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Abstract

Background. An immune correlate of protection from SARS-CoV-2 infection is urgently
needed.

Methods. We used an ongoing household cohort with an embedded transmission study that
closely monitors participants regardless of symptom status. Real-time reverse-transcription
polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) and Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assays (ELISAs)
were used to measure infections and seropositivity. Sequencing was performed to determine
circulating strains of SARS-CoV-2. We investigated the protection associated with
seropositivity resulting from prior infection, the anti-spike antibody titers needed for
protection, and we compared the severity of first and second infections.

Results. In March 2021, 62.3% of the cohort was seropositive. After March 2021, gamma
and delta variants predominated. Seropositivity was associated with 69.2% protection from
any infection (95% CI: 60.7%-75.9%), with higher protection against moderate or severe
infection (79.4%, 95% CI: 64.9%-87.9%). Anti-spike titers of 327 and 2,551 were associated
with 50% and 80% protection from any infection; titers of 284 and 656 were sufficient for
protection against moderate or severe disease. Second infections were less severe than first
infections (Relative Risk (RR) of moderated or severe disease: 0.6, 95% CI: 0.38-0.98; RR of
subclinical disease:1.9, 95% CI: 1.33-2.73).

Conclusions. Prior infection-induced immunity is protective against infection when
predominantly gamma and delta SARS-CoV-2 circulated. The protective antibody titers
presented may be useful for vaccine policy and control measures. While second infections
were somewhat less severe, they were not as mild as ideal. A strategy involving vaccination

will be needed to ease the burden of the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic.
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The course of the current SARS-CoV-2 pandemic will be determined by the quality and
durability of protective immunity induced by prior infection or vaccination, as well as the

severity of illness in individuals with some level of immunity.!3

As the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic continues in its second year, vaccine availability is still
sorely limited, particularly in low- and middle-income countries, and an immune correlate
of protection is urgently needed.* Such an immune correlate of protection would inform
vaccine policy, allow more rapid development of vaccines, and could guide targeting of at-

risk populations for vaccination—including when and how often to boost.

Recent vaccine efficacy studies have estimated the levels of vaccine-induced antibodies

needed for protection.>® However, with the increased circulation of SARS-CoV-2 variants,
studies are needed to evaluate protection against these variants. Immune correlates are
also needed for natural infection-induced protection and for children, and they need to be

stratified by severity of infection.”

As of November 8, 2021, ~40% of the global population was fully vaccinated, with 66% of
the population in high-income countries, but only 2% of that in low-income countries fully
vaccinated.® Yet, much of the world’s population has been infected,® making it critical to
understand the degree of protection achieved in previously infected persons and
populations, particularly in low- and middle-income countries. An immune correlate of
natural-immunity induced protection and a better understanding of the severity of second
infections will help inform models estimating the future burden and will continue to guide

mitigation strategies.?
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We used data from an existing household cohort study of 2,353 individuals 0 to 94 years of
age.?” We previously published on the first wave of SARS-CoV-2 in this cohort, reporting
that ~56% of the cohort was seropositive in October 2020.° Here we focus on infections that
occurred during the second pandemic wave, after March 2021, in which gamma and delta
variants predominated. We measure the protection from SARS-CoV-2 infection during the
second wave associated with immunity induced by prior infection, as well as the “absolute
correlate” or protective threshold* of antibodies needed for 50% and 80% protection. Finally,

we compare the severity of first and second infections during the second wave.

METHODS

The Household Influenza Cohort Study (HICS)

The Nicaraguan HICS is an ongoing prospective study of influenza in households that are
free of disease at baseline. Located in district IT of Managua, Nicaragua, the HICS started
in 2017 and was expanded in February 2020 to include the study of SARS-CoV-2 infection
and disease. At the first indication of any illness, participants are requested to report to
the study health center, where they are provided with their primary care. Blood samples for
serology are collected annually in March-April, and an extra midyear sample was collected
for those who consented to it in October 2020. A transmission sub-study is nested within
HICS, in which participants are monitored closely and tested regardless of symptoms once
a SARS-CoV-2 case is detected in their household (see supplement for more details).

