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23 Abstract
24  Background: The Elecsys® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay (Roche Diagnostics
25 International Ltd, Rotkreuz, Switzerland) has been developed for the /n vitro quantitative
26  detection of antibodies to the severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-
27  2) spike (S) protein. We evaluated the performance of this assay using samples from seven
28  sites in Germany, Austria, and Switzerland.
29
30 Methods: Anonymized frozen, residual serum, or plasma samples from blood donation
31  centers or routine diagnostic testing were used for this study. For specificity and sensitivity
32 analyses, presumed negative samples collected before October 2019 and SARS-CoV-2 PCR-
33  confirmed single or sequential samples were tested, respectively. The performance of the
34  Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay was also compared with other commercial
35 immunoassays.
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Results: The overall specificity (n=7880 pre-pandemic samples) and sensitivity (n=240 PCR-
positive samples [>14 days post-PCR]) for the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay
were 99.95% (95% confidence interval [CI]: 99.87-99.99) and 97.92% (95% CI: 95.21—-
99.32), respectively. Compared with seven other immunoassays, the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-
2 S assay had comparable or greater specificity and sensitivity. The Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2
S immunoassay had significantly higher specificity compared with the LIAISON® SARS-CoV-2
S1/S2 1gG, ADVIA Centaur® SARS-CoV-2 Total, ARCHITECT SARS-CoV-2 IgG, iFlash-SARS-
CoV-2 IgM, and EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG and IgA assays, and significantly higher
sensitivity (=14 days post-PCR) compared with the ARCHITECT SARS-CoV-2 IgG, iFlash-
SARS-CoV-2 IgG and IgM, and EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG assays.

Conclusion: The Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay demonstrated a robust and favorable
performance across samples from multiple European sites, with a very high specificity and

sensitivity for the detection of anti-S antibodies.
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51 Introduction

52 In December 2019 a novel coronavirus emerged (1), named severe acute respiratory

53  syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), which is the causative agent of the disease, COVID-
54 19 (2, 3). SARS-CoV-2 is an enveloped, single-stranded RNA virus of the family

55  Coronaviridae; its genome encodes 16 nonstructural proteins and four structural proteins:
56  spike (S), envelope (E), membrane (M), and nucleocapsid (N) (4). The most prominent

57  protein component on the viral surface is the S glycoprotein — a large transmembrane

58  protein that assembles into trimers to form the distinctive surface spikes of coronaviruses (5,
59  6). Each S monomer consists of two subunits, S1 and S2, which mediate receptor binding
60 (via the receptor-binding domain [RBD] located in S1) and membrane fusion, respectively,
61 leading to entry into host cells (6-8).

62

63  Following infection with SARS-CoV-2, the host mounts an immune response against the

64  virus, including production of specific antibodies against viral antigens (9). Understanding
65 the dynamics of the antibody response to the virus is critical in establishing a relevant time
66  window to use for serology testing (9). Studies into the kinetics of antibodies to SARS-CoV-2
67 are rapidly emerging and, based on current evidence, both immunoglobulin M (IgM) and G
68 (IgG) antibodies have been detected as early as day 0 to 5 after symptom onset (10, 11).
69 The chronological order of appearance and levels of IgM and IgG appears to be highly

70  variable and often simultaneous (12-14). Several studies have observed median

71  seroconversion at day 10-13 after symptom onset for IgM and day 12-15 for IgG, with

72  maximum seroconversion for IgM, IgG, and total antibodies occurring at week 2-3, week 2—
73 4, and around week 2, respectively (13-16).

