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Abstract 40 

The World Health Organization (WHO) has highlighted the importance of an 41 

international standard (IS) for SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibody titer detection, with 42 

the aim of calibrating different diagnostic techniques. In this study, IS was applied to 43 

calibrate neutralizing antibody titers (IU/mL) and binding antibody titers (BAU/mL) in 44 

response to SARS-CoV-2 vaccines. Serum samples were collected from participants 45 

receiving the Moderna (n = 20) and Pfizer (n = 20) vaccines at three time points: pre-46 

vaccination, after one dose, and after two doses. We obtained geometric mean titers of 47 

1404.16 and 928.75 IU/mL for neutralizing antibodies after two doses of the Moderna 48 

and Pfizer vaccines, respectively. These values provide an important baseline for 49 

vaccine development and the implementation of non-inferiority trials. We also 50 

compared three commercially available kits from Roche, Abbott, and MeDiPro for the 51 

detection of COVID-19 antibodies based on binding affinity to S1 and/or RBD. Our 52 

results demonstrated that antibody titers measured by commercial assays are highly 53 

correlated with neutralizing antibody titers calibrated by IS. 54 
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Introduction 56 

Identifying immune correlates of protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection is 57 

challenging. Neutralizing antibody titer is not the only determinant of vaccine efficacy; 58 

however, the neutralization level is highly predictive of immune protection (1-3). 59 

Moreover, the detection of neutralizing antibody titers is feasible in many laboratories. 60 

Several methods have been developed to measure neutralizing antibody titers in 61 

convalescent serum or vaccinated serum, such as plaque reduction assays, focus 62 

reduction assays, microneutralization assays using real viruses, and pseudovirus assays 63 

(4, 5). These assays differ substantially, including variation in protocols for similar 64 

assay types and variation among laboratories (6, 7). 65 

For calibration, the establishment of international standards (IS) for SARS-CoV-66 

2 neutralizing antibody titer detection is a key goal of the World Health Organization 67 

(WHO). Various standards, such as 20/130 and 20/136 (provided by National Institute 68 

for Biological Standards and Control [NIBSC]), are widely used to establish a baseline 69 

for comparing neutralizing antibody titers from different datasets (different laboratories, 70 

protocols, assays, etc.) (6). An IS is based on pooled human plasma from convalescent 71 

patients (8). For different pooled cohorts, different standard sera are obtained, each with 72 

predetermined international units (IU) for the conversion of neutralizing antibody titers, 73 

enabling immunogenicity characteristics to be correctly compared across laboratories 74 
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and vaccine developers. Although many laboratories have applied IU to present 75 

neutralizing antibody titers in the serum of patients with COVID-19 or vaccinated 76 

individuals, reference data are insufficient. 77 

Furthermore, neutralization tests using real viruses at biosafety level 3 (BSL-3) 78 

laboratories are laborious and time-consuming. Binding assays based on the anti-spike 79 

protein or anti-receptor binding domain (RBD) are widely used to measure neutralizing 80 

antibodies (9-11). However, the correlation between antibody titers from binding assays 81 

(binding antibody unit, BAU) and neutralizing titers (IU) has not been clearly 82 

established. 83 

In this study, 120 serum samples from 40 total subjects were analyzed (20 subjects 84 

receiving Moderna vaccines and 20 subjects receiving the Pfizer vaccines) before 85 

vaccination, after the first dose, and after the second dose to estimate the correlation 86 

between titers estimated by a microneutralization assay using real viruses in a BSL-3 87 

laboratory (IU/mL) and antibody titers measured by anti-S1 and anti-RBD enzyme-88 

linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) (BAU/mL). Several promising vaccine 89 

candidates have undergone different phases of clinical trials (12). Our results provide 90 

useful information for comparisons of neutralizing antibody titers with those of other 91 

widely used vaccines and for non-inferiority trials. 92 

  93 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 22, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.16.21260618doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.16.21260618


 6 

Materials and Methods 94 

Serum samples collection 95 

A total of 120 COVID-19 vaccinated sera were purchased from Access Biologicals 96 

(Vista, CA, USA). The serum samples were collected and followed by protocol SDP-97 

003, Human Biological Specimens Collection, data September 22, 2017 and the 98 

qualifications of Principle Investigator (Robert Pyrtle, M.D.) were reviewed and 99 

approved by Diagnostics Investigational Review Board (Cummaquid, Massachusetts, 100 

