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Effect of lipidemia on time-resolved fluoroimmunoassay for determination of unconjugated estriol
WANG Guoging « ZHAO Jun ,ZHOU Yuqiu
(Department of Clinical Laboratory s Zhuhai Municipal Maternity and Child
Healthcare Hospital s Zhuhai,Guangdong 519000, China)

Abstract; Objective

determination of unconjugated estriol(uE3). Methods

To investigate the effect of different degree lipidemia on time-resolved fluoroimmunoassay (TRFIA) for

Mixed serum was prepared by collecting different levels of lipidemia samples

which were normal and chylous appearance from male and by mixing with definite value serum of uE3. The levels of uE3 in the sam-

ples were measured by TRFIA and the effect of lipidemia on TRFIA for determination of uE3 was evaluated. Results

For the ap-

pearance of chylous specimens, mild lipidemia increased uE3, mid-or hiper-lipidemia samples reduced uE3 and the effect of both was

considerable. Conclusion
/ .
effect accuracy of Down's screening.
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The chylous lipidemia has variant degree of influence to TRFIA for determination of uE3, then the results

unconjugated estriol
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