This study was approved by the institutional review boards at the Nicaraguan Ministry of
Health and the University of Michigan (HUM00119145 and HUMO00178355). Informed
consent or parental permission was obtained for all participants. Assent was obtained from

children aged >6 years.
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Laboratory Assays

Real-time reverse-transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) was performed
according to the protocol from Chu et al.'® Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assays (ELISAs)
were run on paired serum samples (current vs baseline) with a protocol adapted from the
Krammer laboratory.'! The SARS-CoV-2 spike receptor binding domain (RBD) and spike
proteins for ELISAs were produced in single batches at the Life Sciences Institute at the
University of Michigan. For ELISAs, spike RBD was used for screening (positive/negative)
and spike was used for titers. The limits of detection for endpoint titers were 100 (lower)
and 6,400 (upper). All RT-PCR and most ELISAs were performed at the Nicaraguan
National Virology Laboratory, with a minority of 2020 and 2019 annual samples processed

at the University of Michigan. Sequencing information is presented in the supplement.

Seropositivity, RT-PCR-positive episodes, and severity

ELISA seropositivity in October 2020 and March 2021 was defined as shown in fig. S1
Seroconversion was measured in most cases, by comparing the current to the baseline
(March 2020 and March 2019) ELISA results, but we use the term seropositivity due to a
small subset of participants not having baseline samples. Potentially cross-reactive
antibodies—those that were positive at baseline with less than a 4-fold rise in titer—and

indeterminate ELISA results were counted as missing.

RT-PCR-positive episodes were considered separate episodes if they were >60 days apart.
To assess the difference in severity between first and second SARS-CoV-2 infections, the
data were not limited to the subset of participants with ELISA results. Second infections

were all RT-PCR-positive after March 1, 2021, but first infections could have been a first
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RT-PCR-positive infection or prior seropositive status (seropositive in October 2020 or

March 2021, figs. S1 and S2).

Symptom data from multiple sources was used to classify infection severity (see supplement

for more details).

Analysis

All analyses were performed in R version 4.1.1.12 using the tidyverse!?. Participant age was
calculated on March 1, 2021, near the 2021 annual sample collection. A Poisson distribution
was used to calculate 95% confidence intervals (CIs) for attack rates, risk ratios, and
percent protection (1 — risk ratio). For those without numeric titers, the results were
classified as follows: if screened RBD negative, titer was set to 5 (n=817); if RBD positive
but no titer available (n=1), titer was set to 20; if titer was <100 (n=80), titer was set to 80;
and if titer was “>6,400” (n=41), titer was set to 6,400. Antibodies titers were categorized as
<10, 10 to <40, 40 to <160, 160 to <640, 640 to <2,560, and >2,560. Antibody titers were log-
transformed for all analyses. We used a 3-parameter logistic regression model (R nplr
package v0.1-7141%) that, unlike traditional logistic regression, allowed some probability of
infection at the highest antibody titers. Finally, we used Wilcoxon rank-sum tests to

compare pre-existing antibody titers by RT-PCR or symptom status.

RESULTS
Cohort participation and SARS-CoV-2 pandemic waves
Between March 2020 and October 2021, we followed 2,353 people aged 0 to 94 years of age

in 437 households (table S1, supplement, fig S3). Sex in the cohort is approximately equal
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in children but there is lower adult male participation (fig. S3, table S1). In March 2021,

90.2% of the cohort (2,123 people, table S1 and fig S1) had ELISA results.

A large initial pandemic wave occurred between March and August 2020, followed a larger
second wave about a year later, consisting predominately of gamma and delta variants,
from April-October 2021 (fig. S2). Between April 28, 2020 and October 14, 2021, there were
539 RT-PCR-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infections in the cohort, with 104 (19.3%) in the first
wave before August 1, 2020, 23 (4.3%) between waves, and 412 (76.4%) in the second wave

after March 1, 2021.

After the first wave (October/November, 2020), 56.7% of the cohort with ELISA results was
seropositive (1,130 of 1,993 people).? In March 2021, 1,322 individuals were seropositive, for
a seroprevalence of 62.3% (95%CI: 59.0%-65.7%, table 1 and fig S1) just prior to the second
wave. Of the 1,130 people who were seropositive in October/November 2020, 1,106 (97.9%)
maintained seropositivity, 20 (1.8%) were seronegative, and 4 (0.4%) did not have ELISA
results in March 2021. Over the entire study period, 1,614 people (68.6% of the entire

cohort of 2,353) were ever PCR-positive or seropositive.

