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Abstract: Lung cancer is the leading cause of cancer-related mortality worldwide. Early detection is
essential to achieving a better outcome and prognosis. Volatile organic compounds (VOCs) reflect
alterations in the pathophysiology and body metabolism processes, as shown in various types of
cancers. The biosensor platform (BSP) urine test uses animals’ unique, proficient, and accurate ability
to scent lung cancer VOCs. The BSP is a testing platform for the binary (negative/positive) recognition
of the signature VOCs of lung cancer by trained and qualified Long–Evans rats as biosensors (BSs).
The results of the current double-blind study show high accuracy in lung cancer VOC recognition,
with 93% sensitivity and 91% specificity. The BSP test is safe, rapid, objective and can be performed
repetitively, enabling periodic cancer monitoring as well as an aid to existing diagnostic methods. The
future implementation of such urine tests as routine screening and monitoring tools has the potential
to significantly increase detection rate as well as curability rates with lower healthcare expenditure.
This paper offers a first instructive clinical platform utilizing VOC’s in urine for detection of lung
cancer using the innovative BSP to deal with the pressing need for an early lung cancer detection
test tool.

Keywords: lung cancer; early diagnosis; screening; early detection; volatile organic compound;
biosensors; biomarkers

1. Introduction

Lung cancer is the leading cause of cancer-related mortality worldwide and is undoubt-
edly one of the most serious public health concerns of the last two centuries [1–6]. Projec-
tions published by the American Cancer Society, Inc., report an estimate of 127,070 deaths
from lung cancer in the US for 2023 [7]. These numbers reflect a gloomy picture of our
current ability to treat this condition. A 2021 report from the American Cancer Society
(ACS) states that most lung cancer cases in the United States are diagnosed in later stages,
which mandates aggressive, costly treatments with projected five-year survival of less than
20% [8,9].

Lung cancer is broadly divided into small-cell (SCLC, approx. 15% cases) and non-
small-cell lung cancer (NSCLC, approx. 85% cases). The main histological subtypes of
NSCLC are adenocarcinoma and squamous cell carcinoma [10]. If identified at an early
stage, surgical resection of NSCLC offers a favorable prognosis, with 5-year survival
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rates of 70–90% for small, localized tumors (stage I) [11,12]. Early detection and surgical
intervention can contribute to 5-year life extension in about 50% of cases [13,14].

The two components of early detection of cancer are early diagnosis and screen-
ing. Early diagnosis focuses on detecting cancer with symptomatic patients as early as
possible, while screening consists of testing healthy individuals to identify those having
cancer before any symptoms appear [15]. The current lung cancer screening programs
are based on the National Lung Cancer Screening Trial (NLST) using low-dose computed
tomography scans (LDCT) [16]. While LDCT lung cancer screening programs exist, these
tests are associated with overdiagnosis and overtreatment, disparities in adherence, low
positive predictive value (PPV: proportion of true positives among those with a positive
test result) as well as a high cumulative false-positive rate when used sequentially (low
PPV) [14]. Furthermore, the long elapsing time between referral to test, duration of the test
itself, and test inconvenience, all contribute to the low test utilization within the eligible
population—which was only 5% in 2020 [17]. Therefore, there is still a great unmet need
for developing a novel, rapid, simple, and reliable lung cancer detection test [18]. The
latter will facilitate diagnosis by the physician, in combination with traditional imaging
techniques, and potentially serve as an alternative or adjunct screening test in the future.
Moreover, early detection of cancer will enable treatment with a lower level of toxicity,
along with decreased exposure to radiation. Furthermore, early detection of lung cancer
in early stages is associated with improved overall survival and reduces treatment cost
and treatment complexity [13,14,19,20]. It is well recognized that tumors and tumor cells
secrete compounds into the bloodstream and subsequently to the urine so that these may
be detected using in vitro diagnostic testing [21]. The aqueous urinary matrix contains a
small percentage of volatile VOCs. VOCs are a diverse group of carbon-based chemicals
that are classified on the basis of their chromatographic retention time and boiling point
(ranging from 50 ◦C to 260 ◦C) [22]. Urinary metabolomics studies have been employed to
different cancer types, such as breast, colorectal, esophageal, pancreatic, prostate, and liver
cancers [23]. These molecules, which can be perceived as odors (especially by animals),
have been shown to function as “odor signatures” that convey social, emotional, and health
information to other members of the species. Studies have shown that lung cancer cells
can release specific VOCs in vitro [24]. In addition, the presence of a growing tumor could
also induce specific metabolic or nutritional changes in the tumor microenvironment that
could alter the production or release of such compounds [22,23,25,26]. Since there is no
standardized approach to analyze VOCs, a plethora of techniques and matrices/cell lines
were explored, which is reflected in the various VOCs identified. However, comparing
VOCs in the headspace of urine, blood, and pleural effusions from patients and lung cancer
cell lines showed some overlapping VOCs, indicating their potential use as biomarkers for
lung cancer [27].

A novel approach for detection of VOCs from biological samples utilizes the extremely
sensitive olfactory abilities of certain animals to detect VOCs and, as a result, to provide an
indication of certain biological pathologies, such as lung cancer [22,23]. One of animals’
strongest senses is their ability to smell. A rat is one of the 10 animals with the best
sense of smell in nature, as well as an African elephant, a shark, and a grizzly bear.
There are various reports about different animals that have been able to be trained in the
laboratory to detect VOC’s such as dogs, C. elegans, ants, and birds. We chose Long–
Evens type rats because of their operational simplicity, low maintenance costs, lack of
dependency on a specific trainer, the animal’s lifespan, and its ability to perform as in
integral part of an automatic platform [28–30]. According to the International Union of Pure
and Applied Chemistry (IUPAC), biosensors (BSs) are considered devices that transform
biochemical information into an analytically useful signal. For a timely evaluation of a
specific pathological health condition, the BSs need: (i) accurate measurement, (ii) rapid
assessment, and (iii) selective detection. These properties of the sensor enables the physician
to accurately diagnose the specific disease and initiate required therapy to prevent further
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aggravation of the disease [23]. Urine tests are an established method for detecting several
diseases noninvasively.

