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Abstract 34 

Background. The use of an inactivated severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-35 

CoV-2) vaccine (CoronaVac) against SARS-CoV-2 is implemented worldwide. However, 36 

waning immunity and breakthrough infections have been observed. Therefore, we hypothesized 37 

that the heterologous booster might improve the protection against the delta and omicron 38 

variants. 39 

Methods. A total of 224 individuals who completed the two-dose CoronaVac for six months 40 

were included. We studied reactogenicity and immunogenicity following a heterologous booster 41 

with the inactivated vaccine (BBIBP), the viral vector vaccine (AZD1222), and the mRNA 42 

vaccine (both BNT162B2 and mRNA-1273). We also determined immunogenicity at 3- and 6-43 

months boosting intervals. 44 

Results. The solicited adverse events (AEs) were mild to moderate and well-tolerated. Total 45 

RBD immunoglobulin (Ig), anti-RBD IgG, focus reduction neutralization test (FRNT50) against 46 

delta and omicron variants, and T cell response were highest in the mRNA-1273 group followed 47 

by the BNT162b2, AZD1222 and BBIBP groups, respectively. We also witnessed a higher total 48 

Ig anti-RBD in the long-interval than in the short-interval groups. 49 

Conclusions. All four booster vaccines significantly increased binding and NAbs in individuals 50 

immunized with two doses of CoronaVac. The present evidence may benefit vaccine strategies 51 

development to thwart variants of concern, including the omicron variant. 52 

 Keywords. COVID-19; Third dose; heterologous booster; omicron; mRNA-1273; BNT162b2; 53 

AZD1222; NAbs; T cells. 54 
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Introduction 55 

As of January 2022, coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) has spread across 200 56 

countries with 318 million confirmed cases, and over 5.5 million deaths worldwide [1]. 57 

Vaccination is considered one of the best tools to prevent the spread of COVID-19. Several 58 

vaccines, including inactivated virus, viral vectored, mRNA, and recombinant protein subunit 59 

vaccine platforms, have been approved for emergency use against SARS-CoV-2 infection by the 60 

World Health Organization [2]. The inactivated vaccine formulation accounting for half of the 61 

7.3 billion doses administered worldwide [3]. Due to the shortage of vaccines in Thailand, when 62 

the first vaccination campaign started in February 2021, the CoronaVac was the only effective 63 

vaccine available. However, previous studies suggested that the CoronaVac vaccine had variable 64 

efficacy in preventing severe COVID-19 infections [4,5]. Furthermore, there are several reports 65 

of waning immunity. For example, median neutralizing antibodies (NAbs) declined to near or 66 

below the detection limit after 5–8 months of CoronaVac vaccination [6–8]. Furthermore, 67 

Goldberg et al. [9] documented that the rate of breakthrough infections increased as a function of 68 

time after two doses of BNT162b2. These findings demonstrated a waning immunity after a few 69 

months of vaccination could potentially cause breakthrough infection.  70 

During the pandemic, numerous SARS-CoV-2 variants have emerged, some of which 71 

show a high-rate of transmission and reduced effectiveness of vaccines [10]. Of these, the delta 72 

variant (B.1.617.2) has become the predominant variant, accounting for 99% of COVID-19 73 

resurgence worldwide. The delta variant has specific mutations that have driven the explosive 74 

spread and generated immune escape [11–13]. Moreover, the delta variant is less susceptible to 75 

NAbs produced by two doses of CoronaVac, AZD1222, or BNT162b2 [14, 15]. Recently, the 76 

omicron variant (B.1.1.529) emerged in South Africa in November 2021 with several novel 77 
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mutations in its receptor binding domain (RBD). Several mutations of the omicron variant escape 78 

the majority of NAbs subsets [16], which increases the transmission rate beyond that of the delta 79 

variant [17]. The immune evasion of the omicron variant has raised concerns about the 80 

protection of the vaccine against infection and development of severe disease. Although most of 81 

the population has been vaccinated, two doses of CoronaVac may not adequately protect against 82 

delta or omicron variants [18]. Therefore, additional vaccines beyond the two-dose CoronaVac 83 

regimen should be considered. 84 

Although NAbs levels decline over time, the CD4+ and CD8+ T-cells in BNT162b2 85 

vaccinated individuals remain and can elicit vigorous immune responses against the SARS-CoV-86 

