2002 Ll (1 ssl (26 dlaal A8 all Ak {uk dlsl)

Sussasl (a yar Alal) L Adlia) gzl coa daglia
gl xe (ube (lada
Aay dxala — (5l Qlall 4K — 4yl dalall Al g A
2002/5/2 Sl s sli . 2001/2/17 oDk Fat
Ladal

ey 0 se—Slll g Bhadll sl cpngll o Al ad B ) e zlan #3400 Loadl 3 aasiu)

a6 5a JS el 5 e 53l #1 L a1 Aol Ly Badia el Jal Ayl e e g ¢ lian sl il

=5 lass 56 35 (14 ae 8 L Gla et ol sl UL £ il Guma OS e g3 100 e

O G5 il el L SOl 5 Ly i ol s iy il S e Sl Jlinay Baa gV Saal) Jlaea il

S AVl ey dgasa¥) AV Jlma ( (P<0.05) Gginns ) smrs s AV Gl 4y o Tabadl sl

G5 il S 2w V) ey da ga¥) dlasial) e (e Y15 JlasiV 5 Wil ol e Jilag il S
il

v

RESISTANCE OF FOUR DIFFERENT LOCAL HYBRID
CHICKENS TO INFECTIOUS BURSAL DISEASE INFECTION
M. A. Al-Zuhairy

Public Health Dept. College of Vet. Medicine - University of Baghdad

Summary

Four hundred, one day old chicks, of four hybrids, were divided into four groups, reared
on the floor for ten weeks. The hybrids were vaccinated with live IBD vaccine at 14, 35, 56 days.

Maternal antibody titers, antibody titer after each vaccination and bursa index were measured.

Results revealed that the Barred local hybrid showed a highest maternal antibody titer and
antibody titer after each vaccination, more bursa index lowest mortality. Highly significant
correlation (P<0.01) & more linear regression between antibody titer & maternal antibody titers
were observed in the barred hybrids.
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