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Ml s BCNHE ByPhBo) %3t Agar-gel Diffusion,
Counterimmunoelectrophoresis ¥ Enzyme-Linked
Immunosorbent Assay®] [hifig
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MR & SILe RS Hiel st AA
2R RS —#ol A gk el aA" ek i
o BHRESRRE Yol PR PSR Ky 2 oo
Y7 W Fol BFEMIFBRN LEHEo] el FA= ol
o 1A 7] Ando(1921) = MRS AIES, Hi 1:(1930)
= HAKES RER o Az 2 ol R EM
W HECLLT AGD, Phillipson and Fadzean, 1962) 3]
REBRKBEGLF IEP, Kruidenier and Katch,
1959), MEEREHBBRE (2%, 1975)7 Counterim-
munoelectrophoresis(LAF CIEP, Xiaosu et al., 1980)
2! Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay ([l F ELISA,
Yokogawa et al., 1983) %2 JFiko] FIH =< sk},

EHS L M EAFERFAENA 2N HED
o2 FiEREC] A 2 BRKES Bitkol v Fikk
Dile] FERE A e Biol ¥shol 19644EH€] 19744
AR GRS ARBELLT CFT)E A A% v gl= 1972
i o) FHE = AGDW S CFT 9 $117 Peliislol shvl.
ofell HWF FM(E A, 1979 & P &S (Seed
et al., 1966; A%, 1969; 2T, 197009 #Hi4hol A
CFTs AGDe %71 [KfEo] o] b 45 Ritol
A el A RlRe AR Bhe] 19754 o] £ 2 AGD
g Wefreled skoh. #%E CFTol wdla FHis 7t
S ool HE-He #ee miEmes 3
28 4 dv BBl dovt HURE-#HEe ks H
WMo 2 el Ha HmPEY PR il wEs
71w Eell BZkel weths ol k. =z gk
0 2%, 19802 20t2 Y] Mk @isE AR w
A zFole) IMiFAME AGD ulSo] A yhigms
A ul QoA o] Qe mol JliMksh KRGS A%
AGDuE-S-9] RSt b 4 z=lch ey g
HFREFERER AT BEOFEEBNZEECR A=

K

o] T#igk CIEP(Krupp, 1974; Despommier et al.,
1974; Hillyer and Capron, 1976; Xiaosu et al,, 1980;
Craft and Nelson, 1982) ¢} ELISA(Yang and Kennedy,
1979; Speiser, 1980; Cho et al., 1981; Yogore et al.,
1981; Long et al., 1982; Nakao ef al., 1982; Yoko-
gawa et al.,, 1983)7F #+#¢ Wz Qo). HEEL o
A7 EESel skl AGDREMES CIEP 2 ELISA
whgote] R BREE T hERFEY Mo
2 X ABS tEsold.

mE R HE

A # g

1. k& MR

A% okokol A BRER AR (Cambaroides similis)
ol A ik g (Paragonimus westermani) #EESHEHS 4y
Histed A (ROl mlel F A~GEA ol Mol A gams
HE3A. EHRE EFHAEAKY FR4E g0 A
g B PUE-IERE - B GESTRE, 1975) 2 2 homo-
genate® wEo] 2,000rpm 1570 WA RS
FIARZ 24F:R) SEHE F 10,000rpmo 2 1KEY TF
e RERS MPEER (RS e, 7.56mg/ml;
Aoz d9ch

2. fmiE

PhER R SE A L SRR ERTOl B RSl o 8}
RIEFIEA S o = o] & Wik B ANRIE Bik® iF
o % 19794 1H~1982% 1Hol AGD K-S 443
2 —20°Cel ®EH MmrsEeloh. A 155412 AGDur
SANE Btk 5201, Mk 1030019 o ol MUFHE
o dlal 19824 2H~6Hel Counterimmnuoelectro-
phoresis®t Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay %
S A A A

3. HWREmMF

i. RE(Clonorchis sinensis) BYuE il 104

o



ii. g olnl| v} (Entamoeba histolytica) &Y IMLFE
1064
iii, B Zelanl(Toxoplasma gondii) HICHIBIK
YE BEEE g 8%l
B. A &

