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ABSTRACT 

Objective: To investigate the performance of the HIV RDTs used in Zambia. 

Method: 2,564 participants aged between 15 and 95 years from two sites in Lusaka province 

years were tested on OraQuick ADVANCE, Abbot Determine™, and then confirmed on Uni-

Gold™ Recombigen®. The data from the participants were analyzed using SPSS version 25.0.  

Results: The 3 RDTs when compared to the 4th generation Abbot Architect results had the 

following results: OraQuick ADVANCE®, Alere Determine and Uni-Gold Ultra, at 95% CI had 

Sensitivities of: 91.8%, 93.3% and 92.5% respectively. The specificities of OraQuick 

ADVANCE® and Uni-Gold were the same (100.0%; 95% CI: 98.8 -100.0) but slightly different 

from Alere Determine (99.8%). Positive predictive values at 95% CI were 100% for OraQuick 

ADVANCE® and Uni-Gold and 98.4% for Alere Determine. Negative predictive values (at 95% 

CIs) were 99.1, 99.2 and 99.1 for OraQuick ADVANCE®, Alere Determine, and Uni-Gold Ultra 

respectively. The results showed that these RDTs could only detect 12 out of every 13 HIV 

positive results. 
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Conclusion: Third generation RDTs are not effective in detecting acute positive cases. Fourth 

generation Rapid Tests are required to capture the positive cases being missed out. 

 
Keywords: Sensitivity, Specificity, Accuracy, Positive Predictive Value, Negative Predictive 
Value. 

INTRODUCTION 

According to WHO global HIV summary report, the HIV epidemic is still raging thus 

emphasizing the need for a sustained response in order to curb the HIV epidemic.1 Despite all the 

strategies put in place to help end the HIV/AIDS epidemic, there still remains a substantial 

number of people with HIV who are unaware of their infection and are still infecting others.2 The 

only way to determine a person’s HIV status is to have an HIV test. Globally about 20% of HIV 

infections are due to transmissions from recently infected individuals.3 The World Health 

Organization recommends two sequential rapid diagnostic tests (RDTs) for HIV diagnosis, 

however third generation RDTs detect only HIV antibodies and may miss up to 75% of early 

acute HIV infections.4 

There is considerable interest in revising testing guidelines to more accurately reflect new 

technology and to identify associated challenges.5 According to Marks et al the estimated 25% of 

individuals unaware of their HIV infection are responsible for 54% of new infections. Point of 

care (POC) options for the diagnosis of acute HIV are currently limited to third-generation 

RDTs.6 An addition of a fourth generation HIV RDT to testing algorithms would help in 

reducing the number of acute infections being missed by third generation RDTs that only detect 

antibodies. Identification of acute HIV infection requires detection of HIV nucleic acids or p24 

antigens which is made possible with 4th generation laboratory-based assays that detect HIV-1 

p24 antigen as well as antibodies to HIV-1/2.7, 8, 9 Many studies have shown that fourth-

generation RDTs can still detect a good number of acute HIV infections 11 compared to third-

generation RDTs. 

The reported sensitivity of a test also depends on the sensitivity of the comparator or reference 

standard.12  Manufacturers of four commonly studied HIV rapid tests quote sensitivities of 99.3 

to 100%, but all were compared with earlier Enzyme Immuno-Assays (EIA) that are less 

sensitive than the now widely available fourth-generation EIAs.12 Fourth-generation EIAs can 

detect HIV p24 antigen as early as 2 weeks post-infection, as well as being able to detect the 
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antibodies that appear later.12 These EIAs are recommended as first-line screening tests in the 

2014 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) HIV laboratory testing algorithm.  

Although the proportion of acute infections can be expected to vary across different populations, 

there are no studies examining the effect of this on the performance of HIV rapid tests.13 Health 

services that have the option of providing either HIV rapid tests or the more sensitive laboratory 

assays therefore need to know whether there will be a significant loss of sensitivity if they use 

HIV rapid tests in their clinical population.13 

Zambia has an adult HIV prevalence of 11.1%. The national RDT algorithm in Zambia consists 

of a screening test (Determine® HIV 1/2) followed by confirmation of reactive specimens with a 

second rapid test (Uni-gold HIV 1/2). 14 This study set out to investigate the performance of the 

HIV RDTs used in Zambia. 

