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aUNaNISAN® 1 GSOFA score waw SOS score Luedasilofivieliidadunnefndolunseuadonls
pg19liUsEANSAMLarTINGD

A& & ﬂ’nsﬁ@l,%aiuﬂiml,ﬁlﬁa@, gSOFA score, Search Out Severity score (SOS score), 159ne1Una

9n3511



Tsanslsmeuanmansany Ui 19 atufl 3 (Tueneu - SuraL) WA, 2565
MAHASARAKHAM HOSPITAL JOURNAL Vol. 19 No. 3 (September - December) 2022

ABSTRACT

Objective : To study diagnostic performance of quick Sequential Organ Failure Assessment (qSO-
FA) score and Search Out Severity (SOS) score in Udonthani hospital.

Method : This study is the retrospective study of 232 patients who have provisional diagnosis of
sepsis in the emergency department of Udonthani hospital.

Result : Sensitivity and specificity of gSOFA score is 44.23% and 92.19%, respectively. Sensitivity
and specificity of SOS score is 57.69% and 87.50%, respectively. Accuracy of gSOFA score and SOS score
is 70.69% and 74.14%, respectively.

Conclusion : Sepsis should be treated immediately. The diagnosis depends on screening score
which is early detection. The early treatment would decrease mortality.

Keyword : Sepsis, qSOFA score, Search Out Severity (SOS) score, Udon Thani hospital.
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AmeAnwelunszialdan (Sepsis) Ao AzNin1sinuiaUnAveseTuIzaudsInanIT@eTin FeAnain
ANURAUNALUNIIAIUANNISABUALBBIS NMEsansRne nazinislunszuadeniulymansisaguues
Y o, & = o | 3 A ANa = o | &
ynUsemalan, iWuamansidudieia 30 suauseduaziduamnnisidedings 6 aruaurslveslssvinsmn
Iaﬂ(Z)
nNa9IN153Uade (Clinical criteria) Sepsis 9z3ladulpasduvIalindnguinfnwasiniu quick Sequential
(Sepsis-related) Organ Failure Assessment (GSOFA) score > 2 Lagamnnisaiiulsainuinduenaaznanedu
ANIENTURIITWSENTT Septic shock %38 Sepsis induced hypoperfusion auun Tnginaein1s38ase (Clinical
criteria) AOLATUNY 3 U9
1. AMeANUAULATRARE19TULIIUABIABEINTEAUNITNAFITRMaBALEER (Vasopressors) Lila5ny)
syaumUAUlainady (Mean arterial pressure: MAP) Til¢ > 65 mmHg
2. 5¢AU Serum lactate level > 2 mmol/L (18 mg/dL)
3. qUaelasuansunlulossuiivanauna®
aa = o o aa o Aa -1 = |
IeNUaTANTENTIAITITUarUNA. 2561 nuNdnsndsTinvestheniinnnsalindelunseuaiienad
N3eway 32.0 waznugthedeiinanannmsalingelunseuaionnuuunsduiosay 34.7 Tulwn.e. 2562 nugds
¢ a & 2 ° < A o YA Aa o = = Y oa
nsalvesnsinwelunseuaidonduiuviavan 54,984 $1e A3 uuidedinviavun 14,702 918 Fadluwilduiig
1nYu?
= o = v a PN = = | S N aa
nnunILnsEilsugUleiinsuusnisilsmetuiagasenil luln.a. 2563 nudddnsinisidedinain
amzdnwelunszuadondniluiosay 24.56 uavluln.e. 2564 wuensnsidedisiududuiooas 26.83
nsAsuLUaw9TInIW (Physiological deterioration) sintAnTunaunisiuasukUav1enain (Clinical)
wsgaztupsrUsenaund Ay iiedinUseansnnlunisguagUae Sepsis Aonisidadelsaliiuazlinissnm
d' (4) L% gj = d‘ = d‘d e . o . . aa LY
Munzan® aelunmniliagesiieniiauly (Sensitivity) WazANTWIZIR1z9 (Specificity) Tunsitladenne
Sepsis laog19390157 9199wandnsINsdeTinvesiUaele
1wl w.A. 2560 Gonzalez Del Castillo J. uazanz@AnwIAULLILE) Tunisneinsaldnsinisaielu 30 u
vosrUwgeeny aaws 75 YAuluiiiilsafaie InewSeuiisusening SIRS criteria, qSOFA score kag GYM score

