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Abstract 

Background: Vaccinations are the best hope to control the COVID-19 pandemic and save lives. 

Due to the high demand and failure to share vaccines equitably, there were not enough vaccine 

supplies to cover the majority of people in low- and middle-income countries during the early stage 

of vaccination. To cope with this problem, Thailand, an upper-middle-income country, decided to 

employ a heterologous vaccination strategy as the primary COVID-19 vaccination regimen in the 

country. The CoronaVac (CV) vaccine was administered as the first dose, followed by the 

ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 (AZ) vaccine as the second dose. However, there is no study to assess the 

effectiveness of the heterologous vaccination employed in Thailand compared to the standard 

homologous vaccination. 

Methods: We delineated the course and timeline of COVID-19 vaccination in Thailand. An age-

structured compartmental model for COVID-19 transmission and vaccination was constructed and 

employed to assess the effectiveness of the heterologous vaccination strategy. The impact of the 

vaccine prioritization strategies on COVID-19 mortality and infections was also investigated.  

Results: We found that the CV+AZ heterologous vaccination strategy outperforms the separate 

CV and AZ homologous vaccinations in reducing cumulative cases and deaths when combined 

with other non-pharmaceutical interventions. Furthermore, the results suggested that prioritizing 

vaccines for the elderly could be optimal in reducing COVID-19 mortality for a wide range of 

vaccination rates and disease transmission dynamics. 

Conclusions: Our modeling results suggested that to minimize the impacts of inequity in early 

COVID-19 vaccine access in low- and middle-income countries, those countries may use early 

accessible but maybe lower-efficacy vaccines as the first dose of heterologous vaccination in 

combination with higher-efficacy vaccines as the second dose when they are available.   

Keywords: COVID-19, Low- and middle-income countries, Vaccine inequality, Heterologous 

vaccination, Thailand 
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Introduction 

Since the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) was first detected in December 2019, it 

has spread to more than 100 countries [1], causing more than 5.4 million deaths and 286 million 

infected cases worldwide by the end of 2021 [2]. The pandemic is far from over, and vaccination, 

in combination with nonpharmaceutical interventions, is still the most reliable approach to prevent 

and mitigate the spread of the disease. However, although COVID-19 vaccines are effective in 

fighting against the disease [3-8], they are beneficial only when appropriately administered.  

Although 58% of the world population received at least one dose of a COVID-19 vaccine 

at the end of 2021, there was still inequality in early vaccine accessibility. In particular, while over 

70% of the population in wealthy nations completed the initial vaccination protocol at the end of 

2021, only 4% of people in low-income countries have been vaccinated with at least one dose of 

COVID-19 vaccines [9]. In addition, the vaccines administered in high-income countries were 

mainly the mRNA vaccines, which have higher efficacy than the inactivated virus vaccines used 

in low- and middle-income countries [10, 11]. 

In Thailand, an upper-middle-income country, COVID-19 vaccines were first available in 

late February 2021 [9]. CoronaVac by Sinovac Biotech Ltd. (CV) and ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 

(Vaxzevria) by AstraZeneca plc (AZ) vaccines were mostly deployed in the early stages of the 

vaccination campaign in Thailand. However, due to the emergence of the Delta variant and the 

shortage in AZ vaccine supply [12], the Department of Disease Control of Thailand decided to 

employ a heterologous vaccination strategy as the primary COVID-19 vaccination regimen in 

Thailand on July 12, 2021 [13]. For this regimen, the CV vaccine was administered as the first 

dose, followed by the AZ vaccine as the second dose. Although this CV-AZ heterologous 

vaccination strategy could help accelerate the vaccination speed in Thailand as the second dose 

could be administered 3 weeks after the first dose compared to 12 weeks in the traditional AZ-AZ 

homologous vaccination, there is still no study to assess the effectiveness of this CV-AZ 

heterologous vaccination over implementing the standard separate CV-CV and AZ-AZ 

homologous vaccination regimens. If this CV-AZ heterologous vaccination is proven to be 

superior to the corresponding homologous vaccination strategies, it could serve as a lesson learned 

for the low- and middle-income countries for combating a future emerging disease by using an 
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early accessible (but maybe with lower efficacy) vaccine as the first dose, and then following by a 

higher efficacy vaccine as a booster or a second dose when they are available. 

In this study, we, therefore, aimed to assess the effectiveness of the CV-AZ heterologous 

vaccination strategy using Thailand as a case study. Specifically, we first delineated the course 

and timeline of COVID-19 transmission and vaccination in Thailand. An age-structured 

compartmental model for COVID-19 transmission was then employed to assess the effectiveness 

of the implemented heterologous vaccination strategy. Finally, the impact of vaccine prioritization 

strategies was also investigated. 
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Materials and methods 

Data sources 

 The numbers of confirmed COVID-19 cases and deaths in Thailand were retrieved from 

the Department of Disease Control, Ministry of Public Health, Thailand [14, 15]. Data on vaccine 

administration, including the numbers of the first, second, and booster doses, were obtained from 

refs. [16, 17]. The data on administered vaccine doses by the manufacturers were collected from 

ref. [16]. 

