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Abstract

The present experiment was carried out to study the pathogenesis of Newcastle disease(ND),
ND virus(NDV) antigens and genes in various organs from NDV inoculated chickens were
detected by immunchistochemistry and RT-PCR.

Immunohistochemically, NDV antigens were detected in the spleen, thymus, cecal tonsil,
proventriculus, trachea and lungs at 12 hour post-inoculation (hpi). Viral antigens were
localized mainly in the cytoplasm of lymphocytes and macrophages.

After 48 hpi, clinical findings of the affected chickens were open—-mouth breathing,
conjunctivitis, watery diarrhea and edema around the eye and neck. After 72 hpi, chickens
showed muscular tremor, paralysis of the legs and wings, and coma.

Histopathological results consist of multi-focal necrosis with hemorrhages in lymphoid
aggregates of the intestinal tracts, necrosis of the lymphoid tissues, neuronal degeneration and
necrosis, and perivascular cuffing.

Using RT-PCR, virus genes were detected in the spleen and proventriculus at 48 hpi, and in
the brain at 60 hpi. ‘
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Newcastle disease(ND)+= Paramyxoviridae
Family®] Rubulavirus genus®l] %3 New-
castle disease virus(NDV)7} €27 A¥o
2, 1927d A=A o AHMelM Age
2aER3’, $Pdgdre 19249 oA
dAE Ak g geom? Awe] WA
g ZAAAE A& 437 dEol gAFH
AMR= (Office  international des  epizooties;
OE)%} $gugle 24 List A% AlF 7t5
HYAGY oz R/t gtk

NDVE 27|17} 9F 15kbpel IS AW
negative sense, single strand RNA virus®
ulo]2{ 2~ EAo] #o3t= RNA directed RNA
polymerase(L), ¥T&H F3oll HAA3}=
hemagglutinin—neuraminidase(HN), 3 4A] <«
Fo] AR 2843+ fusion(F), matrix
(M), phosphoprotein(P), nucleoprotein(N) 5 6
2o YAS codingdtn YT

o] A& AolYol tFS Adstaes A
AAReZ dAsta gon, 27/ 236%FlA]
AT EE AAFHRZ 2gol o RN e,
HllA 78 Rastn 28, A, FAAE
A9 o] Yeh A Ee T &Fd w2t ¥
Qo] Bo] gEAE Rez dHA Y.
oA i 47, utole 2 A, A A=,
vlo|g A Fo] lolo] oA Zr] & A
HANE Jehe Aoz w3 A Uk wA
L U viol 29 WY wt ZA 4
Z-o] 2% ¥ (pathotypes) 22 FE=H=Hl, AA
BHA ZAdez 9% asymptomic entericH
I, B4 AvsiAY BdHdee 5F7|H 7
F= = lentogenicd, AA F& o|HES AW
on 3F7] 9 AAFEE UEE meso-
genic¥d, "AIFHez & HIdES AU
velogenic@ o] glon o]= velogenicqdL 4
3p7le 28 A7 EH o2 Sl viscero-
tropic velogenic(vwNDV)&# 5&7] 2 AA
F4< Yehn] £ o|HES A neuro-
tropic velogenic(nvNDV)&d o 2 1}o] R}

g wASHY AT Ades wASHA 2

dd ¢ 3F vy wjHES Bildq A
743 MAe ZF7IG A4Sl 2 bloje{ A7) A
dgozA oRojx =, YT ulojzglrs
ol& AR M XA FA 3t 12 viremiaE A
A 83T S5oA A F48 | 24 virem
iag oA A Arld HAEe Aoz dHA
9\11;]_3,6).

vND& 2¢ X9 #e AEIE AR &
of AAA AWAITNE FH3le o2 Buyo
gen, Zdd #e NF3EFES st HEs
A =9, tel 2 dole w9 28534 F
< Yz, rldle E5/3H wxA €
o,

vwND9| #e|ZAeroz 4347 A=
85 FUg JAPL diE e & 9 FF
AZAANME 2739 AL} 24-& Fukg Al
Aol ¥R 9 FA HEgdad 5o ¥
A7) M= HEZF 24 2 AL 7)E 7]
&, =, A%, A%, A7 SeAe T448 At
7} B 2P,

