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The purpose of this study was to evaluate and compare three commercially available nucleic acid amplifi-
cation tests (NAATSs) for the detection of Neisseria gonorrhoeae and Chlamydia trachomatis. Roche PCR and
Becton Dickinson strand displacement amplification (SDA) were performed on 733 endocervical swab speci-
mens from commercial sex workers. Abbott ligase chain reaction (LCR) was performed on a subset of 396
samples. Endocervical specimens from all women were also tested by culture for N. gonorrhoeae and by Syva
MicroTrak enzyme immunoassay (EIA) for C. trachomatis. A positive N. gonorrhoeae result was defined as a
positive result by culture or by two NAATS, and a positive C. trachomatis result was defined as a positive result
by two tests. According to these definitions, the sensitivities and specificities for the subsample of 396
specimens of N. gonorrhoeae culture, PCR, SDA, and LCR were 69.8, 95.2, 88.9, and 88.9% and 100, 99.4, 100,
and 99.1%, respectively; the sensitivities and specificities of C. trachomatis EIA, PCR, SDA, and LCR were 42.0,
98.0, 94.0, and 90.0% and 100, 98.0, 100, and 98.6%, respectively. The performance characteristics of N.
gonorrhoeae culture, PCR, and SDA and C. trachomatis EIA, PCR, and SDA for all 733 specimens were defined
without inclusion of LCR results and by discrepant analysis after resolution of discordant N. gonorrhoeae PCR
results and of discordant C. trachomatis EIA and PCR results by LCR testing. The sensitivities of N. gonorrhoeae
culture, PCR, and SDA before and after LCR resolution were 67.8, 95.7, and 93.9% and 65, 95.8, and 90.0%,
respectively. The sensitivities of C. trachomatis EIA, PCR, and SDA decreased from 39.4, 100, and 100% to 38.7,
98.7, and 94.7%, respectively. All three NAATs proved to be superior to N. gonorrhoeae culture and to C.
trachomatis EIA. The accuracies of the different NAATs were quite similar. SDA was the only amplification
assay with 100% specificity for detection of both N. gonorrhoeae and C. trachomatis in endocervical specimens.

Chlamydia trachomatis and Neisseria gonorrhoeae are two of
the most prevalent sexually transmitted pathogens, with high
rates of infection among female commercial sex workers in
developing countries, a substantial proportion of whom have
asymptomatic infections. Traditional laboratory diagnosis of
these infections is done by culture for N. gonorrhoeae and cell
culture or antigen detection for C. trachomatis. Recently, nu-
cleic acid amplification tests (NAATs) have become widely
used; these tests have shown a greater sensitivity and have
improved the ability to detect C. trachomatis and N. gonor-
rhoeae infections. Several studies have shown that NAATS are
more accurate than the former standard tests for C. trachoma-
tis and N. gonorrhoeae (2-6, 11-13, 16, 22, 25-28, 30, 33).
However, it is known that certain substances in clinical speci-
mens may be associated with amplification inhibition and that
NAATSs may give false-positive results (7, 9, 16, 20, 21, 29, 31).
Currently available commercial C. trachomatis and N. gonor-
rhoeae DNA amplification tests include PCR (Roche Molecu-
lar Systems, Branchburg, N.J.), the ligase chain reaction (LCR;
Abbott Laboratories, Abbott Park, Ill.), and strand displace-
ment amplification (SDA; Becton Dickinson, Sparks, Md.).

A major drawback for comparative studies of different com-
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mercialized NAAT: for the detection of N. gonorrhoeae and C.
trachomatis in genital swabs is the incompatibility of the vari-
ous specimen collection and transport systems, each accompa-
nied by particular handling instructions and DNA extraction
procedures. To allow a scientifically valid comparison and a
correct head-to-head evaluation of different diagnostic assays,
all tests should be performed on the same single specimen and
the study should include a substantial number of true-positive
specimens.

