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23  Comprehensive genomic, immunological and clinical analysis of

24 COVID-19 vaccine breakthrough infections: a prospective,

25 comparative cohort study

26

27  Abstract

28 Objectives. Asthe COVID-19 pandemic is still ongoing and

29 SARS-CoV-2 variants are circulating worldwide, an increasing number
30 of breakthrough infections have been detected despite the good efficacy
31 of COVID-19 vaccines.

32 Methods: A prospective, comparative cohort study was conducted in

33 Beijing Ditan Hospital to evaluate the clinical, immunological and

34 genomic characteristics of COVID-19 breakthrough infections. Data on
35 88 COVID-19 breakthrough cases (vaccinated group) and 41

36 unvaccinated cases (unvaccinated group) from June 1 to August 20, 2021
37 were extracted from a cloud database. Among these 129 COVID-19 cases,
38 wesuccessfully sequenced 33 whole genomes, including 16 from the

39 vaccinated group and 17 from the unvaccinated group.

40 Results: Asymptomatic and mild cases predominated in both groups, but
41 2 patients devel oped severe disease in the unvaccinated group. Between
42  thetwo groups, the median time of viral shedding in the vaccinated group
43  weresignificantly lower than those in the unvaccinated group (p = 0.003).
44 A comparison of dynamic IgG titres of casesin the two groups indicated
45 that 1gG titresin the vaccinated group showed a significantly increasing
46 trend (P=0.028). The CD4'T lymphocyte count was lower in the

47  unvaccinated group, and there was a significant difference between the
48  two groups (p=0.018). In the vaccinated group, the number of moderate
49  cases who received Sinopharm BBIBP (42 cases) was significantly higher

50 than those who received Sinovac Coronavac (p=0.020). Whole-genome
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sequencing revealed 23 cases of delta variants, including 15 patients from
the vaccinated group. However, no significant difference was observed in
either the RT-gqPCR results or viral shedding time.

Conclusions: COVID-19 vaccine breakthrough infections were mainly
asymptomatic and mild, the IgG titres were significantly higher and
increased rapidly, and the viral shedding was short. Delta variants may be
more likely to cause breakthrough infections, and vaccination may not
reduce the viral loads and shedding time.

Key words. COVID-19; vaccine breakthrough infections; immunological

characterization; clinical outcome; whole-genomic analysis; deltavariant
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65 Introduction

66 Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) has now become a significant public

67  health concern worldwide. Globally, as of 5:08pm CET, 17 November 2021, there
68  have been 254,256,432 confirmed cases of COVID-19, including 5,112,461 degths,
69  reported to WHO [1]. Through prevention, control, and treatment, the pandemic

70  dituation in Chinais under control, but there are still local outbreaks and imported

71 casesin some aress.

72 The mainly vaccines in China are inactivated vaccine, adenovirus vector vaccine
73 and recombinant subunit vaccine, of which inactivated vaccine covers the most

74  widely. At least 13 different vaccines (across four platforms) have been administered
75 inChina The first mass vaccination program started in early December 2020. As of
76 14 November 2021, atotal of 7,307,892,664 vaccine doses have been administered
77  [1]. COVID-19 vaccines effectively prevent infection, seriousillness, and death;

78  however, afraction of fully vaccinated people still get SARS-CoV-2 infection. An

79  infection that occursin afully vaccinated person refers to as a “ breakthrough

80 infection” [2]. In the context of widespread vaccine coverage, breakthrough infection
81  has become anew challengein fighting against COVID-19.

82 The deltavariant is currently the predominant variant of the virusin the world.
83  Peopleinfected with the delta variant, including fully vaccinated people with

84  symptomatic breakthrough infections, can transmit the virus to others [3]. If delta

85 variants are more likely to cause breakthrough infections, vaccination may reduce the
86 vira loads, and shedding time has become the main topic recently. At present, there
87  arereports of cases of breakthrough infections worldwide, and in China, there were
88  microscopic researches for vaccine breakthrough infections. In the present study, we
89 summarized the clinical data of the patients with breakthrough infectionsin Beijing
90 Ditan Hospital, compared them with the unvaccinated group, and further analyses the
91  vira genome, clinical and immunological features.

