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24 Abstract

25 SARS-CoV-2 breakthrough infection of vaccinated individuals is increasingly
26 common with the circulation of highly immune evasive and transmissible Omicron
27 variants. Here, we report the dynamics and durability of recalled spike-specific
28  humoral immunity following BA.1 or BA.2 breakthrough infection, with longitudinal
29 sampling up to 8 months post-infection. Both BA.1 and BA.2 infection robustly
30 boosted neutralisation activity against the infecting strain while expanding breadth
31 against other Omicron strains. Cross-reactive memory B cells against both ancestral

32 and Omicron spike were predominantly expanded by infection, with limited

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical praclice.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.19.23286159
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.19.23286159; this version posted February 24, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

33 recruitment of de novo Omicron-specific B cells or antibodies. Modelling of
34 neutralisation titres predicts that protection from symptomatic reinfection against
35 antigenically similar strains will be remarkably durable, but is undermined by novel
36 emerging strains with further neutralisation escape.

37

38 One sentence summary

39  Omicron breakthrough infection elicits durable neutralising activity by recalling cross-

40 reactive vaccine-elicited memory B cells.
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41 Introduction

42  SARS-CoV-2 continues to cause significant morbidity and mortality. While currently
43 licensed vaccines based on the ancestral strain of SARS-CoV-2 (Wuhan-Hu-1) are
44  effective at preventing severe COVID-19, they have reduced effectiveness at
45  preventing infection with novel variants that escape vaccine-elicited neutralising
46 antibodies. The Omicron variant is highly antigenically distinct and rapidly
47  outcompeted the Delta variant to become the dominant global strain in early 2022.
48 Various sub-lineages of Omicron (BA.1, BA.2, BA.4, BA.5 and others), each with
49  different degrees of antibody evasion, have since emerged in successive waves (1,
50 2). The high transmissibility and immune evasion of Omicron, in tandem with waning
51 of vaccine-elicited immunity, have resulted in increasing frequencies of
52  “breakthrough” infections of vaccinated individuals. At a population level, immunity
53 against SARS-CoV-2 is thus becoming increasingly complex, with variable dosing
54 and types of vaccines, infection with distinct variants, or a combination of both
55  (hybrid immunity).

56

57 Recent studies of antibody and memory B cell responses following breakthrough
58 infection with Delta or Omicron BA.1 have established rapid anamnestic recall of
59 spike-specific antibody responses, reactivation of spike-specific memory B cells and
60 differentiation of antibody-secreting cells (3-5). Breakthrough Omicron infection in
61 individuals with 2 prior vaccine doses has also been associated with increases in the
62 breadth of serum neutralising antibody activity compared to those receiving a third
63 dose of vaccine (3, 6). Increased neutralising breadth could be derived from de novo
64 antibody responses against neo-epitopes within Omicron spike, or alternatively the

65 selective re-expansion of cross-reactive memory B cells established during
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66 vaccination. Here we intensively examined the early kinetics of recalled immunity
67 following Omicron BA.1 or BA.2 breakthrough infections, as well as profiled the
68 durable changes in serological neutralisation breadth following recovery. We find that
69 breakthrough infections, despite mild disease course, were highly efficient at both
70  recalling spike-specific memory responses established by prior immunisation, as well
71 as generating novel responses to the viral nucleocapsid. While BA.1 or BA.2
72 neutralising titres were low or undetectable at early timepoints following infection,
73 these responses expanded robustly and demonstrated breadth against the more
74 escaped BA.4 variant. Longitudinal follow up revealed remarkably stable
75 maintenance of Omicron-specific neutralising activity, which we then modelled to
76  estimate the protective window against reinfection with the same or novel variants
77 with further immune escape. Understanding the impact of periodic infection with
78 increasingly distinct SARS-CoV-2 variants upon the durability and breadth of
79 antibody and memory B cell immunity will be critical to informing optimal design and
80 deployment of COVID-19 vaccines to maximise population-level protection against

81 future variants.

82
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83 Results

84 BA.1 or BA.2 breakthrough infection drives high viral loads and is
85 immunogenic despite mild disease course
86 Twenty-six vaccinated individuals (3 with two prior vaccines, 21 with three prior
87 vaccines and 2 previously infected with ancestral virus and subsequently vaccinated)
88  were recruited following Omicron breakthrough infection that occurred at a median of
89 95 days (IQR 78-124) after receiving their last COVID vaccine dose (Table S1). All
90 individuals reported a mild but symptomatic disease course. Omicron BA.1 infection
91 was confirmed using whole genome sequencing for 8 individuals, and BA.2
92 confirmed for 15 individuals, with the remaining presumptively designated BA.1 (2
93 individuals) or BA.2 (1 individual) infections based on the prevalent variants
94 circulating at the time. Serial blood samples and nasal swabs were obtained up to
95 247 days of follow up, with intensive sampling during the acute infection phase
96 (Figure 1A).
97
98 SARS-CoV-2 viral load in nasal swabs was measured via gPCR of the nucleocapsid
99 (N) gene (Figure 1B). Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 breakthrough infection showed similar
100 viral kinetics, with most individuals displaying peak viral load upon recruitment at
101 around 1-3 days post-symptom onset. Median peak Ct values were consistent with
102 previous reports demonstrating robust viral replication during Omicron breakthrough
103 infection despite prior immunisation (7, 8). 19 of 21 individuals in our cohort had no
104  prior documented COVID-19 infection and were immunised with COVID-19 vaccines
105 encoding only the spike antigen (BNT162b2, ChAdOx1 nCoV-19, mRNA-1273, NVX-
106 CoV2373) (Table S1). Supporting this, serological responses against SARS-CoV-2 N

107 were at low or undetectable levels at the earliest timepoints sampled (Figure 1C).
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108 However, a clear and consistent expansion of N-specific IgG was observed in
109 plasma samples from ~7 days post-symptom onset, with similar trajectories for both
110 BA.1 and BA.2 breakthrough infection (Table S2). Overall, individuals with Omicron
111 breakthrough infection in our cohort exhibited marked viral replication in the upper
112  respiratory tract and seroconverted to N.

