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Abstract

Understanding the dynamics of antibody responses following vaccination and SARS-CoV-2infectionis
important for informing effective vaccination strategies and other public health interventions. This study
investigates SARS-CoV -2 antibody dynamics in a Puerto Rican cohort, analyzing how IgG levels vary by
vaccination status and previous infection. We assess waning immunity and the distribution of hybrid
immunity with the aim to inform public health strategies and vaccination programs in Puerto Rico and
similar settings. We conducted a prospective, longitudinal cohort study to identify SARS-CoV -2
infections and related outcomes in Ponce, Puerto Rico, from June 2020-August 2022. Participants
provided self-collected nasal swabs every week and serum every six months for RT-PCR and 1gG testing,
respectively. 1gG reactivity against nucleocapsid (N) antigens, which generally indicate previous
infection, and spike (S1) and receptor-binding domain (RBD) antigens, which indicate history of either
infection or vaccination, was assessed using the Luminex Corporation XMAP® SARS-CoV-2 Multi-
Antigen 1gG Assay. Prior infection was defined by positive RT-PCRs, categorized by the predominant
circulating SARS-CoV-2 variant at the event time. Demographic information, medical history, and
COVID-19 vaccination history were collected through standardized questionnaires. Of 882 participants
included in our analysis, 34.0% experienced at |east one SARS-CoV -2 infection, with most (78.7%)
occurring during the Omicron wave (December 2021 onwards). SARS-CoV -2 antibody prevalence
increased over time, reaching 98.4% by the final serum collection, 67.0% attributable to vaccination
alone, 1.6% from infection alone, and 31.4% from both. Regardless of prior infection status, RBD and S1
19G levels gradually declined following two vaccine doses. A third dose boosted these antibody levels
and showed a slower decline over time. N-antibody levels peaked during the Omicron surge and waned
over time. Vaccination in individuals with prior SARS-CoV -2 infection elicited the highest and most
durable antibody responses. N or S1 seropositivity was associated with lower odds of a subsequent
positive PCR test during the Omicron period, with N antibodies showing a stronger association. By
elucidating the differential decay of RBD and S1 antibodies following vaccination and the complexities of
N-antibody response following infection, this study in a Puerto Rican cohort strengthens the foundation
for developing targeted interventions and public health strategies.
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Introduction

The ongoing COVID-19 pandemic has spurred extensive research into diagnostic methods for
current infections. Reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) and antigen tests are vital
for detecting current infections, but retrospective identification of SARS-CoV-2 infectionsis aso
important for informing public health measures such as vaccine development and for understanding
transmission dynamics. Serological assays offer rapid and reliable tools for identifying prior infections by
detecting antibodies following SARS-CoV-2 infection.? These assays commonly target
immunoglobulins M (IgM) and G (1gG) antibodiesin humans.’

IgG antibodies are generally detectable for longer periods after infection compared to IgM and
potentialy play arolein long-term immunity following SARS-CoV -2 infection or vaccination. During
the human immune response to SARS-CoV-2, 1gG conversion typically occurs around 14 days post-
infection, with antibodies remaining detectable for up to at least 15 months.*’ Recent studies have
revealed variations in immune responses to COVID-19 vaccines, with mRNA vaccines eliciting higher
antibody affinity and resulting 1gG titers compared to other vaccine types.®*° Receiving three or more
doses of mRNA vaccines have been shown to provide greater 1gG durability than completion of just two
vaccine doses,” offering strong protection against hospitalization with vaccine effectiveness estimates of
82.5% (95% Cl: 77.8%—86.2%) after the third vaccine dose and 87.3% (95% Cl: 75.5%-93.4%) after the
fourth dose.™* Hybrid immunity, resulting from both previous infection and vaccination, has been reported
to provide better protection compared to infection or vaccination alone.** Serological assays that detect
IgG antibodies against multiple SARS-CoV -2 proteins can be vauable in differentiating between
previous infection and vaccination, as well as assessing potential differencesin resulting immunity
duration. However, knowledge gaps remain regarding the longevity of these protective responses,
particularly with the emergence of new variants.

Key 1gG targets include the nucleoprotein (N) and the spike (S1) glycoprotein’s receptor-binding
domain (RBD), both major structural viral proteins of SARS-CoV-2."*** S1 interacts with the human

ACE2 receptor, facilitating viral entry, whereas RBD is a specific binding site within S1 targeted by
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neutralizing antibodies.’® Understanding the persistence of these antibodies post-infection is essential for
evaluating immunity, especially in the context of vaccination. S1 and RBD antibodies may indicate both
infection-induced and vaccine-induced immunity. Conversely, N antibodies primarily indicate infection-
induced immunity due to the exclusion of N protein in current FDA-approved vaccines which focus on
eliciting an immune response that targets S1. In settings with high vaccination rates, N antibody assays
can be helpful in distinguishing prior SARS-CoV -2 infections from vaccination-induced responses,
especially for mild or asymptomatic infections which often go undetected during their acute phase.*’

Waning of infection-induced or vaccine-induced antibodies over timeis a concern, particularly
with the emergence of new SARS-CoV -2 variants.'®* Different variants may elicit diverse antibody
responses and be variably affected by immunity from prior infections or vaccination. For example,
infection with the Omicron variant has been shown to result in a higher anti-N 1gG response than other
variants, particularly among vaccinated individuals.®® The Omicron variant showed greater resistance to
IgG neutralization generated from early (wild-type) infection or original COVID-19 monovalent vaccines,
leading to relatively high infection ratesin previously infected and vaccinated individuals.®?* In light of
these findings, further characterization of immune response durability is necessary. Thisincludes
investigating how factors such as age, underlying health conditions, and the combined effect of
vaccination and infection history influence 1gG persistence and resulting immunity.

