- 1164 - EfrhREFLF204EF5 A% 35 5% 98 Int] Lab Med,May 2014, Vol. 35,No. 9

cHREHRASTE -
AR AT Z BB S B R L O 45 R 47

"o

(FEMNFTPEERAERA, W E N 646000)

W E:BH 2R AN R (GICA) (B3 % 9% & B 52 (ELISA) F 8 18] 4 # % 9% % b 4 A7 (TRFIA) # 2
MK RmEE@RR(HBsA L%, HiE £ A GICA.ELISA & TRFIA 2t 11 058 # 47 A # /7 HBsAg #ml, &8  GICA,
ELISA & TRFIA &4 11 058 4] 48 & HBsAg #9 Fa b £ 551 4 15.52% .15, 64 % & 15.95% , B # b ik, £ F B 4it 5 & L (P>
0.05), TRFIA £ &4 M 4 0.2~<2.0 ng/mL 8 ,GICA ELISA ¥ Wi & F 5 5 4 25.0%.75. 0%, it #m HBsAg 1%
W JEFE A B, GICA #= ELISA % Wi 4 & & %1%,

KR IFREABRR, A ; BREERKMNZ;

DOI:10. 3969/j. issn. 1673-4130. 2014. 09. 032

AT I T EAT M A
MEKARIRAD : A

B} R o P S 9E A K4 A
NEHE:1673-4130(2014)09-1164-02

An analysis on results of different detection methods for hepatitis B virus surface antigen
He Jiang
(Department of Clinical Laboratory ,Luzhou Hospital of Traditional Chinese Medicine , Luzhou,Sichuan 646000, China)
Abstract: Objective To analyze the results of gold labeled immunochromatographic assay (GICA) , enzyme-linked immunosor-
bent assay (ELISA) and time resolved fluoroimmunoassay ( TRFIA) detection for hepatitis B virus surface antigen ( HBsAg).
Methods GICA,ELISA and TRFIA were employed to conduct the HBsAg testing in 11 058 specimens. Results The HBsAg posi-
tive rates of GICA,ELISA and TRFIA detection in 11,058 specimens were 15. 52% ,15. 64% and 15. 95%, respectively, with no

statistically significant difference when pairwise comparison performed(P>>0. 05). In specimens which results of TRFIA quantita-

tive detection was 0. 2—<C2. 0 ng/mL, the diagnostic compliance rates of GICA,ELISA were 25. 0% and 75. 0% ,respectively. Con-

clusion
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H AT E AR TR 2 B & 5 B Chepatitis B virus,
HBV) L7 A5 25 9 14 G0 5 7 J7 s T2 5 A 4 b 00 928 28 A 6 I
A (gold labeled immunochromatographic assay, GICA) . Jiff B %
P& W% B € (enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA) Fil fi
[8] 43 B¢ 90 5 ¢ % 43 M1 (time resolved fluoroimmunoassay, TR-
FIA), TRFIA ¥4 HBV &4t i (HBV surface antigen,
HBsAg) B J5 B US55 T ELTSA 22 10 1 B B 22 1 2% B¢ T
R F L GICA ¥ D) B 458 40 1 {0 7 i J2 R e e 5 ol A . 1l Tk
IR0 B SO R S 22 e, (N TR D7 A I HBs Ag i AR
bR AS 25 AR BT 22 57 1) AR R 2 AR 2T . AR50 R H
X 3 AR 7 xt HBV UL AR 75 9 #E47 K0 L 9 %) HBsAg 63
GERPEAT M LA, BUARGE AR
1 #BEFZE
1.1 —f¥r Uk 201241 AE 2013 4 4 A TARRKES
HBV 1L #5 & WA 19 17142 AT Be S B9R A4S 11 058 il , 5%
I 24 KRV EFT TRETIA F1 GICA #6301 J& P 58 )8 ELTISA A5l 5
FRAS TC B i AL I LA 53 2 L B AR AR T 2~8 TR AE
1.2 FEEH 58 ELISA RS AR HBY 2 W7
T £ (5 0 VR B A AR 7 B B b B W B iR
Ty TR RO A1 BRZA 7] s TRFIA R4 4% EFFICUTA % 4
HEREARTIAL B R 5 . ANYTEST i) [8] 43 ¥ 4¢ A I AL . HB-
sAg WA & (BCED BB A B, W 1 95 MR I8 A 0 8

