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 2

Summary: SARS-CoV-2 serosurveillance data from blood donors in 6 US regions were used 27 

to estimate population weighted seroprevalence. Seroprevelance rates were higher in 28 

younger, non-Hispanic Black, and Hispanic donors and correlated with reported regional 29 

case rates. The study was expanded to a national donor serosurveillance program. 30 

 31 

Disclaimer: The content is solely the responsibility of the authors and does not represent the policy 32 

of the National Institutes of Health or the Department of Health and Human Services. Any specific 33 

brand names included in this manuscript are for identification purposes only and are not intended 34 

to represent an endorsement by CDC. The findings and conclusions in this report are those of the 35 

authors and do not necessarily represent the official position of the Centers of Disease Control and 36 

Prevention.  37 

 38 

Abstract 39 

Introduction: The REDS-IV-P Epidemiology, Surveillance and Preparedness of the Novel 40 

SARS-CoV-2 Epidemic (RESPONSE) seroprevalence study conducted monthly cross-41 

sectional testing for SARS-CoV-2 antibodies on blood donors in six U.S. metropolitan 42 

regions to estimate the extent of SARS-COV-2 infections over time. 43 

Study Design/Methods During March-August 2020, approximately ≥1,000 serum 44 

specimens were collected monthly from each region and tested for SARS-CoV-2 antibodies 45 

using a well-validated algorithm. Regional seroprevalence estimates were weighted based 46 

on demographic differences with the general population. Seroprevalence was compared 47 

with reported COVID-19 case rates over time. 48 

Results/Findings: For all regions, seroprevalence was <1.0% in March 2020. New York 49 

experienced the biggest increase (peak seroprevalence, 15.8 % in May). All other regions 50 
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experienced modest increases in seroprevalence(1-2% in May-June to 2-4% in July-51 

August). Seroprevalence was higher in younger, non-Hispanic Black, and Hispanic donors. 52 

Temporal increases in donor seroprevalence correlated with reported case rates in each 53 

region. In August, 1.3-5.6 estimated cumulative infections (based on seroprevalence data) 54 

per COVID-19 case reported to CDC. 55 

Conclusion: Increases in seroprevalence were found in all regions, with the largest 56 

increase in New York. Seroprevalence was higher in non-Hispanic Black and Hispanic blood 57 

donors than in non-Hispanic White blood donors. SARS-CoV-2 antibody testing of blood 58 

donor samples can be used to estimate the seroprevalence in the general population by 59 

region and demographic group. The methods derived from the RESPONSE seroprevalence 60 

study served as the basis for expanding SARS-CoV-2 seroprevalence  surveillance to all 50 61 

states and Puerto Rico. 62 

Introduction 63 

Globally, as of January 2021, SARS-CoV-2 has caused nearly 100 million diagnosed COVID-64 

19 cases, over two million deaths, and a substantial number of infections that are either 65 

asymptomatic or mildly symptomatic (1-3). With application of sensitive and specific 66 

serological assays and algorithms to representative populations, SARS-CoV-2 serosurveys 67 

are critical for estimating total infection rates, infection fatality rates, extent of herd 68 

immunity, and the effect of epidemic mitigation policies (4). Blood-donor-based 69 

serosurveillance is a powerful and cost-effective strategy that has provided valuable 70 

insights on infection prevalence and incidence for past emerging infectious threats 71 

including West Nile Virus, dengue, chikungunya and Zika (5-10). Choice of assays for 72 

serosurveillance should be determined by intended purpose (11, 12) and assay 73 
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performance which can be influenced by antigen and immunoglobulin targets, and assay 74 

configuration (13).  75 

In response to the emergence of COVID-19 in the United States in early 2020, the National 76 

Heart, Lung and Blood Institute Recipient Epidemiology and Donor Evaluation Study 77 

(REDS-IV-P) program developed and implemented molecular and serologic surveillance for 78 

SARS-CoV-2 in six metropolitan regions, called the REDS-IV-P Epidemiology, Surveillance 79 

and Preparedness of the Novel SARS-CoV-2 Epidemic (RESPONSE) study. RESPONSE 80 

project aims included conducting testing for SARS-CoV-2 antibodies to estimate 81 

seroprevalence, to evaluate trends in seroprevalence, and to compare the observed 82 

seroprevalence with reported case data. 83 

METHODS 84 

Study Sites and Donation Sampling 85 

The RESPONSE study tested for SARS-CoV-2 antibodies in three early-outbreak regions 86 

starting in March 2020 (Seattle, New York, and San Francisco), and three initially low-87 

prevalence regions in April 2020 (Boston, Los Angeles, and Minneapolis)(see Table 1 for 88 

donor characteristics and Figure 1 for testing algorithm). About 1000 serum specimens 89 

were randomly selected monthly from allogeneic blood donors from March/April through 90 

August 2020. In July and August, monthly sampling increased to 2000-4000 per region as 91 

the study transitioned into the expanded Multistate Assessment of SARS-CoV-2 92 

Seroprevalence in Blood Donors (MASS-BD) Study (14). Beginning in June 2020, the blood 93 

collection organizations associated with four regions (San Francisco, Los Angeles, 94 

