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Abstract 

Immunization against SARS-CoV-2, the causative agent of coronavirus disease-19 (COVID-19) occurs 

via natural infection or vaccination. However, it is currently unknown how long infection- or 

vaccination-induced immunological memory will last. We performed a longitudinal evaluation of 

immunological memory to SARS-CoV-2 following mRNA vaccination in naïve and COVID-19 recovered 

individuals. We found that cellular immunity is still detectable 8 months after vaccination, while 

antibody levels decline significantly especially in naïve subjects. We also found that a booster injection 

is more efficacious in reactivating immunological memory to spike protein in naïve than in previously 

SARS-CoV-2 infected subjects. Finally, we observed a similar kinetics of decay of humoral and cellular 

immunity to SARS-CoV-2 up to one year following natural infection in a cohort of unvaccinated 

individuals. Short-term persistence of humoral immunity may account for reinfections and 

breakthrough infections, although long-lived memory B and CD4+ T cells may protect from severe 

disease. A booster dose restores optimal anti-spike immunity in naïve subjects, while the need for 

vaccinated COVID-19 recovered subjects has yet to be defined.  
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Introduction 

Immunization against SARS-CoV-2, the causative agent of coronavirus disease-19 (COVID-19) occurs 

via natural infection or vaccination. As of December 20
th

, 2021 more than 273 million people have 

been infected worldwide, with more than 5 million deaths [1]. At least one vaccine dose has been 

administered to more than 4 billion people, while 3.49 billion people have been fully vaccinated, with 

considerable differences between high- and low-income countries [1]. In order to contain COVID-19 

pandemic it is mandatory to achieve high immunization levels worldwide. However, it is currently 

unknown how long infection- or vaccination-induced immunological memory will last. Regarding 

natural infection, it has been shown that although antibody levels decline, memory B and T cells can 

be detected up to 8 months after recovery in most subjects [2], although 10-20% of them display a 

weak immunological memory [2,3]. The magnitude of immunological memory to SARS-CoV-2 directly 

correlates to disease severity, as asymptomatic individuals show reduced levels of virus-specific 

immunity both in the acute and memory phase [4,5]. Information about longevity of vaccine-induced 

immunological memory are even scarcer, as the immunization campaign started less than one year 

ago. Real-world studies have shown that 6 months following the complete mRNA vaccination cycle, 

protection against COVID-19 is significantly reduced in all age groups, although protection from 

severe disease and hospitalization remains high [6-9]. This phenomenon may be the result of 

progressive waning of immune protection. Nonetheless, the occurrence of SARS-CoV-2 variants like 

Delta (B.1.617.2), and more recently Omicron (B.1.1.529), that show increased transmission capability 

and immune evasion potential, plays also a relevant role. These data raised the question about the 

need for a booster dose administration, and many countries are now recommending a third vaccine 

injection 6 months following the second dose. However, it is still not clear if a third injection is 
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required in all individuals, or if it should be reserved to specific groups based on higher professional 

exposure risk or increased susceptibility to COVID-19 due to concomitant diseases and corresponding 

treatment regimens. To further complicate this scenario, it has been shown that the second mRNA 

vaccine injection is dispensable in subjects with previous SARS-CoV-2 infection, since the first 

administration is sufficient to maximize their immune response to spike [3,10]. Vaccine delivery to 

recovered COVID-19 individuals results in the so-called “hybrid immunity”, characterized by increased 

strength of humoral and cellular response and increased breadth of antibody repertoire than both 

natural infection and vaccination in naïve individuals [11].  

In this work, we performed a longitudinal evaluation of immunological memory to SARS-CoV-2 up to 8 

months following mRNA vaccination in naïve and COVID-19 recovered individuals. We also assessed 

the immunological effects of a booster injection in a cohort of individuals from both groups. Our 

results show that, despite a progressive decline affecting mainly antibody levels, humoral and cellular 

responses are still detectable in naïve and recovered COVID-19 individuals 8 months after vaccination. 

Moreover, we observed that a booster injection is more efficacious in reactivating immunological 

memory to spike in naïve than in previously SARS-CoV-2 infected subjects. Finally, we also assessed 

the longevity of immunological memory to SARS-CoV-2 following natural infection up to one year in a 

cohort of unvaccinated individuals. Also in this case, despite a decline in antibody levels, B and T cells 

memory responses were still detectable 12 months after infection.         
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Results 

Anti-spike antibodies decline more rapidly following vaccination in naïve than in COVID-19 

recovered subjects 

This is a follow up study of our previous work in which we monitored the vaccine-induced humoral 

and cellular immune response against SARS-CoV-2 spike protein up to one week after the second 

vaccine injection in naïve and recovered COVID-19 individuals [3]. Here, in order to evaluate the 

duration of immunological memory induced by vaccination, we extended our cohort to 15 subjects 

per group who were longitudinally evaluated up to 8 months after vaccination.  

Demographic and clinical characteristics of the 30 recruited subjects are detailed in Supplementary 

Table S1. We obtained a blood draw at basal time (baseline, before injection of the first dose), after 

21 days (before injection of the second dose), then after 1, 6 and 8 months to monitor humoral 

response and the presence of SARS-CoV-2 spike-specific B and T cells. 

As shown in Figure 1A, serum titers of anti-S IgM increased in naïve subjects (left panel) following the 

first vaccine administration, while exhibited significant inter-individual differences among recovered 

COVID-19 individuals (middle panel). In both groups, anti-S IgM declined from month 1, reaching 

values below the cut-off limit at months 6 and 8 (right panel). Anti-S IgA and anti-S IgG peaked in 

naïve subjects at month 1 after second dose administration, while in recovered COVID-19 subjects 

they reached the highest levels already after the first injection and remained stable up to month 1 

(Fig.1B-C left and middle panels). Of note, these antibodies showed a mild decrease in SARS-CoV-2 

experienced subjects at months 6 and 8, while in naïve individuals we observed a significant drop at 

month 6. However, anti-S IgA and IgG at month 8 displayed significant higher levels than before 

vaccination in both groups. Anti-RBD IgG increased up to month 1, dropped significantly at month 6 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted December 31, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469


but remained at higher levels than baseline at month 8 in both groups (Fig1D left and middle panels). 

It should be noted that at all time points of analysis recovered COVID-19 subjects showed significantly 

higher levels of anti-S IgA and IgG and anti-RBD IgG than naïve individuals (Fig.1B-D right panels). 

Neutralizing antibodies increased in naïve subjects up to month 1 after vaccination, while they 

reached the highest level in recovered COVID-19 individuals already after the first injection, remaining 

stable up to month 1 (Fig.1E left and middle panels). Despite a significant decrease at month 6, 

neutralizing antibodies declined less sharply than anti-RBD IgG in both groups (Fig.1E right panel). 

