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Abstract: Background: More than half the global population has been exposed to SARS-CoV-2.
Naturally induced immunity influences the outcome of subsequent exposure to variants
and vaccine responses. We measured anti-spike IgG responses to explore the basis
for this enhanced immunity. 
Methods: A prospective cohort study in a South African community through
the ancestral/beta/delta/omicron SARS-CoV-2 waves.  Health seeking
behaviour/illness were recorded and post-wave serum samples probed for IgG to
Spike (CoV2-S-IgG). To estimate protective CoV2-S-IgG threshold levels, logistic
functions were fit to describe the correlation of CoV2-S-IgG measured before a wave
and the probability for seroconversion/boosting thereafter for unvaccinated and
vaccinated adults.
Findings: Despite little disease, 176/339 (51·9%) participants were seropositive
following wave 1, rising to 74%, 89·8% and 97·3% after waves 2, 3 and 4
respectively. CoV2-S-IgG induced by natural exposure protected against subsequent
SARS-CoV-2 infection with the greatest protection for beta and the least for
omicron.  Vaccination induced higher CoV2-S-IgG in seropositive compared to naïve
vaccinees.  Amongst seropositive participants, proportions above the 50% protection
against infection threshold were 69% (95% CrI: 62, 72) following 1 vaccine dose, 63%
(95% CrI: 63, 75) following 2 doses and only 11% (95% CrI: 7, 14) in unvaccinated
during the omicron wave.  
Interpretation: Naturally induced CoV2-S-IgG do not achieve high enough levels to
prevent omicron infection in most exposed individuals but are substantially boosted by
vaccination leading to significant protection. A single vaccination in those with prior
immunity is more immunogenic than 2 doses in a naïve vaccinee and thus may provide
adequate protection.
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Research in context  

Evidence before this study 

Natural infection with ancestral SARS-CoV-2 virus provides partial protection against re-

infection with the same and closely related SARS-CoV-2 variants, but higher rates of re-

infection have been described with Omicron. In addition, vaccination against SARS-CoV2 

provides relatively lower protection against symptomatic Omicron infection than for other 

variants. Hybrid immunity, a combination of immunity induced by natural infection and 

vaccination is of critical interest due to the high incidence of natural infection in many 

populations and increased availability of vaccination.  Vaccination following infection may 

provide more robust immunity than either infection or vaccination alone , but there are 

limited data on the impact of hybrid immunity for protection against different variants or on 

the optimal vaccination strategy following natural infection. 

Added value of this study 

We leveraged a unique South African birth cohort in a poor peri-urban area, to 

longitudinally investigate infection, illness and serological responses to natural exposure to 

SARS-CoV-2 over 4 waves of the pandemic in healthy mothers. We also investigated the 

impact of  prior natural exposure on BNT162b2 mRNA vaccine responses. We used this 

information to derive estimates of levels of spike-specific IgG associated with protection for 

subsequent infection following natural or hybrid immunity.   Despite little disease, most 

participants were seropositive with rates rising from 52% to 74%, 90% and 97% after waves 

1, 2, 3 and 4 respectively. Antibodies to spike protein induced by natural exposure protected 

against subsequent infection with the greatest protection for beta and the least for 

omicron.  Antibody levels following vaccination were significantly higher in those who were 

seropositive prior to vaccine, compared to those seronegative. Amongst seropositive 
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participants, proportions above the 50% protection against infection threshold were 69% 

following 1 vaccine dose, 63%  following 2 doses and only 11% in unvaccinated during the 

omicron wave.  In those seropositive prior to vaccination no significant increase in antibody 

levels occurred after the 2nd dose of vaccine, unlike the increase in seronegative 

participants. A single dose of vaccine in seropositive individuals induced higher antibody 

concentrations than two doses in seronegative recipients. 

 

Implications of all the available evidence 

Naturally induced spike antibodies do not achieve high enough levels to prevent omicron 

infection in most exposed individuals but are substantially boosted by vaccination leading to 

significant protection. A single vaccination in those with prior natural immunity is more 

immunogenic than 2 doses in seronegative people and may provide adequate protection 

against omicron and other variants. Vaccination programs in populations with high 

seroprevalence using a single vaccination as a primary strategy should be considered. 
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Abstract  
 
Background: More than half the global population has been exposed to SARS-CoV-2. 

Naturally induced immunity influences the outcome of subsequent exposure to variants and 

vaccine responses. We measured anti-spike IgG responses to explore the basis for this 

enhanced immunity.  

Methods: A prospective cohort study in a South African community through the 

ancestral/beta/delta/omicron SARS-CoV-2 waves.  Health seeking behaviour/illness were 

recorded and post-wave serum samples probed for IgG to Spike (CoV2-S-IgG). To estimate 

protective CoV2-S-IgG threshold levels, logistic functions were fit to describe the correlation 

of CoV2-S-IgG measured before a wave and the probability for seroconversion/boosting 

thereafter for unvaccinated and vaccinated adults. 

Findings: Despite little disease, 176/339 (51·9%) participants were seropositive following 

wave 1, rising to 74%, 89·8% and 97·3% after waves 2, 3 and 4 respectively. CoV2-S-IgG 

induced by natural exposure protected against subsequent SARS-CoV-2 infection with the 

greatest protection for beta and the least for omicron.  Vaccination induced higher CoV2-S-

IgG in seropositive compared to naïve vaccinees.  Amongst seropositive participants, 

proportions above the 50% protection against infection threshold were 69% (95% CrI: 62, 

72) following 1 vaccine dose, 63% (95% CrI: 63, 75) following 2 doses and only 11% (95% CrI: 

7, 14) in unvaccinated during the omicron wave.   

