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Abstract
Introduction: In August 2021, Thailand imported the BNT162b2 mRNA COVID-19
vaccine. The prioritised group to receive the BNT162b2 vaccine were health professionals.
The BNT162b2 vaccine scheduled for healthcare workers were two-dose regimen
administered three weeks apart, the third dose booster in two-dose inactivated CoronaVac
vaccine recipients or as a second dose in health professionals who had received the
CoronaVac or adenoviral-vectored (ChAdOx1-S) vaccine as the first dose regardless of the
interval between the first and second dose.
Methods: This study aims to evaluate the immunogenicity of the heterologous prime boost
CoronaVac followed by BNT162b2 in health professionals.
Results: The CoronaVac/BNT162b2 vaccine recipients elicited higher neutralizing activity
against the original Wuhan and all variants of concern than in the recipients of the two-dose
CoronaVac.
Conclusions: The heterologous CoronaVac/BNT162b2 could be used as an alternative

regimen in countries experiencing the vaccine shortages and in individuals experiencing the

adverse events following CoronaVac.
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Introduction

In August 2021, Thailand imported the BNT162b2 mRNA COVID-19 vaccine. The
prioritised group to receive the BNT162b2 vaccine were health professionals. The BNT162b2
vaccine scheduled for healthcare workers were two-dose regimen administered three weeks
apart, the third dose booster in two-dose inactivated CoronaVac vaccine recipients or as a
second dose in health professionals who had received the CoronaVac or adenoviral-vectored
(ChAdOx1-S) vaccine as the first dose regardless of the interval between the first and second
dose.

It is possible to mix and match vaccines in specific situations such as a vaccine
shortage or adverse reactions following vaccine administration. The interval between the first
and the second dose may vary according to the availability of a vaccine. This study aims to
assess and provide preliminary data on the immunogenicity of heterologous prime/boost
inactivated vaccine followed by the BNT162b2 mRNA vaccine at different intervals amongst

Thai health professionals.
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Methods

We performed a cross-sectional study in which leftover sera samples from
participants seeking antibody testing following vaccination at the Center of Excellence in
Clinical Virology, Faculty of Medicine, Chulalongkorn University between September and
October 2021 were further analysed. Only samples from participants who received
heterologous prime/boost inactivated CoronaVac followed by BNT162b2 vaccine (hereafter
referred to as CV/BNT162b2) were used. The study protocol was approved by the Research
Ethics Committee of the Faculty of Medicine, Chulalongkorn University (IRB 870/64).

Two reference groups of Thai individuals vaccinated with two-dose CoronaVac
(hereafter referred to as CV/CV) (n=170) and BNT162b2 regimen (hereafter referred to as
BNT162b2/BNT162b2) (n=19) were included in the analysis.

Venous blood samples were collected between 21-35 days after the second dose
vaccination and tested for SARS-CoV-2 spike receptor-binding domain (RBD) IgG by
SARS-CoV-2 IgG II Quant assay (Abbott Diagnostics, Abbott Park, IL), SARS-CoV-2 spike
RBD total immunoglobulin (Ig) by Elecsys SARS-CoV-2 S (Roche Diagnostics, Basel,
Switzerland), and anti-spike protein 1 (S1) IgA by an enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay
(ELISA) (Euroimmun, Liibeck, Germany).

The neutralizing activity was tested against the original Wuhan strain and variants of
concern, B.1.1.7, B.1.617.2, and B.1.351, by an ELISA-based surrogate virus neutralization
test (sSVNT); cPass™ SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibody detection kit (GenScript Biotech,
Piscataway, NJ). The methods were described in a previous study [1].