B B8 oo A= Reverse Transcripti
on Polymerase Chain Reaction (RT-PCR)%
o]l g3l Jestin £¥0] ATAA A7 2P
9] allantoic fluidol|4] A&S2 ND uvlolgix
2 339 olF, A2 Gohm 5] ZgE &
o] ¥ 9 2zt A7]oA RT-PCRZ ulolg|x
FRAAE AEdtes T B2 970l FYHA
T W) 8t 8okl A= immunohistochemi-
stry$} In situ hybridization”]d S22 @
7146 g AL} o] FARA 1 Yrpor®

E A= vwNDVeQ Kyojeongwon(KJW)F
o] ¥ AL Lol A} 253 9] Specific-P
athogen-Free(SPF) Wolg]ol| vlojzi2=E UF
ZEAA 1273 HE ez AHE 2z Ar|dA
immunohistochemistry71 {3 RT-PCRZ H}o]
22 AT FARL HES A=A

-

EREUT

Hioj2{ A

vWNDV KJWHE ZA4ddta $olags
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AQYstw Ao BF wgton olE {3l
10839 SPF& a97}el HJZ3te) Embryo-
Lethal Dose si(ELDso)S F3H3 1, 8347
< M35l 100 ELDso/mé Al 0.1 M phos-
phate buffered saline(PBS, pH 7.2)9] 343}
o] "lolgjx HFRo T AL

des=

White leghorn SPF@(Sunrise farms, USA)
£ F3AA AR AElE RN EF AR
g ARl FEINEA Aoz A7F 2
F3 9 Wolg] 33 nlolgix A AL 0.1
m¥ vj7to g HFsch

A=zl F

ulo]H A HE F 1243 HF L= 493 3
S AAEAAS BEAsla 1HS AAEA
el zAstd o WdzAsletd AALE 43
ANge U, &4, F4, 9%, ey,
A, Aol BdAA= A4, 71, A%, A7,
183 ¥ Soz AFIon, FAF A=
B 10% FAAXERA 2A1 23 F Ayt
Q1 Wil wet stebd o) AR, 3~4 m
FAZ W sle o] &3ttt

RT-PCRe| A&+ , H|F, A9, N+
5& o] 83lY A olF W FE o] &9
A FAVIZ 89S A3k, Percoll-Histo
paque(Sigma, USA)E AH8-31] 1000rpmoll A
1083 9% 3 dg3 38 F3H8 -2
Cell 2@, ¥ T YA F7e ¥
AA AF st -20To) 2R3 o] &3t

qzE ol A8 FFIA FL 3FE F

Astd AFL Z71e vlwsis s

Reverse Transcription Polymerase Chain
Reaction(RT-PCR)

Primer= NDVe] ‘1833 Ao Q& fusi
on protein gene®) cleavage siteZ 202bp= Al
Sense 5" AGG AGA CRR AAA CGC T 3’
(R=A/G), Antisense 5  TGC CAC TGC TA
G TTG CGA TA 3’ 2 BioneerAlel] |2 2]

Fly AHg-A T

Template -20Cel AZE Z71& 108] &
ZF 01 M PBSel #Astste] RNeasy Mini
kit(Qiagen, USA)E °| &3] RNAE F& Al
3t 2™ one step RT-PCR kit(Qiagen)E ©]
43l RNase-free water 23 pu, X5 one step
RT-PCR buffer 10 xf, dNTP Mix 2 uf, one
step RT-PCR enzyme 2 g8, RNase inhibitor
1 8, Sense primer 1 €, Antisense primer 1
@, template 10 wtE EFE ths, 57T 10
B7F 49 & 42T 60%3F reverse tran-
scriptionA]# 12} strand ¢cDNAZ 4338t
HUT 58 AE T UT 187 denaturation,
55C 1¥3t annealing, 72C 1¥3F poly-
merization A& 303] wtE-3] 23} strand
cDNAE #48l= one step RT-PCRE A4
sttt

