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Abstract 51 

We evaluated the immunogenicity and reactogenicity of heterologous COVID-19 primary 52 

series vaccination schedules.  Participants were randomized to one of seven groups that 53 

received two-dose homologous BNT162b2 or heterologous combinations of CoronaVac, 54 

ChAdOx1 and BNT162b2, with 4 weeks interval. Of 210 participants, median age was 38 (19-55 

60) years, 51% were female. The groups that received BNT162b2 as second dose induced the 56 

highest virus-specific IgG response against the ancestral strain [BNT162b2: geometric mean 57 

concentration (GMC) 2133-2249, 95%CI 1558 to 3055; ChAdOx1: 851-1201, 95%CI 649 to 58 

1522; CoronaVac: 137-225, 95%CI 103-286 BAU/mL], neutralising antibodies (NAb) against 59 

Beta and Delta, and interferon gamma response. All groups induced low to negligible NAb 60 

against Omicron. A BNT162b2 booster (3rd dose) following heterologous CoronaVac and 61 

ChAdOx1 regimens induced >140-fold increase in NAb titres against Omicron. Our findings 62 

indicate that heterologous regimens using BNT162b2 as the second dose may be considered an 63 

alternative schedule to maximize immune response.  64 

 65 
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Introduction 76 

As of 22nd of Feb 2022, the severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus-2 (SARS-77 

CoV-2) has infected more than 400 million people and caused more than 5 million deaths 78 

globally1. Vaccination against COVID-19 has been crucial for controlling the pandemic, with 79 

9 COVID-19 vaccines receiving World Health Organization (WHO) Emergency Use listing 80 

(EUL) to date. The ChAdOx1 (a chimpanzee adenovirus-vectored vaccine expressing the 81 

SARS-CoV-2 spike protein, Oxford University-AstraZeneca), BNT162b2 (SARS-CoV-2 82 

spike protein mRNA vaccine, Pfizer-BioNTech, US-Germany) and CoronaVac (an inactivated 83 

whole-virion SARS-CoV-2 vaccine, Sinovac Life Science, China) are the most widely used 84 

COVID-19 vaccines globally; ChAdOx1 and CoronaVac are used in many low- and middle-85 

income countries2,3. All three vaccines given as 2-dose primary schedule were demonstrated to 86 

be safe and effective in preventing symptomatic COVID-19 and severe disease caused by the 87 

ancestral SARS-CoV-2 Wuhan strain as well as Alpha, Beta and Delta variants4. The SARS-88 

CoV-2 Omicron variant identified in late 2021 was found to harbour 36 mutations in the spike 89 

protein which enable the virus to evade immunity induced by infection or vaccination. Many 90 

studies suggested that a booster dose is needed to protect against Omicron5-8.  91 

 92 

Although the level of neutralising antibodies to protect against infection or severe 93 

disease has not been identified, it is clear that neutralising antibodies correlate with vaccine 94 

effectiveness and are believed to be the primary mechanism of protection against SARS-CoV-95 

2 infection9. Other aspects of the immune response, in particular cellular immunity, are also 96 

likely to be important in protection particularly against severe disease and are important to 97 

measure following COVID-19 vaccination.  98 

  99 
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 The limited supply of COVID-19 vaccines globally has resulted in less than 10% of the 100 

eligible population in low-income countries being fully vaccinated10. Heterologous COVID-19 101 

vaccination or mix-and-match COVID-19 vaccine schedules would alleviate the vaccine 102 

supply issues and allow more flexible COVID-19 vaccination in these settings. However, such 103 

strategies need to be demonstrated to be equally safe and immunogenic compared with current 104 

homologous COVID-19 vaccination. While some studies that reported similar or higher 105 

immunogenicity following heterologous primary vaccination involving the mRNA vaccines 106 

(BNT162b2 and mRNA-1273: SARS-CoV-2 spike protein mRNA vaccine, Moderna, US) and 107 

ChAdOx111 compared to homologous vaccination12, limited data is available for heterologous 108 

primary vaccination involving inactivated vaccines such as CoronaVac.  109 

 110 

In Thailand, due to the lack of access to mRNA vaccine in the early phase of the 111 

pandemic, and following early reports of better immunogenicity in heterologous primary series 112 

than homologous primary series, a CoronaVac-prime and ChAdOx1-boost schedule has been 113 

implemented across the country13. However, limited data exists for how these vaccine 114 

schedules, as well as following an additional dose of vaccine might protect against the Delta 115 

and Omicron variants. We evaluated the reactogenicity and immunogenicity of heterologous 116 

COVID-19 primary vaccine schedules involving BNT162b2, ChAdOx1 or CoronaVac, as well 117 

as BNT162b2 boosting in participants who received ChAdOx1 and CoronaVac as primary 118 

series.   119 

 120 

Results 121 

Participant’s baseline characteristics 122 

Between January 2021- June 2021, a total of 220 participants were screened and 210 123 

were enrolled. Participants were assigned to one of the seven groups (30 per group) of either 124 
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two-dose homologous BNT162b2 or heterologous combinations of CoronaVac, ChAdOx1 and 125 

