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Abstract

Toxoplasma gondiiis a widespread zoonotic parasite that is relevant for veterinary and pub-
lic health. The domestic cat, the definitive host species with the largest worldwide popula-
tion, has become evolutionarily and epidemiologically the most important host of T. gondii.
The outcome of T. gondiiinfection is influenced by congenital and acquired host characteris-
tics. We detected differences in T. gondii seroprevalence by cat breed in our previous stud-
ies. The aims of this study were to estimate T. gondii seroprevalence in selected domestic
cat breeds, and to evaluate whether being of a certain breed is associated with T. gondii
seropositivity, when the age and lifestyle of the cat are taken into account. The studied
breeds were the Birman, British Shorthair, Burmese, Korat, Norwegian Forest Cat, Ocicat,
Persian, and Siamese. Plasma samples were analyzed for the presence of immunoglobulin
G antibodies against T. gondiiwith a commercial direct agglutination test at dilution 1:40.
The samples were accompanied by owner-completed questionnaires that provided back-
ground data on the cats. Overall, 41.12% of the 1121 cats tested seropositive, and the sero-
prevalence increased with age. The Burmese had the lowest seroprevalence (18.82%) and
the Persian had the highest (60.00%). According to the final multivariable logistic regression
model, the odds to test seropositive were four to seven times higher in Birmans, Ocicats,
Norwegian Forest Cats, and Persians when compared with the Burmese, while older age
and receiving raw meat were also risk factors for T. gondii seropositivity. This study showed
that T. gondii seroprevalence varies by cat breed and identified being of certain breeds,
older age, and receiving raw meat as risk factors for seropositivity.

Introduction

Toxoplasma gondii is an intracellular protozoan parasite with a broad host range [1]. Sexual
stages of T. gondii develop only in the intestine of felids, which are able to shed T. gondii
oocysts into the environment if infected with the parasite [1]. In the intestinal epithelium of
felids, recombination can occur and yield genetically divergent T. gondii strains [2]. Domestic
cats (Felis catus) are the only domestic animals that can be definitive hosts for T. gondii. As the

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659  September 8, 2017

1/10


https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1371/journal.pone.0184659&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2017-09-08
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1371/journal.pone.0184659&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2017-09-08
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1371/journal.pone.0184659&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2017-09-08
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1371/journal.pone.0184659&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2017-09-08
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1371/journal.pone.0184659&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2017-09-08
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1371/journal.pone.0184659&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2017-09-08
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

@° PLOS | ONE

Toxoplasma gondii seroprevalence varies by cat breed

Competing interests: The authors have declared
that no competing interests exist.

definitive host species with the largest worldwide population, the domestic cat has become
evolutionarily and epidemiologically the most important host of the parasite [2].

In the majority of host species, including humans (Homo sapiens) and domestic cats, most
T. gondii infections are subclinical and chronic, and can be diagnosed indirectly by detecting
specific anti-T. gondii antibodies with serologic tests [1]. However, this zoonotic parasite
causes disease and mortality in many of its hosts, including humans, cats, other domestic ani-
mals, and wildlife, which makes it relevant for both veterinary and public health [1].

The strain of the parasite, the infection dose and route, as well as congenital and acquired
host characteristics, can affect the outcome of T. gondii infection [3-7]. Host-parasite relation-
ships and coevolution have influenced the balance between the hosts and the parasite, suscepti-
bility of the hosts, and virulence of the parasite [1, 2]. Host species [8-11], breeds [12, 13],
strains [14-17], and families [18] display apparent differences in their susceptibility to the
infection. The differences appear genetic [5, 6] and may be explained by differences in the
immune responses elicited [19, 20].

Domestic cats of certain breeds appear to be more susceptible to infections and diseases
than others. A predisposition to the development of feline infectious peritonitis, caused by cer-
tain strains of feline coronavirus, was found in Abyssinians, Bengals, Birmans, Himalayans,
Ragdolls, and Rexes [21], and specific candidate genes associated with the susceptibility have
been identified in Birmans [22]. Devon Rexes have been suggested to be predisposed to skin
colonization by fungi of the genus Malassezia [23].

