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Abstract 

 
Objectives 
We investigate determinants of SARS-CoV-2 anti-spike IgG responses in healthcare workers (HCWs) 
following one or two doses of Pfizer-BioNTech or Oxford-AstraZeneca vaccines. 
 
Methods 
HCWs participating in regular SARS-CoV-2 PCR and antibody testing were invited for serological 
testing prior to first and second vaccination, and 4 weeks post-vaccination if receiving a 12-week 
dosing interval. Quantitative post-vaccination anti-spike antibody responses were measured using 
the Abbott SARS-CoV-2 IgG II Quant assay (detection threshold: ≥50 AU/ml). We used multivariable 
logistic regression to identify predictors of seropositivity and generalised additive models to track 
antibody responses over time. 
 
Results 
Vaccine uptake was 80%, but less in lower-paid roles and Black, south Asian and minority ethnic 
groups. 3570/3610(98.9%) HCWs were seropositive >14 days post-first vaccination and prior to 
second vaccination, 2706/2720(99.5%) after Pfizer-BioNTech and 864/890(97.1%) following Oxford-
AstraZeneca vaccines. Previously infected and younger HCWs were more likely to test seropositive 
post-first vaccination, with no evidence of differences by sex or ethnicity. All 470 HCWs tested >14 
days after second vaccine were seropositive. Quantitative antibody responses were higher after 
previous infection: median(IQR) >21 days post-first Pfizer-BioNTech 14,604(7644-22,291) AU/ml vs. 
1028(564-1985) AU/ml without prior infection (p<0.001). Oxford-AstraZeneca vaccine recipients had 
lower readings post-first dose compared to Pfizer-BioNTech, with and without previous infection, 
10,095(5354-17,096) and 435(203-962) AU/ml respectively (both p<0.001 vs. Pfizer-BioNTech). 
Antibody responses post-second vaccination were similar to those after prior infection and one 
vaccine dose. 
 
Conclusions 
Vaccination leads to detectable anti-spike antibodies in nearly all adult HCWs. Whether differences 
in response impact vaccine efficacy needs further study. 
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Introduction 
As vaccines against SARS-CoV-2 are rolled out globally, individuals and their clinicians may wish to 
seek reassurance that vaccination has been “effective” and to understand how long protection is 
likely to last. Given current vaccines generate an immune response to viral spike antigens, anti-spike 
antibody titres, associated with neutralising activity,1–3 provide a potential surrogate marker of 
protection. Therefore, understanding the assay- and time-dependent dynamics of post-vaccine anti-
spike antibody measurements, how they differ between individuals e.g., by age, gender, ethnicity, 
and with comorbidities, and how these findings relate to protection, is increasingly important. 
 
Multiple vaccines have been developed globally. In the UK, three vaccines have been approved for 
use,4 with Pfizer-BioNTech BNT162b2 and Oxford-AstraZeneca ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 (AZD1222) the 
most widely used, with many individuals to date receiving only one dose following an extension of 
the dosing interval to 12 weeks to maximise initial population coverage. The dynamics and 
magnitude of the immune response seen in vaccine immunogenicity trials are assay-dependent, 
predominantly focus on individuals without previous SARS-CoV-2 infection, and use in-house assays 
developed early in the pandemic, rather than the commercially-available, validated assays now 
accessible to diagnostic laboratories.1,5–8 Emerging real-world data show that nearly all individuals 
vaccinated with the mRNA vaccines Pfizer-BioNTech BNT162b2 and Moderna mRNA-1273 
seroconvert by 21 days post-first vaccine dose, with more rapid seroconversion and higher antibody 
titres seen in individuals previously infected with SARS-CoV-2 (using in-house ELISAs, and 2 
commercial platforms).9–12 Fewer immunogenicity data or comparative data for the Oxford-
AstraZeneca vaccine are available outside of clinical trials. No trials have published data about 
whether measured immune markers correspond to observed vaccine efficacy (i.e. protection from 
infection, hospitalisation or death). 
 
Here we compare anti-spike IgG responses, using a widely-available commercial assay, in healthcare 
workers (HCWs) following one or two vaccine doses and with the Pfizer-BioNTech or Oxford-
AstraZeneca vaccines. We also assess how responses vary between those with and without previous 
evidence of infection. 
 