BNT162b2 (CoronaVac-ChAdOx1, CoronaVac-BNT162b2, ChAdOx1-CoronaVac, 126 

ChAdOx1-BNT162b2, BNT162b2-CoronaVac, BNT162b2-ChAdOx1). Among the 127 

participants, eight participants were infected with SARS-COV-2 at baseline, defined by 128 

positive anti-nucleoprotein antibody (anti-NP IgG) and were excluded from the analysis, while 129 

one participant was lost to follow up (Figure 1). The overall median (range) age of study 130 

participants were 38 (19-60) years old, and 108/210 (51.43%) were female. The baseline 131 

characteristics were similar across the seven groups (Table 1).  132 

 133 

SARS-CoV-2 IgG response against ancestral virus following heterologous primary series  134 

 All participants from each group seroconverted at 4 weeks after the first dose. At 2 135 

weeks after the second dose, the virus-specific IgG levels were highest among the groups who 136 

received BNT162b2 as second dose (Figure 2A): CoronaVac-BNT162b2 (2181.8 BAU/mL, 137 

95%CI 1558.2 to 3055.1) and ChAdOx1-BNT162b2 groups (2132.7 BAU/mL, 95%CI 1696.1 138 

to 2,681.7); both groups have similar IgG levels compared with the homologous BNT162b2-139 

BNT162b2 group (2248.8 BAU/mL, 95%CI 1691.3 to 2,990.0). These levels were 140 

significantly higher compared with the groups who received ChAdOx1 or CoronaVac as 141 

second dose (CoronaVac-ChAdOx1: 851.4 BAU/mL, 95%CI 649.5 to 1116.1; BNT162b2-142 

ChAdOx1: 1201.2 BAU/mL, 95%CI 947.9 to 1522.1; ChAdOx1- CoronaVac: 137.04 143 

BAU/mL, 95%CI 103.6 to 186.4; BNT162b2-CoronaVac: 225.2 BAU/mL, 95%CI 177.1 to 144 

286.4) (Figure 2 and Supplementary Table 1). Based on our previous data on homologous 145 

ChAdOx1 or CoronaVac primary series at 2 weeks after the second dose14  heterologous 146 

schedule with ChAdOx1 as second dose (CoronaVac-ChAdOx1or BNT162b2-ChAdOx1) 147 

induced significantly higher IgG than the homologous ChAdOx1 or CoronaVac schedules 148 

(p<0.0001). In contrast, similar or lower IgG levels were observed with heterologous schedule 149 
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with CoronaVac as second dose (ChAdOx1-CoronaVac or BNT162b2-CoronaVac) (Figure 2 150 

and Supplementary Table 1). The geometric mean ratio (GMR) from dose 1 to dose 2 were 151 

highest in those that received CoronaVac as first dose and received either ChAdOx1 (55-fold) 152 

or BNT162b2 (110-fold) as second dose. The GMR ratio between dose 1 and 2 in groups that 153 

received CoronaVac as the second dose (ChAdOx1-CoronaVac and BNT162b2-CoronaVac) 154 

was the lowest (approximately 1.6-fold) (Supplementary Table 1).  155 

 156 

At 10-12 weeks post-second dose, there was around 3- to 4-fold decrease in IgG levels 157 

across all groups (Figure 2 and Supplementary Table 1). The groups that received CoronaVac 158 

as the second dose had IgG levels significantly lower than the levels found at 4 weeks post first 159 

dose (p<0.0001).  160 

 161 

Neutralizing antibody responses against SARS-CoV-2 variants (Delta, Beta and Omicron) 162 

following heterologous primary series  163 

 Neutralizing antibodies (PRNT50) against the Delta and Beta SARS-CoV-2 variants for 164 

each group were measured at 2 weeks after the second dose using plaque-reduction 165 

neutralization test (Figure 3). Similar to the IgG response against the ancestral Wuhan strain, 166 

the groups whom were given BNT162b2 as second dose had significantly higher PRNT50 167 

against Delta and Beta than the groups that received ChAdOx1 or CoronaVac as the second 168 

dose (PRNT50 geometric mean titres (GMT) for Delta: BNT162b2 groups 195.12-196.97 169 

(95%CI 126.9 to 305.7), ChAdOx1 groups 78.65-112.36 (95%CI 57.1 to 147.1), CoronaVac 170 

groups 20.36-22.69 (95%CI 14.2 to 32.2), p<0.001; PRNT50 for Beta: BNT162b2 groups 171 

43.28-62.36 (95%CI 28.9 to 101.6), ChAdOx1 groups 20.43-30.56 (95%CI 14.4 to 50.4), 172 

CoronaVac groups, 8.18-9.01 (95%CI 6.5 to 11.2), p<0.001) (Figure 3A and Supplementary 173 