2 variants. Moreover, T-cells activity is minimally affected by mutations and is essential to 87 

prevent infection [19,20]. Accordingly, a previous study comparing Ad26.COV2.S and 88 

BNT162b2 as a booster dose demonstrated that the heterologous boost achieved significant 89 

increases in T cell responses than the homologous boost [21]. Furthermore, COMCOV and 90 

COV-BOOST trials in the United Kingdom (UK), demonstrated that a heterologous booster 91 

produced a higher level of immunogenicity than a homologous schedule [22,23]. Thus, a 92 

heterologous booster using a viral vector or mRNA vaccine could represent a new booster 93 

strategy and protect against infection from delta and omicron variants. 94 

In our previous study, strong antibody response was observed after the early heterologous 95 

booster given at 3-month interval following a primary series of CoronaVac vaccination (24). 96 

Nonetheless, limited data are available on the immune response against new emerging omicron 97 

variant and how the extended time interval between primary and booster COVID-19 vaccines 98 

affected immune response. Accordingly, our study was designed to examine the reactogenicity 99 

and immunogenicity, particularly omicron variant, of four heterologous boosters given at 6-100 
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month interval. We further determined the effect of dosing interval on immune response by 101 

comparing the long- (6 months) with the short-interval (3 months). The advancement of 102 

scientific knowledge in COVID-19 booster vaccination approach including the choice of vaccine 103 

and optimal boosting interval can help overcome the waning immunity. Furthermore, booster 104 

vaccination could prevent breakthrough infection, including the newly emerged omicron variant, 105 

and support the development of new public health policies in the future. 106 

MATERIALS AND METHODS  107 

Study design and participants 108 

This study was designed to be a prospective cohort study. Overall, 224 Thai adults aged 109 

18–70 years old who completed the two-dose vaccination protocols for the COVID-19 110 

inactivated vaccine or CoronaVac (Sinovac Biotech co., Ltd. Beijing, China) for 6±1 months 111 

(long-interval group) with no history of infection or diagnosed of COVID-19 were enrolled 112 

between September and December 2021. The study flow is shown in Supplement Figure 1. The 113 

exclusion criteria included any underlying diseases that may potentially induce adverse effects 114 

(AEs) after the vaccination, allergy to vaccine ingredients or vulnerable subjects.  115 

Regarding to our previous study, between July and September 2021, 177 participants 116 

were enrolled to study safety and immunogenicity in heterologous boosters after 3±1 months of 117 

CoronaVac vaccination as published elsewhere [24]. Therefore, this group was defined as a 118 

comparison group (short-interval group). The study protocol was approved by the Institutional 119 

Review Board of the Faculty of Medicine of Chulalongkorn University (IRB numbers 546/64) 120 

and was performed according to the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki and Good Clinical 121 

Practice Guidelines (ICH-GCP). The study was registered with the Thai Clinical Trials Registry 122 

(TCTR 20210910002). Informed consent was obtained prior to participant enrolment. 123 

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 29, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.28.22269986doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.28.22269986


 7 

Study interventions  124 

Participants were separated into four groups by conveniently sampling of 50–60 125 

participants each and were assigned to receive one dose of the following vaccines: inactivated: 126 

BBIBP (Sinopharm, Beijing, China) [25]; viral vector: AZD1222 (AstraZeneca, Oxford, UK) 127 

[26]; mRNA: BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech Inc., New York City, NY, USA) [27], and mRNA-128 

1273 (Moderna Inc., Cambridge, MA, USA) [28].  129 

Reactogenicity Assessment 130 

Participants were observed under the supervision of medical professionals after 131 

vaccination to prevent acute and severe side effects. AEs were recorded, including injection site 132 

pain, induration, redness, fever, headache, muscle pain, and others. The participants then 133 

received an AE record form for further self-monitoring within 7 days after vaccination.  134 

