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Abstract 

Background: COVID-19 emerged as a global pandemic in 2020, rapidly spreading to most 

parts of the world. The proportion of infected individuals in a population can be reliably 

estimated via sero-surveillance, making it a valuable tool for planning control measures. We 

conducted a serosurvey study to investigate SARS-CoV-2 seroprevalence in the urban 

population of Hyderabad at the end of the first wave of infections.  

Methods: The cross-sectional survey conducted in January 2021 included males and females 

aged 10 years and above, selected by multi-stage random sampling. 9363 samples were 

collected from 30 wards distributed over 6 zones of Hyderabad and tested for antibodies 

against SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid antigen.  

Results: Overall seropositivity was 54.2%, ranging from 50-60% in most wards. Highest 

exposure appeared to be among 30-39y and 50-59y olds, with women showing greater 

seropositivity. Seropositivity increased with family size, with only marginal differences 

among people with varying levels of education. Seroprevalence was significantly lower 

among smokers. Only 11% of the survey subjects reported any COVID-19 symptoms, while 

17% had appeared for Covid testing.  

Conclusion: Over half the city’s population was infected within a year of onset of the 

pandemic. However, ~46% people were still susceptible, contributing to subsequent waves of 

infection.    
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Abbreviations:  

ACE2 - Angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 

CCMB – Centre for Cellular & Molecular Biology 

CI – Confidence Interval 

COVID-19 – Coronavirus Disease 

COI – Cutoff index 

CSIR – Council of Scientific and Industrial Research 

GHMC – Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation 

ICMR – Indian Council of Medical Research 

NIN – National Institute of Nutrition 

ODK – Open Data Kit 

RT-PCR - Reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction 

SARS – Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome 

SD – Standard Deviation 

SPSS - Statistical Package for the Social Sciences 

 

Highlights:  

� National level serosurveys under-estimate localised prevalence in dense urban areas 

� SARS-CoV-2 seroprevalence in Hyderabad city was 54.2% after the first wave 

� A large proportion of the population remains at risk over a year into the pandemic 
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Introduction 

Coronavirus disease (COVID-19) was declared a pandemic over a year ago, when the 

infection due to severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) had spread 

worldwide [1]. During the first year of the COVID-19 pandemic, nearly 90 million cases 

were reported globally, with ~2 million deaths [2]. Serological studies estimating SARS-

CoV-2 exposure in human populations suggest that the true number of SARS-CoV-2 

infections may be much higher than the officially reported cases [3]. This can be attributed to 

various factors, including the occurrence of asymptomatic infections, variable seeking of 

health care for clinically mild cases, varied testing strategies in different countries, false-

negative virological tests, and incomplete case reporting. 

 

Case reporting depends on several factors, including testing capacity, type of tests used, 

testing strategies, and health-seeking behaviour of the population. Many SARS-CoV-2 

infections are mild or asymptomatic in nature and are less likely to be detected by the 

surveillance system. Therefore, population-based serosurveys are considered a valuable tool 

in estimating the proportion of the population infected with SARS-CoV-2. Another important 

use of serosurveys is to understand the demographic profiles of those at a higher risk of 

infection in different population groups. Large-scale population-based serosurveys are 

resource-intensive, and allocating scarce public health resources for this purpose could be 

challenging for many developing nations. Therefore, well designed population-based studies, 

with probability sampling and laboratory assays allowing high sensitivity and specificity 

followed by appropriate data analysis, play a crucial role in estimating the prevalence of the 

infected and susceptible populations [4]. 
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Serosurveys conducted in Mumbai [5], Chennai [6] and Karnataka [7] have shown that in 

urban areas, the seroprevalence is much higher than that estimated at the national level. The 

Telangana media bulletin [8] revealed that the positivity rate in Telangana was 6.2%, case 

fatality rate was 0.58% and recovery rate was 85.9% in October 2020. Almost one-third of 

the cases were from Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation (GHMC) areas. The recent 

ICMR national sero-surveillance study (December 2020) reported a prevalence of 21.5% as 

against 12.2% in August and 0.33% during May 2020 [9,10]. Though this survey included 3 

districts of Telangana, the estimates are indicative of national level prevalence. At state level, 

the sample size was too small to be representative and no sample was drawn from the GHMC 

area, which has a population of 10.3 million, Hyderabad being the fourth most populous city 

in India.  

