CooONOOTULTPEAWNPE

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.13.22269257; this version posted June 22, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

The impact of immune history and variant on SARS-CoV-2 viral kinetics and infection re-
bound

James A. Hay', Stephen M. Kissler', Joseph R. Fauver®**, Christina Mack**, Caroline

G. Tai*, Radhika M. Samant*, Sarah Connolly*, Deverick J. Anderson®, Gaurav Khullar®,
Matthew MacKay®, Miral Patel®, Shannan Kelly®, April Manhertz®, Isaac Eiter®, Daisy

Salgado®, Tim Baker®, Ben Howard®, Joel T. Dudley®, Christopher E. Mason®, Manoj Nair’,
Yaoxing Huang’, David D. Ho’, Nathan D. Grubaugh®*, Yonatan H. Grad'**

* These authors contributed equally.
** Co-senior authors.

1 Harvard T.H. Chan School of Public Health, Boston, MA

2 Yale School of Public Health, New Haven, CT

3 University of Nebraska Medical Center, Omaha, NE

4 IQVIA, Real World Solutions, Durham, NC

5 Duke Center for Antimicrobial Stewardship and Infection Prevention, Durham, NC
6 TEMPUS Labs, Chicago, IL

7 Columbia University Vagelos College of Physicians and Surgeons, New York, NY

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to:
Email: ygrad@hsph.harvard.edu
Telephone: 617.432.2275

Funding Statement: Supported in part by CDC contract 200-2016-91779, Emergent

Ventures at the Mercatus Center, the Huffman Family Donor Advised Fund, the MorrisSinger
Fund, the National Basketball Association, and the National Basketball Players

Association.

Data availability: All code and data required to reproduce the analyses are available at
https://github.com/gradlab/SC2-kinetics-immune-history.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certifig'd by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.13.22269257
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.13.22269257; this version posted June 22, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Abstract

The combined impact of immunity and SARS-CoV-2 variants on viral kinetics during infections
has been unclear. To address this gap, we characterized 2,964 infections in the National Basket-
ball Association occupational health cohort. Over half remained potentially infectious (cycle
threshold (Ct)<30) five days post detection, with minimal differences by variant and vaccination
history. Only 7/1032 infections (0.7%) showed viral rebound, defined as 3+ days with Ct<30 fol-
lowing an initial clearance of 3+ days with Ct=30. Pre-booster antibody titers and symptoms pre-
dicted peak viral RNA and clearance rates. Boosted individuals with Omicron BA.1 infections were
more likely to have low pre-booster antibody titers and cleared their infections more slowly than
non-boosted individuals. Since booster vaccination protects against infection, these longer clear-
ance times suggest viral clearance takes longer in individuals with less infection protection. The
shifting landscape of viral kinetics underscores the need for continued monitoring to optimize
clinical and public health interventions.
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Introduction

The viral kinetics of SARS-CoV-2 underlie the epidemiology of COVID-19 and the policies sur-
rounding infection control. The amount and duration of viral shedding influences infectiousness(71—
6) and the duration of test positivity affect isolation policies, test recommendations, and clinical
care guidelines.(7—13) Descriptions of viral kinetics are also important for establishing baselines
to measure the effectiveness of antiviral drugs. For example, rebounds of viral RNA concentra-
tions and symptoms have been observed after antiviral treatment, but it has been unclear to what
extent such rebounds also occur in the absence of drug.(74, 15) Most longitudinal viral kinetics
studies pre-date the emergence of the BA.1 lineage, which features dramatic antigenic diver-
gence from prior lineages, as well as the rollout of third and fourth vaccine doses.(16, 17) Early
findings on viral kinetics therefore need to be updated to account for extensive and heterogeneous
immune experience across the population.(718, 19)

To characterize the viral kinetics of SARS-CoV-2 infection, including rebounds, for the Delta and
Omicron (BA.1 lineages BA.1.1529 and BA.1.1) variants in symptomatic and asymptomatic indi-
viduals with varied vaccination and infection histories, we measured viral RNA levels using
densely-sampled RT-gPCR tests from 2,964 SARS-CoV-2 infections, each taken by combined
anterior nares and oral swabs, that occurred between 7" July, 2020, and 26" January, 2022, prior
to the detection of BA.2.12.1, BA.4 and BA.5, or the regular detection of BA.2, in this cohort. As
a proxy for immune response to SARS-CoV-2, we used antibody titers against the ancestral
SARS-CoV-2 (WA1) strain spike protein measured prior to the administration of booster doses,
but predominantly after primary vaccination.

