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Abstract

There are majorly two variants of SARS-CoV-2 vaccine that were employed worldwide on
emergency basis to contain the COVID-19 pandemic i.e., RNA based or adenovirus construct
based Spike protein expression system which was broadly used and the inactivated virus
particle composition. Due to emergency usage starting from the onset of 2021, the
immunogenicity data pertaining to long term effects of these vaccines is unexplored. Therefore,
in this study we assessed the immunogenicity analysis of Covaxin (BBV152), an inactivated
virus-based vaccine for a longitudinal time-span of two years. We investigated the humoral
and cell-mediated immune responses in 250 subjects for two years by estimating the RBD
specific IgG titres and CD4+/CD8+ T-cell responses. We found that anti-RBD IgG titres that
were almost reaching at the basal levels within a year of 2nd dose of vaccination, went
significantly high immediately after Omicron infection wave in January 2022. Moreover, the
pseudo-virus neutralization by the serum of these subjects showed concordant and drastic
increase in virus neutralization activity. At the same time, mild or no symptoms were observed
in individuals infected with Omicron variant of SARS-CoV-2. These observations strongly
suggested that Omicron variant could have been the best SARS-CoV-2 variant for effective
vaccine formulations to generate robust protective immune response along with lesser side
effects. Interestingly, the CD4+ and CD8+T-cell activity in Covaxin vaccinees depicted mild
to moderate but sustained responses. The spike peptivator pool activated PBMCs of vaccinees
depicted an enhancement of CD4+ and CD8+ antigenic responses after 2" and 3 dose of
vaccine administration. In comparison to Covishield, the antibody and T-cell responses were
found to be milder in BBV152 vaccinees. This milder antibody and T-cell response could be
the reason behind no or less side effects with BBV152 administration than other RNA based
vaccines. Overall, our study is one of the first studies profiling the longitudinal humoral and T-
cell responses of inactivated virus-based vaccines like COVAXIN, which was predominantly

used in India and neighbouring Southeast Asian countries.

Keywords: COVID-19, SARS-CoV-2, Covaxin, Longitudinal study, Receptor Binding
Domain (RBD), Neutralizing antibody (Nab), Spike (S), Wild Type (WT), Limit of Stimulation
(LOS), Omicron, Variants of Concern (VOCs).
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Introduction

The Corona virus disease -19 (COVID-19) outbreak, first reported in Wuhan, China in late
December, 2019 had affected millions of people and caused significant deaths worldwide [1].
COVID-19 is a highly contagious disease caused by Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome
Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), an enveloped RNA virus that belongs to the Coronaviridae
family [2]. The World Health Organization (WHO) declared the novel coronavirus outbreak as
global pandemic in March, 2020 due to its high transmission efficiency. It is transmitted
through the respiratory aerosols and direct or indirect contact with the infectious
particles/droplets. It elicits mild to severe respiratory illness, characterized by dry cough, cold,
runny nose, sore throat, fever or chills, chest congestion, shortness of breath or pneumonia (in

more severe cases) [3].

The quick genetic evolution and emergence of new variants of concern (VOC) of SARS-CoV-
2 such as B.1.1.7 (Alpha), B.1.351 (Beta), P1 (Gamma), B.1.617.2 (Delta) and B.1.1.529
(Omicron), posed a considerable challenge to restrain COVID-19 due their rapid
transmissibility, virulence, immune evading/escaping trait and diminished response to vaccines
and therapeutics [4, 5]. Several vaccines against SARS-CoV-2 have been developed or are in
the process of development around the world over the past 2-3 years [5-7]. There are currently
three types of vaccines available against the SARS-CoV-2 virus with different mechanism of
action namely; mRNA, adenovirus vector, and inactivated virus vaccines. Several vaccine
efficacy studies have shown promising results ranging from 50%- 96% effectiveness against
symptomatic COVID-19 infected individuals [8-11]. However, rapid decline in vaccine
efficacy from 1 to 6 months has been noticed in fully vaccinated individuals [10]. Further, the
rapid emergence and spread of SARS-CoV-2 VOCs compromises the efficacy of vaccines due
to their acquired potential to evade the neutralising antibodies or cell-mediated immune
response. Although rare but adverse effects following vaccine administration have also been
reported earlier. Consequently, detailed insight into the underlying molecular mechanism of
SARS-CoV- 2 infection and host immune response is of paramount importance for efficient
vaccine development, taking into account, the safety of the vaccine. Several longitudinal
studies of humoral antibody response induced by COVID 19 vaccines have been reported in
the recent past [12-14]. However, we are the first to show the longitudinal 1gG antibody profile
and neutralizing antibodies (Nab) in the serum of Covaxin (BBV152) vaccinated individuals,

vaccine which was predominantly given in India and neighbouring Southeast Asian countries.
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80 In the present prospective cohort study, we deciphered the humoral immune response against
81  SARS-CoV-2 in Covaxin vaccinated and/or convalescent individuals through longitudinal IgG
82  antibody profiling against receptor binding domain (RBD) of ancestral strain of SARS-CoV-
83 2. Further, the neutralizing capabilities of serum isolated from Omicron infected individuals
84  were evaluated against the ancestral strain. Additionally, the T-cell mediated immune response
85 (CD4+and CD8+T cells) was also evaluated in vaccinated and/or convalescent patients against
86  ancestral strain and its cross reactivity with Delta and Omicron variant was determined. The
87  observations from our results suggested that the Omicron variant of SARS-CoV-2 could be a

88  better vaccine candidate for future innovations in this aspect.
89

90 Materials and Methods

91  Study design

92  The longitudinal cohort study was conducted from January, 2021 to January 2023 with 250
93  participants from Institute of Life Sciences, Bhubaneswar, to investigate the RBD IgG antibody
94 titre and T-cell responses against SARS-CoV-2 at seven time points (before 2" dose : To, after
95 10 days of 2" dose: T, after 3 months of 2" dose: T, after 6 months of 2" dose: T, after 12
96  months of 2" dose: T4, after 10 days of 3" dose: Ts and after 24 months of 2" dose: Te). We
97  followed these enrolled participants (n=34) up to the specified timeline in order to collect blood
98  samples and the necessary information at each time point. All participants were interviewed
99 and their demographic information, SARS-CoV-2 infection history, and vaccination details
100  were recorded. The study was reviewed and approved by the Institutional Ethics Committee
101 (BT/CS0053/05/21).

