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Abstract: The first line of defense against SARS-CoV-2 is the upper respiratory tract, yet we 30 
know little about the amount, type, and kinetics of mucosal anti-Spike antibodies (Ab) in 
response to intramuscular (i.m.) COVID-19 vaccination. We analyzed salivary Ab against 
SARS-CoV-2 Spike following mRNA/mRNA and adenovirus (Ad)/mRNA regimes. While anti-
Spike/RBD IgG was detected in the saliva and correlated with the systemic response, anti-
Spike/RBD IgA associated with the secretory component (sIgA) was also detected, and did not 35 
necessarily correlate with serum Ab. Only modest levels of neutralizing capacity were observed 
in saliva at 2 weeks post-dose 2, and by 6 months, anti-Spike/RBD IgG were greatly diminished. 
In contrast, low levels of anti-Spike sIgA persisted up to 6 months after dose 2. Our results show 
that SARS-CoV-2 vaccination induces an IgG response in the saliva that decays over time and an 
sIgA response that does not necessarily correlate with systemic immunity.  40 
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. 
One-Sentence Summary: Our study delves into how intra-muscular mRNA/mRNA or 
mRNA/Ad COVID-19 vaccination regimes confer immunity in the oral cavity with important 
implications for understanding protection against breakthrough infections in healthy vaccinated 
people. 5 

 
Main Text: SARS-CoV-2 is a novel and highly contagious respiratory virus that has quickly 
spread across the globe. The virus uses a protein called Spike and its associated receptor binding 
domain (RBD) to interact with angiotensin converting enzyme 2 (ACE2) on the surface of 
epithelial cells in the upper respiratory tract(1). SARS-CoV-2 is mainly transmitted via inhaled 10 
respiratory droplets, making the immune response in the oral and nasal mucosa an important first 
line of defense(2). Saliva is an important biofluid that can provide information about the mucosal 
antibody (Ab) response to SARS-CoV-2(3, 4). Antibodies detected in the saliva may be derived 
from the blood, entering via the gingival crevicular fluid(5). However, local Ab responses that 
include secretory IgA (sIgA) can also be generated in the salivary glands. SIgA exist as IgA 15 
dimers that are associated with the secretory component, a proteolytic cleavage product which 
remains associated with IgA after it is transported across epithelial cells via the polymeric Ig 
receptor (pIgR)(6).  
Recent studies have shown that saliva contains infectious viral particles in symptomatic and 
asymptomatic individuals exposed to the virus, and a positive correlation exists between salivary 20 
viral load and COVID-19 symptoms(3), highlighting the importance of saliva as a proxy for 
studying the early mucosal immune response. The salivary glands themselves express ACE2 and 
harbor a significant population of IgA-producing plasma cells(3). We and others recently showed 
that IgM, IgG and IgA Ab against the SARS-CoV-2 Spike and RBD proteins are readily detected 
in the saliva of COVID-19 acute and convalescent patients(4, 7).  25 

Approximately 5 billion people doses of COVID-19 vaccines have been administered 
worldwide, including, but not limited to, mRNA vaccines (eg BNT162b2, mRNA-1273) and 
adenovirus-based vaccines (eg Ad26.COV2). These vaccines are administered via the parenteral 
intramuscular route (i.m.). While these i.m. vaccinations induce a robust systemic IgG response 
capable of neutralizing SARS-CoV-2(8-11), whether they can induce Ab in the saliva that 30 
prevent break-though infections (and transmission) is unclear. To address this gap, we applied a 
previously established ELISA-based method for the detection of SARS-CoV-2-specific Ab in 
saliva(4) to samples cross-sectional and longitudinal cohorts of subjects who had received either  
BNT162b2, mRNA-1273 or ChAdOx1-S COVID-19 vaccinations. 
