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[Abstract] Objective

provide basis for clinical laboratory accreditation. Methods

To discuss the conventional blood results between 4 different detection systems,and to
The American clinical NCCLS's EP9 - A files to Sysmex
XT 1800i automatic blood analyzer was referenced. The system was composed of original-binding reagents, calibration
taste and quality control product. Results The detection system 2 (Y2) and experimental detection system 3 (Y3)
PLT was significantly different (P<Z0. 05),<C1/2TEa, experimental detection system 3 (Y3) Hb difference was sta-
tistically significant (P<C0.05),<C1/2TEa. The rest was statistically significant,<C 1/2TEa. Conclusion Different
testing system of blood routine results some items have different degrees of deviation; and When using a different de-

tection system testing the same project,should undertake methods to compare clinical acceptability evaluation,in or-

der to realize the inspection result of comparison and the results’ mutual recognition.
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