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Abstract 

Background: While there have been many studies characterizing the IgG and IgA responses to 

different SARS-CoV-2 proteins in individuals with natural infection, the induction of IgG and 

IgA to different viral proteins in vaccinees have not been extensively studied. Therefore, we 

sought to investigate the antibody responses to SARS-CoV-2 following natural infection and 

following a single dose of AZD2221, in Sri Lankan individuals. 

Methods: Using Luminex assays, we characterized the IgG and IgA responses in patients with 

varying severity of illness and following a single dose of the vaccine at 4 weeks and 12 weeks 

since onset of illness or following vaccination. Haemagglutination test (HAT) was used to assess 

the antibodies to the receptor binding domain of SARS-CoV-2 wild type (WT), B.1.1.7, B.1.351 

and B.1.617.2 (VOCs) and surrogate neutralizing test to measure ACE2 receptor blocking 

antibodies. 

Results: Those with mild illness and in vaccinees, the IgG responses to S1, S2, RBD and N 

protein increased from 4 weeks to 12 weeks, while it remained unchanged in those with 

moderate/severe illness. Those who had a febrile illness in 2017 and 2018 (controls) also gave 

IgG and IgA high responses to the S2 subunit. In the vaccinees, the most significant rise was 

seen for the IgG antibodies to the S2 subunit (p<0.0001). Vaccinees had several fold lower IgA 

antibodies to all the SARS-CoV-2 proteins tested than those with mild and moderate/severe 

illness at 4 weeks and 12 weeks. At 12 weeks the HAT titres were significantly lower to the 

B.1.1.7 in vaccinees and significantly lower in those with mild illness, and in vaccinees to 

B.1.351 and for B.1.617.2. No such difference was seen in those with moderate/severe illness.  
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Conclusions: Vaccinees had significantly less IgA to SARS-CoV-2, but comparable IgG 

responses to those with natural infection. However, following a single dose, vaccinees had 

reduced antibody levels to the variants of concern (VOC), which further declined with time, 

compared to natural infection.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-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 (which was not certified by peer review)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 18, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.14.21260510doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.14.21260510
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Introduction 

The COVID-19 pandemic due to SARS-CoV-2, continues to cause significant mortality and 

morbidity, and many countries are currently experiencing a worse situation, than at the beginning 

of the pandemic1. Emergence of SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern such as the B.1.1.7 (alpha) 

and more recently B.1.617.2 (delta) has led to exponential increase of the number of COVID-19 

cases and deaths in many countries1-3. While the higher income countries have vaccinated a large 

proportion of their population, resulting in lower hospitalizations and deaths, many lower income 

and lower-middle income countries are grappling with the increase in the case loads, 

overburdening of health care resources and the inability to secure adequate doses of COVID-19 

vaccines4.  

 

Although the duration of protection against re-infection from SARS-CoV-2 in not known, it has 

been shown that re-infection does occur, especially among older individuals, probably due to 

waning of immunity5. Re-infection has shown to occur particularly with certain variants such as 

P.1 (gamma) variant in Brazil despite a very high seroprevalence6, and also with B.1.351 (beta) 

due to escape from natural and vaccine induced immunity7. Individuals who had experienced 

milder illness have shown to have reduced levels of neutralizing antibodies compared to those 

who had severe illness8,9. Apart from the presence of neutralizing antibodies to the receptor 

binding domain (RBD), antibodies specific to S2 and N protein of SARS-CoV-2 are also 

detected in patients who have recovered from COVID-1910. Although the usefulness of 

antibodies directed against S1, S2 and N protein in preventing re-infection are not known, 

although IgG and IgA specific to S1, S2 have been detected in breast milk of infected mothers 
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and therefore, possibly provide protection to the neonate11. Antibodies against the S2 subunit 

have been detected in unexposed individuals and S1, S2 and N protein specific memory B cell 

responses have been detected in those who were infected with SARS-CoV-212. Children and 

adolescents who were unexposed to SARS-CoV-2 were shown to have a higher frequency of 

pre-existing IgG antibodies specific to S2, which were able to cross neutralize SARS-CoV-213. 

