
University of Nebraska - Lincoln University of Nebraska - Lincoln 

DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln 

Faculty Publications from the Harold W. Manter 
Laboratory of Parasitology Parasitology, Harold W. Manter Laboratory of 

1965 

Review of Review of EchinococcusEchinococcus  Species in South Africa Species in South Africa 

Anna Johanna Maria Verster 
Veterinary Research Institute, Onderstepoort, South Africa 

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/parasitologyfacpubs 

 Part of the Biodiversity Commons, Environmental Public Health Commons, Other Ecology and 

Evolutionary Biology Commons, Parasitic Diseases Commons, Parasitology Commons, Terrestrial and 

Aquatic Ecology Commons, and the Zoology Commons 

Verster, Anna Johanna Maria, "Review of Echinococcus Species in South Africa" (1965). Faculty 
Publications from the Harold W. Manter Laboratory of Parasitology. 756. 
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/parasitologyfacpubs/756 

This Article is brought to you for free and open access by the Parasitology, Harold W. Manter Laboratory of at 
DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln. It has been accepted for inclusion in Faculty Publications from 
the Harold W. Manter Laboratory of Parasitology by an authorized administrator of DigitalCommons@University of 
Nebraska - Lincoln. 

https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/parasitologyfacpubs
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/parasitologyfacpubs
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/parasitology-manterlab
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/parasitologyfacpubs?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fparasitologyfacpubs%2F756&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/1127?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fparasitologyfacpubs%2F756&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/739?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fparasitologyfacpubs%2F756&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/21?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fparasitologyfacpubs%2F756&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/21?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fparasitologyfacpubs%2F756&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/983?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fparasitologyfacpubs%2F756&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/39?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fparasitologyfacpubs%2F756&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/20?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fparasitologyfacpubs%2F756&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/20?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fparasitologyfacpubs%2F756&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/81?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fparasitologyfacpubs%2F756&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/parasitologyfacpubs/756?utm_source=digitalcommons.unl.edu%2Fparasitologyfacpubs%2F756&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages


Onderstepoort J. Vet. Res. (1965), Vol. 32 (I), 7~118

Printed in the Republic of S. Afr. by the Government Printer, Pretoria

REVIEW OF ECHINOCOCCUS SPECIES IN SOUTH AFRICA"

ANNA JOHANNA MARIA VERSTER, Veterinary Research Institute,
Onderstepoor!

CONTENTS

Page
INTRODUCI10N. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 9

PART I.-VARIABILITY OF STRUCTURE............... 10

1. Review of the iiterature.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 10
2. Materials and methods : : __ .. _. 13
3. Rostellar hooks.......................................................... 15

(i) Number.......................................................... 15
(ii) Size.............................................................. 16
(iii) Shape............................................................ 43
(iv) Accessory hooks................................................... 51

4. Number and arrangement of the segments.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53
(0 Number of segments ~. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53

(ii) Arrar..gement of the seg.-nents ..••............................. '...... 53
5. Size of the strobila...................................................... 54

(i) Total length................ 54
(ii) Size of the segments............................................... 54

(iii) Size of the scolex, rostellum and suckers............................ 55
6. Position of the genital pore, _ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55
7. Male genitalia........................................................... 56

(i) Number and distribution of the te'ltes............................... 56
(ii) Size of the cirrus sac.............................................. 62

8. Female genitalia......................................................... 62
(i) Ovary and seminal receptacle. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62
(ii) Uterus............................................................ 63

(iii) Ova and onchosphere hooklets................ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 63
9. Host specificity.......... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 63

10. Summary ,.................................. 65

PART 2.-IDENTIFICATION OF MATERIAL.................................. .. 67

I. Review of the literature.................................................. 67
2 Materials and methods....... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68
3. Proposed taxa........................................................... 69

* Submitted in fulfilment of the requirements for the Degree of Doctor of Philosophy in the
Department of Zoology in the University of South, Africa (l June, 1964).

Received for publication on 4 January. 1965.-Editor.

7

Verster in Onderstepoort J Vet Res. (1965) 32. Used by permission.



REVIEW OF ECHINOCOCCUS SPECIES IN SOUTH AFRICA 

Page 
4. South African materiaL ....................................... _ .. _ . . 70 

(i) E. g. granulosus nom. subsp, nov.................................... 70 
(ii) E. g. africanus subsp. nov.......................................... 73 

(iii) E. g. iycaontis Ortlepp. 1934, n. comb............................... 75 
(iv) E. g. ortleppi Lopez-Neyra and Soler Planas. 1943 D. comb........... 77 
(v) E. g. felidis Ortlepp, 1937, n. comb ... "'............................ 79 

(vi) Key to South African subspecies of E. granulosus (Batsch, 1786)........ 81 

5. Extra African materiaL.................................................. 81 
(i) E. g. borealis Sweatman and WiIliams, 1963......................... 81 
(ii) E. g. canadensis Cameron, 1960..................................... 82 
(iii) E. g. newzealandensis Sweatman and Williams. 1963. nom. nov......... 83 
(iv) E. multilocularis sihiricensis Rausch & Schiller, 1954.................. 84 
(v) E. oligarthrus (Diesing, 1863) Cameron, 1926......................... 85 

6. Discussion.............................................................. 86 

7. Summary............................................................... 90 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • . • . • . . • . • • • • • • • • 91 

REFERENCFS ••• ____________ . _________ . ___ . __ 92 

TABLES 1 and 3 to 26 ........................................................... 94-118 

8 



ANNA JOHANNA MARIA VERSTER 

INTRODUCTION 

Because the genus Echinococcus Rudolphi, 1801 is of economic importance 
from both the veterinary and public health point of view, it is not surprising that 
it has been the subject of attention of many helminthologists. To date, 12 species 
belonging to this genns have been described, four of these have been recorded 
from South Africa_ 

In South Mrica the sexual stage has been recorded from the black-backed 
jackal [Canis (Thos) mesomelas] (Gough, 1908; Viljoen, i937); the lion (Panthera 
leo) (Ortlepp, 1937) and the Cape hnnting dog (Lycaon pictus) (Cameron, 1926; 
Ortlepp, 1934). Hydatid cysts have been recorded by Verster (1962) from the 
warthog (Phacochoerus aethiopicus), the blue wildebeest (Gorgon taurinus) and the 
zebra (Equus burchelli). 

In Southern Africa there are relatively few records of the sexual stage in the 
domestic dog (Ortlepp, 1934) or wild carnivores, and it would appear that this genus 
is not very widespread. Verster (1961, 1962), however, found the cystic stage wide­
spread in domestic livestock. The incidence of hydatidosis varies considerably 
in species and behveen different abattoirs. It \vas generally high in all species in the 
Eastern Province, e.g. King William's Town had a 28·6 per cent, 13·4 per cent and 
13· 5 per cent incidence in cattle, sheep and pigs respectively. At Welkom in the 
Orange Free State 25' 6 per cent of the sheep, and at Worcester in the Western Province 
32·1 per cent of the pigs, were infested. Verster's findings indicate that Echinococcus 
spp. are not only of economic importance but are also of real danger to man, and there­
fore warrant intensive study. 

Experimental infestation of wild carnivores with hydatid cysts of bovine origin 
resulted in specimens which resembled E. granulosus (Batsch, 1786) as described 
by Rausch (1953). These parasites, however, differed from E. granulosus in three 
aspects of the life·cycle as quoted by Lapage (1956). 

(a) The cystic stage is fertile in cattle. 
(b) The Cape hunting dog is more susceptible to infestation than is the 

domestic dog. 
(c) A small percentage established themselves and attained sexual maturity 

in the cat (Verster, 1961). 
It was therefore necessary to determine whether there was any correlation 

between their host preferences and morphology and to compare them with E. 
granulosus (Batsch, 1786) from its type locality Europe, Germany. 

From the literature it was apparent that the morphology of species of this 
genus is influenced by various factors. Rausch (1953), investigating the reliability 
of structures used in the taxonomy of the genus, showed that some characters, e.g. 
length of the strobila, were dependent on the host-species, and that others, e.g. the 
number of segments and size of rostellar hooks were subject to geographical variation. 
Lenckart (1863) had found that the rostellar hooks increase in size after ingestion 
by the definitive host. This finding was confirmed by Rausch (1953), Yamashita 
et al. (1956) and Vogel (1957). It was thus necessary to establish criteria which are 
not influenced by the species of the definitive host, nor by the age of the infestation. 
Such criteria could only be established on material originating from experimental 
infestations, of known age, from different species of carnivores. It is known that 
the increase in size of the rostellar hooks of E. granulosus, as the worm ages, is due 
to the development of the handle (Leuckart, 1881; Rausch, 1953); therefore it 
was decided to investigate the possibility of using the length of the blade instead of 
the total length of the hook for taxonomic purposes. 

The purpose of these investigations was three-fold: (a) to evaluate the variability 
of characters used in their taxonomy; (b) to diagnose the specificity of the parasites 
indigenous to the Republic; (c) to determine the role of domestic and wild carnivora 
in their life-cycle. 
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REVIEW OF ECHINOCCUS SPECIES IN SOUTH AFRICA 

PART I 

VARIABILITY OF STRUCTURES 

1. Review of the Literature 

The variability of structures used in the taxonomy of this genus was investigated 
by Rausch (1953). Vogel (1957) gave data regarding the variabiiity of certain 
characters which are of value in distinguishing between Echinococcus granulosus 
(Batsch, 1786) and E. multilocularis Leuckart, 1863. Yamashita et al. (1958b) 
confirmed Vogel's observations. 

The characters most commonly used heretofore for the diagnosis of species 
are:-

(i) The length of the rostellar hooks (Cameron, 1926; Ortlepp, 1934, 1937; 
Vogel, 1957; Rausch & Nelson, 1963). 

(ii) The shape of the rostellar hooks (Cameron, 1926; Ortiepp, 1934, 1937; 
Rausch, 1953; Vogel, 1957). 

(iii) The number and arrangement of the segments (Ortlepp, 1934, 1937; Vogel, 
1957). 

(iv) The number and distribution of the testes (Rausch, 1953; Vogel, 1957; 
Rausch & Nelson, 1963). 

(v) The form of the gravid uterus (Rausch, 1953; Vogel, 1957). 
(vi) The position of the genital pore (Vogel, 1957; Rausch & Nelson, 1963). 
(vii) The size of the cirrus sac (Rausch, 1953; Rausch & Nelson, 1963). 

(viii) Host specificity of the adult stage (Ortiepp, 1934, 1937; Rausch, 1953; 
Vogel, 1957). 

(ix) Host specificity of the cystic stage (Rausch, 1953; Vogel, 1957). 

Sweatman & Williams (1963) differentiate subspecies of E. granulosus on the 
basis of:-

(i) The length of cystic and of adult rostellar hooks. 
(ii) The number and arrangement of the segments. 
(iii) The size and shape of the seminal receptacle. 
(iv) The size, shape and position of the cirrus sac. 
(v) The position of the genital pore. 

(vi) The number and distribution of the testes. 
(vii) The ratio of the length of the mature to that of the gravid segment. 

(viii) Host preferences of the cystic stage. 

Vogel (1957) differentiates E. multilocularis sibiricensis Rausch & Schiller, 1954 
from E.m. multilocularis on the basis of differences in the length of both the cystic 
and the adult hooks, host preferences of the cystic and the adult stage and preferences 
in localization of the cystic stage. 

Size of the strobila.-The length of the strobila varies markedly, and is dependent 
on the species of the definitive host (Rausch, 1953; Vogel,1957). 

10 
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Scolex, rostellum and suckers.-The scolex, rostellum and suckers are larger in 
E. granulosus than in E. multilocularis (Vogel, 1957). Yamashita et al. (1958b) 
found that the rate of growth of the rostellum was in the same proportion in both 
species; but the relative growth of the suckers was greater in E. multilocularis than 
in E. granulosus. Vogel (1957) noted that the size of the scolex of E. multilocular is 
is independent of the host species. 

Number of segments.-According to Rausch (1953) this is uniform in any given 
species and may be of value when it is used in conjunction with other characters 
in sexually active individuals. In both E. granulosus and E. multilocularis the 
number of segments is subject to geographical variation (Rausch, 1953; Vogel, 
1957). 

Position of the sexually mature segment.-The position of the sexually mature 
segment has been used in conjunction with other structures by some authors. The 
sexually mature segment is penultimate in E. gianulosus (Vogel, 1957), but ante­
penultimate in E. lycaontis (Ortlepp, 1934), E. cameroni (Ortlepp, 1934), E. felidis 
(Ortlepp, 1937) and E. multilocularis (Vogel, 1957). Sweatman & Williams (1963) 
found in E. granulosus the position of this segment dependent on the number of 
segments constituting the strobila, but it may differ in four-segmented specimens 
of the same SUbspecies. 

Rostellar Hooks: (a) Number.-Rausch (1953) considers the number of hooks 
worthless for taxonomic purposes. In E. multilocularis the number of rostellar 
hooks is dependent on the age of the cyst and on its location, as well as on the species 
and variety of the intermediate host (Lubinsky, 1960). Sweatman &Wiiliams (1963) 
found the range of the number of hooks to be the same in their four subspecies of 
E. granulosus. They show significant differences in the number of hooks is 
" E. g. granulosus" from abnormal intermediate hosts; in E. g. equinus there is a 
'considerable variation in the number of hooks from different cysts. The scolicen 
may have uneven numbers of hooks since large and small hooks do not necessarily 
alternate, but may be grouped in pairs. Uneven numbers of hooks were found 
in all four of their subspecies of E. granulosus. 

(b) Arrangement.-The hooks are usually arranged in two rows. Accessory or 
supernumerary hooks, smaller than those of the second row, occur in E. granulosus. 
They are approximately two-thirds the size of the small hook and their position 
alternates with those of the second row (Vogel, 1957; Rausch & Nelson, 1963; 
Sweatman & Williams, 1963; Williams & Sweatman, 1963). 

(e) Size.-Cameron (1926) and Ortlepp (1934, 1937) use the size of the rostellar 
hooks, in conjunction with other structures, for specific identification. Rausch 
(1953) concluded that this character is of value provided only gravid specimens are 
considered and due account is taken of geographical variation. 

Sweatman & Williams (I963) found highly significant differences in the cystic 
hooks from different host-species, in individual hosts as well as in different cysts. 
The adult hooks from different species of carnivores did not show any differences 
in size. They conclude that the ultimate size of the hook is determined in the cystic 
stage. These authors use the size of the cystic and adult hooks in conjunction 
with other characters to create subspecies of E. granulosus. 

(d) Growth.-Krabbe (1865) and Leuckart (1881) drew attention to the fact 
that the length of the hook of E. granulosus increases in the definitive host. 
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The hooks of E. granulosus increase in length up to 375 days after infestation 
(Yamashita et af., 1956); in E. multilocularis they increase up to 290 days after 
infestation (Yamashita et al .• 1958a). Vogel (1957) found that E. granulosus shows 
a 30 per cent increase in hook size, while E. multilocularis shows a 13 per cent increase, 
by the time the worms are gravid. Hutchinson & Bryan (1960) found no increase 
in hook size of E. granulosus at eight weeks after infestation. 

(e) Shape.-Cameron (1926) considered the shape a reliable criterion for specific 
identification. Rausch (1953) found the shape subject to minor variations bnt 
considered these constant for a given species. Sweatman & Williams (1963) found 
that the shape of the adult hook is subject to extreme variation even in hooks .on the 
same scolex. 

Position of the genital pore.-Vogel (1957) demonstrated a difference in the 
position of the genital pore in E. granulosus and E. rfiultilocularis. Sweatman & 
Williams (1963) found that the position of this structure in E. g. canadensis Cameron 
1960 differs from that in their other subspecies of E. granulosus. 

Male genitaUa: (a) lvumber oftestes.-Rausch (1953) and Vogel (1957) cUIl:-iider 
the number of testes an important criterion for specific diagnosis. Sweatman & 
Williams (1963) use this character for sub-specific diagnosis in E. granulosus. On 
the other hand, Hutchinson & Bryan (1960) state: "Because the number of testes 
varies with the age of the worm, this character cannot be relied upon for species 
identification" . 

(b) Testes distribution.-Both Rausch (1953) and Vogel (1957) consider the 
testes distribution relative to the genital pore reliable for species identification. 
Williams & Sweatman (i963) aiso use the number of rows of testes posterior to the 
vitellaria for the di.fferentiaticn of the subspecies E. g. equinus. 

(c) Cirrus sac.-Rausch (1953) found that the size of the cirrus sac may be of 
value if it is used in conjunction with other characters. Its shape and position both 
reiative to the genital pore, and to the longitudinal axis of the mature and gravid 
segment. are regarded as a valid criterion for creating subspecies of E. gianulosus 
(Sweatman & Williams, 1963). 

Female genitalia: (a) Ovary.-The structure of the ovary is of importance in 
differentiating between E. granulosus and E. multilocularis (Vogel, 1957). 

(b) Seminal receptacle.-The size and shape of the seminal receptacle may 
differ in the subspecies of E. granulosus (Sweatman & Williams, 1963). 

(c) Uterus.-Rausch (1953) and Vogel (1957) use the structure of the uterus to 
differentiate E. granulosus from E. multilocularis. 

Host specijicity.-Although much experimental work has been done on the 
host preferences of the hydatid cyst, little has been done on that of the sexual stage. 
Apart from a few experiments, most of our information regarding the host specificity 
of the sexual stage, is based on natural infestations. 

12 
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E. granulosus has been recorded from a wide range of camivora:-
Canis jamiliaris, the domesiic dog, by Krabbe, 1865; Leuckart, 1886; 

Hall, 1919; Ross, 1929; Ortlepp, 1934; Rausch, 1953; Yamashita 
et al., 1956; Vogel, 1957; Lubinsky, 1959; Nelson & Rausch, 1963; 
Sweatman & Williams, 1963; Williams & Sweatman, 1963. 

C. dingo, the Australian dingo by Durie & Rick, 1952; Gemmell, 1959a. 
C. latrans, the coyote, by Sweatman, 1952. 
C. lupus, the wolf, by Riley, 1933; Erikson, 1944; de Vos & Allin, 1949; 

Sweatman, 1952; Rausch, 1953; Rausch & Williamson, 1953; 
Cameron,1960; Rausch & Nelson, 1963; Sweatman & Williams, 1963. 

C. (Thos) mesomelas, the black-backed jackat by Gough, 1908; Viljoen, 
1937; Nelson & Rausch, 1963. 

C. (Thos) aureus, the golden jackal, by Witenberg (1933) and Dissanaike & 
Paramananthan (1960). 

Crocuta crocuta, the spotted hyaena, by Nelson & Rausch, 1963. 

There is disagreement regarding the recovery of E. granulosus from the domestic 
cat and from the fox. In experimental infestations Southwell (1927), Lorincz (1933), 
Nosik (1954) and Gemmel1 (1959a) found that although this parasite may establish 
itself in the dometic cat, it does not attain patency. In contrast to this it has been 
recovered from a lion in Zoological Gardens; Porter (1943) in London and Badinin 
(1947) at Samarkand. 

Rausch (1953) recorded E. granulosus from Vulpes sp. and Alopex sp. in North 
America. :Malczewski (1961) succeeded in infesting 14 of 19 V. vulpes with E. 
granulosus but found 31 Alopex lagopus refractory to infestation with this species. 

Material from a natural iJ1.festation of a fox, Vulpes vulpes, in England, was 
considered a new species, E. cameroni Ortlepp, 1934, but Rausch (1953) considers 
it to be synonymous with E. granulosus. Matoff & Jantscheff (1954) and Gemmell 
(1959a, b), in experimental infestations, found that E. granulosus does not attain 
sexual maturity in the fox; Gemmell (1960) was therefore inclined to accept the 
specific separation of E. camerani. 

Vogel (1957) found that not only the dog; but also the fox (Vulpes sp. and 
Alopex sp.) and the domestic cat may be experimentally infested with E. multilo­
cularis. 

Two species have been described from naturally infested felines: E. oligarthrus 
(Diesing, 1863) Cameron, 1926 from the puma Feiis conca/or, and the jaguar, F. 
yaguarondi, and E. felidis Ortlepp, 1937 from the lion, Panthera leo. Rausch & 
Nelson (1963) consider E. oligarthrus a valid species, but the status of E. felidis 
uncertain. 

2. Materials and Methods 

Experimental design 

This is summarized in Table 1 *. The strains refer to the infestation of definitive 
hosts with scolices collected at the same time from intermediate hosts of the same 
species. 

• For Tables 1 and 3 to 26 see pages 94 to 118. 
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Source of infestive scolices 

Hydatid cysts of bovine and porcine origin were collected at the Pretoria, and 
the ovine cysts at the Johannesburg Municipal Abattoirs. 

The hydatid cyst of human origin was surgically removed from a Bantu patient 
at the Pretoria General Hospital. 

In the bovine and ovine strains, scolices from hydatid cysts from a number of 
animals of the same species were collected and pooled. The scolices of porcine 
origin for the three porcine strains originated from a single liver in each case. Ova 
from specimens removed from the dog infested with the Porcine II strain and 
examined on the 48th day, were used to infest various intermediate hosts. A pig 
infested with this material was slaughtered eleven months later. Scolices present in 
the hydatid cysts in the liver of this animal were used to infest dogs and jackals, 
thus yielding a second generation for further study. 

Experimental infestations 

The scolices were not counted, but the carnivores in each experiment were given 
the same volume of scolices. 

The carnivores \vere killed at various intervals after infestation and the intestinal 
tract removed. 

Collection and fixation 

The gut was split open; immersed in 1 per cent trypsin in saline and placed in 
an incubator at 37° C for two hours. The mucosa of the gut was stripped, the 
trypsin solution replaced with warm saline and incubated for a further six hours, 
followed by refrigeration overnight. The worms were fixed in 4 per cent formalin 
while still immobilized by the low temperature. 

Number of worms recovered from each host 

The scolices in two one-tenth aliquots were counted and the total number 
estimated. If the total did not exceed an estimated 1,000 worms, all the scolices 
present were counted. 

Preparation of specimens for microscopical examination 

(a) Hooks.-The restella were detached and monnted enface in Hoyer's modifi­
~aiiuil of Berlese ~vfounting ~vfedium. The hooks were measui{~d under oil-immersion 
phase-contrast with screw micrometer. 

A maximum of 5 large hooks per rostellum and, where possible, 50 large hooks 
from each host, was measured. A few small hooks were also measured. The 
measurements carried out on the hooks (Figure 1) are as follows: total length A 
to F and B to E; ventral blade length D to E; dorsal blade length C to E and handle 
length B to C. 

(b) General morphology.-The specimens were stained with Lacto-Carmine, 
A.ceto~Carmine, Mayer's Haemalum and Lillie-Mayer"s Haemalum. When sufficient 
material was available at least 20 to 25 specimens from each host were examined. 
However, this was not always possible, e.g. when few worms were recovered; or 
they were refractory to staining; or their genitalia were not Well developed. 

14 
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FIG. l.-Measurements carried out on rostellar hooks 

Total length: A to F. and B to E 
Ventral Blade length: D to E 
Dorsal Blade length; C to E 
Handle length: B to C 

(e) Size of the ova.-The ova were freed from the surrounding tissue and 
mounted in glycerine-alcohol. Three dlUP.s uf Gurr's Glyceel were placed on a 
coverslip and allowed to dry before it was inverted over the ova. 

(d) Oncosphere hooklets.-Terminal segments comaining mature ova were 
mounted in Hoyer's Berlese :Mounting ~ .. 1cdium. Pressure was exerted on the 
coverslip to flatten the hook1ets~ which were measured under oil-immersion phase~ 
contrast with a screw micrometer. 

3. Rostellar Hooks 

Number (cf. Table 2) 

The number of rosteIlar hooks is based on the number of large and smaIl hooks. 
Accessory hooks, both anterior to the large hooks and posterior to the smaIl hooks, 
are not taken into consideration. 

Strain 

Bovine I ............................ . 
Bovine II ...... ..... " .............. . 
Ovine I ............................. . 
..... _, __ 'r'r 
VVIlIC ~l .•••••••••••••••••.•..••••.•• 

Porcine I .... ....................... . 
Porcine II ........................... . 
Human ............................. . 

Number 
examined 

7 
43 

1 
5 

15 
5 
2 

Range 

32-36 
28-38 
32 
26-34 
32-38 
32-40 
34-36 

. - ----'--

15 

Mean 
. ----

34 
32·5 
32 
30·8 
34·9 
36 
35 
._--
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Discussion.-Rausch (1953) does not consider the number of rostellar hooks 
of any value for specific identification. Sweatman & Williams (1963) found that 
scolices of " E. g. granulosus" from abnormal intermediate hosts have a greater 
number of hooks than those from domestic animals. Williams & Sweatman (1963) 
reported that the number of hooks varies from cyst to cyst in E. g. equinus. Lnbinsky 
(1960) working with E. multilocularis, showed that the number of hooks is dependent 
on the age and location of the cyst as well as on the species and variety of the inter­
mediate host. 

In the present investigation the author is nnable to draw any conclusion regarding 
the variability of the number of rostellar hooks, as counts could be carried out on 
only a negligible number of specimens. However, from the above authors' findings 
it appears improbable that the number of hooks would be of taxonomic value. 

Size 

Figure 1 illustrates the measurements taken: the total length was measured in 
two ways, viz. A to F and B to E; the ventral blade length, D to E; the dorsal 
blade length, C to E and the handle length, B to C. 

Cystic hooks.-The various measurements are summarized in Table 3. In 
these the total length, BE only, was measured. 

Total length: The frequency distributions of the total length AF (Fig. 1) in the 
various strains aie given in Figures 2 to 9; while that of total length BE (Fig. 1) 
are given in Figures 10 to 17. Range, arithmetic mean and standard deviation of 
these lengths for each host are given in Table 4 and that for each strain in Table 8 (a). 

/-::J ,. ! • 

SIZE IN MICRONS 

FIG. 2.-Frequency distribution of the total length, AFt of the large hooks of the Bovine I strain. 
AU specimens 48 days oid. 

--0- Cape hunting dog, No. 1 
-x- Cape hunting dog, No. 2 
-'- Dingo 
-Dog 
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FIG. 3.-Frequency distributions of the total length, AF, of the large hooks of the Bovine H strain. 
From top to bottom the frequency distributions represeent that of material 35, 76. 118 
and 135 days old respectively. 

--Dog 
.~~- Jackal 
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FIG. 4.-Frequency distribution of the total length, AF, of the large hooks of the Ovine I strain. 
All specimens 48 days old. 

-0- cape hunting dog, No. 1 
-x- cape hunting dog, No. 2 
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FIG. 5.-Frequency distributions of the total length, AF, of the large hooks of the Ovine II strain. 
From top to bottom the}requency distributions represent that of material 35, 76, 95 
and 118 days old respectively. 

--Dog 
.--- Jackal 
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FIG. 6.-Frequency distributions of the totallengtli"AF, (,f the large hooks of the Porcine I strain. 
Dogs only Were infested. From top to bottom ihe frequency distributions represent 
that of material 48, 60, 109 and 135 days old respectively. 
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FKl.. 7.-Frequency distribl!!ions of the ):otallen¥th1. AF. ofth~ Ia~~e ~ooks of the POFcine}I stra~n! 
first generation. t<tom top to Dottom toe nequency OIStriOUtiOns represent tnat 01 rnatenal 
48, 76, 95, 118 and 135 days old respectively. 
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FIG. S.-Frequency distributions of the total length, AF, of the large hooks of the Porcine II strain, 
seCond generation. From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that of 
material 48 and 95 days old respectively. 
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---- ja\.:kal 
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FIG. 9.-Frequency distributions of the total length, AF, of the large hooks of the Human strain. 
From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that of material 35 and 76 
days old respectively. 

--Dog 
.--- Jackal 
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SIZE IN MICRONS 

FIG. lO.-Frequency distribution of the total length, BE, of the large hooks of the Bovine I strain. 
All specimens 48 days old. 

-0- Cape huntin.g dog, No. 1 
-x- Cape hunting dog, No. 2 
-'- Dingo 
-Dog 
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FIG. H.-Frequency distribution of the total length, BE, of the large hooks of the Bovine II strain. 
From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that of the cystic hooks, and 
adult hooks of material 35, 76, 118 and 135 days old respectively. 

-6,- Hydatid cysts 
--Dog 
~--- Jackal 
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FIG 12.-Frequency distributions of the total length, BE, of the large hooks of the Ovine I strain. 
An specimens 48 days old. 
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FIG. 13.-Frequency distributions of the total length, BE, of the large hooks of the Ovine II strain. 
From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that of the cystic hooks, and 
adult hooks of material 35, 76, 95 and 118 days old respectively. 

-D- Hydatid cysts 
--Dog 
W~R_ Jackal 
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FIG. 14.-Frequency distributions of the totai length, BE, of the large hooks of the Porcine I strain. 
Dogs only were infested. From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that 
of cystic hooks. and adult hooks of material 48" 60, 109 and 135 days old respectively. 
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FIG. 1S.-Frequency distributions of the total length, BE, of the large hooks of the Porcine II 
strain, first generation. From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that 
of cystic hooks, and adult hooks of material 48, 76, 95, 118 and 135 days old respectively. 
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FIG. 16.~Frequency distributions of the total length, BE, of the large hooks of the Porcine II 
str<'!in, $~(lnd generation~ From top tn hottom the frequency distributions represent 
that of cystic hooks, and adult hooks of material 48 and 95 days old respectively. 
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FIG. l7.-Frequency distributions of the total length, BE, of the large hooks of the Human sLfain. 
From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that of cystic hooks, and the 
adult hooks of material 35 and 76 days old respectively. 

-6- Hydatid cysts 
--Dog 
---- Jackal 

Ventral blade length: The frequency distributions of this length (DE in Fig. 1) 
in various strains are given in Figures 18 to 25. Range, arithmetic mean and standard 
deviation are given in Tahles 5 and 9 (0). 
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FIG. IS.-Frequency distributions of the ventral blade length, DE, of the large hooks of the Bovine 

strain. All specimens 48 days old. 
-o~ Cane hunting dog, No. 1 
-x- Cape hunting dog, No. 2 
-'- Dingo 
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FOR FIG. 19 SEE PAGE 28. 
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FIG. 2O.-Frequency distributions of the ventral blade length, DE, of the large hooks of the Ovine I 
strain. All specimens 48 days old. 

-0- Cape hunting dog, No. 1 
-x- Cape hunting dog, No. 2 
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FIG. 19.-Frequency distributions of the ventral blade length, DE, of the Bovine II strain. From 
top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that of cystic hooks, and adult hooks 
of material 35, 76, 118 and 135 days old respectively. 
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FIG. 21.-Frequency distributions of the ventral blade length, DE, of the large hooks of the Ovine II 
strain. From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that of cystic hooks. 
and of adult hooks of material, 35, 76, 95 and .118 days old respectively,. 
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--Dog 
- - - - Jackal 
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FiG. 22.-Frequency distributions of the ventral blade length, DE, of the large hooks of the Porcine I 
strain. Dogs only were infested. From top to bottom the frequency distributions 
represent that of cystic hooks, and adult hooks of material 48, 60, 109 and 135 days old 
respectively. 
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FIG. 23.-Frequency distributions of the ventral blade length. DE, of the large hooks of the Porcine II 
strain, first generation. From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that 
of cystic hooks, and adult hooks of material 48, 76, 95, 118 and 135 days old respectively. 
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FIG. 24. -Frequency distributions of the ventral blade length, DE, of the large hooks of the Porcine II 
strain, second generation. From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent 
that of cystic hooks, and adult hooks of material 48 and 95 days old respectively. 
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---- Jackal 

Dorsal blade length.-The frequency distributions of this length (CE in Fig. I) 
in the various strains are given in Figures 26 to 33-. Range, arithmetic mean and 
standard deviation are given in Tables 5 and 9 (a). 
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FIG. 25.-F'requency distributions of the ventral blade lel?gt~, DE, of the large hooks of the Human 
strain. From top to bottom the frequency distnbutions represent that of cystic hooks, 
and adult hooks of material 35 and 76 days old respectively, 
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FIG. 26.-Frequency distributions of the dorsal blade length, CE, of the large hooks of the Bovine I 
strain. All specimens 48 days old. 

