsy technique. Trans. Roy. Soc. Trop. Med. and Hyg. ,12:283. 

Giles, G. M. J. 1890. A report of an investigation imo the causes of the diseases 
known in Assam as Kala·azar, and beri-heri. Shillong, g6 pp. (Staining technic 
for fecal examination.) 

Gmelin, A. 1919. Vorkommen und Haufigkeit von 'Wnrmeiern im Stuhl beo­
bacbtet an Verwundeten, Kqll1ken und Angehorigen des Lilw.-Feld.-Laz. 33 
und anderer Formationen. Cerlq-albi. f. Bakt. 1. Abt. Orig. 83:4tJ0-6§. 

GoilIon, R. 1935. Manuel de wprologie clillique. 3rd ed. Masson et Cie., Paris, 
274 pp. 

--_. 1945. Necessite d'un regime sans residus pour la recherche des oeufs et des 
kystes de parasites inteslinaux. Arch. Malad. AppaL Digest. et Malad. Nulr. 
34:341. 

Goldman, M. 1947. Use of polyvinal alcohol to preserve fecal smears for subse· 
quent staining. Science, 106:42. 

1948. Polyvinal alcohol·fixative method for shipping fecal smears. The 
Pub. Health Lab. 6:38-39. 

---, and M. M. Brouke. 1953. "rOlozoa in stuols: lin preserved and preserved in 
PYA-fixative. Pub .. Health Rpts. 68:703-6. 

---, S. A. Johnsun, and Sadie A. Johnson. 1950. Deep·freeze preservation of 
stool specimens coillaining intestinal parasites. Jout". Parasit. 36:88. 

Goldsby, A. I .. and D. F. Eveleth. 1946. The diagnosis of internal parasites of 
sheep. Vet. Mecl. 41:398. 

Gordon, H. M., and H. V. Whitlock. 1939. A new technic for counting nematode 
eggs in sheep faeces. Jour. Counc. Sci. and Indust. Res., Australia, 12:50-52. 

Goss, L. W., and R. E. Rebr,assier. 1922. Demonstration of the examination of 
the feces of the dog for par~sitic infestation. North Am. Vet. 3:177-78. 

Gould, S. E. 1945. (LaboratOry diagnostic methods.) In: Trichinosis. Charles C 
Thomas, Springfield, 111., pp. 165-88 .. 

Gradwohl, R. B. H. 1948. (Examination of stools,) 111: Clinical laboratory methods 
and diagnosis. '1Ih ed., 3 vols.' C. V. Mosby Co .• St. Louis, Mo. 

Graham, C. F. 1941. A device 'for the diagnosis of Enterobius infection. Am. 
Jour. Trop. Med. 21: 159-61. 

Grand. A. 1927. Recherches de coprologie macro- et microscopique sur les debris ~ 
alimcnlaires. These de doctor<\! d'Universite (l'harmacie), I'aris. 

Grassi, G. B., and E. Parona. 1879. Intorno all' anchi10stomiasi, con un' appendice 
embriologica. Ann. Univ. Med., Milano v. 247, parte originale, I. semestre, 
Magg., pp. 407-25. 



J 78 References 

Gromashevskii, L. V., and I. A. Shukhat. 1928. Mites in human faeces. Russk. 
Zhurnal Trap. Med. v. 6:209-~6. German sum~ary, pp. 278-79. 

Guilford, H. G., and C A. Herrick. 1952. Seasonal fluctuations in the numher of 
coccidial oocysts and parasite eggs in the soil of pheasant shelter pens. Trans. 
Wisc. Acad. Sci. 41:153-62. . 

GuiIIaume A., and R. Noyer. 1929. Recherche coprologie de teguments de quelques 
graines de legumineuses; gesses, lupins et lentilles. Bul. Soc. Pharm. 36:345-50. 

Habermann, R. T., F. P. \YiIliams, Jr., and \Y. T. S. Thorp. 1%4. Identification of 
some internal parasites of laboratory Animals. U. S. Pub. Health Servo Pub. 
No. 343, Natl. Inst. Health, 29 1'1'. . 

Hakansson, E. G. 1942. The use of aqueous smears in the examination of feces 
for intestinal protozoa. Am. Jour. Trop. Med. 22:325-27. 

H~ley, A . .1. 1954. The use of a surface active agent to facilitate the examination 
. of intestinal contents for helminth parasites. Jour. l'arasit. 40:482. 

Hall, M. C. 1!l12. A comparative study of methods of examining feces for evidences 
of parasitism. U. S. D. A., Bur. An. Indust., Bul. 135. 42 PI" 

1917. Apparatus for use in examining feces for evidences of parasitism. 
Jour. Lab. and Clin. Med. 2:347-53. 

1923. Diagnosis and treatment of internal parasites. Veterinary Medicine, 
.:hicago, III. 2nd ed., 102 pp. 

1937. Studies on oxyuriasis. L Types of anal swabs and scrapers, with a 
description of an improved type of swab. Am. Jour. Trop. Med. 17:445-53. 

---, and D. L. Augustine. 1929. Some investigations of anthelmintics by an 
egg and worm count method. Am. Jour. Hyg. 9:584-628. 

---, and E. B. Cram. 1925. Some laboratory methods for parasitological in· 
vestigations . .Jour. Agr. Res. 30:773-76. 

Hallsheer, "V. C., and C. A. Herrick. 1925. The place of the smear ill hookworm 
diagnosis. Am. Jour. Hyg. 6 (July supp!') : 136-48. 

---, C. A. Herrick, and A. S. Pearse. 192G. Evaluation of the methods of Stoll 
and Lane in light hookworm infections, and accuracy in diagnosis of the \YiIIis 
fioatation method. Am. Jour. Hyg. 6:118-35. ' 

Headlee, \V. H. 1935. Studies on infections of human parasitic worms under insti· 
tutional conditions. Jour. Lab. and Clin. Med. 20: I 06!l-77. 

---. 1942. Tntestimil parasite infections alllong in-patients of the Indiana Uni· 
\,ersity Medical Center hospitals. Am. Jour. Trop. Med. 22:3'11-50. 

Hegner, R. \Y. 1922. A comparative study of the giardias living in man, rabbit. 
and dog. Am. Jour. Hyg. 2:442-54. 

---, and .1. M. Andrews. 1!l30. Problems and methods of research ill proto· 
zoolog-y. The Macmillan Co., New York, N. Y. 532 pp. 

---, \Y. \Y. Cort, and F. M. Root. 1923. Outlines of medical zoology. With 
speciall'eference to laboratory and field diagnosis. The Macmillan Co., New York. 
175 pp. 

---, and L. C. Eskridge. 1935. Elimination and cross·infection experiments "'ith 
trichomonads from fowls, rats, and man. Am. Jour. Hyg. 21:135-50. 

---, F. M. Root, D. L. Augustine, and C. G. Huff. 1938. Parasitology, with 
special reference to man aud domesticated animals. D. A. Appleton·Century 
Co., New York, N. Y. 812 Pl" 

---, and \V. H. Taliaferro. 1924. Human protozoology. The Macmillan Co., 
New York, N. Y. 597 rp. 

Heidegger, E. 1937. \Yurmtafeln zum Restirnmen del' wichtigslen Haustierpara· 
siten. Ferdinand Enke, Stuttgart, 121 pp. 

Hein, G. E. 1!l27. Cedar oil as an aid in finding parasite ova in feces. Jour. Lah. 
and Clin. Mec]. 12: 1117-18. 

Hellsten, H. 1!l33. Til fraagen om Oxyuris' paavisande, forekomst och betyde1se. 
Nord. Med. Tidskr. 6: 1358-63 .. 

Hernandez Morales, F., and .J. Oliver Gonzalez. 1945. Ova of Schistosoma 1Ilansoni 
in purged and unpurged fecal specimens. Puerto Rico jour. Pub. Health ancl 
Trap. Med. 21 :209-10. 

Herrick, C. A. 1928. A quantitative study of infections wilh Atlcy/oslo"w caninum 
in clogs. Am. jour. Hyg. 8:125:-~'Z,_ - .- . ____ 



References J 79 

Hetherington, D. C. 1922. Some new methods in nematode technic. Jour. Parasit. 
9:102--4. 

Heubner, O. 1922. Studien tiber Oxyuriasis. Jahrb. Kinderheilk. u. l'hys. Erzieh. 
. 98:1. 
Hieronymi, E. 1925. Ueber Milbenbefunde im Stuh!. Miinchen. Med. Wchnschr., 

72 (50), 11 Dez .. p. 2517, 
Hill, C. R., and R. E. Zimmerman. 1954. Use of a standard planetary-type mixing 

machine for separating eggs of the swine whipworm, Trichuris wis, from feces. 
Jour. Parasit. 40 (Sec.2) :32. 

Hill, H. C. 1946. Observations on Ancylostoma and Toxocara infection in experi­
mental and stock dogs. Jour. Parasit. 32:210. 

Hill, R. B. 1923. Investigations on the control of hookworm disease. XXV. The 
use of the egg-counting method in an intensive campaign. Am. Jour. Hyg. 
3 (July suppl.) :37-60. 

1926. The estimation of the number of hookworms harbored, by the use 
of the dilution egg count method. Am. Jour. Hyg. 6 (July supp!.) :19--41. 

Hinman, E. H., and R. H. Kampmeier. 1934. Intestinal acariasis due to Tyro­
glyphus longior Gervais. Am. Jour. Trop. Med. 14:355-62. 

Hirst, L. F. 1924. Investigations on the epidemiology of hookworm disease in 
Colombo. Part I. On the isolation and identification of infective nematode 
larvae. Part II. Observations on tbe viability of hookworm larvae. Ceylon 
Tour. Sci., Sect. D., Med. Sci. 1:1-31. 

Hitchcock, D. J. 1950. Parasitological study on the Eskimos in the Bethel area of 
Alaska. Jour. Parasit. 36:232-34. 

---. 1951. Parasitological study on the Eskimos in the Kotzebue area of Alaska. 
jour. Parasit. 37:309-11. 

Hobmaier, M., and P. Taube. 1921. Die Kochsalzmethode bei Untersuchung auf 
Haustierparasiten. Berlin Til<.rarzt!. Wehnschr; ,37 (44) .:521-2~ . 

Hoffman, 'V. A., J. A. Pons, and J. ·G. Janer. 1934. J he sednnentatldn-C,oncentratJOn 
method in schistosomiasis mansoni. Puerto Rico Jour. Pub. Health and Trop. 
Med. 9:280-90. 

Howe, P. E., T. A. Rutherford, and P. B. Hawk. 1910. On the preservation of 
feces. Jour. Am. Chem. Soc. 3~: 1683-86. 

Hung, S. L. 1926. Ueber den Nachweis von HakenIVurmeiern im Kote, den 
\Vert ihrer quantitativen Bcstimmung und cine cinfachc neue Methode £iir 
letztere. Arch. f. Schiffs- II. Tropen-Hyg-. 30:399-421. 

Hunter, G. W., L. S. Diamond, J. W. Ingalls, anrl E. P. Hodges. 1946. Studies on 
schistosomiasis; further studies on methods of recovering eggs of S. japonicum 
from stools. Anat. Rec. 95:515. 

---, E. P. Hodges, W. G. Jahnes, L. S. Diamond, and J. W. Ingalls. 1948. St)ldies 
on schistosomiasis. II. Summary of further studies on methods of recovering 
eggs of S. japonicum. Bu!. U. S. Army Med. Dept. 8: 128-31. 

---, J. W. Ingalls, and. M. G. Cohen. 1945. Comparison of methods for diag­
nosing schistosomiasis japonica by recovery of eggs from feces. Jour. Parasit. 
(Supp!.) 31 :21. 

---, ---, and ---. 1946 .. Comparison of methods for recovery of eggs of 
Schistosoma japonicum from feces. Am. Jour. Clin. Path. 16:721-24. 

Hussey, K. L., and N. E. Algt;r. 1951. Laboratory methods for the examination of 
mice for oxyurids. Jour. P,arasit. 37:327. 

\ 
Illinois University. 1939. ·Microscopic diagnosis of parasitism in domestic animals. 

(By Robert Graham et al.) • Illinois Agr. Exp. Sta. Circ. 496. 123 pp: 

Jackson, F. S. 1922. Note on the preparation of trematodes and nematodes for 
microscopic examination. Internat. Assoc. Med. Museums, Bul. 8: 124-26. 

Jacobs, A. H. 1942. Enterobiasis in children. Incidence, sympLOmatology, and' 
diagnosis, with a 'simplified Scotch cellulose tape technique. Jour. Pediat. 
21 :497-503. 

Jahnes, \V. G., and E. P. Hodges. 1947. An improved method. of se4imenting 
Schistosoma japollicum and other helminth ova. jour. Parasit. 33:483-86. 

Janssens, I'. G. 1948. De "A.E.X." concentratie methode voor wormeneieren. Ann. 
Soc. Belg. Med. Trup. 28:213. 



780 References 

Jeffrey, C. M. 1950. Incidence of Enterobius vermicularis in Puerto Rican children, 
with a comparison of two di'.'gnostic methods. Jour. Parasit. 36:485-88. 

Jones, C. H. 1907. Examination of the feces. Tlierap. Caz. 31, 3rd ser., 23:318-22. 

Kalantarian, E. V. 1938. Utilisation du nitrate de sodium dans la pratique hel­
minthologique. Med. Parazitol. i. Parazitar. llolezni. 7:142-43. (Russian text, 
French summary.) 

Kates, K. C. 1947. Diagnosis of gastrointestinal nematode parasitism of sheep 
hy differential egg counts. Proc. Helmint.h. Soc. \Vasll. 14:44-53. 

---, and D. A. Shorb. 1943. Identification of eggs of nematodes parasitic in 
. domestic sheep. Am. Jour. Vet. Res. 4:54-60. 

Kamal, C. P., and H. M. Cordon. 1941. A useful mixing apparatus for the prep­
aration of suspensions of faeces for helminthological examinations. Australia 
Counc. Sci. and Indust. Res. Jour. 14:304-5. 

Keller, A. E. 1933. A study of the occurrence of unfertilized Ascaris eggs. Jour. 
Lab. and Clin. Med. 18:371-74. 

1934. A comparison of the efficiency of the Stoll egg-counting technique 
with the simple smear method in the diagnosis of hookworm. Am. Jonr. Hyg. 
20:307-16. 

\935. The occurrence of eggs .of Heterodera radicicola in human feces. 
Jour. Lab. and Clin. Med. 20:390-92. 

Kendrick, J. F. 1934. The length of life and rate of loss of the hookworms, 
AncylostoTllll duodenale alld Necator americallus. Am. Jour. Trop. Med. 
14:363-79. 

Kevorkova, V. l. 1946. (011 the method of enterobiasis). Med. Parasitol. and 
Parasit. Dis. 15:73. 

Khalil, M. 1921. On the occurrence of tiJe eggs of mites in the faeces of miners in 
Cornwall and their subsequent developm~nt in culture media. Proc. Roy. Soc. 
Med. 14 (Trop. sect.) :24. 