Results 35 

We first compared saliva from 150 long-term care home (LTCH) workers that received either 
BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273 (Table S1) with pooled negative controls used to establish a positive 
cut-off (Tables S2a-b), and COVID-19 acute and convalescent patients (Table S2c). We 
expressed the data as a percentage relative to a pooled positive control that was present in each 
plate (see Methods). When we analyzed saliva only from participants who had no evidence of 40 
prior SARS-CoV-2 infection (n=107), we found that 94% and 41% of participants were positive 
for anti-Spike IgG and IgA, and 93% and 20% of participants, were positive for anti-RBD IgG 
and IgA Ab (Fig. 1). Furthermore, levels of salivary anti-Spike/RBD Ab correlated well with 
anti-Spike/RBD Ab in the serum (Fig. S1). In multivariable analysis, age and prior SARS-CoV-2 
infection were independently associated with the salivary anti-Spike IgA response (Table S3a). 45 
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In contrast, male sex had a negative independent association with the salivary anti-Spike IgG 
response (Table S3b) as has been observed before for COVID-19 and other vaccines (12, 13). 
Lastly, prior SARS-CoV-2 infection and  time since vaccination were independently associated 
with higher and lower serum anti-RBD IgA levels, respectively (Table  S3c).  
In some countries, including Canada and the United Kingdom, vaccine dose sparing has resulted 5 
in a delayed administration of COVID-19 booster shots. As of June 2021, although most LTCH 
workers had been fully vaccinated, significant sectors of the Canadian population had only been 
administered a single dose of a COVID-19 vaccine, and the interval between dose 1 vs dose 2 
was extended. Thus, we wished to ascertain if salivary Ab could be detected after a single dose 
of a COVID-19 mRNA vaccine, and how long these titres would persist. We therefore collected 10 
samples from a second cohort of healthy adults that were followed longitudinally (Medical 
Sciences Building cohort – MSB-1; Table S4). These subjects received 1 dose of BNT1162b2 
and a second dose of BNT1162b2 approximately 3 months later, with samples taken at baseline, 
2 weeks post-dose 1, 3 months post-dose 1, and 2-weeks post-dose 2. For the entire sampling 
period, of those participants that did not show evidence of prior SARS-CoV-2 infection (n=27) 15 
IgM levels were higher than baseline only for anti-Spike post-dose 2, and anti-RBD at 2 weeks 
post-dose 1 (Fig. 2A-B). Focusing therefore on IgG and IgA, we observed that 97% and 93% of 
participants were positive for anti-Spike IgG and IgA, and 52% and 41% were positive for anti-
RBD IgG and IgA Ab in their saliva 2 weeks post-dose 1. However, 3 months after dose 1, the 
median level of salivary anti-Spike and anti-RBD IgG had diminished (25.14+/-15.35 and 73.93 20 
+/- 35.22 compared to 13.56+/- 1.197 and 0.4545 +/- 0.1 at 2 weeks post-dose 1). Two weeks 
after the second dose, median IgG levels recovered (anti-RBD) or were elevated (anti-Spike). 
Thus 2 doses are required to maintain anti-Spike/RBD IgG levels in the saliva (Fig. 2C-F).  