Table 1). The PRNT50 in the heterologous groups that received BNT162b2 as second dose were 174 
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similar to those in the homologous BNT162b2 group. For all groups, PRNT50 against the Beta 175 

variant were reduced by 2 to 5-fold compared to the Delta variant (Supplementary Table 1). 176 

 177 

 Due to the unavailability of live-virus assay against Omicron, we used pseudovirus-178 

based neutralization assay to evaluate neutralizing antibody activity against Omicron and Delta 179 

to compare the two variants. There was a strong correlation between the PVNT50 and PRNT50 180 

titres against Delta (r=0.79) (Supplementary Figure 1). At 2 weeks after the second dose, the 181 

seropositivity rate (defined as >1:10 PVNT50) against Omicron among groups who received 182 

BNT162b2, ChAdOx1, and CoronaVac as second dose were 80% (45/56), 50% (30/60), and 183 

21% (12/58), respectively. as the seropositivity rate was 62% (18/29) for the homologous 2-184 

dose BNT162b2 group.  Overall, PVNT50 against Omicron was low across the groups and were 185 

28- to 229-fold lower than Delta, depending on the vaccine schedules (Figure 3B and 186 

Supplementary Table 1). The PVNT50 against both Delta and Omicron were significantly lower 187 

among groups who received CoronaVac as second dose compared to the other groups 188 

 189 

Interferon gamma responses following heterologous primary series 190 

The interferon gamma response was measured using the interferon gamma release assay 191 

(IGRA) as a surrogate for SARS-CoV-2-specific T cell responses. At 2 weeks after the second 192 

dose, groups who received BNT162b2 as second dose (>80% of participants, including 193 

homologous BNT162b2 group) had the highest IGRA positivity rate, followed by the groups 194 

who received ChAdOx1 (66-73%) and CoronaVac (55-59%) (Figure 4 and Supplementary 195 

Table 2). The IGRA levels are shown in Supplementary Figure 2.  196 

 197 

Immunogenicity of BNT162b2 booster (3rd dose) vaccination in the groups that received 198 

heterologous CoronaVac and ChAdOx1 in the primary series 199 
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Based on the relatively lower immunogenicity observed in the groups of CoronaVac-200 

ChAdOx1 and ChAdOx1-CoronaVac, and the relevance of these schedules for Thailand and 201 

other LMICs, we investigated the immunogenicity of a BNT162b2 booster given at 10-12 202 

weeks after the second dose. At two weeks after the booster dose, the virus-specific IgG levels 203 

against the ancestral strain were similar between the CoronaVac-ChAdOx1 and ChAdOx1-204 

CoronaVac groups (2518.8, 95%CI: 1960.4, 3236.4 BAU/mL and 2610.6, 95%CI 2037.7-205 

3344.5 BAU/mL, respectively, p=0.84) (Figure 4A and Supplementary Table 1). However, the 206 

GMR between two weeks post 3rd and two weeks post 2nd dose were 2.5 and 18.9 for 207 

CoronaVac-ChAdOx1-BNT162b2 and ChAdOx1-CoronaVac-BNT162b2 groups, 208 

respectively (Supplementary Table 1).  209 

 210 

Consistent with this observation, two weeks after a BNT162b2 booster, neutralizing 211 

antibodies against Omicron were 145.8- and 1150.6-fold higher than two weeks after the 212 

second dose for CoronaVac-ChAdOx1-BNT162b2 and ChAdOx1-CoronaVac-BNT162b2 213 

groups, respectively (Figure 4B and Supplementary Table 1). Notably, the ChAdOx1-214 

CoronaVac-BNT162b2 group had higher neutralising antibodies against Delta and Omicron 215 

than CoronaVac-ChAdOx1-BNT162b2 group (Supplementary Table 1). Neutralising antibody 216 

titres against Omicron were around 2-3-fold lower than against Delta. 217 

 218 

Reactogenicity of second dose and third dose following heterologous vaccination  219 

The overall adverse events (AE) reported for all groups following the second dose were 220 

mild to moderate, with no serious AE reported (Figure 5). Systemic reactions were most 221 

frequent among those who received CoronaVac-ChAdOx1 (97%, 29/30), while similar local 222 

reactions were observed between those who received BNT162b2 as the second dose, as well 223 

as those who received CoronaVac-ChAdOx1 schedule (87%-93%). Those who received 224 
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CoronaVac as the second dose had significantly lower local reactions (45-53%) or systemic 225 

reactions (48-67%) compared to the other groups. The most frequently reported systemic 226 

reactions among all the study groups were fatigue, myalgia and headaches. The AE reported 227 

after the BNT162b2 booster (third) dose was similar to that reported after the BNT162b2 228 

second dose. 229 

 230 

Discussion 231 

Heterologous vaccination may improve the immunogenicity and flexibility of vaccine 232 

schedules, particularly when the supply of a vaccine is limited. Our findings showed that 233 

heterologous schedules involving BNT162b2, ChAdOx1 and CoronaVac are safe, but their 234 

immunogenicity varied depending on the type of vaccine given as the second dose. Of note, 235 

using BNT162b2 as the second dose, regardless of the vaccine type given as first dose, induced 236 

the highest humoral and cellular immune responses, and is equivalent to homologous 237 

