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ABSTRACT  44 

Background: Improved seasonal influenza vaccines for older adults are urgently needed, which 45 

can induce broadly cross-reactive antibodies and enhanced T-cell responses, particularly 46 

against A(H3N2) viruses, while avoiding egg-adaptive antigenic changes.  47 

Methods: We randomized  2654 clinically-stable, community-dwelling adults ≥65 years of age 48 

1:1  to receive a single intramuscular dose of either Matrix-M-adjuvanted quadrivalent 49 

nanoparticle influenza vaccine (qNIV) or a licensed inactivated influenza vaccine (IIV4) in this 50 

randomized, observer-blinded, active-comparator controlled trial conducted during the 2019-51 

2020 influenza season. The primary objectives were to demonstrate the non-inferior 52 

immunogenicity of qNIV relative to IIV4 against 4 vaccine-homologous strains, based on Day 28 53 

hemagglutination-inhibiting (HAI) antibody responses, described as geometric mean titers and 54 

seroconversion rate difference between treatment groups, and to describe the safety of qNIV. 55 

Cell-mediated immune (CMI) responses were measured by intracellular cytokine analysis.  56 

Findings: qNIV demonstrated immunologic non-inferiority to IIV4 against 4 vaccine-57 

homologous strains as assessed by egg-based HAI antibody responses. Corresponding wild-58 

type HAI antibody responses by qNIV were significantly higher than IIV4 against all 4 vaccine-59 

homologous strains (22-66% increased) and against 6 heterologous A(H3N2) strains (34-46% 60 

increased), representing multiple genetically and/or antigenically distinct clades/subclades (all p-61 

values <0.001). qNIV induced 3.·1- to 3·9- and 4·0- to 4·9-fold increases in various 62 

polyfunctional phenotypes of antigen-specific effector CD4+ T-cells against A(H3N2) and 63 

B/Victoria strains at Day 7 post-vaccination, respectively, while corresponding fold-rises induced 64 

by IIV4 at Day 7 were 1·3-1·4 and 1·7-2·0; representing a 126-189% improvement in CMI 65 

responses for qNIV (all p-values <0·001). Local reactogenicity, primarily mild to moderate and 66 

transient pain, was higher in the qNIV group.            67 
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Interpretation: qNIV was well tolerated and produced a qualitatively and quantitatively 68 

enhanced humoral and cellular immune response in older adults. These enhancements may be 69 

critical to improving the effectiveness of currently licensed influenza vaccines. 70 

Funding: Novavax.  71 
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INTRODUCTION  72 

The substantial health and economic burden of influenza in older adults has remained largely 73 

unabated despite vaccination coverage rates in excess of 60% over the past decade, due in 74 

part to the suboptimal vaccine effectiveness (VE) of existing influenza vaccines.1-4 During two 75 

recent US influenza seasons, VE among older adults was reported to range between 10% and 76 

13% for the A(H3N2) component of the vaccine—a problematic observation, because 77 

historically, A(H3N2) viruses have circulated more frequently, accounted for the majority of 78 

influenza morbidity and mortality, evolved genetically and antigenically the most rapidly, 79 

necessitating frequent vaccine strain updates, and, taken together, represented the “weak link” 80 

in influenza vaccine performance.5-10    81 

Several challenges have converged over the past decade to degrade the effectiveness of 82 

traditional inactivated influenza vaccines (IIVs) in older adults.7,8,11 A long-standing challenge 83 

has been the induction of narrow, strain-specific antibody responses, resulting in increasing 84 

vulnerability to antigenic drift arising from an expanding diversity of circulating viruses.11 A 85 

second, recently recognized challenge has been the introduction of deleterious egg-adaptive 86 

antigenic changes in vaccine virus hemagglutinins (HAs), due to the near universal reliance on 87 

traditional egg-based vaccine production methods.12-16 A third challenge has been the limited 88 

induction of T-cell immunity by existing approaches, particularly among older adults.17-19  89 

These limitations, coupled with specific characteristics of the older adult population—age-90 

related immunosenescence, multi-morbidity, and concomitant increases in physiological frailty—91 

have prompted the development of “enhanced” influenza vaccines, which have included a high-92 

dose IIV (IIV-HD), a MF-59-adjuvanted IIV (aIIV), and a recombinant HA influenza vaccine 93 

(RIV).17,20-25 Notwithstanding, critical gaps in vaccine performance remain. IIV-HD contains a 94 

four-fold higher content of influenza antigens, while aIIV contains an oil-in-water emulsion 95 

adjuvant. Both have demonstrated improvements in hemagglutination-inhibiting (HAI) antibody 96 

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

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 11, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.07.20170514doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.07.20170514


6 

 

responses, and in VE, compared to traditional IIVs.23,24,26-31 However, with both IIV-HD and aIIV, 97 

the problems of suboptimal induction of T-cell responses and introduction of egg-adaptive 98 

antigenic changes remain unaddressed; further, with IIV-HD, the improvements in efficacy have 99 

lacked breadth of cross-protection against drift variants.18,19,24,27,32-35 Finally, RIV, containing a 100 

three-fold higher content of influenza antigens, avoids the problems of egg-adaptive antigenic 101 

changes, and has shown improved relative VE compared to a traditional IIV during a season 102 

characterized by circulation of antigenically drift A(H3N2), but, to date, has not demonstrated 103 

substantial induction of T-cell responses.18,25,36  104 

To address multiple gaps limiting the performance of existing enhanced influenza vaccines, we 105 

developed a novel recombinant, Spodoptera frugiperda (Sf9) insect cell/baculovirus system 106 

derived, quadrivalent HA nanoparticle influenza vaccine (qNIV), formulated with a saponin-107 

based adjuvant, Matrix-M.37,38 Through previous phase 1 and 2 trials, we demonstrated that 108 

qNIV induced broadly cross-reactive HAI antibodies as compared to IIV-HD, and increased 109 

antigen-specific polyfunctional CD4+ T-cell responses as compared to IIV-HD and RIV.37,39,40 To 110 

advance the candidate qNIV towards licensure via the US Food and Drug Administration’s 111 

accelerated approval pathway, we conducted a pivotal phase 3 trial to test the hypothesis that 112 

qNIV would be immunologically non-inferior to a licensed, standard-dose, quadrivalent 113 

inactivated influenza vaccine (IIV4) in older adults.  114 

METHODS  115 

Study Design  116 

This was a phase 3, randomized, observer-blinded, active-controlled trial at 19 US clinical sites, 117 

conducted in advance of the 2019-2020 influenza season.  118 

Participants  119 
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Clinically stable adults aged ≥65 years who had not received an influenza vaccine within six 120 

months preceding the trial and had no known allergies or serious reactions to influenza vaccines 121 

were enrolled. Stable health was defined by absence of: a) changes in medical therapy within 122 

the preceding one month due to treatment failure or toxicity, b) medical events qualifying as 123 

serious adverse events (SAEs) within the preceding two months, and c) life-limiting diagnoses.  124 

