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Abstract:
Objectives: To assess the prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 specific immunoglobulin (Ig) M and IgG
antibodies among workers of the three public higher education institutions of Porto, Portugal,

up to July 2020.

Methods: A rapid point of care test for specific IgM and IgG antibodies of SARS-CoV-2 was
offered to all workers. Testing was performed to and a questionnaire was completed by 4592
workers on a voluntary basis. We computed the apparent IgM, 1gG, and combined IgM or IgG
prevalence, along with the true prevalence and 95% credible intervals (95% Cl) using Bayesian

inference.

Results: We found an apparent prevalence of 3.1% for IgM, 1.0% for IgG, and 3.9% for either
antibody class. The estimated true prevalence was 2.0% (95% Cl 0.1-4.3) for IgM, 0.6% (95% ClI
0.0-1.3) for IgG and 2.5% (95% Cl 0.1-5.3) for IgM or 1gG. A SARS-CoV-2 molecular diagnosis was
reported by 21 (0.5%) workers, and of these, 90.5% had a reactive 1gG result. Seroprevalence
was higher among those reporting known contacts with confirmed cases, having been

guarantined, having a previous molecular negative test, or having had symptoms.

Conclusions: The seroprevalence among workers from the three public higher education
institutions of Porto after the first wave of the SARS-CoV-2 infection was relatively low.
However, the estimated true seroprevalence was approximately five times higher than the

reported SARS-CoV-2 infection based on a molecular test result.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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INTRODUCTION:
The SARS-CoV-2 infection can cause very severe disease, particularly among individuals with
underlying conditions. Commonly it progresses unnoticed with few or no symptoms [1] —

additional limited testing capacity has led to a variable and mostly unknown undiagnosed rate.

Seroprevalence studies are based on the identification of SARS-CoV-2 specific antibodies. In this
case of an emergent agent, the entire population is initially susceptible. Therefore, the presence
of specific antibodies provides estimates of the cumulative incidence of infection. In SARS-CoV-

2 infection, almost all of the infected individuals seroconvert within 2-3 weeks.[2-4]

Diseases with an impact on the working population cause very high individual and societal costs.
Activities where inter-personal contact is inevitable, structural or individual lack of compliance
with preventive measures, sharing the same office or canteen space, and meeting in
overcrowded rooms, may increase the SARS-CoV-2 infection in the workplace.[5] Preventive
measures include the use of face masks, hand sanitizers, increased distance between workers,
scattered working hours, or working from home. The latter has been deemed mandatory in
Portugal from March 18 to June 30, 2020. The return to workplace activities provided an
excellent opportunity to obtain data on serum status. Therefore, we aimed to assess the
prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 specific immunoglobulin (Ig) M and I1gG antibodies among workers of

public higher education institutions of Porto, Portugal, from May to July 2020.

METHODS:

All workers of the three public higher education institutions of Porto were offered a serological
point-of-care test for SARS-CoV-2 specific IgM and IgG antibodies, from May 21 to July 31, 2020.
Participation was voluntary, and scheduling was initiated by the workers. At the day of testing
workers were invited to answer to two questionnaires — one to evaluate clinical aspects,
conducted by the trained researcher who performed the test, and another self-administered to

address sociodemographic characteristics.

The clinical questionnaire included information on comorbidities, contacts with confirmed SARS-
CoV-2 cases in the previous two weeks, symptoms since the beginning of 2020 (categorized into
asymptomatic; moderately symptomatic: one or two of the following symptoms cough,
dyspnea, odynophagia, headache, vomiting or nausea, diarrhea, asthenia, or fever; and
symptomatic: at least three of the listed symptoms, or dysgeusia or anosmia), and previous
SARS-CoV-2 diagnostic tests. The self-administered questionnaire inquired about gender

identity, nationality, educational level, occupation, currently working from home, self-
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perception of having been infected, travelling abroad since December 2019, contacts with

confirmed SARS-CoV-2 cases and having been quarantined since January 2020

Participants provided written informed consent to all procedures. The study protocol was
approved by the ethics committee of the Institute of Public Health of the University of Porto (ID
20154).

SARS-CoV-2 specific IgM and IgG antibodies determination and follow-up

Two point-of-care tests were used — the STANDARD Q COVID-19 IgM/IgG Duo used from May
21 to July 10, n=3987 (manufacturer reported sensitivity of 92.6% eight days after symptom
onset and specificity of 96.5% for both 1gG and IgM); and the STANDARD Q COVID-19 IgM/IgG
Combo from July 10 to July 31, n=605 (manufacturer reported sensitivity of 94.5% seven or more
days after symptom onset and specificity of 95.7% for both 1gG and IgM).

Participants reporting current symptoms or high-risk contact in the previous 14 days (spending
more than 15 minutes within two meters of a confirmed case without any personal protective
equipment), and those with a reactive result only for IgM were offered a referral to a reverse
transcriptase-polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) test, scheduled within one working day.

