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Figure 5: The Luminex S protein trimer assay has significantly increased sensitivity relative
to five other commercial assays in detecting seropositive subjects in the post-infection
settings. Analysis shows the percentage seropositive subjects relative to the Luminex assay
(top) and the percentage of reduced sensitivity relative to the Luminex assay (bottom)which
had the best performance in all subsets of participants. Assays with blue bars used the S
protein as their bait for binding serum antibodies while the red bars used the N protein.
Statistical analysis was performed using the McNemar test for matched participant samples
where P<0.045 (*); P<0.0022 (**); P<0.0009 (***); P<0.0001 (****).
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642 Table 1: Performance of the serological tests on sera collected during the acute infectious
643  stage from hospitalized patients with moderate to severe symptoms

644
N%sera
. .
Test s;:;f:;s = 1zG"Se | IzG™ Se95%CI I2G™ Sp 1gG™ Sp 95% CI
Total Positive in Total Positivein
serology serology
Luminex All 94 71 0.76 0.66 to 0.83
0-5 8 1 013 0.0064 to 0.47
6-10 19 8 042 0.23 to 0.64 65 0 1 09410 1.0
11-15 30 33 0.92 0.78 to 0.97
16-33 29 28 097 083t 10
ELISA Epitope Dx All 93 68 0.73 0.63 to 0.81
0-3 7 1 0.14 0.0073 to 0.51
6-10 18 8 044 0.25 to 0.66 65 1 0.98 092t010
11-15 36 32 0.89 0.75 to 0.96
16-33 29 26 0.89 0.74 to 0.96
ELISA Furoimmun All 91 58 0.64 0.53 t0 0.73
0-3 8 1 0.13 0.0064 to 0.47
6-10 18 5 0.28 012 to 0.51 65 2 0.97 0.50 to 0.99
11-15 34 27 0.79 0.63 to 0.90
16-33 29 25 0.86 0.69 to 0.95
CLIA Diasorin All 96 49 0.51 0.41 to 0.61
0-5 2 1] 0 0.0t0 0.32
6-10 19 4 021 0.085 to 0.43 65 0 1 095t0 1.0
11-15 37 21 0.57 041t 0.71
16-33 29 24 0.83 0.65 to 0.92
CLIA Snibe All 96 60 0.63 0.33t00.72
0-5 8 0 0 0.01to0 0.32
6-10 1% [ 0.32 0.15 to 0.54 65 0 1 09510 1.0
11-15 37 27 0.73 0.57 to 0.85
16-33 29 26 09 0.74 to 0.96
ECLIA Roche All 96 68 0.73 0.62 to 0.80
0-3 8 0 0 0.0 to 0.32
6-10 19 9 0.47 0.27 to 0.68 65 0 1 095t0 1.0
11-15 37 32 0.86 0.72 to 0.94
16-33 29 27 0.93 0.78 to 0.99
Se : sensitivity ; Sp : specificity ; * serum sampled before 1st November 2019 considered as “negative”; **IgG, except for
the ECLIA Roche, which corresponds to a pan-Ig assay
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668 Table 2. Performance of the IgA serological tests on 81 sera collected during the acute
669 infectious stage from hospitalized patients with moderate to severe symptoms
670

N° sera from patients
Test Days post- RIPCRPOS | o ge | 1gSe95% CI
symptoms Positive in
Total
serology
Luminex IgG All 81 61 0.75 0.651t00.83
0-3 9 1 0.11 0.006t0 0.44
6-10 16 7 0.44 0.231t00.67
11-15 36 33 092 0.78100.97
16-33 20 20 1 0.839to0 1
Luminex IgA All 81 66 0.81 0.72t0 0.88
0-3 9 3 0.33 0.121t00.65
6-10 16 11 0.69 0.444100.858
11-15 36 34 0.94 0.819t0 0.990
16-33 20 18 09 0.69910 0.982
ELISA
Eurolmmun TG All 81 49 0.6 0.5t0 0.7
0-3 9 1 0.11 0.006t0 0.44
6-10 16 5 031 0.14100.56
11-15 36 25 0.69 0.53t00.82
16-33 20 18 09 0.7to 0.98
ELISA
G [ All 81 61 0.75 0.65t00.83
0-3 9 2 022 0.039t0 0.55
6-10 16 10 0.63 0.391t00.82
11-15 36 31 0.86 0.71t00.94
16-33 20 18 09 0.7to0 0.98
Se : sensitivity ; Sp : specificity
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697 Table 3: Percentage of positive/negative/limit results of the different tests on sera collected
698  from patients with a documented positive SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR (90 sera), contacts with a SARS-

699  CoV-2 RT-PCR positive patient (177 sera) and subjects randomly selected from the general
700  population (311 sera).

701
702
703
704
Lumi (anti-S trimer) Diasorin (anti-S Eurolmun (anti-S)
Positive RT- Patient Subjects Positive RT- Patient Subjects Positive RT- Patient Subjects
PCR positive randomly PCR positive randomly PCR positive randomly
contacts selected contacts selected contacts selected
% N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N
Positive | 96.7 87 36.2 64 6.4 20 88.9 80 282 50 45 14 88.9 80 29.9 53 42 13
Negative | 2-2 2 62.7 [ 111 | 90.7 | 282 8.9 8 706 | 125 | 952 | 296 6.7 6 689 | 122 | 949 | 295
Limit 1.1 1 1.1 2 29 9 22 2 1.1 2 0.3 1 44 4 1.1 2 1.0 3
Roche (anti-N) Epitope Dx (anti-N) Snibe (anti-S + N)
Positive RT- Patient Subjects Positive RT- Patient Subjects Positive RT- Patient Subjects
PCR positive randomly PCR positive randomly PCR positive randomly
contacts selected contacts selected contacts selected
% N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N
Positive | 930 86 322 57 39 12 76.7 69 26.0 46 4.5 14 71.1 64 243 43 35 11
Negative 4.4 4 67.8 | 120 | 96.1 | 299 17.8 16 70.6 | 125 | 93.6 | 291 289 26 757 | 134 | 96.5 | 300
705 Limit 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 5.6 35 3.4 6 1.9 6 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
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730
731

732

733  Supplementary Figure 1: Structural representation of the SARS-CoV-2 S protein Trimer. A)
734  Space filled representation of the S protein with trimer subunits shown in blue, red and green.
735 The labeled S2, S1 and RBD portions of each subunit are in light, mid and dark colors,
736  respectively. Compared to the monomeric S1 protein, this image demonstrates that the
737  native S protein trimer has significantly greater conformational for antibody binding with
738  epitopes that are only present in the higher order structure. B) S protein trimer with the blue
739  subunit represented as a ribbon structural. The 6VSB PDB structure was used to generate
740  these images.
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751
752

753  Supplementary Figure 2: Specificity and sensitivity of IgG antibody binding to the SARS-CoV-
754 2 RBD and S1 domains in a Luminex binding assay. A) Specificity of the Luminex RBD and S1
755  protein monomer binding assays was assessed using the cohort of negative control sera
756  described in Figure 1A. B) Sensitivity of the Luminex RBD and S1 protein monomer binding
757  assays was determined with the 94 acute infected serum samples described in Figure 1B. The
758  cut-off for positivity used in the RBD and S1 Luminex IgG assays are 3.2- and 2.8-fold over the
759  negative control, respectively and were established by using mean value + 4xSD of each for
760  the 364 pre-COVID-19 pandemic serum samples in A.
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