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Abstract: 35 

Seroepidemiology and genomics are valuable tools to investigate the transmission of COVID-36 

19. We utilized qRT-PCR, serum antibody immunoassays, and whole genome sequencing to 37 

examine the spread of SARS-CoV-2 infections in North East (NE) region of India during the 38 

first and second pandemic waves (June 2020 to September 2021). qRT-PCR analysis was 39 

performed on a selected population from NE India during June 2020 to July 2021, and 40 

metadata were collected for the region. Seroprevalence and neutralizing antibody 41 

immunoassay were studied on selected individuals (n=2026) at three time points (August 42 

2020, February 2021 and June 2021), as well as in a cohort (n=35) for a year (August 2020 to 43 

August 2021). SARS-CoV-2 genomes of 914 qRT-PCR positive samples (June 2020 to 44 

September 2021) were sequenced and assembled, and those obtained from the sequence 45 

databases were analyzed. Test positivity rates in first and second waves were 6.34% and 46 

6.64% in the state of Assam, respectively, and a similar pattern was observed in other NE 47 

states. Seropositivity in August 2020, February 2021, and June 2021 were 10.63%, 40.3% and 48 

46.33% respectively, and neutralizing antibody prevalence were 90.91%, 52.14%, and 49 

69.30% respectively. The cohort group showed the presence of stable neutralizing antibody 50 

throughout the year. Normal variants dominated the first wave, while the variant of concerns 51 

(VOCs) B.1.617.2 and AY-sublineages dominated the second wave, and identified mostly 52 

among vaccinated individuals. All eight states of NE India reported numerous incidences of 53 

SARS-CoV-2 VOCs, especially B.1.617.2 and AY sublineages, and their prevalence co-54 

related well with high TPR and seropositivity rate in the region. High infection and 55 

seroprevalence of COVID-19 in NE India during the second wave was associated with the 56 

emergence of VOCs. Natural infection prior to vaccination provided higher neutralizing 57 

activity than vaccination alone. 58 

 59 
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Introduction 62 

North East (NE) India is a unique region with eight states and strategically important as a 63 

gateway for South East Asia to the rest of India. NE India is sharing 99% international border 64 

with Myanmar, China, Bhutan, Nepal and Bangladesh. This region is crucial in the India’s 65 

effort on tracing, testing, isolation and treating of COVID-19. Among NE India, the state of 66 

Assam, Tripura, Meghalaya, and Nagaland showed high COVID-19 incidences, and these 67 

states constitute almost 76.93% of the NE India population. Strict surveillance of SARS-CoV-68 

2 in the region is important to restrict transnational SARS-CoV-2 transmission.  69 

 70 

Seroepidemiological studies are useful to understand the true burden and transmission of 71 

SARS-CoV-2. Till now, only a limited number of seroepidemiological studies of SARS-CoV-72 

2 have been reported in India [1]. Recently, genomic surveillance of SARS-CoV-2 helped to 73 

understand the spread and evolution of the virus particularly variants of concern (VOC) and 74 

variants of interest (VOI) [2-4]. As per the Indian SARS CoV-2 Genomics Consortium 75 

(INSACOG), only 2.36% genome sequencing reported from NE India [5]. This clearly 76 

indicates a critical dearth of genome surveillance in this region.  77 

 78 

This study investigates on COVID-19 infectivity, seroepidemiology and genome surveillance 79 

during first wave (June-September 2020), intermittent phase (February 2021) and second 80 

wave (May-September 2021) in various states of NE India.  Furthermore, a 81 

seroepidemiological cohort study was conducted for a year to assess the presence of different 82 

antibodies and their neutralizing efficacy against SARS-CoV-2 in pre- and post-vaccination. 83 

 84 

Methods 85 

SARS-CoV-2 qRT-PCR testing  86 
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Naso-oropharyngeal swab samples (n=35255) during first wave (June-September 2020) and 87 

second wave (May-July 2021) were collected and tested using Indian Council of Medical 88 

Research (ICMR), New Delhi approved qRT-PCR method. 89 

 90 

Immunoassays 91 

Participants were enrolled in August 2020 (n=724), February 2021 (n=866), and June 2021 92 

(n=436) for the present study (Supplementary Figure S1). A total of 2026 participants were 93 

interviewed with a questionnaire on the demographic features, anthropometric parameters and 94 

histories of clinical features, COVID-19 symptoms and infection, hospital visits and exposure 95 

to COVID-19 patients. Serums obtained from 5 mL venous blood that were collected from 96 

each participant were subjected to IgG-N (nucleocapsid), IgG-S (spike protein), IgM-S (spike 97 

protein) and neutralizing antibody immunoassays specific to SARS-CoV-2. IgG-N antibodies 98 

were measured using Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 kit (Roche Diagnostics, Germany) as per 99 

manufacturer’s protocol. IgG-S and IgM-S antibodies were detected using VoxPress New 100 

Corona Virus (COVID-19) IgG / IgM Rapid Test kit (Voxtur Bio Ltd, India) following 101 

manufacturer’s instructions. Samples that were seropositive for IgG-N, IgG-S and/or IgM-S 102 

were further tested for neutralizing antibody response against spike protein using 103 

