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Abstract 1 

 2 

Immunity wanes in individuals previously infected with SARS-CoV-2, and vaccinating 3 

those individuals may help reduce reinfection. Herein, reactogenicity and immunogenicity 4 

following vaccination with inactivated (CoronaVac) and vector-based (ChAdOx1-S, AZD1222) 5 

vaccines were examined in previously infected individuals. Immune response was also compared 6 

between short and long intervals between first date of detection and vaccination. Adverse events 7 

were mild but were higher with AZD1222 than with CoronaVac. Baseline IgG-specific 8 

antibodies and neutralizing activity were significantly higher with shorter than longer intervals. 9 

With a single-dose vaccine, IgG and IgA-specific binding antibodies, neutralizing activity, and 10 

total interferon-gamma response peaked at 14 days. Immune response was significantly higher in 11 

recovered individuals than in infection-naïve individuals. Antibody response was greater with 12 

longer than shorter intervals. AZD1222 induced higher antibody and T cell responses than those 13 

of CoronaVac. Thus, to achieve immunity, individuals with prior SARS-CoV-2 exposure may 14 

require only a single dose of AZD1222 or two doses of CoronaVac to achieve the immune 15 

response.  These findings supported vaccine strategies in previously infected individuals. 16 

 17 

 18 

INTRODUCTION 19 

Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) caused by the severe acute respiratory syndrome 20 

coronavirus-2 (SARS-CoV-2) continues to circulate globally and has been difficult to control 21 

even though COVID-19 vaccines are available1. Ongoing evolution and emergence of SARS-22 
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CoV-2 variants with significant mutations can make the virus more easily transmitted and less 23 

susceptible to neutralizing antibodies, slowing control of the pandemic2,3. In addition, immunity 24 

against SARS-CoV-2 wanes, even when induced through infection and vaccination, which has 25 

raised questions about long-term immunity4,5. A recent study indicated lower antibody titers 26 

against the spike protein of SARS-CoV-2 were associated with breakthrough infections6. Thus, 27 

vaccine strategies that promote robust protective immunity and maintain antibodies over time 28 

should be considered. 29 

Natural infection with SARS-CoV-2 can elicit both humoral and T cell-mediated immune 30 

responses; however, length and severity of illness after SARS-CoV-2 infection were generally 31 

correlated with magnitude of immune response7. Infected individuals typically induce higher 32 

titers of neutralizing antibodies that target the viral spike glycoprotein (S)8. The SARS-CoV-2 33 

spike protein is homo-trimeric and is cleaved into two subunits, S1 and S29. The S1 subunit 34 

contains the N-terminal domain and a receptor-binding domain (RBD), which typically targets 35 

angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (ACE2); both regions can potentially induce neutralizing 36 

activities. Simultaneously, the S2 subunit mediates viral membrane fusion during viral entry and 37 

is typically conserved across coronaviruses. 38 

Although SARS-CoV-2 infection can produce relatively high levels of neutralizing 39 

antibodies that correlate with disease protection10,11, antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 appear to 40 

decline over time12,13. Antibody titers twelve months postinfection indicate that specific IgG 41 

against receptor binding sites decrease by 68.1% compared with that in the first month14. Despite 42 

a decline in antibody response, T cell-mediated immune response likely persists for several 43 

months and may persist longer than detectable antibodies in recovered patients15,16. 44 

Immunological memory to SARS-CoV-2 remains detectable for up to eight months following 45 
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natural infection but gradually declines over a year17,18. However, rate of reinfection is reported 46 

as 1 per 100,000 persons, in at least one-year follow-ups19. Thus, vaccination should be 47 

considered for those with a history of previous infection in order to retain protective immunity. 48 

 49 

Vaccination has been an effective tool in combatting COVID-19 pandemics20. Because of 50 

ongoing worldwide shortages of vaccines, whether a single dose or two doses are sufficient for 51 

recovered SARS-CoV-2 patients is under investigation. Vaccination of people who were exposed 52 

to SARS-CoV-2 with a single dose of mRNA vaccine can elicit a robust immune response that is 53 

higher than that with two doses of such a vaccine in individuals with no history of 54 

infection21,22,23,24. Similar results were found in a study of immunological memory after a single 55 

dose of a vector-based vaccine25. However, seropositive individuals may require two doses of 56 

CoronaVac to ensure induction of neutralizing antibodies26. Immunization of recovered 57 

individuals substantially increases humoral and cell-mediated immune responses against vaccine 58 

strains. It also improves neutralizing activities against SARS-CoV-2 variants with mutations in 59 

the spike protein, compared with uninfected individuals postvaccination7.   60 

 61 

Although mRNA vaccine-induced immune response has been reported in individuals 62 

with past natural SARS-CoV-2 infection, few data are available for inactivated and vector-based 63 

vaccines in SARS-CoV-2 exposed individuals25,26. Moreover, additional data are needed to 64 

determine how the time interval between exposure and vaccination affects antibody dynamics 65 

and determines humoral and T cell responses after immunizing with inactivated or vector-based 66 

vaccine. Here, how individuals previously infected with SARS-CoV-2 develop an immune 67 

response when immunized with inactivated and vector-based vaccines was examined. 68 
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Immunogenicity was also compared in individuals with short and long intervals between 69 

infection and vaccination and in boosted responses between first and second doses. These results 70 

will offer insights into how immune response triggered by vaccination in individuals with prior 71 

infection should influence vaccine policies.  72 

 73 

RESULTS 74 

Study participants 75 

There were 117 participants with a prior SARS-CoV-2 infection enrolled in the study. 76 

