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36

37  Abstract

38  Background

39  BBIBP-CorV vaccine with two doses and an interval of 3-4 weeks had been proved to
40 have good immunogenicity and efficacy as well as an acceptable safety profile
41  according to our initial research and other similar studies. Maintaining adequate
42  neutralizing antibody levels is also necessary for long-term protection, especially in
43 the midst of the COVID-19 pandemic. Our aim was to evaluate the immune
44  persistence of neutralizing antibody elicited by BBIBP-CorV vaccines with day 0-14,
45  0-21 and 0-28 schedule, and assess the immunogenicity and safety of a homologous
46  booster dose in the high-risk occupational population aged 18-59 years.

47  Methods

48 A total of 809 eligible participants, aged 18-59 years, were recruited and randomly
49  allocated to receive BBIBP-CorV vaccine with day 0-14, 0-21 or 0-28 schedule
50  respectively between January and May 2021 in Taiyuan City, Shanxi Province, China
51  among the public security officers and the airport ground staff in initial study. In this
52 secondary study, the responders (GMT > 16) at day 28 after priming two-dose vaccine
53  were followed up at months 3, 6 and 10 to evaluate the immune persistence of three
54  two-dose schedules. At month 10, eligible participants of three two-dose schedules
55  were received a homologous booster dose respectively (hereafter abbreviated as
56  0-14d-10m group, 0-21d-10m group and 0-28d-10m group), and followed up at day
57 28 post-booster to assess the safety and immunogenicity of the booster dose. The
58  contents of follow-up included the blood samples, oropharyngeal/nasal swabs, and
59  adverse reactions collection. The main outcomes of the study included geometric
60  mean titers (GMT) of neutralizing antibody to live SARS-CoV-2, the positive rates of
61  different criteria and the constituent ratio of GMT of neutralizing antibodies at
62  different follow-up point. Meanwhile, we explored the kinetics of antibody levels of
63  different vaccination regimens by generalized estimating equations (GEE) and used
64  exponent curve model to predict the duration of maintaining protected antibody after
65  the booster dose. We also determined predictors of maintaining protected antibody
66  level within 10 months after the second dose by Cox proportional hazards regression
67 model and nomogram. The trial was registered with ChiCTR.org.cn
68  (ChiCTR2100041705, ChiCTR2100041706).

69  Results

70  The number of 241, 247 and 256 responders (GMT > 16) at day 28 after two-dose
71 BBIBP-CorV vaccine in 0-14d, 0-21d and 0-28d schedule were followed-up at
72 months 3, 6, and 10 for immune persistence evaluation. At month 10, a total of 390
73 participants were eligible and received a booster dose with 130 participants in the
74 0-14d-10m, 0-21d-10m and 0-28d-10m group respectively, of whom 74.1% (289/390)
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75  were male, with a mean age of 37.1+10.3 years. The GMT of neutralizing antibody in
76 0-28d-10m and 0-21d-10m group were significantly higher than 0-14d-10m group
77 at month 3 (GMT: 71.6 & 64.2 vs 46.4, P < 0.0001 ), month 6 (GMT: 47.1 & 42.8 vs
78 30.5, P < 0.0001) and month 10 (GMT: 32.4 vs 20.3, P < 0.0001; 28.8 vs 20.3,
79 P=0.0004) after the second dose. A sharply decrease by 4.85-fold (GMT: 94.4-20.3),
80  4.67-fold (GMT: 134.4-28.8) and 4.49-fold (GMT: 145.5-32.4) was observed from
81  day 28 to month 10 after the second dose in 0-14d-10m, 0-21d-10m and 0-28d-10m
82  group, respectively, and they had similar decline kinetics (P=0.67). At 28 days after
83  booster dose, a remarkable rebound in neutralizing antibody (GMT: 246.2, 277.5 and
84  288.6) were observed in three groups, respectively. Notably, the GMT after booster
85 dose was not affected by priming two-dose schedule. The predictive duration of
86  neutralizing antibody declining to the cutoff level of positive antibody response may
87  be 18.08 months, 18.83 months and 19.08 months after booster dose in three groups,
88  respectively. Long-term immune persistence within 10 months after the second dose
89  was associated with age<40, female, and history of influenza vaccination. All adverse

90  reactions were mild after the booster injection. None of the participants were infected
91  SARS-CoV-2 during the trial period.

92  Conclusions

93 The priming two-dose BBIBP-CorV vaccine with 0-28 days and 0-21 days schedule
94  could lead a longer persistence of neutralizing antibody than 0-14 days schedule.
95  Maintaining long-term immune persistence was also associated with age<40, female,
96 and history of influenza vaccination. Regardless of priming two-doses vaccination
97  regimens, a homologous booster dose led to a strong rebound in neutralizing antibody
98  and might elicit satisfactory persistent immunity.

99  Keywords: BBIBP-CorV; vaccination interval; Long-term immune persistence;

100  booster dose; immunogenicity; safety; high-risk occupational population
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101 Background

102  Spread of severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infections
103 has led to a substantial threat to public health worldwide. Globally, as of 20, June
104 2022, there have been 536.59 million confirmed cases of COVID-19, including 6.32
105  million deaths, according to the World Health Organization (WHO) COVID-19
106  Dashboard [1]. Vaccination is the most effective approach to the long-term strategy of
107 COVID-19 prevention and control. WHO listed the BBIBP-CorV vaccine for
108  emergency use on 7 May 2021, giving the approval for this vaccine to be rolled out
109  globally [2]. Our initial research and other similar studies indicated that a longer
110  interval (21 days and 28 days) between the first and second BBIBP-CorV vaccination
111 produced higher neutralizing antibody levels compared with a shorter interval
112 schedule (0-14 day) [3, 4].

