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Abstract

Background: The coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) continues to spread around the world.
Therefore, rapid, simpler, and more accurate diagnostic tests are urgently needed to diagnose
the Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infection. The purpose
of this study was to evaluate the SARS-CoV-2 IgM/ IgG rapid antibody test results in
symptomatic patients with COVID-19 and their chest computed tomography (CT) data.

Methods: A total of 320 patients admitted to our hospital for different durations due to.COVID-
19 were included in the study. Serum samples were obtained within 0 to 7 days from COVID-
19 patients confirmed by RT-PCR and chest CT scan..According to the SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR
results, the patients included in the study were divided into two groups: PCR positive group
(n=46), and PCR negative group (n=274).

Results: Of the 3200COVID-19 serum samples, IgM, 1gG;.and IgM/IgG were detected in 9.4%,
3.1%, and 17.8% within one week respectively. 1gG/lgM antibodies were not detected in 69.7%
of the patients. In the study, it was determined that 249 (77.8%) of 320 patients had positive
chest CT scans. Four (5.6%).0f-100 patients with negative chest CT scan had IgM positive and
2 (2.8%) had both<gM/ 1gG positive. IgM was detected in 23 (9.2%), 1gG in 1 (0.4%) and
IgM/1gG in 35 (14%) of chest CT scan positive patients. The rate of CT findings in patients
with antibody positivity (n=97) was found to be significantly higher than those with antibody
negativity.

Conclusions: The results of the present study show the accurate and equivalent performance of
serological antibody assays and chest CT in detecting SARS-CoV-2 0 to 7 days from the onset
of COVID19 symptoms. When the RT-PCR is not available, we believe that the combination
of immunochromatographic test and chest CT scan can increase diagnostic sensitivity for
COVID-19.
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INTRODUCTION

2019 Coronavirus Disease (COVID-19) originated in Hubei Province, China, in
December 2019 (1). COVID-19 disease, caused by SARS-CoV-2 (Severe Acute Respiratory
Syndrome Coronavirus-2), is an infectious disease that has started to spread rapidly and has
turned into a pandemic within three months from its first detection (2). Since there is no specific
treatment or vaccine for COVID-19, early diagnosis and subsequent isolation of infected
patients are important for disease control. Today, the Reverse Transcription-Polymerase Chain
Reaction (RT-PCR) test for SARS-CoV-2 is considered the gold standard for the diagnesis of
COVID-19. However, since RT-PCR is time-consuming, and requires special equipment and
trained laboratory technicians, it is not widely used in the clinical setting. Since the RT-PCR
test is performed on the upper and loewer respiratory tract samples, it increases the risk of
exposure to viral droplets-during the collection and RNA isolation' process. Therefore,
alternative diagnostic tests to RT-PCR are required for the clinical management of COVID-109.
Detection of antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 can play a complementary role with the RT-PCR
test in the diagnosis of COVID-19 and(in evaluating the immune status of individuals. Also,
serological data will enable-the gathering of important epidemiological information about the
spread of the epidemic, and its morbidity and mortality. Additionally, the detection of
antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 will play an important role in determining vaccine

development strategies (1, 3, 4).

As a routine imaging tool in the diagnosis of COVID-19, chest Computed Tomography
(CT) scan is a relatively easy, fast, and non-invasive radiological diagnostic tool. Chest CT
analysis plays an important role not only in early detection and diagnosis especially in false-
negative RT-PCR tests but also in monitoring the clinical course and evaluating the severity of
the disease (5, 6). It has been reported that the RT-PCR test is only 30-60% sensitive in the
diagnosis of COVID-19, and is less sensitive than chest CT during the early course of the
disease. For example, 5 suspected cases were shown to have ground-glass opacity and/ or mixed
consolidation on chest CT scan, but the initial RT-PCR test was negative. A few days later, all
5 cases tested for the second or third examinations were confirmed as positive for SARS-CoV-
2(6,7).

