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ABSTRACT 25 

Analytical methods for the differential determination between natural infection with SARS-26 

CoV-2 vs. immunity elicited by vaccination or infection after immunization (breakthrough 27 

cases) represent attractive new research venues in the context of the ongoing COVID-19 28 

pandemic caused by Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2). 29 

Herein, we set out to compare humoral responses against several SARS-CoV-2 structural and 30 

non-structural proteins in infected unvaccinated (convalescent), vaccinated, as well as 31 

vaccinated and infected (breakthrough) individuals. Our results indicate that immunization 32 

with an inactivated SARS-CoV-2 vaccine (CoronaVac) induces significantly higher levels 33 

of IgG antibodies against the membrane (M) protein of SARS-CoV-2 as compared to 34 

convalescent subjects both, after the primary vaccination schedule and after a booster dose. 35 

Moreover, we found that CoronaVac-immunized individuals, after receiving a third vaccine 36 

shot, display equivalent levels of N-specific IgG antibodies as convalescents subjects. 37 

Regarding non-structural viral proteins, for the two viral proteins ORF3a and NSP8, IgG 38 

antibodies were produced in more than 50% of the convalescent subjects. Finally, a logistic 39 

regression model and a receiver operating characteristic (ROC) analysis show that combined 40 

detection of M and N proteins may be useful as a biomarker to differentiate breakthrough 41 

cases from vaccinated and convalescent individuals that did not receive prior vaccination. 42 

Taken together, these results suggest that multiple SARS-CoV-2 antigens may be used as 43 

differential biomarkers for distinguishing natural infection from vaccination.  44 
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1. INTRODUCTION 45 

Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), the etiological 46 

agent of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), produces significant morbidity and mortality 47 

worldwide that has caused significant strain on public health systems, altogether imposing 48 

severe social and economic burdens to nations around the globe [1,2]. Starting the year 2021, 49 

most countries worldwide have deployed massive vaccination campaigns that successfully 50 

curb the worst outcomes of COVID-19. However, the immune responses elicited in 51 

convalescent individuals, the vaccinated, and those vaccinated and infected (breakthrough) 52 

cases remain to be studied in depth in the upcoming years in such a way to identify and better 53 

understand potential correlates of protection against infection with this virus [3]. Worldwide, 54 

more than a dozen vaccines have been approved by the World Health Organization (WHO), 55 

which are based on different technological platforms, compositions and administration 56 

schedules [4,5]. Importantly, whole inactivated SARS-CoV-2 vaccines account for nearly 57 

half of the total number of doses administrated in the world population, and CoronaVac 58 

(Sinovac Biotech) has been approved in over 30 countries within mass vaccination 59 

campaigns in low and middle-income countries [6], with favorable safety and 60 

immunogenicity results [7–10]. The efficacy and effectiveness of this vaccine against 61 

COVID-19-related hospitalizations and deaths are significant [11–16], especially when 62 

immunity is reinforced with a booster dose [17–20]. 63 

Whole-virus vaccines have a variety of structural viral antigens, many of which are 64 

not present in mRNA- or vector-based vaccines [7]. Importantly, whole-virus vaccines may 65 

elicit, to some extent, immune responses that mimic natural infection with SARS-CoV-2. 66 

However, because the profile of antigenic proteins presented in the context of infectious virus 67 

and contained in the inactivated viral particles within the vaccine are not identical, we 68 
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hypothesized that natural infection versus inactivated-virus vaccination or breakthrough 69 

cases elicits differential humoral responses against SARS-CoV-2 proteins. Thus, we sought 70 

to identify these putative differences, which could eventually be used as biomarkers for the 71 

differential serodiagnosis of individuals naturally infected with SARS-CoV-2 versus those 72 

immunized with inactivated-virus vaccine or breakthrough cases undergoing infection after 73 

vaccination.  74 

The SARS-CoV-2 genome encodes four structural proteins, namely Spike (S), 75 

nucleocapsid (N), membrane (M), and envelope (E), and 16 non-structural proteins (NSP1-76 

NSP16), along with several accessory proteins (ORF3a, 3d, 6, 7a, 7b, 8, 9b, 14, and 10) that 77 

play key roles in immune evasion and the replication cycle of the virus [21,22]. Among these 78 

proteins, the viral structural protein S is highly immunogenic, and the induction of binding- 79 

and neutralizing anti-S antibodies by vaccines against SARS-CoV-2 have been the focus of 80 

extensive investigation during the last two years [23–27]. However, antibodies against other 81 

SARS-CoV-2 proteins, such as those produced against virus-inactivated vaccines, are less 82 

known and thus, require further characterization for a better understanding of the kinetics 83 

and extent of the host immune profiles generated against this virus and potentially identifying 84 

correlates of protection.  85 

In this study, we compared the humoral immune responses elicited against the N, M, 86 

and E-structural proteins of SARS-CoV-2, as well as the non-structural ORF3a, and NSP8 87 

proteins of this virus among unvaccinated convalescent individuals that survived SARS-88 

CoV-2 infection, and subjects immunized with the SARS-CoV-2-inactivated CoronaVac 89 

vaccine at different stages during their vaccination and booster schedule. We also analyzed 90 

and compared this humoral response in CoronaVac-vaccinated individuals later infected with 91 

SARS-CoV-2 (breakthrough cases) [17]. Overall, our data show that anti-N IgG antibodies 92 
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are produced significantly in the vaccinated group only after administering a booster dose of 93 

CoronaVac, and anti-M IgG antibody titers were higher in the vaccinated group as compared 94 

to convalescent individuals. Conversely, convalescent individuals displayed high titers of 95 

anti-N antibodies, which remained elevated for at least eight weeks after recovery from 96 

