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Background: Urine dipstick is a useful and commonly used test in the Emergency Department 

because of its rapidity and low cost; however its diagnostic accuracy is debatable. Our objective was 

to compare the urine dipstick and urinalysis for Urinary Tract Infection in a developing country, 

where there are significant cost considerations. Methods: This was an observational study of adults’ 

patients presenting to Section of Emergency section (SEM) of the Aga Khan University Hospital, 

from March to May 1998. The patient’s urine sample was tested immediately, using the Multistix 

10SG. The sample was sent within one hour to the hospital laboratory for analysis, while the urinary 

specimen was sent for culture, where appropriate. The dipstick results were compared with the 

results of automated urinalysis in the laboratory, leukocyte counts on microscopy and urine culture. 

Sensitivity, Specificity, and predictive values were also calculated. Results: We evaluated 984 

samples of urine during the study period. The sensitivity of nitrite test was 81% and that of leukocyte 

esterase 77% for positive cultures. However, the sensitivity for combined nitrite and leukocyte 

esterase test was 94%.  Nitrite test was more specific (87%) than leukocyte esterase test (54%) or 

both tests taken together (50%).  The predictive value of nitrite and leukocyte esterase together for 

a negative urine culture was 95%.  Leukocyte esterase test sensitivity increased as the number of 

white blood cells on microscopy increased.  Similarly the predictive value of leukocytes on 

microscopy for a positive culture increased as the number of leukocytes increased. Conclusion: 

Dipstick alone cannot accurately predict urinary tract infection in emergency department.  
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INTRODUCTION 

Urinalysis is the most commonly used test for evaluation of emergency department (ED) patients with potential urinary 

tract infections (UTI), however it can significantly increase a patient’s time in ED. Substituting a urine dipstick test 

for a laboratory analysis may be less time-consuming and less expensive, but the dipstick may not be as accurate. 

Urine dipsticks are often done in the Emergency Room owing to their rapidity and low cost.  The diagnostic 

accuracy of microscopic urinalysis and urine dipstick for suspected urinary tract infections has been studied; these 

studies have shown that the diagnostic accuracy of rapid dipstick tests is debatable1, 2.  In clinical situations in which 

the symptoms and signs of UTI are present, a negative dipstick does not reliably rule it out1.  Propp et al have shown 

that nitrite and leukocyte esterase assays miss significant microscopic findings with corresponding clinical pathology3.  

Urine dipstick is also a poor predictor for proteinuria and hematuria4.  A recent meta-analysis of 75 papers carried out 

to establish whether negative dipstick urine analysis is sensitive enough to rule out UTI in adults with urinary 

symptoms, concluded it to be of insufficient sensitivity to rule out UTI in patients with one or more symptoms.5 No 

such studies have been done on adults in Southeast Asia.  Only one study in Malaysia showed low sensitivity and 

positive predictive value for nitrites, but it was done on asymptomatic school children6.   

Our objective, therefore, was to compare the urine dipstick and urinalysis for UTI in the Emergency Section 

of a tertiary care hospital in a developing country like Pakistan where there are significant cost considerations.  

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

This was an observational study of adults’ patients presenting to Section of Emergency section (SEM) of the Aga 

Khan University Hospital, from March to May 1998, which is a tertiary care hospital and a referral center for the 

whole country.   



We calculated our sample size by taking all the SEM patients (35,000/yr) as our target population, and using 

the data available from literature for sensitivities and specificities (approximately 70%).  Assuming type 1 error of 

0.5%, it was seen that a sample 886 would have a statistical power of 99.9%.  We examined the urine samples of 984 

adult patients (age cut off at 15 years) admitted to the SEM (See table 1).  

The Inclusion Criteria was the patients with dysuria, urgency, and urinary frequency, hematuria, gross pyuria, 

flank pain, loin to groin pain, and suprapubic pain, urinary retention, and clinical suspicion of Urinary tract infection. 

The patients who had taken antibiotics in the last 48 hours were excluded from the study. 

If patient had vaginal bleeding or were physically unable to provide a clean-catch urinalysis, urine was 

collected by urethral catheterization. Urine was collected in all patients by the midstream clean-catch technique after 

they received standardized verbal instructions. 

The nurse divided each urine sample into two containers. The registered nurses and technicians performed 

the dipstick tests in the SEM, from the first container within five minutes of passing urine, using the Multistix 10SG 

(Ames Division, Miles Inc. USA, Division of Bayer Australia Ltd.) from a sealed, air-tight container.  We looked for 

the leukocytes, nitrite, and blood. 

