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Research in context 

 

Evidence before this study  

We searched Pubmed, Medline, Scopus and Web of Knowledge, for primary population-based studies 

prospectively assessing infection-, vaccine-induced, and hybrid immunity and the respective neutralising activity 

of antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 and its variants of concern. We included articles published between 1 

January and 28 September 2022, without language restrictions, and retrieved 540 publications after 

deduplication. None of the screened studies measured the prevalence of immune response and neutralisation 

capacity prospectively in population-based, representative samples accounting for type of acquired immunity. 

Evidence from five studies, all conducted in non-representative, convenience and relatively small samples 

(N<254), and/or in sub-populations (e.g., healthcare workers and children), shows that hybrid immunity confers 

higher immune protection and exhibits better neutralising capacity compared to vaccine- and infection-induced 

immunity. Furthermore, one of the screened studies highlights that antibodies developed by individuals with 

hybrid immunity show the slowest decline over a period of 10 months. 

Added value of this study  

We took advantage of an ongoing cohort study on anti-SARS-CoV-2 seroprevalence conducted in a 

representative sample of the general Swiss population (N=2553) using standard, previously validated methods, to 

measure changes over time in seroprevalence, neutralisation capacity against wildtype and variants of concerns 

of the virus (i.e., ACE2r-block), waning of antibodies, and new infections. This is the first study, conducted in 

the general population and during the pandemic phase characterized by very high incidence of Omicron 

infections, to assess the extent of hybrid immunity (51%) and neutralising antibodies against the wildtype 

(94.2%), Delta (90.8%), and Omicron variants (84.9%). Our findings show that individuals with hybrid 

immunity, compared to those with only vaccine- or infection-induced immunity, had the highest levels of both 

anti-spike IgG antibodies titres and neutralisation capacity against wildtype, Delta, and Omicron variants. We 

also found that, from March to June/July 2022, anti-spike IgG antibodies remained stable in the general 

population (>96%), while anti-nucleocapsid IgG antibodies fluctuated due to their fast waning (7.3% of 

participants’ anti-nucleocapsid IgG antibodies became undetectable) and the parallel spread of Omicron 

infections (18.6% of participants acquired anti-nucleocapsid IgG antibodies). 

Implications of all the available evidence  
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By mid-2022, SARS-CoV-2 has become endemic, and a majority of individuals developed hybrid immunity 

with high levels of neutralisation against the wildtype, Delta, and Omicron variants of SARS-CoV-2. Combined 

with existing evidence, our results indicate that hybrid immunity confers higher levels of neutralising activity 

compared to both vaccine-induced and infection-induced immunity. This study extends findings on the 

immunological protection conferred by hybrid immunity from sub-populations to the general population. The 

high levels of antibodies and neutralization in the general populations support the emerging recommendations of 

some countries where booster vaccinations are still strongly recommended for vulnerable persons but less 

strongly recommended for individuals in the general population. Monitoring the prevalence, waning, and 

neutralising activity of antibodies against potential new variants of concern in populations remains crucial. 

 

 

Abstract 

Background 

Seroprevalence and the proportion of people with neutralizing activity against SARS-CoV-2 variants was high in 

early 2022. Since it is unclear how immunity in the general population evolves, the aim of this study was to 

assess the development of functional and hybrid immunity in the general population during a period of high 

incidence of infections with Omicron variants. 

Methods 

This prospective population based multi-region cohort study is part of the Corona Immunitas research 

programme in Switzerland. In March 2022, we randomly selected individuals from the general population in 

southern (canton of Ticino) and north-eastern (canton of Zurich) Switzerland, who were assessed again in 

June/July 2022. We supplemented the June/July 2022 sample with a random sample from western Switzerland 

(canton of Vaud). We assessed SARS-CoV-2 specific IgG antibodies against spike and nucleocapsid proteins 

and the presence of SARS-CoV-2 neutralising antibodies against three variants (wildtype, Delta, Omicron). 

Findings 

In June/July 2022, seroprevalence was >98% in 2553 individuals from the general Swiss population. The 

proportion of individuals with neutralising antibodies against wildtype, Delta, and Omicron was 94.2%, 90.8%, 
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and 84.9%, and at least 51% of the participants developed hybrid immunity. Individuals with hybrid immunity 

had, compared to those with only vaccine- or infection-induced immunity, highest levels of both, anti-spike IgG 

antibodies titres (4518 vs. 4304 vs. 269 WHO U/ml) and neutralisation capacity against wildtype (99.8% vs. 

98% vs. 47.5%), Delta (99% vs. 92.2% vs. 38.7%), and Omicron (96.4% vs. 79.5% vs. 47.5%).  

Interpretation 

This first study on functional and hybrid immunity in the general population after Omicron waves showed that 

SARS-CoV-2 has become endemic. The high levels of antibodies and neutralization in the general populations 

support the emerging recommendations of some countries where booster vaccinations are still strongly 

recommended for vulnerable persons but less strongly recommended for individuals in the general population.  

Funding: The Corona Immunitas research network is coordinated by the Swiss School of Public Health 

(SSPH+) and funded by fundraising of SSPH+ including funds of the Swiss Federal Office of Public Health and 

private funders (ethical guidelines for funding stated by SSPH+ were respected), by funds of the cantons of 

Switzerland (Vaud, Zurich, and Basel), and by institutional funds of the Universities. 