GENScriptcPass SARS-CoV-2 Neutralization Antibody Detection Kit (GenScript, USA), 104 

according to the manufacturer’s protocol. A cohort group of 35 individuals were also 105 

followed up for a year to monitor SARS-CoV-2 antibodies and their neutralizing efficacy 106 

against pre- and post-vaccination at multiple time points (10th August 2020, 10th February 107 

2021, 10th June 2021, 10th July 2021, 16th July 2021, 24th July 2021, 31st July 2021 and 14th 
108 

August 2021). 109 

 110 

SARS-CoV-2 genome sequencing 111 
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SARS-CoV-2 whole genome sequencing was performed using the LoCost ARTIC nCoV-112 

2019 multiplex PCR tiling amplicon sequencing approach [6, 7]. Nine hundred and fourteen 113 

qRT-PCR positive samples from first wave (July-August 2020) and second wave (May-114 

September 2021) were sequenced on a MinION Mk1c sequencer (Oxford Nanopore 115 

Technologies) using NEB Next ARTIC SARS-CoV-2 Companion Kit (New England Biolabs, 116 

UK), Native Barcoding Expansion Kit (EXP-NBD196) and Ligation Sequencing Kit (SQK-117 

LSK-109). Each sequencing run had a no-template negative control from PCR amplification 118 

step. The raw FAST5 data were basecalled and demultiplexed using MinION Mk1C 119 

MinKNOW (version 21.05.8). The quality-filtered demultiplexed FASTQ reads were aligned 120 

with Wuhan-Hu-1 reference SARS-CoV-2 genome (MN908947.3) followed by variant 121 

calling and consensus genome assembly using ARTIC nCoV-2019 bioinformatics pipeline 122 

v1.1.0 (https://artic.network/ncov-2019/ncov2019-bioinformatics-sop.html) implemented at 123 

EPI2MELabs Jupyter notebook server v1.1.2 (Oxford Nanopore Technologies). The 124 

sequencing depth was capped at 100X coverage, and N bases masked the positions with a 125 

depth lower than 100 X. Mutation calling and assignment of clades and lineages to the 126 

genomes were carried out using NextStrain’s NextClade v.154 (https://clades.nextstrain.org/) 127 

and Pangolin COVID-19 Lineage Assigner v3.1.16. Variant calling datasets and genome 128 

sequences for the NE states of India and its neighboring countries were also retrieved from 129 

the data hub of INSACOG (http://clingen.igib.res.in/covid19genomes/), and the GISAID’s 130 

EpiCoV database (https://www.gisaid.org/). The sequence alignment files of the genomes 131 

were used to construct maximum-likelihood phylogenetic tree using IQ-TREE server (version 132 

1.6.12) and visualized in Fig Tree version 1.4.4. The whole genome sequences generated in 133 

this study were deposited to GISAID’s EpiCoV database. 134 

 135 

Ethical statement 136 
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All subjects participated on a voluntarily basis and written informed consent was obtained 137 

from each participants. The study was approved by the Institutional Human Ethics Committee 138 

of CSIR-NEIST (IHEC/NEIST20-21/201). 139 

 140 

Results 141 

COVID-19 incidences during first and second waves 142 

In March 2020, the first SARS-COV-2 infected case was reported from NE India [8]. 143 

Subsequently, COVID-19 incidences gradually spread throughout the NE states. The first 144 

COVID-19 infection reported in Assam on 31st March 2020 and registered highest daily 145 

record of 2,354 COVID-19 positive cases on 18th August 2020 with total tally of 82,201 146 

infections and 203 deaths (Figure 1). The incidence of second wave was first observed from 147 

the beginning of April 2020 and the highest daily registered cases were 5704 on 27th May 148 

2021 in Assam. The SARS-CoV-2 test positivity rate (TPR) in Assam during first wave 149 

(June-September 2020) and second wave (May 2021 -July 2021) was 6.34% and 6.64%, 150 

respectively. The outbreak of second wave was also considerably high in other nearby states 151 

like Manipur, Meghalaya, Mizoram and Sikkim (Figure 1). 152 

 153 

During first wave (June-September 2020), out of 12879 samples tested from Jorhat district, 154 

Assam, 571 tested positive for COVID-19 (TPR: 4.43%). However, in second wave (May-155 

July 2021), out of 3416 samples, 248 tested positive for COVID-19 (TPR: 7.26%). The TPR 156 

increased with age in first wave, though it was not statistically significant but observed higher 157 

infection in older age group. However, in second wave, a strong negative correlation was 158 

observed between TPR and age indicating higher infection in younger subjects 159 

(Supplementary Table S1). 160 

 161 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted January 26, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.25.22269702doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.25.22269702


9 

 

Seroprevalence during first and second waves 162 

Immunoassays for serum IgG-N, IgG-S, IgM-S and neutralizing antibodies were conducted at 163 

three-different time points during August 2020, February 2021 and June 2021 with 164 

established cohorts of 724, 866, and 436 subjects (n=2026) (Table 1). The anti-SARS-CoV-2 165 

IgG-N, IgG-S, and IgG-M antibodies were found to be 10.63%, 8.83%, and 1%, respectively, 166 

during the first wave, while the antibody prevalence in the intermittent phase and second 167 

wave were 40.3%, 16.85%, and 3.49%, and 46.33%, 15.82%, and 3.66%, respectively. The 168 

frequencies of neutralizing antibody for the above-mentioned periods were found to be 169 