This study investigates SARS-CoV -2 1gG antibody responses (N, S1, RBD) in a community-
based cohort in Puerto Rico during 2020-2022. We analyze 1gG levels by vaccination status and previous
infection, assessing potential waning over time and variations related to age, chronic conditions, putative
SARS-CoV-2 variant based on collection time, and vaccination-infection sequence. Additionally, we
estimate the distribution of hybrid immunity over time and eval uate associations between 1gG
seroreactivity and subsequent infections. These analyses aim to provide insightsinto long-term i mmunity
against SARS-CoV-2, informing public health strategies and vaccination programs in Puerto Rico and

similar settings.
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98 Methods

99  Sudy Design and Population
100 Communities Organized to Prevent Arboviruses (COPA) is an ongoing cohort study launched in
101 2018 in Ponce, Puerto Rico, to assess arbovirus burden and control interventions in a community-based
102  population. COPA is acollaboration involving Ponce Health Sciences University/Ponce Research
103 Ingtitute, the Puerto Rico Vector Control Unit, and the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
104  (CDC). Study enrollment and data collection activities are described elsewhere.?>? Approval for the
105  COPA project was obtained from the Ponce Medical School Foundation, Inc. Institutional Review Board
106  (protocol number 2402185168/171110-VR).
107 A COPA sub-study for COVID-19, COCOVID, was implemented in June 2020, enrolling COPA
108  participants and other residents from 15 selected community areas.”*® Eligible individuals were >1 year
109  old, spent four or more nights aweek in the selected residence, and had no definite plans to movein the
110  next 12 months. Primary study enrollment occurred from June 2020 to February 2021, with subsequent
111 secondary enrollment until April 2022 limited to household members of active participants. Participants
112 answered questionnaires and provided serum for multi-1gG antibody testing at enrollment and every 6
113 months until August 2022. They also provided weekly self-collected anterior nasal swabs for SARS-CoV -
114 2 RT-PCR testing until April 2022. Additional anterior nasal swabs for expedited RT-PCR testing were
115  collected by study staff for participants with COVID-like symptoms or close contact with a COVID-19
116  caseduring the entire COCOV ID study period and until February 2023 for al participants that remained
117  activein the COPA cohort.
118
119  1gG Antibody Testing
120 The Luminex xMAP® SARS-CoV-2 Multi-Antigen 1gG Assay”® was used according to the
121 manufacturer’ sinstructions to assess seroreactivity in COCOV ID serum specimens against three key
122 antigen components: N, S1, and RBD.?” The multiplex assay uses Luminex MagPlex beads for each 1gG

123 antigen target, and specimens were considered positive for N, S1, or RBD when their median
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124  fluorescence intensity (MFI) was >700 call threshold. The MFI is considered a measure of the total

125  degree of saturation in the Luminex test platform and was used as a surrogate marker for the level of

126  antibody titersin our analyses.

127

128  Infection Events and Status

129 SARS-CoV-2 infection was defined by positive RT-PCR results from nasal swabs collected

130  weekly throughout the study period (June 2020—August 2022), including up to 6 months after the

131 participants final serological test. In our analyses, participant infection status at each serum collection
132 datewas assigned based on RT-PCR test results from all previously collected swabs, either as having had
133 oneor more previous RT-PCR positive results or all negative previous RT-PCR results. Positive tests

134  separated by >90 days and accompanied by at |east one negative test in between were considered separate
135 illness episodes.”®

136 Based on dominant variants circulating in Puerto Rico, infection events that occurred prior to and
137  after serum was collected for 1gG testing were categorized by collection date of first positive nasal swab:
138  pre-Deta(June 2020-May 2021), Delta (June-November 2021), and Omicron (December 2021—February
139 2023)*%; pre-Delta variant circulation periods were not individually defined due to low sample size. For
140  participants with more than one apparent infection event within a 6-month period, the variant circulation
141 period for the most recent infection was assigned.

142

143 Vaccination Status, Hybrid Immunity, and Other Participant Characteristics

144 Questionnaires answered by participants at enrollment and every 6 months during follow-up

145  included data collection on demographics, health conditions, and COVID-19 vaccination status, including
146 the number of doses, date of each dose, and manufacturer (Pfizer-BioNTech’s BNT162b2, Moderna’'s
147  mRNA-1273). Serum specimens were categorized based on the number of COV1D-19 vaccine doses the
148  participant had received prior to the collection date: unvaccinated (no doses), 1 dose, 2 doses, and 3

149 doses.
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150 Consistent with previous research,® for the sub-analysis of hybrid immunity, vaccine-induced
151  immunity was defined as history of at least one COVID-19 vaccination confirmed by vaccination cards,
152  infection-induced immunity was defined as anti-N and anti-S1 antibody detection, and hybrid immunity
153  wasdefined as combined protection from >1 dose of COVID-19 vaccination, and anti-N and anti-S1

154  antibody detection.

