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ABSTRACT
Introduction: Human adenoviruses (HAdV) play an important role in the aetiology of severe acute lower respiratory infection, 
especially in immunocompromised individuals. The aim of the present study was to detect HAdV using two different methods, 
direct fluorescence assay (DFA) and nested polymerase chain reaction (nested PCR), in samples collected from patients with acute 
respiratory infection (ARI) within 7 days of symptom onset. Methods: Samples (n=643) were collected from patients in different risk 
groups from 2001 to 2010: 139 adult emergency room patients (ERP); 205 health care workers (HCW); 69 renal transplant outpatients 
(RTO); and 230 patients in a haematopoietic stem cell transplantation program (HSCT). Results: Adenovirus was detected in 13.2% 
of the 643 patients tested by DFA and/or PCR: 6/139 (4.3%) adults in the ERP group, 7/205 (3.4%) in the HCW group, 4/69 (5.8%) 
in the RTO group and 68/230 (29.5%) in the HSCT patient group. Nested PCR had a higher detection rate (10%) compared with the 
DFA test (3.8%) (p<0.001). HSCT patients exhibited a significantly higher rate of HAdV infection. Conclusions: The adenovirus 
detection rate of the nested PCR assay was higher than that of the DFA test. However, the use of molecular methods in routine 
diagnostic laboratory work should be evaluated based on the specific circumstances of individual health services. 

Keywords: Human adenoviruses. Respiratory infection, Direct fluorescence assay. Nested PCR. 
Immunocompromised patients. Immunocompetent patients.

Adenoviruses play an important role in the aetiology of 
severe acute lower respiratory infection, especially in young 
children and immunocompromised individuals1. Human 
adenoviruses (HAdV) spread rapidly in closed environments 
and often cause epidemic disease in high-density communities2.

Health care workers (HCWs) are in direct contact with 
HAdV-infected patients, and this population is especially 
susceptible to infection with the virus, acting as a source of 
infection during outbreaks. Furthermore, there have been few 
studies in this population, and little is known about HAdV 
circulation in HCWs compared to community subjects3. 

In immunocompromised patients, especially stem cell 
and solid organ transplant patients, HAdV can cause severe 
infection, with mortalities ranging from 18-83%, depending 
on the nature of the immunosuppression4-8. In Brazil, there is a 
lack of sufficient information about the immunocompromised 
population, with detection ranging from 0-3% 3,9.

Furthermore, it is difficult to clinically distinguish adenovirus 
infection from other viral or bacterial respiratory infections10. 
Rapid diagnostic methods help to avoid inadequate antimicrobial 
treatment and support infection control interventions to limit 
nosocomial infections . Molecular methods demonstrate greater 
sensitivity than conventional assays for detecting adenovirus in 
respiratory samples11,12.

Brazilian studies have described HAdV frequencies of 3 to 
7.1%, as measured using different diagnostic techniques13-16. 
Outbreaks have been frequently reported among young 
patients17.

The aim of the present study was to assess the rate of HAdV 
detection achieved by different methods, namely the direct 
fluorescence assay (DFA) and nested polymerase chain reaction 
(nested PCR), from samples collected from different risk groups 
over a period of six years.

METHODS

Study population 

In the present study, samples from four different populations 
were collected from 2001 to 2010. 

Adult emergency room patients (ERP): From 2001 through 
2003, 139 adult patients from the general community were 
evaluated by general practitioners at the São Paulo Hospital 
emergency room.
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TABLE 1 - Demographic data of the study populations

	   Samples	              Gender male	                         Age (years)

	 n	 %	 n	 %	 mean±SD	 median	 range

HCWs	 205	 31.9	 154	 75.1	 36.2±11.7	 36.0	 16-68

ERP	 139	 21.6	 62	 44.6	 32.7±13.8	 29.0	 12-83

RTO	 69	 10.7	 35	 50.7	 38.8±11.7	 38.5	 15-60

HSCT	 230	 35.8	 132	 57.4	 43.7±15.2	 47.0	 18-80

Total	 643	 100.0	 383	 59.6	 38.3±14.12	 37.0	 12-83

HCWs: health care workers; ERP: emergency room patients; RTO: renal transplant 
outpatients; HSCT: patients in a haematopoietic stem cell transplant program; SD: 
standard deviation.