102
103  Isolation, Preservation of PBMCs and Serum sample

104  Human peripheral blood was collected in EDTA-coated and spray-coated silica vacutainers
105 (BD) separately for PBMCs and serum separation under sterile condition. PBMCs were
106  isolated from the blood samples using Ficoll-Hypaque density gradient solution (Lymphoprep,
107 STEMCELL TECHNOLOGIES) using the manufacturer’s protocol and cryopreserved
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108  successfully under recommended conditions. The serum was aliquoted and stored in -80°C

109 until further use.
110
111 Chemiluminescent Microparticle Immunoassay

112 Serum samples were used for the evaluation of IgG antibody against RBD region of Spike
113 antigen by using ARCHITECT i1000SR (Abbott Diagnostics) which is based on
114 chemiluminescent microparticle immunoassay (CLIA). Total IgG was estimated using ARCH
115  SARS-CoV-2 IgG II Quant (Abbott Diagnostics) kit as per the manufacturer’s instruction. The
116  cut-off value for this quantitative kit was 50 AU/ml.

117
118  Neutralization Assay

119  Serum samples of vaccinated individuals at two time points (T2 and T4) were considered for
120  neutralization assay according to manufacturer’s protocol (SARS-CoV-2 Surrogate Virus
121 Neutralization Test Kit, Genscript). Briefly, positive control, negative control and serum
122 samples (serum 1:2 dilution) were mixed with HRP-RBD with a volume ratio of 1:1 and
123 incubated for 30 mins at 37°C. Sample mixture of volume 100 pl were then added to the pre-
124  coated hACE2 plate and incubated for 15 mins at 37°C followed by washing the wells for 4
125  times with 1X washing buffer. After complete removal of residual wash buffer, 100 ul of TMB
126 solution was added to each well and incubated in dark for 15 mins at RT. Finally, 50 ul of stop
127  solution was added to each well and absorbance was measured immediately at 450 nm using
128  Multiskan reader (Thermo Scientific). The formula for calculating the percent

129  inhibition/neutralization was = (1 — OD value of sample/OD value of negative control) x 100%.
130
131 PBMC Stimulation in Vitro

132 Cryopreserved PBMCs were quickly thawed at 37°C and resuspended in RPMI media (Gibco)
133 supplemented with 1% Penicillin/Streptomycin solution (Gibco) and 5% heat-inactivated

134 human AB serum (Sigma-Aldrich). Cells after washing were cultured at 1.5 x10° cells per well
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135  for 12 hours in 96 well U-bottom plate. Next, PBMCs were stimulated with peptide pools of
136  SARS-CoV-2 Wild type, Delta and Omicron (Milteyni Biotec) at 1 pg/mL for 24 hours. For,
137  positive control cells were treated with 1 pg/mL of Cytostim (Milteyni Biotec) with same
138  condition (Supplementary Figure 3) and unstimulated condition was considered for negative
139  control. After, 24 hours of stimulation, cells were washed with 1X PBS and proceeded for
140  antibody staining for FACS. Brefeldin A (10ug/ml, eBiosciences) was added to the media after
141 10 hours of PBMC stimulation with peptide pools for detection of intra-cellular proteins.

142

143 Flow cytometry

144  The expression of cytokines and activation induced markers (AIM) by stimulated PBMCs was
145  analysed using full spectra flow cytometer (CYTEK AURORA). Briefly, the cells were
146  resuspended in 100ul of FACS buffer (3% FBS in PBS) and stained for viability as well as
147  surface markers for 30 minutes in dark at 4°C with the antibodies: anti-CD3-BV570
148  (BiolLegend), anti-CD8-cFluor™ B532, anti-CD4-cFluor™ Y G584, anti-CD45RA-cFluor™
149 V450 (Cytek), anti-CCR7-BV421(BioLegend). For intracellular staining, cells were washed
150  with FACS buffer and subsequently fixed with BD Cytofix (BD Biosciences) for 20 minutes
151  at 4°C. After washing with BD Cytoperm (BD Biosciences), cells were labelled with anti-
152  Granzyme B-PE Cy7, anti-IFN-y-BV605 (BioLegend), anti-CD137-BUV615, anti-CD154-
153  BUV737 and anti-TNF-0-BUV 395 (BD Biosciences). The expression levels were measured
154  and data was analyzed using FCS express 7 and FlowJo V10. Fluorescence minus one (FMO)
155  control were used to determine the appropriate gates. Representative flow cytometry plots
156  displaying the gating strategy used to assess CD4+ and CD8+ T cell subtypes in response to
157  peptide pools is shown in Supplementary Figure 1.

158

159  Data Analysis:

160  Statistical analyses were performed using Graph Pad Prism 8. Significant differences were
161  tested by unpaired Student's t-test and one way ANOVA. The data were expressed as the mean
162 = SEM. A two-tailed p value of <0.05 was considered statistically significant. The Loess

163  regression method was used to conduct the correlation assessment.
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164  The percentage of AIM+ cells after stimulation with peptide pools was divided by the
165  percentage of AIM+ cells generated from the unstimulated group to compute the stimulation
166  index (SI). The SI <1 was represented as 1. The median plus standard deviation of the lowest
167  observed values, like in the case of stimulation with Spike peptide pool, was used to calculate

168  the upper limit of the positive stimulation index.