Two groups were designated according to the time interval between the first date of detection 77 

and vaccination: short interval (2 to 5 months) and long interval (13 to 15 months) (Fig. 1). 78 

Participants included 54 women (46.2%) and 63 men (53.8%). Ages ranged from 20 to 66 years, 79 

and mean age of participants immunized with CoronaVac (n = 58) was 40.3 (range: 20–57) and 80 

that of those who received AZD1222 (n = 59) was 42 (range: 25–66) (Table 1). The short 81 

interval group included 60 participants (51.3%), and the long interval group included 57 82 

(48.7%). Baseline characteristics were similar between CoronaVac and AZD1222 recipients. 83 

Participants were classified into two groups per vaccine type according to the time interval 84 

between the first date of positive SARS-CoV-2 detection and vaccination (Supplementary Table 85 

1). Mean age of CoronaVac recipients with short (n = 30) and long (n = 28) intervals was 37.6 86 

and 43.1 years, respectively; whereas mean age of AZD1222 recipients with short (n = 30) and 87 

long (n = 29) intervals was 39.4 and 44.7 years, respectively. In both vaccine groups, mean age 88 

of previously infected participants with a long interval was higher than that of those with a short 89 
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interval. Moreover, mean age of participants without prior infection was 42.6 and 47.6 years for 90 

CoronaVac and AZD1222, respectively. 91 

 92 

Reactogenicity after vaccination 93 

Reactogenicity analyses were based on adverse events (AEs) within 7 d after vaccination 94 

in 117 participants for the first dose and 50 participants for the second dose (Fig. 2). Local and 95 

systemic AEs were more frequent with the first dose than with the second dose. Most AEs were 96 

mild and moderate and were most frequent within 2 to 3 d after vaccination. In addition, 97 

AZD1222 recipients had a higher percentage of AEs than that of CoronaVac recipients 98 

(Supplementary Fig. 1). The most common AEs after receiving the first dose of AZD1222 were 99 

injection-site pain (84.8%), redness (23.7%), and swelling (22%) and systemic headache 100 

(79.7%), myalgia (81.4%), fever (17%), dizziness (17%), and fatigue (15.3%). After the first 101 

dose of the CoronaVac vaccine, local injection-site AEs included pain (55.2%), redness (5.2%), 102 

and swelling (3.5%), and systemic AEs included headache (34.5%), myalgia (34.5%), dizziness 103 

(5.2%), and fatigue (1.7%). However, serious AEs were not reported. 104 

 105 

Antibody response following vaccination  106 

Pre-existing immunity was compared between participants with short (2–5 months) and 107 

long (13–15 months) intervals. Before vaccination, 78.33% (47/60) and 98.33% (59/60) of 108 

participants with short intervals and 24.56% (14/57) and 92.98% (53/57) of participants with 109 

long intervals were seropositive for anti-N IgG and anti-S1 IgG, respectively, indicating 110 
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exposure to SARS-CoV-2. As expected, although significantly higher IgG-specific SARS-CoV-2 111 

antibodies were observed in short-interval participants than in their counterparts, IgG antibodies 112 

in participants with long intervals were detected above the cutoff level at baseline. This result 113 

indicated that IgG-specific antibodies, especially anti-RBD and anti-S IgG, persisted more than 114 

one year following natural infection. However, there was no difference in anti-S1 IgA between 115 

short and long intervals (Supplementary Fig. 2a-d).  116 

 117 

  Binding antibody response after vaccination was compared in participants with short and 118 

long intervals since infection and in those without prior infection. Levels of IgG antibodies 119 

specific to N and RBD and IgA-specific S1 were measured at different time points (Fig. 3). 120 

Following a single dose of CoronaVac, anti-N IgG seropositivity increased slightly but not 121 

significantly in participants with short intervals (Fig. 3a). By contrast, anti-N IgG increased 122 

significantly in those with long intervals after the first and second doses of the CoronaVac 123 

vaccine (p < 0.001). As expected, the level of anti-N IgG did not increase after AZD1222 124 

vaccination.  125 

The anti-RBD IgG titer in all vaccinated previously infected participants increased 126 

significantly and peaked at 14 d following a single dose of vaccine, compared with before 127 

vaccination (p < 0.001; Fig. 3b). At 28 d after single-dose vaccination with AZD1222, short and 128 

long-interval groups had levels of anti-RBD IgG that were 12.87-fold (1,549 binding antibody 129 

units per millilitre (BAU/mL) and 73.79-fold (2,258 BAU/mL) higher, respectively, than those 130 

of baseline. By contrast, after a single dose of CoronaVac vaccine, anti-RBD IgG levels were 131 