Sample collection, total RBD Ig, and anti-RBD IgG/nucleocapsid assay  135 

Peripheral venous blood samples were collected to measure the immune response, 136 

including the total Ig against RBD, IgG against RBD, and IgG against nucleocapsid (N) as 137 

previously described [24].  138 

Surrogate virus neutralization assay to wild-type, alpha, beta, delta, and omicron variants 139 

To measure NAbs against the SARS-CoV-2 variants, the cPassTM SARS-CoV-2 140 

surrogate virus neutralization test Kit was used (GenScript Biotech, New Jersey, USA), 141 

consisting of recombinant RBD from alpha, beta, delta, and omicron variants as previously 142 

described [24].  143 
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Focus reduction neutralization test 144 

The neutralization ability of antibodies in vaccinated serum was measured using the 145 

FRNT50. Briefly, serum was heated for 30 min at 56°C and then diluted serially (1:10–1:7,290). 146 

The serum was mixed with the SARS-CoV-2 variant (delta and omicron) and incubated for 1 147 

hour at 37°C. The mixtures were then transferred to a 96-well plate containing confluent Vero 148 

cell monolayers and incubated for 2 hours, then 1.5% semi-solid carboxymethyl cellulose was 149 

added to limit virus diffusion and cells were incubated further at 37°C, 5% CO2. Next, Vero 150 

cells were fixed with 3.7% formaldehyde/PBS and permeabilized with 2% Triton X-100. Anti-151 

NP human mAb was then added, followed by peroxidase-conjugated goat anti-human IgG. 152 

Finally, the infected cells were visualized after adding TrueBlue Peroxidase Substrate. The foci 153 

of virus infected cells were counted by CTL ImmunoSpot S6 analyzer. The percentage of focus 154 

reduction was calculated and IC50 was determined by PROBIT software. The detection limit is 155 

1:20 [29].  156 

Interferon-gamma release assay. 157 

 QuantiFERON (QFN) SARS-CoV-2 RUO (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany) interferon-158 

gamma (IFN-γ) release assay was performed to measure T cell response as previously described 159 

[24]. The seropositivity rate was calculated using IFN-γ levels from the stimulated tube minus 160 

the negative control tube. An IFN-γ level above 0.15 IU/mL was defined as positive.  161 

Statistical analysis  162 

All statistical analyses were conducted using GraphPad Prism v9.0 (GraphPad Software, 163 

San Diego, CA, USA), the Statistical package for the social sciences (SPSS) v.22 (SPSS Inc., 164 

Chicago, IL, USA), and R v4.1.2. Software (R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, 165 

Austria). The normality of the data was tested using the Kolmogorov–Smirnov test. Statistical 166 
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comparison between qualitative data was performed using Pearson’s χ2 or Fisher’s exact test. 167 

Comparison between quantitative data was performed using ANOVA or the Kruskal–Wallis H 168 

test, where appropriate. The geometric means of the antibody titers and confidence intervals 169 

were determined using R. the Wilcoxon signed-rank test was used for pairwise analysis. A p-170 

value <0.05 was considered statistically significant.  171 

RESULTS  172 

Demographic data 173 

Between September 2021 and December 2021, 224 participants were eligible to be 174 

included in the study. All participants were healthy Thai adults aged 18 years or older who had 175 

received two doses of CoronaVac for 6±1 months from the first dose at the time of enrollment. 176 

Among all enrolled participants, 117 (52.2%) were female and 107 (47.8%) were male. The 177 

mean age (range) of the participants in the BBIBP-CorV, AZD1222, BNT162b2, and mRNA-178 

1273 groups was 41.91 (24–64), 44.13 (21–59), 41.56 (22–58), and 37.05 (21–57), respectively. 179 

Common underlying diseases included allergy, diabetes mellitus, dyslipidemia, and 180 

hypertension. The follow-up interval between visit 1/2 and visit 1/3 was 14.66 (13–20) and 28.27 181 

(22–35) days. The baseline characteristics in four groups of participants were similar (Table 1). 182 

