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Comparative Studies on the Serological Methods in Rubella Infection
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Table 1 Comparison of HAI, CF and ELISA antibodies in patients with rubella infection
Patient Days after HALI titer CF RUBELISA value
and onset of
serum illness Control IgG-treated* titer Plate Cuvette
1 1 10 64 8 4 .006 .039
1I 31 64 16 4 111 .139
2 1 8 128 16 64 .080 .096
11 29 64 <8 16 .149 .180
3 I 8 128 <8 8 .052 077
11 29 128 <8 8 .139 179
4 I 7 128 16 32 .079 .096
II 28 128 <8 32 .144 .163
5 I 7 64 8 8 .070 .094
11 28 64 16 8 .128 .195
6 I 7 64 8 8 .035 .043
11 28 64 <8 16 .106 .164
7 1 6 64 16 16 .053 .051
11 27 64 <8 16 .155 .184
8 I 6 128 <8 <4 .024 .055
II 27 128 <8 8 .134 157
9 I 5 128 8 <4 .145 .060
11 26 64 <8 8 .186 113
10 I 5 64 8 16 .045 .056
II 26 64 <8 16 .129 .062
11 1 4 64 8 4 .041 .056
11 25 64 ND 8 .125 .142
12 I 3 64 32 <4 .035 .051
1I 24 64 <8 8 .123 .142

* absorbed by Sta. aureus
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Table 2 Comparison of seroconversion measured by HAI and RUBELISA

Patient Days after HAI RUBELISA Patient Days after HAI RUBELISA
and onset of and onset of
serum illness titer value serum illness titer value
1 1 5 64 015 9 I —21 <8 .000
1I 19 256 .145 11 11 64 .068
2 1 Kknown 8 011 111 25 256 .095
unknow : v 42 128 147
I1 » 256 .151
10 1 1 <8 .001
3 :l 12 2;2 (l)gi 1I 14 64 .102
) 111 30 128 159
4 .
) il 15 222 (1)2; ot 0 <8 -000
: 11 16 256 .087
5 1 4 16 .000 111 28 128 .109
11 11 256 .080 v 40 64 .146
6 1 2 <8 .016 12 1 4 32 .033
11 32 128 161 I1 32 128 207
4 272
7 1 —-47 <8 .000 1t 8 128 7
11 8 128 .056 13 1 0 <8 .000
111 15 64 .093 11 14 32 .083
64 .114
8 1 1 <8 .000 1 27 1
I1 10 512 .119
111 41 64 263
v 66 128 .305
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Table 3 Comparison of HAI and RUBELISA

HAI RUBELISA
titer n X S.D. Range
<8 46 012 +.013 .000 ~ .045
8 14 131 +.032 .083 ~ .185
16 37 .188 +.052 .102 ~ .330
32 35 .249 +.063 .146 ~ .334
64 38 286 +.060 .186 ~ 458
128 18 336 +.069 239 ~ 446
256 13 .353 +.053 262 ~ 445
v E%
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