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Abstract: 1 

The surge of SARS-CoV-2 Omicron infection in most Chinese residents at the end of 2 

2022 provided a unique opportunity to understand how the immune system responds to 3 

the Omicron infection in a population with limited contact to prior SARS-CoV-2 4 

variants. Moreover, whether the prototype SARS-CoV-2 booster vaccination could help 5 

induce the antibody against Omicron variants? Here, we tested the level of IgG, IgA, 6 

and IgM specific to the prototype SARS-CoV-2 spike RBD (Receptor Binding Domain) 7 

from the collected blood samples from 636 individuals. Sequential inoculation of 8 

different vaccines showed higher IgG levels after infection. As the antibody level 9 

against Omicron BA.5, BF.7, and XBB 1.5 of the individuals has highly positive 10 

correlation with the antibody level against prototype SARS-CoV2, the IgG level 11 

specific to the prototype SARS-CoV-2 spike RBD could also represent the IgG level 12 

against Omicron variants. Furthermore, the 4th booster vaccination could induce a 13 

comparable antibody level against prototype, Omicron BA.5, BF.7, and XBB 1.5 14 

variants in the patients with 2 or 3-dose vaccination and protect people from being 15 

infected. In conclusion, these data suggest that the prototype SARS-CoV-2 booster 16 

vaccination helps induce a high level of antibody against prototype, BA.5, BF.7, and 17 

XBB 1.5 variants after Omicron infection. 18 

19 
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Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), caused by a severe acute respiratory syndrome 1 

coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infection, continues to spread rapidly across the globe 2 

and threaten global public health. Since the spread of SARS-CoV-2, it has developed 3 

into a lot of variants, such as Alpha, Beta, Delta, Omicron, etc. Currently, the Omicron 4 

variant has become the major circulating virus strain, including the Omicron offshoot 5 

BA.5, BF.7, XBB and so on. More than 30 mutations in the spike (S) protein and 15 6 

mutations in the RBD of the S protein were found in the Omicron variant, which 7 

induced the escape neutralization activity of the Omicron variant by most of the 8 

identified anti-SARS-CoV-2 neutralization antibodies1,2. 9 

Many types of vaccines have been developed to control the infection and spread of 10 

SARS-CoV-2, including vaccines based on messenger RNA (mRNA)3, viral vectors4,5, 11 

recombinant proteins6, and inactivated SARS-CoV-27. Immunization with these 12 

vaccines showed a reduction in infection rates and post-infection mortality. A booster 13 

dose of inactivated SARS-CoV-2 vaccine led to a significant increase in a neutralizing 14 

immune response against prototype SARS-CoV-2 and the Omicron variant with 15 

incomplete escape8. On the other hand, repeated vaccination with inactivated virus 16 

vaccine may recall a strong immune response to target the prototype strain because of 17 

the immune imprint, while it also inhibits immune responses to new Omicron variants 18 

even with the Omicron BA.5 vaccine boost1,9. These reports suggest that current herd 19 

immunity may not efficiently prevent the infection of the highly mutagenic Omicron 20 

variants. 21 

From mid-December of 2022 to early January of 2023, the vast majority of Chinese 22 
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residents have experienced a surge of SARS-CoV-2 Omicron infection. According to 1 

data released by the Chinese Center for Disease Control and Prevention, the SARS-2 

CoV-2 that caused the spread of this current epidemic is mainly Omicron BA.5 and 3 

BF.7 variant. Therefore, we conducted a survey 750 people for SARS-CoV-2 infection 4 

and collected blood samples from 636 people in Hefei, Anhui Province, China. The 5 

demographic and epidemiological characteristics of the 636 people were summarized 6 

in Table 1. With regard to the people surveyed, the median age was 32 years 7 

(interquartile range: 27 and 49 years; range:2 to 69 years). 22 people were younger than 8 

15 years and 57 people were older than 60 years. 308 of them are women. Among the 9 

636 people, 441 people were infected as confirmed by antigen or nucleic acid testing, 10 

142 people were negative by both testings, with the other 53 people have not been tested 11 

by the time of blood collection. The ratio of being tested positive was similar between 12 

men and women. The percentage of infected patients increased with age (Spearman 13 