SARS-CoV-2 infection. These individuals also displayed a seropositivity rate above 50% for 97 

the NSP8 protein. Regarding breakthrough cases, an antibody pattern characteristic of an 98 

anamnestic immune response was elicited, resulting in a substantial boost of titers against 99 

surface antigens within the virus. Finally, we performed a receiver operating characteristic 100 

(ROC) analysis to differentiate breakthrough cases between vaccinated volunteers and 101 

convalescent individuals without previous vaccination. Importantly, we found at the protein 102 

level that the antibody responses against the combination of the N and M viral proteins may 103 

serve to discriminate between these individuals with an appropriate cutoff criterion.   104 
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2. MATERIALS AND METHODS  105 

2.1 Subjects 106 

 Serum samples from subjects between 18 to 59 years and older than 60 years 107 

belonging to the CoronaVac03CL Phase 3 scientific-clinic study carried out in Chile were 108 

obtained from the following groups: i) pre-immune: sera obtained at the moment of the first 109 

dose, ii) second dose + 2 weeks: sera obtained from subjects vaccinated with the second dose 110 

of CoronaVac (28 days post-first dose) plus two weeks, iii) second dose + 4w: sera from 111 

subjects vaccinated with the second dose of CoronaVac plus four weeks, iv) third dose + 4w: 112 

sera from subjects vaccinated with the booster dose of CoronaVac  (6 months after the first 113 

dose) plus four weeks, vi) breakthrough + 2w: serum obtained from subjects vaccinated with 114 

two doses of CoronaVac and then naturally infected with SARS-CoV-2, from whom the 115 

samples were taken two weeks after a positive polymerase chain reaction (PCR) test, and vii) 116 

breakthrough + 4w: serum from subjects vaccinated with two doses of CoronaVac and 117 

infected with SARS-CoV-2, from whom the sample was taken four weeks after a positive 118 

PCR test. At least 25 subjects were evaluated for the vaccinated group and 10 for the 119 

breakthrough cases. Sera obtained from the biobank of clinical samples within the PATH 120 

institution was grouped as follows: i) naive: sera from 10 subjects who were not exposed to 121 

the virus and were taken before the year 2020, ii) convalescents: sera from 9 subjects who 122 

were infected with SARS-CoV-2 and then blood samples were taken for serum recollection 123 

at 1, 2, 4 and 8 weeks after symptom-onset, iii) 10 samples obtained from convalescent 124 

subjects that were classified with low, mid and high titer against SARS-CoV-2, but the time 125 

of the sample collection was not detailed (unspecified). The age of these subjects was 126 

unknown. Table 1 summarizes the description of all samples included in this study. Blood 127 

samples were obtained from volunteers recruited in the clinical trial CoronaVac03CL 128 
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(clinicaltrials.gov #NCT04651790) carried out in Chile starting in November 2020. The 129 

study was approved by the sponsoring institution Ethical Committee (ID 200708006), each 130 

Institutional Ethical Committee of the other sites, and the Public Health Institute of Chile 131 

(ISP Chile, number 24204/20). Execution of the trials was conducted according to the current 132 

Tripartite Guidelines for Good Clinical Practices, the Declaration of Helsinki and local 133 

regulations. 134 

2.2 Dot blot  135 

To immobilize recombinant proteins on a solid matrix, 500 ng of each protein was 136 

diluted in 20 mM phosphate buffer (mixture of monobasic and dibasic phosphate), 0.5 M 137 

NaCl, and 8 M urea were spotted onto a nitrocellulose membrane (in 2 uL volume) (Thermo 138 

Scientific). Membranes with spots were air-dried for 15 min and subsequently blocked with 139 

10% BSA diluted in 0.05% Tween-20 in PBS, for 2 h at RT. After incubation, the membranes 140 

were washed with 0.05% Tween-20 in PBS (twice). Next, the membranes were incubated 141 

overnight at 4°C with a sera pool from naive, convalescents (+ 4 weeks), vaccinated with 142 

second dose + 2 weeks, and breakthrough (PCR(+) + 2 weeks) subjects. A sera pool was 143 

incubated in a dilution of 1/250 with 1% BSA diluted in 0.05% Tween-20 in PBS. As positive 144 

control, all proteins (500 ng) were incubated with an anti-His Tag antibody conjugated with 145 

biotin at a dilution of 1:3,000 in 1% BSA diluted in 0.05% Tween-20 in PBS (Supplementary 146 

Figure 1). After incubation, the membranes were washed with 0.05% Tween-20 in PBS (three 147 

times x 5 min) and incubated for 1 h at RT with 1:2,000 anti-human IgG-HRP (1 mg/ml, BD) 148 

diluted in 1% BSA with 0.05% and Tween-20 in PBS. The membranes with an anti-His Tag-149 

biotin antibody (Genscript, # A00613) were incubated with Streptavidin-HRP (1:6,000; 150 

Abcam #7403). Finally, membranes were washed with 0.05% Tween-20 in PBS (three 151 

times), once with PBS, and then incubated with an enhanced chemiluminescence Western 152 
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blot detection system (Femto, ECL, Thermo Scientific # 34094). Proteins evaluated included 153 

ORF1a polyprotein (Invitrogen, #RP-87701), ORF3a (LSBio, #LS-G145920), ORF8 154 

(LSBio, #LS-G145919), NSP1 (R&D systems, #10666-CV), NSP8 (R&D systems, #10633-155 

CV), NSP9 (R&D systems, #10631-CV), NSP10 (R&D systems, #10630-CV), NSP14 (R&D 156 

systems, #10667-CV), E (Sino Biological, #40609-V10E3) and ME (Sino Biological, 157 

