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Diclazuril

Wk #EE2 BFHME #rE BELE
(e R KFFHHEFE, I M 510642)

Didazuril , Diclazuril LDso
10 000 mg/ kg. SD Didazuril , 10. 50.
150 mg/ (kg®d) 60 d , 30 60d
Dicdlazuril , 60 d
Didazuril; ; H H
S 859.8
Diclazuril € . ) )
. » Diclazuril ( .
) ( . 1993; Vanparijs . 1990) , ( . 1990)
. (Vanparijs , 1989) . 1 g Di-
clazuril, . Diclazuril
1
1.1
’ ’ 18~22¢g; , SD , 70~90 g,
1.2
Diclazuril, , 960318, 99. 37%.
1.3
, F— 800 ( ); UV—VIS2
( )
1.4
60 6 10 , . Diclazuril ,

1996— 11— 15 4545 Fk %, 8,27 ¥, %, s+
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(3000.3 817.5.4 857.8.6 181.5.7 865.8.10 000 mg/kg) , 7 d.
1.5
1.5.1 54 80 4 20 . 1
., 2.3.4 NN o
1.5.2 %% Diclazuril 10.50.150 mg 3 (
10% ) 100. 500. 1 500 m g/ kg, ,
1.5.3 &% , 30d. 60d 7 (
4 3 ), 28
1.5.4 BEAZE :
. , 10d ) s
10d ( / X 100%).
: ) ( );
110°C , .
: ) (RBC).
(WBC). (HGB). (W—SCC) (W—LCC)
(GPT). (GOT). (ALP). (BUN). (Creat) .
(Prot) . (Albw (Gluce)
, pH . ( )\
( ) ( ) .
50d 1 . )
1.5.5 ##EAHE t 30.60 d
2
2.1
Diclazuril ., 7 d ,
10 000 mg/ kg
2.2
2.2.1  —FFAAAAI R £ ; . ; .
, 1~4 1~104d:0.262.

0.297.0. 297.0. 288; 11 ~20 d:0. 206.0. 163.0. 188.0. 190; 21 ~30 d: 0. 134.0. 102. 0. 106.
0. 125;31 ~40 d: 0. 162.0.159.0.190.0. 144; 41 ~50 d.0. 168.0. 173.0. 177.0. 180; 51 ~ 60
d:0. 108.0. 112.0. 131.0. 104.
2.2.2 BEFHEFBSELSKE

30.60 d .

2.2.3, M5 %% 1, 304, ,
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(RBC) (P<0.01); HGB) ,
(P<0.05), (P<<0.01) (W—
SCC) (P<0.05)., 60d .
2.2.4 oA A ARG Aalh 2. 30d
(P<<0.05), (P<<0.05),
60d , .
1 Diclazuril 30.60 d D(x£8D, n="
/d
WBC/X 10° <1, ! 30 19.06%7.57 21.16£9.30 21.56+3. 43 15. 96 4. 50
60 17.78+3.38 16.91=3. 88 16.55=+5. 10 21. 72£5. 22
RBC/ X 102 -1 ! 30 5.60%1.21 6.47+£1.32 7.24+0.717°  7.68+0.76 "
60 8.5442.31 8.024-0.57 7.29+1. 14 7.24+1 41
HGB/g L' 30 107.57£16. 64 121.29£17.92  128.57+9.95 135.86+14.45 ~
60 168.71426.34 173.71£10.27 150.28+19.11 165. 83+18.33
W—SCe/ X 10° L' 30 11.42+3.30 13.39+5.21 15.361. 66 ©  11.14£3. 22
60 11.25+2.02 10.30£3.21 11.92+4. 37 15. 00£5. 98
wW—LC/X 10° °L7' 30  5.65+3.10 7.77+4.39 6.20t2. 26 4.81E1 36
60 6.53+3.26 6.61£2.37 4.63E1. 13 6. 72£2. 20

