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Abstract 

Waning immunity to vaccination represents a major challenge in vaccinology. Whether booster 

vaccination improves the durability of immune responses is unknown. Here we show, using a 

cohort of 55 adult vaccinees who received the BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) or mRNA-

1273 (Moderna) vaccine against SARS-CoV-2, that a booster (i.e., 3rd immunization) dose at 6 - 

10 months increased the half-life of serum neutralizing antibody (nAb) titers to 76 days from 56 - 

66 days estimated after the primary two-dose vaccination series. A second booster dose (i.e., 4th 

immunization) more than a year after the primary vaccination increased the half-life further to 88 

days. However, despite this modestly improved durability in nAb responses against the Wuhan 

strain, there was a loss in neutralization capacity against Omicron subvariants, especially the 

recently emerged variants, BA.2.75.2 and BQ.1.1 (35 and 50-fold drop in titers respectively, 

relative to the ancestral (WA.1) strain. While only 55 – 65% of participants demonstrated a 

detectable nAb titer against the newer variants after the booster (3rd dose), the response declined 

to below the detection limit in almost all individuals by 6 months. Notably, even against BA.1 and 

BA.5, the titers declined rapidly in a third of the vaccinees and were below the detection limit at 6 

months. In contrast, booster vaccination induced antigen-specific memory B and T cells that 

persisted for at least 6 months. Collectively, our data show that the durability of immune responses 

improves following subsequent booster immunizations; however, the emergence of immune 

evasive variants reduces the effectiveness of booster doses in preventing infection. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Recent studies have shown declining efficacy of the Pfizer-BioNTech and Moderna mRNA 

vaccines after primary and booster vaccinations (Andrews et al., 2022; Collie et al., 2022). 

Although the booster vaccination (3rd dose) was effective in protection against severe disease 

(Lustig et al., 2022; Moreira et al., 2022), vaccine effectiveness against symptomatic disease 

declined rapidly to ~50% in the real world as a result of the emergence of the Omicron subvariants 

BA.4/BA.5 (Collie et al., 2022). The fourth dose showed no significant increase in efficacy against 

infection as compared to the third dose suggesting that further booster immunizations may only 

have a marginal benefit (Regev-Yochay et al., 2022). The underlying immunological basis for the 

declining efficacy is unknown.  

 We and others have demonstrated a rapid decline in serum antibody titers following a two-

dose primary vaccination with BNT162b2 (Suthar et al., 2022) or mRNA1273 (Doria-Rose et al., 

2021; Pegu et al., 2021) with a considerable number of individuals demonstrating weak or no nAb 

response against immune evasive viral variants. The half-life of serum nAb response was estimated 

to be 56 - 66 days up to 6 months after two doses of BNT162b2 or mRNA1273 (Doria-Rose et al., 

2021; Goel et al., 2021; Suthar et al., 2022). Recent data indicate that the decline in antibody 

response may be slower after the 3rd dose as compared to the 2nd dose (Ailsworth et al., 2022); 

however, breakthrough infections significantly influence the antibody kinetics (Gilboa et al., 2022; 

Qu et al., 2022b). Here, we systematically evaluated the magnitude and durability of binding and 

nAb responses, and memory T and B cell responses after the 3rd and 4th doses of mRNA 

vaccination to determine the immunological mechanisms of declining vaccine efficacy. 

 
 
RESULTS  

Study design and participants 

We recruited 55 volunteers who received a booster vaccination of BNT162b2 or mRNA1273 6 – 

10 months post-completion of the primary series. Of the 55 individuals, 20 received mRNA1273 

and 35 received BNT162b2. Additionally, we recruited 13 individuals who received their 4th dose 

12 – 20 months post the second dose and 6 – 8 months post the 3rd dose. Of these 13 individuals, 
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all but one individual received mRNA1273, and all are immunocompetent. A schematic of the 

study design is shown in Fig. 1A. The age, gender, race, vaccination, and breakthrough infections 

details of the participants are presented in Supplementary Table 1. In addition to the clinical 

report of infections, we measured anti-nucleocapsid (anti-N) antibody responses in all individuals 

to determine potential undiagnosed infection with SARS-CoV-2 (Supplementary Fig. 1A and 

B). Thirty-one of the 55 volunteers who received the 3rd dose and 7 of the 13 who received the 4th 

dose were determined to be SARS-CoV-2 naïve. Of those individuals in the 3-dose cohort who 

had COVID-19, 10 participants had an anti-NC response prior to the booster, and 14 had a response 

after the booster. In the 4-dose cohort, 3 participants each had COVID-19 before and after the final 

booster.  