Interestingly, neutralizing antibodies at month 8 were significantly higher than before vaccination in 

naïve individuals, while we observed no significant difference in the recovered COVID-19 group. Also 

in this case, recovered COVID-19 individuals showed higher antibody levels than naïve subjects at all 

the analysed time points.  

Finally, recovered COVID-19 subjects before vaccination displayed significantly higher levels of anti-

nucleoprotein (N) IgG than naïve individuals, confirming their previous exposure to SARS-CoV-2 

(Figure 1F). These antibodies decreased over time reaching, at months 6 and 8, values below the cut-

off limit. This finding confirms that also natural immunization to SARS-CoV-2 is subjected to decline 

over time. Naïve subjects instead exhibited anti-N IgG below cut-off value at all time points (Figure 

1F). 

Data obtained on an extended cohort of 86 naïve and 39 recovered COVID-19 subjects confirmed that 

anti-spike IgG, anti-RBD IgG and neutralizing Ig increase rapidly after the first vaccine injection in 

SARS-CoV-2 experienced individuals and then decline slowly up to month 6 post vaccination (Fig, 1G-

I). On the contrary, in naïve subjects these antibodies peak after the second dose administration, at 

month 1 post vaccination, but then sharply decline at month 6 (Fig, 1G-I). Notably, antibody levels in 
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naïve subjects did not reach the levels observed in recovered COVID-19 at all the analysed time points 

(Fig, 1G-I). 

 

Naïve and COVID-19 recovered subjects display comparable frequencies of spike-specific B cells at 8 

months after vaccination 

To further support the data obtained from the analysis of serum levels of SARS-CoV-2 spike-specific 

antibodies, we evaluated by flow cytometry the frequency of B cells expressing a B cell receptor (BCR) 

capable of recognizing SARS-CoV-2 spike protein (Fig. 2A). As shown in Fig.2B, in naïve subjects there 

was a gradual and significant increase in the frequency of B cells (CD19+) expressing a spike specific 

BCR (spike+) up to month 8 following the administration of the second dose of vaccine (left panel). On 

the contrary, in recovered-COVID-19 subjects, the significant increase in the frequency of spike-

specific B cells observed following the first vaccine injection was followed by a progressive significant 

decline (middle panel). Of note, at month 8 both naïve and recovered COVID-19 subjects showed 

significantly higher levels of circulating spike-specific B cells than before vaccination. When comparing 

the frequency of these cells between the two study groups, we found that recovered COVID-19 

subjects exhibited significantly higher frequencies of circulating spike-specific B cells from baseline to 

month 1, while at month 8 we observed comparable percentages (Fig.2B right panel). Circulating 

spike-specific B cells with a memory phenotype (CD27+) expressing on their surface a BCR of IgG, IgM 

or IgA isotype exhibited a similar kinetics to the one shown by total spike-specific B cells in both 

groups (Fig.2C-E left and middle panels). In addition, these cells were significantly more represented 

in recovered COVID-19 than in naïve subjects up to month 1 post vaccination, while exhibited similar 

frequencies at month 8 (Fig. 2C-E right panels). 
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Frequency of spike-specific T cells is comparable in naïve and recovered COVID-19 subjects at 

month 1 post vaccination and it is stable up to month 8   

To obtain a complete picture of the adaptive immune response to anti-COVID-19 vaccination, we 

evaluated the antigen-specific CD4+ T cell response to SARS-CoV-2 spike protein peptides, monitoring 

CD154 expression and the production of IL-2, IFN-γ and TNF-α upon in vitro stimulation (Fig. 3A). Total 

spike specific CD4+ T cells, defined by CD154 expression and the production of at least one among the 

three analysed cytokines, showed a gradual increase in naïve subjects until month 1 after the second 

vaccine dose, followed by a slight decrease at month 8 (Fig.3 B, left panel). On the contrary, in 

recovered-COVID-19 subjects, after an initial significant increase following the first vaccine dose, the 

frequency of these cells declined significantly at month 1 and then stabilized up to month 8 (middle 

panel). As observed for B cells, spike-reactive CD4+ T cells in both groups showed significantly higher 

frequencies at month 8 than before vaccination. In addition, total spike-specific CD4+ T cells were 

significantly higher in recovered COVID-19 than in naïve subjects until the administration of the 

second vaccine dose, while they became comparable at month 1 and remained similar also at month 

8 (right panel). These observations were confirmed also when focusing on CD4+ T cells secreting 

specifically IFN-γ (Fig.3C), IL-2 (Fig.3D) or TNF-α (Fig.3E).  

To characterize more deeply the effector capacity of vaccine-induced CD4+ T cells, we also monitored 

the amount of IFN-γ secreted by cells collected at month 8 post vaccination and stimulated overnight 

with SARS-CoV-2 antigens. T cells from recovered COVID-19 subjects produced significantly higher 

levels of IFN-γ following stimulation with spike, if compared to naïve individuals (Figure 3F). Of note, 

the same difference was observed even when stimulating with spike variants (Beta and Gamma) 
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(Figure 3F). As expected, IFN-γ was detected only in recovered COVID-19 individuals following 

stimulation with nucleoprotein, although in only 5 out of 8 tested subjects (Figure 3F). Interestingly, 

IFN-γ levels detected in the serum following spike peptide pool stimulation directly correlated with 

the frequency of CD154+IFN-γ+ spike-specific CD4+ T cells (Figure 3G). The strength of this correlation 

appeared partially reduced when correlating IFN-γ production with the frequency of total spike-

specific CD4+ T cells, suggesting that IFN-γ secretion is not a peculiar feature of all spike-specific CD4+ 

T cells (Fig. 3H).  

 

Booster vaccination reactivates humoral and cellular immunity in naïve individuals more efficiently 

than in COVID-19 recovered subjects 

The progressive decline in vaccine efficacy observed 6 months after the second dose administration 

led many countries to the decision to proceed with the administration of a third dose of vaccine 

(booster dose). In this regard, we had the opportunity to evaluate both humoral, B and CD4+ T cell-

mediated spike-specific immune response in 14 (7 naïve and 7 ex-COVID-19) subjects before and one 

week after the administration of the booster dose. As shown in Fig.4A-B, serum titers of anti-S IgG 

and anti-RBD IgG significantly increased in naïve, but not in recovered COVID-19 subjects after the 

booster dose. Interestingly, while serum titers of spike neutralizing Ig were not affected by the 

booster dose in naïve, a significant reduction was induced in recovered COVID-19 subjects (Fig.4C). 

Despite a significantly different amount of anti-S IgG, anti-RBD IgG and neutralizing Ig before the 

booster, the two study groups showed comparable amount of these antibodies one week after the 

injection. In agreement with antibody data, the frequencies of spike-specific B cells and CD4+ T cells 

significantly increased in naïve, but not in recovered-COVID-19 subjects after the booster 
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administration (Fig. 4D and E). In this case as well, spike-specific B and CD4+ T cells exhibited 

comparable frequencies between the two groups after booster. 