In cases where the RT-PCR test of symptomatic and/or asymptomatic cases is negative,
serological tests and chest CT scanning can be considered as complementary tests for the RT-

PCR technique. It may also be useful in the diagnosis of SARS-Cov-2 infection by providing
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promising clinical findings. Findings to be obtained from antibody testing will bring benefits
for epidemiological studies for the COVID-19 pandemic in our province. Thus, it will provide
advantages such as increasing the reliability of test results and preventing epidemics. This study
aimed to evaluate the SARS-CoV-2 IgM / 1gG rapid antibody test results from serum samples
taken from admitted patients with suspected COVID-19 and their chest CT data.

MATERIALS and METHODS
Patients and data sources

A total of 320 inpatient COVID-19 cases, admitted to Nigde Omer Halisdemir
University Training and Research Hospital between 11 March and 30 June 2020 were enrolled
in this study. According to the SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR results, the patients included in the study
were divided into two groups: PCR positive group (n=46) and PCR negative group (274). Chest
CT findings of patients enrolled in this study were evaluated by an Infection and Clinical
Microbiologist to determine clinical features caused by COVID-19 (such as bilateral or
multilobar involvement, ground-glass (opacity, subpleural involvement, pleural effusion).
Serum samples were obtained within 0 to 7 days from COVID-19 patients confirmed by RT-
PCR and chest CT<scan. The date of symptoms onset, clinical classification, RT-PCR testing
results, hospitalization period, and the demographic information was obtained from the clinical
records of our hospital. In the study, serum samples were taken from patients before the
COVID-19 pandemic were used as negative controls to evaluate the analytical sensitivity and

specificity of the antibody test.
Collection of serum samples

Blood samples taken from the patients (5-6 ml) were placed in tubes containing
separator gel (SST) and centrifuged at 10.000 xg for 5 minutes. Patient sera were stored at -
80°C until the day of the study. All risks related to the storage condition and transporting of the
samples were applied following the conditions specified by the Turkish Republic Ministry of
Health and Microbiology Laboratory guidelines (8).

Detection of SARS-CoV-2 IgM / 1gG antibodies

Qualitative detection of antibodies was performed using the COVID-19 IgM / 1gG rapid
test kit developed for SARS-CoV-2 (colloidal gold) based on the Lateral flow method

(Singclean®, China) according to the manufacturer's instructions. Briefly, 10uL of blood or
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serum was added to the sample pad of the antibody test. Two drops of sample buffer (phosphate
buffer, NaCl, tween-20) were then added to the same sample pad, and the results were
interpreted after a 10-minute incubation period. The presence of only the control line is
negative, the presence of the control line and IgM line is IgM positive, the presence of the IgG
line together with the control line is 1gG positive, and the presence of IgM and IgG lines

together with the control line are evaluated as both IgM and IgG positive.
Statistical analysis

SPSS 20.0 was used for statistical analysis. Chi-square test was used in statistical
analysis. Pearson Correlation test was used to see the level of agreement between the rapid
antibodies test and chest CT scan. Significance was setat a p value of less than 0.05.

Ethical approval

This study was reviewed and approved by the ‘Ethics Committee of Nigde Omer
Halisdemir University Faculty of Medicine (Approval no. 2020/21).

RESULTS

In this retrospective study, a total of 320 patients including 162 (50.6%) men and 158
(49.4%) women were included. The patients were between the ages of 18-90 (mean age 54.14).
The clinical signs of COVID-19 patients are shown in Table 1. The most common symptoms
in patients were; fever (75.3%), headache (70.6%), myalgia (67.5%), cough (61.9%), dyspnea
(25%), loss of taste and smell (19.7%), and diarrhea (4.0%). RT-PCR results of 320 patients
were determined as 46 (13.2%) positive and 274 (85.6%) negative.

Table 1: The demographic and clinical characteristics of the patients.