74

75 Emergence of the COVID-19 pandemic has resulted in an urgent and unmet need to develop
76  reliable serological tests to determine past exposure to the virus and the seroprevalence in a
77  given population (17). This information is crucial to support diagnosis, contact tracing,

78  epidemiology studies, and vaccine development to enable characterization of pre-vaccination
79 immune status and vaccine-induced immune response (9, 18-20). There are currently 242
80 candidate SARS-CoV-2 vaccines in development (21) and, of these, 10 are currently in early,
81 limited, or fully approved use (status February 09, 2021) (22). The majority of the vaccines
82 in use are based on the S protein, with the goal of eliciting protective neutralizing

83 antibodies; the rest are based on whole inactivated SARS-CoV-2 (23, 24). Serology assays
84 are also needed for the identification of neutralizing antibodies from convalescent plasma

85 donors (25).
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86

87  The Elecsys® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S (Roche Diagnostics International Ltd, Rotkreuz,

88  Switzerland) is an electrochemiluminescence immunoassay (ECLIA), which has been

89 developed for the /n vitro quantitative detection of antibodies, including IgG, against the

90 SARS-CoV-2 S protein RBD in human serum and plasma (26).

91

92 The objective of this multicenter European study was to evaluate the specificity and

93  sensitivity of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay using pre-pandemic samples

94  (from routine diagnostics or blood donation) and PCR-positive samples, respectively, as well

95 as compare the performance of this quantitative test with other commercially available

96 immunoassays in terms of specificity and sensitivity.

97

98 Materials and methods

99  Study design
100 The study was executed from August 17, 2020 to September 1, 2020 with samples tested at
101  four European sites: Labor Augsburg MVZ GmbH, Augsburg, Germany; MVZ Labor Dr.
102 Limbach & Kollegen GbR, Heidelberg, Germany; Interregionale Blutspende SRK AG (SRK
103  Bern), Bern, Switzerland; and Krankenhaus Barmherzige Briider, Regensburg, Germany.
104  Samples were collected from those four sites, as well as from three additional sites: Labor
105  Berlin — Charité Vivantes GmbH, Berlin, Germany; Tirol Kliniken, Innsbruck, Austria; and
106  Deutsches Rotes Kreuz Blutspendedienst West, Hagen, Germany.
107
108 Samples from Augsburg and Heidelberg included those referred to the respective study site
109 by physicians. Heidelberg also tested samples from employees and hospitalized patients,
110 including a subset from patients receiving dialysis. All samples provided by the study site in
111  Berlin were collected from hospitalized patients, including a subset from patients monitored
112 in the intensive care unit (ICU). Samples tested in Regensburg were taken from employees
113  and pediatric patients referred to the site by physicians.
114
115  These samples were collected and tested in accordance with applicable regulations,
116  including relevant European Union directives and regulations, and the principles of the
117  Declaration of Helsinki. All samples from Augsburg, Heidelberg, Berlin, and Hagen were
118 anonymized. A statement was obtained from the Ethics Committee (EC) of the
119  Landesérztekammer Bayern confirming that there are no objections to the use of

120  anonymized leftover samples. From the internal EC at the study site in Bern (Switzerland) a
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waiver was received and from the internal EC at the study site in Innsbruck (Austria) an
approval was received. For Regensburg (Germany), EC approvals were already in place,
amendments were submitted to notify the EC about Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S testing. At
Augsburg, Heidelberg, and Bern the assays were performed on the cobas e 801 analyzer
(Roche Diagnostics International Ltd, Rotkreuz, Switzerland), whereas at Regensburg the
assays were performed on the cobas e 601 analyzer (Roche Diagnostics International Ltd,

Rotkreuz, Switzerland).

Serum and plasma samples

Anonymized frozen, residual samples from blood donation centers or routine laboratory
diagnostics, as well as banked samples, were used for this study. For specificity analysis of
the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay, 7880 presumed negative samples (5056 blood donor
and 2824 diagnostic routine samples) that were collected before October 2019 were tested.
The diagnostic routine cohort included samples from pregnancy screening and pediatrics.
For the sensitivity analysis of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay, 827 PCR-confirmed
single or sequential samples from 272 different patients, with known time difference
between blood draw and positive PCR test, were tested. Of these presumed negative and
PCR-confirmed samples, 7903 were tested on the commercially available Elecsys® Anti-
SARS-CoV-2 assay (Roche Diagnostics International Ltd, Rotkreuz, Switzerland) (27).
Additionally, a number of these samples were tested on other commercially available assays:
LIAISON® SARS-CoV-2 S1/S2 IgG (DiaSorin) (28), 2052 samples; EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-
CoV-2 IgG (29) and IgA assays (EUROIMMUN) (30), 1618 and 1624 samples, respectively;
ARCHITECT SARS-CoV-2 IgG (Abbott) (31), 3068 samples; ADVIA Centaur® SARS-CoV-2
Total (Siemens Healthineers) (32), 1064 samples; iFlash-SARS-CoV-2 IgG and IgM assays
(Shenzhen YHLO Biotech Co) (33), both 1062 samples.

Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay

The Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay is a quantitative ECLIA that detects high-
affinity antibodies to the SARS-CoV-2 S protein RBD and has a low risk of detecting weakly
cross-reactive and unspecific antibodies. Results are automatically reported as the analyte
concentration of each sample in U/mL, with <0.80 U/mL interpreted as negative for anti-
SARS-CoV-2 S antibodies and >0.80 U/mL interpreted as positive for anti-SARS-CoV-2 S
antibodies (Roche Diagnostics GmbH. Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay method sheet. 2020;
version 01) (26).
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156  Comparator assays

157  Specimens were analyzed using eight comparator immunoassays according to the

158  manufacturer’s instructions. Interpretation of results was performed according to the

159  manufacturer’s instructions.

160

161  The Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 assay is an ECLIA for the jn vitro qualitative detection of

162  antibodies, including IgG, against SARS-CoV-2, using a recombinant protein representing the
163  nucleocapsid (N) antigen (27). Results are automatically calculated in the form of a cutoff
164 index (COI), with COI values <1.0 interpreted as non-reactive (negative) for anti-SARS-CoV-
165 2 N antibodies and >1.0 as reactive (positive) for anti-SARS-CoV-2 N antibodies (27).

166

167  The LIAISON SARS-CoV-2 $1/S2 IgG assay is an indirect chemiluminescence immunoassay
168  (CLIA) for the quantitative detection of IgG anti-S1 and IgG anti-S2 antibodies to SARS-CoV-
169 2 (28). Results are automatically calculated, with antibody concentrations expressed as

170  arbitrary units (AU/mL). Concentrations of <12.0 AU/mL are interpreted as negative, >12.0
171  to <15.0 AU/mL are interpreted as equivocal, and >15.0 AU/mL are interpreted as positive
172 (28). Equivocal values are referred to as ‘gray zone’ results.

173

174  The EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG and IgA assays are separate enzyme-linked

175 immunosorbent assay (ELISAs) that detect IgG or IgA anti-S1 antibodies to SARS-CoV-2 (29,
176  30). Results are evaluated semi-quantitatively by calculation of a ratio in which the

177  absorbance values of the controls or patient samples are related to the absorbance value of
178 the calibrator (29, 30). For both assays, ratio results <0.8 are interpreted as negative, >0.8
179  to <1.1 are borderling, and >1.1 are positive (29, 30). Borderline values are referred to as
180 ‘gray zone' results.

181

182  The ARCHITECT SARS-CoV-2 IgG assay is a chemiluminescent microparticle immunoassay
183  (CMIA) used for the qualitative detection of IgG antibodies against the N antigen (31).

184  Results are expressed in signal-to-cutoff (5/CO) values, with <1.4 results interpreted as

185 negative and >1.4 results interpreted as positive (31).

186

187  The ADVIA Centaur SARS-CoV-2 Total assay is a CLIA intended for the qualitative detection
188  of antibodies against the RBD of the S1 protein (32). Results are reported in index values,
189  with <1.0 interpreted as non-reactive (negative) for anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibodies and >1.0
190 interpreted as reactive (positive) for anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibodies (32).
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The iFlash-SARS-CoV-2 IgM and IgG assays (33) are separate CLIAs used for the qualitative
detection of IgM or IgG against the S and N proteins. The iFlash system automatically
calculates the analytic concentration of each sample, with <10 AU/mL interpreted as non-
reactive and 210 AU/mL interpreted as reactive for anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgM or IgG antibodies.

