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a b s t r a c t

Circulating anti-Müllerian hormone concentration (AMH) is positively correlated to the number of small
growing follicles in the mare and may reflect ovarian function. Dynamics of AMH during immunocon-
traception have not previously been investigated. This study aimed to compare serum AMH in mares
following treatment with native porcine zona pellucida (pZP), recombinant pZP3 and pZP4 (reZP) or
gonadotrophin releasing hormone (GnRH) vaccines, and saline-treated controls. Stored sera collected
during two previous studies examining ovarian activity in mares during zona pellucida (ZP) or GnRH
immunocontraception were analysed for serum AMH. Data were compared among treatment groups
using mixed-effects linear regression and one-way ANOVA with post hoc testing. Correlations between
AMH and previously reported clinical variables were estimated using Spearman's rho. Mares immunized
against GnRH showed variable but detectable AMH throughout successive breeding and non-breeding
seasons that were not significantly different to unvaccinated control mares. Mares treated with pZP
demonstrated marked, reversible suppression of AMH. Mares immunized using reZP showed an inter-
mediate effect. In the ZP study, AMH was positively correlated to serum progesterone concentrations,
mean ovarian volumes and antral follicle counts, whereas no correlations between AMH and serum
progesterone concentrations, mean ovarian volumes, or the presence of one or more follicles �20 mm in
diameter were detected in the GnRH study. In conclusion, marked suppression of AMH during pZP
immunocontraception, but not during GnRH immunocontraception, suggested enhanced suppression of
ovarian follicular development and, or follicular function during pZP immunocontraception. Serum AMH
concentrations may provide a novel tool for the assessment of ovarian function during ZP-based
immunocontraception.

© 2017 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
1. Introduction

The porcine zona pellucida (pZP) and gonadotrophin releasing
hormone (GnRH) vaccines are effective forms of immunocon-
traception in the mare [1]. The pZP vaccine induces an immune
response to endogenous zona pellucida (ZP) glycoproteins sur-
rounding the mammalian oocyte. This has been the preferred
vaccine for population control in species with complex social
Medical and Veterinary Sci-

oon�e).
structures, such as the feral horse (Equus caballus), due to pZP's
association with the maintenance of reproductive cyclicity [2]. In
contrast, GnRH antibodies deplete effective GnRH within the
hypothalamic-pituitary portal blood vessels, inhibiting GnRH-
induced release of LH and FSH from the anterior pituitary and
culminating in reproductive quiescence. This vaccine, therefore,
shows promise as a means of preventing unwanted reproductive
behaviours in the domestic horse [3].

The ovarian effects of pZP immunocontraception in the mare
have been assessed clinically (transrectal palpation and ultraso-
nography), histologically (ovarian histology) and endocrinologi-
cally (measurements of ovarian steroids or their metabolites)
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[4e8]. Initial reports observed no ovarian effects following short-
term pZP treatment [4]. Longer intervals (up to 7 years) of anti-
pZP immunisation resulted in decreased ovarian oestrogen pro-
duction and ovulation rates [5,9]. More recently, ovarian inactivity
was detected in �86% of mares within four months of treatment
with both the conventional pZP vaccine [8] and a single-dose
formulation of pZP [7]. The latter two studies highlighted a need
for further study of themechanism of action of ZP-based vaccines in
the mare.

The ovarian effects of GnRH-based immunocontraception in the
mare have similarly been assessed both clinically and endocrino-
logically [10e14]. Immunisation against GnRH was significantly
associated with decreased ovarian weight [10], length [12] and
volume [10,14]; decreased ovarian activity (the absence of corpora
lutea and follicles � 10 mm) [10e15]; suppressed or variable oes-
trus expression [10,12,13,15,16]; and suppressed progesterone
[10,12e15], oestradiol-17b [13,15], LH [10,11,13] and FSH secretion
[10].

