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Summary: The third vaccine dose reduced SARS-CoV-2 infection risk during the Omicron 46 

wave. Higher neutralizing antibody levels may not reduce Omicron infection risk in 47 

third-dose patients. On the contrary, it may be associated with fewer symptoms of infection.  48 
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Abstract 49 

Background 50 

Data on the role of immunogenicity following the third vaccine dose against Omicron 51 

infection and coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19)-compatible symptoms of infection are 52 

limited. 53 

Methods 54 

First we examined vaccine effectiveness (VE) of the third-dose against the second dose 55 

during the Omicron wave among the staff at a tertiary hospital in Tokyo. In a case-control 56 

study of a cohort of third vaccine recipients, we compared the pre-infection levels of 57 

live-virus neutralizing antibodies (NAb) against Omicron between breakthrough cases and 58 

their controls, who had close contact with COVID-19 patients. Among these cases, we 59 

examined the association between pre-infection NAb levels and the number of 60 

COVID-19-compatible symptoms experienced during the Omicron wave. 61 

Results 62 

Among the 1456 participants for VE analysis, 60 (4%) breakthrough infections occurred 63 

during the Omicron wave (January to March 2022). The third-dose VE for infection, relative 64 

to the second dose was 54.6% (95% CI: 14.0–76.0). Among the recipients of the third vaccine, 65 

pre-infection NAb levels against Omicron did not significantly differ between the cases and 66 

controls. Among the cases, those who experienced COVID-19-compatible symptoms had 67 

lower pre-infection NAb levels against Omicron than those who did not. 68 

Conclusions 69 

The third vaccine dose was effective in decreasing the risk of severe acute respiratory 70 

syndrome coronavirus 2 infection during the Omicron wave compared with the second dose. 71 

Among third-dose recipients, higher pre-infection NAb levels may not be associated with a 72 
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lower risk of Omicron infection. Contrarily, they may be associated with fewer symptoms of 73 

infection.  74 
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Introduction 75 

During the ongoing coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic, the waning of the 76 

second vaccine-induced immunogenicity over time [1, 2] and the emergence of variants of 77 

concerns (VOCs), such as Delta and Omicron, have led many countries to adopt the booster 78 

(third) vaccine campaign. Observational studies have shown that a third-dose of existing 79 

mRNA vaccines is still effective against infection with Delta and Omicron variants and 80 

hospitalization [3-5]; however, the third-dose vaccine effectiveness (VE) against Omicron 81 

infection is lower than that against Delta [3, 4]. The levels of vaccine-induced neutralizing 82 

antibodies (NAb) against Omicron were much lower than those against Delta and former 83 

severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) strains, even after the 84 

third-dose [6, 7], and such a low level of variant-specific immunogenicity may contribute to 85 

poor protection against Omicron infection. 86 

Epidemiological evidence on the association between pre-infection humoral immunity and 87 

the risk of breakthrough infection during the Wuhan (wild-type) Alpha and Delta-dominant 88 

waves is inconsistent [8]. Several studies have shown an inverse relationship between 89 

vaccine-induced antibody levels and infection risk, whereas others have suggested that 90 

infection occurs irrespective of the antibody levels. Data regarding the association between 91 

vaccine-induced immunogenicity and infection risk during the Omicron epidemic are limited 92 

[9], which has increased transmissibility and high immune evasion. VE studies have reported a 93 

higher ratio of asymptomatic patients to overall infected patients in vaccinated COVID-19 94 

patients than in unvaccinated patients [10, 11], suggesting a suppressive role of the vaccine 95 

against symptoms of infection. It is of interest to determine whether pre-infection NAb levels 96 

are a determinant of symptomatic episodes during breakthrough infection. 97 

The aim of the present study was to investigate the role of immunogenicity following the third 98 

vaccine dose against Omicron infection and COVID-19-compatible symptoms. First, we 99 
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examined VE of the third-dose relative to the second dose during the Omicron dominant wave 100 

among the staff of a tertiary hospital in Tokyo. In a case-control study nested in a cohort of 101 

third vaccine recipients, we compared the pre-infection live-virus Nab levels against Omicron 102 

following the third-dose between breakthrough cases and their controls who were in close 103 

contact with COVID-19 patients. In addition, we examined the association between 104 

pre-infection NAb and the number of COVID-19-compatible symptoms experienced during 105 

the Omicron wave. 106 

 107 

 108 

Methods 109 

 110 

Study setting 111 

National Center for Global Health and Medicine, Japan (NCGM) is a medical research center 112 

for specific areas, including infectious diseases. As their mission, NCGM has played a major 113 

role in the care and research of COVID-19 since the early stage of the epidemic [12] and has 114 

accepted many patients with severe COVID-19. The in-house vaccination program using 115 

COVID-19 mRNA-LNP BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) was conducted from March to June 116 

2021 for the first and second doses and from December 2021 to February 2022 for the third 117 

vaccination. 118 

In the NCGM, a repeat serological study was launched in July 2020 to monitor the spread 119 

of SARS-CoV-2 infection among staff during the COVID-19 pandemic. The details of the 120 

study have been reported elsewhere [13]. As of March 2022, we have completed five surveys, 121 

each of which measured the levels of anti-SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid- and spike- (from the 122 

second survey onward) protein antibodies for all participants using both the Abbott and 123 
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Roche assays, the serum samples were stored at -80�, and information on COVID-19-related 124 

factors (vaccination, occupational infection risk, infection prevention practices, history of 125 

close contact with COVID-19 patients, COVID-19-compatible symptoms, and so on) were 126 

collected using questionnaires. Self-reported vaccination status was validated using the 127 

information provided by the NCGM Labor Office, if any. We identified COVID-19 cases 128 

among study participants from COVID-19 patient records maintained by the NCGM Hospital 129 

