NECA-S| 27| & W7 IALY

NECA-R-25-001-08 (2025. 8.)

o|27|&A W 7HE A 2025
et5||o} gl -PF4 4|
[HYHAZA

NEC/\

U=REHT AN



o|R7|SMLIAIY S
AN PREACRATY BAY 2R AT By
A28 QAR AT BACIER R A T

o 3z
R
o8] FFE AR AT ALY 2AT9Y
Bergoay
3] AR RAARATY ALY AT
=

1. o] BiM= t=mHAmAFHoA 43Tt A= 7| <AH AL
A(NECA-R-25-001)9] ZFE A JYH.

. ; .
o= WIEA AFEAARATANA SFT WA Fh
QI Yrsjof avf, WG B BoAGol % FPolt F

R Ao FoJslo] F417] uig e



N |
O_|F_E_ (:?‘._E_) ......................................................................................................................... i
| 22 QT ZTYIET| ovevererersemsremsrems s |
[ AR ceerererermrne s s 1
T I TFHHZE cooeeeeeee e e 1
1.1 TTICHAL QR T[Ey crovervrersmsrsssrssississss st 1
1.2 ZLHQ| HBI B BHQ| SXH BABF -wvvvevereemeersrenserieressisisi s 3
1.3 R EA D SIZEGHE OB T[Z -woreverresreesrresemssmiesissi i 7
14 THOEEFOL ceeeeer e 10
’]5 AJSC}’{ ﬁ; ........................................................................................................... ’I’]
2. T TERE] ettt 12
T T I — 13
. RIZITS BB TIRD et 13
11 THQ oeeeerem e 13
’] 2 6_||-|A|:||?é|_i_ ............................................................................................................ 13
’] 3 ﬁ;%{&‘{ ............................................................................................................ 14
’]4 %?AJ%‘)I ............................................................................................................ 15
R o Lo RO 16
1.8 KEEZEE oot e 16
1.7 KERBFAL vttt 17
2. i;]ﬂ%él 7Ed§->l ........................................................................................................... 18
TYTFZAT reveveseusessesssassnssesssasssssssssassassnsssssesssasssssssstssssssssssssesssassassisssassaes 19
1. GITLAE] ZIT oveevverssssssissssissss bbb s 19
1.1 CITLME] TR voeveersserssessssrssississ bbb s 19
1.2 GBI oo 20
1.3 ZATAT oeeeees e 47
B I LT T R — 51
(I fr] = L = 3 51
T BIA et 51
1.2 ZATAT oeeeeee e 52
2 7E4% .......................................................................................................................... 53



56

57

ur

VI. &

s

1. 2= s ME 7

ol
ol
oF
<

58
60
64



B X

1.6 =L O|X

IT
aT

H1.9HIT

— o T~ —

T 2.2 Q| FAKF HOIEH[O]A erereereesressresmesieieiissieei s

T 2.3 2L FAKF HOJEHO]A «erereereesresresmeiriieiissieei i

no
ujo
&
ul

Y

H25

o
N

ulr
7o
O

=

H

™
N

<
N

(e}
N

f

SA(E£= EIA)IgG)

31

i vs. 4Ts ZSSE OfA) -ooveeeeees

Hx

=W (YA 0.4 71F, ©

Fcrysl

SA(IgG)

32

SA(EIA)(poly) &

H34EL
H35EL
H36EL

33

A HIT(ELISA(DOLY)) -rrvveeesrrrereeesssreremeessa

=

f

I=EE

4Ts SSE 0|0l

=1
=<

=

3.7 ©x
H38EL

IT
I

34
34
35

SA(NR)

2= —E—Q(CL|A(|QG)+4TS)

A(lgG) 2t

H3.100

36
37

3.11L

IT
aT

[T A(LIAFLTS) wevvreeresersessesesinssese et

H 3.13 PaGIA ZIH

—_

38
39
40
44
45

FOITEA(PGIAFATS) reveeeeeseesseessseessesesessie s

3.145
3.15 LFI_%

IT
aT

H3.16 S| T

IT
I

B 3,18 ZAIA TYTF GITR cererrrsrssisiistisisstss bbbt bbb

H 3.19 A

o

g

F

—

H3.17 718 G+ W HAYEE TE

47

48



211 I QEA SAT ZIAZR XITE QI KB LTE[E covrrreemrseeneas
TR 3. A R S B I oo
121 3.2 HISS2IQIS0)| THEF TZFZTF QOFHE  woovveeeeeeeieeeeieiseisc
120 3.3 HISSZIQUE] TIFZIT TTRHIL weovevveeseessmemesseesss s
12 3.4 ELISA(IGG) TIEFRA] ZAIh evrseersresseesseessss i
12 3.5 ELISAUIGG) QFAOfZ I HIIL oeevvereeesseessensssessssssssis st
12 3.6 ELISA(POlY) TEHREAT ZEIh overereemeersseisiii
712 3.7 ELISA(poly) SMUIZE HIT(RH vs. HYE vs. 4Ts FSE OfAL) wvvvrvrsson
121 3.8 CLIAUIGG) HIEFRAT ZHIp -rvererieisiiei s
72 3.9 CLIA(IGG) QAGIZEIE H|TD -oorreveessssrreessssssssmssssss e
12 3.10 LIA(DOlY) BIEFRA] ZETh evvvererreseestissistis
T2 3,171 LIAPOlY) QAIOHZEE HJ I -oveeeeeeessesseesssssses s
18] 3.12 PaGIA HIEREA] vttt sttt s
T2 3.13 PaGIA QAGZIE H| I cwreeeeeerereseesessssesmss e
TR 314 L] T EHR A oo
TI2 3.15 ZAIEHE SROC BT revererereremsrssssssssees s
T2 3.16 A HSROGC H|IL weverreeeesseseess e



QUF (=E)

I

i

Fofat-GAuRIAL 4(platelet factor 4, PF4) FAIUHIAANE oluel 424 o 1
(heparin-induced thrombocytopenia, HIT) AtS 5402 du}2l-PR4 ZgAo] thgl A 1
£ SRIsk= At £ 712 20139 Al|E7|&B7ME AA 20159 HlFo] o0& SAESL
™, 20204¥°l= Fof 712l w2t 50~80% ER1IFEEC] 285 Adge] FEoE HEE ]It
2025 A3y B7Pt W E o=, YR RYE P I AE dAE S5 AB7F 2840 2l
=]o] ti FEoE SElem, 2025E Al1At o=7 1A H 7191 €](2025.1.10.)04= £ 7]
<o et H7HAEA D A9143] ekl AQE A ol wet & 7o) A BapHdol thgt
Sl i a1 s e

I..

[e)

iE

(o)

|

R ERS

7k SIRIRl-PR4 ) (YRS ANe] Sntel R WA 7AS Nud et 94E &

g 2715 AEsI 5 71&2] Aol tiet Q&7 leAE7t dalswS A4k ol S40] At

B Zl 4]
o AAA EATZEE FPolat. BE H7HHE2 3
AEHIHAH 29Y3](e]st ‘29 Q3] g st} 9] =& AA s
290938] 1AL <27 191, A TFRT} 191, 4
191, kAR st 191, SA7I98} 191 F 79102 +/35Hitt.

AAR EdrEe 919 SHAES EYE =9 flojgHo]lA 37§(Ovid-MEDLINE, Ovid-
EMBASE, Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials) ¥ =W tdo]ejHo]A 37



NEC SISIIII2I-PF4 S| [HUSIZIAN

(KoreaMed, &Jsl=&d|o]

i)
)

o], = uSSEdHY)E ol&sto] AE FMsHoH, A+t
Ag71E E oA IE 282 53 A BIEEE Bk B 29 BV sE40R
FYSIAL, oA ELATE UZ S A3ARR} oAl =9fsto] Fofsiqitt. Ao HIER L Bk
Aty 7 A3E st =79 Quality Assessment of Diagnostic Accuracy Studies-2
(QUADAS-2)E ARSI A1 B7F At B 9| HIEHIE B7FsHA] Sl

8

Az i SAAANER Y13t Es] aAZYHIGZHANEnzyme-Linked Immunosorbent
Assay, ELISA), SFPPFHIEAH(Chemiluminescence Immunoassay, CLIA), A HIASERE
AH¥(Latex Immunoturbidimetric Assay, LIA)Y] Folle TA 38 F-Eolo] E451%90H, &
Immunoglobulin G (IgG) £°] FAIE A& 59} thg EolP A (polyspecific)E A& H9-2 Al
3oloit. ol HAPY FH 5 kel s A 732 FISIATHIGG Sol A AR Al IeG, &
Eo| A A& Al ‘poly 22 7). 8 RAH+= L, Eolk, FASE, S35k, F4I5HE
(Area Under the Curve, AUC)CZ, HEHZAo] 7}s3t ¢ F&A|et AlZHKHConfidence
Interval, CD)< ARSI T3 SAAARE AAHT4Ts score) 2340l W St £41& AAISH
11, oA H7K= QoF SAIRAEA 34 (Summary Receiver Operating Characteristic curve,
SROO)I AEA Q99 HAIAFRAEA  FAl(Hierarchical Summary Receiver Operating
Characteristic curve, HSROC)S &-&slo] Tifte - Eo]r=9o] AT} A+ 7+ HisAlS HESIIH
AV A HIEREA] tidollA AlLlsta a4t =8 Y82 FA o= goksigltt.

o
&y

Yoan
AR BT AeE A % coHolglon), o] Z ATMY BrPE 63R(RE ks,
AP A7 40] EPHIT. AT hAE HIT oIS U, S8R, 548, 4ngud

AE T 5ol ZIEQh SAAAE ELISA, CLIA, LIA, YARFAHIESH(Particle Gel
Immunoassay, PaGIA), SW-5H Y24 H(Lateral Flow Immunoassay, LFI) 5-°] Z3H= ATt
3 SAAARR} BF-G4Ts score)E 2ot] Aek A4S B7ReE A= 198O #a i
FHA A 7153 HARI €4S A Serotonin Release Assay, SRA) E+= dloted 5
4t A5 A Heparin-Induced Platelet Activation Assay, HIPA)S ©=E0 & ARESH A+
7H43HOo = AA| A9 of 70%E A5 11 9] AtollA= S, " AL 7154
AL oot 2t} HE7} )& S5l HIT ZIdto] o] Foi5ich

HEESIE B2k Ak S A8 GelolAle Bt Aol that 71&o] B5% 2
YoIgo] ‘BB 2 W7 8o 31%%rk. FIEEIA FoIAE Weista Akt Avpt Bu
EZ7AL Holo] TFE A9 Tafstol uIEYSIFo] w8 02 W vlgo] 23%ict. of 2o
S QAT 4 IOl FARER O B 4o Ko7t U A9 ST PES HEYHe] =
& o2 Wistglon, ofo] sfdshs s A 10%E AHAIstAc.



k=L

ZAARPHE(ELISA, CLIA, LIA, PaGIA, LED) ¥ 34193(1gG, polyspecific)2] AeHgEA]S BAISH
A7}, gHE0] AA A T7HEL 0.90 oo R H1E]|Q T Eo|E 0.64004] 0.94 W2 ERlE]
Rom AUCE 0.839014 0.97 HAZ Yelsttt [gG o] FAIE 0]-83t ELISASH CLIA®= 22 717t
T 0.9770.90, E°]= 0.852} 0.942 H 1=t} Polyspecific @A 719t ELISASE LIAS] Bol=+=
0.64°114 0.80 WL} PaGIAS} LFI= ¥IZHE 0.98, E0]% 0.85, AUC 0.952 H 11| Jrt.

WAF(ETs)oll o2 YT E AT = 7R A 7F Aol 2 Qlsl] A AQ1 vlwof A7 9L
of, & F7lolA= 7 A WollAl AA| tid=tdt sHIHANET 2 $5% o)< Hlwsk=
Alog 7} BAsIeitt AEHIH H B AFEEC] B2 5 Atk FS 1Eot] S
TE SAoE griet At %M‘%}‘ﬂ E 1~4H9| ATl F5E ool AA| thdtolut A9
ol vl A=A T =2 FENSEE Hol= Ago] ERII v, AT F5
L= AMEO =R 0~0.42 522 Wton, o] F 2#9] oA A7 Fokaol: HITE
2% gxlE AH9 A EAS Basigint o ARIE2 s A9o|AY 44, FRIXE

AR et o] o] d/dE B7IR ELISA(IgG)= @+ 3t WIRtEe} o]t =
SROC ¥ HSROC Pwoﬂﬂi ojd/do] 2 zﬂﬁ H71=]9ick CLIA(gG)®t PaGIA TgH AWrz o g
TAT B2} F2 A5 S H 2 210 = Ul BHA, ELISA (poly)= Y% S+

oA ol uﬂxm =31 HSROC o1& 710 Woi o]dAdo] 2 A BAoH, LIA(poly) GA]
Rl Sol: iFofA] falo] 7 o]digdo] w2 A0 H7IE L. LFl= Ui Aolx] Eolert
W1 & 3to] Ml A WA LpER tho] o/ de AT

N
=
ol
o
LY,
:g

)

X,
o,
)
AT

]Z] /ké

N

AV AT RS Haugt CH = 4HOR, W vRolA s3yE At A7-E Fefut-
PF4 A Aol dish 4Ts A== 719te] 2849 9718 28T 4, 2883 AAe A=E &0l
K R e 7“\*171% A0 Ut 53] AFECR Qg Y ARE ST
2 BAA e el 710t Aoz Harskir.

as

o|2/14A187} A9 UslolHE @A) W7t Aale] DAl Thet 22 2 Atk

49193l geluel-PR4 FALFLRS A AegSo] that sehy 2ue 3 FEd
51, S AV} AN S A9 s ol HIT A5le] $85 £72 PrHRck: o

iii



NEC SISIIMRI-PFA SH| [HUMOIZIAN

o1t 53], @A AJEAYFoIEFl SAlE F= HolA HIT o] 28 7Hst oAl d
APE Qe AR 1T W B A 9 28 TR s 37 AAREE R

s

ELISA(IgG)%} CLIA(IgG)7F vla dTH AAF 4
AARR H7b=ERlon, 1 9)9] FAPES A+ 7 HAle}
£ Aot T3, AFHF(ETs)o e skt 24 A3k, thREo] HANA 4Ts J57t 35
T oY o SISt 5ot *o%#@r WA HARS BT 4 A4 4ol

i
o4
i)
2
ox
)
‘0,
N
uu)
2

2 B AFE 2

o)
e
o
o
M
oS
o,
X oo
oo
>,
N
1o
N
N
i)
fo
o,
)

7ot 4+ kgl SIS, Thil, Y47 e FoHE HITZ HF Ae Aelrt 95 2
18 92 2 ), TR A% §Y RS SO Dol HF o140l Dasioln
S OIS S0 WA 415 B4 43 O] BN YN AR WY 122 0

ol A epsiths o] dolgict,

A oM i F(m=)olA +E d7-E Ve R Sten, 4Ts 48 283t A
2 GAF 280 S et AAF B ARE S0]al BlE Ao 7]k Al yEEH. o, S
A =] A 8T BARAAE Rt 2=, S I 4R 9 A=A o &
o|7} 3lel, ol AH #-gst=rlole Algtel vk ofdo] AA = AH.

20254 A8%+ |57l AE/1919812025.8.8)% 49198 A2 % BitoAL HESle] chex
ol ofaties.

ll

ol=7|&A B I9Is)E IAkE QrAT BRO] A 9 11 9 WRIE 58 SuHoR Tt
e ul, T QAR St SEA BA A HBAE O HYHAE A B
Aoz g3k AL Aue o= It

z20f
Smel S5 WAt 743, ejuel-PR4 94, Aebgery

Heparin-induced Thrombocytopenia, Anti-Heparin PF4 Antibody, Diagnostic Accuracy

iv



A7\ 212 =7 |=xHEI}

S Fed 24 44 ee FU A28 Als AR 2AE ") dE Hs A
2hol= ofQl 'St mi2of A2 4 Sl FAgoltt. W= Tt %‘: 7;&% 2] sl ARgsHARE

=27 sutelo] Eawyt A9 S8 PA(AGSDE e Do £ S5, 2318 1
7k & ZoiA] Bo] wsl= B310] B & s A0E LA Atk ﬂi&— ol 4ol A=
H ER SRS B, HhE S50 8 SIS e o= vHA ARSI

Foluta-Pr4 A EHEAEANE s f E4W Aadol JHse AReIA|, B4
R4/l o] Agtet Aol izt FA7F A=A FRlske HARI o] HAkE MRS o]
&3l A }—XH ARE SlstH, FA AFEANA= S Adeioll ek A9 50~80%F At

Sl 54 R 450] Siske Bl Yobe PR YA FPURARAE} ] =
go] FEAE Foku] 913 66O ATE FESIT AARHo] net HEHEol Xfol7t 919
T N R
B RS NS 1, F5E ol neFRAME of el HBHEsL U A et w3 @
A Hnke A BaT AaSe o] AR 5 ik TE Ao g He TP 1,



1. Y7HHA

G- 4 QA 4(platelet factor 4, PF4) FAITEAAAAMN = sluhd =%
(heparin-induced thrombocytopenia, HIT) A& 24 0 & dju}g]-PF4 A3 o]
ZRIsk= Aotk £ 7e-2 A9]= a8 7H20139)E AA 2015400 HlFo] EEo A =31oH,
20209 = Fof 710] met ERIREE 50~80%7t H-8-5+= Adgo] gFo2 ATt

jur

ol% £ 7142 2025 AT Wt ol E PEO BRol R BuEY B PE A4S §
o A7t Bl QYU A7} iy FEoz S ofo] Wt 20254 A17 92
SAB7191981(2025.1.10.)% £ 7149] BIAA 2 £9198] T Jofshrs.

