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ABSTRACT

Rationale: SeptiCyte RAPID, a molecular test distinguishing sepsis from non-infectious
systemic inflammation, has potential clinical utility.

Objectives: Clinical validation of SeptiCyte RAPID, based on testing retrospective (banked)
and prospectively collected patient samples.

Methods: Testing retrospective (banked) and prospective samples from adult patientsin ICU
either with systemic inflammatory response syndrome (SIRS) or suspected of sepsis, with test
results compared to “gold standard” clinical evaluation by a blinded three physician externa
panel.

M easur ements and M ain Results: The cartridge-based SeptiCyte RAPID assay accepts a
PAXgene blood RNA sample and provides sample-to-answer processing in ~1 hour. The test
output (SeptiScore, range 0-15) falls into four interpretation bands, with higher scores
indicating higher probabilities of sepsis. SeptiCyte RAPID performance is comparable to that
for SeptiCyte LAB, with Area Under the ROC Curve (AUC) ranging from 0.82 — 0.85,
negative predictive value 0.91 (sensitivity 0.94) for SeptiScores between 0.1 and 5.0 (Band 1,
lowest risk of sepsis), and positive predictive value 0.81 (specificity 0.90) for SeptiScores
between 7.4 and 15 (Band 4, highest risk of sepsis). For ninety percent of blood culture
confirmed sepsis cases, SeptiCyte RAPID indicated an elevated (Band 3 or 4) risk of sepsis.
In multivariable analysis, Septi Score was the most important variable for sepsis diagnosis. A
likelihood ratio method was developed to estimate the post-test probability of sepsis for
individual patients, when combining the SeptiScore with additional clinical parameters.
Conclusions: This study validates SeptiCyte RAPID for differentiating patients with sepsis
vs. SIRS, on thefirst day of ICU admission.

Keywords:. sepsis, diagnosis, host response, SIRS, sepsis scoring systems

ABSTRACT WORD COUNT: 228 words (maximum allowed 250)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648; this version posted August 8, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Balk R et a. Validation of SeptiCyte RAPID for sepsisvs. SIRS

INTRODUCTION

Sepsisis an important and expensive global health problem with high morbidity and mortality
(2). According to the World Health Organization, more than 11 million people die from sepsis
worldwide annually, comprising more than the deaths caused by all cancers combined (2). Sepsis
is the leading cause of death in U.S. hospitals is ranked as the most expensive disease state to
manage for admitted patients (3), with total annual costs of treatment and rehabilitation estimated
at $62 billion (4). Before the COVID-19 pandemic, at least 1.7 million adults in the United
States devel oped sepsis annually (5). During the pandemic, this problem was greatly
exacerbated, as most COVID-19 deaths are due to viral and/or bacterial sepsis (6). Up to 20% of

all deaths worldwide can be attributed to sepsis on an annual basis (1).

Early identification of sepsis and implementation of treatment bundles have been shown to
improve outcomes for sepsis patients (7). However, early identification of sepsis can be difficult
for many reasons. In the early stages of the disease, patients present with clinical signsthat are
common to many other non-infectious conditions (8). Furthermore, sepsis does not have a
diagnostic gold standard since blood cultures lack timeliness (9) and are negative in 30-50% of
retrospectively diagnosed cases (10,11). In addition, unnecessary administration of broad-
spectrum antibiotic therapy for presumed sepsis may adversely contribute to the growing

problem of multidrug resistant organisms and carries the risk of adverse drug reactions (12).

We previously reported on the development and validation of a diagnostic assay (SeptiCyte
LAB) to differentiate patients with sepsis from those with non-infectious systemic inflammation,

providing a probability of sepsis based on measurement of four host immune response


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648; this version posted August 8, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Balk R et a. Validation of SeptiCyte RAPID for sepsisvs. SIRS

biomarkers (13, 14). Here we present data on the clinical validation of SeptiCyte RAPID, a
simplified and improved cartridge-based version of this assay. SeptiCyte RAPID assay addresses
aclinical need for more rapid and accurate differentiation of sepsis from non-infectious systemic
inflammatory response syndrome (SIRS) within aclinically actionable (~1 hour) time frame.

Some of these results have been presented earlier in the form of an abstract (15).
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METHODS

Study Cohorts

Clinical validation of SeptiCyte RAPID used PAXgene blood RNA samples from retrospective
(N=356) and prospective (N=63) patient cohorts.The retrospective cohort was drawn from the
observational MARS and VENUS trials (www.clinicaltrials.gov NCT01905033 and
NCT02127502) which have been previously described (14). The retrospective cohort comprised
80% of the 447 patients used for the 510(k) clearance of SeptiCyte LAB for which duplicate

banked PAXgene blood RNA samples remained available.

The prospective cohort consisted of 63 critically ill adult subjects enrolled in an observational
trial (NEPTUNE, www.clinicaltrials.gov NCT05469048) between the dates May 26, 2020 -
April 25, 2021 at Emory University / Grady Memorial Hospital (Atlanta GA), Rush University
Medical Center (Chicago IL) and University of Southern CaliforniaMedical Center (with 2
separate sites, Keck Hospital of USC, and LAC+USC Medical Center, in Los Angeles CA). The
study protocol was approved by each institutional review board (see below). All patients (or
legally authorized representatives) provided signed informed consent. Subjects were considered
for inclusion if adult (>18 years old), exhibited two or more SIRS criteria, and received an ICU
admission order. Subjects were “suspected of sepsis’ if microbiological tests were ordered
within 24 hours of the ICU admission order. Subjects were excluded if therapeutic antibiotic
treatment was initiated >24 hours before ICU admission order. As much as possible, enrollments
were consecutive; however, during the COVID-19 pandemic, screening did not happen every

day, and initial consenting sometimes resulted in later refusal to participate. PAXgene blood
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samples were collected within 24 hours of ICU admission order, and run fresh, in real time on

Idyllainstruments installed at the sites. Clinical data were collected as described in (14).

