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Abstract: 7 

Introduction: Lack of comparative studies on efficiency of a broad range of COVID19 vaccines 8 

leads to lower levels of adoption and subsequent lower total immunity in several regions, 9 

including Republic of Belarus. This clinical study captures and transparently demonstrates 10 

varying immunogenic responses to Sputnik V and Sinopharm vaccines.  11 

Aim of this study was: to compare the immunogenicity and reactogenicity of Sputnik V (Gam-12 

COVID-Vac), RF and Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV), PRC vaccines in vaccinated individuals. 13 

Materials and Methods: A total of 60 adults participated the study. The immune response after 14 

vaccination was assessed using enzyme immunoassay. IgG levels measured in all participants at 15 

three time points: before the vaccination, 42 days after the first vaccine dose, and 6 months after 16 

the first vaccine dose. The results of the SARS-CoV-2 antibody test is quantified according to 17 

the WHO First International Standard (NIBSC code:20/136) and expressed in international units 18 

(BAU/ml). 19 

Results: The study participants were divided into two groups, where 30 people (50%) were 20 

vaccinated with Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac), and 30 people were vaccinated with Sinopharm 21 

(BBIBP-CorV), with no gender differences in the groups. The IgG levels at 42 days after the first 22 

vaccine dose were: Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac)(42 days): Me=650.4 (642.2-669.4); Sinopharm 23 

(BBIBP-CorV)(42 days): Me=376.5 (290.9-526.4); p<0,001). The IgG levels at 6 months after the 24 
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first vaccine dose were: Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac)(6 months) Me=608.7 (574.6-647.1); 25 

Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV)(6 months): Me=106.3 (78.21-332.4); p<0,001). Reactions after 26 

vaccination appeared in 27 vaccinated individuals (45%). 27 

Conclusion: The study showed that Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine was more 28 

immunogenic than Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccine. IgG levels in vaccinated individuals who 29 

previously recovered from SARS-CoV-2 infection ("hybrid immunity") were higher than in 30 

SARS-CoV-2 naïve individuals. Reactions after vaccines administration were mild to moderate. 31 

Keywords: SARS-CoV-2, Vaccines, Hybrid immunity, Humoral immune response, Enzyme 32 

immunoassay, BAU/ml. 33 
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 47 

Comparative study of immunogenicity and safety of Gam-COVID-Vac and Sinopharm 48 

BBIBP-CorV vaccines in Belarus 49 

Introduction 50 

The pandemic caused by SARS-CoV-2 has been ongoing for two years. Due to the lack 51 

of etiotropic therapy for COVID-19 [1], increased infectivity [2] and the acquisition of vaccine-52 

resistant mutations of SARS-CoV-2 [3], vaccination is the only effective means of controlling 53 

the epidemic. It has the potential to curb the spread of the virus [4], as well as to reduce the 54 

consequences of infection and the burden on health care facilities [5]. Effective pandemic control 55 

requires a high vaccination rate [6]. 56 

To date, 33 vaccines against SARS-CoV-2 have been approved for mass administration 57 

worldwide [7]. They differ in their manufacturing technology, their mechanism of action and 58 

efficacy. 59 

In the Republic of Belarus, currently two vaccines are available to the population: 60 

Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac), manufactured in the Russian Federation and Sinopharm (BBIBP-61 

CorV), manufactured in China. As of 01.02.22, 45.0% of population were vaccinated with two 62 

doses, 57.4% received one dose of vaccine and 2.9% were revaccinated [8]. There is a lack of 63 

studies that compare the properties of vaccines (immunological efficacy, postvaccination 64 

reaction rates) Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac), RF and Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV), PRC between 65 

each other in the international database of medical publications. The lack of comparative 66 

information about available vaccines is one of the reasons why the required vaccination coverage 67 

has not yet been achieved in the Republic of Belarus  68 

Aim of the study: To compare the immunogenicity and reactogenicity of Sputnik V 69 

(Gam-COVID-Vac), RF and Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV), PRC vaccines among vaccinated 70 

individuals. 71 

Materials and methods: 72 
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This prospective clinical study was carried out at Gomel State Medical University, 73 