Kieffer, L. 1922. Die "i\ufschwernrn·Methoden" zum Nachweis der Parasiteneier 
im Kote der Haustiere. Inaug. Diss. (Giessen). 7 pp. 

Knowles, R. 1928. An introduction to medical protozoology, with, chapters on 
the spirochaetes and on laboratory methods. Thacker, Spink and Co., Calcutta, 
887 pr. 

Kofoid, C. A., and M. A. Barber. 1918. Rapid method for detection of ova of 
intestinal parasites in human stools. Jour. Am. Med. Assoc. 71: 1557-61. 

---, S. I. Kornhauser, and O. Swezy. 1919. Structure and relationships of the 
"iodine cysts" from hUll)an feces. Milit. Surg. 45:30-43. . 

Kolmer, J. A., and F. Boerner. 1945. Approved lauoratory technic, clinical, patho­
logical, bacteriological, mycological, parasitological, serological, biochemical, 
and histological. 4th ed. D. Appleton-Century Co., New York, N. Y. 1017 pp. 

Kortenhaus, F. 1928. Veruesserter Nachweis von \Vurmciern im aufgehellten 
dicken Trockenkotausstrich. Miinchen. Med. \Vchnschr. 75:1029. 

Kouri, P., J. G. Basnuevo, and F. Sotolongo. 1943. (Diagnostico microscopico de las 
principales nematodiasis humanas.) In: Lecciones de parasitologia y medicina 
tropical. Torno II. Helmintologia humana. Primera parte: Nemathelminthes. 
2nd ed. La Habana, pp. 301-3. 

---, - __ , and ---. 1943. Lecciones de parasitologia y medicina tropical. 
Tomo II. Helmintologia humana. Primera parte: Nemathelminthes (vermes 
redondos.) 2nd ed. La Habana, 3]] pp. 

---, --_, and ___ . 1944. Lecciones de parasitologia y rnedicina tropical. 
Tomo II. Helmintologia humana. Segunda parte: Plathelminthes (vermes 
pIanos). 2nd ed. La Habana. 336 PI'. 

Koutz, F. R. 1941. A comparison of floatation solutions in the detection of parasite 
ova in feces. Am. Jour. Vet. Res. 2:95-100. 

---. 1944. Recent observations on parasites in small animals. Jour. Am. Vet. 
Mcd. Assoc. 104:199-203. 

___ , and R. E. Rebrassier. 1948. Identification and Ufe cycles of parasites 
affecting domestic animals. Ohio State Univ. Press, Columbus, Ohio. 104 PI" 

Kramer, F. 1925. Vergleichende Untersuchungen iiber den besten Nachweis von 
Parasiteneiern iin Kot und einige lleobachtungen iiber die Entwicklnng von 
/Ismris lIlystax. Deutsche Tieriirz.tL \Vchnschr_33_:701-3. 



References J 8 J 

Krug-, E. 5., and R. L. Mayhew. 1946. A comparative study of ova of four species of 
bovine gastro.intestinal nematodes. Jour. Parasi!., Suppl., Sec. 2: 17-18. 

---, ---. 1949. Studies on bovine gastro-intestinal parasites. XIII. Species 
diagnosis of nematode infections by egg characteristics. Trans. Am. Micros. Soc. 
68:234-39. 

Krull, \V. H. 1 (lt6. The identification of Tilysanosollla actinioides infections in 
sheep hy examination of fecal pellets. Trans. Am. Micros. Soc. 65:351-53. 

Kudo, R. 1954. (Microscopical examination for protozoa.) In: Protozoology. 4th e(l. 
Charles C Thomas, Springfield, Ill., 966 pp. 

Kuenen, \V. A., and N. H. Swellengrebel. 1913. Die Entamoben des Menschen und 
ihre praktische Bedeutung. Centralb!. f. Bakt. Orig. 71:378--410. 

Kuitenen-Ekhaum, E. 1942. Diagnosis of enterobiasis: evaluation of recent devices. 
Can. Puh. Health Jour. 33:174. 

Lane, C. 1918. Methods old and new for the detection of hookworm infection. 
Indian Jour. Med. Res. 6:1-25. 

---. 1918. Preliminary note on an improved technique for the detection 
of hookworm eggs. Indian Med. Gaz. 53:173-74. 

1919. Diagnosis on a large scale in hookworm infection. Indian Jour. 
Med. Res., Special ]'\0.:186-204. 

1923-1927. The mass diagnosis of ankylostome infestation. Trans. Roy. 
Soc. Trop. Med. and Hyg. Part I, 16:274-315; 'Parts II to VII, 17:407-36; Parts 
VIII to XIII, 18:278-310; Part XIV, 19: 156-76; Part XV, 20:455-77. 

1928. The mass diagnosis of hookworm infection. Am. Jour. Hyg. 8 (May 
supp!.) : 1--48. 

1928. Recent advances in the diagnosis and treatment of human 
helminthiasis. Drit. Med. Jour. (3526), Aug. 4:191-95. 

1932. Hookworm infection. Oxford Medical Pu~lications, London, 
PI'. !J19. " 

---. 1933. Diagnosis of helminthic infedions: a twelve-year survey. Trup. Dis. 
Bul. 30:503. 

1940. Hookworm diagnosis. Assumptions, alterations, controls, time·lag, 
rediscoveries: D.C.F. Trans. Roy. Soc. Trop. Med. and Hyg. 33:521-36. 

Langeron, M. 1942. Precis de microscopie. Technique, experimenlalion, 
diagnostique. 6th ed. Masson et Cie .. Paris, 1340 pp. 

---, and M.'Rondeau du Noyer. 1930. Coprologie microscopique. 2nd ed. Mas­
son et Cie., Paris, ll:lO pp. 

Law, R. G. )930. (Hints on testing feces for the presence of parasites.) [n: 
Feeding and. diseases of the fox. Ontario Dept. Game and Fisheries, Bul. 
2:29-30. 

1933. Hookworm infection in foxes. Ontario Dept. Game and Fisheries, 
Bul. 5. 3'3 pp. 

Lawless, D. K. 1953. Rapid permanent-mollnt stain technic for diagnosis of in· 
testinal protozoa: preliminary report. Am. Jour. Trop. IVIed. and Hyg. 2: 1137. 

Leichtenstern. O. 1886. Weitere Beitrage zur Ank)'[ostoma·Frage. Deutsch. med. 
Wchnschr. 12 (11),18. Marz:173-76; (12) 25. Marz:194-96: (13) I. Apr.:216-18; 
(14) 8. Apr.:237--40. 

Letulle, M. 1905. Recherche des oeufs de parasites de l'intestin dans les matieres 
fecales. Presse Med., Paris, 13 (105) :841--43. 

Levine, P. 1', 1936. A ne\-\ method for embryonating nematode eggs in fecal 
discharges. Jour. Parasit. 22:291. 

Liebow, A. A.,·:ind C. A. Hannilln. 19~6. Eosinophilia, ancylostomiasis and strongy­
loidiasis in South PaCific area. Yale Jour. BioI. and Me(\. 18:381. 

Lienhardt, H. F. 1930. Practical diagnosis of parasitism in animals. Vet. Bul. 
(Mimeographed Supp!. to Army Med. DuL) , 24:220-22. 

Liess, J. 1925. Vergleichende 1 Untersuchungen tiber die Brauchbarkeit vei" 
schiedcner Flotationsmedien' wm Nachweis von Parasiteneiern im Kot del' 
Haustiere. Inallg. Diss., Han.hover, 64 pp. 

Lopez-Neyra, C. R. 1953. Delerminaci6n de verminoses intestinales Gillin"s, fase. 
ineludible de toda lucha antihidatidica. Rev. Iherica Parasilo\. 13:227--46. 

Loughlin, E. H., and S. H. Spink. 1949. Diagnosis of helminthiasis . .lou I'. Am. :\Ied. 
Assoc. 139:997. 



182 References 

Loughlin, E. H., and N. R. Stoll. 1!i46. All. c!licicnt CUllcentration method (AEX) for 
detecting helminthic ova in feces (modit1cation of the Telemann technic). Am. 
Jonr. Trop. }\fed. 26:51 7-27. 

;\[agath, T. B. 1916. Nematode technique. Trans. Am. Micr. Soc. 35:245-56. 
1934. The laboratory diagnosis of amebiasis. Jour. Am. J\fed. Assoc. 

103:1218-24. 
---, and C. B. Ward. 1928. Laboratory methods of diagnosing amebiasis. 

Am. Jour. Hyg. 8:840-57. 
Maldonaldo, J. F., J. Acosta·l\[aticlllo, and C. J. ThiJIet. 1949. Biological studies 

on miracidium of Schistosoma mallsoni. II. Behavior of unhatched miracidium 
in llndiluted stools under diverse environmental conditions. Puerto Rico JO\lL 
Pub. Health alld Trop. ]\fed, 25: 153. 

---, ---, and ---. J9!53~ A comparison of fecal examination procedures in 
the diagnosis of schistosomiasis Illansoni. Exp. Parasit. 2:294-310. 

Manalang, C. 1928. Trichuriasis: relation between the number of ova per gram 
of formed stool and the n\lmber of females harbored by the host. Philippine 
Jour. Sci. 36: 11-22. 

;\Ianson-Bahr, P., and 'W. J. Mnggleton. 1945. Significance of mites and their 
eggs in human feces. Lancet, I :S1. 

I\laplestone, P. A. 1924. A critical examination of Stoll's method of counting 
hookworm eggs in faeces. Ann. Trap. Med. and Parasit. 18: 189-94. 

1925. The rate of loss of hookworm eggs from feces. Indian Med. Gal. 
63:324-26. 

---. 1929. A simple method of preserving faeces containing hookworm eggs. 
Indian Jour. ]\fed. Res. 16:675-82. 

i'lIarsh, H. 1936. Observations based on weekly parasite egg COUllts on feces of 
Jambs and yearling sheep. Jour. Parasi!. 22:379-85. 

193B. Healthy cattle as carrier,S of coccidi:.l. Jour. Am. Vet. ':-Ied. Assoc. 
92 (ll.sA!j) : IS'i-9'L 

Martins, A. V. 1935. Determination of Schistosoma manson; ill feces by means of 
concentration sedimentation. Brazil ;\fed. 51:319-21. . 

Matuda, S. 1939. Some abnormal eggs of Ascaris lumbricoides L. Vol. Jub. pro 
Prof. Sadao Yoshida, 2:311-14. 

May, H. C. 1922. On killing, staining :lIld mOllnting nematodes. Jonr. Parasit. 
9:240. 

l\{azzolli, L. 1945. Presencia de huevecillos de varios helmintos, diferentes del E. 
vermicularis, en la region perianal d~ illdivid[loS examinados en Mexico para 
investigar oxyuriasis. Rev. d. Inst. Salub. y Enfcrm. Trap. 6: 131. 

--_, and M. T. Osorio. 1945. The diagnosis of enterobiasis: comparative study 
of the Graham and Hall techniques in the diagnosis of enterobiasis. JOllr. Lab. 
and Clin. Mell. 30: 1046-48. 

___ , L. Rodriguez, and A. Trevino. 1947. Obscrvac:iones en 1Gl personas para­
silitlas con Taenia. Rev. d. Inst. Sal lib. y Enferm. Trop. 8:155. 

McCorkle, .J. K. 1945. ;\Iodification of Faust-Meleney technic. nuL U. S. ;\led. 
Dept. 45:420-22. 

:\[cDonald, .I. D. 1920. Some limitations of the flotation method of fecal exam­
ination. Jour. Lab. and Clin. ]\fed. 5:386-91. 

McNeil, H. L. 1913. An improved method of extracting ova from stools. Jon!'. 
Am. Med. Assoc. 61:1628. 

Meggitt, F. J. 1921. 011 the collection and examination of tapeworms. Parasit­
ology, IG:266--68. 

Mello, M. J .. and R. Cuocolo. 1943. TCCllica para 0 xenodiagn6stico da hahrone­
mose gastrica dos equidcos. Arg. lnst. BioI. (Sao Paulo) 14:217-26. 

l\lhaskar, K. S. 1923. The diagnosis of hookworm infection. Indian JonI'. ':-[cd. 
Res. 10:665-86. 

Milaknis, A. 1953. An improved Technic for fecal cxaminatioll. Vet. ':-{ed. 48:,' I. 
:'\1 iura, K., and N. NishillchL 1902. Ueber befruchtete und unbefruchtetc 

Ascarideneier im menschlichcn Kote .. CentralbL Bakt. Parasit. 32:637-41. 
Monnig, H. O. 1928. Dilution egg '~ounting on sheep faeces. Am. JOllr. Hyg. 

8:902-9. 



References 183 

1947. (Clinical diagnostic methods.) [,,: Veterinary helminthology and 
entomology. Srd eci. Williams and Wilkins Co., Baltimore, Md., pp. 16--29. 

Morgan, B. B., and I'. A. Hawkins. 1952. Diagnosis of protozoan infections. 111: 
Veterinary protozoology. Burgess Pub. Co., Minneapolis, Minn., pp. 155-68. 

___ , and ---. 1919. Diagnosis of helminth infections. In: Veterinary Helmin­
thology. llurgess Pub. Co., Minneapolis, Minll., pp. 3'15-64. 

Morgan, D.O., and J. E. N. Sloan. 19-17. Researches on helminths ill hill sheep. 
\Vith special reference to seasonal variatiolls ill \,'orm egg output. Scot. Agr. 
2i:28-35. 

Moss, E. S. 1938. Useful methods for routine and special examination of stools. 
with particular reference to. the diagnosis of intestinal parasites. Am. Jour. Clin. 
Path., Tech. SuppL 2:43-55. 

~Iost, H. 1951. Dia~nosis of intestinal helminths and protozoa: current perspective. 
III: Parasitic infections ill man. Columbia Uni,·. Press, i\ew York, pp. 56-75. 

:'\clsun, E. C .. and M. Bayliss. 1946. Schistosomiasis japonica, laboratory diagnosis. 
Bul. U. S. Army Med. Dept. ,,:673-80. 

:'\c\'eau·Lemaire, M. 1936. (Recherche et exam('n des oeufs d·helminthes.) III: 
Traite d'helminthologie mCdicalc et veterinaire. Vigot Freres, Paris, pr. 65--69. 

1943. (Recherche et etude des protolOaires parasites.) In: Traite de 
protozoologie medicale et vctCrinairc. Vigot Fr~res, Paris, pp. 32-55. 

·i\'ickel, H. S. 1938. Hematoxylin staining of protozoan cysts obtained from feces 
hy zinc sulphate levitation. Jour. Parasit. 21 (Supp!.) :8-9. 

1942. Amebiasis and hookworm infection as found in approximately 
50,000 fecal examinations in Mississippi. Am. Jour. Trop. Merl. 22:209-15. 

i\'issle, A., and O. Wagener. 1904. Lur Ulltersuchungstechnik VOIl Eic)'J) IIIllI 

Larven des Anhylostnmul1l duor/f'lIa/e. Hyg. Rundschau. 14:57-(if). 
,\/{iller, \\'" and L Ottell. 1 !'l2J. Die Koehsallmethode bei _(jet' UlltersllcllIlllg 

dCl" Haustierkokzirlien. Berliner ticrarzt). Wchnschr. 37:481-83. 
---, and F. Schmid. 1927. Die Wasserglas·Zentrifugier-Schwillllu-Methodc 

Ilaeh Vajda 1927 in ihrelll \Verte Wr parasitologische Untersuchungen. 
Tieral'zt!. Rundsch. 33:759-61. 