 

Humoral, but not cellular immunity, declines up to one year following natural infection 

In order to compare the longevity of immunological memory induced by vaccination or SARS-CoV-2 

natural infection, we enrolled 14 recovered-COVID-19 subjects who were longitudinally sampled at 1, 

6 and 12 months following hospital discharge. Since vaccine administration is recommended also in 

recovered COVID-19 individuals, this is a rather unique cohort as they were sampled before vaccine 

administration. We evaluated serum levels of anti-nucleoprotein IgG, anti-S IgM and IgG, anti-RBD 

IgG, spike neutralizing Ig, as well as the frequencies of spike-specific B and CD4+ T cells. As shown in 

Fig. 5, anti-nucleoprotein IgG, anti-S IgM and IgG, and anti-RBD IgG significantly declined at month 6 

and even more at month 12 after hospital discharge (Fig.5A-D), whereas spike neutralizing Ig levels 

remained stable over time (Fig. 5 E). 

Prominently, the frequency of circulating B cells expressing a BCR capable of recognizing SARS-CoV-2 

spike protein was substantially comparable over time (Fig.5F-G). Moreover, with the exception of 

spike-specific CD27+ IgM B cells, also the frequencies of CD27+ IgG+ and CD27+ IgA+ spike-specific B 

cells did not decline (Fig.5H-J). Similarly, the frequency of SARS-CoV-2-specific CD4+ T cells, as 

assessed by the expression of CD154 and the ability to produce at least one among IL-2, IFN-γ or TNF-

α upon in vitro stimulation with spike or combination of spike, nucleoprotein and membrane peptides 

pools, was characterized by stability over time (Fig.6A-B and Fig.6F-G). The same stability was 

observed even when evaluating the production of specific cytokines (IFN-γ, IL-2 or TNF-α), in response 

to spike or to the combination of spike, membrane and nucleoprotein (Fig.6C-E and Fig.6H-J).   
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Discussion 

Anti-COVID-19 vaccines have shown remarkable efficacy both in phase 3 clinical trials as well as in real 

world studies, demonstrating protection against severe disease and infection [12-14]. Vaccination 

leads to the development of humoral and cellular immunity against spike [3,10]. However, it is 

currently unknown how long immunological memory induced by vaccination will last, with 

fundamental implications on vaccination strategies and the future course of the current pandemic. 

Epidemiological data have shown that 6 months following the complete two-doses mRNA vaccination 

cycle, vaccine effectiveness against infection drops down from 88% to 47% [7]. Nonetheless, 

protection against severe disease remains high when compared to unvaccinated people [8]. The 

reduced efficacy over time may be the result of the progressive waning of immunological memory, 

the occurrence of new SARS-CoV-2 variants with increased transmissibility and immune evasion 

potential, or a combination of both. In this study, we investigated the longevity of vaccine-induced 

humoral and cellular immunity to spike up to 8 months following vaccination in naïve and recovered 

COVID-19 individuals. We and others have previously shown that in recovered COVID-19 subjects one 

dose of mRNA vaccine is sufficient to achieve high levels of anti-spike immunity, higher than those 

observed in naïve subjects after two vaccine injections [3,8]. In line with this observation, we found 

here that anti-spike antibodies are maintained at higher levels in recovered COVID-19 individuals at 

months 6 and 8 post vaccination. Indeed, anti-spike IgG and anti-RBD IgG showed a significant drop 

from month 1 to month 6 in naïve subjects. Interestingly, neutralizing antibodies declined less rapidly 

in both groups. This peculiar kinetics could be explained by the fact that affinity maturation occurs 

over time. These findings are in agreement with a recent publication, showing that neutralizing 

antibodies decline slower than total anti-spike Ig in both naïve and recovered COVID-19 subjects [15]. 
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Differently from antibody levels, we observed that anti-spike cellular immunity is comparable at 

month 8 between naïve and recovered COVID-19 individuals. Regarding spike-specific B cells, we 

found that the initial massive expansion observed early after the first vaccination in recovered COVID-

19 subjects is followed by a significant contraction phase. On the contrary, in naïve individuals spike-

specific B cells are very rare at initial time points, but then increase over time from month 1 to month 

8. Spike-specific CD4+ T cells instead show comparable frequency in the two groups already at month 

1 and then slowly decline in parallel up to month 8. Regarding the effector capacity, we observed that 

despite similar frequencies of vaccine-induced CD4+ T cells at month 8, recovered-COVID-19 subjects 

produced significantly more IFN-γ following stimulation with spike than naïve individuals. Of note, this 

observation was confirmed also when stimulating with SARS-CoV-2 spike from Beta and Gamma 

variants, confirming previous data showing that vaccine-induced T cell response is largely conserved 

against viral variants [16,17 and our observations under review]. It should be noted that the 

frequencies of spike-specific B and CD4+ T cells at month 8 are at least comparable to those observed 

in recovered COVID-19 subjects before vaccination, confirming that they are still detectable at this 

time point. These kinetics are similar to those observed by Goel et al., who monitored the persistence 

of spike-specific cellular immunity up to 6 months following vaccination [15]. The picture that comes 

out from these observations shows that antibody levels decline rapidly few months after vaccination, 

while memory B and CD4+ T cells display features of long-term persistence. This scenario is 

compatible with the loss of vaccine efficacy observed in real world studies 6 months after vaccination 

[7]. Indeed, the progressive waning of antibody levels coupled with the reduced neutralization 

efficacy of vaccinees’ sera against Delta and Omicron variant may expose to an increased risk of 

disease [18-21]. However, the presence of memory B and CD4+ T cells, which can rapidly reactivate 

following the encounter with SARS-CoV-2, can be a reason for the retained efficacy against severe 
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disease. The administration of a third (booster) vaccine injection has shown to restore protection 

against symptomatic disease [22,23]. For this reason, given the increased numbers of breakthrough 

infections, several countries have initiated booster campaigns. We monitored the effect of a third 

dose injection in a cohort of naïve and SARS-CoV-2 experienced subjects. Our results show that the 

booster dose significantly increases the levels of spike-specific antibodies, B and CD4+ T cells in naïve 

individuals. This observation provides the immunological reason for the restored efficacy against 

symptomatic COVID-19. Longitudinal studies are needed to understand if a booster injection will lead 

to sustained maintenance of anti-spike humoral immunity, or whether a similar decline will occur in 

the coming months. In this case, it is plausible that regular boosters may be needed to keep vaccine 

efficacy high. The observation that SARS-CoV-2 infection followed by two vaccine injections results in 

longer maintenance of anti-spike antibodies, suggests that the third vaccine dose may result in longer 

antibody persistence in those unexposed to SARS-CoV-2. Differently from what observed in naïve 

individuals, the third vaccine dose has only minor effects on COVID-19 recovered subjects, in line with 

what observed for the second vaccine dose [3,10]. Given that at month 8 these individuals display 

high anti-spike antibody levels, as well as presence of memory B and CD4+ T cells, regulatory 

mechanisms may be involved in preventing an over-activation of anti-spike immunity. On the other 

hand, it may be possible that spike-specific B and CD4+ T cells display an exhausted phenotype, which 

prevents optimal reactivation upon antigen restimulation. Additional studies are needed to fully 

understand this phenomenon. However, this observation raises the question about the need for 

boosters in recovered COVID-19 subjects. 