 

 

 

                                                                

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1: Zambia National algorithm for HIV testing using rapid tests. 

METHODS 

This systematic review used quantitative methods by measuring statistical analysis of different 

variables of the five different HIV tests by using probability methods. The comparison between 

First Line Test: Abbot Determine 

Positive (+) Negative (-): Report as Negative 

Second Line Test: Uni-Gold 

Positive (+): Report as Positive 

Negative (-) 

Third line test Bio-line or request client to test 6 

weeks later 
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these diagnostic tests forms the foundation of this comparative evaluation of HIV testing 

techniques. Serologic test results were divided into Reactive and Non-Reactive findings, as 

recommend by the manufacturers of the diagnostic tests. This study analyzed data collected from 

the STAR clinical performance study.15The analysis is solely dependent on the secondary data 

from the STAR study. Serologic methodologies for the 5 test methods were evaluated for HIV. 

The primary purpose of this investigation was to complete a comparative evaluation of 3 HIV 

rapid diagnostic tests and 2 fourth generation tests. 

The specimen was collected by trained personnel following participant informed consent and 

complete assessment. Samples analyzed included oral mucosa transudate using the OraQuick® 

HIV Self-Test, fingerprick blood was collected and tested on Alere DetermineTM HIV1/2, if 

positive on Determine it was then confirmed on UnigoldTMHIV1/2 (Trinity Biotech) test 

following the Zambian national testing algorithm. The results were provided to participants, and 

data stored in electronic devices, all participants with reactive test results were referred for HIV 

care and treatment at local health facility.15  

In addition to the three rapid tests performed at Point of Care, 10 mls whole blood was collected 

from each participant by trained personnel and sent to the Laboratory for further testing on fourth 

generation assays. Specimens were processed by standardized methods and tested following the 

manufacturer’s instructions for all the diagnostic test methods. The 10mls blood samples sent to 

the Laboratory were double-span and plasma was separated and tested on the Abbot Architect 

HIV Ag/Ab Combo fourth generation instrument as the gold standard for the rapid tests.15 If 

result was reactive, it was then run on manual ELISA Genscreen™ ULTRA HIV Ag-Ab to 

confirm positivity. 

Specificity and Sensitivity of the five different HIV testing strategies were measured by 

calculating the percentage of positive results yielded by these tests among all samples that tested 

positive for HIV based on detection of HIV positive results of the Abbot Architect test.16 Rapid 

test positivity was calculated by comparing the characteristics of HIV-positive and HIV-negative 

results. The Results were reported in accordance with the Standards for Reporting of Diagnostic 

Accuracy: Sensitivity, specificity, positive and negative predictive values at 95% confidence 

intervals using SPSS version 25.0. The gold standard serologic tests for HIV are the enzyme 

immunoassay (EIA). The Determine HIV1/2, product sensitivity and specificity calculations 
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were based on the comparison of test results with an indirect enzyme immunoassay the Abbot 

Architect and Genscreen HIV-1/2. 

Inclusion and exclusion criteria 

The study only included samples of participants who gave informed consent to participate in the 

STAR study by Zambart15 and who were tested on all 5 of the HIV test types being investigated. 

Participants who did not give consent or did not give a third sample for Laboratory testing were 

excluded from the study. 

Statistical analysis  

Data was analyzed using Microsoft Excel spreadsheet for broader thematic analysis and SPSS 

version 25.0. Exact confidence intervals (CIs) were calculated according to the binomial 

distribution. Variables were summarized as frequencies and percentages with significant level at 

0.05 (95%CI). Sensitivity, specificity, positive and negative predictive values were determined 

using cross-tables and standard formulas of the third generation HIV RDTs, the Abbot fourth 

generation immunoassay was used as the gold standard. Data from the STAR-Study were entered 

into a Microsoft excel sheet, checked for duplication and error and then subsequently exported to 

SPSS version 25 for analysis. 