Study registration: ISRCTN18181860 

 

Keywords: SARS-CoV-2; COVID-19; Hybrid immunity; Functional immunity; Seroprevalence; Neutralisation; 

Wildtype; Delta; Omicron; Vaccination; Infection; Cohort; Population-based; Observational Study   
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Introduction  

The WHO recently emphasized the key importance of continuous monitoring of immunity against SARS-CoV-2 

and its variants of concern (VOC) in the general population to inform public health measures and vaccination 

strategies1. Early seroprevalence studies in spring 2020 showed that up to 10% of the general population had 

already developed antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 after the first wave in Europe and North America.2–5 Up to 

the point where vaccinations were approved in late 2020, seroprevalence increased to, on average, 25% as a 

consequence of SARS-CoV-2 infections but with great variations within and across countries.1,6,7 Following the 

introduction of vaccines, seroprevalence quickly increased to around 50% in the general population worldwide 

and to above 90% in high income countries.6,8 The concomitant reduction of the rate of severe disease courses of 

COVID-19 in vaccinated individuals provides strong support for the effectiveness of vaccines. However, 

although vaccines confer very high individual protection against COVID-19 symptoms, hospitalization and 

deaths, protection against new infections is partial, may decrease over time and with the emergence of new 

VOCs that can escape previously induced immunity.9–11  

The rise of the highly infectious Omicron VOCs, in early 2022, caused many infections in fully vaccinated or 

boostered persons. This led to a high seroprevalence and functional immunity in the general population, as 

measured by neutralising activity of antibodies in serum.12 Functional immunity contributes to protection from 

severe courses of COVID-19 and is stronger if induced by both vaccinations and infections than either alone (i.e. 

hybrid immunity).13–15 To inform public health measures and further booster vaccine strategies, it is important to 

assess population levels of seroprevalence, and durability of functional and hybrid immunity developed during a 

time of high incidence of Omicron infections. The aim of this study was to assess the trajectory of anti-SARS-

CoV-2 antibody titres, functional and hybrid immunity in the general population, and to compare such 

trajectories across age groups and three cantons representative of the three main regions in Switzerland. 

 

Methods  

Study design, sampling, and participants 

This prospective population based multi-region cohort study is part of the Corona Immunitas research 

programme in Switzerland16,17, for which we had completed four phases of seroprevalence studies between April 

2020 and October 2021 using a standardised protocol. The current study includes results from phases five and 
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six, for which assessments were conducted between 1 March and 1 April 2022 and 30 May and 11 July, 

respectively.12  

In phase five, we randomly selected individuals from the general population in southern (canton of Ticino) and 

north-eastern (canton of Zurich) Switzerland, who were assessed again in phase six. For cross-sectional analyses 

in phase six, we supplemented the southern and eastern Switzerland sample with a random sample from the 

general population in western Switzerland (canton of Vaud). These three Swiss cantons differ across 

demographic, socio-cultural, linguistic aspects and climate, all of which may impact on the dynamics of the 

pandemic.18 However, they are fairly representative for their language region (Italian, French, and German). The 

Swiss Federal Office of Statistics provided random samples of the general population in age-stratified (16–29, 

30–44, 45–64 and ≥ 65 years) groups, separately for the cantons of Ticino, Vaud, and Zurich. We selected these 

groups after consultation with the Swiss Federal Office of Public Health to adequately account for the potential 

impact on seroprevalence of social behaviour, adherence to public health measures and vaccination uptake, all of 

which differ across these age groups.19 Given a test sensitivity of 97% and specificity of 99% of the 

seroprevalence test that we have used20, we deemed 200 participants for each stratum to provide precise enough 

estimates for an expected seroprevalence of 90% or more. The target sample size was thus 200 for each age 

stratum in the three cantons (i.e., total planned sample size of 2,400). Participation rate in phase five was 18.1% 

in Ticino (850 / 4687), 21.4% in Zurich (1044 / 4875), and 12.2% in Vaud (850 / 6963) in phase six. All phase 

five participants in Ticino and Zurich were invited to participate in the phase six blood sampling, of which 

86.9% (739 / 850) in Ticino and 92.3% (964 / 1044) in Zurich decided to participate.  

The study was registered (https://doi.org/10.1186/ISRCTN18181860) and approved by the ethics committees of 

the cantons of Zurich (BASEC Registration No 2020-01247), Ticino (BASEC Registration No 2020-01514), and 

Vaud (BASEC No 2020-00887). All participants provided written informed consent before participation. 

Data collection 

We invited participants to in-person study visits at a healthcare facility to provide a blood sample. People who 

were not able or willing to travel were offered at-home visits. For each participant, trained personnel collected 

venous blood samples, according to clinical standards and COVID-19 hygiene measures. Before the first study 

visit, all participants completed a baseline questionnaire including information regarding socio-demographics, 

vaccinations, SARS-CoV-2 infections, hospital and intensive care unit (ICU) admissions, and symptoms in case 

of infections and past medical history, using the secure, web-based Research Electronic Data Capture platform 

(REDCap) for data collection and management.21,22 They also had the possibility to fill in the questionnaire on a 
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paper/pencil version. Participants from the cantons of Ticino and Zurich who were recruited in phase five were 

invited for a second study visit and blood sampling in phase six, three to four months later. Before this second 

study visit, participants filled in another questionnaire targeting the time between the first and second blood 

sampling including questions on new self-reported SARS-CoV-2 infections, symptoms, and vaccinations.  

Laboratory assays for SARS-CoV-2 antibodies and neutralising capacity against SARS-CoV-2 variants 

We assessed SARS-CoV-2 specific antibodies against the spike and nucleocapsid proteins using Sensitive Anti-

SARS-CoV-2 Spike Trimer Immunoglobulin Serological (SenASTrIS), a Luminex binding assay.20 The assay 

measures binding of IgG antibodies to the trimeric SARS-CoV-2 spike and the nucleocapsid proteins. The test 

has a high specificity (99%) and sensitivity (97%) and has been validated in samples of the general population 

and in specific subgroups.20 The semi-quantitative mean fluorescence intensity (MFI) values have been 

dichotomised at the cut-off value of 6 (<6 not detectable, ≥6 detectable) and the height of the antibody response 

categorised (< 6 not detectable, ≥6 and <12 low, ≥12 and <40 middle, ≥40 high). Furthermore, the MFI have 

been translated to the U/mL scale as measured by the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 immunoassay by Roche.12 We 

also assessed the presence of SARS-CoV-2 neutralising antibodies against three variants (wildtype, Delta, and 

Omicron) that were or are still dominant in Switzerland in 2022 using a cell- and virus-free assay.23 This assay 

measures the proportion of antibodies that block the interaction of the angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 receptor 

(ACE2r) with the receptor-binding domain of the trimer spike protein of the wildtype and variants of concern. 