In this manuscript, we present a detection system that utilizes the extremely sensitive
abilities of Long–Evans rats to detect VOCs from a urine sample to provide an indication of
a specific biological pathology, namely lung cancer.

The goal of this work is to present the validation of a BSP. The BSP is a testing platform
for recognition of the signature VOCs of lung cancer using trained rats as the BSs. Currently,
the test makes no distinction between lung cancer subtypes or their staging. The use of
rats as animal BSs in the current BSP has been developed based on data indicating (1) their
highly developed sense of smell, which is expressed in their ability to detect odors in very
low concentrations; (2) their ability to focus and distinguish a particular odor from within
a collection of odors; (3) their ability to learn the desired response to a specific odor; and
(4) extensive experience in behavioral work, academically and empirically. The BSP is based
on the BS’s (i.e., the trained rats’) sensitive recognition of the unique metabolic signature,
composed of VOCs, from a lung cancer patient’s urine sample. The test is intended to
serve as a differential diagnosis tool in conjunction with standard diagnostics enabling the
physician to proceed with optimal patient management without unnecessary delays or
disruption to the existing standard of care, and in the future as a potential tool for routine
cancer screening.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Animal Characteristics

Long–Evans rats were inbred and raised at the Early Labs facility. Eighteen male rats
were trained in this study. To be included in the study, rats had to be clinically healthy,
regularly available for training and familiar with training and testing of odor discrimination
procedures (see details below).

2.2. Animal Habitat, Nutrition, and Welfare

Animal welfare is an important aspect for the company and conforms with all Welfare
Quality® protocols as defined by the American Veterinary Medical Association.

The animals were held in a ventilated room inside a net cage. The room temperature
was set to 24 ± 2 ◦C. The cage dimensions were W180 cm × H210 cm × D180 cm. Each cage
held 7–10 rats. The cages included Sani Chip sawdust as a bed, shredded paper, and/or
fabric for nesting and covering. The animals were fed with a mixture that contained two
types of food with a 1:10 ratio: 1 kg chow for sniff-type rodents and 10 kg of chow for
DIETUS 2018sc-type rodents. The dumplings provided were about 10% of the animal’s
weight (20–30 gr) for 24 h, etc.; 300–600 mL water bottles were attached to the cage and the
animals had ad libitum access to water. The rats’ weight was recorded once a week and
every day during gestation. Each day, the food was weighed and divided into boxes for the
whole day and the water bottles were emptied and refilled. The food was spread throughout
their living facility and water bottles were cleaned every day. The cages were examined
daily for shortcomings. The cages were cleaned daily, including their furniture, cage floor,
and restroom tray and most of the sawdust was replaced daily. The animals were examined
daily by lab professionals for injuries, bleeding, and checked monthly by a veterinarian.
Extra emphasis was put on the tidiness of the cage and environmental enrichment. Animals
were exposed to different smells, noises, beds, toys, and changes of objects in order to
decrease stress. In accordance with European legislation (Dir. 2010/63/EU), no animal was
exposed to harmful conditions throughout this study.

2.3. The BS’s Training, Validation, and Qualification Process

Figure 1 describes the training, validation, and qualification steps of the rats included
in the study. The steps comprise basic training, BSP sessions (designed familiarize the BS
with the technological environment), binary sessions, and repeated internal training. The
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validation and qualification steps are described in Section 3.3. At each stage, there is a
mandatory threshold beyond which the next stage is initiated.
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Figure 1. The BS’s training, validation, and qualification process.

A multiphase protocol for training Long–Evans rats using an automatic platform was
developed. The training sessions are based on behavioral shape methodology and include
several consecutive phases at each described step. Human interaction with the platform
begins with a habitat for human touch. This can reduce interaction stress, making it easier
to detect desired odors. Next, rodents are introduced to the platform environment and
learn how to operate within. The following steps include associated learning and detection
reporting. Once they have passed these steps with high performance, they can repeat
the action in response to the stimulus. Each training session contains between 35 and
60 separate and consecutive exposures to different urine samples in a predefined sequence.

All exposures are performed at the front of the pod where a tube with urine sample is
presented to the rat. The rat pokes its head in the sniffing shaft while the tube is placed
in a tube holder. The rat is trained to indicate the positive samples in one area of the pod
and the negative sample in another area. For every “correct” answer (i.e., recognizing a
pathological sample as such, or a benign sample as such) the biosensor is rewarded with
“positive feedback” (i.e., a pellet). The answer is automatically reported to the software
(SW). There are no “negative feedbacks” for wrong answers. Thus, the biosensor must
make a one-out-of-two decision, a positive or negative answer. After the rat has performed
a total of the required correct indications, positive and negative per training session, it can
proceed to the next training stages.

Once the animal has passed all training stages, it can move to the final test that is
divided into two phases. The first includes testing samples that were used throughout
the training sessions. In the second phase, the rat is exposed to a sequence of unknown
samples in a double-blind test design: the test is conducted while the animal and the BSP
operator are both blinded to the result. Each animal works individually in an isolated pod,
so they cannot influence one another and no mimicry effect can occur. The BSs are trained
to provide binary assessment of a sample.

2.4. The BSP as a Binary Test for Lung Cancer Detection
2.4.1. The System General Overview

The BSP combines BSs (rats), mechanical components, hardware, software, and a
cloud-based database infrastructure (with compliance to data protection). The system
is divided into two main parts, as shown in Figure 2. Part one—the “operational area”
(Figure 2, left side)—is where the sample tubes are loaded. A conveyor belt with fixed
sample holders conveys the urine samples to the BSs’ cages and back. The tube holders
are designed to hold a single test tube. The holders keep the open test tube containing
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the urine sample isolated from the environment except for a hole set to be attached to the
exact front location of the sniffing shaft (see explanation below). Part two—(Figure 2, right
side) the “testing area”—consists of 3 fixed identical pods (see Figure 3) for 3 separate and
independent BSs.
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Figure 3. Pod illustration including a pod body (1), pod cover (2), sniffing shaft (3), feeders (4), and
IR camera (5). Animals can enter the shaft (3) and smell through the tube when the shaft is open. As
soon as the time is up, it closes, and the BS cannot enter. Feeders (4). IR camera (5) senses whether
the BS is inside the shaft or not and reports directly to the cloud.