 

COVID-19 transmission and vaccination model 

We developed an age-structure compartmental model with two-dose vaccination to analyze 

the dynamics of COVID-19 transmission in Thailand. The schematic of the model is shown in 

Figure 1. Based on the available contact data in Thailand [18], the population was classified into 

16 age groups with a five-year interval (0-4, 5-9, …, 70-74, and ≥ 75 years). All individuals were 

assumed to be initially susceptible (S) to SARS-CoV-2 infection. When susceptible individuals 

are infected, with the force of infection 𝜆, they immediately transition to the exposed compartment 

(E). The exposed individuals then move to the infectious compartment with a rate σ that is 

inversely proportional to the latent period. The infectious individuals can be either symptomatic 
(I) or asymptomatic (A). The proportion of asymptomatic infections (fA) was assumed to be the 

same for all age groups. A fraction of fSD of symptomatic infectious individuals dies with a rate of 

𝜏 that is inversely proportional to the duration from symptomatic infectious to death. The age-

specific fSD was estimated from the age-specific infection fatality rate (IFR) obtained from refs. 

[19, 20]. Both I and A move to the recovered compartment RS and RA, respectively, with a rate γ 

that is inversely proportional to the infectious period.  
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Figure 1. Schematic of COVID-19 transmission model with two-dose vaccination.  
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We assumed that only individuals in the S, E, A, and RA compartments could be vaccinated; 

however, vaccine-induced immunity only plays a role in vaccinated susceptible individuals. 

Vaccinated individuals in the E, A, and RA compartments will be protected by infection-induced 

immunity [21]. After susceptible individuals are vaccinated, they move to either a fully (Sf) or 

partially (Sp) infection-protected compartment with the ratio of Sf and Sp determined by the 

efficacy against infection of the vaccine (eS). When individuals in the partially infection-protected 

compartment get infections, they will move to the exposed compartment Ep. The parameters 𝛼! 

and 𝛼" are the rollout speeds per capita for the first and the second dose of vaccines, respectively.  

The force of infection, 𝜆#, for individuals in age group i is given by 

𝜆# =	∑ 𝛽#$ (
%!&'"(!&(!*+#$)%%$!&'"(!*+#$)(%$!&(!*+#&)%%&!&'"(!*+#&)(%&!

-!*.!*.'$!*.'&!
)/

$0!    (1), 

where 𝛽#$  is the transmission rate from infectious individuals in age group i to susceptible 

individuals in age group j, which is proportional to the contact frequency (𝑐#$) [22]. qA is a 

parameter representing the relative infectiousness of asymptomatic individuals compared to that 

of symptomatic ones. The vaccine efficacies against infection, transmission, and symptomatic 

disease from the first dose of vaccination are denoted as 𝑒1!, 𝑒%!, and 𝑒.!, respectively. 𝑒1", 𝑒%", 

and 𝑒." are the additional vaccine efficacies induced from the second vaccination dose. The terms 

(1 – eI1) and (1 – eI2) represent the transmission contributed from the infectious individuals who 

have already been vaccinated for one and two doses, respectively. Nj is the total number of 

individuals in age group j, and Dj is the number of individuals in age group j who have died. The 

simulations were performed and analyzed using MATLAB R2020b.  

 The vaccination and transmission dynamics are described by the following systems of 

differential equations, where i = 1, …, 16 refers to the age groups of the populations: 

Unvaccinated infections:  
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𝑆̇# = −𝜆#𝑆# − 𝛼!#𝑆#
𝐸̇# = 𝜆#𝑆# − 𝜎𝐸# − 𝛼!#𝐸#
𝐴̇# = 𝜎𝑓(𝐸# − 𝛾𝐴# − 𝛼!#𝐴#
𝐼#̇ = 𝜎(1 − 𝑓()𝐸# − 𝛾𝐼#
𝐷̇# = 𝑓1.𝜏𝐼#
𝑅̇(,# = 𝛾𝐴# − 𝛼!#𝑅(,#
𝑅̇1,# = (1 − 𝑓1.)𝛾𝐼# ⎭

⎪⎪
⎪
⎬

⎪⎪
⎪
⎫

       (1) 

 

1st-dose breakthrough infections: 

