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Current application of brucellosis vaccines and its research advances

DING Jia-Bo, FENG Zhong-Wu*
(China Institute of Veterinary Drug Control, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: Brucellosis is a crucial zoonosis caused by Brucella, which has some traits of wide hosts, great
infectivity, serious damage and difficulty in cure. In recent years, brucellosis rebounds worldwidely, and it is
especially serious in China. It causes great losses to farming and people’s health. Vaccination is one of the most
effective measures used to control the disease, and the application of appropriate vaccine decides the brucellosis
controlling effect. Up to now, therer are several attenuated vaccines used in domestic and abroad, in which the most
widely used vaccines were B. abortus strain 19 (S19), B. melitensis Rev.1 (Rev.1), B. suis strain 2 (S2), and rough
strain B. abortus 51 (RB51), and each vaccine has its advantages and disadvantages. Scientists are now trying to
develop more effective vaccines to deal with increasingly serious brucellosis epidemic situation. They are now
constructing recombinant and molecular marker strains, DNA vaccines and subunit vaccines. Some conventional
and new-style vaccines were reviewed in this paper.
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i€ K (Brucella) 7&K TES FEMEIA
AW, AR L B, JIEEBMRE. &
M, A E PO O E IS TR . 4K A
GIREAAT LRGN, FFoRM™ENEE, TEK
IR BT AR 2R YT, i AR & W R ™ Y JE s
iE Mo DRUE, FEAE R (A9 ) TATIOE SR,
BRATG — B A SRR R i W H vz — P,
AT, FRE AR A LA & KRS AN FE R A,
MR DAEFE R s b A AT A e, 2011 FERE A
W RIGNECH 38 151 N, M PI4EHT o

R AT & LR TAT I 24 i T Emmg M DL &
KRR L5k bz, S A E ICE 2 6 A4
W) IR A, AL 45 SE R AT B QB (Brucella. abortus).
PIATE B (B abortus) FEFATE I (B. suis)s 4hF
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FIA & R (B. ovis). VPR BRI & [CTE (B. neotomae)
IR A € G (B. canis)™ . 20 140 90 48, #k
A G T g v W FL BN A IR g — Mo Y A B TG AR
W, HH R R &, AT RE SR A
figi Rl (B. ceti) BEER (B. pinnipedialis) ; 2008 4, X
M BRI DL S R AA P 0 2 38— B A I
W (B. microti)®" . e FEREIP, 50 AR
BRI ATE G (B. abortus). “EF A& K (B.
melitensis) FEFIAT € [ (B. suis).

RIETEAZER, AT & KR A 70 A ARG R (rough,
R) FOGHE A (smooth, S) PiFl. S BYAH TR 41 ke HAT
SEHE ) I 2 M (lipopolysaccharide, LPS) ; 1] R A4
EICHA 1 LPS HH 1) O- MRS, (3R, 2R FhAl
TR IR WO B, 38 W RS BY R bR, 40
Tl R R T A B DB A R SR KRR 2R, 177 20 A B e
H oy S e B sk s ™. fE— e 40N, ok
Ty B I ] DR A 20 56 RUAH HL 4, X 22
T2 5 LPS & i 13 IR R A 58 A8 s 3¢ e 11 7
DI B RR ) LPS Z 5 4ifiltg T 4n ey v, A T4
PEAEAE LA A A, BEREfE 32 s R, A,
TEIEAR DU, G 2 B AR S8 A RE RS 2 B R i vk
FERESI R U LA e R A S
TR O- MRER TR, DRI, A0 I I3 27
R A, 3= R B O- MU BE I PAR. R B SEAR B HE
BWE AN 25 R LAR P~ A= 5 0F O- MBS I Ak, AL
X B Hu AR R R e e e O . DAL, S 2R R AU A
B AEH TS F 2 W AT

