medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.11.20210807; this version posted October 13, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

TitleFindings from serological surveys (in August 2020) to assess the exposure of adult population to
SARS Cov-2 infection in three cities of Odisha, India.

AuthorsName

Affiliation

e-mail

Dr. Jaya Singh Kshatri
Dr.
Debdutta
Bhattacharya
Dr. Srikanta Kanungo
Dr. Sidhartha Giri
Dr. Subrata Kumar Palo
Dr. Debaprasad Parai
Dr. Jyotirmayee Turuk
Dr. Asit Mansingh
Mr. Hariram Choudhary
Dr. Girish Chandra Dash
Dr. Niranjan Mishra

ICMR-RMRC Bhubaneswar
ICMR-RMRC Bhubaneswar

jsk.icmr@outlook.com
drdebdutta.bhattacharya@yahoo.co.in

ICMR-RMRC Bhubaneswar
ICMR-RMRC Bhubaneswar
ICMR-RMRC Bhubaneswar
ICMR-RMRC Bhubaneswar
ICMR-RMRC Bhubaneswar
ICMR-RMRC Bhubaneswar
ICMR-RMRC Bhubaneswar
ICMR-RMRC Bhubaneswar
Director of Public Health,
Dept. of Health and Family
Welfare, Govt. of Odisha
Prof. D.M.Satapathy
Prof. & Head, Dept. of
Community
Medicine,
MKCG MCH
Dr. Sanjaya Ku Sahoo
Asst.
Prof.
Dept.
of
Community
Medicine,
MKCG MCH
Dr.
Sanghamitra
Pati Director,
ICMR-RMRC
(Corresponding Author)
Bhubaneswar
*for the ICMR-RMRC Serosurvey team (list attached)

srikantak109@gmail.com
sidharthgiri@gmail.com
drpalsubrat@gmail.com
debaprasad.bio@gmail.com
drjyotirmayeeturuk@gmail.com
asitmnsngh417@gmail.com
choudhary.hari94@gmail.com
julululu@gmail.com
dph.orissa@gmail.com

drdurgams@rediffmail.com

drsanjayasahoo@gmail.com

drsanghamitra12@gmail.com

AbstractBackground: There is always an uncertainty of epidemiological , serological infectivity and virulence
of the emerging novel coronavirus. Antibody test can be used for assessing whether immunity has
developed in the infected person after 5-7 days of illness and understand cumulative exposure levels
to the infection, make inferences on the actual burden of infection, its geographical spread, effect
on specific demographic/risk groups, gaps in testing and infection fatality rates.

ObjectiveTo estimate and compare the sero-prevalence, hidden prevalence and determine the demographic
risk factors associated with SARS-CoV-2 infection among adults in three largest cities of Odisha,
India.

Methodology: This was a population based cross sectional serological survey carried out in August
2020 in the three largest cities of the state of Odisha. Sample size per city was estimated to be 1500
and participants were enrolled from the community using multi-stage random sampling from 25
clusters from each city. Data was collected using ODK based tools by household visits and 3-4 ml of
blood samples were collected after informed consent. Samples were transported to testing lab
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where Serum was separated and tested for anti- SARS CoV-2 antibodies using automated CLIA
platform. Statistical analysis was done using R-software packages.

Results: A total of 4146 participants from the 3 cities of Bhubaneswar (BBS), Berhampur (BAM) and
Rourkela (RKL) participated. A total of 5635 households were approached and the average non
response rate in the community was 17.4%. The gender weighted seroprevalence across the three
cities was 20.78% (95% CI: 19.56%-22.05%). Seroprevalence was highest in BAM at 31.14% (95% CI:
28.69-33.66%) followed by 24.59% (95% CI: 22.39-26.88%) in RKL and 5.24% (95% CI: 4.10-6.58%) in
BBS. While females reported a higher seroprevalence (22.8%) as compared to males (18.8%), there
was no significant difference in seroprevalence across age groups. A majority of the seropositive
participants were asymptomatic (93.87%). Among those who reported symptoms, the most
common symptom was fever (68.89%) followed by cough (46.06%) and myalgia (32.67%). The case
to infection ratio on the date of serosurvey was 1: 6.6 in BBS, 1:61 in BAM and 1:29.8 in RKL.

Conclusion: The study found a high seroprevalence against COVID-19 in urban Odisha as well as high
numbers of asymptomatic infections.