90.91%, 52.14%, and 69.30%, respectively. The prevalence of seropositivity increased while 170 

the frequency of neutralizing antibodies decreased both in the intermittent phase and second 171 

wave compared to those observed in the first wave (Supplementary Table S2, Table S3 & 172 

Table S4). The prevalence of seropositivity and neutralizing antibody decreased with age 173 

groups in first wave indicating higher infection in older subjects while in contrast second 174 

wave showed an increase in seropositivity and neutralizing antibody with age indicating 175 

higher infection in younger subjects.  176 

 177 

Emergence of SARS-CoV-2 variants during first and second wave 178 

SARS-CoV-2 genomes of 914 qRT-PCR positive samples collected from Assam and 179 

Arunachal Pradesh during first wave (591 samples) (July–November 2020) and second wave 180 

(323 samples) (May – September 2021) were sequenced and assembled. Out of total 815 181 

samples that passed the QC read filtering and lineage assignment, overall 39 variants were 182 

detected, including VOC B.1.617.2 (Delta) (n=158), AY sublineages (n=112), and VOI 183 

B.1.617.1 (Kappa) (n=1). Thirty two normal variants were detected in first wave 184 

predominated by B.1.36 (n=329), B.1.1.201 (n=105) and B.1 (n=36), while second wave was 185 

identified with 9 variants predominated by VOC B.1.617.2 (Delta) (n=157), AY sublineages 186 
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(n=112) and VOI B.1.617.1 (Kappa) (n=1). Among 162 samples that had vaccination details, 187 

VOCs and VOI were identified mostly in vaccinated individuals (n=94, 58.02%), among 188 

which the highest infections occurred in single-dose vaccinated individuals (n=51, 54.26%), 189 

followed by double-dose vaccine breakthrough-infection (n=38, 40.43%). The maximum-190 

likelihood time-resolved phylogenetic tree with distribution of the detected variants is showed 191 

in Figure 2. 192 

 193 

The overall number of mutations in different genes across the variants are represented in 194 

Supplementary Figure S2 & Figure S3. Total 3376 mutations (synonymous: 1208; missense: 195 

2149; non-sense: 19) were observed across the SARS-CoV-2 genomes, wherein 865 196 

mutations (synonymous: 451; missense: 395; nonsense: 19) were exclusively observed in 197 

genomes from first wave, while 1731 mutations (synonymous: 447; missense: 1284) were 198 

observed exclusively in genomes from second wave (Supplementary Table S5). Highest 199 

mutation frequencies were predominantly observed in ORF1a, ORF1b, S and N genes (Table 200 

2). An increase in the frequency of mutation in second wave was observed in S, ORF3a, 201 

ORF7a, ORF7b and 3’ UTR of the genomes. The mutation pattern and frequency among the 202 

variants shifted between the two waves, and this variation was predominantly associated with 203 

non-synonymous mutations leading to increase in amino acid changes in S, N, ORF1a, 204 

ORF1b, ORF3a, ORF7a and ORF7b during the second wave as compared to the first wave. 205 

Interestingly, S-gene initially acquired three non-sense mutations, namely C27972T (Q27*) 206 

(15.79%), G28221T (E110*) (3.16%), and G28083T (E64*) (1.05%) during first wave, which 207 

was subsequently lost in second wave (Supplementary Table S5). Moreover, deletion 208 

mutations were predominantly observed only in second wave among the Delta variants in S, 209 

ORF3a and ORF8 genes. The deletions in S and ORF8 genes were observed across all Delta 210 

genomes analyzed, while the deletions in ORF3a were detected only in three Delta genomes. 211 
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The C>T transition (43.1%) and G>T transversion (25.3%) were dominant among the overall 212 

mutations (Supplementary Table S5).  213 

 214 

The NE India reported numerous incidences of VOCs of SARS-CoV-2, especially Delta and 215 

AY sublineages (Figure 3 and Figure 4). VOCs emerged in the region as early as December 216 

2020, and Delta variant was first detected in January 2021 in Assam (Figure 4). The data 217 

showed the displacement of normal variants in first wave by the VOCs in the second wave, 218 

which was completely dominated by Delta and AY sublineages, indicating intra-lineage 219 

mutation.  220 

 221 

Serological study of cohort pre-and post-vaccination 222 

In the cohort (n=35), pan-IgG-N antibody increased from 8.57% in August 2020 to 28.57%, 223 

31.42%, 45.71% and 45.71% in February 2021, June 2021, July 2021 and August 2021, 224 

respectively, correlating well with the increase in COVID-19 incidences (Table 3). Three 225 

subjects tested seropositive in 10th August 2020, which continuously persisted till 14th August 226 

2021 (Supplementary Figure S4) highlighting the persistence of antibody against SARS-CoV-227 

2 for more than a year in some individuals. The neutralizing activity gradually increased from 228 

