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The application of polynomial evaluation projects in the verification of linearity
XTIA Qing ,2YANG Ping® ,ZHANG Li-ping ,et al.
(Department o f Clinical Laboratory ,the First Af filiated Hos pital ,Chongqing Medical University ,Chongqging 400016 ,China)

Abstract ; Objective

linear degree and range of the routine biochemical tests in the demand of 1SO15189. Methods

To investigate the clinical applications of the polynomial evaluation project for linearity by verifying the

According to the polynomial evalua-

tion project, the linearity of TP ALB,TC,TG,UA Mg were analysed by SPSS11. 5 data-fitting method. Meanwhile, the linear de-

grees were judged by the clinical targets. Results

all the six detected biochemical tests were assessed as linearity 1. Conclusion

the polynomial evaluation project, with the combination of statistical method and clinical demand, ensures the reliability of analytical

system.
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