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Abstract  
Background: The COVID-19 pandemic has greatly affected nursing home residents (NHRs), a vulnerable 
group with high rates of illness and death. While vaccination is essential for reducing infections and severe 
outcomes in the short term, it is important to understand how long antibody levels and neutralizing activity 
last. This understanding will help us create effective public health strategies for the long term. According 
to current CDC guidelines, individuals over the age of 65 should receive a booster dose six months after 
their previous vaccination. 
 
Methods: This observational retrospective cohort study analyzed post-vaccination serum from samples 
with up to 400 days of follow-up from 697 NHRs and 127 healthcare workers (HCWs) across Northeast 
Ohio and Rhode Island. Analyses were conducted to model decay rates of both neutralizing and binding 
antibody titers and the impact of previous exposures to SARS-CoV-2 on these decay rates.  
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Results: Results indicate that NHRs show Wuhan and Omicron BA.4/5 neutralizing and binding antibody 
titers diminish significantly from 2 weeks to 12 months post-vaccination. NHRs with prior infection show 
higher peak antibody titers and slower decay than those naive to infection. Antibody levels after vaccination 
for infection-naive NHR residents lagged HCW and NHR with prior infection, but then decayed at a similar 
rate. 
 
 
Conclusion: The immunologic findings in this cohort of NHR are in line with the existing real-world clinical 
effectiveness data in older individuals and support the CDC recommendation of a bi-annual vaccination to 
reduce severe COVID-19 outcomes in persons age 65 and older. 
 
Introduction 
The COVID-19 pandemic, caused by the novel beta-coronavirus SARS-CoV-2, has challenged global 
public health systems since December 2019 with significant and ongoing morbidity and mortality [1]. Older 
adults, especially those in nursing homes, more often experience severe outcomes, including 
hospitalization and death, due to age-related immune decline [2], the acquisition of multiple morbidities, 
medical complexities, and disabilities. Living in the close quarters of a nursing home elevates the risk of 
viral transmission [3, 4]. Consequently, nursing home residents and staff early in the pandemic comprised 
over 23% of all COVID-19 related deaths in the US [5]. 

 
A better understanding of the SARS-CoV-2 infection and vaccination immune response dynamics will 
critically inform the optimization of clinical management strategies and the design of vaccination campaigns 
for this population. The initial immune responses post-vaccination and infection do not reliably predict their 
durability. Previous findings from our ongoing longitudinal cohort study indicate that NHRs naive to 
infection have significantly lower anti-Spike and neutralizing antibody titers at both 2 weeks and 6 months 
after the initial vaccine series than those with prior infection [6, 7]. Seventy percent of infection-naive NHRs 
reached the pseudovirus neutralization assay lower limit of detection (LLD) by 6 months after vaccination, 
whereas only 35% with prior infection reached the LLD at the same time point [7]. Neutralizing antibodies 
deserve consideration when discussing antibody decay and vaccination schedule, as the Omicron variant 
escapes vaccine-elicited neutralization in both those naive to infection and those with prior infection after 
the initial vaccine series [8, 9]. We previously reported that in NHRs, the bivalent (BV) vaccination boost 
that targets the ancestral Wuhan strain and the Omicron variants BA.4/5, increases neutralizing and 
binding antibody titers which then begin to decline [10]. Between 2022 and 2023 only one annual 
vaccination was recommended for non-immunocompromised adults under 65. The FDA first authorized 
the administration of the BV booster beginning in September 2022, the ACIP recommended an additional 
bivalent booster for adults over 65 beginning in April 2023 [11].  The first monovalent booster using the 
XBB.1.5 variant was approved and authorized in September 2023 [12].  Despite these recommendations, 
by February 2024, only 40.5% of nursing home residents had received a dose of this updated XBB1.5 
COVID-19 vaccine [13]. The CDC’s National Healthcare Safety Network notes as of Dec 15, 2024 that 
63% of NHRs and 93% of NH staff are not up to date with the current vaccination schedule supporting that 
reduced uptake of the most recent vaccine is an ongoing issue [14].    
 
