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Abstract 15 

Objective 16 

The study aimed to establish the performance of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody 17 

Test (IgG and IgM) and the Elecsys® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay in vaccinated 18 

individuals. 19 

Methods 20 

A panel of serum samples from Boca Biolistics was utilized to assess antibodies 21 

following vaccination, consisting of samples drawn prior to vaccination, after the first 22 

dose, or at least 14 days after the second dose of Moderna mRNA-1273 or Pfizer-23 

BioNTech BNT162b2 COVID-19 vaccines. Agreement between the two methods 24 

was measured and stratified by test evaluator and assay lot. 25 

Results 26 

Agreement between the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) and Elecsys Anti-27 

SARS-CoV-2 S assay qualitative measurements at the different assessment points 28 

for both mRNA-1273 and BNT162b2 ranged between 97.06% (95% confidence 29 

interval [CI] 84.67, 99.93) to 100% (95% CI 82.35, 100). Agreement of the SARS-30 

CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) with the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay was 31 

not highly influenced by either lot or evaluator. There was a medium-to-strong 32 

correlation between the semi-quantitative SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) 33 

result and quantitative Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay in samples taken after 34 

both doses of the vaccines, with higher intensity bands being associated with higher 35 

total anti-S antibody titer (mRNA-1273, p=0.0019; BNT162b2, p<0.0001).  36 

Conclusion 37 
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Semi-quantitative SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) and quantitative Elecsys 38 

Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay correlated well, suggesting that the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid 39 

Antibody Test (IgG) is helpful in understanding the immune response post-40 

vaccination. The current data support the use of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody 41 

Test (IgG) in the vaccinated population. 42 

Importance 43 

Serologic assays are an essential tool for seroprevalence surveys, for quality control 44 

of vaccines, and to determine the response to vaccination. Although a correlate of 45 

immunity has not yet been established for COVID-19 vaccines, antibody titers after 46 

natural infection and vaccination have been associated with protection from 47 

symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection. Rapid point-of-care assays can be of use in this 48 

context with advantages over centralized testing, such as speed and ease of use. 49 

The point-of-care SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) compared favorably to the 50 

Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay with agreement rates above 97.06%, after one or 51 

two doses of Moderna mRNA-1273 or Pfizer-BioNTech BNT162b2. Semi-52 

quantitative SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) and quantitative Elecsys Anti-53 

SARS-CoV-2 S assay results correlated well, suggesting that SARS-CoV-2 Rapid 54 

Antibody Test (IgG) is helpful in understanding the immune response post-55 

vaccination. The current data support the use of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody 56 

Test (IgG) in the vaccinated population. 57 

Keywords 58 

antibodies, neutralizing; COVID-19 vaccines; immunity; immunoassay; nucleocapsid 59 

protein; point-of-care systems; SARS-CoV-2; spike protein 60 
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Introduction 62 

Serologic immunoassays are vital in the global management of the COVID-19 63 

pandemic. Measurement of antibodies to SARS-CoV-2 is important for improving 64 

disease management, and accurate tests, with validated sensitivity and specificity, 65 

are essential for obtaining reliable results when monitoring the pandemic via 66 

seroprevalence surveys (1). Serologic assays can provide evidence of recent or past 67 

infection (2), and identify those individuals still at risk of infection (3).  68 

Infection with SARS-CoV-2 elicits a strong neutralizing antibody response (4), and 69 

antibodies that bind via the spike protein act as neutralizing antibodies (5, 6). Several 70 

studies have shown good correlation between anti-S antibodies and functional virus 71 

neutralization (7–11). Neutralization assays utilizing live virus require biosafety level 72 

