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UNANED

N19M5I9% Hepatitis B surface antigen (HBsAg) IuLﬁamﬁufJ%ﬁmm%aLLasﬁﬂﬁmluﬂﬂiiﬁaéfaﬂ'liamL?g@lﬁa
fudniaud egrslsinunisulanalagldagadnduls (cut-off index, COI) ﬁquﬁuiﬂ wifvzdinnnudunizgs wafvinld
\AanaauUasuiiiniy Sesndudesdinisnadeuiusuludnndnnisiinsest & wilndonauavaldanelunsinsie
i LLasL{‘lumﬂﬁumimm‘uaaﬁawﬁﬁ’amﬂmahjai’%ﬂu miﬁﬂmﬁﬁi’mqﬂssmﬁtﬁaﬁmmmm COl fmnzalunns
uUanan13m3I99 HBsAg 1aevinn153LAIE 9 receiver operating characteristic Tuﬂa:mﬁ'aasiwaﬁdamwm HBsAg U84
WosuuAnsaudmaianisunnduasSsdmatauiungs wagvinisdwmsiaduduniendnnis neutralization lng
WosUURNMIA1euen NaNISANYINUIINITNTIT HBsAg RNuaenAdasiuNan1InTIRE uduge (uildnsm 0.9343,
95% Cl 0.8717-0.9770) LLazLﬁaﬁmimmmmgﬂﬁau%qmﬁﬁaé’ﬁ WU COl > 21.50 Tiraulafi 46% wazen
ANz 100% (Lifnavandasy) Fadugadaivanzandmunisulananisinnei Welddudunsitedunns
faelhdarusniaud Tnglisdudosihmsiaseismiedinsrfusuiiuiy tduumsunsulanauassioa
HAN3MSIIN HBsAg Tildannnisuwinidiendn sufusedldunmsmuaeududdusieoly

Addgy: einaulafingay; madladelsalisadudniaud; msesamueufauiuiivedelisadudnaud

Abstract

Detection of Hepatitis B surface antigen (HBsAg) in blood specimen is a crucial and rapid indicator for
diagnosis of Hepatitis B virus infection. However, using a cut-off index (COI) that is too high, while providing high
specificity, can increase the number of false negative results. This necessitates a confirmatory test, which is
time wasting, cost, and unnecessary workload to the laboratory. This study aimed to determine an optimal COI
value for the interpreting HBsAg results by performing a receiver operating characteristic (ROC) analysis on
subjects requested for HBsAg detection at the clinical laboratory of the International Center for Medical and
Radiological Technology, Golden Jubilee Medical Center. An external laboratory performed confirmatory testing
using the HBsAg neutralization method. The results showed a high correlation between HBsAg detection and
confirmatory neutralization test results (area under the curve 0.9343, 95% CI 0.8717-0.9770). Diagnostic
accuracy performance showed that a COI > 21.50 provided a sensitivity of 46% and a specificity of 100% (i.e.,
no false positives), indicating it as an appropriate threshold for confirming Hepatitis B virus infection without
the need for repeat or additional confirmatory tests. Nevertheless, laboratories should further validate the use

of COI 21.50 before implementation in routine reporting, as determined in this study, must be validated further.

Keywords: Cut-off index (COI); Hepatitis B virus (HBV) diagnosis; Hepatitis B surface antigen (HBsAg) detection
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1. uni