Interpretation: Naturally induced CoV2-S-IgG do not achieve high enough levels to prevent 

omicron infection in most exposed individuals but are substantially boosted by vaccination 

leading to significant protection. A single vaccination in those with prior immunity is more 

immunogenic than 2 doses in a naïve vaccinee and thus may provide adequate protection. 
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Background 

Since the start of the pandemic in late 2019, it is estimated that there have been 

approximately 520 million confirmed cases of COVID-19, including more than 6·2 million 

deaths (https://covid19.who.int). Many SARS-CoV-2 infections are asymptomatic and the 

latest global estimates suggest that half the human population are seropositive as a 

consequence of exposure.1 While natural infection with ancestral SARS-CoV-2 virus provides 

partial protection against re-infection with the same and closely related SARS-CoV-2 

variants,2,3 infection with Omicron, antigenically the most distant of the variants of concern 

to the ancestral wild type strain,4 has been associated with higher rates of re-infection.5,6  

Natural infection with SARS-CoV-2 induces both humoral and cellular immunity and 

protection against re-infection is likely to be the result of a combination of receptor binding 

domain antibodies preventing SARS-CoV-2 interaction with ACE2 receptor, thus preventing 

infection and T cells, specific for a variety of antigens, stopping or modulating the 

progression to symptomatic and or serious disease and death. Primary immunisation with 

existing spike-containing authorised vaccines has provided relatively poor protection against 

symptomatic Omicron infection, most likely due to the variants escape from vaccine-

induced immunity secondary to critical mutations in the Receptor Binding Domain.7  

 

While both binding and neutralising antibody are recognised as correlates of protection 

against SARS-CoV-2 infection,8,9 much of the focus on antibody correlates has been in 

relation to vaccine induced immunity,10,11 with a focus on future vaccine licensure.12 

Relatively little is understood of natural immunity and the relationship between antibodies 

induced after exposure to SARS-CoV-2 and subsequent protection from infection. However 

such immunity, induced after natural infection, is becoming of critical interest due to the 
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observation that vaccination following infection may provide more robust immunity than 

either infection or vaccination alone.13-16 This so called hybrid immunity17 is associated with 

a breadth of variant recognition that appears to be a consequence of immune maturation.18 

 

South Africa has experienced four well-defined SARS-CoV-2 waves of infection; the first 

driven by the ancestral (Wuhan) strain, the second dominated (>95%) by beta-variant 

(B.1.351),2 the third predominantly due to the delta-variant and the 4th wave due to the 

Omicron variant.19 We leveraged a unique South African birth cohort in a poor peri-urban 

area, to longitudinally investigate infection, illness and serological responses to natural 

exposure to SARS-CoV-2 in mothers over 4 waves of the pandemic as well as to study 

responses to SARS-CoV-2 vaccine to investigate the impact of  previous natural exposure on 

vaccine responses. We used this information to derive estimates of levels of spike-specific 

IgG associated with protection from subsequent infection following natural or hybrid 

immunity.    

  

Methods 

We studied participants in an established South African birth cohort, the Drakenstein Child 

Health Study (DCHS),20 using a convenience sample of maternal participants through the 

COVID-19 pandemic from 6 March 2020 to 28 February 2022, spanning four waves. The 

convenience sample included sequential mothers attending follow-up visits with their 

children with blood sampling through all 4 waves of the pandemic. The study is situated in a 

low-income peri-urban community, in which there is a strong primary health care program, 

well established study surveillance systems for illness and high cohort retention as 
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previously described.20 Illness and health seeking behaviour were monitored throughout 

and additional study visits through each wave were initiated with serum samples obtained.   

 

Serological responses to SARS-CoV2 were measured in 4 matched sera obtained following 

each of the 4 waves. These were defined by the SA National Institute of Communicable 

Diseases as wave 1 (ancestral strain) week 24-35 2020 , wave 2 (beta variant) week 48 2020-

week 5 2021, wave 3 (delta variant) week 19-37 2021 and wave 4 (omicron variant) week 45 

2021-week 3 2022.21 A national program for SARS-CoV2 vaccination began for health care 

workers from March 2021 providing a single dose of Ad.26COV2.S (Johnson & Johnson 

vaccine; AD26.COV.2.S ); this was broadened to include all adults (>18 years) from June 

2021, in which a single dose Ad26.COV.2.S or 2 doses of BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) 

vaccine (given 6 weeks apart) became available. Booster doses of either AD26.COV.2.S  or 

BNT162b2 became available from January 2022. The national program is the only source of 

SARS-CoV-2 vaccination available in South Africa. 

 

The study was approved by the Human Research Ethics Committee, Faculty of Health Sciences 

University of Cape Town. Mothers provided written informed consent which was renewed 

annually.  

 

Antibody measurements  

Serum samples from mothers were tested for IgG to spike (S) protein derived from ancestral 

SARS-CoV-2 (S-ancestral), beta (S-beta), delta (S-delta) or Omicron (S-omicron) variants 

using the Meso Scale discovery platform (MSD® Rockville, MD) as described before22. The 

detection of S-ancestral IgG in this assay is highly sensitive and specific for exposure to 
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SARS-CoV-2 and hence was used to define seropositivity (S-ancestral >1·09 WHO BAU/ml). 

Geometric mean concentrations (95% CI) of IgG levels (GMC) for SARS-CoV2 antibodies 

were calculated.  IgG to spike from different strains cross-reacts but higher titres are 

generated to the infecting strain therefore a ratio of variant S-IgG: S-ancestral IgG was 

calculated.  

 

Statistical analysis 

Data were analyzed using STATA 14.1 (STATA Corporation, College Station, TX USA) and R (R 

core team 2021, version 4.1.2). Data were summarised as frequencies (percent) if 

categorical and median (interquartile range (IQR)) if continuous. Wilcoxon rank-sum test 

(Mann-Whitney U test), Wilcoxon signed-rank test and Chi-square or Fisher’s exact were 

used for crude comparisons, as appropriate.  Seropositivity was measured longitudinally 

though each wave; once vaccinated, a participant was excluded from calculation of 

seroprevalence. A Kaplan-Meier plot was used to calculate the time in which unvaccinated 

participants became seropositive through the 4 waves; a participant was censored at the 

time of seropositivity.   

