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Figure 1 Progress in the vaccine research of Marek’s disease
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Progress in the evolution and vaccine research of Marek’s disease

GE ChengFei, LU HangQiong & LIU ChangJun

National Key Laboratory for Animal Disease Prevention and Control, Harbin Veterinary Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Agricultural
Sciences, Harbin 150069, China

Marek’s disease (MD) is an infectious and lymphoid hyperplasia disease of chicken caused by Marek’s disease virus (MDV), and
characterized by T-lymphoid tumors, immunosuppression, and paralysis. MD is a widespread disease of chickens in poultry farming
countries and regions around the world, causing huge economic losses to the poultry industry. Control of the disease mainly relies on
vaccine immunization, and it is a challenge because of the continuous evolution of MDV towards stronger virulence, which leads to
the need for vaccines to be constantly updated. This article introduces the research progress of evolution and vaccines of MD.
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