169

170  Results

171 Longitudinal RBD specific IgG profile in the Covaxin (BBV152) vaccinated subjects

172 To understand the changes in RBD specific IgG antibody titres after vaccination, we
173  established a cohort of 250 subjects who were vaccinated with the Covaxin (BBV152). The
174  antibody titres were estimated at regular 3 months intervals after 1% (D1) and 2" (D2) dose
175  administration. The serum samples were subjected to CLIA based IgG antibody estimation
176  against wild type (WT) SARS-CoV-2 spike protein and its persistence at seven longitudinal
177  time points were analysed; (To; 28 days post 1% dose (n=184), T1. 10 days post 2" dose (n=123),
178  T2; 3 months post 2" dose (n=92), Ts: 6 months post 2" dose (n=87), T4 12 months post 2"
179  dose (n=76), Ts; 18 months post 2" dose & 10 days post 3™ dose (n=51) and Te: 24 months post
180 2" dose & 6 months post 3" dose (n=46). We also segregated the subjects based on their
181 infection status before and after vaccination to assess how infection along with vaccination
182  impacts the IgG titres. We found that irrespective of the time points till T3, 15-20% of subjects
183  were non-responders with no antibody response after vaccination (Table 1). At To, more than
184  50% subjects were non-responders and the responders also had lesser 1gG titres than after 2"
185  dose administration i.e. T1 (Table 1). The IgG titres were found to be significantly decreased
186  gradually after Ty till T4, the time of Omicron variant infection wave of SARS-CoV-2 (Figure
187  1). Interestingly, we found that majority of the subjects at T4, i.e., after Omicron wave of
188 infection depicted very high IgG titres and there were no or only few non-responders (Figure
189 1 A-C). The results indicated that Omicron variant has much wider antigenic epitopes on spike
190  protein leading to higher IgG titre antibody generation, which is quite evident from the
191  drastically enhanced number of mutations found in Omicron Spike RNA sequence as compared
192  to WT SARS-CoV-2 or the Delta variant (Supplementary Figure 1).
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193  After T4 3" dose of vaccine was administered in June 2022, and we found that even after 3"
194  dose of vaccination the IgG titres were significantly lesser at Ts than Ta, the levels after
195  Omicron (Figure 1). The similar level of IgG titres was the maintained till Te. These profiles
196  strongly suggested Omicron variant has higher potential of generating sustained 1gG antibody
197 titres than SARS-CoV-2 variant originally used for making vaccine BBV152. Moreover, we
198  separately looked into the IgG titre longitudinal profiles in uninfected (n=25) and convalescent
199 individuals (n=9) based on prior infection status and we found that though infected individuals
200 showed higher IgG titres upon Covaxin administration and the antibody titres were sustained
201 for longer time as compared to uninfected subjects from the cohort that were vaccinated only.
202 Interestingly both these groups behave similarly with highest antibody titres at T4 i.e., Omicron

203  infection wave time (Figure 1B & 1C).
204

205  Pseudo-virus neutralization assay to assess the virus neutralizing activity of serum from

206 Covaxin vaccinees

207  Itis very important to check that the higher antibody titres are corroborating with neutralization
208  of the virus or not. Therefore, we performed spike RBD-ACE2 interaction-based surrogate
209  virus neutralisation assay on representative samples from two interesting time points T, and
210  Ta4. As the Covaxin was generated using the WT variant of SARS-CoV-2 virus strain so we
211 expected more neutralisation of spike-RBD by the serum of T (before Delta variant wave) as
212 compared to T4, the serum of subjects after Omicron infection. We wanted to assess the serum
213 samples' ability to effectively neutralise COVID-19 virus. Therefore, we selected 23 subjects
214 with follow-up sample of both time-points. We found that drastically increased antibody titres
215 upon Omicron infection also correlated significantly and strongly in virus neutralising capacity
216  ascompared to T4 serum samples (Figure 1D). Subjects depicted > 95% inhibition at T4, wheras
217  the value of neutralisation capacity varied from 50% to 95% for T2 serum samples (Figure 1D).
218  Additionally, to this significant difference, the neutralizing antibody presented a higher
219  Interquartile Range (IQR) of 94.5-94.9 at T4, compared to T2 which had a lower IQR of 61.9-
220 91.9. This sheds light on how Omicron presence facilitates an increased level of neutralizing
221  antibodies against WT-RBD. Further, we performed the correlation study between antibody
222 titre versus % of inhibition in vaccinated subjects without any breakthrough infection (Figure

223 1 E)and we observed a significant correlation of 0.45.
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224  Covaxin induced mild to moderate CD4+T cell responses against WT SARS-CoV-2

225 To test for the generation of CD4+T cell responses against WT SARS-CoV-2 following
226  Covaxin vaccination, we considered 121 donors from the cohort. Blood samples were collected
227  at five different time points, T2; 3 months, Ts; 6 months, T4; 12 months, Ts; 18 months after
228 2" dose & 10 days post 3" dose and Ts; 24 months post 2"dose and 6 months after 3" dose of
229  vaccination. For this assay, the PBMCs were challenged with WT spike synthetic
230  peptides/peptivator pool for 24h followed by FACS staining for estimation of T-cell activation
231  and cytokine status.

232 After 24h of antigen challenge, the percentage of AIM+ (CD154+CD137+), AIM+EM+
233 (CD45RA-CCRT7-), CD4+TNF-a+ and CD4+IFN-y+ T-cells were estimated by full-spectral
234  flow cytometry analysis. The results are represented as fold increase in the percentage positive
235  cells as compared to unstimulated conditions (Figure 2 and Supplementary figure 2). Our data
236 revealed that subjects vaccinated with the 2"dose (T2) and 3™dose (Ts) of vaccine depicted
237  enhanced AIM+ and TNF-a+ CD4 T-cells (Figure 2A and Figure 2C). Moreover, we found
238  that TNF-a expressing CD4+T-cells were found to be significantly increased (p <0.01) at Ts
239 i.e., after 3 dose of vaccination as compared to Ts, T4 months and T (Figure 2C). We did not
240 find any significant change in the effector memory CD4+T-cells between different time points
241  but the trend showed more EM cells at T» and T3 as compared to later time points (Figure 2B).
242 Similarly, the IFNy+ CD4+T-cells also did not show any difference at any time-points (Figure
243  2D).