We interpreted the data in two ways. First, we estimated the probability of an individual having a
PCR cycle threshold (Ct) value less than 30, as a proxy for infectiousness, on each day post
detection using a logistic regression model. Second, we estimated the peak viral RNA concentra-
tions, viral RNA proliferation rate, and viral RNA clearance rate across variants and immune sta-
tuses using a semi-mechanistic model. Our findings provide key estimates for the duration and
magnitude of viral RNA shedding in the upper respiratory tract and its variation across symptom
status, variants, immune states, and individuals.
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78 Data
79  We identified 2,964 distinct infections from 2,678 individuals in this cohort (Supplementary Fig-
80 ure 1). By the time of their final test, 2,410 (90.0%) individuals had one detected infection, 261
81 (9.74%) had two detected infections, 5 (0.19%) had three detected infections, and 1 (0.04%) had
82  four detected infections. A total of 593 infections were detected within one day of a prior negative
83 PCRtest result, and thus the timing of the onset of test positivity can be assumed with reasonable
84  accuracy. We defined these infections as the “frequent testing” group. The remaining 2,371 infec-
85 tions were detected two days or more from a previous negative test result or were detected with
86  no prior negative test in the dataset. These were predominantly tests following suspected expo-
87  sure, recent symptom onset, or periodic clearance for occupational health requirements, and thus
88  we consider this latter group of detections as a reasonable proxy for infection detection in the
89 absence of frequent testing, which is the case for most populations. We define these infections
90 as the “delayed detection” group.
91
92  Of 1,086 infections with known symptom status, 766 reported symptoms at some point during the
93 infection (70.5%). Individuals in the delayed detection group were more likely to be symptomatic
94  than in the frequent testing group (73.1% vs. 64.9%; Chi-squared test statistic = 5.09; p-value
95  <0.05). Most symptomatic individuals were detected around the time of symptom onset (Supple-
96 mentary Figure 2; median delay from detection to symptom onset of zero days (N=553) in the
97 delayed detection group and one day (N=171) in the frequent testing group). Symptom onset
98 preceded the peak measured Ct value by a median of two days (N=550) in the delayed detection
99 group and three days (N=171) in the frequent testing group (Supplementary Figure 3).
100
101  Based on genome sequencing, 1561 infections were confirmed to be Omicron (1 BA.2.10 isolate,
102  the rest were lineages within BA.1), 266 confirmed to be Delta, and 268 confirmed as other line-
103  ages. An additional 868 infections were not sequenced; however, due to the rapid replacement
104  of the circulating lineage in this cohort, we classified many of these as suspected Delta or other
105 lineages based on the dominant lineage at time of detection (Supplementary Figure 4). We
106  excluded non-sequenced samples following the detection of Omicron BA.1 due to the continued,
107  albeit low-level, detection of Delta.
108
109 Interpersonal variation in viral RNA trajectories
110  Viral trajectories varied substantially across individuals regardless of lineage (Figure 1A). Most
111 individuals (65.6%, 95% Crl: 62.2-68.8%) in the frequent testing group remained potentially infec-
112 tious, defined as having a Ct<30, on day 5 post detection. This fraction decreased to 19.4% (95%
113 Crl: 16.8-22.3%) at day 10. In the delayed detection group, fewer individuals remained potentially
114  infectious at days 5 and 10, likely because they were detected later in their infection. In this group,
115  the probability of having a Ct<30 was 50.5% (95% credible interval (Crl): 47.9-53.1%) on day 5
116  post detection and 9.49% (95% Crl: 8.16-11.0%) on day 10.
117
118 Incidence of rebounds
119  We next characterized the frequency of rebound viral RNA trajectories in this cohort. Viral re-
120 bounds may be characterized by the duration of the “quiescent” period of low viral concentration
121 between distinct peaks, the duration of the subsequent rebound, and the timing of rebound onset
122  relative to infection, but no consensus definition of viral rebound based on these quantities exists.
123  We defined rebound as any viral trajectory with a decline in Ct value to <30 for 3+ days of tests
124  (the rebound) after 3+ days of tests with Ct=30 or a negative result (the quiescent period) following
125 aninitial Ct value <30 (the first detection of infection). Testing often ceased following initial clear-
126  ance, and thus to minimize the impact of right censoring we only considered those trajectories
127  with at least 3+ days of tests with negative or Ct=30 following a Ct value <30 as the denominator
128  (N=1,032). We detected seven viral rebounds under this definition. Less stringent definitions led
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129  to more rebound classifications. For example, 40 (2.91%) of 1,360 infections were identified as
130 rebounds when only 2+ consecutive days of Ct=30 followed by 2+ days of Ct<30 was required to
131 be classified as such (Table 1; Figure 1B). All individual-level viral trajectories classified as re-
132 bounds under this less stringent definition are shown in Supplementary Figure S5. Under this
133 definition, we found that rebound infections were more likely in Omicron BA.1 infections, with 36
134  (4.10%; N=877) Omicron BA.1 infections resulting in rebound compared to one (0.536%; N=190)
135 and three (1.02%; N=293) Delta and other infections, respectively (Supplementary Table 1; Chi-
136  squared test for Omicron BA.1 (N=877) vs. non-Omicron BA.1 infection (N=483), test statistic =
137  10.6, p-value < 0.05). Similarly, we found that rebounds were more common in boosted individu-
138 als, with 32 (6.48%; N=494) rebounds in boosted individuals vs. three (0.923%; N=325) and two
139  (1.24%; N=161) rebounds in vaccinated and unvaccinated individuals, respectively (Supplemen-
140 tary Table 2; Chi-squared test for boosted (N=494) vs. not-boosted (N=902) infection, test statis-
141 tic = 29.7, p-value < 1e-7).