155 Serawere also categorized by participant age group at the time of collection (<20 years, 20-39
156  years, 40-64 years, >65 years), and whether they had been previously diagnosed with any chronic health
157  condition by amedical provider. Any chronic health condition included reporting one or more previously
158  diagnosed physical or mental health conditions, and serum specimens from partici pants with and without
159  gpecific physical conditions, including hypertension, chronic respiratory disease, diabetes, and high

160  triglycerides, were also compared.

161

162  Sample Population

163 We anayzed blood samples (serum specimens) collected at 6-, 12-, and 18-month follow-up

164  visitsfrom participantsin the COCOVID study (December 2020-August 2022). Blood samples from
165  enrollment and the 24-month visit were excluded due to incomplete data on past infections using RT-PCR
166  tests. Weekly anterior nasal swab collections for all participants ended in April 2022, before any

167  participant reached their 24-month visit. However, RT-PCR results from anterior nasal swabs up to the
168  18-month visit were used to categorize 1gG responses. All RT-PCR results throughout the study period,
169  including weekly anterior nasal swabs up to April 2022 and additional swabs collected for symptomatic
170  testing or close contact investigation, were considered to identify infections that occurred after

171 vaccination or adocumented prior infection. Blood samples from 6-, 12-, and 18-month visits were

172 included if participants met one of the following criteria: 1) completed at least 80% of RT-PCR tests

173 within the preceding 6 months, or 2) had a positive RT-PCR test result within the preceding 6 months.
174  Dueto the low number of participants receiving Johnson & Johnson’s single-dose Ad26.COV 2.S vaccine

175  inthiscohort, analyses excluded serum specimens from those who only received this vaccine. However,
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176  participants who received at least one dose of an mRNA vaccine after an initial Ad26.COV2.S dose were
177  included.

178

179  Satistical Analysis

180 The prevalence of vaccine-induced, infection-induced, or hybrid immunity was estimated for four
181  time periods (Dec 2020-Apr 2021, May—Sep 2021, Oct 2021-Feb 2022, Mar—Aug 2022), stratified by
182  age group. SARS-CoV-2 IgG anti-N, anti-RBD, and anti-S1 responses were assessed by days since last
183  COVID-19 vaccine dose and vaccination status, days since RT-PCR positivity, and sequence of RT-PCR
184  positivity and vaccination for those completing a two-dose primary series. Medians and interquartile

185  ranges (IQR) for the MFI were calculated for each of the three IgG responses by vaccination status, days
186  sincevaccination (<14, 14-27, 28-89, 90-179, >180), and months since RT-PCR positivity (<2, 24, >5,
187  no previous positive RT-PCR). All MFI values were |og-transformed. For participants without prior RT-
188  PCR positivity and negative anti-N antibodies, we evaluated anti-S1 and anti-RBD seropositivity by days
189  sincetheir last vaccine. Anti-N seropositivity rates were examined in previously infected individuals by
190  vaccination status.

191 Generalized linear mixed-effects regression, with participant ID included as arandom effect, was
192  used to evaluate unadjusted and adjusted associations between anti-N, anti-RBD, and anti-S1 1gG

193  responses and time since RT-PCR positivity, time since last vaccine dose, and chronic conditions (see
194  Appendix Sl for additional details). Logistic regression with arandom intercept was used to analyze

195  associations between 1gG seroreactivity and RT-PCR confirmed infection in subsequent six months

196  during the Omicron predominant period. All available data from participants at each follow-up visit was
197  included in the analysis, regardiess of their subsequent participation status. All analyses were done using
198 R software, version 4.3.1 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria).

199

200 Results

201  Study Population
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202 Among the 1,030 participants enrolled in the COCOVID study, 882 (85.6%) had one or more
203  serologic test results included in our analyses. Of these 882 participants, 789 (89.5%) had qualifying

204  serologic test results available at 6 months, 774 (87.8%) at 12 months, and 567 (64.3%) at 18 months

205  following study enrollment (Table S1). Median age of these participants at baseline was 37 years (IQR:
206  18-49), 52.7% were female, and 59.3% had any chronic health condition, of which hypertension (22.4%),
207  respiratory illness (17.2%), and diabetes (11.6%) were most frequently reported (Table 1). By their final
208  serologic test, 86 (9.8%) participants were unvaccinated, 10 (1.1%) had received one dose, 316 (35.8%)
209  had received two vaccine doses, 468 (53.1%) had received three doses, and two (0.2%) had received four
210  doses(Tables1, S1).

211

212 SARS-CoV-2 Infection

213 Of the 882 participants with one or more serologic test results, 300 (34.0%) had at least one

214  positive SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR test during the study period, with eight (2.7%) experiencing two separate
215  RT-PCR confirmed infections. By the 18-month serologic test, 20.7% (183/882) had at least one positive
216  RT-PCR test, with 78.7% (n=144) occurring during the Omicron predominant period (December 2021
217  onwards). The remaining 119 infections occurred in the 6 months following the final serologic test, al of
218  which occurred during the Omicron predominant period.

