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Abstract: Since 2010, the disease caused by Tambusu virus (TMUV) has resulted in large economic losses to
waterfowl industry in China. Ducks, geese and other birds infected with the TMUV are often characterized by
sudden acute signs including anorexia, diarrhea, neurological disorders, ovarian bleeding and rupture, and
dramatic decrease in egg production. This review aims to report current knowledge on the pathogenicity of the
TMUYV to different cell lines, birds, and mammals. It is particularly important to further study the pathogenicity of
the virus and formulate comprehensive prevention and control measures.
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Tab 3 Infectivity and pathogenicity of TMUYV to different mammals
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