Infection Prevention and Control Unit, which provided information on the date of diagnosis, 130 

diagnostic procedure, possible route of infection (close contact), symptoms, hospitalization, 131 

return to work for all cases, and virus strain and cycle threshold (Ct) values for those 132 

diagnosed at the NCGM. Written informed consent was obtained from all participants. This 133 

study was approved by the NCGM ethics committee (approval number: NCGM-G-003598). 134 

 135 

Study for the effectiveness of the third-dose vaccine relative to the second dose 136 

To examine the VE of the third versus second vaccine doses during the Omicron BA.1 137 

dominant wave, we analyzed the data of NCGM staff who participated in the fifth survey 138 

(March 2022), for whom the detailed information on vaccine status was available. The 139 

outcome was polymerase chain reaction (PCR)- or antigen-confirmed COVID-19, which was 140 

reported in the in-house registry. In Japan, the Omicron dominant wave began in January 141 

2022. Thus, we started the follow-up on January 1, 2022 (baseline) and censored the date of 142 

COVID-19 diagnosis or the attendance date to the fifth survey (March 1–9, 2022), whichever 143 

came first. 144 

Of the 1578 participants, we excluded those who received less than two vaccine doses (n=30) 145 

at baseline (i.e., January 1, 2022), received non-mRNA-based COVID-19 vaccines (n=49), 146 

had a history of COVID-19 before the start of the follow-up (n=21), and tested positive on 147 
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anti-SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid protein assays (positive with Abbott and/or Roche) in any 148 

previous survey (i.e., first to fourth surveys) (n=41), leaving 1456, who were included in the 149 

analysis. 150 

A nested case-control study among third-dose vaccine recipients 151 

We conducted a case-control study among the staff who participated in the fourth survey in 152 

December 2021, after receiving the third dose (Figure 1). Of the 948 participants, 22 153 

received the third vaccine of BNT162b2 at least seven days before the fourth survey and 154 

donated a blood sample. Among these participants, those with a history of COVID-19 (n = 3) 155 

and those who tested positive with the anti-SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid protein antibody assay 156 

(Abbott and/or Roche) in any previous survey (n = 3) were excluded. The remaining 218 157 

infection-naïve participants formed the basis of this case-control study and attended the fifth 158 

survey (follow-up) conducted in March 2022. 159 

In this cohort, 22 breakthrough infections were identified during the follow-up. Of these, 10 160 

cases were ascertained via an in-house registry: nine were tested positive by PCR testing and 161 

one by antigen test. The remaining 12 patients were identified using anti-SARS-CoV-2 162 

nucleocapsid protein assays (Abbott and/or Roche) during the follow-up survey. Five out of 163 

ten cases confirmed via the in-house registry were sequenced and confirmed to be infected 164 

with the Omicron BA.1 variant. We could reasonably assume that nearly all cases were 165 

infected with Omicron variants, which accounted for more than 90% of the sequenced 166 

COVID-19 samples in Japan during the study period [14]. Of the remaining 196 participants 167 

without evidence of COVID-19, 21 participants reported that they had close contact with 168 

COVID-19 patients during the follow-up and served as controls. 169 

NAb in post-third vaccine and pre-infection serum was determined by quantifying 170 

serum-mediated suppression of the cytopathic effect (CPE) of each SARS-CoV-2 strain in 171 
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VeroE6TMPRSS2 cells [15, 16]. The routes of the cells and viruses are described in 172 

Supplemental Text 1. Each serum sample was 4-fold serially diluted in a culture medium. The 173 

diluted sera were incubated with 50% tissue culture infectious dose (TCID50) of the virus at 174 

37 °C for 20 minutes (final serum dilution range of 1:40–1:25000), after which the 175 

serum-virus mixtures were inoculated into VeroE6TMPRSS2 cells (1.0×104/well) in 96-well 176 

plates. The SARS-CoV-2 strains used in the assays were as follows: Wuhan, wild-type strain 177 

(SARS-CoV-205-2N) [17], Omicron BA.1 variant (SARS-CoV-2TKYX00012/2021), and Omicron 178 

BA.2 variant (SARS-CoV-2TKYS02037/2022). After cell culture for 3–5 days, the CPE levels 179 

observed in cells exposed to SARS-CoV-2 were determined using the WST-8 assay with a 180 

Cell Counting Kit-8 (Dojindo, Kumamoto, Japan). The serum dilution that resulted in 50% 181 

inhibition of CPE was defined as the 50% neutralization titer (NT50). Each serum sample was 182 

tested in duplicate, and the average value was used for the analysis. 183 

We assessed anti–SARS-CoV-2 antibodies for all participants at the baseline and follow-up 184 

and retrieved the data for the case-control subsets. We quantitatively measured the levels of 185 

antibodies against the receptor-binding domain of the SARS-CoV-2 spike protein using the 186 

AdviseDx SARS-CoV-2 IgG II assay (Abbott) (immunoglobulin [Ig] G [IgG]) and Elecsys® 187 

Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S RUO (Roche) (including IgG). 188 

