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We developed a new test system to detect the omicron variant of SARS-CoV-2 using al-
lele-specific reverse transcription PCR and estimated the frequency of its detection in pa-
tients living in the Novosibirsk Region. Clinical samples were divided into 3 groups: samples 
collected from December 1 to December 30, 2021 (group 1; n=66), from December 30, 2021 to 
January 10, 2022 (group 2; n=20), and from January 11 to January 22, 2022 (group 3; n=101). 
Based on the identification of 5 mutations specific to SARS-CoV-2 (B.1.1.529), two systems of 
oligonucleotide primers and probes were developed for detecting this coronavirus genotype in 
clinical samples. Limit of detection (LOD95) was 4×103 genome equivalents per 1 ml of clinical 
sample for the first test system and 2×103 for the for the second test system. The omicron 
variant of SARS-CoV-2 was absent in group 1 of studied samples, but was detected in 20% 
(4/20) of group 2 samples and 88% of group 2 samples collected within less than 2 weeks of 
January 2022. Using developed test system, we showed that in less than 2 weeks the omicron 
variant has become dominant in patients, which confirms previously published data on its 
exceptional contagiousness.
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The SARS-CoV-2 virus, a representative of the 
Betacoronavirus genus, is the cause of the COVID-19 
coronavirus pandemic that began in December 2019 
and continues in January 2022. During the two years 
of the pandemic, SARS-CoV-2 coronavirus has gradu-

ally evolved and accumulated mutations in its genome. 
The transmissivity and virulence of new SARS-CoV-2 
strains differ; the symptom complexes of infections 
caused by different strains do not coincide. In addition, 
the effectiveness of vaccines against SARS-CoV-2 also 
depends on a particular strain. All these circumstances 
necessitate careful epidemiological control over the 
emergence and spread of new SARS-CoV-2 strains.

The classification of SARS-CoV-2 strains proposed 
by WHO [13] is based on nucleotide substitutions in 
the SARS-CoV-2 genome. Newly discovered isolates 
can be assigned the statuses of interest or concern 
and a name based on the letter of the Greek alphabet. 
The variant of interest status is assigned in the pres-
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ence of mutations with a known or predicted effect 
on transmissibility, the severity of infection symptoms, 
avoidance of the immune response, effectiveness of 
therapy, and diagnosis. The variant of concern status 
is assigned, if there is an association with increased 
transmissibility or deterioration of the epidemiological 
situation, an increase in virulence or severity of symp-
toms, a decrease in the health system effectiveness 
or diagnostic tests, vaccines, and therapeutic agents.

The first worrisome variant was variant alpha 
(B.1.1.7), first discovered in the UK in September 2020. 
This variant had a combination of 23 mutations and 
was characterized by increased transmissivity [2] with 
a reproduction index R0=~4-5, while for the initial 
variant SARS-CoV-2 R0=2.4-2.6. Lower effectiveness of 
antibodies against the alpha variant RBD domain was 
also shown [8]. Within 6 months of the first reports 
from the UK, this variant was detected in all parts 
of the world and caused serious concern about the 
possible decrease in vaccine effectiveness and higher 
pathogenicity. However, these concerns were not sub-
sequently confirmed [4,9].

The delta variant (B.1.617.2) was first found in 
India in October 2020 as a combination of 13 nucleo-
tide substitutions leading to amino acid substitutions. 
Like the alpha variant, the delta variant has increased 
transmissivity with a reproduction index R0=~5 [10]. 
In July 2021, the delta variant was recognized by WHO 
as the dominant or close to dominant strain; later, 
higher virulence of this variant was established [3]. 
In addition, vaccine effectiveness against the delta 
variant turned out to be lower by 10-13% than against 
the alpha variant [12].

On January 2022, the last SARS-CoV-2 variant 
raising concern (omicron-variant or B.1.1.529) was first 
registered in November 2021 in South Africa; it carries 
60  mutations compared to the original SARS-CoV-2 
strain; 2/3  of these mutations are located inside the 
S-protein and have not been detected previously in 
other SARS-CoV-2 lines [1]. It is stated that the omi-
cron variant reproduction index is 2-3  times higher 
compared to the delta variant [6,11], which correlates 
with the rapid SARS-CoV-2 omicron variant spread. 
At the same time, viral load for the omicron variant 
was shown to not differ from that of the delta variant 
[7]. A large number of accumulated mutations in the 
omicron variant can also affect the effectiveness of 
diagnosis and require verification of methods used 
for its detection. The data on the effectiveness of 
vaccines and monoclonal antibodies are still sketchy, 
but preliminary results show that the effectiveness of 
these drugs decreases and boosting is required to in-
crease individual and population immunity against the 
omicron variant [15]. However, the first studies showed 
that disease severity and the probability of hospitaliza-

tion in omicron variant infection decreased by several 
times in comparison with the delta variant [14].