Two participants were excluded after testing positive for SARS-CoV-2 infection, and two 183 

participants were lost to follow-up during the study. All participants provided written informed 184 

consent. 185 

Reactogenicity data 186 

The AE profile, including dizziness, nausea, vomiting, and diarrhea, was similar within 7 187 

days after vaccination. Generally, the severity of local and systemic reactions was reported as 188 

mild or moderate and resolved within a few days post-vaccination. The most observed local AE 189 
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was injection site pain, accounting for 34 (59.6%), 46 (83.6%), 52 (96.3%), and 56 (94.9%) and 190 

the most observed systemic AE was myalgia, accounting for 24 (42.1%), 41 (74.5%), 38 191 

(70.4%), and 46 (78.0%) in the BBIBP, AZD1222, BNT162b2, and mRNA-1273 groups, 192 

respectively (Figure 1A–1D). The analysis of AEs revealed that pain at the injection site, 193 

swelling, redness, myalgia, joint pain, and chilling in individuals who received BBIBP were 194 

significantly less frequent than the other vaccine platforms (Supplementary Figure 2A–2C). In 195 

comparison, systemic reactions such as fever, headache, chilling, and joint pain were highly 196 

evidenced after receiving AZD1222 and mRNA-1273. No serious AEs were reported during the 197 

study (Supplementary Table 1).  198 

Humoral immune responses after booster dose vaccination at 6 months 199 

At the baseline visit, all participants presented seropositivity for total RBD Ig and anti-200 

RBD IgG. There were no significant differences in the geometric mean titer (GMT) of the total 201 

RBD Ig among all groups at baseline. Interestingly, the COVID-19 vaccines administered as 202 

the booster dose significantly elicited higher total RBD Ig levels at 14 days post-vaccination, 203 

with GMTs of 1740, 12260, 31793, and 51979 U/mL (p<0.001). Subsequently, the total RBD 204 

Ig was slightly reduced to 1295, 12111, 21053, and 33519 U/mL (p<0.001) in the BBIBP, 205 

AZD1222, BNT162b2, and mRNA-1273 groups, at 28 days post-vaccination, respectively 206 

(Figure 2A). Comparable trends were observed with anti-RBD IgG levels (Figure 2B). 207 

Following the administration of the third booster, the mRNA-1273-boosted individuals 208 

possessed the highest total Ig and anti-RBD IgG levels. However, there was no significant 209 

difference in the responses between the two mRNA vaccines. After boosting with BBIBP, the 210 

total RBD Ig and anti-RBD IgG levels were significantly lower than the levels achieved by 211 

viral-vector and mRNA groups (Supplementary Table 2). Anti-N IgG levels were also 212 
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measured at three different time points, as shown in Figure 2C. At baseline, the median level 213 

(IQR) of anti-N IgG was 0.13 (0.07–0.31). The results were comparable among the four 214 

groups, which could be interpreted that none of 224 participants had been infected by SARS-215 

CoV-2. After the booster dose, the median anti-N IgG level increased significantly to 2.78 216 

(1.84-5.30) in those who received BBIBP (p<0.001). On the contrary, no change in anti-N 217 

IgG levels was observed after the AZD1222 or mRNA vaccination because only the 218 

inactivated vaccine contained the SARS-CoV-2 N protein in the formulation (Figure 2C).  219 

Surrogate virus neutralization specific to wild-type and variants of concern  220 

The surrogate virus neutralization assay was performed to compare the functionality of 221 

NAbs specific to the wild-type and SARS-CoV-2 variant strains, including alpha, beta, delta, 222 

and omicron. Overall, the seropositivity rate of individuals who received two doses of 223 

CoronaVac was 6/40 (15%), 5/40 (12.5%), 1/40 (2.5%), 8/40 (20%), and 0/40 (0%) to wild-type, 224 

alpha, beta, delta, and omicron variants, respectively (Figure 3A–3D and Supplementary Figure 225 