Methods 
Setting 
Post-vaccine antibody responses were studied in HCWs from Oxford University Hospitals (OUH), four 
teaching hospitals in Oxfordshire, UK. Data on previous infections were available from symptomatic 
testing offered to HCWs with new persistent cough, fever ≥37.8°C or anosmia/ageusia from 27-
March-2020 by OUH and from community-based PCR-positive test results shared with the hospital 
by public health agencies and HCWs. In addition, asymptomatic HCWs were offered voluntary nasal 
and oropharyngeal swab PCR testing every two weeks and serological testing every two months 
from 23-April-2020.13–15 Staff were encouraged to attend for serological testing prior to first and 
second vaccination, and additionally around 4 weeks post-first vaccination where the second vaccine 
dose was due to be given after 12 weeks. 
 
We assessed vaccine uptake rates in HCWs registered for symptomatic/asymptomatic staff testing, 
which represented the majority of the ~13,500 staff working for OUH. To avoid including HCWs who 
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had left OUH’s employment before vaccine deployment, we only considered staff who participated 
in asymptomatic screening, symptomatic testing or vaccination from 01-September-2020 onwards. 
 
The staff vaccination programme began on 8-December-2020, starting with the Pfizer-BioNTech 
BNT162b2 vaccine, with Oxford-AstraZeneca ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 added from 4-January-2021 and 
predominately provided to all staff at one acute hospital. Some HCWs received the Oxford-
AstraZeneca vaccine in clinical trials beginning 23-April-2020 and were included following unblinding 
if receiving active vaccine. 
 

Laboratory assays 
PCR tests were performed by OUH and community test centres using a range of assays (see 
Supplement). Post vaccination anti-spike IgG responses were assessed using the Abbott SARS-CoV-2 
IgG II Quant antibody test targeting the spike receptor binding domain (RBD), with results available 
up to 11-March-2021. The assay cut-off is ≥50 AU/ml, with linear quantification of detected results 
from 50 to 40,000 AU/ml reported by the manufacturer (and confirmed by serial dilution of 
monoclonal antibodies, Figure S1). 
 
Pre-vaccination antibody status was assessed using the Abbott anti-nucleocapsid IgG assay (defining 
readings of ≥1.4 as detected), the Abbott anti-spike IgG, and an anti-trimeric spike IgG ELISA16 
(detected: ≥8 million units). 
 

Statistical analysis 
Staff were grouped into those with evidence of prior infection, i.e. any positive anti-spike or anti-
nucleocapsid antibody test or positive PCR prior to first vaccination, and those without (including 
staff with no previous serology or PCR testing). Proportions anti-spike positive were estimated by 
week post-first vaccination, censoring follow-up at the second vaccination, and by week post-second 
vaccination. 
 
We used multivariable logistic regression to identify predictors of any positive anti-spike antibody 
result ≥15 days post-first vaccination (but before a second vaccination), considering the vaccine 
given, previous infection status, age, sex, and ethnicity. We modelled quantitative antibody titres by 
day since first and second vaccination using generalised additive models, adjusting for age and fitting 
separate models by vaccine and prior infection status (details in the Supplement).  
 

Ethics statement 
Deidentified data were obtained from the Infections in Oxfordshire Research Database which has 
generic Research Ethics Committee, Health Research Authority and Confidentiality Advisory Group 
approvals (19/SC/0403, 19/CAG/0144). 
 
 

Results 
Overall, 8866/11016 (80%) eligible HCWs were vaccinated. Demographic and occupational details of 
those vaccinated, and the availability of subsequent serological data are given in Table 1. 
Vaccination rates were slightly higher in women (6786/8391, 81%) than men (2069/2604, 79%; 
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p=0.003). The median (IQR) age was higher in those vaccinated than not (39 (29-50) vs. 34 (28-44) 
years, p<0.001). Vaccination rates also varied by ethnicity with the highest rates in those identifying 
as white British/Irish (85%) and as “other Asian background” (mostly Pilipino in our setting, 81%) 
with the lowest rates in those of Black (60%) or “Other” (67%) ethnicity. Senior doctors (85%), 
therapists (83-94%) and pharmacists (84%) had some of the highest rates of vaccination, with lower 
rates in support staff including security, porters, estates, catering and domestic staff (60-69%).  
 