244  Delta and Omicron variants of SARS-CoV-2 depicted lesser CD4-T cell activation in

245  Covaxin vaccinated subjects

246  The functionality of the vaccine induced CD4+T cells remains poorly characterized against
247  different SARS-CoV-2 variants. Therefore, we were interested to confirm whether T-cells of
248  Covaxin vaccinated subjects showed similar activation status with Delta and Omicron variant
249  spike peptide pools as compared to WT SARS-CoV-2 peptide pool. To analyse CD4+T cells
250  responses against SARS-CoV-2 major variants prevalent in India, PBMCs of 23 vaccinated

251 individuals were stimulated with peptivator pool specific to spike of WT, Delta and Omicron.

252 We observed that in WT variant, the fold increase in percentage of AIM+ CD4+T-cells were

253 much higher than in Delta and Omicron variant suggesting that Delta and Omicron variant
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254  spike peptides were varied from the WT SARS-CoV-2 and therefore resulted into increased
255  immune-escape and infectivity (Figure 3A). Similarly, the EM+ CD4+T cells were also found
256  to be in higher frequencies in WT variant as compared to Delta and Omicron. Though, we did
257  not observe any noticeable change in the TNF-a, and IFN-y producing CD4+T-cells in between
258  variants (Figure 3C and 3D).

259
260  Covaxin induced mild to moderate CD8+T cell responses against WT SARS-CoV-2

261  Next, we tested Cytotoxic T-cell immunity in Covaxin vaccinated individuals at five different
262 time points, T2; 3 months, Ts; 6 months, Ts; 12 months, Ts; 18 months after 2" dose & 10 days
263 post 3" dose and Te; 24 months post 2"%dose and 6 months after 3" dose of vaccination. The
264  PBMCs of 121 individuals were stimulated with WT spike peptide pool for 24 hours and
265  stained with specific marker antibodies followed by full spectra FACS analysis. Flow
266  cytometric evaluation was done to determine CD8+AIM+ (CD137+), AIM+TEMRA+
267 (CD45RA+CCR7-), AIM+EM+ (CD45RA-CCR7-), CD8+ IFN-y+ and CD8+ Granzyme B+
268  T-cells (Figure 4).

269  The results indicated that the fold-increase in the percentage of AIM+ CD8+T-cells were
270 increased during early T2, Ts time points after vaccination, which gradually went down at T4
271 i.e. 12 months after 2" dose (Figure 4 A). Moreover, upon 3" dose of vaccination, we observed
272 aninsignificant increase in the fold-change of CD137+ CD8+T-cells at T5 and T6. On the other
273 hand, the AIM+TEMRA+ cells showed increase after 3 months of 2" dose of vaccine (T2),
274 which went down gradually till one year and then upon 3" dose these AIM+TEMRA+ cells
275  were replenished back immediately within 10 days and then decreased back again in 6 months.
276  The AIM+ EM+ cells, IFNy+ and Granzyme+ CD8+T-cells also showed similar responses.
277  Overall, the data showed a clear mild to moderate response of cytotoxic T-cells upon Covaxin
278  administration. We did not find a statistically significant difference in cell frequencies across
279  time points. Overall, the data revealed that the vaccination is ineffective in generating stronger

280  CD8+T-cell immunity for a prolonged period of time.
281

282
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283  Different SARS-CoV?2 variants fail to activate cytotoxic T cells in the vaccinated cohort

284  SARS-CoV-2 mutations have led to the discovery of its different variants. To analyse the effect
285  of these variants on CD8+T cells, we stimulated PBMCs with spike peptide pool from WT,
286  Delta and Omicron variants of SARS-CoV-2 virus for 24 hours. In this experiment, we

287  considered 23 subjects who already received their 3dose of vaccine.

288  The effect of multiple SARS-CoV-2 variants upon the immunological responses for AIM+
289  (Figure 5 A), AIM+TEMRA+ (Figure 5 B), AIM+EM+ (Figure 5 C), IFN-y+ (Figure 5 D) and
290 Granzyme B+ (Figure 5 E) in CD8+ T cells were observed. The AIM+ population was
291  detectable in 50 % individuals against WT (Figure 5 A), although it was not reflected in other
292  variants. Overall, the results showed that vaccination increased cytotoxic response against WT

293  while having a modest impact on Delta and Omicron variants.
294

295  Covaxin administration generated optimal CD4+ and CD8+Tcell responses in 33% of

296  vaccinated subjects

297  As per results presented above, it was clear that Covaxin induces mild to moderate immune
298  responses in T-cells. To estimate the frequency of subjects that were optimally responding to
299  the Covaxin, we calculated stimulation index (SI) for CD4+ and CD8 T+cells. The magnitude
300 of SARS-CoV-2 reactive T cell responses was measured using S| taking AIM+ expression into
301  consideration [15]. All of the subjects were recruited between January 2021 to January 2023,
302  which included convalescent as well as uninfected vaccinees. The stimulation index for CD4+
303 Tcellsand CD8+ T cells were calculated with limit of stimulation (LOS) of 1.84 and 1.27 for
304 CDA4+T (Figure 6 A) and CD8+ T cells (Figure 6 B) respectively. Samples with a value more
305 than the cut off were assigned as responders and below the LOS were the low-responders. The
306  analysis revealed that only 33% of the individuals in the total population (n=121) were optimal

307  responders upon Covaxin administration.
308
309

310
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311  Discussion

312  The current study attempted to bridge a substantial gap regarding the understanding of the
313  longitudinal impact of emerging SARS-CoV-2 infection or inactivated virus-based vaccine
314  administration on humoral and cell-mediated immunity. Here, we concentrated on analysing
315 antibody and T-cell responses in a cohort of Covaxin vaccinated subjects as a follow-up study
316  for 2 years. Full spectra multicolor flow cytometry was used to evaluate the CD4+ and CD8
317  +T cell responses and their subtypes and effector function in response to Covaxin and its cross-
318  reactivity with Delta and Omicron SARS-CoV-2 variants. In addition, we estimated the titre of
319 IgG antibody in a longitudinal manner and the virus neutralization capacity of these serum
320 samples. To the best of our knowledge, this study reports for the first time about the
321  longitudinal 2 years follow-up profiling of spike RBD antibody and T-cells responses after
322 administration of an inactivated virus-based vaccine Covaxin (BBV152).