FH T A7 99 i oK™ E (1) 28 B 4 R A0 N S fi R 1)
By, BRI R AR R B Ok
BEE S A3 % i I At e e W) B 6 T
DLAT At 352 0 952 B AIE R 1) 0 360 2 (i) 2 5K B A 5 BRI
Wite BT H R A& I R BRI A AR PEDT
JRE T AREIEA TS A, BHAS T 37 B0 v A B it g
TEN A a7 AR A& I, SRR e e, &
g A AR S R A L S, T S A Tl ek
AP RS 2R, AFPURAERBIEIE — &R
HI R N AR AER M. e 28 (LPS) /&S
PO SN ) FEEE BT, EAR O- DUBE SO (1 Pu ik nf
DAL AR EA o 4 B IR B, AR LR R 3 2 R
WATBRIN, AN AE WS AT 200 40 i A B L i
o 955 B U R % P 0 2 2 Ml BRI R ME PR
il e AR D A S 1K ST NS PR SN 72
O, A IS P i 2 0 B W A s 1A 0T 1

AT AT & TR B TR TR N PR A 4o
1 EHLBEhRmER

H T P B T DA A A S, AR R
UFIORP R, 1e4 Rk, 4K 2 st v FH i 92
B GITERE N o DGHE AUAN B IR AR T 3L 4
K A7AE LPS,  BEWIE MUK ™ A R 4 (AR S 2 A
MG g5 S N R, H RTATS A V2 A P R 1
1.1 4 EKE19 (B. abortus strain 19, S19)&

S19 Fpi st A A — ARk, #) iz A
AR T bR o 2 BT B PR B ) 1923 4 MBI —
I oy BN AR, SR =AM R L,
L8 A gy g 0 A I S19 R
B AR EE AR AR, AR AT LR 1%~2.5%
MR BE g B L IR Res AL g N Ik, %
MRIE W E A B BRI, i T3 Pl 2 i
S T Ak € [E] & ML 38 (United States Department of Agri-
culture, USDA) 28 [b A8 F . Bl Jim 56 B B2 K ik T
BRI BENE OB S19,  FFIE S 1% B R3S R 4
o i ) i B R AC U 1) ery ABCD 4 A 3] B2 4E (open
reading frame, ORF) F147—~> 702 bp [k, MIfi
T eryC F eryD JEI AR . 1956 4, USDA JF
A4 ] 22 A P sE s 1 S19 BE i bk, IR A
US19 5 S19"2%, H it 5t K2 #of i S19 %%
HIRRI A ery FEDRISR R PR . VR 55 % B E AR A7 1A
[ HA . ASTR] SR S19 kK (BRI (rp [ 25 24 i)
R A19 AR ) BEAT R B e, AR IE] ery FED)
BROG. FIREH TP SR E R A, B 2 IR A |
ery FEDRIGR (1) S19 %, B AL BrAl FH 1 A19 BRI
2T 1956 SERT#) AR S19. 13 PrE s s
e/ BRAIK BN A19 BRaFAT I LR R GE 5 )
Mg, FFARKIILE )R, S19 B ml LA 44
PR Y T, AHHR YRR R ERE L il
TP IB I SRR B T DL 5 B Ak,
2R eI A, L LPS 5 O- MdE, fefrsil)
WU gk, A2 R, HIX A
A5 IR 2 AR I 7 4L eV X 43 G 5 B A AN 1 AR Ik
ez U, BIHAT AL, 1% S19 45k S AR T
2P -

1.2 FEfHEKERev.1(B. melitensis Rev.1){E &

Rev.1 KV T B. melitensis 7y 25 ¥k, F. A7 4 %
O P XL A E R R R R ),
R B ARAE iy B — e a1, JF AAE
WM, BHTLE WA 1P, H Rev.l
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VW, 55 SWATE [ B 1 Y T BUAR SAT FU it 93

