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[ Abstract])

Objective To discuss the value of bone marrow smear immunohistochemistry examination in the

diagnosis of acute leukemia. Methods We did the immunophenotype analysis on 48 patients with acute leukemia that
hard to be diagnosed morphologically,and compared it to the results of morphology diagnosis.with the flow cytome-
try (FCM) morphology as the control. Results There was statistically significant difference between the diagnosis
morphology and immunohistochemistry morphology of M, by y* test (P<(0. 05). There was good consistency be-
tween the immunohistochemistry morphology and FCM morphology,with higher correctness rate than the morpholo-

gy diagnosis. Conclusion The bone marrow smear immunohistochemistry examination has a high clinical value in the

diagnosis of acute leukemia, which could provide more reliable treatment references.
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