The purpose of this study was to develop a test 
system for detecting the omicron variant of SARS-
CoV-2 in clinical samples and to study its occurrence 
in patients living in the Novosibirsk region. To this 
end, we developed an allele-specific reverse transcrip-
tion PCR (AS-RT-PCR) for detection of the omicron 
variant in SARS-CoV-2-positive patients.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Clinical samples. Clinical RNA samples (n=187) after 
depersonalization were obtained from patients of the 
Center of New Medical Technologies of the Institute 
of Chemical Biology and Fundamental Medicine and 
the laboratory of the SKR-Test Company from patients 
who applied to the laboratory privately due to signs of 
acute respiratory viral infections, having a mild form 
of the disease (temperature less than 38°C, cough, 
runny nose, and headache). Clinical samples were divid-
ed into 3 groups: samples collected from December 1 to 
December 30, 2021 (group 1; n=66), from December 30, 
2021 to January  10, 2022 (group 2; n=20), and from 
January 11 to January 22, 2022 (group 3; n=101). The 
research was approved by the Local Ethical Committee 
of the Institute of Chemical Biology and Fundamental 
Medicine (July 21, 2019) and Academic Council of the 
Institute of Chemical Biology and Fundamental Medi-
cine (Protocol No. 18, December 23, 2021).

Plasmids with fragments of the nucleotide se-
quence of SARS-CoV-2 omicron variant. DNA frag-
ments of the S-protein gene (length 200  bp) corre-
sponding to regions 22,857-23,056 (mutations (E484A, 
G496S, and Q498R) and 24,297-4496 (mutations N969K 
and L981F) of the SARS-CoV2 OL677199 virus genome 
were synthetically obtained by PCR from individual 
oligonucleotides using the Polymerase Cycling Assem-
bly (PCA) method. The obtained DNA fragments were 
hydrolyzed by EcoRI and HindIII restriction endonu-
cleases (SibEnzyme) and ligated with the pBluescript 
vector SK (+) hydrolyzed by the same endonucle-
ases using 100  U of T4 DNA ligase (Biosan). Com-
petent cells of E.  coli XL1-Blue strain (Stratagene) 
were transformed with a ligase mixture. In plasmid 
clones selected according to the restriction analysis 
results, the insertion nucleotide sequence was deter-
mined by Sanger sequencing to confirm the structure. 
Recombinant plasmid DNA was isolated from 50  ml 
of nocturnal culture in LB medium using the Plasmid 
Midi Kit (QIAGEN) according to the manufacturer’s 
instructions. The concentration of the obtained stan-
dard plasmid DNA was determined spectrophotomet-
rically and fluorometrically using the Qubit BR kit 
(Invitrogen).
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RNA synthesis in vitro. The plasmid DNA 
pBluescript-CoV2-OME384A and pBluescript-CoV2-
OMN969K linearized by HindIII restriction endonu-
clease were used as a matrix for RNA synthesis. The 
synthesis was carried out in a 50 µl reaction volume 
containing 2 µg DNA matrix, 1 mM NTP, 100 U Phage 
T7 RNA polymerase (SibEnzyme), 1× reaction buffer 
(50 mM Tris-HCl, pH 7.5, 6 mM MgCl2, 10 mM DTT, 
2  mM spermidine). The samples were incubated for 
2 h at 37°C followed by treatment with 100 U DNase I 
(Worthington Biochemical) addition and incubation for 
15 min at 37°C. The synthesized RNA fragments were 
purified by phenol—chloroform extraction and precip-
itated with isopropanol. The purified RNA fragments 
were dissolved in water treated with diethyl pyrocar-
bonate and stored at -80°C. The exact standard DNA 
(plasmids) and RNA (SARS-CoV-2 transcripts and RNA 
from clinical samples) concentrations were clarified 
using digital PCR on the QX200 Droplet Digital PCR 
System (Bio-Rad) platform according to the manufac-
turer’s instructions.

Real-time RT-PCR. RNA from clinical samples was 
isolated using a set of reagents for isolating RNA/
DNA from the clinical material RealBest Sorbitus (Vec-
tor-Best) according to the manufacturer’s instructions.