 

Durability of antibody responses to booster vaccinations 

Booster vaccination (3rd dose) elicited anti-Spike binding IgG titers in all individuals (Fig. 1B, left 

panel). The geometric mean titers (GMT) increased 21-fold from 0.43 x 105 AU/ml at the baseline 

to 9.18 x 105 AU/ml in the first month. There was a 3-fold drop in the titers at 6 months when the 

GMT was 3 x 105 AU/ml. The GMT at baseline of the individuals who received their 4th dose 

(approximately 6 months after their 3rd dose (Fig 1A)) was 2.9 x 105 AU/ml, almost the same as 

that of the 6-month time point in the 3-dose group. The titers increased 6.7-fold (GMT: 19.9 x 105 

AU/ml) one month after the booster and decreased 2-fold (GMT: 10 x 105 AU/ml) during the 3 – 

4-month follow-up period (Fig. 1B, middle left panel). The responses between mRNA1273 and 

BNT162b2 showed no significant difference (Fig. 1B, panels on the right). The half-life of 

binding antibody titers estimated using the exponential decay model was 90 days when all 

individuals were considered (Fig. 1B, middle right panel). However, the half-life estimate 

decreased to 66 days, when only those individuals defined as SARS-CoV-2 naïve were considered, 

in line with the evidence that the durability of humoral immune responses is influenced by 

breakthrough infection (Gilboa et al., 2022). The half-life estimates after the 4th dose were 50 days 

or 40 days when considering all or SARS-CoV-2-naive individuals, respectively (Fig. 1B, right 

panel).  

 The live-virus nAb response was detectable against the ancestral strain at the time of the 

3rd dose in the majority of individuals with a GMT IC50 of 81. The titers increased 21-fold (GMT: 
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1713) and were sustained at a magnitude 7-fold higher than the pre-booster titers (GMT: 594) (Fig. 

1C, left panel). The nAb titers at the peak and 6-month time points were 5- and 12-fold higher, 

respectively, than titers at the corresponding time points after 2 doses measured in our previous 

studies using the same assay (Arunachalam et al., 2021; Suthar et al., 2022). The 4th dose increased 

the GMT to 2477, which persisted without considerable decay (GMT: 1997) during the follow-up 

period (Fig. 1C, middle left panel). The half-life calculated using the exponential decay model 

with all the individuals was 102 days, substantially higher than the estimate of 56 days up to 6 

months after the primary mRNA vaccine series (Suthar et al., 2022). The half-life of the nAb 

response decreased to 76 days when only SARS-CoV-2 naïve individuals were analyzed, which 

was still significantly higher than the half-life of 56 days after the second dose (p = 0.003, Wald 

test). The half-life estimates after the 4th dose were 117 days or 88 days when considering all or 

SARS-CoV-2-naive individuals, respectively (Fig. 1C, right panel). Consistent with these 

estimates, the nAb response in individuals who had a breakthrough infection after the booster 

vaccination persisted significantly higher than in SARS-CoV-2 naïve individuals (Fig. 1D). 

Neither the magnitude nor the durability of responses was significantly different between males 

and females (Supplementary Fig. 1C).  

To compare the durability of antibody responses after 2nd, 3rd, and 4th doses directly, we 

calculated the fold-change between peak versus durability time points of binding as well as nAb 

responses after each vaccination only in SARS-CoV-2 naïve individuals. The data after 2 

vaccinations for BNT162b2 was previously published in our study (Suthar et al., 2022). The ratio 

improved marginally upon subsequent booster immunizations consistent with our half-life 

estimates (Fig. 1E). Whether the antibody durability after the 4th dose continues to persist until 6 

months remains to be investigated. Notably, there was an inverse correlation between age and the 

peak versus durability fold-change, but not the peak magnitude suggesting a relatively higher 

persistence in older adults (Supplementary Fig. 1D, E). Taken together, these data show that 

subsequent booster immunizations improve the half-life of antibody titers modestly, which in 

conjunction with the increase in absolute magnitude of nAb titers results in significantly improved 

durability of antibody responses. 

 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted December 4, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.02.22282921doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.02.22282921


 6 

Antibody breadth 

We and others have reported generation of antibodies that can neutralize Omicron following a 

booster mRNA vaccination (3rd dose) (Edara et al., 2022; Garcia-Beltran et al., 2022; Pajon et al., 

2022; Sievers et al., 2022). Consistent with these studies, we observed live-virus nAb titers against 

Omicron BA.1, BA.5, and BA.2.75 subvariants (Fig. 2A). The peak GMTs were 133, 115, and 98 

against BA.1, BA.5 and BA.2.75, respectively, 12 to 18-fold lower than that of the ancestral strain 

(Fig. 2A). In contrast, the GMTs against the recently emerged variants of interest BA.2.75.2 and 

BQ.1.1 measured in a subset of 18 individuals with the highest nAb titers against other viruses 

were 39 and 24, respectively, with 30% – 45% of individuals below the limit of detection (Fig. 