 

Generalised estimating equations (GEE) were used to identify risk factors associated with 

seropositivity over the waves. A binomial distribution and logit link function, as well as 

robust standard errors to account for the presence of heteroscedascity, were used in 

generating the GEE models. The model was adjusted for age, HIV infection, marital status, 

maternal education, maternal employment, household income, household size, maternal 

smoking, asthma diagnosis and maternal weight.  
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To estimate threshold levels of antibodies induced by prior exposure or vaccine which may 

protect against subsequent SARS-CoV-2 infection, logistic functions were fit to spike IgG 

titres measured before and after the beta, delta and omicron waves. The software package 

R2Jags was used for Bayesian model fitting. Similar to a logistic regression the probability of 

seroconversion (defined as titres increasing by more than 1% post wave) after the beta, 

delta and omicron waves was estimated as a function of the amount of the antibody prior to 

a wave, but using a more flexible link function. This allowed estimation of infection attack 

rates in naïve or vaccinated individuals, the maximal protection achievable from naturally 

derived or vaccine induced antibodies and antibody thresholds associated with specific 

levels of protection. The model code is available from the github repository:  

https://github.com/bquilty25/covid_seroconv. 

 

Role of the funding source 

The funders of the study had no role in study design, data collection, data analysis, data 

interpretation, or writing of the report. All authors had full access to all the data in the study 

and had final responsibility for the decision to submit for publication. 

 

Results 

The detailed characteristics of 339 mothers [median age 32·9y (IQR 28·9; 37·2y)] 

participating in this study are summarised in Table S1. Participants were predominantly of 

low socioeconomic status and self-reported maternal smoking occurred in 124 (36·6%).   

There were 69 (20·4%) HIV-infected mothers, all were well established on antiretroviral 

therapy (ART) for a median (IQR) of 8·4 (7·5,11·0) years. The median household size was 5 

(4-6) people. During the study period there were 18 (5·3%) PCR-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 
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infections, 3 COVID-related hospitalizations and no deaths. Median (IQR) follow-up over this 

period was 495 (475; 517) days with a median of 184 days between blood sampling 

following wave 1 and 2 and 157 days and 132 days between samples for the two 

subsequent waves. Two (0·6%) mothers were vaccinated with AD26.COV.2.S before their 2nd 

wave sample, 95 (28·0%) were vaccinated before their 3rd wave sample (63 with BNT162b2 

dose 1; 13 with 2 BNT162b2 doses and 19 with a dose of AD26.COV.2.S) and 154 (45·4%) 

were vaccinated before the 4th wave (127 with at least 1 BNT162b2 dose, 66 with 2 

BNT162b2 doses and 27 with a single dose of AD26.COV.2.S) (Figure S1). 

 

Despite little COVID illness, 176 (51·9%) mothers were seropositive following wave 1. 

Amongst unvaccinated mothers levels of seropositivity increased to 74·3% (250/337) after 

wave 2, 89·8% (219/244) after wave 3 and 97·3% (180/185) after wave 4 (Table 1). Only 5 

unvaccinated mothers (2·7%) remained seronegative throughout all four waves. 

Multivariate analysis of factors associated with seropositivity indicated that, age, HIV 

infection and maternal weight were positively associated with seropositivity across the 4 

waves in the unadjusted analysis, while current cigarette smoking was inversely associated 

(Table S2). In the adjusted model, those in more crowded households had greater odds of 

seropositivity over the 4 waves (adjusted OR=1·14, 95% CI: 1·02; 1·27) and current smoking 

was associated with seronegativity (adjusted OR=0·43, 95% CI: 0·28; 0·66) but none of the 

other covariates remained significant in the adjusted model. 

While 52% of seronegative mothers seroconverted following the Wuhan and Beta variant 

waves (1 and 2), 66% and 77% seroconverted after exposure to the Delta (wave 3) and the 

Omicron strain (wave 4) respectively consistent with greater transmissibility of these 

variants of concern (Table 1). Amongst unvaccinated mothers, the highest anti-spike IgG 
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concentrations for all variants were seen after the Omicron wave and concentrations were 

significantly higher after each wave for mothers seropositive prior to the wave compared to 

seronegatives consistent with natural priming (Table 1, fig 1A, 1B). Furthermore 

seronegative mothers demonstrated a ratio of variant to wild-type Spike IgG of >1·0 

indicating a primary response to the variant of concern (VOC) dominant during the wave 

while seropositive mothers, despite an increase in S-IgG, had VOC:WT ratios <1 indicating 

possible imprinting following the original exposure. A small number of mothers reverted to 

become seronegative following waves 2 and 3 [8 (2·4%) and 2 (0·8%) respectively] but none 

following wave 4.  

 

Following the first wave, to explore whether naturally induced spike-IgG prevented 

increases in S-IgG (a proxy for variant infection) in subsequent waves, we analysed the 

changes in IgG following waves 2, 3 and 4 in seropositive mothers (Table 2). For mothers 

seropositive after wave 1, only 28·2% (49/174) increased S-ancestral IgG after wave 2 

(compared to 52% of seronegative mothers). Following wave 3, 59% of seropositive mothers 

responded to Delta (104/176) compared to 67% of seronegatives and following wave 4, 80% 

responded to Omicron (130/163) compared to 77% of seronegatives. Higher pre-wave 

antibody levels were associated with a lower probability of increased IgG following the 

subsequent wave (Table 2 and Figure 1), indicating a potentially protective effect against 

infection. This was more pronounced for ancestral strain antibodies against the beta wave 

than against the delta and omicron waves. 

 

To explore the impact of infection induced pre-wave IgG in more detail we estimated that the 

probability for boosting in individuals with very low S-ancestral titres was 53% (95% CrI: 46, 
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64) during beta, 68% (95% CrI: 60, 85) during delta and 84% (95% CrI: 78, 90) during the 

omicron wave. In comparison, estimates for boosting rates in individuals with the very highest 

antibodies titres were 17% (95% CrI: 4, 26) 39% (95% CrI: 8, 60) and 23% (95% CrI: 2, 60) 

respectively (Table 3). 