6403300-3 

-0- Cape hunting dog, No. 1 
-x- Cape hunting dog, No.2 
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Fro. 27.-Frequency distributions of the dorsa! blade lengtl::!, CE, of the large hooks of the Bovine II 
strain. From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that of cystic books, 
and adult hooks of material 35, 76, 118 and 135 days old respectively. 
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FIG. 28.-Frequency distributions of the dorsal blade length) CE, of the large hooks of the Ovine I 
strain. All specimens 48 days old. 

-0- Cape hunting dog, No. 1 
-x- Cape hunting dog, No. 2 
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FIG. 29.-Frequency distributions of the dorsal blade length, CE, of the large hooks of the Ovine 11 
strain. From top to bottom L'le frequency distributions represt:ui that of cystic hooks, 
and adult hooks of material 35, 76, 95 and 118 days old respectively. 
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FlO. 30.-Frequency distributions of the dorsal blade length, eE, of the large hooks of the Porcine I 
strain. Dogs only were infested. From top to bottom the frequency distributions 
represent that of cystic hooks, and adult hooks of material 48, 60, 109 and 135 days 
£lId respectively. 
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FIG .. 31.-Frequency distributions of the dorsal blade length. CE, of the large hooks of the Porcine II 
strain, first generation. From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that 
of cystic hooks, and adult hooks of material 48, 76, 95, 118 and 135 days old respectively. 
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32.-Frequency distributions of the dorsal blade length, CE, of the large hooks of the Porcine n 
strain, second generation. From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent 
that of cystic hooks, and adult hooks of material 48 and 95 days old respectively. 
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FIG. 33.-Frequency distributions of the dorsal blade length, CE, of the large hooks of the Human 
strain. From top to bottom the frequency distributions represent that of cystic hooks, 
and adult hooks of material 35 and 76 days old respectively. 
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Handle length: Range, arithmetic mean and standard deviation of this length 
(Be in Fig. 1) are given in Tables 5 and 9 (a). 

Statistical analyses: The results of the analyses of variance applied to the above 
data may be summarized as follows:-

Totallength: Growth of the hooks: It is not possible to determine the age 
at which the growth of the hook is complete, When the total length, both AF 
and BE, of specimens from dogs infested with the Bovine II strain and examined 
at 35, 76 118 and 135 days, is subjected to an analysis of variance, it shows highly 
significant differences between ages. The data of the 76, 118 and 135 days old 
infestations (i.e. the 35 days old material is not included), also show highly 
significant differences. In the jackal, however, analyses show highly significant 
differences for all age groups, but no significant differences if only 76, 118 and 
135 days old infestations are considered. Analyses of variance of the total 
length of Ovine II from the dogs examined at 35, 76 and 95 days show highly 
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significant differences; but when the 35 days old material is excluded, there is 
no significant difference. The material from the jackals infested with this strain, 
also shows highly significant differences when all the age groups are analysed 
together; at 76 and 95 days the significance of differences persists. The analysis 
of variance when applied to the Porcine I data (all age groups) shows highly 
significant differences. These data were not analysed further as the mean length 
of the hooks is smaller in the older infestations (i.e. 37 '8, 36' 5, 36·3 and 35·9 
microns at 48, 60, 109 and 135 days respectively). Analysis of variance of the 
data of Procine II from the dogs (all age groups) shows highly significant 
differences; when the 48 days old material is excluded, the significance of 
differences persists. Highly significant differences were also shown by 35 and 76 
days old material from the jackals infested with the Human strain. 

Influence of host species: Analyses of the data from infestations of the 
same origin (i.e. strain) and the same age, but from different species of definitive 
hosts, give inconsistent results. Comparison of the total length of the Bovine I 
strain at 48 days from the dog and the dingo shows no significant difference . 
.. A,.nalyses of the total length of the Bovine II strain give inconsistent resuits 
when the dog is compared with the jackal: at 35 days no significant difference; 
at 76 a highly significant difference; at 118 days no significant difference and 
at 135 days a significant difference. 

The Ovine II strain also yields inconsistent results: at 35 days a significant 
difference; at 76 days no significant difference and at 95 days a significant 
difference. 

The human strain shows a highly significant difference when data from the 
dog and jackal at 76 days are compared. 

In contrast to the above, a comparison of the data from the two Cape 
hunting dogs infested with Bovine I, examined on the 48th day, shows no 
significant difference of total length. A similar result is obtained on the data 
from two Cape hnnting dogs infested with the Ovine I strain. 

Successive generations: An analysis on the total length of the large hook 
in successive generations of the same strain could only be carried out with 
Porcine II. In both generations the intermediate host was the pig. An 
analysis of variance of the total1ength (BE) of the hooks of the hydatid cysts" 
used as infestive material for the two generations, shows no significant difference; 
but analyses of the totai iengths, BE and AF, of specimens 48 and 95 days old 
from the dogs infested with the first and second generation respectively, show 
highly significant differences. 

Adult hooks of the same genotype~' The parasites derived from the human 
strain originate from a single hydatid cyst. An analysis of variance of the 
total length of the large hooks from the three definite hosts, viz. jackal/35 days; 
dog, jackal/76 days, shows highly significant differences. The total length of 
material from the jackals shows highly significant differences between age 
groups. The 76 days old material from the two host species also shows highly 
significant differences. 

Ventral and dorsal blade lengths: Analyses of variance on the dorsal blade 
length of hooks from hosts infested with Bovine I and Ovine I show no significant 
differences when material from hosts belonging to the same or different species 
is compared. The dorsal blade lerigths of the other five strains show highly 
significant differences. The ventral blade lengths show highly significant 
differences in all the strains. 
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The highly significant differences obtained with the analyses of variance of 
these two blade lengths, are probably due to the small variability shown by the 
length of the blade. 

Handle length: Analysis of variance of the handle length of the hooks in 
the different strains corresponds with that of the total length, BE; thus iudicating 
that this is the part of the hook which increases in length. 

Small hooks: In view of the obvious variation in size of these hooks only a 
few from each host were measured. 

The total lengths, AF and BE, are summarized in Tables 6 and 8 (b); 
dorsal and ventral blade and handle lengths are summarized in Tables 7 and 
9 (b). 

Discussion: Sampling method: The data presented may be questioned in that 
the sampling method is biased and the size of the sample from each host possibly 
inadequate. Only the largest intact specimens from each host ,vere selected and 
only those hooks lying in profile measured. 

To determine the number of hooks to be measured to give reliable results, 
initially 100 cystic hooks of the Bovine II and Ovine II strains were examined (Table 3). 
One hundred cystic hooks of Bovine II vafieu in length from 27'1 to 32· 5 (mean 
29·4 ± 1'2) microns; the first 50 hooks varied from 27·5 to 31·5 (mean 29·2 ± 1'1) 
microns. One hnndred cystic hooks of Ovine II varied from 21· 5 to 29·5 (mean 
26·3 ± I ·5) microns; the first 50 hooks showed the same range, but the mean was 
26·7 ± 1·6 microns. Obviously no useful purpose could be served by examining 
more than 50 hooks from each host. 

Rausch (1953) advocated that hook size should be determined only on specimens 
with mature ova in the uterus. In natural infestations such a selection would ensure 
that only sexually mature specimens are compared. Under experimental conditions 
it ,\-vas found that selection could not be done on this basis. The absence of mature 
ova in the uterus of the worms when the animal is autopsied, does not necessarily 
mean that the infestation was not patent in the past. This is demonstrated clearly 
by Porcine II, first generation: the percentage of gravid specimens from dogs 
examined on the 48th, 76th, 95th, 118th and 135th days post-infestation was 66·7 
per cent, 17·4 per cent~ 23·3 per cent, 73·9 per cent and 16·3 per cent respectively. 
The total length of the large hooks of specimens from the 135 days old infestation 
is greater than that from younger infestations. 

Fnrther evidence of the unimportance of the presence of mature ova is provided 
by Porcine II, second generationfjackal material. Unfortunately most of the 
specimens from these hosts had lost their rostel1ar hooks; it was possible to examine 
only 36 and 19 hooks from the two animals autopsied on the 48th and 95th day 
post-infestation respectively. The 48 days old specimens were extremely small and 
consisted of one or two segments only; neither mature nor developing ova were 
present in any of the specimens. The majority of the specimens of the 96 days old 
material contained ova in the uterus. Despite this marked difference in the stage 
of development and the age of infestation, there was very little difference either in 
the range of variation or in the arithmetic means of the large hooks. 

Growth: Yamashita et al. (1956; 1958a) found that the large and small hooks 
of both E. granulosus and E. multilocularis continue increasing in length up to the 
375th and 290th day post-infestation respectively. Vogel (1957) showed that the 
hooks of E. granulosus increase in size between 51, 64 and 81 days. Hutchinson & 
Bryan (1960), however, found that there was no increase in the size of the hooks of 
E. granulosus after eight weeks, i.e. 56 days. 
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The present data show such extreme variation that it is difficult to determine 
when the hooks have completed their growth. In some strains the arithmetic means 
of the hooks of the older specimens from the same host species increased as the 
infestation became older, e.g. Bovine II/dog. Other strains, however, did not show 
such a direct relationship between length and age. The lower limits of the range 
in the different strains was usually higher in older infestations; the upper limits of 
the range did not show the same tendency. From this, and the results of the analyses 
of variance, it would appear that the large hook has not completed its devdopment 
35 days after infestation of the definite host, but it is not possible to determine at 
what age, if any, the hooks cease their growth. 

!!".jluence of the host species: Sweatman & Williams (1963) found that the species 
of the definitive host did not have any influence on the total length of the large hook. 
This finding was not confirmed in the present experiments; on the contrary, the size 
of the large hook was fonnd to be dependent on the species of the definitive host. 
When the same infestive material was administered to more than one animal of the 
same host species and examined at the same age, the size of the large hooks did 
not show any significant differences as is instanced in material originating from .. Cape 
hunting dogs infested with Bovine I and Ovine I respectively (Table 4). The size 
of the large hooks of specimens from the dingo and dog infested with Bovine I 
(Table 4) did not show any significant difference, bnt when the size of the large hooks 
from the latter two hosts was compared with those of the Cape hunting dogs, l-Jghly 
significant differences were found. Bovine II and Ovine II from dogs and jackals 
gave inconsistent results (Table 4): large hooks originating from the same infestive 
material and of the same age from these two host species showed no difference, 
significant difference or highly significant difference in the total length (both BE 
and AF). 

The difference in the size of the large hook in different host species does not 
appear to be due to .. crowding". The Cape hunting dogs infested with Bovine I 
harboured more worms than either the dog or the dingo; yet the hooks of the worms 
in the Cape hunting dogs were larger than those from either the dog or the dingo. 

Successive genera/ions: Due to the slow development of this parasite in the 
intermediate host, a second generation of only one experimental strain was available, 
viz. Porcine II (cf. Materials and Methods). Two dogs and two jackals were 
infested; one of each pair was necropsied on the 48th and 95th day after infestation. 
The total length, BE and AF, of the large hooks of specimens from the dogs showed 
a highly significant difference when hooks of the same age, but of successive gene­
rations were compared. The hooks in the second generation were larger than those 
of the first generation (Table 4). Furthermore, with one exception (AF-48 days 
old), the lower limit of the range of the second generation exceeded the mean of the 
first generation. In so far as the total length of the cystic hooks from the first and 
second generation did not show any significant difference, this discrepancy in the 
adult hook is unexpected. 

Same genotype: The size of the large hook shows the same variability in materiai 
derived from the same genotype (Human strain) as from pooled scolices from a 
number of hydatid cysts originating from a single host (Porcine I and II) or ori­
ginating from a number of individuals of the same host species (Bovine I and II; 
Ovine I and II). 

It has been found that the size of the rostellar hooks is dependent on a number 
of factors: geographical variation (Rausch, 1953); age (Vogel, 1957 and Yamashita 
et ai., 1956, 1958a, b). Despite these findings, taxonomic value has been and is 
still being attached to these structures. 
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Sweatman & Williams (1963) contend that the ultimate size of the rostellar 
hook is fixed in the cystic stage. This was not confirmed. The size of the cystic 
hooks in the first and second generation of Porcine II did not differ, but the adult 
hooks, in the same host species and of the same age, did differ markedly in their 
size. Furthermore. material with the same genetic constitution (Human strain) is 
subject to influence by the host species. - . . 

Sweatman & Williams (1963) recorded a wide range in the length of the adult 
large hooks in their different snbspecies. In" E. g. granulosus " it varies from 25 
to 40 (mean 34· 2) microns; in individual dogs the mean length varies from 29·4 
to 37' 0 microns, while the mean length in their various subspecies shows the same 
range, the extremes being 34·2 microns in .. E. g. granulosus" and 41·8 microns in 
E. g. borealis. It would therefore appear that the mean length in " E. g. granulosus" 
in different hosts shows variations of the same magnitude as that between subspecies. 
Uespite the intra- and inter-subspecific variations, and the fact that the respective 
ranges of their subspecies overlap, these workers attach significance to the size of 
these structures. 

The data presented above show that the identity of the definitive host also alJects 
hook size, and further that hook size is not constant in successive generations. It 
would therefore appear to be extremely undesirable that taxonomic significance be 
attached to the size of the rostellar hooks. 

Blade length: The present experiments show that both the ventral and dorsal 
hl"..l .. l ......... t'h" "nn""", t", ........... "';n ,...",n"t" .... t th",,,," .... 1,"'l1t t1,p lif". £'If thp n~T!'lQ-itf'l Tt 
....... u-.... '" .. ",uo"u", UYY"'U.L ...... .L"'.L.L.L ........ "' .... u"' ...... .L..L ................. 0 ...................... ~u .... ~~ ....... - l:'-~"'~~"-' --

is unlikely that variations in this structure are of taxonomic significance; the vari­
ations within and between strains are small and there is an overlap between different 
strains. 

Shape 

Large hook: The shape of the large hook shows its greatest variation in the 
handle and guard. 

The blade also shows a certain variation in shape. The dorsal aspect of the 
blade is occasionally notched a short distance above the point at which it joins the 
handle. This notch may be present or absent in the hooks of a single host. The 
large hooks of the one Cape hunting dog infested with the Ovinc I strain show 
such a variation (Fig. 34). The lower part of the dorsal aspect of the blade is slightly 
concave in the top and bottom hook, but in the middle hook this same area is convex. 

Variation in the curvature of the blade is iliustrated in Ovine II where hook:; 
from different hosts are compared (Fig. 35). Furthermore it may vary in the same 
host (Fig. 34, 36). 

Small hook: As in the case of the large hook, the small hook shows a similar 
variation in the size and shape of the handle. Both size and shape may vary to such 
an extent that small hooks mayan occasion only be identified as such by their 
position on the rostellum and by the ventral blade length (Fig. 37). Variation in 
shape and size on a single specimen is illustrated in Fig. 38a and b. Similar varia­
tions in shape may be found in small hooks adjacent to each other (Fjg. 39). 
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0·02 mm. 

FIo. 34.-Variation in the shape of the large hook. Ovine I/Cape hunting dog, 48 days. 
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002 mm. 

FIG. 3S.-Variation in the shape of the ]arge hook of Ovine II, from the jackal (left) and the dog 
(right). 

The hooks from the top to the bottom are 35, 76. 95 and 118 days old respectively. 
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u·u2 mm. 
FIG. 36.-Variation in the shape of the large hook. Human/dog, 76 days. 
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0·02 mm. 

FIG. 37.-Variation in the shape of the small hook. Bovine IjCapc hu."1ting dog, 48 days. 
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0·02 mm. 

FIG. 38 (a).-Variation in the shape and size of the small hooks on the scolex of a single specimen. 
Ovine I/C'.ape hunting dog, 48 days. 
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FIG. 38 (b).-Variation in the shape of the small hooks on the scolex of a single specimen. 
Bovine II/dog, 76 days. 
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0·02 mm. 

FIG. 39.-Variation in the shape of adjacent smaTI hoo¥-B. Hu!!"...an/dog, 76 r1<>ys. 

Discw,'sion: Cameron (1926), Rausch (1953) ana vogel (1957) consider the 
shape of the large hook to be characteristic for a given species. Vogel (1957) found 
that the shape of the base of the large hooks shows specific variations: E. multi. 
locularis forms a concavity where the handle joins the guard, this is less developed 
or abSent in E. granulosus. The stnall hook of both species resembles that of the 
large hook in E. multilocularis. Yamashita et al. (1958b) concluded that these 
wo species show only slight differences in the shape of the large hook. 

In the present experiments the shape and degree of development of the handle 
and of the gtmrd is inconsistent and sho\vs extreme variation in both large and 
small hooks. These findings therefore agree with those of Sweatman & Williams 
(1963) who found that extreme variation in the shape of the large hook may be 
encountered on the same scolex. 
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Accessory hooks 

The commonest type of accessory hook is smaller than, and posterior to, the 
small hooks with which they alternate (Fig, 40). The total length (AF) and ventral 
blade length (DE) of these hooks are summarized in Table 10; Fig. 41 (a) and (b) 
illustrate the variation in the shape of these hooks. 

The accessory hooks anterior to and alternating in position with the large hooks 
were found in three hosts only, viz. dogs infested with Porcine II, 76 and 116 days; 
the jackal infested with the Human strain, 36 days. These hooks differ from the 
large hooks in that they have a longer blade and a very weakly developed handle 
.rn:_ A", 
\rl~. "'t~). 

Discussion: The small accessory hooks were described by Vogel (1957) in 
E. granulosus and by Sweatman & Williams (1963) in " E. g. granulosus". The 
latter authors also described accessory large hooks from" E. g. granulosus". The 
present investigation confirms the findings of these authors. 

Conclusion: The number, size and shape of the rostellar hooks are not rdiable 
criteria for taxonomic purposes. 

0·02 mm. 
FIG. 40.-Position of the accessory hook relevant to that of the large and small hook. Human/dog, 

95 days. 

0·02 mm. 
FlO. 41 (a).-Small accessory hook. Ovine IjCape hunting dog, 48 days. 
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O·u2mm 
FIG. 41 (b).-8mall accessory hook. Human/jackal, 95 days. 

0·02 mm. 
FIG. 42.-Comparison of the structure of an accessory large hook (top) with that of a normal large 

hook (middle) and normal small hook (bottom), Porcine II/dog, 76 days. 
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4. Number and Arrangement of the Segments 

Number of segments (cf. Table 11) 

The nnmber of segments. with the exception of Ovine I strain (vide infra), varies 
from two to four, most have three. Two-segmented worms are in the majority in 
six hosts; four-segmented ones in one host only. If gravid specimeus only are 
considered, three-segmented worms are again in the fnajority; in oUe host four­
segmented worms outnumber those of three segments (Table 11). 

The Ovine I strain is not included in Table 11 as its number of segments varies 
from four to six, Twenty-nine ~pecimens were examined: 13·8 per cent consist 
of four, 82· 8 per cent of five and 3·4 per cent of six segments. Eighteen specimens 
were gravid, of these: 5·6 per cent consist of four, 88·8 lier cent consist of five and 
5·6 per cent of six segments. 

Discussion: Rausch (1953), Vogel (1957) and Yamashita ei al. (1958b) found 
the nUi"11bcr of segments constant in E. granulosus and E. multilocularis. 

With the exception of the Ovine I strain, all the worms have two to four seg­
ments. In these strains the majority of the gravid specimens consist of three or 
four segments. Most of Ovine I consist of five segments. 

It is apparent from the present experiments that the number of segments is 
dependent on the age of the infestation and also on the rate of development in a 
particular host species. The variation due to the age of the infestation is shown by 
Porcine I: the majority of the 49, 60 and 109 days old specimens consist of three 
segments, but the majority of the 135 days old specimens consist of only two seg­
ments. The effect of the host species on this character is illustra,ed by Bovine I 
where the majority of the specimens from all the hosts consist of three segments; 
whereas in the dingo, dog and silver fox a fairly large number consist of only two 
segments~ and no four-segmented worms occur in them. 

Arrangement of the sexually mature segments (cf. Table 12) 

As the specimens consist of varying numbers of segments, the position of the 
sexually mature segment, for the sake of clarity, is designated from the posterior end. 

In the majority of the specimens the penultimate segment is sexually mature 
but this is dependent on the degree and therefore the rate of development within the 
particular host. In Ovine I (48 days), the antepenultimate segment is sexually 
mature. 

Discussion: Vogei (lY57) found the penultimate segment of E. granulosus to 
be sexually mature, while in E. multilocularis it is the antepenultimate segment. 
Sweatman & Williams (1963) reported that in " E. g. granulosus ", the position of the 
sexually mature segment may be penultimate or antepenultimate depending on the 
number of segments present. 

The present findings show that when only gravid specimens are considered, it 
is nsually the penultimate segment that is sexually mature. Ovine I resembles 
E. multilocularis in that there it is the antepenultimate segment that is sexually 
mature. The position of the sexually mature segment shows only slight variation· 
in gravid specimens; rather more variation is shown in specimens not yet gravid. 

Conclusion: The number of segments constituting the strobila, and the position 
of the sexually mature segment, appear to be valid criteria for specific and sub­
specific diagnosis. 
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5. Size of the Strobila 

Total length (cf. Tables 13, 14) 

The Ovine I strain consists of four to six segments. Eighteen specimens have 
ova in the uterus; the four-segmented VlOrm is 4·69 rom long; the 16 five-segmented 
worms vary from 4·38 to 7· 54 (mean 5·72 + O· 64) mm, while the six-segmented 
specimen IS 6·06 mm long. A total of 29 specimens was examined: the four four­
segmented specimens vary from 4 ·12 to 5' 33 (mean 4· 78) mm; the 24 five­
segmented worms from 4·38 to 7·54 (mean 5'70 ± 0'84) mm, while the six­
segmented specimen is 6·06 mm long. 

The data of the remaining strains are summarized in Tables: Table 13 those 
of the gravid specimens and Table 14 all the specimens examined. 

The mean lengih of all ihe specimens examined is usually less than that of the 
gravid \vorms alone. There are tr..ree exceptions \'iz. Cape hunting dog No. 2 
(Bovine I, 48 days); jackal (Ovine II, 95 days) and dog (Porcine I, 135 days). 

The total length of the specimens of the same strain and age varies in the different 
host species, The animals infested with the Bovine I strain were aU autopsied 
on the 48th day. The mean length and the upper limit of the range of the worms 
from the Cape hunting dogs are higher than in the dingo, dog or the silver fox. 

Discussion: The total length in the same host species. varies with the age of the 
infestation and the stage of development of the specimens. This confirms Vogel's 
(1957) observations on E. granuiosus and E. multilocuiaris. 

The length of the strobila of the same strain and age, varies in hosts of different 
species. This is most noticeable in Bovine I, in which the specimens from the Cape 
hunting dog are larger than thOSe from other hosts. Cape hunting dogs are not 
only more susceptible to infestation but the worms are larger and their development 
is more advanced than in other hosts. Variation in the rate of development in 
different host species is also apparent in Bovine II. At 76 days, three-segmented 
specimens from the jackal arc larger than those from the dog; at 95 and 118 days 
the opposite applies. 

Rausch (1953) states: "In general, the larger individuals occur in the relatively 
large host species (e.g. wolf and dog), and the smaller worms occur in foxes (both 
Vulpes and Alopex)". The present experiments do not confirm Rausch's obser­
vations, for although the Cape hunting dog is larger than any of the other carnivores 
used and shows the largest worms, the blackbackedjackal is smaller than the majority 
of domestic dogs and yet may have larger worms. Thus the total length is more 
closely correlated with the susceptibility of the host species, and with the rate of 
development of the worms within these hosts, rather than with the physical size 
of the definitive host. 

Size of segments (cf. Tables 15, 16, 17) 

The length of the terminal segment, and its length expressed as a percentage of 
the total length of the strobila, is given in Table 15. The width of the last and 
second last segment is snmmarized in Table 16. The ratio of the length of the mature 
to the length of the gravid segment is summarized in Table 17. 
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Discussion: Both the length of the terminal segment and its ratio to the length 
of the strobila show a greater range of variation than do those given by Vogel (1957) 
for E. multilocularis and for E. granulosus. The average length of the terminal 
segment is above one millimetre, but the lower limits of the range may be under 
one millimetre; the ratio of the terminal segment to strobilar length shows extreme 
variation even in specimens from the same host. -

The width of the last two segments also shows a wide range of variation in the 
specimens from anyone host. The mean width of the ultimate segment is greater 
than that of the penultimate, but when these measurements are compared, they are 
seen to overlao. The difference in the width of these two segments is greater than 
that given by Vogel (1957) for E. granulosus or E. multilocufaris. -

Sweatman & Williams (1963) recognize differences in the ratio of the length 
of the mature to that of the gravid segment for the distinction of their subspecies 
of E. gianulosus. This feature, in the present experiments, is subject to extreme 
variations not only in the different strains, but also in a single host. 

Size of the scolex, rostellum and suckers (cf. Table 18) 
The size of these structures is summarized in Table 18. 
Discussion: The scolex, rostellum and suckers also show a greater range of 

variation than was reported by Vogel (1957). These variations are probably due to 
differences in the reaction of individual worms to fixation. 

Conclusion: The size of the strobila and its constituent parts is subject to 
extreme variation, and hence must be treated with reserve in species and subspecies 
differentiation. 

6. Position of the Genital Pore (cf. Tables 19, 20) 
In this investigation the distance of the genital pore from the anterior margin 

of the segment is expressed as a percentage of the length of the segrnent; results 
are summarized in Tables 19 and 20. 

The Ovine I strain consists of four Of more segments; the antepenultimate 
segment is usually sexually mature and in the penultimate segment the genitalia 
have not completely degenerated nor have the ova completed their deveiopment. 
These penultimate segments are hereafter referred to as post-mature segments. The 
position of the genital pore in the mature segment (29 specimens) is from 38·9 to 
63·5 per cent (mean 55·0 per cent); the post-mature (29 specimens) from 47·8 to 
67·4 per cent (mean 60·6 per cent) and in 24 gravid segments from 51·4 to 65·5 
per cent (mean 58-4 per cent) of its length from the anterior margin. In the 18 
gravid specimens the position of the genital pore in the mature segment is 38·9 to 
62·5 per cent (mean 54·5 per cent); the post-mature 47·8 to 66·7 per cent (mean 
60· 3 per cent) and the gravid segment 51·4 to 69· 5 per cent (mean 58·8 per cent) 
of its length from the anterior margin. 

Discussion: The distance of the genital pore from the anterior margin of the 
gravid segment shows a greater variability in the different strains than has been 
recorded for either E. multilocularis (Vogel, 1957; Yamashita et al. 1958a) or for 
E. granulosus (Nelson & Rausch, 1963). However, the usual position is at, or just 
posterior to, the midpoint of the segment in all the experimental strains, This 
corresponds with the position of this structure in E. granulosus as given by Nelson & 
Rausch (1963). 

Conclusion: The position of the genital pore appears to be of value only at the 
species level. 
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7. Male Genitalia 

Testes number and distribution (cf. Table 21) 

The number of testes and their distribution relative to the genital pore is sum­
marized in Table 21. 

Bovine I strain (Fig. 43): The range and arithmetic mean is higher in the material 
originating from the two Cape hunting dogs than in material from the other hosts. 

In 92 specimens (85·2 per cent) there are more testes in the anterior than in the 
posterior half of the segment; in 10 specimens (9·2 per cent) the testes are approxi­
mately equally distributed in the two halves of the segment; in six specimens (5·6 
per cent) there are more testes in the posterior than in the anterior half of the segment. 
The usual testes distribution in this strain is illustrated in Fig. 43. 

FIG. 43.-Sexually mature segment showing number and distribution of testes. Bovine I. 

Analyses of variance show highly significant differences in the number of testes 
anterior to and posterior to the genital pore. 

Bovine II strain (Fig. 44): In 195 specimens examined, all but one have more 
testes anterior than posterior to the genital pore. 

Bovine II differs from Bovine I in that testes are absent posterior to the vitellaria 
(Fig. 44); in one specimen (0·5 per cent), however, one testicle is present in this 
part of the segment. 
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FIG. 44.-Sexual1y mature segment showing number and distribution of testes. Bovine IL 

Analyses of variance show similar results to those obtained for Bovine 1. 

Ovine I strain (Fig. 45): There are more testes in this strain than in any of the 
others. Furthermore, the lower limit of the range is higher than the higher limit 
in any other strain. The number varies fronl 58 to 80 (mean 68·4 ± 7 -1); the 
greatest number of testes in any other strain is 55 (Human/dog, 76 days). 

The greater number of testes are situated in the anterior half of the segment 
(Fig. 45). Tn one instance (4 per cent) the testes are equally distributed in the 
two halves of the segment. 

An analysis of variance shows a highly significant difference in the number of 
testes anterior to and posterior to the genital pore. 

FIG.:45.--Sexually mature segment showing number and distribution of testes. Ovine 1. 
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Ovine II strain (Fig. 46): In all these specimens the majority of the testes are 
n the anterior half of the segment (Fig. 46). They differ from Bovine I in that the 
mean number of testes is greater than in Bovine I. The range of the total number 
and that of those anterior and posterior to the genital pore do not differ markedly 
from Bovine I. 

This strain also shows highly significant dLfferences in the distribution of the 
testes relative to the genital pore. 

FIG. 46.-Sexually mature segment showing number and distribution of testes. Ovine II. 

Porcine I strain (Fig. 47): With the exception of four specimens (9·8 per cent), 
the testes are either equally divided in the two halves of the segment or the greater 
number is in the posterior half (Fig. 47). In 9·8 per cent of the specimens the 
majority of the testes are in the anterior half of the segment. 

An analysis of variance of the testes distribution in this strain as a whole shows 
significant differences. However, the individual hosts gave inconsistent results. 
The 49 days old specimens show no significant difference in the number of testes 
anterior and posterior to the genital pore. The 60 and 109 days old specimens 
show highly significant differences; in the 60 days old specimens this is due to them 
having a greater number posterior to the genital pore; in the 109 days old specimens 
it is due to four specimens having more testes anterior to the genital pore. 
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FIo. 47.-Sexually mature segment showing number and distribution of testes. Porcine I. 

Porcine II strain. First generation (Fig. 48): With the exception of two speci­
mens (2·9 per cent) the distribution of the testes resembles that of Porcine I. In 
two specimens the majority of the testes are in the anterior half of the segment. 