August 2020 onwards and reached 88.57% by mid July 2021 (Table 3). There was a 2.33-fold 229 

increase in neutralizing activity in February 2020 compared to August 2020. However, 230 

neutralizing activity increased by 1.57-fold in June 2021 and more than 4-fold in July 2021 231 

compared to February 2021. Interestingly, IgG-N antibody remained low compared to 232 

neutralizing activity after February 2020. The increase in neutralizing activity within a short 233 

span of time could be due to the effect of vaccination (Supplementary Table S6). On the other 234 

hand, only 28.57% (n=10) acquired COVID-19 infection (5 subjects during first wave and 5 235 

subjects during second wave) in the entire study. However, prevalence of neutralizing 236 
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antibody started to decrease from last week of July 2021 reaching as low as 68.57% by the 237 

end of July 2021.Vaccine breakthrough was observed in only one single individual vaccinated 238 

with Covishield who was asymptomatic seropositive during first wave. In this cohort group, 239 

three individuals were diabetic among them only one contracted COVID-19 post single-dose 240 

vaccination during second wave. Additionally, three out of five hypertensive individuals 241 

developed COVID-19 infection. None among the 19 individuals with smoking habits were 242 

reported to be infected with COVID-19. Out of the 19 alcoholic and 17 tobacco-consuming 243 

individuals, only 2 cases with both the habits acquired COVID-19 infection. Moreover, it was 244 

observed that individuals infected with COVID-19 prior to vaccination showed higher 245 

neutralizing activity irrespective of lifestyle and co-morbidity. 246 

 247 

Discussion 248 

North East India is a unique part of India with significant geographical and inhabitant 249 

population variation. Considering this unique regional importance and as part of global 250 

initiative to generate and exchange genomic and serological profile of SARS-CoV-2 251 

transmission and evolution, we have conducted this study of NE India. 252 

 253 

Our meta-analysis of incidences of COVID-19 in NE India in comparison to trend observed in 254 

overall Indian population showed that number of incidences across NE state including Assam 255 

is relatively low (Figure 1). However, it is not known whether the inherent immune-genetic 256 

factor or epigenetic factors of the unique host population had played any role in preventing or 257 

augmenting the incidences. Conversely, the higher rate of incidences in overall Indian 258 

population in comparison to NE Indian states can be due to extremely higher local incidences 259 

in some part of India such as Maharashtra, Delhi, Karnataka. Subsequently, this was followed 260 

by rapid rise in the incidences leading to the peak of second wave with highest incidences 261 
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during May-June 2021 (Figure 1). Interestingly, NE states of India showed much sharper rise 262 

in incidences. When we normalized the data per 1000 cases and carried out analysis of 263 

incidences of COVID-19 among the different states of NE India, we observed interesting 264 

variations in number of waves and peak intensities between the states (Supplementary Table 265 

S7 & Table S8). During first wave, the increase in infection was steady and gradual across the 266 

NE India, which might have led to the emergence of various variants while the virus was 267 

transmitted from person to person and adapt with the new host. Awareness, self-precaution, 268 

physical and social distancing, and strict lockdown measures prescribed by the state 269 

governments might have resulted to the rapid and effective control of the COVID-19 270 

transmission in the region during first wave on the basis of the skewed distribution observed 271 

during first wave. The observed rapid rise in infection and community transmission in NE 272 

India during the second wave might have resulted from the emergence of VOCs B.1.617.2 273 

and AY sublineages, with high transmission and immune escape properties [9]. This was 274 

further elevated with relaxation in preventive COVID-19 measures by the respective state 275 

governments. 276 

 277 

In our serological study, it was observed that the prevalence of seropositivity increased while 278 

the frequency of neutralizing antibody decreased both in the intermittent phase and in second 279 

wave compared to those seen in first wave. The seropositivity rate was observed to be 10.61% 280 

during first wave, which supported our earlier finding [10], while the seropositivity rate 281 

during second wave increased nearly 4-fold. Additionally, the seropositivity in the second 282 

wave was also higher to those seen in the intermittent phase, which might be due to the 283 

emergence of new variants such as B.1.617.2 and AY sublineages. Several explanations have 284 

put forwarded as possible factors for generation of multi-waves and their characteristics in 285 

major pandemics. Some of these are co-infection [11], pandemic fatigue [12], sub-optimal 286 
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prevention and control measures during intermittent endemic period [13], climatic variations 287 

[14] and genetic drift of the infectious agent associated with diffusion and herd immunity [15, 288 

16]. Moreover, the increase in seropositivity and neutralizing antibody in older subjects unlike 289 

younger in the second wave may suggest the influence of age-selective mass vaccination 290 

programme in addition to possible emergence of new mutants. In the cohort group study, it 291 

was recorded that anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibody could last more than a year, which was also 292 

reported by Xiao et al., 2021 implying that some individuals have the capacity to sustain 293 

antibodies for a relatively longer period of time for prolonged protection against SARS-CoV-294 

2 [17]. Additionally, it was observed that individuals infected with COVID-19 prior to single 295 

or double dose vaccination resulted in higher neutralizing activity irrespective of lifestyle and 296 

health condition. This result corroborated by the work of Reynolds et al. 2021 where they 297 

reported that a single dose of Pfizer/BioNTech mRNA vaccine can enhance higher T-cell 298 

immunity and antibody secreting memory B-cell response, and neutralizing antibodies against 299 

B.1.1.7 and B.1.351 variants in individuals with prior COVID-19 infection [18]. The 300 

observance of lower neutralizing antibody in second wave as compared to first wave among 301 

the individuals was possibly due to reduced sensitivity of SARS-CoV-2 variant B.1.617.2 to 302 

antibody neutralization as also reported by other groups [19]. In addition, neutralizing 303 

antibodies decreased in the vaccinated 35 cohort group after few months, which could be 304 

assumed as possible shifting of humoral immunity of antibodies towards generation of 305 

memory B cells for longer uses [20, 21]. 306 

  307 

The whole genome sequences allowed us to detect the representative diversity of SARS-CoV-308 