Tsadusniaud Fomssniauveasadsuiiinannsandelsasusnaud (hepatitis B virus) nsdniauazsh
Twaddume mnduiesasiaisin fuuds uaznanedungdwiulifaduammmadeiindusuiug vesszme”
Mndeyavesssdnseunsislan (WHO) fiftheAndelfasusniaufisesaiilanuinndt 206 druau® Tuuseimelne
w.a. 2565 Ixenudiehsadusnaud 5,364 519 Snsdae 8.11 Aauszynsuauau” diulngdnliuanieinisnis
pafn lfAnn1stlsndefaivouaglussuuguamuessuna Woussqdhmingvesesdniseundelantunsfin
Ifadudniauilulgvimansisaaunelud we. 2573 Usewalnglatvuagnsenansaulisasudnaulilu
wleuigseauyd neldunugnsaanslsnfasouisfwasunuuiansindnlasadudnau we. 2565 - 2573 veq
nsumuAslsA nsenssanssgy® Taswdumsissndnnsasssnnsnguides msidadedisinigs wazmsidenloadn
daruunmsquainiegnadivszansamm nsddiumanuunugnsmansllfiesustisannsrlsauasniadedinan
hsasusnauwiniu uidhsanmszarlideiumssuguuesssmaluszoren lnsmsananusidulunissnw
Amwunsndoufizuuss wu fuuuazuziSeiy dafeddvinensmemsunmduassuuszanaswaunn fafumsnse
s fiRnisTsdanusuduedrannlunmaniaifafensinge weduusslenflumsuimsdanisiinde®
Tngunfudinmsnsansionjoinaiioltededfndelfasusniaudifumnsemiusiufieguuudenusnvesde
h¥afiFundn hepatitis B surface antigen (HBsAg) AIINANNTNIYIANAUINGT (immunoassay) ﬁﬁm%a%ﬁ%uéau
tnoadelidlunszuaien lneamanuldvdmnildiudemelussernailifdasiauimasidion” WHO Ifssyls
32 HBsAg tun1smsvegausnilnsaitasenmsindelifasusnaut ® aenndosfuiuamienisquatnm
ghehifadusniaut vesanpulsaduuisUseindalng seyinnisinsedu HBsAg Susslenilunisiansuvganisshw
Taglany cﬁ'ﬂwﬁﬁmmﬁwﬁmmm wislisennldsueninse Wosnlonaldnaties wenainiu HBsAc 81
UsrlogilumsUssdiunandusnidusilugieildondasuussmusilovgaen © ﬁa%iwlﬁwéﬁmwmwLqumi
iman‘mmmvamamamﬂmmuuwmmmﬂumiﬂaaﬂumﬂmiﬂivm&Jmmmauavmimmumamiimzn mim’mumu
arudAglunisdansesngundes 1y yaradidnginssudssdentsindevieliifsyiiaseunsafiiade nansa
wazMsnwivishsiausatisanmiugulswedsauaz tesiunngnsunsndouldun nsaTammsandelifa
pudniauimaiesufdinislasnianyiam HesAg Fuduntestefisniulunisnmadansouasuimstanisdinde
muummaﬂmmLmummaqmamsmmLLavn'ﬁLLﬂawaﬂ'ﬁm’mamqmmvamaLﬂuﬂamwmmm’mmﬂmamama’lu
nsdamagnde” n1susuUganssuaunidadelviiussansnmanntu 1y nsimuea cut-off index (COI) i
wangaslunsulananisnsaam HBsAg aunsnanausidulummaaeufusuiianiy Fvasaneldaeuaznnsy
UV URNTT MIAunIsnNLRLENSAanssERuBIRluNTANdahsadudnauresUsewmelneaennaeariu
Whuneves WHO wasiidneninlunisanniselsanazanldaneiuasisaguueslssmeegnaditudfy

WeslfuRnsaudmaiansunnduaz Sdinadauiunyd audnisunmdnigaunfien uninedeuing 1ol
M3A5999 HBsAG feLa3asiassmludfiendendnnis immunoassay sTfamaBUENmi‘mmaauﬁlﬁasgﬂswmwﬂum
cut-off index (CON Tneripaufifinis 2 Ii3uMuuzinsrfuuuuoanisulananisnsiom HBsAg anuToneian
W399 TITASIEN NE1AD () A1 COI < 0.9 Ts891u negative, (i) A1 COI > 200 5189 positive, (i) A1 COI
539119 0.9 — 200 AwVMsTeTEeEnats mnldnanisiiaseidiaseglurasdiingn Winsnsadudy
(confirmatory test) #aeudnn13 neutralization dsdmani1snTadududu positive TWseeu positive uadmadu
negative @13115051897U negative loae agalsinu Seunmslunsudanauarsisnuransieseidneiul vl
finsdeanldsensinmzien madwmrnludiesufifinismeusn @Ewsumansiatuiu) lnaredslos 3 Yush
3 adadunafunssanuliundwminilunsUssaunuiu weeddsdmsadelifesufoinmsnieuen i
mszaudmdumsdmassniluszuu hospital information system (HIS) f3de3afiunanudndiasfuimen cut-off
index fitvsnza (optimal CON dfunisuananisnsiam HBsAg vesiasufoinis Tasifilinsenutunouns
Aadelsasusnaudvomnmd seiuuamdumsulanauazsienuranisasiam HesAg Tagldn optimal COI ilé
PINNsARinavesiesljuiRnssndudedlasunsmugeududdiusely
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IngUszaen
\ieA1IRAT optimal COl dMSUNIITIBNUHANIIATIANT HBsAG NATaIATIZEnluR vasqudivain
mMsunnduazsdimadauunenf= lnensilssufisuiunanisnsiadudu HBsAg Mmenann1s neutralization

