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Abstract

Background: Poliovirus vaccination induces an adaptive humoral immune response; in vitro experiments
show polio-immune sera contain antibodies against the poliovirus RNA transcriptase that cross-react
with SARS-CoV-2. While structural similarities between poliovirus and SARS-CoV-2 could have major
implications for the COVID-19 response worldwide, polio-induced immune responses against SARS-CoV-2
have not been confirmed in prospective clinical trials.

Objective: To evaluate whether immune sera from adults who recently received inactivated poliovirus
vaccination (IPV) can block SARS-CoV-2’s ability to synthesize RNA.

Intervention: IPV intramuscular injection.

Measurements: Pre-inoculation and 4-weeks post-inoculation sera were tested for anti-3DP! (RNA-
dependent RNA polymerase, RdRp) antibodies using enzyme-linked immunosorbent assays (ELISA). To
assess IPV’s ability to induce antibodies that inhibit SARS-CoV-2 RNA synthesis, immune-based detection
assays tested RARp enzymatic activity in polio-immune sera.

Results: 298 of the 300 enrolled participants completed both on-site visits. Comparing pre-inoculation
to 4-week samples, 85.2% of paricipants demonstrated an increase in anti-3D°! antibodies against RARp
proteins. Among tested post-inoculation samples, 94.4% demonstrated inhibition of SARS-CoV-2 RNA
synthesis. Few inoculation-related side effects were reported (2.0%), all were minor.

Limitations: Participants were not systematically tested for COVID-19, though known exposures were
reported and positive results (1.7%) were documented.

Conclusion: IPV can induce antibodies that inhibit SARS-CoV-2 RNA synthesis, minimizing the risk of
viral replication in infected individuals. This finding has practical implications for resource-deficient areas
that may have limited access to newly developed COVID-19 vaccines and/or areas with low COVID-19
vaccination rates due to hesitancy.

Funding Source: Private donors. Registration: ClinicalTrials.gov: NCT04639375.
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Introduction

SARS-CoV-2, the virus that causes COVID-19,
has affected 221 countries and territories with
over 235 million cases and 4.8 million deaths as
of October 3, 2021 [1]. Considering the preva-
lence, infectivity, and virulent characteristics of
COVID-19, rapid identification of the viral agent
allowed unparalleled efforts to produce COVID-
19-specific vaccines [2,3]. However, despite emer-
gency use authorization of four vaccines (Pfizer-
BioNTech, Moderna, Johnson & Johnson, and
AstraZeneca), all shown in trials to be more than
71% effective at preventing hospitalization due
to COVID-19 [4,5], only 34% of the world has
been fully vaccinated, allowing the persistence of
viral spread and creation of threatening variants
[6]. While the reasons for suboptimal vaccination
rates are multi-factorial, in developed countries,
they include hesitancy regarding the efficacy and
safety due to perceptions of unusually rapid devel-
opment and approval; in other settings, the issues
include inability to access vaccines and/or lack of
infrastructure to support administration (further
complicated by the need for refrigeration and/or
two doses for some options). It would likely be
of great public interest if an existing vaccine with
established safety, production, and administration
procedures on a global scale were to be able to
provide anti-COVID-19 activity.

The poliovirus vaccine may offer such an option.
During vaccine development efforts exploring
SARS-CoV-2 specific targets, the possibility that
existing vaccines for viruses with similar molecu-
lar structures and/or mechanisms to SARS-CoV-2
might induce antibodies against COVID-19 in-
fection was raised [7-9]. Exploratory and sero-
logical data specifically support poliovirus inocu-
lation as a potential prophylactic measure against
SARS-CoV-2 infection [10,11]. The poliovirus
vaccine contains a non-structural protein, nsp-

12, or RNA-dependent RNA polymerase (RdRp),
which is responsible for directing RNA synthesis
and viral replication in RNA viruses, including
SARS-CoV-2 [12-14]. RdRp is closely related to
the N-protein, a key structural protein necessary
for SARS-CoV-2 viral assembly and replication
that has been targeted for SARS-CoV-2 diagno-
sis [15-17] and potential therapeutics [18,19]. As
such, RdRp has been at the forefront of develop-
ing antiviral drugs, such as Remdesivir, which
has been used to treat patients hospitalized with
COVID-19 [20,21]. Due to its ability to induce
antibodies that respond to RdRp antigens, the po-
liovirus vaccine is coming to the fore as a possible
tool for COVID-19 protection.

