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Introduction and rationale

Vaccination campaigns have become an important tool in the management of HPAI in a number of countries with large poultry
sectors and to some extend reduced the number of human cases in the short-term. However, the disease continues to maintain
itself in the poultry populations indicating a need to review and reassess the achievements of HPAI vaccination.

Vaccines

Two HPAI vaccinations are required to achieve satisfactory protection.

Vaccine becomes fully effective between 13 to 21 days after the first dose in any poultry species.

Cold chain requirement to maintain vaccine quality poses a delivery challenge.

Sampling and testing requirements for seroconversion, virus and serum identification represent a challenge for the capacity of
most laboratories in developing countries.

e ‘Field’ protection rate of vaccinated poultry varies between 55 to 63% for ducks and 37 to 76% in chicken

Vaccination coverage in poultry production systems Non-protected ‘bird days’

Non-protected ‘bird days’ can not be avoided by any
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