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N15UssliulsEaNSN MBI YANAaa U MIUATI
11-nor-delta-9- tetrahydrocannabinol-carboxylic acid (THC-COOH) Tudsganae

Effi cacy of Screening Tests for
11-nor-delta-9- tetrahydrocannabinol-carboxylic acid (THC-COOH)
Detection in Urine
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Tuuszmalnenugdudianiyuiigtinisininiinisiuueanesed nionsiane1t us
oglsAmulilanunsadfinaevieasiassordminisgld nsnmadansedulssimalnensaldlagld
ynagpuNIATIveyRustesiysluilaansdalutuneuiiddylunimseaeuniefndugiuid
vl FoRananlunisusnaveansnmadnnsesiymieyanadeuiserainduldfeizme
pldufuAnenfidnafuiiduneuniendnns uitedifaguszasdiiowisufioutssansnnga
negevayiusvediyulullaanie Ae 11-nor-delta-9- tetrahydrocannabinol-carboxylic acid lu
Jaane Imaﬁﬂmmmaauﬁﬁwé’ﬂﬂﬁ immunochromatography §1u2u 3 8%e uIMAdeU
UsgAvBamm vhnisvaassnnuituduvesansinnsgiuludlaanned 0, 10, 30, 50, 100 wag 200
ne/ml A1udIU (57uB%ear 30 Fe819) wudn GA1A1ula (sensitivity), A1ATIUT NI
(specificity), AUszaNSnN (Efficiency), positive predictive value (PPV) way negative predictive
value (NPV) Wiy 60, 100, 83.3, 100 wag 33.3% fuaau
ﬁ’lé”lﬁ'q;: 11-nor-delta-9- tetrahydrocannabinol-carboxylic acid, immunoassay, screening

tests
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Abstract

Thailand, cannabis abuse drivers, was lower prevalence than alcoholic and
amphetamine addicts, however, may ignore by police officers. Thai screening test kits for
determine cannabis metabolites were most important to judged drivers. Missing of result
interpretation on cannabis screening test kits may be occurred by different of immunoassay
application and/or procedure. Aims of this research were to compare efficacy of test kits
for 11-nor-delta-9- tetrahydrocannabinol-carboxylic acid detection in urine. All test kits were
principled immunochromatography technique and three brands of test kits were included
brand A, B and C. Each test kit was evaluated with 0, 10, 30, 50, 100 and 200 ng/ml of
standard compound dissolved in urine, respectively (total = 30 samples for each brand). The
results shown that test kits were presented sensitivity, specificity, Efficaincy, positive
predictive value (PPV) and negative predictive value (NPV), which were 60, 100, 83.33, 100,
and 33.3%, respectively

Keywords: 11-nor-delta-9- tetrahydrocannabinol-carboxylic acid, immunoassay,

screening tests

unin

ey (Cannabis sativa L. ) Wdusnanfinusznneengninednuszam Snsldduledu
BOLIUIUVANEARITTY nesunguaaasilunguiguiliudeeendu dyvaziyy aeglu
13 (family) Cannabaceae Uag @nalgenus) Cannabis (Fitgerald, Bronstein & Newquist, 2013)
feflunguinyundasiludnunziany fo cannabinoids Wuans ey (terpenes) wianils wuld
Tu 813 As A1ulu uasdenen arsd1fgfinuiteengnidednuazUszainie D9-
tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) dausnnwulufeyw uagans cannabidiol (CBD) Wuansiilieangmisie
Inuazuszamn Fanuludwaunnnda (Clarke & Watson, 2007; Pate, 1994) fayyiduansianiini
fouldfusgraunsvarevialan Sfiands 22481uau wazdeiinisldnafiogauiatiagiu UNODC
(2012) Tuszezinan 40 Yisu mimuaumenguinevesiadguidedaudsiuinn iosan
Fywriinrsturldnisnisunmdieozanniu msaniglaenisiuldannsamnuelditeengns
Slelnsdfisuiunisgu magefufgailutennasdiunnnudefiansulssmusmssiwanlasiy
gl (Fitgerald et al., 2013; Volmer, 2013) nasanianiigyyidrllaenisgu @15 THC azgnen
Fudhluegesinisaiiu Usauazidngnszuaidon azgndesuazidsugusmenssuaunsmaniilag
ulmifisuniensraneluduiedelufudiusneg Uoauaziiu (Berthet et al, 2016; Musshoff &
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Madea,  2006) \iloans THC — gnaduiingduaziinUjAzenisilaesusy Tngnszuiunis
hydroxylation uag carboxylation ¥lile 11- hydroxy-Delta-9-THC (11-OH-THC) waadu 11-
Nor-Delta-9- carboxylic acid THC (THC-COOH) (Berthet et al., 2016) THC %Qﬂﬁuaaﬂﬁnﬂ
$umeegtn o dhavaululuiu dasedinegiivszana 1-6 Falus dwdugildhivestin wag 20-
36 Hlas d vl dulsedr THC gniueenniegaanss 60% - 80% uazdutiosdigniuoonmia
Jaanuiies 20% -35% lutlaazfidueanun wanuslaviinufe THC-COOH-glucuronide wazwy
THC-COOH dnuaudnties (<4%) A1ATaT3nuedTHC-COOH  agiiuszanas 30 Halas (Musshoff &
Madea, 2006) kag 3-4 U (Huestis, 2007) %uagjﬁummﬁmﬂ%’ﬁ’aym