We detected differences by breed in T. gondii seroprevalence in domestic cats in our previ-
ous studies [24, 25]. The limited number of cats included per breed did not allow further inves-
tigation of the observation in those studies, both of which identified older age and lifestyle
as risk factors for seropositivity. We designed this study to investigate the observation; our
hypothesis was that being of a certain domestic cat breed would be a risk factor or a protective
factor for T. gondii seropositivity. The aims of this study were to estimate T. gondii seropreva-
lence in selected domestic cat breeds and to test the hypothesis, taking into account the age
and lifestyle of the cat.

Materials and methods
Ethics statement

No animals were sampled primarily for this study. The plasma samples were collected earlier
and stored in the Finnish feline biobank. They were utilized under the owners’ consent for
research use (ethical permit ESAVI-2010-0392/Ym-23). All data were handled confidentially,
and the results are presented so that individual cats cannot be identified.

Selection and exclusion of breeds

The selection of breeds was based on the findings in our previous studies in Finland and Esto-
nia [24, 25]. We included breeds with a seroprevalence estimate that differed statistically

(P < 0.05) from the prevalence in all other purebred cats or the overall prevalence that
included also non-purebred cats, and breed pairs that had statistically different (P < 0.05)
seroprevalences, in either of the previous studies. The breeds that fulfilled the inclusion criteria
were the Birman, British Shorthair, Burmese, Korat, Norwegian Forest Cat, Ocicat, Persian,
Scottish Fold, and Siamese. The Scottish Fold was not included, however, because there were
no available samples from cats of this breed.
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Samples

This study utilized plasma samples separated from whole blood samples collected for the Finn-
ish feline biobank by February 2015 from the Birman, British Shorthair, Burmese, Korat,
Norwegian Forest Cat, Ocicat, Persian, and Siamese. Most cats were represented by a single
sample. Two samples were available and analyzed from 156 individual cats. We also included
test results from 74 cats from our previous study that included samples from the same biobank
[24]. The final sample size was 1121 cats.

The samples were stored at -20°C and coded for blinded analyses.

Questionnaire data

Each sample had been accompanied by a questionnaire completed by the owners of the cats.
In addition to the breed, the questionnaires provided information on the date or year when
the cat was born and the date the sample was taken. From these, the age of the cat in years at
the time of sampling was calculated. Data on gender, whether the cat received raw meat, and
whether the cat had outdoor access were also requested through the questionnaire. The back-
ground information of the cats is summarized in S1 Table. Data were missing for some cats:
age in years for 22 cats, age group for 18 cats, gender for one cat, information about receiving
raw meat for 30 cats, and information about outdoor access for 27 cats.

Serology

We tested the plasma samples for the presence of anti-T. gondii immunoglobulin G antibodies
with a commercial direct agglutination test (Toxo-Screen DA, bioMérieux, Marcy-I'Etoile,
France) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. The method has not been validated for
analysis of feline samples, but it has been used for detecting antibodies against T. gondii in cats
in several studies [1, 24, 25]. In this method, possible immunoglobulin M antibodies are dena-
tured by 2-mercaptoethanol. The samples were diluted 1:40, and samples that tested positive
were defined as seropositive. All plates contained the positive and negative controls provided
with the kit in two dilutions (1:40 and 1:4000), and antigen control. We read the results after
18 hours of incubation. Our previous study [24] used the same method and cut-off for deter-
mining seropositivity, thus allowing for inclusion of the results of 74 cats from that study.

Statistical analyses

Using 50% as the expected seroprevalence, the sample sizes available from the breeds Birman
and Norwegian Forest Cat were evaluated as sufficient for obtaining an estimate of the breed-
level seroprevalence at 90% confidence level, while the sample sizes from other breeds were
limited [26].

We report a seroprevalence estimate for each of the breeds. In addition, we categorized
the cats by their breed as long-haired (Birmans, Norwegian Forest Cats, and Persians) and
short-haired (British Shorthairs, Burmese, Korats, Ocicats, and Siamese). Confidence inter-
vals (CI) for the prevalence estimates were computed using mid-P exact, and the differences
were evaluated using two-by-two tables and mid-P exact of the open source software Open
Epi 3.01 [26]. The P-values for all analyses are reported. There were multiple comparisons
and the P-values should be interpreted with caution: we considered P-values < 0.001 as sta-
tistically significant.