 

Considering the urgent need to estimate SARS-CoV-2 exposure in Hyderabad over the first 

year of the pandemic, we conducted a community-based seroprevalence study to assess the 

transmission of SARS-CoV-2 infection in the GHMC area. Our analysis estimates SARS-

CoV-2 seroprevalence in the general population of Hyderabad, the socio-demographic risk 

factors for infection, and the trend of infectivity among various age groups, locations and 

socio-economic backgrounds in the city of Hyderabad. 

 

Methodology 

Study Design and sample size 

The cross-sectional survey covered individuals aged 10 years and above. Assuming 10% 

seropositivity [9], a relative precision of 20%, confidence interval of 95%, design effect of 

2.5, and non-response rate of 20%, we estimated a sample size of 2593 (rounded to 3,000) 

individuals in each age category to be effective. To carry out segregated analysis across age 
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groups (≥10 years to 18 years, 18 years to 60 years and above 60 years), the survey was 

planned for a sample size of at least 9000 individuals from different locations (wards) in the 

city. The wards covered 6 different zones of Hyderabad, with the zones subdivided further 

into 19 circles (covering 30 Wards). 

Sampling procedure 

About 30 wards were selected using a simple random sampling technique from the list of 150 

wards in the GHMC area. Each selected ward was tentatively divided into 4 segments and 

from each segment nearly 25 households were covered by selecting the first household 

randomly and covering the next 24 households contiguously. Thus, a total of around 100 

households were sampled from every ward, including all consenting and available males and 

females aged ≥10 years from each household. Subjects were included in the survey 

irrespective of their current COVID status. Non-consenting subjects, debilitated, bed-ridden 

or severely sick subjects were excluded from the study.  

Data collection and ethics approvals 

Data were collected by 15 field teams and 3 lab teams. Each field team consisted of a medical 

officer/scientist, a technician and a phlebotomist. Each lab team consisted of a scientist 

(microbiologist) and 3 lab technicians. For supervision and monitoring, there were 3 survey 

coordinators, one lab coordinator and one overall study coordinator. The data collection was 

completed in the month of January in two phases, i) 1st phase: 8th-12th January 2021 and ii) 

2nd Phase: 21-24th January 2021. Data were collected through ODK based Computer Assisted 

Personal Interview with a structured questionnaire which had mostly closed ended questions. 

The study team visited the randomly selected households and briefed them about the survey 

objectives and the process involved. The state health department and other authorities 

actively participated to cooperate with the survey teams. An informed written individual 

consent was taken from all participants. Subjects 10-18 years of age were asked for consent 
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which was counter signed by parents/legal guardians. A participant information sheet was 

also provided to each participant elucidating the study details. Interviews were conducted at 

the households as per the convenience of the participants in order to ensure privacy.  

After obtaining written individual informed consent, information on socio-economic and 

demographic details, exposure history to laboratory confirmed COVID-19 cases, symptoms 

suggestive of COVID-19 since the beginning of the pandemic, and clinical history were 

recorded. When there was unavailability of eligible individuals in a household, the data 

collection team moved onto the next household for enrolling the required number of subjects. 

Trained phlebotomists in each of the 15 survey teams collected 3-4 ml of venous blood from 

each participant. Serum was separated after centrifugation at ICMR-NIN. Estimation of 

SARS-CoV-2 specific antibodies was performed at the CSIR-CCMB, Hyderabad. Data were 

stored securely under the investigator’s responsibility, with a focus on ensuring the 

participant’s confidentiality. Samples were anonymized and except the principal investigator, 

the identifying details were not shared with anyone. However, the IgG antibody test results 

were shared with each individual for their information. Final reports and aggregated data 

were prepared without any identifying information. 