323  According to our longitudinal sero survey's findings, the IgG antibody titer levels were
324  significantly increased after 2" dose of Covaxin administration. After the 1% dose, nearly 40-
325  45% of subjects were non-responders. Overall, 15-20% of Covaxin vaccinees did not respond
326  atall after vaccination. We also observed a gradual decrease in 1gG titre after vaccination which
327 was boosted strongly upon Omicron infection wave in January 2022. Omicron infection
328 induced strong antibody response in almost 100% subjects and the antibody titres were
329  maintained till one year. This finding suggested that the increase in seroprevalence among a
330 large proportion of the population was due to exposure and natural infection with the Omicron
331 variant during the third wave of COVID-19 in India that prevailed between January and March
332 2022. During the third wave of COVID-19, more than 20 million COVID-19 cases were
333 reported from India, with the Omicron variant being a predominant circulating variant of
334 concern [16-19]. These results, which were seen in convalescent and uninfected vaccine
335  recipients, were undoubtedly caused by both a natural infection as well as COVID-19
336 vaccination [19-21]. After getting a sharp increase in antibody titre at 12 months after second
337 dose and Omicron infection, our aim was to examine the neutralizing response at two-time
338 intervals, namely before existence of delta variant (3 months) and after omicron infection (12
339 months) (Figure 1D). We found that 99% of study participants had a complete virus
340 neutralising response after omicron infection, but more research is needed to determine whether

341  neutralisation titres correlate with receptor-binding domain IgG antibodies.
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342  The fundamental understanding of T cell responses to SARS-CoV-2 at various stages of
343  immunisation is crucial. Here, we used PBMCs collected from vaccinated subjects to provide
344  functional validation of CD4+ and CD8+T cell responses. Spike-specific peptide pools of
345  predominant SARS-CoV-2 variants were included in the investigations.

346  We demonstrated that the CD4+T cells predominantly contribute to the cross reactivity against
347  SARS-CoV-2 and the memory responses, with a little contribution from CD8+T cells (Figure
348 2 and 4). Other cohorts also showed the limited contribution of CD8+T cells among the cross-
349  reactive T cells [22, 23]. The majority of Covaxin vaccinated and/or convalescent individuals
350 who recovered from moderate disease lack SARS-CoV-2 specific CD8+T cells responses,
351  which may be a result of poor memory CD8+T cell formation or poor stability. Understanding
352 therole of CD8+T cells in the pathogenesis of SARS-CoV-2 will require further research into
353  various illness outcomes across diverse populations. The antigen-specific T cell response was
354  pre dominated by a Thl phenotype with a substantial rise in cytokines, such as TNF-a and IFN-
355 vy (Figure 2). In agreement with this, earlier research revealed a minimal Th2 response in
356  COVID-19-positive, vaccinated people, confirming our findings [24-27]. The change in
357  effector memory response (Figure 2 B) was determined across all five time points, however,
358 insignificant and variable response was observed. Importantly, majority of the participants
359  showed memory phenotype of virus-specific CD4+T cells in detectable limits persisted for at

360 least up to 6 months aligns with previous report who had received BBV152 vaccine [27-29].

361  The collection of samples for this study (Figure 3), was performed at a time when the delta and
362  Omicron VoCs existed, this allowed us to ascertain how vaccine induced CD4+T cells react
363  with the spike antigen of ancestral strain, delta and omicron variants. Our data indicated that
364 the extent of the antigen-specific T cell response against all variants in our investigation was
365 comparable, despite multiple alterations in the delta and omicron variants [30, 31]. This is
366  probably due to the earlier experienced T lymphocytes with conserved epitope region of
367  ancestral strain, which helps in cross reacting with emerging variants [32, 33]. Furthermore,
368  we observed that memory as well as Thl response elicited during the active ancestral SARS-
369  CoV-2 infection, but is relatively reduced against the delta and omicron variants, which was
370 similar to earlier reports [34-36]. In contrast to earlier results in vaccinated people, our cohort
371 (Figure 5) shows a more pronounced reduction in the magnitude of the CD8+T cells response

372 to develop VoCs [32]. This finding might be explained by the fact that, the overall strength of
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373  CD8+T cell response in vaccinated samples is weak, which may have limited potential for

374  cross-reactivity with the VoCs.

375  Participants who received the vaccine consistently produced a significant CD4+T cell response
376  against SARS-CoV-2. Using stimulation index as the criterion, similar outcomes were reached
377  (Figure 6). The analysis revealed that only ~33% of the individuals in the total population were
378  responders which was less than the published report's finding that 50% of donors were beyond
379  the limit of detection [22, 23]. This may have occurred because the sample size was constrained

380 for practical reasons or vaccination is not enough to generate active immunization.

381  The next generation of vaccines must pay close attention to the extent of T cell responses
382 induced upon vaccination given the significance of T-cell memory in limiting disease severity
383 and safeguarding against emerging variants. However, few studies [33, 37] have looked into
384  the factors contributing to strong T cell immune responses against SARS-CoV-2. When this
385  study was planned, limited information was available about the vaccine induced cell mediated
386  immune response. Since the main goal of the study was to track T cell's protective immunity

387  against this virus for a number of months after immunisation.

388 The COVID-19 incidence burden on the Indian sub-continent is significant, despite the fact
389 that case fatality rates are very low: this could be due to the presence of highly cross reactive
390 CDA4+T cells. Understanding the role of cross-reactive CD4+T cells in disease outcome and
391 immunological memory formation is crucial for COVID-19 vaccine development and
392  implementation.

393

394  Author contributions

395  Conceptualization, AT, SP, and SKR; Investigation, AT, SP, SS, and SKR; Analysis, AT, and
396  SP; Sample management, SS, and SP; Writing, AT, SS and SKR.; Supervision and Funding,
397 SKR. All study data were completely accessible to all authors. The submitted version of

398 the article was reviewed and approved by all the authors.

