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 40 
Abstract 41 
Neutralizing antibodies targeting the receptor-binding domain (RBD) of the SARS-CoV-2 spike 42 
(S) block severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) entry into cells using 43 
surface-expressed angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (ACE2). We developed a surrogate 44 
neutralization test (sVNT) to assess at what degree serum antibodies interfere with the binding of 45 
SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD to ACE2. The sVNT revealed  neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S antibodies 46 
in the sera of 90% of mildly and 100% of severely affected coronavirus-disease-2019 (COVID-47 
19) convalescent patients. Importantly, sVNT results correlated strongly to the results from 48 
pseudotyped-vesicular stomatitis virus-vector-based neutralization assay and to levels of anti-49 
SARS-CoV-2-S1 IgG and IgA antibodies. Moreover, levels of neutralizing antibodies also 50 
correlated to duration and severity of clinical symptoms, but not patient age or gender. These 51 
findings together with the sVNT will not only be important for evaluating the prevalence of 52 
neutralizing antibodies in a population but also for identifying promising plasma donors for 53 
successful passive antibody therapy.  54 
 55 
 56 
 57 
Keywords: COVID-19, SARS-CoV-2, neutralizing antibody, serum, ELISA. 58 
 59 
  60 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.12.20151407doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.12.20151407
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