Antibody titre assays and measurement 

The samples were tested for total SARS-CoV-2 antibodies via electrochemiluminescence 

immunoassay using Elecsys Anti-SARS-Cov2 kit (Roche Cobas E411) based on a 

recombinant protein representing the nucleocapsid (N) antigen for antibody determination, as 

per manufacturer's protocol. Samples that had >1 COI (cutoff index; signal sample/cutoff) 

were considered positive for presence of antibodies. 

Statistical and data analysis 

In-house scripts were used for filtering and categorization of data. Samples with unknown 

data fields were removed from analysis. Seroprevalence was calculated based on the number 
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of samples with antibody titre >1 COI and analyzed according to the demographic measures 

surveyed. For analysis of family transmission, households with only one member or those 

with no seropositive members were excluded. Data was analysed and visualised using SPSS 

v.22 and ggplot2. Correlation was calculated using the Pearson coefficient. Significance of 

association between various groups and seropositivity was assessed using Chi-square test. 

 

Results 

Over half the surveyed population showed prior exposure to SARS-CoV-2 infection   

A total of 9517 blood samples were collected from 4456 households, residing in 30 wards 

distributed over 6 zones across the city of Hyderabad, India (see Methods). 154 samples were 

rejected or had incomplete metadata and seroprevalence was assessed from the remaining 

9363 samples. Of these, 5076 were positive for the SARS-CoV-2 antibodies thus giving an 

overall positivity of 54.2% (95% CI: 53.2-55.2). Most of the wards surveyed had a uniform 

distribution of seropositivity ranging from 50-60% (Figure 1). However, a few wards showed 

evidence of higher exposure to the coronavirus (maximum ward seroprevalence of ~72%) 

while 8 wards had seroprevalence <50%, indicating a more susceptible population in these 

areas. Out of the 6 zones making up the city, Secunderabad had the highest seroprevalence of 

61.6%, while L.B. Nagar showed the lowest seroprevalence of 43.3%. 

 

Prevalence among various socioeconomic and demographic groups 

The socioeconomic status and demographics of the participants are summarised in Table 1. 

The study participants were ≥10 years of age (mean age = 36.6 years, SD = 16.4) and were 

grouped into 7 bins as shown in Figure 2. The lowest seroprevalence was seen among people 

in the age group >70 years (47.6%, p <0.05, CI 95%), possibly reflecting a poorer geriatric 

immune response or lower mobility and/or a greater degree of precautions taken by older 
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individuals during the pandemic. The highest exposure was in the age group of 30-39 and 50-

59 year olds (56.7%). The number of individuals in their 20s and 30s sampled was the highest 

(43% of total respondents), while there was a lower representation of older individuals (349 

samples, grouped together in the > 70 years age group).  

 

Approximately 55% of the samples were from females. Enrolled individuals consisted of 

5143 females and 4209 males and the weighted seroprevalence was marginally higher in 

females (55.2%, 95% CI, 53.8-56.6%) compared to males (53.0%, 95% CI, 51.5-54.5%). 

This difference was statistically significant (p=0.036) and the same trend was seen across all 

the age groups, except in individuals between 10 to 29 years (Figure 2 and Table 2). 

 

Nearly 84% of the participants were literate with the most common level of education being 

secondary school (24.75%) or graduation and above (22.3%). SARS-CoV-2 exposure levels 

were similar across the various educational strata, ranging between 52.7% and 57.5%, but 

only among the graduates, it remained low at 49.2% (p<0.001). The exposure levels also 

showed an increasing trend with the family size, ranging from 53.1% when the family size 

was up to 4 people and 58.8% when it was 8 or more (p<0.05) (Table 2). 

 

Degree of transmission in household 

A majority (71.4%) of the individuals reported no known contact with COVID positive 

persons, yet 52.6% of them were seropositive (with possibly unknown source of infection), 

similar to the overall population prevalence (Table 2). 3.61% individuals reported contact 

with a known COVID positive person outside their own household, and of these 67.3% were 

found to be seropositive. Only 2.57% of the total participants reported contact within their 
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household and the seropositivity was found to be the highest (78.4%) within this group, 

suggestive of effective family transmission. 

