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Key Points:

Question: What is the diagnostic accuracy and predictive value of immunoglobulin G serology
on finger prick capillary dried blood spot samples to measure SARS-CoV-2 humoral

immunogenicity?

Findings. In comparison to a paired-serum reference, dried blood spot samples tested for anti-
SARS-CoV-2 IgG possess a sensitivity of 80% (95% Cl: 61%-91%) and specificity of 97%
(95% CI: 95%-98%). Dried blood spot testing has a positive predictive value of 98% (95% ClI:
98%-99%) when modelled in atheoretical population with COVID-19 vaccine coverage of

seventy-five percent.

Meaning: Dried blood spot samples have equal diagnostic accuracy to serum collected by
venipuncture when tested by € ectrochemiluminescence assay and should be considered to

reliably detect SARS-CoV-2 seropositivity.
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Abstract:

Importance: Measuring humoral immunogenicity of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome
Coronavirus 2 vaccines and finding population-level correlates of protection against coronavirus
disease presents an immediate challenge to public health practitioners.

Objective: To study the diagnostic accuracy and predictive value of finger prick capillary dried
blood spot samples tested using an anti-immunoglobulin G (IgG) serology assay to measure
SARS-CoV-2 seropositivity and the humoral immunogenicity of COVID-19 vaccination.

Design, Setting and Participants. This cross-sectional study enrolled participants (n= 644) who

had paired DBS and serum samples collected by finger prick and venipuncture, respectively, in
British Columbia, Canada between January 12", 2020 and May 21%, 2021. Samples were tested
by a multiplex e ectrochemiluminescence assay for SARS-CoV-2 anti-Spike (S), -Nucleocapsid
(N) and -receptor binding domain (RBD) IgG reactivity using aMeso Scale Discovery (M SD)
platform. Additionally, unpaired DBS samples (n= 6,706) that were collected in the province
during the same time period were included for analysis of SARS-CoV-2 anti-N 1gG reactivity.
Exposure: Collection of acapillary dried blood spot by finger prick alone or paired with serum
by venipuncture.

Outcome: Humoral immune response to SARS-CoV -2 measured by detection of anti-S, -N or -
RBD IgG.

Results: In comparison to a paired-serum reference, dried blood spot samples possess a
sensitivity of 80% (95% Cl: 61%-91%) and specificity of 97% (95% Cl: 95%-98%). Receiver
operator characteristic curve analysis (ROC) found that participant DBS samples tested for anti-
SARS-CoV-2 1gG by MSD V-PLEX COVID-19 Coronavirus Panel 2 assay accurately classify

SARS-CoV-2 seroconversion at an 88% percent rate, AUC= 88% (95% CI: 81%-96%).
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86 Modédling found that a dried blood spot-based testing approach has a high positive predictive
87  value (98% [95% Cl: 98%-99%]) in atheoretical population with seventy-five percent COVID-
88 19 vaccine coverage. At lower vaccine coverages of fifteen and forty-five percent, the test’s
89  positive predictive value decreased, and the negative predictive value increased.
90 Conclusion: We demonstrate that dried blood spot collected samples, when tested using an
91 eectrochemiluminescence assay, provide avalid alternative to traditional venipuncture and
92  should be considered to reliably detect SARS-CoV-2 seropositivity.
93
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109 Introduction:

110 The ongoing global vaccination campaign to immunize popul ations against Severe Acute
111  Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infection, which causes coronavirus

112  disease (COVID-19), representsthe largest primary prevention effort undertaken in public health
113  sincethe Global Polio Eradication Initiative (GPEI)®. Lessons learned from the GPEI highlight
114  thevalue of measuring population level vaccine dicited immunogenicity, as the humoral

115  response can differ between doses, age groups, vaccine formulations and viral strains'.

116 The size and scale of the COVID-19 vaccination campaign raises logistical challengesin
117  measuring the humoral immunogenicity of SARS-CoV-2 vaccination at the population level. The
118  requirement for high volume serologic testing to detect vaccine elicited immunogenicity

119 represents a particular challenge, as whole blood specimen collection by venipuncture does not
120  easily scale up**. Whole blood collection in the form of serum or plasma requires atrained

121  phlebotomist, specific collection tubes, and cold chain logistics. Dried blood spot (DBS)

122  sampling isacost effective and promising alternative, which can occur by self-collection,

123  diminating the need for trained personnel. Collection cards are stable at ambient temperatures
124 for up to two weeks, simplifying transport, and can be stored in large quantities using less space”.
125 Tounderstand the potential of DBS samples in measuring SARS-CoV-2 seropositivity at the
126  population level we: i) evaluated the diagnostic accuracy of DBS tested by Meso Scale