Here we report on a serologic assessment of antibody decay following serial SARS-CoV-2 vaccination with 
and without interval documented infection or serologically inferred infection. We discuss the clinical 
implications for NHRs of antibody kinetics, including the relevance for vaccine schedules, and identify 
priorities for future research aimed at informing targeted approaches to better protect NHRs from COVID-
19. 
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Materials & Methods 
We obtained informed consent from subjects and/or their legally authorized representatives in accordance 
with the ethical standards set forth by the WCG Institutional Review Board for Case Western Reserve 
University and Rhode Island Lifespan Hospitals (Study #1316159). We complied with the ethical guidelines 
for research involving human participants. Funding was provided by grant [CDC] 200-2016-91773, U01 
CA260539/CA/NCI NIH/United States.  Subject samples were from the interval of 19 January 2021 to 27 
October 2023.  

We quantified anti-Spike IgG binding antibody titers using a bead-multiplex immunoassay for SARS-CoV-
2 WT, Omicron BA.1, BA.4/5 and XBB1.5 variants [8]. Spike protein from WT, BA.1, BA.5, and XBB1.5 
variants were conjugated to Luminex microbeads and a Magpix system was used to analyze antibody 
fluorescent intensity. Mean fluorescence intensity (MFI) was converted to binding antibody units 
(BAU/mL) for anti-Wuhan spike and arbitrary units (AU/mL) for BA.1, BA.4/5 and XBB1.5 anti-Spike 
antibodies.  
A SARS-CoV-2 pseudovirus neutralization assay was conducted to assess neutralizing antibody activity 
[7, 8]. Lentiviral particles were pseudotyped with spike protein from WT and Omicron BA.4/5 variants of 
SARS-CoV-2, and transfected to HEK cells. Three-fold serial dilutions were performed from 1:12 to 1:8748 
and added to 5-250 infectious units of pseudovirus for 1 hour. 50% inhibitory concentration value inverses 
were used to calculate pNT50 values.  This assay has a lower limit of detection (LLD) of 12.  
 
Serum and PBMC samples were analyzed from Healthcare workers (HCWs) following primary series and 
first monovalent booster doses. For Nursing Home Residents (NHRs), we additionally analyzed samples 
following second monovalent and bivalent booster doses. We excluded samples collected between a 
breakthrough infection and the following vaccine dose. Analyzed subjects were classified as infection-
naive or prior infection following each dose. At the time of the bivalent dose, we tallied the number of prior 
vaccines and infections to describe the total prior exposures for each subject.  
 
We identified the intervals between vaccination and sample collection to estimate the decay kinetics of 
anti-Spike antibodies and neutralizing titers for Wuhan, and BA.4/5 strains.  Next, we excluded individuals 
who developed evidence for a new infection during a given time interval. New or prior infection was 
determined by history of PCR or antigen test results, presence of existing antibody titers against 
nucleocapsid protein (NCP), or a rise outside of laboratory variance for anti-spike, receptor binding domain, 
or neutralizing assay results not accounted for by vaccination history.  
 
We assumed that Day 14 after vaccination showed peak antibody levels and an exponential decay 
following that peak. Post-vaccine samples were collected on or around day 14 and subsequent samples 
within 400 days following the same vaccine were analyzed. Given our assumed peak at Day 14, we 
subtracted 14 from the days between vaccine and sample and imputed zero when this value was negative. 
Mixed-effects linear models predicting the log-transformed response with days since the peak and a 
random intercept for each subject were estimated.  
 
For primary series and first monovalent booster doses, Wuhan strain models were estimated with separate 
decay functions for each dose, subgroup (HCW and NHR), and infection status (naive and prior).  Among 
NHR, additional models were estimated across four doses for each strain, with separate decay functions 
for each dose and infection status. An exploratory model was considered among NHR following the 
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bivalent booster, comparing decay functions by total number of prior exposures (vaccine or infection) for 
Wuhan and BA.4/5 strains. 
 
Model estimates were used to calculate half-lives and predicted levels at days 14, 180, and 365 following 
vaccine dose. Model contrasts were implemented to compare peaks and decay rates across doses and 
subject subgroups. Unadjusted contrast p-values are presented in supplemental results.  
 
All analysis was performed in R Version 4.2.2 with functions from the nlme and emmeans packages.  
 
 
Results 
Our NHR cohort maintained a relatively stable older age (median age 74-76 years old) over the series of 
doses, but with a rising proportion of women (42% female for the primary series and 55% female for 2nd 
monovalent booster). Women comprised 54% and 59% of the HCW cohort following the primary series 
and 1st monovalent booster, respectively, with a median age below 50 (Table 1). 
 
