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Table 1 Research progress on effects of probiotics on intestinal health of Salmonella infected chickens
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Table 2 Research progress on effects of probiotics on cytokines in Salmonella infected chickens
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Research Progress on Probiotics against Salmonella Infection in Chickens
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Abstract; Salmonellosis is a common disease in poultry production. It spreads horizontally and vertically, lead-

ing to widespread population transmission and transmission through food chain to human through meat, eggs

and other products, causing serious public health problems. Studies have found that probiotics can effectively

inhibit the growth of pathogenic bacteria, and play a role in resisting Salmonella infection in chickens by impro-

ving antioxidant capacity, intestinal function and immunity. In this paper, the pathogenic mechanism of Salmo-

nella and the effect of probiotics on resisting Salmonellosis in chickens were reviewed, in order to provide ref-

erence for the application of probiotics in the control of chicken Salmonellosis and healthy breeding. [ Chinese

Journal of Animal Nutrition, 2021, 33(5) :2408-2415 |
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