Gomel, Belarus from October 2020 to December 2021. Evaluation of the immune response to 74 

vaccination was performed by enzyme immunoassay using the Sunrise Tecan microplate 75 

photometer (Austria). Blood sampling was performed 3 times: immediately  before the first dose 76 

of vaccine, on day 42 and 6 months after the first dose of vaccine. All study participants were 77 

informed about the study design and upcoming procedures, all participants obtained informed 78 

written consent to participate in the study. The study received an approval from the institutional 79 

Ethics committee of Gomel state medical university. Vaccination was performed in a strict 80 

adherence to the vaccines instruction (product medical information) and in accordance with 81 

principles of GDP (good distribution practice), with 2 doses of vaccines administered to all of 82 

the participants. 83 

A reagent kit manufactured by Vector-Best (Russian Federation) and designed for 84 

enzyme immunoassay for quantitative detection of SARS-CoV-2 class G immunoglobulins, 85 

SARS-CoV-2-IgG quantitative ELISA-BEST, was used for immunoassay. According to the 86 

manufacturer's information letter, this kit is suitable for the quantitative detection of specific IgG 87 

in SARS-CoV-2 infected and re-vaccinated patients as well as for the evaluation of post-88 

vaccination immune response during immunization with vaccines based on different 89 

technologies (vector, mRNA, inactivated whole-virion). The "SARS-CoV-2-IgG quantitative 90 

ELISA-BEST" reagent kit design uses recombinant full-length trimerized S glycoprotein (Spike) 91 

of the SARS-CoV-2 virus derived from a eukaryotic expression system. The protein molecule+ 92 

consists of two subunits, S1 containing the RBD domain and S2.  The reagent kit "SARS-CoV-93 

2-IgG quantitative ELISA-BEST" detects the pool of immunoglobulin class G synthesized to all 94 

antigenic determinants of protein S including the RBD-domain. 95 

The quantification of the SARS-CoV-2 antibody assay is based on the WHO First 96 

International Standard (NIBSC code:20/136) and expressed in international units (BAU/ml). 97 
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According to the manufacturer's instructions, the diagnostic sensitivity for the detection 98 

of IgG to SARS-CoV-2 is 100% (range 95.7%-100%, 95% confidence interval). The diagnostic 99 

specificity is 100% (range 98.5%-100%, 95% confidence interval). The information letter 100 

accompanying the reagent kit "SARS-CoV-2-IgG Quantitative ELISA-BEST", No. RZN 101 

2021/14458 reports that virus neutralizing activity with a neutralization titer of 1/160 or higher is 102 

observed in all samples with a specific IgG concentration of 150 BAU/ml or higher (ELISA titer 103 

≥1/600) (95% CI: 83.16 - 100%) and only 50% of samples with a specific IgG concentration of 104 

80-149 BAU/ml (ELISA titer ≥1/400 - 1/800) (95% CI: 32.43 - 67.57%), a specific IgG level of 105 

less than 10 BAU/ml should be considered as a negative result of the quantitative assay. 106 

On every visit participants filled out a questionnaire including data on the course of 107 

chronic diseases, history of COVID-19, and adverse reactions (if any). In case of any adverse 108 

reactions due to vaccination the principal investigator was informed immediately. 109 

Statistical processing of the results was performed using the R statistical programming 110 

environment (graphs and statistical criterion calculations were obtained using the basic R 111 

package and the ggpubr package). Normality of the distribution was assessed using the Shapiro-112 

Wilk test. Quantitative comparisons of linked samples (change in IgG levels over time in groups 113 

with different vaccines (Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac), RF and Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV), 114 

PRC) were performed using the Friedman test, followed by pairwise comparison of groups by 115 

the Wilcoxon test with Bonferroni multiple comparison adjustment. Mann-Whitney test was 116 

used for unrelated samples (comparison of the dynamics of IgG levels in the group in which 117 

participants were vaccinated with Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac), RF with the group vaccinated 118 

with Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV), China). A qualitative comparison of the groups (achievement of 119 

one of the IgG values: up to 150 BAU/ml, 150-500 BAU/ml, >500 BAU/ml after administration 120 

of Sputnik V vaccine (Gam-COVID-Vac), RF and Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccine, China; 121 

incidence of major postvaccination reactions (temperature, injection site soreness) among 122 

participants vaccinated with Sputnik V vaccine (Gam-COVID-Vac), RF and Sinopharm vaccine 123 
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(BBIBP-CorV), China) was estimated using the Pearson χ2 test; Fisher's Exact Test was used in 124 

cases where expected values in the cells of the contingency table were less than 5. The 125 

significance level was set at 0.05. 126 

Results 127 

There were in total 60 participants in this study. Males accounted for 30% (18 128 

participants) and females accounted for 70% of the participants (42 participants). Study 129 

participants were divided into two groups, where 30 people (50%) were vaccinated with Sputnik 130 