2 7 Got-PR4 AL G} St G2 Pt 4aF Ante] glo ggHos
AT e 2AS AESHL o5 B o1 714 AHgol that 25
2735p7] 98] +gehAcs.

k4
o,
N
Fﬂ il
-]

i
o
o

1.1 @7l 2=l

1.1.1 EB|IiI-PF4 SRI[HUHAAALN

o°"

Jollmkl-PR4 A (A A A= HITES Adsk= 8 484 AL S sPE, 4Ts T HIT expert
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A& AlZee}. HIT AgheS 913t A4 AAllE 19ehs Wi (immunoassays)2t 7164 W
(functional assays) & 71| W52 Ugch HHSH BPH-2 PF4/suk E3Aof tigt JA1E AAek=
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Acto] = cdsta dsls], 2018; Hogan et al., 2020).
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55k sFshisg 71wk B4 (automated chemiluminescence-based assays) 60| X3 HY
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EAHL o] 11, WHE(97%)7F =2 H(Favaloro et al., 2017), W2 3= A5t HIT7Zk
A= SRS s el A Q] AgA ¥ 2 ZEEtHogan et al., 2020). 12y HY 242
Al w2} 30~80% W92l ¥is4 o2 e Eoldolgk= SHA |7} Itk Favaloro et al., 2017; Cuker
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2020.11.10. H|2020-253%

) & o2l -PF4SHF
AlSH

= =2

ggg | AR

03 AT
]
HL
i
IE
foi
opl
o

50% | 2020-12-01

507 44

0%

e = HIE2IEALS

814 Slo{I2-PF4 1. SR R SA ZME TS P{oH 2|
Slofm-PrAE | EA(IgGl Sk= 2RI =814 himzHPrASAIgT
HllgGl (SRR [N = S| fS(HI2 St
(A a0 7IE 2, M2 oI S)S A5t 2EKIolA
AT ZAASO0| ok, LYTITRE
Ol 4Ts-score?t 47 0|4
(intermediate probability, high
SIS R A Fjrobabilitv)oil 6H%f_6ré L XA
3| QAUFCE 21t
2020.11.24. Al 2020-262%
(2020.12.1. A1) 2. Lot QR IARIATs-score?| 4 Ot
(low proboebility)?! A2t S R
S ZAE TS I HIEA | HQSICHT
Ttel= R0l MEE0 KPE AR S0
2617 B 0| i ER IREES 80%= HE
5l0] Tt A| 15] QFat

* 4Ts(Thrombocytopenia, Timing of
platelet count fall, Thrombosis or

other sequelae, oTher causes for

thrombocytopenia)

E?_-I%XH?‘ J__'A| 7| H I:|=|7:I(_|— .”]ll.E_| PF435t ‘”(l G)[I_l ”:Ho:‘j_IAH St '||]1|‘E—| PFAS}

* 71E8 HB(einR-PrARR YIS A Bl 2-PF A4S

ol H0z2-20% ‘1|;o'ﬂ=1;wlg B, | G*ffﬂ) -
X 2 [ s | [E¥er) =
(2022.2.1.A3H) o= < 19
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1.2.2 U 0| =ig

rol

ot -PFATA [ HAG AAHS] B 7F= ol 7]+ 58,7209, Y 715 51,30040]tt. HA
AR AT 20249 71& 14280 2 A gFHe oF 913ut] H=2 SOIETHIE 1.5)

HZAY ol /A AHOA Z 0|2 AT 3ERk= 20244 71& 9F 2,500 0.2 Q oFFojulg
Zol2 15909 Hr 7 FRIFTHE 1.6).

ic += 2020 20214 20224 20234 20244
BRI () 1 530 250 232 142
D8140 ZNRY, 3 1 594 285 266 174
Tlegl, Ma 52 30,229 15,184 14,649 9,130

23] HIRARH|o]El/I e Eujo|x|(H4Y: 2025.7.7.)

H 1.6 U O|Atd 4t HaF o

zc = 20204 20214 20224 20234 20244
DB95* %XH\-,_%' _ 2,612 3,495 2,667 2,729 2,556

9%5%045@%5% pobe 1,126,971 1,349,245 1,116,791 1,260,209 1,541,481
volahy BATATS

£ HIRAY ﬂ ez d Soo|X|(FMY: 2025.7.7.)

1.2.3 =] Ha SXY g

t|= YEF F=(current procedural terminology, CPT)E &RIgH A3}, ot -2 4 A
AALE Aol 4w A HAKplatelet antiboides)@t FHAH FTE(FE 86022)D7F /\}Q—Q AATE.
Y29 27 Hy FeFols Fatt A4JAA-suks 2344 A HAKPlatelet factor 4-heparin
complex antibodies, = D011-9, D011-10, D011-11)7} A1 A0 & QI JHIE 1.7).

B 1.7 29| B8 2 89| SX 3%
2t R -

o= CPT* 86022 platelet antibodies
D011 Immuonohematological test

o MEE= D011-9. Platelet factor 4-heparin complex antibodies(IgG antiboides) 376 points
=1
gt D011-10. Platelet factor 4-heparin complex antibodies(lgG, IgM and IgA .
390 points
antiboides)
D011-11. Platelet factor 4—heparin complex antibody qualitative 420 points

*American Medical Association 2023
t2E T84 gulolA], 2024 3%

1)*Labcorp. Heparin-Induced Platelet Antibody [Internet]. [cited 2024 Nov 28]. Available from:
https://www.labcorp.com/tests/150075/heparin-induced-platelet-antibody-hipa:

*Quest Diagnostics. Heparin-Induced Platelet Antibody [Internet]. [cited 2024 Nov 28]. Available from:
https://testdirectory.questdiagnostics.com/test/test-detail/414/heparin-induced-platelet-antibody?cc=M
ASTER



1.3 T 54 Y #ESHE @712

HIT= 5 F B A8 Al A5l E4 ol 524 0 2 55| A== A9 slluko] ofsf 7 ==
gFolrt. ol= sllufd Foi & Qlsf Fas 5
£ 9] X mEA = Hith =
32} 5 0.5~5%N A SHof| A= OF 1~12%0A] BHAsk= A 02 B skl QIEHKim
etal., 2017). HIT= 5= dl|ud o] Ao oJsf} EAgst= 11894 HIT(classic HIT), B2 1
PIF S EHCE of= A7PHDA HIT(Autoimmune HIT)EH 9 & FAu 7HAFo]
A=A oFtE] = A9, sutl S & 15U o Bam AaFo] A&E= 49 5), AT oln=
&0 QIS0 7ot 4t A, XS, 4t 493t IPF4 PAE Hol= A
HIT(Spontaneous HIT)7} Ea1EtWarkentin & Greinacher, 2023).

HIT+= PF47} Slutd e Agtel] HYEQAIE /st TRt o] Bl Eavs E/dststn
SHAA a4 A0} I @4 S SXIgIT T3 G et Yo 2E &8t 84 8-S
B S7HZItHMay et al., 2023).

HITY] A2 A7 amtdasit @493 AP |a(@an
SAlof| Rk E]ojof gttt 710l o] 7HA| WA EE Astoto] HhE 4Ts REE E-8olaL
UTHIE 1.8). AAPIElE HYEHA Wy o = PR4/dl|okal B3t ol] tigh FI(PF4/heparin antibody
test)E AAH= W} 754 W o0& HRlof ¥ o' oot B4 YIS o FAE
Zoll= "ol QItHTirE Asts], 2018) (1.9, ¥ 1.10, #E 1.11

el

1 5=2]9] A543} HIT 34 2Ha)o)

o b

—

Azt 4Ts BRI 47 013 A9 dvtal X 22 Uk T2 $5) $STA AT ALY
ok HIT 2|20 A8 4 ke Fe7AZE 434 E20 A4 Am 2 epirudina} of2
7k 23 Argatroban)o] 0¥, slsfeliol= AEe) thi ShAlzs chiuzo|=(Danaparoid)
7} SIek. E3 v R Bivalirudin}S HITZH QAL HIT 24 9130] & ol A2l 4
HEANeg YT ) A8E0], A7 By on 283 2 JrirlREsts] 2018)

i T

T 1.8 UMT|Z(4Ts 2R

4Ts 25 13 0
SHATZIAS AL 2X7F 50% O]A  HAT 2X|7} 30-50%2 46t AT 4X|7F 30% 0|2t
(?E&?b?? topenia) AAGD ZXX|7 ALt =& FXR|7} OF AL 2 A

ytop 20,000/uL O% 10,000-19,000/uL ALO] XX|7t 10,000/uLO|2k
5-10Y ALO[Of A5t 240] 2t
5-10Y AfO[0l HEf5 SiLt HEGK|= 2 E2(0):
AT SX[Q] AMIE LM 42 =2 30 AT 0 CHEE AAPL Q= 29) 22 SITFEIo) Cist =&
(Timing of platelet O|LHoi| Simof =& S2 10Y 0|0l YMst 22 5 glo| HAH 74 0]
count fall) A0= 12 OjLiofl & 2 OJX0f 30-100Y Mol sl LHOY| ZtA
A o =&H F20= 1 O[Ljo] &
M

(=}
Az E2RIE S O] J7IE MY IV AN BR &

gz 32 UE ¢Es o THat BRIE A =5} T
. 2 T BAE; H|TAR EHH D
(Thrombosis or other 5> 5
=

sequelae)

| =2 21O [

M71 24 HAlEE EHE AR SRIEX| 2 &
FSEXSIRCIPN
—o—1 —1a

|.

ol
£
0jo

ol At

0
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4Ts 23 ] 08
OE samziazol A SO5| CI2 SAT ZHA
= —_ = [
QIS(oTher causes of  Huiop| QIS 7t580l US =0| 24010] S
OoO—l - MO

thrombocytopenia)

24 34: 0-3%, low: 4-57, intermediate; 6-83, high pretest probability score® H7}

Z70o] 37 o3 HIT 7IsAdo] Yoy A&yl 08 g Z5 5 A0l 4-570|4 28 401 6-8ofA%= dAo|
HEE s

EA: tizrE A3 2018

H 1.9 HIT ZHHA LS

7= 55 SMILE

PFA/Simf S8IX| - SE: 0| 2ASIK| b= PR4/oITIR SRRl tet &A= HO=
w Ol et A BA TEHO| A HAP HWY HZ
=]

(PF4/heparin »  ZABF: polyspecific ELISA, 1gG-specific ELISA, PaGIA
antibody test) o TICHESHM: DIZIT 95% OA, E0|E 30-70%2 211
o ZMEF MEYATIS 0183 SRA, HIPA, EATESESE
SIATL EAJBIE 20 (platelet—ri(_:h plasma, PRP)O%IOOI%EP SHAM SXIZAAL flow-based
sHWE  UBMBROME | D o e S s a0l BRI o
b o S HEHAMHOMEL MO = Algol, ZAMHO| HESHE(X| B

QUL AL A0 Of Rl 2HetE HAt= Ofg
o DIEFEHY: HIT 29| 2IZE 90% O, £0|&= 90% OlAE B

HIPA, heparin induced platelet activation assay; PaGIA, particle gel immunoassay:; SRA, serotonin release assay
SA: dirddes] 2018

H1.10 HIT ZITH 23 Mooty wiH IR
= 29 D2
* PFR4/alimiE S0 et &A(IgG, 1gA, IgM)E 8
s E20L
SAHISFEY . HIT oiE) 2 Warkentin
(ELISA) s YHNOZ FZQGIK| U2 Y-PRA/AIME SHE =2 UYEZ HESE| M2 (2019)
HIT 0]2]9] 2010z Qlo HaM HAS0| LTt LXUME EXHSIH S0|=7t
E]
 PF4/3ii|

2 e SAIE st e gE
S

= =

sspum oo PRA/SIIRI XD PFA/S2IPVSE TEE X IRt0| Zefots XS 2R Warkentin
AECL) . XSILs, BAARIHSEOZ L) _ 2019
2 . BRUmOR WS Yol M7= PRA/SILE SHIo) S0l HIGH, MHIS £
o 25
- PF4/PVS 2857} 57151 5, HIT-QAI 22 SiK2 A 21A LI-QIR}
o] SEIZ fRBI= 5SS 7HIOZ HIT SHIZ 2X| Warkentin
LIA . XI=31E ZAK20E 0| Z1t HD)
« IgC, IgA /EE Ig SHAY| anti-PFA/3III2 SHIZ ZX[a & UKot (2019)
IgG-E0/X EIAGATCIEEH)O| S0 B0 &S
. W7 UG ERIAER H|ES ALRSI0] SILE-PFA SIS 23t
. SN MES HIRI-PF4 SBHHIQ) 557 BISAIZI 3, 91002 £E2 1027t
SaGIA BAERIS UAT OIS, 2 EOOIA 118 ZE 80102 P _ Skomova
. SFEIX| L HIEE BV} QIS S LIEID, anti-GIIi2l-PFA 8517 EXSE  (2029)
= HQ SEIE| H[ET} 2 BO0| B
. 205 O|UfO| HIZ AZI0 SIRIE HE3 4 IS
oA + PFAC2 TE QT QXIS Holet IS U0l ARt B B(YS/HSE  Warkentin
R 942)*S Z7131. 015, SAITIX| 042 QAT Ot TEIS SE 4 Q00 2 (2019)




-

EE]

1 2ol|M Tk LIEHIH S ZAE 20[ofal, 40| LIEHA| §IoH by

BAE 20|

* PIFAE= O|Z0A AF2 SIS EIUX|TE HIT TITHO| tist RE4E ReESH=
s= dE(peer-reviewed) HIO|E7t giCH, @3[2f S BEUNMS Z

EIEP 7RSS0 X6t 9l

L

[

AP

[

LIA, latex immunoturbidimetric assay, 2FelA HIYZEEAH; PaGIA, particle gel immunoassay; PIFA, particle

immunofiltration assay; PVS, polyvinyl sulfonate

H1.11 HIT 2T 23 7|8 @ 5
a5 e HUES
o HIT X9 gold standard2 2= ZAL =2 TIZE(2f 95%)2F £0|
(2 95%)E 7[HIC= 3t
o ZAfEERH: or|SHN Gl S52(0.1~0.3 U/mL UFH)OIA StAH &H0| &
E5t A MZEH WEO0| U ANE LIEHHX Vst St
(100 U/mL)0lIM= O MIZEL %EO| AHH|=(0{0F L BVt 2FY &
MEEAmS 0|23t e 7 I%j H;O = AT MAS E;E%IE 7 Ié&oi IR e Bj‘ﬁf Warkentin
SRA H, EN A 7|SAHMEE AT pedigree platelet donors)Ql &4 (2019)
MO| Hegh O] EAT2 HIT Ao 2IZoHA 2S84~ A0{0F &
o AR S AR FAM U Y oM UEEE SME MEEHE &
Hok= 0| LAl HAL At 7 |Z. SHX|CE UAKY SES AFRSH | M
=0l 0|2 o712 LR MAKMOIMTE AT} IHS
o =2 0L E0|LE 21 QB0 S5k, ZA IHE0| MHELY &
AT 7|EAe] 2201 et Aot FekE 4 U
. ECI2 AN EAT B ZAR, 22 QE0IM AIZ. BAK STS B
ATHEMB10| EIE ZT2 TSI, 0|2 SOIO B
o EX 4l 0t HIPAS SRAS} OIRIZIKIZ aHITRZIHY HIT)E Rctst
= O AEE £ QUS. 22 A70| =T, HIPAE @AM 2435} SIS Warkentin
HIPA ZXlok= BIZETt SRARLH =Ch= MOl #E (2019)
o 13U}, Of RIZELO| SHAO| M| HIT RITHO| HeteE =0|= AQIX], Ot
™ HIH&XH(honpathogenic) YHIE & ZO| LA =M EiTt S018S
HEE ZIE Zdfot=s AQIK|= OF HEGIX| 42
samEo sme ¢ SR B A2 TS0 PRPE S0k TR Sf2l STOIA Horb
0|25t AT AT STS 202 S 2HE. STO| EH SE0IM LB st Gt
ST 2101 OUFEITI! HIT 7HSAIS 30l (2023)
o JIBAIC| EATE AECHH 2RO A0 IEtE ML HATE st
St=A| &fQlok= 71S& ZA
o H|WH B2 BMAZH~2A17H
Flow based platelet ~ * Z1ZT= SRAS}H|WA| O 78% HEZ 211 Skornova
activation assay o HIT Hl Sxe] EXE FEXo= Hit (2023)
*  HSHH: Flow cytometer HH| 2 HEX|A0| H5HH, 7|SAtS] AM
SHSIE|X] 42 HE00F otl, EF of22 SEotXA| ¢0tof & EF5t

o
—
A SHUMTHSE

HIPA, Heparin-Induced Platelet Activation Assay; SRA, Serotonin release assay
*Platelet-rich plasma platelet aggregation test
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| HIT Suspected |

]

| Calculate 4Ts Score |

l | l

| Low clinical probability(4Ts<3)

Intermediate/
high clinical probability(4Ts>4)2

!

Discontinue heparin; Start non-
heparin anticoagulant®

l

Obtain immunoassay®

|
|
e
Negative

Continue to avoid heparin; Continue
non-heparin anticoagulantd

l

| Obtain functional assay® |

¢—‘—$

oy P—
Positive ‘ | Nethwe | HIT unlikely;
l Do not order HIT lab testing;
Continue/resume heparin if indicated;

HIT likely; Discontinue nan-heparin anticoagulant

(if applicable)

A0{ 4Ts H-E AlLtok=t| 2R3 §EE Fafotl 2t

| 20| BB BSTHIE Hln, 5 91
& 52 HE 4Ts H40| 22 A2 Y=o HIFRI &
BIOIZIAL Mel 7|0 ChoySt PISIZIAE ARRTHSOIT, A2 N, T184, HIS, MSPISY, 21 ARARI T2 21 4 %S,
ELISA MBA| 52 QZAZIEC W2 RIS Agts 20| M5E)

d, BN Q401 BE SX} 55| YLl HIFIR FSTHS 0[0] Wi U ST X2 YO IS FSIHE AISSHs 2

s 7y
e. 7ISTAF M2 et 14, BIZ, MIISY, 2T AQARZI TR 2. AN SRINAE 7ISEAPL 8IS 4 100, 0] Z2 4Ts

Heot HAHAL Z0E 7|2te2 ZFoH0F &

E2 4Ts Fet Yol Ggel HAPAP U= ER 7IsdAH 24H0IK| B2 = UAS
f. 7158 21V} 242 ER HEE HIT/E S 215 7Hsott dARS &8ldo) 712X MEEH T2t /15 7
ol

- oT
T2t oA Y401 HAZAPT = B2, HIT 7ts8E IaloF & &~ US
ZA: Cuker et al., 2018

O 1.1 olinfE Ry dalt 448 UH | Xz LiEF

1.4 7|0|=2}2l

202443 G+ g N5tS|(British Society of Hematology, BSH)= HIT Atk Yafl 4TsS &85 ARA

g 719} HAAAKELISA, CLIA ), ZRA] 715 AAR] Al2EY B&HAKSerotonin Release
Assay, SRA) T+ ot = 4T &4 HA Heparin-Induced Platelet Activation Assay,
HIPA)YE 233 A B0 4Ts A= HIT 7FsAdS B2, 7 5202 B0, 51

10



ol}%l 49 B-PF4 FAIS H|SHe WA ATt o] ELISAL -2 1171w} oG Sl
of s, CLIAS A14:47} Aol 4 o] ol 715 A4k Bel At 23tE s3] e

el g

A& A A AlgE 4= oo}, BE AARE A3} S|4 Al AR et QA S A a2 gfjof o,
o] FedE =ol7] s HARR Te, Bolk, 3495 st ®4lo] EgHH
(Arachchillage et al., 2024)

2022¢ AEH Aol SHE FHF= HIT At 2 X7 70| =21 AAoFH et AT 4Ts
@#ﬂ%ﬁﬁ 7Fs/3E& HrkehH, F47t 44 oo 2 F7t oA 7sAdol 017%"} HAAA A7 G

2 Shele S G SHA A FSTAS A A AT £ 5 Ao
e S A A

T lon g g2 Aol whet A-8/d2 o fhal A AIsHAHK State of Queensland, 2022).

