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Discussion on results comparison of blood cell analyzers and assessment methods of consistency XIA Shou-yang ,QIAN
Fang(People’s Hospital of Sihong County ,Jiangsu 223900,China)

[Abstract] Objective To compare the advantages and disadvantages of consistency assessment methods for the
detection results of two kinds of blood cell analyzers. Methods The paired ¢ test, simple correlation analysis and
Bland-Altman method were adopted to perform the consistency assessment for the detection results of two kinds of
blood cell analyzers. Results In larger random error, the paired ¢ test showed good consistency. In larger systematic
error,the simple correlation analysis also showed good consistency. Bland-Altman analysis couldbe taken into account
both the influence of systematic and randon error on consistency results,and the judgment was performed combined
with clinical significance. Conclusion Both paired ¢ test and simple correlation analysis have obvious one-sidedness in
evaluating the detection results of two kinds of blood cell analyzers. Bland-Altman method may be used as an opti-
mized technique for the consistency assessement.
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