Minneapolis, and Boston) began screening all blood donors for SARS-CoV-2 antibodies.(15) 95 

In July and August in these regions, antibody data were extracted from donation records, 96 

whereas for Seattle and New York, study-initiated testing continued. For all months, 97 
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donations made specifically to provide COVID-19 convalescent plasma (CCP) were 98 

excluded. The study was reviewed by the UCSF Committee for Human Research and 99 

determined to meet the definition of research as defined in 46.102(l) but did not involve 100 

human subjects based on anonymization of data and routine consent for blood donation 101 

testing that includes use of residual samples for research purposes (as defined in 102 

46.103(e)(1) consistent with applicable federal law and CDC policy (45 C.F.R. part 46; 21 103 

C.F.R. part 56; 42 U.S.C. §241(d), 5 U.S.C. §552a, 44 U.S.C. §3501)). We used the STROBE 104 

cross sectional checklist when writing our report. (16) 105 

Screening and supplemental serology assays and establishing a testing algorithm 106 

Initially, the serology screening and supplemental testing algorithm consisted of screening 107 

all samples with the Ortho VITROS Immunodiagnostic Products Anti-SARS-CoV-2 Total test  108 

(Vitros CoV2T). Reactive samples were confirmed by parallel testing by both a 109 

nucleocapsid (NC)-based Total Ig assay (Roche Elecsys NC Anti-SARS-CoV-2 Total Ig) 110 

(Elecsys CoV2T) and a pseudovirus reporter virus particle neutralization test (RVPN) 111 

(Appendix A). Screened-positive specimens were considered confirmed if reactive by either 112 

Elecsys CoV2T or RVPN. The Vitros CoV2T and Elecsys CoV2T assays were selected based 113 

on their double antigen-sandwich design, which enables durable detection of total Ig and 114 

employed as an orthogonal algorithm to detect antibodies to different SARS-CoV-2 antigens 115 

(S1 and NC, respectively). FDA EUA Instructions for Use (IFU) (17) and other reports have 116 

demonstrated excellent sensitivity of both assays during acute infection and stability of 117 

antibody reactivity on serial samples collected >120 days from COVID-19 symptom onset. 118 

(18-20) 119 

Statistical methods to extrapolate donor seroprevalence to the general population 120 
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The geographic distribution and demographic composition of sampled donors varied 121 

monthly. To ensure sample populations represented a consistent geographic area over the 122 

course of the study, donations were restricted to ZIP codes in which at least 80% of donors 123 

resided, referred to in this study as the Donor Catchment Regions (DCRs). Donations from 124 

donors that resided outside of the DCR were excluded. Monthly sample donor 125 

demographics were compared with monthly total donation demographics at each blood 126 

center via Chi-square statistics (without accounting for a multiple comparison adjustment) 127 

to ensure that sampled donations were representative of general donor populations.  128 

To estimate the monthly seroprevalence in the general population based on blood donor 129 

seroprevalence, monthly estimation weights were created that accounted for demographic 130 

difference between the blood donor sample and general population. The 2018 American 131 

Community Survey (ACS) estimates (21) for the age, gender, and race/ethnicity 132 

composition for the DCRs were used to standardize DCR sample totals by raking. In 133 

addition to these estimation weights, monthly sets of 50 pseudo-replicate weights were 134 

created to compute weighted seroprevalence standard errors. Because seroprevalence in 135 

the U.S. population is known to vary by location and time, a stratified (by blood center and 136 

month) logistic regression model was developed to assess the association between 137 

seropositivity and demographic characteristics.  138 

Blood donation DCRs were defined by ZIP codes, but case reporting by state and local 139 

health departments to CDC is reported by county. Therefore, to compare the number of 140 

cumulative infections estimated from seroprevalence with the number of cumulative cases 141 

reported to CDC by each region, we created county-based DCRs. The number of total 142 

cumulative infections in a DCR was estimated by multiplying the weighted seroprevalence 143 

by the total population in the DCR. (See Supplemental Figure 1 and Appendix B for detailed 144 
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statistical methods). For each county-based DCR, the number of cumulative infections 145 

based on seroprevalence was divided by the number of reported cases.  146 

 147 

RESULTS 148 

Validation of supplemental testing algorithm 149 

During March-June 2020, a total of 21,485 donations were screened with Vitros CoV2T, of 150 

which 489 reactive specimens were tested in parallel by the Elecsys CoV2T and RVPN 151 

(Figure 1a). Specimens were stratified based on Vitros CoV2T signal to cutoff (S/CO) 152 

ratios: specimens with S/CO 1-10 and specimens with S/CO ≥10. Parallel testing of all 153 

screened reactive specimens demonstrated that among the 404 specimens with Vitros 154 

CoV2T S/CO ≥10.0 and available Elecsys CoV2T results, 384 were Elecsys CoV2T reactive 155 

and 19 reactive by RVPN, thus >99% of specimens with Vitros CoV2T S/CO≥10 were 156 

confirmed reactive by either Elecsys CoV2T or RVPN. In contrast,  of 79 screened reactive 157 

specimens with Vitros CoV2T S/CO 1-10 and available Elecsys CoV2T results, 29 were 158 