The differences in antibody responses between groups were calculated using the

Mann-Whitney U test. A p-value <0.05 was considered statistically significant.
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83  Results
84 There were significantly more women in the CV/BNT162b2 group (Table 1) due to
85  the fact that healthcare professionals enrolled in this study were mostly female nurses.
86  Furthermore, the CV/BNT162b2 group was younger than the CV/CV group (y* test p-value
87  <0.001). Unlike the homologous CV/CV and BNT162b2/BNT162b2 vaccination cohorts,
88  there were variations in intervals between the first and second dose vaccinations among the
89  heterologous CV/BNT162b2 vaccinees. We analysed the immunogenicity data of the
90  heterologous CoronaVac/BNT162b2 vaccinees in two sets. The first set were those who
91  received two vaccines 21-28 days apart, now termed the short-interval CV/BNT162b2
92  regimen, and the second set were those who received two vaccines for more than 7 weeks
93  apart, now the termed long-interval CV/BNT162b2 regimen (Table 2).
94 Analysis of RBD-specific total Ig following a two-dose vaccination showed that
95  regimens including BNT162b2 elicited higher responses compared to the homologous
96  CoronaVac regimen (Figure 1A). Within the CV/BNT162b2 regimen, the long-interval
97  regimen elicited higher RBD total Ig following the second dose vaccination compared to the
98  short-interval regimen.
99 When only considering anti-RBD IgG, all BNT162b2-incorporated regimens also
100  showed higher anti-RBD IgG levels compared to the homologous CoronaVac regimen
101 (Figure 1B). The long-interval CV/BNT162b2 regimen elicited higher anti-RBD IgG than the
102 short-interval CV/BNT162b2 and homologous BNT162b2 regimens.
103 In addition, anti-S1 IgA was detected in only BNT162b2-incorporated vaccination
104  schedules at similar levels, while no significant amount of anti-S1 IgA was detected in
105  homologous inactivated CV/CV regimen (Figure 1C).
106 Comparison of neutralizing activities (presented as percent inhibition) showed that the

107  long-interval CV/BNT162b2 regimen elicited higher neutralizing activities against the wild-
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108  type and all variants of concerns than the short-interval CV/BNT162b2 regimen (Figure 2A-
109 D). The long-interval CV/BNT162b2 regimen also elicited higher neutralizing activities
110  against the alpha and beta SARS-CoV-2 variants compared to the BNT162b2/BNT162b2
111 regimens (Figure 2B-C).
112 Discussion
113 Our study found that both the short and long-interval heterologous regimens with
114  CoronaVac followed by BNT162b2 induced higher SARS-CoV-2 RBD-specific antibody
115  responses and neutralizing activities against wild type and variants of concern than that of the
116  licensed two-dose CoronaVac vaccine with proven 65-83% efficacy against symptomatic
117  COVID-19 [2, 3]. In addition, the SARS-CoV-2 RBD-specific total Ig and IgG responses
118 elicited by CoronaVac/BNT162b2 were comparable to those elicited by homologous two-
119  dose BNT162b2 vaccine. Although the antibody levels alone do not directly correlate with
120  certain levels of protection, a previous study showed that higher anti-spike IgG, anti-RBD
121 IgG, and neutralizing antibody titres are all associated with a lower risk of symptomatic
122 COVID-19 [4].
123 Comparison between the short and long-interval CoronaVac/BNT162b2 schedules
124 found the long-interval regimen to have elicited higher anti-RBD immunoglobulin and IgG
125  and higher neutralizing activities against alpha and beta SARS-CoV-2 variants than the short-
126  interval regimen. These results align with other COVID-19 vaccine studies which showed
127  increased antibody responses with an extended prime-boost interval [5, 6]. However, the
128  long-interval heterologous regimen as a COVID-19 vaccination option has not been publicly
129  recommended due to the fact that one dose immunisation by certain vaccines may not be
130  effective in preventing the disease [7], thus leaving the one-dose vaccinated individuals at

131 risk. Amidst the COVID-19 pandemic, the goal of vaccination was to ramp up the protective

