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Sweden.

8Nicolae Simionescu Institute of Cellular Biology and Pathology,
Bucharest, Romania.

*Corresponding author(s). E-mail(s): maria.lengquist@med.lu.se;

Abstract
Background Diagnosing sepsis in critical care remains a challenge due to the
lack of gold-standard diagnostics. Calprotectin (S100A8/A9) has been proposed
as a diagnostic marker to identify sepsis in critically ill patients. This study evalu-
ated the diagnostic performance of calprotectin and C-reactive protein (CRP) to
distinguish between sepsis and non-sepsis on intensive care unit (ICU) admission.
Methods Admission biobank blood samples from adult patients admitted to
four ICUs (2015-2018) were used to analyse calprotectin and CRP. All adult
patients were screened retrospectively for the sepsis-3 criteria at ICU admission.
The diagnostic performance of calprotectin and CRP was evaluated using receiver
operating characteristic (ROC) curves.
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Results We included 4732 patients, of whom 44% had sepsis. Calprotectin levels
were higher in sepsis (p<0.001). The area under the receiver operating curve
(AUROC) to diagnose sepsis was 0.61 for calprotectin compared to 0.72 for CRP
(p<0.001). Among microbiological subgroups of sepsis patients, fungal sepsis had
the highest level of calprotectin.
Conclusions The diagnostic performance of calprotectin in identifying sepsis
patients at ICU admission was inferior to that of CRP.

Keywords: sepsis; critical care; infections; biomarkers; C-reactive protein; S100
Proteins; leukocytes; shock, septic

Background
Sepsis is a life-threatening condition caused by a dysregulated host response to an
infection and is common among patients requiring intensive care[1, 2].

A key challenge in identifying sepsis in patients requiring intensive care is that a
majority have organ failure[2]. Fulfilling the sepsis criteria in the Intensive Care Unit
(ICU) setting is mainly dependent on infection identification.

Biomarkers can help diagnose infections and sepsis, but they need to be specific for
infection and not merely reflect critical illness or systemic inflammation. While many
biomarkers have been assessed for their diagnostic performance in sepsis, no single
biomarker has been identified with enough sensitivity and specificity to confirm or rule
out sepsis[3, 4]. Moreover, novel biomarkers should provide additional value compared
to established biomarkers, such as C-reactive Protein (CRP ), to reach clinical use[5].

Calprotectin is a complex of two proteins (S100A8 and S100A9) which can be found
intracellularly in immune and endo/epithelial cells, most notably in neutrophils and
monocytes[6]. Calprotectin is secreted from cells after immune activation, and rapidly
increasing blood levels can be measured within hours after bacterial or endotoxin
exposure[7, 8].

Previous reports indicate that calprotectin could serve as a diagnostic biomarker
for bacterial sepsis[9]. The assessment of calprotectin as a marker of sepsis in the ICU
is limited to a few small studies[10, 11]. Thus, there is a need to evaluate calprotectin
in larger cohorts of critically ill patients, as well as perform comparisons with other
biomarkers of inflammation, before considering further clinical use.

Objectives
This study aimed to investigate calprotectin’s diagnostic performance in distinguishing
sepsis from non-sepsis at ICU admission, to compare the performance of calprotectin
with CRP , and to assess both biomarkers in subgroups of critically ill ICU patients.
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Methods
Study design and setting
This is a retrospective observational sub-study of the Swecrit biobank study, con-
ducted at four ICUs at Sk̊ane University Hospital in Lund and Malmö , Helsingborg
Hospital and Kristianstad Hospital between 2015-2018[12]. The Swecrit biobank study
collected blood samples from adult (≥18 years old) patients at admission to a par-
ticipating ICU . Blood samples were stored in the Region Scania biobank, Lund,
Sweden.

The Standards for Reporting Diagnostic accuracy studies (STARD) guidelines
were followed[13].

Participants
This study included all adult ICU patients with an ICU Length of stay (LOS) of
>24 hours. Patients deceased within 24 hours of ICU admission were also included.
Exclusion criteria were discharge within 24 hours of ICU admission.

For identification of sepsis, the sepsis-3 criteria were used[1]. Our operational sepsis
criteria were a Sequential Organ Failure Assessment (SOFA)-score≥2 within ±1 hour
of ICU admission in combination with a retrospective assessment of infection. Criteria
for infection were either 1) culture positivity (see Supplement 1) within ±48 hours
of ICU admission, or 2) culture negativity AND suspected infection (blood culture
sampling within 24 hours of ICU admission and administration of antibiotics[14])
AND a probable infection according to the Linder-Mellhammar Criteria of Infection
(LMCI)[15, 16].

