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ABSTRACT:

Background

Effective COVID-19 mRNA vaccines are mainly available in high-income countries. ChulaCov19,
a prefusion non-stabilized Spike protein-encoding, nucleoside-modified mRNA, lipid
nanoparticle encapsulated vaccine development, aims to enhance accessibility of mRNA
vaccine and future pandemic preparedness for low- to middle-income countries.

Methods

Seventy-two eligible volunteers, 36 aged 18-55 (adults) followed by 36 aged 56-75 (elderly)
enrolled in a dose escalation study of ChulaCov19 mRNA vaccine. Two doses of vaccine were
given 21 days apart at 10, 25, or 50 ug/dose (12/group). Safety was the primary and
immunogenicity the secondary outcome. Human convalescents’ (HCS) and Pfizer/BioNTech
vaccinees’ sera provided comparison panels.

Results

All three doses of ChulaCov19 were well tolerated and elicited robust dose-dependent and age-
dependent B- and T-cell responses. Transient mild/moderate injection site pain, fever, chills,
fatigue, and headache were more common after the second dose. Four weeks after the second
ChulaCov19: dose at 10, 25, and 50 ug dose, MicroVNT-50 Geometric mean titer (GMT) against
wild-type was 848, 736 and 1,140 IU/mL, respectively, versus 267 IU/mL for HCS. All dose levels
elicited 100% seroconversion, with GMT ratio 4-8-fold higher than for HCS (p<0.01), and high
IFNYy spot-forming cells/million peripheral blood mononuclear cells. The 50 ug dose induced
better cross-neutralization against Alpha, Beta, Gamma, and Delta variants than lower doses.

Conclusions
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98 ChulaCov19 at 50 ug/dose is well tolerated and elicited higher neutralizing antibodies than HCS
99  with strong T-cell responses. These antibodies cross neutralized four variants of concern and

100 ChulaCov19 has therefore proceeded to phase 2 and 3 clinical trials.

101  Trial registration number: ClinicalTrials.gov Identifier NCT04566276
102

103
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112 INTRODUCTION

113 More than 10 billion doses of COVID-19 vaccines have been administered worldwide,
114  however only 10 % of those living in low-income countries received at least one dose (8

115  February 2022)". Among approved vaccines, mRNA vaccines have shown the highest efficacy’.
116  Building capacity to develop and manufacture mRNA vaccines in low- to middle-income

117  countries (LMIC) is important for the current and future pandemics. The ChulaCovl9 mRNA

118  vaccine (ChulaCov19) is a lipid nanoparticle (LNP) encapsulated nucleoside-modified mRNA,

119  encoding a non-stabilized, full-length SARS-Cov2 spike protein. Two major differences between
120  ChulaCov19 with the Pfizer/BioNTech and Moderna vaccines are that ChulaCov19 is not

121  prefusion stabilized and is encapsulated in a different LNP formulation. ChulaCov19 was

122 conceptualized in Thailand and initially manufactured in North America for early clinical

123  development, in parallel with large-scale production capacity development in Thailand. In

124  rodent and macaques, ChulaCov19 elicited strong B and T cells responses. The induced high

125 neutralizing antibody levels against wild-type virus were able to cross neutralize four variants of
126  concern (VOC). Here, we report a phase 1 open-label, dose-escalation study of ChulaCov19.

127  Methods:

128  Trial Design

129 This phase 1, open-label, dose escalation study to evaluate safety and immunogenicity
130 of ChulaCov19 vaccine enrolled healthy participants aged 18-55 (adults, n=36) followed by a
131  cohort aged 56-75 (elderly, n=36). The inclusion and exclusion criteria are shown in the
132  Supplemental Table S1. Both age cohorts received ChulaCov19 at 10, 25, or 50-ug per dose, 12

133  participants per dose group for each age cohort, in a sentinel, dose-escalating manner.
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134 The trial and the Investigational New Drug application were approved by the ethics
135 committee of the Faculty of Medicine, Chulalongkorn University, Bangkok, and Thailand’s Food
136  and Drug Administration, respectively. All participants provided written informed consent. The
137  trial was conducted at the Chula Clinical Research Center and King Chulalongkorn Memorial
138  Hospital, Bangkok.