132 immunity among the population with a two-dose regimen in a short amount of time.
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133 Aside from heightened immunoglobulin titters and inhibition percentages of
134 neutralizing activities in BNT162b2-incorporated regimens compared to the
135  CoronaVac/CoronaVac regimen, a notable discrepancy of anti-S1 IgA was observed. Serum
136  anti-spike-1 protein-specific IgA OD/CO ratios were detected only in the BNT162b2-
137  incorporated regimen. Limited data is available on the clinical benefit of serum IgA in
138  protection; however, a recent in vitro experimental study has shown that serum IgA
139  contributed to the neutralization of the SARS-CoV-2 [8-10].
140 Our study had a few noteworthy limitations. Firstly, the demographic discrepancies of
141  the short and long-interval heterologous regimen cohorts heavily favour young females.
142 Cohort sizes were relatively small, therefore requiring further studying with a larger sample
143 size. Secondly, this study did not investigate the reactogenicity of the heterologous schedule.
144  Lastly, efficacy data from more extensive trials are needed to comprehensively determine the
145  benefits of heterologous CoronaVac followed by BNT162b2 regimen across all age groups in
146  different countries facing different emerging SARS-CoV-2 variants.
147  Conclusions
148 In low- and middle-income countries experiencing a vaccine shortage and emerging
149  variants, heterologous COVID-19 vaccine schedules have the potential to accelerate vaccine
150  rollout. Additionally, adverse events following vaccination called into question whether a
151  different combination would be advantageous in reducing the chance of adverse reactions
152  following the second dose of some vaccines, for example, mRNA vaccine which is related to
153  myocarditis more frequently after the second than first dose vaccination [11]. Results of this
154  preliminary investigation call for a larger safety and efficacy trial especially in males between
155  16-29 years of age, due to possible cases of myocarditis following the second dose of mRNA

156  vaccine [12]. Further experimentation into T-cells responses is also of interest to fully

157  elucidate immunological response to the heterologous regimen.
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Table 1. Characteristics of the participants in all vaccinated groups.
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Characteristics cvicv Short-interval Long-interval BNT162b2/BNT162b2
(n=170) CVI/IBNT162b2 CVI/IBNT162b2 (n=19)
(n =66) (n=10)
Sex, Female no. (%) 89 (52.4%) 63 (93.9%) 8 (80.0%) 12 (63.2%)
Age years, mean [SD] (min-max) 42.3 [9.6] 24.11[6.2] 31.1[11.2] 34.4[11.9]
(18.0-59.0) (20.0-49.0) (20.0-57.0) (14.0-54.0)
Interval between the 1% and 2™ 23.0 21.0 107.5 21.0
dose (days) [21.0, 26.0] [21.0, 21.0] [77.75, 137.5] [21.0, 24.0]
Median [IQR] (min-max) (21.0-28.0) (21.0-26.0) (50.0-156.0) (21.0-31.0)
Interval between the last dose 29.0 29.0 30.50 34.0
and blood collection (days) [28.0, 31.0] [29.0-35.0] [29.0, 35.0] [31.0, 35.0]
Median [IQR] (min-max) (27.0-49.0) (21.0-35.0) (29.0-35.0) (31.0-35.0)
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Table 2. The geometric mean titer (GMT) of anti-receptor-binding domain (RBD) Ig and IgG, anti-spike protein 1 IgA and percentage inhibition

against wild type and variants of SARS-CoV-2 in serum from individuals who received homologous CoronaVac (CV/CV), heterologous

CoronaVac followed by BNT162b2 (CV/BNT162b2), and homologous BNT162b2 (BNT162b2/BNT162b2) vaccines.