Neutralisation has been determined to occur with a value above the cut-off value of 50. 

Outcome definition  

We defined seropositivity based on the presence of anti-spike IgG antibodies according to the threshold of 

SenASTrIS test positivity with mean MFI ≥ 6, and neutralisation capacity based on the cut-off value of 50. 

Functional immunity was defined based on neutralisation capacity of the cell- and virus free assay above the 

threshold value of 50. This was determined independently for each variant spike (wildtype, Delta, Omicron). 

Lastly, source of immune status was defined based on SARS-CoV-2 vaccination status (self-reported) and 

SARS-CoV-2 infection, determined as seropositivity for anti-nucleocapsid IgG (MFI≥ 6), report of a positive 

PCR or rapid antigen test or presence of anti-spike IgG antibodies in the absence of a SARS-CoV-2 vaccination. 

We categorised immune status as follows: immune naïve (i.e., no detectable antibodies and no reported infection 

and SARS-CoV-2 vaccination), vaccine-induced only, infection-induced only, or hybrid immunity (SARS-CoV-

2 vaccination and infection).  

Statistical analysis 
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We used medians and interquartile ranges or absolute and relative numbers for the descriptive analyses. 

We calculated seroprevalence using a Bayesian logistic regression model accounting for the accuracy 

characteristics of the serological test and applied post-stratification weights based on the target population 

demographic structure.2 We conducted all analyses in R, version 4.2.1. 

We determined the proportion of individuals in whom anti-spike IgG antibodies remained negative or positive 

(i.e., unchanged) or changed from negative to positive or positive to negative. 

Role of the funding source 

The funding bodies had no influence on the design, conduct, analysis, and interpretation of the study, or the 

decision to publish, preparation, and revisions of the manuscript. 

 

Results  

Between 30 May 2022 and 11 July 2022 (phase six of the Corona Immunitas research programme), we assessed 

2553 cohort participants, 739 from Ticino, 850 from Vaud, and 964 from Zurich (Table 1). Median age of the 

participants of the three cantons was respectively 49 (interquartile range [IQR] 35-64), 55 (IQR 39-69), and 52 

years (IQR 35-66). Female participants were slightly overrepresented with proportions of 58.1%, 55.9%, and 

54.4%, respectively in the three cantons. Most participants had received at least one dose of a SARS-CoV-2 

vaccine (89.9%, 91.1%, and 93.6%). Around half of the study sample reported to have been infected recently, 

likely in 2022 (53%, 48.5%, 51.8%).  

By June/July 2022, seroprevalence for Ticino, Vaud, and Zurich participants was estimated at 98.3% (95% 

confidence interval [CI] 96.9–99.3%), 98.4% (95% CI 97.3–99.3%), and 98.9% (95% CI 98–99.5%, Table 2). 

Anti-spike IgG antibodies were high across cantons and age-groups (>90%). The proportion of individuals 

whose antibodies showed neutralisation (ACE2r-blocking) was high against the wildtype (93.1% for Ticino, 

93.9% for Vaud, 95.4% for Zurich) and Delta (90.7%, 91.8%, 90%), and only slightly lower for the Omicron 

(84.3%, 86.9%, 83.6%) variant of SARS-CoV-2, with no evident patterns across age groups and study sites. 

From March 2022 to June/July 2022, the proportion of participants from Ticino and Zurich with detectable anti-

spike IgG antibodies remained stable (>96% across age groups), only in seven participants the anti-spike IgG 

decreased below the threshold, all of whom were unvaccinated and had become infected in 2022, most likely 

with the Omicron variant. In contrast, the fluctuation in anti-nucleocapsid IgG antibodies reflected both quick 

waning of anti-nucleocapsid antibodies (from positive to negative: 7.3%) as well as substantial infection activity 
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with the Omicron variant in spring 2022 in Switzerland (from negative to positive: 18.6%). The neutralisation 

capacity against the wildtype, Delta, and Omicron variant remained stable (from positive to positive: 93.1%, 

88.5%, and 80%, respectively), with little variation across age groups (Table 3 [pooled results] and 

Supplementary Table S1 [results stratified by canton]). There was a higher loss of neutralisation capacity (from 

positive to negative) observed for Omicron with 8.6% (wildtype 1.2%, Delta 4.2%), while on the population 

level only little changed with respect to newly obtained neutralisation capacity (form negative to positive: 

wildtype 1.3%, Delta 1.8%, Omicron 3.9%). 

In June/July 2022, the proportion with high levels of anti-spike IgG antibodies was more than double in 

vaccinated individuals and persons with a hybrid immunity compared to individuals with an infection only (high 

anti-spike IgG antibodies 99% and 99.8% vs. 45.9%; Table 4 [pooled results] and Supplementary Table S2 

[results stratified by canton]). Such large differences were also observed for neutralisation capacity (wildtype 

98% and 99.8% vs. 47.5%; Delta 92.2% and 99% vs. 38.7%; Omicron 79.5% and 96.4% vs. 47.5%). 

Neutralisation against Delta and Omicron was highest in participants with hybrid immunity, followed by those 

who have only been vaccinated and much lower in those with infection only. Compared to March 2022 (phase 

five), hybrid immunity in participants from Ticino and Zurich increased from 35.8% to 50.6% by June/July 2022 

(phase six), reflecting the high incidence with Omicron infections since spring 2022. 