Post vaccine quantitative anti-spike results were available following either a first or second dose or 
both for 4315 HCWs. 3377 antibody measurements were available (in 2863 HCWs) following a first 
dose of Pfizer-BioNTech and 1108 (992 HCWs) following a first dose of Oxford-AstraZeneca vaccine. 
560 (483 HCWs) and 25 (21 HCWs) anti-spike results were available following a second dose of each 
vaccine respectively (median (IQR) dosing interval 24 (21-28) days). 
 
Antibody positivity post-first and second vaccination 
Anti-spike antibody responses rose in the 14 days post-first vaccination, such that from day 15 
onward near 100% seroconversion was seen regardless of vaccine received or previous infection 
status (Figure 1). Overall, 3570/3610 (98.9%) HCWs were seropositive when tested >14 days post-
first vaccination and prior to second vaccination, 2706/2720 (99.5%) of those receiving the Pfizer-
BioNTech vaccine vs. 864/890 (97.1%) receiving the Oxford-AstraZeneca vaccine. 
 
In a regression model of responses >14 days post-first vaccine and before second vaccine, previously 
infected HCWs were independently more likely to test seropositive (in part reflecting previously 
positive serology was one of the criteria for assessing previous infection; adjusted odds ratio, aOR 
6.99, 95%CI 0.95-51.3, p=0.06) and older HCWs were less likely (aOR per 10 year older 0.66, 95%CI 
0.51-0.86, p=0.002). There was no evidence of an effect of sex or ethnicity. Oxford-AstraZeneca 
vaccine recipients were less likely to seroconvert after their first vaccine dose versus Pfizer-BioNTech 
recipients (aOR 0.17, 95%CI 0.09-0.33, p<0.001). However, the absolute probability of 
seroconversion remained near 100% across most groups, except older HCWs receiving the Oxford-
AstraZeneca vaccine, .e.g. a 60 year-old white female HCW had a 98.8% (95%CI 97.7-99.4%) chance 
of seroconversion with Pfizer-BioNTech and 93.2% (95%CI 89.0-95.9%) with Oxford-AstraZeneca 
post-first dose (Figure 2). 
 
All 448 HCWs with an antibody test >14 days after their second Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine were 
seropositive. There were relatively few HCWs vaccinated twice with the Oxford-AstraZeneca vaccine, 
but all 22 assayed >14 days post-second dose were seropositive (Figure S2).  
 

Quantitative antibody readings before and after vaccination 
Pre-vaccination quantitative antibody levels were available in 67 previously infected HCWs and 169 
without evidence of prior infection; median (IQR) readings were 334 (103-1070) and 0.1 (0-1.4) 
AU/ml respectively. The median (IQR) time from first evidence of previous infection (first positive 
PCR or serological test) in those previously infected was 31 (0-246) days, with no evidence of 
association with antibody levels (Spearman’s rho=-0.09, p=0.45; Figure S3). 
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Quantitative vaccine readings rose during the 3 weeks post-first vaccination before plateauing 
(Figure 3). Those with previous infection developed substantially higher titres. In those receiving the 
Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine, the median (IQR) anti-spike IgG reading >21 days post-first vaccine dose 
was 1028 (564-1985) AU/ml without evidence of prior infection and 14,604 (7644-22,291) AU/ml 
with (Kruskal-Wallis p<0.001). Those receiving the AstraZeneca vaccine had lower titres compared to 
the Pfizer-BioNTech, without and with previous infection 435 (203-962) AU/ml and 10,095 (5354-
17,096) AU/ml respectively (p<0.001 vs. Pfizer-BioNTech and within AstraZeneca). In previously 
uninfected HCWs, after Pfizer-BioNTech vaccination higher titres were seen in younger age groups 
(Figure 3C). Otherwise, there was no clear relationship between age and post-vaccine antibody 
readings. 
 