Ethics approvals for the MARS and VENUS trials (retrospective cohort) are referenced in Miller
et al. (2018). Ethics approvals for the NEPTUNE trial (prospective cohort) are as follows: #
IRB00115400 (Emory University); # 00-115400 (Grady Memorial Hospita); # 19101603-IRB01
(Rush University Medical Center), and # HS-19-0884-CR001 (University of Southern California
Medical Center). The retrospective and prospective trials comply with the CONSORT checklist,

and a CONSORT flow diagram is provided in the Online Data Supplement, Section 1.

Reference Method and Calculations
Clinical performance of SeptiCyte RAPID was determined by comparison to retrospective

physician diagnoses (RPD), as described in (14) and Online Data Supplement, Section 2.

Sepsis probability as a function of RAPID Septi Score was calculated by a “dliding window”
approach (Online Data Supplement, Section 3).The continuous range of sepsis probabilities was
also parsed into four bands, with higher sepsis probabilities correlating with higher Septi Scores.
Band boundaries were pre-defined, based on an independent set of 195 clinical samples from the
MARS consortium, to give 90% sensitivity for binarization at the Band 1/2 cutoff (SeptiScore
4.95) and 80% specificity for binarization at the Band 3/4 cutoff (SeptiScore 7.45), using site
clinical adjudications as Ground Truth values. The intermediate zone between the Band 1/2 and

Band 3/4 cutoffs was divided in half to define the Band 2/3 cutoff (SeptiScore 6.15).
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Statistical methods for additional data analyses, including combining the Septi Score with other

clinical variables, are described in the Online Data Supplement, Sections 3-8.

RESULTS

Demographic and Clinical Characteristics

The demographics of the population from the combined retrospective and prospective clinical
validation cohorts (n=419) are presented in Table 1. Sepsis, SIRS or indeterminate diagnoses
were assigned by consensus RPD. When compared to patients with SIRS, those patients who
were adjudicated as having sepsis tended to be older (p = 0.016). There were no significant

differences by sex or race/ethnicity.

Patients originated from a variety of locations within the hospital systemsin our study. When
coming from the ED, post-anesthesia unit or post-operating room, a higher proportion of patients
were found to have SIRS (as opposed to being septic), while the opposite was found for patients

coming from hospital wards.

Clinical characteristics of the study population are presented in Table 2. The highly statistically
significant culture results are of particular note: positive blood cultures, positive urine cultures,
and dual-positive cultures (blood+urine) were very highly associated with RPD diagnoses of

sepsis, as opposed to SIRS, with p-values of 2.7 x 10%%, 3.1 x 10°®, and 9.0 x 10™* respectively.

SeptiCyte RAPID Performance: Primary Analyses

Test and Device Description
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SeptiCyte RAPID isan in-vitro diagnostic test for simultaneous amplification and detection of
two RNA transcripts (PLA2G7 and PLACS) in human blood samples.Thetest is run on a near-
to-patient platform, Idylla, manufactured by Biocartis NV (Mechelen, Belgium). The SeptiCyte
RAPID test is performed by pipetting 0.9 mL of PAXgene-stabilized blood (corresponding to
0.24 mL of drawn blood) into a custom cartridge which performs all assay steps including
sample extraction/purification and RT-gPCR for the detection and relative quantification of the
PLAC8 and PLA2G7 mRNA targets. Test results are presented automatically through a
software-generated report which includes a quantitative probability score (SeptiScore, range O-
15), calculated by combining the RT-gPCR Cq values measured for PLAC8 and PLA2G7. The
test has a hands-on time of ~2 min and a turnaround time of ~1 hour.

Comparison to Predicate
A strong correlation of SeptiScores between SeptiCyte LAB and SeptiCyte RAPID, based upon
the 356 clinical samples from the retrospective cohort run on both platforms, was found
(Pearson’s sample correlation coefficient r = 0.88) as shown in Figure 1. In seria dilution
experiments, SeptiCyte RAPID scores were verified to be independent of the white blood cell
(WBC) count across an input range of 25 to 25,000 WBC/ul.

ROC Curve Analyses
Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve analyses were performed on samples from the
combined retrospective and prospective cohorts (Figure 2A). Performance estimates ranged
from AUC 0.82-0.85 (depending upon RPD method) and were statistically indistinguishable both
from each other, and from SeptiCyte LAB AUC values (14). ROC analyses were also performed
on the prospective cohort alone (Figur e 2B), with AUCs ranging from 0.86-0.95 and again being

statistically indistinguishable from each other. Finally, a comparison of the ROC curves from

10
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Figures 2A vs. 2B showed an absence of significant differences, except for the unanimous RPD
curves in the two figures, for which deLong’s test gave p = 0.013.

Sepsis Probability Distributions
Patients with higher Septi Scores have higher probabilities of sepsis (Figure 3A). To assist in
interpretation and downstream clinical decision making, we also report SeptiScores in terms of
four probability bands (Figure 3B) asfor the predicate, SeptiCyte LAB. A strong correlation was

found between the banding schemes for SeptiCyte LAB and SeptiCyte RAPID (Figure 4).

Table 3 presents Septi Scores for the complete (retrospective + prospective) cohort, parsed into
the four probability bands. Assignment of sepsis or SIRS was by consensus RPD. The
probability and likelihood ratio of sepsis increases with increasing Septi Score, with band-

averaged sepsis probabilities of 9% (Band 1), 21% (Band 2), 42% (Band 3), and 81% (Band 4).