219

220 Distribution of Vaccine-induced, Infection-induced, and Hybrid Immunity over Time

221 The prevalence of SARS-CoV -2 antibodies indicative of prior infection or vaccination (both anti-
222 N and anti-S1 positive or anti-N positive only) increased substantially over the study period. In the

223 earliest analysis period (December 2020-April 2021), only 26.9% (95% CI: 23.2%, 30.9%) of 528

224 participants with serological test results had detectable SARS-CoV -2 antibodies. Thisincluded

225  individuals with vaccine-induced immunity aone (25.2%), infection-induced immunity alone (0.9%), and
226 hybrid immunity (0.8%) (Figure 1). By thefinal period (March—August 2022), 98.4% (95% CI: 96.6%,

227  99.3%) of 564 participants with ligible results had SARS-CoV -2 antibodies, with 67.0% from


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.01.24311375

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.01.24311375; this version posted August 3, 2024. 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.
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available
for use under a CCO license.

228  vaccination alone, 1.6% from infection alone, and 31.4% from both. During this final period, the

229  prevalence of hybrid immunity was highest among participants <20 years (39.3%, 95% CI: 31.1%,

230  48.1%) and lowest among those >65 years (13.0%, 95% Cl: 5.4%, 27.0%).

231 The widespread availability of COVID-19 vaccines in Puerto Rico (April-May 2021) coincided
232 withanincreasein RBD and Sl antibody titers (Figure 2). Among participants previously negative for
233  RT-PCR and N antibodies, all who had a serum sample collected within 7-13 days post-second vaccine
234 dose seroconverted for both S1 and RBD antibodies. However, by 90-179 days after the second dose, S1
235  detection dropped to 75.6%, while RBD remained detectable in 99.1% (Figures S1, S2). A third vaccine
236  doseresulted in 100% detection of both RBD and S1 antibodies at 90-179 days post-vaccination.

237 N antibody levelsincreased dramatically during a surge of COVID-19 cases in Puerto Rico

238  following the introduction of the Omicron variant at the end of 2021 (Figure 2). Among participants

239  tested during this period, 28.3% (196/692) showed N 1gG seroconversion, of whom 75.5% (148/196) had
240  aprevious positive RT-PCR test. Among participants who seroconverted for N antibodies, median

241 log(MFI) for N antibodies was higher in participants with a previous positive RT-PCR (8.20, IQR: 7.52,
242 8.70) than those with negative RT-PCRs (7.60, IQR: 7.24, 8.61) regardless of vaccination status

243 (p=0.022).

244

245  1gG Responses and Waning by Vaccination Status

246 Analysis of all serum samples suggests that RBD and S1 antibody responses were more

247  commonly detected and persisted longer than N antibody responses across all vaccination groups (Figures
248 3, S3). For individuals who received two doses, the overall median log(MFI) at any time post-vaccination
249  was9.42 (IQR: 8.93, 9.70) for RBD, 7.55 (IQR: 6.86, 8.17) for S1, and 4.05 (IQR: 3.37, 4.87) for N

250  (Figure S3). RBD and S1 antibodies were highly correlated regardless of vaccine dosage (r > 0.83)

251  (Figure 4).

252 In participants who received two vaccine doses without a prior positive RT-PCR, both RBD and

253 Sl levelsgradually waned over time (Figures 3, S3). The median log(MFI) for RBD and S1 decreased

10
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254  from 9.73 (IQR: 9.64, 9.83) and 8.09 (IQR: 7.73, 8.38) at 1427 days post-vaccination to 8.65 (IQR: 8.24,
255  9.12) and 6.64 (IQR: 6.16, 7.26) at >180 days, respectively. Y ounger participants (<20 years) had higher
256  antibody levels than those aged >65 at |ater time points (>180 days post-vaccination), with amedian

257  log(MFI) for S1 of 7.51 versus 6.35, and for RBD, 9.22 versus 8.48 (Figure S5).

258 Almost all antibody tests for participants who received athird vaccine dose were conducted

259  during the Omicron predominant period. Among all serum samples collected from participants with a
260  third dose, both RBD and S1 antibody levels peaked at 1427 days post-vaccination (median log[MFI]:
261 9.90, IQR: 9.85,9.94, and 9.22, IQR: 9.05, 9.47, respectively), declining thereafter t0 9.74 (IQR: 9.48,
262 9.90) and 8.79 (IQR: 8.33, 9.08) >180 days post-vaccination, respectively (Figure S3). Adjusting for age
263 group, sex, chronic conditions, and previous infection, log(MFl) for RBD and S1 decreased by -0.002
264 (95% ClI: -0.004, -0.001) and -0.009 (95% ClI: -0.012, -0.005), respectively, for each month post-third
265  dose (Figure S6). RBD and S1 responses were higher for participants who received athird dose than those
266  who with second doses regardless of age group or time since vaccination (Figure S5).

267 To directly assess the rate of antibody decline, we anayzed changesin 1gG levels between paired
268  serum samples collected at different time points after the second and third vaccine doses in participants
269  with and without prior PCR-confirmed infection. For individuals with a second dose and without a

270  previous positive RT-PCR, RBD and Sl levelsfell by 8.8% (from 9.73 to 8.78) and 20.9% (from 8.44 to
271  6.68), respectively, after six months (Figure S7). For those with athird dose and without a previous

272  positive RT-PCR, RBD and S1 levelsfell by 2.3% (from 9.82 to 9.59) and 6.2% (from 8.97 to 8.41),

273 respectively, after six months (Figure 4). For those with athird dose and a previous positive RT-PCR, S1
274  levels decreased by 4.1% (from 9.21 to 8.83), while RBD levels remained stable at 9.90 after six months.
275  There were no participants with paired SARS-CoV -2 1gG antibody responses at two time points six

276  months apart with a second dose and a previous positive RT-PCR. N-specific antibodies for sample pairs
277  demonstrate N levelsfell by 6.9% (from 7.84 to 7.30) for those with a positive RT-PCR.

