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Analysis of Resultsof Different Serological Detections Inibrucellosis

WANG Bin, WANG Shu-fang”, BAI Tian-jun, HE Jin-gui

(Animal Epidemic Prevention and Control of Tianzhu County,Tianzhu, Gansu733299)

Abstract : [ Objective | Determine the significance of different methods of brucellosis detection in clinical appli-
cation. [ Method] RBT, SAT and Celisa were used to detect the suspected infected brucellosis sheep serum, and
the Kappa value, coincidence rate, sensitivity and specificity were analyzed. [ Conclusion] Data showed that the
three factors had high coincidence, the Kappa value was above 0.76, and the consistency was quite reliable. The
sensitivity of RBT was high, but the false positive rate was also high. Compared with the results of SAT, the sensi-
tivity and specificity of Celisa were both high, and the Kappa value of RBT and CELISA was 0. 85. [ Conclusion ]
In clinical work, it is suitable to use RBT to screen widely and then cELISA to confirm the diagnosis of brucellosis.
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