1. Ouchterlony/fzfE (Agar-gel Diffusion : AGD)

Ouchterlony(1958) ¥} & & slideo] 1% #EXE 1~2
mm¥A 2 ¢ = 6mmA A FuE ubge] HEA
mEeE & 50ul¥ 2Ech. ©] 2% moist chambere] 3
o] 4~6°C Wil Al 48~T2R:R] A & F Fillel A
ERABKE 240 A 4 st EAKE Hof Ty F
Amido Black 10B2 Hufa3dle] e HiEz Bk
He B, AR HES MRSHEIUFEREPA)
ol AA A& MHEFRES A& Hd.

2. Counterimmunoelectrophoresis(CIEP)

Barbital buffer (pH 8.6)& 1% = 3 A% AL
AGDojj Al ¢ 72w o 2 slideo] 1 8]5 A= b A =
A AAZFe] F9¢ 10mm7A e ghEoh. Bk
B vesselel ¥x (%G PURS, uilHel 1=
W o] barbital buffer (pH 8.6)& 5 Volt/cmZ 5047 ~1
BE BEA D ¥ AEAEAR pEsd. A3 94
24 2 e e 98 FlEE AGDel A 2
ok, AEE HEe AAEYe AGDuESd A 2
P FER(PA)F mMEH®E &35

3. Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay

(ELISA)
Voller et al. (1976)°] Mitfike& 71F2E conju-
gate’= peroxidase labelled human anti IgGE& %47} &
Aol 9] 10,000f52 3 Mete] A&sbgich. MR
Fe st A o8 HMEFEPA) T 40,0005 3
Aalo] Aestdx 7t7 miEsE EFdol o8 100fF~
20048 AAFZE A5t £& 100659 20085 =
3} 4% mEe A
i, Wi EEPIE (PA)2 carbonate buffer(pH 9.6)
2 40,0002 3 4 38}e] polystyrene plate wells
o 200 4rHEsl F 4°Cell A overnightdlel,

ii. PBS-Tween@ o & plate® 30 A3z 34
B 200uld % wellel ¥ 3 moist chamber
ol Al EE e 2 28R W gl

iii. PBS-Tweeny o 2 plate® 3[E 43 &5 subs-
trate 200ul4 o] 30400 Hilldl WAY F
2. 5M-H,80, Sol. 50ul% ¥o] wh-3-& 4l f-r}.

iv. %&#< plate welle] optical density (OD)&
microtiter spectrophotometer % s} 492nmoi| 4|
29 8te] 10065, 200(% 3] A1l A8 &4 OD
0.6, 0.40] 4% Bk 2, = wwb& 72H7t R
oz @A g ok (Table 3, Fig. 4).

— 271 —

K

1. Agar-Gel Diffusions M (AGD)

BRMTE 15500 & B4 RS Afmd =& i
KHESl KR 5200004 1~3@E(=EA 4~6)2 Wk
RS #astyd o (Fig. 2). Table 18] No. 3* No.
14* 9 No. 30*2 [A—A9 MmiEez4 No. 3& HE
§7, No. 149} No. 308 bitin {&8%% £& 4@EF 2
TER#%] ZlomA bitin LHE3S WHEED aEs
A e ol el 15561 & 103fle] Al &= A7) BR
H A ¥9krl(Table 2, Fig. 1). ##iniE2 No. 9**
(Table 1)9} No. 55%*(Table 2)= Fl—AS Moz
i e BEATC R RN PR R3ddn B
bitin fe8its 6 ALY miFo 2 A WM s
3lvh. Table 19] No. 5 & No. 17-& %% MgHz
A, 22 No. 438 WolEweel A BB #kdie) wA
PlZA olwle] AGDIREE HifimEEe wi-$ 3@skolch
HIRIMEE) N7 ES mFE 106, ofell vHRY mEF 10
B, Toxoplasma®] MIEMEIBKIE BHEGFE 86l
#at AGDEIES 28l A faikol et