127 Discovery (DBS-MSD) multiplex anti-1gG electrochemiluminescence assay in comparison to a
128 paired-serum reference in study participants (n= 644; 30 positive and 614 negative) from British
129  Columbia, Canadaand, ii) modelled the predictive performance of DBS-MSD testingin a

130 theoretical population (n=10,000) with stratified COVID-19 vaccine coverage of fifteen, forty-

131 five and seventy-five percent.
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132 Methods:

133 Paired participant samples (n= 644) were received at the British Columbia Centre for
134  Disease Control Public Health Laboratory. Serum samples were collected from venipuncture by
135  trained phlebotomistsin 5ml tubes (BD Vacutainer™® SST™ Tubes: #367986), centrifuged and
136 tested before storage at -20°C. DBS samples were collected by capillary finger-prick using a
137  contact activated lancet (BD Microtainer®: #366594), spotted on protein saver cards (Whatman
138 903™: #7761575), sealed in a gas-impermeable sachet with 1gm of desiccant per card, and stored
139 at -20°C. DBSsample collection was performed by a health care worker or by self-collection.
140  Written instructions were provided to participants who were asked to self-collect. Four 6mm
141 punches were eluted in dipotassum phosphate buffered saline with 0.5% sodium azide and 1.5%
142 bovine serum albumin w/v (Ortho Clinical Diagnostics, personal communication). Serum

143  samples were diluted 1:5000 v/v and DBS samples were diluted 1:500 v/v in Diluent 100 (M SD:
144  #R50AA-2) before serological testing. Serological testing was performed with the V-PLEX

145 COVID-19 Coronavirus Pand 2 (IgG) (MSD: #K15369U), offered by MSD>. Reference

146  positive samples were defined as the paired serum samples that had signals above the MSD

147  recommended target thresholds for anti-Spike (S), and/or -Nucleocapsid (N) and/or -receptor
148  binding domain (RBD) IgG (S=1960, N=5000 and RBD=538)°. Serum samples were classified
149 aspostive for SARS-CoV-2 anti-lgG when signal for two of three targets was greater-than or
150 equal-to the threshold. Thresholds were set for DBS-M SD results by plotting distributions of
151 anti-Sand -N IgG signals. DBS-M SD samples were classified as positive if the anti-S and -N
152  signal or only the anti-S signal was greater-than or equal-to the thresholds established for DBS
153 samples. Nucleocapsid-only positive DBS-M SD samples were classified as negative. Anti-RBD

154  results were not interpreted for DBS samples, as they were found to be highly correlated with


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.29.21261156
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.29.21261156; this version posted July 31, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

155  anti-Ssignals (Pearson’ s correlation, r = 95%, 95% Cl [92%-97%]), indicating collinearity®.
156  Sensitivity and specificity of DBS-MSD was calculated in comparison to the paired-serum

157 reference. Logistic regression was used to predict the paired-serum reference diagnosisby DBS-
158  MSD result’. Internal cross-validation was performed by a n= 2,000 bootstrap and results were
159  plotted as areceiver operator characteristic curve (ROC)®°. The positive- and negative-

160  predictive value (PPV, NPV) of DBS-MSD was modelled in atheoretical population of ten-

161 thousand persons (n= 10,000) with varying COVID-19 vaccine coverage of fifteen, forty-five

162  and seventy-five percent’®™,
163
164 The University of British Columbia Clinical Research Ethics Board provided ethical

165 review and approval for studies from which participants’ specimens were cross-sectionally
166  sampled and tested (H20-02184, H20-02402, H20-01421 and H20-01886).
167
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177 Reaults:

178 Signal target thresholds for DBS-M SD were established at 75 AU/ml (95% CI: 55-95
179  AU/ml) for anti-S (Figure 1a) and 175 AU/ml (95% CI: 162-188 AU/ml) anti-N IgG (Figure 1b),
180 based on the observed distribution of signalsin DBS samples. The anti-S and anti-N thresholds
181  were set to maximize sensitivity and specificity, respectively. The anti-S distribution shows that
182  77% of SARS-CoV-2 serum positive samples have a DBS signal greater than or equal to the
183  threshold (one sample T-test, P=0.77, Sensitivity= 77%). The anti-N distribution estimates that
184  95% of anti-S negative DBS samples have a signal less than or equal to the threshold (one

