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Abstract 28 

According to WHO report 39.0 million (33.1–45.7 million) people around the world were 29 

living with HIV infection till Dec of 2022. One method that we need for treatment and 30 

monitoring of HIV patients is CD4 counting and CD4/CD8 ratio. For this purpose, there are 31 

many different laboratory test with technical complexity and in other hand most of them are 32 

time consuming, expensive or cannot be used in resource limited places. 33 

This work demonstrates POCT microchip platform for enumerating leukocytes, CD4+ T- 34 

lymphocytes, and CD8+ T lymphocytes from whole blood, using fluorochrome-conjugated 35 

primary antibodies as a detection method. 36 

This device and its method omits all obstacles for WBC and CD4, CD8 T lymphocytes and it 37 

offers fast, cost effective and easy absolute WBC and CD4, CD8 T lymphocytes count for 38 

monitoring HIV patients’ immune situation with high accuracy which can be implemented 39 

insource limited stings or doctors’ office. 40 

We incubated Phycoerythrin (PE) conjugated primary antibodies specific to CD4 and CD8 41 

antigens to enumerate CD4+ and CD8+ T cells, respectively. Comparison studies were 42 

performed with FACS count to evaluate total leukocytes, CD4+T cell number, and CD8+T cell 43 

number in whole blood samples for monitoring the immune systems of patients with human 44 

immunodeficiency virus (HIV)/AIDS. Statistical analyses for precision, correlation, and 45 

agreement were performed. Coefficients of variation (CV) ranging from 0.67% to 12.78%, 0.81 46 

to 13.68%, and 0.29% to 8.33% were obtained for CD4, CD8 and leukocyte recovery 47 

respectively. A significant correlation was found between the two assays for CD4 count and 48 

CD8 count, with correlation coefficients of 0.90 and 0.91, respectively. Using Bland-Altman 49 

plots, a mean bias of 23, 38, and 490 cells/µL (95% CI, n=113) was obtained for CD4, CD8, 50 

and total leukocyte count, respectively. These data show that the GBTsol ICA (Immune Cell 51 
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Analyzer) is comparable to the FACS count platform method for measuring the amounts of 52 

CD4 T cells, CD8 T cells, and total leukocytes in blood samples for the purpose of monitoring 53 

HIV/AIDS patients with cheap, easy and fast way. 54 

 55 
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Introduction 71 

1.Importance of CD4 and CD8 enumeration monitoring in HIV/AIDS 72 

patients 73 

According to who report 39.0 million (33.1–45.7 million) people around the world were living 74 

with HIV infection till Dec of 2022 that most of them live in source limited places. 75 

One method that we need for treatment and monitoring of HIV patients is CD4 counting and 76 

CD4/CD8 ratio. For this purpose, there are many different laboratory test with technical 77 

complexity and in other hand most of these method is time consuming, expensive or cannot be 78 

used in resource limited places. The CD4 cell count has played a central role in the care of 79 

HIV-infected children and adults as a measurement of immunosuppression and deciding for 80 

antiretroviral therapy (ART).  Routine accumulation of CD4 data at diagnosis continues to 81 

contribute to treatment priorities and remains critical in identifying late diagnosis [1-3]. 82 

One of the reasons behind underutilization of CD4 results is accessibility of clinical centers 83 

and centralized clinical laboratories, where currently available technology such as flow 84 

cytometry, which is the gold standard method, has been used for 40 years. However, there are 85 

many limitations to traditional flow cytometry, including the ability of laser to analyse only 86 

one cell at a time, cells must be in suspension to be analysed, highly trained technicians are 87 

required, intensive quality control measures are needed, and cells   must be viable to be 88 

analysed. These requirements have constrained CD4 testing in several resource-constrained 89 

settings, most particularly for rural settings where clinical laboratories are not easily accessible 90 