The purpose of this study was to evaluate the performance
of SDA, PCR, and LCR in a reference laboratory setting for
the detection of N. gonorrhoeae and C. trachomatis in single
endocervical swabs stored and transported in dry tubes. Lo-
cally performed N. gonorrhoeae culture and C. trachomatis
enzyme immunoassay (EIA), used for management of patients,
were also evaluated.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Study population and clinical specimens. Between September 1996 and April
2000, a multicenter study on the effectiveness of a vaginal microbicide to prevent
human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) infection among female commercial sex
workers was conducted in Cotonou, Benin; Durban, South Africa; and Hat Yali,
Thailand. After giving written informed consent, women were screened for HIV
infection and other sexually transmitted diseases, and HIV-negative women were
included in the study and followed up on a monthly basis. Dacron swabs were
used to collect endocervical specimens each month for the detection of N.
gonorrhoeae and C. trachomatis. A first swab was used for N. gonorrhoeae culture
on modified Thayer Martin medium. A second swab was used for C. trachomatis
EIA antigen detection (MicroTrak; Syva, San Jose, Calif.). A third swab was kept
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TABLE 1. Pattern of N. gonorrhoeae test results for 396
endocervical specimens

Result of: No. of
Culture PCR SDA LCR specimens
+ + + + 38
- + + + 14
+ - - - 2
+ + + _ 2
+ + - - 1
- + + - 2
- + - + 3
p— + — — 20
— — _ + 3b
B - - - 328

“ False positive by PCR.
® False positive by LCR.

dry in a sterile cryovial at 4°C after collection, stored at —20°C within 5 h, and
shipped on dry ice to the Institute of Tropical Medicine, Antwerp, Belgium, for
C. trachomatis-N. gonorrhoeae coamplification PCR testing (Amplicor; Roche
Diagnostic Systems, Branchburg, N.J.). After arrival, swabs were stored at —20°C
until testing.

Sample preparation and processing. Dry swabs (n = 733) collected consecu-
tively between May 1999 and December 1999 (Cotonou, n = 317; Durban, n =
235; Hat Yai, n = 181) were used for comparison of different NAATS to detect
N. gonorrhoeae and C. trachomatis. The first 396 specimens were tested in parallel
by PCR (Amplicor; Roche), SDA (BDProbeTec ET; Becton Dickinson), and
LCR (LCx; Abbott). The next 337 specimens were tested by PCR and SDA; N.
gonorrhoeae culture-negative, PCR-SDA-discordant samples and samples posi-
tive by (C. trachomatis) EIA, PCR, or SDA only were tested by LCR for N.
gonorrhoeae or C. trachomatis, respectively.

For processing, specimens were thawed and kept at room temperature for 2 h,
and 1.2 ml of diluted phosphate-buffered saline (9 parts saline and 1 part
phosphate-buffered saline) was added to each vial. Samples were vortexed vig-
orously at maximum speed for 2 min. After removal of the swabs, four aliquots
of 250 wl of sample suspension were pipetted in small conic tubes and used for
immediate testing or kept at —20°C for later testing.

For each amplification assay, a 250-pl sample was centrifuged at 12,000 X g for
10 min and the pellet was used for DNA extraction, as follows. (i) For PCR, 250
wl of Amplicor lysis buffer was added to the pellet. After vortexing for 30 s and
incubation for 15 min at room temperature, the sample was mixed with 250 .l of
specimen diluent. After another vortexing, 50 ul of the treated sample was used
for the PCR assay following the instructions of the manufacturer. (ii) For SDA,
1 ml of test-specific diluent was added to the pellet. After vortexing for 30 s, the
manufacturer’s procedure was strictly followed and 100 pl of the treated speci-
men was used for amplification. (iii) For LCR, 1 ml of test-specific urine resus-
pension buffer was added to the pellet. After vortexing for 30 s and heating, 100
pl of the treated specimen was used for amplification according to the instruc-
tions of the manufacturer. The NAATSs were performed blindly by three different
technicians. Amplicons were detected according to the different test procedures,
and specimens with assay values equal to or greater than the cutoff were con-
sidered positive.
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Analysis of results. Specimens tested in parallel by PCR, SDA, and LCR were
considered true positive for N. gonorrhoeae if they were positive by culture or by
two NAATS and true positive for C. trachomatis if they were positive by any two
tests (EIA, PCR, SDA, or LCR).

Specimens tested in parallel by PCR and SDA were considered N. gonorrhoeae
true positive if they were positive by culture or by both amplification assays and
C. trachomatis true positive if they were positive by any two tests (EIA, PCR, or
SDA). For N. gonorrhoeae culture-negative, PCR-SDA-discordant samples and
for C. trachomatis EIA-, PCR-, or SDA-only-positive samples, N. gonorrhoeae
LCR or C. trachomatis LCR tests were performed, and LCR-positive samples
were considered true positive in discrepant analysis.