 

Discussion  

Our population-based cohort study showed that not only seroprevalence but also antibody titres were very high 

in the general population in Switzerland by June/July 2022, without notable differences across cantons, age, and 

sex. At least 51% of study participants developed hybrid immunity and among those, more than 96% had 

neutralizing antibodies against the wildtype, Delta, and Omicron variants. In participants who received 

vaccination but were not infected previously, the proportion with neutralising antibodies was lower, in particular 

against Omicron. The 7% of participants with only an infection-induced immunity had about 15 times lower 

antibody titres, and less than 50% of them showed neutralizing antibodies. These findings are in line with 

previous studies, conducted in small and non-population-based samples, showing that hybrid immunity can 

confer to antibodies a better neutralisation capacity.24–30 

This study is the first to demonstrate the extent of hybrid immunity and neutralisation capacity in the general 

population in 2022. It is likely that we underestimated hybrid immunity and that its prevalence is higher than 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 17, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.14.22281076doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.14.22281076
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


10 

 

51%, as anti-nucleocapsid antibodies wane quickly and we likely missed some infections that occurred before 

2022. Self-reports of infections compensate only to some extent for the low to moderate sensitivity of anti-

nucleocapsid assays beyond 6 months of infection because many infections are mild or asymptomatic. A large 

study from Israel in 2021 showed that hybrid immunity provided stronger protection than vaccination and 

infection alone.15 While the proportion of persons with hybrid immunity was not reported, the observation time 

for persons with infection and vaccination up to (re) infection or censoring was smaller compared to those only 

vaccinated or only infected, implying a very low prevalence of hybrid immunity back in 2021. 

Our results have implications for vaccination strategies. Recommendations for primary series and booster 

vaccination need to consider the effectiveness and safety of vaccines as well as the epidemiologic and societal 

context.31 Seroprevalence is only a rough proxy marker of immunity in the population since seropositive persons 

have a wide range of antibody titres and neutralising capacity against SARS-CoV-2 VOCs as a consequence of 

infection only, vaccination only or both infection and vaccination as this study and other studies showed.13,14 

Therefore, information on the proportion of persons in the general population with neutralising capacity and 

hybrid immunity provides more solid guidance. The Swiss Federal Vaccination Commission recently released 

finely granulated recommendations for booster and primary series vaccinations based on the best available 

international evidence on the effectiveness and safety of bivalent or other booster vaccines, and based on the 

results of Corona Immunitas presented here. While the Commission issued a strong recommendation for a 

second booster for people above 64 years of age, for those with chronic conditions and pregnant women, the 

recommendation was moderately strong for health care staff and formal and informal caregivers, and only weak 

for the general population between 16 and 64 years of age. In addition, they recommended only one primary 

series dose for unvaccinated persons since most of them have had a SARS-CoV-2 infection (>90% according to 

the results presented here). These recommendations considered the high seroprevalence in Switzerland and the 

high proportion of persons with hybrid immunity and neutralising capacity, and include considerations on the 

optimal timing for the next booster campaign in autumn/winter 2022. The Canadian authorities issued similar 

recommendations for booster vaccines while population-based data on immunity in the population were not 

available to the extent and level of detail presented here.32  

Strengths of our study include the prospective, population-based cohort study design, coverage of the three main 

language and cultural regions of a country, the well-established methods of the Corona Immunitas research 

programme, the large sample size, and the use of previously validated serological tests and neutralising 

antibodies.20,23 In addition, retention of participants since March 2022 was high. Limitations include the modest 
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participation rate, as it is commonly the case in population-based studies, and the lack of measures of cellular 

immunity, which is not feasible to test in large population-based studies. An additional limitation is that recent 

infections may have been overlooked because of waning of anti-nucleocapsid antibodies and low participants’ 

awareness and reporting of recent infections. This likely led to an underestimation of hybrid immunity in our 

sample. 

 

Conclusion 

This prospective population-based cohort study with 2553 participants showed that seroprevalence remained 

very high in Switzerland in 2022, without differences across cantons and age groups. Antibody titres increased, 

and the majority of participants developed hybrid immunity with very high levels of neutralisation against the 

wildtype, Delta, and Omicron variants of SARS-CoV-2. Individuals with immunity only from infection had 15 

times lower antibody titres, and less than half of them showed neutralisation. Our results support the emerging 

recommendations of some countries where booster vaccinations are still strongly recommended for vulnerable 

persons but less strongly recommended for individuals in the general population. 
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Figures 

Figure 1. Seroprevalence and hybrid immunity in phases five and six of Corona Immunitas, Switzerland, 

in relation to the evolution of the pandemic, August 2021–August 2022  

 

 

The evolution of the pandemic is visualised by the number of confirmed SARS-CoV-2 cases (in purple), 

hospitalisations (turquois), and intensive care unit (ICU) admissions in Switzerland between August 2021 and 
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August 2022 (retrieved from: https://ourworldindata.org/coronavirus).33 The results regarding seroprevalence 

and proportion of participants with hybrid immunity are visualised in dark and light blue bars, respectively, for 

phases five (March 2022, n=1894) and six (June/July 2022, n=1702) of Corona Immunitas, cantons Ticino and 

Zurich, Switzerland.  
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Table 1: Characteristics of the sample, stratified by canton and age group. Ticino, Vaud, and Zurich, Switzerland, June-July 2022 (n=2553). 

