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ABSTRACT 

Identification and isolation of persons infected with SARS-COV-2 are key mitigation 

strategies in the current pandemic, and rapid antigen detection tests (RADTs) offer the 

promise of decreased turnaround time to diagnosis when compared with gold standard 

RT-PCR testing. We evaluated the analytical performance of the Abbott® Panbio™ 

RADT on nasopharyngeal samples stored at the Ministry of Health National Reference 

Lab in Nassau, Bahamas. The Panbio™ demonstrated a test sensitivity of 94% and a 

specificity of 100% on 50 PCR negative samples and 50 samples presumed to be 

infectious based on having PCR cycle threshold values below 30. Additionally, in our 

examination of operator results there was low interpersonal variation (1%) among three 

blind operators and significant correlation between sample Ct value and perceived 

signal strength on the RADT device. However, three PCR positive samples below Ct 30 

were misdiagnosed by RADT, including one sample with Ct value less than 20. These 

results support the use of the Panbio™ in symptomatic persons to detect active SARS-

COV-2 infections, with the caveat that RADT-negative samples should be confirmed by 

RT-PCR. 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Rapid antigen detection tests (RADTs) represent an opportunity to expand testing for 

severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-COV-2) beyond reverse 

transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR), because they are easily 

administered in non-laboratory settings, with minimal training, and with test results 

available in less than an hour, compared 24-48 hours for RT-PCR testing (1). Among 

the many RADTs currently available on the market, the Abbott® Panbio™ 

nasopharyngeal swab rapid antigen test (a lateral flow immunoassay) is one of three 
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that has been added to the World Health Organisation (WHO) Emergency Use Listing 

(EUL) (2) and became commercially available in the Bahamas in November 2020.  

The primary goals of SARS-COV-2 diagnosis and contact tracing are to accurately 

identify and rapidly isolate “contagious” persons in order to limit community transmission 

(3). In this regard, it has emerged that samples with low viral loads/ high cycle threshold 

(Ct) values do not replicate in viral culture, which has been used as a surrogate for 

contagiousness or infectivity. Significantly, several studies have demonstrated negligible 

cultivability of samples with N or E gene Ct values above 27-35 (with the wide range 

probably due to variability in the RT-PCR and viral culture assays used) (4-9). However, 

while it has been established that RADT test sensitivity decreases at around Ct 25-30 

(10-18), recent reports find that RADT results correlate more to viral cultivability than do 

RT-PCR results, supporting the postulate that the RADT detects active SARS-COV-2 

infections, and that there is minimal clinical significance to their reduced sensitivity at 

higher Ct values compared to gold standard RT-PCR testing (19-21).  

We sought in this study to assess the analytical performance of the Panbio™ in a 

selection of 100 frozen stored samples at the Ministry of Health National Reference Lab 

(NRL) in the Bahamas, including 50 RT-PCR negative samples and 50 RT-PCR positive 

samples with presumed infectious quantities of virus as garnered by their Ct value 

(<30). The objective of this analysis was to specifically assess the ability of trained 

operators using the Panbio™ RADT to detect SARS-COV-2 active infections in 

symptomatic, presumed contagious individuals with high viral loads.  

 

2. METHODS 

Samples obtained from symptomatic persons meeting the clinical case definition for 

SARS-COV-2 infection (3) from community primary public health clinics on islands 

throughout the Bahamas archipelago are routinely sent to NRL. 100 de-identified 

retrospective samples stored frozen in viral transport medium (VTM) at the NRL were 

selected using the following criteria: a) 50 PCR positive samples from symptomatic 

persons (E gene Ct value <30) and b) 50 PCR negative samples from persons with ILI 
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symptomatology. These samples were selected from the month of November 2020, 

during the ‘second wave’ of the covid-19 epidemic in the Bahamas. 

150ul of each thawed VTM sample was combined with 150ul of the Abbott® extraction 

buffer (dilution ratio 1:1) and 130ul of the mixed solution was dispensed onto the 

Abbott® Panbio™ rapid antigen test device as per manufacturer’s product insert (22). 

Results were recorded in 15-20 minutes by three independent testers. Samples were 

previously identified as SARS-COV-2 positive by detection of the E gene using the 

Charite (Berlin) RT-PCR protocol (23) on the ABI QuantStudio 6 Flex at the NRL. 