185 sample T-test, P=0.05, Specificity= 95%). Applying these thresholds to the same dataset (n=
186 644), DBS-MSD achieved a sensitivity of 80% (95% CI: 61%-91%) and specificity of 97%
187  (95% CI: 95%-98%) in comparison to the paired-serum reference (Figure 2d). Internally cross-
188 validated ROC analysisyielded an area under the curve of 88% (95% ClI: 81%-96%) (Figure 2b).
189 DBS samplesresulted on MSD will accurately classify SARS-CoV-2 seroconversion at an 88%
190 percent rate. In atheoretical population of 10,000 persons, of which seventy-five percent have
191 received COVID-19 immunization, a positive test result predicts true seropositivity at a 98%
192  rate, PPV=98% (95% CI: 98%-99%) (Figure 3). A negative test result predicts a seronegative
193 response at a 38% rate, NPV = 38% (95% CI: 37%-40%). At lower vaccine coverages of fifteen
194  and forty-five percent, the PPV of DBS-MSD decreased and the NPV increased (PPV 15 = 29%
195  (95% ClI: 25%-33%), NPV 15=99% (95% CI: 99%-100%) and PPV 4= 96% (95% CI: 95%-
196  96%), NPV.s= 86% (95% Cl: 85%-86%). |
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200 Discussion:

201 The diagnostic accuracy of DBS-MSD is comparable to that of the Roche Elecsys®

202  platform for surveillance of SARS-CoV-2 seroconversion™. Tests performed on DBS samples
203 characteristically exhibit high specificity and low sensitivity, attributable to low analyte

204  concentration, variance in sample collection practices or time since antigen exposure™. We show
205 that, despite the expected disadvantage of low analyte concentration, DBS-M SD testing may

206  possess astrong PPV when implemented in a context with high SARS-CoV -2 seroprevalence
207  (eg., post asuccessful COVID-19 immunization campaign). Therefore, DBS collection and anti-
208 1gG serology shows promise as atool to measure SARS-CoV-2 seropositivity at the population
209 level. The benefits include comparable diagnostic accuracy to that of serum samples, with

210 improved population reach, and the potential to discriminate natural from vaccine elicited

211  seroconversion by measuring anti-S and anti-N 1gG reactivity™. In atheoretical population with
212  seventy-five percent COVID-19 vaccine coverage, a positive DBS-M SD result reliably indicates
213  seropositivity with a high PPV and does not require additional testing. The low NPV indicates
214  that anegative result does not reliably predict lack of an immune response or immunosenescence
215 and may require reflex testing. In receipt of anegative result, where confirmation of individual
216  serostatusisrequired, reflex testing may entail additional testing from venipuncture or DBS.

217 An important limitation of SARS-CoV-2 seropreval ence studies in populations with low
218 vaccine coverageisthe difference in antibody signals between individuals who have recovered
219  from asymptomatic and symptomatic infection®. The distribution of serological signals between
220 recovered asymptomatic and negative cases are more likely to overlap than when comparing

221  negativeto recovered symptomatic, nucleic acid amplification test confirmed cases. Low

222  serological signal should not be a limitation in populations with high vaccine coverage, as
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223 SARS-CoV-2 vaccination has been experimentally found to €licit a stronger humoral immune
224 response than natural infection™.

225 In summary, measuring SARS-CoV-2 seropositivity at the population level presents

226  unigue challenges, which warrant investigation and consideration of alternative methodologies.
227  We show robust diagnostic accuracy of DBS samples when tested for anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG
228 using an MSD assay, and model the predictive value of DBS-M SD testing in atheoretical

229  population with fifteen, forty-five and seventy-five percent COVID-19 vaccine coverage™. DBS
230 tests have comparable specificity and lower sensitivity to those conducted on serum, due to low
231 anayte volume and the need for additional sample processing. The PPV of DBS-MSD testing
232  increasesin response to high seroprevalence, making it possible to accurately identify

233 individuals who have a humoral immune response. Follow-up, reflex testing may be required to
234 confirm true negatives. The sengitivity and NPV of DBS-MSD testing will likely increasein an
235 immunized population, as vaccinated individuals have a more robust humoral response than

236  thosethat are naturally infected™.

237 At the population level, naturally infected and vaccinated individuals can be considered a
238  homogenized group, where an anti-S IgG positive signal indicates seroreactivity. Conversely,
239 individual diagnosis may require further interpretation where anti-S IgG positive persons are
240  further gratified by their anti-N 1gG results and/or clinical information (e.g., vaccination status,
241  prior laboratory results) to determine natural infection from vaccine elicited immunity. Detection
242  of natural infection by serology alone is dependent on study design, as anti-N IgG signal may
243  wane when the time between exposure and sample collection lengthens.