BackgroundThe COVID19 pandemic has so far affected 216 countries and caused more than 32 million cases and
about a million deaths worldwide.(1)India has the second largest number of cases at 5.9 million and
has been reporting about a quarter of the daily global incident cases for some time now. (2) While
the pandemic is at different stages across the country, there seems to be significant local differences
in the progression within the states as well. The state of Odisha in eastern India contributes over 3%
of the active case load but with less than 1% of the cumulative mortality in the country. (2) The
pandemic in the state has till now been largely driven by urban clusters with major cities
contributing the most to the caseload. (3) Large population size with high density, presence of slums,
variable adherence to preventive measures and a sizeable migrant population seem to be the
common characteristics driving the transmission of infection in these cities. These regions remain
critical to the COVID-19 response of the state.
As with any novel respiratory infection, there is an uncertainty of epidemiological, serological,
infectivity and virulence related information of SARS-CoV-2. (4)Testing strategies and capacities have
been evolving but broadly, until now,it has been focused on the symptomatic and higher risk groups,
which tend to overestimate the burden of the infection in the community due to biased
denominator. (4–6) Additionally, the role of pre-symptomatic, asymptomatic and subclinical
infection in disease transmission dynamics is also not well understood. (4)
While viral nucleic acid detection by real-time polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) test is considered
the gold standard frontline test for clinical diagnosis of SARS-CoV-2, it is useful only when performed
in the acute stage of infection.(7)Usually, antibody tests can be used for disease detection after 5–7
days of illness. IgM antibodies are evident in the blood for the first two months and IgG antibodies
generally start appearing after two weeks of onset of infection and last for several months. (8–
10)Thus, although these tests are not useful for detecting acute infection, population based seroepidemiological studies could be useful to understand cumulative exposure levels to the infection
and make inferences on the actual burden of infection, its geographical spread, effect on specific
demographic/risk groups, gaps in testing and infection fatality rates. (4,10)The information from
such studies will also be helpful for designing and monitoring immunization programs, as and when a
vaccine is available.(11)This evidence will inform the policy makers to plan and implement public
health interventions for prevention and control of the pandemic. Thus the following sero survey is
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proposed to assess the extent of infection in the community and specific groups with the following
objective:

ObjectiveTo estimate and compare the sero-prevalence, hidden prevalence and determine the demographic
risk factors associated with SARS-CoV-2 infection among adults in three largest cities of Odisha,
India.

MethodologyThis was a population based cross sectional serological survey carried out in August 2020 in the
three largest cities of the state of Odisha in eastern India with a total population of over 2 million.
The study population was randomly selected from the community members of the municipal wards
from each of the city. Adults residing in the city since at least the past 3 months and who agreed to
provide written informed consent for data and sample collection were included in the study. We
excluded pregnant women, bed ridden patients and those with recognizable cognitive impairment.
Minimum sample size per city was calculated to be 1437. This was done on the Open Epi ver3.0
software using the following formula-

n = [Deff*Np(1-p)]/ [(d2/Z21-α/2*(N-1)+p*(1-p)]
We assumed a sero-prevalence of 15%, which has been reported in urban regions of India during the
same time period, relative precision of 20%, a design effect of 2.2 (calculated using a weak interclass
correlation and a cluster size of 60), a finite population and a non-response rate of 20%. (12–14)This
was rounded off to 1500 per city.
Multi-stage random sampling was used for recruiting participants. For every city, the municipal
wards were treated as clusters and 25 wards were selected based on probability proportional to
size. Residential street names in the ward were listed and the street from where the sampling began
(as well as direction of sampling) in each cluster was selected by computerized simple random
method. Households in the street were selected using systematic random sampling and one eligible
individual was selected from each household using an age ordered matrix. Locked house and/or nonresponse were recorded and the sampling frame was shifted by one household to the immediate
adjacent house in these cases. The sampling framework is provided below in figure-1.
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State has 3 administrative
divisionsNorth/Central/South

Odisha

Largest city from each
division selected

NorthRourkela
(RKL)

CentralBhubaneswar
(BBS)

SouthBerhampur
(BAM)