92
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93 Materialsand Methods

94  Ethical approval.

95 The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board of Beijing Ditan Hospital,

96 Capital Medical University in Beijing (approva number JDLY 2020-020-01).

97  Study design and recruitment of cases.

98  Since January 2020, we established the cloud database of COVID-19 patientsin

99  Beijing Ditan Hospital, as of 5 October 2021, 802 confirmed cases and 175
100 asymptomatic infections were prospectively analysed. In this study we extracted a
101  total of all 129 adult COVID-19 cases from June to August 2021, and the cases were
102  divided into the breakthrough infection group which were vaccinated with different
103  types of vaccines and the unvaccinated group. COVID-19 patients were diagnosed
104  based on the 8th version of the Diagnosis and Treatment Protocol for Novel
105  Coronavirus Pneumonia Patients[4], and the clinical severity was categorized into 4
106  grades: mild (the clinical symptoms were mild, and there was no evidence of
107  pneumonia on imaging), moderate (fever and respiratory symptoms, imaging
108  manifestations of pneumonia), severe (dyspnoea with a respiratory rate of 30/min,
109  hypoxemiawith oxygen saturation of 93%, PaO2/FiO2 of 300 mm Hg, if the clinical
110  symptoms had gradually worsened, and the lung imaging showed that the lesions
111 progressed more than 50% within 24 to 48 h), and critical (developed complications,
112 including respiratory failure that needed mechanical ventilation, shock, or other organ
113  failure that needed intensive care unit [ICU] monitoring and treatment).
114  Asymptomatic patients with no clinical symptoms but positive RT-qPCR results were
115  also admitted to the hospital. As of this study, al of the patients have been discharged.
116  Data collection. The data of the 129 COVID-19 cases from the two groups were
117  extracted from the cloud database. Medical record reviews of the patients were
118  performed to collect the patients’ underlying medical conditions, laboratory test

119  results, and hospital course. In addition, epidemiological data of the patients were
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120  collected. The antibodies levels of all patients were followed up to the 8th week after
121  diagnosis.

122  Laboratory testing. Oropharyngeal swabs, nasopharyngeal swabs, or sputum

123  specimens obtained from the patients during their hospital stay were collected for
124  RT-gPCR testing. RT-gPCR was conducted using the SARS-CoV-2 nucleic acid test
125 kit (BioGerm, Shanghai, China) with a fluorescence PCR detector following the

126  manufacturers’ instructions, and the results were showed as the cycle threshold (Ct)
127  for the ORFlab and N genes of SARS-CoV-2. Corresponding serum samples were
128  tested for anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibodies using a chemiluminescence immunoassay
129  (CLIA; Bioscience, Chongging, China).

130  Whole-genome sequencing and analysis

131  The selected swab samples of the patients were then sent to the Beijing CDC for

132  further whole-genome sequencing. The viral RNA was extracted using Kingfisher
133  Fex Purification System (ThermoFisher, Waltham, MA, USA), and Libraries were
134  prepared using a Nextera XT Library Prep Kit (Illumina, San Diego, CA, USA), and
135  theresulting DNA libraries were sequenced on a MiniSeq platform (Illumina) using a
136  300-cycle reagent kit. Mapped assemblies were generated using the SARS-CoV-2
137  genome (accession number NC_045512) as areference. Variant calling, genome

138  alignment, and sequence illustrations were generated with CLCBI o software.

139  Whole-genome sequence alignment was conducted using the Muscle tool in MEGA
140  (v7.0). A neighbour-joining phylogenetic tree was constructed using MEGA (v7.0),
141  and the Kimura 2-parameter model with 1,000 bootstrap replicates was used.

142  Genomic lineage designation was performed using the “PANGO lineage” typing

143  method (https://cov-lineages.org/).

144  Statistical analysis. The statistical analyses were performed using SPSS version 25.0
145 (SPSSIBM, Armonk, NY, USA). From each individual patient, we entered the

146  demographic and clinical variables. Normal continuous variables are represented by

147  the mean and standard deviation. Student’s t test was used to test for significant
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148  differences. Nonnormally distributed continuous variables are represented by the

149  medians and interquartile ranges, and the Mann-Whitney U test was used for

150 comparisons. Categorical variables are expressed as numbers and percentages, and the
1561  chi-squared test and Fisher’s exact test were used to compare them. All tests were

152  two-tailed, and statistical significance was defined as a P value lower than 0.05.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.17.21266499
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.17.21266499; this version posted November 21, 2021. 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 .