399

400


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.02.23290825

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.02.23290825; this version posted June 5, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

401  Funding

402  This work was supported by funding from Department of Biotechnology, Biotechnology
403  Industry Research Assistance Council (BIRAC), and ILS core grant.

404  Acknowledgments

405  We are thankful to all the participants for generous support in this study. For the technical
406  assistance, we thank Ms. Rasmita Das, Ms. Suravi Mohanty, Mr. Tejeswar Dass, Mr.
407 Dushmanta Parida and Sudarshana Jena (ILS, Bhubaneswar). We would also like to thank
408 RMRC, Bhubaneswar for providing CLIA facility support for 1gG antibody titre profiling. We
409 are grateful to Department of Biotechnology, Biotechnology Industry Research Assistance
410 Council (BT/CS0053/05/21), and ILS core grant for providing the financial support ensuring
411  the smooth progress of the project.

412

413  Conflicts of Interest

414 The authors declare no conflict of interest.

415

416 References:

417 [1] Su S, Wong G, Shi W, Liu J, Lai AC, Zhou J, et al. Epidemiology, genetic recombination, and
418  pathogenesis of coronaviruses. Trends in microbiology. 2016;24:490-502.

419 [2] Hoffmann M, Kleine-Weber H, Schroeder S, Kriiger N, Herrler T, Erichsen S, et al. SARS-CoV-2 cell
420  entry depends on ACE2 and TMPRSS2 and is blocked by a clinically proven protease inhibitor. cell.
421 2020;181:271-80. e8.

422 [3] Jayaweera M, Perera H, Gunawardana B, Manatunge J. Transmission of COVID-19 virus by droplets
423  and aerosols: A critical review on the unresolved dichotomy. Environmental research.
424  2020;188:109819.

425 [4] Wang M-Y, Zhao R, Gao L-J, Gao X-F, Wang D-P, Cao J-M. SARS-CoV-2: structure, biology, and
426  structure-based therapeutics development. Frontiers in cellular and infection microbiology.
427  2020;10:587269.

428 [5] Kaur SP, Gupta V. COVID-19 Vaccine: A comprehensive status report. Virus research.
429  2020;288:198114.

430 [6] Mahrosh HS, Mustafa G. The COVID-19 puzzle: a global nightmare. Environment, Development and
431 Sustainability. 2021;23:12710-37.

432 [7] Safety N. immunogenicity study of 2019-nCoV vaccine (mRNA-1273) for prophylaxis of SARS-CoV-
433 2 infection (COVID-19). 2020.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.02.23290825

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.02.23290825; this version posted June 5, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

434 [8] Behera P, Singh AK, Subba SH, Sahu DP, Chandanshive PD, Pradhan SK, et al. Effectiveness of
435  COVID-19 vaccine (Covaxin) against breakthrough SARS-CoV-2 infection in India. Human Vaccines &
436 Immunotherapeutics. 2022;18:2034456.

437 [9] Voysey M, Clemens SAC, Madhi SA, Weckx LY, Folegatti PM, Aley PK, et al. Safety and efficacy of
438  the ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 vaccine (AZD1222) against SARS-CoV-2: an interim analysis of four randomised
439 controlled trials in Brazil, South Africa, and the UK. The Lancet. 2021;397:99-111.

440 [10] Feikin DR, Higdon MM, Abu-Raddad LJ, Andrews N, Araos R, Goldberg Y, et al. Duration of
441  effectiveness of vaccines against SARS-CoV-2 infection and COVID-19 disease: results of a systematic
442 review and meta-regression. The Lancet. 2022.

443 [11] Park JW, Lagniton PN, Liu Y, Xu R-H. mRNA vaccines for COVID-19: what, why and how.
444 International journal of biological sciences. 2021;17:1446.

445 [12] Tao Y, Ma M, Hu F, Li M, Geng Y, Wan Y, et al. A longitudinal study of humoral immune responses
446  induced by a 3-dose inactivated COVID-19 vaccine in an observational, prospective cohort. BMC
447 immunology. 2022;23:1-11.

448 [13] Fedele G, Trentini F, Schiavoni |, Abrignani S, Antonelli G, Baldo V, et al. Evaluation of humoral
449  and cellular response to four vaccines against COVID-19 in different age groups: A longitudinal study.
450 Frontiers in Immunology. 2022;13.

451 [14] Anand SP, Prévost J, Nayrac M, Beaudoin-Bussiéres G, Benlarbi M, Gasser R, et al. Longitudinal
452  analysis of humoral immunity against SARS-CoV-2 Spike in convalescent individuals up to 8 months
453 post-symptom onset. Cell Reports Medicine. 2021;2:100290.

454 [15] Tarke A, Sidney J, Methot N, Yu ED, Zhang Y, Dan JM, et al. Impact of SARS-CoV-2 variants on the
455  total CD4(+) and CD8(+) T cell reactivity in infected or vaccinated individuals. Cell Rep Med.
456  2021;2:100355.

457 [16] Ranjan R. Omicron Impact in India: An Early Analysis of the Ongoing COVID-19 Third Wave.
458 MedRxiv. 2022.

459 [17] Singhal T. The emergence of Omicron: challenging times are here again! Indian journal of
460 pediatrics. 2022:1-7.

461 [18] Arjun M, Singh AK, Roy P, Ravichandran M, Mandal S, Pal D, et al. Long COVID following Omicron
462  wave in Eastern India—A retrospective cohort study. Journal of Medical Virology. 2022.

463 [19] Singh AK, Phatak SR, Singh R, Bhattacharjee K, Singh NK, Gupta A, et al. Antibody response after
464  firstand second-dose of ChAdOx1-nCOV (Covishield(TM)®) and BBV-152 (Covaxin(TM)®) among health
465  care workers in India: The final results of cross-sectional coronavirus vaccine-induced antibody titre
466  (COVAT) study. Vaccine. 2021;39:6492-5009.