In contrast to IgG, the level of anti-Spike and anti-RBD IgA in the serum and saliva after dose 1 
did not correlate with each other (Fig. S2). We therefore hypothesized that the IgA response to 25 
Spike and RBD induced by i.m. BNT162b2 vaccination provoked a localized IgA response in the 
oral cavity. To test this, we designed an ELISA that would detect secretory chain associated with 
anti-Spike/RBD Ab. We determined that the secretory chain signal associated with anti-SARS-
CoV-2 salivary Ab could be out-competed with recombinant secretory chain, and no anti-
Spike/RBD secretory chain signal was detected in pre-pandemic colostrum, demonstrating assay 30 
specificity (Fig. S3). We then measured secretory component associated anti-SARS-CoV-2 Ab 
in the saliva of vaccinated LTCH participants who had received two doses of either BNT162b2 
or mRNA-1273. We found that secretory component associated anti-Spike and anti-RBD Ab 
could be detected in 30% and 58% of participants, respectively, although the levels were lower 
than what was observed in COVID-19 patients (Fig. 3A-B). The anti-SARS-CoV2 associated 35 
secretory chain signal was independent of prior SARS-CoV-2 exposure as we observed no 
significant difference in this signal comparing participants who were positive vs negative for 
serum anti-nucleocapsid protein Ab (Fig. 3C-D). Of note, if we divided the LTCH cohort into 
those participants who were positive versus negative for anti-Spike/RBD IgA, we observed that 
the secretory component signal was only detected in the IgA+ participants (Fig. 3E-F). In 40 
combination with the finding that most participants did not produce IgM Ab to anti-Spike/RBD, 
we conclude that secretory component is associating with anti-Spike/RBD IgA (sIgA). 
Therefore, a local sIgA response to Spike/RBD is produced in response to mRNA vaccination. 
In addition to a longer interval between dose 1 and dose 2 (3 months), an additional modification 
in the Canadian COVID-19 response has been to provide a second dose of mRNA vaccine to 45 
subjects who received a first dose of ChAdOx1-S (Ad). Serum Ab levels to Ad/mRNA 
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heterologous vaccination have only been recently assessed(14), and nothing is known about how 
this regime impacts salivary Ab. To test this, we recruited participants who had received a first 
dose of ChAdOx1-S followed 3 months later by a second dose of either BNT162b2 or mRNA-
1273 (MSB-2 cohort) and compared the salivary and serum Ab levels to those elicited by 2 doses 
of BNT162b2, also 3 months apart (MSB-1 cohort). With respect to salivary anti-SARS-CoV-2 5 
Ab, we observed no significant difference 2 weeks post-dose 2 for either mRNA/mRNA versus 
Ad/mRNA participants for any of the IgM, IgG, IgA or sIgA readouts, except for anti-RBD IgG 
levels which were higher in the Ad/mRNA group (Fig. 2A-F last two columns). In addition, for 
both MSB-1 and MSB-2 cohorts a positive correlation was observed between serum and saliva 
Ab only for anti-Spike/RBD IgG, but not IgA, (Fig. S4). In summary, when first and second 10 
doses are 3 months apart, heterologous Ad/mRNA vaccination induces similar or greater levels 
of anti-RBD and anti-Spike salivary Ab compared to mRNA/mRNA vaccination, and Ad/mRNA 
induces antigen-specific sIgA that does not correlate with the systemic immune response.  
Antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 can prevent viral spread through a variety of mechanisms, 
including preventing cellular entry by blocking interactions between the viral RBD and 15 
angiotensin converting enzyme-2 (ACE-2) expressed on host cells(15). To assess if either 
COVID-19 vaccine provokes neutralizing Ab against SARS-CoV-2 in the oral cavity, we tested 
saliva from the MSB-1 and MSB-2 cohorts in a pseudovirus entry assay. Specifically, saliva at 
two-fold dilutions was added to hACE2-mCherry expressing HEK293 cells that were co-
incubated with recombinant Vesicular Stomatitis Virus (rVSV)-eGFP-SARS-CoV-2-Spike. 20 
Infection of HEK293 cells was measured by fluorescence over the course of 72 hours, with 
prevention of infection by added saliva read out as a green fluorescence reduction in 
neutralization titer (FRNT). In most cases, a greater proportion of hACE2 expressing HEK293 
cells were infected with rVSV-eGFP-SARS-CoV-2-Spike when co-incubated with baseline 
saliva compared to matched saliva acquired after 1 or 2 doses of BNT162b2 (Fig. S5A). 25 
Moreover, the highest concentration of MSB-1 saliva samples had the strongest inhibitory effect 
on hACE2 HEK293 infection (Fig. S5B). However, when FRNT50 or FRNT70 values were 
tabulated across the cohort, statistical significance was not achieved compared to baseline 
samples (Fig. S5C). Similar results were observed for Ad/mRNA MSB-2 participants (Fig. S5D-
E). Thus, compared to the corresponding baseline saliva from MSB-1 and MSB-2 participants, 30 
saliva acquired at 2 weeks post-dose 2 is better at preventing infection of hACE2 expressing 
HEK293 cells by rVSV-eGFP-SARS-CoV-2-Spike, but the FRNT50 and FRNT70 values are 
highly variable between participants.  