A recent retrospective serological study, prompted
by observed structural commonalities between
RdRp proteins in poliovirus and SARS-CoV-2
[22], further supports the theory that poliovirus
vaccination may be capable of creating an im-
munological response against COVID-19. Initial
findings demonstrate that SARS-CoV-2 RdRp
antibodies have the capacity to recognize one or
more epitopes of the poliovirus RdRp protein,
3DP!, Thus, the poliovirus vaccine, which con-
tains the 3DP° (RdRp) protein, induces antibodies
that may cross-react with SARS-CoV-2. Pre-
liminary data suggest that inactivated poliovirus
vaccination (IPV) could induce heterologous im-
munity, indicating that memory T cells could
identify shared epitopes between SARS-CoV-2
and poliovirus. An effective immune response to
the invading SARS-CoV-2 antigen may then be
elicited and theoretically disrupt the viral replica-
tion process. The study results indicate proteins
other than “spike” proteins (i.e., RdRp) may be
appropriate targets for immunity and vaccine de-
velopment, but additional clinical data would be
beneficial for further validation [11].
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While observational studies and in vitro experi-
ments of polio-immune sera have been examined
retrospectively in the context of the COVID-
19 pandemic, the immunological association be-
tween poliovirus vaccination and SARS-CoV-2
has not been evaluated prospectively. The present
study discusses the outcomes of an open-label,
pre-post clinical trial that evaluated inhibition of
SARS-CoV-2 RNA synthesis by polio-immune
sera in adults.

Methods
Trial Design and IRB Approval

A single arm, open-label, pre-post vaccine clini-
cal trial (Clinical Trials.gov: NCT04639375) was
conducted between November 2020 and June
2021 in San Diego, California, in accordance
with International Conference on Harmonisa-
tion Good Clinical Practice (ICH GCP) and the
United States (US) Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) applicable to clinical studies (45 CFR Part
46, 21 CFR Part 50, 21 CFR Part 56, 21 CFR Part
312, and/or 21 CER Part 812). IRB approval (Ad-
varra IRB) was obtained for the study protocol,
informed consent forms, recruitment materials,
and all subject-facing materials. All participants
provided written informed consent. The trial was
conducted in compliance with ICH GCP and the
ethical standards described in the WMA Declara-
tion of Helsinki.

Participant Enrollment

Three hundred volunteers between the ages of
18 and 80 years with no active infectious disease,
no previous history of COVID-19, and no prior
COVID-19 vaccination (Emergency Use Autho-
rized vaccines available at the time of enrollment)
were entered into the study. Participants were re-
cruited through internet advertisements, referrals,
and clinicaltrials.gov.

Participants of child-bearing potential were re-
quired to have a negative pregnancy test prior
to being vaccinated and to be willing to use an
effective method of birth control from the time of
entry into the study to 30 days following vaccina-
tion. Exclusion criteria included: known allergic
reactions to components of the poliovirus vaccine,
febrile illness within 14 days, positive test result
for SARS-CoV-2 antigenemia at any time prior to
screening, positive test result for SARS-CoV-2 an-
tibodies at any time prior to screening, treatment
with an investigational drug or other intervention
within 90 days prior to enrollment in the study,
inoculation with poliovirus vaccine within the last
12 years, any symptoms related to SARS-CoV-
2 infection (fever or chills, cough, shortness of
breath, fatigue, muscle or body aches, headache,
new loss of taste or smell, sore throat, congestion,
runny rose, nausea, vomiting, diarrhea) within 48
hours, and women who are pregnant or breast-

feeding.

Intervention and Follow-Up

At the first on-site visit (Day 1), enrolled par-
ticipants provided a baseline blood sample (pre-
inoculation) and subsequently received one dose
(0.5 mL) of inactivated poliovirus vaccine (IPV;
IPOL, Sanofi Pasteur) by intramuscular injec-
tion. Blood specimens collected pre-inoculation
were tested for baseline titers of poliovirus an-
tibodies including RdRp. Between Day 3 and
7 post-inoculation, study staff contacted partici-
pants via phone to document any potential side ef-
fects or adverse events from the recent immuniza-
tion. Participants also kept a daily temperature log
to record any instances of fever for one week fol-
lowing vaccination. At the second on-site visit (28
+ 3 days post-inoculation), additional blood speci-
mens were collected and tested for IPV-induced
poliovirus antibodies including RdRp, hereafter

called “anti-3DP°! (RdRp) antibodies,” as well as
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potential inhibition of SARS-CoV-2 RNA synthe-
sis via impeding RdRp enzymatic activity. While
on-site visits for this study have been completed,
COVID-19 status will continue to be monitored
for all enrolled participants at both six and twelve
months post-inoculation (through May 2022).