278

279  Nucleocapsid Responses and RT-PCR Positivity

11
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280 Among individuals with a previous positive RT-PCR (80.8% N seropositive), N antibody levels
281  were higher (median log[MFI]: 7.89, IQR: 6.90, 8.56) compared to those without a positive RT-PCR

282  (median log[MFI]: 4.34, IQR: 3.60, 5.13) (Figures 3, S3). N antibody levels peaked within two months of
283  apositivetest (median log[MFI]: 8.27, IQR: 7.09, 8.69) and gradually declined thereafter, reaching a
284  median log(MFI) of 7.24 (IQR: 6.43, 8.30) at five months after testing positive. Among individuals

285  without ahistory of previous infection, N-seropositivity following an infection was 83.7% and 74.6% for
286  those who received two and three doses, respectively, not significantly different from unvaccinated

287  individuas (77.8%) (p=0.498) (Table 2).

288 Both vaccination and previous RT-PCR positivity provided a stronger boost to RBD and S1

289  antibody responses compared to either factor alone (Figures 3, S3). The order of vaccination and RT-PCR
290  positivity did not significantly impact antibody responses among participants who received two doses
291  (Figure S8).

292

293  1gG Seroreactivity and Subsequent RT-PCR positivity

294 Our analysis revealed that individual s with detectable antibodies against either N or S1 were less
295  likely to experience a positive RT-PCR test in the following six months during the Omicron-dominant
296  period. Specifically, N and S1 seropositivity were associated with 90.3% (95% CI: 78.8%, 95.6%) and
297  58.3% (95% CI: 12.1%, 80.2%) lower odds, respectively, of a subsequent positive test, after adjusting for
298  agegroup, sex, and chronic conditions (Table 3). Participants with ahigher N antibody level (log(MFI) >
299  8.55) had an even greater reduction in odds (96.3%, 95% Cl: 73.0%, 99.5%) compared to those who were
300 N seronegative. These findings suggest that SARS-CoV -2 infection, asindicated by N seropositivity,

301 provided substantial protection against reinfection during the Omicron period, while vaccination, as

302 indicated by S1 seropositivity, also offered significant, though comparatively lower, protection.

303

304  Chronic Conditions and IgG Responses
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305 Among participants who received two doses, diabetes was associated with lower RBD (j3: -0.022,
306  95% ClI: -0.039, -0.006) and S1 (B: -0.029, 95% ClI: -0.056, -0.002) responses compared to those without
307  diabetes, after adjusting for age group, sex, and previous RT-PCR positivity (Figure S9). Similarly, for
308  participants who received athird dose, high triglycerides were associated with lower RBD (j3: -0.009,
309 95% ClI: -0.016, -0.003) and S1 (f: -0.024, 95% CI: -0.040, -0.007) responses compared to those with
310 normal triglyceride levels. No significant associations were found between other chronic conditions and
311  antibody responses.

312

313  Discussion

314 This study provides novel real-world data on SARS-CoV -2 antibody dynamicsin a semi-isolated
315  Caribbean island population throughout the COVID-19 pandemic. This unique setting allows for amore
316  controlled analysis of antibody response compared to geographically dispersed populations. We observed
317  asubstantial risein seropositivity (from 26.9% to 98.4%) over the study period, including an increasein
318  hybrid immunity from 0.8% to 31.4%. Studies have shown that hybrid immunity offers several

319  advantages, including enhanced protection against severe disease and death, slower waning of immunity,
320  reduced risk of reinfection, promotion of B cell diversity, and facilitation of T cell activation during

321 subsequent vaccination.’* However, the impact of thisincrease on population immunity remains unclear
322 dueto the emergence and potential immune escape of SARS-CoV -2 variants. These findings emphasize
323  theimportance of ongoing surveillance and tailored vaccination strategiesto effectively manage the

324  COVID-19 pandemic.

325 RBD and S1 antibody levels gradually declined over time following initial vaccine doses,

326  reflecting the natural decay of vaccine-induced humoral immunity. S1 levels waned faster than RBD

327  levels, consistent with previous research.®® This difference might be due to the inherent structural stability
328  of the RBD region,* potentially contributing to slower degradation and potentially longer-lasting

329  protection against viral entry. However, limitations of the assay used warrant further investigation with

330  assaysoptimized for S1 and RBD detection to definitively assesstheir rel ative decay rates. As expected,
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331  booster doses substantially increased RBD and Sl levels compared to the primary series, peaking 14-27
332 days post-booster dose, indicating a rapid and robust immune response.

333 Recent SARS-CoV -2 infections boosted N, RBD, and S1 antibody levels, peaking within two
334  months and gradually declining after six months, suggesting natural humoral immunity decay. Although
335 infection may provide protective benefits through antibody boosts, vaccination remains the safest

336  strategy for building immunity against COVID-19, considering the risk of severeillness during infection.
337 One-quarter of participants with N seroconversion during the Omicron-predominant period

338 lacked apositive RT-PCR result. This could be due to asymptomatic or mild infections, transient viral
339  RNA levels below the detection threshold, or infections that were too recent for RT-PCR detection.

