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Abstract

The clinical and scientific communities rely on serology testing to analyze the degree of antibody-
mediated immunity afforded to recovered patients from SARS-CoV-2 infection. Neutralizing antibodies present
in COVID-19 convalescent plasma (CCP) remains a practical therapy to treat COVID-19 patients requiring
hospitalization. However, it remains unclear how long antibody levels persist in CCP donors after recovery. An
accurate estimation of antibody kinetics in CCP donors provide an important observation to further define the
extent of long-term immunity in recovered patient and s multaneously inform CCP collection processesin
efforts to improve CCP dosing and therapeutic outcome. In this study, we analyzed 63 donors and measured
antibody levels using two high throughput screening assays (HTSA) designed to detect antibodies targeting the
spike protein (S1) and nucleocapsid protein (NP) of SARS-CoV-2 and monitored antibody levels between 2-8
consecutive donations. We show that anti-S1 antibody levels, as measured using the Ortho Total Ig HTSA,
increased over time in repeat CCP donors while anti-NP antibody levels, as measured using the Abbott 1gG
HTSA, were unchanged or decreased over time. When we normalized these data, we found that both the
absolute levels of anti-S1 antibodies and the ratio between S1 and NP antibodies tends to increase over time.
These data have important implications for the convalescent donation process, patient protection from future

infection and characterization of the SARS-CoV-2 immune response.
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Introduction

For over a century, passive antibody transfer using convalescent plasma from recovered patients has
been used to accelerate the immune response in morbid patients.(1, 2) Before vaccines were developed, this
method has been used to treat outbreaks of several novel infectious diseases including measles, mumps, and
influenza.(3) Although vaccines and monaoclonal antibody therapies are being developed for novel coronavirus,
it will still take time before these therapies are widely available to the population.(4) Therefore, conval escent
plasma remains a viable approach to treat coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), which is caused by severe
acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infection.(5) In support of this approach, severa
studies have shown efficacy of COVID-19 convalescent plasma (CCP) in hospitalized patients, particularly
when treated early.(6, 7) However, evidence for therapeutic CCP efficacy still requires definitive support from
large randomized clinical trials

Central to efficacy of CCP therapy is the accurate selection of hyperimmune plasma units, which require
accurate quantification of antiviral antibodies. High throughput serological assays (HTSA), which rely on
chemiluminescent immunoassay with high dynamic range, can be introduced in the population at scale using
clinical laboratory infrastructure to rapidly measure antibody levels of CCP. As such, HTSAs could potentially
be a useful tool to study SARS-CoV-2 and to improve CCP donor screening and antibody titration accuracy of
CCP units. Serological assays rely on accurate recognition and ideally quantification of antibodies that
recognize viral antigens specific to SARS-CoV-2. Coronaviruses have four major structural proteins,; spike
protein (S1), nucleocapsid protein (NP), membrane protein, and envelop protein.(8) Research conducted on
2005 SARS-CoV-1 and Middle East respiratory syndrome Coronavirus (MERS-CoV), which are highly related
to SARS-CoV-2, found that recovered individuals produced the strongest immunogenic antibodies against
antigens of the S- and N-proteins.(9) Thus, the development of serological tests for SARS-CoV-2 antibodies has
focused heavily on the detection of antibodies against S1 and NP proteins.

Recently, we have shown that HTSA assays, specifically those that measure anti-S1 antibodies,
demonstrated the strongest correlation with neutralizing antibodies, which are critical for mediating the antiviral

activity that supports effective convalescent plasmatherapy.(10) Herein, we used the Ortho Total Ig and Abbott
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|gG assays measure anti-S1 and anti-NP antibodies, respectively to investigate antibody levels of recurring CCP
donorsin the New Y ork City metro area.
Results

CP donors were evaluated for antibody levels over the duration of 2-8 donations. The time between first
and last donation ranged from 14-45 days with a median difference of 28 days (Figure 1A). For each donation,
plasma antibodies against SARS-CoV -2 were quantified using the Ortho Total I1g and Abbott IgG HTSA assays.
Serology values from 63 unique donors using the Ortho HTSA assay showed a statistically significant increase
in the median value of 110 AU (95% CI: 76.6 — 151 AU) at the first donation to 226.5 AU (95% CI: 109 — 358
AU) at the last donation (Figure 1B). Intriguingly, serology values using the Abbott HTSA assay did not show
a significant change, which showed median value of 5.45 AU (95% CI: 4.3 — 6.39 AU) at the first donation to
5.17 AU (95% CI; 4.72 — 5.96) at the last donation (Figure 1C). Transformation of these serology data as a
ratio between last and first donation demonstrated an average increase of 226% in Ortho HTSA values, while
Abbott HTSA values slightly decreased with an average decrease of 4% between repeat donations (Figure 1D).
These data show that convalescent plasma donors acquire higher amounts of S1 antibodies between 1 and 2
months of their first donation.