Outcomes

The primary objective was to evaluate whether
IPV could induce polio antibodies in adults. The
secondary objective was to evaluate whether polio-
immune sera could inhibit SARS-CoV-2 RdRp
functionality, or inhibit the virus’ ability to syn-
thesize RNA and promote viral replication.

Immune Profiling

For the primary outcome, commercially available
enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) kits
were used to measure anti-3DP (RdRp) anti-
body titers for both baseline (Day 1) and post-
inoculation (Day 28) human sera. Standard labo-
ratory procedures were followed to perform the
ELISA tests. In brief, IPV with 3D/ (RdRp anti-
gen) was coated on the microplate wells, followed
by an application of the human serum sample
to the plate. Antigen-specific antibodies in the
serum sample then bound to the wells, and un-
bound antibodies were washed out with PBS-T
buffer. Next, a solution of horseradish perodix-
ase (HRP) conjugated goat anti-human IgG/A/M
secondary antibody was added against the hu-
man antibodies to each of the wells. Unbound
enzyme conjugated antibodies were then washed
out with PBS-T buffer. TMB, a chromogenic
substrate, was then added to each well. Once the
TMB substrate turned blue by the HRP enzyme
on the secondary antibody, 2M of sulfuric acid
were added to the wells, changing the solution
color to yellow, ultimately ceasing the reaction.
An ELISA plate reader quantified the reaction ac-

tivity by reading O.D 450nm absorbance. The
relative serum response units, referred to as “ar-
bitrary units,” were calculated using a nonlinear
regression analysis and a 4-parameter fitting al-
gorithm from the ‘drc’ package provided by R
statistical software [23].

Measuring Inhibition of RNA Synthesis in
Polio-Immune Sera

For the secondary outcome, SARS-CoV-2 RdRp
functionality or RNA synthesis was measured in
vitro from post-inoculation (Day 28) human sera
by an adapted method that was originally created
for Zika virus RARp [24]. A streptavidin-biotin
system was used to detect the enzymatic activ-
ity of the SARS-CoV-2 RdRp enzyme, nsp-12,
which is a catalyst for RNA synthesis in SARS-
CoV-2 [22,25]. The ELISA plates were coated
with streptavidin to capture biotinylated oligo-
dT complementary binding with de novo syn-
thesized poly(A) RNA fragments, which were
catalyzed by SARS-CoV-2 RdRp enzymes that

were purified from insect cells.

Fifty-four of the 298 post-inoculation serum sam-
ples were randomly selected to be tested with
the RdRp polymerase assay, due to the expensive
nature of immune-based detection methods. Pro-
portionality and two-tailed t-tests were used to
compare characteristics of the randomly-tested
subset to those of the overall cohort.

The assay plate setup included one negative con-
trol (in which all components including the stan-
dard serum diluted 1:16 were present, except for
the RARp enzyme), one positive assay control, and
one positive sample control (complete RARp en-
zymatic reaction system, but no serum present).
The positive sample control’s enzymatic activity
(O.D 450 nm) was set at 100% as the reference
comparison; each experimental sample was indi-
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vidually compared to the sample control, and the
serum sample’s inhibition effects of RARp were
calculated as a percentage of the positive sample

e sample O.D — positive control
control: Inhibition % = X~ =—"L
positive control

The recorded intensity corresponded with the
SARS-CoV-2 RdRp functionality, or the virus’
ability to synthesize RNA, which would enable
normal viral replication. A positive value (inhibi-
tion %) demonstrated up-regulated RARp activity
(signifying RNA synthesis progressed normally,
which would lead to an infected individual get-
ting sick) and a negative value reflected down-
regulated activity (indicating RNA synthesis was
inhibited, thereby disrupting viral replication and
minimizing an exposed individual’s risk of expe-
riencing viral effects). An ELISA plate reader was
used to record the activity and raw data were
analyzed on Microsoft Excel.

Role of the Funding Source

The present study was fully funded by a private,
non-commercial entity in Southern California.
The funder only provided finances, and had no
involvement in the research activities (i.e., study
design, data collection, analysis, or reporting). All
authors have full access to the data in the study and
accept responsibility to submit for publication.

Results

A total of 298 of the 300 enrolled participants (age
m = 51.1 years; 53.7% female) completed both of
the on-site visits in San Diego, California (Figure
1; Table 1). One participant died before the sec-
ond on-site visit, though the cause of death was
determined to be unrelated to COVID-19 and to
the study by both the PI and medical monitor; a
second participant was lost to follow-up.