153 Resaults

154  Basicinformation of the COVID-19 cases

185 Of the 129 cases, 8 were indigenous cases with one chain of transmission from
156  China, and the remaining 121 were imported cases from outside China (see Table 1).
157  There were 88 cases of breakthrough infection and 41 control cases. There were 61
158 males and 27 females in the vaccinated group and 28 males and 13 females in the
159  unvaccinated group (see Table 2).

160  Whole-genome sequencing and analysis

161 Clinical samples from all 129 COVID-19 cases were acquired for further

162  sequencing. Sincethe viral loads were relatively low in tested samples, atotal of 33
163  whole-genome sequences were obtained that had a genome coverage over 98%, and
164  these samplesincluded 16 from the vaccinated group and 17 from the unvaccinated
165  group. After confirming the sequences of the samples by the Pangolin COVID-19
166  Lineage Assigner Web application [5, 6] (https://pangolin.cog-uk.io/), the 33 strains

167  contained four kinds of variants, including three kinds of VOCs (alpha, beta and delta
168  variants) and the lineage AZ.2 (sublineage of lineage B.1.1.318, which is currently
169  designated as “alert for further monitoring” by the WHO). Among the 16

170 SARS-CoV-2 strains from the vaccinated group, all strains except one were delta
171  variants, and one sample contained the alpha variant. There were 2 alpha, 2 beta, and
172 8 deltavariantsin the unvaccinated group, and there were also 5 strains from the
173  lineage AZ.2. The phylogenetic tree showed that most of the strains did not cluster
174  together within the same lineage, which shows that the strains were of different

175  countries of origin (Figure 1). The indigenous cases (indicated by a yellow arrow)
176  clustered together because they were related cases. Furthermore, the strains from
177  AZ.2 were al imported from Greece, and they formed a clade with a high bootstrap
178  vaue.

179 The numbers of nucleotide mutations (including substitutions, insertions and

180  deletions) of the alpha, beta, deltaand AY .2 variants ranged from 53 to 66, 50 to 53,
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a high rate of mutation.

42 to 63 and 67 to 73, respectively. The numbers of amino acid mutations within the
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185  Figure 1. Neighbor-Joining phylogenetic tree based on the whole genome sequences of the

186 SARS-CoV-2.

187  The drains from the vaccine breakthrough infections are indicated with red font; while the strains
188  from unvaccinated infections are indicated with blue font. The PANGO lineages were marked and
189  colored on the right. The tree was rooted using strain WHO04 (EPI_ISL_406801) in accord with the
190  root of PANGO tree.

191

192  Comparison of the general information and basic laboratory testsin the two

193 groups

194 The median age of the vaccinated group was 33 (26, 38) years, the median age of
195  theunvaccinated group was 30 (23, 43) years, and there was no significant difference
196  between the two groups (P = 0.276). Two of the patients from each group had

197  underlying diseases. The average body massindex (BMI) of the vaccinated group was
198  23.59 + 3.75 kg/m?, and that of the unvaccinated group was 23.46 + 4.57 kg/m”.

199  There was no significant difference between the two groups. There were no

200 differencesin sex, age, underlying diseases, or BMI between the two groups (Table
201 1)

202 There were no significant differencesin the laboratory tests between the two
203  groups. These laboratory values included the leukocyte count, lymphocyte count,

204  C-reactive protein (CRP) level, serum amyloid A (SAA) level, Alanine

205  aminotransferase (ALT), Aspartate aminotransferase (AST), Creatine kinase (Cr),
206  Prothrombin time (PT), Activated partial thromboplastin time (APTT), Thrombin
207  time(TT) and Fibrinogen (see Table 1). In addition, the average neutrophil count and
208 D-dimer in the unvaccinated group were higher than that in the vaccinated group, but
209  they were all within the normal range.

210 The CD4'T lymphocyte count, CD8" T lymphocyte count, B lymphocyte count,
211 and NK cell were all lower in the unvaccinated group. The CD4'T lymphocyte count
212 was 580 (378.25, 866.75), which was much lower than the breakthrough infections
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213  group (821.84+364.98 cells/ul), and there was a significant difference between the
214  two groups (p=0.018) (Table 2).