2 viruses in NE India, and compared with other states in the NE India. Most importantly, our 309 

genome sequencing work sought to confirm the first occurrence of VOC in NE India. It is to 310 

be noted here that B.1.617.2 was first identified in India in August 2020, and our findings 311 
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confirmed the earliest occurrence of B.1.617.2 in the NE state of Assam within one month 312 

period in September 2020. This clearly indicated the fact that the transmission of this highly 313 

contagious B.1.617.2 variant was very quick and prompt from the mainland of India to NE 314 

India. Upon first occurrence of B.1.617.2 in Assam, a highly rapid transmission of this 315 

contagious variant and its various AY sublineages was observed in the NE India during 316 

second wave. We also observed that the occurrence of B.1.617.2 and AY sublineages was 317 

mostly associated with partially vaccinated population. This observation is in consistence with 318 

earlier reports [22, 23]. During May 2021, in the UK, it was reported that the secondary attack 319 

rate of B.1.617.2 was higher than B.1.1.7 in partially immunized population [24]. The linkage 320 

between the VOC and VOI were mainly characterized by unique substitution or deletion in 321 

the spike protein. Changes in L452R, E484Q and P681R amino acids were identified in 322 

Kappa variant while Delta was identified with changes in L452R and P681 R amino acids 323 

[25]. The changes in these three amino acid positions were directly linked with the strong 324 

binding affinity with the host as well as capability to escape from the neutralizing antibodies 325 

by SARS-CoV-2 [26]. Overall, the demonstration of genomic characterizations of SARS-326 

CoV-2 variants of NE India increased the availability of geographical-based genomes of 327 

SARS-CoV-2 variants and thereof illustrated emerging trends in variations in the genomes of 328 

SARS-CoV-2 variants.  329 

 330 

During the second wave while India had been witnessing the massive burden of rapid surge in 331 

COVID-19 cases, most of the neighboring countries sharing international border with NE 332 

region of India had relatively small number of cases yet (Figure 3). However, Bhutan was an 333 

exception, where it was experiencing one of its largest surges even though 62% of the 334 

population had received at least one dose of a vaccine [27]. The surge in cases in Bangladesh 335 

corresponded with widespread detection of variant B.1.351 (Beta) in February and March 336 
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2021 during the second wave [28], which was later dominated by B.1.617.2. The surge in 337 

cases in India, particularly in its NE region, and Nepal corroborated with the increasing 338 

incidences of B.1.617.2. The surge is cases in Bhutan and Myanmar, though started after 339 

India and its NE region reported rapid decline in the cases, coincided with the prevalence of 340 

B.1.617.2. Overall, it is indicative that the second wave in the neighboring countries sharing 341 

international border with NE region of India followed similar pattern of rise and fall of cases 342 

and is driven by the B.1.617.2 variant. Considering the fragile and possible porous nature of 343 

these international borders, it is highly likely that undetected cross-border spillage of SARS-344 

CoV-2 variants, particularly B.1.617.2 may have occurred during the second wave. 345 

 346 

Conclusion 347 

The present study demonstrates that although qRT-PCR testing shows correlation with 348 

serological testing, each approach can derive different epidemiological profile of evolution 349 

and transmission of SARS-Cov-2 in a given population. First wave of COVID-19 in NE India 350 

witnessed low transmission with more diverse evolution of SARS-CoV-2 variants, which 351 

might have prepared the virus to develop higher transmissibility, more resilience to host 352 

immune response through acquired immune escape potential and more lethal virulence to 353 

drive the second wave. The widely varied prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 variants across the NE 354 

India implies potential of spread of any communicable diseases through and beyond this 355 

region. Detection of only one dominating variant of concern throughout second wave in 356 

Assam is also indicative of stringent tracking, tracing and treating policies undertaken by the 357 

local state government. Vaccination has a strong role to play in reducing the infection, 358 

stabilizing the immunity against recurrent infection and thus possibly breaking the chain for 359 

further spread. Additional studies are warranted to understand how the virus will evolve post 360 

vaccination, which will dictate the outcome of any possible future wave of COVID-19. 361 
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Table 1: Seropositivity of the participants against SARS-CoV-2a 484 

 August 2020 (n = 724) February 2021 (n = 866) June 2021 (n = 436) 

Parameterb Positive 

result 

[n (%)] 

Adjusted 

Positivityc 

[% (95% CI)] 

Positive 

result 

[n (%)] 

Adjusted 

Positivityc 

[% (95% CI)] 

Positive 

result 

[n (%)] 

Adjusted 

Positivityc 

[% (95% CI)] 

 

IgG-N  77 

(10.63%) 

10.61% 

 (8.37-12.85) 

349 

(40.3%) 

40.21 % 

(36.95-43.48) 

202 

(46.33%) 

46.23% 

(41.55-50.91) 

IgG-S 64 

(8.83%) 

- 146 

(16.85%) 

- 69 

(15.82%) 

- 

 

IgM-S 7 

(1%) 

- 31 

(3.49%) 

- 16 

(3.66%) 

- 

 

Neutralizing 

antibody 

70 

(90.91%) 