RESULTS 

The study examined specimen of 2564 participants, which were tested on the 5 different HIV 

tests being investigated. The rapid diagnostic laboratory tests were evaluated based on a 

comparison test method. The investigation evaluated the test accuracy of five diagnostic assays 

for the identification of HIV based on sensitivity and specificity measures. Among the 2564 

samples analyzed, 1043 (40.7%) were male participants and 1521 (59.3%) female participants. 

The 2564 samples were from participants of a wide range of ages from the age of 15 to as old as 

95 years as show in table 3. All participants below 18 years agreed to participate with guided 

parental consent. 

Specimen of participants who were tested on all the 5 HIV tests were included in the analysis. In 

addition to the 3 Point of Care rapid tests, a blood sample was collected from each participant 

and sent to the laboratory for testing on Abbot Architect, all positive results on Abbot were 

confirmed using Genscreen Biorad ELISA. Variables analyzed include baseline demographics 

and rapid test results. Measurement of each tests’ sensitivity and specificity were compared and 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 21, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.20.21267838doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.20.21267838
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


6 

 

reported with 95% confidence intervals. Sensitivity and specificity of Ora-Quick and Determine 

was measured compared to HIV positive serostatus. HIV positive serostatus was defined by a 

positive result on the Abbot Architect Assay. 

 

Table 1: Gender, Age Groups and HIV Status on Abbot Architect of the study participants 

compared to Sites they lived. 

Gender, Age and HIV results compared to study sites of the participants 

 
Mtendere Kanakantampa Total 

Characteristics n = 1955 % n = 609 % n = 2564 % 
Gender 

      
Male 719 28.0% 324 12.6% 1043 40.7% 
Female 1236 48.2% 285 11.1% 1521 59.3% 
Total 1955 76.2% 609 23.8% 2564 100.0% 
Age Groups 

      
15 – 17 78 3.0% 30 1.2% 108 4.2% 
18 – 25 962 37.5% 189 7.4% 1151 44.9% 
26 – 35 554 21.6% 149 5.8% 703 27.4% 
36 – 45 228 8.9% 110 4.3% 338 13.2% 
46 – 55 78 3.0% 55 2.1% 133 5.2% 
56 – 65 41 1.6% 35 1.4% 76 3.0% 
66 – 75 10 0.4% 28 1.1% 38 1.5% 
76 – 85 4 0.2% 9 0.4% 13 0.5% 
86 – 95 0 0.0% 4 0.2% 4 0.2% 
Total 1955 76.2% 609 23.8% 2564 100.0% 
HIV result 

      
Non-Reactive 1737 67.7% 560 21.8% 2297 89.6% 
Reactive 218    8.5% 49 1.9% 267 10.4% 
Total 1955 76.2% 609 23.8% 2564 100.0% 

The study included participants from two sites: Mtendere, representing the urban population and 

Kanakantampa the rural population. About 1955 (76.2%) participants were from Mtendere and 

609 (23.8%) participants from Kanakantampa. There were more female (63.2%) than male 

(36.8%) participants in Mtenedere took part in the study, while in Kanakantampa more male 

(53.2%) participants took part in the study compared to females (46.8%). In both sites the highest 

participating ages range from 18 to 45 years of Age. 

The table below compares gender and Age of participants to HIV test results of the Abbot, used 

as a reference. As expected, female participants (68.9%) had a higher positivity rate compared to 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 21, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.20.21267838doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.20.21267838
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


7 

 

male participants (31.1%). The age range with the highest positive results was 26 to 35 (38.9%) 

years. 

 

Table 2: Gender and Age  of Participants compared to the gold standard HIV test results 

Gender and Age of Participants compared to ABBOT Results 

  Abbot Architect Results (N) 