VBULIAKALITNTANEN

\Juns@inuwuudounds (retrospective study) lnsthdayanisdwnsiavesisslifinseudinafianisunme
warfdmadiauuni Aifinan15msI9m HBsAG uazNan 15ns9Eus HBsAg WiensAwImen optimal COI ¢
MTIATIEA receiver operative characteristic (ROC) @msuldifunuimien1suUanaunas s189UNan1n5IaM HBsAG
yowipsufoinsildogamngan dmiunseunnanlunideduandugui 1

[ A15M329 HBsAg MELASBISALUIIR ]

[ namsvinaauidual COI ]

( wmenIswUanatagtuanuiSuynan \
COI< 0.9 COI'0.9-200 COI >200
Negative n399Y1 — A5DUGU Positive

v

0 " {7 ' v A

[ WALN92U+ATTAY+IA18Y
J
LUIANN1TYIAT Optimal CO

v

= a a it o "
NIIANYUTIIATIZNYBUNEAY (Retrospective Study)

v

Wweya COl uazna Confirm w1l¥liAT1ev ROC

[ AU Optimal COI ]

[ AANISHITINGT / aNISATIAB UG / anN198IU / anldan

v

wwmsinluniswlananuuuguasiiusyansaw

UM 1 nsouLIAnluN15ITY (Conceptual Framework)
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2. Adeiiieatas

sl iauaenndesiunatsauive Wy uideves Pasarbu wazanz™® FsldvinisAnwmen
optimal COl ¥89N15AT39%1 HBsAg 91n4A3 098 nTulA Abbott ARCHITECT i2000 (1dnn1s CMIA) Taelds1uau
ngufa0g13 132 $109ilAN signal to cut-off = 0.9 - 100 1 1Hlun1531ATIEY ROC Tauansdn optimal COI ~ 9.32
TuraueAieuideves Pumnamawaty uazamy" I§vins@neimean optimal COI vain1siiAszanias oednlusif
Vidas® BRAHMS PCT (dnn1s ELFA) § 93151z ROC Tungudaogns 80 s187iiAn COI'> 0.17 COl uagwuingn
optimal COl ~ 1.08 Wonaniuiseves Wonechampa uazams™ Iginsinuiluruesdeiu Inglddayananis
AnszsianniaTeditasesisalusi® Roche Cobas e801 (Mdnnng ECLIA) ldannguinegnsdiuiu 337 e #ifid1 CO
- 0.9 - 30 FawansIAs1¥ ROC WU optimal COl = 13 uATasana Flidiudnan optimal COI Wiensuana
1IN HBsAg dmfumsitasonsanidel3arusniaudidesiu asliafilidmalidanauindasunduiy

3. FamMsaniiun1side

3.1 Usgnsaznaudieg e

Yoyanltlumsdnwiduteyasenined na. 2562 4 2566 fifin15dmsIIN HBsAg FI8LAT 893LAT1Z%
gnlulli Yasiosluinisqudimailanisunnduaz Ssdmadauuind qudnisunmdnigaunfiun uningdeuiing
dnsunsfnuildlfiensdoyadiuau 127 51 Tnenquiegnsianalinanmsinszidu borderline uag weakly
reactive (COI = 0.9 - 200) uagl#3untsdmsraBususendnms neutralization ity iinsvelddeyadand
Ianunseudfandtinauanenssun1sasusssunTTeluauganas unninendeuding vunealususes MU-MOU
2024/036.1003