Nonli, S. 1926. A staining method of goat coccidium and coccidium cyst. Jour. 
Jap. Soc. Vet. Sci. 5:91-96. 

Obitz, K. 1934. Recherches Sllr les oeufs de quelques anoplocephalidcs. Alln. 
I'arasit. 12:40-55. 

Okoshi, S .• S. Karasal\'a. Y. Hyuga. and H. Kubala. 1950. Research 011 methods of 
diagnosing bovine schistomiasis by means of rectal biopsies (trans. title). Jap. 
Jour. Vet. Sci. 12:281-83. 

Oleinikow, S. \V. 1929. Sur Ie diagnostic et l'epidcmiologie dans l'enterobiose. 
(Russian text.) Russ. Jour. Trop_. ]\fed. 7:393-402. Ahst. in BioI. Abst. 6: 1123 
(1933) . 

Oliver Gonzalez, J" and I'. Hern.indez ;\lorales. 19,16. Quantitative determinations 
of,Schistosoma ",allsoni ova in feces from patients under treatment with :-tnti· 
monial drugs. Puerto Rico J(llIr. rub. Health and '1'1'01" 1\1ell. 22:210-16. 

Olsen, O. \V. 1946. Hexachloreth:me-bentonite suspension for the removal of 
the common liver {]uk'e, Fasciola hepatica, from sheep. Am. Jour. Vet. Res. 
7:358-64. (New technic ,for fecal examinations.) 

Otten, L. 1922. Die Kochsalzllletliode bei del' L'nlcrsllcJllIng del' Hallstier­
coccidien. Vet. med. Inaug. Diss., Berlin. 

Ouo, G. F., R. Hewitt, and D. ,E. Strahan. 1.941. A simplified zinc sulfate levitation 
method of fecal examination for protozoan cysts and hookworm eggs. Am . 
.lour. Hyg. 33:32-37. 

Ottolina, C. 19'17. The rectoscol)ic bioI'S), I)), trall,parclIC)': a lIe\\' diagnostic method 
fol' SCilis(oso11lo lIwtlSoni. *111. jour. Trop. ;\Ied. 27:603. . 

Payne. C. C .• W. W. Cort, and w. A. Riley. 1923. Investigations on the control 
of hookworm disease. XX. Human infestation slUdies in Pono Rico by the 
egg·counting method. Am. Jour. Hyg. 3:315-38. ' 

Pearse, A. S. 1942. (\Vonn eggs and examinations of feces for animal parasites.) 
ill: Introduction to parasitology. Charles C Thomas, Springfield, Ill., pp. 173-136. 



J 84 References 

Pepper, W. 1908. A new method of examination of the feces for the o\'a of 
Uncinaria. With report of a case of D. americana and of a case of U. duodenale. 
JOUT. Med. Res. 18 (11.5.13) :75-80. 

l'esigan, T. P. 1940. Comparativc cfficicncy of zinc sulphate alld cupric' nitrate 
technics for the diagnosis of helminth ova and protozoan cysts in feces. Univ. 
Philippines Nat. and Appl. Sci. Bul. 7:305-17. 

Pfister, E. 1909. Die methodischc Endoskopie (Proktoskopie) des bilharzia· 
kranken Enddarmes. Arch. f. Schiffs. u .. Tropen.Hyg. 13:761-70. 

Piana, G. P. 1905. Esame microscopico delle fcci per .la riccrca di elminti. La 
Clinica Vet. Anno. 29, n.1: 15-20; 27-35; 49-55. 

Pipkin, A. C. 1948. The diagnosis of taciliasis by perianal slI'ail. jour. Parasit. 
31 (Sed!) :27. 

Pirot, R. 1924. La recherche des ocufs d'helminthes ell coprologie. ELUde 
experimentale et critique dcs procedes d'enrichissement. These de doctorat en 
medecine. Bordeaux. 

Podyapolskaya, V. P. 1943. Diagnosis of helminthic infestations hy the examiuation 
of scrapings fwm the perianal folds. Mcd. l'arasit. and Parasit. Dis. 12:83. 

Pusch, J., 1. Senne, and \V. Beyer. 1950. An improved, simple method for the 
identification of parasite eggs in fecal samples. Ticriirztl. Umschau, 5:5,1. 

Quadflieg, L. 1909. Ein Beitrag zur Faecesuntersuchung auf Parasitcneier. 
Deutsch. med. Wchnschr. 35 (48) :2106-7. 

Ransom, n. H. 1906. The life history of the twisted wireworm (Haemonchus 
contortus) of sheep and other ruminants. U. S. D. A., Bur. An. Indus., Circ. 
93. 7 pp. 

Ratclilfe, H. T.. 1944. A method for preparing permanent slides of the ova of 
parasitic worms. Science, 99:391. 

Ray, D. K. 195.3. Comparative etliciency of zinc sulfate flotation of coccidial CYSIS of 
sheep and goat. Proc. Zoo I. Soc. Bcngal. 6: 135-38. 

Reardon, L. 1938. Studies on oxyuriasis. X. Artifacts in "cellophane" simulating 
pinworm ova. Am. Jour. Trap. Med. 18:427-31. 

Rebrassicr, R. E. 1940. Identification and life cycles of parasites alfecting 
domestic animals. Ohio State Univ. Press, Columbus, Ohio, 89 pp. 

1940. Methods of diagnosis and treatment of the intestinal parasites 
of small animals. Cornell Vet. 30:133--40. 

Rees, C. \V. 1952. The processing of fecal specimens by the zinc sulfate flotation 
technique with safeguards for laboratory workers. Jour. I'arasit. 38 (Sec.2) :26. 

Regoncsi, C., M. Murancla, and J. Artigas. 1951. Tccnica del fijador con alcohol 
polyvinilico en el diagn6stico de la amibiasis y otras cntcroparasitosis. RoL 
Chilcno de I'arasitol. 9: 105-9. 

Reichenow, E" and G. W(ilker. 1929. (Nachweis und Untersuchung von 
\Vllnneiern.) In: Leitfaden der tierischen Parasiten des Menschen und der 
Haustiere. Curt Kabitzsch, Leipzig, pp. 126-37. 

Reis, J., and P. Nobrega. 1936. (Diagnostico geral das helminthoses.) In: Tralado 
de doen\:as das aves. Inst. BioI .. Slio Paulo, Brasil, pp. 348-51. 

Riley, W. A., and R. O. Christenson. 1931. How to detect the parasites df fur­
bearing animals. Univ. Minn., A),'T. Ext. Div., Pamphlet 18. 22 pp. 

Ritchie, L. S. 1948. An ether sedimentation technique for routine stool examin­
ations. Bul. U. S. Army Med. Dept. 8:326. 

---, C. Pan, and G. \V. Hunter III. 1952. A comparison Df the zinc sulfate 
and the MGL (formalin·ether) technics. Jour. l'arasit. 38 (Sec.2) :Hi. 

Rivera·Anaya, J. D., and .I. Martinez de Jest'ls. 1951. Improved technique for the 
microscopic diagnosis of liver nuke infectiDns in cattle. JOllr. Agr., Ulli". Puerto 
Rico, 35: (3) :98-99. 

---, and ---. 1952. An improved technique for the microscopic diagnosis 
of liver fluke infection in cattle. Jour. Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 120:203-4. 

Roherts, F. H. S .• and P. J. O'Sullivan. 1950. Methods for egg counts and larval 
cullures for stl'ongyles infesting the gastro·intcstinal tract of catlle. Austral. 
jour. Agr. Res. 1:99-102. 



References J 85 

Roberts, G. A. 1926. Interesting observations in the examination of feces of 
sucking calves, lambs and pigs (methods anci findings). Jour. Am. Vet. !\led. 
Assoc. 69 (n.s. 22) :75-79. 

Robin, A. 1925. Sur une nouvelle methode d'enrichissement des selles. Compt. 
Rend. Soc. de BioI. 92: 1099. 

Ross, I. C., and H. M. Gordon. 1936. (Diagnostic methods based on faecal 
examination and culture.) In: The internal parasites and parasitic diseases of 
sheep, their treatment and control. Angus and Robertson, Ltd., Sydney, 
Australia, pp. 195-208. 

Royal, M. A. 1908. Intestinal pseudo parasites. Bul. State Univ. Iowa, n.s. 182. 
Ruhe, D. S. 1940. Permanent mounts from NIH swahs positive for pinworm 

ova. Jour. Parasit. 26:333-34. 
Ruotsalainen, A. 1911. Studier iifver fOrek01l1sten af tarmparasiter, speciellt Oxyuris 

vermicularis, hos ham. Finska lak.·sallsk handl. 53:444-66. 
Rysavy, n., and B. Erherdova. 1952. A contribution to the diagnosis of helminthiasis 

of sheep and hig game. (Eng. trans.) Zool. a Ent. Listy, 1:115-27. 

Sarles, M. P. 1929. Quantitative studies On the dog and cat hookworm, 
Ancylostoma braziliense, wilh special emphasis on age resistance. Am. Jour. 
Hyg. 10, Sept. suppl.:453-75. 

1929. The effect of age and size of infestation on the egg production 
of the dog hookworm, Ancylostoma caninum. Am. Jour. Hyg. 10, Nov. 
suppl.:658-66. 

Sasaki, R. 1927. On the oscillation of the specific gravity of the Ascaris eggs 
which are manifested by their growth. Tokyo Iji·Shinshi (Japanese text). 
English summary in Japan Med. World, 7:115. 

Sawitz, W. 1912. The buoyancy of certain nematode eggs. Jour. Parasit. 28:95-102. 
___ , and E. C. Faust. 1942. The probability of detecting-.i_ntestinal protozoa 

by successive stool examinations. Am .. Jour. Trop. Med. 22: 131-36. 
---, V. Odom, and D. Lincicome. 1938. Comparative efficiency of the NIH 

anal swah examination and stool examination by brine and zinc sulphate 
floatation for Enterobius infection. Jour. Parasit. (Supp!.) 24:9. 

---, J. E. Tobie, and G. Katz. 1939. The specific gravity of hookworm eggs. 
Am. Tour. Trop. Med. 19:171-79. 

Schmid, F. 1944. Technik del' Kotuntersuchung. In: Die parasitaren Krankheiten 
unserer Haustiere. 4 Auflage. R. Schoetz, Berlin, pp. 41-60. 

Schnelle, 'G. B., and T. C. Jones. 1944. Occurrence of the cereal mite in war dogs. 
Jour. Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 10,1:213-14. 

Schoop, G. 1925. Vber die Diagnose der Entoparasiten des Schafes mittels der 
Kotuntersuchung. Inaug. Diss., Hannover. 

Schroeder, K., and C. Jorgensen. 1914. Ueber das Vorkommen des Trichocephalus 
dispar. (Aus del' rned. Abt. fides. Krankenhauses ZlI Odcnse.) (Hospitalstidende 
1913 Nr. 40 u. 41.) Muench. med. Wchnschr. 61 (5) :266. 

Schuchmann, G., and L. Kieffer. 1922. Ueber den Nachweis von Parasiteneiern 
im Kote der Haustiere. Berl. Tierarztl. Wchnschr., Jahrg. 38, Nr. 19, S. 220-21; 
Nr. 31, S. 357-59. 

Schiiffner, 'V., and N. H. Swellengrebel. 1943. Methode zum Nachweis von Oxyuris 
Eiern: Ihre Leistnng gegenuber dem amerikanischen NIH·\Vischer. Zentralbl. 
f. fiak!., Parasit. u. Infekt. Krankl,l. 151 :71. 

. Scott, .J. A. 1937. The effed of various solutions on helminth eggs in feces. Jour. 
l'arasit. 23:109-12. 

1937. Dilution egg I counting in comparison with other methods for 
determining the incidenc~ of Schistosoma mansoni. Am. Jour. Hyg. 25:546-65. 

---. 1938. The regUlarity 'of egg output of helminth infestation with special 
reference to Schistosoma !hansoni. Am. Jour. Hyg. 27: 155-75. 

---, and W. H. Headlee. 1938. Studies in Egypt on the correction of helminth 
egg collnt data for the size and consistency of stools. Am. Jour. Hyg. 27:176-95. 

Seddon, H. R., and H. R. Carne. 1927. Incident of coccidiosis in Australian 
rabbits as determined by faecal examinations. N. S. \Vales Dept. Agr., Sci. Bul. 
29:33-41. 



186 References 

Seghetti, L. 19.50. An illlproved method of IlllXlIlg fecal suspellsions for nematode 
egg counts. })roc. Hel. Soc. Wash. 17:2li--27. 

Seifried, 0., and E. Heideg:!Ser. 1933. (Untersllchung auf Parasiten.) In: 
l'athologische Mikroskopie HiI' Studierende und Tierarzte., pp. 16-17. 

SerbinolV, P. I., and E. S. Schulmann. 1927. Ueber die Methode der Anal· 
abschabung zur Oxyurisdiagnose. Arch f.' Schiffs- u. Tropen-Hyg. 31 :482-84. 

Shakhnazarova, N. G. 1946. Hclmitlthoscoplc diagnosis of echinuriosis in clucks 
(trans. title). Proc. Moscow Zool. Park. 3: 130-35. 

Sheather, A. L. 1923. Detection of worm eggs in the faeces of animals and some 
experiences in the treatment of parasitic gastritis in cattle. Jour. Compo Path. 
and Thera. 36:71-90. 

1923. The detection of intestinal protozoa and mange parasites by a 
floatation technic. Jour. Compo Path. and Thera. 36:266-75. 

1924. The detection of worm eggs and Protozoa in the faeces of animals. 
Vet. Rec. 4:552-57. 

Shillinger, J. E. 1937. Detecting internal.parasiles. J,,: Diseases of fur animals. U. S. 
Dept. Agr.;Farmers' Bul. 1777:16-17. 

Shorb, D. A. 1939. Dillerentiation of eggs of various genera of nematodes 
.parasitic in domestic ruminants in the United States. U. S. D. A., Tech. Bul. 
694. 10 pp. 

---. i940. A comparative study of the eggs of various species of nematodes 
parasitic in domestic. ruminants. Jour. Parasit. 26:223-31. 

Sigalas, R., and R. l)irol. 1921. Un nouveau procede d'enrichissement des selles 
en coprologie. Compl. Rend. Soc. BioI. 90:755-57. 

---, and A. Robin. 1925. Technique d'enrichissement des selles. Destruction 
des debris vegetaux. Gaz. Hebd. Soc. Med., Bordeaux. 17 Mai, No. 20. 