The sensitivity and specificity of culture, PCR, SDA, and LCR for N. gonor-
rhoeae and of EIA, PCR, SDA, and LCR for C. trachomatis were calculated for
specimens tested in parallel (n = 396) by all three NAATs. The sensitivity and
specificity of N. gonorrhoeae culture, PCR, and SDA and of C. trachomatis EIA,
PCR, and SDA were also calculated for all specimens (n = 733) before and after
inclusion of supplemental LCR data obtained for samples with discordant results
after parallel testing. Ninety-five percent confidence intervals (Cls) were calcu-
lated based on the binomial distribution of the observed test results.

RESULTS

N. gonorrhoeae. All 733 specimens were tested by culture.
The first 396 specimens were tested by PCR, SDA, and LCR in
parallel, the next 337 specimens were tested by PCR and SDA,
and LCR was performed on PCR-positive, SDA-negative, cul-
ture-negative samples only. None of the samples was found to
be inhibitory when tested for the internal control in PCR or in
SDA.

For the first 396 specimens, the pattern of test results is
shown in Table 1: 328 specimens were negative by all tests, 63
(15.9%) specimens were N. gonorrhoeae positive, and 5 speci-
mens were positive in one test only. Table 2 shows the sensi-
tivities of culture, PCR, SDA, and LCR. The 95% Cls revealed
no differences between the three NAATSs. Culture was signif-
icantly less sensitive than PCR.

For the 337 samples tested by culture, PCR, and SDA, the
results of all three tests were identical for 310 (92.0%), while
55 (16.3%) specimens were N. gonorrhoeae culture positive or
positive by both PCR and SDA. Three culture-negative spec-
imens were PCR positive but SDA negative. Table 2 shows the
sensitivities of culture, PCR, and SDA. The 95% Cls revealed
no differences between the two NAATs. Culture was signifi-
cantly less sensitive.

Table 3 shows the combined results of culture, PCR, and
SDA for all specimens (n = 733). According to the definitions,
115 samples were N. gonorrhoeae positive: 78 (68.2%) cases
were detected by culture, and 37 (32.2%) were detected by the
combination of PCR and SDA. In addition, 8 samples were
PCR positive but negative by culture and by SDA: 5 of these
were LCR positive (3 were detected among the first 396 sam-

TABLE 2. Sensitivity and specificity of N. gonorrhoeae diagnostic tests

Specimen group (1) Test Sensitivity (%) 95% CI Specificity (%) 95% CI
Tested by 4 techniques (396) Culture 44/63 (69.8) 57.0-80.8 333/333 (100) 98.9-100
PCR 60/63 (95.2) 86.7-99.0 331/333 (99.4) 97.8-99.9
SDA 56/63 (88.9) 78.4-95.4 333/333 (100) 98.9-100
LCR 56/63 (88.9) 78.4-95.4 330/333 (99.1) 97.4-99.8
Tested by 3 techniques (337) Culture 34/55 (61.8) 47.7-74.6 282/282 (100) 98.7-100
PCR 53/55 (96.4) 87.5-99.6 279/282 (98.9) 96.9-99.8
SDA 52/55 (94.5) 84.9-98.9 282/282 (100) 98.7-100
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TABLE 3. Combined results of culture, PCR, and SDA for all 733
endocervical swabs tested for gonococcal infection
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TABLE 5. Pattern of C. trachomatis test results for 396
endocervical specimens

Result of:

Result of:

No. of No. of
Culture PCR SDA specimens ELISA PCR SDA LCR specimens
+ + + 71 + + + + 19
+ — - 5 - + + + 23
+ + - 2 + + + - 1
- + + 37 + - - + 1
— — - 610 = + - + 2
— + — — 711
“ Five were LCR positive, and three were LCR negative _ _ _ + 50
— — - - 334

ples, and 2 were detected among the 337 specimens, for which
LCR was performed on 3 discordant PCR-positive samples
only.