#40598-V07E). 158 

2.3 ELISA assays 159 

In-house indirect ELISA assays were performed to detect humoral immunity against 160 

N-SARS-CoV-2 (R&D systems, #10474-CV), M (R&D systems, #10690-CV), E (Sino 161 

Biological, #40609-V10E3), ORF3a (LSBio, #LS-G145920) and NSP8 (R&D systems, 162 

#10633-CV). Briefly, high-binding 96-well ELISA plates (Corning, #9018) were activated 163 

with 100 ng of N and M antigen dissolved in carbonate-bicarbonate buffer (Bioleged 1x, 164 

#421701) for 1 h at 37°C and blocked with 10% m/w milk in PBS 1X - Tween 20 (0.05%) 165 

overnight at 4°C. Denaturing buffer (20 mM monobasic and dibasic phosphate buffer, 0.5 166 

NaCl, and 8 M urea) was used as co-acting buffer to evaluate anti-ORF3a, anti-E, and anti-167 

NSP8-SARS-CoV-2 (250 ng, 500 ng and 200 ng, respectively). Afterward, the plates were 168 

incubated with sera from participants using serial dilution factors ranging from 1/250 to 169 

1/16,000 (N and M) and 1/50 to 1/1,600 (E, NSP8, and ORF-3a proteins) for 1 h at 37°C 170 

(diluted 1% m/w milk in PBS 1X - Tween 20 (0.05%)). In parallel, a WHO standard curve 171 

(NIBSC code: 20/268) was performed from dilutions of 1/40 to 1/360. Then, the plates were 172 

incubated with anti-human IgG-HRP (BD, # 555788) for 30 min at room temperature in 173 

darkness. Finally, plates were resolved using commercial TMB (BD OptEIA, # 555214), 174 

consisting of a substrate mixture, which was incubated at room temperature for 15 min in 175 
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darkness. This reaction was stopped using 2N H2SO4, and the absorbance at 450 nm was 176 

read. 177 

2.4 Data analysis  178 

For all ELISA assays, corrected optical density (OD) values were calculated by 179 

obtaining the average between each subject’s two replicates and subtracting the 180 

corresponding subject’s blank (i.e., the OD measurement from the “inactivated” well) for 181 

each dilution factor. An absorbance cutoff was calculated for each dilution factor to establish 182 

the seropositivity threshold. For each subject, the antibody titer was defined as the highest 183 

dilution factor where the corrected OD was higher than the cutoff value for the corresponding 184 

dilution factor. Geometric Mean of Titers (GMTs) was calculated using all subject titers for 185 

a given visit. A standard curve was used to plot the antibody responses against the M, N, and 186 

NSP8 proteins in the samples as binding arbitrary units (BAU), by using the WHO 187 

International Standard for SARS-CoV-2 antibody (NIBSC code: 20/268), which was 188 

prepared according to the manufacturer’s instructions [28]. Data were analyzed using the log 189 

concentration transformed, and the final concentration for each sample was the average of 190 

the product of the interpolated BAU from the standard curve and the sample dilution factor 191 

required to achieve the OD450 value that fell within the linear quantitative range. Samples 192 

with undetermined concentrations at the lowest dilution tested were assigned the lower limit 193 

of quantification (28.6; 23.6; and 13.5 BAU for N, M, and NSP8, respectively). 194 

Statistical differences in GMT values among all the different evaluated times and 195 

proteins by group were assessed using a two-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) with 196 

Tukey’s multiple comparison test. Comparisons between CoronaVac-vaccinated individuals 197 

and convalescents subjects were assessed using the Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s multiple 198 
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comparisons test. The significance threshold was set at α = 0.05. GraphPad Prism 9.0 was 199 

used for data plotting, multiple logistic regression, and ROC curve statistical analyses. 200 

  201 
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RESULTS 202 

Kinetics and extent of SARS-CoV-2-specific antibodies responses in convalescents, 203 

CoronaVac-vaccinated individuals, and breakthrough cases. 204 

To assess which are those antigens that contribute to the humoral response elicited 205 

after natural infection, vaccination, or infection after vaccination (breakthrough cases), first 206 

we performed dot blot analyses using a subset of non-structural (ORF1a, ORF3a, ORF8, 207 

NSP1, NSP8, NSP9, NSP10, NSP14,) and structural (E and M) recombinant viral proteins 208 

with serum pools from COVID-19 convalescent patients, CoronaVac-vaccinated individuals, 209 

and breakthrough cases. Naïve individuals were also included as controls. In these 210 

experiments, we detected some degree of differential immunoreactivity between the 211 

evaluated groups, mainly for the M and E structural proteins and the non-structural proteins 212 

ORF3a and NSP8 (Supplementary Figure 1). We then evaluated the kinetics of the specific-213 

IgG antibodies for these proteins and the structural N protein by ELISA in convalescent 214 

individuals, subjects vaccinated with two or three doses of CoronaVac, and breakthrough 215 

cases. Subject data and sampling times are detailed in Table 1.  216 

As expected, CoronaVac-vaccinated individuals showed a humoral immune response 217 

that was polarized towards structural components within the virion (Figure 1A-C). 218 

Remarkably, N-specific IgG antibody titers were significantly elevated only four weeks after 219 

administering the third dose, compared to naïve controls, pre-immune samples, and sera 220 

obtained two weeks after the second dose. Conversely, M-specific antibodies titers showed 221 

a significant increase four weeks after the second dose, similar to those obtained after the 222 

booster dose (Figure 1A). There were no significant differences between vaccinated 223 

individuals and the negative controls for the NSP8 and ORF3a antigens (Figure 1B). The 224 
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highest response in the vaccinated group was elicited against the N protein after the booster 225 

dose, which reached 87% seropositivity. In contrast, only around 50% of the individuals had 226 

