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Certificate of participation in an external quality control following an interlaboratory exchange

1. Date of interlaboratory exchange assessed
	Date
	DD / MM / YYYY



2. Title of the scheme 
The measurand or characteristic to be determined.
	     



3. [bookmark: _GoBack]Description of the interlaboratory exchange scheme (assessor laboratory)
Information on the method(s) to be used, requirements (production, homogeneity, stability) for the ILC test item, Information on the use and preparation of the ILC test item (description of the preparation, if applicable).
	     



4. Method for the evaluation of the comparability of the results 
(assessor laboratory)
Description of the method for the evaluation of the comparability of the results, statistical analysis, if applicable, and the criteria used for the evaluation of performance.
	     





5. Results of the interlaboratory exchange
We propose the total score for each category to be 2.0 points. The measurement of performance will typically take the form of deductions, e.g. -0.5, -1.0 or -2.0, which reflect the scale of error or omission.[footnoteRef:1] [1: , 3Based upon Molecular Genetics EQA Schemes Performance Criteria Document No. UKNEQAS-S-059] 

	Sample ID
	
	Result
	Comments 
(reason for success or failure)

	
	
	Lab A
	Lab B
	Score
	

	
	Case 1
	Genotyping
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Case 2
	Genotyping
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Case 3
	Genotyping
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Total
	
	
	     
	



6. Is the performance satisfactory?
The performance is satisfactory when there is no errors or omissions that are defined as “critical” (scoring a 0). A “critical error” is an error made when there is an incorrect analysis/genotype. When the analytical/genotyping or interpretive category within the case could lead to serious clinical consequences or imply a significant lack of diagnostic skill or scientific knowledge on the part of the participating laboratory. Where a report contains advice which is considered by the assessors to be dangerously erroneous, or when a report does not contain advice considered by the assessors to be essential. Finally, when there is a failure to interpret the significance of the genetic result. This will be sufficient to constitute unsatisfactory, irrespective of the scores achieved in the categories above.[footnoteRef:2] [2: ] 

|_| 	Yes							|_| 	No
If no, which critical error were made
	     



7. General comments, recommendations and conclusion 
Are all results and their interpretations consistent with assessor’s analyses on the same samples? If not, do you have recommendations based on the outcome?
	     



8. Place, date & signature
By signing, the person in charge of the interlaboratory exchange confirms that the information provided in this application is complete and accurate.


Place, date :      	Signature : …………………………………………………….



