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[ Abstract])
(ELISA) systems. Methods

times,and the ability evaluation was performed by compare the variation coefficient (CV) values. In order to evaluate

Objective ~ To evaluate the performance of different enzyme-linked immunoadsordent assay

The same weak positive samples were detected by system A and B for continuous 20

the accuracy and consistency,system A and B were used to test the positive samples of external quality assessment at
the same time. Taking the average value and standard deviation (SD) of S/CO,feed backed in this reagent group.,as
reference, SD index of S/CO value in system A (SDI1) and B (SDI2) were calculated respectively. The differences of
The CV value of system A and B were 6. 5% and 5. 3%

respectively. The | SDI1 | values of three samples in system A were greater than 2, and results of other samples

test results were analyzed between the two systems. Results

were less than 2, without trend migration. All of the | SDI2 | results in system B were less than 2, without trend
migration. The test results of system A and B were in consistent, without statistically significant differences (P>
0. 05). Conclusion Both of system A and B could be with fine stability and consistency,and the test results could be
in control.
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