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Abstract: Feline infectious peritonitis (FIP) is a common infectious cause of death in cats, with heritable
host factors associated with altered risk of disease. To assess the role of feline interferon-gamma
gene (fIFNG) variants in this risk, the allele frequencies of two single nucleotide polymorphisms
(SNPs) (g.401 and g.408) were determined for non-pedigree cats either with confirmed FIP (n = 59) or
from the general population (cats enrolled in a large lifetime longitudinal study; n = 264). DNA was
extracted from buccal swabs or tissue samples. A pyrosequencing assay to characterize the fIFNG
SNPs was designed, optimized and subsequently performed on all samples. Genotype and allele
frequency were calculated for each population. Characterization of the target SNPs was possible for
56 of the cats with FIP and 263 of the cats from the general population. The SNPs were in complete
linkage disequilibrium with each other. There was an association between FIP status and genotype
(x% p = 0.028), with a reduced risk of developing FIP (x?; p = 0.0077) associated with the genotype TT
at both positions. These results indicate that, although fIFNG variants may be associated with altered
risk of disease, the prevalence of individual variants within both populations limits application of
their characterization to breeding purposes.

Keywords: cohort study; feline coronavirus; gamma interferon; genetic risk factor; pyrosequencing

1. Introduction

Feline infectious peritonitis (FIP) is a common infectious cause of death in cats [1]. The causative
agent is feline coronavirus (FCoV), which is endemic in the feline population worldwide and commonly
only elicits mild or inapparent intestinal disease [2]. Seroprevalence studies have shown that in some
multi-cat households over 90% of cats have evidence of exposure to FCoV [3], but that less than 5% of
infected cats will go on to develop FIP [4].
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In addition to viral factors, the increased incidence of FIP within related groups of cats supports
the existence of heritable host factors [5,6]. North American and Australian studies have shown
pedigree cats, in general, to be at an increased risk of developing FIP, as compared to non-pedigree
cats [7-10], whilst intercontinental variation in which breeds appear to be at greater, or lesser, risk was
also evident. In contrast, no association between pedigree status and risk of FIP was detected in a recent
German study [1]; however, the risk of individual breeds was not assessed. Numerous studies have
implicated the inflammatory cytokine interferon-gamma in the pathogenesis of FIP [11-13]. Sequencing
of fragments of the feline interferon-gamma gene (fIFNG) in a mixed population of cats, with and
without FIP, found an increased risk of FIP associated with a heterozygous genotype (CT) at two closely
sited SNPs, g.401 and g.408, which were also found to be in complete linkage disequilibrium [14].
Another study identified an increased frequency of these fIFNG single nucleotide polymorphisms
(SNPs) in pedigree cats with FIP; however, small numbers limited statistical analysis [15]. Based on
these very limited data, commercial assays for these and other SNPs are available, with the suggestion
that they could be used to indicate genetic risk of FIP. Out-crossing with non-pedigree cats has been
suggested to increase genetic diversity and reduce risk of various genetic diseases [16]; however,
the prevalence of allele frequency in the general non-pedigree cat population could have a potentially
detrimental impact were it unknown.

The aims of the present study is to (i) determine the fIFNG allele frequency within a population of
non-pedigree cats confirmed as having FIP by histopathology and immunohistochemistry for FCoV
antigen; (ii) determine the fIFNG allele frequency within the “general non-pedigree cat population” as
represented by a large cohort of prospectively-sampled cats recruited into a lifetime longitudinal study
for which epidemiological data are available; (iii) determine the relative risk conferred by specific
SfIENG polymorphisms in the development of FIP. It was hypothesized that non-pedigree cats with FIP
were more likely to have the heterozygous genotype previously associated with increased risk of FIP.

2. Results

2.1. Population

All cats from the FIP group had the diagnosis confirmed by immunohistochemistry for FCoV
antigen in one or more tissue (n = 34) or in effusion pellets (n = 25); viral antigen was found to be
expressed in lesional macrophages. One duplicate cat was excluded from the effusion pellet group.
Where sex was recorded (1 = 43), 26% were female (n = 11) and 74% were male (1 = 32). Where age
was reported (n = 47), median age at diagnosis of FIP was 12 months (range 2 to 168 months).