3.12-fold (235 BAU/mL) and 7.79-fold (257 BAU/mL) higher in short and long-interval groups, 132 

respectively. Furthermore, anti-RBD IgG level increased significantly following the second dose 133 
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of CoronaVac compared with that after the first dose (p < 0.01). By contrast, anti-RBD IgG level 134 

decreased significantly after the second dose of AZD1222, compared with the first dose (p < 135 

0.001). However, a single dose of vaccine in recovered individuals led to higher anti-RBD IgG 136 

levels than those of infection-naïve individuals with complete two-dose vaccination (p < 0.01). A 137 

similar response was observed in levels of anti-S1 IgG (Supplementary Fig. 3). 138 

 139 

In addition to measuring IgG, anti-S1 IgA levels were also tested, and anti-S1 IgA was 140 

detected in 84.61% (99/117) of participants before vaccination (Fig. 3c). At 28 d after the first 141 

dose of CoronaVac, anti-S1 IgA seropositivity in short and long-interval groups was 93.33% 142 

(28/30) and 92.85% (26/28), respectively. At 28 d after a single dose of AZD1222, 100% of 143 

previously infected participants were seropositive for anti-S1 IgA. Furthermore, with single-dose 144 

vaccination in recovered participants, anti-S1 IgA levels increased significantly compared with 145 

those in uninfected individuals postvaccination (p < 0.001). 146 

 147 

Neutralizing activities against SARS-CoV-2 wild type and variants 148 

In addition to the binding antibody response, antibody function was further determined 149 

using a surrogate virus neutralization test (Fig. 4). First, in serum samples collected at different 150 

time points, presence of neutralizing antibodies against wild-type SARS-CoV-2 was determined 151 

using a NeutraLISA assay based on blockage of the ACE2–RBD protein–protein interaction. 152 

Previously infected individuals had a strong response following a single dose of vaccine, and 153 

87.93% (51/58) of those with CoronaVac and 100% (59/59) of those with AZD1222 developed 154 

neutralizing activities. Those levels of neutralizing activity were significantly higher than those 155 
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in infection-naïve individuals (63.33% (57/90) and 92.22% (83/90) for two doses of CoronaVac 156 

and AZD1222, respectively, p < 0.001) (Fig. 4a, b). In participants with prior infection, 157 

percentages of neutralizing activities in CoronaVac recipients (84.6% and 94.8% for short and 158 

long intervals, respectively) were significantly lower than those in AZD1222 recipients (99.4% 159 

and 99.5% for short and long intervals, respectively) (p < 0.001). Neutralizing capacity increased 160 

after the second dose of vaccine, reaching 95.4% (interquartile range (IQR) : 77.6% to 98%) for 161 

CoronaVac and 99.4% (IQR: 98.7% to 99.5%) for AZD1222.   162 

Neutralizing potential of sera collected one month after first and second doses of vaccines 163 

against SARS-CoV-2 wild type and variants was measured using cPassTM ELISA assays (Fig. 164 

4c–f). A single dose of vaccine was very influential in broadly inducing antibodies to SARS-165 

CoV-2 variants in almost all participants with prior infection, and antibody function was 166 

significantly higher than that in infection-naïve individuals (p < 0.001). All participants who 167 

experienced infection had detectable neutralizing activity against the wild type, based on the 168 

cPassTM assay (Fig. 4c). Nevertheless, 27/29 (93.1%) and 26/27 (96.3%) of individuals with 169 

short and long intervals, respectively,  showed positive neutralization against B.1.1.7 following a 170 

single dose of CoronaVac (Fig. 4d). All participants vaccinated with AZD1222 had strong 171 

neutralizing activity, with blockage of ACE2–RBD exceeding 97%. As expected, there was a 172 

decrease in SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing activity against the B.1.351 variant (Fig. 4e). 173 

Notably, more than 96% of individuals with previous infection had a robust increase in 174 

neutralizing antibodies against B.1.617.2 after a single dose of CoronaVac, and the percentage 175 

reached 100% for the AZD1222 vaccine (Fig. 4f). Overall, neutralizing activity increased 176 

significantly after two doses of the CoronaVac vaccine. However, there was no significant 177 

increase in neutralizing activity against SARS-CoV-2 variants following the second dose of 178 
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AZD1222, except against B.1.1.7. Furthermore, participants with long intervals had higher levels 179 

of neutralizing activity than those with short intervals. These findings indicated that neutralizing 180 

activity after vaccination was greater in participants with longer intervals than in those with 181 

shorter intervals. 182 

 183 

Total interferon-gamma response following immunization 184 

Total IFN-γ responses stimulated by CD4+ epitopes derived from the S1 subunit (RBD) 185 

(Ag1) and by CD4+ and CD8+ epitopes derived from S1 and S2 subunits of the spike protein 186 

(Ag2) were investigated. Subtracted interferon-gamma responses (the level of interferon gamma 187 

from Ag1 or Ag2 minus those level from negative control (Nil) ) increased significantly 14 d 188 

after the first dose of both vaccines, compared with the baseline (Fig. 5). Number of 189 

seropositives was lower in CoronaVac recipients (73.33% (22/30) for short intervals; 74.07% 190 