In HCWs receiving a second Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine dose, antibodies were boosted in previously 
uninfected individuals with the highest levels in younger HCWs, but with some waning of responses 
from day 20-60 post-vaccination (Figure 4). Median (IQR) anti-spike IgG readings >21 days post-
second vaccine dose were 10,058 (6408-15,582) AU/ml without evidence of previous infection and 
18,047 (10,884-22,413) AU/ml with. Hence, anti-spike readings post-second vaccine in those without 
evidence of previous infection (Figure 4B) were similar to those seen after one vaccine in previously 
infected HCWs (Figure 3A/B). 
 
Of 4069 HCWs who had an anti-spike IgG measurement >14 days after first vaccination, including 
those assessed after a second vaccination, only 9 HCWs had a subsequent positive PCR test after 
their antibody test (median [range] 48 [37-70] days post-first vaccine). Therefore, there was very 
limited power to detect any relationship between protection and quantitative antibody readings. 
The median (IQR) [range] maximum post-vaccine, pre-infection antibody measurement in those 
infected was 1062 (735-2497) [644-16,510] AU/ml and 1360 (580-4599) [0-40,000] AU/ml in those 
not (Kruskal-Wallis p=0.85). 
 
 

Discussion 
In this cohort of >4000 HCWs, predominantly healthy adults of working-age, 98.9% developed a 
positive anti-spike IgG antibody test by >14 days post-first vaccine. HCWs in their 50s and 60s were 
less likely to seroconvert than younger HCWs, but absolute rates of seroconversion remained high in 
all groups. Fewer HCWs tested seropositive after a first dose of Oxford-AstraZeneca compared to 
Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine, with the difference more marked as age increased. Following a first dose, 
Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine resulted in higher antibody readings than Oxford-AstraZeneca vaccine in 
both those with and without previous infection, over 2-fold higher if not previously infected. All 
HCWs assessed >14 days post-second vaccine tested seropositive, although this included only 22 
Oxford-AstraZeneca recipients. 
 
The biggest determinant of the magnitude of quantitative antibody responses post-first vaccine dose 
was previous infection, with median readings >10-fold higher with previous infection for both 
vaccines compared to without previous infection. Antibody levels after prior infection and a single 
vaccine dose were similar to those achieved after two vaccine doses. Taken together with evidence 
that natural infection without vaccination offers similar protection from infection to two doses of 
vaccine,17 these data support prioritising uninfected individuals where vaccine sparing strategies are 
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required. It may be possible to delay first vaccination in previously infected healthy individuals and 
one dose may be sufficient if there is robust serological evidence of previous infection.  
 
We found lower rates of seroconversion in older HCWs (i.e. ~60 years). The Pfizer-BioNTech trial 
reported neutralising titres and S1-binding antibody concentrations were higher in younger (18-55 
years) vs. older (56-85 years) participants,6 however high seroconversion rates by S-binding 
antibodies were observed in Oxford-AstraZeneca trials involving older adults (≥65 years) after their 
first (97.3% [N=149, 95% CI: 93.3-99.3]) and second doses (100.0% [N=156, 95% CI: 97.7-100.0]).8 
 
Although we observed differences in the proportion seroconverting and the magnitude of response 
following Pfizer-BioNTech and Oxford-AstraZeneca vaccines, this should not be taken alone as 
evidence that one vaccine is likely to be more efficacious than another. Anti-spike antibodies titres 
are associated with neutralising activity1–3, but the degree to which binary or qualitative anti-spike 
results are a surrogate from protection against infection, or other endpoints of interest such as 
hospitalisation, death or onward transmission, remains unclear. Our study was insufficiently 
powered to determine the relationship between antibody titres and protection, with only 9 HCWs 
infected after a post-vaccine antibody test. However, all 9 had positive antibody results with 
readings ranging from 644 to 16510 AU/ml, such that much of the range of positive anti-spike 
readings recorded in the study is not associated with total protection from infection. Although 
nearly all staff seroconverted post-first dose, we have previously shown single-dose vaccine 
effectiveness to be 67% in this period.17 This discrepancy between seroconversion and protection 
against reinfection, particularly post-first dose, is similar to that reported in Oxford-AstraZeneca trial 
participants; 98.5% seroconverted 28 days post-first dose, however pooled vaccine efficacy post-first 
dose was 76.0% (95%CI 59.3-86.9%).18 Seroconversion rates are not reported in the Pfizer-BioNTech 
trial. This discrepancy may in part be because the protective anti-spike threshold may differ from the 
assay positive/negative threshold, and also due to variation in protection mediated by other 
mechanisms. Further large-scale studies will be required to determine whether quantitative 
antibody levels can act as a surrogate marker for protection. Antibody testing post-vaccination may 
also play other roles. It may be useful to identify individuals in high risk groups who do not 
seroconvert19, who may remain at higher risk of infection, and may benefit from tailored advice 
around social contact, and, depending on underlying comorbidity, from further vaccination doses 
e.g. if immune reconstitution is expected.  
 
