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Abstract  13 

More knowledge regarding persistence of antibody response to SARS-CoV-2 infections in the 14 

general population with mild symptoms is needed. We measured and compared levels of SARS-15 

CoV-2 spike- and nucleocapsid-specific IgG-antibodies in serum samples from 145 laboratory-16 

confirmed COVID-19 cases and 324 non-cases. The IgG-antibody levels against the spike protein 17 

in cases were stable over the time-period studied (14 to 256 days), while antibody levels against 18 

the nucleocapsid protein decreased over time. 19 

 20 
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Introduction 21 

The ongoing pandemic of the severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-22 

CoV-2) and its associated respiratory disease, coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), poses a 23 

major and unprecedented threat to global public health (1). 24 

To date, serological tests are widely used to screen for antibodies made in response to a 25 

SARS-CoV-2 infection. The antibody responses to SARS-CoV-2 infection are directed against 26 

multiple viral antigens including the spike and the nucleocapsid protein (2). Antibodies against the 27 

spike-S1 protein, more specifically, the receptor-binding domain, have shown virus-neutralizing 28 

activity (3).  29 

Understanding the antibody kinetics over prolonged periods is of crucial importance 30 

especially with the ongoing roll out of general vaccination and immunity passports being 31 

discussed. Recent reports describe detectable IgG levels in approximately 80-90% of infected 32 

COVID-19 patients 4-8 months post infection (4-8). Several studies have included health-care 33 

workers with confirmed COVID-19 (9, 10), whose immune response may differ from that of the 34 

general population. In this context, there is a need for better understanding of antibody responses 35 

in the general population with largely mild symptoms. 36 

Here, we characterize 469 serum samples collected from the general population in Sweden 37 

during October to December 2020. The samples were collected to establish a well-characterized 38 

national serum panel consisting of SARS-CoV-2 antibody-positive and negative samples for 39 

performance evaluation and quality assurance of serological tests. We assessed the antibody levels 40 

against SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid and spike proteins in sera from 145 COVID-19 patients 14 to 41 

256 days after diagnosis. 42 
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Materials and methods 43 

Recruitment of study participants 44 

Study participants were recruited from three Swedish Counties via internet-based 45 

advertisement. The advertisement was specifically directed towards persons who either had or had 46 

not contracted COVID-19 during 2020. A web-based questionnaire was used to collect information 47 

on basic demographics and anamnesis concerning COVID-19 (Figure S1). The purpose of the 48 

questionnaire was to pre-screen for candidates likely to donate either antibody-positive or negative 49 

serum samples, as well as to allow for weighing of samples regarding gender, age, county of 50 

residence (county 1-3) and symptoms of respiratory tract infection (RTI) other than COVID-19. 51 

Of 5444 persons completing the questionnaires, 780 individuals were selected for serum sampling 52 

according to the criteria mentioned above. Of these, 484 donated serum for the study (Table S1). 53 

Written consent was obtained from all study-participants. At the time of serum sampling, 54 

vaccination campaigns had not yet started in Sweden. 55 

Serum sampling 56 

Venous blood (5-40 mL) was collected into Serum Sampling Tubes (SST BD Vacutainer) 57 

on county level and transported at ambient temperature to regional laboratories for centrifugation 58 

and isolation of serum. Serum sample aliquots were subsequently shipped to RISE Research 59 

Institutes of Sweden for further analysis.   60 

Case definitions 61 

Patient-cases were defined as study participants with a laboratory-confirmed SARS-CoV-62 

2 infection, i.e. with positive real-time reverse transcription PCR test (rRT-PCR), as reported in 63 
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the national Swedish SmiNet database (electronic monitoring system for notifications received in 64 

accordance with the Communicable Diseases Act). For data analysis, dates for rRT-PCR-65 

diagnostics were primarily used, and if missing, disease notification dates were used.  66 

Non-cases were defined as study participants with no reported laboratory-confirmed 67 

SARS-CoV-2 infection (i.e. rRT-PCR test) as per recording in the SmiNet database up to the 68 

serum sampling date.  69 

Of 484 participants, 15 were excluded due to incomplete personal identification number, 70 

missing serum samples, or if serum sampling had occurred within 14 days of disease onset. 71 