Measurement of serum anti-Müllerian hormone concentration
(AMH)may represent a novel method for the assessment of ovarian
function during immunocontraception in mares and other species.
This homodimeric glycoprotein hormone, a member of the TGFb
family of growth and differentiation factors, is expressed by gran-
ulosa cells of developing follicles in the post-natal ovary [17]. In the
mare, follicles between 6 and 20 mm in diameter have the greatest
influence on AMH [18]. Positive correlations between AMH, antral
follicle count (AFC) and primordial follicle count are reported in
mice [19], cattle [20] and women [21]. Similarly, AMH is positively
correlated with AFC in mares over eight years of age and this cor-
relation strengthens with increasing age [18].

This study aimed to investigate AMH in mares following their
active immunisation against one of GnRH, native pZP or a combi-
nation of recombinant pZP3 and pZP4 (reZP; [22]) vaccines.
Measured AMH was then compared to previously-published clin-
ical variables, including mare age, serum progesterone concentra-
tions, mean ovarian volumes and AFC or the presence of follicles
�20 mm in diameter [8,14,23].

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Experimental design

Specimens were obtained from two previously-reported
controlled studies in the mare that described the ovarian effects
and reversibility of native pZP, recombinant porcine ZP3 and ZP4
[8] and GnRH vaccines [14,23]. Briefly, native pZP (Trumpeter Farms
and Veterinary Services, Winters, California, USA) was prepared
according to standard methods [4]. The reZP vaccine (Dr. Satish
Gupta; Reproductive Cell Biology Laboratory, National Institute of
Immunology, New Delhi, India) consisted of pZP3 and pZP4
expressed by Eschirichia coli as chimeric fusion proteins linked to
promiscuous T-cell epitopes of tetanus toxoid (TT-KK-ZP3) or
bovine RNase (bRNase-KK-ZP4), respectively [22]. The GnRH vac-
cine is commercially available (Improvac; Pfizer Animal Health,
Sandton, South Africa).

For the ZP vaccine study, mares were stratified according to age
and randomly assigned to one of three study groups: pZP, reZP and
saline-treated controls (n ¼ 7 per group) [8]. All treatments
commenced during the southern hemisphere summer, consisting
of a primary vaccination incorporating Freund's modified complete
adjuvant (V1) and a single booster with Freund's incomplete
adjuvant (V2) 35 days later. Mares were monitored by transrectal
palpation and ultrasound examinations of their internal repro-
ductive tracts. Recorded variables included ovarian volumes, AFC
(grouped according to size) and the presence of corpora lutea.
Blood samples were collected weekly, centrifuged and sera stored
ate20 �C until analysed. Follow-up gynaecological examinations
and blood sampling occurred during the followingwinter and again
at the start of the subsequent breeding season. Seven and four
mares became pregnant in the control and reZP groups
respectively.

For the GnRH study, mares were stratified according to age and
randomly assigned to either GnRH vaccine (n ¼ 9) or saline-treated
control (n ¼ 3) groups [14,23]. Treatments similarly commenced
during the southern hemisphere summer and consisted of a pri-
mary vaccination (V1) followed by a booster (V2) 35 days later.
Mares underwent three similar gynaecological examinations (to
the ZP vaccine study) at V1, V2 and five weeks post-V2. Recorded
variables included ovarian volumes and the presence of corpora
lutea and follicles �20 mm in diameter. Blood samples were
similarly acquired individually until resumption of cyclic ovarian
activity, with sera being stored ate20 �C until analysed.

2.2. Data comparison between ZP and GnRH studies

Treatments for both ZP and GnRH studies commenced within a
similar 6-week period of the year (12 November - 22 December). In
order to compare data across studies while minimising temporal
effects, data were normalised according to vaccination status
within the following periods: period I correlated to pre-V1 to
within onemonth post V1 (3e22 December), period II correlated to
between V2 and within one month post-V2 (2e29 January), period
III correlated to between one and twomonths post-V2 (12 February
- 6 March), period IV correlated to the first winter post-treatment
with a vaccination status of four to six months post-V2 (3 May -
26 June). Period V correlated to the approximate commencement of
the following breeding season (29 Sep 2007, GnRH study; 6 October
2014, ZP study), or later, depending on the date of resumption of
cyclicity (up to 3 October 2008, GnRH study) [12]. Anoestrus was
defined as the periodwhenmares had small ovaries (<45 cm3)with
follicles �20 mm in diameter and a progesterone concentration
below 6 nmol/l. For the ZP study, anoestrus was further qualified by
the absence of an ultrasonographically visible corpus luteum.