PEF A B, U3 2 by T AT B S 3228 G IR S e 24 A 4 1A

enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay;

The diagnostic compliance rates of GICA,ELISA detection in specimens with low concentration HBsAg are deceased.

gold labeled immunochromatographic assay;

ARABRA ] GICA IRARA N M T F AW BRI A R )
P AR G A B T AR RN A B Pt o T A SRS ARG I 3
H #3542 1) 78 b fE 45 /E F2 J¥ (standard operational pro-
cedure, SOP) SCHF AT » Jr A Ao il 350 H 28 P o #5576 45
1.3 mllJyes BT A I E B A 8 4% 1 1 SOP SO 43 51
GICAELISA Jz TRETA £ , A7 o it £& ] 7 71 45 2R 10 o 1 4
Ut W A5 R AT, 3 AR 4G 0 ) BSF A6 900 55 4% & . HBsAg 52 5t L)
KT 0.2 ng/mL 2y ) B B 09 45 #E, <<0. 2 ng/mL B4
ELISA 35 i 5 Ccut off , COD #2357 £ #1136 0] 45 &% 7 I
BEATBAIE
1.4 Geitssb s SR A] SPSS17. 0 8 #E AT o it 2 43 i it
PR R RER B LBCRA ¢ K5, 2L «=0. 05 I EE K
. LL P<<0.05 HERFHIFFE L.
2 & ES

GICA .ELISA K TRFIA # 11 058 ffilkri 4 HBsAg (% FH
PRSI N 15.52% 15, 649 K 15.95% . B L 45 . 22 7 B 4¢
e E L (P>0.05), )% 1,

*1 GICA.ELISA §& TRFIA #ill 11 058 4
¥R HBsAg M REE R

i 5 i BA4ELn (20> ] AL 20 ]
GICA 1716(15.52) 9 342(84.48)
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Hx1 GICA . ELISA & TRFIA #&3 11 058 4

Fr7A HBsAg B4 RELE
ORI DIRES BRI (%) ] Bt L€ 26) ]
ELISA 1 729(15. 64) 9 329(88. 36)
TRFIA 1 764(15.95) 9 294(84.05)

GICA.ELISA & TRFIA # & 5] HBsAg #¢ B 114 45 5,
W 2, TRFIA Ef AW K 0. 2~ <2, 0 ng/mL i,
GICAF ELISA J7 ik ffa i 25 8, W3k 3.

%2  GICA.ELISA & TRFIA # IR [E HBsAg

RERNKNER
A 7y vk <0.2ng/mL 0.2~<2.0ng/mL  >>2.0 ng/mL
GICA 9 342(84.48) 16(0.15) * 1 700(15.37)
ELISA 9 329(84. 36) 48(0. 44) * 1681(15. 20)
TRFIA 9 294(84.05) 64(0.58) 1.700(15.37)