N-specific antibodies after the second dose or M-specific antibodies after two or three doses 227 

of the vaccine. On the other hand, approximately 20% of the vaccinated individuals displayed 228 

a response against the NSP8 protein (Figure 1C).  229 

Regarding the convalescent individuals, we detected significant differences in 230 

antibody titers between patients and naïve controls when assessing reactivity towards the N-231 

structural protein and the NSP8-non-structural protein (Figure 1D-F). Sequential samples 232 

from some individuals showed that the antibody response against the N protein was 233 

significantly higher compared to naïve individuals starting two weeks after the onset of the 234 

symptoms and was maintained for up to eight weeks (Figure 1D). Moreover, we observed 235 

that the earliest antibody response in the convalescent group was elicited for the NSP8 protein 236 

after one and two weeks from the symptom’s onset (Figure 1E). The most immunogenic 237 

protein in this group was the N protein, with seropositivity rates ranging from 78 to 89% at 238 

two and four weeks after symptoms onset, respectively, followed by NSP8, which showed a 239 

seropositivity rate of 70 and 63% after one or two weeks, respectively (Figure 1F). 240 

We next investigated the specific-IgG antibody responses produced in individuals 241 

with symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection who were previously vaccinated with two doses 242 

of CoronaVac (breakthrough cases) (Figure 1G-I). In this case, the N-specific IgG antibodies 243 

showed the highest levels at both times evaluated, two and four weeks after COVID-19 244 

diagnosis, and showed 100% seropositivity rates. Although the antibody titers for the M 245 

protein did not reach significant levels as compared to naïve controls, they showed high 246 

seropositivity rates within 100 and 89% at two and four weeks after COVID-19 diagnosis, 247 
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respectively (Figures 1G and I). To a lesser extent, we also found a significant difference at 248 

the antibody level between breakthrough cases and naïve controls for the NSP8 after two 249 

weeks, with a seropositivity rate of 40% (Figures 1H and I). 250 

To harmonize the assessment of the humoral immune response after natural infection, 251 

vaccination, or in breakthrough cases, the WHO has recommended reporting the binding 252 

activity results in binding antibody units (BAU), using the first international standard (IS) 253 

for anti-SARS-CoV-2 immunoglobulin [29–31]. Antibody titers were obtained for the M, N, 254 

and NSP8 proteins as BAU (Supplementary Figure 2 and Supplementary Table 1). 255 

Antibody values for other viral proteins could not be reported as BAU, due to the low level 256 

of detection.  257 

Overall, our results show that CoronaVac induces a broad humoral immune response, 258 

including high levels of N- and M-specific antibodies in an important percentage of 259 

vaccinated individuals, which was enhanced after natural infection in breakthrough cases. On 260 

the other hand, convalescent individuals who had not been vaccinated before infection 261 

developed a modest but statistically significant increase in antibody response against non-262 

structural components of the virion.  263 

 264 

SARS-CoV-2-IgG responses among CoronaVac-vaccinated individuals, COVID-19 265 

convalescent, and breakthrough subjects 266 

To further investigate differences in the antibody responses between CoronaVac-267 

vaccinated individuals and COVID-19 convalescent subjects, we analyzed the geometric 268 

mean titers (GMTs) elicited in each group, those vaccinated with two or three doses of 269 
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CoronaVac, breakthrough cases after two doses of CoronaVac, and convalescent individuals 270 

without prior vaccination. Time-points evaluated were four weeks after the second or booster 271 

dose and four weeks after a positive PCR test for breakthrough cases. We also analyzed data 272 

from convalescent individuals that had sample collection with unspecified dates and samples 273 

from convalescent individuals whose samples were collected four weeks after symptom 274 

onset. A summary of the GMT values and seropositivity rate obtained at these time points 275 

are shown in Table 2.  276 

 Interestingly, the antibody responses were highest among breakthrough cases for the 277 

structural proteins N and M. As shown in Figure 2, significant differences of 11 and 18-fold 278 

were observed in terms of the magnitude of the anti-N and anti-M-specific IgG responses 279 

between breakthrough cases and convalescent individuals (GMTs: 11313.7 vs. 1000 and 280 

2939.5 vs. 161.4, respectively). Importantly, convalescent individuals also had binding anti-281 

M-specific IgG titers that were 4-fold lower than vaccinated individuals that received two or 282 

three vaccine doses, which reached similar GMTs of 688.5 and 643.3, respectively (Figures 283 

2A and B). We observed no significant difference in the overall levels of the anti-E-specific 284 

antibody responses in vaccinated individuals compared to convalescents, suggesting that 285 

infection or vaccination alone does not induce significant antibody responses against this 286 

protein (Figure 2C).  287 

Regarding the non-structural proteins evaluated, no differences were observed for the 288 

NSP8 protein, as some vaccinated individuals displayed high titers against this protein, and 289 

all groups reached GMTs of 92.3 and 87.1 after two or three vaccine doses, respectively. 290 

Likewise, breakthrough cases reached a GMT of 107.2 and the convalescent group a GMT 291 

of 149.4 (Figure 2D). These results suggest that vaccinated individuals may have had prior 292 
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exposure to other coronaviruses that elicit cross-reactivity, displaying a nonspecific antibody 293 

immune response against this protein. However, this response was not boosted after natural 294 

exposure to SARS-CoV-2. By contrast, we detected significantly higher ORF3a-specific 295 

antibody titers in convalescent individuals than in CoronaVac-vaccinated subjects (GMT: 296 

44.5 vs. 25 and 27.5 for two or three vaccine doses, respectively) (Figure 2E). 297 

