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39 Abstract

40 Background: Declining humoral immunity in COVID-19 patients and possibility of
41 reinfections has raised concern. Mucosal immunity particularly salivary antibodies
42  could be short-lived. However, long-term studies are sparse.

43 Methods: Using a multiplex bead-based array platform, we investigated antibodies
44 specific to severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) proteins
45 in 256 saliva samples from convalescent patients 1-9 months after symptomatic
46 COVID-19 (n=74, Cohort 1), undiagnosed individuals with self-reported
47  questionnaires (n=147, Cohort 2), and individuals sampled pre-pandemic time (n=
48 35, Cohort 3).

49 Results: Salivary IgG antibody responses in Cohort 1 (mainly mild COVID-19) were
50 detectable up to 9 month recovery, with high correlations between spike and
51 nucleocapsid specificity. At 9 months, IgG remained in saliva in majority as seen in
52 blood serology. Salivary IgA was rarely detected at this timepoint. In Cohort 2,
53 salivary IgG and IgA responses were significantly associated with recent history of
54  COVID-19 like symptoms. Salivary IgG also tolerated temperature and detergent pre-
55 treatments.

56 Conclusions: Unlike SARS-CoV-2 salivary IgA that appeared short-lived, the
57 specific 1gG in saliva appears stable even after mild COVID-19 as noted for blood
58 serology. The non-invasive saliva-based SARS-Cov-2 antibody testing with self-
59 collection at homes may thus serve as a complementary alternative to conventional
60 blood serology.

61
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63 Introduction

64 The novel severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) outbroke
65 in an abrupt fashion since it was reported in Wuhan, China, in late December 2019
66 (1), and obligated the World Health Organization to declare a global health
67 emergency which escalated the concern to a pandemic situation on March 2020. As
68 of Mars 2021, SARS-CoV-2 had infected over 114 million cases and caused up to
69 2.5 million global deaths (2). The human adaptive immune system plays a key role to
70 eliminate and memorize infectious microbes by launching a cascade of physiological
71 activities that brings to the activation of B and T lymphocytes. B lymphocytes are
72  responsible for producing antibodies that recognize and neutralize SARS-CoV-2
73 antigens in order to eradicate the infection and have shown to play a vital role in
74  protecting against re-infections in animal and humans (3-5). IgG, IgA, and IgM
75 antibodies, all principal contributors of humoral immunity, are activated against
76 SARS-CoV-2 and detected in the circulating blood of more than 90% of infected
77 individuals from the 11-13 day post-symptom onset (PSO) (6-8). Currently, the
78 SARS-CoV-2 immunity is under extensive examinations; a recent study showed that
79 circulating antibodies post-SARS-CoV-2 infection can persist up to 8 months (9), and
80 other previous studies show this immunological memory persists for a certain period
81 followed by a slight decay, especially in asymptomatic infected individuals (10-14).
82 Oral and nasal cavities are considered the main gate for SARS-CoV-2 virus entry,
83 and saliva secretory antibodies may be the first immunity arm that combat the
84 infection by recognizing the virus. Salivary antibodies to SARS-CoV-2 can be
85 detected early after symptom onset and may persist for up to at least three months
86 post infection (8,10,12). Hence, saliva sampling could be a sensible and non-invasive

87 way to indicate SARS-CoV-2 exposure. Similar to the previous SARS-CoV and
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88 MERS-CoV, the spike protein (S) of SARS-CoV-2 recognizes the angiotensin-

89 converting enzyme 2 (ACE2) receptor and uses it as a key entry to attack the host

90 cells (15-17). Antibodies play an important role in resolving acute SARS-CoV-2

91 infection (11,18) but differential features of anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibodies negatively

92 impacting COVID-19 severity in hospitalized patients is also described, especially

93 related to complement deposition and systemic inflammation (19). Understanding the

94  dynamics and durability of antibody memory to SARS-CoV-2 is an instrumental step

95 to manage the pandemic, and even useful in deploying vaccination strategies.

96 However, as the mucosal immunity is known to be short-lived, the durability of SARS-

97 CoV-2 specific antibodies in saliva could be limited, and whether they permit

98 detection 3-4 month after infection (8,10) is of great interest.