[4-8]. Along with the above-mentioned limitations, flow cytometry measurement suffers from 91 

a lack of standardization, and reproducible protocols for sample preparation, including RBC 92 
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lysis, cell staining, gating strategies, and acquisition protocols, have proven difficult to remain 93 

constant over multicenter clinical studies [9]. Moreover, patients in many countries lack a 94 

unique patient number, making it very difficult to trace test results from different laboratories, 95 

especially in patients referred between hospitals and clinics. Long turn-around times for tests 96 

sent to central labs delay clinical decision-making and place a significant strain on patients. 97 

Conventional tests involve transportation of samples in complex and insufficient transport 98 

networks and on lengthy, rough highways. These transport networks are restricted, costly, and 99 

often compounded by short sample stability problems. In one study in Mozambique, Malawi, 100 

and South Africa, as many as 50% of CD4 test results did not return to clinics for follow up 101 

[10]. To address this drawback, health care programs are utilizing POCT for CD4 results to 102 

facilitate care for the individual, leading to higher retention in care and reduced loss to follow-103 

up [11]. Point-of-care testing (POCT) are typically used by technicians and other clinical 104 

personnel who may not necessarily be adequately trained. Therefore, accuracy, reproducibility, 105 

low cost, time effective, sensitivity, and specificity remain the most important factors related 106 

to POC technologies. One such POCT instrument is the GBTsol ICA, which has shown high 107 

accuracy, reproducibility, low cost, and time effectiveness. This commercial tool of twenty-108 

first century with peculiar CD marker measurements method within multiple maladies provides 109 

a solution when and where the absence of similarities in others cannot. Hence, in this study, 110 

we focused on the accuracy, reproducibility, and time effectiveness of POC technology 111 

(GBTsol ICA) compared to the results of FACS count data. The POC technology (GBTsol 112 

ICA) is based on leukocyte separation from whole blood, labelling of all leukocytes with DNA 113 

fluorescent stains, and CD marker enumeration (CD4+ and CD8+) using primary antibodies 114 

conjugated with fluorescent markers. 115 

 116 
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2. GBTsol ICA system 117 

GBTsol ICA system is composed of three main part. First one is ICA reader machine the second 118 

one is cartridge and third part is about reagents and optimized PE conjugated CD marker 119 

antibody. Each part is designed in details which has their own consequential rule in 120 

experiments’ result. 121 

Inside the ICA reader machine different part works together the hard ware part from cartridge 122 

grabber to suction pump, camera, LED and so on. In other hand an associated computer 123 

software algorithm is responsible for analysing and converting raw digital image data into 124 

counts and percentages which displaying result on device screen in less than 5 minutes and no 125 

need for manual cell counting and being worry about human counting errors Fig.1. 126 

The cartridge is disposable and made of three part with specified height and filter membrane 127 

with 3um pores, it plays key rule in separating WBC which no need to do RBC lyse or use 128 

centrifuge for cell separating which can result in cell lost during experiment. 129 

As CD marker antibody we used mouse IgG Anti-Human CD4-PE from clone RPA-T4 for 130 

CD4 marker detection and Mouse IgG Anti-Human CD8-PE from clone OKT-8 for CD8 131 

marker detection. Which are optimized with high purification antibodies and can react with 132 

whole blood, no need to lyse RBC and reaction complete just in five minutes. Other reagent 133 

and buffers for experiment optimized by designing and processing different protocol to get the 134 

best positive signal with low background results wih high accuracy and reproducibility which 135 

was validated through testing in Yonsei Medical Center Sinchon Severance Hospital. The data 136 

showed close agreement with flow cytometry. 137 

 138 
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Methods and materials 139 

Phycoerythrin (PE) conjugated CD4 and CD8 primary mouse antibodies respectively, were 140 

centrifuged briefly prior to use. Analytical grade chemicals and reagent grade solvents were 141 

used for all buffers and solutions. Dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO), 0.5% trypsin- 142 

ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA) solution (10X), and phosphate buffered saline (PBS, 143 

pH 7.4) were procured from Sigma Chemical Co. (St. Louis, MO, USA). Fixative and flow 144 

cytometry (FC) reagents were acquired from Beckman Coulter (Fullerton, CA). Rainbow 145 

microsphere beads were purchased from BD Biosciences, (San Diego, USA). Whole blood 146 

samples were obtained by a phlebotomist from anonymous donors at Severance Hospital 147 

