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Observation on the intake of Brugia ma-
layi Microfilariae by Anopheles sinensis
and Host Efficiency Fluang Jionglie,
Ho Guiming,, Department of Parasito-
logy, Sun Yat-sen University of Me-
dical Sciences

The experiments were carried out under the
controlled conditions with teinperature at 'f’.ﬁﬂ:l'c

and relative humidity 75-85% . The Brugian m i-

crofilariae from the peritoneal cavity of Mon-

‘golian jirds, mixed with rabbit blood, were

ingested by Anopheles mosquitoes through the

 artificial membrane, The experimental data show

that the number of microfilariae ingested is

fewer than would be expected from the microfi-
larial densities in the blood meal, The linear
regression shows their quantitative relatio-;’;;

Y=0,61X—1,37,At the same time the host effi-

ciency of Anopheles sinensis decreases with the

“increase of microfilarial number ingested. In

case of the relationship between Brugia malays

and Anopheles sinensis, the survival . rate of

vector host is the chief factor influencing the
decrease of host efficicncy.
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