Stata 13.1 (StataCorp, College Station, TX, USA) was used to generate logistic regression
models to evaluate the association of five variables with the dichotomous outcome, T. gondii
seropositivity. Age of the cat was evaluated as a continuous variable in years, categorized to

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659  September 8, 2017 3/10


https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659

'qng,L‘JE;|ONE

Toxoplasma gondii seroprevalence varies by cat breed

0-, 1-, 2-, 3-,4-6- and 7-19-year-olds based on the age distribution of the cats, and dichoto-
mized to two age groups: kitten if less than one year old, or adult if at least one year old. We
did not assign age group for five cats from which two samples were available and which had
been kittens at the first and adults at the second sampling. The other variables were breed, gen-
der, whether the cat was receiving raw meat, and whether the cat had outdoor access.

Univariable analyses were used to evaluate the variables separately. Each variable was evalu-
ated for each breed as well as for all the cats, regardless of breed. Age of the cat was evaluated
as dichotomous variable for each of the breeds, and in addition as continuous variable for all
the cats, regardless of breed.

Multivariable logistic regression models were built by offering all the variables to the model
followed by backward elimination of variables with P-values > 0.05 starting from the highest
P-value, taken the variable did not act as a confounder. The predictive power of the models is
presented as area under the receiver operating characteristic curve.

A model was first built for each breed as well as for all the cats, regardless of breed. In these
models, the age of the cat was included as a dichotomous variable (age group).

The final model included the breeds as dummy variables and used the age categories. Eight
different versions were built to evaluate all the possible comparisons between breeds. The final
model had the breed with the lowest seroprevalence as the reference breed.

Results

The overall seroprevalence of anti-T. gondii immunoglobulin G antibodies was 41.12% (95%
CI 38.28-44.03, Table 1). No seroconversions or seroreversions were detected in the cats from
which two samples were tested. The questionnaire data and test result for each individual cat
are presented in S6 Table.

The seroprevalence increased with age (Fig 1). The seroprevalence in adult cats was 45.20%
(95% CI 42.04-48.40), which was higher (P < 0.001) than the seroprevalence in kittens,
18.79% (95% CI 13.52-25.47).

Burmese had the lowest seroprevalence (18.82%) and Persians had the highest (60.00%).
P-values of the two-by-two tables comparing two breeds at the time are shown in S2 Table.
Among the cats included in this study, the seroprevalence in cats of long-haired breeds was
47.2% (95% CI 43.5-51.0), which was higher (P < 0.001) than the seroprevalence in cats of
short-haired breeds, 31.6% (95% CI 27.4-36.1). The odds of testing seropositive were 1.94
(95% CI 1.51-2.50) times higher among long-haired cats than in short-haired cats.

In the univariable logistic regression models generated for each breed separately (S3 Table),
being an adult cat was a risk factor for T. gondii seropositivity for Birmans and Norwegian

Table 1. Toxoplasma gondii seroprevalence in domestic cats of eight breeds.

Breed N
Persian 60
Norwegian Forest Cat 343
Birman 281
Ocicat 88
Siamese 43
British Shorthair 107
Korat 114
Burmese 85
Total 1121

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659.t001

N seropositive % seropositive 95% confidence interval (mid-P exact)
36 60.00 47.35-71.44
160 46.65 41.43-51.93
127 45.20 39.48-51.04
38 43.18 33.33-53.60
15 34.88 21.37-49.88
36 33.64 25.38-43.04
33 28.95 21.39-37.88
16 18.82 11.83-28.52
461 41.12 38.28-44.03
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Fig 1. Histogram showing the increase in Toxoplasma gondii seroprevalence with the age of the cats. The
proportion of cats testing seropositive and the 95% confidence interval are shown.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659.9001

Forest Cats. Receiving raw meat was a risk factor for Birmans and Burmese. Having outdoor
access was a risk factor for Norwegian Forest Cats. Being of male gender appeared as a protec-
tive factor for Birmans. The univariable analyses for all cats, regardless of breed (S3 Table),
identified being an adult cat, receiving raw meat, and having outdoor access as risk factors for
T. gondii seropositivity. The model using age as a continuous variable suggested that the odds
to test seropositive would increase with a factor of 1.24 (95% CI 1.19-1.29) for each additional
year.