2. Counterimmunoelectrophoresis (CIEP)

AGDIE Btk 5260 71¢-v CIEP Btho 51412
A WHEY BBMEES] R 98%0l gttt olu] €]
TS I~7{@ol sl eb(Table 1). &3 AGDJJE
iy 1037 CIEP ) A = {7} [t 2 4)
100%9) —3%4& el glcb(Table 2). vl 44
of wiah WIKIES —FkA-e 165613 1540154 99. 4%
ol drb. ol & WMUMIET I sl B
& 4%E) Jtguldle CIEPY piiare] Hr@imps ot
AGD#ES oA B w2 A7 A ev(Fig 3),
AGDAAE B A AatslA e A $e AGDEH:
MiF Foll o CIEPRHEel Al RERfEe] 83l AY =i
WESEOT g2 gl dslvt(Table 1 8! Fig. 4.
HWRTEe] Mk (287D A:flel 4] CIEPLJES] o]
et

3. Enzyme-Linked Immuncsorbent Assay(ELISA)

AGDKIE Ptk 5261 & MERHRE 58 10065 1
el A& 5051(96%) 7k, 2001 AniFel A& 49%1(94%)
ol 44 ELISARM: o 2 s glvb(Table 1 92 Fig. 1D.
AGDXIE Frt:fuss 1034 Fl A+ 1006% 2 200f% 3
Aol A & & 10061(97%) 2 10244(99%) 7+ ELISA
fetke 2 4055 glch(Table 2 2 Fig. 1. whebal #
M 15560 4ol ¥& AGDLEs ELISA XK
o)~ 100f% 8l 4% gl 20085 HHAHANA &
# 96.8% 2 97.49%0°] gl v}, Optical densitye] ¥ 3L &
Table 3o A & b,

s CIEPHE= & 3 4% 100f%, 200f%elA B
WRRES %% 98.0% ¥ 96.1%9 —%FE, 28z
BERIEN A % 7% 9% —BEE HE
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Table 1. Results of CIEP and ELISA reaction in 52 sera of AGD positive persons

CIEP ELISA A CIEP ELISA
Serial - Name "€ Precip. 0D in 100x Serfal  Name & TPrecip. OD in 100x
Sex band and . Sex band and
(No.) 200 % sera (No.) 200 x sera
1 P.M. J. 17 § +(2) 147  0.79 27 s.J.B. 29m  +@) 2< 1.76
2 H.S.M. 5lm  +(2) 1.24 0.68 28 L.J.J. 2lm — 0.35 0.20
*3  K.J.J. @ 34f +( 1.88  1.07 29 K.S.R. —— +(@ 1.3 0.70
4 J.Y.W. 18m  +(3) L64 1.22 *30 K.J.J. 35f +(2 1.02  0.55
5 K.C.M. 16m +(3) 2< 1.50 31 Y.Y.S. —m  +(@2) 2< 2<
6 K.MJ. 32f +(1)  0.42  0.40 32 K.S.D. 32f +(3 1.60 1.10
7 K.C.K. 4lm  +{) 0.67 0.38 33 S.I.M.  62m  +(3) 0.8 0.56
8 B.H.K. 23m  +(1) 0.9 0.45 34 P.O.H. 56— +@ 2< 1.33
*#9  K.K.S. 36m  +(2) 1.8 1.20 35 P.N.S. 63m +(2) 160 0.88
10 C.B.Y. 53m +(@ 2< 1.52 3 L.K.S. 40f +@ 2< 1.46
11 S.J.S. 2lm  +() 1.20 0.45 37 K.B.H.  24f +(4) 164 122
12 K.K.H. 49f +() 118 0.77 38 N.J.H. 31f +(2 108 0.69
13 K.K.R. 38f +@3)  1.34  0.84 39 W.S.Y. 37f +(2) 1.68 1.15
14 K.J.J. 35f +(3)  1.22  0.69 40 L.H.J. 18f +@ 2< 2<
15 K.K.H. 30f +(2  1.59 100 41 L.W.S. 34f +(3) 1.9  1.33
16  K.Y.D. 29m  +(3) 2< 1.28 42 H.I.M.  4m +@ 2< 1.14
€17  K.Y.A. 23f +(6B) 2< 2< 43 H.K.N. 31f +6B)  2< 1.73
18 L.M.S. 20f +@)  2< 1.72 4 J.Y.S. 10m +(3) 0.8 0.35
19 L.S.Y. 2%f +(1) 172 1L.04 45 K.S.S. 22m 4+ 102 0.69
20 L.S.H. 24f +(2 0.9 0.66 46 M. J.Y. 52m 4GBy 2< 1.93
21 B.S.H.  —f +(4  1.28  0.92 47 J.Y.S. 31f +6) 1.46  0.87
22 K.K.B. 2fm  +(1) 109 0.66 48 P.J.A.  24f +(7) 116 0.79
23 H.E.S. 32f +() 097 0.51 49 L.M.W. 5lf +6) 124 0.62
24 Y.K.J. 30f +( 120 0.73 50 Y.H.S. 62m  +(5) 1..07 0.68
25  K.Y.H. 50m +(2 L2 0.70 51 J.E.D. 50m +(4) 073 0.59
2% K.H.H. A.S. Y. 4m  +(©@ 2< 1.64

