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Decision communicated vide Jun-2025

Description of Appeals 2>

The participant appealed their “Questionable” performance result (z = 2.45), claiming their laboratory
result was valid and consistent with their internal QC data. They requested verification of the assigned
value and z-score calculation.

Report of Impartiality committee on the Appeal

The impartiality committee reviewed the PT round dataset, including:

The consensus (robust mean) assigned value of 142.72 lux.

Standard deviation for proficiency assessment, (SDPA) a,,= 3.032 lux

The participant’s reported result of 135.3 lux.

Recalculation of the z-score:
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The calculation was verified as correct and consistent with ISO 13528.

Hearing done on and details communicated by participant during hearing
Date: 30-Jun-2025

The participant explained that their result was influenced by an instrument calibration drift discovered
during routine maintenance.

Conclusion on appeal by Impartiality committee

The appeal was rejected. The participant’s z-score calculation was confirmed accurate, and the
assigned value/a,, were correctly derived. The original “Questionable” performance rating stands. The
participant’s explanation has been noted for record.
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