Randomization and Masking  125 

A randomization sequence was generated using an interactive web response system to allocate 126 

participants 1:1 to receive a single intramuscular dose of qNIV or IIV4. Treatment assignments 127 

were known only to the responsible unblinded vaccine administrators, who did not perform any 128 

trial assessments post-dosing. Participants and other site staff remained blinded for the duration 129 

of the trial. Stratification was by age (65 to <75 years; ≥75 years) and receipt of prior-year 130 

influenza vaccine (Supplement 1.1-1.3). This report summarizes the results of a pre-specified 131 

interim analysis, which was conducted upon completion of Day 28 visits for all participants. 132 

Blinded safety follow-up through one year is ongoing. The trial was approved by the Advarra 133 

Institutional Review Board (Columbia, Maryland, USA). All participants provided informed 134 

consent and were free to withdraw at any time from the trial (Supplement 1.4).  135 

Procedures  136 

Vaccines  137 

qNIV contained 60 µg recombinant hemagglutinin (HA) per strain for the four influenza strains 138 

recommended by the World Health Organization (WHO) for inclusion in the 2019-2020 Northern 139 

Hemisphere seasonal influenza vaccine, and was formulated with 75 µg of Matrix-M adjuvant. 140 

IIV4 contained 15 µg HA per recommended strain (Supplement 1.5).   141 

Objectives 142 
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The primary objectives were to a) demonstrate the non-inferior immunogenicity of qNIV as 143 

compared to IIV4, in terms of HAI antibody responses assayed with classical egg-propagated 144 

virus reagents (hereafter “egg-based HAI”) to the four vaccine-homologous strains at Day 28 145 

post-vaccination; and b) describe the safety of qNIV compared to IIV4. The secondary objective 146 

was to describe HAI antibody responses assayed with wild-type sequence HA virus-like particle 147 

(VLP) reagents (hereafter “wt-HAI”) against the four vaccine-homologous strains; multiple 148 

genetically and or antigenically distinct heterologous A(H3N2) strains; and a heterologous, 149 

antigenically distinct B strain (Figure S1). The pre-specified exploratory objective was to 150 

describe the quality and amplitude of cell-mediated immune (CMI) responses of qNIV, as 151 

measured by flow cytometry with intracellular cytokine staining analysis (ICCS) (Supplement 152 

1.6).  153 

Outcomes  154 

Safety  155 

Safety was described in terms of solicited local and systemic adverse events (AEs) within seven 156 

days of vaccination, reported by participants in diaries, and as unsolicited AEs, including SAEs, 157 

medically attended adverse events (MAEs), and other significant new medical conditions 158 

(SNMCs) through Day 28 of the trial. 159 

Immunogenicity  160 

Blood samples for antibody response assessments were collected on Day 0 pre-vaccination and 161 

Day 28 post-vaccination. Peripheral blood samples for isolation of mononuclear cells (PBMCs) 162 

for CMI assessments were collected from a subset of 140 participants (~70 per treatment 163 

group) at two pre-designated sites on Day 0 pre-vaccination and Day 7 post-vaccination 164 

(Supplement 1.7).  165 

Statistical Analysis  166 
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The per protocol (PP) population was the primary population for immunogenicity, and included 167 

randomized participants who received the assigned dose of the test article according to the 168 

protocol, had HAI serology results at Day 0 and Day 28, and had no major protocol deviations 169 

(Figure 1). HAI antibody responses were summarized as geometric mean titers (GMTs); within 170 

group geometric mean fold-rises from pre- to post-vaccination at Day 28 (GMFRpost/pre); the 171 

baseline-adjusted ratio of GMTs between qNIV and IIV4 at Day 28 (GMTRqNIV/IIV4);  172 

seroconversion rates (SCRs); and SCR difference (SCRqNIV−SCRIIV4) (Tables 3, 4Supplement 173 

1.8). The immunologic non-inferiority of qNIV to IIV4 was demonstrated if the lower bound of the 174 

two-sided 95% CI of the Day 28 post-vaccination GMTRqNIV/IIV4 was ≥0·67, and if the lower 175 

bound of the two-sided 95% CI of SCR difference at Day 28 (SCRqNIV−SCRIIV4) was ≥-10%, for 176 

all four homologous strains.  177 

CD4+ T-cells responding to in vitro stimulation with homologous influenza HA antigens 178 

(A/Kansas [H3N2] or B/Maryland [Victoria]) by expressing interferon gamma (IFN-γ) either as a 179 

single cytokine marker or as polyfunctional arrays of greater than or equal to two, three, or four  180 

cytokines/activation markers consisting of combinations of the following: IFN-γ, tumor necrosis 181 

factor alpha (TNF-α), interleukin-2 (IL-2), or CD40L, which were reported as median counts and 182 

geometric mean counts (GMCs) per million cells. Within-group geometric mean fold-rises in 183 

counts from pre- to post-vaccination at Day 7 (GMFRspost/pre) and baseline-adjusted ratio of 184 

GMCs between qNIV and IIV4 at Day 7 (GMTRqNIV/IIV4) were calculated (Table S1). 185 

The sample size of 1325 per treatment group (total 2650) was selected to achieve an overall 186 

power of 90% to demonstrate non-inferiority for all four homologous strains on both GMTR and 187 

SCR difference success criteria at a significance level of 0·025, while assuming 10% attrition 188 

(Supplement 1.8).  189 

Role of Funding Source 190 
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The funder, Novavax, was the trial sponsor.  191 

RESULTS  192 

Participants  193 

A total of 2654 participants were enrolled and randomized from 14-25 October, 2019, of whom 194 

2652 received treatment on Day 0 (1333 in qNIV group and 1319 in IIV4 group) and constituted 195 

the safety population (Figure 1). The immunogenicity PP population consisted of 2566 196 

participants. Similar percentages of participants from both treatment groups (99·3% qNIV and 197 

99·8% IIV4) completed follow-up through Day 28. Of the 11 participants who discontinued, only 198 

one (0·1%) qNIV and two (0·2%) IIV4 participants discontinued due to an AE (Figure 1). The 199 

median participant age ranged from 71 to 72 years. The majority of participants were females 200 

