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Research progress on host cell invasion by Neospora caninum
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Abstract: The recent advances in the invasion process and proteins relating to invasion of host cell by Neospora
caninumwere reviewed in this paper. It was proposed that effective and practical method for neosporasis

prevention and rapid diagnosis would be established and new strategies would be provided through studing

the invasion mechanism of Neospora caninum.
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FEAR T EEAE R o T 1 -5 M 2 A0 B Ao 1) I
6], A5 5 WR L 2 dUA R, %45 5% 5 Ak
FREAL, AR, ik f e 3
AR RS L (AT N 2 AR 5 5 T FnT A% B0 (R R X A
Hoa, PR A W d A i Ean i[RI,
AAEILIEUE BT BB - ILER R 3 E A 9 i
LR A S ESRAE, Hr RAT, R S L E
X, A BN ERALREY, BT
RS ILTAAE . bEE RAARIBAL, ERX IR
[WJE#sl, HRARSERRNG, ERRX A RS
MRS, AR ErE BN g dutd,  JuA
L O P VA a3 =2t 301 p U R & o 1
FLAE g H S (] R A i EE . 5 5 B BN 1)
T, BT IRERLAR S AT ARG dUf R D
2RI A, Lo AR N IR A AR R L
b, HEE RAAPRRE B A SOERUR R A &
oAty — L2870 g SRR BT, gl B R it
AT LEHR S B o U B Bl R
SRR, A G RT DUIRE S T A Tl A 10 A B
MRACAET, I L5 AN IR B A 3 10 A A W 2R 4 B
gy, NI, B UL ARy R
ZhH. EH5T6 40, 448772 hE, {EHTIE
RN EAMAN RS REMEY, ik
AN, REBCDRT AL T IR o R
SURIOBTIE EAIR, SERlR RN BIHATREL

2 5SRANEXMEAR

TEfR AR, k518 g A7 (e 2 4 - e
PRIAHEAEH . AR NE g, dukk
MR TR . FRR AR T B0 ok &5
145 kA T AR
2.1 H/{AEKE¥E (surface antigens, SAGs)

RIMPURA T R R M, efEar AR S51E 140
WA B AR RIREZEREM . BIHACY IR, ©
AEE BARERANE S RARINE A SAGL |
SRS2. Nc-p43. NcPOUSIHI p38L16l, fARAMyi A Fil
IRIGFR I, $USAGL FI SRS2 i 5L v [ R 22 v s oAk
BT AR dOdUE 7 R FINR T -4l
Pinitkiatisakul 552 F [FNcSRS22E [ 4% /N R AE
SANBARN T A RIRPINCSRS 2 Pilk, a4
PCR A2 Fh H2H Ne SRS 2 JE 1 /) B v () 397 40
T HDNA, iR ERTE 10 JUNRImAZh A 7 H
OB AL HUDNA; 10 HEERN T 5 NeSRS2 AHALL, {H
£5 NeSRS2 Ji ¢ I F AL A= 2 ik M5 Aoy 4 1) /)N B i

L AT LRI 25887 L DNA; TfE 10 Hok
SR T S A2 RAS I B AR DNA. BLE
GERRW], Y NeSRS2 & A 2= s MR AT LA
P8/ o S R R A, B R R AR T R G
NcSRS2 75 & b1 3= 40 M 7 T &2 AF FH - H$T NeSRS2
FINcDG1 (N, caninum dense granule antigenl) 45411
20 PSS by 9 R DA R AR AR N A 3 4
M, AEIRIE S T 67, 5%, BL R4S B W] SAGT .
SRS2 WAL & F 18 EA MR . F4h, g4l
I HINC-PA3HLAAR ] LIAIRIN, - caninum#E5H 112 N
T LA, B IFHIR A 44%, NR IHIEIR A
36% 10, Zhang 515K H 98 G S e ik AIE B Ne PO A
T TR, I BPFFUE ELL NePO 1gG it
PRRT LA 2R A A 3, Rk B T
(52.53.6) %, FIHHFICAIE, p38 7R ANTE 40 it
P /R AR RN ETT, X — 8 RIS o
2.2 1H%{KEH (micronemes, MICs)

TR R E A7 AT T 0 R g 1) 2 VA 28 ol
gkt XREOWE TH— RIVRT R ER
o HETALE, CEHRIE 1A LT 1k
MR 145 NeMIC 11221, NeMIC227, NeMIC4 2 Fij
SEO TR R 1 NeMIC3 1290, 39X 4 P2k A ax 113
HA -SRI, #e B X ) i b
F1, A RE S e 4 R 2 Ak e 4,
NI, X EERAG BT 70 il A : NeMICL &K
I BRI ZE A5 8122, NeMIC2 Skt Al
ST M BB 3R S5 A 812, NeMIC3 & 8k ik
KPR i) o Rl d 51 F 40 &1y
ORI b =5 T BRI AR, A0 A 5 i 1 A 1 4
R 2 RBEAL RS s AR5 WML =5 78 HUAS [
J&, BT B T ST SRR R T AT 4
Ay TNIHL S B SR SE SRR L H 3Rk R4 5,
B, NeMIC3 s bE BT sm 70 s, & R 45
Ry s n] LA 55 1 32 40 o 3 i 2R 3% B AR KPR 1 S5 R i
L, I H NeMIC3-EGF-11ike X8 D & 4E K AT 16
TS BIRSNRIE, AR Z 458 ] LS 40 i 2 1 )
IRIR IR B AL G, A5 B 1 40 &
., HERAEFEMMIKE22T, F54h, NeMICI,
NeMIC2 F NeMICA B # AT LA it e A4 1 1 3= 40 i 55
THI 61 25 00 e S8 B AH 45 A . Naguleswaran 25V E K1
Y0 it 5 TR S 07 557 R ok B o) 1 4 e T
26 B e SRR EAT B )5 T A NeMICL 551 F-4i
WU 25 G R R RS 3T°CRE TR 7 Ui 7
E W AR R 1 1 20 A A B A R H A = 0 )l