Page 3 of 32 
 

Introduction 61 
Within 6 months since its emergence, the novel severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 62 
(SARS-CoV-2), the cause of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), has rapidly spread around 63 
the globe. COVID-19 consists of a spectrum of clinical syndromes ranging from asymptomatic 64 
cases through mild, flu-like disease to severe illness requiring hospitalization mainly due to 65 
pulmonary complications (1–3). Although SARS-CoV-2 primarily targets the respiratory system, 66 
new data indicate that COVID-19 also affects the vascular system, causing thrombotic 67 
microangiopathy and thrombosis in multiple organs, including the lungs (4–6). It is not surprising, 68 
therefore, that patients with pre-existing cardiovascular diseases, hypertension, and other co-69 
morbidities are particularly endangered (7).  70 
SARS-CoV-2 uses angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (ACE2) as receptor for entry into target cells 71 
and employs TMPRSS2, a cellular serine protease for activation of the viral spike (S) protein (8, 72 
9). Both ACE2 and TMPRSS2 are particularly abundant in the upper respiratory tract (10). An 73 
early immune response against SARS-CoV-2 involves interleukin (IL)-6 and interferon-signature 74 
gene expression in alveolar macrophages and infiltrating monocytes (11). Although this early 75 
immune response is accompanied by severe lymphopenia (12, 13), a growing amount of data 76 
indicate that successful recovery from COVID-19 relies on antibody and T cell responses (12, 14–77 
17). Importantly, there appears to be a strong correlation between circulating SARS-CoV-2-78 
specific CD4+ and CD8+ T cells and IgG antibodies against the nuclear (N) and/or the spike (S) 79 
protein of SARS-Cov-2 (16, 17).  80 
Current data indicate that anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgM antibodies appear within one week after 81 
infection, remain present for a month before they gradually decrease (18, 19). In contrast, anti-82 
SARS-CoV-2 IgG antibodies appear within 10-21 days after infection and seem to remain more-83 
or-less stable for up to 3 months (18, 19). It is not surprising therefore, that antibody responses 84 
against SARS-CoV-2 have also received attention as a method for accurate assessment of 85 
infection prevalence (20, 21). Particularly interesting are antibodies targeting the receptor-binding 86 
domain (RBD) of the S protein, as they can block virus entry into the cells and thus prevent 87 
infection and spread. Furthermore, these neutralizing antibodies could also be used for passive 88 
antibody therapy (20, 22).  89 
The field is rapidly evolving and there is still no consensus about the diagnostic value of 90 
divergent ELISA-based antibody tests for SARS-CoV-2 seropositivity (23). Moreover, there is 91 
uncertainty about the durability of anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibody-responses, especially as there are 92 
indications that antibody responses to other coronaviruses are variable and transient (24–27). It is 93 
also not clear whether all COVID-19 patients, especially those with mild disease, will raise 94 
sufficient amounts of neutralizing antibodies against SARS-CoV-2, to prevent early re-infection. 95 
In the present study we applied different experimental approaches to qualitatively and 96 
quantitatively assess the antibody response to SARS-CoV-2 infection primarily in cohorts of 97 
convalescent individuals with mild COVID-19 disease. We developed an ELISA-based surrogate 98 
virus neutralization test (sVNT) detecting antibodies that interfere with the binding of SARS-99 
CoV-2-S-RBD protein to ACE2 and compared it to an established pseudotyped-vesicular 100 
stomatitis virus (VSV)-vector-based neutralization assay (pVNT). Furthermore, we correlated the 101 
functional data to anti-SARS-CoV-2-S1 IgG and IgA levels measured by a commercial S1 protein 102 
ELISA as well as to clinical parameters. We found low titers of neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S 103 
antibodies in 93% of convalescent patients with mild COVID-19. Importantly, only low levels of 104 
neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S titers could be detected in those convalescents that exhibited 105 
clinical symptoms for a short period of time. In contrast, sera from convalescents with severe 106 
COVID-19 contained significantly higher total and neutralizing antibody titers. The newly 107 
developed sVNT allows for high throughput screening, which would be valuable for 108 
epidemiological studies as well as for identifying suitable plasma donors for passive 109 
immunization. 110 
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 111 
Results 112 
Most individuals with mild COVID-19 disease develop anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibodies  113 
Between March 23rd and May 11th 2020, we enrolled in a first step a total of 51 convalescent 114 
COVID-19 individuals diagnosed with SARS-CoV-2 infection by RT-PCR and 12 healthy control 115 
subjects that were not exposed to SARS-CoV-2. The samples from convalescent COVID-19 cases 116 
were split into two groups according to disease severity. 80% of the individuals (n = 40) had a 117 
mild clinical course with average symptom duration of 10 days (range, 0-25 days) which did not 118 
require an in-patient hospital stay (Tables S1 and S2). Ten patients had severe COVID-19 of who 119 
required hospital stays longer than 2 weeks and respiratory support. Severe COVID-19 patients 120 
had average disease duration of 37 days (range from 19-71 days). 121 
To estimate the overall antibody responses against SARS-CoV-2 in the serum of convalescent 122 
COVID-19 individuals, we analyzed the presence of anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG and IgA antibodies 123 
targeting the S1 protein by ELISA. Anti-SARS-CoV-2-S1 specific IgG antibodies were detected 124 
in 35/37 (94.6%) of the mildly affected and in 10/10 severely affected COVID-19 patients tested. 125 
One individual with mild disease was considered to have borderline serum positivity while one 126 
patient was negative according to the manufacturer’s classification (Fig. 1A). Similarly, anti-127 
SARS-CoV-2-S IgA antibodies were present in 33/37 (89.2%) tested sera; two were diagnosed as 128 
borderline positive and two as negative (Fig. 1B). All sera from tested healthy controls (8/8) were 129 
negative for SARS-CoV-2-S-specific IgG and IgA (Fig. 1, A and B).  130 
 131 
A surrogate virus-neutralization assay for the detection of neutralizing antibodies.  132 
Based on the consideration that serum neutralizing antibodies might also reduce the binding of 133 
SARS-CoV-2 to ACE2 in vitro, we developed a surrogate virus-neutralization assay. At the 134 
outset, we coated microtiter plates with different amounts of ACE2, obtained from a commercial 135 
vendor or produced in-house and titrated soluble His-tagged SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD. Binding was 136 
revealed by a peroxidase-labeled anti-His mAb and a chromogenic substrate (Fig. 2, A and B). 137 
The dissociation constant (KD) in our assay was 5.9±1.9 nM (SD±SEM) and thus similar to values 138 
reported elsewhere (28).  139 
Based on these findings, we used 300 ng/well of commercially or 150 ng/well of in-house 140 
produced ACE2 in combination with 6 ng/well SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD-His to test sera for their 141 
abilities to interfere with the binding of these two proteins. Indeed, sera from convalescents could 142 
interfere with S protein binding to ACE2, although with different efficiencies, while sera from 143 
healthy controls did not (Fig. 2C). Sera from convalescent’s were scored ‘positive’ at any tested 144 
dilution once binding reduction was > mean + 2 SD of values from sera of healthy controls. At 145 
serum dilutions of 1:20, this assay identified neutralizing antibodies in 38/40 (95.0%) of mildly 146 
and in 11/11 of severely affected convalescent patients but in none of the 11 tested healthy control 147 
samples (Fig. 2, C and D). With increasing serum dilutions the number of “positive” sera dropped 148 
constantly (Fig. 2, E-G). The median sVNT titer in the mildly affected convalescent cohort was 149 
1:180 indicating that patients with mild COVID-19 develop relatively low amounts of SASRS-150 
CoV-2 neutralizing antibodies (Fig. 2H). In contrast, severe COVID-19 convalescents had a 151 
median sVNT titer of ≥1:540 (Fig. 2H).  152 
 153 
Neutralizing antibodies determined by pseudotyped virus neutralization test 154 
Next, we determined the levels of neutralizing antibodies by an established SARS-CoV-2 spike 155 
protein pseudotyped vesicular stomatitis virus (pVSV)-based neutralization test (pVNT) (8). This 156 
pVNT relies on the use of replication-defective VSV particles carrying SARS-CoV-2 S protein to 157 
reflect the entry of SARS-CoV-2 into host cells. Particles carrying the G-protein of VSV were 158 
used as a control. Sera from healthy controls neither suppressed VSV-G nor SARS-CoV-2-S-159 
driven transduction. Likewise, sera from convalescents did not suppress transduction driven by 160 
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VSV-G but in many cases transduction mediated by SARS-CoV-2-S was inhibited (Fig. 3A). We 161 
used this assay to determine the serum dilutions that reduced transduction of pVSV by 90% 162 
(pVNT90) and 50% (pVNT50) respectively (Fig. 3, B and C). In contrast to the 10 tested sera from 163 
severely affected COVID-19 convalescent patients that all had neutralizing antibodies, such 164 
molecules were detected in only 29 (pVNT90) and 37 (pVNT50) of the 40 tested mildly affected 165 
convalescent sera but in none of the sera from healthy controls (Fig. 3, B and C). Of note, the 166 
median pVNT50 in the mildly affected convalescent group was 1:100 and the median pVTN90 was 167 
1:25, further supporting the finding that patients with mild COVID-19 only develop low amounts 168 
of SASRS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibodies. In contrast, the median pVNT50 and pVTN90 in 169 
severely affected COVID-19 convalescents was 1:1600 and 1:400, respectively, further indicating 170 
that the patients recovering from severe disease develop higher neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2 171 
antibody titers than patients with mild disease.  172 
 173 
Positive correlation between total anti-S1 protein and neutralizing antibodies levels in sera of 174 
convalescent individuals with mild COVID-19 175 
We then analyzed the correlation between total levels of anti-S1 IgG and IgA and the amount of 176 
neutralizing antibodies in our cohort of mild COVID-19 convalescent patients and healthy 177 
controls. As expected, an initial comparison showed a strong positive correlation between levels 178 
of S protein-specific IgA and IgG antibody levels in sera (Fig. S1). More importantly, there was 179 
also a robust positive correlation between the percentage of inhibition of SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD 180 
binding to ACE2 at 1:20 serum dilution (sVNT1:20) and pVNT90 as well pVNT50 inhibitory titers 181 
(Fig. 4, A and B). Similarly, a strong positive correlation between sVNT1:20 and levels of SARS-182 
CoV-2-S1-specific IgG an antibody levels in convalescents and healthy controls could be 183 
observed, while the levels of anti-S1 IgA showed weaker correlation (Fig. 4, C and D). These data 184 
demonstrate that the sVNT reliably detects neutralizing serum antibodies against SARS-CoV-2. 185 
Furthermore, a strong correlation with r2 values between 0.64 and 0.75 could be revealed when 186 
comparing SARS-CoV-2-S1-specific IgG and IgA antibody levels with pVTN90 and pVTN50 (Fig. 187 
S2). 188 
 189 
Total and neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S antibody levels in sera positively correlate with 190 
symptom duration but not timing of sampling, patient age or gender 191 
We next examined whether the level of the protective humoral response to SARS-CoV-2 in 192 
COVID-19 patients correlated with disease duration, defined by the number of days patients 193 
showed symptoms (mild cases) or until they were discharged from the hospital (severe cases). Not 194 