2A, B). These titers were ~5-fold lower than against Omicron BA.1 or BA.5, and 35 to 50-fold 

lower than the response against WA.1 strain (Fig. 2B). By 6 months, almost no one had a 

detectable response against BA.2.75.2 and BQ.1.1. Notably, even against BA.1 and BA.5, 

approximately a third of the vaccinees had no detectable nAb response by 6 months (Fig. 2B, right 

panel). This observation prompted us to investigate whether a lack of exposure to SARS-CoV-2 

is associated with a more rapid decline in nAb response against variants. Our analysis showed that 

the nAb titers against the variants at baseline were significantly higher in individuals who had 

COVID-19 prior to the booster vaccination (Fig. 2C). One month after the booster, all individuals 

elicited nAbs against the variants, but the response persisted durably (p < 0.05) in individuals who 

had a breakthrough infection after the booster (Fig. 2C). It was notable that the nAb titers in 

individuals who had COVID-19 prior to the booster declined to levels statistically comparable to 

that of SARS-CoV-2 naïve vaccinees despite eliciting relatively higher titers following the booster. 

We further investigated the durability of nAbs in only SARS-CoV-2 naive participants and 

observed that those individuals who rapidly declined to below the detection limit against the 

variants also had lower titers against the ancestral strain at all time points (Fig. 2D). Although the 

magnitude of nAb titers was only ~2-fold lower in this subgroup, the decline in response was rapid 

resulting in weak, and in the case of the variants, no neutralization titers at 6 months. Finally, we 

also measured nAb titers against BA.1, BA.5, and BA.2.75 after the 4th dose (Fig. 2E). Consistent 

with nAb titers against WA.1 (Fig. 1C), variant-specific nAb titers were relatively higher at 

baseline but induced more moderately by vaccination (4th dose) and persisted stably until the 

follow-up period at 3 to 4 months (Fig. 2E). 
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Cellular immune responses 

Next, we assessed Spike-specific memory B cells by flow cytometry analysis of PBMCs labeled 

with fluorescently-tagged recombinant Spike and RBD (receptor-binding domain) proteins (Fig. 

3A). The 3rd dose vaccination significantly increased the frequency of Spike-binding memory B 

cells from 1.9% (of CD20+ IgM- IgD- IgA- IgG+) at baseline to 3.2% at ~1 month. The response 

persisted durably and was maintained at 2.6% six months later (Fig. 3B, top left panel). The 

frequency of RBD+ memory B cells followed the same kinetics but was present at a lower 

magnitude in comparison to Spike-binding B cells (Fig. 3B, bottom panel). While we did not 

have the appropriate peak time point to observe a potential increase in the magnitude after the 4th 

dose, the memory B cell frequency persisted at the pre-vaccination magnitude by 3-4 months (Fig. 

3B). The memory B cell frequencies were not significantly associated with sex (Supplementary 

Fig. 2).  

We also measured T cell responses using intracellular cytokine staining (ICS) assay 

following a 6 h stimulation of peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs) with overlapping 

peptide pools spanning the Spike proteins of the ancestral and Omicron variants (Tarke et al., 

2022). The booster vaccination induced significant CD4 T cell responses, primarily Th1-type (Fig. 

4A) consistent with previous studies (Arunachalam et al., 2021; Sahin et al., 2020). The magnitude 

of response at ~7 days post-vaccination was significantly higher in response to mRNA1273 as 

compared to BNT162b2 vaccination. The response at the pre-booster time point was 

predominantly IL-2+ and TNF+ CD4 T cells with or without IFN-g suggesting an establishment of 

potent memory T cells during previous vaccinations. While the frequency of cells producing IL-2 

and TNF remained elevated after vaccination, the cells producing only IFN-g were significantly 

induced by day 7 (Fig. 4B) suggesting potential differentiation of memory T cells to an effector 

phenotype. The magnitude of IFN-g, TNF as well as IL-4 producing CD4 T cells, albeit at a much 

lower level, persisted until 6 months at a frequency higher than the pre-booster frequency (Fig. 

4B), but the proportion of cells producing multiple cytokines largely returned to the baseline state 

which comprised predominantly IL-2+ TNF+ +/- IFN-g+ cells (Fig. 4C). The CD4 T cells 

recognizing ancestral, or Omicron Spike antigens were relatively comparable suggesting 

conservation of T cell epitopes consistent with previous studies (Fig. 4D) (Gao et al., 2022; Keeton 

et al., 2022; Tarke et al., 2022). The booster vaccination also elicited CD8 T cell responses 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted December 4, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.02.22282921doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.02.22282921


 8 

producing IFN-g by day 7 that returned to pre-booster magnitude by 6 months (Supplementary 

Fig. 3A, B). The T cell responses were also not significantly different between males and females 

(Supplementary Fig. 3C, D). Collectively, these data demonstrate that the booster vaccination 

reactivates memory B and T cell responses and maintains the durable memory response elicited 

by prior vaccinations. 

 

DISCUSSION  

Messenger RNA vaccines stimulate durable immune memory (Goel et al., 2021); however, serum 

antibody responses steadily decline with a half-life of 56 – 66 days in the first 6 months after two 

doses (Doria-Rose et al., 2021; Pegu et al., 2021; Suthar et al., 2022) resulting in weak to 

undetectable nAb titers in many individuals. Concurrent with declining antibody titers, the 

effectiveness of vaccine-mediated protection against infection declines in the population (Feikin 

et al., 2022; Goldberg et al., 2021). The emergence of immune escape variants such as Omicron 

further reduces vaccine effectiveness mandating booster vaccinations (Hoffmann et al., 2022). 