 

Substantially greater pre-wave S-ancestral IgG titres were required to provide 50% 

protection against infection (a threshold defined as the inflection point of the 5-parameter 

logistic function) before the omicron wave, compared to the delta and beta waves (Figure 

1C, 1D, 1E; Table 3).  Based on these thresholds 70% (95% CrI: 55, 89), 28% (95% CrI: 1%, 

90%) and 8% (95% CrI: 3, 17) of seropositive, unvaccinated participants had sufficient pre 

wave antibodies to be protected against infection in the beta, delta, and omicron waves 

respectively, table 3. These findings were also robust to the use of variant-specific titres 

despite a lower estimated threshold for Omicron (Table S3) as the WT and variant 

concentrations were highly correlated (Figure S2). 

 

Of 154 vaccinated participants, 135 (87·7%) were seropositive prior to vaccination (Table 

S4). As the majority received BNT162b2 vaccine (127, 82·5%), GMCs for the BNT162b2 

vaccine recipients, stratified by preceding serostatus were calculated (Figure 2 and Table 

S5).  Antibody levels following one or two doses of vaccine were significantly higher in those 

who were seropositive prior to vaccine, compared to those seronegative, for all antibodies 

measured including S-ancestral, S-beta, S-delta and S-omicron.  A 2nd dose of vaccine in 

those seropositive prior to vaccination showed no significant increase in IgG following dose 

2. In contrast a 2nd dose in seronegative vaccine recipients resulted in an expected increase 
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(Figure 2 and Table S5). A single dose of vaccine in seropositive individuals induced a higher 

IgG concentration than two doses in naïve vaccine recipients. 

 

A substantially greater proportion of seropositive (prior to vaccination), vaccinated 

individuals (1 and 2 doses) were above the 50% protection against infection level compared 

to seropositive but unvaccinated individuals in the omicron wave, with 69% (95% CrI: 62, 72) 

protected having received 1 dose and 63% (95% CrI: 63, 75) protected having received 2 

doses, compared to 11% (95% CrI: 7, 14) protected having received 0 doses (Table 3). The 

estimated threshold and proportion of individuals protected were not substantially different 

if  vaccinated individuals were excluded when calculating the threshold, indicating that 

antibody levels are the primary determinant of infection prevention rather than another 

vaccine-specific factor (50% protection threshold: 869 WHO BAU/ml (95% CrI: 366, 2163); 

66% (95% CrI: 40, 76%) protected for one dose, 63% (95% CrI: 50, 75) protected for 2 doses, 

and 8% (95% CrI: 3, 17) protected for unvaccinated). 

 

Discussion 

More than 2 years since the pandemic started many communities around the world have 

been exposed to successive waves of SARS-CoV-2 infections. This exposure has altered their 

susceptibility to subsequent infection23 and is likely responsible for the different disease 

profiles witnessed following the omicron wave.  In communities with previous widespread 

exposure and vaccinations, omicron infection has been relatively mild while in communities 

where zero-tolerance of COVID has been pursued and thus relatively little disease-modifying 

population immunity has been acquired the impact of omicron has been more severe.24 In 

healthy mothers resident in the poor peri-urban area of South Africa which was the focus of 
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this study, 53% were seropositive after the first wave of ancestral SARS-CoV-2 and this rose, 

in unvaccinated mothers, to 97·3% following the omicron wave which swept South Africa 

between November 2021 and January 2022. This rate of seropositivity in an unvaccinated 

population is to our knowledge the highest reported and greatly exceeding population 

estimates for Africa of 65·7%.25 Despite high rates of successive exposure to SARS-CoV-2 

very few of the mothers in this study tested positive for SARS-CoV-2 (5·3%), despite ready 

access to health care facilities, and only 3 were hospitalized. This concurs with the recently 

published WHO analysis suggesting Africa differentiates itself from other regions by its high 

number of asymptomatic (67%) infections25 as well as a South African based household 

infection study which estimated that 85·3% of infections were asymptomatic.26 

Prior exposure resulting in an immune response to SARS-CoV-2 was associated with a 

reduced likelihood of infection.. This finding is consistent with a reduced risk of reinfection 

in a household study conducted in Soweto where prior infection provided durable 

protection against reinfection throughout the study period which included the beta and 

delta waves.27 Despite antibody levels being in the range of or exceeding those following the 

beta wave, a substantially lower proportion of seropositive individuals had pre-wave 

antibody levels above the modelled threshold of protection in the delta and omicron waves 

(7% and 4% respectively vs. 44% for beta), indicating lower cross-protection of antibodies 

against these variants. Rates of infection in the seronegative and seropositive mothers 

following the omicron wave were similar and only those with very high natural antibodies 

had a reduced risk of infection explaining the omicron variants propensity for high rates of 

both primary and reinfection.5 
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In seropositive mothers, responses to BNT162b2 were higher after one or two doses, 

compared to the seronegative mothers. As a consequence of higher titres, a greater 

proportion of vaccinated mothers had antibody levels above the 50% threshold providing 

protection from omicron infection compared to mothers with naturally acquired immunity. 

While 2 doses of COVID-19 vaccines fail to provide durable protection against omicron 

infections, booster doses have been associated with good short term effectiveness against 

omicron infection.14,28,29 This prevention of infection is likely related to the higher 

concentrations of cross reactive IgG induced by the booster.  

Hybrid immunity, that seen after a combination of natural and vaccine induced immunity, is 

becoming important as an increasing proportion of the global population becomes exposed 

to SARS-CoV-2 and more vaccination takes place on the background of natural immunity. In 

our study, responses to either one or two doses of BNT162b2 in seropositive individuals 

were greater than those seen in naïve vaccinees and a second dose in a naturally infected 

individual was not associated with the expected increase in IgG. It is also now well 

recognized that vaccination following natural exposure is associated with great vaccine 

effectiveness13-15 compared to either natural or vaccine induced immunity alone. As 

suggested by our study the greater effectiveness of hybrid immunity is likely linked to 

enhanced immunogenicity of vaccine on the background of natural immunity and the 

reported increase in the breadth of immunity.18 We were also able to demonstrate 

qualitative differences following exposure to variants between naïve and seropositive 

mothers with naïve mothers mounting an IgG response dominated by the spike antigen 

from the VOC while seropositive mothers responded with a dominant wild type IgG 

irrespective of the VOC they were exposed to suggesting a degree of imprinting as first 
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suggested by Röltgen and colleagues.18 As there are important differences in the 

immunogenicity and effectiveness of vaccines when administered to previously exposed 

individuals, the need to provide 2 doses of vaccine to unvaccinated individuals as a priming 

schedule should be reconsidered. With high (and increasing) rates of seropositivity in many 

unvaccinated communities in the world, there may be a substantial advantage in focusing 

efforts on providing a single dose of vaccine to such communities rather than having targets 

for two dose priming. It is possible that two doses in a seropositive individual will provide 

more durable immunity13 but the relative benefits of a second dose require further study. 

