Undekuyuja rpanha matepuue 6aktepujom
Chlamydia trachomatis Kop, CTyAeHTKUIbA
— AWjarHOCTUKA KNACUYHUM U MONEKYNAPHUM

meTogama

CHexaHa TomaHoBuR', MBaH Yykuh?, Mapuja Obpagosuh?, Haha Rypuuh?,
Anhena lMetposuh-Mununkosuh?, CnobopaHka fHykuh?
'KnuHuKa 3a ruHekonorujy u akywepctso, KnuHuuku LeHtap Cpbuje, beorpag, Cpbuja;

23aBof 3a 30paBCTBEHY 3aWTUTY CTyAeHaTa, beorpag, Cpbuja;
SWHCTUTYT 33 MUKpOGUOnorujy u nmyHonorujy, MepnumHckm Gakyntet, YHusep3uteT y Beorpapy,

beorpap, Cpbuja

KPATAK CAZIPXKAJ

YBop Chlamydia trachomatis je Hajuelnhv 6aKTepUjCKM Y3POUHIK NOHO NpeHoCKBYX MHdeKLmja. Moryh-
HOCT pa3B0ja TELUKMX KOMMIMKaLWja 0BMX MHbEKLMja MoXe ce crpeunTy bnaroBpeMeHUM OTKprBakeM
oBe 6aKTepuje Ha rpnvhy MaTepuLie NPUMEHOM OCETIbUBUX Y MOY3AAHMX TECTOBA, Kao LUTO CY CABpeMEHN
MOJIeKyNnapHU TeCTOBU.

Linmw papa Liwb nctpaxnBarba je 6110 fa ce ncnutajy MoryRHOCT 1 y4ecTanocT AnjarHoCTKOBakba NH-
dekuuje rpnuha matepuue 6aktepujom C. trachomatis Kop CTyAEHTKUHA NPYMEHOM KNACUYHUX U MO-
NeKynapHUX MeToga.

Mertope papa MocTojarbe C. trachomatis y engouepsrkanHom 6pucy 69 cTyneHTKuba 6e3 cumntoma
060sbetba loKazaHo je NPUMEHOM TPV METOE: ANPEKTHE UMyHodnyopecLieHuyje (DIF), xubpuan3sauvje
HYKNeMHCKe KucenuHe (hc2) n peakuuje naH4aHOT YMHOXaBaka HyKnenHcke kucenuHe (PCR).
Pesyntatu Metopom DIF C. trachomatis je oTKpviBeHa Kog YeTvpu ncnutanuue (5,80%), metogom hc2 kog
Takohe uetunpwm (5,80%), a npumeHom PCR Kop WwecT cTyaeHTKnHba (8,70%). YnopeaHa aHanvsa nprmeHe
DIF c meTopom PCR nokasana je CeH3UTUBHOCT of 46% v cneunduryHocT og 95%, ynopeaHa aHanmsa
npumeHe DIF c meTogom hc2 nokasana je CeH3UTUBHOCT of 62% U1 cneumduuHocT of 97%, JOK je yno-
penHa aHanm3a npumeHe hc2 ¢ metogom PCR nokasasna CEH3UTUBHOCT of 76% n cneunduryHocT og 100%.
3akspyyak MeToga nsbopa 3a anjarHoctrkoBame C. trachomatis Ha rpnvhy MatepuiLe Kog Miaamx ocoba
6e3 cumnToma oborbetba je PCR, caBpemMeHa MoneKynapHa METOAA.

KmbyuHe peun: Chlamydia trachomatis; gnjarHocTrKa; imyHodnyopecLieHUMja; MOIeKyNapHe meTofe

yBoa

Chlamydia trachomatis je Hajaenrhu 6axTepuj-
CKJI Y3POYHUK IIOTHO IIPEHOCHBUX MHDeEKIja
[1]. OBa 6axTepuja KOJ >keHa Y pelpORYKTUB-
HOM IIePUOZY 13a31Ba 3ala/bebCKe IIPOMEHe
Ha rpmhy mateputie [2]. C. trachomatis yrias-
HOM 13a31Ba MHQpeKLuje KOJ MIagux ocoba
KOje Cy CeKCyasIHO aKTUBHe, Koje HUCY y Opaky
¥ KOje Cy HIDKeT colujanHor craryca [3]. VH-
dbekija IpBO 3axBaTa Mpe/a3 II0YaACTOCIO-
jEBUTOT eNuTeNa y UVINHAPUIHN. Y BUIIE OF
50% cnydajeBa LepBULMTICA (HEKYU ayTOPH
cMatpajy u fo 70%) He jaB/bajy ce CUMIITOMMU
060/bera WY Cy OHM BeoMa 6y1aru. 360r Tora
oBa nHpeKIja Ko, Be/MKOr 6poja skeHa ocTa-
je HelMjarHOCTUKOBaHa, IITO OJIaKIIaBa Ja/be
mupewe nHekyje [4].

