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 32 

Abstract 33 

 34 

We determined the antibody response among CoronaVac vaccinees who were boosted 35 

with either BNT162b2 or ChAdOx1 nCoV-19. Increase in anti-S-RBD antibodies and surrogate 36 

neutralizing antibodies against the Delta variant was higher in BNT162b2 recipients than in 37 

ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 recipients. High proportions of reactogenicity were seen for both booster 38 

regimens.  39 

 40 
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As the COVID-19 Delta variant spreads globally, COVID-19 breakthrough infections are 63 

increasing despite primary COVID-19 vaccination being completed. In Thailand, most 64 

healthcare personnel have been vaccinated with an inactivated virus vaccine, CoronaVac 65 

(Sinovac Biotech, Beijing, China). A recent viral neutralization test (VNT) of CoronaVac 66 

vaccinees in the Thai population demonstrated markedly reduced titers against the Delta variant 67 

as compared to convalescent sera [1]. Therefore, a booster dose of either ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 or 68 

BNT162b2 was voluntarily administered to healthcare personnel in Thailand in July–August 69 

2021 as per national policy. Here, we examined the immunogenicity and reactogenicity among 70 

healthcare personnel before and after CoronaVac and the third booster dose. 71 

We prospectively enrolled 41 healthcare personnel from Suddhavej Hospital, 72 

Mahasarakham University, Mahasarakham, Thailand, for longitudinal collection of blood 73 

samples (pre-vaccination, post-second CoronaVac, pre-booster, post-booster) during April to 74 

August 2021. All participants were seronegative for anti-S-RBD (spike protein receptor-binding 75 

domain) and anti-nucleocapsid antibodies before COVID-19 vaccination, and had not been 76 

previously diagnosed with COVID-19 infection.  77 

We used Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2�S (Roche Diagnostics GmbH, Mannheim, 78 

Germany) and a cPass™ SARS-CoV-2 NAbs Detection Kit as a surrogate VNT (sVNT) 79 

(GenScript, Piscataway, NJ, USA) to examine immunogenicity. The sVNT uses a SARS-CoV-2 80 

spike protein (RBD, L452R, T478K, Avi & His Tag)-HRP reagent, which is specific for the 81 

Delta variant S-RBD. The sVNT protocol followed the manufacturer’s instructions, with a 30% 82 

inhibition cutoff described elsewhere [2]. 83 

Of the 41 participants, 23 received BNT162b2 as the booster dose. Age and gender did 84 

not differ significantly among the ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 and BNT162b2 recipients: 38 ± 10.26 vs. 85 

32.04 ± 3.42 years (p = 0.188); 66.7% vs. 60.9% female (p = 0.702). One participant per group 86 

had pre-existing diabetes mellitus. 87 

The post-second CoronaVac and pre-booster sera anti-S-RBD antibody levels did not 88 

differ significantly: 64.72 U/mL (interquartile range [IQR], 22.23–188.86) vs. 106.8 U/mL (IQR, 89 

49.89–151.7) (p = 0.270) for ChAdOx1 nCoV-19, and 37.78 U/mL (IQR, 16.79–73.8) vs. 37.46 90 

U/mL (IQR, 23.39–51.60) (p = 0.932) for BNT162b2. Anti-S-RBD-antibodies were significantly 91 

higher after booster vaccination with BNT162b2 rather than with ChAdOx1 nCoV-19: 22,558 92 

U/mL (IQR, 15,956–25,000) vs. 5,159 U/mL (IQR, 3,647.75–9,196.75) (p < 0.001) (Figure 1A). 93 
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Up to 65.7% of CoronaVac vaccinees in the whole cohort achieved sVNT ≥ 30% 94 

inhibition, as did 64.3% and 66.7% of ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 and BNT162b2 recipients, 95 

respectively. The proportions of participants who maintained pre-booster sVNT ≥ 30% inhibition 96 

decreased significantly after the second CoronaVac shot: 65.7% (95% confidence interval [CI], 97 

49.1–79.2) to 12.9% (95% CI, 4.5–29.5) (p < 0.001). After the booster shot, this increased to 98 

100% (95% CI, 89.8–100) (p < 0.001). The median sVNT from after the second CoronaVac to 99 

before the booster shot significantly declined: 37.67% (IQR, 25.58–61.54) to 18.71% (IQR, 100 

9.66–20.98). It increased after boosting to 97.52% (IQR, 96.72–98.03) (Figure 1B). BNT162b2 101 

recipients had higher sVNT than ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 recipients: 97.76% (IQR, 97.5–98.29) vs. 102 