Culture-positive sepsis patients were assigned to one of the pre-defined microbi-
ological subgroups (gram-positive, gram-negative, virus, fungus, polymicrobial), see
Supplement 1 for definitions.

Data sources
Clinical data, such as vital signs and variables used to calculate Simplified Acute
Physiology Score 3 (SAPS −3) and SOFA scores, were entered by the treating physi-
cian into the PASIVA software and forwarded to the Swedish Intensive Care Registry
(SIR)[17, 18]. Laboratory values (except calprotectin and CRP ), microbiological test-
ing and results were automatically extracted from the hospital laboratory electronic
system. Administration of antibiotics and screening of LMCI were based on a review
of the Electronic Medical Records (EMR) for culture-negative cases who had blood
cultures sampled. See Supplement 2 for the data sources of variables used in Table 1.

Variables
For biomarkers routinely analysed at ICU admission, the values closest in time to
ICU admission, but within ±24 hours of ICU admission were reported.
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Shock was defined as a cardiovascular SOFA score of 3 or more at ICU admission,
equal to using a vasopressor (norepinephrine or epinephrine), combined with a lactate
level of >2 mmol/L.

Community vs. hospital-acquired disease was distinguished based on hospital LOS
before ICU admission. Community-acquired was defined as hospital LOS ≤2 days
and hospital-acquired as >2 days.

Neutropenia was defined as a neutrophil count of <0.5x109. Neutrophil count
was analysed based on clinical indication and not routinely analysed in all patients.
Leukopenia was defined as a White Blood Cell count (WBC)<3.5x109.

Body temperature was obtained from the SAPS − 3 score and was the highest
recorded within ±1 hour of ICU admission.

See Supplement 2 for a complete list of variable definitions and data sources for
Table 1.

Biobank: blood sampling
Biobank blood samples were collected on ICU admission, typically at the time of
routine blood sampling within one hour of arrival to the ICU . Samples were sent
to the local hospital laboratory for centrifugation, aliquotation and freezing to -80°C
before final storage. If freezing was delayed, samples were kept in a refrigerator until
freezing. Blood samples were drawn, collected and stored for all patients without
previous consent. A letter was sent to all patients who were alive 2-3 months after
ICU care with information about the study. All participants could choose not to
participate by contacting a study nurse or physician. By opting-out, all study data
were deleted, and the blood samples were destroyed. This procedure was approved by
the Ethical Committee at Lund University, Lund, Sweden (EPN 2015/256).

Patients were excluded if:
• samples were not drawn or were not matched to the correct patient
• patients were transferred between participating ICUs, and blood samples were not

obtained anew after the transfer
• there was no consent

Analysis of calprotectin and CRP from biobank samples
Frozen Ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA)-plasma biobank samples were sent
to the Department of Clinical Chemistry, Uppsala University Hospital, Uppsala, Swe-
den, where they were thawed and analysed. A Particle Enhanced Turbidimetric Assay
(PETIA) methodology was used, with calprotectin reagents from Gentian AS (Moss,
Norway) and CRP reagents from Abbott Laboratories (Abbott Park, IL, USA) on a
Mindray BS380/BS430 chemistry analyser (Mindray, Shenzhen, China). Based on the
sample handling times, additional samples were excluded due to calprotectin kinetics
if one of the following criteria were met[19–21]:
• Stored at room temperature >72 hours after sampling
• Stored in refrigerator >7 days after sampling
• haemolysis in sample
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Statistical methods
Median values and Interquartile Range (IQR) were reported for continuous variables.
For SOFA-scores, mean value and Standard Deviation (SD) were reported.

The Mann-Whitney U test was used to assess the difference between non-sepsis and
sepsis in independent continuous variables. Differences in proportions were assessed
using Pearson’s χ2 test. For all hypotheses testing, p-values <0.05 were considered
significant.

Receiver Operating Characteristics (ROC) analysis with calculation of Area Under
the Curve (AUC) was performed to assess the diagnostic capability of biomarkers,
with sepsis as the outcome. Comparisons of AUCs was made using the DeLong test.
For calculation of sensitivity, specificity, likelihood ratios and positive/negative predic-
tive values, dichotomisation of calprotectin and CRP was based on optimal (Youden’s
index) cutoffs derived from ROC curves, with high values considered positive tests.

Associations between calprotectin and other clinical variables were investigated
using Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient (Spearman’s r). Locally Estimated Scat-
terplot Smoothing (LOESS) regression was used to visualise calprotectin as a function
of CRP using the geom_smooth function of the ggplot2 package in R [22].

Patients with missing variables were excluded from analyses where the missing
variable was used.