SUE IR 26 S19 /&y, %) T~ HE 288 ) A8 Ak,
KR fesm W A SR £ 0,
Rev.1 X 07 2 JE e “E Pl A 6 QB 2 AT LG S19 B 47
g Sy 16229, Rev.l Xt 8547 & HAA Ptk IR
bR R R RN DY PR R A A SR VAT AT, TR
M Rev.1 51 M N QAE 0T RO B 22 . BAR
DL Rev. 1 fENFETT, 075 550 2 (A B iE s I 22 4
PR R 2803 ), A A S A o B R IR,
Rev.1 H a8 A /b 50 9 [ 5 F 1 10 B =P A 651G
W Rev.l [AIFEJE TG wbE, HF5SHAME
IPTAAAR 2 TS5 I L35 24 A0 I o

1.3 JEiHHE KES2% H(B. suis strain 2, S2)

HED S2 i B A ] R 24 i I B2 P T 1952
SEMFERIT IR LR 4 BRI, M 20 tHEED 60 AR
KRBT IR R 9256, 70 SEACTFRA A T 1l ~E AN 4
L, 80 EACH I, i T M T | N oA [ 5N
X, wpgEEy . EEHIL AL, S, vk E
fE AL BT RS KRR IR, gRSEiEa o
JR B 45 M e 93 5 Rev.1 FH H38 K I% 155 1 1) Hh 13 5 SR
HEATLOX, g5 RREH, S5 Re i) S2 mT A4 fit 5
Rev.l M4 G /3 11, T B. ovis (&Y, S2
DR A B 4 1 A gy B0, %% v A A EE S19 A
Rev.l 55, XA 2. E¥Re™ A RAFM 5, H
S A AR T IR e R B AN 2
IR e B A LA N ROK R 45 2, 1x10°7
CFU [ 5338 7m0 1L 2E R4 2 n] AR AL 2~3 4RI ff
1o I JLEAEE FRE S (D RATIKE ) REctt
BTS2 M5 FILA19 s R K 2 A PR G e {1
PRCR, 45 B 1x10° CFU/ H 51 & 4 % 18~20 g 1
Balb/c /N, S2 BRAE /N BRUAR AR IS I B 4 6 S,
A19 K 14 J8, M5 5t 35 8. S2 il A19 W i
G /N6 A H IS, 25 & (1x10° CFU/ )
SR 2308 BRI B RERE A 90% LA B RYT 5 L
1x10° CFU/ H 5 & 9% 350~400 g (KL, 15d )5
S2 fu g A A1 K BUME b )5 B B BT A9
M5 ARIGA . BFFUE FAESE T S2 9% v HAT R A1) H
RERY R (1) 22 A
14 FHMAHESREMSYREA

W R B EEFI T T 1962 44 B. melitensis 7
B PR M28 % AR 3055 ) MS B Wi bk, 5x10° CFU/mL
RE R EAER X, LA gt — iR
¥, HATH T e e . 1205 i KR 99 s
FIREATR S, S HBN S BB R AMAR T, W
WR/MBEAIAY, e R H R R )

TR TR R
2 FHREE TR TR M RO SR EUK
£,

TR R A0 & QB o DB, RBREAE— e
& B AR AT & R I e e R, 1 AT
POIGPRAT I, PRIk, AATT 220 aok A o b Bl Py 3 452
FEAR, R BHBS B AR S RIME,  B. abortus 45/20 Al
RB51 g2 ik X fh 77 XSk ATk @it 4+
WA TT RS s MBR 5 S-LPS & U JG 1) 2 A
KIRAFRRE R AT KR . S-LPS =85ty =343 #4 i : O-
MEEZ B 20 ZPEFEAE A O- MlHE & = £t
B4y, AR Al 5T g R G Bt S, i ABC
s R LR B A R ], BB O- I BE
ZHERIRE A- 028 o B, A% O
Z W05 B BE W, A R O- 5K A e gl s
B LPS K, MRAMEA L 50 a7 &5 Rl 25 AH
K EE /25 LPS (H4& . H R & I
LPS [ 45 it FEIE AN e A 48 B, (HRHE Dy 1
(P UE $5 2 B I 5 o FE Y 1% 5 8 22 PGB B A 26
LM, SEHEIN NG VIRIER S5 T LPS (48 P
(1) lpx* BER EEZ 5 KE A RIHE L 5 (2) wa**
Z 500G A B EHARC (3) wh* 25 O- il
BEIB R s (4) wze* JEDRI 22 5 O BE ) n T (49l 4n
wzm/wzt K T ST g0 O- M4 fE 7 340 6 QB R
il (] ABC 32 & (1 Y. B A SC#k 3 18 (1) B. men-
litensis. B. abortus. B. suis [[IFLRERISEAZH bR, 5
B war* LR, wb** JEIR . wzm/wzt FETR DL —
L ERZ O HE . O- MHE 220 H AR5 el A 5C 1) 5k
(40 manB,,,, F per FEH ) KAERBEH KR,