Elecsys CoV2T reactive and 12 were RVPN reactive, only 51% of specimens with S/CO 1-10 159 

were confirmed reactive (Figure 1a). Thus, beginning in July we modified the 160 

supplemental testing algorithm to be more cost-effective while maintaining high sensitivity 161 

and specificity for July and August (Figure 1b) so that specimens were considered 162 

“confirmed antibody positive” if: i) they had a S/CO ≥10 on Vitros CoV2T screening assay 163 

(i.e., no supplemental testing was performed); or ii) if the Vitros CoV2T S/CO was 1�10 164 

and reactive on either the Elecsys CoV2T or RVPN assay. Details and results of application 165 

of this testing algorithm for the entire study interval (March-August) are presented in 166 

Appendix C.  167 
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Seroprevalence estimates over time, with and without supplemental testing and population 168 

weighting 169 

In total, 499,476 non-COVID-19 convalescent plasma donations were collected in all 170 

participating regions during the study period, of which 50,156 (10%) were included in the 171 

study. Monthly distributions of Vitros CoV2T reactivity, supplemental testing status, and 172 

number of tested specimens are shown in Figure 2, Panel A, and seroprevalence by month 173 

and site are presented in Supplemental Table 2. Low rates of unweighted confirmed 174 

seroreactivity (<1%) were observed for all regions at the beginning of the testing period in 175 

March 2020, with variable increases over the 5-6-month serosurveillance period. The 176 

greatest increase in seroprevalence was seen in New York (0.7% to 15.7%) followed by Los 177 

Angeles (0.8% to 4.5%) and Boston (0.9% to 4.2%). Mean Vitros CoV2T signal intensity 178 

increased from a S/CO of 37.8 (range: 1.1-182.4) in March to 308.9 (range: 1.0-1380.0) in 179 

August, demonstrating that both proportions of confirmed seropositive donations and 180 

mean signal intensities increased over time in each region. 181 

In Figure 2, Panel B, the screening and confirmed seroprevalence data are presented over 182 

time for each DCR. A high proportion of screen-reactive donations confirmed, particularly 183 

in later months as seroprevalence increased; in July and August, 81-96% of  specimens that 184 

screened reactive for anti-S antibodies by Vitros CoV2T were also reactive for anti-NC 185 

antibodies by Elecsys CoV2T.  186 

Median weighted confirmed seroprevalence was 1.3 times higher than unweighted 187 

confirmed seroprevalences (IQR 1.02-1.44). 188 

Demographic, blood group and donation status associations with weighted seroprevalence 189 

estimates 190 
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The confirmed, weighted seroprevalence estimates by donor demographic subcategories 191 

(sex, age, race/ethnicity), and by blood groups (ABO and Rh) presented in Table 2 were 192 

restricted to August as the most recent findings in this study. For New York, Los Angeles 193 

and Boston, sites with sufficient donations from racial and ethnic minority donors for 194 

meaningful comparison, seroprevalence was higher among younger age groups and among 195 

non-Hispanic Blacks and Hispanics than non-hispanic Whites.  In New York in August, the 196 

seroprevalence among Hispanics was 28.6%, among non-Hispanic Blacks was 16.0% and 197 

among non-Hispanic Whites was 8.4%. 198 

In a logistic regression model that included results from all regions and months, 199 

seroprevalence was associated with younger age (p<0.0001): compared to persons aged 200 

50-64 years, persons aged 16-29 years had 1.31 (CI 1.1-1.6) times the odds of being 201 

seropositive. Both non-Hispanic Blacks (Odds ratio [OR] 2.2, 95% confidence interval [CI] 202 

1.6-2.9) and Hispanics (OR 2.6, CI 2.2-3.1) had greater odds of being seropositive than non-203 

Hispanic Whites (Table 3). Gender and blood types were not significantly associated with 204 

seroprevalence. First-time donors had increased seroprevalence compared to repeat 205 

donors (OR 2.2, CI: 1.6-3.2)). In the four regions where donors in July and August were 206 

universally tested for SARS-CoV-2 antibodies, first-time donors had 2.2 (CI 1.8-2.6) times 207 

the odds of being seropositive compared to repeat donors. In the two regions where blood 208 

donors were not being offered antibody testing, first time donors had only 1.2 (CI 1.0-1.5) 209 

times the odds of repeat donors. 210 

Comparison of monthly seroprevalence (as calculated from donor serosurveillance) with 211 

reported COVID-19 case rates 212 

For each region, the monthly confirmed, weighted seroprevalence was juxtaposed with the 213 

weekly and cumulative COVID-19 case counts. Seroprevalence and cumulative COVID-19 214 
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case rates increased in all regions from March/April through August (Figure 3). New York 215 

reported the highest seroprevalence, increasing from 0.7% in March to 13.2% in April, 216 

corresponding with the sharp rise in reported New York COVID-19 cases. Coincident with a 217 

decrease in daily reported cases from May through July, the seroprevalence in New York 218 

stabilized at ~15-16% during this time, with smaller increases in other regions. The 219 

cumulative case incidence for Boston and Los Angeles in July was similar to the cumulative 220 

case incidence for New York in April (~2,000 cumulative reported cases per 100,000 221 

population), but seroprevalence for Boston and Los Angeles remained substantially lower 222 

than New York. 223 

The number of estimated cumulative infections, based on the adjusted donor 224 

seroprevalence and population sizes, was larger than the number of cumulative reported 225 

infections for all regions (Table 4). However, the ratio varied by region and over time. For 226 

all cities except New York, much higher numbers of estimated infections per reported case 227 

occurred in the first month of blood donor screening compared with later months. The 228 

highest reported ratio of estimated infections to reported cases occurred in Minneapolis in 229 

