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GRAPHICAL ABSTRACT ABSTRACT

Toxin types A (TcdA) and B (TcdB) of Clostridium or
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Clostridiodes difficile (C. difficile) are responsible for causing severe

] <

diarrhea in patients with CDI (Clostridioides difficile infection), and

o
8
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- | i
HI—— | can lead to fatal outcomes. Detection of glutamate dehydrogenase
[] ’: || pays — ] ) A
A [ Voperon ] (GDH) and TcdA/B using lateral flow immunochromatography (IC)
stool samples ! o ! . i . . K . : .
(posiive GDH) i U Day 4 ! is crucial for CDI diagnosis. However, when immediate testing is
: ﬂ Days laterallowimmunochromatcgraphic : not possible, fecal samples are typically stored at 4°C until official

\

analysis, sometimes for up to 5 days. This study aimed to determine
the critical day—the first day on which IC test results for GDH and TcdA/B begin to deviate from Day  results, potentially affecting clinical
decision-making. A total of 61 post-analysis fecal samples from patients at Thammasat University Hospital, Pathumtani, Thailand, were divided
into five aliquots per sample, stored at 4°C, and tested for GDH and TcdA/B using the IC method from Day 1 to Day 5. The agreement of test
results across the 5 days was evaluated using Cohen’s Kappa coefficient. The results identified Day 2 as the critical day. Overall, IC test result
patterns between Day1 and Dayszr5 showed high agreement (almost perfect concordance). However, beginning on DayZ, a 4.90-6.60% increase
in negative results was observed, which may lead to missed diagnoses and delayed treatment. In conclusion, GDH and TcdA/B detection using
the IC method should be performed as soon as possible to reduce the lethal rate.
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1. unin

1sa Clostridioides difficile infection (CDI)
Winannnisaade C. difficile Wuieuuaitde
wauLelsy FUALNTUUIN @5 NEUDT LNTATZANENIU
W19 Oral-Fecal route \¥a C. difficile W@m
Enterotoxin ¥Ua A (TcdA) wagCytotoxin ¥iis B
(TedB) FafudadvneliiAnnuguussvedlsa
(Virulence factor) lag8u tcdA wag tcdB Ue3
Wouusunuidy Pathogenicity locus
(PaLoc) muansiu v 2 wiaveaierhnausuiu
Pili flagella waw Mono glycosyltransferases vl
fauaudfinznfwadveadoymaiuems
WigAiln (Colonization) wazvhaneideymaiu
a5 (Gut) [1] dmduernsneaaiiniausivies
\Bevioas23 (Diarthea) Tuduius (Mild) Seduzuuss
(Severe) dwalidedinld Usingaufinisaldns
nsfndieduazniadeinvedlsn COI gedmiuly
Uszindlneiiin Recurrence rate Sz 3 usnan
illsn CDI fmestosUiiaug (Antibiotic) Feldlums
Shwndne dsululsamdlnenusenumsiede
81 Clindamycin, Erythromycin wag Moxifloxacin
2, 3] WefinsTeuANuduTLSIRgTUALIaIN
mwmaamaﬁuﬁﬁmmmwamﬁwauﬁaﬁumm
?ULLN‘U@QE?’]LLaSmié@ﬁ@méf’m%mHQﬁU 4,5, 6]
ﬁaifumimaﬁmiwﬁﬁjﬁmmﬂwaﬂL%aafmgﬂ
Fosafianudndyorntietuenfameitugussde
wazduuselenisonssnwle