 

In order to estimate the degree of household transmission, we analyzed the family members 

across all the households surveyed. Families consisted of 1-9 members, living in single or 

multi-room homes ranging from 1 to >5 rooms per household. Majority of the households 

surveyed constituted small families with 4 or fewer members (65.1%). Nearly half of the 

surveyed households dwelt in houses with only 2 rooms (51.2%). 1473 households had no 

seropositive family members and were not considered for the family transmission analysis. 

Among families where at least one member was seropositive, no specific trends could be 

observed with increasing room number or space for isolation in the context of avoiding 

infection spread. 

 

Correlation with confirmed COVID-19 or other diseases 

Though more than half the population was positive in the antibody assay, indicating a prior 

exposure to SARS-CoV-2, very few individuals appeared for COVID testing (17% of our 

study group) (Figure 3a). Importantly, 87.2% of the COVID test positive individuals (either 

Rapid Antigen Test or RT-PCR test positives) still had detectable antibodies to the virus, 

suggesting retention of the antibody response at the time of this study (Figure 3b), compared 

to only ~53% of those who were not tested, or 55% of those who were negative for the 

COVID test. However, since the precise dates of the COVID testing were not available, the 

period of the retention of antibody response cannot be estimated from this study.  

 

We also looked for their symptoms status, and found that only about 11% of the total 

individuals surveyed (1009 out of 9363) reported any of the symptoms known to be 
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associated with COVID-19 (Figure 4). These results suggest that most of the seropositive 

people were unaware of having contracted the infection and a majority of them remained 

asymptomatic. As expected, the seropositivity was higher in the symptomatic group (61.7%) 

compared to the asymptomatic group. 

 

Among the eight symptoms covered in our survey (Table 3), cough and fever were reported 

by nearly 550 (5.87%) individuals while diarrhea, excessive tiredness, sore throat, and loss of 

smell and taste were reported by very few individuals (<340). Loss of smell and taste, 

however, showed the strongest association with seropositivity among the few individuals who 

reported these symptoms (>86%). Among those reporting the relatively more common 

symptoms of cough and fever, seroprevalence was also found to be higher than the 

population average (ranging from 61-72.5%). Most of the symptomatic individuals suffered 

from only one or two symptoms (487/1009, 48.3% and 328/1009, 32.5%, respectively) while 

a few reported a combination of 3 or more symptoms (194/1009, 19.2%). 

 

Very few participants reported being afflicted with comorbidities or other systemic diseases 

associated with increased severity of COVID-19; 78% of the subjects had none of the 8 

comorbidities tested (Table 4). Further, even among the individuals with more prevalent 

comorbidities such as diabetes and hypertension (1623 individuals), there was no change in 

seropositivity, which remained at 54.1%. We found lower seropositivity (40%) among self-

declared smokers compared to the non-smokers. Although the number of participants who 

smoked was small (275), these results were significant (p<0.05, 95% CI) and suggest 

possible protection against COVID-19. It remains to be established if there are any 

behavioural links that reduced the chance of infection in this study group or whether they 

have poorer or shorter duration of antibody response. 
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Discussion  

The Indian Council of Medical Research (ICMR) has been carrying out repeated cross-

sectional surveys in 70 districts from 21 states for national level estimation and 3 rounds of 

surveys have already been completed and reported. Since these surveys are not sufficient to 

draw inferences at a micro level, the present survey was designed to estimate seroprevalence 

levels at the end of the first year of the pandemic in the GHMC area (Hyderabad, India), 

between the first and the second waves of infections. 

 

Pan-India seroprevalence studies began in May 2020 in India (when the assumed prevalence 

was 1% or lower). The seroprevalence was, at its lowest, found to be 1% in the state of 

Kerala and at pan-India level in June [10], increasing to 19% in November [14]. We have 

documented much higher seroprevalence in Hyderabad (54.2%) than that seen in other states 

such as Tamil Nadu (31%) [15], Uttar Pradesh, Gujarat, West Bengal, Madhya Pradesh, 

Karnataka and Chhattisgarh (41%) [16] in the same time frame (November 2020 to January 