Reported Side-Effects

The Day 3-7 phone call follow-up included an
assessment of side effects or adverse events from
the immunization. Across all 300 calls, five partici-
pants (1.7%) reported experiencing mild swelling
for about 24 hours near the site of injection. At
the second on-site visit (Day 28 + 3), participants
returned the daily temperature logs they used to
record any instances of fever they may have expe-
rienced during the first week following vaccina-
tion. One participant (0.3%) reported a low-grade
fever (100.7°F), which lasted about 24 hours. No
other adverse events or side effects related to im-
munization were reported.

Self-Reported COVID-19 Status

Five participants (1.7%) reported testing positive
for COVID-19 before the second on-site visit
(Day 28 + 3). In all five cases, participants were
not experiencing serious symptoms themselves,
but were aware of contact with someone who
had tested positive for COVID-19, and indepen-
dently pursued testing. One participant remained
asymptomatic; the other four reported mild symp-
toms (i.e., fever, fatigue, congestion, sore throat),
which only lasted 1-3 days. COVID-19 status
will continue to be monitored for all enrolled par-
ticipants through May 2022. As of August 25,
2021, no participant in this trial (0.0%) has been
hospitalized or died due to COVID-19.

IPV-Induced Immunity: Antibody titers pre-
and post-inoculation

Overall, there was a significant increase in levels
of anti-3DP! (RdRp) antibodies, comparing base-
line sera (Day 1), referred to as “pre-inoculation,”
to sera collected 28 + 3 days post-inoculation (two-
tailed t-test, p<0.001; Figure 2). Immune re-
sponses varied across participants, as 85.2% of the
paired serum samples demonstrated an increase
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Enroliment

Assessed for eligibility (n = 443) |

Excluded (n = 143)
« Did not meet inclusion criteria
(n =56)
« Declined to participate (n = 87)
* Reasons to decline: out-of-state,
‘ transportation, scheduling / no-show

No randomization |

[ Allocation ]

|

Day 1: Allocated to intervention (n = 300)
« Provided pre-inoculation blood sample
(n =300)

* Received allocated intervention (IPV)

(n =300)

[ Follow-Up ]

4

Day 3-7: Phone call follow-up

(n = 300)

v

Day 28 + 3: Provided post-inoculation blood sample (n = 298)
« Lost to follow-up (n = 1)*
« Deceased, unrelated to study (n = 1)*

4

[ Analysis ]

Analyzed (n = 298)
« Excluded from analysis

(n=2)*

* One participant died before the second on-site visit, though the cause of death was determined to be unrelated
to the study by both the Pl and medical monitor; a second participant was lost to follow-up and did not attend
the second on-site visit within the approved time window.

Figure 1. Study Design Three hundred participants were enrolled in the single arm, open-label interventional study. All 300
participants received IPV, provided baseline blood specimens, and participated in the Day 3-7 follow-up phone call. In total,
298 participants provided post-inoculation blood specimens, which were then analyzed for pre- versus post-inoculation

titer comparisons of anti-3DP*! (RdRp) antibodies.

in antibody titers, 12.4% showed a decrease, and
2.3% had no change (Table 2). The participants
who did not demonstrate an increase in levels of
anti-3D?! (RdRp) antibodies had naturally high
antibodies pre-inoculation (significantly higher

than baseline titers in the naturally low antibody
group, two-tailed t-test, p<0.001). Conversely,
participants who had naturally low titers before
immunization reflected a significant increase in
antibody levels post-immunization (two-tailed
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Table 1. Characteristics of Study Participants

Age—yr 0.11
Mean 511 549
Median 54.0 60.0
Range 18-80 18-80

Sex — no. (%)
Male 139 (46.3) 24 (44.4) 0.80
Female 161(53.7) 30(55.6) 0.80

Race/Ethnicity — no. (%)

Caucasian 181(60.3) 31(57.4) 0.69
Hispanic/Latino 75(25.0) 16(29.6) 0.47
Asian 28(9.3) 5(9.3) 0.98
Black/African American 12 (4.0) 2(3.7) 0.92
Native Hawaiian/ Pacific Islander 2(0.7) 0(0.0) 0.55
American Indian/ Alaska Native 2(0.7) 0(0.0) 0.55
Other 2(0.7) 0(0.0) 0.55