%3 RT-PCRY =& golr7y] 93l
o] A5 AFT Foide guitdS AH
g % 01 M PBSell 10° ELDs 58 1 ELDs
7HA 107 A 3 A3te] Z}te] RNAE F2
3t one step RT-PCRE AAlstglon, wil
ulojg| 2} FEulelgae] hH QRE gol
B7] fstd Al#F< diAdu|AES] La Sota
WA Bl WAlS FYstd FAME FFF
AR F 8A, RNAE 323t RT-PCRE 4
Aleti ot

Z¥zte) PCR AHE-S 2.0% agarose-geld]l A
719%38 1 43g FFsATh

Ha| =2y A HAXE SN HE

W z2 87 A27AE FEH2A 3~4 m
AZ vdd matd 22dH S Qo
o wel H-E 433t

HgdM e 2AAAE gdS AA A
3 FAFE AR vhs, A4 peroxidase
of 8}t vl5o] ¥kg-& Fol7) $i3) 1% A3
FAF-viEgE&8dd B8 A AHEgt v 1
2 FAA I 2 FA(Anti-NDV  mono-
clonal antibody, Jenobiotec, Korea)& 0.1 M
PBSel 500u] #4j3te] 3087t kA7l 23
A= biotinylated anti-mouse IgG(Vector
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Laboratories, USA)E 0.1 M PBS9l] 501} 34}
3t 3023t wHEAIZ! F peroxidase?l EA|E
avidin-biotin peroxidase com-plex-82 2.2 30
Sz L] 0 e MR T ) - Sty d =S IR S
DAB kit(KPL, USA)Z ZAAIZ Y. Fe}EA]
doz gz gaste gutEQ vhyol utel o
& 259 Xylene ¥HE A% ¥ permout
(Sigma, USA)Z Bsisteq F&sidct

Ztzke] wkg-& 37C F371 Ul E=/A4A}
&olA APHPon, Zk A A AHe) A
01 M PBSZ 5%3 384 41 HAs3 L,
HAGAN 224 13 A 2zt 33 g4l 01
M PBSZE WHgAIZ]l ZAdzA Pz & &
7 BTt

2

Hlo]2| A8 HFE HolE & ez a7
@ 2%, JAF F BAAC ATFEE, £ =
F99 7%, 299, E5, 799 441 501, 60
AR & T A AH Sl 2 72
ARl T2l e dihe] vhe], 283, B T
9] Y338 Y F YU vl 2 HF
F 49~60A]13tol] 247, 61~T2A] 3kl 147, 73~84
Azl 357, 85~96A1Zkll 357 HAL sttt

slolel~g AER WoldE AT A,
A% ¥ BABA AABA Fele) 2L 5
W $33 Ao%de BG4 YU 604

HAdE FdFU, vAFH T 270 &
ZEA 3, AN E A9 28470 F
s8HA vt

RT-PCR

dlo]gd A& HE3 WolgldlA 12A7 214
o= sizE AR uistqd NDVe 4 ¥z
#¥9 fusion protein gene®] cleavage site
(202 bp) H°l 34 AEE 9 RT-PCR
A3} += Table 13 2t ¥ (Fig D3 A9l
M ulelglA HF F 48A|ZF o] Fd|, H oA
£ 60212 ol Fel, WY FAME T2ATT o|F
o) vv- NDV9| 5o| §Hx& A&T + UA
. T3 RT-PCRY RIF=E HAR AH,
10ELDso7HAl A EE 2w, vwNDVeF #i4lut
ol2{2d] W3t cleavage site?] EARFEE 7}
ge WY o EHAA KJWF=
AEHAoY U AUoz AMLHE La
Sota®} Blulo|g]2ojA & Ho] fAAIT HE
HA| &pch(Fig 2).

Wal A B 2

glolgl & HF T 1273 HH ez AHE
2719 =2l 22 FA H-E 943t 3
AZAEH A5 BET A, A9, HelA
3 B & &23171%719 lymphoid aggrega
tesQl Peyer's patches, lamina propria, submu
cosaBolA F-EHE T PAAF AL
A27A& FEE 4 ddon, JARYd = o
AAxet 3 Fo dFAE HE3 AN
tH(Fig 3). vlolgl2 HF F AJ3to] AL
& ol 29| yWE AslEArt

Table 1. Detection of viral genes by RT-PCR in samples of exben'mentally infected chickens.