%59 3] e, 5.

BT HUR N A A0 IR B 9 3k 875

EVSERG TEHEMA,  caninumffiZe R 5 A5 7. gondii
AL, FERZRAR SR A BB GE T, e
(NS =REuNiTw G (SR
2.3 EIR{KE B (rhoptry proteins,ROPs)

1E AR N O g S i R b, BolRik
HEAEEEAEH . 2 RRR ANTE E4n, BEET
LARE W, FeRR S AW s R duk 4,
‘v E IR SR REA G, (HRBURA S
WA Z A, &l 5 B L) TgROP2 1]
DU A\ 4l HO R 5 HA 5 9l o Al e 201 2 40 i 2k
R JE R, R O va b . IR RE T HU
IRAE I H A ROP2, Debache 2510065 ROP2 HE[H 7
B A% RIR A, SRIFE IS A recNcROP2, 14
HNEEFRRIL, i recNeROP2 FiAANHH bl 11 A 15 =
A I E AR T T0%, BUZEASSEA
R B S ARIEIE ] NeROP2 4K 1 7] LLYE A C57BL/6
/I BB F - g DR R i R g kb2 v o AN 54 A
FURAE 2 RS 2 ML AL recNeROP2 HE 1 )%
C57BL/6 /MW, % FEZH 43 i) FH 3 XA 58 4 e AR IE
NG FE % C5TBL/6 /N, T —IkE, PRIt
/INER 3 T L 2% 100 A T, 45 SR R IR BRI 1 1)
N RTCAEAT I ARIEIR AN 1) /N B IR IR R TR
JEYINER 35 d ST, e PCR ARSI BTG /IS B 1 i 4
2, S5 RN B R LA E 414K recNcROP2 i
PR /0N BRI ZH 23 () e A4 B3 L o e JIE S RS R 1)
N BRI i AR D 93% ;5 AN SE I FL AL
FZH K recNcROP2 2 1 )/ B 2 23 v (1) A 2 Lt
BRI A 98 AN 58 A A 70 /0N B 2E 23 1) ER A gk 2>
75%. ELTSA A G sz /Iy B TR i KORIL, 45
RINEGXF AN AR, LR SR AL B4l
P C57BL/6 /N, I35 1eG1 KA i
w1 A 3R e R FLAC T AL B (1 %% Y CHTBL/6 7y
UG, A3 TeG2 ACF AR R RE. X
FWI NcROP2 2 1 v] LA S L4 ™ 4 Th-1 8 Th-2 [f)
g% ] Vo Debache 55 PU R IAE 7 HSLE /N,
FHE 414 19 NcROP2/NeMICL/NeMIC3 LA &4 1B
A v ] LSS i) BRUBRGer46  de, ifl
HILF) T 100%.
2.4 BEZFHIHUE (dense granule antigens, GRAs)

Har oA APk E A, 252
NcGRAT. NcGRA2. NcGRA6 (X4 NcDG2).
NcGRA7 (M4 NeDG1 8iNc-p33) FINcNTP (X
% NTPase) ™), S WOk EL I HEUR AETEGN H
TBIE I, EMHEBOR R 2 4 AW . Vonlaufen

S BB B 77 A2 oA T FERE AL 1 g e
W, BEFERI I NcGRAL. NcGRA2. NcGRAT
TR ANFERE , Hemphi11 5502 0E B HUAAR AT 32 40 i
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g S LB B EAR K IE ] o Nishikawa 55054
¥ NcGRAT S A3 T b H B = A0 Bk 1 i oA
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Wl R G &
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5B A s Sl (protein disulfide isomerase,
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5 P e e U B 1 1 = 5 s T A
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FEAAAE T WM, KER 7 SEIT A 40 A% B . Tk
LRk, HpRAN MR I AT, AN LE TR AR EL
FRRLT . Liao ZEBSHFFTUEN], J1 PDT 4 S M4
FIFFRIKEE . tocinoic acid MINePDIHLIMTE 0] AG
AT U G, FI R E AT B
A o A HRAT R IR EE Fltocinoic acidHf
WL 2 mmol/L IR, FHI#HEIT 100%; 1) NePDI
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SRRV NPTy ih e SR S PN EC (NS SR e N W e
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