We also qualitatively measured antibodies against the SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid protein 189 

using the SARS-CoV-2 IgG assay (Abbott) and Elecsys® Anti-SARS-CoV-2 RUO (Roche), 190 

used these data to exclude those with possible infection before the baseline survey and to 191 

identify those who experienced breakthrough infection during the follow-up period. The 192 

sensitivity and specificity were 100% and 99.9%, respectively, for the Abbott assay [18] and 193 

99.5% and 99.8%, respectively, for the Roche assay [19]. 194 

 195 
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Symptoms indicative of COVID-19 196 

To detect COVID-19-compatible symptoms among breakthrough infection cases, we 197 

collected information on symptoms using a questionnaire during the follow-up survey. In the 198 

questionnaire, we asked participants about the following symptoms since January 1, 2022: (1) 199 

common cold-like symptoms (sore throat, cough, runny nose, nasal congestion, fever, and 200 

fatigue.) persisting for four or more days, (2) common cold-like symptoms persisting for less 201 

than four days, (3) high fever, (4) severe fatigue, (5) dyspnea, (6) loss of sense of taste or 202 

smell, and (7) sore throat. In the questionnaire, we highlighted that adverse reactions after 203 

vaccination should not be included. For the analysis, responses to two questions regarding 204 

common cold-like symptoms were combined and categorized into three groups: no symptoms, 205 

persists for <4 days, and persists for ≥4 days. We counted five specific symptoms: high fever, 206 

severe fatigue, dyspnea, taste and smell disorders, and sore throat and classified them into 207 

three categories: 0, 1–2, and 3–5. We did not inquire about the timing of the symptoms onset 208 

during the follow-up. For cases notified via the in-hospital registry, we confirmed that the 209 

self-reported symptoms in the follow-up survey were similar to those at COVID-19 diagnosis 210 

recorded in the registry. 211 

 212 

Statistical analysis 213 

In the study on the VE of the third vaccine dose relative to the second dose, we fitted a Cox 214 

proportional hazards model with adjustment for age and sex. We treated vaccination status as 215 

a time-dependent covariate. If the participants received the third vaccine dose during the 216 

follow-up period, the vaccination status was changed from two to three doses 14 days after 217 

the date of receiving the third-dose. The estimated hazard ratio (HR) with a 95% confidence 218 

interval (CI) for vaccination status was used to calculate VE (%) according to the following 219 

formula: VE = (1 – adjusted HR) × 100. 220 
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In the nested case-control study among third-dose vaccine recipients, we compared the 221 

characteristics between cases and controls using the Mann–Whitney U test or Fisher’s exact 222 

test. To examine the difference in the humoral response after the third vaccination between 223 

cases and controls, we compared the log-transformed titers of live-virus NAb (Wuhan, 224 

Omicron BA.1, and Omicron BA.2) and anti-spike antibodies (Abbott and Roche) using a 225 

multivariable linear regression model with adjustment for age (continuous) and sex (male or 226 

female). We also constructed a multivariate linear regression model to examine the 227 

association between pre-infection Nab titers after the third vaccination and 228 

COVID-19-compatible symptoms during the study period among the cases. To compare the 229 

inter-individual differences in Nab titers against Wuhan, Omicron BA.1, and Omicron BA.2, 230 

between cases and controls, we used a generalized estimating equation (GEE) with a robust 231 

variance estimator. The estimated effects of covariates were back-transformed and presented 232 

as ratios of geometric means and geometric mean titers (GMTs) with 95% CIs. For sensitivity 233 

analysis, we compared pre-infection NAb and anti-spike antibody titers between cases and 234 

controls, restricting those who experienced close contact at home, where virus transmission 235 

would be higher than that in other settings. 236 

For analyses, values below or above the limit of detection (LOD) for NAb titers (NT50<40) 237 

and spike antibody titers with the Roche assay (titer >25000 U/mL) were given the LOD 238 

value. Statistical analyses were performed with Stata version 17.0 (StataCorp LLC), and 239 

graphics were prepared with GraphPad Prism 9 (GraphPad, Inc.). All P-values were 240 

two-sided, and statistical significance was set at P < 0.05. 241 

 242 

 243 

Results 244 
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Effectiveness of the third dose relative to the second dose 245 

Among the 1456 infection-naïve participants who received two or three vaccine doses, 60 246 

(4%) SARS-CoV-2 breakthrough infections occurred between January 1 and March 9, 2022 247 

(Table 1 and Figure S1). Regarding the variant types, 33 (55%) were identified as Omicron, 248 

and 27 were unknown (unmeasured). The median age of the patients was 39 years 249 

(interquartile range [IQR], 28–45 years), and 80% were females. At the beginning of the 250 

follow-up, the median intervals since the last vaccination in the two and three dose groups 251 

were 261 (IQR: 233–267) and 15 (IQR: 15–19) days, respectively. Fourteen recipients who 252 

received two doses were infected at a median of 218 (IQR: 160–255) days after the second 253 

vaccination, whereas 46 cases among the three-dose vaccine recipients were infected at a 254 

median of 55 (IQR: 43–61) days after the third vaccination. Regarding the symptoms during 255 

infection identified from the in-house registry, all patients were asymptomatic (n=10, 17%) or 256 

had mild symptoms (n=50, 83%). Three patients with mild symptoms (6 %) were admitted to 257 

a hospital. The proportion of asymptomatic patients of overall infected patients was higher in 258 

patients who received three doses (20%) than in those who received two doses (7%). The 259 

infection rates per 10,000 person-days for the two and three vaccine doses were 9.7 and 6.3, 260 