The presence of high levels of cross-reactive antibodies to the S2 in children and adolescents 

have been speculated to reduce disease severity when infected with SARS-CoV-213,14. Although 

many studies have investigated the role of SARS-CoV-2 specific IgG responses, virus specific 

IgA was detected during early illness and was shown to be able to neutralize the SARS-CoV-2 

virus to a greater extent than virus specific IgG15. However, adults with severe illness had higher 

levels of SARS-CoV-2 specific IgA levels compared to adults with milder illness and children, 

and was shown to enhance neutrophil activation in vitro and thus release of inflammatory 

mediators16. Therefore, although virus specific IgA is an important component of mucosal 

immunity, its role in protection vs disease pathogenesis is not clear.  

 

Currently there are several vaccines for COVID-19, which have shown to be safe and have high 

efficacy rates against the original Wuhan SARS-CoV-2 virus and variable efficacy against 

variants of concerm17-19. However, due to non-availability of adequate quantity of vaccines and 

also in order to vaccinate as many individuals as fast as possible, some countries have increased 

the gap between the two doses of vaccine such as AZD2221 to 12 or 16 weeks20. While there 

have been many studies characterizing the IgG and IgA responses to different SARS-CoV-2 

proteins in individuals with natural infection, the induction of IgG and IgA to different viral 

proteins in vaccinees have not been extensively studied. It was recently shown that the mRNA 
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vaccines induce high levels of both IgG and IgA antibodies against the spike protein21. However, 

there are limited data characterizing the IgG, IgA, ACE2-receptor blocking antibodies in 

individuals with varying severity of natural infection over time, in comparison to those who have 

received a single dose of the AZD2221 vaccine. Therefore in this study, we investigated the 

antibody responses in those with varying severity of natural infection and in those who received 

a single dose of the AZD2221 at 4 weeks and 12 weeks to the S1, S2, RBD and N proteins and 

also for SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern in a Sri Lankan population.  
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Methods 

Patients  

Patients confirmed with SARS-CoV2 infection based on the positive RT-PCR who were 

admitted to a COVID-19 treatment hospital, from the National Institute of Infectious Diseases 

(NIID), Sri Lanka. They were followed throughout their illness while they were in hospital and 

the severity grading was based on the worst severity while in hospital. Clinical disease severity 

was classified as mild, moderate and severe according to the WHO guidance on COVID-19 

disease severity 22 . For this study we recruited two cohorts of patients. Serum samples from the 

patient cohort 1 (n=30) was used to determine the IgG and IgA antibody levels at 4 weeks since 

onset of illness, the ACE2 receptor blocking antibody levels and the antibodies to RBD by the 

HAT assay for the wild type (WT) and SARS-CoV-2 variants. The duration of illness was 

defined from the day of onset of symptoms and not the day of PCR positivity or admission to 

hospital. Based on the WHO COVID-19 disease classification, 15 patients had mild illness and 

15 patients had moderate/severe illness22.  As all the patients in the first cohort could not be 

traced at 12 weeks, in order to carry out the above assays, we recruited a second cohort of 

patients. Based on the WHO COVID-19 disease classification, 14 patients had mild illness and 6 

patients had moderate/severe illness22.   

 

In order to compare the antibody responses following infection with one dose of the AZD1222 

vaccine, we recruited 20 individuals 4 weeks following vaccination and 73 individuals, 12 weeks 

following vaccination. We also included serum samples from individuals who had a febrile 

illness in 2017 and early 2018. Ethical approval was received by the Ethics Review Committee 
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of Faculty of Medical Sciences, University of Sri Jayewardenepura. Informed written consent 

was obtained from patients.  

 

Haemagglutination test (HAT) to detect antibodies to the receptor binding domain (RBD)  

The HAT was carried out as previously described 23.  The B.1.1.7 (N501Y), B.1.351 (N501Y, 

E484K, K417N) and B.1.617.2 versions of the IH4-RBD reagent were produced as described 23, 

but included the relevant amino acid changes introduced by site directed mutagenesis. These 

variants were titrated in a control HAT with the monoclonal antibody EY-6A (to a conserved 

class 4 epitope23,24) and found to titrate identically with the original version so 100ng (50ul of 

2ug/ml stock solution) was used for developing the HAT.  The assays were carried out and 

interpreted as previously described 25. The HAT titration was performed using 11 doubling 

dilutions of serum from 1:20 to 1:20,480, to determine presence of RBD-specific antibodies. The 

RBD-specific antibody titre for the serum sample was defined by the last well in which the 

complete absence of “teardrop” formation was observed.  

