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Abstract
Canine vector-borne pathogens (VBPs) are a group of globally distributed and rapidly spreading microorganisms
transmitted by arthropods. In the present survey, we investigated Anaplasma spp., Ehrlichia canis, Dirofilaria
immitis and Borrelia burgdorferi sensu lato seroprevalence between three groups of dogs (asymptomatic, suspected
and deceased) from continental and coastal regions of Croatia with the commercial point-of-care SNAP®4Dx®Plus
for VBPs. The overall prevalence for tested pathogens in dogs was 6.1% with the highest prevalence detected for
Anaplasma spp. (4.5%), while the remaining pathogens were found at a prevalence of less than 1% (E. canis 0.6%,
B. burgdorferi s.l. 0.4%, D. immitis 0.6%). No statistically significant differences in VBP detection between dog
cohorts could be found with the exception of D. immitis in the deceased group. Interestingly, no evidence of D.
immitis could be found in the hearts of dogs in this group at necropsy, however. This study provides the first data
on the seroprevalence of selected VBPs between dogs of different health statuses in Croatia. The results demonstrate
that serological evidence of VBPs alone or in combination with co-infections were found just as frequently in
asymptomatic dogs as those with suspected or confirmed evidence of VBP disease, raising questions about the
pathogenic potential of these organisms in domesticated dogs.
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Introduction

Vector-borne pathogens (VBPs) are a group of globally dis-
tributed and rapidly spreading microorganisms that are trans-
mitted by arthropods, including ticks, fleas, mosquitoes and
phlebotominae sand flies (Otranto et al. 2009). In dogs, bac-
teria such as Anaplasma platys, Anaplasma phagocytophilum,
Ehrlichia canis and Borrelia burgdorferi (sensu lato) com-
plex, as well as protozoans Babesia canis, Hepatozoon canis
and Leishmania infantum and the nematode Dirofilaria
immitis, are among the major VBPs (Day 2011). The preva-
lence of these VBPs in dogs appears to vary across different
European regions. Unfortunately, a confounder to comparing
these studies is the choice of detection methods. Different
serological methods (immunofluorescent antibody test
(IFAT), enzyme-linked immunoadsorbent assay (ELISA),
SNAP®4Dx®) have been used to assess the distribution of
VBPs among European countries showing that the prevalence
can vary depending on the method used (Sainz et al. 2015;
Maggi et al. 2014).

Using the SNAP®4Dx® commercial point-of-care
test, the most frequently detected VBPs in dogs throughout
Europe belong to the bacterial genus Anaplasma, including
the species Anaplasma phagocytophilum, the causative
agent of granulocytic anaplasmosis and Anaplasma
platys, a potential agent of canine infectious cyclic
thrombocytopenia (Sainz et al. 2015). Anaplasma spp.
have been reported in dogs from northern (Finland;
Pérez Vera et al. 2014), central (Hungary; Farkas et al.
2014), western (France; Pantchev et al. 2009) and south-
eastern (Romania; Mircean et al. 2012) Europe, with preva-
lences ranging from 2.7% (France; Pantchev et al. 2009) to
7.9%, (Hungary; Farkas et al. 2014). In southern Europe, sev-
eral studies (Italy, Portugal, Spain) have revealed that the prev-
alence in asymptomatic dogs was lower than in dogs clinically
suspected to have canine vector-borne diseases (VBDs)
(Cardoso et al. 2012; Miró et al. 2013; Piantedosi et al. 2017).

Ehrlichia canis is the bacterial pathogen responsible
for acute and chronic canine monocytic ehrlichiosis
(Sainz et al. 2015). The reported seroprevalence of E.
canis in dogs varies throughout Europe. Lower preva-
lences, of up to 0.3%, were reported in Hungary (Farkas et al.
2014), Finland (Pérez Vera et al. 2014) and France (Pantchev
et al. 2009), while higher in Romania (2.1%, Mircean et al.
2012). Higher prevalences are largely limited to Southern
Europe and, in particular, the Mediterranean basin,
which is considered to be endemic for E. canis (Sainz
et al. 2015). In asymptomatic dogs, the E. canis sero-
prevalence ranges from 4.1% (Portugal, Cardoso et al.
2012) to 7.6% (Italy, Piantedosi et al. 2017), while in
dogswith suspected VBD, seroprevalences from 7.5% (Spain,
Miró et al. 2013) to 16.4% (Portugal, Cardoso et al. 2012)
have been reported.