surprisingly, severely affected patients had 3.5 times longer disease duration, averaging 36 days, 195 
compared to 10 days of the mildly affected patients (Fig. 5A). As severely ill patients developed 196 
higher neutralizing and total antibody titers, these data indicated that disease duration might 197 
directly influence antibody titers. This hypothesis is further supported by a positive correlation 198 
between the duration of symptoms and total anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG, but not IgA, antibodies in 199 
convalescent patients with mild disease (Fig. 5, A and B). Although weaker, there was also a 200 
positive correlation between symptom duration and the levels of neutralizing antibodies as 201 
determined by sVNT1:20, pVTN90 and pVTN50 (Fig. 5, D and E). These data are in agreement with 202 
data reported from Robbiani et al (29) and with a recent publication indicating that asymptomatic 203 
SARS-CoV-2 infections induce lower antibody levels than symptomatic infections (30). 204 
Altogether, our and publicly available data suggest that a certain threshold of disease severity 205 
and/or duration might be required for successful mounting of neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2 206 
humoral responses.  207 
In contrast, in our cohort of convalescent COVID-19 cases, we failed to observe any correlation 208 
between levels of total and neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S antibodies with the timing of 209 
sampling after the occurrence of first symptoms (Fig. S3). Similarly, the levels of neutralizing 210 
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anti-SARS-CoV-2-S IgG and IgA antibodies did not correlate with the age of patients recovered 211 
from mild disease, in spite of convalescent patients with severe disease being on average older 212 
than individuals with mild COVID-19 (Fig. S4). Of note, our cohort of convalescent COVID-19 213 
patients with mild disease was selected based on the ability to donate blood and therefore 214 
included only 3 elderly patients (aged 60 or over). It is thus statistically underpowered to detect 215 
levels of total and neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S IgG and IgA antibodies in this age group. 216 
Males suffered more frequently from severe disease and possessed slightly increased levels of 217 
anti-SARS-CoV-2-S IgA levels compared to females (Fig. S5). However, in the cohort of 218 
recovered patients with mild COVID-19 we could not identify differences in total IgG and 219 
neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S antibodies between females and males (Fig. S5). 220 
 221 
sVNT allows rapid screening of sera of blood donors for the presence of neutralizing antibodies  222 
To validate our findings, we recruited a second cohort of 44 convalescent patients with mild 223 
COVID-19 and analyzed the sera by ELISA and sVNT (Table S3). In this group of patients the 224 
ELISA detected S1 protein-specific IgA and IgG antibodies in 38 of 44 analyzed sera (borderline 225 
counted as negative; Fig. 6A). As described above for the first group of mildly affected 226 
convalescent patients, levels of S protein-specific IgA and IgG antibodies showed a strong 227 
correlation (Fig. S6). Likewise, applying the sVNT confirmed that mildly affected COVID-19 228 
convalescent patients possess relatively low neutralizing anti-S-RBD antibodies titers (median 229 
1:180). This assay revealed neutralizing antibodies in sera from 40 of 44 (90.9%) donors with 230 
mild COVID-19 (Fig. 6B). Along the same line, a strong positive correlation between the 231 
sVNT1:20 and total levels of SARS-CoV-2-S-specific IgG and IgA antibody levels could also be 232 
identified (Fig. 6, C and D). Moreover, in this group of samples, we observed a weak positive 233 
correlation between symptom duration and sVNT1:20 and log-transformed SARS-CoV-2-S-234 
specific IgG and IgA levels, respectively (Fig. S7, A-C). Furthermore, significantly higher serum 235 
levels of IgA were found in males while no significant differences between males and females 236 
were found in SARS-CoV-2-S-specific IgG antibodies or in the sVNT1:20 (Fig. S7, D-F). As 237 
expected, we also did not find any correlation between specific IgG, IgA or sVNT1:20 and 238 
patient’s age or date of sampling (Fig. S7, G-I and data not shown). 239 
Altogether, results from the validation cohort confirmed our initial results and further emphasize 240 
the usefulness of the sVNT for rapid screening of larger number of samples for the presence of 241 
neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD antibodies.  242 
 243 
Discussion 244 
A detailed understanding of immune responses following SARS-CoV-2 infection will enable 245 
better treatment and diagnostic procedures, as well as the development of successful vaccines that 246 
would help to control the global COVID-19 pandemic. In this regard it is important to gain a 247 
better understanding about the presence of neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2 serum antibodies in the 248 
population as they potentially prevent (re-)infection and even could serve as a treatment option 249 
(31, 32). Here, we developed a surrogate virus neutralization test that is based on ELISA 250 
technology and thus can be adapted to allow for high throughput analysis of samples. We 251 
validated this assay by comparing data from the sVNT with that derived from a classical pVNT 252 
and found a strong correlation between the results obtained with these two tests. These findings 253 
are in line with a pre-print that was made available while preparing this manuscript (33). 254 
Compared to the pVNT, sVNT is technically less complicated, cheaper and much faster, making 255 
it more suitable for a rapid screening of large number of samples. Standardization of this test 256 
might, therefore, be potentially important for selection of convalescent plasma donors for the 257 
treatment of severe COVID-19 patients. Likewise, since this assay does not rely on anti-species 258 
antibodies it can also be applied to detect neutralizing antibodies in any animal species used for 259 
pre-clinical testing of SARS-CoV-2 vaccines.  260 
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Applying pVNT and sVNT, we found that approximately 90% of recovered COVID-19 patients 261 
with mild disease possessed neutralizing serum antibodies. These findings are in line with an 262 
early report suggesting that recovered COVID-19 patients have neutralizing SARS-CoV-2-S 263 
RBD antibodies in serum after discharge from the hospital (16), while other preliminary data 264 
indicate that neutralizing SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD antibodies are undetectable in one third of 265 
convalescent COVID-19 patients (29, 34). Additional studies are therefore required to provide 266 
more detailed insight into the levels of neutralizing SARS-CoV-2-S antibodies in convalescent 267 
COVID-19 individuals from different countries. Those studies should also exclude false-positive 268 
PCR or COVID-19 misdiagnosis as the possible reason for lack of antibodies in certain suspected 269 
COVID-19 patients. This would be particularly important as convalescent COVID-19 individuals 270 
without neutralizing antibodies might still be susceptible to re-infection and would not be able to 271 
provide plasma for the prevention and treatment of COVID-19.  272 
Our data also corroborate other studies indicating that levels of neutralizing antibodies in 273 
convalescent COVID-19 individuals are generally low (29, 34). Interestingly, a recent pre-print 274 
reported that individual neutralizing antibodies against SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD have a half-275 
maximal inhibitory concentration against authentic SARS-CoV-2 ranging from 3 to 709 ng/ml 276 
(29). Together these data suggest that a considerable proportion of COVID-19 patients with mild 277 
disease can mount intermediate to high-affinity IgG antibodies. Since such antibodies are not 278 
present in a certain proportion (5% to 30%) of COVID-19 cases, these findings indicate that 279 
effective clearance of virus does not rely exclusively on the humoral but also includes cellular 280 
immune responses (12, 14–17).  281 
The present investigation was done primarily on young and middle-aged convalescent COVID-19 282 
patients with mild disease fulfilling all criteria for blood donation. It is therefore not surprising 283 
that in the present study patients’ age did not affect neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S IgG titers 284 
that had been reported by others (29, 34). Our data rather indicate that serum levels of total and 285 
neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S antibodies positively correlate with the duration of symptoms, 286 
which is also in line with observations made by others (34). This hypothesis is further supported 287 
by findings that significantly higher titers of neutralizing antibodies were present in sera of 288 
severely affected than of the mildly affected patients. However, as another study did not find a 289 
correlation between the duration of symptoms and neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S IgG titers 290 
(29), it therefore remains to be discerned in future studies how age, gender or disease duration 291 
affect the neutralizing antibodies titers.  292 
Altogether, this study reports a high throughput surrogate virus neutralization assay for SARS-293 
CoV-2. Data from this assay highly correlate with results obtained by classical, but laborious and 294 
time consuming pseudotyped virus neutralization assay. Both assays revealed the presence of 295 
neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S antibodies, albeit at low titers, in sera of many but not all 296 
convalescent COVID-19 patients with mild disease. These findings have implications for 297 
selection of convalescent donors for passive immunization by plasma therapy, for which it would 298 
be crucial to select donors with relatively high neutralizing antibody titers. It would be also 299 
important to address whether any success of passive immunization by plasma therapy would 300 
correlate to the total or neutralizing antibody levels in donor’s sera. Furthermore, additional 301 
studies are required to understand why neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S antibodies do not 302 
develop in all patients and for how long neutralizing antibodies are present in patients recovered 303 
from COVID-19. 304 
 305 
Material and Methods 306 
Serum samples 307 
Serum samples were collected from convalescent COVID-19 individuals that volunteered for 308 
donating plasma at Hannover Medical School’s (HMS) Institute of Transfusion Medicine and 309 
Transplant Engineering. All donors had PCR-diagnosed SARS-CoV-2 infection and showed only 310 
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mild clinical symptoms. Serum was also collected from in-patients with severe COVID-19 311 
symptoms and from healthy controls without any COVID-19-related symptoms (Table S1, S2 and 312 
S3). Blood donors consented prior to blood donation and in-patients at time of hospital admission 313 
that samples can be used for research purposes. Written informed consent was obtained from all 314 
participants. Studies investigating serum samples from healthy controls and COVID-19 patients 315 
were approved by the HMS institutional review board (#9001_BO_K2020 and 316 
#7901_BO_K2018).  317 
 318 
ELISA 319 
Serum samples were analyzed in the Clinical Virology Laboratory and the Clinic for 320 
Rheumatology und Immunology of HMS using the CE-certified versions of the Euroimmun 321 
SARS-CoV-2 S1 IgG and IgA ELISA (Euroimmun, Lübeck, Germany) according to the 322 
manufacturer’s recommendations. 323 
 324 
Pseudotyped virus neutralization assay 325 
A pseudotyped virus neutralization test (pVNT) based on SARS-CoV-2 protein pseudotyped 326 
vesicular stomatitis virus (VSV) particles was performed at HMS’s Institute of Virology and the 327 
Primate Center in Göttingen as described earlier (8). In brief, pseudotyped VSV particles were 328 
produced by calcium-phosphate transfecting HEK293T cells with expression plasmids for the 329 
respective glycoproteins, either pCAGGS-VSV-G (35) for expression of VSV-G of the control 330 