Health care workers (HCWs): From 2001 through 2003, 205 
adult health care workers were evaluated by general practitioners 
in the Sao Paulo Hospital employee health support centre. 

Renal transplant outpatients (RTO): From 2001 through 
2003, 69 adult outpatients of the renal transplant clinic were 
evaluated.

Patients in a haematopoietic stem cell transplantation 
programme (HSCT): From 2008 to 2010, 230 adult patients 
attending the haematopoietic stem cell transplantation program 
of the São Paulo Hospital haematological service were 
evaluated. Samples were collected from all patients by a member 
of the medical staff, usually an infectious disease physician. Of 
the 230 patients in this group, information about transplantation 
was available for 221 (96%): 55.2% (122/221) of these patients 
were undergoing transplantation at the time of study enrolment, 
and 44.8% (99/221) were non-transplanted . 

Inclusion criteria

Adults (> 12 years old) presenting acute respiratory infection 
(ARI) of likely viral aetiology were eligible. Sample collection was 
performed within 7 days of symptom onset and after evaluation by a 
physician. The respiratory symptoms assessed were coryza, cough, 
sore throat, and nasal congestion, and the systemic symptoms 
assessed were fever, headache, malaise, chills, and fatigue.

Sample collection

Nasal wash (NW) specimens were collected from patients 
presenting with acute respiratory symptoms who were referred 
by physicians from São Paulo Hospital to the Clinical Virology 
Laboratory, São Paulo, Brazil18.

Adenovirus detection

All samples were maintained at 4°C and transported 
immediately to the laboratory. An aliquot (1 mL) was separated for 
molecular analysis and stored at -70°C. The remaining specimen 
volume was evaluated on the same day by direct fluorescence 
assay, as described in a previous study19. One aliquot from 
each stored sample was subjected to DNA extraction using the 
QIAamp DNA Blood extraction kit (Qiagen, USA) according to 
the manufacturer’s instructions, followed by nested PCR for the 
detection of all adenovirus serotypes, as previously described20.

Direct fluorescence (immunofluorescence) assay: All 
studied samples were evaluated using the direct fluorescence 
assay (DFA) . The tests were performed using the SimulFluor 
Respiratory Screen and Panel  (Chemicon Int., USA), in 
accordance with the manufacturer’s instructions.

Nested PCR assay: For the first amplification reaction (PCR 
product – 301 bp), 5 μL of extracted DNA was added to a tube 
with a reaction mixture consisting of 2.5 μL of 10X buffer (200 
mM Tris-HCl, pH 8.4, 500 mM KCl), 3.5 mM MgCl2, 0.5 μM of 
the primers Hex1deg and Hex2deg20 (Hex1deg - 5´- GCC SCA 
RTG GKC WTA CAT GCA CAT C - 3´, Hex2deg - 5´- CAG 
CAC SCC ICG RAT GTC AAA - 3´), 1 μL of a dNTP mixture 
containing 20 mM of each nucleotide, 2.5 U of Platinum® Taq 
DNA Polymerase (Invitrogen, Brazil) and autoclaved MilliQ 
water to a final volume of 25 μL.

For the second amplification reaction (PCR product - 171 bp), 
2 μL of the amplicon produced by the first reaction was added to 
a tube with a reaction mixture consisting of 2.5 μL of 10X buffer 
(200 mM Tris-HCl, pH 8.4, 500 mM KCl), 3.5 mM of MgCl2, 
0.5 μM of the primers Nehex3deg and Nehex4deg20 (Nehex3deg 
- 5´- GCC CGY GCM ACI GAI ACS TAC TTC - 3´, Nehex4deg 
- 5´- CCY ACR GCC AGI GTR WAI CGM RCY TTG TA - 3´), 
1 μL of a dNTP mixture containing 20 mM of each nucleotide, 
2.5 U of Platinum® Taq DNA Polymerase (Invitrogen, Brazil) and 
autoclaved MilliQ water to a final volume of 25 μL.

A positive control (Adenovirus Serotype 3) and a redundant 
negative control (autoclaved MilliQ water) were included in 
each series. A sample was considered positive when an amplicon 
could be visualised by 2% agarose gel electrophoresis.

The sensibility of the reaction was standardised and showed 
a detection limit of 10-4 TCID50/mL.

Statistical analysis

Between-group comparisons of different categorical 
variables were performed using the Chi-square test and non-
conditional multiple logistic regression (SPSS, version 11.5). 
A p value < 0.05 was considered to be statistically significant.