 
Ticino Ticino Ticino Ticino Ticino Vaud Vaud Vaud Vaud Vaud Zurich Zurich Zurich Zurich Zurich 

Age category All 16-29 30-44 45-64 65+ All 16-29* 30-44 45-64 65+ All 16-29 30-44 45-64 65+ 

Sample size 739 128 186 241 184 850 107 183 275 285 964 156 235 306 267 

Median age (IQR) 49 (35-

64) 

24 (19-

27) 

38 (34-

42) 

54 (49-

59) 

72 (68-

78) 

55 (39-

69) 

23 (20-

26) 

37 (34-

42) 

55 (50-

59) 

73 (69-

77) 

52 (35-

66) 

24 (21-

28) 

38 (33-

41) 

55 (51-

60) 

72 (68-

77) 

Age group                

16-29 128 
(17.3%) 

128 
(100%) 

NA NA NA 107 
(12.6%) 

107 
(100%) 

NA NA NA 156 
(16.2%) 

156 
(100%) 

NA NA NA 

30-44 186 

(25.2%) 

NA 186 

(100%) 

NA NA 183 

(21.5%) 

NA 183 

(100%) 

NA NA 235 

(24.4%) 

NA 235 

(100%) 

NA NA 

45-64 241 
(32.6%) 

NA NA 241 
(100%) 

NA 275 
(32.4%) 

NA NA 275 
(100%) 

NA 306 
(31.7%) 

NA NA 306 
(100%) 

NA 

65+ 184 

(24.9%) 

NA NA NA 184 

(100%) 

285 

(33.5%) 

NA NA NA 285 

(100%) 

267 

(27.7%) 

NA NA NA 267 

(100%) 

Gender female 429 
(58.1%) 

80 
(62.5%) 

112 
(60.2%) 

142 
(58.9%) 

95 
(51.6%) 

475 
(55.9%) 

60 
(56.1%) 

101 
(55.2%) 

169 
(61.5%) 

145 
(50.9%) 

524 
(54.4%) 

93 
(59.6%) 

142 
(60.4%) 

159 
(52%) 

130 
(48.7%) 

Education                

Primary 73 (9.9%) 28 

(21.9%) 

6 (3.2%) 8 (3.3%) 31 

(16.8%) 

73 

(8.6%) 

25 

(23.4%) 

6 (3.3%) 17 

(6.2%) 

25 

(8.8%) 

62 

(6.4%) 

26 

(16.7%) 

5 (2.1%) 9 (2.9%) 22 

(8.2%) 

Secondary 409 
(55.3%) 

60 
(46.9%) 

73 
(39.2%) 

165 
(68.5%) 

111 
(60.3%) 

337 
(39.6%) 

49 
(45.8%) 

39 
(21.3%) 

119 
(43.3%) 

130 
(45.6%) 

394 
(40.9%) 

63 
(40.4%) 

61 (26%) 120 
(39.2%) 

150 
(56.2%) 

Tertiary 250 

(33.8%) 

39 

(30.5%) 

107 

(57.5%) 

66 

(27.4%) 

38 

(20.7%) 

426 

(50.1%) 

31 (29%) 134 

(73.2%) 

133 

(48.4%) 

128 

(44.9%) 

502 

(52.1%) 

67 

(42.9%) 

166 

(70.6%) 

176 

(57.5%) 

93 

(34.8%) 

Missing education 7 (0.9%) 1 (0.8%) 0 (0%) 2 (0.8%) 4 (2.2%) 14 
(1.6%) 

2 (1.9%) 4 (2.2%) 6 (2.2%) 2 (0.7%) 6 (0.6%) 0 (0%) 3 (1.3%) 1 (0.3%) 2 (0.7%) 

Household income 

(CHF/monthly) 

               

0-6'000 317 
(42.9%) 

59 
(46.1%) 

57 
(30.6%) 

94 (39%) 107 
(58.2%) 

215 
(25.3%) 

30 (28%) 31 
(16.9%) 

49 
(17.8%) 

105 
(36.8%) 

320 
(33.2%) 

80 
(51.3%) 

45 
(19.1%) 

58 (19%) 137 
(51.3%) 

6'000-12'000 275 

(37.2%) 

38 

(29.7%) 

90 

(48.4%) 

95 

(39.4%) 

52 

(28.3%) 

349 

(41.1%) 

40 

(37.4%) 

72 

(39.3%) 

111 

(40.4%) 

126 

(44.2%) 

365 

(37.9%) 

39 (25%) 93 

(39.6%) 

136 

(44.4%) 

97 

(36.3%) 

12'000-18'000 49 (6.6%) 10 

(7.8%) 

16 

(8.6%) 

21 

(8.7%) 

2 (1.1%) 159 

(18.7%) 

12 

(11.2%) 

62 

(33.9%) 

63 

(22.9%) 

22 

(7.7%) 

163 

(16.9%) 

25 (16%) 58 

(24.7%) 

67 

(21.9%) 

13 

(4.9%) 

18'000+ 40 (5.4%) 6 (4.7%) 14 

(7.5%) 

14 

(5.8%) 

6 (3.3%) 72 

(8.5%) 

6 (5.6%) 15 

(8.2%) 

37 

(13.5%) 

14 

(4.9%) 

70 

(7.3%) 

7 (4.5%) 29 

(12.3%) 

32 

(10.5%) 

2 (0.7%) 

Missing income 58 (7.8%) 15 
(11.7%) 

9 (4.8%) 17 
(7.1%) 

17 
(9.2%) 

55 
(6.5%) 

19 
(17.8%) 

3 (1.6%) 15 
(5.5%) 

18 
(6.3%) 

46 
(4.8%) 

5 (3.2%) 10 
(4.3%) 

13 
(4.2%) 

18 
(6.7%) 

Working 453 

(61.3%) 

87 (68%) 164 

(88.2%) 

192 

(79.7%) 

10 

(5.4%) 

519 

(61.1%) 

103 

(96.3%) 

173 

(94.5%) 

226 

(82.2%) 

17 (6%) 666 

(69.1%) 

