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Sct I pp t{IPT) Round: 406
CICTAC - Ciclosporin and/or Tacrolimus
score ssigned o of

Analyte Analyst ethod Result Units “ 2 score) Nalue ‘Jx AV PA Exp.smm sults edian Llnn Robust SD [SD

A - Ciclosporin Lab Resull [HPLC-MS [E70.00 gL E.ao E51.00 5.48 ME 42 A 122 B51.00 546 32 18.420 50,151

B - Ciclosporin Lab Resull |HPLC-MS @_\.40 o/l Zero Spike  [N/A MU A rA 122 A NIA A FA

IC - Ciclosporin Lab Resull |HPLC-MS [4.00 ig/L 0.34 h300 034 b 966 /A 122 B3.oo b3 48 L 986 b 892

1A - Tacrolimus Lab Result |[HPLC-MS [24 80 g/l 90 paoo 0.22 2002 MIA 131 £3.00 22 92 2002 2 163

lB - Tacrolimus Lab Result [HPLC-M5 |5.00 g/l 123 H 50 0.05 0437 N/& 131 M .80 H 90 0437 0463

k: - Tacrolimus Lab Result |HPLC-MS [7.90 gL EB? i [7.45 006 0519 NIA 131 7 45 7 .48 0.519 0688
EVE - Everolimus

score Assigned of
nalyte Analyst  [Method huun Units  eors) Ptrieg Ux AV DPA p.SDPA | 20 edian | Pean obust SD [SD

VA - Everclimus Lab Resull |HPLC-MS K70 o/l M40 .06 10445 NA [pa M40 . i 45 0445 0518

B - Everclimus Lab Result |HPLC-MS 1350 gL 13.00 020 1.483 IN/A IﬂB 13.00 13.10 1.483 1.707

IC - Everolimus Lab Resull |HPLC-MS [24.00 g/l 305 .36 2 632 IN/A 'BB 2305 2300 [2 632 B.011
SIR- Sirolimus

Analyte lanalyst  Method  Resut  |units score  WAssigned |,y |oppp sopa [Yoof edian  Pea obust SD [SD

Pnalys Value Aoy results 2 =

A - Sirolimus Lab Result |HPLC-MS P300 o/l A6 260 031 @521 NIA 107 2260 [22 52 2521 B 146

E - Sirolimus Lab Result HPLC-MS 11130 o/l |11.30 0,16 1.335 NIA 107 11.30 11.23 1.335 1.489

IC - Sirolimus Lab Resull |[HPLC-MS [B.70 /L I-O,‘IB B 90 0.13 1.038 NIA 107 590 .54 1.038 1.385

** Please note, participant performance for this analyte has been assessed using a z' score, rather than a z score, in order to account for the measurement uncertainty of the assigned value

which is not negligible when compared to the SDPA.
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