o o
2 = A
AagddTa
.M o eocapsid ¥ o2 4 wtwAd e Feldo Qo
EE =& -‘3‘]_ 1) ol 13 in 2+ o
FAsdel 42 AL ey oo U T ERER)A lipoprotein ™
. 2 £325lo] glvh(Cruickshank, 1964, WKings
Fok dAEe] 2er FHH Y dxul4le} 2)
bury and Darlington, 1968% Horne$ 1960 )
o] Java (Kraneveld 1926) Z")Oi]/"] z]-& ukix) o
FAEy upolel£ 9 Virione A74-L 4wt
o} %% (Doyle,1927) ®2] rREA ol 4 2 A
An3 sy, Seldeld A% 19276l 3be) Ao 2 100~200umo] vt ofd A2 600um A = 2
a 9
. N TR FT sz andslges Raddn wad s
5 Aubol A HAE] S A Abeed 2% ed wb

Aslo] 1938l AFol wastel 2 e}
skatsiet,
el 4 $WHe TAEE sholaat
Asel £2 4ol 23k A% 100% o
# A& 7HA 1ot

o) Foll A& 1938 Aol 4=
2 Ak slabgo] ¥ 557 S-S
e FAEHol st S 21 3
o $)3% ulo]g] 25 Hejsle] Committee on
Animal Health 2] Subcommittee on Poultry
Diseaseol| A 7R <¥ uvlole]£ 9] AE3HA
A&

et

2=

132 9

Z

Ly

Taboll A A
=
Z
o
AR

[o hu ox

=

Z 28 o] Al7bx] oz Hulsld ® s}

ek-=3) Mesogenic
#=8) 9

Z- Lentogenic type (
type (£713) % Velogenic type {

3doe Bozlgir) 20
Sehveloll A S 19500 ol A F-El 19601 Z ol
SFelgt vpo] gl&ol] wlgt A4S 24 05
Bol ¥ gk ul glos] I Fol AlAl 2Tl A
sted S ulolgiLe] S4o] ¥ =

1o} B30 7)ol &8} gt

. Virion

A< ntolgl A2 Viriong ribonucleuic
acid (RNA) € %4z 9o YA nuel-

olc}h, (Waterson and Cruick shank, 1963, *V
Andrewes and Pereira, 1972 b

Aol og 2 ulol@] £ Virion & 3}&HA
ZAL A o] 67%, RNAZE 1%, =& o]

24% 3 Eb=31Eo] 7 %olck (Cunha%, 19479
Nakajima and Obara, 1967,
Duesberg, 196837))

gt HoREul ulo] Lol 23 ol (8
R S ME R 3ld AdFEsE 4& ol &
skod 9l el shet AEF v} w3
o} ek ZA7 60.4%2) ulolal&st w5l
o] RNA¥ gL 0.72-0.99%0]ztiL s} RNA

Robinson and

s
2] &)

e

o
cEXI

Fapol el Be @xEo] AT 4Aol
2e o woldaE 4o AT
2H AAY £AF A4 YT AR AR
e},

3. FUSY Hoj2AL| FE

1) Nucleocapsid

Asas Ao B A3 oslR g
2ol A peAE B4 dod odE APE H
34 FAA3spd Virion& RNASH 413 #Hel =2
= o] 9} (Compans & 1972



Nucleocapsid®] Zr7|& 17~18ume]  yo)g}
Fotoll Aol 4~5ume Fodo] Y4 &
& et doh

RNA+ 9.3%9 Nucleocapsid® ZA= 3o
o HEAl st} A E2 4 9o,

TS 4.8X10°~7.5X10° 224 el
el A 3 9] 31c} (Duesberg and Robinson,
1965,'" Lomniczi % 1971*Y)

RNAel ¢l ghwtd 2 Bxjeko] 54, 000~62,
000 4] Polypeptide® vER} el
Kingsbury 1969'%")