The 118 days old specimens of this strain show a significant difference in the 
testes distribution due to two specimens having a greater number of testes in the 
anterior half. The remaining five hosts show no significant difference. When the 
strain is analysed as a whole, sigr..ificant differences are obtained, due to the majority 
of the specimens having the greater number of testes in the posterior half of the 
segment. 

FIG. 48.-SexuaIl~ mature segment showing number and distribution of testes. Porcine n. first 
generatIon. 
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Second generation (Fig. 49): These specimens correspond with those of the first 
generation in the number and distribution of the testes. In all the specimens 
examined the testes were either equally distributed in the two halves of the segment, 
or there were more testes in the posterior than the anterior half (Fig. 49). 

The testes distribution in this generation shows significant differences. The 
95 days old specimens show no significant difference. but the 48 davs old snecimens 
show a highly significant difference which is due to a greater number o(testes in 
the posterior half of the segment. 

FIG. 49.-Sexually rnature segment showing number and distribution of testes. Porcine II, second 
generation. 

Human strain (Fig. 50): Six specimens (12·5 per cent) have more testes in the 
anterior than in the posterior half of the segment. The distribution of the testes 
ill the remaining specimens (Fig. 50) resembles that of the two porcine strains. 

An analysis of variance of this strain as a whole shows no significant difference 
in the testes distribution in the two halves of the segment. The 35 days old speci­
mens, however, show a highly significant difference. The 76 days old specimens 
from the dog show no significant difference, but that of the same age from the jackal 
shows a significant difference. The significant differences in the testes distribution 
are due to the greater number of testes in the posterior half of the segment. 
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FIG. 50.--8exually mature segment showing number and distribution of testes. Human strain. 

The data suggest the following divisions on the basis of testes distri­
bution:-

(a) Testes equally distributed: This applies to the Human and Porcine T and II 
strains. Only 12 specimens (6'1 per cent) of all the worms examined in these strains 
have more testes in the anterior than in the posterior half of the segment. It is 
accepted that in some species of Echinococcu.'i: the testes in the posterior half of the 
segment develop before those in the anterior half, therefore the testes posterior may 
outnumber those anterior at a certain stage of development. Thus it is to be expected 
that within limits this criterion may be subject to some variability. 

(b) More testes anterior than posterior: The remaining four strains have this 
distribntion and may be divided into three subgroups:-

(i) Bovine I and Ovine II with the majority of the testes anterior, about one 
third being posterior. Only 16 specimens (7'8 per cent) of these two strains 
do not conform. 

(ii) Bovine II with no testes posterior to the vitellaria. 
(iii) Ovine I with more testes than the other strains. 

Discussion: The number of testes is considered to be relatively constant by both 
Rausch (1953) and Vogel (1957). These authors concluded that the number of 
testes in both E. granulosus and E. multilocularis is not dependent on the host-species. 
This conclusion is confirmed by Bovine I, in which the ranges overlap in the different 
host-species. 

Hutchinson & Bryan (1960) consider the number of testes worthless as a specific 
character. Those authors state: "Because the number of testes varies with the 
age of the worm, this character cannot be relied upon for species identificatiun ". 
If by the age of the worm, these authors refer to its chronological age, this is not in 
agreement with the findings of Vogel (1957) or of the present investigation. The 
results (Table 21) prove that the mean number of testes may vary but that the range 
shows only slight variability despite differences in the age of the worm. 
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Testes distribution is regarded as constant by both Rausch (1953) and Vogel 
(1957). The testes in the anterior and posterior halves of the segment arc approxi­
mately equal in E. granulosus (Rausch, 1953), while in E. multilocularis, few of the 
testes are situated anterior to the genital pore (Rausch, 1953; Vogel, 1957). Testes 
distribution is one of the characters used by Sweatman & Williams (1963) for the 
differentiation of their subspecies of E. granulosus. 

The present experiments show that the testes distribution remains constant for 
any given strain; it is neither affected by host-species nor by successive generations, 
and shows only a slight dependency on the degree of development. Thus it is a 
reliable character for both species and subspecies differentiation. 

Size of the cirrus sac (Table 22) 

The results are summarized in Table 22. The range of the length of the cirrus 
sac in the mature segment overlaps that of the gravid segment. With three excep­
tions, the arithmetic mean is greater in the gravid than in the mature segment. 

The increase in the length of the cirrus sac from the mature to the gravid segment 
is particularly clear in Ovine I. (Data not included in the above table). The cirrus 
sac in22matUfe segments varies in length from 92·7 to 197·4 (mean 158·9 ± 14'2) 
rr>icrons, in width from 44·8 to 108·1 (mean 78·2± 14'2) microns. In 22 post­
mature segments it varies iu leugth from 154·0 to 225·0 (mean 194·6 ± 18'8) 
microns, in width from 67·2 to 98·7 (mean 85·6 ± 6'9) microns. In 12 gravid 
segments its length varies from 182·0 to 294·0 (mean 217·9 ± 30·2) microns, and 
its width from 50·4 to 94·0 (mean 79·0 ± 13'5) microns. 

The \"vidth of the cirrus sac is also usualy greater in the gravid than in the mature 
segment, but this difference is not as great or as clearly marked as it is in the length. 

Discussion: The size of the cirru~ ~ac is generally considered of some value in 
the taxonomy of cestodes. Rausch (1953) states: "Cirrus sac dimensions may 
have value in combination with other characters H. Sweatman & Williams (1963) 
used its size, shape and position relative to the genital pore, and the extent to which 
it overlaps the midline in the mature and in the gravid segment in the differentiation 
of the subspecies of E. granulosus. 

The present experiments show the length of the cirrus sac to be subject to con­
siderable variation. Althoutgh the range of variation of this organ in the mature 
overlaps that of the gravid segment, the mean length of the latter is usually the greater. 

Conclusion: The testes distribution and number are reliable criteria for species 
and subspecies differentiation. The size of the cirru.s sac for taxonomic purposes,. 
is of doubtful value. 

8. Female Genitalia 
The ovary and the seminal receptacle 

The ovary is usualy a compact bilobed structure, but in some Bovine I the lobes 
have radiating branches. 

The seminal receptacle is a slight dilation of the vagina in all the strains. 

Discussion: Sweatman & Williams (1963) found the structure of the ovary 
variable in " E. g. granulosus" and in E. g. borealis. In both these subspecies it may 
be either compact or provided with radiating branches. In E. g. canadensis it is always 
compact. 
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Sweatman & Williams (1963) reported that the seminal receptacle in " E g. 
granulosus " is a large, round structure; in the remaining subspecies merely a dilation 
of the vagina. 

The gravid uterus 

The specimens of the present series have sacculations proximally but branches 
distally. 

Discussion: Rausch (1953) and Vogel (1957) point out that this structure is of 
yalue at th~ specific level. In the present experiments no differences could be observed 
In the vanous strams. 

Size of ova and oncosphere hooklets 

The greatest and smallest diameters ofthe ova, as well as the size of the oncosphere 
hookiets, are summarized in Table 23; the lengths of the three pairs of oncosphere 
hooklets in a single ovum are listed in Table 24. 

Discussion: The summary of the measurements shows that the size of the ova 
and that of the oncosphere hooklets are variable. The variation in the size of the 
ovum is greater than that recorded by Vogel (1957) for E. multilocularis. 

Conclusion: Should any variations in the structure of the ovary, seminal recep­
tacle and uterus be found, they would be reliable criteria. 

9. Host Specificity (cf. Tables 25, 26) 

The number of worms recovered from the different hosts is summarized in Table 
25 and the percentage of worms with ova in the uterus in Table 26. 

Bovine I strain 

The different carnivores showed a marked difference in their susceptibility to 
infestation, the Cape hunting dog being the most susceptible, the cat the least. 

Sixty-three excysted scolices were recovered from a cat which died three days 
after infestation. The other cat, examined 48 days after infestation, only had six 
worms of which one was intact. Those worms contained immature ova (Fig. 51). 

The percentage of worms which became gravid in 48 days varied in the different 
hosts, in the two Cape hunting dogs 88·6 per cent and 50·0 per cent; in the dog 
29· 4 per cent; in the dingo 13·3 per cent and in the silver fox 12·5 per cent. 

Bovine II strain 

The animals in this group were examined at different infestive ages. The 
total number of worms recovered from the dogs was 22,002 and from the jackals 
28,981. The number of worms per individual recovered from the five dogs varied 
from 324 to more than 16,000; only two had less than 1,000 worms. 

Four cats each dosed with the same number of scolices yielded two worms in the 
cat examined on the 35th day; the other three animals were negative. 

The percentage of worms which attained patency did not differ markedly in 
dogs and jackals. In the 118 days old infestations the percentage patency in the 
jackal exceeded that in the dog by 26 per cent; in the 135 days old infestations, 
however, the percentage patency in the dog exceeded that in the jackal by 20 per cent. 
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FIG. 51.-0va: 48 day old specimen from cat. Bovine I. 

Ovine I strain 

With the exception of two of the three Cape hunting dogs, which showed heavy 
infestations, few or no wonns were recovered from the other carnivora. 

Ovine II strain 

A striking feature is the large number of worms at all ages recovered from 
jackals when compared with dogs. The count for the jackal killed on the 95th 
day should be ignored, however, as this animal was accidentally given an overdose 
of scolices. Two cais were negative but two worms were recovered from ihe cat 
killed on the 35th day. 

Porcine I strain 

The five dogs infested with this material showed extreme vanatlOn in their 
susceptibility. These animals were not bred at the Institute and their ages were 
unknown. The negative animal was extremely old, which may have influenced 
the result. 

The percentage of patent worms in the 48, 60 and 109 days old infestations 
was fairly unifonn at about 50 per cent. At 135 days, however, only 12· 5 per cent 
of the specimens recovered were patent. 

Porcine II strain 

First generation: The five dogs shovled some variation in the number of ,Yorms 
recovered, but the take was more uniform than in Porcine I. 

The dogs infested with this strain show a marked fluctuation in the percentage 
of gravid worms at different ages of infestation. 
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Second generation: The scolices used for this experiment were removed from 
the liver of an experimentally infested pig (cf. Materiais and Methods p. 13-15). 
As relatively few scolices were available, these carnivores yielded fewer worms than 
those infested with the first generation. As in the first generation the percentage 
of gravid worms fluctuated markedly. 

Human strain 

Only a few scolices were available; jackals appear to be rather more susceptible 
than are dogs. 

Discussion 

The number of scolices used to infest each animal could not be accurately counted 
as the scolices adhered to the glass containers used for making the necessary dilutions. 
The only practical method was to give the animals in each experimental group the 
same miffiber of scolices hy volume. The possible slight inaccuracy of the scolex 
dosage alone eouid not account for the difference in the numbers of worms recovered 
from the different hosts (Table 25). 

At) the number of carnivores available was lirnited, the results obtained cannot 
be subjected to a statistical analysis~ However; it is seen that carnivores of different 
species as well as those of the same species differ in their susceptibility to infestation 
with the various strains. 

Echinococci were recovered from cats infested with three of the four strains used; 
Ovine I did not establish itself. One of the specimens recovered from the cat 
: .... r .... r+a.,.1 H';+1-. "0""'; ....... T ro" .... ·/-,-.: .... ""',.1 """ : ... t1-."", +""' .. ....,;"',,1 ",,,,,..,...,..,,,,,.,t· tt."",,,,,,,, t.n.n,,,,,,,,,,, .. 
1111 ......... l .... U VVllU ..... UVU ....... .I. ..... UHLUUH .... U uvu. H.I H.I ..... L ..... IHU'U.U "''''6.LU ..... UL, LU ..... ""', .L.L..., ............. .L, 

were not yet fully mature. Despite the fact that a few worms were capable of 
establishing themselves and attaining sexual maturity in cats, they did not appear 
able to maintain themselves in this host for any length of time, being present only 
up to 48 days and absent at 75 days and thereafter. 

These findings for the cat therefore partially confirm those of Nosik (1954) 
and Gemmell (1959a) who found that very few worms were recovered from cats 
after four weeks. The observation that ova may develop in specimens from the 
cat, however, differs from the findings of Southwell (1927), Lorincz (1933). Nosik 
/,,,.c-A' _, ;-<. ___ . ___ 11 ~."r"_" 

~1':l.J'+) anu Ut:IIIlUt;;ll p':I.J':ta). 

Conclusion 

It is clear from these experiments that some of the strains do exhibit a marked 
degree of host specificity; that the number of patent worms is related to the rate of 
development in a particular host species and therefore also to the age of infestation; 
that the more susceptible host yields not only larger numbers of worms, but as a 
general rule, more of these are patent at any particular time. 

10. Summary 

It is clear that no one character alone may be used for the specific identification 
of Echinococcus. 

Strohiia 

(i) The number of segments and the position of the sexually mature segment 
are relatively constant. These characters may be used in conjunction with other 
characters. 
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(ii) The size of the strobila and its constituent parts, as well as the ratio of these 
parts to one another, are subject to extreme variability. It is dependent not only on 
the fixation methods employed, but also on the age of the parasite and the identity 
of the definitive host. It is therefore inadvisable that taxonomic significance be 
attached to it. 

Rostellar hooks 

The size of the rostellar hooks is dependent on the age of the infestation and 
the identity afthe definitive host and further shows variability in successive generations 
as well as in material of the same genotype. It is therefore undesirable that taxo­
nomic significance be attached to either the size or the shape of these structures. 

Genital pore 

This appears to be of value, but mainly at the species levd. 

Male genitalia 

(i) The number and distribution of the testes show but slight variability; these 
charactets inay be used in conjunction with other characters. 

(ii) The actual size of the cirrus sac differs in the mature and eravid segment; 
therefore it is not of value in the taxonomy of this genus. 

Female genitalia 

The structure of the female genitalia in the present experiments does not differ 
in parasites showing other morphological differences. Variations in the structure 
of the female genitalia would therefore be of taxonomic significance. 

Host specificity 

The degree of host specificity exhibited by those parasites varies, being marked 
in some strains, but less so in others. 

Host specificity may be used in conjunction with the number and arrangement 
of the segments, as well as the number and distribution of the testes. 
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PART 2 

IDENTIFICATION OF MATERIAL 

1. Review of the literature 

The cystic stage of this parasite was described by Goeze in 1782 as Taenial 
socialis granulosa (Braun, 1894). Batsch (1786) subsequently identified similar 
material fro111 the liver of a sheep as .lfydatigena granulosa. In 180" Zcdcr united 
hydatid cysts of human origin with coenuri of ovine origin in the genu Polycephalus. 
The genus Echinococcus was erected by Rudolphi in 1801; in 180. he separated 
the genus Coenurus from Echinococcus. Laennec in 1804 created the genus Acepha­
loeystis for sterile hydatid cysts, but \ljilson in 1845 sho\ved it to be synonymous 
with Echinococcus Rudolohi. 1801 (Braun. 1894). Other synonyms are Liococcus 
Bremser, 1819; Splanchococcus Bremser, "1819;' DiscostOff/a Goodsir, 1844; and 
Echinococcifer Weinland, 1858; (Stiles & Stevenson, 1905). 

Hartmannus in 1694 was the first to observe adult echinococci in a dog (Braun, 
1894). Rudolphi in 1808 identified these parasites from a dog as young Taenia 
cucumerina (Leuckart, 1881); Roll working in Vienna in 1852 identified them as 
young Taenia serrata (von Siebold, 1852; Braun, 1894); while von Siebold (1852), 
working in Breslau, found that Echinococcus veterinorum developed into small, three­
segmented tapeworms in the dog. He proposed that the name of this parasite be 
changeu to Taenia echinococcus with the diagnosis: .. Corpus triarticulatum. Caput 
subglobosum. Rostellum rotundatum corona duplici uncinularum 28-36 brevium 
armatum. Collum longiusculum in posteriore parte stricturem gerens. Ambo 
articuli androgyni oblongi et apertura genitali marginali alternante instructi. 
Longitud. 1± lin. IIabitat in intestino tcnui Canis familiaris". This parasite had 
been described by van Beneden in 1850 as Taenia nana, but as the description was 
published only in 1858, Taenia echinococcus Siebold, 1852 has precedence (Leuckart, 
1886). 

In 1863 two other species belonging to this genus were described: E. multi­
locularis Leuckart, 1863 from hydatid cysts occurring in the liver of man (Leuckart, 
1886; Braun, 1894), and the adult stage of Taenia oligarthrus Diesing, 1863 from 
Felis conc%r (Braun, 1894; Cameron, 1926). 

In 1882 Huber pointed out that the 56 known cases of E. muitiiocuiaris ai1 
originated from southern Bavaria, Wtirttemburg and northern Switzerland; he 
also raised the point as to whether or not the sexual stage of E. multilocularis was 
identical with Taenia echinococcus. In 1892 Mangold drew attention to the difference 
between the shape oftbe aduit rostellar hooks of specimens derived from the artificial 
infestation of dogs with cysts of E. multilocularis, and those of adult Taenia echino­
coccus (Braun, 1894). Mangold's finding, however, was not generally accepted by 
his contemporary or by subsequent workers. Some of them adopted the unitarian 
view maintaining that the cyst of E. multilocularis was merely another form of an 
E. granulosus cyst; others adopted the dualistic vie,:v as indicated by Mangold 
maintaining that two different species gave rise to the two types of cystic stage. 
It was not until 1955 that Vogel confirmed Mangold's finding and showed that the 
sexual stage derived from an E. multilocularis cyst differed from that derived from 
an E. granulosus cyst. 
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In 1926 Cameron transferred Taenia oligarthrus Diesing, 1863 to the genus 
Echinococcus Rudolphi, 1801; he also described two species, E. minim us from 
Canis lupus in Macedonia and E. longimanubrius from Lycaon pictus, as well as E. 
granulosus from the fox, Vulves vulpes, in England. Ortlepp (1934) considered 
Cameron's specimens from V. vulpes a new species, E. cameroni. In the same year 
he described: E. iycaontis from L. picrus and in 1937 E. felidis from Panthera leu. 
Rausch & Schiller (1954) described E. sibiricensis from A/opex lagopus from St. 
Lawrence Island, Alaska. 

Recently this genus has been reviewed by Rausch (1953), Vogel (1957) and 
Rausch & Nelson (1963). 

Rausch & Nelson (1963) accept the validity of three speoies: E. granulosus 
(Batsch, 1786); E. multilocularis Leuckart, 1863; E. oligarlhrus (Diesing, 1863), 
They consider four species, E. cameroni Ortlepp, 1934, E. lycaontis Ortlepp, 1934, 
E. intermedius Lopez-Neyra and Soler Planas, 1943, and E. ort!eppi Lopez-Neyra 
and Soler Planas, 1943. synonymous with E. granulosas leaving the status of E. feli­
dis Ortlepp, 1937 and E. patagonicus Szidat, 1960 uncertain. 

Vogel (1957) created the first subspecies of this genus when he sank E. sibiri­
censis Rausch and Schiller, 1954 to E. multilocularis sibiricensis; differentiating iI 

from the nominate subspecies on the size 01 the fostellaf hooks, 011 differences in 
host preferences of the cystic and the adult stages and on the predilection sites of 
the cystic stage. 

E. granulos1-Is canadensis Cameron~ 1960 was originally distinguished on sero­
logical differences of hydatid material from reindeer in Canada as compared with 
material originating from domestic animals in New Zealand (Cameron, 1960), and 
on differences in its host preferences (Cameron, 1960; Sweatman & Williams, 
1963). The diagnosis for the sexual stage of this subspecies was only given subse­
quently by Sweatman & Williams (1963). In 1963 Sweatman & Williams and 
Williams & Sweatman described three further subspecies of E. granulosus, basing 
their subspecies diagnosis on differences in the size of the rostellar hooks, on the 
distribution and the number of the testes and on host preferences. 

The nominate subspecies E. granulosus granulosus of Sweatman & Williams, 
1963 utilizes sheep, bovids and domestic pigs as intermediate, and dogs as definiti ve 
hosts; the type locality is New Zealand. E. g. canadensis Cameron, 1960 utilizes 
reindeer (Rangifer tarandus) as intermediate and dogs as definitive hosts; the type 
locality is Aklavik, N.W.T., Canada. E. g. borealis Sweatman and Williams, 1963 
utilizes moose (Alces alees) and other cervids as intermediate hosts; the sexual 
stage occurs in the timber wolf (Canis lupus), the coyote (c. latrans), and the domestic 
dog; the type locality is Northern Ontario, Canada. E. g. equinus Williams & 
Sweatman, 1963 is derived from the experimental infestation of dogs with cysts 
from horses in Great Britain. 

2. Materials and method, 

Echinococcus spp. from Germany, Alaska, Australia, Canada and New Zealand 
were examined. The South African material was obtained from natural and from 
experimental infestations. 

The material was prepared for microscopy as described on pages 13 to 15 10 

Part 1. 
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3. Proposed taxa 

On the basis of criteria established as valid in Part I, the definition of the two 
best known and most debated species of Echinococcus Rudolphi, 1801 may be modified 
to read as follows:-

Echinococcus granulosus (Batsch, 1786) 

Cestodes varying in length up to 9·2 mm, consisting of two to seven segments. 
Genital pore near midpoint in both mature and gravid segment. Cirrus sac hori­
zontal or tilted anteriorly. Testes 25 to 80; from slightly less than half to more 
than half anterior to genital pore. Uterus with lateral branches or sacculations. 

Echinococcus multilocularis Leuckart, 1863 

Cestodes varying in length up tv .,)' I 111111, consisting of two to five segments. 
Genital pore In anterior third of both mature and gravid segment. Cirrus sac 
tilted posteriorly. Testes 12 to 31; 0 to 6 anterior to genital pore. Uterus without 
lateral branches or sacculations. 

On the basis of criteria established as valid in Part I (i.e. the number and arrange­
ment of the segments, the number and distribution of the testes, and host specificity) 
it is possible to distinguish;-

A. Valid species: 
Echinococcus granulosus ~ tlarsch, i 786). 
Echinococcus multilocularis Leuckart, 1863. 

B. Valid subspecies: 
E. g. borealis Sweatman and \Vi1liams, 1963. 
F;, g. canadensis Cameron, 1960. 
E. g. newzealandensis Sweatman and Williams, 1963, nom. nov. 

e. Sink to subspecific rank: 
E. Midis Ortlepp, 1937. 
E. lycaontis Ortlepp, 1934. 
E. ortleppi Lopez-Neyra and Sukr Planas, 1943. 

D. Create the subspecies: 
E. g. granulosus nominate subspecies novum. 
E. g. africanus subsp. nov. 

The South African subspecies which have been studied in detail are:­
E. g. granulosus nom. subsp. nov. 
E. g. africanus subsp. nov. 
E. 1(. fe/idis Ortlepp, 1937 n. comb. 
E. g.lycaontis Ortlepp, 1934 n. comb. 
E. g. ortleppi Lopez-Neyra and Soler Planas, 1943 n. comb. 

Available comparative material from countries other than South Africa is:­
E. g. granulosus nom. subsp. nov. from Germany. 
E. g. borealis Sweatman & Willams, 1963 from Canada. 
E. g. canadensis Cameron, 1960 from Canada and Alaska. 
E. g. newzeaiandensis Sweatman & Williams, 1963, nom. nov. 
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E. multilocularis sibiricensis Rausch & Schiller, 1954 from Alaska. 
E. oligarthrus (Diesing, 1863) Cameron, 1926 from South America. (As 

only fuur specimens were available, this is considered a species inqui­
rendae). 

Species and subspecies not studied are:-
E. Jl. eauinus Sweatman & Williams, 1963. 
E. cameroni Ortlepp, 1934. 
E. intermedius Lopez-Neyra and Soler Planas, 1943. 
E. /ongimanubrius Cameron, 1926. 
E. minimus Cameron, 1926. 
E. patagonicus Szidat, 1960. 

4. South African material 
Echinococcus granulosus granulosus nominate subspecies novum 

(Nec: E. g. granulosus Sweatman & Williams, 1963) 
In the assumed absence of type specimens, the nominate subspecies is repre­

sented by specimens from dogs piaced ai my disposal by Prof. V ugeI, Hamburg, 
Gen:nny. The South African specimens were derived from the experimental infesta­
tion of dogs and jackals [c. (T.) mesomelas 1 with scolices of porcine and human 
origin. This material is fuUy described in Part 1. 

NeotJpe (German material) 
Thirty-seven specimens were examined; seven of these are 50 days old, the re­

maining 30 being of unknown age. 
The strobila varies in iength from 1·70 to 2'92 mm (mean 2·51 ± 0·9 mm). 

The segments are three in number, the second being sexually mature. The ratio of 
the length of the mature to that of the gravid segment varies from 1: 2·9 to I: 4·2 
(mean I: 3·5). The gravid segment varies from 1·008 to 1·872 (mean 1·600) mm 
and constitutes from 59·1 to 70· 3 per cent (mean 63·1 per cent) of the Lolal length. 

I 
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FIG. 52.-Sexually mature segment of Echinococcus granulosus granulosus nominate subspecies 
novum. Neotype, Europe. 

(u) Testes eqlral1y divided in the two halves of thesegment. 
(b) Majority of testes posterior to genital porco 
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The posItion of the genital pore in the mature segment varies from 42·9 to 
55-6 per cent (mean 48·4 per cent) of its length from the anterior margin; in the 
gravid segment it varies from 53·6 to 70·0 per cent (mean 58·0 per cent). The 
testes number 32 to 45 (mean 37·9 ± 3·2) and are present posterior to the vitellaria, 
extending forward to just behind the anterior margin of the segment. In 15 speci­
mens the number of testes posterior to the genital pore is equal to the number anterior 
to it (Fig. 52a). In the rema!ning 22 specimens there are more testes posteriorly 
than anteriorly (Fig. 52b). The number anterior varies from 12 to 24 (mean 
16·9 ± 2'3); and posterior from 17 to 27 (mean 21'0 ± 2'5). The cirrus sac in 
33 mature segments is from 56·0 to 110·4 (mean 83·4 ± 11·6) microns long and 
from 33·6 to 59·8 (mean 43·4 + 6·4) microns wide. In 11 gravid segments it is 
92·0 to 138·0 (mean 111·7 ± 1].5) microns by 50·6 to 69'0-(mean 58·8 ± 5'7) 
microns. 

Metatype (South African specimens) 

The strobila varies in length from 2·62 to 6·41 mm (mean 3·53 + 0·94 mm). 
The majority (82·5 per cent) -consist of three, 6· 7 per ce'nt of two, and 10' 8 per 
cent of four segments. The ratio of the length of the mature to that of the gravid 
segment varies from 1:2,0 to 1:3'2 (mean 1:2·5). The gravid segment varies 
from 0·850 to 2·380 (mean 2·140) mm in length and constitutes from 35·2 to 78·2 
per cent (mean 56· 5 per cent) of the total length. 

The position of the genital pore in the mature segment is from 43·8 to 66·7 
per cent (mean 51·0 per cent), in the gravid segment from 50·6 to 80·9 per cent 
(mean 67·4 per cent), of their length from the anterior margin. The testes number 
from 28 to 50 (mean 41· 3 ± 5·7). The testes extend posterior to the vitelline 
gland; anterior to the genital pore they vary from 12 to 29 (mean 20·2 ± 3·1) 
and posterior from 12 to 30 (mean 21·1 ± 3· 5) (Fig. 47, 48, 49, 50). The cirrus 
sac in the mature segment varieS in length from 70-0 to 169,2 (mean 109·6 ± 18·8) 
microns and in width from 39·2 to 98·0 (mean 63·3 ± 9-8) microns; in the gravid 
segment its length varies from 103·6 to 224·0 (mean 132·0 ± 15·4) microns and its 
width from 50·4 to 98·0 (mean 67·8 ± 8'0) microns. 

Discussion 

The description of Hydatigena granulosa Batsch, 1786 is based on the hydatid 
cyst only. The type locality of this parasite is not given, but it is more than likely 
that it was collected near Batsch's home, i.e. Jena or Halle (Vogel, 1964). Further­
more, as the first description of the adult worm is based on material from Breslau 
(von Siebold. 1852). the tvoe localitv of E. f!ranulosas (Batsch. 1786). bv imolication, 
is Europe (Germany)." . - ,.,.-

Since the type of a species is also the type of its nominate subspecies [Article 
61 (a) International Code of Zoological Nomenclature, 1958] the type locality of 
the species is also that of the nominate subspecies. it is generaliy accepled that the 
.. first reviser" may designate the type locality where it is not given (Mayr et a 1.; 
1953, p. 244). Such a designation is, however, subject to conditions laid down by 
Recommendation 72 E of the International Code of Zoological Nomenclature, 1958. 
This recommendation states:-

" An author who either designates or restricts a type locality should base 
his action on one or more of the following criteria:-

(1) the original description of the taxon; 
(2) data accompanying the original material; 
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(3) col1ector's notes, itineraries, or personal communications; and 
(4) as a last resort, localities within the known range of the species or frorn 

which specimens identified with the species have been taken. 
If a type locality was erroneously designated or restricted, it should be 

corrected ". 

It therefore follows that the type locality of the nominate subspecies of Echino­
coccus granulosus (Hatsch, 1786) must be Europe (Germany) and cannot be New 
Zealand as designated by Sweatman & WiIIiams (1963). 

Tn the present investigation the specimens of German origin agree with the 
description given by Vogel (1957). The specimens are smaller than those described 
by Vogel, but have the same number and arrangement of segments. The mean 
number of testes is lower, but the range of variation of their number (33 to 45) does 
not differ significantly from that of Vogel (38 to 52). Vogel found that two-thirds 
of the testes are situated anterior to the ovary, the number anterior to the cirn.ls sac 
varying from 9 to 23. In the present investigation the distribution of the testes 
was determined taking the opening of the genital pore as the dividing line between 
the anterior and posterior halves of the segment. It is therefore difficult to compare 
the actual number in each half of the segment with the data given by Vogel. Hmv­
ever, one of his illustrations shows the testes equally distributed in the two halves 
while the other iIIustration shows the greater number in the posterior half of the 
segment. 

The South African specimens differ from those from Germany in that they show 
a greater variation in the length of the strobila and in the number of its segments. 
The number and the distribution of the testes correspond closely~ The size of the 
cirrus sac in both the mature 2nd the gravid segments shows a greater range of 
variation and mean in the South African material. 

The material designated the plesiotypes of the nominate subspecies by Sweatman 
& WiHiams (1963) does not tally with E. granuiosus from its type locality, i.e. Europe 
(Germany). They differ from the German material both in the number and arrange­
ment of the segments and in the number and distribution of the testes. The New 
Zea1and specimens usually consist of four segments, but vary from three to five, 
either the second or third being sexually mature; the number of testes varies from 
40 to 70; the majority situated in the anterior half of the segment. This New 
Zealand material, hence, cannot be designated as the type of the nominate sub­
species, and it is therefore proposed that Echinococcus granulosus newzealandensis 
nomen novum replace Echinococcus grunulosus granulosus Sweatman & Williams, 
1963. 

Revised diagnosis of Echinococcus granulosus granulosus nominate subspecies novum 

Strobila usually three segments, second segment sexuaIIy mature. Testes 32 
to 52, either eqnally distributed anterior and posterior, or majority posterior, to the 
genital pore. Genital pore at midpoint of the mature segment, posterior to mid-
point in gravid segment. -

Host: Intermediate: Primarily sheep, pigs, goats and cattle. 
Definitive: Dog and other Canidae. 

Type iocality: Europe (Germany). 