Clusters selected based on
PPS method and streets
based on SRS

25 wards
25 streets

25 wards
25 streets

25 wards
25 streets

Households (HH) based on
Systematic random
sampling

60 HH per cluster
1 participant per
HH

60 HH per cluster
1 participant per
HH

60 HH per cluster
1 participant per
HH

Total sample size targeted
was 4500 for the 3 cities

1500 participants

1500 participants

1500 participants

Figure-1. Sampling framework of the Multi-stage sampling design
Data on the socio-demographic variables, exposure history with a confirmed (and/or suspected)
case, symptom profile in the last 30 days, geographical location, travel and testing history were
collected in a structured tool by trained field investigators who conducted participant interviews. An
Open Data Kit based electronic data capture tool was used for this purpose. Following all aseptic
precautions, 3-4 ml blood samples were collected in the field by trained phlebotomists by
venepuncture and transferred to vacutainers. These were transported maintaining cold chain (2-8 o
C) to the serology laboratory at Indian Council of Medical Research-Regional Medical Research
Centre in Bhubaneswar(ICMR-RMRC) for analysis. Additionally, secondary data on the daily number
of antigen tests carried out, number of positives and deaths due to COVID-19 were obtained for the
past 3 months from government sources directly.
Serum samples were subjected to detection in Roche Cobas e411 for the presence of IgG antibodies
against COVID-19 using Electro-chemiluminescence immunoassay (ECLIA) based technique which is
based on test principle of double-antigen sandwich assay and provides the result in 18 minutes.
Elecsys® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 is an immunoassay for the in vitro qualitative detection of antibodies
(including IgG) to SARS-CoV-2 in human serum and plasma. The assay uses a recombinant protein
representing the nucleocapsid (N) antigen for the determination of antibodies against SARS-CoV-2.
The test is intended as an aid in the determination of the immune reaction to SARS-CoV-2.
Testing procedures were followed as per the manufacturer’s instructions. Patient’s sample (20 μL)
were incubated with a mix of biotinylated and ruthenylatednucleocapsid (N) antigen. Doubleantigen sandwich immune complexes (DAGS) are formed in the presence of corresponding
antibodies. After addition of streptavidin-coated microparticles, the DAGS complexes bind to the
solid phase via interaction of biotin and streptavidin. After that the reagent mixture was transferred
to the measuring cell, where the microparticles were magnetically captured onto the surface of the
electrode. Unbound substances were subsequently removed. Electrochemiluminescence was then
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induced by applying a voltage and measured with a photomultiplier. The signal yield increased with
the antibody titre. The value was expressed in Cut off Index (CoI) and a value of <1.0 was considered
non-reactive and COI ≥1.0 was reactive.
The sero-prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 infection was estimated as proportion along with 95%
confidence intervals and its distribution assessed across cities and demographic parameters. Gender
weights were added in prevalence estimates in order to account for a higher non-response rate in
females. The infection-to-case ratio and the infection fatality rate were calculated. Median time of
seroconversion was assessed by a time dependent plot among those previously tested positive for
SARS-CoV-2 by real time polymerase chain reaction (RT-qPCR). Temporal comparisons of the
community seroprevalence estimates with the detected number of cumulative cases, active cases,
recoveries and deaths was done. Heat maps for varying seroprevalence were built for each of the
city’s wards. Statistical analyses were done using R (ver. 4.0.2) software packages and GIS analysis
was done using QGIS (ver. 3.10).
Interviews were conducted ensuring privacy. All data was stored securely under the investigator’s
responsibility, with a focus on ensuring the confidentiality of study participants. The final report and
publications are based on aggregate data without any identifying information. A database with
electronic tracking, password-restricted access and audit trail, with time and date stamps on data
entry and edits, was used for quality control. State Health Department and city administration
authorities were actively engaged to ensure smooth operationalization and also to reduce any
stigma among the residents. Written informed consent for participation was obtained and a
participant information sheet was provided to each household. Approval for the protocol was
obtained from the ICMR RMRC Institutional Human Ethics Committee and the State Health and
research ethics committee. The study methods, analyses and reporting have been informed by the
WHO Unity protocols and ICMR National Serosurvey protocol in India.(15,16)
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Results
The study was conducted among 4146 participants from the 3 cities of Bhubaneswar (BBS),
Berhampur (BAM) and Rourkela (RKL). A total of 5635 households were approached and the average
non response rate in the community was 17.4%, which was similar across the three cities. The study
flow diagram is provided below in figure-2.

Total households
approached=
5635
Refusal to provide
consent= 980

Total individual included and
interviewed=
4655

Excluded=482
(Refused for blood
collection; Cognitive
impairment; Sample
collection
unsuccessful;
pregnancy)

Total samples collected=
4173
Rejected by Lab=27
(Sample insufficient,
Mismatched labels,
damaged samples)

Complete records=
4146

Figure-2. Study Flow diagram of the sample collection process
Among the study participants, 1553 were females and the rest males. The non-response rates were
significantly higher among females (27.6%) as compared to males (12.4%). The mean age of the
study participants was 44.20 (± 14.2) years.
The gender weighted seroprevalence across the three cities was 20.78% (95% CI: 19.56%-22.05%).
This was highest in BAM at 31.14% (95% CI: 28.69%-33.66%) followed by 24.59% (95% CI: 22.39%26.88%) in RKL and 5.24% (95% CI: 4.10%-6.58%) in BBS. While females reported a higher
seroprevalence (22.8%) as compared to males (18.8%), there was no significant difference in
seroprevalence across age groups.
The demographic characteristics of the study population and the distribution of seroprevalence is
provided in table-1 below.
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Table-1. Demographic characteristics of the study population and distribution of seroprevalnce
City
BBS
Characteristic

BAM

N=

Positive=
(%, 95% CI)

276

(5. 79%, 3.34-

N=

Positive=
(%, 95% CI)

177

(32.20%, 25.39-

16
18-29 years

30-39 years

298

Total

RKL
N=

Positive=
(%, 95% CI)

256

(22.65%, 17.67-

57

39.62%)

28.28%)

