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Abstract: Objective

using electrochemiluminescence system. Methods

To investigate the application of 66 theory for quality management in the determination of tumor markers

ovalue was calculated by Westgard method, and the suitable and ideal TEa(allow-

able total error) were selected as the quality target based on the biological variation,and the imprecision derived from the internal

quality control CV accumulated in our laboratory,and the inaccuracy derived from the results of tumor marker of external quality

assessment in clinical laboratory center of ministry of health. Results

ovalue and quality control procedure. Conclusion
sign the quality control procedure based on 66 theory.
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