*The P values for sex and race/ethnicity were based on proportionality tests; those for age were based on two-tailed t-tests.
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Figure 2. Comparison of antibody titers pre-inoculation (Day 1) versus post-inoculation (Day 28+3). The results from
ELISA of the 298 paired serum samples demonstrate that inoculation with inactivated poliovirus vaccine (IPV) significantly
increases the titers of anti-3D7°' (RNA-dependent RNA polymerase, RdRp) antibodies in adults (two-tailed t-test, p<0.001).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.05.21264598
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.05.21264598; this version posted October 7, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

8  Brittany A. Comunale er al.

Table 2. Titers of Anti-3D/ (RdRp) Antibodies

Increase

254 (85.2) 1.07 (0.7)
No Change 7(2.3) 1.05 (0.8)
Decrease 37(12.4) 2.07 (1.4)

2.09 (2.3) 122.04 (192.3) 1.70E-13
1.05 (0.8) 0.00 (0.0) 1.00
1.64(1.5) 17.08 (26.2) 1.08E-4

*P values were based on two-tailed t-tests.

t-test, p<0.001). The demographics of the seven
participants (2.3%) who did not exhibit an im-
mune response to the inoculation were as fol-
lows: age, mean (range) = 52 (25-70) years; 57.0%
male; 42.8% Caucasian, 28.6% African American,
14.3% Hispanic, 14.3% Asian.

Polio-Immune Sera Inhibit RNA Synthesis
of SARS-CoV-2 via Impeding RdRp
Enzymatic Activity

Fifty-four of the 298 post-inoculation serum sam-
ples were randomly selected to be tested with the
SARS-CoV-2 RdRp polymerase assay. As shown
in Table 1, there were no significant differences in
demographics between the overall cohort (n=300)
and randomly-tested subset (n=54). Among the
54 samples, 51 (94.4%) exhibited negative val-
ues or down-regulated RdRp activity, indicating
SARS-CoV-2’s RdRp functionality, or ability to
synthesize RNA, was inhibited. While there was
a variable extent of inhibition across individuals,
the recorded trend of negative values indicates
IPV has the capability to minimize the risk of
disease progression in infected individuals. Three
of the tested samples (5.5%) exhibited positive
values or up-regulated RdRp activity, signifying
normal RNA synthesis, which would lead to vi-
ral replication and cause an infected individual to
become sick. These results show polio-immune
sera are very likely to inhibit SARS-CoV-2 RNA

synthesis to some extent, thereby affecting the
viral replication process.

Discussion

Based on findings from this prospective study,
inactivated poliovirus vaccination increases the
level of anti-3DP°! (RdRp) antibodies in adults,
especially among those with low baseline titers,

and most notably, polio-immune sera are capable
of inhibiting RNA synthesis of SARS-CoV-2.

IPV can induce polio antibodies in adults. While
antibody titers increased for 85.2% of partici-
pants, 12.4% demonstrated a decrease in anti-
3D (RARp) antibodies. Such occurrences are
expected, though, as these participants already
had a very high level of antibodies at baseline,
which were comparable to the level of antibod-
ies observed in the post-inoculation group that
demonstrated an increase in titers. When individ-
uals have a high level of pre-existing antibodies,
they are less likely to develop a robust immune
response post—inoculation [26,27].

Polio-immune sera can inhibit SARS-CoV-2 RdRp
functionality, or inhibit the virus’ ability to syn-
thesize RNA and promote viral replication. Ap-
proximately 95% of tested polio-immune sera
inhibited SARS-CoV-2 RNA synthesis. Since
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viral replication requires RNA synthesis, IPV’s
demonstrated ability to inhibit this process in
SARS-CoV-2 has large clinical implications for
the COVID-19 pandemic.

These findings further validate the results from a
recent retrospective serological study, in which
sera from adults vaccinated with IPV showed pos-
itive trends of mounting antibodies against polio
RdRp that cross-reacted with SARS-CoV-2 RdRp
[11]. These statistically significant immune re-
sponses have the potential for clinically significant
impact, as IPV-induced antibodies have demon-
strated the ability to inhibit SARS-CoV-2 RNA
synthesis, indicating that IPV may minimize the
risk of viral replication or disease progression in
individuals infected with SARS-CoV-2. This pre-
liminary evidence suggests that if confirmed in a
randomized controlled vaccine trial for prevent-
ing COVID-19 infection, hospitalization, and
death, IPV may be a viable supplement to exist-
ing COVID-19 vaccines. This readily-available
vaccine could be an invaluable means for protec-
tion in resource-deficient countries that may not
have access to other COVID-19 vaccines. The
extent of such protection may vary across indi-
viduals, but further investigations are currently
underway regarding the differentiation in protec-
tion both among and between sub-populations,
as well as the range of protection as it relates to
SARS-CoV-2 variants.