20189¢ vl= @HSIS|(American Society of Hematology, ASH)°llA+= HITS| Adat A=
7t =& AASIAL Qlet. of7]o A= HITE X9 o 4Ts F4~E 8514 HIT 7Fsd< B 1ot
Hirstar Qlom, HIT 7hs/do] -2 EAlollAl= HIT AFA AANE A4k &I St} HIT 7Fs7gol
Z7} oA A2 HAAAKELISA 5)E E3) Ak 3451, WaA] 7|53 AAz 2718018 AL
HSHHCuker et al., 2018).

1.6 4l A7

1.6.1 2=7|EE7t

200930l ¥ A1o727|&H 7oA Feut-PRAZA AR & 1089 A8 A7 (25 ELISA
7I9hHE B9l B71=ISic). BW7FEAL o 7|42 ol wrt WAl QAgo] S ER] oot gholS tto =
Z AAE A+ At 549 olFo] kiEolof & o B V&R AYStArHEAEA R
4195 71&87+9]193], 2009).

o]% 2013 Wo]l =345 19| 27|& W7ol A= S|t /PF4 A [SFFEgH A AN tisf & 312 A
AFFTHB7IAT 3HE 7|9 R Brleiglet. 1 A3l egegdo] 9<okal Bl AR
YA =7} 8753 =02 WrhE o] fH/0] U= AR Aot rHEAEA]H
20209 0] =34 o =7 & B 7ol A= Follutl-PRARA| H 3
AHATE 7|Hte = w"ﬂo?"‘t} 23 snd 4 At AASE A& Add 5Ho=
ol utl-PR4 A [SPgH B4 W] HARE Fohke 2S Astitidlsd 1-a).

ool

1.5.2 2 HAH B2l z

Nagler 52016} HIT Z1sk& 9Ist chore Melaiael Aebgeigol o) AAS ERade
Seagelolct. Adelys & 4owo = o v}, A0 £, B
3ol wiAlo] 218 4ol ukeh A Xjol7k ZA| e on, S8 Wiz} B0l 8 Alo] 7l AARS



NEC SISIIMRI-PFA SH| [HUMOIZIAN

57}X]§ gl Q‘;’i‘ﬂr. AR HAKES] =2 AARLS AR8she HAF 2 B4 IgG ol HAb=

= AAF EA AFA EE(pretest probability)S

Sl 24 A o T 42 0 e 11 1o g0
2 %

N
i
oX,
o
B
Nop
i
1»
olr
pauy
2

[ o
N
i
2
_E.
k) r
ﬁ i

3
an)
i
=
=
u
N
)
dlo
filo
o
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1. ®MAH 2

1.1 /L

£ 7oA AAE £3
, 2E B7H

IF

7 pt

S
*}]94 WA Aol wiet

Sgstct.

mlo
¢ o

A BRAIE

ojufebs 242 Wristgon,

1.2

= 7bo] 4] Al
o olutel-PR4 A HREAAAY

AIIl_E_
Ao tewt 2t
= HIT 918014 HITE Agshed] 44 0 2 awelr)

o} et

AR 7t FHRAS SRy et ke
A, 2 B0 AT SEAAL, W, 913} 5 ThaF QAL Sdol 4 B
e B4 3, HIT/F Oslo] R AAE A8 84S BRI 2,
= Aoy AL A
SERE

2402 sutd AAIE F
pAo] HITZ A 24t 5 AP of 7 g1 913t HARE AR
Aulw ol A

04

A, sAHAR: FeuE-PF4 FAE A=, ELISA, stobisgd

(Chemiluminescence Immunoassay, CLIA), 2+l SeF=AH(Latex Immunoturbidimetric

Assay, LIA), PaGIA, LFI 5 @4 /3ol AR8E= AP 5 Z35H3IT BHA, QR Aol kA

(Particle Immunofiltration Assay, PIFA), E4HH IR H(Enzyme-Linked Immunofiltration
GG o THEAH(Fluorescence-Linked Immunofiltration Assay, FLIFA) 5 @A

tol g} 714} 2lof A1

= A=l
é O]-t o=av-
2 THHEE
o
H

Assay, ELIFA), 33
AREER] e 712 A 2JselT.
A, Bl g AR EA =W 2 AFolHE SAESEA HIT Xdk} A
AAGE0] glo] i = A7gsHA] ekttt
A, A EEHARE 7154 A4S SRA 2 HIPAS Z39t6131 2
HAEA] AL 7154 HAKSRA E=HIPAYE X

o]x]— X—IZ'\_

ol ¢

ot %7} Ex= 5 2] 7]kt

7 EgIo

ool



NEC

SlolimtE-PF4 BHA| [HLUHAHAL

A, o)A ATk 2

A A

F8 Wt AE= dHsion, ok vl A4

W gAY 5L BT A B4 A% P mYst] dEsieick

A7) g aRe) 2t 482

H 2.1 PIROTS-SD

St PIROTS-SD2] AlFARES (3 2.1)3 At}

Cheh 2R} = = =
A= o2 QA SIALL ZEAZ O|Al 5K
(Patlents) 0“ |'|_ Frd & [ RN | = |'
SXHAAL si= ==
Shoj| o2 - Shr|| [MalHol A
(Index test) ooﬂ t2l-PF4 oXﬂ [o =4 EIAH
- N2EH 2H|s HAK14C-Serotonin Release Assay, SRA)
ANTZ=ZHA - ofniEl RN AT 243 HAKHeparin-induced platelet activation

(Reference standard)

test, HIPA)
- LISz 2 WA IF, BAP 1= 25 &28))

UMH BT FITYEHy
Zaps

Oz FMY  HIZ BB HIREINS

MEH IR SRS

ZHBRI|Z (Time) Histelg

24 HIE (Setting) Histelg

i REEEAE
HALE (Study Design) =
R oty

1.3 A2

1.3.1 32|

=2] glogHo]2e AA A A d Al 2 AN Y0 ® 112 E= HlolEH|o] AR Ovid EHFOIA]

Ovid-MEDLINE(R), Ovid EMBASE % EBM Reviews- Cochrane Central Register of Controlled
TrialsS ZESIATHIE 2.2). HAol+= Ovid-MEDLINEOA] AR HAolE 7|20 2 7+ 27 Y]

58 443

EAo] dtA| $Aslo] ARESIF O™ MeSH term, &=2|dAER} At M 59 AA715S
8ot FF FALL 20259 29 2792 FAZQ A A 2 FAATE= [BE 3]0

A3

14



2.2 =2| HXt HIO|E{H]0]A

2 281 Mgl URL F4

Ovid MEDLINE(R) In-Process & Other Non-Indexed

Citations and Ovid MEDLINE(R) http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Ovid EMBASE http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com
EBM Reviews — Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com
1.3.2 =Y

S glojefo] iz ofelo] 37) A MINALE ol 85ATHAE 2.3). AAHS 9] A4 4] AL A
Mk 71802 Bh] el BazA ol AUHA ok dlolelo]Ae] A9 ]S A3

=

24811 L451510] AH8 319 71 HlolEfHlo] 0] S0 gl G 9 RS E83lelt AL

20254 2 279, A7 AR [R5 3]0 AlAISHTH
H 2.3 = T} H[O|E{H|0]A
U 28 Mz URL F4
KoreaMed http://www.koreamed.org/
9|&h=220|0|E{H| 0| A HA(KMBASE) http://kmbase.medric.or.kr/
St 1 st MEY(RISS) http://www.riss.kr/

1.3.3 A2t L ETH0|

AT AL =g ARISHA] ot sI3on, ool 9 FoI= 7Ied A7 THCE AESHH,
YA 2el9] =9 Afol] whet 1 9] Rlo|2 V]eH At skt

QAAlEL 7] RE Q1750 v 5 BO] AEATE SeH0m Sasleict, 13 AT v Tgol e
A=} 228 Arsio] 2 @rlo] ZAel Bedo] Qlrkil Weksle A WIS, 23 A -HA)

I ol A= ZFoA PEoA] g2 A7 AES HESI AP Aet 23 A4 70l Y= AE
SEslgict. o BUA7E ke 39 29109] Slels Bol SAYAE o] =S Sk A7 g e
Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-analysis (PRISMA) SE&E &2
A A 5FA

AAIRE A A /e A 7122 (F 2.4)9F 2Tt
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NEC SISIIII2I-PF4 S| [HUSIZIAN

T 2.4 MEd/HiX|7|=

MEN7|Z(Inclusion criteria) HiA|7 |Z=(Exclusion criteria)
SEYT F= MAUNHR
- oI REM AT Z4AT oy BAE HyeE - °47(17f O E—_rl(x’é letter, comment S
5t A7 - SMBESH(ZETUHE A, SI=R, 7IHEIN § S22
- Slo||IEl-PFA SHA| [HEHAZANE 35t 372 f 717<IX| -8 42)
AP0 Hofst o2 20t} StLt Of o H I E A+t - BUED, YT
AP0 Molst AL M0 siFdts ST - P2 & 27t

. ZEETE 017

O HEAPF SR 0= Ao, oA EYUA| Al =215 B5f 273518tk HIEH
A3 Hrt = A7 A+L0] H1EH 7= Quality assessment of diagnostic accuracy
studies-2 (QUADAS-2)E AR5 A1 B7F A+ B9 HIEH S B7FeHA] ekoltt.

1.6 AI2F=

ARFEE BT AAN WIS TR SRl WA} Bas BE NS FRdes
S5t 918 7|2 RS T T, oIS HlFO R Al FEL AT F B FEL NS, BE
AEFEE 1919 Wl 9500, o] F HEo] Bkl 22 g9 YRS AEdte] 05

E: HART, AR A9 578G E+= polyspecific), WAL
Hr|& 9 iR 7SS FEste] A

o AYR|E: A T A EWAE, Eol 5) € FAG T 72y

AzsE Al AT F9 AR oh23 7t

A, AT E éﬁr Tisto] JAFEol tist AR AAE 35 g W8-S 3ol sl

ARE B4 9 A7 HeS FE9

ERH FZAAARE TSt HART, ARE PA(1gG 2 polyspecific), YA digt JEE
Zo19.0H, 3g W-go] PAIEA] ke Heole "AF g3' 02 7|&EsHh

AR, AoflA 2 x 2 B9 glo] 2134 0 2 AAE]R] ¢k 73-9ofi= HIT 7 4 B v 7 -Eolx

SOl AHEupGo g 2 x 2 BE AFAIsIo] Aol XekelA 1, s tlo]ElE veli Ao 28519t
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1.7 X2

Ay BHe FJAHAPER FEote] Sd¥siglon, Eo5] aAAMHISTZHAKELISA),
S HAEAH(CLIA), 2HEA HIASEEHYH(LIAY Hols AFHE A F3ol o=t
ARSI &, Immunoglobulin G (IgG) 0] FAIE ARESH H-9-0} ths Eo|JA|E ARESH -2
Uiro] 45190, AAMY F 23 Qtof| sl A 58S I71oFAtHIgG S0 A AR Al IgG,
5 £0] A AR A] ‘poly’ 2.2 71A). HEHEA 0] 7H53t Aol = FiFE] S Ao, AAIA
H71 A= vlEHEA tigollA AlQlste] A4t 9 Y8-S AH o= gokstt.

a4 F7F A B4 A 1Ee AR o) gt

A, A Aibe ZAAAPER 251, ELISA, CLIA, LIAS] 4% A 13(1gG, polyspecific)l
whe} LESko] T (sensitivity, Sn), E°]%(specificity, Sp), FFAZZ(positive predictive
value, PPV), SA)dl&E(negative predictive value, NPV), 24151 %(area under the curve,
AUOS F410% 7 el 23ls Helelainh. 39 Thio] K5 e A 9olie 53 WAk, 5 Sols,
B9 AUC2H95% Lﬂ?‘?l‘(confldence interval, C)E X33t Q9FE FEZ A|AIoFAT]

A, ot 242 SAAAR} B/F-4(4Ts score: Zi—.% 3 55, 193 BE=55% 0]A)9] X35
e AHged 43E, SAEA 73 2 A F3l o=t ﬁ‘?@i THESto] AAIskAn. 55
WAF(ETs)ol T2 AT TE AFLE S v 49, 2 A9 ST 23d A7H AR
et 2221 BlarF AdskR] ko v grlofA= 7iE At WollA A ti =t shIH(A 8t
4 F5E o) ZHE Bk A0 R 71 B4 2 a¥sioit Rt AU AR £
AVEEC] == & Utk F& ALEoto], A4S PSS SHo=E AFPsigich
AR, HARPE 7F ASge48S A3 vlastrlols 71 dAtuid A8 AA S5, AR &4,
T HEZHARS] 14 50] Adolste] szt 2ol A ] Blaof Algto] ISt wWebA Y A WA
5 71A] o] 39| HAPHE ¥ gsto] A|et AaHE SHCE PSS vl n- EA5IoI T

O

ox,
[o
)
N

YA, o]dA H71= QoF LAIRZRAEA] *iy"ﬁ(Summary Receiver Operating Characteristic curve,
SROQ)S] &3 P} oS b AlZHH 0 & gRIstal, AlSA QoF FAIRRAEA] F(Hierarchical
Summary Receiver Operating Charactensmc curve, HSROC) &S Edf| 7171} Eo| o] Al
AT 9 AT 7 e THH o= BAGH

OHAA, &3 HIE" (publishing bias)9] 7Fsd< B7Fol7] Hlol, SAHAAPER Deekse] ZH7] 13
vt A A (Deeks’ funnel plot asymmetry test, Deeks et al., 2005)& AAISIFCH, 71 54 4]
o442 P3L 0.10 1R A% & vlEH 9 70| Sl Ao & wdsiitt

ChAA, HlEREAS STATAR) 14.2 M-S &-830] $345190Tt.
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NEC SISIIMRI-PFA SH| [HUMOIZIAN

=7 |eAlE 7 Esle £999]2 A& e st 2 Aol E IRt F (F 2.5 Eo] HF

HISFE g
st LA QBT (=0 UMN oMMt Sk S2| 2747t SE5tL, 0|15 SNe=E AESt
(recommended) A Sixl A MEOA BT =7 |&2 AES BAlE
oFSHA| Hgt = =0 ~ -
(Weakly YOHHA o= 7& QAN Mg St SO 2747} H|WT & CHH| MTiMo = AkstHLE
O ALBH0, TIRH QAL AbSH SHCt o|2 7|20| MIBHM AtRS st
recommended) FALSHO, SIX U4 MM SHE =7 [&2] Mo AFE S HITE
HIIGHK| 25 HIHHA 92759 AN OFIJMM S SS9 2AHE o= HESH AL, Xy

o
(not recommended) | AN SHE 227|229 AHES HUSHK| &4

WY 027|250 YuE oY | thet 2
g0l 3 027150 ARl thet ANSES 2HE £ ¢S
X DO} SEEE MRRE o A1) BA - 95 B 2A 50| 9100, F7t 4Rt
OEPH Bast 20 o BAJE + 5I8

pa L=
(Deferred
recommendation)
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g7HE4dt

29| CIO|EHIO|A (n = 4,422 ) =L CIO[EHIO]A (n = 210)
*MEDLINE (n = 1,609) +A2|0HHE(n = 58)
*EMBASE (n = 2,745) *RISS(n = 70)

*Cochrane Library (n = 68) +KMBASE (n = 82)

,, i

SEMA = g2 87
(n=3,704)

> M5 S A= HE £ HiRIE G (n = 3,466)

22 2E Yy o7
(n=238)

R 4E S HiHE AR 5= (n=172)

* AREO| H2lE THAALS MO = oK 42 STt
(n=11)

* AREOl HOJE SIEA =X 242 G (n =14)

* MESHEHEHAME AIZIK| %2 G (n=24)

o A0 HolE 2z ZME oiLt Ol HI5HK| k2
&7 (n=101)

+ 322, B2 (n=8)

* SMESH (n=4)

* §X7}Ofd ¢ (n=8)

» ZEEUE AT (n=h)

v

A
HI1o0l| et A7 2= (n = 66)

ST e T S BT U 2 20} 25 Eat
n="6 n=

a8 3.1 AEsSERL
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NEC SISIIII2I-PF4 S| [HUSIZIAN

1.1.1 MEfgiq 4

—_ =1L

S Hrtof ZgE I A7 A & 2EHESD £ 637)) 22 A= & 30,693
AFEE 14 ~ 8,54680|JTHE 3.1).

A= 8 =7PE ExE AEd, u=oA £8E A7 20H(33%) o2 7P wton, =Y
113H(18%), ZFA 10H(16%), A9Ae; AUtk 42y 4H(6%), LAEH Ajotet Q%7 Z2f
3H(BR)CISILE. o] Qo= X2 5, H7|of, &2H}7]of, @ AE o} o2 o] E, olgg]olr} ZFz} 1H A
A7 == A

STATE 19979 HE 202497 1 ~ 6H O 2 F125] HHE|Q oW, 20204 o] %2 193H(30.6%)°]
STE A

SRR EIEL AL 627 7|02 ATFH HRo] 26, F8F4 o] 208, [, 93k HS
= 9 A7t 2#Ho gl o, SkR; AR of| tisf] AG gl A7t 14He| ot

AFHIA = HIT Q-2 Wk, S8R, &2k}, AW EAS 2k} 5o] ZE|Qlor A5
Aol A= AEAL} D7) AR SRRFE TESFATHIE 3.2).