2.4.2. Pods or “Sniffing Positions”

Each pod holds a BS while it assesses the urine samples through a sniffing shaft.
Each BS can assess a single sample at a time, and up to three samples can be assessed
simultaneously by the platform. Each pod console comprises the pod body, two feeders,
and a sensor wall.

The duration of stay of the animal in the sniffing shaft is monitored by a sensor
connected to a timer that counts the number of seconds in which the animal’s head is still
inside the sniffing shaft. Once the sample has been tested, the ventilation is turned on to
remove the VOC residue, and the sample moves to the next pod to be tested. Each sample
is tested three times by three separate and independent BSs.
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2.5. Sample Preparation and Processing

For the training, validation, and in the final test, urine samples were collected by the
patient into a sterile container and were aliquoted into 10 mL sterile polypropylene vacuum
tubes. The samples were frozen at −20 ◦C within 6 h of collection.

The urine samples are stored at −20 ◦C. The preparation of the samples for the test
is performed under the hood. Before placing the sample tube in the system, the urine is
aliquoted into 0.5 mL samples and preheated to 60 ◦C.

A group of 3 BSs assesses each sample in 3 different pods. The response is analyzed
using the software algorithm, which provides one output of ± for each individual urine
sample (the calculation is explained in Section 2.7). If one of the BSs does not place its nose
into the shaft (t = 0) an error is recorded as the output and then a new BS assesses the specific
sample. The door closes automatically after 5 s; then, the entire space is automatically
aerated through massive ventilation, and the system is ready for the next sample.

2.6. Training Learning Curve

The BSs, which are Long-Evans’s type rats, were inbred and raised at Early Labs. The
mothers were exposed to lung cancer VOCs odor prior to their preparation for gestation,
and throughout the entire pregnancy, their ability to detect a certain odor increased. The
newborn rats (F1 generation) were exposed to lung cancer VOCs from their embryonic
phase, infancy phase, and onwards. Training of the F1 generation was conducted between
September and July 2021. Training is composed of 7 substages.

During the training, we analyzed and measured various performance parameters
including NPV, PPV, sensitivity, and specificity to create and maintain the biosensor perfor-
mance standard. If the animal did not reach the required standard, it would not be allowed
to proceed to the next phase in the training protocol. This ensures that only animals that are
properly trained and meet the criteria are allowed to participate in the testing, and while
performance variations do occur, all are within the predefined standard. An example of the
advancement of a BS during their training is shown in Figure 4. As can be seen, the success
rate of each BS increases as sessions are repeated daily. A clear increase trend in each of the
BSs’ performances is seen over time (dotted line).
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During the training process, the best performing rats were selected. Between 7 and
10% did not continue the training program due to insufficient performance levels.

2.7. System Software Final Sample Result Calculation

There are two major software (SW) components: the cloud infrastructure and the
controller’s embedded software. The software supports the platform, from the first interac-
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tion with the animals, including all data related to the animals, through monitoring the
samples while interacting with the platform and collecting data points from the platform
and the results.

Input parameters of the three BSs are sent to the SW. There, an algorithm calculates
the final sample test result, taking into account all 3 BS session, historical performance, and
success rates (as well as additional measured parameters).

3. Results
3.1. A Double-Blind Study for the Assessment of BSP Final Performance

After the training period, following the completion of all training stages with a charac-
terized performance accuracy, we reached a validation stage in the setting of a clinical trial
that includes double-blind test samples. The process of receiving the answer is blinded
to the real results. The animals were exposed to a sequence of samples representing the
typical observed lung cancer subtype distribution. The study was performed in the same
setting as the training.

Study Demographic and Patient Characteristics

This study was approved by each participating medical center institutional review
board (IRB) ethics committee (In Israel: Sheba Tel-Hashomer, Rambam Health Care Campus,
Shamir Medical Center (Asaf Harofe), Tzafon Medical Center (Poriya), and in S. Korea:
Ewha Womans University Seoul Hospital).

Lung cancer patients and healthy individuals were recruited from April 2021 until
January 2023 by the participating medical centers. All participants provided written
informed consent in accordance with the provisions of the IRB in each medical center.
Positive samples were considered as such if a chest computed tomography (CT) report
indicated findings of lung cancer and was confirmed by an operative specimen or a relevant
biopsy taken from the subject, as assessed by the attending oncologist or surgeon. Both tests
were performed prior to the initiation of any anticancer treatment. This study included a
total of 315 urine samples, out of which 165 samples were of patients who were diagnosed
with lung cancer using LDCT or CT and pathology results, and 150 samples of healthy
patients diagnosed negative for lung cancer. All healthy control patients went through
chest LDCT or CT.

Demographics of the patients and healthy individuals are provided in Table 1. Sixty-
five percent (65%) of the positive samples are of patients that were diagnosed at stages
I and II (107 samples). Urine samples of five subtypes of lung cancer were included in
this study: adenocarcinoma (128), large-cell carcinoma (6), squamous cell carcinoma (23),
small-cell carcinoma (5), other subtypes of non-small-cell lung cancer (2), one blank and
one unknown sample (Table 1). Individuals were excluded from the study if they had
received preoperative chemotherapy or radiotherapy or any biological treatment.

Table 1. Urine sample subjects’ characteristics.

Lung Cancer-Diagnosed Group = Positive Samples (N = 165)

Gender F 79
M 86

Mean Age 68.19
Stage 0 (1)

1Adenocarcinoma
Stage 1 (92)

Adenocarcinoma 77
Large-cell 1
Squamous cell 13
Other non-small-cell 1
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Table 1. Cont.

