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[(WE] B FHWEKX Shire AAEFMRTHRE (MR BEBEHNELERNBERE.
Fik REHEEVMAERN, D3O REEEEIN RFRASERAE; LERHARBEY REE
GHRR MR FiEEEE RPERIVTEHHE(GMT). FR KRARBRMNEG.69%)REHH
REFE(L.75%) 5 BAMKE WARZERELIT¥EL., ARA. X RA%AKLRE HINI H3N2.B
RIF kB34 512596.8% .95.8% .52.3% F192.3% ,90.2% ,62.3% ; 45 3R B 77 %9 Fh I 2R 52 5 5] [
BEEREHTEEN., RREMN BAN HINL H3N2 & B(E ) B & GMT ¥ K& 55 9
$22.4.16.8.8. 245 M21.2,12.5.7. 4% ; iIRB A R F/E HINL.H3N2.B B R F(99% .99% .
53.9%) 5 X BMARKESREPR(96.2%.98.4%.62.3%) ER XA TF BN, it mMEX
Shire ARAEFKRBRBEH R BRI ARBEN SHEORAREHAER BRELUERKT BK
EHRAHERER ARE LABERK, RERFNEZR#E.
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Evaluation on the safety and immunogenicity of Canada split influenza virus vaccine HU Yue-mei " ,
FANG Han-hua, GAO Gui-hua, ZHANG Xue-feng, ZHANG Yi-ju, ZHU Shi-wei, ZHU Feng-cai .
"Jiangsu Provincial Center of Disease Control and Prevention, Nanjing 210009, China

[Abstract] Objective To evaluate the safety and immunogenicity of Canada split influenza virus
vaccine. Methods  Cluster samples were by randomly chosen and divided into split vaccination group and
homo-imported influenza vaccination group. Results After injection , fever-reaction and local reaction
rates of ‘trial’ group were found as 3.69% and 1.75% respectively, but no statistical significance was
found when compared with control’ group. However the antibody positive rates of ‘trail’ and ‘control’
groups appeared statistically significant (HIN1: 96.8% wvs. 92.3%, H3N2:95.8% ws. 90.2%, B:
52.3% wvs. 62.3% ). For geometric mean titer (GMT) of type HIN1, H3H2 and B antibody, °trial’
group and ‘control’ group increased 22.4,16.8,8.2 and 21.2,12.5 and 7.4 times respectively. The
antibody protective rates of type HIN1, H3N2 and B were 99% ,99% and 53.9% for ‘trial’ group, and
96.2% ,98.4% and 62.3% for ‘control’ but with no statistically significant difference. Conclusion
Influenza split vaccine made in Shire company in Canada was safe and with good immunogenicity.
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