2.3. Anti-Müllerian hormone assay

Anti-Müllerian hormone concentrations were determined by
means of a commercially available ELISA according to the manu-
facturer's instructions (AMH Gen II ELISA; Beckman Coulter, Brea,
CA, USA). This assay has been previously validated for use in mares
[24]. Briefly, standard dilutions, controls and samples were incu-
bated in an anti-AMH antibody coated microtitration plate. Sam-
ples were sequentially incubated with biotin-labelled anti-AMH
antibody, streptavidin-horseradish peroxidase and tetrame-
thylbenzidine. An acidic stop solution halted further colour devel-
opment. Absorbance was measured at 450 nm using a microplate
photometer (Multiskan™ FCd; Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham,
Massachusetts, USA), and AMH concentrations determined by
comparison to a calibration curve. The detection limit of the assay
was 0.08 ng/ml. Intra- and inter-assay coefficients of variationwere
3.7% and 4.4% respectively, for a low AMH concentration (3.82 ng/
ml), and 3.4% and 4.0% respectively, for a high AMH concentration
(16.45 ng/ml).

2.4. Statistical analysis

AMH concentrations below the assay detection limit of 0.08 ng/
ml were assigned values of 0.07 ng/ml for statistical modelling. The
normality assumption was assessed by calculating descriptive sta-
tistics, creating histograms, and performing the Anderson-Darling
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test for normality in commercial software (MINITAB Statistical
Software, Release 13.32; Minitab Inc, State College, Pennsylvania,
USA). Measured AMH values violated the normality assumption
and were transformed using the natural logarithm prior to statis-
tical analysis. The AMH values were compared among treatment
groups using mixed-effects linear regression. Regression models
included fixed effect terms for treatment group, sampling time
(periods I to V), the interaction between treatment group and
sampling time, and age categorized as <5, 5e9, and >9 years of age
to adjust for potential confounding. Horse identity was included as
a random effect to account for the repeated measures sampling
design. The complete model was followed by independent models
for each treatment group to evaluate changes in AMH over time
using a linear mixed model incorporating a random effect for horse
to account for the repeated sampling. One-way ANOVAwas used to
compare AMH among treatment groups within each sampling
time. Post-hoc testing was adjusted for multiple comparisons using
Bonferroni correction of P values. Correlations between AMH and
previously reported variables, including mare age, serum proges-
terone concentrations, mean ovarian volumes, AFC (ZP study) or
the presence of one or more follicles �20 mm in diameter (GnRH
study), were estimated using Spearman's rho, across all time pe-
riods. Statistical testing was performed using commercially avail-
able software (IBM SPSS Statistics Version 23; International
Business Machines Corp., Armonk, NY, USA) and results were
interpreted at the 5% level of significance.
3. Results

According to the linear mixed model, measured AMH differed
among treatment groups (P < 0.001) and there was a significant
treatment by time interaction (P < 0.001). The pZP groupwas lower
than all other groups (P < 0.04). The reZP group had lower AMH
values than the GnRH-treated group (P ¼ 0.004) but neither of the
control groups (P > 0.73). The AMH values of the GnRH-treated
group showed no difference to either control group (P > 0.63).

Data were further analysed within each time period (Table 1).
Median AMH in the pZP group was below the detection limit of the
assay, and significantly lower than that of control mares, at time
periods II, III and IV. The reZP group demonstrated an intermediate
effect between the pZP and control groups at time periods II, III and
IV.

At time period V, AMH differed between the four groups
(P ¼ 0.02). Descriptively, the pZP and GnRH groups had similar
concentrations that appeared different from the reZP and control
groups, which also appeared similar to one another. However, no
Table 1
Mean (95% confidence interval)* serum anti-Müllerian hormone concentrations (AMH; ng
or saline (control) treatment.