 

Surrogate neutralizing antibody test (sVNT) to detect NAbs  

The surrogate virus neutralization test (sVNT)26, which measures the percentage of inhibition of 

binding of the RBD of the S protein to recombinant ACE226 (Genscript Biotech, USA) was 

carried out according the manufacturer’s instructions as previously described by us9. Inhibition 

percentage ≥ 25% in a sample was considered as positive for NAbs.  
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Results 

The kinetics of SARS-CoV-2 specific IgG responses in those with natural infection 

IgG responses to the S1, S2, RBD and N protein were measured in individuals with COVID-19 

at 4 weeks and at 12 weeks since onset of illness and also in serum samples of 15 individuals 

who had a febrile illness in 2017 and early 2018. At 4 weeks since onset of illness, the highest 

magnitude of IgG antibody responses was seen for RBD in those with moderate/severe illness, 

whereas those with mild disease, had the highest responses to S2 (Figure 1A, table 1). Those 

who had a febrile illness in year 2017 and 2018 (controls), also had detectable antibody levels to 

S2, but not for other proteins. There was no difference in the antibody levels to S2 in those with 

mild illness compared to the controls (p=0.13), although those with milder disease had 

significantly higher antibody levels to S1 and RBD (p<0.0001) and N protein (p=0.0004), than 

the controls. In those who received a single dose of the AZD1222 vaccine, the IgG responses to 

the S1 and S2 components of the spike protein were similar, although the levels for the RBD was 

significantly higher (table 1). As expected, the IgG responses to the N protein was very low, but 

even lower than for the controls. The antibody levels to S1 (p=0.0002), S2 (p=0.01), RBD 

(p=0.002) and N (p<0.0001) proteins were significantly different between the three groups of 

individuals at 4 weeks (Figure 1A).  

 

At 12 weeks since onset of illness, those with moderate/severe illness had the highest responses 

to N protein, whereas those with mild illness still had the highest responses to S2 (Figure 1B). At 

both time points for all proteins, those with moderate/severe disease had significantly higher 

antibody levels than those with milder illness (Table 1). The antibody responses to S1 (p=0.03), 
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S2 (p=0.04), RBD (p=0.02) and N protein (p=0.0002) were significantly different between the 

those with mild illness, moderate/severe disease and the vaccinees (Figure 1B). From 4 to 12 

weeks, the S1 specific antibodies significantly rose in those with mild illness (p=0.004), while 

there was no significant change in the antibody levels to other proteins at 12 weeks (table 1). 

Patients who had moderate/severe illness sustained the same levels of antibodies for all four 

proteins from 4 weeks to 12 weeks. In the vaccinees, from 4 weeks to 12 weeks the IgG levels to 

S1 (p=0.008), S2 (p<0.0001) and RBD (p=0.003) had significantly increased (table 1). 

 

The kinetics of SARS-CoV-2 specific IgA responses in those with natural infection 

IgA responses to the S1, S2, RBD and N protein were measured in the above individuals with 

COVID-19 at 4 weeks and at 12 weeks since onset of illness and also in serum samples of 15 

individuals who had a febrile illness in 2017 and early 2018. At 4 weeks and 12 weeks of illness, 

individuals with both mild and moderate/severe illness, had the highest levels of IgA antibodies 

to the RBD (Figure 1C and 1D). However, those with moderate/severe disease had significantly 

higher antibody responses to all four proteins when compared to those with mild illness at 4 

weeks, but there was no difference at 12 weeks (table 1). Unlike what was observed with SARS-

CoV-2 S2 specific IgG responses, those with mild illness had significantly higher IgA responses 

(p=0.02) but not to N protein (p=0.18) (Figure 2A). As expected, vaccinees had low responses to 

the N protein, with IgA levels similar to those seen in controls except for IgA to S1, which was 

higher in the vaccinees (p=0.003). Significant differences of IgA responses were seen in those 

with mild illness, moderate/severe illness and vaccinees for S1 (p=0.001), S2 (p=0.0003), RBD 

(p=0.0003) and N protein (p=0.04) (Figure 1C).  
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There was no difference in IgA levels to any of the proteins at 4 weeks compared to 12 weeks in 

patients with mild illness or with moderate/severe illness (table 1). However, significant 

differences were seen between the three groups to S1 (p=0.009), RBD (p=0.003) and N protein 

(p=0.02), but not for S2 (p=0.55) (Figure 1D).  