D * B A5RBALE 272 F(P0.05; ** R A 5K AR ZR7MEZF(P0.0D

2 Diclazuril 30. 60 d D(x+8D, n=1
/d
GOT/ U°L ! 30 125.57£59.10 142.00£47.08  117.142£44.02  158.00E£58. 56
60  158.40+76.35 171.75+48.20  150.00+48.08 173.50+58. 69
GPT/ UL ! 30 24.71+17.90  30.57+20.31  22.43+18.55  28.14419. 02
60 42.33433.52  36.33E17.13  40.80420.07  35.40E13.79
ALP/ U°L ! 30 235.86+106.27 213.14439.14 198.574+52.91  187.57+34. 93
60  196.57+55.43 195 14+83.11  195.331+60. 63  168.00+-23. 63
BUN/ mmol°L ! 30 3.77+0. 79 4.64£0.49" 4.74£0.70" 4.56+£0.407
60 4. 9240. 65 5. 1241.09 5.55+0.81 5.7240.97
Creat/!mol° L™ ! 30 132.60+49.23  109.86493.72  97.43%70.75 101.14=%70. 81
60 148 43£68.15 144.17£70.64  152.00E63.51 140.8659. 54
Glue/ mmol°L™! 30 4, 0282£0.72 3. 8440.96 3.4140.52 5.38+1.09 "
60 5.926+0.68 5. 17£0.72 5.61E£1.04 5.914+0.75
Prot/ gL' 30 84. 16 6. 35 76.90+4.12 86.46+4.25 80. 8013, 94
60 90. 8617. 72 92, 681-6.36 87.47+6.83 96.1744.96
Albu/ gL ! 30 43, 44+4. 59 40. 98 £2.22 43,2941.69 40.25%+6.39

60 47.38+£2. 07 46. 97+1.89 45.08+2.17 47.03+1.84

D * a8 B X b ik & £ 5+ £ % (P<0.09
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2.2.5 Jikti pH , 30 d 60
d pH . 30.60d
2.2.6 KELEE ) . 50d (GEEN
~ ) v H H
/ H .

3.1 Diclazuril 10 000 mg/ kg .
s (LDso ), LDsa> 10 000 mg/ kg.
, Diclazuril .
3.2 , C 104
s , 30.60d
30d , . , Diclazuril
; 60d
Diclazuril ,

3.3 , , Diclazuril

, s . 1993, . , 14(3): 55~ 59

, , . 1990.

, 160D 10~ 11

Vanparijs O. 1989. Efficacy of Diclazuril in the control of intestinal coccidiosis in rabbits. V eterinary Para-

sitology, 34(3):185~190
Vanparijs 0. 1990. Didazuril a new broad— spectrum anticoccidial for chickens. 3. floor— pen trials. Poul
try Sciences 69C(1):30~ 40

(F4 % 98 )



98 18

Guangzhou market were analysed for hy gienic quality by histopathology, histochemistry and ul-
trastructural routine. Besides bacterial contamination and parasite ovas in liver tissues twenty
—five kinds of lesions were discovered in sixty—eight percent (136/200) of pig livers and sev-
enty— seven percent (77/100) of cattle livers. Besides atrophy and various degeneration of liver
cells, edema, cyst, hemorrthage, necrosis and calcification in liver tissues, malignant tumor and
pathologic nuclear mitosis in precancer or cancer liver cells were also seen. The research we have
done showed that several to more than ten kinds of lesions often occurred in one specimen. The
frequency of cirrhosis in these pig and cattle livers was very high. The various lesions described
above could influence the nutritional value, hygienic quality, storage and public hy giene of food

animal livers.

Key words food animal liver; lesion; histopathology; histochemistry; ultrastructure

(L% 27)
STUDIES ON ACUTE AND SUBACUTE TOXICITIES
OF DICLAZURIL IN MICE AND RATS

Sun Yongxue Huang Xianhui Chen Zhangliu Xie Junji Liao Jinw an
(Dept. of Veterinary Medicine, South China A gric. Univ., Guangzhou, 510642)

Abstract

The acute toxicity of Diclazuril by oral administration was studied in Kunming mice. The oral
LDso was over 10 000 mg/kg. Subacute toxicity test in SD rats was carried out by giving medi-
cated feed with three different doses of 10, 50, 100 mg/ (kg °d). The rats were killed and exam-
ined at 30th and 60th days after drug administration. The examinations included: general clini-
cal observation, feed efficiency, coefficient and moisture content of organs, blood index, blood
biochemical index, urine index, necropsy finding and histopathology. At 30th days animals in
test groups manifested changes in some blood index (RBC.HGB) and blood biochemical index
(BUN. Gluc). There were no siganificant changes between control and test groups at 60th
days. The studies suggested that the toxicity of Diclazuril was low and showed no relationship

between severity of the biochemical changes and duration of administration.

Key words Diclazuril; mice; rats; acute toxicity; subacute toxicity