SeptiCyte RAPID Clinical Performance: Secondary Analyses

Chi-squared analyses (Table 4) indicated that, after sorting patients into the four Septi Score
bands, no significant differences were found with respect to baseline demographic criteria (sex,
age, race or ethnicity). Positive culture results (blood, urine, and blood/urine double positive)
were more predominant in the higher Septi Score bands (especially Band 4), with chi-squared
analyses giving p-values of 7.2 x 10°®, 0.023 and 0.005 for the observed distributions of these
positive results into Band 4 vs. pooled Bands 1+2+3. Of the positive results from blood, urine,
and blood+urine culture, the percentages falling in Band 4 were 63%, 52% and 73%
respectively, and the percentages falling in either Band 3 or Band 4 were 83%, 64% and 82%

respectively. Of the 41 patients with blood culture positive results, only one had a SeptiScore in

11
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band 1, and this patient was diagnosed as SIRS by RPD with the blood culture result (coagulase

negative Staphylococcus) being considered a potential contaminant.

Multivariable analysis: We asked whether SeptiCyte RAPID provides diagnostic clinical utility

for discriminating between sepsis and SIRS patients, beyond that provided by other clinical
variables and |aboratory assessments available at first day of ICU admission. Fourteen variables
in addition to SeptiCyte RAPID were examined (see Online Data Supplement, Section 6). We
evaluated all 32,767 possible combinations of the fifteen variables, and performance was
assessed by AUC against consensus RPD. Procalcitonin was included in this analysis, as well

as lactate which is rapid and commonly used parameter to determine which patients should
receive sepsis treatment bundles (16, 17). Figure 5 shows the results of the analysis. With
respect to individual variables, SeptiScore was found to rank highest by AUC. When
combinations of clinical variables were considered, those containing Septi Score were found to

have higher AUCs than all combinations lacking Septi Score.

Sepsis probability adjustments: The preceding multivariable analysis suggests that SeptiCyte

RAPID might be combined with other clinical variables to boost the overall performance at
discriminating between sepsis and SIRS (see the red distribution of AUCsin Figure 5).
Therefore, we investigated which additional clinical variables could be used in combination with

SeptiCyte RAPID to improve diagnostic performance (post-test probability of sepsis).

Additional clinical variables of importance were identified through a machine learning (Random

Forest) analysis of our clinical validation data (Online Data Supplement, Section 7). Assurance

12
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of the results was gained through a literature search and by consulting with practising sepsis
experts. We then combined the identified significant variablesin a sequentia likelihood ratio
analysis (18, 19). The pre- versus post-test sepsis probabilities for six example patients are
shown in Figur e 6. These patients were chosen based on Forced RPD that represented three
SIRS (band 1-2) and three sepsis (band 4) patients. For band 1-2 patients the post-test
probability of sepsis was decreased, while for band 4 patients the post-test probability of sepsis
was increased. Additional detail on the calculations for these six patients are givenin Table 5

and Online Data Supplement, Section 8.

DISCUSSION

We have presented data validating the use of SeptiCyte RAPID for differentiating sepsisfrom
SIRSin critically ill adult patients, within aclinically actionable time frame. Thetestisa
cartridge-based, fully integrated assay measuring the transcription levels of the host immune
response biomarkers PLAC8 and PLA2G7. The test provides a quantitative score, the
SeptiScore, ranging from 0-15 with higher scores indicating higher probabilities of sepsis. Sepsis
probabilities can be interpreted either in terms of a continuum from 0% to 100% (Figure 3A), or
guantized into four “probability bands’ (Figure 3B). The latter interpretation, however, may
result in aloss of diagnostic resolution, compared to interpretation along a continuous sepsis
probability scale. Thisis because the sepsis probability is not constant within each band, but

rather increases from the lower edge to the upper edge of each band.

Patients in this study came from the ED, post-anesthesia unit, post-operating rooms and wards,

and were tested in the ICU. For the full (retrospective + prospective) cohort, diagnostic

13
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performance of SeptiCyte RAPID was equivalent to that previously reported for the predicate
device, SeptiCyte LAB (14) with AUC ranging from 0.81 — 0.84 depending upon

comparator method (RPD). Using consensus RPD as reference, patients with Band 1

Septi Scores had an estimated 9% probability of sepsis, while those with Band 4 Septi Scores had
amuch higher estimated probability of sepsis (~81%). For the prospective cohort, diagnostic
performance of SeptiCyte RAPID based on AUC was higher than for the full cohort, ranging
from 0.86 — 0.98 depending upon RPD method.With consensus RPD, patients with Band

1 SeptiScores were estimated to have a ~0% average probability of sepsis, while patients with

Band 4 Septi Scores were estimated to have an average sepsis probability of ~83%.

We note that the comparator method used (RPD) isimperfect. In our complete (n=419)
validation dataset, three expert clinicians failed to reach either a unanimous or

consensus diagnosis for 41/419 (9.8%) of patients. The use of an imperfect comparator sets an
upper limit to the measurable diagnostic performance of a new test (20). This observation
mirrors the real-life reality that the diagnosis of sepsisis often difficult, even through a

retrospective review that includes all the clinical data and outcome information.

In a multivariable analysis, we examined all possible combinations of SeptiScore and up to 14
additional clinical or laboratory variables, including lactate and PCT. We found that SeptiScore
alone had greater performance than any combination of variables without SeptiScore, for
differentiating sepsisvs. SIRS (Figure 5). However, our analysis also indicated it should be
possible to moderately boost the performance of SeptiCyte RAPID by combining the SeptiScore
value with other clinical parameters. Accordingly, we developed alikelihood ratio approach for

updating post-test sepsis probabilities, through the sequential application of likelihood ratios

14
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calculated with additional clinical parameters (Figure 6 and Online Data Supplement, Section 8).
We believe this approach may have utility for patients with intermediate Septi Score values (in

Band 2 or Band 3).