113 Adequate neutralizing antibody levels could serve as a correlation of protection for
114 vaccines against SARS-CoV-2 in humans [5-7], but immune protection from infection
115 may wane with time as neutralizing antibody levels decline [6]. Whereas vaccines
116  induce durable T and B cell memory to SARS-CoV-2 [8, 9], strong evidence revealed
117  the crucial protective role for neutralizing serum antibodies[6] due to their ability to
118  block the viruses from entering the host cells directly [10]. So, maintaining adequate
119  neutralizing antibody levels is more necessary for long-term protection, especially
120 during the midst of the COVID-19 pandemic.

121 Recent studies indicated that binding or neutralizing SARS-CoV-2 antibodies
122 elicited by multiple types of vaccines (mRNA vaccines, adenovirus-vectored vaccines,
123 and inactivated vaccines et al) declined to varying degrees over time after priming
124 full-schedule vaccination, and showed substantial descent by 6 to 12 months [11-17].
125  Meanwhile, age, sex, comorbidities and immunosuppressed condition had an impact
126 on neutralizing antibody loss [17-19]. However, lasting immune response can
127 certainly be affected by spacing between the doses [20], and a complete picture of the
128  kinetics of long-term immune persistence elicited by priming two-dose BBIBP-CorV
129  vaccine with different vaccination interval is not yet available. Besides, the fading
130  immune response and the emergence of the Omicron (B.1.1.529) variant had raised
131 concerns about the booster dose. Recent research revealed that a booster dose of
132 different type of SARS-CoV-2 vaccine could induce remarkable high neutralizing
133 antibody levels [21-23]. Nevertheless, the safety and immunogenicity of a booster
134 dose with different priming two-dose BBIBP-CorV vaccination regimens are yet to be
135 thoroughly evaluated, especially in the high-risk occupational population.

136 Consequently, this paper assessed immune persistence of priming two-dose
137  BBIBP-CorV inactivated vaccines, and evaluated the immunogenicity and safety of a

138 homologous booster dose among three different vaccination regimens based on our
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139  initial study. Meanwhile, we explored the kinetics of neutralizing antibody levels of
140  different vaccination regimens and determined predictors of maintaining protected
141  antibody levels, and constructed an exponent curve model to predict neutralizing
142 antibody decay after booster dose.

143 Methods

144 Study design and participants

145  Between on January, 2021 and May, 2021, a randomized, controlled phase IV clinical
146 trial of BBIBP-CorV vaccine with three two-dose schedules was conducted in
147 Taiyuan City, Shanxi Province, China. Public security officers and airport ground staff
148 aged 18-59 years, without previous SARS-CoV-2 vaccination and infection were
149  eligible for enrollment. A complete list of inclusion and exclusion criteria can be
150  found in a previous publication [3] (see protocol 2 p 1). After initial study, participants
151  who were neutralizing antibody positive [geometric mean titer (GMT) of 16, positive
152 response was defined as at least a 4-fold increase of neutralizing antibody titers over
153 baseline (4)] at day 28 after priming two-dose vaccine were followed-up extended to
154 November, 2021 (10 month after priming two-dose vaccination) for assessing the
155 immune persistence of three two-dose schedules of BBIBP-CorV vaccine.
156 Subsequently, on Nov 26, 2021, some participants who met the inclusion and
157  exclusion criteria were eligible to receive the booster injection for evaluating the
158  safety and immunogenicity of booster dose. Inclusion criteria included that (1) No an
159  unacceptable adverse event; (2) No SARS-CoV-2 infection during the follow-up
160  period; (3) Completed the initial two doses of vaccination; (4) be able and willing to
161  receive the booster dose injection. Exclusion criteria included that (1) A COVID-19
162  vaccine other than the experimental vaccine was used during the study period; (2)
163 Acute or new chronic disease occurs during follow-up; (3) other vaccination history
164  within 14 days before vaccination; (4) being pregnant or breastfeeding before
165  vaccination. The detailed inclusion and exclusion criteria are available at protocol 2 p
166 5.

167 Written informed consent was obtained from all participants before the enrolment
168  in the initial study. The clinical trial protocol for the study was approved by the Ethics
169  Committee of Shanxi Provincial Center for Disease Control. The study was done in
170 accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki and Good Clinical Practice. The trial was
171 registered with ChiCTR.org.cn (ChiCTR2100041705, ChiCTR2100041706).

172 Procedures

173 In initial study, eligible participants were recruited and randomly allocated (1: 1: 1) to
174 receive BBIBP-CorV vaccine of 4pug with three two-dose schedules on days 0 and 14,
175  0Oand 21, or 0 and 28, respectively.

176 The responders at day 28 after priming two-dose vaccine were followed up at
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177  months 3, 6 and 10 in this secondary study to evaluate the immune persistence of the
178  second dose. At month 10 after the second dose, eligible participants of three
179 two-dose schedules were received the homologous booster dose respectively
180  (hereafter abbreviated as 0-14d-10m group, 0-21d-10m group and 0-28d-10m group),
181  and followed up at day 28 post-booster to assess the safety and immunogenicity of the
182 booster dose. The vaccines were administered intramuscularly in the deltoid region of
183  the upper arm with a dosage of 4ug. The vaccines used in this study were inactivated
184  vaccine (Vero Cell) developed by the Beijing Institute of Biological Products (Beijing,
185  China). The contents of follow-up included the blood samples, oropharyngeal/nasal
186 swabs, and adverse reactions collection. Fig. 1 shows the study protocol.

