ERAR I E ¥ 4% 2011 £ 6 A% 32 %% 93 Int J Lab Med,June 2011, Vol. 32,No. 9 e 955

* R R -
W& UF-100 & R TE S 47 UK BRIER 4R — BRI

X ¥.EONLHFHE. TR A
(KEZEEHKFWRESE —ERAELA,TT 116011)

 ZE:BW RKAZREFARALAFHIRRESHNERRERIEG Sk, FiE KAEMNESHNBTHRA. BTG,
¥ B JE M5 g ﬁwﬂ@a%mﬁ&ﬁkﬂf LR RE, b B % RBC,WBC. k& % # (EC) A= ¥, % £ (CON),
HER O ANEAMNIF.RBC.WBC £ R ik £ F R4+t 5 &L (P>0.05),EC.CON £ R b4 £ F A 4t 5 & 3L (P<C0.05),
M 25 B 7.HEME RBC.,WBC.EC.CON 4 £ —H M4, i FTAR B THRIELD L R GBI N; 244070
B AR 69 R B AL 24T b o, s AR GEA M 45 R0 — MR AEF LB,
XK@ H B LRI 2 AR ESHA
DOI:10. 3969/j. issn. 1673-4130. 2011. 09. 015 XERARIREG A XEHRES:1673-4130(2011)09-0955-02

S

Investigation on quality assurance and results consistency of two UF-100 automatic urine sediment analyzers
Liu Yan ;Wang Zhen , Xu Zhaohui  Han Xiaodan s Zhu Hong
(Department o f Clinical Laboratory ,the First Af filiated Hospital of Dalian Medical University ,Liaoning 116011, China)

Abstract: Objective To investigate quality assurance of different automatic urine sediment analyzers in the same laboratory.
Methods After ordinary maintenance was completed, blank test, precision and carry over rate detection were performed on two ana-
lyzers. Quality control was detected everyday to monitor the analyzers and comparative tests were performed periodically on red
blood cells (RBC) , white blood cells(WBC) , epithelial cells(EC) and conductivity(CON). Results There was no statistical signifi-
cance of RBC and WBC between two analyzers(P>>0. 05) , but statistical significance of EC and CON was observed(P<C0. 05). De-
viation analysis showed there was fine consistency of RBC, WBC,EC and CON between two analyzers. Conclusion The constancy
of detected results could be ensured by internal quality control. It might be necessary to perform comparative tests between analyz-
ers periodically to confirm the consistency of detected results.
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