Ethical considerations

The present study was approved by the Ethics Committee 
of São Paulo Hospital and the Federal University of São Paulo 
(1654/09).

Samples from 643 symptomatic patients were analysed 
(40.4% females and 59.6% males). The demographic 
characteristics of all studied patients are shown in Table 1.

Among the 643 samples collected during the study period, 
85 (13.2%) were found to be HAdV positive by at least one 
test: 7/205 (3.4%) from the HCW group, 6/139 (4.3%) from 
the ERP group, 4/69 (5.8%) from the RTO group, and 68/230 
(29.6%) from the haematological patient group . Table 2 shows 
the differences in detection rates between assays in each of the 
different studied populations. Overall, 24 (3.8%) of 643 samples 
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TABLE 2 - Adenovirus detection by direct fluorescence assay and nested PCR 
assay among different studied populations from São Paulo from 2001-2010

		  DFA	 nested-PCR		  Total 

	 Number	 positive	 positive		  positivity

	     of samples	 n	 %	 n	 %	 p	          n          %

HCWs	 205a	 0	 0.0	 7	 3.4	 0.015	 7	 3.4

ERP	 139	 0	 0.0	 6	 4.3	 0.030	 6	 4.3

RTO	 69	 0	 0.0	 4	 5.8	 0.12	 4	 5.8

HSCT	 230b	 24	 10.4	 47c	 20.4	 0.005	 68	 29.6

Total	 643	 24	 3.8	 64	 10.0	 < 0.001	 85	 13.2

PCR: polymerase chain reaction; DFA: direct fluorescence assay; HCWs: health care workers;  
ERP: emergency room patients; RTO: renal transplant outpatients; HSCT: patients in a 
haematopoietic stem cell transplant program. aDFA could not be performed in 8 samples; 
bDFA could not be performed in one sample; c Three samples tested positive in both 
tests and were counted as positive for nested PCR.

TABLE 3 - Time from symptom onset to sample collection, stratified according to direct 
fluorescence assay and nested PCR assay results

				    Days

	 < 5 	 > 5

	 positive	 %	 total	 positive	 %	 Total

DFA	 17	 3.4	 501	   7	   4.9	 142

Nested-PCR	 42	 8.4	 501	 22	 15.5	 142

p-value		  < 0.01			   < 0.01

PCR: polymerase chain reaction; DFA: direct fluorescence assay. 

were DFA positive (10 had insufficient material for DFA), and 
64 (10%) of 643 samples were nested PCR positive (one sample 
had insufficient volume for nested PCR). 

The nested PCR assay achieved a significantly higher detection 
rate than the DFA assay among all studied populations, except for 
the renal transplanted outpatients group. When the entire studied 
population was analysed, the molecular method showed a higher 
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FIGURE 1 - Human adenovirus detection according to month/year of study.

detection rate than DFA (p < 0.001). The highest detection rate 
was found in HSCT patients (p < 0.001) . The distribution of 
positive samples along the period of study is shown in Figure 1.

The time from symptoms onset to sample collection was 
analysed and was found to be significantly different between 
DFA and nested PCR (Table 3). Compared to DFA, nested PCR 
detected a greater number of cases both in samples collected 
within five days of symptom onset and in samples collected 
between days 5 and 7. Within the HSCT group, nested PCR 
assay detection was higher in patients with more than five days 
between symptom onset and sample collection (p<0.001). 

HSCT patients exhibited a 12 times higher rate of HAdV 
infection than HCWs (p<0.001; CI: 5.37-26.9).

In Brazil, few studies have investigated adenovirus infection 
among immunocompetent non-hospitalised adults. The detection 
rates among the adult populations in this study (emergency 
room patients, 4.3%; health care workers, 3.4%) were similar to 
those described in the literature (2.5% - 12.8%)21,22. Lessa et al.22 

reported that 19% of HCWs in a military hospital were infected 
with HAdV, compared with 5.3% of non-HCWs.

Adenovirus infection is an important cause of morbidity and 
mortality among stem cell transplant recipients23,24. Hospitalised 
patients presenting haematological diseases, with prolonged 
hospital stays, are at a high risk of severe HAdV infection 
and represent a potential source of nosocomial outbreaks25. 
Studies have reported rates of HAdV infection ranging from
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2 to 21%, with a mortality rate of 10-60%, depending on the 
immunosuppressive regimen used26.