𝑆̇3!,# = 𝛼!#(1 − 𝑒1!)𝑆# − 𝜆#𝑆3!,# − 𝛼"#𝑒1"𝑆3!,#
𝑆̇4!,# = 𝛼!#𝑒1!𝑆#
𝐸̇3!,# = 𝜆#𝑆3!,# − 𝜎𝐸3!,# − 𝛼"#𝐸3!,#
𝐴̇3!,# = 𝜎𝑓(!𝐸3!,# − 𝛾𝐴3!,# − 𝛼"#𝐴3!,#
𝐼3̇!,# = 𝜎(1 − 𝑓(!)𝐸3!,# − 𝛾𝐼3!,#
𝑅̇(3!,# = 𝛾𝐴3!,# − 𝛼"#𝑅(3!,#
𝑅̇13!,# = 𝛾𝐼3!,# ⎭

⎪
⎪
⎪
⎬

⎪
⎪
⎪
⎫

    (2) 

 

2nd-dose breakthrough infections: 

𝑆̇3",# = 𝛼"#(1 − 𝑒1")𝑆3!,# − 𝜆#𝑆3",#
𝑆̇4",# = 𝛼"#𝑒1"𝑆3!,#
𝐸̇3",# = 𝜆#𝑆3",# − 𝜎𝐸3",#
𝐴̇3",# = 𝜎𝑓("𝐸3",# − 𝛾𝐴3",#
𝐼3̇",# = 𝜎(1 − 𝑓(")𝐸3",# − 𝛾𝐼3",#
𝑅̇(3",# = 𝛾𝐴3",#
𝑅̇13",# = 𝛾𝐼3",# ⎭

⎪
⎪
⎪
⎬

⎪
⎪
⎪
⎫

      (3) 

 

Unaffected vaccination groups: 
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𝐸̇5!,# = 𝛼!#𝐸# − 𝜎𝐸5!,# − 𝛼"#𝐸5!,#
𝐴̇5!,# = 𝛼!#𝐴# + 𝜎𝑓(𝐸5!,# − 𝛾𝐴5!,# − 𝛼"#𝐴#
𝐼5̇!,# = 𝜎(1 − 𝑓()𝐸5!,# − 𝛾𝐼5!,#
𝐷̇5!,# = 𝑓1.𝜏𝐼5!,#
𝑅̇(5!,# = 𝛼!#𝑅(,# + 𝛾𝐴5!,# − 𝛼"#𝑅(5!,#
𝑅̇15!,# = (1 − 𝑓1.)𝛾𝐼5!,#

𝐸̇5",# = 𝛼"#𝐸5!,# − 𝜎𝐸5",#
𝐴̇5",# = 𝛼"#𝐴# + 𝜎𝑓(𝐸5",# − 𝛾𝐴5",#
𝐼5̇",# = 𝜎(1 − 𝑓()𝐸5",# − 𝛾𝐼5",#
𝐷̇5",# = 𝑓1.𝜏𝐼5",#
𝑅̇(5",# = 𝛼"#𝑅(5!,# + 𝛾𝐴5",#
𝑅̇15",# = (1 − 𝑓1.)𝛾𝐼5",#

𝐸̇53",# = 𝛼"#𝐸3!,# − 𝜎𝐸53!,#
𝐴̇53",# = 𝛼"#𝐴3!,# + 𝜎𝑓(!𝐸53!,# − 𝛾𝐴53!,#
𝐼5̇3",# = 𝜎(1 − 𝑓(!)𝐸53!,# − 𝛾𝐼53!,#
𝑅̇(53",# = 𝛼"#𝑅(3!,# + 𝛾𝐴53!,#
𝑅̇153",# = 𝛾𝐼53!,# ⎭

⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎬

⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎪
⎫

     (4) 

  

All parameters and their values used in the model are summarized in Table 1.  

 

Table 1. Parameters and their default values used in the model. 

Parameter Definition Value Reference(s) 

1/σ Latent period 3 days [23] 

1/γ 
Symptomatic and asymptomatic 

infectious period 
5 days [23] 

1/𝜏 Time from infection to death 10 days [24] 

qA Relative asymptomatic infectiousness  0.5 [25] 
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Parameter Definition Value Reference(s) 

fA 
Fraction of infected individuals who 

become asymptomatic 
0.5 [25] 

fA1 

Fraction of one-dose-vaccinated 

infected individuals who become 

asymptomatic 

See supplementary  

fA2 

Fraction of two-dose-vaccinated 

infected individuals who become 

asymptomatic 

See supplementary  

IFR Infection fatality ratio See supplementary [19] 

fSD 
Proportion of symptomatic infected 

individuals who eventually die 
See supplementary [20] 

eS 
Two-dose vaccine efficacy against 

infection 

0.74 for AZ, 

0.51 for CV 
 

[26, 27], 

[26, 28] 

eI 
Two-dose vaccine efficacy against 

transmission 

0.47 for AZ, 

0.34 for CV 

Assumed, 

with 

sensitivity 

analysis 

shown in 

Figure S1 

eD 
Two-dose vaccine efficacy against 

symptomatic disease  

0.60 for AZ, 

0.56 for CV 

[27], 

[26, 28] 

