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Abstract : Objective

Methods

niversity by fungal smear,fungal culture and PCR detection. Then the results of the three methods were com-

To explore the application of PCR detection in rapid diagnosis of fungal keratitis.
A total of 502 specimens of corneal secretions were taken from Affiliated Hospital of Panzhihua U-
pared. Results In the 502 cases, 28 positive cases were observed by fungal smear (5. 6%),24 positive cases
were observed by fungal culture (4. 8%),30 positive cases were observed by PCR detection (5. 9%) , there
was no significant statistical difference in three methods (X*=0.722,P =0. 697). Conclusion There was no

significant difference on the diagnosis of fungal keratitis among PCR detection, fungal smear and fungal cul-

ture. PCR detection is more rapidly for the diagnosis of fungal keratitis.
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