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Abstract

We report dynamics of seroconversion to SARS-CoV-2 infections detected by IgG
ELISA in 177 individuals diagnosed by RT-PCR. Longitudinal analysis identifies 2-
8.5% of individuals who do not seroconvert even weeks after infection. They are
younger than seroconverters who have increased co-morbidity and higher
inflammatory markers such as C-Reactive Protein. Higher antibody responses are
associated with non-white ethnicity. Antibody responses do not decline during follow
up almost to 2 months. Serological assays increase understanding of disease
severity. Their application in regular surveillance will clarify the duration and
protective nature of humoral responses to SARS-CoV-2.
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Introduction

SARS-CoV-2 is a betacoronavirus that causes Coronavirus Disease-19 (COVID-19), an
acute severe respiratory infection with systemic involvement and an estimated case fatality
rate of 1%". COVID-19 was first documented in Wuhan (Hubei province) China? at the end of
2019 and rapidly transformed from a localised outbreak to a global pandemic. Countries
have tried to manage the pandemic by implementing different strategic interventions with
variable success®. All agree that diagnostic tests, and the subsequent interventions they
unlock, are central to controlling SARS-CoV2 transmission. COVID-19 has introduced
formidable disruption in low income countries where diagnostic tests remain unaffordable.

National strategies for containment are severely limited by availability of clinically validated
diagnostic tests. The urgent scale up of global nucleic acid amplification test (RT-PCR)
capabilities exposed further vulnerabilities in supply chains including shortages of swabs and
reagents for extraction and amplification of RNA. RT-PCR became available soon after
SARS-CoV-2 was sequenced because such tests do not need production of viral proteins*
or assay development that relies on material from COVID-19 patients and those who have
never been infected.

Serological assays for viral infections can contribute to all aspects of their containment
including vaccine development, diagnostic deployment, and prescription of novel
therapeutics. They may also clarify pathophysiological aspects of COVID-19. We have used
an enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA, Mologic Ltd, Bedford, UK) and rapid
diagnostic tests (RDT) for COVID-19 developed for affordability and accuracy so that they
can be accessible and can be manufactured in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs).
We describe the application of this ELISA to serum samples obtained from a cohort of
individuals with confirmed SARS-CoV-2 in London, UK, to identify demographic and clinical
variables that may influence dynamics of antibody responses.
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Results

One hundred and seventy-seven patients provided 645 distinct excess diagnostic material
(EDM) samples. Their baseline demographic and clinical characteristics are presented in
Table 1. Patients were from diverse ethnic backgrounds (34% white, 35% non-white;
Supplementary Table 2) with a median (IQR) age of 64 (52-77) years, 57% were male, and
most (73%) had one or more co-morbidities. Nineteen percent (34/177) were defined as
asymptomatic patients and did not report respiratory symptoms on admission. They were
diagnosed with COVID-19 when investigated for other medical conditions. Among the 143
symptomatic patients, the time from symptoms initiation to testing was a median (IQR) of 6
(3-9) days. Ninety four percent (166/177) were hospitalized, the remainder were 7 staff and 4
outpatients; 25% (44/177) died (median (IQR) time to death was 19.1 (14.8-24.8 days)), 61%
(108/177) were discharged (median (IQR ) length of stay 19.3 (10.6-31.1 days)), and 8%
(14/177) were in hospital when the study ended. 36% (63/177) patients needed intensive
care.

Figure 1a summarises normalised optical density (NOD) values from the ELISA, proportional
to specific IgG antibodies of patients by time after diagnosis. 8.5% (95%Cl 5.2% - 13.5%;
15/177) did not seroconvert during the entire follow up period, 7.3% (95%CI| 4.3% - 12.1%;
13/177 seroconverted after enrolment and 84% (95%CI 78% - 89%; 149/177) had already
seroconverted at the time of the first serological test. Twenty six percent (4/15) of the non-
seroconverters were followed beyond 20 days, suggesting that 2 - 8.5% of patients may not
develop detectable IgG antibody responses to SARS-CoV-2 for weeks following infection.

Figures 1b and 1c present NOD IgG values after a positive RT-PCR test and after symptom
onset respectively. The difference in the estimated time for NOD values to plateau from RT-
PCR (~12 days; Fig. 1b) and after onset of symptoms (~19 days; Fig. 1c) is ~7 days and is
consistent with the median time of 6 days between symptoms and RT-PCR testing.
Following seroconversion, mean NOD values remained stable over the time of study (up to
~2 months after onset of symptoms).

