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Abstract : Objective

lyzer(UF-10001) , the H-800 dry chemistry analyzer (H-800) and the microscope examination. Methods

To investigate the results difference of urine RBC detected by the UF-1000i fully automatic urine cell ana-
The urine samples from
1 297 patients were detected RBC by UF-1000i, H-800 and microscope and the detection results were compared among 3 kinds of
determining method. Results With the microscope examination as the gold standard, the positive and negative coincidence rates
were 94. 24 % and 95. 68% respectively,and the false positive and false negative rates were 4. 32% and 5. 76 % respectively,and the
total coincidence rate was 95.30% for UF-1000i, difference showed statistical significance(y* =6. 56, P<C0. 05) ; for H-800 which
were in turn 95.68% ,97.16% ,2. 84% ,4. 32% and 98. 84 % respectively, without statistical difference(y* =2. 88, P>>0. 05). The

results difference between UF-1000i and H-800 had no statistical significance(y*=0. 98, P>0. 05). Conclusion ~The three methods

for examining urine RBC have some difference,combined examination can improve the precision of results.
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