Statistical analysis

Sample size estimations for specificity and sensitivity analyses were based on formulae
proposed previously (34). Assuming specificities between 0.998 and 0.999 and a sensitivity
of 0.999, samples sizes of 1698 to 20964 and 32 to 50 respectively, would be required to
obtain a significance level of 0.05 and a power of 0.8. For specificity and sensitivity
calculations, point estimates and two-sided 95% confidence intervals (CIs) using the exact
method were computed employing R version 3.4.0 (35). In the sensitivity evaluation, assay
results were assigned to the respective week after positive PCR result. In the comparison
with other commercially available assays, only samples with paired measurements were
included in the respective analyses. For the differences in estimated specificities and
sensitivities between Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay and the comparator assays, two-
sided 95% Wald CIs were calculated as previously recommended (36). If these CIs did not

include zero, differences were considered as statistically significant.

Data availability

Qualified researchers may request access to individual patient level data through the clinical
study data request platform (https://vivli.org/). Further details on Roche's criteria for eligible
studies are available here: https://vivli.org/members/ourmembers/. For further details on
Roche's Global Policy on the Sharing of Clinical Information and how to request access to
related clinical study documents, see here:
https://www.roche.com/research_and_development/who_we_are_how_we_work/clinical_tri

als/our_commitment_to_data_sharing.htm.

Results

Overall performance of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay

Specificity in different target cohorts

Specificity of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay was evaluated at three European sites
(with samples from five European sites) using 7880 evaluable residual samples from blood

donors and routine diagnostic testing; all of which were collected before October 2019 and
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226  presumed negative for SARS-CoV-2 antibodies. The overall specificity for all samples was
227  99.95% (95% CI: 99.87-99.99) (Table 1). There were four samples with reactive results of
228  1.790 U/mL, 0.900 U/mL, 0.870 U/mL, and 1.130 U/mL. Three of these reactive samples
229  were from blood donor samples, of which one was collected in March 2016 (influenza

230 season) at Innsbruck, Austria and two were collected in July/August 2018 (outside influenza
231  season) at Bern, Switzerland (Table 1). There was no statistically significant difference in
232 specificity between blood donor samples collected during or outside influenza season. The
233  other reactive sample was from the pregnancy screening cohort in Augsburg (Table 1).

234

235  Sensitivity in different target cohorts

236  Intotal, 827 evaluable single and sequential samples from 272 SARS-CoV-2 PCR-confirmed
237  patients were evaluated at three European sites (with samples from four European sites).
238  The time span of samples collected after positive PCR was between day 0 and day 120. For
239  subjects with sequential blood draws with more than one sample per time interval, only the
240  result of the last blood draw per given time interval was used for the respective sensitivity
241 calculation. The sensitivity of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay =14 days post-PCR

242  (n=240) was 97.92% (95% CI: 95.2199.32) (Table 2a). The resulting site-specific

243  sensitivities for Augsburg, Berlin, Heidelberg, and Regensburg samples collected >14 days
244  post-PCR confirmation were 100.00% (95% CI: 95.89-100.00), 100.00% (95% CI: 91.40—
245  100.00), 98.72% (95% CI: 93.06-99.97%), and 87.88% (95% CI: 71.80-96.60),

246  respectively (Table 2b).

247

248 Visualization of seroconversions andyor titer visualization

249  For all subjects with at least two sequential blood draws, trajectories were plotted to

250 visualize antibody titer development from day 0 to 78 post-PCR-positive test (Figure 1). Most
251  trajectories show a rapid increase in antibody titer and no considerable decline of antibody
252 titer can be seen for the early and later blood draws. Once detected reactive, none of the
253  subsequent samples drawn per subject showed a decline of titer below the cutoff.