By combining all 733 specimens, the performance character-
istics of N. gonorrhoeae culture, PCR, and SDA can be esti-
mated with exclusion of all LCR data or with inclusion of the
LCR results for the 8 PCR-positive discordant samples. Sen-
sitivities and specificities of culture, PCR, and SDA before and
after discrepant analysis by PCR are shown in Table 4. Before
discrepant analysis the number of N. gonorrhoeae-positive sam-
ples was 115; sensitivities of culture, PCR, and SDA were 67.8,
95.7, and 93.9%, respectively. After additional testing by LCR
of PCR-positive discordant samples, the number of N. gonor-
rhoeae-positive samples increased to 120 and the performance
of culture, PCR, and SDA did not change significantly. Culture
was significantly less sensitive than either NAAT.

C. trachomatis. All specimens were tested by enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay (ELISA). The first 396 specimens were
tested by PCR, SDA, and LCR, and the next 337 specimens
were tested by PCR and SDA, with LCR being performed on
specimens showing one positive result by either EIA, PCR, or
SDA.

For the first 396 specimens, the pattern of test results is
shown in Table 5: 50 (12.6%) samples were C. trachomatis
positive, and there were 7 PCR-only-positive and 5 LCR-only-
positive results. Table 6 shows the sensitivities and specificities
of ELISA, PCR, SDA, and LCR. ELISA was significantly less
sensitive than the NAATS.

For the 337 specimens tested by two NAATs (PCR and
SDA), the results of ELISA, PCR, and SDA were identical for
314 (93.2%), while 24 (7.1%) specimens were C. trachomatis
positive in at least two assays. Table 6 shows the sensitivities of
ELISA, PCR, and SDA. The 95% Cls revealed no differences
between the two NAATS. ELISA was significantly less sensitive.

“ False positive by PCR.
® False positive by LCR.

The samples positive by one test only were additionally
tested by LCR: one ELISA-only-positive sample was positive
by LCR, and one out of seven PCR-only-positive samples was
positive by LCR.

Table 7 shows the combined results of ELISA, PCR, and
SDA for the total of 733 specimens. According to the defini-
tions, 71 samples were C. trachomatis positive; all 71 were
identified by both PCR and SDA, while ELISA identified 28
positive samples. One sample was positive by ELISA and neg-
ative by PCR and SDA but was positive by LCR; 16 samples
were PCR positive and negative by ELISA and SDA, and 3 of
these were LCR positive.

Because ELISA, PCR, and SDA were performed on all
specimens, sensitivities and specificities of the three tests can
be estimated with exclusion of all LCR results or with inclusion
of the LCR results for ELISA-only-positive and PCR-only-
positive samples. The performance characteristics of ELISA,
PCR, and SDA before and after discrepant analysis by LCR
are shown in Table 8. Before discrepant analysis, the number
of C. trachomatis-positive samples was 71. After additional
testing by LCR of the samples positive by one test only, the
total number of C. trachomatis-positive samples increased to 75
and the sensitivities of ELISA, PCR, and SDA decreased
slightly. The specificity of SDA remained 100%; for ELISA it
changed from 99.8 to 100%, and for PCR it changed from 97.6
to 98.0%.

DISCUSSION

The performance and evaluation of NAATS for the detec-
tion of N. gonorrhoeae and C. trachomatis in genital specimens
has been the subject of much study and controversy. We com-

TABLE 4. Performance characteristics of N. gonorrhoeae culture, PCR, and SDA before and after resolution of discordant results

Test Discrepant analysis® Sensitivity (%) 95% CI Specificity (%) 95% CI
Culture A 78/115 (67.8) 58.5-76.4 618/618 (100) 99.4-100
B 78/120 (65) 55.8-73.5 613/613 (100) 99.4-100
PCR A 110/115 (95.7) 90.1-98.6 610/618 (98.7) 97.5-99.4
B 115/120 (95.8) 90.5-98.6 610/613 (99.5) 98.6-99.9

SDA A 108/115 (93.9) 87.9-97.5 618/618 (100) 99.4-100
B 108/120 (90.0) 83.2-94.7 613/613 (100) 99.4-100

“ A, before additional testing of discordant results; B, after resolution of discordant positive PCR results by LCR testing.
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TABLE 6. Sensitivity and specificity of C. trachomatis diagnostic tests

