
Hi Rick:  

My Japanese is a bit rusty of course, but I think I have the gist of the report. 

This study was sponsored by Softbank and included 44,000 people that had recently been to Taiwan. It 
seems like they were testing everybody, and not just people with symptoms.  

They tested mostly employees of Softbank customers, but also about 5,800 people that work in 
healthcare.  Altogether, only 191 had the virus, with the majority of them being healthcare providers. 
The specificity was indeed 100%, when compared with PCR, but the sensitivity was only 87.3% compared 
to PCR.  

That appears to be a poor showing; however, based on this report from Dr. 
Hansen, https://www.acpjournals.org/doi/full/10.7326/M20-1495 the research shows that false 
negatives from PCR start off at 100% on day 1 of infection, and go down to 67% false negatives on day 4. 
Day 5 is when symptoms first show up, and the false negative rate is still 38%, decreasing to 20% on day 
8, and then beginning to climb to 21% again on day 9, and from there up to 66% on day 21.  

So at the VERY best, if you hit it on just the right day, you might get 80% sensitivity with the PCR test on 
one day, but the rest of the time, it is much worse than that. That is why Dr. Hansen said no one is 
talking about the fact that PCR tests are only 75% accurate. (Which is actually generous, given the fact 
that operator error is a factor also. Depending on the day, it could be up to 66% inaccurate.)  

If I am reading it right, in the Japanese study, there were 13 times when the Antibody test showed 
positive, while the PCR test showed negative. So it is likely that the antibody test, which is overall more 
accurate, was right on at least some if not all of those, while it was the PCR test that was, in fact, 
incorrect.   
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