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The status in the research of recombinant Marek’s disease virus vaccine
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Marek’s disease virus (MDV) is one type of etiologic agents casuing contagious,infectious lymphocytosis
in avians,its clinical characteristic includes visceral lymphoma and neurotmesis,it may be controled by immunoprophylaxis
with attenuated CV1988/Rispens,SB1,301B/1,and HVT-FC126 strains,those strains may induce the avians to produce
cellular, humoral and mucosal immune responses, it may become ideal vaccine vector for expressing many proteins of
viruses and bacteria. These vaccines include Avian influenza virus(rMDV-M2/HA/NA) , Newcastle disease virus(rMDV-
F), Infectious bursal disease virus (rMDV-VP2), Reticuloendotheliosis virus (rMDV-LTR/env/GP90), Avian leukosis
virus subgroup J(rMDV-env/gag) , Infectious bronchitis virus (rMDV-S1), Infectious laryngotracheitis virus (rMDV-gB/
gJ) , Herpesvirus of turkey(rMDV-gB) , Escherichia coli (rMDV-LacZ) ,and rMDV-IL-15. The review outlines the status

in the research of recombinant MDV vaccine.
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