  Non-Reactive Reactive Total 

Gender of Participant (N) % (N) % (N) % 
Male 960 37.4% 83 3.24% 1043 40.7% 
Female 1337 52.1% 184 7.18% 1521 59.3% 
Total 2297 89.6% 267 10.41% 2564 100.0% 
Age Groups             
15 -17 102 4.0% 6 0.23% 108 4.2% 
18 -25 1087 42.4% 64 2.50% 1151 44.9% 
26 – 35 599 23.4% 104 4.06% 703 27.4% 
36 – 45 275 10.7% 63 2.46% 338 13.2% 
46 – 55 111 4.3% 22 0.86% 133 5.2% 
56 – 65 71 2.8% 5 0.20% 76 3.0% 
66 – 75 36 1.4% 2 0.08% 38 1.5% 
76 – 85 12 0.5% 1 0.04% 13 0.5% 
86 – 95 4 0.2% 0 0.00% 4 0.2% 
Total 2297 89.6% 267 10.41% 2564 100.0% 
The total mean age was 29.71 years (standard deviation 12.18). The mean age of the male 

participants was 30.89 (standard deviation 12.87) and 28.92 (standard deviation 11.63) for the 

females.  

The blood samples sent to the lab were processed and tested on the Abbot Architect and then all 

that were positive on Abbot Architect were confirmed using the Genscreen Biorad ELISA test. 

The table below shows a breakdown of how many tests from each Assay were reactive, non-

reactive and not tested. 
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Table 3: Results of the 5 HIV tests being investigated. 

  Ora-quick Determine Uni-Gold Abbot 
Architect 

BIORAD-
ELISA 

  N % N % N % N % N % 

Non-Reactive 2319 90.4 2311 90.1 6 0.2 2297 89.6 1 0.0004 

Reactive 245 9.6 253 9.9 247 9.6 267 10.4 266 10.4 

Not Tested 0 0 0 0 2311 90.1 0 0 2297 89.6 

Total 2564 100 2564 100 2564 100 2564 100 2564 100 

           

Table 3 shows the results of the comparison of the test results from the 5 HIV tests being 

investigated. 

Ora-Quick: Of the 2564 samples tested on this test, 2319 (90.4 %) were non-Reactive and 245 

(9.6%) were Reactive. All samples had a result. 

Determine: all samples tested on Ora-quick were tested on Determine, out of the 2564 samples 

tested, 2311 (90.1%) were non-Reactive and 253 were Reactive. 

Uni-Gold: Since this was used as a confirmatory test, only samples Reactive on the Determine 

test were tested on Uni-Gold. 253 samples Reactive on Determine were tested on Uni-gold, 247 

were Reactive and 6 samples were non-Reactive. 2311 were not tested because they were Non-

Reactive on Determine. 

Abbot Architect: The Abbot Architect was the gold standard test were all above tests were 

compared to. All 2564 samples were tested on this test, 2297 samples were non-Reactive, and 

267 samples were Reactive. 

Genscreen Ultra ELISA: This was a confirmatory test for the Abbot Architect test. Only 

samples Reactive on Abbot were tested on this test. Of the 267 samples tested, 266 were 

Reactive and 1 which had a low signal to cut off on Abbot Architect tested Negative. This 1 

discordant result was tested on Geenius confirmatory test, and it was Non-Reactive, showing that 

the Genscreen ultra ELISA is slightly more sensitive than the Abbot Architect test. 

The Abbot Architect test was the reference standard, it had 2297 negative results and 267 

positive results, when compared to the other Test result (Table 7). When OraQuick results were 
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compared to the gold standard, it was observed that of the 267 reactive results, OraQuick only 

detected 245 (91.8%) positive results and missed 22 (8.2%). When compared to Abbot Architect 

results, Determine 249 (93.3%) reactive and 18 tests negative on Determine but positive on 

ABBOT. The 249 Reactive results on Determine were confirmed on the UniGold test kit, of the 

249 tested on UniGold, 247 were reactive and 2 gave false positive results. Compared to Abbot 

Architect results, UniGold was Reactive on 247 (92.5%) tests and gave 20 (7.5%) non-reactive 

results. 

Table 4: Comparison of the results of OraQuick, Determine and UniGold to the gold standard. 

Results of 3 Rapid Diagnostic tests compared to Abbot fourth generation test 

RAPID DIAGNOSTIC TEST RESULTS Abbot Architect Results 
Non-Reactive Reactive Total 

OraQuick Result Non-Reactive 2297 22 2319 
Reactive 0 245 245 
Total 2297 267 2564 

 Determine Result Non-Reactive 2293 18 2311 
Reactive 4 249 253 
Total 2297 267 2564 

 Unigold Result Non-Reactive 4 2 6 
Reactive 0 247 247 
Not done 2293 18 2311 

  Total 2297 267 2564 

Table 4 shows results of the HIV tests under investigation compared with the gold standard. 

