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ABSTRACT

Objective: Here, we developed and tested the efficacy of a vaccination protocol based on a 
commercially available live attenuated Salmonella enterica serovar Gallinarum (Salmonella galli-
narum) in layer chickens.
Materials and Methods: 50 layer chickens of 16 weeks age were obtained and divided into two 
groups (n = 25), control and vaccinated. The vaccinated group received Salmonella vaccine at 0.2 
ml/bird, s/c route at 16, 18, 30, and 42 weeks of age. At 21 weeks of age, birds from both groups 
were challenged with S. gallinarum orally at 4 × 107 colony-forming unit per bird.
Results: Both rapid serum plate agglutination and enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay demon-
strated a rising rate of seroconversion in vaccinated birds across the study period, with a 4% 
positive rate at 18 weeks, 56% at 21 weeks, 60% at 30 weeks, and 64% at each time point of 42 
and 54 weeks. The vaccine showed 100% clinical protection and reduced the Salmonella shedding 
in the feces and eggs of the challenged birds. On the contrary, the unvaccinated challenged birds 
showed clinical signs and lesions typical of Salmonella infections with morbidity and mortality 
rates of 36% and 20%, respectively, and had high rates of Salmonella shedding in feces and eggs.
Conclusions: With the proposed vaccination schedule Salmonella shedding was prevented, and a 
high seroconversion was confirmed. To prevent Salmonella infections in laying flocks, a 3-month 
interval immunization program is advised starting at the pre-laying stage. 
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Introduction

In recent years, Bangladesh has been one of the fastest 
developing economies in Asia-Pacific. Bangladesh‘s gross 
domestic product (GDP) is predicted to increase by 5.5% 
in 2021 and 6.8% in 2022 [1]. Among various sectors con-
tributing significantly to the country’s GDP, poultry farm-
ing has developed into a powerful agribusiness during 
the last two decades. For example, during 2018–2019, 
the livestock and poultry sector contributed 1.47% to the 
national GDP [2]. In fact, the country has achieved self-suf-
ficiency in meat and eggs with a production of 76.74 lakh 
metric tons of meat and 17,360.43 million eggs during 
2019–2020 [2]. In the next 5 years, per capita, yearly poul-
try meat and eggs consumption is predicted to rise by 26% 

and 41%, respectively [3]. The poultry industry is expected 
to increase at a similar rate. In fact, by 2024, Bangladesh‘s 
poultry industry plans to export eggs and poultry meat.

As a result of the rapid growth in poultry industry, the 
occurrence of diseases has also increased many folds, 
and the disease continues to be a major problem affect-
ing the sustainability of this industry. Salmonellae is of 
major economic and public health importance, with poul-
try and chicken products being one of the most common 
carriers. Salmonellosis in birds can be caused by one or 
more members of the Salmonella genus, which belongs to 
the Enterobacteriaceae family. Salmonella causes gastro-
enteritis, typhoid fever, and paratyphoid fever in people 
and animals [4–6]. Pullorum disease, fowl typhoid, and 
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paratyphoid sickness have grown common in Bangladeshi 
poultry [7,8]. Most importantly, the fowl typhoid has 
become a persistent problem in poultry production world-
wide [9], causing high hen morbidity and mortality and 
significant output losses.

Increased biosecurity and vaccination are the primary 
strategies for preventing illnesses on farms. In developing 
nations, vaccination has proven to be the most practicable 
and effective technique for controlling fowl typhoid [10]. A 
variety of live attenuated vaccinations for hens are avail-
able all around the world. Among them, live attenuated vac-
cines are preferred because they stimulate cell-mediated 
and humoral immune responses, giving protective immu-
nity [11,12]. Certain live Salmonella vaccines have been 
shown to cross-protect between serotypes [13]. Notably, 
Salmonella gallinarum 9R (SG9R) vaccine strain that pro-
tects hens against both S. gallinarum and Salmonella enter-
itidis infections has been identified. Importantly, SG9R 
vaccine strain has been described that protects chickens 
from both S. gallinarum and S. enteritidis infections [14]. 
However, limited studies have been conducted to develop 
an effective S. gallinarum vaccination regimen that can 
provide clinical protection and prevent cloacal shedding of 
the bacteria [15].

Salmonella vaccine is being imported for commercial-
ization in a few commercial enterprises in Bangladesh. 
Imported vaccines are used without going through a field 
study, which should have been required for efficacy eval-
uation. The immunogenicity of vaccines must be investi-
gated, and a more effective immunization regimen must be 
recommended.

The fowl typhoid live lyophilized vaccine based on the 
SG9R strain (9R VACR, Komipharm International Co. Ltd., 
Korea) is commercially available in Bangladesh. Priming of 
the 9R VACR is performed at 6 weeks subcutaneously and 
then at 12 weeks after priming. However, layer birds are 
kept for about 100 weeks in Bangladesh, and no standard 
vaccination protocol for Salmonella vaccination is available 
in the laying stage. The current study looked into designing 
a cost-effective Salmonella vaccination regimen starting 
at the pre-laying stage with a 3-month interval, allowing 
farmers to save money while ensuring vaccine efficiency. 

