medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.12.21249713; this version posted February 28, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Title Page

Insights from a Pan India Sero-Epidemiological survey (Phenome-India Cohort)
for SARS-CoV-2

Salwa Naushin, MSc*#; Viren Sardana, MBBS, M.Tech; Rajat Ujjainiya, MSc'=; Nitin
Bhatheja, BTech:; Rintu Kutum, MSc+; Akash Kumar Bhaskar, MSc*#; Shalini Pradhan,
MSc; Satyartha Prakash, MTech:; Raju Khan, PhD>»; Birendra Singh Rawat, PhD:=; Karthik
Bharadwaj Tallapaka, MD+; Mahesh Anumalla, MSc; Giriraj Ratan Chandak, PhD+=; Amit
Lahiri, PhD-=; Susanta Kar, PhDs=; Shrikant Ramesh Mulay,PhDs=; Madhav Nilakanth
Mugale, PhDs»; Mrigank Srivastava, PhDs>»; Shaziya Khan, MSc>»; Anjali Srivastava, MSc**;
Bhawna Tomar, MScs»; Murugan Veerapandian, PhDs2; Ganesh Venkatachalam, PhDs=;
Selvamani Raja Vijayakumar, MBBSe; Ajay Agarwal, PhD=; Dinesh Gupta, MD’; Prakash M
Halami, PhD#»>; Muthukumar Serva Peddha, PhD+»; Gopinath M Sundaram, PhD*»; Ravindra
P Veeranna, PhDs»; Anirban Pal, PhDs»; Vinay Kumar Agarwal, MDs; Anil Ku Maurya, PhDs;
Ran Vijay Kumar Singh, PhD»»; Ashok Kumar Raman, MBBSw®; Suresh Kumar
Anandasadagopan, PhD»+, Parimala Karuppanan, MBBS@; Subramanian Venkatesan,
PhD»=; Harish Kumar Sardana, PhD=; Anamika Kothari, MBBS*; Rishabh Jain, MTech:z=;
Anupma Thakur, MTech=#; Devendra Singh Parihar, MTech=»; Anas Saifi, MTech==; Jasleen
Kaur, MTech==; Virendra Kumar, MCA=; Avinash Mishra, PhD==; Iranna Goger, MTech=,
Geethavani Rayasam, PhD=»; Praveen Singh, MSc+; Rahul Chakraborty, MSc'»; Gaura
Chaturvedi, MSc'»; Pinreddy Karunakar, MSc»; Rohit Yadav, MSc'»; Sunanda Singhmar,
MSc:=; Dayanidhi Singh, MSc*; Sharmistha Sarkar, MSc:=; Purbasha Bhattacharya, MSc'=;
Sundaram Acharya, MSc'#; Vandana Singh, MSc'#; Shweta Verma, MSc#, Drishti Soni,
MSc#; Surabhi Seth, MSc'»; Shakshi Vashisht, MSc'»; Sarita Thakran, MSc'»; Firdaus
Fatima, MSc+; Akash Pratap Singh, MSc'#; Akanksha Sharma, MSc+; Babita Sharma,
MSc'=; Manikandan Subramanian, PhD:; Yogendra Padwad, PhD==; Vipin Hallan, PhD==;
Vikram Patial, PhD»*»; Damanpreet Singh, PhD+=»; Narendra Vijay Tirpude, MVSc»#; Partha
Chakrabarti, MD»=; Sujay Krishna Maity, MS(Pharm)”; Dipyaman Ganguly, PhDw=; Jit
Sarkar, MBBSv=; Sistla Ramakrishna, PhD==; Balthu Narender Kumar, MBBS+*; A Kiran
Kumar, PhD=; Sumit G. Gandhi, PhD==; Piyush Singh Jamwal, MSc=; Rekha Chouhan,
MScr; Vijay Lakshmi Jamwal, MSc##; Nitika Kapoor, MSc»#; Debashish Ghosh, PhD»=;
Ghanshyam Thakkar, MBBS~; Umakanta Subudhi, PhD==; Pradip Sen, PhD=»; Saumya Ray
Chaudhury, PhD=»=; Rashmi Kumar, PhD=»; Pawan Gupta, PhD=+; Amit Tuli, PhD=#»; Deepak
Sharma, PhD==; Rajesh P. Ringe, PhD=; Amarnarayan D, MBBS=, Mahesh Kulkarni, PhD==;
Dhanasekaran Shanmugam, PhD=»»; Mahesh S Dharne, PhD*#; Syed G. Dastager, PhD=#;
Rakesh Joshi, PhD=»; Amita P. Patil, MBBS=, Sachin N. Mahajan, MBBS#*; Abu Junaid
Khan, MSc»+; Vasudev Wagh, MSc»#; Rakeshkumar Yadav, MSc=#; Ajinkya Khilari, MSc»#;
Mayuri Bhadange, MSc==; Arvindkumar H. Chaurasiya, MSc»»; Shabda E Kulsange, MSc#=;
Krishna Khairnar, PhD=»; Shilpa Paranjape, MD=; Jatin Kalita, PhD=»; G. Narahari Sastry,
PhD=; Tridip Phukan, PhD=; Prasenjit Manna, PhD=, Wahengbam Romi, PhD=; Pankaj
Bharali, PhD=; Dibyajyoti Ozah, PhD=, Ravi Kumar Sahu, MSc==; Elapavalooru V.S.S.K.
Babu, PhD##»; Rajeev Sukumaran, PhD=#; Aiswarya R Nair, MD= Prajeesh Kooloth-Valappil,
MSc»+=; Anoop Puthiyamadam, MSc=»»; Adarsh Velayudhanpillai, MSc#; Kalpana Chodankar,
MBBS==; Samir Damare,PhD=#; Yennapu Madhavi, PhD»=; Ved Varun Aggarwal, PhD=#;
Sumit Dahiya, MSc*+; Anurag Agrawal, PhD*»; Debasis Dash, PhD*#*; Shantanu Sengupta,
PhD:a*

