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ȴȽȁ ȯǘȅ
Ġġ ȻǿǘȶɅ
ȀȊȍ ȿ ȁǗȁȀǹ

ĜĞģĢ  ɎȎǤȵ ǿǘȶȊǣ ĴĹ ǿȁ RET ȿ ȈǪȊǺɆȍ ȸȊȍȿǿ Ƀȿǿ ǰȉǘȎȹ ȇǗ ȼȆȉǘǶȵ ȈȅǿȀǣ
 ȇɀȉǿ ǯǿǘǹ ȿ ȇɀȉǿ Ȱȅ ȼǣ

ǘȊǱǘȩ ȁɀȞȆȵȀȎŮȁ
ȷǗȀȉǗ ȄȹǗȀȥǿ ȇǘȽ ȻǘųɆȉǘȵǻǓ ȋǘǶȊǶȪȍǼȭȀȵ êȈȺȊȱǘǣ ȈȅǘȺɆǣȿȀȮȊȵ ǿǘȊɆȹǗȁ

ŵǹȀȽǘɅǿȁǘȹȀȎŮȁ
ŵȱɀůȲȵ ŴŪɀȱɀȊǣ ȷǘȶȍǿǘŠȁ êǿɀȎȅǘŠ ɀȎȊȎȆȊȹǗ ǿǘȉ ȁǘȎȅǗ

ȀŲǿǻȀȊȵǗȀǤŮǗ ŵȲȝȀȎŮȁ
ŴŪɀȱɀȹɀȶȉǗ ȻȿȀŲ êȈȮɅǼŠ ȻȂůɆȹǗȁ êȷǗȀȾȍ ŵůɅǼŠ ȳɀȲȝ ȻǘųɆȹǗȁ ȁǘȎȅǗ

ȈǤȱǘȕ ȼȪȊȲȵ
ȷǗȀȾȍ ȈȮɅǼŠ ȳɀȲȝ ȻǘųɆȹǗȁ êȌɅǗȂȾǣ ȻȂȮɆȹǗȁ êȈȅǘȺɆǣȿȀȮȊȵ ȇȀȎȭȁ ɀǲɆȹǗȁ

ȂȊȞȅ Ȉȑǘǵ ǫȀȵɀȊȭ ȀȎȭȁ
ȷǗȀȾȍ ȈȮɅǼŠ ȳɀȲȝ ȻǘųɆȹǗȁ êȌɅǗȂȾǣ ȻȂȮɆȹǗȁ êȈȅǘȺɆǣȿȀȮȊȵ ȁǘȎȅǗ

ȁǗūȹ ȣǗȀǩ ȧǘȎȦȱǗȂǤȝ ȀȎŮȁ
ŴŪɀȱɀȹɀȶȉǗ ȻȿȀŲ êȌɅǗȂȾǣ ȻȂůɆȹǗȁ êȷǗȀȾȍ ŵůɅǼŠ ȳɀȲȝ ȻǘųɆȹǗȁ ǿǘȊɆȹǗȁ

ŵɆȉȀǵ ŴȂȾȵ                         ȻǗɀǹ ȼȹǗǻȀȥȂȶȪȵ

Frequency of the tuberculosis has been commonly reported to be increased in recent years. 
Microscopic examination method is recommended by WHO that is used for early diagnosis 
and screening stage of the disease in many laboratories. Unfortunately, this method has low 
sensitivity in spite of its simplicity and high speed. Present study has been performed to compare 
the efýciency of routine method with PCR in various clinical specimens.
The number of admitted specimens in this study was 947 and 1781 in Microbiology and PCR 
section of Noor Pathobiology laboratory in 1383 and 1384 (April 2004 till March 2005). 747 
and 425 of received samples were from men in Microbiology and PCR section respectively 
and the rest were from women. Positive rate for routine method and PCR were 2.07% and 
4.11% respectively. 16 patients had the request for routine staining method, culture and PCR 
in totally tested specimens. Sensitivity rate of these three methods were 43.75%, 62.5%, 87.5% 
respectively.  Positive rate of pulmonary specimens was 4.79% and 8.96% in 1383 and 1384 
respectively, while it was 0.83% and 1.03% for non-pulmonary in these two years.
Conclusion: It is recommended to use routine diagnostic test in atypical tuberculosis that can 
be due to other mycobacterium species because PCR is highly speciýc for M. tuberculosis. 
Comparison the pulmonary specimens with non pulmonary specimens revealed routine diagnostic 
test has low efýciency. PCR test seems to have low efýciency in non pulmonary specimens that 
can be due to lack of improperly specimens that are usually taken outside of the lab.
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