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Comparison of two identification methods of influenza virus subtypes
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Abstract: Objective To compare the specificity and sensitivity of direct immunofluorescence (DFA) and indirect immunofluo-
rescence assay (IFA) in influenza virus subtypes detection,and their application effects. Methods DFA method and the IFA meth-
od were used to detect rhinitis secretions and serums of 90 patients with influenza and 120 healthy people. Results The positive rate
of DFA detection for adenovirus was 17 % (36/210) ,and that of IFA was 26 % (56/210) , with no statistically significant difference
(P>>0.05). The sensitivity and specificity of DFA were 54. 6% and 97. 2% , respectively. The sensitivity and specificity of IFA were
87.5% and 48. 2% ,respectively. Compared with their sensitivity and specificity, the differences were no statistical significance( P<C

0. 05). Conclusion DFA and IFA detection for influenza viruses have higher sensitivity and specificity.
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