Tugithe 1071 918 oegiade 83.6 U Wumane 544 519 (50.8%) SiEthe 72 519
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(6.5%) \@uT3nlu 30 Ju SIRS > 2 1 Sensitivity 65% (95%CI 53.1 - 75.9) Specificity 49% (95%Cl 46.0 - 52.3)
gSOFA >2 31 Sensitivity 28% (95%C| 18.2-39.8) Specificity 94% (95%Cl 91.9-95.1) GYM score > 1 31 Sensitiv-
ity 81% (95%CI 69.2 -88.6) Specificity 45% (95%Cl 41.6 - 47.9) laazU GYM score ¥ Sensitivity QQ‘ﬁ'?jm Ay
qSOFA 31 Specificity ’qaﬁq@(” Tud w.¢1.2561 Hwang SY wagAue ANwIAULIUEII03 qSOFA Tun1sAInnI1saiig
Snanemevesiiefndesuusddy 28 Yundananiiesanidu §e78 Retrospective cohort study Tugtias
WU 1395 918 Tomsinisanenielu 28 Ju 15% Iuﬁﬂ’mﬁﬁﬂmuu GSOFA = 2 (positive qSOFA) wlousziiiy
ﬂ%’j\‘lLLiﬂﬁﬁaQQﬂLau 1om31N13018 23% (95% Cl 19% to 28%) il Sensitivity Specificity wag Area under the
curve 39%, 77% uag 0.58 MUAIAU LaRIEII positive gSOFA 1ﬁﬂumw‘hmaé’miﬂmilﬁa%’?maq@ﬂwam%a
uuslFn®

Horndsldfinisfnuidesanuansnsalun1sifadun1ie sepsis 109 qSOFA score way Search Out
Severity score (SOS score) Tulssnenunagssiiianneu fidedsdlmnuaulalunisinuniFesdang
IQUszaA

Anwrmuansalun1sitadunme sepsis 199 qSOFA score Wag Search Out Severity score (SOS score)
Tulsang1uragnssil
A8NIAliuNsITY

JULUUNTIY (Research design) 1Uunsfinun3dei@siesnzii (Analytic study by retrospective data
collection) iusgagidanannsnumuteyanyssiieuiiisasnnessuunouiunes
1AgATUIUVUINAIDEINRINEAT

A o e
N>t a/2 p( p)
d2

Tnenvuali Alpha (a) = 0.05

Estimated proportion (p) = 0.58(6)

Estimation error (d) = 0.05

yafiselafutoyariuiomn 232 5
wnainIsAndenaiaalasdiglasinig (Inclusion criteria)

1. fthhwong 18 T July

2. {ftheiildsumsitadoniny sepsis Inwlulsmeunagassnil

3. fheiaualdRanuiilsmeuiagnssiiuasiitoyamssnufilsmeuiagnasid
nainIsAnLEaNaaaliAsaanaNlATINTG (Exclusion criteria)

1. fthefilianansomdeyanisin
nsiiusIusudeya (Data collection) Tayagiaeldanunastoyariae

- nyseidgugienesyuupeuiiuneslsime1uagassil
Msiszitoya (Data analysis) uwandusiatuiinfleteuasgiudeyanonfiumesuaziinevishelsunsy
GRITEPA
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saanidlunisiasizvidoya
Percent, Mean, SD, Sensitivity, Specificity, Positive predictive value, Negative predictive value, Area

under the curve of ROC

NANISANEN

nmsiudeyangudiegdwu 232 stenuitdwlngiduneawe 141 518 (Soeaz 60.78), 818 57.0+18.16
U (mean+SD), ANGU Systolic 132.2+32.2 mmHg (mean+SD), A336 Diastolic 79.5+20.0 mmHg (mean+SD),
A3 102.54253 ASareundl (mean+SD), Mamelanay 24.0+6.6 aSweunit (mean+SD), lsauszsnd laun
Anudulaing (Sevar 36.64), lumnnu (Seway 27.59), luiuludenas (Fesay 13.79) Lazdu 9 Fauandluneg

=

N1

M19199 1 1sauseandvethe

TsaUseR1na (Bouay)

WU 64 519 (27.59)
ANUAULATINES 85 518 (36.64)
luduludonas 32 918 (13.79)
NADALADAALDS 19 979 (8.19)
lsavla 27 579 (11.64)
Teess 17 578 (7.33)
eauldaney/7in 10 519 (4.31)
U5 12 578 (5.17)
Suq 65 319 (28.02)

M15199 2 M3ldazuuu gSOFA Tuieniiualilinefnwelunseuaden

Sepsis Non-sepsis
gSOFA > 2 Agliuu 46 10
gSOFA < 2 Agliuu 58 118

nMsldmguuu SOS wud eglunguiniininaumdiuiu 66 18 (Hnnzinelunszuaiiendss 91 60
519), aglunquitliidnaeidnuiu 156 918 @nshndelunssuaiondse 91w 44 578)
faanglunnsIan 3
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M131991 3 M3ldazuuu SOS ludUleniiuagliinnsingalunsvuaidon