Correlation Analysis, r = 1, P = 0.0167). 611 people (96.07%) are fully vaccinated: 2-14 

dose inactivated SARS-CoV2 vaccine (10.53%); 3-dose recombinant protein vaccines 15 

(4.09%); 2-dose inactivated SARS-CoV2 vaccine with 1-dose inactivated SARS-CoV2 16 

vaccine booster (57.55%); 2-dose inactivated SARS-CoV2 vaccine with 1-dose 17 

recombinant protein vaccine booster (12.42%); 2-dose inactivated SARS-CoV2 18 

vaccine with 1-dose AdVs vaccine booster (1.26%); 2-dose mRNA vaccines (0.63%); 19 

3-dose mRNA vaccines (0.16%); 4-dose vaccines (8.49%). 19 people (2.99%) were 20 

unvaccinated; 4 people (0.63%) were vaccinated with 1-dose inactivated SARS-CoV2 21 

vaccine and 2 (0.32%) were vaccinated with 1-dose recombinant protein SARS-CoV2 22 
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vaccine. Of the 611 fully vaccinated people, 5 people (0.86%) received the latest 1 

vaccine less than 7 days; 11 people (1.80%) received the latest vaccine between 7 to 13 2 

days; 49 people (8.02%) received the latest vaccine between 14 to 30 days; 6 people 3 

(0.98%) received the latest vaccine between 1 to 6 months; and the others (540, 88.38%) 4 

received the latest vaccine more than 6 months. The infected percentage was 39.13% 5 

in the group that received the last dose vaccine less than 30 days, which is lower than 6 

the infected percentage (75.82%) of the group that received the last dose vaccine more 7 

than 1 month ago. The result suggested that a boost dose vaccine received in might 8 

protect the people from SARS-CoV-2 infection. 9 

The clinical characteristics of the 441 individuals who tested positive for antigen or 10 

nucleic acid are summarized in Table 2. Only 4 patients (0.91%) reported no special 11 

symptom, and the most common symptoms were fever (86.62%), cough (84.6%), 12 

weakness (67.35%), sputum production (65.99%), headache (50.79%), myalgia 13 

(50.79%), sore throat (49.43%), runny nose (35.37%), loss of taste and smell (30.39%) 14 

and conjunctivitis (3.17%). The mean duration of symptoms is 5 days (range, 1 to 20 15 

days). 24.26% of patients felt mild symptoms while 12.70% experienced severe 16 

symptoms. 355 patients (80.50%) needed medication to relieve symptoms. Drugs 17 

included Ibuprofen (93.80%), Paracetamol (44.79%), Chinese medicine (44.79%), 18 

Antibiotic (2.82%) and Paxlovid (0.56%). 19 

Then, we tested the antibody level, including IgG, IgA, and IgM, of prototype SARS-20 

CoV-2 by a set of chemical luminescence kits that can quantitatively and sensitively 21 

measure the levels of IgG, IgA, and IgM specific to the prototype SARS-CoV-2 spike 22 
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RBD10,11. We found that the IgG of infected patients was higher than that of uninfected 1 

people (Figure 1 A). Besides, IgA and IgM levels were low in both the infected patients 2 

and the uninfected people, which was lower than the cut-off of the positive control 3 

(Figure S1 A and B)10. As a result, we focus on the analysis of IgG levels. There was 4 

no significant change in the IgG level of the patients with different ages, sex, or BMI 5 

(Body Mass Index, Figure S1 C-E). The IgG level in patients with severe symptoms is 6 

higher than the patients with mild symptoms (Figure 1 B). A similar situation is that the 7 

IgG level of patients taking medicines is higher than that of patients with non-drug 8 

treatment (Figure 1 C), which may be due to the worse symptoms of the patients who 9 

taking medicine (Figure S1 F). No significant changes of IgG were found in the groups 10 

with different types of medicines (Figure S2 G). 11 

Vaccination is one of the most effective ways to control the spread of SARS-CoV-2. 12 

Therefore, we analyzed the IgG levels of people who received the last dose vaccine in 13 

different days. The IgG level increased with the time passing by in 30 days (One-way 14 

ANOVA of uninfected group, IgG: P = 0.0005) and the infection would induce higher 15 