These study results may be generalized to popula-
tions similar to the studied cohort—predominantly
Caucasian or Hispanic/Latino, middle-aged adult
individuals. Although 90% of the world’s popu-
lation has already received the poliovirus vaccine
as part of childhood vaccination programs, the
present results are only applicable to people who
have been immunized with IPV within the last
28 days. Since antibodies wane over time, adults

who were once immunized as children with the
poliovirus vaccine, as seen in this study, may no
longer have antibodies in the present day [28,29].

Due to the inclusion criterion specifying an ab-
sence of “active infectious disease,” the studied
cohort can be considered more representative of
the general population than those in comparative
COVID-19 vaccine studies, which only allow for
participants to be of optimal health. In this study,
participants with underlying medical conditions,
such as diabetes, were still considered eligible to
participate, enhancing generalizability of the pre-
sented serological data. There was an opportunity
to include a broader population for this study, as
IPV is an FDA-approved vaccine with an exist-
ing safety profile, differentiating it from newly
developed vaccines that have to investigate safety
and efficacy in their respective trials.

Since this clinical trial was the first study of its kind
to evaluate IPV in the context of the COVID-19
pandemic, the study design was intentionally sim-
ple as a single arm, open-label study, and thus
includes inherent limitations that should also be
considered opportunities for future studies. As
a single-site study, the sample size, geographic
representation, and demographics were limited.
While the studied cohort as a whole was repre-
sentative of the local San Diego population, Asian
and Hispanic/Latino subgroups were slightly un-
derrepresented. In response, future studies may
conduct a larger trial, both in terms of size and
through a multi-centered approach, in order to
enhance generalizability across different popula-
tions. There are already active follow-up serolog-
ical studies focused on stratifying immunological
responses across different ages and racial/ethnic
groups, but future studies may expand the current
understanding of varying immune responses in
more diverse settings.
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In addition to expanding in size, future trials may
also incorporate more complex design features to
build upon this preliminary study. A multi-armed
approach could be used to compare populations
of varying vaccination statuses, such as COVID-
19 vaccine only, IPV only, COVID-19 vaccine
and IPV, and placebo. In this study, enrolled par-
ticipants had not received any prior COVID-19
immunizations, though if they wanted to get vac-
cinated, they could do so after their second on-site
visit. Future studies should also implement rou-
tine COVID-19 testing, measure antibody titers
beyond the 28-day period to see when antibodies
may wane (i.e., 6 or 12 months), and test immune
responses and RNA synthesis inhibition across dif-
ferent IPV dosing regimens, as the recommended
dosage for adults traveling to high-risk polio re-
gions can vary from one to three doses [30].

As the poliovirus vaccine has been used across
the globe for over six decades, both for child-
hood immunizations and for travel protection,
it has a well-established history and extensive
safety profile. The prospective serological data
presented here suggest IPV may be considered
for another purpose, to provide some protection
against COVID-19. While larger studies, in-
cluding randomized vaccination trials evaluating
COVID-19 outcomes, should further validate this
claim, the preliminary data from this study rein-
force findings from a prior retrospective study
[11]. Additionally, this study encourages stronger
consideration of using IPV as a potential therapeu-
tic agent that is more readily available in resource-
deficient countries, as well as a well-established
vaccine that may be viewed as a safer and more
widely trusted option for vaccine-hesitant popu-
lations. With the ever-evolving COVID-19 pan-
demic and imminent, malicious variants, any op-
portunity to further boost the population’s health
should be greatly considered.

Acknowledgements

We would like to acknowledge and thank Robin
J. Larson, MD, MPH of the Geisel School of
Medicine at Dartmouth for providing mentorship
and commentary on the manuscript, Anafrancesca
Comunale, MSc, MBA, Esgq. for leading adminis-
trative operations, and the clinical research team
of RAC, Inc. for conducting the presented study.

References

1. Johns Hopkins University. COVID-19 Dash-
board by the Center for Systems Science and En-
gineering (CSSE). Johns Hopkins Coronavirus
Resource Center,]ohns Hopkins University. Up-
dated October 3, 2021. Accessed October 3, 2021.
https://coronavirus.jhu.edu/map.html.