Overall, we observed 80% vaccine uptake. Patterns broadly follow those seen more widely in the 
UK20–23 with lower uptake in HCWs from lower socioeconomic groups and of Black, south Asian and 
minority ethnic groups. This is particularly challenging as these groups are among those at highest 
risk of infection, independent of vaccination status.17 OUH is actively targeting under-vaccinated 
staff groups with specific advertising, outreach and mobile vaccination facilities. 
 
Study limitations include the use of a single assay to quantify post-vaccine anti-spike antibody levels, 
however as it is commercially-available and well calibrated (Figure S1), results should be 
generalisable. Our focus on a defined group, i.e. HCWs, is both a strength and a weakness, and we 
are not able to assess variations in vaccine response in children or those >65 years. Additional data 
on post-vaccine antibody responses in older individuals, at highest risk of adverse outcomes from 
SARS-CoV-2 infection, is particularly important. Our cohort was also 76% female and predominantly 

 . CC-BY 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 March 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.21.21254061doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.21.21254061
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 8 

of white ethnicity. We did not assess neutralising antibodies or T cell responses, both of which 
reflect vaccine response and may vary by vaccine. Further work will be required to determine the 
duration of antibody responses.  
 
In summary, vaccination leads to detectable anti-spike antibodies in nearly all healthy adult HCWs. 
Markedly higher responses to vaccine are seen after previous infection; single dose or delayed 
vaccination could be considered where vaccine sparing is needed in healthy individuals with robust 
evidence of previous infection. Some caution is required with antibody result interpretation and any 
subsequent behaviour change, as despite good protection from vaccination, seroconversion with 
high antibody levels still does not afford absolute protection from infection. Large-scale studies will 
be required to assess how protection from infection varies by antibody titre. 
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Figures 
 

 
 
Figure 1. Anti-spike IgG positive results by days since first vaccination, by prior infection status and 
vaccine received. Tests performed after a second dose of vaccine are not included. The number of 
tests performed and positive and the resulting percentage is shown under each bar.  
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Figure 2. The relationship between vaccine, age and probability of testing anti-spike IgG 
seropositive >14 days post-first vaccination. Model predictions are shown using reference 
categories for sex and ethnicity (white, female, respectively) and in those without prior evidence of 
infection.  
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Figure 3. Modelled quantitative anti-spike IgG responses following first vaccination by vaccine and 
previous infection status. Panels A and B show responses in previously infected HCWs and panels C 
and D HCWs without evidence of previous infection. Panels A and C show data for those receiving 
Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine and panels B and D Oxford-AstraZeneca vaccine. Model predictions are 
shown at 3 example ages, 30, 45, and 60 years. The shaded ribbon shows the 95% confidence 
interval. Values are plotted from 7 days prior to vaccination to illustrate baseline values (models are 
fitted using data from 28 days prior to vaccination onwards). 
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Figure 4. Modelled quantitative anti-spike IgG titres following second Pfizer-BioNTech vaccination 
by previous infection status. Panel A shows those who were previous infected (including those 
previously infected at baseline or testing PCR positive between vaccines) and panel B those who had 
no evidence of previous infection. Model predictions are shown at 3 example ages, 30, 45, and 60 
years. The shaded ribbon shows the 95% confidence interval.  Data were included in each model 
from 7 days before second vaccination to allow pre-vaccination levels to be fitted correctly.
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Tables 
 