215 Comparison of the clinical severity level in the two groups

216 The two groups' patients were mainly either asymptomatic or mild cases, there
217  were 64 asymptomatic patients and 7 mild patients in the vaccinated group, and there
218  were 25 asymptomatic patients and 5 mild patients in the unvaccinated group. There
219  wasno significant difference between the two groups (P = 0.335). There were 17 and
220 9 moderate patients, respectively, and there was no significant difference between the
221 groups (P =0.729). Two patients in the unvaccinated group developed the severe
222  disease (severe or critical), while no severe patients were in the vaccinated group
223 (Table3).

224  Comparison of viral shedding time, Ct value, IgM and 1gG in the two groups
225 The median time from complete vaccination to the first positive nucleic acid test
226  was 100.50 (24.00, 171.50) days. The median time of viral shedding was 3.00 (1.00,
227  11.75) daysin the vaccinated group and 11.00 (2.00, 23.50) days in the unvaccinated
228  group. There was asignificant difference between the two groups (P = 0.003). The
229  vira shedding time was significantly shorter than that of the unvaccinated group. At
230 admission, there were no significant differences between the two groups regarding the
231 median Ct values of the ORFlabgene and N gene (P = 0.148) (Table 4).

232 There was no significant differencein IgM titres between the two groups (P =
233  0.037). The IgG titre ranged from 0.45 to 393.24 in the vaccinated group, with a

234  median of 21.85 (9.56, 65.35), significantly higher than in the unvaccinated group.
235 There was asignificant difference between the two groups (P = 0.000) (Table 4). The
236  1gG titres of the 2 severe patients in the unvaccinated group were negative at

237  admission.

238 Dynamical comparison of the Ct value, IgM and 1gG of COVID-19 patientsin

239 thetwogroups
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240 The IgM titres in the breakthrough infections declined after reaching peaks

241  during the second week after admission, and the IgM titresincreased till the sixth

242  week in the unvaccinated group. The IgM titres were higher in the unvaccinated group,
243  and there was a significant difference between the two groups (P = 0.012). The IgG
244  titresin the breakthrough infections gradually increased after admission, and after the
245  fourth week the titres were sharply rose. The 1gG titresin breakthrough infections
246  were higher than unvaccinated group at admission and during the whole follow up
247  period, and there was a significant difference between the two groups (P = 0.004) (see
248  Fig.2).

249 The Ct values of the ORF1ab gene and the N gene at admission and during the
250  second week, third week, and fourth week after admission gradually increased until
251  negative results in the two groups. There were no significant differences between the
252  two groups (P=0.740 and 0.696) (Figure 3).

253 Comparison of vaccinesfrom different platforms

254 Among the 88 patients with breakthrough infections, 42 were vaccinated with the
255  Sinopharm BBIBP vaccine, 32 were vaccinated with the Sinovac CoronaV ac vaccine,
256 4 were vaccinated with the Pfizer vaccine (BNT162B2), 1 was vaccinated with the
257  AstraZenecavaccine, 1 was vaccinated with the Sputnik V vaccine, and in 8 patients,
258 thetype of vaccine was unknown. We compared two Chinese inactivated vaccines.
259  There were fewer asymptomatic infections and more moderate patients who had the
260  Sinopharm BBIBP vaccine than patients vaccinated with the Sinovac CoronaVac

261  vaccine, and there was asignificant difference between the two groups. However, the
262  Ctvalue, serum antibody titre, and viral shedding time were similar between the

263  groups (see Table 5).

264 Comparison of the breakthrough infections and unvaccinated group in the

265 patientswith the delta variant

266 Among the patients with the delta variant, there were 15 breakthrough infections

267  and 8 patients were unvaccinated. There were no differences in the Ct values of the
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ORF1ab and N genes between the two groups (P = 0.857 and 0.794), and there was no
significant differencein the viral shedding time between the two groups (P = 0.352).
The IgM and IgG titresin patients with breakthrough infections were higher than
those without breakthrough infections (P=0.007 and P=0.001) (see Table 6).
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273  Table 1. Countries of variant origin in the two groups.