Neotypes: Onderstepoort Helminthological Collection, and Helminthological 
Collection, Tropeninstitut, Hamburg. 
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Echinococcus granulosus africanus subsp. nov. 

This sUbspecies is based on two of the experimental infestations viz. Bovine II 
Canidae and Ovine II/dog, jackal, including specimens from a jackal [Canis (Thos) 
mesomelas] experimentally infested by Dr, N, Viljoen in Bloemfontein in 1936. 
A few representatives of this subspecies were also col1ected from a naturally infested 
dog, locality unknown. Bovine t/Canidae are selected as syntypes; these worms 
are given precedence over Ovine II/dog, jackal as they were coliected from a Jarger 
number of host species. The specimens of the other two experimental infestations 
(Ovine II/dog, jackal and from the jackal infested by Dr, Viljoen) are regarded as 
metatypes. 

Syntype 

The strobila varies in length from I ·83 to 4· 84 (mean 3· 16 ± O· 2) mm; consists 
of two to four. but usually three. segments. Usually the oenultimate is sexually 
mature, but in -3· 5 per cent the antepenultimate is aiready ~ sexually mature. The 
ratio of the length of the mature to that of the gravid segment varies from 1: I ·6 
to I: 4· 5 (mean 1: 2· 7). The length of the gravid segment varies from 1·105 to 
2·934 (mean 1·794) mm and constitutes from 43·3 to 72·4 per cent (mean 57·6 
per cent) of the strobilar length. ~ 

The position of the genital pore in the mature segment varies from 38·6 to 
61·5 per cent (mean 49·8 per cent); in the gravid segment from 38·5 to 63·0 per 
cent (mean 53·6 per cent) of their length from the anterior margin. The total 
number of testes varies from 25 to 49 (mean 34·3 ± 5·6), The testes extend posterior 
to the vitelline gland. Those anterior to the genital pore vary from 14 to 30 (mean 
19·4 ± 3'4) and those posterior to it from 8 to 22 (mean 14·9 ± 3·1) (Fig. 53). 
The cirrus sac in the mature segment varies from 64·4 to 114·8 (mean 87·9 ± 12·2) 
microns in length and from 33·6 to 75·2 (mean 49·.5 ± 8 ·1) microns in width; 
in the gravid segment it is 78·4 to 131·6 (mean 99·7 ± 12·9) microns by 39·2 to 
84·6 (mean 55·6 ± 6·8) microns. 

FIG. 53.-SexUllly mature segment of E. granu/oslls africallils subspe:::ies nov. 
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Metatype 

rhe strobila vanes m length from 2'12 to 6·1.l (mean 4'12 ± 1·01) mm. The 
segments number from two to four, but usually three; the penultimate being sexually 
mature. The ratio of the length of the mature to that of the gravid segment varies 
from 1: 1· 5 to 1: 3·1 (mean I: 2'1). The gravid segment varies in length from 
I . 152 to 3·658 (mean 2·088) mm and constitutes from 40·3 to 60· 7 per cent (mean 
50· 5 per cent) of the total length. 

The position of the genital pore in the mature segment varies from 45·5 to 
64· 5 per cent (mean 55·6 per cent), in the gravid segment from 47·1 to 69· 7 per 
cent (mean 58·5 per cent), of the length from the anterior margin. The testes 
which extend posterior to the vitellaria, vary from 29 to 54 (mean 42·7 ± 4· 5); 
from 17 to 37 (mean 27·2 ± 11·7) are anterior and from 10 to 25 (mean 15·5 ± 2· 8) 
posterior to the genital pore (Fig. 46). The cirrus sac in the mature segment varies 
from 82·0 to 220·9 (mean 161·3 ± 30·3) microns in length and from 46·0 to 100·8 
(mean 77·3 ± 9·1) microns in width; in the gravid segment it is 115·0 to 224·0 
(mean 179·2 ± 9·0) rnicrons by 59·8 to 108·1 (mean 83·9 ± 10-7) microns. 

Natural infestation 

Only four of the parasites from the naturally infested dog were complete. The 
strobila varies in length from 2·81 to 3·46 (mean 3·02) mm. It consists of three 
segments, the penultimate being sexually mature. The ratio of the length of the 
mature to that of the gravid segment varies from I: 1·9 to I: 2·6 (mean I: 2·1). 
The gravid segment varies in length from I· 440 to 1·728 (mean 1· 594) mm and 
constitutes from 50·0 to 56·4 per cent (mean 53·0 per cent) of the total length. 

The position of the genital pore in the mature segment varies from 52·0 to 58·8 
per cent (mean 55·6 per cent), and in the gravid segment from 52·3 to 57' 7 per cent 
(mean 55·4 per cent) of the length from the anterior margin. The testes (seven 
specimens) number from 32 to 47 (mean 39·4 ± 5·3). Those anterior to the genital 
pore vary from 19 to 28 (mean 23· 0 ± 3 -4) and those posterior from 13 to 21 (mean 
16 -4 ± 2· 7). The cirrus sac could be measured in one mature segment only; it is 
89·6 by 42·0 microns, in two gravid segments it varies from 117·6 to 123·2 (mean 
120·4) microns by 61·6 to 70·0 (mean 65·8) microns. 

Discussion 

Although the number of testes in the syntype material differs from that of the 
metatype material and that of the natural infestation, the respective ranges do not 
differ markedly. Further, as all three sho'll the same type of testes distribution, 
they can be considered conspecific. These specimens resemble" E. g. granulosus " 
Sweatman & Williams, 1963 in testes distribution, but differ in the number of testes 
and in the shape of the seminal receptacle. 

Southwell (1927), Lorincz (1933,) Nosik (1954) and Gemmell (l959a) found 
that E. grunulusus may establish itself in the domestic cat, but in no instance were 
ova produced. The results obtained with E. g. africanus differ from the above; 
six worms, 48 days old, were recovered from a cat infested with Bovine I; the ova 
in these specimens, although not yet fully mature, however, appear to be very close 
to maturity (Pig. 51). In view of the small numbers of worms recovered from the 
cats, these animals do not appear to be the normal hosts of this parasite. These 
animals may, however, play some role, at present still undetermined, in the dis­
semination of this parasite. 
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Diagnosis 

Strobila two to four, but usually three, segments. Penultimate sexually mature, 
Genital pore at midpoint of mature-, but beyond midpoint of gravid-segment. 
Testes 25 to 54; majority anterior to genital pore. Seminal receptacle dilatation 
of vagina. 

Hosi: Intermediate: cattie and sheep. 
Definitive: Canidae. 

Type locality: Transvaal, Orange Free State, South Africa. 

Syn- and Metatype: Onderstepoort Helminthological Collection. 

Echinococcus granulosus lycaontis Ortlepp, 1934. n.comb. 
Syn: E. /ycaontis Urtlepp, 1934. 

This subspecies is based on the syntype specimens of E. lycaontis Ortiepp, 1934 
and on Ovine IjCape hunting dog; included are some specimens collected from a 
Cape hunting dog, Rusienburg district, Transvaal. 

Syntype 

The strobila is up to 5·29 mm long. It has from four to seven segments, the 
usual number Demg five. The third or fourth segment, i.e. the antepenultimate, 
i" (,lpvll-::all" 1'YI-::atnrp. Tn"" r-::atin nf thp. lp.nn-th r\f +h"" 1'YIahl1'" fn tlv:.t I""\f th"" crr"uir! 
~" .... ~"~ ....... ULJ , ...... ~ ... ~...... ~ ............ u .... '-H H.L ..... "'"'U6"U '-n "' .. " .. ~ .... u .......... '" HH.'~ 'V~ H.L ... 6 ............. 

segment could be determined in two specimens only; this varies from 1: 3·8 to 
I: 4·4 (mean I: 4·1); the length of the gravid segment (two specimens) is from 
2-480 Lo 2·520 mm (mt:an 2·500 mm); ill:OnsLitutes from 44·9 to 50·0 per cent 
(mean 47·5 per cent) of the total length_ 

The position of the genital pore (five specimens) in the mature segment varies 
from 52·6 to 60·0 per cent (mean 56·9 per cent) of its length from the anterior 
margin; in the post-mature segment (defined on p. 55, Part 1) it varies from 53·3 
to 66·7 per cent (mean 58·3 per cent), and in the gravid segment from 50·7 to 58·6 
per cent (mean 54-6 per cent). The testes (six specimens) number from 41 to 44 
(mean 42·5 ± 1·4). There are from 24 to 31 (mean 28·2 ± 2·3) anterior and from 
13 to 17 (mean 14· 3 ± 1·6) posterior to the genital pore (Fig. 54). The cirrus sac 
in the mature segment (seven specimens) varies from 95·2 to 110·4 (mean 100·7 ± 
5·5) microns in the length and from 55·2 to 69-0 (mean 60-2 ± 5-3) microns in 
width; in the post-mature segment (four specimens) it is 92·0 to 128·8 (mean 113·9) 
microns by 59·8 to 69·0 (mean 65·5) microns. In the gravid segments the size 
could not be determined. 

Homotype 

The strobila varies in length from 4·12 to 7· 54 (mean 5·68 ± 0·80) mm. There 
are from four to six, usually five, segments, the antepenultimate being sexually 
mature. The ratio of the length of the mature to that of the gravid segment varies 
from 1:1·6 to 1:3·3 (mean 1:2·1). The gravid segment varies in length from 
1·334 to 2·667 (mean 2·055) mm and constitutes from 22·3 to 45·2 per cent (mean 
36·4 per cent) of the strobilar length. 
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FIG. 54.-Sexually mature segment of E. g. (vc{1onlis Ortlepp, 1934 n. comb. Syntype. 

The position of the genUal pure in the rnature segment varies from 38, 9 to 
62·5 per cent (mean 54·5 per cent) of its length from the anterior margin; in the 
post-mature segment from 47·8 to 66·7 per cent (mean 60·3 per cent) and in the 
gravid segment from 51·4 to 69·5 per cent (mean 58·8 per cent). The number of 
testes varies from 58 to 80 (mean 69·4 ± 7-1), the majority are situated anterior to 
the genital pore. Those anterior vary from 34 to 53 (mean 41·5 ± 5·1); those 
posterior from 21 to 34 (mean 26·9 ± 4·1) (Fig. 54). The cirrus sac in the mature 
segment varies in length from 92·7 to 197·4 (mean 158·9 ± 14·2) microns and in 
'vvidth from 44-8 to 108-1 (mean 78·2 ± 14-2) microns. In the post-mature seg­
ment it is 154·0 to 225·0 (mean 194·6 + 18·8) microns bv 67·2 to 97·8 (mean 
85·6 ± 6 '9) microns; in the gravid segment it is 182·0 to 294:0 (mean 217·9 ±'30' 2) 
microns by 50·4 to 94·0 (mean 79·0 ± 13·5) microns. 

Natural infestation 
The material collected at Rustenburg consists either of immature specimens 

or of specimens in which the terminal segment(s) had been lost. 
The strobila consists of four segments, the third being sexually mature and the 

last segment post-mature. 
The genital pore (six specimens) in the mature segment is 44·4 to 61·2 per cent 

(mean 52·5 per cent), in the post-mature from 54·0 to 62·2 per cent (mean 58·4 
per cent) of the length from the mterior margin. The number of testes (ten speci­
mens) varies from 41 to 59 (mean 47·6 ± 5'5). Those anterior to the genital pore 
vary from 28 to 40 (mean 31·5 ± 3·9); and those posterior from 13 to 19 (mean 
16·1 ± 2'1). The cirrus sac in the mature segment (three specimens) varies in 
length from 73·6 to 92·4 (mean 84'4) microns and in width from 41·4 to 56·0 
(mean 46'2) microns. In the post-mature segment (four specimens) it is 92·4 
to 128· 8 (mean 108· 2) microns by 56·0 to 59·8 (mean 58· 8) microns. 

Discussion 

The specimens collected from the Cape hunting dog at Rustenburg correspond 
closely with the type specimens. Those from Ovine IjCape hunting dog, however, 
differ in the number of testes, and in the size of the cirrus sac. 
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Four Of more segments are described in three other species, viz. E. feUdis 
(Ortiepp, 1937), E, cameroni (Ort/epp, J 934) and E, granuiosus (Wright, 1962), 
E. felidis usually consists of four segments, but five may occur (Ortlepp, 1937). 
Were the subspecies E. Iycaontis identical with E. felidis it would seem reasonable 
to expect that the cats infested with the experimental strain would have harboured 
at least a few specimens; they, however, were completely refractory. As attempts 
to infest silver foxes (Vulpes chama) were also unsuccessful it is unlikely that this 
material is identical with E. cameroni Ortiepp, 1934 from Vulpes vuipes in England. 

In the experimental infestation appreciable numbers of worms were recovered 
from only the Cape hunting dogs; this subspecies appears to exhibit a marked 
degree of host specificity. 

Diagnosis 

Stroh11::! mm::lllv -five segments. hut from four to seven may occur. Antenen­
u1tim:-~i; ~~g~~~t s~xually ~ature.· Genital pore just beyond rr;idpoint in mature, 
more posterior in post-mature and gravid segments. Testes not less than 41, majority 
anterior to the genital pore. 

Host: Intermediate: Sheep. 
Definitive: Lycaon piCtU5. 

Locality: Transvaal, South Africa. 

Syn- and Homotype: Onderstepoort Helminthological Collection. 

Echinm:m:cus granulosus ortleppi Lopez~Neyra and Soler Planas, 1943. n.comh. 

Syn; E. ortleppi Lopez-Neyra and Soler Planas, 1943. 

The diagnosis of this subspecies is based on specimens identified as E. granulosus 
by Ortlepp (1934); Lopez-Neyra & Soler Planas (1943) consider it to be a HeW 
species, E. ortleppi. The helminths derived from Bovine II/dog, jackal belong to 
this subspecies, as also specimens from three dogs with natural infestations. 

Syntype 

Only seven of the specimens identified as E. granulosus by Ortlepp (1934) could 
be re-examined. 

The strobila varies from 2·99 to 4·11 (mean 3·42 ± 0·48) mm and consists of 
three to four, but usually three, segments. The penultimate segment is sexually 
mature. The ratio of the length of the mature to that of the gravid segment varies 
from 1;2·5 to 1:4,8 (mean 1;3'0). The gravid segment varies in length from 
1·620 to 3·600 (mean 2·119) mm, and constitutes from 51·8 to 87'S per cent (mean 
61·1 per cent) of the total length. 

The Dosition of the f!enital Dore in the mature segment is from 50·0 to 60·9 
per cent (mean 55·0 per ~cent), in the gravid segment ~from 55·0 to 60·0 per cent 
(mean 57·2 per cent), of the length from the anterior margin. The testes number 
from 31 to 39 (mean 33·2 ± 3·5). The majority of the testes are situated anterior 
to the genital pore with no testes posterior to the vitellaria. The number anterior 
varies from 18-to 25 (mean 20·6 ± 3·0) and posterior from II to 14 (mean 12·6 ± 
1·1) (Fig. 55). The cirrus sac in the mature segment varies from 101· 2 to 119·6 
(mean 112·0) microns in length and from 55·2 to 69·0 (mean 60·7) microns in 
width; in two gravid segments it is 115·0 microns long and 69· 0 microns wide. 
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FIG. 55.-Sexually mature segment of E. g. ortleppi Lopez-Neyra and Soler Planas, 1943. n, comb. 
Syntype. 

Homotype 

Natural infestations: From three dogs with natural infestations ii, 14 and 20 
worms respectively were examined. The strobila varies in length from 2·03 to 4·25 
(mean 2·92 ± 0·2) mm. They consist of three segments, the second one being 
sexually mature. The ratio of the length of the mature segment to that of the 
gravid varies from 1: ,·7 to 1: 4·3 (mean 1: 2·8). The iength cfihe gravid segment 
is fiOm 0·864 to 2· 808 (mean 1 . 703) mm, and constitutes from 42·6 to 66· 1 per cent 
(mean 57·0 per cent) of the length of the strobila. 

The genital pore in the mature segment is situated 43·8 to 61·1 per cent (mean 
52·3 ner cent) from the anterior margin: in the gravid segment it is 54·1 to 74'4, 
per c":n't' (IT1ea~ 60·9 per cent). The testes number -from 28 to 42 (mean 34· 9 ± 3·2), 
from 19 to 28 (mean 22·0 ± 2·0) anterior to and from 9 to i8 (mean 12·9 ± 2·1) 
posterior to the genital pore. The testes distribution resembles that of the syntypes, 
The cirrus sac in the mature segment is from 69·0 to 128·8 (mean 108·6 ± 16'7) 
microns long and from 33·6 to 78·2 (mean 58·7 ± 9·7) microns wide; in the 
gravid segment it is from 86·8 to 138·0 (mean 105·3 ± 17'0) microns by 41·4 
to 69· 0 (mean 55·3 ± 8·5) microns. 

Experimental infestations: The strobila of the specimens resulting from the 
experimental infestations (Bovine I!/dog, jackal) varies in length from 2·59 to 7 ·01 
(mean 4·90 ± 0·7) mm. The strobila consists of two, three or four, usually three, 
segments, the penultimate being sexually mature. The ratio of the lengtIi of the 
mature to that of the gravid segment varies from 1: 1·0 to 1: 6· 1 (1: 3·3). The 
gravid segment varies from 1·250 to 5·080 (mean 3'190) mm in length and consti­
tutes from 39·4 to 91·4 per cent (mean 64·6 per cent) of the total length. 

The position of the genital pore in the mature segment is from 40·0 to 67·6 
per cent (mean 49·4 per cent), in the gravid segment from 46·9 to 68 per cent (mean 
55·9 per cent), of their length from the anterior margin. The testes number from 
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25 to 47 (mean 32·2 ± 4·0); those anterior vary from 13 to 28 (mean 20·2 ± 2·7) 
and those posterior from 8 to 19 (mean 12·0 ± 2'3). The cirrus sac in the mature 
segment varies in length from 56·0 to 182·0 (mean 91·9 ± 20·9) microns; the 
width from 28·0 to 92·4 (mean 59·1 ± 11·1) microns; in the gravid segment it is 
89·6 to 154·0 (mean 125·2 ± 14·4) microns by 56·0 to 81·2 (mean 65·9 ± 5·3) 
microns. 

Discussion 

E. g. ortleppi and E. g. africanus resemble one another in the number and the 
arrangement of the segments, but differ in the presence or absence of testes posterior 
to the vitellaria. This appears to be a valid criterion as only 0·5 per cent of the 
specimens derived from the experimental infestation did not conform. A further 
difference between these subspecies is that the dog and jackal appear to be equally 
susceptible to infestation with E. g. ortleppi but the dog appears to be Jess susceptible 
to E. g. ajricanus than is the jackal. 

Diagnosis 

Strobila twu to lour, usually three, segments ~ penultimate sexually mature, 
Testes 25 to 47; majority anterior to genital pore; none postciior to vitellaria. 

Host: Intermediate: cattle. 
Definitive: Canidae [domestic dog. C. (T.) mesomelas]. 

Locality: Transvaal, South Africa. 

Syn- and Homotype: Onderstepoort Helminthological Collection. 

Echinocm:cus grarmlosus felidis Ortlepp, 1937. n.comb. 

Syn: Echinococcus felidis Ortlepp, 1937. 

This subspecies is based on the type specimens of E. felidis Ortiepp. 1937 and 
additional specimens from four Jions, colIected in the Transvaal (Kruger National 
Park and Louis Trichardt) and in Southern Rhodesia (Kariba). The author is 
indebted to Dr. Roth, Veterinary Department, Southern Rhodesia for the Kariba 
material. 

Syntype 

1 ne srroDliG in llneen helminths varies m length from 3·42 to 5·33 (mean 
4·21 ± 0·6) mm. consisting of four or five, but usually four, segments. The third 
segment is sexually mature in all the specimens. The ratio of the length of the mature 
to that ofthe gravid segment varies from I: 1· 6 to I: 3·4 (mean I: 1· 9). The gravid 
segment is 1 ·008 to 2 ·196 (mean 1· 836) mm long and constitutes from 41·1 to 
4&·8 per cent (mean 44·1 per cent) of the total length. 

The genital pore in the mature segment is situated from 38·5 to 70·4 per cent 
(mean 56·2 per cent), in the post-mature segment from 53·5 to 64·1 per cent (mean 
59·3 per cent), and in the gravid segment 61·5 to 72·2 per cent (mean 66·6 per cent) 
of the iength from the anterior margin. The testes number 30 to 46 (mean 36·6 ± 
4·2). They extend from posterior to the viteIJaria to close to the anterior margin 
of the segment, the majority being anterior to the genital pore. There are from 
19 to 29 (mean 22·9 ± 2·5) anterior and from 10 to 18 (mean 13·7 ± 2·3) posterior 
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to the genital pore (Fig. 56a). The cirrus sac in the mature segment is from 115·0 
to 174·8 (mean 148·2 ± 15·5) microns long and from 55·2 to 92·0 (mean 77·3 + 
13· 3) microns wide; in the gravid segment it is 142·6 to 207·0 (mean 176·9 ± 21· 7) 
microns by 64·4 to 96·6 (mean 83·2 ± 10·2) microns. 

~\ r J •• \ \ 
\ P{ 0-· 0·~ \ 

;!{fj 
lal ~ 

Ib) 
FIG. 56.-Sexually mature segment of E.g. fdid;'~ Ortlepp, 1937 n. comb. 

a. Symype 
h. Specimen from Kariba 

Homotype 

Natural infestations: The strobila varies in length from 2 ·124 to 5· 220 (mean 
3·239 ± 0'3) mm. It consists of three segments in 18·5 per cent, of four in 47·0 
per cent and of five in 34·5 per cent of 64 specimens. The penultimate segment 
'.vas usually sexually mature but in 20·3 per cent of the worms the antepenultimate 
is sexually mature. The ratio of the length of the mature to that of the gravid 
segment varies from I: 1·1 to I: 3·0 (mean I: 1·7). The gravid segment varies 
from 0·684 to 1·980 (mean 1'381) mm in length and constitutes from 30·4 to 51·1 
per cent (mean 40·4 per cent) of the total length. 

The position of the genital pore in the mature segment varies from 38·0 to 
63·2 per cent (mean 51·8 per cent) of its length from the anterior margin; in the 
post-mature segment this varies from 41·4 to 67·4 per cent (mean 56·3 per cent) 
and in the gravid segment from 45·4 to 65·9 per cent (mean 63·2 per cent). The 
testes number from 28 to 45 (mean 35·9 ± 3·5); the number anterior to the genital 
pore varies from 18 to 32 (mean 23·3 + 2'8) and posterior from 9 to 17 (mean 
12·6 ± I· 9). The cirrus sac in the mature segment varies in length from 82·8 to 
202·4 (mean 129·4 ± 24'0) microns, in width from 46·0 to 105'8 (mean 64·9 ± 9· 9) 
microns; in the gravid segment it is 147·2 to 188·6 (mean 164'3) microns by 64·4 
to 82·8 (mean 71·6 + 5'9) microns. 

In those specimens in which the antepenultimate segment is sexually mature, the 
cirrus sac, in the post-mature segment, is 147·2 to 184·0 (mean 159·9 ± 13'7) 
microns by 56·0 to 78·2 (mean 71·7 ± 9'3) microns. 
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Specimens from two of the hosts, collected at Kariba and in the Kruger National 
Park, differ in that there are no testes posterior to the vitellaria (Fig. 56b). 

Discussion 

With the exception of the difference in testes distribution in two of the hosts the 
specimens from the five lions show very little variation, Although some specimens 
(20 per cent) resemble E. g. lycaontis in the position of the mature segment, E. g. felidis 
differs from it in having three to five instead of four to seven segments. 

Diagnosis 

Strobila three to five, usually four, segments. Penultimate or antepenultimate 
segment sexually mature. Genitai pore just posterior to midpoint in mature, more 
posterior in post-mature and gravid segments. Testes 28 to 46 in number, majority 
anterior to genital pore, mayor may not be present posterior to the vitellaria. 

Host: Intermediate: Unknown. 
Definitive: Panthera leo. 

Locality: Transvaal, South Africa. 

Syn- and Homotype: Onderstepoort Helminthological Collection. 

Key to South African subspecies of Echinococcus granulosus (Batsch, 1786) 

1. Testes equally distributed, or majority posterior to the genital 
pore ................................................. . 

Testes mainly anterior to the genital pore ... ............. . 
2. In felines; three to five, usually four, segments ........... . 

In canines; two to seven segments ...................... . 
3. Four io seven, usualiy three, segments; antepenultimate sex-

ually mature .......................................... . 
Two to four, usually five, segments; penultimate sexually mature 

4. Some testes present posterior to the 
No testes posterior to the vitellaria, 

vitel1aria .... ......... . 

5. Extra-African material 

Echinococcus granulosus borealis Sweatman & Williams, 1963 

granulosus 

2 
felidis 

3 

lycaontis 

4 
africanus 
ortleppi 

Prof. T. W. M. Cameron, Canada and Dr. R. Rausch, Alaska, provided speci­
mens from domestic dogs, the specimens from three of the dogs being from experi­
mental infestations. 

Experimental irifestations 

The strobila of 27 parasites vanes 10 length from 2·952 to 5·720 mm (mean 
4·081 ± O· 8 mm). The gravid specimens consist of three segments, the second 
being sexually mature. In 45 specimens the ratio of the length of the mature segment 
to that of the gravid is from 1:2,1 to 1:3,8 (mean 1:2,2). Tpe gravid segment 
varies from 1'584 to 3·348 (mean 2'412) mm; and constitute. li.Jm 51·2 to 69·8 
per cent (mean 56· 5 per cent) of the total length. 
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The genital pore in the mature segment is from 35·7 to 60·0 per cent (mean 
53·3 per cent) of its length from the anterior margin; in the gravid segment 51·9 
to 71·2 per cent (mean 57·1 per t:enl). The te:sies in 48 specimens Humber from 
32 to 51 (mean 39·1 ± 5·0); 16 to 30 (mean 21·6 ± 2·9) are anterior and 11 to 26 
(mean 17·5 ± 3·0) posterior to the genital pore. The cirrus sac is round. Tn the 
mature segment it varies in length from 96·6 to 196·0 (mean 135·2 ± 22·3) mlcrons 
and in width frum 53·2 to 98·0 (mean 76·5 ± 11·7) microns; in the gravid segment 
it is 106·4 to 196·0 (mean 162·3 ± 17'7) microns hy :S6·0 to 103·6 (mean 83·8 ± 
9· I) microns. 

Natural infestation 

These specimens had either lost their last segment or were immature. The 
strobila consists of two or three segments, the last one being sexually mature. One 
specimen, 2·700 mm long, appears to be complete; it consists of three segments, 
the second one being sexually mature. 

The genital pore in the mature segment (ten specimens) is from 40·0 to 65·4 
per cent (mean 50·5 per cent) of its length from the anterior margin; in the one 
gravid segment 59·5 per cent. The testes number (seven specimens) from 28 to 35 
(mean 31·7 ± 3·2), from 16 to 20 (mean 18·0 ± I· 9) are anterior and from 12 to 
i5 (mean 13·7 ± 2·0) posterior to the genital pore. The cirrus sac in the mature 
segment (nine specimens) varies from 92·0 to 119·6 (mean i06·3 ± 9·3) microns 
by 55·2 to 78·2 (mean 64·4 ± 7·6) microns. 

Discussion 

The above two sets of specimens differ from the description given by Sweatman & 
WiHiams (i 963) in that the cirrus sac is larger and the ratio of the length of the 
mature to that of the gravid segment is I: 2· 2 instead of I: 3· o. The lower limit 
of the range of variation of the number of testes is 28 and not 36; however, the 
distribution of the testes relative to the genital pore is the Bme. In all other respects 
these worms agree with the description given by thecn. 

Proposed revised diagnosis 

Strobila three to five, usually three, segments. Penultimate segment sexually 
mature. Testes 28 to 55, majority anterior to genital pore. Cirrus sac round. 

Host: Intermediate: Cervids, particularly moose (A lees alees). 
Definitive: Canidae. 

Type locality: Northern Ontario, Canada. 

Plesiotype: USDA. Specimen No. 59724 (Sweatman & Williams, 1963). 

Echinococcus granulosus canadensis Cameron, J 960. 

Prof. T. W. M. Cameron kindly provided specimens from an experimental 
infestation of a dug with material of reinueer origin, and of a natural infestation 
of a wolf, Canis lupus, from Canada. 

Experimental infestation 

The specimens from reindeer/dog are not suitable for study. They consist of 
two segments only; the first is not yet sexually mature whi1e the terminal one contains 
immature ova. 
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Natural infestation 

The specimens from the wolf are incomplete, consisting of only two segments, 
the last being sexually mature. The genital pore in the mature segment (eight speci­
mens) is 50·0 to 57·1 per cent (mean 53·0 per cent) of the length of the segment 
from the anterior margin. The number of testes (six specimens) varies from 28 to 
36 (mean 31· 6 ± 3· 2) and they are equally distributed in the two halves of the 
segment. Those anterior to the genital pore number 13 to 18 (mean 15·8 ± 2'0) 
and those posterior 14 to 18 (mean 15·8 ± I ·5). The cirrus sac in the mature 
segment (eight specimens) varies from 114·8 to 168·0 (mean 139·1 ± 17'9) microns 
in length and from 56·0 to 92-4 (mean 80·3 ± 12'1) microns in iidth. 

Discussion 

The specimens from the wolf differ from the description given by Sweatman & 
Wi1liams (1963) in that the comp1ete strobila would apparently consist of three 
segments. According to Sweatman & Williams (1963) the strobila usually consists 
of two segments, but three may occur. Sweatman & Williams found that the 
majority of the testes are posterior to the genital pore, but in the specimens from 
the wolf the testes are equally divided in the two halves of the segment. It has 
already been pointed out, however, that this difference in testes distribution is also 
encountered in E. g. granulosus and is related to the degree of development of the 
genitalia. The genital pore is situated at or just posterior to the midpoint of both 
the mature and the gravid segment, while Sweatman & Williams found it to be 
anterior to the midpoint. The cirrus sac in the specimens from the wolf is longer 
than that reported by Sweatman & W11liams. In Part I, however, it has been shown 
that the length of the cirrus sac is variable and that no significance can be attached 
to it. 

Proposed revised diagnosis 

Strobila usuaily two, sometimes three, segments. Penultimate sexually mature. 
Testes 21 to 40, either equally distributed anterior and posterior, or majority posterior 
to the genital pore. 

HOSf_' Intermediate: Reindeer (Rang{fcr tarandus). 
Definitive: Canidae. 

Type locality: Aklavik, N.W.T., Canada. 

Plesiotype: USDA. Specimen No. 59725 (Sweatman & Williams, 1963). 

Echinococcus granulosus newzealandensis nom. nov. 
Syn: E. g. granulosus Sweatman & Williams (1963) 

Specimens from New Zealand were made available by Dr. L. Whitten, New 
Zealand, and by Prof. T. \V. J'..J. Cameron, Canada, and specimens from a natural 
infestation of two dingos, Canis dingo, from Queensland, Australia by Dr. R. Rick, 
Australia. 