142
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143 Table 1. Number of rebound infections classified under different definitions for initial clearance and
144  subsequent rebound.

145
Irglttilgll'l(;lceoa;::gﬁt?\z R?::yusn:bc:)l\j/ftcl:(tm Ct vgflurgl:g:‘e:(;\old Rebounds Total Percentage
days with Ct230) value threshold)
24 24 Ct<30 0 787 0.00%
24 23 Ct<30 1 787 0.13%
24 22 Ct<30 4 787 0.51%
23 24 Ct<30 2 1032 0.19%
23 23 Ct<30 7 1032 0.68%
23 22 Ct<30 16 1032 1.55%
22 24 Ct<30 7 1360 0.52%
22 23 Ct<30 18 1360 1.32%
22 22 Ct<30 40 1360 2.94%
24 24 Ct<25 0 787 0.00%
24 23 Ct<25 0 787 0.00%
24 22 Ct<25 0 787 0.00%
23 24 Ct<25 1 1032 0.10%
23 23 Ct<25 1 1032 0.10%
23 22 Ct<25 2 1032 0.19%
22 24 Ct<25 1 1360 0.07%
22 23 Ct<25 2 1360 0.15%
22 22 Ct<25 5 1360 0.37%
146
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147
148  Figure 1. PCR Ct value trajectories for confirmed and suspected infections. (A) PCR Ct value trajec-

149  tories for each acute Delta (red), Omicron BA.1 (blue), and other (black) infection. Individuals are grouped
150 by the gap between detection and their most recent negative or inconclusive PCR test (Frequent testing
151 vs. Delayed detection). Thick lines depict the mean Ct value over time, counting negative tests as Ct=40.
152 Thin lines depict individual level Ct values over time. The horizontal dotted lines mark Ct=30, which we
153  consider here as a proxy for possible infectiousness and antigen test positivity. (B) Subsets of PCR Ct
154  value trajectories that were classified as rebounds, stratified by testing frequency group. Rebounds are
155  defined here as any trajectory with an initial Ct value <30, followed by a sequence of two or more consec-
156  utive negative tests or tests with Ct value 230, and subsequently followed by two or more consecutive tests
157  with Ct value <30.
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158

159  Minimal differences across variants and vaccination histories in the probability of having
160 low Ct values over time

161 To assess differences in the duration of test positivity and infectiousness by variant and immune
162  status, we modeled the probability of an individual having Ct<30 on each day post detection. As
163  a baseline model, we fitted a logistic regression model with a smoothing spline on days since
164  detection as a predictor. We compared various models with or without variant and vaccination
165 history based on k-fold cross-validation and Bayesian model averaging.

166

167  The best-performing model used days since detection, stratified by both the cumulative number
168  of previous exposures (infection or vaccination) and virus lineage, to predict the time course of
169 low Ct values. The models including only vaccination status and lineage or days since previous
170  exposure and lineage also performed well (Supplementary Table 3 and 4). This indicates that
171  the interpersonal variation in low Ct values over time is better captured by models that account
172 for exposure history than by models that account for time since detection alone. However, the
173  difference in classification accuracy between the models was small. The baseline model, which
174  included only the number of days since detection as a predictor, gave an overall classification
175  accuracy for an individual having Ct<30 or 230/negative of 81.7% with an AUC of 88.7% (group-
176  level classification accuracies: Ct<30 = 59.2%; Ct=30/negative = 89.4%) for the frequent testing
177  group, and an overall classification accuracy of 84.1% with an AUC of 90.4% (Ct<30 = 72.5%;
178  Ct=30/negative = 87.7%) in the delayed detection group. In contrast, the best model, which in-
179  cluded the cumulative number of exposures and virus lineage in addition to days since detection,
180 gave an overall classification accuracy of 82.9% with an AUC of 90.0% (Ct<30 = 63.7%;
181  Ct=30/negative = 89.4%) for the frequent testing group and an overall classification accuracy of
182  84.8% with an AUC of 91.3% (Ct<30 = 69.6%; Ct=30/negative = 89.6%) in the delayed detection
183  group. These results indicate that while exposure histories help to explain mean viral RNA kinet-
184 ics, they provide little assistance in predicting an individual’s course of infectiousness over time,
185 due to a high degree of individual-level variation, which may be contributed by stochastic effects
186  or other unmeasured characteristics.