187  Safety assessment

188  Safety information after the booster dose was obtained by the same methods as for
189  priming two doses [3]. Participants were observed for 30 minutes in the observation
190 room after booster dose vaccination for any acute reactions. Participants were
191  instructed to record local and systemic reactions daily for 7 days on diary cards.
192 Solicited local adverse events included pain at the injection site, induration and
193 swelling, and systemic adverse events included diarrhea and dysphagia. For days 8-28,
194  participants spontaneously reported any unsolicited adverse events including local
195  reactions (rash) and Systemic reactions (cough and headache). Adverse reactions were
196  graded according to the Guidelines for Adverse Event Classification Standards for
197  Clinical Trials of Preventive Vaccines by the National Medical Products
198  Administration (version 2019) [24].

199  Laboratory methods

200  Oropharyngeal/nasal swabs for RT-PCR (reverse transcriptase-polymerase chain
201  reaction) testing were collected from all participants at each follow-up point. The
202  neutralizing antibody to live SARS-CoV-2 (strain 19nCoV-CDC-Tan-Strain 05
203  [QDO1]) were quantified using a micro cytopathogenic effect assay at 3, 6 and 10
204  months after the second dose, and at day 28 after the booster dose. Blood samples
205  taken at baseline and at day 28 after the second dose had been tested previously [3].
206  The lower limit of detection was 4 for the neutralizing antibody test. We defined
207  positive antibody response as a titer of 16 or greater for neutralizing antibody levels to
208 infectious SARS-CoV-2. We assessed the positive rates of neutralizing antibodies
209  with different criteria (GMT > 16, 32, 64, 128 or 256).

210  Outcomes

211 The primary immunological endpoints of the initial trials can be found in an initial
212 publication [3]. Here, we report the results of secondary and exploratory
213  immunological endpoints. Secondary immunogenic endpoints included GMT of

214  neutralizing antibody to live SARS-CoV-2, the positive rates of different criteria and
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215  the constituent ratio of GMT of neutralizing antibodies (GMT 16-31, GMT 32-63,
216  GMT 64-127, GMT 128-255 and GMT > 256) on 3, 6 and 10 months after two dose
217 and at day 28 after booster dose. Exploratory immunogenic endpoints included the
218  kinetics of antibody levels of different vaccination regimens, predictors of
219  maintaining protected antibody levels within 10 months after two doses of vaccination
220  and the predictive duration of booster-induced neutralizing antibody declining to the
221  cutoff level of positive antibody response. The primary safety endpoints included
222 adverse events within 7 days after booster dose. Secondary safety endpoints were any
223 adverse events within 28 days after the booster dose vaccinations across the three
224 groups.

225  Statistical analyses

226  We followed up participants who were antibody positive at day 28 after priming
227  two-dose vaccine. During the follow-up, if the neutralizing antibody response of
228  participants was negative, they will no longer be followed up, and the antibody
229 response at each time point thereafter was negative by default. When the
230  previous observed titer was positive and still positive in the next follow-up, we
231  imputed the intermediate missing value as a positive response and the antibody titers
232 were filled according to the next follow-up. If neutralizing antibody was positive at
233 the previous follow-up and negative at the next follow-up, the intermediate missing
234  value would not be filled. The imputed nonresponses and responses and the observed
235  neutralizing antibody levels were together referred to as complete case data (see
236  appendix p 2-3).

237 The complete case data was used to calculate the GMT, positive rates and the
238  constituent ratio of neutralizing antibodies at each follow-up point. Safety endpoints
239  were presented descriptively as frequencies (%) per group. Analysis of Variance
240  (ANOVA) was used to analyze neutralizing antibody levels of different groups which
241  were log-transformed. Chi-square test or Fisher precision test was used to Categorical
242 data. The kinetics of neutralizing antibody levels, involving group, time, and
243 interaction between group and time, were analyzed by generalized estimating
244  equations (GEE), and the paired #-test was used to analyze the differences in
245  neutralizing antibody levels among different follow-up point [P value for statistical
246  significance was 0.008 (0.05/6)]. Cox proportional hazards regression model was used
247  to assess the influencing factors associated with maintaining of neutralizing antibody
248  levels during 10 months after the second dose. The nomogram was constructed to
249  predict the long-term immune persistence mainly based on the results of the Cox
250  proportional hazards regression model. The discrimination ability was assessed using
251  the Concordance indexes (C-index). C-index vary from 0.5 to 1.0 and C-index values

252 greater than 0.7 suggest a reasonable estimation.
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253 An exponent curve model was used to predict the neutralizing antibody levels after
254 the booster dose, and the general form of exponential curve equation is Y = k + a exp
255 (bX). The position, direction and curvature of a curve are determined by the sign and
256  magnitude of constant terms and parameters o and b, respectively. The actual
257  antibody levels (Y) over time (X) of follow-up from 28 days (calculated according to
258 1 month) to 10 months after two doses were used to construct the model. After the
259  actual values were transformed into logarithm, reciprocal or square root, the curve
260  equation was linearized, and the least square method was used to fit the optimal
261  exponential model of vaccine immune persistence (see appendix p 13-15). Based on
262  the model, the antibody attenuation after enhancement was predicted according to the
263 actually observed neutralizing antibody titer decay after two doses. Other values of
264  P<0.05 were considered statistically significant. The nomogram was performed using
265 R software, version 4.1.3. Other statistical computations were performed using SAS

266  version 9.4 and graphing performed using GraphPad Prism 9.0.0.