O- MIBERIHR IR AR, 33 LPS Fl R gt tiA
FA, PRIk, RS Bk il AR S by = 12 1359
S MRS Y B bR A e HE SRR A, LA i p A
T O- EE, (HE O- MEEFIAZ 0 2 B 2 W) A 3% 42
B BEWT (B4 wzm /wzt FEDUFT waal FER 5848 ),
O- M55 AN RE e 7 AE LPS I 5 2 FlokHD RS 720 & Ak H
HEHE RN A, HEBAT O- MIEE (151 wh* L[]
wecA 3& K LA N manBOAg. gmd FE K 5848 ), 5 =
TfoELAE 20 RTAR PR A% 00 2 BB A AR B, L0 i rp A
JG O- sk (914N wa* KEKIF manBcore FERI5EA% ).
TX = FoRDRES R B R R ek B 7K S L ORGP )
— A it — 2 A
2.1 HFAHEKE45/20(B. abortus strain 45/20)/%
]

1295 H & F I R AR B. abortus strain 45/20 j&
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1922 AR 205, G 2R 20 AR5 3k
5 (ORURE 784 () ek 3 0k, Iy 44 0 45/200 BT T
DA BRI A= B A i G4 0 1, P A
LPS &i kg e O- Mk, Rk, %Eshn, 7l
PR PR AN 2R XS O- MIBE oA, T o] LLIkE e
TG Z LW, Fo, ZERA ST R R
(RIS 45/20 3 DR i b A0 LA Sk 928 7 1) S 2% AL
FIAE 2, HEWTIA A LPS ok B /N & O- Ik
AR BT, A R B A — S S A 2 R
FURIE T AL 40 P G ze,  (EL A X S0 U ik =
BRI A o KR 7R (1) 45/20 9258 VAR 55 ™ B (1) il
UL ZRMAA TR E, H S PN R BIS] S A1)
A, PR s N, ANFEHLR Z [ R A
A3 5, Alton 25 P2 4R AN [F] R R 45/20 J5UAA BB AE
KRR SRR SE, AN FORIR I R 2 I ki
RUFOHDRE R R A, X R W s A nl R e
RTCRE . B A 7 nl Dl As S, IRkt
VERPET I VARG, Har iy 8 1%0%
HirE
2.2 TRFERYA-FhAn & FCE #KS1(rough strain B. abortus
51, RB51)jE 4