(Yonsei University, Seoul), in accordance with Institutional Review Board (IRB, 1-2018-009) 148 

procedures, by a standard venipuncture technique using EDTA as an anticoagulant in 5mL 149 

tubes. Samples were evaluated within 24 hours of collection. Data were obtained from 150 

16/04/2018 to 15/08/2018 . 151 

1.Development of biomarker detection kit methodology 152 

Typically, when a patient with HIV/AIDS visits a doctor, blood is collected and sent to the 153 

clinical laboratory for CD4 and CD4/CD8 tests with WBC count. Test results may be submitted 154 

to the doctor within 24 to 48 hours or up to 1 week depending on number of technicians in 155 

laboratory, distance, resources available, and chosen biomarker test. The device presented here 156 

is a POC detection kit designed to be used by a health care provider to readily identify and 157 

diagnose CD4, CD8 and leukocyte counts. 158 

The GBTsol ICA detection kit consists of the following: 159 
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1)A micro-separation filter for entrapment of leukocytes. 2)A tube containing a leukocyte-160 

specific antibody for a specific test. 3)A tube containing reaction buffer for specific reactions 161 

(i.e., CD4, CD8, leukocyte counting).4)A tube containing washing solution to remove other 162 

proteins non-specifically bound to the micro-separation filter. 163 

Each test using a different kit: GBTsol ICA001 for CD4 count, GBTsol ICA002 for CD8 count, 164 

and GBTsol ICA 003 for leukocyte count. 165 

The GBTsol ICA procedure involves five steps. 1) Incubation of sample and respective 166 

antibody depending on test i.e., CD4 test, CD8 Test or Leukocyte test. 2)Wetting step- For 167 

removal of dust particle or any other unwanted substance from the Cartridge to lower 168 

background noise. 169 

3) Sampling step- For dispensing the incubated sample to the GBTsol ICA. 170 

4)Washing Step- For the removal of extra antibody or unconjugated antibody from the 171 

cartridge. 5)Processing step- For quantitative result for the CD4, CD8 and Leukocytes 172 

respectively. 173 

After the sample is added, the user injects a washing solution, after which the instrument 174 

processes the sample automatically. Results can be printed or sent to a storage device.  175 

2.Sensitivity test 176 

To establish assay sensitivity, samples of microsphere rainbow beads of different 177 

concentrations were dispersed in phosphate buffer saline (pH-7.0) (100, 250, 500, 1000, 1500, 178 

2000, 2500, 3000, 3500, 4000, 4500, 5000 microsphere rainbow beads/µL), and bead counts 179 

were performed using GBTsol ICA following the method for cell counting. Counts were 180 

repeated three times to determine the average number of microsphere rainbow beads. 181 
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3. Identification of leukocytes and enumeration of specific blood cell 182 

subsets 183 

Human blood samples were collected in EDTA tube and antibodies utilized in these studies 184 

were stored at 4~8oC. Each blood sample (5µL) was mixed with cell-staining solution (5uL) 185 

(GBTsol ICA-001), (GBTsol ICA-002) containing fluorescently labeled antibodies targeting 186 

CD antigens and incubated at room temperature for 5 min after incubation 990uL of reaction 187 

buffer was added. Samples were directly dispensed on the GBTsol ICA cartridge for 188 

enumeration of CD markers. GBTsol ICA is a semi-automated and fully quantitative device. 189 

After sample injection, the tests were carried out automatically to generate results. 190 

4. Flow cytometry analysis 191 

FACSCount flow cytometer (NAVIOUS Ex Flow Cytometer Leukocyte Count) using a 192 

protocol provided by the manufacturer was used as a reference method. BD True count tubes 193 

(BD Biosciences) were used for determining absolute leukocyte, CD4+, and CD8+ cell counts. 194 