187

188  Vaccination provides multiple layers of protection against SARS-CoV-2, leading to reduced rates
189  of infection(20) and faster clearance of the virus.(79) Consistent with these findings, individuals
190 who received two vaccine doses prior to infection with pre-Delta and pre-Omicron variants (N=17)
191 cleared to negative results or high Ct values faster than unvaccinated individuals (N=216) (Sup-
192  plementary Figure 6). While boosting reduced rates of infection in our cohort,(20) boosted indi-
193  viduals with Omicron BA.1 infections (N=651) tended to sustain low Ct values for longer durations
194  than individuals who had only undergone an initial vaccine course (N=251), defined as either two
195 doses of an mRNA vaccine or a single dose of the Ad.26.COV2.S adenovirus vector-based vac-
196 cine (Figure 2A; Supplementary Figure 6). This pattern was robust to refitting the model after
197  excluding player infections, resulting in a subpopulation more representative of the general pop-
198 ulation in age and health status (Supplementary Figure 7). We also found similar patterns after
199  subsetting infections by their symptom status (Supplementary Figure 8).
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201  Figure 2. (A) Proportion of confirmed and suspected Omicron BA.1 infections with Ct<30 on each day post
202 detection by vaccination status and detection group. Solid colored lines and shaded ribbons depict posterior
203  estimates from a generalized linear model predicting probability of Ct<30 as a function of days since detec-
204  tion, vaccination status and variant, showing the posterior mean (solid line) and 95% credible intervals
205 (shaded ribbon) of each conditional effect. Dotted horizontal and vertical lines mark 5% probability and day
206 5 post detection, respectively. (B) As in (A), but additionally stratified by single point-in-time anti-spike an-
207  tibody titer against the ancestral SARS-CoV-2 (WA1) strain as measured by the Diasorin Trimeric Assay.
208 (C) Distribution of antibody titers (colored points) stratified by variant and vaccination status of each de-
209 tected infection, with mean titers (large black points) and bootstrapped 95% confidence intervals for the
210  mean (horizontal lines). Grey bars are histograms of antibody titer counts in bins of 10 arbitrary units
211  (AU)/ml. Note that stratification is by infection and not individual, and that antibody titers were measured at
212 a single point in time rather than near the time of infection. The Diasorin Trimeric Assay values are truncated
213 between 13 and 800 AU/m.
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216  Pre-Omicron antibody titer explains variation in viral RNA clearance

217  To assess the mechanisms behind the unexpected slower clearance in boosted Omicron BA.1
218 infections, we assessed viral kinetics stratified by antibody titer. In addition to exposure history
219 information, 979 individuals were tested at least once (1,107 measurements total) with the Di-
220 asorin Trimeric Assay for antibody titers against the spike protein from the ancestral SARS-CoV-
221 2 (WA1) strain (Supplementary Figure 9). Most titers were obtained from mid-September to mid-
222 October 2021, and thus we consider these titers to represent an individual's post primary vac-
223  cination course response rather than post-boost/post-Omicron infection immunity (Supplemen-
224  tary Figure 10). The median time between the most recent vaccine dose and the titer draw was
225 162 days (interquartile range: 129-180 days) (Supplementary Figure 11).

226

227  We hypothesized that these single point-in-time SARS-CoV-2 antibody titer measurements rep-
228 resented a proxy of the strength of the immune response to SARS-CoV-2 and thus would be
229 reflected in the features of viral kinetics over the course of infection. A total of 494 measurements
230 were classified as low antibody titers (<250 arbitrary units [AU]/ml) and 523 as high titers (>250
231 AU/ml). This cutoff was chosen as a conservative upper bound for defining risk of Delta infection
232 (see Materials & Methods). Most individuals either had very low titers (<13 AU/ml) or titers at the
233 upper limit of detection (800 AU/ml) of the assay (Figure 2C).