Whether the durability of immune responses, in particular, the half-life of serum antibody titers 

improves after subsequent booster vaccinations, was the primary question addressed in this study. 

 Our data show that a booster vaccination (3rd dose) increases the half-life of binding and 

neutralizing antibody titers only marginally when SARS-CoV-2 naïve participants were analyzed. 

While the increase in t1/2 of binding antibody titer was not statistically different, the increase in t1/2 

of the nAb titer to 76 days from 56 days after the second vaccination in our previous study (Suthar 

et al., 2022) was statistically significant (p = 0.003 between the decay rates after the 2nd and 3rd 

vaccination, Wald test). The half-life improved further after the 4th vaccination, although the 

analysis was only until 3 – 4 months and should be considered with caution. Whether the increase 

in half-life is truly an increase in durability associated with an increase in bone marrow plasma 

cells (BMPCs) warrants investigation. Evidence indicates the generation of BMPCs detectable at 

6 months following two doses of BNT162b2; however, the magnitude was modest (Median 0.06% 

of total IgG-producing BMPCs) in contrast to 1.4% against seasonal influenza or 0.15% against 

Tetanus antigen (Kim et al., 2022). It is conceivable that BMPCs accumulate and increase in 

number after subsequent booster vaccinations, thus resulting in improving durability.  
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 A secondary objective of our study was to determine the nAb response against emerging 

SARS-CoV-2 variants. The booster vaccination induced nAb response against Omicron 

subvariants BA.1, BA.5, and BA.2.75 consistent with previous reports (Edara et al., 2022; Qu et 

al., 2022a; Qu et al., 2022b; Shen et al., 2022). However, the responses against the most recently 

emerged variants BA.2.75.2 and BQ.1.1 with the concerning R346T mutation were strikingly 

diminished (35 – 49X). By 6 months, almost no one had a detectable titer against these variants. 

These findings, alongside our recent data indicating enhancement of breadth against these variants 

following a bivalent booster containing ancestral and BA.5 Spike (Davis-Gardner et al., 2022), 

suggest that monovalent boosters may be ineffective in protection against infection, and thus 

bivalent vaccines are required for subsequent boosters to improve the serological responses. In 

contrast, the memory T and B cell responses were durable after the booster vaccinations continuing 

to provide protection against severe disease. 

The limitations of the study include a smaller cohort size as well as a shorter follow-up 

period (3 – 4 months as against 6 months) after the 4th dose. It should also be noted that the 

individuals who received the 4th dose were relatively older in comparison with the 3rd dose 

vaccinees although all participants were immunocompetent. We also did not evaluate the effect of 

the bivalent booster in this study. 

 In summary, our comprehensive analysis of immune responses provides evidence that a 

lack of nAb responses against emerging variants despite the marginal improvement of durability 

underlies the declining efficacy of booster doses of mRNA vaccines and helps make decisions on 

subsequent booster vaccinations. 
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Figure 1. Serum antibody responses following booster mRNA vaccinations. (A) A schematic of the 

study design and participant details. (B – C) Anti-Spike binding IgG (B) and live-virus nAb titers (C) 

against the ancestral WA.1 strain. Each symbol represents an individual in the left two plots. The black 

horizontal lines indicate geometric mean titers. The two graphs on the right show summary (Geometric 

mean + SEM) of antibody responses. (D) Neutralizing antibody titers in groups of participants stratified by 

exposure to COVID-19. The data shown are geometric mean in each group + SEM. The statistical 

difference between groups at each time point was analyzed by the Mann-Whitney test. (E) Fold change 

between binding and neutralizing antibody responses measured at peak (~1 month) versus durability (~6 

months) after 2nd, 3rd or 4th doses. Each symbol represents a SARS-CoV-2 naïve participant. COVID-19+ 

individuals were removed from the analysis. The statistical significance was determined using the Mann-

Whitney test. The data of BNT162b2 after 2nd vaccination were published previously by us. 
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Figure 2. Neutralizing antibody breadth following booster vaccinations.  

(A) Live-virus neutralizing antibody response measured against Omicron BA.1, BA.5, BA.2.75, BA.2.75.2 

and BQ.1.1. (N = 55 for BA.1, BA.5 and BA.2.75; N = 18 for BA.2.75.2 and BQ.1.1). Participants who 

had the highest titers against the ancestral and Omicron BA.1 variants were selected for this assay. (B) 

Neutralizing antibody titers against the viruses indicated on X-axis at peak (left panel) and durability (right 

panel). The pie charts show the proportion of participants who responded against each virus. Non-

responders were defined as those who had an IC50 below 30. The numbers inside the graph followed by X 

show the decrease in titers against variants in comparison to the ancestral strain. (C) Neutralizing antibody 

titers against the variants indicated on the plots in participants stratified by exposure to COVID-19. The 

data shown are geometric mean in each group + SEM. The statistical difference between groups at each 

time point was analyzed by the Mann-Whitney test. (D) Neutralizing antibody titers in all SARS-CoV-2 

naïve individuals. Each symbol represents an individual. Individuals who showed a neutralization titer < 

20 against BA.1, BA.5, or BA.2.75. at 6 months were classified as those with rapid decline (brown). 