Among NHRs, we observed a plateau in the model-estimated anti-Spike peak levels across subsequent 
doses to both Wuhan and Omicron BA.4/5 strains, while estimated peak neutralizing titers increased with 
each booster dose. NHRs with prior infection show significantly higher peak Wuhan anti-Spike titers than 
infection-naive NHRs for all doses examined (Figure 1A). However, NHRs with prior infection only show 
significantly higher model-estimated Wuhan neutralizing titer peaks (Figure 1B) than naive NHRs following 
the primary series (PS) and first monovalent (MV) boost with no difference detected for the subsequent 
two doses (second MV and first Bivalent (BV)).  
 
From these post-vaccine peaks, the model-estimated half-lives of NHR Wuhan anti-Spike titers in both 
those with and without prior infection across the four examined doses were generally consistent, all falling 
between 64 to 97 days with longer half-lives predicted for those with prior infection than infection naive for 
each dose (Table 2). A larger range of half-lives was predicted for Wuhan neutralizing titer decay, where 
NHRs naive to infection show a less rapid decay following the PS and a more rapid decay following the 
second MV booster, though with both the upper and lower limits of detection observed for this assay and 
such truncation impacting estimates. Decay following the second MV booster may also be impacted by the 
low number of subjects naive to infection at the time of vaccine administration.  
 
Despite variations in decay rates, the half-lives of all assays, strains, and populations assessed exceeded 
50 days. Model-predicted titers at days 180 and 365 following vaccination can be compared to benchmark 
levels to describe sustained antibody levels. We considered the NHR infection naive post-PS antibody 
level as such a benchmark. The model-estimated Wuhan anti-Spike antibodies vaccine level of 216 
BAU/mL was consistently observed at day 180 following subsequent doses. Similarly, the post-primary 
series infection-naive Wuhan neutralizing titer vaccine level was 102 pNT50. This level was exceeded at 
day 180 but not consistently present at day 365 for subsequent doses (Table 2). 
 
Regardless of prior infection status, similar BA.4/5 anti-spike peaks were achieved following the first, 
second, and BV boosters (Figure 2 and Table 3). NHRs with prior infection achieved higher peak BA.4/5 
neutralizing titers than infection-naive NHR following the first MV booster, second MV booster, and BV 
booster. The BA.4/5 neutralizing titer peaks increased following each dose for both naive and prior infected 
NHRs (Figure 2B, Table 3). We found typically longer half-lives for those with prior infection for BA.4/5 anti-
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spike levels and neutralization titers. Notable are the much shorter half-lives of BA.4/5 neutralization titers 
compared to anti-spike levels after the BV booster with both naive and prior infected individuals.  
 
We constructed a variable that counted the number prior exposures to either the vaccine or infection 
(Figure 3). The number of exposures ranged from 3 to 6 and were modeled as a categorical variable.  In 
the model results, there was a trend towards higher peak and/or slower decay with each added prior 
exposure. This was more pronounced in neutralizing titers than in anti-Spike antibodies, but present in 
both. Subjects with multiple prior infections and 4 prior vaccine doses had the longest-sustained BA.4/5 
titers. 
 
We compared whether NHR were different in antibody half-lives following vaccination compared to HCW. 
The HCW population had a median age of 48 years compared to 75 in NHR.  We contrasted the kinetics 
of decay of antibody levels over time between NHR and HCW in the initial primary vaccine series and first 
booster since sufficient HCW samples were available.  We found a comparable range of half-lives between 
the NHR and HCW cohorts (Table 4). Note vaccination induced much greater antibody levels in NHR with 
prior infection compared to infection-naive individuals relative to HCWs. Antibody levels after vaccination 
for infection-naive NHR residents lagged HCW and NHR with prior infection, but then decayed at a similar 
rate (Figure 4). Thus, if a protective antibody level exists, infection-naive NHR would have a much lower 
likelihood of achieving and sustaining such a post-vaccine protective antibody level compared to HCW and 
the general population. 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 1: Cohort demographics by vaccine dose 

 
 
 
Figure 1: NHR following 4 doses, Wuhan strain for anti-Spike antibodies (A) and neutralizing titers 
(B).  Red dots and lines correspond to subjects with prior infection at the given dose and blue dots and 
lines correspond to infection-naive subjects.  
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Table 2: Model-estimated half-lives (days after peak) and titers at days 14, 180, and 365 following 
vaccine for NHR following 4 doses. Wuhan strain for anti-Spike antibodies and neutralizing titers; 95% 
confidence intervals presented for all estimated values. 
 

