BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of firms/companies

- “ " » Lab Kits & Chemical Items
STAGE-01 Page 1 of 1
M/S: Bilal | M/S: M/S: Gulf M/S: Three M/S: Moon | M/S: AA M/S: M/S: Mian
SR. Internatio | Diagnostic Marketing Stars Enterprises | Enterprises | Musaji Scientific
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS nal. Medical International Medical Adam & | Corporation REMARKS
. Associates Supplies Sons
1. Financial Position / Status 15 04 04 04
i. Income Tax registration certificate 04) 8: g: g: g: 04 04 04 04
ii. Sales tax registration certificate (04) o7 o p o 04 07 07 07
iii. Statement worth (min 05 million) (07) 7 07
2. Overall past performance of the 25
firm/company
A. Children Hospital, Faisalabad (25)
i) very good ( (20) 9
ii) good (15) S
iii) satisfactory 5
B. Other Govt. Institutions 05 points = 25 &
No past experience with this institution but the each certificate 25 = 25 25 25 25 25
firm has experience with other Govt. maximum = &
Institutions and firm has provided satisfactory 25 points 2'
performance certificate from the Head of those z
Govt. institutions (competent authority). (00)
C. Unsatisfactory/ Poor (technically knocked
out)
3. Warehouse / good own 05 03 03 03
i. Company’s/firm’s own ware house / good 03) 03 03 03 03 03 02 02 02
own 02) 02 02 02 02 02
ii. Company’s own transportation facility
(loading vehicle)
4. International Certification 0S
i) 1SO (9001, etc.) (05)
ii) CE (04
iii) FDA (USA) (05)
iv) FDA (China) (03) 05 05 05 03 03 04 04 04
v) WHO (05)
Maximum = 05
Total Points =
e 50 50 25 48 48 49 49 49
LY i At
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 1 of 243
] 1. | Buffer | Pack of 4 Bottles . ]
M/S: Bilal International,
SR. Siemens, Siemens
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS (USA/Ireland), REMARKS |
Germany, 4 Bottle/Pack |

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items 05
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05

1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 02
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 03
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (00)
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good - (16)

2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is technically (12)
accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the product (00)
(Technically rejected)
Production Capacity 10

Per day production capacity of relevant product against the total

advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
, Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
: Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 2 of 243
Iﬁ 2. | Wash [ Pack of 4 Bottles
M/S: Bilal International,
SR. Siemens, Siemens
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS (USA/Ireland), Germany, 4 REMARKS
Bottle/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable ltems 05
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
i ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 02
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 03
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) ( 7 7
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) y) .
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 3 0f 243
[ 3. [ISE Fill Solution [ Pack of 3
M/S: Bilal International,
SR. Siemens, Siemens
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS (USA/reland), Germany, . REMARKS
Pack of 3

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05

1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. 03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)

2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is 12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Fechnically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)

4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) {7
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) J

V ‘l Total W \‘
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 4 of 243
[ 4. | PhFil Solution [ Pack of 3 ]
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
Germany, Pack of 3
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 i, Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% . (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) i
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) yy4
/m/tv Total j 04/ o W o
\ points-= oS ’
A Qﬂ A }T 50 / \\\,,l
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 5 0f 243

5. [ Reference Fill Solution

[ Pack of 3

Dr-Hira Abdul Razzaé/ Dr. [sma‘l?\sif
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank

End User
(Member)

SR.

NO EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Bilal International,
Siemens, Siemens
(USA/Ireland), Germany,
Pack of 3

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

05

02
03

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

2 iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20)
(16)
(12)
(12)

20

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iil) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 6 0f 243
[ 6. |[ControlLevel12&3 [ 30 Vials of each Level l
M/S: Bilal International,
SR Siemens, Siemens
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
= Germany, 30 Vials of
each level
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items 05
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 02
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 03
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (00)
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is technically (12)
accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the product
(Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against the total
advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) '
Jl tJL’ Total / M// \\
/ ; points = 49
ix«m A s 50| ank
. (4 - 4 X
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 7 of 243

I PT Reagent

[12X 15 ml

SR.

EVALUATION CRITERIA

M/S: Bilal International,

POINTS | Stago, Diagnostica Stago

(France), France, 12*15 ml

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

it) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20)
(16)
(12)
(12)

20

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i, Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

if) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items
STAGE-02 Page 8 of 243

r 8. Cleaner Solution 6 x 2500 ml

M/S: Bilal International,
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Stago, Diagnostica Stago REMARKS
(France), France, 6*2500 ml

SR.
NO

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 )
Surgical/ Disposable Items ‘%
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, efc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. 03) 03

v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)

material etc.

Product’s past experience
i) very good 20

ii) good (20)

2 iit) satisfactory (16)
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted. (12)

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the (00)

product (Technically rejected)

Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market

i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

10— j?\agv/ M»
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 9 of 243
[ 9. [APTT Reagent [12 x5 ml : j
M/S: Bilal
SR International, Stago,
N EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Diagnostica Stago REMARKS
NO .
(France), France, 12*5 k
ml
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 13
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material efc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAGE-02

Lab Kit

s & Chemical Items

Page 10 of 243

[ 10. [CaCR2

24 x15 ml

REMARKS

SR M/S: Bilal International,
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Stago, Diagnostica Stago
(France), France, 24*15 ml
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 -
Surgical/ Disposable Items )
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iit) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the (00)
product (Technically rejected)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production _capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%
ii. 50% to 60%
iil. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience

| Yo 1o JNLE

Hita Abdul Razza
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery
End User (Member)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items
STAGE-02 Page 11 of 243

[ 11. [ Controls HSN, HSP [ 10x02x01
M/S: Bilal International,

EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Stago, Diagnostica Stago REMARKS
(France), France, 10¥02*01 ml

SR.
NO

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
iii) satisfactory (12)
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the (00)
product (Technically rejected)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years expericnce

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

20
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(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 12 0of 243
ﬁ 12. | Desrb-U [ 24 x 15 ml
SR M/S: Bilal International,
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Stago, Diagnostica Stage REMARKS
NO
(France), France, 24*15 mi
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted. :
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity) -
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
points = 49
4 \;\I\ 50 3 o 0
ca Ryt A /
i
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 13 of 243

[ 13

| ALB-Albumin

| 480 Tests

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Bilal International,
Siemens, Siemens
(USA/Ireland), Germany

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items ‘

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

-
v
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HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery
End User (Member)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 14 0f 243
r 14. | BUN-Urea Nitrogen | 480 Tests
SR M/S: Bilal International,
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Siemens, Siemens REMARKS
(USA/Ireland), Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iil. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

o
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HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items
STAGE-02 " Page 15 0f243
[ 15. [ CA-Calcium [ 480 Tests ]
SR M/S: Bilal International,
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Siemens, Siemens ) REMARKS
(USA/Ireland), Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Preduct’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 1ii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is 12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per dav production capacity of relevant product a ainst
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) 0
Total
\ L points = /V‘)é ﬂ L
19 220y’ 50 A \\
e T + (Ve \ ; |
N ~Jiira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Dr. Imran Q¥dir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. S n Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistaptpfofessor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (M er) (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 16 of 243
[ 16. [ CHOL-Cholesterol [ 480 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | [ntemational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland), )
Germany :
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
X Total /
N points = 49
50 ~ (\
Prt. Hira Abdul Kazzaq Dr. Ismail Kéif/ Dr, i Qathr Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sm}nan Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery ssistant profebgbr Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 17 of 243
[ 17. [ CREA-Creatinine [ 480 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good ) (20)
it) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) !
Q (/L Total I /)\ / )
oints = 49
P\aﬂ Vel M) /L e o ' g
. L Y ~ . N
Bt. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismal{Asu" Dr /! Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman\h\/ed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery ssistant professorfeads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 18 of 243
[ 18. | DBIL-Direct Bilirubin [ 320 Tests ]
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | [niernational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany o
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 :
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
il. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
, Total i
Na” ——/LLQ U7 points = A 49 /ﬂ y \l’
(jp R Al 50 o/
T/ v
Dr¢Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismaﬂ’ALsif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Suiman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery ‘ eads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) 7 (Member) Neonatology

(Member)

(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 19 of 243
F 19. | HA1C-Glycated Hemoglobin (Including Calibrations) [ 120 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA poiNTs | [nternational, Siermens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland),
, | Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
il) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
‘ Total 7 L~
e Jgﬂ Z o JL \\(\/) points = ‘ 49

Dr. Hita Abdul Razzaq
HOD Pathology/Blood
End User
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 20 of 243
r 20. | IBCT- Automated Total Iron Binding Capacity | 240 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
- Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 i, Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) .
’}u/{ Total /
o . | - points = 49
);ﬂ oA Qﬂ. Ad - } 50 7
Dr. Hira Abdul Ra’ézaq Dr. Ismail Kgﬁ' Dr. I adir Y(/V Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery ssistant profgs§or Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 21 of 243
[ 21. |IRN-Iron [ 240 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA poINTS | [niernational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO E Siemens (USA/Ireland),
w_ Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (035) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iiii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
¢ Total
< l points = 49 1/
Y~ A /245/ v . 50 . nv/ “
D¢, Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ism{il Asif Dr. Imran Qadir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Ssistant profesgor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) 7 (Convener)

e




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 22 of 243
r 22. I MG-Magnesium | 120 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
-NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
B Germany é:
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 )
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 035
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) ]
Jﬁ( ) Total 57
D 4 points = 49 4/1/
/}mﬂ Ko L 50 s o y
r. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Qadi /\/L/V Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant Profe$sor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member) f (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 23 of 243
[ 23. | GLUC-Glucose (revised) | 1440 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), . REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 i, Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
J/ QD_)):;)/ dm/dﬁw) points = l 49
o 7 ] 50 ). 0
: 1% - - (v - g
Dr. Hlira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ism‘a/ﬁ Asif Dr. Imran Qadir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery istant pro ss%’:; Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) ¢ - (Member) Neonatology
(Member) 7 (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 24 of 243
f 24, l PHOS-Phosphorus | 480 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA pPOINTS | [nternational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) ;\
Total
) 4/\ ;?a «f /{m/ ‘['q‘ / points = 49 12/1/ x
1% j . /t 50 A~
Pt. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismnfg}{mf 2 dir, Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant profiessor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Memb: . (Member) Neonatology

(Member) f ) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 25 of 243
r 25. | AHDL- (revised) Non-Pretreatment HDL | 240 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
Germany ¥
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 i
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 035
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) expefience (05)
JM\J Total l ﬂ? Q{
. 0 points = 49 -
Jiw A it =7 " » > ‘
DSt Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ism"ﬁrAsif ir ~/ Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery ssistant profe: eads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member)

(Member)/ (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAGE-02

Lab Kits & Chemical Items

Page 26 0f 243

[ 26. [ ALDL- Non-Pretreatment LDL [ 120 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | nternational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO ! K Siemens (USA/Ireland),
: Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling 00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is 12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experjence (05) ]
JU\ \\A‘/f Total o /)@
/ ; points =
&“ ~ 6 9"’5‘{ 50 i )
Dy Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismaiv;xsif adi % Dr. Hamza Sohail
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End User
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D}g) tlman Javed

AsSociate Professor Peadiatric
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(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 27 of 243
[ 27. [ TBIL-Total Bilirubin | 480 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
: Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technicaily rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantit
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience ' 03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
. 2 M * -M i points = 49 M
O~ & ?51;/) ' 50 " / v 4
DgAllira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Dr. Imran Qadir /\// Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
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End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 28 of 243
[ 28. [ TP-Total Protein | 480 Tests ]
M/S: Bilal
SR. | International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
jil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
,,( er \J&/]{ Total @
. N X points = 49
. ~ A )2 [ﬁﬁ . 50 . s M N\
Dr-’Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail A‘éif D; ir /\f/v Dr. Hamza Sohail DrNstiman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant pro r Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) : (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 29 of 243
[ 29. [TGL-Triglycerides [ 480 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
Germany )
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, €tc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. 03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience 03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 05)
Total
- £) @54 Jﬁr d“j/ points = 49
e ; ‘l £ 50 . >
Dr-Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismajl Asif ~Tmran ir, /\/V Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant profggsor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) ' (Member) Neonatology
(Member) / (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 30 of 243
| 30. | UCFP-Urine/Cerebrospinal Fluid Protein [ 80 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | [nternational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, efc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the :
product (Technically rejected) (00) -

Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above)}experience

LrageiY + (1)/

),

Df. Hira Abdul lyazzaq Dr. IsmaiJAsif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 31 of 243

[ 31. [ URCA-Uric Acid [ 480 Tests

M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | [Miernational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 i, Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good 16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than | year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) F
. \/ m Total h /w /

. A points = 49 /

4 ; ?) W / 4
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismaf Asif i /_A//v Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 32 of 243
[ 32. [ ALP-Alkaline Phosphates [ 360 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA poINTs | [ntemational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA{Ireland),
Germany "
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

&,m 0 Peaef ,M M/[

(%/ /é{

&

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq v Dr. IsmaiVAsif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 33 of 243
[ 33. | ALT-Alanine Aminotransferase (GPT) [ 240 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTSs | ternational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quanti
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i1) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
ii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) N
ll[p J,) Total / %
points = 49 ’
or B (\Z‘Y( 50 / g ‘e \ J
Dr” Hira Abd\rl' Razzaq Dr. Ismail IAsif Dr. Imran Qadir \/(// Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulmén Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant-professoy Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) - (Member) Neonatology

(Member)

(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 34 of 243
[ 34. [ AMY-Alpha Amylase [ 240 Tests ]
M/S: Bilal '
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
& Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. 03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iit) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00) - |
Production Capacity 10

Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%
ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than | year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

o B %ﬂ{ ‘!’hf {;Az

por !
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Dr, Hita Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail )Lsif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. E‘u]man Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member)

(Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 35 of 243
[ 3s. | AST-Aspartate Aminotransferase (GOT) | 360 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS :
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iti. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% . (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iit) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) N
&/ \k Total I % Q&
by points = 49 ﬁ
N : 1 so | | — .
Dr. Hirg Abdul R 0 Dr. Ismail A#nf Dr. Imran Qad ] Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
H athology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistent proféssor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member)

(Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 36 of 243
]7 36. | CK-Creatine Kinase | 480 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
Germany f
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 7
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i1) good (16)
2 ii1) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 it) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
/ Total { SZ
points = $9
£ "/ ﬂ
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismailﬁsif W Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Ja.\fey
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery ads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End Userr)fF“ o n XA f/ (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member’ (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-(2 Page 37 of 243
F 37. | GGT-Gamma-Glut amyl Transferees [ 288 Tests J
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA poINTs | [nternational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) 00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% 10
ii. 50% to 60%
iil. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience 04
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience P
Y o | \,
B .
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismglrl Asif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Suhéen Javed
HOD Patholpgy/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery s Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User_f{ . o A ﬂ (Member) (Member) Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical [tems

STAGE-02 Page 38 of 243
r 38. l LDH-lactate Dehydrogenises | 480 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA pOINTs | [ntemational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germatiy ’
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, efc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. 03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
il good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is 12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience 03) 04
iil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
o (/ p— \
points = 49
B n .
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Dr. Imran Qadir \/(/ Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Suln{an Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery tsfant prolysggr Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 39 of 243
[ 39. [LIP-Lipase [ 120 Tests ]
M/S: Bilal
SR- EVALUATION CRITERIA poINTs | [ntemational, Sicmens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 1. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
= 4 / .
(’M{ Hj ] points ﬂ 9 A \
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismaiﬁ\sif ir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery istant prgfes: eads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) : (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 40 0f 243
r 40. | ECO2- Enzymatic Bicarbonate | 360 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA : poINTs | Intemational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO R Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 0s
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technicaily accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production_capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) N
—ﬂ ‘(/Lf Total ‘ m
points = 49 ! .
50 / | i
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical [tems

STAGE-02

Page 41 of 243

| CKMB-Creatine kinase Is enzyme MB

[ 120 Tests

SR.