#Co-first authors with equal contribution

*Corresponding authors

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.12.21249713
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.12.21249713; this version posted February 28, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Affiliation

1. CSIR-Institute of Genomics and Integrative Biology, New Delhi-110025, India

2. CSIR-Advanced Materials and Processes Research Institute, Bhopal- 462026, Madhya
Pradesh, India

. CSIR-Central Building Research Institute, Roorkee- 247667, Uttarakhand, India

. CSIR-Centre for Cellular Molecular Biology, Hyderabad-500007, Telangana, India

. CSIR-Central Drug Research Institute, Lucknow-226031, Uttar Pradesh, India

. CSIR-Central Electrochemical Research Institute, Karaikudi- 630003, Tamil Nadu, India

. CSIR-Central Electronics Engineering Research Institute, Pilani- 323031, Rajasthan, India
. CSIR-Central Food Technological Research Institute, Mysore-570005, Karnataka, India

. CSIR-Central Institute of Medicinal Aromatic Plants, Lucknow- 226015, Uttar Pradesh,
India

10. CSIR-Central Institute of Mining and Fuel Research, Dhanbad-826001, Jharkhand, India
11. CSIR-Central Leather Research Institute, Chennai-600020, Tamil Nadu, India

12. CSIR-Central Scientific Instruments Organization, Chandigarh-160030, India

13. CSIR-Central Salt Marine Chemicals Research Institute, Bhavnagar-364002, Guijarat,
India

14. CSIR Fourth Paradigm Institute, Bengaluru-560037, India

15. CSIR- Headquarters, Rafi Marg, New Delhi-110011, India

16. CSIR-Institute of Himalayan Bioresource Technology, Palampur-176061, Himachal
Pradesh, India

17. CSIR-Indian Institute of Chemical Biology, Kolkata-700032, West Bengal, India

18. CSIR-Indian Institute of Chemical Technology, Hyderabad-500007, Telangana, India

19. CSIR-Indian Institute of Integrative Medicine, Jammu-180001, Jammu and Kashmir,
India

20. CSIR-Indian Institute of Petroleum, Dehradun-248005, Uttarakhand, India

21. CSIR-Institute of Minerals and Materials Technology, Bhubaneswar-751013, Odisha,
India

22. CSIR-Institute of Microbial Technology, Chandigarh-160036, India

23. CSIR- National Aerospace Laboratories, Bengaluru-560017, Karnataka, India

24. CSIR-National Chemical Laboratory, Pune-411008, Maharashtra, India

25. CSIR-National Environmental Engineering Research Institute, Nagpur-440020,
Maharashtra, India

26. CSIR-North - East Institute of Science and Technology, Jorhat-785006, Assam, India

27. CSIR-National Geophysical Research Institute, Hyderabad- 500007, Telangana, India
28. CSIR-National Institute for Interdisciplinary  Science and  Technology,
Thiruvananthapuram- 695019, Kerala, India