In the multivariable logistic regression model built for Birmans, being an adult cat and
receiving raw meat were risk factors, while being male was a protective factor (S4 Table). The
model built for Norwegian Forest Cats included two risk factors: being an adult and having
outdoor access. In the model built for Burmese, receiving raw meat was the only risk factor.
The multivariable model built for all cats, regardless of breed (S4 Table), included being an
adult cat and receiving raw meat as risk factors.

The final multivariable logistic regression model for T. gondii seropositivity included the
breeds as dummy variables (the Burmese as the reference breed), age as a categorized variable
(< 1year old as the reference category), and whether the cat received raw meat or not as a
dichotomous variable (Table 2). The odds to test seropositive were four to seven times higher
in cats of breeds Birman, Ocicat, Norwegian Forest Cat and Persian when compared with
the Burmese, while the model also confirmed that older age and receiving raw meat were rele-
vant risk factors for T. gondii seropositivity. Age was identified as a confounder. The results

from the models with different breeds as the reference are shown in supplementary tables
(S5 Table).
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Table 2. The final multivariable logistic regression model predicting Toxoplasma gondii seropositivity in 1121 domestic cats of eight breeds.

Burmese (n = 85)

Birman (n =281)

British Shorthair (n = 107)
Korat (n=114)

Norwegian Forest Cat (n = 343)
Ocicat (n = 88)

Persian (n = 60)

Siamese (n = 43)

<1 yearold (n =165)
1-year-old (n = 286)

2-year-old (n = 159)

3-year-old (n = 103)
4—-6-year-old (n = 190)
7-19-year-old (n = 196)

Not receiving raw meat (n = 178)
Receiving raw meat (n = 913)

Odds ratio 95% confidence interval P-value
Reference

4.16 2.12-8.19 0.000
3.39 1.57-7.30 0.002
2.03 0.94-4.42 0.073
4.66 2.39-9.08 0.000
4.26 1.94-9.38 0.000
6.99 2.97-16.45 0.000
2.57 1.01-6.53 0.047
Reference

1.74 1.07-2.83 0.025
2.02 1.19-3.43 0.009
419 2.36-7.45 0.000
4.91 2.97-8.13 0.000
16.08 9.36-27.61 0.000
Reference

2.46 1.58-3.82 0.000

Area under the receiver operating characteristic curve = 0.7587

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659.t002

Discussion

This study showed that T. gondii seroprevalence varies considerably by cat breed, and the
observation that long-haired cats had higher odds to test seropositive is intriguing. Being

of certain breeds was confirmed to be a risk factor for testing T. gondii seropositive also

when the age and lifestyle of the cats were taken into account. With this study design, it
remains unknown from where the differences by breed arose; they might be due to genetic sus-
ceptibility or differences in the type, strength, or length of the measurable humoral response.
Cats of any of the breeds included in this study cannot be considered safe from T. gondii.

This study was limited to selected breeds and does not represent all purebred cats nor the
local population of cats. The percentage of cats that tested positive for anti-T. gondii antibodies
was lower than the T. gondii seroprevalence estimates from Finland and Estonia (P < 0.01 and
P < 0.001, respectively) [24, 25]. A similar proportion of kittens was included in this study as
in the Finnish study [24], whereas the larger proportion of kittens included in this study than
in the Estonian study [25] could partly explain that difference. All these estimates of seropreva-
lence are conservative and likely underestimate T. gondii infection prevalence, because the
method used is indirect and detects only immunoglobulin G antibodies. Recently infected cats
have not produced these antibodies yet and appear seronegative. Moreover, using a single dilu-
tion, we expected few cats with high antibody titers to test seronegative because of the prozone
phenomenon [24].