467 [20] Murhekar MV, Bhatnagar T, Thangaraj JWV, Saravanakumar V, Santhosh Kumar M, Selvaraju S,
468 et al. Seroprevalence of IgG antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 among the general population and
469  healthcare workers in India, June—July 2021: A population-based cross-sectional study. PLoS medicine.
470  2021;18:€1003877.

471 [21] Choudhary HR, Parai D, Chandra Dash G, Kshatri JS, Mishra N, Choudhary PK, et al. Persistence of
472  antibodies against spike glycoprotein of SARS-CoV-2 in healthcare workers post double dose of BBV-
473 152 and AZD1222 vaccines. Frontiers in medicine. 2021;8:778129.

474 [22] Grifoni A, Weiskopf D, Ramirez SI, Mateus J, Dan JM, Moderbacher CR, et al. Targets of T cell
475 responses to SARS-CoV-2 coronavirus in humans with COVID-19 disease and unexposed individuals.
476  Cell. 2020;181:1489-501. e15.

477 [23] Shrotri M, van Schalkwyk MC, Post N, Eddy D, Huntley C, Leeman D, et al. T cell response to SARS-
478 CoV-2 infection in humans: A systematic review. PloS one. 2021;16:e0245532.

479 [24] Chen G, Wu D, Guo W, Cao Y, Huang D, Wang H, et al. Clinical and immunological features of
480 severe and moderate coronavirus disease 2019. The Journal of clinical investigation. 2020;130:2620-
481 9.

482 [25] Weiskopf D, Schmitz KS, Raadsen MP, Grifoni A, Okba NM, Endeman H, et al. Phenotype and
483 kinetics of SARS-CoV-2—specific T cells in COVID-19 patients with acute respiratory distress syndrome.
484  Science immunology. 2020;5:eabd2071.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.02.23290825

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.02.23290825; this version posted June 5, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

485 [26] Aleebrahim-Dehkordi E, Molavi B, Mokhtari M, Deravi N, Fathi M, Fazel T, et al. T helper type
486 (Th1/Th2) responses to SARS-CoV-2 and influenza A (H1N1) virus: From cytokines produced to immune
487  responses. Transpl Immunol. 2022;70:101495.

488 [27] Chung NH, Chen YC, Yang SJ, Lin YC, Dou HY, Hui-Ching Wang L, et al. Induction of Thl and Th2 in
489  the protection against SARS-CoV-2 through mucosal delivery of an adenovirus vaccine expressing an
490 engineered spike protein. Vaccine. 2022;40:574-86.

491 [28] Ella R, Reddy S, Jogdand H, Sarangi V, Ganneru B, Prasad S, et al. Safety and immunogenicity of
492 an inactivated SARS-CoV-2 vaccine, BBV152: interim results from a double-blind, randomised,
493 multicentre, phase 2 trial, and 3-month follow-up of a double-blind, randomised phase 1 trial. The
494 Lancet Infectious Diseases. 2021;21:950-61.

495 [29] Gil-Etayo FJ, Garcinufio S, Utrero-Rico A, Cabrera-Marante O, Arroyo-Sanchez D, Mancebo E, et
496 al. An Early Th1l Response Is a Key Factor for a Favorable COVID-19 Evolution. Biomedicines. 2022;10.
497 [30] Harvey WT, Carabelli AM, Jackson B, Gupta RK, Thomson EC, Harrison EM, et al. SARS-CoV-2
498 variants, spike mutations and immune escape. Nature Reviews Microbiology. 2021;19:409-24.

499 [31] Shah M, Woo HG. Omicron: a heavily mutated SARS-CoV-2 variant exhibits stronger binding to
500 ACE2 and potently escapes approved COVID-19 therapeutic antibodies. Frontiers in immunology.
501 2022:6031.

502 [32] Le Bert N, Tan AT, Kunasegaran K, Tham CY, Hafezi M, Chia A, et al. SARS-CoV-2-specific T cell
503 immunity in cases of COVID-19 and SARS, and uninfected controls. Nature. 2020;584:457-62.

504 [33] Moderbacher CR, Ramirez SI, Dan JM, Grifoni A, Hastie KM, Weiskopf D, et al. Antigen-specific
505 adaptive immunity to SARS-CoV-2 in acute COVID-19 and associations with age and disease severity.
506  Cell. 2020;183:996-1012. e19.

507 [34] Gao Y, Cai C, Grifoni A, Muller TR, Niessl J, Olofsson A, et al. Ancestral SARS-CoV-2-specific T cells
508 cross-recognize the Omicron variant. Nature medicine. 2022;28:472-6.

509 [35] Keeton R, Tincho MB, Ngomti A, Baguma R, Benede N, Suzuki A, et al. T cell responses to SARS-
510 CoV-2 spike cross-recognize Omicron. Nature. 2022;603:488-92.

511 [36] Nyberg T, Ferguson NM, Nash SG, Webster HH, Flaxman S, Andrews N, et al. Comparative analysis
512 of the risks of hospitalisation and death associated with SARS-CoV-2 omicron (B. 1.1. 529) and delta
513 (B. 1.617. 2) variants in England: a cohort study. The Lancet. 2022;399:1303-12.

514 [37] Janssen NA, Grondman |, de Nooijer AH, Boahen CK, Koeken VA, Matzaraki V, et al. Dysregulated
515 innate and adaptive immune responses discriminate disease severity in COVID-19. The Journal of
516 infectious diseases. 2021;223:1322-33.