(59·4% in qNIV; 64% in IIV4) and white (91%). Approximately 84% of participants in both groups 201 

received an influenza vaccine during the prior influenza season (2018-2019) (Table 1).   202 

Safety  203 

Approximately 49·4% and 41·8% of qNIV and IIV4 participants, respectively, experienced at 204 

least one treatment-emergent adverse event (TEAE). The differences in overall TEAEs were 205 

driven primarily by differences in solicited AEs during the seven days following vaccination and, 206 

in particular, mild to moderate and transient injection site pain.  207 

Overall solicited AEs were reported by 41·3% of qNIV and 31·8% of IIV4 participants (Table 2). 208 

Local solicited AEs followed a similar pattern (27·0% vs 18·4%), led primarily by injection site 209 

pain (25·6% vs 16·1%) and swelling (6·3% vs. 3·1%) (Table S3). Severe local solicited events 210 

were infrequent in both groups (0·6% vs 0·2%). Proportions of participants with systemic 211 

solicited AEs were comparable (27·7% vs 22·1%). The most common systemic solicited AEs 212 

were muscle pain (12·5% vs 8·0%), headache (10·7% vs 7·9%), and fatigue (9·4% vs 7·1%) 213 

(Table S3). Severe systemic solicited AEs were infrequent in both groups (1·1% vs 0·8%).   214 
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Similar proportions of participants experienced unsolicited AEs (18·6% vs 18·3%) and MAEs 215 

(7·4% vs. 7·9%) with diagnoses spanning common intercurrent illnesses for this age group, with 216 

no apparent clustering of specific AEs by treatment group. SAEs were infrequent and occurred 217 

in comparable proportions per group (0·8% vs 0·4%) (Table 2). One death occurred per 218 

treatment group; neither was considered related to treatment by trial investigators.   219 

Immunogenicity 220 

HAI antibody responses  221 

The primary objective of the trial was met with qNIV demonstrating immunologic non-inferiority 222 

to IIV4 against four vaccine-homologous strains based on the pre-specified GMTR and SCR 223 

difference success criteria, as assessed by egg-based HAI antibody responses, and qNIV 224 

showed statistically improved responses for three of four vaccine-homologous strains (Table 3). 225 

When HAI antibody responses were assessed in a more biologically-relevant wt-HAI assay 226 

format, which features known wild-type HA sequences and human, rather than avian, glycans 227 

as HA receptors in the agglutination reaction, the relative improvements in antibody responses 228 

were further accentuated in favor of qNIV. Specifically, Day 28 post-vaccination GMFRs for the 229 

four vaccine-homologous strains showed 2·1- to 5·6-fold increases in titers for qNIV, as 230 

compared to 1·6 -to 3·4-fold increases for IIV4. The Day 28 GMTRs showed statistically 231 

significant improvements of 24%-66% in post-vaccination wt-HAI antibody responses for qNIV 232 

as compared to IIV4 against all four vaccine-homologous strains (all p-values <0·001); 233 

corresponding Day 28 SCR differences showed increases of 11·4%-20·4% (all p-values <0·001) 234 

(Table 3).  235 

Next, we assessed the breadth of cross-reactive antibody responses (Figure S1). GMTRs of 236 

qNIV versus IIV4 showed statistically significant improvements of 34%-46% in post-vaccination 237 
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wt-HAI antibody responses against six heterologous A(H3N2) strains, and a 23% improvement 238 

against a heterologous B-Victoria lineage strain (all p-values <0·001) (Table 4). 239 

Cell-mediated immune responses   240 

Baseline and post-vaccination CMI responses assessed across effector (memory) and total 241 

CD4+ T-cells producing single or multiple cytokines/activation markers following in vitro 242 

stimulation with influenza HAs are shown in Figures 2a-c, S2- S9, and Table S1. Pre-243 

vaccination baselines were comparable in both groups. At Day 7 post-vaccination, a 244 

substantially greater induction of IFN-γ and polyfunctional responses was evident in qNIV 245 

versus IIV4 recipients, with GMFRs for qNIV stimulated with A/Kansas HA reaching 3·1-, 3·4-, 246 

3·9-, and 4·6-fold increases for double-, triple-, quadruple-, and IFN-γ-cytokine producing 247 

effector CD4+ T-cells, respectively (all p-values <0·001). This was in contrast to notably lower 248 

Day 7 GMFRs observed for IIV4, ie, 1·3-, 1·3-, 1·4-, and 1·6-fold increase, respectively, for the 249 

same parameters (Figure 2c, Table S1). Corresponding GMFRs for B/Maryland followed a 250 

similar pattern (Figure 2c, Table S1). Between-group differences at Day 7, as measured by 251 

GMCRqNIV/IIV4, showed 141-195% relative increases in induction of double-, triple-, quadruple-, 252 

or IFN-γ-cytokine producing effector CD4+ T-cells following A/Kansas HA stimulation (all p-253 

values <0·001); and 126-155% relative increases in corresponding responses after stimulation 254 

with B/Maryland HA (all p-values <0·001) (Table S1). Vaccine-induced responses measured 255 

among total CD4+ T-cells produced a pattern similar to effector CD4+ T-cell population for all 256 

cytokine parameters assessed (Table S1; Figures S6-S9).  257 

Two overall patterns of responses were consistent across total and effector CD4+ T-cell 258 

subsets, cytokine parameters, and strains. First, as described previously, qNIV induced 259 

substantially higher post-vaccination polyfunctional CD4+ T-cell responses than IIV4 (Figures 260 

2a-b, S2-S3, S6-S7). Second, as evident on the reverse cumulative distribution (RCD) plots, the 261 

entire distribution of pre-vaccination baseline responses were substantially and symmetrically 262 
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shifted to the right following vaccination with qNIV. In contrast, in the IIV4 group, the 263 

distributions of pre-vaccination responses were more modestly and asymmetrically shifted 264 

following vaccination (Figures 2a-b, S4-S5, S8-S9). Specifically, those participants with low 265 

baseline Day 0 responses in the IIV4 group remained CMI “non-responders” to A/Kansas 266 

following vaccination; whereas, with qNIV, all participants, including those with the lowest 267 

baseline responses, achieved substantial induction of CMI responses following vaccination 268 

(Figures S4-S5,S8-S9, S11). 269 

DISCUSSION 270 

In this pivotal phase 3 trial, we report four important findings. First, qNIV demonstrated non-271 

inferiority to IIV4, based on HAI assays using conventional egg-derived reagents against the 272 

four homologous strains contained in both vaccines. Second, when HAI antibody responses 273 

were assayed with human indicator red blood cells and agglutinating reagents, which display 274 