Materials and Methods

Ethical approval

The research was carried out in compliance with 
Bangladesh Agricultural University‘s Ethical Standard 
of Research Committee in Mymensingh (BAURES 2020 
ESRC/VET/07). The Ethical Standard of the Research 
Committee reviewed and approved the protocol and pro-
cedures employed.

Chickens

A total of 50 layer chickens of Institut de Sélection Animale 
Brown breed of 16 weeks age were purchased from 
Diamond Hatchery Ltd. Gazipur, Bangladesh The birds 
were separated into two groups: unvaccinated challenged 
(group A, n = 25) and vaccinated challenged (group B,  
n = 25), and reared in two separate sheds with adequate 
biosecurity measures. The birds were given ad libitum 
access to a commercially prepared diet and fresh drinking 
water.

Salmonella isolates and vaccine

For experimental infection, a pure culture of S. gallinarum 
(Isolate No. 4) was propagated in the laboratory and con-
firmed. The polymerase chain reaction was performed to 
to confirm the isolate. Commercial fowl typhoid live lyo-
philized vaccine is used for vaccination (SG-9R Strain, 
Komipharma, South Korea). Rafiq Medicine Bangladesh 
(Shimultola, Savar, Dhaka) imports this vaccine for com-
mercial use in poultry of Bangladesh. The vaccine employed 
in this study was obtained from a local pharmacy.

Vaccination and challenge infection

At 16 weeks of age, chickens from the vaccinated chal-
lenge group (group B) received subcutaneous administra-
tion of fowl typhoid live lyophilized vaccine (SG-9R Strain, 
Komipharma, South Korea), which contains 2 × 107 colo-
ny-forming unit (CFU) of bacteria (0.2 ml/bird). Booster 
vaccinations were given at 18 weeks of age, then every 3 
months until the flock was 42 weeks old. Chickens from 
both the unvaccinated and vaccinated groups were given 
0.5 ml of nutrient broth culture containing 4 × 107 CFU of 
S. gallinarum orally at 21 weeks of age. Clinical signs, mor-
bidity, and mortality were recorded from 21 to 54 weeks 
of age in both challenge groups (unvaccinated and vacci-
nated) of birds.

Sample collection

Cloacal swabs were collected in tetrathionate broth for 
culture and phenotypic isolation of Salmonella spp. at 16, 
18, 21, 30, 42, and 54 weeks of age from each bird of both 
unvaccinated and vaccinated groups. Blood samples were 
collected for the rapid serum plate agglutination (SPA) 
test and enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) 
during the same time points. Centrifugation at 3,000 rpm 
for 10 minutes, sera were isolated from blood, cleared, and 
stored at −20°C. Eggshell swabs (n = 25) were collected at 
30, 42, and 54 weeks of age from both groups of birds and 
cultured.
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Necropsy and histopathology

Salmonella-infected dead birds (n = 5) or healthy live birds 
sacrificed at 54 weeks of age (n = 45) were analyzed at the 
time of necropsy. The presence of gross pathogenic alter-
ations was documented. Bacteriological samples were 
obtained aseptically in sterile tubes containing buffered 
peptone water (liver, lung, heart, spleen, cecal tonsil, and 
blood). Tissues from the liver, lungs, heart, and spleen for 
histological investigation were collected in 10% neutral 
buffered formalin. Following the standard method, tissues 
were processed and stained with regular hematoxylin and 
eosin stain after adequate fixation [16]. 

Phenotypic isolation and biochemical characterization 
of Salmonella spp. 

All collected swab samples were first cultured in tetra-
thionate broth (Oxoid, England) and then subcultured 
into brilliant green agar (BGA; Oxoid, England) and eosin 
methylene blue (EMB; Oxoid, England) agar, as described 
previously [17]. The tetrathionate broth (TTB) had turbid-
ity, BGA had a slightly yellowish white colony, Salmonella-
Shigella (SS) agar (Biolife, Italy) had a little grey colony, 
triple sugar iron (TSI) agar (Oxoid, England) had a black 
colony, nutrient agar had a gray-white colony, EMB agar 
had a pinkish colony, and MacConkey agar (Techno Pharm, 
India) had a pale colony. Gram staining revealed Gram-
negative bacteria that were rod-shaped, pink, and had short 
to long chains, as well as single or paired bacteria. To char-
acterize the Salmonella isolates and differentiate different 
species of Salmonella spp., biochemical tests such as the 
five basic sugar fermentation tests [glucose (Wako, Japan), 
sucrose (Wako, Japan), lactose (Merk, England), mannitol 
(Beximco Pharma, Germany), and maltose (Techno Pharm, 
India)], methyl-red test, Voges-Proskauer test, indole test, 
and dulcitol (Difco, USA) fermentation test were used. The 
Salmonella isolates did not ferment lactose and sucrose, 
but they did ferment glucose and mannitol with acid and 
gas generation.