23

90

82

251

(35.85%, 29.92-

709

(18.47%, 15.68-

58

9.24%)

(7. 71%, 4.95-

N=

Positive=
(%, 95% CI)

344

(23.83%, 19.43-

11.35%)

42.12%)

28.69%)

08

114

80

χ2
(p-value)

131

21.53%)
195
893

(21.83%, 19.1624.69%)
202
8.318

Age Group

40-49 years

311

(2. 57%, 1.11-

364

(31.31%, 26.58-

351

(22.79%, 18.50-

1026

(19.68%, 17.29(.081)

50-59 years

≥ 60 years

Mal e

258

176

891

Gender
Female

428

Others

0

5.00%)

36.35%)

27.54%)

09

77

65

(3. 48%, 1.60-

271

Public Service

Private Servi ce

Self empl oyed

200

295

206

(22.64%, 17.93-

23.1234.18%)

27.93%)

13

89

61

(7.38%,3.99-

312

(28.52%, 23.58-

214

(28.50%, 22.22-

12.29%)

33.88%)

35.05%)

46

260

182

(5. 16%, 3.80-

847

(30.69%, 27.60-

855

(21.28%, 18.58-

6.82%)

33.92%)

24.18%)

23

167

164

(5. 37%, 3.43-

597

0

(9. 67%, 3.63-

(27.97%, 24.40-

597

31.76%)
0

6
62

287

6.51%)

7.95%)

Manufacturing

(28.41%,

0

(39.16%, 30.38-

0

66

(25.75%, 15.77-

48.49%)

38.00%)

11

34

44

133

(25.56%, 18.40-

267

(16.47%, 12.23-

9.62%)

33.84%)

21.48%)

7

41

40

(2. 37%, 0.96-

161

(25.46%, 18.93-

226

(17.69%, 12.95-

4.83%)

32.92%)

23.31%)

11

105

50

(5. 33%, 2.69-

295

(35.59%, 30.12-

161

(31.05%, 24.00-

(18.50%, 15.8921.34%)
163

702

(23.21%, 20.1426.52%)
488

2593

(18.81%, 17.3320.37%)
354

1553

(22.79%, 20.73-

9.481
(<0.01)

24.96%)
0

17

19.88%)

(5.5%, 2.77-

151
816

31.24%)
0

47
120

(27.47%, 23.92-

22.25%)

0
70

248

(28.22%, 22.7134.26%)
89

600

(14.83%, 12.0817.93%)
88

682

(12.90%, 10.4815.65%)
166

662

(25.07%, 21.81-

9.35%)

41.34%)

38.81%)

28.55%)

62.565

10

90

112

212

(<0.01)

Occupation

Homemaker

Student

Unemployed

Others/Reti red

≤ 2

3-4

251

73

101

131

239

674

(3. 98%, 1.92-

303

(29.70%, 24.61-

377

(29.70%, 25.13-

7.20%)

35.19%)

34.60%)

3

18

16

(4. 10%, 0.85-

58

(31.03%, 19.53-

76

(21.05%, 12.53-

11.74%)

44.54%)

31.92%)

8

38

39

(7. 92%, 3.48-

144

(26.38%, 19.40-

129

(30.23%, 22.46-

15.01%)

34.37%)

38.93%)

13

54

28

(9. 92%, 5.39-

161

(33.54%, 26.30-

150

(18.66%, 12.77-

16.37%)

41.39%)

25.83%)

10

50

38

(4. 18%, 2.02-

228

(21.92%, 16.73-

185

(20.54%, 14.96-

7.55%)

27.86%)

27.08%)

32

197

155

(4. 74%, 3.26-

669

(29.44%, 26.01-

722

(21.46%, 18.52-

Household

6.63%)

33.06%)

14.64%)

Size

18

129

102

5-6

>6

307

99

(5. 86%, 3.51-

339

(38.05%, 32.86-

375

(27.20%, 22.75-

9.10%)

43.45%)

32.00%)

9

51

51

(9. 09%, 4.24-

139

(36.69%, 28.68-

170

(30.00%, 23.22-

16.55%)

45.27%)

37.49%)

1

6

4

931

(22.77%, 20.1125.60%)
37

207

(17.87%, 12.9023.78%)
85

374

(22.72%, 18.5727.31%)
95

442

(21.49%, 17.7525.62%)
98

652

(15.03%, 12.3718.00%)
384

2065

(18.59%, 16.9320.34%)

1021

249

37.457

(24.38%, 21.78-

(<0.01)

27.14%)
111
408

(27.20%, 22.9431.08%)
11

Travel

9.904
Yes

74

(1. 35%, 0.03-

22

(27.27%, 10.72-

26

(15.38%, 4. 35-

122

(9. 01%, 4.58-

history

(<0.01)
7.30%)

50.22%)

34.86%)

