DOT :10. 15933/j.cri<i. 1004 3268. 2000. 11. 035
2009 “F5% 11 #1

JE O EAH FEZE L F YL BER, B XA

( , 450002)

. AR AR 698 E KA SN R 5B R AR R F, SR K 18 K 8% 69 351 B fF 4
BT T e F AR, R 27,351 B A iE P, s, FeFlE S K H R A B AR
e b FK 8,33 %(1/12)~73.91%(17/23), “F34utkia eFh 44, 16% (155/351). @iz 5 BE R
KA B FUR a9 A M 23 R ARk, K ILHE o A %3 ik 98.58 1 (346/351), A BE WK H %
W R R AR A F R T o ARG AR, B B R 694F bk, R T S L 7 R AR bR R,

: BERKEA SMBE R inkhid; FFRAE; kmkER
. S854.4 . A . 1004-3268 (2009)11-0136-03

The Application of Chicken Shigellae Polyvalent
Antigen and Standard Serum

SONG Haixia, LI Wei, JJIANG Da-wei, XU Lan-ju , LI Kai, PAN Guo-min, JIA Wen-ke
(College of Animal Husbandry and Veterinary Science, H enan A gricultural University, Zhengzhou 450002, China)

Abstract: In this study, chicken polyvalent antigen and its standard serum are used for serum an-
tibody detection of 351 chicken serum which from the 18 chicken farms of Xinyang. T he results
showed that: the mixed infection of antibody-positive rate of S.boydii and the S. dysenteriae is
& 33%(1/12) ~73.91%(17/23), the average antibody-positive rate is 44. 16% (155/351). Com-
pared with the test result of Shigella monovalent antigen, the rate of anastomosis up to 98.58 %
(346/351), which shows that chicken Shigellae polyvalent antigen and its standard serum have
high specificity and great accuracy, and the method is simple and fast. So the diagnostic reagents
and method are perfect for basic veterinary departments and chicken house to test the infection of
chicken Shigellae, having great significance and application and dissemination value.
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