ZAHAR= ELISA, CLIA, LIA, PaGIA, LFI AAP} 2§H=]9l 0w, ELISA®} CLIA, LIAE IgG E°] A=
AFESH= AL00) T Eo] A|E AR A7) BE Z3E| QI 2R AR QAFES 4T E 236t
AFYeI-S Hs A= 19HO 2 0] F4Ts S o 2FH A7+ 12Ho|UT

U HZHGAE] 9 71524 AAHSRA E= HIPA)E ©HE0 2 ARESE H97F43H 0 2 A AE9] oF
70%S XAoFTt. 11 Qo] A-E R A4S, WA A Y 7154 AARS] trofst 23ta HE7H
3HOlE Bofl HIT Feho] o] Fo]HTHAt 3.3).

B3 M2 S
s S Lo S T k2
ELISA(GG).
Nilius (2023) 1,393 PaGIA, HIPA
1* AQA HIT o&2tk} CLIA(IgG)
Larsen (2024) 1,318 CLIA(IgG) HIPA
EIA(poly),
2 Bissola (2024) FHLHTE HIT oAM2tk} 1,144 LIA(IgG), SRA
CLIA(poly)
_ LIA(GG),
|
3 Tucker (2024) o= HIT o alekkt 89 ELISA(GG) SRA
4 Herb (2023) oA HIT oI AIStR} 894 ELISA(IgG) 27} &9
5 Hernandez (2023) eSS HIT S|#StR} 100 LIA(poly) SRA
N _ CLIA(GG),
A Al
6 Skornova (2023) &2H7(0F  HIT A&} 30 ELISA(GG) SRA
= PaGIA =
t | ’ = =15¢]
7 Besch (2022) oA HIT o alekkt 119 ELISA(G) HE7t e
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K &KL

i (%) HA=7} it o) CH& Xt SIHEAL HOEEAHA
CLIA(GO),
Rittener-Ruff AO|A o[AI5t PaGIA, 4Ts, CLIA, HIPA,
LIA(poly)
Ahmadinejad E s 4Ts, ELISA, HIPA
9 0o O HITOMER 14 ELISA(IGG) e
10 Brodard (2021)  ASIA  HITOM&X 140 ELISA(G) HIPA
CLIA(gG), HOIEHR A
11 Jousselme (2021)  HEA  HITOMER 220 ELISAPFA/PVS oo B SRA
) -
12 Kelly (2021) 0= HToMaRt 254 ELISAIGG) 41}’1;:% EHE';
Samuelson olAIE
13 flress 0= HITOMER 409 ELISA(IGG) SRA
. LFI(igG), PaGIA,
j==Ye]] O|Al
14 Althaus (2020a) S HITQM&it 392 8 Al HIPA
. CLIA(GO),
=0l O|Al
15 Althaus (2020b) =4 HIT o ASER} 1,400 EIAUO) HIPA
16 Kataria (2020) 02 HIT MR 47 ELISA(NR) SRA
ELISA(G), S
17 Marchetti (2020)  A9IA  HITQMER 305 CLA(gE)., 4TS BAeraM
HIPA X3t
PaGIA
~ ELISA(poly),
O|Al
18 Samuel (20200 O HIToM&xt 155 LA SRA
19 Thawani (20200 O/= _ HITOM&X 224 ELISA(NR) SRA
20 Alhaus (2019) =Y HITOMiXt 304 ELISA(G) HIPA
21 Ghkalea(2019)  HZA  HITONEXt 87 ELISA(G) SRA
22 Kumar (2019) Ol HITOMEA 17 LFIA(GG). PGIA HIPA
) - LIA(poly),
Al
23 Refaai (2019) o= HIT oAlSkR} 537 ELISAol) SRA
24 Younis (2019) R ELISA(PF4) SRA
ELISA(G), .
Ql S A
25 Favaloro (2018) -%E%T“ = HTomER 47 CLAlge) ~ ATo S BA
LFIA(GG), =8
. SAEY .
26 Wines(2018) 2101 HIT Al&tk} 27 ELISA(IgG) SRA
27 Ritchie (2017) 02 HITOAMER 140 ELISA(G) SRA
28 Wong (2017) 02 HITOMNSR 246 ELISA(poly)  ELISA. SRA X3
4Ts, SRA, oot
29 Berosta(2016) DA HITOWEE 90 LFIAUGG),  xoi s aiam &
ELISA(poly) ot
67|'0:|-|-
30 Hasan (2016) 02 HIToMER 134 ELISA(poly)  SRA, ELISA X3t
31 Chan(2015) 02 HITOMSR 496 ELISA(poly) SRA
o ELISA(G),
A O|Al
32 Jourdy (2015) DA HITOMEX 100 A HIPA or SRA
33 Linkins (2015) Lk HITOMBIRE 538 PaGIA SRA
34 Nazi (2015) LT HIT SlMERE 8546 ELISA(GG) SRA
ELISA(GG),
35 Vianello 2015)  O[Zf2l0F  HITOMERE 114 CLIA(GG), 4Ts, HIPA X3t
LFI(1gG)
36 Kolde (2014) 9 HToMER 211 LFIA(GG) HIPA
LFIA(GG), N
37 Lerowx(2014)  EEA  HIToNaIR 334 PaGIA, ATs, S B,
ELISA(GG) i
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NEC

SSIIIRI-PFA S (LB

Al

g OO awmt asmy muxe  swan auszay
LIA(poly),
5t CLIA(poly),
| Al
38 Althaus (2013) = HIT oAl 8txt 491 LA HIPA
ELISA(IGG)
39 Andrews (2013) o= HIT o A2t} 92 ELISA(poly) SRA
~ ELISA(poly),
f |
40 Galea (2013) oA HIT SJAISEX} 200 ELISA(GG) SRA
41 Kapadia (2013) olE  HIToAER 217 EL'SP’é(lF;f'V)’ ATs, SRA X3t
ELISA(poly),
42 Minet (2013) W70 HIT QB 104 CLIA(IgG), SRA, YYZTIE 25
CLIA(poly)
_ ELISAUG),  HIT QA4S SRA
|
43 Raschke (2013) 0= HIT o A&tk} 1958 ELISA(poly) E
44 Haouach (2012) D23 HIT QAlatk} 178 ELISA(poly) HIPA
45 Althaus (2011) =Y HIT 9AI=tRt 1000 EIA(IgG) HIPA
46 Demma (2011) o= HIT o|Al2tkt 50 ELISA(poly) SRA
_ LFIA(IgG),
ol |
47 Kolde (2011) =4 HIT o alekkt 60 ELISA(IGG) HIPA
48 Ruf (2011) aj= HIT S| A=kt 83 ELISA(poly) SRA
49 Sachs (2011) o HToMER 452 ELISAUG0). 415 Hipa =3t
= == PaGIA, LFI(IgG) ’
50 Tawfik (2011) o|rE HIT 9JAI=tRt 50 PaGIA SRA
~ ELISA(poly),
=13 O|A]
51 Pouplard (2010) oA HIT SJAISEX} 101 EIA(oly) SRA
ELISA(IGG)
52 Bakchoul (2009) =9 HIT o A2kX} 500 ELISA(poly) HIPA
PaGIA
Schallmoser AE O AI5} ELISA(poly),
b3 (2000) QAEZ|OF  HIT A=kt 285 ELISA(IGG) HIPA
QAEYY -
54 Bryant (2008) 2101 HIT oAt} 246 PaGIA SRA
bb Shelat (2008) aj= HIT S| A=kt 1017 ELISA(poly) SRA
56 Greinacher (2007) =Y HIT OJAlEtx} 1650 ElA(poly) HIPA
st PaGIA
t Al g
57 Pouplard (2007) oA HIT ofalekk} 213 ELISA(poly) SRA
58 Juhl (2006) =4 HIT oAl=tXt 755 ELISA(poly) HIPA
59 Lo (2006) FHLICE HIT opletk} 100 ELISA(poly) SRA, HIPA
60 Kannan (2004) ol HIT S| A=tXt 33 ELISA(poly) HIPA
61 Izban (1999) o= HIT o|Al2tkt 105 ELISA(poly) SRA
62 Look (1997) o= HIT o|Al2EX} 81 ELISA(poly) HIPA

CLIA, Chemiluminescence Immunoassay; ELISA, enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; EIA, enzyme immunoassay:
HIPA, Heparin-Induced Platelet Activation Assay; HIT, heparin induced thrombocytopenia; LFI, lateral flow
immunoassay; LIA, latex immunoturbidimetric assay; PaGIA, Particle Gel Immuno Assay; SRA, serotonin release
assay
*TORADI-HIT 9+
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H 3.2 AR EF
palul H1 XX} APLHAXL EF
1 Bissola (2024) HIT 2|4 2tAt
2 Larsen (2024) SR 37%, Ut 19.4%, £5 24 0.8%, &4z 33%, 7|E & 9%
3 Tucker (2024) %2 51.7%, 2K 83.1%
4 Herb (2023) HIT 2|4 X}
5 Hernandez (2023) HEE S & HHT BK}
6 Nilius (2023) S 37.3%, M= 31.8%, Lt 2K} 19.6%
7 Skornova (2023) S, HETUANE, Faas, HUdMASE S
8 Besch (2022) QA SEXE0)| QT DE ASEQI HIT oA BtX}
9 Rittener-Ruff (2022) LHt 34% , SEAHA 17%, & 2K 9%, EH |2 39%
10 Ahmadinejad (2021)  #YSULS|E, LIS O Xt SEH X[eks S fEes U2 ok}
11 Brodard (2021) HIT oA 2K}
o S XB MSE
12 Jousselme (2021) Lot oflEh 819, 25 ol 209, A&z 2 02 209, MQafitasE 10
3, g3 Xz 348
13 Kelly (2021) L7AEH SRt
o IR AESA:
14 Samuelson (2021) AMEH XS 0|8} 58.2%, AMAE= 17.6%
*SIHE: O ST RN, HEYUMANE X5 SHOE A8
15 Althaus (2020a) Lt S 2t SSRHE0| et HIT oA Skt
16 Althaus (2020b) L2t 3 20 kRt
17 Kataria (2020) HeaiAag Xeg W2 Sk}
LHZ o) AIXRHHF 20, =SFKIAL o QUHIQITF Ko, AlSt Az RO XS
18 Marchetti (2020) J—ﬂigﬁbﬁiﬁﬂ—iﬁégz SR 14%, LU 5%, T8 2 5%, T2
19 Samuel (2020) AL =
=35 =35 A
20 Thawani (2020) ;Hﬂig%%g:%glﬂf%% 80Y, LIt &AM 14H, 2|1 SetAtAl 335, A&
21 Althaus (2019) ot 3 LI} SER} QAE4 4Ts 3% 04
LHok 2 22t ZetRtal Stkt
22 Gkalea (2019) & A 39%, TS 17%, WS 53%, MU=st 21%, JHEMX =
1.1%, 2IHEM 21%
23 Kumar (2019) S 9H, U E 21X} 89
24 Refaai (2019) HIT 2|+ 2t}
. o LUt/ 73%/27%
25 Youris @019) L A e S 1%, 5717 14%, 7 15%
26 Favaloro (2018) HIT o4 2tAt
27 Wines(2018) Lot 3 2fut 2§ SEXt
28 Ritchie (2017) LHt 43.6%, 211t 56.4%
29 Wong (2017) UBIA}, 13 73.6%, HAUl 26.0%, 28 0.4%
30 Berroeta (2016) A2 SR 699, HIMNSSIX 6%, Lo QPSR 159
aldt LH1F HEY| St &K= 679 %), Lo} =SERRAL o 9
31 Hasan (2016) Zé %H%fﬂogo%%t(.g_j_@y:) t= 673(50.00%), L2t S&HAtA 54H(40.29%),
22 5 70%, T MEL= 50%, SAHA 70%, SE10A| HIEE 6|TtZ 80%,
32 Chan (2015) Nt il 10% o o1 10%, e
33 Jourdy (2015) HIT of&l 3Kt
34 Linkins (2015) AELS 23%, HIMESLE 23%, L 48%, SR 13%, 2R 51%
35 Nazi (2015) HIT 2|4 =tX}
36 Vianello (2015) LHt 39%, B}t 7%, AL 2= 20%, S 17%, 7|EH 7%
37 Kolde (2014) 222 oM F= NEXE S X|E & FAE AT} SAHSH SEXt
o I X|E S5
38 Leroux (2014) LS offdf 1049, == SX0IN Y, ME20A oY 665, XS XE
101%, 29 9%
39 Althaus (2013) HIT7t QA== AL E a3 Lt SRt
40 Andrews (2013) LHot SERHA0)| QIisH Bixt
41 Galea (2013) HIT o1& 2tAt
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SlolimtE-PF4 BHA| [HLUHAHAL

il H|1 XX} AR XL EX
42 Kapadia (2013) oI Lhat-2iih SSRHA
43 Minet (2013) HIT oA 2kt
44 Raschke (2013) HIT oA 2t
45 Haouach (2012) Liop 2 2= SERG AOFEERL
46 Althaus (2011) HIT ol St}
47 Demma (2011) MYEE 21 ZEKAHA 2R}
48 Kolde (2011) HIT oA 2tX}
49 Ruf (2011) S 60%, 247| Xz 2HXH40%
50 Sachs (2011) Q| 3 L 2EK}
51 Tawfik (2011) 22 60%, LA 40%
52 Pouplard (2010) Liat 329, 2|1t 429
53 Bakchoul(2009) HI2 8 e L= NEAE GITRIE S0Er2 LHut 2 o|ut 2k}
54 Schallmoser (2009) $E2AH 1298, LHHERL 156H
HHPE|=0| Host AN 2 I OfA, MY Ho = HYSY 235= 106, Y
B ot SEXF 19H (WYLt = S 25), AT 2t bAH(CHER0| o 2
55 Byant Q008) eyl S O e e A B, ol 4 X oy (el el
S5 S SR S
56 Shelat (2008) HIT oA 2K
57 Greinacher (2007) HIT oAl 2tX}
o oI X2 =X
LHot SEX} 89, @I} BHXt 708, MENMMSHME ¢fii=S X
58 Pouplard (2007) A R3E F aEE Al 30Y
™ Xz=N: 499
X258 =He 5
59 Juhl (2006) HIT oA 2tX}
MBS 17.9%, W1 47.2%, SERHA 19.7%, LEH|nt 11.0%, AZnt/Al
60 Lo (2006) Aol 2.8%, HHAW 44 1.4% /
61 Kannan (2004) FEE oEs SoER AEl a5 S
62 Izban (1999) HIT oAl 2tX}
63 Look (1997) HIT oJA 2tX}

HIT, heparin-induced thrombocytopenia

H 3.3 ¢78 FIHEI|E SMUE

o H1XRHALE) HOEFI|E
1 Bissola (2024) SRA
2 Larsen (2024) HIPA
*XIH7|Z: SRA YA
*HY A7 |2
3 Tucker (2024) 1. LIAC0.4 + AT M4 M HIT tiA|
2. LIAC0.4 + 4T M4 5= F= 19” + SRA
3. LIA >20.4 + SRA
4 Herb (2023) TEI O(YEH 24, ZAEZL 1)
*ZIEH7(Z5 LIA > 1 unit/mL+SRA ¥4
5 Hernandez (2023)  *HiX|7|=
1. LIA< 1 unit/mL, 2. LIA > 1 unit/mL+SRA 24
6 Nilius (2023) HIPA
7 Skornova (2023)  SRA
SENO M2V (U o, FAT £X| HSHGIHE ST o L3, ,
8 BesohQ2) o s st pep o o
AT UNE2+CLIA Z71891(0.13-3.0): PaGIA, Of7 4| EHE0f2ie 29 HIPAZ
|y,
9 Rittener-Ruff 1. 4TES HI7HHIT 7ks4 TH)

(2022)

2. CLIA(HemoslLAcustarHIT-IgG) ZAt =34
v' 0.13U/mLO|2t — HIT HH|
v 3.0U/mLEN— HIT 7IsA40] =2
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il H1XXHAHE) HOEII|E
3. CLIAZ} &=7t89(0.13~3.0U/mL)Y AR—F7|2 PaGIA ZAL 43
4. PaGIAGIMT THO| 0142 4 — HIPA AANEZE) I3
5. HIT7 F=lo| HEEX| Y= 32 — S HHOZ Hg
*RH7|E: 4Ts score 24+ELISA QFE+HIPA 24
. U |2
10 AhT2a§2”1“;Jad 1. 4Ts score >4+ELISA S
2. 4Ts score >4+ ELISA 4+ HIPA 84
3. 4Ts score {3
11 Brodard (2021) HIPA
*XICE7|Z=: CIA = ELISAOIA A 3t 71X OJAF QFA & SRA A
*HY A7 |
1. 4T score £3
12 Jousselme (2021) 2. 4T socre intermediate or high AND HESH AL 2 +conventional SRA
and PF4 SRA 24
3. 4T socre intermediate or high AND HSH AAL 24 +conventional SRA
=24
*THT|E=
1. HetA AAF 24H+SRAMY
2. HASIM AN L+ SRASE+ 4Ts 2 4+X =AY
13 Kelly (2021) E.HEQ.Q.EEM UM(0D1.947)+ 4Ts>4
INAES
1. HAS A 24
2. HASIN AU +SRASH+4Ts > 4+X| = 0| A8
3. HSN AAL 2H9+SRA 84+ 4TS
14 Samuelson (2021)* SRA ¥4
15 Althaus (2020a) HIPA
16 Althaus (2020b)  HIPA
17 Kataria (2020) SRA
T |IE
1. HIPA ¥4 3 4Ts B4 24H
2. HIPA S0|X[2t 4Ts H4=>6H, SAEAAs) LA,
18 Marchetti (2020) 3. H|S|TIRISSTH| A2 S D-dimer 24 E0I A|
*HHA|Z |2
OJAR F4(4T score)2t HAZAKCLIA, PaGIA), 71SZAKHIPAIS 8fol0] HITS
B A
19 Samuel (2020) SRA 4
20 Thawani (2020) SRA &4
21 Althaus (2019) HIPA 24
22 Gkalea (2019) SRA &4
T |IE
73 Kumar (2019) Eﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁ;&)\f UM+HIPA &AM
1. 5916:”51 ZA 84, 2. HASMAA AG+HIPA 24
24 Refaai (2019) SRA &4
*THT &=
1. 4Ts 24 +HASIN ZAL 44 (OD=0.5) + SRA ¥4
25 Younis (2019) 2. 4Ts{4+ELISA OD>1.5+ SRAA
*HY A7 |2
1. 4Ts 24+ S4(0D(0.5),2. 4Ts(A+HASHHZHAL 24 (OD(1.5)
26 Favaloro (2018) SRA
27 Wines(2018) SRA
28 Ritchie (2017) SRA
*XICk7|Z=: ELISA >0.4 +SRA 4
*HY A7 |2
29 Wong (2017) 1. ELISAC0.4,

