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3000 IBDV s 10 Vero
2
2.1
ELISA 1 .
1 IBDV
(d) ELISA (A= 490 nm) %o
7 0.52k 0.04 15/15 100. 0
14 0. 38 0.03 4/15 26.6
21 0. 24+ 0.04 1/15 6.6
28 0. 15 0.03 0/15 0.0
2.2 1BD IBDV
1996 3~ 6 1997 3 10 .
) IBDV ) 2 3 .
2
. ELISA (A= 490 nm) P IN
m 8 d)(21)2 14 ((28) 21 4(35)
I 0.5 50 0.4H 0.08(3.1)» 0. 50 0. 09(3. 8) 0. 74k 0. 089(5.7)
1 0.8 50 0. 32k 0.09(2. 5) 0. 73 0. 05(5. 6) 0. 89k 0. 048( 6. 8)
il 0.5 50 0. 34t 0. 067(2. 6) 0. 565 0. 06(4. 3) 0.70k 0.05(5. 4)
v 0.8 50 0. 13- 0.034 0. 13 0. 034 0.13 0.034
: 1) ) :3) PIN
3
P IN
/d d
I I il v
14 49 1.06E 0.09(5.0) 1 16t 0.02(5.2)  0.90E 0. 03(4.2) 0.2H 0.04
28 63 1.12£ 0.06(5.3) 129t 0.01(6. 1) 1 09t 0. 05(5.2) 0.2H 0.04
42 77 1. 14 0.04(5.0) 1255 0.07(5 4) L 2H 0. 07(5.3) 0.23+ 0.02
56 91 1.055 0.03(4.6) 1 07t 0.06(4 7)  0.99 0. 07(4.3) 0.23+ 0.01
70 105 0.92 0.05(4.0) 098 0.02(4 3) 096t 0. 07(3.9) 0.23+ 0.03
84 119 0.88F 0.07(3.8) 096t 0.09(4 0) 0.86= 0. 09(3.7) 0.23+ 0.03
98 133 0.82£ 0.09(3.7) 0. 865 0.09(3. 6) 0. 80t 0. 08(3.5) 0.23+ 0.03
112 147 0.74F 0.06(3.2) 0. 78 0.07(3.4) 0. 76t 0. 05(3.0) 0.23+ 0.03
1~V 0.5,0.8,0.5,0 8mL; 33
2 3 , IBD 8d IBDV , ELISA
0 36t 0.07,P /N 27.14 d ,21 d ELISA
0. 78t 0.,06, P /N 6. 0. ,112.d( 147 )\
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ELISA 0. 74+ 0. 06, P IN 3.2
2.3
IBD
) 4 5
4
/ 14d
144 21 d
I 5 15 32 15 1024 17 2048 1° 8192
II 5 1: 64 1: 2048 17 2048 1° 8192
11 5 15 32 15 1024 17 2048 1° 8192
Y 5 0 0 0
5
D /mL / 28 d e 30 d e
I L0 14 1P 85. 7 0/P 100
II L0 14 0/7 100 0/7 100
I L0 14 1/7 85. 7 0/7 100
v L0 14 717 0 717 0
:1) I mL 100 IDs; 2)
4 5 , 14d ,21d
1¢ 1024~ 1 2048,28d 80 ~ 100% . 14 d
1} 8192(2°),30d 100% .
2.4
2.5 1IBD
0.5mL/ (O
, 10 ) IBDV 6
6 IBD
/mL / 20d(30)D 14 d(44) 28 d(58) 42 d(72)
I 05 600 0.765 0.0 086k 0.06  0.9120.03  1.08k 0.07
II 0. 03 2400 0.5H 0.02 0625004 0 79E0.05 0.7H 0.06
S 1) :2) ELISA
6 , IBD 20 d(30 ), IBDV
0.765 0. 05, 0.5 0.,02. 14 d(44 » 28 d(58
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Vero Cell Culture Inactivated Virus Vaccine of IBD

Li Jianqiang Yi Lan Liang Rong Zhang Yaoxiang
(College of Animal Science and Veterinary Medicine, Northwestern

Agricultural University ,Yangling,Shaanxi 712100)

Abstract The research results of immunovaccination and field tests of IBD V ero
cell culture inactivated virus vaccine has been reported. The results showed that the vac—
cine had a quality immunogenicity when chicken was given 0. 5mL or 0. 8 mL dosage by
subcutanous or muscular route. The date of vaccination first was conducted at 10— 14
days of age. 8d later, the chickens could be detected specific antibodies against IBDV and
P /N value detected by ELISA was 3. 8— 5. 6 at 14 d, and titers of virus neutnaligation
(VN) antibody were 1° 32— 1° 64. After 21 d, P /N value was 6. 3— 6. 8, and titer of
VN antibody was 17 1024— 1° 2 048 At this time, protective rate of sera for chicken a—
gainst virulent IBD virus challenge was 85. 7 percent. Second vaccination was conducted
at 30— 35 days of age. After 14d of immunigation, the P /N value of of antibodies in sera
was 5. 0- 5.2,and titer of VN antibody was up to 1} 2 048- 1% 8 192, and protective
rate of sera for chickens against virulent IBDV challenge was 100 percent. After 112 d of
second vaccination, the chicken had already been 147 days of age and still maintained
high level of antibodies and the P /N value was 3. 2— 3. 4. Field tests showed that the
IBD Vero cell inactivated vaccine was salty and efficient.

Key words IBD Vero, cell culture inactivated vaccine, immunovaccination, field

tests