Silva Leitao, J. L., J. M. Lino de Sousa, and L. D. Borges Ferreira. 1945. Metodo 
de Szepeshelyi e Urbany, no diagn6stico coprol6gico da distomatose ovina. 
Reposit6rio de Trabalhos do Lab. Centr. de Path. Vet. 6 (I) :159-64 (Lisbon). 

Simon, C. E. 1922. (Microscopic examination of the feces.) In: A manual of 
clinical diagnosis. 10 ed., Phila., Pa., pp. 361-73. 

Skriabine, K. 1., and E. E. S. Schulz. 1936. Les helminthoses pulmonaires des 
animaux. Bul. Off. Internal. Epizool. 12:407-56. Abst. in Vet. Bul. 7:337-38 
(1937) . 

Sloss, M. W. 1939. Spurious parasites in a dog. (Sheep parasite ova and oocysts.) 
The Vet. Student, 1:51. 

Sluiter, C. Th., and N. H. Swellengrebel. 1912. De dierlijke parasiten van den 
mensch en van ouze huisdieren. 2. Aufl. Scheltema en Holkema, Amsterdam. 

Smillie, W. G. 1921. A comparison of the number of hookworm' ova in the stool 
with the actual number of hookworms harbored by the individual. Am Jour. 
Trop. Med. 1:389-95. . 

Snijders, E. P. 1920. On the cysts of a hitherto undescribed species of Eimeria 
in human stools. Parasitol. 12:427-32. 

Soper, F. L. 1921i. Comparison of the Stoll and Lane egg-count methods for the 
estimation of hookworm iRfestation. Am. Jour. Hyg. 6 (July supp!.) :62-102. 

1927. The relative egg-laying function of Necator americanus' and 
Ancylostoma duodenale. Am. jour. Hyg. 7:542-60. 

Souegas, R. 1932. (Fecal technic for physicians and veterinarians.) In: Alii'lyse 
micrographique. 2e. ed. Vigot Freres, Paris. 

Southwell, T., and A. Kirshner. 1938. (Drawings of helminth eggs.) In: Guide 
to veterinary parasitology and entomology. H. K. Lewis and Co., Ltd., London, 
pp. 124-25. , 

Spedding, C. 'R. \V. 1952. Variations in the egg COlInt of sheep faeces within one day. 
Jour. Helminth. 26:71-86. 

Spindler, L. A. 1928. Use of the egg isolation technic' in epidemiological studies 
on ascariasis in Virginia. Jour. Parasit. 15:147. 

1929. On the use of a method for the isola tion of ascaris eggs from the 
soil. Am. Jour. Hyg. 10: 157-64. 

Stcck, \V. 1926. A simple direct method for detcrmining the number of \\'orm ova 
in faeces. Schweiz. An;h. f. Tierhlk. 68:.')61-63. 



References J 87 

Steel, E. R. · 1930. Routine microscopic fecal examinations in small-animal 
practice. Jour. Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 77 (n.s. 30) :9-17. 

Stevenson, R. T. 1942. Use of calcium chloride to isolate helminth ova from 
soil. Jour. Parasit. 28 (Suppl.) :24. 

Stiles, C. 'V. 1902. The significance of the recent American cases of hookworm 
disease (uncinariasis or anchylostomiasis) in man. 18th Ann. Rpt., Bur. An. 
Indust., U. S. D. A., pp. 183-219. 

1903. Clinical diagnosis of intestinal parasites. Jour. Am. ?>fed: Assoc. 
'11: 172-73. 

---, and C. H. Gardner. 1910. On testing the viability of hookworm eggs. 
U. S. ,Pub. Health Serv., Pub. Health, Rpts. 25:1825-30. 

---, and A. Hassall. 1902. Spurious parasitism due to partially digested 
bananas. In: Eleven miscell;lIleous papers on animal parasites. U. S. D. A., Bur. 
An. Indust., Bul. 35:56-57. 

Stilt, E; R., P. W. Clough, and M. C. Clough. 1945. (Fecal technic.) In: 
Practical bacteriology, haematology, and animal parasitology. 9th ed. P. Blak­
iston's Son and Co., Phila., Pa. 961 pp. 

Stoll, N. R. 1923. Method for determination of number of hookworm eggs in 
given sample of feces. Jour. Parasit. 9:236. 

1923. Investigations on the control of hookworm disease. XIV. An 
effective method of counting hookworm eggs in· feces. Am. jour. Hyg. 3:59-70. 

1923. Investigations on the control of hookworm disease. XVIII. On the 
relation between the number of eggs found in human feces and the number 
of hookworms in the host. Am. Jour. Hyg. 3:156--79. 

1923. Investigations on the control of hookworm disease. XXI. On the 
use of an egg counting method in soil·culture studies of hookworm larvae. 
(Prelim. rpt.) Am. Jour. Hyg. 3:339-42. 

1924. Investigations Ot1 the control of hookworm disease .. XXXIII. The 
significance of egg count data in Neca'tor americanus infestations. Am. Jour. 
Hyg. 4:466-500. ' . 

1929. Studies on hookworm, ascaris, and trichuris in Panama. II. 
Laboratory methods in the Panama studies. Am. Jour. Hyg., Monogr. Series, 
No. 9:30-44. 

- __ . 1929. Studies on hookworm, ascaris, and trichuris in Panama. Ill. Stool 
size and its relation to eggs in the feces. Am. jour. Hyg., Monogr. Series, No. 
9:45-53. 

1930. On methods of counting nematode ova in sheep dung. Parasitol. 
22:116-36. 

1946. Necator americanl1s and Ancylostoma duodenale in Guam, Leyte, 
and Okinawa, with a note on hookworm egg sizes. Jour. Parasit. 32:490-96. 

---. 1948. EI problema de la investigacion de la unciilaria. "fecI. Revista Amer. 
28:197. 

---, 'V. 'V. Cort, and 'V'. S. Kwei. 1927. Egg·worm correlations in cases of 
Fasciolopsis buski. Jour. Parasit. 13:166--72. 

---, and VV. C. Hausheer. 1926. Accuracy in the dilution egg-counting 
method. Am. Jour. Hyg. 6 (March suppl.) :80-133. 

---, and ---. 1926" Concerning two options in dilution egg·counting: 
Small drop and displacement. Am. Jonr. Hyg. 6 (March supp!.) : 134-45. 

---, and H. W. Tseng. 1~25. The' severity of hookworm .disease in a Chinese 
'group as tested by hemoglobin rcaning for the anemia and egg counts for the 
degree of infestation. Am. Jour. Hyg. 5:536-52. 

Strileiue, D. 1932. Mikrophotpgraphischer Atlas der Zerealien. Zeitschr. f. d. 
ges. Getreide u. MiihlenwesE;n. Berlin. 

Stubbendorff, G. 1893. Die .QifferentialdiagnQse der tierischen Parasiten·Eier 
und pflanzlicher Sporen. Inaug. Diss., Rostock. 33 pp. 

Sullivan, B. H. 1954. Rectal biorl,sy in the diagnosis of schistosomiasis. Amer. Pract. 
5:97-98. 

Summers, W. A. 1942. Intestillal parasites in boys of the Horida. Industrial 
School. Jour. Parasit. 28: 169-70. 

1942. A modification of zinc sulphate centrifugal flotation method £01' 
recovery of helminth ova in formalinized feces. Jonr. Parasit. 28:345-46. 



1 SS References 

Swales, W. E. 1939. Notes on the diagnosis and ·treatment of parasitic diseases 
of sheep in Canada. Can. Jour. Compo Med. 3:341-44. 

Swanson, L. E., and E. G. Batte. 1952. Internal parasites uf cattle and their control. 
Vet. Meei. 47: 172-74; 176. 

___ , and H. H. Hopper. 1950. Diagnosis of liver fluke infection in callIe. Jour. 
Am. Vel. ]'lIed. Assoc. 117: 127-29. 

Swartzwelder, J. C. 1939. A comparison of five laboratory techniques for the 
demonstration of intestinal parasites. Jour: Trop. Med. and Hyg. 42: 185-87. 

---, and S. J. Cali. 1942. Human intestinal myiasis due to syrphid larvae. Report 
of an additional case (Eristalis tenax). Am. Jour. Trop. ]\fed. 22: 159-63. 

Sweet, W. C. 1925. Average egg count per gram per female hookworm in Ceylon. 
Jour. Parasit. 12:39-42. 

1925. Notes on methods of diagnosing hookworm infection and on egg· 
counting methods. Am. Jour. Hyg. 5:497-507. 

Szepeshclyi, A., and L. Urbany. 1934. Un metodo d'arricchemento per 
l'accertamento delle uova di destoma nelle feci (Miinch. Tier. Woch. No. 25, 
Junho, 1934). La Clinica Vet.:955. 

Taube, P.· 1922. Eine Durchsuchung der Siiugetiere des Zoologischen Gartens 
zu Berlin auf Wurmeier nach der Kochsalz·Methode. Vet. med. Inaug. Diss., 
Berlin. 

Taylor, E. L. 1934. A method of estimating the number of worms present in the 
fourth stomach amI small intestine of sheep and cattle for the deflllile 
diagnosis of parasitic gastritis. Vet. Rec. 14:474-76. 

---. 1935. Seasonal fluctuation in the number of eggs of trichostrongylid 
worms in the faeces of ewes. Jour. Parasit. 21:175-79. 

---. 1939. Diagnosis of helminthiasis by means of egg counts, with special 
reference to red· worm disease in horses. Vet. Rec. 51 :895-98. 

Telemann, W. 1908. Eine Methode zur Erleichterung der Auffindung von 
Parasiteneiern ill. deYr Faeces. Deutsch. Med. Wchnschr. 34:1510-11. 

Tetley, J. H. 1941. Haemonchus colltortlls eggs: comparison of those in utero 
with those recovered from feces, and a statistical method for identifying H. 
contortus eggs in mixed infections. Jour. Parasit. 27:453-63. 

1941. The differentiation of eggs of the trichostrongylid species 
Nematodirus filicollis and N. spathiger. Jour. Parasit. 27:473-80. 

___ . 1949. Rhythms in nematode parasitism of sheep. New Zealand Dept. Sci. 
and Inclust. Res., Bul. 96, 214 pp. 

Theodoricles, J. 1948. Les colcopteres, parasites accidentels de l'homme. Ann. 
l'arasitol. Hum. et Compo 25:348-63. 

Thiene!. M. 1925. Neue crfolgreiche VerslIche ZlIr Bekampfung der Leber· 
gelseuche. MUnch. Tierarztl. Wochenschr., Jlng. 76, Nr. 29, S. 621-32. 

Thomson, J. G., and A. Robertson. 1926. Fish as the source of certain coccidia 
recently described as intestinal parasites of man. Brit. Meet. Jour. 1 :2B2. 

Tobie, J. E., L. V. Reardon, .1. Bozicevich, Bao·Chih Shih, N. Mantel, and E. H. 
Thomas. ]951. The efficiency of the zinc sulfate technic in ·the detection of 
intestinal protozoa by successive stool examinations. Ann. Trop. ]\fed. 31 :552-60. 

Todd, A. C., F. E. Hull, G. W. Kelley, Z. N. Wyant, and M. F. Hansen. 1949. Worm 
parasites ill thoroughbred mares. Ky. Agr. Exp. Sta. Bul. 536, 16 pp. 

Todd, J. C., and A. H. Sanford. 1948. (The feces. Animal parasites.) In: Clinical 
diagnosis by laboratory methods. II th ed. W. B. Saunders Co., Phila., Pa., 
pp. 479-603. . . 

Tomb, J. N., anti :\1. M. Helmy. 1931. Diagnosis of intestinal schistosomiasis by 
sedimentation. Tr. Roy. Soc. Trop. Mecl. and Hyg. 25: 181-85. 

Turner, J. H. 1951. COllnting Nematodirus stJathiger eggs ill sheep clung. Proe. 
Helminth. Soc. Wash. 18: 132-35. 

Underhill, B. M. 1928. A simple method for concentration of parasitic eggs 
from feces. Univ. Pa. Vet. Ext. Quarterly, No. 32:4-6. Also: Jour. Am. Vet. Med. 
Assoc. 73 (n.s.26) :318-20. 

United States Public Health Service. 19J}.9 . .....5uRplemenlary basic technique for 
the recovery of protozoon cysts and helminffi eggs_ in feces. (Preliminary 
communication.) U. ·S. I'ub. Health Serv., Reprint 201'1, 



References J 89 

Vajda. T. 1922. A new method for detecling the eggs of parasites in feces. Jour. 
Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 61 (n.s.l4) :534-36. 

1927. Metelypetek kimutasa belsarbol dusito eljarassal. Allato1'v. 
Kuzlony. Bd. 24. Nr. 1-3, S. 23-25. 

1940. Demonstration of liver fluke eggs by a new enrichment technique. 
(Trans. title.) Allatorv. Lapok. 63:147-49. 

van den Berghe. L. 1936. Sill' Ie polymorphisme des oellfs de Schistosoma lwetna­
tobium et la presence d'ocllfs dll ,type bovin dans les infections de l'homme au 
Katanga (Congo Bc1ge). Bul. Soc. Palh. Exot. 29:41-46. 

von Ledden-HIIlschosch, M. L. Q. ]899. Makro- und llIicroscopischc lliagnostik 
der menschlichen Exkremenle . .J. Springer, Berlin. 

Waddell, J. A. 1910. Hookworm in Virginia; its prevalence in certain Piedmont 
sections. Virginia lIIed. Semi·month. 14:546-49. 

Waller, E. F. ]939. Pathology of Eimeria arloingi infection with observations 
on other coccidia of the intestine of sheep. Thesis, Iowa State College. 61 pp. 

Ward. H. B. 1912. Means for the accurate determination of human internal 
parasites. Illinois Med. JOIlr., Oct.: I-IS. 

War Department. 1913. Methods of demonstrating and preserving ova of 
helminths. Office of Surgeon Ceneral. Wash., D. C. Bul. 1:9-37. 

Wardle, R. A. 1932. On the technique of cestode study. Parasitol. 24:241-52. 
Watson, J. lIl. 1947. A modification of the zinc sulfate centrifugal flotation technique 

for the concentration of helminth ova and protozoan cysts in faeces. Ann. Trap. 
lIred. and Parasit. 41 :43. 

Weller. T. H. 1947. Diagnosis of Schistosoma mansoni infections: note on use of 
rectal scraper. Am. Jour. Trop. Med. 27:41. 

---, and C. J. Dammin. 19·f5. An improved method of eX'1I11ina.!_ion of feces for 
the diagnosis of intestinal schistosomiasis. Am. Jour. Clin. Path. 15:496-500. 

---, ---, et al. 1945. The acid-ether centnfugation and the zinc sulfate 
flotation techniques as methods for the recovery of the eggs of Schistosoma 
mansoni. Am. Jour. Trop. Med. 25:367-74. 

Wenrich. D. H. 1941. The morphology of some protozoan parasites in relation 
to microtechnique. Jour. Parasit. 27: 1-28. 

'Venyon. C. M. 1926. Protozoology: a manllal for medical men. \·cterinarians. 
and ZOOlogists. 2 vols. Baillicre, Tindall and Cox. London. 1563 pp. 