RADT performance and results interpretation was performed by three independent 

operators concurrently performing blind testing; operators were asked to score their 

results as negative (score of 0), weakly detected-1, or strongly detected- 2. In the case 

of discordance among the three operators, the consensus result was taken. Sensitivity 

was measured by the following formula: number of true positives/ number of true 

positives + number of false negatives. Specificity was measured by the formula: number 

of true negatives/ number of true negatives + number of false positives. Limit of 

detection (LOD) relative to E gene Ct value was estimated by comparison of Ct values 

of serial dilutions of a known PCR positive sample with the RADT result. The 

Spearman’s rank coefficient was calculated for operator-ranked results and graphs 

constructed in Graphpad Prism Version 9.0.2. 

3. RESULTS 

3.1. Study population 

50 SARS-COV-2 PCR-negative samples and 50 PCR positive frozen stored VTM 

samples with Ct values <30- derived from 8 islands within the Bahamas archipelago: 

Grand Bahama, Eleuthera, Exuma, Bimini, Andros, New Providence, Abaco, and 

Inagua- were selected for the evaluation. Median age was 38.5 and 39 years old in 

positive and negative sample groups, respectively. 58% of positive samples and 36% of 

negative samples were female. Median Ct value in the PCR positive sample group was 

22.91 (Table 1). Samples were collected during the month of November 2020, during 

the peak of the ‘second wave’ of the SARS-COV-2 epidemic in the Bahamas. 

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 15, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.13.21260402doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.13.21260402
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


  

RT-PCR 

Positive 

samples, n 

 (% of 

total) 

RT-PCR 

Negative 

samples, n 

 (% of 

total) 

Total no. of samples  50  (100) 50 (100) 

Gender   

Female 29  (58) 18 (36) 

Male 21  (42) 32 (64) 

Island of Origin   

Grand Bahama 10 (20) 9 (18) 

Eleuthera 4  (8) 5  (10) 

Exuma 24  (48) 1  (2) 

Bimini 7  (14) 2  (4) 

Andros 1 (2) 1  (2) 

New Providence 3  (6) 31  (62) 

Abaco 1  (2) 0  (0) 

Inagua 0  (0) 1  (2) 

Median Age (Years)  38.5 39 

CT value (median) 22.91 N/A 

 

Table 1: Study population demographics 

 

 

 

 

3.2. Abbott® Panbio™ RADT performance 

RADT performance characteristics are summarised in Table 2. 50 of 50 (100%) PCR 

negative samples were correctly identified by the device. However, 3 of 50 PCR positive 

samples received false negative results. Distribution of Ct values among false negative 

samples is shown in Figure 1; two were relatively high Ct/ low viral load samples (Ct 

value 28.44 and 29.49, respectively) and one was a low Ct/high viral load sample (Ct 

value 19.37). Overall, this resulted in a product sensitivity of 94% and specificity of 

100% in presumed infectious samples. 

 

 RADT+, 

n 

RADT-, 
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RT-PCR+,  

n 

47 3 

RT-PCR-,  

nn 

0 50 

 

Table 2: Summary of test performance characteristics 

 

 

3.3. Limits of detection (LODs) 

LOD for signal strength=1 (weak) was between E gene approximate Ct values 27 and 

32, and for signal strength=2 (strong) was between approximate Ct 23 and 27 (Figure 

2A). Operator-ranked signal strength (i.e. 0, 1, 2) of the 50 PCR positive samples was 

moderately inversely correlated with sample Ct value (rs = -0.59, -0.57 and -0.59, 

p=0.001 for each of the three operators)- see Figure 2B.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ct value 17.63 20.42 23.28 27.36 31.92 

Operator 

rank 

2 2 2 1 0 
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Figure 1A: Image of Abbott® Panbio™ detection of range of sample serial dilutions and 

Ct values with corresponding RADT test result ranked by operators as strong (2), weak 

(1) and negative (0) 
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Figure 1B:  Relationship between operator-ranked RADT signal strength and Ct value 

of 50 PCR positive samples, with curve of best fit for each of 3 operators (rs = -0.59, -

0.57 and -0.53, respectively (p=0.001, 95% CI= -0.29 to -0.75)). 