In this manuscript, we also monitored the long-term persistence of immunity to SARS-CoV-2 up to one 

year following infection in a group of moderate to severe COVID-19 subjects. This is a unique cohort, 
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as in the majority of countries vaccination has been recommended also to individuals who have a 

history of SARS-CoV-2 infection. The data obtained are largely comparable to those observed 

following vaccination, with a progressive decline in antibody levels. Anti-nucleoprotein IgG display the 

shortest persistence, as their levels drop below the cut-off value at month 12. Notably, also in the 

case of natural infection, neutralizing antibodies decay slower than total anti-spike IgG and anti-RBD 

IgG. The progressive reduction of antibody levels may be the reason for the observed reinfections [24, 

25]. On the contrary, the frequencies of spike-specific B and CD4+ T cells are largely stable up to one 

year from hospital discharge. The same stability was observed also when expanding our analysis to 

other SARS-CoV-2 antigens, as the frequency of CD4+ T cells reactive to spike, membrane and 

nucleoprotein was basically stable from month 1 to month 12. Collectively, these findings suggest that 

people recovering from moderate to severe COVID-19 may develop long-term persistent cellular 

immunity to SARS-CoV-2, in agreement with previous observations obtained on the original SARS-CoV 

showing that memory cells can be detected up to 17 years post infection [26]. This conclusion may 

not be extended to all SARS-CoV-2 infected subjects, as previous data have shown that asymptomatic 

infection leads to the development of reduced levels of immunological memory to the virus [5, 27].  

In conclusion, our data show that vaccine- and infection-induced immunological memory display a 

similar kinetics of decay. Short-term persistence of humoral immunity may be responsible of 

reinfections, although long-lived memory B and CD4+ T cells may protect from severe disease 

development. A booster dose restores optimal anti-spike immunity in naïve subjects, while the need 

for vaccinated COVID-19 recovered subjects has yet to be defined, especially in those with previous 

moderate to severe disease. Epidemiological data may help to resolve this issue. 
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Materials and Methods 

Subjects 

30 healthcare workers who received BNT162b2 mRNA COVID-19 vaccine were recruited at the 

Careggi University Hospital, Florence, Tuscany, Italy, by the Infectious and Tropical Diseases Unit. 

Among them, 15 had a previous history of symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection (recovered COVID-19). 

Confirmation of SARS-CoV-2 infection was obtained by PCR analysis of nasopharyngeal swab. Negative 

history for infection in naïve individuals was based on absence of symptoms, absence of anti-N and 

anti-S IgG before receiving vaccination and routine monitoring by nasopharyngeal swab PCR testing. 

Among recovered COVID-19 individuals, disease severity was defined according to WHO guidelines 

[27]. Basic demographic and clinical characteristics are summarized in Supplementary Table S1. 

Following immunization schedule originally approved by the European Medicines Agency, each 

subject received two vaccine injections, 21 days apart. Blood samples were collected before the first 

dose (basal time, T0), before the second dose, and then 1 month, 6 months and 8 months later. 95 

additional individuals (71 naïve and 24 COVID-19 recovered) were also recruited in addition to the 30 

aforementioned subjects to expand serological data on a larger cohort. These subjects (125 in total, 

86 naïve and 39 recovered COVID-19) were serologically tested before the first injection, before the 

second and then 1 month and 6 months later. Recruited subjects were not affected by chronic 

medical conditions that may affect vaccine response, with the exception of only one individual in the 

COVID-19 recovered group who was under immune suppressive treatment following solid organ 

transplantation. Basic demographic and clinical characteristics of the expanded cohort are 

summarized in Supplementary Table S2. 14 individuals, 7 of whom with previous SARS-CoV-2 

infection, were sampled before booster BNT162b2 injection and one week after. All individuals 
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received the booster dose 9 months after the second vaccine dose. Basic demographic and clinical 

characteristics are summarized in Supplementary Table S3. 

Peripheral blood samples from 14 subjects hospitalized for COVID-19 between March and April 2020 

were obtained 1 month, 6 months and 12 months following discharge. These individuals were not 

vaccinated at the last follow up date. Basic demographic and clinical characteristics are summarized in 

Supplementary Table S4.   

PBMNCs were obtained following density gradient centrifugation of blood samples using Lymphoprep 

(Axis Shield Poc As™) and were frozen in FCS plus 10% DMSO to be stored in liquid nitrogen. For each 

subject, longitudinal samples were defrosted and analyzed together for B cells and T cells evaluation. 

Serum was frozen and stored for Ig levels evaluation. 

 

Evaluation of SARS-CoV-2-Spike-reactive T cells 

For T cells stimulation in vitro, 1.5 million PBMNCs were cultured in complete RPMI plus 5% human 

AB serum in 96 well flat bottom plates in presence of medium alone (background, negative control) or 

of a pool of Spike SARS-CoV-2 peptide pools (Prot_S1, Prot_S+ and Prot_S to achieve a complete 

sequence coverage of the Spike protein) at 0.6 µM/peptide, accordingly to manufacturer’s 

instructions (Miltenyi Biotech). Cells from recovered COVID-19 subjects longitudinally assessed up to 1 

year following hospital discharge were additionally stimulated with peptide pools of Membrane 

protein and Nucleoprotein from SARS-CoV-2 at 0.6 µM/peptide, accordingly to manufacturer’s 

instructions (Miltenyi Biotech). After 2 hours of incubation at 37°C, 5% CO2, Brefeldin A (5 µg/mL) was 

added, followed by additional 4 hours incubation. Finally, cells were fixed and stained using 
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fluorochrome-conjugated antibodies listed in Table S5. Samples were acquired on a BD LSR II flow 

cytometer (BD Biosciences) with FACSDiva Software and analysed by FlowJo Software. The gating 

strategy applied has already been described [3,4].  

 

Evaluation of SARS-CoV-2 spike-specific B cells 

For B cells evaluation, 2 million PBMNCs were stained for 30 minutes at 4°C with fluorochrome-

conjugated antibodies listed in Table S6, then washed with PBS/EDTA buffer (PEB), and incubated 5 

minutes with 7-AAD for viability evaluation. Recombinant biotinylated SARS-Cov2 Spike protein 

(Miltenyi Biotech) was conjugated separately with streptavidin PE and PE-Cy7 for 15 minutes at room 

temperature and pooled in 1:2 ratio, before being added to final staining mix. Samples were acquired 

on a BD LSR II flow cytometer (BD Biosciences) with FACSDiva Software and analysed by FlowJo 

Software. The gating strategy applied has already been described [3].  

