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Abstract
Background: Glycated hemoglobin (HbA1c) represents a diagnostic index and an 
important long-term measure for monitoring Diabetes mellitus (DM). In this study, we 
investigated the quality of HBA1c test in primary medical institutions, and conducted a 
comparison project of HBA1c test for two years, analyzed and evaluated the test 
consistency of HBA1c.
Methods: A cohort study was conducted by Wuhan Center for Clinical Laboratory, 
involving 51 primary medical institutions and 29 tier-three hospitals. Fresh frozen blood 
samples were prepared by a clinical laboratory certificated by the National 
Glycohemoglobin Standardization Program (NGSP), and distributed to 80 participating 
institutions every three months. Microsoft Excel 2021 software was employed to analyze 
the mean, standard deviation and coefficient of variation of the test results. 
Results: Results showed that 60.8% HBA1c test results cannot reach the quality 
requirements of HbA1c measurement (CV<3.5%) in primary medical institutions. After 
executing the project, the laboratory pass rate of HBA1c test increased from 39.2% to 
64.6%, and the maximum coefficient of variation (CV) within the immunological assays 
of HBA1c test dropped from 18.0% to 11.4%.
Conclusions: Inter-laboratory comparison of HbA1c can effectively improve test 
consistency of primary medical institutions. The finding has implications for diabetes 
management strategies, emphasizing the importance of continuous comparison of 
HBA1c test in primary medical institutions, providing a practical example to accelerate 
the mutual recognition of medical test results in a wider range.
Keywords: inter-laboratory comparison, HbA1c test, consistency, primary medical 
institutions, mutual recognition of medical tests

1. Introduction

1Diabetes Mellitus (DM) is a condition that poses a heavy burden on public health 
2systems and individuals across the globe. A World Health Organization (WHO) report 
3stated that the mortality rate due to DM rose by 3% from 2000 to 2019 [1], and DM is the 
4leading cause of 1.5 million deaths in 2019 [2]. Glycated hemoglobin HbA1c is formed by 
5irreversible nonenzymatic glycation, reflects the average blood glucose over recent 2 to 3 
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6months [3]. HbA1c is formally become a diagnostic measure (HbA1c 6.5%) for diabetes 
7in 2011, and is considered a key parameter for monitoring the progression of diabetes [4]. 
8However, more than 30 different HbA1c measurement devices based on various 
9methods have been developed and applied in medical laboratories, sometimes it 
10resulted in incomparable results [5, 6]. Consistent and comparable results from different 
11laboratories are important for clinical practice guidelines to be applied to decisions 
12about patient care. More importantly, as an indispensable part of routine management 
13of diabetes, the quality and standardization of HbA1c test is key to enhancing the 
14mutual recognition of test results among hospitals.
15As the most important part of the hierarchical medical system, in many countries, 
16primary medical institutions or primary care physicians have played a very important 
17role in patient care and rehabilitation of most chronic diseases, including DM. The 
18longitudinal use of the HbA1c test requires strict quality management including 
19accreditation of the laboratory, a dedicated internal control design, participation in an 
20external quality assessment (EQA) program (proficiency test), and careful consideration 
21of pre- and post-analytical aspects of the test. However, according to the results of a 
22previous study, the coefficient of variation (CV) of HBA1c test, which indicates the 
23degree of variation of the test, between different laboratories (mostly tertiary medical 
24hospitals) or different methods was as high as 20% or more [7]. Since, at present, no 
25studies examined the quality of HBA1c test in poorly resourced primary medical 
26institutions, presumably, the situation might be worse. Our research team carried out an 
27inter-laboratory comparison program for HbA1c detection in Wuhan from 2022 to 2023 
28(January 2022-December 2023), and evaluated the consistency of the results of HBA1c 
29detection among various laboratories, with an aim to provide a basis for improving the 
30quality of DM diagnosis in primary medical institutions and promoting the clinical use 
31of HBA1c.