(20/27) for long intervals) (Fig. 5a, b) than in AZD1222 recipients (93.33% (28/30) for short 191 

intervals; 93.1% (27/29) for long intervals) (Fig. 5c, d). In addition, immunization in the short-192 

interval group sustained the interferon-gamma level at day 28 compared with that at day 14. 193 

When total interferon-gamma response was compared between first and second doses, 194 

CoronaVac recipients had a slight increase in interferon-gamma response for Ag2 after two 195 

doses of the vaccine (Fig. 5e). By contrast, level of interferon-gamma response after two doses of 196 

AZD1222 decreased significantly (Fig. 5f). These results suggest that a single dose of AZD1222 197 

and two doses of CoronaVac are sufficient to induce total interferon-gamma response in 198 

individuals previously infected with SARS-CoV-2. 199 

 200 
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 DISCUSSION 201 

Vaccination of individuals with prior SARS-CoV-2 infection by either inactivated or 202 

vector-based vaccine resulted in potent immune responses with titers exceeding those of 203 

unexposed individuals with two doses of vaccine. Consistent with recent studies, a single dose of 204 

vector-based vaccine or two doses of inactivated vaccine induced a robust immune response in 205 

seropositive individuals25,26. Notably, the second dose of AZD1222 did not provide additional 206 

boosting effects compared with those of the first dose in recovered patients. Previous reports 207 

indicate that improvement in vaccine-induced immune response might be related to extended 208 

vaccine dosing intervals27,28,29. By contrast, antibody level was higher after the second dose of 209 

CoronaVac than after the first dose. These results suggest that receiving either a single dose of 210 

vector-based vaccine or two doses of inactivated vaccine can recall adequate memory for both 211 

antibody and T-cell responses in previously infected individuals. 212 

Overall, antibody titers were boosted significantly at 14 d after a single dose of vaccine, 213 

indicating a substantial B-cell memory response30. A similar result was found in seropositive 214 

individuals following a single dose of mRNA vaccine, with antibody titers gradually increasing 215 

over seven days and reaching a peak at day 14 after immunization24,31. CoronaVac contained the 216 

SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid protein, whereas AZD1222 did not. Therefore, only immunization 217 

with the inactivated vaccine significantly induced anti-N IgG. A long-term study indicates that 218 

anti-N antibodies can be detected for several months after natural infection32. Additionally, anti-219 

N antibodies may protect against SARS-CoV-2 disease by promoting T-cell immunity33.  220 

After boosting, anti-RBD and S1-specific IgG levels were significantly higher with 221 

AZD1222 than with CoronaVac. Although there was greater decay of anti-S1 and anti-RBD IgG 222 

after AZD1222 vaccination, a relatively high level of neutralizing activity against the wild type 223 
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and SARS-CoV-2 variants persisted, indicating vaccination following infection could sustain 224 

prolonged protection34. Level of an immune correlate of protection against SARS-CoV-2 disease 225 

has not been established, but reduction in viral replication in nonhuman primates most strongly 226 

correlates with levels of anti-S and neutralizing antibodies after viral challenge35. In addition, 227 

protection against symptomatic B.1.1.7 variant infection is associated with 506 BAU/mL of anti-228 

RBD IgG36. In AZD1222 recipients, but not in CoronaVac recipients, levels of anti-RBD IgG 229 

were higher than 506 BAU/mL, particularly in those with longer intervals. This result suggests 230 

that a single dose of AZD1222 can potentially protect against reinfection with SARS-CoV-2.   231 

In addition to significantly elevated IgG levels, anti-S1 IgA was significantly boosted in 232 

previously infected individuals following vaccination with either inactivated or vector-based 233 

vaccine. Similar results are observed in seropositive individuals following a single dose of 234 

mRNA29,37. Although neutralizing activity of serum SARS-CoV-2-specific IgA is twofold lower 235 

than that of IgG equivalents38,39, IgA has been detected earlier and is more closely associated 236 

with neutralization than IgG in the first weeks after onset of symptoms. Such results suggest that 237 

serum IgA may reach the airway through transduction40. In addition, mucosal IgA has more 238 

potent neutralization activity than that of serum IgA and more rapid mobilization in response to 239 

SARS-CoV-2 infection. Unfortunately, the boosting effect of inactivated or vector-based vaccine 240 

on mucosal IgA response was not investigated in this study. 241 

A single dose of vaccine in individuals who previously encountered SARS-CoV-2 242 

infection led to an increase in neutralization potency that inhibited SARS-CoV-2 variants, 243 

including B.1.17, B.1351, and B.617.2. Consistent with a previous study, immunization in 244 

people with prior infection increased the range of neutralizing activity against SARS-CoV-2 245 

variants41. Hybrid immunity suggests that those exposed to SARS-CoV-2 infection with 246 
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subsequent COVID-19 vaccination can have a larger-than-expected, potent immune response42. 247 

Natural immunity combined with vaccine-induced immunity can provide broad neutralizing 248 

potency that is 25 and 100 times higher than that provided by vaccination and infection alone, 249 

respectively43. Increasing the range of neutralizing activity to protect against SARS-COV-2 250 

variants after vaccination in previously infected individuals might be driven in part by 251 

immunological memory of B and T cells44.   252 

Although protection against SARS-CoV-2 reinfection is correlated with level of 253 

antibodies, T-cell response may also contribute36. Notably, in this study, memory of T cell-254 

related interferon-gamma release was awakened quickly after vaccination in recovered patients. 255 