  

Evaluation of SARS-CoV-2-specific IgM and IgG 

Evaluation of SARS-CoV-2 Spike protein antibodies, including anti-Spike (in trimeric form)-specific IgG 

(Diasorin), anti-Spike RBD-specific IgG (Abbott) and IgA (Euroimmun), anti-Spike-specific IgM (Abbot), 

anti-Nucleoprotein-specific IgG (Abbott), and neutralizing antibodies which block binding of Spike 

protein with the ACE2 receptor (Dia.Pro Diagnostic Bioprobes) was performed following 

manufacturers’ instructions. The antibody reactivity of each specimen was expressed in AU/ml, or by 

the ratio between optical density and cut-off value (index). 
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Evaluation of IFN-γ in culture supernatants following blood stimulation with SARS-CoV-2 antigens 

Evaluation of IFN—γ in culture supernatants following blood stimulation with SARS-CoV-2 antigens 

was performed with STANDARDTM F Covi-FERON FIA (IFN-gamma) SD Biosensor according to the 

manufacturer’s instructions. Viral antigens used for stimulation included SARS-CoV-2 Spike Protein 

(SP) antigens derived from original SARS-CoV-2, and the 20I/501Y.V1 (Alpha), 20H/501 (Beta) and 

20J/501Y.V3 (Gamma) viral variants, and antigens derived from the Nucleocapsid Protein (NP). The 

results were expressed as IU/ml of IFN-γ, subtracted of unstimulated background conditions.  

 

Statistical analysis 

Unpaired Mann-Whitney test was used to compare COVID-19 recovered subjects versus naïve 

subjects; Wilcoxon-Signed Rank test was used to compare different time points in each study group. 

In all cases, p values ≤0.05 were considered significant. 

 

Study approval 

The procedures followed in the study were approved by the Careggi University Hospital Ethical 

Committee. Written informed consent was obtained from recruited patients. 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted December 31, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469


Acknowledgments 

We thank all the subjects who participated to the study. This study was supported by funds to the 

Department of Experimental and Clinical Medicine, University of Florence (Project Excellence 

Departments 2018-2022), by the University of Florence, project RICTD2122, by the Italian Ministry of 

Health (COVID-2020-12371849) and by Tuscany Region (TagSARS CoV 2).   

 

 

Author Contributions 

G.M.R., A.B., F.A., designed the study; N.D.L., E.M., M.S., L.Z. F.L. collected peripheral blood samples 

and informed consent; F.L., L.C. provided advice; A.M., L.M., L.S., A.V., M.C., G.L., S.T.K., M.G.C., A.R., 

A.C. P.F., performed experiments; A.M., L.M., analyzed data; A.M., L.M., F.A. wrote the manuscript. All 

authors revised the manuscript and gave final approval. 

 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted December 31, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469


References 

1. World Health Organization. WHO Coronavirus (COVID-19) Dashboard. Available at 

https://covid19.who.int/. Accessed on December, 21st 2021 

2. Dan JM, Mateus J, Kato Y, Hastie KM, Yu ED, Faliti CE, Grifoni A, Ramirez SI, Haupt S, Frazier A, Nakao C, 

Rayaprolu V, Rawlings SA, Peters B, Krammer F, Simon V, Saphire EO, Smith DM, Weiskopf D, Sette A, 

Crotty S. Immunological memory to SARS-CoV-2 assessed for up to 8 months after infection. Science. 

2021 Feb 5;371(6529):eabf4063. doi: 10.1126/science.abf4063. Epub 2021 Jan 6. PMID: 33408181; 

PMCID: PMC7919858. 

3. Mazzoni A, Di Lauria N, Maggi L, Salvati L, Vanni A, Capone M, Lamacchia G, Mantengoli E, Spinicci M, 

Zammarchi L, Kiros ST, Rocca A, Lagi F, Colao MG, Parronchi P, Scaletti C, Turco L, Liotta F, Rossolini 

GM, Cosmi L, Bartoloni A, Annunziato F; COVID-19 Research Group. First-dose mRNA vaccination is 

sufficient to reactivate immunological memory to SARS-CoV-2 in subjects who have recovered from 

COVID-19. J Clin Invest. 2021 Jun 15;131(12):e149150. doi: 10.1172/JCI149150. PMID: 33939647; 

PMCID: PMC8203460. 

4. Mazzoni A, Maggi L, Capone M, Spinicci M, Salvati L, Colao MG, Vanni A, Kiros ST, Mencarini J, 

Zammarchi L, Mantengoli E, Menicacci L, Caldini E, Romagnani S, Liotta F, Morettini A, Rossolini GM, 

Bartoloni A, Cosmi L, Annunziato F. Cell-mediated and humoral adaptive immune responses to SARS-

CoV-2 are lower in asymptomatic than symptomatic COVID-19 patients. Eur J Immunol. 2020 

Dec;50(12):2013-2024. doi: 10.1002/eji.202048915. Epub 2020 Nov 9. PMID: 33080068. 

5. Mazzoni A, Maggi L, Capone M, Vanni A, Spinicci M, Salvati L, Tekle Kiros S, Semeraro R, Pengue L, 

Colao MG, Magi A, Rossolini GM, Liotta F, Cosmi L, Bartoloni A, Annunziato F. Heterogeneous 

magnitude of immunological memory to SARS-CoV-2 in recovered individuals. Clin Transl Immunology. 

2021 May 6;10(5):e1281. doi: 10.1002/cti2.1281. PMID: 33976879; PMCID: PMC8101693. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted December 31, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469


6. Thomas SJ, Moreira ED Jr, Kitchin N, Absalon J, Gurtman A, Lockhart S, Perez JL, Pérez Marc G, Polack 

FP, Zerbini C, Bailey R, Swanson KA, Xu X, Roychoudhury S, Koury K, Bouguermouh S, Kalina WV, 

Cooper D, Frenck RW Jr, Hammitt LL, Türeci Ö, Nell H, Schaefer A, Ünal S, Yang Q, Liberator P, Tresnan 

DB, Mather S, Dormitzer PR, Şahin U, Gruber WC, Jansen KU; C4591001 Clinical Trial Group. Safety and 

Efficacy of the BNT162b2 mRNA Covid-19 Vaccine through 6 Months. N Engl J Med. 2021 Nov 

4;385(19):1761-1773. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa2110345. Epub 2021 Sep 15. PMID: 34525277; PMCID: 

PMC8461570. 

7. Tartof SY, Slezak JM, Fischer H, Hong V, Ackerson BK, Ranasinghe ON, Frankland TB, Ogun OA, Zamparo 

JM, Gray S, Valluri SR, Pan K, Angulo FJ, Jodar L, McLaughlin JM. Effectiveness of mRNA BNT162b2 

COVID-19 vaccine up to 6 months in a large integrated health system in the USA: a retrospective cohort 

study. Lancet. 2021 Oct 16;398(10309):1407-1416. doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(21)02183-8. Epub 2021 

Oct 4. PMID: 34619098; PMCID: PMC8489881. 