Participants

148 workers were tested from the Nursing School of Porto (ESEP), 816 from the Polytechnic of
Porto (P.Porto) and 3628 from the University of Porto (U.Porto). Participants’ characteristics are

presented in Table 1.
Statistical analysis

The apparent seroprevalence was computed as the proportion of individuals with a reactive
result in the IgM or IgG band. We compared groups using the Pearson Chi-Square or the Fisher-
exact test, when the assumptions for the chi-square test did not hold. P-values lower than 0.05

were considered statistically significant.

We estimated the true prevalence and 95% credible intervals (95% Cl) using Bayesian inference,
considering a uniform prior distribution for sensitivity ranging from 0.65 to 0.97, and specificity

between 0.83 and 1. Estimates were obtained using the ‘rjags’ package in R.

RESULTS:

We tested 4592 workers; 142 (3.1%) were reactive for IgM, 45 (1.0%) for IgG, and 179 (3.9%) for
at least one. The estimated true prevalence was 2.0% (95 %Cl 0.1-4.3%) for IgM, 0.6% (95% ClI
0.0-1.3%) for IgG and 2.5% (95% CI 0.1-5.3%) for IgM or IgG.
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Table 1 presents the IgM, IgG, and IgM or IgG apparent seroprevalence according to the
characteristics of the workers of all public higher education institutions of Porto. IgM
seroprevalence increased significantly with age, and it was higher among those with the lowest
educational levels. No gender or nationality differences were found, as well as in working from
home status. IgM prevalence was higher among those with a previous diagnosis of SARS-CoV-2
infection (23.8%) when compared with those never tested (3.0%) or those who tested negative
(2.8%). IgM was also higher among those with previous contact with confirmed cases (6.2% vs.
3.0%) and in those quarantined (8.5% vs. 2.9%). Travelling abroad, symptoms perceived as
unusual or sudden, and self-perception of having been infected were not associated with IgM

presence.

IgG seroprevalence did not differ according to age, gender, educational level, occupational
group, or working from home. Non-Portuguese workers had a higher IgG seroprevalence (2.5%
vs. 0.9%). Almost all of those diagnosed with SARS-CoV-2 infection had a reactive IgG test (19/21;
90.5%), and IgG prevalence was also higher among those who tested negative (2.8%) than those
never tested (0.5%). IgG seroprevalence was higher among those with known contact with a
confirmed case (7.1% vs. 0.6%), and among those who had been quarantined (15.5% vs. 0.5%).
Those who reported any symptom had a higher IgG seroprevalence, particularly those
symptomatic and with unusual or sudden onset of symptoms (4.2% vs. 0.4% among moderately
symptomatic vs. 0.6% among symptomatic). IgG reactivity was more common in participants

perceived the probability of having already been infected as high or very high.

A referral to a RT-PCR test was offered to 145 participants. Four refused (all IgM reactive). Of
the remaining 141, 130 were IgM reactive and 1gG non-reactive (15 also presented symptoms),
three were IgM reactive and IgG reactive, seven presented symptoms (IgM and IgG non-
reactive), and one had high-risk contacts (IgM and IgG non-reactive). Of the 141 RT-PCR tests,
one was positive and corresponded to a worker referred due to symptoms and non-reactive
results for IgM and IgG. All 133 workers with a reactive result only for IgM had a negative RT-
PCR test.

DISCUSSION:

We found a 3.9% seroprevalence of IgM and/or IgG among workers of the three public higher
education institutions of Porto, and a true prevalence of 2.5% (95% Cl 0.1-5.3). The apparent
prevalence was higher than the point estimate of 2.9% seroprevalence of IgM and/or IgG found
in the Portuguese serological survey (ISNCOVID-19) conducted approximately in the same

timeframe, but it is within its 95% Cl (2.0-4.2%). It was similar to the prevalence found among
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those employed (3.8%; 95% Cl 2.2-6.3%).[6] However, as workers were self-selected,

comparisons and inferences must be cautious.

As expected, those reporting known indicators of a higher probability of being infected — known
contacts with confirmed cases, ever quarantined, who had symptoms — had higher
seroprevalence overall. Those with a previous negative molecular test had a higher
seroprevalence than those never tested, which shows that false-negative results were likely.
Also, interesting was the fact that seroprevalence increased with self-perception of increased
probability of having been infected among those without a diagnosis, showing an appropriate

self-assessment of risk.

One important finding is that the seroprevalence was approximately eight-times greater than
reported SARS-CoV-2 infection by a molecular test, or five-times greater if we consider the true
prevalence estimate. Even with considering that we may be overestimating the
seroprevalence,[7] it is reasonable to expect that the SARS-CoV-2 infection was considerably
more frequent than based on notified cases, particularly because testing was restricted during

the initial phase of the epidemic.

No workers with an isolated IgM reactive result had a positive RT-PCR, supporting the evidence
that when antibodies start being detectable the virus detection by RT-PCR is lower, and that
antibody tests are appropriate to identify those previously infected but not to detect active

infections,[2] although we cannot rule out the hypothesis of some false-positive IgM results.