UIZaIATINITINY
Wan1sUseliulseninmuesnnaaeud miunsia 11-nor-delta-9-THC-COOH Tulaanie

YOULIANITAVY
nsfnwAnednusassiidunisAnuidenmunm (qualitative) Foamsldyanadey 11-nor-
delta-9-THC-COOH Tutlaanie fsil
1. veuwaUszrins meideluadeillildansuinsgiuli-nor-delta-9-THC-COOH wldlu
nsnaaeuidslundaranuidudu feyaneaeu Tnslitaanzaneaating 10 auilieefiuse i
nsldfyrannou s 5 au , fune 5 aw) duidensin eraatasundsuay 30 au Alidnsld
giseansanfnduusedn
2. YaulUAAILYS
MiUsdase Ao Usuaans 11-nor-delta-9-THC-COOH Tudaanie
fklsny Ao Useansnmlunmsnsiameynnaaaull-nor-delta-9-THC-COOH
3. waulwaaan lumsiteadsliiteidenyiinisided nsuivermansnisunnd nsensag
AN51504EY Lﬁaﬂmﬂmiﬁﬁ%’sﬁqqLﬁiﬂ,uﬁaﬂﬂWiﬁﬁ%’mﬁ@maﬁ]ﬁ’mmmaau11—nor-delta—9-THC-
COOH witeliléandsisiifussansnim azmnsiad uasvanzaudian lasduduiunisidofaud
WFousunau 2558 uazAuaanideluifounanay 2559 Tavsdudusvezionn 11 Heu

N1INUNIUITTUNTTY

finsAnwuiefunsldamsaninoongnimadnuazuszamlunguidud Fanuveslu
Uszmaniisnglige arsandanldlunguituiingfmemissnoud S (3.5-27%) laau
(33%), wouwlaniiu (4.6-14%) Hu (opioid) (19%) wag NANYIWBUNAU (benzodiazepine) (3-12%)

(Appenzeller et al., 2005; Carmen et al., 2002)
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'
a

Ingsathit et al. (2009) l¢id1sammunsszuInvesenanfnuazuoaneseanlilunguiiu
guBUd 1,635 AU 91n1RnAYeUsEMAlnesEIl 2005-2006 vranAaTioongVEHoIALAY
Uszamitnsranuaindedisaannyly 158 au (9.7%) wusniignngvune 3 vlnfe sudusd
(antihistamines) (2.0%), 81ufile (0.7%) wazngueuaumdy (benzodiazepines) (0.2%) g tawnAni
MIIANUAD B1U(amphetamine) (1.8%), Ay (cannabis) (1.1%) Wwnseviau (mitragynine) (0.9%)
wazuesHy (0.1%) nsreaudindnuindduinaniaymiiiuutesninfianeth dedwauy
fand1reasinliiinnisuestimvesd i il Tngidmeiivunnlfauauladugiuinam
Loanogeduazianetfiis uIuIInTwIes qannisasrany egralsAnudnindiaasiinnsiu
Haameiviifensadansoaniyrdegameaoy fajuganadeuuuudansendosiululssme
Ineslmudrdyedrannlumsseyiiudinsldiyymiels

/ANTUNITIVY

GREIGEY

d19a¥a1801M3§1U 11-nor-delta-9-THC-carboxylic acid (THC-COOH, standard solution)
(Cerilliant :  Austin, TX),  Methanol (Merck), qumwﬁggsmwwam (caste  test) (USP
Pharmaceutical Manufactory, Thailand; Bioline: BRIA LAB, Thailand), ﬁqﬂm’mﬁ’aynmumju (strip
test) (Bioline: BRIA LAB, Thailand)

nsnuldaanizuaznisnisufaagg

[ o A = wa Y 1 Y a ¥

Wulaanizaineranadns 10 aunliweduseiinisldiyuanney (wde 5 Ay, ue 5
Au) Tnelasin1sideasfesinuauiiurouanAnnssuNsauasuNITITeluwdAneNIIUNIS
J3us3Tunazerdtalasynauldsunudureuluaisdnvaldnes Ysumsdaanizlaesiuain
ananasiasiiulauszana 1 8as (whe 100 fadasdeny) Megrsllaansiinuldaneiaaiasazgn
wusnentuanuuneutadluduieslfifnisiietluwisudegenianududy 10, 30, 50, 100
way 200 ng / ml AUaIY