113

114 Durable boosting of neutralising antibody responses following BA.1 or BA.2
115 breakthrough infection

116 At the earliest sampled timepoint following infection (<5 days post-symptom onset),
117 the majority of subjects had robust serological neutralisation activity against
118 ancestral SARS-CoV-2 virus (VICO1), but low or undetectable neutralisation titres
119 against BA.1 or BA.2 (Figure 2A). Neutralising titres against the ancestral strain were
120 rapidly recalled by infection, starting from day 3-4 onwards and concomitant with
121 rises in neutralisation activity against the matched infecting strain. One BA.1-infected
122 individual (CP69) had a transient rise in BA.1 neutralisation activity from days 9-21,
123 before waning to undetectable levels at day 44 post-symptom onset. However, in all
124  other subjects, recovery from infection was associated with robust boosting of BA.1
125 or BA.2 plasma neutralisation activity.

126

127 We applied a piecewise linear regression model to parameterise the kinetics of
128 antibody recall, including estimates of the initial period of delay, the rate of increase,
129 and time to maximal titres (Table S3). The initial delay phase before detectable
130 increases in neutralising activity against the homologous infecting strain was similar
131 between BA.1 or BA.2 infected subjects, at 3.1 and 3.6 days respectively, with a

132  doubling time of 2.1 and 2.8 days thereafter. Robust expansion of BA.1 and BA.2
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133 neutralising activity against the infecting homologous strains was observed in both
134 BA.1 and BA.2 infected cohorts (31- and 34.7-fold respectively), contrasting with the
135 more modest rise of neutralising activity against VICO1 (5.4- and 15.6-fold
136 respectively).

137

138 We next examined the breadth of neutralising antibody responses following
139 breakthrough infection with a panel of Omicron variants including the more immune
140 evasive BA.4 variant. At around 1-month post-symptom onset (median 34 days, IQR
141  28.5-36.5), individuals with BA.1 breakthrough infection had median neutralisation
142  titres of 1188 against VIC01, 190 against BA.1, 316 against BA.2 and 176 against
143 BA.4 while individuals with BA.2 breakthrough infection had median titres of 5038
144  against VICO01, 616 against BA.1, 1468 against BA.2 and 936 against BA.4 (Figure
145  2B). The degree of escape relative to ancestral virus was consistent between the two
146  cohorts, at ~6-fold for BA.1, ~4-fold for BA.2 and ~6-fold for BA.4. Neutralising titres
147  were consistently higher in subjects with BA.2 breakthrough infection, however this is
148 likely reflective of higher baseline titres in these individuals rather than any
149  differential immunogenicity between BA.1 and BA.2.

150

151 The longevity of neutralising antibody responses following breakthrough infection
152 was examined in a subset of BA.l-infected (n=7, days 167-247) and BA.2-infected
153 subjects (n=8, days 80-155) (Table S1). After BA.1 infection, BA.1 neutralising titres
154  were stably maintained and readily detectable 5-8 months post-infection, with a half-
155 life of 334 days (Figure 2C, Table S4). An exception was a single subject (CP69)
156 who did not have detectable titres after day 44. Neutralisation against ancestral

157 VICO1 decayed at a half-life of 183 days and remained high (>1:1000) for all
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158 individuals at the late timepoint. Durable BA.2-specific neutralising responses were
159 similarly observed in BA.2-infected subjects, with a half-life of 1050 days. Notably, 4
160 out of 8 BA.2-infected individuals exhibited an increase in neutralising activity
161 between early and late timepoints, indicating that peak titres may have occurred
162 more than 1-month post-symptom onset (Figure 2C, Table S4). Neutralisation
163 against ancestral VICO1 virus was comparably durable and maintained over the 3—4-
164  month period, with a half-life of 1216 days.

165

166 Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 breakthrough infection recalls antibodies that are
167 predominantly cross-reactive against ancestral SARS-CoV-2 spike

168 Robust and broad neutralising responses against Omicron strains following
169 breakthrough infection could derive from recalled immunological memory or
170 comprise de novo BA.1 or BA.2-specific antibodies. We pre-incubated plasma
171 samples with Wuhan-Hu-1 spike or a BSA control to sequester antibodies that bind
172 to ancestral spike, and probed for residual binding activity against BA.1 or BA.2
173 spike by IgG ELISA. In plasma samples taken during the first week post-symptom
174  onset, pre-incubation with ancestral spike eliminated any residual biding to the BA.1
175 and BA.2 spike, with no evidence for omicron-specific reactivity (Figure 2D).
176 However, after recovery (~1-month post-symptom onset), low titres of antibodies
177  specific for BA.1 alone were detected in 3 of 8 individuals. In contrast, no BA.2-
178 infected subjects had antibodies specific for BA.2 alone. This demonstrates that
179 antibody responses to BA.1 and BA.2 breakthrough infection is dominated by cross-
180 reactive specificities that also bind to ancestral spike.