234

235  We fitted a logistic regression model for the probability of having a Ct<30 on each day since
236  detection, stratified by the interaction of an individual's booster status and their pre-booster anti-
237  body titer status (Figure 2B; Supplementary Figure 12). Boosted individuals with a low antibody
238 titer had the highest and longest duration of Ct<30 over time since detection in both the frequent
239  testing and delayed detection group. In the delayed detection group, individuals with low antibody
240 titers were more likely to have Ct<30 than individuals with high antibody titers regardless of
241  booster status, though boosted individuals with high antibody titers maintained Ct<30 for longer
242 than non-boosted individuals with low titers. To account for potential confounding from waning
243 immunity, in which low titers simply represent a longer time since previous exposure, we restricted
244  the dataset to include only individuals who had their titer measured within 100-200 days after a
245  previous exposure. We also repeated the analysis after restricting to only infections detected 60-
246 90 days following an antibody titer measurement. These trends were maintained in both subsets
247  (Supplementary Figure 13).

248

249  Based on these findings, we hypothesized that boosted individuals who nevertheless were in-
250 fected with Omicron BA.1 may have had relatively poor BA.1-specific immune responses to prior
251  SARS-CoV-2 exposures, leading to uncharacteristically long infections. To test this hypothesis,
252  we stratified each infection by vaccination status and variant and compared antibody titers be-
253  tween these groups (Figure 2C). Antibody titers were lower among fully vaccinated individuals
254  who were subsequently infected with Delta than individuals who had been infected with a pre-
255  Delta variant. This suggests that individuals with a high antibody titer at around the time of Delta
256  circulation were less likely to be infected with Delta. In contrast, we found that mean antibody
257  titers among Omicron BA.1-infected, fully vaccinated individuals were similar to individuals in the
258  pre-Delta, unvaccinated group, suggesting that higher titer individuals were not substantially less
259 likely to be infected than lower titer individuals. Finally, we found that antibody titers were lowest
260 among Omicron BA.1 infected boosted individuals, suggesting that individuals with a high titer
261  measurement prior to being boosted were less likely to have Omicron BA.1 infections.

262

263
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264  The effect of immune status and variant on viral proliferation, peak viral RNA titers, and
265 clearance

266  We next adapted a framework to estimate the impact of antibody titer, vaccination status, and
267  variant on peak viral RNA concentrations, proliferation phase duration, and clearance duration
268  (Figure 3).(70, 19) According to the viral kinetic model, and among Omicron BA.1 infections,
269  boosted individuals had a longer estimated viral clearance time than non-boosted individuals (8.1
270  days (95% Crl: 7.8-8.5) vs. 6.1 days (95% Crl: 5.7-6.5), respectively), in line with the results from
271  the logistic regression model. Viral proliferation times and peak viral RNA were similar among
272  boosted and non-boosted individuals with Omicron BA.1 infections (Supplementary Table 5).
273  When stratifying by post-initial vaccination antibody titer, Delta infections featured a consistently
274  higher peak viral RNA than Omicron BA.1 infections. Among Omicron BA.1 infections, high anti-
275  body titers were associated with faster viral clearance times and lower peak viral RNA. Prolifera-
276  tion times were similar across variants and titers (Supplementary Table 6).

277

278  Finally, we fitted the viral RNA kinetic model to Omicron BA.1 infections after stratifying individuals
279  Dbased on their symptom status as well as vaccination status or antibody titer group. We found the
280 same pattern of longer clearance times for boosted individuals relative to fully vaccinated individ-
281  uals, with symptomatic boosted individuals demonstrating longer clearance times than asympto-
282  matic boosted individuals (Supplementary Table 7). Presence of symptoms was associated with
283  higher peak viral RNA, especially among those with low antibody titer (Supplementary Table 8).
284  Presence of symptoms was also associated with longer clearance times.

285
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Figure 3. Estimated viral trajectories by variant and titer. Points depict measured Ct values, lines depict
the estimated population mean viral trajectories, and shaded regions depict the 95% credible intervals for
the estimated population viral trajectories. A) Non-Delta and non-Omicron infections in individuals who were
previously unexposed (no prior record of vaccination or infection), B) Delta infections with titer < 250, C)
Delta infections with titer > 250, D) Omicron infections with titer < 250, E) Omicron infections with titer >
250. Peak viral loads were higher for Delta infections than for Omicron infections when stratifying by titer (i
and ii), and titers < 250 were associated with higher viral loads when stratifying by variant (iii and iv). Low
titers were also associated with longer clearance times (v and vi).
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295 Discussion

296  We found that individuals infected with SARS-CoV-2 often had Ct values <30 beyond the five-day
297  isolation period following SARS-CoV-2 infection currently recommended by the CDC.(27) This
298 finding is in line with other studies measuring Ct values from upper respiratory tract samples, the
299  duration of antigen test positivity, and the duration of infectious viral load.(4, 22—24) While we do
300 not have data on infectiousness by day to clarify the exact link between Ct and infectiousness,
301 nearly half of the individuals in this cohort had potentially infectious viral loads (Ct<30) five days
302 after their initial detection, even in those detected later in their infection course (25). By day 10,
303 the number of individuals with Ct<30 was substantially reduced but still high. The duration of
304  positivity was highly variable across individuals, and low Ct values consistent with potential infec-
305 tiousness were sometimes maintained for up to two weeks. These observations suggest the use
306 of test-based, rather than time-based, protocols for defining the duration of isolation to limit the
307 spread of SARS-CoV-2.