Seropositivity and protection

Because no one in this cohort was vaccinated prior to March 2021, we could assess
protection from infection-induced-immunity (and sensitivity analyses below remove the few
who were vaccinated). To measure this protection, we compared the number of RT-PCR-
positive infections occurring during the second wave among participants who were
seropositive to those who were seronegative in March 2021 (fig. 1a). We found that

infection-induced-immunity provided strong protection from infection in the second wave
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approximately one year later (fig. 1b and c). Protection was higher against more severe
outcomes, with 64.5% protection from any infection (95% CI: 56.4%-71.1%), 69.2%
protection from symptomatic infection (95% CI: 60.7%-75.9%), and 79.4% protection from

moderate or severe infection (95% CI: 64.9%-87.9%).

Children aged 0-9 years exhibited lower protection compared to participants aged 10+ years
across all severity outcomes, though there were few moderate or severe infections in the
younger group. Protection against all infections was 56.6% (95% CI: 34.4%-71.3%) in ages O-
9 years and 67.4% (95% CI: 58.6%-74.3%) in ages 10+ years, and against symptomatic
infection it was 51.0% (95% CI: 17.4%-70.9%) and 74.3%, (95% CI: 66.1%-80.5%),

respectively.

Antibody titers and protection
Significantly lower antibody titers were found among RT-PCR-positive (fig. 2a-c)
individuals and among symptomatic (fig.2d-f) and moderate or severe (fig.2g-1) infections.

However, infection and symptoms did occur in individuals with high titers, e.g., in fig. 2E.

To further examine protection from SARS-CoV-2 infection, we evaluated which titers of
antibodies were protective to define a correlate of protection. Antibody titers of 327 and

2,551 correlate with 50% and 80% protection from any SARS-CoV-2 infection (fig. 3a).

Lower antibody titers were sufficient for 50% and 80% protection against symptomatic
infection (223 and 2,070, respectively, fig. 3d) and moderate or severe symptomatic
infections (284 and 656, respectively, fig. 3g). Overall, a four-fold increase in antibody titers

(e.g., 320 vs 80) was associated with a 29% reduction in risk of being infected (OR 0.71, 95%
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CI: 0.67-0.76), 30% reduction in risk of having a symptomatic infection (OR 0.70, 95% CI:
0.65-0.75), and a 35% reduction in risk of having a moderate or severe infection (OR 0.65,

95% CI: 0.56-0.75) in the second wave.

Children aged 0-9 years and participants aged 10+ years had similar antibody titers
required for 50% protection, while children aged 0-9 years had somewhat lower antibody
titers necessary for 80% protection (2,143 in 0-9 years vs 2,735 in ages 10+ years for all
infections, fig. 3b and c; 1,700 vs 2,300 for symptomatic infections, fig. 3e and f). However,
children had lower antibody titers overall (grey bars in fig. 3)—only 49.5% had titers of >40
and 34.0% had titers >640, while 66.1% of participants aged 10+ years had titers of >40 and
42.6% had titers >640. Their lower antibody levels could explain why children aged 0-9
years had lower protection associated with seropositivity compared to individuals aged 10

and older (fig. 1).

Vaccination

Starting March 20, 2021, 61 participants (2.6%) aged 16-78 years were vaccinated. They
were vaccinated with AstraZeneca/Covishield (n=47, 77.0%), Pfizer (n=1, 1.6%), and
Sputnik V (n=13, 21.3%). Notably, only 6 participants were fully vaccinated with 2 vaccine

doses, all of which were Sputnik V.

As sensitivity analyses, we excluded those who had received one or more vaccine doses and
assessed protection associated with seropositivity and antibody levels needed for protection
among those never vaccinated (figs. S4-S6). We consistently found similar protection (<1

percentage point of difference) in estimates of seropositivity and protection (fig S4), no
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noticeable differences in plots of individual antibody levels (fig. S5), and similar antibody

levels needed for 50% and 80% protection (fig. S6).

Severity of first and second infections in the second wave

To assess the severity of second infections compared to first, we compared the spectrum of
disease in these groups. During the second wave, there were 377 first infections and 162
second infections (following another RT-PCR-positive episode or previous seropositivity, fig.

4).

Second infections were less severe than first infections: moderate or severe infection was
0.6 times as likely (95% CI: 0.38-0.98) and severe infection was 0.4 times as likely (95% CI:
0.13-1.03). Second infections were also twice as likely to be subclinical (RR: 1.9, 95% CI:
1.33-2.73). There were three COVID-19 deaths following RT-PCR-positive infections, with

two following first infections and one following a second infection (fig. 4).