wiinnisansranieulesl Glutamate
dehydrogenase (GDH) Yeudauarnssuunyie
fiwweado C. difficile #1833 IC (Lateral flow
immunochromatography) @u1savinladng a@gaan
wareunalasansudmnladanisavirlaiud
ilesndedriauissmsvesiesufoRnsiios
vinafiugaansrluanneivnzauiiiosonsia
asget wedseaunisanuiisafunisiu
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9995zauleulvvesgumgll srernauayISNg
ATIVIATILIVINIANAN1IATIANY TcdA way TcdB
TANULANA9AY WY Becker, S.L. et al. 5189771
95U 4 eamwadua (°0) nelu 28 Yu &
#13150MTIINU GDH way Toxin laseds PCR [7]
Schora, D.M. et al. 189771999158 AY 4°C
melu 120 Suffenansansiany Toxin vaadase
35 EIA [8] wuwReaiu Nho, S.W. et al. s7891U71
999158 4°C melu 60 Fu SansnTIaNy Toxin
voudefeds Toxigenic culture ¢ [9] luveusdi
Borriello et al. s189uilianunsansaany TcdA
léfmmﬁuqﬁmszﬁl,ﬁu 4°C 919 52 14 [10] Bowman,
RA. and Riley, T.V. 51897UN158n89U89USH0
ansivluemsideadenisly 2 Sulsefivls w
gaumnfiil 5°C [11] w133 Cytotoxic culture 1u
33 Gold standard ¥89N15°5ITIATIE AT BUAY Y
¥030 C difficile wifufsAmufesdinmuiitnue
Uszaunsaifidung dedldviesfiinisiany
aarldszesnaiuulssana 2-3 Ju i
Woaufuanienisunvddrulugdedenldnisnsia
ATIEAAI8TD Enzyme immunoassays (EIA)
%30 Immunochromatography (IC) wAgaiinig
F1YUNAYIAMULANANVDIANN LILAEAIY
FUWIZUIN [12]
dusunuiesdfuianismatanisunng
T59WEIUIABITUAIARSLAANNTELALTRA (SN5.)
3. Unusnll Wonmunn1snsiadiasngi GDH, TcdA
way TcdB ¢33 IC lutunasnanssnisdeieg

o

Yadinu1eUsEnsveieslfiRnisuiaseming

o

Tuneasiwniseniuiulszaa 5-7 Ju Jedududios

q
=3

Lﬂuq'«amwﬁﬁ 4°C 9500579 NNITEUNANUT
NI TUNEABIINUNAATIVILATITIAINE?
drulvalinaiiuau (Negative) ﬁqﬁuﬁﬁé’ﬂ%ﬂﬁ
Ui%Lﬁu%@ﬁdﬁ&JLﬁl‘&J’ﬁU%%L’Ja’ﬁJadmiLﬁUQﬁ]ﬁ]’ﬁz

WB59752998 N IANAN1SASIATIEY GDH, TcdA
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way TcdB #ae33 IC Snswasuntasanniuusn
(Day,) w3alil AR TngUszasdfum uiing
599 GDH, TcdA uay TcdB #eid IC Bufinns
Wasuuas (Critical day) lUanuusnuesnisngia
doiuganseiiguvnd 4°C meluszezian 1 fa
5 Tu (Day ) wasfinwmansznuaingluuunis
FenuUNanTIaRnTUasuwlas

2. gUnIaluazITNIg

2.1 NguAIBENY

ANLABNEATBE199IANTLNEININTIVIATIEN
GDH, TcdA uag TcdB a3e35 IC a1ngUleves
159INEIUIASITUAEASIRANNTELAYTA (TW5.)
9.0yl $1unu 61 18 lnedmdengaanseiiliiua
GDH positive 991735 IC (Day : reference) wagluny
WUL%@Iuﬂﬁjm Gastroenteroparasitic infection
nHuutigaszusarinegidld Aliquot tube
$1uru 4 viaen 1iuliTlguvgll 4°C 1lesonT79
31579 GDH, TedA way TedB #2838 I1C Tufudl 2
fis 5 (Day, ) vesn1sneaesiold

2.2 157371A512WA2835 Lateral flow
immunochromatography (IC)