401 +(3) 2< 1.50 52

Table 2. Results of CIEP and ELISA reactions in 103 sera of AGD negative persons

CIEP ELISA

CIEP ELISA
Serial Age Serial Agze -
No. ame & Precip.  OD in 100 No. ~ Name & prcip  OD in 100x
band and 200 x sera band and 200 X sera
1 B.B.Y. 51lm — 0.65 35 13 0.M. 0. 40 £ — 0.43 0.23
2 Y.S. K. 26m — 0.13 0.10 14 K.J.W. 39m — 0.23 0.21
3 K.C. M. 23m — 0.22 0.11 15 K.J.S. 23m — 0.14 0.14
4 S. S. H. 27m - 0.15 0.10 16 K. E.R. 40 £ - 0.41 0.24
5 K. B. K. 66 { — 0.15 0.09 17 L.B.H. 55m — 0.10 0.07
6 C.W. S. 25m — 0. 47 0.22 18 H.T.S. 201 — 0.15 0.09
7 H. J. 54m — 0.35 0.15 19 Y.W. H. 34m — 0.07 0.05
8 L.J. M 43 f — 0.28 0.17 20 L.B.B. 57 f — 0.19 0.16
9 J.W.D. 39m — 0.19 0.15 21 L.S.E. 44 — 0.20 0.13
10 A. S.G. 43m — 0.16 0.11 22 J.E.D. 79m — 0.23 0.17
11 S.S.J. 47m — 0.12 0.09 23 C.S.H. —m — 0.15 0.11
12 wW.I1.C. 47m — 0.29 0.15 24 L.B.C. —m — 0.18 0.11