In 2017 the Surviving Sepsis Campaign (SSC) published updated sepsis management guidelines
with the objective of guiding and improving the care of sepsis (21). These guidelines and the
introduction of the sepsis core measures by the United States Centers for Medicare and Medicaid
Services inadvertently led to encouraging physiciansto initiate early broad-spectrum antibiotics
in patients who were at low risk for sepsis (22). The recent updated Surviving Sepsis Campaign
guidelines (2021) has attempted to address this problem by dividing the patientsinto 3 groups
(low, intermediate, and high) based on sepsis probability and have recommended appropriate
evaluation and treatment of these groups (23). SeptiCyte RAPID aligns well with these
guidelines, and could have arole in supporting their implementation and in contributing to their

futher refinement and evolution.

The SSC low sepsis probability group has, under previous guidelines, been treated early resulting
in poor antibiotic stewardship. The new guideines recommend deferring antibiotics, and
monitoring and evaluate for other etiologies that may underlie the presenting symptoms. A
SeptiScore <5 (Band 1) with asensitivity of 0.94 in this group of patients would support the

deferring of antibiotics thereby facilitating antibiotic and diagnostic stewardship.

For patientsfalling in the SSC intermediate sepsis probability (without shock) group, the SSC
recommendation is a rapid assessment of infectious versus non-infectious cause of theillness.
Septicyte RAPID, with a one-hour turnaround time, rapidly differentiates infectious positive

from infection negative systemic inflammation. The presence of elevated SeptiScoresin this
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group would provide confirming evidence for infectious etiology, and could enable appropriate
early antibiotic administration 24 to 48 hours before any positive microbiological results are
available. The resulting Septi Score turnaround time of ~1 hour would also aid in meeting the

recommend 3 hour initiation of antibiotics for this group.

Those patients with high sepsis probability per the SSC guidelines, differentiated by the presence
of shock, should appropriately be treated within 1 hour of recognition. SeptiScores >7.2 in this
patient group, with specificity 0.9 or greater, would confirm the high probability of sepsisand

the continuation of antibiotics.

We note severa limitationsto the present study. We have focused only on adult patients within
24 hours of ICU admission, so generalization to other patient cohorts not been established. We
have not conducted serial sampling to measure variation in SeptiCyte RAPID scores as patients
move into, through, and out of ICU. We have, however, previously reported strong diagnostic
performance of SeptiCyte LAB in children (24) and the high correlation between SeptiCyte LAB
and SeptiCyte RAPID (Figure 1) suggests that an equivalently strong performancein children

will be found for SeptiCyte RAPID.

SeptiScores falling in Bands 2 or 3 do not, by themselves, provide definitive conclusions (i.e.
very high or low probabilities) regarding absence or presence of sepsis. For SeptiScoresin this
range, it may be necessary to combine the readings with data from other clinical parameters, to

adjust the inferred sepsis probabilities (see Table 5 and Figure 6).

During the discovery and initial validation of the PLAC8 and PLA2G7 biomarkers used in

SeptiCyte RAPID (13, 14), patients with a broad range of co-morbidities were examined,
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including septic patients with confirmed bacterial, viral, fungal infections and malignancies, and
non-septic patients with non-infectious systemic inflammation of varying etiologies. The
validation cohort also included use of a broad range of prescribed medications such as
immunosuppressants, anti-neoplastic drugs, antithrombotics, corticosteroids and statins. To our
knowledge, SeptiCyte RAPID results are unaffected by these factors. However, there may be
other specific conditions and treatments we have not yet examined, that may affect SeptiCyte

RAPID performance.

We have shown that the Limit of Quantitation (LoQ) and Limit of Detection (LoD) of SeptiCyte
RAPID is 25 WBC/uL of blood, and we have validated the test to an upper limit of 25,000
WBC/uL. Thisdynamic range of SeptiCyte RAPID is broad and extends well below and above
the 4,000-11,000 WBC/uL normal reference range. However, we have not yet completed an
evaluation of the assay on severely neutropenic patients. It also is possible that SeptiCyte RAPID
scores might be skewed by selective leukopenias due to disease or medications, for example T
cell depletionin HIV / AIDS. However, it isknown from single cell sequencing studies that both
PLAC8 and PLA2G7 are expressed across arange of different white cell types (25) which would

mitigate the effect of a selective leukopenia.

The time between injecting a blood sample into the SeptiCyte RAPID cartridge and generating a
test report isonly ~1 hour. However, by the time patient blood is drawn and delivered e.g. to a
STAT lab, the total time between blood draw and presentation of the test result to an attending
clinicianislikely to be 1.5-2 hours. Although thisislonger than requirements to implement a 1-
hour sepsis bundle, SeptiCyte RAPID would clearly provide timely information with respect to

implementation of a 3-hour sepsis bundle, which has been shown to have alow level of
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compliance in US hospitals (26, 27). Compliance with a 3-hour sepsis bundle in patients with
severe sepsis and septic shock has been shown to improve survival and reduce overall costs

(Leisman et al., 2017).