USA). The protocol SDP-003 will expire on May 3, 2022. The collection dates of the 101 

sera were between February 25, 2021 to April 29, 2021. The serum from 20 individuals 102 

vaccinated with Moderna mRNA-1273 and 20 individuals vaccinated with Pfizer 103 

BNT162b2 were collected before vaccination, after the first dose, and after the second 104 

dose. The ages of the vaccinated participants are between 22 to 69 years old.  105 

 106 

Cell culture and virus 107 

African green monkey kidney (Vero E6) cells (CRL-1586) were purchased from the 108 

American Type Culture Collection (ATCC, Bethesda, MD, USA) and maintained in 109 

Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium (DMEM; Gibco, Waltham, MA, USA) 110 

containing 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS; Gibco) at 37°C. Severe acute respiratory 111 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 22, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.16.21260618doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.16.21260618


 7 

syndrome coronavirus 2 isolate SARS-CoV-2/human/TWN/CGMH-CGU-01/2020 112 

was used in the live virus microneutralization assay. 113 

 114 

Live virus microneutralization assay 115 

Vero E6 cells (2 × 104 cells per well) were seeded in a 96-well plate and incubated at 116 

37°C for 24 h. The medium was replaced with 100 µL of fresh DMEM containing 2% 117 

FBS. The live virus microneutralization assay was performed in a BSL-3 laboratory 118 

using the SARS-CoV-2/human/TWN/CGMH-CGU-01/2020 strain. All serum samples 119 

were heat-inactivated at 56°C for 30 min and then 2-fold serially diluted in DMEM 120 

(Gibco) without FBS. From a starting dilution of 1:8 for each sample, ten 2-fold 121 

dilutions were performed for a final dilution of 1:8192. Each serum sample was 122 

incubated with 100 50% tissue culture infectious doses (100 TCID50) of SARS-CoV-123 

2 at 37°C for 1 h prior to infection with Vero E6 cells. Add 100 µL of the virus-serum 124 

mixtures at each dilution to a 96-well plate containing the confluent Vero E6 monolayer. 125 

After infected cells were incubated at 37°C for 5 days, they were fixed with 10% 126 

formaldehyde and stained with crystal violet. The neutralization titer was calculated as 127 

the logarithm of the 50% end point using the Reed–Muench method based on the 128 

presence or absence of cytopathic effects. Each serum sample was tested in four 129 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 22, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.16.21260618doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.16.21260618


 8 

replicates. Geometric mean titers (GMTs) were calculated with 95% confidence 130 

intervals (CIs) using GraphPad Prism version 8 (GraphPad Software, Inc., CA, USA). 131 

 132 

ELISA 133 

For indirect ELISA, a 96-well plate was coated with 2 μg/mL S1, RBD, and N protein 134 

(Sino Biological, Beijing, China) diluted in phosphate-buffered saline and incubated 135 

overnight at 4°C. Each well was blocked with 300 μL of StartingBlock™ T20 blocking 136 

buffer (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) for 1 h at 37°C. Serum from 137 

vaccinated donors or NIBSC 20/136 standard was diluted in blocking buffer, and 100 138 

μL of the sample was added to a 96-well plate, followed by incubation for 1 h at 37°C. 139 

After washing, horseradish peroxidase (HRP)-tagged anti-human antibodies (Abcam, 140 

Cambridge, UK), diluted 1:10,000 in blocking buffer, were added to the wells (100 141 

μL/well), and the plate was incubated for 1 h at 37°C. Samples with N antibodies were 142 

incubated for 30 min at 37°C. The chromogenic reagent 3,3,5,5-tetramethylbenzidine 143 

(TMB) was mixed with an equal volume of Color A and B (R&D Systems, Minneapolis, 144 

MN, USA). The TMB reaction time for S1 and RBD ELISA was 5 min and for N 145 

protein ELISA was 10 min. After the reaction, stop solution (R&D Systems) was added 146 

to the wells, and the absorbance was measured immediately at 450 nm using a Synergy 147 

2 Microplate Reader (Bio-Tek, Winooski, VT, USA). 148 
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Serologic assay 149 

Each serum sample was analyzed by the MeDiPro SARS-CoV-2 antibody ELISA, 150 

Roche Elecsys® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay, and Abbott AdviseDx SARS-CoV-2 IgG 151 

II assay, according to the manufacturers’ instructions. The MeDiPro SARS-CoV-2 152 

antibody ELISA detected antibodies against S1 and RBD, and values <34.47 IU/mL 153 

were considered negative. The electrochemiluminescence immunoassay (ECLIA) (i.e., 154 