New Zealand specimens 

The strobila of 20 specimens vary in length from 2·520 to 4·320 (mean 3.398 ± 
0'5) mm. The segments are three or four in number, the penultimate one being 
sexually mature. The ratio of the length of the mature to that of the gravid segment 
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varies from I: 1·5 to 1: 3· 2 (mean 1: 1·9). The gravid segment is 0·936 to 2·160 
(mean I· 728) mm long and constitutes from 43·5 to 55·7 per cent (mean 48·9 per 
cent) of the total length. 

The genital pore in the mature segment is 43·8 to 61·5 per cent (mean 57·5 
per cent) of its length from the anterior margin; in the gravid segment this varies 
from 53·2 to 66·0 per cent (mean 53·5 per cent). The testes Gumber 34 to 52 (mean 
43-0 ± 4'7); those anterior to the genital pore 21 to 33 (mean 25-0 ± 2'8) and 
those posterior II to 25 (mean 18·0 ± 3·9). The cirrus sac in the mature segment 
is from 112·0 to 184·0 (mean 147·7 ± 24·4) microns long and 59·8 to 92·0 (mean 
76·7 ± 24·4) microns wide; in the gravid segment 112·0 to 207·0 (mean 174·1 ± 
').;;;.Q) mirron" hv 'i9·R to 92·0 (mean 77·7 + 8·7) microns. 
-~-f"'~-'-"--';-'------~ ~, 

Australian specimens 

The strobila of nine complete specimens varies in length from 2·520 to 7·200 
(mean 4·078 ± 1-7) 111m. It consists of three Oi four segments, the penultimate 
nnp hpinu "f"X1Hlllv m;:!tllre. The ratio of the length of the mature to that of the 
g;;;vid-·;:g~-;;;;i-·v~r;~;f;om I: 1·1 to I: 2·0 (mean I: 1·6). The gravid segment 
varies in length from 1·008 to 2·556 (mean 1·646) mm and constitutes from 30·0 
to 48·3 per cent (mean 41· 5 per cent) of the length of the strobila. 

The genital pore in the mature segment is from 47·1 to 64· 9 per cent (mean 
56·2 per cent) of its length from the anterior margin; in the gravid segment this varies 
from 56·9 to 59·2 per cent (mean 58·1 per cent). The testes (18 specimens) vary 
in number from 40 to 60 (mean 50·8 ± 6·3); from 25 to 41 (mean 32·7 ± 4·5) 
anterior and 14 to 22 (mean 18·1 ± 2· 5) posterior to Lne genitai pure. The cirrus 
sac in 13 mature segments varies in 1ength from 112·0 to 190·4 (mean 137·4 ± 26 '1) 
microns and in width from 42·0 to 78·4 (mean 67·4 ± 10·4) microns; in three 
gravid segments from 168·0 to 207·0 (mean 183·5) microns by 64·4 to 96·6 (mean 
84·3) microns. 

Discussion 

The above specimens tally well with the description of " E. granulosus granu­
losus" Sweatman & Williams (1963). As already pointed out the Australasian 
material cannot be considered the nominate subspecies hence it is proposed that the 
name be changed to Echinococcus granulosus newzealandensis, 

Proposed revised diagnosis 

Strobila three to five, usually four, segments. Penultimate or antepenultimate 
segment sexually mature. Geniial pore just posterior to midpoint in mature, more 
posterior in gravid segment. Testes 34 to 70 in number, majority anterior to genital 
pore. Seminal rece:ptac1e large and round. 

lias!: Intermediate: Primarily domestic sheep! bovids and domestic pigs. 
Definitive: Dog, dingo. 

Type locality: New Zealand. 

l'lesiotype: USDA. Specimen No. 59723 (Sweatman & Williams, 1963). 

Echinococcus rnuItilocularis sibiricensis Rausch & Schiller, 1954 

Prof. T. W. M. Cameron and Dr. R. Rausch kindly provided specimens from 
six dogs; specimens from three dogs were from experimental infestations. 
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The strobila in 86 specimens varies in length from 1·080 to 3·096 (mean 1·887 ± 
0·6) mm. The number of segments in 75 specimens varies from three to five; 28·0 
per cent consists of three, 69·3 per cent of four and 2· 7 per cent of five, segments. 
The penultimate or mtepenultimate segment is sexually mature. In the 41 days 
old specimens the penultimate segment is sexually mature in 95·5 per cent, in 62 and 
73 days old specimens the antepenultimate segment is sexually mature in 80·0 and 
94·8 per cent respedivdy. The ratio of the length of the maLun: to that 01 the 
gravid segment varies from 1: 1·2 to 1: 3·8 (mean I: 1·6). The gravid segment 
varies in length from 0·324 to 1·152 (mean 738'0) mm and constitutes 22·0 to 
46·0 per cent (mean 34·0 per cent) of the total length. 

The genital pore in the mature segment is from 20·0 to 42·8 per cent (mean 
34·2 per cent) of its length from the anterior margin; in the post-mature segment 
this varies from 20·8 to 47·6 per cent (mean 33·3 per cent) and in the gravid from 
25·0 to 45·5 per cent (mean 33·8 per cent). The testes number from 12 to 22 
(mean 17·4 ± 2'4); from 0 to 6 (mean 3·4 ± I· 7) anterior and from 9 to 19 (mean 
14·0 ± 2-1) posterior to the genital pore. The cirrus sac in the mature segment 
varies in length from 50·4 to 109·2 (mean 74·0 ± 15·6) microns and in width from 
28·0 to 56·0 (mean 40·1 + 8·2) microns; in the post-mature segment from 58·8 
to 92·0 (mean 77·8 ± 8·7) microns by 32·2 to 61·6 (mean 42·5 ± 8·8) microns; 
in the gravid segment from 72·8 to 112·0 (mean 88·9 ± 15·4) microns by 30·4 
to 50·4 (mean 44·1 ± 1'6) microns. 

Discussion 

The specimens studied agree with the description given by Vogel (1957) in 
the number and 8 rrangement of the segments, the position of the genital pore and 
the structure of the ovary and the gravid uterus. They have fewer testes, 12 to 22, 
mean 17 ·4. but the ranrre does not differ significantly from that given bv Vogel, 
14 to 31, mean 22. Tn~ this investigation the testes 'distribution was determined 
relative to the genital pore and not relative to the cirrus sac, as was done by Vogei, 
which accounts for the discrepancy in the number of testes anterior to the genital 
pore and cirrus sac. In the present investigation 0 to 6 (mean 3·4) are anterior 
to the genital pore while Vogel found 0 to 5 (mean 2· 3) anterior to the cirrus sac. 

Echinococcus oiigarthrus (Diesing, 1863) Cameron, 1926 

Prof. T. W. M. Cameron and Dr. R. J. Ortlepp each made two specimens of 
this species available for study in the present investigation. 

The strohiia of three specimens varies in length from 1 ·80 to 2· 48 (mean 2·06) mIll. 
There are three segments, the second being sexually mature. The ratio of the length 
of the mature to that of the gravid segment varies from I: \·9 to I: 2·4 (mean I: 2·1). 
The gravid segment varies in length from 0·90 to 1·26 (mean 1·07) mm; it consti­
tutes from 50·0 to 54·7 per cent (mean 51·8 per cent) of the strobila length. 

The genital pore in the mature segment is from 33·3 to 3~' Y per cent (mean 
35·2 per cent) of its length from the anterior margin; in the gravid segment this is 
from 40·0 to 43·3 per cent (mean 42·3 per cent). The testes (four specimens) 
number from 21 to 33 (mean 26·5); from 7 to 16 (mean 9'5) are anterior and from 
12 to 23 (mean 17·0) posterior to the genital pore. The cirrus sac in the mature 
segment varies in length from 55·2 to 70·0 (mean 62'6) microns and in width from 
36·8 to 39·2 (mean 38·0) microns; in three gravid segments it is 50·6 to 72·8 (mean 
62'6) microns by 46·0 to 47·6 (mean 47·1) microns. 
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Discussion 

The four specimens described above vary in their testes distribution. Three 
specimens with a total of 21 to 30 (mean 24'3) testes have seven to eight (mean 
7·3) anterior and 13 to 23 (mean 17'0) posterior to the genital pore. One specimen 
has 33 with 16 anterior and 17 posterior. Three of these specimens therefore show 
the same type of distribution as does E. multilocularis, but -they have more anterior 
to the genital pore than has E. multilocularis. 

According to Cameron (1926) the genital pore is just anterior to the midpoint 
of the segment. Rausch & Nelson (1963) also found it anterior to the midpoint, 
but did not specify its exact position. In the above specimens it corresponds \vith 
that of E. multilocularis where it is well anterior to the midpoint. 

The testes number and distribution together with the position of the genital pore 
suggest a close relationship between E. oligarthrus and E. mu/tilocularis. Further, 
there seerns LO be resemblance between the two in their host preferences. E. o/i­
garthrus has been recovered from felines only, \vhile E. multilocularis utilizes fox, 
the domestic dog and the domestic cat. Cameron (1926) considered E. cruzi Brumpt 
& Joyeux (1924) from Dasyprocta agouti in Brazil con specific with E. oligarthrus 
(Diesing, 18(3), but thi~ has not been proved experimentaHy. 

DISCUSQON 

Diagnostic criteria 

The reiiabiiity of the number and arrangement of the segments, the distribution 
and number of the testes and host specificity, as criteria in the taxonomy of E. 
granulosus have possibly been over-estimated. These criteria will only be con­
clusively validated if they prove constant in subsequent generations of all the strains, 
as they have been shown in Porcine 11. It is on the basis of the above criteria that 
E. granulosus specimens from South African carnivores are placed into five sub­
species; until these criteria are invalidated the separation of subspecies based on them 
must be accepted. 

The criterion most suspect is the absence of testes posterior to the vitellaria. 
The specimens derived from the experimental infestation (Bovine II) show but little 
variation in this respect. Natural infestations of E. g. feiidis, however, show more 
variation. Should subsequent generations of E. g. ortleppi show a similar variation, 
it would then have to be considered conspecific with E. g. africanus which consistently 
shows testes posterior to the vitellaria. 

E. g. granulosus new designation may be separated from the other four sub­
species described in this paper in that in it the testes are either equally distributed 
in the two halves of the segment, or the majority are in the posterior half, whereas 
in the rest the majority of the testes are in the anterior half. These fOllr subspecies 
may be differentiated from each other either on other morphological criteria and/or 
on their host specificity. Thus, although E. g. ortleppi and E. g. africanus differ 
morphologically only in the presence or absence of testes posterior to the vitellaria, 
they also differ in host preferences; the domestic dog and the black backed jackal 
being equally susceptible to E. g. ortleppi with the domestic dog the less susceptible 
to E. g. africanus. E. g. iycaontis may be diagnosed on the number and arrangement 
of the segments, but also on its marked specificity to the Cape hunting dog. 
E. g. felidis may be diagnosed on the number of the segments and its marked host 
specificity for the lion in which it is common, usually being present in great numbers. 
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Geographical distribution 

Sweatman & Williams (1963) afe of the opinion that E. g. newzealandensis (their 
E. g. granulosus) is more or less cosmopolitan in its distribution. This subspecies 
as yet has not been found in South Africa. The only subspecies which proved 
common to Southern Africa and another continent, is the (new) nominate sub­
species E. g. granulosus from Europe. 

In South Africa the cystic stage of E. g. granulosus novum designation has to date 
only been recovered from pigs and man. The neotypes from the type locality are 
derived from hydatid cysts from pigs but it is not known whether in Europe other 
domestic livestock may not act as intermediate hosts. Batsch's (1786) record of 
Hydatigena granulosa from sheep suggests that they may do so; experimental proof, 
however, is still wanting. The maintenance of the subspecies in Seuth Africa (a 
direct introduction from Europe?) is probably due to the ease with which the cycle 
between pigs and domestic dogs can be completed. I ts maintenance through other 
channels is problematical The parasites from the Blackbackcd jacka1 resulting 
from experimental infestations with scolices of human origin (Human strain, Part I) 
appear to develop extremely rapidly; at 35 days these parasites, besides being larger, 
contained almost mature ova; they were more advanced in their development than 
those of the same origin and age fiOm the domestic dog. Similarly they developed 
more rapidly than did E. g. africanus and E. g. ortleppi examined at the same age. 
It is thus apparent that the blackbacked jackal would be a suitable host for 
E. g. granulosus. Were it to become infested it could be surmised that a sylvatic as 
well as an uiban cycle cou1d be established in South i~.Jrica. However, this is but a 
remote possibility in that pig and/or man are unlikely prey for this small carnivore. 

E. g. africanus has been recovered from the Transvaal and the Orange Free State. 
The Cape hunting dog and the blackbacked jackal appear to be more suitable hosts 
for this~ parasite ~than is the domestic dog. The Cape hunting dog undoubtedly 
plays some roie in its dissemination in the Transvaal, but the blackbacked jackal 
probably plays the more important role in its total dissemination. The wider distri­
bution of E. g. ajricanus may also be due to its ability to utilize both cattle and sheep 
as intermediate host, whereas E. g. ortleppi apparently only utilizes cattle. Under 
natural comliLions the blackbacked jackal rarely has access to cattle visceia but as 
it preys on sheep it can playa major role as a disseminator in sheep-rearing areas. 

E. g. ortleppi has been recovered from the Transvaal only. As the domestic 
dog and the black backed jackal appear to be equally susceptible to infestation, it 
seems reasonable to assume that this sUbspecies also occurs in other parts of the 
country. The apparent restriction may be more apparent than real since almost 
all of the dogs examined were from the immediate vicinity of Pretoria. Should 
E. g. ortleppi prove to be restricted to the Transvaal this may be the consequence of 
its host preferences. Its cystic stage was collected from the Pretoria Abattoir from 
cattle, originating from the Transvaal Bushveld. This area, together with the 
Northern Cape, forms the main beef-rearing area of the country. [f cattle were the 
preferred intermediate hosts possibly more widespread collections would show a 
greater recovery from the beef-rearing, than from purely dairying areas. 

E. g.ldidis and E. g. lyeaantis do not occur south of the Transvaal, as their normal 
hosts, i.e. lions and Cape hunting dogs respectively, are absent from these regions. 
The lion and the Cape hunting dog, however, occur in parts of South West Africa 
and the adjacent Northern Cape; it is therefore possible that these two subspecies 
may yet be found in these areas. 
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Indigenous carnivores as disseminators of hydatidosis 

In view of the host specificity shown by some of the subspecies of E. granulosus, 
and of the variety of the indigenous carnivores in South Africa, the relatively large 
number of subspecies recovered during this investigation is not wholly unexpected. 
North America also has a varied carnivore fauna from which E. multilocularis as 
well as two subspecies of E. granulosus (i.e. E. g. borealis and E. g. canadensis) have 
been recovered. 

The domestic dog undoubtedly is the most important source of infestation of 
domestic livestock in this country. It is susceptible to infestation with E. g. granulosus, 
E.g. afriranus and E. g~ ortleppi. It is less sllsceptible to infestation \vith E. g. africanus 
than is the black backed jackal, but nevertheless is one of its disseminators. It 
probably plays a more important role than does the blackbacked jackal in the dis­
semination of E. g. granulosus. It does not appear to be a vector of any significance 
of E. g. lycaontis. 

The domestic cat does not appear to be important in the dissemination of any 
of the South African subspecies. This finding must, however, be confirmed experi­
mentally, as a small number of E. g. africanus have become patent in it. Further, 
a few specimens of E. g. ortleppi were recovered from a cat 3S days after infestation, 
but none subsequently. 

The blackbacked jackal L C. (T.) mesomelas 1 is common and widespread through­
out South Africa. It was proved a suitable host for E. granulosus sensus latus by 
Gough (1908) and Viljoen (1937). The present investigation also shows it to be a 
suitable host for E. g. granulosus, E. g. africanus and E. g. ortleppi; it undoubtedly 
plays an important role in inlesting domestic livestock with hydatidosis. its role 
as a vector of E. g. granulosus in Southern Africa is difficult to assess as the cystic 
stage of this parasite has so far only been recovered from pigs (and man) and under 
normal circumstances, this animal would not have access to pig viscera. Likewise 
under natural conditions the blackbacked jackal would Tareiy gain access to cattle 
viscera, and therefore probably can play but a small role in the dissemination of 
E. g. ortleppi. As it preys on sheep it plays a major role in the dissemination of 
E. g. africanus in sheep-rearing areas. 

The Cape hunting dog, Lycaon pictus, formerly had a wide-spread distribution, 
but is now almost entireiy restricted to two National Parks and adjacent areas. 
In these areas, i.e. the Transvaal Bushveld, Northern Cape and South West Africa, 
it would playa mljor role in the dissemination of E. g. a/ricanus and E. g. lycaontis. 
Since Cape hunting dogs are not readily available it was not possible to determine 
experimentally the suitability of this carnivore as a host for E. g. ortleppi and 
E. g. granulosus. 

The lion, Panthera leo, like the Cape hunting dog, formerly had a wide distri­
bution, but is now restricted to the same areas as the Cape hunting dog. As no 
lions were available it was not possible to test them with any of the experimental 
strains; it is therefore not known whether this animal is susceptible to infestation 
with any subspecies other than E. g. felidis. The cystic stage of this parasite is 
unknown, but wild herbivora probably are its intermediate host. Hydatid cysts 
have been recovered from the blue wildebeest (Gorgon taurinus) and off the zebra 
(Equus burcheiii) in the Capri vi Strip, South West Africa (Verster, 1962); both the 
lion and the Cape hunting dog occur in this area. It is thus possible that cysts may 
represent the cystic stage of either E. g. felidis and/or E. g. Iycaontis. Lions and 
Cape hunting dogs from this area have not yet been examined for the sexual stage. 
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Numerous hydatid cysts were present in the liver of a warthog (Phacochoerus aethio­
picus) from Northern Rhodesia (Verster, 1962); these cysts may represent the cystic 
stage of either E. g. fetidis or E. g. lyeaontis as both the lion and the Cape hunting dog 
are indigenous to Northern Rhodesia and there is a close association between these 
animals. 

The silver fox, Vulpes chama, occurs in most parts of South Africa, but, unlike 
the blackbacked jackal, is comparatively rare. It is possible to infest these animals 
experimentally with E. g. africanus, but only a few parasites become established and 
their development is retarded. Further, as this animal does not prey on sheep, 
but primarily feeds on small mammals; it can but playa negligible role in the dis­
semination of hydatidosis of domestic livestock. 

Cameron & Webster (1959) recorded Echinococcus sp. from an unidentified 
hyaena in East Africa; Nelson & Rausch (1963) reoovered" E. granulosus" in Kenya 
from three of 19 spotted hyaenas (Crocuta crocuta). As yet no E. granuiosus sub­
species have been recovered from hyaenas in South Africa. 

Echinococcus spp. have not yet been recovered from the side-striped jackal, 
Cani.·; (Thus) udustus (Nelson and Rausch, 19(3). This anim::tl is mainly tropical, 
hence in South Africa restricted to the lowveld of ;he Transvaal. It 1S unlikely that 
it is a vector of any importance, as it mainly preys on small mammals, and further, 
in South Africa does not occur in sheep-rearing areas. 

The bat-eared fox. Otocvon mezalotis. has not vet been found infested with these 
parasites, but as it p~eys mainly on small rodents and large insects, it is unlikely 
to be exposed to infestation by any of the presentiy known South African subspecies. 

The aard wolf, Proteles crista/us, also is not likely to be incriminated as a vector 
as it feeds mainly on termites. An attempt to infest this animal with Echinococcus sp. 
pfoved unsuccessful whereas the same material fed to a dog proved to be viable 
(Verster, 1964). 

Nelson & Rausch (1963) concluded that" the mam cycle of transmission in 
Kenya is between dog and domestic livestock ", and that cycles involving wild 
carnivores and herbivores are relatively unimportant. These investigations have 
shown that in South Africa, however, wild carnivores are important vectors. The 
blackbacked jackal may play but a suborinate role to the dog in the dissemination 
of these parasites, yet it is an important source of infestation to domestic livestock. 
The Cape hunting dog with a restricted distribution, is oflesser importance. Should 
E. g. felidis prove carable of utilizing domestic livestock as intermediate hosts, then 
the lion still would not be an important vector as, like the Cape hunting dog, it has 
but a restricted distribution. 

Indigenous herbivores as disseminators of echinococcosis 

In South Africa domestic livestock are undoubtedly the most important dis­
seminators of e.::hinococcosis, their relative importance probably varying in the 
cliffp.rp.nt rp.p-i()n~_ Tn re:~tridecl <lre;'lS wild herbivores are nrobablv imoortant. As 
th~-;i~~- o-fth~--~~st~lla~- h-~o-ks cannot be used for specific Identification, the various 
herbivores cannot be related to the subspecies of the parasite. For example, 
E. g. ortleppi has cystic hooks of the same size as has E. g. granulosus of porcine origin 
and the mean of these differs from that of E. g. a/ricanus by only 3 microns. 

89 



REVIEW OF ECHINOCOCCUS SPECIES IN SOUTH AFRICA 

At present it is impossible directly to assess the role of wild herbivores in the 
life-cycle of the subspecies of E. granulosus. The blue wildebeest, the zebra and 
the warthog are all incriminated by single records of cysts in South Africa (Verster, 
1962). Nelson & Rausch (I963) found one blue wildebeest infested in Kenya. 

The impala (Aepyceros melampus) constitutes 85 per cent of the prey of the 
Cane huntin. dao (Bourliere. 1963) and 22·9 ner cent of that of the lion (Brvnaard & 
Pienaar, 1960). ~However, to dat~ no hydatid cysts have been found in them in a 
very large sample of records (Pienaar, 1964). Between 550 and 600 impala are 
killed annually for game management purposes in the Kruger National Park, but 
no hydatid cysts have been found to date. 

According to Brynaard & Pienaar (1960) the blue wildebeest is the most important 
prey of the lion, constituting 25 per cent of the kills made by them in the Kruger 
National Park. The zebra constitutes 13 per cent. Despite the fact that the records 
of hydatid cysts in these two herbivores are from as far afield as the Caprivi Strip, 
it seems reasonable to assume that the records are representative for South Africa 
as a whole and that hence one and/or the other is the source of infestation of 
E. g. felidis in the lion. 

The only record of an intermediate host of E.g. Iycaonfis is the experimental 
infestation with cysts from sheep; however, it is possible that the cystic stage 
also occurs in wild herbivores. The feeding habits of the Cape hunting dog are not 
as well known as are those of the lion. However, like the lion, the Cape hunting 
dog inter alia preys on blue wildebeest, zebra and warthog. 

The smaller antelopes such as steenbuck and duiker are preyed on by both the 
Care hunting dog and ~ the ubiquitous blackbacked jackal. These small herbivores, 
unlike the blue wildebeest and zebras, are not restricted to National Parks, Game 
Reserves and Game farms, but still occur randomly on many farms throughout 
Southern Africa. Should they prove suitable intermediate hosts, they would be 
important sources of infestation to carnivores. 

The warthog, preyed upon by both the lion and the Cape hunting dog, although 
restricted to the Transvaal, to parts of the Northern Cape and South West Africa 
may prove to be an important source of infestation of thesc two wild carnivores. 

The present state of our knowledge of the validity of the morphological criteria, 
of host specificity and of geographical distribution, either as seen in naturally 
acquired burdens, or in experimental infestations, opens up a wide field for further 
research. It is obvious that further work must be done on the validity of morpho­
logical criteria in subsequent generations, on the host preferences of the cystic as 
well as the adult stage of the different subspecies, on the serological differences, if 
any, between the subspecies and on the geographical distribution of the subspecies. 

SUMMARY 

1. The nominate subspecies of E. glanulosus (Batsch, 1786) is redesignated [fom the 
tyr:e locality, Europe. 

2. Five subspecies of E. granulosus are described from South African carnivores: 
E. g. granulosus, E. g. africanus, E. g. felidis, E. g. lycaontis and E. g. ortleppi. 

3. E. g. granulasus has so far only been recovered from the Transvaal; E. g. artleppi 
appears to be restricted to the Transvaal; E. g. africanus occurs in the Orange 
Free State and the Transvaal; E. g. lycaontis and E. g. felidis like their definitive 
hosts are restricted to the Transvaal. 
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4. The domestic dog appears to he the most important source of infestation to 
domestic livestock. 

5. Wild carnivores are important disseminators in various parts of the country; 
the blackbacked jackal is probably as important as is the domestic dog in sheep­
rearing areas; the lion and the Cape hunting dog are of importance in restricted 
areas only; while the importance of the silver fox is negligible. 

6. Domestic livestock are the most important source of infestation to carnivores. 
The role of wild herbivores as disseminators is not known, but they are probably 
of importance only in restricted areas. 
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Strain 

Age of infesta­
tion in days 

Bovine 

II 

TABLE I.-Experimental design 

Ovine 

I II I 

Porcine 

Human 
II 1 II 

I st Generation 2nd Generation 
, 

-------- -----------

35 Dog 
C. (T.) mesoJn. 
Cat 

Dog I 

C. (T.) mesom. I 

Cat 

Dog 
C. (T.) meSom. 

L. pic/us 
L. pic/us 
C. dingo 
Dog 
Dog 

-I L. picfus 1------ Do~~--Il)og----I· Dog -------
L. picfu.\· I Dog C.(T.)mesom. 

48 

60 

76 

95 

109 

118 

135 

V. chama 
V. chama 
Cat* 
Cat'" 

L. pic!u.\' 
C. dingo 
Dog 
Dog 
V. chama 
V. chama 
Cat* 
Cat* 

----- 1----------1-------
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--- Cat ___ '1 ____ 1 

Dog' Dog Dog 
C. (T.) me.l'om.! 

---------

Dog 
C. (T.) mesom, 

Lycaon pic!u.~·: Cape hunting dog 
Cani.' dingo: Dingo of Au<;tralia 
Vulpes chama: Siher fox 

* Half the number of scolice's given tht: other animals. 
t Accidentally ov~:rdosed 

Canis (Thos) mesomelas: Blac:kbacked jackal 
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C. (T) ml~som. 
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TARLE 3.-Size of cystic hooks (in mieIons) 
(a) Large hooks 

Total Length, BE I Dorsal Blade Length, CE ' Ventral Blade Length, DE 
Strain No_ ---~ ---

Range i \1ean±S.D. Range Mean±S.D. Range Mean±S.D. 
I 

Bovine 1I..... ........ 100 127-1-32'6 1 29'4±1-2 121'5-29'0125'7=1'3 112'1-16-8 14·2±0.9 

Ovine 1I .............. 1100 21-5-39'3 126-3±1-5 18'6-27'4123-3=1-3 9'8-15-1 13'2±1'1 

Porcine I ............ . 

Porcine II, 1st Gen ... . 

Porcine n, 2nd Gen .. . 

Human .............. . 

(b) Small hooks 

Strain 

Bovine n ........... . 

Ovine II ............ . 

Porcine I ............ . 

Porcine 11. 1st Gen .... . 

Porcine II, 2nd Gen .. . 

Human .............. . 

50 127-3-32-1' 29-61-1'1 122-6-28-8 125-4±1-5 112-7-15-7 14-3J,0-7 

50 

50 

50 

No. 

27-0-31'6 29-3±1'3 

25-1-33-2 29'8±1-3 

25'4-29-3 27A=I-0 
, 

19-2-26-8 24-0±1'5 

18-6-28-3 24-0±1'7 

2]-2-25-5 23-3cl]'2 

- -- -

------ ----~-------

]2-0-]5-9 

12'5-16-4 

11'8-15-0 

]4-3±0-8 

14·4±O·9 

13'3:::::0-8 

Ventral Blade Length, DE I 
I 

1_ Total Length, B~_ Dorsal Blade Length, CE 

Range I Mean::::::S.D. Range I Mean-±S.D. Range ! Mean±S.D. 
---~ ----- --- --- ---

50 22-5-28-3 25-4=1'5 

47 19-4-26-5 22-8=1-4 

25 16'9-27-6 24-5=2-3 

25 '22'5-26-9 25-5±1'1 

25 

20 

]8-3-28-2 

19-6-25-7 

, 26-1±]'9 

I 23-2±1'5 

16-9-23'2 

]3-7-21-8 

13-9-23'2 

15-0-20-4 

15 5 -20-9 

15 )-21'0 

, 
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18-6",1-8 

18'9±2-3 I 

18-0=]-2 

18-4=1'5 

17-8±] 5 

SA-Il-9 1O-2±0-1I 

)-6-11-9 9-5clHI 

)-8-12-6IOA±I'() 

9-6-12-2 10-8+0·7 

9-1-1]-9 

S'7 --10-8 

11·O±O·6 

9·9.:iO·6 

Handle Length, Be 

Range 

]-8-6-2 

]-3-6-3 

2']-7-] 

4-2-7'6 

3-4-7-7 

2-7-6-6 

Mean±S.D. 

3'7±()-8 

3-1±11-0 

4-2±1'O 

5-3±()-8 

5-8*1'] 

4-]±()'8 

Handle Length, Be 

Range 
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]-8-9-3 

5-5-9-5 

2-3-]2-0 

3-4-7-] 

I Mean±S.D. 

5-8H'1 

4-2±1-6 
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Strain 

Bovine 1. 

Bovine II. 

Ovine I. 

Ovine n. 

Ago 

48 

35 

76 

118 

13S 

48 

TABLE 4.-Total length of large hooks (in microns) 

L. pictus, I. 
L. pictus, 2. 
C. dingo. 

Host 

Dog .. ", .. ,., ..... 

Dog. 
e. (T.) mes()mefas. 
Dog .................. . 
e. (T.) mesomelas ... . 
Dog ............. . 
e. (T.) mewmelas. 
Dog . 
e. (T.) mesomelas. 

Il to E A to F 

No. 

Range M,~an:±: S. D. Range Mean±S.D. 

50 34-2-45'2, 39·6: 2·4 34·9-46-9 I 412±2'4 
50 37,2-46'3 i 39-7:::2-[ 38-8-47-4 41'11:.2.1 
50 34-1-40'1 I 36-4tl'! 35-0-39-4 37'6±O-'l' 
50 32-1-38-9 I 36·0±1·g 34·2-40·6 37'6:l1'~ 

------------.-----.---. --------1------· 

50 33-5-41'5 I 37·2±[·8 35-0-42·7 39·4±!·/, 
50 32·1-40-2 36·9±2·Q 35-7-42-2 38·91:1-/ 
50 33-9-44'1 38·8J 2·4 37-5-47-0 42·t±2·~· 
50 37-3-46'3 I 40·2±1·9 40-2-49-4 43-7::::2':: 
50 36-6-44-3 I 39·fi±!·7 39·4-47·7 43·0:,1-9 
50 36-2-42'9 3S'-9 u·g 38·1-46·5 42·3:::t.2·2 
50 36·4--43·7 4(i'7±2-2 39·9-46·6 43-5±2'] 
50 34·3-42·8 I 39-9::l-1-7 40·7--47·4 44·0±!·g 

L. pictus, 2. . 50 31-0-42·8 37-0: 2·4 34-6-44-2 39·2±2·3 
L. pictus, 1. 'I 50 33-4-41-1 37'2±2-0 34-1-42'4 38-8:j 1·7 

35 Dog. --50- 29,3-34,7 --~-2::!::-1-4--,- 33·1-39~---35·2±1 ~:---
c. (T.) mesomelas. . 50 29,6-35,3 3~"8 1.1·7 31'0-38'5 35·6±!·(, 

76 Pog ........... ,... 50 30·7-·38·5 34·4::!::1·9 33·2-40·8 37·3±!·9 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 50 31,9-37,9 3S-0:::::1'7 35·3-·41·4 38'5:± 1·5 

95 Dog.. 50 30-3-38'5 3~··2:!:.1·9 34'2-42'0 38·2±1·9 
C. (T.) mesome!as. 50 282-41 0 3~. 0±2 5 I 321-42 I 38 5±3 2 

118 C. (T.) mesomelas. 50 31 2-39 6 3'.71 I 7 I 348 427 39 I:JI 8 

Porcine T. 48 Dog. 50~- --34 5-40-3-----Y.~~~----36"""0428 -1-399~11--

Porcine IT ..... 
1st Generation. 

