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Specimen Result  Mean S.D. Labs S.D.I Lower Upper Grade Survey -100: Mean: +100
C-Peptide ING-01 0.41 0.434 0.035 12 -0.7 0.23 0.64  Acceptable
ng/ml ING-02 1170 11.939 0.660 12 04 9.95 13.92  Acceptable 15-A 2025 ﬂ_
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The College of American Pathologists recommends that the result of this interlaboratory comparison not be used as a sole criterion for judging the performance of any individual clinical laboratory.
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