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Abstract: Objective

of the detection items from different groups and conduct the comparison for analyzing the evaluation performance and improving the

To apply the six sigma(65) quality management method to quantitatively analyze the quality control data
laboratory quality. Methods The data of the internal quality control and the external quality assessment were collected from35 de-
tection items in the clinical chemistry laboratory group and the hematology laboratory group during 2013, the ¢ value of every item
was calculated and the analytical performance of the detection item was analyzed. Results Among 23 clinical detection items in the
biochemistry group,there were 10 items of 62>6,6 items of 5<s<C 6,3 items of 4< s <(5,3 items of 3<C¢<4 and 1 item of ¢< 3,
the average ¢ was 5. 962. Among 12 clinical detection items in the hematology group,there were 8 items of 6==6,2 items of 5 ¢<C
6.2 items of 4<{s <(5.the average ¢ value was 7. 38. The detection items in which the analytic performance did not reach 6¢ in the
biochemistry group accounted for 37 % of the total items, which in the hematology group accounted for 11% ,the differences in the
o quality level of detection items between the biochemistry group and the hematology group had statistical significance( P<Z0. 05),
the differences in the ¢ quality level of detection items between the matched reagent and the non-matched reagent had statistical sig-
nificance (P<C0. 05). Conclusion

items and can be widely used in the quality management of clinical laboratory.

The 66 quality management method can be used used in the quality evaluation of clinical detection
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