Of the General Population group (1 = 264), 205 remained in the study (i.e., assumed to be alive),
nine had been lost to follow-up (i.e., cat rehomed or owner withdrawn from study) and 50 were
deceased as of 1 April, 2020. Of the alive cats, all were >6 years of age (median age 104 months;
range 72 to 120 months). Of the cats that were deceased, cause of death was reported by owners in 44
(88%): 24 from road traffic injuries; five from chronic kidney disease; three from neoplasia; two from
heart disease; two from neurological problems; two from trauma (unrelated to road traffic injuries);
one each of pyothorax, anesthetic complications at neutering, behavioral issues, feline dysautonomia,
"viral infection” and toxoplasmosis. None of the reported clinical signs or diagnoses were indicative of
FIP. Where sex was recorded (n = 264), 44% were female (n = 116) and 56% were male (n = 148).

2.2. fIENG SNPs

Characterization of the fIFNG g.401 and g.408 SNPs was possible for all tissue samples (n = 34),
for 92% of the effusion pellets (n = 22 of 24) and 99.6% (n = 263 of 264) of the buccal swab samples.
Table 1 shows the frequency of each genotype and allele at these SNPs for the FIP group and General
Population group.
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Table 1. Total number and frequency percentage of each genotype and allele at the feline interferon-y
gene (fIFNG) single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) g.401 and g.408 for both feline infectious
peritonitis (FIP) group and General Population group of non-pedigree cats for which sequence data
were obtained. P-value indicates likelihood that a genotype or allele is associated with FIP status.
* For individual cats, identical genotypes were determined at both fIFNG g.401 and fIFNG g.408 loci,
indicative of complete linkage disequilibrium.

SNP FIP Group (%) Popif;?;rall (%) p-Value
fIENG g.401/ CcC 16 (28.6) 57 (21.7)
fIFNG g.408 * CT 31 (55.4) 116 (44.1) 0.028
TT 9(16.1) 90 (34.2)
Allele C 63 (56.3) 230 (43.7) 0.016
Allele T 49 (43.8) 296 (56.3)

A chi-square test of independence showed that there was no association between sex and genotype
for either the FIP group (x* (2,n =41) = 2.61, p = 0.271) or the General Population (x? (2, n=263) =3.19,
p = 0.203).

A chi-square test of independence showed that there was a significant association between FIP
status and genotype, @2 n= 319) = 7.13, p = 0.028. This significance was due to the decreased
proportion of TT homozygotes in the FIP group (p = 0.0077), whereas there was no significant difference
between the proportion of CC homozygotes (p = 0.265) and CT heterozygotes (p = 0.125). A chi-square
test of independence also showed that there was a significant association between FIP status and allele
frequency, x? (1, n = 638) = 5.83, p = 0.016. This significance was due to a decreased frequency of T
allele within the FIP group.

3. Discussion

This study assessed the prevalence of fIFNG SNPs, previously associated with FIP, within
non-pedigree domestic cat populations, either from cats previously recruited into a biobank primarily
for the study of feline disease and with confirmed FIP, or from cats recruited into a longitudinal cohort
study of cat health (representative of the general population). Non-pedigree cats were selected, in part
for their genetic heterogeneity (i.e., to minimize breed bias), as they represent over 80% of the cats
with FIP [1]. The FIP group statistics were consistent with previous descriptions of cats with FIP
i.e., male cats were over-represented, as were young adult cats, albeit with a wide age range [1,17].
As expected, given the presence of fIFNG on an autosomal chromosome, there was no association
between sex and genotype for the General Population group. The lack of association between sex
and fIFNG genotype for the FIP group is not supportive of these SNPs influencing the sex bias in the
development of FIP.