340  Alternatively, they could have had an acute infection that was not yet RT-PCR detectable. Supporting this
341  hypothesis, aprevious study reported declining RT-PCR sensitivity for detecting asymptomatic cases
342  over time, with peak sensitivity occurring within the first few days after infection.* Conversely, some
343  participants with positive RT-PCRs had negative N tests, possibly reflecting early infection before

344  dignificant antibody development. Alternatively, some individuals with mild or asymptomatic infections
345  might not generate a strong immune response. As aresult, their antibody production, including N

346  antibodies, may be minimal or undetectable.* These findings highlight the limitations of single testing
347  methods and the importance of considering viral load and timing of testing when interpreting results.

348  They also suggest the potential value of comprehensive testing approaches that combine multiple methods
349  for more accurate diagnosis.

350 Consistent with previous research,’ 84% of individuals who had their first SARS-CoV-2

351  infection after vaccination developed N antibodies. In contrast to pre-Omicron studies,” we observed no
352  significant differencesin N antibody detection between vaccinated and unvaccinated individuals with
353  recent infection. Omicron’s mutations in RBD may enhance breakthrough infections by evading vaccine-
354  induced antibody neutralization,**“* potentially leading to increased reliance on and strengthening of the
355  immune system’s N antibody response. Additionally, Omicron has a higher replication rate in the

356 nasopharynx, saliva, and upper respiratory tract compared to ancestral variants.*>* This may lead to
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357  increased shedding of viral particles, including the N protein, which the immune system can detect and
358  generate antibodies against.

359 Y ounger individuals (<20 years) had higher S1 and RBD levels than adults over 65 years beyond
360 5 months post-vaccination, consistent with other studies.*** Differences associated with advancing age
361  may be attributed to thymic involution and reduced B cell generation, differencesin inflammatory

362  response or cytokine production, and underlying comorbidities or immune modulatory medications.*®
363  Among the explored comorbidities, diabetes and high triglycerides were associated with lower 1gG

364  responses. Theinverse association with high triglyceride concentrations could be due to potential

365 interference from triglycerides with the assay used. Although an interfering substances study was not

366  performed for thisstudy, it isa consideration for future investigations. For diabetes specifically, potential
367  mechanismsinclude areduced number of circulating helper T cells and impaired antigen presentation, as
368  reported by Soetedjo et al.*® Further research is needed to understand the specific immunological

369  mechanisms by which certain comorbidities compromise vaccine-induced humoral immunity. These

370  findings emphasize the need for tailored vaccination strategies, potentially involving adjuvants to enhance
371  immune responsesin older adults and considering earlier booster doses for vulnerable populations.

372 This study included persons vaccinated with monovalent mRNA vaccines, initialy designed

147 these vaccines

373  against the wild-type SARS-CoV-2. While highly effective in preventing severeillness,
374  faced declining effectiveness as newer variants emerged.*®* Over three-quarters of infectionsin our study
375  occurred during the Omicron wave. Omicron sub-lineages from BA.1 to BA.5 and subsequent variants
376  such as XBB.1.5 and JN.1 demonstrated increased transmissibility and immune escape due to S1 protein
377  mutations, rendering the monovalent vaccines less protective.® In response, bivalent mMRNA boosters

378  targeting both the original strain and Omicron subvariants (BA.1 or BA.4-5) were developed for usein
379 late 2022 and demonstrated increased effectiveness against severe outcomes with Omicron infection

380  compared to monovalent vaccines in both laboratory and real-world studies.”™* COVID-19 vaccine

381  formulations were subsequently updated for 2023-2024 to a new monovalent vaccine, designed to target
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382  the Omicron XBB.1.5 sub-lineage.> The earlier bivalent and monovalent formulations are no longer

383  authorized for usein the U.S.

384 Despite waning antibody levels and variant emergence, vaccines remain an important way to

385  prevent severeillness, hospitalization, mechanical ventilation, and death associated with COV1D-19.1%%
386  Additionaly, effective treatments are available, further contributing to the reduction of severe outcomes.
387  Thisprotectsindividual health and reduces the economic burden on healthcare systems. Treating severe
388  COVID-19 casesis costly, with inpatient stays averaging $11,275 as of March 2022.> Widespread

389  vaccination reduces these high-cost hospitalizations, offering clear economic benefits.

390 This study was subject to several limitations. First, our analysis relied on specific antibody assays
391  measuring 1gG levels of N and S1 proteins. However, other relevant immune responses, such as B cell
392 and T cell-mediated immunity, were not assessed. Second, this study focused on antibody levels, not

393  directly assessing their functional effectiveness against variants. Changesin levels may not always

394  trandateto altered protection against clinical outcomes. Our findings showed an association between

395  higher anti-N IgG levels and a decreased likelihood of a subsequent positive RT-PCR test. The

396  relationship between antibody levels and disease severity can be complex and may vary depending on
397  factors such as the specific variant, the type of antibodies measured (1gG versus neutralizing antibodies),
398  andindividual immune response. However, our findings align with studies suggesting that higher 1gG
399  levels may be associated with alower risk of devel oping symptomatic COVID-19 infection.®**’

400 Our study describes IgG responses following vaccination and infection among a cohort in Puerto
401  Rico. Understanding the differential decay of RBD and S1 antibodies, the impact of comorbidities, and
402  thenuances of N response following infection further informs targeted interventions and public health
403  strategies. Some observed N and S1 serum reactivity might reflect undetected SARS-CoV-2 exposure,
404  underscoring the value of serological testing in capturing broader population immunity compared to RT-
405  PCR testing, which isonly detectable for a short time and might miss asymptomatic or mild cases.

