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Abstract; Brucellosis is a damaging zoonosis caused by brucella, threatening the public health and livestock
breeding seriously. B. melitensis Rev.1 vaccine was developed by Elberg and Herzberg in the mid—1950s, and has
been administrated to control the prevalence of brucellosis in Europe, Middle East, Mongolia and many other
regions since it was developed. Rev.1 has ever been considered as the best available vaccine against brucellosis on
rams. Though Rev.1 vaccine has been of paramount importance in the control of brucellosis, it still has some
disadvantages, such as virulence enhancement. This article review the background, the utilization and the
drawbacks of the Rev.1 vaccine to provide reference for the development of brucellosis vaccine.
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