BNT162b2 schedules. These schedules however were poorly immunogenic against Omicron. 238 

An additional dose BNT162b2 was able to boost the neutralizing antibody response against 239 

Omicron in participants who received heterologous CoronaVac-ChAdOx1 or ChAdOx1-240 

CoronaVac. Taken together, heterologous prime-boost schedules using BNT162b2 as the 241 

second dose may improve the immunogenicity of homologous CoronaVac and ChAdOx1 242 

primary series, but unlikely to protect against Omicron for which a third booster BNT162b2 is 243 

needed.  244 

 245 

Our findings on heterologous schedules involving ChAdOx1 and BNT162b2 supports 246 

earlier findings from studies predominately from Europe where priming of ChAdOx1 and 247 

boosting with BNT162b2 as the second dose induced higher humoral and cell-mediated 248 

immune responses than homologous ChAdOx1 primary series11,12,15-17, and to some extent 249 
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higher cell-mediated immune responses than homologous BNT162b2 primary series. Some 250 

studies have found better neutralising capacity against the SARS-CoV-2 variants and immune 251 

memory responses following heterologous ChAdOx1–BNT162b2 schedule compared to 252 

homologous ChAdOx1 or BNT162b218. Whether other combinations of heterologous COVID-253 

19 vaccination, including longer intervals between different vaccines can improve protection 254 

against SARS-CoV-2 variants is unknown. The heterologous schedules in this study were given 255 

4 weeks apart and are similar to the intervals for homologous BNT162b2 or CoronaVac 256 

vaccination. This interval may provide earlier protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection unlike 257 

homologous ChAdOx1 vaccination where the intervals are generally recommended between 258 

8-12 weeks to yield a better protection. This is particularly relevant for protection against the 259 

Delta variant, where two doses of the vaccines are needed19.  260 

 261 

While there have been data on heterologous schedules involving ChAdOx1 and 262 

BNT162b2, to our knowledge, only one study has evaluated heterologous primary series 263 

involving inactivated vaccine such as CoronaVac13. The study found higher immunogenicity 264 

of CoronaVac-ChAdOx1 schedule than either homologous CoronaVac or ChAdOx1 265 

vaccination13. Consistent with this finding, we found that CoronaVac given as the first priming 266 

dose induced sufficient immune memory, which when boosted with either ChAdOx1 and 267 

BNT162b2 as the second dose induced high levels of humoral and cellular immunity. However, 268 

CoronaVac given as the second dose following first priming dose of ChAdOx1 or BNT162b2 269 

were weakly immunogenic, raising concerns on the protection offered by such schedules. This 270 

finding indicates that not all heterologous schedules improve immunogenicity, and the 271 

immunogenicity is somewhat dependent on the sequence of certain vaccines. Further 272 

investigations of such schedules are warranted particularly for countries that have access to 273 

only CoronaVac and ChAdOx1 and are considering a mix-and-match approach.  274 
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Homologous primary series of CoronaVac, ChAdOx1 or BNT162b2 have reduced 275 

efficacy against symptomatic infection caused by SARS-CoV-2 variants, particularly the 276 

Delta19-21. The clinical efficacy of heterologous schedules in this study is unknown, however 277 

protection is likely to be similar or greater than homologous schedules given the association 278 

between humoral responses and vaccine efficacy9,22. Indeed, a recent observational study on 279 

the immunogenicity and efficacy of ChAdOx1–BNT162b2 vaccination found that this 280 

schedule provided better protection against SARS-COV-2 infection, including the variants 281 

(Omicron not tested) than the homologous BNT162b218.  282 

 283 

In LMICs that have access to COVID-19 vaccines, access to mRNA vaccines are 284 

limited. Heterologous primary series involving CoronaVac and ChAdOx1 if proven to provide 285 

similar or better protection against SARS-CoV-2 than homologous CoronaVac or ChAdOx1 286 

series will allow more flexible COVID-19 vaccination arrangement, and potentially improve 287 

vaccine uptake. With improved vaccination coverage, particularly in LMICs, this would reduce 288 

the chance of new variants emerging and improve global equity. Evaluation of such schedule 289 

in a Thailand have revealed similar vaccine effectiveness between heterologous CoronaVac-290 

ChAdOx1 schedule (74%) compared to homologous 2-dose ChAdOx1 (83%), and higher than 291 