Helminthic D. immitis antigen is typically detected in very
low levels in European countries with reported prevalences of
< 1% in France (Pantchev et al. 2009) and Italy (Piantedosi
et al. 2017), while higher in Hungary (Farkas et al. 2014) and
Romania (Mircean et al. 2012). Exceptions to this include
studies from Spain (Miró et al. 2013) and Portugal (Cardoso
et al. 2012), where higher prevalences (e.g. > 8%) were
reported in clinically suspected dogs over asymptomatic
(~ 4.0%) dogs.

B. burgdorferi s.l. is a spirochaete and potential cause of
Lyme disease in mammals (Chomel 2015). This VBP has the
lowest prevalence rates reported from all European regions
with decreasing prevalence from North to South (Finland,
Pérez Vera et al. 2014; Italy, Piantedosi et al. 2017; France,
Pantchev et al. 2009). In Portugal (Cardoso et al. 2012), the
seroprevalence of B. burgdorferi s.l. was slightly higher in
dogs with clinically suspected VBDs (0.5%) than in asymp-
tomatic dogs (0.2%).

Co-infections of one or more VBPs in European countries
are frequent in dogs in areas where canine VBDs are endemic
(Otranto et al. 2009). While co-infection prevalence
rates of < 1.0% have been described in Romania (Mircean
et al. 2012) and Hungary (Farkas et al. 2014), higher preva-
lences have been reported in some countries in Southern
Europe including Italy (2.3%; Piantedosi et al. 2017) and
Portugal, the latter including detection of 2% in asymptomatic
dogs while clinically suspected dogs had co-infection rates of
11.6% (Cardoso et al. 2012).

In Croatia, molecular methods have confirmed the pres-
ence of a range of VBPs in dogs including several Babesia
species (Beck et al. 2009),Hepatozoon canis andHepatozoon
sp. (Vojta et al. 2009), and A. platys and A. phagocytophilum
(Huber et al. 2017). Further, antibodies to L. infantum
(Živičnjak et al. 2005; Mrljak et al. 2017), E. canis,
Anaplasma spp., B. burgdorferi s.l. and D. immitis antigen
(Mrljak et al. 2017) have been confirmed in asymptomatic
dogs. To expand our knowledge and potential health impact
of VBPs in Croatia, in the current study, we investigated the
seroprevalence of VBPs between three groups of dogs
(asymptomatic, suspected and deceased dogs) from different
Croatian regions.

Materials and methods

Serological investigation for canine VBPs was conducted on
blood samples from 1433 dogs collected in the period
between 2012 and 2016. Samples originated from three
groups of dogs (Table 2). The first group (asymptomatic) in-
cluded 753 asymptomatic dogs (52.6%, 753/1433). The sec-
ond group (suspected) was comprised of 617 dogs (43.1%,
617/1433) presented to private veterinary clinics due to clini-
cal signs and/or haematological abnormalities (anaemia,
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thrombocytopenia, vomiting, anorexia, pale mucous mem-
branes). The third group (deceased) consisted of 63 dogs
(4.4%, 63/1433) with suspected canine VBD. The necropsy
investigations and sampling of these animals is further de-
scribed in Huber et al. (2017). Animals in each group could
be further subdivided based on their geographic location of
origin into continental (783/1433, 54.6%) or coastal regions
(650/1433, 45.4%) of Croatia (Table 1). Since the groups of
dogs were heterogeneous in their geographic location and/or
health status, comparisons were limited to the following: (i)
overall prevalence among groups, (ii) prevalence among
groups from the continental region of Croatia and (iii) preva-
lence among asymptomatic groups from both regions.

Blood samples for animals in the asymptomatic and
suspected groups were collected by veterinarians during clin-
ical examination by cephalic venipuncture using 3 mL EDTA-
anticoagulated vacuum tubes. Blood samples from deceased
group dogs were collected from the right ventricle of
the heart into an EDTA-containing tube as previously
described (Huber et al. 2017).