The evaluation of these two tests raised many questions that 
are important for both clinicians and hospital administrators: What 
is the ideal time of sample collection after sample onset? Is there a 
need for repeat testing? What is the ideal number of samples for a 
routine laboratory flow? What are the implications of negative or 
positive tests in high-risk patients? Some of these questions were 
addressed in the present study. HAdV was detected by at least 
one of the tests in 13% of the samples. Cases of HAdV occurred 
throughout the year, with higher detection rates obtained by DFA 
during 2008 March and April. This peak could be explained by an 
HAdV outbreak in the haematological ward that occurred during 
that period, as well as by the clinical re-evaluation to which these 
patients were submitted, i.e., the analysis of multiple samples 
from the same patients within the same month could have led to 
an overestimate of the virus occurrence.

The evaluation of patient symptom onset and the tests used 
showed that the molecular method was always more sensible 
than the DFA, and this difference was more evident for samples 
collected after the fifth day of symptom onset. Another study 
reported similar results, with molecular methods presenting 
higher sensitivity than DFA in adult patients27,28. The lower 
detection of DFA was related to the low viral load in respiratory 
samples29. 

Higher detection rates among patients with a longer period of 
symptom onset were expected due to the higher sensibility of the 
nested PCR30,31. The success of the DFA test relies on key factors 
such as good sample collection, experienced laboratory staff 
and high viral load29,32, while nested PCR, based on nucleic acid 
amplification, can detect a very low number of viral particles20. 
Among HSCT patients, nested PCR presented higher sensibility 
after the fifth day, suggesting that the molecular method is best 
for HAdV detection among patients with a prolonged infection 
history.

Adenoviruses can produce asymptomatic33,34 and prolonged34 

infections in humans. These two parameters must be considered 
when the diagnostic technique is selected. Carraro18 reported 
that there was no difference in influenza virus detection 
between DFA and RT-PCR up to the fifth day of symptom onset, 
indicating a reasonably good performance of the serological 
test during the acute phase of the disease. On the other hand, 
a positive result yielded by the molecular method does not 
necessarily indicate a symptomatic infection, mainly due to 
high sensibility of this test20. The use of quantitative PCR (real 
time PCR) could address this issue; the viral load can indicate 
the presence or absence of disease11.

All patients enrolled in the present study had acute 
respiratory infection, which reduces the possibility of 
asymptomatic infection by adenovirus. Moreover, all samples 
were collected within 7 days of symptom onset, and it was 
therefore not possible to analyse the duration of viral shedding.

One limitation of our study was the lack of analysis of 
possible co-infections with HAdV and other respiratory viruses. 
However, data from several studies showed low rates, ranging 
from 1.04% to 3.5%35-37.

Based on data obtained in the present evaluation, we 
concluded that the nested PCR assay had a higher HAdV detection 
frequency than the DFA, mainly among high-risk patients 
(haematopoietic stem cell transplant recipients). However, the 
choice to use molecular methods for HAdV detection in routine 
diagnosis should consider the economic reality of the specific 
health service and the demand for HAdV testing.

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST

references

1.	 Ison MG. Adenovirus infections in transplant recipients. Clin Infect Dis 2006; 
43:331-339.

2.	 Horwitz MS. Adenovirus immunoregulatory genes and their cellular targets. 
Virology 2001; 279:1-8.

3.	 Raboni SM, Nogueira MB, Tsuchiya LR, Takahashi GA, Pereira LA, Pasquini 
R, et al. Respiratory tract viral infections in bone marrow transplant patients. 
Transplantation 2003; 76:142-146.

4.	 Echavarría M, Forman M, Tool MJD, Vossen JM, Charache P, Kroes ACM. 
Prediction of severe disseminated adenovirus infection by serum PCR. Lancet 
2001; 358:384-385.

5.	 Munoz FM, Piedra PP, Demmler GJ. Disseminated adenovirus disease in 
immunocompromised and immunoncompetent children. Clin Infect Dis 1998; 
27:1194-1200.

6.	 Hale GA, Heslop HE, Krance RA,  Brenner MA, Jayawardene D, Srivastava DK, 
et al. Adenovirus infection after pediatric bone marrow transplantation.  
Bone Marrow Transplant 1999; 23:277-282.