V (Gam-COVID-Vac), RF (11 men (36.67%), 19 women (63.33%)), 30 people were vaccinated 131 

with Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccine, PRC (7 men (23.33%), 23 women (76.67%)). 132 

According to the questionnaire, 43 people (71.67%) reported having no chronic diseases.  The 133 

chronic diseases indicated can be grouped as follows: 1) cardiovascular diseases were 35.29% (6 134 

individuals), 2) gastrointestinal diseases were 35.29% (6 individuals), 3) musculoskeletal 135 

diseases were 17.65% (3 individuals), 4) respiratory diseases were 11.76% (2 individuals), 5) 136 

endocrine diseases were 5.88% (1 individual), 6) female reproductive system diseases were 137 

5.88% (1 individual). Participants in the study reported more than one chronic disease. When 138 

comparing the two groups of participants on the basis of chronic diseases, no significant 139 

difference was found (p=1.0). The characteristics of the study participants are presented in Table 140 

1. 141 

Table 1: Characteristics of study participants. 142 

Feature N (abs.) % 

Total number of participants, people, of which: 

vaccinated with Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac),Russia 

Vaccinated with Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV), China 

60 

30 

30 

 

50 

50 
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Median age, years 46 (39; 57,75)  

Age groups:≤30 

31-39 

40-49 

50-59 

60-69 

≥70 

 

3 

15 

21 

11 

7 

3 

 

5,0 

25,0 

35,0 

18,33 

11,67 

5,0 

Gender: 

men 

women 

 

18 

42 

 

30 

70 

Chronic diseases: 

yes 

no 

 

17 

43 

 

28,33 

71,67 

COVID-19 in the anamnesis: 

yes 

no 

 

29 

31 

 

48,33 

51,67 

 143 

The main surrogate marker for a vaccine efficacy is its immunogenicity. In this study, 144 

IgG levels to SARS-CoV-2 S-protein were tested in all participants at three stages: before 145 
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vaccination, 42 days after the first dose of vaccine and 6 months after the first dose of vaccine. 146 

The unit of measure for IgG levels is BAU/ml. (Note: BAU-binding antibody units). The study 147 

data are shown in Figure 1, Figure 2 and Figure 3. 148 

 149 

 150 

Fig. 1 Dynamics of Ig G production in response to Vaccine Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-151 

Vac). ("before vaccination" - Ig G value (BAU/ml) before vaccination; "42 days" - Ig G value 152 

(BAU/ml) 42 days after the first dose; "6 months" - Ig G value (BAU/ml) 6 months after the 153 

first vaccine dose). 154 

As shown in Figure 1, quantitative IgG levels at the three measurement points have 155 

significant differences (Friedman chi-squared = 47.267, df = 2, p-value < 0,001). IgG levels 156 

42 days after the first vaccine dose were significantly higher compared to the "Before 157 

vaccination" point (p<0,001), 6 months after the first dose of Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) 158 

vaccine the IgG level has a significant decrease (p < 0,001), however, compared to the "before 159 

vaccination" point, the IgG level remains at a higher level (p < 0,001). 160 
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 161 

Fig. 2 Dynamics of Ig G appearance in response to Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccine 162 

("before vaccination" - Ig G value (BAU/ml) before vaccination; "42 days" - Ig G value 163 

(BAU/ml) 42 days after the first dose; "6 months" - Ig G value (BAU/ml) 6 months after the 164 

first vaccine dose). 165 

As shown in Figure 2, the quantitative IgG values at the three study stages are 166 

significantly different (Friedman chi-squared = 44.891, df = 2, p-value < 0,001). Levels of 167 

IgG at  42 days after the first dose of vaccine were significantly higher than prior to 168 

vaccination (р < 0,001). At 6 months after the first dose, there was a significant decrease in 169 

IgG values (p < 0,001), but they remained at a higher level compared to the "before 170 

vaccination” " point (p < 0,001). 171 
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 172 