Lung Cancer-Diagnosed Group = Positive Samples (N = 165)

Stage 2 (14)
Adenocarcinoma 5
Squamous cell 4
Large-cell 3
Small-cell 2

Stage 3 (16)
Adenocarcinoma 15
Other non-small-cell 1

Stage 4 (40)
Adenocarcinoma 29
Large-cell 2
Squamous cell 6
Small-cell 3

Healthy Group = Negative Samples (N = 150)

Gender F 51
M 99

Mean Age 51.22
LDCT Main Radiologic Findings (one or more) 55 (37%)

Soft tissue 20 (36%)
Granuloma 12 (22%)
Fibrosis 8 (14.5%)
Nodules 42 (76.3%)

As can be seen, there were pulmonary findings in the healthy control group as well.
Thirty-seven percent (37%) of the subjects were diagnosed with some lesions using CT. In
addition, in this group, there were 24 subjects who had previously diagnosed cancer of
another origin as shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Cases of other cancer types in the LC healthy control group.

Cancer Type Number of Patients

Appendix neoplasm 1
Biliary tract cancer 1

Skin cancer 1
Breast cancer 8

Esophageal cancer 2
Rib neoplasm 1

Pancreatic carcinoma 5
Peritoneal mesothelioma 1

Solitary fibrous tumor of the pleura 1
Thymoma 3

Total 24

Since some external factors may affect the sensing of VOC in urine by the BS, we also
collected information about the smoking status and medications for the participant. Data
shown in Table 3.



Biosensors 2023, 13, 627 9 of 15

Table 3. Environmental factor distribution among participants.

Smoking Status Healthy Controls LC Patients Total

No 32 (21%) 50 (30%) 82
Yes 28 (19%) 34 (21%) 62

Unknown 90 81 171
Total 150 165 315

Medications

No 34 (23%) 15 (9%) 49
Yes 26 (17%) 62 (38%) 88

Unknown 90 88 178
Total 150 165 315

As expected, the proportions of smokers and medicated subjects were higher in
diagnosed LC patients compared to the healthy controls.

3.2. Validation Study Results

The results showed 154 samples as true positive and 137 samples as true negative. The
PPV and NPV were 92% and 93%, respectively. The sensitivity was 93% and specificity was
91%, as detailed in Table 4.

Table 4. Validation study results.

Positive Samples Negative Samples

True positive 154 False positive 13 2

False negative 11 1 True negative 137
Total 165 Total 150

Sensitivity Specificity PPV NPV

93% 91% 92% 93%

Sample data: 1 false negative (11 samples) combining 11 (5, 2, 4 from stage I, III, IV, respectively); 2 false positive
(13 samples): 4 of the samples have one or more lesions.

This study confirmed that samples from patients diagnosed with lung cancer can
be distinguished from samples provided by healthy subjects using the automatic BSP
test. Blinded analysis resulted in high accuracy of 93% of early stages (I and II) of lung
cancer. Moreover, when analyzing CT-reported findings from healthy subjects (Table 1),
it is worth noting that none of the lesions affected the BSs’ performance. Findings such
as soft tissue, granuloma, nodules, fibrosis, etc., reported by the radiologists in 55 out of
the 150 healthy subjects were mostly regarded as “background” by the BSs. In addition,
smoking and medication status (Table 3) did not affect the binary assessment results, with
the BSs consistently providing the correct diagnosis of LC, and establishing the robustness
of the test. These results are also independent of lung cancer subtype and stage.

3.3. Urine Sample Assessment Repeatability Testing after Sample Thawing and Refreezing

Previous studies have shown that urine forms precipitate during freeze/thaw cycles
that depletes both calcium and proteins during storage at −20 ◦C for 12 h [31]. For
validation of the freeze/thaw cycle accuracy, we tested the impact of multiple freeze/thaw
cycles on the performance of the BSP. As we anticipate that the system will eventually be
employed in a central lab setting, where samples are collected and mobilized from remote
locations, in some cases, its capacity to perform adequately with samples that may have
been thawed is important.

For this validation study, we randomly selected 23 urine samples of both healthy and
lung cancer-positive subjects from the Early Labs sample collection. The samples were
used to validate the ability of the platform’s BSs to demonstrate repeated similar binary
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results for the chosen samples following repeated cycles of thawing and freezing of the
same samples. Table 5 summarizes the sample population characteristics.

Table 5. Urine samples characteristics.

Lung Cancer Healthy

Gender 2 males, 8 females 11 males, 2 females
Age 65.6 ± 10.7 50.6 ± 9.4

Cancer stage I-IIIA, I-IIB N/A

Cancer subtypes
Adenocarcinoma 8 N/A

Squamous cell
carcinoma 1 N/A

Small-cell carcinoma 1 N/A

As shown in Table 6, ten (10) samples were taken from lung cancer patients and
thirteen (13) from healthy subjects. Samples were assessed multiple times (on average,
N= 6–9 times each, range 1–14) on various dates during a period of 64 days, by 3 indepen-
dent BSs (BS 1–3). The exposure time of the sample in the system was between 1 and 5 s for
each sample. Table 6 details the average success rate of the BSs, per sample.

Table 6. Urine sample diagnosis success rates after six freeze/thaw cycles for each sample.

Sample Name Avg. 1 SR ± STD

Lung cancer patients

LC1 97% ± 2%
LC2 73% ± 11%
LC3 98% ± 1%
LC4 80% ± 20%
LC5 87% ± 13%
LC6 80% ± 14%
LC7 71% ± 8%
LC8 81% ± 15%
LC9 97% ± 2%
LC10 80% ± 14%

Healthy patients

H1 95% ± 4%
H2 93% ± 5%
H3 100% ± 0%
H4 93% ± 7%
H5 98% ± 2%
H6 88% ± 10%
H7 84% ± 5%
H8 87% ± 7%
H9 77% ± 16%

H10 84% ± 17%
H11 72% ± 10%
H12 94% ± 5%
H13 74% ± 13%

1 The right column presents the averaged success rates (%) of N exposures on average, N = 6–9 times each, (min
N = 1; max N = 14) on various dates during a period of 64 days to the same sample ± SD for all BSs.