Subgroup analyses
Subgroup analyses were performed to explore differences in calprotectin levels between
non-sepsis and sepsis and if the diagnostic performance of calprotectin differed in
subgroups of ICU patients. The subgroups were chosen based on differences in disease
course, illness severity and age to assess if calprotectin could be more useful in some
subgroups. The subgroups were:
• community-acquired disease
• hospital-acquired disease
• neutropenic patients
• younger (<65 years) and older patients (≥65 years)
• patients with shock
• patients with SOFA≥2
• patients with suspected infection at ICU admission (blood cultures sampled and

antibiotics administered)

Additional subgroup analyses were performed in microbiological subgroups of sep-
sis patients compared to non-sepsis patients. Calprotectin levels in bacteremic and
non-bacteremic patients were also compared. For these subgroup analyses, differences
in calprotectin levels were assessed with the Wilcoxon rank-sum test, with p<0.001
considered statistically significant, to compensate for multiple testing.
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Sensitivity analyses
Sensitivity analyses were performed with altered criteria for organ failure or infection
(as part of sepsis criteria) to investigate if the results were sensitive to which sepsis
criteria were used:
• Organ failure defined as SOFA≥4
• Infection defined as only culture-positive with all culture-negative ICU patients

defined as not infected
• Infection defined as obtained blood cultures and administered antibiotics (regardless

of culture positivity or fulfilment of LMCI), according to the recommendation of
the Sepsis-3-taskforce [1]

Bias
A dropout analysis was performed to assess whether the biobank samples were missing
at random.

The risk of confirmation bias when analysing the diagnostic capability of biomark-
ers made us change the infection criteria in this study, compared to the criteria we
used in earlier studies of the same population [14, 16]. Biomarkers such as CRP and
WBC, which were available to the clinician at ICU admission, are part of the clinical
assessment leading to a decision to sample blood cultures and administer antibiotics,
which was our single proxy criteria for infection in previous studies. This study has
widened the infection criteria to include all culture-positive patients. For culture-
negative sepsis, we applied previously used infection proxy criteria in combination
with the assessment of infection according to the LMCI.

Results
Participants
Of 8360 ICU patients during the study period, 4732 were included. Sepsis criteria
were fulfilled in 2071 (44%). The infection criteria included in the definition of sepsis
were based on culture positivity in 81%, and the remaining 19% were culture negative
with clinical criteria for infection. See Figure 1 for flow chart.

Baseline and outcome data
Table 1 describes the baseline and outcome data for the non-sepsis and sepsis cohorts.
The sepsis cohort was slightly older (69 vs. 67 years, p<0.001), more severely ill
(SOFA-score 8.3 vs 6.3, p<0.001) and had a higher proportion of shock (37% vs. 28%,
p<0.001) than the non-sepsis cohort. There was no difference in the proportion of
community/hospital-acquired disease or proportion being admitted directly from the
Emergency Room (ER). Still, a smaller proportion of the sepsis cohort was admitted
directly from the Operating Room (OR) than the non-sepsis cohort (8.4% vs. 20%,
p<0.001). Regarding outcomes, the sepsis cohort had longer ICU LOS (3.2 vs. 2
days, p<0.001), higher 30-day mortality (33% vs. 28%, p<0.001) and more often
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needed Continous Renal Replacement Therapy (CRRT ) (18% vs. 9.5%, p<0.001) and
invasive mechanical ventilation (69% vs. 60%, p<0.001) during the ICU stay.

Calprotectin and CRP levels in non-sepsis and sepsis
Calprotectin levels were higher in sepsis compared to non-sepsis (median 2.1 mg/L,
IQR 1-4.3 and 1.3 mg/L, IQR 0.6-2.8, p<0.001). CRP was also elevated in sep-
sis compared to non-sepsis (median 95 mg/L, IQR 26-186 and 17 mg/L, IQR 3-69,
p<0.001).

ROC analysis and diagnostic testing of calprotectin and CRP

Calprotectin had a lower AUC (0.61, 95% CI 0.59-0.62) than CRP (0.72, 95% CI
0.71-0.74) in distinguishing sepsis from non-sepsis (p<0.001). Based on an optimal
cutoff of 1.6 mg/L, the sensitivity was 59% and the specificity 57% for calprotectin to
diagnose sepsis. For CRP , the optimal cutoff was 62 mg/L, resulting in a sensitivity
of 62% and specificity of 73% (Table 2).