2. ELISA=0.4+SRA 84
3. HAUFA MO /0N YLHO 2 HITH £EI6HA| (o,

25



NEC

Slolimizl-PF4 M| [Husd

Al

o H1HXHSE) HFUEFI|IE
4. FAT AAO| CIE §QI0| SQIE E2
Tt Y
30 Bomoew Q01O (a7 ma >am, simel £ 5 HAW 4 571, SRA DY)
T |1E
Ok
31 Hasan (2016) §HF:|%|;|_7§ ELISA 22.0
ELISA 24, SRA 24
32 Chan (2015) SRA 4
A=
1. 4Ts B 24 + Z|A ot 7HX| At AAF 24+HIPA or SRA ZAH X4
2.4Ts E 26+ 5 7HX| HASHZAL SE+HIPA ¥
3 4Ts H4 >4+517HX| PICJE{A ZIAf QHA+PAT SA+SRA 2
33 Jourdy (2015) *HY A7 |2
1. 4Ts M4 <33
2.5 7W HASNHAL 25 B4+ ANSE4-5
3. 4Ts B2>6+ F7HX| HAS AA S4+HIPA 84
4. 4Ts B 24+ SIHK| HGoHA HAAF 24+PAT 8*5‘+SRA oM
34 Linkins (2015) SRA &4
35 Nazi (2015) SRA 2+d
36 Vianello (2015) *TTHT|F: 4Ts >4 and HIPA A, HIXIZ|Z: 4Ts(3 or HIPA S4
37 Kolde (2014) HIPA 24
o ZU HAA(Tours)HM HIT &H%:
2> £015 EL 3d
38 Leroux (2014) % i) P E@ﬁr a,'\g%lfé_} H?ﬁj{g% = 740: oAl
ZESI0 HIT 04 Tt
39 Althaus (2013) HIPA &4
40 Andrews (2013)  SRA &4
41 Galea (2013) SRA &M
42 Kapadia (2013) SRA Y g+QUAT4 41 0]
43 Minet (2013) SRA
44 Raschke (2013)  HIT 2AlolA+SRA 44
45 Haouach (2012)  HIPA &M
46 Althaus (2011) HIPA 24
47 Demma (2011) SRA 24
48 Kolde (2011) HIPA 24
49 Ruf (2011) SRA 24
50 Sachs (2011) HIPA QM +4Ts S710[AF A4
51 Tawfik (2011) SRA &4
52 Pouplard (2010)  SRA M
53 Bakchoul(2009)  4TE4= &7t O|A+HIPA 94
54  Schallmoser (2009) HIPA &4
55 Bryant (2008) SRA 2+
56 Shelat (2008) SRA 24
57 Greinacher (2007)  HIPA &M
58 Pouplard (2007)  SRA &4
59 Juhl (2006) HIPA 24
60 Lo (2006) SRA/HIPA 284
61 Kannan (2004) HIPA QFd
62 Izban (1999) SRA 24
63 Look (1997) HIPA 2FA

CLIA, Chemiluminescence Immunoassay; ELISA, enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay: HIPA, Heparin-Induced
Platelet Activation Assay: HIT, heparin-induced thrombocytopenia; LIA, latex immunoturbidimetric assay; OD,

optical density: PaGIA, Particle Gel Immuno Assay; SRA, serotonin release assay
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1.1.2 HIZEA GorEL

1.1.2.1 QUADAS-2

& 6232 |- P4 A T AAr B 7S g0 QUADAS-2 =75 2-8310] HIEH
3 B2 Sggsiqint HIEE Y Bt A 18E 712 ohea Aok

B, S Ad e ERisto] AR R e A O gxfel] ZeSigiA Y e Ao o

42 MBI ATTiel] T A9 MRS e 0 WIS 1 olo] 81 B4 o
z 2] mgole} shejehs Bt B4o] H3s 7|4H

How

S, SN R AN e ekt ool YAV A WA Rt 7ol 9lA) ghe
749 BT 2 WIStk

A, FAGA B FREEHA] FH glo] A=A ofRol e} A7 | FAH Aol
QUEIRRE, BAAL] gl AbHol BAIElo] Q3L HAIERAAL S o] TRz 7%

o]
olom], AL A} R EETIAT0] o] ke 14 ghe Aol v SRR L We 0w
715tk
G, BaEEPAe] A4S g Tl Welstd A4 vt mshEel Y A
HIFSIHO R, HIT 57|22 AAEIQLOUL HIT ujA)7]520] Haks] 7|4 wix] ohe A9t
Bkt
TR, QA1 Tl HIT ek S 8 AJefo] wah Az he AL AR B9,
olg o9 g 0= FIIA|L elor
oA, B1t] QA7 oA BARIAPER AL T 8} 0] o7} Qs A SRS T ow
Bkt

olo} e 7|Z0] wrel S HIEUSIF Wk TRt Pk,

i) B A Joll A HIED YT S 3%, B 31%, WS 66%= YERLT.

i) AL oM T2 fgleH, B 13%, 'Ra 87%%h

iii) T EZAA GHOINE T2 23%, B 3%, W 74%Z VERLT

iv) A7AY FHoA = B 10%, B 3%, T2 87T%ALT.

HIEH ol it B7HE T 8ok (1 3.2), HIEE o tigh B7HET Jene (0" 3.3)9
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Risk of Bias Applicability Concerns

Patient Index Reference Flow and Patient Index Reference
Standard

Selection  Test  Standard Timing Selection Test

Bissola (2024) ) )

(]
(<]

Tucker (2024) (]

e

Herb (2023)

Hernandez (2023)

Nilius (2023)

|00 00e

Skornova (2023)

Besch (2022)

ce@@eee

Rittener-Ruff (2022)

Ahmadinejad (2021)

coecoocecon

Brodard (2021)

Jousselme (2021)

Kelly (2021)

Samuelson (2021)

Althaus (2020)

Althaus (20200

Kataria (2020)

Marchetti (2020)

Samuel (2020) (2020)

Thawani (2020) (2020}

Althaus (2019)

Ghalea (2019)

coecQoO0oCcCOoOOCOOOCR00020

oococooccoGO00

Kumar (2019)

Refaai (2019)

Younis (2019)

cCoo@PCOeO0C0000R 0G|

Favaloro (2018)

coo00CO000CO0000000 000

Wines (2018)

Ritchie (2017)

o0

Wong (2017)

Berroeta (2016)

Chan (2015)

Jourdy (2015)

Linkins (2015)

Nazi (2015)

Vianello (2015)

Kolde (2014)

Leroux (2014)

Althaus {2013)

Andrews (2013)

Galea (2013)

Kapadia (2013)

coooooOoCCOOCCOQOOOCOOOCOOO0CO0O0C0C00O0C000 00O

Minet (2013)

Raschke (2013)

cecoocooooc0o0o0o0c0OO0O0OOO0OOCO0O0CO00000OQ0CO0Q0000D

CoO00OC0OOC 0000

@@

Haouach (2012)

Althaus (2011)

eoecooecocoeEeCOoe@ROE2@

Demma (2011)

Jooo000Oc00O0CO00OOO0O0OO0O0OO0O0DC S

ooeo

Kolde (2011)

Ruf (2011)

sachs (2011)

Tawfik (2011)

Pouplard (2010)

Bakchoul (2009)

coe@p@e@e@

Schallmoser (2009)

©|0 00000

Bryant (2008)

Shelat (2008)

Greinacher (2007)

Pouplard (2007)

Juhl (2006)

Lo (2006)

Kannan (2004)

lzban (1999)

Look (1397)

oeoo0oO00O0OOOCOOOCOO0OO0O0OCOOOOCOO0O0O0O0O0000O0000000O0O0COCOC0O0O0OO0OO0C0O0000

ooo0oCcOoOO0OCOOOCOOO0COC0CO00OCO00CO00C00000 00O

ooooQo000O0O0OCO0C00000|@0
oooOoOOOCOO0O0OO00DO(

eoCcoeo@ee@
QOO0 oo

Hasan (20716}

oooocQoOoQCPQoO0OOCOO0CO0O0000O

ajo
e
il
1
(]
Hir
ajo

o=

I3 3.2 HIZHYO CEt BIKAT Qo
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Risk of Bias Applicability Concerns
Patientselecion .
Flow and Timing Déﬁ Z{i% 46% 65% BC‘V% 106%
0“}(: 2(;9ﬁ 4(';% G(I)% E(;% 106%
HE High O Unclear HLow | ‘ H High O Unclear B Low

8 3.3 HSEAY d7ra 128

1.1.2.2 ST HIEELE G712

STHHEFY 78S B71617] Yol AARPHERE Deeks' funnel plot asymmetry testS A| 351t
71723, ELISA(gG), CLIA(gG), PaGIA, LFIOIA= 242t p=0.35, 0.86, 0.54, 0.25% WeRt A 0=
Frofgt Bt o] = A] gigkom, o]of wet Eut HIET 9 7R B A 0 & W= Qlrh W,
ELISA(polyspecific)9] 73 p=0.05% &% HIEH | 7hsdS iAIE 4= gl A= siAl=ct.
Z|7] 182 [F= 500 AAlsHair

1.1.3 314 I}t
1.1.3.1 ELISA
1.1.3.1.1 ELISA(IgG)

ELISA(IgG)9] AH/d2 F 26HNA Hurstoith. A+ AAGS FedE(optical density,
OD)#°] 0.3 ~ 0.5%1 A9 18HOE 7Fg Wokom, 191 A= 61, 0.5 23+0.9 ookl 39743,
0.3 U]gke] F9=21, 1 2391 49-=21, 0.6 ~ 0.9 Afo]Ql 9= 13Ho| It} 1 Qo] A RAL 71&S
OETEAY HE0] Aol gl= A5 52 1030 ]lH.

HIT et 3 Jeg28g 23} Sn 0.74 ~ 1.00, Sp 0.49 ~ 0.98, PPV 0.15 ~ 0.92, NPV 0.95 ~ 1.00,
AUC 0.93 ~ 0.98% HIEJTHIE 3.4). o] T ol 7ksgk 268 ] thsf HlEREA1et A} 53
Sn 0.97 (95% CI 0.95, 0.99), 5% Sp 0.85 (95% CI 0.81, 0.89), &3+ AUC 0.97 (95% CI 0.95,
0.98)°1%tt. AARL 0.45 71202 AA| A 4Ts A7F 555% o1l -2 H|w g 231
AfollMls F A BF fieTolA FEASET B B2 AFE HATKE 3.5, 19 3.5).

A7
%

l‘lr rd

4 ELISA(E= EIA)IgG) TITEety 24t

o H1KXL (SIE) AAHgt, OD N Sn Sp PPV NPV AUC
1 Tucker (2024) 4 89 1.00 0.49 0.46 1.00 -
2 Herb (2023) HZEAZ|1E 894 0.91 0.79 0.60 0.96 -
3 Nilius (2023) HZEAZ|ZE 1,378 0.90 0.93 0.54 0.99 -
4 Besch (2022) == 116 1.00 0.96 0.50 1.00 -
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SlolimtE-PF4 BHA| [HLUHAHAL

RN GE) oIzt OD N S Sp PPV NPV AUC
119 100 094 046 1.00 -
119 083 096 050 0.99 -
5 Ahmedinsiad 0.2 14 100 067 063  1.00 -
6  Brodard (2021) e 99 100 077 039 1.00 -
7 Kelly (2021) 0.4 254 100 094 048 1.00 -
8 Sa(rgg%s)on 03 E= 04 409 085 093 045 0.99 -
9 Althaus (2020a) 03 385 100 078 016 1.00 -
10 Althaus (2020b) 05 1400 099 083 045 100 0.98
. 0.3 305 096 096 067 100 0.98
11 Marchetti (2020) 50.24 305  1.00 093 055 1.00 .
12 Samuel (2020) 0.4 92 100 095 056 1.00 -
13 Gkalea (2019) 1 87 092 093 071 0.99 0.95
0.4 59 093 0.79 - — 0.97
14 Favaloro (2018) 1 59 0.93 0.86 - - -
1.8 59 082 098 - - -
>0.4 140 091 062 032 0.97 -
15 Ritchie (2017) >0.8 140 083 087 056 0.96 -
>1.0 140 074 092 063 0.95 -
16 Nazi (2015) 0.45 8546 099 076 039 1.00 -
SET7t HiX|
17 Leroux (2014) 1,0 gtley 334 100 083 044 100 -
ae
05 448 098 086 047 1.00 -
18 Althaus (2013) 0.77 094 093 065 0.99 .
19 Galea (2013) 0.3 200 086 093 0.60 0.98 -
0.4 1058 100 069 030 1.00 -
20 Raschke (2013) 0.8 1,958 094 094 066 0.99 -
0.5 1.000 099 072 024 - -
1 1,000 083 094 058 - -
205708 1000 083 091 045 - -
21 Althaus (2011) ELISA,
0,510/
e S0k 1000 096 089 044 - -
of x| Aj2Hi0|
AHO=Z 7HF
22 Kolde (2011) NR 60 100 083 074 1.00 -
0.4 452 100 0.89  0.43 1.00 -
23 Sachs (2011) 0.5 452 1.00 087 039 1.00 B
24 Pouplard (2010) 0.5 101 098 090 _ 0.87 0.98 -
1 500 091 095 057 0.99 -
25 Bakchoul (2009) 0.65 500 0.97 0.92 0.49 1.00 -
0.4 500 1.00 089 _ 0.41 1.00 -
26 SCfgggggfer 0.564 285 086 081 039 0.98 -

AUC, area under the curve; EIA, enzyme immunoassay: ELISA, enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; IgG,

immunoglobulin G; N, & HAAF 4= NPV, negative predictive value; OD, optical density; PPV, positive predictive

value; Sn, sensitivity; Sp, specificity; -, A&
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Stuaylg H SENSITIVITY (95% CI)
I
Schallmoser (2009) —— : 0.85[0.69-0.95]
Bakchoul (2009) —® | 1.00[050-1.00]
Pouplard (2010) —& | o0s8[087-100]
Sachs (2011) —La| 1o00j090-100
Koide (2011) —:-a 1.00(083-1.00]
Althaus (2011} —f* | 0.99(0.93-1.00]
Raschke (2013) Le | 1.00[0.98-100]
Galea (2013) —ui: 086(064-097]
Althaus (2013) —@ | 098[090-100]
Leroux (2014) —Ls | to0j091-100]
Nazi (2015) }u 0.99[0.98-0.99]
Ritchie (2617) e 0.91[0.72-0.99]
Favaloro (2018) ——— &1 | o092[064-100
Gkalea (2019) % 092 [064-1.00]
Samuel (2020) % | 100[048-100]
Marchetti (2020) ——=b | 095[080-1.00]
Altfaus (20208) :1 0.99(0.97-1.00]
Althaus (2020a) — 1% | 100[078-1.00]
Samueison (2021) _— 0.85[0.65-0.96]
Kelly (2021) 4}; 1.00 [0.77 - 1.00]
Brodard (2021) ——7® | 100[075-1.00]
(2021) ! 1.00 [0.48 - 1.00]
Besch (2022) Le | 100[045-1.00]
Nilius (2023) —— : 0.90(0.83-0.95]
Herb (2023) —= | 091[086-094]
Tucker (2024) —:—u 1.00 [0.87 - 1.00]
I
COMBINED < 0.97(0.95-0.99]
| Q=214.36, df = 25.00, p= 0.00
: 12=8834[8475-9192]
T T
05 10
SENSITIVITY

O3 3.4 ELISA(laG) HIE

Studyld

Schallmoser (2009)
Bakchoul (2009)
Pouplard (2010)

sachs (2011)
Koide (2011)
Althaus (2011)
Raschke (2013)
Galea (2013)
Altaus (2013)
Leroux (2014)
Nazi (2015)
Ritchie (2017)
Favaloro (2018)
Gkalea (2019)
Samuel (2026)
Marchetti (2020}
Althaus (2020B)
Althaus (2020a)
Samuelson (2021)
Kelly (2021)
Brodard (2021)

. | * +
___1+_+___<}_*_#_*_+____

i
|

Wi

m T

(2021)
Besch (2022)
Nilius (2023)
Herb (2023)
Tucker (2024)

COMBINED

03

HAM 2 J-|_|.

= =

SPECIFICITY

H 3.5 ELISA(IgG) ZITESHE Hiuw (YAIZE 0.4 7IE, TX| vs. 4Ts SSE 014)

SPECIFICITY (95% CI)

0.81[0.75-0.86]
0.89[0.86-0.92]
0.90 [0.80 - 0.96]
0.89[0.86-0.92]
0.82[0.67 - 0.93]
0.72[0.69 - 0.75]
0.69[0.67 - 0.71]
0.93[0.89 - 0.96]
0.86[0.82 - 0.89]
0.83[0.78-0.87]
0.76[0.75-0.77]
0.62[0.52 - 0.70]
0.78[0.64 - 0.89]
0.93[0.85 - 0.98]
0.95[0.89 - 0.99]
0.96[0.93 - 0.96]
0.83[0.81-0.85]
0.78[0.73-0.82]
0.93[0.90 - 0.95]
0.940.90 - 0.96]
0.77 [0.66 - 0.85]
0.67 [0.30 - 0.93]
0.95[0.90 - 0.99]
0.93[0.92 - 0.94]
0.79[0.76- 0.82]
0.49[0.36 - 0.62]

0.85[0.81-0.89]
Q=1264.59, dr=25.00.p = 0.00
12 = 98.02 [97.67 - 93.37]

H|1 XK}

o QuyTS T FP FN TN S Sp PPV NPV
A 26 3 0 31 100 049 045 1.0

oas Xl 4 110 4 100 027 029 100
ZSEON 2 21 0 27 100 056 051 100

n A 21 45 2 72 091 062 032 097
o G 1 15 0 33 100 069 006  1.00
ZSEON 20 30 2 39 091 057 040 095

FN, false negative; FP, false positive; NPV, negative predictive value; PPV, positive predictive value; Sn, sensitivity;
Sp, specificity; TN, true negative; TP, true positive

051
0.45
0.4
032
029
I I -

Ritchie{2017)

05

0.4

03

0.2

0.1

Tucker{2024)

uHH

mlow 8 4Ts moderate 0|4

13 3.5 ELISA(IgG) YHUSE H|w
(AA vs. ADE vs. 4Ts F55 oXD)
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1.1.3.1.2 ELISA(poly)

ELISA(poly)2]

A kAo =

1= 071 O O

ol FAEE 8 &2 A2 BATHRE 3.7, 19 3.7).