CONCLUSION

SeptiCyte RAPID addresses a clinical need for more rapid and accurate differentiation of sepsis
from non-infectious systemic inflammation conditions by providing a probability of sepsis
within atimeframe that would allow cliniciansto take meaningful action. SeptiCyte RAPID may
provide clinical utility through better patient management decisions, appropriate implementation
and timing of sepsis bundles, the timing and choice of therapies, downstream antibiotic and
diagnostic stewardship. Finally, the test may also enable a more appropriate selection or
stratification of patientsin clinical trials for sepsis pharmacol ogical agents and therapeutic

medical devices.
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FIGURE LEGENDS

Figure 1. Correlation plot for SeptiCyte LAB vs. SeptiCyte RAPID. The scores for SeptiCyte
RAPID (2 gene assay, x-axis scale 0-15) and SeptiCyte LAB (4 gene assay, x-axis scale 0-10)
were measured for 356 patients from retrospective clinical trials performed in the USA [VENUS
study] and Europe [MARS study]. A least-squares linear fit to the data points (y =

-0.48 + 0.82x) had Pearson’s sample correlation coefficient r = 0.88.

Figure 2. Diagnostic performance of SeptiCyte RAPID. ROC curve analyses for SeptiCyte
RAPID were performed using three different RPD methods (consensus, forced and unanimous),
for either the full cohort (retrospective and prospective patients) or the prospective cohort.

Del ong's test was used to determine if differences between curves were statistically significant.
(A) Full cohort ROC curves for forced (black), consensus (blue) and unanimous (red) RPD, with
AUC =0.82, 0.85 and 0.85 respectively. (B) Prospective cohort ROC curves for forced (black),

consensus (blue) and unanimous (red) RPD, with AUC = 0.86, 0.90 and 0.95 respectively.

Figure 3. Probability of sepsis as a function of SeptiScore. (A) Sliding window calculation of
P(sepsis) across the 0-15 Septi Score range. A sliding window 4-score-units wide, shifted in 1-
unit increments, was defined. The number of sepsis and SIRS in the window was counted and
P(sepsis) calculated as Nsepsis / (Nsepsis + Nsirs). Key: black curve, forced RPD; blue curve,

consensus RPD; red curve, unanimous RPD. At bottom: green points, SIRS; red points, sepsis

(by forced RPD). (B) Division of SeptiScore range into four sepsis probability bands.
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Figure 4. Comparison of sepsis probabilities per band for SeptiCyte RAPID vs. SeptiCyte LAB.
The ratio to the right of each whisker (x:y) indicates the number of patients called as sepsis (x) or
SIRS (y) in the associated Septi Score band. The number above each whisker describes the

percentage of sepsis callsin each band. Assignment of sepsis or SIRS was by consensus RPD.

Figure 5. Comparison of lactate, procalcitonin and Septi Score, without or with additional
clinical variables, for discrimination of sepsisvs. SIRS. Area under curve (AUC) distributions
are shown for al 32,767 possible logistic combinations of the following variables: age, race
(African-American or not), sex, MAP max, T min, T max, HR min, HR max, WBC min, WBC
max, glucose max, lactate, procalcitonin, SeptiScore, num.SIRS. (Abbreviations: MAP, mean
arterial pressure; T, core body temperature; HR, heart rate; WBC, white blood cell count;
num.SIRS, number of SIRS criteria met.) Performance was assessed against consensus RPD.
Key: grey vertical line, lactate alone; grey distribution, lactate combined with other clinical
variables except SeptiScore or PCT; blue vertical line, PCT alone; blue distribution, PCT
combined with other clinical variables except SeptiScore; red vertical line, SeptiScore alone; red

distribution, Septi Score combined with other clinical variables.

Figure 6. Sepsis probability trajectories for selected patients by sequential likelihood ratio
analysis. Abbreviations: PCT, procalcitonin; Tmax, maximum body core temperature; WBC
min, minimum white blood cell count; RR max, maximum respiratory rate; Num.SIRS, number
of SIRS criteriamet; MAP min, minimum value of mean arterial pressure. Details of the analysis

are provided in Online Data Supplement, Section 8.
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of study population. There were 41 (9.8%) indeterminates by consensus RPD, which are not

shown in thistable or included in the p-value calculations. A one-way ANOV A was used to calculate p-values across the Consensus

RPD categories. An asterisk (*) in the right-most column highlights a pairwise comparison that attained statistical significance. NA:

not available, because numbers were too low to perform calculation.

Parameter SIRS (N=224) Sepsis (N=154) p-value
(Consensus) (Consensus)
N (%) N (%)
Age Median (Interquartile range, IQR)) 57 (42-69) 62 (49-71) p = 0.016*
Sex Female 98 (44%) 71 (46%) p=0.24
Male 126 (56%0) 83 (54%) p=022
Asian 10 (4.5%) 9 (5.8%) p=0.30
Black (American or European of African descent) 65 (29%) 37 (24%) p=0.45
.. Hispanic 11 (4.9%) 10 (6.5%) p=031
Race/ Ethnicity Other 1(0.4%) 1(0.6%) NA
Unknown 2 (0.9%) 2 (1.3%) NA
White 135 (60%) 95 (62%) p=0.23
Study Site Europe (1 site) 76 (34%) 50 (32%) p=0.22
United States (9 sites) 148 (66%6) 104 (68%) p=0.23
Emergency department 138 (61.9%) 95 (61.7%) p=0.23
ICU 7 (3.1%) 5 (3.2%) p=0.26
Wards 13 (5.8%) 26 (16.9%) p=0.16
Source of Admission Other 13 (5.8%) 8 (5.2%) p=045
Post Anesthesia Unit or Post-Operating Room 34 (15%) 7 (4.5%) p = 0.026*
Coronary care facility 4 (1.8%) 1 (0.65%) p=0.68
Intensive Care Unit, other hospital 14 (6.3%) 12 (7.8%) p=0.29
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Table 2. Clinical characteristics of study population. Consensus RPD was used as the comparator. There were 41/419 (9.8%)

indeterminates by consensus RPD, which are not shown in thistable or included in the p-value calculations. For categorical variables,
a chi-squared test was used to calculate p-values across the SIRS and sepsis categories, except when N<5 for one or both categoriesin
which case abinomial exact test was used instead. For continuous variables, Welch’s two sample t-test was used to calculate p-values

across the SIRS and sepsis categories.