We next assessed whether if the rate of seroconversion was higher in participants <70 y
and > 70y, by sex, or the presence of respiratory symptoms. None of these variables
discernably influenced seroconversion rates (Fig. 2a-c).

NOD IgG levels were not influenced by sex or presence or absence of respiratory symptoms
(Supplementary Fig. 2a,b). Non-white ethnicity was associated with higher NOD levels than
being white (mean values 1.06 vs 0.85 respectively; p = 0.035, F = 1.61, df = 119; unpaired
Student’s t-test; Supplementary Fig. 2c).

Seroconverters (Fig. 1a) were older than non-seroconverters (median age 65.5 vs 41 years;
p = 0.0033; Mann Whitney test) and were more likely to have one or more co-morbidities
(124/130 vs 38/47; p = 0.0045; Fisher’'s exact test). Hypertension was associated with a
higher probability of seroconversion (74/75 hypertensives seroconverted vs 88/102 non-
hypertensives; p = 0.0025; Fisher’s exact test). Body mass index (BMI) was higher among
the group who seroconverted (25.7 vs 21.2; p = 0.034; Mann Whitney test).

C-reactive protein (CRP) is measured routinely in patients with COVID-19 unlike other
markers of inflammation, and rising CRP values are poor prognostic indicators that are
associated with cytokine release syndrome, if other causes are excluded®®. CRP values on
admission were significantly higher in patients with respiratory symptoms compared with
those without (Fig. 3a). Patients with poor outcomes (death or admission to ITU) had higher
CRP values than patients with good outcomes (Fig. 3b). Interestingly, patients who did not
seroconvert had lower CRP values than seroconverters (Fig. 3c). The CRP differences by
outcomes and seroconversion were more marked when the peak CRP values were analysed
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(Fig. 3; right hand panel). Other inflammatory markers, such as peak D-dimer, fibrinogen or
ferritin were also higher in symptomatic compared with asymptomatic patients, but were
available for fewer patients (Table 2).
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Discussion

Serological tests for SARS-CoV-2 infections can enhance diagnostic capability for case
management especially when the sensitivity of RT-PCR to diagnose COVID-19 falls later in
the course of an infection*’®. We show dynamics of serological responses in patients
presenting to hospital after many days of symptoms, when viral loads may be decreasing.
Serological testing can also inform infection control measures allowing a better awareness of
the potential infection risk of patients and their immune status and it can facilitate sero-
epidemiological studies aiding contact tracing. Our study highlights that a significant
proportion of patients with COVID-19 require several weeks post-infection with SARS-CoV-2
to generate antibodies. Furthermore, a proportion (2 - 8.5%) of patients do not have
detectable antibodies up to 60 days post infection. Hitherto, most experience on antibody
dynamics has come from investigators involved in the early response in China, reflecting the
temporal unfolding of the pandemic*”®. Here, we describe variables that influence 1gG
antibody dynamics in SARS-CoV-2 infections in diverse populations.

The performance metrics of the IgG ELISA used here (Fig. 1 and Supplementary Table 1)
after assessments on some of the largest COVID-19 datasets are comparable to other
validated assays. This first-generation ELISA appears to have clinical utility to confirm an
infection in patients without virological information. We have applied this test to study an
ethnically and clinically diverse population and included individuals with asymptomatic,
severe and fatal SARS-CoV-2 infections. NOD values remained stable for weeks after
infection in most individuals who seroconverted, and seroconversion was relatively rapid
(Fig. 1). The probability of seroconversion was associated with symptomatic disease,
increased age, and presence of co-morbidities such as hypertension and increased BMI.
Higher NOD values were associated with ethnicity (being non-white), probability of
admission to hospital, and higher peak values for markers of inflammation such as CRP.
Higher antibody titres are associated with clinical severity*.

CRP is a sensitive marker of elevated pro-inflammatory cytokines like Interleukin-6 that are
hypothesised to play a central role in the cytokine release syndrome that presages a high
mortality®. Interventions that target the proinflammatory cascade such as the anti-interleukin-
6 receptor antibody, tocilizumab, may reverse disease progression and reduce mortality'*"
and are being studied urgently in randomised clinical trials (20 trials listed currently). A small
proportion of individuals did not seroconvert even by 20 days after a positive RT-PCR test
for SARS-CoV2. It may be that these patients never seroconvert or they may have immune
responses confined to other antigens or mediated through T cells. Another likely explanation
is that relatively mild infections may have been restricted to the mucosal cells of the
respiratory tract, where antibody responses are dominated by the secretory immune system
and little, if any, IgG antibody production in the systemic immune compartment.