Lastly, since the LTCH workers were the earliest recipients of mRNA vaccines during the 
Canadian roll-out, we had the opportunity to examine the stability of anti-Spike/RBD IgG and 35 
IgA in the saliva of a subset of the LTCH cohort who are now reaching 6 months post-dose 2. 
Whereas we observed a significant decline in anti-Spike IgG in the saliva at this time point 
compared to 2 weeks post-dose 2 (Fig. 1C), levels of anti-Spike IgA were maintained (Fig. 1E). 
In contrast, both IgG and IgA anti-RBD levels declined at 6 months (Fig. 1D, F). Plotted as a 
decay rate, we likewise observe a significant reduction in anti-Spike IgG on a per-person basis at 40 
6 months post-dose 2 (Fig. S6A) that was not observed for IgA or sIgA (Fig. S6B-C), whereas 
there was a significant decline in both IgG and IgA anti-RBD Ab at this time point. Therefore, 
while anti-Spike/RBD IgG declines in the saliva at 6 months post-dose 2, the low levels of 
Spike-specific salivary IgA generated in some participants are more resilient to decay.  
Discussion 45 
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We observe robust IgG levels to Spike/RBD in the saliva of participants immunized with 
BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273 that correlates with the systemic IgG response, and heterologous 
Ad/mRNA vaccination provokes a similar response in the saliva compared to homologous 
mRNA/mRNA vaccine regimes. We further show that IgG Ab to SARS-CoV-2 diminish at 3 
months post-dose 1, and again at 6 months post-dose 2. A different picture emerges, however, 5 
for salivary anti-Spike/RBD IgA. In many participants we observed an IgA response to 
Spike/RBD in the saliva, although anti-Spike/RBD IgA are lower than what is observed in 
COVID-19 patients. Our results are consistent with a recent report by Ketas et al who likewise 
showed that after two doses of BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273 anti-Spike and anti-RBD Ab could be 
detected in saliva(16). However, in our study we now distinguish between locally produced and 10 
systemically derived IgA using secretory chain detection. To our surprise, we detect anti-
Spike/RBD sIgA in the saliva, and these sIgA levels do not correlate with the levels of systemic 
anti-Spike/RBD IgA in serum in the MSB-1 and MSB-2 cohorts. It is unclear why a correlation 
is observed in the LTCH cohort between saliva and blood anti-Spike/RBD IgA (albeit weaker 
than the IgG correlations) but not the MSB-1 and MSB-2 cohorts. We speculate this may be a 15 
powering issue as some IgA will be made systemically, particularly in response to mRNA-1273 
vaccination which induces very high titres of anti-Spike/RBD Ab (11, 17). Nevertheless, 
although the level of anti-Spike IgA is low, unlike anti-Spike IgG, it is maintained in the saliva at 
6 months post-dose 2 in the LTCH cohort, further illustrating differences between the two 
isotypes. Taken together, our data suggest that COVID-19 vaccination induces a 20 
compartmentalized sIgA response in the oral mucosae that is distinct in kinetics and resilience 
from the IgG response. 
It is unclear how sIgA anti-Spike/RBD are generated in the saliva following i.m. immunization. 