3 containment, which can be labor intensive and low throughput (12–14); therefore 73 

anti-S immunoassays, as a surrogate for neutralization, have an important role to 74 

play (13, 15). On an individual patient level, anti-S immunoassays can confirm 75 

vaccination status or inform upon the need for booster doses (16), which may be 76 

helpful for both social and medical reasons.  77 

Moderna mRNA-1273 (spikevax™) and Pfizer-BioNTech BNT162b2 (COMIRNATY®) 78 

COVID-19 vaccines are mRNA vaccines, approved under the U.S. Food and Drug 79 

Administration’s emergency use authorization, each employing a two-dose regimen 80 

(17, 18). The immune response involves B cells that produce binding and 81 

neutralizing antibodies against the SARS-CoV-2 S protein (19, 20) and both 82 

vaccines encode the SARS-CoV-2 spike protein to generate an immune response. 83 

Serologic assays are an essential tool in vaccine quality control, being used to 84 

determine the response to vaccination and providing insight into the antibody 85 

response from the individual patient perspective (21, 22).  86 
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The Elecsys® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay (Roche Diagnostics International Ltd, 87 

Rotkreuz, Switzerland) is an electrochemiluminescence immunoassay (ECLIA), 88 

which has been developed for quantitative in vitro detection of antibodies in human 89 

serum and plasma (23). The assay detects total antibodies, including 90 

immunoglobulin G (IgG), against the receptor binding domain (RBD) of the SARS-91 

CoV-2 spike protein, and is intended for use on the fully automated and high-92 

throughput cobas e analyzers (23). The assay has been shown to detect anti-S 93 

antibodies across a variety of different populations (2, 24), and has been utilized as a 94 

surrogate of neutralization activity (11, 25). 95 

The SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (Roche Diagnostics International Ltd, 96 

Rotkreuz, Switzerland) is CE-marked rapid chromatographic immunoassay intended 97 

for the qualitative in vitro detection of both IgM and IgG antibodies to SARS-CoV-2 98 

spike or nucleocapsid proteins in human serum, plasma or whole blood, for 99 

professional use in the laboratory and at point-of-care (26). A study utilizing real-100 

world clinical samples in unvaccinated individuals demonstrated that the SARS-CoV-101 

2 Rapid Antibody Test had comparable performance with the Elecsys Anti-SARS-102 

CoV-2 assay that targets the nucleocapsid protein (27). 103 

The objective of this study was to establish the performance of the SARS-CoV-2 104 

Rapid Antibody Test and the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay in serum samples 105 

obtained from individuals who had received a COVID-19 vaccination. 106 

Materials and Methods 107 

Study design 108 

The study was a retrospective performance study conducted at Roche Diagnostics 109 

GmbH (Mannheim, Germany). All samples were analyzed with the SARS-CoV-2 110 
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Rapid Antibody Test and compared with the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay. 111 

Tests were conducted as per manufacturer’s instructions (23).  112 

Samples 113 

To assess antibodies following vaccination, a post-vaccination panel was prepared 114 

using 74 serum samples obtained from Boca Biolistics (Florida, USA), collected 115 

between February and April 2021, and stored at -20°C or colder (all available 116 

samples at the time of request). Serum samples were from individuals from the USA 117 

sampled prior to vaccination, after the first dose, or at least 14 days after the second 118 

dose of Moderna mRNA-1273 or Pfizer-BioNTech BNT162b2 (Supplemental Table 119 

1). 120 

Samples were separated into aliquots of 50 μL for the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody 121 

Test measurement and 200 μL for the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S reference 122 

measurement on the cobas® 6000 and stored at -80°C until use.  123 

An in-house panel of 15 negative serum samples, previously determined negative by 124 

Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay, was utilized to assess the specificity of the 125 

SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test. Samples were collected in June 2021 as part of 126 

an in-house blood donation service at Roche Diagnostics (Mannheim, Germany), 127 

anonymized, and stored at -80°C until use. No information about vaccination status 128 

was available. Evaluators were blinded as to the origin of the samples. Cross-129 

reactivity to other pathogens was not analyzed in this study as this has been 130 

evaluated elsewhere (26, 27). 131 

SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test 132 

The SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test detects the presence of SARS-CoV-2 IgM 133 

and IgG antibodies, and the intensity of the test line is dependent upon the level of 134 
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SARS-CoV-2 antibodies present in the sample (26). In unvaccinated individuals, the 135 

reported sensitivity is 92.59% (7–14 days post-symptom onset [POS]) and 99.03% 136 