25Ho|A B st A7 AR OD#e] 0.4%1 <97t 15He =
7P Eeto, 0.5 64, 0.76 19, 1.00 103},

HIT Aek 2 AekbgeA] A} Sn 0~ 1.00, Sp 0 ~ 0.97, PPV 0~ 0.86, NPV 0 ~ 1.00°0.2 H 15|t
3.6). °] & /o] 7hst 253 ] tisf HlEREA 't A3 52t Sn 0.96 (95% CI, 0.84, 0.99), %
Sp 0.80 (95% CI1 0.70, 0.87), % AUC 0.92 (95% CI 0.90, 0.94)°]1AtH1H 3.6). YA 0.45
71Z20 2 AA| ALY T 4Ts H47F moderate AR 7+ H| W3 4H O] oAM= 25 oy

H 3.6 ELISAEIA)(poly) RIErESH 2T}
it} H1 XX} (HE) A%, OD N Sn Sp PPV NPV
1 Bissola (2024) 0.4 914 100 049 032 _ 1.00
2 Samuel (2020) 0.4 62 1.00 0.25 0.26 1.00
3 Refaai (2019) NR 537 034 092 046 087
4 Wong (2017) 1.004 246 082 097 056 099
5 Berroeta (2016) 0.5 90 1.00 0.73 0.50 1.00
6 Hansan (2016) 0.4 132 1.00 0.88 0.40 1.00
0.4 496100 0.87 013 1.00
/ Chan (2015) 1 496 1.00 097 039 _ 1.00
8 Andrews (2013) 0.4 92 0 093 0 0.97
9 Galea (2013) 05 200 090 090 053 099
450nmOofM 7|& Al2HQ
10 Kapadia (2013)  S2To| 26%= 2192 217 018 086 027 078
Yoz NH

_ 0.4 104 100 085 039 __ 1.00
I Minet (2013) 132 104100 097 075 _ 1.00

0.4 399 1.00 085 - -

12 Raschke (2013) 08 399 0.93 0.93 — —
13 Haouach (2012) 05 178 0.67 087 036 096
14 Demma (2011) 0.4 50 1.00 026 028 1.00
0.4 83 100 019 014 1.00
15 Ruf (2011) 1 83 08 0851 042 084
0.5 101098 077 074 0098
16 Pouplard (2010) 0.4 101 1.00 051 057 1.00
17 Bakchoul (2009) 0.4 500 1.00 081 _ 028 _ 1.00
18 Schallmoser (2009) 0.761 285 0.81 0.75 0.31 0.97
19 Shelat (2008) 0.4 1017 0.86 088 027 0.9
20 Greinacher (2007) 0.5 1582 0.99 093 049 _ 1.00
21 Pouplard (2007) 0.4 213 1.00 0.82 0.39 1.00
22 Juhl (2006) 0.5 736 094 093 050 1.00
23 Lo (2006) 0.4 100 1.00 083 056 1.00
24 Kannan (2004) 0.4 33 1.00 094 050 _ 1.00
25 Izban (1999) 0.4 106 032 091 076 060
2% Look (1997) 0.5 81 057 00 _ 08 00

AUC, area under the curve; EIA, enzyme immunoassay; ELISA, enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay: NPV, negative

predictive value; OD, optical density; PPV, positive predictive value; Sn, sensitivity; Sp, specificity; -, JE2HS
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Studyld H SENSITIVITY (85% GI) Studyld | SPECIFICITY (35% CI)
| |
Hasan (2016) *:- 1.00[0.69 - 1.00] Hasan (2016) :+ 0.88[0.81-0.93]
Look (1997) — | 0.57[0.45 - 0.66] Look (1997) | @——— | 0.00 [0.00 - 0.41]
Izban (1999) —— | 0.32[0.20 - 0.47] 1zban (1999) e 0.91[0.80-0.97]
Kannan (2004) —IF’ 1.000.16 - 1.00] Kannan (2004) :—-— 0.94[0.79-0.99]
Lo (2006) —+t® | 100[081-1.00] Lo (2006) —to— 0.83[0.73-0.90]
Juhl (2006) —al | 0s4p084-099 Juhl (2006) [ 0.93[0.80 - 0.94]
Pouplard (2007) —:-a 1.00[0.85 - 1.00] Pouplard (2007) —:i— 0.82[0.75-0.87]
Greinacher (2007) 48 | 099[094-1.00] Greinacher (2007) | = 0.93[0.92-0.94]
Shelat (2008} +: 0.86[0.74-0.94] Shelat (2008) : ® 0.88[0.86 - 0.90]
Schallmoser (2009) — 0.82[0.65 - 0.93] Schallmoser (2009) = 0.75[0.69 - 0.80]
Bakchoul (2009) —b® | 1.00[0.90-1.00] Bakchoul (2009) a- 0.81[0.77 -0.84]
Pouplard (2010) Jlai 1.00[0.91 - 1.00] Pouplard (2010) —— : 0.51[0.38-0.64]
RUF (2011) — % | 100[069-1.00] RUF(2011) —— | 0.19[0.11-0.30]
Demma (2011) ——he | 100[072-1.00] Demma (2011) B — | 0.26[0.13-0.42]
Haouach (2012) . —— : 067 [0.41-087] Haouach (2012) :—.— 0.87[0.81-0.92]
Minet (2013) 1 0.67[0.22-0.96] Minet (2013) —fe— 0.82[0.66 - 0.92]
Kapadia (2013) —— | 0.18[0.09 - 0.31] Kapadia (2013) Le 0.85[0.79-0.91]
Galea (2013) —m—'r 0.90[0.70 - 0.99] Galea (2013) : —e- 0.91[0.85-0.94]
Andrews (2013) | #——————— 1 0.00[0.00-071] Andrews (2013) | —= 0.93[0.85-0.97]
Chan (2015) — 1w | 100[0869-100] Chan (2015) [ 0.86[0.83-0.89]
Berroeta (2016) —:-i 1.00[0.62 - 1.00] Berroeta (2016) —l—'r 0.73[0.61-083]
Wong (2017) —— 0.82[0.48 - 0.98] Wong (2017) | = | 067[094-099
Refaai (2019) —— : 0.34[0.24 - 0.44] Refaai (2019) : - 0.02[0.89-0.94]
Samuel (2020) —® | 1.00[0.75-1.00] Samuel (2020) —— | 024[0.13-0.39]
Bissola (2024) l® | 100[0.88-1.00] Bissola (2024) - 1 0.49[0.45-0.52]
| |
COMBINED <}> 0.96[0.84 - 0.99] COMBINED <[P 0.80[0.70 - 0.87]
1 Q=612.68, df =24.00, p= 0.00 | Q=1243.16, df=24.00, p = 0.00
: 12 = 96.08 [95.20 - 96.97] : 12 = 98.07 [97.72 - 98.42]

00 10 oo 10
SENSITIVITY SPECIFIGITY

% 3.6 ELISA(poly) MERZA! Zut

H 3.7 X A 4Ts SSk OIYOIM ZIEEEHY I (ELISA(poly))

A H1MXHHE) AYE Sn Sp PPV NPV
T 1.00 0.88 0.4 1.00

1 Hasan (2016) X2 1.00 0.88 0.40 1.00
=S 04 1.00 0.89 0.58 1.00
T 1.00 0.26 0.28 1.00
S5 014 1.00 0.7 0.48 1.00
A 1.00 0.19 0.14 1.00
=SL 04 1.00 0.56 0.24 1.00
T 1.00 0.83 0.56 1.00

4 Lo (2006) ISERk! 1.00 0.86 0.18 1.00
ZEL 04 1.00 0.75 0.76 1.00

ELISA, enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; NPV, negative predictive value: PPV, positive predictive value: Sn,
sensitivity: Sp, specificity

2 Demma (2011)

3 Ruf (2011)

0g 0.76 0.6
o7 05 0.48
s 058 056
04
a5
04 04 0.28
03 -
04 0.24
> 0 0.14
02 L i
— 01
01
(1} [1]
Hasan (2016) Lo {2006} Demma (2011) Ruf (2011)
s TH miow mmoderate O] nZH mmoderate 04

3 3.7 ELISA(polv) YMUEE H|W(MA vs. MU vs. 4Ts SEE 04
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1.1.3.1.3 ELISA(NR)

ELISAZ £-3§3t AL = AR23H Ao thaf] 72412 0.2 AE5HA] &L A7h=& 3Ho Q) AAIge] 1S
71&0 2 3194S 1 Sn 0.67 ~ 0.78, Sp 0.67 ~ 0.93, PPV 0.39 ~ 0.64, NPV 0.50 ~ 0.97°] 4K 3.8).

I 3.8 ELISA(NR) RIct™stM Zat
it HIKAKSE) A OD N Sn Sp PPV NPV
1 'f;gazgf;‘ 1 47 0.78 0.89 0.64 0.95
, 1 135 0.75 0.93 0.50 0.97
2 T(g%vggg" 0.4-0.99 135 0.25 0.73 0.83 0.91
0.4 135 1.00 0.66 0.22 1.00
0.5 88 0.95 0.19 0.27 0.93
(2019) 15 88 0.67 0.79 0.50 0.88
2 88 0.57 0.94 0.75 0.88

AUC, area under the curve; ELISA, enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; NPV, negative predictive value; NR,
not reported; OD, optical density; PPV, positive predictive value; Sn, sensitivity; Sp, specificity

1.1.3.2 CLIA

CLIA(IgG)2] Ay a2 & 9ol A H 1519t} A-E YAIZES 191 A7 10HCZ 7 ko,
1 23191 39+=81, 0.5 oJAF 10]9kl 3971 31, 0.5 u|¥hel F-9-= 1Ho|t.

HIT At 8 Acgeh4 23 Sn 0.62 ~ 1.00, Sp 0.5 ~ 0.99, PPV 0.46 ~ 1.00, NPV 0.33 ~ 1.00,
AUC 0.94 ~ 1.00°22 HI =TI 3.9). o] 5 A&Fe/do] 7hset 9Hof| thof] wleHEA 3t At 55
Sn 0.90 (95% CI, 0.86, 0.93), 53} Sp 0.94 (95% CI 0.88, 0.97), 3+ AUC 0.96 (95% CI 0.94,
0.97)°]1ATHIH 3.8). YAIZ 12 7|& 0 & AA| AT} 4Ts A7 S5 = oAR] -2 H| WSt
23 9] Ao A= T B9 B F g Hptoll A ST H T2 S HATHHE 3.10, 1™ 3.9).
CLIA(poly)9] AAEL & 2Ho| A st

HIT et &8 A3 23} Sn 0.98 ~ 1.00, Sp 0.82 ~ 0.99, PPV 0.42 ~ 0.82, NPV 0.997 ~
1.000|JTHA 3.9). o] F gZe4do] 713t 23] tial] WeREA et A3t 53} Sn 0.91 (95% CI, 0.50,
0.99), 5% Sp 0.85 (95% CI 0.42, 0.98), 58 AUC 0.88 (95% CI 0.65, 0.97)°] it}

H 3.9 CLIA Zlttgsty At

b b AN XX} () QAIZE, U/mL N Sn Sp PPV NPV
CLIA(IgG)
1 Bissola (2024) 1 1,128 0.94 0.86 0.62 0.98
2 Larsen (2024) 1 1,318 0.96 0.94 0.59 1.00
3 Skornova (2023) 1 25 0.91 0.50 0.96 0.33
4 Rittener—-Ruff (2022) 1 74 0.87 0.89 0.84 0.91
1 0.85 0.94 - -
0.6 0.90 0.90 - -
5 Althaus (2020b) 5 1,400 0.78 0.97 ~ ~
4 0.62 0.99 - -
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o AR () oL U/mL N Sn ) PPV NPV
. >1 305 081 100 096 0.08
6 Marchetti (2020) 50.36 305 096 097 074 1.00
05 095 073 0.46 1.00
7 Favaloro (2018) 1 55 088 085 0.56 0.97
10 076 0.99 1.00 0.96
1 096 0.97 0.78 1.00
8 Althaus (2013) 0.57 48 o3 093 0.66 1.00
1 104 1.00 095 0.64 1.00
| 2.89 104 1.00  0.97 0.75 1.00
9 Minet (2013) 1 79 1.00 093 0.64 1.00
2.89 79 1.00 096 0.75 1.00

CLIA(poly)
1 003 082 0.42 1.00
1 Althaus (2013) i ag —p—2% 02 -
. 1 100 0.88 0.45 1.00
2 Minet (2013) 9.47 104 00 098 0.82 1.00

CLIA, Chemiluminescence Immunoassay; NPV, negative predictive value; PPV, positive predictive value; Sn,

sensitivity: Sp, specificity; -, A<
Studyld I SENSITIVITY (95% CI) Studyld i SPECIFICITY (95% CI)
| I
| |
i i
i i
Minet (2013) } 067[0.22-0.96] Minet (2013) *o:- 052[0.79- 0.98]
| |
Althaus (2013) I‘I* 0.96[0.87 - 1.00] Althaus (2013) :‘ 0.96 [0.94 - 0.98]
| |
Favaloro (2018) ——+— 090[0.55-100] Favaloro (2018) —-—{ 0.84[0.71-094]
| I
Marchetti (2020) 4-—:~ 081061 -0.99] Marchetti (2020) : ® | 100[0.98-1.00]
i i
Althaus (2020) ﬂJI 0.85[0.79-0.90] Althaus (2020) f 0.94[0.92 - 0.95]
| I
Rittener-Ruff (2022) 4»—:— 087(0.69-0.96] Rittener-RUTF (2022) —a—:» 0.89[0.75 - 0.96]
i i
Skomova (2023) *Io— 091[0.72-099] Skornova (2023) i 0.50(0.01 - 0.99]
Larsen (2024) :—-— 0.95[0.90-0.99] Larsen (2024) Ih 0.94[0.92 - 0.95]
| I
Bissola (2024) ‘;‘ 092088 - 0.96] Bissola (2024) - : 0.86[0.83-0.88]
i i
| I
I I
I I
COMBINED ¢ 0.90[0.86 - 0.93] COMBINED é 0.94[0.88 - 0.97]
i i
: Q=2474,df =800, p= 0.00 : Q=108.43,df=800,p= 0.00
| |
: 12=67.67 [45.04 - 90.30] : 12=92.62 [89.15- 26.10]
GYZ iID 0!0 ‘lﬂ
SENSITIVITY SPECIFICITY
13 3.8 CLIA(IoG) MIER2A Znt
H 3.10 SIZ 2M(CLIA(IgG)+4Ts)
A H1 XA} (AE) AES A N Sn Sp PPV NPV
1 Jousselme (2021) == 1 159 0.93 0.95 0.65 0.99
= 1 25 0.93 0.80 0.88 0.89
2 Larsen (2024) A 1 1318 0.96 0.94 0.59 1.00
=Sk o4 1318 0.87 0.96 0.66 0.99
3 Skornova (2023) T 1 25 0.91 0.50 0.96 0.33
a5k 0]y 23 0.96 1.00 1.00 0.50
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AH HN XX (AE) AYHr Az N Sn Sp PPV NPV
4 Jousselme (2021) sk 0|4 1 184  0.93 0.94 0.75 0.99
5 Wines (2018) sk 04 1 27 0.92 1.00 1.00 0.93

6 Vianello (2015) SSk 04 1 96 0.95 0.93 0.80 0.99

CLIA, Chemiluminescence Immunoassay; NPV, negative predictive value; PPV, positive predictive value; Sn,
sensitivity: Sp, specificity

08

0.66
058
06
04
02
0

Larsen (2024) Skornova (2023)

B HH mmoderate 0|4

O 3.9 CLIA(IgG) YMoI=x H|w
(AA| vs. 4Ts F5& olXh)

1.1.3.3 LIA

LIA(IgG)2] A3 IL & 1HolA HAsHnt. JAI) 1S 71502 e84 Sn 0.78, Sp 0.69,

0.46°|ATHIE 3.11).

LIA(poly)Q] AHgeH S & 5Holl A H 15t YAIZES 18 7|1&0 2 AhgshidL 5n 0.36~1.00,
Sp 0.23 ~ 0.87, PPV 0.19 ~ 0.57, NPV 0.87 ~ 1.000|%{THIE 3.11). HlEREA] 2353} Sn 0.89(95%
CI 0.64, 0.97), 53 Sp 0.64 (0.42, 0.82), 53+ AUC 0.83 (95% CI 0.80, 0.86)°1ATHIH 3.10).
LIA(poly+ 47384 4Ts S5 01?1 %= 1304 Sn 1.00, Sp 0.91, PPV 0.53, NPV 1.00 ©]3ith.
AL 1& 71202 HA| AHEY 4Ts F47t F6= oA & H|wsth 11 Atoxls
Aol FNSETT B =2 RS BATHIE 3.12, 19 3.11).