The Finnish feline biobank, which was utilized in this study, is based on voluntary contribu-
tions. The cat owners who had contributed to the biobank might keep their cats differently
than cat owners who did not participate. Moreover, cats that are difficult to handle at a veteri-
nary clinic may be less likely to be sampled. Thus, the results of this study may represent
mainly co-operative cats whose owners were interested in participating in the feline biobank
effort. In addition, different types of owners might be more likely to choose cats of particular
breeds, which can influence the lifestyle of cats of a certain breed. The background information
for the cats was reported by the owners, and there may be recall bias.
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How cats are kept varies around the world, and T. gondii infection pressure varies between
and within countries. In Finland, a geographical north-south gradient in T. gondii seropreva-
lence has been described in Eurasian lynx (Lynx lynx) [27], and in moose (Alces alces) and
domestic sheep (Ovis aries) [28]. The lynxes that originated from the south-west of Finland
had a significantly higher T. gondii seroprevalence than the lynxes from north-east [27]. Simi-
larly, the seroprevalence in moose and sheep was higher in south-western and lower in north-
ern parts of Finland [28]. It is unknown whether the gradient in T. gondii prevalence is present
also in small prey that domestic cats that are allowed to hunt could catch, but the seropreva-
lence in cats living near the capital city, located in the south, was similar to that in cats from
other parts of the country [24]. For each cat included in this study, in addition to breed, we
had data on the known major risk factors for T. gondii seropositivity: age, whether the cat was
receiving raw meat, and whether the cat had outdoor access. Because the infection is usually
acquired and seroprevalence increases with age (as shown also in this study), these risk factors
were relevant to include in the analyses. In particular, raw meat given to the cats by the owners
is a major lifestyle risk factor for T. gondii seropositivity in Finland [24]. In this study, in addi-
tion to the breed of the cat, the age of the cat and whether it was receiving raw meat were statis-
tically significant variables in the final multivariable model for T. gondii seropositivity. The
type and origin of the raw meat given to the cats were, unfortunately, unknown.

Felids are the only known definitive hosts of T. gondii—the only hosts that can shed T. gon-
dii oocysts. Mammals, including humans, and birds can acquire T. gondii infection by ingest-
ing sporulated oocysts, which have been shed in unsporulated form by infected felids. The
only wild felid living in Finland is the Eurasian lynx (Lynx lynx), which has not been shown to
shed T. gondii oocysts [27]. The domestic cat is considered to be the most important host spe-
cies of T. gondii evolutionarily and also epidemiologically for example in regions where domes-
tic cats outnumber the other definitive hosts [2, 24, 27]. Most seropositive cats are considered
to have previously shed oocysts in their feces [1]. From serology results, we can thus retrospec-
tively conclude that a high proportion of cats of a breed with high T. gondii seroprevalence has
shed T. gondii oocysts, while the proportional potential contribution to the environmental
oocyst contamination by cats of a breed with lower seroprevalence has been smaller. It is
unknown whether shedding of T. gondii oocysts (length of the shedding period, number of
oocysts shed) differs by domestic cat breed.

Toxoplasma gondii seroprevalence varied considerably by breed, but seropositive cats were
detected in all the breeds studied and the proportion of seropositive cats was overall high. Cats
of any of the breeds included in this study cannot be considered being safe from T. gondii. Eat-
ing raw meat, the risky lifestyle factor that was also associated with seropositivity, is avoidable,
and protecting cats of all breeds from T. gondii infection should be promoted.

If cats less susceptible to T. gondii infection could be selected for breeding, it could have a
major impact. Preferring such cats could potentially decrease the risk of infection for other
hosts, including humans, by limiting the production of T. gondii oocysts. Furthermore, as T.
gondii can cause severe disease and mortality in domestic cats [24, 29], decreasing susceptibil-
ity to the parasite would also be beneficial for feline welfare and health.

Supporting information

S1 Table. Age, gender, and lifestyle of the cats included in this study, by breed.
(PDF)

$2 Table. P-values (mid-P exact) of two-by-two table comparisons of proportion of cats
testing T. gondii seropositive, by breed.
(PDF)
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$3 Table. Univariable logistic regression models for Toxoplasma gondii seropositivity for
cats of eight breeds separately as well as for all cats, regardless of breed.
(PDF)

S4 Table. Multivariable logistic regression models for Toxoplasma gondii seropositivity for
cats of eight breeds separately as well as for all cats, regardless of breed.
(PDF)

S5 Table. The multivariable logistic regression models for Toxoplasma gondii seropositiv-
ity in 1121 cats of eight breeds, using each of the breeds as the reference breed.
(PDF)

S6 Table. The questionnaire data and test result for each individual cat.
(XLSX)

Acknowledgments

We thank the cats and cat owners for contributions to the feline biobank, and Sini Karjalainen
and Minna Virta for technical assistance.