OraQuick Results: the tests that were Non-Reactive on both OraQuick and ABBOT were 

2297(89.6%), 245(9.6%) were Reactive on both tests. 22(0.9%) tests were Reactive on ABBOT 

and non-reactive on OraQuick, meaning that ABBOT picked up 22(0.9%) more positive tests 

that OraQuick tested as non-reactive. 4(0.2%) tests were Non-reactive on Oraquick but reactive 

on Determine and Unigold.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 21, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.20.21267838doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.20.21267838
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


10

 

OraQuick Rapid Test breakdown with reference to ABBOT test results 

 

Figure 2: Summary of OraQuick ADVANCE® Rapid HIV-1/2 Antibody Test results. 

 

Determine Results: 2293(89.4%) tests were non-reactive on both determine and Abbot

Architect. 249 (9.7%) tests were reactive on both Abbot Architect and Determine. 18(0.7%) were

Reactive on Abbot Architect and Non-reactive on Determine, showing that Abbot Architect has a

higher sensitivity compared to Determine.17There were 4 tests that were reactive on Determine

and non-reactive on Abbot Architect the reference test, showing a 0.2% low specificity rate of

Determine. 
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Determine Rapid Test breakdown with reference to ABBOT test results 

 

Figure 3: Summary of Abbot Determine™ HIV-1/2 antibody test results. 

UniGold Results: this was used as a confirmatory test for the Determine rapid tests, therefore

only the tests reactive on Determine were tested on UniGold. Of the 253(9.9%) tests tested on

UniGold, 2(0.9%) were Non-Reactive on Unigold but reactive on Determine and Abbot

Architect.  
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Uni-Gold™ Recombigen® HIV-1/2 Test breakdown 

 

Figure 4: Summary of Uni-Gold™ Recombigen® HIV-1/2 Rapid test results. 

When all 3 rapid tests were compared to Abbot Architect, we see that OraQuick gives 22(0.86%)

false negatives, UniGold gives 20(0.78%) false negatives and Deterimine had 18(0.70%) false

negatives and 4(0.2%) false positives. Of the 3 RDTs, Determine is the most accurate with the

highest Sensitivity (93.3%), then UniGold with 92.5% and lastly OraQuick with 91.7%

sensitivity, which show a similar result pattern to a study by Kashoshi.  

Plasma of the 2564 participants was tested on the Abbot Architect analyzer, 2297 (89.6%) were

negative and 267 (10.4%) were positive as shown in the table 5.  2,311 (90.5%) had both a

negative OraQuick and Determine test result. 245 (91.8%) participants had both a positive

Determine and OraQuick test result. The sensitivity and specificity of the OraQuick test were

91.7 (95%CI) and 100 (95%CI), respectively when compared to HIV positive ABBOT test

(Table 5). The Sensitivity and Specificity of Determine test were 93.3% and 99.8% respectively. 
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Table 5: Sensitivity, Specificity, Positive predictive value (PPV) and Negative predictive value 

(NPV) of the 4 Assays. 

Test (Assay) OraQuick UniGold Determine Abbot Architect 
No of positive results(a) 245 247 249 267 
No of Negative results(d) 2319 2313 2311 2297 
False Negative results© 22 20 18 0 
False Positive results(b) 0 0 4 0 
Sensitivity (%) 91.8 92.5 93.3 100 
Specificity (%) 100 100 99.8 100 
PPV (%) 100 100 98.4 100 
NPV (%) 99.1 99.1 99.2 100 

Discordant results 

There was a total of 26(1%) discordant Determine and OraQuick test results. 18 (69.2%) were 

Determine negative and Abbot Architect positive, 8 (30.8%) were negative on Oraquick and 

positive on Determine, of the 8, 4 (15.4%) were Determine positive but negative on Abbot 

Architect and Oraquick and the other 4 (15.4%) were Oraquick negative and positive on both 

Determine and Abbot. Uni-GoldTM test had less positivity when compared to the total true 

positive tests. Of the 267 total reactive tests, Unigold detected 247 (92.5%) positives whereas 

Determine detected 249 (93.3%) positives and Oraquick detected 245 (91.8%). 