\Vestphalen, H. 1924. Milben in den Fazes des Menschcn. Deutsch. -'Icd. 'Voch. 
I: 175. . 

Wharton. L. D. 1915. The development of the eggs of Ascaris lumur;coides. Phil. 
Jour. Sci. 10:19-23. 

---. 1915. The eggs of Ascaris lUlIlbricoides. Phil. Jour. Sci. 10:111-15. 
White. M. J. 1914. Examination for hookworm ova. Pub. Health Rpts., Treas. 

Series. U. S. A. 29:8. 
\Vhitlock. H. V. 1941. A new apparatus for counting small numbers of nematode 

eggs in faeces. Austral. Counc. Sci. and Indust. Res. jour. 14:306-7. 
1943. A method of preventing the development of strongylid eggs in 

sheep faeces during transport and storage. Austral. COlllIC. Sci. and Indust. 
Res. Jour. 16:215-16. 

--. -. 1948. Some modifications of the McMaster helminth egg·counting technique 
and apparatlls. Austral. Counc. sci. and Indust. Res. Jour. 21: 177-80. 

---. 1950. A technique fIJI' counting trematode eggs in sheep faeces. jour. 
Helminth. 24:47-52. 

Whitlock. J. H. 1938. Practical identification of endoparasites for veterinarians. 
Burgess Pub. Co., Minneapolis, Minn. 37 pp. 

1941. A practical dil].ltion-egg-count procedure. Jour. Am. Vet. Med. 
Assoc. 98:466-69. 

---. 1947. Illustrated laboratory outline of veterinary entomology and hel­
minthology. Burgess Puh. Co .• Minneapolis. Minn. '8.7 pp. 

Whitney, L. F. 1936. A study of 1,000 fecal examination reports. Vet. -'ied. 31: 10·L 
---, and C. D. 'Vhitney. 1951. A study of canine fecal examinations. Vet. l\fed. 

46:377-S2; 41S. 
Widgor, M. 1919. A study of the fecal examinations of 1,000 imported dogs. 

Jour. Am. Vet. ]\fed. Assoc. 56 (n.s.9) : 189-91. 



J 90 References 

\Vidgor,;\1, 1920. Study of the character of the feces due to various foods in connec­
tion with anthelmintic investigation. Parke-Davis and Co., Res. Paper No. 171, 
7:267. 

Willis, H. H. 1921. A simple levitation method for the detection of hookworm 
ova. Med. Jour. Australia, 8:375-76. Also in 7th Ann. Rpt., The Rockefeller 
Foundation. Internal. Health Bd. for 1920. 

Willmott, S., and F. R. N. Pester. 1952. Variations in faecal egg-counts in paramphis­
tome infections as determined by a new.technique. Jour. Helminth. 26:147-56. 

\Vilson, I. D. 1934. Sodium chloride vs. cane sugar for parasite egg flotation. 
Cornell Vet. 24:79-80. 

Wood, W. A. 1932. A note on the size of the eggs of some species of sheep worms. 
Rpt. Dir. Inst. An. Path., Univ. Cambridge (1931),2:220--22. 

\Vycoff, D. E., and L. S. Ritchie. 1952. Efficiency of the formalin-ether concentration 
technic. Jour. Parasit. 38 (Sec.2) :15-16. 

Yaoita, S. 1912. Ein nelles Verfahren ZlIr AufTindung sparlicher Parasiteneier in 
Faeces, Deutsch. Med. Wchsr. 38 (33) : 1540-41. 

Young, B. 1'. 1929. A quantitative study of poultry coccidiosis . .lour. I'arasit. 
15:241-50. 

Young, V. M. 1945. The staining of Protozoa in formalized stool specimens. Jour. 
I'arasit. 31 (Suppl.) :7. 

---, et al. 1951. A study of laboratory methods for diagnosing E1ldamoeba 
histolytica and their application to 5,048 persons from the Chicago area. Am. 
Jour. Digest. Dis. 18: 126-30. 

larrow, M., and H. Rufkin. 1946. Intestinal parasites diagnosed at an Army 
General Hospital in the South Pacific. Am. Jour. Med. Sci. 212:289. 

Zawadowsky, M. M. 1929. The eggs of Nematodirus spathiger and the properties 
of their shell. (Trans. title.) Lab. Expt. BioI. loopark, Moscow, Trans. 5:251-54. 

---, and S. N. Zvjaguintzev. 1933. The seasonal fluctuations in the number of 
eggs of Nematodirus sp. in feces. Jour. Parasit. 19:269-79. 

Zeliff, C. C. 1947. (Laboratory diagnosis and laboratory techniques.) In: Manual 
of medical parasitology. Edwards Bros., Inc .. Ann Arbor, Mich., pp. 109-48. 



References for Section 2 

EXAMINATION FOR MI'TESI OF THE SKIN AND OF THE INT'ERNAL ORGANS 

Armitage, F. D. 1936. A method for the preparation of mange mites for micro· 
scopical examination. Vet. Rec. 48:140~. 

Ayres, S. 1930. Pityriasis folliculorum (Demodex). Arch. Dermat. and Syph. 
21:19-24. 

Baker, D. W. 1946. Barn itch. Parasit. Lab., Vet. Exp. Sta., Cornell Univ. 36 
pp., 41 plates. 

Baker, E. "'., and C. \V. \Vllartoll. 1952. An introduction to acarology. Macmillan 
Co., :-:ew York. 465 pp. 

Banks, N. 1915. The Acarina or mites. U. S. D. A., Report 108. 153 pp. 
Bell, D. S., \V. D. Pounder, B. H. Edgington, and 0, C. Bentley. 1952. Psorergates 

ovis, a cause of itchiness in sheep. Jour. Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 120: 117-20. 
Benbrook, E. A. 1929. Skin examination of domestic animals for evidence of 

parasitic mites. Iowa State CoIl., Vet. Pract. Bul. 9:37-56. 
Bingham, M. L. 1944. Some clinical diagnostic methods of use in conditions 

associated with animal parasites. Vet. Rec. 56:313-16. 
Bishopp, F. C. 1942. Poultry mites. U. S. D. A., Yearbook:1055-61. 
Buxton, P. A. 1921. External anatomy of the Sarcoptes of' th,_~ horse. Parasit. 

13: 114-45. 
1921. On the Sarcoptes of man. Parasit. 13:146-51. 

Cameron, A. E. 1924. Sarcoptes of cattle. Parasit. 16:255-65. 
Carter, H. B. 1941. A skin disease of sheep due to an ectoparasitic mite, Psorergates 

avis \Vomersly. Anstral. Vet. Jour. 17: 193-201. 
Chandler, W. L., and D. S. Ruhe. 1940. Pneumonyssus caninum n. sp., a mite 

from the frontal sinus of the dog. Jour. Parasit. 26:59-67. 
Coffin, D. L. 1945. (Examinations for ectoparasites.) In: Manual of veterinary 

clinical pathology. Comstock Pub. Co., Ithaca, N. Y., pp. 57-61. 
Cooley, R. A. 1914. Killiug small arthropods with the legs extended. Jour. Parasit. 

1:105. 
Cooper, K. \V. 1946. The occurrence of the mite Cheyletiella parasitivorax (Meg­

nin) in North America, with notes on its synonymy and "parasitic" habit. Jour. 
Parasit. 32:480-82. 

Cram, E. B. 1925, Demodectic mange of the goat in the United States. Jour. 
Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 66 (n.s. 19) :475-80. 

Crawley, H. 1922. A case of demodectic mange in a bull. jour. Am. Vet. !\led. 
Assoc. 61 (n.s.14) :441-4;l. 

Davis, J. \\'. 1954. Studies of the shet;p mite, Psorergates ovis. Am. Jour. Vet. Res. 
15:255-57. \'. 

Ewing, H. E. 1929. A manual,of external parasites. C. C Thomas Co., Springfield, 
Ill. 225 pp. 

---. 1944. The trombiculidl mites (chigger Inites) and their relation to disease. 
Jour. Parasit. 30:339-65. 

---, and A. Hartzell. 1918'. The chigger mites affecting man and domestic 
animals. Jour. Econ. EntOl'nol. 1l:256-64. 

Friedman, R. 1942. Biology of Acarus scabiei. Froben Press, New York, N. Y. 
183 pr. 

Hardenbergh, J. C., and C. H. Schlotthauer. 1925. Demodectic mange of the 
goat and its trealment. Jour. Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 67 (lI.s.20) :486-89. 

[ 191 ] 



192 References 

Hearle, E. 1938. Insects and allied parasites Injurious to livestock and poultry 
in Canada. Dominion of Canada, Dept. Agr., Pub!. 604. 108 pp. 

Hirst, S. 1922. Mites injurious to domestic animals. Brit. Mus. Econ. Series No. 
13:1-107. 

Imes, M. 1942. Mange in equines. U. S. D. A" Yearbook:476-81. 
1942. Mange of swine. U. S. D. A., Yearbook:734-40. 

Koutz, F. R. 1953. Demodex folliculorum studies. II. Comparison of various diagnos· 
tic methods. The Speculum, 6:8-9; 23,26,55. 

---, D. M. Chamberlain, and C. R. Cole. 1953. Pllelllll(mys.ws callillll"! in the 
nas;11 cavity and paranasal sinuses. Jour. Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 122: 106-9. 

Leidy, J. 1872. On a mite in the ear of the ox. Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. of Phila., 
p.9. 

Little, R. B. 1932. Demodectic (follicular) mange in cattle. Jour. Am. Vet. Med. 
Assoc. 80 (n.s.33) :922-26. 

Martin, H. M., and ]\L J. Deubler. 1943. Acariasis of the upper respiratory tract 
of the dog. Univ. Pa. Vet. Ext. Quarterly, 89:21-27. 

Miller, A. W. 1942. Sheep scab and its control. U. S. D. A., Yearbook:904-11. 
Monnig, H. O. 1938. Arthropod parasites. I,,: Veterinary helminthology and ento· 

mology. 2nd ed. William Wood and Co., Baltimore, l\1e)., pp. 263-387. 

Neveu· Lemaire, M. 1938. Recherche el etude des arthropodes. [It: Tl'aitc d'ento· 
mologie medicale et vctcrinaire. Vigor Freres, l'aris, pp. 76-94. 

Olsen, O. 'Y., and F. K. Bracken. 1950. Occurrence of the ear mite, Raillietia aur;s 
(Leidy, 1872) of cattle in Colorado. Vel. Med. 45:320-21. 

Olsen. S . .J., and H. Roth. 1947. On the mite Cheyletiella parasitovorax, occurring 
on cats, as a facultative parasite of l11;1n. Jour. Parasit. 33:444-45. 

Osborn, H. 1896. Insects affecting domcstic animals. U. S. Dept. Agr., Div. Entomol., 
Bul. 5 (n.s.) . 302 pp. 

Park, S. E. 1942. The ccreal mile-a I'seudosarcoptcs. No. Amer. Vet. 23:269-70. 
Patton, \\T. S., and A. M. Evans. 1929. Insects, ticks, mites and venomous animals 

of medical and vetcrin;lry importance. P;lrl r., Medical. H. R. Grubb, Ltd., 
Croydon, England. 786 pp. 

Pillers, A. 'Y. N. 1921. Notes on mange, and allied mites for veterinarians. Bailli· 
ere, Tindall and Cox, London. 110 pp. 

Price, E. W., and F. C. Bishopp. 1942. Mange of dogs. U. S. D. A., Yearbook:1l74-79. 

Reis, J., and p, Nohrega, ·193ft Arthropodes parasitas, Tn: Tratado de docneas <las 
aves. Inst. BioI., Sao Paulo, Brasil, pp. 353-85. 

5heather, A. L. 1915. An improved method for the detection of mange acari. 
Jour. Compo Path. and Thera. 28:64-66. 

1943. The detection of intestinal protozoa and mange parasites by a 
floatation technique. Jour. Compo Path. and Thera. 36:266--75. . 

Smart, J. 1948. A handbook for the identification of insects of medical importance, 
British Mus. (Nat. Hist.) , London. 295 pp. 

Snyder, R. 1942. Cattle scab and its control. U. S. D. A., Yearbook:588-92. 

Theobald, A. R. 1940. Parasitic skin diseases in dogs. Jour. Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 
97: 139-44. 

Warburton, C. 1920. Sarcoptic scabies in man and animals. Parasit. 12:265-300. 
Wisseman, C. L., Jr., and S. E. Sulkin. 1947. Observations of the laboratory care, 

life cycle and hosts of the chicke'!, mite; Derlli{myssm- gal/inae. Am. Jour. Trap. 
Meel. 27:163-67, 



References for Section 3 

THE DIAGNOSIS OF LICE INFESTATIONS 

Babcock, O. G., and E. C. Cushing. 1912. Cattle lice. U. S. D. A., Yearbook: 
631-35. 

--, and __ . 1942. Hog lice. U. S. D. A., Yearbook: 74 1-44. 
---, and - __ . 1942. Goat lice. U. S. D. A., Yearbook:917-22. 
Baker, D. W. 1946. Barn itch. Parasit. Lab., Vet. Exp. Sta., Cornell Univ. 36 pp., 

41 pI. 
Bishopp, F. C. 1921. Solenopotes capillatus, a sucking louse of cattle not 11eretofore 

known in the U. S. Jour. Agr. Res. 21:797-802. . 
---. 1942. Some insect pests of horses and mules. U. S. D. A., Yearbook:492-500. 
---. 1942. Poultry lice and their control. U. S. D. A., Yearbook: 1048-54. 

Chandler, W. L. 1917. Investigations of the value of nitrobenzol as a parasiticide 
with notes on its use in collecting external parasites. Jour. Parasit. 4:27-32. 

Florence, L. 1921. The hog louse, Haematopinus suis Linne: its biology, anatomy 
and histology. Cornell Univ., Agr. Exp. Sta., Memoir 51, pp. 637-743. 

HearIe, E. 1938. Insects and aliled parasites injurious to livcst<ick "nd poultry 
in Canada. Dominion of Canada, Dept. Agr., Publ. 604. 108 pp. 

Herms, W. B. 1950. Medical entomology. The I\bcmillan Co., New York. 4th ed. 
643 pp. 

Kellogg, V. L., and G. F. Ferris. 1915. The Anoplura and Mallophaga of North 
American mammals. Leland Stanford, Jr., Univ. Pub's. (May 25.) 74 pp. 

Lukens, W. R. 1921. To detect lice on horses. jour. Am. Vet. Med. Assoc. 
59 (n.s.12) :50. 

Martin, H. 1\1. 1932. Lice in dogs. Univ. }'a., Vet. Ext. Circ. 48:6-7. 
l\fatthysse, J. G. 1946. Cattle lice, their biology and control. Cornell Univ., Agr. 

Exp. Sta., Bul. 832. 67 pp. 