Author Contributions

Conceptualization: Kirt Must, Pikka Jokelainen.

Data curation: Kiart Must, Pikka Jokelainen.

Formal analysis: Kart Must, Toomas Orro, Pikka Jokelainen.
Funding acquisition: Hannes Lohi, Pikka Jokelainen.
Investigation: Kiart Must, Marjo K. Hytonen, Hannes Lohi, Pikka Jokelainen.
Methodology: Kirt Must, Toomas Orro, Pikka Jokelainen.
Project administration: Pikka Jokelainen.

Resources: Marjo K. Hytonen, Hannes Lohi, Pikka Jokelainen.
Supervision: Hannes Lohi, Pikka Jokelainen.

Validation: Toomas Orro, Pikka Jokelainen.

Visualization: Kért Must.

Writing - original draft: Kart Must, Pikka Jokelainen.

Writing - review & editing: Kéirt Must, Marjo K. Hyt6nen, Toomas Orro, Hannes Lohi,
Pikka Jokelainen.

References
1. Dubey JP. Toxoplasmosis of Animals and Humans. Boca Raton (FL): CRC Press; 2010.

2. Gazzinelli RT, Mendonga-Neto R, Lilue J, Howard J, Sher A. Innate resistance against Toxoplasma
gondii: an evolutionary tale of mice, cats, and men. Cell Host Microbe. 2014 Feb 12; 15(2):132-8.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2014.01.004 PMID: 24528860

3. Boothroyd JC, Grigg ME. Population biology of Toxoplasma gondii and its relevance to human infection:
do different strains cause different disease? Curr Opin Microbiol. 2002 Aug; 5(4):438—42. PMID:
12160866

4. Montoya JG, Liesenfeld O. Toxoplasmosis. Lancet. 2004 Jun 12; 363(9425):1965-76. https://doi.org/
10.1016/S0140-6736(04)16412-X PMID: 15194258

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659  September 8, 2017 8/10


http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659.s003
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659.s004
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659.s005
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659.s006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2014.01.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24528860
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12160866
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(04)16412-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(04)16412-X
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15194258
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659

@° PLOS | ONE

Toxoplasma gondii seroprevalence varies by cat breed

10.

1.

12

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

Maubon D, Ajzenberg D, Brenier-Pinchart MP, Dardé ML, Pelloux H. What are the respective host and
parasite contributions to toxoplasmosis? Trends Parasitol. 2008 Jul; 24(7):299-303. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.pt.2008.03.012 PMID: 18514029

Subauste CS, Ajzenberg D, Kijlstra A. Review of the series "Disease of the year 2011: toxoplasmosis"
pathophysiology of toxoplasmosis. Ocul. Immunol. Inflamm. 2011 Oct; 19(5):297-306. https://doi.org/
10.3109/09273948.2010.605198 PMID: 21970661

Cornelissen JBWJ, van der Giessen JWB, Takumi K, Teunis PFM, Wisselink HJ. An Experimental
Toxoplasma gondii Dose Response Challenge Model to Study Therapeutic or Vaccine Efficacy in Cats.
PLoS ONE. 2014; 9(9):e104740. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0104740 PMID: 25184619

Basso W, Edelhofer R, Zenker W, Méstl K, Kiibber-Heiss A, Prosl H. Toxoplasmosis in Pallas’ cats
(Otocolobus manul) raised in captivity. Parasitology. 2005 Mar; 130(Pt 3):293-9. PMID: 15796012

Pas A, Dubey JP. Fatal toxoplasmosis in sand cats (Felis margarita). J Zoo Wildl Med. 2008 Sep; 39
(3):362-9. https://doi.org/10.1638/2007-0149.1 PMID: 18816998

Jokelainen P, Isomursu M, Nareaho A, Oksanen A. Natural Toxoplasma gondiiinfections in European
brown hares and mountain hares in Finland: proportional mortality rate, antibody prevalence, and
genetic characterization. J Wildl Dis. 2011 Jan; 47(1):154—63. https://doi.org/10.7589/0090-3558-47.1.
154 PMID: 21270004