SPA test

The SPA test was performed using standard Salmonella 
antigen (Nobilis, Holland) manufactured by Intervet 
International, Holland. On a glass slide, an equal amount 
(0.02 ml) of Salmonella antigen and chicken sera were 
placed side by side and thoroughly mixed by stirring with 
a toothpick and rocking. The results were read in just 2 
minutes.

Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA)

The FLOCKSCREENTM Salmonella antibody ELISA kit 
(Guild Hay Ltd., UK) was used to determine the level of 

anti-Salmonella antibodies in the vaccinated flock. At a 
wavelength of 450 nm, the optical density (OD) values of 
the sample wells were measured. The mean negative con-
trol absorbance was 0.25, and the mean positive control 
absorbance was 2.5, indicating that the assay was valid.

Statistical analysis

Graphs were prepared using the statistical software pack-
age GraphPad Prism 5.0 software.

Results

Fowl typhoid live lyophilized vaccine mounted robust anti-
body responses in chickens

SPA and ELISA examined antibody responses in hens 
immunized with fowl typhoid live lyophilized vaccine. 
At each test, 288 sera samples were collected from vac-
cinated and unvaccinated chickens at 16, 18, 21, 30, 42, 
and 54 weeks of age. None of the tested birds showed any 
detectable antibody response at age 16 weeks (pre-vacci-
nation). While the SPA test demonstrated a rising serocon-
version rate in the vaccinated birds over the study period  
(Fig. 1a), with a 4% positive rate at 18 weeks, 56% at 21 
weeks, 60% at 30 weeks, and 64% at each time points of 
42 and 54 weeks. Similarly, the antibody response detected 
by the ELISA also revealed a similar seroconversion as 
detected by the SPA test (Fig. 1b). Taken together, the fowl 
typhoid vaccine mounted significant antibody responses 
in chickens.

Fowl typhoid live lyophilized vaccine protected chickens 
upon S. gallinarum challenge

Chickens in both vaccinated and unvaccinated groups 
were challenged with S. gallinarum, and the clinical signs, 
morbidity, and mortality were recorded. The vaccinated 
challenged chickens did not show any signs of illness 
throughout the study period. On the other hand, nine 
chickens from the unvaccinated challenged group became 
sick, and five of them died with one bird at each time point 
of 3, 10, 14, 70, and 126 days post-infection (Fig. 2). The 
morbidity and mortality of the unvaccinated challenged 
birds were 36% and 20%, respectively.

Gross and histopathological changes in Salmonella-infected 
chickens

The gross pathological changes Salmonella infected chick-
ens from both vaccinated and unvaccinated groups were 
analyzed. The unvaccinated challenged birds showed much 
more significant pathological changes than those vaccinated 
(Fig. 3). The major gross pathological changes of the unvac-
cinated challenge birds included hemorrhages and conges-
tion in the lungs (84%) and liver (80%) (Fig. 3a and b). Other 
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liver lesions had enlarged fragile and bronze-colored liver 
(20%), white necrotic foci (44%), and nodule formation 
(4%). Hemorrhages, congestion, and necrosis in the spleen 
(40%) (Fig. 3c), kidney (32%), and cecal tonsils (68%) (Fig. 
3d) were also observed. Pericarditis with necrotic foci/nod-
ules in the heart (Fig. 3e) was found in 24% of birds. The 
ovarian lesions included hemorrhages, congestion, and 
stalk formation in the egg follicles (88%) (Fig. 3f). On the 

other hand, the vaccinated challenged birds showed hemor-
rhages and congestion in the lungs (24%), liver (24%), cecal 
tonsils (16%), and egg follicles (16%).

Like the gross pathology, most histopathological 
changes were found in unvaccinated infected chick-
ens. Congestion, hemorrhage, and infiltration of inflam-
matory cells were found in the lungs of 84% of birds  
(Fig. 4a). Lesions in the liver included congestion, necrosis, 

Figure 1. The serum antibody responses in fowl typhoid vaccine-vaccinated chickens. Bar diagram showing the percentage of 
chickens that tested positive for antibodies in the (a) SPA test and (b) ELISA test.

Figure 2. Survival curve of fowl typhoid vaccinated and unvaccinated chickens upon challenge with S. gallinarum.
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and infiltration of inflammatory cells (80%) (Fig. 4b), focal 
necrosis with multifocal infiltration of heterophils (36%), 
and nodular changes with infiltration of macrophages, 
lymphocytes, plasma cells, and heterophils (4%). Severe 
congestion and lymphocytic necrosis (Fig. 4c) were found 
in the spleen of 48% of birds. Heart showed congestion 
(Fig. 4d), infiltration of heterophils, macrophages, lym-
phocytes, and plasma cells in the pericardium and myocar-
dium (20%), and nodule formation (4%). Congestion with 
infiltration of heterophils was found in kidneys (32%). 
Hemorrhages, congestion, and infiltration of inflammatory 
cells were found in egg follicles of 88% of birds. But in the 
vaccinated group, only 24% of birds showed congestion, 
hepatitis, and infiltration of inflammatory cells in the liver. 
About 24% of the vaccinated challenged birds showed con-
gestion and hemorrhages in the lungs, while 16% of the 
birds showed congestion, hemorrhages, and infiltration of 
inflammatory cells in the egg follicles. The heart, kidneys, 
and spleen show overall normal histology.

