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is assumed to be significant [38]. Additionally, PRCC values can be negatively (negative sign)
or positively correlated with a model outcome [39].

3 Results

The fitted model, to the IgG and IFN~ data [1], is shown in Figure 2. We observe that post
priming the model-predicted antibody level is comparable to the clinical trial data for the 56-69
(one dose) age group, and it lies in the upper range of the antibody levels reported by [1]. After
boosting (red line), the antibody level increases to about 10* titer which lies close to the lower
end of the clinical trial measurements.

The model predicted result of IFN~ after the prime is also consistent with clinical data and
boosted by the second dose injection. The resulting IFN+~ level predicted by the model lie close
to the lower values measured in the clinical trial at days 28 and 42.

Figure 2: Antibody and IFN+ fit to the clinical trial data [1]. Blue and red solid lines: predicted
results for participants who received one (blue) pr two doses (red), with a boost dose at day
28. Left: The purple dashed horizontal line shows the maximum stimulated antibody level
post-boost.

3.1 Sensitivity Analysis

A sensitivity analysis is performed to assess changes in model outcomes as parameter values
are varied. We examine the sensitivity of the peak values of T helper cells, IFN~, interleukin,
B-cells, antibody, and cytotoxic T-cells. We are interested in determining what parameters
maximize peak values so that longer-lasting immune outcomes can be realized from vaccination
(assuming that longer-lasting immunity correlates with increased peak value). Results of the
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LHS/PRCC analysis are shown in Figure [3] for all model parameters. Significant parameters
affecting peak values, with an absolute value of PRCC> 0.5, are listed in Table|3] A monotonic
relationship between the outcomes and the parameter values is confirmed in all cases.

Generally, we find that increases in peak value correlate with increases in stimulation and
secretion, and decrease with increases in death and decay rates. Peak antibody and plasma B-
cells both have a high sensitivity to ,, the B-cell natural death rate, a4, the B-cell stimulation
rate by /L — 6 and ps9, the B-cell activation rate by Thy. Peak CTL is very sensitive to a3,
simulation rate by IFN<,u32, IFN~ stimulation rate by Thy, S¢, CTL duplication threshold
due to IFN~ which is a chosen parameter, and activation by virus particles, p7;. Variations in
secretion rates ji32 and 4o significantly affect the peak values of interferon and interleukin,
respectively.

We note that variation in s, 7, and 7, significantly affects all populations. This is an
intuitive result as 91, ¢, and -y, all affect the peak Thy value, and the Th, population stimulates
the rest of the immune response.

We note that 19 is a chosen parameter. Although variation in this parameter significantly
affects all population peak values, since it is related to the activation rate of the Thy popula-
tion, which activates the rest of the immune response, it is always countered by sensitivity to
v, and 7, which are parameters informed by the literature. Given a constant activation and
proliferation capacity of Thy cells, an increase in p5; would require an increase in 7; of similar
magnitude. Therefore, we conclude that sensitivity to this parameter is not a concern.

Lastly, we note that the only other chosen parameter value that significantly affects any
modle outcome is Sy, the saturation constant of the CTL population. The parameter ranks 6th
in significance related to peak CTL value only. We therefore conclude that sensitivity to this
parameter is not a concern.

3.2 Mechanism of vaccine-induced immunity with booster delay and spar-
ing

We now apply Model (I)) in a study of reduced second dose volume, and its delay. We consider

several different scenarios based on varying assumptions on boosting (second dose). We first

provide the system with a standard dose (SD) of 10? vaccine particles. We then provide a SD

second dose, a low dose (LD) of 500 vaccine particles, or a LD of 250 vaccine particles. The

second dose is injected into the system 28, 42, 56, 70, 84, 98, 112, 126, or 140 days later

(corresponding to 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, and 20 weeks between doses). Figure ] shows the
antibody and CTL populations generated from the model considering all of these cases.

Antibody and Cytotoxic T-cell Responses

Model predictions suggest quantitative differences in neutralizing antibody and cytotoxic T-cell
responses stimulated by the vaccine administration by an SD or LD boost 4 to 20 weeks post
priming, see Figure ] Good agreement is observed with [2, 40] in that the immune responses
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Table 3: Parameter Sensitivity with absolute value of PRC'C' > 0.5.