MoryhHocT pasBoja TeIIKMX KOMIUTMKALja
MO>Ke Ce CIIpednTy 61aroBpeMeHIM OTKPIBa-
mheM oBe bakrepuje Ha rpimhy MaTepuie npu-
MEHOM OCET/bUBIUX I [TOY3AHMX TECTOBA, KA0
ILITO Cy CaBpeMeHV MOJIEKY/TAPHY TeCTOBH [5].
[laHac ce y pyTMHCKOM pafiy HajBUILIE KOPUCTI
TEXHJKa AMPEKTHe NMYyHOQIyopecleHIje
(enrn. direct immunofluorescence — DIF), duja

0CeT/BUBOCT YMHOTOME 3aBVCH Off YICTIPABHO
y3eTor y3opKa. PeBo/myunjy y AnjarHocTuKo-
Bamy nH(pekuja 6axrepujom C. trachomatis
IIOHETIO je yBODeme caBpeMeHNUX TeCTOBa Ha
MOJIEKYTapHOM HMBOY KOju oTKpuBajy JHK
oBor naTtoreHa [6]. OBU TeCTOBU OTKPUBAjy
HOCTOjame HYK/IenHCKuxX Kucenuua C. tracho-
matis y pasIuuUTUM KIMHUYKUM Y30pLIIMa,
YaK 1 OHJja Kafia mocroju Manu 6poj hennuja
y y3opky [7]. HajBuure kopumrhena metoza
YMHOXXaBamba HyKIenHcKe Kucemnue je PCR
(eHrn. polymerase chain reaction). Ilopen oBe,
KOPJCTe Ce jOII HeKe, IIOIYT MEeTOfie ,XBaTa-
wa“ xubpupa (enrn. hybrid capture - hc). To
je in vitro TecT XMOpuUAM3aNMje HyKIEMHCKe
KVCe/IMHE KOjU Ce 3aCHMBA Ha II0jadarby CHUI-
HaJla, 3 KOPUCTH XeMUjCKO OCBET/baBatbe MI-
KpOIl/IOYe 3a KBaIMTaTUBHO OTKpuBame JTHK
C. trachomatis y y3opky [8].

LWb PAOA

Lnb ncTpaxkuBara je 610 fa ce ucrmrajy Moryh-
HOCT 1 YYeCTaJIOCT AMjarHOCTIKOBamba NH(EK-
nyje rpmha Matepune 6akrepujom C. tracho-
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matis KO, CTYAeHTKUIba KIACUYHUM Y MOJIEKY/TapHUM
MeTofiamMa y3 nmopebeme HIUX0Be OCET/BUBOCTI Y CIIEL-
¢$uaHOCTH.

METOZE PAIA

ITpocneXTMBHOM CTYRMjOM, KOja je Tpajaa o cenTeMbpa
2008. fo janyapa 2009. roguse, o6yxBaheHo je 69 cTy-
IeHTKMIba y3pacTa off 21 o 31 rogune. CBe UCIIUTaHULE
cy yuyhene y runekonoumky am6ynanty CTyfeHTCKe 10-
JIMKJIMHYIKe Pajyl KOJIIIOCKOIICKOT Iperena rpauha ma-
tepune. HujegHa cTyileHTKMba HUje MMaa CUMIITOME
MHQeKIje TeHUTATHOT CYCTeMa.