Roche Elecsys Anti‑SARS‑CoV‑2 S assay) was used for the detection of antibodies 155 

against the RBD of S protein; <0.80 U/mL was considered negative and ≥0.80 U/mL 156 

was considered positive for anti‑SARS‑CoV‑2 S protein. The Abbott AdviseDx SARS-157 

CoV-2 IgG II assay is a chemiluminescent microparticle immunoassay (CMIA) for the 158 

detection of IgG antibodies to the RBD of S protein; the cut-off value was 50.0 AU/mL. 159 

 160 

WHO international standard unit (IU) conversion 161 

WHO IS sera (20/130, 20/136, and 20/268) were obtained from NIBSC. The 50% 162 

neutralization titer (NT50) values for WHO IS sera were determined by a live virus 163 

microneutralization assay (Supplementary Table 1). Each standard serum sample was 164 

tested in duplicate, except 20/130. 165 

 166 

 167 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 22, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.16.21260618doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.16.21260618


 10 

Statistical analysis 168 

Statistical analyses were performed using GraphPad Prism version 8 (GraphPad 169 

Software, Inc., CA, USA). Pearson’s correlation coefficients (r) were used to determine 170 

the correlation between the titers obtained by the different serological assays and the 171 

live SARS-CoV-2 NT assay. Statistical significance was set at P < 0.05. 172 

  173 
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Results 174 

The neutralizing antibody titer is important for evaluating protection against viral 175 

infection after vaccination. Dynamic neutralizing antibody titers were observed in 176 

individuals who had been fully vaccinated. In detail, we obtained serum samples from 177 

20 individuals vaccinated with Moderna mRNA-1273 and 20 individuals vaccinated 178 

with Pfizer BNT162b2. For each of these 40 individuals, serum samples were collected 179 

before the first dose, 24 days after the first dose from Moderna or 14 days after the first 180 

dose from Pfizer, and 14 days after the second dose. A total of 120 serum samples were 181 

tested to determine neutralizing antibody titers by a live SARS-CoV-2 virus 182 

microneutralization assay. We obtained the NT50 values that represent 50% protection 183 

against SARS-CoV-2-induced cell death. As expected, the neutralizing antibody titers 184 

increased after the first and second doses of the Moderna and Pfizer vaccines (Figure 185 

1A). The NT50 values for the WHO IS for anti-SARS-CoV-2 immunoglobulin (obtained 186 

from NIBSC) were also determined by a live virus neutralization assay (Supplementary 187 

Table 1), with linear regression defining the conversion of NT50 values to IU/mL, as 188 

shown in Figure 1B. The GMTs are also shown in Figure 1, illustrating the observed 189 

increases. The GMT increased from 157.6 to 1404.16 IU/mL and from 348.83 to 928.75 190 

IU/mL for Moderna and Pfizer vaccines, respectively. These GMT values provide a 191 

reference for non-inferiority tests of candidate vaccines. 192 
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Although the live virus neutralization assay is the gold standard for determining 193 

neutralizing antibody titers, the operation is time-consuming and requires a BSL-3 194 

laboratory. We developed binding assays to detect anti-S1, anti-RBD, and anti-N 195 

antibodies, followed by NIBSC 20/136 (WHO IS) for conversion to BAU/mL (Figure 196 

2). Increases in anti-S1 and anti-RBD antibodies were observed after the first and 197 

second doses (Figure 2A and B). Interestingly, anti-N antibodies were detected in a few 198 

individuals pre- and post-vaccination, suggesting that the individuals had COVID-19 199 

before or after vaccination. 200 

To evaluate whether our binding assay based on anti-S1 or anti-RBD in BAU/mL 201 

reflects neutralizing antibody titers in IU/mL, the correlation between the two values 202 

was determined, as shown in Figure 2C. Both the S1 and RBD antibody titers were 203 

highly correlated with the NT titers (r = 0.9040 and 0.9298, respectively), suggesting 204 

that the binding assays based on anti-S1 or RBD can be used as surrogates to measure 205 

neutralizing antibodies. 206 

All 120 serum samples were tested by commercial serological assays, including 207 

the MeDiPro SARS-CoV-2 antibody ELISA, Roche Elecsys® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S, 208 

and Abbott AdviseDx SARS-CoV-2 IgG II assay. Roche and Abbott serological assays 209 

are widely used in clinical laboratories to detect SARS-CoV-2 antibodies worldwide. 210 

