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Supplementary Appendix

This appendix has been provided by the authors to give readers additional information about their work.
Supplement to: Ruijie L, Yihan Y, Jiayu H, Jixian Z, Sha X, Renrong S, et al. Seroprevalence and epidemiological
characteristics of immunoglobulin M and G antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 in asymptomatic people in Wuhan,
China: a cross-sectional study.
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SUPPLEMENTARYMETHODS

Subjects selection

20,929 people visited the hospital for 21,526 medical examinations, of which 2,637 medical examinations from

2217 people were excluded for lack of antibody testing. For those participants who lack personal information

about age, gender, type of work unit, or geographic location, we did a short telephone survey to complete these

missing values. There were 18,889 medical examinations that were tested for antibodies with 498 re-examinations.

A total of 17,923 people received NAT, with one patient suspected as nucleic acid-positive who was positive for

IgG antibodies and negative for IgM antibodies. Among the 789 people without NAT, 10 (1.3%) were positive by

antibody tests and the rest were negative (98.7%).

Serology Test Validation

Before starting the screening for antibodies against SARS-CoV-2, we validated the serological assay with serum

samples from 105 patients with COVID-19 confirmed by a SARS-CoV-2 fluorescent PCR kit with

nasopharyngeal swabs collected between January 18 and February 22, 2020. The SARS-CoV-2 fluorescent PCR

kits were provided by the DAAN Gene Co., Ltd. of Sun Yat-sen University (Registration certificate for medical

device of Peoples Republic of China: 20203400060). In the validation test, the serological test showed a

sensitivity of 86.7% (91 of 105) for IgG and 76.2% (80 of 105) for IgM antibodies. The detection sensitivity was

89.5% (94 of 105) for IgG and/or IgM antibodies. Second, we conducted the assay using serum samples collected

from 138 health workers and 64 people with respiratory symptoms, without SARS-CoV-2. The serological test

showed a specificity of 98.0% (198 of 202) for IgG and 99.0% (200 of 202) for IgM antibodies. The detection

specificity was 99.0% (200 of 202) for IgG and/or IgM antibodies.

Current methods for measuring serum IgM and IgG mainly include enzyme-linked immunosorbent assays,

chemiluminescence enzyme immunoassays, lateral flow immunoassays (LFIAs) and fluorescence immunoassays.

LFIA specificity can reach about 99% with sensitivity from 80% to 86%.[1] Combined IgG and IgM tests have

been shown to be better choices for sensitivity than measuring either antibody type alone. In our study, the LFIA

method had a similar sensitivity and specificity for detecting SARS-CoV-2-specific antibodies.

CT Image Acquisition and Interpretation

All CT scans were obtained by a GE Optima CT660, Revolution CT. Scans were from the level of the thoracic

entrance to the inferior level of the costophrenic angle with patients in a supine, head-first position, holding their

breath. Parameters were slice thickness 5 mm, tube voltage 120 kV. Tube current was adjusted by an automatic

exposure control system (GE Healthcare). Reconstructed CT images were transmitted to a workstation and picture

archiving and communication systems (PACS) for multiplanar reconstruction post-processing. All CT images

were independently reviewed by two experienced thoracic radiologists (Wangcai Zhu and Renrong Sun) with

over 10 years experience in thoracic radiology at Hubei Provincial Hospital of Integrated Chinese & Western

Medicine. They independently evaluated initial CT images blinded to patients’ clinical or laboratory results. The

main CT features were analyzed and recorded including lesion distribution, morphology and number of lesions;
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major signs included pure ground-glass opacity (GGO), pure consolidation, GGO with consolidation,

crazy-paving pattern, interstitial lung disease (ILD) and other abnormalities.

Among the IgG-positive patients, typical abnormal chest CT signs were GGOs, GGOs with small mixed

consolidation, and prominent peripheral subpleural distribution. Lesions mostly involved both lungs. Some were

accompanied by smooth interlobular septal thickening, and some were subpleural lines of small nodules with

increased density. Figure 4 shows the different levels in the lungs of one asymptomatic individual who was

positive for IgG.

Category boundaries for age and time series

To describe the seroprevalence of IgG and IgM in different age group, we divided age into 11 groups. The first
group was people under 20 years old, and start from the second age group, we divided age as every five years into
one group.

To study the seroprevalence changes of IgG and IgM among asymptomatic infections, we created time series for
every five days as a set to analyses the distribution of seroprevalence in each set.

Laboratory Findings

Laboratory hematology results for the asymptomatic individuals are shown in Table S4. A total of 12,481 (65.7%)
had blood samples analyzed simultaneously for routine cytology. Significant differences were seen between IgG
and/or IgM-positive test groups in leucocytes, neutrophilic granulocytes and monocyte percentage. Leucocytes
and neutrophilic granulocytes decreased, while the monocyte percentage increased for people who were
IgG/IgM-positive compared to negative individuals. Gender stratification analysis showed significant differences
in the results of these indicators between positive and negative males, but no difference was found between
females.

Reference

[1]Kontou PI, Braliou GG, Dimou NL, Nikolopoulos G, Bagos PG. Antibody Tests in Detecting SARS-CoV-2

Infection: AMeta-Analysis. Diagnostics (Basel, Switzerland). 2020;10(5):319.