29. CSIR-National Institute of Oceanography, Goa-403004, India

30. CSIR-National Institute of Science, Technology and Development Studies, New Delhi-
110012, India

31. CSIR-National Physical Laboratory, New Delhi-110012, India

32. Academy of Scientific and Innovative Research (AcSIR), Ghaziabad-201002, Uttar
Pradesh, India

O©oO~NO Ol W

Contact Information of Corresponding Authors:

1. Dr. Shantanu Sengupta
Email: shantanus@igib.res.in
Contact N0:+919891670220
Address: CSIR-IGIB, Mathura Road, 110025, Delhi, India

2. Dr. Debasis Dash


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.12.21249713
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.12.21249713; this version posted February 28, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Email: ddash@igib.res.in
Contact N0:+919810355975
Address: CSIR-IGIB, Mathura Road,110025, Delhi, India

Summary

To understand the spread of SARS-CoV2, in August and September 2020, the
Council of Scientific and Industrial Research (India), conducted a sero-survey across
its constituent laboratories and centers across India. Of 10,427 volunteers, 1058
(10.14%) tested positive for SARS CoV2 anti-nucleocapsid (anti-NC) antibodies;
95% with surrogate neutralization activity. Three-fourth recalled no symptoms.
Repeat serology tests at 3 (n=346) and 6 (n=35) months confirmed stability of
antibody response and neutralization potential. Local sero-positivity was higher in
densely populated cities and was inversely correlated with a 30 day change in
regional test positivity rates (TPR). Regional seropositivity above 10% was
associated with declining TPR. Personal factors associated with higher odds of sero-
positivity were high-exposure work (Odds Ratio, 95% CI, p value; 2:23, 1-92-2-59,
6-5E-26), use of public transport (1:79, 1-43-2-24, 2-8E-06), not smoking (1-52,
1:16-1-99, 0-02), non-vegetarian diet (1-67, 1-41-1-99, 3-0E-08), and B blood
group (1-36,1-15-1-61, 0-001).

Impact Statement— Widespread asymptomatic and undetected SARS-CoV2
infection affected more than a 100 million Indians by September 2020. Declining new
cases thereafter may be due to persisting humoral immunity amongst sub-
communities with high exposure.

Funding- Council of Scientific and Industrial Research, India (CSIR)

Introduction

The World Health Organization declared SARS-CoV-2 infection as a pandemic on
March 11 2020." Within two weeks, India announced a lockdown strategy that
severely influenced the growth of the pandemic which was initially very focal in the
large cities, gathering pace and spreading to smaller cities and towns as the nation
unlocked for societal and economic considerations.

Early literature pointed towards asymptomatic transmission of SARS-CoV-2 and
raised the need for extended testing.>* While, RT-PCR was an undisputed choice for
establishing a positive infection, sero-surveillance revealed that many more were
probably getting infected without manifesting symptoms.*® Initial estimates of
asymptomatic infection rate from the West were around 40-45%.°

In India, the first case of Covid was reported on January 30, 2020.° Serological
surveys have confirmed that spread beyond the Indian megacities was minimal in
early May-June, with less than 1% sero-positivity outside the designated
containment zones, suggesting that the lockdown had been effective in limiting the
spread.” This was not without human and economic cost. By the end of June,
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migrant workforces caught in the cities during the lockdown were sent to their rural
homes, which may have led to subsequent rapid, multi-focal rise in cases in July
2020. By October 2020, total new cases began to decline with further outbreaks
limited to a few geographies. Thus the period of August to September 2020 is an
important transition point. Existing studies from India, have been limited to specific
geographies or localities.®*° The present study is one of two studies at a national
scale that was designed to assess spread of infection. A national sero-survey in 70
districts of India conducted by ICMR, is yet to be published, but, had a reported
crude positivity rate of about 10%.™ The current study was launched by the Council
of Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR) in its more than forty constituent
laboratories and centers spread all over the country, representing a wide range of
ethnicities, geo-social habitats and occupational exposures, in the form of a
longitudinal cohort (Phenome-India Cohort). While limited by not being a population
denominated study, the cohort includes permanent staff, families of staff members,
students, and temporary employees proving support services such as security,
sanitation, housekeeping etc. This is a diverse microcosm of India encompassing
multiple socio-economic groups and has the advantage of permitting deeper
assessments such as questionnaire surveys and periodic reassessment of humoral
antibody response in those found to be sero-positive. Here, we report results from
phase 1 of this study covering the critical period of August to September 2020.