They detect the antibody against the RBD of the S antigen, yielding qualitative and 211 
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semi-quantitative results. MeDiPro is a Taiwan FDA-approved kit for quantifying S1-212 

and RBD-binding antibodies; it assumes that data for S1 and RBD fusion proteins can 213 

accurately predict the NT titer. We used real NT titers (IU/mL) from BSL-3 as a 214 

standard to assess whether these serological assays reflect the neutralization titers based 215 

on the detection of antibodies against S1 and/or RBD. The highest correlation was 216 

observed between the titers obtained by the MeDiPro and the live SARS-CoV-2 NT 217 

assays (r = 0.9111) (Figure 3A). Roche and Abbott RBD antibody titers also had good 218 

correlation coefficients of 0.7294 and 0.8466, respectively (Figure 3B and C). With 219 

respect to the live virus microneutralization assays, the Roche and Abbott serological 220 

assays can correctly detect RBD antibodies in all 77 NT-positive samples (Table 1), 221 

whereas MeDiPro produced six negative results. Among these six negative results, the 222 

NT titer of four samples is equal to 34.47 IU/mL, which is the limit of the detection in 223 

MeDiPro assay. Therefore, both the Roche and Abbot serological assays have 100% 224 

(95% Cl, 95.3%-100%) sensitivity, followed by 92.2% (95% Cl, 84.0%-96.4%) 225 

sensitivity for MeDiPro. However, MeDiPro can distinguish a greater proportion of 226 

NT-negative samples (40/43) than those of Roche (24/43) and Abbott (25/43). In terms 227 

of specificity, MeDiPro achieved a high specificity of 93% (95% Cl, 81.4%-97.6%), 228 

which was much higher than of the Roche (55.8% [95% Cl, 41.1%-69.6%]) and Abbott 229 

assays (58.1% [95% Cl, 43.3%-71.6%]). Our results suggest that the MeDiPro SARS-230 
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 14 

CoV-2 neutralization antibody assay is an effective option for detecting SARS-Cov-2 231 

neutralizing antibodies without requiring a live virus neutralization assay at a BSL-3 232 

laboratory. 233 

  234 
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Discussion 235 

Antibodies increase gradually within a few weeks after vaccination, and the timespan 236 

may vary among individuals (13, 14). Therefore, it is necessary to test neutralizing 237 

antibodies to determine whether protective antibodies will be elevated after vaccination. 238 

Vaccinated individuals may still have to take measures to avoid infection. Accordingly, 239 

such assays are very important for protecting vaccinated individuals as well as for the 240 

control and prevention of epidemics (15). 241 

Anti-N antibodies may reveal whether vaccinated individuals were infected by the 242 

virus before or after the vaccination dose (16). For example, as shown in Figure 2B, 243 

one individual who received the Pfizer vaccine showed a dramatic increase in N to 556 244 

BAU/mL. S1 for the same individual, after the first and second doses, were 2,094 and 245 

1,240 BAU/mL, respectively. In the same individual, after the first and second doses, 246 

the RBD levels were 1,618 and 927 BAU/mL, respectively. It has been reported that 247 

prior infection with SARS-CoV-2 may boost B cells and significantly elevate antibody 248 

production (17, 18). 249 

Roche and Abbott Covid-19 diagnostic kits are being used extensively in clinical 250 

laboratories (19-21). They are semi-quantitative and were originally designed to 251 

confirm an infected case. In this study, we utilized standard sera to develop an approach 252 

that utilizes these two kits to quantitate antibody titers after vaccination. The Pearson’s 253 
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correlation coefficients (r) between these antibody titers and neutralization antibody 254 

titers were 0.7294 and 0.8466, respectively. Titers obtained by MeDiPro, designed to 255 

detect neutralizing antibody titers, were highly correlated with titers obtained by live 256 

SARS-CoV-2 NT assays (r = 0.9111).  257 

IS was used to obtain neutralizing antibody titers in IU/mL and binding antibody 258 

titers in BAU/mL. We obtained GMTs of 1404.16 and 928.75 for neutralizing 259 

antibodies in serum samples from recipients of Moderna and Pfizer vaccines (n = 20 260 

each) after two doses, respectively. These estimates may provide important information 261 

for vaccine developers implementing non-inferiority tests. Moreover, we compared 262 

three commercially available kits used for the detection of COVID-19 antibodies based 263 

on binding affinities to S1 and/or RBD. Our results demonstrated that antibody titers 264 

measured by commercial assays are strongly correlated with neutralizing antibody titers 265 

via IS calibration. 266 
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Figures and Tables 387 