Data management and analysis 195 

All study data were collected and managed using electronic data capture tools based on our 196 

own algorithm and hosted at Glory Biotechnologies Corp., which is a secure, password- 197 

protected, web-based application designed to support data capture for research studies. All data 198 

were entered once, and each entry was checked for accuracy and was only available to staff 199 

directly involved in data entry or analysis. Leukocytes, CD8, and CD4 results were analyzed 200 

with Microsoft Excel after being exported directly from the GBTsol ICA device to determine 201 

the number of tests performed, invalid test rates, and types of invalid tests. Error was estimated 202 

by scatterplot and best-line analyses with linear regression to determine the coefficient of 203 
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determination (R2), and Bland-Altman analysis was performed to determine systematic bias, 204 

limit of agreement (LOA), and imprecision of the GBTsol ICA. 205 

Image analysis of leukocytes and specific blood cell subsets 206 

Each blood sample was stained with fluorescently labeled antibodies targeting specific CD 207 

antigens for 5 min. Fluorescence intensities, cell size and shape were used to identify 208 

leukocytes. Specific surface markers were used when classifying leukocyte subpopulation 209 

specific fluorescent dye conjugated to antibodies against each specific CD marker. 210 

Results and Discussion 211 

The need for rapid, reproducible, sensitive, accurate, and non-troublesome tests is of major 212 

importance in healthcare. Such a test has obvious advantages over existing tests, as well as 213 

other instrument-based systems using microfluidics technology to count cells on cartridges. 214 

Specimen collection and GBTsol ICA performance 215 

A total of 113 patients from Severance Hospital were tested in four months period. Patient age 216 

ranged from 8 to 65 years. 217 

Overall, there were few compromised specimens due to difficulties or errors associated with 218 

blood collection. Out of 113 CD4 and CD8 tests performed by GBTsol ICA, 2 tests (1.76%) 219 

for CD4 and 2 tests (1.76%) for CD8 failed because of pipetting error or improper sample 220 

handling. Out of 113 tests for CD4 and CD8, 1 (0.88%) of each sample were clotted before 221 

conducting the CD4 and CD8 tests, respectively (Tables 1 and 2). 0.88% of CD4 tests and 222 

0.88% of CD8 tests were aborted before the test was complete. GBTsol ICA instrument error 223 
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is likely to occur with improper loading, i.e., volume loaded is either too small or too large 224 

(Tables 1 and 2).  225 

However, the GBTsol ICA CD4 and CD8 test cartridges or analyzers could not be totally ruled 226 

out as the cause of invalid test results. Operation abortion of GBTsol ICA CD4 and CD8 tests 227 

can occur due to mechanical problems or technical problems with the analyser itself or due to 228 

testing procedure errors by research personnel. We tried to analyse invalid GBTsol ICA test 229 

rates to determine if a particular problem was more responsible for invalid GBTsol ICA tests 230 

and concluded that pipetting error or improper sample handling was the major reason for 231 

invalid tests. However, out of 113 GBTsol ICA tests for CD4 and CD8, no tests were invalid 232 

due to an error message reported by GBTsol ICA respectively. Further investigation suggests 233 

that CD4 and CD8 counts less than 100 and greater than 9000, respectively, are not suitable for 234 

analysis with GBTsol ICA (data not shown). 235 

However, many existing laboratory tests are time consuming, tedious, and need trained 236 

personnel and expensive equipment [12]. POC-CD4 testing is valuable in scale up of ART for 237 

HIV care and linkage to treatment in high-risk, resource-restricted settings as conventional 238 

flow cytometry measurement of CD4 count generally necessitates samples be sent to a central 239 

research facility, which might be off site, with results delayed by 24~72 hours or even up to 7 240 

days13. POC innovations can lessen such deferrals, allowing faster care. For improvement of 241 

testing, high-caliber and low-cost CD4 assays must be accessible for use in resource-restricted 242 

settings [12,14]. Such POC instrument and assays must give precise and dependable CD4 243 

results and must be simple to use. Therefore, in this study a novel immunofluorescence test 244 

based on biomarker-specific antibodies was used to detect specific CD markers and validated 245 

for CD4 and CD8 monitoring for HIV/AIDS patients. This study demonstrates high accuracy 246 
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and reproducibility in predicting CD4 and CD8 counts using the GBTsol ICA device compared 247 

to flow cytometry at Severance Hospital, Yonsei University, Seoul, South Korea. 248 