3). Sera samples from individuals vaccinated with AZD1222, BNT162b2, and mRNA-1273 226 

showed higher than 97% neutralizing activity against wild-type and SARS-CoV-2 variants 227 

except for the omicron variants (Supplementary Table 3). For the omicron variant, seropositivity 228 

rate was detected in 2/30 (6.7%) BBIBP, 19/30 (63.3%) AZD1222, 21/30 (70.0%) BNT162b2, 229 

and 27/30 (90.0%) mRNA-1273 vaccinated individuals (Figure 3A–3D). These data suggested 230 

that breadth of neutralizing activities against the omicron variant were reduced in all 231 

vaccinated groups compared to those against other VOCs.  232 

Focus reduction neutralization test 233 

The NAbs titers in sera from participants were determined using a live virus neutralization 234 

assay, FRNT50. For all participants, undetectable (titer<20) NAbs at baseline were observed in 235 
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119/120 and 114/120 to the delta and omicron variants, respectively. The GMTs (range) against 236 

the delta variant were 69.6 (44.8–108), 1003 (744–1352), 1285 (982–1680), and 2168 (1627–237 

2889) at 28 days after receiving a booster dose with BBIBP, AZD1222, BNT162b2, and mRNA-238 

1273 vaccines, respectively (Figure 4A). Lower GMT values were observed against the omicron 239 

variant: 24.6 (18.1–33.5), 250 (169–368), 277 (190–402), and 512 (359–732) (Figure 4B). 240 

Compared to the delta variant, the FRNT 50 values against omicron were reduced 2.8-fold for 241 

BBIBP, 4.0-fold for AZD1222, 4.6-fold for BNT162b2, and 4.2-fold for mRNA-1273.  242 

Total interferon-gamma response following immunization 243 

In addition to the serological responses, we evaluated the presence of T cell responses by 244 

measuring the total IFN-γ level using the QFN SARS-CoV-2-ELISA assay. The seropositivity 245 

rates for the IFN-γ CD4+/IFN-γ CD4+ and CD8+ levels observed in most participants after the 246 

third booster with 86%/93% for AZD1222, 96%/100% for BNT162b2, and 90%/93% for 247 

mRNA-1273 (Figure 5A and 5B). In contrast, the seropositivity rate was 43%/47% for BBIBP, 248 

suggesting a lower T-cell response was elicited. Consistent with the total RBD Ig levels, the T-249 

cell-related IFN-γ response was significantly elevated at 14 days compared to baseline and 250 

gradually declined at 28 days after vaccination (Supplementary Table 4). Our result suggests that 251 

a single booster dose with AZD1222, mRNA-1273, or BNT162b2 could rapidly induce a T-cell 252 

response in individuals vaccinated with CoronaVac.  253 

Comparison of total RBD Ig levels between short-and long-interval groups 254 

We compared GMT levels of total RBD Ig between short-and long-interval groups. As 255 

shown in Figure 6A–6C, the long-interval group elicited higher total RBD Ig than the short-256 

interval group at 14 days post-booster vaccination. Compared to the pre-booster level, the 257 

BBIBP vaccine significantly induced a 30.2-fold increase in total RBD Ig titer in the short-258 
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interval group and a 37.8-fold increase in the long-interval group. In contrast, AZD1222 and 259 

BNT162b2 induced 209.1-fold and 387.0-fold for the short-interval group and 307.5-fold and 260 

674.7-fold for the long-interval group, respectively.  261 

DISCUSSION  262 

We evaluated the immunogenicity and safety profile following the administration of 263 

heterologous vaccines as third boosters in individuals previously vaccinated with two doses of 264 

CoronaVac vaccines for 6 months. The magnitude of the total Ig anti-RBD (U/mL) and IgG-265 

specific RBD (BAU/mL) responses was higher in individuals receiving the viral vector vaccines 266 

and mRNA vaccine than the inactivated vaccine. In addition, a substantial increase in the 267 

neutralizing potency against wild type and SARS-CoV-2 variants was observed in individuals 268 

who received a third heterologous booster compared to baseline. In comparing the third 269 

heterologous booster, the mRNA and viral vectored vaccines elicited neutralizing titers with a 270 