8. Levin EG, Lustig Y, Cohen C, Fluss R, Indenbaum V, Amit S, Doolman R, Asraf K, Mendelson E, Ziv A, 

Rubin C, Freedman L, Kreiss Y, Regev-Yochay G. Waning Immune Humoral Response to BNT162b2 

Covid-19 Vaccine over 6 Months. N Engl J Med. 2021 Dec 9;385(24):e84. doi: 

10.1056/NEJMoa2114583. Epub 2021 Oct 6. PMID: 34614326; PMCID: PMC8522797. 

9. Goldberg Y, Mandel M, Bar-On YM, Bodenheimer O, Freedman L, Haas EJ, Milo R, Alroy-Preis S, Ash N, 

Huppert A. Waning Immunity after the BNT162b2 Vaccine in Israel. N Engl J Med. 2021 Dec 

9;385(24):e85. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa2114228. Epub 2021 Oct 27. PMID: 34706170; PMCID: 

PMC8609604. 

10. Painter MM, Mathew D, Goel RR, Apostolidis SA, Pattekar A, Kuthuru O, Baxter AE, Herati RS, Oldridge 

DA, Gouma S, Hicks P, Dysinger S, Lundgreen KA, Kuri-Cervantes L, Adamski S, Hicks A, Korte S, Giles JR, 

Weirick ME, McAllister CM, Dougherty J, Long S, D'Andrea K, Hamilton JT, Betts MR, Bates P, Hensley 

SE, Grifoni A, Weiskopf D, Sette A, Greenplate AR, Wherry EJ. Rapid induction of antigen-specific CD4+ 

T cells is associated with coordinated humoral and cellular immunity to SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccination. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted December 31, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469


Immunity. 2021 Sep 14;54(9):2133-2142.e3. doi: 10.1016/j.immuni.2021.08.001. Epub 2021 Aug 13. 

PMID: 34453880; PMCID: PMC8361141. 

11. Crotty S. Hybrid immunity. Science. 2021;372(6549):1392-1393. doi: 10.1126/science.abj2258 

12. Pormohammad A, Zarei M, Ghorbani S, Mohammadi M, Razizadeh MH, Turner DL, Turner RJ. Efficacy 

and Safety of COVID-19 Vaccines: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Randomized Clinical Trials. 

Vaccines (Basel). 2021 May 6;9(5):467. doi: 10.3390/vaccines9050467. PMID: 34066475; PMCID: 

PMC8148145. 

13. Liu Q, Qin C, Liu M, Liu J. Effectiveness and safety of SARS-CoV-2 vaccine in real-world studies: a 

systematic review and meta-analysis. Infect Dis Poverty. 2021 Nov 14;10(1):132. doi: 10.1186/s40249-

021-00915-3. PMID: 34776011; PMCID: PMC8590867. 

14. Chemaitelly H, Tang P, Hasan MR, AlMukdad S, Yassine HM, Benslimane FM, Al Khatib HA, Coyle P, 

Ayoub HH, Al Kanaani Z, Al Kuwari E, Jeremijenko A, Kaleeckal AH, Latif AN, Shaik RM, Abdul Rahim HF, 

Nasrallah GK, Al Kuwari MG, Al Romaihi HE, Butt AA, Al-Thani MH, Al Khal A, Bertollini R, Abu-Raddad 

LJ. Waning of BNT162b2 Vaccine Protection against SARS-CoV-2 Infection in Qatar. N Engl J Med. 2021 

Dec 9;385(24):e83. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa2114114. Epub 2021 Oct 6. PMID: 34614327; PMCID: 

PMC8522799. 

15. Goel RR, Apostolidis SA, Painter MM, Mathew D, Pattekar A, Kuthuru O, Gouma S, Hicks P, Meng W, 

Rosenfeld AM, Dysinger S, Lundgreen KA, Kuri-Cervantes L, Adamski S, Hicks A, Korte S, Oldridge DA, 

Baxter AE, Giles JR, Weirick ME, McAllister CM, Dougherty J, Long S, D'Andrea K, Hamilton JT, Betts MR, 

Luning Prak ET, Bates P, Hensley SE, Greenplate AR, Wherry EJ. Distinct antibody and memory B cell 

responses in SARS-CoV-2 naïve and recovered individuals following mRNA vaccination. Sci Immunol. 

2021 Apr 15;6(58):eabi6950. doi: 10.1126/sciimmunol.abi6950. PMID: 33858945; PMCID: 

PMC8158969. 

16. Tarke A, Sidney J, Methot N, Yu ED, Zhang Y, Dan JM, Goodwin B, Rubiro P, Sutherland A, Wang E, 

Frazier A, Ramirez SI, Rawlings SA, Smith DM, da Silva Antunes R, Peters B, Scheuermann RH, Weiskopf 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted December 31, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469


D, Crotty S, Grifoni A, Sette A. Impact of SARS-CoV-2 variants on the total CD4+ and CD8+ T cell 

reactivity in infected or vaccinated individuals. Cell Rep Med. 2021 Jul 20;2(7):100355. doi: 

10.1016/j.xcrm.2021.100355. Epub 2021 Jul 2. PMID: 34230917; PMCID: PMC8249675. 

17. Skelly DT, Harding AC, Gilbert-Jaramillo J, Knight ML, Longet S, Brown A, Adele S, Adland E, Brown H; 

Medawar Laboratory Team, Tipton T, Stafford L, Mentzer AJ, Johnson SA, Amini A; OPTIC (Oxford 

Protective T cell Immunology for COVID-19) Clinical Group, Tan TK, Schimanski L, Huang KA, Rijal P; 

PITCH (Protective Immunity T cells in Health Care Worker) Study Group; C-MORE/PHOSP-C Group, 

Frater J, Goulder P, Conlon CP, Jeffery K, Dold C, Pollard AJ, Sigal A, de Oliveira T, Townsend AR, 

Klenerman P, Dunachie SJ, Barnes E, Carroll MW, James WS. Two doses of SARS-CoV-2 vaccination 

induce robust immune responses to emerging SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern. Nat Commun. 2021 Aug 

17;12(1):5061. doi: 10.1038/s41467-021-25167-5. PMID: 34404775; PMCID: PMC8371089. 

18. Lopez Bernal J, Andrews N, Gower C, Gallagher E, Simmons R, Thelwall S, Stowe J, Tessier E, Groves N, 

Dabrera G, Myers R, Campbell CNJ, Amirthalingam G, Edmunds M, Zambon M, Brown KE, Hopkins S, 

Chand M, Ramsay M. Effectiveness of Covid-19 Vaccines against the B.1.617.2 (Delta) Variant. N Engl J 

Med. 2021 Aug 12;385(7):585-594. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa2108891. Epub 2021 Jul 21. PMID: 34289274; 

PMCID: PMC8314739. 