Jokelainen P, Nylund M. Acute fatal toxoplasmosis in three Eurasian red squirrels (Sciurus vulgaris)
caused by genotype Il of Toxoplasma gondii. J Wildl Dis. 2012 Apr; 48(2):454—7. https://doi.org/10.
7589/0090-3558-48.2.454 PMID: 22493121

Alvarado-Esquivel C, Vazquez-Morales RF, Colado-Romero EE, Guzman-Sanchez R, Liesenfeld O,
Dubey JP. Prevalence of infection with Toxoplasma gondiiin landrace and mixed breed pigs slaugh-
tered in Baja California Sur State, Mexico. European Journal of Microbiology & Immunology. 2015; 5
(1):112—115. https://doi.org/10.1556/EUJMI-D-15-00004 PMID: 25883799

Deksne G, Ligere B, Sneidere A, Jokelainen P. Seroprevalence and Factors Associated with Toxo-
plasma gondii Infections in Sheep in Latvia: Latvian Dark Headed Sheep Breed Associated with Higher
Seroprevalence. Vector Borne Zoonotic Dis. 2017 May 10. https://doi.org/10.1089/vbz.2016.2003
PMID: 28488935

Sergent V, Cautain B, Khalife J, Deslée D, Bastien P, Dao A, Dubremetz JF, Fournié GJ, Saoudi A,
Cesbron-Delauw MF. Innate refractoriness of the Lewis rat to toxoplasmosis is a dominant trait that is
intrinsic to bone marrow-derived cells. Infect Immun. 2005 Oct; 73(10):6990-7. https://doi.org/10.1128/
I1A1.73.10.6990-6997.2005 PMID: 16177379

Yap SG, Shaw MH, Ling Y, Sher A. Genetic analysis of host resistance to intracellular pathogens: les-
sons from studies of Toxoplasma gondiiinfection. Microbes Infect. 2006 Apr; 8(4):1174-8. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.micinf.2005.10.031 PMID: 16513380

Cavaillés P, Sergent V, Bisanz C, Papapietro O, Colacios C, Mas M, et al. The rat Toxo1 locus directs
toxoplasmosis outcome and controls parasite proliferation and spreading by macrophage-dependent
mechanisms. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2006 Jan 17; 103(3):744-9. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.
0506643103 PMID: 16407112

Rochet E, Brunet J, Sabou M, Marcellin L, Bourcier T, Candolfi E, et al. Interleukin-6-Driven Inflamma-
tory Response Induces Retinal Pathology in a Model of Ocular Toxoplasmosis Reactivation. Infect
Immun. 2015 May; 83(5):2109-2117. https://doi.org/10.1128/IA1.02985-14 PMID: 25754200

Morley EK, Williams RH, Hughes JM, Terry RS, Duncanson P, Smith JE, et al. Significant familial differ-
ences in the frequency of abortion and Toxoplasma gondiiinfection within a flock of Charollais sheep.
Parasitology. 2005 Aug; 131(Pt 2):181-5. PMID: 16145934

Gustafsson K, Wattrang E, Fossum C, Heegaard PM, Lind P, Uggla A. Toxoplasma gondiiinfection in
the mountain hare (Lepus timidus) and domestic rabbit (Oryctolagus cuniculus). |1. Early immune reac-
tions. J Comp Pathol. 1997 Nov; 117(4):361-9. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9975(97)80083-7
PMID: 9502272

Ketz-Riley CJ, Ritchey JW, Hoover JP, Johnson CM, Barrie MT. Immunodeficiency associated with
multiple concurrent infections in captive Pallas’ cats (Otocolobus manul). J Zoo Wildl Med. 2003 Sep;
34(3):239-45. http://dx.doi.org/10.1638/01-112 PMID: 14582784

Pesteanu-Somogyi LD, Radzai C, Pressler BM. Prevalence of feline infectious peritonitis in specific cat
breeds. J Feline Med Surg. 2006 Feb; 8(1):1-5. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfms.2005.04.003 PMID:
15994104