Category SIRS (n=224; 59.3%) Sepsis (N=154; 40.7%) p-value
N (%) or Median (IQR) N (%) or Median (IQR)
Cultureresults
Blood (+/- Other) | 2 (5.0%) 38 (95.0%) 2.7x10%
Urine (+/- Other) | 3 (12.5%) 21 (87.5%) 3.1x10°
Blood + tg;zil(gg Ogtt?\i; 1(9.1%) 10 (90.9%) 9.0x 10*
Sputum (+/- Other) | 17 (60.7%) 11 (39.3%) 0.88
Other culture* | 5(23.8%) 16 (76.2%) 9.3x 10"
Vira positives/ coinfections (by PCR) | 8 (25.0%) 24 (75.0%) 7.8x 10°
No culture data recorded** | 201 (79.1%) 53 (20.9%) 1.2 x 10
Presumed initial site of infection
Pulmonary (N=71) | 8 (14.3%) 48 (85.7%) 7.0x 10%
Abdominal (N=27) | 1 (3.7%) 26 (96.3%) 4.1x10°
Blood (N=14) | 0 (0%) 14 (100%) 6.3x 10°
Urinary Tract (N=25) | 2 (8.0%) 23 (92.0%) 1.8 x 10”7
Central Nervous System (N=9) | 4 (44.4%) 5 (55.6%) 0.50
Other (N=16) | 2 (12.5%) 14 (87.5%) 1.2 x 10
Multiple (N=5) | 0 (0%) 5 (100%) 0.011
Not Identified at Initial Evaluation (N=226) | 207 (91.6%) 19 (8.4%) <1x10®
Clinical parameters (Median, IQR)
Minimum Temperature | 36 (35.5-36.4) 36.1(35.2-36.7) 0.9
Maximum Temperature | 37.2 (36.9-37.8) 37.8(37.2-38.6) <0.001
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Category SIRS (n=224; 59.3%) Sepsis (N=154; 40.7%) p-value
N (%) or Median (IQR) N (%) or Median (IQR)
SOFA | 6.0 (4.0-8.0) 7.0 (5.0-9.0) 0.004
Procalcitonin | 0.28 (0.05-1.33) 5.19 (0.85-25.72) <1x10°
WBC max (cells/ul x 10°) | 12.65 (8.3-17.20) 14.9 (9.94-21.15) 2x10*
Lactate | 2.05 (1.40-3.28) 2.40 (1.55-4.05) 05
I nterventions (Median, IQR)
Invasive mechanical ventilation | 86 (62.3%) 52 (37.7%) 0.47
Antibiotic administration | 134 (47.3%) 149 (52.6%) 43x10°
Vasopressor Use | 59 (46.5%) 68 (53.5%) 0.0032
Outcomes (Median, IQR)
Hospital length of stay | 4 (3-7) 8 (4-15) <0.001
ICU length of stay | 1.8 (1.2-3.3) 3.2(1.7-7.0) <0.001
Death | 19 (8.5%) 22 (14.3%) 0.095
SeptiCyte RAPID Score** 5.3 (4.66.3) 7.9(6.8-9.6) <1x10°

(Median, IQR)

* Other culture includes the following sample types: bronchial combicath, bronchoalveolar lavage (BAL), cerebrospinal fluid (CSF), pus, nares, stool, throat

swab, drain fluid, body fluid, intergtitial fluid, skin swab.

** including 7 positive blood cultures deemed to be false positives

*** Clinicians did not have accessto SeptiCyte RAPID Scores during their clinical assessments of patients
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Table 3. Interpretation of SeptiCyte RAPID scores. This table provides the performance metrics
for SeptiScores falling within each band. The consensus RPD method was used as comparator,
for which atotal of 224 SIRS and 154 sepsis calls were made.

SeptiScore AbErEe 2 reaele) Ty . Sepss Per centage
Band Likelihood t Cohort
an SIRS Sepsis Ratio o &-ohor
Band 4
e 0 0 . 0
(7.4-15) 23 (19%) 96 (81%) 6.05 32%
High Risk of Sepsis
( GB;r_] d733) 41 (58%) 30 (42%) 1.07 19%
Band 2
5 (?r_] d6 1) 73 (79%) 19 (21%) 0.38 24%
Band 1
(0-4.9 87 (91%) 9 (9%) 0.15 25%
Low Risk of Sepsis
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Table 4. Characteristics of all patients stratified by RPD, demographic and clinical parameters, and Septi Score band. A chi-squared test or ANOV?QNas used, for categorical
variables or continuous variables, respectively, to calculate p-values across or within the Septi Score bands as appropriate. In the chi-squared analys@ p(Bi, i=1...4) meansthe