IgG level (Figure 1 D). In addition, the vaccination strategy caused different IgG after 16 

the Omicron infection. Omicron infection failed to induce measurable IgG levels 17 

among those unvaccinated and 1-dose inactivated SARS-CoV-2 vaccinated individuals. 18 

Among the fully vaccinated groups, the 2-dose inactivated SARS-CoV2 vaccine with 19 

1-dose recombinant protein vaccine booster group showed a higher IgG level than the 20 

2-dose inactivated SARS-CoV2 vaccine group (P = 0.053) and the 3-dose inactivated 21 

SARS-CoV2 vaccine group (P = 0.026, Figure 1 E).  22 
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The prototype SARS-CoV-2 booster vaccination shows a high ability to induce the IgG 1 

antibody against prototype SARS-CoV2, while how the prototype SARS-CoV-2 2 

booster vaccination help protect the Omicron infection remains unknown. To test the 3 

antibody level against different variants of SARS-CoV2, we collected the plasma of 41 4 

infected patients (11 unvaccinated patients, 7 with 2-dose inactivated SARS-CoV2 5 

vaccine, 13 with 3-dose inactivated SARS-CoV2 or recombinant protein vaccine and 6 

10 with 4-dose inactivated SARS-CoV2 or recombinant protein vaccine) and 15 7 

uninfected people, including 10 people received the latest boost (4th dose) less than 3 8 

months and 5 people received the latest boost more than 6 months. We then tested the 9 

antibody titer (IgG) in the plasma against the prototype, Omicron BA.5, BF.7, and XBB 10 

1.5 variants using ELISA test4. Surprisingly, we found that the antibody level against 11 

Omicron BA.5, BF.7, and XBB 1.5 of the individuals has a high positive correlation 12 

with the antibody level against prototype SARS-CoV2 (Figure 1 F). These data suggests 13 

that the antibody level against prototype SARS-CoV2 could represent the antibody 14 

level against the Omicron BA.5, BF.7, and XBB 1.5 of both infected and uninfected 15 

people. The results also showed that the infection of Omicron induced a high level of 16 

antibody against prototype, Omicron BA.5, BF.7, and XBB 1.5 variants in fully 17 

vaccinated patients, which was consistent to the result of chemical luminescence kits. 18 

On the other hand, the antibody against Omicron BA.5, BF.7, and XBB 1.5 variants 19 

induced by Omicron infection of unvaccinated group was higher than the uninfected 20 

fully vaccinated group but not the antibody against prototype SARS-CoV2 (Figure 1 21 

G-J). We also found that the 4th booster vaccination could induce comparable antibody 22 
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level against prototype, Omicron BA.5, BF.7, and XBB 1.5 variants with the 2 or 3-1 

dose infected patients and induced higher antibody level against prototype, Omicron 2 

BA.5, BF.7, and XBB 1.5 variants after infection (Figure 1 K-N).  3 

In conclusion, in this study with blood samples collected from 636 people in Hefei, 4 

Anhui Province, China in middle of January 2023, around 3 weeks after the quick 5 

pandemic infection, we found the last booster vaccine received could prevent the people 6 

from being infected with SARS-CoV-2. The IgG level of patients with severe symptoms 7 

is higher than the patients with mild symptoms. Moreover, the vaccination strategy 8 

resulted in different IgG level after the Omicron infection. The Omicron infection could 9 

not induce the IgG level in the unvaccinated and 1-dose inactivated SARS-CoV-2 10 

patients. The antibody level against Omicron BA.5, BF.7, and XBB 1.5 of the 11 

individuals has a high positive correlation with the antibody level against prototype 12 

SARS-CoV2. In addition, the 4th booster vaccination could induce the comparable 13 

antibody level against prototype, Omicron BA.5, BF.7, and XBB 1.5 variants with 2 or 14 

3-dose infected patients and induce higher antibody level after infection. These data 15 

suggest that booster vaccination of prototype vaccines could help patients produce 16 

higher IgG antibody against the Omicron variants even though it recalls a strong 17 

immune response to target the prototype strain because of the immune imprint. 18 
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Table1. Demographics and baseline characteristics of the uninfected people and patients 1 

infected with SARS-CoV2 Omicron variants. 2 

Characteristics No. (%) of people a 

Age groups, years 

0-15 22 (3.46%) 

