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Evaluation of Two Kinds of Quantitative Reagents
for Detection of D-Dimer by Latex Enhanced Immune Turbidity
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Abstract : Objective To compare the D-Dimer accuracy and precision and consistency of detection results between the 1 and 2
reagent. Methods Selected 50 fresh samples,detected D-Dimer with the two reagents on sysmex CA-7000 automated blood
coagulation analyzer. Compared the consistency of detection results between them,and detected the accuracy and precision by
the control material. Results In order to evaluate the accuracy.detected and analysed its quality control material and other
quality control material. The relative deviation were —2% and —8. 7% respectively for siemens reagent,and the relative de-
viation were —2. 2% and 26. 0% for jiugiang reagent. The precision was evaluated by 20 internal quality control, the mean of
D-Dimer for siemens reagent was 4. 940. 19 mg/L,CV was 3. 88% ,and the difference was not statistically significant (t=
0.117,P>>0. 05). The mean of D-Dimer for siemens reagent was 4. 5+0. 17 mg/L.CV was 3. 69% .and the difference was
not statistically significant (+=0. 132, P~>0. 05). The contrast of the detection results showed that the difference was not
significant ( P>>0. 05). When D-D<C0. 5 mg/L or 0. 5 mg/L<<D-D<5 mg/L, the differences of two difference was not signif-
icance( P=>0. 05). But when D-Dimer >5 mg/L, the result of jiugiang reagent was higher than siemens reagent, and the
difference was obvious significance difference ( P<C0.01). Conclusion The two reagents. precision was good, the accuracy
was not satisfied in the detection of each other quality control material. In the range of D-Dimer™>5 mg/L.the accuracy of the
latter had to be testified.
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