254

255  Comparison with Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 assay

256 A direct method comparison between the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay and the

257  commercially available Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 assay was performed. This included a total
258  of 7903 samples comprising both confirmed positive samples from sensitivity testing and
259  presumed positive samples with at least one positive antibody result (n=1011), as well as

260 presumed negative samples from specificity testing cohort samples (n= 6892: n=4068 blood

8
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donors; n=2824 routine diagnostic). For all samples, the overall percent agreement (OPA)
between the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay and the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 assay was
99.30% (95% CI: 99.10-99.48) (Table Sia). For presumed negative samples and confirmed
positive samples, the negative percent agreement (NPA) and positive percent agreement

(PPA), respectively, between the S- and N-assays were >99% (Table S1b—c).

Comparison with other commercially available assays
The performance of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay was compared with seven
other commercially available SARS-CoV-2 assays, and sensitivity and specificity results,

along with percent agreement, were recorded.

The OPA between the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay and other comparator tests was
recorded (Table S2). The Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S test had the highest OPA with the
ARCHITECT SARS-CoV-2 IgG (N-assay), at 99.19% (95% CI: 98.80-99.47), and the lowest
OPA with the ADVIA Centaur SARS-CoV-2 Total (S-assay), at 88.25% (95% CI: 86.16—
90.13) (Table S2).

Specificity

The specificity of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay was comparable or higher than the
specificity of all tested comparator assays (Table 3). The specificity of the Elecsys Anti-
SARS-CoV-2 S test was significantly higher compared with the LIAISON SARS-CoV-2 S1/S2
IgG, ADVIA Centaur SARS-CoV-2 Total, ARCHITECT SARS-CoV-2 IgG, iFlash-SARS-CoV-2
IgM, and EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG and IgA assays (Table S3a). No statistically
significant difference was observed between the specificity of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S
assay compared with the iFlash-SARS-CoV-2 IgG assay (Table S3a).

Sensitivity

The sensitivity of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay for detecting seropositive results was
compared with six comparator assays; analysis compared with the LIAISON SARS-CoV-2
S1/S2 IgG test could not be performed due to a small sample size. Sensitivity was recorded
for samples collected between 0-6, 7-13, and >14 days post-PCR-positive test. The
sensitivity of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay was equal to or higher than the sensitivity
for all tested IgM, IgG, and total antibody assays at all time intervals (Table 4). The
EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgA assay showed a higher sensitivity in the 0-6 and 7-13

days post-PCR time intervals and a lower sensitivity in the >14 days post-PCR time interval
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296 compared with the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay (Table 4). The sensitivity of the Elecsys
297  Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay at detecting antibodies >14 days post-PCR was significantly higher
298 compared with the ARCHITECT SARS-CoV-2 IgG, iFlash-SARS-CoV-2 IgG and IgM, and

299 EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG assays (Table S3b).

300

301 Discussion

302 Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, there is a pressing need to develop highly specific and

303 sensitive serology tests to assist with the diagnosis of, and to reveal past exposure to, the
304 SARS-CoV-2 virus (17), as well as to support the development of vaccines through

305 distinguishing natural infection-induced immunity from vaccine-induced immunity (9, 18).
306 This was the first multicenter study to demonstrate the performance of the automated

307  Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay, which detects antibodies against the SARS-CoV-2
308 S protein RBD. Antibodies against the RBD have previously been shown to correlate strongly
309  with protective neutralizing antibodies (37).

310

311  The results from our study revealed that the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay

312  displays a robust and favorable performance under routine conditions at multiple sites in
313  Europe, with a very high specificity (99.95%) and sensitivity (97.92%) for the detection of
314  anti-S antibodies. The point estimates for specificity and sensitivity are comparable to the
315 values reported in the package insert of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay (99.98% and
316  98.8%, respectively) (26). In addition, the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay showed a

317 performance comparable with the commercially available Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 (N-

318 assay), with 95% CIs that overlap (99.69-99.88% for specificity and 97.0-100% for

319  sensitivity); both assays had a very high overall percent agreement. The Elecsys Anti-SARS-
320 CoV-2 assay has a previously reported specificity and sensitivity >14 days post-confirmation
321  0f 99.8% and 99.5%, respectively (38).

