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Abstract : Detection of Rotavirus in Children with Diarrhea by
Polyacrylamide Gel Electrophoresis
Chutipongvivat S*, Wanaratwijit T**

While employing the technique of polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis of viral
genome RNA segments, we studied Rotavirus strains. From October 1995-September
1996, 164 stool specimens of pediatric patients with acute diarthea were collected.
Of these 56 were positive (34.09%). Of the positive specimens, 52 (92.86%) were long
form and 4 (7.14%) were short form. The most common age group with positive results
was between 7-24 months. Prevelance was® greatest between December and February in
the above mentioned period. There was no statistically significant difference in Rotavirus
infection between the children dwelling in better sanitary conditions in cities or towns, to

those residing in rural areas (p>0.05).

Key words : Rotavirus, Polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis, RNA segment
*Clinical Pathology Section, Regional Medical Sciences Center, Chiang Mai.
**Pediatric Section, Nakornping Hospital, Chiang Mai
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