One follow-up search in the SmiNet database for possible reinfections and/or new 72 

infections for the cohort was performed on April 12, 2021.  73 

Antibody testing 74 

Sera were tested for the presence of IgG antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 at the Science 75 

for Life Laboratory (SciLifeLab) in Solna, Sweden. Testing was performed using a semi-76 

quantitative multiplex bead-based serologic assay for detection of antibodies to two different 77 

SARS-CoV-2 viral proteins, the C-terminal part of the nucleocapsid protein (NCP-C) and the 78 

soluble spike glycoprotein (spike-foldon) (11). The sensitivity and specificity of the method was 79 

specified as 99.7% (95% CI: 98.3-100%) and 100% (95% CI: 99.8-100%), respectively. Results 80 

were obtained as fluorescence intensity in a FlexMap3D instrument (Luminex) and are here given 81 

as arbitrary units (AU). Each run included twelve negative and four positive reference samples. 82 

Cut-off was determined as the “mean + 6 × SD” of the twelve negative reference samples. 83 

Seropositivity was defined as AU above the cut-off for both the nucleocapsid and spike protein. 84 

The median AU value of the four positive samples was used for normalization between assays. 85 
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Three separate runs were performed, and the values were normalized against the run with the 86 

largest number of samples. Testing was performed blinded, i.e. without disclosing any case 87 

information of the samples.  88 

Statistical analysis 89 

To compare groups, i.e. cases vs. non-cases and cases only regarding severity (hospital vs. 90 

ill at home) we performed pairwise t-test, Mann-Whitney U-test and ANCOVA. ANCOVA was 91 

used to allow for correction of variability of gender, age and time between diagnosis (positive rRT-92 

PCR) and serum sampling. We only present P-values based on ANCOVA for group comparisons. 93 

Furthermore, we estimated Pearsons correlation coefficient for the log of nucleocapsid and spike 94 

antibody levels (AU) in cases.  R version 3.6.2 was used for all analysis. 95 

Ethical approval and financing 96 

Ethical approval for this study was obtained from the Swedish Ethical Review Board: Dnr 97 

2020-03584. This project was exclusively funded by the Public Health Agency of Sweden via an 98 

assignment (S2020_05026) from the Ministry of Health and Social Affairs, Government of 99 

Sweden. 100 

101 
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Results 102 

Demographics and clinical characteristics  103 

Serum samples from the 469 included study participants were collected between October 104 

30 and December 8, 2020. Of all participants, 145 were found to be laboratory-confirmed COVID-105 

19-patients in the national registry system (SmiNet) and subsequently classified as patient-cases. 106 

All patient-cases had sampling/diagnosis dates between March 6 and November 9, 2020 and had 107 

until April 21, 2021 only one record in SmiNet. Thus, there were no patient-cases with a recorded 108 

re-infection. The remaining 324 participants had no record in SmiNet and were subsequently 109 

denoted as non-cases (Table 1). Of note, 28/324 non-cases (8.6%) were registered with a COVID-110 

19 diagnosis in the follow-up search on April 12, 2021.  111 

Most patient-cases, 85%, self-reported severity of illness as mild (Table 1) and symptoms 112 

were dominated by influenza-like symptoms (Table S2). About 39% of non-cases reported 113 

symptoms of respiratory-tract infection during 2020 and furthermore, 17% of non-cases reported 114 

that they had or suspected to have had contracted COVID-19 during 2020 (Table 1).  115 

IgG antibody levels in patient-cases and non-cases 116 

About 95% of patient-cases (137/145) were classified as seropositive, i.e. serum samples 117 

showed IgG antibody levels above the threshold for both the nucleocapsid and spike proteins 118 

(Table 2). Of the eight seronegative samples, four had antibodies against either spike or 119 

nucleocapsid and another four had no detectable antibodies against any of the included antigens. 120 

The four non-reactive samples showed background levels in the same range as the majority of non-121 

case samples for the spike protein (Figure 1) and the fluorescence intensity levels showed a 122 

discontinuous distribution (Figure 2). These four non-reactive samples were thus considered as 123 
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outliers and were excluded for the analyses. There were no significant differences in seropositivity 124 

or antibody levels between age groups (Figure S2) or gender (not shown).  125 

Fourteen non-cases (4%) were classified as seropositive (Table 2). Among the 55 non-126 

cases that self-reported to have contracted COVID-19 during 2020, 10 tested seropositive (18%) 127 

and 45 tested negative (82%). Geographically, County 1 had a higher proportion of seropositive 128 

samples among non-cases than the other two counties (Table S1). 129 

IgG antibody levels and severity of disease 130 

Among patient-cases, antibody levels against the spike protein were higher in patients with 131 

moderate to severe disease compared to patients with mild disease (P = 0.004, ANCOVA, Figure 132 

