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Abstract : Comparison of four technics for
stool examination and a use of ethyl
diethyl

Chinorose S*, Muengkum S* and Sukhavat

acetate for ether substitution.
K** Four technics; simple smear, Kato's
thick smear, Formalin-ether sedimentation
and Formalin—ethyl acetate sedimentation
were compared for parasite andfor egg
detection in 103 stool samples. It was
that the
formalin ethyl acetate equally gave highest
(80 77.7%)
whereas the Kato's thick smear yielded 65
(63.1%).

lowest

found formalin-ether and

positivity rates samples,

positive samples The simple
rate (29

samples, 28.1%). Most of the parasitic ova

smear gave positivity
round were opisthorchis and hookworm.
From this study, it is suggestive that the
formalin-ethyl acetate could be used in
with  additional
advantage in that hazrdous and flammable

place of formiin-ether,
ether is not used, and thus suitable for
routine stool examination. Comparing of the
formalin-ether or formalin-ethyl acetate
technics, the Kato’s method and simple

smear Yyield respectively 81% and 36%
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sensitivity rates. In addition, the Kato's
method is relatively simple and does not
centrifuge. Accordingly, the Kato's method
should be used in field study end finally
the simple smear suitable for
stool examination. Bul Chiang Mal AMS

1991; 24(2): 87-90.

is hot

Keyword : stool examination

technic, parasitic ova
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