Variable Parameter Absolute PRCC Value
Vb 0.8 < PRCC <09
Ha1 ~ 0.8
Yo ~ 0.8
Elgs ~ 0.7
A (Antibody) sy 0.6 < PRCC < 0.7
4 ~ 0.6
Lh52 ~ 0.6
Ya 0.5 < PRCC < 0.6
Q73 0.8 < PRCC < 0.9
Yo 0.8 < PRCC < 0.9
Ve ~ 0.7
C (CTL) o1 0.6 < PRCC < 0.7
Sf ~ 0.7
71 ~ 0.6
21 ~ 0.9
1132 ~ 0.9
F (IFN%) Yo 0.7< PRCC < 0.8
Y ~ 0.6
Hr1 ~ 0.5
Q37 ~ 0.5
21 ~ 1
T (ThO) T ~ 1
Ve ~ 0.7
o1 ~ (0.8
Yo ~ 0.8
Plasma B Yo 0.7< PRCC < 0.8
M52 ~ 0.7
54 0.6 < PRCC < 0.7
4 ~ 0.6
a2 ~ 0.9
I (IL6) o1 ~ 0.9
Yo 0.8 < PRCC < 0.9
Y 0.8 < PRCC < 0.9

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.24.21259460
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.24.21259460; this version posted June 25, 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 .

Antibody Peak Value CTL Peak Value IF~ Peak Value
5 5 5
73 73 73
Ll L) ]
) ] )
T b o)
S| S S,
Fsa) 52| P52
e g e
) g7 a7
| K |
1) Haf 3]
| | ™
sl I -
™ o o
T 05 ws o1 w2 0 oz o+ o6 o5 1 T s o5 w7 0z 0 0z o4 o5 o6 T o5 w5 o1 w2 0 oz o1 o6 o5 1
PRCC PRCC PRCC
T Cell Peak Value B Cell Peak Value IL-6 Peak Value
x| o) oz
Hay) Hay &
o . o
e » e
T T
S| s, s,
v p v
”{5 “a)
o ; g
“a7] “a7]
y
/’:[z L |
|
) p v
Z . o
TS me wr mr o o7 o7 o5 o5 T e o7 9z 0 0z 04 o5 o5 1 TS ms wr wr 0 oz o7 o5 o5
PRCC PRCC PRCC

Figure 3: Sensitivity analysis of the Model (T)) using 10000 iterations of a latin hypercube
sampling (LHS) method with a partial rank correlation coefficient (PRCC). PRCC values with
magnitude close to unity indicate that the parameter has a strong impact on the model output

[38].
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Figure 4: Antibody (IgG) and CTL outcomes with standard (SD) and low dose (LD), with
and without delay. Model predictions of antibody, first row, and cytotoxic T-cells, second row,
with second dose vaccination on days:28 (week:4),42 (week:6), 56 (week:8), 70 (week:10),
84 (week:12), 98 (week:14), 112 (week:16), 126 (week:18), and 140 (week:20). The second
dose value (SD) in panels (a) is the same as the initial dose (ID) value:(SD=ID=1000 vaccine
particles), in panels (b) it is decreased by half (SD=ID/2=500 vaccine particles), and in panels
(c) is decreased by a quarter (SD=ID/4=250 particles).
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following the adenovirus vaccination show dose-dependency. By Comparing the SD/SD and
SD/LD regimens, we find that larger second doses leads to the more stimulated antibodies and
cytotoxic T cells. We, however, also observe that a higher antibody or CTL peak after the
second dose, compared to the first dose peak, may not be achievable if the doses are too far
apart (long delays in second dose), or the dose is too small. For the antibody population, the
peak after the second dose is always greater than the first dose peak if an SD is used. When an
LD is used, the time between doses must be shorter. For the CTL, a higher second peak can be
achieved under all scenarios using an SD and an LD=SD/2, but the peak after the second dose
may not surpass the first peak if an LD=SD/4 is used (shorter times between doses are needed).

Considering the CTL population we can also observe that shorter times between doses do
not necessarily result in larger CTL peak values. Here, we observe that a time-frame of 4
weeks between doses is not optimal. Generally, considering the antibody population, we find
that the second-dose induced enhancement is increased if the prime-boost time interval is short.
The differing outcomes between the antibody and CTL populations may be explained by the
fact that CTL activity might be required to account for lower levels of antibodies that cannot
neutralize the virus particle efficiently.

Cytokines, B and Th, Cell Responses

Here we investigate the model predictions of proinflammatory cytokines, including IFN+~ and
IL6, alongside plasma B- and Thy-cells for four different prime-boost intervals (containing 4,
6, 8, and 10 weeks) in SD/SD regimen. Results are shown in Figure E} Here, we observe that
prolonging the time interval between doses reduces levels of IFN+ but increases IL6 levels. We
also observe that the plasma B-cell count increases, but that a Thy enhancement can only be
achieved if the time between doses is less than 70 days.