The presence of D. immitis antigen and antibodies against
A. phagocytophilum/A. platys, B. burgdoferi s.l. and E. canis
were determined by use of the commercial point-of-care
SNAP®4Dx®Plus (IDEXX Laboratories Inc., Westbrook,
ME, USA) as per the manufacturer’s instructions.

One-way ANOVAwas performed to analyse differences in
seroprevalence among detected VBPs and groups of dogs.
When ANOVA assumptions were not met, after testing for data
normality and homoscedasticity by Shapiro-Wilk W test and
Levane’s test, the non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis test was used.
Statistical analyses were performed using Stata 13.1 (StataCopr.
2016. Stata Statistical Software: Release 13.1, College Station,
TX). A level of p < 0.05 was considered significant.

Results and discussion

In order to investigate the prevalence and impact of VBPs on
the health of dogs in Croatia, we conducted large-scale screen-
ing of 1433 dogs divided by health status. This screening

revealed an overall prevalence of 6.1% to the range of patho-
gens tested (Anaplasma spp., E. canis, D. immitis, B.
burgdorferi s.l.) (88/1433; Table 2). The observed seropreva-
lence was similar across all three groups of animals with 6.8%
of asymptomatic dogs, 5.2% of suspected dogs and 7.9% of
deceased dogs revealing positivity to one or more of the path-
ogens tested (Table 2). The overall seroprevalence is notably
lower than the previous investigations of VBPs in asymptom-
atic dogs in Croatia (Mrljak et al. 2017) where the recorded
prevalence was four times higher (25.7%). This may be ex-
plained in the previous study where the seroprevalence of the
piroplasm B. canis (> 20% reported) was also assessed. With
the removal of the B. canis seroprevalence, Mrljak et al.
(2017) study reports an overall prevalence of VBPs in
Croatian dogs of ~ 5–8%, which is consistent with the present
study.

The canine VBPs most frequently detected in this study
were Anaplasma spp. (4.5%; Table 2) and at seroprevalence
rates similar to that reported in studies of dogs in other
European countries (Mircean et al. 2012; Pantchev et al.
2009; Pérez Vera et al. 2014; Piantedosi et al. 2017). In these
investigations, the prevalence is usually attributed to A.
phagocytophilum despite the fact that the SNAP®4Dx test
or SNAP®4Dx®Plus cannot distinguish between A.
phagocytophilum and A. platys antibodies (Chandrashekar
et al. 2010). Indeed, molecular detection of both pathogens
in Croatian dogs suggested a higher prevalence of A. platys
in different regions of the country (Huber et al. 2017).
Surprisingly, the overall prevalence was the highest in the
group of asymptomatic dogs (5.4%) than in suspected
(3.4%) or in deceased dogs (3.2%) (Table 2), although these
differences were not statistically significant. In contrast to re-
sults from our study, the prevalence in Portugal (Cardoso et al.
2012) and Spain (Miró et al. 2013) was higher in suspected
(9.2%, Portugal; 3.8% Spain) than in asymptomatic dogs
(4.5%, Portugal; 2.1% Spain).

The seroprevalence for the remaining VBPs detected in
dogs in this study was typically < 1% (Table 2). Antibodies
to E. canis were present in 0.6% of dogs (asymptomatic and
suspected); however, deceased dogs were not seropositive
(Table 2). No statistically significant differences could be ob-
served in dogs from different regions of Croatia (Table 3).
These results raise further questions over the significance of
E. canis in Croatia since an even lower seroprevalence (0.5%)
was detected in asymptomatic Croatian dogs (Mrljak et al.
2017) and PCRs failed to detect pathogen from 1080 dogs
(Huber et al. 2017). Similar low prevalences were reported
in asymptomatic dogs from countries where autochthonous
cases are still lacking such as Hungary (0.2%, Farkas et al.
2014) and Finland (0.3%, Pérez Vera et al. 2014). Given that
differences in the seroprevalence of E. canis have been report-
ed between dogs with suspected monocytic ehrlichiosis and
asymptomatic dogs in Portugal (Cardoso et al. 2012) and