(>14 days POS), with specificity of 98.65% (26).  137 

Each sample was tested with two different lots of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody 138 

Test. The readout was visually assessed at 10 minutes by two different independent 139 

evaluators; these evaluators were not the operators who had performed the test. In 140 

accordance with manufacturer’s instructions, the sample was considered positive if 141 

the control line and at least one colored band/test line at G or M became apparent 142 

(qualitative determination). As an exploratory analysis, results were further defined 143 

by the intensity of the band to provide semi-quantitative data (Supplemental Table 144 

2), with the signal intensity being rated according to a color scale. Data are 145 

presented separated by lot and by evaluator. In the event of an invalid result, the test 146 

would be repeated.  147 

Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay 148 

The Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay results are reported automatically as the 149 

analyte concentration of each sample in U/mL, with <0.80 U/mL interpreted as 150 

negative and ≥0.80 U/mL interpreted as positive for anti-SARS-CoV-2 S antibodies 151 

(23). The reported sensitivity and specificity of this test 14 days post-PCR is 97.92% 152 

and 99.95%, respectively (24). The quantification range is between 0.4 and 250 153 

U/mL and the reported limit of detection is 0.35 U/mL (23). If the sample 154 

concentration is >250 U/mL, the sample can be diluted up to 1:100; in these cases, 155 

the final result is determined as >25,000 U/mL (23).  156 

In the event of an invalid result, the test would be repeated. All samples were 157 

measured in duplicate, and the result calculated as the arithmetic mean of both 158 
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replicates. Assessors were blinded to the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test results 159 

and blinded as to the origin of the samples. 160 

Statistical analysis 161 

The agreement rates comparing the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test with Elecsys 162 

Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay per vaccine type were calculated per lot. Two-sided 95% 163 

Clopper–Pearson confidence intervals (CI) for the agreement rates are given. 164 

Correlation between the semi-quantitative SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test data 165 

and quantitative Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay data was assessed using the 166 

Kendall’s rank correlation �. Accuracy of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test result 167 

— how often do the qualitative results agree with one another — was assessed by 168 

lot and evaluator. Statistical analyses were conducted using R (version 3.6.3) and 169 

JMP (version 15). 170 

Results 171 

Overall, the study cohort consisted of 56 predominantly white/Caucasian individuals 172 

(median age 70 years; 55.36% female) with a variety of pre-existing medical 173 

conditions (Table 1). No invalid results were generated using either test. 174 

Analyses of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (qualitative) with the Elecsys Anti-175 

SARS-CoV-2 S assay (quantitative and qualitative) 176 

Eight samples were obtained from patients who were sampled prior to vaccination. 177 

Whilst only two patients were reported to have been previously diagnosed with 178 

COVID-19, only one patient was IgG and IgM negative (by both the SARS-CoV-2 179 

Rapid Antibody Test and Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay). For the seven positive 180 

samples, Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S total antibody titers ranged from 254.0 U/mL 181 
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to >25,000 U/mL and all were identified as positive by the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid 182 

Antibody Test. 183 

The post-vaccination antibody analysis included 25 samples from individuals 184 

vaccinated with mRNA-1273 and 42 vaccinated with BNT162b2. The dosing interval 185 

between first and second vaccine doses for BNT162b2 was a median of 21 days 186 

(minimum 19 days, maximum 23 days) and a median of 28 days (minimum 21 days, 187 

maximum 32 days) for mRNA-1273. There was good agreement between the SARS-188 

CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) and Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S qualitative 189 

measurements at the different assessment points for both the Moderna and Pfizer-190 