ITpe KOMIOCKOIICKOT Iper/iefia CBaKoj MCIUTAHNIIN
y3eTa Cy TpM eHJoliepBIKanHa Opyca peMa CTaHjgapy-
HUM npenopykaMa. Haume, HakoH ammmKanyje CieKyyma
HajIIpe je YKIOWbeHa CIy3 ca rpinha Matepuiie CTepUITHUM
OpucoMm, a 3aTUM je HOBM CTEPMIHM OPUC YB/IaueH OKo 1 cm
Y eHIOLIepBMKa/IHY KaHaJI, POTHPaH HEKOJIMKO ITyTa fa 6y
ce ITOKynuIo JoBO/bHO henuja, a 3saTum usBydeH 6e3 noxu-
puBama 3u0Ba BaruHe. IIpBu eHIoLepBUKaIHY OpUC je
yHOTpeO/beH 3a IIpaB/belbe Iperapara 3a IpYMeHY METOfie
DIF. [Ipyru 6puc je, u3 opuruHaaHor nakosama hc2 CT-1D
JTHK TecT, HaKOH y3/Maba CTaB/beH y OPUTMHAIHY MTOJJIO-
ry 3a Tpancnopt. Tpehu 6puc, 13 opurnHaIHOr MaKoBaba
Cobas Amplicor CT test, HAKOH y3uMamba CTaB/beH je y STM
OPUTMHAIHY €IPYBETY, CHAXXHO IIPOMYhKaH y TE4HOCTH
15 cexynpy, fo6po onehen o supoBe enpyBeTe U ofdadeH.

I[Tocrojame H6aktepuje C. trachomatis y eHoLepBUKaI-
HOM OpyCy MCIIUTaHNLIA JOKAa3UBAHO je TPYMa MeTofaMa:
DIF, he2 u PCR. Metopa DIF je pahena tectom Chlamydia
Direct IF (ID) (bioMérieux, ®pannycka). To je xBanura-
TUBHM TeCT 3a in vitro usonosame C. trachomatis y ypore-
HUTAJIHOM Y30pKY TeXHUKOM DIF moMohy MOHOK/IOHCKUX
anTutena Ha MOMP antureH oBe 6akTepuje. 3a METORY
hc2 xopuuthen je rect Hybrid Capture2 CT-ID THK (Qia-
gene, Hemauka). 3a MeTony PCR xopuithen je Tect Cobas
Amplicor Chlamydia trachomatis (Roche Diagnostics, He-
Mmauka). To je kBanuTaTuBHM TecT 3a oTKpuBamwe JHK C.
trachomatis U3 KIMHUYKUX y30paKa y yC/IOBUMA in vitro,
Ha OCHOBY aMIUIM(UKalMje HyK/IeMHCKe KUCeTIMHE peak-
I[VIjOM eHOT TAHYaHOT YMHO)KaBamha.

Pesynraru ncrpaxupama cy obpahenn y cratucTing-
KoM makety SPSS 12.0, onucanu MeTofjaMa feCKPUIITUBHE
CTaTUCTUKe (ApUTMEeTINYKa CpeliMHa, CTaH/jap/iHa AeByja-
11ja, pacloH) u nopeheHyu MeTogama aHaIUTHYKe CTATH-
ctuke (CTymeHTOB t-TecT, X>-TecT, MaH-BuTtHmjeB TecT).

PE3VNITATU

HctpaxusameM je o6yxpaheHo 69 cTymeHTKMm®ba 6e3
cUMIITOMa 060/bea Koje ¢y yiyheHe y rMHEKOIONUIKY
aMOy/IaHTY pajy KOJIIOCKOIICKOT Iperyena rpanha ma-
teputie. Metopom DIF C. trachomatis je u3010BaHa KO
yetupu ucnurauuie (5,80%), metonom hc2 xop Takobe
4eTpu cTyfeHTKumbe (5,80%), mpumenoM PCR xop mecT
ucnmrauuna (8,70%).

YnopenHa ananusa meroge DIF c metogoM PCR noka-
3ajIa je CeHSUTUBHOCT of 46% u crenuuaHOCT o, 95%
(Tabene 1 u 2). Ynopenna ananusa metopie DIF ¢ MmeToom
hc2 mokasana je CeH3UTUBHOCT OF, 62% ¥ CrielnPUIHOCT
o 97% (Tabene 3 u 4). Ynopenua ananusa metope hc2 ¢
MeTofioM PCR nokasasna je CEH3SUTUBHOCT of 76% U cIie-
yubnanoct o, 100% (Taberne 5 u 6).