April (42 infections per reported case). By August 2020, all regions other than New York 230 

had 1.6-3.2 estimated infections per reported case. During May through August, New York 231 

had the highest number of estimated infections per reported case (5.3-6.4 infections per 232 

reported case). 233 

DISCUSSION 234 

Use of blood donor populations with broad national representativeness provides a 235 

surveillance tool to monitor seroprevalence and to impute infection rates within 236 

communities, track outbreaks, and potentially correlate evolving infection rates with 237 

pandemic mitigation measures. 238 
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Critical to the success of serosurveillance programs is the choice of SARS-CoV-2 antibody 239 

assays and development and validation of supplemental testing algorithms. Antibody 240 

persistence or waning has been shown to be assay-dependent (22), so it is essential to 241 

select assays demonstrating durable antibody reactivity to accurately estimate cumulative 242 

incidence based on serial cross-sectional seroprevalence data. Also important is the assay’s 243 

ability to sensitively detect antibodies following asymptomatic and mildly symptomatic 244 

infections, which may produce weak systemic antibody responses (23).  245 

The Vitros CoV2T and Elecsys CoV2T assays employed in this study satisfy many of these 246 

criteria for serosurveillance assays: They have stable S/CO values over at least 4-5 months 247 

following seroconversion (20, 24) and have wide dynamic ranges, enabling implementation 248 

of a screening assay S/CO threshold-based supplementary testing algorithm. By 249 

demonstrating that >99% of specimens screened with Vitros CoV2T that had S/CO�10 250 

were also reactive by the Elecsys CoV2T or RVPN, we were able to adopt a robust and 251 

lower-cost testing algorithm, limiting supplemental testing to screened specimens with  252 

S/CO 1-10. This algorithm is now being employed by CDC’s nationwide seroprevalence 253 

blood donor study. To differentiate natural-infection-induced and vaccine-induced 254 

seropositivity, the nationwide study is testing all anti-S-reactive specimens with an NC-255 

based assay beginning in January 2021 (25). 256 

Higher seroprevalence was observed in non-Hispanic Blacks and Hispanics than in non-257 

Hispanic Whites in most regions but was particularly notable in New York. These racial 258 

seroprevalence disparities are consistent with other reports (15, 26), potentially because 259 

racial and ethnic minority groups experience inequities in access to health care, quality 260 

housing, ability to work from home, and reliable transportation (27). Increased risk for 261 

infection has been associated with younger age, possibly related to lack of adherence to 262 
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mitigation measures (15, 28). Future analyses will include comparing region-, age-, and 263 

race/ethnicity-specific seroprevalence rates to the number of demographic group-specific 264 

cumulative reported cases. 265 

In this study, seroprevalence trends were consistent with the pattern of cumulative 266 

reported COVID-19 cases. For most regions, the ratio of estimated infections to reported 267 

cases was higher during March-April 2020 than in subsequent months. This suggests that 268 

underreporting of COVID-19 cases to CDC was more severe during the earliest months of 269 

the pandemic. Lack of available testing and avoiding medical care to obtain testing because 270 

of COVID-19-related concerns might also have contributed (29). From May through August, 271 

the calculated seroprevalence predicted 1.6-3.2 SARS-CoV-2 infections per cumulative case 272 

reported to CDC for all regions except New York, which predicted 5.3-6.4 infections per 273 

reported case. 274 

Compared to the other large seroprevalence survey conducted by CDC using commercial 275 

lab specimens, this study generally showed lower seroprevalence estimates (30). A 276 

national seroprevalence study of dialysis patients with blood specimens collected during 277 

July 2020 also reported generally higher seroprevalence estimates (31). Differences in the 278 

geographic distribution of participants, serology assays used, and assumptions made when 279 

extrapolating seroprevalence estimates to the general population may explain these 280 

differences. Several local seroprevalence studies conducted in regions similar to the six 281 

regions in this study have calculated similar or higher seroprevalence estimates (32-34). 282 