BioNTech vaccines ranging from 97.06% (95% CI 84.67, 99.93) to 100% (95% CI 191 

89.72, 100) (Table 2). There was one false-negative sample with evaluator 2 (after 192 

second dose of BNT162b2, lot 1 and lot 2), however this sample was classified as 193 

positive by evaluator 1.  194 

There was poor agreement between the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgM) 195 

and Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay qualitative measurements at the different 196 

assessment points for both BNT162b2 and mRNA-1273 ranging from 14.71% (95% 197 

CI 4.95, 31.06) to 80.00% (95% CI 28.36, 99.49) with many false-negatives (Table 198 

2). 199 

Using the in-house negative panel, there were no false-positive results for either lot 200 

or evaluator (Error! Reference source not found.). 201 

Analyses of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (semi-quantitative) with the 202 

Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay (quantitative) 203 

There was a medium-to-strong correlation between the semi-quantitative SARS-204 

CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) and quantitative Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S 205 
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assay in samples taken after both doses of the vaccines (Figure 1), with higher 206 

intensity bands being associated with higher total anti-S antibody titer (with Kendall’s 207 

� up to 0.599 for IgG mRNA-1273 [p=0.0019] and 0.6833 [p<0.0001] for IgG 208 

BNT162b2) (Error! Reference source not found.). There was no correlation 209 

between the quantitative Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay result and the intensity 210 

of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgM) (Error! Reference source not 211 

found.).  212 

Agreement between the semi-quantitative SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgM) 213 

and quantitative Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay was poor, with many samples 214 

designated as negative on the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgM) even in the 215 

presence of high anti-S antibody titers (Results from the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid 216 

Antibody Test were classified as negative or one of the five levels of increasing 217 

positivity based upon line intensity (((+)), (+), +, ++ or +++). Maximum value 218 

attainable by the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 assay was 25,000 U/mL. Higher values 219 

are indicated as >25,000 U/mL. Blue = Lot 1; red = Lot 2; ○ = Evaluator 1; + = 220 

Evaluator 2.  221 

  222 
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Figure 2).  223 

Accuracy of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test 224 

Comparison of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) results by lot or 225 

evaluator revealed that these factors did not influence the results, with a minimum 226 

accuracy estimate of 97.06% (Error! Reference source not found.). 227 

SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgM) positivity appeared to be influenced by 228 

evaluator, with a minimum accuracy estimate of 40% and considerable variability in 229 

accuracy estimates across the different time points and vaccines (Error! Reference 230 

source not found.).  231 

Evaluation of Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay titer post-vaccination 232 

Antibody titers by days following final vaccination are shown in Figure 3. Following 233 

complete vaccination with BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273 and up to approximately 20 234 

days, there was significant variability with both high (maximum >25,000 U/mL) and 235 

low (minimum 238.2 U/mL for BNT162b2 and 340.2 U/mL for mRNA-1273) anti-S 236 

titers. After 30 days, anti-S titers for both vaccines commonly declined to below 237 

5,000 U/mL (overall minimum 13.53 U/mL 25 days after vaccination with BNT162b2).  238 

The median time between final vaccination and final measurement for those 239 

vaccinated with BNT162b2 was 18 days (minimum 14 days, maximum 44 days) and 240 

46 days (minimum 14 days, maximum 65 days) for mRNA-1273. Anti-S antibody 241 

titers were numerically higher in participants vaccinated mRNA-1273 (median 2,307 242 

U/mL; interquartile range [IQR] 872–6,845) than in those who received BNT162b2 243 

(median 1,601 U/mL; IQR 467–3,131).  244 

Longitudinal analysis 245 
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A small number of individuals had samples available from all three time points 246 

(BNT162b2 cohort), allowing longitudinal evaluation of anti-S antibody titer levels; all 247 

except one showed high levels of anti-S antibody titers at the first time point (prior to 248 

vaccination). There was considerable variance in the effect of vaccination upon anti-249 