Porcine II ..... 
2nd Generation 

Human .. 

60 Dog. 50 325-406 3h5j20 3~7-437 385±21 
109 Dog. 50 32 5-40 1 J6 3± I 5 I 35 4-42 ~ 39 0-1 I 4 
135 .oog. 50 ____ 30 4-39 ~ ____ ~.!.::!:~~ __ 33·1 42·2 __ 38'8~~~_ 

48 Dog. 50 32-1-38·9 3S·7±1·5 I 35,0-41,4 38·7±I5 
76 Dog.. 50 30,4-39,2 35·3±1·5 33-3-41·0 38·7±1·6 

C. (T.) mesome!as. 50 32'5-39,2 3h·l± 1·6 34·4 ~42'2 39·0±1·9 
95 DDg. 50 34,2-39,6 36·7± 1·4 34·0-42·6 38·911·6 

1[8 Dog. ........... 50 31'4-39,5 35·9±2·2 34,1-42,9 38·7±2·0 
135 Dog. 50 34,1-39,0 37·111·1 37,8-42,0 40·0±I·O 
--- ---------------- - ---- --------- -------- ._------
48 Dog .......... ".. 50 37·4-43·4 

C. (T.) mesomelas. 36 34,9-41,3 
95 Dog............. 50 37'4-44'0 

35 
76 

C. (T.) me.lOmeias 19 35,3-40,2 
--------- ----- ------

C. (T.) mesomeias. 50 30,0-39,2 
I Dog., 37 30,9-38·0 

C. (T.) mesomeias. 50 35'1-42'9 

..w.. 1-6 
37·4 1·8 
4()-7 1·9 
37· 8 1-4 

35· 1 . 2· 3 
34· 5 ' 1·9 
38·5±2·2 

38'4~ 46·2 
36,0-42,4 
40·3--45·8 
37,0-42,0 

31·8-40·5 
32·3--39·6 
37·4-44·9 

42,111-" 
39·2-1 1·9 
42'7±1'O 
39·5±0·9 

35·6 ! l·g 
36·1 = 1·9 
40,4-2,[ 
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~ TABL!6 5.-Dorsal and ventral blade length of large hooks (in microns) 
'" '" 0 
0 Dorsal B1ad~, Length (CE) Ventral Blade Length (DE) Handle Length (BC) 
I .. Strain Age Host No. ---

Range 
I 

Mean±S.D. Range I Mean±S.D. Range Mean±S.D. 

Bovine L. ............ I " I L. phtus, 1. ............ 50 23·1-29·6 26'1±1'3 12-8-16'7 14·6±O·9 8·0-16'~; 13·5±I·9 
L. pictus, 2 .... 50 22,7-29,8 26'O±I'3 12·1-16·2 14·5±O·9 10·6-17·2 13·8±I·7 
C. dingo . ...... 50 22,9-28,8 25·7±1·2 12·9-15·6 14·4±O· 5 8-5-13'1 1O'7±1'1 
Dog ..................... 50 23·3-28·2 25·6±1·O 11·7-15·3 14·0±O·8 6·6-12·9 lO'5±I'S 

---- -----------
Bovine II ............. I ~;5 Dog., .................. 50 22,4-29,6 26'3±1'5 13·0-16·6 14·8±O·:~ 7·3-13·1 IO·9±I·S 

C. (T.) mesomelas. 50 22·t-28·9 26·2±2·1 12·8-16·0 14'7±O'8 7'4-13-')' 10'8±1'7 
76 Dog. ........... 50 23·2-29·1 26·6±1·5 12·8-16·6 14·7±0·8 8'1-16·7 12·3±2·0 

C. (T.) mesomelas ..... 50 23·2-29·4 26·2±1·3 13·1-16·2 14'9±O'7 11·2-18'6 14·1±1·6 
118 Dog ................. 50 24'4-31·4 26·6±1·g 12'6-16'5 14'8±O''1 10·2-15·8 13·0±1·2 

C. (T.) mesomelas. 50 23·4-28·2 26'1±{'0 13·2-16·1 14·7±O·'7 10·3-16·6 13·8±1·5 
B5 Dog .................... 50 23·J-28·9 26'5±1'4 12·7-15·9 14'6±O'7 10·4-16·6 14'2±1'5 

C. (T.) mesomelas ... 50 22·1-28'3 25·9±1·3 12·6-16'7 14·7±O·'7 11·2-16·9 13'9±I'2 
---- ------------

Ovme 1. .............. '·8 I L. piUus, 1. ..... 50 21,5-28,7 24·8±1·7 12·4-15·8 14·3±0·9 6'9-15'~; 12'3±1'7 
L. pictus, 2. 50 20·4-29·5 24·2±1·8 11·5-15·8 13'7±H) 9,2-17,4· 12·8±1·6 

---- ------------
'0 Ovine II .............. :,5 Dog .................... 50 20·4-25'7 23·4±1·5 11·7-14·4 13·4±0·6 6·4-11·9 8·8±1·1 <, C. (T,) mesomelas .. 50 20·6-28·9 24·3±1·9 12·3-15'4 13·7±0·g 6·2-12·6 8·5±1·6 

76 Dog ................ 50 20,8-26,9 23·2±1·4 11·8-15·1 13·5±0·'7 7·7-13·2, 1O'5±1'6 
C. (T.) mesomelas . .. 50 21·3-28·6 24·1±1·7 11,2-16,2 13·6±1·1) 5·8-12·7 1O'1±1'4 

95 Dog ................ 50 19,6-26,9 23'9±1'6 12·0-14·6 13'8±1'1) 7,9-14'(1 1O·4±1·4 
c. (T,) mesomelas ... 50 19·4-26·6 24·9±1·8 11'5-15·7 13·7±1·1) 7·6-15·:, 11·0±1·8 > 118 C. (T.) mesomelas .. 50 22,5-26,8 24·7±0·8 11·7-15·1 13·7±0·g 8·J-14·(I 1l'1±1'4 ---- ------------ Z 

Porcine I ............. I '8 Dog ... 50 20'9-JO'6 25'7±1'5 13·0-16·2 14·9±0·6 8·6-14·4 12'1±1'5 ~ W Dog ................ 50 23·6-28·6 25'6±1'2 12·6-16'2 14·8±0·g 7·3-13·' 1O'9±1'7 
leO Dog. 50 22,3-27,8 25·5±1·3 13·9-16'5 15·0±0·6 7·4-15·6 1O·9±1·5 ... 135 Dog. 50 20·9-28·1 24·9±1·6 12,2-16,2 14·8±0·9 7'6-13·4 1O'9±1'1 0 ------------ :r: Porcine II ............ 48 Dog .. 50 22·7-28·0 25·4±1·5 12·9-16'2 14·7±0·9 7·3-13·3 1O'4±1'4 

1st Generation '6 Dog .............. 50 21·0-28·0 24·6±1·7 12·4-15·1 14·2±0·g 8'6-13'~ 10·7±1·3 > 
C. (T,) mesomelas. 50 22,9-27,3 24·9±1·2 13'5-16'1 14·7±0·7 8·3-14·4 1l·2±1·2 Z 

95 Dog .... 50 22,7-27,5 24·8±I·l 13,3-16,0 14·8±0·g 9·8-13·~, lI'9±1'I ~ 118 Dog .... 50 19·7-28·2 24·5±1·9 12·4-16·0 14·5±0·9 8,9-15,3 1I·4±1·6 
lJ5 Dog ............ 50 22,4-27,6 25·2±1·0 12·8-16·2 14·7±0·g 9·7-13·6 1I'8±0'9 

s::: 
Porcine II ............ " Dog .............. 50 2J'5-28'7 26·1±1·2 14'0-16,9 15·3±0·'1 11·6-17·8 14·J±I·5 > 
2nd Generation ....... C. (T,) mesomelas. 36 24·0-28·0 25·6±1·0 14·4-16·9 15·4±0·6 9·1-14·3 1l·7±1·1 ~ 

95 Dog .............. 50 23·2-29·6 26·0±1·3 12·9-16·2 14·9±0·7 11,8-17,4 14'5±1'2 ;; C. (T.) mesomelas. 19 23,0-28,9 25·9±1·5 13·4-16'5 15·0±0·9 10,5-14,0 11'9±1'0 

Human .............. I 35 
I g·o~::~ .":.e.s~~~'~~: 50 21,2-26,1 23·8±I·J 11'8-15·4 13·4±0·'1 7·8-14·8 1l·3±2·0 iii 

'6 37 21'5-27·9 24·5±1·4 12·0-15·4 13'7±0'9 7·6-13·5 1O·1±1·3 ~ C. (T.) mesomesla. 50 22·7-27·1 24·8±1·2 12·1-14·7 I4·7±0·6 10·4-17·4 13'7±1'9 tn 

~ 



TAELE 6.-Total length of small hooks (in microns) 
.~==~== ==~==== 

Strain 

Bovine I. .................. . 

Bovine n ............. . 

Ovine I ............ . 

~ Ovine II ........... . 

Porcine I .................. . 

Porcine II ..... 
1st Geneff.tion 

Porcine II ................ . 
2nd Generation 

Human ...................... . 

Lo~ngth, BE 

Ago Host No. 

Rang·e Mean±S.D. 

L. pictus, 1.................... 19 21'8-37-7 3Q·8±3·6 
L. pictus, 2 ................. _.. 15 22-8-33-S 29·1·±2·7 
C. dingo....................... 14 24-7-31'8 27·8±2·4 
Dog .............. , ......... _,. 13 23-8-30'3 27·3±2·2 

48 

------
35 Dog ...................... '.... 17 23'7-36-3 30·3±3·2 

C. (T.) mesomdas..... .... ..... t:I 23,9-31'5 28'3±2'6 
76 Dog......... .... ...... ........ 16 26'8-37-6 :!1·3±2·g 

C. (T.) mesomdas ..... ...... _.. 20 23'7-37-2 28·8±3·8 
118 Dog.... ....................... 15 22'2-34-8 :lO·O±4·5 

C. (T.) m!~somdas . .....•• '" ',. 13 25-5-35-7 :10'9±3'7 
135 Dog........ ........... ........ 2() 20,3-37'3 29'5±4'7 

C. (T.) m,~somdas.. ...... ...... 13 27·}-33·8 :10·7±2·5 
------

L. pictus, 1.................... 15 22,9-35'3 30·0±3·7 
L. pictus, 2........ ... .... ..... 1:1 23·4-31'2 28·4±3·} 

48 

------
35 Dog........................... 14 22·9-27'9 25·5±1·6 

C. (T.) m'~somdas..... ......... 1U 24'5-30'6 27·6±1·5 
76 Dog......... .... ... ........... 12 22·3-31'8 26·9±2·7 

c. (T.) mE·somelas... .. .... ..... 10 21'9-30'7 28·0±2·8 
95 Dog............. .......... .... 13 22·5-34'0 26·1 ±3·3 

C. (T.) mesomdas..... ......... 13 26,1-33'9 29·8±3·8 
118 Dog.. ....................... 11 24·1-30'1 27·5±2·6 

48 Dog.................. ......... l~i 25·7-35'9 29·9±2·9 
60 ;Dog............... ............ 9 24·7-32'2 28·4±2·6 

109 Dog.............. ............. 8 23·3-29'6 26·4·±I·9 
135 Dog............ ... .... ........ 10 22,0-30'3 27·8.±3·2 

48 Dog................ ........... 9 27·1-34'7 29·7·±3·2 
76 Dog........................... 10 22'9-29'2 26·1:±2·2 

C. (T.) mesomelas..... ......... 11 26·9-32'1 29·5±1·8 
95 Dog... ....................... 10 25·9-31'4 28·4±1·7 

118 Dog........................... 9 23·8-31'9 27'5:±3'0 
135 Dog................... 12 24·1-34'2 29·2±3·3 

------
48 Dog....................... '"/ 21·9-35'4 31·4±4·4 

C. (T.) mesomelas..... ..... 9 28,3-31'0 :10'5:±1'6 
76 Dog....................... E: 29·6-38·8 J4·5±3·2 

C.(T.)mesomelas.......... 5 27·1-33'5 31'3±2'6 

35 
76 

C. (T.) mesomdas. 16 23,1-30'9 27'0:±:2'5 
Dog............... 1~· 22,9-31'0 25·7·:!:-2·5 
C. (T.) mesomelas.. 18 22,2-32,8 29·0.-:=:1·0 

Length, AF 

-go 

22·8-39·1 
23·8-34·3· 
26·4-32'7 
24·7-32·2: 

Mean±S.D. 

32·4±3·8 
30'6±3'0 
29·0±2·3 
28'7±2'5 

:'D·4-34·8 30'6±2'4 
34·7-27·7 31·7±2·8 
29·3-41·1 34'0±3'3 
22'5-36·6 31·0±3·6 
23·6-36·6 31·1±4·2 
24·8-38·8 33'5±4'5 
25'9-36·8 32'7±3'2 
27·1-38·8 33·0±3·g 

26'5-35'')" 31'8±3'1 
25,2-34'(1 30·3±3·5 

24·2-32,')" 28·9±1·9 
26,0-32·1 29'9±1'7 
24·3-35·3 30·6±3·6 
23'6-34·3· 30·3±3·7 
25,0-36,4 30'3±3'3 
25·2-37·9' 32·4±3·6 
26'6-34'~ 31·6±2·6 

26·2-32·6 30·6±1·9 
26,3-32,2 28·8±2·0 
23·4-33·2 29·1±3·6 
25·7-34·7 29·9±2·9 

27·6-35·8 31·4±3·2 
26'7-32'4 30·0±2·2 
27·1-35·4 30·5±3·1 
28·6-34·6 32·6±2·0 
25,4-36,2 30·1±4·3 
28,3-35,9 32·2±2·3 

23·6-36'4 33·6...L4·5 
30·0-35·4 32·4±1·8 
33,0-39,1 36-4:+:1·9 
29,3-36·3 33·9±2·9 

25·0-32·() 28'2±2-4 
22·9-33·5 27·4±3·0 
25·6-34·4 30'51:3·2 
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Strain 

lIovine I. ....... . 

lIovine II .... 

Ovine I 

TABLE 7,-Dorsal and ventral blade and handle lengths of small hooks (in microns) 

Age 

48 

35 

76 

U8 

135 

Dorsal Blade Length (eE) Ventral Hlade Length (DE) Handle Length (Be) 

Host No, 

Range Mean±S.D. Range Mean±S,D. Range Mean~S.D. 

L. piclllS, 1.. 19 I 15·4-23·9 18·8±2·Q 9'5-12-3 1O·9±O·g 4·]-16·8 12·1±3·4 
L. pictu.s, 2. 15 16-9-21'8 18·8±!·6 9'8-11'5 1O·6±O·6 5·0-15'5 10'3±2'9 
C. dingo.. 14 ,1(i·6-22·6 19·0±!·9 9·8-1)·4 11'O±O'8 6·2-11·7 g'7,J;l'9 
Dog....... l3 I 16·0-20·6 18'8;1:1-2 9·3-11·3 lO'5±O-7 5'0-11-9 g'5±2'S 

Dog............ 17 15·2 25·4 19·8±2·3 --9-'l---1-3:J--l~O~'~7~±~1-,71 8·4-14'0 10-6-':1'6 
C. (T.) mesomelas. l3 18·}-20·2 19·!:·tO·9 9·4-11·7 1O·8±O·7 5'5-11,7 9·1±2·e!-
Dog................ I 16 Jj'9-21'O 18·7±I·4 g'8-11'5 lO'H,O'7 8'3-16-0 12'6±2'8 
C. (T.) mesomelas.. "20 14,5-22,4 18·8±1·9 9·4-11·9 10·6±0·7 5,8-15,8 1O'0±2'7 
Dog.............. 15 1:\·1-25·2 19·3±2·9 8·8-12·0 10·4=0·9 6'5-14'5 10·7±2·f) 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 13 1:;,4-22,2 l8·7±t·8 9·2-12·2 lO'8:i:0'9 5·8-16·7 12'1±3'1 
Dog........ 20 12'1-20·7 17·7·±2·1 9·3-11·8 1O·6.::!:0·6 5·0-16·7 1I'7±34 

I _____ I_C_'_{_T_.) mesomelas. l3 0·7-20·8 18'4±1'7 10·4-11·6 1O·9±0·5 9·4-16'3 12'2±2'2 

- L. pictus, I......... 15 i 14·1-21·1 17·8±2·2 8·6-11·6 10'4::!:1'0 5,5-15,6 12'1±3'2 4, 
L. pic-fils, 2 13 I 14·0-17·9 16'3±1'3 8·4-10·8 9·8±1·0 7·1-16'5 12·1.±2 ,5 

(wine II 35 Dog........... 14 L\·7-19·5 16·7±!·8 8·1 10·5 9·3±0·7 5·6-11'7 g·8±1·1 
... C. (T.) mesomelas.. 18 15,9-22· [ 18·3±1·7 8,7-11,0 9'6±0'6 7·4-11'7 9·3±1·2 

I'orcine I. ...... . 

J'orcine II .. 
1st Generation 

F'orcine II .... 
2nd Generation 

lluman ............. · . 

76 Dog........ .... 12 14,4-22,4 17·3::!:2·9 g'2-1O'8 9'4±0'9 6·8-12·1 9'6±1 :~ 
C. (T.) mesomelas.. 10 17·2-22·0 19·5±1·6 7·9-11·4 9·9,Ll·0 3·6-11·2 8'3·':2'2 

95 Dog............... 13 15·4-24·7 18·!±2·6 9·1-13·0 lO·O±!·! 6·8-13'0 8·9::!:1·9 
C. (T.) mesomelas.. 13 14·7-22'5 20·3±2·S 7·6-11·0 W·O±I·j 5·6-12·8 9'5±2'3 

118 C. (T.) mesumelas.. 11 14·4-22·5 17·8±2·6 7·6-12·9 9·7.!:l·6 7'6-13'3 9'8=1'7 
------------ -------

48 Dog. 15 ]'1·2-23':; 19·7=2'1 10'l-13'3 1l·6±0·9 7·8-13'7 1O·2±1·6 
60 Dog... 9 16'9-19'{) 17·9±O·8 10·4-11·4 1O·9::t:O·4 7'7-15·1 lO'5±2'6 

109 Dog... 8 14·9-19·2 17·3±1·3 9'9-12'S 1O·9.::!:0·8 6·6-12·0 8'9±1'7 
135 Dog.. 10 12·S-19·8 17'2j:2'2 9·5-n·S lO·6±0·7 7·9-13'3 10·7±2·1) 

48 Dog.... 9 16·3-22·0 19·3±2·0 10,0-13,9 II·S±I·3 7'5-13'7 IO·S±2·! 
76 Dog... .............. 10 15·3-19·7 18·0±1·2 9'5-1l'6 1I·0±0·2 6·2-10·4 8'0:::.1'8 

C. (T.) mesomelas . . ".... II 16,4-21,:; 19·3::!:1·5 9·4-12·2 1O·9J:0·9 8·S-14·4 1l·3±!·6 
95 Dog.... 10 15·S-20·7 18·2±1·4 9,6-11,8 11·0±0·7 6,9-13,9 to'2±2'2 

118 Dog................ 9 16·0-20'5 18·!±1·4 10·1-12·0 11'1±0'6 6·4-13·4 9·4±2·0 
135 Dog.... 12 l~i·8-20·3 17'9±1'{ 9·2-11'9 10'7±0'8 6'9-1S'9 1l'4=2'9 

-------
48 Dog... ............... 7 17'7-21'] 19·7±1·2 [1·Q-ll'3 11·8::!:0·S 12·3-1S·3 13'I±Hi 

C. (T.) mesomelas. 9 17·3-21·3 19·0±1·2 [0·8-12·3 11'6:+0'6 9'2-13'1 1I·6±1·] 
76 Dog.................... 8 17·6-22·9 19'6±1'7 10·4-13·3 1!·6±1·0 12·0-17·9 IS'0±2'O 

C. (T.) mesomelas. ..... 5 19·3-20·2 19'7j:0'1 1O-9-l2'7 II·9±0·7 7·4-13·4 II·S±2·;! 

35 
76 

-------

c. (T,) mesomelas... 16 14·6-lg·~· 16'7±1'0 g'O-I[ 1 1O·0±0·7 6·2-14·4 Ito'0±2'S 
Dog.................... 14 U..5-2]·:: 18'6±1'9 9·7-10'6 1O')±0'4 3'7-IO'S 7'2±1'9 
C. (T.) mesomefas. ...... 18 1:;,3-21,8 17'5±1'8 9·t-II·7 to'2±O'7 5'7-16·2 1l·6±2·g 
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(a) Large hook 
TAllLE S.-Summary of total length of hooks (in microns) 

Strain 

Bovine I ................................... 
Bovine II ............ ...................... 

Ovine T ............................ ......... 
Ovine II ............. ...................... 

Porcine I .. ......... , ............. ' ......... 
Porcine II .. ......... ' ............ , ......... 

2nd Generation ......... ......... 

Human ... " ....................... " ......... 

(b) Small hook 

Stra:in 

Bovine I ............ ...................... . 
Bovine II .............. ................... . 

Ovine r ....... , ..... , ..................... . 
Ovine II .................................. . 

Porcine I ................................. . 
Porcine II" ............. .................. . 

2nd Generation ................... . 

Human ................ " .................. . 

No. 

200 
400 

100 
350 

200 
300 
155 

137 

No. 

61 
127 

28 
91 

42 
61 
29 

48 

Rang,e 

32,1-46'3 
32,1-46,3 

:n'0-42'8 
28,2-41,0 

30,4-40,6 
30,4-39,6 
34,9-43,4 

30,0-42,9 

Range 

21,8-37,7 
20,3-37,6 

22·9-35·3 
22,3-34,0 

22 '0-35'9 
22,9-34,7 
21,9-38,8 

22,2-32,8 

BE 

Mean±S.D. 

37'9,,,2·6 
39'2,,,2'3 

37'1,,,2'2 
34'2,,,2'2 

36'6,,,1'8 
36'1,,,1'8 
39'5J,2'1 

36'H,2'3 

BE 

Mean±S.D. 

30'0,=3 ·1 
29'9,,=3·7 

29'3,=3·5 
27'3,,=2·9 

28+'=3·0 
28+,=2'8 
32'0,=3'4 

27+,=3·0 

AF 

Range 

34'2-47,4 
35'0-49'4 

34,1-44,2 
31'0-42'7 

33 ,1-43'7 
33'3-42,9 
36'0-46'2 

31,8-44,9 

AI F 

Range 

22'8-39,1 
22·5-38'8 

25'2-35'7 
23,6-37,9 

23'4-34'7 
25'4-36,2 
23,6-39'1 

22'9-34,4 

Mean±S.D. 

39·4±2·5 
42'1±2'7 

39'0±2'0 
37·5±2·4 

39'1±1'8 
39·0±1·7 
41·3±2·0 

37·8±2·8 

Mean±S.D. 

30·4±3·3 
32·1±3·6 

:n·I±3·4 
:lO·5±3·9 

29·8±2·6 
31'2±3 ·0 
34·0±3·1 

28·8±3·1 
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TABLE 9.--Sumrnary 0/ dorsal and ventral blade and handle length (in microns) 
(a) Large hook 

Dorsal Blade length Venlral Blade lLength HaocUe Length 

Strain No. 

Range Mean±S.D_ Range Meanj,S.D. Range Mean±S_D_ 

Bovine I ...................... 200 22,7-29,8 25-8±1-2 11·7 -16-1 14'40,0'S 6,6-17,2 12·1±2·l: 
Bovine II . .................... 400 22,1-31'4 26'3±1'4 12-6-Jl6'1 12·6,,0'7 7,3-18,6 12'9±1-9 

Ovine I ...... ' ................ 100 20-4-29'5 24'5±I'S 11,5-115,8 14-0,C! ·0 6-9-17-4 12·6±1·7 
Ovine II ............. ......... 350 19'4-2S-9 24'2±1'6 11'2-16-2 13'6,"0'9 5'S-15'3 lO'1±1'7 

Porcine I. ........... ......... 200 20-9-30-6 25·4±1·4 12'2-16'5 14'9,"0'7 7-3-15'6 11-2±1'5 
Porcine II .......... " ......... 300 19·7-28·2 24-9±2'3 12-4-16'2 14·6,"0'8 7,3-15,3 11·2±1·4 

2nd Generation ......... 155 23'0-29-6 26'0±1'3 12,9-16,9 15-2:1::0-7 9,1-17'8 13'5±HI 

Human ... , ........ " ......... 137 21,2-27'9 24-3±1'5 l1'S-15'4 13'6,tO'7 7'6-10'4 11'8±2-3 
>~ 

<:) 
,~ 

(b) Small hook 

Dorsal Blade Length Ventral Blade Length Handle Length 

Strain No_ 

Range Mean±S.D. Range I. Mean±S.D. Range I Mean±S.D. 

Bovine T ...................... 61 15 ,4-23,9 IS·8±1·6 9'3-13-4 IO·S,±0·8 4·1-16·8 10'1±3-1 
Bovine II ............... ...... 127 12,1-25,4 IS'S±2'0 8-8-13') 10'7,±0'8 5'0-16-" 11'1±2'8 

Ovine L ................ 28 14'0-21,1 17·1±2·0 S-4-1I'6 10'1±1'0 5'5-16-5 12-1±2'9 
Ovine II ................ ...... 91 13-7-24-7 18'3±2'5 7,6-13,0 9'7,±1-0 3,6-13,3 9-2±1';G 

Porcine I ... ........... " ...... 42 12'5-23,5 IS-3±2-1 9'5-13,) 11-1±0'8 6,6-15,1 10·2±2·0 
Porcine II ............. ....... 61 15-3-22'0 IS-3±1-4 9'2-13-9 lI·O±O·S 6,2-15,9 10'2±2-4 

2nd Generation .. ....... 29 17-3-22'9 19'5±1-3 10-4-]3-) 11'7±0'7 7'4-17-9 12·9±2·) 

Human ...................... 48 14'6-23-2 17·5±1·7 9-0-11'1 1O'1±0'6 3-7-14'4 9-8±3·0 

~ 
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TABLE IO.·-Size of accessory hook,' situaI'ed posteriorly to the small hooks (in microns) 

Strain 

Bovine 1. .......... , ... . 

Bovine II .............. . 

Age in 
days 

48 

Host No. 

Total Length Ventral Blade Length 

Range Mean Range Mean 

Dog.............. .............. 2 I 16,9-17,6 I 16·6 9·5 I 9'5 

_____ 1 Hydatid cyst.................. .. 1 ------~~ -------'--5 ·-1-

Dog. .......................... 1 18·7 . 9·6 35 
C. (T.) ""somelas. ............. 2 ._[6·8-1::'::_~_i~=::0~--7-·_8_ 

Ovine 1. .......... _,.... 48 L. pictus, 2 ........... , ........ : 1 ______ ~ __________ 1_1_5_ 

o Porcine I, ...... _....... Hydatid cyst .......... ,........ 4 l5-0-19-3 16·6 6-8-- 9-0 8"0 
N 48 Dog............. ............... 3 [6'4-20'0 14·8 8·0-- 9·1 84 

60 Dog.. ................. 5 16'5-20,1 18·8 7,4-- 9·8 8·8 
109 Dog.......................... 1 21·4 9·8 
135 Dog.. ........ ................. 2 :18'0-20'3' 19·2 7,7-- 8·6 8·2 

Porcine n ............... 1----- Hydatid cy,!. ... ~~-:-=-.. - 4 15,6-19'5 17·6 7,9--10,3 --8-'-7-
1st Generation.......... 76 Dog........................... 1 I 21-0 9·4 

Porcine II ............. . 
2nd Generation ........ . 

Human ................ . 

C. (T.) ""somelas. ............. 2 119,0-19,9 19·5 8,9-- 9·7 9·3 
95 Dog.. ......................... 1 15·6 7·8 

135 Dog.......................... 3 17,7-19'3, 18·3 8'2--10,3 9·3 

48 I Dog........................... 2 116,9-20'7 18·8 7'4--10,4 I 8·9 
95 C. (T.) mesomelas. ............. 2 118,2-20,2 19·2 9·0-- 9·3 9·2 

----

35 
76 

Hydatid cy,t................... 12 13·5-18·6 17·2 
C. (T.) mesomeias............... 9 14-2-210-8 17·4 
C. (T.) mesomelas. ............. 6 118,6-23,5 20·6 

6·9-- 8'8 
7,2-- 9·8 
9,4--10,1 

8·0 
8·5 
9·9 
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TABLE ll.--Number of segments per specimen (expressed as a percentage of the number examined) 

All specimens examined Gravid spel:imells only 

Strain A:~e Host No. No. 

2 3 .. 2 4 

BovineI. ........... i 48 L.pictus,1. .....•...... 48 8-3 83·4 ~'3 1'1) 89,S 
: L. pictus, 2...... ..... 38 - 86-S D·2 18 94-4 

to· 5 
5-6 

33 '3 I C. dingo......... ....... 57 28·\ 71·9 3 66·7 
I Dog................... 49 49-0 51·0 14 28-6 71·4 

rota!......... 200 23-S 71·5 ~·O 55 73 85,4 '.J I 
V. l"hama......... ....... 8 37'5 62'5 I 100·0 I 

Bovine II .......... 'I-~"~-- Dog.................. 1 - - 100·0 ----~-
C. (T.) mf'someias. •... 32 9·4 90-6 

76 Dog ...... ,........... 24 - 79·2 2(1'8 II 
20 

1 
16 
10 
7 

21 
22 

72'7 
100·0 
100·0 
87'5 

100·0 
71·4 
90·9 
95·5 

27·3 

Ovine II ........... . 

Porcine I. ......... . 