 
 
 
Figure 2: Omicron BA.4/5 in NHR following 3 booster doses for anti-Spike antibodies (A) and 
neutralizing titers (B). Red dots and lines correspond to subjects with prior infection at the given dose 
and blue dots and lines correspond to infection-naive subjects. 
 

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted January 16, 2025. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.09.25320262doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.09.25320262
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 
Table 3: Model-estimated half-lives (days after peak) and titers at days 14, 180, and 365 following 
vaccine for NHR following 3 booster doses. Omicron BA.4/5 strain for anti-Spike antibodies and 
neutralizing titers; 95% confidence intervals presented for all estimated values. 
 

 
 
Figure 3: NHR post-Bivalent booster, different peak + decay estimated by # of exposures of vaccine 
OR infection. 
Anti-Spike (A) and Neutralizing titers (B) for Wuhan (left), and BA.4/5 (right) following bivalent booster. 
Number of exposures (sum of infections and prior vaccine doses) ranging from 3 (red), 4 (yellow), 5 (green) 
and 6 (blue).   
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Figure 4: HCW vs. NHR, Wuhan primary series and Booster Wuhan strain for anti-Spike antibodies 
(A) and neutralizing titers (B).  Red dots and lines correspond to subjects with prior infection at the given 
dose and blue dots and lines correspond to infection naive subjects. 

 
 
 
Table 4: Model-estimated half-lives (days after peak) and titers at days 14, 180, and 365 following 
vaccine for HCW and NHR following 2 booster doses. Wuhan strain for anti-Spike antibodies and 
neutralizing titers; 95% confidence intervals presented for all estimated values. Note: NHR values here are 
also presented in Table 2, repeated here for comparison to HCW. 
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Discussion 
Impact of Multiple Exposures on Antibody Half-Life: 
Our findings indicate that multiple exposures to the immune system, whether through vaccination or natural 
infection, consistently increases antibody half-lives. This likely results from a greater generation of long-
lived plasma cells.  
 
Our study also considers the cumulative effect of prior exposures, whether through infection or vaccination, 
on the long-term trajectory of antibody decay. Examining subjects including the XBB1.5 dose, subjects 
with multiple prior exposures exhibited higher peak levels and slower decay rates in neutralizing titers 
compared to those with fewer prior exposures. Chisty et al. saw a similar effect of multiple exposures in 
an earlier study through the first booster dose [15]. Multiple exposures, thus multiple instances of antigenic 
presentations, likely contribute to the development and refinement of the memory immune response [16-
18]. Those that have received more COVID-19 boosters are associated with lower rates of COVID-19 
infections [19].  
Interestingly, Hofstee et al. [20] highlighted differences in antibody kinetics between infection-naïve and 
previously infected NH residents. Infection-naïve individuals showed a steeper increase in antibody levels 
after the third and fifth booster doses compared to those previously infected. However, the antibody levels 
in previously infected individuals plateaued, possibly due to a negative feedback mechanism or immune 
imprinting. The faster waning of Omicron-specific antibodies compared to Wuhan-specific antibodies was 
also noted, indicating the need for ongoing booster vaccinations to maintain protection against emerging 
variants. Our data also showed a shorter half-life in Omicron-specific titers but this was limited to the 
neutralization activity. 
 
 
Correlation Between Antibody Half-Lives and Vaccine Effectiveness (VE): 

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted January 16, 2025. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.09.25320262doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.09.25320262
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


We show that antibody half-lives generally correlate with vaccine effectiveness (VE), as discussed in 
relation to the CDC report. Clinical effectiveness data presented by Dr. Ruth Link-Gelles from the CDC 
demonstrated a significant reduction in protection from severe disease by day 180, especially in those over 
age 65 [21, 22]. This supports the current recommendation for a booster 6 months after the prior dose [23]. 
Notably, data presented by Link Gelles also suggests that loss of protection against infection to levels 
below 40% occurs more rapidly in the era of Omicron variant strains than earlier in the pandemic. Our 
immunogenicity data mirror the more rapid decay of the BA.4/5 clinical effectiveness in the neutralization 
titers after the BV booster, possibly attributable to viral drift [24]. These findings may provide some 
immunologic mechanisms for these clinical observations. 
 