308

309 Rebounds with recurrence of symptoms and positive rapid antigen tests after a period of negative
310 test results have been increasingly reported in individuals treated with SARS-CoV-2 antiviral
311  drugs,(74, 15) but estimates for the frequency of viral rebounds in the absence of antiviral treat-
312 ment have been lacking. Among infected boosted individuals in this cohort, who were predomi-
313 nantly infected with Omicron BA.1, we detected seven rebounds in viral trajectory, stringently
314  defined as any Ct value trajectory with at least 3 consecutive days of negative tests or tests with
315  Ct=30 after the initial peak followed by 3 or more consecutive days with Ct<30. However, more
316 rebounds were detected when using less stringent Ct value-based definitions and were more
317 frequent in Omicron-infected or boosted individuals, occurring in ~6% of infections in contrast to
318 ~1% of infections in the pre-booster pre-Omicron phase of the pandemic. It was not routine for
319 testing to continue following suspected clearance in this cohort, and thus these results may rep-
320 resent a lower bound on the incidence of rebound infections. The frequency of viral trajectory
321  rebounds depends on the definition of ‘rebound’, highlighting the need for standardized definitions
322 to enable comparisons across studies. We did not measure the recurrence of culturable virus
323  during these resurgent low Ct periods, and thus further work is needed to understand if viral RNA
324  rebounds are a reliable proxy for infectivity. Moreover, we did not have sufficient information to
325 define rebounds with respect to clearance and recurrence of symptoms, though the experience
326 of the occupational health team is that rebounds of a clinical nature have been extremely rare,
327  with only one documented case.(26) Overall, these findings suggest that symptom monitoring
328  after clearing isolation may be warranted, and a return to isolation may be necessary for individ-
329  uals with rebound infections.(75)

330

331 Boosted individuals in this cohort were less likely to be infected with Omicron BA.1,(20) and those
332  who had a breakthrough infection tended to have a low antibody titer measurement to the WA1
333  spike protein after their initial vaccine course. In this context, test positivity following Omicron BA.1
334 infection lasted longer for boosted individuals than for non-boosted individuals, regardless of
335 symptom status. This observation was further supported by a viral kinetic model that found longer
336 clearance times for Omicron BA.1 infections in boosted relative to non-boosted individuals. More-
337 over, high antibody titers to the WA1 spike protein were associated with lower peak viral RNA
338 concentrations and faster clearance times for both Delta and Omicron BA.1 infections. Together,
339 these results suggest that the low antibody titers in infected boosted individuals conferred in-
340 creased risk for infection as well as slower control and clearance of infection.

341

342  Animportant limitation of this study is that the cohort is not representative of the general popula-
343  tion, as it is predominately male, young, and includes professional athletes. However, our key
344  findings were preserved in analyses after excluding the players. We did not test for the presence
345  of infectious virus, and our findings are based on Ct values obtained from combined nasal and
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346  oropharyngeal swabs.(4) While low Ct values have been associated with potential infectiousness
347  and antigen test positivity,(27-30) this is an imperfect proxy. It is possible that some infections
348 were undetected, and thus the reported number of prior infections should be interpreted as a
349 lower bound for each member of the cohort. SARS-CoV-2 antibody titers were only measured
350 from mid-September to mid-October 2021 and were taken at varying time points after initial vac-
351 cination course (between 0 and 290 days), so we could not assess the relationship between an-
352 tibody waning and viral kinetics. Antibody titers were measured against the spike protein of the
353  WAT1 lineage, which correlate poorly with protection against the antigenically distinct Omicron
354  lineages; thus, it is unclear how these data are associated specifically to Omicron-immunity, be-
355 yond representing a proxy for overall immune response.

356

357 Variants and immune statuses interact, sometimes in unexpected ways, to produce viral kinetics
358 that differ in duration and intensity. Collecting longitudinal viral load data in more diverse cohorts
359  will help to ensure that isolation and quarantine policies are based on the best available evidence
360 and will help to properly contextualize results from ongoing drug and vaccine trials. Similarly, our
361 findings suggest that SARS-CoV-2 control measures may be better informed by measurements
362 of immune status than proxies such as number or timing of receipt of vaccine doses or of infec-
363 tions. Testing this hypothesis will require widespread collection and analysis of serological, infec-
364 tion, and vaccination data in diverse cohorts and broader availability of quantitative antibody tests
365 designed for the spike protein of Omicron lineages.