99 In this study, we exploited a highly sensitive and specific multiplex SARS-CoV-2
100 serology platform previously validated for seroprevalence studies (20) to investigate
101 SARS-CoV-2 antibodies in the saliva. Samples from patients with diagnosis of mild
102 coronavirus disease (COVID-19) in the convalescence phase, at 1- 9 months after
103  diagnosis of COVID-19; and from undiagnosed individuals with or without history of
104 COVID-19 symptoms, were analysed and compared to pre-pandemic samples. Our
105 data indicate that spike-specific 1gG reactivity is detectable in saliva in vast majority
106 of patients 1 - 9 months post infection. This result was similar to that detected by
107 blood serology performed in the clinical diagnostic laboratory. The IgA reactivity on
108 the other hand was short-lived in saliva, detectable only the first 3 months. Moreover,
109 IgG and IgA reactivity to both spike and nucleocapsid antigens significantly
110 correlated with a history of COVID-19 like symptoms in undiagnosed individuals.

111
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112 Materials and methods

113 Experimental Design

114 We applied a bead-based serology assay to detect IgG and IgA to SARS-CoV-2
115 proteins in saliva samples to evaluate its performance. The assay method is
116  originally developed for detection of SARS-CoV-2 specific IgG in serum and plasma
117  (20). Salivary IgG and IgA responses to five different SARS-CoV-2 antigens (three
118 spike proteins and two nucleocapsid proteins) were first tested. The antigens’
119 performance in classifying positive and negative samples was evaluated for the
120 single antigens as well as for antigens combined in panels. Best performing
121  representations of spike and nucleocapsid were chosen in subsequent assessments.
122

123  Cohort Design

124  The study was approved by the human ethical authority (dnr 2020-01702, 2020-
125 06381) and complied with the declaration of Helsinki. All participants were recruited
126  after signing informed consent forms for this observational study. Saliva samples
127 (total n=256) were collected and arranged in following groups. Cohort 1:
128 convalescence COVID-19 samples (n=74) of 72 patients (2 participants donated
129 twice at 6 months apart) diagnosed with COVID-19 during March-April 2020, were
130 collected from June to December 2020; Cohort 2: samples from undiagnosed
131 individuals donated during May-Nov 2020 (n=147); Cohort 3. anonymous saliva
132  samples were from 2018 before the COVID-19 outbreak (pre-pandemic, n=35).

133  All convalescent patients (Cohort 1) had COVID-19 diagnosis confirmed by SARS-
134 CoV-2 RT-PCR, except one patient who had positive SARS-CoV-2 antibodies at four
135 time points in the convalescence phase. Seroconversion was tested by clinical

136 SARS-CoV-2 blood serology assays (described below). The patients were recruited
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137 from the department of Infectious Diseases, Karolinska University Hospital (n=65),
138 and University Dental Clinic of Karolinska Institutet (n=7). Clinical demographic data
139 of convalescent patients was compiled from medical journal records or questionnaire,
140 and used in subgroup analysis. Among 72 patients, 95.8% had mild COVID-19,
141  without hospitalization due to COVID-19 symptoms. Three were admitted to hospital
142  for purpose of only isolation, and three were admitted due to COVID-19 symptoms. In
143 the latter group, two were hospitalized without any required oxygen treatment and
144 one received maximum 1.5 litre oxygen treatment during the hospitalization,
145 indicating no severe disease outcome. The time-points of serum and saliva samples
146  collection were grouped according to time post symptom onset (PSO), i.e. (i) PSO
147 less than 3 months. (i) PSO of 3-8 months. (ii) PSO of 9 months. Cohort 2
148 constitutes of anonymous participants visiting the premises of University Dental Clinic
149  of Karolinska Institutet or Eastman Institute Stockholm during the study time, such as
150 patients, staff, or relatives to them. A questionnaire was used to collect COVID-19
151 related symptom information for sub-group analysis of undiagnosed samples into (i)
152  Symptomatic (ii) Non-symptomatic, based on their past 3 months health condition
153  before sampling.