eS1 
One-dose vaccine efficacy against 

infection 

0.43 for AZ, 

0.05 for CV 

[26, 27], 

[26, 28] 
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Parameter Definition Value Reference(s) 

eI1 
One-dose vaccine efficacy against 

transmission 

0.28 for AZ, 

0.03 for CV 

Assumed, 

with 

sensitivity 

analysis 

shown in 

Figure S1 

eD1 
One-dose vaccine efficacy against 

symptomatic disease 

0.33 for AZ, 

0.06 for CV 

[27], 

[26, 28] 

eS2 
Second-dose incremental vaccine 

efficacy against infection 
1-(1-eS)/(1-eS1)  

eI2 
Second-dose incremental vaccine 

efficacy against transmission 
1-(1-eI)/(1-eI1)  

eD2 Second-dose incremental vaccine 

efficacy against symptomatic disease 

1-(1-eD)/(1-eD1)  

R Reproduction number [1.05, 1.10, 1.20, 1.40, 

1.60, 1.80, 2.00] 

 

βij Transmission rate from infectious 

individuals in age group i to susceptible 

individuals in age group j 

See supplementary  

α1 First vaccine dose rollout speed  See supplementary  

α2 Second vaccine dose rollout speed See supplementary  

ddose Time interval between the first and 

second doses of vaccines 

84 days (AZ), 

21 days (CV) 

[29, 30] 

[31] 
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Homologous and heterologous vaccination strategies 

We considered three vaccination strategies for homologous vaccination, namely, 

homologous CV vaccination (CV+CV), homologous AZ vaccination (AZ+AZ), and parallel 

homologous CV and homologous AZ vaccination (CV and AZ parallel). The vaccines can be 

distributed to two target groups, namely, workers (20-60 years) and elders (≥ 60 years), with 

different prioritization strategies. The vaccination starts from the beginning of the simulation (t = 

0). According to the vaccination roadmap announced by the Thai government in July 2021 [32], 

the vaccine rollout speed was set at a constant speed of 10 million doses/month. The recommended 

time intervals between the first and second doses of the vaccines (𝑑678+) were set to 21 and 84 

days for the CV vaccine [31] and the AZ vaccine [29], respectively.  

For the heterologous vaccination strategy, since the first available COVID-19 vaccine in 

Thailand was the CV vaccine, we, therefore, investigated the scenario where the CV vaccine is 

used as the first dose, followed by the AZ vaccine as the second dose with the dosing interval 

(𝑑678+) of 21 days [33, 34]. As the individuals who got the CV-AZ heterologous vaccination have 

a similar level of immunity as the homologous AZ-AZ homologous vaccination [33], we assumed 

that the vaccine efficacies of the one-dose and two-dose heterologous vaccination correspond to 

the efficacies of the one-dose of CV and two-dose of AZ vaccine, respectively. In these 

heterologous vaccination scenarios, the disease transmission was assumed to start when the AZ 

vaccine was available. 

To accelerate vaccination, all vaccine available initially was assumed to be delivered as the 

first dose without reserving for the second dose during the first day of vaccination (t = 0) to the 

last day of the time interval (t = 𝑑678+) [35]. After that, all vaccine supplies would be administered 

as the second dose. The vaccination would return to the first dose again when no more individuals 

were due for the second dose. The alternating vaccination of first and second doses was repeated 

until the desired vaccination coverage was achieved. The vaccine rollout speed for the first (𝛼!) 

and second (𝛼") doses for each time step was calculated from the ratio of the rollout speed and the 

number of individuals to be vaccinated (see Supplementary B).  
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Prioritization strategies 

To investigate the vaccine prioritization strategies in Thailand, we considered three 

different prioritization strategies: (i) no prioritization, where all individuals are randomly 

vaccinated, (ii) elder prioritization, and (iii) worker prioritization. Once the prioritized population 

was all vaccinated, vaccines were distributed to other target groups. In this part of the study, the 

homologous AZ vaccination (AZ+AZ) with rollout speeds of 50,000, 100,000, 250,000, and 

500,000 doses per day were considered.  
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Results 

Vaccination and COVID-19 situations in Thailand 

Since the first infected case of COVID-19 was detected in Thailand in early 2020, two 

waves of the epidemic were well managed and controlled, with 29,127 cumulative cases and 95 

deaths as of March 29, 2021. Early April 2021, the third wave of transmission began with the 

imported Delta variant [12, 36]. The Delta variant led to rising confirmed reported cases from 

February 28 to November 31, 2021 (Figure 2a). The maximum number of daily confirmed cases 

was up to 21,838 cases per day on August 7, 2021. The peak of daily deaths in Thailand occurred 

on August 18, 2021, with 312 confirmed COVID-19 deaths (Figure 2b). The lockdown measure 

was implemented from July 20 to November 1 [34], as shown in the yellow highlight in Figure 

2a and 2b.  