Hours post inoculation

Samples

, 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96
Brain - - - - + + + +
Spleen ‘ - - - + + + - .
Proventricuclus - - - + + + ¥ +
WBC - - - - - + + NT

* NT, not tested.

- 66 -



T3, SFAFANA e Ag AF3AEe] B
A3 AL A4 Fol vehtor(Fig 4), 88
WA o] S FEZT FE 93} periva
scular cuffingg #FIE F Uz dH B
Ay 9] WHo] A3t

v, 34, AL 59 BEA7 A
E -84 27A% 593 Fs IAE
TR F UjeH, ol AUy =AY
iAot FxFe maje} AHAZL nlo]
H2 AF T Aol ZAgte wet o s st
HAck.

IEF713719 712l e 71 AgA e F
¥ WA lamina propria®] ££2, HA = 2
Y4277 349 F7HE FEE ¢+ JAT-

AZT 243, A3, A T4 AldA= o
AAE D FEIFo FEF olE JFA XY
HALE #FFE & dlen, Azt A el
ol 7|9l IxtAZe] 2FH F7lEAT)

e TE BB A

ulo]g A8 HEE Holele veid =34
HolA ulelzglx YAPE HEEY] 93
Avidin-biotin peroxidase complex(ABPC) ¥
4L AN FF 2301R7], FF0F
A, 9937 2 357171 4B, 1, A%,
A% 59 ArldA BAEH FAguke-S TF
& & UAHTable 2).

ulolg) A HF T 12X A9 Aot 34
AAME, 22l3 ©0]E9] lamina propriad]Al
AAGA FAgute-g ARE 5 Ao (Fig
5), submucosacl = YEFSTE ol g HI g
A A uwrgo F2 o]E lymphoid aggreg-
ates®] FEZT 2L AAE M EAA L=
pel= g

glolZ A HF 3 60AIH e $3A7A
o] AAAENAZ(Fig 6) Jelgon, FA4,
v, HHiaG & HEgrle] X A-EY

Table 2. Immunohistochemical labelling for Newcastle disease viral antigens in organs of experimentally

infected chickens

Hours post inoculation

Organs

12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96
Proventriculus ++ ++ ++ ++ 4 . e+ -+
Duodenum - - + + + + ¥ +
Cecal tonsil + ++ ++ 44 44 44 o 4+
Cerebrum - - - - + + + "
Cerebellum - - - - ++ F+ ,+ 4
Spleen + ++ ++ +++ +++ +++ ++ ++
Thymus + + ++ 4 4+ +++ 4+ 4+
F bursa - - - - +++ +++ +++ +++
Trachea + ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ 4 +
Lungs + + + ++ +++ +++ +++ ++
Liver - - - + ++ ++ ++ ++
Heart - - - + ++ +4 ++ 4
Kidney - - - - ++ ++ ++ ++
Pancreas - - - - + + + "

¥ -, no labelling; +, rare positive cells; ++, frequent positive cells; +++,

regular clusters of positive cells.
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AT} BT, FAA HAREYeA Ay
A Fgdukgol YelgT. E3) HlojgA A
T T 12NTAY T4 g Hgdy
FgutgE HFE + Ao (Fig 7), vlold]
2 HF T Azl Agol wet ddga
gntge d 29 9 Wiz Frp)t #EAH
Ak,

dlolg 2 HF T 1271 7183} He) A
AR} FEFAA, a2)m HF F 4843
A olxe] A%, 7 AF T FAA AR
% 2 o]F #A719 lymphoid aggregateso] 3
&3 dAAEe FXZFqM, AR AP
AOA TN AGEN F-S ARG &
ANer (Fig 8), olg|d W32 F2 A x9
A XA JelgT ol AVldA HE &
AR 73 ool whet A A FAgnkgel &3 vl
=7t Sk