The association of higher NOD ELISA values with elevated CRP could be interpreted in
several ways. It is possible that antibody responses are working in concert with the cytokine
response syndrome and are associated with more severe disease and risk of death through
this mechanism. Alternatively, elevated CRP values may indicate a more marked innate
response to infection in those at risk of severe disease and death. This heightened innate
response may itself be associated with a higher viral load (perhaps through enhanced
replication mechanisms) and interactions with genes that influence innate inflammatory
pathways. A higher viral load would be predicted to give rise to higher NOD ELISA values for
antibodies in the acquired immune response pathways. The potential therapeutic benefits of
passive antibody transfer studies (in small trials'?) suggest that the latter hypothesis is more
likely™. Higher antibody responses are also seen with higher doses of non-replicating Ad5
vectored SARS-CoV-2 vaccine™.
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Limitations of RT-PCR testing include difficulties with sampling, with different sample types
and techniques yielding variable results, and diminishing diagnostic yield after peak viral
loads that usually occur at the time of symptoms®'®. There may also be biological false
positives associated with persistence of viral nucleic acid but no longer infective virus weeks
after infection, or in sample handling. Serological testing, and the ability to detect viral
antigens, may increase diagnostic accuracy for COVID-19 and our findings support early
studies suggesting that these diagnostic modalities should be combined, particularly when
RT-PCR results are negative but patients’ symptoms resemble those of COVID-19’. Late
presentation to secondary care is common and may be part of containment strategies that
encourage isolation.

One limitation of our study is that it is based mainly on hospitalised patients of whom 1in 5
did not present with symptoms of COVID-19. Further studies are needed to document
antibody dynamics of patients with less severe infections, such as in healthcare workers in
eastern France'® and those who may have been missed because they already had low viral
loads at the time of consultation. However, our findings will complement the large cross-
sectional and longitudinal serological surveys being implemented as high quality tests
become more widely available. ELISA NOD values were within a limited dynamic range
(dilution studies could not be carried out because sample volumes or resources were
limiting) but, nevertheless, were found to be related to clinically relevant features of COVID-
19. Prospective studies are assessing the relationships between viral loads (assessed by
RT-PCR) and serological responses in patients. Regular and longer-term serological assays
will also be needed to monitor the duration and contribution of humoral responses to
protection from SARS-CoV-2.
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Methods

Ethics. Development of the SARS-CoV-2 IgG ELISA assay is published elsewhere'’.
Anonymized excess diagnostic material (EDM) from patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection
confirmed by RT-PCR were used to evaluate antibody dynamics in these individuals. The
study is sponsored by St George’s Hospital NHS Trust Foundation and has Institutional
Review Board ethical approval (DARTS study - IRAS project ID: 282104; REC reference:
20/SC/0171). The trial is registered at clinicaltrials.gov NCT04351646.

Reference RT-PCR. RT-PCR confirmation of SARS-CoV-2 infection was on samples from
nose/throat swabs (in Sigma Virocult®, Corsham, UK) and Roche RNA extraction kits
(Magnapure, West Sussex, UK) followed by altona Diagnostics RealStar® SARS-CoV-2 RT-
PCR Kit (S and E genes, Hamburg, Germany) or Roche cobas® SARS-CoV-2 Test (E and
OREF targets).

Clinical samples. Serum samples from SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR-positive subjects taken for
clinical management at South West London Pathology (SWLP) provided EDM that was
anonymised before analysis. Patients were sampled longitudinally to assess antibody
dynamics and a minimum of 30 samples per day was included. If samples became
unavailable from one patient, a new patient was added to the cohort. EDM was available
from 177 patients between March 29" and May 22" 2020 (inclusive). The study population
was 9.9% (177/1785) of all SARS-CoV-2 patients at SWLP during the study period. St
George’s Hospital is a tertiary teaching hospital and regional laboratory for microbial
diagnostics.

Participants and clinical data. Data were obtained from patients’ electronic medical
records. Available outcomes were coded as hospital admission, Intensive Therapy Unit (ITU)
stay, and death or discharge from hospital by May 22™ 2020. Length of hospital stay was
recorded for those who were discharged or died. Peak values of inflammatory markers (e.g.
C-Reactive Protein, CRP) were the highest values recorded between 5 days prior to the first
SARS-CoV-2 confirmation to the end of the study. Blood values at the time of the first RT-
PCR positive result were obtained within 3 days of result notification to the clinical services
(either way).

Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) for human IgG. The COVID-19 IgG
ELISA assay developed by Mologic (Bedford, UK) and manufactured by Omega (Omega
Diagnostics, Cambridge UK) was used according to the manufacturer’s instructions
(Supplementary Methods). Between plate coefficients of variation were: lower cutoff 21%
and positive control 16.5% (n = 16). Higher ambient temperatures gave higher readings.
Performance characteristics of this assay are in Supplementary Table 1 (which was partly
published"” previously and is provided for ease of access).

Statistical analyses. Raw ELISA data were cross checked by 2 researchers and
normalized (Supplementary Methods 1.2 and Figure 1.1) to allow comparison of data
between ELISA plates. Manual handling errors were resolved as described in
Supplementary Methods 1.3. Two-tailed parametric and non-parametric tests were applied
as appropriate, with data analysis and display in PRISM (v8).
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Tables

Table 1 Demographic and clinical characteristics of patients

Total N =177 (%)
Age, Median (IQR) 64 (52 -77)
No. of males (%) 100 (57)
BMI, Median (IQR)* (N = 164) 25.4 (21.9 - 30.5)
Ethnicity
White 60 (33.9)
Non-white 61 (34.5)
Other/not known 56 (31.6)
Comorbidities
None 47 (26.6)
1 co-morbidity 52 (29.4)
2 co-morbidities 50 (28.3)
3 or more co-morbidities 28 (15.8)
Symptoms and diagnostic site
Symptomatic 143 (80.8)
Median time from symptoms to RT-PCR 6(3-9)
swab, days
Swab taken at
Emergency department 90
Outpatients 12
Wards 54
Intensive care unit 14
Occupational health 7
Treatment location
Occupational Health 7 (4)
Outpatient 4 (2.3)
Hospitalized (%) 166 (93.8)
Admitted to ITU (%) 63 (38)
Discharged (%) 108 (65.1)
Length of stay, days median (IQR) 19.3 (10.6 - 31)
Deceased (%) 44 (26.5)
Length of stay, median (IQR) 19.1 (14.8 - 24.8)
Deceased and/or ITU admission (%) 80 (48.2)
Still in hospital (%) 16 (9.6)

*Height unavailable for 13 patients
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Table 2. Laboratory values obtained at time of RT-PCR diagnosis and peak recorded

values

Test (normal range) At time of RT-PCR Peak value

Median (IQR) Median (IQR)
CRP 86 (52.5 - 164) 215.5 (103 - 334)
(0-5mg/L) N=134 N =176
Nadir lymphocytes count 0.9(0.6-1.4) 0.6 (0.4-0.8)
(1.1-4x10%L) N=134 N =177
Ferritin 1084 (630 - 1721) 1335 (846 - 2758)
(30 - 400 pg/L) N =42 N =89
Fibrinogen 5.5(4.2-6.7) 7.0 (5.5-9.15)
(1.6-4.8g/L) N =133 N = 166
D-dimer 704 (395 -1078.75) | 1905 (498 - 4095)
(21 - 300 ng/ml) N =64 N =111
Lactate dehydrogenase 475 (280 - 597.5) 490 (344.5-704)
(0 -250 U/L) N =47 N =87
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Figure Legends

Fig. 1 Antibody dynamics, using normalised OD (NOD) values. a, Sequential NOD
values by days after first RT-PCR positive swab for seroconverted (grey crosses),
seroconverting (blue circles) and non-seroconverting patients (red circles). b, Mean (x SEM)
NOD values (= 3 per time point; n = 48) by days after first PCR positive swab for those who
seroconverted. A 4-parameter sigmoidal unconstrained model was fitted (r* = 0.45). ¢, Mean
(x SEM) NOD values (= 3 per time point; n = 45) by days after first symptoms for those who
seroconverted. A 4-parameter sigmoidal unconstrained model was fitted (r* = 0.63).