RBS1 32 Hi RS0 H G 70 28 A 65 IG 1 2308 #k
ARSI IZAAR, TR RIHRT- RIS B 2= ML 3RS
KESLK R, RBS1ZIEE U 1 R B 5k B
HA MR HUPE R RBS1 J& 4 i A6 26 N ik )iz
Mo, O, SR, RS EZRAE SR
S19 [ e te, A TR A5, RBS1 (24t
s i Mo, DLATHIE (1x10"°~3.4x10"
CFU) RBS1 #lkyd A5, & FEO™E PR
g, SURIGE%, FERe NIy BB e ve s
FEWZA, & SEEARRE P B R s
£ (1x10° CFU)RBS 1 ¥R 5 3 B4 J2 22 4 1) 19,
Biti J5 4 B 2 iR B UESE T RBS1 AN ] Gz Ty % Y
ARG 2 AR RS ROR |, JF HAA K R 1
e BB 2E R U I RRE LU RIS R AP IR y T3
2 WS WA IR R W], RBS1 AN BE A R T 2 il
HURE P AT 8 TG TR IR £ G B9 Zh i Rt o 3% 1,
RB51 52 i 22 B 4/ S A S, B
PP BANRE R E T, EHLR =21 %
R R 75 LA X T RE,  RIFRIBTAK T B
A RO R R . FERIKERIFST R B, AR
2308 tk, RB51 71 H I K2 whod FEIA (i b4k
FLERSEE ) hafi N T — B IS711 841 ¥R/ Ay 842 bp
PEHENTH, % FHILER S, &5 HIERE K

WA AL, HARTIRER AN ). £ 2308 Fi whod Kk
DT ey N LA 2 JRE SR DR R A6 T B SR b, B 42
fELE RBS1 BAF 1) G e 4P AR, (H 75 75 LE RB5 1 it
2 RBS1 WA whod FEIR J5, O- flEE 2R IE K
SEASHEIN, AR AR IE R R o A, XAk
RBS1 B ARIEA7AEBR whoA FE DR A Ho A f FE IR A8 57
H HEi A ) B. melitensis. B. suis F1 B. abortus [t
DR EHI T, whod FEDIQL T whiex FEPRIEEAMI 1,
RB51 B bk o] L= A2 /b5 MOFEI O- sk, (HAS
SR AA = AR BE A% I8 21 AL A KD 7K S B O- Ml
Pook ¥ % T LA AL S S19 A1 R oy B,
FHELZ T, SORT 550 o5 A= A ARG A, (H S
F BRI A LS N B EEE
Vemulapalli 25 P2 ¥y gdt 788 £ & Cuw/Zn ALY
ARG ) B ZH A1 - [C B RBS1T SOD Bk, 45 8 s 3
EE RBS1 SEAFI) S ie R e Sy o TS0 A 5T 1
R BT, A D TR R s D 5 [2F RBST S5 i bk
2.3 HihrHAEE R TTIE E ik

H AT 4R IE R whboA FE PR 58 A8 3R A R S 7R
W R I G U T B. melitensis 16M F1 B. suis 2579 [
VTRMI HI VIRSI #tk. XA AAT R
Uk, #AANT Tns Jofk. VIRMI Hl VIRST 5
ARRAE /N AR AR E , AHE TE AN 2 H 4 i ot o
A O- MIEE. /NEUSEER RN, XA RAZRRS
NIRRT G T S19, 5 RBST A B. ghah AT
INELFGT whk FER X KI8T B. abortus 2.17 F1 B. abortus
9.49 SEAL bR, 43 WAL wbkA F1 per JE K4 N\ T Tn5
TefF, EAHANER L O- ' *Y. B abortus B2211
pgm YT B. abortus 2308 Fkk, FAg XKE ZHurt B,
A IET war* FERMI R B. abortus 80.16 HEEF
5T manB,,,, BRI HEP) 55.30 @witk, R H IR
FORA Rl — I gE P

TR 27 5 L REDRE 28 A7 65 DR 92 P R T PR I
WA T @R . VR TS0 = LU S R T
ML AR WhkC JERIR Whod JEIR, 4y I3kAS T
FH A Y AT 45 [C 1A rS2-WbkC il 1S2-WboA ¥k, I i
AN R I AR S e R B B JE, %R
5% SE I F A BRI AEBUE TR HOR,
HRAT T Whod LRI G rS2-AwboA i Fi 1Y H 41
W, I BRI B R0 7 (FMDV)vpl HE PR 4 17
S2 KL P 1K) Whod LR, 3k43 T fig K ik Asial
FMDV vpl %& A 1) rS2-JS ¥k, DL M fig % & O Y
FMDV vpl JEPH 1) rS2-Mya ¥, LA E 3 ASHDRSE 8 3
M R LRIRY Y, I EIF R P B - A
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VW, 55 ShUATE [ B 1 Y T BUAR S AT TU it 95