Fowl typhoid live lyophilized vaccine reduced Salmonella 
shedding in feces and eggs

Cloacal swabs were collected from vaccinated and unvacci-
nated challenged birds, and Salmonella spp. were isolated. 

95% of the cloacal swabs from the unvaccinated challenged 
birds carried Salmonella spp. at each time point of 30, 42, 
and 54 weeks. On the contrary, the vaccinated challenged 
birds had comparatively reduced cloacal shedding with 
20%, 8%, and 8% positive rates at 30, 42, and 54 weeks, 
respectively (Fig. 5a). 

We then tested the presence of Salmonella spp. on the 
eggshell surface. 100 eggshell swabs, 50 from each group, 
were collected at each time point of 30, 42, and 54 weeks. 
In unvaccinated chickens, Salmonella spp. were detected 
in 14%, 2%, and 2% of the eggshell swabs at 30, 42, and 
54 weeks, respectively (Fig. 5b). On the other hand, only 
6% of eggshell swabs contained Salmonella spp. at 30 
weeks in vaccinated chickens with no Salmonella spp. was 
detected at 42 and 52 weeks (Fig. 5b). Our findings showed 
decreased Salmonella shedding in feces and eggshell after 
the flock was vaccinated.

Discussion

Small-scale commercial farms, which usually rear several 
hundred to a few 1,000 birds with minimum biosecurity 
measures, are predominating in Bangladesh, and the birds 
are more vulnerable to Salmonella infections than the 
large-scale commercial farms. Salmonella infections create 

Figure 3. Gross pathological changes in unvaccinated chickens infected with S. gallinarum. Hemorrhages and congestions 
in (a) Lungs and (b) Liver, (c) Hemorrhages, congestion, and necrosis in the spleen, (d) Hemorrhages and swelling of the 
cecal tonsil, (e) Pericarditis with nodules in the heart, and (f) Hemorrhages, congestion and stalk formation in the egg 
follicles.
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Figure 4. Histopathological changes of unvaccinated chickens challenged with S. gallinarum. Section of tissues 
showing (a) Congestion, hemorrhages, and infiltration of inflammatory cells in the lungs and (b) Liver,  
(c) Congestion, hemorrhages, and focal necrosis in the spleen, and (d) Congestion in the myocardium of the heart.

Figure 5. Shedding of Salmonella spp. in feces and eggs. Bar diagrams showing the percent of birds shedding 
Salmonella in cloacal swabs (a) and eggshell surfaces (b) from both vaccinated and unvaccinated chickens.
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substantial economic losses along with a reduction in pro-
ductivity and high mortality [18,19]. The most effective 
means of controlling Salmonella infections in poultry is the 
result of a mix of strict biosecurity procedures and eradi-
cation efforts [20,21]. Vaccination against S. gallinarum is 
intended to improve avian resistance to Salmonella infec-
tion and reduce feces and egg shedding [12,22]. 

Bangladesh is planning to export poultry meat and eggs 
shortly. Among the different terms of reference for exports 
of poultry products, Salmonella-free meat and eggs are 
inevitable. Reviewing the available literature (vaccination 
at day 1 and boosting at 6, 10, 14 weeks) [23,24] and from 
our pilot experiments, a protective and cost-effective (in 
terms of vaccine and labor costs) Salmonella vaccination 
at 3 months interval up to the last stage of laying was 
designed [25]. This 3-month interval protocol showed 
desired effects of protection by the challenging dose of 
Salmonella, and it was cost-effective due to the long inter-
val of vaccination [25,26].

In this study, we applied a live attenuated SG9R [27] 
commercial vaccination in a layer flock at 16 weeks of age, 
followed by boosting at 18 weeks, and then boosting every 
3 months. The immunization schedule elicited robust anti-
body responses, reduced Salmonella shedding in feces and 
eggs, and avoided clinical illness.

Our results corroborate two previous studies that 
demonstrated the SG9R vaccine is a safe and effective way 
to keep S. gallinarum infections in laying hens under con-
trol [14,28]. A recent study used a live commercially attenu-
ated S. enteritidis vaccine based on strain Sm24/Rif12/Ssq 
(AviPro® Salmonella Vac E, ELANCO) to test the protection 
of seven different immunization schedules in layers [15]. 
After three vaccination doses during the laying time, the 
hens were protected, with less shedding and egg contami-
nation and better protection throughout the laying period 
[15]. Salmonella vaccines can also offer inter-serotypic 
cross immunity. For example, a study showed that layer 
chickens are protected against Salmonella typhimurium, S. 
gallinarum, and S. enteritidis infections when given a live 
attenuated Salmonella enterica serovar typhimurium strain 
at 7 days of age followed by boosting at 5 weeks of age [29].