Finally, we performed a receiver operating characteristic (ROC) analysis to identify 298 

which of the evaluated SARS-CoV-2 proteins may better differentiate CoronaVac-299 

vaccinated from convalescent individuals. Using this approach, the best performance was 300 

obtained when testing structural proteins but depended on the number of doses administered 301 

to the subjects. On the one hand, high area under the curve (AUC) values were obtained for 302 

the N (0.72; 95%CI:0.56-0.88) and the M proteins (0.69; 95%CI:0.54-0.85) when comparing 303 

vaccinated individuals with CoronaVac-vaccinated individuals receiving only two doses and 304 

convalescents (Figure 2F). On the other hand, the N protein showed a low AUC value (0.55; 305 

95%CI:0.38-0.72) when comparing vaccinated individuals receiving the third dose with 306 

convalescents, and in this case, on the contrary, the highest AUC value was achieved for the 307 

M protein (0.73; 95%CI:0.57-0.88) (Figure 2G).  308 

In summary, these results show that vaccinated individuals have a broader immune 309 

response and higher antibody titers against structural components of SARS-CoV-2 compared 310 

to individuals who underwent a natural infection without prior vaccination.  311 

 312 

Combination of N- and M-specific antibody responses for differentiating breakthrough 313 

cases from vaccinated-only, and convalescents individuals. 314 
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As inactivated vaccines elicit a broad humoral immune response against various 315 

antigens, the serological diagnosis of previously vaccinated individuals and the evaluation of 316 

vaccine efficacy in a virus-exposed population is challenging. Next, we performed ROC 317 

analyses to identify SARS-CoV-2 proteins that may differentiate the antibody responses 318 

elicited in breakthrough cases from vaccinated-only individuals and convalescents subjects.  319 

As shown in Figure 3A, when the humoral immune response elicited in breakthrough 320 

cases is compared with that elicited by individuals vaccinated with two doses of CoronaVac, 321 

we found AUC values of 0.92 (95%CI:0.83-1.0, N), 0.71 (95%CI:0.54-0.89, M), 0.55 322 

(95%CI:0.35-0.75, E), 0.52 (95%CI:0.30-0.74, NSP8), and 0.55 (95%CI:0.33-0.77, ORF3a) 323 

for each protein, suggesting that M and N proteins could be useful for discriminating between 324 

both groups. We further compared individuals who received a booster dose (third dose) and 325 

found a similar tendency with the highest AUC values obtained for the N and M proteins, 326 

0.83 (95%CI:0.68-0.97), and 0.76 (95%CI:0.58-0.94), respectively (Figure 3B). 327 

Remarkably, these proteins are also able to differentiate infected subjects without prior 328 

vaccination (convalescents) from breakthrough cases (vaccinated, then infected), with AUC 329 

values up to 0.90 (95%CI:0.77-1.0), for the N protein and 0.93 (95%CI:0.81-1.0), for the M 330 

protein (Figure 3C). In addition, we performed multiple logistic regression analyses to 331 

evaluate the capacity of the combined detection of N- and M-specific IgG antibodies to 332 

distinguish breakthrough cases from the other groups evaluated. As shown in Figures 3D-F, 333 

the combined data improved the AUC values obtained to 0.95 (95%CI:0.88-1.0), 0.88 334 

(95%CI:0.75-1.0), and 0.98 (95%CI:0.95-1.0), respectively. Importantly, this approach 335 

showed high negative and positive predictive powers of 92% and 80% for differentiating 336 

breakthrough cases with vaccinated individuals that received two doses, and 90% and 73% 337 
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when compared with subjects vaccinated with the booster dose, and lastly, 90% and 89% 338 

when comparing with convalescent individuals, suggesting this may be a valuable strategy 339 

for serological diagnosis and vaccine efficacy evaluation. Moreover, scatter plots performed 340 

with hypothetical cutoffs of IgG antibody titers showed that it is possible to cluster the 341 

majority of the breakthrough cases in the quadrant with the highest values for N and M 342 

antibody titers (Cutoff ≥1,500 M or N-specific IgG antibody titters), as compared with 343 

vaccinated-only individuals (two or three doses), or infected-only subjects (convalescents) 344 

(Figures 3G-I).   345 

Overall, these results suggest that the combination of N- and M-specific IgG antibody 346 

levels could be a reliable biomarker for detecting vaccinated individuals who have had a mild 347 

or asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection and potentially differentiate infected individuals 348 

from those with mixed immunity resulting from infection and vaccination with CoronaVac.   349 
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DISCUSSION 350 

In the context of the COVID-19 pandemic and mass vaccination campaigns being 351 

deployed around the world, a better understanding of the humoral immune response arising 352 

from either natural infection, vaccination, or infection after vaccination is highly relevant as 353 

a potential diagnostic tool that may help better determine epidemiological surveying and 354 

public health strategies. This may also help identify potential new correlates of protection 355 

against SARS-CoV-2 [32,33]. For the vaccinated individuals, we analyzed the immune 356 

response elicited against a widely used inactivated SARS-CoV-2 vaccine (CoronaVac, 357 

Sinovac Biotech’s), given its significant deployment worldwide with billions of doses 358 

administered so far. Because this vaccine consists of whole inactivated SARS-CoV-2, it is 359 

composed of a diverse set of structural antigens that could be presented to the immune 360 

system, and thus it is somewhat expected to elicit a humoral immune response that may 361 

mirror natural infection [34]. 362 

Interestingly, antibodies raised against SARS-CoV-2 antigens were elicited at 363 

significantly different levels in individuals recovering from natural infection, after 364 

immunization with CoronaVac, and breakthrough cases. Furthermore, we found that 365 

antibody titers directed against the M-SARS-CoV-2 protein were significantly higher in the 366 

case of vaccinated individuals, as opposed to natural infection in unvaccinated individuals. 367 