Methods

Study Design, Sampling and Data Collection

The longitudinal cohort study was approved by Institutional ethics committee of
CSIR-IGIB. The minimal sample size for estimating seropositivity of about 5% with
10 percent precision (0.005) with 95% confidence was 7300.'? In the current study,
we enrolled greater than 10000 subjects. 10427 adult subjects working in CSIR
laboratories and their family members enrolled for the study based on voluntary
participation. Informed consent was obtained from all the participants and the
samples were collected maintaining all recommended precautions. Blood samples (6
ml) were collected in EDTA vials from each participant and antibodies to SARS-CoV-
2 nucleocapsid antigen were measured using an Electro-chemiluminescence
Immunoassay (ECLIA)- Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 kit (Roche Diagnostics) as per
the manufacturer’s protocol. This approved assay s considered a method of choice
when a single test is to be deployed.® A COI > 1 was considered sero-positive.
Positive samples were further tested for neutralizing antibody (NAB) response
directed against the spike protein using GENScript cPass™ SARS-CoV-2
Neutralization Antibody Detection Kit (Genscript, USA), according to the
manufacturer’'s protocol. This is a blocking ELISA used for qualitative detection of
total neutralizing antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 virus in plasma. A value of 20% or
above was considered to have neutralizing ability.

All the participants were requested to fill an online questionnaire, which included
information on date of birth, gender, blood group, type of occupation, history of
Diabetes, Hypertension, Cardiovascular Disease, Liver and Kidney Disease, diet
preferences, mode of travel, contact history, and hospital visits. These forms were
then downloaded in MS-Excel data format and merged with registration forms filled
at the time of sample collection based on unique ID’s.

Data and Statistical Analysis
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Region wise and total sero-positivity was calculated from the fraction of samples
positive for antibodies to SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid antigen. Data regarding
rtPCR/rapid antigen testing and positive cases was gathered from the website
“covidl9india.org”. Change in Test Positivity Rate (TPR); a robust parameter for
estimating the level of infection transmission when level of testing is variable, was
calculated as per following equation:

(TPR 15 Days after DOC-TPR 15 Days before DOC)*].OO
Mean of TPR 15 Days Prior and 15 Days Af ter

Change in TPR =

*DOC- Date of Collection

IGIB, New Delhi and NAL, Bengaluru were removed from this Change in TPR
analysis, for, the samples collection was spread over 2-3 weeks in these labs.
Questionnaire based variables were assessed for responses type and blank fields
i.e. responses which were not provided by the participants of the survey. Based on
multiple response types for each variable, categories were made to assign the
response to either of the categories. For visualization; ggpubr (v0.4.0), ggrepel
(v0.8.2), ggplot2 (v3.3.2) packages were used in R. No data imputation was carried
out. Chi-square test was performed to evaluate variables which had significant
association with outcome of being tested positive (p<0-05) along with Odds Ratio
(OR) with 95% Confidence Interval (Cl). An adjusted p value was obtained through
Bonferroni Correction method for multiple comparison testing. Following the chi-
square test an iterative logistic regression was carried out on balanced dataset.
Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) was separately evaluated to assess multi-collinearity.
Statistical analysis and model development was carried out with visualization in R
programing environment version 3.6.1, MS-Excel 2016 and OriginPro V2021;
faraway (v1.0.7) package was utilized for estimation of VIF.

Role of the funding source

The sponsor of this study had no role in study design, data collection, data analysis,
data interpretation, or writing of the report. The corresponding authors had full
access to all the data in the study and had final responsibility for the decision to
submit for publication.