Similarly, a genetically engineered live attenuated S. 
enteritidis vaccine applied at day-old followed by boosting 
at 5 weeks of age cross protects chickens against S. typh-
imurium infection [13]. The live attenuated SG9R vaccine 
strain has a severe drawback: it can revert to pathoge-
nicity and cause immunosuppression in young chickens 
[30]. This residual pathogenicity of the SG9R strain was 
optimally detoxified by the knockout of essential virulence 
genes and thereby can be used in preventing fowl typhoid 
irrespective of the age of chickens [20].

About 36% of the unvaccinated infected chickens 
showed clinical signs and lesions characteristics of fowl 

typhoid, and 20% of the infected birds died. Variable mor-
bidity and mortality rates in chickens infected with S. galli-
narum have been reported in earlier studies depending 
on the age and immune status of the birds, virulence of 
the bacterial strains, management status, rearing system, 
biosecurity measures, etc. For example, the S. gallinarum 
produces very high mortality (40%–100%) in chicks with 
severe inflammation in the liver and spleen [29,31,32]. 
However, the mortality rates of S. gallinarum infection in 
layer chickens varied greatly between studies. A high mor-
tality rate (95%–100%) was reported in an experimental 
infection study in layer chickens [33]. Although, a similar 
study in layers also reported a low (4%) mortality rate 
[34]. Nevertheless, this study‘s gross and histopathological 
changes marked by necrotic and hemorrhagic changes in 
liver, spleen, lungs, and egg follicles corroborate with sev-
eral previous S. gallinarum challenge studies [29,31,32].

Cell-mediated immunity (CMI) is critical in the fight 
against intracellular microorganisms. Humoral immunity, 
such as antibody-dependent cellular cytotoxicity (ADCC), 
has a vital role in combating infection. The neutralization 
of intracellular antigen is not so effective by humoral anti-
body response; however, it may play some role when anti-
gens present outside the cells [35,36]. In the CMI response 
investigation, estimation of cytokines (especially IL-2 and 
IFN-γ) is measured. However, in this experiment, the CMI 
response was not included. For combating the intracellu-
lar infection, both CMI and humoral response are almost 
equally important [37,38].

The effectiveness of any Salmonella vaccination pro-
gram is determined by the vaccine‘s level of clinical pro-
tection and the vaccine‘s ability to prevent Salmonella 
shedding in feces and eggs. One of the most prominent 
transmission mechanisms of poultry Salmonellae trans-
mission is transovarian infection, which leads to the 
infection of the eggs and the chicks [39]. Moreover, con-
tamination of eggs with zoonotic Salmonellae such as S. 
enteritidis and S. typhimurium has been recorded and is 
of great concern for public health and international trade 
restrictions [25,40]. The vaccine schedule employed in 
this study significantly reduced the shedding of Salmonella 
spp. in feces and eggs compared to the unvaccinated chal-
lenged birds. Eventually, no shedding was recorded in eggs 
after 30 weeks of age, indicating that the vaccine schedule 
can be used efficiently in producing Salmonella-free eggs 
in the field. 

Conclusion

In conclusion, the vaccine efficacy test of fowl typhoid 9R 
strain vaccine this study found a high level of seroconver-
sion and that Salmonella shedding in feces and eggs was 
reduced. To protect chickens from Salmonella infections 
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and egg contamination, a 3-month interval immunization 
program starting at prelaying should be followed. Further 
study should focus on evaluating cell-mediated immune 
responses in the vaccinated birds to elucidate the mecha-
nism of clinical protection induced by the live lyophilized 
S. gallinarum vaccine.

List of Abbreviations

Colony-forming unit (CFU), Gross domestic product (GDP), 
Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA), Polymerase 
chain reaction (PCR), Rapid serum plate agglutination 
(SPA).

Acknowledgment 

The authors are grateful to the technicians and animal care-
takers of the Department of Pathology, BAU. This research 
was funded by the Bangladesh Academy of Science-United 
States Department of Agriculture (BAS-USDA) [Grant num-
ber LS-13]. 

Conflict of interest 

The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Authors’ contribution

TA, SMSHB, MA, ABMJU: Performed animal experimen-
tation and collected data. TA, MN, and RP: Collected, 
analyzed, and interpreted data; drafted the manuscript. 
MN, RP, MAHNA, MAI, and MMH: Critically checked and 
reviewed the manuscript. MMH: Designed, funded, and 
supervised the study.

References
[1]	 ADB. Asian development outlook update (ADOU). Bangladesh 

Resident Mission (BRM)—Asian Development Bank (ADB), Dhaka, 
Bangladesh, 2021. Available via https://www.adb.org/countries/
bangladesh/economy (Accessed 25 February 2022).