Real-time RT-PCR was performed on a CFX96 
amplifier (Bio-Rad) in a volume of 20  µl containing 
1× buffer for PCR (65  mM Tris-HCl, pH  8.9, 24  mM  
(NH4)2SO4, 0.05% Tween-20, and 2.5 mM MgCl2), 0.3 µM 
primers and 0.1 µM probes (Table 1), 1 U of hot-start 
Taq polymerase (Biosan), 100 U of reverse transcrip-
tase M-MuLV (Biosan), and RNA matrix. Amplification 
was carried out according to the following program: 
reverse transcription at 50°C for 15 min; activation of 

Taq polymerase and denaturation of the DNA matrix 
at 95°C for 3 min; 50 cycles with the following stages: 
denaturation at 95°C for 10 sec, annealing and elonga-
tion at 60°C for 40 sec, fluorescence signal registration 
via FAM, HEX, and ROX channels.

Sequencing. To confirm the specificity of the 
analysis, reverse transcription and amplification of 
RNA samples positively and negatively identified by 
the omicron genotype status were performed using 
primers 371-U and SS-R, a fragment of 440 bp was se-
quenced by Sanger, the resulting nucleotide sequence 
was compared to omicron and delta SARS-CoV-2 vari-
ants’ sequences. Sequencing was performed on an 
automatic sequencer ABI 3130XL GeneticAnalyzer (Ap-
plied Biosystems) using a set of BigDye 3.1 (Common 
Use Center “Genomics”, Institute of Chemical Biology 
and Fundamental Medicine).

RESULTS
Selection and validation of primers for AS-RT-
PCR. It was previously shown that the SARS-CoV-2 
omicron variant contains 25 unique S-protein muta-
tions (A67V, ∆V143, ∆N211, L212I, ins214EPE, G339D, 
S371L, S373P, S375F, N440K, G446S, S477N, E484A, 
Q493R, G496S, Q498R, Y505H, T547K, N679K, N764K, 
D796Y, N856K, Q954H, N969K, and L981F) [1]. Five of 
them (E484A, G496S, Q498R, N969K, and L981F) we 
selected as targets for primer design for AS-RT-PCR. 
The sequence OL677119 (GISAID EPI_ISL_6826713; 
NCBI database) deposited by Canadian researchers 
at the end of November 2021 was chosen as the ba-
sic nucleotide sequence of the SARS-CoV-2 variant 
omicron genome.

TABLE 1. Oligonucleotide Primers and Fluorescently Labeled Hydrolyzable Probes Used for RT-PCR

Gene Sequences of oligonucleotide primers and probes

S-SARS-CoV2 371-U CTGTGTTGCTGATTATTCTGTCCT

SS-R AGTTCAAAAGAAAGTACTACTACTCTGTA

S-SARS-CoV2 N969K-PH HEX-TGGTGCAATTTCAAGTGTTTTAAATG-BHQ1

N969K-U CTTGTTAAACAACTTAGCTCCTAA

N969K-R TCAACTTTGTCAAGACGTGAAAA

S-SARS-CoV2 E384-PH HEX-TGATCGTAAAGGAAAGTAACAATTAAAACC-BHQ1

E384-U AACAAACCTTGTAATGGTGTTACC

E384-R ACACCATAAGTGGGACGGAAAA

E-SARS-CoV2 E_Sarb_F ACAGGTACGTTAATAGTTAATAGCGT

E_Sarb_R ATATTGCAGCAGTACGCACACA

E_Sarb_P HEX-ACACTAGCCATCCTTACTGCGCTTCG-BHQ2

MS2 phage MS2-5-F GTACGAGGAGAAAGCCGGTTTC

MS2-5-R GTTCTGCGGCACTTCGATG

MS2-5-P FAM-TCCCTCGACGCACGCTCCTGCT-BHQ1
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To improve the discrimination of products with 
“mutant” (omicron variant) and “normal” (other SARS-
CoV-2 variants) RNA, we tested the effectiveness of 
introducing additional unpaired nucleotide bases at 
the 3’ end of the primer (in -2 and -3 positions) for 
further duplex destabilization to reduce the elonga-
tion effectiveness. To do this, plasmid DNA containing 
omicron-specific mutations and a “wild” type sequence 
were used at the first stage. Based on the results of 
this test, optimal oligonucleotide primers were se-
lected that did not allow wild-type DNA amplification 
and had maximum efficiency (lower Ct) for the omi-
cron variant sequence. The optimal primer set was 
further validated in AS-RT-PCR using artificial RNA 
transcripts obtained from a plasmid DNA matrix with 
omicron-variant sequence fragments and the original 
SARS-CoV-2 variant.