According to a previous study45, differences in magnitude and quantity of T-cell response 256 

indicate that vaccination in previously infected individuals leads to a more robust spike-specific 257 

CD4 T-cell response and a higher level of CD8+ T-cell response than those in vaccinated naïve 258 

individuals. Total interferon-gamma-secreting T-cell response as evaluated by  SARS-CoV-2 259 

peaks at 11 to 14 d and gradually declines at 28 to 32 d after vaccination46. However, the SARS-260 

CoV-2-specific T-cell response is maintained for several months after natural infection and 261 

vaccination16. Additionally, a recent study highlighted the potential for variants to escape from 262 

neutralizing humoral immunity but not from cell-mediated immunity47. Moreover, in a previous 263 

study, mutations in spike epitopes did not impair T-cell responses, and escaping neutralizing 264 

antibodies indicated that T cells might play a significant role in broadly protecting against 265 

SARS-CoV-2 variants48. 266 

With both vaccines, a long interval between infection and vaccination led to a better 267 

immune response than that of a short interval. These findings are consistent with those of a study 268 

that found an extended gap between infection and vaccination increased peak antibody response 269 
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after receiving a single dose of mRNA vaccine29. Furthermore, people with longer intervals had 270 

higher broadly neutralizing activity against SARS-CoV-2 variants than those with shorter 271 

intervals, indicating that RBD-specific memory B cells are relatively sustained for more than six 272 

months41. 273 

The AE symptoms in previously infected individuals after vaccination were similar to 274 

those in individuals without prior infection. Therefore, pre-existing immunity after natural 275 

infection may not affect AE symptoms49,50,51. Additionally, AEs were more frequent after 276 

vaccination with the vector-based vaccine than with the inactivated vaccine, suggesting that 277 

different types of vaccines cause different types of local and systemic reactogenicity. 278 

Additionally, serious AEs were not observed after immunizing previously infected individuals 279 

with either an inactivated or a vector-based vaccine. 280 

There were some limitations to the study. First, neutralizing titers were not examined.  281 

Laboratory testing was limited, because titers of anti-S1 IgA, neutralizing activity, and total 282 

interferon-gamma responses exceeded upper detection limits. Thus, exact levels of immune 283 

response after boosting could not be summarized. Moreover, other SARS-CoV-2-particular 284 

proteins, such as matrix and nucleocapsid proteins, which induce total interferon-gamma 285 

release52, did not stimulate SARS-CoV-2-specific T cells. Last, small sample size was a 286 

limitation. Participants were not randomly assigned to receive different types of vaccine, and 287 

vaccine groups were assigned on the basis of convenience. 288 

Further investigation is warranted to assess the durability of antibody and T-cell 289 

responses after vaccination of people with previous SARS-CoV-2 infection, as well as the 290 

interplay between natural and vaccine-induced immunity. Notably, some vaccinated participants 291 

in this study failed to produce a booster response, particularly a T-cell response; thus, further 292 
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studies in this population are needed. Longitudinal studies are required to determine persistence 293 

of humoral and T-cell responses after vaccination in previously infected individuals. 294 

Additionally, whether immunization of those with prior infection affects the level of mucosal 295 

IgA should be further investigated.  296 

In conclusion, previously infected SARS-CoV-2 individuals developed a more robust 297 

immune response after AZD1222 or CoronaVac vaccination than that in naïve individuals. 298 

Notably, vaccination with AZD1222 produced higher antibody levels, neutralizing activity, and 299 

T-cell responses than those with the CoronaVac vaccine. In addition, a longer interval between 300 

infection and first vaccination improves the immune response more than that of a shorter one. 301 

The results suggest that a single dose of AZD1222 or two doses CoronaVac can boost antibody 302 

and T-cell responses in individuals with prior infection, which is a conclusion that can be 303 

paramount in facilitating vaccine policies. 304 

 305 

Methods  306 

Study design and participants  307 

One hundred and seventeen recovered COVID-19 patients who were healthy adults aged 308 

≥18 years and previously infected with SARS-CoV-2 (defined as anti-nucleocapsid positivity 309 

(IgG) or a history of positive SARS-CoV-2 detection) were enrolled with written consent.  310 

According to the duration between the first date of positive SARS-CoV-2 detection and 311 

vaccination, there were two groups of participants: the short-interval group with 2 to 5 months 312 

between dates (infection between January 2 and April 13, 2021), which included 60 participants, 313 

and the long-interval group with 13 to 15 months between dates (infection between March 3 and 314 
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April 4, 2020), which included 57 participants (Fig. 1). Participants in each group were assigned 315 

to CoronaVac or AZD1222 vaccine on the basis of convenience. Participants were first 316 

vaccinated on May 14, 2021, and the last blood sample was collected on August 13, 2021. 317 