HA proteins with wild-type sequences, a more biologically relevant assay format, qNIV induced 275 

qualitatively and quantitatively greater HAI antibody responses relative to IIV4, against both 276 

vaccine homologous strains, achieving 24-66% improvements in GMTs at Day 28, as well as 277 

against a wide array of antigenically distinct A(H3N2) strains, which showed improvements of 278 

34-46% over IIV4 in Day 28 GMTs. Third, qNIV significantly outperformed IIV4 in the induction 279 

of various influenza HA antigen-specific polyfunctional effector (memory) and total CD4+ T-cell 280 

phenotypes, achieving increases of 126%-189% over IIV4 at Day 7 post-vaccination. Finally, 281 

qNIV was well tolerated, with a safety profile generally comparable to IIV4, except for a higher 282 

incidence of transient mild to moderate injection site pain (25·4%), which is comparable to or 283 

less than rates published for aIIV4 (24·7%) and IIV3-HD (35·3%), respectively.41,42 284 

The recombinant wild-type HA antigen in qNIV is insect cell derived and forms via self-assembly 285 

of full-length HA trimers, three to seven of which further organize into a 20-40 nm sized protein-286 

detergent nanoparticle. This format may enhance antigen recognition by increasing B- and T-287 
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cell access to conserved HA epitopes, thereby improving the quality and breadth of the antibody 288 

response.37,38 This was evidenced by immunization of ferrets and humans (in phase 1) with 289 

either tNIV or IIV3-HD, wherein we detected the presence of post-vaccination antibodies in tNIV 290 

treated groups that could compete with known broadly neutralizing A(H3N2)-specific 291 

monoclonal antibodies for binding to conserved HA head and stem epitopes in a manner that 292 

IIV3-HD did not, suggesting that tNIV could induce a broadly cross-reactive antibody response, 293 

while IIV-HD, by contrast, induced an antigenically constrained strain-specific response.38,39   294 

Formulation of qNIV with Matrix-M adjuvant—which has been shown to enhance antigen 295 

presentation, expand the recognized antibody epitope repertoire, enhance neutralizing and 296 

cross-neutralizing antibody responses, and improve induction of potent CD4+ and CD8+T-cell 297 

responses for a variety of vaccines antigens under development—is central to improved 298 

induction of antibody and cellular responses against influenza HA antigens.43-50 In a previous 299 

phase 2 trial of qNIV, we showed an adjuvant effect when comparing Matrix-M-adjuvanted qNIV 300 

to unadjuvanted qNIV, demonstrating statistically significant increases in both HAI antibody (15-301 

29% greater) and polyfunctional CD4+ T-cell (11·1-13·6 fold higher) responses.40 In the present 302 

trial, we again demonstrated marked induction of cell-mediated immune responses in a manner, 303 

to our knowledge, not previously reported.18,19 A recent randomized controlled trial in older 304 

adults from Hong Kong compared the immunogenicity of three enhanced vaccines—IIV-3 HD, 305 

aIIV, and RIV—against IIV4, and showed Day 7 post-vaccination GMFRs of IFN-γ-producing 306 

CD4+ T-cells that ranged 1·8- to 2·6-fold higher over baseline against an A(H3N2) strain for the 307 

three enhanced vaccines; and corresponding fold-rises against a B/Victoria lineage strain that 308 

ranged from 1·38 to 2·16.18 In contrast, in the present phase 3 trial, qNIV with Matrix-M achieved 309 

a 5·1- and 7·9-fold rise increase in Day 7 post-vaccination IFN-γ-producing CD4+ T-cell 310 

responses against A(H3N2) and B-Victoria lineage strains, respectively (Table S2). Notably, and 311 

in contrast to IIV4, qNIV with Matrix-M was able to activate influenza-specific polyfunctional 312 
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cellular immune responses even among participants with the lowest levels of baseline T-cell 313 

reactivity—a crucial feature for developing  protective immune responses in those with a greater 314 

degree of immunosenescence due to advanced age, physiological frailty, or multi-morbidity.17 315 

Finally, the use of recombinant technology is important not only for producing a wild-type HA 316 

sequence-matched qNIV, but also for developing wild-type reagent based HAI assays to 317 

measure immunogenicity more accurately. Recent studies have elucidated the untoward effect 318 

of vaccine virus propagation in embryonated hen eggs on the emergence of deleterious 319 

antigenic site mutations on HAs of vaccine virus strains, particularly A(H3N2), which not only 320 

contribute to reduced VE due to apparent “antigenic mismatch” between circulating and egg-321 

derived vaccine strains, but also call into question the meaningfulness of traditional HAI 322 

antibody measurements assayed with egg-propagated reagents derived in the same 323 

fashion.8,12,13,15,16 Our phase 2 and 3 data further underscore this problem: in the phase 3 trial, 324 

we noted a substantial improvement in the relative HAI antibody responses comparing qNIV and 325 

IIV4 when assayed with egg-based reagents (3-23% relative improvement) versus when 326 

assayed with wild-type reagents (24-66% relative improvement) (Table 3), and in phase 2 trial, 327 

we could demonstrate orthogonal support for the discrepant egg-based versus wild-type HAI 328 

observations by comparing the performance of microneutralization antibody assays employing 329 

egg-derived versus wild-type virus reagents (Figure S10).40  330 

Our findings indicate that the improved humoral and cellular immune responses elicited by 331 

qNIV—a consequence of the nanoparticle antigen structure, the Matrix-M adjuvant, and 332 

recombinant technology—hold potential to address critical gaps in currently licensed influenza 333 

vaccines.  334 

  335 
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 495 

[Tables and Figures] 496 

Figure 1: Trial Profile 497 

Analysis Populations: 

 Per Protocol (PP): n = 1280

ITT: n = 1331 

Safety: n = 1333

Completed Study Through Day 28 

n = 1317

Total Discontinued n = 6 

Due to AE n = 2

Lost to follow up n = 2

Voluntary withdrawal unrelated to AE n = 2 

Completed Study Through Day 28  

n = 1324

Total Discontinued n = 5 

Due to AE n = 1

Lost to follow up n = 3 

Voluntary withdrawal unrelated to AE n = 1

qNIV

N = 1333

IIV4 

N = 1319

Randomized 

N = 2654

Screened 

N = 2742

Analysis Populations: 