406  Optimal testing to understand viral pathogenesis requires seria determinations of both viral antigens and

407  antibody responses.
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591  FigureTitlesand L egends

592  Figurel. Distribution of vaccine-induced, infection-induced, and hybrid (immunity derived from a
593  combination of vaccination and infection) immunity® against SARS-CoV-2 by age group, Puerto
594  Rico, 2020-2022. %Combined detection of anti-S1 antibodies (produced by both COV1D-19-vaccination
595  and SARS-CoV-2 infection) and anti-N antibodies (specific to prior infection), along with vaccination
596  history from vaccination cards. Vaccine-induced immunity: Individuals with history of >1 COVID-19
597  vaccination dose from vaccination card. I nfection-induced immunity: Individuals with positive anti-N
598  antibodies and positive anti-S1 antibodies. Hybrid immunity: Individuals with self-reported history of >1
599  COVID-19 vaccination dose and positive antibodies for both S1 and N antigens.

600

601  Figure?2. (A) Weekly distribution of SARS-CoV-2 N, RBD, and S1 antibody responses during the
602  serosurvey period and B) case counts (confirmed and probable) reported to the Puerto Rico

603  Department of Public Health in Ponce Health Region, 2020-2022. Departamento de Salud PR.

604 COVID-19 en cifras en Puerto Rico. 2024 [cited 2024 May 17]; Available from:

605 https://www.salud.pr.gov/estadisticas v2.

606

607 Figure 3. SARS-CoV-2 I1gG antibody responses by days since last vaccine stratified by RT-PCR

608  positivity in previous six monthsvs. no previous RT-PCR positivity and N negative (A) and

609 antibody responses by days sincelast positive RT-PCR and vaccination status (B), Puerto Rico,

610  2020-2022. Thelines are loess smoothing lines and shaded bands are 95% Cls.

611

612  Figure4. Paired SARS-CoV-2 IgG antibody responsesfor individuals at two time points six months
613  apart among people who had received three vaccine doses by prior RT-PCR positivity, Puerto Rico,

614  2020-2022.*P[<[10.05, **P < 0.01. NS: not significant.
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Table 1. Descriptive characteristics of COCOVID participants,
Puerto Rico, 2020-2022.

N =882

Characterigtic n (%)
Agegroup

<20 years 249 (28.2)

20-39 years 237 (26.9)

40-64 years 300 (34.0)

>65 years 96 (10.9)
Sex

Female 465 (52.7)

Male 417 (47.3)
Any chronic condition®

Yes 523 (59.3)

No 359 (40.7)
Follow-up visit

6 months 789 (37.0)

12 months 774 (36.3)

18 months 567 (26.6)
COVID-19 vaccination status recor ded on
final visit

Unvaccinated 86 (9.8)

One dose 10 (1.2)

Two doses 316 (35.8)

Three doses 468 (53.1)

Four doses 2(0.2
Positive SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR during study

Any positive RT-PCR 300 (34.0)

Pre-Delta predominant period 28(3.2)

Delta predominant period 17 (1.9

Omicron predominant period 263 (29.8)

No positive RT-PCR 582 (66.0)

@ Any chronic condition included hypertension (N=198), chronic
respiratory illness (N=152), diabetes (N=102), cardiac conditions (N=80),
thyroid conditions (N=81), gastrointestinal problems (N=75), high
triglycerides (N=72), asthma (N=60), arthritis (N=57), neurological
disorders (N=35), anxiety (N=33), rheumatic conditions (N=28),
depression (N=27), blood disorder (N=24), fibromyalgia (N=24), kidney
conditions (N=24), cancer (N=23), mental illness (N=17), physical
disabilities (N=15), liver conditions (N=14), obesity (N=14), stroke
(N=9), and other (N=155).
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Table 2. Anti-N seropositivity rates among participants who tested positive for SARS-CoV-2 by RT-PCR at least 14 days after
vaccination and were previously seronegative and RT-PCR negative, Puerto Rico, 2020-2022.

All Pre-Omicron Omicron

Anti-N Anti-N Anti-N

Participants seropositivity | Participants seropositivity | Participants seropositivity

Vaccination status N % (95% Cl) N % (95% Cl) N % (95% ClI)
Unvaccinated 18  77.8(51.9,92.6) 16 81.2(53.7,95.0) 2 50.0(9.5,90.5)
Two doses 49 83.7 (69.8, 92.2) 13 69.2 (38.9, 89.6) 36 88.9(73.0,96.4)
Three doses 67 74.6 (62.3, 84.1) - - 67 74.6(62.384.1)
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Table 3. Associations between SARS-CoV-2 seroreactivity and subsequent RT-PCR positivity within six
months during the Omicron predominant period, Puerto Rico, 2020-2022.