From this study, it can be concluded that samples can be thawed and refrozen for
a period of at least 9 weeks while remaining lung cancer-detectable. The detection for a
sample by a BS is stable and repeatable. All samples had a high average detection success
rate of at least 71%, as seen in Table 6.

3.4. The Utility of the BSP for Pooled Sample Diagnosis

The pooling method refers to the practice of combining biological samples from mul-
tiple individuals and testing them together as a single batch. The purpose of pooling is
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to increase testing efficiency and reduce the overall cost of testing, particularly in situa-
tions where the prevalence of the disease is low and most of the samples are expected to
test negative.

To test the feasibility of the pooling method using our platform, we defined a total of
10 samples combined together to see if we could identify the positive sample when diluted
into 9 other negative samples. We aimed to have an initial validation of the method in our
BSP and to define its limits (Figure 5).
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samples were randomly tested in a regular BSP session against the other samples (background).

Exposure to the BSs was carried out as part of the daily session. Every session included
two pools—four tubes (two control tubes and two test tubes). The tubes were embedded
into the session: The first pair of tubes (control and test) was placed in the first third
(position 1–16) of the session while the second was placed in the second third (position
17–32). There was a gap of at least three positions between one tube and another. Every
tube was presented a single time to each biosensor in a session of 48 repeats. Nine BSs
participated in the experiment.

The average difference between positive and negative experiment samples for each
paired sample is not significantly different from 0 (−5%, SE ± 1, Wilcoxon test: p > 0.05).

This result demonstrates the ability of the BSP to correctly diagnose LC in 1/10 pooled
positive samples to a level essentially similar to non-pooled samples.

4. Discussion

The immediate need for inexpensive and noninvasive technology that would allow
accessible, accurate out-of-hospital early detection of lung cancer has become vital. Early
diagnosis is essential to achieving favorable outcome and prognosis in lung cancer. Unfor-
tunately, the lack of alarming clinical signs in early stages coupled with the lack of efficient
lung cancer screening programs results in diagnosis at later stages. As a result, currently,
most patients are diagnosed too late and the delay in their diagnosis has significant impli-
cations for the patient’s 5-year survival chances. The faster a clinical team decides on the
appropriate course of treatment, the better the patient’s prognosis.

The Early Labs BSP system uses the animal’s unique, proficient, and accurate ability
to smell lung cancer VOCs. VOCs reflect alterations in the pathophysiology and body
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metabolism processes, which have been studied in various types of cancers [32]. Cancer-
associated VOCs are released from the affected tissue to feces or blood circulation by which
the VOCs are exhaled in breath or excreted in urine [25]. Despite the rapid development of
breathomics in the last four decades, no consistent, robust, and validated VOC signature
profile for lung cancer has been identified [33].

Uchida et al. (2003) measured the relationship between the speed and accuracy of
olfactory discrimination in rats. They found that speed of discrimination was independent
of odor similarity, as measured by overlap of glomerular activity patterns of the odor
receptors in the olfactory bulb. Even when pushed to psychophysical limits using mixtures
of two odors, rats needed to take only one sniff (<200 ms at theta frequency) to make a
decision of maximum accuracy. These results show that, for the purpose of odor quality
discrimination, a fully refined olfactory sensory representation can emerge within a single
sensorimotor or theta cycle, suggesting that each sniff can be considered a snapshot of
the olfactory world [34]. The advantage of using rats is them being small and quick
learners [34,35] with a natural sensory feature that can be employed to build layers of
technology around it. Reports of first cases of cancer patients being diagnosed by animals
(mainly dogs) appeared in 1989 and multiplied over the following years. In addition,
interesting reports have emerged stating that cancers such as melanoma and bladder
can be identified by the odor emanating from the source of the disease [33]. Functional
studies have overcome many of the technical difficulties of controlling vapor stimuli and
demonstrate that, with odor cues, rats display highly efficient learning rivaling that of
primates. Rodents use urinary scent marks for communication with individual conspecifics
in many social contexts. Human urinary scent involves genetic information such as species,
sex, and individual identity as well as metabolic information [36]. Evolved odor signals
involve some components that are genetically determined and not susceptible to disruption
by metabolic and environmental influences. However, environmental factors, such as food
type, bacterial gut flora, and social stress, as well as parasites status, also induce changes in
volatile odors [36].

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first manuscript presenting a platform able to
detect VOCs of lung cancer in a single urine test. The advantages of the test are (1) very high
accuracy as demonstrated by the current double-blind study results showing 93% sensitivity
and 91% specificity (Table 4); (2) rapid turnover of evaluation and provision of the results
enabling patient management without unnecessary delays or flow disruption. The BSP can
be used outside specialist settings and thus can considerably lessen the burden on health
workload and costs. This study also demonstrated that the stability of urine containing lung
cancer VOCs. Furthermore, samples maintained their VOC content stability in a frozen
state, for at least 9 weeks, increasing the flexibility in sample management and logistics. In
support of the latter result, previous studies showed that urine VOCs can be stable for over
a year [37]. Early Labs has developed a new method of positive reinforcement training
of animals within a technological environment, including collecting data from training
sessions, to monitor the BSP process and increase the test’s accuracy.

In order to avoid cross-sectional bias, we analyzed urine samples in respect to envi-
ronmental factors that could have an impact on the test outcomes, namely, smoking and
medications (Table 3). Since nicotine and cotinine are present in the urine of smokers, and
smoking is a risk factor in this population, it was hypothesized that the test results may
be hindered in smoking subjects. This was indeed shown relevant in a study of 40 LC
patients using exhaled VOCs and using gas chromatography for diagnosis [32]. Similarly,
many common drugs are not eliminated via the urinary system and may alter or mask
lung cancer VOC (beta blockers, diuretics, certain antibiotics, certain NSAIDs). It was
shown that when presented to the BSs as unknown samples, the binary diagnosis returned
identical results with 93% sensitivity and 91% specificity, regardless of the smoking and
medication status in both positively and negatively diagnosed patients. Thus, the BSP is
indifferent to such environmental factors and diagnosis remains equally reliable.
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Trained animals offer several advantages over instruments and equipment. The most
significant feature is their sensitivity to low compound concentrations and their detection
ability. Cost-effective solutions compared to sophisticated instrumentation and the ability
to create an automated machine can also be a factor. Trained animals, in an automated
platform, also have some limitations. They require ongoing training and additional care.
Their performance can vary based on factors such as fatigue, distractions, or individual
capabilities. The BSP results are based on three different independent BSs to neutralize
the disadvantage.