The nitrite test depends upon the presence of nitrate in urine.  If there is significant growth (105 CFU/ml) of 

bacteria in urine, these bacteria produce nitrate reductase, which reduces nitrate to nitrite.  Streptococci do not produce 

this enzyme; so streptococcal urinary tract infection gives a false negative nitrite result.  Leukocyte esterase (LE) test 

uses derivatized pyrrole amino acid ester to detect leukocyte esterase in white blood cells. 

The second container was sealed and sent within an hour of collection to the hospital laboratory for analysis. 

Laboratory analysis included automatic dipstick reading, and a manual or semiautomatic microscopic analysis of urine 

sediment.  In the laboratory, a trained technician centrifuged urine sample for five minutes at 2,000 rpm and the 

sediment put on a glass slide to be examined microscopically. The laboratory technicians interpreted the results as the 

number of WBCs and RBCs per high-power field (hpf). 

Urine was cultured for patients whose dipstick tests were positive for either nitrite or white blood cells (WBC) 

or both.  Urine cultures were also sent for patients with negative nitrite and WBC on dipstick but where the clinical 

suspicion was high. For cultures, 0.01 ml of urine was inoculated onto cysteine-lactose deficient (CLED) agar.  These 

were inoculated at 37oC for at least 24 hours and the number of colony forming units (CFU) was calculated by 

multiplying the number of colonies on Agar with 1,000. A urine specimen that grew more than 105 CFU/ml of one or 

two species was regarded as a positive culture.  A sample that was sterile or grew less than 105 CFU/ml or obvious 

contamination was regarded as negative. Both the technicians performing the urinalysis and the microbiologist were 

blinded to the results of the dipstick test done in the SEM. 

The comparative diagnostic value of test strips, conventional urinalysis and culture was evaluated in terms 

of sensitivity, specificity, positive predictive value (PPV) and negative predictive value (NPV), by using 2 x 2 tables, 

and urine culture as gold standard. The PPV and NPV define the probability that the patient has or does not have a 

UTI. Informed consent was obtained from all the patients enrolled in the study. 

  

RESULTS  

A total of 984 urine dipstick tests were done between March and May 1998. There was no difference in any of the 

results between the urine dipstick done manually in the SEM and the automated strip analysis in the laboratory.  

However, differences were noted on clinical microscopy. Comparison of the leukocyte esterase test results with 

leukocytes viewed on microscopy showed that the sensitivity of dipstick for detecting white blood cells increased as 

the number of leukocytes in urine increased (Table 1). With 4 to 9 white blood cells on microscopy, the sensitivity of 

dipstick done in the SEM was 25%, with 10 to 20 leukocytes 56% and with more than 20 leukocytes 86%. 



Table 1: Sensitivity of leukocyte esterase on Urine dipstick for detecting pyuria on clinical microscopy 
Leukocyte 

Esterase            
Clinical Microscopy 
WBC 5-9 WBC 10-

20 WBC>20 

True positive 112 90 119 
False negative 325 72 20 
Sensitivity (%) 25 56 86 

Urine culture was done for 404 patients.  Culture was ordered when either or both nitrite 

and leukocyte esterase results were positive and in cases where both tests were negative but the 

clinical suspicion was high.  The number of patients in each category is given in table 2. 

Table 2: Reasons for ordering Urine culture 
Reasons For Urine Culture No. Of Patients 

(%) 
Leukocyte positive, nitrite negative 121 (30.0) 
Leukocyte positive, nitrite positive 102 (25.2) 
Leukocyte negative, nitrite positive 33 (8.2) 
Leukocyte negative, nitrite negative, 
high clinical suspicion 

148 (36.6) 

Of all the samples on which cultures were done, 123 grew organisms.  Among these, 8 

(5%) patients had negative urine dipsticks for nitrite and leukocyte esterase in the SEM. The 

sensitivity of leukocyte esterase for detecting urinary tract infection was 77%.  The sensitivity of 

nitrite for positive culture was 81%; and it was 94% when both nitrite and white blood cells were 

considered (See table 3). However, the specificity of nitrite alone (87%) to rule out UTI was greater 

than either WBC (54%) or WBC and nitrite taken together (50%).  When both LE and nitrite tests 

are considered, a negative dipstick usually meant that 95% of the times the patient would be culture 

negative (Table 3). 

The positive predictive value of pyuria for significant growth on culture also increased as 

the number of white blood cells on clinical microscopy increased. The predictive value for positive 

culture for 4 to 9 white blood cells was 3%, for 10 to 20 leukocytes 15% and for more than 20 

leukocytes 63% (Table 4). 