Individuals who showed a < 4-fold increase in titers against the variants were colored in grey. The rest of 

the individuals were considered normal responders (green). (E) Live-virus neutralizing antibody response 

measured against Omicron BA.1, BA.5, BA.2.75, BA.2.75.2 and BQ.1.1. (N = 13) in participants who 

received the 4th dose of the mRNA vaccine. 
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Figure 3. Memory B cell responses to the booster vaccination. 
 
(A) A representative flow cytometry profile to show the gating strategy to define Spike-specific B cell 

frequencies (Gated as live, CD20+ IgD- IgM- Spike+ RBD+/- cells. (B) Frequency of Spike (top panel) or 

RBD (bottom panel) specific memory B cells relative to CD20+ IgD- IgM- B cells. Each symbol represents 

an individual (N = 28 after 3rd dose and 13 after 4th dose). The statistical differences between time points 

were determined using Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test. The two graphs on the right show 
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summary of the responses (Geomean + SEM). The statistical difference between the groups were 

determined using Mann-Whitney test.  
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Figure 4. T cell responses induced by the booster mRNA vaccination.  
 
(A) A summary of the frequency of Spike-specific CD4 T cell responses secreting IL-2, IFN-γ, or TNF 

(Th1-type, top panel) and IL-4 (Th2-type, bottom panel). Median responses + SEM are plotted. The 

statistical difference between groups was determined using Mann-Whitney test. (B) Frequency of 

individuals cytokine producing Spike-specific CD4 T cells. Each symbol represents an individual (N = 28 

after 3rd dose and 13 after 4th dose). The statistical significance between time points was calculated using 

Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test. (C) Pie charts showing proportion of Spike-specific CD4 T cells 

producing one, two or three cytokines in response to the 3rd dose vaccination. (D) Comparison of CD4 T 

cell frequencies (Th1-type producing IL-2, TNF or IFN-g) between ancestral and Omicron viral strains 

measured at time points indicated on the plots.  
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Supplementary Fig. 1 
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Serum antibody responses following booster mRNA vaccinations. (A - B) Anti-N antibody response 

measured in the sera of participants who received 3 (A) or 4 (B) doses. (C) A summary of neutralizing 

antibody response against the ancestral strain in males versus females. (D - E) Spearman’s correlation 

between age and neutralizing antibody titers against the ancestral strain at peak (D) or ratio of peak versus 

durability (E). 
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Supplementary Fig. 2 

 
Memory B cell response following booster mRNA vaccinations. A summary of the frequency of Spike-

binding memory B in males versus females.  
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Supplementary Fig. 3 

 
CD8 T cell response following booster mRNA vaccinations. (A) Frequency of Spike-specific CD8 T 

cells producing IFN-g. (B) A summary of the frequency of Spike-specific CD8 T cells producing IFN-g. 

Blue and red colors indicate Moderna and Pfizer-BioNTech vaccines. (C – D) A summary of the frequency 

of antigen-specific CD4 (C) and CD8 (D) T cells stratified by sex. Circles and triangles represent females 

and males, respectively. 
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Supplementary Table 1. 
 

