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Punnaragsa V, Yenbutra D. An outbreak of rubella during 1983-1984 : Labo-
ratory findings. Chula Med J 1986 Oct; 30 (10) : 977-981

The study of HI antibody in two serum samples of rubella patients
showed that 54% (116/215) had no antibody in the first. The antibodies in
the second were peak antibodies which rose rapidly as early as 5-6 days after
the rash appeared. Seventy-five percents (187/247) of the patients had antibody
titers of 1 : 320 or higher in the second sample. The antibody titer of 1 : 640
dropped rapidly to 1 : 320 during the second and third months at the rate
of 40 and 88 percents respectively.
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Table 1 Antibody titer of the first sera
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Table 2 Antibody titer of the second sera
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Antibody titer No. of sera percents
1:80 14 5.7
1:160 46 18.6
1:320 90 36.4
1:640 97 39.3
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Table 3 Time of the convulescent serum collection

days after the onset of illness
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