There were no significant differences in severity between first and second infections in
children aged 0-9 years (fig. S7), likely because there were fewer infections overall in young

children, with few moderate or severe infections.

DISCUSSION

In this household cohort study, we found that seropositivity was associated with protection
against infection when gamma and delta SARS-CoV-2 variants predominated, determined
what antibody levels were needed for protection, and showed second infections to be less

severe than first infections.
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Identification of antibody titers associated with protection is urgently needed*? and some
measures now exist for vaccine-induced immunity,>¢ though not yet against all circulating
variants of concern, and not stratified by severity. To date, no other studies have shown
antibody titer correlates of protection from immunity induced by prior infection. From
vaccine studies of Moderna mRNA-1273% and Oxford AstraZenica AZD1222,5 looking
primarily at symptomatic non-variant (mRNA-1273) or alpha (AZD1222) SARS-CoV-2
infection, 50% protection was observed even for undetectable mRNA-1273-induced
neutralizing titers, and 80% protection was observed for AZD1222-induced antibodies at
264 anti-spike binding antibody units (BAU) and 506 anti-RBD BAU. While not really
comparable because of antibody units, timing of antibody measurements (ours are
measured much later, ~10 months after the first wave peak), and circulating variants, the
antibody titers needed for vaccine-induced antibodies to protect against symptomatic SARS-
CoV-2 (original or alpha) were much lower than the prior-infection-induced antibody titers
that we observed were needed to protect against primarily gamma and delta SARS-CoV-2
variants. Interestingly, AZD1222-induced antibodies were not associated with protection
from asymptomatic infection,® whereas we observed protection against all (including
asymptomatic) infections. Additionally, studies in non-human primates suggest that
vaccine-induced antibody responses are a mechanistic correlate of protection.16-18 A
modeling study estimated that lower antibody levels are needed to protect against severe
disease, which our results confirm, and that while protection will wane substantially over a

year, protection from severe disease should largely remain.?

We previously observed 93.6% protection from symptomatic infection through March 2021
(95% CI: 51.1%-99.2%) associated with seropositivity in October/November 2020.° Our

current estimate of 69.2% protection from symptomatic infection is much lower. This is

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.23.21266767
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.23.21266767; this version posted November 24, 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 4.0 International license .

likely due to longer follow-up time to observe infections (and for antibody levels to wane)
and the predominance of gamma and delta variants that differed from the strains against

which immunity was generated.

Many studies,?29-28 including several reviews,2%30 have demonstrated that prior infection
with SARS-CoV-2 is associated with protection from reinfection, yet protection from
reinfection with variant SARS-CoV-2 strains has not yet been established. This knowledge
is needed,?>?% and some evidence is emerging. One study identified antibodies from four
subjects that could bind and neutralize variants.?! A pre-print of a study in Israel (matched
retrospective cohort), where vaccination is high and infection rates were <1.5%, found that
prior infection was protective against reinfection while delta was predominantly
circulating.?®32 The Israel study even found prior infection to be more protective against
delta than vaccination;?832 however, a recent CDC study among hospitalized patients (test-
negative design) found the opposite—that vaccination was more protective than prior
infection against delta.?® While we cannot address whether vaccination or prior infection is
more protective, our findings suggest that immunity induced by prior infection is associated
with moderate protection against mostly gamma and delta variants. Though lower than
against the original SARS-CoV-2 strain—protection was observed in children, and across

levels of severity.

Data on severity of second infections is limited, but unfortunately second infections are not
universally milder3436 highlighting the importance of vaccination to reduce SARS-CoV-2
burden. However, understanding the severity of repeat infections is complicated as severity

differs among SARS-CoV-2 variants.37:38
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While we did closely monitor households for SARS-CoV-2 transmission, there are likely
some subclinical infections we did not detect. This means that our estimates of protection
are conservative, as there would likely have been more subclinical infections in the

seronegative group.