Participant Age range Gender Race Booster 
dose Booster vaccine COVID-

19 Booster period 

1 20-29 Female White 3 BNT162b2 After Sep - Dec 2021 
2 40-49 Female White 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
3 20-29 Female Black 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
4 20-29 Female White 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
5 40-49 Male Asian 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
6 20-29 Female Asian 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
7 20-29 Male Asian 3 BNT162b2 After Sep - Dec 2021 
8 30-39 Female White 3 BNT162b2 Before Sep - Dec 2021 
9 20-29 Male White 3 BNT162b2 After Sep - Dec 2021 
10 20-29 Male White 3 BNT162b2 Before Sep - Dec 2021 
11 30-39 Female White 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
12 40-49 Female White 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
13 20-29 Male White 3 BNT162b2 After Sep - Dec 2021 
14 20-29 Female White 3 mRNA1273 No Sep - Dec 2021 
15 20-29 Male Black 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
16 20-29 Female White 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
17 20-29 Male Asian 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
18 20-29 Female Asian 3 BNT162b2 Before Sep - Dec 2021 
19 30-39 Male White 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
20 20-29 Male White 3 mRNA1273 After Sep - Dec 2021 
21 20-29 Male White 3 BNT162b2 After Sep - Dec 2021 
22 20-29 Female White 3 mRNA1273 After Sep - Dec 2021 
23 20-29 Male Asian 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
24 30-39 Female White 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
25 30-39 Female White 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
26 50-59 Male White 3 BNT162b2 After Sep - Dec 2021 
27 60-69 Female White 3 BNT162b2 After Sep - Dec 2021 
28 50-59 Female White 3 BNT162b2 After Sep - Dec 2021 
29 40-49 Male White 3 BNT162b2 After Sep - Dec 2021 
30 30-39 Female White 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
31 50-59 Male White 3 mRNA1273 Before Sep - Dec 2021 
32 20-29 Male Asian 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
33 30-39 Male White 3 mRNA1273 No Sep - Dec 2021 
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34 20-29 Female Mixed 3 mRNA1273 No Sep - Dec 2021 
35 50-59 Female Black 3 mRNA1273 No Sep - Dec 2021 
36 70-79 Male White 3 mRNA1273 No Sep - Dec 2021 
37 20-29 Male White 3 BNT162b2 After Sep - Dec 2021 
38 30-39 Female White 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
39 60-69 Female White 3 BNT162b2 No Sep - Dec 2021 
40 20-29 Male White 3 BNT162b2 Before Sep - Dec 2021 
41 30-39 Female White 3 BNT162b2 Before Sep - Dec 2021 
42 30-39 Female White 3 mRNA1273 After Sep - Dec 2021 
43 30-39 Female White 3 mRNA1273 No Sep - Dec 2021 
44 50-59 Female White 3 mRNA1273 No Sep - Dec 2021 
45 20-29 Female White 3 BNT162b2 Before Sep - Dec 2021 
46 20-29 Female White 3 mRNA1273 No Sep - Dec 2021 
47 20-29 Female Asian 3 mRNA1273 No Sep - Dec 2021 
48 70-79 Male Black 3 mRNA1273 No Sep - Dec 2021 
49 60-69 Female Black 3 mRNA1273 Before Sep - Dec 2021 
50 60-69 Female White 3 mRNA1273 No Sep - Dec 2021 
51 30-39 Male White 3 mRNA1273 No Sep - Dec 2021 
52 40-49 Female White 3 mRNA1273 After Sep - Dec 2021 
53 30-39 Female White 3 mRNA1273 No Jan - Apr 2022 
54 30-39 Female Black 3 mRNA1273 Before Jan - Apr 2022 
55 30-39 Male White 3 BNT162b2 Before Jan - Apr 2022 
56 70-79 Male White 4 mRNA1273 No Jan - Apr 2022 
57 50-59 Male White 4 mRNA1273 No Jan - Apr 2022 
58 60-69 Female Black 4 mRNA1273 No Jan - Apr 2022 
59 60-69 Female Black 4 mRNA1273 After Jan - Apr 2022 
60 70-79 Female White 4 mRNA1273 Before May - Aug 2022 
61 60-69 Male White 4 mRNA1273 After May - Aug 2022 
62 60-69 Male White 4 mRNA1273 No May - Aug 2022 
63 70-79 Male White 4 mRNA1273 No May - Aug 2022 
64 60-69 Male Black 4 mRNA1273 No May - Aug 2022 
65 80-89 Female White 4 mRNA1273 Before May - Aug 2022 
66 60-69 Female White 4 mRNA1273 No May - Aug 2022 
67 70-79 Female White 4 mRNA1273 After May - Aug 2022 
68 60-69 Male White 4 BNT162b2 Before May - Aug 2022 
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MATERIALS AND METHODS 

 

Study participants 

All the participants of the study were recruited at the Hope Clinic of the Emory Vaccine Center. 

The participant details are provided in Supplementary Table 1 with deidentified information. The 

study was reviewed and approved by Emory IRB (Study 00002061).  

 

Electrochemiluminescence (ECL) binding enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay for anti-

Spike and anti-nucleocapsid antibodies 

Anti-Spike and anti-nucleocapsid protein IgG titers were measured using V-plex SARS-CoV-2 

panels 29 (Cat #K15624U) and 2 (Cat #K15383U), respectively, from Mesoscale. The assay was 

performed as per the manufacturer’s instructions. Briefly, the multi-spot 96 well plates were 

blocked in 0.15 ml of blocking solution with shaking at 700 rpm at room temperature. After 30 

minutes of incubation, 50 µl of serum samples were diluted in antibody diluent solution, and 

serially diluted calibrator solution were added to each plate in the designated wells and incubated 

at room temperature for 2 hours with shaking. After 2 hours of incubation, the plates were washed 

and 50 µl of Sulfo-tag conjugated anti-IgG was added, and the plates were incubated at room 

temperature for 1 hour. After incubation, the plates were washed, and 0.15 ml of MSD-Gold read 

buffer was added. The plates were immediately read using the MSD instrument. The unknown 

concentrations were extrapolated using a standard curve drawn using the calibrators in each plate 

and presented as relative MSD Arbitrary Units AU/ml or BAU/ml.  
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Viruses and cells for Focus Reduction Neutralization Test (FRNT) 

VeroE6-TMPRSS2 cells were described previously and cultured in complete DMEM (DMEM 

with 10% FBS + Penicillin/Streptomycin) in the presence of Gibco Puromycin 10 mg/ml 

(#A11138-03). nCoV/USA_WA1/2020 (WA/1) was propagated from an infectious SARS-CoV-2 

clone as previously described (Xie et al., 2020). icSARS-CoV-2 was passaged once to generate a 

working stock. The BA.1 isolate has been previously described (Edara Cell Reports 2022). 