Association between calprotectin and CRP , W BC and SOF A
score.
There was a moderate correlation between calprotectin and CRP (Spearman’s r
= 0.47) in the whole ICU population. Among the microbiological subgroups, the
strongest association was in viral sepsis (Spearman’s r=0.57) and the weakest in gram-
negative sepsis (Spearman’s r=0.40), see figure 3 and Table 2.5 in Supplement 1. The
association was less pronounced with WBC count (Spearman’s r=0.28) and SOFA
score (Spearman’s r=0.18).

Subgroup analyses
The subgroup analyses showed higher median calprotectin levels in sepsis than non-
sepsis across all subgroups, except in neutropenic patients, who also had markedly
lower calprotectin levels (0.6 mg/L in non-sepsis and 1.0 mg/L in sepsis, p=0.91). The
subgroup with a hospital-acquired disease had the highest calprotectin levels, both
among non-sepsis (2.1 mg/L) and sepsis (2.6 mg/L) (Table 2.3 in Supplement 1).
The ability of calprotectin to diagnose sepsis was lowest in patients with neutropenia
(AUC 0.51) and hospital-acquired disease (AUC 0.55), and highest in patients with
community-acquired disease and age≥65 years (AUC 0.62). The ability of calprotectin
to diagnose sepsis remained inferior to CRP in all subgroups (Table 3).

Among the microbiological subgroups, fungal sepsis had the highest calprotectin
level (median 3.0 mg/L). Gram-positive and gram-negative sepsis generated the same
level of calprotectin (median 1.9 mg/L), which was lower than for polymicrobial sepsis,
and did not reach statistical significance for culture-negative sepsis (see figure 2 and
Table 2.4 in Supplement 1).
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Sensitivity analyses
The sensitivity analyses with altered criteria for organ failure and infection showed
similar AUCs of calprotectin and CRP (AUC 0.59-0.61 for calprotectin and AUC
0.68-0.73 for CRP ) to distinguish sepsis from non-sepsis, compared to the operational
sepsis criteria used in the main analyses.

Dropout analysis
Of the 5536 patients with ICU LOS>24h or who died within 24 hours, 804 (15%)
did not have biobank blood samples and were not included in the study population
(see flow chart in Figure 1). In comparison with the excluded patients, the study
population had a higher degree of sepsis (44% vs. 32%, p<0.001) and shock (32% vs.
27%, p=0.004) and was more severely ill (SOFA score 7.2 vs. 6.4, p<0.001) but had
lower 30-day mortality (30% vs 35%, p=0.008). A higher proportion of the included
patients were admitted to the ICU directly from the ER (41% vs. 37%, p=0.012).
Among the biomarkers routinely taken at ICU admission, lactate levels were higher
(2.0 vs 1.8 mmol/L, p=0.031), but CRP levels were the same (43 vs 42 mg/L, p=0.28).
See Table 2.1 in Supplement 1.

Missing data
Due to the study design, no data for calprotectin or CRP were missing. See Sup-
plement 2 for the proportion of missing values for the variables used in Table
1.

Discussion
In this retrospective observational study of calprotectin and CRP as diagnostic mark-
ers of sepsis at ICU admission, the main finding was that calprotectin was inferior
to CRP in diagnosing sepsis at ICU admission. Subgroup and sensitivity analyses
followed a similar pattern.

Our study is the largest to date to examine calprotectin in the ICU setting, and
the results do not support the use of calprotectin as a routine diagnostic marker of
sepsis at ICU admission.

In our study, the diagnostic performance of calprotectin was poorer than in pre-
vious smaller studies[10, 11]. Larsson et al. found a slightly higher AUC of 0.67 for
calprotectin to diagnose sepsis in a mixed ICU cohort but did not make a comparison
with CRP [10]. However, the optimal cut-off value of 1.3 mg/L was similar to ours,
using the same analysis method, PETIA. Differences in AUC may be explained by
a smaller sample size (n=271) and different infection criteria to identify sepsis.

Jonsson et al. found an AUC of 0.76 for calprotectin to diagnose bacterial infec-
tion during the ICU stay, which was not significantly better than the AUC of 0.69 for
CRP [11]. Noteworthy is that only patients without renal failure were included in the
Jonsson study, and all patients with ongoing antibiotic treatment were excluded. In
addition, most patients were admitted after multi-trauma with a high degree of Sys-
temic Inflammatory Response Syndrome (SIRS), yielding a selected cohort of ICU
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patients. Additionally, a notably younger patient population was studied compared to
our study (46 vs 68 years), and a bacterial infection alone was used as the outcome,
not sepsis or other infections. These differences complicate a comparison to our study.

The proportion of patients with sepsis was higher in the present study compared
to both comparable studies and in a general ICU population. This may be due to
our inclusion criteria, with a lower proportion of sepsis among excluded patients dis-
charged within the first 24 hours and a higher proportion among patients with biobank
blood samples, as our dropout analysis revealed. Further, our wider infection criteria,
which included positive microbiological cultures within four days, may have made a
difference.