Tdieg19933158 Ul 110 Hadnuvie
110 lulasadns aslu Sample tube fineludl
Buffer v33qag Antuenliidudeifieaty
(Homogenous) wenadlu Sample wells (GDH uay
TcdA/TcdB Wells) 989 Strip AUEIAU BIUNANTT
negouneluial 20 Wil mnlugansedl GDH,
Toxin A 138 B 9zUsnglududuauiiin Test
line suwaluuin vianes fioulesl GDH wayiiy
wiin A/B w030 C. diffcile Tugaansgauaiu [13]
(Figure 1)

[1-

[T1R il
C. difficile
GDH Toxins

GDH : Positive

"

Figure 1 The positive results of GDH, TcdA, and
TcdB by IC method.

2.3 3YSIIUNTIVYUAZAMUUADANYNITININ

nuieilldveeygediiunsitouarlaty
DU INIINANENTTUNTITETTTUNMTITeluAUVES
159NEIUNasITUAIERSLAANNIELINESAUULAY
014/2565 warAmurnTIUAISANUaBAiENIS
FIATNVBIUMNINYIRUTITUANEAT NUBLAY
078/2565

2.4 myiaszidaya
Fumiuiisufinisiudsunlas (Critical day)
YBINANIINAFDU GDH, TcdA wag TcdB laedann
N TuTinan15ns960e3% 1IC 91nTuil 2 89 5 Bud
mMswAsuuvasiuantuusn (Day ) AIMIoYRE

YININANAUIN (Positive) Lazkaau (Negative)

nnuiegvessiianauan (Positive) isonaay (Negative) | 100

FUIUAIDY199NUA (N=61)
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PMNULIATIZILATHUARNAANAILEDAAR DY §78 GDH/TcdA/TcdB 5eaiu) 31075 IC aelu 5
YBINANTIWGADLIUAVDI GDH, TcdA waz TcdBuas  u (Day -Day,) InevmAduUseand Cohen’s Kappa
ANNADAARBIVDIFULUUNTTIENUNEG (UTEnau felUswnsy SPSS® (Table 1)

Table 1 The interpretation of agreement analysis by Cohen’s Kappa coefficient [14]

Values of kappa Levels of agreement % Reliable
0.00-0.20 None 0-4%
0.21-0.39 Minimal 4-15%
0.40-0.59 Weak 15-35%
0.60-0.79 Moderate 35-63%
0.80-0.90 Strong 64-81%

> 0.90 Almost perfect 82-100%

Feces post analysis

GDH () / TedA or TedB (1) v
GDH (-)

! ' l b

Day1 (Ref.) Day2 Day3 Day4 Day5

| | | =

Exclude

Lateral Flow Immunochromatography

aIc

1

Cohen’s Kappa coefficients

Figure 2 Flowchart of research method
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3. NAN15I8kaZINT

3.1 mswasunlasnansiadnse GDH, TcdA
waz TcdB vae3s IC Aeudsudl 1 8¢ 5 veans
naaas (Day )

INNTNAADINUIINANITATIVILATIEN
GDH, TcdA uaw TedB #8733 IC Buiinmsiasuuas
Tufudi 2 (Day)) Fawanmaveinisildsuudasiy
wiaz TunaruwIltunsiUdsunlasa Table 2 and
Figure 3 AUl

NNANITNAADY Table 2 and Figure 3
WuImauIn GDH Bufiniswdsunlasanasain
naudNuNaauT I 4 518 (FIeEne No. 30, 36,
51, 52 (ilguana) Andudovay 6.56 waviUasuly
Juwaaudn 1 selutuil 3 Aadudesas 1.64 uas
Usngua GDH 1anasft 56 TeAndudosas 91.80
TuSudl 3-5 veanisvaaes lausiuwa GDH §inns
WasuuUasnHaEsY (Day ) mnﬁ'qﬂ%@aaz 8.20
WIDIUIU 5 918 LABHITIBNUNTANYINAVDINT
Freeze throw stangasanuiviil#nisnsiadu GDH

Table 2 The results of Immunochromatography (IC) from Day, to Day_ of the experiment.