3). A similar association was found for antibody levels against the nucleocapsid protein (P = 0.007, 133 

ANCOVA).  134 

IgG antibody levels in patient-cases in relation to time after diagnosis 135 

For 141 patient-cases (excluding the four outliers), disease notification dates were recorded 136 

between March 6 and November 9, 2020, with a majority (30%) recorded in June, followed by 137 

17% in May and October, respectively. The median time between disease notification date and 138 

serum sampling was 156 days (range 15-256 days). Four samples were collected 15–20 days after 139 

disease notification and 137 samples between 21–256 days. For the 4/141 samples that were 140 

classified as seronegative, three samples tested positive for antibodies against the spike protein 141 

and one sample tested positive for antibodies against the nucleocapsid protein. These samples were 142 

collected at day 160, 176, 207, and 232 after diagnosis. 143 
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There were no significant differences in IgG antibody levels against the spike protein over 144 

time (Figure 4, R = -0.059, P = 0.49). Conversely, antibody levels against the nucleocapsid protein 145 

were lower for patients diagnosed earlier during spring compared to those in the autumn (R = -146 

0.19; P = 0.02).  147 

Discussion 148 

We describe the IgG antibody levels in 145 serum samples from patients with a confirmed 149 

COVID-19 diagnosis between March and November 2020 in Sweden. The 145 patient samples 150 

were part of 469 serum samples, collected with the purpose to establish a national serum panel for 151 

validation and quality assessment of serological assays. 152 

Our data showed that 95% of patient-cases seroconverted after a laboratory-confirmed 153 

infection with SARS-CoV-2, and there was no difference with respect to age group or gender.  154 

Early studies reported 15-90% seroconversion rate in COVID-19 patients, with lower rates among 155 

asymptomatic patients (12, 13). One explanation for the varying results are performance 156 

differences among serological methods (14-16). Despite the high performance of the method used 157 

in this study, eight samples were classified as seronegative. Whereas four patient-cases had 158 

detectable IgG levels against one of the two antigens, the remaining four were distinguished by 159 

having background fluorescence levels similar to those of the negative controls. Although not 160 

conclusive, these outliers most likely represent false positive rRT-PCR diagnostic results. Large 161 

scale diagnostic testing in low prevalence settings increases the risk for false positives (17), and 162 

highlights the need for careful interpretation of serological non-responders as well as adherence to 163 

the case definition of putative reinfections (18).  164 
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The levels of IgG antibodies against the spike and nucleocapsid proteins were higher in 165 

patients with moderate to severe disease than in patients with mild disease. Reports have shown 166 

various results regarding the antibody levels in patients with severe and mild disease (16, 19, 20), 167 

which may be due to timing of antibody response in relation to the phase of the infection (21). 168 

One strength of this study is that samples were collected from the general population, 169 

covering patients with mostly mild disease. The results indicate that the antibody levels, 170 

particularly against the spike protein, remain at detectable levels for more than eight months. This 171 

is in agreement with other studies showing a sustained antibody response, e.g. 6-9 months after 172 

infection (4, 5, 7, 22-24). Neutralizing antibodies are evidently important for protection against 173 

disease (25), and protection over longer time-periods depends on the evolution of memory B cells 174 

(26). In this context, it is interesting to note that only one episode of COVID-19 per case was 175 

registered between March 6, 2020 and April 12, 2021, while 9% of the non-cases were diagnosed 176 

with COVID-19 during the 3.5 months that passed after serum sampling.  177 

Due to the unknown number of undiagnosed SARS-CoV-2 infections in the population, 178 

one challenge of our approach was to collect true negative serum samples. Twelve of the 55 non-179 

cases who self-reported a suspected COVID-19 infection also reported positive rRT-PCR-test 180 

results in the questionnaires, despite not being registered in the national registry system. Possible 181 

explanations for this discrepancy are that they had received their diagnoses abroad, or that there 182 

was a misinterpretation of the questionnaire. Nevertheless, excluding those who had reported being 183 

tested positive for SARS-CoV-2 with rRT-PCR among the non-cases, we found 7/312 seropositive 184 

samples among the non-cases. Six of these were from County 1 which had the highest surge of 185 