[2]	 DLS. Livestock economy at a glance. Department of Livestock Services, 
Dhaka, Bangladesh, 2020. Available via http://dls.portal.gov.
bd/sites/default/files/files/dls.portal.gov.bd/page/ee5f4621_
fa3a_40ac_8bd9_898fb8ee4700/2020-07-22-19-34-e4cd5ed-
65f45419ee038e00b8939c1a0.pdf (Accessed 16 February 2022)

[3]	 Larive and LightCastle. Poultry sector study Bangladesh. 
Netherlands Enterprise Agency, The Hague, The Netherlands, 2020. 
Available via https://www.lightcastlebd.com/insights/2021/02/
poultry-sector-study-bangladesh (Accessed 10 February 2022)

[4]	 Zhao X, Gao Y, Ye C, Yang L, Wang T, Chang W. Prevalence and 
characteristics of Salmonella isolated from free-range chickens in 
Shandong Province, China. BioMed Res Int 2016; 2016:8183931; 
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/8183931

[5]	 Akbar A, Anal AK. Isolation of Salmonella from ready-to-eat poul-
try meat and evaluation of its survival at low temperature, micro-
waving and simulated gastric fluids. J Food Sci Technol 2015; 
52(5):3051–7; https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-014-1354-2

[6]	 Li Y, Xie X, Xu X, Wang X, Chang H, Wang C, et al. Nontyphoidal 
Salmonella infection in children with acute gastroenteritis: 

prevalence, serotypes, and antimicrobial resistance in Shanghai, 
China. Foodborne Pathog Dis 2014; 11(3):200–6; https://doi.
org/10.1089/fpd.2013.1629

[7]	 Rahman MA, Rahman MM, Moonmoon M, Alam KJ, Islam MZ. 
Prevalence of common diseases of broiler and layer at Gazipur dis-
trict in Bangladesh. Asian J Medi Biol Res 2017; 3:290–3; https://
doi.org/10.3329/ajmbr.v3i2.33582

[8]	 Al Mamun M, Islam KM, Rahman MM. Occurrence of poultry 
diseases at Kishoregonj district of Bangladesh. MOJ Proteom 
Bioinformat 2019; 8:7–12.

[9]	 OIE. Fowl typhoid and pullorum disease. OIE Terrestrial Manual, 
2018. Available via https://www.oie.int/fileadmin/Home/eng/
Health_standards/tahm/2.03.11_FOWL_TYPHOID.pdf (Accessed 
13 February 2022).

[10]	 Laniewski P, Mitra A, Karaca K, Khan A, Prasad R, Curtiss R, et 
al. Evaluation of protective efficacy of live attenuated Salmonella 
enterica serovar gallinarum vaccine strains against fowl typhoid in 
chickens. Clin Vaccine Immunol 2014; 21(9):1267–76; https://doi.
org/10.1128/CVI.00310-14

[11]	 Ji HJ, Byun EB, Chen F, Ahn KB, Jung HK, Han SH, et al. Radiation-
inactivated S. gallinarum vaccine provides a high protective 
immune response by activating both humoral and cellular immu-
nity. Front Immunol 2021; 12:717556; https://doi.org/10.3389/
fimmu.2021.717556

[12]	 Desin TS, Köster W, Potter AA. Salmonella vaccines in poultry: past, 
present and future. Exp Rev Vaccines 2013, 12(1):87–96; https://
doi.org/10.1586/erv.12.138

[13]	 Nandre RM, Lee D, Lee JH. Cross-protection against Salmonella 
typhimurium infection conferred by a live attenuated Salmonella 
enteritidis vaccine. Can J Vet Res 2015; 79(1):16–21. 

[14]	 Feberwee A, de Vries TS, Hartman EG, de Wit JJ, Elbers AR, de Jong 
WA. Vaccination against Salmonella enteritidis in Dutch commer-
cial layer flocks with a vaccine based on a live Salmonella galli-
narum 9R strain: evaluation of efficacy, safety, and performance of 
serologic Salmonella tests. Avian Dis 2001; 45(1):83–91; https://
doi.org/10.2307/1593015

[15]	 Huberman YD, Velilla AV, Terzolo HR. Evaluation of different live 
Salmonella enteritidis vaccine schedules administered during 
layer hen rearing to reduce excretion, organ colonization, and 
egg contamination. Poult Sci 2019; 98(6):2422–31; https://doi.
org/10.3382/ps/pez003

[16]	 Luna LG. Manual of  histologic staining methods of the Armed 
Forces Institute of Pathology. 3rd edition, McGrow Hill Book Co., 
New York, NY, 1988.

[17]	 Haider MG, Hossain MG, Chowdhury EH, Hossain MS, Das PM, 
Hossain MM. Prevalence of enteric bacteria isolated from cloacal 
swabs in Sonali chickens. Progress Agric 2003; 14:67–72.