181
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182 Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 breakthrough infection primarily recalls memory B
183 cells cross-reactive with ancestral SARS-CoV-2 spike

184 In individuals with prior SARS-CoV-2 immunity established by ancestral spike
185 vaccines, Omicron breakthrough infection could potentially broaden the memory B
186 cell repertoire by eliciting B cells against neo-epitopes within Omicron spike. We
187 therefore examined the recall of cross-reactive spike-specific memory B cells
188 established primarily through prior vaccination or the elicitation of de novo Omicron-
189 specific memory B cells. Spike-specific memory B cells within PBMC samples were
190 stained using a combination of fluorescent spike probes (ancestral Wuhan Hu-1
191 spike in combination with either BA.1 or BA.2 spike; gating in Figure S1). We
192 observed substantial expansion of class-switched memory B cells (CD19+ IgD-) that
193 were cross-reactive to SARS-CoV-2 ancestral spike and BA.1/BA.2 spike (Figure
194  3A). Frequencies of cross-reactive memory B cells peaked around 1-month post-
195 symptom onset, before subsequently waning over 100 days of follow up (Figure 3B).
196 We did not observe notable expansion of monospecific memory B cells against
197 either BA.1 or BA.2 Spike (Figure 3A). BA.1 and BA.2 monospecific memory B cells
198 were on average 7 and 16-fold lower than their cross-reactive counterparts around 1-
199 month post-symptom onset, with frequencies remaining unchanged throughout the
200 longitudinal sampling period (Figure 3B).

201

202 A large proportion of cross-reactive memory B cells exhibited an activated phenotype
203 (CD21- CD27+) in PBMC samples taken ~day 10 post-symptom onset (median 58%),
204 indicating efficient antigen recall during Omicron breakthrough infection, which later
205 waned over the course of recovery (median 14% at ~day 160) (Figure 3C). We

206 observed a distinct lack of activation of BA.1 or BA.2 monospecific memory B cells,
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207  suggesting these cells likely represent background binding or B cells with low affinity
208 for spike (Figure 3C). Cross-reactive memory B cells were predominantly 1gG+ at all
209 timepoints, with minor subpopulations of IgA+ or IgM+ isotypes (Figure 3D). In
210 contrast, 45-60% of BA.1/BA.2 monospecific memory B cells were IgG+, which
211 remained relatively unchanged after breakthrough infection, suggesting limited
212 exposure to antigen in vivo. Overall, our data suggests that the cross-reactive
213 memory B cells predominates the recall response, with Omicron-specific populations
214  remaining unexpanded, following Omicron breakthrough infection.

215

216 Estimated protection against reinfection following breakthrough infection is
217  robust but moderated by immune escape

218 The immunity gained at a population level via breakthrough infection remains unclear.
219 Using the previously developed model for predicting protection from symptomatic
220 infection based on neutralisation titres (9), we estimated the durability of protection
221 following Omicron breakthrough infection (Figure 4A, 4B). Since decay rates of
222 neutralising antibodies against the infecting strains were not significantly different
223 across BA.1 or BA.2 breakthrough infection, nor across different variants (ancestral
224  vs Omicron) (Table S4), we pooled neutralisation data for all subjects across all
225 variants and fitted a linear mixed effects model to estimate an average decay rate of
226 880 days. Using the geometric mean peak neutralisation titres from BA.1 and BA.2
227 breakthrough infection and the global decay rate, we predict that 70% protective
228 efficacy against the homologous infecting strain would last approximately 4.5 years
229 for BA.1 breakthrough and 7 years for BA.2 breakthrough. Similarly durable
230 protective efficacy was estimated for the ancestral variant, lasting more than 8.5 and

231 10 years above 70% for BA.1 and BA.2 breakthrough respectively. Forecasting

10
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232  protection to a variant to which participants had not been exposed (e.g., BA.4),
233 protective efficacy was predicted to be maintained above 70% for 705 and 1607
234  days for BA.1 and BA.2 breakthrough respectively.

235

236  Given the continued emergence of Omicron sub-lineages with additional immune
237  escape mutations, we next modelled the impact of immune evasion on the stability of
238 protection against symptomatic reinfection in a population that gained hybrid
239 immunity by Omicron BA.1 or BA.2 breakthrough infection. Notably, even at
240 timepoints where plasma neutralisation activity is maximal (~1 month post-symptom
241 onset), a novel variant with 3- or 10-fold reduction in neutralisation would reduce the
242  protective efficacy from 90.1% to 74.1% or 46.8% respectively for BA.1 hybrid
243 immune individuals, and from 95.3% to 85.5% or 63.4% respectively for BA.2 (Figure
244  4C, 4D). These fold change estimates are highly relevant, as comparable reductions
245 in  neutralisation activity have already been observed with recent Omicron
246  sublineages BQ.1.1 and XBB (10). Overall, our modelling suggests that recovery
247 from an Omicron breakthrough infection confers remarkably durable protection
248 against closely related viral strains, but this protection can be rapidly subverted by
249 the emergence of novel variants with increasing escape from neutralising antibodies.