Shorter Antibody Half-Lives for Recent Omicron Variants: 
Our data indicate shorter antibody half-life for more recent Omicron variants than for earlier strains, like for 
BA.4/5 neutralization titers after the bivalent booster. This decline mirrors that of effectiveness, suggesting 
that neutralization titers may better serve as immune correlates of protection than binding assay levels [25, 
26]. Interestingly, we found the half-life of anti-Spike antibody titers to BA.4/5 after the bivalent booster 
exceeds that of the BA.4/5 neutralizing titers. Thus, our data also support the idea that neutralization titers 
provide a better immune correlate of protection than binding assay levels.  
 
 
Implications for Vaccination Schedules in NHRs: 
We interpret these results to support biannual COVID-10 vaccinations for NHRs for now. The observed 
antibody titer decline beyond day 180 post-vaccination means we need to continue to monitor antibody 
levels to generate data to justify ongoing biannual booster schedules to maintain protective antibody levels. 
However, over time, we hope to achieve sufficiently elevated neutralizing levels to justify only annual 
updates instead. Similarly, Vikström et al. [27] found in their study that the third mRNA vaccine dose elicited 
a substantial 99-fold increase in S-binding IgG levels in infection-naïve NHR, which corresponded to an 
increase in neutralizing antibodies. The fourth dose further boosted these levels by 3.8-fold. Despite these 
increases, the half-life of S-binding IgG was relatively short at 72 days. Importantly, while the vaccine-
induced antibodies did not protect against infection with Omicron variants, they were inversely correlated 
with the risk of death. 
 
 
Differences in Immune Response Between NHR and HCW: 
Our immunologic data from early in the pandemic showed a larger difference in the enhancing effect of 
prior infection in the NHR group compared to HCW. As the pandemic progressed, the vast majority of 
individuals, including NHR, had prior infections [10, 28, 29]. The current ACIP booster recommendation of 
twice yearly SARS-CoV-2 for older individuals is based on increases in severe clinical outcomes in older 
individuals evident even as early as day 120 post-vaccination, more prominent past day 180. Modeled 
antibody titer levels in both HCW and NHR show significant declines by day 180 and even more so at day 
365, prompting the recommendation of an extra 6-month booster for older individuals. 
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Study Limitations: 
Limitations of this study should be addressed when interpreting these results. This study focuses on 
antibody responses, while cellular immune responses and their impact on long-term antibody durability 
were not assessed in this paper. Previous studies have investigated the senescent adaptive immune 
response in relation to vaccine response, in which T cells that show signs of aging correlate with reduced 
levels after vaccination and thus may result in a lack of protection against severe COVID-19 [30]. In 
previous T cell-focused studies, we found that T cell response increases with vaccination doses in this 
population, but this conclusion was made following the PS, first booster, and second booster [31]. 
 
Cohort recruitment took place across nursing homes with a range of resident populations, local outbreaks, 
and varied vaccine schedules. We did not attempt to address these facility differences, their impact on the 
population available across doses, or facility-specific vaccine response. This should be taken into account 
when examining antibody decay between the first boost to the bivalent boost and sex differences.  
 
Our observational design limits our ability to control factors such as variations in vaccination timing and 
comorbidities. Additionally, the relatively smaller sample size in HCW analyses limits generalizability to 
broader populations. 
 
Conclusion: 
We expect that eventually the combination of serial antigen exposures through vaccinations and infections 
will result in a sufficiently slower rate of decay in neutralizing antibody levels and higher titers well beyond 
6 months. This, coupled with broader subheterotypic immunity, may offer sufficient protection to support 
recommendations for longer intervals than 6 months between vaccine updates for at-risk populations like 
NHRs. However, current clinical effectiveness data, our immunologic data, and poor uptake of updated 
vaccines do not yet support lengthening time between vaccines. 
Since COVID-19 vaccine uptake even in the older population is far short of the CDC goals, many 
individuals are not getting even yearly boosting. Further research on antibody responses should investigate 
responses beyond one year, particularly in vulnerable populations such as older adults. Studies on how to 
increase vaccine acceptance are needed as well. 
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Supplement: 
 
Supplemental table: unadjusted p-values of model contrasts comparing peaks and decay rates between 
infection groups and doses, by cohort and assay 
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