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AFDT Proficiency Testing Screens Summary Report
Consensus Results - Sept. 2014/ Ev02

Region Begin Serum End Serum Screens Introduction

A 164 168
Consensus PRA CLass I Screen Consensus PRA Class II Screen
Class | # of Classll  #of
Labs  #of Labs Labs  #of Labs
CLI %CLI with  Matching CLI  %CLIl with Matching
Reg Serum Test Result Cons Result Consensus Reg Serum Test Result Cons Result Consensus
| A | 164 JcLi| P | 83% | 17| 9 | A | 164 cLi | N | 100% | 17 | 17
| A | 165 JcLi| P | 61% | 18| 11 | A | 165 JcLi | P | 100% | 18 | 18
| A | 166 JcLi| N | 100% | 17| 17 | A | 166 JcLi | N | 100% | 17 | 17
| A | 167 JcLi| N | 100% | 17| 17 | A | 167 JcLi | N | 100% | 17 | 17
| A | 168 |cLi | P | 100% | 18| 18 | A | 168 cLI | P | 100% | 18 | 18
Comment:

Sera 164 and 165 did not reach consensus on the Class I Sceening assays. It is unusual for this to occur on the
proficiency test. Some laboratories that screen by Flow and Luminex noted that the Luminex screen looked
negative, while the Flow screen looked weakly positive. These two sera also some problems with the crossmatch, as
the actual crossmatch results did not always agree with the predicted crossmatch.
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