Regarding COVID-19 vaccination in Thailand, the first doses of CV and AZ vaccines were 

first delivered to the healthcare workers on February 28 and March 16, respectively, while the 

national vaccination campaign started on June 7. Later, on July 25, the Sinopharm BBIBP vaccines 

were imported by the Chulabhorn Royal Academy for sale and charity [37]. The Comirnaty from 

Pfizer-BioNTech COVID-19 vaccine, donated by the United States, was used as booster doses for 

healthcare workers who got the two doses of CV vaccine and for children aged 12-18 years. 

Additionally, Spikevax from Moderna, imported by a private hospital in Thailand, was first 

administered on November 9, when the transmission wave had already gone down. Due to the 

shortage of vaccines at the beginning of the vaccination campaign in Thailand, many strategies of 

the heterologous vaccination were employed; the CV vaccine was used as the first dose and AZ 

vaccine as the second dose. At the end of 2021, around 44 million, 26.4 million, and 17.1 million 

doses of AZ, CV, and Pfizer were administered, respectively. The numbers of cumulative first 

(blue), second (green), and booster (purple) doses are shown in Figures 2a and 2b.  

We estimated the time-varying reproduction number (Rt), which is the average number of 

secondary cases generated by an infected person. A value of Rt greater than the threshold value of 

1 indicates that the number of new infections is growing at time t, whereas Rt less than 1 indicates 

that the epidemic size is shrinking at time t. We employed a method proposed by Cori and 

colleagues [36, 38] to estimate the Rt in Thailand. Rt was calculated starting from April 5, when 
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the number of daily cases exceeded 100, to December 1, 2021 (Figure 2d). We found that the 

median Rt in the early phase of transmission was 2.57 (95% CI: 2.36-2.80). However, Thailand 

implemented lockdown measures in early April 2021, resulting in the Rt decreasing to a value 

below one during that time. In July 2021, the number of deaths and cases drastically increased due 

to the spread of the more transmissible Delta variant. As a result, the Rt value rose to a value greater 

than one. The Thai government then expanded the lockdown areas to other parts of the country 

and increased the vaccination speed [39]. After Thailand launched the national COVID-19 

vaccination program, the Rt decreased to a value below one on August 26, 2021, and has since 

remained below one until December 1, 2021. 
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Figure 2. Vaccination and COVID-19 situations in Thailand. The blue line (a) and the red line 

(b) illustrate the number of daily new cases and the number of daily deaths, respectively. The blue, 

green, and purple areas show the cumulative numbers of first, second, and booster doses, 

respectively. The black-dashed arrows indicate the time point when the vaccination campaign 

started. The colored dashed arrows point to the start date of administering the vaccines from the 

different manufacturers. The yellow highlight area shows the duration of the lockdown measure. 

(c) Cumulative doses of vaccines from different manufacturers that have been delivered. (d) The 

time-varying reproduction numbers starting from April 1 to December 1, 2021. The line shows the 
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median of 𝑅t, and the shaded area indicates the 95% CI. The horizontal dashed line indicates the 

𝑅t threshold value of 1. 

 

Impacts of homologous and heterologous vaccination strategies on mortality 

and infections 

We investigated the effect of homologous and heterologous vaccination strategies on the 

reduction in cumulative numbers of deaths and cases. In this study, there were three scenarios for 

the homologous vaccination strategy: i) homologous CV (CV+CV), ii) homologous AZ (AZ+AZ), 

and iii) parallel homologous CV and homologous AZ vaccinations (CV and AZ parallel). For the 

heterologous vaccination, we investigated the strategy in which the population gets the CV vaccine 

as the first dose and the AZ vaccine as the second dose. Figure 3 shows the reduction in the 

cumulative number of deaths due to different vaccination strategies. For the homologous 

vaccination strategies, we found that the AZ+AZ strategy can advert more deaths than the CV+CV 

strategy across the entire range of reproduction numbers (Figures 3f). However, in the scenarios 

where the CV and AZ vaccines are both employed, we found that the CV+AZ heterologous 

vaccination performs better than the parallel CV and AZ homologous vaccination, especially when 

the effective reproduction number is lower than 1.4 (Figures 3f). Similar results were also found 

in terms of reducing the number of cumulative cases (Figure 4). Note, however, that since both 

CV and AZ vaccines were concurrently employed in CV+AZ heterologous and parallel CV and 

AZ homologous vaccination strategies, the vaccination rate for these two strategies is, therefore, 

two times higher than that of the homologous CV and homologous AZ vaccination strategies. 
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Figure 3. Reduction in cumulative deaths under different vaccination strategies. Results were 

obtained from model simulations with the reproduction number of (a) R = 1.05, (b) 1.1, (c) 1.2, 

(d) 1.4, and (e) 2.0 with either CV+CV (blue), AZ+AZ homologous vaccinations (red), parallel 

homologous vaccination of CV and AZ (yellow), and CV+AZ heterologous vaccination (purple). 