Overall Description of the Analyzed Data 

Of the 2564 participants who gave a sample, 1521 (59.4%) were female with a mean age of 28.9 

years (95% CI: 28.3 – 29.5). 1043 (40.6%) were male with a mean age of 30.9 years (95% CI: 

30.1 – 31.6). 267/2564 samples (10.4%) were found to be HIV-positive by the 4th generation 

ABBOT Architect HIV Ag/Ab assay. In contrast, only 245/2564 (9.6%), 249/2564 (9.7%), and 

247/2564 (9.6%) samples tested positive by OraQuick ADVANCE® Rapid HIV-1/2 Antibody 

Test, Abbot Determine™ HIV-1/2 antibody test and Uni-Gold™ Recombigen® HIV-1/2 

respectively (Table 5). When compared to the 4th generation Abbott Architect HIV Ag/Ab 

Combo assay, there were 22 HIV+ samples that were missed (“false negative”) by all three 

RDTs under evaluation, but only 4 samples had a reactive result (“false positive”) by Alere 

Determine HIV-1/2 which were negative on and Uni-Gold HIV which was not confirmed by the 

4th generation Abbott Architect HIV Ag/Ab Combo assay. 
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Accuracy of the Different Tests 

As shown in Table 5, OraQuick ADVANCE® Rapid HIV-1/2, Alere Determine HIV-1/2 and 

Uni-Gold Ultra HIV, at 95% CI had Sensitivities of: 91.8%, 93.3% and 92.5% respectively, of 

which when compared to the sensitivities reported by the manufacturers is quite low despite 

manufacturers reports of high sensitivity and specificity for these RDTs.18 Generally, the 

performance of HIV rapid diagnostic testing in a population is influenced by Positive and 

Negative Predictive values of the RDT kits used. Thus sensitivity and specificity results obtained 

from test kit evaluation studies to licensing and marketing of the kit will not necessarily be 

achieved in practice.19 

The specificities of OraQuick ADVANCE® Rapid HIV-1/2 and Uni-Gold HIV were the same 

(100.0%; 95% CI: 98.8 -100.0) but slightly different from Alere Determine HIV-1/2 (99.8%). 

Negative predictive values (at 95% CIs) were 99.1, 99.2 and 99.1 for OraQuick ADVANCE® 

Rapid HIV-1/2, Alere Determine HIV-1/2, and Uni-Gold Ultra HIV respectively similar to 

Kashoshi study findings.17 

The results shown in table 5 of the reference test-4th generation Abbot Architect HIV Ag/Ab 

assay demonstrating high sensitivity and maximum positive predictive values. Kappa statistic 

showed almost perfect agreement between the 4th generation Abbot Architect HIV Ag/Ab and 

three RDTs: OraQuick ADVANCE® Rapid HIV-1/2 (k = 0.952; 95% CI: 0.932 – 0.972), Alere 

Determine HIV-1/2 (k = 0.953; 95% CI: 0.933 – 0.972), and Uni-Gold Ultra HIV (k = 0.957; 

95% CI: 0.938 – 0.976). 

 

DISCUSSION 

This study has established that the three 3rd generation HIV RDTs used at Point of Care for HIV 

testing though quite sensitive, still fail to detect a significant number of acute infections. About 1 

in every 10 people tested using 3rd generation RDTs goes home with false negative results. The 

identification of persons with acute HIV infection represents a significant challenge, owing to the 

absence of antibodies in the earliest stages, limitations of standard rapid tests to detect p24 or 

HIV RNA, and logistical and cost issues with p24 antigen and HIV RNA.19 In resource-limited 

or point-of-care settings, rapid diagnostic tests (RDTs), that aim to simultaneously detect HIV 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 21, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.20.21267838doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.20.21267838
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