14–31-fold increase for delta and a 10–22-fold increase for omicron compared to individuals 271 

receiving the inactivated vaccine. Regarding the reactogenicity after the third dose, all vaccines 272 

have acceptable AEs. The results showed that mild to moderate local and systemic side-effects 273 

were observed more frequent in individuals receiving mRNA or viral vector than in those 274 

receiving inactivated platforms within the first seven days of vaccination, which was similar to 275 

the findings observed in the previous study of third heterologous boosters, primed with two 276 

AZD1222 or BNT162b2 vaccines [23]. These indicated that the AEs were tolerable after 277 

boosters with different vaccines. In conclusion, no serious AEs were reported among the groups, 278 

indicating that the heterologous third booster dose has a good safety profile.  279 

Consistent with a previous study of CoronaVac, we observed that the baseline total IgG 280 

levels were reduced at six months after the primary series of CoronaVac [8]. The data indicated 281 
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that the immunogenicity from CoronaVac is waning over time. As expected, the heterologous 282 

booster with BBIBP, AZD1222, BNT162b2, or mRNA-1273 significantly elicited an immune 283 

response at 14 days compared to the baseline level. Our data suggested that a single-shot booster 284 

after a two-dose of CoronaVac may be sufficient to restore the B cell memory response [30]. 285 

Regarding the total Ig RBD and anti-RBD IgG response, some differences were observed among 286 

the four boosters. Following the administration of the inactivated vaccine, there was a lower 287 

antibody response post-booster similar to that observed in a previous study from Brazil [31].  288 

The neutralization susceptibility for the omicron variant was continuously reduced by 289 

vaccine-induced immunity [32]. Boosting with heterologous vaccines might induce the memory 290 

B-cells evolved through affinity maturation, leading to a broader and more potent NAbs response 291 

against SARS-CoV-2 variants [33,34]. Our study revealed increased cross-neutralizing activities 292 

for the variant after receiving a third booster dose compared to a second dose. Similar result was 293 

found in individuals who received two doses of mRNA vaccines and were subsequently 294 

vaccinated with mRNA vaccine [35]. Nevertheless, not all heterologous boosted vaccines could 295 

elicit a substantial increase in NAbs against omicron variants. Furthermore, we found that 296 

individuals who received the mRNA vaccine as a third dose produce the highest neutralizing 297 

activities followed by a viral vectored and inactivated vaccine. Supporting studies found that 298 

heterologous mRNA booster following two doses of inactivated vaccines could elicit higher 299 

neutralizing antibodies than the inactivated vaccine boosted [36,37] 300 

Our findings showed that the reduction of NAbs levels against omicron was much lower 301 

relative to delta variants. Consistent with a previous study, the neutralizing titer against the 302 

omicron variant was 4.9-fold less than that for the delta variant with the BBIBP-CorV/ZF2001 303 

heterologous booster [38] and was 24.5- fold lower than that for the delta variant in sera from 304 

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 29, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.28.22269986doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.28.22269986


 15 

individuals who received BNT162b2 as the third dose following two doses of BNT162b2 [39]. 305 

The substantially reduced of neutralization against the omicron variant may be related to several 306 

mutations concentrated around the RBD in the spike protein compared to other variants [40]. 307 

Although previous studies reported a potential immune escape by SARS-CoV-2 variants 308 

at the antibody level [41], little is known at the T-cell level. Recent studies have demonstrated 309 

that most CD4+ and CD8+ T-cells could cross-recognize SARS-CoV-2 variants harboring S 310 

mutations [20,42,43]. According to our study, the CD4+ and CD8+ T cell-producing IFN-g   311 

were rapidly provoked after the AZD1222 or mRNA vaccine boosters. Consistent with the 312 

magnitude of the antibody responses, the T-cell response was lower in the BBIBP group 313 

compared with the other boosters. Beyond humoral responses, this study may indicate that the 314 

booster vaccines AZD1222, BNT162b2, or mRNA-1273 could contribute to cross-protection 315 

against SARS-CoV-2 variants by enhancing the adaptive T-cells immune response [44].  316 

Moreover, a long interval between the primary and the boosters could significantly 317 

stimulate a better immune response than a shorter interval. A similar previous study using the 318 

extended interval also suggested that antibody responses after receiving the third booster 319 

