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Application of two quality standards in quality management of biochemical detection
Ai Hongmei
(Department o f Clinical Laboratory ,Jingzhou Central Hospital , Jingzhou, Hubei 434020 ,China)

Abstract:Objective To compare the application of National Standard GB/T 20470-2006 and Industry Standard WS/T 403-
2012 in quality management of biochemical detection. Methods Comparison of indexes such as ¢ level, quality goal index(QGID),
priority improvement measure and performance evaluation were conducted in projects of external quality assessment launched in this
department. Results Differences of performance evaluation showed no statistically significant between National Standard GB/T
20470-2006 and Industry Standard WS/ T 403-2012(P = 0. 069), while their differences of ¢ value classification and priority im-
provement measure were statistically significant (P were 0. 007,0. 012, respectively). Conclusion Industry Standard WS/T 403-
2012 is more stringent than National Standard GB/T 20470-2006.
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