EALE . E R PRI IE R T Whod F N i
211 RB6 AFH il B 38 7 A 6 G R B AR, 76/
AR S A9 B AL AR R R

8K, RRE LR bRty — e, —OkRS
AT R T e g9tk ANBEr 4 2 IR ).
TAh, AR R R S A S, R AR
S9HLER 0T O- AR M PTAE, T4 H ELISA J5iZ
X AT I FRAST I, A5 KRS 784 A7 5 (1 5K s B A {8
52 T BT Bt AR PR A DR B I SE
KR 2 R BE DR D Rk Bl R L, s 2 ] LG
TR El S PR R R R R, Dk A g EL A R T e )

AATE RAMRIEAL T 82 BT
3 HERESFIRICEENTR

F TR RS 20 A 5 TR 2 B P IR S S AR AT A R
PEERAR PR EIR, A TR 2 A R e S IR
TR A DX o3 PR A 5 PR 2 B PR, Rh 2 SRAT A T A st
Oy FARICREE T, AR R IR 7 A i Ok A B
FIAFEIRIHER . Grillo 25 P 2k T fi# vk Rev.1 ST bk %
9% i T4 5 WL 22 A U ) 0] @, 7E B. melitensis
Rev.1 9 f bk i) Al 23 e it T HER bp26 HEIA )
CGV26 H RS bp26 5 Omp31 FEH ) CGV2631

F1 B RFEER ZEAMEHGEELRS)

P25 1 AR S19 Rev.1 RB51 S2
s Ery-, “Z4Phite, gl T AR, R A 5 S19HH LK LR eV . T,
R, R, 2 FhAr 0 G e AR AT e e, DRSS AT
OIEW\ AT (A5 25 15 1 o FHF- MR Z R 5 Rl 20
&
il 55 M moE, P EE-. B RAE, @A PEA GAMA G KRS G SR AR WSS . IR
TR, TR 2 W G R Gl B, AR E o AR AE A E B
HIFAL, TR Wr.
ZWri.
fFREZ,  hE. EE. EpEsE TG, 4 H, HWEw S SRR, RS L IR BRI AR
Hi1[X Wi %5

Wbk, H45H CGV26 5 Rev.1 [ % {4 i H 24,
HH B m T CGV2631. KIEZ#H A TSHE
S RINRIEE T bp26 JEIRIBR K[ MS TR, %5
PRSP i 7 A PR A& bp26 B E R
P, T AT B ARG AR DX 4y 101 ) s ¢ 1
(RIIFFTAIE S T bp26 K& R B 2% 16 5 41 1 B AT B3 0
P SR PE, R R IAT B IR bp26 & A AE A2 it
JEAFAEE PRI S, L, bp26 85 (A1 K 2 Ik Bt
SRR A R AN, ANRTE st
AN ) WP bp26 K5 DR G B 11 1) 3 D 1k 22
4 B MIZ AR 1V g %02 W7 PR 119 52 B I3 FH 2%
Ro B/ O Ry g T a0 i A AR 1 p39 Bk i
2 AT B TGP B PR, JE I 2T XS p39 1 ELISA
RrT7k, ARSI e 5 A SRR GAH X 43

4 DNAZE®BIFFRIR

FIEPIN G IR I B e A7l S AT
2SI AR, BT REH BLRE 73R 95 5%
55 58, TR DNA BT K A fift v b3 1 3l 1 47 20

72 9 BT LA (¥ 40 B S g2 A 4 1 A 45 P TR AR 1K)
KHE, D, AR RHFFA & [T DNA & i 1)k ik
I3 FBAR PRI T 40 D 1 40 A S 0 1) JLAS
ST« LTL1I2 AR (1 0 408 )5 i a1 p39°l,
Cu-Zn B YIEALEE " BUR T GroEL™, 4h
JIb 25 14 Omp31(outer membrane protein 31, Omp25™7"
S IXLEH E T LGS T M N, RS E
g 41 o AT CDS 40 B 7 1 T 4 e B ARV B4l i Y
AT IR R BAR LB R A ARG 2, (H2 LR
IFN-y. TNF-o 2% EZ 17 Y, Rk, 5%
V08 T AR A 2B I e IR - 1
4.1 p39 (periplasmic binding protein)

