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Supplementary Materials and Methods

Details of SARS-CoV-2+ samples

Sera and plasma from known positive cases obtained after provision of informed consent
included 3 samples from the Diamond Princess cruise ship (collected at James Cook
University: all hospitalized, collected >45 days post diagnosis), 2 samples collected at the
Australian National University (from asymptomatic RNA positive individuals who had
contracted SARS-CoV-2 on cruise ships), 2 samples collected at the Alfred Hospital
(collected at d2 and d14 post admission) and 36 samples from Charité collected as part of a
large cohort study described elsewhere (all hospitalized, samples collected during

convalescence).

Automated ELISA protocol; normalization of ECL emission values

After sample addition and incubation for 1 hour, plates were washed using the BioTek
ELx405 plate washer (BioTek, Winooski, USA). Briefly, sample was aspirated from the
wells, and the plates washed three times with 250 uL wash buffer (0.05% Tween in PBS, Z
height = 30, aspiration rate = 2, dispense rate = 7). After the final aspiration step, 100
puL/well of detection antibody (Goat anti-Human IgG (Sigma, Castle Hill, NSW)) was
dispensed into each plate using the Multidrop Combi Reagent Dispenser (ThermoFisher
Scientific, Mulgrave, Australia) and sealed using an Agilent PlateLoc Thermal Microplate
Sealer (Agilent, Mulgrave, Australia). Plates were then incubated at ambient (room)
temperature for 1 hour. After incubation, plates were desealed with a Brooks XPeel®

Automated Plate Seal Remover (Brooks Life Sciences, Chelmsford, USA), detection



antibody removed and washed five times with 250 pL wash buffer (Z height = 30, aspiration
rate = 2, dispense rate = 7). After the final wash step and aspiration, 100 pL/well of detection
reagent (prepared according to the manufacturer’s instructions (Pierce, Rockford, IL, USA))
was added using the Multidrop Combi Reagent Dispenser, and the plates shaken (distance =
1 mm, speed = 10 Hz) for 5 seconds followed by 1 min incubation. Plates were then analysed
using the Perkin Elmer EnVision Multimode Plate Reader (Glen Waverley, Australia) using
luminescence measurement technology (instrument fitted with the Perkin Elmer EnVision
luminescence detection kit, comprised of a luminescence top mirror and a luminescence 700

emission filter), 6.5mm measurement height, 1 second measurement time/well.

Statistical analysis to estimate seroprevalence

ELISA values were expressed as the Log10 of the ECL emission at 700nm with background
subtracted. Values on each plate were normalized relative to known standard samples. In the
initial screen a further normalization step was carried out to reduce site to site variation, such
that the trimmed mean (middle 95% of values) of the samples from each site was the same as

the trimmed mean of the negative control samples.

For our initial estimate of seroprevalence we used all measured samples (184 negative, 43
positive and 2991 unknown samples). Earlier calculations estimated that using the positivity
threshold = 1.302 for the mean RBD and N IgG values, sensitivity was 100%, and specificity
was 98.91%. To adjust the raw seroprevalence value (41/3014) we used the the Rogan-
Gladen correction which is derived from the formula: Proportion Positive = P(+) = prev *
Sens + (1 — prev) * (1 — Sp), where prev is the true prevalence. Rearranging this formula

to solve for prev yields:



prev = (P(+)+Sp—1)/(Sens +Sp—1)

To get a 95% confidence interval for this estimate, we used a bootstrap: we resampled the
unknown data, and for each resample, we calculate the proportion positve, to get an estimated
distribution of proportion positive. The 2.5 - 97.5 quantile range is the 95% CI for the

proportion positive.

Our second analysis was based on a re-test of the top 2.7% of unknown samples from each
site. We modeled the mean IgG (RBD, N) from the known samples as a mixture of normal
distributions, since we found that a normal distribution was a poor fit to the positive samples.
We next computed the density for the scores for positive and negative samples, using the
estimates: lambda = probability, mu=mean, sigma = sd for each component. We then wanted
to estimate the probability that each of the re-test samples are positive. Since we re-tested the
top 2.7% of the 2991 samples, and the estimated prevalence is 0.28%, we anticipate that 10%
of this sample is positive. Thus we set the prior positive probability to 0.10 and estimate the
posterior probability using Bayes theorem. Equivalently, we use the relationship that the
posterior odds are equal to the prior odds times the Bayes Factor, where the Bayes factor is

defined as the relative frequency distribution.



