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Introduction

FIV and FeLV are Retroviruses associated mainly
with feline neoplasms. Infection by FeLV increases
the risk of developing neoplasms by more than 60
times, especially lymphoma and leukemias. For FIV,
chronic disease and / or opportunistic infections are
commonly observed.
The diagnosis of these infections is important due
to the severity of the consequences resulting from
them, and the fact that this knowledge will influence
the handling of the animal and the appropriate
treatment.
The rapid test is used for the diagnosis of both
infections as a screening methodolog y. The
diagnosis for FeLV is made by detecting the capsid
p27 protein, and for FIV the best marker of infection
is the detection of antibodies of the IgG class.

Purpose

The objective of this study was to compare two
commercial rapid tests for the detection of FIV and
FeLV.
① Anigen Rapid FIV/FeLV Test Kit (BIONOTE)
② Product 'S' FeLV / FIV Test (Company 'I')
Quantitative real-time PCR was used as confirmatory
test for all samples.

Materials and Methods

The two Rapid tests available on the market,
the Anigen Rapid Test (Bionote) and Product 'S'
(Company 'I'), were evaluated in a total of 178 blood
samples from domestic cats.
All tests were performed following the
manufacturers’ product use recommendations.

Results

The test results for the evaluation of two point-ofcare tests to diagnose FIV and FeLV infections were
described in Table 1, Table 2 in next page.

Conclusion

In this study, there was no statistically significant
difference between the two tests and the results
showed good agreement.
For FeLV, the largest number of false positive results
was observed in the Product 'S' test and the Anigen
Rapid test showed greater specificity in relation to
the Product 'S' test.
The Anigen Rapid test is easy to perform and with
performance similar to other tests on the market, it
can be used in clinics to help control the spread of
these infections.
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Table 1. Sampling discordant between the two Rapid tests, with the result of the qPCR
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Table 2. Sensitivity, specificity, positive predictive value (PPV), negative predictive value (NPV) and
p-value of the Rapid tests evaluated in the study. (CI: confidence interval)