2. Materials and Methods

322.1 Participants and procedures 

33Participating institutions included 80 laboratories under 51 primary medical institutions 
34and 29 tertiary medical institutions in Wuhan. Participating laboratories received 10 free 
35samples every three months, and reported the results to the External Quality evaluation 
36(EQA) platform of Wuhan Center for Clinical Laboratory as scheduled.
372.2 Specimen preparation
38Patient samples were remaining samples for clinical examination, collected by the 
39laboratory of Asian Cardiology Hospital every three months, with the HbA1c 
40concentration ranging from 5.0% to 10.0%. Abnormal hemoglobin (Hb) specimens were 
41eliminated by hemoglobin electrophoresis to ensure that abnormal Hb < 5%. After 

42preparation, they were stored at minus 80 ℃ . Samples within the same concentration 
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43range were mixed, 50 ml resultant specimens were prepared and then packaged at 100 μ

44l/specimen. Packaged samples, after quality checking against state standards, were then 
45distributed to all participating laboratories.
46This is a retrospective study of remaining samples for clinical examination. Patient 
47samples were collected from Dec 1, 2021 to Sep 15, 2023, relevant data of HbA1c 
48concentration is obtained after collected. All collected samples do not involve any 
49patient information or medical information, only include data of HbA1c concentration; 
50all authors had no access to information that could identify individual participants 
51during or after data collection. Ethics Committee of Wuhan Center for Clinical 

52Laboratory approved the study (No. WHCCL Ethics Committee 〔 2023 〕 003). Verbal 

53informed consent was obtained through telephone, one researcher documented and 
54another one witnessed the obtaining process to make sure that all sample sourced 
55participants confirmed the statement "I agree that my samples can be used for 
56subsequent clinical research".
572.3 Determination of target values
58The target value of the specimens was determined by the laboratory of Asian Cardiology 
59Hospital, a Level I Laboratory certificated by National Glycohemoglobin 
60Standardization Program (NGSP), by using High-performance liquid chromatography 
61(HPLC) for HbA1c measurement. The NGSP HbA1c standardization program began in 
621996, and is committed to promoting the standardization and traceability of HbA1c 
63testing worldwide. As an NGSP-certificated Level I laboratory, Asian Cardiology 
64Hospital was monitored on a quarterly basis via the exchange of 10 fresh frozen samples 
65and has been passing the NGSP criteria on each assessment session in order to maintain 
66their certification status. The testing instrument used is Variant II Turbo of Bole 
67(instrument No. YXLM-GEN-A.03), the testing reagents included Bole's original reagent, 
68calibration products kits and quality control sets. The instrument is regularly maintained 
69and calibrated according to the laboratory’s standard operating procedure (SOP). 
70After assigning a value to the whole blood specimens, the specimens were distributed to 

71participating laboratories in 24 hours via cold chain transportation at -20 ℃ . The 

72preliminary experimental data showed that the uniformity and stability of the samples 
73met the requirements under this transportation condition.
742.4 Consistency Comparison 
75Consistency comparison was made every quarter, and results were not grouped 
76according to instruments or methods. Laboratories must submit testing data within a 
77week after receipt of specimens on quarterly basis. The consistency criteria required that 
78the deviation of the test result from the target value should be less than or equal to 6%. 
79More than 80% of the results satisfying the criteria was considered acceptable. After 
80quarterly comparison, field guidance was provided and instrument calibration was 
81carried out for unqualified laboratories.
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822.5 Data Collection
83Data were uploaded to the EQA platform of Wuhan Clinical Laboratory Center.
842.6 Statistical Analysis
85Data were analyzed using Microsoft® Excel® 2021MSO (version 2409 Build 
8616.0.18025.20030), including methodological distribution, pass rate, and variability. 
87Single sample K-S test was utilized for normality test, and a P>0.05 was considered to be 
88normal distribution. The normally-distributed data were expressed as z±s, and the 
89paired t-test was used for inter-group comparisons. Chi-square test was used to compare 
90the pass rate among different levels of medical institutions. A P<0.05 was considered to 
91be statistically significant.

3. Results

923.1 Detection Methods Used by Institutions
93Various methods were used for HbA1c determination, including Ion-Exchange 
94High-Performance Liquid Chromatography (IE-HPLC), Boronate-Affinity HPLC, 
95immunoassay, enzymatic assay, Point-of-care Testing (POCT), among others.
96In tertiary medical institutions, HPLC was a primary technique for HbA1c detection. Of 
97the 29 tertiary medical institutions, 23 (79.3%) employed HPLC-ion exchange, 3 
98institutions (10.7%) used HPLC-borate affinity, and 3 institutions utilized other methods, 
99such as immunoturbidimetry or enzymatic assays. 
100In primary healthcare institutions, a variety of instruments and methodologies were 
101used. Of the 51 primary healthcare institutions, 20 employed HPLC-ion exchange or 
102borate affinity (39.2%), 19 institutions used immunofluorescence or 
103immunoturbidimetry (37.3%), and 12 utilized liquid chromatography and POCT, as 
104shown in figure 1.