 

ACE2 receptor blocking antibodies following natural infection and one dose of AZD1222 

Due the lack of BSL-3 facilities to measure neutralizing antibodies, we used a surrogate test to 

measure the inhibition of binding of antibodies in patient sera to the ACE2 receptor. This was 

shown to be 100% specific in the Sri Lankan population, with none of the sera of individuals 

collected in 2017 and 2018, giving a positive response 9. The ACE2 blocking antibodies were 

significantly higher in those with moderate to severe illness, when compared to those with mild 

illness at 4 weeks (p=0.03) and at 12 weeks (p=0.03) as reported previously9 (Figure 2). In 

addition, the ACE2 receptor blocking antibodies significantly increased from 4 weeks to 12 

weeks in those with moderate/severe illness (p=0.02) and in those with mild illness (p=0.03) 

(Figure 2). However, in those who received a single dose of the vaccine, the ACE2 blocking 

antibodies significantly reduced (p<0.0001) from levels at 4 weeks (median 77.32, IQR 60.05 to 

90.77 % of inhibition) to 12 weeks (median 38.17, IQR 28.95 to 57.28 % of inhibition).  
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Antibodies to the Receptor Binding Domain of the spike protein, including variants, measured by 

the Haemagglutination test (HAT) 

We previously evaluated the usefulness of the HAT assay in determining antibody responses to 

the RBD of the SARS-CoV-2, wild type (WT) virus, B.1.1.7 variant and the B.1.351 variants at 

4 weeks following a single dose of the AZD1222 vaccine and had also evaluated this assay in 

naturally infected individuals in Sri Lanka 27. In this study, we proceeded to investigate the 

differences in the antibody responses to the RBD in those with natural infection at 4- and 12-

weeks following infection, and after a single dose of the AZD1222 vaccine. The antibody 

responses to the WT, B.1.1.7, B.1.351 and B.1.617.2 were measured.  

 

In those with mild illness, at 4 weeks from onset of illness the median antibody titre to the WT 

was 160 (IQR 80 to 320), B.1.1.7 was 120 (IQR 70 to 320), B.1.351 was 10 (IQR, 0 to 80) and 

for B.1.617.2 it was 40 (IQR 20 to 80). At 12 weeks following the onset of illness, although there 

was a slight reduction in the antibody titres to the WT (p=0.91) and B.1.617.2 (0.61), this was 

not statistically significant (Figure 3A). In those with moderate/severe illness at 4 weeks from 

onset of illness the median antibody titre to the WT was 1280 (IQR 160 to 1280), B.1.1.7 was 

640 (IQR 160 to 1280), B.1.351 was 40 (IQR, 0 to 160) and for B.1.617.2 it was 320 (IQR 80 to 

1280) (Figure 3B). There was no significant difference between the antibody titres for the WT 

compared to B.1.1.7 (p=0.12), but clearly differed for B.1.315 (p<0.0001) and B.1.617.2 

(p=0.004). Although the antibody titres for the WT and all the variants reduced from 4 to 12 

weeks in those with moderate/severe illness, this was not statistically significant (Figure 3B).  
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At 4 weeks following a single dose of the vaccine, the median antibody titre to the WT was 80 

(IQR 40 to 280), B.1.1.7 was 40 (IQR 20 to 160), B.1.351 was 20 (IQR, 0 to 70) and for 

B.1.617.2 it was 20 (IQR 0 to 70) (Figure 3C). At 12 weeks following a single dose of the 

vaccine, the antibody titre for WT was 80 (IQR 20 to 80), for B.1.1.7 it was 20 (IQR 0 to 80), for 

B.1.351 it was 20 (0 to 40) and for B.1.617.2 it was 0 (IQR 0 to 20). From 4 to 12 weeks, 

although there was no significance difference of the antibody titres of the RBD of the WT 