151 

(96.8%) 

216 

(91.9%) 

274 

(89.5%) 

25 

(9.4%) 

Missing working 3 (0.4%) 1 (0.8%) 0 (0%) 1 (0.4%) 1 (0.5%) 8 (0.9%) 0 (0%) 3 (1.6%) 4 (1.5%) 1 (0.4%) 6 (0.6%) 0 (0%) 3 (1.3%) 0 (0%) 3 (1.1%) 
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Swiss citizen 590 

(79.8%) 

117 

(91.4%) 

125 

(67.2%) 

197 

(81.7%) 

151 

(82.1%) 

701 

(82.5%) 

80 

(74.8%) 

115 

(62.8%) 

234 

(85.1%) 

272 

(95.4%) 

823 

(85.4%) 

134 

(85.9%) 

166 

(70.6%) 

271 

(88.6%) 

252 

(94.4%) 

Missing Swiss citizen 1 (0.1%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 1 (0.4%) 0 (0%) 4 (0.5%) 0 (0%) 2 (1.1%) 1 (0.4%) 1 (0.4%) 4 (0.4%) 0 (0%) 2 (0.9%) 0 (0%) 2 (0.7%) 

Smoking 140 

(18.9%) 

31 

(24.2%) 

41 (22%) 48 

(19.9%) 

20 

(10.9%) 

159 

(18.7%) 

33 

(30.8%) 

46 

(25.1%) 

53 

(19.3%) 

27 

(9.5%) 

174 

(18%) 

28 

(17.9%) 

49 

(20.9%) 

67 

(21.9%) 

30 

(11.2%) 

Missing smoking 2 (0.3%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 2 (1.1%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 3 (0.3%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 3 (1.1%) 

Obese (BMI ≥30) 85 
(11.5%) 

6 (4.7%) 19 
(10.2%) 

32 
(13.3%) 

28 
(15.2%) 

108 
(12.7%) 

6 (5.6%) 20 
(10.9%) 

44 (16%) 38 
(13.3%) 

122 
(12.7%) 

9 (5.8%) 26 
(11.1%) 

50 
(16.3%) 

37 
(13.9%) 

Missing obese (BMI ≥30) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

Chronic disease 165 

(22.3%) 

9 (7%) 16 

(8.6%) 

48 

(19.9%) 

92 (50%) 242 

(28.5%) 

9 (8.4%) 14 

(7.7%) 

62 

(22.5%) 

157 

(55.1%) 

268 

(27.8%) 

12 

(7.7%) 

27 

(11.5%) 

75 

(24.5%) 

154 

(57.7%) 

Missing chronic disease 1 (0.1%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 1 (0.5%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

Assessment period                

First blood sample 2022-06-

01 

2022-06-

01 

2022-06-

01 

2022-06-

01 

2022-06-

01 

2022-05-

30 

2022-05-

30 

2022-05-

30 

2022-05-

30 

2022-05-

30 

2022-06-

02 

2022-06-

07 

2022-06-

07 

2022-06-

02 

2022-06-

07 

Last blood sample 2022-06-
25 

2022-06-
25 

2022-06-
25 

2022-06-
25 

2022-06-
25 

2022-07-
02 

2022-07-
02 

2022-07-
02 

2022-07-
02 

2022-07-
02 

2022-07-
11 

2022-07-
08 

2022-07-
11 

2022-07-
11 

2022-07-
11 

Anti-SARS-CoV-2 

antibodies 

723 

(97.8%) 

124 

(96.9%) 

184 

(98.9%) 

235 

(97.5%) 

180 

(97.8%) 

835 

(98.2%) 

107 

(100%) 

180 

(98.4%) 

266 

(96.7%) 

282 

(98.9%) 

954 

(99%) 

154 

(98.7%) 

232 

(98.7%) 

304 

(99.3%) 

264 

(98.9%) 

Known to be infected 

recently (NuC positive or 

positive test 2022) 

392 

(53%) 

83 

(64.8%) 

116 

(62.4%) 

122 

(50.6%) 

71 

(38.6%) 

414 

(48.7%) 

55 

(51.4%) 

111 

(60.7%) 

135 

(49.1%) 

113 

(39.6%) 

499 

(51.8%) 

95 

(60.9%) 

147 

(62.6%) 

162 

(52.9%) 

95 

(35.6%) 

Missing infected recently 
(NuC positive or positive 

test 2022) 

0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 3 (0.4%) 1 (0.9%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 2 (0.7%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

Vaccinated (≥1 dose) 664 
(89.9%) 

112 
(87.5%) 

165 
(88.7%) 

219 
(90.9%) 

168 
(91.3%) 

774 
(91.1%) 

94 
(87.9%) 

164 
(89.6%) 

249 
(90.5%) 

267 
(93.7%) 

902 
(93.6%) 

146 
(93.6%) 

217 
(92.3%) 

280 
(91.5%) 

259 
(97%) 

Missing vaccinated (≥1 

dose) 

4 (0.5%) 1 (0.8%) 0 (0%) 2 (0.8%) 1 (0.5%) 1 (0.1%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 1 (0.4%) 0 (0%) 2 (0.2%) 1 (0.6%) 1 (0.4%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

Abbreviations: IQR: Interquartile range; CHF: Swiss Francs; BMI: Body Mass Index; NuC: Nucleocapsid; NA: Not applicable 

* Four persons in Vaud were 15 years old.  
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Table 2: Prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 IgG antibodies and ACE2r-blocking (neutralising capacity) as measured by a virus-free assay, stratified by canton and age group. 

Ticino, Vaud, and Zurich, Switzerland, June-July 2022, (n=2553). 