105Figure 1   Methods used in primary healthcare institutions 
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1063.2 Pass rate of laboratories
107Against the passing criteria, the pass rate of tertiary medical institutions was 
108significantly higher than that of primary medical institutions (P<0.05). In the first quarter 
109of 2022, the pass rate of primary care institutions was only 39.2%, and by the fourth 
110quarter of 2023, the pass rate increased to 64.6%, as shown in Figure 2.

111
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112

113

114Figure 2 * Passing rate of different medical institutions in terms of HBA1c consistency
115* The horizontal axis represents chronological order of the comparison project. The left 
116and right vertical axis displays the numbers of laboratories and passing rate of HBA1c 
117test, respectively.
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119

1203.3 Differences in methods within groups
121Results obtained by four different methods, involving 3 different representative 
122concentrations (6.0-7.0%, 7.5-8.5%, 9.5-10.5%), in 51 primary medical institutions were 
123analyzed. Among the four methods, the variation in POCT group was greatest, the 
124coefficient of variation (CV) being up to 19.8%. From the first quarter of 2022 to the 
125fourth quarter of 2023, the CVs of four methods group all decreased significantly, as 
126exhibited in Table 1.

127Table 1   Bias and variation among different detection methods in primary medical institutions

The first comparison session in 2022 The fourth comparison session in 2023
Methodologies

mean SD CV (%) Mean CV (%) mean SD CV (%) Mean CV (%)

6.584 0.396 6.0% 6.331 0.255 4.0%

7.903 0.388 4.9% 8.399 0.242 2.9%

High-Performance 
Liquid 

Chromatography 
(HPLC) 9.747 0.997 10.2%

6.0%

9.954 0.258 2.6%

3.5%

6.094 0.995 16.3% 6.204 0.846 13.6%

7.879 2.253 28.6% 8.230 0.656 8.0%

Immunization 
(immunofluorescence 

or 
immunoturbidimetry) 8.708 1.887 21.7%

18.0%

9.924 1.017 10.2%

11.4%

6.043 0.707 11.7% 6.373 0.290 4.6%

7.786 0.517 6.6% 8.444 0.374 4.4%Liquid 
Chromatography

9.714 0.694 7.1%

8.6%

10.020 0.613 6.1%

6.4%

6.420 0.458 7.1% 6.554 0.165 2.5%

8.394 1.802 21.5% 8.250 0.610 7.4%POCT

10.372 2.299 22.2%

19.8%

9.606 0.793 8.3%

5.8%

128

129
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1303.4 Coefficient of variation of immunoassay
131In this study, 19 primary medical institutions used immunological methods for HBA1c 
132detection, and the variability of inter-laboratory detection varied substantially. From the 
133first quarter of 2022 to the fourth quarter of 2023, the variability of inter-laboratory 
134detection gradually dropped, from 18.0% to 11.4%, as shown in Figure 3.

135

136Figure 3   Coefficients of variation of immunoassays*
137* The horizontal axis represents chronological order of the comparison project, and the 
138vertical axis displays the coefficients of variation.

4. Discussion

139The clinical application of a testing metric is intimately related to its measurement 
140quality or accuracy. The international HbA1c standardization program, starting in 1996, 
141was designed to make the test results of the same analyte clinically consistent among 
142different laboratories and different detection systems through specimen comparison [8]. 
143In China, the standardization of HbA1c measurement commenced in 2020, a project 
144known as “China Glycohemoglobin Standardization Program” (CGSP). CGSP originated 
145from Shanghai Glycohemoglobin Standardization Program in 2010, setting up the 

146qualification standard at deviation ≤  6% of target value. In this study, we applied the 

147CGSP consistency criteria (deviation ≤ 6%), and the overall pass rate (84.5%) of HBA1c 

