
 613 
 614 

Figure 5: The Luminex S protein trimer assay has significantly increased sensitivity relative 615 

to five other commercial assays in detecting seropositive subjects in the post-infection 616 

settings.  Analysis shows the percentage seropositive subjects relative to the Luminex assay 617 

(top) and the percentage of reduced sensitivity relative to the Luminex assay (bottom)which 618 

had the best performance in all subsets of participants.  Assays with blue bars used the S 619 

protein as their bait for binding serum antibodies while the red bars used the N protein.  620 

Statistical analysis was performed using the McNemar test for matched participant samples 621 

where P<0.045 (*); P<0.0022 (**); P<0.0009 (***); P≤0.0001 (****).   622 
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Table 1:  Performance of the serological tests on sera collected during the acute infectious 642 

stage from hospitalized patients with moderate to severe symptoms 643 
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Table 2.  Performance of the IgA serological tests on 81 sera collected during the acute 668 

infectious stage from hospitalized patients with moderate to severe symptoms 669 
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Table 3: Percentage of positive/negative/limit results of the different tests on sera collected 697 

from patients with a documented positive SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR (90 sera), contacts with a SARS-698 

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

population (311 sera). 700 
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 730 
 731 

 732 

Supplementary Figure 1:  Structural representation of the SARS-CoV-2 S protein Trimer.  A) 733 

Space filled representation of the S protein with trimer subunits shown in blue, red and green. 734 

The labeled S2, S1 and RBD portions of each subunit are in light, mid and dark colors, 735 

respectively. Compared to the monomeric S1 protein, this image demonstrates that the 736 

native S protein trimer has significantly greater conformational for antibody binding with 737 

epitopes that are only present in the higher order structure.  B) S protein trimer with the blue 738 

subunit represented as a ribbon structural.  The 6VSB PDB structure was used to generate 739 

these images.  740 
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 751 
 752 

Supplementary Figure 2: Specificity and sensitivity of IgG antibody binding to the SARS-CoV-753 

2 RBD and S1 domains in a Luminex binding assay. A) Specificity of the Luminex RBD and S1 754 

protein monomer binding assays was assessed using the cohort of negative control sera 755 

described in Figure 1A.  B) Sensitivity of the Luminex RBD and S1 protein monomer binding 756 

assays was determined with the 94 acute infected serum samples described in Figure 1B.  The 757 

cut-off for positivity used in the RBD and S1 Luminex IgG assays are 3.2- and 2.8-fold over the 758 

negative control, respectively and were established by using mean value + 4×SD of each for 759 

the 364 pre-COVID-19 pandemic serum samples in A. 760 

 761 

 762 
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