Color dots represent the times at which 70% of individuals were vaccinated. (f) The comparison 

of the reduction in deaths at the equilibrium under different vaccination scenarios. 
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Figure 4. Reduction in cumulative cases under different vaccination strategies. The 

cumulative numbers of cases were from model simulations with the reproduction number of (a) R 

= 1.05, (b) 1.1, (c) 1.2, (d) 1.4, and (e) 2.0 with either CV+CV (blue), AZ+AZ homologous 

vaccinations (red), parallel homologous vaccination of CV and AZ (yellow), and CV+AZ 

heterologous vaccination (purple). Color dots represent the times at which 70% of individuals were 

vaccinated. (f) The comparison of the reduction in cumulative cases at the equilibrium under 

different vaccination scenarios. 
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Impact of vaccine prioritization strategies and vaccine rollout speeds 

We investigated three different vaccine prioritization strategies: no priority (vaccinate 

individuals of all ages simultaneously), elderly priority (aged 60 years and older), and worker 

priority (aged 20-59 years). Vaccines were first distributed to all individuals in the priority age 

group. After all individuals in the priority age group were vaccinated, the vaccines were allocated 

to other age groups. The impact of vaccine prioritization strategies was determined by a reduction 

in cumulative numbers of deaths and cases at the equilibrium (t = 2000 days). Vaccines were 

distributed at a rate of 50,000, 100,000, 250,000, and 500,000 doses/day, corresponding with a 

range of vaccination capacity in Thailand. The homologous AZ+AZ vaccination was employed in 

this part of the study. 

Figure 5 shows the impacts of different prioritization strategies on mortality and infections. 

We found that a faster vaccine rollout speed could result in a higher reduction in mortality and 

infection for all prioritization strategies. For a high-supply scenario with a rollout speed of 500,000 

doses/day, the elderly priority strategy was found to be more effective in reducing deaths compared 

to other strategies. In contrast, for a low-supply scenario with a rollout speed of 50,000 doses/day, 

prioritization of vaccines to the elderly age group resulted in the smallest effect on reducing 

infections and deaths (Figure 5b and 5e). In this scenario, the reduction in cumulative cases is 

maximized when vaccines are firstly allocated to the working age group. 
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Figure 5. Impact of vaccine prioritization strategies on mortality and infections. (a-c) 

Reductions in cumulative deaths and (d-f) reductions in cumulative cases simulated using R = 1.2 

under different vaccine rollout speeds. (a, d), (b, e), and (c, f) show the results under the random 

vaccine distribution (no priority), elderly priority, and worker priority, respectively. Color dots 

show the times when 70% of the total population was fully vaccinated. 

 

To investigate the impact of the vaccine prioritization strategies on mortality and infections 

under different disease transmission dynamics, we varied the reproduction numbers and measured 

the percentage reductions in cumulative deaths and cases (Figure 6). We found that for slow 

transmission dynamics (R = 1.05, 1.1, and 1.2), prioritizing the elderly aged 60 years and above 

can reduce COVID-19 mortality more than other strategies for all vaccine rollout speeds (Figure 

6a-c). For the disease transmission with R = 1.4, all vaccine prioritization strategies reduced 

mortality similarly (Figure 6d). In this case, the reductions in deaths for the elderly and worker 

prioritization strategies were found to be 97% and 98%, respectively. For very fast transmission 

dynamics (R = 2.0), we found that vaccinating the elderly first could advert more deaths when the 
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vaccine rollout speed is low (< 100,000 doses/day) (Figure 6e). However, in a high-supply 

scenario with a rollout speed of 250,000-500,000 doses/day, all vaccine prioritization strategies 

were similar in reducing mortality. In contrast, the results revealed that vaccinating individuals in 

the working age group firstly always most reduced the number of cases (Figure 6f to 6j).  

 

 

Figure 6. Effects of vaccine prioritization strategies on COVID-19 mortality and infections. 

