CRYO

Best Cord Blood Bank

2013 = gEFp g4 Fﬁp@ﬂﬁ%ﬁéf (4 5])

Latest cord blood samples quality assurance test re sults
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CRYOLIFE are committed to delivering only the highest quality of service and we take great pride in our state-of-the-art facility, what we do and our loyalty to our customers. This is why
CRYOLIFE undergoes a comprehensive quality check twice a year.
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Most conventional cord blood banks only conduct Recovery of Viability Tests. However, CRYOLIFE’s quality control is more advanced and to an international standard. Aside from basic tests,
CRYOLIFE has been conducting the Colony Forming Unit (CFU) Test since 2008 to investigate the ability of proliferation and differentiation of hematopoietic stem cells. AABB, the industry’s
leading authority, believe this CFU test is crucial before distribution to ensure the quality and stability of the sample.

CRYOLIFE #r— BIpHEIMPT 4 71385 o PRl iR o AV 7 6 Difchtanfl » £l 2 Pt ffF“'J'J‘” g I*JEH:# I l‘ﬁﬁﬂnﬁi RSN R - R el s PRILD R
&3 90% > i HIEE N G > S I all Ty SR R e Y Hifl} FIZY Pfﬁ*@”vﬁ ES 2N I P ERREER -7 “F”l?ﬁﬁ R El e ’EFF#JIE’ﬁ SRR

In recent tests carried out in April 2013, six samples were thawed to evaluate the preservation of V|ab|I|ty. Two samples were chosen to be tested against previous results, in which we found
that the recovery of viability in CRYOLIFE’s samples is over 90%. Such testing has proven there is no evidence to suggest that long-term storage has an effect on cord blood cell viability. A
result that is extremely satisfying and encouraging to both CRYOLIFE and our clients.
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Year of Preservation CFU Year of , Preservation Period
: _ Recovery of A _ Date of Evaluation Recovery of
Processing Period (Y/M) o (x 10%/mL) Processing (Y/M) o
Viability Viability
1998 14/4 94.2% 1999 25/04/2005 5/7 92.6%
2005 8/1 97.9% 130042013 136 91.9%
0.03-2.2
2007 5/4 96.9% 2003 17/11/2009 6/7 99.4%
2009 34 90.6% 10/04/2013 10/0 98.3%