(p=0.05), B.1.351 (p=0.54) and B.617.2 (p=0.07), the antibody titres to B.1.1.7 significantly 

reduced (p=0.02) (Figure 3B). As previously described by us at 4 weeks following vaccination, 

the HAT titres were significantly lower to the B.1.1.7 (p=0.007), B.1.351 (<0.0001) and for 

B.1.617.2 (p<0.0001). However, there was no significance difference in antibody titres between 

B.1.351 and B.1.617.2 (p=0.43). At 12 weeks again the HAT titres were significantly lower to 

the B.1.1.7 (p<0.0001), B.1.351 (<0.0001) and for B.1.617.2 (p<0.0001) and no difference 

between antibody titres to B.1.351 and B.1.617.2.  

 

Antibodies to the RBD were significantly different between those with mild illness, 

moderate/severe illness and with those with a single dose of the vaccine at 4 weeks (p=0.004) 

and at 12 weeks (p=0.02) (Figure 4A). This difference was also seen for the B.1.1.7 at 4 weeks 

between those with mild illness, moderate/severe illness and with those with a single dose of the 

vaccine at 4 weeks (p=0.0006) and at 12 weeks (p<0.0001) (Figure 4B) and for B.1.617.2 at 4 

weeks (p=0.0002) and at 12 weeks (p=0.0004) (Figure 4C).  However, there was no difference 

between the antibody titres to the B.1.351 between those with mild, moderate/severe illness and 

vaccinees at 4 weeks (p=0.36), but a significant difference was seen at 12 weeks (p=0.02) 

(Figure 4D).  
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Discussion 

In this study we have investigated the kinetics of IgG and IgA responses to S1, S2, RBD and N 

protein, ACE2 receptor blocking antibodies and antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 variants, in 

individuals at 4 and 12 weeks following natural infection and in those who had a single dose of 

the AZD2221. Based on the Luminex assays, IgG and IgA levels to S1, S2, RBD and N, had 

increased from 4 weeks to 12 weeks in those with mild illness and in the vaccinees, although the 

increase was only significant in the vaccinees. In the vaccinees, the most significant rise was 

seen for the S2 subunit, while in those with mild illness the rise was seen for IgG antibodies for 

the RBD. In those with moderate/severe illness, while there was no change in the IgG responses 

from 4 to 12 weeks, responses to the N protein had increased although this was not significant. 

Therefore, the kinetics of antibody responses to S1, S2, RBD and N appears to vary based on the 

severity of natural infection and also appeared to be different in vaccinees. Interestingly, blood 

samples of those who had a febrile illness in 2017 and 2018 also showed IgG and IgA responses 

to the S2 subunit, suggesting the presence of S2 subunit cross-reactive antibodies, in these 

donors as previously seen in other studies13,14. Following a single dose of the AZD2221 vaccine, 

the antibodies against S2 appears to continue to rise from 4 to 12 weeks, possibly due to 

stimulation of pre-existing cross-reactive memory B cell responses to the S2 subunit14.  

 

SARS-CoV-2 specific IgA antibodies have shown to be generated during early illness and have 

potent neutralizing ability15. IgA antibodies to the RBD have shown to develop earlier than IgG 

and while some studies have shown that serum IgA does not associate with clinical disease 
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severity15, in other studies, patients who developed severe disease were shown to have higher 

levels of virus specific IgA28. Serum IgA was shown to activate neutrophils, thereby leading to 

production of increased levels of inflammatory mediators possibly leading to disease 

pathogenesis16. We found that at 4 weeks of illness, those with moderate/severe illness had 

significantly higher serum IgA to S1, S2, RBD and N compared to those with mild illness, but 

these high levels of IgA declined and there was no differences between these two groups at 12 

weeks since onset of illness. Vaccinees had several fold lower IgA antibodies to all the SARS-

CoV-2 proteins tested than those with mild and moderate/severe illness at 4 weeks and 12 weeks. 

The importance of serum IgA in preventing re-infection is currently unknown and if those with 

lower IgA have reduced protection is currently unknown.  