ANCKYCUJA

C. trachomatis je CTPUKTHO MHTpalenyl1apHa, [paM-He-
raTyBHa 6akTepyja 1 Hajuelrhy 6aKTepyjcKu y3pOUHUK
IIOJIHO IIPEHOCUBUX 60/IecTy Koja MHOUIMPa enUTelHe
hemmje goBexa. Ox 18 cepoTuIIOBa OBOT NATOTEHA, U3 YPO-
TeHUTa/IHOT cucTeMa u30noBaHo je 11: D, Da, E, F, G, Ga,
H,IIn,Ju K [9].

Xnamupujante nHdekyje ce yeuhe jaBbajy Koy )keHa
Hero Kojj MyILIKapalia, ¢ TeHJeHI[1joM IToBehamwa MHIN-
HeHLuje y Iocenmbux gecet rogyHa [10]. [IpeBanenuyja
XTaMupujanHe nHPexnuje Mebhy cexcyanHo akTUBHUM Jie-
BoOjKaMa y3pacra 16-19 roguna y EBponu je 4,1-25% [3].
Y momynauuju CTyfeHTKMIba 6e3 CUMIITOMa 000/berba ¥
Benruju Kommep (Colliers) v capaguuiy [11] cy nngexiu-
jy rpnuha marepune 6aktepujom C. trachomatis IpyMeHOM
Metoze PCR fujarTHOCTMKOBAIu Koj, 2,9% mcnuraHuua.
PesynTaTy Hamer ucTpakmuBarma Cy IOKa3aan fia je oBa
uHpexnyja 3acTymbeHa kox 5,80% cTyneHTKU®bA (Ayjar-
HocTuKoBaHo MetosioM DIF), ogHocHO 8,70% (mujarno-

Ta6ena 1. YnopepnHa aHanu3a pesyntaTta JOOUjeHNX NPYIMEHOM Me-
Topa DIF v PCR

Table 1. Comparative analysis of results obtained by using DIF and
PCR

PCR
DIF MosnTtnBaH HeratveaH YKynHo
Positive Negative Total

|-|03VIjI'l{IBaH 3 1 4
Positive

HeraTMpaH 60 5 65
Negative
YKynHo

Total 63 6 69

Ta6ena 2. OcembuBocT 1 cneunduuHocT metoge DIF y nopehemy ¢
meTtogom PCR
Table 2. Sensitivity and specificity of DIF compared with PCR

MapameTtap BpepHoct
Parameter Value
MNpeBaneHuwnja 0.09
Prevalence
CeH3UTUBHOCT
Sensitivity 0.46
CI'IeLl,VId?I/'ILI.HOCT 0.95
Specificity
CrBapHO NO3UTMBHY 0.25
True positive
JlaxHo MO3UTNBHMN 0.94
False positive
CrBapHo HeraTiBHN 0.92
True negative
NaxHo HeraTeHN 0.08
False negative
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Ta6ena 3. YnopefHa aHanv3a pesynTtata fobujeHux metogom DIF n
Tectom he2

Table 3. Comparative analysis of results obtained by using DIF and
hc2 test
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Ta6ena 5. YnopefHa aHanv3a pesyntata fobujeHnx Tectom hc2 n
meTogom PCR

Table 5. Comparative analysis of results obtained by using hc2 and
PCR

hc2 PCR
DIF MNosuTtneaH HeratveaH YKynHo hc2 MNosutneaH HeratveaH YKynHo
Positive Negative Total Positive Negative Total

Mo3nTneaH MosutneaH

Positive 3 ! 4 Positive 0 4 4
HeraTVl_BaH 62 3 65 HeraTVl_BaH 63 5 65

Negative Negative

YKynHo YKynHo

Total 65 4 69 Total 63 6 69

Ta6ena 4. OcembusocT 1 cneunduyHocT metofe DIF y nopeherby ¢
Tectom hc2
Table 4. Sensitivity and specificity of DIF compared with hc2 test

Ta6ena 6. OceTbUBOCT U cneynduyHoOCcT TecTa hc2 y nopehemy ¢
meTogom PCR
Table 6. Sensitivity and specificity of hc2 compared with PCR

False negative

cTuKoBaHo MetofoM PCR). [lo6ujeHy Hamas3y MoKasyjy
HeIITo Maso Behy ydecTanocT XmaMmuaujamHe nHdeKuje
y mopebemy ¢ pesynTaTuMa 6eIrujcKux ayTopa, anm He ofi-
CTYIajy Of pe3y/iTara JPyIUX UCTPaXKMBada KOju CIMYHY
y4ecTanocT puKasyjy y Ipymy MIaayx feBojaka [11, 12].