267 Result

268  Participants’ characteristics at baseline

269 A total of 809 participants were enrolled and randomly assigned to the 0-14d (n=270),
270 0-21d (n=270) and 0-28d (n=269) schedule, respectively. The responders (256, 247
271  and 241 participants) at day 28 after priming two-dose vaccination were followed-up
272 at months 3, 6, and 10 for immune persistence evaluation, respectively. At month 10
273 after second dose, a total of 390 participants were eligible and received a booster dose,
274 with 130 participants in the 0-14d-10m, 0-21d-10m and 0-28d-10m group respectively,
275  of whom 74.1% (289/390) were male and 25.9% (101/390) were female, with a mean
276 age of 37.1+10.3 years. There were 122, 120 and 112 participants in three groups
277 completed blood sampling at 28 days after the booster dose (Fig. 2; Table 1). The
278  demographic characteristics were broadly similar between the participants who
279  received booster dose of vaccine and no vaccination. There was no difference in
280  demographics characteristics among the three groups at each follow-up point (see
281  appendix p 4-8).

282 GMT , positive rates and constituent ratio of SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing
283  antibodies at each follow-up point in three groups

284 The GMT of neutralizing antibodies at month 3 after the second dose was 46.4

285  [95% confidence interval (CI): 41.4~52.0] in the 0-14d-10m group, which was
286  significantly lower than 64.2 (95%CI: 58.8~70.1) in the 0-21d-10m group (P<0.0001),
287 and 71.6 (95%CI: 65.7~78.0) in the 0-28d-10m group (P<0.0001). The GMT of
288  neutralizing antibodies at month 6 after the second dose reduced to 30.5 (95%CI:
289 27.0~34.5) in the 0-14d-10m group, 42.8 (95%CI: 39.2~46.7) in the 0-21d-10m group
290  (P<0.0001 vs 0-14d-10m group), and 47.1 (95%CI: 42.2~52.6) in the 0-28d-10m
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291 group (P<0.0001 vs 0-14d-10m group). At month 10 after the second dose, the GMT
292 of neutralizing antibodies declined to 20.3 (95%CI: 17.4~23.6) in the 0-14d-10m
293 group, 28.8 (95%CI: 25.5~32.6) in 0-21d-10m group (P=0.0004, vs 0-14d-10m
294  group), and 32.4 (95%CI: 28.7~36.6) in the 0-28d-10m group (P<0.0001, vs
295  0-14d-10m group). (Fig. 3; see appendix p 9). Results of post-booster immunogenicity
296  analysis showed that the GMT on day 28 after booster vaccination increased to 246.2
297 (95%CI: 222.6-269.7), 277.5 (95%CI: 248.9-306.0) and 288.6 (95%CI: 256.9-320.3)
298  in 0-14d-10m, 0-21d-10m and 0-28d-10m group, respectively (Fig. 3). There was no
299  significant difference in the GMT of post-booster neutralizing antibodies among the
300 three groups (P>0.05) (see appendix p 9).

301 From month 3 to 10 after the second dose, the positive rates of neutralizing
302  antibodies decreased from 96.3% (237/246) to 76.7% (132/172) in the 0-14d-10m
303  group, from 99.2% (233/235) to 86.5% (147/170) in the 0-21d-10m group and from
304 98.7% (228/231) to 89.8% (141/157) in the 0-28d-10m group, respectively. At 28
305  days after booster dose, positive rates in all vaccination groups markedly increased in
306  100.0%. (Fig. 5; see appendix p 9). Details of the positive rates of neutralizing
307  antibodies with different criteria at each follow-up point can be found in the appendix
308 po.

309 On day 28 after the second dose, the constituent ratio of neutralizing antibodies was
310  higher at the GMT 64-127 (29.3%, 75/256) in the 0-14d-10m group, while the
311  constituent ratio of neutralizing antibodies in the 0-21d-10m and 0-28d-10m group
312 was higher at the GMT of 64-127 (28.8%, 71/247; 29.5%, 71/241) and 128-255
313 (40.9%, 101/247; 34.0%, 82/241), respectively. However, on 10 months after the
314  second dose, the constituent ratio of neutralizing antibodies was sharply decrease at
315  the GMT 64-127 (9.9%, 13/132) in the 0-14d-10m group, while the constituent ratio
316  of neutralizing antibodies in the 0-21d-10m and 0-28d-10m groups was remarkably
317  decrease at the GMT of 64-127 (15.7%, 23/147; 23.4%, 33/141) and 128-255 (0.0%,
318 0/147; 1.4%, 2/141), respectively. On day 28 after booster vaccination, a strangely
319  rebound in the constituent ratio of neutralizing antibodies was observed at the GMT
320 128-255 (35.2%, 43/122; 34.2%, 41/120; 34.8%, 39/112) and GMT>256 (48.4%,
321 59/122; 56.7%, 68/120; 56.3%, 63/112) in three groups, respectively (Fig. 4, see
322 appendix p 10).

323  Kinetics of SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibodies in three groups and predictive
324  antibody decay after booster dose

325 From day 28 to month 10 after second dose, a substantial reduction of
326  SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibodies by 4.85-fold (GMT: from 98.4 to 20.3,
327 P<0.0001), 4.67-fold (GMT: from 134.4 to 28.8, P<0.0001) and 4.49-fold (GMT:
328  from 145.5 to 32.4, P<0.0001) were observed in 0-14d-10m group, 0-21d-10m group