2-dose CoronaVac (60%) schedule23. In countries where mRNA vaccines are in limited supply, 292 

their use as a second dose in the primary series or third dose would have the benefit of providing 293 

robust immunogenicity while also potentially reducing the risks of the rare side effects such as 294 

pericarditis and myocarditis which are mainly reported after the second dose of mRNA 295 

vaccines24,25.  In addition, repeat dosing of the same viral-vector vaccine may also induce anti-296 

vector immunity, potentially reducing the protective immune responses which can be overcome 297 

by heterologous schedule.   298 

 299 
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 It is increasingly evident that three doses of COVID-19 vaccines with homologous 300 

mRNA schedule or heterologous schedule with mRNA as booster are needed to protect against 301 

the Omicron variant26,27. This is in line with recent immunological studies that showed that 302 

three doses of homologous mRNA schedule or heterologous schedule with mRNA as booster 303 

induced high levels of neutralising antibodies against Delta and Omicron variants28-30. 304 

Consistent with this finding, we found that a third dose of BNT162b2 given to participants who 305 

received CoronaVac and ChAdOx1 primary series, in either sequence, induced high levels of 306 

neutralising antibodies against the Delta and Omicron variants. This is of interest that despite 307 

the poorer immunogenicity of ChAdOx1-CoronaVac primary series compared to when 308 

BNT162b2 are given as second dose, the BNT162b2 given as a third dose was able to induce 309 

high level humoral immunity against Omicron. This is the first study to demonstrate that 310 

neutralising antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 variants following heterologous triple platform 311 

vaccination supporting the mix-and-match principle in primary series and booster using 312 

BNT162b2 as the final dose.  313 

 314 

Limitations of this study were that the participants were not blinded for the study 315 

vaccine, which may have influenced the reporting of adverse reactions. Secondly, the small 316 

sample size in each group did not allow us to identify any potential rare AEs. However, findings 317 

from this study have been used to inform the Thailand National COVID-19 vaccination 318 

program recommendation by including the CoronaVac-ChAdOx1 regimen during the time 319 

when mRNA vaccines were not available. Ongoing surveillance of any rare AEs and the 320 

clinical effectiveness of this heterologous schedule will inform the feasibility of such schedule 321 

against the SARS-CoV-2 variants. Lastly, the BNT162b2 booster in this study was only given 322 

to two groups who received CoronaVac and ChAdOx1, and there was no homologous three-323 

dose BNT162b2 group for comparison of their immunogenicity. Despite this, it was clear that 324 
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BNT162b2 as the third booster vaccination provided high neutralizing activity against Delta 325 

and Omicron, which is likely to provide protection against these two predominant variants. 326 

Future studies incorporating mRNA booster to other heterologous primary schedules will be 327 

of interest, particularly with other COVID-19 vaccines that have recently received WHO EUL.  328 

 329 

In conclusion, we found that heterologous COVID-19 primary series using either 330 

ChAdOx1 or BNT162b2 as second dose were highly immunogenic against SARS-CoV-2 331 

ancestral strain, Beta and Delta variants, but low neutralizing antibody against Omicron. A 332 

third dose of BNT162b2 given to individuals who received heterologous primary series of 333 

CoronaVac and ChAdOx1 induced high neutralising antibodies against Delta and Omicron. 334 

Larger studies including longer follow up are needed to validate these findings clinically and 335 

evaluate the persistence of immune responses following heterologous COVID-19 vaccination. 336 

Our findings have implications for countries where have implemented heterologous COVID-337 

19 primary series involving CoronaVac and ChAdOx1, and in settings where there are critical 338 

vaccine supply issues, particularly mRNA vaccine.  339 

 340 

Method 341 

Study design  342 

This was a single-centre prospective cohort study conducted at the Clinical Research 343 

Center of the Faculty of Medicine Siriraj Hospital (SICRES), Bangkok, Thailand. Participants 344 

were openly assigned to one of six heterologous combinations of CoronaVac, ChAdOx1 and 345 

BNT162b2 groups or a homologous BNT162b2 (as control) group. For heterologous 346 

schedules, the interval between the two doses was 4 weeks. Adverse events following the 347 

second dose were recorded to determine the safety and reactogenicity. Blood samples were 348 

collected at baseline (pre-vaccination), 4 weeks after the first dose (prime), 2 weeks and 10-12 349 
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weeks following the second dose (boost) to determine immunogenicity. The clinical study was 350 

approved by the Siriraj Institutional Ethics Review Board (approval no.Si537/2021). The 351 

procedures in this study adhere to the tenets of the Declaration of Helsinki. The study was 352 

registered at http://www.thaiclinicaltrials.org/show/TCTR20210720007. 353 

 354 

Study participants 355 

Participants were healthy adults aged 18-60 years who were not known to be infected 356 

with SARS-CoV-2 or received COVID-19 vaccine other than as assigned in the study. The 357 

exclusion criteria were unstable underlying disease, having acute illness, had a history of 358 

anaphylaxis; were pregnant females, were immunocompromised or receiving 359 

immunosuppressants at screening. Participants who had a positive anti-nucleoprotein (anti-NP) 360 