Omicron subvariants were isolated from residual nasal swabs: BA.5 isolate (EPI_ISL_13512579), 

provided by Dr. Richard Webby (St Jude Children’s Research Hospital), BA.2.75.2 

(EPI_ISL_15146622), BQ.1.1 isolate (EPI_ISL_15196219), and BA.2.75 isolate 

(EPI_ISL_14393635) provided by Dr. Benjamin Pinsky (Stanford University). All variants were 

plaque purified and propagated once in VeroE6-TMPRSS2 cells to generate working stocks. 

Viruses were deep-sequenced and confirmed as previously described (Edara et al., 2021). 

FRNT assays were performed as previously described (Edara et al., 2022; Edara et al., 

2021; Vanderheiden et al., 2020). Briefly, samples were diluted three-fold in eight serial dilutions 

using DMEM in duplicates with an initial dilution of 1:10 in a total volume of 60 µl. Serially 

diluted samples were incubated with an equal volume of SARS-CoV-2 (100 to 200 foci per well 

based on the target cell) at 37ºC for 45 minutes in a round-bottomed 96-well culture plate. The 

antibody-virus mixture was then added to VeroE6-TMPRSS2 cells and incubated at 37ºC for 1 

hour. Post-incubation, the antibody-virus mixture was removed and 100 µl of pre-warmed 0.85% 

methylcellulose (Sigma-Aldrich, #M0512-250G) overlay was added to each well. Plates were 

incubated at 37ºC for either 18 to 40 hours and the methylcellulose overlay was removed and 

washed six times with PBS. Cells were fixed with 2% paraformaldehyde in PBS for 30 minutes. 

Following fixation, plates were washed twice with PBS and permeabilization buffer (0.1% Bovine 
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serum albumin (BSA) and 0.1% Saponin in PBS) was added to permeabilized cells for at least 20 

minutes. Cells were incubated with an anti-SARS-CoV Spike protein primary antibody directly 

conjugated to Alexa fluor (AF)-647 (CR3022-AF647) for 4 hours at room temperature or overnight 

at 4ºC. Cells were washed three times in PBS and foci were visualized on an ELISPOT reader. 

Antibody neutralization was quantified by counting the number of foci for each sample using the 

Viridot program (Katzelnick et al., 2018). The neutralization titers were calculated as follows: 1 - 

(ratio of the mean number of foci in the presence of serum and foci at the highest dilution of 

respective serum sample). Each specimen was tested in duplicate. The FRNT-50 titers were 

interpolated using a 4-parameter nonlinear regression in GraphPad Prism 9.2.0. Samples that do 

not neutralize at the limit of detection at 50% are plotted at 10 and was used for geometric mean 

and fold-change calculations. 

 

Antibody half-life calculations 

Mixed-effects models implemented in MonolixSuite 2021R1 (Lixoft) were used to estimate the 

corresponding half-lives of antigen-specific antibodies. The exponential decay model dAb/dt=-

k*Ab was fitted to the longitudinal data starting from day 21 after third of fourth vaccine doses, 

where Ab is the antibody concentration and k is the exponential decay. The corresponding half-

lives were calculated as t1/2=ln(2)/k. The individual-level parameters were lognormally distributed 

for the initial antibody concentration (~1 month) and normally distributed for the decay rate k with 

an assumption of no correlations between the random effects. We assumed multiplicative 

independent lognormal observation error. The estimation of the population parameters was 

performed using the Stochastic Approximation Expectation-Maximization (SAEM) algorithm.  
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Spike protein-specific memory B cell staining 

Cryopreserved PBMCs were thawed and washed twice with 10 ml of FACS buffer (1 x PBS containing 2% 

FBS and 1 mM EDTA) and resuspended in 100 µl of PBS containing Zombie UV live/dead dye at 1:200 

dilution (BioLegend #423108) and incubate at room temperature for 15 minutes. Following washing, cells 

were incubated with an antibody cocktail for 1 hour protected from light on ice. The following antibodies 

were used: IgD phycoerythrin (PE, Southern Biotech #2030-09), IgM peridinin chlorophyll protein 

(PerCP)-Cy5.5 (BioLegend #314512), CD20 allophycocyanin (APC)-H7 (BD Biosciences #560734), 

CD27 PE-Cy7 (BioLegend #302838), CD14 brilliant violet (BV) 650 (BioLegend #301836), CD16 BV650 

(BioLegend #302042), IgG brilliant ultraviolet (BUV) 496 (BD Biosciences #741172), CD3 BV650 (BD 

Biosciences #563916), CD21 PE-CF594 (BD Biosciences #563474), Alexa Fluor 647 labeled Omicron 

Spike protein (SinoBiological #40589-V08H26), BV605-labelled Omicron RBD protein (SinoBiological), 

BV421 labeled ancestral Spike protein (SinoBiological #40589-V27B-B) and FITC-labelled ancestral RBD 

protein (SinoBiological). All antibodies were used as the manufacturer's instruction and the final 

concentration of each probe was 0.1 µg/ml. Cells were washed twice in FACS buffer and immediately 

acquired on a BD FACS Aria III. Flowjo software v10 (TreeStar Inc.) was used for data analysis.  