Table 1 Geographical distribution of dogs in each cohort from the
different regions of Croatia

Group of dogs Continental region Coastal region

Asymptomatic 146/1433; 10.2%
(95% CI 8.67–11.87)

607/1433; 42.4%
(95% CI 39.78–44.96)

Suspected 576/1433; 40.2%
(95% CI 37.64–42.79)

41/1433; 2.9%
(95% CI 2.06–3.86)

Deceased 61/1433; 4.3%
(95% CI 3.27–5.43)

2/1433; 0.1%
(95% CI 0.01–0.54)

Overall 783/1433; 54.6%
(95% CI 52.02–57.24)

650/1433; 45.4%
(95% CI 42.76–47.98)
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Spain (Miró et al. 2013), further studies of dogs with
suspected monocytic ehrlichiosis in Croatia are needed to re-
solve this issue.

The seroprevalence of B. burgdorferi s.l. in our study was
similarly low (0.4%) with no statistically significant differ-
ences observed between dogs from either cohort (Table 2) or
between geographic region of Croatia (Table 3). The preva-
lence in asymptomatic dogs was lower than that reported by
Mrljak et al. (2017; 0.7%) but similar to that reported in other
European countries such as Italy (0.3%, Piantedosi et al.
2017), Hungary (0.4%, Farkas et al. 2014) and Romania
(0.5%, Mircean et al. 2012). Previous studies have shown that
the dominant genospecies of B. burgdorferi s.l. in Ixodes
ricinus ticks are B. afzelii, B. garinii and B. valasiana
(Rijpkema et al. 1996; Tijsse-Klasen et al. 2013). B.
burgdorferi s.s. is much rarer, however, but is so far the only
genospecies found to be pathogenic in dogs after experimental
infections (Krupka and Straubinger 2010). While studies
have not been performed on the diversity of B. burgdorferi
s.l. in ticks in Croatia, it is likely that pathogenic species such
as B. burgdorferi s.s. are likely only found in extremely low
levels.

The detection of D. immitis nematode prevalence in the
deceased dog cohort was the only example where we observed
statistically significant differences between dogs in this cohort
versus those in the asymptomatic and suspected cohorts (p =
0.0275) (Table 2). The overall prevalence for D. immitis anti-
gen was 0.6%, with a 0.6% (4/617) and 0.4% (3/753) preva-
lence found in suspected and asymptomatic dog cohorts, re-
spectively, and in contrast to the prevalence of 3.2% (2/63) in
the deceased dog cohort. Interestingly, noD. immitis parasites
were found in the hearts of dogs in the deceased cohort during
necropsy (data not shown). One potential explanation for this
disparity may be the reported cross-reactivity of this D.
immitis antigen assay with other helminths reported in
Croatia (Venco et al. 2017). The seroprevalence rate in asymp-
tomatic and deceased dogs is otherwise similar to that reported
in other European countries (Pantchev et al. 2009; Mircean
et al. 2012; Farkas et al. 2014; Piantedosi et al. 2017).
Compared to other Croatian studies, the prevalence for D.
immitis antigen in asymptomatic dogs (0.4%, Table 2) in this
study was similar to the 0.5% previously reported by Mrljak
et al. (2017). Higher rates of ~ 5–6%were previously reported
in Croatian studies usingmodifiedKnott’s test and SNAP 4Dx

Table 3 Geographical distribution of vector-borne pathogens in dogs in Croatia

Pathogen Continental region Coastal region

Asymptomatic Suspected Deceased Asymptomatic Suspected Deceased

Anaplasma 9/146; 6.2%
(95% CI 2.86–11.37)

21/576; 3.7%
(95% CI 2.27–5.52)

2/61; 3.3%
(95% CI 0.40–11.34)

32/607; 5.3%
(95% CI 3.63–7.36)

0/41; 0.0% 0/2; 0.0%

E. canis 2/14; 1.4%
(95% CI 0.16–4.86)

4/576; 0.7%
(95% CI 0.18–1.77)

0/61; 0.0% 3/607; 0.5%
(95% CI 0.10–1.44)