(Evans and

slobe wud, A P gsige 24
2 ARE M _‘,ﬂ_a] 3}

s} "F2a%o0] YAl Hrk(Waterson 1964°)
MEEN Su

1) greny

wAEY slolal A e AHEFE w E3}

580 4270l $U5E AAw ek

% uhol 2~ (NDV) 9} xdfﬁ% R

M)

Hage Qo o ¢

doll 234 HASH T 7

Winslow 539 (19
2 s S A
£ shi &, 4bef, Wk
£ NDVel| =g} zkolﬂ b 2.5 %9(1963)
3 A5 (1975) o] Z oA Eejgk NDV o

3ol 2 NDV7L

50)o lshdl 4, b
5l %) ul g 0] 146

=
of dom o wER Rt o] ARRel WP AAA HAYTl WALAE B 2L sk
53t Bado] Yo (chens 1971) ¥, mat 49 2] Aol AL T8 ol
Tween 800] v} oj @ 2 2| 2|5} Neuraminidase aroteh (1),
1. ZH KoM 228 FHEE uol{A MA(R ZE, 1963)
= 2|z al 731.53 oF o A 123t _56°C ol A THEEe| ETAA
F 424X 7 AP AF | ST a4 £ ks
1 =3 48 10~8.0 1.23 120 + —
2 AL 48 " 1.07 120 + +
3 ” 48 ” 1.37 30 + -
4 " 48 " 1.42 60 + +
5 Y 48 " 1.3 15 + -
6 77 48 " 16 15 + _
7 e 48 " 17 15 + —
8 " 48 " 15 30 + -
9 qy 50 - 155 15 + —
10 Ag 50 ” 1.2 30 + +
11 ” 50 ” 14 60 + —
12 ” 56 ” 1.65 60 + —
13 5 56 ” 1.21 60 + —
14 A 50 ” 1.6 120 + -
15 ” 50 ” 1.32 30 + —
16 Ex 40 ” 1.5 0 i —
17 Lasota * * 0.5 0 + +
18 Qe 50 10~8.0 1.37 120 + -
19 qkek 40 ” 1.6 60 + -
20 7 50 ” 1.45 120 + -
21 B, *120 **10~8 0.1 0 + -
22 a4} *120 *10~8 0.57 120 + -

w
-y



myxoufo| 8] 2o £3lE upolgl A HTF L
A #-¢ 712 Deoxycholate 2 2loll 2]5le] &

]

s

FSAFE ALeAE ek

2) Neuraminidase?| =&

Ha 7ot $3"A NDV= Ao dAZ 4
& wASHel o sl B $A g 4to)
Ax=R]E & 7 ded o] AL sl 2 (elution)
g 4bolzlar jtel, 5 neuraminidasez}t:= 4
o 2|4 H3HTF receptor® B} NDV7} w
oz o= RS Hikeh

o[2{&F neuraminidase~= myxo vlo|&| A=
EE ol FE A AlTA AR Zol £
4= ¢ 2} NDV | neuraminidase &= 4-Z3}3
2 gl # 82 0 Z g} neuraminidasefl= &
2 8kA] F4o] =}l (Brostrom% 19717 A-
lexander 1974'))

A W o] 18] neuraminidase &) &2 <A
A= o} vzl A £u]5 = neuraminidase
+ dpolg Lt HAEE L Folrlzdl o]
AL Aolglxz At Yrl (Morein and Be-
rgman 1972), %

H T2 A 49} neuraminidase 18] A= A
AR Fr15E HEldH AR (E-
vans and Kingsbury 1969) ¥&o]| A% }¢ie

v A3AHql Asb= odgith

3) 284
NDV#A $3F Ad7E& 8470k A4
o) “ﬂﬁﬂ‘i ool = S8 AQE el ol A dof
= Aoz Yol g} 2} T wHEHA
H-L oldtAl Aalzl AF A T3k NDV
‘-’-}"] Lalo] 25ld 7lgl S+ Aoew ¢H
i 9lel. (Apostolov and Poste 1973) o]
& A4S siAlE 4+ o= Ad9ge NDV &
A 8 E A ¢53AY 283l sy
Ex od xz|E sl 2wt atxg o] wo
HA EHAL s)5ol Asdch
NDV7} A& 75 E& A7 =u At A1EL