Benuku nporieHaT acMMITOMATCKUX MHeKIMja 1 MO-
ryhHOCT Temkux koMIUIMKanyja nosehasajy sHayaj 6ma-
TOBpEMeHOT JyjarHocTukoBama C. trachomatis Ha rpmhy
Matepuiie. CaBpeMeHM MOJIEKY/TapHY TeCTOBY 3aCHOBAHN
Ha yMHOXKaBamby HYK/IenHcKe kucenuHe C. trachomatis
Ipy>ajy MOryhHOCT OTKpMBarba MajIor 6poja IpyCy THUX
6akrepuja. 36or crabunnoctu JHK monexyna, moryhe je
otkputu C. trachomatis v aKo je JomIO 10 TYOUTKA NH-
(exTUBHOCTH, 300T Yera je CEH3UTUBHOCT OBUX TeCTOBA
Beha Hero xop KyntuBucama [13]. C 063upoM Ha To jia ce
orkpusa cerMeHT [JHK jenuncTBeH 3a 0By 6axTep;jy, oBU
TECTOBY II0Ka3Yyjy BUCOKY CIIeLMIYHOCT.

Y HaleM MCTpaKuBamYy Cy 3a fokasusame C. tracho-
matis y eHpioLiepByKanHoM 6pucy kopuihene merone DIF,
hc2u PCR. Metopa DIF je Hajuelnhe kopuutheHa y Behnau
nabopaTopuja KOJ Hac 3a pyTMHCKY IUjarHOCTUKY MHpeK-
nyje rpmuha Marepune 6akrepujom C. trachomatis. Beoma
je maka 1 jemHOCTaBHa 3a u3Bobeme u jaje MoryhHoCT mo-
6ujara pesynTara 3a 30 MUHYTa Off BpeMeHa Y30pKOBamba
6puca. C gpyre cTpaHe, 3aXTeBa IIPaBI/THO Y3€T Y30pakK 3a
aHa/M3Yy, ca JOBOJbHMUM OpojeM enmrennux henmja. Ksa-
JNTET eHJIOLePBYKATHOT 6pca y3eT 3a OTKpUBambe OBOT
IIaTOTeHa 3HATHO yTI4Ye Ha CEH3UTUBHOCT YIIOTpe6/beHor
AMjarHOCTUYKOT TecTa [14]. MeTona hc2 je MonekynapHa

MapameTap BpegHoct MapameTap BpegHoct
Parameter Value Parameter Value
MpeBaneHuwmja 0.06 MNpeBaneHuwnja 0.08
Prevalence Prevalence
CeH3uTuBHOCT CeH3uTnBHOCT
e 0.76
Sensitivity 0.62 Sensitivity
Cneumduuroct 0.97 Creumduuoct 1.00
Specificity Specificity
CrBapHO NO3NTUBHM 025 CrBapHoO NO3UTUBHN 1.00
True positive True positive
JTaxxHo MO3UTMBHM 075 JTaxxHO MO3NTNBHY 0.00
False positive False positive
CrBapHo HeraTieHN 095 CrBapHo HeraTuBHM 096
True negative True negative
J1aXHO HeraTuBHMN 0.05 JTaxkHO HeraTMBHU 031

False negative

MeToyia Ha 6asy rojavara curtana. OBOM METOIOM ce OT-
kpuBa [THK C. trachomatis Tako mrro ce ofpehenn cermeHT
IHK xu6pupusyje ca PHK conpom, a satum taj JTHK/PHK
xnbpup 6usa ,,yxpaheH“ aHTUTeMMA KOja Cy 0bOee>xeHa
¢docdarasom. JapsuH (Darwin) u capaguuny [15] cy mo-
penwn crienuMIHOCT M CEH3UTUBHOCT hc2 TecTa C Kyl
TypOM TKMBa 1 Iokasamu 93,8% censutuBHOCTH U 95,9%
criermgyaHOCTY TecTa. MeToza je IIomyay ToMaTn30BaHa I
3axTeBa 00y4eHOCT U CIIPETHOCT Y u3Bobhemy. Monekynap-
HJ TeCTOBM Ha 6a3y yMHO)KaBatba HYK/IEMHCKE KVCeTHe
Cy HAIIPaBWJIV PEBOTYLIM)Y Y AVjarHOCTUIM MH(PEKTUBHIX
6onectn. PCR je mmpoM cBeTa HajBuIlle KOpUIIheH TecT
U3 oBe rpyme TectoBa. IbyuMe ce u3 ysopaka omoryhasa
OTKpUBae IMPOOUP/BUBYX U CIIOpopacTyhnx Mukpoop-
raHM3aMa, Kao ITo Cy x1amupuje [16].