However, many of these collected specimens were from healthcare workers or hospitalized 283 

patients, who may be at higher risk of SARS-CoV-2 infection. 284 

This study could have underestimated seroprevalence for several reasons. First, blood 285 

donors may represent a population less likely to be exposed to SARS-CoV-2 than the 286 
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general population (35). Also, blood donors tend to be in better health than the general 287 

population and recruitment practices and eligibility criteria for blood donations may bias 288 

the donor sample toward lower-risk individuals; this may explain the lower rates of 289 

antibody positivity in repeat donors (who provide >80% of donations) compared to first 290 

time donors. Secondly, many higher-risk populations cannot or do not donate, including 291 

persons who are acutely febrile or ill, children aged <16 years, and institutionalized 292 

persons such as those residing in nursing homes or prison. Third, compared to the general 293 

population, relatively few ethnic and racial minorities donate, and these groups are at 294 

increased risk for SARS-CoV-2 infection; this bias is partially compensated for because our 295 

results were adjusted by weighting for race/ethnicity. Fourth, there is growing evidence 296 

that approximately 5-10% of infected persons do not seroconvert (23). We did not adjust 297 

our results to account for such “serosilent” infections. 298 

Our results may overestimate seroprevalence because of implementation of SARS-CoV-2 299 

antibody screening of all blood donations by some blood collection organizations in the 300 

summer of 2020. These blood centers publicly advertised availability of this screening 301 

which could have led to test seeking by prospective donors with increased concern over 302 

exposure to the virus. However, our analysis of relative seroprevalence before and after 303 

implementation of such “universal screening” in first time donors, who give 15-20% of 304 

total donations, indicates that although the odds ratio was greater for first-time donors, the 305 

impact of such test seeking was small relative to the expanding pandemic. Finally, there 306 

was no formal process for randomization, however no bias was seen in comparison of 307 

monthly samples with monthly donations (Supplemental Table 1). 308 

Building on the approach developed in the RESPONSE seroprevalence study, in July 2020  309 
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the U.S. CDC funded a nationwide blood donor seroprevalence program that expanded this 310 

surveillance program from six regions for 6 months to >60 U.S. regions with monthly 311 

collections of 2,000-6,000 samples per region from July 2020 to December 2021 312 

(Supplemental Figure 2). Similar to RESPONSE, changes in overall, geographic region-, age-, 313 

sex-, and race/ethnicity-specific SARS-CoV-2 seroprevalence will be calculated monthly 314 

over the course of the study and compared with clinical cases, deaths, and community 315 

serosurvey data. 316 

In conclusion, serial serosurveillance studies of SARS-CoV-2 using blood donor populations, 317 

which are now being implemented in many countries (36), provide a powerful adjunct to 318 

standard public health case reporting. Although serosurveillance data from asymptomatic 319 

blood donors may lag behind viral transmission and case reporting by up to several weeks, 320 

if appropriately designed, executed, analyzed, and interpreted, these studies will provide 321 

urgently needed data to inform our understanding of the epidemiology and effectiveness of 322 

responses to this unprecedented pandemic. 323 

 324 
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Tables	and	Figures	

    New York  San Francisco Seattle Boston Los Angeles Minneapolis  All Regions 

    All 
Donations 

Sampled 
Donations 

All 
Donations 

Sampled 
Donations 

All 
Donations 

Sampled 
Donations 

All 
Donations 

Sampled 
Donations 

All 
Donations 

Sampled 
Donations 

All 
Donations 

Sampled 
Donations 

All 
Donations 

Sampled 
Donations 

All   131622 9132 28758 7986 76209 8019 47437 6999 114692 11000 98010 7000 496728 50156 

Gender                               

  Female 46.5 47.5 51.6 50.8 56.7 55.7 53.6 53.8 54.7 54.1 57.5 57.8 53.1 53.1 

  Male 53.5 52.5 48.4 49.2 43.3 44.3 46.4 46.2 45.3 45.9 42.5 42.2 46.9 46.9 

Age                               

  16-29 18.0 20.5 12.5 11.8 14.4 13.1 13.6 14.4 16.3 16.4 10.8 9.8 14.9 14.7 

  30-49 30.2 31.2 30.8 32.0 34.2 32.6 28.5 29.1 35.5 36.3 28.2 29.0 31.5 32.1 

  50-64 38.8 34.5 36.9 36.1 32.2 32.6 40.3 39.2 34.5 34.3 36.1 36.7 36.3 35.4 

  65+ 13.0 13.8 19.8 20.2 19.2 21.7 17.6 17.2 13.7 13.1 24.9 24.5 17.3 17.9 

Race/  
Ethnicity 

                              

  White 78.5 77.3 71.3 71.3 81.2 83.8 92.6 92.7 62.4 60.5 97.0 97.0 79.8 78.6 

  Black 3.6 3.8 1.4 1.4 0.9 0.7 1.0 1.0 2.1 2.2 0.3 0.3 1.8 1.7 

  Hispanic 8.9 8.0 8.2 8.4 2.4 2.3 2.0 2.2 19.9 20.8 0.8 0.7 8.1 8.1 

  Other 8.9 10.9 19.2 18.8 15.6 13.2 4.4 4.1 15.7 16.4 1.9 2.0 10.3 11.6 

Blood 
group 

                              