 Ticino Ticino Ticino Ticino Ticino Vaud Vaud Vaud Vaud Vaud Zurich Zurich Zurich Zurich Zurich 

Age category  All 16-29 30-44 45-64 65+ All 16-29 30-44 45-64 65+ All 16-29 30-44 45-64 65+ 

Level of anti-

spike IgG 

antibodies* 

               

Not detectable 18 (2.4%) 4 (3.1%) 3 (1.6%) 7 (2.9%) 4 (2.2%) 16 (1.9%) NA 3 (1.6%) 9 (3.3%) 4 (1.4%) 12 
(1.2%) 

2 (1.3%) 5 (2.1%) 2 (0.7%) 3 (1.1%) 

Low (≥6, <12) 8 (1.1%) 2 (1.6%) 3 (1.6%) 2 (0.8%) 1 (0.5%) 13 (1.5%) 2 (1.9%) 6 (3.3%) 3 (1.1%) 2 (0.7%) 10 (1%) 0 (0%) 2 (0.9%) 4 (1.3%) 4 (1.5%) 

Middle (≥12, <40) 20 (2.7%) 6 (4.7%) 6 (3.2%) 4 (1.7%) 4 (2.2%) 24 (2.8%) 4 (3.7%) 6 (3.3%) 4 (1.5%) 10 

(3.5%) 

19 (2%) 3 (1.9%) 5 (2.1%) 9 

(2.9.3%) 

2 (0.7%) 

High (≥40) 693 
(93.8%) 

116 
(90.6%) 

174 
(93.5%) 

228 
(94.6%) 

175 
(95.1%) 

797 
(93.8%) 

101 
(94.4%) 

168 
(91.8%) 

259 
(94.2%) 

269 
(94.4%) 

923 
(95.7%) 

151 
(96.8%) 

223 
(94.9%) 

291 
(95.1%) 

258 
(96.6%) 

WHO U / ml 

(median (IQR)) 

4505 

(3279-

6198) 

4570 

(3123-

6588) 

4485 

(3182-

5728) 

4642 

(3684-

6298) 

4417 

(3393-

5589) 

4178 

(3217-

5334) 

4120 

(3057-

5458) 

4146 

(3230-

5140) 

4172 

(3187-

5264) 

4237 

(3284-

5558) 

4224 

(3245-

5649) 

4683 

(3464-

5587) 

4017 

(3170-

5680) 

4218 

(3375-

5491) 

4310 

(3308-

5749) 

Seroprevalence                

Percentage (95%-

CI) 

98.3% 

(96.9%-

99.3%) 

97.4% 

(94.5%-

99%) 

99% 

(96.9%-

99.8%) 

98.3% 

(95.9%-

99.6%) 

98.6% 

(96.2%-

99.7%) 

98.4% 

(97.3%-

99.3%) 

98.2% 

(96%-

99.3%) 

98.9% 

(96.7%-

99.8%) 

98.1% 

(95.9%-

99.5%) 

99% 

(97.4%-

99.8%) 

98.9% 

(98%-

99.5%) 

98.4% 

(96.4%-

99.4%) 

98.8% 

(96.8%-

99.7%) 

99.5% 

(98.3%-

99.9%) 

99.1% 

(97.4%-

99.8%) 

Neutralisation 

(≥50) 
               

Wildtype 688 

(93.1%) 

114 

(89.1%) 

173 

(93%) 

227 

(94.2%) 

174 

(94.6%) 

798 

(93.9%) 

101 

(94.4%) 

169 

(92.3%) 

259 

(94.2%) 

269 

(94.4%) 

920 

(95.4%) 

150 

(96.2%) 

222 

(94.5%) 

292 

(95.4%) 

256 

(95.9%) 

Delta 670 
(90.7%) 

110 
(85.9%) 

169 
(90.9%) 

221 
(91.7%) 

170 
(92.4%) 

780 
(91.8%) 

99 
(92.5%) 

163 
(89.1%) 

254 
(92.4%) 

264 
(92.6%) 

868 
(90%) 

148 
(94.9%) 

207 
(88.1%) 

278 
(90.8%) 

235 
(88%) 

Omicron  623 

(84.3%) 

107 

(83.6%) 

157 

(84.4%) 

208 

(86.3%) 

151 

(82.1%) 

739 

(86.9%) 

96 

(89.7%) 

157 

(85.8%) 

238 

(86.5%) 

248 

(87%) 

806 

(83.6%) 

140 

(89.7%) 

194 

(82.6%) 

260 

(85%) 

212 

(79.4%) 

Abbreviations: NuC: Nucleocapsid; WHO U / ml: U/ml according to Elecsys ® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S; IgG: Immunglobulin G 

*Unit for levels of anti-spike IgG antibodies is the Mean Fluorescence Intensity as measured by the Luminex binding assay SenASTrIS (Sensitive Anti-SARS-CoV-2 Spike 

Trimer Immunoglobulin Serological).20 Low: From threshold of test positivity to less than 3 standard deviations above this threshold (≥6, <12); moderate: ≥3 standard deviations 

above positivity threshold but unlikely to provide neutralisation (≥12, <40); high: neutralising capacity likely (≥40). 
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Table 3: Trajectories from March 2022 to June/July 2022 of SARS-CoV-2 IgG antibodies and ACE2r-blocking (neutralising capacity) as measured by a virus-free 

assay, in participants from Ticino and Zurich, Switzerland, pooled, stratified by age group (n=1702*).  