7.	 Hierholzer JC. Adenoviruses in the immunocompromised host. Clin Microbiol 
Rev 1992; 5:262-274.

8.	 Robin M, Marque-Juillet S, Scieux C, Peffault-de-Latour R, Ferry C, Rocha V, 
et al. Disseminated adenovirus infections after allogeneic hematopoietic stem 
cell transplantation: incidence, risk factors and outcome. Haematologica 2007; 
92:1254-1257.

9.	 Machado CM, Boas LS, Mendes AV, Santos MF, Rocha IF, Sturaro D, et al. 
Low mortality rates related to respiratory virus infections after bone marrow 
transplantation. Bone Marrow Transplant 2003; 31:695-700.

10.	 Chuang YY, Chiu CH, Wong KS, Huang JG, Huang YC, Chang LY, et al. Severe 
adenovirus infection in children. J Microbiol Immunol Infect 2003; 36:37-40.

11.	 Kuypers J, Wright N, Ferrenberg J, Huang ML, Cent A, Corey L, et al. Comparison 
of real-time PCR assays with fluorescent-antibody assays for diagnosis  
of respiratory virus infections in children. J Clin Microbiol 2006; 44:
2382-2388.

12.	 Templeton KE, Scheltinga SA, Van den Eeden WC, Graffelman AW, 
Van den Broek PJ, Claas EC. Improved diagnosis of the etiology of community-
acquired pneumonia with real-time polymerase chain reaction. Clin Infect Dis 
2005; 41:345-351.

13.	 Luiz LN, Leite JP, Yokosawa J, Carneiro BM, Pereira Filho E, Oliveira TF,
et al. Molecular characterization of adenoviruses from children presenting with acute 
respiratory disease in Uberlândia, Minas Gerais, Brazil, and detection of an isolate 
genetically related to feline adenovirus. Mem Inst Oswaldo Cruz 2010; 105:712-716.

14.	 Straliotto SM, Siqueira MM, Muller RL, Fischer GB, Cunha ML, Nestor SM. 
Viral etiology of acute respiratory infections among children in Porto Alegre, 
RS, Brazil. Rev Soc Bras Med Trop 2002; 35:283-291.

15.	 Thomazelli LM, Vieira S, Leal AL, Sousa TS, Oliveira DB, Golono MA, et al. 
Surveillance of eight respiratory viruses in clinical samples of pediatric patients 
in southeast Brazil. J Pediatr (Rio J) 2007; 83:422-428.

16.	 Moura FE, Mesquita JR, Portes SA, Ramos EA, Siqueira MM. Antigenic and 
genomic characterization of adenovirus associated to respiratory infections in 
children living in Northeast Brazil. Mem Inst Oswaldo Cruz 2007; 102:937-941.

Watanabe A et al - HAdV respiratory infection among high-risk patients



  165
www.scielo.br/rsbmt

17.	 Zhu Z, Zhang Y, Xu S, Yu P, Tian X, Wang L, et al. Outbreak of acute 
respiratory disease in China caused by B2 species of adenovirus type 11.  
J Clin Microbiol 2009; 47:697-703.

18.	 Carraro E, Ferreira Neto D, Benfica D, SittaPerosa AH, Granato CF, Bellei NC. 
Applications of a duplex reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction and 
direct immunofluorescence assay in comparison with virus isolation for detection 
of influenza A and B. Diagn Microbiol Infect Dis 2007; 57:53-57.

19.	 Bellei N, Carraro E, Perosa AHS, Benfica D, Granato CFH. Influenza and 
rhinovirus among health-care workers. Resp 2007; 12:100-103.

20.	 Allard A, Albinsson B, Wadell G. Rapid typing of human adenovirus by a 
general PCR combined with restriction endonuclease analysis. J Clin Microbiol 
2001; 39: 498-505.

21.	 Albuquerque MCM, Silva FM, Soares CC, Volotão EM, Santos N. Adenoviruses 
isolated from civilian and military personnel in the city of Rio de Janeiro, Brazil/
Adenovírus isolados de civis e militares da cidade do Rio de Janeiro, Brasil Rev. 
Inst Med Trop 2003; 45:233-236.

22.	 Lessa FC, Gould PL, Pascoe N, Erdman DD, Lu X, Bunning ML, et al. Health 
care transmission of a newly emergent adenovirus serotype in health care 
personnel at a military hospital in Texas, 2007. J Infect Dis 2009; 200:1759-1765.