Days Results GDH TcdA TcdB

N=61 n (%) n (%) n (%)
1(ref.) Negative 0(0.00) 53(86.89) 51(83.61)
Positive 59(96.72) 8(13.11) 8(13.11)

Weakly positive 2(3.28) 0(0.00) 2(3.28)
2 Negative 4(6.56) 52(85.25) 50(81.97)
Positive 55(90.16) 8(13.11) 10(16.39)

Weakly positive 2(3.28) 1(1.64) 1(1.64)
3 Negative 5(8.20) 53(86.89) 50(81.97)
Positive 56(91.80) 8(13.11) 9(14.75)

Weakly positive 0(0.00) 0(0.00) 2(3.28)
4 Negative 5(8.20) 53(86.89) 49(80.33)
Positive 55(90.16) 7(11.48) 10(16.39)

Weakly positive 1(1.64) 1(1.64) 2(3.28)
5 Negative 5(8.20) 53(86.89) 50(81.97)
Positive 55(90.16) 8(13.11) 10(16.39)

Weakly positive 1(1.64) 0(0.00) 1(1.64)

82

Science33-N6.indd 82

6/1/2569 BE 10:43



71 33 avuil 6 woARNIEU-51u21AY 2568

58153Imemansuazinalulad

Trend of positive result for GDH, TcdA and TcdB by IC method from Dayl-Days of the

%

experiment
100 \

100 - . = )
20 93.44 918 SUE o A
80
70
60
50
40
30
50 16.39 18.03 18.03 19.67 18.03

- =2 - : —
10 3311 14.75 13.11 13.11 13.11

Day
0 3
1 2 3 4 5

—0—GDH

—0—TcdA —o—TcdB

Figure 3 The trend of positive results for GDH, TcdA, and TcdB by IC method during Day . of the experiment

nauInNanad [15, 16] warorvanasliunniedesay
3.70 fe¥ovaz 11.10 [17] visASsrufuenaiing
sonauINYes GDH fianadld dsfunsifugaanss
59NN AT 4°C 0navili Activity a9
woulya] GDH anad Fsdanansusinguaauves GDH
Tutuit 2 vieerausnguatfunauinana (Weakly
positive) lufudaldiiatu Tuvasdinmssunaves
TcdA waz TedB finswasunlasdntosindu
Sovay 1.64 uarsovar 3.28 MUAIAU LAYKNANIS
ATITIATIEN TedA WUty 1 518 (Fheehs No.
26 (Wildwan) Andudosas 1.64 Tuiuil 2 uaw
Usingrauinanas 1 eviiling TedA vanasii 8
sweRnuteay 13.11 fausiudl 3-5 vesnsnnaes
Turafinisiasunlasvesnauin TcdB §n1s
Wasuwandunauindiuau 1 57e (Fheea No. 27
(lalleuan) Andudosay 1.64 waziasudunauin
5 1 eAmfudosay 1.64 Tuiufl 2 uas 4 veans
veaswazilasudunaau 1 eAnfudosay 1.64
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TuSudl 5 vesnsnaansmudsu vili TedB Sans
nswasuuUasnnnitegiisesas 3.20 enaidu
INSIZAUAIAIVBS Toxin A J11nA71 Toxin B 39
FlvnunisiUasuulamweska Toxin B flwnnin
[18] Fsaonndasiunisinuadedl annisdnwves
Grzeskowiak et al. $1897U31NN5ATIATU TcdA ﬁ
4°C apa91nTuit 1, 2, 7, 14 way 21 AN
usliinarnon15m193u TedB [19] Aichinger, E.
et al. s1einnnmsnaaeusniely 7 Suves
38179 Immunoassay (EIA) Wuiinnsidsunlas
nauduuanludasfisunuszanadesas 1.90
[20] LATNUNITAIHAUINUDY Toxin A/B ag’ﬁ%@aaz
10.60 mefly 7-10 Fu uslsiuuzalitnnsnagous
Tushegagaaseiiliinaauiiu 2 Juidesanwuin
nagnusaasulunawanld [21] Jsaonndasiu
nsfnwaded fadumninisageudieds IC
Ay snageuluTulsn (Day ) lesannmn
Lﬁ‘uqﬁmﬁzLﬁasamimm%meﬁwaawﬁmi
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Wasuuasld uay Barbut, F. et al. $7897431A35
n599 TcdA way TedB wuiineluiudifinnsiiu
939152 nd U8 [22] winnlalaviinisnsia
Ansginglufuiuliiviigumgd aoC i 72
HluwFeriufigamgll -80°C ualiuuzthlsiAud
gl -20°C dlesannanvesiuds (ice crystal)
analuvhanelassadslusivvasansivueadovili
asranulaanas [23, 24] dmSunsenuasatuans
Wa Critical day 989113059994A51%9 GDH, TcdA
LAz TcdB Y8N35 18 UHANE 5 IC Ao Day,
dmunnsanasasiut uYesn Wy Toxin
A wag Toxin B 4838 IC lutas Day -Day, i 919
Annuaneiladefiliannsaniunuld wu Binan
muRaLAApUlLTUREUNSAdEU NTELKALAE
wanadeuanenmion1sUsuna Toxin v0ide
TuganseiitiorluuisosnadeunEudu