 173 

Fig.3 Comparison of the dynamics of Ig G levels in response to the administration of 174 

Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) and Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccine ("Before vaccination" - 175 

Ig G value (BAU/ml) before vaccination; "42 days" - Ig G value (BAU/ml) 42 days after the 176 

first dose; "6 months" - Ig G value (BAU/ml) 6 months after the first vaccine dose). 177 

At the pre-vaccination point there is no significant difference between the Sputnik V 178 

(Gam-COVID-Vac) and Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccines (p=0.12). At 42 days after the 179 

administration of both vaccines, the antibody levels increase, but the quantitative IgG value 180 

for the Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine is significantly higher (p < 0,001). This trend 181 

was also observed 6 months after the first dose of both vaccines (p < 0,001). 182 

According to a questionnaire survey answers of study participants, 51.67% of 183 

participants (31 people) did not have COVID-19 before vaccination. Accordingly, 48.33% of 184 

participants (29 people) had had the infection prior to vaccination. When comparing the 185 

groups characteristics on the basis of prior infection with SARS-CoV-2, no significant 186 

difference was found (p=0.071).  187 

As the factor of previous SARS-CoV-2 infection may influence the outcome of the 188 

study, it was also included in the statistical analysis. 189 
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 190 

Fig.4 Comparison of the groups (vaccinated with Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) and 191 

Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV)) by IgG levels (proportion reaching <150 BAU/ml, 150-500 192 

BAU/ml, >500 BAU/ml) at study sites: "42 days" - 42 days after the first dose, "6 months" - 6 193 

months after the first vaccine dose. 194 

Figure 4 shows that in the Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine group, the largest 195 

group of individuals at the 42-day point had IgG levels above 500 BAU/ml, whereas most 196 

Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV)-vaccinated patients had levels ≤500 BAU/ml (X-squared=19.644; 197 

df=2; p < 0,001). At the 6-month point, this trend continued: in the Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-198 

Vac) vaccine group most individuals had IgG levels above 500 BAU/ml, while most patients 199 

vaccinated with Sinopharm vaccine had  gG level below the 150 BAU/ml(X-squared=20.747; 200 

df = 2; p < 0,001). The groups were also compared taking into account the serological status 201 

of the study participants. 202 
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  203 

Fig.5 Comparison of Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) and Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) 204 

groups based on serological status before vaccination ("SN"-seronegative individuals, "SP"-205 

seropositive participants; "Before vaccination" pre-vaccination IgG level, "42 days"-IgG 206 

level 42 days after the first dose of one of the vaccines, "6 months later"-IgG level 6 months 207 

after administration of one of the vaccines). 208 

Figure 5 shows differences in IgG levels to the SARS-CoV-2 protein between those 209 

vaccinated with the Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) and Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccines 210 

among both those who had not had COVID-19 and those who had had the infection before 211 

vaccination. The highest antibody levels were observed 42 days after vaccination in both the 212 

seronegative (p=0.006) and seropositive groups (p < 0,001), while 6 months after vaccination 213 

the IgG value declined among those who had not previously been ill (p=0.003) and those who 214 

had had COVID-19 before vaccination (p < 0,001). 215 

There are a number of publications suggesting that those with "hybrid immunity" are 216 

most protected against COVID-19. Figure 5 also shows this trend. However, the "hybrid 217 

immunity" generated by the Sputnik V vaccine has greater strength and duration (p < 0,001).  218 

The reactogenicity of Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) and Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) 219 

vaccines is worth considering separately, as this is a frequent topic of discussion. The 220 
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incidence of post-vaccine reactions in this study was 45% (27 individuals). All of the 221 

observed reactions were mild to moderate in severity. The most frequent ones were: injection 222 

site soreness (16.67% of 10 people) and redness around the site of injection (5% - 3 people), 223 

fever (6.67% of 4 people), and a combination of these reactions (Fig. 8). Participants also 224 

reported weakness (1.67% - 1 person), headache (1.67% - 1 person), and swelling of the 225 

injection site (1.67% - 1 person). 226 

 227 

Figure 6 The main post-vaccination reactions (and their combination) noted in the 228 

study participants: soreness and redness at the injection site, increased body temperature. 229 

Post-vaccination reactions were observed in both vaccinated groups (p=0.119). 230 