3.2 M ITuTdeya

ToyaidaUszyInT Toyanani1sngIan HBsAg kazdayanan1ins19dudu HBsAg launangudeyaues
Ve funsaudmaianisunmduasisdimataumnnac mansram HesAg iunsnsameledesiinsesisnlu
Cobas €601 (Roche Diagnostics) v@swasufiAn1sauginaianisunnduazedinadauinnea s dserdevannns
electrochemiluminescence immunoassay (ECLIA) #15un1505398 w8y HBsAg 1T uN1505798 28103 0971A5199
§alusfA Cobas e801 (Roche Diagnostics) vostiaaufuAnsudtmngammnens-way Faordoilunismaaey Hepatitis
B surface neutralization assay

3.3 Bnsdaeteutoya
Joyariaungnyiiudeyailianunsaszuimuld lnegnidhsiauagldiiie Tnguszasdmadanintiu uazgn
wiulilussuugudeyaivasade

3.4 \n3esiiofinszvidoya

Ainseiteyadeazning (rserguwasna) 1 esdu faelusunsu Microsoft Excel wagiiaTey receiver
operative characteristic (ROC) wazma1ugnAo i3 lady (diagnostic accuracy) Aaelusunsu R Faidnwaziu
Towuwesafiduszansamgslumsiiasevideyansadd sandadynddaans (package) dm3uiiasaey ROC

(package pROC)™” uazUssiliumugnsissveunsesiieiilady (package epir)™

3.5 |NMTIATeideya
3.5.1 Yauedeyaiiaszens @eguazme) lugunuvvesiwiutiuuasdndiuiosas (%) ALonny
Nan130 938U (confirmed-negative wag confirmed positive)
3.5.2 WATILRANUUANANTENINNGN (329018609 9 wasinavie/inevdg) Tuudazyliananisnsiadudu
srenmsvadeulrauaislaevuaiituddymnsada 7 p-value < 0.05
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3.5.3 WAT1e9 ROC luyadoyananiingiam HBsAg (Teyaliaiiiay) InewIeuiisuiunanisnsiadudu
(Foyaluu3) udhiauelusunuuidu ROC curve wiaufumwaiuilinsmuazdsaudesiuil 95%

3.5.4 Uszifludranuly awdimng wazArdnsiduanuinasfudmiunansiafiduuin Tuusaze
col filidunadwsannisiiasnesi ROC ({e 3.5.3) udathiausluguuuumsns

4. Nan133Y

NUBYANTITAINTIAN HBsAg 5enIeT WA, 2562 13 2566 naufee197liina borderline Lag weakly
positive (COI = 0.9 - 200) $1uau 127 519 Aldgndans1afududrendnnis neutralization léunldlunisAnui
ToyalaUseng loun Yeenguaine eInguaiegne 127 s1edinan lneuenduiukazdndiusesasaunanis
as19Busy Fauandumsed 1 Smuhdumeessazsiuunendgdifauunneisegditoddymadi Tl
nauiiliinans198udiu confirmed-negative wag confirmed positive lurnigiilofiansandurunguiogiausagzag
ownuidaruuanesaiifddymaifvesiuiunguinegusaz iy lunauiili nansafuduiisaendy
Tngdeng > 60 U fduaunduiegtefiliuansraduduiia negative wag positive 1nniduaunduiegegaseny
20 - 39 uag 40 - 59 U

M13°99 1 ToyATIUTEYINTVDINFUMIDEUENIUILUALEREILTRUALAUNAN1TATIVB U

NaN15A$238U8Y (Confirmed Results)

fiawls n=127
Negative Positive p-value ?

LA

Y18 76 (59.8%) 10 (50%) 66 (61.7%) 0.3280

VN 51 (40.2%) 10 (50%) 41 (38.3%)
929818

20 - 39 16 (12.6%) 6 (33.3%) 10 (9.2%)

40 - 59 41 (32.3%) 2(1.1%) 39 (35.8%)

> 60 70 (55.1%) 10 (55.6%) 60 (55%) 0.0070 ®

@ p-value 31 Chi-square test
b filudAynnsadia (p-value < 0.05)

\{19vn1531As129 receiver operating characteristic (ROC) lnglddoyavnnquadegig 127 51g diefnw
ﬂ’smgﬂéja\n‘?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ]ﬁﬂ (comprehensive diagnostic accuracy) ¥8IHaN1TM539%1 HBsAG WigUAuNaN1n198UdY Lay
\iemAn optimal COI dm§un1suUananisnsian HBsAg Yoo sU UAN1TY Huildns (area under the curve,
AUQ) #il#a1nnasvi1 ROC curve 1y 0.9343 (95% C1 0.8717 - 0.9770) fauanslusudl 2 Tsuaddmanisngaam
HBsAg Slauaenndasossgeiunantanafuiiufendnnis neutralization lun1sifiadensinidelidadudnaud