90.91% 

(97.33-84.49) 

182 

(52.14%) 

52.14% 

(57.39-46.91) 

140 

(69.30%) 

69.30% 

(75.67-62.95) 

       

 485 

aAssessments were done at three different time points, namely August 2020, February 2021, 486 

and June 2021. 487 

bIgG-N: IgG antibody against SARS-CoV-2 nucleoprotein; IgG-S: IgG antibody against 488 

SARS-CoV-2 spike protein; IgM-S: IgM antibody against SARS-CoV-2 spike protein; 489 

Neutralizing antibody: neutralizing antibody against SARS-CoV-2. 490 

cAdjusted positivity was calculated considering 99.8% sensitivity and 100% specificity for the 491 

IgG-N diagnostic kit (Roche) and 100% sensitivity and 100% specificity for the Neutralizing 492 

antibody diagnostic kit (Genscript). Kits used for IgG-S and IgM-S have been approved by 493 

ICMR; however, there is no information about the sensitivity and specificity. Participants 494 
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tested seropositive for IgG-N, IgG-S and /or IgM-S were considered for the neutralizing 495 

antibody assay 496 

 497 

 498 

 499 

 500 
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Table 2: Top five mutation detected in the genes across the sequenced SARS-CoV-2 genomesa 501 

Genes Synonymous mutation Missense mutation 

First wave Second wave First wave Second wave 

NTb Countc Overall 

Frequency 

e 

Frequency 

distribution 

f 

NTb Countc Overall 

Frequency 

e 

Frequency 

distribution 

f 

NTb AAd Countc Overall 

Frequency 

e 

Frequency 

distribution 

f 

NTb AAd Countc Overall 

Frequency 

e 

Frequency 

distribution 

f 

5'-UTR C241T 92 5.59 97.87 C241T 60 2.39 100.00 - - - - - - - - - - 

C186T 4 0.24 4.26 G210T 60 2.39 100.00 - - - - - - - - - - 

C180T 2 0.12 2.13 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

C157T 1 0.06 1.06 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

C203T 1 0.06 1.06 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

ORF1a C3037T 94 5.71 100.00 C3037T 60 2.39 100.00 T1947C V561A 43 2.61 45.74 C6402T P2046L 50 1.99 83.33 

C6310T 36 2.19 38.30 A11201G 51 2.03 85.00 C12546T A4094V 35 2.13 37.23 C7124T P2287S 50 1.99 83.33 

C8917T 24 1.46 25.53 C8986T 50 1.99 83.33 C6573T S2103F 8 0.49 8.51 G9053T V2930L 50 1.99 83.33 

T1094C 23 1.40 24.47 A11332G 48 1.91 80.00 C5700A A8812D 7 0.43 7.45 C10029T T3255I 49 1.95 81.67 

C8074T 22 1.34 23.40 C1267T 8 0.32 13.33 C9693T A3143V 5 0.30 5.32 G4181T A1306S 45 1.79 75.00 

ORF1b C18877T 44 2.67 46.81 C14262T 6 0.24 10.00 C14408T P314L 94 5.71 100.00 C14408T P314L 60 2.39 100.00 

C18129T 24 1.46 25.53 C15240T 6 0.24 10.00 C18928T P1821S 13 0.79 13.83 C16466T P1000L 59 2.35 98.33 

C16626T 5 0.30 5.32 C19983T 6 0.24 10.00 G21424A G2653S 5 0.30 5.32 G15451A G6625S 59 2.35 98.33 

C17304T 5 0.30 5.32 T18309C 6 0.24 10.00 C17156T T1230I 2 0.12 2.13 C19220T A1918V 50 1.99 83.33 

C16323T 4 0.24 4.26 C18555T 3 0.12 5.00 C18713T A1749V 2 0.12 2.13 C20320T H2285Y 8 0.32 13.33 

S C22444T 46 2.80 48.94 C24745T 8 0.32 13.33 A23403G D614G 94 5.71 100.00 C23604G P681R 60 2.39 100.00 

T22777C 3 0.18 3.19 G21604T 3 0.12 5.00 G21800T D80Y 6 0.36 6.38 C21618G T19R 59 2.35 98.33 

A24010G 2 0.12 2.13 A21619G 2 0.08 3.33 G21770T V70F 4 0.24 4.26 T22917G L452R 58 2.31 96.67 
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C23248T 2 0.12 2.13 G24620T 2 0.08 3.33 C21707T H49Y 3 0.18 3.19 C22995A T478K 57 2.27 95.00 

A25018G 1 0.06 1.06 T25312C 2 0.08 3.33 C23997T O812L 3 0.18 3.19 G24410A D950N 52 2.07 86.67 

ORF3a G25494T 3 0.18 3.19 C25413T 12 0.48 20.00 G25563T Q57H 46 2.80 48.94 C25469T S26L 59 2.35 98.33 

C26022T 1 0.06 1.06 A25596G 1 0.04 1.67 C25528T L46F 8 0.49 8.51 C25487T T32I 6 0.24 10.00 

G26217T 1 0.06 1.06 G25947T 1 0.04 1.67 T25556G V55G 2 0.12 2.13 C26029A Q213K 3 0.12 5.00 

- - - - G26196A 1 0.04 1.67 C25688T A99V 1 0.06 1.06 G25563T Q57H 2 0.08 3.33 

- - - - G26211T 1 0.04 1.67 C25693T L101F 1 0.06 1.06 G26104T D238Y 2 0.08 3.33 

E - - - - - - - - C26270T T9I 1 0.06 1.06 G26365T A41S 3 0.12 5.00 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