Our study has several limitations including that infection to a variant was inferred from an 

increase in anti-spike IgG. As individuals were not tested for active infection unless 

symptomatic, we were unable to determine whether individuals were exposed during the 

course of a wave unless seroconversion occurred; hence, those who did not seroconvert 

during a wave may contain a mixture of those who were exposed and experienced an 

aborted infection due to sterilizing immunity, and those who were unexposed. Additionally 

a degree of antibody waning may have taken place between pre-wave sampling and 

exposure in the subsequent wave, so antibody levels at exposure are likely to have been 

lower than when measured. We did not measure neutralizing antibody as we have 

previously shown excellent correlation between binding antibody as measured in our 

laboratory and live virus or pseudovirus neutralization.12 We also did not have access to 

stored cells to evaluate cellular immune mechanism although these may be more important 

for disease/serious disease manifestation rather than the prevention of infection. 

In summary this study has shown very high seroprevalence to SARS-CoV-2 in a poor, peri-

urban South African community. Seropositivity via natural exposure to SARS-CoV-2 was 
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associated with subsequent protection from infection with beta and delta variant but not 

Omicron, where only very high levels of natural antibody provided protection. Vaccination 

of seropositive individuals elicited higher concentrations of Spike IgG compared to 

seronegative mothers and a greater proportion of seropositive vaccinated mothers were 

therefore protected from Omicron. A single dose of current vaccine based on Wild Type 

SARS-CoV-2 in seropositive individuals may provide sufficient protection against known or 

related SARS-CoV-2 variants. 

 

Author contributions: 

HJZ contributed to conceptualisation, funding acquisition, methodology, supervision and 

writing of original draft. RM, LW did data curation and formal analysis. MB, TB were 

involved in methodology and project administration. MJ, AH contributed to laboratory 

investigation and methodology. MPN was involved in conceptualisation and methodology. 

BJQ, SF undertook formal analysis. DG contributed to conceptualisation, formal analysis, 

methodology, supervision and writing of original draft. All authors contributed to the final 

manuscript. 

 

Declaration of interests  

HJZ reports grants from UK NIHR, the Wellcome Trust Centre for Infectious Disease 

Research in Africa, the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation, the NIH H3 Africa and the SA-MRC. 

MPN has an Australian National Health and Medical Research Council Investigator Grant). 

BJQ is supported by the Bill and Melinda Gates). Stefan Flasche is supported by a Sir Henry 

Dale Fellowship jointly funded by the Wellcome Trust and the Royal Society.   

 

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 June 21, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.20.22276647doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.20.22276647


 19 

Data sharing  

An anonymised, de-identified version of the dataset can be made available upon request to 

allow all results to be reproduced. 

 

Acknowledgements 

We thank the children and families participating in the DCHS. We acknowledge the study 

staff, and the clinical and administrative staff of the Western Cape Government Health 

Department for their support of the study and Jim Wilbur from Meso Scale Discovery for 

technical support. This study was funded by the UK NIHR GECO award (GEC111), the 

Wellcome Trust Centre for Infectious Disease Research in Africa (CIDRI), the Bill & Melinda 

Gates Foundation, USA (grant number OPP1017641, OPP1017579) and the NIH H3 Africa 

(grant numbers U54HG009824, U01AI110466]. HZ is supported by the SA-MRC. MPN is 

supported by an Australian National Health and Medical Research Council Investigator Grant 

(APP1174455). BJQ is supported by a grant from the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation 

(OPP1139859). Stefan Flasche is supported by a Sir Henry Dale Fellowship jointly funded by 

the Wellcome Trust and the Royal Society (Grant number 208812/Z/17/Z). DG benefits from 

the support of the NIHR GOSH Biomedical Research Centre. 

 

References  

 

1. Bergeri I, Whelan M, Ware H, et al. Global epidemiology of SARS-CoV-2 infection: a 

systematic review and meta-analysis of standardized population-based seroprevalence 

studies, Jan 2020-Dec 2021. medRxiv 2022: 2021.12.14.21267791. 

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 June 21, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.20.22276647doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.20.22276647


 20 

2. Hall V, Foulkes S, Insalata F, et al. Protection against SARS-CoV-2 after Covid-19 

Vaccination and Previous Infection. N Engl J Med 2022. 

3. Chemaitelly H, Bertollini R, Abu-Raddad LJ. Efficacy of Natural Immunity against 

SARS-CoV-2 Reinfection with the Beta Variant. N Engl J Med 2021; 385(27): 2585-6. 

4. Mykytyn AZ, Rissmann M, Kok A, et al. Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 are antigenically 

distinct SARS-CoV-2 variants. bioRxiv 2022: 2022.02.23.481644. 

5. Pulliam JRC, van Schalkwyk C, Govender N, et al. Increased risk of SARS-CoV-2 

reinfection associated with emergence of Omicron in South Africa. Science 2022: eabn4947. 

6. Eggink D, Andeweg SP, Vennema H, et al. Increased risk of infection with SARS-CoV-2 

Omicron BA. 1 compared with Delta in vaccinated and previously infected individuals, the 

Netherlands, 22 November 2021 to 19 January 2022. Eurosurveillance 2022; 27(4): 2101196. 

7. Ai J, Wang X, He X, et al. Antibody evasion of SARS-CoV-2 Omicron BA.1, BA.1.1, 

BA.2, and BA.3 sub-lineages. Cell Host Microbe 2022. 