Fig. 2 Cumulative frequency plots for seroconversion. Probability of seroconversion is
described in days after an RT-PCR positive swab. a, Patients presenting with (filled squares)
or without (filled circles) respiratory symptoms are shown, with the last available
seronegative sample for a patient indicated by symbols and subsequently right censored. b,
Patients aged = 70 y (filled squares) or < 70 y (filled circles) are shown, with the last
available seronegative sample for a patient indicated by symbols and subsequently right
censored. ¢, Patients male (filled squares) or female (filled circles) are shown, with the last
available seronegative sample for a patient indicated by symbols and subsequently right
censored.

Fig. 3 Relationships between CRP values, symptoms, outcomes, and NOD values.
CRP levels (left hand panel; medians and interquartile ranges) at the time of the RT-PCR
diagnosis are shown for a, symptomatic (open circles) and asymptomatic (filled circles)
patients; b, for patients admitted to intensive care and/or who died (open circles) and those
who were not (closed circles); ¢, those who seroconverted (open circles) and those who did
not (closed circles). d-f, Peak CRP levels corresponding to a-c are shown (right hand panel;
medians and interquartile ranges). Statistical significance calculated using Mann-Whitney
test for CRP values (mg/L). a, 97 (n = 113) vs 56 (n = 21), p = 0.0008; b, 107 (n = 62) vs
755 (n=72),p=0.011;¢,93 (n =123) vs 28 (n = 11), p = 0.04; d, median values
respectively of 255 (n = 142) compared with 104 (n = 34) respectively, p < 0.0001; e, 322 (n
=80) vs 137.5 (n = 96), p < 0.0001; f, 224 (n = 161) vs 101 (n = 15), p = 0.025.
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Fig. 1 Antibody dynamics
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Fig. 2 Cumulative frequency plots for seroconversion
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Fig. 3 CRP values by symptoms, outcomes and seropositivity
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Dynamics of IgG seroconversion and pathophysiology in COVID-19 infections
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Supplementary Methods

1.1 ELISA. Serum samples were diluted one in 200 in dilution solution (10 mM Tris buffered
saline, pH 7.2 with antimicrobial agents) and 100 pl loaded per well, in duplicate (although
an initial plate was loaded in triplicate), onto a 96 well microtitre plate coated with SARS-
CoV-2 antigens, spike, S, and nucleo-proteins, NP (an early generation assay used NP, S1
and S2 antigens and the finalized version used only NP and S2 antigens, with S1 being
removed). Six wells contained controls: negative (diluent solution), negative cut-off (purified
human IgG in 10 mM Tris buffered saline) and positive (purified human IgG in 10 mM Tris
buffered saline), in duplicates. The plate was incubated at room temperature for 30 min prior
to 3 washes with wash buffer (10mM Tris-buffered saline with detergent, pH 7.2). Following
the wash step, 100 pl of conjugate solution (anti-Human IgG conjugated to horse radish
peroxidase with protein stabilisation and antimicrobial agents) was added to every well and
the plate incubated for 30 min at room temperature prior to 4 washes with wash buffer.
Indicator/substrate solution (3,3',5,5'-tetramethylbenzidine, TMB, with H,O,; 100 pl) was
added to every well and the plate incubated at room temperature for 10 min prior to addition
of 100 pl stop solution (0.25 M H,SO,) per well. The plate was read with a spectrometer at
450 nm within 10 min of stop solution addition. Wells with an optical density of 10% greater
than the negative cut-off value were regarded as positive for antibodies to SARS-CoV-2
antigen.

1.2 Normalisation. For each plate the mean cut off OD value plus 10% (lower cutoff) was
subtracted from each mean patient sample OD value (thus samples with negative values
were considered negative and samples with positive values were considered positive for
SARS-CoV-2 antibodies). To normalize, the resulting value was divided by the mean
positive control OD value. Any assayed duplicates (serum samples taken from the same
patient on the same day) were removed from further analysis.

1.3 Resolving inconsistencies. Inconsistent data points (n = 3) were identified (e.g. a data
point that suggested a seropositive patient subsequently lost their antibody response). In
these cases, samples were re-run including sequential samples from the same patient from
either side of the timepoint, alkaline phosphatase results from that sample were checked and
sample aliquots were resourced from stocks in SWLP laboratories.
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Supplementary Results
1.1 Normalised ELISA values

Normalised OD values for ELISA results are presented in Supplementary Figure 1

Frequency distribution of OD values
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Supplementary Fig. 1 Raw ELISA values were normalized as described in Supplementary
methods 1.2. This distribution passed (p > 0.05) all normality tests offered in PRISM.
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Supplementary Fig. 2 NOD values compared by sex, symptoms and ethnicity.

