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Figure S1. Representative IFN-y ELISPOT plate images
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Figures S2. Gating scheme for activated CD4 and CD8 T cell isolation
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Figure S3. Background-subtracted frequency of SARS-CoV-2 Spike reactive CD8+ and CD4+ T cells in
10 select convalescent COVID-19 patients. ** p < 0.01 two-tailed paired T test.
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Figure S4. Relationship between age and SARS-CoV-2 antigen reactivity as assessed by IFN-g
ELISPQOT. Pearson correlation calculations were used to determine r2 and two-tailed p values.
Dashed line indicates the 50 IFN-y SFC/10°% PBMC threshold for positivity