To further characterize the kinetics of antibody levels over time, we plotted the serology results versus
the change in time from the first donation for Ortho (Figure 2A) and Abbott (Figure 2B) HTSAs. Visual
examination of the plots shows a trending increase in Ortho values with time as opposed to Abbott values,
which appear more ambiguous. To express the change in serology results over time, we fitted each donor series
to a linear regression and calculated the slope of the line fit (Figure 2C). Interestingly, 96% of repeat donors
showed positive slopes, with a median value of 2.4 (95% CI: 1.7 — 4.8, range -2.6 — 19.06) which denotes an
increase in Ortho values over time. Conversely, Abbott HTSA values showed inconsistency of slopes between
repeat donors, with a median value of -0.01 (95% CI: —0.02 to 0, range. -0.06 — 0.12), which implies no change
in Abbott values over time. We noted that the data showed a variety of goodness-of-fit values (r?), which is the
measure of variance intrinsc to the linear regression. Thus, we subdivided repeat donor series into various

categories of r* values (Figure 2D). Interestingly, the mean slope of Ortho scores with time was statistically
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higher in repeat donor series with less intrinsic variability (r* > 0.9) compared to those with r? < 0.5, while no
significant difference was found in the mean slope of Abbott scores between these groups. These data further
illustrate that anti-S1 antibodies measured by the Ortho HTSA appear to increase with time in repeat donors
while anti-NP antibodies measured by the Abbott IgG HTSA appear to persist or slightly decrease with time.

It is difficult to directly compare serological assays to each other, mostly because the scale and range of
assay values vary between platforms and target antigens. Therefore, we normalized these factors by calculating
the Ortho Total 1g/Abbott IgG HTSA Quotient (Q, see Equation 1 in Methods). In thisway, the relative values
between Ortho and Abbott assays (or effectively, anti-S1 and anti-NP antibodies) can be compared more easily
between donors. We calculated Q for repeat donor series and plotted these values with time (Figure 3A). The
results show a large range of Q values between donors at each donation but, as noted of Ortho HTSA values
with time (Figure 2A), Q values display a trending increase with time. To further normalize these data between
donors, we plotted AQ values (see Equation 2 in Materials and Methods), in which the Q value of the first
donation was used to normalize subsequent Q values from repeat donors, resulting in a AQ for each donor of 1.0
at the first donation (Figure 3B). Interestingly, the plot of AQ over time showed a clear increasein AQ valuesin
amost all repeat donors with time, suggesting the ratio between S1 to NP antibodies increased over time.
Quantification of AQ values between last and first donation showed a median increase of 2.1 (Figure 3C, 95%
Cl: 1.5-2.3, range 0.5 — 9.6). Taken together, these data demonstrate that convalescent plasma donors tend to
increase the absolute amount of anti-S1 antibodies and the ratio between anti-S1 to anti-NP antibodies over the

first 1-2 months from donation.

Discussion

The value of convalescent plasma as a viable therapy for COVID-19 was quickly recognized by the
medical community early in the pandemic. In response, the New Y ork Blood Center launched the first COVID-
19 convalescent plasma program in the country, which has distributed over 50,000 unitsto date.(11) Early in the
pandemic, a number of small studies showed evidence favoring effect of reducing mortality in hospitalized

COVID-19 patients who received transfusions; however, they generally lacked sufficient analytical power and
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randomization necessary for definitive evidence.(12) Recently, convalescent plasma therapy has received
Emergency Use Authorization from the FDA, following a comprehensive evaluation of CP donor efficacy in
over 35,000 transfusions performed in the United States leading up to July of 2020.(13) While this study found
a wide deviation in the odds ratios of CP effectiveness, it became the first study to incorporate an HTSA assay
as a means to titrate antibody levels of CP units, which the authors used to stratify the outcome of the CP
therapy. Although a large variation was still observed, likely due to differences in patient morbidity and
duration of infection at the time of transfusion, the authors found that CP units with high Ortho 1IgG HTSA
scores showed improved survival odds compared to patients that received low titer CP units. As such, HTSA
data can potentially be used to address the question as to effective dosing of convalescent plasma.(14) Since
neutralizing antibodies are thought to be the essential functional unit of CP, and as anti-S1 antibodies highly
correlate with antiviral neutralizing activity,(15) HTSAs that correlate with neutralizing activity offer a rational
approach to grade the relative “potency” of CCP units to help standardize the clinical dosing. Although there
currently remains no defined threshold of neutralizing antibody necessary to inhibit COVID-19, CCP units
likely include various soluble factors that could be beneficial to recipients, such as cytokines, platelets or
soluble factors.(16) Thus, an effective titration strategy of CCP using HTSA assays could provide a more
apportionable therapeutic with defined serology characteristics and supportive soluble factors to aid the
recovery of recipients.