Nucleotide variations within the genome (e.g., SNPs) may influence activity of the associated
protein(s) by altering the translated amino-acid sequence (e.g., by missense or nonsense changes
to the exonic sequence, or changes to the intronic sequence resulting in altered splicing of the
transcribed messenger RNA) or by relatively increasing or decreasing the amount of the gene that
is transcribed and ultimately translated into interferon-gamma (IFN-y). Sequencing of various
genes encoding inflammatory mediators have identified SNPs and their genotype variants with
either increased or decreased prevalence in populations of cats with FIP, as compared to control
populations [14,18], including SNPs in non-coding intronic regions of fIFNG [14]. This led to the
suggestion that characterization of feline inflammatory mediator SNPs could be used to guide breeding
of cats with increased resistance to FIP [18]. Although our data are consistent with the previous finding
of fIFNG loci g.401 and g.408 being in complete linkage disequilibrium and an association between
these loci and risk of FIP, that is where the agreement ends [14,15]. The initial fIFNG study had found
cats with FIP (mixed pedigree and non-pedigree) to be twice as likely as the control cats to have
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heterozygous genotypes at positions g.401/g.408 (62.1%, n = 18/29 cf. 31.7%, n = 26/82; Fisher exact
0.004) [14]. A more recent study of cats (various pedigree breeds) found a similar increased frequency
of the heterozygous genotype (59%, n = 13/22 cf. 23%, n = 3/13); however, this was not found to
be statistically significant [15]. It should be noted that in both of these studies [14,15], a significant
proportion of control (i.e., non-FIP) cats had the heterozygous genotype, whilst ~40% of cats with
FIP did not. Although the current study found an association between genotypes at these loci and
risk of FIP, this was attributed to the decreased prevalence of TT homozygotes within the FIP group,
as compared to the General Population group.

Following initial infection of enterocytes, FCoV infects macrophages and monocytes where it
replicates; the latter mediate its systemic spread [19]. In cats that go on to develop FIP, an excessive and
inappropriate immune-response results in the monocyte-mediated granulomatous vasculitis and tissue
granulomas, sequelae of which include the body cavity effusions and mass lesions [2]. Higher rates of
SfIENG transcription and IFN-y concentrations have been found in the blood of healthy cats infected
with FCoV as compared to those that have developed FIP, leading to the suggestion that a reduced risk
of FIP is associated with a strong cell-mediated (i.e., Th1) immunity [11,12]. Support for dysregulation
of the IFN-y/tumor necrosis factor-alpha (TNF-«x) response being a host-associated risk factor in the
development of FIP comes from a vaccination study where an increased ratio of IFN-y to TNF-« was
associated with decreased risk of developing FIP, and vice versa [13]. Paradoxically, high concentrations
of IFN-y have been measured in FIP-associated ascitic fluid, despite these cats having low blood
concentrations, suggesting that it might not be as simple as an absence of cell-mediated immunity in FIP
pathogenesis [12]. Furthermore, transcriptomics have demonstrated inflammatory pathway activation
in the mesenteric lymph nodes of cats with FIP, with upregulated transcription of inflammatory
cytokines (including IFN-y) and chemokines [20]. Whether the intronic fIFNG SNPs associated with
risk of FIP assessed in this study alter IFN-y production in response to infection with FCoV is unknown,
but warrants further investigation. Such studies may be confounded by the suspected polygenic nature
of risk of FIP development, or the presence of unknown, but linked, genetic variants [6,18].

Differences in allele/genotype prevalence between this and other studies could be due to the
different genetic backgrounds of the populations studied. This is why the two populations used in
this study were selected for comparison, so as to minimize collection bias and breed-associated allele
frequency bias; however, the possibility for genetic variation between the two populations compared
cannot be excluded. This was also a limitation in the previous studies evaluating inflammatory
mediators as risk factors in FIP [14,18], if not more so as a combination of both pedigree and
non-pedigree cats were included in those populations. It is also possible that were more cats with
FIP included then minor risk factors might have been detected; however, these would not have been
considered clinically relevant. The optimum control population against which cats with FIP would
ideally be compared is subject to debate. The General Population group used for comparison with the
FIP group cannot be considered "FIP-negative” as, although none were reported as having died of
FIP, definitive data on cause of death were not available for all deceased cats. Further, a significant
proportion of cats in the General Population group remain alive at time of writing and therefore have
the potential, albeit very low as they are all now >6 years of age, to go on to develop FIP. However,
these limitations are shared by the control groups used in other studies [14,18]. Unlike these previous
studies where clinically normal control cats had been or currently were infected with FCoV, whether
cats recruited into the General Population group had been or were currently infected with FCoV was
unknown. However, as exposure to FCoV should be independent of genetic status, the prevalence
of genetic polymorphisms in the general population as a whole would match that of cats from the
general population also exposed to FCoV.
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4. Materials and Methods