244 Public health practitioners should consider the utility of DBS-MSD to evaluate SARS-

245  CoV-2 seropositivity from natural infection or COVID-19 vaccination. Modelling shows this

10
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combination possesses a strong PPV (~ 98%) in settings of high seroprevalence (e.g., seventy-
five percent COVID-19 vaccine coverage). Public health agencies are challenged with
simultaneously administering COVID-19 vaccines and measuring the elicited immune response.
To address the later, areliable and accessible method for detecting SARS-CoV-2 seropositivity
isrequired. The logistic, economic and demonstrated diagnostic accuracy of DBS-MSD make it
a strong candidate for population level investigation of SARS-CoV-2 humoral immunogenicity,

especially in longitudinal study designs requiring repeated measures.

11
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371 Figure 1: Signal distributions of SARS-CoV-2 anti-Spike (S) and -Nucleocapsid (N) 19G collected by DBS and tested with an MSD assay. a)
372 Participant DBS and paired-serum samples n=644, were tested by MSD assay for anti-S, -N and -receptor binding domain (RBD) 1gG. DBS-
373 MSD anti-S signals were stratified by MSD test-results on paired-serum samples (white: paired-serum positive) (grey: paired-serum negative). A
374 sample was classified as paired-serum positive when greater-than or equal-to two of three target signals exceeded the manufacturer recommended
375  thresholds (S= 1960, N= 5000 and RBD= 538). A threshold of > 75 AU/mI (95% CI: 55-95 AU/ml) was set for anti-S DBS samples tested on
376 MSD, asit discriminates paired-serum positives from negatives. In arandom sample of serum positives, 77% of paired-DBS-M SD samples are
377 expected to have values greater than or equal to 75 AU/ml (one sample T-test, P= 0.77, Sensitivity= 77%). b) All anti-N DBS-M SD samples

378 tested at the BCCDC to May 21%, 2021 were restricted to those with DBS-M SD anti-S < 75 AU/ml (n= 6,706) (dark grey). A threshold of > 175
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379 AU/ (95% CI: 162-188 AU/mI) was set for anti-N DBS samples tested on MSD, as the probability of classifying an anti-S negative DBS-MSD
380  sampleanti-N positive equals 5% (one sample T-test, P= 0.05, Specificity= 95%). DBS-MSD samples were classified positive if anti-S signal
381 was > 75 AU/ml and anti-N signal was > 175 AU/ml or anti-S signal was > 75 AU/ml and anti-N signal was < 175 AU/ml. Samples with anti-S
382  signd < 75 AU/m and anti-N signal > 175 AU/ml were dlassified as negative.
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Figure 2: Confusion matrix and internally cross-validated receiver operating characteristic curve analysis of DBS-MSD test result in comparison
to the paired-serum reference. a) Frequency of DBS-MSD results are reported in comparison to the reference and used to calculate clinical
accuracy (sensitivity and specificity). In comparison to the paired-serum reference, DBS-MSD possesses a sensitivity of 80% (95% Cl: 61%-
91%) and specificity of 97% (95% Cl: 95%-98%), grey area shows the proportion of participants by cell and black lines represent the 95%
confidence interval. No evidence of similarity between the marginal outcome probability was observed (McNemar test, P<0.007). b) Internally
cross-validated receiver operator characteristic curve analysis was used to quantify the predictive ability of aDBS-MSD test in comparison to the
reference. DBS-M SD was found to accurately discriminate natural SARS-CoV-2 seroconversion at an 88% (95%Cl: 81%-96%) rate (bootstrap=

2000).
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424 Figure 3: Confusion matrix showing the predictive performance of MSD-DBSin a theoretical population (n=10,000) with seventy-five percent
425 SARS-CoV-2 vaccine coverage. The positive-predictive value (PPV) of MSD-DBS s positively correlated with the prevalence of SARS-CoV-2
426 seroreactivity. At seventy-five percent SARS-CoV-2 vaccine coverage, a positive M SD-DBS test would correctly identify vaccine eicited
427  seroreactivity at a98% rate, PPV= 98% (95% Cl: 98%-99%). A negative MSD-DBS test correctly identifies no vaccine elicited seroreactivity at
428 a38% rate, negative predictive value (NPV)= 38% (95% Cl: 37%-40%). There was no evidence of independence between results (Chi? test,
429  p<0.001).
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