322

323  The overall specificity of >99.9% determined in this study demonstrated that the Elecsys
324  Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S is a highly specific assay for the detection of antibodies against SARS-
325 CoV-2. Notably, this analysis included 2424 samples from pregnant women and pediatric
326  populations. The availability of an accurate SARS-CoV-2 serology assay is particularly

327 important for the pregnant population, considering the changes in the immune system that
328  occur during pregnancy, which may increase the woman'’s susceptibility to severe infection
329 (39). Additionally, an antibody assay with a high specificity is imperative to reduce the risk

330 of false-positive results, which may inaccurately indicate a past SARS-CoV-2 infection (40).

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.02.21252203
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.02.21252203; this version posted March 2, 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.

331
332
333
334
335
336
337
338
339
340
341
342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
353
354
355
356
357
358
359
360
361
362
363
364
365

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

The Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay demonstrated good specificity and sensitivity
in direct comparison with other commercially available assays; both performance
measurements were equal to or greater than those for all other evaluated comparator
assays. These other assays have also been assessed in previous studies (17, 41-44).
However, it is important to note that, for a direct comparison of sensitivity, the available
assays differ with respect to assay designs (e.g. antibody classes used) as well as the
targets (anti-N and anti-S) that they detect.

A multicenter comparison of seven serology assays, including the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2
assay, revealed a subpopulation of PCR-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 individuals who were
persistently seronegative, which represents a proportion of patients that may be at risk for
re-infection (45). Within the group of PCR-confirmed samples in our study, for which there
was at least one S and one N antibody result from another comparator assay, there were
samples from five patients all of which had a reactive Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S test result,
a reactive or ‘gray zone’ EUROIMMUN test result and a reactive ADVIA Centaur test result
(S-assays), and a non-reactive Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 and ARCHITECT SARS-CoV-2 IgG
test result (N-assays). There was only one sample that was commonly non-reactive in all S-
based assays and reactive in all N-based assays. However, the blood draw was taken very
early, at the same day as the PCR was done, and the follow-up sample was reactive with the
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay. Data indicating differences in the kinetics of serology
assays are ambiguous and there is little difference in the timing of these responses (42, 46-
49). However, differences between N- and S- antigen-based assays should be taken into

consideration when interpreting results.

A major strength of this study is the large cohort of presumed negative samples from
multiple sites used to determine the specificity of the assay, as well as the multiple method
comparison analyses performed and the various population cohorts used, with samples from
pediatric and pregnant woman. Further studies should be performed to determine the

sensitivity of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay on a larger sample group.

Conclusion
This study demonstrated the performance of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay,
with a very high specificity of 99.95% and sensitivity of 97.92% in samples >14 days post-

PCR confirmation, which was equal to or greater than the performance of seven other

11
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366 commercially available immunoassays. Therefore, these data support the use of the Elecsys
367 Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay for reliable identification of past exposure to SARS-CoV-2
368 in various populations, and highlight the potential for the use of this assay in determining
369 immune status during vaccine efficacy studies.
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578 Table 1. Specificity results for the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay
Sample cohort Number of Reactive Specificity (95% confidence
samples samples intervals, 2-sided)
Blood donors
Innsbruck / influenza season 1050 1 99.90% (99.47-100.00)
Origin / Hagen / no seasonal selection 955 0 100.00% (99.61-100.00)
season Bern / outside influenza season 2000 2 99.90% (99.64-99.99)
Bern / influenza season 1051 0 100.00% (99.65—-100.00)
Total blood donors 5056 3 99.94% (99.83-99.99)
Diagnostic routine
Augsburg / diagnostic routine 400 0 100.00% (99.08-100.00)
Augsburg / pregnancy screening 1496 1 99.93% (99.63-100.00)
Origin / cohort
Heidelberg / pregnancy screening 737 0 100.00% (99.50-100.00)
Heidelberg / pediatric samples 191 0 100.00% (98.09-100.00)
Total diagnostic routine 2824 1 99.96% (99.80-100.00)
Overall (all samples) 7880 4 99.95% (99.87-99.99)
579

19


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.02.21252203
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.02.21252203; this version posted March 2, 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 4.0 International license .