H3.11 LIA(IgG) XIEgekd Zat

b b H1XHXHSE) QUAHIZY, U/mL N Sn Sp PPV NPV
LIA(gG)
0.2 1.00 0.50 0.47 1.00
0.4 0.89 0.60 0.49 0.93
1 Tucker (2024) 0.6 89 0.85 0.68 0.54 0.91
0.8 0.78 0.68 0.51 0.88
1 0.78 0.69 0.53 0.88
LIA(poly)
1 Bissola (2024) 1 1012 0.92 0.68 0.42 97
2 Hernandez (2023) 1 100 0.94 0.23 0.19 95.0
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o H1HAHHE) QUAHIZY, U/mL N Sn Sp PPV NPV
Rittener—-Ruff

3 (2022) 1 60 0.87 0.60 0.57 0.88

4 Refaai (2019) 1 537 0.36 0.87 0.37 0.87

1 1.00 0.76 0.46 1.00

5 Althaus (2013) 355 110 0.95 0.99 0.95 0.99

LIA, latex immunoturbidimetric assay; NPV, negative predictive value; PPV, positive predictive value: Sn,

sensitivity: Sp, specificity

Studyld i SENSITIVITY (95% Cl) Studyld ; SPECIFICITY (95% CI)
| |
| |
| I
1 I
| |
Althaus (2013) —:—. 1.00[0.83 - 1.00] Althaus (2013) —Ir-—-— 0.73[0.63-0.82]
| |
Refaal (2019) | —@—— : 0.36[0.26-0.47] Refaal (2019) : - 0.67 [0.84 - 0.90]
| |
| |
Rittener-Ruff (2022) 70«%* 0.87[0.66-0.97] Rittener-Ruff (2022) "‘%7 0.59 [0.42-0.75]
| |
| |
Bissola (2024) 4|-— 0.92[0.87-0.95] Bissola (2024) :—-— 068 [0.65-072]
| |
| |
1 |
| |
COMBINED <> 0.89[0.64 - 0.97] COMBINED <> 0.640.42 -0.82]
| |
| |
: Q=11455,df =400, p= 000 : Q=162.89,df=4.00, p= 0.00
| |
l 12 =96.51[94.67 - 98.35] : 12 =97.54 [96.39 - 96.70]
0‘3 TIO Orl UI9
SENSITIVITY SPECIFICITY.
72! 3.10 LIAGoly) HEFEA Zit
H3.12 SIIZEA(LIA+ATS)
Ol AH|Z}
s G smEy UNT4@AT) N Sn Sp PPV NPV
T 537 0.36 0.87 0.37 0.87
X2 364 0.20 0.92 0.32 0.86
Refaai (2019) 1 LIA(poly) sk 141 053 0.83 0.32 0.92
R 32 079 0.50 0.55 0.75
ESE 01N 100 1.00 0.91 0.563 1.00

LIA, latex immunoturbidimetric assay: NPV, negative predictive value: PPV, positive predictive value; Sn,

sensitivity; Sp, specificity
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0s&
0.53

035

04 0.37
032
03

02

= low 4Ts moderate 0|4

33 3.11 LlA(poly) SHHSE H|Wl
(FA vs. 4Ts AYH vs. 4Ts F5= o)

1.1.3.4 PaGIA

PaGIAS] A d2 F 14Hof|A Harshodrt. AeEged-2 Sn 0.02 ~ 1.00, Sp 0.39 ~ 0.99, PPV
0.13 ~0.71, NPV 0.71 ~ 1.00°] JtHIE 3.13). HIEHEA A3} B3 Sn 0.98 (95% CI 0.85, 1.00),
Sp 0.85 (95% CI 0.76, 0.91), E5+ AUC 0.95 (95% CI1 0.93, 0.97)°IAtH1H 3.12). A Ackyehaat
4Ts 4765 olAQl & ¥ st 21 9] Aol A= s ditoll A FASE w2 ATFS
HITHH 3.14, 119 3.13).

H 3.13 PaGIA ZITEekd 21t

el I‘(';_’;’)“ oz N Sn Sp PPV NPV
1 Nilius (2023) Sot=E 1273 091 083 031  0.99

(indeterminate excluded) 115 1.00 0.86 0.27 1.00

) Besch (2022) ('”determr'g:&et:)s positive 419 100 082 022  1.00

0333;35@;1;;3'38 19 100 086 027  1.00

3 Rittener-Ruff (2022) Sot=E 74 1.00 039 053  1.00

4 Althaus (2020a) sotnt= 385 1.00 074  0.13 _ 1.00

5 Marchetti (2020) SoHE 305 1.00 0.75 0.27 1.00

6 Kumar (2019) |OHE 18 1.00 0.87 0.50 1.00

7 Linkins (2015) Sot=E 526 1.00 0.90 039  1.00

8 Leroux (2014) Sot=E 124 1.00 055 019  1.00

9 Kapadia (2013) SotmE 217 002 099 033 077

10 Sachs (2011) Sotme 450 091 087 036  0.99
11 Tawfik (2011) gotnt= 50 1.00 096 0.71 _ 1.00
12 Bakchoul (2009) SotE 500  0.94 0.88 037  1.00
13 Bryant (2008) SotE 246 1.00 094 038  1.00
14 Pouplard (2007) gotnt= 213 096 092 057 _ 0.99

NPV, negative predictive value; PaGIA, Particle Gel Immuno Assay: PPV, positive predictive value; Sn, sensitivity;
Sp, specificity
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H 3.14 SIIZ2M(PaGIA+4Ts)

M1 XK}
(9x)

bl SMHAA UME(4Ts) N Sn Sp PPV NPV

B 50 100 096 071 1.0

| el 16 - 094 00 100

1 G pacia s5& 26100 100 100 _ 1.00
nEE 8 100 08 076 _ 1.00

S5c 01y 3¢ 100 097 083 1.0

B 246 100 094 038 1.0

Rele] 142 - 096 00 100

2 ofeE PeciA B 92 100 091 038 1.0
T 12 100 088 080 _ 1.00

e 104100 091 050  1.00

NPV, negative predictive value; OD, optical density; PaGIA, Particle Gel Immuno Assay; PPV, positive predictive
value; Sn, sensitivity; Sp, specificity; -, W& 9=

' '
Studyld | SENSITIVITY (95% CI) Stuayld 1 SPECIFICITY (95% CI)
I )
I I
I 1
Poupiard (2007) ——#t | 095077100 Pouplard (2007) I 092[0.87-0.95]
I )
Bryant (2008) —Ih 1.00 [0.66 - 1.00] Bryant (2008) : —e- 0.94[0.90- 0.96]
Bakchoul (2009) —&JI 0.94[081-089] Bakchou! (2009) }t— 088[0.84-091]
Tawfik (2011) —P 1.00[0.48 - 1.00] Tawfik (2011) :—I— 0.96[0.85 - 0.9]
Sachs (2011) —i—: 0.91[0.76-098) Sachs (2011) +— 087 [0.83 - 0.90]
| I
Kapadia (2013) | ®— | 0.02[0.00-011] Kapadia (2013) | - | o099[096-1.00
I 1
Leroux (2014) ——® | 1.00074-100] Leroux (2014) —_—— ] 054[0.45-0.64]
I I
Linkins (2015) — | 1.00[0.89-1.00] Linkins (2015) 1w 0.80[0.87-092]
I 1
Kumar (2019) —:u 1.00[0.16 - 1.00] Kumar (2019) —p—:— 081[0.54 - 0.96]
Marchetti (2020) —il 1.00 [0.87 - 1.00] Marchetti (2020) —— : 0.75[0.70 - 0.80]
Althaus (2020) —F 1.00 [0.78 - 1.00] Althaus (2020) o : 0.74[0.69 - 0.78]
[} I
Rittener-RUff (2022) —® | 100[08s-100] Rittener-Ruff (2022) [ ——&—— | 0.39[0.24-0.55]
| 1
Besch (2022) — | 100[054-100] Besch (2022) —e— 0.86[0.76-0.92]
| 1
Nillus (2023) —| 0.91[083-096] Nillus (2023) .l 063[0.81-0.85]
| 1
I 1
| |
COMBINED <? 0.98[0.85-1.00] COMBINED <P 0.85[0.76 - 0.91]
: Q=309.39, df=13.00,p= 0.00 : Q=266.50, df =13.00, p= 0.00
: 12=9560[94.48 - 97.11] : 12=9512[93.53-96.72]
T T T T
0.0 10 02 10

SENSITIVITY: SPECIFICITY

J% 3.12 PaGIA HEEA

1
0.83
0.8 0.71
06
05
0.38

04
) l

0

Tawfik (2011) Bryant (2008)

A m4Ts moderate O] 4F

% 3.13 PaGIA YMHSE H|w
(A vs. 4Ts F5%& oIXh

39



NEC

SUSIIIRI-PF4 SR [HUHOIZIAY

1.1.3.5 LFI

LF19] Ag3hgd L & 9Hof A Harstct. AegadL Sn 0.46 ~ 1.00, Sp 0.51 ~ 1.00, PPV 0.08
~1.00, NPV 0.86 ~ 1.00°] ATHIE 3.15). HlERZA] A3 53} Sn 0.98 (95% CI 0.85, 1.00), Sp 0.85
(95% CI 0.76, 0.91), &3+ AUC 0.95 (95% CI 0.93, 0.97)°]AtH1H 3.14).

H 3.15 LFI_ZIgehd 2t

o
il H1XXHHE) AAIZ N Sn Sp PPV NPV
LFI A

1 Rittener-Ruff (2022) FoEs 74 0.80 0.82 0.75 0.86
2 Althaus (2020a) SoHs 385 0.75 0.64 0.08 0.98
3 Kumar (2019) FoHs 17 1.00 0.93 0.67 1.00
1* b6 0.93 0.51 0.31 0.96
4 Favaloro (2018) 2% 56 0.93 0.89 0.67 0.98
3* 56 0.46 0.99 1.00 0.88
5 Berroeta (2016) S0t 90 0.95 0.92 0.75 0.98
serum 211 0.82 0.94 0.54 0.98
6 Kolde (2014) plasma 204 0.77 0.94 0.54 0.98
whole blood 181 0.63 0.92 0.44 0.96
plasma 334 0.98 0.83 0.44 1.00
/ Leroux (2014) serum 334 100 082 044 1.00
8 Kolde (2011) FoEs 60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FoHE 452 1.00 0.93 0.54 1.00
9 Sachs (2011) scanner: 100mV 452 0.97 0.93 0.52 1.00
scanner: 137mV 452 0.97 0.95 0.60 1.00

LFI+4Ts Z5&= 014
1 Vianello (2015) SoEs 114 0.93 0.89 0.75 0.97

LFI, lateral flow immunoassay:NPV, negative predictive value; PPV, positive predictive value; Sn, sensitivity: Sp,

specificity

*Semi-quantitative rank: O=negative (not detected), 1="equivocal’ (+/—), 2=positive, 3="strong positive’

'
Studyld |
|
|
|
|
Sachs (2011) —{—-
I
Kolde (2011) —:c
|
Leroux (2014) +-
|
Kolde (2014) JER——
|
|
Berrosta (2016) —_—
Favaloro (2018)

P

l

Kumar (2019)

Althaus (2020)

Rittener-Ruff (2022)

|
!

COMBINED

02

SENSITIVITY

40

SENSITIVITY (95% CI) Studyld

1,00 [0.90 - 1.00] Sachs (2011)

1,00[0.83-1.00] Kolde (2011)
1.00[0.91-1.00] Leroux (2014)
082[0.57-0.96] Kolde (2014)
095[0.74-1.00] Berroeta (2016)
091[0.59-1.00] Favaloro (2018)

1,00[0.16-1.00] Kumar (2019)

0730.45-092) Althaus (2020)
080[061-092] Rittener-Ruff (2022)
095[0.83-0.99]

COMBINED

Q=32.97,d7=8.00,p= 0.00

12=75.74 [59.88 - 91.59]

J% 3.14 LFI HIEIEA

SPECIFICITY

SPECIFICITY (95% CI)

093[0.90-0.95]

1,00[0.91-1.00]

0.82[0.77-0.86]

094089-097]

092[0.83-097]

051[0.36 - 0.66]

093[065-1.00]

064[0.59-069]

082[067-092]

088[0.76-0.94]

Q=272.07, df=8.00,p = 0.00

12=97.06 [96.01 - 98.10]



1.1.3.6 O|Z!A EfM

AAHPAE g sle o o] A4S B71517] 98 SROC W HSROCE 24zt BASIItH 1 3.15, 119
3.16).

ELISA(IgG)9] 7%, SROCOIIA] 1‘41 N 50| FAHES T 9 Eo|k)of YR E|o] 91,
HSROCOIA = 95% of|& F17to] & %@01 Aol fIA]ote] o] o] W2 Ao 2 Hriw|Qrt.
ELISA(polys)& SROC A 45 Eo|x7} ;%—% ALE0] skolE]gl o, HSROCOA] 95% o= FL71o]
11 o]dAd9] 73S AlAlshE 24to] X

CLIA(IgG)= F T8 = oA 2 Zget
7o 7 weE et

LIA(polyspecific)= SROC @ HSROCOA 5 ¥IZtE & Eo]rof 9lo] Eilo] 7, o] @ AJo] =2
S Bt

PaGIA= 17 ZF 237F ity oS 71 Fof, o o] W2 A o= 7=l

LF19] 3¢ Y A70] Eolk Asl7F #a=] 9131, HSROCONA & F17to] vl a WA Y th49]
ol dgE AT

frz
ﬁi%
S

A AdNEA O = At RS Hof o]F o] W
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ELISA(IgG) ELISA(polyspecific)
1.0 @B oo @—o
1.0 & ® 7
o /
ol 7
Vg
o 6
\ o
Nz
o0
>
2 e (2]
= =
= =]
% 0.5 ® 0.5
o b=
[} [
(2] (2]
O Observed Data % O Observed Data
Summary Operating Point Summary Operating Point
< SENs:nm[ogs,ngg 4 SENS=096(0.84-0.99]
SPEC =085(081-089) SPEC =0.80(0.70 - 0.67]
_ SROC Curve ) _ SROC Curve
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z:zcc:coss 07605 * SERIORR%0E
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ELISA(IgG)

. Study estimate
Study estimate o int
= B Summary point 2 ummary-poin
R —— HSROC curve 2 — HSROCcurve
a 4 95% confidence % 95% confidence
o - region & region
%)
o4 . 95% prediction | o4 ~ s . 95% prediction
’ region region
0‘
v ! T 1 T T T T T T
1 6 4 20 1 8 6 4 2 0
Specificity Specificity
CLIA(IgG) LIA(polyspecific)
1 .
Study estimate 8- o Study est|ma.te
> ®  Summary point > i B Summary point
= —— HSROC curve Z 67 —— HSROC curve
' 4 95% confidence o 4 95% confidence
% region N 2 ¢ ' region
o4 0 e 95% prediction g Nt 95% prediction
region ’ region
iy S 0-
1 B B 4 2 @ i ! ! J T
Specificity 1 8 .6 4 0
Specificity
PaGIA LFI
Study estimate ‘\ ’ Study estlmaFe
5 ®  Summary point > B Summary point
= —— HSROC curve = ! —— HSROC curve
2 95% confidence @ I ; 95% confidence
@ . 2 4 : region
______ ?gg?oﬁfedlcmﬂ o _____. 95% prediction
T 2 region
0..
T T T T T T
Specificity 1 8 6 4 2 0
Specificity
O3 3.16 ZAHE HSROC Hlw
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H 3.16 x| RTHSkY A QoF
ESTE 7% MK Sn(95%C)  Sp(95%Cl) LR+ (95%Cl) LR-(95%C) DOR(©5%Cl)  AUC (95% Cl)

0.97 0.85 6.6 0.03 222 0.97

ELISA(IgG) 26 19605 (595 0.99) (0.81. 0.89) (5.1.8.7) (0.02. 0.06) (116, 439) (0.95, 0.98)
0.96 0.80 47 0.04 108 0.92

ELISA(poly) 25 80.95 ()84 0.99) (0.70, 0.87) 31.7.0)  (0.01.021) (23, 507) (0.90. 0.94)
0.90 0.94 14.0 0.10 135 0.96

CLIA(gG) o 4798 (0.86.0.93) 0.88.097)  (75.26.1)  (0.07.0.15) 67. 272) (0.94. 0.97)
CLIA(poly) 2 493 0.91 0.85 5.99 0.1 54.113 0.88

poly (0.50. 0.99) 042,098  (0.93,3871)  (0.14.0.88)  (3.34.877.99) (0.65, 0.97)

LA(G0) 1 89 0.78 0.69 . . . .

0.89 0.64 25 017 15 0.83

LIA(poly) 5 1819 (564 0.97) 0.42. 0.82) (15,41 (0.05,0.53) (5. 45) (0.80. 0.86)
0.98 0.85 6.8 0.02 382 0.95

PaGlA 14 4496 (5 1.00) (0.76. 0.91) 42.11.00  (0.00,0.18) (48. 3054) (0.93, 0.97)
o . o7 0.95 0.88 78 0.05 145 0.97

(0.83. 0.99) 0.83.099  (37.163)  (0.01.0.21) (22. 943) (0.95. 0.98)

AUC, area under the curve; CI, confidence interval; DOR, diagnostic odds ratio; ELISA, enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; LFI, lateral flow immunoassay; LIA, latex

immunoturbidimetric assay; LR+, positive likelihood ratio; LR-, negative likelihood ratio; PaGIA, Particle Gel Immuno Assay; Sn, sensitivity; Sp, specificity; -, W
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1.1.3.7 HEATL TIEYEE 2ot Hlw

7 AollA] LS SRS O of 2] S0 FEHAAARE S v w ek At 223Ho ik 711“"i
A ol Al AARES Blwgk A, CLIA(IgG) = tH-2] 749 Sl =t oSzl

‘o= HAAh ELISA(IgG) = Y- =2} 5ol RFofA QA AutE Ko, Ztgsie é‘ﬁﬂw
CLIA(IgG) th2 0 & Ao A5-S 9t BHA, PaGIA®} ELISA(polyspecific)= 1l

FAS 7} Rot 194 7Hs/dol A 2 &2 Zith. LiA(poly)= S0l% R F/dolES =0l tha W
FAE HYom, HAF7F A2 Wl LFIAE g8 EdolA] <3t =415 BEagloy, A&7
7 AAY ER1E A7} AIFF 0l ITHE 3.17).