respectively, and the age- and sex-adjusted VE of the three doses against two doses for 261 

infection was 54.6% (95% CI: 14.0–76.0). 262 

Characteristics of breakthrough infection in the case-control analysis 263 

Of the 22 patients with breakthrough infections after the third vaccine dose, 86% were male 264 

with a median age of 31.8 (IQR: 26.6–38.4) years, all were nurses, and 23% were affiliated 265 

with the COVID-19-related department (Table 2). The majority (91–100%) showed good 266 

adherence to infection-prevention practices. In the follow-up survey, 36% reported having 267 

spent 30 min or more in crowded places, close-contact settings, and confined and enclosed 268 

spaces (the 3Cs) without a mask, whereas 27% reported having dined in a group of five or 269 
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more people for more than one hour. In the follow-up survey, 23% of respondents reported 270 

close contact with COVID-19 patients in their households, 5% in the community, and 5% in 271 

the workplace. These figures were similar between cases and controls, except for those with 272 

close contact; close contact in the workplace setting was more frequent in controls than in 273 

cases (57% vs. 5%). 274 

As for 10 cases that were notified from the in-house COVID-19 registry, the median intervals 275 

from the third vaccine to the infection and the blood sampling to the infection were 58 (IQR: 276 

52–62) and 47 (IQR: 44–61) days, respectively. Of these, 10% were asymptomatic, and 90% 277 

had mild symptoms. None of the patients required hospital admissions. Of the 12 cases 278 

identified solely by antibody test, 42% reported some COVID-19-compatible symptoms 279 

during follow-up: sore throat (n=5), common cold-like symptoms (n=4), severe fatigue (n=2), 280 

and dyspnea (n=1). 281 

Neutralizing and anti-spike antibodies in cases and controls 282 

There were no statistical differences between the cases and controls in the pre-infection levels 283 

of NAb against Wuhan, Omicron BA.1, or Omicron BA.2 or anti-spike antibodies (Figure 2 284 

and Supplementary Table S1). The GMT (NT50) of NAb against Wuhan, predicted by the 285 

linear regression with adjustment for age and sex, was 733 (95% CI, 552–973) for cases and 286 

613 (95% CI, 407–923) for controls, and the case-to-control ratio was 1.20 (95% CI, 287 

0.72–1.98). That against Omicron BA.1 was 221 (95% CI, 141–349) for cases and 223 (95% 288 

CI, 129–383) for controls, with a ratio of 1.00 (95% CI, 0.49–2.02). That against Omicron 289 

BA.2was 102 (95% CI, 72–143) for cases and 108 (95% CI, 75–155) for controls, and the 290 

ratio was 0.94 (95% CI, 0.57–1.55). The GMT of the anti-spike antibody with the Abbott 291 

assay (arbitrary units [AU]/mL) was 23290 (95% CI, 19412–27942) for cases and 22670 292 

(95% CI, 17411–29519) for controls, with a ratio of 1.03 (95% CI, 0.74–1.42). The GMT 293 
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with the Roche assay (U/mL) was 21143 (95% CI, 18821–23752) for cases and 19692 (95% 294 

CI, 16660–23276) for controls, and the ratio was 1.07 (95% CI, 0.87–1.32). The results were 295 

the same among individuals who had close contact with family members with COVID-19 296 

(Supplementary Table S2). 297 

Cross-reactive neutralizing antibodies 298 

NAb titers against Omicron BA.1 and Omicron BA.2 were much lower than those against 299 

Wuhan (Figure 3). Among the cases, the NAb titers against Omicron BA.1 and Omicron 300 

BA.2 were 3.3-fold and 7.2-fold lower than those against Wuhan, respectively. Those against 301 

Omicron BA.2 were 2.2-fold lower than those against Omicron BA.1. Similar results were 302 

obtained in the control group. 303 

Neutralizing antibodies and symptoms in patients in the case-control study 304 

Among cases identified in the case-control analysis, those who experienced some COVID-19 305 

compatible symptoms during the study period had lower, albeit not statistically significant, 306 

pre-infection NAb levels against the Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 than those who did not 307 

experience any symptoms (Table 3). Those who experienced common cold-like symptoms 308 

had significantly lower pre-infection NAb titers against Omicron BA.1 than those who did 309 

not have these symptoms. Compared to those who did not experience common cold-like 310 

symptoms, the GMT (95% CIs) ratio of NAb against the Omicron BA.1 for those who had 311 

the symptoms for less than four days and for four or more days was 0.81 (0.04–15.1) and 312 

0.39 (0.20–0.77), respectively (P for trend <0.01). Additionally, a larger number of symptoms 313 

were associated with lower pre-infection NAb titers against Omicron BA.1. Although not 314 

significant, similar associations of common cold-like symptoms and the number of symptoms 315 

were observed with NAb titers against Omicron BA.2. High fever was significantly 316 
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associated with lower NAb titers against Omicron BA.2. The loss of taste or smell was 317 

associated with lower Omicron BA.1 titers. 318 

 319 

Discussion 320 

Among the staff of a medical research center in Tokyo, the incidence rate of breakthrough 321 

infection with SARS-CoV-2 during the Omicron dominant wave was lower in those who 322 

received three doses of the mRNA vaccine (within 3 months following vaccination) than in 323 

those who received only two doses (within 11 months following vaccination). In a 324 

case-control study nested in a cohort of vaccine recipients of all three doses, the pre-infection 325 