Importantly, we observed high titers of anti-N antibodies in individuals boosted with an 368 

additional dose of inactivated SARS-CoV-2 vaccine, equivalent to those observed in 369 

convalescent individuals. Regarding breakthrough cases, we found a potent immune response 370 

for the two structural proteins N and M, suggesting that these humoral responses could be 371 

used to differentially detect immunity elicited after natural infection in this vaccinated group, 372 

as opposed to non-vaccinated infected individuals. Although we did not analyze potential 373 
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correlations between the elicited antibody responses and protection against COVID-19, 374 

previous reports suggest that hybrid immunity, or additional antigen exposure after natural 375 

infection before or after vaccination, is associated with a lower risk of reinfection, as well as 376 

reduced COVID-19 hospitalization when compared to naturally acquired immunity after 377 

infection alone [35,36]. Interestingly, high levels of IgG against the N protein, at the time of 378 

hospital admission, has been correlated with worsen COVID-19 clinical courses [37], which 379 

could be attributed to increased IL-6 production mediated by N-specific IgG antibodies 380 

observed after COVID-19 cytokine storm [38]. On the contrary, high levels of IgG against 381 

the N protein, detected after COVID-19 recovery, have been associated with a long-term 382 

protective effect against re-infections [39]. The effect of other antibodies on the outcome of 383 

COVID-19 has not been explored to date.  384 

On the other hand, antibody titers against the ORF3a protein seemed to be elicited 385 

almost exclusively in response to natural infection in non-vaccinated individuals 386 

(convalescents) [40,41]. Therefore, ORF3a-SARS-CoV-2 may represent a biomarker to 387 

differentiate natural SARS-CoV-2 infection from vaccination. Noteworthy, only a fraction 388 

(50%) of the infected individuals responded to this antigen, which should be considered for 389 

further analyses. Furthermore, NSP8-specific antibodies were elicited in a great percentage 390 

of convalescent individuals at early time points (70% during the first week after symptom 391 

onset). Although some individuals in the vaccinated group responded to this antigen, it is 392 

unclear whether they were previously exposed to the virus before vaccination or whether it 393 

corresponds to potential antibody cross-reactivity against other coronaviruses. However, 394 

these findings need to be corroborated in future larger-scale studies to confirm the diagnostic 395 

value of this protein and its potential use as a biomarker for SARS-CoV-2 infection.  396 
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Importantly, as discussed in the preceding paragraph, our results show that 397 

immunization with CoronaVac, namely three doses, robustly elicits antibodies against the N 398 

and M proteins of SARS-CoV-2 in human volunteers, which to our knowledge has not been 399 

reported before, and which is consistent with the fact that inactivated SARS-CoV-2 vaccines 400 

present a plethora of antigens to the immune system that elicits antibodies against multiple 401 

viral proteins. Notably, as viral variants with multiple mutations in the S protein continue to 402 

emerge, it is of considerable importance the induction of polyclonal responses elicited by 403 

inactivated vaccines that could help to avoid the viral escape [10]. These data complement 404 

our previous findings that reported high titers of anti-S-RBD antibodies and neutralizing 405 

antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 in phase III clinical trials on adult and pediatric volunteers 406 

[9].  407 

On the other hand, our results complement findings previously reported for the 408 

SARS-CoV-2 inactivated virus vaccine BBIBP-CorV, where the authors showed that the N 409 

protein, NSP7, and S2-78 peptide may be applied independently or in combination for 410 

effective discrimination between individuals vaccinated with two doses and convalescents 411 

subjects. However, individuals vaccinated with three doses or breakthrough cases were not 412 

included, and M-specific IgG response was not investigated [42]. In another study, the 413 

combined use of ORF3b and ORF8 showed to be accurate serological markers for detection 414 

of early and late SARS-CoV-2 infection, but further studies evaluating their potential to 415 

differentiate convalescent and vaccinated individuals at different time points after 416 

vaccination and/or with different vaccines are missing [43]. Moreover, the specific properties 417 

of the antibodies elicited after vaccination or natural infection, other than neutralization 418 

capacity, should be considered in future studies to accurately identify a correlate of protection 419 

against COVID-19 [36,37]. 420 
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 Overall, our results indicate that CoronaVac is immunogenic and that the host can 421 

produce various antibodies against structural proteins of SARS-CoV-2. This could allow for 422 

a potential differential diagnosis based on humoral immune components present in the sera 423 

among subjects undergoing natural infection, vaccinated, or breakthrough cases. Moreover, 424 

our data show that immunization with an inactivated SARS-CoV-2 vaccine induces 425 

significantly higher levels of antibodies against the structural protein M-SARS-CoV-2 426 

compared to natural infection in unvaccinated subjects (convalescent subjects). Interestingly, 427 

natural infection with SARS-CoV-2 elicits significantly higher titers of these antibodies 428 

when the individuals were previously immunized (breakthrough cases) compared to 429 

convalescent subjects. Additionally, we identified an antigen, ORF3a-SARS-CoV-2, against 430 

which antibodies were produced in convalescent subjects at significantly higher titers than in 431 

CoronaVac-immunized individuals.  432 

 Finally, it will be interesting to confirm the findings reported herein using high 433 

throughput analyses that consider a significant number of samples accompanied with the 434 

corresponding demographic information and details of the timing of the infection and 435 

severity of the reported symptoms for non-vaccinated convalescent individuals and 436 

breakthrough cases. Similarly, knowing the SARS-CoV-2 variant infecting the individuals 437 

could shed light onto potential differences regarding the immunogenicity of these viruses.  438 