250

11
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251 Discussion

252  The marked immune evasiveness and transmissibility of Omicron strains are driving
253 increasing numbers of vaccine breakthrough infections worldwide, although the
254  durability of immunity elicited by such infections remain unclear. Using intensive
255 longitudinal sampling, we find both BA.1 or BA.2 breakthrough infection drive
256 expansion of neutralising responses against the infecting strains from low or
257 undetectable levels to high titres that were stably maintained from around 1 month
258  post-symptom onset. Importantly, we show that only cross-reactive memory B cells
259 were expanded by breakthrough infection, and the resulting antibody response was
260 dominated by antibodies cross-reactive with ancestral spike, indicating that limited
261 de novo responses were generated against neo-epitopes within BA.1 or BA.2 spike.
262

263 In line with recent studies (3, 11), our results are suggestive of immune imprinting,
264  with no evident increase in BA.1 or BA.2 monospecific B cells even up to 4-7 months
265  post-infection. Interestingly, Kaku et al. reported that BA.1 breakthrough infection
266 drove affinity maturation of cross-reactive B cells and antibodies towards Omicron
267 BA.1 over time (11), although our data suggests mechanistically this occurs through
268 selective re-expansion of B cell memory. While the isolation of receptor binding
269 domain (RBD)-specific monoclonal antibodies (mAbs) specific for the BA.1 RBD that
270 do not cross-react with ancestral RBD has been reported, these comprised only a
271 small fraction (median 4%) of the response to RBD (11), confirming that neo-
272 epitopes are poorly recognised during breakthrough infection. Immune imprinting is
273 not constrained to breakthrough infections, as monovalent Omicron BA.1 or bivalent
274 Beta/Delta mRNA vaccines also predominantly boost pre-existing cross-reactive

275 responses (12).

12
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276

277  While superficially attractive, “overcoming” immune imprinting to generate responses
278 against neo-epitopes may not actually be favourable for protection. Primary infection
279  with Omicron elicits very limited neutralising breadth against historical non-Omicron
280 variants (13). Similarly, Omicron-specific mAbs isolated from BA.1, BA.2 or BA.5
281  breakthrough individuals that do not bind ancestral RBD exhibit very narrow breadth
282  of recognition, with little to no neutralisation activity against more recent Omicron
283  variants including BQ.1.1 and XBB (10).

284

285 It remains unclear if there is something unique about “hybrid immunity* (vaccination
286 then infection) in terms of durable reprogramming of the antibody response.
287 Epidemiological studies have indicated that hybrid immunity confers stronger and
288 more durable protection against infection compared to vaccine- or infection-elicited
289  immunity alone (14-17). In line with other reports (6, 18), our data suggest that BA.1
290 and BA.2 breakthrough infection confers neutralisation breadth that extend to the
291 more immune evasive BA.4 variant. Studies of a third dose of an ancestral spike
292 vaccine have similarly demonstrated expansion of Omicron-specific B cells and
293 enhancement of neutralisation breadth (19, 20), although not to the same extent as
294  breakthrough infection with BA.1 (6). It remains to be seen whether the bivalent
295 ancestral + BA.1 or ancestral + BA.5 mRNA vaccines can elicit equivalent levels of
296 neutralisation breadth to Omicron breakthrough infection. Intriguingly, Muik et al.
297 showed that neutralisation of BA.2 and BA.4/5 mediated by BA.2 breakthrough sera
298 is highly dependent on antibodies against the N-terminal domain (NTD) of spike,
299 while BA.1 breakthrough sera-mediated neutralisation is almost exclusively

300 dependent on RBD antibodies (21). The different antibody targets elicited by BA.1 vs

13
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301 BA.2 breakthrough infection may have implications for immunity towards future
302 Omicron variants, depending on which region of spike (RBD and/or NTD) gains
303 further escape mutations (10, 22).

304

305 Both waning immunity and immune escape of new variants contribute to
306  susceptibility of SARS-CoV-2 reinfection, though the relative contribution of these
307 two factors is unknown. Here, we modelled the level of immune boosting and rate of
308 antibody waning after breakthrough infection with BA.1 and BA.2 variants. Our
309 analysis suggests robust and prolonged immunity to the homologous strain (70%
310 protective efficacy for 4.5 and 7 years following BA.1 or BA.2 breakthrough infection).
311 However, this protection is rapidly undermined by the emergence of more escaped
312 variants. For example, a variant with a 3-fold reduction in neutralising antibody titre
313 would reduce protective efficacy by the same amount expected after 3.8 years of
314 waning immunity. A novel variant with a 10-fold reduction in neutralising antibody
315 titre would reduce protective efficacy to 46.8% and 63.4% immediately following
316 BA.1 or BA.2 breakthrough infection. This suggests that waning immunity likely plays
317 a relatively small role in the ongoing susceptibility of SARS-CoV-2, especially with
318 the emergence of BQ.1.1 (BA.5-derived) and XBB (BA.2-derived) variants that have
319 displayed 9-37 fold drops in neutralisation relative to the homologous infecting
320 strains in BA.1/BA.2 breakthrough cohorts (10, 23, 24).

321

322 Repeated, sequential waves of Omicron outbreaks have driven significant
323  breakthrough infections and conferred “hybrid” immunity to much of the global

324  population. Our data suggests that continuing spread of SARS-CoV-2 in this immune

14
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325 landscape will be less a function of waning immunity and in large part depend on the

326  viral acquisition of further neutralisation escape mutations.

15
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327 Materials and methods

328 Human subjects and ethics

329 A cohort of previously vaccinated participants with breakthrough COVID-19 (either
330 PCR or rapid antigen test positive) were recruited through contacts with the
331 investigators and invited to provide serial blood and nasal swab samples following
332 symptom onset (Table S1), some of whom were previously described (5). Infecting
333 variant was confirmed via whole genome sequencing of nasal swabs. For three
334 participants where early nasal swabs were not available, the infecting variant was
335 assigned based on predominant circulating strain at the time of infection. For all
336 participants, whole blood was collected with sodium heparin anticoagulant. Plasma
337 was collected and stored at -80°C, and PBMCs were isolated via Ficoll-Paque
338 separation, cryopreserved in 10% DMSO/FCS and stored in liquid nitrogen. Study
339 protocols were approved by the University of Melbourne Human Research Ethics
340 Committee (2021-21198-15398-3, 2056689), and all associated procedures were
341 carried out in accordance with approved guidelines. All participants provided written
342 informed consent in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki.