Specimen group (1) Test Sensitivity (%) 95% CI Specificity (%) 95% CI
Tested by 4 techniques (396) ELISA 21/50 (42.0) 28.2-56.8 346/346 (100) 98.9-100
PCR 49/50 (98.0) 89.4-99.9 339/346 (98.0) 95.9-99.2
SDA 47/50 (94.0) 83.5-98.6 346/346 (100) 98.9-100
LCR 45/50 (90.0) 78.2-96.7 341/346 (98.6) 96.7-99.5
Tested by 3 techniques (337) ELISA 8/24 (33.3) 15.6-55.3 312/313 (99.7) 98.2-100
PCR 24/24 (100) 85.8-100 306/313 (97.8) 95.4-99.1
SDA 24/24 (100) 85.8-100 313/313 (100) 98.8-100

pared the results of PCR, SDA, and LCR for N. gonorrhoeae
and C. trachomatis as well as those obtained by culture for N.
gonorrhoeae and by antigen ELISA for C. trachomatis.

The specificity of DNA amplification assays can be ensured
by retesting initially positive specimens by a different amplifi-
cation method, as was done in the present study. It is more
difficult to evaluate the sensitivity of NAATSs (or any other
assays) when they appear to be more sensitive than the con-
ventional reference test. Many investigators repeat the test
being evaluated on discordant specimens or subject them to
additional tests, a strategy known as discrepant analysis. Dis-
crepant analysis aims to identify, by an additional confirmatory
assay, true-positive samples, negative by the reference method
but positive by the test under evaluation. Since this procedure
can improve the apparent sensitivity and specificity of the new
test, selective supplemental testing favors the test being eval-
uated and introduces a data bias (8, 10). The size of the bias
will depend on the sensitivity of the reference test and on the
prevalence of disease. The lower the sensitivity of the refer-
ence test is, the higher the increase in specificity of the new test
will be; the lower the prevalence of disease, the higher the
increase in sensitivity (8, 15, 18). An alternative approach is to
use a combination of tests to establish an expanded “gold
standard” for the evaluation of a new diagnostic test (1). The
introduction of an additional test to an expanded gold standard
implies that it should be performed on all the specimens. This
approach, however, is not common practice because it in-
creases substantially the workload and the costs of a study (17,
19, 24). In this study the results were analyzed by applying an
expanded gold standard and by discrepant analysis.

Commercial NAATS have their own specimen collection kits
and transport media; unfortunately, these are incompatible,
creating a difficulty for comparative studies. To overcome this
inconvenience and to avoid problems of specimen collection
order and bias due to interswab variation, we used single dry

TABLE 7. Combined results of ELISA, PCR, and SDA for all 733
endocervical swabs tested for chlamydial infection

Result of:

endocervical swabs. It has been shown that specimens trans-
ported on dry swabs have a higher positivity rate than swabs
swirled for 15 s in transport medium and then discarded (14).

Various levels of DNA amplification inhibition with clinical
specimens have been observed (20, 29, 31). Routine inclusion
of an internal control as provided by PCR and SDA (not by
LCR) allows the detection of amplification-inhibiting factors,
validating the negative results. No inhibition was observed in
our samples.

In vitro culture is still the reference method for the diagnosis
of gonorrhea. The low sensitivity of N. gonorrhoeae culture
(65%) found in our study is consistent with other publications
reporting sensitivities ranging between 50 and 84% (2, 5, 6, 13).
These data indicate that gonococcal infection in females as
defined by culture is significantly underdiagnosed. Reasons for
false-negative N. gonorrhoeae culture could include prior anti-
microbial therapy, loss of viability of the organisms during
transport, low concentrations of the organisms, or sampling
error.

It has been shown in several recent studies that chlamydia
culture, previously considered to be the gold standard, has a
sensitivity ranging from 50 to 85% in expert laboratories (4, 12,
23). Because of logistic problems and limited resources, we did
not perform C. trachomatis culture in this study but used classic
C. trachomatis antigen detection by ELISA for rapid diagnosis
and patient management. After confirmation of initially posi-
tive samples by a blocking assay, the specificity of this test was
100%, but the sensitivity was extremely low (38.7%). Most
studies performed on endocervical specimens found sensitivi-
ties ranging between 45 and 70% (16, 25, 26, 32). In a study
performed by Toye et al., 19 cases of C. trachomatis were
detected by PCR, 8 were detected by culture, and none were
detected by ELISA (29). In our study there was a wide varia-
tion of the ELISA sensitivity observed in the three participat-
ing centers, ranging from 12.8 to 63.6 to 71.4%. This variation
most likely reflects a combination of differences in skills be-
tween the clinicians collecting the specimens, differences in
transport and storage conditions, and variability in laboratory
expertise.

