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THE IMM UNOSUPPRESSION OF INFECTIOUS BURSAL
DISEASE (OIBD) VACCINES IN SPECIFIC-
PATHOGEN-FREE (SPF) CHICKENS

Bi Yingzuo He Jie Xue Chunyi
(Dept. of Animal Science, South China Agric. Univ., Guangzhow 510642)

Abstract

Four kinds of commercial hot IBD vaccines designated as A, B, C, D were inoculated into 6—
day— old SPF chickens. The immunosuppressive effects caused by the IBD vaccines was evalu-
ated according to the bursal histopathological lesions, bursa: body weight index 5 days postinoc-
ulation, and immune response to Newcastle Disease (ND) vaccine 12 days after vaccination with
the above IBD. It was found that young chickens vaccinated early with the IBD live vaccines
exihited marked bursal lesions. The histopathological lesion caused by Vaccine A was the slight-
est. The lesion caused by vaccine B was most severe. Furthermore, it was demonstrated that
admininstration of the four IBD vaccines caused immunosuppression to ND vaccine in SPF

chickens. The immunosuppressive effect of four vaccines increased in order by B, C, D, A.
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