[18]	 Hoque MN, Mohiuddin RB, Khan MMH, Hannan A, Alam MJ. 
Outbreak of Salmonella in poultry of Bangladesh and possible 
remedy. J Adv Biotechnol Exp Ther 2019; 2(2):87–97; https://doi.
org/10.5455/jabet.2019.d30

[19]	 Khan MAHNA, Bari ASM, Islam MR, Das PM, Ali MY. Pullorum dis-
ease in semimature chicks and its experimental pathology. Bangl J 
Vet Med 1998; 32:124–8.

[20]	 Kim NH, Ko DS, Ha EJ, Ahn S, Choi KS. Optimized detoxification of 
a live attenuated vaccine strain (SG9R) to improve vaccine strat-
egy against fowl typhoid. Vaccines 2021; 9(2):122; https://doi.
org/10.3390/vaccines9020122

[21]	 Ethèves MA, Choisis N, Alvarez S, Dalleau F, Hascoat J, Gallard 
V, et al. Risk factors for Salmonella enterica subsp. enterica per-
sistence in broiler-chicken flocks on Reunion Island. Heliyon 2021; 
7(3):e06278; https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e06278

[22]	 Penha Filho RA, de Paiva JB, da Silva MD, de Almeida AM, Berchieri 
A. Control of Salmonella enteritidis and Salmonella gallinarum 
in birds by using live vaccine candidate containing attenuated 
Salmonella gallinarum mutant strain. Vaccine 2010; 28(16):2853–
9; https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2010.01.058

https://www.adb.org/countries/bangladesh/economy
https://www.adb.org/countries/bangladesh/economy
http://dls.portal.gov.bd/sites/default/files/files/dls.portal.gov.bd/page/ee5f4621_fa3a_40ac_8bd9_898fb8ee4700/2020-07-22-19-34-e4cd5ed65f45419ee038e00b8939c1a0.pdf
http://dls.portal.gov.bd/sites/default/files/files/dls.portal.gov.bd/page/ee5f4621_fa3a_40ac_8bd9_898fb8ee4700/2020-07-22-19-34-e4cd5ed65f45419ee038e00b8939c1a0.pdf
http://dls.portal.gov.bd/sites/default/files/files/dls.portal.gov.bd/page/ee5f4621_fa3a_40ac_8bd9_898fb8ee4700/2020-07-22-19-34-e4cd5ed65f45419ee038e00b8939c1a0.pdf
http://dls.portal.gov.bd/sites/default/files/files/dls.portal.gov.bd/page/ee5f4621_fa3a_40ac_8bd9_898fb8ee4700/2020-07-22-19-34-e4cd5ed65f45419ee038e00b8939c1a0.pdf
https://www.lightcastlebd.com/insights/2021/02/poultry-sector-study-bangladesh
https://www.lightcastlebd.com/insights/2021/02/poultry-sector-study-bangladesh
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/8183931
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-014-1354-2
https://doi.org/10.1089/fpd.2013.1629
https://doi.org/10.1089/fpd.2013.1629
https://doi.org/10.3329/ajmbr.v3i2.33582
https://doi.org/10.3329/ajmbr.v3i2.33582
https://www.oie.int/fileadmin/Home/eng/Health_standards/tahm/2.03.11_FOWL_TYPHOID.pdf
https://www.oie.int/fileadmin/Home/eng/Health_standards/tahm/2.03.11_FOWL_TYPHOID.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1128/CVI.00310-14
https://doi.org/10.1128/CVI.00310-14
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2021.717556
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2021.717556
https://doi.org/10.1586/erv.12.138
https://doi.org/10.1586/erv.12.138
https://doi.org/10.2307/1593015
https://doi.org/10.2307/1593015
https://doi.org/10.3382/ps/pez003
https://doi.org/10.3382/ps/pez003
https://doi.org/10.5455/jabet.2019.d30
https://doi.org/10.5455/jabet.2019.d30
https://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines9020122
https://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines9020122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e06278
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2010.01.058


http://bdvets.org/javar/	 � 309Akter et al. / J. Adv. Vet. Anim. Res., 9(2): 301–309, June 2022

[23]	 Bhattacharyya DK, Rahman H, Murugkar HV. Development and 
evaluation of Salmonella toxoid vaccine for poultry. Indian J Anim 
Sci 2004; 74(6):581–5.

[24]	 Rahman MM, Khan ZUM, Rashid SMH. Evaluation of the efficacy of 
a bacterin against Salmonella gallinarum infection. J Anim Vet Adv 
2005; 4(3):332–4.