343

344  Analysis of viral RNA load by gPCR

345 For viral RNA extraction, 200 pL of nasal swab sample was extracted with the
346 QlAamp 96 Virus QlAcube HT kit (Qiagen, Germany) on the QIAcube HT System
347 (Qiagen) according to manufacturer's instructions. Purified nucleic acid was then
348 immediately converted to cDNA by reverse transcription with random hexamers
349 using the SensiFAST cDNA Synthesis Kit (Bioline Reagents, UK) according to
350 manufacturer’'s instructions. cODNA was used immediately in the rRT-PCR or stored

351 at -20°C. Three microlitres of cDNA was added to a commercial real-time PCR
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352 master mix (PrecisionFast gPCR Master Mix; Primer Design, UK) in a 20 pL reaction
353 mix containing primers and probe with a final concentration of 0.8uM and 0.1uM for
354 each primer and the probe, respectively. Samples were tested for the presence of
355 SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid (N) genes using previously described primers and
356 probes (25, 26). Thermal cycling and rRT-PCR analyses for all assays were
357 performed on the ABI 7500 FAST real-time PCR system (Applied Biosystems, USA)
358 with the following thermal cycling profile: 95°C for 2 min, followed by 45 PCR cycles
359 of 95°C for 5 s and 60°C for 30 s for N gene.

360

361 ELISA (N IgG and blocking ELISA)

362 Antibody binding to SARS-CoV-2 N protein was tested by ELISA. 96-well Maxisorp
363 plates (Thermo Fisher) were coated overnight at 4°C with 2ug/mL recombinant
364  N. After blocking with 1% FCS in PBS, duplicate wells of serially diluted plasma were
365 added and incubated for two hours at room temperature. Bound antibody was
366 detected using 1:20,000 dilution of HRP-conjugated anti-human IgG (Sigma) and
367 plates developed using TMB substrate (Sigma), stopped using sulphuric acid and
368 read at 450nm. Endpoint titres were calculated using Graphpad Prism as the
369 reciprocal serum dilution giving signal 2x background using a fitted curve (4
370 parameter log regression).

371

372  For blocking ELISA, plates were coated overnight with recombinant BA.1 or BA.2
373 spike proteins (Hexapro ectodomain (27)). Plasma samples were pre-incubated in
374  20ul PBS with 1ug of ancestral spike protein, or BSA control for 1 hour prior to serial

375 dilution in PBS+1%FCS containing 5ug/ml ancestral spike protein or BSA. Diluted
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376 plasma was added to the coated plate and incubated at room temperature for 30min,
377 before washing and developing as described above.

378

379 SARS-CoV-2 virus propagation and titration

380 Ancestral SARS-CoV-2 (VICO01) isolate was grown in Vero cells in serum-free DMEM
381 with 1ug/ml TPCK trypsin while Omicron BA.1, BA.2 and BA.4 strains were grown in
382 Calu3 cells in DMEM with 2% FCS. Cell culture supernatants containing infectious
383 virus were harvested on Day 3 for VICO1 and Day 4 for Omicron strains, clarified via
384  centrifugation, filtered through a 0.45uM cellulose acetate filter and stored at -80°C.
385 Infectivity of virus stocks was then determined by titration on HAT-24 cells (a clone of
386 transduced HEK293T cells stably expressing human ACE2 and TMPRSS2 (28)). In
387 a 96-well flat bottom plate, virus stocks were serially diluted five-fold (1:5-1:78,125)
388 in DMEM with 5% FCS, added with 30,000 freshly trypsinised HAT-24 cells per well
389 and incubated at 37°C. After 46 hours, 10ul of alamarBlue™ Cell Viability Reagent
390 (ThermoFisher) was added into each well and incubated at 37°C for 1 hour. The
391 reaction was then stopped with 1% SDS and read on a FLUOstar Omega plate
392 reader (excitation wavelength 560nm, emission wavelength 590nm). The relative
393 fluorescent units (RFU) measured were used to calculate %viability (‘sample’ + 'no
394  virus control’ x 100), which was then plotted as a sigmoidal dose response curve on
395 Graphpad Prism to obtain the virus dilution that induces 50% cell death (50%
396 infectious dose; IDsp). Each virus was titrated in quintuplicate in three independent
397 experiments to obtain mean IDs, values.

398

399 SARS-CoV-2 microneutralisation assay with viability dye readout
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400 In 96-well flat bottom plates, heat-inactivated plasma samples were diluted 2.5-fold
401 (1:20-1:12,207) in duplicate and incubated with SARS-CoV-2 virus at a final
402  concentration of 2x IDsp at 37°C for 1 hour. Next, 30,000 freshly trypsinised HAT-24
403 cells in DMEM with 5% FCS were added and incubated at 37°C. ‘Cells only’ and
404  ‘Virus+Cells’ controls were included to represent 0% and 100% infectivity
405 respectively. After 46 hours, 10ul of alamarBlue™ Cell Viability Reagent
406 (ThermoFisher) was added into each well and incubated at 37°C for 1 hour. The
407 reaction was then stopped with 1% SDS and read on a FLUOstar Omega plate
408 reader (excitation wavelength 560nm, emission wavelength 590nm). The relative
409 fluorescent units (RFU) measured were used to calculate %neutralisation with the
410 following formula: (‘Sample’ — ‘Virus+Cells’) + (‘Cells only’ — ‘Virus+Cells’) x 100. I1Csq
411 values were determined using four-parameter non-linear regression in GraphPad
412  Prism with curve fits constrained to have a minimum of 0% and maximum of 100%
413 neutralisation.