p39 Je — M R T A M, FEF5TF Thl
TIZI M G 1, FESHH R P RES R R FL AR R AL
UL, FF 724 K s B IFN=y, {H X 30 AR 37 3%
R T S19 B p39 & DA Hph fegs,  FH By A= 0
WA B. abortus 544 W FF I, W] DLP= A vp 25 R B AR
PR, AHJE W R AE p39 DNA & 1 A i A A 5
CpG, WH fusis JR PE ARG R3S 2 i v T2
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2 $25%

42 L7/L12

L7/L12 & A & 1K s 2 e L A s, UL
hy LA 1Y) DNA 2 Fi % A B 1G B B g B e i
F IHLEH 7. 1996 4F, Oliveira 55 U A 50 K I,
AT G TG SR B L7/L12 25 1 A S o) 38 ek
YLFN W AL AN MY, I R IFN=y (055 SRR 5,
M AR 1R . 1997 4E, 36 [E 2% # Kurar
Splitter™ ¥ YOk L7/L12 5e it pcDNA3 1 p6 3 {4
) % B DNA %218, /D RUR S R 1, P F DNA
925 T AR AT DUV S i R A i S, /N RS ER R
W11 pCDNA3-L7/L12 A] L1 @ K P %% L7/
L12 B A MPurk, SRR ZI e RN, ARTPik
(R LEFFIN TR AR5 (K20 4 ).
43 Omp31

HRPEAR S 37 i K/, A& QR A [ n)
530 3/ 4, Omp31 J& T 31 000~34 000 41 A% 12,
BTN kg R RS 28 A S £ o T L R AR M B R A
1 797, 2007 4E, Gupta 25 "}y T % 75 Omp31
B I FAZ R IA Ak pTargeTomp31, ¥ =20 Frki L
PIVES S 6 WS /N, BERE 3 e — IR S5
R IRAZ T A TORL AT LRI AA P 2R 6 Omp31 2
FIIPUR, JF il T 40 b5, 4 Omp31 &
% B. melitensis 16M $& U0 BRI, v URE
KR IEN=yo T340, 12 F0R0 0] DRI A R
Fe A g0z, 1k 1gG W AT,  RIIZ Ok
T EPGE Th B G iV, HAEBGRERAT — @ R
PHEM . fil, Gupta 2 ™ ¥ Omp31 it K
B A R B TR S /N RS BB - Ao
BEATE QW I BGE, B T I R AN A A 5t

FA4h, 4 GroES. YajC. UvrA. BA14 255t
AT 2 Bl (1) 25 11 A AT R U R T 4, BBk
SN M G VS PRI BE ), IR HE L PR AR 2 A A I
T DNA P 1 (e 3L . DNA P B iF 57 B AR EUAS
T B R, H AR A R K I —F DNA
P AR S A BRI B B B i . 9 Ah, AN
DNA ¥ i 1] R 75 22 R H AN [\] 16 S 5 3 42 4 e 3R 45
PRARK 2 . H I8 I DNA 2 v 2 A s 15 A 1R
2310 AR Fi5E
5 HhEREEHAHTEMEEHNWR

P T 20 B 8 o — R AR S e ol 32, %
T4 M Gk A B G, R RRIA EI
TR IE T — IR BT DX
HEIWF5T, FiRLL Omp3l B4 & . Cu-Zn #E 4

B ALEE. L7/L12. p39 S A /N, B
— B I G U E RIS Ty, B ILATY 5% BE A0 S0 S Yy
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