15 

 

antibodies and p24 capsid (p24CA) antigen with high sensitivity, can pose important alternatives 

to screen for early infections.20 

Given the brief window of acute HIV infection, the acute HIV prevalence in a population is very 

low at any given point in time, even among relatively high-risk groups. Consequently, a test must 

have exceptional performance characteristics to be useful, especially without additional 

confirmatory testing.19  The Determine®HIV-1/2 Ag/Ab Combo rapid test has been marketed as 

such a test, because it is relatively inexpensive and can be administered at the point of care.19 

Although the performance characteristics of the Determine®HIV-1/2 Ag/Ab Combo rapid test 

were insufficient for use in clinical setting, field evaluation in other settings may be warranted to 

assess whether the test performs better. The Determine®HIV-1/2 Ag/Ab Combo rapid test has 

been previously evaluated with stored serum or plasma specimens.21 

The study is consistent with the findings by Kashosi who found that when compared to the 

laboratory-based ELISA HIV Ag/Ab assay, the currently used 3rd generation HIV RDTs showed 

poor field accuracy.17 According to their Manufacturers, RDTs have high sensitivity and 

specificity for licensing purposes and subsequent World Health Organization (WHO) 

prequalification.18 Despite this, HIV RDTs have some limitations since they cannot identify 

persons who are within the window period of an acute HIV infection because these individuals 

have not yet developed HIV-specific antibodies.22, 23 Such individuals are highly infectious due 

to concurrent high plasma as well as vaginal and semen HIV-1 viral load.3, 24 

The study found an unacceptably low sensitivity yet high specificity, and a moderate agreement 

for all three HIV RDTs evaluated, when compared to the 4th generation Abbot Architect HIV 

Ag/Ab assay. These results are in line with findings from Ethiopia by Dessie and Bossuyt in 

which Alere Determine HIV-1/2 showed low sensitivity (60.5%). 25,26  

This study highlights the important issue of possible false-negative HIV test results, which in 

part may be explained by the failure of these RDTs to diagnose HIV during the window.17 

During this period, HIV infection can be detected only by tests detecting also viral antigen such 

as the laboratory-based 4th generation ELISA.22 The baseline HIV prevalence in the population 

influences the negative and PPV and needs to be considered in the interpretation of HIV RDT 

results. On the other hand, it is not certain that the currently available 4th generation HIV RDTs 
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would perform better based on recent published data showing that the HIV p24 antigen detection 

component of some 4th generation RDTs also lacks analytical and diagnostic sensitivity.26, 27 

According to Kashosi it seemed unlikely that the false-negative samples missed by HIV RDTs in 

the study, but which were positive for p24 antigen and/or HIV antibodies by the 4th generation 

ELISA, might represent very early infections (p24 antigen only) or somewhat later ones with 

antibodies at a low level, not detectable by the RDTs.17 Given the qualitative results generated by 

the laboratory-based 4th generation ELISA test used and the lack of resources for p24 antigen or 

nucleic acid testing (NAT) in Eastern DRC, Kashosi could not resolve this uncertainty.17 

Other possible causes that may have caused false-negative results in this study include divergent 

HIV sub-types, human error- such as the addition of insufficient specimen or too much buffer 

when procedures are handled by non-trained or unsupervised staff.28 transportation or storage of 

test kits outside of recommended conditions, leading to possible denaturation of reagents or test 

devices, and the use of expired reagents or test devices.11 

 

 

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

This study set out to investigate the performance of HIV Rapid Diagnostic Tests used in Zambia. 

The results reveal challenges with the third generation RDTs’ ability in detecting acute positive 

cases. The results suggest that; an alternative HIV testing algorithm, which includes a fourth-

generation Determine® HIV-1/2 Ag/Ab Combo rapid test with a better sensitivity and specificity 

be introduced19 Further, there is need to develop and introduce a point-of-care test with adequate 

sensitivity and specificity for acute HIV detection.  Hence the use and scale-up of emerging low 

cost and point-of-care tests, such as the highly sensitive and easy-to-handle molecular HIV 

diagnostic tests Xpert HIV-1 Qualitative and Xpert HIV-1 Viral Load Test (e.g., Alere qHIV1/2 

detect) should be considered. 
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