Omicron-variant detection in clinical samples. 
After the development of the PCR system, we conduct-
ed primary screening of RNA from clinical samples 
positive for SARS-CoV-2 RNA detected by coronavirus 
E-gene fragment amplification. For several samples, 
fluorescence growth was observed using primers E384-
U/R (set 1, mutations E484A, G496S, and Q498R) and 
N969K-U/R (set  2, mutations N969K and L981F). The 
RNA samples we obtained were analyzed by sequenc-
ing the S-gene fragment (440  bp), which includes a 
set of mutations specific to the omicron variant. The 
nucleotide sequence analysis (the same in 4 clini-
cal samples, Fig.  1) showed 100% homology with the 
SARS-CoV-2 omicron variant, now common in the 
United States (reference sequence OM327305.1) and 
Pakistan (reference sequence OM327526.1). Analysis 
of previously identified RNA sequencing samples of 
the delta variant of SARS-CoV-2 showed high speci-
ficity of primer sets 1 and 2. Thus, primer sets 1 and 
2 yielded increments of the fluorescent signal even 
during examination of clinical samples with high vi-
ral load of the delta variant of coronavirus (Ct 12-16 
with primers and a probe to the coronavirus E-protein 

gene via the ROX fluorescence channel). Due to lower 
PCR efficiency, Ct values for specific omicron variant 
sequence amplification were 4-9  cycles higher com-
pared to Ct with primers and a probe to the corona-
virus E-protein gene. The difference in Ct values was 
6-9 cycles for set 1 and 4-7 cycles for set 2. Therefore, 
we increased the total number of amplification cycles 
to 50. To determine the limit of detection (LOD95), a 
clinical sample identified as positive for the SARS-
CoV-2 omicron variant was used. The concentration 
of the clinical sample was preliminarily determined 
using digital droplet PCR, after which serial dilutions 
of this RNA sample were analyzed in 20 repeats. LOD95 
was 4×103 genome equivalents/ml for primer set 1 and 
2×103 genome equivalents/ml for set 2.

Analysis of SARS-CoV-2 omicron-variant occur-
rence in patients. The SARS-CoV-2 omicron variant 
was absent in group  1 samples, but was found in 
20% (4/20) samples of group 2 and in 88% samples of 
group 3 (Fig. 2). Thus, in less than 2 weeks of January 

Fig. 1. Nucleotide sequence of the S-gene fragment (440 bp) of the SARS-CoV-2 omicron variant isolated from a patient living in 
Novosibirsk. Codons encoding omicron-specific nucleotide substitutions, which correspond to the following amino acid substitutions 
highlighted with grey (S371L, S373P, S375F, N440K, G446S, S477N, E484A, Q493R, G496S, Q498R, and Y505H).

Fig. 2. The prevalence dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 omicron 
and delta variants in the Novosibirsk region during December 
2021—January 2022.
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2022, this variant became dominant in the sample of 
patients in the Novosibirsk region.

The data obtained are consistent with the pat-
tern of SARS-CoV-2 omicron variant distribution ob-
served in South Africa. Thus, among the SARS-CoV-2 
samples sequenced in October 2021 in South Africa, 
617 (84.2%) out of 733 were delta variants and only 
1  (0.1%) was an omicron variant. In November 2021, 
148  (13.7%) of 1082 SARS-CoV-2 samples were delta 
variant and 881 (81.4%) were omicron variant [14]. The 
high spread rate of the SARS-CoV-2 omicron variant 
and its delta variant displacement in South Africa was 
reproduced in the restricted sample on the territory 
of the Novosibirsk region. A possible reason for rapid 
spread of the omicron variant in the Novosibirsk re-
gion could be the long weekends in early 2022, which 
contributed to the active movement and contacts in 
the population.