Results cvicv Short-interval CV/IBNT162b2 Long-interval BNT162b2/BNT162b2
(n=170) (n = 66) CVIBNT162b2 (n=19)
(n=10)
Total (all age) 18-29 years old 30-50 years old
(n=52) (n=14)

Anti-RBD Ig, U/mL 97.9 1042 1051 1010 10485 1963
GMT [95% CI] [82.6, 116.1] [828.6, 1311] [815.8, 1355] [5650.9, 1852] [7228, 15209] [1378, 2798]
(range) (0.40-1028) (116.4-12865) (116.4-8891) (224.5-12865) (4894-19966) (314.2-4310)
Anti-RBD IgG, BAU/mL 128.0 1475 1613 1058 2683 1651
GMT [95% CI] [113.7, 144 1] [1267, 1716] [1372, 1895] [723.5, 1547] [2075, 3469] [1182, 2306]
(range) (14.7-961.4) (181.5-4303) (181.5-4303) (225.7-3911) (1332-4827) (279.4-5169)
anti-S1 IgA, OD/CO ratio 0.88 6.55 7.25 4.49 9.00 5.62
Median [IQR] (range) [0.55, 1.79] [4.87,9.00] [5.43, 9.00] [3.05, 7.85] [7.79,9.00] [4.51, 8.37]

(0.15-9.00) (1.14-9.00) (1.14-9.00) (1.25-9.00) (3.44-9.00) (2.01-8.37)
sVNT (Wild-type), 66.60 95.45 95.45 95.30 97.35 97.40
% Inhibition [48.86, 79.41] [93.00, 96.63] [93.60, 96.68] [92.65, 96.78] [96.55, 97.55] [96.30, 97.70]
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Median [IQR] (range)

sVNT (B.1.1.7), % Inhibition

Median [IQR] (range)

sVNT (B.1.351), % Inhibition

Median [IQR] (range)

sVNT (B.1.617.2), % Inhibition

Median [IQR] (range)

(21.13-92.50)

42.11
[28.97, 58.31]

(7.21-73.15)

34.86
[20.46, 47.33]

(4.15-72.43)

48.93
[36.12, 63.42]

(12.46-85.45)

(64.20-98.20)

84.70
[78.53, 88.60]

(45.60-97.80)

77.25
[69.28, 82.53]

(45.30-96.70)

92.95
[89.08, 94.95]

(67.70-98.00)

(64.20-97.60)

85.40
[78.90, 88.60]

(45.60-97.50)

76.80
[69.63, 82.58]

(45.30-95.80)

93.15
[90.90, 95.10]

(67.70-98.00)

(89.90-98.20)

80.30
[75.75, 86.70]

(65.40-97.80)

77.25
[64.98, 82.23]

(57.50-96.70)

89.00
[84.50, 91.83]

(83.40-97.30)

(96.20-98.20)

97.85
[97.20, 98.00]

(96.50-98.00)

95.40
[93.98, 96.25]

(89.30-97.00)

97.35
[96.55, 97.93]

(86.50-98.00)

(83.50-98.10)

93.70
[88.30, 95.10]

(54.90-96.30)

88.60
[80.30, 91.20]

(52.20-93.60)

97.10
[95.00, 97.60]

(68.70-98.10)
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250  Figure 1. Binding antibody specific for SARS-CoV-2. A) Total immunoglobulin specific to
251  the RBD (anti-RBD Ig) and B) Anti-RBD IgG and C) Anti-spike protein 1 IgA (anti-S1 IgA)
252 at 21-35 days after completion of two-dose vaccination. Data points are the reciprocals of the
253  individual. Lines indicate geometric means and bars indicate 95% confidence intervals for
254  anti-RBD Ig and anti-RBD IgG, and median and interquartile ranges for anti-S1 IgA. Dotted
255  lines denote the positive cut-off levels according to the manufacturer’s instructions. ***
256  indicates p < 0.001, ** indicates p < 0.01. * indicates p < 0.05, ns denotes no statistical
257  significance.
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Figure 2. Serum neutralizing activities against wild-type SARS-CoV2 (D) and variants

of concern (alpha (E), beta (F), and delta (G)) in vaccinated individuals at 21-35 days

after completion of two-dose vaccination. The data points are the reciprocals of the

individual. Lines indicate median and I-bars indicate interquartile ranges. Dotted lines denote

the positive cut-off levels according to the manufacturer’s instructions. sSVNT denotes

surrogate virus neutralization test (sVNT). *** indicates p < 0.001, ns denotes no statistical

significance.
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