97.02% (IQR, 93.8–97.64), respectively (p < 0.001; Figure 1C).  103 

Anti-S-RBD antibodies correlated with the sVNT value (Spearman correlation coefficient 104 

of 0.82; 95% CI, 0.75–0.88) (p < 0.001). At anti-S-RBD antibody levels of ≥ 583 U/mL, the 105 

sensitivity, specificity, positive predictive value, and negative predictive value for sVNT ≥ 68% 106 

were 83.1%, 100%, 100%, and 85.5%, respectively. 107 

The median time between collection of post-second CoronaVac sera and pre-booster sera 108 

was not significantly different between the two groups: 4 weeks (IQR, 3–5.25) vs. 4 weeks (IQR, 109 

3–4) for ChAdOx1 nCoV-19, and 11 weeks (IQR, 10–12) vs. 12 weeks (IQR, 11.75–12) for 110 

BNT162b2. The median time between the booster dose and serum collection was 3 weeks (IQR, 111 

2.75–3) vs. 2 weeks (IQR, 2–2), respectively (p < 0.001).  112 

All participants had at least one symptom after the booster (Table 1). Up to 92.5% of 113 

participants used acetaminophen for relieving symptoms. 114 

This is the first prospective study of a booster dose with viral vector or mRNA vaccine 115 

after CoronaVac vaccination in the Thai population. Our findings demonstrate a robust antibody 116 

response in terms of both anti-S-RBD antibodies and sVNT after boosting with ChAdOx1 117 

nCoV-19, and even more so with BNT162b2. All participants achieved more than 68% 118 

inhibition against the Delta variant, which is the cutoff for high-titer neutralizing antibodies 119 

according to the US-FDA. Our findings are concordant with the mouse model, where a 120 

heterologous vaccine booster with either viral vector or mRNA vaccine after completion of the 121 

primary regimen with an inactivated vaccine significantly increased the levels of neutralizing 122 

antibodies [3]. 123 
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With regard to CoronaVac durability, we found that only 12.9% maintained sVNT at 124 

above the cutoff after 3 months. Our findings are concordant with the previous study regarding 125 

the persistence of anti-spike antibodies with decreasing neutralizing effect [4]. 126 

We found overall higher reactogenicity in our cohort than previously reported with 127 

BNT162b2 or ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 [5]. 128 

In conclusion, after CoronaVac primary vaccination, both BNT162b2- and ChAdOx1 129 

nCoV-19-boosted recipients demonstrated consistently high neutralizing antibodies against the 130 

Delta variant. BNT162b2 may be a more favorable booster, with significantly higher neutralizing 131 

antibodies, which may correlate with better clinical effectiveness. 132 
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Figure legends 186 

Figure 1. (A) Longitudinal changes in anti-S-RBD antibodies before and after CoronaVac and 187 

after booster between BNT162b2 and ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 recipients are shown as separated 188 

scatter with bars. The positive cutoff value at ≥0.8 U/mL denotes reactive anti-S-RBD 189 

antibodies. Error bars represent the median and IQR. (B) Scatter plots demonstrate longitudinal 190 

changes in sVNT in the whole cohort. Dashed lines represent the median. (C) Scatter plots with 191 

each replicate connected show longitudinal changes in sVNT between BNT162b2 and ChAdOx1 192 

nCoV-19 recipients; ≥30% inhibition denotes significant inhibition of the Delta variant. P ≤ 0.05 193 

(two-sided) denotes a significant difference using non-parametric Friedman’s two-way analysis 194 

with Bonferroni correction for multiple tests. All statistical analyses were performed with SPSS 195 

28 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA). 196 
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Table legends 217 

Table 1. 218 

† One participant had peripheral bilateral numbness of the hands, achieving recovery after 1-219 

week gabapentin; another had acute tonsillitis requiring antibiotics. 220 
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Figures 248 

Figure 1 249 
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Tables 310 

Table 1 Proportions of reactogenicity in each group 311 

  ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 BNT162b2 P-value 

Pain at injection site (%) 77.8 91.3 0.377 

Fever (%) 66.7 39.1 0.080 

Myalgia (%) 66.7 65.2 0.923 

Headache (%) 38.9 13.0 0.075 

Chills (%) 50.0 21.7 0.058 

Nausea and/or vomit (%) 11.1 26.1 0.429 

Rash (%) 5.6 0 0.439 

Weakness (%) 5.6 4.3 1 

Symptoms requiring medications (%) 94.4 91.3 1 

Others (%) 0 8.7† 0.243 

Duration of symptoms (median, IQR) 2 (1–3) 3 (2–3) 0.139 

 312 
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