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Comparative analysis on results of different types of blood cell analyzer in blood stations
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Abstract : Objective
center. Methods

To investigate the consistency of the results detected by different types of blood cell analyzer in the blood

On the basis of the calibration in each analyzer,with the analyzer obtaining the excellent result in participating the

external laboratory quality assessment hosted by the Ministry of Health as the reference, the fresh blood samples were adopted to

analyze other analyzers. Results

For the analyzers after conducting the comparison, the consistency and accuracy of the detection

results were ensured. Conclusion  After calibration in different types of blood cell analyzer, the differences exist in the detection re-

sults. Periodically conducting the comparison among different types of instrument has very practical significance.
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*1 CA620 R MM IR EL R (TLs)

e RBC(X10'2/L) MCV ({L) PLT(X10°/L) WBC(X10°/L) HGB(g/L)
CA620(365) 4.0840.03 77.740.08 24245 8.940.09 116+0.5
CA620(Z%) 4.0940.03 77.940.17 25547 8.8+0.13 117+0.8
FEH 4,08+0.1 77.1+2.00 244+15 8.7+0.30 1174+2.0
*2 MRS MM IR ELER (TL)
I RBC(X10'?/L) MCV (fL) PLT(X10°/L) WBC(X10°/L) HGB(g/L)
M £ (677) 4,08+0. 04 79.6+0. 28 22446, 00 8.5+0.05 118+1.0
M £%1(678) 4.1140.07 79.840. 31 225+0. 62 8.3+0.10 118+1.0
EME 4.0840. 10 80.042. 00 226415. 00 8.540. 30 118+0.2
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Wi H RBC MCV  HCT PLT WBC HGB
CA620(&%) 1.1 0.3 1.2 2.2 0.8 0.9
CA620(365) 1.0 0.5 1.2 3.9 2.4 0.6
M &%](677) 0.7 0.6 1.3 3.8 0.4 3.6

M £%5](678) 0.2 1.8 1.8 3.9 0.5 2.4

x4 LEUFRNEA-FHEMER (T+)

(& RBC(X10'2/L) MCV (L) HCT(%) PLT(X10°/L) WBC(X10/L) HGB(g/L)
CA620(Z#) 4,2140.05 96.60. 31 40.740.48 159. 043. 00 4.98+0.04 137+1. 22
CA620(365) 4.1740. 04 94.640. 48 39.5+0.48 156. 046. 00 4.994+0.12 13540, 76
M R 31 (677) 4.18%+0.03 95.940.13 40.140. 29 163.047. 00 4.87%0.10 13540. 84
M F#%1(678) 4.17+0. 04 95.440. 42 39.8+0. 40 162.0+7.00 4.85+0.10 13440, 55
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