4.1. Animals and Samples

The FIP group comprised non-pedigree cats of UK origin confirmed as having FIP within the
Bristol-Zurich FIP Consortium University of Bristol FIP Biobank or Veterinary Laboratory Services,
University of Liverpool archive. The General Population group comprised prospectively sampled
non-pedigree cats recruited into a lifetime longitudinal study (Bristol Cats) for which epidemiological
data are available. Non-pedigree cats were those recorded as being domestic short-haired, domestic
medium-haired or domestic long-haired.

For those in Bristol FIP Biobank, tissue samples were collected at post-mortem examination
as previously described [17]. For the cats from the Veterinary Laboratory Services, University of
Liverpool, sections of paraffin blocks prepared from formalin-fixed effusion cell pellets were available.
These samples had been submitted for immunohistopathology for FCoV antigen for confirmation
of effusive FIP [21]. Only basic data, i.e., age, sex and year submitted, were available for most cats.
Duplicate cats were excluded.

The Bristol Cats study is a pioneering study of cat health, welfare and behavior set up in 2010 and
run by vets, behaviorists and epidemiologists at the University of Bristol [22]. Pet cats of all breeds were
recruited into Bristol Cats from 2010 to 2013, and provided buccal swab samples from Spring 2012 to
Spring 2015. Owners also completed periodic questionnaires regarding their cat’s health and behavior.
The Bristol Cats study database was reviewed for non-pedigree cats for which buccal samples were
available and for which permissions to use their data were available (n = 264). Cats were considered to
be alive if owners had completed the most recent questionnaire and not requested withdrawal from
the study. Cats were considered to be lost to follow-up if owners had requested withdrawal from the
study but not reported death. Where reported by owners, cause of death and exact age at time of death
was recorded. Where exact dates were not available, the half-way date between the last completed
questionnaire and owner report of death or withdrawal from the study was used to calculate age at
death or time of censor. Sex was recorded for all cats.

The collection, storage and use of samples used in this project were approved under ethical
review by the University of Bristol Animal Welfare and Ethical Review Board (VIN/14/013; VIN/16/020;
VIN/18/007; UIN/13/026), whilst the use of samples from the Veterinary Laboratory Services, University
of Liverpool archive also falls under the generic approval of retrospective analysis of formalin-fixed
paraffin-embedded (FFPE) blocks of animal tissues in the Section of Pathology, Department of Veterinary
Pathology and Public Health, University of Liverpool (RETH000942).

4.2. DNA Extraction, Amplification and Sequencing

Feline genomic DNA was extracted from samples from the Bristol FIP Biobank as previously
described for total nucleic acids [20]. Feline genomic DNA was extracted from sections from the
paraffin blocks and from the buccal swabs using a Chemagic 360 automated platform (Perkin-Elmer)
in combination with the Chemagic body fluids nucleic acid kit (Perkin-Elmer) and eluted in elution
buffer (100 pL).