414

415 Flow cytometric detection of SARS-CoV-2 spike-reactive B cells

416 Biotinylated recombinant SARS-CoV-2 Spike of ancestral Wuhan Hu-1 and Omicron
417 (BA.1 or BA.2) strains were conjugated to streptavidin-APC or -PE fluorophores,
418 respectively. PBMCs were thawed and stained with Aqua viability dye (Thermo
419 Fisher Scientific) and then surface stained with Spike probes, CD19 ECD (J3-119)
420 (Beckman Coulter), IgA VioBlue (1IS11-8E10) IgM BUV395 (G20-127), IgD PE-Cy7
421 (IA6-2), IgG BV786 (G18-145), CD21 BUV737 (B-ly4), CD27 BV605 (0323),
422  streptavidin BV510 (BD Biosciences), CD14 BV510 (M5E2), CD3 BV510 (OKT3),
423 CDB8a BV510 (RPA-T8), CD16 BV510 (3G8), and CD10 BV510 (HI10a) (BioLegend).

424  Cells were washed twice with PBS containing 1% FCS and fixed with 1%
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425 formaldehyde (Polysciences) and acquired on a BD LSR Fortessa using BD FACS
426 Diva.

427

428 Modelling the kinetics of antibody recall and decay

429 We used a piecewise model to estimate the activation time and growth rate of
430 various immune responses (neutralization and N 1gG responses) following
431  breakthrough infections. The model of the immune response y for subject i at time y;
432  can be written as:

(B+b);t =T + 14
yi(t) = (B + bi)e(G+gi)(t—(T1+‘r1i)); Ty +7, < t<Ty + 1y
(B + bi)e(G+gi)((T2+T2i)—(T1+T1L')) X @~ P+d)(t-(T2+72y), ¢ > T, + Ty,

433 The model has 5 parameters; B, G,T;, D, and T,. For a period before T;, we assumed
434 a constant baseline value B for the immune response. After the activation time T;,
435 the immune response will grow at a rate of G until T,. From T,, the immune response
436 will decay at a rate of D. For each subject i, the parameters were taken from a
437 normal distribution, with each parameter having its own mean (fixed effect). A
438 diagonal random effect structure was used, where we assumed there was no
439 correlation within the random effects. The model was fitted to the log-transformed
440 data values, with a constant error model distributed around zero with a standard
441  deviation ¢. To account for the values less than the limit of detection, a censored
442  mixed effect regression was used to fit the model. A categorical covariate was used
443  to quantify the difference in parameters between different groups (i.e. BA.1 vs BA.2
444  group), and significance was determined based on the value of this binary covariate
445  using a Wald test. Model fitting was performed using MonolixR2019b.

446
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447  The decay rate of neutralisation was estimated by fitting a linear mixed effect model
448  for each response variable as a function of days post-symptom onset, infection wave
449 (i.e. BA.1 and BA.2), and response type (WT, matched, and BA.4). Likelihood ratio
450 test was used to determine if the decay rate is different with respect to infection wave
451 and response type. We fitted the model to log-transformed data of various response
452  variables (assuming exponential decay), and we censored the data from below if it
453 was less than the threshold for detection. The model was fitted by using Imec library
454  in R (v4.2.1), using the maximum likelihood algorithm to fit for the fixed effects.

455

456 Predicting vaccine efficacy to different variants after breakthrough infection
457  We used the previously published model for predicting vaccine efficacy for a given
458 plasma neutralisation titre (9). This model relates the neutralisation titre normalised
459 to the geometric mean neutralisation titre against ancestral virus, of a convalescent
460 cohort (individuals infected with the ancestral virus), with vaccine efficacy. Thus, we
461 first estimated the geometric mean peak neutralisation titre for BA.1 and BA.2
462  breakthrough infections against three variants (the ancestral virus, the matched
463  breakthrough variant and BA.4), and normalised these to a previously reported
464  cohort (n=8) of convalescent individuals (29) using the same neutralisation assay
465 (Geometric mean neutralisation titre of this cohort 507.6). Pooling the data on the
466 decay of neutralisation across all individuals and variants we estimated the kinetics
467  of neutralisation against each of these variants up to 3650 days after the peak.
468 These predicted kinetics of neutralisation titres were then used in the model by
469 Khoury et al. to predict vaccine efficacy at each neutralisation titre using the formula:

e 1
VE(n(t)) = f_ N(x:1og1o(n(0)), 0) Ty 9%

470
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471 where N(x: u, a) is the probability density function of a normal distribution with
472 mean u and standard deviation a, ¢ is the standard deviation of logip neutralisation

473  titres of the vaccinated population, n(t) is the geometric mean neutralisation titre at

474  time t days after the peak neutralisation titre (normalised to the geometric mean of

475 the convalescent cohort), and x5, is the logip neutralisation titre associated with 50%

476  protection. The parameters o, k and x5, were estimated in Khoury et al. along with
477 standard errors of the parameter estimates (9). Confidence intervals of the
478  predictions were estimated by parametric bootstrapping as described previously (30).