&9- oy

i

o] 2] 2L (Bratt and Clavell 1972, ® Clavell
and Brate 1972} o) Qa4 o] QA AT
=l gt

NDV¢| Polypeptideol] #allA= "AdFHY
o] oAy EAj Aol Mmslm g}, Mou-

ntcastle (1971) ® 5-& nucleocapsid polypept-
ide= glycoprotein® oyl oy gel 7)o
Holl a4 A3t AL gel yoll 4 NDV 7}
72 upgko g o|F3le glycopolypeptide peak
ol Z3tgieia jie}

4) replication

NDV ¢ replicationiﬂ AL A ok 4
olFoAxn glet. F AT E ] vlola) 2 &
ats]of wjojej£ 4] -91’3}31]- Al 2w} Aolal 4 &

# 71 do]} nucleocapsidi= A Edo]  Sojst
Al At
RNASZ RNAS- 4| & ubel2}2 nucleocap

sid ¢l RNAd] RNAX % (Complementary) & &
AsHA 5= o] ZAl st RNAAE=I2 A =g
gte}. (Huang 5 1971)%

AZAu el A alolelLF AL 5~8 A7)
24 # el 2ale 3~4 41z Aleldl A=
Addoe] g 7oA vt BAAY WE
oy} gFetalub-gol o4 NDV Holdtslg
3T vk Aol ol S Az

ol A NPEHlo] AFs3n 2 ool HT2
A A Y3} neuraminidasest 2EHc}.
Scholtissek2} Rott(1969)%®+= NDV5-¢] RNA

Fdale AdF 344 FFAZAA A
Zdn Ru3gich

Aol g+ wpolalL it AEF 44
zholwl AZo] s ZAAZRYEH FHelHd
vh&t}. nucleocapsid Al E13lell  Foi7HAl
s fels vlelg &S akErl sk A A4 F
MzA o] Fri= of Mfo] upolej 2 gute]
s}, (Compans 5 1966) 12 12{u} o] @ 7]
Aol AL LA A ot onl AT
ol 4 G4 voll s A FA4d
toubela gAE HAAn dUATHE
Yo g 3hx gl Nagai(1973) -2 oz
AAA dAAE o] BE 7lgo]l Hesdln

R sk 9
5. &

NDV-E myxovirusQl Q1FFalxlulolaglL, o]
44 wpolzl 29l L T-Foll Fa U ol
g zolct, “myxa”zhe B 2EidlA & F
24 NDVE Rl A 2 S4¢e v
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Hellolgh= 58 7HAl2 Qo)

Zelol= Fv] AlE38le Paramyxo vpols| A
2 73k Paramyxovirus 159 Z o u}
oleae Ful, T2, A4 43 Agea 5
Aol =t} 4 o)

E3Z NDV+ E} Paramyxovirus@} 78L& o]
st 4 wpolg 2] Yalo mapgg Yo
AE S SATALL) AN LolahA T
B,

NDVel| gt 5+ 2 Jelo] A& Sese
ahol el 2ol vl HUA (F-)E F4lo
2|2 g At g9le] YA “Virdent”
ot “avirulent”2}sla glow) WA wz} 3
Hee yade

5 felvberel 4 195090 $elF wRUF,
o) Fofl A E2}jt Texas GBS} 2+-&  wi4lo)
73t Velogenic 33} Velogenic & 3+ Lentogenic
43k Fagel S5kn 6 FHol4x gl A
= BY4o] gli= MesogenicB o] 9o o7
OﬂT‘:‘ Roakin, Ulster$-9] ulo]s] 47} o7]q] £
L=