The kinetics of antibody development are an important question in our understanding of recovery from
SARS-CoV-2. In this study, we found anti-S1 antibodies appeared to increase approximately 2-fold in repeat
CP donors between 14 and 45 days from first donation. This is an important observation for several reasons.
First, the current convalescent plasma program criterion does not require antibody screening of candidates
before their first donation. From our evidence, CCP collection from repeat donors with an appreciable amount
of antibody should be encouraged to continue to donate so long as anti-S1 antibodies are consistent or
increasing with time, as measured by HTSA assays, relative to their first donation. Second, our finding that a
net increase in anti-spike antibodies in convalescent plasma donors occurs with time offers some insight into the

duration of immunity afforded to recovering patients of COVID-19 if, in fact, antiviral antibodies are important
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to preventing reinfection. Third, measurement of antibody kinetics of multiple epitopes may be useful for
epidemiological and immunological study of COVID-19. Given that vaccination strategies hinge on this effect,
observing the natural increasing levels of anti-S1 antibodiesis likely a natural immune response, which may be
similar or different in response to vaccination.

While our study provides an intriguing analysis of antibody responses over time in convalescent plasma
donors, we recognize some limitations. First, our sample size was considerable but not large enough to make
generadlizations about specific demographics. Further, our longitudinal analysis of recurring CP donorsis
limited to 45 days from the first donation. Therefore, future studies designed to monitor antibody levels over a
longer time period in different age groups, ethnic backgrounds and between genders for extended periods of
time are required. Finally, our longitudinal analysis of serological results are somewhat consistent with the
recent report by Muechsch et al. where the authors used a variety of HTSA assays.(17) Indeed, both of our
studiesincluded that the Abbott 1gG assay showed a decline in anti-NP antibodies with time and some anti-S1
assays showed increase over time. However, Muechsch et al. concluded that neutralizing activity in arandom
group of blood donors decreased between 20-80 days post-diagnosis. However, the minimal level of
neutralizing activity or serology value needed to confer effective CP therapy in transfusion recipients or serum

antibody levels to prevent reinfection remainsto be determined.
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Figure 1. Characterization of repeat donor serology results.

A; Range of time, in days, between first and last donations from repeat convalescent plasma donors.

B; Ortho Total Ig HTSA values from repeat convalescent plasma donors at the first and last donation. Box plot
represents first quartile, median and third quartile, whiskers represent range of values. N=63; student’ s t-test, *
p <0.01.

C; Abbott IgG HTSA values from repeat convalescent plasma donors at the first and last donation. Box plot
represents first quartile, median and third quartile, whiskers represent range of values. N=63; Mann-Whitney
test.

D; Difference in HTSA results from repeat convalescent plasma donors between the first and last donation.
Dotted red line represents relative value at first donation. Box plot represents first quartile, median and third

guartile, whiskers represent range of values. N=63; Mann-Whitney test, * p < 0.01.
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Figure 2: Quantification of repeat donor serology values over time.

A; Dot plot of consecutive Ortho Total Ig HTSA values from the first to last donations in repeat conval escent
plasma donors.

B; Dot plot of consecutive Abbott 1IgG HTSA values from the first to last donations in repeat convalescent
plasma donors.

C; Linear regression slope values from repeat convalescent plasma donors. Ortho and Abbott HTSA scales are
shown on the left and right ordinates, respectively. Red line indicates median value.

D; Linear regression slope values from repeat convalescent plasma donors grouped into goodness-of-fit
categories as indicated. Box plot represents first quartile, median and third quartile, whiskers represent range of

values. N=63; Mann-Whitney test, * p < 0.01.
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Figure 3: Normalization of repeat donor serology values over time.

A; Dot plot of the Ortho/Abbott HTSA Quotient (Q) over time from individual repeat convalescent plasma
donations.

B; Q values rdative to first donation (AQ) with time from individual repeat convalescent plasma donations.
Dotted red line indicates value relative to first donation.

C; Differencein AQ values from repeat convalescent plasma donors between the first and last donation. Dotted

red line indicates value relative to first donation. Box plot represents first quartile, median and third quartile,
whiskers represent range of values.
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Methods
CCP Donors and Sample Preparation

From April 2020 — July 2020, consecutive donations from CP donors (n=63) completed a convalescent
plasma donation. Donors were qualified for CCP if they had documented SARS-CoV 2, had recovered and were
symptom free for a minimum of 14 days, and met all allogeneic blood donation criteria. Donors were allowed
to donate every 7 days, with up to 8 donationsin the first three months. Thereafter, donors could donate CCP
following the standard 28-day donation interval for plasma aslong as appropriate anti-SARS-CoV 2 antibodies
continued to demonstrate. Plasma samples were extracted, aliquoted to minimize freeze-thaw cycles, and stored
at -80°C. Donor blood samples were tested using the Ortho VITROS™ SARS-CoV-2 Total 1g assay and the
Abbott SARS-CoV-2 1gG assay.
High-throughput Serology Assays

Samples were analyzed using the Abbott SARS-CoV-2 1gG chemiluminescent microparticle
immunoassay using the Abbott Architect i2000SR (Abbott Core Laboratories), aswell asthe VITROS
Immunodiagnostic Products Anti-SARS-CoV-2 Total Test using the VITROS 5600 (Ortho Clinical
Diagnostics). All assays were performed by trained RIBC employees according to the respective manufacturer

standard procedures.

Equation 1

Ortho HTSA Score
Abbott HTSA Score

HTSA Quotient (Q) =

Equation 2

Q donationn

Change in HTSA Quotient (AQ) =

Q donation 1
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