15.56%)
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68
No

1245

1319

421

(5. 46%, 4.26-

1353

(31.11%, 28.65-

342
1426

831

(23.98%, 21.78-

6.87%)

33.65%)

26.28%)

69

427

346

(5. 23%; 4.09-

1375

(31.05%; 28.61-

1452

4024

(20.65%, 19.4021.93%)
842

(23.82%; 21.62-

4146

(20.30%; 19.0-

Total

6.47%)

33.57%)

26.10%)

21.56%)

Among the study population, 6.12% had developed symptoms suggestive of COVID-19 in the past 30
days and 9.98% had been tested by PCR for COVID-19. A majority of the seropositive participants
were asymptomatic (93.87%). Among those who reported symptoms, the most common symptom
was fever (68.89%) followed by cough (46.06%) and myalgia (32.67%). The distribution of
seroprevalence according to symptoms and testing is given below in table-2.
Table-2. Testing status and symptom profil e of the study participants

Testing/Symptom profil e

Seropositive

χ2

(%, 95% CI)

(p-value)

N=

90
Yes

414

Tested by PCR
No

3732

(21.73%, 17.8526.02%)

0.581

752

(0.446)

(20.15%, 18.8721.47%)
23

Positive

29

(79.31%, 60.3%92.0%)

60.752

67

(<0. 01)

PCR Result

Negative

385

(17.40%, 13.7%21.6%)
80

Yes

254

(31.49%, 25.8337.59%)

Symptoms of self
(last 30 days)

762
No

3892

20.924
(<0. 01)

(19.57%, 18.3420.86%)
11

Yes

51

(21.56%, 11.2935.32%)

Symptoms in Household members

0.051

(last 30 days)

831
No

4095

(0.822)

(20.29%, 19.0721.55%)

64
29.85
Fever

175

(36.57%, 29.44(<0. 01)
44.17%)
37
9.525

Cough

117

(31.62%, 23.33(<0. 01)
40.86%)
12

Shortness of breath/ difficulty

.586
74

(16.21%, 8. 66-

in breathing

(0.444)
26.61%)
28
2.002

Myalgia

109

(25.68%, 17.79(0.157)
34.94%)
24
3.877

Headache

83

(28.91%, 19.48(0.049)
39.90%)
7

Symptom profile

10.752
Diarrhea

12

(58.33%, 27.66(<0. 01)
84.83%)
12
4.75

Sore thr oat

34

(35.29%, 19.74(0.029)
53.51%)

Anosmia/l oss of taste

3

0.164

(25%, 5.48-57.18%)

(0.686)

12
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Among those who had seroconversion and also had been tested positive by PCR, the median
duration between both was 31 days.
The cumulative number of cases detected as on 1st September were 11641 in BBS, 3277 in BAM and
5362 in RKL. The association between time trends of the progression of the daily new cases and
cumulative cases and the time point of seroprevalence estimates is given in figure-3a and 3b below.
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Figure-3a. 7 day moving average of new cases detected in three cities and point of seroprevalence
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Cumulative Cases and Seroprevalence
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Figure-3b. Cumulative cases detected in the three cities and point of seroprevalence estimates.
The case to infection ratio on the date of serosurveywas 1: 6.6 in BBS, 1:61 in BAM and 1:29.8 in
RKL.The heat maps for the geographical distribution of the seroprevalence across the three cities is
given in figure-4.
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Discussion
This COVID-19 serosurvey involving more than 4000 participants from the three largest cities of
Odisha found an overall seroprevalence of 20.78%, although there was wide variation in
seroprevalence between the cities. The study included only adult population. As educational
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institutions remain closed and lockdowns of various degrees have been imposed in the study setting
since the pandemic began, the likelihood of adults being the source of household infection is high.
Although molecular tests are being used for diagnosis of active symptomatic and asymptomatic
cases of COVID-19, antibody based tests can provide a more robust and comprehensive knowledge
about the actual spread of infection in the community. (17)Seroprevalence studies on COVID-19
have been reported globally to assess the spread of infection either in the general population or
focussing on certain high risk groups. Seroprevalence studies performed on health care workers
across countries such as Germany, Belgium, United Kingdom, Malawi, and Italy, have reported wide
variation in seropositivity ranging from 1.6% in Germany to 15.6% in Pakistan.(18–23) However, such
studies on population involved in high risk professions, though useful in informing trends of infection
in such occupations, do not provide information about exposure at the population level and
inferences possible are limited.
Globally, there have been few reports on seroprevalence against COVID-19 in the community. An
early study on seroprevalence from Lombardy, Italy, involving 390 blood donors showed that 23% of
the donors were positive for anti-COVID-19 neutralizing antibodies. (24)A community-based study
from British Columbia in Canada, involving serial cross-sectional sampling, reported a seroprevalence
of only 0.28% in March 2020, and 0.55% in May 2020. (25)Another community based weekly
serosurvey conducted in April 2020 in Geneva, Switzerland, reported a seroprevalence of 3.1%,
6.1%, and 9.7% during the first, second, and third week respectively, with a significantly higher
seroprevalence in less than 50 years age group. (26)Such studies involving periodic sampling are
extremely valuable in monitoring the spread of the infection in certain areas, and understanding the
dynamics of community transmission as well as residual susceptibility. (25)In China, the
seroprevalence in Guangzhou and Wuhan, the epicentre of the COVID-19 pandemic, was reported to
be 0.6% and 2.1% respectively till April 2020. (27)During the same month, a study from Santa Clara
County, California, reported a seroprevalence of 2.8% (95% CI 1.3-4.7%). (28)These studies across
countries indicate that the actual spread of COVID-19 infection in the community was much higher
than that reported by detection of active cases using molecular methods. Our study also presents
evidence to support this case.
Few studies on seroepidemiology of COVID-19 have been reported from Asia till date. A national
serosurvey from India conducted during May-June, 2020, which included 28000 individuals from 70
districts of 21 Indian states, reported the seroprevalence to be approximately 0.73% (95% CI: 0.341.13). (29)This indicated that the cumulative COVID-19 infections in India was approximately 6.46
million by the beginning of May 2020. Compared to our study, the low seroprevalence reported in
the national serosurvey may be due to the difference in study period (May-June in the national
serosurvey compared to August in our study). While our study showed females to be more infected,
the national serosurvey found males to have significantly higher seroprevalence. The infection to
case ratio (ICR) in this national serosurvey varied between 81.6 and 130.1 with May 11 and May 3,
2020, as reference points for reported cases. (29)This is higher than that reported in our study
(ranging from 6.6 in Bhubaneswar to 61 in Berhampur). The steady increase in testing and
subsequent improvement in case identification may be the reason for this difference. Similar to our
study, the national serosurvey also reported a higher seropositivity rate in occupations with high risk
of exposure to potentially infected persons. (29)Very few other countries from Asia have conducted
serosurveys for COVID-19 in their general population. A recently reported community based study
from Karachi, Pakistan, has reported a seroprevalence of 8.7% (95% CI 5.1-13.1) and 15.1% (95% CI
9.4-21.7) in low and high transmission areas respectively, with no significant difference between
males and females. (30) Similarly, the seroprevalence reported from two community clinics in Tokyo