 

Although the IgG antibodies to S1, S2 and the RBD rose from 4 to 12 weeks in the vaccinees, 

the ACE2 receptor blocking antibodies, which were shown to correlate with neutralizing 

antibodies significantly decreased26. The HAT assay, which also measures antibodies to the RBD 

and has shown to correlate well with the ACE2 receptor blocking assay and with neutralizing 

antibodies23,27, also showed that the RBD binding antibodies decreased from 4 to 12 weeks in the 

vaccinees. This suggests that although antibodies to RBD, S1 and S2 have increased in vaccinees 

from 4 to 12 weeks, they might not be neutralizing antibodies, possibly through targeting other 

epitopes in these regions.  

 

Apart from assessing antibodies to the RBD to the wild type, we assessed the antibodies to three 

other VOCs, B.1.1.7, B.1.351 and B.1.617.2. At 4 weeks following vaccination, the vaccinees 
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had similar levels of antibodies to the RBD of WT as those with mild illness, the levels were 

significantly less for B.1.1.7 and for B.1.617.2. The antibody levels among vaccinees were 

similar to B.1.351 and B.1.617.2, showing equal reduction compared to antibody binding to the 

RBD of the WT. Following vaccination, these levels further declined at 12 weeks to VOCs but 

not to the WT, showing that a single dose of the AZD2221 was likely to offer less protection 

against VOCs. In fact, it has been shown that one dose of AZD2221 is only 33% effective in 

preventing symptomatic disease with B.1.617.2, 3 weeks following the first dose29. The efficacy 

of a single dose against B.1.617.2 is likely to decline further by 12 weeks, as the antibodies to 

RBD further waned. However, the efficacy of two doses of AZD2221 against hospitalization has 

been shown to be 92%, while for Pfizer-BioNTech was 96%30. Therefore, in countries which 

have outbreaks due to VOCs, especially B.1.617.2, it would be prudent to encourage second 

doses to increase efficacy as recommended. Interestingly, although those with mild or 

moderate/severe illness also had a marked reduction in antibodies to the RBD of B.1.351, they 

had significantly higher levels of antibodies to the RBD of B.617.2 at 4 weeks compared to 

B.1.351. However, by 12 weeks the antibody levels to both B.1.351 and B.1.617.2 were similar. 

Therefore, B.1.617.2 had less immune evasion than B.1.351 in those who were naturally 

infected, at least during early convalescence.  

 

In summary, we have investigated the kinetics and differences in IgG and IgA antibody 

responses to the S1, S2, RBD and N in those with varying severity of infection and vaccinees 

who received a single dose of AZD2221, which showed that vaccinees had significantly less IgA 

to SARS-CoV-2, but comparable IgG responses those with natural infection. However, following 
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a single dose, vaccinees had reduced antibody levels to the VOCs, which further declined with 

time.  
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Tables 

 4 weeks 

Median (IQR) 

12 weeks 

Median (IQR) 

P value 

Mild infection (IgG) 

S1 

S2 

RBD 

N 

 

734 (483 to 1071) 

3503 (1656 to 5795) 

539 (840 to 2960) 

2094 (1554 to 4787) 

 

1336 (24 to 4714) 

3579 (106.8 to 9912) 

2952 (38.7 to 7516) 

2694 (51 to 7547) 

 

0.59 

0.68 

0.59 

0.84 

Mild infection (IgA) 

S1 

S2 

RBD 

N 

 

152 (79 to 490) 

354 (219 to 561.5) 

656.5 (303 to 1616) 

207.5 (78 to 468) 

 

192 (19 to 422.1) 

380.2 (165.6 to 869) 

770.5 (180.3 to 1520) 

276.3 (165.5 to 

496.5) 

 

0.69 

0.71 

0.98 

0.31 

Moderate/severe infection (IgG) 

S1 

S2 

RBD 

N 

 

4776 (1395 to 7833) 

6869 (2001 to 

11,131) 

7486 (2784 to 

 

5064 (2744 to 6038) 

8931 (7262 to 9607) 

7829 (5083 to 8553) 

9538 (8810 to 

 

0.96 

0.85 

0.67 

0.31 
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10,218) 

5831 (3123 to 9383) 

10,844) 

Moderate/severe infection (IgA) 

S1 

S2 

RBD 

N 

 

1043 (220 to 1784) 

934 (399 to 3679) 

3375 (1192 to 5401) 

661 (211.5 to 6165) 

 

391.8 (132.8 to 2021) 

1378 (153.9 to 2269) 

