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| PEER REVIEW |

An integrated Peer Review functionality provides an efficient method for performing this task on the ImageQube. A simple process allows
Peer Review to be performed during the reading and interpretation workflow.

® You are required to perform 12 peer reviews every 30 days. Your review count for the past 30 days is 4

If a required number of Peer Reviews must be completed in a
specified time period, upon user login, a configurable alert can be
set to remind users and update them on current status.
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When a study is opened for interpretation, the Peer Review icon is
easily visible. If the opportunity for Peer Review exists for a study,
the checkmark will be gray in color. When Peer Review has been

completed on the study, the checkmark color is changed to green. [ o |

Reviewed by: HERD,JOHN MD

Dictated by: DR.RADIOLOGIST

Name:
Patient ID(MRN):
Modality:

Exam Date: Name: JONESBETSY Birth date:  05/05/1962
PatientID(MRN). 001275174 Referring: KAPLAN,L
Modality: CT Gender: F
Exam Date:  11/04/2003 16:31 Accession: 0000203
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Dictated by: DR. RADIOLOGIST Reviewed by: HERD,JOHN MD

There are four possible Peer Review results presented in two
screens. The first screen reflects two choices allowing the
physician to either “Agree” or “Disagree” with the initial interpreta-
tion. If “Agree” is chosen, the results are saved and the process is
complete for this study. However, if “Disagree” is selected, a
second screen is opened with three levels of discrepancy and the
ability to indicate whether it is likely to be significant. The ability to
enter notes is also available. All actions are user and date/time
stamped. Results can be exported to spreadsheet programs for
further analysis, or even imported into the ACR (American College of
Radiology) system, if a facility desires.

© Score 1 - Agree with Diagno

® Disagree with Diagnosis

# Score 1 - Agree with Diagnosis

O Disagree with Diagnosis

O Score 2
Discrepency in interpretation/not ordinarily expected to be made (understandable miss)
# Score 3
Discrepency in interpretation/should be made most of the time
core 4
Discrepency in interpretation/should be made most of the time - misinterpretation of finding

O a.Unlikely to be clinically significant

# b.Likely to be clinically significant

Administration of a facility's Peer Review needs can easily be accom-
modated. Though physicians performing Peer Reviews only have
access to their own results, an Administrator can access all results,
and has the ability to approve, set pending flags and close out
reviews.

11012072011 17:12 - HERD, JOHN MD - User, date, and time-stamped notes are saved in history lag file
11012072011 17:13 - reviewed by HERD, JOHN MD - Score 23

Peer Review List - Last 30 days

Reviewer [ i Score 7 Dictated By i Modality Exam Date Exam Description Bodypart Institution
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IMAGING 11/21/2011 16:35 LOCAL ROOT USER 'SERETI,MICHELE 5

2007-07-10

NECK_C

DIAGNOSTIC AND IMAG!

IMAGING 11/21/2011 18:37 LOCAL ROOT USER MARCUS KEVIN

2005-10-27

WRIST; COMPLETE MIN.

[ TOWER ST JOHN IMAGING

IMAGING 11/21/2011 16:32 DR. RADIOLOGIST BURNS JUDY

2005-09-21

[COLON BARIUM ENEMA, ...

[ TOWER ST JOHN IMAGING

LOCAL ADIMIN 11/04/2011 12:34 DR. RADIOLOGIST BURNS,JUDY

2005-09-21

COLON BARIUM ENEMA,....

TOWER ST.JOHN IMAGI...

IMAGING 11/16/2011 16:18 DR. RADIOLOGIST BURNS JUDY

2005-09-21

[ TOWER ST. JOHN'S IMA...
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