Table 3: Characteristics of nitrite and leukocyte esterase (LE) tests for positive culture 

Positive 

Biochemical Test 
Positive Culture 

n=404 

Sensitivity 

(%) 

Specificity 

(%) 

Positive predictive 

value (%) 
Nega-tive predi-

ctive value (%) 

LE positive 95 77 54 43 85 
Nitrite positive 99 81 87 73 91 
LE and nitrite  115 94 50 45 95 

DISCUSSION 

Urinary tract infection is a problem that is commonly treated in Emergency Departments. Use of dipsticks instead of 

urinalysis may decrease patient time and the cost of testing. However, basing treatment decisions on either urine 

dipsticks or urinalysis is questionable.  

Table 4: Sensitivity and Positive predictive value of pyuria on clinical microscopy for culture 

Urine culture 



Clinical 

microscopy 

 

True 

positive 

(n) 

False 

Positive 

(n) 

Positive 

predictive 
value    (%) 

WBC    5-9 11 326 3 
WBC   10-20 25 137 15 
WBC   >20 87 50 63 

  

Almost every test has false-positive and false-negative rates. False-negative tests may result in under 

treatment, and untreated urinary tract infections could cause renal damage or sepsis. False-positive tests that result in 

misdiagnosis of urinary tract infections may lead to the wrong diagnosis, increase costs, and expose patients to the 

risks of unnecessary antibiotics. 

The diagnostic accuracy of microscopic urinalysis and urine dipstick for suspected urinary tract infections 

has been studied extensively, but results of these investigations have varied depending on patient population and 

laboratory techniques.2, 7- 16 Our results show that there was no difference in the results of manually performed 

dipsticks in the Emergency Section and the automated multireagent strip analysis in the laboratory.  Other studies 

have also suggested that the diagnostic accuracy of these 2 tests is similar.7, 9 Blum and Wright, 7 reported a positive 

predictive value of 78% and 79% for urine dipsticks and urinalysis. The negative predictive values were 82% for urine 

dipsticks and 96% for urinalysis.7 Using similar cutoffs for dipstick and urinalysis and the same cutoff for urine 

culture, Lammers17 showed a positive predictive value of 77% for dipstick and 80% for urinalyses. Negative predictive 

values were 79% and 73% for dipstick and urinalysis, respectively.  

Although the sensitivities of Nitrite and leukocyte esterase for positive culture were 81% and 77% 

respectively, the sensitivity increased to 94% when both nitrite and leukocyte results were considered.  This differs 

from the results of other studies where leukocyte esterase has been shown to be a better predictor of bacteriuria than 

the nitrite test 1, 3.  Nitrite is also shown to be less sensitive (69%) by Wenk et al in a series of 200 urine samples18.  

This may be because nitrite identifies principally Gram-negative bacteria6. It may also be due to improper techniques 

for collection or transportation to the laboratory, allowing the colonizing bacteria to multiply, which result in positive 

nitrite test with positive culture.  On the other hand, leukocyte esterase result would be negative in such a case.  There 

is a general agreement that the combined leukocyte esterase and nitrite tests diagnose much better results than when 

they are used alone.  Wenk et al using both tests found a sensitivity of 86.2%17.  Similarly, Sewell et al showed a 

sensitive figure of 78.3% in a series of 469 urine specimens18. 

The specificity of nitrite was found to be higher (87%) than either leukocyte esterase (54%) or both 

nitrite and leukocyte esterase considered together (50%).  This is consistent with the results shown by Zainal 

and Baba in Malaysia, however, they show almost 100% specificity for nitrite6.  This difference may either be 

because of different sample populations for the two studies or because of different strips used for urinalysis, as 

the authors do not mention the brand name of the strip used.  
The sensitivity of leukocyte esterase test for pyuria increased as the number of white blood cells on 

clinical microscopy increased. Similarly, the predictive value of clinical microscopy for a positive culture 

increased as the white cell counts in urine increased.  This is consistent with the observations made by Propp 

et al 3.   
Some investigators have studied the utility of urine dipsticks in populations with even lower incidences of 

urinary tract infection and found higher negative predictive values (84% to 93%) than in our study. 13-15 Nevertheless, 

they concluded that negative results for the urine dipstick alone resulted in an unacceptable under treatment rate if 

used as the sole criterion for excluding urinary tract infection. Several investigators have concluded that the urine 

dipstick is nonspecific in diagnosing urinary tract infection.2, 8 11-13, 16 Some of these have suggested that negative 

dipstick results are sufficiently accurate to preclude further testing or treatment.2, 8-11  



This study demonstrated that in ED setting, significant numbers of positive urinalysis for leukocytes and 

bacteria were missed by dipstick examination. The microscopy was more sensitive, but still not infallible.    