33

SUPPLEMENTARYTABLES

Table S1. Numbers of male and female people aged from 4 to 81 in Wuhan in 2017

Aged group(Years old) Male Female Total

4～ 583194 493770 1076964

20～ 256003 209481 465484

25～ 404864 371347 776211

30～ 421463 395119 816582

35～ 337088 325508 662596

40～ 290599 288596 579195

45～ 367525 366927 734452

50～ 350878 343543 694421

55～ 284393 283954 568347

60～ 303427 316329 619756

65～81 482899 513251 996150

Total 4082333 3907825 7990158

Note: Data from Wuhan Statistical Yearbook-2018, population grouped by age (2017). China Academic Journal
Electronic Publishing House.

Table S2. Seroprevalence of IgM in asymptomatic individuals and odds ratio by time series

Five-day
period n

Crude seroprevalence of
IgM

Adjust seroprevalence
of IgM

Odds ratio(95%CI) P value
Odds ratio(95%CI)
adjusting for age and

sex

P
value

1 523 1.34(0.35-2.32) 0.71(0.00-1.43) 4.50(1.51-13.5) 0.007 3.94(1.31-11.8) 0.014

2 1694 0.71(0.31-1.11) 0.60(0.23-0.97) 2.37(0.89-6.33) 0.085 1.98(0.73-5.33) 0.177

3 1222 0.65(0.20-1.11) 0.38(0.04-0.72) 2.19(0.76-6.32) 0.148 1.62(0.55-4.78) 0.378

4 4046 0.59(0.36-0.83) 0.44(0.24-0.64) 1.98(0.81-4.85) 0.135 1.58(0.64-3.91) 0.325

5 6695 0.37(0.23-0.52) 0.27(0.15-0.39) 1.24(0.51-3.04) 0.631 1.04(0.42-2.56) 0.930

6 2534 0.28(0.07-0.48) 0.16(0.00-0.32) 0.92(0.31-2.74) 0.881 0.72(0.24-2.18) 0.564

7 1998 0.30(0.06-0.54) 0.24(0.21-0.45)
Note: n is the total number of individuals.
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Table S4. Laboratory hematology results of asymptomatic individuals.

Laboratory result Normal
range

All IgG−/IgM− IgG+/IgM+
P

n Mean (SD) n1 Mean (SD) n2 Mean (SD)

Leucocytes, × 10⁹/L 3.5–9.5 12481 6.9 （1.8） 12037 6.9 （1.8） 444 6.7 （1.7） 0.027

Neutrophilic
granulocyte，× 10⁹/L

1.8–6.3 12481 3.9 （1.3） 12037 3.9 （1.3） 444 3.8 （1.3） 0.027

Monocyte
percentage, %

3.1–10.0 12481 7.4 （2.1） 12037 7.4 （2.1） 444 7.6 （2.1） 0.006

SD: Standard deviation

Table S3. Incidence of Covid-19 from March 25 to April 28 in all urban areas of Wuhan city

Urban areas

Cumulative
number of
cases

reported in
March 25

Cumulative
number of
cases

reported in
April 28

Number of
new cases
reported
during the
period

Permanent
population

Incidence
rate

（/100000)
95%CI

Jianghan 5183 5242 59 729700 8.09 8.02 8.15

Huangpi 2114 2117 3 1011900 0.30 0.29 0.31

Hanyang 4670 4691 21 664200 3.16 3.12 3.20

Jiangan 6549 6563 14 962700 1.45 1.43 1.48

Qiaokou 6834 6854 20 868700 2.30 2.27 2.33

Wuchang 7458 7551 93 1282800 7.25 7.20 7.29

Hongshan 4679 4718 39 1677300 2.33 2.30 2.35

Dongxihu 2462 2471 9 584800 1.54 1.51 1.57

Caidian and the
others 9831 9903 72 3298900 2.18 2.17 2.20

Total 50003 50333 327 11081000 2.98 2.97 2.99

Data from :
1. Update on Covid-19 outbreak in Wuhan. 2020.
http://wjw.wuhan.gov.cn/ztzl_28/fk/tzgg/202004/t20200430_1202887.shtml (accessed 03 June 2020).
2. Update on Covid-19 outbreak in Wuha. 2020.
http://wjw.wuhan.gov.cn/ztzl_28/fk/tzgg/202004/t20200430_1198159.shtml (accessed 3 June 2020 ).
3. A brief analysis of resident population in Wuhan in 2018. 2020.
http://tjj.wuhan.gov.cn/tjfw/tjfx/202001/t20200115_840940.shtml (accessed 23 March 2020 ).

http://tjj.wuhan.gov.cn/tjfw/tjfx/202001/t20200115_840940.shtml
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SUPPLEMENTARYFIGURES

Figure S1. Daily numbers of COVID-19 confirmed cases reported in Wuhan and the time of screening study for
COVID-19.
Data from: Covid-19 in Hubei province from 25 March 2020 to 28 April
2020.http://wjw.hubei.gov.cn/fbjd/tzgg/index_38.shtml;http://wjw.hubei.gov.cn/fbjd/tzgg/index_15.shtml.

Figure S2. Sex and age distribution of participants with screening test for COVID-19 compared with the Wuhan
population, screening study, March 25 to April 28, 2020, Wuhan.
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Figure S5. The cumulative number of patient reported diagnosed by RT-PCR for COVID-19 and incidence rate of
COVID-19 per ten thousand, by the time of April 28, 2020, grouped by each of the 13 districts of the city of
Wuhan.