(a-e) Percentage reduction in cumulative deaths for varying vaccine rollout speeds in the scenario 

where R = 1.05, 1.1, 1.2, 1.4, and 2.0, respectively. (f-j) Percentage reduction in cumulative cases 

for varying vaccine rollout speeds in the scenario where R = 1.05, 1.1, 1.2, 1.4, and 2.0, 

respectively. 
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Discussion 

During the COVID-19 pandemic, early access to COVID-19 vaccines in low-income 

countries was very limited. At the end of 2021, less than 10% of the low-income countries' 

population received at least one dose of the vaccine, while most people in wealthier countries were 

fully vaccinated, constituting the vaccine inequity problem [12, 40-42] (Figure S2). The COVID-

19 vaccination in Thailand started on February 28, 2021. In this research, we delineated the 

timeline of COVID-19 vaccination during the first nine months of COVID-19 vaccination in 

Thailand (Figure 2). During the early phase of vaccination, the CoronaVac (CV) was the only 

vaccine available in Thailand partly due to the delay in delivery of ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 by 

AstraZeneca plc (AZ). Most of the early available vaccine doses were allocated to healthcare 

workers, the elders, and high-risk groups. The national vaccination campaign in Thailand started 

on June 7, 2021 [43], when the Delta variant began to circulate in Thailand, and the number of 

cases and deaths continued to increase. To control SARS-CoV-2 transmission under the limited 

vaccine supply, the heterologous vaccination strategy, in which the CV vaccine was used as a first 

vaccination dose and AZ as a second dose, was then introduced [44]. 

To assess the effectiveness of the heterologous vaccination strategy employed in Thailand, 

the age-structured model of COVID-19 transmission and vaccination was constructed. The model 

allowed us to directly compare to heterologous vaccination strategy to the traditional homologous 

vaccination under different disease transmission dynamics. The reproduction number was assumed 

to have a value in the range of 1.05 and 2.00, reflecting the COVID-19 transmission under control 

measures in Thailand (Figure 2d). By measuring the cumulative numbers of cases and deaths 

averted by vaccination, we found that the CV+AZ heterologous vaccination strategy performs 

better than the separate CV and AZ homologous vaccinations in reducing the cumulative numbers 

of cases and deaths, especially when other nonpharmaceutical interventions can suppress the 

effective reproduction number to lower than 1.4 (Figures 3f). This might be due to the fact that 

the time interval between the first and the second dose for the CV+AZ heterologous vaccination 

is shorter than that of the AZ homologous vaccination.  

The duration between two doses of the AZ homologous vaccination is recommended to be 

four to twelve weeks apart as the vaccine efficacy tends to be higher when the duration between 

doses is longer [45, 46]. Hence, most people in Thailand got the second AZ dose twelve weeks 
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after their first dose, which could slow down the number of fully vaccinated individuals in the 

community. However, if individuals get the CV vaccine as their first dose, they can get the second 

dose three weeks after the first dose. Hence, the dosing interval for the CV+AZ heterologous 

vaccination can be shortened to three weeks, compared to twelve weeks in AZ homologous 

vaccination, while maintaining the same vaccine efficacy [47, 48]. This CV+AZ heterologous 

vaccination strategy could, therefore, accelerate the number of fully vaccinated individuals. The 

results also indicated that the faster the heterologous vaccine rollout speed, the greater the 

reduction in both deaths and cases. These results suggested that for low- and middle-income 

countries where early access to high-efficacy vaccines is limited, getting any affordable vaccines 

as early as possible and using them as the first dose for heterologous vaccination might be a better 

strategy for preventing a severe outcome [49].  

 We also investigated the impact of the vaccine prioritization strategies on COVID-19 

mortality and infections. Our results suggested that a faster vaccine rollout speed could rapidly 

reduce more COVID-19 infections and deaths in all vaccine prioritization strategies. Thus, the fast 

rollout speed of the vaccine is critical to quickly curbing the spread of COVID-19. Moreover, we 

found that the most effective vaccine prioritization strategy depends on the reproduction number 

of the COVID-19 transmission. For the slow transmission dynamics (maybe due to intense non-

pharmaceutical interventions), prioritizing the elderly can reduce COVID-19 mortality more than 

other strategies for all vaccine rollout speeds. In the scenario where the transmission dynamics are 

fast (R = 2.0) and the rollout speed of the vaccine is fast (in the range of 250,000-500,000 

doses/day), all vaccine prioritization strategies were equally effective at reducing mortality. 

However, if the vaccine rollout speed is slow (in the range of 50,000-100,000 doses/day), 

vaccinating the elderly first can drastically reduce mortality more than other strategies (Figure 6). 

Indeed, Thailand has implemented a very strict lockdown combined with case isolation and non-

pharmaceutical interventions such as physical distancing and face masking during the COVID-19 

outbreak [12, 36, 50]. This has resulted in a low effective reproduction number during the outbreak 

(Figure 2d). As a result, vaccination strategies targeting the elderly in Thailand could be an 

optimal strategy in terms of reducing COVID-19 mortality. 

In terms of vaccine prioritization to reduce COVID-19 infections, our results suggested 

that prioritizing vaccines among workers (aged 20-59 years) could lower the number of COVID-
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19 cases more than the other strategies. Our results are broadly consistent with other studies that 

recommended prioritizing essential workers to minimize COVID-19 cases [51-53]. This is because 

the workers have high contact frequencies [52, 54]. We found that the worker priority vaccination 

could reduce the number of COVID-19 cases at all values of the considered reproduction number 

R (Figure 6f to 6j).    