Furthermore, the short-interval groups received a single dose and the long-interval groups 318 

received two doses of the vaccines. Participants received a second dose of CoronaVac 28 d after 319 

the first dose and that of AZD1222 8 to 10 weeks after priming. For comparison as reference 320 

groups, data on 180 infection-naïve individuals who had been vaccinated with two doses of 321 

CoronaVac (n = 90) or AZD1222 (n = 90) were obtained from a previous study50. All 322 

participants have written consent. 323 

 Reactogenicity data were collected as self-reported AEs 7 d after the first and second 324 

doses of vaccines. According to the US Food and Drug Administration, solicited local and 325 

systemic AEs were classified as mild (no limitation on normal activity), moderate (some 326 

limitation of daily activity), and severe (unable to perform or prevented daily activity)53. 327 

Peripheral blood was collected before vaccination (day 0),14 and 28 d after the first dose, and 328 

one month after the second dose (Fig. 1). The study protocol was performed under the 329 

Declaration of Helsinki and Good Clinical Practice principles. Approvals were received from the 330 

Research Ethics Committee of the Faculty of Medicine, Chulalongkorn University (IRB numbers 331 

192/64 and 281/64). This study has been registered with the Thai Clinical Trials Registry 332 

(TCTR20210319003 and TCTR20210520004). Informed consent was obtained before 333 

participant enrollment.   334 

 335 

Study vaccine 336 

 337 
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CoronaVac (0.5 mL dose) is an inactivated virus vaccine generated by growing the 338 

SARS-CoV-2 virus (CZ02 strain) in African green monkey kidney cells (Vero Cell), followed by 339 

inactivation with β-propiolactone and formaldehyde and adsorption with aluminum hydroxide54. 340 

The ChAdOx1-vectored vaccine (0.5 mL dose) is a recombinant, replication-deficient 341 

chimpanzee adenovirus-vectored vaccine, expressing the SARS-CoV-2 spike surface 342 

glycoprotein49. 343 

Serological testing 344 

In all sera samples, anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG and IgA immunoglobulin, including anti-345 

nucleocapsid (N) protein IgG, anti-spike1-specific IgA, and anti-spike/receptor-binding domain 346 

(RBD)-specific IgG antibodies, were determined. According to the manufacturer’s instructions, 347 

anti-N IgG was determined using a SARS-CoV-2 IgG assay (Abbott Diagnostics, Abbott Park, 348 

IL, USA). Antibody amounts are presented as the IgG ratio (optical density (OD) divided by 349 

calibrator), with values ≥1.4 scored positive. The anti-SARS-CoV-2 S1 spike domain IgA was 350 

detected using enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) (Euroimmun, Lübeck, Germany), 351 

and results are expressed as the IgA ratio (≥1.1 positive).  352 

The IgG antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 S1/RBD were quantitatively measured using CE 353 

marked SARS-CoV-2 Quant IgG II (Abbott Diagnostics), and antibody level is expressed as 354 

BAU/mL, with values ≥7.1 BAU/mL defined as positive. In addition, anti-S1 IgG was measured 355 

using LIASON SARS-CoV-2 Trimeric S IgG (DiaSorin, S.p.A, Saluggia, Italy), with results 356 

reported in BAU/mL and with a cutoff ≥33.8 BAU/mL defined as positive. 357 

Surrogate virus neutralization tests for SARS-CoV-2 wild type and variants 358 
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Two commercial kits were used for surrogate virus neutralization tests (sVNT) to 359 

determine neutralizing activity against SARS-CoV-2. The assay was based on antibodies-360 

mediated blockage of angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (ACE2)–RBD protein–protein 361 

interaction. In all serum samples, neutralizing activity against the wild type was determined by 362 

using enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA)-based sVNTs according to the 363 

manufacturer’s instructions (Euroimmun). Results are shown as % inhibition (IH), and the 364 

positive cutoff was defined as ≥35%.  365 

In addition, samples collected one month after the first and second doses of vaccines 366 

were tested with sVNTs against SARS-CoV-2 wild type and variants using a cPassTM SAR-CoV-367 

2 neutralizing antibody detection kit according to the manufacturer’s instructions (GenScript, 368 

Jiangsu, China). In this assay, sera samples and positive and negative controls were diluted 1:10 369 

with sample dilution buffer and then pre-incubated for 30 min at 37 °C with horseradish 370 

peroxidase-conjugated recombinant SARS-CoV-2 RBD protein of the wild type and B.1.1.7 371 

(Alpha; N501Y), B.1.351 (Beta; K417N, E484K, and N501Y), and B.1.617.2 (Delta; L452R and 372 

T478K) variants. After pre-incubation, 100 µL of sample mixture was added onto human-373 

angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 protein-coated ELISA plates for 15 min at 37 °C. ELISA plates 374 

were then washed three times with washing buffer, and 100 µL of 3,3′,5,5′-tetramethylbenzidine 375 

solution was added to develop a colorimetric signal. Plates were incubated in the dark for 15 min 376 

at 20 °C to 25 °C. Then, 50 µL of stop solution was added to quench the reaction, and the 377 

absorbance was immediately read at 450 nm. Percent inhibition for an individual sample was 378 

calculated as inhibition (%) = (1 − OD value of sample/average OD of negative control) × 100. 379 