Of note, Spike protein can be detected in the plasma, increasing one to 5 days after mRNA-1273 
vaccination using an ultra-sensitive detection technique(18). Thus one possibility is that plasma-25 
associated Spike antigen may reach the salivary glands (which are surrounded by 
capillaries(19)), provoking a local sIgA response. Of note, the anti-Spike/RBD IgA response is 
higher 2 weeks post-dose 1 versus 2 weeks post-dose 2 in the MSB-2 cohort (Fig. 2E-F). We 
further hypothesize that the decline in anti-RBD sIgA at dose 2 may be due to rapid opsonization 
of Spike antigen by the exceedingly high levels of pre-existing serum anti-Spike IgG induced by 30 
dose 1. While beyond the scope of this study, using a highly sensitive assay such as Simoa® to 
measure Spike antigen in the saliva 1-5 days post-dose 1 versus post-dose 2 (which we did not 
collect) would be a logical next step to test this hypothesis. Another possibility is that a mucosal 
IgA response to mRNA vaccination takes place in the gut, and plasma cells generated at this 
location leave the gut (as we have shown before(20)) and disseminate to other mucosal surfaces, 35 
including the salivary glands. Indeed, transient expression of the gut homing integrin a4b7 on 
yellow fever specific CD8+ T cells is observed following sub-cutaneous yellow fever vaccination 
in humans(21). If gut priming occurs in response to mRNA vaccination, then the kinetics and 
relative level of Ab we detect in the saliva post-vaccination should also be evident in the feces. 
Furthermore, recirculation between compartments could explain the sustained levels of anti-40 
Spike IgA in the saliva at 6 months post-boost. Animal models are ideal for obtaining further 
insights into mechanisms that explain how SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccines provoke antigen-
specific sIgA production at mucosal surfaces. 
There are some limitations to our study: due to the sudden and rapid vaccine rollout we were 
only able to collect samples from LTCH participants after their second dose of mRNA. 45 
Moreover, this cohort contained a mixture of BNT162b2 and mRNA-1273 recipients, and these 
two mRNA vaccines have been shown to elicit slightly different levels of anti-SARS-CoV-2 Ab 
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which may have impacted our results(11, 17). Lastly, while both MSB-1 and MSB-2 saliva 
showed hints of neutralizing activity, when averaged across the cohort as an FRNT50 or 
FRNT70 value, this did not reach statistical significance over baseline samples. In contrast, 
measurement of neutralization capacity of independent samples from the MSB-1 cohort did yield 
statistically significant FRNT50 values when measured by Nahass et al(22). We speculate that 5 
inter-subject variability at 2 weeks post-dose 2 may explain these discrepancies. The reason for 
this may be technical – anti-viral properties of saliva beyond Ab (i.e. enzymes) may impact the 
ability of rVSV-eGFP-SARS-CoV-2-Spike to infect hACE2 expressing HEK293 cells, thus 
introducing background into the assay for baseline samples(23).  
A single dose of BNT162b2 has been shown to blunt transmission against earlier variants of 10 
SARS-CoV-2 (24). We speculate that high levels of IgG and modest levels of IgA after dose 1 
will provide this protection. However, limited neutralizing activity in the saliva and declining 
levels of anti-Spike/RBD IgG observed at longer time points post-dose 2, combined with high 
viral loads associated with newer variants (eg, delta), may overwhelm the mucosal firewall in 
some fully vaccinated people people. Nevertheless, that we are thus far observing breakthrough 15 
infections in only a small percentage of doubly vaccinated subjects(25) hints that there are 
protective mechanisms that persist in the upper respiratory tract. Indeed, although levels are low, 
the percentage of LTCH participants that maintain anti-Spike/RBD IgG above the negative 
cutoff are 83% and 92% respectively at 6 months post-dose 2. Moreover, the residual anti-
Spike/RBD IgA we detect at 6 months post-dose 2 may serve to “enchain” microbes as it does in 20 
other mucosal sites such as the gut(26), and even non-mucosal sites such as the brain 
meninges(27). Lastly, due to sampling limitation, sub-mucosal IgA was not taken into account in 
our saliva measurements, which could also contribute to protection against breakthrough 
infection.  