virus or pCG1-SARS-2-SΔ18 (36) for the SARS-CoV2 spike protein. 18 hours later the cells were 331 

infected with VSV*ΔG-FLuc, a replication deficient recombinant VSV in which the VSV-G open 332 
reading frame has been replaced by combined GFP and firefly luciferase expression cassettes 333 

(37). This VSV*ΔG-FLuc stock virus was propagated in BHK-21 G43 cells (38). After incubating 334 
the transduced cells with the viral particles for 2 hours at 37°C the supernatant was removed and 335 
the cells were washed twice with PBS. Cells were than supplied with medium containing a mAb 336 
targeting VSV-G (supernatant from mouse hybridoma CRL-2700; ATCC) to neutralize residual 337 
VSV-G, a step that was omitted for the cells transfected with the VSV-G expression construct. 20 338 
hours later the pseudotype particle containing supernatant was separated from the cells by 339 
centrifugation and used for the neutralization assays. 340 
For the pVNT Vero76 cells were seeded at 1 x 104 cells per well in 96-well plates. The next day 341 
the complement in test sera was inactivated by heating samples to 56°C for 30 min. Sera were 342 
then serially diluted, mixed 1:2 with the pseudotyped VSV and incubated for 30 minutes at 37°C. 343 
Medium was removed from Vero76 cells and replaced in triplicate wells with the 344 
serum/pseudotype particle mixture. 20 hours post infection the supernatant was removed from the 345 
cells and replaced with 1x luciferase lysis buffer (2x Lysis juice, 102517, PJK). Cells were lysed 346 
for 30 minutes at room temperature. Lysates were transferred to white plates with luciferase 347 
substrate (Beetle juice, 102511, PJK) and luciferase activity was measured with a Hidex Sense 348 
plate luminometer (Hidex) or a GloMax Discover Microplate Reader (Promega). Data was plotted 349 
after background subtraction and normalization to the “no serum” controls. Pseudotyped virus 350 
neutralizing titers 50 and 90 (pVNT50/90) were defined as the last serum dilutions that reduced 351 
transduction efficiency of biological triplicates by at least 50% or 90 % respectively. 352 
 353 
Expression and purification of recombinant soluble ACE2-IgG1 protein 354 

HEK293T cells were grown in DMEM/10% ultra-low IgG FBS/PenStrep and transfected 355 
transiently with plasmid pcDNA3-sACE2(WT)-Fc (a gift from Erik Procko; Addgene plasmid # 356 
145163(39)) by applying standard calcium phosphate procedures. Supernatants were collected 357 
and run over a protein A-sepharose column (ThermoFisher). Bound recombinant protein was 358 
eluted with 0.1M sodium citrate pH 3.5. Buffer was exchanged to PBSd and integrity as well as 359 
purity were confirmed by analyzing 2 µg of protein on a 10% SDS polyacrylamide gel.  360 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.12.20151407doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.12.20151407
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