However, the data obtained differ from the picture 
of the omicron variant distribution in France, where 
62.4% of all diagnosed COVID-19 cases by Decem-
ber 30 were caused by the omicron variant. During the 
period from November 28 (the first case of the SARS-
CoV-2 omicron variant registration) to December  31, 
2021, 1119 (26.7%) cases of infection with the omicron 
variant were recorded in Marseille, 3075 (73.3%) cas-
es of infection with the delta variant were detected 
during the same period [5]. There was a rapid increase 
in cases of infection with the omicron variant since 
mid-December and a simultaneous drop in the fre-
quency of infection with the delta variant; at the end 
of December, the occurrence of the omicron variant 
exceeded the occurrence of the delta variant by about 
2  times. A possible reason for the divergence could 
be the difference in the omicron variant subvariants 
found in Europe and the Novosibirsk Region. This 
assumption requires further verification based on the 
data of the SARS-CoV-2 omicron variant spread on the 
territory of other countries, primarily Pakistan and the 
United States, in which the omicron variant coincides 
with what we found.

We have developed a simple and easy-to-use test 
system for monitoring the SARS-CoV-2 omicron vari-
ant, based on the identification of 5 mutations specific 
to this genotype. Using it, it is shown that in less than 
2 weeks the omicron variant has become the dominant 
variant in the Novosibirsk region, which confirms pre-
viously published data on its exceptional contagious-
ness. A further collecting of statistics and whole-ge-
nome sequencing data of SARS-CoV-2 omicron isolates 
identified with the developed simple PCR analysis will 
contribute to a more complete understanding of this 
variant biological properties.

The study was supported under the basic budget 
project of the Institute of Chemical Biology and Fun-

damental Medicine, Siberian Division of the Russian 
Academy of Sciences No. 121031300043-8.

The authors declare the absence of obvious and 
potential conflicts of interest related to the publication 
of this article.

All the authors made a significant contribution 
to the research and preparation of the article, read 
and approved the final version before publication.  
U. A. Boyarskikh — sequencing; V. V. Vlasov — pre-
paring of the manuscript; A. M. Ivanov — technology 
validation on an independent basis; A. A. Kechin — 
bioinformatic analysis; A. B. Krivoruchko — technology 
validation on an independent basis; V. V. Kuznetsov — 
analysis of clinical samples; N. E. Kushlinskii — prepar-
ing of the manuscript; I. P. Oscorbin — writing of the 
manuscript and its editing; E. V. Pechkovsky — tech-
nology validation on an independent basis; V. V. Roma-
nov — analysis of clinical samples; A. A. Stepanov — 
analysis of clinical samples; E. A. Khrapov — sequenc-
ing; M. L. Filipenko — general research design, research 
management, manuscript writing and preparing;  
D. S. Shamovskaya — analysis of clinical samples.

REFERENCES
	 1.	Callaway E. Heavily mutated Omicron variant puts sci-

entists on alert. Nature. 2021;600:21. doi: 10.1038/d41586-
021-03552-w

	 2.	Davies NG, Abbott S, Barnard RC, Jarvis CI, Kuchar-
ski AJ, Munday JD, Pearson CAB, Russell TW, Tully DC, 
Washburne AD, Wenseleers T, Gimma A, Waites W, 
Wong KLM, van Zandvoort K, Silverman JD; CMMID CO-
VID-19 Working Group; COVID-19 Genomics UK (COG-
UK) Consortium, Diaz-Ordaz K, Keogh R, Eggo RM, Funk 
S, Jit M, Atkins KE, Edmunds WJ. Estimated transmis-
sibility and impact of SARS-CoV-2 lineage B.1.1.7 in 
England. Science. 2021;372(6538):eabg3055. doi: 10.1126/
science.abg3055

	 3.	Fisman DN, Tuite AR. Evaluation of the relative virulence 
of novel SARS-CoV-2 variants: a retrospective cohort 
study in Ontario, Canada. CMAJ. 2021;193(42):E1619-
E1625. doi: 10.1503/cmaj.211248

	 4.	Frampton D, Rampling T, Cross A, Bailey H, Heaney  J, 
Byott M, Scott R, Sconza R, Price J, Margaritis M, Berg-
strom M, Spyer MJ, Miralhes PB, Grant P, Kirk S, Vale-
rio C, Mangera Z, Prabhahar T, Moreno-Cuesta J, Arul-
kumaran N, Singer M, Shin GY, Sanchez E, Paraskevo-
poulou  SM, Pillay D, McKendry RA, Mirfenderesky M, 
Houlihan CF, Nastouli E. Genomic characteristics and 
clinical effect of the emergent SARS-CoV-2 B.1.1.7 lineage 
in London, UK: a whole-genome sequencing and hospital-
based cohort study. Lancet Infect. Dis. 2021;21(9):1246-
1256. doi: 10.1016/S1473-3099(21)00170-5