or anti-RBD IgG antibody at baseline were excluded. 361 

 362 

Procedures 363 

Participants were recruited into the study following informed consent and were 364 

randomised to one of seven prime-boost groups: CoronaVac-ChAdOx1, CoronaVac-365 

BNT162b2, ChAdOx1-CoronaVac, ChAdOx1-BNT162b2, BNT162b2-CoronaVac, 366 

BNT162b2-ChAdOx1 or homologous BNT162b2. As mRNA booster vaccination as the third 367 

dose has been included in the national COVID-10 vaccination program in Thailand, we further 368 

explore the safety and immunogenicity of heterologous BNT162b2 boosting in this cohort. The 369 

participants in the CoronaVac-ChAdOx1 and ChAdOx1-CoronaVac groups had low antibody 370 

response based on preliminary analysis and were invited back to receive a BNT162b2 booster 371 

dose at 10-12 weeks after the second dose. 372 

 373 
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Following each vaccination, all participants were observed for any immediate reaction 374 

for at least 30 min. Participants were instructed to record self-assessments in an electronic diary 375 

(eDiary) for seven days after the second dose to track adverse events (AEs), which included 376 

solicited local and systemic adverse reactions. Adverse events in this study were defined as any 377 

unfavourable or unintended signs, symptoms, or disease that occurs in any participant. Solicited 378 

local AEs included pain, erythema, and swelling/induration at the injection site, and localized 379 

axillary swelling or tenderness ipsilateral to the injection arm. Solicited systemic AEs include 380 

headache, fatigue, myalgia, arthralgia, nausea/vomiting, rash, fever, and chills. The severity of 381 

solicited AEs were graded using a numerical scale from 1 to 4 based on the Toxicity Grading 382 

Scale for Healthy Adult and Adolescent Volunteers Enrolled in Preventive Vaccine Clinical 383 

Trials from the United States Food and Drug Administration (FDA)31. 384 

 385 

Blood samples collected were tested for anti-receptor binding domain of SARS-CoV-2 386 

spike protein IgG (Anti-RBD IgG) at all timepoints and T-cell response using interferon-387 

gamma release assay (IGRA) at four weeks after the first dose and two weeks after the second 388 

dose. A qualitative anti-NP IgG was tested at baseline. The standard 50% plaque reduction 389 

neutralizing test (PRNT) assay and pseudovirion-based neutralizing test pseudotype-based 390 

neutralization assays (PVNT) were used to measure neutralizaing antibodies against SARS-391 

CoV-2 variants on blood samples collected at two weeks after the second dose and third dose. 392 

 393 

Laboratory assays: 394 

The anti-RBD IgG was measured by chemiluminescent microparticle immunoassay 395 

using the SARS-CoV-2 IgG II Quant (Abbott, List No. 06S60) on the ARCHITECT i System. 396 

This assay linearly measures the level of antibody between 21.0 - 40,000.0 arbitrary unit 397 

(AU)/mL, which was converted later to WHO International Standard concentration as binding 398 
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antibody unit per mL (BAU/mL) following the equation provided by the manufacturer 399 

(BAU/mL =0.142 x AU/mL). A level greater or equal to the cutoff value of 50 AU/mL or 7.1 400 

BAU/mL was defined as seropositive. The qualitative anti-NP IgG was also measured by 401 

CMIA using the SARS-CoV-2 IgG (Abbott, List No. 06R86) on the ARCHITECT i System. 402 

 403 

The SARS-CoV-2 live-virus neutralisation assay (PRNT50) was performed at the 404 

Department of Medical Science, Ministry of Public Health, Bangkok, Thailand. Briefly, the 405 

Vero cells were seeded at 2x 105 cells/well/ 3 ml and placed in 37°C, 5% CO2 incubator for 1 406 

day. Test sera were initially diluted at 1:10, 1:40, 1:160 and 1:640, respectively. SARS-CoV-2 407 

virus (Delta and Beta variant) was diluted in culture medium to yield 40-120 plaques/well in 408 

the virus control wells. Cell control wells, convalescent patient serum and normal human serum 409 

were also included as assay controls. Equal volume of diluted serum and the optimal plaque 410 

numbers of SARS CoV-2 virus were incubated at 37˚C in water bath for 1 hr. After removing 411 

the culture medium from Vero cell culture plates, 200 ul of the virus-serum antibody mixture 412 

were inoculated into monolayer Vero cells. The culture plates were rocked every 15 min for 1 413 

h.  Three ml of overlay semisolid medium (Sigma, USA) and 10% FBS) were replaced after 414 

removing excessive viruses. All plates were incubated at 37˚C, 5% CO2 for 7 days. Cells were 415 

fixed with 10% (v/v) formaldehyde then stained with 0.5% crystal violet in PBS. The number 416 

of plaques formed was counted in triplicate wells and percentage of plaque reduction at 50% 417 

was calculated. The PRNT50 of test sample was defined as the reciprocal of the highest test 418 

serum dilution for which the virus infectivity is reduced by 50% when compared with the 419 

average plaque counts of the virus control and was calculated by using a four-point linear 420 

regression method. Plaque counts for all serial dilutions of serum were scored to ensure that 421 

there was a dose response. The detection limit of PRNT50 was 1:10.  422 

 423 
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SARS-CoV-2 pseudovirus was constructed for pseudotype-based neutralization assays 424 