Bi o]} Lasota ¢} %A Helg V, &
2L wpolelat 245 A E WU o]
9l Lentogenic¥ 22 2 E 5o},

B4l AAAE FEE Ad, Jdebd &
2§ Fdo] th2A vebdm Y. E 204

('

H

FUSHHORIA oIS AnTat
(Alexander and Allan, 1974)

FEA Lo o8} |55 A
ol (TETBAAL 2EA LAY L) e
ATAGALQE 4|3 4
Herts’ 33 5.4 + ++ - +4++
Texas GB 7.8 T [+++ ) - _
Beaudette C 100 +++ | +++ — _
B, 10.0 — - — -
Texas 219 6.1 — 44+ = -
(USA1970%-2))
Nyp 70181 3.8 - |t = |
(USA19724%)
Lamb-Essex’70 6.5 + * |+4+H =+
(uk 19703-2))
Northants72 3.3 - ++ — | +++
(uk 19722-7))
Field Pheasant 2.8 - + - H+++
(uk 19624-¢])

A IEVAE, AR, bt ok34

A Rt wpelzbo] 8o NDVE A%t 3
B ZAE ub 22 Velogenic#oll &3k wh
oj2l£ ol A Herts’332 A7AZ4z Aol &

=

do] AdA Jeh}=u] u)sle] Texas GB
Zoll W glol TFAFTAY AskA eludet

dFoll 4 1970l F2]3 Lamb-Essex’ 70
El7lsboll = W glo] Follnb EFo] AACH
A2 FFol 4 Holl A £ (1962) 3 Field Phe.
asantF+ Adlulk g £Ho] gt EE
AEE9)dl =g} o4 Aol Ao Udubd
2 2 Mesogenic¥-& Velogenicg ¥ o}  oF3t
F44 debdAT 387 % AA3AE 5
by W ejall- AL Velogenicd-& &, A

o 90l FHI FHo] 2=k Mesogenic ¥
el d e AT getA zelst et

olef2lol 4] ¥-2] 3 Mesogenic &2 43517 #)
o] Aol Ve A ul u]Fo| 4 Hegt upola &

rlr

rlo

< ZEIIAIS AAA T F2 NS Jepy
‘-/}_29)
Lucam (1949) ®-& 3ol 4 2t 449

NDVE 10006kel o] stol 93813 4 s 24
g vk 63%7F Wgel Wde] Yelyton Ha
Aol e ztedzbodml gho) Helaj i Ratel 4 7t
oAl 74%, Aol 72%, 3ol 72%, Aol
52%, 71Et7 4 %2 JF AZ= Yo}t HAa4g
< AAd A= dglev Holelol 4 509 0] 4t
£ 2 4 Velogenic¥ 8.t} Jobr),

Woernle2} Siegman (1954) ol 2]5}™ Mes-
ogenicoll 2= 472 APtz  shgo
o1 47e 1) ALY, 2) wpo|alo]o}
71, 3) vholais 9 gl Ar)7 x145), 4)FF
AFA7)ol= o2l 4719 FAHL Ay o
—r‘°ﬂ A Aol A MesogenicH-S 24 £ o}

Y

Lentogenic¥-& 24 Fa 5 3 o) gl
ol WAlAZel] o] &5 glon] WA o
AL o Hy9do] Ao g Aol
Aol uk Asplin(1952) ¥ o] ¢)3}w 74w s :5:

71548 vebde A7t o o &
ok FHE5E A TFAFA ) o 73-?—
et

33 Velogenic, Mesogenic % Lentogenic &
o THL WSAel HLA)1eke] NDVE A

—,-4 {‘UE V-I°|‘ oX,



Z3to] 2 4}A| 74 w8} A A}, Hanson 3t
Brandly (1955) 2-1 2] 2} 4 2} 2} 4| 7ol =} 2 NDV
TE8-8 ¥ Velogenic®d-2 US4 ko] o3
H 4 A 7+ 40~60417E, 60~904] ZH-& Mesog-
enic®, 90417t o]4H8] 3142 4A7E Lento-
genic¥ o2 FF3Hgch Fulol 4 LT NDV
9] HARAAIZE E 13 2t

golelo] gl M P4 ¥ o}2]
o] ATl 2sle] 4 9 Sl 238l
A&k F HdAFE 12 AVA 100%
A 25tglgul 22 7|85l 8UAFAE FA
o] gl&u= 022 753} (£3)

g Ao HFd P4 E
2 6599 5 AWud NDVE AT
o s == FAE "L?ﬂ""] 71 53+=
224 HudATE 328 7153} (R3)

T A xo AT HEAHL 431’5“‘7}"5“)] LR
23+9 k. (Lancaster 1966)

Al e ob 4 ol £l NDVE A F3hd
st A AXHAE3(CPE)E 42

Lentogenic 3-& Mge| 2= DEAEE
ofnl g 4 gl

npolgl 29 F4A Y 7S 2
AH Zoll FAHYETE FALLEA FHlslr

149

¥ 3. F&YH dio|2{Aa2 HRA (Alexander and

Allan, 1973)
Name ICPI' |IVPI? | MDT?
Ulster 0.00 0.00 Inf
Queensland 0.16 0.00 Inf
F 0.25 0.00 119
B, ’ 0.40 | 0.00 | 117
LaSota 0.15 0.00 103
Komarov 1.41 0.00 69
H ND 0.00 48
Mukteswar 1.44 0.08 46
Beaudette C 1.46 1.23 62
Eastwood Notts 1/66 1.70 1.70 67
Texas G.B. 1.75 | 2.66 55
Herts "33 1.88 2.64 49
Herts ’33/56 2.00 2.71 48
Italien 1.86 2.81 50
Field Pheasant 2.00 2.69 54
Warwick 1.75 2.64 63
Lamb Essex '70 1.86 2.53 60
Buxted Essex 70 175 2.51 69
Northants 72 191 2.75 53
Texas 219 1970 181 2.60 61
New York Parrot 70181 1972 1.77 2.59 51 ]
' Intracerebral pathogenicity index. (MulHdAj4, 1¢dF)
* Intravenous pathogemetty index. (EH3 =W w2 =4)

w

Mean death time in eggs measured in hours. (#] &l o}eil
&t BT 447

A e ob A f-obAl o] NDVE A Fwiokslm C 7z 440 v F& A E£E nautral red o
PEE 22794 zdF A 7kuakel ot A T sz =
A Z (Polykaryocytes) & d A4S 44T £ Daniel=} Hanson(1968) 8.0 Ag 4ol 4
o} A45 BAAYE ZAaeds o 1eAE
o} & ¥o2E NDV7F 2238 3438k gx Feba asist 2300 J94e] Fsich
A Zojokoll HEF 24~724 7ol FHIE R 1 shgict. THIAA} ﬁ&»"__; Ve 9l
4% 4 9lv}. nautral red@ g4 -‘1 st AEA Z2olat upolgj 9] Aol alA WMo
W9 lysosomedrell F&slng HANIE W 2 TH3s5 Jebd 5 Yot (E4)
B4, FHESY oA EM
A4 ¥ 4 9 up o] G £
B, Lasota Ulster Roakin GB Herts Ca-1083
4ayq v £ 5 A Ag/E? AY/E A9/ F
2 7 (m) - - - 1 1-2 0.5- 4 0.5- 4
A e obol] o} 3 FF A A4 128 120 140 70 50 50 40
19939 Hugd=s 0.1 0.1 0.8 1.8 1.7
8 Foolalgt YYgASF 0 ] 0 0 70 99 99
434 A | 3% 3% 357 3% IEA, A 3EA A
£3}7] A A A as A, 43
X = & g g L g g L 9 L 9
ol ) et 4 (56) 5 5 240 5 60 30 120
1) Eaxao] A4 vepd, 2 AT wA Jebyd
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6. NDVe| 2of thEh orEd o ZedM

