Evaluation

Untitled study

Glucose (mg/dL) - Proficiency survey tracking x Criteria not met
5 of 5 questions judged - 2026-04 - PT-3 not met - 4 questions met

Study date Not recorded

Table 1. Acceptance criteria
Question Limit Allowed Finding Result

2026-01-PT-1  Within +6 mg/dL | o | -2.0 mg/dL v Met
2026-01-PT-2  Within £12.75 mg/dL | o | +7.0 mg/dL v Met
2026-04 - PT-3  Within +7.5 mg/dL q | somgd. (B
2026-04 - PT-4  Within £6 mg/dL | o | +1.0 mg/dL v Met
2026-07 - PT-5  Within +10 mg/dL | o | +5.0 mg/dL v Met
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Figure 1. Level 1. Points: event bias; dash-dot marks: local bias allowance.
Study details
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Untitled study

A Datalisting

Source: manual entry. 5 rows, all included.

Stud Peer Peer All-method All-method
ey Event Date Material Laboratory Provider grade
row mean SD mean SD
1 2026- 2026-01- PT-1 98 100 3.0 101 3.5 Acceptable
01 15
2 2026- 2026-01- PT-2 262 255 6.0 257 6.5 Acceptable
01 15
3 2026- 2026-04- PT-3 142 150 4.0 151 4.2 Unacceptable
04 15
4 2026- 2026-04- PT-4 51 50 50 2.0 Acceptable
04 15
5 2026- 2026-07- PT-5 205 200 5.0 202 5.0 Acceptable
07 15
1 Results

1.1 Eventevidence -5of5results used; SDI available for 4. Local bias uses the peer group. Provider grades are recorded independently of

the local result.

Table 2. Standardized differences and provider grades

Event Material SDI  Provider grade
2026-01 PT-1 -0.667 Acceptable
2026-01 PT-2 1.167 Acceptable
2026-04 PT-3 —-2.000 Unacceptable
2026-04 PT-4 — Acceptable
2026-07 PT-5 1.000 Acceptable
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