A pool-testing approach can shorten the testing time and increase the test rate when
a rapid diagnosis and treatment initiation is critical for achieving better outcomes. Such
strategies have long been implemented, mostly for infectious diseases such as hepatitis
B, C, HIV, and COVID-19 [38,39] with proven success. Our initial results demonstrate the
utility of urine sample pooling in lung cancer patients as a proof of concept in 1:9 ratio.
This result further establishes the accuracy of BSP and suggests that the platform may be
useful in screening schemes such as in groups of individuals with high exposure to certain
carcinogens, work hazard screening, heavy smokers, or in the general population. The
exact algorithm for obtaining the optimal results from screening, such as sample volumes,
dilution, and pooling time, should be further explored.

The landscape of lung cancer diagnostics has been changing with a shift towards less
invasive and more rapid molecular and cellular assays such as liquid biopsy using RT-PCR
from plasma, pleural effusion of bronchoalveolar lavage (BLA), circulating tumor cells,
and DNA, alongside advanced imaging techniques such as endobronchial ultrasound with
transbronchial needle aspiration (EBUS-TNBA), navigation bronchoscopy, and 18F-FDG
PET/CT [40]. The benefits of these advanced methods are variable, and the costs are still
high. While these are constantly improving, our BSP already presents a novel ancillary
method to the conventional and developing tools, with high diagnostic value and good
cost-effectiveness, good applicability, robustness, repetitiveness, consistency, and which
is indifferent to environmental noise and does not require patient presence or invasive
procedures and can be provided in a central lab setting. These features make the BSP an
attractive candidate for further development and additional screening tool that can be
obtained easily prior to LDCT for the selected population at risk.

5. Conclusions

This paper offers an illuminating clinical platform to deal with the pressing need for
an early lung cancer screening and detection test tool. A combination of knowledge in
zoology, biology, and technology has made the realization of this tool feasible. The BSP
test is safe, short, objective, and can be performed repetitively—enabling periodic cancer
monitoring as well as an aid to existing diagnostic methods. By using the BSP test, lung
cancer can be screened and detected even at asymptomatic earlier stages and offer early
diagnosis and treatment with hope for better survival rates. It is designed and proven to be
lung cancer-specific, is indifferent to potential environmental masking, such as smoking
and medication status, does not require subject participation, is noninvasive, inexpensive,
accurate, and can be made available and accessible to all. The BSP was shown to provide
PPV and NPV values of 92%, which can be considered on the high end for experimental
urinary tests for several types of cancer, such as bladder [41], cervical [42], and lung [43],
thus positioning this method as an attractive option for future diagnosis, screening, and
even postoperative follow-up of patients treated for lung cancer with the hope for better
outcomes and survival.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.M.D.; methodology, M.M.D. and I.B.; software, I.N.-Z.;
validation, M.M.D., I.N.-Z. and I.B.; resources O.W., S.-W.S. and I.K.; data curation, J.B., A.K. and
R.L.; writing—original draft preparation, M.M.D.; writing—review and editing, O.W. and R.L.;
visualization, I.N.-Z.; supervision, I.B.; project administration, I.N.-Z. All authors have read and
agreed to the published version of the manuscript.



Biosensors 2023, 13, 627 14 of 15

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: This study was conducted according to the guidelines of the
Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Institutional Ethics Committees: Sheba Tel-Hashomer
(SMC-7655-20), Israel; Rambam Health Care Campus (RMB0276-210/0615-22), Israel; Shamir Medical
Center (Asaf Harofe) (0293-20-ASF), Israel; and Tazfon Medical Center (Poriya), Israel (0051-22). All
animal-related procedures were performed in strict accordance with the guidelines for the care and
use of laboratory animals established by US the National Institutes of Health and the Animal Welfare
Act and the Israeli Animal Welfare Act (1994)—Prevention of Cruelty and Abuse to Animals. Animal
care conforms with Welfare Quality® protocols as defined by the American Veterinary Medical
Association, and in accordance with European legislation (Dir. 2010/63/EU), no animal was exposed
to harmful conditions throughout this study.

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in this study.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Torre, L.A.; Siegel, R.L.; Ward, E.M.; Jemal, A. Global Cancer Incidence and Mortality Rates and Trends—An Update. Cancer

Epidemiol. Biomark. Prev. 2016, 25, 16–27. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Torre, L.A.; Bray, F.; Siegel, R.L.; Ferlay, J.; Lortet-Tieulent, J.; Jemal, A. Global cancer statistics, 2012. CA Cancer J. Clin. 2015, 65,

87–108. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Office of the Surgeon General. Report of the Surgeon General: Health Consequences of Smoking; United States Government Printing

Office: Washington, DC, USA, 2004.
4. Thun, M.J.; Henley, S.J.; Burns, D.; Jemal, A.; Shanks, T.G.; Calle, E.E. Lung Cancer Death Rates in Lifelong Nonsmokers. JNCI J.

Natl. Cancer Inst. 2006, 98, 691–699. [CrossRef]
5. Jemal, A.; Bray, F.; Center, M.M.; Ferlay, J.; Ward, E.; Forman, D. Global cancer statistics. CA Cancer J. Clin. 2011, 61, 69–90.