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.11.20210807; this version posted October 13, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

was 3.83% (95% CI 2.76-5.16). (31)While others have reported a higher seroprevalence among the
elderly, our study did not find any difference between the age groups with respect to their
seropositivity. Thus, the evidence till date is showing significant regional as well as time dependant
variations in findings of serosurveys to assess the exposure to SARS-CoV-2.Most serosurveys,
including ours have reported a large majority of infections to be asymptomatic in nature. Among the
symptomatic cases, the most common symptom was fever followed by cough and diarrhea as a
symptom was strongly associated with seropositivity.
An interesting finding is higher seropositivity in members of larger households indicating the higher
risk of household transmission among them. Correlation with the actual detected epidemic curves of
the three cities show a trend where with higher seroprevalence, there is consistent relative
flattening. Thus the possibility of herd immunity being achieved at some point of time in the
population cannot be ruled out. GIS analysis shows that wards detected with high seropositivity did
not necessarily report more detected cases, implying gaps in testing in those regions.
Our study had a few limitations. The participants were only adults and the non-response rate was
high (17.4%), and hence, the possibility of selection bias cannot be excluded. The non response was
higher among females probably due to cultural factors and higher individual apprehensions towards
blood sample collection. The study reported on the prevalence of antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 at a
point in time. Follow up data on anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibodies in the same subjects will be required to
understand the duration of immunity to natural infection as well as protection against reinfection.
Serial cross-sectional serosurevs have been planned in the same population to address this issue and
estimate the rate of spread of COVID-19 infection in Odisha.
To conclude, our study found a high seroprevalence against COVID-19 in urban Odisha. Future
studies integrating the seroprevalence data with sociocultural and other biological data will help us
better understand the dynamics of COVID-19 transmission and the susceptibility to infection at the
individual and community level. It will also help us understand the effectiveness of the several steps
undertaken by the state and central Government such as social distancing, usage of masks, etc, in
preventing the spread of COVID-19 infection in the community. However, we should be careful while
interpreting the findings of a seroprevalence study. There is still no concrete data to support the fact
that presence of antibodies against COVID-19 is protective against reinfection. Also, seroprevalence
studies should not be used to stigmatize any community or politicized to underestimate the efforts
of any government in reducing the spread of infection in their respective countries.

References
1.

WHO Coronavirus Disease (COVID-19) Dashboard | WHO Coronavirus Disease (COVID-19)
Dashboard [Internet]. [cited 2020 Sep 27]. Available from:
https://covid19.who.int/?gclid=Cj0KCQjwzbv7BRDIARIsAM-A62k214RvC8sT16L4ebjaAg7FVCQF3VxjCXLzT9MZ57_vW_Sbg-igoMaAvbUEALw_wcB

2.