Parameter Value (n /%)
The average age 54.14 (18-90 years old)
Gender Male 162 (50.6%), Female 158 (49.4%)
Symptoms

Fever 241 (75.3 %)

Headache 226 (70.6 %)

Myalgia 216 (67.5 %)

Cough 217 (61.9 %)

Dyspnea 80 (25 %)

Loss of smell and taste 63 (19.7 %)

Diarrhea 13 (4.0 %)

Ct range for RT-PCR 16-40

Ct: Threshold cycle, RT-PCR positive (Ct=<38), RT-PCR negative (Ct >38).
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Rapid IgM/ IgG antibody test

The 320 serum samples collected for the study were evaluated by rapid card test based
on the lateral flow method of IgM/ IgG antibodies. The results of the antibody test against
SARS-CoV-2 are shown in Table 2. In a total of 320 inpatients, IgM was detected in 30 (9.4%),
IgG in 10 (3.1%), and both IgM and 1gG were found positive in 57 (17.8%) of the serum
samples included in the study. IgG/ IgM antibodies were not detected in 223 (69.7%) of the
patient samples. The sensitivity and specificity of the test were 30.3% and 95%, respectively.

When the presence of antibodies according to the RT-PCR results were evaluated, one
(2.2%) of 46 patients with positive RT-PCR results-had 1gG, seven (15.2%) IgM, and six
(13.0%) had positive IgM and 1gG. In patients with negative RT-PCR results (n = 274), 1gG
was detected in one patient (0.36%), IgM in 25 patients (9.1%), and IgM\and IgG antibodies in
31 patients (11.3%).

Table 2: Detection of IgM / 1gG antibody in serum samples of patients with COVID-19.

Presence of antibodies | Number of patients (n=320) | Control group (n = 40)
IgM 30 0

IgG 10 2

Both IgM/ 1gG 57 0

Sensitivity 30.3% -

Specificity - 95 %

In the negative control patient group (n=40), only two serum samples were found IgG positive.
Chest CT findings

Chest CT scans of symptomatic patients were performed on the day of admission to the
hospital. The percentage of findings that are compatible with the clinical features of COVID-
19 in the chest CT scans of the patients is given in Figure 1. Mostly, ground-glass opacity
(68.5%) findings were detected in the chest CT scans of the patients. When clinical findings
consistent with COVID-19 were evaluated collectively, it was determined that 249 (77.8%) of
320 patients had positive and 71 patients (22.2%) had negative chest CT scans. The sensitivity
rate of chest CT scan was calculated as 77.8% (249/320).

Figure 1. Distribution of chest CT findings of COVID-19 patients.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.15.21251772
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.15.21251772; this version posted February 20, 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 .

In the present study, the presence of antibodies was evaluated according to the chest CT
scan results. Four (5.6%) of those with negative chest CT scans were IgM positive and two
(2.8%) were positive for both IgM and 1gG. In patients with positive chest CT scan 23 (9.2%)
IgM, one (0.4%) 1gG and 35 (14.0%) both IgM/IgG were positive.

Regarding chest CT findings according to RT-PCR results, it was found to be positive
in 28 (61.0%) of the RT-PCR positive patients (n = 46). Whereas in patients with negative RT-
PCR (n = 274) 130 patients (47.4%) had positive chest CT scans.

When the antibody test and chest CT scan results of the patients included in the study
were evaluated together (Table 3), the rate of CT findings in patients with antibody positivity
(n=97) was found to be significantly higher (87.6%) than those with antibody negativity
(65.0%) (p<0.0001).

Table 3: Rapid antibody test and chest CT findings for patients with COVID-19.

CT findings
Positive | Negative | 'otl
n 145 78 223
Negative | Within SARS-CoV-2 | 65.0 % 35.0% 100%
SARS-CoV-2 IgM/ 19G IlgM/19G (%)
n 85 12 97
Positive | Within SARS-CoV-2 | 87.6 % 124 % 100%
IgM/1gG (%)

n 249 71 320
Total Within SARS-CoV-2 | 77.8% | 222% | 100%
IgM/1gG (%)

DISCUSSION

Early diagnosis of COVID-19 is very important to treat and control the disease. An
accurate, fast, and cost-effective diagnostic method is required for the diagnosis of the disease
during the pandemic process. Nowadays molecular methods, serological tests, and chest CT

scans are used for this purpose (9, 10).

In the diagnosis of COVID-19, RT-PCR test is used as a gold standard to detect viral
RNA in respiratory tract samples. However, the RT-PCR test leads to false-negative results due
to problems in sample collection and/or detection. Also, it is a time-consuming and expensive
diagnostic method (11, 12).