Among the microbiological subgroups, we did not find a difference in calprotectin
levels between gram-positive and gram-negative bacteria, which is in discordance
with the previous ER study, which found higher calprotectin levels in gram-positive
sepsis[23]. This might be due to our patients being more severely ill and heterogeneous
than an ER sepsis population with community-acquired sepsis. However, the disease
severity in the present study, according to SOFA-score, had a very limited association
with calprotectin levels. The only microbiological subgroup which had significantly
higher calprotectin levels than the other groups was the polymicrobial subgroup, which
could be due to a higher microbial load, a theory that prompts further investigation.
In addition, bacteriemic sepsis patients had significantly higher calprotectin levels,
probably due to a higher degree of neutrophil activation. Our finding that calprotectin
levels are lowest in neutropenic patients further support previous studies suggesting
that neutrophils are the most important source of systemic calprotectin[24, 25].

We also investigated the relationship between calprotectin and CRP levels. Only
a moderate correlation between calprotectin and CRP was observed, suggesting that
the two biomarkers reflect the activation of different immune and inflammatory path-
ways. While calprotectin is directly released by activated or dying neutrophils[26] and
is mainly considered to be a marker of neutrophil function, CRP is produced in the
liver due to IL-6 stimulation. As IL-6 has multiple cellular sources, including mono-
cytes, macrophages, lymphocytes and several other cell types[27], IL-6 and CRP levels
broadly reflect the systemic immune response. The different infection-related pathways
of calprotectin and CRP are a potential explanation for the findings of our study.

A previous study indicated that CRP peaks later compared to calprotectin, and
the more rapid kinetics of calprotectin might be more valuable in the early course of
sepsis[23]. This difference in kinetics was not reflected in our subgroup analyses, how-
ever, since there was no difference in the ability of calprotectin to diagnose community
vs. hospital-acquired sepsis.

Even though the diagnostic potential of calprotectin in sepsis was modest, a
biomarker-guided therapy for subgroups of ICU patients with a high calprotectin at
ICU admission could be of interest since calprotectin blockade has been shown to
reduce the degree of inflammation and disease severity in animal models [28]. Also, our
study cannot exclude the possibility that calprotectin dynamics, rather than admis-
sion calprotectin alone, might offer important prognostic information in these patients
and guide treatment. In support of this hypothesis, we have recently shown that cal-
protectin measurement on day 7 post-admission offered much more robust information
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on disease course, complications and prognosis compared to admission calprotectin in
severely ill Covid-19 patients[29].

Strengths and limitations
Our study has several strengths. It is a multicentre study with a large patient popula-
tion, reflecting the heterogeneity of ICU patients representative of an ICU population
in a Scandinavian context. Therapeutic decisions were not influenced by calprotectin
levels, allowing an unbiased evaluation of calprotectin as a sepsis biomarker. Also, we
defined infection and sepsis through a rigorous method using results of microbiological
testing, which is a strength since this information is often missing when assessing the
likelihood of an infection at ICU admission. Compared to studies that use physician
suspicion of infection alone as a proxy for infection, this is a strength.

The handling of biobank samples can lower or elevate measured levels of biomark-
ers. For calprotectin, neutrophils can be activated and secrete calprotectin in the
sampling tube, leading to falsely high measured levels. For this reason, plasma is the
preferred sample type for delayed analysis, as blood coagulation in the tube and sub-
sequent platelet and neutrophil activation is avoided. We used EDTA-plasma and
excluded samples with hemolysis or a delayed time to freezing to ensure that the
measured calprotectin levels reflect the in vivo levels[19–21]. In addition, our chosen
analysis method, PETIA, ensures that results are clinically applicable since PETIA
is more suitable for clinical practice than other analysis methods, mainly because of
shorter turnaround times and cost[30].

Our study also has limitations. The lack of generalisability to other ICU settings,
particularly those with a different infection panorama and patient demographics, is a
limitation.

Although the criteria for infection were chosen to minimise confirmation bias, there
is still potential bias of the CRP analysis since the choice to obtain microbiological
cultures and administer antibiotics is likely influenced by CRP levels. Therefore, our
operational infection criteria could be influenced by CRP levels, which might partly
explain the association between higher CRP and sepsis. However, this is a common
limitation in studies of CRP as an infection marker. It is practically and ethically
unfeasible to blind clinicians to CRP in the decision to investigate or treat for a
presumed infection in current practice.