0/41; 0.0% 0/2; 0.0%

B. burgdorferi 1/146; 0.7%
(95% CI 0.02–3.76)

3/576; 0.5%
(95% CI 0.10–1.51)

1/61; 1.6%
(95% CI 0.04–8.79)

1/607; 0.2%
(95% CI 0.04–0.91)

0/41; 0.0% 0/2; 0.0%

D. immitis 2/146; 1.4%
(95% CI 0.16–4.86)

4/576; 0.7%
(95% CI 0.18–1.77)

2/61; 3.3%
(95% CI 0.40–11.34)

1/607; 0.2%
(95% CI 0.04–0.91)

0/41; 0.0% 0/2; 0.0%

Overall 14/146; 9.6%
(95% CI 5.80–15.45)

32/576; 5.6%
(95% CI 3.96–7.74)

5/61; 8.2%
(95% CI 2.72–18.10)

37/607; 6.1%
(95% CI 4.33–8.30)

0/41; 0.0% 0/2; 0.0%

51/783; 6.5% (95% CI 4.89–8.47) 37/650; 5.7% (95% CI 4.04–7.76)

Table 2 Summary of the
screening results for VBPs
detected in this study in Croatian
dogs from each of the three
cohorts (asymptomatic, suspected
and deceased)

Pathogen Asymptomatic dogs Suspected dogs Deceased dogs Overall

Anaplasma 41/753; 5.4%

(95% CI 3.82–7.06)

21/617; 3.4%

(95% CI 1.97–4.83)

2/63; 3.2%

(95% CI 0–7.63)

64/1433; 4.5%

(95% CI 3.40–5.54)

E. canis 5/753; 0.7%

(95% CI 0.08–1.25)

4/617; 0.6%

(95% CI 0.01–1.28)

0/63; 0.0% 9/1433; 0.6%

(95% CI 0.22–1.0)

B. burgdorferi 2/753; 0.3%

(95% CI 0.10–0.63)

3/617; 0.5%

(95% CI 0–1.04)

1/63; 1.6%

(95% CI 0–4.76)

6/1433; 0.4%

(95% CI 0.08–0.75)

D. immitis 3/753; 0.4%

(95% CI 0.05–0.85)

4/617; 0.7%

(95% CI 0.01–1.28)

2/63; 3.2%

(95% CI 0–7.63)

9/1433; 0.6%

(95% CI 0.03–1.04)

Overall 51/753; 6.8%

(95% CI 5.00–8.60)

32/617; 5.2%

(95% CI 3.57–7.24)

5/63; 7.9%

(95% CI 2.63–17.56)

88/1433; 6.1%

(95% CI 4.95–7.51)
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test (Jurić et al. 2007; Holler et al. 2010) however. On this
basis, the overall prevalence of D. immitis detected would
appear to be lower than expected.

Serological or antigenic detection of at least two VBPs
were found in 0.5% of dogs screened (0.5%, 7/1433, 95%
CI 0.24–1.00). In the asymptomatic dog cohort, 4/753
(0.5%; 95% CI 0.21–1.36) were found to be positive for both
Anaplasma spp. and E. canis (continental and coastal region).
Two animals (2/617, 0.32%, 95% CI 0.09–1.17) in the
suspected cohort from the continental region were found to
be positive for Anaplasma spp. and eitherB. burgdorferi s.l. or
E. canis. In the deceased cohort, one animal (1/63, 1.59%,
95% CI 0.28–8.46) was positive for Anaplasma spp.
and D. immitis (continental region). Based on geograph-
ical distribution, co-infections were more prevalent in
dogs from the continental region (0.6%, 5/783, 95%
CI 0.27–1.49) than the coastal region (0.31%, 2/650,
95% CI 0.08–1.11). No differences were statistically
significant, however. Co-infections are known to cause
more severe clinical signs, resulting in complicating dis-
ease outcomes than infections with either agent alone
(De Tommasi et al. 2013). In a Portuguese study (Cardoso
et al. 2012), a higher prevalence of co-infections was found
in animals with clinical signs and/or that are suspected to have
VBDs (11.6%) than in asymptomatic dogs (2%). Interestingly,
in our survey, co-infections were more frequent in asymptom-
atic than in suspected and deceased dogs, which further raises
a question over the seriousness of co-infections in disease
pathogenesis.