08

08

Sensitivity

0.2

AUC =0.9343

0.4

95% CI = 0.8717 - 0.9970

0.0 0.2 04 0€ 08 1.0
1 - Specificity

JU#1 2 ROC curve 194 COl 91N W& 3kASI81 HBsAg Llsufiunan1snsIagudu

(AUC, area under the curve; Cl, confidence interval)
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dlofinnsananauls (sensitivity) wazaus g (specificity) idnuiniann COI usazean wuin 6714 COl e
ﬁwaxlﬁmm’mvbgn wiAALSNZEN widwnld COl GRGAOEAT R PRHERINTREER wiralash fauandlunnsned
2 Tnehluuduedesiiodtadedia mﬂﬁﬂgqmmmhu,asmmai’ﬁwaﬁqqaammmsauﬁ’u PNAITNMINGT WU NS
1461 COI = 9.16 TiAAAILY 62% AT L 95% uazAn positive likelihood ratio (LR+)* 12.3 §sildnfigedign
wingdmsun1sguduifade (confirmed diagnosis) wigsaslinauinUaeu (false positive result) 88 og9lsfinu
wameansitasedesduegrumnrandmiunsindohdasusnaud Tnglddosdinanisnsadududendns
neutralization S Juiinan1sngiam HBsAg ldmsTnavantasunielidraudimg 100%  Femafanginen
optimal COI Tunsdlimsldandi > 21.50 Fslsian LR+ Luenotud (1aft 2) luqedafimneaudmiunsudana
MM5A5799 HBsAg WileldBudunsindelsasusnaud

A15°9% 2 Al (sensitivity) wazAMUI WL (specificity) IA1UIAINAT COI /g 9 Aldan ROC

Sensitivity Specificity
COlI Value LR+
Estimate (%) 95% Cl Estimate (%) 95% Cl
0.98 100 97 - 100 40 19 - 64 1.7
1.16 97 92 - 99 55 32-77 2.2
1.52 95 89 - 98 75 51-91 38
2.05 90 82-95 85 62 - 97 6.0
3.00 82 74 - 89 90 68 - 99 8.2
5.54 73 63 - 81 90 68 - 99 7.3
7.01 70 60-79 90 68 -99 7.0
9.16 62 52-71 95 75 - 100 12.3
12.02 55 45 - 65 95 75 - 100 11.0
14.25 51 42 - 61 95 75-100 10.3
16.26 a9 39 - 58 95 75 - 100 9.7
18.40 48 38 - 58 95 75 - 100 9.5
20.75 ar 37-57 95 75 - 100 9.3
21.50 a6 36 - 56 100 83 - 100 Infinity
22.57 46 36 - 56 100 83 - 100 Infinity
24.58 45 35-55 100 83 - 100 Infinity

Cl, confidence interval; LR+, positive likelihood ratio

* Positive likelihood ratio (LR+) Tuuunilwanedeidnsdiunnuiiasfulunsdlinanisnyiam HBsAg iu positive szninaiilvina

A o - N A o vde v A v o LS ~ | e a a N
nInaBudulu positive Wisuieuiugnvinanisnsigududu nesative 3961 LR+ geasUstifass@nsamiigaeniingiam
HBsAg dmsunisiladeiudu (confirmed diagnosis) nMsAnelisasusniaud
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5. 8AUTEHANTINY