M C26735T 45 2.74 47.87 C26645T 6 0.24 10.00 A27006G K162E 1 0.06 1.06 C26985T H155Y 2 0.08 3.33 

C26642T 5 0.30 5.32 C26873T 2 0.08 3.33 C27040A S173K 1 0.06 1.06 T26767G I82S 1 0.04 1.67 

A27038T 1 0.06 1.06 C26681T 1 0.04 1.67 T27039A S173K 1 0.06 1.06 - - - - - 

C27110T 1 0.06 1.06 C26907T 1 0.04 1.67 - - - - - - - - - - 

G26828T 1 0.06 1.06 G26951C 1 0.04 1.67 - - - - - - - - - - 

N G29260T 3 0.18 3.19 A29552G 1 0.04 1.67 C28854T S194L 39 2.37 41.49 A28461G D63G 59 2.35 98.33 

G28747T 2 0.12 2.13 C28744T 1 0.04 1.67 G28881A R203K 35 2.13 37.23 G29402T D377Y 59 2.35 98.33 

A29558G 1 0.06 1.06 - - - - G28882A R203K 35 2.13 37.23 G28881T R203M 47 1.87 78.33 

C28657T 1 0.06 1.06 - - - - G28883C G204R 35 2.13 37.23 G28916T G215C 39 1.55 65.00 

C28849T 1 0.06 1.06 - - - - G29474T D401Y 4 0.24 4.26 G29427A R385K 8 0.32 13.33 

ORF6 T27384C 3 0.18 3.19 T27210C 2 0.08 3.33 - - - - - - - - - - 

ORF7a - - - - - - - - G27703T V104F 3 0.18 3.19 T27638C V82S 54 2.15 90.00 

- - - - - - - - C27752T T120I 1 0.06 1.06 C27752T T120I 53 2.11 88.33 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - C27739T L116F 8 0.32 13.33 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - C27481T L30F 1 0.04 1.67 
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- - - - - - - - - - - - - C27509T T39I 1 0.04 1.67 

ORF7b C27804T 1 0.06 1.06 G27857A 1 0.04 1.67 C27879T H42Y 1 0.06 1.06 C27874T T40I 50 1.99 83.33 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - C27849T L32F 1 0.04 1.67 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - C27858A Q35R 1 0.04 1.67 

ORF8 C28139T 1 0.06 1.06 G28079T 2 0.08 3.33 G28056A A55T 2 0.12 2.13 G28086T A65S 3 0.12 5.00 

- - - - G28001T 1 0.04 1.67 G28198T C102F 2 0.12 2.13 A28012G H40R 2 0.08 3.33 

- - - - - - - - G28086T A65S 1 0.06 1.06 - - - - - 

ORF9 - - - - - - - - G28321T R13L 3 0.18 3.19 A28461G D63G 59 2.35 98.33 

- - - - - - - - C28432T S50L 2 0.12 2.13 - - - - - 

- - - - - - - - G28423A R47H 2 0.12 2.13 - - - - - 

- - - - - - - - G28557T R95L 1 0.06 1.06 - - - - - 

3'-UTR C29733T 3 0.18 3.19 G29742T 60 2.39 100.00 - - - - - - - - - - 

C29730T 1 0.06 1.06 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

C29769T 1 0.06 1.06 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

G29777T 1 0.06 1.06 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

aThe table indicates the distribution of the first five mutations with highest frequency of detection in each gene across genomes sequenced from first 502 

wave and second wave samples. Mutations that are not detected are represented by hyphen (-). 503 

bNucleotide mutation 504 

cNumber of observed mutation 505 

dAmino acid changes 506 

ePercentage of the corresponding mutation among the total number of observed mutations in first wave and second wave  507 

fPercentage of the corresponding mutation among the total number of genomes sequenced in first wave and second wave 508 

509 
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Table 3: IgG-N reactive antibody and neutralizing activity against SARS-CoV-2 among the cohort of 35 peoplea  510 

Parameters 

 

2020 

(n = 35) 

2021 

(n = 35) 

Sampling Date 10 August 10 February 10 June 10 July 16 July 24 July 31 July 14 August 

IgG-N antibody [n (%)] 3 (8.57%) 10 (28.57%) 11 (31.42%) 16 (45.71%) 16 (45.71%) 16 (45.71%) 16 (45.71%) 16 (45.71%) 

Neutralizing antibody  

[n (%)] 

3 (8.57%) 7 (20%) 11 (31.42%) 29 (82.85%) 31 (88.57) 25 (71.41%) 24 (68.57%) 26 (74.28%) 

Vaccinated, Single dose  

[n (%)] 

- - 20 (57.1%) 15 (42.85%) - - - - 

Vaccinated, Double dose 

[n (%)]  

- - 10 (28.57%) 4 (11.42%) - - - - 

qRT-PCR positive 

[n (%)] 

5 (14.2%) - 1 (2.85%) 1 (2.85%) 1 (2.85%) - - 2 (5.71%) 

Vaccine breakthroughb   

[n (%)] 

