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Method Comparison cTnl - PATHFAST vs. Biosite - Triage

4 PATHEAST ¢ Tnl Correlation according to Passing & Bablok
{ng/mL} n=22; y=1.06x—0.069; r= 0.948
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Method Comparison Myoglobin - PATHFAST vs. Biosite - Triage

Correlation according to Passing & Bablok
240 PATHFAST Myo n=54;y=0408x—-256; r= 0.851
ng/mL o
200+ [} L
160 | ] ,
120 + )
e %
@
80 F ® -
: e e ® ®
e ?. ® b °
40 + ® \1 " ® ® L
_.C."'
. T ) . . . Biosite M;{o
0 100 200 300 400 500
‘ Comparison Myoglobin PATHFAST - Biosite




Method Comparison CK-MB - PATHFAST vs. Biosite - Triage
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