8. Khoury DS, Cromer D, Reynaldi A, et al. Neutralizing antibody levels are highly 

predictive of immune protection from symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection. Nat Med 2021; 

27(7): 1205-11. 

9. Earle KA, Ambrosino DM, Fiore-Gartland A, et al. Evidence for antibody as a 

protective correlate for COVID-19 vaccines. Vaccine 2021; 39(32): 4423-8. 

10. Feng S, Phillips DJ, White T, et al. Correlates of protection against symptomatic and 

asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection. Nat Med 2021; 27(11): 2032-40. 

11. Gilbert PB, Montefiori DC, McDermott AB, et al. Immune correlates analysis of the 

mRNA-1273 COVID-19 vaccine efficacy clinical trial. Science 2022; 375(6576): 43-50. 

12. Goldblatt D, Fiore-Gartland A, Johnson M, et al. Towards a population-based 

threshold of protection for COVID-19 vaccines. Vaccine 2022; 40(2): 306-15. 

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 June 21, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.20.22276647doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.20.22276647


 21 

13. Nordström P, Ballin M, Nordström A. Risk of SARS-CoV-2 reinfection and COVID-19 

hospitalisation in individuals with natural and hybrid immunity: a retrospective, total 

population cohort study in Sweden. Lancet Infect Dis 2022. 

14. Altarawneh HN, Chemaitelly H, Ayoub HH, et al. Effect of prior infection, vaccination, 

and hybrid immunity against symptomatic BA.1 and BA.2 Omicron infections and severe 

COVID-19 in Qatar. medRxiv 2022: 2022.03.22.22272745. 

15. Smolenov I, Han HH, Li P, et al. Impact of previous exposure to SARS-CoV-2 and of S-

Trimer (SCB-2019) COVID-19 vaccination on the risk of reinfection: a randomised, double-

blinded, placebo-controlled, phase 2 and 3 trial. Lancet Infect Dis 2022. 

16. Bates TA, McBride SK, Leier HC, et al. Vaccination before or after SARS-CoV-2 

infection leads to robust humoral response and antibodies that effectively neutralize 

variants. Sci Immunol 2022: eabn8014. 

17. Goldblatt D. SARS-CoV-2: from herd immunity to hybrid immunity. Nat Rev Immunol 

2022. 

18. Röltgen K, Nielsen SCA, Silva O, et al. Immune imprinting, breadth of variant 

recognition, and germinal center response in human SARS-CoV-2 infection and vaccination. 

Cell 2022; 185(6): 1025-40.e14. 

19. Tegally H, Wilkinson E, Giovanetti M, et al. Detection of a SARS-CoV-2 variant of 

concern in South Africa. Nature 2021; 592(7854): 438-43. 

20. Zar H, Barnett W, Myer L, Stein D, Nicol M. Investigating the early-life determinants 

of illness in Africa: the Drakenstein Child Health Study. Thorax 2015; 70(6): 592-4. 

21. National Institute of Communicable Diseases. COVID-19 Weekly Epidemiology Brief: 

Week 20 of 2022. South Africa: National Institute of Communicable Diseases, 2022. 

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 June 21, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.20.22276647doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.20.22276647


 22 

https://www.nicd.ac.za/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/COVID-19-Weekly-Epidemiology-

Brief-week-20-2022.pdf 

22. Johnson M, Wagstaffe HR, Gilmour KC, et al. Evaluation of a novel multiplexed assay 

for determining IgG levels and functional activity to SARS-CoV-2. J Clin Virol 2020; 130: 

104572. 

23. Lavine JS, Bjornstad ON, Antia R. Immunological characteristics govern the transition 

of COVID-19 to endemicity. Science 2021; 371(6530): 741-5. 

24. Smith DJ, Hakim AJ, Leung GM, et al. COVID-19 Mortality and Vaccine Coverage - 

Hong Kong Special Administrative Region, China, January 6, 2022-March 21, 2022. MMWR 

Morb Mortal Wkly Rep 2022; 71(15): 545-8. 

25. Lewis H, Ware H, Whelan M, et al. SARS-CoV-2 infection in Africa: A systematic 

review and meta-analysis of standardised seroprevalence studies, from January 2020 to 

December 2021. medRxiv 2022: 2022.02.14.22270934. 

26. Cohen C, Kleynhans J, von Gottberg A, et al. SARS-CoV-2 incidence, transmission, and 

reinfection in a rural and an urban setting: results of the PHIRST-C cohort study, South 

Africa, 2020-21. Lancet Infect Dis 2022; 22(6): 821-34. 

27. Sun K, Tempia S, Kleynhans J, et al. Persistence of SARS-CoV-2 immunity, Omicron’s 

footprints, and projections of epidemic resurgences in South African population cohorts. 

medRxiv 2022: 2022.02.11.22270854. 

28. Andrews N, Stowe J, Kirsebom F, et al. Covid-19 Vaccine Effectiveness against the 

Omicron (B.1.1.529) Variant. N Engl J Med 2022. 

29. Regev-Yochay G, Gonen T, Gilboa M, et al. Efficacy of a Fourth Dose of Covid-19 

mRNA Vaccine against Omicron. N Engl J Med 2022. 

 

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 June 21, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.20.22276647doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.20.22276647


 23 

Figure Legends 

Figure 1. Progression of serostatus during the course of the Covid-19 pandemic in South 

Africa, and estimated thresholds of protection against seroconversion. A. Daily reported 

cases in South Africa from September 2020 to March 2022, coloured by predominant 

circulating serotype, from https://covid19.who.int/WHO-COVID-19-global-data.csv. B. 

Individual level S-ancestral (WT) IgG titres over time, coloured by vaccine status prior to 

sampling. C. Wave specific change in S-ancestral (WT) IgG titres over the course of the beta, 

delta, and omicron waves coloured by whether antibody levels declined between samples, 

with estimated median and 95% CrI threshold indicating 50% protection from 

seroconversion. 