Page 9 of 32 
 

Surrogate virus neutralization assay 361 
The surrogate virus neutralization assay was developed based on the hypothesis that virus 362 
neutralizing antibodies should also interfere with the binding of the RBD of SARS-CoV-2 363 
(SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD) to soluble, surface-immobilized ACE2. To establish this assay hACE2 364 
protein (Trenzyme or in-house produced) was coated at different concentrations in 100 mM 365 
carbonate-bicarbonate coating buffer (pH 9.6) on F96-Maxisorp Nunc-Immuno plates 366 
(ThermoScientific) at +4°C overnight. After washing in phosphate buffered saline (PBS) with 367 
0.05% Tween 20 (PBST), plates were blocked with 2% bovine serum albumin (BSA, Sigma) and 368 
0.1% Tween 20 in 1x PBS for 1.5 hrs at 37°C. Then, His-tag-conjugated SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD 369 
(Trenzyme) was added at different concentrations in carrier buffer (1% BSA and 0.05% Tween in 370 
1x PBS) for 1h at 37°C. Unbound SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD was removed by four PBST washes 371 
before anti-His peroxidase-labelled monoclonal antibody (mAb; Clone 3D5, prepared in house) in 372 
carrier buffer was added for 1h at 37°C. After final washing, the colorimetric signal was 373 
developed by adding chromogenic substrate, 3,3’,5,5’-tetramethylbenzidine (TMB; Sigma) and 374 
stopped by adding an equal volume of stop solution (0.2M H2SO4). Finally, the absorbance 375 
readings at 450 nm and 570 nm were acquired using the SpectraMax ID3 microplate reader 376 
(Molecular Devices). The KD values of the SARS-CoV-2 binding affinity to ACE2 was calculated 377 
from binding curves based on their global fit using one-site specific binding analysis (GraphPad 378 
Prism).  379 
To test for the presence of neutralizing anti-SARS-CoV-2-S serum antibodies, 6 ng of SARS-380 
CoV-2 S RBD was pre-incubated with test sera at final dilutions between 1:20 to 1:540 as 381 
indicated on the graphs for 1 h at 37°C, before adding them to plates coated with 150 or 300 382 
ng/well ACE2. For each reaction, the percentage of inhibition was calculated from optical density 383 
values after subtraction of background values as: Inhibition (%) = (1 - Sample OD value/Average 384 
SARS-CoV-2 S RBD OD value) x100. Neutralizing sVNT titers were determined as dilution that 385 
still had binding reduction > mean + 2 SD of values from sera of healthy controls.  386 
Statistical analysis 387 
Linear data were analyzed using unpaired t-test with Welch’s correction (for 2 groups) or Welch’s 388 
ANOVA followed by Dunnett’s T3 multiple comparisons test (for 3 groups) and were correlated 389 
using Pearson r test. Categorical data were analyzed using χ2 test or Fisher’s exact test for 390 
unpaired proportions, as indicated beneath each figure. Correlation between linear and categorical 391 
data was done using ordinary one-way ANOVA followed by test for linear trend. All statistical 392 
analyses were conducted using GraphPad Prism 8.4 (GraphPad Software, USA). 393 

 394 
 395 
H2: Supplementary Materials 396 

Fig. S1. Total IgG and IgA antibody levels against SARS-CoV-2 strongly correlate. 397 

Fig. S2. Positive correlation between pVNT and anti SARS-CoV-2-S1 IgG and IgA 398 
antibodies. 399 

Fig. S3. No correlation between time of sampling and total and neutralizing SARS-CoV-400 
2-specific antibody levels. 401 

Fig. S4. No correlation between patient age and total and neutralizing SARS-CoV-2-S-402 
specific antibody levels. 403 

Fig. S5. Male convalescent patients suffered more frequently than females from severe 404 
COVID-19 and produce higher anti-SARS-CoV-2 S IgA antibody levels. 405 

Fig. S6. Total IgG and IgA antibody levels against SARS-CoV-2-S1 strongly correlate in 406 
the validation group. 407 
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Fig. S7. Duration of symptoms but not patient age or gender positively correlates to total 408 
and neutralizing SARS-CoV-2-S-specific antibody levels in the validation group of 409 
convalescent patients with mild COVID-19. 410 

Table S1. Cohort characteristics.  411 

Table S2. Demographic and clinical characteristics of individuals with mild and severe 412 
COVID-19 and healthy controls (HC).  413 

Table S3. Clinical characteristics of confirmation mild COVID-19 cases.  414 
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Figures and Tables 576 

 577 
Fig. 1. Qualitative analysis of serum total IgG (A) and IgA (B) antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 S1 in convalescent 578 
patients with mild or severe COVID-19 and healthy controls (HC) determined by ELISA. Shaded areas cut-off values 579 
to determine positive (above), borderline (within) and negative (below gray area) samples. Dots, individuals; bars, 580 
mean, *** P < 0.001, Welch’s ANOVA followed by Dunnett’s T3 multiple comparisons test. 581 
  582 
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 583 
Fig. 2. Surrogate virus neutralization test (sVNT) detects neutralizing antibodies interfering with SARS-CoV-2-S-584 
RBD binding to human ACE2.  585 
(A,B) Binding of SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD to human ACE2 from commercial vendor (A) and produced in-house (B). 586 
Plates were coated with ACE2 as indicated. His-tagged SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD was titrated as indicated and revealed 587 
with anti-His peroxidase-labeled mAb. Representative assays performed in duplicates, mean ± SD. 588 
(C) Inhibition of interaction of SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD with ACE2 by the addition of sera of convalescent patients with 589 
mild (blue lines) or severe (red lines) COVID-19 and healthy controls (HC; black lines). Assay performed in 590 
duplicates; mean percentages of neutralization ± SD.  591 
(D-G) Inhibition of interaction of SARS-CoV-2-S-RBD with ACE2 at serum dilutions indicated. Individual values 592 
(dots) and means (line). Shaded areas represent mean ± 2 SD of values from sera of healthy controls. * P < 0.05; *** 593 
P < 0.001, Welch’s ANOVA followed by Dunnett’s T3 multiple comparisons test. 594 
(H) Relative distributions of SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing serum titers determined as dilution that still had binding 595 
reduction > mean + 2 SD of HC. *** P < 0.001; Fisher’s exact test (HC vs. mild or severe) or Chi-squared test for 596 
trend (mild vs. severe). 597 
  598 
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 599 
Fig. 3. Frequency of neutralizing antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 measured by a pseudotyped virus neutralization 600 
test (pVNT) based on SARS-CoV-2 S protein pseudotyped VSV. 601 
(A) Example of pVNT results. Sera from COVID-19 convalescent patients with mild or severe disease -but not from 602 
healthy controls (HC) - suppress entry of replication-defective VSV particles carrying SARS-CoV-2 S protein into 603 
host cells (filled bars), while neither sera suppressed entry of control particles carrying the G-protein of VSV entry 604 
(open bars). Red lines indicate levels of 50% or 90% suppression of virus entry as indicated. 605 
(B,C) Relative distributions of SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing serum titers that result in (B) 90% (pVNT90) or (C) 50% 606 
(pVNT50) reduction of luciferase production as described in (A). *** P < 0.001; Fisher’s exact test (HC vs. mild or 607 
severe) or Chi-squared test for trend (mild vs. severe). 608 
  609 
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 610 
Fig. 4. sVNT positively correlate with pVNT and anti SARS-CoV-2-S1 IgG and IgA antibodies. 611 
(A,B) Correlation between sVNT1:20 and antibody titers resulting in 90% (A) or 50% (B) reduction of luciferase 612 
production in pVNT90 and pVNT50. The horizontal shaded area indicates mean ± 2 S.D. range of inhibition of sera 613 
from HC. 614 
(C,D) Correlation between sVNT1:20 and log-transformed SARS-CoV-2-S1-specific IgG (C) and IgA (D) levels 615 
measured by ELISA. The vertical shaded areas indicate the respective cut-off values recommended by the 616 
manufacturer to determine positive (right to), borderline (within) and negative (left to) shaded area. The horizontal 617 
shaded area indicates mean ± 2 S.D. range of inhibition of sera from healthy controls. 618 
(A-D) Dots, samples of HC (black), mildly (blue) or severely (red) affected COVID-19 convalescent cases. (C,D) 619 
Correlation between the linearly-distributed data (solid line) and 95% confidence intervals (dotted lines). Correlation, 620 
one-way ANOVA followed by test for trend (A,B) or Pearson r (C,D).  621 
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 622 