 388 

 389 

Figure 1. Neutralization serum titers in vaccinated individuals 390 

(A) NT50 values for 120 serum samples from 20 recipients of Moderna mRNA-1273 391 

and 20 recipients of Pfizer BNT162b2. (B) The calibration curve (standard curve) used 392 
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for the conversion of NT50 values to the international standard units (IU/mL). Presented 393 

are the results from an experiment in technical duplicate and error bars show the SD. 394 

(C) The IU value for 120 serum samples (20 for the Moderna mRNA-1273 group and 395 

20 for the Pfizer BNT162b2 group). The geometric mean titers (GMTs) with 95% CI 396 

are shown pre-vaccination, after the first dose, and after the second dose. 397 

  398 
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 399 

 400 

Figure 2. Antibody response in 120 serum samples from vaccinated individuals. 401 

The responses of antibodies against S1, RBD, and N protein were detected in 120 serum 402 

samples from 20 individuals receiving Moderna mRNA-1273 (A) and 20 individuals 403 
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receiving Pfizer BNT162b2 vaccines (B). The geometric mean titers (GMTs) with 95% 404 

CI are shown pre-vaccination, after the first dose, and after the second dose. (C) 405 

Correlation between the live virus neutralization titer (IU/mL) and antibody binding 406 

unit (BAU/mL) in 120 serum samples. Vertical dashed lines indicate the limit of 407 

detection (NT = 34.47). The Pearson’s correlation coefficients (r) are provided for S1 408 

or RBD antibody responses to live virus neutralization titer (IU/mL). 409 

 410 

  411 
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 412 

Figure 3. Correlation analysis of commercial serological assays against SARS-413 

CoV-2 neutralizing antibody titers. 414 

Correlations between titers obtained by MeDiPro SARS-CoV-2 antibody ELISA (A), 415 

Roche Elecsys® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay (B), and Abbott AdviseDx SARS-CoV-2 416 

IgG II assay (C) and live SARS-CoV-2 neutralization titers (IU/mL). The vertical 417 

dashed line indicates the limit of detection (NT = 34.47 IU/mL). The horizontal dashed 418 

lines indicate the cut-off values for MeDiPro (34.47 IU/mL), Roche (0.80 U/mL), and 419 

Abbott (50.0 AU/mL). Correlations were performed in the Pearson’s correlation 420 

coefficients (r). 421 
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Table 1. Comparison of commercial serological assays with SARS-CoV-2 422 

neutralizing antibody titer 423 

TP, true positive; FP, false positive; TN, true negative; FN, false negative; PPV, 424 

positive predictive value; NPV, negative predictive value 425 

a, b Negative < 34.37 IU/mL 426 

c Negative < 0.80 U/mL 427 

d Negative < 50.0 AU/mL 428 

Y Among the six negative samples, four samples have a neutralizing antibody titer of 429 

34.37 IU/mL. 430 

 431 

 432 

  433 

Total samples (120) MeDiPro Roche Abbott 

Real NT Positive bNegative Positive cNegative Positive dNegative 

Positive 77 71 Y6 77 0 77 0 

aNegative 43 3 40 19 24 18 25 

Sensitivity=TP/(TP+FN) 92.2% (84.0%-96.4%) 100% (95.3%-100%) 100% (95.3%-100%) 

Specificity=TN/(TN+FP) 93.0% (81.4%-97.6%) 55.8% (41.1%-69.6%) 58.1% (43.3%-71.6%) 

PPV=TP/(TP+FP) 95.9% (85.8%-98.9%) 80.2% (71.1%-87.0%) 81.1% (72.0%-87.7%) 

NPV=TN/(TN+FN) 87.0% (74.3%-93.9%) 100% (86.2%-100%) 100.0% (86.7%-100%) 
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Supplementary information 434 

Supplementary Table 1. The NT50 values of WHO international standard sera 435 

 
Research 

Reagent 

WHO 

International 

Standard 

WHO Reference Panel 

NIBSC Code 
NIBSC 

20/130 

NIBSC 

20/136 

NIBSC 20/268 

High 

20/150 

Mid 

20/148 

low S, 

high N 

20/144 

Low 

20/140 

NC  

20/142 

Neutralizing Ab 

(IU/mL) 
1300 1000 1473 210 95 44 ─ 

Neutralizing Ab 

(NT50) Test-1 
446.8 223.89 398.11 79.43 20 <20 <20 

Neutralizing Ab 

(NT50) Test-2 
 486.97 370.88 100 19.95 <20 <20 

NIBSC, National Institute for Biological Standards and Control; NT50, 50% 436 

neutralization titer 437 

 438 
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