NDVE ool FAd sl 4 {4 s}3 sy
dfolej Lol wel dol 3t Agt4o] pE o),

dgol xAbsld A =k =Ee] Ao WA
= 56Tl A 30~180%0]= slzse] S
%Al sich E5 oA B upel o] ufely

¥5. wHsydiojliAae Zddol chst 2xojdy
(Anon, | 959)

£ = | ¢H4Y
AR S| (A7)
60 140/ 0~15% Hanson [Roalin, 54-(A)
56 | 132/30~180"] ~ | GB%, 180-%(A)
Roakin%, 304 (A)
B, 158 (A)
50 122{2-12 4] 7iHanson | GB. Roakin, B, & (A)
45 | 13| 12-90" 124772 2 &
37 98 |6~15%9 Jungherri ConnF, 6, 24, 72417+(C)
Hanson | GB, Roakin, B, 3 144! (A)
h]esxuk Mass#, 104 (C)
25 | 77 |30-120%Prier | NDVZF, 73~959 (A)
Olesiuk | Mass%, 9~16% (C}
5 41 19-1678 YJungherr; Connd, 2034 (C)
Prier NDVZ, 80-1194 (A)
Olesiuk | MassF, 123 (C)
IAsphn | AFalH, 98-196%
—20 | — 4| 1-104 Hanson | NDVF, 4~63(B)
Reising | Bi 3, 1wlo]4H(B)

2z ¥ o]y &

A) x4, dF
(B) ix#, ¥
© ‘x4, Fol =t 2 T34 Az

6. 2=Y TUSY vlo|2{Ae| MET|ZH(538Y,
Olesiuk, 1951)

H3l A Al A (BRI (W %
2 2| 3rc 20~-30C | ~11~36T [3~6TC | —26TC
() () (<) () ()
FAEA 12 13 108 123 538
o = = 18 37 129 157 538
£l 13 4 145 193 538
W oF oH 30 152 228 538 538
A d 4 26 79 228 451 538
3 oz 7 44 228 258 538
A2 B 54 61 172 258 538
A3 41 83 172 538 538
F 14 66 172 235 538
A B3 110 216 255 538 -
2 & oo 33 80 199 258 538

Zol we} ct2 s Ayoll 4Hgd &7 P AT
el w2} ehd Zols)h glek. = uhol st
Al delol A Bet Az Atejell4] e RFE
Q&R (£6)

dholl 8] g4 T EALRY F2E
Sol A E&3lEe 7.2 Ether, Formalin,
B— Propiolactone @ 2} A Foll 9laled 417
LA % o|2{qt spetAlol] 2dte] Eatsiyg
sholelL: AgA4dE ¥ ¥ A WAl

A Aol whe] o] &=a 2«14.
7. &tx|LHoljA{2] NDVEX 3 MET|ZH

NDVE H2S A, FAA4A, D P &
Aol o} o Ao F-XEF o] Ur}
Clarks (1957) 92 Z-%o] NDVE HEX 10
F<¢ Fr e Aol A vlolei st EA s
2kl 519}k, Velogenic, Mesogenic

Lentogenic® 55 6382 g 23314
Fa2A719 dpoleiz X Y Hlolg& I4E
ZAMEE u) A, s, vk, "ol g M9
£ NDV7b elsfglem slolA 7p4 ezt 2
= ot

LentogenicF+ o} A Fe]5 =2 o1} Ve-
logenic 8- ol Aslofl A} Felse]  ulo] ]
& 9 A7d =} vpeles X HEn o
7tell = =polzt vt

Ak 0 2 Velogenicq-& Bl 5%
A 4], Lentogenic ¥ Mesogenic®-S # %
3~ 4 9ol AFutolgfLst slgslel. o]
NDV7} Ao g3t Astel] we} 478
3|4dE aolzt ok