154

155 Saliva samples collection

156  Expectorated unstimulated whole saliva samples were used throughout this study. All
157 samples were self-collected using standardized instructions and sample tubes
158 provided by this study, processed and stored at -80 within 24 hr. Salivary stability
159 tests were performed on samples subgroups to evaluate the antibody reactivity using
160 samples treated with 1% Triton X-100 for 1 hour at room temperature or heat-treated

161 at 56 C for 30 min in water bath to allow viral inactivation (19). Eighteen antibody-
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162 positive from Cohort 1 and 10 antibody-negative samples from Cohort 2 were
163 included in the comparison. Incubation at room temperature for one to three days
164 was also tested in five samples to simulate the standard circumstances of mailed-in
165 saliva self-collection procedure. Saliva samples from convalescent patients (Cohort
166 1) were collected on the same day as venous blood during a COVID-19 follow-up
167 examination at the department of Infectious Diseases, Karolinska University Hospital.
168

169 Clinical serology tests

170 Paired serum samples of all convalescent patients were tested by Dept. of Karolinska
171  University Hospital Clinical Microbiology Laboratory. Three automated and one in-
172  house diagnostic methods were used under the study period of included
173 convalescence blood samples - SARS-CoV2-IgG test iFlash 1800 YHLO (CLIA),
174  LIAISON® SARS-CoV-2 S1/S2 IgG test DiaSorin (CLIA), and SARS CoV-2 IgG in-
175 house ELISA for samples taken prior to June 2020 mainly early convalescence
176  samples (<9month). The Elecsys® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibody test Roche (ECLIA)
177 was used for all late convalescence samples (9-month). YHLO determines the
178 antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid and spike protein, DiaSorin against
179  spike protein, whilst Elecsys®, and in-house ELISA to the recombinant nucleocapsid
180 protein. The tests use different techniques such as chemiluminescence
181 immunoassay (CLIA), electrochemiluminescence immunoassay (ECLIA), and
182 enzyme-linked immunoassay (ELISA).

183

184 Antigen Production

185 The proteins were produced as following: 1) Spike-f as spike trimers comprises the

186 prefusion-stabilized spike glycoprotein ectodomain is expressed in HEK cells and


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.13.21253492

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.13.21253492; this version posted March 15, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

187  purified using a C-terminal Strep Il tag, 2) Spike S1 domain was expressed in CHO
188 cells and purified using C-terminal HPC4-tag, 3) Spike RBD domain was expressed
189 in HEK cells and purified using the mFc C tag; 4) nucleocapsid, one full-length
190 version and 5) one nucleocapsid C-terminal chain were each expressed in E.coli and
191 purified using a C-terminal His-tag (21,22).

192

193 SARS-CoV-2 antibody detection by a bead-based assay

194  The analysis of salivary antibodies was performed as previously described (20) with
195 a few modifications. Briefly, each antigen was diluted to a final concentration of 80
196 pg/ml (100mM) with 2-(N-morpholino) ethanesulfonic acid buffer, pH 4.5
197 (SigmaAldrich) and immobilized on uniquely color-coded bead type (bead ID)
198 (MagPlex-C, Luminex corp.). The antigen-immobilized beads were then pooled to
199 form the bead array. Besides the viral antigens, anti-human IgG (309-005-082,
200 Jackson Immunoresearch), anti-human IgA (800-338-9579, Bethyl), and the EBV
201 EBNAZI protein (ab138345, Abcam) were also included as sample loading controls.
202 Saliva samples were diluted 1/5 in assay buffer composed of 3% bovine serum
203 albumin (w/v), 5% non-fat milk (w/v) in 1xPBS supplemented with 0.05 % (v/v)
204 Tween20 (VWR, 437082Q) and incubated with the bead array for 1 hour at room
205 temperature and 650 RPM rotation. Afterwards, the antigen-antibody complexes
206  were cross-linked by adding 0.2% paraformaldehyde (AlfaAesar, 30525-89-4) in PBS
207  0.05% Tween 20 (PBS-T) for 10 min at room temperature. Detection was performed
208 by applying R-phycoerithryne-conjugated anti-human 1gG (H10104, Invitrogen)
209 diluted 0.4 pg/mL, or R-phycoerithryne-conjugated anti-human IgA (800-338-9579,

210  Bethyl) diluted 0.2 pg/mL in PBS-T for 30 minutes at room temperature. Finally, the
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211 read-out was performed by using a FlexMap3D system and the XPONENT software

212 (Luminex Corp.).