3.2 NISNATOUAIIUADAARDIVDINANTIA
AATIRUAZIULUUNITIIEUNANTIATATIZN
GDH, TcdA uag TedB w9933 IC luseningiud
1-5 vaen1smaaes (Day ) FruAnduUszans
Cohen’s Kappa
mnwamimmaaqLﬁaLﬁuqamimﬁaiamm
Tuuil 2 1 5 Usngiwan15m$3a GDH, TedA wag
TedB way fnswasundasiuaniuil 1 mindwa
mwmsmﬁmﬁaﬁmmuww%zﬁﬂﬁlﬁmgmwu
N1551897URa (Result pattern: GDH/TcdA/TcdB)
ﬁLLmﬂﬁﬂqﬁusﬁaawaﬂaWELﬂugmwwamnﬁhmq
venianuuusmnendinlauayeraviligUaela
IFdnsumsshnlddennaansiadieds IC dwlva
ﬁmim?{auufdmLLazaiqwamwuoﬁa@ﬂwmmmﬂu
Uselomiifon159 s UImsinnsacdemnsiauas
n3nslieneivesiesufiRmanely fedugide
JHANUTEEARNIIANNEDAARDIVOINANTITNTID

wRazylauas GDH, TcdA wag TcdB whazmiy
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H0AAHOIUDIFULUUNTTIBIUNAYDLTS IC Tufudi
1-5(Day ) Jlgvhmanasoumendinssansa
aonAded Cohen’s Kappa et

910 Table 3 (3A-3C) wandlAiuinusinua
A57973A51E% GDH, TcdA wag TedB w8935 IC fnns
Wasuwatnansadeseilusening 5 fuves
n1sneassdensiinnuasnndesiulusedugenn
Almost perfect (Kappa = 0.951-1.00) (Table 1)
pg1elsAmunIIINENUNEnTINIAT IR BB uTe
C. difficile vpasupIUURNsIMATANITUNNE
T5INEIUIASITUAEASIRANNTELAYIA (TW5.)
A8951897UK8 GDH, TcdA way TcdB aag78 IC
UsgnNauiuSeemIuaInulwy GDH Wauln, TcdA
HaaU waz TcdB wauan T1eeudu GDH/TcdA/
TedB' 1Hudu Fannuan1snsiadaszisngds IC
finswdsuutasnelu 5 Suvesnsnaaauagyili
LﬁmgmwumﬁswmuwaﬁLLma@imﬁ’ﬂuQ’ﬂmm
Wenfiu fidelinuussasddnusuhuunsseny
nawAuNNETwanasurzdnadonisidisunis
Snymewtheeels Fdldihniseenuuugduuuns
s1eaunalaglisnes “P” unuanduwauin
(Positive) wagkauInane (Weakly positive) wagy
onws “N” uwnuandunaau (Negative) lauvuainig
FIBUHAFERNEITU GDH, TcdA waz TedB &
JULUUNITIEUNALUU NNN (GDH/TcdA/TcdB)
on9vilitgUaslalasunssnuuiesainnansia
Anszinamafunaay