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Bilal
International, Siemens,
Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

i1) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20)
(16)
(12)
(12)

20

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iil) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

JL

A&/
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End User
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 42 0 243
I 42. | RCRP-High Sensitivity C-Reactive Protein l 120 Tests
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
it) good (16)
2 ii1) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) /1
Total
./q/c,é points = 49 4
: Pl /
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismz;i/{ Asif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulkn/1 n Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery or Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Lab Kits & Chemical Items

End User
(Member)

STAGE-02 Page 43 of 243
[ 43. | ADHL- Calibrator (For DF 48 A) 1 6x1.0ml
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTs | ntemational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised guantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
i, 50% to 60% (06)
iiii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) i [a)
,M d Total W
‘ points = 49 ~
1 50 2 A
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. IsmaﬂAsif D ran Qadir *Z ~ Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical [tems

STAGE-02 Page 44 of 243
[ 44. | ALDL Calibrator [6x1.0ml
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), , ¢ REMARKS
Germany ) *
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material efc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
i) good (16)
2 iit) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) N .
r\ Total
A L points = 49 /
i ) o
. . -~/ .
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical items

STAGE-02

Page 45 of 243

[ ALB/ TP Calibrator

| 6 x2.0ml J

SR.

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Bilal
International, Siemens,
Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05}
(02)
(03}
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
20
(16)
(12)
(12)

20

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

oY
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Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Agif
HOD Pathology/Blood/%‘anl(,{ Medical Officer Peads Surgery

End User
(Member)/ﬁ/f“

P (Member)

Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
(Member) Neonatology

(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical [tems

STAGE-02 Page 46 of 243
[ 46. [ BILI Calibrator [6x1.0ml
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA pOINTS | International, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
it) good 16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technicaily rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total '\
) 4[ points = 49 -
- 5 . \
N
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. IsmailAsif Dr. Imran Qadi Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sl\ﬂ{nan Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery AsSistant professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 47 of 243
[ 47. | CHEM I Calibrator - [ 6x2.0ml
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Iretand), REMARKS
% Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 135
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material efc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) f) ~
S Total ,/
(/24,’ points = 9 ’ /
A & L
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Isma'gxsif i / \/V Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. ﬁman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery P¢ads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Convener)

(Member) . H/Z‘Q ~
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 48 of 243
[ 48. [ CHEM II Calibrator [6x1.2ml
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO ; EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
¥ Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
ili. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) h
Total
m [;éLi points = I 49
50 / 1
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismaﬁﬂ\sif Dr. Imran Qadir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulglan Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professgr Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 49 0f 243
[ 49. [ CHOL Calibrator [ 6 x1.0 ml ]
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience 03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
of Total } '\
points = 49 \
] 50 g 4
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ism{f’l Asif t. Imran Qadjr ( Y Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant profggésor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric

End User
(Member)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 50 of 243
[ 50. [CK Verifier [6x 1.0 ml
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 it) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 05
Total
. &L] points = 49 /%
L 50 = 7
s g <
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail’kﬁf Dg-fmran Qadi e Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant profegfor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric

End User (Member) (Member’ (Member) Neonatology
(Memberg)‘(a 0 Xa (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 51 of 243
[ 51. | CKMB Verifier [6x1.0ml
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%
ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the preduct in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience
iit) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

i

= t

N

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq ail Asif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User ,{ (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member o el L]b\ (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 52 of 243
[ 52. | RCRP Calibrator (for DF 34) [ 10 x 1.0 ml
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
it) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past expericnce with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) . (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than | year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
ii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) o~
)ﬂ\r Total 3 ‘ [ \
' points = 49 / k
M/f 50 ./ “ i,
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 53 of 243
[ 53. [ECO2 Calibrator (for Expand and RXL Max Only) [6x1.2ml
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA pOINTs | [nternational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product 05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience 00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) n n
U Total V @/
) points = 49 \
J-L ’ u 50 X 4,/ i\ N
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismaﬂﬂf Qadir/ e Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. an Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery 9 ssor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Assodwate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)

yﬁf’)gd
j” )




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 54 of 243
l 54, | Enzyme Verifier 16x2.0ml
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA ) POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
¥ Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
d} Total V
Y points = 49 i - &\
1 0 -
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. IsmailfAsif Dr. Imran Qadir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical @fticer Peads Surgery Assistant peofessor Pedds Arplo Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric

End User (Member) (Me r) (Member) Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items
STAGE-02 Page 55 of 243

r 55. | Enzyme 1l |

M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION C’R.lTERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS .
Germany ol
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than | year experience (00)
4 it) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) ; )
Total
JL&» t df points = 49 /W/
50 \\\
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Isﬂ;il Asif . n adi/r/\/ S Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulm:hhved
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistantyrofessor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Membe (Member) Neonatology

(Member) ”\l{ i (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 56 of 243

[ s6.

[ IBCT Calibrator

[6x1.0ml

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Bilal
International, Siemens,
Siemens (USA/Ireland),
Germany

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Dispesable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

05

02
03

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20)
(16)
(12)
(12)

20

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

i) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

LIRS

T—

\,

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank

End User

(Memberj/‘{* 0 )2 Lb

Dr. Ismdil Asif

Medical 'Officer Peads Surgery
(Member)

Dr. Hamza Sohail
Assistant professor Peads Surgery
(Member)

Dr. Sulman Javed
Associate Professor Peadiatric
Neonatology
(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 57 of 243
[ 57. [IRN/TIBC Calibrator l6x1.2ml
M/S: Bilal
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTs | [ntemational, Siemens, REMARKS
NO Siemens (USA/Ireland), .
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) 05) 05
ifi. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%
ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

. (

ey =
\\
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismajl Asif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulm\a}n Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical 'Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User o (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) J . yo h )2‘\\5 (Convener)
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L) -
BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items
STAGE-02 Page 58 of 243
[ 58. [LIP Calibrator [6x3.0 ml
M/S: Bilal
‘e SR. International, Siemens,
\% NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (USA/Ireland), ;. REMARKS
# Germany ¥

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05

1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iiii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, efc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)

2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) / %3
Total
K V{'“ points = / 49 y k
i) Y \
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail AS(I i // Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officér Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 59 of 243
[ 59. | UCEF Calibrator [ 10 x 4.0 ml ]
M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Siemens (US A /Irelan ), REMARKS
Germany :
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% 10
ii. 50% to 60%
iit. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience 04
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience P 5
Jty r &
|7/ )
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail A 1f { 4 ‘y Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User ! (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) jros 0 (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items
STAGE-02 Page 60 of 243

[ 60. [ ALPI Calibrator [

M/S: Bilal
SR. International, Siemens,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Siemens (USA/Ireland), REMARKS
‘Germany *

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15

Surgical/ Disposable 1tems

i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03

v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)

material etc.

Product’s past experience 20

i) very good (20)

i) good (16)
3 iii) satisfactory (12) 20

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

5

fﬁ/’ A

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismg{i/l Asif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulmarz l]aved

HOD Pathology/Blood Ban of Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User ~ A ?ﬁ (Member) (Member) Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 61 of 243

[ 61. | Diluent

| 20L

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: AA
Enterprises, Human
Diagnostic GmbH,
Germany

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

SurgicaV/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20)
(16)
(12)
(12)

20

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

i) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

iy

o

\

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank

End User 2 (Member)
(Member%" o )2 qb

Dr. Isma{l’ Asif
Medical Officer Peads Surgery

Dr. Hamza Sohail
Assistant professor Peads Surgery
(Member)

\
Dr. Sulnan Javed
Associate Professor Peadiatric
Neonatology
(Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 62 of 243

[ 62

| CBC-Lyse

[ 200m

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: AA

Enterprises, Human

Diagnostic GmbH,
Germany

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iil) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20)
(16)
(12)
(12)

20

Production Capacity
Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)

i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

Yy
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Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank
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End User
(Member) 9
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Dr. IsmaﬁAsif
Medical Officer Peads Surgery
(Member)

Dr. Hamza Sohail

Assistant professor Peads Surgery

(Member)

Dr. Sulmtan Javed

Associate Professor Peadiatric
Neonatology

(Convener)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 63 0f 243
[ 63. [ DIFF-Lyse [ 500ml ]
M/S: AA
SR. Enterprises, Human
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Diagnostic GmbH, REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, €tc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
ﬂ (i’ Total _ ﬁ —
B points = )
Wi \y
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail )(;if i { Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. §§lman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery sor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 64 of 243
[ 64. | Clean [ 50mlI
M/S: AA
SR. Enterprises, Human
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Diagnostic GmbH, REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii, Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%
ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience ”
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismaﬁ Asif Dr-Tmran Qadi /( Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. S\]man Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant profe or Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric

End User
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(Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 65 of 243
[ 65. | Control [ 2x3x3ml
M/S: AA
SR. Enterprises, Human
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Diagnostic GmbH, REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 i, Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 15
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iil. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

St

04

’AM’}’ o \\}
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 66 of 243

[ 66. [ HC-Calibrator

l 1X2m

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: AA
Enterprises, Human
Diagnostic GmbH,
Germany

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20)
(16)
(12)
(12)

20

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

10

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

04
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 67 of 243
[ 67. | DILUENT [ 20 Ltr/pack ]
M/S: AA
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA pOINTS | Entcrprises, Human REMARKS
NO Diagnostic GmbH,
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 i, Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) 7
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
"ﬁ" T.otal ;
) ] e | g |
1
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 68 of 243
[ 68. |LYSECF [ 1 Ltr/pack
M/S: AA
SR. Enterprises, Human
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Diagnostic GmbH, REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iil) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years {& above) experience

10

04

o P — /]

)

{

"N
/4

- IV
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismaﬁ Asif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery
End User (Member)

T piy

y Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
(Member) Neonatology
(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical ltems

STAGE-02

Page 69 of 243

[ 69.

| CLEANER

I 1 Ltr/pack

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: AA
Enterprises, Human
Diagnostic GmbH,
Germany

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03}
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20
(16)
(12)
(12)

20

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience
iil) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

”ﬁ
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 70 of 243
[ 70. [ CALIBRATOR [ 1X2 ml |
M/S: AA
SR. Enterprises, Human
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Diagnostic GmbH, REMARKS‘ 5
: Germany T ¥
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i1) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) N
JU ﬂ Total ﬁ
) oints = 49 Ol
4) Y e/l /,
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. l?ﬁil Asif j s Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulénan Javed
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 71 of 243
[ 71. [ CONTROL [ 3X2.5 ml
M/S: AA
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA pOINTS | Enterprises, Human REMARKS
NO Diagnostic GmbH,
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product 05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
it) good (16)
2 iit) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per dav production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) /
iv) 9-15 years (§& above) experience (05) n
/M Total
,f points = 49 ﬁw/ m
VY/4 /
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Ksif Dr. Hamza Sohail " Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User ) (Member) (Member) Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 72 of 243
li 72. l Reagent pack | 1000ml B/Q
M/S: AA
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA pOINTs | Enterprises, Human REMARKS
NO Diagnostic GmbH,
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00) |
4 i1) 1-3 years experience (03) 04 |
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) |
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) \ - |
(LL Total 5) ) .
\:M points = /‘U/
- 50 ﬂ//y
. [ 74
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 73 0of 243
[ 73. [ K+ Refilling solution [ 100ml B/Q
M/S: AA
SR. Enterprises, Human
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Diagnostic GmbH, REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
it. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) /]
Total
(a‘/ points = 49 w/
o N/ ;
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Zsif i 4 Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 74 of 243
[ 74. | Na+/ Cl- Refilling solution [ 100m1 B/Q
M/S: AA
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA pOINTS | Enterpriscs, Human REMARKS
NO Diagnostic GmbH,
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product 05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the tofal advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience 03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) r)
,ﬂ Total ‘
/ﬁ/ ! i points = W) //
, o /
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 75 of 243
[ 75. | Reference Refilling solution- | 100mi B/Q
M/S: AA
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA poINTs | Enterprises, Human REMARKS
NO i Diagnostic GmbH,
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%
ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

oy

A \

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Agi'f Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. SLTl‘man Javed

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 76 of 243

r 76. l Na Conditioner solution

| 100ml B/Q

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: AA
Enterprises, Human
Diagnostic GmbH,
Germany

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20
(16)
(12)
(12)

20

Production Capacity
(Per day productijon capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

AL

o

|

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery

End User {
(Member) o ﬁ,\bﬁ-

‘0\

Dr. Ismail As{f/—

(Member)

Dr. Hamza Sohail
Assistant professor Peads Surgery
(Member)

Dr,\éﬂlman Javed

Associate Professor Peadiatric
Neonatology

(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 77 of 243
[ 77. | Daily Cleaning solution [ 100ml B/Q
M/S: AA
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA pOINTS | Enterprises, Human REMARKS
NO Diagnostic GmbH,
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& apove) experience (05) /7
M Total
B points = 9
50 i /ﬂ L — “
-
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismgl Asif ~Tmran Qagir 4 Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. S\l}lman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Mem (Member) Neonatology

(Convener)

(Member) (3 “%
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 78 of 243
[T 78. [ Weekly cleaning solution [ 100ml B/Q
M/S: AA
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA poOINTS | Enterprises, Human REMARKS
NO Diagnostic GmbH,
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production_capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) ﬂ
iy | it v
. points = 49 i
i o NaY § ([ a
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismaﬂ Asif DT, Tmran acy //// Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. an Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant prpfe§sor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric

End User
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(Member)

(Member) Neonatology
(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 79 of 243
[ 79. ]QC Solution [ 100m1 B/Q ]
M/S: AA
SR. Enterprises, Human
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Diagnostic GmbH, REMARKS
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i1) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technicaily rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii, 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 i) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

Ji iy

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail’ Asif

Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User ) oy )ZL; ‘6 (Member) (Member) Neonatology
e 3 (Convener)

(Member):f/




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 80 of 243
[ 80. [ D-Diluent | 20L
M/S: DMA,
SR. Diatro Dil Diff,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Diatron Hungry, REMARKS
: 20L/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 20
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is 12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience {05) 7
Total g
points = 49 '
Jh ‘t&/f 50 j/ i br—

. . . . P4 R T\
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End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 81 0f 243
[ 81. | D-Lyse | 1000ml ]
M/S: Diatro
;‘8 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS ;yse’ Diatron REMARKS
ungry,
1L/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iit. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) n
Total
{ﬂ m/ points = 45 W
- 50 . Y~ 4|
. T /(// A , e
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq } Dr. Ismail/Asif ' Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery stant profgsser” Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User 5 of (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) }/‘ : % (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 82 of 243

[ 82

| D- Cleaner

[ 1000mI

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Diatro
Clean, Diatron
Hungry, 1L/Pack

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20
(16)
(12)
(12)

16

Production Capacity
Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised guantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

i) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

&

A

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank

End User
(Member)
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-
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Assistant professor Peads Surgery
(Member)
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Associate Professor Peadiatric
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 83 of 243
[ 83. [ Blood Culture Bottle [ 25ml
M/S: Musaji M/S: Three
Ii% EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS f‘v‘fﬂ’c‘o% aS;ns gfg;l?::dlca] REMARKS
Pakistan RSB, 1*No
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product ) (05) 05 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
N 2 iii) satisfactory ’ 12) 16 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market .. 0S8
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 04
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) ﬂ
Total
) points = 45
m ‘tL' hﬂ/ﬁ W — ‘\ i
= 7 WA
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail 1}% j Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User - ® ?%‘ﬁ{ (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 84 of 243
[ 84. | TDA Reagent | Biomerieux ]
SR M/S: Musaji Adam &
NO’ EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Sons, Biomerieux, REMARKS
Frans
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling material (00)
etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is 12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the product

(Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against the total
advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

.