Apycramujan (Arustamian) [17] je nopepuo Tpu Me-
TOJIe 3a {UjarHOCTUKOBamwe MHpekyje ca C. trachomatis
— DIF, PCR u ELISA MeTORy 13 eHJi0LiepBUKATHOT Oprica
U y30pKa KpBU, U 3aK/byuno fa je PCR MeTofia BUCOKe
ceH3UTUBHOCTH (92%) m cnenuduanoctu (95%). Xany
(Hadgu) n Crepubepr (Sternberg) [18] cy ykasanu Ha Te-
mkohe y onpehuBamy penpogyunbmIHOCTI pa3nuauTix
AMjarHOCTMYKMX METOAA KOje Ce KOPUCTE Y OTKPUBADY
nHdexumja 6axrepujom C. trachomatis. IlpaBu ,37maTHN
CTaHZapA" 3a AMjarHOCTUKY OBe MHQeKLMje y CTBapu He
nocroju. IlponeHa napamerapa JOoOMjeHUX TeCTOBUMA
nepdOopMaHCK IPY M3OCTAHKY 37IATHOT CTaHZApAaA je Te-
IIKO. 3aTO CY IPENTOXKEHN CTATUCTUYKI MOZIEN KOj/IMa
Ce OCeT/bUBOCT M CIIeNVPUIHOCT jefHe [MjaTHOCTIIKeE
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MeTofie MOXKe MICIIUTaTH y nopehemy ¢ HekoM ipyrom.
HasepeHy cTatucTnaky Mopenu cy kopuinheHn y obpagu
IoOMjeHNX pe3ynTara U y HallleM pafy.

Ilentpu 3a xouTpony 6onectu y Arnanrtu (Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention - CDC) npenopyuyjy Te-
crupatmbe Ha C. trachomatis CBUX KeHa C MyKOITy py/IeHTHVM
LIepBULIMTIICOM U CBUX JeBojaka Miabux of 20 roguna. Ta-
kobe ce caBeTyje TecTHpame XeHa crapocTu 20-23 ropu-
He KOje MMajy HOBOT CEKCYa/THOT ITapTHEPa WM BULIE Off
jemHor mapTHepa MeceuHo. Benuku 6poj acuMIITOMaTcKmx
nH(ekLyja ¥ MOryhHOCT HaCTaHKa TEIIKMX KOMIDIVKAI/ja
HaMehy nmuTame HeOIXOTHOCTH IIPOrpaMa CUCTEMATCKOT
mpernesa [19]. [Tonusame HUBOA 3HaMA M 00ABELITEHOCTH
0 036M/BHOCTY MOTYNMIX KOMITIMKAIIVja XITaMyIvjaTHe VH-
¢exuuje nosehaBa MHTEpecoBame 3a oBe Iporpame [20].

JINTEPATYPA

1. Morris SR, Bauer HM, Chartier M, Howard H, Watson S, Yokotobi
J, et al. Relative efficiency of chlamydia screening in non-clinical
settings in two California countries. Int J STD AIDS. 2010; 21(1):52-6.

2. Stamm WE. Chlamydia screening: expanding the scope. Ann Intern
Med. 2004; 141:570-2.

3. Kucinskiené V, Sutaité |, Valiukevi¢iené S, Miladauskiené Z, Domeika
M. Prevalence and risk factors of genital Chlamydia trachomatis
infection. Medicina (Kaunas). 2006; 42(10):885-94.

4. Dean D. Chlamydia trachomatis today: treatment, detection,
immunogenetics and the need for a greater global understanding
of chlamydial disease pathogenesis. Drugs. 2009; 45:25-31.