We found that seropositivity induced by prior infection is associated with protection from
any SARS-CoV-2 infection (including subclinical) when mostly gamma and delta circulated,
including in children. The antibody titers we presented that correlated with protection
should aid in policy and control measures. Some evidence suggests that prior infection in
addition to vaccination may yield strong protection.283? With the goal of reducing
transmission,*’ communities that have already suffered high infection rates will benefit
greatly from vaccination, in that the added immunity from prior infection may help more
than vaccination alone in reducing subclinical infections, and end the pandemic, with

SARS-CoV-2 transiting to an endemic virus.
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Fig. 1. Protection from infection associated with SARS-CoV-2 seropositivity.
Epidemic curve (A) of PCR-positive infections after March 1, 2021 colored by seropositivity
status in March 2021. Percent protection (B) from infection (any, symptomatic, and

moderate or severe) overall and by age.
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Fig. 2. SARS-CoV-2 antibody levels and PCR and symptom positivity. Antibody

Ages 10+y
SARS-CoV-2 ELISA titer

levels are shown for each individual, separated by PCR-positivity (A, B, C), and among
PCR-positive (D-I), by presence of symptoms (D, E, F) and presence of moderate and
severe symptoms (G, H, I), for all ages (top row), children 0-9 years (middle row), and ages
10+ years (bottom row). Violin plots show the density of antibody levels. P-values from

Wilcoxon rank-sum tests are displayed for each comparison.
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Fig. 3. SARS-CoV-2 antibody levels needed for protection. The proportion of people
with each SARS-CoV-2 spike ELISA antibody level, measured by AUC (grey bars), infection
rates observed at each antibody level (colored circles), and model fits (purple lines with
shaded 95% confidence intervals) are shown for all PCR-positive (A, B, C), symptomatic (D,
E, F), and moderate and severe (G, I) infections, for all ages (top row), children 0-9 years
(middle row), and ages 10+ years (bottom row). Because of a low number of moderate and
severe infections in children ages 0-9 years (H), a model was not included for this group.

Antibody levels associated with 50 and 80% protection are indicated with tags on each plot.
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Fig. 4. Severity of first and second SARS-CoV-2 infections in the second wave.
Epidemic curves of first (A) and second (B) PCR-positive infections over the entire study
period colored by severity. Second PCR-positive infections could follow a first PCR-positive
infection or seropositivity determined at the midyear or 2021 annual sampling (grey shaded
regions). Deaths associated with PCR-positive infections are indicated with asterisks.
Severity of first and second infections was compared (C and D) after March 1, 2021, when

variants predominated.
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Table 1. Participant characteristics

Seropositive** Seronegative Total HICS
(N=1322 (N=801 participants with
62.3%) 37.7%) ELISA
(N=2123
All ages
100%)
Age group
- 0-9y 2176 (20.9%) 277 (34.6%) 553 (26.0%)
- 10+y 1046 (79.1%) 524 (65.4%) 1570 (74.0%)
Sex
-F 833 (63.0%) 464 (57.9%) 1297 (61.1%)
-M 489 (37.0%) 337 (42.1%) 826 (38.9%)
Number of PCR-positive infections*
- none 1080 (81.7%) 548 (68.4%) 1628 (76.7%)
- one 228 (17.2%) 244 (30.5%) 472 (22.2%)
- two 14 (1.1%) 9 (1.1%) 23 (1.1%)
Seropositive Seronegative Total
(N=276 (N=277 (N=553
Ages 0-9y 49.9%) 50.1%) 100%)
Sex
-F 146 (52.9%) 138 (49.8%) 284 (51.4%)
-M 130 (47.1%) 139 (50.2%) 269 (48.6%)
Number of PCR-positive infections*
- none 232 (84.1%) 198 (71.5%) 430 (77.8%)
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- one 42 (15.2%) 76 (27.4%) 118 (21.3%)

- two 2 (0.7%) 3 (1.1%) 5 (0.9%)
Seropositive seronegative Total

(N=1046 (N=524 (N=1570

Ages 10+y 66.6%) 33.4%) 100%)

Sex

-F 687 (65.7%) 326 (62.2%) 1013 (64.5%)

-M 359 (34.3%) 198 (37.8%) 557 (35.5%)

Number of PCR-positive infections*
- none
- one

- two

848 (81.1%)
186 (17.8%)

12 (1.1%)

350 (66.8%)
168 (32.1%)

6 (1.1%)

1198 (76.3%)
354 (22.5%)

18 (1.1%)

NOTE: Column percentages are shown, except totals are row percentages. Characteristics of the full cohort,

including those without 2021 ELISA results (which includes 21 people included in figure 4), are presented in the

supplement. *PCR-positive infections must be >=60 days apart; reported for any time during the study period;

**Seropositive in March 2021
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