(PVNT). Codon-optimized gene encoding the spike of Omicron (B.1.1.529/ BA.1) and Delta 425 

(B.1.617.2) were generated by gene synthesis (Genscript) and cloned into the pCAGGS 426 

expressing plasmid by In-Fusion assembly (Clontech). Pseudovirus was generated and 427 

concentrated as previously described (1). Briefly, Human embryonic kidney (HEK) 293T/17 428 

cells were transfected with the pCAGGS-S expression vector (Delta or Omicron) in 429 

conjunction with p8.9171 and pCSFLW72 using polyethylenimine (PEI, Polysciences, 430 

Warrington, USA). HIV (SARS-CoV-2) pseudotypes containing supernatants were harvested 431 

72 hours post-transfection, aliquoted and frozen at -80°C prior to use.   432 

 433 

PVNT were carried out as described previously32. Briefly, HEK293T cells 434 

overexpressing human ACE2 were maintained in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium 435 

(DMEM) supplemented with 10% FBS, 200mM L-glutamine, 100μg/ml streptomycin and 100 436 

IU/ml penicillin. At 24 hours before the assay, cells (5x105 cells/ml cells in 10 mm dish) were 437 

transfected with pCAGGS expressing codon-optimized human TMPRSS2 using Fugene HD 438 

transfection reagent (Promega). Serum samples were heat-inactivated at 56°C for 30 min and 439 

subsequently serially diluted from 1:40 to 1:5,120 in complete DMEM prior to incubation with 440 

specified SARS-CoV-2 pseudovirus, incubated for 1 h at 37°C, and plated onto TMPRSS2-441 

expressing HEK293T-ACE2 target cells (1 × 104 cells/well). After 48 h, luciferase activity was 442 

quantified by the addition of Bright-GloTM luciferase substrate (Promega) and analysis on 443 

Synergy™ HTX Multi-Mode Microplate Reader (BioTek). Antibody titer was then calculated 444 

by interpolating the point at which infectivity had been reduced to 50% of the value for the no 445 

serum control samples using GraphPad Prism 9.0 software. 446 

 447 
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IGRA were performed using the Quantiferon SARS-CoV-2 assay (QIAGEN) 448 

according to the manufacturer’s instruction. Fresh whole blood samples were collected into 449 

tubes containing SARS-CoV-2 S peptide pools for CD4+ T cells (Ag 1), and CD8+ T cells 450 

(Ag2), a mitogen tube as the positive control and an unstimulated tube as negative control. The 451 

specimen was incubated at 37 ͦ C for 16-24 hours and centrifuged to separate plasma. 452 

Interferon-gamma (IFN-γ) concentration in the plasma fraction was measured with an 453 

automated QuantiFERON SARS-CoV-2 ELISA instrument and reported in International Units 454 

per mL (IU/mL)33,34. The cut-off points for positivity were determined as the level above the 455 

mean plus three standard deviations of the negative control. Using 61 negative controls at the 456 

study site, the cut-offs for Ag1 and Ag2 were greater than 0.12 IU/mL and greater than 0.17 457 

IU/mL, respectively. A positive response to either Ag1 or Ag2 was considered positive.  458 

 459 

Statistical Analysis 460 

The AE endpoints were presented as frequencies (%) and compared using Fisher’s 461 

exact test. The anti-RBD IgG antibody responses were presented as geometric mean 462 

concentrations (GMC) with 95% confidence intervals (CI). PRNT50 and PVNT50 data were 463 

presented as geometric mean titers (GMT) with 95% CIs. The seroconversion rates, anti-RBD 464 

IgG GMCs, and neutralising antibody GMTs were compared within group and between the 465 

groups using paired t test and unpaired t test. The homologous two-dose CoronaVac and 466 

ChAdOx1 primary series previously reported14 were presented as referenced data. All 467 

statistical analyses were conducted using STATA version 17 (StataCorp, LP, College Station, 468 

TX, USA).  469 

 470 

Data Availability 471 
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 The datasets generated during and/or analyzed during the current study are available 472 

from the corresponding author on reasonable request. 473 
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 595 

Figure legends 596 

Fig. 1 Consort flow diagram describing the allocation and number of analyzed  597 

participants in each study group. 598 

Fig. 2 Anti-SARS-CoV-2 receptor binding domain (RBD) IgG at 4 weeks after the first  599 

dose, and 2 and 10-12 weeks after the second dose. Numbers in the graph represent  600 

geometric mean concentration (GMC) and the error bars represent 95% confidence  601 

interval. Dotted lines represent the GMC (95% CI) of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgG at 2  602 

weeks after the second dose of homologous primary series of CoronaVac and ChAdOx1  603 

reported by our study group using the same laboratory method and facility as this study4.  604 