 623 
Fig. 5. Duration of symptoms correlates to total and neutralizing SARS-CoV-2-S-specific antibody levels.  624 
(A) symptom duration of mild and severely affected COVID-19 patients. Dots, individuals; bars, mean, *** P < 625 
0.001, Welch’s t test. 626 
(B-F) Weak positive correlation between duration of symptoms and levels of log-transformed SARS-CoV-2-S1-627 
specific IgG (B) and IgA (C) antibodies, sVNT1:20 (D), pVNT90 (E) or pVNT50 (F) neutralizing antibody titers. Dots, 628 
convalescent individuals with mild COVID-19, outlier are marked with x, horizontal lines, means. (B,C) Shaded 629 
areas indicate vendor-defined cut-off values to determine positive (above), borderline (within) and negative (below 630 
gray area) samples. (D) The shaded area indicates mean ± 2 SD range of inhibition of sera from HC. Correlation, 631 
Pearson r (B-D) or one-way ANOVA followed by test for trend (E,F). Outlier was defined as a value with absolute 632 
residual value > 2SD of all residual values (D) or as a value > mean +/- 2 SD of values with the same titer.  633 
 634 
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 635 
Fig. 6. sVNT positively correlate with total levels of anti-S IgG and IgA antibodies against SARS-CoV-2-S1 in a 636 
validation cohort of convalescent patients with mild COVID-19 (n=44).  637 
(A) Serum anti SARS-CoV-2-S1 antibodies determined by ELISA. Shaded areas, cut-off values to determine positive 638 
(above), borderline (within) and negative (below gray area) samples. Dots, individuals; bars, mean. 639 
(B) Relative distribution of SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing serum titers determined as dilution that still had binding 640 
reduction > mean + 2 SD of HC.  641 
(C,D) Correlation between sVNT1:20 and log-transformed SARS-CoV-2-S1-specific IgG (C) and IgA (D) levels 642 
measured by ELISA. Vertical shaded areas, vendor-defined cut-off values to determine positive (right to), borderline 643 
(within) and negative (left to shaded area) samples. Horizontal shaded area, i mean ± 2 S.D. inhibition of sera from 644 
HC. Correlation, Pearson r. 645 
 646 
 647 
  648 
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Supplementary Materials 649 
 650 

 651 
Fig. S1. Total IgG and IgA antibody levels against SARS-CoV-2 strongly correlate. Samples from mild (blue) and 652 
severe (red) COVID-19 convalescent patients and HC (black dots). Shaded areas, vendor-defined cut-off values to 653 
determine positive, borderline and negative samples as described for figure 1. Correlation, Pearson r.  654 
 655 
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 656 
Fig. S2. Positive correlation between pVNT and anti SARS-CoV-2-S1 IgG and IgA antibodies  657 
(A-D) Anti SARS-CoV-2-S1-specific IgG and IGA levels determined by ELISA and pVNT90 or pVNT50 neutralizing 658 
antibody titers as indicated. Dots, samples of HC (black), mildly (blue) or severely (red) affected COVID-19 659 
convalescent patients. Shaded areas indicate cut-off values to determine positive (above), borderline (within) and 660 
negative (below gray area) samples. Correlation, one-way ANOVA followed by test for trend. 661 
 662 
 663 
 664 
  665 
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 666 
Fig. S3. No correlation between time of sampling and total and neutralizing SARS-CoV-2-specific antibody levels.  667 
(A) No difference between date of sampling between convalescent patients with mild and severe COVID-19. Dots, 668 
individuals; bars, mean, * P < 0.05, Welch’s t test. 669 
(B-F) No correlation between time of sampling (post occurrence of symptoms) and log-transformed SARS-CoV-2-670 
S1-specific IgG (B) and IgA (C) levels, sVNT1:20 (D), pVNT90 (E) or pVNT50 (F) in convalescent patients with mild 671 
COVID-19. Dots, individuals, (E, F) horizontal lines, medians. (B,C) Shaded areas indicate vendor-defined cut-off 672 
values to determine positive (above), borderline (within) and negative (below gray area) samples. (D) The shaded 673 
area indicates mean ± 2 SD range of inhibition of sera from HC; Correlation, Pearson r (B-D) or one-way ANOVA 674 
followed by test for trend (E,F). 675 
 676 
  677 
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 678 

 679 
Fig. S4. No correlation between patient age and total and neutralizing SARS-CoV-2-S-specific antibody levels.  680 
(A) Convalescent patients with severe COVID-19 were significantly older than patients with mild disease. Dots, 681 
individuals; bars, mean, * P < 0.05, Welch’s t test. 682 
(B-F) No correlation between age and log-transformed SARS-CoV-2-S-specific IgG (B) and IgA (C) levels, sVNT1:20 683 
(D), pVNT90 (E) or pVNT50 (F). Dots, individuals recovered from mild COVID-19  684 
(E, F) horizontal lines, medians. (B,C) Shaded areas indicate vendor-defined cut-off values to determine positive 685 
(above), borderline (within) and negative (below gray area) samples. (D) The shaded area indicates mean ± 2 SD 686 
range of inhibition of sera from HC; Correlation, Pearson r (B-D) or one-way ANOVA followed by test for trend 687 
(E,F). 688 
 689 
 690 
  691 
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 692 
Fig. S5. Male convalescent patients suffered more frequently than females from severe COVID-19 and produce 693 
higher anti-SARS-CoV-2 S IgA antibody levels.  694 
(A) Gender distribution in patients recovered from mild or severe COVID-19. * P < 0.05, Fisher’s exact test. 695 
(B-F) Female (F) and male (M) convalescent patients with mild COVID-19 have similar levels of serum anti-S1 IgG 696 
antibodies (A) while IgA levels are significantly higher in males (B). No differences in sVNT1:20 (C) or sVNT (D), 697 
pVNT90 (E) or pVNT50 (F) between female and male COVID-19 convalescent individuals with mild disease. (B-D) 698 
Dots, individuals; horizontal bars, means. (B,C) Shaded areas, vendor-defined ELISA cut-off values that define 699 
positive (above shaded area), borderline (within shaded area) and negative (below shaded area) samples. (E) Shaded 700 
area, mean ± 2 S.D. of inhibition of sera from HC. (B-D) unpaired t-test; (E-F) Chi-square test; * P < 0.05. 701 
 702 
  703 
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 704 