Another limitation is that we do not know where in the sepsis course calprotectin
values were analysed. Our subgroup analysis of community vs. hospital-acquired dis-
ease did not affect calprotectin’s diagnostic capability, although calprotectin levels
were higher in hospital-acquired disease. Patients could be very early or late in their
sepsis course, which might affect calprotectin levels. This is a common limitation in
sepsis studies since the time of sepsis onset is often difficult to determine.

Our study only assessed the value of calprotectin and CRP at admission, as serial
samples were not available. As commented above, biomarker dynamics during the ICU
stay might provide important information that could be used to guide patient care
and assess prognosis. However, as the main purpose of our study was sepsis diagnosis
and not prognosis, samples collected at admission are the most relevant.
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Conclusion
Calprotectin is inferior to CRP as a diagnostic marker of sepsis at ICU admission,
and our findings do not support the use of calprotectin for this purpose.

Tables

Table 1: Descriptive statistics and outcomes of the non-sepsis and sepsis
cohorts. All variables, except outcomes, are at ICU admission. CRRT and mechanical
ventilarion are during the ICU stay. ICU; intensive care unit. LOS; length of stay. ER;
emergency room. OR; operating room. IQR; interquartile range. SD; standard devia-
tion. CRP; C-reactive protein. WBC; white blood cell count. PF-ratio; PaO2/FiO2-ratio
(oxygenation index). SAPS-3; simplified acute physiology score-3. SOFA; sequential
organ failure assessment. CRRT; continuous renal replacement therapy.

Non-sepsis Sepsis P-value
n 2661 2071
Age, years (median [IQR]) 67 [54-75] 69 [59-76] <0.001
Male sex (%) 1621 (61) 1235 (60) 0.39
ICU admission >48h from hospital admission (%) 658 (25) 538 (26) 0.34
Admitted from ER (%) 1121 (42) 835 (40) 0.22
Admitted from hospital ward (%) 710 (27) 848 (41) <0.001
Admitted from OR (%) 527 (20) 173 (8.4) <0.001
Biomarker levels
Calprotectin, mg/L (median [IQR]) 1.3 [0.6-2.8] 2.1 [1.0-4.3] <0.001
C-reactive protein, mg/L (median [IQR]) 17 [3-69] 95 [26-186] <0.001
Lactate, mmol/L (median [IQR]) 2.0 [1.1-3.9] 2.2 [1.2-4.3] <0.001
WBC, 109/L (median [IQR]) 12.7 [9-17.3] 13.2 [8.2-19.2] 0.19
Leukopenia (%) 116 (4.4) 266 (13) <0.001
Neutropenia (%) 15 (0.6) 68 (3.3) <0.001
Physiological parameters
Shock (%) 747 (28) 773 (37) <0.001
Body temperature, °C (median [IQR]) 37.0 [36.0-37.4] 37.0 [36.3-38.0] <0.001
Body temperature >38°C (%) 233 (9) 439 (21) <0.001
Hypothermia (%) 475 (18) 331 (16) 0.08
Respiratory SOFA (mean [SD]) 2.0 ( [1.3] 2.5 [1.2] <0.001
Coagulation SOFA (mean [SD]) 0.4 [0.7] 0.5 [0.9] <0.001
Liver SOFA (mean [SD]) 0.3 [0.6] 0.4 [0.8] <0.001
Cardiovascular SOFA (mean [SD]) 1.9 [1.7] 2.4 [1.7] <0.001
CNS SOFA (mean [SD]) 1.4 [1.6] 1.5 [1.5] 0.05
Renal SOFA (mean [SD]) 1.0 [1.5] 1.5 [1.6] <0.001
SAPS-3 and SOFA score
SAPS-3 score (median [IQR]) 60 [47-72] 68 [59-78] <0.001
SOFA score (mean [SD]) 6.3 [4.1] 8.3 [3.6] <0.001
Outcomes
ICU LOS (median [IQR]) 2.0 [1.3-3.8] 3.3 [1.8-6.5] <0.001
ICU mortality (%) 468 (18) 403 (20) 0.11
30-day mortality (%) 749 (28) 686 (33) <0.001
CRRT (%) 252 (9.5) 375 (18) <0.001
Invasive mechanical ventilation (%) 1608 (60) 1421 (69) <0.001
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Table 2: AUC of ROC-analysis and diagnostic testing of calprotectin, CRP and WBC.
The outcome was confirmed sepsis, with non-sepsis as controls. Dichotomised calprotectin, CRP
and WBC were based on an optimal cutoff (Youden’s index) from the ROC analysis, with high
values considered positive tests. Diagnostic testing of WBC was not reported because of an AUC
close to 0.5. CRP; C-reactive protein. WBC; white blood cell count. AUC; area under the curve. CI;
confidence interval. LR; likelihood ratio. PPV; positive predictive value. NPV; negative predictive
value.