 Per Protocol (PP): n = 1286

ITT: n = 1320

Safety: n = 1319

SCREENING 

ENROLLMENT 

ALLOCATION 

FOLLOW-UP

ANALYSIS

 498 

Abbreviations: AE, adverse event; N, number of participants in trial; n, number of participants in specified 499 

category; ITT, intent-to-treat; PP, per protocol.  500 

Participant disposition through trial Day 28 is shown. Blinded 1-year safety follow-up is ongoing.  501 

The PP population was the primary population for immunogenicity analysis and included randomized 502 

participants who received the assigned dose of the test article according to the protocol, had HAI serology 503 

results at Day 0 and Day 28, and had no major protocol deviations).  504 

The ITT population included all participants in the safety population that provided any HAI serology data. 505 
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The safety population included all trial participants that provided consent, were randomized, and received 506 

the test article. The safety population was used for all safety analyses; and was analyzed as actually 507 

treated.  508 

Table 1: Demographic and key baseline characteristics of trial participants in the safety 509 

population  510 

 qNIV 
N=1333 

IIV4 
N=1319 

Age    

Mean (SD), years 72·5 (5·7) 72·5 (5·7) 

Median, years 72·0 71·0 

Sex    

Male, n (%) 541 (40·6) 474 (35·9) 

Female, n (%)  792 (59·4) 845 (64·1) 

Race/Ethnicity   
White, n (%) 1208 (90·6) 1200 (91·0) 

Black/African American, n (%) 105 (7·9) 103 (7·8) 

All other, n (%) 20 (1·5) 16 (1·2) 

Received flu vaccine in 2018-2019, n 
(%) 1117 (83·8) 1102 (83·5) 

Received any flu vaccine in past 3 
years, n (%) 1210 (90·8) 1200 (91·0) 

Abbreviations: IIV4, quadrivalent inactivated influenza vaccine; N, number of participants in treatment 511 

group; qNIV, quadrivalent nanoparticle influenza vaccine; SD, standard deviation.  512 

The safety population included all trial participants who provided consent, were randomized, and received 513 

the test article. The safety population was used for all safety analyses and was analyzed as actually 514 

treated. 515 

 516 

  517 
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Table 2: Summary of adverse events among trial participants through Day 28   518 

 
qNIV 

N=1333 
IIV4 

N=1319 

 Counts (%) of participants with events 
(95% CI) 

Any treatment-emergent adverse 
event (TEAE) 659 (49·4) 551 (41·8) 

 (46·7-52·2) (39·1-44·5) 

Any solicited AEs 551 (41·3) 420 (31·8) 

 (38·7-44·0) (29·3- 34·4) 

Severe solicited AEsa 21 (1·6) 13 (1·0) 

 (1·0- 2·4) (0·5- 1·7) 

Solicited local AEs 372 (27·9) 243 (18·4) 

 (25·5-30·4) (16·4-20·6) 

Severe solicited local AEs 8 (0·6) 2 (0·2) 

 (0·3-1·2) (0·0-0·5) 

Solicited systemic AEs  369 (27·7) 292 (22·1) 

 (25·3-30·2) (19·9-24·5) 

Severe solicited systemic AEs  15 (1·1) 11 (0·8) 

 (0·6- 1·8) (0·4-1·5) 

Unsolicited AEs  248 (18·6) 241 (18·3) 

 (16·5-20·8) (16·2-20·5) 

Related unsolicited AEs 62 (4·7) 34 (2·6) 

 (3·6-5·9) (1·8-3·6) 

Severe unsolicited AEs  23 (1·7) 12 (0·9) 

 (1·1-2·6) (0·5- 1·6) 

Severe and related unsolicited AEs 10 (0·8) 2 (0·2) 

 (0·4-1·4) (0·0-0·5) 

Serious AEs 11 (0·8) 5 (0·4) 
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 (0·4-1·5) (0·1-0·9) 

Related serious AEs 0 (0·0) 0 (0·0) 

 (0·0-0·3) (0·0-0·3) 

Significant new medical conditions  7 (0·5) 10 (0·8) 

 (0·2-1·1) (0·4-1·4) 

Medically attended unsolicited AEs 99 (7·4) 104 (7·9) 

 (6·1-9·0) (6·5-9·5) 

Abbreviations: AE, adverse event; CI, confidence interval; IIV4, quadrivalent inactivated influenza 519 

vaccine; qNIV, quadrivalent nanoparticle influenza vaccine; TEAE, treatment-emergent adverse event.  520 

An AE was considered treatment-emergent if it began on or after trial Day 0 vaccination.  521 

Participants with multiple events within a category were counted only once, using the event with the 522 

greatest severity and/or relationship (Possible, Probably, Definite) as applicable. For the total number of 523 

TEAEs for each respective category, counts were limited to those events that fulfilled the AE category.  524 

aSolicited AEs were reported by participants (via diary or spontaneously) and had a recorded start date 525 

within the 7-day post-vaccination window (ie, from trial Day 0 through Day 6).  526 

Safety follow-up from Day 28 through Day 364 after immunization is ongoing and remains blinded. To 527 

protect the integrity of safety data collection, data reported here have been provided to the sponsor’s 528 

clinical and regulatory personnel at the treatment group level only. 529 
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Table 3: Summary of egg-virus or wild-type VLP-based Day 28 HAI GMTs, GMT ratios, SCR, and SCR difference for vaccine-530 

homologous strains 531 

 Influenza Virus Strain  

Virus Characteristics  A/Brisbane A/Kansas B/Maryland B/Phuket 

Subtype or Lineage H1N1 H3N2 B/Victoria B/Yamagata 

Clade/Subclade 6B.1A1 3C.3a V1A-2DEL 3 

Hemisphere/Season NH/2019-20 NH/2019-20 NH/2019-20 NH/2019-20 

                            Assay HAI (Egg) HAI 
(wtVLP) HAI (Egg) HAI (wtVLP) HAI (Egg) HAI (wtVLP) HAI (Egg) HAI (wtVLP) 

Treatment                                     
qNIV (N=1280)                      
Variable         

Day 0 GMT  
(95% CI)  

26·2 
(25·0-27·4) 

31·7 
(30·0-33·5) 

55·1 
(53·5-56·8) 

27·3 
(26·1-28·6) 

70·7 
(68·0-73·5) 

29·8 
(28·5-31·1) 

69·1 
(66·0-72·3) 

45·8 
(44·0-47·7) 

Day 28 GMT  
(95% CI) 

49·3 
(46·7-51·9) 

76.6 
(72·4-81·1) 

151·5 
(143·3-160·2) 