2. Le TT, Cramer JP, Chen R, et al. Evolu-
tion of the COVID-19 vaccine development land-
scape. Nat Rev Drug Discov. 2020;19(10):667-668.
d0i:10.1038/d41573-020-00151-8

3. Samaranayake LP, Seneviratne CJ, Fakh-
ruddin KS. Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-
19) vaccines: A concise review [published online
ahead of print, 2021 May 15]. Oral Dis. 2021;10.11
11/0di.13916. doi:10.1111/0di.13916

4. Self WH, Tenforde MW, Rhoads JP, et al.
Comparative Effectiveness of Moderna, Pfizer-
BioNTech, and Janssen (Johnson & Johnson) Vac-
cines in Preventing COVID-19 Hospitalizations
Among Adults Without Immunocompromising
Conditions — United States, March-August 2021.
MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2021;70:1337
—1343. d0i:10.15585/mmwr.mm?7038e1

5. Lopez Bernal ], Andrews N, Gower C, et
al. Effectiveness of Covid-19 Vaccines against the
B.1.617.2 (Delta) Variant. NEngleed. 2021;385
(7):585-594. doi:10.1056/NEJM0a2108891


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.05.21264598
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.05.21264598; this version posted October 7, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

IPV: Antibodies Inhibit SARS-CoV-2 RNA Synthesis

6. Holder J. Tracking Coronavirus Vaccinations
Around the World. New York Times. Updated
October 3, 2021. Accessed October 3, 2021. https:
//www .nytimes.com/interactive/2021/world/cov
id-vaccinations-tracker.html

7. Gold JE, Baumgartl WH, Okyay RA, et
al. Analysis of Measles-Mumps-Rubella (MMR)
Titers of Recovered COVID-19 Patients. mBio.
2020;11 (6):602628—20. Published 2020 Nov 20.
doi:10.1128/mBi0.02628-20

8. Salman S, Salem ML. Routine childhood im-
munization may protect against COVID-19. Med
Hypotheses. 2020; 140:109689. doi:10.1016/j.me
hy.2020.109689

9. Sidiq KR, Sabir DK, Ali SM, et al. Does
Early Childhood Vaccination Protect Against CO
VID-19?. Front Mol Biosci. 2020;7:120. Published
2020 Jun 5. doi:10.3389/fmolb.2020.00120

10. Pawlowski C, Puranik A, Bandi H, et
al. Exploratory analysis of immunization records
highlights decreased SARS-CoV-2 rates in indi-
viduals with recent non-COVID-19 vaccinations.
Sci Rep. 2021;11(1):4741. Published 2021 Feb 26.
doi:10.1038/541598—021—83641—y

11. Comunale BA, Engineer L, Jiang Y, et
al. Poliovirus Vaccination Induces a Humoral
Immune Response That Cross Reacts With SARS-
CoV-2. Front Med (Lausanne). 2021;8:710010.
Published 2021 Aug 3. doi:10.3389/fmed.2021.
710010

12. Cheng E, Wang Z, Mir MA. Interaction
between hantavirus nucleocapsid protein (N) and
RNA-dependent RNA polymerase (RdRp) mu-
tants reveals the requirement of an N-RdRp inter-
action for viral RNA synthesis. | Virol. 2014;88(15):
8706-8712. dOi:lO.llZS/JVI.OO405—14

13. Snijder EJ, Decroly E, Ziebuhr J. The Non-
structural Proteins Directing Coronavirus RNA

11

Synthesis and Processing. In: Ziebuhr J, ed. Coro-
naviruses. Vol 96. Advances in Virus Research. Aca-
demic Press; 2016:59-126. doi:10.1016/bs.aivir.
2016.08.008

14. Kirchdoerfer RN, Ward AB. Structure of
the SARS-CoV nsp12 polymerase bound to nsp7
and nsp8 co-factors. Nat Commun. 2019;10(1):2
342. Published 2019 May 28. doi:10.1038/s41467-
019-10280-3

15. Sun B, Feng Y, Mo X, et al. Kinetics of
SARS-CoV-2 specific IgM and IgG responses
in COVID-19 patients. Emerg Microbes Infecl.
2020;9(1):940—948. doi:10.1080/22221751.2020.
1762515

16. Qu J, Wu C, Li X, et al. Profile of Im-
munoglobulin G and IgM Antibodies Against Se-
vere Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2
(SARS-CoV-2). Clin Infect Dis. 2020;71(16):2255-
2258. doi:10.1093/cid/ciaa489

17. Li YH, Li J, Liu XE, et al. Detection of
the nucleocapsid protein of severe acute respira-
tory syndrome coronavirus in serum: comparison

with results of other viral markers. ] Virol Methods.