-

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail 1;:1} Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User . ) Qo. - (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member v b (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 85 of 243
| 85. | James Reagent | Biomerieux
SR M/S: Musaji Adam
N O EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | & Sons, REMARKS
Biomerieux, Frans
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the N
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
‘ﬁ %_7 points = 44 /
50 g 4
o 0 Sgd

P 2 70 - 77 2 \
r. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail }\sif /7/ Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. &I‘\Sfan Javed

Dr. Imran Qagi

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistapt-pfefessor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) Methbet (Member) Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 86 of 243
[ 86. | NIT 1& NIT 2 Reagent [ Biomerieux ]
M/S: Musaji
ilf)' EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS g‘.""‘m & Sons, REMARKS
iomerieux,
Frans
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
i ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) /’
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
ﬁ Total
) points = | @
f@ ge oy ,w’ -+ _ 50 m ol n L
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Dr, i Qadir L7/ Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sul\gan Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery ssistant profesggfPeads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 87 of 243
API 10S (Identification System for Enterobacteriaceae & non fastidious . .
87. . . Biomerieux

ram-negative rods) with reagents

SR M/S: Musaji

N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS

Biomerieux, Frans

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05

1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
it) good (16)

2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00) .

4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iil) 4-8 years experience 04) (
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)

Total 1l
O )2‘2%’ ¢ /]7{ points = W ﬂ L \
o ; . \
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzag Dr. Is%/ail Asif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr.\S#iman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank MediZal Officer Peads Surgery Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 88 of 243
[ 88. [RapID Nitrate A & B ‘ [ Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO
Remel UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory 12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Techrically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 0
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience i (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
/ Total
4 points = 44 0
o g&d{ J;L W) 50 Y/ Y~ i
m 7 \j/ /}//V -
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismatl Asif Dr,_lmran Qadir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. S&L&n Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery AGsistant professg¢-Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 89 of 243
l 89. | Rap ID Staph Plus Reagent | Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. ) Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Remel REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii, Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Iy - ’
: K points[= 44 @ (]
ﬁ“m N é‘/\/ ) 50 /
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Aéf Dr. Imran Qadi Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr[ Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery r Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-(02 Page 90 of 243
[ 90. [ Remel RapID ONE System [ API 10S Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
ﬁl({)‘ EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS g‘dam & REMARKS
ons, Remel
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience . (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Jz. Y l! 1 ( Total g
) - 4 points = 44 ﬁ
re o X 47 S0 a4 ’/ i\\
. . . . [Z4 .
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. IsmallfASLf Dr. Im dir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. S\Ihman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery ssistant/professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Membgf) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 91 of 243
r 91. l Remel RapID Inoculation Fluid | 2ml Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Remel REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good 16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market [15]
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 it) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
o Total ||
@ [} %Zj mc \(1_7 points = 44 1/(‘9 : h
50 | [ — 1
. . . ( / 1 4 . \
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismall/A,s1f Dr. [ adi Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery istant professgt Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) . (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 92 of 243
li 92. | Remel RaplID Nitrate Reagent A I Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Remel REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product 05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised guantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i1) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 05) Ay
ned /‘h Ji/ Total \{\
0 )Q“ points = 44 ﬁ .
o -
} ! 9 J 50 ya¥a) JA - / L\
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif . Imran-Qadi 9& gV Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. &gﬁan Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery g ads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 93 of 243
[ 93. [ Remel RapID Nitrate Reagent B [ Imported Best Quality ]
M/S: Musaji
N EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Ad2m & REMARKS
ons, Remel
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, efc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20) |
ii) good (16) |
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16 |
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted. |
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the |
product (Technically rejected) (00) |
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
ili. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
g W, (ﬂf% Total% | Z
) - . points 44 A
“w 4 & b 50 aa (\!
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail A[sif Dr. Imran Qadir W / v Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Shfr\nan Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery A antprofegsor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) ' (Member) Neonatology

(Member)

(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 94 of 243
[ 94. [ Remel RapID Spot INDOLE Reagent [ Imported Best Quality ]
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Remel REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
1ii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 05 n
Total H
‘ 0 ﬁl‘\é“y M points = / 44 ﬂ /

‘e 50§ o4 ~ N,
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismfi? Asif Dr. Imran Qadir 0/ e Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Su\é\%n Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant profesof Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) ' (Member) Neonatology
(Member)

(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 95 of 243
F 95. | Oxoid Streptococcal Grouping Kit | Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Remel REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, €tc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
il) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
. B jgbo\/ (ﬁ gf points = 4 /&7/— /
, , ‘ 4,
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Isméﬁ Asif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. S}ﬁman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 96 of 243
f 96. I Oxoid Streptococcal Grouping Reagent A, B,C,D,F, G | Imported Best Quality
N EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product 05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20) @9
ii) good (16) O(g
2 ii1) satisfactory (12)
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) Q
technically accepted. O«
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the $
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00)
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03)
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
: Total
points =
h o oa 50 ( Av/_ _a
= e A (]( A 4 (y
r. Hira Abdwl Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Dr-Tmran Qadi Dr. Hamza Sohail Dt/ Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant profgssot Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 97 of 243

[ 97. l Oxoid Streptococcal Grouping Enzyme Extraction Reagent

| Imported Best Quality

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable 1tems

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material eftc.

is

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20
(16)
(12)
(12)

(00

O
@5

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

lh 14,

4

2

b p,?}ﬂ(

r. Hira Abdul Razzaq
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank
End User
(Member)

i

Dr. Ismail Asif
Medical Officer Peads Surgery
(Member)

Dr. Hamza Sohail

Assistant professor Peads Surgery
(Member)

Dré‘ulman Javed

Associate Professor Peadiatric
Neonatology
(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 98 of 243
( 98. | Alkaline Peptone Water (Dehydrated Culture Media) | Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
N EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxaid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 0s
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity ‘ 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) "
Tetal
(ﬁL l m points = 44 /};
: S
- I )Q‘j”/ : 0 ' f N
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzag Dr. Ismaﬁ;if i jﬂ/ Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. an Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery eads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member)

(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 99 of 243
[ 99. [TCBSAGAR | Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji | M/S: Gulf Marketing
SR. Adam & International,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxaid, | Chromagar France, REMARKS
UK 700 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & fabeling (00)
material etc. ~
Product’s past expenence 20
i) very good . 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory ' (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

fono 7y M

p o

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail?ﬁsif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman }hved
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 100 of 243

[ 100. | Oxidase Reagent Powder

| Imported Best Quality

) )2‘5‘7

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery
End User (Member)
(Member)

M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam & Sons,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Chemlmpex, REMARKS
USA
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 03
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past expericnce with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

-

i

p
b

k

Dr. Ismail t\/sif

Dr. Hamza Sohail
Assistant professor Peads Surgery
(Member)

A2

Dr. Sulman Javed

Associate Professor Peadiatric
Neonatology

(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 101 of 243
[ 101. | Oxoid Anaerobic Indicator (BR0055) [ Imported Best Quality ]
SR M/S: Musaji
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Oxaid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by T. AC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory 12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
! oints = 44
. m M \ 50 , : /VE’ N
RN > w4 7 )
D¥ Hira AbdulRazzaq Dr. Ismail Asif meqn Qadir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery andprofessor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) why (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 102 of 243
[ 102. | Oxoid Anaerobic Gas Generating kit (BR0038) with Anaerogen sachet [ Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Oxaid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05
To
: pointy = 44
/ Vi{ ‘Ui(i 50 5;2%/ \
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End User

(Member)
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(Member)
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(Member)
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Associate Professor Peadiatric
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 103 of 243
I 103. | Oxoid Campylobacter Gas Generating kit (BR0060) [ Imported Best Quality
SR : M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxaid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Qotal
ppints = 44
5 il Ay 50 | A /A
s P A3 i eYE
Dr. Hira Abdul Rlazzaq Dr. Ismail Asif dir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulm ’!ﬂved
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End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
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ii) good 16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16 »
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 104 of 243

|7 104. l Oxoid Dip Slides for Urine Culture

| Imported Best Quality

NN EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) /\
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20 QQ)O
i) very good (20) 0
ii) good (16) Q\:)
2 iit) satisfactory (12) Q
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) O
technically accepted. é
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%
ii. 50% to 60%
iil. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

2 'tgs “
-Bi .Hil@ A u.D(azzaq
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Feads Surgery
End User (Member)
(Member)
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Dr. Ismail A$if
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Assistant professor Peads Surgery

(Member) Neonatology
(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 105 of 243
I 105. | Remel RapID STR System | Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Remel, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is 12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 yearsy(& above) experience (05) #
I Total ]
14]/ points 44 /
j Mc o~y . 50 A
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 106 of 243
| 106. | Remel RapID NH System | Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
Y EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO
Remel, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 1. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience : 05) N
Total
points 4
/M' I'd A)L 50 //n(;)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 107 of 243

[ 107. ] Urine Strip for culture

| Imported Best Quality

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20)
(16)
(12)
(12)

(00

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii, 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

10

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

y]
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End User
(Member)
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Associate Professor Peadiatric
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(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 108 of 243
| 108. | MacConkey Agar | 500 g Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji M/S: Guif Marketing
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, | International, Chromagar REMARKS
Oxoid, UK France, 700 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 0s
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) f ")
Total
points = 44
‘ig, . O - A%
o f‘f v =
r. Hira Al du{ azzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Dr. Imran Qgdir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Si{wan Javed
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 109 of 243
r 169. I Nutrient Agar (Muller- Hilton Agar) [ 500 ¢ Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji M/S: Gulf
SR Adam & Sons, | Marketing
NC; EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Oxoid, UK International, REMARKS
Chromagar France,
700 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
il. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience 03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (05)
j Total %
| points = [
'“n/f:dﬂ «—Jl’\'{}1 50 YV 7Y
r. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail/Asif . j Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. s\l?nan Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery ssor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 ‘ Page 110 of 243
[ 110. [ CLED [ 500 g Imported Best Quality ]
M/S: Musaji | M/S: Gulf Marketing
SR. Adam & International, Chromagar
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, | France, 700 Test/Pack REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

J&L%

o n

~“Dr. Hnra Ab Razzaq Dr. Isma1 Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. ‘Q}lman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Ofﬁcer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 111 of 243
[ 111 [ CO2Jar | 500 g Imported Best Quality
SR. M/S: Musaji
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO -
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Sargical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
ili. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 it) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
M d points = fyO \
. l 1 50 N /7/4 N
o B " 7 7 \
r. Hira Abdu]/Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif . i Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery i ¢ésor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical [tems

STAGE-02 Page 112 0f 243
l 112. | Blood Agar | 500 g Imported Best Quality 4]
M/S: Musaji M/S: Gulf
SR Adam & Sons, | Marketing
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Oxoid, UK International, REMARKS
_Chromagar France,
700 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) 0
Total )
‘ll points = 4 ﬁb ~
50 /,? -

o
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 113 of 243
| 113. | Sabouraud’s Agar I 500 g Imported Best Quality
SR. M/S: Musaji M/S: Gulf Marketing
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, | International, Chromagar REMARKS
Oxoid, UK France, 700 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 0s
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised gquantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total

3 snte =
it ol B !\
' . )/ ) // f —
b
H - o
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 114 0 243
[ 114. [ Salmonella / Shigella Agar [ 500 g Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji M/S: Gulf
SR Adam & Sons, | Marketing
NO‘ EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Oxoid, UK International, REMARKS
Chromagar France,
700 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (0s) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience 00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) q
iv) 9-15 years (& aboye) experience (05)
M Total
Al points = 44 /ﬂy 0
Ll ). //{ 50 y) —
L 6) I T 5
r. Hira Abdtl Razzaq Dr. Ismai} Asif Dr. I adil Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sul Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery $Sistant profesgof Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 115 of 243

| 115. | Anaerobic Agar

| 500 g Imported Best Quality

;% EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20 60
i) very good (20) 0&
ii) good (16) \3
2 iii) satisfactory (12) Q
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) O(g
technically accepted. é
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) 00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%
ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in_the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

12
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 116 of 243
[ 116. [ DNAse Agar [ 500 g Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
N O EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. 03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
ili. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) q
Total )
points = /7/”(/ Q
- oy ,urhﬂ 50 ! /)
o ‘QQDR [ < G
r. Hira AbduVRazzaq Dr. Ismail Asif r. Imran Qadj Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulfnan Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant ppefessor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Memb, (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 117 of 243

l 117. | Gelatin Agar

[ 500 ¢ Imported Best Quality

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Musaji
Adam & Sons,
Oxoid, UK

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20
(16)
(12)
(12)

(00)

16

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

10

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iil) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience

il vy

- }2& . {
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HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery
End User . (Member)
(Member)
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Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
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(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 118 of 243
r 118. | Meat Extract Agar | 500 g Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO -
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% 06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 19
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05
. To
N poinds = 44 y ’
AR al N
r. Hira Al du&azzaq Dr. Ismail ASif 2 Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. §iilman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery afit professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (M mber) (Member) Neonatology

(Member)

(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 119 of 243
[ 119. [HCL | Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & REMARKS
Sons, Korea
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

ii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

NG /%?
TR
Df.Hira Abdul Ragzaq Dr. Ismail Asif

e

/
Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 120 of 243

l 120. | Hydrogen Per Oxide 5%

[ 1 Liter Best Quality

£
Jn B
r. Hira Abdul Razzaq

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank
End User
(Member)

Dr. Ismail Asif
Medical Officer Peads Surgery - Assis
(Member) 3 (

Dr. Imran Qadj
essor Peads Urology

r)

77

N EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20 ?}0
i) very good (20) (g
i) good (16) \SO
2 iif) satisfactory (12) Q
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) O&
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00)
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than | year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03)
iil) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) i
Total /
points = W
\\x\ (}\ ) 50 A, (\
Ea “’} (#F
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(Member)
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Associate Professor Peadiatric
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(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 121 0f 243
| 121. | Zn Stain (Ziehl Neelson) [ Best Quality
M/S: Musaji M/S: Three
SR Adam & Sons, Stars Medical
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Wellcosol, Supplies, REMARKS
NO - .
Pakistan Diachem,
3*500m]
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. 03) 03 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory 12) 16 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10
ii. 50% to 60% 06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 04
iii) 4-8 years experience ©04) A
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
) Total \ ; N
. points = 44 45 /}/
8¢ ] (&' i A’ 50 0% QV ),
~"Dr. Hira Abdul Ra&q Dr. Ismail Asif i Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 122 of 243
[ 122, | Gram Stain | Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji Adam | M/S: Three Stars
Y EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | & Sons, Wellcosol, | Medical Supplies, REMARKS
NO . .
Pakistan Diachem, 4*500ml
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
it) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

{Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% 10
ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience 04
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
I : n
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T. HiradeLl éazzaq Dr. Ismail Asi Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 123 of 243
[ 123. [ Chloramphenicol | Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO -
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 124 0f 243

124. | Ciprofloxacin

| Imported Best Quality

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Musaji
Adam & Sons,
Oxoid, UK

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

16

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iil) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

&'“ﬂ ol
. Hira Abdul Ra#aq

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank
End User
(Member)
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Medical Officer Peads Surgery
(Member)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 125 0f 243

| 125. I Cotrimoxazole

| Imported Best Quality

SR M/S: Musaji
) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iil. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total/
; .} ﬁ/‘ poin 44
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 126 of 243

[ 126. | Doxycycline

| Imported Best Quality

SR M/S: Musaji
y EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 ycars experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
‘/L Total
points = 7 44 i
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 127 0f 243

| 127. IMero enem

| Imported Best Quality

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Musaji
Adam & Sons,
Oxoid, UK

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20)
(16)
(12)
(12)

16

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iit. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 128 0f 243

-

128. | Norfloxacin

| Imported Best Quality

) A 26
j;.»};iragAbZizuéRazzaq

SR M/S: Musaji
Y EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%
ii. 50% to 60%
iil. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience
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End User (Member)
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Dr. Hamza Sohail
Assistant professor Peads Surgery
(Member)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 129 0f 243