153·6 
(143·9-163·9) 

110·7 
(106·1-115·6) 

62·8 
(59·8-66·0) 

168·5 
(160·2-177·2) 

118·3 
(113·0-123·8) 

Day 28 GMTR(post/pre)  
(95% CI) 

p-value  

1·9 
(1·8-2·0) 
<0·001 

2·4 
(2·3-2·5) 
<0·001 

2.7 
(2·6-2·9) 
<0·001 

5·6 
(5·3-6·0) 
<0·001 

1·6 
(1·5-1·6) 
<0·001 

2·1 
(2·0-2·2) 
<0.001 

2·4 
(2·3-2·5) 
<0·001 

2·6 
(2·5-2·7) 
<0·001 

Day 28 SCR  
(95% CI) 

282 (22·0) 
(19·8-24·4) 

419 (32·7) 
(30·2-35·4) 

535 (41·8) 
(39·1-44·6) 

894 (69·8) 
(67·2-72·3) 

143 (11·2) 
(9·5-13·0) 

321 (25·1) 
(22·7-27·5) 

401 (31·3) 
(28·8-33·9) 

453 (35·4) 
(32·8-38·1) 

Day 28 SPR  
(95% CI) 

884 (69·1) 
(66·4-71·6) 

1055 (82·4) 
(80·2-84·5) 

1265 (98·8) 
(98·1-99·3) 

1182 (92·3) 
(90·7-93·7) 

1269 (99·1) 
(98·5-99·6) 

1039 (81·2) 
(78·9-83·3) 

1267 (99·0) 
(98·3-99·5) 

1240 (96·9) 
(95·8-97·8) 

IIV4 (N=1286)         

Day 0 GMT  
(95% CI)  

26·0 
(24·9-27·1) 

32·4 
(30·7-34·2) 

54·7 
(53·1-56·3) 

26·5 
(25·4-27·7) 

69·8 
(67·2-72·5) 

29·5 
(28·3-30·8) 

66·5 
(63·6-69·6) 

44·3 
(42·7-46·1) 

Day 28 GMT  
(95% CI) 

45·0 
(42·7-47·3) 

62·7 
(59·2-66·4) 

126·8 
120·3-133·6) 

90·7 
(84·9-96·9) 

106·3 
(102·3-110·6) 

47·2 
(45·2-49·4) 

133·9 
(127·7-140·5) 

78·4 
(75·1-81·9) 

Day 28 GMTR(post/pre)  
(95% CI) 

p-value  

1·7 
(1·7-1·8) 
<0·001 

1·9 
(1·8-2·0) 
<0·001 

2.3 
(2·2-2·4) 
<0·001 

3·4 
(3·2-3·6) 
<0·001 

1·5 
(1·5-1·6) 
<0·001 

1·6 
(1·5-1·7) 
<0·001 

2·0 
(1·9-2·1) 
<0·001 

1·8 
(1·7-1·8) 
<0·001 
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Day 28 SCR  
(95% CI) 

219 (17·0) 
(15·0-19·2) 

275 (21·4) 
(19·2-23·7) 

443 (34·4) 
(31·8-37·1) 

636 (49·5) 
(46·7-52·2) 

137 (10·7) 
(9·0-12·5) 

173 (13·5) 
(11·6-15·4) 

294 (22·9) 
(20·6-25·3) 

228 (17·7) 
(15·7-19·9) 

Day 28 SPR  
(95% CI)  

830 (64·5) 
(61·9-67·2) 

985 (76·6) 
(74·2-78·9) 

1264 (98·3) 
(97·4-98·9) 

1045 (81·3) 
(79·0-83·4) 

1269 (98·7) 
(97·9-99·2) 

933 (72·6) 
(70·0-75·0) 

1254 (97·5) 
(96·5-98·3) 

1174 (91·3) 
(89·6-92·8) 

         

Day 28 Baseline-adjusted  
GMTR(qNIV/IIV4)  

(95% CI) 
p-value  

1·09 
(1·03-1·15) 

0·003 

1·24 
(1·17-1·32) 

<0·001 

1·19 
(1·11-1·27) 

<0·001 

1·66 
(1·53-1·79) 

<0·001 

 
1·03 

(0·99-1·07) 
0·146 

 
1·32 

(1·26-1·39) 
<0·001 

 
1·23 

(1·16-1·29) 
<0·001 

 
1·47 

(1·40-1·55) 
<0·001 

         

         

Day 28 Absolute SCR 
difference (qNIV−IIV4)  

(95% CI) 
p-value  

5·0 
(1·9-8·1) 

0·002 

11·4 
(7·9-14·7) 

<0·001 

7·3 
(3·6-11·1) 

<0·001 

20·4 
(16·6-24·1) 

<0·001 

 
0·5 

(-1·9-2·9) 
0·720 

 
11·6 

(8·6-14·6) 
<0·001 

 
8·5 

(5·0-11·9) 
<0·001 

 
17·7 

(14·3-21·0) 
<0·001 

         

Abbreviations: CI, confidence interval; GMTR(post/pre), geometric mean titer ratio; GMTR(qNIV/IIV4), ratio of GMTs between qNIV and IIV4; GMT, 532 

geometric mean titer; HAI, hemagglutination inhibition; IIV4, quadrivalent inactivated influenza vaccine; NA, not applicable; qNIV, quadrivalent 533 

nanoparticle influenza vaccine; SCR, seroconversion rate; SPR, seroprotection rate; VLP, virus-like particle; wt, wild-type. 534 

Full strain names: A/Brisbane/02/2018 (H1N1) pdm09; A/Kansas/14/2017 (H3N2); B/Maryland/15/2016 (Victoria lineage); B/Phuket/3073/2013 535 

(Yamagata lineage). 536 

GMT was defined as the antilog of the mean of the log-transformed titer values for a given treatment group and time-point. Individual antibody 537 

values recorded as below the lower limit of quantitation (LLoQ) were set to half LLoQ.  538 

SCR was defined as percentage of participants with either a baseline HAI titer <1:10 and a post-vaccination titer ≥1:40, or a baseline HAI titer 539 

≥1:10 and a four-fold increase in post-vaccination HAI titer relative to baseline. Percentages were based on the number of participants with non-540 
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missing HAI titer values in the per-protocol (PP) population who received that treatment. Clopper-Pearson method was applied to calculate the 541 

proportion CI. Individual antibody values recorded as below the LLoQ were set to half LLoQ.  542 

SPR was defined as percentage of participants with an HAI titer ≥1:40. Percentages were based on the number of participants with non-missing 543 

