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Comparison of the method and bias estimation for serum follicle stimulating hormone and prolactin with different analy-
sis system LI Ping , ZHANG Zhi-bin® , ZHU Jin-ying  ZHOU Chun-gang. Central Clinical Laboratory Depart-
ment sWuxi Hospital of Traditional Chinese Medicine , Jiangsu 214001,China

[Abstract] Objective This trial was performed to evaluate the comparability of the test outcome and the relia-
bility of the outcome bias of different detection systems under the same laboratory conditions when detecting follicle
stimulating hormone (FSH) and prolactin (PRL). Methods According to the profile NCCLS-EP9-A, two different
detection systems, ABBOTT ARCHITECT i2000SR (comparison method) and DPC IMMULITE (laboratory meth-
od) ,were used respectively to detect the FSH and PRL in order to obtain the correlation coefficient and the linear e-
quation. Then the coefficient and the equation were used to evaluate the bias outcome of these two systems. Results
Analysis of the variances showed that the results of FSH and PRL were of significant difference among 2 different
detection systems (P<C0.001). The correlation coefficient of each system was above 0. 975. Between the two detec-
tion systems, the bias outcome of FSH was not acceptable, while that of PRI was partially unacceptable. Conclusion
In order to insure the comparability of the test outcome, method comparison and bias estimation should be employed
when FSH and PRL are determined by two different detection systems.
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