	 5.	Houhamdi L, Gautret P, Hoang VT, Fournier PE, Colson P, 
Raoult D. Characteristics of the first 1119 SARS-CoV-2 
Omicron variant cases, in Marseille, France, November-
December 2021. J. Med. Virol. 2022;94(5):2290-2295. doi: 
10.1002/jmv.27613

M. L. Filipenko, I. P. Oskorbin, et al.



234

	 6.	Ito K, Piantham C, Nishiura H. Relative instantaneous 
reproduction number of Omicron SARS-CoV-2 variant 
with respect to the Delta variant in Denmark. J. Med. 
Virol. 2022;94(5):2265-2268. doi: 10.1002/jmv.27560

	 7.	 Kozlov M. How does Omicron spread so fast? A high 
viral load isn’t the answer. Nature. 2022. doi: 10.1038/
d41586-022-00129-z

	 8.	Lazarevic I, Pravica V, Miljanovic D, Cupic M. Immune 
Evasion of SARS-CoV-2 Emerging Variants: What Have 
We Learnt So Far? Viruses. 2021;13(7):1192. doi: 10.3390/
v13071192

	 9.	Liu Q, Qin C, Liu M, Liu J. Effectiveness and safety 
of SARS-CoV-2 vaccine in real-world studies: a sys-
tematic review and meta-analysis. Infect. Dis. Poverty. 
2021;10(1):132. doi: 10.1186/s40249-021-00915-3

10.	Liu Y, Rocklöv J. The reproductive number of the 
Delta variant of SARS-CoV-2 is far higher compared 
to the ancestral SARS-CoV-2 virus. J. Travel Med. 
2021;28(7):taab124. doi: 10.1093/jtm/taab124

11.	Nishiura H, Ito K, Anzai A, Kobayashi T, Piantham C, 
Rodríguez-Morales AJ. Relative Reproduction Number of 
SARS-CoV-2 Omicron (B.1.1.529) Compared with Delta 
Variant in South Africa. J. Clin. Med. 2021;11(1):30. doi: 
10.3390/jcm11010030

12.	Pouwels KB, Pritchard E, Matthews PC, Stoesser N, 
Eyre DW, Vihta KD, House T, Hay J, Bell JI, Newton JN, 
Farrar J, Crook D, Cook D, Rourke E, Studley R, Peto TEA, 

Diamond I, Walker AS. Effect of Delta variant on viral 
burden and vaccine effectiveness against new SARS-
CoV-2 infections in the UK. Nat. Med. 2021;27(12):2127-
2135. doi: 10.1038/s41591-021-01548-7

13.	Rambaut A, Holmes EC, O’Toole Á, Hill V, McCrone JT, 
Ruis C, du Plessis L, Pybus OG. A dynamic nomencla-
ture proposal for SARS-CoV-2 lineages to assist genomic 
epidemiology. Nat. Microbiol. 2020;5(11):1403-1407. doi: 
10.1038/s41564-020-0770-5

14.	Wolter N, Jassat W, Walaza S, Welch R, Moultrie H, 
Groome M, Amoako DG, Everatt J, Bhiman JN, Schee
pers C, Tebeila N, Chiwandire N, du Plessis M, Goven-
der N, Ismail A, Glass A, Mlisana K, Stevens W, Treur-
nicht FK, Makatini Z, Hsiao NY, Parboosing R, Wadula J, 
Hussey H, Davies MA, Boulle A, von Gottberg A, Co-
hen C. Early assessment of the clinical severity of the 
SARS-CoV-2 omicron variant in South Africa: a data 
linkage study. Lancet. 2022;399:437-446. doi: 10.1016/
S0140-6736(22)00017-4

15.	Wu M, Wall EC, Carr EJ, Harvey R, Townsley H, Mears HV, 
Adams L, Kjaer S, Kelly G, Warchal S, Sawyer C, Kava-
nagh C, Queval CJ, Ngai Y, Hatipoglu E, Ambrose K, 
Hindmarsh S, Beale R, Gamblin S, Howell M, Kassiotis G, 
Libri V, Williams B, Gandhi S, Swanton C, Bauer DL. 
Three-dose vaccination elicits neutralising antibodies 
against omicron. Lancet. 2022;399:715-717. doi: 10.1016/
S0140-6736(22)00092-7

Bulletin  of  Experimental  Biology  and  Medicine,  Vol.  173,  No. 2,  June,  2022  IMMUNOLOGY AND MICROBIOLOGY


	ABSTRACT

	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	RESULTS
	REFERENCES