[ 193] 





Index 
Acarina, order, 108 
Air-sac mite, poultry, 109, 112, 152 
Analgesidae, family, I H 
Anaticola anseris, 158 
Anaticola crassicornis, 157 
Anatoeclls dentatus, 158 
/lncy/ost01l1a caninurn, ova, 64, 65, 66, 

68, 77 
Anoplura, order, 156, 158 
Apparatus 

fecal examination, 5, 6 
fluke egg examination, 17 
skin examination, 119, 156 

Arachnida, lOS 
Arthropod, 108 
Ascarid, ova 

cat, 66, 67, 68 
cattle, 43 
chicken, 89 
dog, 65, 66, 78, 79 
fox, 65, 66, 78, 79 
horse, 20 
man, 102 
swine, 47 
turkey, 89 

Ascaridia galli, ova, 89 
Ascaris lUlllbricoides, ova 

man, 102 
swinc,47 

Ascarops strongylina, ova, [,2 
Auricular mange mites, III, 112, 128, 130, 

149, 150 

naHana seeds, 107 
Bde[[onysslls 

bursa, Il7, 118 
canadensis, 117, 118 
sylviamm, II7, II8, 1.54 

ndellonysslls (=Liponysslls), genus, 117 
near 

Di/Jhyllobotilrium tatHlll, ova', (i2 
Beef tapeworm, ova, man" 100 
Biting lice 

,cat, 157 
c:attle, 157 
chicken, 157 
dog, 157 
duck, 157, 158 
goat, 157 
goose, 158 
guinea fowl, 157 
kangaroo, 157 
pigeon, 157, 15S 
sheep, 157 
turkey, 157 
wolves, 157 

Biting louse 
cat, 157 

Biting louse (continued) 
cattle, 160 
chicken, 167 
dog, 165 
kangaroo, 165 
horse, 159 
opossum, 165 
sheep, 162 
turkey, 167 
wolves, 165 

Rody louse, chicken, 157, 167 
Hor,;cola 

bovis, female, 157, 160 
cap rae, 157 
hermsi, 157 
lim/Jata, 157 
ovis, female, 157, 162 
peregrina, 157 
pilosa, female, 157, 159 

Buxtonella sulcata, cyst, 27 

Caged birds. scaly-leg mite, 110, 140, HI 
Canadian feather mite, liS 
'Canary, scaly-leg mite, I ro 
CajJillaria 

aerophila, ova, 71 
caudin{lata, ova, 92 
contorta, ova, 91 

Capillarid worm, ova 
chicken, 92 
duck,91 
guinea fowl, 90 
pheasant. 91, 92 
quail,91 
turkey, 91, 92 

Cat 
Ancylostoma calli"",", ova, 64, 65, 66, 

68, 77 
ascarid. ova, 66. 67, 68 
Capillaria aeroplzita, ova, 7I 
cheyletid mite, 112 
Clzeyletiella parasitovorax, 116 
coccidia, 54, 55, 56, 57, 67 
DijJhyllobothriulfI tatum, uva, 62 
Dipylidium canillulll, ova, 59 
ear mites, III, 149, 150 
Felicola subrostrata, 157 
fluke, lung, ova, 58 
Giardia sp., 57 
hookwurm, ova, 64, 65, 66, 68, i7 
Isospora 

bigemina, oocysts, 54, 55 
felis, oocysts, 57, 67 
rivolta. oocysts, 55, 56 
sp., oocysts, 54 

lung' fluke, ova, 5f! 
lungworm, ova, 71 
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Cat (cr)1/tinued) 
mange mites, 137, 138, 139, 151 
Al esocestoides varia/lilis, ova, 63 
Notoedres cati, 137, 138 
notoedric mange mites, 137, 138, 139 
Otodectes cynotis, 112, 149, 150 
otodectic mange mites, III, 149, 150 
Paragoni1nus westennatl.tli, 0\':1 7 58 
Physaloptera 

praepulialia, ova, 74 
rara, ova, 73 

stomach worm, ova, 73, 74 
Strongyloides stercora lis, larva, 70 
Taenia 

/)isiforlllis, ova, 60 
laeni{l'e/oTrnis, ova, 61 

tapeworm, ova, 59, 60, 61, 62, (i3 
threadworm, larvae, 70 
1~oxllscaris leonina, ova. 66 
Toxocara mystax, ova, 67, GR 
Uncinaria stenoceplzala, ova, 65 

CaUle 
ascarid, ova, 43 
hiting louse, 157, IGO 
Bovicola bovis, 157, )60 
Bux to nella sulcata, cyst, 27 
chewing lice, 157 
Chorioptes /)Qvis, III, 147, 148 
chorioptic mange mites, III, 147, 148 
coccidia, 28, 29 
common liver fluke, ova, 34 
demodectic mange mite, 115, 151 
Demodex bovis, 115 
Dicrocoelium dendriticlllll, ova, 3G 
drone fly, larvae, 45 
ear mile, I Ill, 155 
Eimeria 

aubumensis, oocysls, 29 
zurnij, oocysts, 28 

Fasciola hepatica, ova, 34 
Fascioloides 1uagna, ova, 35 
fluke, ova, 34, 35, 36 
follicular mange mile, 115, 151 
Giardia bovis, 32, 33 
Haematopinus eurysternus, 158, IGO 
Haematopi1!us qlladr-ipertllssus, 158 
Haemonchus cOlltortus, ova, 39 
lancet liver fluke, ova, 36 
la~ge liver fluke, ova, 35 
Lmog~wthus vituti, 158, Hil 
Iiltle blue louse, 158, WI 
long-nosed IOllse, 158, 161 
mange mites 131, 142, 147, HH, 151 
Moniezia eX/Jansa, ova, 37 
Nematodirus, ova, 40 
Nematodirus spathigi!r, ova, 40 
Neoascaris vituloru1n, ova, 43 
Psoroptes equi var_ /Jovis,_U,I,. 1'42· 
psoroptic scah miteS", Ill, 142 
RaWietia auris, 118, 155 

Caule (colltillued) 
rat-tailed maggots, '15 
Sarco/Jtes scabiei var, bovis, lOY, 131 
sarcoplic mange mites, 109, 131 
scah mites, 110, 142 
short-.nosed louse, 158, 160 
SolenojJOtcs ca/)illatus, 158, 161 

,stomach worm, ova, 39 
Strongyloides jmj)illosus, ova, 40, ,12, 77 
suctorial lice, 158, 160, 161 
Syrphidae larvae, 45 
tail louse, 158 
tapeworm, ova, 37 
threadworm, ova, '10, 42, 77 
"twisted" slomach worm, 0\'<1, 39 

Cecal coccidia, chicken, H5 
Cecal wonn, ova 

chicken, 90 
guinea fowl, 90 
pheasant, 90 
qnail,90 
turkey, 90 

Centrifuge, 6, 8, 15 
timer switch, 15 

Cheylelidae, family, IIG 
Cheyletiello parasitovorax, I Hi 
Chicken 

air-sac mite, 109, 113, 15.2 
ascarid, ova, 89 
Ascaridia galli, ova, 89 
Bdellonysslls 

iJllrsa, 118 
canadensis, I I 8 
sylviai'll/II, IIH; 154 

body louse, female, 157, 167 
hrown louse, 157 
Canadian feather mite, 118 
Capillaria caudin/lala, ova, 92 
capillarid worm, ova, 92 
cecal worm, ova, 90 
(:higgcr Illite, 153 
Cllemidoco/>les 

gallinae, I 10 
mutatis, 110, 140, HI 

coccidia, 85 
Cytodites nudus, 109, 113, 1:':>2 
depluming mite, lIO 
DcrmallYSsus gallinae, Il7, 151 
Dermanyssus mite; 1l7, 154 
DisjJharynx nosuta, ova, 95 
Eimeria tenella, oocyslS, 85 
EOlllenactJtlthus straminell'<, 157, 167 
Ej)idermoptes bilobatus, 112 
Epidermoptes mites, 112 
Elitrolllbicuia alfreddugesi, 115, 153 
fealher mites, 117, lIS 

- --fealher-ealing mites, 112 
flesh mile, 113 
fluff louse, -157 



Chicken (continued) 
gapeworm, ova, 93 
globular stomach worm, ova, 91 
Coniocotes 

gigas, 157 
IlOlogaster, 157 

Goniodes dissimilis. 157 
head louse, 157 
Heterakis gallinae, ova, 90 
intestinal capillarid worm, ova, 92 
LalllillosiOj)tes cystirnla, 113 
large louse, 157 
lice, 157, 167 

ova. 168 
LijJcurus 

ca/lmlis, 157 
heterogra11hus. 157 

l.ipoll),ssllS, 117 
1\legllillill 

cubitalis, 114 
gallin II fae, 114 

Afenopoll gal/illae, 157 
Neoschollgastia allleriCall{l, lEi 
Northern feather mite, I 18, EH 
quill mite, 116 
red mite, 117, 154 
Rivaltasia bifurcata, 112 
roost mile, 108 
sea hies mites, 112 
scaly-leg 

lesions, 140 
mites, 141 

'-

spiral stomach worm. ova, 95 
stomach worm, ova, 94, 95 
subcutaneous mite, 113 
Syn~all!us trachea, ova, 93 
Syrzngojlhilus bipectillatus, 116 
TetralllCreS anlericana ova 91 
tropical feather mite '118 ' 
wing IOllse, 157 ' 

Chigger mites, 115, 153 
larva, 153 

Chorioptes bovis, II I 
copulation, 147 
female, H8 
larva, J.l7 
male, 148 

Chorioptes caprae, III 
Chorioptes equi, III 

femalc, 146 
leg detail, 146 
male, 146 

Chorioptes ovis, III 
Chorioptes, genus, 130 

line drawing. 130 
Chorioptic mites 

leg, characteristics, 128 
detail, 146 

line drawings, 130 
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Cnclllidocoptes, genus, 109 
line drawing, 128 

Cnel/lidocoptes gallillac, 110 
CnemidocojJtes mutalls, 110 

female, 141 
larva. 141 
lesions, HO 

Cnemidocoptic mites, 110, HI 
leg characteristics, 128 
line drawings, 128 

Coccidial oocysts 
cat, 54. 55. 56. 57. 67 
cattle, 28, 29 
chicken, 85 
dog, 54, 55, 56, 57, (;] 
fox, 54, 55 
goat, 30, 31 
hare, 96 
man, 99 
pheasant. ~7 
pigeon, 88 
rahbit. 9G. 97 
sheep, 30, 31 
swine, 4G 
turkey, 86. 87 

Collection oE fecal sam pies, I 
Coitlocephallllll lurbilla.Julll, 158 
Columbico~a columbae, 158 
Concentration methods for feces 3, J.j 

Containers, fecal, I ' 
Coprophagy, I, 77,82 
Corn sm II t in feces, 83 
Crop capillarid ova 

duck,91 
pheasant. 91 
quail, 91 
turkey, 91 

Cytodites nudus, 109. 112, 113 
female, 152 
Inale. ]52 

Cyloditidae, family, 112 

DClllodectic mange mites, I"', 151 
line drawing, 131 

Demodex 
b01lis, liS 
callis, 115 

adults, 151 
female, lSI 
ovum, 151 

ranis va r. ollis I L:J 
ca/Jrae, 115 ' 
equi, 115 
jJhylloides, 115 

Demode", genus, lIS 
line drawing, 131 

DClIlodicidae. family. 114 
Depillming scabies, poultry, I)() 
Dermanyssidae, family, 117 
Derlllanpsus. genus, 117 
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Dermanyssus gallillae, 117 
female, 154 

Dermogylphidae, family, 113 
Dicrocoelium dendriticllm, ova, 36 
Dictyocaulus 

arnfieldi, ova, larvae, 26 
filaria, ova, 44 

Dioctophyma rena Ie, ova, 75 
Diphyllobothrium [atulIl, ova, 62 
Dipylidiurn cani1ltl1n., ova, 59 
Disinfectant, 8, 121 
DispharYllx nasuta, ova, 95 
Dog 

AlIcylostol1la ca 11 ill 11111, ova, 64, 65, 66, 
68,77 

ascarid ova, uS, 66, 78, 79 
biting lice, 157, 165 

'.~ . Capillaria aerophila, ova, 71 
yithigger mite, liS, 153 
·toccidia, 54, 55, 56, 57, 61 
dcmodcctic mange mites, 1I4, 151 
Dernodex canis, 115, 151 
Dioc/o/,/tyrna rena ie, ova, 75 
DifJhyUoiJotizriulIl [atum, ova, 62 
Di/Jylidill1n caninum, ova, 59 
ear mites, III, 149, 150 
esophageal worm, ova, 72 
fluke, lung, ova, 58 
follicular mange mite, 151 
frontal sinus mite, 109, 119, 155 
giant kidney 'VOrIn, ova, 75 
Giardia sp., 57 
grain mite in feces, 77 
Heterodoxus longitarsus, 157, 165 
hookworm, ova, 64, 65, 66, 68, 77 
Hymenolepis diminuta, ova, 82 
/sosfJora 

bigemina, oocysts, 54, 55 
felis, oocysts, 57, 67 
rivolta, oocyst" 55, .1)6 
sp., oocysts, 54 

lice, 157, 158. 165. 166 
Linognathus setoslls, 158 
lung fluke. ova. 58 
lungworm. ova, 71 
mange mites. 109, 112. 115. 135. 136. 