329  and 0-28d-10m group, respectively. In the whole process, the GMT of neutralizing
9
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330  antibodies decreased more rapidly of 2.12-fold (GMT: from 98.4 to 46.4, P<0.0001),
331 2.09-fold (GMT: from 134.4 to 64.2, P<0.0001) and 2.03-fold (GMT: from 145.5 to
332 71.6, P<0.0001) from days 28 to months 3, but slowed thereafter in three groups,
333 respectively (Table 3). The kinetic profile was similar among three groups by GEE
334 (P=0.67) (Fig. 6; Table 2). On day 28 post-booster-vaccination, the GMT of
335  neutralizing antibodies increased from pre-boosting levels (10 months after the second
336 dose) by 12.16-fold (GMT: from 20.3 to 246.2, P<0.0001) in 0-14d-10m group, by
337 9.64-fold (GMT: from 28.8 to 277.5, P<0.0001) in the 0-21d-10m group and by
338 8.91-fold (GMT: from 32.4 to 288.6, P<0.0001) in the 0-28d-10m group, respectively.
339  Correspondingly, booster vaccination led to 2.50-fold (GMT: from 98.4 to 246.2,
340  P<0.0001), 2.06-fold (GMT: from 134.4 to 277.5, P<0.0001) and 1.98-fold (GMT:
341 from 145.5 to 288.6, P<0.0001) increases from day 28 after the second dose to day 28
342 post-booster in the GMT of neutralizing antibodies in three groups, respectively
343 (Table 3).

344 The GMT of neutralizing antibodies from day 28 to month 10 of the second dose in
345  0-14d-10m group, 0-21d-10m group and 0-28d-10m group were used to construct
346  decreased exponent curve model, respectively. The exponential curve equation was
347 Y=91.38 exp(-0.16X), Y=127.10 exp(-0.16X ) and Y=138.38 exp(-0.16X) in three
348  groups, respectively. The coefficient of determination R Squared was 0.85, 0.86 and
349  0.86 respectively. The antibody attenuation after booster dose was predicted according
350  to the exponential curve model of antibody decay after two doses. The results of the
351  three groups on the day 28 after booster dose were respectively substituted into the
352 exponent model, time 28d (calculated according to 1 month) = 1, and the calculated
353  parameter o values were 288.92, 325.65 and 338.67 respectively. So, the exponential
354  curve equation for the 0-14d-10m group was Y=288.92 exp(-0.16X), for the
355 0-21d-10m group was Y=325.65 exp(-0.16X), and for the 0-28d-10m group was
356 Y=338.67 exp(-0.16X). It can be seen that the GMT of neutralizing antibodies may
357  decrease by approximately 55% on 6 months post-booster and the predictive duration
358  of booster-induced neutralizing antibody declining to the cutoff level of positive
359  antibody response (GMT of 16) may be 18.08 months, 18.83 months and 19.08
360  months in three groups, respectively (Fig. 6; see appendix p 13-15).

361  Predictors of SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibody durability within 10 months
362  after the second dose

363 The results of Cox proportional hazards regression showed that the participants
364  with age >40 (HR=1.883, 95%CI: 1.064~3.333, P=0.03) were associated with a high
365 risk of response loss (GMT<16). The participants who were in 0-28d-10m group
366  (HR=0.353, 95%CI: 0.182~0.683, P=0.0020), had an influenza vaccination history
367  (HR=0.554, 95%CI: 0.336~0.912, P=0.02) or were female (HR=0.299, 95%CI:

368 0.151~0.593, P=0.0005) tended to maintain immune persistence during 10 months
10
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369  after the second dose (Fig. 7). The four factors above were used to construct a
370  nomogram to predict neutralizing antibody decline probability during 10 months. The
371  nomogram showed that the largest contributions of maintaining immune persistence
372 were age and sex, followed by group and influenza vaccination history (Fig. 8). The

373 C-index for the prediction nomogram was 0.70 for the training cohort (see appendix p

374 11).
375  Safety
376 A total of 390 participants who complete the booster dose were included in safety

377  analysis, the overall incidence of adverse reactions was 1.5% (2/130), 4.6% (6/130),
378  and 3.1% (4/130) in the 0-14d-10m, 0-21d-10m and 0-28d-10m group after the
379  booster dose, with no significant difference among the three groups (P=0.41). The
380  most common reported reaction was injection-site pain, which occurred in 2 of 130
381 (1.5%), 3 of 130 (2.3%), and 1 of 130 (0.8%) participants in the three groups (P=0.87).
382  Solicited adverse reactions were reported by 2 (1.5%) participants in the 0-14d-10m
383  group, 4 (3.1%) participants in the 0-21d-10m group, and 3 (2.3%) participants in the
384  0-28d-10m group within 7 days after injection. All adverse reactions were mild after
385  the booster injection. The vaccine showed a favorable safety profile from month 3 to
386 10 after second dose. None of the participants were infected SARS-CoV-2 during the
387  trial period (Fig. 9; see appendix p 12).

388  Discussion

389  Recent studies reported the long-term immune persistence after the priming
390  full-schedule vaccination and the safety and immunogenicity of booster dose with
391  different technical platform COVID19 vaccines in different population [11-17, 21-23].
392  However, a complete picture of the kinetics of immune response among persons with
393 different vaccination regimens of BBIBP-CorV is not yet available, and the safety and
394  immunogenicity of homologous booster vaccination are yet to be thoroughly
395  evaluated, especially in the high-risk occupational population. Based on our previous
396  research, we assessed immune persistence of a priming two-dose BBIBP-CorV
397  vaccine schedule, and found that the long-term persistent immunogenicity in
398  0-21d-10m and 0-28d-10m group was more satisfactory than that in 0-14d-10m group
399  in public security officers and airport ground staff. Besides, maintaining long-term
400  immune persistence was also associated with age<40, female, and history of influenza
401  vaccination. A booster dose given at month 10 after the second dose led to a strong
402  increase in neutralizing antibody which was not affected by the priming two-dose
403  vaccination regimen, and the predictive duration of neutralizing antibody declining to
404  the cutoff level of positive antibody response may be above 18 months in three
405  groups.