Results

Seropositivity varied widely across India

In 10427 subjects from over 17 States and two Union Territories, the average sero-
positivity was 10-14% (95% CI 9.6-10.7), but varied widely across locations (Figure
1). We found that 95% of the sero-positive subjects also had significant neutralizing
activity, suggesting at least partial immunity (Figure 1 Source Data).
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Figure 1: City wise total samples collected and sero-positivity (India map may not be to scale
and is for representation purposes only and Sero-Positivity is rounded off).

Sero-positivity, population density, and trajectory of new infections

As expected from the known outward spread of infection from large Indian cities,
seropositivity was greater in regions with higher population density (Figure 2A). Lab-
wise seropositivity was correlated with the regional change in Test Positivity rate
(TPR). Changes in TPR are a relatively robust marker of the local level of
transmission and are preferred when absolute number of tests or test rates are
variable, as was the case here. By this measure, regional transmission of SARS-
CoV2 was inversely correlated to local seropositivity. Seropositivity of 10% or more
was associated with reductions in TPR which may mean declining transmission
(Figure 2B and Figure 2B Source Data).
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Figure 2: A) Population density based sero-positivity (y-axis) for labs/centers samples (x-
axis), an overall p value of <0.0001 was obtained on one way ANOVA . B) Change in Test
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Positivity Rate (%) for stae COVID 19 infections (y-axis) against observed sero-positivity of
labs/centers (x-axis). A negative slope reflects declining TPR with increase in sero-positivity.

Figure 1 and Figure 2 Source Data: Data for all labs/centers utilized for Figure 2A and Figure
2B. Lab, District and Date of Collection (DOC) [Column A-C] Total Samples Collected,
Number of sero-positive samples, sero-positivity in percentage (rounded Off), Number of
samples tested and found positive for NAb. Columns [E-I] Number of confirmed cases and
tests done for respective states 15 days and prior and after the DOC. Columns [L-N] Data
obtained from www.covid19India.org) (State Data has been utilized as a surrogate to City/
District Data for City/District data was not available for number of cases/tests done for
many).

Survey based correlates of seropositivity

Using seropositivity as a surrogate of prior infection, the survey data enabled
exploration of the typical clinical course as well as risk-factors for infection.

Out of 861 sero-positive subjects who also provided data on symptomatology, 647
subjects (75-3%) did not recall any of the nine symptoms asked for. Amongst the
minority of subjects with symptoms, the most commonly reported symptom
constellation was those of a mild flu-like disease with fever (~50 %) as the most
frequent symptom. Loss of smell or taste was uncommonly reported (~25% of
symptomatic subjects). An observation was also made; 19 percent amongst
asymptomatic sero-positives were females, it nearly doubled to 36 percent amongst
symptomatic sero-positives.

We further examined associations of other available variables with sero-positivity to
explore potential factors that modulate risk of infection in India. Apart from gender
and age, distribution of the other variables recorded in CSIR-cohort (prevalence of
smoking, diet, physiological parameters like ABO blood group type) were similar to
the national averages and the sample can be considered representative.***> The
associations are shown in Table 1, separately for each gender as well as combined.

Paramater
[Catagory} Hales Females Total
Pwhe Pralue P value
Mo OR{DSELE1) {Adjusted) Mo, OR{I5% 0} {Adpted) Mo.* OR[5¥ O {Adpusted)

Gender (M/F) 5705 - 2573 - 9278 13({1.11-153) 0.012104358
Ocvapation (055} &457 2.05[1.73-242)  1.2408E-16 2487  2.75({1.95-3.89) 245505508 8953 2.23{192-259 G.A3GOE-26
Smoking {No/Yes} 8379 1621123-214) 0005824336 2400 - ares  152{1.15-199% 0025738723
Dlat type {(NV/V) 6345 1.78[145219) 32086207 2382 137 {D97-183) 0510086527 8736 167 141199 3.03821E-08
Riode of Transport
{Public/Prisate} 375 191144255 7.31089E-05 2308  1.83({126-289) DDI0GG7048  B7TE7  1.70(143-2.24) 231561E-06
Alrohol {YasfMo} G310 0H1P5S086] 0506394333 2400  134{05T-192) 1 5788 D20{0F6-105) 1
Diabetes (Yes/Ho) 382 1.000.751.37 1 2400 121[102-288) 0332124018 8791 1.13{085-1A45) 1
HT {¥es/Ha} 381 0.B7 065115 1 2400  1A0({0BG5-2.25) 1 8790 099{038-126) 1
VD [Ves/No} §382 1.09 10.54-220) 1 2400 - 801 1.000.51-193}) 1
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Table 1 Demographics of data available for different variables (M- Males, F- Females, OS-
Outsourced Staff, S-Staff, NV-Non-Vegetarian, V-Vegetarian, HT-Hypertension, CVD-
Cardiovascular Disease, OR-Odds Ratio, CI-Confidence interval. *Male and female numbers
not adding to total as gender field was not available or filled by these participants )