580 Table 2a. Overall sensitivity results for the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay
Days post-PCR-positive test Number of Reactive Non-reactive Sensitivity (95% confidence
samples samples samples intervals, 2-sided)
0Oto6 44 25 19 56.82% (41.03-71.65)
7 to0 13 49 42 7 85.71% (72.76-94.06)
14to 20 47 46 1 97.87% (88.71-99.95)
21to 27 58 58 0 100.00% (93.84-100.00)
28 to 34 43 43 0 100.00% (91.78-100.00)
35to41 57 56 1 98.25% (90.61-99.96)
42 to 48 47 47 0 100.00% (92.45-100.00)
49 to 55 39 35 4 89.74% (75.78-97.13)
56 to 62 33 33 0 100.00% (89.42-100.00)
263 (up to 120) 21 21 0 100.00% (83.89-100.00)
All samples =14 (up to 120)! 240 235 5 97.929% (95.21-99.32)
581 1 Only the last sample taken >14 days post-PCR of each patient is included in the sensitivity calculation.
582  PCR, polymerase chain reaction
583
584 Table 2b. Sensitivity results for the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay per site
Days post- Augsburg Berlin Heidelberg Regensburg
PCR-positive N  Sensitivity N Sensitivity N Sensitivity N Sensitivity
test (95% CI) (95% CI) (95% CI) (95% CI)
Oto6 3 33.33% 23 60.87% 18 55.56% 0 N/A
(0.84-90.57) (38.54-80.29) (30.76-78.47)
7to 13 4 100.00% 34 85.29% 11 81.82% 0 N/A
(39.76-100.00) (68.94-95.05) (48.22-97.72)
>14 (up to 120)' 88 100.00% 41 100.00% 78 98.72% 33 87.88%

(95.89-100.00)

(91.40-100.00)

(93.06-99.97) (71.80-96.60)

585
586
587

1 Only the last sample taken >14 days post-PCR of each patient is included in the sensitivity calculation.

CI, confidence interval; N, number of samples; N/A, not applicable; PCR, polymerase chain reaction
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588  Table 3. Specificity of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay and other comparator assays
Assay Number of Reactive Non-reactive Specificity (95% confidence
samples samples samples intervals, 2-sided)
LIAISON SARS-CoV-2 S1/S2 IgG (GZ excl.)! 24 2009 98.82% (98.25-99.24)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 2053 1 2032 99.95% (99.73-100.00)
LIAISON SARS-CoV-2 S1/S2 1gG (GZ+) 31 2009 98.48% (97.85-98.97)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 2090 1 2039 99.95% (99.73-100.00)
ADVIA Centaur SARS-CoV-2 Total 121 807 86.96% (84.62—-89.06)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 720 0 928 100.00% (99.60—-100.00)
ARCHITECT SARS-CoV-2 IgG 9 2923 99.69% (99.42-99.86)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 232 1 2931 99.97% (99.81-100.00)
EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG (GZ excl.) 23 880 97.45% (96.20-98.38)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S - 0 903 100.00% (99.59-100.00)
EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG (GZ+) 44 880 95.24% (93.66-96.52)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 2 0 924 100.00% (99.60-100.00)
EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgA (GZ excl.) 38 857 95.75% (94.22-96.98)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S - 0 895 100.00% (99.59-100.00)
EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgA (GZ+) 71 857 92.35% (90.45-93.98)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 2 0 928 100.00% (99.60—100.00)
iFlash-SARS-CoV-2 IgG 0 928 100.00% (99.60—-100.00)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 72 0 928 100.00% (99.60-100.00)
iFlash-SARS-CoV-2 IgM 4 924 99.57% (98.90-99.88)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 2 0 928 100.00% (99.60—-100.00)

589  !For antibody assays with a gray zone, two calculations were performed. In the first calculation, all gray zone
590 results were excluded from the analysis (GZ excl.) and in the second calculation these results were interpreted as
591  reactive (GZ+).