Protective Capacity

An important question that we must consider is whether the model predicted antibody and CTL
levels would protect against SARS CoV-2 infection by existing or new emerging variants. To
answer this question, we compare model predictions to the clinical trial data in [3]. In this
paper, the authors measured SARS-Cov-2-specific neutralizing antibody in plasma from 175
recovered COVID-19 patients with mild symptoms. They reported that 39% of the patients
have medium-high antibody 1000-25000 titers (ID50), that 30% have less than 500 antibody
titers, and 14% have titers greater than 2500. Figure 4| shows that after second dose injection
for the SD/SD regimen the maximum stimulated IgG antibody for short prime-boost intervals
such as 4, 6, 8, 10 weeks, is much higher than a 2500 titer (= 10*). The maximum stimulated
antibody however decreases as the time between doses increases. At 20 weeks between doses,
the antibody level reaches ~ 4000 upon boosting. Interestingly, for the regimen SD/LD, with
the second dose value at SD/2, the promoted antibody level up to an 18-week delay is greater
than 2500 and is about the same level at 20 weeks between doses (= 2500). For the last scenario
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Figure 5: Model predictions of IFN~, IL-6, plasma B-cells and T helper type O cells Thy for the
received boost dose (1000 vaccine particles) on days 28 (blue curve), 42 (red curve), 56 (green
curve), 70 (purple curve). A vertical dashed line shows the second dose injection days.
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where the second dose is a quarter of the prime dose, the minimum activated antibody level is
~ 1000 for long time-frame between doses (week 18, or 20).

We must now consider neutralizing antibodies to determine protective capacity. Consider
represented by the parameter ¢ (or something similar). From [35], if we assume ¢ = 0.7,
we find that the minimum promoted neutralizing antibody through different second-dose in-
jection weeks (from week=4,.... 20) for (i) SD/SD regimen is ~ 5714, (ii)) SD/LD regimen
with LD=SD/2 is approximated by 3571, and (iii) SD/LD with LD=SD/4 is ~ 1429. Consid-
ering a worst case scenario with ¢ = 0.3 for IgG percentage, we have ~ 13333, 8333, and
3333 minimum antibody titer levels of stimulated neutralizing antibody. We thus predict that
using even the pessimistic range of neutralizing antibody achieves the same level of high and
medium-to-high neutralizing antibodies as observed in COVID-19 recovered individuals.

4 Discussion

In this work, we employ a mathematical model to study the vaccine-induced adaptive immune
response through cell-mediated and humoral (antibody-mediated) immunity given an aden-
ovirus vaccine. Using a set of nonlinear ordinary differential equations, we presented a new
model of vaccine-induced immunity that was parameterized with the clinical trial data for the
COVID-19 ChAdOx1-S (AZD1222) vaccine. The model parameters were determined by grid
search over parameter ranges to minimize the RMSE of IFN+v and antibody functions. In ad-
dition to the fitted parameters, the model includes some chosen parameters. Our sensitivity
analysis in Figure [3] shows that variations in these parameters do not significantly affect model
peak values of the model parameters, except mus;, the activation rate of Thy by the vaccine
particles.

Our model predictions for IFN~ and antibody are consistent with the clinical trial data of
the adenovirus-based Oxford vaccine [1]. Recent studies have explored scenarios for reduced
vaccine-dose size, to consider if vaccine supply is scarce. In [40] the authors studied the ef-
fects of reducing the prime dose of a SARS-CoV2 adenovirus-based vaccine in a mouse model.
Their in-vivo experiments demonstrated that mice initially primed with a low dose (LD) vaccine
significantly exhibited a higher level of the immune response. In another study, Geoffroy et al.
looked at the effects of increasing the time-interval between doses, using an SIR epidemiolog-
ical model [41]. We have considered SD/LD cases with varying time-frames between doses.
Our results show that an enhanced immune response can be realized in some immune response
populations, whereas the antibody response is best if doses are given 28 days (4 weeks) apart.

Our mathematical model does not take into account memory B-cells and T-cells, instead
focusing on correlations between such memory cells and the model peak plasma B- and Thy-
cells. With more clinical data availability, future extension may include stimulation of memory
cells. The inclusion of memory cells is a course for future work.

We have analyzed different scenarios given a second dose of vaccine that is delayed or re-
duced in size. Our model predictions show that either limiting the second dose or increasing
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the prime-boost time interval leads to an attenuated adaptive immune response. However, in
agreement with previous clinical findings [3], the model predicted antibody achieves levels in
the same range as the neutralizing antibody in 39% of COVID-19 recovered patients. In addi-
tion, with a minimum threshold for stimulated neutralizing antibody, the model shows similar
immune protection to that of recovered patients. Hence, a delayed second dose in combination
with smaller doses sizes may allow for sufficient dose allocation to meet specific population
vaccination targets while maintaining vaccine efficacy.

It is important to note that [[1]] observed similar outcomes in LD/LD scenarios in their clin-
ical trial compared to SD/SD individuals, across different age groups, given a 28-day interval
between doses. We have not considered this case here, but plan to in future work.
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