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[ Abstract] Objective To study the clinical effect of the three different methods in the infantile pneumonia my-
coplasma detection. Methods 1 800 cases of children with respiratory tract infection were choosed as the research ob-
ject. indirect immunofluorescence method, passive particle agglutination and culture method were used to detect myco-
plasma pneumonia. Positive rate, sensitivity and specificity of three methods were observed. Results PCR positive
rate was significantly higher than the indirect immunofluorescence method and passive particle agglutination method,
the difference was statistically significant(P<C0. 05). Indirect immunofluorescence method with the method of passive
particle agglutination positive rate difference has no statistical significance(P>>0. 05). Indirect immunofluorescence
and passive particle agglutination method, PCR method, the sensitivity, specificity,after statistics analysis, there was
no significant difference(P>>0. 05). Conclusion Clinicians should be based on the advantages and disadvantages of

pathogen detection,choosing the appropriate method, based on the analysis of all kinds of test results in the diagnosis
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of mycoplasma pneumoniae infection.
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