137, 149, 150, 151 
Mesocestoides variabilis, ova, 63 
muscle in feces. 84 
Oncicola canis, ova, 76 
Otodectes cynotis, 112, 149, 150 
otodectic mange mites. 111. 149. IS!) 
Paragonhnus locster1llalllli, ova, 58 
Physaloptera 

praeputialis, ova, 74 
rara, ova, 73 

pine pollen in feces, 80 
plant hairs in feces, 81 
Pneumonyssus cani1lum, 109, 119, 155 
pseudoparasites in feces, 78, 79.~80, 81," 

83 

Dog (coll/ill1wd) 
rat tapeworm, ova. 82 
red mange mite, 114, 151 
Sarcoptes scabi~i val'. canis, 1:>9. 135, 

136, 137 
sarcoptic mange mite, 135, 136. 137 

in feces. 77 
sheep parasi tes in feces, 77 
sinns mite, 109, 119. 155 
Spirocerca [upi, ova, 72 
spurious parasites in feces, 77, R2 
stomach worm, ova, 73, 74 
Strolll,'Y/oides stercoralis, larva. 70 
",ctori,,1 louse, female, 166 
Taenia pisiform is, ova, 60 
tapeworm. ova, 59. 60. 62. 63 
thorny-headed worm, ova, 7" 
threadworm, larva, 70 
Toxascaris leonina, ova, 66 
T()xocara canis" ova, 66, 78, 7!) 
Trichodectes 

canis, 157, 165 
l/oridallus, 157 

Trichuris vlllPis, ova, 69 
Uncinaria stenocephala, ova, 65 
undigested muscle, in feces, 8'1 
whipworm, ova. 69 

Uraschia rnegastmiw, ova, 22 
Duck 

Arlaticola crassicornis, 157 
:1natoecus denta/us, 158 
Capillaria contorta, ova, 91 
crop capillarid worm, ova, 91 
lice, 157, 158 

Dwarf tapeworm. ova, mall, mouse, rat. 
82 

Ear miles 
cat, Ill, 149. I5!) 
cattle, 118, 155 
dog, Ill, 149. 150 
fox, Ill, H9, 150 
rabbit, Ill, 149, 150 

Ear swab technique, 125. 126. 12i 
Eimeria 

ar/oingi, oocysts. 30, 31 
aUbllrllellsis, oocysts, 29 
disIJ~rsa, oocysts, 87 
l1ltncata, oocysts, 31 
labbeal1a, oocysts, 88 
meleagridis, oocysts, 86 
meleagrimitis, oocysts, 86 
phasialli, oocysts, 87 
sp., oocysts, rabbi t, 97 
sp., oocysts, swine. 46 
stiedae, oocysts, 96 
ten ella, oocysts, 85 
zurllii, oocysts. 28 

·Enema...s,nnplcs, feces, 2 
Enterobius 'vernlicularis, ova, 101 



Entrol1lbicllfa al/reddugesi, 115 
faroa, 153 

Eomellacallt/zus stralnineus .. ]57 
female, 167 
head, 167 

Epidermoptes, genus, 112 
Ej)iderlllojJtes [Jilobat~s, 112 
Epidermoptidae, famIly, 112 
Esopha~eal worm, ova 

dog, 72 
fox, 72 

Falculifer, genus, 113 
Falculi/er rosiratus, 113, 153 
Fasciola hepatica, ova, 34 
Fa.scioloides ma.gna, ova, 35 
Fat, undigested, in feces, I 
Feather mites, 117 
Feather-eating mites, 112 
Feathers, lice ova on, 168 
Fecal examination 1, 14 

apparatus for, 5 
pre-surgical. 3 

Feces 
hanana seeds in, 107 
collection of samples, 
containers for, ], 6 
corn smut in, 83 
fat in, I 
gross exanlination, 2 
microscopic examination, 2 
mites in, 77 
mold spores in, I, 83 
muscle in, 84 
odor prevention from, 4 
oily or soapy substances in, 2 
plant hairs in, 81 
pollen in, 80 
preservative for, 2 

, 

pseudoparasites in I, 78, 79, 80, 81, 83 
qualitative concentration method for, 

3 
quantitative methods for, 18 
rat-tailer! maggots in, 45 
refrigeration of, 2 
simple smear method, 2 
spurious parasites ill, 77, 8~ 
starch in, I 
transportation of, 1, 2 
un:ligcsted food in, I, 84 

Felicola sllbmstrata, 157 
Flesh mites, poultry, 113 
Flotation fluids, 4, 7 

\ 

Fluke ova ill feces, 34, 35, 36, 58: 
Fluke ova technique, 16 
Follicle mites, 151 
Follicular mange, 114 

mites, 114, 151 
Foot louse, sheep, 158, 162 
Foot mange, I I I 
Formalin preservative, for feces, 2 
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I'ox 
Allcylostol11a canintl1H, o,'a, 64, G5, 66, 

68, 77 
ascarid ova, 66, 78, 79 
Capillaria aeTOphila, ova, 71 
coccidia, 54, 55 
Dioctophyma rena Ie, ova, 75 
Dit)hyllubothriulIl latuIII, ova, 62 
Dipylidium canmWIl, ova, 59 
ear mites, 112, 149, 150 
esophageal ,,'ornl, ova, 72 
fluke. lung, ova, 58 
giant kidney worm, ova. 75 
hookwonn, ova, 64, 65, 6G, 68, 77 
Isospora 

bigemina, oocysts, 54, 5!, 
sp" oocysts, 5,1 

lice. 158. 166 
Linognathus setosus, 158 
lung fluke, ova, 58 
lungworm. ova, 71 
mange mites, 109. liD, 112 
Mesocestoides variabilis, ova, 63 
Notoedres cati, 110, 138 
notoedric mange mites, 137, 138, 139 
Otodectes CYlloti,-, 112, 149, 150 
ctodectic mange mites" Ill, 149. 150 
Paragonhnus 'westennanni, ova, 58 
Physaloptera 

praeputialis, ova, H 
rara, ova, 73 

Sarcoptes scabiei val'. vult)is, 109 
Spirocerca lupi, ova. 72 
stomach worm, ova, 73, 74 
suctorial louse, female, 166 
iaenia 

jJisijor7ltis, ova, 60 
taeniae/armis, ova, 61 

tapeworm, ova, 59, 60, 61, 62. 63 
Toxascaris leonina, ova, 66 
Toxocara canis, ova, 66, 78, 79 
Trichuris vult}is, ova, 69 
Uncinaria stenocephala, ova, 65 
whipworm, ova, 69 

Frey.ina, genus, 114 
Freymw chaneyi, I 14 
Frontal sinus mite, 109, liS, 155 

Gapeworm, ova, 93 
Giardia bovis, 32, 33 
Globular stomach worm, ova, chicken, 

91 
Goat 

blue lice, 158 
Bovicola 

caprae, 157 
ilermsi,157 
lim/Jata, 157 

Chorioptes caprae, III 
choriopiic mange mites, III 
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Goat (continued) 
coccidia, 30, 31 
demodectic mange mites, 115 
Delllodex caprae, 115 
Dictyocaulus filaria, ova, t4 
Eimeria arloingi, oocysts, 30, 31 
Eimeria intricala, oocysts, 31 
Fasciola hepatica, ova, 34 
(\uke ova, 34 
follicular mange mite, 115 
Giardia sp., 32, 33 
Haemouclll1s contortus, ova, 39 
large yellow louse. 157 
lice, 157, 158 
Li1lognathus 

af"icm;us, 158 
stelloj)sis, 158 

lungworm, ova, 44 
mange mites, 109, III 
Marshallagia mars/wl/i, ova, ·11 
Afolliezia expansa, o\'a, 37 
Nematodirus spathiger, ova, ·10 
Psoroptes equi var. ca/)rae, III 
psoroptic scab mitcs, 110 
Sarcoptes sea"iei V;II'. cajJrae, 109 
scah mites, 110 
stomach worm, ova, 3!J, ,I L 
SlrO>lgyloides fJaj)iilosus, OV;', '10, "12, 77 
tapen'ornl, ova, 37, 38 
threadworm, ova, 40, 42, 77 
Thysa1Josollla actillioides, ova, 3H 

GOlliocoles 
IJideulatus, 158 
gigas, 157 
Iiologaster, 157 

GOlliodes 
d(lInnicorJlis_, 158 
dissimilis, 157 
l1Ieleagridis, 157 
lluuzidae_, 157 

Goose 
A 1Jutico/a allseris, 158 
AJll/loecus delltlll!lS, 158 
hody lonse, 158 
LallljllosiojJleS c),sticola, 113 
]Lee, 158 
mite, 110 
slender 101lse, 158 
subcutancolls mite, 113 
Trillotoll (l>lser;,w1Jl 158 

Grain mites, in feces, 78, 79 
Gross exanlination of feces, 2 
Guinea fowl 

cecal worm, ova, 90 

Guinea fowl (coll/inued) 
Goniocotes 

gigas, 157 
hologaster, 157 

Heterakis gallillae, ova, 90 
large louse, ) 57 
lice, 157 
.UjJeurus rl11midae, 157 
AJenojJon gallinae, 157 
mites, 115, 116, 117, 118 
shaft or small hody lonse. 157 
slender 10\lse, 157 
spiral stomach worm, ova, 95 
Syngalllus tracTlea, ova, 93 

Guinea pig 
pseudoparasites, 98 
Saccharolllyco/Jsis guttnlattls, 98 
yeast in feces, 98 

Habronema UlIlSCae, ova, 23 
HaematotJill!ls 

asin;, 158 
female, 159 

eurystermls, 158 
female, 160 

quadri/Jel'tussIIS, 158 
suis, 158 

adults, 163, 164 
ova, 163, IG4 
nympb, 163 

Ha.euu)1u:llllS cOlllortus, ova, 39 
Halal'achnidac, family, 118 
Hare 

coccidia, hepa tic~ 96 
Eimeria stiedae, oocysts, 9fi 

Heterahis galiillae, ova, 90 
Heterodox!ls lOllgitarsus, 157 

female, 165 
Hookwonn, ova, 

cat, 64, 65, 66, 68 
dog, 64, 65, 66, 68, 77 
fox, 64, 65, 66, 68, 77 
m'lll, 103 

Horse 
ascarid, ova, 20 
hiting louse, female, I!)\) 
liovicola Pilosa, 157 
Chorioptes equi, I} I, 146 

leg cietail, 116 
chorioptic mange mites, 111, 146 
Dcmodex equi, 115 
Dictyoc.aulus amfieldi, o\'a, 26 
Draschw megastollla, ova, 22 
/-iaiJronema lIIuscae ov·[ 23 
Haematopinus asini.. 158 ' 
lice, 157, 158, 159 Dist,hary"" nasllla, ova, 95 

feather louse, 157 .... -lttng>~onn, ova, 26 

!luff louse, 157 
gapeworm, ova, 93 

mange mite~, 109, III, 115 
Oxyuris equi;-ov;l, 25 

"'-



Horse (continued) 
Paranoj)locephala mamiUana. ova. 19 
Parascaris equorum, ova. 20 
pinworm. ova. 25 
Psoro/ltes equi var. equi. 111 
psoroptic scab mite. 110 
.rectal worm. ova. 25 
Sarcoptes scabiei var. equi, 109 
sc.ib mites. III 
stomach worm. ova. 22. 23 
strongyle. ova. 20. 21. 24 
Strongyloides westeri, ova. 2,1 
suctorial louse. female. 159 
tapeworm. ova. 19 
threadworm. ova, 21 

Hymenolepis 
diminllta, ova. 82 
nona, ova, 101 

!so.<pora 
bigemina, oocysts, M, 55 
felis, DO cysts, 57, 67 
hominis, oocysts, 99 
r'volta, oocysts, 55. 56 
sp .• oocysts. 54 

Itch mites, 109. 116 

Kangaroo 
Heterodoxus [ongiLarsus, 157 
louse, marsupial. 157 

Kidney worm, ova 
dog, 75 
fox. 75 
swine. 53 

Laminosioptes cysticola, 113 
Laminosioptidae. family. 113 
Leg mange. 112 
Lice 

chewing. 157, 159. 160, 162. 16!i, 167 
eggs, 163. 164, 168 
life cycle, 156 
morphology, 156. 157 
suctorial. 15S, 159, 160, IV1. 16~. 1"6~. 

164, 166 

r_i:7~;::~~u,~s for detection, 15(\ 

a/ricanus, 158 
01lillus, 158 
jJedalis, 158, 162 
setosus, 158. 166 
stenopsis, 158 
vituli, 158. 161 

l_ipeurus 
caponis, 157 
gallopavonis, 157 
heterographus, 157 
numidae, 157 

Little hlue louse, cattle, 158, 161 
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Long-nosed louse, cattle. 158. 161 
Louse head, biting, 167 
Lungworm 

larvae 
in feces. 
horse, 26 

ova 
cat. 71 
dog, 71 
in feces, 
fox. 71 
goat, 44 
horse, 26 
sheep. 4'1 
slVir1e, 5 J 

lHacracanthorllynchus hirudillaceus, ii~a. 
'18 

Mallophaga, 157 
Mall 

ascarid, ova, 102 
Ascaris lumbricoides, ova, 102 
hanana seeds, in feces, 107 
heef tapeworm, ova, 100 
hroad fish tapeworm, ova, 62 
chigger mite, 153 --, 
coccidiulll, 99 
DijJhyllobotrill1ll laltlllJ, ova 62 
Dipylidium caninut1l, ova, 59 
dwarf tapeworm, ova, 101 
Enterobius vermiclliaris, ova, 10 1 
Elltrombicu{a alfreddugesi, 115, 1!i3 
hookworm, ova, 103 
Hymenolepis 

diminuta, ova. 82 
lIal1a, ova, 101 

Isospora hominis, oocysts, 99 
Necator americalllls, ova, 103 
pinworm, ova, 104 
pseudoparasites in feces. 107 
rat tapeworm, ova, 82, 101 
rectal worm, ova, 1O·1 
Strongyloides stercoralis, larvae, 105 
Strongyloides worm, larvae, 105 
Taenia saginata, ova, 100 
tapeworm, ova, 59, 62, 82, 100, 101 
threadworm, ova, 105 
Trichuris trichiura ovum 106 
whipworm, ovum, 106 ' 

Mange 
lesions, sarcoptic, swine, 132 
mites. 108, 109 

cat, 110, 137, 138 
cattle, 109, III, 131, 147, 148 
chorioptic, HI, 146, 147, 148 
cnemidocoptic, 110 
demodectic. 114. 151 
dog. 109, 135. 136, 137, 151 
ill feces, 77 ' ., 
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Mange (continued) 
mites (continued) 

fox, 109, 1I0, 137, 138, 139 
goat, 109, III 
horse, 109, lll, 116 
notoedric, 110 
otodectic, 111, 149, 150 
pigeon, ) ) 3, 153 
psoroptic, 110, 142-4"' 
rabbit, 110, 137, 138 
sarcoplic, 109 
sheep, 109, Ill, 143, I'll 
swine, 109, 115, 132, 133, 134 

Alarsliallagia marshalli, ova, 41 
Match suppository, 2 
Megnillia . 

colutnbae, 114 
cubita/is, 114 
gallinu/ae, 114 

Megninia, genus, 114 
MerlOpml gallillae, 157 
Alesocestoides variabilis, ova, 63 
Mesostigmata, suborder, 109, ) 17 
,\{etastron{fylus apd, ova, 51 
Microscope, 5, 6, 119, 120 
~ficroscopic examination 

feces, 2 
skin, 119 

Mink 
Paragmlilllus rvestermmmi, o\'a, 58 

Mites 
air-sac, 109, 1I2, 113, 152 
cheyletid, 116 

cat, 116 
rabbit, 116 

chigger, 115, 153 
classification, 109 
Cytoditidae, family, 112 
depluming, 110. 
ear, 112, 149, 150' 
feather, 113, 1I4 
feather-eating, 112 
in feces, 77 
life cycle, 108 
mange, 109, 110, 1I1, 1I5, 131, 132, 

133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, lSI 
morphology, 108 
nasal, 117 
quill, 116 
roost, 108, 117, 151 
scab, 110, 112, 129, 142, H3, H1, H5 
scaly-leg, 110 
seal y-skin, 112 
sinus, 109, 119, 155 
subcutaneous, 113 
technique for detection, 11!l 

Mold spores, in feces, 8~ 

Alonie:ia-expansll, ova, 37, 77 
Mouse 

HymenOlepis 
dimilluta, ova, 82 
lIana, ova, 101 

tapeworm, ova, 82, 101 
Muscle, undigested, 84 
Muskrat 

Paragonimus westermamzi, O\'a, 58 
Myobiioae, family, 116 

Nasal mites, 119 
Necator americanus, ova, 103 
Nematodirus spathiger, ova, 40, 77 
Neoascaris vitulorum, ova, 43 
Neonyssus coiumbae, 119 
Neollyssus mel/oi, 119 
Neoschongastia americana, 115 
Nits, 156, 163, 164, 168 
Nodule worm, ova, swine, 49 
North American chigger, 115, 15~J 
Northern feather mite, 117, 154 
Notoedres, genus, 109 
Notoedres cati, 110 

female, 137, 138 
posterior dorsal abdomcll of, 138 

Notoedres cati vaL cuniculi, 110 
Notoedres sp, 

larva, fox, 139 
ovum, fox, 139 

Notoedric mange miles, 110,1,17, 138, 139 
leg characteristics, 128 

Odors, prevention, 4 , 
Oesophagostomum_ sp" oVa, swine, 46, ·19 
01lcicola canis, ova, 76 
Otitis externa, III 
Otodectes, genus, 130 

line drawing, 130 
Otodectes CYllOlis, 112 

female, 150 
larva, 149 
male, '150 
ovum, 149 

Otodectic mites, Ill, 1·19, 1:'\0 
leg characteristiC$, 128 
line drawings, 130 

Otoscoj)e, 127 
Oxyuris equi, ova, 25 

ParagOllilUUS westennalllli, ova, 58 
Paranoplocephala mamillallll, oVa, 19 
Parascaris equorum, ova, 20 J 

Partridge, gapeworm, ova, 93 
Pheasant 

air-sac mites, 109, 112, 113,152 
CatJilIaria 

caudin/lata, ova, 92 
-----CUrI/OTta, ova, 91 



Pheasant (continued) 
capillarid worm, ova, 92 
cecal worm, ova, 90 
Cnemidocoptes mutans, 110, ]<10, !41 
coccidia, 87 
crop capillarid, ova, 91 
Cytodites nudus, 109, 113, 152 
Eilneria. 

dispersa, oocysts, 87 
phasiani, oocysts, 87 

gapeworm, ova, 93 
Heterakis gaWnae, ova, 90 
intestinal capillarid worm, o\'a, 92 
Laminosioptes cysticola, 113 
quill mite, 116 
scaly-leg mite, 110, 141 
subcutaneous mite, ll3 
Syngamus trachea, ova, 93 
Syringophilus bipectinatus, 116 

Physaloptera 
flraeputialis, ova, 74 
rara, ova, 73 

Pigeon 
air-sac mite, 109, 1I2, 1I3, 152 
Bdellonyssus sylviarum, 118 
body louse, 158 
coccidia, 88 

.... 