NAb levels against Omicron BA.1 and Omicron BA.2 did not materially differ between 326 

breakthrough infection cases and uninfected controls who were in close contact with 327 

COVID-19 patients during the Omicron wave. The patients who experienced 328 

COVID-19-compatible symptoms during the Omicron wave had a lower pre-infection NAb 329 

levels against Omicron than those without symptoms. 330 

During the Omicron BA.1 dominant wave, we observed 54.6% VE of the third dose of 331 

vaccine (within three months of vaccination) compared with the second dose (within 11 332 

months of vaccination). This finding is similar to those of previous studies that examined VE 333 

approximately one–two months after the third-dose relative to unvaccinated individuals 334 

during the Omicron wave (51.2 and 52.9%) [3, 4]. Our results were consistent with our 335 

laboratory data from the same cohort [20], where Omicron BA.1-specific NAb was detected 336 

in all patients who received the third-dose within one month but not in all patients who 337 

received only the second dose approximately eight months prior (GMT, 152 v.s. <40 NT50). 338 

However, compared with the VE during the Delta epidemic (88.1 and 92.6%) [3, 4], VE 339 

during the Omicron epidemic was considerably low. In serum samples obtained from the 340 
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third-dose vaccine recipients, we found much lower NAb titers against Omicron BA.1 than 341 

against Delta (152 v.s. 1563 NT50) [20]. Thus, the third vaccine dose was effective in 342 

decreasing the risk of Omicron infection. However, the magnitude of this effect was much 343 

smaller than that for former SARS-CoV-2 strains. 344 

Among the recipients of the third-dose who had close contact with COVID-19 patients during 345 

the Omicron wave, we observed no measurable differences in the levels of live-virus Nab 346 

against Omicron variants and anti-spike antibodies between breakthrough infection cases and 347 

their controls. This result is consistent with the findings of a study of nursing home residents, 348 

which showed no difference in pseudo typed virus NAb titers against Omicron following the 349 

third vaccination between Omicron-infected patients and arbitrarily selected controls [9]. 350 

These results suggest that among healthy people, breakthrough infections with highly 351 

immune-evasive Omicron variants may occur independent of the humoral immune response 352 

to the third-dose vaccine.  353 

In our VE analysis, asymptomatic infection was more frequent among recipients of the 354 

third-dose (20%) than among those of the second dose (7%), which is consistent with 355 

previous data [21, 22]. Among the cases in our case-control study of third vaccine recipients, 356 

higher pre-infection NAb titers against Omicron was associated with fewer symptoms during 357 

the Omicron wave. Similarly, in a study of patients infected with Omicron after vaccination, a 358 

higher total antibody level within seven days of infection (i.e., peri-infection period) was 359 

associated with a lower rate of fever, hypoxia, CRP elevation, and lymphopenia [23]. These 360 

findings suggest that pre-infection NAb may play a role in alleviating symptoms of 361 

SARS-CoV-2 infection. 362 

The present study has several strengths. We measured NAb titers against Wuhan, Omicron 363 

BA.1, and Omicron BA.2 using live viruses. Both cases and controls were derived from a 364 
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well-designed cohort. The cases were identified through the COVID-19 patient registry and a 365 

serological survey. This point is important because many patients with Omicron infection, 366 

characterized by asymptomatic or mild symptoms [24], might have been left undiagnosed. 367 

Additionally, we excluded undiagnosed cases from controls using the results of the antibody 368 

test at the follow-up. 369 

This study has some limitations. First, we measured antibody levels at a median of 10 days 370 

following the third dose; antibody titers may still be rising, and we did not measure 371 

peri-infection antibody levels. Second, although we selected controls from among those who 372 

had close contact with COVID-19 patients, the major setting of the contact differed between 373 

cases (unknown) and controls (workplace). Nonetheless, we confirmed no material change in 374 

the results after restricting the cases and controls to those who had close contact at home 375 

(Supplementary Table S2). Third, among the cases reported from the in-house registry, viral 376 

sequence data were available for only 33 (55%) cases in the VE analysis and 5 (50%) cases in 377 

the case-control analysis. Nevertheless, we could reasonably assume that the remaining 378 

breakthrough infections were also due to the Omicron variant, which accounted for more than 379 

90% of the sequenced COVID-19 samples in Japan during the follow-up period 380 

(January–March 2022) [14]. Fourth, we did not assess the cellular immune response, which is 381 

another important mechanism for preventing COVID-19 [25]. Finally, we could not 382 

determine whether the COVID-19-compatible symptoms reported in the follow-up survey 383 

corresponded to those that occurred during infection. 384 

 385 

In conclusion, compared with that in the second dose, the third vaccine dose halved the risk 386 

of SARS-CoV-2 infection during the Omicron wave. Among the third-dose recipients, 387 

pre-infection and live-virus Nab titers against Omicron were not materially different between 388 

the cases and controls, whereas a higher pre-infection NAb titer against Omicron was 389 
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associated with fewer symptoms. Higher levels of NAb after the third vaccination may not 390 

indicate a lower risk of Omicron infection, whereas they may suppress symptomatic episodes 391 

of infection. 392 

  393 

 . CC-BY-ND 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)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 17, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.15.22280009doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.15.22280009
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


20 
 

Funding 394 

This work was supported by the NCGM COVID-19 Gift Fund (grant number 19K059) and 395 

the Japan Health Research Promotion Bureau Research Fund (grant number 2020-B-09). 396 