 Vaccine uptake Serological testing 

Variable 
Overall, 

n = 

11,0161 

Not 

vaccinated, 

n = 21501 

Vaccinated, 

n = 88661 
p-

value2 
Available,  

n = 43151 

Not 

available,  

n = 45511 
p-value2 

Sex    0.003   <0.001 
Female 

8,391  1,605 (19%) 6,786 (81%)  
3,472 
(51%) 

3,314 
(49%) 

 

Male 
2,604  535 (21%) 2,069 (79%)  842 (41%) 

1,227 
(59%) 

 

Other 21  10 (48%) 11 (52%)  1 (9.1%) 10 (91%)  
Age 38 (29, 

49) 
34 (28, 44) 39 (29, 50) <0.001 41 (31, 52) 37 (28, 49) <0.001 

Ethnicity    <0.001   <0.001 
White, British/Irish 

6,385  934 (15%) 5,451 (85%)  
2,769 
(51%) 

2,682 
(49%) 

 

Asian or Asian British, any 
other Asian background 

593  110 (19%) 483 (81%)  248 (51%) 235 (49%)  

Chinese 102  20 (20%) 82 (80%)  38 (46%) 44 (54%)  
Mixed 267  62 (23%) 205 (77%)  89 (43%) 116 (57%)  
Asian or Asian British, 
Indian/Pakistani/Bangladeshi 

1,184  281 (24%) 903 (76%)  346 (38%) 557 (62%)  

White, any other White 
background 

1,471  379 (26%) 1,092 (74%)  553 (51%) 539 (49%)  

Other or not stated 566  184 (33%) 382 (67%)  159 (42%) 223 (58%)  
Black 448  180 (40%) 268 (60%)  113 (42%) 155 (58%)  

Role    <0.001   <0.001 
Speech and language 
therapist 

31  2 (6.5%) 29 (94%)  15 (52%) 14 (48%)  

Midwife 229  28 (12%) 201 (88%)  76 (38%) 125 (62%)  
Physiotherapist 234  33 (14%) 201 (86%)  132 (66%) 69 (34%)  
Other allied health 
professional 

748  109 (15%) 639 (85%)  401 (63%) 238 (37%)  

Consultant 567  83 (15%) 484 (85%)  215 (44%) 269 (56%)  
Biomedical scientist and 
laboratory staff 

421  67 (16%) 354 (84%)  231 (65%) 123 (35%)  

Pharmacist 152  25 (16%) 127 (84%)  70 (55%) 57 (45%)  
Occupational therapist 119  20 (17%) 99 (83%)  60 (61%) 39 (39%)  
Administrative Staff 1,423  242 (17%) 1,181 (83%)  547 (46%) 634 (54%)  
Nurse 

3,119  573 (18%) 2,546 (82%)  
1,349 
(53%) 

1,197 
(47%) 

 

Operating department 
practitioner 

76  14 (18%) 62 (82%)  40 (65%) 22 (35%)  

Medical Student 410  77 (19%) 333 (81%)  99 (30%) 234 (70%)  
Junior Doctor 736  168 (23%) 568 (77%)  178 (31%) 390 (69%)  
Healthcare assistant 1,108  258 (23%) 850 (77%)  404 (48%) 446 (52%)  
Other 971  229 (24%) 742 (76%)  341 (46%) 401 (54%)  
Nursing student 199  51 (26%) 148 (74%)  46 (31%) 102 (69%)  
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 Vaccine uptake Serological testing 

Variable 
Overall, 

n = 

11,0161 

Not 

vaccinated, 

n = 21501 

Vaccinated, 

n = 88661 
p-

value2 
Available,  

n = 43151 

Not 

available,  

n = 45511 
p-value2 

Security 16  5 (31%) 11 (69%)  1 (9.1%) 10 (91%)  
Porter 140  46 (33%) 94 (67%)  40 (43%) 54 (57%)  
Estates 75  27 (36%) 48 (64%)  19 (40%) 29 (60%)  
Catering 99  36 (36%) 63 (64%)  20 (32%) 43 (68%)  
Domestic Staff 143  57 (40%) 86 (60%)  31 (36%) 55 (64%)  

1n (%); Median (IQR); 2Fisher's exact test or Kruskal-Wallis test. Row percentages are shown, vaccine uptake as a proportion of 
all HCWs and serological testing data availability as a proportion of those vaccinated. 