probability of the observed vs. expected distributions of patients across sub-categories (e.g. male, female; or Black, White, Other) within band Bi. g 3
Cateoor SeptiScore 0-4.9 SeptiScore 5-6.1 SeptiScore 6.2-7.3 SeptiScore 7.4-15 § 8
egory Subcategory (Band B1) (Band B2) (Band B3) (Band B4) 23 | significance
(N=104; 24.8%) | (N=103; 24.6%) (N=82; 19.6%) (N=130; 31.0%) 24
RPD Process gg
Indeterminate (N=41; 9.8%) 8 (7.7%) 11 (10.7%) 11 (13.4%) 11 (8.5%) 23
RPD: Consensus | Sepsis (N=154; 36.8%) 9 (8.6%) 19 (18.4%) 30 (36.6%) 96 (73.8%) 535 2(5)1('55552’3;‘) o
(sepsistSIRS = 378) 225 | 053 <1.0x10%
SIRS (N=224; 53.5%) 87 (83.6%) 73 (70.9%) 41 (50.0%) 23 (17.7%) g2g | 093, <10x
[T
e
o
Sepsis (N=176; 42.0%) 13 (12.5%) 23 (22.3%) 37 (45.1%) 103 (79.2%) &2 | p(B1,B2,B3B4) =
RPD: Forced £3°2 | 1.1x10°52x10°,
(sepsis+tSIRS = 419) 82K | 057,<1.0x 107"
SIRS (N=243; 58.0%) 91 (87.5%) 80 (77.7%) 45 (54.9%) 27 (20.8%) 2a3
P
Q&
Sepsis (N=119; 28.4%) 7 (6.7%) 12 (11.6%) 23 (28.0%) 77 (59.2%) 33 P(B1B2B3B4) =
RPD: Unanimous e 0 o o o o Z5 s | 6:3x107,6.0x 107
(sepsis+SIRS = 276) SIRS (N=157; 37.5%) 60 (57.7%) 51 (49.5%) 30 (36.6%) 16 (12.3%) 0228 | 097,32 10%
N/A (N=143; 34.1%) 37 (35.6%) 40 (38.8%) 29 (35.4%) 37 (28.5%) o83
Demogr aphics ; § §+
Age | Median, (Q1-Q3) 56.5 (42.8-68.2) 59 (44.5-69) 58 (41.2-74) 62 (48.2-70) 225 | p=059
oy | fEmale (N=187; 44.6%) 46 (44.29%) 41 (39.8%) 37 (45.1%) 63 (48.5%) 52 | p(BL,B2,B3B4) =
male (N=232; 55.4%) 58 (55.8%) 62 (60.2%) 45 (54.9%) 67 (51.5%) 2=w | 093033092 038
Black (N=115; 27.4%) 25 (24.0%) 33 (32.0%) 21 (25.6%) 36 (27.7%) 523
N oA A RO 0 5 5 ® =™ p(B1,B2,B3B4) =
Race | White (N=254; 60.6%) 65 (62.5%) 63 (61.2%) 46 (56.1%) 80 (61.5%) 23| 070,022,020, 092
Other (N=50; 11.9%) 14 (13.5%) 7 (6.8%) 15 (18.3%) 14 (10.8%) So
Culture Results* E;g
Blood (+/- secondary) | Number (%) positive (out of 41) 1(2.4%) 6 (14.6%) 8 (19.5%) 26 (63.4%) g § p=7.0x10°
<=2
Urine (+/- secondary) | Number (%) positive (out of 25) 5 (20.0%) 4 (16.0%) 3(12.0%) 13 (52.0%) 38 | p=015
: S
Blood + Urine |\ her (96) double positive (out of 11) 0 (0.0%) 2 (18.2%) 1(9.1%) 8 (72.7%) B2 | p=0018
(+/- tertiary) S5
£32
g

30


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Bak R et a. Validation of SeptiCyte RAPID for sepsisvs. SIRS

3
=8
Cateqor SeptiScore 0-4.9 SeptiScore 5-6.1 SeptiScore 6.2-7.3 SeptiScore 7.4-15 % <
egory Subcategory (Band B1) (Band B2) (Band B3) (Band B4) 25 | Significance
(N=104; 24.8%) (N=103; 24.6%) (N=82, 19.6%) (N=130; 31.0%) 88
Sputum (+/- secondary) | Number (%) positive (out of 31) 7 (22.6%) 1(3.2%) 9 (29.0%) 14 (45.2%) 32 | p=0.026
Other culture** | Number (%) positive (out of 24) 4 (16.7%) 3 (12.5%) 7 (29.2%) 10 (41.7%) ® 2 | p=0.26
No culture datarecorded | her (o) without data (out of 287) 87 (30.3%) 85 (29.6%) 56 (19.5%) 59 (20.6%) 38 | p=87x10°
Presumed I nitial Site 5 <)
of Infection* 3 &
Pulmonary | Number (%) out of 71 6 (8.5%) 11 (15.5%) 16 (22.5%) 38 (53.5%) 730 | p=66x10°
Abdominal | Number (%) out of 33 2 (6.1%) 6 (18.2%) 6 (18.2%) 19 (57.6%) égg p = 0.005
Blood | Number (%) out of 15 1(6.7%) 1(6.7%) 3 (20.0%) 10 (66.7%) g g‘% p=0.016
Urinary Tract | Number (%) out of 26 3 (11.5%) 5 (19.2%) 2 (7.7%) 16 (61.5%) %ig p = 0.0073
Central Nervous System | Number (%) out of 11 2 (18.2%) 2 (18.2%) 3(27.3%) 4 (36.4%) 258 | p=085
Other | Number (%) out of 17 1 (5.9%) 1 (5.9%) 7 (41.2%) 8 (47.1%) 528 | p=0014
Multiple | Number (%) out of 5 0 (0.0%) 2 (40.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (60.0%) 582 | p=0.24
e - Oz ™
Not Identified a Initial |\ \ner (o) out of 241 89 (36.9% 75 (3L.1% 45 (18.7% 32 (13.3% 95 | p=25x10°
Evaluation = P
Clinical Parameters §§ é
Temperature (Min) | Median, (Q1-Q3) 36.0 (35.2-36.4) 36.2 (35.6-36.6) 36.2 (35.5-36.7) 36.0(35.4-36.7) §§§ p=0.2
Temperature (Max) | Median, (Q1-Q3) 37.2(37.0-37.8) 37.3(36.8-37.9) 37.4(36.9-38.2) 37.8(37.2-38.4) §§§ p < 0.001
Lactate | Median, (Q1-Q3) 1.9 (1.3-3.3) 2.1(1.6-3.3) 2.2 (1.5-3.3) 2.6 (1.6-4.1) 285 | p=069
EXE
WBC.Max | Median, (Q1-Q3) 135 (8.5-17.2) 12.2 (8.4-17.4) 13.9 (10.2-17.9) 14.6(9.021.1) 3S»& | p=0017
o
Procalcitonin | Median, (Q1, Q3) 0.3 (0.05-0.9) 0.3(0.05-1.1) 0.6 (0.16-2.6) 5.6 (1.7-25.8) % 2 % p<1x10°®
SeptiScore | Median, (Q1-Q3) 4.4 (38-4.7) 5.6 (5.3-5.8) 6.8 (6.5-7.0) 87(80-101) 2 |p<1x10°
S o
* |f small sample size (<5) in one or more categories, implying an increased uncertainty in the quantitative value of p, then calculation of p was performed by Monte Carlo simtiéion-based method [see
https.//www.statskingdom.com/310GoodnessChi.html for applet and R code]. 2
3
°©