Govt. of India, MoHFW, Dashboard [Internet]. [cited 2020 Sep 27]. Available from:
https://www.mohfw.gov.in/

3.

COVID-19: Odisha State Dashboard [Internet]. [cited 2020 Sep 27]. Available from:
https://statedashboard.odisha.gov.in/

4.

World Health Organization (WHO). Seroepidemiological investigation protocol for
coronavirus 2019 ( COVID-19 ) infection [Internet]. 2020. Available from:
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/WHO-2019-nCoV-Seroepidemiology-2020.2

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.11.20210807; this version posted October 13, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

5.

CDC. Overview of Testing for SARS-CoV-2 | CDC [Internet]. Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention. 2020 [cited 2020 Sep 19]. Available from:
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/testing-overview.html

6.

WHO. Laboratory testing for coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) in suspected human cases.
https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/331329/WHO-COVID-19-laboratory2020.4-eng.pdf. Accessed 15/04/2020. 2020.

7.

Tahamtan A, Ardebili A. Real-time RT-PCR in COVID-19 detection: issues affecting the results
[Internet]. Vol. 20, Expert Review of Molecular Diagnostics. Taylor and Francis Ltd; 2020
[cited 2020 Sep 27]. p. 453–4. Available from:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7189409/

8.

Review S-, Jj D, Dinnes J, Takwoingi Y, Davenport C, Spijker R, et al. Antibody tests for
identification of current and past infection with SARS-CoV-2 (Review). Cochrane database
Syst Rev. 2020;2(6):1–306.

9.

Zhao J, Yuan Q, Wang H, Liu W, Liao X, Su Y, et al. Antibody responses to SARS-CoV-2 in
patients of novel coronavirus disease 2019. Clin Infect Dis [Internet]. 2020 Mar 28 [cited 2020
Sep 19]; Available from: https://academic.oup.com/cid/advancearticle/doi/10.1093/cid/ciaa344/5812996

10.

Lee CYP, Lin RTP, Renia L, Ng LFP. Serological Approaches for COVID-19: Epidemiologic
Perspective on Surveillance and Control. Front Immunol. 2020;11(April):1–7.

11.

Cutts FT, Hanson M. Seroepidemiology: an underused tool for designing and monitoring
vaccination programmes in low- and middle-income countries. Trop Med Int Heal [Internet].
2016 Sep 1 [cited 2020 Sep 27];21(9):1086–98. Available from:
http://doi.wiley.com/10.1111/tmi.12737

12.

Phule PMC (PMC); S, Pune; U (SPPU); II of SE and R (IISER), Translational Health Science and
Technology Institute (THSTI) FC, Medical College (CMC) V. Epidemiological and Serological
Surveillance of COVID-19 in Pune City [Internet]. Pune; 2020 [cited 2020 Sep 27]. Available
from: http://www.iiserpune.ac.in/userfiles/files/Pune_Serosurvey_Technical_report16_08_2020.pdf

13.

Malani A, Shah D, Kang G, Nair Lobo G, Shastri J, Mohanan M, et al. Seroprevalence of SARSCoV-2 in slums and non-slums of Mumbai, India, during. medRxiv [Internet].
2020;2020.08.27.20182741. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20182741

14.

Chakravarty S. Estimating missing deaths in Delhi’s COVID-19 data. medRxiv [Internet].
2020;2020.07.29.20164392. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.29.20164392

15.

World Health Organization (WHO). Unity Studies: Early Investigation Protocols [Internet].
[cited 2020 Sep 27]. Available from: https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novelcoronavirus-2019/technical-guidance/early-investigations

16.

Kumar M, Bhatnagar T, Manickam P, Kumar V, Rade K, Shah N, et al. National serosurveillance to monitor the trend of SARS-CoV-2 infection transmission in India: Protocol for
community-based surveillance. Indian J Med Res [Internet]. 2020 May 1 [cited 2020 Sep
19];151(5):419–23. Available from: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32611913/

17.

McDade TW, Sancilio A. Beyond serosurveys: Human biology and the measurement of SARSCov-2 antibodies. Am J Hum Biol. 2020;(July):1–5.

18.

Steensels D, Oris E, Coninx L, Nuyens D, Delforge ML, Vermeersch P, et al. Hospital-Wide
SARS-CoV-2 Antibody Screening in 3056 Staff in a Tertiary Center in Belgium [Internet]. Vol.

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.11.20210807; this version posted October 13, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

324, JAMA - Journal of the American Medical Association. American Medical Association;
2020 [cited 2020 Sep 27]. p. 195–7. Available from:
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32539107/
19.

