Supplementary material, pre-print medRxiv Last edited: 21 June 2019

Legionnaires’ disease on the rise in Switzerland: A denominator-based analysis of
national diagnostic data, 2007-2016

Fabienne B. Fischer'?, Claudia Schmutz!?, Valeria Gaia®, Daniel Mausezahl'>"

'Swiss Tropical and Public Health Institute, Basel, Switzerland

2 University of Basel, Switzerland, Switzerland

3 National Reference Center for Legionella, Service of microbiology, Ente Ospedaliero Cantonale,
Bellinzona, Switzerland

* Author for correspondence: Dr Daniel Méusezahl; E-mail: daniel. maeusezahl@unibas.ch; Tel.: +41
61284 8178

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL: SEROLOGY

The initially cleaned dataset contained 2’558 (1.8%) serological tests (108 positives). Serological tests
have been gradually less performed during the study period with 329 tests in 2007 and 162 in 2016.
Most laboratories provided the titer as the test result. Using a serological test, 40 patients have been
tested twice, three patients three times and one patient four times. In 10 cases the second serological test
was done three to six weeks after the initial antibody test.

Serological tests have been gradually less performed during the study period. The Serological tests
performed were either the RIDA®FLUOR Legionella IgG (r-biopharm, 84.8%), in-house methods
(4.7%), IFA (Meridian Bioscience Inc., 4.6%), Legionella IFA (Focus Diagnostics, 2.7%), or unknown
(3.21%).

Though serological test have their value for epidemiological studies, they are not suitable for clinical
settings and acute diagnostics, due to their long turnover for a positive result [1, 2]. Moreover a single
high titer is only classified as a probable case by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)
and the European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC) (and accordingly the Swiss
Federal Office of Public Health [FOPH]) and single acute phase antibody titers of 1: >256 cannot
distinguish between cases and non-cases [3]. Only a fourfold increase in titer between two tests with 3
to 12 weeks in-between is seen as a confirmed case by the FOPH. However, our data shows that only
45 patients (1.8% of all serological tests) have been tested twice and of those only 10 in the appropriate
time period. Moreover Serology has been removed from the “Analysteliste” of the FOPH in 2009 [4]
and since 2018, the titer does not need to be provided on the notification report. Thus, results from
serological tests are difficult to interpret and serology is not promoted anymore amongst laboratories for
diagnosis of acute LD cases. Therefore, we have decided to exclude these tests from the analysis.
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