Table 1. Vaccine uptake rates in healthcare workers by sex, age, ethnicity, and role. 
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 Summary Univariable Multivariable 

Variable 
Anti-spike IgG not 
detected, n = 401 

Anti-spike IgG detected,  
n = 35701 

Unadjusted 
odds ratio 

95% CI2 p-value 
Adjusted 

odds ratio 
95% CI2 

p-
value 

Previous infection         

No prior evidence of infection 39 (1.3%) 3,070 (99%) — —  — —  

Prior PCR or antibody positive 1 (0.2%) 500 (100%) 6.22 0.85, 45.4 0.071 6.99 0.95, 51.3 0.056 

Vaccine         

Pfizer-BioNTech 14 (0.5%) 2,706 (99%) — —  — —  

Oxford-AstraZeneca 26 (2.9%) 864 (97%) 0.17 0.09, 0.33 <0.001 0.17 0.09, 0.33 <0.001 

Sex         

Female 33 (1.1%) 2,921 (99%) — —  — —  

Male 7 (1.1%) 648 (99%) 1.01 0.44, 2.28 0.99 0.77 0.33, 1.79 0.55 

Prefer not to say 0 (0%) 1 (100%)       

Ethnic group         

White 37 (1.3%) 2,774 (99%) — —  — —  

Asian 2 (0.4%) 480 (100%) 3.20 0.77, 13.3 0.11 2.50 0.59, 10.6 0.21 

Black 1 (1.1%) 91 (99%) 1.21 0.16, 8.95 0.85 1.34 0.18, 10.0 0.78 

Other 0 (0%) 225 (100%)       

Age 49 (39, 58) 41 (30, 51)       

Age, per 10 year older   0.64 0.49, 0.83 <0.001 0.66 0.51, 0.86 0.002 

1n (%); Median (IQR); 2CI = Confidence Interval 

Table 2.   Factors associated with seropositivity ≥15 days post-first vaccination: univariable and multivariable logistic regression. Test results obtained 
after a second vaccination are not included. Those of “Other” ethnicity or non-disclosed sex are omitted from the regression models as all tested 
seropositive.

 . CC-BY 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 March 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.21.21254061doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.21.21254061
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 18 

References 
 
1. Folegatti, P. M. et al. Safety and immunogenicity of the ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 vaccine against 

SARS-CoV-2: a preliminary report of a phase 1/2, single-blind, randomised controlled trial. 
Lancet 396, 467–478 (2020). 

2. Wajnberg, A. et al. Robust neutralizing antibodies to SARS-CoV-2 infection persist for months. 
Science (2020) doi:10.1126/science.abd7728. 

3. GeurtsvanKessel, C. H. et al. An evaluation of COVID-19 serological assays informs future 
diagnostics and exposure assessment. Nat. Commun. 11, 3436 (2020). 

4. Medicines and Healthcare products Regulatory Agency. MHRA guidance on coronavirus 
(COVID-19). https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/mhra-guidance-on-coronavirus-
covid-19 (2020). 

5. Walsh, E. E. et al. Safety and immunogenicity of two RNA-based Covid-19 vaccine candidates. 
N. Engl. J. Med. 383, 2439–2450 (2020). 

6. Department of Health and Social Care (DHSC). Public assessment report authorisation for 
temporary supply. COVID-19 mRNA Vaccine BNT162b2. 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_da
ta/file/944544/COVID-
19_mRNA_Vaccine_BNT162b2__UKPAR___PFIZER_BIONTECH__15Dec2020.pdf. 

7. Ramasamy, M. N. et al. Safety and immunogenicity of ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 vaccine administered 
in a prime-boost regimen in young and old adults (COV002): a single-blind, randomised, 
controlled, phase 2/3 trial. Lancet 396, 1979–1993 (2021). 