366
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367 Methods

368

369  Study design

370 The data reported here represent a convenience sample including team staff, players, arena staff,
371 vendors, and others affiliated with the NBA as described previously.(70, 19) The retrospective
372  study includes samples collected between 7th July 2020 and 26th January 2022 (Supplementary
373  Figure 1). Clinical samples were obtained by combined swabs of the anterior nares and orophar-
374  ynx, collected separately from each anatomical site, for each patient administered by a trained
375  provider. Daily testing was required for most individuals prior to vaccination availability, with less
376  frequent testing but close monitoring required after vaccination. Cycle threshold (Ct) values were
377  generated using the Roche cobas target 1 assay. For the viral kinetics model analyses, Ct values
378  were converted to viral genome equivalents using a standard curve.(70)

379

380 We classified all individuals as having Ct value <30 or not on each day post-detection. This thresh-
381 old was chosen based on a combination of antigen sensitivity and studies of virus culture by Ct,
382  where the presence of culturable virus is often assumed to correlate with infectivity.(27, 28, 31—
383  33) We stratified infections by those who had a negative or inconclusive test <1 day prior to de-
384 tection and those whose last negative or inconclusive test was 22 days ago. We assumed that
385 individuals testing negative at the end of an acute infection remained negative for the remainder
386 of the study period, whereas those ending in a positive test are right-censored. Rebound trajec-
387 tories were defined as any trajectory with a sequence of two or more consecutive Ct values 230
388 or negative tests after the initial peak followed by two or more consecutive Ct values <30. We
389 considered more stringent definitions both for initial clearance (3+ or 4+ days of Ct 230 or negative
390 test following initial peak) and subsequent rebound (3+ or 4+ days of Ct < 30). In some instances,
391 individuals were tested multiple times per day and thus for ease of model fitting we excluded
392 3,757 positive or inconclusive and 14,709 negative samples from repeat tests on the same day in
393  our analyses, prioritizing the earliest test and then lowest Ct value test on each day.

394

395 Vaccination information was reported and verified by NBA staff and a clinical operational team.
396 828 individuals had been boosted by the time of their last PCR test, 529 had completed their
397 primary vaccination course (two doses of an mRNA vaccine or one dose of Janssen /
398 Ad.26.COV2.S adenovirus vector-based vaccine), 8 had received one vaccine dose, and 13 con-
399 firmed to be unvaccinated. The vaccination statuses of the remaining individuals were unknown.
400 The time course of individual vaccination and exposure times is shown in Supplementary Figure
401 10.

402

403  Study oversight

404 In accordance with the guidelines of the Yale Human Investigations Committee, this work with de-
405 identified samples was approved for research not involving human subjects by the Yale Institu-
406 tional Review Board (HIC protocol # 2000028599). This project was designated exempt by the
407  Harvard Institutional Review Board (IRB20-1407).

408

409 Classification of infections

410 We tagged each series of positive tests buffered by at least 14 days of negative or missing tests
411 on each side as a distinct infection. After an infection was flagged, subsequent positives were not
412  classified as a new infection for 90 days. Isolated positive tests with no other positive within 14
413  days either side were not considered as detections. We track the cumulative number of exposures
414  (defined as either receiving a vaccination or infection) over time. Individuals who received the
415 Janssen/Ad.26.COV2.S adenovirus vector-based vaccine were counted as having received two
416  vaccine doses. 351 additional infections were reported to the program outside of the main testing
417  regime, either through an external PCR or rapid antigen test, or from a positive antibody test result
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418 (notincluding the Diasorin Trimeric Assay results described below). We consider these detections
419  as contributing towards an individual's infection history but are unable to include them in the Ct
420  value trajectory analyses.

421

422  Genome sequencing and lineage assignment

423  RNA was extracted and confirmed as SARS-CoV-2 positive by RT-qPCR.(34) Next Generation
424  Sequencing was performed with the lllumina COVIDSeq ARTIC viral amplification primer set (V4,
425 384 samples, cat# 20065135). Library preparation was performed using the amplicon-based lllu-
426 mina COVIDseq Test v033 and sequenced 2x74 on lllumina NextSeq 550 following the protocol
427  as described in lllumina’s documentation. The resulting FASTQs were processed and analyzed
428 on lllumina BaseSpace Labs using the lllumina DRAGEN COVID Lineage Application;(35) ver-
429  sionsincluded are 3.5.0, 3.5.1, 3.5.2, 3.5.3 and 3.5.4. The DRAGEN COVID Lineage pipeline was
430 run with default parameters recommended by lllumina. Lineage assignment and phylogenetics
431 analysis using the most updated version of Pangolin(36) and NextClade(37), respectively. All se-
432  quenced Omicron infections were lineage BA.1 apart from 1 BA.2.10 infection. Sequenced Delta
433  infections were a combination of lineages B.1.617.2 and AY .x.