Time period Treatment

pZP (n ¼ 7) reZP (n ¼ 7) GnRH (n

I 0.80 (0.48, 1.35) 0.57 (0.26, 1.29) 0.70 (0.29
II 0.08a (0.05, 0.13) 0.29b (0.14, 0.61) 0.80c (0.4
III 0.07a,** 0.29b (0.14, 0.63) 1.07c (0.7
IV 0.10a (0.04, 0.21) 0.29a,b (0.10, 0.81) 1.54c (0.9
V 1.86a (0.72, 4.84) 0.67a (0.22, 1.99) 1.81a (1.5
P valuez <0.001 0.1 0.001

pZP, porcine zona pellucida vaccine; reZP, recombinant porcine zona pellucida vaccine;
*Mean and confidence interval calculated on the natural logarithm transformed data an
yBased on 1-way ANOVA comparing AMH among groups within each sampling time. Med
incorporating Bonferroni correction of P values.
zBased on mixed effects linear regression comparing AMH over time within each treat
repeated sampling.
**All values below the detection limit and not possible to estimate a confidence interval
pairwise differences were significant after adjusting P values for the
multiple post hoc testing.

Finally, data were analysed over time, within treatment groups
(Table 1). Anti-Müllerian hormone concentration in the control
group changed significantly over time (P ¼ 0.04). Although no
pairwise comparisons to time period I were significant, AMH ten-
ded to be lower at time period II (P¼ 0.07; Fig.1a). In the pZP group,
AMH showed a marked change over time (P < 0.001), characterised
by marked suppression of AMH at time periods II to IV. Further-
more, AMH increased significantly at time period V in this group,
with AMH exceeding 6 ng/ml in twomares (Fig. 1b). In contrast, the
GnRH group showed a gradual increase in AMH over time
(P¼ 0.001; Fig. 1c). The reZP group showed no significant change in
AMH over time.

No correlation between AMH and age was detected in either
vaccine study alone or in combination (P > 0.2). In the ZP study (pZP
and reZP), AMH was positively correlated to serum progesterone
concentrations (Spearman's rho¼ 0.244, P¼ 0.03; Fig. 2) andmean
ovarian volumes (Spearman's rho ¼ 0.391, P < 0.001; Fig. 3).
Moreover, AMH had a strong positive correlation to AFC (Spear-
man's rho ¼ 0.713, P < 0.001; Fig. 4). In the GnRH study, AMH
showed no correlation to previously reported serum progesterone
concentrations (P ¼ 0.9), mean ovarian volumes (P ¼ 0.2), or the
presence of one or more follicles � 20 mm in diameter (P ¼ 0.7).
4. Discussion

This is the first report describing variations in AMH in mares
following their immunocontraception with either pZP, reZP or
GnRH vaccines. Marked differences in AMH of ZP-
immunocontracepted mares, particularly pZP, in comparison to
GnRH vaccine-treated mares, were observed.

Post-treatment, AMH in pZP-treated mares was markedly sup-
pressed and significantly lower than GnRH-treated and control
mares. Clinically, six of seven pZP-treated mares demonstrated
intermittent to persistent anoestrus during this time, characterised
by bilaterally small ovaries, baseline serum progesterone concen-
trations and low AFC [8]. Decreased AMH during pZP-
immunocontraception may be due to decreased AFC and, or
downregulation of AMH expression by granulosa cells. The strong
correlation between AMH and AFC in the ZP study supported the
hypothesis that decreased AFC is a component of suppressed AMH.

Ovarian suppression following anti-pZP vaccination in the mare
has been ascribed to immune-mediated destruction of developing
follicles or inhibited folliculogenesis following antibody-mediated
interference with oocyte-granulosa cell communication [7]. In the
/ml) inmares over five consecutive time periods during anti-ZP or -GnRH vaccination

P valuey

¼ 9) Control 1 (n ¼ 7) Control 2 (n ¼ 3)

, 1.67) 1.01 (0.56, 1.82) 0.82 (0.28, 2.45) 0.8
6, 1.38) 0.33b,c (0.19, 0.56) 0.93b,c (0.17, 5.06) <0.001
4, 1.53) 1.26c (0.66, 2.41) 0.50b,c (0.12, 2.07) <0.001
6, 2.47) 0.54b,c (0.19, 1.51) 0.48a,c (0.01, 29.8) <0.001
3, 2.14) 0.55a (0.22, 1.36) NA 0.02

<0.001 0.763

GnRH, anti-GnRH vaccine. NA ¼ no animals.
d then back-transformed into the natural scale for presentation.
ians without superscripts in common are significantly different after post-hoc testing

ment group independently including a random effect for horse to account for the

.