8. Department of Health and Social Care (DHSC). Public assessment report authorisation for 
temporary supply. COVID-19 Vaccine AstraZeneca. 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_da
ta/file/963928/UKPAR_COVID_19_Vaccine_AstraZeneca_23.02.2021.pdf. 

9. Krammer, F. et al. Antibody responses in seropositive persons after a single dose of SARS-CoV-2 
mRNA vaccine. N. Engl. J. Med. (2021) doi:10.1056/NEJMc2101667. 

10. Saadat, S. et al. Single dose vaccination in healthcare workers previously infected with SARS-
CoV-2. bioRxiv (2021) doi:10.1101/2021.01.30.21250843. 

11. Bradley, T., Grundberg, E. & Selvarangan, R. Antibody responses boosted in seropositive 
healthcare workers after single dose of SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccine. medRxiv (2021) 
doi:10.1101/2021.02.03.21251078. 

12. Manisty, C. et al. Antibody response to first BNT162b2 dose in previously SARS-CoV-2-infected 
individuals. Lancet (2021) doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(21)00501-8. 

13. Eyre, D. W. et al. Differential occupational risks to healthcare workers from SARS-CoV-2 
observed during a prospective observational study. Elife 9, (2020). 

14. Lumley, S. F. et al. The duration, dynamics and determinants of SARS-CoV-2 antibody responses 
in individual healthcare workers. Clin. Infect. Dis. (2021) doi:10.1093/cid/ciab004. 

15. Lumley, S. F. et al. Antibody Status and Incidence of SARS-CoV-2 Infection in Health Care 
Workers. N. Engl. J. Med. (2020) doi:10.1056/NEJMoa2034545. 

16. National SARS-CoV-2 Serology Assay Evaluation Group. Performance characteristics of five 
immunoassays for SARS-CoV-2: a head-to-head benchmark comparison. Lancet Infect. Dis. 
(2020) doi:10.1016/S1473-3099(20)30634-4. 

 . CC-BY 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 March 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.21.21254061doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.21.21254061
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 19 

17. Lumley, S. F. et al. An observational cohort study on the incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection and 
B.1.1.7 variant infection in healthcare workers by antibody and vaccination status. bioRxiv 
2021.03.09.21253218 (2021) doi:10.1101/2021.03.09.21253218. 

18. Voysey, M. et al. Single-dose administration and the influence of the timing of the booster dose 
on immunogenicity and efficacy of ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 (AZD1222) vaccine: a pooled analysis of 
four randomised trials. Lancet (2021) doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(21)00432-3. 

19. Monin-Aldama, L. et al. Interim results of the safety and immune-efficacy of 1 versus 2 doses of 
COVID-19 vaccine BNT162b2 for cancer patients in the context of the UK vaccine priority 
guidelines. bioRxiv 2021.03.17.21253131 (2021) doi:10.1101/2021.03.17.21253131. 

20. The OpenSAFELY Collaborative et al. Trends, regional variation, and clinical characteristics of 
COVID-19 vaccine recipients: a retrospective cohort study in 23.4 million patients using 
OpenSAFELY. bioRxiv 2021.01.25.21250356 (2021) doi:10.1101/2021.01.25.21250356. 

21. Vizard, T. Coronavirus and the social impacts on Great Britain - Office for National Statistics. 
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/healthandsocialcare/healthandwell
being/bulletins/coronavirusandthesocialimpactsongreatbritain/29january2021 (2021). 

22. Hall, V. J. et al. Effectiveness of BNT162b2 mRNA Vaccine Against Infection and COVID-19 
Vaccine Coverage in Healthcare Workers in England, Multicentre Prospective Cohort Study (the 
SIREN Study). (2021) doi:10.2139/ssrn.3790399. 

23. Martin, C. A. et al. Association of demographic and occupational factors with SARS-CoV-2 
vaccine uptake in a multi-ethnic UK healthcare workforce: a rapid real-world analysis. bioRxiv 
2021.02.11.21251548 (2021) doi:10.1101/2021.02.11.21251548. 

 . CC-BY 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 March 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.21.21254061doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.21.21254061
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