[l

al

ALY ulojgxe] AAAFL Y 3§
7] Aetolyt &317] Huhg F3l o] FoiR| 1,
A9 voldiae ol HAYAAVAE] HX
22 3]lsle] o] Al X AEA WA Z4]
3, 12 viremiaE AA Aoy F4ojjA
oA 223§, 23} viremiaE oA A AU
o HAEe Aoz geiA AP, FaALd 6
olg| 29 #FY o|FAE, 24 M3x T H
W14 FEE AF-Eo] nlolgl A Ealo ul
olgx FAAE T WPz Bo] IIYHA
t}. Baskaya 592} Hofstad £2& z}7] ¥<
do] tt& NDVE ¥F HEs 1-6¥ F
IR wlolg| A FeEg A3, ¥ ZZ o] u}
olg|x ¥ 7 A} Frizgtxn ¥,
Parede 52 velogenic NDVE 2§ o
233 PAAT A, Hanson 2 o] 2
HAF ¥ 14949 v)F, w9 713 2 vZEY
A ulolz2E EE # v Y. ®
& Ojok B¢ ulolg~ AF = 194 ¢,
A, 4, A9 2% sehd 2R FEHAH
A, Nho E%& HZ % 1949 7123 v)Ze)
WE 2AMHCAN WYz 3EE Yo

dlolg{ A gl A&E Hug v} gt

£ HdgoM e vlolgix HF Wolele vt
H zA-HAM NDV 39S AE3) 98
o ABPC WIS HAAG A, nlolgia
AE F 12/ 71F, A9, 238 x, ¥
2, FANA Hgg Fgutsoz Jehde
Hlolgi 2 Y-S HE2E 4+ Ak ol Alex
ander 577} Frederick £%0] 743 vlolgj &
7} 3287 2 &3] FASA XA 4
F 1% viremiaZt do{ut vlA T A7l w
2A Agdds AL ARYse g, 8
ol A HE F 12A7 olAd] 132} viremiaZ}
doldS & + AU

£ Aol vlolgjxo] HEE WHolele 7Y
T35, 748 AL B9 £ F9 7%, g
o Gile W), 2 WA, E4 59 A4S
< Uebd =), ol vwiNDe A¥HQ A=
A3 A g,

E A3 #HzAgAPA A FAE &
371371 A9, AolAF, BF T F&
d A, 2EE Fukg A X F=p
o] A&3, A9V F49 v¥F, HBeA
2¢ SolA didARE € FxFe] A F 3
AL, FRARA NN NBAE A3} 2)A}
perivascular cuffing 27 52 Cheville 7,
Ojok Z”, Brown &', Brown £, Mo 5?3}
Hamid $°°¢] Z3sl dx)atgich. 434747
Aqxe] &¥S TG T2 Al v F
A 2 HEgM G g E 2 P
o] FAte}t 24 FL vwwNDoA #REHE £3)
2l &Zdolgt s, vloj2lx HF F 48
AIZE o] Fof o2 gt A7) Fo] Lol

Cheville 5o wW2% velogenic NDVS!
Texas 2195 LargoT& AHFT 9 4y
Purkinje’s cellsoll A #A}, 24, HA F9]
W Azio]l #FATn s9n, Ojok SV
M 23 Fontana 108358 HEF S HolA
= o4 #Haldy A= #IHA goitin
3le & A7A wet Gold AxE wue}
Aok vwNDVQI KWIF-& HEd & A8oA
£ 43 Purkinje’s cellsollxl A 24, &
Jol At vErsta, EFNA M Ee] FAlo]

T—
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TEHAG. o3 A uvlolgxd me}
Z}7] & 23 AxE Adve Ao 3
A=, KIWSFE Ho| Astert Zg ulolg]
22 AZE 28 Mo $9¢ Hgz7 s
FA7IY o2 HoA Hlol2|2 FAE HEd}
Aty B vk glony, B A ulo]
g2 g4 FARRE FE3AU & A9
B2 A7 Ao A3 KIWF
£ vwiNDV 433 nvNDV 43& 34 Ad
A2 2 viscero-neurotropic velogenic NDVZ
BHste Aol 238 st AtRE.