 

Figure 2. Anti-Spike IgG responses in participants after one or 2 doses of BN162b2 vaccine, 

stratified by serostatus prior to vaccination. One dose responses are shown in red and two 

doses in blue. Concentrations of seronegative vaccinees are illustrated with closed circles 

and seropositive with open circles. 
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Table 1 Anti-spike IgG concentrations (GMC, 95%CI) in unvaccinated seropositive mothers following each wave of SARS-CoV-2. Mothers are stratified by 

their serostatus prior to the wave  

 

 Post Wave 1 Post Wave 2** Post Wave 3*** Post Wave 4**** 

 All (n=339) Seronegative 

pre-wave 1 

(n=163) 

Seropositive 

pre-wave 1 

(n=174) 

All 

(n=330) 

Seronegative 

pre-wave 2  

(n=68) 

Seropositive 

Pre-wave 2 

(n=176) 

All 

(n=244) 

Seronegative 

pre-wave 3  

(n=22) 

Seropositive 

Pre-wave 3 

(n=163) 

All 

(n=185) 

Seropositive 

n (%) 

176  

(51·9%) 

84 

 (51·5%) 

166  

(95·4%) 

250  

(74·3%)# 

45  

(66·2%) 

174  

(98·9%) 

219 

 (89·8%)# 

17  

(77·3%) 

163 

 (100%) 

180  

(97·3%) 

GMCS (95% CI) in seropositive mothers  

S-Ancestral 30·58 

(23·77;39·4) 

19·79  

(14·83;26·41) 

32·40  

(25·87;40·58) 

27·45 

(22·95;32·85) 

55·15  

(37·81;80·48) 

72·13  

(54·94;94·71) 

68·26  

(54·28; 85·84) 

138·01 

(42·11;452·33) 

502·62  

(383·49;658·76) 

444·87  

(339·35;583·20) 

S-Beta 14·25 

(11·03;18·41) 

30·09  

(21·07;42·99) 

17·60  

(13·97;22·18) 

21·08  

(17·33;25·64) 

46·37  

(32·16;66·85) 

58·97 

(44·58;78·00) 

56·13  

(44·42; 70·91) 

102·17 (35·20; 

296·57) 

359·38  

(273·49;472·24) 

319·13  

(243·89;417·57) 

S-Delta 11·53  

(8·94; 14·86)  

11·51  

(8·43; 15·72) 

13·47  

(10·59;17·14) 

12·75  

(10·55;15·42) 

64·70  

(42·99;97·39) 

49·21  

(36·98;65·48) 

52·05  

(40·90; 66·25) 

76·49 (25·61; 

228·43) 

325·97 

(248·82;427·04) 

284·26  

(217·22;372·00) 

S-Omicron 5·23  

(4·12; 6·63) 

5.86  

(4·39; 7·83) 

5·60  

(4·41; 7·11) 

5·69  

(4·73; 6·84) 

11·69  

(8·84; 16·21) 

† 

21·55  

(16·33;28·45) 

18·88  

(15·00;23·77)*** 

126·23 (50·65; 

314·59) 

183·25  

(136·91;245·28) 

176·91  

(134·31;233·03) 

S-Beta: S-

ancestral 

0·47 1·52 0·54 n/a 0·84 0·82 n/a 0·74 0·72 n/a 

S-Delta: S-

ancestral 

0·38 0·58 0·42 n/a 1·17 0·68 n/a 0·55 0·65 n/a 

S-Omicron: 

S-Ancestral 

0·17 0·30 0·17 n/a 0·21 0·30 n/a 0·91 0·36 n/a 

 
S = Spike protein; GMCs = geometric mean concentration; CI = confidence interval; S-ancestral– spike antibodies to ancestral SARSCoV2 virus; S-beta = Spike antibodies to beta variant; S-

delta= Spike antibodies to delta variant 

*Seropositive defined as S-antibodies to ancestral virus > 1.09 WHO BAU/ml 

** Wave 2 n in mothers = 337 (2 excluded as vaccinated prior to wave 2 serum sample collection) 

*** Wave 3 n in mothers = 244 (95 excluded as vaccinated prior to wave 3 serum sample collection) 

**** Wave 4 n in mothers = 185 (154 excluded as vaccinated prior to wave 4 serum sample collection) 
†42 mothers with Omicron results were seropositive in Wave 3 and seronegative in Wave 2 
††152 mothers with Omicron results were seropositive in Wave 3 and seropositive in Wave 2 

Note: Vaccinated mothers excluded; vaccination status is based on receiving at least 1 dose before or at 3 days prior to serum sample collection 

**2 mothers excluded as vaccinated before wave 2 blood sample collection 

***N for unvaccinated mothers with Omicron results= 194; N for vaccinated mothers with Omicron results=91 
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Table 2: Pre and Post wave anti-spike IgG concentrations (GMC, 95% CI) in seropositive unvaccinated mothers following wave-2 (beta), wave-3 (delta) 

and wave-4 (omicron). Mothers have been stratified into those whose IgG increased following the wave and those whose IgG did not increase. 

 Changes in antibody titres between 

wave 1 and wave 2 (n=174ǂ) 
Changes in antibody titres between 

wave 2 and wave 3 (n=176ǂ) 
Changes in antibody titres between 

wave 3 and wave 4 (n=163ǂ) 

 Post Wave 1 

GMCs 

(95% CI) 

Post Wave 2 

GMCs 

(95% CI) 

Post Wave 2 

GMCs 

(95% CI) 

Post Wave 3 

GMCs 

(95% CI) 

Post Wave 3 

GMCs 

(95% CI) 

Post Wave 4 

GMCs 

(95% CI) 

(a) IgG 

increased 
n=49 n=49 n=104 n=104 n=130 n=130 

S-Ancestral 10·39 (6·56; 

16·44)1 

34·16 (21·37; 
54·63) 

21·34 (16·17; 

28·17)3 

136·95 (95·58; 
196·22) 

52·48 (39·90; 
69·03)7 

755·14 (612·62; 
980·79) 

S-Beta 4·34 (2·70; 

6·96)2 

20·80 (12·75; 
33·94) 

16·10 (11·81; 