19. Tang P, Hasan MR, Chemaitelly H, Yassine HM, Benslimane FM, Al Khatib HA, AlMukdad S, Coyle P, 

Ayoub HH, Al Kanaani Z, Al Kuwari E, Jeremijenko A, Kaleeckal AH, Latif AN, Shaik RM, Abdul Rahim HF, 

Nasrallah GK, Al Kuwari MG, Al Romaihi HE, Butt AA, Al-Thani MH, Al Khal A, Bertollini R, Abu-Raddad 

LJ. BNT162b2 and mRNA-1273 COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness against the SARS-CoV-2 Delta variant in 

Qatar. Nat Med. 2021 Nov 2. doi: 10.1038/s41591-021-01583-4. Epub ahead of print. PMID: 34728831. 

20. Planas D, Veyer D, Baidaliuk A, Staropoli I, Guivel-Benhassine F, Rajah MM, Planchais C, Porrot F, 

Robillard N, Puech J, Prot M, Gallais F, Gantner P, Velay A, Le Guen J, Kassis-Chikhani N, Edriss D, Belec 

L, Seve A, Courtellemont L, Péré H, Hocqueloux L, Fafi-Kremer S, Prazuck T, Mouquet H, Bruel T, Simon-

Lorière E, Rey FA, Schwartz O. Reduced sensitivity of SARS-CoV-2 variant Delta to antibody 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted December 31, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469


neutralization. Nature. 2021 Aug;596(7871):276-280. doi: 10.1038/s41586-021-03777-9. Epub 2021 Jul 

8. PMID: 34237773. 

21. Lu L, Mok BW, Chen LL, Chan JM, Tsang OT, Lam BH, Chuang VW, Chu AW, Chan WM, Ip JD, Chan BP, 

Zhang R, Yip CC, Cheng VC, Chan KH, Jin DY, Hung IF, Yuen KY, Chen H, To KK. Neutralization of SARS-

CoV-2 Omicron variant by sera from BNT162b2 or Coronavac vaccine recipients. Clin Infect Dis. 2021 

Dec 16:ciab1041. doi: 10.1093/cid/ciab1041. Epub ahead of print. PMID: 34915551. 

22. Barda N, Dagan N, Cohen C, Hernán MA, Lipsitch M, Kohane IS, Reis BY, Balicer RD. Effectiveness of a 

third dose of the BNT162b2 mRNA COVID-19 vaccine for preventing severe outcomes in Israel: an 

observational study. Lancet. 2021 Dec 4;398(10316):2093-2100. doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(21)02249-2. 

Epub 2021 Oct 29. PMID: 34756184; PMCID: PMC8555967. 

23. Bar-On YM, Goldberg Y, Mandel M, Bodenheimer O, Freedman L, Kalkstein N, Mizrahi B, Alroy-Preis S, 

Ash N, Milo R, Huppert A. Protection of BNT162b2 Vaccine Booster against Covid-19 in Israel. N Engl J 

Med. 2021 Oct 7;385(15):1393-1400. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa2114255. Epub 2021 Sep 15. PMID: 

34525275; PMCID: PMC8461568. 

24. Bergwerk M, Gonen T, Lustig Y, Amit S, Lipsitch M, Cohen C, Mandelboim M, Levin EG, Rubin C, 

Indenbaum V, Tal I, Zavitan M, Zuckerman N, Bar-Chaim A, Kreiss Y, Regev-Yochay G. Covid-19 

Breakthrough Infections in Vaccinated Health Care Workers. N Engl J Med. 2021 Oct 14;385(16):1474-

1484. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa2109072. Epub 2021 Jul 28. PMID: 34320281; PMCID: PMC8362591. 

25. Davis C, Logan N, Tyson G, Orton R, Harvey WT, Perkins JS, Mollett G, Blacow RM; COVID-19 Genomics 

UK (COG-UK) Consortium, Peacock TP, Barclay WS, Cherepanov P, Palmarini M, Murcia PR, Patel AH, 

Robertson DL, Haughney J, Thomson EC, Willett BJ; COVID-19 DeplOyed VaccinE (DOVE) Cohort Study 

investigators. Reduced neutralisation of the Delta (B.1.617.2) SARS-CoV-2 variant of concern following 

vaccination. PLoS Pathog. 2021 Dec 2;17(12):e1010022. doi: 10.1371/journal.ppat.1010022. PMID: 

34855916; PMCID: PMC8639073. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted December 31, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469


26. Le Bert N, Tan AT, Kunasegaran K, Tham CYL, Hafezi M, Chia A, Chng MHY, Lin M, Tan N, Linster M, Chia 

WN, Chen MI, Wang LF, Ooi EE, Kalimuddin S, Tambyah PA, Low JG, Tan YJ, Bertoletti A. SARS-CoV-2-

specific T cell immunity in cases of COVID-19 and SARS, and uninfected controls. Nature. 2020 

Aug;584(7821):457-462. doi: 10.1038/s41586-020-2550-z. Epub 2020 Jul 15. PMID: 32668444. 

27. Boyton RJ, Altmann DM. The immunology of asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection: what are the 

key questions? Nat Rev Immunol. 2021 Dec;21(12):762-768. doi: 10.1038/s41577-021-00631-

x. Epub 2021 Oct 19. PMID: 34667307; PMCID: PMC8525456.  

28. World Health Organization. Clinical management COVID-19. Interim Guidance 27 May 2020.  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted December 31, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469


Figures and Figure Legends 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted December 31, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469


Figure 1. Longitudinal evaluation of anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibody levels in naïve and COVID-19 

recovered vaccinated subjects 

Evaluation of anti-Spike IgM (A), anti-S1 IgA (B), anti-S IgG (C), anti-RBD IgG (D), S-neutralizing Ig (E), 

anti-N IgG (F) in naïve and COVID-19 recovered subjects before the first injection, before the second 

injection and after 1, 6 and 8 months after the complete vaccination cycle. Left column (red lines) 

represents individual data from 15 naïve subjects, middle column (blue lines) represents individual 

data from 15 recovered COVID-19 individuals, right column represents mean values ±SE. Dashed lines 

represent cut-off values, dotted lines are upper detection limits. Red and blue asterisks (left and 

middle column) refer to paired statistics within each study group compared to the previous time point 

in the kinetics calculated with Wilcoxon-Signed Rank test. Red and blue hashtag in left and middle 

columns refer to paired statistics within each study group between baseline and 8 months, calculated 

with Wilcoxon-Signed Rank test. Black asterisks in the right column represent unpaired statistic 

between naïve and recovered COVID-19 subjects at each time point calculated with Mann-Whitney 

test. Evaluation of anti-Spike IgG (G), anti-RBD IgG (H) and neutralizing Ig (I) before vaccination, before 

second dose administration and 1 and 6 months following the complete vaccination cycle in 86 naïve 

and 39 recovered COVID-19 subjects. Black asterisks represent unpaired statistic between naïve and 

recovered COVID-19 subjects at each time point calculated with Mann-Whitney test. * = p<0.05; ** = 

p<0.01; ***, ### = p<0.001.   
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Figure 2. Longitudinal evaluation of spike-specific circulating B cells in naïve and COVID-19 

recovered vaccinated subjects 

(A) Representative flow cytometry plots of Spike-specific B cells in one naïve (upper row) and one 