Gender distribution in our dataset was highly unequal (72% males and 28%
females). While we observed differences in sero-positivity by gender, 10-43% among
males, vs 8-20% among females (OR 1-30 95% CI 1-11 -1-53, p=0-012), this
association was not significant when tested in an iteration model with balanced
dataset.

Blood Group type was reported for 7496 subjects. Blood Group (BG) distribution of
subjects in our study was similar to national reference based on a recent systematic
review.** Sero-positivity was highest for blood group type AB (10-19%) followed by B
(9:94%), O (7-:09%) and A (6:97%). Blood O may be associated with a lower sero-
positivity rate, with an OR of 0-76 (95 % CI 0-64 -0-91, p=0-018) vs Non O blood
group types, while B appeared to be high-risk with an OR of 1-36 (95 % CI 1-15 -
1:61, p=0-001). Blood group A had an OR of 0.78, the association was not found to
be significant (p=0.10), while a similar observation was made with blood group AB
(p=0.35), it had an OR of 1.27. Rh factor was not found to have significant
association with sero-positivity (p=0-35).

Occupational risks and lifestyle were important determinants of risk as shown in
Table 1. Some of these were along expected lines of higher exposure such as high-
contact occupations of outsourced staff or the use of public transport. Interestingly,
personal habits such as smoking or vegetarian diet were observed to be associated
with lower sero-positivity. Non-smokers in the cohort recorded a significantly higher
sero-positivity of 10-11%, as opposed to smokers (6-88%). Non-vegetarians had a
sero-prevalence of 11%, while sero-positivity among vegetarians was 6-86%. The
results for odds ratio and iteratively run regression model for entire dataset and
separately for male and female gender are shown in Figure 3. Presence or absence
of Diabetes, Hypertension and Cardiovascular Disease were not found to be
significantly associated with sero-outcomes (p>0-05, Table 1).
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Figure 3 A) Odds Ratio of full dataset and sampled data set obtained from model. B) Odds,
p value and VIF for sampled dataset with iterations on regression model. (For Diet: Non-
Vegetarian against Vegetarian, For Smoking: Non-Smoking against Smoking, For
Transportation: Public against Private, For Occupation: Outsourced Staff against Staff, For
Gender: Male against Female). 1300, 1100 and 1000 iterations were run for Female, Male
+Female and Males respectively.

Stability of humoral response to SARS-CoV-2

Of 346 subjects whose samples were collected again at three months, anti-
nucleocapsid antibody levels were similar or higher for most, with only five (1-4%)
becoming sero-negative (Figure 4A). In contrast, neutralizing activity was lost (below
20%) in 11 subjects (Figure 4B). However, in 35 subjects who could be further re-
tested at six months; the anti-nucleocapsid antibody levels declined while
neutralizing antibody levels were mostly unaltered when compared to the 3 months
level (Figure 4C and D).
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Figure 4: Antibody levels (A) and Neutralizing Antibody percentage (B) level at baseline (x-
axis) and after 3 months (y-axis). Antibody levels (C) and Neutralizing Antibody (D)
percentage level (y-axis) at baseline, 3 months and after 6 months (x-axis) for 35 subjects
depicting the trend.