However, significant statistical differences were found only for the increase in body 231 

temperature: in the group vaccinated with Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) this reaction was 232 

more frequent (p=0.006). 233 

Discussion 234 

Having evaluated both vaccines currently available to the population of Belarus, it can 235 

be concluded that the Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine is more immunogenic, but the 236 
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Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccine is less reactogenic. For a better understanding of the 237 

properties of the above mentioned vaccines, a comparative evaluation should be carried out. 238 

Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccine is an inactivated vaccine, which is the most 239 

traditional type of vaccine. The virus is grown in Vero cells, then purified and inactivated 240 

with β-propiolactone - this deprives the virus of its ability to reproduce, but retains its 241 

antigenic structure. The immune response of T cells is usually weak. Inactivated viruses enter 242 

host cells via endocytosis and stimulate helper T cells via the MHC II pathway, resulting in an 243 

activation of the humoral immune response. Inactivated vaccines do not normally stimulate 244 

cytotoxic T cells through the MHC-I pathway to any significant extent, so a cell-mediated 245 

immune response is not formed [9]. Inactivated vaccines require several doses and/or addition 246 

of adjuvant to achieve sufficient efficacy [10]. The adverse reactions described in the 247 

instructions are, in most cases, mild to moderate in severity, which resolve within a few days 248 

after vaccination. The most frequent reactions (≥1/10): headache, soreness at the injection 249 

site. Less frequent, but quite common (≥1/100 to <1/10): fever, muscle and joint pain, fatigue, 250 

cough, shortness of breath, nausea, diarrhoea, skin itching. The immunogenicty of the 251 

completed course of vaccination, as declared by the manufacturer, is 79.34%. Advantages 252 

include: 1) safety; 2) stability during transport and storage; 3) low cost. Disadvantages 253 

include: 1) low immunogenicity; 2) short-lived immune response [11]. 254 

Vaccine Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine is based on non-replicating viral 255 

vectors (adenoviruses 5 and 26) encoding the S-protein gene. Adenoviral vectors (Ad-vectors) 256 

have several features that make them ideal candidates: a high immunogenic profile and the 257 

ability, using a smaller amount of antigen, to induce both cellular and humoral immune 258 

response; Ad-vectors do not integrate into the host genome [12]. To create a vector, the viral 259 

E1 and/or E3 genes that enable replication are deleted and replaced with the transgene of 260 

interest (derived from the Wuhan-Hu-1 SARS-CoV-2 sequence) cloned together with a tissue 261 

plasminogen activator [13]. The efficacy of vector vaccines can be significantly affected by 262 
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previous immunity. Vectors of a rare serotype (human adenoviruses Ad26, Ad5) are used for 263 

this purpose [12]. Advantages include: 1) high immunogenicity (without adding adjuvant); 2) 264 

stability (vectors used have a protein envelope that protects the genetic material inside it, 265 

hence the vaccine can be stored at +2 - +8 � for at least 6 months; 3) possibility of large-scale 266 

production (Ad vectors can be grown in bioreactors of 20 l volume, yielding vaccine doses 267 

sufficient for 15,000 patients). Disadvantages include: 1) reactogenicity; 2) potential 268 

neutralization of vaccine vector by acquired immunity antibodies; 3) cost [14, 15]. The main 269 

adverse reactions that occur during the first days after administration of the Sputnik V (Gam-270 

COVID-Vac) vaccine are mainly mild to moderate in severity, lasting about 3 days. The most 271 

frequent symptoms are: flu-like syndrome (chills, fever, arthralgia, myalgia, headache), 272 

soreness, hyperemia and swelling at the injection site. Less common are dyspepsia, nausea, 273 

nasal congestion, rhinorrhoea, sore and stuffy throat, enlargement of regional lymph nodes, 274 

and possible allergic reactions. The immunological efficacy of two doses of the vaccine, as 275 

declared by the manufacturer, is more than 91% (16). 276 

Therefore, there is still a lack of international publications comparing the 277 

immunological efficacy and reactogenicity of Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) and Sinopharm 278 

(BBIBP-CorV) vaccines with each other. A retrospective observational study conducted in 279 

Mongolia found the immunogenicity of two doses of Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine 280 

to be significantly higher than the immunogenicity of two doses of Sinopharm vaccine. No 281 

reactogenicity study was conducted in this study (17). A retrospective observational study 282 

conducted in Hungary investigated the efficacy of Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac), Sinopharm 283 