16-30 206 (32.39%) 

31-45 203 (31.92%) 

46-60 148 (23.27%) 

>60 57 (8.96%) 

Sex 

Male 328 (51.57%) 

Female 308 (48.43%) 

Confirmed with SARS-CoV2 infection b 

Uninfected 142 (22.33%) 

Infected 441 (69.34%) 

Not sure 53 (8.33%) 

Infection of male 

Uninfected 74 (22.56%) 

Infected 224 (68.29%) 

Not sure 30 (9.15%) 

Infection of female 

Uninfected 68 (22.08%) 

Infected 217 (70.45%) 

Not sure 23 (7.47%) 

Age 

0-15 8 (36.36%) 

16-30 137 (66.50%) 

31-45 139 (68.47%) 

46-60 112 (75.68%) 

>60 45 (78.95%) 

SARS-CoV-2 vaccination strategy c 

Unvaccinated 19 (2.99%) 

1-dose IV 6 (0.94%) 

2-dose IV 67 (10.53%) 

3-dose IV 366 (57.55%) 

3-dose RP 26 (4.09%) 

2-dose IV & 1-dose RP 79 (12.42%) 

2-dose mRNA 4 (0.63%) 

3-dose mRNA 1 (0.16%) 

2-dose IV & 1-dose Adv 8 (1.26%) 

4-dose vaccine 54 (8.49%) 
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Interval days of latest SARS-CoV-2 vaccination and diagnosis day 

0-6 Days 0/5 (0%) 

7-13 Days 0/11 (0%) 

14-30 Days 27 (55%) 

1-6 Month 6 (100%) 

>6 Month 408 (76%) 

a. Data are shown as number (%) or number/total number (%) in the 0-6 days and 7-1 

13 days of the interval days of latest SARS-CoV-2 vaccination and diagnosis day. 2 

b. Infected: antigen or nucleic acid testing positive; uninfected: antigen or nucleic acid 3 

testing negative; Not sure: no antigen or nucleic acid test. 4 

c. IV: Inactivated SARS-CoV-2 Virus vaccine; RP: Recombinant Protein vaccine; 5 

mRNA: mRNA vaccine; Adv: Adv-based vaccine.  6 
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Table. 2 Clinical features of the 441 patients infected with SARS-CoV2 Omicron 1 

variants. 2 

Characteristics No. (%) of patients a 

Initial presenting symptoms 

Fever 382 (86.62%) 

Cough 373 (84.6%) 

Weakness 297 (67.35%) 

Sputum production 291 (65.99%) 

Headache 224 (50.79%) 

Myalgia 224 (50.79%) 

Sore throat 218 (49.43%) 

Runny nose 156 (35.37%) 

Loss of taste and smell 134 (30.39%) 

Conjunctivitis 14 (3.17%) 

Symptom Score b 

0-3 107 (24.26%) 

4-7 278 (63.04%) 

8-10 56 (12.7%) 

Medicine-use 

Medicine 355 (80.50%) 

Non-medicine 86 (19.50%) 

Medicine type c 

Ibuprofen 333 (93.80%) 

Paracetamol 159 (44.79%) 

Chinese medicine 159 (44.79%) 

Antibiotic 10 (2.82%) 

Paxlovid 2 (0.56%) 

a. Data are shown as number (%) 3 

b. Symptom Score was provided by patients, 0: feel no special symptom. 10: feel 4 

severest symptom. No patient with severe or critically ill COVID-19 diagnosed by 5 

the hospital was involved in the survey. 6 

c. The patients who took this kind of medicine were summarized in the table below, 7 

and they may take other kinds of medicine at the same time.  8 
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Figure. 1 The booster vaccination of prototype vaccines could help patients produce 1 

higher IgG antibody against the Omicron variants. 2 

A. The IgG level against prototype SARS-CoV2 of the infected and uninfected people 3 

tested by chemical luminescence kits. (n = 108 in the uninfected group; n = 441 in 4 

the infected group) 5 

B. The IgG level of infected patients with different symptom score. (n = 107 in the 0-6 

3 group; n = 278 in the 4-7 group; n = 56 in the 8-10 group) 7 

C. The IgG level of infected patients who take medicine or not. (n = 355 in the 8 

medicine group; n = 86 in the non-medicine group) 9 

D. The IgG level of infected and uninfected people who received the lasted vaccine in 10 

6 days, 7-13 days, 13-30 days and 1-6 months. (n = 5 in the 0-6 uninfected days; n 11 