213 Statistical analysis.

214  Statistics and visualizations of the multiplex bead array generated data were
215 performed using R (version 3.6.1) with RStudio (version1.2.1335) and the additional
216 packages heatmap (1.0.10), reshape2 (1.4.3). In-house developed functions were
217 used for instrument file import and quality control. The bead array results were
218 acquired as Median Fluorescent Intensity (MFI) per sample and bead identity. A
219 cutoff for seropositivity was calculated per antigen as the mean + 7x SD of 12
220 negative pre-pandemic reference samples carefully selected based on their signal
221 intensity distribution. GraphPad Prism Version 9.0.0 (86) was used for the
222  nonparametric comparisons Mann-Whitney test and Spearman correlation analysis.
223 Datasets also initially underwent normality distribution testing. N1 Chi-squared test
224  was used for comparisons of binomial datasets in MedCal software calculator. Two-
225 sided p-values <0.05 were considered significant. Descriptive analyses were made
226  on clinical characteristics and the number of observations, presented as numbers

227 and percentages.

228 Results

229  Salivary antibody reactivity to SARS-CoV-2 proteins

230 The assay performance was validated by comparing the capability of each of the five
231 antigens included in the array to classify convalescent samples <3 mo—9 mo (Cohort
232 1, n=74) and pre-pandemic samples (Cohort 3, n=35), of which 12 samples from
233  Cohort 3 were used to set the assay cut-offs. Among the five antigens included in the

234  assay, spike foldon (Spike-f) and C-terminal fragment (NC-C) showed the best

10
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235 performance (88% and 61% sensitivity respectively, and 100% specificity) in
236 classifying SARS-CoV-2 saliva samples of the convalescence cohort from the pre-
237 pandemic cohort (Table 1). We also evaluated the antigen panel in all possible
238 combinations of 2 and 3 proteins, considering as positive a sample that showed
239 reactivity to both antigens in a panel-of-two antigens, and at least to two out of three
240 antigens in a panel-of-three antigens (Table S1 and 2). There, the best performance
241 among the panels was reached by the Spike-f, S1, RBD triple combination, showing
242  70.3% sensitivity and 100% specificity. Hence, the absolute best performance was
243  shown to be reached by Spike-f as single antigen (88% sensitivity, 100% specificity)
244 in this COVID-19 convalescent and pre-pandemic saliva collection. IgA reactivities to
245 the included proteins were identified only in a minority of cases, with higher
246  prevalence of reactivity to Spike-f (12%) (Table S3).

247

248  Serum and salivary antibody reactivity overtime post Covid-19

249  As shown in Table 2, Cohort 1 were mainly patients who have had mild COVID-19
250 and were grouped according to duration past their diagnosis. Some were hospitalized
251 for isolation mainly, but none received oxygen treatment or required ventilation
252 related treatment. All individuals were free from respiratory symptoms at the 9-month
253 follow-up but in a minority across all three groups various general residual symptoms
254  were still noted (data not shown). As shown in Table 3, the vast majority of serum
255 samples up to 9 months convalescence were still tested positive in clinical SARS-
256 CoV-2 serology, with high seroprevalence across the whole time span of collection.
257 Interestingly, paired saliva samples from Cohort 1 patients tested with the multiplex
258 bead-array showed that the positivity rate of anti- Spike-f IgG in saliva remained

259 remarkably high and in similar range (100%-87.5%) as noted for serum antibodies

11
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260 (88.9%-96.9) throughout from early (<3 months) to late convalescence group (9
261 months) (Table 3, Figure 1a). However, the NC-C specific 1gG in saliva dropped
262  significantly after 3 months (from 88.9% to 60.6-50.0%). As stated earlier, specific
263 IgA responses to these antigens were detected only in a minority of the saliva
264 samples, and was enriched in early convalescence (<3months, 44.4% for Spike-f and
265 11% for NC-C), while dropping to less than 10% in later convalescent samples
266  (p<0.01).