[25]	 Akter T, Nooruzzaman M, Mumu TT, Ahammed M, Uddin ABMJ, 
Parvin R, et al. Development of an effective vaccination protocol 
to produce Salmonella-free layer flock. GMPC TOP 2021; 1(2):1–6; 
https://doi.org/10.51585/gtop.2021.2.0005

[26]	 Lee YJ, Mo IP, Kang MS. Protective efficacy of live Salmonella galli-
narum 9R vaccine in commercial layer flocks. Avian Pathol 2007; 
36(6):495–8; https://doi.org/10.1080/03079450701691278

[27]	 Wigley P. Salmonella enterica serovar gallinarum: addressing fun-
damental questions in bacteriology sixty years on from the 9R vac-
cine. Avian Pathol 2017; 46(2):119–24; https://doi.org/10.1080/
03079457.2016.1240866

[28]	 Lee YJ, Mo IP, Kang MS. Safety and efficacy of Salmonella Gallinarum 
9R vaccine in young laying chickens. Avian Pathol 2005; 34(4):362–
6; https://doi.org/10.1080/03079450500180895

[29]	 Lee JH. Protection against Salmonella typhimurium, Salmonella 
gallinarum, and Salmonella enteritidis infection in layer chickens 
conferred by a live attenuated Salmonella typhimurium strain. 
Immune Netw 2015; 15(1):27–36; https://doi.org/10.4110/
in.2015.15.1.27

[30]	 Kwon HJ, Cho SH. Pathogenicity of SG 9R, a rough vaccine strain 
against fowl typhoid. Vaccine 2011; 29(6):1311–8; https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2010.11.067

[31]	 Ojima S, Okamura M, Osawa N, Tamura A, Yoshioka K, Kashimoto 
T, et al. Characteristics of systemic infection and host responses in 
chickens experimentally infected with Salmonella enterica serovar 
gallinarum biovar gallinarum. J Vet Med Sci 2021; 83(7):1147–54; 
https://doi.org/10.1292/jvms.21-0227

[32]	 Lopes PD, Freitas Neto OC, Batista DF, Denadai J, Alarcon MF, 
Almeida AM, et al. Experimental infection of chickens by a 

flagellated motile strain of Salmonella enterica serovar galli-
narum biovar gallinarum. Vet J 2016; 214:40–6; https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.tvjl.2016.05.006

[33]	 Chacana PA, Terzolo HR. Protection conferred by a live Salmonella 
enteritidis vaccine against fowl typhoid in laying hens. Avian Dis 
2006; 50(2):280–3; https://doi.org/10.1637/7463-102705R.1

[34]	 Mdegela RH, Msoffe PL, Waihenya RW, Kasanga JC, Mtambo MM, 
Minga UM, et al. Comparative pathogenesis of experimental infec-
tions with Salmonella gallinarum in local and commercial chick-
ens. Trop Anim Health Prod 2002; 34(3):195–204; https://doi.
org/10.1023/A:1015226507721

[35]	 Lehmann J, Bellmann S, Werner C, Schröder R, Schütze N, Alber G. 
IL-12p40-dependent agonistic effects on the development of pro-
tective innate and adaptive immunity against Salmonella enteriti-
dis. J Immunol 2001; 167(9):5304–15; https://doi.org/10.4049/
jimmunol.167.9.5304

[36]	 Beal RK, Powers C, Davison TF, Barrow PA, Smith AL. Clearance 
of enteric Salmonella enterica serovar typhimurium in chickens is 
independent of B-cell function. Infect Immun 2006; 74(2):1442–4; 
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.74.2.1442-1444.2006

[37]	 Van Immerseel F, Methner U, Rychlik I, Nagy B, Velge P, Martin G, 
et al. Vaccination and early protection against non-host-specific 
Salmonella serotypes in poultry: exploitation of innate immunity 
and microbial activity. Epidemiol Infect 2005; 133(6):959–78; 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0950268805004711

[38]	 Babu U, Dalloul RA, Okamura M, Lillehoj HS, Xie H, Raybourne 
RB, et al. Salmonella enteritidis clearance and immune responses 
in chickens following Salmonella vaccination and challenge. Vet 
Immunol Immunopathol 2004; 101(3-4):251–7; https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.vetimm.2004.05.002

[39]	 Shivaprasad HL. Fowl typhoid and pullorum disease. Rev Sci Tech 
2000; 19(2):405–24; https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.19.2.1222

[40]	 Gast RK, Jones DR, Guraya R, Anderson KE, Karcher DM. Research 
note: contamination of eggs by Salmonella enteritidis and 
Salmonella typhimurium in experimentally infected laying hens 
in indoor cage-free housing. Poult Sci 2021; 100(11):101438; 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psj.2021.101438

https://doi.org/10.51585/gtop.2021.2.0005
https://doi.org/10.1080/03079450701691278
https://doi.org/10.1080/03079457.2016.1240866
https://doi.org/10.1080/03079457.2016.1240866
https://doi.org/10.1080/03079450500180895
https://doi.org/10.4110/in.2015.15.1.27
https://doi.org/10.4110/in.2015.15.1.27
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2010.11.067
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2010.11.067
https://doi.org/10.1292/jvms.21-0227
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tvjl.2016.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tvjl.2016.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1637/7463-102705R.1
https://doi.org/10.1023/A
https://doi.org/10.1023/A
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.167.9.5304
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.167.9.5304
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.74.2.1442-1444.2006
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0950268805004711
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetimm.2004.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetimm.2004.05.002
https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.19.2.1222
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psj.2021.101438