A PCR to amplify a fragment of the fIFNG gene containing the target SNPs was performed using 2x
GoTaq Master Mix (Promega), 200nM forward and reverse amplification primers (see Table 2) and 5 uL
DNA in a total volume of 25 uL. Thermal cycling was performed in a PTC-200 DNA Engine (M] Research)
with the following thermal profile: 95 °C for 2 min followed by 40 cycles of 95 °C for 20's, 60 °C for 20 s
and 72 °C for 20 s. Pyrosequencing primers (Table 2) were designed using a combination of PyroMark
assay design software (Qiagen), Primer3 [23] and MFold [24], and were made by Metabion (Metabion
International). Biotinylated PCR products were immobilized on streptavidin-coated Sepharose beads
(GE Healthcare UK Ltd.), purified and annealed with the sequencing primer. Pyrosequencing was
performed using the PyroMark Q96 platform (Qiagen) according to the manufacturer’s instructions
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with a nucleotide dispensation order of GCTATAGCACTGTG. Pyrosequencing data were evaluated
using PyroMark Q96 v2.5 software (Qiagen Inc.).

Table 2. Primers used in PCR amplification and pyrosequencing of the fIFNG gene.

Primer Use Direction Sequence
Amplification Sense 5-TGGGTATAAAGGACAGTGATGTCG-3’
Amplification Anti-sense  5-Biotin-TTCTTCATGCTAACCCTGACCTT-3’
Sequencing Sense 5 -GATAATTTTGTGGTGAGAATC-3’

4.3. Data Analysis

Data (comprising: group (FIP or General Population); cat identification number; age (in months)
at time of FIP diagnosis, death, loss from follow-up, or at 1 April, 2020, if alive; diagnosis (FIP; alive;
lost to follow-up; died, and cause where recorded); fIFNG SNP at g.401 and g.408; reason for exclusion
(where applicable)) were entered into a database (Microsoft Excel for Mac v16.16; Supplementary File
Table S1).

SNPs were described relative to their genomic position from the “A” of the start codon of
fIENG. Comparisons for each genotype and allele frequency for the cats with FIP vs. the general
population (Bristol Cats) were analyzed using a chi-square test. A p-value of <0.05 was considered
statistically significant.

5. Conclusions

The results of our study do not support the hypothesis that non-pedigree cats with FIP were more
likely to have the heterozygous fIFNG genotype than non-pedigree cats in the general population.
The results did indicate a negative association between the TT genotype at fIFNG g.401/g.408 and the
development of FIP. However, as the TT genotype at this position was present in 16% (1 = 9/56) of cats
with FIP and absent in 66% (173/263) of cats in the general population, and as the previously reported
associations between genotype and risk at these loci were not detected in this population, the clinical
application of characterization of these SNPs, both on an individual risk basis and to guide breeding
programs, cannot be recommended at this time.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2076-0817/9/7/535/s1,
Table S1: Group, signalment data, diagnosis and sequencing results for the cats included in the study.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, EN.B., CR.H., HK.-D. and S.T.; methodology, C.R.H. and P.L,;
formal analysis, E.N.B.; investigation, ENN.B. and P.L.; resources, E.-].B., LR. and S.T.; data curation, EN.B.;
writing—original draft preparation, E.N.B.; writing—review and editing, ENN.B., PL., L.R,, E-].B.,,S.T.,, HK.-D.,
A K. and C.R.H.; visualization, E.N.B.; project administration, E.N.B.; funding acquisition, ENN.B. and C.R.H.
All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This project was funded by Winn Feline Foundation, grant number W18-010. The Bristol Cats study
is supported by Cats Protection (the UK’s leading feline welfare charity) and The WALTHAM Petcare Science
Institute (a division of Mars Petcare). The Bristol FIP Biobank has been supported by various grants from Petplan
Charitable Trust, the Morris Animal Foundation, Biotechnology and Biological Sciences Research Council, British
Small Animal Veterinary Association PetSavers, the Langford Trust for Animal Health & Welfare, and Zoetis.

Acknowledgments: The Authors thank the veterinary practices, cat breeders and rescue centers that helped in the
acquisition of FIP samples used in this study. We thank the Bristol Cats study owners for buccal swab collection
and Jess Williams for sample receipt and curation. We thank our colleagues, current and past, at the Feline Centre
and Veterinary Pathology Unit, Langford Vets, University of Bristol, who have assisted in obtaining post-mortem
samples. We thank members of the Histology Laboratory, Veterinary Laboratory Services, Institute of Veterinary
Science, University of Liverpool and Institute of Veterinary Pathology, Vetsuisse Faculty, University of Zurich for
technical assistance.