Colpocephalum turbinatum, 158 
Columbicola colwnbae, 158 
Cytodites nudus, 109, 112, 113, 152 
Dermanyssus gallinae, 117 
Uermanyssus mi te, 117 
Dispharynx nasula, ova, 95 
Eimeria labbeana, oocyst" 88 
Falcul;fer rostratus, 113 
feather louse, 158 
feather mite, 117 
flesh mite, 113 
Conioci>tes bidentatus, 15S 
Coniodes damnicornis, 158 
Laminosioptes cystico[u, 113 
lice, 158 
M egninia columbae, 114 
nasal mite, 117 
red mite, 154 
roost mite, 108 
slender louse, 158 \ 
small 10use, 158 
Speleognathus striatus, 117 I 

spiral stomach worm, ova, 95 
subcutaneous mite, 1I3 

Pine pollen, in feces, 80 
Pinworm ova 

horse, 25 
man, 104 

P.lant hairs, in feces, 81 
Pneumonyssus caninum, 109, lIS, 155 
Pollen, in feces, 80 

Preservatives 
for feces, 2 
for sugar solution, 5 
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Pseudoparasites, in feces, 45, 78, i9, 80, 
Sl, 83, 98, 107 

Psorergates ovis, 116 
Psoroptes, genus, 11 0 

line drawing, 129 
Psoroptes equi va r. 

IIOVis, III 
female, 142 
leg detail, 142 

cajJrae, III 
cuniculi, III 

female, 145 
male, 145 

c'lui, III 
ot!is, III 

female 
ovigerous, 143 
pubescent, 144 

larva, 143 
I'soroptic mites, 1I0 

leg characteristics, 128 
line drawings, 129 

Quail ...... _ 
-Capillaria contorta, ova, 91 
cecal worm, ova, 90 
crop capillarid, ova, 91 
Heterakis gal/iuae, ova, 90 

Qualitative fecal methods, 3, H 
Quantitative fecal methods, 18 
Quill mites, 1I6 

Rabbit 
cheyletid mite, 116 
Cheyletiella parasitivorax, 116 
chigger mite, 115, 153 
coccidia, hepatic, oocysts, 96 
coccidia, oocysts, 97 
car mi tes, 1I I 
Eimeria sp., oocysts, 97 
Eillleria stiedae, oocysts, 96 
Eutrombicula alfrcddugesi, 115, 153 
mange miles, .l1O, 111 
Notoedres cati var. cuniculi, 110, 138 
pseudoparasites, 98 
Psoroptes equi vaf. cuniculi, III, 1,15 
psoroptic scab mite, Ill, 145 
Saccharomycopsis gultulalus, 98 
yeast, ill feces, 98 

Raillietia auris, 118 
female, 155 

Raillietidae, family, I I 8 
Rat 

Hyl~lel.!Olcl)is " 
d Ullmll la, ova, 8~ 
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Rat (continued) 
Hymenolepis (continued) 

nana, ova, 101 
tapeworm, ova, nian, 82 . .101 

Rat-tailed maggots, 45 
Reagents for fluke egg technique, 17 
Rectal worm, ova 

horse, 25 
man, 104 

Red hugs. Il.l) 
Red mange, 114 
Red mange mite, dog. 115. 151 
Red mites. poultry. 117 
Refrigeration of fecal samples, 2 
Restraint, for ear examination. 125 
Rhinonyssidae. family. 119 
Rivoltasia, genus, 112 
RitlOltasia bi/urcata, I J 2 
Robin 

gapcwonn, ova, 93 
Syngalllus tmchea, ova. 93 

Sacciwromycopsis guttulatlls, cells. 98 
Samples. fecal, collection of, I 
Sarcoptes, genus, 127 
Sano1J1es scai,iei va ... 

bovis, 109 
female. 131 

ermis, 109 
female, 136 
larva. 77. 13!> 
male, 137 
nymph, 136 
ova, 135 

cuniculi, 109 
eqlli. 109 
(}vis, 109 
suis, 109 

female. 13'1 
larva, 133 
male, 134 
nymph, 133 
ovum, 132 

vult)is, 109 
Sarcoptic mange 

leg characteristics, 128 
lesions. swinc, 132 
line drawings, 127 
mites, 77, 109, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 

136, 137 
Sarcoptidae. family, 100 
Sarcoptiforrncs, suborder. 109 
Scab mites, 110, 112 

cattle, III. 142 
chicken, 112 
epidermoptic, 112 
goat, III 
horse, III 
in feces, 77 
line drawings, 129 

Scab miles (continued) 
psoroptic. 110 
rabbit; III, 145 

. sheep, Ill, 143, 144 
Scaly-leg mites 

line drawing, 128 
poultry, 110, 140, 141 

Sheather's sugar solution, 'I 
Sheep 

biting 10llse, 157, 162 
Bovicola 

ovis, '157 
j)eregrina, 157 

blue louse, 158 
body louse, 158 
CFlOrioj!tes avis, III 
coccidia. 30, 31, 77 
common liver lIuke, ova, 34 
detnodectic mange mite, 115, 151 
DeJ/lodex canis var. avis, 115 
Dicrocoelium dertdrilicUlII, o\'a, 36 
Dictyocaulus filaria, o'va, 44 
Eimeria arloingi, oocysts, 30. 31 
Eimeria intricata, oocysts, 31 
Fasciola hepatica, ova, 34 
fluke, ova, 34, 36 
follicular mange mite, 115 
foot lonse, 158, 162 
Gt'm'dia sp., 32, .33 
Haemonchus contortus, ova, 39 
intestinal nematode, ova, 40, 77 
lancet liver fiuke, ova, 36 
lice, 157, 158 
Lillognathus 

ajricanus, 158 
ovillus, 158 
j)edalis, 158 

lungworm, ova, 44 
mange mites, 109, III, 115 
Marshallagia marshalli, ova ·11 
Moniezia eXj)ansa, ova, 37, '77 
l'lcln.ltodil'us, OVtl, 40 
Nematodirus spathiger, ova, '10, 77 
Psoroptes equi var: ovis, Ill, 143, 144 
psoroptic scab mites, 143, 144 
Sarcoptes scabie; val'. ovis, 109 
scab mites, Ill, 143, 144 
stomach worm, ova, 39, 11 
StrOl1gyFoides papilloSlls, ova. 40, 42, 7i 
sllctorial louse, female, 158, Hi2 
tapeworm, ova, 37, 38 

_threadworm, ova, 40, 42, 77 
Tilysmwsoi/la actinioides, ova, 38 

Short-nosed louse, cattle, 158. 160 
Sinus mite, dog, 109, -lJ2, 155 
Skin exatnination 

apparatus [or, 119 
for lice, 156 
for mites, 119 

Smear method, for feces, 2 



Solcnopotes capillatus, 158 
female, 161 

Speleognathidae, family, 117 
Speleognathus striatus, 117 
Spirocerca [uP;, ova, 72 
Spurious parasites, in feces, 77, 82 
Starch, undigested, 1 
Stephanurus dentatus, ova, 53 
Stomach worm, Ova 

cat, 73, 74 
cattle, 39 
chicken, 94, 95 
dog, 73, 74 
fox, 73, 74 
goat, 39, 41 
guinea £01\11, 95 
horse, 22, 23 
pigeon, 95 
sheep, 39, 41 
swine, 52 
turkey, 95 

Strongyle ova, horse, 20, 21, 24 
'Stm'lgyloilies 

papillosus, ova, 40, 42, 77 
stcrcomlis 

larvae, 105 
westeri, ova, 24 

Subcutaneous mite, poultry, 113 
Suctorial lice 

Glttle, 158, 160, 161 
goat, 158 
sheep, 158, 162 

Suctorial Jouse 
coyotes, 158, IG(j 
dog, 158, 166 
ferrets, 158, 166 
fox, 158, 166 
horse, 158, 159 
swine, 158, 163, 164 

Sugar solution 
preparation of, Ii 
preservation of, 5 
slorage of, 5 

Suppository, for obtaining fec~l sample, 
2 

Slll"gery and fecal examinatiol1'~ 3 
Swine 

ascarid, ova, 47 
Ascaris lumbricoilies, (I\'a, 47 
AsearolJs strongylina, ova, 52. 
coccidia, 46 
demodectic mange mite, 115 
Delllodex phylloides, 115 
Eimeria sp., oocysts, 46 
follicul::!r mange mite, 115 
Haelllatopinus suis, 158, 163, 1M 
kidney worm ova, 53 
louse 

eggs, 163, 164 
fema Ie. Hi!1 

Swine (colltinued) 
louse (continued) 

male, 163 
nymph, 163 

lung fluke, ova, 58 

Index 20S 

lungworm, ova, 51 
,\facracallthOl'hynchus hinulill11CellS 

ova, 48 
mange mites, 109, Il!;, 132, 133,131 
Metastrongylus apri, ova, 51 
nodule worm, ova, 46, 49 
Oesflhagostomum sp" ova, 46. 49 
Paragonimus westenna'lllli, ova, 5R 
Sarcoptes scabiei var. mis, 109 
sarcoptic mange 

lesions, J 32 
mite, 133, 134 
ovum, 132 

Stephatlw'us dentatus, ova, 53 
stomach worm, ova, 52 
thorny-headed worm~ ova, 48 
Trichuris suis, ova, 50 
whipworm, ova, 50 

Symbiotic mites, III 
Syngamus trachea, ova, 93 
Syrillgophilus bipectinatus, 116 
Syrphidac fly, larvae, 45 

Table, mite, characteristics, 128 
Taenia 

Pisifol'lnis, ova, 60 
saginata, ova, 100 
taeniae/armis, ova, 61 

Tail mange, III 
Tapeworm, ova 

cat, 59, 60, 61,62, 63 
cattle, 37 
dog. 59, 60, 62, 63 
fox, 59, 60, 61, 62, (i3 
goat, 37, 38 
horse, 19 
man, 59, 62, 82, Ion. 101 
mouse, 82, 101 
rat, 82, 101 
sheep, 37, 38 

Technique 
fecal examination, 4, 5, 14, 16 
louse exalnination, 156 
skin examination, l19, 12{j 

'FetrallJeres alnericQllo, ova, ·0 J 

Thorny-headed worm, ova 
dog, 76 
swine, 48 

Threadworm. larva 
cat, 70 
dog, 70 
man, 105 

Threadworm, ova 
cattle. 42 
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Thrcadwonn, ova (contillued) 
goat, 42 
horse, 24 
sheep, 42 

Tltysanosoma actinioides, ova, 38 
Ticks, compared with mites, 108 
Toxascaris leonina, ova, 66 
Toxocara 

canis, ova, 66, 78, 79 
mystax, ova, 67, 68 

Transportation of fecal samples, I, 2 
Trichodectes 

canis, 157 
femllle, 165 

floridanlls, 157 
Trichuris 

suis, ova, 50 
trichiura, ova, 106 
vulpis, ova, 69 

Trinoton allserinum, 158 
Trombiculidae, family, 115 
Trombidiformes, suborder, 109, 11·1 
Tropical feather mite, lIB 
Turkey 

air-sac mite, 109, 113, 152 
ascarid, o\'a, 89 
Ascaridia galli, ova, 89 
Bdellonyssus sylviaru11l, 118, 15,1 
CajJillaria 

caudinflata, ova, 92 
contorta, ova, 91 

capillarid worm, ova, 92 
cecal worm, ova, 90 
Cnemidocoptes mutans, 110, 140, HI 
coccidia, 86, 87 
crop capillarid, ova, 91 
Cytodites nudus, 109, 113, 152 

Turkey (continued) 
Dermanyssus gal/inlle, 117, 1M 
Dermanyssus mite, II7, 154 
IJispharytlX nastl/a, ova, 95 
Eimeria 

dispersll, oocysts, 87 
melellgridis, oocysts, Sf) 
melellgrimitis, oocysts, 86 
phasiani, 00 cysts, 87 

Eomenacanthus stramincuS, 157, Hi7 
feather mites, II 7, I]B 
flesh mite, 113 
FreYllna clul1leyi, ] 11 
gapeworm, ova, 93 
Goniodes meieagritiis, 157 
Heterakis gallinae, ova, 90 
intestinal capillarid worm, ova, 92 
huninosiojJtes cysticoia, 113 
UpeuTus gallopavonis, 157 
Megninia clt/Jitaiis, 114 
Menopon gal/illae, 157 
quill mite, ] 16 
red mite, 117, 154 
roost mile, 108 
scaly-leg mile, 14] 
spiral slomach worlll, ova, 95 
subcu talleous mi le, ] 13 
Syngamus trachea, ova, 93 
SyringojJhilus /Jipectitlatlts, ] 16 

Uncinaria. slen()cepllllla, ova, 65 
Undigested muscle, in feces, 8,1 

\Vhipwonn, ova 
dog, 69 
fox, 69 
man, 106 
s",ine, 50 






