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EQAP CODE No. : 1873 Distribution No.: 154-E Month/Year: November
Instrument I1D: XN-550

\hmw & Cun_t.lcl S”' of PT Co-ordinator: Dr. Seema Tyagi (Prof.), Hematology, AIIMS, Delht,
l'el: 9013085730 , E-Mail accuracy2000@gmail.com

Date of issue & status of the report: 23-02-2022[Final].
CBC and Retic Assessment

[ : ision Testing)
Among Lab (Accuracy Testing) within Lab (Precision Testing
Your |Consensus Yours |Consensus
| Test No.| Your | Your Results| Tesult |ypcertainty Results| Resull lyuncertainty
’arameters|” " '[Result/Result|Sum of| Sum of 2 |f Assigned Z | piff, of| Diff- of 2 |of Assigned Score
1 D 2 values Values |>€°rel o valuesd Values
(Assigned (Assigne
Value Value) Values Value)
WBC x10°/ul| ! 4.06 3.93 ) 10.98 0.1670 -0.50 0.13 0.18 0.0140 -0.20
RBC .\'10“/}} 1 453 4.48 9.01 8.53 0.0100 1.90 0.05 0.06 0.0040 -0.17
“' Y
Hb gid/l, 1 1313 1352 26.5 25.9 0.0300 0.81 0.1 0.1 0.0100 0 o)
HCT%‘/ 1 43 42.6 85.6 79.35 0.1750 1.34 0.4 0.4 0.0290 U0
!\39\[(1 1 951 94.9 190 185.2 0.3170 0.53 0.2 0.3 0.0250 -0.22
I .’“CH-PQ{/ 1 29.7 29.1 58.8 60.45 0.0690 -1.04 0.6 0.3 0.0250 0.6
fMCH(ﬁdl 1 312 | 307 | 619 64.8 0,1380° 1 -0.77. R 0ls 0.4 0.0270 019
[Plt. x10°, 1 144 144 288 278 1.30 0.29 0 5 0.34 -0.81
Retic % 2 9.5 9 18.5 8.8 0.20 155 | 05 0.38 0.02 0 28
P.S . Assesment
YOUR REPORT CONSENSUS REPORT
Nrbcs= , Poly=4.00 L=9.00, E=, Blast: 60-88, Poly: 2-6, Lympho: 4:12, Mono: 0-4. MyelofBromyelo/Mels
DLC% 3 Mono/Promono= , B1=77.00 P.M.=, 1-5, nRBC/Eos;: 0-1 p . Myelo/Fromyelo, ! 1
Mye=7.00, Meta=23.00, Other=
RBC : i ie with macrocytes, Predommantly: Normocytic/Normochromic: Moderate: Microcytosis
Microcytic hypochromi 4 \ y )
Morphology 3 dalgrocy)lltes a?l?i ecchinocytes. Hypochromia; Mild. Anisocylosis, Macrocytosis
Diagnosis | 3 |ACUTE LEUKEMIA FAVOURING AML —JAcute Myeloid Leukemia (AML) |
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COMBINED DATA VALUES OF TOTAL PARTICIPANTS -

B i " Total | CoEn o "| | .,],-, W|||| 7 | % of Labs with Z | % of Labs ;Vi’”l 7 Score I!
lest s No I)c"|(::=::|‘i1l\)(i||Iill'is Total No. | _i‘_‘"’”' 0-2 _f_‘“”u . - e —
parameters 77 rrent responded | \mong Within | Among Wltllnln Among labs W:’“""
dist. 154--E labs | lab | labs | lab Ll B
WBC ol | 1 * 207 200 | o650 | 8e.se | 361 ,,.,-‘:_'______L"_ﬂ‘,’i‘l’?_m'_..’”ﬂ'_
|\|;( X107l | 1 BT 297 8381 #6687 | 64 LT ’ .'I“ =
Iﬁll;;ﬁdﬁl_' O | 207 207 82.15 84.10 101 '1'3*.':,_.__—»»-“—-,—‘;;" S
— HCT% | ! |.. . 458 290 03,79 | BG5S 3.45 7,93 2,76 o
~ MCV-A | 1 | 2w 200 92.76 | 9507 | 5.7 241 207 ]
MCH-Pg L | 297 290 83.79 02.07 8.28 5.86 ot
MCHC-g/dl 1 207 200 92,07 94,48 5.86 3.45 ﬁf’:-——-—__\|
PIt. x10'/pl L | 207 290 9345 94.83 3.45 3.79 3
ReticCount% | 207 297 9520 | 8855 | 3.03 1.68 Vil Al
PS Assessment | 207 274 Satisfactory :78.18%, Borderline Sat. :21.14%, Unsatistactory :0.67% ‘}

‘Comments: ‘
1). Among Lab (EQA) : Results acceptable. .

2). Within Lab (1Q0A) : Precision acceptable.
Note-1: EQA (External Quality Assurance) : Your Performance among various of participating labs in I
the accuracy of your results. i
1QA ( Internal Qualitv Assurance) : Your Performance of comparison of two consecutive measurement values within
vour lab to test the precision of your autoanalyzer.
Note-2: Z score among & within lab were calculated, as per to ISO/IEC 13528:2015 standard. Z score among lab
(EQA)= (Your Result Sum of two values - Consensus Result sum of two values)/(Normalised [QR)

7 score within lab (1QA)= (Your Result Difference of two values - Consensus Result difference of Lwo

values)/(Normalised IQR)
IQR = Quartile 3 - Quartile 1 of participant data, Normalised IQR = 0.7413 x IQR

Note-3: Z score 0 to 2 Acceptable, Z score =2 to +3 :Warning Signal, Z score > +3 : Unacceptablc [As per ISO/MEC
13528:2015 standard]

Note-4: Z score value between“0 to £2* are texted in green colour. Z score value between"+2 to £3” are lexled in
orange colour. Z score value > £3 are Lexled in red colour. PEles E

Note-3: Homogeneity and stability testing of PT sample were done as per ISO 13528:2015 standard. To pass
homogenem test, between sample SD (Ss) should be smaller than the check value (0.3*SDPA). Toipass the stability ¢
test, average difference in measurement values of first and last day sample (x-y) should be smaIIerthan the check :

value (0.3*SDPA).

Note-6: ISHTM-AIIMS-EQAP does not subcontract any task of its scheme
Note-7: Participants are free to use methods/analyzer of their own choice. : ~
Note-8: Proficiency testing (PT ) samples are sent quarterly to each participant. : ‘

Note-9: All the necessary details regarding design and implementation of PT, are provided in the meruchm gheet as
well as on programme’s websile www.ishtmaiimseqap.com.
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