21·96)4 

107·28 (73·48; 
156·62) 

43·73 (33·04; 
57·87)8 

552·45 (431·23; 
707·75) 

S-Delta 4·10 (2·54; 6·63) 14·88 (9·20; 
24·07) 

9·33 (6·89; 
12·64) 

94·61 (64·11; 
139·62) 

40·06 (29·76; 
53·92)9 

494·51 (388·30; 
629·77) 

S-Omicron 2·16 (1·43; 3·26) 6·64 (4·13; 
10·66) 

4·18 (3·13; 5·57) 37·54 (26·14; 
53·91)5 

14·83 (11·38; 
19·33)10 

303·83 (234·46; 
393·71) 

(b) IgG 

did not 

increase 

n=125 n=125 n=72 n=72 n=33 n=33 

S-Ancestral 46·94 (35·70; 

61·73)1 

24·44 (18·15; 
32·92) 

37·35 (26·34; 

52·95)3 

24·95 (17·84; 
34·90) 

186·49 (94·48; 
368·12)7 

91·22 (43·70; 
190·42) 

S-Beta 22·66 (17·31; 

29·67)2 

13·77 (10·45; 
18·16) 

26·52 (18·04; 

38·98)4 

22·30 (16·04; 
31·01) 

147·68 (73·07; 
298·46)8 

66·05 (32·92; 
132·55) 

S-Delta 17·18 (13·07; 
22·59) 

12·88 (9·75; 
17·02) 

18·00 (12·69; 
25·53) 

17·74 (13·17; 
23·90) 

149·85 (76·00; 
295·48)9 

63·11 (30·72; 
129·67) 

S-Omicron 7·39 (5·63; 9·70) 5·19 (3·93; 6·85) 7·20 (4·93; 
10·53) 

8·77 (6·34; 

12·14)6 

44·52 (22·27; 
89·00)11 

25·00 (12·46; 
50·20) 

S = Spike protein; GMCs = geometric mean concentration; CI = confidence interval; S-ancestral – spike antibodies to ancestral virus; S-beta = Spike antibodies to beta variant; S-delta = Spike 

antibodies to delta variant 
1Wave-1 maternal S-ancestral levels in those whose titres increased in wave 2 vs those whose titres declined or remained the same, p<0·001 
2 Wave-1 maternal S-beta levels in those whose titres increased in wave 2 vs those whose titres declined or remained the same, p<0·001 
3Wave-2 maternal S-ancestral levels in those whose titres increased in wave 3 vs those whose titres declined or remained the same, p=0·011 
4Wave-2 maternal S-beta levels in those whose titres increased in wave 3 vs those whose titres declined or remained the same, p=0·030 
594 mothers with Omicron results whose titres increased between wave 2 and wave 3 
658 mothers with Omicron results whose titres declined or remained the same between wave 2 and wave 3 
7Wave-3 maternal S-ancestral levels in those whose titres increased in wave 4 vs those whose titres declined or remained the same, p=0·001 
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8 Wave-3 maternal S-beta levels in those whose titres increased in wave 4 vs those whose titres declined or remained the same, p=0·002 
9Wave-3 maternal S-delta levels in those whose titres increased in wave 4 vs those whose titres declined or remained the same, p<0·001 
10112 mothers with Omicron results whose titres increased between wave 3 and wave 4; Wave-3 maternal S-omicron levels in those whose titres increased in wave 4 vs those whose titres 

declined or remained the same, p=0·004 
1132 mothers with Omicron results whose titres declined or remained the same between wave 3 and wave 4; Wave-3 maternal S-omicron levels in those whose titres increased in wave 4 vs 

those whose titres declined or remained the same, p=0·004 
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Table 3. Estimated levels of protection for minimal and maximal pre-wave WT antibody titres, 50% protection against infection (seroconversion) 

antibody titre threshold, and proportion of individuals with pre-wave titres above threshold. 

 

 
CrI = credible interval 
 

Wave Probability of 
increased titres at 

minimal pre-
wave antibody 
levels (%, 95% 

CrI) 

Probability of 
increased titres at 

maximal pre-
wave antibody 
levels (%, 95% 

CrI) 

50% protection 
threshold (WHO 

BAU/ml, median, 95% 
CrI) 

N N 
increased 

Doses 
pre- and 

post- 
wave 

Proportion of seropositives with pre-wave 
antibody titres higher than threshold 

(median, 2·5% CrI, 97·5% CrI) 
 

N in 
subgroup 

Beta 53·3 (46·0, 64·1) 16·7 (3·5, 25·5) 11·7 (4·4, 36·0) 337 135 0 70·1% (122) 54·6% (95) 82·2% (143) 337 

      Total 69·9% (123) 54·5% (96) 82·4% (145) 339 

Delta 67·7 (59·5, 85·3) 38·9 (8·2, 60·0) 63·6 (3·7, 757·5) 242 148 0 27·7% (48) 0·6% (1) 89·6% (155) 241 

      1 100.0% (1) 0·0% (0) 100·0% (1) 1 

      Total 27·8% (70) 0·4% (1) 90·1% (227) 339 

Omicron  
(threshold 
excluding 

vaccinated) 

84·3 (78·0, 90·1) 22·5 (1·7, 58·0) 868·5 (366·2, 2162·9) 185 147 0 8·0% (13) 2·5% (4) 16·6% (27) 185 

     1 65·5% (38) 39·7% (23) 75·9% (44) 59 

     2 62·5% (10) 50·0% (8) 75·0% (12) 16 

     Total 25·2% (79) 14·7% (46) 33·9% (106) 339 

Omicron 
(threshold 
including 

vaccinated) 

84·3 (78·7, 89·5) 12·0 (4·1, 23·8) 668·6 (468·6, 920·3) 260 171 0 11·0% (18) 6·7% (11) 14·1% (23) 185 

     1 69·0% (40) 62·1% (36) 72·4% (42) 59 

     2 62·5% (10) 62·5% (10) 75·0% (12) 16 

      Total 27·8% (87) 24·0% (75) 31·0% (97) 339 
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Figure 1

Figure
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Figure 2
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