(BBIBP-CorV) et al. vaccines against SARS-CoV-2 infection (confirmed by PCR test) and 284 

death from COVID-19 among vaccinated individuals. The results of this study indicate that 285 

the Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine was 85.7% effective against SARS-CoV-2 286 

infection and 95.4-100% effective against COVID-19 deaths (depending on age cohort), and 287 
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the Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccine was 68.7% effective against SARS-CoV-2 infection 288 

and 67.3-100% effective against COVID-19 deaths (depending on age cohort) [18].  289 

Only few international publications reflect the results of a study of the reactogenicity 290 

of Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) and Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccines. A study based on 291 

a survey of vaccinees conducted in Iran found that reactions in response to Sputnik V (Gam-292 

COVID-Vac) vaccine were longer (up to 3 days) than reactions in response to Sinopharm 293 

vaccine (a few hours). The frequency of post-vaccination reactions also varied, with at least 294 

one reaction occurring in 93.2% of Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine users and 87.3% of 295 

Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccine users. The most frequent reactions were pain at the 296 

injection site, headache and malaise. Also in the study there were cases of thrombosis and 297 

conditions related to clotting disorders: 7 cases after administration of Sputnik V (Gam-298 

COVID-Vac) vaccine and 3 cases after administration of Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccine. 299 

However, a subsequent association between vaccination and conditions related to clotting 300 

disorders has not been found for both vaccines, and this issue requires further investigation 301 

[19]. Another study, based on a survey of vaccinees vaccinated with Sputnik V (Gam-302 

COVID-Vac), Sinopharm et al. in Iran, aimed to investigate cutaneous reactions in response 303 

to the administration of Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) and Sinopharm vaccines. Skin 304 

manifestations in the vaccinated subjects were transient. The most common reactions were 305 

pain at the injection site (79.9% of Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine users, 60.6% of 306 

Sinopharm vaccine users), tightening of the injection site (13.4% of Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-307 

Vac) vaccine users, 10.3% of Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccine users), reddening of the skin 308 

at the injection site (12.8% of Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine users, 6.9% of 309 

Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) vaccine users) [20]. 310 

Thus, the approaches to the study conducted at Gomel State Medical University do not 311 

contradict international studies and the study is conducted in a similar way, which in our 312 
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opinion allows a comparative assessment of postvaccination reactions and immunogenicity of 313 

Sputnik V and Sinopharm vaccines. 314 

The study has a number of limitations: sample size (60 people), age of participants 315 

(the study represents individuals whose age ranges from 29 to 73 years). 316 

Conclusions 317 

According to the results of the study, the Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine 318 

compared to Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV), has higher immunogenicity rates at both points: after 319 

42 days (for Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine: Me=627.5 (461.7-650.8); for Sinopharm 320 

(BBIBP-CorV) vaccine: Me=286.0 (120.3-387.9); p=<0,001) and 6 months (for Sputnik 321 

V(Gam-COVID-Vac) vaccine: Me=549.4 (94.36-626.8); for Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) 322 

vaccine: Me=46.74 (22.23-116.4); p<0,001) after first dose administration. This trend was 323 

seen among both those previously infected with SARS-CoV-2 and those without a history of 324 

COVID-19.  325 

The study confirmed that antibodies developed as a result of prior infection with 326 

SARS-CoV-2 combine with post-vaccination antibodies to form what is known as "hybrid 327 

immunity". It creates higher levels of antibodies (for Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-Vac) (42 days) 328 

vaccine: Me=650.4 (642.2-669.4); for Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) (42 days) vaccine: 329 

Me=376.5 (290.9-526.4); p<0,001), which persist for a longer time (for Sputnik V (Gam-330 

COVID-Vac) (6 mo ) Me=608.7 (574.6-647.1); for Sinopharm (BBIBP-CorV) (6 months) 331 

vaccine Me=106.3 (78.21-332.4); p<0,001). 332 

The main reactions after vaccination were fever, redness and soreness at the injection 333 

site. The reactogenicity of both vaccines was relatively similar (p=0,119), a fever after 334 

vaccination was more common among those vaccinated with the Sputnik V (Gam-COVID-335 

Vac) vaccine (10 individuals or 33,33% vs. 3.33% of vaccinated with Sinopharm BBIBP-336 

CorV, p=0.006). 337 

 338 
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