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THE INFLUENCE OF LYOPHILIZATION ON THE
ANTIGENCITY OF RICKETTSIA
TSUTSUGAMUSHI

Department of Mierobiology, Chungshan Medical College
{Guangzhou)

The virulence of Rickeltsia tsufsuga-
mushi grown in yolk sac and in chick
embryo tissue cultures was compared. It
was found that whereas the latter showed
a marked decrease in virulenee for white
mice, a lowering of log IDs in 2.73, the

former only lost 1.93. When the lyophi-
lized yolk sac materials were stored in
refrigerator at 4°C for gix months to one
year, a further drop in log IDh of 1
was observed.
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