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Background and Aims

RESULTS

Rapid and accurate detection of pathogens associated with respiratory tract
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small panels consisting of Flu A/B/RSV, Paraflu 1-4, and AdV/hMPV/RV. This sensitivity and specificity values
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fluctuated by viral target. X = : o
- - Before discordant resolution, the
485 prospectively collected nasopharyngea_ll swab specimens were greatest  discrepancies  were RSV Consensus | ¢ ivity | Specificity RV Consensus | ¢ c.ivity | Specificity Para 3 cznsensus Sensitivity | Specificity
tested at Northwell Health Laboratories with all three platforms to o d _ £l A and - 5’; ; - 6‘; ; 20 o
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Respiratory Syncytial Virus (RSV), Parainfluenza virus 1-4 (Paraflu), ' IO > (.570,  LUMINEX . + | 48 0 . +| 61 | 10 . +| 41 | 0
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Adenovirus (AdV), Human Metapneumovirus (hMPV), and Rhinovirus 24_1'8{;_6‘2@ Fuzlgn?;OO/cl)_for. Flu - | 5 | 432 - | 11 | 403 410 433
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Discordant results for all targets were evaluated with laboratory- E. O/Ra;? Tufz)llOn =70 tor f far o dant Ut ] - sensitivity of the Fusion RV
developed tests. A true positive was defined as being positive by all ntero/Rhino. Tables represent performance after discordant resolution. owe rTs]e S |v:ty IIo ) e LIJS'IrC]) - oo a | Comsensus [T it
three of the tested panels or being positive by 3 out of 4 after resolution 8 BioFire negative Flu A samples were positive with Fusion, all depicting ahssay ay ga lally f € %xp aine 3; - 3«; 1
of discordant results. Hands-on-time, walkaway time, return visits to CT values of 34 and above, while all other matching Flu A results showed € 8ssay design for detection of | gygon 2 aag | 95:00% | 99.78%
instrument, and total turn-around-time were recorded to evaluate CT values between 14 and 33. Rhln_owrus on_ly._ n contra_tst 10 |+ ] 37 | 2 ] .
workflow Luminex and BioFire, the Fusion RV | BioFire 3 | aq3 | 2%°0% | 99.35%
. 150
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& LOCATION hospitals 6 ' 5  The Panther Fusion Respiratory (Fusion) assays performance Is similar or
2 better compared to Luminex and BioFire.
hTertiiryl 15% . o e The Individual panels consist of Flu A/B/RSV, Paraflu 1-4, and
ospitals e . - .
i 7% 5 76 2 50 AdV/hMPV/RV that can be adaptably performed, individually or combined,
2.7 ' § providing results for as little as three or as many as ten targets.
2 e This flexibility provides a viable option for directed ordering and individual
1 . .
pricing.
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Workflow evaluation for 140 samples: Panther Fusion Respiratory
Panels compared to BioFire Film Array RP

Although the time to first result Is faster for Luminex and BioFire, the
Panther Fusion System requires significantly less return visits and
hands-on time, enabling the best walkaway option with a comparable
total turn-around-time.

TMA plus real-time TMV

&MA plus real-time TMA plus PCV
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