To our knowledge, this is the first survey that compares the
seroprevalence of VBPs between three groups (asymptomatic,
suspected and deceased) of dogs from different regions in
Croatia. The results of this study demonstrate that the investi-
gated canine VBPs were more frequent in apparently healthy
dogs raising questions about the pathogenic potential of many
of these organisms in canine hosts.

Acknowledgements We are grateful for the excellent technical support of
Marija Stublić and Kristina Skrbin from the Croatian Veterinary Institute.
We also wish to acknowledge companyVOXA for their kind provision of
assays to support the completion of this project.

Funding The research was financed by the Croatian Scientific
Foundation Grant number 1957, acronym GENOTICKTRECK.

Compliance with ethical standards

The authors declare that the research complies with current ethical stan-
dards and laws of the country where the study was conducted. This study
was approved by the institutional ethics committee of the Faculty of
Veterinary Medicine, University of Zagreb (permit numbers 251–61-01/
139–15-2) and the ethics committee of the Croatian Veterinary Institute
(permit 2544 from 26-05-2014).

Conflict of interest The authors declare that they have no conflict of
interest.

References

Beck R, Vojta L, Mrljak V, Marinculić A, Beck A, Živičnjak T,
Caccio SM (2009) Diversity of Babesia and Theileria species
in symptomatic and asymptomatic dogs in Croatia. Int J
Parasitol 39:843–848

Cardoso L, Madeira MC, De Carvalho L (2012) Prevalence ofDirofilaria
immitis, Ehrlichia canis, Borrelia burgdorferi sensu lato,
Anaplasma spp. and Leishmania infantum in apparently healthy
and CVBD-suspect dogs in Portugal–a national serological stud.
Parasit Vectors 5(62)

Chandrashekar R, Mainville CA, Beall MJ, O’Connor T, Eberts MD,
Alleman AR, Gaunt SD, Breitschwerdt EB (2010) Performance of
a commercially available in-clinic ELISA for the detection of anti-
bodies against Anaplasma phagocytophilum, Ehrlichia canis, and
Borrelia burgdorferi and Dirofilaria immitis antigen in dogs. Am J
Vet Res 71:1443–1450

Chomel B (2015) Lyme disease. Rev Sci Tech 34:569–576
Day MJ (2011) One health: the importance of companion animal vector-

borne diseases. Parasit Vectors 4(49)
De Tommasi AS, Otranto D, Dantas-Torres F, Capelli G,

Breitschwerdt EB, de Caprariis D (2013) Are vector-borne
pathogen co-infections complicating the clinical presentation
in dogs? Parasit Vectors 6(97)

Farkas R, Gyurkovszky M, Lukács Z, Aladics B, Solymosi N (2014)
Seroprevalence of some vector-borne infections of dogs in
Hungary. Vector Borne Zoonotic Dis 14:256–260

Holler D, Racz A, Bošnir J, Petrak O (2010) The prevalence of
dirofilariasis in the hinterland of the Istrian peninsula. Med Jad 40:
67–74

Huber D, Reil I, Duvnjak S, Jurković D, Lukačević D, Pilat M, Beck A,
Mihaljević Ž, Vojta L, Beck R, Polkinghorne A (2017) Molecular
detection of Anaplasma platys, Anaplasma phagocytophilum and
Wolbachia sp. but not Ehrlichia canis in Croatian dogs. Parasitol
Res 116:3019–3026

Jurić B, Beck R, Martinković F, Milosavljević A, Pahović S, Matić A
(2007) The prevalence of Dirofilaria infections among truffle dogs
in Istria. Proceedings of the First European Dirofilaria Days Zagreb,
Croatia, p 33–4

Krupka I, Straubinger RK (2010) Lyme Borreliosis in dogs and cats:
background, diagnosis, treatment and prevention of infections with
Borrelia burgdorferi sensu stricto. Vet Clin North Am Small Anim
Pract 40:1103–1119

Maggi RG, Birkenheuer AJ, Hegarty BC, Bradley JM, Levy MG,
Breitschwerdt EB (2014) Comparison of serological and molecular
panels for diagnosis of vector-borne diseases in dogs. Parasit
Vectors 7:127