REFERENCES 
1.        Hurlbut TA, Littenburg B. The diagnostic accuracy of rapid dipstick tests to predict urinary tract infections.  Am J Clin Pathol 1991; 

96:582-6. 

2.        Bonnarddeaux A, Sommerville P, Kaye M. A study on the reliability of dipstick urinalysis. Clin Nephrol 1994; 41:167-72. 

3.        Propp DA, Weber D, Ciesla ML. Reliability of a urine dipstick in emergency department patients. Ann Emerg Med 1989; 18 (5): 560-
3. 

4.        Press SM, Smith AD.  Incidence of negative hematuria in patients with acute urinary lithiasis presenting to the emergency room with 
flank pain.  Urology 1995; 45(5): 753-7. 

5.        Ohly N, Teece S. Accuracy of negative dipstick urine analysis in ruling out urinary tract infection in adults. Emerg Med J 2003; 20 (4): 
362-3 

6.        Zainal D, Baba A.  The value of positive nitrites in screening asymptomatic bacteriuria amongst Malaysian school children.  Southeast 
Asian J Trop Med Public Health 1996; 27 (1): 184-8.  

7.        Ames Multireagent Strip.  Bayer Diagnostics, Division of Bayer Australia Limited. 

8.        Christenson RH, Tucker JA, Allen E. Results of dipstick tests, visual inspection, microscopic examination of urine sediment, and 
microbiological cultures of urine compared for simplifying urinalysis. Clin Chem 1985; 31: 448-50.  

9.        Mariani AJ, Luangphinith, S, Loo S, Scottolini A, Hodges CV. Dipstick chemical urinalysis: an accurate cost-effective screening test. 
J Urol 1984; 132: 64-6.  

10.     Wigton RS, Hoellerich VL, Ornato JP, Leu V, Mazzotta LA, Cheng IH. Use of clinical findings in the diagnosis of urinary tract infection 
in women. Arch Intern Med 1985; 145: 2222-7.  

11.     Wiggelinkhuizen J, Maytham D, Hanslo DH. Dipstick screening for urinary tract infection. S Afr Med J. 1988; 74: 224-8.  

12.     Fowlis GA, Waters J, Williams G. The cost effectiveness of combined tests (Multistix) in screening for urinary tract infections. J R Soc 
Med.1994; 87: 681-2.  

13.     Shaw ST, Poon SY, Wong ET. “Routine urinalysis.” Is the dipstick enough? JAMA. 1985; 253: 1596-1600.   

14.     Carroll KC, Hale DC, VonBoerum DH. Laboratory evaluation of urinary tract infections in an ambulatory clinic. Am J Clin Pathol 
1994;101:100-3.  

15.     Semeniuk H, Church D. Evaluation of the leukocyte esterase and nitrite urine dipstick screening tests for detection of bacteriuria in 
women with suspected uncomplicated urinary tract infections. J Clin Microbiol 1999; 37: 3051-2.  

16.     Nostrand JD, Junkins AD, Bartholdi RK. Poor predictive ability of urinalysis and microscopic examination to detect urinary tract 

infection. Am J Clin Pathol 2000; 113: 709-13.  

17.     Lammers RL, Gibson S, Kovacs D, Sears W, Strachan G. Comparison of test characteristics of urine dipstick and urinalysis at various 
test cutoff points. Ann Emerg Med 2001;38:505-12. 

18.     Wenk RE, Dutta D, Rudert J, Kim Y, Steinhagen C.  Sediment microscopy, nitriuria, and leukocyte esteriuria as predictors of significant 
bacteriuria.  J Clin Lab Automation 1982;2:117-21. 

19.     Sewell DL, Burt SP, Gabbert NJ, Bumgardner RV.  Evaluation of the Chemstrip 9TM as a screening test for urinalysis and urine culture 
in men. Am J Clin Pathol 1985; 83:740-3. 



______________________________________________________________________________

____________ 

Address for Correspondence: 

Dr Rifat Rehmani, Assistant Professor, Section of Emergency Medicine, The Aga Khan University Hospital, Stadium 

Road, Karachi, Pakistan. Phone: 92-21-4930051 Ext:1080 Fax: 92-21- 4934294, 92-21- 4932095 

E-mail: rifatrehmani@hotmail.com & rifat.rehmani@aku.edu 

  

 