Porcine IT ........•. 
1st Generation 

Porcine 11.. ..•..•.•. 
2nd Generation 

Human .........•... 

os 
liB 

135 

3.5 

76 
9.5 

48 
60 I.' 13.5 

48 
7" 

9, 
118 
13.5 

48 
95 

" 76 

C. (T.) mt'someias. •..• 32 J-I 96·9 
Dog.. ................ 6 - 100·0 
C. (T.) mt'some/as. . ... 30 3·3 90-0 
Dog........ .... ... ... 23 4·3 95'7 
C. (T.)mesomelas..... 18 - 61·1 
Dog .................. " 30 - 90·0 
C. (T.) mesomelas. ..... 27 3·7 92·6 

Dog......... .... ..... 29 51'7 48'3 

6·' 

38 ·9 
10-0 

3 ·7 

8 ·1 

C.(T.)mesome/as..... 38 21'1 65·8 13·1 

4·' 

129 0·8 92·2 Tota!........ 223 I 3·1 88·8 

C. (T.) mesomelas.. .... 15 ]3,3 86'7 2 100·0 
C. (T.) mesomelas...... 33 45'5 54'5 27 55·6 

Tota!........ 115 21·7 58·3 20'0 29 58'6 

Dog .... ,.............. 24 100·0 12 100·0 
Dog....... ............ 24 8·3 91·7 II 100'0 
Dog.......... .......... 32 3·1 81'3 15·6 15 80·0 

12'5 

28·6 
9·1 

7·0 

44·4 

41·4 

20·0 I Dog...... .. ...... .... 24 62·5 37'5 -- ] - 100·0 

TotaL........ 104 17·3 78·0 4·8 41 _. 92'7 I 7·3 

Dog....................... 22 22'7 - 77.3~--~--~--~r~-'I----u:-7----sz:-;---~~~ 
Dog.............. ....... ... 23 21·7 78·3 4 100·0 
C. (T.) mesomelas. ..... .... 22 40·9 54'6 4·5 10 30·0 70·0 
Dog........... .... .... .... 21 52·4 47·6 4 25'0 75·0 
Dog.................... 22 9·1 90·9 16 6'3 93'7 
Dog.............. ...... 20 95·0 5·0 

Total....... .. 130 39·2 70·0 

D~....................... 23 17·4 ~'6 
Dog....................... 27 11·1 88·9 

TotaL........ 50 14·0 86·0 

Dog.................... 1 100'0 
C. (T.) mesomelas. ..... 14 
Dog.... ................ 19 10·5 
C. (T.) mesomelas . ...• , 26 

85 ·7 
80·5 
53·9 

0·8 

14·3 

46·1 

5il 

1(1 
II 

II! 

e· 
n 

15·4 

Total... ...... 60 ,·0 -:-~1-23-.3-1-21-, -,----
. --~,---. 

84·6 

100·0 
100··0 

100 a 

100·0 
23· I 

55·6 

76·9 

44·4 

)­
z 
~ 
~ o 
~ z 
~ 

~ 
i 
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TABLE 12.·-Position of the sexually matute segment (expressed as a percentage of the number examlned) 

Stram 

Bovine I ............. . 

Bovine 11 ..••.•••.•... 

Ovine I. ........ '" . 

Ovine II.. 

Age 

48 

35 

76 

95 

:118 

:l3S 

48 

35 

76 
95 

Porcine I....... . . . . .. I 48 
60 

1109 
,135 

All Specimens Specimens with Ova 

La" 

Host No. No. 

No mature I 3rd last I 2nd last; Last , segment I 

--,----
No mature I 3rd last 2nd last 
s~,gment __ , 

L. pictu:>, 1................. 47 100·0 17 100·0 
L. piCtU9, 2.................. 37 g-l 5·4 86·5 22 13·6 9·1 77·3 
C. dingo...... ... ... ... ..... 61 78·7 21·3 4 100·0 
Dog. ... .................... 45 :!·2 97-8 13 100,0 
V. chama....... .... ..... ... 8 65-2 37·5 1 100·0 

-----
Tota1.............. 198 1-5 1'5 88,9 8·1 57 5·3 3·5 91·2 

Dog. ," .................... 1 100-0 
C. (T.) mesomelas. .......... 32 100,0 
Dog........................ 24 100·0 
C. (T.) mesomeTas. ....•..... 32 100·0 
Dog........................ 6 100·0 
C. (T.) mesomeTa:r. ...•...... 30 100·0 
Dog........................ 22 100·0 
C. (T.) mesomela:r. .......... 18 100·0 
Dog. ... .................... 30 100·0 
C. (T.) mesomela:r. .......... 29 100·0 

~~----- -----~~-
Total. ............. _~___ 100·0 _1 __ _ 

29 101),0 L. pictus ... ................ . 

Dog ....................... . 
-------
30 
36 55·6 

100·0 
44·4 

7 15 93·3 6 

·--I-~-I 1----'--

11 
22 

1 
16 
10 
7 

22 
23 

112 

19 IOO'O 

100·0 
100·0 
100·0 
100·0 
100·0 
100·0 
100·0 
100·0 

100·0 

C. (T.) mesomelas • .......... 
C. (T.) me.':ome/as . ......•.•. 
C. (T.) mesomelas .. •........ 

Total. ............ . 

_33 ___________ 1_00_·_0 ____ -__ 1. 27 100·0 
114 58·8 _~"-:c29C-I-----I----I--c10CO·c::.0 

22 100·0 12 100·0 
24 100·0 11 100·0 
W @O 15 ~O 
23 4'3 95·7 3 33·3 66·6 ~!L:::::::: 
---------------~--~~~. ---~~ ----

Total. 99 1'0 99·0 41 2·4 97·6 

Porcine II ............. I~48·1 Dog........................ 22 ----------lOQ.O.-~~~. 17 IOO'O 
lst GeneratIOn. ....... 76 Dog... ..................... 23 100·0 4 100·0 

95 
1Il8 
1135 

C. (T.) mesomela:r. ....•..... 22 100·0 10 IOO'O 
Dog... ..................... 21 IOO'O 4 100·0 
Dog............. ...... ..... 22 4'~ 95·5 16 6·3 93·7 
Dog .......... '" '" ... ..... 20 75·0 25·0 

Tota!.............. 130 O'S 95·4 __ ]"":"go 51 2·0 -----9i;:-0--1----
Porcine II............ 48 Dog. ... .............. 23 100·0 . -~~~ 10 10i~'~~---
2nd Generation....... 9S Dog........................ 27 11'1 85·2 3·7 1 100·0 

--~~~. 

Total... ......... 50 6·(1 92·0 2'0 11 H.H)·O 

Human............... 35 C. (T.) mesomelas. .......... 14 100·0 ·I-~~~· 
76 Dog.... .................... 19 100·0 4 100·0 

C. (T.) mesomelas. •.•••.•... 26 100·0 13 100·0 
--~~~. 

"Iota!..... S9 100·0 17 100'0 
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TABLE 13.--Total length of worms with ova in the uterus (in mm) 

Two Segments 

I No 

Three Segments Four Segments 

Strain IAgejn I Host 
Day:! 

No·1 Range Mean±S.D. Rang(: i Mean±S.D. No. Range Mean±S.I> 

E,ovine I. ........ '" I 48 L pictus, 1. 15 2·9]-4 84 3·94:1::0'56 2 3·73-4·00 3 ·87 
L. pictus, 2 .....•... 18 2-51-377 3·04:1:0'36 4 2·71-4·12 3· 31 
C. dingo ............ 2 2,21-3,20 2·71 1 2·86 
,Dog ................ 83-3'62 2· 52 10 1,98-3'20 2· 43:1:0' 45 
V. chama .... " ...... 1 2 ·90 

----- -----------1--1 2·71-4·12 .1 3'40±O-56 Total 4- 83-3-62 2· 52 46 1'98-4'84 3-18:1:0-73 7 
---- ----- ---------------

:Elovine II .........•. I 76 Dog ................ 8 3-66-5-41 4'58:1:0'67 3 4-12-6- 86 5·46 
C. (T.) mesomelas . .. 23 4'12-7'01 5-54:1:0-86 

95 Dog ................ 1 4 ·88 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 14 3-96-6'02 4 '83:1:0·18 2 3'15-4-69 3·92 

118 Dog ................ 10 2·86-4·80 3·98:1:0·78 
C. (T.) mesome1as . .. 5 3·70-4·31 3·96 2 3·81-5·05 4·43 

135 Pog ................ 20 4·12-6·48 5 ·14:1::0·74 2 4·26-6·06 5·16 
C. (T.) mesome1as . .. 4·03 21 3·5[-5·37 4·53:r.0·53 1 6·67 

Tota!.. .... 4·03 102 2·86-7·01 ·89:1:0·70 10 3·15-6·86 S·01±1·24 
~. 

, 

C> Ovine II ........... 76 I-c. (T.) mesomelas ... 2 3·16-3·70 3.·43 
V. 95 C. (T.) mesomelas ... 12 3·39-5·45 4··44:1:0·70 

i ::-1 3·04-6·13 I 4·75±0·86 
--------

Total ...... 14 3·16-5·45 4··30:1:0·75 3·04 6·13 4·75±0·86 

IDO~~ 
--- -------------

l'orcine I ........ 48 12 3·44-4·65 3·82:±:0·34 
60 Dog ................ Il 2·26-3·74 3·20:±:0·49 

I 
109 'pog ................ 12 2·15-3·15 2·65:±:0·41 3·48-3·89 3·63 » 
135 Dog ................ 3 2·04-2·78 2·44 Z 

------ ------------------- Z Total. 38 2·04-4·65 ;1·16::::0·63 3 3·48-3··89 3· 63 » 1- 48 
------------ -------------------

]'orcine II .. Dog .. 2·63-3·63 3·33 14 2·85-3·77 3·34.±0·32 .... 
I st Generation 76 Dog ................ 4 2·78-3·52 3 ·18 0 

C. (T.) mesomelas ... " 2·89-3·63 3·21 7 2·85-3·48 3·21 ±O· 28 '" 95 Dog .. I Z· 63 3 3·48-3·66 3·56 ~ lI8 Dog ... I 2·89 15 2·96-3·52 3·20±0·22 
------------------- Z Total. II 2·63-3·63 3·14±0·42 43 2·78-3·77 ]·27±0·88 » 

]>orcine II .......... 148-1-Dog ............... 
----------------------------

10 3·2()-4·50 ]·74±0·27 0:: 2nd Generation... .. 95 Dog. 1 ]·64 

~ ------ -------------------
T01al .. Il 3·20-4·50 3·73±0·34 
-------

-~-1~4 
---------------------

l:luman ............. I 76 [_ ~.ofi.i ';';;;;'~;j;;:: 4·00-4·75 4·45 _. 
- 3 3·31-4·44 :1·90 10 3·74-6·41 5·64±0·85 <: 

-
i-~---7 

----------1--------- m 
TOl.al. ..... I 3·31-4·75 4·22±0·50 10 3·74-6·41 S·64±0·US '" en 

t;l 

'" 
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Strain 

Bovine L ...... 

Bovine II. 

Ovine II ........... . 

Porcine 1. 

A~:ein 
days 

Host 

TABLE 14.·-Total length of all worms examined (in mm) 

~:~-.:g_m_,_n_"~~ __ ~-I __ . __ ~~:: .~e_.m~"'_t~' _.~~_ 
Range 1 Mean±S.D. I No. I Range I Mean±S.D. I 

I--
No. 

Fou.r segments 

No. Range I Mean±S.D. 

·18 1 L. pictus, 1. ........ . 
L. pictus, 2 ......... . 

, C. dingo ........... . • 16 
2·13-3·09 
1·64-2·40 
0'99-3'62 
1·72-2·10 

2·64 
1·95±0·22 
2·13±0·54 
1·93 

---;----;--~ 

31 2'06-3'77 I 2'83±0'44 I 5 I 
40 2,06-4,84 3·33±0·75. 4 
41 1·29-3·24 I 2·42±O·51 I I 

3·05-4·00 
2·71-4·16 
2·86 

3· 59 
3·31 
2·86 

J5 

75 

9S 

1.18 

U5 

35 

75 
95 

4. 
m 

109 
B5 

Dog .............. . 25 1'37-3'58 2·19±0·53 .-
V. chama ........ . 

TotaL .. 

2' 
3 

47 0·99-3·62 2·1t±0·48 -14-:-,-;::=~:: 1= ~:-:±-0-'-7-0-1 ;~ 1~2-.7-1----4.-1-6=1 3'37±0'47 

,LIog................ I 3·43 3-4:J 
C.(T.)mesomelas.... 3 2'59-3-58 3·07 29 3'12-4·80 4·QO±O·41 
Dog........ .... .... 19 2·86-5·41 3·87±O·78 
C. (T.)mesomelas.... 4·95 4·95 31 4'08-7-01 j·3.3±O·84 

3·12-6·86 i 4·77 

Dog......... ....... 6 2'67-4-89 3·69 
G.{T.)mesomelas.... 3-43 3·43 27 2-71-6·02 4·28±O·76 2 3·15-4'69 3·92 
Dog.......... ...... 21 2·29-4·84 3·45±O·77 
G.(T.)mesomeias.... 11 2·63-4·34 3'64±O'55 7 1 3'39-5-05 3·86 
Dog......... ....... 27 3,20-6,48 4·80±O·90 3 3-74-6-06 4·69 
C- (T.)mesomelas.... 4·03 4·03 25 2·78-5'37 4·42±O·60 I 6·67 6·67 

-~~~~----~--~---~-------
Total. 6 2,59-4,95 3·6I±O·82 197 2'63-7-01 4·31±O·93 18 3-12--5'86 4·41±1·15 

I-=--~ ~-------------
Dog................ 15 160-252 2·03±O·26 14 1,56-2,48 2·n±O·30 
C.(T.)mesomelas.... 8 2·02-2·78 2·44 25 2·24-3·43 2'77±O'32 
C.(T.)mesomeias.... 2 2·32-2·40 2·36 13 2'7S-4'27 3'35±0'47 
C.(T.)mesomelG!l... 15 3'39-5'45 5'06±0'64 liS 3·04-6·13 5·65±0·83 

:::--___ T_otal.... 25 l'6O-2'7S 2·1S±O·99 67 ~1_.56-~_~:±0.90 23 3'04-6'13 4·33±0·95 

Dog................ 22 3·15-4·65 3·6.,+0·36 
Dog................ 2 3·03-3·IS 3·11 22 2·15-3·74 3·05±O·44 
Dog................ 1 2·44 2·44 26 1·81-3·15 2'42±0'34 3·27 

3·05-3'96 5 3·25 

2·44-]·89 
.Dog. 115 1·74-3·11 2·46±O·47 9 2·04-2·92 2·58 I I ' 

. Total...... 1~8 1·74-3·18 2·53±0·44 ~ 79 1·.H-4·65 =2'9(:±0'62 _=--: 2'44-:~_1 3·27 

Porcme II.. ....... 4.8 .Dog................ 5 2,74 3·63 3·21 17 2·85-3·77 3·2~.±0·33 __ I -
lstGeneration....... 75 .Dog................ 5 2·59-3·18 2·95 18 2·M-3·52 2·98±O·19 

Porcine II .......... . 
2nd Generation ..... . 

Human .... 

C.(T.)mesomelas.... 9 2'33-3'63 3·05 12 2·85-J·52 3·19±0·24 3· 37 3·37 

liS Dog. 2 2·89 2 89 20 2 7S- 3 52 3 I: ±O 24 --
135 Dog.. 19 1·22-1·92 _I 65±0 ~ __ 1_~~ ___ 2 O'l~~_-==-,~_~~ __ , 

9'5 Dog...... 11 2·29-3·33 2 83±0 32 10 2 B-3 89 2 9~±O 46

1 
--:-:;:--

~~ $1 1·22-3·63 _ 2 48±0 ~.~~)7-~_~±0 58 I I 337 I 3·37 

48 I Dog ............... . 
95 Dog ... .. 

• 
3 

36 
76 

C. (T.) mesomelas... . --
Dog............. ... 2 

263-3,42 2·88 19 2·41-4·50 3·52.±0·43 
1'94-2'45 2·20 24 1·84-:1·64 2·34±0·43 

1·94 3·42 1= 2·59±0·47 :1 43 I 1·1l4-4·58 =2'86±O'73 -.-1 - ==I __ ~_ 
12 3·28-1)·08 4'47±0'71 2 4·43-:;·58 5·01 
17 2·92-4·75 3·75±0·56 __ _ 3·31-3·89 HO 

Total. 1 7 

C. (T.) mesomelas .... 1--==-1·. . I . 
Total ...... I 2 3 31-3 89 3 60 

~~i3-~~_~:l-0'92 ~~'I 3'64-(~_1 
43 2'~J3-~i'08 3·84±0·83 I 14 3·64-6·41 I 

5'35+1·0 
~~--

5'30±0'98 

--~ 

~ 
;] 

"' ~ 
s:: 
Cl 

8 
8 
i;i 
'" 
~ 
'" z 
~ c 
&1 

~ 
§ 
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T AllLE 15.-Length of the terminal segment 
=c;====~= 

Strain 

Bovine I. ... " .................... . 

Bovine II ... , .. , ................. . 

Al,e 

4:~ 

76 

'_5 
n~ 

\3S 

Hos~ 

L. pic,'us, I .............. . 
L. pidus, 2 ... _ .................. . 
C. din'!o ........ ....•...........•...... 
Dog ...... , .......... . 
V. chama ..•.. 

Total. ...... . 

Dog ......................... . 
C. (T.) mesomelas . .••...... 
Dog ...... " .............. . 
C. (T.) mesomelas . ........ , 
Dog ...... , ............... . 
C. (T.) mesomelas . .... , ... , 
Dog ...................... . 
C. (T.) mesomelas . .... , .. . 

No. 

, 
17 
22 

3 
14 
1 
---
57 

11 
22 , 
16 
10 
7 

22 
23 

Ratio to Total 
Length (in microns) Lmgth of Strobila 

(%) 
----

Range Mean 
. __ ~mge __ ~: 

1,333' 5 -·2,933' 7 2,229 ,2 45-0-71-) 56·8 
1,104-9--2,247'9 1,6 [5·8 43·)-64·4 53, 0 
1,295'4 --1 ,82:8' 8 1,562'1 57'1-58-6 56,7 
1,219-2--2,476'5 1,614' 8 58·2-72·4 65, 7 

1,562-1 54,0 
------------------------

1,104'9--2,933-7 _1,794'~J~-72_-4 __ ~~ --------
1,676'4--5,076'7 2,926-8 39,4-81,7 60,2 
2,857' 5 --4,953' 0 3,747'0 57·1-85·7 68,2 

2,857- 5 58, 6 
1,247'9-·4,076'7 2,883 ·1 39,6-67,7 60,4 
1,333'5-·3,048'0 2,206-0 40·2-63·9 55, 5 
1,409-7 --2,819 ,4 2,337'6 55'8-63-9 59-9 
2,476' 5-·4,572'0 3,666-3 61,1-91,4 

I 
69,8 

2,095 -5--4,229-1 3,057-8 56,8-87,0 , 66-6 

., 1['otal·············..:....:....:....:...:....:.....:...:......I~_I_~ __ _ ;"1,- -, '4.7.9-.5,O'i~1 J'185'5j~-91--4--I~-6-
I' ",3"-5-2,667-0 I 2,054-51----n:3-45--2--,~-4-Ovine I. .... 

Ovine II ......................... . 76 
9S 

L. pic,lus .. ............ . 

2 1,790-7-·1,981'2 I 1,886'0 53·6-56·6 55, 1 
27 1,562·1-·3,6:,7·6 I 2,315'3 42·3-60·2 50,2 

C. (T.) mesomelas . .... . 
C. (T.) mesomelas .. .. . 

-T------------
-;0---1 ~h""1--3,65NI 2,285'7~-60-2--~6-

-----------------
J,t f()" 0 -- 2,4(15' 0 2,019'6 50,9-55,2 52' 9 

Total ..................... ....:...:....:...:...:......1 __ '_. _I_~ __ _ 
porcineI. ........................ I~~ g~=:::::::,:::::::::::: .. . 

Porcine II ................. . 
1st Generation ............. . 

109 Dog ................. . 
135 Dog .. .:....:...:....~ .. . 

4B 
75 

9S 
lIB 

Total... 

Dog ...... , ........... . 
Dog ...... " ........... . 
c. (T.) mtsomelas . ... . 
Dog ...... , ........... , 
Dog ..... . 

Tota!.. ..... . 

Porcine II ... _ .................... 1--48--1 Dog .. ~.-, ....... _ .. . 
2nd Generation................... 95 Dog ................. . 

-----

Tota1. ...... . 

Human ......................... . 76 Dog ................. . 
C. (T.) mt'somelas .• .... 

Total ........ , 

'" 11 1,146·0 -- 2,035·0 
15 851 . 0--1,8~:0' 0 

3 962-0-·1,517'0 
-----------

41 851'0--2,405·0 
--------

17 1,702'0-·2,553 ·0 
4 1,702'0--2,0;15 ·0 

10 1,443-0--1,961 ·0 
4 1,517·0-·2,405 ·0 

16 1,628'0--2,251-0 
-- -,-------

" 1,443 '0--2,5:;3'0 
-------

'" 1,,800-0,,2,376-0 
1 -, 
----------
II 1,800·0--2,376·0 
----------

4 I 2,340-0--3,096·0 
13 11,476-0--3,600.2 
----------
17 1,476'0--3,600'2 

1,893'7 53·2-58·9 563 
1,326'4 35'2-54-1 43 8 
1,344' 3 42-7-60'5 50, 2 

----

1,682~8! 35·2-60·5 50 3 
----

2,198'0 54·8-71·4 657 
1,887' 0 52,6-64,0 60, 5 
[,702'0 48-8-59'6 531 
2,035 ·0 55·3-65'7 609 
2,018'8 55,0-78,2 63 ,6 
-----------------

2,007'4 48·8-78·2 61 ,9 
-----------------

2,174'4 54'5-60,0 58,0 
2,340'0 - 64,2 
-_.--------------

2,189'4 54'5-64-2 58,6 
-----------------

2,772'0 58·6-65·2 62·3 
2,880' 1 39-4-65'5 54·0 

2,854 '61~ -65 -:-;--i----;5·-'-

~ 
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:>-
~ 
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:>-
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~ 

:>-
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Strain 

Bovine I. ........................ . 

Bo\jn .. 11. ......... . 

- Ovine I. .................... . 

~ Ovine II ....................... . 

Porcine I ... ' .................... . 

r~rg~~~:~ti~~:::::.~::::::::::::: : 

Porcine II ........................ . 
2nd Generaljon ................... . 

Human .......................... . 

TABLE 16.-Width of second last and last segment (in microns) 
===:== 

Second last segment La!;t segment 

Age HO'it No. ----
Range Mean Range 

48 L. pictus, I .............................. . 17 
22 

3 
14 

I 

228·6--4011·7 283 '5 304·8-571'5 

75 

95 

118 

135 

48 

75 
95 

48 
6() 

109 
U5 

48 
76 

95 
118 

48 
95 

75 

L. pit-tus, 2 ..... , ........................ . 247·2--844'7 385·1 350'2-8(H)'1 
C. dingo............ . ........... . 195·7--266·7 219·7 350·2-495·4 
Dog .................................... . 
V. ch,~ma ........ . 

173-9--370·8 311·6 257'5-609·6 
247-2 

----------------
Totlll. ................. . 57 173·9·-844·7 327 ·0 257·5-800·1 

------------------
Dog......... .... .... ...... ..... ..... .... II 
C. fT.) m('some/as.. ........... 22 

228·6·-457·2 364·2 457,2-762,0 
190'5--609·6 338·9 419· [-609·6 

Dog..................................... 1 
C. (T.) m~'somelas.. ...................... 16 
Dog.. ....•.............................. 10 

381·0 
278-1·-685'8 482·6 432·(;-723,9 
381,0--49:;,3 392·4 342'9-647-7 

C. (T.) m~'somelas.. ...................... 7 
Dog. ..........................•.. 22 
C. (T.) mesomelas.... .................... 23 

---I 
112 Total ....... . 

304'8·-495'3 404·2 533·4-838·2 
266·7--495·3 366 ·4 495'6-762,0 
226'7--53],4 330 ·7 419- [-685·8 
----------------
190· 5 --685·8 374·9 342·9-838·2 

-------------------

~::~.~u:~.~~~~~~~ .... :::::::::::::::::::::: 1: 1- =~~ ~ ~=-_,-I------=-,-
1RI·l._7?·(·Q ~1" ·0 495,3-8.38,2 

-------

.l't":·"'--.HI loU J .1":.1'''' 457·2-5.33·4 
C. (T.) m~'somelas.... .................... 27 228·6·-457·2 354·2 419· 1-800,1 

--------------------

Dog ...... ~~.t~: ......... ~: :::::::::::: ::: ::: :: ~: --I-~~.-,-I-:-:-;;-,-
??R·" __ 4~7.? ~"·1 419·1-81)0·1 

-------

"''''U'U'-')/\''U .)..:..: U 481 '0-629-0 
Dog..................................... It 
Dog...... ..... ... ........ ...... .... 15 

259·0--518·0 380·1 444·0-814·0 
222·0·-3]]·0 282·8 333'1)-6'19'0 

Dog. TotaL .. ·.:::::::::::::::::··· .. · ~--I-~~,-,-I~-,--I 
296·0--370·0 325·0 484· 1-5.55-0 

-------
",':""-U--JH'-U 333'0-814-0 

'----------
Dog .................................... . 
Dog ............................ . 
C. (T.) mt'some/as .. ............ . 
Dog ........................... . 

17 
4 

10 
4 

-------

222'0--444·0 
259·0--407·0 
257'5--518·0 
259,0--401,7 

-------------
347' 5 370'1)-703,0 
342·5 444·0-666·0 
229-6 407·0-555'0 
33J ·7 473'0-592-0 

" Dog...... ... .... ....... ........ I---I.~-::c-. ,_1-=_, _I __ 

TotaL.. ............... ~ __ I __ ·_-_' _-~_-._1 __ '_' __ 1 __ _ 

Dog............................... 10 --~ - ._'" - .-~-

Dog............................ I 

148·0·-370·0 320·0 370,0-666,0 
---

'~A'" __ ''''''' 370·0-703'0 

,"V-V-4WV I 4"-V 1576-0-7.10.0 
-- 504·0 _ 

------------ --
1m·j) __ ~j)'L·j) 41ll·6 576·0-792·0 

------
.,..:'-t·u-.)o"·,, .,'t..:-u 468·0-504·0 

C. (T.) ml'some/as.. ...................... 13 324·0·-504·0 419'2 504·0-792·0 

M,!an 

402·5 
564·2 
3~3'4 
434· 5 
533·4 

----

473·0 
----

5S0'2 
478·9 
571· 5 
503·3 
4~.7 '7 
623·0 
599·2 
514·2 

----
54·1,3 

------
6~:0· 3 

----

495·3 
562·0 

----

5S7·4 
----

551·9 
679·5 
5~,0'3 
519·0 

----
575 ·8 

----
5:,9,8 
5~:5 ·0 
573'5 
516·2 
550·4 

----
54-9,1 

----
662·4 
792·0 

----
674-2 

----
49'5,0 
62.5·9 

., DOg ...... ~~~~~·.· .... ::::::::::::::::::::::: ~-I-~~-. ,-1---:-::-,--1-

TotaL .......................... --17--I-~-50<~1----:wI-·I--1468·0-7'n.ol--59s:7 

i 
~ 
l>1 

~ 
!2: c 
R :;; 

~ 
Z 

~ 
~ 



~. 

C, 
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TABLE 17.-Ratio of length mature: gravid segment 

Strain Agl~ Host No. Range Mean 

Bovine 1. ...•............................ , ... 48 L. pictus, 1...... . ............. . 
L. pict,~s, 2 ••••..••••••••.••••••••••••..•••••••••••••• 
C. din!·{)...... ...... . .................... . 

20 1:1'8-1::1,9 1:2,,6 
2!1 1:1,6-1::1,3 1:2 5 

J 1:2,5-1:3,3 1:3' 0 
Dog ...................................... . 12 1:2,2-1:4'5 1:3' 5 
V. chama................... . .................. . :I 1:2'5 1:2,,5 

--------~--~-
Total ... 57 1:1,6-1:4'5 1:2,,7 

--------- -----~-

lBovine II........................................ 76 ~.ofij.;;~j'~~elas. . .... :::::::::::: ..... . D 1:1,2-1:4,1 1:2'7 
22 1:2'4-1:6,1 1:3' 6 

Ovine I. 

Ovine II ................. . 

:Porcine I. ............................. . 

'Porcine II .................... . 
lst Generatiotl ................ . 

Porcine II ..... . 
2nd Generation. 

JIuman ...•.......•.............. 

95 gOfij ';;~.':o',;,;ids: .:.'.:::: ............ ::::::::::: .... . 
118 ~.orij ·;;;"~',;,;l~s . ........ ::::::::::::: .......... . 
135 ~.ofT.j ·;;~."~',;,;l~:~:·. . .... :::: :: :::::: .. 

48 

75 
95 

48 
60 

109 
135 

48 
76 

Total .... 

L. pictrJs. 

C. (T.) maomelas 
C. (T.) me,':ome!as. 

Dog ..... . 
Dog ..... . 
Dog .. 
Dog. 

Total 

Total. 

Dog .............. . 
Dog ..................... . 
C. (T.) me!:ome!as . .... . 
Dog... . ............................ . 

:I 
16 
10 

" 22 
21 
---
112 

20 
---
2 

27 

29 

I"' 
10 
Iii 

" ---
4:1 
---
17 

" 1:l 

" 

1:2,6 1;2' 6 
1:1'3-1::1,7 1:2,9 
1:1,4-1:]'6 1:2 5 
1;1,0-1:]'7 1:2 5 
1:2'7-1;6,1 1;4,0 
1:2'6-1:5·0 1;3 ,,5 
-----~--~-

1:1·0-1:6'1 1:3,,3 
-----~--~-

1:1,6-1;],3 1:2,,1 
-----~-

1;2,9 1:2 9 
1:1'5-1:3,1 1:2 0 
-----~--~-

1:1-5-1:3'1 1;2" I 
-----~--~-

1;2'0-1:2,3 1:2'2 
1;1,9-1:2,5 1 :2' 3 
1:1·1-1:2·4 1:1,6 
1:1'5-1:],7 1:2 4 
-----~--~-

1:1'1-1:3-7 1;2,0 
-----~--~-

1:2·4-1::5'0 1:3' 6 
1:2,1-1:3,7 1:3,0 
1:2,0-1:3,1 1:2,4 
1;2,1-1::1'9 1;3' 1 95 

11& " 1·?",-1·7·5 1:3' 5 

,,,'v-d" I 1032 

Dog.... .... ....... ..... 1------::_, _II ~.~ ~_. ____ I ____ _ 

TotaL. 

48 
95 

35 
76 

" 
, 
~---~------

1:2'1-1;2'9 1;2,5 
1·~·? _ 

Dog. 
Dog. 

Total. . 
~=::.:.:..:...I--I---------I---

z 11'""-""'7 I "'7 -----------~-

C. (T.) mel·omelas . ...... _ .............................. . 12 1;1,4-1::1,2 1:1,9 
Dog .................................................. . 4 1:2,9-1:3,6 1:3,3 

1" 1.,."-_1']·2 1:2,4 

"" t:1·4-1:3·6 1:2' 3 

C. (T.) mesomelas. . .............•........... 1_-_'_-_'_-____ 1 ____ _ 

TotaL ...... 

~ 
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_. _. 
" 

Strain 

JBovine I. ..... 

Bovine n. 

Ovine 1. 

Ovine II. 

Porcine 1. 

'Porcine II ....... . 
1st Generatiol1 ... . 

Ago 

48 

35 

76 

95 

118 

135 

48 

35 

75 
95 

48 
60 

109 
135 

48 
76 

95 
118 
135 

TABLE 18.-Size of scolex, rostellum and suckers (in microns) 

Scol~,x RostellLlill SIJckers 

Host No. Noo No. 

Range Mean±S.D. Range Mean±S.D. Range Mean±S.D. 

