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The status in the research of vector-based vaccine of microneme protein of Eimeria

LI Wen-gui, CHEN Ya-tang (Institute of Infectious and Parasitic Diseases . the First Affiliated Hospital ,
Chongqing Medical University .Chongqing 400016,China)

Eimeria is one type of pathogen agents casuing chicken coccidiosis,it recently becomes highlight to control
this virus by use of the vaccine. The microneme protein has ideal immunogenicity,it's outlined on the status in the research
of vaccine of microneme protein of Eimeria mediated by bacteria such as BCG (rBCG-AMA1/RB) . Lactococcus lactis
(rLL-AMA1), Lactobacillus plantarum (rLp-EtMIC1/EtMIC2/TA4-AMA1), Salmonella typhimurium (rSt-5401/En-
MIC2/MIC5) , Agrobacteria tumefaciens (rAt-MIC2), Pichia (rPP-EtMIC2) , and virus such as Fowlpox virus (rFPV-
RB).
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R N5 MR ETERA(E. bruneri) M1 % L 56 H Bkl
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#E3.4.5.17.18 F1 19 d R 0 d & AIAFS , ERI IR BEFN S 29 d
BRI 1gG F/NG W sIgA FHE . FACS 3IES: PBMC H CD4 ™
A CD8™ T 40 My B9 %k H 88 hn, 240 k3 Fh 5 30 d FAR 5< 10°
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