Conflicts of Interest: P.L. and C.R.H. work for the Molecular Diagnostic Unit, Langford Vets. This Unit undertakes
molecular testing for infectious and genetic diseases in cats. None of the funding bodies played any role in design
of the study; collection, analysis or interpretation of data; or writing the manuscript; or in the decision to publish
the results.


http://www.mdpi.com/2076-0817/9/7/535/s1

Pathogens 2020, 9, 535 70f8

References

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Riemer, F.; Kuehner, K.A ; Ritz, S.; Sauter-Louis, C.; Hartmann, K. Clinical and laboratory features of cats with
feline infectious peritonitis—a retrospective study of 231 confirmed cases (2000-2010). J. Feline Med. Surg.
2016, 18, 348-356. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kipar, A.; Meli, M.L. Feline infectious peritonitis: Still an enigma? Vet. Pathol. 2014, 51, 505-526. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Addie, D.D.; Toth, S.; Reid, S.; Jarrett, O.; Dennis, ].M.; Callanan, J.J. Long-term impact on a closed household
of pet cats of natural infection with feline coronavirus, feline leukaemia virus and feline immunodeficiency
virus. Vet. Rec. 2000, 146, 419-424. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Addie, D.D.; Toth, S.; Murray, G.D.; Jarrett, O. Risk of feline infectious peritonitis in cats naturally infected
with feline coronavirus. Am. J. Vet. Res. 1995, 56, 429-434.

Pedersen, N.C.; Liu, H.; Durden, M.; A Lyons, L. Natural resistance to experimental feline infectious
peritonitis virus infection is decreased rather than increased by positive genetic selection. Vet. Immunol.
Immunopathol. 2016, 171, 17-20. [CrossRef]

Foley, ].E.; Pedersen, N.C. The inheritance of susceptibility to feline infectious peritonitis in purebred catteries.
Feline Pract. 1996, 24, 14-22.

Norris, J.; Bosward, K.; White, J.; Baral, R.; Catt, M.; Malik, R.; Norris, J. Clinicopathological findings
associated with feline infectious peritonitis in Sydney, Australia: 42 cases (1990-2002). Aust. Vet. . 2005, 83,
666—673. [CrossRef]

Pesteanu-Somogyi, L.D.; Radzai, C.; Pressler, B.M. Prevalence of feline infectious peritonitis in specific cat
breeds. J. Feline Med. Surg. 2006, 8, 1-5. [CrossRef]

Rohrbach, B.W.; Legendre, A.M.; Baldwin, C.A.; Lein, D.H.; Reed, W.M.; Wilson, R.B. Epidemiology of feline
infectious peritonitis among cats examined at Veterinary medical teaching hospitals. . Am. Vet. Med Assoc.
2001, 218, 1111-1115. [CrossRef]

Worthing, K.A.; I Wigney, D.; Dhand, N.K.; Fawcett, A.; McDonagh, P.; Malik, R.; Norris, J. Risk factors for
feline infectious peritonitis in Australian cats. J. Feline Med. Surg. 2012, 14, 405-412. [CrossRef]

Gelain, MLE.; Meli, M,; Paltrinieri, S.; E Gelain, M. Whole blood cytokine profiles in cats infected by feline
coronavirus and healthy non-FCoV infected specific pathogen-free cats. |. Feline Med. Surg. 2006, 8, 389-399.
[CrossRef]