434

435  There were 5 and 482 non-sequenced infections in the window of time when Alpha was replaced
436 by Delta (29" May 2021 to 18" July 2021) and after the first detection of Omicron BA.1 (3" De-
437  cember 2021 onwards), respectively (Supplementary Figure 4). We removed these 483 infec-
438 tions from variant-specific analyses and assigned all non-sequenced infections prior to the detec-
439  tion of Omicron BA.1 to the dominant lineage at the time of detection (i.e., all infections prior to
440 29" May 2021 were assumed “Other” and all infections between 18" July 2021 and 3™ December
441 2021 were assumed “Delta”). We removed all non-sequenced infections detected after 3™ De-
442  cember 2021 from variant-specific analyses rather than classifying them as Omicron BA.1 due to
443  the continued presence of Delta. Omicron BA.2 was not regularly detected until after this period,
444  with only 1 confirmed BA.2 infection (BA.2.10), which was removed from these analyses.

445

446  Antibody titers

447 Individuals were tested with the Diasorin Trimeric Assay for IgG antibody titers against the ances-
448  tral SARS-CoV-2 (WA1) strain spike protein during the 2021 pre-season period (September-Oc-
449  tober 2021). The majority (>90%) of blood draws were from mid-September to early October 2021.
450 We classified individuals with a titer of >250 AU/ml as being in the high titer group and in the low
451  titer group otherwise, chosen based on its correlation with authentic virus neutralization results
452  for wildtype and Delta.(38, 39) Specifically, an authentic virus neutralization titer of 100 was found
453  to be well correlated with a 50% protective neutralization level for wildtype(40) and found to cor-
454  respond to a DiaSorin AU of 189.09 (95%CI: 147.61-235.75) (Supplementary Figure 14). The
455  cutoff of 250 was therefore chosen as a conservative upper bound classifying an individual as at
456  lower risk of infection with Delta or wildtype SARS-CoV-2. Note that this cutoff does not predict
457  infection risk with Omicron and was simply chosen as a proxy for an individual’s immune compe-
458  tence.

459

460 Logistic regression models

461 We used the RStan package brms to fit Bayesian logistic regression models estimating the prob-
462  ability of having Ct value <30 on each day post detection, stratified by detection speed.(47) As a
463  baseline, we considered a model without variant-specific effects, using smoothing splines to esti-
464  mate the probability of having a Ct value less than 30 on each day post detection. We then fitted
465  additional logistic regression models, adding an additional effect for vaccination status, cumula-
466 tive number of previous exposures or days since previous exposure, and/or lineage. We then
467 ranked models based on the expected log predictive density calculated using k-folds cross-vali-
468  dation (25 folds) and evaluated their classification accuracy and area under the receiver operator
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469 curve. For the antibody titer analyses, we fitted Bayesian logistic regression models for the prob-
470  ability of Ct value <30 as a function of days since detection, stratified by the interaction of titer
471  group (above or below 250 AU/ml), lineage and vaccination status. Further details on the fitting
472  process can be found in the Supplementary Methods.

473

474  Viral kinetic model

475  We extended a previously reported model for capturing SARS-CoV-2 viral kinetics to estimate the
476  viral proliferation time, viral clearance time, and peak viral load by variant and immune status.(70,
477  19) The model approximates viral kinetics on a logarithmic scale as a piecewise linear function,
478  corresponding to an exponential increase of virus followed by an exponential clearance at possi-
479  bly different rates. To estimate the relationship between booster status and viral kinetics, we first
480 stratified the model by (1) Omicron boosted and (2) Omicron non-boosted individuals. There were
481 too few boosted individuals who were infected with other variants to reliably fit the model to non-
482 Omicron infections. Next, to estimate the relationship between antibody titer and viral kinetics, we
483  stratified the model by (1) Delta infections with titer < 250, (2) Delta infections with titer > 250, (3)
484  Omicron infections with titer < 250 (4) Omicron infections with titer > 250, and finally (5) non-Delta
485 and non-Omicron infections in individuals who had not had any prior exposure either through
486 infection or vaccination, to serve as a baseline. Full details on the fitting procedure may be found
487 in (10, 19) and the Supplementary Methods.
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