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Dear Dr. Wells,
Thank you for the prompt reply. Most of our points are now clear.

I have two questions. Was early estimation of 10 ID50 based on incubation
period using Prusiner's method? Regarding to the second question, you-
showed that all 10 calves out of 10 at 100 g, 7 calves out of 10 at 10g,
and 7 calves out of 10 at 1 g developed disease at Tsukuba seminar, if I
remember correctly. Is 0.4 g calculated based on this result?

May be I am confusing. I will appreciate very much for your comment.
Best wishes.

Kazuya Yamanouchi

Dear Dr Yamanouchi

It is not easy to explain because of the mixture of use of actual data

(interim and final) and assumed values by risk assessment people.

The value of 10 ID50 per gram is a "worst case" assumption based on interim
results earlier in the Attack Rate study. The calculation is one of the
standard Karber titre, the ID50 expressing the amount of the inoculum which
will result in 50% infection/disease in a susceptible population of cattle.

It does not have anything to do with incubation period assays. The Attack
rate results I presented were the final results of the first phase, using

doses 300g-1g. This gives the revised value for ID50 and the resultant 0.4
(actually 0.38) for the ID50 then gives 2.5 ID50 per g. As I mentioned
earlier, this will change with results of the second phase of the Attack

rate study. Also for risk assessment purposes the confidence limits on this
ID50 calculation are very wide (0.03-5.3) so one should not be too precise

in suggesting a working value.

Best Wishes

Gerald Wells
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