406 To our knowledge, this research firstly reported the finding that a priming two-dose

407  schedule of day 0-28 and day 0-21 could lead to longer persistence of neutralizing
11
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408  antibody compared to day 0-14 in the high-risk occupational population. Our initial
409  study demonstrated that a priming vaccination regimen of day 0-21 and day 0-28
410  induced higher peak value of neutralizing antibodies at day 28 after the second dose
411  [3]. Previous studies [25] demonstrated that the persistence of immune response was
412 correlated with the peak antibody levels. That may account for the higher neutralizing
413  antibody levels at each follow-up point from month 3 to month 10 after the second
414  dose in 0-21d-10m and 0-28d-10m group.

415 Our results suggested that from day 28 to month 10 after the second dose, a
416  decrease by 4.85-fold (GMT: 94.4-20.3), 4.67-fold (GMT: 134.4-28.8) and 4.49-fold
417  (GMT: 145.5-32.4) was observed in the 0-14d-10m, 0-21d-10m and 0-28d-10m group,
418  respectively. Other studies also evaluated the persistence of neutralizing antibodies
419  induced by different inactivated vaccines. Zeng et al [13] found that neutralizing
420  antibody titers induced by two doses (two schedules of day 0-14, day 0-28)
421  CoronaVac vaccines (3 pg) both declined after 6 months to below the seropositive
422 cutoff (GMT of 8). Another study [14] reported that the neutralizing antibodies
423 induced by the two doses of BBIBP-CorV (3ug, 28 days apart) decreased by a factor
424  of 2.94 (GMT: from 6.8 to 2.3) from month 2 to month 6. Similarly, one
425  non-peer-reviewed study [16] in Indian found that the GMT of neutralizing antibodies
426  decreased 8.24-fold from 28 days after a second BBV152 vaccination to 6 months
427  later. In addition, neutralizing antibodies decreased over time after initial vaccination
428  has been observed with mRNA vaccines and adenovirus-vectored vaccines et al, but
429  to a lesser extent than those of inactivated vaccines [12, 15]. Overall, neutralizing
430  antibody responses elicited by all kinds of COVID-19 vaccines after priming
431  full-schedule vaccination, subsequently declining to varying degrees over time, which
432 may be due to differences in vaccine technology platforms, study population or test
433 methods et al.

434 Published data revealed that innate and adaptive immunity was decreased with age,
435  particularly in vaccine responses [26]. Wang and colleagues [17] found that geometric
436  mean concentrations of both inactivated vaccines (BBIBP-CorV and CoronaVac)
437  decreased with age, especially in the 50-59 age group. A prospective longitudinal
438  cohort study [18] also found that humoral response was substantially decreased 6
439  months after receipt of the second dose of the BNT162b2 vaccine, especially among
440  persons 65 years of age or older. Consistent with previous studies, our results also
441  found that the participants with age>40 were associated with a high risk of response
442  loss. Meanwhile, we found that persistence of neutralizing antibodies was better in
443  women than in men, which was similar to the findings in other reports [17, 18]. It
444  probably caused by immune function differences between the sexes. Mechanisms

445  implicated in mediating sex-based differences in immune responses may include

12
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446  immunological, sex steroid hormones, genetic and epigenetic regulation, and
447  microbiota differences et al [27].

448 We also found that history of influenza vaccination had a positive impact on the
449  immune persistence of the SARS-CoV-2 vaccine [The median time from the influenza
450  vaccination to the first dose of BBIBP-CorV vaccine was 80.74 days, interquartile
451 range (IQR) 71.70-90.74]. A real-world study [28] revealed that
452  influenza/pneumococcal vaccination seems to have a substantial impact on the
453  neutralization response to BNT162b2 mRNA vaccination (The median time from the
454  influenza and pneumococcal vaccination to the second dose of SARS-CoV-2 vaccine
455  was 102 days). It is speculated that influenza vaccine may affect the persistence of the
456  COVID-19 vaccine by affecting its immunogenicity. It may be related to the
457  non-specific effects of vaccines [29].

458 Several studies reported that the homologous booster dose with inactivated
459  vaccines led to a strangely rebound in neutralizing immune response against
460  SARS-CoV-2. A non-peer-reviewed study [21] found the GMT of neutralizing
461  antibodies was improved 1.04-3.87-fold on day 30 after a booster dose of
462  BBIBP-CorV vaccine compared to the 28 days after the second dose. Similarly, one
463  study [14] of 353 healthy adult participants who administered with a two-shot
464  regiment (28 days apart) BBIBP-CorV vaccine (month 1) and a booster dose 7
465  months later, the GMT increased 4.5 times, compared to GMT of month 2. Another
466  non-peer-reviewed study [30] reported that a booster vaccination at 8 to 9 months
467  after priming two-dose BBIBP-CorV vaccine led to a 6.1-fold increase in the
468  neutralization GMT against the wild-type strain. Besides, some studies also revealed
469  that a heterologous boost following prime vaccination could also elicit remarkably
470  protection against SARS-CoV-2 [21, 23]. Consistent with previous studies, our
471  research indicated that on 28 days after the homologous booster dose, GMT of
472  neutralizing antibodies were increased by 8.91-12.16-fold compared to the
473 pre-boosting levels and 1.98-2.50 fold compared to the 28 days after the second dose
474  levels. Overall, the booster dose could significantly reverse the decrease in
475  neutralizing antibodies after the second dose, which may be explained by that the
476  priming two-dose vaccination could induce efficient T and B memory cells and
477  booster vaccination could significantly recall and enhance antibody responses [8, 9,
478  16].