Discussion

The present study, which recruited subjects from 24 cities in India, provides an
important and timely snapshot of the spread of SARS CoV2 pandemic across India
shortly before the peak of new cases. It confirms that by September 2020, a large
pool of recovered Indians with at least partial immunity existed. Between our study
and unpublished numbers from a national sero-survey at the same time, more than a
hundred million Indians were likely to belong to this category. The subsequent
nationwide decline of new cases starting in October 2020 can be well understood
through these observations. There is some evidence of declining transmission in
high seropositivity regions within September, based on falling test positivity rates, but
due to changes in tests and expansion of testing, this can only be indirectly inferred.
As shown in our study, the fraction of such recovered subjects with resistance to
reinfection was more than double amongst people performing high-contact jobs and
using public transport. Thus, it is not surprising that in combination with a strong
emphasis on masking and distancing, new cases started declining soon after this
sero-survey. As of January 2021, despite the onset of winter and new year festivities,
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India has not seen major outbreaks. It is important to note that the crude sero-
positivity rate reported by us needs adjustments for demographics, fraction of
infected subjects who may not develop antibodies, test characteristics, amongst
others, to be a true population seropositivity rate. Here, we intentionally avoid such
adjustments since it provides a false sense of precision with too many unknowns and
un-measurables. We focus on the more meaningful variation of the crude rate, its
clinical correlates, and public health implications. We are confident from the data that
a very large pool of recovered and immune subjects existed by September 2020, as
stated, and expect that downward adjustments for national demographics will be
counterbalanced by upward adjustments for almost 20% of rtPCR proven
asymptomatic infections who develop transient antibody responses.®

Apart from the sero-positivity rate, our data also reveals important associations
between demographic, physiological, lifestyle-related and occupational attributes
with susceptibility to infection. The workforce in our cohort comprised of adult
population and no major difference was observed in sero-positivity amongst different
age groups or those with co-morbidities. Males were found to be more susceptible, in
agreement with other published reports'’. However, there were fewer females in our
study and many of the occupational responsibilities with higher chances of exposure,
like that of security personnel, were skewed towards males. On iteratively ran
regression models we did not find gender to be a predictor for sero-positivity.

ABO blood group type has been shown to be associated with SARS-CoV-2 infection,
but the results are variable in different studies. Most studies found that O group is
associated with lower risk of infection or severity and Blood Group A was reported to
be high risk in some studies'®?'. In a meta-analysis authored by Golinelli et al*?,
they observed positive association with A blood group, while blood group O was to
be associated with lesser positivity using a random effects model. Another study
from India observed blood group O to be associated with less mortality while blood
group B with higher mortality when they analyzed the national data available?®. A
complex molecular interaction is said to play a significant role, and the molecular
pathways for the same need to be elucidated for the effects observed specially with
blood group O, which was also confirmed by our study.

In regard to diet preferences, while an association was observed overall and in
males, it needs to be corroborated with further elaborative studies. It has been
proposed that a fiber-rich diet may play an important role in COVID-19 through anti-
inflammatory properties by modification of gut microbiota.?* Vegetarian diet is known
to have high fiber content and possibly may effect through microbial alteration, but
an implied effect on immune-biology and lung biology is not yet elucidated.?** A
recent review highlighted the role of trace elements, nutraceuticals and probiotics in
COVID-19.%° These, through their immune-modulatory property exert an anti-viral
effect. However, these observations should not advocate the usage or restriction of
any diet type.

Our finding that smokers are less likely to be sero-positive is the first report from
general population and part of growing evidence that despite COVID-19 being a
respiratory disease, smoking may be associated with lower sero-positivity, though
this association has not proven to be causal. Two studies from France and similar
reports from Italy, New York and China reported lower infection rate among
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smokers.”*! A Bayesian meta-analysis based review in early phase of the
pandemic also reported reduced infection in current smokers.*> While, it was said the
ACE 2 expression is higher and favorable to virus entry in smokers, increased
mucous production through goblet cells may be acting as a first line of defense.®***
Effect of increased nicotine receptor expression was also questioned.**% Hence,
there is a need for focused mechanistic studies to understand the effect of smoking
and nicotine on SARS-CoV-2 infection. Smoking is known to be severely detrimental
to health and associated with multiple diseases and this observation should not be
taken to be an endorsement, especially given that the association is not proved to be
causal.

Serial follow up of antibody response provides important insights and there are
limited studies published as of date in regard to it.**%, specially from India. The
persistence of neutralizing antibodies in our studies suggests that there may be
immunity lasting for at least six months.

Conclusion

The aggregate sero-positivity of 10-14% in our multi-centric study with diverse
participants, with stable neutralizing activity that lasts for at least 6 months, suggests
India had a large pool of recovered immune subjects by September 2020, especially
amongst its high contact workers and people using public transport.
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