Giordano, A.; Paltrinieri, S. Interferon-y in the serum and effusions of cats with feline coronavirus infection.
Vet. J. 2009, 180, 396-398. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kiss, I.; Poland, A.; Pedersen, N. Disease outcome and cytokine responses in cats immunized with an
avirulent feline infectious peritonitis virus (FIPV)-UCD1 and challenge-exposed with virulent FIPV-UCD8.
J. Feline Med. Surg. 2004, 6, 89-97. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hsieh, L.-E.; Chueh, L.-L. Identification and genotyping of feline infectious peritonitis-associated single
nucleotide polymorphisms in the feline interferon-y gene. Vet. Res. 2014, 45, 57. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Kedward-Dixon, H.; Barker, E.N.; Tasker, S.; Kipar, A.; Helps, C. Evaluation of polymorphisms in inflammatory
mediator and cellular adhesion genes as risk factors for feline infectious peritonitis. J. Feline Med. Surg. 2019,
22,564-570. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Govering Council of the Cat Fancy. GCCF Outcrossing Policy. Available online: https://www.gccfcats.org/
Breeding-Information/GCCF-Outcrossing-Policy (accessed on 1 April 2020).

Barker, E.N.; Stranieri, A.; Helps, C.; Porter, E.L.; Davidson, A.D.; Day, M.].; Knowles, T.; Kipar, A.; Tasker, S.
Limitations of using feline coronavirus spike protein gene mutations to diagnose feline infectious peritonitis.
Vet. Res. 2017, 48, 60. [CrossRef]

Wang, Y.-T.; Hsieh, L.-E.; Dai, Y.-R.; Chueh, L.-L. Polymorphisms in the feline TNFA and CD209 genes are
associated with the outcome of feline coronavirus infection. Vet. Res. 2014, 45, 123. [CrossRef]

A Stoddart, C.; Scott, EW. Intrinsic resistance of feline peritoneal macrophages to coronavirus infection
correlates with in vivo virulence. J. Virol. 1989, 63, 436—440. [CrossRef]

Malbon, A.; Meli, M.; Barker, E.N.; Davidson, A.; Tasker, S.; Kipar, A. Inflammatory Mediators in the
Mesenteric Lymph Nodes, Site of a Possible Intermediate Phase in the Immune Response to Feline
Coronavirus and the Pathogenesis of Feline Infectious Peritonitis? J. Comp. Pathol. 2018, 166, 69-86.
[CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1098612X15586209
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26185109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0300985814522077
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24569616
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/vr.146.15.419
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10811262
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vetimm.2016.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-0813.2005.tb13044.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfms.2005.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.2460/javma.2001.218.1111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1098612X12441875
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfms.2006.05.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tvjl.2008.02.028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18406642
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfms.2003.08.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15123153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1297-9716-45-57
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24886103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1098612X19865637
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31373532
https://www.gccfcats.org/Breeding-Information/GCCF-Outcrossing-Policy
https://www.gccfcats.org/Breeding-Information/GCCF-Outcrossing-Policy
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13567-017-0467-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13567-014-0123-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.63.1.436-440.1989
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcpa.2018.11.001

Pathogens 2020, 9, 535 80f8

21.

22.

23.

24.

Kipar, A.; Bellmann, S.; Kremendahl, J.; Kohler, K.; Reinacher, M. Cellular composition, coronavirus antigen
expression and production of specific antibodies in lesions in feline infectious peritonitis. Vet. Immunol.
Immunopathol. 1998, 65, 243-257. [CrossRef]

Murray, ] K.; A Casey, R.; Gale, E.; Buffington, C.A.T.; Roberts, C.; Kinsman, R.H.; Gruffydd-Jones, T.J. Cohort
Profile: The ‘Bristol Cats Study” (BCS)—A birth cohort of kittens owned by UK households. Int. ]. Epidemiol.
2017, 46, 1749-1750e. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Rozen, S.; Skaletsky, H. Primer3 on the WWW for general users and for biologist programmers. In Bioinformatics
Methods and Protocols: Methods in Molecular Biology; Krawetz, S., Misener, S., Eds.; Humana Press: Totowa, NJ,
USA, 2000; pp. 365-386.

Zuker, M. Mfold web server for nucleic acid folding and hybridization prediction. Nucleic Acids Res. 2003,
31, 3406-3415. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

@ © 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0165-2427(98)00158-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ije/dyx066
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28645213
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkg595
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12824337
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Population 
	fIFNG SNPs 

	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Animals and Samples 
	DNA Extraction, Amplification and Sequencing 
	Data Analysis 

	Conclusions 
	References