 397 

Acknowledgements 398 

We thank Mika Shichishima, Yumiko Kito, and Azusa Kamikawa for their contribution to 399 

data collection and the staff of the Laboratory Testing Department for their contribution to 400 

measuring antibody testing. 401 

 402 

Conflict of Interest 403 

Abbott Japan and Roche Diagnostics provided reagents for anti-spike antibody assays. 404 

  405 

 . CC-BY-ND 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)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 17, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.15.22280009doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.15.22280009
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


21 
 

References 406 

1. Chemaitelly H, Tang P, Hasan MR, et al. Waning of BNT162b2 Vaccine Protection 407 
against SARS-CoV-2 Infection in Qatar. N Engl J Med 2021. 408 

2. Levin EG, Lustig Y, Cohen C, et al. Waning Immune Humoral Response to 409 
BNT162b2 Covid-19 Vaccine over 6 Months. N Engl J Med 2021. 410 

3. Andrews N, Stowe J, Kirsebom F, et al. Covid-19 Vaccine Effectiveness against the 411 
Omicron (B.1.1.529) Variant. N Engl J Med 2022; 386(16): 1532-46. 412 

4. Tseng HF, Ackerson BK, Luo Y, et al. Effectiveness of mRNA-1273 against 413 
SARS-CoV-2 Omicron and Delta variants. Nat Med 2022; 28(5): 1063-71. 414 

5. Thompson MG. Effectiveness of a third dose of mRNA vaccines against 415 
COVID-19–associated emergency department and urgent care encounters and 416 
hospitalizations among adults during periods of Delta and Omicron variant 417 
predominance—VISION Network, 10 States, August 2021–January 2022. MMWR 418 
Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report 2022; 71. 419 

6. Planas D, Saunders N, Maes P, et al. Considerable escape of SARS-CoV-2 Omicron to 420 
antibody neutralization. Nature 2021. 421 

7. Rössler A, Riepler L, Bante D, Von Laer D, Kimpel J. SARS-CoV-2 Omicron Variant 422 
Neutralization in Serum from Vaccinated and Convalescent Persons. N Engl J Med 423 
2022; 386(7): 698-700. 424 

8. Perry J, Osman S, Wright J, et al. Does a humoral correlate of protection exist for 425 
SARS-CoV-2? A systematic review. PLoS One 2022; 17(4): e0266852. 426 

9. Torres I, Giménez E, Albert E, et al. SARS ‐ CoV ‐2 Omicron BA.1 variant 427 

breakthrough infections in nursing home residents after an homologous third dose of 428 

the Comirnaty® COVID‐19 vaccine: Looking for correlates of protection. J Med 429 

Virol 2022; 94(9): 4216-23. 430 
10. Tang L, Hijano DR, Gaur AH, et al. Asymptomatic and Symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 431 

Infections After BNT162b2 Vaccination in a Routinely Screened Workforce. JAMA 432 
2021; 325(24): 2500. 433 

11. Linsenmeyer K, Charness ME, O’Brien WJ, et al. Vaccination Status and the 434 
Detection of SARS-CoV-2 Infection in Health Care Personnel Under Surveillance in 435 
Long-term Residential Facilities. JAMA Network Open 2021; 4(11): e2134229. 436 

12. Hayakawa K, Kutsuna S, Kawamata T, et al. SARS-CoV-2 infection among returnees 437 
on charter flights to Japan from Hubei, China: a report from National Center for 438 
Global Health and Medicine. Glob Health Med 2020; 2(2): 107-11. 439 

13. Yamamoto S, Maeda K, Matsuda K, et al. Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) 440 
Breakthrough Infection and Post-Vaccination Neutralizing Antibodies Among 441 
Healthcare Workers in a Referral Hospital in Tokyo: A Case-Control Matching Study. 442 
Clin Infect Dis 2021. 443 

14. Alaa AL, Julia LM, Manar A, et al. outbreak.info (Japan Variant Report). Available at: 444 
https://outbreak.info/location-reports?loc=JPN&dark=true&selected=Delta&selected=445 
Alpha&selected=Beta&selected=Gamma. Accessed August 3. 446 

15. Maeda K, Amano M, Uemura Y, et al. Correlates of 447 
neutralizing/SARS-CoV-2-S1-binding antibody response with adverse effects and 448 
immune kinetics in BNT162b2-vaccinated individuals. Sci Rep 2021; 11(1). 449 

16. Miyamoto S, Arashiro T, Adachi Y, et al. Vaccination-infection interval determines 450 
cross-neutralization potency to SARS-CoV-2 Omicron after breakthrough infection by 451 
other variants. Med 2022; 3(4): 249-61.e4. 452 

17. Maeda K, Amano M, Uemura Y, et al. Correlates of 453 

 . CC-BY-ND 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)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 17, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.15.22280009doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.15.22280009
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


22 
 

Neutralizing/SARS-CoV-2-S1-binding Antibody Response with Adverse Effects and 454 
Immune Kinetics in BNT162b2-Vaccinated Individuals. medRxiv (preprint) 2021. 455 

18. Bryan A, Pepper G, Wener MH, et al. Performance Characteristics of the Abbott 456 
Architect SARS-CoV-2 IgG Assay and Seroprevalence in Boise, Idaho. J Clin 457 
Microbiol 2020; 58(8). 458 

19. Muench P, Jochum S, Wenderoth V, et al. Development and Validation of the Elecsys 459 
Anti-SARS-CoV-2 Immunoassay as a Highly Specific Tool for Determining Past 460 
Exposure to SARS-CoV-2. J Clin Microbiol 2020; 58(10). 461 