139  Trial vaccine

140 ChulaCov19 mRNA was manufactured at Trilink Biotechnologies (San Diego, California),
141  and Integrity Bio Inc. (Camarillo, California). The encapsulating LNP formulation consists of four
142  lipid components with a proprietary ionizable ionized lipid developed by Genevant Sciences

143  Corporation (Vancouver, British Columbia). ChulaCov19 is stable at -75£10°C, -20£5°C, and,

144  importantly, 5£3°C for up to 6 months. ChulaCov19 was stored as a sterile suspension of 0.2
145 mg/mlat -75210°C and diluted with normal saline according to the assigned dose, to be given
146  at 0.5 mlintramuscularly (IM).

147  Trial procedures

148 Four adult sentinel participants were enrolled to receive ChulaCov19 at 10-pg (IM).
149  Once no halting criteria (Table S2) were reported by Day 3, the remaining eight 10-pg
150 participants were enrolled. The same approach was followed for the 25- and 50-ug doses. The
151  vaccine was administered in the deltoid muscle on Day 1 and Day 2213, followed by 2 hours
152  safety monitoring on-site. Enrollment of the elderly participants was commenced after DSMB
153  review of the data when the last adult participant of the 10-ug group had reached Day 29 (one

154  week after second vaccination) on study. A diary was provided to participants to record
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155  solicited- and unsolicited adverse reactions, and concomitant medications for seven days.
156  Safety laboratory tests were performed at baseline, and days 8, 22, 29 and 50.

157  Assessment of safety and tolerability

158 Safety endpoints included solicited and unsolicited local adverse events (AE), systemic
159  AE, use of antipyretics/analgesics in the seven days after vaccination, and serious adverse
160 events (SAE) up to Day 50 (four weeks after second vaccination).

161  Assessment of immunogenicity

162 The binding to the SARS-CoV-2 S1 receptor-binding domain (RBD) was measured by

163  enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA). Neutralizing antibody titers against wild-type and
164  VOC were assessed by live-virus microneutralization assay (MicroVNT-50) and pseudovirus

165 neutralization assay (PsVNT-50). SARS-Cov2 RBD-ACE2 blocking antibody was measured by

166  surrogate viral neutralization test. Cellular immunity was measured by IFNy-ELISpot assay

167  (ELISpot), and by intracellular cytokine staining (ICS) assay (Table S3). Tests were performed on
168 specimens collected at Days 1, 8, 22, 29 and 50; however, PsVNT-50 was performed only at

169  Days 29 and 50. Exploratory comparator serum panels included 30 human convalescents’

170  serum (HCS) from adults with COVID-19; serum samples were collected at four weeks after

171  confirmed diagnosis, and 27 Pfizer/BioNTech mRNA vaccinees; serum samples were collected at
172  Day 29 (Table S4 and S5).

173  Statistical Analysis

174 Sample size for Phase | was based on practical and medical considerations, not power
175  for statistical hypothesis testing or precision of parameter estimation. Results of safety analyses

176  are presented as counts, percentages and group ages as mean (SD). Summary descriptive
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177  statistics relevant for study endpoints were provided for each cohort and vaccine dose group at
178 the study time points indicated in the protocol.

179 Immunogenicity was analyzed based on the per protocol (PP) analysis set. Geometric
180 mean titers (GMT) and their 95%Cl were calculated for MicroVNT-50, PsVNT-50, anti RBD-IgG,
181  anti S-Trimer, sVNT, IFNy-ELISpot and Th1/Th2 spike-specific-CD4+ and CD8+ T-cells. Formal
182  comparisons of MicroVNT-50, PsVNT-50, anti RBD-IgG and sVNT against samples of 30 HCS from
183  adults with COVID-19 and 27 Pfizer/BioNTech mRNA vaccinees, were made using geometric
184  mean ratios (GMR 95%ClI). Statistical analysis was conducted with Stata 15 (Statacorp LLC,

185  College Station, TX, USA).

186  Results:

187 Between 28 May 2021 and 2 July 2021, 132 individuals were screened of whom 36 were

188  enrolled in each age cohort (12 per dose group in each age cohort) (Figure S1 and S2). All but
189  one participant completed both vaccinations. The participant declining second vaccination was
190 from the adult 25-pg group and experienced moderate myalgia after the first vaccination,

191  which resolved within three days and which was accompanied by moderate CPK elevation but
192  normal cardiac enzymes, possibly related to strenuous physical labor. This participant was

193  excluded from the per protocol immunogenicity analysis as were two others: one participant
194  from the adult 10-pg group who was diagnosed with asymptomatic COVID-19 on the sixth day
195  after the second vaccination and one participant from the adult 50-pg group who had

196 confirmed positive baseline anti-RBD binding antibody test but was negative for SARS-CoV-2
197  molecular testing, indicating asymptomatic COVID-19 prior to enrolment. All participants

198 contributed to the safety analysis.

