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Abstract
The seroprevalence of COVID-19 in the self-reported well US population is currently
unknown. In September we tested a convenience sample of 63,106 life insurance
applicants for COVID-19 and found a prevalence of 6.6%. This populationwas
specifically selected because they were not being evaluated clinically butsolely
being tested for mortality risk. Using 2019 US census estimates this equals more
than 11.1 million (bootstrap 95% CI: 10.8 — 11.5 million) asymptomatically infected patients,
which is double the number of cases reported to CDC as of September 1st.

Introduction

With the imminent introduction of vaccines for COVID-19 it is important to identify
patients that have previously been asymptomatically infected; they representtwo-
thirds of the infected population. They would be expected to have the least benefit
from vaccination while also be the group at higher risk of adverse side effects. The
prevalence of this group in the initial vaccine trials is not adequate to determinethe
residual risk of vaccine induced enhanced respiratory disease'. FDA has previously
recognized this risk in their Direction to Vaccine Developers?.

In the setting of a pandemic, clinical decisions regarding testing and treatment are
based on symptoms and the prevalence of the disease in the population. With

SARS-CoV-2 the spectrum of symptom severity is wide. In the most severe cases

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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testing may not be needed to determine the need for hospitalization, while in less
severe illness testing becomes more necessary to determine the proper care setting
and the need for isolation. A testing strategy is necessarily informed by knowledge
of the disease prevalence in the population. In the case of SARS-CoV-2 these
estimates have largely been based on the number of laboratory-confirmed cases
reported to the CDC as per their mandate®. However, because SARS-CoV-2 is
known to produce asymptomatic infection, and not all who are symptomatic obtain
testing, these reported cases necessarily underestimate the total burden of infection
in the population. Since SARS-CoV-2 antibodies persist for weeks or months after
infection, the prevalence of these antibodies in a population sample may produce a
better estimate of the overall cumulative prevalence of infection.

Methods: A national convenience sample of 63,106 life insurance applicants was
tested for the presence of antibody to SARS-CoV-2. Blood was obtained as part of
the usual underwriting requirements for life insurance. This population was selected
because they were not being evaluated clinically to diagnosis an illness and were
individuals that self-reported they were healthy.

Results: The rate of seroprevalence varied widely by state, was slightly higher for
females than males, and was strongly negatively associated with age. To estimate
the total burden of SARS-CoV-2 infections in the US the total 2019 estimated
census population was multiplied by the US population proportion between the ages
of 16 and 80 (75.5%). Then, the state-specific proportion of positive tests was
applied from our sample. Confidence limits were estimated by generating 5000
bootstrap samples (with replacement) of our data and recalculating the total number
of US cases. All statistical analyses were performed using R (version 3.6.1) and R-
studio (version1.2.1335)".

Characteristics of the study population are displayed in Table 1. The distribution by
state is displayed in Table 2. Our seroprevalence-based estimate suggests that
approximately twice the number of SARS-CoV-2 infections have occurred than have
been reported to the CDC. This suggests a much more widespread pandemic, but
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62  with lower case rates of hospitalization, complications and deaths. Weaknesses of
63 the study include an imbalanced representation of the US states, as well as the lack
64  of samples from those under age 16 or over age 80. Even with these stated

65 limitations the study validates the need for population wide surveillance; for the

66  practicing physician the prevalence data provides a guide to relative risk of infection
67 in their minimally or asymptomatic patient population.

68  While the debate continues about the degree and durability of protection afforded by
69  prior infection the concern about adverse events may discourage many patients

70  from vaccination. With the limited availability of vaccine it is important to preselect
71 the population at highest risk that is likely to have the greatest benefit. Individuals
72 that have had SARS-CoV-2 or that are antibody positive should defer vaccination
73 until the vaccine is more widely available.
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Tables 1-2

Table 1: Characteristics of study population by SARS-
CoV-2 antibody status.

Numeric values shown as median [IQR].

1 p-value by Pearson Chi-square test.

Negative (58,926) | Positive (4180) Total

Sex (% male) 55.3% 53.0% 0.002
Age (yrs) 42 [34-54] 41 [33, 52] 0.000
<30 7746 (90.2%) 837 (9.8%) 8583
30-39 17096 (93.3%) 1230 (6.7%) 18326
40 - 49 13537 (93.3%) 976 (6.7%) 14513
50 - 59 10942 (94.1%) 688 (5.9%) 11630

60 - 69 7046 (95.6%) 321 (4.4%) 7367
70+ 2559 (95.2%) 128 (4.8%) 2687
Total 58926 (93.4%) 4180 (6.6%) 63106

Table 2: Seroprevalence for September by state.

% % %
NY 15.39 | AZ 4.34| CO 2.82
NJ 9.37 | SC 4.27 | OK 2.83
LA 7.95| MO | 4.18 WA | 253
MS 6.31 | MA 4.14 | KY 2.41
NV 6.18 | RI 3.99 | NH 2.34
DC 6.07 | PR 3.9| UT 2.14
CT 5.99 | TN 3.87 | NC 2.13
FL 5.85|IN 3.69 | VT 2.05
DE 5.59 | IA 3.35| ND 1.81
GA 5.48 | AR 329 WV | 1.74
MD 5.34 | NE 3.24 | MT 1.57
MI 5.02 | PA 3.23 | HI 1.33
KS 4.94 | ID 3.15| NM 1.33
IL 4.88 | MN 3.15 | WY | 1.33
X 4.85 | WI 3.13| OR 1.18
AL 4.83 | VA 3.07 | ME 0.42
SD 4.44 | OH 3.05 | AK 0
CA 3.04
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