 705 
Fig. s6. Total IgG and IgA antibody levels against SARS-CoV-2-S1 strongly correlate in the validation group. 706 
Samples from mild (blue) COVID-19 convalescent patients and the initial 12 HC (black dots). Shaded areas, vendor-707 
defined cut-off values to determine positive, borderline and negative samples as described for figure 1. Correlation, 708 
Pearson r.  709 
 710 
  711 
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 712 
Fig. S7. Duration of symptoms but not patient age or gender positively correlates to total and neutralizing SARS-713 
CoV-2-S-specific antibody levels in the validation group of convalescent patients with mild COVID-19  714 
(A-C) Weak positive correlation between duration of symptoms and sVNT1:20 (A) and log-transformed SARS-CoV-715 
2-S1-specific IgG (B) but not IgA (C) levels.  716 
(D-F) No difference between female (F) and male (M) COVID-19 convalescent individuals with mild disease 717 
regarding sVNT1:20 (D) and serum levels of SARS-CoV-2-S1-specific IgG antibodies (E) while levels of serum 718 
SARS-CoV-2-S1-specific IgA antibodies are significantly higher in males (F). ** P < 0.01, Welch’s t test. 719 
(G-I) No correlation between age of patients recovered from mild COVID-19 and sVNT1:20 (G) or log-transformed 720 
anti SARS-CoV-2-S1-specific IgG (H) and IgA (I) antibody levels 721 
Dots, individuals; horizontal lines, means. Shaded areas indicate mean ± 2 SD of inhibition of sera from HC (A,D,G) 722 
or the respective cut-off values from ELISA as described for Fig 5 (B,C,E,F,H,I). Correlation, Pearson r (A-C,G-I); 723 
Comparison Welch’s t test (D-F). 724 
  725 
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Table S1. Cohort characteristics. Abbreviations: HC – healthy controls; M –male; F- female; NA – not applicable; 726 
ND – not disclosed. 727 
group n Gender 

(M/F/ND) 

Average age  

[years (range)] 

Average symptom 

duration  

[days (range)] 

Average sampling post 

symptom onset  

[days (range)] 

Mild COVID-

19 

40 20/19/1 42 (19-68) 10 (0-25) 25 (10-61) 

Severe 

COVID-19 

10 9/1/0 54 (23-67) 36 (19-71) 26 (14-46) 

HC 12 3/9/0 39 (25-56) NA NA 

 728 
 729 
 730 
 731 
 732 
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Table S2. Demographic and clinical characteristics of individuals with mild and severe COVID-19 and healthy controls (HC). Abbreviations: PEMC - pre-existing medical 733 
conditions; m: male; f: female; NA: not available; *: in days; §: days after onset of symptoms. 734 

ID Gender Age PEMC COVID-19 Symptoms ECMO or 

intubation 

Symptom 

duration
*
 

Sampling
§
 

M-01 F 20-25 no mild NA no 5 12 

M-02 M 45-50 no mild Fatigue, cough, ageusia, body aches, headache no 14 10 

M-03 M 50-55 no mild NA no NA NA 

M-04 NA 60-65 no mild Limb pain no 18 13 

M-05 M 65-70 yes mild Fever, chills, cough, body aches, sore throat, no 20 15 

M-06 f 65-70 no mild Fever, Sore throat,  diarrhea (once) no 13 17 

M-07 M 20-25 no mild No symptoms no 0 23 

M-08 F 55-60 no mild Cough, chills no 3 23 

M-09 M 55-60 yes mild Cough, fever, headache, body aches no 18 14 

M-10 F 55-60 no mild Chills, fever, diarrhea no 19 14 

M-11 F 20-25 no mild Cough, headache, body aches, swollen lymph nodes (4 days) no 9 22 

M-12 M 40-45 no mild fever, cough no 10 18 

M-13 M 50-55 no mild Fatigue, cough, headache, anosmia, body aches no 16 18 

M-14 F 50-55 no mild Cough, anosmia, rhinitis, ageusia no 10 21 

M-15 F 35-40 no mild Mild cough no NA NA 

M-16 F 50-55 no mild Body ache (2 days), loss of smell no 10 27 

M-17 M 25-30 no mild Rhinitis no 5 35 

M-18 M 50-55 yes mild Cough, fever no 25 13 

M-19 F 50-55 no mild Headache, shortness of breath, pressure on the bronchi no 10 30 

M-20 M 15-20 no mild Cough, fever no 9 25 

M-21 M 50-55 no mild Fever, headache, lung pain no 10 19 

M-22 M 20-25 no mild Fatigue, cough no 12 22 

M-23 F 40-45 no mild Light symptoms no 7 31 

M-24 F 25-30 no mild Mild fever, cough, fatigue, chills no 9 28 

M-25 M 35-40 no mild Cough, sore throat, fever no 8 31 

M-26 M 50-55 no mild Diarrhea, cough, rhinitis, fever no 9 30 

M-27 F 35-40 no mild Fever, headache, fatigue no 14 22 
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M-28 M 45-50 no mild Cough no 1 32 

M-29 M 35-40 no mild Fever, body aches, anosmia, ageusia no 5 34 

M-30 F 45-50 no mild Headache, fatigue no 1 37 

M-31 F 40-45 yes mild Cough, headache, dyspnea no 6 30 

M-32 F 40-45 yes mild Cough, fatigue no 8 28 

M-33 F 45-50 no mild Fever, light cough, bedridden for 2 days no 5 32 

M-34 M 35-40 no mild Fever, chills, fatigue, cough, running nose no 13 29 

M-35 M 30-35 no mild Sore throat, elevated temperature, cough, fatigue no 4 30 

M-36 M 20-25 no mild Fever, sore throat no 5 33 

M-37 F 20-25 no mild Fever, body aches, rhinitis, sore throat no 4 24 

M-38 F 50-55 no mild Fever, dyspnea, headache no 11 25 

M-39 M 40-45 NA mild Body aches, ageusia, chills no 14 61 

M-40 F 30-35 no mild Fever, diarrhea, body aches, headache, pneumonia, cough no 16 35 

S-01 F 50-55 no severe Fever, body aches, dyspnea, dizziness  intubation 28 21 

S-02 M 55-60 NA severe Dyspnea, fever intubation 35 21 

S-03 M 60-65 yes severe Fever, dyspnea, pneumonia, cough intubation 30 26 

S-04 M 50-55 NA severe Fever, dyspnea, body aches, ageusia, chills intubation 29 40 

