BB E¥5IEK 201241 A% 94%% 2% Lab Med Clin,January 2012, Vol. 9, No. 2

ZIfEIR N RE IR GRS X

N RLLMEHE OIC(HBLTTRAFEFHRE —WEERAEA  832002)

[FEE]1 BH R TR R(ENA) % stk 4t e DNA(dsDNA) 34k | %, 9% ftﬁéﬁnﬂﬁm‘%%
Mgt R (SLE) 4 WMa., FiE M 84 #) SLE &4 & 90 Bl A B & ik AMRKA LB R F G ;0 2
W5E % AANAEFESLE B EM A SRR AR LAREGKT, R 84 #) SLE & % 4 3 dsDNA 3 Sm-
DI.4%t Ro/SS-A60. 3 Ro/SS-A52. 4 SSB.# UI-SnRNP. 3 Histon. 3t Po #= 3 Nucle # 7 Fa t & 5 %] % 73.8% .
84.8% .83.3%.61.9% .45.2% .42.9%.33.3%.30. 9% 4= 9. 5% ;SLE & ¥ £ B R & GLA B & T4 @B, 40
R C3 \C4 Pl RAK T 12 AT R4, £ %3 A %3t 3 & L (P<T0.05), 45 4] SLE & %% 57 4 A A J& =i 3 dsDNA &
Sm-D1.4t Ro/SS-A60. 4t Ro/SS-A52. 4% SSB. 4% U1-SnRNP, 4 Histon, #& Po #= 4% Nucle # il [a & & 4 5 #
55.6% . 55.6%.88.9%.55.6%.55.6%.22.2%.22.2% ,11. 1% 4= 33. 3%, & B FFK.LAKEZ G R AMK
B4 A B T SLE 6434 W 5 o TS 35 4% .

[XEiA] AsdamRi; HN4E DNA; Ak

DOI:10. 3969/j. issn. 1672-9455.2012. 02. 013 X#iFRED:A XEHRS:1672-9455(2012)02-0155-02

Clinical significance of multiple detection indexes for diagnosing systemic lupus erythematosus LIU Min,MA Ya-jing .
CHENG Jiang”® (Department of Clinical Laboratory First A f filiated Hospital , School o f Medicine , Shihezi Uni-
versity sShihezi, Xinjiang 832002, China)

[Abstract] Objective
gens (ENA) ,anti double-stranded DNA (anti-dsDNA) antibodies,immunoglobulin and complement in the diagnosis

To investigate the value of polypeptide antibodies spectrum of extractable nuclear anti-
of systemic lupus erythematosus (SLE). Methods Autoantibodies immunoglobulin and complement in 84 patients
with SLE and 90 healthy people were detected; autoantibodies immunoglobulin and complement in 45 patients with
In 84 patients with SLE, the positive rates of anti-dsDNA, anti-Sm-
D1, anti Ro/SS-A60, anti-Ro/SS-A52, anti-SSB, anti-U1-SnRNP, anti-Histon, anti-Po and anti-Nucle test were
73.8% ,84.8%,83.3%,61.9% ,45.2% ,42.9%.33.3%,30.9% and 9. 5% respectivel

group was significantly higher than that of the control group,complement C3,C4 were significantly lower than those

SLE treated four months were detected. Results

y. Immunoglobulin in the SLE

of the control group,showing statistical difference (P<C0. 05). The positive rates of serum anti-dsDNA, anti-Sm-D1,
anti Ro/SS-A60,anti-Ro/SS-A52,anti-SSB, anti-U1-SnRNP, anti- Histon, anti-Po and anti-Nucle detection in 45 SLE
patients treated for 4 months were 55. 6% ,55. 6% ,88.9% ,55.6% ,55.6%,22.2%,22.2%,11.1% and 33.3% re-
spectively. Conclusion The combination detection of autoantibody,immunoglobulin and complement is beneficial to
diagnostic classification and prognostic evaluation of SLE patients.
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