N3 1931IM3 19150 2
Un o AUUN @ WOBMAN - AYUIBY bECL

Journal of Health Science
Vol. 18 No. 3 May - June 2009

Original Arficle

TRUUSTUILRT

NIV UINUUNIAIIAVNLDURAUDARDL YD
iauln 1Us1 mwld Immunoperoxidase (11P)
uaz15 Immunofluorescence (IFA) 1woanns

RRERITEPUIR GG RUIEE

ASNG  NBIRI*
NINT WUGW e *

3R snyunn*
Yt 2ssmmat
v &£ d
AN wliuwa
*AUSNATANTSUNNG AN INENSeiudeuadunsziivsé N?’lﬁ'l/ﬁ"m'l?
**gumm/'zm mmmwm/@mmu

UNAREa

a1 1y

manfeufivumsasanuouiueidersemilTa TisadreitouyTuvgeals 1wud (FA) fu35
duyTumesoondia  (IIP) mﬂﬁaashﬁﬁuﬁ'lﬁ’mﬂﬁ'ﬂamaﬂim "l‘lﬂic]? 27 @198190 AI9819TTY
AUAUHARY 43 §et1a Suundludil sum‘wcv] 10 A10819 Wﬂ@ﬂiuWﬂﬂﬂMﬂWiinWﬂﬂJﬂﬂiﬂ 20 A0
ag wﬂaﬂmaiﬁﬂau 9 13 #1081 Wiia 0933 oandesiustaiiis AN 9@ (K = 0.97, p <
0.05) tenfSoufisuranisna eusznie 0933 lungudredawanin wuh3s 1P Iwavanly
seanlawes _anis IFA Fovay 572 (16/28) luszduwiiu Jevaz 32.1 (9/28) uazlvimwavinlu
sedumn IFA Yovaz 107 (3/28) lasiinauandasy 2 §106h nnded1die Tsadila uazé"ﬁ'
mﬁﬂatﬂuﬁ’uﬁmﬁzmﬂ ot lsiom msfnunihsesdifiousiu asdanmiln 10 18R 0z1i35 8 uy-
Tumesoondia w1 lFunuitsouyTuvgeas wud msziideamiloniiiel¥ndesganssmizssuan
Tumssumanazmslszgad i lunn uw ﬁyqfj,é’fauﬁu51ummjuﬁmfin1umiﬁﬂm J9z 51
U5z “nEmmvedds op lumsasidteielsamdla 1u/1ss 14

@lla 1WfTs% | Suyluvigeers 1wud, Suyliuweseendia

lsaldany (leptospirosis) tHulsafiduilom
9 1515 2f Aylsanilsoesdszinalnelu

UNU

ﬂaﬁ;ﬁ’u 1NN lsATae inszue
e nIENI 1505 3 wudn ems1tieand
YT NI UUTEINA NS IANTUDEINNINAILE WA,

cee



Comparison of Antibody Detection between Immunoperoxidase (IIP) and Immunofluorescence (IFA)
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Comparison of Antibody Detection between Immunoperoxidase (11P) and mmunofluo-
rescence (IFA) for Diagnosis of L eptospirosis
Sarawut Suttirat*, Taweepor n Phunpanich*, Nirut Rodkhunthod*, Boonnipa Suwannakan**

*Faculty of Medical Technology, Huachiew Chalermprakiet University, ** Reginal Medical

A comparison of leptospiral antibody detection between [1P and IFA was performed on samples of
serum collected from 27 leptospirosis patients and 43 negative controls consisting of 10 healthy
controls, 20 individualsin endemic areas and 13 non-leptospirosis. The agreement rate when two
methods were compared, was 0.97 by Kappa analysis and indicated a very good agreement. Anti-
body titer of positive samples resulting from I1P and IFA were compared. 1IP gave more titer than
IFA in 16 from 28 (57.2%), equivalent titer in 9 from 28 (32.1%) and lesstiter than IFA in 3 from 28
(10.7%). Fase positive was found in two samples, one sample of VDRL and TPHA positive case
and another from individual in endemic area. This preliminary study showed that 1P might be an
aternative method to IFA for antibody detection. The benefit of 11P over |FA was light microscope
used and its possible application for field trial study. However, more serashould be tested beforeits
effectiveness for serodiagnosis of leptospirosis can be concluded.
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