Fig. 1. Line graphs of serum anti-Müllerian hormone concentrations in a) saline-treated control (n ¼ 10), b) native pZP-treated (n ¼ 7), and c) GnRH vaccine-treated (n ¼ 9) mares,
over five consecutive time periods. A bar graph depicting the percentage of mares showing oestrous cyclicity at each time period, derived from data reported previously (for graph
(a), n ¼ 3 at time periods IV and V), is superimposed. Arrows depict approximate treatment times (V1 and V2). Asterisks indicate time periods at which AMHs are significantly
different to time period I.
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Fig. 2. Correlation between serum anti-Müllerian hormone concentration (AMH) and serum progesterone concentration in mares from the ZP study. Serum progesterone con-
centration was positively correlated (Spearman's rho ¼ 0.244, P ¼ 0.03) to AMH.
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latter hypothesis, aberrant communication between the oocyte and
its surrounding granulosa cells may lead to compromised compe-
tence of the developing follicle and diminished AMH expression.
Expression of genes involved in steroidogenesis and follicular
development, in relation to AMH, has been investigated in equine
follicles. Mares with low AFC or circulating AMH were found to
show decreased granulosa cell expression of AMH and AMH- and
FSH-receptors [25]. A further study to examine molecular and
hormonal changes within follicles during pZP immunocon-
traception is warranted.

In the mare, contraception as an outcome of anti-pZP vaccina-
tion has been shown to be reversible in the short term, associated
with decreased antibody titres below a threshold level [4]. In feral
populations however, prolonged treatment (up to 7 years) has been
associated with prolonged intervals to reversal [5,26]. Interestingly
in the current study, in pZP-treated mares, AMH was markedly
elevated in two mares at time period V, suggestive of a rebound
effect of heightened folliculogenesis approximately concurrent
with their reversal. Whether a similar resurgence in AMH occurred
in the remaining five pZP-treated mares before or after the date of
Fig. 3. Correlation between serum anti-Müllerian hormone concentration (AMH) and me
correlated (Spearman's rho ¼ 0.391, P < 0.001) to AMH.
sampling is unknown. In other species, particularly women, AMH
has shown promise as an indicator of ovarian reserve, defined as
the pool of primordial follicles [21,27]. Assuming that a similar
correlation between AMH and ovarian reserve exists in the mare,
pZP immunocontraception may represent one instance where this
correlation is rendered invalid.

The reZP-treated group showed an effect intermediate between
the pZP-treated and control mares in terms of antibody titres, AFC
and maximum follicle diameters [8]. Similarly, their AMH values
were intermediate between pZP and control groups between one
and 6 months post-V2. This finding encourages further research
aimed at improved efficacy of reZP in mares, such as the adminis-
tration of additional booster vaccinations [28] or alternative for-
mulations such as the incorporation of liposomes [7].

Anoestrus during GnRH immunocontraception has previously
been compared to winter anoestrus in the mare [10,15]. Both are
characterised by low bioavailability of GnRH associated with near-
complete suppression of LH secretion. In contrast to LH, serum FSH
levels are suppressed but detectable during both anti-GnRH
vaccination [10] and winter anoestrus [29,30], suggesting a non-
an ovarian volume in mares from the ZP study. Mean ovarian volume was positively