Serial Age CIEP ELISA Sl Age CIEP ELISA
No. Name Sex Precip. OD in 100X (le\loa} Name S‘:Zx Precip. OD in 100%
band and 200 X sera band and 200 X sera
25 H.S.W. 3Im — 0.16  0.12 70 P.T.J. 4m — 011 0.10
26  K.Y.H. 79f — 0.17 0,12 77 L.HW. —— — 012  0.09
27 N.Y.H.  2f — 021 0.16 72 J.A.J. 37f  —  0.20 0.17
28 S.Y.H. 23f — 0.29 0.23 73 K.B.K. 5m — 0.3 0.24
29 L. S. 5m — 0.16  0.11 74 L.K.B. 5m — 0.15  0.10
30 J.S.D. 68f — 0.2 0.16 7 S.S.H. 3m — 015 0.11
31 K.G.S.  2%m — 0.18  0.15 7 J.C.G. 3m —  0.20 0.10
32 K. JI.M.  65f — 0.24  0.18 77 K.Y.H. 22m — 0.10  0.08
33 H.M.K. 60m — 039 0.31 78 S.D.S.  49f —  0.13  0.09
34 J.E.S. 2f — 037 018 79 L.G.J. 4f — 027 0.17
3 Y.S.K. 4lm — 012 0.08 8 Y.G.D. 38m —  0.15 0.08
3 H.S.M. 4m —  0.17  0.13 88 L.S.H. 3f — 015 0.10
37 B.S.E. 2m — 0.17  0.12 8 J.J.R. 17Tm —  0.14 0.09
38 K.H.T. 56m  — 0.14  0.11 8 K.S.H. 321 — 0.23 0.14
39 K.H.J. 2m —  0.49 0.39 8 N.G.D. 58m —  0.16 0.12
40 Y.B.S. 48f — 012 0.06 8 J.W.N. —— — 0.16  0.10
41 K.B.M. 69m — 0. 46 0.22 86 K.C. W. 36m — 0.38 0.23
42 H.S.S. 50f @ — 0.45  0.25 8 J.H.Y. 63m — 0.39  0.28
43 P.S.H. 2Tm — 0.28 0.16 8 J.H.J. 3lm — 0.20  0.09
44 0.J.K. A7 § _ 0.10 0.07 89 B.Y.Y. 25§ — 0.25 0.17
5 AK.S. 43m  — 0.10  0.06 9 K.S.K. 3Bm — 0.25  0.17
46 L.S.H. 8m — 0.20 0.11 91 M.E.B. 46f — 0.58  0.35
47 J.Y.S. 25m _ 0.21 0.11 92 H.G. S. 50m — 0.63 0. 42
48 P.S.C. 38m —  0.20 0.08 ® B.D.D.  2m — 02 0
9 C.J.K. 30m — 020 014 94 L.H.O. 20f — 018 0.14
50 H.M.B. 6Im —  0.07 0.05 % Y.I.J. 5m — 030 0.10
51 J.T.S. 34m  —  0.15 0.0 9% H.M.H. 40f — 0.63  0.40
52 Y.H.N. 70f — 013 0.09 9% A.K.D. 3m  — 026 0.16
53 Y.D.E. —— — 0.2 018 9% O0.K.I. —m — 0.13  0.09
5 M. J.K. 5m — 013 0.08 99 K.Y.R. 44f — 045 0.29
**po K.K.S. 37m — 0.47 0. 28 100 L.T.H. 30m - 0.30 0.24
5% K.N.K.  22m —  0.22 0.16 101 B.D.S. 48m —  0.39  0.30
57 P.S.G. 52m —  0.16 0.10 w0z J.B.J. S8m — 017 0.12
58 J.M.H.  30m — 0.2 0.16 103 C.Y.B. 20f — 025 0.19
5 Y.D.N. 4m — 014 0.13 oleh. weld %@l o3 CIEPS ELISAS] —si#is
60 P.M.D. 65m —  0.49 0.30 08%19 . @Bl 439 No. 5 No. 17 9 No.
61 L.Y.H. 40m — 0.39  0.27 13(Table 1-00& 100{% 5483l 4 &% OD 2¢] 4
62 KMHo2t 0 00T onega 20 NARYAAE &% ODA LS,
6 0J.M —f — 017 012 >2, % L7322 %& optical density® 1 gk,
64  K.C.S.  3lm ~— 01 007 =% No. 3, No. 14 2 No. 30(Table D] ii§< F
65 P.K.S. 27f —  0.18 0.12 Aiies No, 38 J3#EHI0) % No. 145 No. 30S
66 P.D.H. 2/m — 009 0.06 frste MAA 2 TEAMKS mikd u ODY 3te)
g; E K }J{ :i’: - 8 ig g (1)2 1006 S HAHANAE 4% 1.88, 1.22 % 1.029%
T ’ ) 20015 A A E AN E £4 1.07, 0.69 2 0.5524 A
69 Y.J.C. 46m —  0.12 0.08

A Aatd Aol %45 Ak (Table 1. Ll AGDE
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Fig. 1. OD-distribution in ELISA test of 155 sera for Paragonimus skin test positive persons.

Fig. 2. Precipitin bands in AGD test.