COVID-19 recovered subject (lower row) before vaccination, before second injection and after 1 and 8 

months following the complete vaccination cycle. Longitudinal evaluation of frequencies of total (B), 

CD27+ IgG+ (C), CD27+ IgM+ (D), CD27+ IgA+ (E) Spike-specific B cells in naïve (red lines, left column) 

and COVID-19 recovered (blue lines, middle column) subjects. Cumulative data are represented in 

right columns as mean ± SE from 15 naïve and 15 COVID-19 recovered subjects. Red and blue asterisks 

(left and middle columns) refer to paired statistics within each study group compared to the previous 

time point in the kinetic calculated with Wilcoxon-Signed Rank test. Red and blue hashtag in left and 

middle columns refer to paired statistics within each study group between baseline and 8 months 

calculated with Wilcoxon-Signed Rank test. Black asterisks in right column represent unpaired statistic 

between naïve and recovered COVID-19 subjects at each time point calculated with Mann-Whitney 

test. *, # = p<0.05; **, ## = p<0.01; *** = p<0.001.    

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted December 31, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469


 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted December 31, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.21268469


Figure 3. Longitudinal evaluation of spike-specific circulating T cells in naïve and COVID-19 

recovered vaccinated subjects 

A) Representative flow cytometric plots of Spike-specific CD4+ CD154+ IFN-γ+ T cells in one naïve 

(upper row) and one COVID-19 recovered (lower row) subject before vaccination, before second 

injection and after 1 and 8 months following the complete vaccination cycle. Longitudinal evaluation 

of frequencies of Spike-specific T cells expressing CD154 and producing at least one cytokine among 

IL-2, IFN-γ and TNF-α (B), CD154+ IFN-γ+ (C), CD154+ IL-2+ (D), CD154+ TNF-α+ (E) in naïve (red lines, 

left column) and COVID-19 recovered (blue lines, middle column) subjects. Cumulative data are 

represented in right columns as mean ±SE from 15 naïve and 15 COVID-19 recovered subjects. In 

panels B-E, represented data are subtracted of background, unstimulated condition. Red and blue 

asterisks (left and middle columns) refer to paired statistics within each study group compared to the 

previous time point in the kinetic calculated with Wilcoxon-Signed Rank test. Red and blue hashtag in 

left and middle columns refer to paired statistics within each study group between baseline and 8 

months, calculated with Wilcoxon-Signed Rank test.  Black asterisks in right column represent 

unpaired statistic between naïve and recovered COVID-19 subjects at each time point calculated with 

Mann-Whitney test. (F) Levels of IFN-γ in sera following whole blood stimulation with Spike, Spike 

variant (from Beta and Gamma variants) or Nucleoprotein performed on 8 naïve and 8 recovered 

COVID-19 subjects at month 8 post vaccination. Represented data are subtracted of background, 

unstimulated condition. (G) Correlation between the frequency of circulating CD4+CD154+IFN-γ+ cells 

and IFN-γ serum levels following whole stimulation with Spike. (H) Correlation between the frequency 

of circulating CD4+CD154+ cells producing at least one cytokine (among IFN-γ, IL-2 and TNF-α) and 
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IFN-γ serum levels following whole blood stimulation with Spike.    *, # = p<0.05; **, ## = p<0.01; *** 

= p<0.001.    

 

Figure 4. Reactivation of humoral and cellular immunity following vaccine booster administration in 

naïve and COVID-19 recovered subjects 

Levels of anti-spike IgG (A), anti-RBD IgG (B), neutralizing Ig (C) in 7 naïve (red) and 7 recovered 

COVID-19 (blue) subjects before (pre) and 1 week after (post) vaccine booster injection. Levels of 

spike-specific B (D) and T (defined as CD154+ and producing at least one cytokine among IFN-γ+, IL-2 

and TNF-α cells) in 7 naïve (red) and 7 recovered COVID-19 (blue) subjects before (pre) and 1 week 

after (post) vaccine booster injection. Red and blue asterisks refer to paired statistics within each 

study calculated with Wilcoxon-Signed Rank test. Black asterisks in right column represent unpaired 

statistic between naïve and recovered COVID-19 subjects calculated with Mann-Whitney test. * = 

p<0.05; ** = p<0.01 
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Figure 5. Longitudinal evaluation of SARS-CoV-2 specific antibody levels up to one year following 

infection 

Levels of anti-N IgG (A), anti-S IgM (B), anti-S IgG (C), anti-RBD IgG (D), neutralizing Ig (E) in 13 

recovered COVID-19 subjects evaluated 1, 6 and 12 months following hospital discharge. Frequencies 

of total (F), CD27+IgM+ (H), CD27+IgG+ (I), CD27+IgA+ (J) spike-specific B cells evaluated at 1, 6 and 12 

months following hospital discharge in 14 recovered COVID-19 subjects. Representative FACS plots of 
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total spike-specific B cells at each time point are shown in (G). Red lines represent mean values. 

Asterisks refer to paired statistics at each time point compared to the previous, calculated with 

Wilcoxon-Signed Rank test. * = p<0.05; ** = p<0.01 
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Figure 6. Longitudinal evaluation of SARS-CoV-2 specific B and T cells up to one year following 

infection 

Frequencies of spike-specific CD4+ T cells expressing CD154 and producing at least one cytokine 

among IL-2, IFN-γ and TNF-α (A), CD154+ IFN-γ+ (C), CD154+ IL-2+ (D), CD154+ TNF-α+ (E) evaluated at 

1, 6 or 12 months following hospital discharge in 14 recovered COVID-19 subjects. Representative 

FACS plots of CD154+IFN-γ+ spike-specific CD4+ T cells a at each time point are shown in (B). 
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Frequencies of CD4+ T cells reactive to spike, membrane and nucleoprotein expressing CD154 and 

producing at least one cytokine among IL-2, IFN-γ and TNF-α (F), CD154+ IFN-γ+ (I), CD154+ IL-2+ (I), 

CD154+ TNF-α+ (J) evaluated at 1, 6 or 12 months following hospital discharge in 14 recovered COVID-

19 subjects. Representative FACS plots of CD154+IFN-γ+ CD4+ T cells reactive to spike, membrane, 

nucleoprotein at each time point are shown in (G). Red lines represent mean values. Asterisks refer to 

paired statistics at each time point compared to the previous, calculated with Wilcoxon-Signed Rank 

test. * = p<0.05; ** = p<0.01 
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