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Effectiveness of lvermectin in various dosages in
treatment of canine demodicosis
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Abstract

Sixty demodectic dogs were allocated into 4 groups and these natural infected dogs were
treated with Ivermectin in different doses of 0.5, 1.0, 2.0 and 3.0 mg/kg of body weight in each week
for 8 consecutive weeks. Demodectic mites were completely and incompletely eliminated in 53 dogs
(83.33%) and 7 dogs (11.67%), respectively. These 7 dogs were from 2 groups : 4 of 7 dogs were group
1 {0.5 mg/kg) and 3 of 7 dogs were group 1l (1 mg/kg). After 10 months of the treatment period, 8 of 53
dogs (15.09%) had recurrence of demodectic mites. These 8 dogs were from all 4 groups : 3 of 8 dogs
were group | (0.6 mg/kg), 2 of 8 dogs were group It {1 mg/kg), 2 of 8 dogs were group Il (2 mg/kg) and
1 of 8 dogs were group IV {3 mg/kg).

Haematological parametres of these experimental dogs during the treatment period were within
normal range. Side effects of ivermectin treatment were recorded as follows: 15 dogs (25%) showed sign
of mydriasis and 1 dog (1.67%) showed sign of tremor.
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