  O 50.9 49.4 48.6 48.2 50.4 52.0 51.2 51.6 50.7 50.6 47.5 47.3 50.0 49.9 

  A 32.6 33.5 33.7 34.4 35.3 34.9 33.2 33.1 32.8 32.4 37.3 37.0 34.1 34.1 

  B 12.3 12.5 12.2 12.4 10.3 9.9 11.2 10.7 11.9 12.3 10.6 11.0 11.4 11.6 

  AB 4.2 4.5 5.5 5.0 4.1 3.1 4.4 4.6 4.6 4.7 4.6 4.6 4.4 4.4 

Rh type                

  Rh 
positive 

83.3 84.2 83.0 83.5 79.9 79.2 80.7 80.5 84.7 84.5 78.5 77.9 81.9 81.9 

  Rh 
negative 

16.7 15.8 17.0 16.5 20.1 20.7 19.3 19.4 15.3 15.5 21.4 22.1 18.1 18.0 

Donor 
Status 

  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

  First 
time 

14.6 14.8 28.4 18.0 21.1 16.2 22.8 21.8 30.9 27.3 18.0 16.2 21.6 19.5 

  Repeat 85.4 85.2 71.6 82.0 78.9 83.8 77.2 78.2 69.1 72.7 82.0 83.8 78.4 80.5 
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Table	1.	Demographic	characteristics	of	donors	that	provided	specimens	included	in	study	and	of	all	donors	who	donated	in	each	region,	six	U.S.	

metropolitan	regions,	March–August	2020.	Rh	=		rhesus	factor.	

 

 

 

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.01.21255576doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.01.21255576
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 

 3 

 
Region 

Variables Seroprevalence (95% CI)   
New York San Francisco Seattle Los Angeles Boston Minneapolis   

15.7 (13.6, 18.0) 1.5 (0.6, 3.1) 1.9 (1.2, 2.9) 4.5 (3.8, 5.3) 4.2 (2.8, 6.0) 1.5 (0.9, 2.3) 
Age 

      
 

16-29 18.4 (13.9, 23.7) 4.1 (0.7, 12.2) 1.9 (0.4, 5.2) 8.0 (5.9, 10.7) 5.6 (2.5, 10.3) 2.1 (0.5, 5.7)  
30-49 17.4 (13.7, 21.6) 0.8 (0.2, 2.2) 1.7 (0.6, 3.9) 4.8 (3.4, 6.6) 3.4 (1.1, 7.7) 1.7 (0.7, 3.6)  
50-64 14.9 (10.8, 19.8) 0.5 (0.1, 1.6) 2.5 (1.0, 5.2) 2.4 (1.4, 3.8) 5.1 (3.2, 7.8) 1.2 (0.4, 2.5)  
65+ 10.2 (5.3, 17.3) 0.9 (0.1, 3.3) 1.2 (0.3, 3.3) 1.2 (0.4, 2.8) 2.6 (1.2, 5.1) 0.6 (0.1, 2.1) 

Gender 
      

 
Female 16.8 (13.8, 20.2) 1.9 (0.4, 5.5) 2.0 (1.1, 3.6) 5.6 (4.4, 7.0) 4.2 (2.2, 7.2) 0.9 (0.3, 1.8)  
Male 14.5 (11.6, 17.8) 1.1 (0.5, 2.1) 1.7 (0.8, 3.2) 3.4 (2.3, 4.7) 4.2 (2.6, 6.4) 2.1 (1.1, 3.6) 

Race 
      

 
White 8.4 (7.1, 9.8) 1.6 (0.8, 3.0) 2.5 (1.5, 3.9) 2.1 (1.5, 2.8) 2.9 (2.1, 3.8) 1.8 (1.1, 2.8)  
Black 16.0 (9.6, 24.4) 0.0 (0.0, 15.8) 0.0 (0.0, 20.0) 3.1 (0.5, 9.2) 16.6 (3.8, 40.5) 0.0 (0.0, 60.0)  
Hispanic 28.6 (22.1, 35.8) 2.8 (0.2, 11.3) 0.0 (0.0, 5.8) 6.9 (5.2, 8.9) 8.7 (2.1, 22.3) 0.0 (0.0, 21.4)  
Other 13.0 (9.7, 16.9) 0.6 (0.0, 2.7) 0.5 (0.0, 3.3) 3.8 (2.3, 6.0) 5.6 (1.1, 16.0) 0.0 (0.0, 8.8) 

Blood Type 
      

 
A 12.4 (8.9, 16.7) 2.2 (0.2, 8.7) 1.6 (0.8, 3.1) 3.1 (2.1, 4.4) 4.0 (2.3, 6.5) 1.6 (0.7, 3.1)  
AB 23.1 (11.4, 38.9) 3.1 (0.1, 16.7) 2.4 (0.1, 10.4) 4.0 (1.0, 10.3) 5.5 (0.3, 22.7) 2.0 (0.0, 10.8)  
B 15.8 (9.2, 24.6) 1.2 (0.1, 4.3) 2.7 (0.3, 9.3) 4.1 (2.2, 6.9) 4.9 (1.6, 11.2) 2.7 (0.4, 8.5)  
O 17.1 (13.5, 21.2) 1.0 (0.3, 2.3) 1.8 (0.8, 3.4) 5.4 (4.3, 6.6) 4.0 (2.2, 6.6) 1.0 (0.4, 2.1) 

Rh type 
       

 
Rh positive 16.1 (13.6, 18.7) 1.6 (0.6, 3.4) 1.9 (1.1, 3.1) 4.9 (4.1, 5.8) 4.4 (2.9, 6.4) 1.3 (0.7, 2.4)  
Rh negative 13.4 (8.9, 19.0) 0.9 (0.0, 3.9) 1.7 (0.3, 5.1) 1.6 (0.5, 3.7) 3.1 (0.9, 7.7) 2.1 (0.9, 4.1) 

	

Table	2.	Weighted	confirmed	seroprevalence	by	demographic	characteristics,	six	U.S.	metropolitan	regions,	August	2020.		