S antibody titers, however the greatest change was for the individual who was 250 

infection-naïve (<0.4 U/mL to 1,645 U/mL following the second dose). For five out of 251 

eight individuals, including those with previously diagnosed COVID-19, anti-S 252 

antibody titers decreased over time despite vaccination with BNT162b2 (Error! 253 

Reference source not found.). 254 

Discussion 255 

Serologic assays are an essential tool for quality control of vaccines and to 256 

determine the response to vaccination. Although a correlate of immunity has not yet 257 

been established for COVID-19 vaccines, antibody titers after natural infection and 258 

vaccination have been associated with protection from symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 259 

infection (28); and rapid point-of-care assays can potentially be of use in this setting 260 

with particular advantages over centralized testing, such as speed and ease of use. 261 

We evaluated the use of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test in vaccinated 262 

individuals in comparison with the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay.  263 

Our results indicate that the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay detects anti-S 264 

antibodies after the first dose of both BNT162b2 and mRNA-1273, in agreement with 265 

previous studies of the adaptive humoral response to vaccination in various 266 

populations (21, 22, 29–33).  267 

Whilst the performance of rapid antibody tests has been reported in unvaccinated 268 

individuals (34–36), no studies have yet reported upon their use in vaccinated 269 
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individuals. The SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) compared favorably to the 270 

Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay with agreement rates above 97.06%, after one 271 

dose and two doses, similar to what has been observed in unvaccinated individuals 272 

(27). Assessment of the influence of lot or evaluator revealed that agreement of the 273 

SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) with the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay 274 

was not highly influenced by either factor, suggesting that the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid 275 

Antibody Test (IgG) is robust under normal usage conditions. 276 

There was low agreement of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgM) with the 277 

Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay because, in general, there is a lower sensitivity 278 

for IgM compared with IgG for point-of-care lateral flow assays, as exemplified in a 279 

recent analysis of healthcare workers vaccinated with the first dose of the Pfizer 280 

vaccine and sampled 21–24 days thereafter (37). In addition, the Elecsys Anti-281 

SARS-CoV-2 S assay preferentially detects high-affinity IgG antibodies that compete 282 

with IgM antibodies (23), contributing to the lower agreement rates with IgM results. 283 

In agreement with previous research on the use of lateral flow assays in 284 

unvaccinated individuals (38, 39), we also report lower evaluator concordance when 285 

reading IgM compared with IgG bands. Jones and colleagues found that IgM bands 286 

are often weak positives (39), consistent with our data in vaccinated individuals, 287 

potentially resulting in an increased likelihood of a miscall and contributing to the low 288 

reader agreement.  289 

The vaccines were administered in accordance with the relevant primary dosing 290 

schedules, with approximately 3 weeks for BNT162b2 and 1 month for mRNA-1273 291 

between doses (17, 18). Whilst the data reported herein suggest some variation in 292 

the level of antibody titers afforded by the vaccines, two doses of either mRNA-1273 293 

or BNT162b2 induced high levels of anti-S antibodies. Anti-S total antibody titers 294 
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were higher in participants vaccinated with mRNA-1273 than BNT162b2, in 295 

accordance with previous publications (40). Whilst the clinical significance of 296 

quantitative differences in antibody titers following COVID�19 vaccination have not 297 

yet been established, understanding the differences in antibody titer can support 298 

individual choices and assist with policy decisions.  299 

The longitudinal analysis revealed that five individuals in the BNT162b2 cohort 300 

appeared to have previously undiagnosed SARS-CoV-2 infection prior to 301 

vaccination, and the effect of vaccination upon anti-S antibody titers in this group at 302 

the individual level was highly variable (relative decrease or increase after the first 303 

dose). Overall, after primary vaccination with two doses, all except one of those with 304 

previous natural infection had higher anti-S antibody titers than the infection-naïve 305 

participant, in agreement with previous reports which support higher titers following 306 

vaccination in previously infected individuals (40–42). 307 

The findings of this study are subject to several limitations. The performance of the 308 

SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test in vaccinated individuals was based on the 309 

evaluation of a relatively small panel of samples and utilized only two vaccines. 310 

However, the cohort tested was generally representative of an aged US population, 311 

with hypertension and diabetes mellitus in line with age-related expectations of 312 

prevalence (43, 44). Whilst the median anti-S antibody titers induced by vaccination 313 

differed between those vaccinated with BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273, the majority of 314 

the post-vaccination BNT162b2 samples were collected earlier than samples 315 

collected for mRNA-1273, there were more data points for BNT162b2, and the data 316 

for mRNA-1273 samples spanned a longer time frame (last sample was post 60 317 

days for mRNA-1273 compared with <45 days for BNT162b2). Furthermore, most of 318 
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the samples used in the longitudinal analysis were from positive pre-vaccinated 319 

individuals, which limits our findings. 320 

The clinical relevance of semi�quantitative results is currently unknown and, at 321 

present, cannot be interpreted as an indication of varying levels of immunity. In 322 

addition, semi-quantitative evaluation of the intensity of the bands is determined by 323 

the reader and therefore subjective, even with the use of a color scale guide and 324 

training. The performance of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test seen herein can 325 

also not be extrapolated to immunocompromised individuals whose immune 326 

response post vaccination may be more variable (45). However, semi-quantitative 327 

SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) and quantitative Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 328 

S assay results correlated well, suggesting that SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test 329 

(IgG) is helpful in understanding the immune response post vaccination, particularly 330 

in the absence of centralized and fully automated testing systems. The current data 331 

support the use of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG) in the vaccinated 332 

population. 333 
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owners’. The specific application (use in vaccinated individuals) is currently outside 367 

of the intended use of the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test. The Elecsys Anti-368 

SARS-CoV-2 S assay is approved under an Emergency Use Authorization in the US. 369 

 370 
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Tables and figures for ms 569 

Table 1: Demographics of the donors from the Boca Biolistics panel 570 

 571 

Characteristics All 

N=56 

Pfizer 

n=34 

Moderna 

n=22 

Male/female, % 44.64/55.36 44.12/55.88 45.45/54.55 

Median age, IQR 70 (61.75–72) 70 (63–71.75) 71 (57.25–73) 

Ethnicity, %    

Asian; Not Hispanic/Latino, 1.79 2.94 0 

Black/African American; Not Hispanic/Latino 3.57 5.88 0 

White/Caucasian; Not Hispanic/Latino 64.29 61.76 68.18 

Hispanic/Latino; Black/African American 7.14 8.82 4.55 

Hispanic/Latino; White/Caucasian 23.21 20.59 27.27 

Pre-existing medical conditions, %    

Yes/No 51.79/48.21 50.00/50.00 54.55/45.45 

Hypertension, Yes/No 60.71/39.29 35.29/64.71 54.55/45.45 
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Diabetes mellitus, Yes/No 7.14/92.86 11.76/88.24 0/100 

IQR, interquartile range572 
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Table 2: Agreement between SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test (IgG and IgM) and Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay (reference 573 

test) qualitative measurements as measured by lot and evaluator using the Boca Biolistics donor panel, and after one dose or at 574 

least 14 days after two doses of Moderna mRNA-1273 or Pfizer-BioNTech BNT162b2 575 