267 Moreover, salivary IgG to Spike-f and NC-C showed to be highly correlated in this
268 cohort (r=0.88, p<0.0001, Spearman correlation test), with concordant serostatus in
269 the majority of samples (Figure 1b). Significant albeit moderate correlations were
270 also seen between IgA to Spike-f and NC-C (r=0.62, p<0.001), and between Spike-f
271  specific IgA and IgG (r=0.45, p<0.001) (Figure 1b).

272

273  Salivary antibody reactivity to SARS-CoV-2 in healthy donors is associated with the
274  recent history of COVID-19 like symptoms.

275 Next, we applied this assay platform to evaluate a second independent cohort -
276  Cohort 2. Participants here were self-reporting symptom-free individuals visiting the
277  University Dental Clinic's premises of Karolinska Institutet and the Eastman Institute
278 in Stockholm. A total of 147 individuals from May to November 2020 participated in
279 and donated saliva samples. Samples were collected and tested using the same
280 standard operating protocol as for Cohort 1. Shown in Figure 2a, and based on
281 antigen-specific cutoffs calculated on 20 negative controls, antibody reactivities to
282  Spike-f and NC-C in this cohort were as following: 1IgG were detected in 14% to either
283  Spike-f or NC-C, while 11% had detectable 1gG to both antigens; for IgA, 10% and

284 6% of the samples showed reactivity to Spike-f and NC-C respectively, while only 5%

12
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285 showed reactivity to both. Salivary positivity was particularly enriched among
286 participants with self-reported recent history of COVID-19-like symptoms (14 days to
287 3 months prior to sampling time). Significant reactivities of IgG (p=0.004, and p=0.01)
288 and IgA (p<0.0001, and p=0.044) to either Spike-f or NC-C was found to associate
289  with recent history of symptoms compared to pre-pandemic controls (Figure 2a).

290 A correlation analysis (Figure 2b) gave similar result as for Cohort 1, with highest
291 reported correlation between salivary 1gG to Spike-f and NC-C (r=0.81, p<0.0001,
292 Spearman correlation test). Significant albeit moderate correlations were also seen
293 between IgA to Spike-f and NC-C (r=0.73, p<0.001), and IgG and IgA to Spike-f
294  (r=0.49, p<0.001), and Spike-f IgA to NC-C IgG (r=0.53, p<0.001).

295

296 Saliva antibody stability — the influence of inactivation pre-treatment and room
297 temperature

298 Next the effects of inactivation treatment with 1% Triton X-100 or heat-treatment at
299 56 C, as well as room temperature storage (identical aliquots left out for indicated
300 time) on the antibody results were determined (Figure 3). Both 1% Triton X-100 and
301 heat treatment showed slight or no change in the cutoff calculated based on the ten
302 included negative controls. A good correlation between treated and non-treated
303 samples was noted (Figure 3 and S1), with a few exceptions of single samples that
304 show a drop in IgG reactivity. Simulation with room temperature storage (22°C)
305 showed a slow decay in 1gG signal intensity in positive samples (blue) over time, with
306 the signals of negative samples remain low and stable (grey). Based on these data,
307 inactivation by Triton X-100 or heat treatment treatments seems to have little effect
308 on saliva samples. However, antibody decay variations showed slight IgG signal

309 reduction by each day of room temperature storage.

13
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310 Discussion

311 Comprehensive antibody testing and the subsequent interventions they generate are
312 essential to monitoring and control SARS-CoV-2 transmission. The present study
313 demonstrates that SARS-CoV-2 specific IgG in saliva after mild COVID-19 can serve
314 as a complementary measure of exposure or immunity to SARS-CoV-2, particularly
315 due to their frequent concurrence with serum IgG responses. Key findings include 1)
316 SARS-CoV-2-specific mucosal salivary antibodies co-exist with the circulating blood
317 antibodies up to 9 months post-natural infection in the majority of participants (88% in
318 saliva vs. 97% in blood); 2) natural infection induces salivary antibodies to recognize
319 Dboth viral spike and nucleocapsid proteins; 3) the response correlates significantly to
320 recent Covid-19-like symptom history in undiagnosed individuals; 4) saliva 1gG is
321 relatively stable tolerating both biosafety required temperature and detergent pre-
322 treatment. All together representing a non-invasive approach suitable for population-
323  based immunity surveys. ldeally, if the latter is sampled at home and mailed to the
324  lab, it can help protect vulnerable persons at risk for severe COVID-19 by sparing the
325 need to visit the laboratory units for blood drawls. This is an appealing way to test
326 persons, in pandemic situation, and definitely a complementary test for conventional
327 Dblood IgG assay. Our data also showed that sample inactivation with either heat
328 treatment or Triton X-100 might be both safe options for testing saliva sample in the
329 lab, causing very little to no variation on the assay performance.

