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477  Figure 1: Kinetics of antibody development against SARS-CoV-2 antigens over time. A) A
478  cumulative frequency analysis describing the point of seroconversion for each person in the
479  cohort. Graph shows the percentage of individuals in the cohort that become IgM, IgA or IgG
480 positivetoS, RBD and N each day. A serum is considered positive when the OD is 4-fold above
481  background. B) IgM, IgA and IgG OD values against S, RBD and N are plotted against the time
482  post onset of symptoms (POS) at which sera was collected. Coloured dots indicate disease
483  severity (0-5). The line shows the mean OD value expected from a Loess regression model,

484  the ribbon indicates the pointwise 95% confidence interval. OD = optical density.
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487  Figure 2: Kinetics of neutralizing antibody responses in SARS-CoV-2 infection. A) IDso values
488 plotted against the days post onset of symptoms (POS) at which sera was collected. Coloured
489 dotsindicate disease severity (0-5). The line shows the mean IDsg value expected from a Loess
490 regression model, the ribbon indicates the pointwise 95% confidence interval. B) Example
491  kinetics of Ab responses for four individuals during acute infection and the convalescent

492  phase. Graphs show comparison between severity 0 (left) and severity 4 (right) rated disease.
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495  Figure 3: Impact of disease severity of Ab responses to SARS-CoV-2 infection. Comparison
496  for individuals with 0-3 or 4/5 disease severity for A) peak IDsp of neutralization (p<0.0001),
497  B) the time POS to reach peak IDsp (p=0.674), and C) the time POS to detect neutralizing
498  activity (p=0.9156). Comparison in OD values for individuals with 0-3 or 4/5 disease severity
499 for D) IgG (p=0.0635), E) IgM (p=0.0003) and F) IgA (p=0.0018) against S measured at peak
500 IDso. G) Comparison of the peak IDsp value for individuals who were treated for
501 hyperinflammation or not, and had 4/5 disease severity (p>0.999). Statistical significance was

502  measured using a Mann-Whitney test.
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Figure 4: Longevity of the Ab response. A) IDso at peak neutralization is plotted against the

donor matched IDsg at the last time point sera was collected. Only individuals where the peak

IDso occurs before the last time point, and where the last time point is >30 days POS are

included in this analysis. B-D) ECso values for IgG binding to S, RBD and N were calculated at

time point with peak IDso and the final time point. ECso at peak neutralization is plotted with

the donor matched ECsp at the last time point sera was collected. Individuals with a disease

severity 0-3 are shown in black and those with 4/5 are shown in red. E) Correlation of IDsg

with 1gG ECso against S (r?=0.8293), RBD (r?=0.7128) and N (r?=0.4856) (Spearman correlation,

r. A linear regression was used to calculate the goodness of fit, r?). F) Change in 1gG ECso

measured against S, RBD and N and IDsp over time for 4 example patients (all severity 4).
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517  Figure 5: Ab responses in a healthcare worker cohort.

518 A) IDso values plotted against the time post onset of symptoms (POS) at which sera was
519 collected. The line shows the mean IDso value expected from a Loess regression model, the
520 ribbon indicates the pointwise 95% confidence interval. B) Comparison of the peak IDso
521 between asymptomatic individuals (includes 7 HCW and 3 hospital patients), healthcare
522  workers (24 symptomatic HCW with no PCR test), and PCR+ individuals with either severity O-
523  3(n=28)or4/5(n=32). The 2 PCR+individuals sampled at early time points (<8 days POS) and
524  did not seroconvert were not included in this analysis. C) IDsp at peak neutralization is plotted
525  with the donor matched IDso at the last time point sera was collected. The dotted line
526 represents the cut-off for the pseudotype neutralization assay. Asymptomatic donors are

527  shownin green.
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