Center wells: Paragonimus antigen,
Table 1: No. 4, 6, 8 15, 23, 43,

Outer wells: No. of sera,
Table 2: No. 1, 11, 49, 55, 93
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Fig. 3. Precipitin bands in AGD and CIEP.
Center wells: Paragonimus antigen, Quter wells: No. of sera, Table 1: No. 2, 24, Table 2: No. 68, 75

Table 3. OD-distribution in different serum
dilution of ELISA reaction in posi-
tives and negatlves by AGD reaction

Posmve sera Negatxve sera
by AGD by AGD
ODat " Seum dilution  Serum diluti
492nm _ Serum dilution__ »erum dilution
No. in No. in  No. in No. in
1:100 1 200 1:100 12200
>2 15 3
1.81~2.0 3 1
1.61~1.8 4 4
1.41~1.6 5 4
1.21~1.4 7 5
1.01~1.2 9 6
0.81~1.0 5 5
0.61~0.8 2 14 3
Fig. 4. Precipitin bands in AGD and CIEP. 0.41~0.6 1 6 10 1
Center wells: Paragonimus antigen, 0.21~0.4 1 3 32 21
Quter wells: No. of sera, ~0.2 1 58 81
Table 1: No. 32, 37, 46, 47, —
Total 52 52 103 103

Table 2: No. 92

W padke] il He ELISAKRES OD Zy#igEM Scapin and Tendler, 1975; Hillyer and Allain, 1979;

o Table 3] 4] 9} 71;}\;]-. BHERe Mg B BTRERE, Xiaosu et al., 1980; Hillyer and Weil, 1981; Craft
oful uHiE 2 Toxoplasmaiiel A = ELISARKFESN A 100 and Nelson, 1982), 53| 4143 ub3- oo HHE #
{5 3w w4 2417 OD 0.5 B Fel ol vt (Fig. sl stelel $arstele Biel mmd gleh(Hillyer
5). and Allain, 1979; Hillyer and Weil, 1981). =38 5
| @pEez mol AGD g urt 10~30f5 A A

% 5= ‘é °] s 2ud H5E 9 ch(Despommier et al.,

1974; Hillyer, 1975; Xiaosu et al., 1980). & #Ejel

R skl oS BMEZEI B KB PR A= AGD w3t CIEP Kol A L7 k9]

AR 7] A &K&C(Ando, 192022 Amye] @A 7.56mg/mie] RS A8t gl o B HRRE 9%
7R SR D Wﬂ“&f)l AgEa Yo EY ol g e RS TR = eyt M—Hiel A
uh ol o8 ARATHEI H5 R WY A ERE CIEP FifEe AGDubgol M v BiFme ReR
go] Bl 3%‘?- g AstA vt 3 $-5(Fig 32 2ot CIEPS
kel £8 K KiEe pEshed gelA CIEP o F4Ael vy Erizm Erh k B HEo =T
g0l dlmldt A4t REY wEAPen HE Bt #Ee) —REL 99.4%% F e Fol4
A%E o & Qe B SoR FEMBR HEARM Aol & g
wlo] o] 4= 9los (Krupp, 1974; Hillyer, 1975; B AR B4l ddlstes e ELISA KIE
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Fig. 5. Comparison of ELISA reaction for sera of clonorchiasis, amoebiasis,
toxoplasmosis and Paragonimus skin test positive with Paragonimus

antigen.

% A BES & ¥ 4¢ Z AGD, CIEP KfE=} vz
HE o A 97%, 98%9 —HAERA Rt ER
L ¥ 4 99t 28y ELISAREC A = Hike 7
232 40,0005 3 45 $4-¢ AHE} 5, 28] 2 Hl
- 100~200f% 3 &4l A ol 7H53tgd Bie
2 3okx ELISAKKES] ®ij2#9] KM o =%
BES BREZHS HH Kotz & 5 Al Yang
7 Kennedy(1979) & o}ol u} 3ol o 3 ELISAuL-$-ol A
ARl A g S-Sl 96.4%, ¥l ofrl ubik
Yoo] ol FEELES, MEAE Aol 3] & 96.6%2
[t KRS el o] A REMY ok et HREE ¥
= d+gch. 2 #bol ELISARKE = #RERFES JBRE
#R4E (Speiser, 1980), TozxoplasmaiE (Naot and Reming-

ton, 1980), H AR EGE(FAHS, 1981; Yogore et
al., 1981; Long et al., 1982; Nakao et al., 1982) =
MW 5 (Yokogawa et al., 1983)5-2 &5 ffo] o &
oz 2aH vk 28y o] ELISARIES 44l
dnlE @ BFEMREN TRHE) JEE Eud
9 o}, (Speiser, 1980; Yogore ef al., 1981; #HS,
1981). Speiser(1980)& Al &z &S5 gk 4
ELISA¢ ot & = 9Awul$, &% Indirect fluorescent
antibody test(IFAT), Indirect hemagglutination
test (IHA), CIEP ut-&-%53 wulsdle] ELISAuLS&
ZEgLe 74 Eikot Folde AR 2y 4
o} =83l w©e mEHES ] 93 screening F7