Positive RT- No positive
PCRin6 RT-PCRin6
months after months after

serology serology Adjusted” Odds

N = 129° N = 625° OddsRatio P- Ratio P-

n (%) n (%) (95%Cl) value (95% CI)  value

S1: seroreactivity 0.003 0.022
Seropositive 116 (89.9) 602 (96.3) 0.341(0.168, 0.692) 0.417 (0.198, 0.879)
Seronegative 13(10.2) 23(3.7) Reference Reference

S1: log(MFI) 0.005 0.089
>8.56 77 (59.7) 448 (71.7)  0.304 (0.148, 0.626) 0.407 (0.190, 0.870)
7.56-8.55 32(24.8) 116 (18.6) 0.488(0.223, 1.070) 0.487 (0.214, 1.106)
6.56-7.55 7(5.49) 38(6.1) 0.326(0.114, 0.936) 0.292 (0.098, 0.873)
Seronegative 13(10.1) 23(3.7) Reference Reference

N: seroreactivity <0.001 <0.001
Seropositive 7(5.49) 218 (34.9) 0.107 (0.049, 0.234) 0.097 (0.044, 0.212)
Seronegative 122 (94.6) 407 (65.1) Reference Reference

N: log(MFI) <0.001 <0.001
>8.56 1(0.8) 184 (29.4) 0.042 (0.006, 0.307) 0.037 (0.005, 0.270)
7.56-8.55 3(2.3 155(24.8) 0.133(0.041, 0.431) 0.124 (0.038, 0.403)
6.56-7.55 3(2.3 148 (23.7)  0.156 (0.048, 0.507) 0.140 (0.043, 0.458)
Seronegative 122 (94.6) 138 (22.1) Reference Reference

M FI: median fluorescence intensity

Almost all (98%) antibody tests were seropositive for RBD, therefore RBD was excluded from this analysis.

2 The denominator is the number of serological tests performed.

® Adjusted for age group, sex, and any chronic condition using mixed-effects logistic regression. All models included participant as a
random effect. Associations with S1 were also adjusted for N seroreactivity; associations with N were adjusted for S1 seroreactivity.

28


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.01.24311375

Previous infection without vaccination

. Previous vaccination without infection
. Previous vaccination and infection

. No previous infection or vaccination

(9p=u) zzoT BNy - ZZ0Z JeN
(69=U) 220Z 924 - LZ0Z WO
(6£=U) LZOZ d°S - LZ0T el

(8v=U) LZ0Z 1dY - 0Z0Z 22@

(05 1=u) ZzoT BNy - Z20T BN
(£0z=u) zZ0T 924 - 120Z 190
(SLz=u) Lz0T dos - 1Z0Z Aen

(9£1=u) 1Z0Z 1dv - 020 924

(90L=u) zzozZ BNV - 2Z0Z 1N
(8¥71=) Z20Z 924 - LZ0OZ W0 2
5
=

(Pv1=u) LZ0TZ das - LZ0Z ke

(551=u) LzoZ 1dy - 0Z0Z 220

(seL=u) zzoZ BNV - ZZ0Z JeN
(¥1L=u) z20T 924 - 120Z 190
(€91=u) Lz0Z das - LZ0Z ke

(671=U) 1L20Z 1dV - 0202 924

(zev=u) zzoz BNy - 20T JeN
(¥95=u) 220T 924 - 120Z 190
(L09=U) LZ0z das - LZ0z ke

(825=u) LzoT 1dY - 0Z0Z 220

M 20-39years 40-64years '

100%
75%
50%
25%

0%


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.01.24311375

= TIi¥Igie v TeVT,
L w2 0, 0,0 0, WL, g
M V OO MO <t < IO IO O O NN 0 0 O Al
N
(=]
°

S1
> ————— ({0 DNV - 220z by
m -zeozInr -zzoz Inr
M -zzoz unr - Zzoz unr
W w 7202 ey - 2202 ke
m e Z20Tudy - 220z 1dy
M W 220z fen - 220T 1B
: e 7707 G - 2202 924
w m - 720z ver - 720z uer
Wm - 1202980 - 1202 980
0
3 LN 1202 AON
3 - 1z02 100 8 1202 190
um - 120¢ das - 1207 das
u - 120g bny - 120 bny
e -1z0z Inr - 1z0z Inr
w - 1z0z unp - 1z0z unr
m 1207 ke - 120T ke
c - 1207 1dy - 1202 1dy
a - 120T 1B - 1Z0T 1B
- - 1202 924 - 1202 984

w‘ LZ0Z uer - 1¢0¢ uer
—— 707 98 | | | - 0202 98
2 < 2 3 3° & a2 3¢ a2 3° &° < N 3° 2 m m m S
s k& 8 & ®83 B & & &8 Rk 7 & ° 3 8 8
uorpodoid sase)

Date


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.01.24311375

log(MFI)

10.0

7.5

5.0

2.5

7.5

o1
o

2.5

7.5

5.0

2.5

0.0

Positive RT-PCR

0 50 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200
Days since vaccination

—— Previous positive RT-PCR —— RT-PCR and N negative

50 100 150
Days since positive RT-PCR

Two doses Three doses

aay


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.01.24311375

log(MFI)

NS.

*%

Collection 1

Collection 2

Collection 1

Collection 2

Collection 1

Collection 2

40d- 1Y aAnebaN

o
o
(7]
=
<
o
=
T
o
o
-



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.01.24311375