Sepsis Non-sepsis
SOS = 4 AgkUU 60 16
SOS 0 < 4 Az a4q 112

MAMsAMnasEaAnUTmaLw i asa s lumsitesuansinde lunsruadondenziy
GSOFA Efil 44.23% way 92.19% (95%Cl = 30.50% - 50.30%, WAy 86.10% - 96.19% auddv), Tuvazdian
ArsiuguarausnglunidadunnsiaidolunssuaBondioaziuy SOS ogfl 57.69% way 87.50%
(95%C| = 47.61% - 67.32%, uaz 80.50% - 92.68% M1LA1AY), WIBUWIBUTZIIN gSOFA Uag SOS WU A
positive likelihood ratio agj‘ﬁ' 5.66 iU 4.62, AN Negative likelihood ratio agj‘ﬁ 0.60 AU 0.48, AN positive pre-
dictive value gl 82.14% U 78.95%, fn negative predictive value 8¢l 67.05% AU 71.79% WazA1AIL
LLﬂuﬁﬁiuﬂﬁiaﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁzaﬂL%E]IUH%LL&Lﬁ@ﬂ@@j‘ﬁ 70.69% fiU 74.14% anudsu sauanslumsnd 4, gih'?i 1, hay
U 2

A1999 4 WisusuamuausalunTladunneinslunszuaidonnigaziiuy qSOFA wag SOS

ANena qSOFA (95%Cl) SOS (95%Cl)
Sensitivity 44.23% (34.50-54.30%) 57.69% (47.61-67.32%)
Specificity 92.19% (86.10-96.19%) 87.50% (80.50-92.68%)
PLR 5.66 (3.01-10.66) 4.62 (2.84-7.51)

NLR 0.60 (0.51-0.72) 0.48 (0.38-0.61)

PPV 82.14% (70.95%-89.65%) 78.95% (69.74-85.92%)
NPV 67.05% (62.99-70.86%) 71.79% (66.83-76.28%)
Accuracy 70.69% (64.38-76.46%) 74.14% (68.00-79.65%)

*PLR = Positive likelihood ratio, NLR = Negative likelihood ratio, PPV = Positive predictive value, NPV =

Negative predictive value
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ROC Curve
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g‘dﬁ 1 Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curves of quick Sequential (Sepsis- related) Organ Failure

Assessment (qSOFA) model for predicting diagnostic accuracy
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31]17; 2 Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curves of Search Out Severity score (SOS) model for

predicting diagnostic accuracy
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nnmsAnwmuin frednlngifumans engade 57 U aeandesiunisinuivesalis nuuna® 1
Usgdianlnguszneuluie wimnu anuduladings uaglvduluidongs aann1sAnwives Marik PE uag Taeb
AM2 atfuayuilsnuszsdadinanidutladefvilasannmadedingd

AarailnagAausunglumsidadonnsindelunssuadondensiuy qSOFA ogfl 44.23% uay
92.19% @onAdosiumIAnwIves Askim uazansz” Inegidoiianuiiuin gSOFA i sensitivity AAululuns
dnnsesifilae sepsis Ndusadldiunissnuedaiuvisiiiviesgnidu adummiiuiiaenndosiumsdnuon
MGINE17

Tusniedianenahuagmanudimglunisitadonneiadelunssuadondonzuuu SOS agil 57.69%
uax 87.50% fnnullunsiftadeamefaidelunssuaidongsnimslinsiuu qsora Turamifeaiunslinzuuy
qSOFA azfiarudnmglunsifiadunmefaidelunszuadonginiinisliazuun SOS asnadastumsinyives
S. Haydar uazaauz® uay Jiang wazanz®

Aanuusiuglumaidafoameindolunszuadondanazuuu qSOFA a8 70.69% luvmisiidamnusiugh
Tumsifefonnsindolunseuaiendiazuuy SOS ol 74.14% aonadastumsiny1ves Hwang wazany

Tumudiuresidouieuanmnsolumsidadonnsindelunszuadonues gSOFA uay SOS Tuag
funanetlade Jefousnfeuwndsuiidiavesnmsiinide Samnsmauunasuridsvesmsindoasyiilingsnu
fimsnennsallsaiintunazansnsmsidedinld druledefiaosienisuanseenvosnsiiasundad vital sien 909
fteluustazaufldimiloutu fedunsld gSOFA vide SOS Faflmnuanunsalunsifiadunnedndelunszuaidon
agluszivUunans fRdedanuwiuinlunisulanasn gSOFA uag SOS AvsuUararmeauszdnsy Tauazmnd iy

msUszliulninnaaigUlsinsdeundas

GFLY
gSOFA score uag SOS score Wuimsasdienelmdadunnizinwelunssuadonlisgisiiuss@nsam
LaE SIS
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