Test and cutoff values AUC Sensitivity % Specificity % LR+ LR- PPV % NPV %
(95% CI) (95% CI) (95% CI)

Calprotectin 0.61 (0.59-0.62)
Calprotectin >1.6 mg/L 59 (57-61) 57 (55-59) 1.37 0.72 0.52 0.64
CRP 0.72 (0.71-0.73)
CRP >62 mg/L 62 (59-64) 73 (71-74) 2.26 0.53 0.64 0.71
WBC 0.51 (0.49-0.53)

Table 3: Subgroup analyses of the diagnostic capabilities of
calprotectin and CRP . ROC analysis was performed with sepsis
as the outcome and the AUC is displayed in the table. Comparison
between AUC of calprotectin and CRP was evaluated with the deLong
test. Community or hospital-acquired diseases were distinguished based
on a hospital LOS under or over 48 hours before ICU admission. Shock
was defined as vasopressor need and lactate >2 mmol/L. Suspected
infection was defined as an obtained blood culture and administered
antibiotics around the time of ICU admission. ROC; Receiver Oper-
ating Curve. AUC; area under the curve. CRP; C-reactive protein. n;
number. SOFA; sequential organ failure assessment.

n AUC calprotectin AUC CRP p-value
Included ICU population 4732 0.61 0.72 <0.001
Community-acquired 3536 0.62 0.75 <0.001
Hospital-acquired 1196 0.55 0.63 <0.001
Neutropenic 83 0.51 0.73 0.018
Age<65 years 1899 0.59 0.72 <0.001
Age≥65 years 2833 0.62 0.72 <0.001
Shock 1520 0.60 0.74 <0.001
SOFA≥2 4329 0.60 0.72 <0.001
Suspected infection 2008 0.60 0.69 <0.001

Figures

Supplementary information
• Supplement 1 - method and results supplement. PDF file.
• Supplement 2 - variable list, data sources and proportions missing for variables in

Table 1. Excel file.
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Table 4: Sensitivity analyses with altered infection and organ failure cri-
teria. The table displays the AUC of ROC analysis of each biomarker, with sepsis
as outcome. The sensitivity analyses aimed to investigate the robustness of the main
results when the criteria for organ failure and infection were altered as part of the
sepsis criteria. The operational sepsis criteria of this study were: SOFA score of ≥2
at ICU admission and infection. Infection was defined as positive culture or culture
negativity but probable infection according to the LMCI infection criteria. The
operational infection criteria were unchanged in the first analysis, but the SOFA cri-
terion was raised to ≥4. The infection criteria were altered in the last two sensitivity
analyses, but the SOFA criterion of ≥2 was unchanged. ROC; Receiver Operat-
ing Curve. AUC; area under the curve. CRP; C-reactive protein. SOFA; sequential
organ failure assessment.

Sepsis AUC calprotectin AUC CRP p-value
Operational sepsis criteria 44% 0.61 0.72 <0.001
Organ failure: SOFA≥4 40% 0.61 0.71 <0.001
Infection: culture positive 36% 0.59 0.67 <0.001
Infection: blood culture and antibiotics 42% 0.59 0.72 <0.001

Acronyms
AUC Area Under the Curve. 5, 7, 8, 12, 13
CRP C-reactive Protein. 2–12, 15, 16
CRRT Continous Renal Replacement Therapy. 7, 11
EDTA Ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid. 4
EMR Electronic Medical Records. 3
ER Emergency Room. 6, 8, 9
ICU Intensive Care Unit. 2–15
IQR Interquartile Range. 5
LMCI Linder-Mellhammar Criteria of Infection. 3, 6, 13
LOESS Locally Estimated Scatterplot Smoothing. 5, 16
LOS Length of stay. 3, 4, 6, 8, 12, 14
OR Operating Room. 6
PETIA Particle Enhanced Turbidimetric Assay. 4, 8, 10
ROC Receiver Operating Characteristics. 5, 7, 12, 13
SAPS − 3 Simplified Acute Physiology Score 3. 3, 4
SD Standard Deviation. 5
SIR Swedish Intensive Care Registry. 3
SIRS Systemic Inflammatory Response Syndrome. 8
SOFA Sequential Organ Failure Assessment. 3–9, 13
STARD Standards for Reporting Diagnostic accuracy studies. 3
WBC White Blood Cell count. 4, 6, 7, 12
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Fig. 1: Flow chart of patient inclusion and exclusion. The included population
had an ICU LOS >24 hours or died ≤24 hours from ICU discharge, and had eligi-
ble biobank blood samples. Of those, 44% had sepsis. Infection criteria were culture
positive ± 48 hours or blood culture & antibiotics & probable infection according to
LMCI. ICU; intensive care unit. LOS; length of stay. LMCI; Linder-Mellhammar cri-
teria of infection.
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[2] Vincent JL, Marshall JC, Ñamendys-Silva SA, François B, Martin-Loeches I,
Lipman J, et al. Assessment of the worldwide burden of critical illness: the
intensive care over nations (ICON) audit. The lancet Respiratory medicine.
2014;2(5):380–386.
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et al. Calprotectin and calgranulin C serum levels in bacterial sepsis. Diagnostic
microbiology and infectious disease. 2019;93(3):219–226.