AZD1222 and BNT162b2 vaccine were higher in extended interval vaccinations [45]. In 320 

summary, these data indicated that a longer interval might allow more time for enhancing 321 

immune memory responses.  322 

An early estimate of vaccine effectiveness (VE) in Chile, the study found that the 323 

adjusted VE against symptomatic, hospitalization, and COVID-19 related deaths due to the delta 324 

variant was increased after a heterologous booster shot with a viral-vectored and mRNA vaccine 325 

following a complete primary series of CoronaVac vaccines [46]. However, there were limited 326 

data in that study on the VE against omicron infection following a heterologous booster. Our 327 
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results highlight that the viral vector and mRNA vaccines, but not inactivated vaccines, were 328 

promising booster vaccines that could elicit a strong immune response to prevent the omicron 329 

variant infection.  330 

This study had some limitations. First, the study did not examine the phenotype of CD4+ 331 

and CD 8+ T cells. Moreover, the total IFN-γ level and the surrogate virus neutralization test 332 

reached the upper limit of detection assay in some samples. Thus, we could not estimate the 333 

exact cellular immune response following the third booster vaccine. Further study using more 334 

advanced techniques included activation-induced marker assays may resolve this issue. 335 

Moreover, long-term studies are needed to determine the durability of the booster vaccination. 336 

In summary, we report a robust total RBD Ig response and acceptable safety profile after 337 

implementing heterologous third booster vaccines. However, neutralizing activities against 338 

omicron variants and the T-cell response were reduced in BBIBP-boosted individuals compared 339 

to AZD1222, BNT162b2, and mRNA 1273-boosted individuals. 340 
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Table 1 Baseline characteristics of participants enrolled in this study. 493 

Characteristic Total BBIBP AZD1222 BNT162b2 mRNA-1273 

Total number(n) 224 57 55 54 58 

Mean Age ± SD 

(years) 

41.09±10.29 41.91±9.13 44.13±10.47 41.56±10.07 37.00±10.47 

Sex 

  Male (%) 107 (47.8%) 23 (40.4%) 24 (43.6%) 32 (59.3%) 28 (47.8%) 

  Female (%) 117 (52.2%) 34 (59.6%) 31 (56.4%) 22 (40.7%) 30 (52.2%) 

Underlying diseases (%) 

  Allergy 13 (5.8%) 1 (1.8%) 4 (7.3%) 4 (7.4%) 4 (6.9%) 

  Cardiovascular 

diseases 

5 (2.2%) 2 (3.5%) 3 (5.5%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 

  Diabetes Mellitus 12 (5.3%) 2 (3.5%) 6 (10.9%) 2 (3.7%) 2 (3.4%) 

  Dyslipidemia 13 (5.8%) 5 (8.8%) 3 (5.5%) 4 (7.4%) 1 (1.7%) 

  Hypertension 19 (8.4%) 4 (7.0%) 5 (9.1%) 6 (11.1%) 4 (6.8%) 

  Thyroid 4 (1.8%) 1 (1.8%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (3.7%) 1 (1.7%) 

  Others  8 (3.6%) 2 (3.5%) 1 (1.8%) 3 (5.6%) 2 (3.4%) 

The interval between the First and Second visit 

  Mean (range) days 14.66 

 (13–20) 

14.3 

 (13–16) 

14.0  

(13–15) 

14.3  

(13–21) 

16  

(14–20) 

  Lost to follow-up 

(n) 

2 1 0 1 0 

The interval between the First and Third visits 
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  Mean (range) days 28.27 

(22–35) 

28.8 

(25–35) 

28.1 

(28–30) 

28.3 

(27–35) 

27.9 

(22–35) 

  Lost to follow-up 

(n) 

1 0 0 0 2 

 494 

 495 

 496 

Figure 1. The reactogenicity and severity solicited local and systemic reactions over the 497 

first 7 days following vaccination with a booster dose of COVID-19 vaccines. Booster 498 

vaccine included the inactivated vaccine – BBIBP (Panel A), viral vector vaccine – AZD1222 499 