95%	CI	=	95%	confidence	interval;	DCR	=	donor	catchment	region;	Rh	+ve	=		rhesus	factor	positive;	Rh-ve	=	rhesus	factor	negative
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Characteristic  Odds Ratio (95%CI) p-value 
Gender 

 
0.22  

Female 1 (reference) 
 

 
Male 0.93 (0.82, 1.05) 

 

Age 
  

<0.0001  
16-29 1.31 (1.11, 1.55) 

 
 

 30-49 1.12 (0.97, 1.30) 
 

 
50-64* 1 (reference) 

 
 

65+    0.66 (0.53, 0.83) 
 

Race/Ethnicity 
 

<0.0001  
White 1 (reference) 

 
 

Black   2.16 (1.64, 2.85) 
 

 
Hispanic 2.57 (2.17, 3.05) 

 
 

Other   1.16 (0.96, 1.41) 
 

Blood Type 
 

0.29  
A 1.11 (0.97, 1.26) 

 
 

AB 1.21 (0.91, 1.61) 
 

 
B 1.00 (0.82, 1.21) 

 
 

O 1 (reference) 
 

Rh type 
 

0.69  
Rh negative 1.03 (0.88, 1.22) 

 
 

Rh positive 1 (reference) 
 

Donation Type 
 

<0.0001  
First time 2.24 (1.58, 3.16) 

 
 

repeat 1 (reference) 
 

 

Table	3.	Factors	associated	with	SARS-CoV-2	seropositivity	in	blood	donors,	six	U.S.	metropolitan	regions,	March–August	2020.	95%	CI	=	

95%	confidence	interval.	Rh	=		rhesus	factor.	*Reference	50-64	as	the	age	group	with	highest	frequency	of	donations	
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Region Month Seroprevalence Estimated number of 
cumulative infections* 

Cumulative 
reported 
cases† 

Estimated number 
of infections per 
reported case‡ 

  
Seroprevalence       

(95% CI) 
No. (95% CI) No. Ratio (95% CI) 

New York 
     

 
March 0.71 (0.27–1.82) 129184 (49126 – 331148) 34562 3.7 (1.4–9.6)  
April 13.22 (9.27–18.5) 2405373 (1686672–3366067) 349083 6.9 (4.8–9.6)  
May 4 (12.19–20.14) 2867525 (2217965–3664465) 445202 6.4 (5.0–8.2)  
June 14.97 (11.08–19.93) 2723785 (2016001–3626255) 473521 5.8 (4.3–7.7)  
July 14.45 (10.87–18.96) 2629171 (1977792–3449764) 494591 5.3 (4.0–7.0)  
August 15.73 (13.68–18.03) 2862067 (2489070–3280551) 508746 5.6 (4.9–6.4) 

San Francisco 
     

 
March 0.11 (0.01–0.82) 8513 (773–63462) 624 13.6 (1.2–101.7)  
April 0.15 (0.03–0.76) 11609 (2321–58819) 6035 1.9 (0.4–9.7)  
May 0.44 (0.19–1.01) 34053 (14704–78167) 8980 3.8 (1.6–8.7)  
June 1.13 (0.36–3.49) 87454 (27861–270104) 15829 5.5 (1.8–17.1)  
July 0.91 (0.51–1.62) 70428 (39470–125377) 38667 1.8 (1.0–3.2)  
August 1.48 (0.7–3.11) 114542 (54175–240694) 65403 1.8 (0.8–3.7) 

Seattle 
     

 
March 0.18 (0.04–0.77) 8824 (1961–37751) 262 33.7 (7.5–144.1)  
April 1.01 (0.39–2.6) 49517 (19120–127471) 6410 7.7 (3.0–19.9)  
May 0.97 (0.43–2.16) 47556 (21081–105899) 12618 3.8 (1.7–8.4)  
June 1.75 (0.69–4.34) 85798 (33828–212779) 14973 5.7 (2.3–14.2)  
July 1.4 (0.9–2.17) 68638 (44124–106389) 23920 2.9 (1.8–4.4)  
August 1.87 (1.22–2.87) 91681 (59813–140708) 35170 2.6 (1.7–4.0) 