10
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Characteristics of the study participants

Characteristics of the study participants are listed in Table 1. Mean age (SD) in the adult and
elderly cohorts was 35.8(9.1) and 65.1(5.4) years, respectively; body mass index was 23(2.8)
and 23.3(3.3); and proportion of females was 67% and 53%.

Table 1: Demographic Characteristics of the participants by dose age groups

10 ug
. 25 ug 50 ug

Characteristic Group Group Group Overall

Adults (aged 18-55 years) N=12 N=12 N=12 N=36
Sex-number (%)
Female 9(75.0) 7 (58.3) 8 (66.7) 24 (66.7)
Age-Mean (SD) 35.9(5.9) 34.1(9.0) 37.3(11.8) 35.8(9.1)
Min-max 21-44 26-53 21-53 21-53
Body-mass index (kg/mz), Mean (SD)  23.9(3.3) 22.1(2.6) 22.9(2.5) 23.0(2.8)

Elderly (aged 5675 years) N=12 N=12 N=12 N=36
Sex-number (%)
Female 7 (58.3) 7 (58.3) 5(41.7) 19 (52.8)
Age-Mean (SD) 67.4 (3.2) 67.8 (3.2) 60 (5.5) 65.1(5.4)
Min-max 64 -73 65-74 56-71 56 -74
Body-mass index (kg/mz), Mean (SD) 24.1(4.2) 22.7(3.1) 23.2(2.5) 23.3(3.3)

Safety and Tolerability

Local reactions (Figure 1)

The most common local reaction was injection site pain. Its incidence was dose-dependent,
more common in adults than elderly, and after Dose 2. All local reactions were mild in the
elderly; some moderate events occurred in adults. All participants recovered after 2.79+1.7 and
1.914+0.9 days on average in adults and elderly after Dose 2, respectively. A single event of
severe erythema in the adult 10-ug group after Dose 2 resolved within 6 days.

Systemic reactions (Figure 1)

11
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The three most common systemic reactions were fever, headache, and fatigue. Systemic

reactions were more common at the 25-ug and 50-ug doses, after Dose 2, and in adults. Most

reactions were mild to moderate and transient with mean duration 1.9711.2 days in adults and

1.3910.5 days in elderly after Dose 2.

Figure 1. Local and Systemic Adverse Events, by dose group and age cohorts. The 18-55- and

56-75-years old cohort is also referred to as adults and elderly.
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Immunogenicity Results

SARS-CoV-2 Receptor Binding Domain (RBD) Antibody Responses (Figure 2a)
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In the adult cohort, 4 weeks after second vaccination (Day50) the GMT of anti-RBD

antibody was significantly higher than for HCS 4 weeks after COVID-19 diagnosis with GMR of

3.78, 3.23, and 7.74, p<0.01, respectively. In the elderly cohort, anti-RBD GMT were also dose-

dependent but lower than observed in the adult cohort (Table S6).

Figure 2. SARS-CoV-2 Antibody-Binding and Neutralization Responses.
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232 In the adult cohort at Day 50, ChulaCov19 at 50-ug elicited highest anti-Spike-GMT at
233 24493.9 BAU/mL (p<0.01). In the elderly cohort, the anti-Spike GMT was lower than for the
234  adults at all three doses while anti Spike-GMT for the 50-1g dose was significantly higher than

235  for the 10-ug dose, p 0.001.

236  RBD-ACE2 Binding Inhibition Antibody Responses (sVNT)

237  GM of % RBD-ACE2 binding inhibition showed a dose-dependent pattern in both age-cohorts at
238  Day 29 but not at Day 50. All doses at Day 50 in both age-cohorts elicited GM>90% inhibition. %
239 Inhibition of the HCS and Pfizer/BNT vaccinee’s (Day 29) panels was 76% and 93%, respectively
240  (Figure S3).