Breakthrough Unvaccinated

Country of origin infections group
(n=88) (n=41)

China 6 2
Russia 1 3
United States of

4 0
America
United Kingdom 6 5
Sweden 2 2
Denmark 2 1
Italy 0 1
Greece 0 6
Hungary 1 0
Serbia 4 0
United Arab

23 12
Emirates
Philippines 28 9
Lebanon 1 0
Turkmenistan 3 0
Mongolia 2 0
Sudan 1 0
Senegal 1 0
Zimbabwe 2 0
PapaNew Guinea 1 0

274
275

276  Table2. General information and basic laboratory tests in the two groups.
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Breakthrough
Unvaccinated group
infections P value
(n=41)
(n=88)
Gender
Mae 61 28 0.907
Femae 27 13
Age ( years ) 33(26,38) 30(23,43) 0.276
260 years 2 4 0.153
Underlying diseases 2 2 0.803
BMI ( kg/m?) 23.59+3.75 23.4614.57 0.882
White blood cell count (x10%/L) 7.13£2.04 7.57+2.45 0.285
Neutrophil count (x10/L) 4.411.67 5.141.95 0.029
Lymphocyte count (x10°/L) 2.14+0.82 1.86 (140 , 2.22) 0.05
C-reactive protein (mg/L) 0.80 (040 , 2.10) 1.30 ( 045 , 3.60) 0.262
Serum amyloid A level (mg/L)  4.80 ( 3.28 , 8.10) 5.60 ( 3.05 , 12.88) 0.46
Alanine aminotransferase
(Ulliter) 24.75 ( 17, 42.56 ) 24 (15.7,33.75) 0.278
Aspartate aminotransferase
(Ulliter) 20.6 ( 16.4, 25,48) 18.7(16,85, 24.3) 0.503
Creatine kinase (Ul/liter)
72.33£16.63 73.15+12.72 0.782
Prothrombin time (s) 11.62+0.83 11.74+0.72 0.432
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Activated partial thromboplastin

time (s) 33.02+3.23 32.72+3.43 0.632
Thrombin time (s) 13.76£1.40 13.93+1.38 0.527
Fibrinogen 291.45+51.01 294.22464.42 0.794
D-dimer (mg/liter) 0.18 (0.13, 0.25) 0.31(0.17, 0.43) <0.001
CDA4+T lymphocyte (cells/ul) 821.84+364.98 580 (378.25, 866.75) 0.018
CD8+T lymphocyte (cells/ul) 584.59+270.64 407.5 (321.75, 646) 0.115

B lymphocyte (cells/ul)
327.5(217.5, 456.5) 264 (163.75, 370) 0.13

NK cell (cellsul) 240.5(139.75, 338) 176 (119, 278.25) 0.294

277

278  Table 3. Comparisons of the clinical severity levelsin the two groups.

Breakthrough Unvaccinated

infections group P vaue
(n=88) (n=41)
Asymptomatic patients 64 25 0.179
Mild patients 7 5 0.655
M oderate patients 17 9 0.729
Severe or critical patients 0 2 0.186

279

280  Table 4. Comparison of the viral shedding time, Ct valuein the two groups at admission.

Breakthrough infections Unvaccinated group

P vaue
(n=88) (n=41)

Time from full vaccination to first  100.50 ( 24.00 , 171.5)
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positive nucleic acid test (days)

Viral shedding time (days) 3.00(1.00, 11.75) 11.00 ( 2.00, 23.50) 0.003
Ct value of the ORF1ab gene 35.75(31.33,37.77) 3429( 2546, 38.03) 0.267
Ct value of the N gene 3540(32.80,37.40) 3440(24.20,37.40) 0.148
IgM titre 052 (014, 1.12) 0.25 ( 0.05, 0.86 ) 0.037
1gG titre 21.85(9.56 , 65.35) 220(0.04,874) 0.000
281
282  Table 5. Comparison of the Sinopharm BBIBP vaccine and the Sinovac CoronaV ac vaccine.
Sinopharm BBIBP Sinovac CoronaV ac
P value
(n=42) (n=32)

Asymptomatic patients 25 27 0.020
Mild patients 4 3 1.000
Moderate patients 13 2 0.020
Ct value of the ORFlab

36.80(32,37.22) 36.02 ( 27.89 , 38.86 ) 0.495
gene
Ct value of the N gene 34.70 ( 31.99, 37.3) 36.33(28.1, 37.43) 0.543
IgM titre 0.67 (013, 1.65) 045(0.16, 1.34) 0.513
1gG titre 32.04 (5.73, 108.28 ) 16.19 (9.14, 22.92) 0.111
Viral shedding time

3.00(1.00, 11.50) 3.00 ( 1.00, 12.00) 0.699
(days)
Time from full
vaccination to first

