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Abstract Objective: To analyze the results of positive rate, false positive rate and false negative rate of testing
the voluntary blood donors” HBsAg with preliminary test reagent and diagnostic reagent of colloidal gold-labeled
method, Method:68 326 voluntary blood donors were tested with the preliminary test reagent of colloidal gold-la-
beled method and 55 637 voluntary blood donors were tested with the diagnostic reagent of colloidal gold-labeled
method. all those who were hepatitis B surface antigen negative and who were positive were retested with ELISA.
Result: The positive rate. false positive rate and false negative rate of HBsAg among 68 326 voluntary blood donors
who were tested with the preliminary test reagent of colloidal gold-labeled method were 5. 96% ,5. 8% and 2.
84 % , respectively. The positive rate, false positive rate and false negative rate of HBsAg among 55637 voluntary
blood donors who were tested with the diagnostic reagent of colloidal gold-labeled method was 2. 77 %.2. 6% and
0.47%, respeclivt‘]y. Conclusion: The positive rate. false positive rate and false negative rate of the \-’Olunl;lry

blood donors HBsAg which were tested with the preliminary test reagent of colloidal gold-labeled method were
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higher than those of the diagnostic reagent of colloidal gold-labeled method.
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