479 In brief, 10,000 random samples of the estimated peak neutralisation titre, decay rate,

480 and model parameters ¢, k and x5, were randomly drawn from normal distributions
481 around the mean estimates of each parameter using the standard error of each
482 estimate or covariance matrix where appropriate, the VE was estimated using the
483 above equation for each set of sampled parameters and the 2.5" and 97.5"
484  percentiles of the bootstrapped estimates at each neutralisation titre were calculated
485 as the lower and upper 95% confidence bounds, respectively (indicated by shaded
486  region in figure 4).

487
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Figure 1. Viral load kinetics and seroconversion to N following Omicron BA.1
and BA.2 breakthrough infection. (A) Schematic of longitudinal sample collection
following breakthrough infection of vaccinated individuals with Omicron BA.1 (n=10)
or BA.2 (n=16). Each line represents a single subject, and each point represents a
sample collection (blue, nasal swab; red, blood; purple, both nasal swab and blood).
(B) Kinetics of SARS-CoV-2 viral load in nasal swabs measured by gPCR of the

nucleocapsid (N) gene. (C) Kinetics of plasma IgG titres against SARS-CoV-2
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nucleocapsid (N) following breakthrough infection with BA.1 (red) or BA.2 (blue).
Subjects with previous SARS-CoV-2 infection are depicted in closed circles. The
thick lines represent the mean estimate from the piecewise linear regression model

using the estimated parameters.
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Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 breakthrough infection rapidly recalls

neutralising antibodies that are broad and durable. (A) Kinetics of plasma

neutralisation activity following breakthrough infection against ancestral VICO1 or
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722  matched infecting Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 strains. Thick lines represent the mean
723  estimate from the piecewise linear regression model using the estimated parameters.
724  Plasma neutralisation activity was measured using a live virus neutralisation assay
725 against SARS-CoV-2 clinical isolates in HEK293T cells transduced with ACE2 and
726 TMPRSS2. (B) Neutralisation mediated by BA.1 and BA.2 breakthrough plasma
727 against ancestral VICO1, Omicron BA.1, BA.2 and BA.4 strains at a median of 34
728 days post-symptom onset. Data are presented as median + IQR. (C) Longitudinal
729 decay Kkinetics of plasma neutralisation activity following breakthrough infection
730 against ancestral VICO1 or matched infecting Omicron BA.1 or BA.2 strains up to 4-7
731 months post-symptom onset. The best fit decay slopes (thick lines) are depicted. (D)
732 1gG antibody endpoint titres against BA.1 spike for BA.1 breakthrough subjects (red)
733 and against BA.2 spike for BA.2 breakthrough subjects (blue) following pre-
734  incubation with BSA control (closed circles) or ancestral Wuhan-hu-1 spike (open
735 circles).

736
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740 (A) Representative flow cytometry plots of memory B cells (CD19+ IgD-) stained with
741 ancestral (Wuhan Hu-1) and BA.1 or BA.2 fluorescent spike probes, from two
742 individuals with BA.1 breakthrough infection and two with BA.2 breakthrough
743 infection at around day 10 and 30 post-symptom onset. (B) Frequencies of memory
744 B cells (CD19+ IgD-) from BA.1 breakthrough subjects (red) and BA.2 breakthrough
745  subjects (blue) that are cross-reactive with Wuhan Hu-1 and BA.1/BA.2 spike (top) or
746 memory B cells that only recognise BA.1/BA.2 spike (bottom) over time. (C)
747  Frequencies of activated memory B cells (CD21- CD27+) that are cross-reactive or
748  specific for BA.1/BA.2 spike from BA.1 breakthrough subjects (red) and BA.2
749  breakthrough subjects (blue). (D) Antibody isotype distribution of cross-reactive or
750 BA.1/BA.2 spike-monospecific memory B cells.

751

752
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755 Figure 4. Modelling the protective efficacy against symptomatic SARS-CoV-2
756 re-infection following BA.1 and BA.2 breakthrough infection. (A, B) The
757 predicted decay in efficacy against symptomatic re-infection after peak neutralisation
758 (about day 30 post-symptom onset) based on the peak neutralisation titres observed
759 against ancestral virus (grey), the homologous infecting Omicron variants (blue) and
760 Omicron BA.4 (purple; which individuals had not yet encountered) using the
761 aggregate decay rate estimated. (C, D) The predicted decay in efficacy after peak
762 neutralisation titres given a theoretical loss of neutralisation (i.e. 1, 3, 10, or 30-fold
763 loss of neutralisation) to a new variant compared to the homologous neutralisation
764  titres after breakthrough infection (i.e. blue lines in A, B). Lines are predicted
765 efficacies and shaded regions indicate 95% confidence intervals of predicted
766 efficacies.
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770 Figure S1. Gating strategy for the detection and phenotyping of spike-specific
771 B cells. Lymphocytes were identified by FSC-A vs SSC-A gating, followed by
772 doublet exclusion (FSC-A vs FSC-H), and gating on live CD19+ B cells. Class-
773 switched B cells were identified as IgD-. Binding to SARS-CoV-2 ancestral Wuhan
774  Hu-1 or Omicron (BA.1 or BA.2) spike was assessed. Cross-reactive (Wuhan Hu-1+
775 Omicron+) or mono-specific (Omicron+) B cells were assessed for surface IgM, 1gG

776  orlgA isotypes, and CD21 and CD27 co-expression.
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77