Boston 
     

 
April 0.86 (0.24–3.06) 54284 (15149–193152) 12677 4.3 (1.2–15.2)  
May 1.37 (0.7–2.67) 86476 (44185–168534) 63678 1.4 (0.7–2.6)  
June 2.3 (1.19–4.41) 145179 (75114–278366) 101040 1.4 (0.7–2.8)  
July 3.78 (2.71–5.25) 238599 (171059–331388) 108209 2.2 (1.6–3.1) 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.01.21255576doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.01.21255576
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 

 6 

 
August 4.21 (2.93–6.02) 265741 (184946–379992) 117279 2.3 (1.6–3.2) 

Los Angeles 
     

 
April 0.79 (0.3–2.04) 147820 (56134–381713) 7303 20.2 (7.7–52.3)  
May 0.68 (0.25–1.82) 127237 (46778–340548) 50077 2.5 (0.9–6.8)  
June 1.61 (0.78–3.3) 301254 (145949–617477) 87888 3.4 (1.7–7.0)  
July 2.39 (1.71–3.32) 447203 (319965–621219) 211358 2.1 (1.5–2.9)  
August 4.5 (3.81–5.3) 842014 (712905–991706) 347083 2.4 (2.1–2.9) 

Minneapolis 
     

 
April 0.67 (0.12–3.74) 36579 (6551–204192) 875 41.8 (7.5–233.4)  
May 0.54 (0.16–1.76) 29482 (8735–96090) 12357 2.4 (0.7–7.8)  
June 0.69 (0.22–2.17) 37671 (12011–118475) 25883 1.5 (0.5–4.6)  
July 1.78 (0.83–3.79) 97182 (45315–206921) 40927 2.4 (1.1–5.1)  
August 1.47 (0.93–2.33) 80257 (50775–127210) 60502 1.3 (0.8–2.1) 

Table	4.	Monthly	seroprevalence,	estimated	number	of	cumulative	infections,	cumulative	reported	COVID-19	cases,	and	the	estimated	

number	of	cumulative	infections	per	reported	case,	six	U.S.	metropolitan	regions,	March–August	2020.	95%	CI	=	95%	confidence	interval	

*Confirmed	seroprevalence	multiplied	by	the	region	population	size.		

†Number	reported	to	CDC.	

‡Number	of	estimated	infections	divided	by	the	number	of	cumulative	reported	cases.	
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Panel A        Panel B 

 

Figure 1. SARS-CoV-2	serology	testing	results	flow	chart,	six	U.S.	metropolitan	regions.	Panel	A:	Parallel	testing	using	Elecsys	CoV2T	

and	RVNPT	assay	on	Ortho	Vitros	S1	Total	Ig	CoV2T	reactive	samples	collected	during	March–June	2020.	Panel	B:	Results	from	March	

through	August	2020	combining	the	initial	and	revised	supplementary	testing	algorithms.		

Vitros COV2T: Ortho	VITROS	Immunodiagnostic	Products	Anti-SARS-CoV-2	Total;	QNS:	quantity	not	sufficient;	Elecsys	CoV2T:	

Roche	Elecsys	Nucleocapsid	Anti-SARS-CoV-2	Total	Immunoglobulin;	RVPN:	pseudovirus	reporter	virus	particle	

neutralization;	R:	reactive;	NR:	nonreative. 
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Panel	B		

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

Figure	2.	Monthly	distribution	of	all	Ortho	Vitros	SARS-CoV-2	Total	Immunoglobulin	(Ig)	assay	values	(panel	A)	and	unadjusted	and	

weighted	cumulative	seroprevalence	(panel	B),	six	U.S.	metropolitan	regions,	March–August	2020.	Panel	A:	Red	lines	indicate	the	Vitros	

CoV2T	signal	to	cutoff	value	for	reactivity	(S/CO	ratio	=	1.0;	Log10	S/CO	ratio	=	0).	Black	symbols	indicate	confirmed	reactive	samples	

based	on	the	study	algorithm	and	black	lines	indicate	the	mean	signal	intensity	of	the	Vitros	CoV2T	reactive	donation	samples	for	each	

region	for	each	month	of	the	study.	Grey	symbols	above	the	Vitros	CoV2T	cutoff	threshold	indicate	samples	that	were	reactive	by	the	

Vitros	CoV2T	screening	assay	but	which	did	not	confirm	using	the	study	algorithm.	Grey	symbols	below	the	red	line	indicate	samples	that	

were	nonreactive	on	the	Vitros	CoV2T	assay.	The	open	black	symbol	(Seattle	panel,	June	column)	indicates	the	only	sample	with	Vitros	
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CoV2T	S/CO	>10	which	did	not	confirm.	N=	Number	of	sampled	donations	for	each	month.	Panel	B:	Screened	and	confirmed,	and	

confirmed	restricted	to	ZIP	code	of	residence	seroprevelence	for	each	region.

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.01.21255576doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.01.21255576
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 

 11 

	

Figure	3.	Weighted	confirmed	SARS-CoV-2	seroprevalence	derived	from	blood	donors	(A),	

reported	COVID-19	case	rates	per	100,000	population*	(B),	and	daily	COVID-19	case	rates	per	

100,000*	(C)	in	six	U.S.	metropolitan	regions,	March–August	2020.	

*Reported	COVID-19	cases	reported	to	CDC.		
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