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Significance of anti-nucleosome antibodies in diagnosis of systemic lupus erythematosus
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Abstract : Objective  To explore the significance and value of the anti-nucleosome antibodies( AnuA) in the diagnosis of system-
ic lupus erythematosus(SLE). Methods The serum AnuA was detected in 177 patients with SLE,138 patients with other rheumat-
ic diseases and 56 healthy controls by Western blot. The clinical manifestations,autoantibodies and other test results were recorded
in the SLE patients. The AnuA and other autoantibodies were analyzed. Results The positive rate of AnuA in the SLE group was
significantly higher than that in the disease control group, AnuA was negative in the healthy control group;the sensitivity of AnuA
in the SLE group was 48. 6% and the specificity was 95. 3% ; the sensitivity of AnuA was significantly higher than that of the anti-
ds-DNA antibodies and anti-Sm antibodies, the difference had statistical significance (P<C0. 05). The specificity of AnuA was higher
than that of ANA and histone (P<C0. 05). The sensitivity of joint detection of AnuA, anti-ds-DNA and anti-Sm antibodies was
89. 8% ,which was significantly higher than that of a single index detection. The positive rate of AnuA in the active period of SLE
was significantly higher than that of the non-active period, moreover higher than that of the ds-DNA antibodies (P<C0. 05). Conclu-
sion AnuA might participate in the pathogenesis of SLE. The joint detection of autoantibodies including AnuA,etc. has importance
significance in the diagnosis,condition judgment and curative efficacy evaluation of SLE,
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