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Comparative Test of Serology in Ducks and Chickens
Immunized by Avian Influenza Vaccine,
Inactivated ( HSN2 Subtype, Strain D7) and Other Similar Products
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Abstract; In order to evaluate the difference of immune effect between the avian influenza virus ( AIV)
inactivated vaccine (HSN2 subtype, strain D7) and other similar products ,the D7 vaccine and two batches avian
influenza inactivated vaccine ( HSN1 subtype,strain Re —5) were immunized on different day — old ducks and SPF
chickens. The hemagglutinin — inhibition ( HI) antibody was detected in 14, 21, 28 and 42 days after
immunization . The HI antibody geometric mean titer( GMT) of the duck could reach 6log, more in 14 days after
immunized with D7 vaccine , while the HI antibody GMT of the duck couldn’t reach 6log, in 21 days after
immunized with the two batches of Re —5 vaccine. The HI antibody GMT of the 21 days old SPF chickens in 21
days after immunized with two group vaccines were basically similar. The results showed that the immune effect on
ducks of the D7 vaccine was better than that of the Re — 5 vaccine, while the immune effect on SPF chickens of
the two group vaccines was similar.
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