(Panel B), mRNA vaccine – BNT162b2 (Panel C), and mRNA vaccine –mRNA-1273 (Panel 500 

D). The percentage of participants who report adverse events were presented on the Y-axis. The 501 

swelling and redness were graded by measuring the diameter area as mild (<5 cm), moderate (5 502 

to <10 cm), and severe (≥10 cm). Fever was graded as mild (38°C to <38.5°C), moderate 503 

(38.5°C to <39°C), and severe (≥39°C). The other events were graded as mild (no limitation on 504 
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regular activity)/Moderate (some limitation of daily activity)/severe (unable to perform or 505 

prevented daily activity). 506 

 507 

 508 

Figure 2. Detection of SARS-CoV-2 specific humoral responses. Panel A shows the total 509 

RBD Ig of SARS-CoV-2 (U/mL). Panel B shows the anti-RBD IgG of SARS-CoV-2 (BAU/mL) 510 

and Panel C anti-N IgG of SARS-CoV-2 index (S/C). Each data point represents an individual 511 

who completed two doses of CoronaVac, followed by the inactivated vaccine, BBIBP (green), 512 

the viral-vector vaccine, AZD1222 (orange), the mRNA vaccine, BNT162b2 (blue), or mRNA-513 

1273 (gold). Lines indicate GMT, and the I bar indicates 95% confidence intervals (95% CI). ns 514 

indicates no statistical difference; ***, p<0.001. 515 
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 517 

Figure 3. The neutralizing activities using a surrogate virus neutralization test. The 518 

neutralizing activities specific to SARS-CoV-2 wild-type (Panel A) and the variant of 519 

concerns including beta (Panel B), delta (Panel C), and omicron (Panel D) were shown as 520 

%inhibition. Each data point represents an individual who received a heterologous third booster 521 

vaccine, the inactivated vaccine, BBIBP (green), the viral-vector vaccine, AZD1222 (orange), 522 

the mRNA vaccine, BNT162b2 (blue), or mRNA-1273 (gold). Lines represent median (IQR). 523 

ns indicates no significant difference; **, p<0.01; ***, p<0.001. 524 

 525 
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 526 

Figure 4. Neutralizing antibody titres of SARS-CoV-2 before and 28 days after boost 527 

vaccination for delta and omicron variants. Neutralization of SARS-CoV-2 was measured 528 

using the focus reduction neutralization test (FRNT). Panel A shows the neutralization against 529 

the delta variant, and Panel B shows the neutralization against the omicron variant. Each data 530 

point represents an individual who received a heterologous third booster vaccine, the inactivated 531 

vaccine, BBIBP (green), the viral-vector vaccine, AZD1222 (orange), the mRNA vaccine, 532 

BNT162b2 (blue), or mRNA-1273 (gold). Error bars show GMT and 95% CI. Values below the 533 

limit were substituted with a titer of 10.  534 
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 536 

Figure 5. Interferon-gamma release assay. Panel A shows the IFN- γ produced by CD4+ T 537 

cell, and Panel B shows the IFN- γ produced by CD4+ and CD8+ T cell. QFN IFN- γ ELISA 538 

was used to evaluate the IFN- γ levels at 14 days and 28 days following the third booster of 539 

inactivated vaccine, BBIBP (green), the viral-vector vaccine, AZD1222 (Orange), or the mRNA 540 

vaccine, BNT162b2 (blue), and mRNA-1273 (gold). Horizontal bars indicate median of the IFN- 541 

γ levels. ns indicates no significant difference; *, p<0.05, **, p<0.01, ***, p<0.001. 542 
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Figure 6. Compare the total RBD Ig (U/mL) between the short interval (triangle) and the 545 

long interval (circle). The total RBD Ig (U/mL) at 14 days following the third booster of 546 

inactivated vaccine, BBIBP (Panel A), the viral-vector vaccine, AZD1222 (Panel B), or the 547 

mRNA vaccine, and BNT162b2 (Panel C). ns indicates no significant difference; *, p<0.05, **, 548 

p<0.01, ***, p<0.001 (***). 549 
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