Reproducibility and efficiency of GBTsol ICA 249 

To evaluate the detection sensitivity of GBTsol ICA, rainbow beads at concentrations of 100, 250 

250, 500, 1000, 1500, 2000, 2500, 3000, 3500, 4000, 4500, and 5000 rainbow beads/µL were 251 

subjected to GBTsol ICA and detected using the device. The calculated detection efficiency 252 

was consistently greater than 90% when 100 to 5000 beads were present per 200 µL of rainbow 253 

bead sample (Fig. 2). The CV of the different bead concentrations ranged from 2.21 to 5.38%, 254 

which adheres to the WHO recommendation < 15% if the count is up to 500 and < 10% if the 255 

count is 5000. Accordingly, the GBTsol ICA showed excellent detection efficiency and 256 

reproducibility, enabling us to accurately detect CD4, CD8 and leukocyte. (Fig. 4 (A, B), 5 (A, 257 

B), 6 (A, B). The GBTsol ICA POC analyzer displayed high reproducibility using normal and 258 

low concentrations of beads with coefficients of variation <5%. In this study, the GBTsol ICA 259 

POC analyzer overestimated counts compared to the BD FACSCount method in CD4+ T-cell 260 

enumeration, in agreement with most studies using capillary or venous blood [15-18]. This 261 

overestimation was minimal and is not clinically significant. Differences have been reported in 262 

conventional CD4 testing platforms between the BD FACSCount and the BD FACSCalibur, 263 

where the mean bias between the two platforms was -76 cells/mm3 (95% CI, LOA - 264 

316.0~163.0)[19]. Adequate correlation for CD4, CD8, and leukocyte counts between the 265 

GBTsol ICA analyzer and the FACSCalibur (0.90, 0.91 and 0.90, respectively) corroborates 266 

similar findings [13]. Although a correlation >0.90 was observed between the two platforms 267 

for CD4 enumeration, differences were due to variability of instruments settings, antibodies 268 

and fluorochromes used, sample volume inputs, and assay procedures and methods. 269 

 270 
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WBC count by GBTsol ICA 271 

Leukocyte count was determined by GBTsol ICA for all 113 samples collected within 24 hours 272 

and was compared with FACSCount. The recovery of leukocytes was greater than 92% 273 

compared to FACSCount, as shown in Fig. 3. The coefficient of determination (R2) was 0.90, 274 

the mean bias between the two platforms was 490 cells/µL (95% CI LoA 139.25~840.84, 275 

n=113), and the SD mean was 178.97 (Fig. 4A). These results corroborated to FACSCount 276 

results with high accuracy. 277 

CD4 enumeration by GBTsol ICA 278 

A total of 113 patient samples was collected over a period of 4 months under supervision of 279 

Yonsei University IRB board members. 200µL of sample containing 1µL of blood was 280 

subjected to GBTsol ICA. Next, we tested human whole blood samples with different known 281 

CD4+ T-cell counts (as determined by flow cytometry) using the GBTsol ICA. After 282 

subtracting the count due to nonspecific binding, we plotted the number of captured cells as a 283 

function of CD4 count (Fig. 5A). We obtained a correlation coefficient of 0.90 between our 284 

assay and standard flow cytometry. While we intended to use fluorescence only to examine 285 

cell capture and noted difficulties in counting individual T-cells in clumps, CD4 count 286 

exhibited CVs of 0.67~12.78%. However, Bland-Altman analysis showed a mean bias of 23 287 

with a 95% CI LoA of -86.47-~186.16 (n=113) (Fig. 5B).  288 

A recent report revealed that same-day POC CD4 testing had no benefit in health outcomes 289 

[27]. As supported by other studies [20,21,25,26], we posit the feasibility of use of an existing 290 

framework for creation of a small-scale POC research facility to offer tests for staging and 291 

pathology of ART. 292 
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The overall accuracy of the GBTsol ICA test in samples was observed, and the correlation 293 

coefficient was 0.99 to determine the validity of GBTsol ICA. However, in CD4 T-cell count, 294 

we observed an overestimation of count. Misclassification, overestimation, or underestimation 295 

has been documented in several studies using the PIMA POC analyzer [12,17,20-24]. 296 