Fig. 4. Correlation between serum anti-Müllerian hormone concentration (AMH) and antral follicle count in mares from the ZP study. Antral follicle count was positively correlated
(Spearman's rho ¼ 0.713, P < 0.001) to AMH.
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GnRH dependent component of FSH secretion. Moreover, the
ongoing presence of small antral follicles has been reported during
anoestrus, whether induced via season [30] or anti-GnRH vacci-
nation [11,12]. In the current study, AMH values in GnRH-treated
mares were similar to those in controls at each successive time
period, likely due to continued AMH secretion by small antral fol-
licles. However, AMH in GnRH-treated mares increased gradually
over time, a pattern not detected in control mares. Increased AMH
in anti-GnRH treated mares over time could be due to increased
AFC or more efficient AMH production by granulosa cells. Increased
AFC could result from either decreased atresia of growing follicles
or increased recruitment of growing follicles from the ovarian
reserve. Anti-Müllerian hormone was shown to play an important
inhibitory role in primordial follicle recruitment, demonstrated
using AMH null mice in which depletion of the primordial follicle
pool occurred at a faster rate than wild type mice [31]. Increased
primordial follicle recruitment as a hypothesis for increased
circulating AMH concentrations in anti-GnRH-treated mares is
therefore unlikely. In goats [32] and women [33], transient de-
creases in AMH following exogenous FSH administration was sug-
gested in associationwith FSH-induced development of large antral
and preovulatory follicles, temporarily decreasing the number of
smaller follicles. A reversal of this process possibly occurs during
anti-GnRH vaccination in the mare, where anoestrous periods are
characterised by the absence of follicular development to preovu-
latory stages, resulting in decreased depletion of the population of
preantral and small antral follicles. Unfortunately, clinical data
regarding AFCwithin the GnRH study included only the presence or
absence of follicles �20 mm in diameter. Since populations of fol-
licles smaller than 20 mm in diameter appear to correlate better to
circulating AMH concentrations [18], limited conclusions can be
drawn. More detailed and frequent AFC assessments during GnRH
immunocontraception are required. Interestingly, a novel role for
AMH as a stimulator of GnRH secretion was recently demonstrated
in mice [34]. Whether or not lowered GnRH levels during anti-
GnRH vaccination affects AMH over time due to a disrupted feed-
back mechanism between AMH and GnRH warrants further
research.

Mares show great individual variation in AMH [18,35]. However,
AMH values are repeatable within mares, showing minimal
changes throughout the oestrous cycle and gestation [35]. In the
current study, AMH in the control groupwere similarly variable and
comparable to previously reported AMH values in cycling and, or
pregnant mares [18,35]. Moreover, AMH in control mares, including
four mares pregnant at time periods IV and V, did not change
significantly over time. The non-significant decrease in AMH at
time period II is of uncertain significance. Anti-Müllerian hormone
concentrations during the non-breeding season in the mare have
not previously been reported. In goats, a similarly seasonal breeder,
AMH remains stable across seasons [32]. Although the findings of
the current study suggested minimal variation in AMH throughout
the breeding and non-breeding seasons in mares, both the un-
availability of clinical data in controls from the GnRH study and
pregnancies in several mares from the ZP study at time periods IV
and V resulted in a small sample of relevant mares at these time
periods, limiting valid conclusions. An important limitation of the
results presented here is the relatively small number of horses
studied and the potential for low power for the statistical tests to
identify clinically important differences in AMH concentrations.

5. Conclusion

In mares, pZP immunocontraception caused a profound, tem-
porary suppression of AMH. In contrast, AMH values were main-
tained and rose gradually during GnRH immunocontraception.
Maintenance of AMH during seasonally-induced anoestrus,
although suggested by current findings, requires further study. The
analysis of AMH provided a novel modality for the assessment of
ovarian function during ZP-based immunocontraception of do-
mestic mares, potentially valuable in wildlife and feral species
where repeated gynaecological examinations are not feasible.

Acknowledgements

This study was funded by the Technology Innovation Agency,
Pretoria, South Africa (TAHC12 - 00042).

References

[1] Fayrer-Hosken R. Controlling animal populations using anti-fertility vaccines.
Reprod Domest Anim 2008;43:179e85.

[2] Kirkpatrick JF, Lyda RO, Frank KM. Contraceptive vaccines for wildlife: a re-
view. Am J Reprod Immunol 2011;66:40e50.

