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Analysis of sputum smear situation of tuberculosis in Urumchi

Liu Hong, La {higang
Urumchi Center for Disease Control and Prevention , Urumchi 830026, China

Abstract: Objective To analyze the situation of sputum smear spots in Urumchi, and to ex-
plore the measures for the next step. Methods Data from sputum examination register and quali-
ty control of sputum examination were collected and evaluated. Results Twenty-nine township
sputum smear sites were set up in Urumchiin 2006. 20058 smears had been examined till the end of
2008, with 869 smear positive smears. 563 smears were examined in township sputum smear sites
with 46 positive smears. The smear positive rates were from 5 3% to 4Q 3% at different levels,
with the highest at provincial level and the lowest at township level. 2 693 smears were selected for
quality control, and 15 had qualitative errors. Conclusions Sputum smear site should be set up in
notr tuberculosis institutions under county level or community health centers. The tuberculosis con-
trol and prevention institutions should carry out monitoring and quality control to ensure the quality
of sputum smear.
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