479 Notably, our results indicated that a booster dose given at month 10 after the second
430  dose produced similar immunogenicity (246.2, 277.5 and 288.6) among the three
481  groups, which was not affected by the priming two-dose vaccination regimen. It
482  means that booster dose could reverse the lower GMT of neutralizing antibodies of 14

483  days intervals at some extent. Meanwhile the results also highlighted the essential for

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.22.22276690

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.22.22276690; this version posted June 26, 2022. 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.

484  booster vaccination to top-up the immune response. Of course, these results should be
485  confirmed by large-scale clinical studies.

486 Furthermore, using the exponent curve model, we predicted that the GMT of
487  neutralizing antibodies may decrease by approximately 55% at 6 months post-booster
488  and the predictive duration of neutralizing antibodies declining to the cutoff level of
489  positive antibody response may be above 18 months in three groups. One
490  non-peer-reviewed study [31] in China reported that the GMT of neutralization
491  antibody against an ancestral SARS-CoV-2 viral strain (Wuhan-Hu-1) drastically
492  decreased by approximately 85% at 6 months after the booster dose of inactivated
493  vaccines. Our model prediction results showed a satisfactory long-term durability of
494  neutralizing antibodies in high-risk occupational population, and data will be collected
495  as verified the prediction results in the future.

496 This study has some limitations. Firstly, neutralization tests in vitro against emerging
497  Omicron variant were not assessed in our study. Several studies have shown
498  vaccine-induced immune protection might more likely be escaped by Omicron
499  compared to prototypes and other VOCs, while a booster dose improved
500  neutralization against Omicron [30, 32, 33], and we will further explore. Secondly, we
501  only reported persistence of a two-dose schedule data and immunogenicity and safety
502  of a booster dose data for the high-risk occupational population aged 18 to 59 years.
503  Although the population aged 60 years and older was not evaluated in this study, our
504  study still suggested that older people (age>40) have faster neutralizing antibody
505  decay. Thirdly, the C-index of our nomogram was not satisfactory enough, however, it
506  could reflect the predictors of antibody decay in some extent. Finally, a relatively high
507  rate of loss to follow-up is unavoidable during the follow-up. However, there were no
508  differences in the rates of loss to follow-up among the three groups.

509  Conclusions

510  In conclusion, the priming two-dose BBIBP-CorV vaccine with 0-28 days and 0-21
511  days schedule could lead a longer persistence of neutralizing antibody than 0-14 days
512 schedule. Maintaining long-term immune persistence was also associated with age<40,
513  female, and history of influenza vaccination. Regardless of priming two-doses
514  vaccination regimens, a homologous booster dose led to a strong rebound in
515  neutralizing antibody and might elicit satisfactory persistent immunity.
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810 patients screened

1 excluded

1 Lost to follow-up

809 enrolled and Randomized

270 Randomized as 0-14 group
256 Completed vaccination
14 Declined to participate

270 Randomized as 0-21 group
247 Completed vaccination
23 Declined to participate

269 Randomized as 0-28 group
241 Completed vaccination
28 Declined to participate

256 measured at 28 days
256 Responders
0 Non responders

247 measured at 28 days
247 Responders
0 Non responders

241 measured at 28 days
241 Responders
0 Non responders

256 Responders at 28 days*
242 Measured at month 3
233 Responders
9 Non responders
14 No nAb measurement
10 Declined to participate
4 Lost to follow-up**

247 Responders at 28 days*
229 Measured at month 3
227 Responders
2 Non responders
18 No nAb measurement

3 Lost to follow-up**

15 Declined to participate

241 Responders at 28 days*
224 Measured at month 3
221 Responders
3 Non responders
17 No nAb measurement
12 Declined to participate
5 Lost to follow-up**

233 Responders at month 3*
201 Measured at month 6
195 Responders
6 Non responders
32 No nAb measurement
20 Declined to participate
12 Lost to follow-up**

227 Responders at month 3*
195 Measured at month 6
189 Responders
6 Non responders
32 No nAb measurement
22 Declined to participate
10 Lost to follow-up**

221 Responders at month 3*
169 Measured at month 6
167 Responders
2 Non responders
52 No nAb measurement
38 Declined to participate

14 Lost to follow-up**

Month 10

Month 10

195 Responders at month 6*
149 Measured at month 10
124 Responders
25 Non responders
46 No nAb measurement
33 Declined to participate
13 Lost to follow-up**

189 Responders at month 6*
145 Measured at month 10
130 Responders
15 Non responders
44 No nAb measurement

7 Lost to follow-up**

37 Declined to participate

167 Responders at month 6*
134 Measured at month 10
123 Responders
11 Non responders
33 No nAb measurement
25 Declined to participate
8 Lost to follow-up**

130 Completed booster dose

130 Completed booster dose

130 Completed booster dose

| 28 days

after Boostering | |

28 day:

s after Boostering |

122 measured at 28 days after
boostering
122 Responders
0 Non responders

120 measured at 28 days after
boostering
120 Responders
0 Non responders

112 measured at 28 days after
boostering
112 Responders
0 Non responders

Figure 2: Flow of participants in a study of the inactivated SARS-CoV-2 vaccine in high-risk

occupational population

* Participants who were antibody positive (GMT=216) could be followed up

**|_og to follow-up including transfer, business trip or physical discomfort

nAb: neutralizing antibody
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Figure 3: Neutralizing antibody titersof SARS-CoV-2 vaccine at each follow-up point in
high-risk occupational population

Dots are reciprocal neutralizing antibody titers for individualsin the different groups. The bars
represent GMT, and the error bars indicate the 95% CI. The dotted horizontal line representsthe
positive response threshold. GM T=geometric mean titer.
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Figure4: Constituent ratio of neutralizing antibodies at each follow-up point in high-risk
occupational population.
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Figure5: Positiverate within different criteriaat each follow-up point in high-risk occupational
population
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GMT of meutralizing antibodies

follow-up points(month)

Figure6: Kineticsof the GM T of SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibodies

A: Day 28 after the second dose; B: Month 10 after the second dose, booster dose; C: Day 28 after the
booster dose.