5. Manavi K. A review on infection with Chlamydia trachomatis. Best
Pract Res Clin Obstet Gynaecol. 2006; 20:941-51.

6. Spiliopoulou A, Lakiotis V, Vittoraki A, Zavou D, Mauri D. Chlamydia
trachomatis: time for screening? Clin Microbiol Infect. 2005;
11:687-9.

7. Ostergaard L. Microbiological aspects of the diagnosis of Chlamydia
trachomatis. Best Pract Res Clin Obstet Gynecol. 2002; 16(6):789-99.

8. Van DyckE, leven M, Pattyn S, Van Damme L, Laga M. Detection
of Chlamydia trachomatis and Neisseria gonorrhoeae by enzyme
immuno-assay, culture, and tree nucleic acid amplification tests. J
Clin Microbiol. 2001; 39:1751-6.

9. Morre SA, Rozendaal L, van Valkengoed IGM, Boeke AJ, van Voorst
Vader PC, Schirm J, et al. Urogenital Chlamydia trachomatis serovars
in men and women with a symptomatic or asymptomatic infection:
an association with clinical manifestations? J Clin Microbiol. 2000;
38:2292-6.

10. Da Ros CT, Schmitt CS. Global epidemiology of sexually transmitted
diseases. Asian J Androl. 2008; 10:110-4.

11. Colliers A, Verster A, Van Puyenbroeck K, Stalpaert M, Van Royen P,
Verhoeven V. Screening Belgian university students for Chlamydia

3AKJbYYAK

VcnuTyBameM ydecTaocTi M MOTyhHOCTM AMjarHOCTH-
KoBamwa uH¢ekuuje rpnuha Marepune 6axrepujom C.
trachomatis KOJI CTYIeHTKWIba KTACUIHIM U MOJIEKY/ap-
HUM MeTofaMa YTBpDeHo je fa je MeTona usbopa 3a gu-
jaTHOCTHKY OBOT IIaTOT€Ha Ha Tp/Iuhy MaTepuIie MIajux
KeHa 6e3 cumnToMa obomema PCR, koja uma Hajsehy
OCEeT/BUBOCT U CHEUPUIHOCT y TTOpehemny ¢ TeXHNMKOM
DIF i meTomoM xubpuayusanyje HyKJIeMHCKe KUCeTUHe.
braroBpeMeHO IMjaTHOCTMKOBabe OBe MH(EKIMje Beo-
Ma je BaXXHO Y MITabuM y3pacHMM rpymnama 360T BMCOKOT
IpPOIIeHTa aCMMIITOMAaTCKUX MHEKIja ¥ MOTyhHOCTH
pasBoja TEMKMX KOMIUIMKAIMja Koje ce MOTY OfipasuTi
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SUMMARY

Introduction Chlamydia trachomatis is the most common
cause of sexually transmitted disease. The possibility of seri-
ous complications may be prevented by early detection of the
bacteria on the uterine cervix by the application of sensitive
and reliable tests such as up-to-date molecular tests.
Objective The aim of the study was the comparison of sensiti-
vity and specificity of three different methods in the diagnosis
of Chlamydia trachomatis infection.

Methods The study included 69 female students referred to the
gynecological outpatient unit at the Students’ Polyclinic for col-
poscopic examination of the uterine cervix. Cervical Chlamydia
trachomatis was diagnosed by using three different methods:
directimmunofluorescence (DIF), nucleic acid hybridization as-
say (hc2), and polymerase chain reaction (PCR).
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Results By using DIF Chlamydia trachomatis was identified
in four students (5.80%), by using hc2 also in four (5.80%),
while by using PCR test in six students (8.70%). Compara-
tive analysis of the obtained results evidenced sensitivity
and specificity rates of DIF in comparison to PCR method of
46% and 95%, respectively. Sensitivity and specificity of DIF
method in comparison to hc2 was 62% and 97%. Sensitivity
and specificity of hc2 method in comparison to PCR was 76%
and 100%.

Conclusion Contemporary molecular methods, such as PCR,
are methods of choice for the identification of endocervical
Chlamydia trachomatis in the population of university students
without symptoms of the disease.

Keywords: Chlamydia trachomatis; diagnosis; immunofluores-
cence; molecular methods
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