2 Ay A3} ulolgia HEF F A|gto] A3
ol wet 2 7oA WA 279
Az} Qlded ol2ld ¥ v, §4, 9
Bl T HAA7IAA 7 Alsti
Halzagy o2 uge FHo w4 (ger-
minal center)ellA] A7} W HA el
o]F AAMEEC] B Qe FELEAM E
=g AAr R 24do], uiA ez APt Lol
¢ B9 2 FxAA ApololA Az Fot
7t F oz #EAFHUCH, HEAMAE
F4 ¥ (central follicles)ollAl ¥=d AL &
A A7l o]F A FellA FZA HAtst
&Aool vElts, npRgto® | Apolo) kA%
2] F7b7F FEAHA. ol WHAAr]e] Heq
A Aap wZa FAe] wFHAA HF F 12
AZbA o] Fdurgo] VeI, olF FEA I
A & Aol JeRd F9jollA YEgto Tt
Az o] 713 R ME FPgo] A9
TFEEHA Gt HEA G E JAF F
60X ol S FZA AAPL dojd F
& T PP s ERER gz A
AN Fguk-go] AAEYLH, o]F A3 4§
oA FAutgo] FAHA ol2F AL
Cheville ", Ojok £%3} Alexander $¥¢] H
IF AL Ao whE Welsh, W x2 gl
A LA GRS

B33 24 oA F4F violglze ¥F
& Ela AsMdo] e 4 AVIR olF3A d
. Nho 57 ddzdssgriges 79,
o, ¥, 49, 2%, BFAE SolA vz
2 ¥4€ A& x, Ojok 57e 71, #,

v, F4, A9, &% Sl "E&sch Mo
sPe 79 ¥, 49, &%, BFUE, F4,
H|Z, AF FolA vle]lalx gA-E AR
o £ AddAM e ), 71, o, A9, 2%, 3
AAE, 4, 9%, A%, T, 473, 4% 59
A9 RE A7) utolg| 2dglo] HEEHA
t} o] A3}= 13} viremiaZl Lol A A7
WAt Alexander Y3} Frederick $99) A}
A3 25 Aoin, & AFREFHS] A
ol 13 Ao Fold7 FHE AR AR
\21=3

E AgdA d9dy A FAgurge F
2 3F719 &319 AIAE, daAE, ¥
=7 59 AEAd XAt ol ulol
2 BAE FE AEZAA  dojdrs
Alexander 2, Ojok 5, Cheville 57, Mo
523 Nho ¥ o8 dAse A7AHs}
A 2}k ot

E AgoA RT-PCRE ol &3l nlolzgix
AZ gel o, v, A9, Bl 5o AR
vwNDV 5o} §AxE HET 2, vlojgix
HF F 48A13F o] F 9] uAF A9, 60213 ]
% o] HoA AEFHAULT ¥ Ade] "= 3}
8t A39} RT-PCRAIAE v wshd, HYxZ
31813 7)ol 9|3 ulolgjx FU3E°] RT-
PCRell 93t nlolglx fAAAESED ¢S 9
Aagde AL & UMY 2y A B
& A7E A= ¥lE RT-PCRo] §23 &
Hol gith £ 43¥ox RT-PCREZ #WY¢d 7
HARE gAg A, KIWFE= vvNDVE
Cleavage site?7} AE&H Aoy Wilule]lgiaes
HAE5A gt ole A€ primere 471
25t 9, Gohm 57 Julie $70) ¥E S 2
2o} Zo] ulo]H 29| WYY ol 7153l
oo A wilujoleiAele] THH AT F-8-3
A AH4E 5 vtz AZtEch