In this study the performance of PCR, SDA, and LCR for

ELISA PCR SDA spI;Ic()i}n()efns the detection of N. gonorrhoeae and C. trachomatis infection
was evaluated in 396 endocervical specimens, applying an ex-

t I I 4212 panded gold standard. No significant difference was observed
4 _ _ 14 between the sensitivities of PCR, SDA, and LCR, which were
_ + _ 162 95.2, 88.9, and 88.9%, respectively, for N. gonorrhoeae and 98,
- - - 645 94, and 90%), respectively, for C. trachomatis. For the detection

“ Positive by LCR.
> Three were LCR positive, and 13 were LCR negative.

of N. gonorrhoeae the specificities of the NAATS were more
than 99% and statistically similar. For C. trachomatis, the spec-
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TABLE 8. Performance characteristics of C. trachomatis ELISA, PCR, and SDA with and without supplemental testing of discordant results

Test Discrepant analysis” Sensitivity (%) 95% CI Specificity (%) 95% CI
ELISA A 28/71 (39.4) 28.0-51.7 661/662 (99.8) 99.2-100
B 29/75 (38.7) 27.6-50.6 658/658 (100) 99.4-100
PCR A 71/71 (100) 94.9-100 646/662 (97.6) 96.1-98.6
B 74/75 (98.7) 92.8-100 645/658 (98.0) 96.6-98.9

SDA A 71/71 (100) 94.9-100 662/662 (100) 99.4-100
B 71/75 (94.7) 86.9-98.5 658/658 (100) 99.4-100

“ A, before supplemental testing of discordant results; B, after resolution of discordant ELISA-positive and discordant PCR-positive results by LCR.

ificities of PCR and LCR were 98 and 98.6%, respectively,
versus 100% for SDA; this difference was not significant.

For a second series of 337 samples PCR and SDA were
performed in parallel, but LCR was done only on samples with
discordant results for N. gonorrhoeae and C. trachomatis. By
combining both series of samples, the performance character-
istics of PCR and SDA on 733 samples were compared before
and after resolution of discrepant results by LCR. For N.
gonorrhoeae the initial sensitivities of PCR and SDA did not
change significantly after resolution of discrepant results by
LCR.

For C. trachomatis both PCR and SDA were 100% sensitive.
After resolution of the PCR-SDA-discrepant results and one
ELISA-positive, PCR-negative, SDA-negative result by LCR,
the sensitivity of PCR decreased slightly to 98.7% and the
sensitivity of SDA decreased significantly to 94.7%. After dis-
crepant analysis the specificity of PCR increased slightly and
that of SDA remained unchanged.

The disparities between the sensitivities of the three NAATS
used in the present study may partly be explained by slight
inoculum differences resulting from splitting of samples con-
taining very low numbers of organisms; the use of multiple
swab specimens, however, would probably have resulted in
more disparities.

Although our results clearly show that sensitivity and spec-
ificity estimates for NAATSs may vary slightly or significantly
depending on the definition of the gold standard, it seems that
all three assays are well suited to screening for genital gonor-
rhea and chlamydial infection in female endocervical speci-
mens. SDA was the most accurate test in this study, being
100% specific for both N. gonorrhoeae and C. trachomatis.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This study was part of a multicenter trial on vaginal microbicides
(Nonoxynol-9, COL 1492) funded by UNAIDS.

We thank Becton Dickinson for contributing diagnostic reagents.
We are grateful to Karin Janssens for her excellent secretarial assis-
tance. We also thank Hilde Smet and Vicky Cuylaerts for the labora-
tory testing.

REFERENCES

1. Alonzo, T., and M. Pepe. 1999. Using a combination of reference tests to
assess the accuracy of a new diagnostic test. Stat. Med. 18:2987-3003.

2. Buimer, M., G. Van Doornum, S. Ching, P. Peerbooms, P. Plier, D. Ram, and
H. Lee. 1996. Detection of Chlamydia trachomatis and Neisseria gonorrhoeae
by ligase chain reaction-based assays with clinical specimens from various
sites: implications for diagnostic testing and screening. J. Clin. Microbiol.
34:2395-2400.