 
All 16-29 30-44 45-64 65+ 

Anti-spike IgG antibodies      

MFI change - Median (IQR)** 1776 (568 to 3203) 1984 (670 to 3455) 1626 (437 to 3196) 1806 (684 to 3233) 1807 (535 to 3011) 

Negative - Negative 23 (1.4%) 2 (0.7%) 5 (1.2%) 9 (1.6%) 7 (1.6%) 

Negative - Positive 15 (0.9%) 4 (1.4%) 3 (0.7%) 4 (0.7%) 4 (0.9%) 

Positive - Negative 7 (0.4%) 4 (1.4%) 3 (0.7%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

Positive - Positive 1657 (97.4%) 274 (96.5%) 410 (97.4%) 534 (97.6%) 439 (97.6%) 

Anti-NuC IgG antibodies#      

Negative - Negative 971 (57.1%) 138 (48.6%) 211 (50.1%) 315 (57.6%) 307 (68.2%) 

Negative - Positive 316 (18.6%) 54 (19%) 82 (19.5%) 99 (18.1%) 81 (18%) 

Positive - Negative 125 (7.3%) 33 (11.6%) 38 (9%) 40 (7.3%) 14 (3.1%) 

Positive - Positive 290 (17%) 59 (20.8%) 90 (21.4%) 93 (17%) 48 (10.7%) 

Neutralisation Wildtype##      

Negative - Negative 
75 (4.4%) 17 (6%) 20 (4.8%) 23 (4.2%) 15 (3.3%) 

Negative - Positive 
22 (1.3%) 3 (1.1%) 7 (1.7%) 8 (1.5%) 4 (0.9%) 

Positive - Negative 
20 (1.2%) 3 (1.1%) 6 (1.4%) 5 (0.9%) 6 (1.3%) 

Positive – Positive 
1585 (93.1%) 261 (91.9%) 388 (92.2%) 511 (93.4%) 425 (94.4%) 

Neutralisation Delta## 
     

Negative - Negative 
94 (5.5%) 19 (6.7%) 22 (5.2%) 28 (5.1%) 25 (5.6%) 

Negative - Positive 
30 (1.8%) 4 (1.4%) 7 (1.7%) 11 (2%) 8 (1.8%) 

Positive - Negative 
71 (4.2%) 7 (2.5%) 23 (5.5%) 20 (3.7%) 21 (4.7%) 

Positive – Positive 
1507 (88.5%) 254 (89.4%) 369 (87.6%) 488 (89.2%) 396 (88%) 

Neutralisation Omicron## 
     

Negative - Negative 
128 (7.5%) 21 (7.4%) 33 (7.8%) 37 (6.8%) 37 (8.2%) 

Negative - Positive 
66 (3.9%) 8 (2.8%) 15 (3.6%) 25 (4.6%) 18 (4%) 
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Positive - Negative 
146 (8.6%) 16 (5.6%) 37 (8.8%) 42 (7.7%) 51 (11.3%) 

Positive - Positive 
1362 (80%) 239 (84.2%) 336 (79.8%) 443 (81%) 344 (76.4%) 

Abbreviations: NuC: Nucleocapsid; WHO U / ml: U/ml according to Elecsys ® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S; IgG: Immunglobulin G 

*For one participant from Ticino no results for phase five (March 2022) is available. 

**Unit for levels of anti-spike IgG antibodies is the Mean Fluorescence Intensity as measured by the Luminex binding assay SenASTrIS (Sensitive Anti-SARS-CoV-2 Spike 

Trimer Immunoglobulin Serological)20)  

#Seropositivity is defined based on the presence of anti-spike IgG antibodies according to the threshold of SenASTrIS test positivity with mean MFI ≥ 6.  

##Neutralisation capacity based on the cut-off value of MFI ≥ 50.    
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Table 4: Prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 IgG antibodies and ACE2r-blocking (neutralising capacity) as measured by a virus-free assay, stratified by vaccination and 

infection status of participants, Ticino, Vaud, and Zurich, Switzerland, pooled, June/July 2022, (n=2520*). 

 
Only vaccinated Only infected Vaccinated and 

infected 

Sample size 1050 181 1289 

Anti-spike IgG antibodies** 
 

WHO U / ml (median (IQR) 4304 (3303-5716) 269 (34-1820) 4518 (3733-6005) 

Not detectable 0 (0%) 17 (9.4%) 1 (0.1%) 

Low (≥6, <12) 1 (0.1%) 30 (16.6%) 0 (0%) 

Middle (≥12, <40) 10 (1%) 51 (28.2%) 1 (0.1%) 

High (≥40) 1039 (99%) 83 (45.9%) 1287 (99.8%) 

Anti-NuC IgG antibodies 
 

Not detectable 1050 (100%) 59 (32.6%) 522 (40.5%) 

Low (≥6, <12) 0 (0%) 38 (21%) 407 (31.6%) 

Middle (≥12, <40) 0 (0%) 84 (46.4%) 360 (28%) 

High (≥40) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

Neutralisation (≥50) 
  

Wildtype 
1029 (98%) 86 (47.5%) 1287 (99.8%) 

Delta 
968 (92.2%) 70 (38.7%) 1276 (99%) 

Omicron 
835 (79.5%) 86 (47.5%) 1243 (96.4%) 

Abbreviations: NuC: Nucleocapsid; WHO U / ml: U/ml according to Elecsys ® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S; IgG: Immunglobulin G 

*Participants who were immunologically naïve (n=25) or were missing relevant data to determine their immune status (n = 8) have been excluded.  

**Unit for levels of anti-spike IgG antibodies is the Mean Fluorescence Intensity as measured by the Luminex binding assay SenASTrIS (Sensitive Anti-SARS-CoV-2 Spike 

Trimer Immunoglobulin Serological).20 Low: From threshold of test positivity to less than 3 standard deviations above this threshold (≥6, <12); moderate: ≥3 standard deviations 

above positivity threshold but unlikely to provide neutralisation (≥12, <40); high: neutralising capacity likely (≥40). 

#Seropositivity is defined based on the presence of anti-spike IgG antibodies according to the threshold of SenASTrIS test positivity with mean MFI ≥ 6.  

##Neutralisation capacity based on the cut-off value of MFI ≥ 50.    
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