330

331 Severe COVID-19 symptoms have been shown to cause strong antibody responses
332 in 99% of convalescence individuals, but published data show also that the antibody
333 responses tend to disappear faster in cases with mild symptoms (6, 9, 16, 19).

334 Possible reason for this is that tests developed earlier during the pandemic were

14
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335 based on detection in samples from severe COVID-19 cases rather than individuals
336  with mild symptoms, hence sensitivity was not optimal (23). Further, many of the
337 early developed tests are using the nucleocapsid as antigen and antibodies targeting
338 this part of the virus has been shown to decline faster (24) as also was detected
339 here. In this study, we deliberately recruited convalescence samples from mild
340 COVID-19 patients, showing that the multiplex antibody platform used here was
341 capable of detecting specific SARS-CoV-2 antibodies in saliva up to 9 months post
342 infection. In the present study, the clinical blood test results that were compared with
343 the saliva reactivities are from certified patient diagnostics (including anti-N pan-Ig
344  ECLIA), showed high performance in detecting late convalescence blood samples. In
345 fact, our result is in line with a recent South Korean group reporting this diagnostic
346 antibody assay is, among several others, effective in detecting SARS-CoV-2
347 antibodies in blood (90%) of individuals up to 8 months after either asymptomatic
348 infection or reporting mild-symptoms (25). The persistence of salivary IgG to
349 structural viral proteins in the saliva samples after 9 months recovery from mild
350 COVID-19 is intriguing, and possibly explained by a secondary exposure or spill-over
351 from the blood. More studies are therefore warranted to clarify this. In relation to it,
352 the mucosal antibody response is triggered slightly earlier upon infection (10).
353 Information is still limited about the duration and kinetics of mucosal antibodies
354 secreted into the mouth and nose, particularly in this patient group. A sensitive
355 salivary antibody detection assay with the capability to identify infections with various
356 severities would contribute to improving the current understanding of mucosal
357 antibodies to SARS-CoV-2. For instance, such studies may compare low versus high
358 avidity antibodies and their relation to neutralization or disease enhancement

359  (10,26,27).
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360

361 The notion that antibodies to previously known coronaviruses may block SARS-CoV-
362 2 has raised a concern about whether these antibodies are functional. However, such
363 antibodies are also known to be protective only for about 6 months after the infection,
364 therefore would have disappeared in most cases of SARS-CoV-2 (28,29), Comparing
365 saliva samples using pseudo-neutralizing assay in ACE-2 cross-blocking
366 experiments will therefore be interesting. Other applications for quantitative and
367 qualitative saliva antibody assays include immunity studies to elucidate vaccine-
368 induced mucosal immunity, including the response to antigens representing new
369 virus mutants and vaccine-induced escape mutants. Since mouth and nose are the
370 first port of entry for SARS-CoV-2, sensitive and accurate methods for quantitative
371 measurements of such local mucosal immunity will lead to better means to combat
372  this virus.

373

374 One limitation of our study was the relatively small sample size and the
375 predominantly male population. Another weakness is blood samples were not
376 analyzed same way as saliva, and as several diagnostic assays were used only
377 binary data is given. Also, because of the cross-sectional design, we could not obtain
378 Dbaseline or longitudinal saliva samples. Moreover, we could not assess individual
379 possibilities of re-exposure or re-infection. However, it is unlikely that humoral
380 immunity was boosted because in Stockholm, where the study takes place, the
381 period June-Nov 2020 (second-wave) showed an increase in the daily incidence rate
382 of COVID-19 from 30 to 400 cases/100,000 population (30). In conclusion, despite

