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Serum proteinogram and immunoglobulin analysis of patients with systemic lupus erythematosus
Tang Huiming
(Chongqing Ninth People Hospital »Chongging 400700, China)

Abstract: Objective To explore the changes of serum proteinogram, immunoglobulin and complement in patients with system-
ic lupus erythematosus(SLLE). Methods Serum samples from 64 cases of patients with SLE(SLE group) and 53 cases of healthy
controls(control group) were detected for proteinogram, immunoglobulin and complement. Results Compared with control group,
SLE group was with higher level of albumin,al-globulin, a2-globulin, y-globulin, immunoglobulin IgG, IgA, IgM, and lower level
of C3, C4 and equal level of B-globulin. Conclusion It could be significant for diagnosis and curative effect observation of SLE to
perform combined detection of serum proteinogram.immunoglobulin and complement.
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