2021). A few other studies have reported much lower seroprevalence of 17.6% in 

Ahmedabad [17] and 3.1% in Srinagar [18] in November-December 2020. The findings of 

our study are similar to those from Mumbai [5], Chennai [6] and in Karnataka [7] conducted 

during the months of July 2020, suggesting that urban populations have had much higher 

seroprevalence than the national average prevalent at that time. An important caveat to note is 

that antibody testing kits used in seroprevalence surveys aren’t very sensitive, nor are they all 

uniform and direct comparisons of results from different studies should be interpreted 

cautiously. 
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We found gender-specific differences in seropositivity levels as also documented by some of 

the above-mentioned serosurveys in India. Females appear to generate better protective 

antibody responses than do males following vaccination against influenza, yellow fever, 

dengue, and several other viruses [11]. Differential exposure and susceptibility, and 

behavioural and immunological divergence between the genders have been cited to account 

for higher seroprevalence found in other surveys in the country. A recent review looking at 

global seroprevalence rates concluded that in most other countries, however, males had a 

slightly higher seropositivity than females, or there was no difference found between the 

genders [12].  

Though we found no correlation with any known comorbidities some difference in 

seroprevalence was seen with smoking, which causes the upregulation of ACE-2 receptor 

[13]. Most of the survey subjects appeared to be asymptomatic for the known COVID-19 

symptoms prevalent in the first wave of infections, and were likely unaware of their infected 

status. It is unclear whether genetic and/or environmental and behavioural differences 

contribute to any of the observed differences among individuals. Larger studies in these target 

groups are needed for direct comparison and further conclusions. 

 

A significant aspect of this study was the identification of pockets of low seroprevalence (as 

low as 31%) at the start of this year. These represent a reservoir of uninfected and susceptible 

individuals, that may have contributed to the large degree of cases seen in the second wave of 

infections across the country. With the ongoing vaccination drive expected to take many 

months to complete, and the emergence of novel variants of the virus that may have 

properties of immune escape or increased transmission, we cannot afford to let our guard 

down at this stage. Frequent serosurveys will be essential in monitoring the course of the 

pandemic in the months ahead. 
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Conclusions and implications 

This study shows that the overall SARS-CoV-2 seropositivity was about 54% among the 

population of GHMC, Hyderabad, Telangana, not including children below 10 years of age. 

It is highly desirable that, irrespective of the seropositivity levels seen in the beginning of this 

year, most eligible individuals get vaccinated, taking advantage of the available vaccines that 

provide robust protection. A high number of SARS-CoV-2 infections, as seen in the last 

couple of months, provide the replicating virus with a chance to acquire mutations with 

consequences for current pandemic mitigation strategies. In the worst case scenario, the 

benefits gained by high seroprevalence or the ongoing vaccination drive may be undone by 

emerging immune escape variants. It is, therefore, highly advisable to promote the continued 

use of non-pharmacological measures like wearing masks, hand hygiene and physical 

distancing while avoiding indoor and large-scale gatherings. 
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Informed Consent 
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anonymized, and privacy of individual participants was maintained.  
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Figure legends 
 
Figure 1. Estimated seroprevalence across different GHMC wards in Hyderabad 
Seropositivity % (Y-axis) plotted across A) 30 wards and B) 6 zones in Hyderabad (9363 
individuals surveyed). We find an average positivity of 54.2% (dotted line, 95% CI: 53.2-
55.2). Most of the wards surveyed had a uniform distribution ranging from 50-60% 
seropositivity. Values on the top of the bars indicate number of individuals surveyed in the 
group. 
 
Figure 2. Seroprevalence (%) of SARS-CoV-2 by age and gender groups 
Seropositivity % (Y-axis) plotted across demographic groups. The study participants (≥10 
years of age; mean age = 36.6 years, SD = 16.4) were binned into 7 age-groups of a decade 
each, by gender (55% females). Values on the top of the bars indicate number of participants 
in the group. 
 
Figure 3. Distribution of survey subjects by Covid testing status 
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A) Pie-chart representing percentage of participants who appeared for a Covid test (RAT 
and/or RT-PCR) and B) Percentage of individuals (Y-axis) seropositive (red) or not (grey) 
categorized by their Covid test result (X-axis). 
 