20. Yamamoto S, Matsuda K, Maeda K, et al. SARS-CoV-2 breakthrough infection 462 
during the Delta-dominant epidemic and neutralizing antibodies against Omicron in 463 
comparison with the third dose of BNT162b2: a matched analysis. medRxiv (preprint) 464 
2022. 465 

21. Robilotti EV, Whiting K, Lucca A, et al. Effectiveness of mRNA booster vaccine 466 
among health Care workers in New York City during the omicron surge, December 467 
2021- January 2022. Clin Microbiol Infect 2022. 468 

22. Spitzer A, Angel Y, Marudi O, et al. Association of a Third Dose of BNT162b2 469 
Vaccine With Incidence of SARS-CoV-2 Infection Among Health Care Workers in 470 
Israel. JAMA 2022; 327(4): 341. 471 

23. Kim MH, Nam Y, Son NH, et al. Antibody Level Predicts the Clinical Course of 472 
Breakthrough Infection of COVID-19 Caused by Delta and Omicron Variants: A 473 
Prospective Cross-Sectional Study. Open Forum Infectious Diseases 2022; 9(7). 474 

24. Yu W, Guo Y, Zhang S, Kong Y, Shen Z, Zhang J. Proportion of asymptomatic 475 

infection and nonsevere disease caused by SARS ‐CoV ‐2 Omicron variant: A 476 

systematic review and analysis. J Med Virol 2022. 477 
25. Tan AT, Linster M, Tan CW, et al. Early induction of functional SARS-CoV-2-specific 478 

T cells associates with rapid viral clearance and mild disease in COVID-19 patients. 479 
Cell Rep 2021; 34(6): 108728. 480 

481 

 . CC-BY-ND 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)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 17, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.15.22280009doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.15.22280009
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


23 
 

Table 1. Vaccine effectiveness of three versus second doses of vaccine for COVID-19 infection among 1456 staff of a large referral medical and research institution 
in Tokyo during the Omicron wave (January 2022 to March 2022). 
Vaccination 
status 

Total  COVID-19 cases  Person-days Incident rate 
per 10000 
person-days 

Adjusted VE, % 
(95% CI) No. Interval from last 

vaccination to tracking 
start date, median days 
(IQR) 

 No. Interval from last 
vaccination to infection, 
median days (IQR) 

Asymptomatic 
cases, n (%) 

 

Two doses 863 261 (233–267)  14 218 (160–255) 1 (7)  14429 9.7 reference 

Three doses 1375 15 (15–19)  46 55 (43–61) 9 (20)  73645 6.3 54.6 (14.0–76.0) 

Vaccine effectiveness (VE) was calculated as ([1-hazard ratio]*100%), estimated using a time-dependent Cox proportional hazard regression model with adjustment 
for age and sex. 
In the two dose group (n=863), 782 received the third-dose during the follow-up without infection and moved to the three dose group. 
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Table 2. Characteristics of the participants in the case-control study 
 Cases 

(n=22) 
Controls 
(N=21) 

P 

Age 31.8 [26.6–38.4] 34.7 [29.3–38.7] 0.66 

Female 19 (86) 17 (81) 0.70 

Job   0.23 

   Doctors 0 (0) 2 (10)  

   Nurses 22 (100) 19 (90)  

Department    

   COVID-19-related department 5 (23) 4 (19) 1.00 

   Non-COVID-19-related department 17 (77) 17 (81)  

Adherence to infection-prevention practices during the 
follow-up a,b 

   

   Keeping social distance 21 (95) 20 (95) 1.00 

   Wearing a mask 22 (100) 21 (100) – 

   Not touching eyes, nose, and mouth 20 (91) 20 (95) 1.00 

   Washing or sanitizing hands 22 (100) 21 (100) – 

High-risk behaviors during the follow-up a    

   Spending ≥30 minutes in the 3Cs without mask (≥1 

time) 

8 (36) 5 (24) 0.51 

   Dinner in a group of ≥5 people for >1 hour (≥1 time) 6 (27) 2 (10) 0.24 

Close contact with COVID-19 patients during the 
follow-up a 

   

   Household 5 (23) 5 (24) 1.00 

   Community 1 (5) 2 (10) 0.61 

   Workplace 1 (5) 12 (57) <0.01 

   Others 0 (0) 2 (10) 0.23 

   Unknown 15 (68) 0 (0) <0.01 

Interval between the second and third doses 239 [236–242] 239 [238–243] 0.56 

Interval between the third dose and blood sampling 10 [9–11] 11 [10–12] 0.09 

Interval between the third dose and infection c 58 [52–62]  – 

Interval between blood sampling and infection c 47 [44–61]  – 

Type of variants c   – 

   Omicron BA.1 5 (50)   

   Unknown (unmeasured) 5 (50)   

Data are presented as median [interquartile range] for continuous measures and n (%) for categorical measures. 
Abbreviations: COVID-19, coronavirus disease 2019; 3Cs, crowded places, close-contact settings, and confined 
and enclosed spaces; PCR, polymerase chain reaction. 
a The information was collected via a questionnaire at the follow-up survey and represents the context during the 
follow-up period. 
b In each question related to infection-prevention practices, participants’ responses were categorized using a 4-point 
Likert scale: “always,” “often,” “seldom,” and “not at all,” with the first 2 response options defined as good 
adherence to infection-prevention practices. These P values represent the results of comparison between always or 
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often and seldom or not at all. 
c The denominator is the number of COVID-19 patients ascertained via the in-house registry (n=10). 
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Table 3. Association between pre-infection neutralizing antibody titers following the third vaccine dose and 
symptoms among breakthrough infection cases. 