 

3.4. Inter-personal variation 

Of 3 independent operators reading qualitative results (i.e., RADT positive or negative) 

on blinded samples, overall there was 1% discordance (described as a dissenting result 

among the three submitted), due to one of the three operators misdiagnosing a PCR 

positive sample (Ct 28.35) as negative on the Abbott® RADT. 

4. DISCUSSION  

Overall, the Panbio™ RADT performed well in our study samples derived from 

symptomatic individuals throughout the Bahamas archipelago, with a sensitivity and 

specificity of 94% and 100% respectively in samples with Ct value <30. Notwithstanding 

this, and in common with previous studies, we found that high Ct value is not the sole 
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determinant of false negative test results on the Panbio™ RADT, since one sample with 

Ct value <20 was given a false negative result by all three test operators. This 

phenomenon has been seen in other settings where the Panbio™ RADT produced false 

negatives in a few of these high viral load samples (10,13). Interestingly, this issue of 

missing some low Ct samples seems to be a general feature of RADTs, as revealed in a 

recent head-to-head comparison between 4 RADTs and an automated antigen test, in 

which the latter was the only among those evaluated that did not exhibit this 

phenomenon (13). Though an apparently relatively rare and a minor contributor to 

overall test performance in this and previous studies, false negative results in low 

Ct/high viral load samples may be significant in real-world contexts in which missing 

active infections can lead to preventable transmission events (although the clinical 

relevance of this remains to be seen, since RADT results correlate better with viral 

cultivability than PCR results (19-21)) 

In our opinion, this observation reveals an important limitation to use of RADTs for mass 

screening activities and also lends strong support to following an algorithm in which 

symptomatic RADT negative persons are re-tested (by RADT or preferably RT-PCR), 

as is recommended by the WHO (1). Indeed, previous evaluations of RADT accuracy in 

asymptomatic groups, such as children (24) and household contacts of known cases 

(25) have reported low sensitivity of the Panbio™ in these populations, probably due to 

low viral load (high Ct value). 

In previous analyses the Panbio™ test LOD has been described as correspondent to a 

Ct value of between 24 and 29 (10-18). Our LOD results using sample serial dilution 

were consistent with these published LODs, since we estimate the LOD as between 

approximate Ct 28 and 32, as there was a weak line detected in a sample with Ct 28 but 

no line at Ct 32 (Figure 2A). In addition, blinded operator-ranked results of RADT signal 

intensity were significantly inversely correlated in the nonparametric analysis to sample 

Ct value (Figure 2B). Notably, however, samples as low as Ct 23 were concordantly 

ranked as weak (score=1) by all operators (Figure 2B). Therefore, despite a 

concordance of 99% among 3 independent operators, and the fact that the single 

discordant result recorded by one of the operators was reported on a sample with a 
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relatively high Ct value (28.35) and faint RADT band, there remains the possibility that 

samples with Ct values <25 could produce “weak” signal strength on the RADT and be 

subject to interpersonal variation leading to misdiagnosis of potentially infectious 

samples.  

The impact of interpersonal variation in Panbio™ test result interpretation can be 

minimised by measures such as implementation of two-reader policy, or device 

automation. In addition, expansion of quality assurance services for SARS-COV-2 

antigen testing, such as proficiency testing, can help to identify sources of error in test 

administration and results interpretation particularly in borderline/faint samples (26).  

In totality, the present analysis supports the utility of the Panbio™ RADT within the 

prescribed parameters of early symptomatic infection, demonstrating a high sensitivity 

in presumed infectious samples. However, use of this test must be tempered with the 

understanding that it may (on relatively rare occasions) misdiagnose low viral load/high 

Ct value samples and that these samples may produce faint test lines on the rapid test 

device leading to false negative results due to variability in results interpretation. In 

addition to this, there are instances where low Ct value/high viral load samples produce 

weak RADT signal strength and/or false negative results for yet unknown reasons. 

Thus, while RADT is a useful tool to enhance access to SARS-COV-2 testing, this data 

also supports cautious rollout, limited to detection of cases in the early symptomatic 

phase, and supported by quality oversight and RT-PCR confirmation of RADT-negative 

symptomatic cases. 
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