Taken together, our study reveals different SARS-CoV-2 antigens that could be used 439 

as differential biomarkers, alone or combined among them, for distinguishing between 440 

natural infection-, vaccination-elicited immune memory, or infection after vaccination. Here, 441 

we report that the structural M and N proteins are produced in a high percentage of vaccinated 442 

individuals along with high titers, which are further enhanced after a natural infection. These 443 

data could be helpful not only for serodiagnosis but also for evaluating vaccine efficacy 444 
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through blood sample determination in the actual context in which SARS-CoV-2 infection is 445 

highly prevalent worldwide.  446 
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TABLES 677 
 678 
Table 1. 679 
 680 

 681 Group  Time point 
evaluated  

Gender Age Total  

Vaccinated  Pre-immune 
2nd dose + 2 weeks 
2nd dose + 4 weeks 
3rd dose + 4 weeks 

Female  18-59 years 12 
> 60 years 4 

Male  18-59 years 5 
> 60 years 5 

Convalescents  1 week 
2 weeks 
4 weeks 
8 weeks  

Unknown Unknown 10 

Unspecified  Unknown Unknown 9 
Breakthrough  2 weeks 

4 weeks 
Female  18-59 years 3 

> 60 years 0 
Male  18-59 years 4 

> 60 years 3 
Naïve Before the year 2020  Unknown Unknown 10 
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 682 
683 

Table 2. Seroconversion rates and geometric mean titers (GMTs) of antibodies against SARS-Cov-2 proteins 
 

ANTIBODIES 
DETECTED INDICATORS 

2ND DOSE  
+ 4 

WEEKS 

3RD DOSE  
+ 4 

WEEKS 
BREAKTHROUGH   

+ 4 WEEKS 
CONVALESCENTS      

+ 4 WEEKS 
CONVALESCENTS 

UNSPECIFIED 

Anti-N IgG 

GMT 389.58 1433.96 11313.71 933.03 1080.06 

95% CI 197.27- 
769.37 

736.33 - 
2792.54 3951.77 - 32390.55 438.27 - 1986.35 406.66 - 2868.58 

Seropositivity 
Rate (%) 44 88 100 90 89 

Anti-M IgG 

GMT 688.50 643.33 2939.47 168.24 170.10 

95% CI 298.68 -
1587.12 

295.06 -
1402.67 734.28 - 11767.36 81.33 - 348.02 83.59 - 346.12 

Seropositivity 
Rate (%) 46 55 89 10 11 

Anti-E IgG 

GMT 232.03 224.49 174.11 125.99 174.11 

95% CI 151.12- 
356.25 

133.11 -
378.60 104.33 - 290.56 69.57 -           228.18 37.34 -           811.82 

Seropositivity 
Rate (%) 43 33 40 29 20 

Anti-NSP8 IgG 

GMT 92.31 87.06 107.18 164.07 92.59 

95% CI 59.26 - 
143.80 

55.80 - 
135.82 

44.08, 
260.61 

48.85, 
551.01 

36.18, 
236.97 

Seropositivity 
Rate (%) 27 24 30 57 22 

Anti-ORF3a 
IgG 

GMT 25.00 25.70 30.78 63.00 25.00 

95% CI 25.00 - 
25.00 

24.27 - 
27.22 19.23 - 49.27 22.45 -                176.77 25.00 -                  25.00 

Seropositivity 
Rate (%) 0 5 10 50 0 
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FIGURE AND FIGURE LEGENDS 684 
 685 

 686 
Figure 1. Kinetics of specific anti-IgG levels against multiple structural and non-structural 687 

SARS-CoV-2 proteins. A, B, and C. Serum samples from CoronaVac-vaccinated individuals 688 

were obtained at the moment of the first dose (pre-immune), two and four weeks after the second 689 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 2, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277165doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277165


33 
 

dose, and four weeks after a booster dose. D, E, and F. Convalescent individual serum sampling 690 

was performed at 1, 2, 4, and 8 weeks after recovering from SARS-CoV-2 infection. Nine 691 

convalescent individuals were evaluated without information about the time of sample collection 692 

(Unspecified). G, H, and I. Follow-up samples from CoronaVac breakthrough cases (right) were 693 

obtained two and four weeks after a positive PCR result. Serum from ten naïve individuals was 694 

added as controls. Reciprocal antibody titers elicited against structural SARS-CoV-2 proteins (N, 695 

M, and E) are shown in the upper panel. Reciprocal antibody titers elicited against non-structural 696 

SARS-CoV-2 proteins (NSP8 and ORF3a) are shown in the middle panel. The seropositivity rates 697 

were determined for each protein, and the respective time-points evaluated correspond to the lower 698 

panels. Bars show the Geometric Mean Titer (GMT), and the error bars indicate 95% CI. A two-699 

way ANOVA test was used with Tukey’s multiple comparison post-test. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, 700 

***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001.   701 
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 702 
 703 

Figure 2. Comparison of antibody levels between convalescent subjects and CoronaVac-704 

vaccinated individuals. Specific IgG antibodies titers in samples collected at four weeks after the 705 

second or booster dose in individuals belonging to the vaccinated group and four weeks after the 706 

diagnosis of SARS-CoV-2 infection by positive PCR result. Individuals from the breakthrough 707 
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group were compared with those from the convalescent group (samples obtained four weeks after 708 

the recovery from SARS-CoV-2 infection and individuals for whom there is no data regarding 709 

when the samples were collected). A, B, and C. Reciprocal antibody titers against N, M, and E-710 

specific IgG. D and E. Reciprocal IgG specific antibody titers against NSP-8 and ORF3a. The 711 

numbers above the groups show the Geometric Mean Titer (GMT), and the error bars indicate the 712 