31N Figure 4 WARITRLANIINTEAIHIVDS
JULUUNITIIBURARTITIATIZNNIETT IC W 7
sULUUYRsar Tuil 1-5 (IC (Day, ) lnguanady
AN %(n) (4A) Liofi9150191n Graph (4B) UsIngin
FULUUMITENUHANTATIVNATIZY GDH/TcdA/
TcdB #2638 IC luustay Patterns Aausituit 1-5
(Day, ) wosnsnaaesilAsisugu (Median) laising
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Table 3 The Cohen’s Kappa coefficient values in agreement analysis of IC method crossing Day,
to Day5 for GDH (3A), TcdA (3B), and TcdB (30), respectively.

3A

IC method GDH (day,) GDH (day,) GDH (day,) GDH (day,) GDH (days)

GDH (day,) 0.961 0951 08951 0.951
GDH (day,) 0.99 099 099
GDH (day,) 1 1
GDH (day,) 1

GDH (day.)

3B

IC method TedAlday,) TedAlday,) TedAlday,) TedAlday,) TedAlday;)

TedA(day,) 0.99 0.281 1 0981
TedA(day,) 0.99 059 0og
TedA(day,)
TedAlday,)

TedA(day.)

3C

IC method TedBiday,) TedB(day,) TedB(day,) TedBiday,) TedB(day.)

TedB(day,) 099 099 0881 099

TedB(day,) 1 0.59 0.981
TedB(day.,) 099 0.581
TedB(day,)

TedB(day.)

85
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4A

IC (day,) IC (day;) IC (day,) IC (day,) 1C (days)
Fattern/Method n{%o) n{%s) n({%) n(%) n(%)
NNN Ogo) 4.9(3) &.6(4) 6.6(4) 6.6(4)
~NNP T o0 1.6(1) 00 1.6(1)
NPP 0o 1.6(1) 0g0) 1.6(1) 00y
PNN 77D 72.1(4D 70.5(43) 70.5(43) T0.5(43)
PNP 9.8(6) 8.2¢5) 8.2(5) 9 _.8(6) 8.2(5)
PPN G.G(4) 4.9(3) 4.9(3) 3.3(2) 4.9(3)
PPP 6. 6(4) 8.2(5) 8.2(5) 8.2(5) 8.2(5)
4B
100.00™
90.00]
P>0.99
80.00]
-
70.00— —
60.00—]
= 50.00—
40.00™
30.00—
20.00
P=0.99
P>0.99 P=0.99 p=0.99
10.00— — — —
—r— P=0.99 P=0.99 - -
-
00— - = -
I I I I I I I
NNN NNP NPP PNN PNP PPN PPP

Result patterns

Figure 4 The frequency of distribution patterns for C. difficile toxin results by IC method (4A) and

comparative median values during 5 days (Daylis) of 7 result patterns (NNN, NNP, NPP, PNN, PNP,
PPN, and PPP) (4B) by Kruscal Wallis testing

i (p>0.05) :nNn1snageU Kruscal Wallis lnguans
A1 % Median (95%Cl) ¥@s5UlUUHa NNN, NNP,
NPP, PNN, PNP, PPN wag PPP AU 6.60 (1.39-
8.49), 0.00 (-0.45-1.73), 0.00 (-0.45-1.73), 70.50
(68.63-75.61), 8.20 (7.75-9.93), 4.90 (3.47-6.37)
uaz 8.20 (6.99-8.77) MNEIAU WIININIINTLANLGN
Y93URUUNMIEUNaLAarlialuge 1-5 Fu
(Day ) vaansvmaaosliunnsrafuusluiud 2
(Day,) wunsiUasuutasia GDH' Ty GDH ¥ilsk
AingUnuuna NNN WWuSeeas 4.90 uassesas 6.60
Tufud 5 (Day,) weansnaaes (4A) §Ideilam