 

Conclusion 

 In conclusion, we discovered that the CV+AZ heterologous vaccination strategy performs 

better than the separate parallel CV and AZ homologous vaccination strategy in adverting COVID-

19 infections and mortality when paired with other intensive nonpharmaceutical measures. This is 

attributable in part to the shorter period between the first and second doses of the CV+AZ 

heterologous immunization compared to the AZ homologous vaccination. To minimize the 

impacts of disparities in early COVID-19 vaccine access in low- and middle-income countries, our 

modeling results suggested that these nations may employ early accessible but possibly lower-

efficacy vaccines in combination with higher-efficacy vaccines for the first and second doses of 

heterologous vaccination, respectively. In addition, the findings revealed that prioritizing vaccines 

for the elderly may be best for reducing COVID-19 mortality over a broad range of vaccination 

rates and transmission dynamics. 
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A. Vaccine rollout rate per population in each age group 

We allowed vaccines to be rolled out at different rates by assigning the number of vaccine 

doses available each day, rollout. For each simulated day, vaccines were distributed, following the 

prioritization strategies. Firstly, only the first dose of the vaccine was delivered until the lead time, 

𝑑!"#$. Then, the second dose of vaccine was delivered for the next lead time. After that, the vaccine 

distribution was repeated.  

For the 1st dose period (t =  [x𝑑!"#$+1, (x+1) 𝑑!"#$], x = 0, 2, 4, 6, …), 

   𝛼%& =
'"((")*

∑ (-!./!.0!.1"!)#
!$%

,      (1) 

   𝛼3& = 0.        (2) 

 For the 2nd dose period (t = [x𝑑!"#$+1, (x+1) 𝑑!"#$], x = 1, 3, 5, 7, …), 

   𝛼%& = 0,        (3) 

   𝛼3& =	
'"((")*

∑ (-&'!./&'!.0&'!.1"&'!)#
!$%

,     (4) 

where i represents an age group. Note that the vaccines are not applied for the population below 

20 years (group 1-4). 𝑑!"#$ for the CV vaccine and AZ vaccine were 21 and 84 days, respectively. 

𝑑!"#$ for the heterologous vaccine is 21 days. 𝑎 and 𝑏 are the age groups corresponding with the 

prioritization strategies: (i) no priority (𝑎 = 5, 𝑏 = 16), elder priority (𝑎 = 13, 𝑏 = 16), and 

worker priority (𝑎 = 5, 𝑏 = 12). 
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B. Estimate the fraction of asymptomatic breakthrough infections and the 

fraction of deaths 

Since the efficacy against disease is the reduction in disease in a vaccinated group for the 1st 

dose vaccine compared to an unvaccinated group, 

    𝑒4% =	
565&'
5

, 

    𝑒4% =
7(%68")6((%6$(')79%68"&':)

7(%68")
, 

   ∴ 𝑓0;% = 1 − (%6$)')(%68")
(%6$(')

.     (3) 

For the 2nd dose vaccine, (eD2 is calculated compared to an unvaccinated group) 

   ∴ 𝑓0;3 = 1 − (%6$)*)(%6$(')(%68"&')
(%6$(*)

.    (4) 

The fraction of deaths depends on the infection fatality ratio which is related to the age of the 

infected individuals as follows [1]: 

   𝑓-4 =	
5<1
%68"

,       (5) 

where 𝐼𝐹𝑅 is the infection fatality ratio that relates to the age as 

    log%=(𝐼𝐹𝑅) = 	−3.27 + (0.0524	 × 	𝐴𝑔𝑒) 
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C. Sensitivity analysis of the vaccine efficacy against transmission 

 

 

Figure S1. The reduction in cases (blue) and deaths (red) with (a) the variation of vaccine efficacy 

against transmission for the first dose, eI1 where the vaccine efficacy of full vaccination = 0.47, 

and (b) the variation of eI, when eI1 = 0.28. 
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D. COVID-19 vaccine doses administered per 100 people 

 

 

Figure S2. COVID-19 vaccine doses administered per 100 people by income groups. All 

doses, including boosters, are counted individually. As the same person may receive more than 

one dose, the number of doses can be higher than the number of people in the population [2]. 
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E. Effect of the prioritization strategies on the cumulative cases and deaths 

 

 

Figure S3. Effects of vaccine prioritization strategies on cumulative deaths and cases. (a-e) 

Cumulative deaths for varying vaccine rollout speeds in the scenario where R = 1.05, 1.1, 1.2, 1.4, 

and 2.0, respectively. (f-j) Cumulative cases for varying vaccine rollout speeds in the scenario 

where R = 1.05, 1.1, 1.2, 1.4, and 2.0, respectively. 
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