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CHRISTIAN MEDICAL

COLLEG DEPARTMENT OF CLINICAL BIOCHEMISTRY
PC-1024 CMC EXTERNAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
SCHEME
MONTHLY SUMMARY REPORT - APRIL 2024
6745
Lab Name SARAVANA HOSPITALP LD Lab No
ed: 1370412024
gmm Chtmls'ln' n Date of Resull Emer
roup
. 02/05/2024
PT ltem Lyophilized human serum based Date of Report Published :
; i
Method / | participants | Your z o
Analyzer No of v e |
SLNo| Analyte Principle Name | Participants AV =y T sppa | Value | Score !
Name l 15 mgl| P ——-"”2,
1 |lewucosen |Gop-roDl T'“Er’;:"” 1050 20937 872 | 1826 | 4 e g t
| 23 mg/ [ 0.23
Urease UV / Transasia/ 21 36.13 | 11.04 199 -2.04 |
2 [[UREAY GLDH I Erba 8 | db —
Jaffes Kinetic- 26Tmg/ 492 |0.03
3 |CREATININEN [Alkaline Picrate T”E:::'” 685 352 (1257 044 [Tg ) o !
n —
Diazonlum Salt 4.9 mg/
+ |TBILRUBINE | Colorimetric )/ T“Ef;:*" 1044 579 | 1240| o072 [T | 124 (004
lJendrassik 1359
Biuret - Transasia/ 884 0.48 244 |0.03
5 |TPROTEINI lopiorimetric I Erba 1 s42 5 f;- 5
BCG - Transasla/ 0.26 . 038 |0.02
6 |ALBUMIND rtmetric il Erba 9310 325 | 8.08 aL
Enzymatic / X
7 |uricacion  ricase T"‘E;f’a""' 1051 658 | 11.00| os2 |38M¥| 156 |005
Colorimetric |l =
m
8 |CHOLESTROL Il|CHOD-PAPII T";r’::'” 1091 107.79] 1436 | 1548 dl_g" 341 j0s84]
GPO-PAP! -~
TRIGLYCERIDE Enzymatic Transasla/ 8m
s I o imetsic | Erba 1000 31076} 13.95 | 43.36 aL 076 |274
End Point |l
u" - Method of Uncertainty
Z-Score Interpretation
<20 Acceptable
20<td<30 Waming Signal
k230 Unacceptable (action Signal)
LAB ADDRESS :
SARAVANA HOSPITAL P LTD
DEPARTMENT OF LABORATORY, NO.14, THILLAI NAGAR, 1ST CROSS, PONNAMAPET
SALEM
TAMILNADU636001
"E‘__.{a Chistiadoas
c.E,;:d-IMW Contact Detalls: Dr. Pamela Christudoss
|l-;“:qc@cma1]om.ac.ln CMC EQAS Coordinator
Contact Number: 0416-2283102 Christian Medical College, Vellore

Homogeneity and Stabllity of the sample Is passed.
Data In CMC EQAS reports s confidential
CMC EQAS does not sub contract any components
rreee** End of Report *****
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CLINICAL
BIO CHEMISTRY
EQAS- ROOT CAUSE ANALYSIS FORM
EQAS/ILC Programme or Provider Name: (M / £RAC
Month & Year.  Apul 202y [CydeNo: ~—  [SampleNo:
1. Date sample Received | 2. Dates(s) Done By
received by (sign): | Analysis 12424 | (sign):
performed
ﬁ‘
3. Date results Submitted | 4. Date Reviewed
submitted 13 .3y- 24| by(sign): | results/feedback §.6224 | By (sign):
received +ﬂv|‘
M

DETAILS OF UNACCEPTABLE RESULT :

S.No [ Analyte Name | Reported result | Result received (Scores) | Acceptable limits
|- | Chowtao e ~Z.4| =] < 30

EVALUATION OF POSSIBLE SOURCES OF ERROR
3 e : No | N
1. Clerical error - S : : LSS :

Was the correct result / value transcribed from the instrument read out to workbook

Was the correct result / value transcribed from the workbook to EQAS report

Do the units of measure match between results form and instrument / your lab’s unit

Is the decimal place correct / misplaced

x&\\\;?

Does the result reported by you in the result form match with that in the evaluation report

i e e i P i T S M i e

2. Pmcedural errors - T et '.'I_:T_..'.‘_"...'.".."'_' “pess : e e e, [k

>z

Was the written / usual procedure followed

Were reagents prepared according to procedure

Were the reagents within the open vial stability periad (refer kit in use log)

\KK\}

Were Internal Quality control results acceptable on day of testing EQAS specimens for level
&l

vasion 1.0
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J FOAS ROOT CAUSE ANALYSIS FORM |
: RS ES—

3. Analytical Errors:

~ —
Was the calibration for the analyte in question done?

Was calibrabon status live or expired?

1

Was the mos! recent calibration result acceptable and within established stabrirty ismets at

the time of EQAS / P1 testing?
Was calibration done after the lol of reagent in use was put into use?

If there was a major equipment breakdown / maintenance after last EQAS Was recalibration P

done
Are the assay paramelers in he equipment are as per product mser| of analyte ’

Was the result unacceptable for the same analyte in the previous 2 cycles of EQAS 7 v
Are results for the analyte evenly distributed in previous EQAS cycle

Is there a trend or bias on review of previous EQAS results? v
Do EQAS results show unacceptable results for same range of value (high. normal. low) V/ '{f_

Were the intended results within the measurning range of instrument /fiat?

Was any dilution done during analysis?
f dilution was done were results multiplied by dilution factor and sent to EQAS provid

er?

i : r
iy

reakdown just after EQAS /PT specimen

Were there any equipment maintenance / b
analysis (next 1 week period) that could have affected results?

==
(Review Equipment breakdown log)
\/’

Were there any equipment maintenance / change of critical parts just pnor to EQAS /PT

specimen processing? (Review Equipment breakdown log)
Were new reagents used / reagent lot changed just prior or after EQAS /PT specimen
»ssing that could have caused problems because of QC results and calibration expi

Were T reconstituted correctly according instructions of EQAS provider?
Volume of DW, use of glass pipette, swirling, complete dissolution, storage

Was the water quality good and checked recently
Were any special instructions provided by the kit instructions performed as indicated?

Wmﬂncmadtm.pufomdonmemmmlafwﬂndm?(ﬂmﬂunIPT

tosan wos Do
mermwmwwmrgmpwmmww
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CLINICAL
BIO CHEMISTRY

EQAS- ROOT CAUSE ANALYSIS FORM

If answer to any of the above Questions was ‘NO’ record the corrective action taken here:
Ravadem LRROA - W e ochne o ,pq'pef‘f?'ﬂﬁf
f"(‘\f“""v'ﬂ ?f]v‘f “ ﬁm Pw}oa e o mrh Rab o g:é |

Fhgou qample  to fechmeians

Investigated By 1" Review By 2" Review By

g Kavita a Kanith & txmea Gowodta )
Senior Lab technician Quality Manager Lab Director
Date: 1p- 5 - 2 Date: |p -5 . 2\ | Date: 0521
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