[ 129. [ Oxacillin

| Imported Best Quality

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Musaji
Adam & Sons,
Oxoid, UK

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii, Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20
(16)
(12)
12)

16

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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End User
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BID EVALUATION REPORT ‘
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24 |
Lab Kits & Chemical Items |
STAGE-02 Page 130 of 243 ‘
[ 130. [ Polymyxin [ Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
N O EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 it) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
) Total } b
points = / 44 /
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r. Hira Abdyl Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Dr. Imran Qadir , Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. SulmanYaved
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery istant profeysor/Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) . / (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (/ , (Convener)
. e € ] ’ 2 3 'y
. - ! % . - ' ¢




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 131 0f 243
|7 131. [ Sulbactam / Cefoperazone l Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technicaily accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
er day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 it) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) / 7
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
‘ Total |
J(A " oints # 44 /ﬂé
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 132 of 243
l 132. | Tigecycline [ Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) /7
Total /
,M\ \ @/ points = ( 44 /}ﬁ '\
J),\'(ﬂ‘ )2,; aY - \ so | 4
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 133 of 243
[ 133. | Vancomycin | Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) /)
Total {/ V
points = 44 p
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 134 0f 243
| 134. | Ertapenem [ Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) A
Total !
points = 44
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 135 of 243
| 135. l Nitrofurantein [ Imported Best Quality |
M/S: Musaji |
SR. Adam & |
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised guantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08) -
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00) :
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) / ?
Total |/
y Aoey’ (_[}L \ JD points= [/ 44 L — // ,
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 136 of 243
[ 136. | Amikacin I Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% 06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (OSW
Tot:
« poings = 44 /n)?
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 137 0f 243
I 137. | Ampicillin | Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05

1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)

2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against |
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06) . |
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)

4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 I
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) £ |

Total ’
points = 44 V |
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r. Hira Abdul q Dr. Ismail Asif L. dir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 138 of 243
| 138. | Amoxicillin | Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 it. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
it) good (16)
2 ii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iit) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) / 7 N
Total
Jody = 4 /
Q‘A /) @ 4 1/1 .( n3
. / I . <~ -
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 139 of 243
[ 139. [ Cefixime [ Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
N O EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) Y/
Total
\ (D,} points 44 MZ (\
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N BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 140 of 243
[ 140. | Ceftazidime [ Imported Best Quality ]
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
il. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) 7
Total /
points = /| / 44 M
va o so [ B L—
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 141 of 243
| 141. | Cephaeline | Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) N
Total | [/
\ \ L =" 44 W
A g & i = Z i
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|
BID EVALUATION REPORT |
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24 |
Lab Kits & Chemical Items |
STAGE-02 Page 142 of 243 |
[ 142. [ Augmentin AMC30 [ Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji -
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the |
product (Technically rejected) (00) s
Production Capacity 10 |
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against ’
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08) I
iv. 71% and above (10) i
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04) '
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) i .
Total
' (M{? ﬂ'] points = 44 //%
@ b?: ~ i 50N 4 A
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 143 0f 243
[ 143. | Azithromycin AZM 15 | Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
il. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iit) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (05) ﬂ
Total /
2] ints = 44
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24 |

Lab Kits & Chemical Items |

STAGE-02 Page 144 of 243 |

[ 144. [ Aztreonam ATM 30 [ Imported Best Quality
SR. M/S: Musaji
|
\

EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO -
Oxoid, UK

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity) .
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10

ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05

i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) 14}

! Total
> T points = 44 E [; Z
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.Hi{’a)Ab ul Razzaq Pr. ] i

Dr. Ismaiﬁsif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sul%]aved
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User . (Member) . (Member) . (Member) » Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical [tems

STAGE-02 Page 145 of 243
| 145. | Bacitracin B10 I Imported Best Quality
SR. M/S: Musaji
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in_the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience 03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 05 {1
Total
! 7 L points = 44 7
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 146 0f 243
[ 146. [ Clarithromycin CLR 15 [ Imported Best Quality ]
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO -
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
tv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technicaily rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
h Total
points = 44 @
ﬂ il 50 e
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 147 of 243
[ 147. | Clindamycin DA 10 | Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO -
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
it) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05 ——t
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience 03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
M Total
1 J points = 44 4&7
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 148 of 243
[ 148. | Colistin B Sulphate CT 10 | Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
NO' EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
ii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
\ N 4_, points = 44 4& - m
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HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant profeSsgr Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Mem (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 149 of 243
[ 149. | Cefepime FEP 30 [ Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) \
Total > -
points = 44 ‘\ .
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 150 of 243
[ 150. [ Cefoperazone CFP 10 [ Imported Best Quality ]
M/S: Musaji
N EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | S0m e REMARKS
. ons, Oxoid,
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
er day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised guantity) .
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iit) 4-8 years experience 04) U
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) i
Total i fi !
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 151 of 243
[ 151. [ Cefoxitin FOX 30 [ Imported Best Quality ]
SR M/S: Musaji
NO' EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product 05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) 7
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
. points = 44
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 152 0f 243
[ 152. [ Ceftriaxone CRO 30 [ Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 -
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc. :
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted. '
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity : 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against : -
the total advertised quantity) '
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year cxperience (00)
4 "ii) 1-3 years experience 03) 03 ..
iii) 4-8 years experience ‘ j) . E i 3
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience ﬁ/o 5) : . e ‘
‘ﬁ ‘&tal . \ L |
. nts = 44 % |
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End User (Member) ember) (Member) Neonatology N
(Member) . (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 153 of 243
ﬁ 153. | Erythromycin E15 | Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
y EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO . .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product 05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii, 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

ﬁ[m P ﬁ*)"?/ (‘Jf{ E}
'Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif

0 \

Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member) ' (Convener)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 154 of 243
F 154. | Fosfomycin FOS 50 | Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) .05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) /]
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
B )2« A{ r d"f points 4 ﬂ \
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 155 of 243
| 155. [ Fusidic Acid FD 10 [ Imported Best Quality
SRV ) M/S: Musaji
N EVALUATION CRITERIA : POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO ]
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
| Surgical/ Disposable Items
| i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
1 iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05 i
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 05
TZA 1
} 'h// points = 44 h
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 156 of 243
[ 156. | Gentamicin CN 10 [ Imported Best Quality H
SR M/S: Musaji
iy EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 i, Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03

v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)

material etc.

Product’s past experience 20

i) very good (20)

ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory 12) 16

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is 12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 157 0f 243

[ 157. [ Imipenem IPM 10

| Imported Best Quality

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Musaji
Adam & Sons,
Oxoid, UK

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20
(16)
(12)
(12)

16

Production Capacity
Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iit. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical ltems

STAGE-02 Page 158 of 243
[ 158. | Levofloxacin LEV5 [ Imported Best Quality ]
M/S: Musaji
il:) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 1SXdam & . REMARKS
ons, Oxoid,
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per dav production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%
il. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
0 P 1
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 159 of 243
[ 159. [ Linezolid LZD 30 [ Imported Best Quality ]
SR M/S: Musaji
y EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade materiai (Product) (05) 05
jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc. i
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

“ i 1\1
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 160 of 243
[ 160. | Moxifloxacin MXF 5 | Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
li% EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam& REMARKS
Sons, Oxoid,
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
il) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04) :
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) ﬂ N
Total
8 + ints = 44
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 161 of 243
[ 161. [ Nalidixic Acid NA 30 [ Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
;I:) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS ‘;dam & . REMARKS
ons, Oxoid,
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. 03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 i) 1-3 years experience

ii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& apove) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 162 0f 243
[ 162. | Novobiocin NV30 | Imported Best Quality ]
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 i, Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv, 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience

' iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
YA } uh
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 163 of 243
[ 163. | Optochin DD1 | Imported Best Quality ]
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO ;
Oxoid, UK

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03

v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)

material etc.

Product’s past experience 20

i) very good 20)

ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 i) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 164 of 243
[ 164. [ Penicillin GP 1 [ Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
y EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
il. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
’ h p T points = 44
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 165 of 243

[ 165. | Piperacillin PRL 100

| Imported Best Quality

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Musaji
Adam & Sons,
Oxoid, UK

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
05
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
20)
(16)
(12)
(12)

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iil) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 166 of 243
[ 166. | Piperacillin/Tazobact TZP 110 | Imported Best Quality ]
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than | year experience (00)
4 it) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iit) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) /
Total 7
X points = 44
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 167 of 243
[ 167. [ Sulbactam SAM 20 [ Imported Best Quality ]
M/S: Musaji
il:)' EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS ’;‘dam & REMARKS
ons, Oxoid,
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is 12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iil) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) /7
v M ousl | \
| 4 points
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical I[tems

STAGE-02 Page 168 of 243
[ 168. [ Sulphamethox/Trimethoprim SXT 25 [ Imported Best Quality |
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04) 7
iv) 9-15 years (& gbove) experience (05) ?
Total {
S < a\( : 4 points 4
o R Z - QL4
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail P;fl? r. Imran Qadj k Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery / Assistant sor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Membér) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 169 of 243
[ 169. | Teicoplanin TEC30 [ Imported Best Quality ]
M/S: Musaji
1S~1% EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS ’S\dam & REMARKS
ons, Oxoid,
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade materiat (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is 12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per dav production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04) g
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) \<
Total
% V/ points =/ W M k
'r"@)& (MTJ/I 50 | v M‘k
. v . - D . \
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail M DpTmran Qad Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery ssistant proféssor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Memb (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 170 of 243
!7 170. | Tetracycline TE 30 | Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
il:) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS gdam & REMARKS
ons, Oxoid,
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

oo Ft 4

) |
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Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asiﬁ Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. leman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 171 of 243
r 171. | Tobramycin TOB 10 | Imported Best Quality J
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 13
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iil) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
points = 44 )
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End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 172 0f 243
[ 172. ]V Factor Disc DD4 i [ Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised guantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iil. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 i) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& akove) experience

el B
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Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif. Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. St}%u Javed

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgety Associatg Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 173 of 243
Ii 173. | Vancomycin VA30 | Imported Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
zR' EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Adam & . REMARKS
(V] Sons, Oxoid,
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
i ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience ©03) | 03
iil) 4-8 years experience (04) / 7
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
/ (ﬂq ’ Total >
& oints =
Y ] il A qn—
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq ’ Dr. Ismajl Asif Dr. Imran Qadi Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Jave
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surge! Assistant profgssor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) . er) (Member) Neonatology

(Member)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 174 of 243
[ 174. [ X Factor Disc DD3 [ Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
NO .
Oxoid, UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) 05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 035
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) N
Total
Y 4 points = 4
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HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery ssor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Assocjate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 175 of 243

[ 175. | Rifampicin Rif10

| Imported Best Quality

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Musaji
Adam & Sons,
Oxoid, UK

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Dispesable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

16

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

L4,
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End User
(Member)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 176 of 243

[ 176. | Telavancin

| Imported Best Quality

ISVl:) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS ;
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 \
Surgical/ Disposable Items ‘
i. Finishing of the Product (05)

1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. 03) |
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)

material etc.

Product’s past experience 20

i) very good 20) O

ii) good (16) «g@

2 iii) satisfactory (12) QO
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) Q
technically accepted. r‘

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the / O
product (Technically rejected) (00) $
Production Capacity 10 \/
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00)
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03)
iii) 4-8 years experience 4)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 5)
otal
M1 /i
Y ' 50 p /
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical [tems

STAGE-02

Page 177 of 243

ﬁ 177. I Daptomycin

l Imported Best Quality

SNI:) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product 05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20 O
i) very good (20) Q)
ii) good (16) 0&
5 iii) satisfactory (12) \3
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) « Q
technically accepted. O
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the $
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00)
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience 03)
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total [/
points {]
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 178 of 243
[ 178. [ E-Coli Anti-Sera test [ for bacterial Culture Identification like EPEC Best Quality |
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Remel, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iit. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
ii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& ahove) experience (05) '7
! Total
ya 0 p AT ‘/Ll points = /M/ ﬁ \
et 50 /Y \
[4 .
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif . i - Dr. Haffiza Sohail \\ﬁr. Sulman Javed
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End User (Member) : (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 179 of 243
[ 179. [ Glycerol [ Lab Grade Best Quality ]
SR M/S: Musaji
N O EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Daejung, Korea
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 0s
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material eftc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 05 AN
Total ||/
-—D v m' points = || 44 \
[ \ 50 /| A 4 \
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 180 of 243
[ 180. | MacFarland Standard test [ Best Quality ]
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Remel, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
i ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10 |
Per day production capacity of relevant product against ‘
the total advertised quantity) |
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 |
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08) |
iv. 71% and above (10) |
Experience of the product in the market 03 |
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years & abgye) experience (OS)ﬂ
) To%
‘ point§ = 44
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 181 of 243
[ 181. [ Salmonella Anti-Sera [ Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
il:)' EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS ’;da‘" & REMARKS
ons, Remel,
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory 12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) p
M {M/ Total // . j/%
v points = 4
ye N /2 ?’/‘ ) . H / ,1
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 182 of 243
[ 182. [ TCBS Agar [ Best Quality
M/S: Musaji | M/S: Gulf Marketing
SR. Adam & International, Chromagar
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, | France, 700 Test/Pack REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc. :
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity, 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iil) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& apove) experience

W /m 34[
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 183 of 243
[ 183. [ TS1 Agar [ Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
UK

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05

1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)

2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)

4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& aboyg) experience (05)

,i ‘ Total
,,‘,6 : A 1 points 44 %7/ %
T ) 50 3
R R . ! \ i by .
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 184 of 243
| 184. I Xylene Lactose Deoxycholate XLD Agar | Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji M/S: Gulf Marketing
N O EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, | International, Chromagar REMARKS
Oxoid, UK France, 700 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 035
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience ‘ (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 05) A
Total
\ points = 44
o B ﬁg»{ J A4 o J//Ié? I
r. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail A1 " Dr. Imran ir / Dr. Hamza Sohail D&é\ulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) ember) (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 185 of 243
[ 185. | Candida Chrom Agar | Best Quality ]
M/S: Musaji | M/S: Gulf Marketing
SR. Adam & International, Chromagar
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, | France, 700 Test/Pack REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
1. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) . 10
il. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Tothl |
m ) /h poinfs = 44 |
..( :,‘ -] S A
i A /Q‘? il dl/vn/l/ E Lé, .

r. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Dr. Imran\@Qadir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed |
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric i
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology |
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 186 of 243
I 186. | Citrate Agar | Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
i% EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS ‘;‘dam & REMARKS
ons, Oxoid,
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 i) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 vearg (& above) experience

o 0 )ij”/ j“r Lﬁl}

ot |\

r. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismailrksif Dr. Hamza Sohail iar. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) ) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 187 of 243
[ 187. [ Bio Chemical Identification Kit panel for Candia with reagents | Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Remel, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory 12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& aboye) experience (05) n -~
"ﬂ» Total %
(N N oints = 44 ’
- Ry /m | P e ] - \
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail(A’sif Dr. Imran Qad% Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulmakx Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 188 of 243
| 188. | Sterptococus Grouping Kit Lancefiled grouping I Best Quality
IS::) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product 05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) ﬂ
(MAL\ . Total / Q
points = 44 ,M \ i
e P Qj‘f l —s0_ n/ | il
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismair Asif . i { Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member)

(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 189 of 243
[ 189. [ Test Tube glass with Holder 10ml [ Best Quality
ls\ll:) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Dispesable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
, Total
i, s X
A
I_fﬁ P“ = Y/ A - =
r. Hira’Abgul Razzaq Dr. Ismallﬁf Dr. Imran Qa Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant profé$sor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member)’ (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 190 of 243
I 190. | Iso-Vitox Media Supplement | Best Quality T
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, REMARKS
USA
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 it. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 0s
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
i1) good (16)
2 iit) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 05
(L’» ’ ﬁ‘ Total % \/\
- o . points = 44 Q N
“o S , <4 i ,
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. IsmaiﬂAsif i Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 191 0f 243
| 191. | Bile Aesculin Media | Best Quality ]
M/S: Musaji | M/S: Gulf Marketing
SR. Adam & International,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Oxoid, | Chromagar France, REMARKS
USA 700 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TACQ) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iil. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc. ) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labelmg (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
if) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) ﬂ
' l/”, Total )
- % \ L points = 44 \\
2 ” 4 )
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif 4 Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Man Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member)

(Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 192 of 243
[ 192. | Vibrio Anti-Sera « [ Best Quality
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Remel, REMARKS
UK ]
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16) !
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& ablbve) experience

w A )O‘)*L‘ ' J'\l)
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Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismaiﬁl?(sif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 193 of 243
[ 193. l Toludine blue stain l Best Quality
SR M/S: Musaji
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Daejung, Korea
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) '
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) A
o (m Total _ / %
o ﬁb l -~ /) ints = 44 y \
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail fsif v Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Yaved
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery ads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) . (Member) ‘ Neonatology
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 194 of 243

[ 194. [ Shigella Anti-Sera

I Best Quality

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Musaji
Adam & Sons,
Remel, UK

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20)
(16)
(12)
(12)

16

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii, 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

N

i 9 ~
r. Hira AbduV¥Razzaq
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank
End User
(Member)
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Medical Officer Peads Surgery
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 195 of 243

[ 195. | E-St

rips for MIC Determination

| Best Quality

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material ctc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
03
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iii) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted. .