TFARAEH L Y vlojzgixe] WA we}
284 gde= YehE asymptomic enteric
oA HE HALZo] 100%°] =238t veloge
nicg el ol277tA g Fgez dAHT
om otelo|l X E3) nlo|mZalzoly

ol JE371ENGH EFHEE deA 3
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gditdog Al olge Wt Bop®,
FAEH A¥EA Jdees FIAJHTY
EE AXFE 53 vy R 8 F
o] Wi FFZJAGNE SHde 783
AAgE-go] oj&EH: glon} ulolxA i
EAL Azt Bo] A8HY, ZFAGrle
FAETY 4B gle YAIAHE o2 U3
1S GANES o2 Exlo] I A
271 8ok £ A3eA Bz s He
2 HFT F AR uF, F4, AR,
A9, 7183 HolA, o]F 2] Fr]elA ulo
2|2 g9 AZo] 7M53en, RT-PCRE
FTFAAA, BE37], 23713719 @Y Fo
A HL¥ zhdo] hed o] npoly A #
Azl AZo] 7M. go2 ' wAe
o] JdAloe g Ee A7t w2 A
9, AU T &s7|ArIe F4, 9, §)
By § A7 oA BE 2338 7]
Hog dlojglx IS HEstm, ol WY
gt ol& A7]<lA RT-PCRZ ulo]zix §3A
A2 AAbsbd, 2714 A& o wAEW
< G 5 30S ez Algd

AgF oz, ywNDVS KJWFE Hlolgix
AE T 1243 o)A 3F71 2 43p7] Ay
A XM F2do] v, F4H 59 7l ¥
Ale o2 AlREHY, EI}F KIWFE H4H
o] W7 Aol A3 neurotropic AR &
21284 Q) viscerotropic AL &7 Ad A
o2 AlgHd,

2 £

? wAEH dWAEE 7EEr] Yk
viscerotropic velogenic Newcastle disease
virus?! KyojeongwonF& Q13 A7l #o}
2ol Bz, W g PAet RT-
PCRE F33td tha7 e ZAA4g Ak

AR A7 H o R vlolglx HEF F
1272 v, F4, 49, B339, 74,
#H SolA, HF F 8T o]Folle o, HA,
Zh A%, A FolA blolalx S HEE
F AU vpolgix PP F2 JEZ 79 o

AN E MEANAH HAGM opgutgow
ettt

PEFE BF A, vpolgx FAF 3 484
Ao NFZE, 38 A4 B9 & F9
55 Sol, 2A A thelet e el &
S3H, EF 5ol vEgt

ez g2 HAHET, A3|A7)e] &8
< BEg JAL WAV AN E 2 g2
79 A 2 2 NAAMEe WA
perivascular cuffing 59 427§ #AY 4
ATt

RT-PCRZE o] 2 HF 3 4847 o] %
o] HFH} A A, 60AIT o]F9] A
vNDV £o] {322 A& & YUt

Legends for Figures

Fig 1. Reactivity of RT-PCR for the
detection of viral genes in 10 fold
serial diluted allantoic fluide. A,
allantoic fluide; 1, 10*ELDs; 2, 107
ELDs; 3, 10°ELDsy 4, 10°ELDs; 5,
10* ELDsy; 6, 10°ELDso; 7, 10° ELDss;
8, 10ELDsy; 9, 1ELDs»; L, La Sota
strain; B, Bl strain; M, 100bp DNA
ladder marker(TOYOBO).

Fig 2. Detection of viral genes in spleen by
RT-PCR. N, negative control; 1, 12
hour post-inoculation (hpi); 2, 24 hpi;
3, 36 hpi; 4, 48 hpi; 5, 60 hpi; 6, 72
hpi; 7, 84 hpi; 8, 96 hpi, P, positive

contro, M, 100bp DNA ladder
marker.,

Fig 3. Proventriculus at 96 hpi, congestion
and haemorrhage, depletion of

lymphoid cells in lamina propria. H-E
stain, Bar=50pm.

Fig 4. Cerebellum at 96 hpi, note the
degeneration and loss of nerve cells.
H-E stain. Bar=50m.

Fig 5. Cecal tonsil at 1Zhpi, immunolabelling
in epitheliun and lamina propria, All
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7. Spleen at 12 hpi, immunolabelling in
germinal center’'s lymphoid cells.
ABPC method. Bar=50zm.

Fig 8. Kidney at 96 hpi, immunolabelling in

tubular epithelial cells. ABPC method.

the immunostained slides were Fig
counterstained with  hematoxylin,
ABPC method. Bar=50um.

Fig 6. Cerebellum at 60 hpi, immunolabelling
in nervous cells, ABPC method. Bar=

50¢m.

Bar=50¢m.
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