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3G 1% Ye L 369% (Infectious bursal disease , IBD) 2 B 1% et ¥R K & (Infectious bursal
disease virus, IBDV )5 |{RA—F SHEMEE TR, BAREIE BRI —BIEE A
RERIEIE S% BT T R (BIEREASF FH R E RS —, AR BEED
RE ., R EHARA E T BAE P LR R A S EN AR R, B E
I B AT SR R 2V E (B RO XY 1BD B AEF=E R RIAYER, T IBD &
kR BHERSHGREZ BE —EXR, B EEN X —AEHET T B (Ed-
wards et al, 1982;Muskett et al,1979;Reece et al,1982; Thornton et al, 1975; Winterfield
et al,1978;Yadin et al,1980), @A H T AL X A HM IR HGE.
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HIEXGIFEFEZ10H i, VL2 BI3A . FAH10 2 14 H e, A KHERE A .
B, SFIA A ORFEE A 0.2 mL/H, 240 (B) O fRFH B 0. 2 mL/ R, 3R EHEBAE
24 H B BHEAT 5B 2R S , X PR XS E [ — N 3h 4 5 PIARI 3F 5 SE 3 R d YE A X
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FEXt B Fr A 2 AR, IRIR 4 R A BB AR AY R 5 FR 3 . 37 H S B, A AARS A ER R 48
MEREETH M Bl ANAET AN 8L, BRI ANAETIITI ANAE ™ 20 AR
A “ZH"ANAE Beta 2RI 1):52H 80 KR BIFRRE (75X HEBEIER
M B ANAE* A “ S 3R 837 H I B4, Jhi %l ANAE i1 ANAE™ 4
s 4 . B AR IR A ZUE 4637 H IR iS5 X SR A, (7652 H b B, Bk B g8
M AY“SI”ANAE et B .M B ANAEY 41 AE X8 &, BRI ANAE™ 41,
ANAE™ Ml 22w/, P ANAE™ 4RI U H B B . 5 381 A ANAE ~ HANIL
FIHR,
2.2.3 HREARBHGERRRHBTL SEHMRERBEERE, FRHESE
o R EAT AR 6 WA ST, FRRAF R R At BN L A A8 7E37H
A, bk ES U B R X AR £ 4 2 AL B IR, 18 18] R PR AT 43 4, - B B IRAT
Y3 (AR 2~4) ;52 B BT R B BUF AT R b, PR AR R A 1/ L L ok
EREMEREQRSY%)NNER.B HAMTES2 H T, B Rk B i i i PR 47 4 S 28
SRR, 8] R P RDIR A LA B R A e UG 4
2.2.4 NRRREERBRMAGFE BRLE-SREKR-TEMERE, BBESRE
W e Xt B R R BRI | 5 AR/ A BEYEAS M. T A B PREAROAY B R 7EZ 7 i4h
AITEEL T SO AL A KRR | B 76 R o] DLERVERS W .
2.2.5 Macchiavello KZX B2 P B skt btk DIBRL BB RS A A, XS 2 FO %
HRAX AR, KRR EIUEN.
2.3 FRBEBHMERESHEEHENR

PREE BRI R L PR AR — RO & 38 L B (follicle-associated
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] B ELPE IR A IR R SE7E R IBDV BB DA R FEET A BTG BL R I8 P93 7F
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By AL (Nagi et al ,1979),
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THE PATHOMORPHOLOGICAL STUDY
ON IMMUNE RESPONSE CAUSED BY INFECTIOUS
BURSAL DISEASE (IBD) VACCINES

Song Yanhua Chen Yuhan
(Dept. of Veterinary Medicine, South China Agr. Univ.,510642,Guangzhou)

Abstract In addition to macroscopic inspection and conventional staining, histochemical

technology and scanning electron microscopy were used to observe sequential morpholog-

ic changes in the IBD immune process and further our knowledge of IBD. The results

showed that IBD vaccines of medium virulence should preferably be selected for use in areas

where IBD was prevalent. Whether the damaged bursa would be repaired depended on the

following two factors:portion of lymphoid tissue remaining after damage to the bursal lym-

phfolliculi, and whether or not the regeneration of the bursa occurred before bursa involu-

tion.

Key words Chicken; Infectious bursal disease; Vaccine; Acid-e-naphthyl acetate esterase;

Scanning electron microscopy observation