[3] Stout T, Colenbrander B. Suppressing reproductive activity in horses using
GnRH vaccines, antagonists or agonists. Anim Reprod Sci 2004;82:633e43.

[4] Liu IK, Bernoco M, Feldman M. Contraception in mares heteroimmunized with

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref4


C.J. Joon�e et al. / Theriogenology 106 (2018) 214e220220
pig zonae pellucidae. J Reprod Fert 1989;85:19e29.
[5] Kirkpatrick J, Naugle R, Liu I, Bernoco M, Turner Jr J. Effects of seven consec-

utive years of porcine zona pellucida contraception on ovarian function in
feral mares. Biol Reprod Mg 1995;1:411e8.

[6] Powell DM, Monfort SL. Assessment: effects of porcine zona pellucida
immunocontraception on estrous cyclicity in feral horses. J Appl Anim Welf
Sci 2001;4:271e84.

[7] Bechert U, Bartell J, Kutzler M, Menino A, Bildfell R, Anderson M, et al. Effects
of two porcine zona pellucida immunocontraceptive vaccines on ovarian ac-
tivity in horses. J Wildl Manage 2013;77:1386e400.

[8] Joon�e CJ, Bertschinger HJ, Gupta SK, Fosgate GT, Arukha AP, Minhas V, et al.
Ovarian function and pregnancy outcome in pony mares following immuno-
contraception with native and recombinant porcine zona pellucida vaccines.
Equine Vet J 2017;49(2):189e95.

[9] Kirkpatrick J, Liu I, Turner J, Naugle R, Keiper R. Long-term effects of porcine
zonae pellucidae immunocontraception on ovarian function in feral horses
(Equus caballus). J Reprod Fert 1992;94:437e44.

[10] Garza F, Thompson D, French D, Wiest J, St George R, Ashley K, et al. Active
immunization of intact mares against gonadotropin-releasing hormone: dif-
ferential effects on secretion of luteinizing hormone and follicle-stimulating
hormone. Biol Reprod 1986;35:347e52.

[11] Safir JM, Loy RG, Fitzgerald BP. Inhibition of ovulation in the mare by active
immunization against LHRH. J Reprod Fertil Suppl 1986;35:229e37.

[12] Tshewang U, Dowsett K, Knott L, Trigg T. Preliminary study of ovarian activity
in fillies treated with a GnRH vaccine. Aust Vet J 1997;75:663e7.

[13] Dalin AM, Andresen Ø, Malmgren L. Immunization against GnRH in mature
mares: antibody titres, ovarian function, hormonal levels and oestrous
behaviour. J Vet Med A 2002;49:125e31.

[14] Botha AE, Schulman ML, Bertschinger HJ, Guthrie AJ, Annandale CH,
Hughes SB. The use of a GnRH vaccine to suppress mare ovarian activity in a
large group of mares under field conditions. Wildl Res 2008;35:548e54.

[15] Elhay M, Newbold A, Britton A, Turley P, Dowsett K, Walker J. Suppression of
behavioural and physiological oestrus in the mare by vaccination against
GnRH. Aust Vet J 2007;85:39e45.

[16] Imboden I, Janett F, Burger D, Crowe M, H€assig M, Thun R. Influence of im-
munization against GnRH on reproductive cyclicity and estrous behavior in
the mare. Theriogenology 2006;66:1866e75.

[17] Visser JA, de Jong FH, Laven JS, Themmen AP. Anti-Müllerian hormone: a new
marker for ovarian function. Reproduction 2006;131:1e9.

[18] Claes A, Ball BA, Scoggin KE, Esteller-Vico A, Kalmar JJ, Conley AJ, et al. The
interrelationship between anti-Müllerian hormone, ovarian follicular pop-
ulations and age in mares. Equine Vet J 2014;47:537e41.

[19] Kevenaar ME, Meerasahib MF, Kramer P, van de Lang-Born BM, de Jong FH,
Groome NP, et al. Serum anti-Müllerian hormone levels reflect the size of the
primordial follicle pool in mice. Endocrinology 2006;147:3228e34.