= 11 in the 7-13 days uninfected group; n = 22 in the 14-30 days uninfected group; 12 

n =27 in the 14-30 days infected group; n = 6 in the 1-6 months infected group) 13 

E. The IgG level of infected patients with different vaccination strategy. (IV: 14 

Inactivated SARS-CoV-2 Virus vaccine; RP: Recombinant Protein vaccine; n = 19 15 

in the unvaccinated group; n = 6 in the 1-dose IV group; n = 67 in the 2-dose IV 16 

group; n = 366 in the 3-dose IV group; n = 26 in the 3-dose RP group; n = 79 in the 17 

2-dose IV & 1-dose RP group; n = 5 in the mRNA group. 18 

F. The Pearson correlation coefficient analysis of antibody titer against prototype 19 

SARS-CoV2 and Omicron variants. (n = 56) 20 

G. Quantitative analysis of RBD antibody titer against prototype SARS-CoV2 21 

calculated by ELISA. (n = 30 in the fully vaccinated infected group; n = 11 in the 22 
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unvaccinated infected group; n = 5 in the fully vaccinated uninfected group) 1 

H. Quantitative analysis of RBD antibody titer against Omicron BA.5 variant 2 

calculated by ELISA. (n = 30 in the fully vaccinated infected group; n = 11 in the 3 

unvaccinated infected group; n = 5 in the fully vaccinated uninfected group) 4 

I. Quantitative analysis of RBD antibody titer against Omicron BF.7 variant 5 

calculated by ELISA. (n = 30 in the fully vaccinated infected group; n = 11 in the 6 

unvaccinated infected group; n = 5 in the fully vaccinated uninfected group) 7 

J. Quantitative analysis of RBD antibody titer against Omicron XBB 1.5 variant 8 

calculated by ELISA. (n = 30 in the fully vaccinated infected group; n = 11 in the 9 

unvaccinated infected group; n = 5 in the fully vaccinated uninfected group) 10 

K. Quantitative analysis of RBD antibody titer against prototype SARS-CoV2 11 

calculated by ELISA. (n = 11 in the unvaccinated infected group; n = 7 in the 2-12 

dose infected group; n = 13 in the 3-dose infected group; n = 10 in the 4-dose 13 

infected group; n = 10 in the 4-dose uninfected group; n = 5 in the fully vaccinated 14 

uninfected group) 15 

L. Quantitative analysis of RBD antibody titer against Omicron BA.5 variant 16 

calculated by ELISA. (n = 11 in the unvaccinated infected group; n = 7 in the 2-17 

dose infected group; n = 13 in the 3-dose infected group; n = 10 in the 4-dose 18 

infected group; n = 10 in the 4-dose uninfected group; n = 5 in the fully vaccinated 19 

uninfected group) 20 

M. Quantitative analysis of RBD antibody titer against Omicron BF.7 variant 21 

calculated by ELISA. (n = 11 in the unvaccinated infected group; n = 7 in the 2-22 
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dose infected group; n = 13 in the 3-dose infected group; n = 10 in the 4-dose 1 

infected group; n = 10 in the 4-dose uninfected group; n = 5 in the fully vaccinated 2 

uninfected group) 3 

N. Quantitative analysis of RBD antibody titer against Omicron XBB 1.5 variant 4 

calculated by ELISA. (n = 11 in the unvaccinated infected group; n = 7 in the 2-5 

dose infected group; n = 13 in the 3-dose infected group; n = 10 in the 4-dose 6 

infected group; n = 10 in the 4-dose uninfected group; n = 5 in the fully vaccinated 7 

uninfected group) 8 

Values are Median (Min to Max) or geometric mean ± geometric standard deviation for 9 

antibody titer. Mann-Whitney test, *: P < 0.05; **: P < 0.01; ***: P < 0.001. 10 
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