*:P<C0. 05,5 TRETA ¥k I 4 #H 7 v B2 b4

3 GICA ELISA MRk B HBsAg fRA By Ml 25 R

Kl gy ik MGy PG UMD FAROD p

GICA 16 48 25.0 25.0

31.750 <<0.001
ELISA 48 16 75.0 75.0
3 ®

HBV gk e I v [ 5 5 U0 04 Jgk e M 80 2 — o 1o P e e
A sg HBV R 55 PEHU R B it HBV &2y FZF B
HBV KPR R 2t C IR S 18 O B AR5 i &
A RYURFEIRIT G . HBsAg TH R, BT 7 A 51 HBV R E T
& Canti-HBV surface antibody, HBsAb) . {H Ifil #& F1 i 20 21 sf 475
A HBV DNA 1% 8, Bk HBsAg B0y HBV J& Y,
Bl 2 G098 25 1 AR 0 AN T K TR 7 T L 4 A 0 e ) S 4
A K HBV Jg& 3 (1A 5 A 7T AE 3 6 I IR 12 W 5 A7 9
PR A B L. FRE R F A 3 Fh b s 2 5 R AL 5
GICA.ELISA J¢ TRFIA, © 176 I K Wi A & & A O B,
GICAJZ F R 4 AR BB AR I, 4 5 PR B S0 M v 7 e e
T T R A AR & T SR AR AR SHEA T 4R AR L AR I IR ) V2 L L g
WRE 2RI TZE T HBUSE AR T ELISA & m 1%
AR LR 32 31— 2 B BRI s ELISA 4 s 7 T8 M e 1 fa
B IE P R A A A I LB AN R B G R A
TRFIA J& — UM = 7 5 PR 5 0 G028 A0 0 4 R L 8 1 3 AR
JE P R A0 ARG I i i R A 0 R S M U R 2Ok LUHERR AR R R
Fets 56y T4, SEROUSME R S M B AT L A 45 2R AT AR
A BT A] S ol F AT HEAT 8 5 43 AT« 3% 6 25 T AU 48 AN 9
W B R

ATF5E3E F GICAELISA J% TRFIA ¥ [7] W46 11 058
BFRAS , E AR HBsAg 119 BA 44 26 43 7l 24 15, 52% .15. 64 %
2 15.95% ,3 Ry il 0y 22 5 RS2 8 L. TRFIA @ &K
MK 0. 2~<C2. 0 ng/mL I, GICA,ELISA 45 & 43 5 K
25.0%.75. 0%, gl Fh 22 R0y R BRI T 3 Mok

HBUEME AN GICA HUR M %8 ELISA %, 48 SCHk iR 38 . HBsAg
WAL T 10. 0 ng/mL B, HBH M S AR 25. 8 %0, s M A
5.1%5 ik 1 ELISA 33050 & A sk 0. 15 ng/mL, 5 77K
M &K 0.5 ng/mLM  HAURMEE TRFIA G, A 858 42 i A2 I
PR B U 55 2 s TRETA SUSPE 50 5 B B0 AR A% A6 11 1K
F-i) HBsAg.

M3 MO KA B HBsAg fn A & W 1 25 5
FEAGT 2MEMT (D GICA K HBsAg 55 FH t £f A< i v
A B P B B P 5 (2) GICA I ELASA #0045 5y B ¥ i
TREFIA 10 %5 5 5k B ¥ . GICA sk M % . %t F 1% 1 i HB-
sAg JRYLH W 5 & R K 4 GICA Il % HBsAg 2 BA % 5% AT
BEMBR A, S i I ELISA #E 47 & Ky . 0 2 W 57 22 H TRFIA &
25 ELISA J& B i 5 5 F1 00 J7 32 0l il 2 I FR i 2k A= 75 3R
B F k2 b SR e BRI L 38 R 4 i — 26Nk i HBsAg &
AT S B A A O SR A, YA I I 5 s B b I S B
b B HBeAb Fl HBcAb FH i, £ 47 | TRFIA & %,
LS it i AIG 3 JE HBsAg 13 & s TREFTA S0k M 5 4 5 P4
A B Tl RAGHR B HBsAg 0946 o (R by F AL il 7] e A=
¢ e o FLAE N I 38 R0y P 32 B BRI . e BT A Y R A
o B AR AN T & J L Rl HBsAg # J5 i 208 # TRFIA 8
2 % 6 S R T A R O i T AT . A R R A R 4G
ER M YT 4, % GICA %5 5  HBsAg B 4% 5 7]
BER AR AS AT A ELISA R 4742 46107, o MR T B bR A, b
BT TREIA &2, DG v i 4
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