Science33-N6.indd 86

86

Uszmﬁﬁﬂ‘mmsLﬂé‘lauuﬂaa‘umgﬂLmeis']Emu
NATAAT WS 2-5 Tu (Day, ) vean1snaaedendl
AMNABAARBINUFULUUNITTIBNUNAYBITULSA
(Day)) Plesenuununmsviol e amaaeum
AduUsyans Cohen’s Kappa Wazhandnanis
sl

WIINAN19M5I9IATIW GDH/TcdA/TcdB
finsidsundasmeluiui 2-5 (IC(day, ) usigU
WUUNITIgNURageRsliLanA19InTULSA (Day )
(Kappa = 0.934) 993411571529 Inguandlmdiuing
AATIFAANEDAADINUVDINANITNTIANYIT IC
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Table 4 The Cohen’s Kappa coefficient of result patterns crossing within IC method from Day, to

Day, in the experiment.

Pattern/IC method IC (day,) IC (day,) IC(day) IC (day,) IClday;)
IC (day,) 0.943 0.534 0.534 0.934
IC (day,) 0981 0972 0562
IC (day,) 0872 0.981
IC (day,) 0953

IC (day,)

aeluduil 1 fa 5 vesmavaaes (IC (day ) (Table
5) agluseiu Almost perfect (Kappa = 0.934-
0.981) (Table 1) a&h&hﬁmummﬁuqami:Lﬁa
59N1599e75 IC saluazdanaliiUaelalasy
nsSnuniinduiedenay 4.90 Tusuil 2 (Day ) ua
Wisgusndedosas 6.60 lusuil 5 (Day,) uansliidiu
Tvnifugaansglin 4 °C iesenisnsialuiud 2
fv 5 dawalvigUaeiilentaeianainnislasunis
Shedszanasevas 5 feferay 6 adnslsinung
fnsAnwluefngeaudnisnimmsialagis EIA
auduiusiuauguusaveslsa (Severe
outcome) [25] widsiifeyationdmsuis IC Fadu
gaihaulalunisAnuuszleviveanisnsiade
7 IC MsshwkagauguLTIeaainvedlsa COI
seluluaunan

4. agd

MnAsAnEENU Critical day Wiy 2
LuEU1AIIAIRINTEAINTD IC ey 1 Ju
Lﬁaﬂmﬂmsﬁuqamizﬁ 4°C fiesens193n Tz
WAL 1 TUgyIANaNIIATIINATIZRAID IC
BufinisUdsuntasiuantuusn (Day ) 1N31¥819
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Frnmveadeluaniizonmgiiianasdwal fiin
SULUUTBIHAN A TITIAT IR TR A gL
v83lsAanan1 Mg UIenaialenawnfuns
$nw dmTunisnsneds IC urineluiuisnena
HreandnsN1sideTinvedaela ATy
Usglewdiunisdaivisdmmaieliduluny
WNIFINVBITRIUJURNITN NSNS a1 501
Byt muaulsuensufRredsdmaie
Tnfiaumunzauwaseausulanudnaninvesios
UftRnsmensunmgifitadouasteulydnda

5. ARRNITIUUTZNA

VOUVOUNTTAM AT.NUN.BUSNY Woste
tnineneanstiuignis Avaelirusnwuuegi
Fuimnsuarlasinsideilldsunueamunsive
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