Supplementary Table 1: Optimization of ELISA parameters

Condition (other parameters)

Dilution of 2° Ab (50ng @1 pg/ml om HCOs; BSA - low Tween)

1/2000
1/4000
1/8000
1/16000

Coating amount (1/2000 2° Ab; HCOs coating buffer; BSA - low Tween;)

50 ng @ 1 pg/ml
25ng @ 0.5 pg /ml

10 ng @ 0.2 pg /ml
2 ng @ 0.04 pg /ml

Coating amount/dilution (1/2000 2° Ab; BSA - low Tween)

50 ng @ 1 pg/ml in PBS

50 ng @ 0.5 pg/ml in PBS
25 ng @ 1 pg/ml in PBS

50 ng @ 1 pg/ml in HCO3
50 ng @ 0.5 pg/ml in HCO3
25 ng @ 1 pg/ml in HCO3

Blocking/Washing conditions (1/2000 2° Ab; 50 ng @ 1 pg/ml in PBS)

Milk — high Tween
BSA — high Tween
Milk — low Tween
BSA — low Tween

S/N @ 1/150 S/N @1/150
(Spike-RBD) (Nucleocapsid)
3.43%* 5.02%
3.13 4.55
3.26 4.51
2.77 5.01
2.85% 4.06*
2.16 2.77
1.22 1.76
1.13 1.12
4.41%* 4.19%*
3.95 4.46
2.88 4.13
3.26 3.74
2.57 3.60
2.12 3.52
7.36 7.27
6.77* ND
4.14 ND
3.77 3.89




Supplementary Figure 1
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Supplementary Figure 1: Optimization of ELISA parameters Pools of positive and

negative control sera at different dilutions were used to assay responses to the RBD and N
antigens under different ELISA conditions as follows (a) secondary antibody (anti-IgG)

dilution (b) coating antigen amount (c) coating conditions and (d) washing conditions. Data

are expressed as the signal to noise ratio of the response to the positive and negative pools

(S/N ratio) at different sample dilutions.



Supplementary Figure 2
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Supplementary Figure 2: Comparison of manual and automated ELISA protocols IgG

responses to the N antigen were measured in 180 negative and 40 positive control samples

either (a) using a manual ELISA with OPD detections reagent (b) manual ELISA with ECL

detection reagent or (c) an automated ELISA with ECL detection reagent; individual data
points, mean + SD, 100% sensitivity and specificity cut-offs and ROC curve for each

condition shown. (d) Comparison of responses as measured manually or automatically using

the ECL detection reagent; least squares regression lines shown for the positive and negative

controls.
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Supplementary Figure 3
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Supplementary Figure 3: IgG responses to the Spike S1 antigen (a) IgG responses to the
S1 antigen were measured in 184 negative and 40 positive control samples; individual data
points, mean + SD, optimal cut-off and ROC curve shown. (b) Correlation of responses to the

S1 and RBD antigens among the positive and negative controls; linear regression lines for
each population are shown.
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Supplementary Figure 4
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Supplementary Figure 4: IgA and IgM responses to Sars-CoV-2 antigens. (a) [gA
responses to the N antigen and (b) RBD antigen among positive and negative control samples
with the optimal specificity cutoffs (dotted black lines on graph); individual data points and
mean + SD shown. (c) Relationship between IgA responses to the N and RBD antigens
among positive and negative control samples, dashed lines represent the optimal cutoff
derived from ROC analysis for the mean of the responses to the two antigens. (d) ROC
curves for the sensitivity and specificity of IgA assays to the RBD, N and the mean of the
responses to the two antigens. () [gM responses to the N antigen and (f) RBD antigen among
positive and negative control samples with the optimal specificity cutoffs (dotted black lines
on graph); individual data points and mean + SD. (g) Relationship between IgM responses to
the N and RBD antigens among positive and negative control samples, dashed lines represent
the optimal cutoff derived from ROC analysis for the mean of the responses to the two

antigens. (h) ROC curves for the sensitivity and specificity of I[gM assays to the RBD, N and
the mean of the responses to the two antigens.
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