Values above 30% indicated the presence of neutralizing antibodies. 380 

Quantification of interferon-gamma response 381 
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The SARS-CoV-2-specific T-cell response was evaluated by conducting a whole-blood 382 

Interferon-Gamma Release Assay according to the manufacturer’s instructions (QuantiFERON, 383 

Qiagen, Hilden, Germany). In this assay, whole heparinized blood was collected and then 384 

transferred to blood collection tubes coated with SARS-CoV-2-specific antigen peptides to 385 

stimulate cell-mediated immunity. The blood collection tubes consisted of two antigen tubes and 386 

positive and negative controls. Antigen tubes were coated with CD4+ epitopes derived from the 387 

S1 subunit (RBD) (Ag1) and CD4+ and CD8+ epitopes derived from S1 and S2 subunits of the 388 

spike protein (Ag2). After 1 mL of whole blood was added, QFN collection tubes were incubated 389 

for 24 h at 37 °C and then centrifuged to collect the plasma. The interferon-gamma release from 390 

stimulated samples was detected using ELISA according to the manufacturer’s guidelines 391 

(Qiagen). Following ELISA, interferon-gamma concentration was quantified based on the eight-392 

point standard (0.125 to 8 IU/mL) and calculated as IU/mL by QuantiFERON RD (v5.03) 393 

software. The lower detection limit was 0.065 IU/mL, and IFN-g values ≥10 IU/mL were 394 

defined as 10 IU/mL. Results of IFN-g from Ag1 and Ag2 were subtracted from unstimulated 395 

controls (Nil) to represent the interferon-gamma response related to the SARS-CoV-2-specific T-396 

cell stimulation. After subtraction, values ≥0.15 IU/mL indicated an elevated interferon-gamma 397 

response. 398 

 399 

Statistical analyses 400 

Baseline characteristics of participants are presented as numbers or percentages, and 401 

categorical variables were computed using Chi-squared or Fisher’s exact tests. Age and time 402 

since infection are reported as the mean and SD and were compared with unpaired t-tests. 403 

Outcomes are reported as geometric mean titer (GMT) with 95% confidence intervals (95% CI) 404 
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and median with interquartile range (IQR). Comparison of immune responses between groups 405 

was performed using Kruskal–Wallis tests with Dunns’ post hoc correction, and comparison 406 

within groups (different time points) was performed using Wilcoxon signed-rank tests. All 407 

statistical analyses were conducted using GraphPad Prism v9.0 (GraphPad, San Diego, CA) and 408 

SPSS v23.0 (IBM Corp, Armonk, NY). A p-value <0.05 was considered statistically significant. 409 

 410 

Data availability 411 

All data are available in the main text. Additional information can be requested through the 412 

corresponding author. 413 
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 562 

Fig. 1: Schematic of vaccination timing and blood sampling. Previously infected individuals 563 

were classified into two groups according to the time interval between the first date of positive 564 

SAR-CoV-2 detection and vaccination: short interval (2–5 months) and long interval (13–15 565 

months). Short-interval participants were infected with SARS-CoV-2 between January 2 and 566 

April 13, 2021, and long-interval participants were infected from March 3 to April 4, 2020. 567 

Those two groups each included one group that received CoronaVac and one group that received 568 

AZD1222. The short-interval group had a single-dose vaccination, and the long-interval group 569 

had a two-dose vaccination. Blood samples were collected at four different time points (0, 14, 570 

and 28 d after the first dose and one month after the second dose). 571 
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 572 

Fig. 2: Solicited local and systemic adverse events within seven days (1, 3, 5, 7) after 573 

vaccination in participants previously infected with SARS-CoV-2. Bar graphs present 574 

adverse events following the first dose vaccination in 117 participants who received a 575 

CoronaVac (n = 58) and b AZD1222 (n = 59) and following the second dose of c CoronaVac (n 576 

= 50) and d AZD1222 (n = 50). Day 1 is the day of first and second dose vaccinations. Fever 577 

was classified as mild (38 °C to <38.5 °C), moderate (38.5 °C to <39 °C), and severe (≥39 °C). 578 

Swelling was graded as mild (<5 cm), moderate (5 cm to <10 cm), and severe (≥10 cm). 579 

Symptoms were graded as follows: mild, no limitation on normal activity; moderate, some 580 

limitation of daily activity; and severe, unable to perform or daily activity prevented. 581 

 582 
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 583 

Fig. 3: SARS-CoV-2-specific binding antibody response following CoronaVac and 584 

AZD1222 immunization in previously infected SARS-CoV-2 participants. Serum samples 585 

from CoronaVac and AZD1222-vaccinated individuals with prior infection (n = 117) were 586 

collected at 0, 14, and 28 d after the first dose and one month after the second dose to measure a 587 

anti-N IgG (optical density (OD) of sample divided by calibrator (Index S/C)), b anti-RBD IgG 588 

(binding antibody units per millilitre (BAU/mL)), and c anti-S1 IgA (Index S/C). Binding 589 

antibody level in previously infected individuals was compared between those with short (2–5 590 

months, n=30 for CoronaVac, n=30 for AZD1222) and long (13–15 months, n=28 for 591 

