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TABLE 1. Analytical sensitivities, specificities, and predictive values for SARS-CoV-2 antibody detection

Number (%) of serum samples

Case sera testing

Control sera testing

Assay positive negative PRV () HRV ()
ELISA
Wantai Total Ab 28/30 (93) 82/82(100) 28/28 (100) 82/84 (98)
Euroimmun IgA? 28/30 (93) 76/82 (93) 28/34 (82) 76/78 (97)
Euroimmun IgG? 20/30 (67) 79/82 (96) 20/23 (87) 79/89 (89)
Point-of-care test
Dynamiker 27/30 (90) 32/32 (100) 27/27 (100) 32/36 (89)
CTK Biotech 27/30 (90) 32/32 (100) 27/27 (100) 32/36 (89)
AutoBio Diagnostics 28/30 (93) 32/32 (100) 28/28 (100) 32/25 (91)
Artron Laboratories 25/30 (83) 17/17 (100) 25/25 (100) 17/23 (74)
Acro Biotech 4/5 (80)° 12/15 (80) 4/7 (57) 12/13 (92)
Alltest Biotech 1/1 (100)® 13/15 (87) Too few tested Too few tested

?Borderline data were considered negative.

®Due to comparatively poorer assay performance in an initial round of testing, further testing were
suspended.

CC-BY-NC Science Surf accessed 13.12.2025 IZ'



https://www.wjst.de/blog/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/screen-4.jpg
https://www.wjst.de/blog/sciencesurf/2020/05/the-gangelt-study/
https://www.wjst.de/blog/sciencesurf/2020/05/the-gangelt-study/bildschirmfoto-2020-05-05-um-11-02-00/
https://www.wjst.de/blog/wp-content/themes/twentyfourteen-child1/pdf/?url=https://www.wjst.de/blog/sciencesurf/2020/05/the-gangelt-study/screen-462/
https://www.wjst.de/blog/impressum/
https://wordpress.org/