[CrossRef]
6. Siegel, R.L.; Miller, K.D.; Fuchs, H.E.; Jemal, A. Cancer Statistics, 2021. CA Cancer J. Clin. 2021, 71, 7–33. [CrossRef]
7. American Cancer Society. About Lung Cancer. 2023. Available online: http://cancer.org/1.800.227.2345 (accessed on

4 February 2023).
8. Siegel, R.L.; Miller, K.D.; Wagle, N.S.; Jemal, A. Cancer statistics, 2023. CA Cancer J. Clin. 2023, 73, 17–48. [CrossRef]
9. Wood, D.E.; Kazerooni, E.; Baum, S.L.; Dransfield, M.T.; Eapen, G.A.; Ettinger, D.S.; Hou, L.; Jackman, D.M.; Klippenstein, D.;

Kumar, R.; et al. Lung Cancer Screening, Version 1.2015. J. Natl. Compr. Cancer Netw. 2015, 13, 23–34. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
10. Herbst, R.S.; Heymach, J.V.; Lippman, S.M. Molecular Origins of Cancer, Lung Cancer. N. Engl. J. Med. 2008, 359, 1367–1380.

[CrossRef]
11. Nesbitt, J.C.; Putnam, J.B.; Walsh, G.L.; Roth, J.A.; Mountain, C.F. Survival in Early-Stage Non-Small Cell Lung Cancer. Ann.

Thorac. Surg. 1995, 60, 466–472. [CrossRef]
12. Goldstraw, P.; Chansky, K.; Crowley, J.; Rami-Porta, R.; Asamura, H.; Eberhardt, W.E.; Nicholson, A.G.; Groome, P.; Mitchell,

A.; Bolejack, V.; et al. The IASLC Lung Cancer Staging Project: Proposals for Revision of the TNM Stage Groupings in the
Forthcoming (Eighth) Edition of the TNM Classification for Lung Cancer. J. Thorac. Oncol. 2016, 11, 39–51. [CrossRef]

13. Detterbeck, F.C.; Mazzone, P.J.; Naidich, D.P.; Bach, P.B. Screening for Lung Cancer. Chest 2013, 143, e78S–e92S. [CrossRef]
14. Klein, E.; Richards, D.; Cohn, A.; Tummala, M.; Lapham, R.; Cosgrove, D.; Chung, G.; Clement, J.; Gao, J.; Hunkapiller, N.; et al.

Clinical validation of a targeted methylation-based multi-cancer early detection test using an independent validation set. Ann.
Oncol. 2021, 32, 1167–1177. [CrossRef]

15. World Health Organization. Promoting Cancer Early Diagnosis. World Health Organization. Available online: https://www.
who.int/activities/promoting-cancer-early-diagnosis (accessed on 2 April 2023).

16. De Koning, H.J.; van der Aalst, C.M.; de Jong, P.A.; Scholten, E.T.; Nackaerts, K.; Heuvelmans, M.A.; Lammers, J.W.J.; Weenink,
C.; Yousaf-Khan, U.; Horeweg, N.; et al. Reduced Lung-Cancer Mortality with Volume CT Screening in a Randomized Trial. N.
Engl. J. Med. 2020, 382, 503–513. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Forum of International Respiratory Societies. 2021. Available online: https://www.thoracic.org/about/global-public-health/
firs/resources/world-lung-cancer-day-fact-sheet-2021.pdf (accessed on 4 February 2023).

18. Nooreldeen, R.; Bach, H. Current and Future Development in Lung Cancer Diagnosis. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 8661. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

19. Mulshine, J.L.; Scott, F. Molecular Markers in Early Cancer Detection. Chest 1995, 107, 280S–286S. [CrossRef]
20. Smith, R.A.; Cokkinides, V.; Eyre, H.J. American Cancer Society Guidelines for the Early Detection of Cancer. CA Cancer J. Clin.

2003, 53, 27–43. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1158/1055-9965.EPI-15-0578
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26667886
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21262
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25651787
https://doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djj187
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.20107
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21654
http://cancer.org/1.800.227.2345
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21763
https://doi.org/10.6004/jnccn.2015.0006
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25583767
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra0802714
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4975(95)00169-L
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtho.2015.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1378/chest.12-2350
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annonc.2021.05.806
https://www.who.int/activities/promoting-cancer-early-diagnosis
https://www.who.int/activities/promoting-cancer-early-diagnosis
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1911793
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31995683
https://www.thoracic.org/about/global-public-health/firs/resources/world-lung-cancer-day-fact-sheet-2021.pdf
https://www.thoracic.org/about/global-public-health/firs/resources/world-lung-cancer-day-fact-sheet-2021.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22168661
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34445366
https://doi.org/10.1378/chest.107.6_Supplement.280S
https://doi.org/10.3322/canjclin.53.1.27
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12568442


Biosensors 2023, 13, 627 15 of 15

21. Marrugo-Ramírez, J.; Mir, M.; Samitier, J. Blood-Based Cancer Biomarkers in Liquid Biopsy: A Promising Non-Invasive Alternative
to Tissue Biopsy. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2018, 19, 2877. [CrossRef]

22. Schmidt, K.; Podmore, I. Current Challenges in Volatile Organic Compounds Analysis as Potential Biomarkers of Cancer.
J. Biomark. 2015, 2015, 981458. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Jalal, A.H.; Alam, F.; Roychoudhury, S.; Umasankar, Y.; Pala, N.; Bhansali, S. Prospects and Challenges of Volatile Organic
Compound Sensors in Human Healthcare. ACS Sens. 2018, 3, 1246–1263. [CrossRef]

24. Thriumani, R.; Zakaria, A.; Hashim, Y.Z.H.-Y.; Jeffree, A.I.; Helmy, K.M.; Kamarudin, L.M.; Omar, M.I.; Shakaff, A.Y.M.; Adom,
A.H.; Persaud, K.C. A study on volatile organic compounds emitted by in-vitro lung cancer cultured cells using gas sensor array
and SPME-GCMS. BMC Cancer 2018, 18, 362. [CrossRef]

25. Matsumura, K.; Opiekun, M.; Oka, H.; Vachani, A.; Albelda, S.M.; Yamazaki, K.; Beauchamp, G.K. Urinary Volatile Compounds
as Biomarkers for Lung Cancer: A Proof of Principle Study Using Odor Signatures in Mouse Models of Lung Cancer. PLoS ONE
2010, 5, e8819. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Zhou, W.; Tao, J.; Li, J.; Tao, S. Volatile organic compounds analysis as a potential novel screening tool for colorectal cancer:
A systematic review and meta-analysis. Medicine 2020, 99, e20937. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Janssens, E.; van Meerbeeck, J.P.; Lamote, K. Volatile organic compounds in human matrices as lung cancer biomarkers:
A systematic review. Crit. Rev. Oncol. Hematol. 2020, 153, 103037. [CrossRef]