** “Other culture” includes the following sample types: bronchial combicath, bronchoalveolar lavage (BAL), cerebrospina fluid (CSF), pus, nares, stool, throat swab, drain flu dy fluid, interstitial fluid, skin

*** including 7 blood culture false positives
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Table5. Sequential Likelihood Ratio calculations for six example patients. The pre-test probability of sepsisis computed as the fraction of all patlgi’cs called septic under forced
RPD (176/419 = 0.42). The post-test probability of sepsis was computed either after incorporation of the SeptiCyte RAPID data, or after mcorpor&@n of the logistic regression
formula which uses the data from SeptiCyte RAPID, PCT, Temp max, WBC min, Respiratory Rate max, Mean Arterial Pressure min, and # (S| R§§1aracterlstlcs) Additional
details are given in Online Data Supplement, Section 8.

10
p A

Patient Forced SeptiScore | SeptiCyte pre-test post-Septi Cyte RAPID post-logistic regression
RPD RAPID Band probability | probability of sepsis probability of sepsis
of sepsis

A sepsis 10 4 0.42 0.947 0.98

B sepsis 8.7 4 0.42 0.838 0.98

C sepsis 75 4 0.42 0.641 0.901

D SIRS 52 2 0.42 0.249 0.176

E SIRS 4.6 1 0.42 0.186 0.127

F SIRS 34 1 0.42 0.106 0.083

* 3SUB2I| [euoeWIBIU| 0 AN-DN-AG-DD € Japun 3|qejiene apeuw si |

Ainadiad ul uldaid ayr Aejdsip 01 asuadl| e Alxypaw pajuelb sey oym ‘Japunj/ioyine ayl si (mainal 1aad Ag paljiniad
luudaud siys Joy Japjoy 1yBuAdod a8y "zz0oz ‘g isnbny paisod UoISIaA SIUl 18%9//222°02'.0°2202/TOTT 0T/610"10p//:sdny :10]


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648; this version posted August 8, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Balk R et a. Validation of SeptiCyte RAPID for sepsisvs. SIRS

FIGURE 1

10.0-

7.51

5.0

SeptiCyte LAB score

2.51

0.0 .
2’5 5.0 75 10.0 12.5 15.0

SeptiCyte RAPID score

33


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648; this version posted August 8, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Balk R et a. Validation of SeptiCyte RAPID for sepsisvs. SIRS

FIGURE 2

A 100

c 0.751

S

g

g

2 050

N7)

(@]

Q

(]

=

£ 025
0.00 -

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

false positive fraction

4
7

c 0.75-
9o
©
o
S 050
§7]
o.
o
)]
S5
= 0.25-

0.00 -

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

false positive fraction

34


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648; this version posted August 8, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Balk R et a. Validation of SeptiCyte RAPID for sepsisvs. SIRS

FIGURE 3

A

1.00+
0.75-
%)
‘D
o
@
n
©
2 0.50-
E
©
Q
o
o
0.257
0.00- 883 .58 &, 0
1 1 13 15
SeptiScore
B 0 SeptiScore increases with probability of sepsis 15
SIRS SEPSIS
BAND 1 BAND 2 | BAND 3 BAND 4

5.0 6.2 7.4

35


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648; this version posted August 8, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Balk R et a. Validation of SeptiCyte RAPID for sepsisvs. SIRS

FIGURE 4

1.00-

« 0.75
w
jo N
)]
w
o)

> 0.50
E
[4y]
0
o

2 0.251

0.00+

SeptiCyte LAB

SeptiCyte RAPID

SeptiScore band

78.9 % 80.7 %
E?s:zo 595'23
44.2% 42.3 %
34:43 30:41
20.5 % 20.7 %
78% 18:70 9.4 9 19:73
5:59 19:37’
N ' % & N \ % ix
S bq’ S S O bq' O S
) ) & =) ) N O &
Q o) %) QO %) Qo %) Q

36


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648; this version posted August 8, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Balk R et a. Validation of SeptiCyte RAPID for sepsisvs. SIRS

FIGURE 5
600 -
g @
- S 8
= S 2
I 3 a
S &
400 - <
=
-1 ||
o
]
200 -
0 J "
0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

AUC

37


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648; this version posted August 8, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Balk R et a. Validation of SeptiCyte RAPID for sepsisvs. SIRS

FIGURE 6

e
-]

{ -
—

yrobabilily of sepsis

1]
)

[
[

38


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277648
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