HAI titer values in the PP population who received that treatment. Clopper-Pearson method was applied to calculate the proportion CI. Individual 544 

antibody values recorded as below the LLoQ were set to half LLoQ.  545 

GMTR(post/pre) was defined as the ratio of the two geometric mean titers within treatment group at 2 different timepoints, ie,  between post-546 

vaccination (Day 28) and pre-vaccination (Day 0). 95% CI and p-value were obtained by paired t test of GMR=1. Individual antibody values 547 

recorded as below the LLoQ were set to half LLoQ. 548 

GMTR(qNIV/IIV4) was defined as the ratio of 2 GMTs for a comparison of two specified treatment groups (qNIV and IIV4) at Day 28. A mixed-effects 549 

model with treatment group and baseline HAI antibody titers as covariates was performed. The ratios of geometric least square (LS) means and 550 

95% CIs for the ratio were calculated by back transforming the mean differences and 95% confidence limits for the differences of log (base 10) 551 

transformed total HAI antibody titers between two specified treatment groups. Individual antibody values recorded as below the LLoQ were set to 552 

half LLoQ.  553 

Two-sided 95% CIs for absolute SCR differences were constructed based on Newcombe hybrid score. Chi-Square p-value was derived for testing 554 

the equality of SCRs between two groups with continuity adjustment for small sample size. Individual antibody values recorded as below the LLoQ 555 

were set to half LLoQ. 556 

 557 
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Table 4: Summary of wild-type VLP-based Day 28 HAI GMTs, GMT ratios, SCR, and SCR differences for drifted A(H3N2) 558 

strains 559 

 Influenza Virus Strain  

Virus Characteristics A/California A/Cardiff A/Netherlands A/South Australia A/Idaho A/Tokyo B/Washington 

Subtype or Lineage H3N2 H3N2 H3N2 H3N2 H3N2 H3N2 B/Victoria 

Clade/Subclade 3C.2a1b+131K 3C.2a1b+135K 3c.3a 3C.2a1b+131K 3c.3a 3C.2a2 V1A-3DEL 

Hemisphere/Season NA NA NA SH/2020 NA NA SH/2020 

Treatment                                        

qNIV (N=1280)                
Variable     

   

Day 0 GMT  
(95% CI)  

44·5 
(42·4-46·7) 

27·0 
(26·0-28·1) 

39·4 
(37·7-41·2) 

39·3 
(37·5-41·2) 

53·6 
(51·6-55·8) 

32·2 
(31·0-33·4) 

48·7 
(47·0-50·5) 

Day 28 GMT  
(95% CI) 

115·0 
(108·0-122·4) 

63·9 
(60·5-67·6) 

102.3 
(96·5-108·5) 

98·1 
(92·1-104·4) 

202·5 
(191·2-
214·4) 

78·0 
(73·8-82·5) 

88·2 
(84·7-91·8) 

Day 28 GMTR(post/pre)  
(95% CI) 

p-value 

2·6 
(2·5-2·7) 
<0·001 

2·4 
(2·3-2·5) 
<0·001 

2·6 
(2·5-2·7) 
<0·001 

2·5 
(2·4-2·6) 
<0·001 

3·8 
(3·6-4·0) 
<0·001 

2·4 
(2·3-2·5) 
<0·001 

1·8 
(1·8-1·9) 
<0.001 

Day 28 SCR  
(95% CI) 

475 (37·1) 
(34·5-39·8) 

419 (32·7) 
(30·2-35·4) 

492 (38·4) 
(35·8-41·2) 

440 (34·4) 
(31·8-37·0) 

735 (57·5) 
(54·7-60·2) 

444 (34·7) 
(32·1-37·4) 

226 (17·7) 
(15·6-19·9) 

Day 28 SPR  
(95% CI) 

1140 (89·1) 
(87·2-90·7) 

985 (77·0) 
(74·5-79·2) 

1131 (88·4) 
(86·5-90·1) 

1111 (86·8) 
(84·8-88·6) 

1259 (98·4) 
(97·6-99·0) 

1078 (84·2) 
(82·1-86·2) 

1233 (96·4) 
(95·2-97·4) 

IIV4 (N=1286)        

Day 0 GMT  
(95% CI)  

44·0 
(42·0-46.0) 

25·7 
(24·7-26·6) 

39·6 
(38·0-41·3) 

38·3 
(36·6-40·1) 

52·9 
(50·9-55·0) 

31·2 
(30·1-32·3) 

48·4 
(46·8-50·1) 

Day 28 GMT  
(95% CI) 

80·6 
(75·9-85·6) 

45.4 
(43·1-47·8) 

74.7 
(70·6-79·0) 

70·4 
(66·3-74·7) 

136·8 
(129·5-
144·6) 

54·5 
(51·7-57·4) 

71·4 
(69·0-74·0) 

Day 28 GMTR(post/pre)  
(95% CI) 

p-value 

1·8 
(1·8-1·9) 
<0·001 

1·8 
(1·7-1·8) 
<0·001 

1·9 
(1·8-2·0) 
<0·001 

1·8 
(1·8-1·9) 
<0·001 

2·6 
(2·5-2·7) 
<0·001 

1·7 
(1·7-1·8) 
<0.001 

1·5 
(1·4-1·5) 
<0·001 
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Day 28 SCR  
(95% CI) 

264 (20·5) 
(18·4-22.8) 

239 (18·6) 
(16·5-20·8) 

278 (21·7) 
(19·4-24·0) 

252 (19·6) 
(17·5-21·9) 

497 (38·7) 
(36·1-41·5) 

231 (18·0) 
(15·9-20·2) 

124 (9·7) 
(8·1-11·4) 

Day 28 SPR  
(95% CI) 

1056 (82·1) 
(79·9-84·2) 

835 (64·9) 
(62·3-67·5) 

1066 (83·0) 
(80·9-85·0) 

1013 (78·9) 
(76·6-81·1) 

1249 (97·3) 
(96·3-98·2) 

947 (73·8) 
(71·3-76·1) 

1211 (94·4) 
(93·0-95·6) 

        

        

Day 28 Baseline-adjusted 
GMTR(qNIV/IIV4)  

(95% CI) 
p-value  

1·41 
(1·33-1·50) 

<0·001 

1·34 
(1·27-1·43) 

<0·001 

1·38 
(1·30-1·46) 

<0.001 

1·36 
(1·28-1·44) 

<0·001 

1·46 
(1·37-1·56) 

<0·001 

1·39 
(1·31-1·48) 