241
242  SARS-CoV-2-specific Live-virus Micro-Neutralization Tests (MicroVNT-50)

243 Seroconversion rate on MicroVNT-50 in all dose groups reached 100% by Day50. GMT of
244  the responses against WT virus were both dose- and age-dependent, and markedly increased
245  from Day 29 to Day 50 for the 10, 25 and 50 g doses (Figure 2c). In the adult cohort at Day50,
246  ChulaCov19 at 10, 25 and 50-ug doses induced significantly higher MicroVNT-50 GMT than HCS
247  ataratio of 2.98, 2.59 and 4.01, respectively (p<0.01), whereas in the elderly cohort the values
248  were: 0.48, 1.26and 2.09-folds, respectively. (Table $6). ChulaCov19 at 50-ug dose induced

249  significantly higher MicroVNT-50 GMT against wild-type and 3 variants as compared to the 10-
250 ugdose in both age cohorts while in the elderly cohort elicited MicroVNT-50 GMT were lower
251  for all doses when compared to the adult cohort. (Figure 3a and Table S7).

252

253  Pseudovirus Neutralization Tests
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254  Inthe adult cohort, PsVNT-50 GMT (95% Cl) of ChulaCov19 against WT at Day50 at 10, 25, 50-
255  ugand of HCS panel was 885.3, 902.9, 1,273.1, and 471.2, respectively. (Figure 2d). The GMT-
256  ratio of 50 ug dose/HCS was 2.7 (p=0.01). At Day 29, ChulaCov19 at 50-ug dose induced

257  significantly higher GMT than the Pfizer/BNT vaccinated panel against Alpha, Beta and Gamma
258 variants at a ratio of 4.47, 11.94 and 4.23 (p=0.01), respectively (Figures 3b and Table S8). A
259  new variant Omicron PsVNT-50 test results showed two-doses of ChulaCov19 at 50-ug has a
260 significant decline of GMT against Omicron variant as compared to WT (Figure S4).

261

262

263  Figure 3. SARS-CoV-2 Neutralization Responses against variants of concern at Day 29 (4 weeks

264  after Dose2)
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267  SARS-Cov2 Spike-specific T-Cell Responses

268 At Day 29, all participants in the adult and elderly cohorts at 10-, 25-, and 50-ug showed strong
269  Spike-specific T-cell responses measured by IFNy-ELISpot tests. The responses were lower in
270  elderly at 10- and 25-ug than in adults (Figure 4a and Table S9). In adults, both Spike-specific
271  IFNY'CD4" and IL2*-CD4" T-cell percentages were significantly higher in the 25- and 50-ug dose
272  recipients when compared to the 10-Lg dose. (Table $10). ChulaCov19 elicited Spike-specific
273  Thl-dominated responses (Figure 4b).

274

275  Figure 4: SARS-Cov2 Wild-type Spike-specific T-cells responses
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279

280 Discussion

281 To enhance access to effective COVID-19 mRNA vaccines in LMIC and to be prepared for
282  anext pandemic, complete mRNA-LNP vaccine development and manufacturing value chains
283  need to be established in LMICs. Unlike currently approved mRNA vaccines, such as Pfizer/BNT
284  and Moderna®, ChulaCov19 is a wild-type non-stabilized Spike-protein encoded mRNA vaccine
285  encapsulated with a different LNP and demonstrated thermostability at 2-8° C for up to 6

286  months. In this phase 1 trial, three doses of ChulaCov19 vaccine were well tolerated with no
287  SAE observed in either age-group. Injection site pain is the most common AE while fever, chills,
288  headache, and myalgia were reported to be dose-dependent and more frequent after the

289  second dose. AEs were both less frequent and milder among the elderly participants. Moderate
290 to severe events were rare overall and all AEs resolved on average 2.5 days.

291  The results indicated that this LNP-encapsulated non-di-Proline-stabilized Spike-protein mRNA
292 vaccine is strongly immunogenic. ChulaCov19 at 50-ug dose induced high SARS-CoV2-binding
293  and neutralizing antibodies one week after dose 2 (p<0.01) with a microVNT-50 GMT 6-fold
294  higher than for HCS. At 4 weeks after dose 2, there was a further rise of all tested antibodies
295 and all 3 doses elicited microVNT-50 GMT higher than HCS with a GMT ratio of 4-8-fold

296  (p<0.01). The 50-ug dose induced higher micro-VNT-50 and psVNT-50 GMT against tested

297  variants than the lower doses (p<0.01). In the adult cohort, at one week after Dose 2, the ratios
298  of ChulaCov19 50-lg dose elicited psVNT-50 GMT against Alpha, Beta, and Gamma variants
299 that were 4.5, 11.9 and 4.2, respectively higher compared to Pfizer/BNT vaccine(p<0.01). In

300 term of Omicron variant, ChulaCov19 vaccine, as reported in approved Covid-19 mRNA vaccine,
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301  2-doses vaccination may not effective against Omicorn variant, a Third dose is required”.