The curve from point A to point C is the actual observed value of follow-up, and the curve after point C
isthe predicted value by exponential curve model. The bottom axis is the time after booster dose
vaccination. The dotted horizontal line represents the positive antibody response threshold.
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Figure 7: Influence factors of antibody loss by cox proportional hazard regresson analysis
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Figure 8: The predictorsof the long-term immune per sistence based on nomogram.

The nomogram consists of graphical lines including predictors [age, sex, history of vaccination (The
type of vaccine is influenza vaccine), difference groups], single score, total score, linear predictive
value and event (Predicted of neutralizing antibody (nAb) remaining positive within 10 months). The
scale is marked on the line segment corresponding to each predictor to represent the value range of the
predictor, and the length of the line segment reflects the contribution of the predictor to the outcome
event. The top single score in the picture shows the corresponding score of predictors under different
values. The total score of all predictorsis scored by single score. The corresponding linear prediction
can be obtained. The lowest line represents the probability of SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibody
remaining positive within 10 months.
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Systemic reactions(8-28) Systemic reactions(8 28) Systemic reactions(8 28)
Rash+ Rash Rash
Laocal reactions(8-28)~ Local reactions(8-28) Local reactions(8-28)
Fatigue Fatigue Fatigue
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Figure 9: Incidence of solicited and unsolicited adverse reactions occurred within 28 days after
the booster dose.
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Table 1. Demographic and Behavioral Characteristics of High-risk Occupational Population who

received the Booster Dose

Total 0-14d-10m group 0-21d-10m group 0-28d-10m group
Characteristics P
n=390 n=130 n=130 n=130

Sex 013
Male 289(74.1%) 95(73.1%) 90(69.2%) 104(80.0%)
Female 101(25.9%) 35(26.9%) 40(30.8%) 26(20.0%)

Age(years) 014
<40 234(60.0%) 72(55.4%) 75(57.7%) 87(66.9%)
>40 156(40.0%) 58(44.6%) 55(42.3%) 43(33.1%)

Education level 0-38
Junior high school or lower 46(11.8%) 19(14.6%) 17(13.1%) 10(7.7%)
Senior high school 26(6.7%) 8(6.2%) 7(5.4%) 11(8.5%)
College or higher 318(81.5%) 103(79.2%) 106(81.5%) 109(84.8%)

Maritial status 0-54
Married 295(75.6%) 104(80.0%) 92(70.8%) 99(76.2%)
Unmarried 85(21.8%) 23(17.7%) 34(26.1%) 28(21.5%)
Divorced or widowed 10(2.6%) 3(2.3%) 4(3.1%) 3(2.3%)

Ethnicity 100
Han ethnicity 382(97.9%) 128(98.5%) 127(97.7%) 127(97.7%)
Other 8(2.1%) 2(1.5%) 3(2.3%) 3(2.3%)

BMI(kg/m?) 0-74
<24 179(45.9%) 62(47.7%) 61(46.9%) 56(43.1%)
>24 211(54.1%) 68(52.3%) 69(53.1%) 74(56.9%)

Influenza vaccination history 0-88
No 267(68.5%) 91(70.0%) 89(68.5%) 87(66.9%)
Yes 123(315%) 39(30.0%) 41(31.5%) 43(33.1%)

Results expressed as n (%), BMI=body-mass index.
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Table 2: Kinetics of SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibody decay from day 28 to months 10 after the
second dose vaccination by gener alized estimating equations

Characteristics Estimate Standard Error z P

I nter cept 1.982 0-038 52:280 <0-0001
time -0-194 0-018 -10-830 <0-0001
group 0-089 0-018 5-040 <0-0001
time*group 0-004 0-008 0-430 0-67

Table 3: The differences of SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibody titer s between different follow-up
point by paired t-test

Time Time
group Fold Fold
interval interval
Dag--Ms' 2.12¢ Ms--Ms¢' 152¢
Dyg--Ms' 3.22¢ Mz-Myo 2:29¢
0-14d-10m
Dag--Mio 4.85¢ Me-M1o 150¢
Dyg--Dyg 250 Mig--Dog 12:16'
Ds-Ms 2:09¢ Maz--Me 150¢
Das-Ms 3.14¢ Mz-Myo 2.23¢
0-21d-10m
Dag—-M1o 4.674 Me--Myo 1.49¢
Dyg--Dyg 2:06' Myo--Dag 964
Dos-M3 2.03¢ Mz Ms 1.52¢
Dyg--Ms 3.09¢ Mz Myo' 2.21¢
0-28d-10m
Das-M1o 4.49¢ Me--M1o 1.45¢
Dye--Dyg 1.98' Myg--Dog 891’

Dos: Day 28 after second dose; M3 . Month 3 after second dose; Mg : Month 6 after second dose; My, : Month 10 after second dose;
D,¢”: Day 28 after booster dose

" P-value of <0-008 (0-05/6) was considered significant

# P-value of <0-05 was considered significant

4Declining fold of neutralizing antibody GMT

"Increasing fold of neutralizing antibody GMT
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