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20
(16)
(12)
(12)

(00)

Production Capacity
Per day production capacity of relevant roduct against

the total advertised quantity)

i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iit. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

10

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

i) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

i\

Ve A ‘k"{
Dr. Hira Abdy}jRazzaq
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank
End User )
(Member)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 196 of 243
F 196. | Bio chemical Identification Kit panel I for Enterobacteriaceae with reagent (API 20E) 4]
M/S: Musaji
SR. Adam &
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Sons, Remel, REMARKS
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product a ainst
the total advertised guantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
p of m Total
oints 4
%,A o 3 ; l 4’} i 50 p) }
. N eV .
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 197 of 243
|7 197. | Bio Chemical identification kit . | panel for Non — Enterobacteriaceae J
M/S: Musaji
IS;IR' EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & REMARKS
(0] Sons, Remel,
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) q
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
/g)b"{ Z Q points = /ﬁ7 Q/
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

L

STAGE-02 Page 198 of 243
ﬁ 198. | Bio Chemical Identification panel | for streptococcus with reagent
M/S: Musaji
lS\Jl(l) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 1Sxdam & REMARKS
ons, Remel,
UK
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience Q4)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience )
Togal L
. N iNts = 44
mﬁ 7/( po S
” Dr. Hira Abdul Razza Dr. fsmail ASif Dr. Imran)Q4di Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sul
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(Member) (Convener)

o



BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 199 of 243
[ 199. [ APTT Kit with Calcium Chloride [ 240 test/150tests/ Kit 100 test B/Q ]
M/S: Three Stars Medical
SR. Supplies, Helena
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Biosciences UK, 10¥10 ml REMARKS
APTT+10*10mlCacl2
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) p
Total
;F«i “ (m_\ ¥ ‘ﬂ" pointsy 44 &/
: Re ‘ 50 A N
m ’\/ 174
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismai}(—ﬁ(sif 1. Imran Qadj é Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Suan Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant epsor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Membpet) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical items

STAGE-02 Page 200 of 243
[ 200. | PT [ 100 Tests/kit 10x2ml B/Q
MY/S: Three Stars
SR. Medical Supplies,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Helena Biosciences REMARKS
UK, 10*10 ml
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
i i, Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (03)
WA B Tofal
o 0 O A } poinfs = 44 , | &
sy | A /]

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq _ Dr. Ismail !ﬁf De: an.Qadj Dr. Hamza Sohail
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant pr{essor Peads Urology
End User (Member) (Membge (Member)

* (Member)

Assistant professor Peads Surgery
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Associate Professor Peadiatric
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 201 of 243
[ 201. [ Serum Lipase [ 12 x10 B/Q ]
IS\}:) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material eftc.
Product’s past experience 20 Q)‘o
i) very good 20) O“,
ii) good (16) Q
, | i) satsfactory (12) Q
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) 0(‘
technically accepted. $
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00)
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03)
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
points =§
,{ 4 S0 Il A
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Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismall Asif Dr. 1 adir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Sistant professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 202 of 243
r 202. | Serum TIBC [ 2x100m1/60m1/100 tests B/Q J
z% EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc. /\
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20) (&Q‘O
ii) good (16) \SO
2 iii) satisfactory (12) Q, .
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) (&
technically accepted. O
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the $
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

s o Q A
AJ’/ +
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r. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology

(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Lab Kits & Chemical Items
STAGE-02 Page 203 of 243
[ 203. | Magnesium | B/Q
il:) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16) (‘@0
, | i) satisfactory (12) Q
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) Q\,S
technically accepted. (‘
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the /O
product (Technically rejected) (00) $
Production Capacity 10 \/
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00)
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03)
iil) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total O
points =
: Jvfo/b S0 A/AV/‘ ) \ N
o e ?u . ,} j AV}
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HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistapt-professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User’ (Member) fber) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 204 of 243
[ 204. | HDL [ BIQ
18\1% EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20 M
i) very good (20
if) good (16) Q)O
2 iii) satisfactory (12) O(§
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) :0

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the O(g M
product (Technically rejected) (00) $

Production Capacity 10
Per day production capacity of relevant product a ainst

the total advertised guantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00)
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00) :

4 4 ii) 1-3 yearsiexperience 3 03) Y § &
’ iii) 4-8 years experience ' 04) :
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Totgl
n poings =
‘, \) 3. 5 71 Pal
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 205 of 243
[ 205. | LDL [ B/IQ ]
NN EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc. . 6\
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20) QQ)
ii) good (16) QO
2 iii) satisfactory (12) Q
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) (g
technically accepted. $O
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00)
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience 03) . % 4
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 05 A
Total
points
vV, 50 ! A
ANA W
1 '
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r. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. $ulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Assdciate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 206 of 243

[ 206. | Cedarwood Oil

| 250m1 B/Q

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Musaji
Adam & Sons,
Wellcosol,
Pakistan

M/S: Three
Stars Medical
Supplies, SDL,
500 ml

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03)
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

i1) good

iit) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20)
(16)
(12
(12)

16

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

i) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 vears (& abovg) experience

Py

\
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(Member)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items
STAGE-02 Page 207 of 243
[ 207. | Dip Stain Set [ Best Quality For WBC& Platelets ]
;l}) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20) ‘?‘)0
ii) good (16) (g
2 iii) satisfactory (12) QO
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) Q
technically accepted. (ﬁ
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the $O
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% 00)
ii. 50% to 60% 06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03)
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Tota
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r. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif i Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Ssistant professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 208 of 243
[ 208. | Ethanol [ Best Quality100%250ml ]
SR M/S: Musaji
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & REMARKS
Sons, Local
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material efc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
1’%&1[
) \[ points = 44
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r. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Qadir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery sistant professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 209 of 243
[ 209. | Ethyl Alcohol | Best Quality2.5Ltr
SR M/S: Musaji
N O EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & REMARKS
Sons, Local
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised guantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iil) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

| Al [
1A l‘n { LI b AV N
A j& - — T 7
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
End User (Member) (Member) (Member) Neonatology
(Member) (Convener)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 210 of 243
[ 210. | Giemsa Stain [ Best Quality2500mi / 500 ml ]
M/S: Musaji M/S: Three Stars
Ii% EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS /vadam & Sons, | Medical REMARKS
elicosol, Supplies,
Pakistan Diachem, 500 m!
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. 03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
i) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience @5
i Tdtal { R
§ poinlts = 44 / “
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02

Page 211 of 243

211. | Gel Vail with double tag

| Pack of 100 Imported Best Quality

‘y«ﬁ)Q“J"(

Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq

M/S: Mian M/S: Moon Enterprises, M/S: Three
SR. Scientific ImuMed, Shanghai Orsin | Stars Medical
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Bolton, KWS Medical Technolgy Co. Supplies, REMARKS
100/Pack Ltd, China Xinle, 1*100
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
by ii1) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the -
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
jii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experjence (05) P
Total | — "
AWV points = /\/\/4 W \
Dr. Ismail A/sif Dr. Hamza Sohail « Dr. Sulman Javed

HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery
End User (Member)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 212 of 243
[ 212. | Plain Vial double Tag [ Pack of 100 Imported Best Quality
SR M/S: Mian Scientific | M/S: Moon Enterprises, ImuMed, | M/S: Three Stars
NO’ EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Bolton, KWS Shanghai Orsin Medical Medical Supplies, REMARKS
100/Pack Technolgy Co. Ltd, China Xinle, 1*¥100
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
s points =
p T 73 T ’
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 213 of 243
&
[ 213. [ PT APTT Vial Double Tag [ Pack of 100 Imported Best Quality ]
M/S: Mian Scientific | M/S: Moon Enterprises, M/S: Three
SR. Bolton, KWS ImuMed, Shanghai Orsin | Stars Medical
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | 150/Pack Medical Teshnolgy Co. | Supplies, Xinle, | REMARKS
Ltd, China 1*100
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
Per dav production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised guantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 if) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04
iv) 9-15 years (& aboye) experience (05&
Total
tm . :i/f point =/\ 44 4/%
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismail Asif Dr_lifiran Qadir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery C/.@i":tglt professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric

+End User . (Member)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items °

STAGE-02 Page 214 0f 243
Lo
[ 214. [ CBC/EDTA Vial Double Tag [ Pack of 100 Imported Best Quality |
M/S: Mian M/S: Moon Enterprises, M/S: Three Stars
SR. Scientific ImuMed, Shanghai Orsin | Medical
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Bolton, KWS Medical Technolgy Co. Supplies, Xinle, REMARKS
100/Pack Ltd, China 1*100
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 if) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (&,above) experience (OS)ﬂ
“ ’ Tot:
[;D,, point: 44 V
Dr. Hira Abdul Razzaq Dr. Ismaﬁgif Dr. Imi adir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Sulman Javed
HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery Assistant professor Peads Urology Assistant professor Peads Surgery Associate Professor Peadiatric
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 215 of 243
[ 215. | Sodium Fluoride Vial double Tag [ Pack of 100 Imported Best Quality
M/S: Mian M/S: Moon Enterprises, M/S: Three Stars
SR. Scientific ImuMed, Shanghai Orsin Medical
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Bolton, KWS Medical Technolgy Co. Supplies, Xinle, REMARKS
100/Pack Ltd, China 1*100
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) 053) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
it) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
il. 50% to 60% (06)
iit. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) ﬂ
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
i, B 14,
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 216 of 243
[ 216. | Heparin Vial Double Tag [ Pack of 100 Imported Best Quality ]
M/S: Mian M/S: Moon Enterprises, M/S: Three
SR. Scientific ImuMed, Shanghai Orsin Stars Medical
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | poron KWS | Medical Technolgy Co. Ltd, | Supplies, Xinle, REMARKS
100/Pack China 1*100
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) 05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
i) 4-8 years experience 04) 1
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) n
\ 4 Total )
) ﬁ ') oints 44 v
©“ g U)'“‘ /i a ‘
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 217 of 243
[ 217. | Methanol [ 250mI ]
SR M/S: Musaji
N O EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Daejung, Korea
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i, Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% 00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience [('D))]
tal )
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 218 0f 243
[ 218. [ Phenol [ 500ml
SR M/S: Musaji
N O EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Daejung, Korea
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good : (16)
2 iil) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iil) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (08)
Tgfal
oifyts = 44
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 219 of 243
[ 219. | Phlebotomy Tray With Racks | B/Q ]
il({) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16) .0
, | i) satisfactory (12) ‘QQ)
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) O
technically accepted. \3
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the Q
product (Technically rejected) (00) O«
Production Capacity 10 $
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00)
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04) {
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
TotalA\
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 220 of 243
[ 220. | Retic Stain [ 100 ml ]
M/S: Musaji M/S: Three Stars
SR. Adam & Sons, Medical
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Welolcosol, Supplies, REMARKS
Pakistan Diachem 500 mi
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised gquantity)
3 i. Less than 50% 00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03), 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04
iv) 9-15 years (& gbove) experience (03)
Total
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 221 of 243
[ 221. | Robin Bleach | 500ml Bottle
M/S: Three
z% EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS gt‘“s Medical REMARKS
upplies,
Robin 500 ml
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items )
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
b Ll Total - W
s , e 44 )
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 222 of 243
lﬁ 222. | Urine Strip | Best Quality10 parameters (100 Strips Per Pack) J
M/S: Three Stars | M/S: Gulf Marketing
SR. Medical International, Diagnostar
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Supplies, Abbott, Orignal Brand of Healgen REMARKS
100 Strip USA 100 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& abovg) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evatuation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 223 of 243
N we
:1
[ 223. | Vacuum Tube Pan Needle Imported [ Best Quality Butterfly Shape 2324 G ]
il:) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
, | iiD) satisfactory (12) 9
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) (&Q)
technically accepted. 00
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the Q
product (Technically rejected) (00) (&
Production Capacity 10 O
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against Aé
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00)
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience @
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 05)
tal %
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 224 of 243
[ 224. | WBC Solution [ Best Quality500 ml ]
M/S: Musaji M/S: Three Stars :
SR. Adam & Sons, Medical
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Welolcosol. Supplies, REMARKS
Pakistan Diachem, 500 ml
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity) .

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 225 of 243
[ 225. | Xylene | Best Quality250 ml ]
SR M/S: Musaji
N 0 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, REMARKS
Daejung, Korea
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Dispesable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

ii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 226 of 243
’
r 226. I 1% Ammonium Oxalate Solution Manual Platelets Count *~ | Best Quality

N EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)

1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.

Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)

2 iii) satisfactory (12) Q‘)O
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) O«
technically accepted. 0
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the Q
product (Technically rejected) (00) Q« /
Production Capacity 10 $
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00)

ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03)
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 05 A
v Total \ /
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 227 of 243
[ 227. | Track Solution WBC Manual Count I B/Q
SR M/S: Three Stars
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Medical Supplies, REMARKS
NO .
Diachem, 500 ml
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iil) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 228 of 243
[ 228. | Urine/ CSF Protein [ B/Q ]
O EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
, | i) satisfactory (2) QS)
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) "&
technically accepted. 00
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the Q
product (Technically rejected) (00) "g
Production Capacity 10 Aéo
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00)
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 if) 1-3 years experience (03)
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) "
=l
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 229 of 243
[ 229. [ Mantoux Test Vials [ B/Q ]
M/S: Mian
SR. Scientific
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Allgonomics, REMARKS
Allgonomics 5/ml
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling 00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

Per day production capacity of relevant product a ainst
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%
ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above
Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 ii) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 230 of 243
| 230. | ABO Bloed Group Set (Diagast Health Care Commission [ B/Q
M/S: Mian M/S: Moon
SR. Scientific Enterprises, Atlas,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Diagast, Atlas Medical REMARKS
Diagast Set [ Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
i ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iti. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience . (03) 03 :
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) /
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total /
points = 44 /
ﬂ L/)—P 50 /]| W /)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 231 of 243
K
[ 231._ | Commercial O “Positive” Cells [ B/Q ]
NN EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05)
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02)
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material efc. (03)
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 ii1) satisfactory (12) «@9
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) 0
technically accepted. \S
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the (g Q/‘
product (Technically rejected) (00) O
Production Capacity 10 $
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00)
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03)
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
To#il
ints = J(.J
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical ltems

STAGE-02 Page 232 of 243
[ 232. [ Coombs Reagents [ B/IQ ]
) M/S: Mian M/S: Moon
SR Scientific Enterprises,
N O EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Bio, Bio Atlas, Atlas REMARKS
10/ml Medical
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i, Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than 1 year experience (00) -
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 3
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& aboye) experience (05)
Total
. L I point§= 44 0
i Qael 0 o L
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 233 of 243
[ 233. | Bovine Albumin [ B/Q
M/S: Mian M/S: Moon
SR. Scientific Enterprises, Atlas,
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Bio, Bio Atlas Medical REMARKS
10/ml Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)

technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the

product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10

(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the preduct in the market 05
.| i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items
STAGE-02 Page 234 of 243

234. | HIV ICT Kit Imported | B/Q

M/S: Mian M/S: Moon M/S: Three Stars | M/S: Guif Marketing
SR. Scientific Enterprises, ImuMed, Medical Supplies, International, Diagnostar
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Inst. Answer, A.D Healgen Scientific Abbott Bioline, Orignal Brand of Healgen

Diagnostic Each LLC, USA 1*25 Test USA, 25 Test/Pack

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12)
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)

3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

I
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical [tems
STAGE-02 Page 235 of 243

[ 235. [ T.BICT Kit Imported | B/Q ]
M/S: Mian M/S: Moon M/S: Three Stars | M/S: Gulf Marketing

SR. Scientific Enterprises, ImuMed, | Medical Supplies, | International, Diagnostar
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS OnSite-CTK CTK Healgen Scientific Healgen, 1*25 Orignal Brand of Healgen
Biotech USA Each LLC, USA Test USA 25 Test/Pack

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
jii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. 03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
iii) satisfactory (12)
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%

iii. 60% to 70%

iv. 71% and above

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

4 ii) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

g}
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 236 of 243
236. | H-Pylori ICT Kit Imported B/Q
M/S: Mian Scientific M/S: Moon Enterprises, | M/S: Three Stars M/S: Gulf Marketing
SR. OnSite-CTK CTK ImuMed, Healgen Medical Supplies, International, Diagnostar
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | piotech USA Each Scientific LLC, USA | Abbott Bioline, Orignal Brand of Healgen | REMARKS
1*30 Test USA, 25 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 05 05 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 05 05 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) 02) 02 02 02 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 03 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material efc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
iii) satisfactory (12)
2 iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) 16 16 16 16
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10 10 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03 03 00
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) i
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) .
Total
J’k r,j points = /44\/ , 44 64%44 41
120) h N\
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STAGE-02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

Page 237 of 243

237. | Dengue ICT NSI Kit Imported

[B/Q

SR.
NO

EVALUATION CRITERIA

POINTS

M/S: Mian Scientific
OnSite-CTK CTK
Biotech USA Each

M/S: Moon

Enterprises, ImuMed,
Healgen Scientific

LLC, USA

MY/S: Three Stars
Medical Supplies,
Abbott Bioline,
1*25 Test

M/S: Gulf Marketing
International, Diagnostar
Orignal Brand of Healgen
USA, 25 Test/Pack

REMARKS

Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC)

Surgical/ Disposable Items

i. Finishing of the Product

ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product)

iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.)

iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc.
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling
material etc.

15

(05)
(05)
(02)
(03}
(00)

Product’s past experience

i) very good

ii) good

iit) satisfactory

iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is
technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected)

20
(20)
(16)
(12}
(12)

16

16

16

16

Production Capacity
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity)
i. Less than 50%

ii. 50% to 60%
iii. 60% to 70%
iv. 71% and above

10

10

10

Experience of the product in the market
i) Less than 1 year experience

i) 1-3 years experience

iii) 4-8 years experience

iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience

03

03

00

b
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 238 of 243
I 238. | MP ICT (Malarial Parasite) Kit Imported | B/IQ
M/S: Mian Scientific | M/S: Moon M/S: Three Stars M/S: Gulf Marketing
SR. OnSite-CTK CTK Enterprises, ImuMed, | Medical Supplies, International, Diagnostar
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Biotech USA Each Healgen Scientific Abbott Bioline, 25 | Orignal Brand of Healgen REMARKS
LLC, USA Test USA, 25 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 05 05 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 05 05 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02 02 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 03 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
if) good (16)
iii) satisfactory (12)
2 iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) 16 16 16 16
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity) .
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10 10 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 03
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03 03 00
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) ( W
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
J Total / / %
. points = 44 4“4 4 4 4\
jLi 50 A / . \
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 239 of 243
239. | Syphilis / VDRL Kit Imported | B/Q
M/S: Mian Scientific M/S: Moon M/S: Three Stars | M/S: Gulf Marketing
SR. Inst. Answer, A.D Enterprises, InuMed, | Medical Supplies, | International, Diagnostar
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Diagnostic Each Healgen Scientific Abbott Bioline, Orignal Brand of Healgen REMARKS
LLC, USA 1*30 Test USA, 25 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 05 05 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 0s 05 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02 02 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 03 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
i1) good (16)
iii) satisfactory (12)
2 iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) 16 16 16 16
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
{Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10 10 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03 00
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (05) -
‘ Total /y’
points = 44 ! 44 4
M A / &
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 240 0£243
240. [ HBsAg ICT Kit Imported | B/Q
M/S: Mian Scientific | M/S: Moon M/S: Three Stars | M/S: Guif Marketing
SR. OnSite-CTK CTK Enterprises, InuMed, | Medical Suppties, International, Diagnostar
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Biotech USA Test Healgen Scientific Abbott Bioline, Orignal Brand of Healgen REMARKS
LLC, USA 30 Test USA, 25 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 0s 05 05 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 05 05 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02 02 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 03 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
it) good (16)
iii) satisfactory (12)
2 iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) 16 16 16 16
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10 10 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03 03 00
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) -
Total
ﬂm . 111 points = [ " 44 //M 41 ﬂ
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 241 of 243
241. | HCV ICT Kit Imported [ B/Q
M/S: Mian Scientific M/S: Moon Enterprises, | M/S: Three Stars | M/S: Gulf Marketing
SR. OnSite-CTK, CTK ImuMed, Healgen Medical Supplies, | International, Diagnostar
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Biotech USA Each Scientific LLC, USA Abbott Bioline, Orignal Brand of Healgen REMARKS
30 Test USA, 25 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 05 05 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 05 05 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02 02 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 03 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
iii) satisfactory (12)
2 iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) 16 16 16 16
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10 10 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above 10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i1) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03 00
iit) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
) Total
% points = /L4/ )/ 44 ﬂ// 44 41 /
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BID EVALUATION REPORT.
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 242 of 243
| 242. [ HAV IgM ICT Kit Imported | B/Q
SR. M/S: Mian Scientific
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | OnSite-CTK, CTK REMARKS
Biotech USA Each
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08) )
iv. 71% and above (10) ?
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience 00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience 03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
points = 44 / ©
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 243 of 243 ‘
. i —
| 243. ] D- Dimer Agglutination Kit Imported | B/Q —J
- M/S: Moon
SR. Enterprises, Atlas, REMARKS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Atlas Medical -
Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc.
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20)
ii) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience
4 i) 1-3 years experience
iii) 4-8 years experience
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience
g
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Jauuedswed a

REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 99 of 243
99. [ TCBS AGAR [imported Best Quality j
SR. M&S: NEI.\‘EIJI M/S: Gulf i\'larkcnng .l
i 'V ] i CRITF e | Adam & International, ‘ !
No EVALUATION CRITERIA PURS Sons, Oxaid, | Chromagar France. py g !
UK 700 Test/Pack ;
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 M'S: Gulf Techncailly |
Surgical/ Disposable ltems il Rejected in 1* Stage E
1. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 '
1 1 Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 0§ 5
] 1. Quality of printing (L abel. outer carton, ete.) (02) 02 :
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material ete. (03) 03 |
v. Poor quality of prinung "packing / packaging & labeling (00) a !
malenial etc ﬁ H
Product’s past experience 20 ~ !
i) very good (20) = .
1) good (16) o |
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16 g |
i 1) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) s |
technically accepted. = |
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the a i
| product (Technically rejected) (00) — |
| Production Capacity 10 = !
| (Per dav production capacity of relevant product against S I
the total advertised quantity) = !
3 | i Less than 50% (00) 10 e |
i 50% to 60% (06) Z :
! iil. 60% to 70% (08) = g
iv._71% and above (10) = |
' Experience of the product in the market 05 é i
i) Less than | year experience (00) %) !
4 i1) 1-3 vears experience (03) 03 i
i1i) 4-8 years experience (04) ,.
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (03) |
Total I
points=/7 44 ]
L \\‘ Q/’\ 50 A i

’:gr.l :lfra ﬁ}d%:@;;{

R
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

Page 108 of 243

i

STAGE-02
108. | MacConkey Agar 1500 g Imported Best Quality ol
SR. M;S: Musaji M/S: Gulf Marketing '
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons., | Intemational, Chromagar REMARKS
Oxoid, UK France, 700 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 M/S: Gulf Technically |
Surgical/ Disposable Items - Rejected in 1* Stage
i. Finishing of the Product (035) 05
' ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
1ii. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling material (00) =
ele. s
Product’s past experience 20 5
i) very good 20) 3
i) good (16) v
2 i} satisfactory (12) i6 8
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) z
technically accepted. §
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the product a
(Technically rejected) (00) g
Production Capacity 10 =
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against the total g
advertised quantity) .
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 e
ii. 50% to 60% (06) b4
iii. 60% to 70% (08) =
iv. 71% and above (10) =
Experience of the product in the market 05 =
i) Less than 1 year experience (00) @
4 ii) 1-3 vears experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 vears experience 04)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (03)
Total
points = 44
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPOR

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical ltems

——————— 1

e e -

STAGE-02
109, T Nutrieat Asar (M M ORET T, ¥ P”" ket
L1 I“‘. gar (Muller- Hilton Agar) [ 500 g im ported Best Quatity
s M/S: Musapn MYS: Gulf Markets
EVALUATION CRITE RIA POINTS | Adam & S«{n\. International, (_'hrr-:l!:ga ? REMARKS
— veical ™ ‘“"“m ~—r e, Oxoid, UK France,_ 700 Test Pack !
i Surglﬂll Disposable Item v . L \l’l: gdr-’-‘;:::‘h
i. Fmishing of the Pmducl (05) 05 - =
1. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
ui. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, ete) (02) 02
n Quahn of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
\l *oor quality of printing / packing packaging & labeling material (00) = !
| elc. - !
Product’s past experience 20 ~ |
i very g cmd (20) = ‘
i) good (16) x
i1i) satisfacton (12) il
v} No past expenience with this institution but the product is (12) - Z
technically accepted =
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the product a
l (Technically rejected) (00) =
] Production Capacity 10 =
f (Per dav production capacity of relevant product against the total g
| advertised quantity) -~
|3 | i Lessthan 50% (00) 10 =
1. 50% to 60% (06) z
11, 60% to 70% (08) m_
. 71°a and above (10) E
Experience of the product in the market 05 :
i) Less than 1 year expericnce (00) 7
4 ii) 1-3 vears experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (05)
Total
pojnts = “
V5o .

¥ o /.2“3 '
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RE\']SF. BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAGE-02 Lab Kits & Chemical ltems

= I - Pagze 110 of 243
3 ED
| 500 g Imported Best Quality
SR. M/S: Musaji | M/S: Gulf Marketing |
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA P Adam & International, Chromagar .
G Sons. Oxoid, | France, 700 Test/Pack NS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 = MS: G chancal ~
Sul;-,_iull Disposable ltems ) - - R:: -::-:l{ h;' 84;;
i Finishing of the Product (05) 05 ol
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05

1ii. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, ete.)

! 02 02
V. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material ete. :03; 03
V. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
matenal etc.
Product’s past experience 20
1) very good (5-(5)
i1) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12)
1v) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) 2

technically accepted.

V) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity

SAMPLE NOT PROVIDED HENCE REJECTED

Jauuedswed a

Dr. Ismail Asif
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HOD Pathology' d Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery
End User (Member)
(Member)
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Assistant professor Peads Urology
(Member)
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Assistant professor Peads Surgery
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10 |
(Per dav production capacity of relevant product against

the total advertised quantity) {
3 1. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06) |
iii. 60% to 70% (08) |
iv. 71% and above (10) ‘[
Experience of the product in the market 05 !

i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 i
iii) 4-8 years experience 04) {
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (05) [
Total 3 i
points = / 44 W r {1 {
\“. M /_-\i[) ISV Vs ] / |

Dr. Sulman Javed

Assoviate Professor Peadiatric
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STAGE-02

112, Blood Agar

REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of

Lab Kits & Chemical Items

Product Financial Year 2023-24

Pagze 112 of 243

| 500 g Imported Best Quality —1
SR. . U M/S: Musaji M/S: Gulf Marketing ]
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, | International, Chromagar REMARKS '
Physical Report (As A : s Oxoid, UK France. 700 Test/Pack i
_Sn—:ri—ca—ll Dimq ‘(z S Ascertained by TAQ) 15 Mr’S‘: Gulf:l’cchnwally L
Surzical/ Disposable Items Rejected in 1* Stage !
1. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 |
1 i Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 i
. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton. elc.) (02) 02 |
iv. Quality of packing 7 packaging & labeling material etc, (03) 03 1,
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) a ‘
material etc. = \
Product’s past experience 20 5 1‘
i) very pood (20 =
i) good (16) =
5 iii) satisfactory (12) 16 8
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) E
technically accepted. =
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the a
product (Technically rejected) (00) g
Production Capacity 10 =
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against 2
the total advertised quantity) &
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 S
ii. 50% to 60% (06) z
1. 60% to 70% (08) rj
iv. 71% and above am =
Experience of the product in the market 05 :
i) Less than 1 vear experience (00) o
4 ii) 1-3 vears experience (03) 03
1i) 4-8 years experience (01_1)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05) |
Total
points 44 [
" L o s
4 0777 %, )2 ;
s A Ransy - ; Javed
Hira Abdul Razﬁ] Dr. Ismail Asif Dr. Imran Qadir Dr. ?{amza Sohail E;&;l;::-n;:ax“ s
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT

Fechnical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAG E"pg___ Lab Kits & Chemical Items
[ 1. mumé;;%-_f— sl gl it o e e Page 113 of 243
> | 500 g Imported Best Quality - ;
SVALU | CRITE MY/S: Musaji M/S: Gulf Marketin [ e—
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons. International, Chrm:ag;ur E REMARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC ) Chard Th Brance, 100 e/Fach
Surgical/ Disposable Items i 1 M/S. Gulf Techmcally
i. Finishing of the Product (05) b Rejected i 17 Stage
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (0-5) 05
iii. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 —
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (00) :
Product’s past experience 20 E
i) very good (20) i
1) good (16) 32:
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16 =
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is technically (12) b
accepted. E
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the product =
(Technically rejected) (00) 2
Production Capacity 10 ﬁ
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against the tofal =
advertised quantitv) S
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 &
ii. 50% to 60% (06) =
iii. 60% to 70% (08) E
iv. 71% and above U'(_)) =
Experience of the product in the market (_{)%
i) Less than 1 }-'ear.expcrfence :03)) 03
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (o)
iii) 4-8 years experience ; (05)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience Total
p%s = I 44
)v 77V =7
- o 5 od
The S ‘{ S5 o an Qadir Dr. Hamza Sohail z I)I.-',htl!n:n;::;mr Peadiatric
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAG E\El I Lab Kits & Chemical Items Pagze 114 of 243
14. | Salmonell i : o
L SEM | 500 g Imported Best Quality 4
SR. . M/S Musaji | M/S: Gulf Marketing T
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, | International, Chromagar REMARKS
5 Oxoid, UK France. 700 Test'Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 MS: Gulf Techmcally
?“'g'ca" Disposable Items - Rejected in 1% Stage
1. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 -
1 i. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
iti. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, etc ) (02) 02
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 SAMPLE NOT
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) [— S PROVIDED HENCE
material etc. = REJECTED
Product’s past experience 20 j
1) very good (20) o
ii) good (16) =
, | i) satisfactory (12) 16 3)
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) “
technically accepted. =
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the a
product (Technically rejected) (00) ‘5‘
Production Capacity 10 5
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against g
the total advertised quantity) o
3 1. Less than 50% (00) 10 S
ii. 50% to 60% (06) z
iii. 60% to 70% (08) -
iv. 71% and above {0 &
Experience of the product in the market 05 ¢<
1) Less than 1 vear experience (00) @
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 vears experience (0=_n
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (05)
Total
puinﬁ 44
) V. |