302 Developing pan-SARS-Cov2 or pan-Coronavirus vaccine against future pandemic by is

303  warranted’.

304  All doses of ChulaCov19 generated strong T cell responses and the higher doses (25 and 50-ug)
305 elicited higher % of Spike-specific IL2+CD4+T-cells and % of IFNy+CD4+T-cells than the 10-ug
306 dose (p<0.01 and p<0.05, respectively). All doses ChulaCov19 elicited predominantly SARS-

307 CoV2-specific Thl-type responses. Based on these results, the DSMB has recommended that
308 ChulaCov19 be further advanced to a phase 2 randomized-controlled trial with the 50-ug dose.
309 This vaccine did not contain prefusion stabilization of Spike with 2 prolines

310  (K986P/V987P) that many approved COVID-19 vaccine platforms use®. The Phase | data

311 presented here show ChulaCov19 elicited robust humoral and T cell responses, which are often
312  greater than the BioNTech/Pfizer vaccine that contains the di-proline modification. There are
313  other differences in the BioNTech/Pfizer modified mRNA vaccine that could account for the
314  greater potency of ChulaCov19, including different UTRs, coding sequence optimization, poly(A)
315 tail, and the LNP formulation used. Our data does support that the Spike does not need to be
316  prefusion stabilized to induce a potent and protective response, unlike RSV’.

317 Recent studies suggest that a GMT-ratio of neutralizing or binding antibody in vaccinees
318 tothe level in convalescent patients of >1 is associated with >70% vaccine efficacy rate (VE).” In
319 addition, higher binding and neutralizing antibody levels at four weeks after the second dose
320  were found to correlate with symptomatic infection risk reduction in the AzZD1222 trial® and
321 COVE studyg. ChulaCov19 induced strong binding and neutralizing antibody responses four

322  weeks after the second dose and the ratio of neutralizing antibody GMT in ChulaCov19

20
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323  vaccinees vs convalescent sera of four weeks after diagnosis of approximately four to eight
324  folds suggests that this vaccine candidate has a potentially significant vaccine efficacy. A

325 consensus on correlates of protection may be achieved soon™ and recently the International
326  Coalition of Medicines Regulatory Authorities (ICMRA) has accepted well-designed

327  immunobridging studies for authorizing COVID-19 vaccines™.

328 Accessibility to effective COVID-19 vaccines, particularly mRNA vaccines, remains very
329 limited in many low-middle income countries (LMICs)*. The main goal of ChulaCov19

330 development is to be part of the solution for LMICs. There are several challenges to overcome:
331 the speed of clinical development to reach emergency use authorization (EUA), the speed of
332  establishing large scale manufacturing capacity, negotiation of expanding LNP-licensing

333  territory, and the cost and long lead-time raw materials. Currently Bionet Asia, Thailand has
334  already established manufacturing capacity for both mRNA production and encapsulation, and
335  afirst clinical lot has been released for further clinical development and EUA approval.

336 The limitations of this study include: the sample size is small due to the phase 1

337 uncontrolled dose-finding design. The exploratory comparative immunogenicity analyses with
338 convalescent sera or Pfizer/BNT vaccinees’ sera are not direct head-to-head comparisons and
339 can contain bias. Convalescent sera were collected during the rise of the Delta variant outbreak,
340 and possibly antibody responses are stronger against Delta than WT. To minimize bias, the
341  convalescent and Pfizer/BNT vaccinees’ serum samples were tested at the same laboratories
342  together with the ChulaCov19 vaccinated samples. In addition, a RCT phase 2 study has

343 commenced and a larger scale immune-bridging, non-inferiority phase 3 study is planned.

344
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345 In summary, ChulaCovl9 mRNA vaccine is well tolerated and elicited strong SARS-CoV2
346  specific B- and T-cell immunogenicity and is currently under Phase 2 and later clinical

347  development.

348
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