As we had to use two different tests, though from the same manufacturer and with similar
performance characteristics, error in the prevalence estimate could have occurred. Selection
bias limited our ability to infer to the source population, and memory bias may have led to
underreporting of exposures particularly regarding symptoms. These limitations do not seem to
change the meaning of our main findings of a low seroprevalence of SARS-CoV-2 at the time of
resuming working activities after the first wave of the SARS-CoV-2 infection; and that the
estimated true seroprevalence was approximately five times greater than the reported SARS-

CoV-2 infection burden using a molecular test information.
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Table 1: Characteristics of participants, IgM, IgG and IgM or IgG apparent seroprevalence according to those characteristics among workers from the public higher education institutions of
Porto, Portugal, assessed from May to July 2020

Total of participants IgM seroprevalence I1gG seroprevalence IgM or IgG
N % % %
Overall 4592 142 (3.1%) 45 (1.0%) 179 (3.9%)
Institution
Nursing School of Porto (ESEP) 148 0.7% 2.0% 2.7%
Polytechnic of Porto (P.Porto) 816 2.5% 0.6% 2.9%
University of Porto (U.Porto) 3628 3.3% 1.0% 4.2%
p-value 0.094 0.239 0.198
SOCIODEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS
Age strata (years)
<30 435 1.1% 0.9% 2.1%
30-39 1097 1.9% 0.7% 2.6%
40-49 1479 3.0% 0.9% 3.7%
50-59 936 4.3% 1.3% 5.2%
60-69 505 5.1% 1.4% 6.3%
>=70 38 7.9% 2.6% 7.9%
Missing 102
p-value <0.001 0.610 <0.001
Gender
Men 1643 2.9% 1.3% 4.0%
Women 2917 3.2% 0.8% 3.8%
Other 7
Missing 25
p-value 0.681 0.099 0.828
Educational level
Basic education 203 6.9% 1.5% 8.4%
Secondary or post-secondary education 440 4.1% 0.7% 4.8%
Bachelor's or Master's 2056 2.4% 0.7% 3.1%

Doctorate 1852 3.2% 1.3% 4.2%
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Missing 41
p-value 0.003 0.146 0.001
Nationality
Portuguese 4327 3.1% 0.9% 3.8%
Non-Portuguese 198 3.5% 2.5% 5.6%
Missing 67
p-value 0.860 0.045* 0.293
Occupational group
High skilled white collar 3954 3.0% 1.0% 3.8%
Low skilled white collar 538 3.5% 0.7% 4.3%
High and low skilled blue collar 36 8.3% 0.0% 8.3%
Missing 64
p-value 0.142 0.678 0.331
Currently working from home
No 1260 3.5% 1.1% 4.6%
Yes, partially 1326 3.1% 0.8% 3.6%
Yes, in full 1915 2.9% 1.0% 3.7%
Other (sick Ie.ave, paternity/maternity 53 0.0% 4.3% 4.3%
leave/sabbatical leave)
Missing 68
p-value 0.634 0.367 0.522
INFECTION-RELATED CHARACTERISTICS
Previous RT-PCR test and diagnosis
Never tested 4332 3.0% 0.5% 3.4%
Tested, not diagnosed 218 2.8% 2.8% 5.5%
Tested, diagnosed 21 23.8% 90.5% 90.5%
Missing 21
p-value <0.001 <0.001* <0.001
Contact with confirmed cases since January
2020
No 4100 3.0% 0.6% 3.6%
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Yes 226 6.2% 7.1% 11.1%
Missing 118
p-value 0.014 <0.001 <0.001
Quarantine since January 2020
No 4384 2.9% 0.5% 3.4%
Yes 142 8.5% 15.5% 19.7%
Missing 66
p-value 0.001* <0.001* <0.001
Travel abroad since December 2019
No 3124 3.2% 0.9% 4.0%
Yes 1210 3.0% 1.2% 3.9%
Missing 110
p-value 0.735 0.540 0.792
Symptoms since January 2020
Asymptomatic 1421 3.4% 0.5% 3.8%
Moderately symptomatic! 1936 3.0% 0.6% 3.6%
Symptomatic? 1006 3.1% 2.4% 5.0%
Missing 229
p-value 0.789 <0.001 0.166
Symptoms unusual or sudden since January
2020
Asymptomatic 2902 3.3% 0.6% 3.8%
Moderately symptomatic® 965 2.9% 0.4% 3.2%
Symptomatic? 496 3.2% 4.2% 6.5%
Missing 229
p-value 0.849 <0.001 0.008
Self-perception of the probability of having
already been infected (excluding those with
diagnosis)
Very low or low 3416 3.0% 0.4% 3.4%
Moderate 724 2.8% 0.7% 3.3%
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High or very high 142 4.9% 4.2% 8.5%
Missing 142
p-value 0.388 <0.001* 0.006

! Moderately symptomatic: having or having had one or two of the following symptoms: cough, dyspnea, odynophagia, headache, vomiting or nausea, diarrhea, fever,

arthralgias, myalgia, asthenia; 2 Symptomatic defined as having or having had at least three symptoms listed before, or dysgeusia or anosmia.

*P-value for the Fisher exact-test
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