- &‘;\’} Gad V Q"

- \{ N S !ﬂ
. £ i i Dr. Sulman Javed
il Asi Dr. Imran Qadir Dr. Hamza Sohail . Sul Jrs
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAGE-02 Lab Kits & Chemical Items
l:]_sz‘—‘]-?gl—ﬁi _ = = Page 182 01243
= 2sir | Best Quality e
SR. M/S: Musapi | M/S: Gulf Marketing ‘ \
' EVALUA i : e | Adam & International. Chromagar | )
i SR s Sons, Oxoid, | France. 700 Test'Pack \ REMARKS
UK | i
M‘;‘nﬂ(.\s Ascertained by TAC) 15 M'S. Gulf Techmeally |
Surgicall Disposable Items - Regected m 1* Stage {
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 -
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
tii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02
V. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material ete. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) e
material et¢ '[:
Product’s past experience 20 B
i) very good (20) =
ii) pood (16) ™
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 1 is
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) ~
technically accepted ;
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the =}
product (Technically rejected) (00) g
Production Capacits 10 =
(Per dav production capacity of relevant product against g
the total advertised quantity) =
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 s
ii. 50% to 60% (06) z
iii. 60% to 70% (08) ‘j
iv. 71% and above 10) =
Experience of the product in the market 0s =
i) Less than | vear experience (00) 7
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience 04)
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (05)
Total
points = /14
50 qQ " N

!
|
|
}

L
&,(u o Qﬂbﬂ{ 33'\ ‘}'
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAGE-02 Lab Kits & Chemical Items Page 184 of 243
mm“’cholate XLD Agar Best Quality M = o e
SR. b M/S: Musaji M/S: Gulf Marketing | 1
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & Sons, | International, Chromagar HEMARKS |
Oxoid. UK France. 700 Test/Pack
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 M’S: Gulf Techmically |
Surgical/ Disposable Items i Rejected in 1 Stage |
i Finishing of the Product (05) 05 |
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 |
iii. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton. etc.) (02) 02
V. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material ete. (03) 03
V. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) =
material etc. -
Product’s past experience 20 B i
i) very good (20) = i
ii) good (16) =
2 1ii) satisfactory (12) 16 8
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) z. {
technically accepted. = !
V) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the a i
product (Technically rejected) (00) - !
Production Capacity 10 = :
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against g
the total advertised quantity) e |
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 S |
ii. 50% 10 60% (06) z
iii. 60% to 70% (08) =
iv. 71% and above (10) =
Experience of the product in the market 05 :
i) Less than 1 year experience (00) o
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-135 vears (& above) experience (03) |
Total
points = 44 |
| 50 A
K¢
N 5% gf'«
—
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r. Imran Qadir
Assistant professor Peads Urology

(Member)

Dr. Hamza Sohail
Assistant professor Peads Surgery
(Member)

Dr. Sulman Javed

Associate Professor Peadiatnie
Neonatology

(Convener)


https://digital-camscanner.onelink.me/P3GL/g26ffx3k

Jauueaswe) a

le'lVlSF. BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical ltems

STAGE-02
— Paze 152 of 243
185. Candi v R T ————— el
da Chrom Agar | Best Quality o = -
SR, MS: Musaji - [ M/S: Gulf Marketing -
NG EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS :‘:'n's’"(i 3 E:;Z“'.}’g;'{":,’,‘,’g:‘" REMARKS |
Physical R r i TAC L
E—‘—_%&"L‘-‘s Ascertained b'\ TAC ) |_5 M'S. Gull Techncally
Surygical/ Disposable Items Rejected m 1% Stage
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 -
I ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05
1i. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, cte.) (02) 0z
tv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing - packaging & labeling (00) s
material etc &
Product’s past experience 20 & i
i) very good (20) = :
1) good (16) I~ !
1i) satisfactory (12) d i
1v) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) i 7z |
technically acecepted. g }
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the a f
roduct (Technically rejected) (00) g ;
Production Capacity 10 o !
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against E i
the total advertised quantity) ™ i
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 s
i 50% to 60% (06) z |
ni. 60% to 70% (08) f: {
. 71% and above (10 & ¢
Experience of the product in the market 05 -
i) Less than | year experience (00) ] ‘
4 i) 1-3 vears experience (03) 03 :
11i) 4-8 years experience (04) |
iv) 9-15 years (& above) expericnce (05) !
Total |
points = 44 {
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Lab Kits & Chemical ltems

STAGE-02
| 188. [ Sterptoc -— Page 185 of 243
L T;::P‘OCOCIIS Gm“l’""g Kit Lancefiled grouping i Best ngﬁt—g R e — -
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS T MARKS
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 T = 91
Surgical/ Disposable Items ) - {
1. Finishing of the Product (05) |
1 1. Use of Medical grade material (Product) 05) {
tii. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, etc.) (02) l
V. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) |
v, Pogr quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) !
material ete i
Product’s past experience 20 |
1) very good (E) |
i) good (16)
5 iii) sausfactory 12
- v) No past experience with this institution but the product is Ellg Not Quoted \
technically accepted. ; |
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the ':
product (Technically rejected) (00) |
Production Capacity 10 |
(Per day production capacity of relevant produet against i
3 i. Less than 50% (00) - |
ii. 30% 10 60% (06) |
ii1. 60% to 70% (08) !
iv. 71% and above (10) ‘
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00) ;
4 ii) 1-3 vears experience (03) :
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) ‘
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (03)
Total |
points = !
50
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Lab Kits & i
STA(;E.()zI - e = b Kits & Chemical ltems Page 199 of 203
: T::: Tube glass with Holder 10m| [ Best Quality —
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS REMARKS |
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 —
Surgical/ Disposable Items s \
i. Finishing of the Product (05) l
1 ll Use of Medical grade material (Product) (035)
iii. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) ‘
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) l
V. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) |
material etc. i
Product’s past experience 20 “
1) very good (20) ‘
ii) good (16)
iii) satisfactory (12)
. iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) Not QuOted
technically accepted.
v} Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
{Per dav production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity) i
3 i. Less than 50% (00) |
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
1ii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above am
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i1) 1-3 years experience (03)
iii) 4-8 years experience ({023
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (03)
Total
points =
50
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAGE-02 Lab Kits & Chemical ltems
T Bile Aesenlics Msic————— Page 191 of
[TI- TBIIC Aesculin Media — S g . LR - ) - ' e : of 243
[Bﬂt Quality =
SR, i NS, Musapr | MYS: Gulf Marketing |
NO “VALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Adam & International. |
NTS | Sons, Oxoid, Chromagar France, REMARKS !
: USA 00 : ;
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 3 299 Yoo/ Puck i : 4
Surgical/ Disposable ltems 15 | MS Guif Techmcaity |
1. Finishing of the Product (05) o { Repcted m 1* Sage E
1 1. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (0-5) 0% f !
i Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc ) (02) 02 i !
n . Quality ﬂfrack‘mg / packaging & labeling material etc. 03y 03 |
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) a |
material ctc, = ]
Product’s past e\perience E :
i) good (16) = ;
- 1i) satisfactory (12) 6 by i
1v) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) “ i
technically accepred. g {
) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the s !
| product (Technically rejected) (00) = |
l Production Capacity 10 = !
(Per davy production capacity of relevant product against g L
the total advertised quantity) t !
3 1. Less than 50% (00) 10 S {
1i. 50% to 60% (06) = |
ii1. 60% 10 70% (03": : :
iv. 71% and above ("2 = !
Experience of the product in the market 0s F |
i) Less than 1 vear experience (89; " !
4 ii) 1-3 vears experience on) i
1i1) 4-8 vears experience ©5)
iv) 9-15 years (& above) expenience = ) ‘
. points = “ | |
\ 50 / Q- / T —
[y L2 )
gs L \ -~ y Dy Sulman laved
v : Dr. Hamza Sohail : g .
A 5 % 1smail ASTF r. Imran Qadir . Assistant professor Peads Surgeny \ssoviate Professor Peadiatric
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAGE-02 Lab Kits & Chemical Items Page 206 of 243
206. | Cedarwood Oil [ 250mI B/Q 3 P
SR. M/S: Musaji M/S: ‘l'hrc; |
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | (dam & Sons, g?;:?:;dég: REMARKS {
— Pakistan 500 ml |
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 |
Surgical/ Disposable Items i
1. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 05
. 1. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 05 |
fil. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, ete.) (02) 02 02 |
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) ‘
material etc. |
Product’s past experience 20 .
i) very good (20)
i1) good (16)
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16 16
1v) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
V) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per dav production capacity of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity)
3 i Less than 50% (00) 10 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03
ii1) 4-8 years experience 04
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (05)
Total
points 44 44
50 ]—‘7 £ /] |
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAGE-02 Lab Kits & Chemical Items Page 210 of 243
[_210. T Giemsa Stain T Best Quality2500m1 / 500 ml
- M/S: Musaji M/S: Three Stars |
NG EVALUATION CRITERIA poniiy | AdundSane;, § Mndi REMARKS I
Wellcosol. Supplies,
Pakistan Diachem. 500 ml |
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 3 |
Surgical/ Disposable Items b,
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 05 I
i ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 05
ifi. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02 Q
1v. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 |
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material elc |
Product’s past experience 20 ’
i) very good (20) |
i) good (16)
2 ii1) satisfactory (12) 16 16
iv) Na past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
V) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iil. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 0s
i) Less than 1 year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03
1ii) 4-8 vears experience (04) i
1v) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (05) |
TD":.I ;::mls” 44 44 '
.ﬁdl W
N !F cne | & L ~
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAGE-02 Lab Kits & Chemical Items Page 211 of 24
% [ Pack of 100 Tmported Test Quality i
SR M/S: Mian :\14'.‘5]:\M;mn I TIILT"TWI:CS. :T‘S, L:n;c o i !
— SVALU ; 3 : Scientific muMed. Shanghai Orsin | Stars Medical | |
N FVALUATION CRITERIA PORNTS | Boltan, kWS, | smiing Teshnolgy Co. Supplies, | | EEMARKS
— 100/Pack Ltd, China Xinle, 1*100 | !
ﬂ'—“‘i_fﬂ_litmgt_( As Ascertained by TAC) 15 |
Surgical/ Disposable Items - |
i. Finishing of the Product (05) 05 05 0s i
1 i, Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 05 05 i |
iii. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02 02 ] !
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 03 ! ;
V. Poor quality of printng / packing / packaging & labeling (00) E '
maternial cte, |
Product’s past ex perience 20 }
i) very good 20)
ii) good (16)
3 iii) satisfactory (12) 16 16 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
V) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
!Mdﬂprod*uctign_cw of relevant product against
the total advertised quantity) % 5
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (0)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience (09) ! ' s
4 i) 1-3 years experience fgj;
iii) 4-8 years experience . s
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience 'I(‘gtzl
points = 44 44 44 L
| " s |/ g .
~ &g\( e = W
5o il Asi adir Dr. Hamza Sohail Dr. Su}m.m Jnc_\.i Lo
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HOD Pathology/Blood Bank Medical Officer Peads Surgery P (Member) Neenatology
End User & (Member) Witembat) (Convener)

(Member)


https://digital-camscanner.onelink.me/P3GL/g26ffx3k

JauUBISWED a

STAGE-02

REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT
Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Technical

212, l Plain Vial double Tag

Lab Kits & Chemical Items

Page 212 of 243

| Pack of 100 Imported Best Quality

—

EVALLUL 3 M/S: Mian Scientific | M/S: Moon Enterprises, ImuMed. | M/S: Three Stars |
ALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Bgll{on. KWS Shanghai Orsin nrrr;dical Medical Supplics, | REMARKS I
|:'hvs.icnl Report (As Ascertained by TACQ) 15 200/ Pagk Technolgy Co. Ltd. China Xinle, 1*100 ! i
Surgical/ Disposable Items = . |
1. Finishing of the Product & | |
n Use of Medical grade material (Product) Egg)) g; gg g ‘ |
fii. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02 0z I l
v Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 03 { |
v. Po_or quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) ' |
material etc. ] !
Product’s past experience 20 ] |
i) very good 0) |
ii) good (16) |
2 1ii) satisfactory ‘ _ (12) 16 16 16 ’
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is 12) |
technically accepted. !
V) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the {
product (Technically rejected) (00) i
Production Capacity 10 |
(Per dav production eapacity of relevant product against
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above “9)
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than 1 year experience tggg a8 03 03
1 ii) 1-3 years experience (04)
iii) 4-8 years experience ) 03)
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience Total I
points = 44 4 - !
50
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Lab Kits &

Chemical Items

STAGE-02 o Page 213 of 243
> s, Froe. @& e ———— — —
E 213. | PT Al TT Vial Double Tag | Pack of 100 Imported Best Quality ]
SR. M!S: Mian Scientific | M/S: Moon Enterprises, M’S: Three
EVALUATION CRITE Bolton, KWS ImuMed, Shanghai Orsin | Stars Medical . e
e O CREREREA POINTS | | 00/Pack Medical Technelgy Co Supplies, Xinte, | REMARKS
Physical Re rt (As Ascertai 7 ¢ L China -
DOrt (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable Items T
|:: Finishing of the Product (05) 05 05 0s
I i Use of Mc.dic_al grade material (Product) (03) 05 05 05
ni. Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, ete.) (02) 02 02 02 f
V. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 03
v. Poor quality of printing / packing, / packaging & labeling (00) i
malterial ete. {
Product’s past experience 20
i) very good (20
1) good (16)
2 1) satisfactory ) . o ) (12) 16 16 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
V) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
L product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
the total advertised quantity)
3 1. Less than 50% (00) 10 10 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than | year experience (00)
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03 03
iii) 4-8 vears experience (04)
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (03)
Total
points = 4 4
L 50 /]
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT
Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAGE-02 Lab Kits & Chemical Items Page 214 of 243
‘ age o
214, ’ CBC/EDTA Vial Double Tag h AR
2 I Pack of 100 Imported Best Quality 1
SR. M/S: Mian M/S: Moon Enterprises. M’S: Three Stars |
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Scientific ImuMed. Shanghai Orsin | Medical e ]
Bolton, KWS Medical Technolgy Co. Supplies, Xinle. R
T Ty v s - 100/Pack Ltd, China 1*100 !
Surgical/ Disposable Items Ae |
i. Finishing of the Product ( i
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) :gg 3; gg ::g I
tii. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02 02 |
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material ete, (03) 03 03 03
V. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material ete.
Product’s past experience 20 :
!') very good (ﬁ) I'
i) good (16) E
2 iii) satisfactory (12) 16 16 16 ;
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) '

technically accepted.

v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00) {
Production Capacity 10 ‘
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against !
the total advertised quantity .
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10 10 |
ii. 50% to 60% (06) |
iii. 60% to 70% (08) 1
iv. 71% and above (l(_)) |
Experience of the product in the market 05 f
i} Less than | year experience (00) i 2 |
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 |
iii) 4-8 years experience (04) ‘
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (05) )