592 Gz, gray zone

593
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594  Table 4. Sensitivity of the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay and other comparator assays

Assay Days post-PCR- Total Non-reactive Sensitivity (95% confidence
positive test samples samples intervals, 2-sided)
ADVIA Centaur SARS-CoV-2 Total 8 55.56% (30.76-78.47)
0-6 18
8 55.56% (30.76-78.47)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 2 81.82% (48.22-97.72)
7-13 11
2 81.82% (48.22-97.72)
4 94.81% (87.23-98.57)
214 77
1 98.70% (92.98-99.97)
ARCHITECT SARS-CoV-2 IgG 9 50.00% (26.02-73.98)
0-6 18
8 55.56% (30.76-78.47)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 2 81.82% (48.22-97.72)
7-13 11
2 81.82% (48.22-97.72)
10 87.01% (77.41-93.59)
214 77
1 98.70% (92.98-99.97)
EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG 21 51.16% (35.46-66.69)
0-6 43
(GZ excl.)* 18 58.14% (42.13-72.99)
7 84.44% (70.54-93.51)
7-13 45
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 7 84.44% (70.54-93.51)
7 93.91% (87.86-97.52)
=14 115
2 98.26% (93.86—99.79)
EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG 21 52.27% (36.69-67.54)
0-6 44
(GZ+) 19 56.82% (41.03-71.65)
7 85.71% (72.76-94.06)
7-13 49
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 7 85.71% (72.76-94.06)
6 94.96% (89.35-98.13)
=14 119
1 99.16% (95.41-99.98)
EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgA 18 59.09% (43.25-73.66)
0-6 44
(GZ excl.) 19 56.82% (41.03-71.65)
4 91.84% (80.40-97.73)
7-13 49
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 7 85.71% (72.76-94.06)
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3 97.46% (92.75-99.47)
>14 118
1 99.15% (95.37-99.98)
EUROIMMUN Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgA 18 59.09% (43.25-73.66)
0-6 44
(GZ+) 19 56.82% (41.03-71.65)
4 91.84% (80.40-97.73)
7-13 49
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 7 85.71% (72.76-94.06)
3 97.52% (92.93-99.49)
>14 121
1 99.17% (95.48-99.98)
iFlash-SARS-CoV-2 IgG 8 52.94% (27.81-77.02)
0-6 17
7 58.82% (32.92-81.56)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 2 81.82% (48.22-97.72)
7-13 11
2 81.82% (48.22-97.72)
5 93.42% (85.31-97.83)
>14 76
0 100.00% (95.26—100.00)
iFlash-SARS-CoV-2 IgM 11 35.29% (14.21-61.67)
0-6 17
7 58.82% (32.92-81.56)
Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 9 18.18% (2.28-51.78)
7-13 11
2 81.82% (48.22-97.72)
49 35.53% (24.88-47.34)
=14 76
0 100.00% (95.26—-100.00)

595 !For antibody assays with a gray zone, two calculations were performed. In the first calculation, all gray zone
596 results were excluded from the analysis (GZ excl.) and in the second calculation these results were interpreted as
597  reactive (GZ+).

598 Gz, gray zone

599
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601 Figure 1. Longitudinal antibody titers of all subjects. Concentration of anti-S SARS-CoV-2

602  antibodies, as measured by the Elecsys Anti-S SARS-CoV-2 S immunoassay, over time (days 0 to 78)
603 in sequential samples from all study sites. Each grey circle represents a different data point, with

604  darker circles representing overlapping data points. The solid blue line represents the combined curve
605 and the blue dashed lines represent the upper and lower confidence limits. The red dashed line

606 indicates the assay cutoff limit (0.80 U/mL).
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