3. Carroll, K., W. Aldeen, M. Morrison, R. Anderson, D. Lee, and S. Mottice.
1998. Evaluation of the Abbott LCx ligase chain reaction assay for detection
of Chlamydia trachomatis and Neisseria gonorrhoeae in urine and genital swab

10.
11.

12.

13.

14.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

specimens from a sexually transmitted disease clinic population. J. Clin.
Microbiol. 36:1630-1633.

. Chernesky, M., H. Lee, J. Schachter, J. Burczak, W. Stamm, W. McCor-

mack, and T. Quinn. 1994. Diagnosis of Chlamydia trachomatis urethral
infection in symptomatic and asymptomatic men by testing first-void urine in
a ligase chain reaction assay. J. Infect. Dis. 170:1308-1311.

. Ching, S., H. Lee, E. Hook, M. Jacobs, and J. Zenilman. 1995. Ligase chain

reaction for detection of Neisseria gonorrhoeae in urogenital swabs. J. Clin.
Microbiol. 33:3111-3114.

. Crotchfelt, K., L. Welsh, D. DeBonville, M. Rosenstraus, and T. Quinn.

1997. Detection of Neisseria gonorrhoeae and Chlamydia trachomatis in gen-
itourinary specimens from men and women by a coamplification PCR assay.
J. Clin. Microbiol. 35:1536-1540.

. Farrell, D. 1999. Evaluation of Amplicor Neisseria gonorrhoeae PCR using

cppB nested PCR and 16S rRNA PCR. J. Clin. Microbiol. 37:386-390.

. Green, T., C. Black, and R. Johnson. 1998. An evaluation of the bias in

sensitivity and specificity estimates for diagnostic tests computed using dis-
crepant analysis. J. Clin. Microbiol. 36:375-381.

. Gronowski, A., S. Cooper, D. Baorto, and P. Murray. 2000. Reproducibility

problems with the Abbott Laboratories LCx assay for Chlamydia trachomatis
and Neisseria gonorrhoeae. J. Clin. Mlcrobiol. 38:2416-2418.

Hadgu, A. 1996. The discrepancy in discrepant analysis. Lancet 348:592-593.
Hook, E., S. Ching, J. Stephens, K. Hardy, K. Smith, and H. Lee. 1997.
Diagnosis of Neisseria gonorrhoeae infections in women by using the ligase
chain reaction on patient-obtained vaginal swabs. J. Clin. Microbiol. 35:
2129-2132.

Jaschek, G., C. Gaydos, L. Welsh, and T. Quinn. 1993. Direct detection of
Chlamydia trachomatis in urine specimens from symptomatic men by using a
rapid polymerase chain reaction assay. J. Clin. Microbiol. 31:1209-1212.
Kehl, S., K. Georgakas, G. Swain, G. K. Sedmak, S. Gradus, A. Singh, and
S. Foldy. 1998. Evaluation of the Abbott LCx assay for detection of Neisseria
gonorrhoeae in endocervical swab specimens from females. J. Clin. Micro-
biol. 36:3549-3551.

Kellogg, J., J. Seiple, J. Klinedinst, E. Stroll, and S. Cavanaugh. 1995.
Improved PCR detection of Chlamydia trachomatis by using an altered
method of specimen transport and high-quality endocervical specimens.
J. Clin. Microbiol. 33:2765-2767.

. Lipman, H., and J. Astles. 1998. Quantifying the bias associated with use of

discrepant analysis. Clin. Chem. 44:108-115.

. Loeffelholz, M., C. Lewinski, S. Silver, A. Purohit, S. Herman, D. Buonagu-

rio, and E. Dragon. 1992. Detection of Chlamydia trachomatis in endocer-
vical specimens by polymerase chain reaction. J. Clin. Microbiol. 30:2847-2851.
McAdam, A. 2000. Discrepant analysis: how can we test a test? J. Clin.
Microbiol. 38:2027-2029.

Miller, W. 1998. Bias in discrepant analysis: when two wrongs don’t make a
right. J. Clin. Epidemiol. 51:219-231.

Miller, W. 1998. Can we do better than discrepant analysis for new diagnostic
test evaluation? Clin. Infect. Dis. 27:1186-1193.