L. piaus, 1. 3,7 150·0-260·0 11208'5±4]'0 136 I 799-1545

1

109 C±14 4 1 37 616-133 q 107·3±19·4 
L. pictus, 2. 3,9 180,0-288,00 231·2::r.48·0 41 824-1833 104 i±17 5 n 824-136.1 108·6:U3·7 
C. dingo... ~·5 175·0-240·0 202·4±22·2 37 564-1316 99 6±16 8 45 705-117,5 94·\±10·2 
Dog.... ~·4 144 0-250 0 "194·4±1(i·7 47 752-1034 88 {± 9 5 44 72 8-112·8 89'6±1O'4 
V. chama.. 12 170,0-310,0 222·5±42·7 8 940-1316 106 =±13 8 8 846-133'9 109·0±14·2 

_T_o,_,_'_o_o 0_0_0 0_0_' 1177 144·0-288·0 1209.4±37.9 1_'_6_9 ___ 5_6_4_-_'_8_3_3_-'_00_'_+_1_6_4_-.!2~_6_'_6_-_136 99·7±15·8 

Dog.............. .. I I 247·2 1 - 113 : 1 - 103·0 
C. (T.) mesomeJas. ... 32 206·0-381·0 262·3:±..38·9 32 108 1-154'5 123·~.±ll 8 31 103,0-1.45,7 122·4=12'4 
Dog................. 24 226·6-319,3. 269·5±2B·3 24 113·3-154·5 132·6± 9·8 24 103·0-1154·5 129·6±12·1 
C. (T.) mesomdas.. 29 247·2-319·3 285·9±24·7 31 123·6-155·1 137·~·±10·6 32 103,0-.154,5 134'5,Ll3'6 
Dog.............. 5 236·9-319·3 292·5±35·4 5 123·6-144·2 133·9±1O·3 5 103·0-1123·6 117·4± 9'2 
C. (T.) mesomdas. 27 216·3-381·1 298·7±3.3·8 28 133'9-175·1 153'0;1:14'2 29 113,3-1175,.1 135·5±12·9 
Dog.............. 21 226'6-278·1 260·0±IB·4 21 113·3-144·2 127·0± 7·5 23 103,0-154,5 126'7±1I'8 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 18 257·5-370·8 291·8±2il·5 18 103·0-175·1 143·1±15·8 18 113·3-:154·5 135·0± 9'9 
Dog.............. 30 278·1-391·4 J24·8±30·g 30 123·6-164·8 I 140·8= 9·9 29 IJ3·3-.I64·g 140'3±IO'1 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 27 226·6-360·5 306·7±36·6 27 123·6-154·5 137':I± 9·0 27 113·3-:154·5 138·9±12·3 

Total. ,2114 206'0-391,4 288·2±37·6 217 103·0-175·1 136·5±15·7 219 1103'0-:175'1 J27'5±38'1 

L. pictus.-----· 26 117,5-339·9 236·6±42·3 -~89~~111~~1281 94,0-133,9 116'1±12'4 

Dog.............. 23 228·6-298·7 256·0±J:l·4 26 94·0-144·2 121·5,':12·2 23 98·7-"126·9 13.3·4± 7'8 
C. (T.) mesomdas. ]J 216,0-290,0 243·9±24·4 28 98·7-144·2 120·8=12·0 33 94,0-133,9 112'0± 9'9 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 7 185·4-249·1 :225·3=29·6 11 113·3-185·4 137'8=22·8 8 103·4-:133·9 118·6±1J·3 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 32 141·0-267·8 222·8±30·3 33 103·4-150·4 128·9:t1l·6 32 89·3-123·6 108·5±10·4 

--~,-o---,I 95 141·0-298·7 236·0±44·2 98 94·0-185·4 125·6.::i:14·4 96 ~:~)~±1()'2 

Dog............ 18 236·9 288·4 :255.2±IIN-I----w-92~123.6 109'5± 7·4 19 84,6-113,] 96·7-18'1 

Dog. ]1 195,7-288,4 _~24'6±21'3 30 82·4-133·9 loo·0±14·6 31 82·4-113·.\ 97'9::1-10'8 
Dog. 22 185'4-329'6. ]03·4±30·g 21 92·7-123·6 1l6·0::f·l0·2 21 94·0-B3·9 llO·2± 9'2 

Dog. 24 206,0-288,4 260·\±20·9 24 103·0-164·8 138·4=20·3 22 92,7-133,9 104·4±10·7 

1 Total.. 95 1~m.6-{254'9±45'2] 95_ ~'4-164'8 115·2±20·5 93 82·4-133·9 101·9±11·1 

Dog... 22 206·0 398·7 276·6±3.l·4 I 22 92·7-133·9 119·9±13·3 22 92·7-"133·9 1l1·7±14·1 
Dog................ 23 216,3-298,7 278'6±37'6 23 123·6-144·2 130<1-1,9·1 23 103·0-144·2 120'5±11'4 
C. (T.) mesome1as... 22 226·6-360·5 297'3:137·1 I 22 103·0-144·2 122·7±1l·0 22 92'7-:144'2 116'6±11'6 
Dog... 21 236·9-339·9 299·7±26·0 I 21 123·6-164·8 138·8::,:::12·0 21 123·6-.154 135'9±11'1 
Dog. ....... 22 226,6-391,4 286·1±30·0 '22 123·6-154·5 133·9± 8·4 22 103,0-:1442 128·3J- 9'9 
Dog............. 20 329,6-422·] 370·1:1-29'4 : 18 123·6-144'2 ]]]'9"1: 8·7 16 103,0-:1442 121·7±10·t 

1 

____ Tota~:..... DO 206·0-422·3 :~~l128 92·7-'164'8 ~29·j~ 126 92,7-:1545 122·4±t3·8 

Porcine n.······.1 48 Dog.............. 22 280·0-350·0 .111·8,!·17·4 I 21 1130'0-150.0 139·5± 8·7 I 22 100·0-140'0 119·1±1l·1 
2nd Generation... 95 Dog............... 27 250·0-330·0 301·9±20·0 27 HXl·0-150·0 130·0±IJ·0 . 27 100·0-BO·0 111·9±10·8 

Total.... 49 250·0-350·0 306·3±19·9 I 48 :1OO~150'0 134·2±12·2 1 49 100'0-.140'0 115·1:1;11'4 

13"5 C.-(~T~o)c-m-"'-o-m-d'as. 1.3 i 190:0-310:0 F6:2±3?:0 13 100:0=-130:0 123:1~ 13 90:0=:.120:0 ~01:5±t9 
76 Dog............. ...... 1.8 1200 0-270 0 __ 38 9±1.l 4 19 800-1200 96 Ior.IO 6 26 900 1300 05 8± 0 3 

C. (T.) mesomeJas... 24 210'0-270·0 240·0±16·9 ,26 80·0-110·0 89·5± 7·2 18 90,0-110,0 101·1± 7'6 

Total......... 55 i 190,0-310,0 248·2±27·6 1--58-r80~130'0 - 99·2±15·7 57 90·0-130,0 103'4± 9'5 

Human .. 

~ 
~ 
;;; 

'" g 
'i2 o 
8 
R 
i;J 
~ 

'" Q 

f!l 
Z 
'" o 

~ 

~ 



Mature Gravid 

Strain Ago Has!; No. -- No. 

Range Mean Range Me!tn 

Bovine I .............. . 48 L. pictus, 1 ... . 32 43·9-6[·5 53·2 31 43·5-64·5 54·5 
L. pic/us, 2 ... . 38 43·2-59·2 49·2 35 41,0-61·8 52·9 
C. dingo. 45 41,2-55,5 49·0 43 50·0-75·8 59·2 
Dog. . ................ . 25 37,5-5],6 47·4 32 35,6-62,5 50·2 
V. chama ......... . 8 36·4-5],7 48·6 6 50,0-65,6 58·1 

Total -----. 148 36,4-61,5 49·6 147 35·6-75·8 54'5 

Bovine II... ............. 35 Dog........................... 6 42·9-55·6 49·5 5 45·0-57·] 1~6--

::~ Ovine 11 .... " ........... . 
~. 

Porcine I. 

Porcine II ........... . 
1st Generation. 

Porcine II ...... . 
2nd Generation. 

Human .................. . 

C. (T.) mesomdas. 30 37,5-6[,5 48·4 31 46,5-64,6 i 52·2 
75 Dog.............. 27 41,7-64,9 32·9 23 48·9-72·2 I 58·] 

C. (T.) mesomdas. ............ 31 39·1-59·3 48·3 29 46,9-72,:; 56·8 
95 Dog............ ... ... ......... 6 46·2-54·6 50·0 5 50·0-64·9 56·5 

C. (T.) mesomelas. ............ 29 41·2-59·4 48·3 28 45·5-57·7 51·0 
118 Dog.............. 24 40,0-67,6 52·8 10 51,4-66,7 57·7 

C. (T.) mesomdas .. .......... , 18 4]·8-56'3 49·4 17 52·4-65·6 59·3 
]35 Dog.............. ]0 41·7-52·6 46·7 30 48·7-68·8 56·4 

35 

75 
9S 

48 
60 

109 
135 

48 
76 

9S 
118 
135 

48 
9S 

35 
76 

C. (T.) mesomdas. 27 41,2-60,9 50·4 27 47,3-61,5 54·6 

Total............ 226 37·5-67·6 50·0 205 45·0-72·5 55·1 
--- ------------

Dog........ ...... 29 45,3-64,0 54·3 
C. (T.) mesomdas. .. ]8 41·7-75·0 54·3 23 48·7-73·~; 59·9 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 12 47·8-60·0 5],1 13 33,3-59·6 51·] 
c. (T.) mesomelas. 31 48·0-7]·1 96·0 30 47·1-66·2 57·0 

Total.. .......... 110 41·7-75·0 ----54-6--,~--33.3=73~,-------s6.~-

D-Og-.---- 22 47'8-66-7 51·1 23 54'4-80-9' 5S'3 
Dog. 24 43'S-59'1 49·1 24 53·]-63·6 57·6 
Dog. ]2 41·7-62·5 52·6 26 45·7-70·4 58·0 
Dog.. 15 4],8-66,7 53·2 2] 54'6-6S·0 60·0 

- -----------------------
Total 93 41,7-66,7 51·4 96 45·7-S0·9 58'~ 

--- -----

Dog 20 41·2-58·3 49·3 17 48·9-67·4 56· 
Dog ..... ....... 23 42·9-66·7 50·8 22 42,6-80,6 55·7 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 21 42·9-6]·1 51·9 19 48·7-63·4 56·2 
Dog. 21 40·0-57·1 47·6 20 46·2-61·5 52·2 
Dog. 21 41·2-55·6 47·6 121 50,9-61,5 56·2 
Dog. ........... II 44,4-6::,6 ____ 5~ __ 15 47·6-60·0 ~~=-_ 

Total.. 117 40·0-66·7 49·7 114 42·6-80'6 55·,3 

Dog .. 
Dog ... 

Total .... 

C. (T.) mesomelas 
Dog .............. . 
C. (T.) mesomelas. --_. 

Total ....••..•••..•••••••• 

._------
23 41,2-51,1 47·9 15 45·0-58·5 52·6 
25 42·9-5/'1 50·7 17 43·8-58·8 50·9 

-----
48 41·2-51·1 49·4 32 43·8-58·8 51'7 

14 44,6-56,4 52·5 14 I 55·4-69·4 I~l--
18 42·3-54·6 49·5 18 46·7-59'5 53·2 
26 43·8-57'7 51·8 25 48·7-64·0 55·8 

58 43·2-5i·7 '1---502--~1 46'7-69·4 ~)-.-
-----------
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TABLE 20.--Distance of genital pore from the anterior margin of the segment (/~) specimens with mature ova only 
c===~---. 

Mature Gravid 

Strain Ago H:>st No. No. 

Rang:e J\1ean Range M~>an 

L. pictus, t.. I 13 43·2-53·9 48·6 11 41·0·-57·4 52·5 
L. pictus, 2 20 38·6-61·5 53·1 18 43·5·-63·0 54·2 
C. dmgo.. 3 44,4-50,0 47·9 1 68·8 

Bovine I. ............... . 48 

V. chama. I 36·4 1 61·0 
---------------------

):Jog......... I 12 43,6-53,1 47·0 12 38'5--62-5 51·9 

Total. 49 38,6-61,5 49·S. 43 38,5,-63,0 53·6 

Bovine II ................ I 76 I Dog............ .... 1--23 40·0-59·3 48':: 23 46,9,-65,4 56·4 
C. (T.) mesometas. 1l 46·4-64·9 55'~' 8 50,0-65,2 60·5 

95 Dog.. ............... 1 50·(1 
Co (T.) mesomelas. 16 42,3-59·4 48'~' 15 47,5-57,7 52·9 

118 Dog ........... " II 40·0-67·6 53·5 5 51,4-66,7 60·7 
Co (T.) mesornelas. 7 48,6-52,6 50'~' 6 55·4-65·6 61·2 

135 ;oog............ 21 41·2-52·6 46·8 21 51,8-68·8 57·9 
-C. (T.) me,'ornelas. ... 23 41·2-·50·9 50·8 23 47,7-61,5 55·2 

Total..... 113 40·0-·67·6 49·4 101 46,9-68·8 55·9 
--:-:c--I-::;--:-::c-----;-- --I--:-:--·I--=-:c-::--;:--I---:::-~c----------

Ovme II.... 76 -c. (T.) mesomelas. 2 50,0-56,3 53·2 2 51'9-59'6 55·5 
95 C. (T.) mesomelas.. 25 48·2-64·5 56·5 25 47·1-66·2 56·5 

-----------------------------
Total. 2:7 48,2-64,5 56·2 27 47·1-66·2 56·9 

---1------- ---------
Porcine I......... 48 Dog.. 12 47·8-66·7 51·1 12 56,3-80·9 6(1,5 

60 Dog... 11 43,8-54,2 49·5 11 54·7-63·6 58"9 
109 Dog.... 16 44·8-60·0 52·7 14 45·7-70·4 6Ct-l 
135 Dog... 2 47,6-63,6 55'(j 3 57'7-59'5 5~"9 

------------------
TotaL. ............ ~·1 43·8-66·7 51·5 40 45'7-80·9 59·8 

---1-0:------ ----------
Porcine II ................ I 48 Dog, 15 41·2 58·3 49·4 12 54·6-67·4 5E: .. 1 
1st Generation .. ··.... .... 76 Dog.. '" 4 42·9-66·7 51·2 4 52,7-80,6 60·0 

C. (T.) mesomelas. 10 47·1-61·1 52'() 9 48,7-63,4 56·0 

Porcine 11. ... " ." ...... . 
2nd Genen.tion .......... . 

Human ...... '" ......... . 

95 Dog. " ... ..... .... 4 42·9-56·3 48·4 4 51·2-61·5 55·3 
116 Dog... 14 43·8-55·6 48·0 14 50·()-61·4 56·2 

48 
95 

76 

~7·0 Total 47 41·2 66·7 49,(; 43 48,7-80,6 

10 45,0-53,9 49·4 48·5-57·8 I 54·8 Dog. 
Dog. 

Total. 

Dog ............. . 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 

Total. 

1 52·9 53·9 
----------------

II 45'0-53,9 49·7 6 48'5-57·8 54·6 
c4--I·--4~7~.~8-_-:5C4-. 6:--I---:,~O-. 6:-- ---4-- --"-·-'---'-7-·1-- ---5:~ 

13 50,0-57·1 53·7 13 50,6-64,0 56·3 
-----------------------

17 47·8-57·1 53·0 17 50,6-64,0 56·2 
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Strain 

Bovine I. .............. . 

Bovine II .................... . 

Ovine I. .... 

Ovine II .... 

Porcine I .... ................ . 

Porcine 1I .... ............... . 
2nd Generation 

Human ...................... . 

Age in 
day. 

48 

35 

76 

95 

118 

135 

48 

35 

76 
95 

48 
60 

109 
135 

, 
TABLE 1I.-Number and distribuli'on of testes 

Total Anterior Posterior 
Host 

MeaII ±S.D. Range Mean±S.D. 
-------, -----'-- -----,-
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Strain 

Bovine L ...... . 

Bovine II. 

--.... 
Porcine I. ..... . 

Porcine II ..... . 
2nd Generation. 

Human .•.•••... 

'. 

Age in 
days 

! 48 

35 

75 

95 

118 

135 

48 
60 

109 
135 

48 
95 

35 
76 

TABLE 22.-Size of cirrus sac (in microns) 
~= 

Mature Segment 

Host 
No. 1 ____ L~~gt~ _ ----II Width 1 No. 

I Range i Mean±S.D. Rang!;: I Mean±S.D. 

L. pictus, I....... 21 7S·6·-106·4 86·1± 8·8 36·4- 75.21-~9.4± ~- 9 
L. p~ctus, 2....... 20 72·8·-114·8 93·7±13·6 33·6- «,14.4 51·8::1-; 7·6 10 
C. dmgo.......... 13 64·4·- 98·0 85·9±11·6 33·6- 56·0 46·7± 7·1 12 
Dog.............. 4 70·0·- 75·6 72·1 42·0- 56·0 46·2 7 
v. chama......... 1 !100·8 100.8 ___ ~) ____ I~ ____ 2 

Total. .. ~ 59 164.4. 114.,8 87·9±12·2 33·«)- 7S·2149.5± 8·1! 40 
----- -------------------

Dog........ ...... ., "0.0 ..,,,,, r. A 

c. (T.) memme/<1S. 
Dog ............. . 
C. (T.) mesomel.1S. 
Dog ............. . 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 
Dog ............. . 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 
Dog ............. . 
C. (T.) mesomelas. 

_ .·u u - 'v VI V"'" "T 33·«)- 56·0 44·8 
16 56·0·-112·0 81·9±14·6 42·0- 70·0 57·9± 8·7 
23 70·0·-142·8101·S±19·1 42·()- 70·0 60·0± 9·3 
IS 75·6·-112·0 88·9±12·3 SO·4- 70·0 61·8± 6·7 
S f:6·8·-182·0 129·9±46·0 44·8- 81·2 71·1±2:0·3 

22 78·4·-134·4102·2±17·6 42·0- 7S·6 62·S± 9·2 
17 M·0·-134·410S·3:::1-14·S 44·8- 92·4 60·6±1O·2 
17 M·0·-126·0 106·4±14·6 28·0- 70·0. 56·2±14·2 
22 75·6·-140·0104·9±21·7 36·4- 78.4160.S±1l.5 
24 164·4·-123·2 86·2±16·2 33·6- 70·0 52·9± 9·1 

Total 

5 
23 
14 
19 
o 

18 
3 

14 
23 
17 

Gravid Segment 

Length Width 

Range I Memi±S.D. i Ran!~e I Mean::l;S.D. 

82.g-lOS.8!93.0± 8.5150.6- 64·4 55·2± 5·1 
82.g-124.2104.1±13.7150.6- 61·6 56·9± 3·8 
95·2-112·0 104·5± 5·6 50·4- 84·6 58·4± 8·9 
78·4-103·61 86·4± 8·6 I 39·2- 53·2 48·8± 4·8 

1.17·b-131·6;124·6 156·0- 61·6 58·8 
._----,---

89.6-140.01120.0± 14·9 
9S·2-112·0 101·7 

112·()-151·2 126·2± 12·6 
106.4-140.01125. 5± 10· J 
89·6- 145· 6112()· 2 ~t 13·7 

58·0-
56·0-
56·0-
56·0-

70·0 
72·8 
70·0 
75 ·6 

63·8± 4·2 
66·2± 4·3 
64·2± 5·3 
68·7± 5·8 

56·0- 78.41 66·6± 4·9 
56·0- 58·8 57·9 
56·0- 67·2 64·0·±: 3·3 
56·0- 81·2 68·2± 6·0 
56·0- 72·8 63·4± 4·9 
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TABLE 23. ·-Size of ova and oncosphere hooks 

0,. 

Strain I Age I Host I No. Sma11(~st diameter Greatest diameter 
Oncosphere hooks 

No. ------------------- --------------------

Rallge I IVleall Range Mean Range Mean 
--------------- - ------------------ ----- -------

Eovine 1.., ......... I 48 11.. pic,"'. 1......... ..... 7 2,.,-2.... 28·7 35,8-51·9 37-9 I 2 I 10·7-11·6 11· 2 
1.. pictus, 2 ........ "..... 20 28:9::::35:i) 30:9 33:3=40:4 37:2 14 10-3-13-3 11·1 
Dog, 2................... 4 28 9 35) 32 0 37 7 43 0 40 5 -

----- .. ------ ---- ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- ----
Tota1... 31 27'8--35-9 30·5±2·2 33-3-43-0 37-8:::;2'2 16 10-3-13-3 I 11·1±O·g 
------------ ------------ ---------- ---------- ----------

E:ovine II ........... I 76 
I gOfii ·;';;;~~;i";-'_:'_'_.:::: 12 28-2-·33<l 30-2 33-5-40-8 37·9 12 9-2-12'5 I 10-6 

2 28-6--28-9 28·8 38·6-39·4 39-0 - I 
118 I)og ...................... 4 28-5--30-9 27·9 36-0-38-2 36·9 6 to-0-11-5 

I 

10·8 
C. (T.) mesomelas . ........ 16 26·0-·33':~ 30·8 32-8-40-6 38·2 12 10-3-13-0 11·1 

135 I>og ...................... 18 28·0-·35·9 30· 8 30·9-41·3 36·9 14 8·6-13·1 I 11 '5 
C. (T.) mesomelas . ........ 14 29·1-·33·2 31·2 35·1-40·4 38·2 10 9'9-It'8 , 10·9 

---------- ---------- ---------- --------- , 
TotaL ........... 66 26·0-·35·9 30·7±]·8 30'9-41'3 37·7 :±:2' 1 54 8·6-13·1 I----U-:O ± 1 . 0 ---------- ---------- --------

Owe I. ............ I 48 I L. pictus ..•... ............ 8 30·9-·33·8 32·0 35,6-38,7 37· 3 3 10,1-10'6 10·4 
L. pictus •..... .. 10 35·1--41·2 37·2 39·0-44·5 42·2 29 8,5-13,5 11 ·1 

---------- ---------- ---------- ----------
Tota.! ............ 18 30·9--41·2 34·9±3·! 35·6-44·5 40·0:::!:2·9 32 8,5-13'5 Il'I±1'4 

---------- --------- ---------- ---------, - Ovine II ............ I 76 I)og ...................... 12 30'5--34':~ 33 '1 33·8-40·8 38 ·4 , 17 9'5-14·0 11 ·7 - C. (T.) mesomeIas . ........ 8 28·8--35·4 32·5 36,3-4],9 39 ·4 

I 

-
U> 95 I)og ................. 8 30·4-·34·8 32·6 35,1-43,9 39·3 8 10·1-12'9 12·2 

C. (T.) mesomelas • ........ 12 29,5--34,3 31·6 35'5-39'3 37·7 16 9'4-13·8 11· 8 
118 C. (T.) mesomelas . ........ • 31·9--34·3 32·9 37·3-39·9 38· 3 9 11·0-14·2 12·4 

---------- ---------- --------
38· 5:::!: I· 6 1 Total ............ 4' 28·8-·35·4 32·5±1·6 33·8-43·9 50 9-4-14'2 1I'9±1' ---------- ----------

I'orcine I........ . .. I 48 I Dog ...................... 8 29·6-·39·8 32 ·9 34·1-43·2 37·3 I 8 9'6-11-5 10·8 
60 I)og ...................... 6 29·9-·35" 33·1 33,5-38·0 36·0 I 6 10,1-11,0 10·6 ;.-

109 l)og ........•............. 2 32,0--32,6 32'3 34·7-36·4 35·6 I -

~ 135 I)og ...................... S 31·6--35·4 32·9 34·7-37·7 36· 3 9·3-12·7 10·7 
---------- --------------~ ----------

Tot~I ............ 24 29·6-·39·8 32'9±2'4 33·5-43·2 36· 5 :::!·2·1 22 9·3-12'7 1O'7±1'0 
---------- ---------- ---------- --------- ... 

l'orcine II .......... 48 I g~::::::::::::::::::::::: 12 30·6-·34·6 32·5 33-4-38'6 3:;·9 8 9·8-12·3 11·0 0 
1st Generation 76 12 29,3--34,5 31' 3 31,7-42'1 34'7 12 9'6-13·2 11·4 :Ii I C. (T.) mesomelas . ........ 12 28·7--37·1 32·8 33·3-39·1 35·8 10 10·3-12·6 11·4 

~ 95 g~::::::::::::::::::: :::: 8 29'5-·34-:1 31·7 32·8-37·2 35'4 6 9·2-11'5 10·2 
118 16 29,8--33,:5 31·8 31·6-40·2 3:5 ·0 10 10'8-12·4 11·4 Z ----------~O± ]-'-6--i3H-42--I--

--------- ;.-Tota.l. ........... 60 28·7-·37·' 35'3:1:0'7 46 9·2-13·2 1l'6±1'3 
---------- --------- ---------- ---------- :::: I'orcine II... . . . . . .. I 95 1 1)Og ••.•••.••.•••••••••••• 4 30· 6--33'8 32·4 33·2-35·8 35·0 -

2nd Generation ..... C. (T.) mesomelas .. ....... 10 28·9-·31·9 30·2 31-9-35'4 33 ·9 8 10·1-13·1 11·2 ;.-
---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- " TOUll ............ 14 28'9--33-8 30·8±I·5 31·9-35·8 34·2::1:1'3 8 10'1 13 ·1 1l'2±1' ;;;' ---------- ----------------- ----------

lluman ............. I 35 C. (T.) mesomelas . ........ 4 32·5--33·5 33 ·1 34'5-39·9 36·5 6 9·9-13'3 11·4 

~ 76 C. (T.) mesomelas ..• •..... 14 28·9--33·4 30·8 33·9-37·4 3:5 ·8 4 9·2-10'5 10·0 
---------- --------- ---------- ----------

Total ............ 18 28·9-·33·.5 31'3±ll'5 33,9-39,9 36'0:J:l'5 10 9·2-13'3 10'8+1'2 '" t;l 
" 



TABLE i4.-Variation in size of the three pairs of oncosphere hooks 

Short I· Medium 
Strain Age Host No, 

.. _~angl~ Me~ __ I_R::~e Me:an 

.. Bovine I .. , ....... 48 L. pic-IllS, 2 .... ........ 10·8 11·3 
C< 

Bovine II ..... .... 118 C. (T.) mesomelas . ..... 10·3 10·7 
135 Dog." ................. 10·0 10·7 

IOvine I. .......... 48 L. piclus ............... 7 8,5-10·8 9·6 i 9'4-12,2 10·7 

Dvine II .......... 75 Dog." ................. 9·5 9'5 
95 C. (T~) mesomelas . ..... 9-4 10·7 

Porcine I ......... 49 Dog." ................. 1 9·5 10·6 
I 

------- - ---------------

Long 

--~-----~-

Range Me:an 

11·4 

13·0 
12·6 

10,5-13,5 12·4 

9·8 
12·9 

11·3 
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TABLE 25.-Number of worms recovered at post-mortem 

Age of 
infestation 

in days I 

I 
I 

Host 

35 I' ~~7T.)· ;~~;£;~~ids·. : .... : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Cat ............................ . 

----_. 

I 
L. pictus ........................ . 
L. pictus .... ................... . 
L. pic/lis ....... ................. . 

I 

C. dingo ........................ . 
Dog ........................... . 
Dog ................. " ....... . 
V. chama ... " ......... ......... . 

48 

I

v. chama ............. " ......... . 
*Cat ................... ......... . 
*Cat ................... ......... . 

I ____ , ______ origlfl_. _O_f _IIl_fe_sti_ve ._Ma._ten_·al 

I-I--~(r'~I--
\ 1 

1 I 

----.-----
Ovine Porcine 

JI I II 
._--------

Generation 
-_. __ ._----- -

1st 2nd! 

HlID1a11 

1-----·---1---------,-----'----' - -,---
-.530 -16401.-1-1-1242 

I - 1 9,300 1 - 1 10,000 .- 1 - '- 3.52 
1.- 2 -1 2 - -1-1-
---1---1-·----1----1---------

1 14200 I - 1 7061 I -- 1 .- 1 - 1 - 1 -

I 
23:005 1 I 14:672 I 1 1 1 
4,580 1 12 \ 

580 I' I' 2 ,0 4,829 \ 571 
3,384 250 ' 1.292 

10 \ 0 . \ 
120 0 -. \ 

~ \ = g = = = 1 = 
1 - I - -. -- '-1 181 1 

60 1 Dog ............................ 1 __ 1'-=----=--1= - _=48,471 -:- J= ]== 
Dog.. ........................... 1',770 \ 2,190 -- 3,120 - \ 250 

C. (T.) mesomelas . .............. '. 

75 C. (T.) mesomelas . ......... ...... I 8,040 \ - 6,670 -- 5,,634 -' 976 

__ I Cat............................. ___ O_._~ ___ O --=::....-I--=---=-J----=--
1 
Dog................. ............ \ 324 1 - 2,200 -- 1,845 \ 315 1 -

95 1 g~E-). ~~s~:~das: ::::::::::::::: 1 ],
148 1_- 1_48,6e;gi _ =:_I---=~\_1~3:~J _ 

109 1 Dog ............................ · 1 1 __ =--1_=--1_ -_._15,~~I_--_\_=-J----=-_ 
1 Dog ...... ;............. ........ 1 3,152 1 = \ 1/2 1 - 1 4,735 1- 1 -

lI8 1 g~t(T.)~,:s~~'~'a.s:::::::::::::::: 1 1 63g I _ I 3,712 1 = I :::: I := 1 = 
135 IDog ........................... -I 11--16-'226-11-----1----1--18,5-40-[-.-578-1------1----

1 c. (T.) mesomelas...... ......... 1 7,866 I I 1 I 
---- ... __ . ,------------'-- -- -_ .. --------_.-._----------._-----------

• One half the number of scolices administered to the other carnivores 
t Accidentally overdosed 
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Age of 
infestation 

in days 

48 

60 

75 

95 

TABLE 26.--Percentage of patent worms 

___ B_ovine I Ovine Porcine I Human 

IlnlIlll I n 
I-.-I~-- r----~I--·~- --- ~~~---
I I I I Generation 

! _, _ I I I 1st 2nd 

Host 

L pielus ......... ................ I 88'6 I 61·7 I I 
L. prpfus......................... 50·0 I 65·6 I 
c. dmgo......................... 13'3 I 
Dog ............................. 29:4 0 54'6 I 66·7 1435

1 

_ 

V. chama............ ............ 12 5 I - - - -- -
C. (T.) mesomelas. ............... _ , __ =---1_-=--1_-=---___ 0 ___ -_-_ 

Dog ............................. I - ____ I __ =---_·~I~-=---_-=~-~~~---_ 
Dog............................. - 51·9 48·3 I - \7·4 -- 19'0 
C. (T.) mesomelas. ............... - 60·1 16·7 - 47·8 -- 8.1'3 

I Dog............................ _ -~- 22·6 1--=--r~-3-'7-1--~ 
c. (T.) mesomelas .. ........... "" - 48·5 t6·7 - I - 73·3 -

109 I Dog............................. - I--~- -~~-=--r-::--I-

118 Dog ............................ - 1 43 '5 _ 73·9 I 
C. (T.) mesomelas. ........ ....... - 70·0 n·3 

135 I Dog .. ,.......................... - 95'8 12'5 16'7 I 
C. (T.) mt!someias. ............... - 75'0 

-~-------------- .. -~-. 
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