Asdell ¥ Hanson(1960) ¥2] B3] ¢ls}d
HEYHE Y] NDV7E 2] AF67] a-Fel
AFF 4847kt A9 & "7]°ﬂ‘1 u}o] &
27} AEHS 724 7ko] ZAstshd Az Ao A
T8 T g ek

NDV galll £F+ HTF 3~4 Lo 5
al A & 979 upolaXrt X H L HoH
AAe 34dd Hxz AFsdcst 5 Yol
kA 3] shEste] eF 2Ry} b FE wlol
Bl sl BXE BT Mol AE AAE at
olejz Astrt sAssie (™ 1)

o o
J\‘i

=N
=]

N T )
x2

—

ofy
M orlo b o



a1, =YY SRSy

50% 3| £ =1 AL ¥

ufolH Ao Fxatst

5 - — o — il]
——-= %
A N bl )
N ———
1 \
/ P =\
/// \\
3 A /7 \\\.
4 N \
b4 Y
% NN
‘I Ay
’ -
s/ / NA N
1/ ANSN R
e A AN\
1 4 /'/ S . "\ .'\ \\./ \
[-/ / / ~ b AN, ‘.
P - ‘¢ \\\. \
/IJ ST N O,
V4 B S N \
it o - NN
0 1 3 5 7 9
A% At

ZA WA A 9] NDV H&7]72 7+ 2 2 of]
gh Bh2w FfollAE delx] golx Az A
g+ Udek (FT)

HE7] 25 =FUojMe| FHSsy dHlol2iae] M=
212t
EE] 2z Ale =Rz
Asplin, 1949 24 34-35°F|] 134-19%6
Yl —4°F | 3000]4F
513 34-35°F| 98160
Beach, 1943 = A2 60—90
Dalling, 1960 gF 54 | 730 oa
Doyle, 1933 4TS WA 180
Doyle, 1927 Az 2¢ 100
Lyer, 1940 e | 17C 21-28
Hess, 1951 A} PR 180
Hartwigk and Gothe, 1958 <}zl —20TC 836 o]At
Haritwigk and Gothe, 1954 A a2 121 J

8. IUFEaFe 5o
1950~19601d = of] E-2lsl 185 a4 <o

% (1963) ®o] HEFAAHAAE Z4laludnl
KA ol AR FF RIS 40417k A 56
Al zkol gl 0w 48~504]7Fo] 7}AF wkghrl,

Folgo] o A= 1.00]4224 1
o}x] 2 "L ohJy} 5 Velogenic o]l &
e ulol &g}

oo ojd 0}7“4 2 56T ol 4] 1587 &
Ze d 00] FTHoA Felg 1571 Ao
= 15804 4 F, 30844 4Folgles
M2l 60~12020 A P A& A4

A el A 1157 &4 8 Foll &
sl T T dslHe 4 Fuko] A
£+ 7HA2 A9 Yo 7 -S40 9k
(£1)

ERFE A FFTAH A
2l alolg| o] =e} cf2of,

4 FAEo) A el NDVel ajal4d 3%
(1975) @ o] zA}glulol] 2j5le R Veloge-
nic oll £3= wpolelLr TRAAE LA
I dEE F2Ea sk

>
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9. 8 &

RS vholalzst AR 5069 do] A
¢ esolE 2 #e A AAlAdes By
s,

NDV7t 22505 #Alite] ol5o]4 1930
W -e gk dtAle R0V 2w 2wy
T Tgtes aF Aty WAz A3
A ATt gloy oads] Wgste gl

NDV+ Paramyxovirus 24 RNAE 7}xa
glen A7l 100~600um W2 =Z7]4} lipo-
protein envelope® %o Qlc}

2| FA | o]-&=+ #7134, neuramini-
dase®] Z&, S84 5 2T envelopes) 7

o] glom olg} MR AT7F Bo] AWHx
et
(xR
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