TsadusniauiidunisluamgmdnilyilnAnlsaduudswazlsanzifedu 9ndeyaves WHO fiszana
296 &uau AFeddtinsmiulsadusnaud® fifles 13% Aldsunisnsaa 3% Aldsunsinu susuiulsaluguzds
funasdeTinuszanm 1.1 duen®® dnlulssmdlnefSnmmsfiade 5.0% fia WHO Tdssylfnsamainses
1 HBsAg luesuihe iunsamaBusnitastaednnseaasiliadunsinidelasasusnautludowu® iesnnis
yliefiRaidslasusniaudidnimsinuldesnenng wasnmandesnmsnenunauinUaeulugildléfaide
fauddegranndmiunsinnislsn® ilinnsnsiam HesAg fanan mslunmsveaeuiilinnudinzgsgn
wislufinavindasy agelsinnu nmsldargedndula (cut-off index, COI) ﬁqq wiagyilrlifinavinUasy 913vilud
1981999297 181uNAAUUaDNIINT Y Fagdesiiiognafiseaura negative luhmsnsoliasesiiiuiud e
wdNA13 neutralization i ef udunsAlasen1sind olasa satunisimuad COI fmuvay (optimal COI) v84
1505999 HBsAg 3aiimnudniu Fsazvrvandrunufiaeidesiinisniiaiinmeidudu analdaeglunismaaey
iy Tneflazsadirnudunzgeaaavidolifinauinvasuduin®

£
Ao

nsAnuiiiinguszasdfiazduiamial optimal COI ¥89n13M5I9M HBsAg dmsunisAnnsesuasifads
nshnidelsasusnauTludestu Ineléteyannnduitednesiuiu 127 518 fidwmsradenesissaningd ne. 2562
fi1 2566 Yoot uRnsAudmalian sunnduasednailauiuvd qudnisunndnigyauniien InIngrauudios
Inenauiegadananilinanisiinsieiu borderline wag weakly reactive (COI = 0.9 - 200) wagldsun15d1nsa
Bududaendnnis neutralization T1nNaNTIATIZA ROC ludiayavesnduiognafenas Uatiman1ansam HBsAg
finaenadategnsgatunanisnsaBusufendnnis neutralization Tumsifadenisindelrfasusniaud @udld
AN = 0.9343, 95% Cl 0.8717 — 0.9770) éﬁ’ﬂgﬂﬁ' 2 \iefiansanA1A LAz ALTUNIEINATIE COl wiazen
WU31 optimal COI = 21.50 § sl a1Aus 1wz 100% neliinavinUasu fam1saedl 2 wanldan COI i 21.50
FINANIEINSUNTUUANANIASIaM HBsAg agsilAeasan COI dmsuiiansanvine sidedinsaadududsuan 0.9 -
200 1fu 0.9 - 21.5 FwhlisnsnisdinsadusuanasnuuiUfoRiAudssanu 38.5% vosnguiiesng wan ANl
fiaruaenadeaiunasnuise 1wy 1uiTeves Pasarbu warauz™ JaldvinisAnwimian optimal COl vainTs
A3IMN HBsAg 91n1A30sSATLIA Abbott ARCHITECT 12000 (énnns CMIA) Tagldduaunguiiegne 132 s1eiilven
signal to cut-off = 0.9 - 100 ¥l4lun1531A518% ROC § auaneAn optimal COl = 9.32  luvmeii 11uidoves
Purnamawaty uazaniz™ ldvinnsfinwman optimal COI 483n153ATIEANAS 038ALUNA Vidas® BRAHMS PCT
(mdnn1s ELFA) d931as1gsi ROC Tundusegne 80 s187diAn COI> 0.17 COl uagnu3INAn optimal COI ~ 1.08
UaNNTUITEves Wongchampa uavany ™ ldvihnsanuluiueaieatu Iﬂai%’%’aaﬂawamﬁ,ﬂiwﬁmnm%a
AneisAlusiA Roche Cobas e801 (Mans ECLIA) Aildanngusnegnsduau 337 1e fiflen COI = 0.9 - 30 Fawa
AM53ATIZI ROC Wua1 optimal COl = 13 neiluusazenisednanaylaa optimal COI fiwmnenaiy tiewnain
mmLmﬂ&mﬂuaq?fﬁauaziumaam%‘lmmaﬁmeﬁé’miuﬁaﬁwamimw%ﬁwﬁwﬁmﬁmwhﬁu, é‘ammiwémaqﬁwm,
MaNNININTIAATIENA raenaunauUszvInsiogslulsaznsAne vilsilde optimal COI fumnsneiu oenslsf
m'mmamnnmm%’amﬁiﬁlﬁudwm optimal COI Lipn1sulanan1ans19m HBsAg dmsunisifiadensinidelasa
susniaudifossu eslimillidmalffamauinuasuiuiu

nanalagagy mndinnsii optimal COI fildannsAnunl sl dund fiRlmldmumsitadensinde
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