Enumeration of CD8 by GBTsol ICA 297 

All samples used for CD4 enumeration were subjected to GBTsol ICA for enumeration of 298 

CD8+ T cells. We obtained a correlation coefficient of 0.91 between our assay and standard 299 

flow cytometry. In addition, we observed that the number of CD8 count exhibited CVs of 300 

0.81~13.68% (Fig. 6A). However, the Bland-Altman analysis showed a mean bias of 38 with 301 

a 95% CI of LoA of -149.84 ~ 226.13 (n=113) (Fig. 6B). 302 

From an operational perspective, use of the GBTsol ICA POC analyzer produced similar results 303 

to other studies using venous or capillary blood [12,13,20,22,27]. We experienced test aborted 304 

and pipetting/ Human errors of 0.88% % and 1.76% for CD4 and CD8. The operator used in 305 

our study was a trained researcher rather than a health professional, such as a nurse or 306 

counsellor. Our studies suggest that GBTsol ICA POC is interchangeable with conventional 307 

platforms and provides results quite similar to those of PIMA POC technologies 308 

[12,16,17,19,20,22,27]. Further testing is needed in communities with HIV/AIDS infection, 309 

performed by different health professionals, technicians, and hospitals to verify the coefficient 310 

of variation of repeatability and misclassification in favor of under treatment compared to 311 

FACSCalibur [19]. 312 

Researchers in South Africa observed a median time for patients to return for their CD4 results 313 

was 8 days and 7 days in those with ≤ 200 cells/mm3, with a median of 49 days regardless of 314 

CD4+ T-cell count from CD4 testing to ART initiation. Use of POC technologies facilitates 315 
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fast tracking of patients, saves time, and helps in management of HIV treatment, care, and 316 

monitoring [28]. 317 

Conclusions 318 

As suggested in a recent systematic review [29], such a resource should streamline 319 

administration by limiting patient visits to centers [30], tend to psychosocial issues and 320 

boundaries to healthcare [31], enhance counselling and peer support for patients in need [32], 321 

optimize the significance of starting and continuing ART if eligible [33], and provide positive 322 

wellbeing coaching and encouragement for patients. A family-focused model of coordinated 323 

human services consolidating the greater part of the previously mentioned healthcare 324 

framework has recently appeared in a comparable populace, yielding high adherence (94%) 325 

and maintenance of HIV- 1- positive individuals [34,35]. In this study, we compared a device 326 

that enabled highly efficient separation of leukocytes from small amounts of whole blood less 327 

than that required by conventional techniques and provided highly accurate enumeration of 328 

total numbers of leukocytes and their subsets. We demonstrated that the CD4 and CD8 counts 329 

from a few microliters of whole blood using our method had good correlation to flow cytometry 330 

analysis. 331 

Thus, our device has potential as an inexpensive yet efficient tool for rapid counting, allowing 332 

more detailed leukocyte studies as well as monitoring of HIV/AIDS patients in decentralized 333 

sites. The accuracy and simplicity of absolute leukocyte counting offer a range of potential 334 

applications in single-cell analysis, including POC diagnostic systems such as human CD 335 

marker enumerations for various applications. Previous studies have shown that provision of 336 

immediate CD4T+ cell count increased the number of patients receiving care and minimized 337 

patient failure to obtain treatment (33%) [11,25,33,36,37]. 338 
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In conclusion, the overall agreement between FACSCount and the GBTsol ICA analyzer for 339 

CD4 T-cell enumeration was acceptable, with a clinically nonsignificant mean bias and high 340 

accuracy and reproducibility. We found no significant differences in the results produced from 341 

GBTsol ICA compared to those of FACSCount. The GBTsol ICA POC CD4 test exhibited a 342 

potential role in CD4 and CD8 T-cell enumeration. This platform can expand access to CD4 343 

testing, particularly in rural settings where needs are currently unmet by existing laboratory 344 

testing networks. 345 
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