In summary, we provide evidence of anti-Spike/RBD IgG and sIgA Ab in the saliva of 25 
vaccinated participants that may have the capacity to contribute to reducing person-to-person 
transmission of SARS-CoV-2. 
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Fig 1. Detection of anti-SARS-CoV-2 Spike and RBD specific antibodies in the saliva of 
mRNA vaccinated participants. Anti-Spike (A,C,E) and anti-RBD  (B,D,F) antibodies were 
detected using an ELISA-based assay in the saliva of vaccinated participants after two-doses of 5 
either BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273 (n=107 for both combined). COVID-19 controls consisted of 
saliva collected from acute and convalescent patients (n = 18). These were compared to n=9 
individually run negative controls. The positive cutoff (dotted line) was calculated as 2 standard 
deviations above the mean of a pool of negative control samples (n=51) for each individual 
assay. Y-axis was set at 1500% for all plots as this was the highest value for measurements in 10 
Fig. 2D, allowing for cross-isotype comparison in all cohorts. All data is expressed as a 
percentage of the pooled positive plate control, calculated using the AUC for each sample 
normalized to the AUC of the positive control (see Methods). Solid black bars denote the median 
for each cohort. Mann-Whitney U test was used to calculate significance, where ns=not 
significant, *=p<0.05 and ****=p<0.0001. 15 
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Fig 2. Detection of anti-SARS-CoV-2 Spike and RBD specific antibodies in the saliva of a 
longitudinal mRNA/mRNA cohort and Ad/mRNA vaccinated participants. 
Anti-Spike (A,C,E) and anti-RBD  (B,D,F) antibodies were detected using an ELISA-based assay 5 
in the saliva of vaccinated participants that were followed at sequential timepoints before and after 
dose 1 and dose 2 of BNT162b2 (MSB-1, n=27 with † = n=11 participants at this timepoint), as 
well as participants who received dose 1 of ChAdOx1-S and dose 2 of either BNT162b2 or 
mRNA1273 (MSB-2, n=36). Y-axis was set at 1500% for all plots as this was the highest value 
for measurements in Fig. 2D, allowing for cross-isotype comparison in all cohorts. All data is 10 
expressed as a percentage of the pooled positive plate control, calculated using the AUC for each 
sample normalized to the AUC of the positive control (see Methods).  Solid black bars denote the 
median for each cohort. Mann-Whitney U test was used to calculate significance, where ns=not 
significant, *=p<0.05, **=p<0.01, ***=p<0.001 and ****=p<0.0001.   
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Fig 3. Secretory component is associated with Spike/RBD-specific antibodies in the saliva of 
mRNA vaccinated participants 
An ELISA-based method was used to detect secretory component associated with anti-Spike (A)  
and anti-RBD (B) antibodies in the saliva of 2-dose vaccinated subjects (n=93), as well as saliva 
taken from COVID-19 negative and positive patients (n=77 and 75, respectively). Subjects 5 
receiving 2 doses of BNT162b2 or mRNA1273 (C,D) were further grouped based on anti-NP 
antibody status, which is indicative of previous infection. Subsetting of 2-dose vaccinated subjects 
into those that were considered above (n=34) or below (n=19) the positive cut off for salivary IgA 
analysed for secretory component (E,F). Secretory component associated with anti-spike (G) and 
anti-RBD (H) antibodies in samples collected post-dose 1 and dose 2 from both MSB-1 (n=27) 10 
and MSB-2 (n=36). Solid black bars denote the median for each cohort, while the dotted black line 
denotes the positive cutoff, calculated as 2 standard deviations above the mean of a pool of 
negative control samples Mann-Whitney U test was used to calculate significance, with ns=not 
significant, and ****=p<0.0001.  
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