23.	 Howard DS, Phillips II GL, Reece DE, Munn RK, Henslee-Downey J, Pittard M,  
et al. Adenovirus infections in hematopoietic stem cell transplant recipients. 
Clin Infect Dis 1999; 29:1494-501.

24.	 Hale GA, Heslop HE, Krance RA,  Brenner MA, Jayawardene D, Srivastava DK, 
et al. Adenovirus infection after pediatric bone marrow transplantation. Bone 
Marrow Transplant 1999; 23:277-282.

25.	 Palomiro MA, Larrañaga C, Avendaño LF. Hospital-acquired adenovirus 7h 
infantile respiratory infection im Chile. Pediatr Infect Dis J 2000;19:527-531.

26.	 Echavarría M. Adenoviruses in immunocompromised hosts. Clin Microbiol 
Rev 2008; 21:704-715.

27.	 Van de Pol AC, Van Loon AM, Wolfs TF, Jansen NJ, Nijhuis M, Breteler EK, 
et al. Increased detection of respiratory syncytial virus, influenza viruses, 
parainfluenza viruses, and adenoviruses with real-time PCR in samples from 
patients with respiratory symptoms. J Clin Microbiol 2007; 45:2260-2262.

28.	 Raty R, Kleemola M, Melén K, Stenvik M, Julkunen I. Efficacy of PCR and 
other diagnostic methods for the detection of respiratory adenoviral infections. 
J Med Virol 1999; 59:66-72.

29.	 Fujimoto T, Okafuji T, Okafuji T, Ito M, Nukuzuma S, Chikahira M, et al. 
Evaluation of a bedside immunochromatographic test for detection of adenovirus 
in respiratory samples, by comparison to virus isolation, PCR, and real-time 
PCR. J Clin Microbiol 2004; 42:5489-5492.

30.	 Sanalios RB. Análise comparativa das técnicas de imunofluorescencia 
indireta, isolamento em cultura e reação em cadeia polimerase, no diagnostico 
de infecções respiratórias por adenovirus e vírus respiratório sincicial. 
[Dissertation]. [São Paulo]: Instituto de Ciências Biomédicas da Universidade 
de São Paulo; 2004. p. 126.

31.	 Stroparo E, Cruz CR, Debur MC, Vidal LR, Nogueira MB, Almeida SM, et al. 
Adenovirus respiratory infection: significant increase in diagnosis using PCR 
comparing with antigen detection and culture methods. Rev Inst Med Trop Sao 
Paulo 2010; 52:317-321.

32.	 Doing KM, Jerkofsky MA, Dow EG, Jellison JA. Use of fluorescent-antibody 
staining of cytocentrifuge-prepared smears in combination with cell culture for 
direct detection of respiratory viruses. J Clin Microbiol 1998; 36:2112-2114.

33.	 La Rosa AM, Champlin RE, Mirza N, Gajewski J, Giralt S, Rolston KV, 
et al. Adenovirus infections in adult recipients of blood and marrow transplants. 
Clin Infect Dis 2001; 32:871-876. 

34.	 Srinivasan A, Flynn P, Gu Z, Hartford C, Lovins R, Sunkara A, et al. Detection 
of respiratory viruses in asymptomatic children undergoing allogeneic 
hematopoietic cell transplantation. Pediatr Blood Cancer 2012; 60:149-151.

35.	 Kouni S, Karakitsos P, Chranioti A, Theodoridou M, Chrousos G, Michos A. 
Evaluation of viral co-infections in hospitalized and non-hospitalized children 
with respiratory infections using microarrays. Clin Microbiol Infect 2012; 
[Epub ahead of print]

36.	 Thiberville SD, Ninove L, Vu Hai V, Botelho-Nevers E, Gazin C, Thirion L,  
et al.The viral etiology of an influenza-like illness during the 2009 pandemic. 
J Med Virol 2012; 84:1071-1079. 

37.	 Yu X, Lu R, Wang Z, Zhu N, Wang W, Julian D, et al. Etiology and clinical 
characterization of respiratory virus infections in adult patients attending an 
emergency department in Beijing. PLoS One 2012; 7:e32174.

Rev Soc Bras Med Trop 46(2):161-165, Mar-Apr, 2013