1837 (506.1 to 4802) 

273 (75.9 to 596.1) 

 

0.52 

0.73 

0.38 

0.18 

Vaccinated IgG 

S1 

S2 

RBD 

 

2215 (1223 to 3870) 

1625 (1063 to 4329) 

4393 (2355 to 6131) 

 

3639 (2190 to 5617) 

6460 (4143 to 9594) 

6209 (4481 to 8367) 

 

0.008 

<0.0001 

0.003 

Vaccinated IgA 

S1 

S2 

RBD 

 

76.5 (38.2 to 166.5) 

203.3 (101.3 to 

310.9) 

327.5 (183 to 612.8) 

 

36 (23 to 92) 

324.5 (143 to 788) 

221 (116 to 437) 

 

0.04 

0.02 

0.11 

 

Table 1: Antibody responses to S1, S2, RBD and N protein of the SARS-CoV-2 in those 

with varying severity of illness and in those following a single dose of the AZD2221. MFI 

indicates the median fluorescence intensity.  
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Figure Legends 

Figure 1: IgG and IgA antibody levels to S1, S2, RBD and N protein of SARS-CoV-2 in 

individuals following natural infection and following a single dose of the AZD1222 vaccine. 

Serum IgG antibodies to S1, S2, RBD and N protein were measured by Luminex assays at 4 

weeks in those with mild illness (n=15), moderate/severe illness (n=15), vaccinees (n=20) and 

controls (n=19) (A) and again at 12 weeks in those with mild illness (n=14), moderate/severe 

illness (n=6), vaccinees (n=73) (B). IgA antibodies were also measured in the above groups at 4 

weeks (C) and at 12 weeks (D). The Kruskal-Wallis test was used to determine the difference 

between the antibody levels between the three different groups (two-tailed). The lines indicate 

the median and the interquartile range. 

 

Figure 2: ACE2 receptor blocking antibodies in patients with varying severity of illness and 

following a single dose of the AZD1222 vaccine. ACE receptor blocking antibodies were 

measured by the surrogate virus neutralizing test following natural infection at 4 weeks in those 

with mild illness (n=14) and moderate/severe illness (n=15) and at 12 weeks in those with mild 
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(n=14) and moderate/severe illness (n=6). Antibodies were also measured at 4 weeks (n=20) and 

12 weeks (n=73) in vaccinees following a single dose of AZD2221. Mann-Whitney test (two 

tailed) was used to determine the differences between antibody levels as 4 weeks and 12 weeks. 

The lines indicate the median and the interquartile range. 

 

 

Figure 3: Comparison of antibody titres to RBD of the SARS-CoV-2 using the HAT assay 

in those with varying severity of infection and in vaccinees. Antibody titres were measured  

individuals with mild illness (n=14) to the WT, B.1.1.7, B.1.351 and B.1.617.2 at 4 weeks and 

12 weeks since onset of illness (A), in those with moderate/severe illness at 4 weeks (n=15) and 

12 weeks (n=6) since onset of illness (B) and in those who received one dose of AZD1222 

vaccine at 4 weeks (n=16) and 12 weeks (n=73) following the vaccine (C). The difference 

between antibody titres to WT, B.1.1.7, B.1.351 and B.1.617.2 was determined using the 

Wilcoxon paired t test (two tailed) and the differences between antibody titres at 4 weeks and 12 

weeks was determined using the Mann-Whitney test (two tailed). The lines indicate the median 

and the interquartile range. 

 

Figure 4: Comparison of antibody titres to the RBD of the SARS-CoV-2 using the HAT 

assay for the wild type and for variants. Antibody titres were measured in patients with mild 

illness (n=14), moderate/severe illness (n=15) from 4 weeks since onset of illness and in those 

who received one dose of AZD1222 vaccine at 4 weeks (n=16), and again at 12 weeks in those 

who developed mild illness (n=14), moderate/severe illness (n=6) and in those who received 1 
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dose of AZD1222 vaccine (n=73), for the WT (A), B.1.1.7 (B), B.1.617.2 (C) and B.1.351 (D). 

The Kruskal-Wallis test was used to determine the difference between the antibody levels 

between the three different groups (two-tailed). The lines indicate the median and the 

interquartile range.  
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