Pasternack, R., P. Vuorinen, T. Pitkiyirvi, M. Koskela, and A. Miettinen.
1997. Comparison of manual Amplicor PCR, Cobas Amplicor PCR, and LCx
assays for detection of Chlamydia trachomatis infection in women by using
urine specimens. J. Clin. Microbiol. 35:402-405.

Peterson, E., D. Darrow, J. Blanding, S. Aarnaes, and L. De La Maza. 1997.
Reproducibility problems with the Amplicor PCR Chlamydia trachomatis
test. J. Clin. Microbiol. 35:957-959.

Puolakkainen, M., E. Hiltunen-Back, T. Reunala, S. Suhonen, P. Lihteen-
miki, M. Lehtinen, and J. Paavonen. 1998. Comparison of performance of
two commercially available tests, a PCR assay and a ligase chain reaction
test, in detection of urogenital Chlamydia trachomatis infection. J. Clin.
Microbiol. 36:1489-1493.

Ridgway, G., G. Mumtaz, A. Robinson, M. Franschini, C. Carder, J. Burczak
and H. Lee. 1996. Comparison of the ligase chain reaction with cell culture
for the diagnosis of Chlamydia trachomatis infection in women. J. Clin.
Pathol. 49:116-119.



1756

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

VAN DYCK ET AL.

Schachter, J. 1998. Two different worlds we live in. Clin. Infect. Dis. 27:
1181-1185.

Schepetiuk, S., T. Kok, L. Martin, R. Waddell, and G. Higgins. 1997. De-
tection of Chlamydia trachomatis in urine samples by nucleic acid tests:
comparison with culture and enzyme immunoassay of genital swab speci-
mens. J. Clin. Microbiol. 35:3355-3357.

Skulnick, M., R. Chua, A. Simor, D. Low, H. Koshid, S. Fraser, E. Lyons, E.
Legere, and D. Kitching. 1994. Use of polymerase chain reaction for the
detection of Chlamydia trachomatis in endocervical specimens by polymerase
chain reaction. Diagn. Microbiol. Infect. Dis. 20:195-201.

Stary, A., S. Ching, L. Teodorowicz, and H. Lee. 1997. Comparison of ligase
chain reaction and culture for detection of Neisseria gonorrhoeae in genital
and extragenital specimens. J. Clin. Microbiol. 35:239-242.

Steingri , 0., K. Jonsdottir, J. Olafsson, S. Karlsson, R. Palsdottir,
and S. Davidsson. 1998. Comparison of Roche Cobas Amplicor and Abbott
LCx for the rapid detection of Chlamydia trachomatis in specimens from
high-risk patients. Sex. Transm. Dis. 25:44-48.

Toye, B., W. Woods, M. Bobrowska, and K. Ramotar. 1998. Inhibition of
PCR in genital and urine specimens submitted for Chlamydia trachomatis

30.

31

32.

33.

J. CLIN. MICROBIOL.

testing. J. Clin. Microbiol. 36:2356-2358.

Van Der Pol, B., T. Quinn, C. Gaydos, K. Crotchfelt, J. Schachter, J.
Moncada, D. Jungkind, D. Martin, B. Turner, C. Peyton and R. Jones. 2000.
Multicenter evaluation of the Amplicor and automated Cobas Amplicor
CT/NG tests for detection of Chlamydia trachomatis. J. Clin. Microbiol.
38:1105-1112.

Verkooyen, R., A. Luijendijk, W. Huisman, W. Goessens, J. Kluytmans, J.
Van Rijsoort-Vos, and H. Verbrugh. 1996. Detection of inhibitors in cervical
specimens by using the Amplicor Chlamydia trachomatis assay. J. Clin. Mi-
crobiol. 34:3072-3074.

Wylie, J., S. Moses, R. Babcock, A. Jolly, S. Giercke, and G. Hammond. 1998.
Comparative evaluation of Chlamydiazyme, PACE 2, and AMP-CT assays
for detection of Chlamydia trachomatis in endocervical specimens. J. Clin.
Microbiol. 36:3488-3491.

Young, H., A. Moyes, K. Horn, G. Scott, C. Patrizio, and S. Sutherland. 1998.
PCR testing of genital and urine specimens compared with culture for the
diagnosis of chlamydial infection in men and women. Int. J. STD AIDS
9:661-665.