Supplementary Table 1. Breakthrough infection cohort demographics

Subject | Gender | Breakthrough | Vaccination/infection No. of prior | Last Acute MBC Decay
infection history vaccinations | vaccine to | longitudinal | analysis analysis
strain and/or symptom sampling (Fig 3) (Fig 2C)

infections onset (Fig 1B,1C,
(days) 2A)

CORO015 F BA.1 3x BNT162b2 3 38 Ly LL Uy

2x ChAdOx1 nCoV-19,
CORO032 F BA.1 1x MRNA-1273 3 32 0o CoC oo
CP110 M BA.1 2x BNT162b2 2 84 oo Lo 0o
CP111 M BA.1 2x BNT162b2 2 100 oo CoC
CP112 F BA.1 2x BNT162b2 2 90 N
2x ChAdOx1 nCoV-19,

COR198 F BA.1 1x MRNA-1273 3 39 oo Lo 0o
Infection (Wuhan),

CP069 F BA.1 2% BNT162b2 3 111 N [ N
1x NVX-CoV2373,

CORO005 M BA.1 ox BNT162b2 102 Ly LL Uy

CORO012 F BA.1* 3x BNT162b2 3 38 N

2x BNT162b2,

CORO036 F BA.2 1x MRNA-1273 3 90 0o CoC

2x ChAdOx1 nCoV-19,

COR274 F BA.2 1x MRNA-1273 3 155 N [ N

2x ChAdOx1 nCoV-19,

COR275 M BA.2 1x MRNA-1273 3 83 oo Lo 0o

COR291 M BA.2 3x BNT162b2 3 124 i rr

2x BNT162b2,

CORO039 F BA.2 1 x MRNA-1273 3 169 oo oo

2x ChAdOx1 nCoV-19,

COR215 BA.2 1x MRNA-1273 3 125 Ly LL Uy

COR216 M BA.2 2x ChAdOx1 nCoV-19, 3 122 oo
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1x mRNA-1273

CP120 F BA.2 3x BNT162b2 3 151 nln
2x ChAdOx1 nCoV-19,
CORO043 F BA.2 1x MRNA-1273 3 64 Ly LL Uy
2x ChAdOx1 nCoV-19,
CP116 M BA.2 1x MRNA-1273 3 85 oo Lo
CP117 M BA.2 3x BNT162b2 3 52 Ly LL Uy
COR281 F BA.2 3x BNT162b2 3 118 oo Lo
2x ChAdOx1 nCoV-19,
CP118 M BA.2 1x MRNA-1273 3 100 Ly LL
2x BNT162b2,
CP119 F BA.2 1x MRNA-1273 3 86 oo Lo
Infection (Wuhan),
CP40 M BA.2 2x ChAdOx1 nCoV-19, 4 49 oo Lo
1x BNT162b2
CORO11 F BA.2* 3x BNT162b2 3 125 0
COR282 M BA.2* 3x BNT162b2 3 157 Uy

*Nasal swabs to determine infecting variant were unavailable, thus infecting strain was assigned by predominant circulating strain

at the time of infection.
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Supplementary Table 2. Piecewise linear regression parameters of N-binding 1gG (with 95% CI) following BA.1 or BA.2

breakthrough infection. Related to Fig 1B.

Estimated parameter (95% CI)

BA.1vs BA.2
N19G p-value
BA BA.2 (for  the
difference)
Activation
i 7.4 6.7
time (days 063
post onset) (5.4-8.7) (3.4-9.6)
Doubling time | 2.4 1.5 0.08
(days) (1.9-3.7) 0.9 -4) :
Fold change
el (6165 |(ro-21) | O
baseline) . : :
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Supplementary Table 3. Piecewise linear regression parameters of neutralising antibodies (with 95% CI) following BA.1 or BA.2
breakthrough infection. Related to Fig 2A.

Estimated parameter (95% ClI)

Neutralization | BA-1 breakthrough infection BA.2 breakthrough infection BA.1vs BA.2

ICso p-value p-value p-value
WT BA.1 (for  the | WT BA.2 (for  the | BA.1 BA.2 (for  the

difference) difference) difference)

Activation

. 2.3 3.1 2.3 3.6 3.1 3.6

time (days 0.82 0.55 0.78

post onset) (0.3-20.3) | (1.5-6.6) (0.8-7.2) (2.4 -5.6) (1.5-6.6) (2.4 -5.6)

Doubling time | 6.1 2.1 7.8 2.8 2.1 2.8

(days) (33-11.3) | (L5-3) 0.02 54-112) | (23-35) |0000013 | 15 4 23-35) | 026

Fold change

(from 54 31 0.0078 15.6 34.7 0.0042 31 34.7 0.53

baseline) (2.2-8.7) (13.7 - 48.3) (6.5-37.8) |(11.9-57.4) (13.7-48.3) | (11.9-57.4)

Supplementary Table 4. Decay rates of neutralising antibodies (with 95% CI) following

Related to Fig 2C.

BA.1 or BA.2 breakthrough infection.

Estimated parameter (95% ClI)

o BA.1 breakthrough infection BA.2 breakthrough infection BA.1vs BA.2
Neutralization
ICso p-value p-value p-value
WT BA.l (for  the | WT BA.2 (for  the | BA.1 BA.2 (for  the
difference) difference) difference)
Half-life 182.8 3335 1216 1049.7 3335 1049.7
(days)* (110.7 (136.9 -10.98 (252.6 (2105 -10.43 (136.9 - | (2105 -10.36
Y 523.8) 10000) 10000) 10000) 10000) 10000)

*half-life upper limit is set to 10000 days
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