148measurement of tertiary medical institutions was significantly higher than that (50.2%) 
149of primary medical institutions, multiple factors might have contributed to this finding. 
150As we all known, only persistent and joint effort is needed to continuously improve the 
151measurement quality of HbA1c and provide a more reliable bedrock for clinical 
152management of DM. 
153Primary care serves as the cornerstone in a strong healthcare system. In recent years, 
154primary healthcare institutions have undergone continuous reforms, striving to improve 
155their efficiency and performance. However, they still grapple with financial constraints, 
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156a dearth of skilled professionals, sluggish departmental growth, and limited capacity to 
157treat major diseases [9]. In our previous survey, of all 188 primary medical institutions in 
158Wuhan, 60.0% had two or fewer laboratory personnel, 27.1% performed HbA1c test, and 
15960.8% test results cannot reach the quality requirements (CV<3.5%). Daily clinical duties 
160make it hard for these primary medical institutions to send staff for advanced 
161professional training. As a result, many laboratories (accounting for 53.4% in Wuhan) 
162have failed to establish a quality management system. Many laboratory staff lack quality 
163control awareness, are foreign to instrument operation, do not understand the working 
164principles of HbA1c determination. With the implementation of the inter-laboratory 
165comparison program, the research team provides specific guidance to unqualified 
166laboratories on quarterly basis, and the pass rate has been improved (having risen from 
16739.2% to 64.6% in primary medical institutions). 
168In this study, a variety of instruments and methodologies were used in primary 
169healthcare institutions, and results showed that, among the four methods, the variation 
170coefficient of immunoassay and POCT group was really high, sometimes more than 
17120.0%. Previous study reported that some techniques and instruments were gradually 
172phased out because of unstable HbA1c test results [8]. In recent years, with the 
173upgrading of detection equipment, HPLC method is extensively used in tertiary medical 
174institutions, while immunoturbidimetric essays and point-of-care test (POCT) are still 
175very common in primary medical institutions. Apart from lack of professionals, the 
176small amount of detection, high maintenance cost and expense of quality control 
177products are important factors leading to this situation. HPLC is an automatic detection 
178method with high reliability and accuracy, and has been seen as a state-recommended 
179method for HbA1c detection [10]. On the contrary, immunoturbidimetric detection 
180requires pre-treatment, which is greatly subject to operator skill and might result in 
181undesirable reproducibility and accuracy in HbA1c measurement [11]. POCT is 
182naturally a wise choice for primary medical institutions since it requires little expertise 
183and easy to operate with no major procedural challenges [12]. However, according to 
184Expert Consensus Committee on HbA1c measurement, the precision and accuracy of 
185most POCT methods, at present, fail to meet clinical needs [13,14], and thus cannot be 
186used for diabetes diagnosis [15], and are recommended as a monitoring test. Some 
187studies reported that under strict and standardized laboratory quality control, including 
188standard operating procedures, internal quality control (IQC), regular instrument 
189calibration, etc. the performance will meet the criteria for clinical application in terms of 
190precision and accuracy [16]. In this study, coefficient of variation (CV) within all four 
191method groups was lowered at the end of the comparison program. For the 
192immunological assay group, CV decreased from 18.0% to 11.4%. According to the 
193quality requirements of HbA1c determination (CV<3.5%), HbA1c detected by HPLC in 
194primary medical institutions can satisfy the clinical requirements at present, but it’s 
195recommended that the results using other methods should only serve as an auxiliary 
196indicator for diabetes management, and there is still a long way to go before primary 
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197clinical institutions can employ these methods with precision and accuracy that are up to 
198the requirements of clinical application. 
199External quality assessment (EQA) is an effective way to verify the reliability and 
200comparability of laboratory test results, and is also a measure indicative of the result of 
201standardization work [10]. However, due to insufficient commutability, most processed 
202EQA materials are unsuitable to assess trueness of HbA1c assays and agreement 
203between different assays or laboratories [17]. The samples used in the evaluation should 
204be as close as possible to clinical samples, which is very important for the screening of 
205diabetes, the formulation of blood glucose management protocol and the evaluation of 
206the efficacy. In this study, we used fresh whole blood samples with no obvious matrix 
207effect as comparison specimen. The project improved the consistency of HbA1c tests in 
208primary medical institution, provided an example for improving the detection 
209performance and diabetes management, and offered a practical example to accelerate the 
210mutual recognition of medical test results in a wider range.
211This study is subject to several limitations. First, only one laboratory was chosen to 
212determine the value of comparison specimens. In future, we will cooperate with more 
213capable and qualified partners in promoting the consistency of HbA1c measurement in 
214primary medical settings. In addition, HbA1c test is not widely used in diabetes 
215management in primary medical institutions at present, only 27.1% institutions 
216performed this item, and too many detection methods resulting in a small number in 
217some method groups. As a stable monitoring index, HbA1c is recommended to be 
218included in the diabetes management plan in primary medical settings under the 
219premise of standard quality control.

Conclusion

Inter-laboratory comparison of HbA1c can effectively improve test consistency of 
primary medical institutions. The finding has implications for diabetes management 
strategies, emphasizing the importance of continuous comparison of HBA1c test in 
primary medical institutions, providing a practical example to accelerate the mutual 
recognition of medical test results in a wider range.
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