 576 

  mRNA-1273 BNT162b2 

  1 dose 2 doses 1 dose 2 doses 

  Evaluator 1 Evaluator 2 Evaluator 

1 

Evaluator 

2 

Evaluator 

1 

Evaluator 

2 

Evaluator 

1 

Evaluator 

2 

  Lot 1 Lot 2 Lot 1 Lot 2 Lot 

1 

Lot 

2 

Lot 

1 

Lot 

2 

Lot 

1 

Lot 

2 

Lot 

1 

Lot 

2 

Lot 

1 

Lot 

2 

Lot 

1 

Lot 

2 

Ig

G 

N 5 5 5 5 19 19 19 19 8 8 8 8 34 34 34 34 

N + 5 5 5 5 19 19 19 19 7 7 7 7 34 34 34 34 

N - - - - - - - - - 1* 1* 1* 1* - - - - 

TP 5 5 5 5 19 19 19 19 7 7 7 7 34 34 33 33 

FN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

PPA, % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 97.0

6 

97.0

6 

low

er 

47.82 47.82 47.82 47.82 82.3

5 

82.3

5 

82.3

5 

82.3

5 

59.0

4 

59.0

4 

59.0

4 

59.0

4 

89.7

2 

89.7

2 

84.6

7 

84.6
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CI 

upp

er 

CI 

100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 99.9

3 

99.9

3 

Ig

M 

N 5 5 5 5 19 19 19 19 8 8 8 8 34 34 34 34 

N + 5 5 5 5 19 19 19 19 7 7 7 7 34 34 34 34 

N - - - - - - - - - 1* 1* 1* 1* - - - - 

TP 1 1 4 3 4 4 6 4 2 2 3 2 6 6 5 5 

FN 4 4 1 2 15 15 13 15 5 5 4 5 28 28 29 29 

PPA, % 20.00 20.00 80.00 60.00 21.0

5 

21.0

5 

31.5

8 

21.0

5 

28.5

7 

28.5

7 

42.8

6 

28.5

7 

17.6

5 

17.6

5 

14.7

1 

14.7

1 

lower 

CI 

0.51 0.51 28.36 14.66 6.05 6.05 12.5

8 

6.05 3.67 3.67 9.9 3.67 6.76 6.76 4.95 4.95 

uppe

r CI 

71.64 71.64 99.49 94.73 45.5

7 

45.5

7 

56.5

5 

45.5

7 

70.9

6 

70.9

6 

81.5

9 

70.9

6 

34.5

3 

34.5

3 

31.0

6 

31.0

6 

*1 sample was detected as antibody-negative by the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S and the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test. 577 

+, positive by the reference test (Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay); -, negative by the reference test (Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 578 

S assay); CI, 95% confidence intervals; TP, true-positive; FN, false-negative; PPA, positive percent agreement579 
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Figure 1: SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test semi-quantitative IgG vs Elecsys Anti-580 

SARS-CoV-2 S assay total antibody titer following vaccination with Moderna mRNA-581 

1273 (left panel) or Pfizer-BioNTech BNT162b2 (right panel) at least 14 days 582 

following second dose 583 

584 

 585 

Results from the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test were classified as negative or 586 

one of the five levels of increasing positivity based upon line intensity (((+)), (+), +, 587 

++ or +++). Maximum value attainable by the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 assay was 588 

25,000 U/mL. Higher values are indicated as >25,000 U/mL. Blue = Lot 1; red = Lot 589 

2; ○ = Evaluator 1; + = Evaluator 2.  590 

  591 
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Figure 2: SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test semi-quantitative IgM vs Elecsys Anti-592 

SARS-CoV-2 S assay total antibody titer following vaccination with Moderna mRNA-593 

1273 (left panel) or Pfizer-BioNTech BNT162b2 (right panel) at least 14 days 594 

following second dose 595 

 596 

Results from the SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Antibody Test were classified as negative or 597 

one of the five levels of increasing positivity based upon line intensity (((+)), (+), +, 598 

++ or +++). Maximum value attainable by the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 assay was 599 

25,000 U/mL. Higher values are indicated as >25,000 U/mL. Blue = Lot 1; red = Lot 600 

2; ○ = Evaluator 1; + = Evaluator 2. 601 

  602 
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Figure 3: Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay total antibody titer over time following 603 

vaccination with Moderna mRNA-1273 or Pfizer-BioNTech BNT162b2 (second dose)604 

 605 

Maximum value attainable by the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 assay was 25,000 606 

U/mL. Higher values are indicated as >25,000 U/mL. Blue = mRNA-1273; red = 607 

BNT162b2 608 

 609 
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