517
518  Figure legend
519  Figure I: Longitudinal profiling of RBD-specific IgG antibody

520 (A)Vaccine induced IgG production in the vaccinated population at seven time points evaluated
521 by performing CLIA (n=250). RBD specific 1gG antibody production over the course of the
522 trial in uninfected (B) and convalescent vaccinated (C) follow-up subjects (n=9: convalescent,
523  n=25: uninfected). (D) Inhibition of SARS-CoV RBD-hACE2 interaction by sera from
524  uninfected follow up individuals at 3 months and 12 months of 2"dose vaccination. (E)
525  Corelation study between antibody titre vs % of inhibition of neutralising antibodies in

526  vaccinated individuals without any breakthrough infection by using Loess regression analysis.
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527  On the graph, each individual in the data is represented by a point and dotted lines indicating
528 the cut-off value. Seronegative (blue lines) are regarded to be below the cut off, whereas
529  seropositive (red lines) are considered to be over the cut off. Bars represent mean + SEM.
530 *p<0.05, ****p<0.0001. Significant differences were tested by unpaired Student's t-test and
531 one way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparison test.

532

533  Figure 2: CD4+T cell responses to SARS-CoV-2 (WT) spike peptides measured by flow
534  cytometry

535  The fold increase in the percentage of (A) AIM+CD4+, (B) AIM+EM+, (C) TNF-0+CD4+ and
536 (D) IFN-y+CD4+ have been plotted after stimulation with WT spike synthetic
537  peptides/peptivator pool for 24 hours followed by antibody staining and flow cytometric
538  evaluation. The graphs represent the fold increase in the percentage positive cells after
539  normalization with their respective unstimulated controls. Data are expressed as geometric
540 mean and SEM. Three months (n=31), six months (n=16), twelve months (n=16), eighteen
541  months (n=31) and twenty-four months (n=27). *p<0.05, **p<0.01. Significant differences
542  were tested by one way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparison test.

543

544  Figure 3: CD4+T cell responses against ancestral and mutated variants of SARS-CoV-2 spike

545  (S) following 3" dose vaccination

546  PBMCs of vaccinated individuals (n=23) were stimulated with S peptivator pool corresponding
547 to WT, Delta and Omicron. Fold increase represented in percentage of (A) AIM+ (B)
548  AIM+EM+, (C) TNF-a+ and (D) IFN-y+ cells. Data represented as mean + SEM. n= 23 for
549  spike WT, n= 15 for delta, n= 19 for omicron.

550
551  Figure 4: Cytotoxic T cell responses of COVID-19 vaccinees against ancestral variant (WT)

552 Flow cytometric evaluation was done to determine fold increase in the percentage of (A)
553  AIM+CD8+, (B) AIM+TEMRA+, (C) AIM+EM+, (D) IFN-y+CD8+ and (E) Granzyme B+
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554  CDB8+T cells after stimulation with WT spike synthetic peptides. Data represented as mean +
555  SEM. Three months (n=31), six months (n=16), twelve months (n=16), eighteen months (n=31)
556  and twenty-four months (n=27).

557

558  Figure 5: SARS-CoV-2 mutations and their activation competency in cytotoxic T cells following

559 3" dose vaccination

560 The graphs represented the effect of multiple SARS-CoV-2 variants upon the immunological
561  responses for (A) AIM+, (B) AIM+TEMRA*, (C) AIM+EM+, (D) IFN-y+ and (E) Granzyme
562 B+ in CD8+ T cells in individuals who were administered their 3™dose of vaccine. Data

563  represented as mean + SEM. n= 23 for spike WT, n= 15 for delta, n= 19 for omicron.

564

565  Figure 6: Stimulation index for CD4+ T cells and CD8+ T cells

566  The stimulation indices for (A) CD4+T and (B) CD8+ T cells have been expressed after
567  calculation of the cut off values and setting the LOS (n=121). Individual data points are shown
568  here as a scatter dot plot with lines showing the LOS. Data are expressed as geometric mean+
569 SEM.

570

571
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Table 1: Descriptive analysis of IgG-RBD antibody titre and neutralisation antibody titre of Covaxin (BBV152) vaccinated individuals.

Antibody To T1 T2 Ts T4 Ts Te p-Value
Anti RBD IgG N=184 N=123 N=92 N=87 N=176 N=151 N=46

antibody

Median 23.2 386.3 219.8 158.7 9902.7 2111.8 2759 *#*%% One-
(IQR) (5.2-462.1) | (58.6-931.8) | (106.4-528.1) | (59.4-593.3) | (3886.5-13734.8) | (1007.2-4462.15) | (1405.1-4080) | way ANOVA,
<443 107 (58.1%) | 27 (21.9%) 12 (13%) 15 (17.2%) 3 (3.9%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) T4 compared
44.3<Ab<386.3 26 (14.1%) 35 (28.4%) 49 (53.2%) 43 (49.4%) 5 (6.5%) 4 (7.8%) 4 (8.6%) to all other
386.3<Ab<2076.3 38 (20.6%) 50 (40.6%) 22 (23.9%) 13 (14.9%) 7 (9.2%) 20 (39.2%) 14 (30.4%) time points.
>2076.3 13 (7%) 11 (8.9%) 9 (9.7%) 16 (18.3%) 61 (80.2%) 27 (52.9%) 28 (60.8%)

Neutralization N=23 N=23

antibody

Median 89.1 94.8 *, Student’s t-
(IQR) N/A N/A (61.9-91.9) N/A (94.5-94.9) N/A N/A Test
<86.5 10 (43.4%) 2 (8.6%)

86.5<Ab<93.9 9 (39.1%) 1 (4.3%)

93.9<Ab<94.8 3 (13%) 6 (26%)

>04.8 1 (4.3%) 14 (60.8%)
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® : Infected before 2" Dose vaccination (Infected in 2020)
® : Infected after 2" Dose vaccination (After 2" dose, before 3month collection)
@ : Uninfected vaccinated
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® : Infected after 2" Dose vaccination (After 2" dose, before 3month collection)
@ : Uninfected vaccinated
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® : Infected before 2" Dose vaccination (Infected in 2020)
® : Infected after 2@ Dose vaccination (After 2" dose, before 3month collection)
@ : Uninfected vaccinated
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: Infected after 2" Dose vaccination (After 2" dose, before 3month collection)
: Uninfected vaccinated
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® : Infected before 2" Dose vaccination (Infected in 2020)
® : Infected after 2" Dose vaccination (After 2" dose, before 3month collection)
@ : Uninfected vaccinated
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