H3.17 HE A7 W ALY E TEEetd Hlw 21

1
0

A HNHA(HE) STHEAE AAIZ N Sn Sp PPV NPV
EIA(poly) 0.4 914 100 049 032 1.00
1 Bissola (2024) _ LIA(poly) 1 1012 092 068 042 097
CLIA(GG) 1 1128 092 086 062 _ 0.98
LIA(gG) 1 89 078 069 053 _ 088
2 Tucker (2024) =2/ 15h(103) 0.4 89 100 049 045 1.00
CLIA(gG) REAE 1318 08/ 096 066 _ 0.99
3 Nilius (2023) PaGIA 1273091 083 031 0.99
ELISA(9G) HEAP|E 1378 090 093 055 0.99
PaGIA 115 100 086 029 1.00
A Besch(2022) —Ficni05) oggle 116 1.00 096 050 1.00
CLIA(GG) 1 74 087 089 084 _ 091
5 Rittener—Ruff PaGIA SoHI= 74 1.00 0.39 0.53 1.00
(2022) LFIA(IgG) Sotm= 74 0.80 0.82 0.75 0.86
LIA(poly) 1 60 08/ 060 05/ _ 088
LFI(IgG) 385 073 064 008 098
Althaus
6 (20508) PaGIA 385 100 074 013 1.00
EIA(9G) 03 385 100 07/ 015 1.00
; Althaus EIAIGG) 05 1400 099 083 045 1.00
(2020b) CLIAGG) 1 1400 085 094 064  0.98
Varchot ELISA(GG) 03 305 096 096 _ 068 1.00
8 2020) PaGIA *+ve 306 100 075 027 1.00
CLIA(GG) >1 306 081 100 096 098
ELISA(poly) 04 62 100 025 026 1.00
9 Samuel Q020) —F 151 106) 0.4 92 100 095 056 __ 1.00
LFI(gG) 17100 093 067 1.00
10 Kumar Q019 —5 510 18100 081 040 __ 1.00
. ELISA(poly) NR 537 034 092 046 087
11 Refaai 2019) ==/ 000 1 537 036087 037 __ 087
12 Berroeta ELISA(poly) 0.5 90 1.00 0.73 0.50 1.00
(2016) LFIA(9G) ot 90 095 092 075 _ 099
LFI(gG) 33 098 083 044 1.00
PaGIA 124 100 055 019 1.00
13 Leroux (2014) ST HR|
ELISAUGG)  7IZX|9/115% 334  1.00 083 044  1.00
oA A2
LIApoly) 1 110100 073 046 1.00
14 Althaus CLIA(poly) 1 448 0.98 0.82 0.42 1.00
(2013) CLIAUGG) 1 448 096 097 _ 0.78 1.00
ELISA(9G) 05 448 098 0.86 047 1.00
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A

HH  HM KX (SE) SHAArH QAAIZ N Sn Sp PPV NPV
ELISA(poly) 05 2000 091 0091 0.53 0.99
15 Galea 2013 —Fr e 6) 03 200 086 093 060 098
450nmOlA 7|1F
Alofe| EBE
16 Kapadia ELISA(poly)  (absorbance)2] 217 0.18 0.86 0.27 0.78
(2013) 26%E QI Z}
oz AY
PaGIA 217 002 099 033 0.77
ELSIA(poly) 0.4 45 067 08 036 0.94
17 Minet (2013) _ CLIA(IgG) 1 45 067 092 057 0.95
CLIA(poly) 1 45 067 087 044 0.94
ELISA(G) NR 60 100 083  0.74 1.00
18 Kolde (2010) — 5\ 06) Soturs 60 100 100 _ 1.00 __ 1.00
LFI-HIT(IgG) Sotm= 452 100 093 054 1.00
EL'SéT('FG)’ 0.4 452 100 089 043  1.00
19 Sachs (2011)
Eumge), 05 452 100 087 039  1.00
PaGIA soms 450 091 087 036 99.2
Bakehoul ELISA(GG) 0.4 500 1.00 089  0.41 1.00
20 ?2508>“ ELISA(poly) 0.4 500  1.00  0.81 0.28 1.00
PaGIA gotm= 500 094 088 037 1.00
o1 Schallmoser ELISA(poly) 0.761 285 0.82 0.75 0.31 0.97
(2009) ELISA(GG) 0.564 285 085 081 0.38 0.98
’ Pouplard PaGIA |oMms 213 09 092 057 0.99
(2007) ELISA(poly) 0.4 213 100 082 039 1.00

ELISA, enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; EIA, enzyme immunoassay; LFI, lateral flow immunoassay; LIA, latex
immunoturbidimetric assay; NPV, negative predictive value; PaGIA, Particle Gel Immuno Assay: PPV, positive
predictive value; Sn, sensitivity; Sp, specificity

ELISA A1zt ©&9): optical density; CLIA, LIA YA &) U/mL
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1.2 dxd

1.2.1 MEAL EY

H3.18 ZHld 7t 3+

1 KX o ~
o AT} Sz Lhg
HIT(LIA) 201 253
2 2 1159 2iXt, 015

S uro s
Dweck (2024) - O 3 spa zpiure dixtor HA JtBig 5.
Srpato] mat
St 4T H42 H25/0] HIT 2
Condon SITI|ZE O HIT ZAf A EeS Aot 2Host 2k
(2020) U= = omat st 303 ELISAPOY) 2 'mo1x g1=x| slol-gjory 2t
X HeXuEn 20
HIT &5 ZAS 22 & 4Ts H2A| B2FY 11 - ZAH|
Hasan (2016) o= 150230] 212l SHx} ELISA(poly) 2 BIoN| AR HIg
. AT ®AE 2R3 o9 0]
1 7|7t =0t =1y T
Burnett (2016) 0|2 ;ﬁ”'gi;&i';ﬁf' ELISA(oly)  HIT @F 24, 2mQst x2 244
aAvtRBE 2= 21 B2 Hziof 0x|= st Tt

A

HIT, heparin inducted thrombocytopenia; LIA, latex immunoturbidimetric assay: ELISA, enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay

1.2.2 ZHIE d7H21

Dweck 5(2024)2 LIA AA 973 & SRA HARE AI3eE 312 11572 tiido 2 43t Ak, g At
whet A w7t HBE 11278 5 8070] oPFERREC = HekE|glow, o] F 7175(88.7%)°]
3402 YYo= FRIEo] oF 65,0008 9] BH A3 X7 Hl-go] WA 2o g HIIst9irt.
Codon 5{(2020)= ELISA(polyspecific) AAFS] 28dE &o]7] flafl ARV 7]
A Y =7HCDST)E -85t ZAE A5, 1 A3 HIT AAL 9] A= A A
T 11370 9F 59% #Aastlon, AAFHIE <F 11,0009 7 A=

Hasan 6(2016)2 4Ts H7F 22 3kxof| A ELISA(polyspecific) HAFR] FAEAES 18.5%H o
71" A AHSRA)NA BRI 2% 2182 3.7%C] BT TAR, dd wollA] AALE Alske 4 <F
59,882¢2]9] FARH] H3to] 7oL, B2 i o 2 Qg BEH 3t A= & 32,3639 2] &7}
Hl-go] BHASE 4= 9lo] AAH 0= 103,348 F 9 H-§ Fo] 2eE 4= &S HiIstoirt.
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Burnett 5{(2016) E3H4Ts F4 7|8 SAE S8 HIT A AAF A4S 2F39% ZAAIRL, IV A
EE] oAA X7 AL 5 SYo 2N F v]do] MY A 134,445E 04 7Y F 58,691 2

Zdsslel oF 6204(75,7542 )] ¥§ M7 Hapr} Agieky Huslsick

H3.19 Hig 3+ 29

¢t HXRHHE) i<l
O ATHA: LIA BAPFOIA Y40 LI 8Kt 5 SRA £=3li5t 8iXt 115 CHa
4Ts | B | SRA ¥4 SRA 4
0-3 62 4(6.5%) 58(93.5%)
4-5 44 4(9.1%) 40(90.9%)
6-8 9 A(44.4%) 5(55.6%)
total 115 12(10.4%) 103(89.6%)
O HIE Ak
o OF27tER2HK50mg/50ml bag) B =0H7t Tml & $5.265, & $263.25, HIE
SIXI0|H 747|S0] Haol SXI0A OI27tER28E 2mg/kg/min FYEH, St
oA LEMOZ 0.5mg/kg/minCE £F. Bt At MESS 80kg2=2 7Hot0]
1 Dweck (2024)

XEY OI27tEREK0.5mg/kg/min) AFBA| 512 & F0{F 568mgl 2 F4t. 0]
Of w2t OI27IE 2| ot Wit HIZ2 $305.72 AHbt

o H|23| Il (unfractionated heparin)?| "x =0i7H= 25,000U/250mg bag
JIEC2 $12.5% 0| 7t 7|EC2 & I ol|ItE 3Y X|=HIE $51.842 &Y

o HIT Y T & TR HERIR B BiXk: 97.4%(112/115)
o T 2Kt & 69.6%(80/115H)7t OI27IERHIC 2 MetE

HIT RI2E 22 2Kt & 88.7%(71/80%)7t YIYAM0|US
OIE7IEZE ME 2t & 71H0| YLG0IAH, F7HHIE $65,000 L4

O HHAL KL 717 SO HIT ZAIE QA6 303HO| SX}

O &+ 71zt

o 1XHHYQ015H 12¢ ~ 20168 78): AAIHHIT HAL FS A1 BESH 4T
HE ALGH HAL FAS B,

o 2} 7HRU(20174 9¥ ~ 2018 5E): MAR7I=20| AN X =F(Clinical
decision support tool, CST)E =5IH QAZHHIT HAIE 23S I 4T FE
A& ALGHES 8.

O ZXHGAL ELISA(poly), ¥71% 0.5

2 Codon(2020) O ZAMIZ: ELISA $60, SRA $3322 A4k, ELISAE 2AI7t O|L ZAHZT LI,

SRAE= 3-5% O[Lf Zt 211

O HIT ZiA 2 98 714

742l H(20155): 27974

o IXFHU(Q016E): 1777 (36% LA

2%t HI(20181): 11374 (59% L)

O A HY 5 HIT A FA

WO O[BI(AT 0~3): 10321 & 5471(52.4%) FiA

=

L]
mon

ual
9
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il HXXHHE) i<l
o S7HQASTAT 4~b): 2271 & 1571(68%) FA
o =2 QAT 6~8): AL QX
O ELISA ZAIOIIA ALN(HA LX) g
o JHY H:5.3%
o i = ROMRK|EE K= SN AN Z HAIEX| IS
o ELISA AN AHOIAXIZE SRA HAIAME SHO2 TNE &AL O &0l
— SLQSHHIT ZITt 7HsMd AlAL
O 17t AIBIAl ZA} H|S TZtok
o JHY F(20156H): $22,000
o JHR Z(20184): $11,400
* Z$11,000 HZ (50% ZA)
Year ELISA SRA Total cost/year
2015 259 20 $22,000
2016 158 19 $15,800
2017 122 15 $12,300
2018 113 17 $11,400
O A HIT A BAIS 22 & 134F2| ¥ &Rt
O SMBAL ELISA(poly),
O HIT &xlg 2 ZAt Heie
o AT Ha MAYFZO~3ENOIM HIT 288 81H & 3H(3.7%)
o 4T M4 S5k 014 BAH4~8H)UIA HIT 2X18: 53H & 7H(13.2%)
O ELISA ¥ME:
o TX| &A= 27H(20.1%)0| ELISA 24
o TI2LE AT Mz M J120M ELISA YHEL 18.6%, 4K SRA EX2 3.7%
3 Hasan (2016) O HIT ZAHHIE B4
* ELISA ZAH 18T HIE: $739.29
o SRA ZA 13/ H|Z: $9256.26
o ELISA ZAME 4T M= 4 0| AQ1 SEXI0AH 2 A2H5HH, $59,882.49 B2 7ts
O Hlefmz! s S0H AR HIE
o ZEOj2|sA(Fondaparinux, 12 HIR): $989.48
» Ot27IEZ2EKArgatroban, 12 H|E): $2,260.40
o EIQSH HIT X222 Qlaf £ $32,362.529] F7t Hlg L. = XY B
$103,348.13
O A7 thA:
o QGIF 717t SO HIT ZHI(HIT Ab) ZAPE - EH 2E At
O 3 g
o SXHAAL ELISA(pol
4 Bumett2016) e & ol rrf?o;yr)tm B HT S0 20S 4828 T
o Y = AT H ALl ZA HEE WUt S AT Mt S Ee g2 42 4
Ab RIS HE
O HgpH
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NEC SISIIMRI-PFA SH| [HUMOIZIAN

Pl HNHXHHE) A2

+ ELSIA HI $55, SRA HIZ: $300, IV Ol27tE 28| U H| T+ 80kg BtAt

7|1Z0=Z 9 $1300902 =X
o QAR QIZHH| AIZIH $532Z ALt

+ HIEEH0= 2H 2LHE ol =

[Syumey|

O Zu

® HIT 2iAt 7t 242

AL

Z3IX} 19I5 I

Ell

HIZ 2

ool

[ LLO O

o HIT Ab ZAIR & 2F 71 1767401 ) — 1077101 &) (9% L4,

p¢0.001)
© X2/ HIT Ab A 215
* HIT Ab ZAF KA FAE
4T F47t ot 2xEst
2) (BAHCR fonE
o 23U HY = HAZ X2E HAF S
52.4%(1Y £) 2 24 (p=0.004)

F 'I.()lL HO

=]

Ho

e HIT3H Xz Ha}
* HIT Ab ZAOIN e TH
(p=0.535)

=]
=

mjo
rlo

® HIT ZAH 2 XI2 HIS 2

176400 M) — 63710HY &) (64% &4, p<0.001)
=l 2 0%CHY &) — 41%01 =
PACE FIHE HALBIE: 72.2%0HY &) — 69%(1Y

SXMMSH ZAHHIE2 72.2%00Y &) —

HIZ: 14%0H &) — 10%01Y )

o ZHI2:134,44522{01Y ®) — 58,6912 =
o B T HIE: 19.58Z2(PHY M) — 7512 (Y =

o & 75,754231(62%) B

o HIT ZAt A2 MZE FItHHIE
o AN A4H FHAR 2 420 BT

*SRA #AAPL HQGHA| 20t 13,2005 2] 7t B2 It

Ab, antibody; HIT, heparin inducted thrombocytopenia; LIA, latex immunoturbidimetric assay; ELISA,

enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; SRA, serotonin release assay
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= |
ekl PR4 FAEDAAAAN S sl S BAT 4% ALhS Bx 0w sjniel-PRs 2R
ohet 3] S5 SIS ZAjolrt
2 7142 4192714 87H2013 ) 714 201590] Hl3o] B0 2 SA|E g0, 20200k 7

N,

QIFEHE 50~80%7t A-8=1= AdEo] 0= ekt o] F 2025H0l 433 B7}
O 2 JREo] Wi HUEY 9 I HE AAE Fof AH7 B8 o] ol whet AjEt
0 2 SAE|Qit}, ojof wha} 2025 A|1A} Q77 1EAH 7 FILS](2025.1.10.)014 B71A1EIA
TS Y=gl o, & 7&9] A Bl tigt o= E T = L.

o] Aeie A= F 66Hel3oH, o] F FiHd B7F 63H(EF A B71A),
o] ZFE|QITE. G VA= HIT QSR Wk, SR, 24804, AR dWE@ds
QI SAHAR= ELISA, CLIA, LIA, PaGIA, LFI AAPF Z3tE 9l ow, SR A4t
FAT)E XFoto] Agede Bast A7 19309t FunEAAe] 3% 7164
AHSRA E+= HIPA)E @50 & AMERE 39743 0 2 HA| A+9] oF 70%E AHA|skiTt. 11 2o
THE WS, AT HA D 7 5A HAR] oot 28 ATt oS Bl HIT Xdo]

1.

I

ool
d

24y J‘g 2 ]

-, oX o MN
oX, ) 5; 03; =2

o e I i

ol fok

E e

2
I

-
N
=)

)
ofrl
i)

|
b

o

oz
ox

rR oY oS o on

1.1 510}

AAFEPAE(ELISA, CLIA, LIA, PaGIA, LFI) ¥ 341-8-8(IgG, polyspecific)e] AehgaAgdS Hasl
A3}, gjEEO] AAPA HiZEE 0,90 oJAe® RITEYT Eo|rl (.64904 0.94 HYZ
ZRI=% e AUCE 0.8397141 0.97 A= e, 1gG 5ol FAIE o83t ELISA? CLIAE 22}
AT 0.973+0.90, E0]%= 0.8592} 0.942 HA1E| AT} Polyspecific @A 715 ELISA?} LIAS] Eo]==
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NEC SISIIII2I-PF4 S| [HUSIZIAN

0.64°14 0.80 Mt PaGIAS} LFI= 717 0.98, £°]%= 0.85, AUC 0.952 R =itk

WFHG(4Ts)ol w2 e HE IHFE == 78 A 7 Rpol 2 QIsf AA A1 vl gHA7 3lof,
2 Gl ZF At HollA AA| di =2t s A 9 5% oS Hlashs e R
7RIS LU B4 AFEC] =2 5 itk B arEjote] PSS SHeE
37K Ay, FAPPHERE 1 ~ 439 AqolA ARSI = ol o] HA didtoly
A1l Hlsl Y=A B =2 FNISEE Holi= Aol IRI=Irh THE, s A8

g0l &2 FF= B2, LIA(poly) HA| It

50| BFoA 4te] 7 o e 7FE . LFls €5 A70lA Solert Hal g5

>
ox;

O

¢
)
i
;o

F7ko] M4 HA ek} chao] o] A4S AL

1.2 dxd

9 2 18-S PAATIE Ao Uekih B3] SIopoz olst 1) A 2g opisho A 44
s o] 7lofet A= wusielrt

2. 4=

o|=7|&AH7} AU A 7} ATlel] ZASte] Thet 2L oS AT
£:9)915 Fluhel-PR4 AR E e AAS) Aekgsk ol et ek Anke St A Av)
S AA7E AN 0. 94t A1ek A8 Holu] HIT Asho] §-84 =72 Fhekelrhs o do|giey.

53], @A AR A 2 JH 5=l SAlE FE HiolM HIT Aol 28 7Fs?t diAldAr 8= 38
S o 2 GA] BFE -8 7= TR B I AAREE 2= ELISA(gG)2F CLIA(gG)7t

H w2 Avhe QAL AT} P A A AdeS Hol AR® w2 HARE F7HE[leH, T 99
AP A3 HAle} o d o] 7 A A8 Al F=e7F B stk ool ERl 4T
RS Sheit 4 23, 2] HARIAM 4Ts 47t S5 oV o) PANISTrH a3t et

4 4 I 73 A ebd ol 71992 <= ol BRI o, a7 2
T = HITZ 2 ke AR7F 5 Eard HES AR , 2hxke] Aeeh flgactle S o=
AR 41T S0 BRSPHAL Htt. of2fRt SHHolA FA 4Ts H4= 44 ol dRl A-ollt g3l



YSH BY 7122 ek B ZHIA Eslek ojolgirt.
AA ZRo L 5 2Ol SUE A7 70 SHHoR, 4Ts Y4B BT A
AL 2 go] B R AL L MRS Fo| 2 v1§ o] 7]efsks A0 ehet. th, S
vl Q4 @ BASZA AL Mg A2, S A AT L A ofnke 2ol gl
o1 24 2 §3hsloli Algto] Sleke olzdo] AXIHIgie.

2025 A87t 2|2714418719191212025.8.8 )= 2:518] 22 2 Bkol e sto] cheat 2ol
Yofstsit.

oz 1A ISl AP Qe ke 2
[[H’ __‘['LLH o]A]—A ] 1 ]u}ﬂ EH =

.
o =
AEIE A LY 0 A

Ffl:‘_lZi

_

53



10.

11.
12.

13.

14.

15.

16.
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AFEANAE 7MY, AR EE o8 2025 195
AFEIHAIE7HY 871 A TR, Qmr|Ede: PAB7HIY, TAIGE 23] [RIFY. [AAY: 2024
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