176.79495.53 2350 ( 15.50, 75.25) <0.001

283

positive nucleic acid test

(days)
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284

285  Table 6. Comparison of patients with breakthrough infections and controls with the delta variant

Breakthrough
Controlswith the
infections with the P value
deltavariant (n=8)
deltavariant (n=15)

Asymptomatic
3 2 1.000
patients
Mild patients 4 2 1.000
Moderate patients 8 4 1.000
Ct value of the
26.52+6.52 26.05+4.13 0.857
ORF1ab gene
Ct value of the N gene 25.184+6.41 24.44+6.20 0.794
IgM titre 0.22 (0.08, 0.65) 0.05 (0.03,0.10) 0.007
1gG titre 4.87 (0.93,3853) 0.02 (0.02,0.05) 0.001
Vira shedding time
22.11+5.73 25.5 (25, 26) 0.352
(days)
286
a. IgM titres (P=0.012)
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b. IgG titres (P=0.004)
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289
290  Figure 2. Dynamic comparison of IgM and 1gG titresin COV1D-19 patients with breakthrough

291  infections and unvaccinated group.

292  aThelgM titresin the breakthrough infections declined after reaching peaks during the second
293  week after admission, and the IgM titres increased till the sixth week in the unvaccinated group.
294  ThelgM titres were higher in the unvaccinated group, and there was a significant difference
295  Dbetween the two groups (P = 0.012). b.The 1gG titresin the breakthrough infections gradually
296  increased after admission, and after the fourth week the titres were sharply rose. The IgG titresin
297  breakthrough infections were higher than unvaccinated group, and there was a significant

298  difference between the two groups (P = 0.004).

299
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a. ORFlab gene Ct value
(P=0.740)
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b. N gene Ct value (P=0.696)
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301

302  Figure 3. Dynamic comparison of the Ct value of the ORF1ab and N gene in patients with

303  breakthrough infections and unvaccinated group.

304  aThe Ct valuesof the ORF1ab gene at admission and during the second week, third week, and
305  fourth week after admission gradually increased, and there was no significant differences between
306 thetwo groups (P=0.740). b.The Ct values of the N gene at admission and during the second week,
307  third week, and fourth week after admission gradually increased, and there was no significant

308 differences between the two groups (P=0.696).
309
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310 Discussion

311 Breakthrough infections

312 Some evidence suggests that patients who have recovered from COVID-19 can
313  bereinfected [7-9]; Thus, vaccination may not lead to long-term and effective

314  immunity against SARS-CoV-2 [8].

315 Pediatric patients with COVID-19 may experience milder illness with atypical
316  clinica manifestations. These patients rarely have lymphopenia[10], so we excluded
317  themin this study. We characterized the patients with SARS-CoV-2 breakthrough

318 infections among 88 fully vaccinated patients, six of them had domestically confirmed
319 SARS-CoV-2 strains from China, and the other strains imported from aboard. Most of
320 the patients were either asymptomatic or had a mild case of COVID-19; no patients
321  progressed to severe disease. The Ct values of the ORF1ab gene and the N gene

322  between the patients with breakthrough infections and the unvaccinated group were
323  similar, but the average duration of viral shedding in patients with breakthrough

324  infections was much lower than that in the unvaccinated group. These data indicate
325 that COVID-19 vaccines arestill effective at preventing severe illness and death.

326 Similar cases have occurred in other countries. During July 2021, 469 cases of
327 COVID-19 wereidentified among Massachusetts residents; the vaccination coverage
328 among €eligible M assachusetts residents was 69%. Approximately three-quarters (346;
329  74%) of cases occurred in fully vaccinated persons (those patients who had completed
330 a2-dose course of an MRNA vaccine). The Ct values were similar among the samples
331 from the fully vaccinated patients and the samples from those who were not fully

332  vaccinated [11]. According to Bergwerk et al., 39 breakthrough cases were identified
333  among fully vaccinated health care workers. They concluded that the occurrence of
334  breakthrough infections with SARS-CoV-2 correlated with neutralizing antibody titres
335  during the peri-infection period, and most breakthrough infections were mild or

336  asymptomatic cases [12]. Guangzhou, China, reported 38 imported COVID-19

337  patients who had received inactivated vaccines (Vero cells). Patients infected with
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338 SARS-CoV-2 after avaccination can produce 1gG antibodies rapidly in the early stage
339  of disease compared to those who did not receive an inactivated vaccine, and

340 RT-gPCR tests stay negative for alonger period of time [13].

341 Immunological characteristics.

342 In this study, the median time from fully vaccinated to positive RT-gPCR was
343  100.5 days, and the median 1gG titre of patients with breakthrough infections was
344  21.85at admission, indicating that the antibodies can still be detected approximately
345  three months after vaccination, and the decrease in the antibody titre may be related to
346 thedevelopment of breakthrough infections. The reduction in antibody titre may

347  weaken the protective effect against infection and infectivity. The IgG levelsin the
348  vaccination group gradually increased after admission and were significantly higher
349 thanthat in the unvaccinated group at admission, during the second and the third

350  weeks.

