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INTRODUCTION
During 2018-2020, Proficiency Tests (PT
among laboratories all Europe on
products available on the rket. The
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sults was performed applying the Jarque-Bera test
sis of normality. To use the Jarque-bera test is need
urtosi check. These data were used to verify the
ingredients on the different formulation of the ¢ at 95th percentage with the Jarque-Bera formula:
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hyl 5%, Propiconazole
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RESULTS

Based on the statistical evaluation, the
results indicate that for each method,
laboratories obtains acceptable results.
In particular, laboratories that used

free to use an ca
"and was asked to repo
ach active substance.

argely used are:

. “‘CIPAC” method obtains a low
E—— N YN AEE dispersion index with a variance of 3,52
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. for 66 participants;

‘In-House” method obtains a low
dispersion index with a variance of 7,27
for 170 participants;

ethod

“manufacturer’'s” method obtains smaller
dispersion index with the lowest
variance of 0,56 for 27 participants.
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