Poulikakos D, Sinha S, Kalra PA. SARS-CoV-2 antibody screening in healthcare workers in a
tertiary centre in North West England [Internet]. Vol. 129, Journal of Clinical Virology. Elsevier
B.V.; 2020 [cited 2020 Sep 27]. p. 104545. Available from:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7338856/

20.

Plebani M, Padoan A, Fedeli U, Schievano E, Vecchiato E, Lippi G, et al. SARS-CoV-2
serosurvey in health care workers of the Veneto Region. Clin Chem Lab Med [Internet]. 2020
Aug 26 [cited 2020 Sep 27];1(ahead-of-print). Available from:
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32845861

21.

Korth J, Wilde B, Dolff S, Anastasiou OE, Krawczyk A, Jahn M, et al. SARS-CoV-2-specific
antibody detection in healthcare workers in Germany with direct contact to COVID-19
patients. J Clin Virol [Internet]. 2020 Jul 1 [cited 2020 Sep 27];128:104437. Available from:
/pmc/articles/PMC7219425/?report=abstract

22.

Chibwana MG, Jere KC, Kamng’ona R, Mandolo J, Katunga-Phiri V, Tembo D, et al. High SARSCoV-2 seroprevalence in health care workers but relatively low numbers of deaths in urban
Malawi. Wellcome Open Res [Internet]. 2020 Aug 25 [cited 2020 Sep 27];5:199. Available
from: https://wellcomeopenresearch.org/articles/5-199/v1

23.

Chughtai OR, Batool H, Khan MD, Chughtai AS. Frequency of COVID-19 IgG Antibodies among
Special Police Squad Lahore, Pakistan. J Coll Physicians Surg Pak. 2020 Jul 1;30(7):735–9.

24.

Percivalle E, Cambiè G, Cassaniti I, Nepita EV, Maserati R, Ferrari A, et al. Prevalence of SARSCoV-2 specific neutralising antibodies in blood donors from the Lodi Red Zone in Lombardy,
Italy, as at 06 April 2020. Eurosurveillance [Internet]. 2020 Jun 1 [cited 2020 Sep 27];25(24).
Available from: /pmc/articles/PMC7315724/?report=abstract

25.

Skowronski D, Sekirov I, Sabaiduc S, Zou M, Morshed M, Lawrence D, et al. SARS-CoV-2 Serosurvey, British Columbia Low SARS-CoV-2 sero-prevalence based on anonymized residual
sero-survey before and after first wave measures in British Columbia, Canada, March-May
2020. medRxiv [Internet]. 2020 Jul 15 [cited 2020 Sep 27];1–26. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.13.20153148

26.

Stringhini S, Wisniak A, Piumatti G, Azman AS, Lauer SA, Baysson H, et al. Repeated
seroprevalence of anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG antibodies in a population-based sample from
Geneva, Switzerland. medRxiv [Internet]. 2020 May 6 [cited 2020 Sep
27];2020.05.02.20088898. Available from:
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.05.02.20088898

27.

Liang W, Lin Y, Bi J, Li J, Liang Y, Wong SS, et al. Serosurvey of SARS-CoV-2 among hospital
visitors in China [Internet]. Vol. 30, Cell Research. Springer Nature; 2020 [cited 2020 Sep 27].
p. 817–8. Available from: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7369564/

28.

Bendavid E, Mulaney B, Sood N, Shah S, Ling E, Bromley-Dulfano R, et al. COVID-19 Antibody
Seroprevalence in Santa Clara County, California. medRxiv [Internet]. 2020 Apr 30 [cited 2020
Sep 27];2020.04.14.20062463. Available from:
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2020.04.14.20062463v1?fbclid=IwAR3NrK8oRFF
OVulmb1_4hMJpOUvKUgC6MuS7vi7jPvNyy2xeTPlZoaYmlxA

29.

Murhekar M, Bhatnagar T, Selvaraju S, Rade K, Saravanakumar V, Vivian Thangaraj J, et al.
Prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 infection in India: Findings from the national serosurvey, May-June

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.11.20210807; this version posted October 13, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

2020. Indian J Med Res [Internet]. 2020 [cited 2020 Sep 27];152(1):48. Available from:
http://www.ijmr.org.in/text.asp?2020/152/1/48/294807
30.

Nisar I, Ansari Msc N, Amin Msc M, Khalid Msc F, Hotwani A, Rehman N, et al. Serial
population based serosurvey of antibodies to SARS-CoV-2 in a low and high transmission area
of Karachi, Pakistan. medRxiv [Internet]. 2020 [cited 2020 Sep 19];2020.07.28.20163451.
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.28.20163451

31.

Takita M, Matsumura T, Yamamoto K, Yamashita E, Hosoda K, Hamaki T, et al. Regional
Difference in Seroprevalence of SARS-CoV-2 in Tokyo: Results from the community point-ofcare antibody testing. [cited 2020 Sep 27]; Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.03.20121020