383 waning immunity concerns, the present study shows how our multiplex bead-based
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immunoassays can detect antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 in saliva collected at 9

months after infection in the majority of mildly symptomatic persons.
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Figure legends

Figure 1. Measurement of IgG and IgA to Spike-f (soluble trimeric form of the spike
glycoprotein stabilized in the pre-fusion conformation) and NC-C (nucleocapsid C-
terminal fragment) of SARS-CoV2 in saliva of convalescence patients (Cohort 1). (A)

Multiplex assay measured signal scores on indicated immunoglobulins to Spike-f and
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521 NC-C in cohorts of pre-COVID samples (n=35), and convalescent patient samples at
522 indicated month post infection (n=74). The data is expressed in median fluorescence
523 index (MFI) and plotted using dot plots where each dot is one individual sample.
524  Horizontal bars denote the mean and vertical line represents standard errors. Mann-
525  Whitney U test for significance was performed (B) Spearman correlation analysis with
526 coefficient indicated for respective antibody specificity pairs. n.s = not significant.

527

528 Figure 2. SARS-CoV2 specific IgG and IgA in saliva of undiagnosed study
529 participants (Cohort 2) measured by same method as in Figure 1. Samples were sub-
530 grouped by participant reported COVID-like symptoms the past 14 days - 3 months
531 prior to sampling (Cohort 2). (A) Multiplex assay measured signal scores on indicated
532 immunoglobulins to Spike-f and NC-C in cohorts of pre-COVID samples (n=35), and
533 convalescent patient samples at indicated month post infection (n=146). The data is
534 expressed in median fluorescence index (MFI) and plotted using dot plots where
535 each dot is one individual sample. Horizontal bars denote the mean and vertical line
536 represents standard errors. Mann-Whitney U test for significance was performed (B)
537 Spearman correlation analysis with coefficient indicated for respective antibody
538 specificity pairs. n.s = not significant.

539

540 Figure 3. Stability tests of saliva samples subjected to heat (HT), 1% Triton-X-100
541  (Triton), or left for indicated time in room temperature. (A) SARS-CoV2 specific 1gG
542 and IgA reactivities in convalescence saliva samples (Pos) or Pre-pandemic saliva
543 samples (Neg) were tested either untreated (Untreated) or after heat inactivation at
544  56°C for 30 min (HT), or after Triton-X-100 inactivation (final 1% volume/volume) for

545 60 min (Triton). Reactivities to Spike-f respective NC-C antigens are shown as box
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546 plots with each dot representing one single sample. (B) Convalescence saliva
547 samples (blue) or pre-pandemic saliva samples (grey) were aliquoted and placed in
548 room temperature (22°C) at indicated time points, thereafter snap frozen and tested
549 in same assay run for measurement of SARS-CoV2 specific 1gG to spike or
550 nucleocapsid.

551

552  Supplementary materials

553 Figure S1. Correlation analysis comparing inactivation by heat, Triton-X-100, and

554  untreated conditions as shown in Figure 3A.
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Table 1. Single antigen specificity and sensitivity in detecting SARS-CoV-2 IgG in
convalescent saliva (1-9 month PSO) and pre-pandemic saliva samples.

Convalescent (N=74)

Pre-pandemic (N=23)*

Antigen  Host [S(;?]sitivity Pos Neg [S%e]ciﬁcity Pos Neg
Spike-f HEK 88 65 9 100 0 23
S1 CHO 61 45 29 100 0 23
RBD HEK 69 51 23 96 1 22
NC E. coli |49 36 38 100 0 23
NC-C E. coli |61 45 29 100 0 23

*Another 12 independent pre-pandemic saliva samples were used to establish assay

cut-offs.

Table 2. Demographic characteristics of convalescence samples of Cohort 1, grouped
by the time-points of post symptom onset (PSO) at which the samples were taken.