A15LM38U Stock standard THC-COOH
1ag1in THC-COOH 50 pl YSuusunmsaae methanol TialauSuins 5 ml

N139353388U THC-COOH laayanagay
@13 THC-COOH (Stock standard) w@azAsuLuugi (10, 30, 50, 100 kag 200 ng / ml) ¥
azanglu Jaane (pooled urine) thlunaaeuiuyanaaou (Wuuven 2 B%e wazkuugy 1 8ve)
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MUAMULIIVBERER UiazAutuTuiInITnageu 5 sgwia‘qﬂmaau NTBIUNANITNAABY
UIINuatdswng 1 way ﬁLLaUﬂaUQu (control line) 81umaifiuuan (positive), Aaauas 2 wau 7
LaUAUANLAZLAUNAZEU (control and test lines) Bunaiduau (negative) uazduauas 1 Loy 7
wauUnAaaU (test lines) wuswaldly (invalid) thuadildunmuans aanuls (sensitivity),aaus e
(specificity), positive predictive value (PPV), negative predictive value (NPV) wagUszansniw
veeyANAaaU(efficiency) 193‘[.@81%’@@39’1’@5 %A1k = (TP / TP + FN) x 100; % Anua1we = (TN
/ TN + FP) x 100; PPV% = (TP / TP + FP) x 100; % NPV = (TN / TN + FN) x 100; %
UsganSan= (TP + TN/ TP + FP+ TN + FN) x 100 (M7UATP = wauInaze TN = Naauass, FP
= NaUINaLaE FN = naauliia)

NAN13IY

NMTNAADUMBYANAABUAT THC-COOH Wlafiarsanifissiianandudu 50-200 ng/ml
Fragrefilinaduuan (nndl 1) wuan dan Al (sensitivity), A1a1u8 e (specificity),
Positive predictive value (ppv) , Negative predictive value (NPV) hazdszansnin (efficacy)
Wiy 60, 100, 100, 33.33 uay 83.33% A Na1dU fauansluansnedl 1 finnududusinga 50
ne/ml 1 Tinawuauiia 3 8% (it 2) Fadulumuimusuesussnitng il

AR 1 fheeeiliuauan ( A) Bioline (card), B) JSP (card), C) Bioline (strip) )
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A 2 egeilvaaduay ( A) Bioline (card), B) JSP (card), C) Bioline (strip) )

5197t 1 nan1sUsEIllugANAaaU (sensitivity, specificity, PPV, NPV and efficacy)

Parameter/test kit ~ Card test kit | (%)  Card test kit Il (%) Strip test kit (%)

Sensitivity 60 60 60
Specificity 100 100 100
PPV 100 100 100
NPV 33.33 33.33 33.33
Efficiency 88.33 88.33 88.33

d3Uuazaiusnenan1sivg

31NN15NAABINISIUTHULBUUTEANS A myANAgaUM8a1s 11-nor-delta-9-THC-COOH
nuin nsfnuluadidldinisanauuudanseadesdu dadundnnisuuugiduiuine
(Immunoassay) Imamswmaaaﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁmmaau 3 §ve wnUSeuiiouiu F9dve A, B 1438msuuU
von luraziidie C ISR REMIIREY Ynsnaaeuivoay 30 fete sausrNdLTUR 0, 10, 30,
50, 100 wag 200 ng/ml Mmua1su wui dA1 ANl (sensitivity), AMAIINTUNE (specificity),
AUTEANSAIN (Efficiency), positive predictive value (PPV) wag negative predictive value (NPV)
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Wiy 60, 100, 83.3, 100 uaz 33.3% auaIsu Wiefiarsaamsiimnududu 50, 100 waz 200
ng/ml wuindlAaanala (sensitivity) Wiy 100% wazfieanududu 30 waz10 ng/ml tu Seadinda
cut-off (50 ng/ml) lwawfuausia 3 de  Fadulumuimuavesusiniinanls edrslsfinnm
SEEEAINIeIUNANTUTINGUBIUNUA YeusazBvieuazAuy aglurieiiliivindu Ae fiaanu
WUl 50 ne/ml %o A, B war C Aadsvesiawindu 47.006, 49.368 waz 19.650 3ud
AudeU Ainnnududuil 100 ne/ml 8% A, B way C Aadsvasianyindu 47.192, 49.690 uaz
20.722 Funft mudu Annnudududi 200 ne/ml 8o A, B waz C Auadsvesianviniu 42,258,
57.846 waz 10.122 undl muddu eandiulgindie ¢ Tnatlunserunaiidania Sddifude
misdslunsidyanaaeulunipauy
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ofy FurSatan uasAstun 1Boudng. (2550). TRfwInet Fanisedl 1). ngavmusuas: drlindu
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