Mircean V, Dumitrache MO, Györke A, Pantchev N, Jodies R, Mihalca
AD, Cozma V (2012) Seroprevalence and geographic distribution
of Dirofilaria immitis and tick-borne infections (Anaplasma
phagocytophilum, Borrelia burgdorferi sensu lato and
Ehrlichia canis) in dogs from Romania. Vector Borne
Zoonotic Dis 12:595–604

Miró G, Montoya A, Roura X, Gálvez R, Sainz A (2013) Seropositivity
rates for agents of canine vector-borne diseases in Spain: a
multicentre study. Parasit Vectors 6:117

Mrljak V, Kuleš J, Mihaljević Ž, Torti M, Gotić J, Crnogaj M,
Živičnjak T, Mayer I, Šmit I, Bhide M, Barić Rafaj R (2017)
Prevalence and geographic distribution of vector-borne path-
ogens in apparently healthy dogs in Croatia. Vector Borne
Zoonotic Dis 17:398–408

Otranto D, Dantas-Torres F, Breitschwerdt EB (2009) Managing canine
vector-borne diseases of zoonotic concern: part one. Trends
Parasitol 25:157–163

Parasitol Res (2019) 118:347–352 351



Pantchev N, Schaper R, Limousin S, Norden N, Weise M, Lorentzen L
(2009) Occurrence of Dirofilaria immitis and tick-borne infections
caused by Anaplasma phagocytophilum, Borrelia burgdorferi sensu
lato and Ehrlichia canis in domestic dogs in France: results of a
countrywide serologic survey. Parasitol Res 105:S101–S113

Pérez Vera C, Kapiainen S, Junnikkala S, Aaltonen K, Spillmann T,
Vapalahti O (2014) Survey of selected tick-borne diseases in dogs
in Finland. Parasit Vectors 7:285

Piantedosi D, Neola B, D'Alessio N, Di Prisco F, Santoro M, Pacifico L,
Sgroi G, Auletta L, Buch J, Chandrashekar R, Breitschwerdt EB,
Veneziano V (2017) Seroprevalence and risk factors associated with
Ehrlichia canis, Anaplasma spp., Borrelia burgdorferi sensu lato
and D. immitis in hunting dogs from southern Italy. Parasitol Res
116:2651–2660

Rijpkema S, Golubic D, Molkenboer M, Verbeek-De Kruif N,
Schellekens J (1996) Identification of four genomic groups of
Borrelia burgdorferi sensu lato in Ixodes ricinus ticks collected in
a Lyme borreliosis endemic region of northern Croatia. Exp Appl
Acarol 20:23–30

Sainz Á, Roura X, Miró G, Estrada-Peña A, Kohn B, Harrus S, Solano-
Gallego L (2015) Guideline for veterinary practitioners on canine
ehrlichiosis and anaplasmosis in Europe. Parasit Vectors 8(75)

Tijsse-Klasen E, Pandak N, Hengeveld P, Takumi K, Koopmans MPG,
Sprong H (2013) Ability to cause erythema migrans differs between
Borrelia burgdorferi sensu lato isolates. Parasit Vectors 6:23

Venco L,Manzocchi S, GenchiM, Kramer LH (2017) Heat treatment and
false-positive heartworm antigen testing in ex vivo parasites and
dogs naturally infected by Dirofilaria repens and Angiostrongylus
vasorum. Parasit Vectors 10:476

Vojta L, Mrljak V, Ćurković S, Živičnjak T, MarinculićA, Beck R (2009)
Molecular epizootiology of canine hepatozoonosis in Croatia. Int J
Parasitol 10:1129–1136

Živičnjak T, Martinković F, Marinculić A, Mrljak V, Kučer N, Matijatko
V, Mihaljević Ž, Barić-Rafaj R (2005) A seroepidemiologic survey
of canine visceral leishmaniosis among apparently healthy dogs in
Croatia. Vet Parasitol 131:35–43

352 Parasitol Res (2019) 118:347–352


	Seroprevalence of vector-borne pathogens in dogs from Croatia
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Results and discussion
	References