Unpaired t-test were used to compare IgG GMC between groups at two weeks after  605 

second dose vaccination. 606 

Fig. 3 Neutralizing antibody titers against SARS-CoV-2 variants at two weeks after  607 

second dose. (A) Plaque reduction neutralization titers (PRNT50) against Delta (blue) and  608 

Beta (red) variants. The dot line referred to the geometric mean tires at 2 weeks after the  609 

second dose of homologous CoronaVac or ChAdOx1 reported by our group using the  610 

same laboratory methods and facility with this study4. (B) Pseudovirus-based  611 

neutralizing antibody titers (PVNT50) against Delta (blue) and Omicron variants (red).  612 

Numbers on the x-axis represent geometric mean titer (GMT) and error bars represent  613 

95% confidence interval (CI). Unpaired t-test were used to compare PRNT50 between  614 

each group at two weeks after second dose. 615 

Fig. 4 Humoral immune response following a BNT162b2 booster (3rd dose) vaccination  616 

in the groups that received heterologous CoronaVac and ChAdOx1 in the primary series.  617 

(A) anti-SARS-CoV-2 receptor binding domain (RBD) IgG kinetics at two weeks after second  618 

dose (pink), 12 weeks after second dose (blue), and two weeks after the third booster dose 619 
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(orange). (B) Pseudovirus-based neutralizing antibody titres (PVNT50) against Delta (blue)  620 

and Omicron (green) variants following a BNT162b2 booster (third dose) at two weeks after  621 

second dose and two weeks after the third booster dose. Numbers on the x-axis represent 622 

geometric mean titer. The fold change and significance p-value comparing two weeks after the  623 

third booster and two weeks after second dose.  624 

Fig. 5 Proportion of interferon-gamma release assay (IGRA)-positivity rate at four weeks  625 

after the first dose and two weeks after the second dose. IGRA-positive is defined as  626 

positive response to either antigen 1 (Ag1) or antigen 2 (Ag2) of the assay. The proportions of  627 

IGRA positive following the first dose vaccination in the groups that received the same vaccine  628 

were not significantly different.  629 

Fig. 6 Adverse events following second dose and third dose. Stacked bars represents the  630 

proportion of participants who reported mild and moderate adverse events. 631 

Supplementary Fig. S1 Correlation between plaque-reduction neutralization test  632 

(PRNT50) and pseudovirus-based neutralization test (PVNT50) against Delta variant. r=  633 

0.78. p<0.0001 634 

Supplementary Fig. S2 Interferon-gamma (IFN-γ) responses at 4 weeks and 2 weeks after  635 

first and second vaccine dose, respectively. Interferon-gamma (IFN-γ) concentration  636 

were measured in blood after stimulation with SARS-CoV-2 peptide pool for CD4+ T  637 

cells (Ag 1) (A), and CD8+ T cells (Ag2) (B). Data presented as International Units per  638 

mL (IU/mL). 639 

 640 
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics of study participants 645 

 646 

 The groups by vaccine used as the first and second dose 

 
CoronaVac 

-ChAdOx1 

CoronaVac 

-BNT162b2 

ChAdOx1 - 

CoronaVac 

ChAdOx1- 

BNT162b2 

BNT162b2 -

CoronaVac 

BNT162b2 -

ChAdOx1 

BNT162b2 -

BNT162b2 

Numbers of 

enrolled 

participants 

n=30 n=30 n=30 n=30 n=30 n=30 n=30 

Age (years), 

median, 

IQR 

39 

(33, 46) 

30.5 

(24, 38) 

40.5  

(36, 48) 

39 

(29, 43) 

34.5 

(25, 47) 

32.5 

(26, 41) 

36.5 

(32, 43) 

Female, n 

(%) 
15 (50) 18 (60) 14 (46.67) 19 (63.33) 13 (43.3) 16 (53.3) 13 (43.3) 

BMI, 

median 

(IQR) 

25.25 

(22.70, 

28.10) 

23.40 

(21.00, 

26.50) 

23.5 

(21.30, 

26.00) 

20.95 

(19.60, 

24.50) 

24.15 

(20.10, 

27.70) 

24.35 

(20.80, 

28.70) 

24.30 

(21.40, 

26.10) 

Hypertensio

n, n (%) 
1 (3.33) 0 4 (13.33) 1 (3.33) 0 2 (6.67) 0 

Dyslipidemi

a, n (%) 
0 0 2 (6.67) 0 0 2 (6.67) 0 

Diabetes, n 

(%) 
0 0 1 (3.33) 0 0 0 0 

 647 

 648 
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Figure 6 
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