Serological testing is universally recognized as an accurate and appropriate diagnostic

method for identifying asymptomatic and symptomatic persons, and monitoring the immune


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.15.21251772
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.15.21251772; this version posted February 20, 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 .

status of people recovering from acute COVID-19 infection (13). Although several countries
have purchased one or more of the rapid antibody tests, inconsistencies have been reported
about the sensitivity and specificity rates of these tests in studies (14).

Compared to other diagnostic tests (for example, RT-PCR), chest CT imaging is a more
reliable, practical, and fast method to diagnose and evaluate COVID-19, especially during the
epidemic period (15). Studies have shown that the sensitivity of chest CT in symptomatic
patients is high (74.3%-97%). The clinical performance of chest CT depends on factors such as

patient population differences, disease severity, and accessibility to chest CT scans (16, 17, 18).

In our study, the antibody response in symptomatic COVID-19 patients was investigated
with the rapid IgM/ IgG card test. The serological dataobtained were evaluated with the chest
CT scan data of the same patients: The rapid antibody test'used in our-study was found to be
less sensitive (30.3%) for serum-samples collected within 0-to-7-days from the onset of
symptoms. Test performance features (sensitivity 95.7% ‘and specificity 97.3%) provided by
the manufacturer were found higher than those observed in our study. The difference in test
performance is likely due to a variety-of factors, such as quality and type of sample, sample
collection time, antibody level, and sample processing techniques. The chest CT scan was
positive in 249 of the symptomatic patients. The chest CT scan was positive in 249 of the
symptomatic patients. The chest CT scans were found to be positive in 85% of the patients who

were antibody positive and 65% in those who were antibody negative.

A study evaluating rapid antibody test and chest CT scan method was performed by
Imai et al. They examined 139 serum samples collected from 112 patients with COVID-19. In
the study, 90 COVID-19 serum specimens, IgM and IgG were detected in 27.8% and 3.3%,
respectively (in total 31.1%) of the specimens collected within one week. The diagnostic
sensitivity of chest CT scan was 74.3% (55/74) for the symptomatic patients.

In the current study, IgM, IgG, and both 1gG/IgM were detected in 9.4%, 3.1%, and
17.8%, respectively (in total 30.3%) in the serum samples collected from symptomatic patients
within one week. The sensitivity rate of chest CT scan was 77.8% (249/320) for the

symptomatic patients.

Our study showed that with the rapid card test, SARS-CoV-2 IgM / IgG antibodies were
found less frequently in RT-PCR positive and negative symptomatic patients at significant

levels. On the other hand, chest CT scans of patients with positive and negative RT-PCR (320)
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were found to be positive (249/320). Considering the results obtained from the rapid antibody
test and chest CT scan, the chest CT screening test for the early diagnosis of COVID-19 in
symptomatic patients stands out with a sensitivity rate of 77.8%. Also, specific radiological
features of COVID-19 were not detected in 22.2% of symptomatic patients.

Our study has some limitations; only symptomatic patients were included in the study.
Therefore, it is not known whether the antibody response is similar in asymptomatic
individuals. Serum samples collected for antibody testing and chest CT scan data'were obtained
within one week from the onset of symptoms. Therefore, it is necessary to take samples/scans
at different times to obtain clear information about the sensitivity of these tests. Besides, more
detailed studies with different methods (such as'ELISA) on consecutive samples are needed.
Multi-center studies should be conducted to determine the usefulness of both tests for the
diagnosis of COVID-19.

CONCLUSION

When the data obtained in our-study ‘were examined, the sensitivity of rapid antibody
tests alone was not found to-be:sufficient in the diagnosis of COVID-19 within one week from
the onset of COVID19 symptoms. This study shows the accurate and equivalent performance
of serological antibody assays and chest CT in diagnosing COVID-19 within 0 to 7 days from
the onset of COVID19 symptoms. Therefore, to properly manage the pandemic process, we
believe that the combination of immunochromatographic (IC) test and chest CT scan can serve
as a rapid diagnostic test of RT-PCR-negative suspected patients and screening of SARS CoV-
2 carriers. These tests/methods cannot take the place of RT-PCR, but may increase diagnostic
sensitivity for COVID-19.
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