Figure 4. Seroprevalence (%) of SARS-CoV-2 by symptom status 
Donut chart showing higher % seropositivity (red, inner pie) in context of individuals who 
showed COVID-19 related symptoms compared to those who did not (symptomatic and 
asymptomatic, respectively, outer pie). 
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Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of study subjects  
Variable   % 
Gender Male 44.94 

Female 54.92 
Other Gender 0.14 

Age Group (Years) 10 to 19 16.47 
20-29 21.53 
30-39 21.49 
40-49 16.83 
50-59 12.09 
60-69 7.86 
70 & Above 3.73 

Education Levels Illiterate 15.73 
Read & Write 9.04 
Primary 14.64 
Secondary 24.76 
Intermediate 13.49 
Graduation & Above 22.34 

Family Size <=4 65.12 
5 to 6 29.30 
>=8 5.58 

Number of Rooms in their 
residence 

<=2 51.21 

3 to 4 41.91 
5 to 6 5.94 
>=7 0.94 
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Table 2. Prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 antibodies among people of GHMC, 
Telangana by sample characteristics 

Variable  Positive 
cases 

% Sero-
positivity 

Total 
Number 

P value 

Gender 

Male 2231 53.0 4208 0.036  
Female 2838 55.2 5142 
Other Gender 7 53.8 13 
Total 5076 54.2 9363 0.004 

Age Group 
(Years) 

10-19 842 54.6 1542 
20-29 1063 52.7 2017 
30-39 1141 56.7 2012 
40-49 847 53.7 1575 
50-59 642 56.7 1132 
60-69 375 51.0 736 
70 & Above 166 47.6 349 
Total 5076 54.2 9363  

Education 
Levels 

Illiterate 819 55.6 1473 0.0001 
Read & Write 473 55.8 847 
Primary 723 52.7 1371 
Secondary 1334 57.5 2318 
Intermediate 698 55.3 1263 
Graduation & 
Above 

1029 49.2 
2091 

Total 5076 54.2 9363 0.005 

Family Size 

<=4 3237 53.1 6098 
5-7 1532 55.9 2743 
>=8 307 58.8 522 
Total 5076 54.2 9363  

Number of 
Rooms in 
their 
residence 

<=2 2635 54.9 4796 0.216(NS) 
3-4 2106 53.7 3924 
5-6 295 53.2 555 
>=7 40 45.5 88 
Total 5076 54.2 9363  

History of 
Contact with 
COVID -19 
subjects 

Yes(In HH) 189 78.4 241 0.0001 
Yes(Outside 
HH) 

228 67.3 
339 

No 3517 52.6 6688 
Don't Know 1142 54.5 2095 
Total 5076 54.2 9363  

COVID-19 
Test Status 

Test Positive 260 87.2 298 0.0001 
Test Negative 713 55.2 1291 
Total 973 61.2 1589  

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.18.21260555doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.18.21260555
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


21 
 

 
Table 3. Symptoms presented by the study subjects 

Symptom Total subjects Seropositive 
cases 

% Seropositivity 

Cough 545 338 62.0 
Breathlessness 97 63 64.9 
Fever 552 369 66.8 
Sore throat 340 206 60.6 
Loss of smell 87 75 86.2 
Loss of taste 69 60 87.0 
Excessive tiredness 153 104 68.0 
Diarrhoea 40 29 72.5 
 
 
Table 4. Comorbidities reported by the study subjects 

Comorbidity Total subjects Seropositive 
cases 

% Seropositivity 

Diabetes 852 459 53.9 
Hypertension 1235 657 53.2 
Hypertension or diabetes 1623 878 54.1 
Any heart disease 122 67 54.9 
Cancer 14 7 50.0 
Chronic respiratory 
diseases 

38 16 
42.1 

Renal diseases 17 10 58.8 
Liver diseases 7 3 42.9 
Thyroid diseases 518 265 51.2 
Smoking 275 110 40.0 
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Figure 1. Estimated seroprevalence across different GHMC wards in Hyderabad 
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Figure 2. Seroprevalence (%) of SARS-CoV-2 by age and gender groups
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Figure 3. Distribution of survey subjects by Covid testing status
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Figure 4. Seroprevalence (%) of SARS-CoV-2 by symptom status
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