Symptoms N 

NAb against 
Wuhan 

NAb against 
Omicron BA.1 

NAb against 
Omicron BA.2 

Ratio of mean (95% 
CI) 

Ratio of mean (95% 
CI) 

Ratio of mean (95% 
CI) 

Any of symptoms     

Asymptomatic 8 reference reference reference 

Symptomatic 14 1.22 (0.72–2.07) 0.54 (0.26–1.12) 0.63 (0.35–1.13) 

Common cold-like symptoms     

No 9 reference reference reference 

Persists <4 days 2 2.93 (0.99–8.67) 0.81 (0.04–15.1) 0.93 (0.43–2.02) 

Persists ≥4 days 11 1.12 (0.57–2.19) 0.39 (0.20–0.77) 0.56 (0.29–1.08) 

P for trend  0.91 <0.01 0.07 

Number of specific symptoms a     

0 9 reference reference reference 

1–2 6 1.45 (0.70–3.02) 0.65 (0.20–2.15) 0.82 (0.40–1.66) 

3–5 7 0.82 (0.48–1.38) 0.44 (0.20–0.98) 0.54 (0.26–1.11) 

P for trend  0.29 0.04 0.09 

High fever     

No 18 reference reference reference 

Yes 4 0.62 (0.34–1.13) 0.76 (0.28–2.05) 0.32 (0.18–0.57) 

Severe fatigue     

No 13 reference reference reference 

Yes 9 0.77 (0.46–1.28) 0.60 (0.26–1.37) 0.74 (0.37–1.47) 

Dyspnea     

No 17 reference reference reference 

Yes 5 0.80 (0.53–1.21) 0.56 (0.23–1.37) 0.71 (0.34–1.48) 

Loss of sense of taste or smell     

No 20 reference reference reference 

Yes 2 0.60 (0.41–0.88) 0.27 (0.11–0.69) 1.00 (0.30–3.38) 

Sore throat     

No 9 reference reference reference 

Yes 13 1.06 (0.60–1.86) 0.53 (0.25–1.10) 0.65 (0.36–1.16) 

Data are shown as the ratio of means estimated using the multivariable linear regression model with adjustment for 
age and sex. 
Abbreviations: AU, arbitrary units; CI, confidence interval; GMT, geometric mean titer; NAb, neutralizing 
antibody. 
a Number of specific symptoms counted: high fever, severe fatigue, dyspnea, loss of sense of taste or smell, and 
sore throat. 
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Figure legends 

 

Figure 1. Flowchart for the case-control selection  

 

Figure 2. Pre-infection neutralizing and spike antibody titers following the third vaccine dose among 

cases and controls who experienced close contact with COVID-19 patients. 

Among the 22 SARS-CoV-2 breakthrough infection cases and the 21 controls who experienced close 

contact with COVID-19 patients, neutralizing antibody titers against the Wuhan (A), Omicron BA.1 

(B), and Omicron BA.2 (C) strains following the third vaccine dose during the pre-infection period 

(median of 10 days since the third vaccination) are shown. Results of comparison of post-vaccination 

anti-spike antibody titers measured using the Abbott reagent (D) and those using the Roche reagent 

(E) in the two groups. In each panel, the horizontal bars indicate the geometric mean titers, and the 

I-shaped bars indicate geometric standard deviations. The dashed horizontal lines indicate the limits 

of detection in the present analysis (NT50<40 in neutralizing antibody assays and >25000 U/mL in 

Roche assay). 

P values were calculated using a multivariable linear regression model with adjustment for age and 

sex (ns: not significant). 

Abbreviations: AU, arbitrary units; COVID-19, coronavirus disease 2019; NT, neutralizing titer; 

SARS-CoV-2, severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2. 

 

Figure 3. Cross-reactive neutralizing antibody titers following the third vaccine dose among cases 

(n=22) or controls (n=21). 

Results of comparison of pre-infection neutralizing antibody titers against the Wuhan, Omicron BA.1, 

and Omicron BA.2 strains among cases or controls. The bars indicate geometric mean titers, and 

I-shaped bars indicate their geometric standard deviations. The dashed horizontal lines indicate the 

limits of detection (NT50 titer <40). The fold-change values are estimated ratios of geometric means 

for antibody titers based on the GEE model (ns: not significant; *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001). 

Abbreviations: GEE, generalized estimating equation; NT50, 50% neutralization titer; m, months  
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948 were participated to the fourth survey 
conducted in December 2021 (baseline).

218 had received three vaccine dose and 
were infection-naïve at baseline.

218 participated the fifth survey conducted
in March 2022 (follow-up).

22 breakthrough infection cases 21 controls

224 had been more than seven days 
following the third vaccine of BNT162b2.

y 

d 

6 were excluded at baseline:
3 had history of COVID-19 infection.
3 were seropositive with anti-SARS-CoV-2 

nucleocapsid protein antibody assay.

ted 

175 were excluded because they did not 
experienced close contact with COVID-19 
patients during the follow-up. 
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   3.3x***

      7.2x***

    2.2x**

Cross-neutralizing activity

Cases

Controls    2.8x***

      5.7x***

     2.1x***
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