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[Abstract] Objective To verify the performance of calibrator with new batch number for automatic biochemi-
cal analysis systems (Cfas), using lactate dehydrogenase (LLDH) as an example. Methods LDH of twenty serum
samples were detected by Roche Cobas C501 automatic biochemical analyzer before and after replacement of calibrator
with new batch number. The detection results were analyzed by Bland-Altman analysis method and Medcalc 12. 7. 0
software. Results According to the Bland-Altman scatter diagram,a total of 19 dots were within limits of agreement
(LoA) ,accounting for more than 95% of all dots. The mean value of difference between the results of twice detection
was only —0. 2 U/L,which was very closed to zero,and the maximum difference was 8 U/L. The largest comparabil-
ity deviation (2. 48%) was less than the comparability standard deviation(2. 87 %), which was clinically acceptable.

Conclusion The detectable results of LDH before and after replacement of calibrator with new batch number could

%- L]

be in accordance,indicating the performance of the calibrator with new batch numbe might be acceptable.
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