S-05 M 60-65 no severe Fever, diarrhea, dry cough ECMO 71 43 

S-06 M 50-60 yes severe Dyspnea, fever, dry cough intubation 67 46 

S-07 M 35-40 no severe Dyspnea, fever intubation 55 43 

S-08 M 65-70 yes severe Dyspnea, fever ECMO 28 14 

S-09 M 55-60 yes severe Dyspnea, fever intubation 19 14 

S-10 M 15-20 no severe Loss of smell, fever, nausea, emesis, dysnpea no 21 18 

S-01 F 50-55 no severe Fever, body aches, dyspnea, dizziness  intubation 28 21 

HC-01 F 35-40 NA NA NA NA NA NA 

HC-02 F 30-35 NA NA NA NA NA NA 

HC-03 F 35-40 NA NA NA NA NA NA 

HC-04 F 20-25 NA NA NA NA NA NA 

HC-05 F 50-55 NA NA NA NA NA NA 

HC-06 F 45-50 NA NA NA NA NA NA 

HC-07 M 20-25 NA NA NA NA NA NA 
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HC-08 M 45-50 NA NA NA NA NA NA 

HC-09 F 55-60 NA NA NA NA NA NA 

HC-10 F 30-35 NA NA NA NA NA NA 

HC-11 F 50-55 NA NA NA NA NA NA 

HC-12 M 30-35 NA NA NA NA NA NA 

  735 
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Table S3. Clinical characteristics of confirmation mild COVID-19 cases.  736 
 737 

A. Confirmation COVID-19 cohort with mild disease characteristics summary. Abbreviations: M –male; F- female; NA – not applicable; ND – not disclosed.  738 

group n Gender (M/F/ND) Average age  

[years (range)] 

Average symptom duration  

[days (range)] 

Average sampling post symptom onset  

[days (range)] 

Confirmation 

mild COVID-19 

44 29/15/0 47 (23-64) 13 (4-24) 33 (14-64) 

 739 
B. Clinical details of confirmation mild COVID-19 cases. Abbreviations: M –male; F- female; PEMC - pre-existing medical conditions; NA: not available; *: in days; §: 740 

days after onset of symptoms. 741 
ID Gender Age PEMC COVID-

19 

Symptoms ECMO or 

intubation 

Symptom 

duration
*
 

Sampling
§
 

M-41 M 60-65 no mild fever, diarrhea, anosmia, ageusia  no 8 34 

M-42 F 40-45 yes mild headache, body aches,  anosmia, ageusia, fever (light), rhinitis no 13 27 

M-43 M 35-40 NA mild dyspnea, fever, headache, sore throat no 10 33 

M-44 F 55-60 yes mild cough, rhinitis, slightly elevated temperature no 12 28 

M-45 M 45-50 no mild cough, fatigue (5 days), pressure on the lungs no 11 33 

M-46 M 35-40 no mild fever, headache, diarrhea, chill, cough, anosmia, ageusia  no 8 30 

M-47 M 55-60 no mild cough (light), rhinitis no 16 31 

M-48 M 25-30 no mild rhinitis, anosmia, ageusia no 10 31 

M-49 M 45-50 no mild fever, joint pain, bitter taste, pneumonia,headaches no 10 26 

M-50 M 50-55 no mild cough (light), tiredness, loss of taste no 9 33 

M-51 F 45-50 no mild increased temperature, snuff (light), loss of taste no 6 39 

M-52 M 40-45 yes mild cough (light), aching limbs, headaches no 16 34 

M-53 M 40-45 yes mild fever, aching limbs, loss of smell and taste, cough no 20 28 

M-54 F 40-45 no mild headaches, cough, weld outbreaks, fever no 17 36 

M-55 F 45-50 yes mild aching limbs, respiratory problems, loss of smell, fever, cough, fatigue no 21 34 

M-56 M 45-50 no mild fever,fatigue,loss of smell, passed out (one time), diarrhoea no 11 37 

M-57 M 45-50 yes mild fever (light), cough (light), aching limbs no 13 37 

M-58 M 45-50 no mild fever, sore throat, headaches, fatigue, loss of smell and taste no 17 30 

M-59 F 55-60 yes mild cough,nausea, aching limbs, restricted sense of smell  no 12 37 

M-60 M 60-65 no mild fever no 16 38 
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M-61 M 45-50 no mild fever, aching limbs, loss of smell and taste, cough no 13 35 

M-62 F 40-45 no mild fever, aching limbs, cough no 12 39 

M-63 M 55-60 no mild cough drier, fever, snuff, shivering, headaches, loss of smell and taste, severe fatigue, 

light bronchitis 

no 24 37 

M-64 M 50-55 no mild loss of smell and taste, diarrhoea, dry cough, loss of appetite no 15 34 

M-65 M 35-40 no mild fever (light), fatigue no 9 64 

M-66 F 30-35 n.a. mild keine Symptome eingetragen no 8 32 

M-67 M 35-40 no mild fever, cough, sore throat,  shivering, apathy,fatigue no 10 29 

M-68 M 50-55 no mild Cough, fever (1 day), headache, body aches no 17 26 

M-69 M 50-55 no mild fatigue, chills, body aches no 12 32 

M-70 F 55-60 no mild chills, fever (light), headache, fatigue, body aches no 15 29 

M-71 M 45-50 yes mild fever, cough, headache, dyspnea no 10 30 

M-72 F 55-60 yes mild Headache, sore throat, anosmia, ageusia, tinnitus no 12 34 

M-73 F 35-40 no mild conjunctivitis, cough, fever,anosmia, ageusia, diarrhea  no 19 31 

M-74 F 60-65 yes mild cough, sore throat, headache, fatigue, vertigo, blood pressure fluctuation no 16 35 

M-75 F 20-25 no mild fever, fatigue, body aches, cold symptoms no 13 31 

M-76 F 50-55 no mild headache, body aches, ageusia no 13 33 

M-77 M 45-50 yes mild fever, fatigue, anosmia, ageusia no 16 32 

M-78 M 55-60 yes mild cough, headache, body aches, fever (light) no 18 14 

M-79 F 40-45 no mild fever, cough, ageusia, rhinitis no 10 28 

M-80 M 35-40 yes mild no symptoms no 7 31 

M-81 M 45-50 yes mild cold symptoms no 11 22 

M-82 M 50-55 no mild cough, ageusia no 10 32 

M-83 M 30-35 no mild slightly elevated temperature, sore throat, cough, fatigue no 5 32 

M-84 M 50-55 no mild aegusia (very briefly), nausea for a few days in the morning no 4 30 
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