COVID-19 during the first months of the pandemic in Sweden. About 9% of non-cases in County 186 

1 had detectable antibody levels against either the spike or nucleocapsid protein, compared to 2% 187 
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in the other two Counties (Table S3). Due to the non-random selection and bias in the sampling 188 

algorithm used here, the result is most likely an underestimate of the proportion of undiagnosed 189 

cases in the population.  190 

The well-characterized panel of serum samples presented here will be valuable for 191 

diagnostic performance and quality assessments of current and new serological assays.  192 
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 273 

Table 1. Age, gender and self-reported symptoms of patient-cases and non-cases. 274 

 Patient-cases (%) Non-cases (%) Total (%) 

N 145 (31) 324 (69) 469 (100) 

Gender    

Female 89 (61) 181 (56) 270 (58) 

Male 56 (39) 143 (44) 199 (42) 

Age group    

18-29 

30-44 

45-59 

≥60 

14 (10) 

39 (27) 

70 (48) 

22 (15) 

45 (14) 

78 (24) 

114 (35) 

87 (27) 

59 (13) 

117 (25) 

184 (39) 

109 (23) 

Symptoms of respiratory-tract 

infections during 2020* 

   

Yes 115 (79) 127 (39) 242 (52) 
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No† 30 (21) 197 (61) 227 (48) 

Severity of symptoms‡    

Mild  123 (85) 52 (16) 175 (37) 

Moderate 16 (11) 3 (0.9) 19 (4.1) 

Severe 5 (3.4) 0 (0) 5 (1.1) 

No data 1 (0.7) 269 (83) 270 (58) 

*Symptoms of respiratory tract infections and severity of disease were extracted from the 275 

questionnaires. 276 

†Of those that reported no RTI-symptoms, 29/30 of patient-cases and 12/197 of non-cases, 277 

respectively, reported symptoms that they suspected were due to COVID-19.  278 

‡The question of severity of symptoms applied only to those who answered “Yes” on the question 279 

“Did you have symptoms during 2020 that you know, or suspect were due to COVID-19” (n = 144 280 

for cases, and n = 55 for non-cases). Mild disease was defined as staying at home while being ill, 281 

moderate as hospital admission and severe as ICU admission.  282 

 283 

 284 

 285 

 286 

 287 

 288 
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Table 2. IgG-antibodies detected in serum samples of patient-cases and non-cases. 289 

Reactive IgG antibody 

against 

Patient-cases 

(n=145) 

% (95% CI) Non-cases 

(n=324) 

% (95% CI) 

Spike 140 96.6 (92.2-98.5) 21 6.5 (4.3-9.7) 

Nucleocapsid 138 95.2 (90.4-97.6) 18 5.6 (3.6-8.6) 

Spike and Nucleocapsid 137 94.5 (89.5-97.2) 14 4.3 (2.6-7.1) 

None 4 2.8 (1.1-6.9) 299 92.3 (88.9-94.7) 

 290 
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Figures 292 

Figure 1. Antibody levels against viral spike and nucleocapsid proteins in patient-cases (n = 145) 293 

and non-cases (n = 324), respectively. Boxes include values between the first (Q1) and third (Q3) 294 

quartile, whiskers limits shows values within Q1-IQR×1.5 and Q3+IQR×1.5. Outliers are defined 295 

as values outside the whisker limits and median values are indicated by a line. IQR: Interquartile 296 

range. 297 
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Figure 2. Correlation of IgG antibody levels against nucleocapsid and spike proteins among 304 

patient-cases (n=145). 305 
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Figure 3. Antibody levels in patient-cases with mild vs. moderate-severe disease (n = 120 vs. n = 315 

21, respectively, four outliers removed). For explanation of boxes, see legend to Figure 1. 316 
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Figure 4. Correlation of antibody levels among patient-cases and time between disease notification 326 

and serum sampling (n = 141, 4 outliers removed). 327 
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