[20] Ireland J, Scheetz D, Jimenez-Krassel F, Themmen A, Ward F, Lonergan P, et al.
Antral follicle count reliably predicts number of morphologically healthy
oocytes and follicles in ovaries of young adult cattle. Biol Reprod 2008;79:
1219e25.

[21] Hansen KR, Hodnett GM, Knowlton N, Craig LB. Correlation of ovarian reserve
tests with histologically determined primordial follicle number. Fertil Steril
2011;95:170e5.

[22] Gupta N, Chakrabarti K, Prakash K, Wadhwa N, Gupta T, Gupta SK. Immu-
nogenicity and contraceptive efficacy of Escherichia coli-expressed recombi-
nant porcine zona pellucida proteins. Am J Reprod Immunol 2013;70:139e52.

[23] Schulman ML, Botha AE, Muenscher SB, Annandale CH, Guthrie AJ,
Bertschinger HJ. Reversibility of the effects of GnRH-vaccination used to
suppress reproductive function in mares. Equine Vet J 2013;45:111e3.

[24] Gharagozlou F, Akbarinejad V, Youssefi R, Rezagholizadeh A. Low concentra-
tion of anti-Müllerian hormone in mares with delayed uterine clearance.
J Equine Vet Sci 2014;34:575e7.

[25] Claes A, Ball BA, Troedsson MHT, Curry TE, Squires EL, Scoggin KE. Molecular
changes in the equine follicle in relation to variations in antral follicle count
and anti-Müllerian hormone concentrations. Equine Vet J 2016;48(6):741e8.

[26] Kirkpatrick JF, Turner A. Reversibility of action and safety during pregnancy of
immunization against porcine zona pellucida in wild mares (Equus caballus).
Reprod Suppl 2002;60:197e202.

[27] Anderson R, Nelson S, Wallace W. Measuring anti-Müllerian hormone for the
assessment of ovarian reserve: when and for whom is it indicated? Maturitas
2012;71:28e33.

[28] Shrestha A, Srichandan S, Minhas V, Panda AK, Gupta SK. Canine zona pel-
lucida glycoprotein-3: up-scaled production, immunization strategy and its
outcome on fertility. Vaccine 2015;33:133e40.

[29] Thompson D, Garza F, Ashley K, Wiest J. Androgen and progesterone effects on
follicle-stimulating hormone and luteinizing hormone secretion in anestrous
mares. Biol Reprod 1986;34:51e7.

[30] Donadeu F, Watson E. Seasonal changes in ovarian activity: lessons learnt
from the horse. Anim Reprod Sci 2007;100:225e42.

[31] Durlinger AL, Kramer P, Karels B, de Jong FH, Uilenbroek JTJ, Grootegoed JA,
et al. Control of primordial follicle recruitment by anti-Müllerian hormone in
the mouse ovary. Endocrinology 1999;140:5789e96.

[32] Monniaux D, Baril G, Laine A-L, Jarrier P, Poulin N, Cogni�e J, et al. Anti-
Müllerian hormone as a predictive endocrine marker for embryo production
in the goat. Reproduction 2011;142:845e54.

[33] Fanchin R, Schon€auer LM, Righini C, Frydman N, Frydman R, Taieb J. Serum
anti-Müllerian hormone dynamics during controlled ovarian hyperstimula-
tion. Hum Reprod 2003;18:328e32.

[34] Cimino I, Casoni F, Liu X, Messina A, Parkash J, Jamin SP, et al. Novel role for
anti-Mullerian hormone in the regulation of GnRH neuron excitability and
hormone secretion. Nat Commun 2016:7.

[35] Almeida J, Ball B, Conley A, Place N, Liu I, Scholtz E, et al. Biological and clinical
significance of anti-Müllerian hormone determination in blood serum of the
mare. Theriogenology 2011;76:1393e403.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0093-691X(17)30478-8/sref35

	Serum anti-Müllerian hormone dynamics in mares following immunocontraception with anti-zona pellucida or -GnRH vaccines
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and methods
	2.1. Experimental design
	2.2. Data comparison between ZP and GnRH studies
	2.3. Anti-Müllerian hormone assay
	2.4. Statistical analysis

	3. Results
	4. Discussion
	5. Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References