95% CI. The numbers in red indicate the fold decrease. The blue text indicates fold increases. A 713 

Kruskal-Wallis test was used with Dunn’s multiple comparison post-test, *p < 0.05,  **p < 0.01, 714 

***p < 0.001. F and G. ROC analyses of IgG responses to the N (violet), M (yellow), E (blue), 715 

NSP-8 (green), and ORF3a (pink) proteins to compare vaccinated individuals after the 716 

administration of two or three doses of CoronaVac and convalescent subjects, respectively. Ara 717 

under the curve (AUC) values are indicated in parenthesis.   718 
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 719 
 720 

Figure 3. ROC analyses of IgG responses to structural and non-structural SARS-CoV-721 

proteins for comparing CoronaVac breakthrough cases with vaccinated individuals and 722 

convalescent individuals. ROC curves were constructed to identify SARS-CoV-2 proteins that 723 

can differentiate breakthrough cases from A. individuals that received two doses of CoronaVac. 724 

B. individuals receiving three doses (two in the primary schedule, plus one booster) of CoronaVac 725 
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C. Convalescent individuals. Sera collected four weeks after recovery from infection, vaccination, 726 

and breakthrough cases were analyzed. For the convalescent group, nine individuals with an 727 

unspecified time of sample collection were included. D, E, and F. AUC values, negative predictive 728 

power, and positive predictive power for the combinations of M and N antibodies titers to 729 

differentiate the breakthrough cases from D. individuals that received two doses of CoronaVac. E. 730 

individuals that received three doses of CoronaVac F. Convalescent individuals. G, H and I. 731 

Scatter plots distributions along with cutoff values for IgG responses based on optimal Youden 732 

values related to ROC curves: convalescent individuals (light blue), individuals vaccinated with 733 

two (dark blue), or three (green) doses, and breakthrough cases (orange).   734 

 735 
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 736 
SUPPLEMENTARY TABLES AND FIGURES 737 

 738 

Supplementary Table 1. Geometric mean units (GMU) of antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 proteins 

 

ANTIBODIES 
DETECTED INDICATORS 2ND DOSE 

+ 4 WEEKS 
3RD DOSE 

+ 4 WEEKS 
BREAKTHROUGH 

+4 WEEKS 
CONVALESCENTS 

+ 4 WEEKS 

CONVALESCENTS 
UNSPECIFIED 

INFECTION TIME 

Anti-N IgG 
GMU 79.1 197.2 1224.0 127.0 116.7 

95% CI 41.75- 150.2 96.7 - 402.1 495.4 - 3026 67.84 - 237.7 50.74 - 268.2 

Anti- M IgG 
GMU 246.1 163.9 586.0 51.26 31.9 

95% CI 136.3 - 444.2 94.75 -283.4 234.1 - 1467 27.53 - 95.46 15.92 - 63.89 

Anti-NSP8 
IgG 

GMU 15.5 14.68 20.5 20.66 23.62 

95% CI 13.2- 18.31 13.0- 16.57 10.4- 40.4 12.5- 34.11 10.0-  55.59 
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Figure S1 739 

 740 

 741 

 742 

 743 

 744 

 745 

 746 

 747 

Figure S1. Anti-SARS-COV-2 antibodies were detected by Dot Blot. Five hundred nanograms 748 

(500 ng) of SARS-CoV-2 recombinant proteins (ORF1a, ORF3a, ORF8, NSP1, NSP8, NSP9, 749 

NSP10, NSP14, E (envelop), ME (membrane)) were immobilized in nitrocellulose membranes 750 

using 2 uL of proteins prepared in 8M Urea denaturant buffer. The membranes were blocked with 751 

10% BSA and incubated overnight at 4°C with a sera pool obtained from control naïve individuals, 752 

convalescents (PCR (+) + 4w), CoronaVac-vaccinated with 2nd dose + 2 weeks, and breakthrough 753 

(PCR (+) + 2 weeks) subjects (dilution 1/250). As positive controls, all proteins (500 ng) were 754 

incubated with an anti-HisTag antibody conjugated with biotin. After incubation with sera, the 755 

membranes were treated with anti-human IgG-HRP. Finally, the membranes were incubated with 756 

an enhanced chemiluminescence Western blot detection system (Femto, ECL). 757 

  758 

A) B) 
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 759 

Figure S2. IgG level kinetics against structural and non-structural SARS-CoV-2 proteins 760 

expressed as WHO-binding antibody units (BAU). Serum samples from CoronaVac-vaccinated 761 

individuals were obtained at the first dose (pre-immune), two and four weeks after the second dose, 762 

and four weeks after a booster dose for evaluating A. N-specific IgG antibodies, B. M-specific IgG 763 

antibodies, C. NSP8-specific IgG antibodies. Serum sampling of convalescent individuals was 764 

performed at 1, 2, 4, and 8 weeks after recovery from SARS-CoV-2 infection. Nine convalescent 765 

individuals without information regarding the time of sample collection (Unspecified) were 766 

included for evaluating, D. N-specific IgG antibodies, E. M-specific IgG antibodies, F. NSP8-767 
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specific IgG antibodies. Follow-up samples from breakthrough cases were obtained two and four 768 

weeks after a positive PCR result for evaluating G. N-specific IgG antibodies, H. M-specific IgG 769 

antibodies, and I. NSP8-specific IgG antibodies. Sera from ten naïve individuals were added as 770 

controls. Bars show the Geometric Mean Units (GMU), and the error bars indicate 95% CI. A 771 

Kruskal-Wallis test was used with Dunn’s multiple comparison post-test, *p < 0.05,  **p < 0.01, 772 

***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001. 773 
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