<0·001 

1·23 
(1·18-1·28) 

<0·001 

        

        

Day 28 Absolute SCR 
difference (qNIV−IIV4)  

(95% CI) 
p-value  

16·6 
(13·1-20·0) 

<0·001 

14·1 
(10·8-17·5) 

<0·001 

16·8 
(13·3-20·2) 

<0·001 

14·7 
(11·3-18·1) 

<0·001 

18·8 
(14·9-22·5) 

<0·001 

16·7 
(13·3-20·0) 

<0·001 

8·0 
(5·4-10·7) 

<0·001 

Abbreviations: CI, confidence interval; GMTR(post/pre), geometric mean titer ratio; GMTR(qNIV/IIV4), ratio of GMTs between qNIV and IIV4; GMT, 560 

geometric mean titer; HAI, hemagglutination inhibition; IIV4, quadrivalent inactivated influenza vaccine; NA, not applicable; qNIV, quadrivalent 561 

nanoparticle influenza vaccine; SCR, seroconversion rate; SPR, seroprotection rate; VLP, virus-like particle; wt, wild-type. 562 

Full strain names:  A/California/94/2019; A/Cardiff/508/2019; A/Netherlands/1268/2019; A/South Australia/34/2019; A/Idaho/13/2018; 563 

A/Tokyo/EH1801/2018; B/Washington/02/2019.  564 

GMT was defined as the antilog of the mean of the log-transformed titer values for a given treatment group and time-point. Individual antibody 565 

values recorded as below the lower limit of quantitation (LLoQ) were set to half LLoQ.  566 

SCR was defined as percentage of participants with either a baseline HAI titer <1:10 and a post-vaccination titer ≥1:40, or a baseline HAI titer 567 

≥1:10 and a four-fold increase in post-vaccination HAI titer relative to baseline. Percentages were based on the number of participants with non-568 

missing HAI titer values in the per-protocol (PP) population who received that treatment. Clopper-Pearson method was applied to calculate the 569 

proportion CI. Individual antibody values recorded as below the LLoQ were set to half LLoQ.  570 
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SPR was defined as percentage of participants with an HAI titer ≥1:40. Percentages were based on the number of participants with non-missing 571 

HAI titer values in the PP population who received that treatment. Clopper-Pearson method was applied to calculate the proportion CI. Individual 572 

antibody values recorded as below the LLoQ were set to half LLoQ.  573 

GMTR(post/pre) was defined as the ratio of the two geometric mean titers within treatment group at 2 different timepoints, ie,  between post-574 

vaccination (Day 28) and pre-vaccination (Day 0). 95% CI and p-value were obtained by paired t test of GMR=1. Individual antibody values 575 

recorded as below the LLoQ were set to half LLoQ. 576 

GMTR(qNIV/IIV4) was defined as the ratio of 2 GMTs for a comparison of two specified treatment groups (qNIV and IIV4) at Day 28. A mixed-effects 577 

model with treatment group and baseline HAI antibody titers as covariates was performed. The ratios of geometric least square (LS) means and 578 

95% CIs for the ratio were calculated by back transforming the mean differences and 95% confidence limits for the differences of log (base 10) 579 

transformed total HAI antibody titers between two specified treatment groups. Individual antibody values recorded as below the LLoQ were set to 580 

half LLoQ.  581 

Two-sided 95% CIs for absolute SCR differences were constructed based on Newcombe hybrid score. Chi-Square p-value was derived for testing 582 

the equality of SCRs between two groups with continuity adjustment for small sample size. Individual antibody values recorded as below the LLoQ 583 

were set to half LLoQ. 584 

  585 
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Figure 2a: Box plot for log10 scale counts of at least double cytokine- expressing CD4 + effector T-cells against A/Kansas. 586 

Figure 2b: RCD plot for proportion of at least double cytokine-expressing CD4 + effector T-cells against A/Kansas. 587 

Figure 2c: Geometric mean fold-rise at Day 7 with qNIV and IIV4 across polyfunctional phenotypes for effector and total 588 

CD4+T-cells.  589 

a.  590 

 591 

Cell-mediated immune (CMI) responses were measured by intracellular cytokine staining (ICCS). Counts of peripheral blood CD4+ 592 

T-cells expressing IL-2, IFN-γ, TNF-α and/or CD40L+ cytokines were measured following in vitro re-stimulation with A/Kansas. 593 

Responses were evaluated using peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs) obtained from a subgroup of participants on Day 0 594 

(pre-vaccination) and Day 7. The box plots represent the interquartile range (±3 standard deviations); the solid horizontal black line 595 
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represents the median and the number indicates the median count of CD4+ effector T-cells against A/Kansas, expressing at least 596 

any two of: IFN-γ, TNF-α, IL-2, or CD40L+; and the open diamond represents the mean. 597 

 598 

b.  599 

 600 

 601 

 602 

 603 

 604 

 605 

 606 

c. 607 

Double Cytokine+ 

1 
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IFN-γ+, CD4+ effector or total T-cells expressing IFN-γ; double cytokine+, CD4+ effector or total T-cells expressing any two of: IFN-γ, 610 

TNF-α, IL-2, or CD40L+; triple cytokine+, CD4+ effector or total T-cells expressing any three of: IFN-γ, TNF-α, IL-2, or CD40L+; 611 

quadruple cytokine+, CD4+ effector or total T-cells expressing IFN-γ, TNF-α, IL-2, and CD40L+.  612 

Cell-mediated immune (CMI) response endpoints were performed on a subset of approximately 140 participants from several pre-613 

designated clinical sites. For CD4+ effector T-cells, the lower limit of quantitation (LLoQ) was set as 70. If cytokine was <70, log10 614 

scale of cytokines counts was recorded as log10 scale half LLoQ, which is 35. For CD4 + total T-cells, LLoQ was set as 40. If cytokine 615 

was <40, log10 scale of cytokines counts was recorded as log10 scale half LLoQ, which is 20.  616 

For IFN-Y, LLoQ was set as 110 for effector CD4+ T-cells, and 30 for total CD4+ T-cells. Thus, if cytokines count was <LLoQ, log10 617 

scale of cytokine count was recorded as log10 scale half LLoQ, which is 55 and 15, respectively. 618 

GMFR(post/pre) was defined as the ratio of two GMCs within treatment group at two different time-points (ie, between Day 7 and Day 0). 619 

95% CI and p-value were obtained by paired t test of GMR=1. Note: GMC was defined as the antilog of the mean of the log-620 

transformed counts for a given treatment group and time-point. 621 
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