 

Intracellular cytokine staining assay 

Antigen-specific T cell responses were measured using the intracellular cytokine staining assay. 

Live frozen PBMCs were revived, counted, and resuspended at a density of 2 x 106 live cells per 

ml in complete Rosewell Park Memorial Institute (RPMI)-1640 (RPMI-1640 supplemented with 

10% FBS and Penicillin-streptomycin) and rested for 6 h at 37°C in a CO2 incubator. After the 

incubation, the cells were washed once and resuspended at a density of 12 - 15 ´ 106 per ml in 

complete RPMI-1640 and 100 μl of cell suspension containing 1.2 – 1.5 ´ 106 cells was added to 

each well of a 96-well round-bottomed tissue culture plate. Each sample was treated with 2 or 3 
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conditions depending on cell numbers: no stimulation or a peptide pool spanning the Spike protein 

of the ancestral Wu strain or Omicron BA.1 variant (where cell numbers permitted) in the presence 

of 1 μg ml−1 of anti-CD28 (clone CD28.2, BD Biosciences) and anti-CD49d (clone 9F10, BD 

Biosciences) as well as anti-CXCR3 and anti-CXCR5. The details of peptide synthesis and purity 

are described previously (Tarke et al., 2022). Briefly, the peptide pools were 15-mer peptides with 

10-mer overlaps spanning the entire Spike protein sequence of each variant. The amino acids in 

the variant peptide pools that vary from the ancestral Spike protein sequence are provided in Table 

S3 of Tarke et al. (Tarke et al., 2022). Each peptide was dissolved at a concentration of 20 mg/ml 

in dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) and individual peptides were pooled to prepare each variant-

specific peptide pool following sequential lyophilization, as previously reported (Tarke et al., 

2022). Each peptide pool contained 253 peptides and was resuspended in DMSO at a concentration 

of 1 mg/ml. PBMCs were stimulated at a final concentration of 1 µg/ml of each peptide in the final 

reaction with an equimolar amount of DMSO (0.5% v/v in 0.2 ml total reaction volume) as 

negative control. The samples were incubated at 37°C in CO2 incubators for 2 hours before 

addition of 10 μg ml−1 brefeldin A. The cells were incubated for an additional 4 hours. The cells 

were washed with PBS and stained with Zombie UV fixable viability dye (BioLegend). The cells 

were washed with PBS containing 5% FBS, before the addition of surface antibody cocktail. The 

cells were stained for 20 minutes at 4°C in 100 μl volume. Subsequently, the cells were washed, 

fixed and permeabilized with cytofix/cytoperm buffer (BD Biosciences #555028) for 20 minutes. 

The permeabilized cells were stained with intracellular cytokine staining antibodies for 20 minutes 

at room temperature in 1´ perm/wash buffer (BD Biosciences #555028). The details of antibody 

panel used in the assay were described previously in (Arunachalam et al., 2022). Cells were then 

washed twice with perm/wash buffer and once with staining buffer before acquisition using the 
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BD Symphony Flow Cytometer and the associated BD FACS Diva software. All flow cytometry 

data were analysed using Flowjo software v10 (TreeStar Inc.). 

 

Statistical analysis 

The difference between any two groups at a time point was measured using a two-tailed 

nonparametric Mann–Whitney unpaired rank-sum test. The difference between time points within 

a group was measured using a Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed-rank test. The correlations were 

Spearman’s correlations based on ranks. All statistical analyses were performed using GraphPad 

Prism v.9.0.0 or R version 3.6.1. We compared exponential decay rates for binding and 

neutralizing antibodies after 2nd and 3rd vaccine doses using Wald test implemented in R. For 

binding antibodies, exponential decay rates estimated using mixed-effects models after 2nd dose 

(Suthar et al., 2022) and after 3rd dose with breakthrough cases removed were 0.0124 

(se=0.000644) per day and 0.00913 (se=0.000892) per day, respectively. For neutralizing antibody 

titers, exponential decay rates after 2nd dose (Suthar et al., 2022) and after 3rd dose with 

breakthrough cases removed were 0.0124 (se=0.000644) per day and 0.00913 (se=0.000892) per 

day, respectively. All the figures were made in GraphPad Prism or R and organized in Adobe 

Illustrator. 
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