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Serological Effect After Immunization with Rabies Vaccine of Different Doses Chen Ai-zhen, Kong
Fan-jun, Mei Zhong-qing, et al. Foshan Municipal Health and Epidemic Prevention Station, Fo
shan SZBOOQ

Abstract Ninety-one cases bitten by pets as dogs, cats were randomly divided into two
groups ,and immunized with different doses of rabies vaccine. The antibody levels were detected by
IFAT after immunization. Result showed that the immune response of the group who recieved
boosting doses was better than the 5-doses group. 51 cases were examined by IFAT and ELISA.
The positive rates of IFAT and ELISA were 72.5% and 64. 9% ,respectively (P< 0. 05).
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