- - - - - - - 1 (2.85%) 

aCohort group includes 29 male and 6 female participants aged between 25 to 55 years with an average age of 35.77 years. 511 

bVaccine breakthrough is defined as one who got infected after receiving both doses and completed at least 14 days of follow-up after the second dose.512 
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Figure legends: 513 

Figure 1: Trend of COVID-19 (a) positivity (b) recovery (c) death in India and states of North East 514 

India during first wave and second wave (April 2020 – July 2021). 515 

 516 

Figure 2. Maximum likelihood phylogenetic tree based on the sequences of SARS-CoV-2 whole 517 

genomes from Assam showing distribution of the variants rooted with reference to the Wuhan-Hu-1 518 

reference genome (MN908947.3). The tree was constructed using the IQ-TREE web server 519 

implemented using IQ-TREE multicore version 1.6.12. The best-fit model was chosen using 520 

Bayesian Information Criterion using the default parameters. The best-fit model used was GTR+F+I 521 

with 1000 bootstrap replicates to generate the consensus tree. The tree file generated was imported 522 

to FigTree version 1.4.4 and annotated and visualized to generate the time-resolved tree. 523 

 524 

Figure 3. Distribution of variants of SARS-CoV-2 in various states of North East region of India 525 

and in the neighboring countries sharing international border with the region (a) comparison with 526 

confirmed COVID-19 cases (b), test positivity rate (TPR) (c), deaths (d), and seropositivity rate (e). 527 

(a) Demographics of qRT-PCR TPR, recovery rate, death rate, and vaccination rate are also given 528 

for the states of North East India. Data on the variants of SARS-CoV-2 indicate the cumulative total 529 

of each variant detected since the first sample from the state and the country was sequenced. The 530 

genome data for the North East states of India were retrieved from the Indian COVID-19 Genome 531 

Surveillance data hub of the Indian SARS-CoV-2 Genomics Consortium (INSACOG) 532 

(http://clingen.igib.res.in/covid19genomes/), and the EpiCoV database in GISAID server 533 

(https://www.gisaid.org/) (retrieved on 15 October 2021). The genome dataset for the state of 534 

Assam and Arunachal Pradesh also included 719 and 96 genome sequences, respectively, that were 535 

generated in the present study. Month-wise evolution of the variants in the states are given in Figure 536 

4. The variant data for the neighboring countries of Nepal, Bhutan, China, Myanmar and 537 

Bangladesh were obtained from the global SARS-CoV-2 genome dataset available in EpiCoV 538 
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database in GISAID server (https://www.gisaid.org/) (retrieved on 15 September 2021). Only the 539 

variants of concern and variant of interest detected in the states of North East India are shown. The 540 

variants of concern are B.1.1.7 (Alpha), B.1.351 (Beta), P.1 (Gamma), and B.1.617.2 (Delta), and 541 

AY sublineages, and B.1.617.1 (Kappa) is the variant of interest. The data related to COVID-19 542 

test, recovery and death are represented by TPR, recovery rate and death rate, respectively, as 543 

percentage value, and are calculated using the data retrieved from www.covid19india.org (retrieved 544 

on 17 July 2021) and include data collected from April 2020 – July 2021. The TPR, recovery rate 545 

and death rate represent the cumulative of both first wave and second wave. The TPR is calculated 546 

irrespective of the type of method used for testing. The data related to vaccination is represented by 547 

percentage of the first and second doses administered during 16 January 2021 to 16 July 2021, 548 

irrespective of the type of vaccine, age, gender, vaccination session and vaccination sites. The 549 

vaccination data was retrieved from www.covid19india.org (retrieved on 17 July 2021) and 550 

validated with the data available in the official website of Ministry of Health and Family Welfare 551 

(MoHFW), Govt. of India (www.mohfw.gov.in). (b, c, d) Data for the graphs depicting COVID-19 552 

confirmed cases per million individuals, TPR, and number of deaths per million individuals in the 553 

neighboring countries sharing international border with North East region of India was obtained 554 

from Our World in Data (https://ourworldindata.org/coronavirus) from  1 March 2020 – 30 555 

September 2021. (e) The graph represents the seropositivity rate of India and neighboring countries. 556 

Seropositivity rate in both 2020 and 2021 for India, China and Nepal were represented as the 557 

average of three different time points of each year. Rate of seropositivity data is not available for 558 

Bangladesh, Bhutan and Myanmar. Data was obtained from Serotracker as on 24 October 2021. 559 

(https://serotracker.com/en/Explore) 560 

 561 

Figure 4. Evolution of SARS-CoV-2 variants at different time points of their detection in the states 562 

of North East India. The data shows the displacement of normal variants in first wave by the variant 563 

of interest and variants of concern in the second wave. The second wave was completely dominated 564 
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with Delta variant and its AY sublineages, indicating intra-lineage mutation and arrest of emergence 565 

of new variants. The genome data were retrieved from the Indian COVID-19 Genome Surveillance 566 

data hub of the Indian SARS-CoV-2 Genomics Consortium (INSACOG) 567 

(http://clingen.igib.res.in/covid19genomes/), and the EpiCoV database in GISAID server 568 

(https://www.gisaid.org/) (retrieved on 15 October 2021). The genome dataset for the state of 569 

Assam and Arunachal Pradesh also included 719 and 96 genome sequences, respectively, that were 570 

generated in the present study. 571 
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