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[Abstract] Objective

factures. Methods

To compare the pros and cons of anti-dsDNA antibody assay kits of two different manu-
From June to August 2013, anti-dsDNA in serum samples, collected from 50 patients with sys-
temic lupus erythematosus(SLE) and 50 healthy subjects, were detected by reagent A, manufactured by Xincheng Bi-
otechnology Company,and reagent B, manufactured by a German company. Results, detected by the two kits, were
statistically analyzed. Results The positive coincidence rate of reagent A was higher than reagent B(P<C0. 05) ., but
the negative coincidence rates of the two reagents were without statistical difference(P>>0. 05). The correlation coef-

The per-

formance of the two kinds of anti-dsDNA antibody assay kit might be equivalent, both of which could meet the re-

ficient of results,detected by the two kits, was 0. 984 8, and the Kappa coefficient was 0. 91. Conclusion

quirements of clinical application.
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