CoronaVac and n=29 for AZD1222) intervals and with infection-naïve individuals (n=90 for 592 

CoronaVac and n=90 for AZD1222). Geometric mean titers with 95% confidence interval and 593 

median value with interquartile range are shown as horizontal bars. Dotted lines indicate cutoff 594 

values, and values under the cutoff are depicted in gray shaded areas. Statistics were calculated 595 

using Kruskal–Wallis tests with Dunns’ post hoc correction (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, and ***p < 596 

0.001). 597 

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 January 5, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.03.22268704doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.03.22268704


 31 

 598 

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 January 5, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.03.22268704doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.03.22268704


 32 

Fig. 4: Neutralizing activity against SARS-CoV-2 wild type and variants. Serum samples 599 

from a CoronaVac and b AZD1222-vaccinated participants were measured for neutralizing 600 

activity on days 0, 14, and 28 after the first dose of vaccine and one month after second doses 601 

using a surrogate viral neutralization test (NeutraLISA, Euroimmun). Serum samples on day 28 602 

after first and second doses of vaccinations were measured for neutralizing activity against c the 603 

wild type and d B.1.17 (alpha), e B.1.352 (beta), and f B.1.617.2 (delta) variants using cPassTM 604 

neutralization kits. Median values with interquartile ranges are depicted as horizontal bars. 605 

Dotted lines indicate cutoff values, and values under the cutoff are depicted in gray shaded areas. 606 

Serum-neutralizing activities in vaccinated previously infected individuals with 2–5-month 607 

(n=30 for CoronaVac and n=30 for AZD1222) and 13–15-month intervals (n=27 for CoronaVac 608 

and n=29 for AZD1222) were compared with those in serum samples from infection-naïve 609 

individuals after two doses of CoronaVac (n=90) or AZD1222 (n=89) vaccine. Statistics were 610 

calculated using Kruskal–Wallis tests with Dunns’ post hoc correction (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, 611 

and ***p < 0.001). 612 
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 613 

 Fig. 5: Comparison of total interferon-gamma-releasing T-cell responses to SARS-CoV-2 614 

antigens. Serum samples from participants that received the CoronaVac (n=30 for 2-5 months 615 
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and n=27 for 13-15 months) vaccine on days 0, 14, and 28 after the first dose were stimulated by 616 

a Ag1, which is a CD4+ epitope derived from RBD, minus negative control (Nil), and b Ag2, 617 

which is CD4+ and CD8+ epitopes derived from S1 and S2 subunits, minus negative control 618 

(Nil). Total interferon-gamma response of those with the AZD1222 (n=30 for 2-5 months and 619 

n=29 for 13-15 months) vaccine to SARS-CoV-2 c Ag1 and d Ag2 after the first dose at 620 

different time points. Interferon-gamma responses above cutoff values (0.15 international units 621 

per millilitre (IU/mL)) were detected in those with e CoronaVac (n = 12) and f AZD1222 (n = 622 

27) vaccines after the second dose. Horizontal bars indicate the median. Two-tailed pair-matched 623 

comparisons were performed using Wilcoxon signed-rank tests. Statistical significance is 624 

indicated as follows: *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, and ***p < 0.001. 625 

 626 

Table 1 Demographic and characteristics of participants previously infected with SARS-CoV-2 627 

enrolled in this study. 628 

 629 

Characteristics 
CoronaVac 

(n=58) 

AZD1222 

(n=59) 

Overall 

(n=117) 

    

Female, n (%) 23 (39.7 %) 31 (52.5 %) 54 (46.2 %) 

Age, mean (range) 40.3 (20- 57) 42 (25- 66) 41 (20- 66) 

BMI (kg m-2) 

     BMI < 30 

     BMI ≥ 30 

 

50 (86.2 %) 

8 (13.8 %) 

 

54 (91.5%) 

5 (8.5%) 

 

104 (88.9 %) 

13 (11.1 %) 
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Comorbidities or Health conditions   

    DM 

    DM+HT 

    HT 

    HT+DM+CHD 

 

2 (3.4 %) 

1 (1.7 %) 

1 (1.7 %) 

1 (1.7 %) 

 

- 

1 (1.7 %) 

3 (5.1 %) 

- 

 

2 (1.7 %) 

2 (1.7 %) 

4 (3.4 %) 

1 (0.9 %) 

Asymptomatic 8 (13.8 %) 8 (13.6 %) 16  (13.7 %) 

Symptomatic 

   w/o pneumonia 

   w/ pneumonia 

 

34 (58.6 %) 

16 (27.6 %) 

 

32 (54.2 %) 

19 (32.2 %) 

 

66 (56.4 %) 

35 (29.9 %) 

Time interval between infection and vaccination   

    2  to  5 months 30 (51.7 %) 30 (50.8 %) 60 (51.3 %) 

   13 to 15 months 

 

28 (48.3 %) 

 

29 (49.2 %) 

 

57 (48.7 %) 

 

Data presents as n (%), mean (range). 630 

DM: Diabetes Mellitus, HT: Hypertension, CHD: Coronary heart disease 631 
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