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Analysis of Gentian Violet Suspension Fast Dyeing Method to Detect Vaginal Fungal
CHEN Yanwen, ZHZNG Ling, ZHOU Biyun, et al
[ Abstract] Objective

dyeing method, normal saline suspension method and Gram staining method. Methods

Comparative analysis of vaginal fungal detection rate between gentian violet suspension fast
Using gentian violet suspension fast
dyeing method, saline suspension method and gram staining method to analyze 376 vaginal discharge specimens of physical
examination center and outpatient service of gynaecology department of our hospital and compare the three methods for the fun-
gi detection rate. Results The fungus detection rate of Gentian violet suspension fast staining was 39. 6% . The fungus de-
tection rate of saline suspension method was 29.8% . The fungus detection rate of gram staining was 37.0% . Conclusion

Gentian violet suspension fast dyeing method possesses both the advantage of traditional saline suspension method and gram
staining method. It is rapid, simple, and easy to learn and to recognize spores and mycelia. Furthermore, the positive detec-

tion rate of this method is higher than that of normal saline suspension method and gram staining. It is highly practical and ap-

plicable.
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