Total

4 44 |

points = 44 ;
™% ,"/”V& (Z"
Dr. Sulman Javed
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;L‘ A i
il 5 di Dr. Hamza Sohail | A Sl
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STAGE-02

REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Lab Kits & Chemical Items Page 215 of 243
215. | i o < e
E ! Sodium Fluoride Vial double Tag [ Pack of 100 Imported Best Quality ]
SR. M/S: Mian M/S: Moon Enterprises, M/S. Three Stars i
; EVALUATION CRITE : Scientific ImuMed. Shanghai Orsin Medical ’ .
NO R POINTS | Beiton, KWS Medical Technolgy Co. | Supplies, Xinle, | REMARKS g
7 1 * +
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 L Ld. China 1100 ;
Surgical/ Disposable Items ’ e |
l:.' Finishing oflhc Product (05) 05 05 05 !
1 . Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 0s 05 !
tii. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02 02 !
iv. Quality ol packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 03 i
v. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) i
material ete. !
Product’s past experience 20 l
i) very good (ﬁ) ‘
ii) good (16) t
2 iii) satisfactory . _ (12) » i i '
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) |
technically accepted. t
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the |
product (Technically rejected) (00) |
Production Capacity 10 |
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against ‘{
the total advertised quantity) !
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10 10 !
ii. 50% to 60% (06) i
iii. 60% to 70% (08) }
iv. 71% and above (10) i
Experience of the product in the market g_g_ ;
i) Less than | vear experience (00) |
4 i1) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03 03
iii) 4-8 years experience (0-})
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (05)
Total -
oints = 44 44
"% / 2 o
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End User
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

STAGE-02 Lab Kits & Chemical lte
s !.';Ib O | SAREOS Page 216 of 243
L =10, arin Vi —r — . . = s
T | U M Dealile Tg | Pack of 100 Imported Best Quality
! SR. “ NS Maan | M'S Moon Fnterprises, | MY Three | T
[ N0 EVALUATION CRITERI g o | Scientific ImuMed. Shanghar Crsn Sears Yiedwd |
L ! ' s Bolton, KWS Medical l(‘\:h:ﬂg) Co 11d. | Supples. Kmle REMARMS ;
! | Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 Lok Lln = 1
{ | Surgical/ Disposable Items = f
‘ 1 1 Fimishing of the Product (05) 05 0s oS {
Ly M UseofNedical grade material (Product) (05) 0; “:‘ o |
wi Qualiy of printing (1 abel, outer canton. ete.) (02) 0 02 "
n Quahiy of packing / packaging & labeling material ete (03) 03 03 03
v, Poor gualiy of prinung ¢ packing ¢ packaging & labeling (00)
L matenal et
| Product’s past experience 20 | —
: | Wveny good (20) \‘
\ i good (16) |
5 | m)sausfactony (12) |
| = | n) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) %o " | .
5 | techmically accepted. :
) Procuring ageney has evidence of poor quality of the ;
| ‘ product (Technically rejected) (00) | I
‘ | Production Capacity 10 3
| (Per day production capacity of relevant product against 5
: | the total advertised guantity) g
'3 | 1 Less than 50% (00 10 10 | 10
| |10, 50% 10 60% (06) |
| jii. 60% to 70% (08) !
| n 71% and above (10) —
T Experience of the product in the market % ‘.
f ; | 1) Less than | year experience (00) !
4| i) 13 years experience @5) o - l -
[ | jir) 4-8 years experience (04 1 i
W (05) ‘ Sl 'a
1 | Total ‘ ‘
| points = 44 4 i H i
‘ 50 r\? ' 2
g, - [

| a
\ \
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT

Fechnical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24
Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02
_220. | Retic Stain - T Page 220 of 243
100 ml o T
SR. M'S Musap M'S Three Stars o
\NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Adam & Sons. | Medical |
\ 71 Weloleosol. Supphies, | RPN ARRS
‘L Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 13 Pakistan Piachem 500 ml !
Surgical/ Disposable Items ) =S |
! i Fimshing of the Product (05) 05 05 ‘
1 1. Use of Medical grade material (Product) |n-<\ ".; 0:; |
. by Quahty of printmg (L abel. outer carton, cle.) gﬂ:ZI 02 02 w
[ iv. Qualitny of packing *packaging & labeling material ete. (03) 03 03 ‘
v Poor qualiy of printing “packing packaging & labeling (00) ;
| | material cle. [
! Product’s past experience 20 ]
E 1) ven good (20) i
i 1) zood (16) |
Y 1) sausfactony (1) 1
| = iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) " so l i
1 technically accepted. i
| \) Procuring agency has ey 1dence of poor quality of the i
! product (Technically rejected) (00) | _ 4
| Production Capacity 10 |
| Per dav production capacity of re i i
| the total advertised quantity) |
i 3 1 Less than 30% 00y 10 10 [
, i, S0%a to 60% (06) { .
' iii. 60° 1o 70% (08) i .
| iy 71°0and abore (10) I S
i Fapericnce of the product in the market 03 | _
l 1) Less than 1 year experience (09] !
| 4 i1y 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03 ‘.
[ i) 4-8 vears experience ©H |
' in19-15 vears (& above) experience | (05| .
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REVISE BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Lab Kits & Chemical Items
[ 222, T Urine Strip Page 222 of 243
- I | Best Qu_alit\'lﬂ parameters (100 Strips Per Pack) ]
NO EVALUATION CRIT e Thas o | S SulMarketiog MS: Mian *
4 ERIA POINTS Nlcdlcial International, Diagnostar | Scientific, Urimed :
Supplies, Abbott, | Orignal Brand of | lealgen | 100/ REMARKS
g:‘%:::'u_':;ilq‘“_ﬂ(;\s Ascertained by TAC) 15 1S $5a 100 TesiPack |
: sposable Items |
i. Finishing of the Product ©03) i i
i ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 0s |
1, QUﬂlfT}' of printing (Label, outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 0S {
',V- Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 g§ !
L :n.alPOf)r quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling 00) |
enal etc. !
Product’s past experience 20 En i
??)very &good (ﬁ) E,': |
i) goo bt
1i1) satisfactory Hgg 8 !
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) s E -~
technically accepted. 3
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the E
product (Technically rejected) (00) =
Production Capacity 10 s
(Per dav production capacity of relevant product ag ainst _E
the total advertised quantity) 3
i. Less than 50% (00) 10 ; 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06) =
iii. 60% to 70% (08) p
iv. 71% and above (10) =
Experience of the product in the market 05
i) Less than | year experience (00) “
ii) 1-3 vears experience (03) 03
jii) 4-8 years experience (04)
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience 1(‘0?)'
- ota
gints = / 4 “
P e .
7 1y /i

e
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I'echnical Evaluation of Product Financial Year 2023-24

Lab Kits & Chemical Items

STAGE-02 Page 224 of 243
l__.. 224, LWBC Solution | Best Quality500 ml )
SR M/S: Musaji M/S: Three Stars |
NG EVALUATION CRITERIA pomns | A& Soos, . § MuTEl REMARKS |
Welolcosol, Supplies, |
Pakistan Diachem. 500 ml |
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 1
Surgical/ Disposable Ttems g |
i, Finishing of the Product (03) 05 05 l
1 ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 0s |
11, Quality of printing (Label, outer carton, ¢tc.) (02) 02 02 ‘
iv. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 ‘1
v Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) i
- material ete |
Product’s past experience 20 i
1) very good (20)
1) good (16}
2 1i1) sausfactory (12) 16 16 \
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence ol poor quality ol the
- product (T echnically rejected) (00) 1
Production Capacity 10 l
(Per day production capacity of relevant product against |
the total advertised quantity)
3 i. Less than 50% (00 10 10
ii. 50% to 60% (06)
iii. 60% 1o 70% (108)
iv. 71% and above Q1) I
Experience of the product in the market 03 \
i) Less than | year experience (00 l
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03
ii1) 4-8 years experience (0 !
| iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience (03) 11
|
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‘ ‘2—302—4* ABO Blood ('r"“l‘ Set 'nii‘gil\‘ Health Care Cﬂ“‘ll;li!ih‘iﬂrr o [é/Q_ ST - 3 T e
SR. M/S: Mian M/S: Moon )
EVALU \CRITE < | Scienufic Enterprises. Atlas,
! NO VATION CRITERIA POINTS Diagast, :\lla:pMcdical | SR
lagast Se icrmany
Mlﬂ&po_n[.\s Ascertained by TAC) 15 Diagat Set_{ Germ 1
Surgical/ Disposable Ttems T 5 !
1 Fanhmg of the Praduct (05) 05 0s |
i1 . Use of Medieal grade matenial (Product) (05) 05 05 i
‘ e Qualiny ul\ prml.mg (Label. outer carton, elc.) (02) 02 02 |
| . Quahiy of packm;-._ / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 t
1 v Poor qualin of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) }
I | material ere }
| Product’s past experience 20 =
i 1 very good (20) |
i 1) good (16) I
‘ 2 1) sausfactory (12) 1% 16 i
*' V) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) ’ i
i technically accepted. |
i V) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the |
! product (Technically rejected) (00) i
J Production Capacity 10 ﬁ !
{Per dav production capacity of relevant product against i ;
{ the total advertised quantity) I
|3 1 Less than 50% 10 {
| 1i. 30% to 60% | |
J ii1. 60% 10 70% l :
| [iv.71%and above :
! Experience of the product in the market |
1) Less than 1 year expericnce |
4 1i) 1-3 years experience 03 ' |
ui) 4-8 years experience 1 i
1v ) 9-15 vears (& above) experience i |
|
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M e rm—m—m i e g isianpaepion
[ _232. | Coombs Reagents [B/Q " ]

SR. . ) M/S: Mian Scientific M/S. Moon Enterpriscs.
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Bio. Bio Atlas, Atlas Medical REMARKS
- 10/ml Germany
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15
Surgical/ Disposable ltems -
L Finishing of the Product (03) 05 05
i it. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 05
i, Qualiy of prinung (1 abel, outer carton. etc.) (02) 02 02
n Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03
v. Poor qualiy of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
matenal ete.
Product’s past experience 20
i) ven good (—2_6)
) good (16)
2 i11) satisfactory (12) 16 16
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12)
technically accepted.
v) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the
product (Technically rejected) (00)
Production Capacity 10
(Per dav production capacity of relevant product ag ainst
the total advertised quantitv)
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10
ii. 50% 1o 60%% (06)
iii. 60% to 70% (08)
iv. 71% and above (10)
Experience of the product in the market 05
iy Less than 1 year experience (00) i
4 i) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03 ‘
iit) 4-8 vears experience (04 i
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience (03)
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points = 44 4 t
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L 233 | Bovine Albumin o == e R e "'"[ﬁ—/'Q-* T B R S T
| P
[ SR. :I .S‘ F\:_l:ln MS: Moon i
. EVALUATION C - > .| Scientufic Enterprises, Atlas, |
! NG PO TORNES Bio. Bio ,\llzhrpMcdlcal i 3 - |
— - 10/'ml Germany i
! Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 !
| Surgical/ Disposable Items o t :
li 1 Finishing of the Product (03) 05 05 f l
| 1 i Use of Medical grade material (Product) (0S) 05 0s l !
‘ ne Quality of pninting (1 abel. outer carton. etc.) (02) 02 02 ! i
: . Quality of packing  packaging & labeling material etc. 103) 03 03 ‘ !
| v. Poor quality of prinuing ‘packing / packaging & labeling (00) } {
! matcrial cie | |
| Product’s past experience 20 i {
! 1) ven good (20) |
' 1) zood (16) E
| o 1i) sausfactory (12)
t < iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) % B
l technically accepted. !
! V) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the !
| product (Technically rejected) (00) |
| Production Capacity 10 ]
E (Per dav production capacity of relevant product against |
[ the total advertised quantity) [
'3 1. Less than 50% (00) 10 10 *I
| ii. 30% to 60% (06) ‘
iii. 60% 10 70% (08) |
iv. 71%0 and above (10) |
wF Experience of the product in the market 05 i
: A |
\ i) Less than 1 vear experience (00) '
I 4 1) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03 | |
11) 4-8 vears expericnce (0 {
L ) 9-15 vears (& aboye) experience (03) ] | :
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: HIV ICT Kit Imported ] B/Q e —
SR. M/S: Mian M/S: Moon M/S: Three Stars | M'S. Guif Marketng
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Scientific Enterprises, ImuMed, | Medical Supplies. | International, Duagnosiar | REMARKS
lnst.Ansxyer. AD | Healgen Scientific Abbott Bioline, Orignal Brand of Healgen | ) )
Physical Report (As Ascertained by TAC) 15 Liagnostic Each LLC.USA 1723 Test 134, 25 TesPack -
Surgical/ Disposable Items - !
!'._ Finishl:ng of the Product (05) 05 05 05 i
i ii. Use of Medical grade material (Product) (05) 05 05 05 ;
ni. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, etc.) (02) 02 02 02
. Qualiny of packing / packaging & labeling material etc. (03) 03 03 03
V. Poor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00)
material etc. .. !
Product’s past experience 20 g i
i) very good 20) iy
ii) good (16) =
2 1ii) satisfactory (12) 16 1% 16 f
iv) No past experience with this institution but the product is (12) &
technically accepted. % l
V) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the = I
product (Technically rejected) (00) = |
Production Capacity 10 % |
(Per dav production capacity of relevant product against H ,‘
the total advertised qua ntitv) - !
3 1. Less than 50% (00) 10 10 - 3 “
ii. 50% to 60% (06) Q
iii. 60% to 70% (08) #
iv. 71% and above (10) =
Experience of the product in the market 05
1) Less than 1 year experience (09) - 03 03
4 ii) 1-3 vears ex’perignce Egjg
iii) 4-8 vears experience N
iv) 9-15 years (& above) experience 1&3:;'
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STAGE-02 Lab Kits & Chemi e
o e - . emical [tems
— 17— LBICT KitImported ~ —— —————— Page 235 of 243
i*(‘)- EVALUATI M’S: Mian M/S: M(}E;IIQ M'S: Three Stars | MS. Gulf - |
- ALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Scientific Enterprises, ImuMed, | Medical Supplies lnnaﬁ;t:«mﬁ.&ca‘:m’g E
S OnSite-CTK CTK | Healgen Scientific | Healgen, 1435 | (o Hor | REMARKS |
W Biotech USA Each | LiC. US st oy g ond of Hedgen |
Thysical Report (As ned by TAQ) LC, USA Test USA 25 Test Pack |
Surgical/ Disposable Items 1 1
1. Finishing of the Product '
1 1. Use of Medical grade material (Product) b 03 05 05 i
ni. Quality of printing (Label. outer carton, etc.) (gz] . - 05 :
. Quality of packing / packaging & labeling material etc, EOS; g; - i E
:"‘ P‘oor quality of printing / packing / packaging & labeling (00) - 03 : ;
2 naterial ete., ™ |
Eroduct’s past experience 20 g ; ;_
i) very good (20) by ; |
1) good (16) p ‘i .f
2 i) satisfactory (12) 3 l i
1v) No past experience with this institution but the product is 12y 16 16 16 3 | ;
technically accepted. 2 ‘ |
V) Procuring agency has evidence of poor quality of the ~ | |
product (Technically rejected) 00y 23 i ;
Production Capacity 10 E ! !
{Per dav production capacitv of relevant product asainst - ! |
the total advertised quantity) < 3 |
3 i. Less than 50% (00) 10 10 10 = 5 |
ii. 50% to 60% (06) = ! I
iii. 60% to 70% (08) B ! 1
1v. 71% and above (10 2 ', :
Experience of the product in the market %) = , l
i) Less than | vear experience ( i
4 ii) 1-3 years experience (03) 03 03 o3 |
iii) 4-8 vears experience (Oi_l) ‘_ ‘
iv) 9-15 vears (& above) experience 1("03)| A | ‘
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