]
o ELISARKES 714 93 o] 2 & slo



U EolAg s g A Ae B w S daske A
o] Btz wmagch & B miFEs A 10085
2 200f%8 A BE-katk Bl &N = OD#st 4
3 ODzt% 7131744 #33 Ao vhel B-IBERED
Aol EetA sl & Bl A miEE A Fxdd vzt B-
faftol vl 449 AL oluld Fivk s BH
E(1981) ¢ HAMEE#AE 93 ELISAuE-3-4 3l
A ohE fEel {EiNRs, HHE, MRS St I EC]
ot FMMmES 500452 3 Aty v AR FEC]
BWAsg s gt =& Yokogawas (1983)9] Fifivk
#@fol Wg ELISAKRES CFTY AGDKME=s =13
g A#aA s Yotz s ey ELISAREC] Milksh
el s Eitkel fiAskelz Bglet.
gubA o 7 FiF-PmiEe] B «hE
£ ELISA, CIEP 2 AGD KXFES JEir

R e
frels B
CIEP%} AGDKFE Ale ]9] 3] 4

ERE aw % gke}. AGD

A4
gdot & BEANAE
el e 744

Golvt CIEP ybgof H]ﬁH Flol vt #3) e
o} 23] xeko @ Hb&o] 758 ELISA ub5
o gleld & w e HARE SRS A H
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Comparison of Agar-gel Diffusion Test, Counterimmunoelectrophoresis
and Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay in the sera of
skin test positives for paragonimiasis

Ok-Ran Lee

Department of Parasitology, College of Medicine, Soonchunhyang
University, Choong-Nam, Korea

Won-Young Choi

Department of Parasitology, Catholic Medical College & Catholic
Institute of Parasitic Diseases, Seoul, Korea

Agar-gel Diffusion test(AGD), Counterimmunoelectrophoresis(CIEP) and Enzyme-Linked Immuno-
sorbent Assay (ELISA) were examined with the sera of skin test positives for paragonimiasis.

The crude antigen(Paragonimus whole worm extracts: protein concentration, 7.56mg/ml) and
human sera were used in AGD and CIEP. And in ELISA test, diluted antigen with 1:40,000 of
crude antigen and diluted sera with 1:100, 1:200 were used in the test.

The positive identical ratio between AGD and CIEP reactions is 98% and negative identical
ratio is 100%. One or three precipitin bands are observed in AGD. One to seven precipitin bands
are also revealed in CIEP. Especially, deeply stained bands are observed in CIEP than those of AGD.

The positive identical ratios between AGD and ELISA tests are 96% in 1:100 diluted sera, and
949% in 1:200 diluted sera. But the negative identical ratios between AGD and ELISA tests are 97
9 and 99% respectively in 1:100 and 1:200 diluted sera.

The positive identical ratics between CIEP and ELISA tests are 8% and 96% respectively in
1:100 and 1:200 diluted sera, but also 97% and 99% in 1:100 and 1:200.

Control sera, such as clonorchiasis, amoebiasis and toxcplasmcsis, revealed all ncgatives with
Paragonimus antigen in AGD, CIEP and ELISA tests.

By above results, ELISA was mcst sensitive, next CIEP and AGD. Fut AGD test appears to
be more useful when used to crude antigen without crcss reacticn with other parasitic infections.
CIEP test is basically equal in terms of precipitin reaction, but CIEP is able to be detected more
sensitively and rapidly though less simple in handiwork than AGD.

Consequently, three methods for immunological tests of paragonimiasis have gocd correlations
with one another. Also, each of these has both merits and demerits in immunolcgical test for
paragonimiasis. But the ELISA test was proved to be the most sensitive and convenient tcol for

mass screening test, especially in cace of using purified antigen.