Golovko L, Lyons LA, Liu H, Sorensen A, Wehnert S, Pedersen NC. Genetic Susceptibility to Feline
Infectious Peritonitis in Birman Cats. Virus research. 2013; 175(1):58-63. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
virusres.2013.04.006 PMID: 23619280

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659  September 8, 2017 9/10


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pt.2008.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pt.2008.03.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18514029
https://doi.org/10.3109/09273948.2010.605198
https://doi.org/10.3109/09273948.2010.605198
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21970661
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0104740
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25184619
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15796012
https://doi.org/10.1638/2007-0149.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18816998
https://doi.org/10.7589/0090-3558-47.1.154
https://doi.org/10.7589/0090-3558-47.1.154
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21270004
https://doi.org/10.7589/0090-3558-48.2.454
https://doi.org/10.7589/0090-3558-48.2.454
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22493121
https://doi.org/10.1556/EUJMI-D-15-00004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25883799
https://doi.org/10.1089/vbz.2016.2003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28488935
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.73.10.6990-6997.2005
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.73.10.6990-6997.2005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16177379
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micinf.2005.10.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micinf.2005.10.031
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16513380
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0506643103
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0506643103
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16407112
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.02985-14
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25754200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16145934
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9975(97)80083-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9502272
http://dx.doi.org/10.1638/01-112
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14582784
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfms.2005.04.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15994104
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.virusres.2013.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.virusres.2013.04.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23619280
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659

@° PLOS | ONE

Toxoplasma gondii seroprevalence varies by cat breed

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Ahman S, Perrins N, Bond R. Carriage of Malassezia spp. yeasts in healthy and seborrhoeic Devon
Rex cats. Med Mycol. 2007 Aug; 45(5):449-55. https://doi.org/10.1080/13693780701377170 PMID:
17654272

Jokelainen P, Simola O, Rantanen E, Nareaho A, Lohi H, Sukura A. Feline toxoplasmosis in Finland:
cross-sectional epidemiological study and case series study. J Vet Diagn Invest. 2012 Nov; 24
(6):1115—24. https://doi.org/10.1177/1040638712461787 PMID: 23012380

Must K, Lassen B, Jokelainen P. Seroprevalence of and Risk Factors for Toxoplasma gondii Infection in
Cats in Estonia. Vector Borne and Zoonotic Dis. 2015; 15(10):597—601. https://doi.org/10.1089/vbz.
2015.1809 PMID: 26394196

Dean AG, Sullivan KM, Soe MM. OpenEpi: Open Source Epidemiologic Statistics for Public Health,
Version. www.OpenEpi.com, updated 2013/04/06, accessed 2016/11/26.

Jokelainen P, Deksne G, Holmala K, Nareaho A, Laakkonen J, Kojola |, et al. Free-ranging Eurasian
lynx (Lynx lynx) as host of Toxoplasma gondiiin Finland. J Wildl Dis. 2013 Jul; 49(3):527-34. https://
doi.org/10.7589/2011-12-352 PMID: 23778601

Jokelainen P, Nareaho A, Knaapi S, Oksanen A, Rikula U, Sukura A. Toxoplasma gondiiin wild cervids
and sheep in Finland: north-south gradient in seroprevalence. Vet Parasitol. 2010 Aug 4; 171(3—
4):331-6. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2010.04.008 PMID: 20434266

Spycher A, Geigy C, Howard J, Posthaus H, Gendron K, Gottstein B, et al. Isolation and genotyping of
Toxoplasma gondii causing fatal systemic toxoplasmosis in an immunocompetent 10-year-old cat. J
Vet Diagn Invest. 2011 Jan; 23(1):104-8. https://doi.org/10.1177/104063871102300117 PMID:
21217037

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659  September 8, 2017 10/10


https://doi.org/10.1080/13693780701377170
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17654272
https://doi.org/10.1177/1040638712461787
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23012380
https://doi.org/10.1089/vbz.2015.1809
https://doi.org/10.1089/vbz.2015.1809
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26394196
http://www.OpenEpi.com
https://doi.org/10.7589/2011-12-352
https://doi.org/10.7589/2011-12-352
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23778601
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2010.04.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20434266
https://doi.org/10.1177/104063871102300117
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21217037
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184659