28. Worthy, S.E.; Rojas, G.L.; Taylor, C.J.; Glater, E.E. Identification of Odor Blend Used by Caenorhabditis elegans for Pathogen
Recognition. Chem. Senses 2018, 43, 169–180. [CrossRef]

29. Di Luccio, E.; Morishita, M.; Hirotsu, T.C. elegans as a Powerful Tool for Cancer Screening. Biomedicines 2022, 10, 2371. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

30. Edwards, T.L.; Browne, C.M.; Schoon, A.; Cox, C.; Poling, A. Animal olfactory detection of human diseases: Guidelines and
systematic review. J. Vet. Behav. 2017, 20, 59–73. [CrossRef]

31. Saetun, P.; Semangoen, T.; Thongboonkerd, V. Characterizations of urinary sediments precipitated after freezing and their effects
on urinary protein and chemical analyses. Am. J. Physiol.-Ren. Physiol. 2009, 296, F1346–F1354. [CrossRef]

32. Muppidi, S.S.; Katragadda, R.; Lega, J.; Alford, T.; Aidman, C.B.; Moore, C. A review of the efficacy of a low-cost cancer screening
test using cancer sniffing canines. J. Breath Res. 2021, 15, 024001. [CrossRef]

33. Jia, Z.; Patra, A.; Kutty, V.; Venkatesan, T. Critical Review of Volatile Organic Compound Analysis in Breath and In Vitro Cell
Culture for Detection of Lung Cancer. Metabolites 2019, 9, 52. [CrossRef]

34. Uchida, N.; Mainen, Z.F. Speed and accuracy of olfactory discrimination in the rat. Nat. Neurosci. 2003, 6, 1224–1229. [CrossRef]
35. Slotnick, B. Animal cognition and the rat olfactory system. Trends Cogn. Sci. 2001, 5, 216–222. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
36. Arakawa, H.; Blanchard, D.C.; Arakawa, K.; Dunlap, C.; Blanchard, R.J. Scent marking behavior as an odorant communication in

mice. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 2008, 32, 1236–1248. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
37. Becker, R. Non-invasive cancer detection using volatile biomarkers: Is urine superior to breath? Med. Hypothese 2020, 143, 110060.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
38. Bekker, L.-G.; Alleyne, G.; Baral, S.; Cepeda, J.; Daskalakis, D.; Dowdy, D.; Dybul, M.; Eholie, S.; Esom, K.; Garnett, G.; et al.

Advancing global health and strengthening the HIV response in the era of the Sustainable Development Goals: The International
AIDS Society—Lancet Commission. Lancet 2018, 392, 312–358. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

39. United Kingdom Lung Cancer Coalition. COVID-19 Matters. A Review of the Impact of COVID-19 on the Lung Cancer Pathway
and Opportunities for Innovation Emerging from the Health System Response to the Pandemic. GB-NON-03328. 2020. Available
online: https://www.uklcc.org.uk/ (accessed on 1 October 2020).

40. Park, H.J.; Lee, S.H.; Chang, Y.S. Recent advances in diagnostic technologies in lung cancer. Korean J. Intern. Med. 2020, 35,
257–268. [CrossRef]

41. Sciarra, A.; Di Lascio, G.; Del Giudice, F.; Leoncini, P.P.; Salciccia, S.; Gentilucci, A.; Porreca, A.; Chung, B.I.; Di Pierro, G.; Busetto,
G.M.; et al. Comparison of the clinical usefulness of different urinary tests for the initial detection of bladder cancer: A systematic
review. Curr. Urol. 2021, 15, 22–32. [CrossRef]

42. Sabeena, S.; Kuriakose, S.; Binesh, D.; Abdulmajeed, J.; Dsouza, G.; Ramachandran, A.; Vijaykumar, B.; Aswathyraj, S.; Devadiga,
S.; Ravishankar, N.; et al. The Utility of Urine-Based Sampling for Cervical Cancer Screening in Low-Resource Settings. Asian Pac.
J. Cancer Prev. 2019, 20, 2409–2413. [CrossRef]

43. Saman, H.; Raza, A.; Patil, K.; Uddin, S.; Crnogorac-Jurcevic, T. Non-Invasive Biomarkers for Early Lung Cancer Detection.
Cancers 2022, 14, 5782. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms19102877
https://doi.org/10.1155/2015/981458
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26317039
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.8b00400
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-018-4235-7
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0008819
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20111698
https://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000020937
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32629696
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.critrevonc.2020.103037
https://doi.org/10.1093/chemse/bjy001
https://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines10102371
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36289633
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jveb.2017.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajprenal.90736.2008
https://doi.org/10.1088/1752-7163/abd07f
https://doi.org/10.3390/metabo9030052
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn1142
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1364-6613(00)01625-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11323267
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2008.05.012
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18565582
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mehy.2020.110060
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32683218
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)31070-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30032975
https://www.uklcc.org.uk/
https://doi.org/10.3904/kjim.2020.030
https://doi.org/10.1097/CU9.0000000000000012
https://doi.org/10.31557/APJCP.2019.20.8.2409
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers14235782

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Animal Characteristics 
	Animal Habitat, Nutrition, and Welfare 
	The BS’s Training, Validation, and Qualification Process 
	The BSP as a Binary Test for Lung Cancer Detection 
	The System General Overview 
	Pods or “Sniffing Positions” 

	Sample Preparation and Processing 
	Training Learning Curve 
	System Software Final Sample Result Calculation 

	Results 
	A Double-Blind Study for the Assessment of BSP Final Performance 
	Validation Study Results 
	Urine Sample Assessment Repeatability Testing after Sample Thawing and Refreezing 
	The Utility of the BSP for Pooled Sample Diagnosis 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