351 The modelling of the data regarding the neutralizing antibody titres and vaccine
352  effectiveness suggested that the neutralizing antibody titre needed to prevent severe
353 illnessislower than thetitre required to avoid infection. Although we do not yet know
354 thetarget titre to prevent infection, it is estimated to be higher than the titre needed to
355  prevent severeillness [14]. Khoury et al. assumed that after eight months following
356 infection, the decay rate would slow down. They modelled the decay rate of the

357  neutralization titre, assuming that it slowed linearly with a 10-year half-life over 1, 1.5,
358  or 2 years (details are presented in their Methods section). Their analysis predicted
359 that even without vaccine boosters, asignificant proportion of individuals might

360 maintain along-term protection from severe infection by an antigenically similar

361  drain, even though these patients may become susceptible to mild disease [15].

362 Vaccine-elicited neutralizing antibody titres correlated with the protective

363  efficacy, suggesting that there was immunity and protection, and the presence of

364 neutralizing antibodies from a prior infection was significantly associated with the

365  protection against reinfection [16,17].
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366 Researchers have found a positive correlation between the neutralizing antibody
367 titresand the levels of 1gG antibodies. The levels of neutralizing antibodies gradually
368  decrease over for 3 months. Therefore, thereis an obvious risk for the possibility of
369 reinfection that isrelated to the fast decay of antibodies or secondary to a poor

370 dicitation of neutralizing antibodies [18,19].

371 Moreover, our study found that the vaccinated group had higher counts of

372 CD4'T lymphocytes, CD8'T lymphocytes, B lymphocytes, and NK cells.

373  T-cell-mediated adaptive immune responses are essential for viral clearance and

374  long-term antiviral immunity but may contribute to cytokine storm and could

375  compromisein severe cases of COVID-19 patients due to T-cell exhaustion [20].

376  Successful vaccines should generate SARS-CoV-2-reactive T cells with high

377  specificity for potent immune responses devoid of the undesired effects of

378 inflammation or inception of disease. There are many ongoing vaccine trials, but it is
379  unknown whether they will provide long-lasting protective immunity. Most vaccines
380 aredesigned to induce antibodies to the SARS-CoV-2 spike protein, but it is unknown
381 if thiswill be sufficient to induce complete protective immunity to SARS-CoV-2 [21].
382 Dedltavariant

383 In this study, there were 9 breakthrough infections, and 7 unvaccinated patients
384  had the delta variant. Compared with unvaccinated patients, there was no difference in
385 the Ct values between the two groups, and there was no significant differencein viral
386  shedding time between the two groups.

387 The B.1.617.2 (delta) variant was first detected in Indiain December 2020 and
388  became the most commonly reported variant starting in mid-April 2021 [22].

389  Mutations of the delta variant may have higher replication rates, which leads to higher
390 vira loads and increased transmission rates [23]. Recently, one study reported only a
391 dlight difference in the vaccine efficacy against delta variant and alpha variant after
392  patients received two doses of the vaccine [24].

393
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394 This study had some limitations. There were relatively few casesin the

395  unvaccinated group, and most patients did not have full genome sequencing results,
396  which may be related to the low viral load (high CT value) in some patients which
397  were tested negativein the origin country. In addition, the number of patients that had
398  breakthrough infections after being vaccinated with non-inactive vaccines was much
399 lower than the number of patients vaccinated with inactive vaccines.

400 Being vaccinated does not mean we can throw caution to the wind and put

401  ourselves and others at risk, mainly because the research is still ongoing into how
402  much vaccines protect against disease, infection, and viral transmission. Therefore,
403 for the foreseeable future, we still need to continue wearing masks and washing our
404  hands, and we need to ensure good indoor ventilation, continue physical distancing,
405 and continue avoiding crowds.
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