Convalescent saliva samples (n=74)

< 3 months 3-8 months 9 months
Parameters (n=9) (n=33) (n=32)
Gender (F:M) 8:1 23:10 6:26
Age (years) median (range) 59 (48-67) 49 (20-63) 57 (45-78)
Hospitalization status (%)
o Never hospitalized
o Hospitalized for only 66.7 94 97
isolation purpose 11 3 3
o Hospitalized due to COVID- | 22 3 0
19 symptoms
Days PSO (Mean | SD) 55120 120 | 41 273 |11
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Convalescence| Serum Ab Saliva IgG Saliva IgA
(mo) SARS CoV-2
Spike-f NC-C Spike-f NC-C
<3 88.9% 100.0% 88.9% 44.4% 11.1%
3-8 90.9% 84.8% 60.6%** 6.3%p*** 3.1%**
9 96.9% 87.5% 50.0%*** 9.7%*** 6.5%***

Note: ** and *** indicate p<0.01 and p<0.0001 respective compared to clinical SARS-Cov-2
serum antibody diagnosis, determined by N-1 Chi-squared test (Campell I, Statistics in
medicine, 2007, Richardson JTE, Statistics in medicine, 2011). Ab (antibody). Spike-f (spike
foldon), NC-C (nucleocapsid c-termimal chain).
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Supplementary Table 1. Combinations of 2 antigens. Specificity and sensitivity in
detecting SARS-CoV-2 IgG in Cohort 1 samples (1-9 months convalescence).

Positive controls (N=74) Negative controls (N=23%)
g | Sty Mg oty sty Nepte i
opikert TS| 608 29 45 100 23 0
;%ﬂ];e-f OB 23 51 100 2 0
Iipcike'f E%Zﬁ 48.6 38 36 100 23 0
ket PR |08 29 45 100 23 0
oBb hee | 689 23 51 100 23 0
IS\IIC g%(zh 60.8 29 45 100 23 0
AR T 29 45 100 23 0
N PN 38 36 100 23 0
Ejé]_jc E%Zﬁ 60.8 29 45 100 23 0
Eg-c ggzz 48.6 38 36 100 23 0

Note. A sample is considered positive when classified positive for both antigens
included in the panel.

* The negative samples included here are Cohort 3 excluded the 12 negative used for
cutoff calculation
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Supplementary Table f” ¢ gtsmrﬁ
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ermiggjon. e el e
peCIﬁmty and sensitivity in

detecting SARS-CoV-2 IgG in Cohort 1 samples (1-9 months convalescence).

Positive controls (N=74)

Negative controls (N=23%)

. Sensitivity  Negative Positiv | Specificity Negative Positive
Antigen  Host [%] result eresult | [%] result result
Spike-f HEK
S1 CHO 70.3 22 52 100 23 0
RBD HEK
Spike-f  HEK
S1 CHO 62.2 28 46 100 23 0
NC E.Coli
Spike-f HEK
S1 CHO 64.9 26 48 100 23 0
NC-C E.Coli
S1 CHO
RBD HEK 62.2 28 46 100 23 0
NC E.Coli
RBD HEK
NC E.Coli | 58.1 31 43 100 23 0
NC-C E.Coli
S1 CHO
NC E.Coli | 58.1 31 43 100 23 0
NC-C E.Coli
Spike-f ~ HEK
NC E.Coli | 60.8 29 45 100 23 0
NC-C E.Coli
Spike-f  HEK
RBD HEK 70.3 22 52 95.7 22 1
NC-C E.Coli
S1 CHO
RBD HEK 59.5 30 44 100 23 0
NC-C E.Coli
Spike-f  HEK
RBD HEK 67.6 24 50 95.7 22 1
NC E.Coli

Note. A sample is considered positive when classified positive for two out of three
antigens included in the panel.
* The negative samples included here are Cohort 3 excluded the 12 negative used for
cutoff calculation
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Supplementary Table 3. Single antigen specificity and sensitivity in detecting
SARS-CoV-2 IgA in Cohort 1 samples (1-9 months convalescence).

Positive controls (N=74) Negative controls (N=23%)

. Sensitivity Negative Positiv | Specificity Negative Positive
Antigen  Host [%] result eresult | [%] result result
Spike-f*  HEK 16.2 62 12 95.7 22 1
S1 CHO 5.4 70 4 91.3 21 2
RBD HEK 6.8 69 5 91.3 21 2
NC E. coli 6.8 69 5 87.0 20 3
NC-C* E. coli 5.4 70 4 91.3 21 2

* The negative samples included here are Cohort 3 excluded the 12 negative used for
cutoff calculation
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