a, Comparison of NOD values by sex (mean 1 95% CI; not significantly different); b,
Comparison of NOD values by symptoms (mean = 95% CI; not significantly different); ¢
Comparison of NOD values by ethnicity (mean £ 95% CI; p = 0.035, F = 1.61, df = 119;
unpaired Student’s f-test between white and non-white). The third group is not known/other.
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Supplementary Table 1 — Comparison of commercially-available, independently validated ELISA platforms for SARS-CoV-2

Immunoglobulin G

Ortho Clinical
Roche ELISA Abbott ELISA Diagnostics Vitros Omega ELISA
ELISA

Sample Non- Positive % Sample Non- Positive % Sample Non- Positive % Sample Non- Positive %
Positives numlger Reactive reactive agreement numger Reactive reactive agreement numbper Reactive reactive agreement numEer Reactive reactive agreement

(95% Cl) (95% Cl) (95% Cl) (95% Cl)

e 93 78 15  839% 96 89 7  927% 93 72 21  77.4% 490 442 48  90.2%
(74.8-90.7) (85.6 - 97) (67.6 - 85.6) (87.2-92.7)

11-20 PS 4 3 1 75.0% 5 5 0 100.0% 4 2 2 50.0% 134 115 19 85.8%
(19.4 - 99.4) (18.7 - 81.3) (6.8-93.2) (78.8-91.2)

21-30 PS 35 28 7 80.0% 31 29 2 93.5% 35 28 7 80.0% 167 157 10 94.0%
(63.1-91.6) (78.6 - 99.2) (63.1-91.6) (89.3-97.1)

31-40 PS 30 28 2 93.3% 37 35 2 94.6% 30 25 5 83.3% 92 82 10 89.1%
(77.9-99.2) (81.8-99.3) (65.3-94.4) (80.9-94.7)

41-50 PS 8 8 0 100.0% 8 7 1 87.5% 10 8 2 80.0% 41 41 0 100.0%
(63.1 - 100) (47.6 - 99.7) (44.4 - 97.5) (91.4 - 100)

Negative Negative Negative Negative

Negatives Sample Reactive Nor}- percent  Sample Reactive Nor}- percent Sample Reactive Nor}- percent Sample Reactive Nor}- percent
number reactive agreement number reactive agreement number reactive agreement number reactive agreement

(95% Cl) (95% Cl) (95% Cl) (95% Cl)

Pre-COVID-19 472 0 472 100.0% 759 0 759 100.0% 490 2 488 99.6% 664 645 19 97.1%
(99.2 - 100) (99.5 - 100) (98.6 - 100.0) (95.6 - 98.3)

Comparison of PHE validation data for the Roche, Abbott and Vitros ELISA laboratory platforms to the Omega IgG ELISA from St George’s University of London and

Liverpool School of Tropical Medicine.
Notes https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/covid-19-laboratory-evaluations-of-serological-assays
Gold standard RT-PCR confirmation by Roche cobas® SARS-CoV-2 Test (E and ORF targets) or altona Diagnostics RealStar® SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR Kit (S and E
genes). Days PS = Days post symptom onset
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Total N = 177 (%)

Ethnicity
White 60 (33.9)
White British 38 (21.5)
White Irish 1 (0.6)
White - Any Other White Background 21 (11.9)
Non-white 61 (34.5)
Black or Black British - African 13 (7.3)
Black or Black British - Caribbean 9 (5.1)
Black - Any Other Black Background 5 (2.8)
Asian or Asian British - Bangladeshi 1(0.6)
Asian or Asian British - Indian 6 (3.4)
Asian or Asian British - Pakistani 2(1.1)
Asian - any other Asian background 22 (12.4)
Mixed - Any Other Mixed Background 3(1.7)
Other/not known 56 (31.6)
Other - any other ethnic group 33 (18.6)
Other - not stated 23 (13)
Comorbidities
None 47 (26.6)
Diabetes mellitus 52 (29.4)
Hypertension 75 (42.4)
Obesity (BMI >30)* 44/164 (26.8)
Chronic kidney disease 27 (15.3)
CKD 15 (8.5)
Haemodialysis 10 (5.7)
Renal transplant 2(1.1)
Cancer 18 (10.2)
Asthma 21 (11.9)
COPD 6 (3.4)

Ethnicity data are routinely collected by the National Health Service and categorised based

on the 2001 UK Census classification. *Height data unavailable for 13 patients.
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