[10] Larsson A, Tydén J, Johansson J, Lipcsey M, Bergquist M, Kultima K, et al.
Calprotectin is superior to procalcitonin as a sepsis marker and predictor of 30-
day mortality in intensive care patients. Scandinavian Journal of Clinical and
Laboratory Investigation. 2020;80(2):156–161.

[11] Jonsson N, Nilsen T, Gille-Johnson P, Bell M, Martling CR, Larsson A,
et al. Calprotectin as an early biomarker of bacterial infections in critically ill
patients: an exploratory cohort assessment. Critical Care and Resuscitation.
2017;19(3):205–213.

[12] Friberg H.: Swecrit Biobank - Blood Samples From Critically Ill Patients and
Healthy Controls (SWECRIT). ClinicalTrials.gov.

[13] Cohen JF, Korevaar DA, Altman DG, Bruns DE, Gatsonis CA, Hooft L, et al.
STARD 2015 guidelines for reporting diagnostic accuracy studies: explanation
and elaboration. BMJ open. 2016;6(11):e012799.

[14] Lengquist M, Lundberg OHM, Sp̊angfors M, Annborn M, Levin H, Friberg H,
et al. Sepsis is underreported in Swedish intensive care units: A retrospective
observational multicentre study. Acta Anaesthesiol Scand. 2020 09;64(8):1167–
1176.

[15] Mellhammar L, Elén S, Ehrhard S, Bouma H, Ninck L, Muntjewerff E, et al.
New, Useful Criteria for Assessing the Evidence of Infection in Sepsis Research.
Critical care explorations. 2022;4(5):e0697.

[16] Lengquist M, Varadarajan A, Alestam S, Friberg H, Frigyesi A, Mellhammar
L. Sepsis mimics among presumed sepsis patients at intensive care admission: a
retrospective observational study. Publication in process. 2023;.

[17] Moreno RP, Metnitz PG, Almeida E, Jordan B, Bauer P, Campos RA, et al.
SAPS 3—From evaluation of the patient to evaluation of the intensive care
unit. Part 2: Development of a prognostic model for hospital mortality at ICU
admission. Intensive care medicine. 2005;31:1345–1355.

18

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 19, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.18.24319225doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.18.24319225
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


[18] Vincent JL, Moreno R, Takala J, Willatts S, De Mendonça A, Bruining H, et al.:
The SOFA (Sepsis-related Organ Failure Assessment) score to describe organ
dysfunction/failure: On behalf of the Working Group on Sepsis-Related Prob-
lems of the European Society of Intensive Care Medicine (see contributors to the
project in the appendix). Springer-Verlag.

[19] Pedersen L, Birkemose E, Gils C, Safi S, Nybo M. Sample type and storage
conditions affect calprotectin measurements in blood. The Journal of Applied
Laboratory Medicine. 2018;2(6):851–856.

[20] Mylemans M, Nevejan L, Van Den Bremt S, Stubbe M, Vander Cruyssen B,
Moulakakis C, et al. Circulating calprotectin as biomarker in neutrophil-related
inflammation: pre-analytical recommendations and reference values according to
sample type. Clinica Chimica Acta. 2021;517:149–155.

[21] Blavnsfeldt ABG, Parkner T, Knudsen CS. Plasma calprotectin–preanalytical
stability and interference from hemolysis. Scandinavian Journal of Clinical and
Laboratory Investigation. 2022;82(5):349–355.

[22] Wickham H. ggplot2: Elegant Graphics for Data Analysis. Springer-Verlag New
York; 2016. Available from: https://ggplot2.tidyverse.org.

[23] Christensen EE, Binde C, Leegaard M, Tonby K, Dyrhol-Riise AM, Kvale D,
et al. Diagnostic accuracy and added value of infection biomarkers in patients
with possible sepsis in the Emergency Department. Shock (Augusta, Ga).
2022;58(4):251.
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