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Effect of Vaccine Dosage on Immune Antibodies
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Abstract: The dose of vaccine has a great influence on the growth and decline of immune antibody of camelback disease. Dif-
ferent doses of brucellosis vaccine A19 were injected into one-year-old camel to detect the immune antibody at different time.
The results showed that the injection of a 1x and 2x doses of brucellosis vaccine had the least influence on immune antibody and
the best protective effect. Three times the dose can seriously affect the growth and decline of immune antibodies. The results
showed that the dose of A19 brucellosis vaccine had the least influence on the immune antibody of brucellosis vaccine and was
the most suitable dose for injection. The results provide scientific basis for optimizing the immunization strategy of hump dis-
ease vaccine,
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Table 1 A camel different doses of vaccine injection
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Table 2 The change of immune antibody in group 1
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Table 3 The change of immune antibody in group 2
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0 6 0 0 0 0
30 6 6 100 0 100
90 6 4 66. 67 1 83.33
180 6 0 0 1 16. 67
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Table 4 The change of immune antibody in group 3
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0 6 0 0 0 0
30 6 6 100 0 100
90 6 4 66. 67 2 100
180 6 1 16.67 1 33.33
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