2005;130(1—2):45—50. doi:10.1016/j.jvir0met.2005.
06.001

18. Tseng YY, Liao GR, Lien A, et al. Cur-
rent concepts in the development of therapeu-
tics against human and animal coronavirus dis-
eases by targeting NP. Comput Struct Biotechnol
_]. 2021;19:1072-1080. doi:10.1016/j.csbj.2021.01.
032

19. Chang CK, Jeyachandran S, Hu NJ, et
al. Structure-based virtual screening and exper-
imental validation of the discovery of inhibitors
targeted towards the human coronavirus nucle-
ocapsid protein. Mol Biosyst. 2016;12(1):59-66.
doi:10.1039/c5mb00582e

20. Yin W, Mao C, Luan X, et al. Structural
basis for inhibition of the RNA-dependent RNA


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.05.21264598
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.05.21264598; this version posted October 7, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

12 Brittany A. Comunale ef al.

polymerase from SARS-CoV-2 by remdesivir.
Science. 2020;368(6498):1499—1504. doi:10.1126/
science.abc1560

21. Beigel JH, Tomashek KM, Dodd LE, et al.
Remdesivir for the Treatment of Covid-19 - Final
Report. NEngZ] Med. 2020;383(19):1813—1826.
doi:10.1056/NE_]M03.2007764

22. Gao Y, Yan L, Huang Y, et al. Structure
of the RNA-dependent RNA polymerase from
COVID-19 virus. Science. 2020;368(6492):779-
782. doi:10.1126/science.abb7498

23. Ritz C, Baty F, Streibig JC, et al. Dose-
Response Analysis Using R. PLoS One. 2015;10
(12):e0146021. Published 2015 Dec 30. doi:10.13
71/journal.pone.0146021

24. Sez-Alvarez Y, Arias A, Del Aguila C,et
al. Development of a fluorescence-based method
for the rapid determination of Zika virus poly-

merase activity and the screening of antiviral drugs.

Sci Rep. 2019;9(1):5397. doi:10.1038/541598-019-
41998-1

25. Hillen HS, Kokic G, Farnung L, et al.
Structure of replicating SARS-CoV-2 polymerase.
Nature. 2020;584(7819):]54—156. doi:10.1038/s41
586-020-2368-8

26. Siegrist C. Vaccine immunology. In: Plotkin
SA, Orenstein WA, Offit PA, eds. Vaccines (Sixth
Edition). London: W.B. Saunders; 2013:14-32.
doi:10.1016/B978-1-4557-0090-5.00004-5

27. Tsang JS, Schwartzberg PL, Kotliarov Y,
et al. Global analyses of human immune varia-
tion reveal baseline predictors of postvaccination
responses [published correction appears in Cell.
2014 Jul 3;158(1):226]. Cell. 2014;157(2):499-513.
dOi:lO.1016/j.cell.2014.03.031

28. World Health Organization. Persistence
of protective antibodies following immunization
with OPV and IPV. World Health Organization.

Updated 2015. Accessed October 3, 2021. https://
www.who.int/immunization/polio_grad_duration
_protection.pdf

29. Grotto I, Handsher R, Gdalevich M, et
al. Decline in immunity to polio among young
adults. Vaccine. 2001;19(30):4162-4166. doi:10.101
6/50264-410x(01)00165-7

30. Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion. Polio Vaccination Recommendations for
Specific Groups. Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention. Updated May 4, 2018. Accessed Oc-
tober 3, 2021. https://www.cdc.gov/vaccines/vpd/
polio/hcp/recommendations.html


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.05.21264598
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Enroliment ]

A$%wwmm@wwm=mm|

Excluded (n = 143)
» Did not meet inclusion criteria
(n =56)
» Declined to participate (n = 87)
* Reasons to decline: out-of-state,
transportation, scheduling / no-show

No randomization |

Allocation ] l

Day 1: Allocated to intervention (n = 300)
+ Provided pre-inoculation blood sample
(n =300)

+ Received allocated intervention (IPV)
(n =300)

Follow-Up ] J

Day 3-7: Phone call follow-up
(n = 300)

|

Day 28 + 3: Provided post-inoculation blood sample (n = 298)
* Lost to follow-up (n = 1)*
+ Deceased, unrelated to study (n = 1)*

Analysis

] |

Analyzed (n = 298)

+ Excluded from analysis
(n=2)*

* One participant died before the second on-site visit, though the cause of death was determined to be unrelated
to the study by both the Pl and medical monitor; a second participant was lost to follow-up and did not attend
the second on-site visit within the approved time window.
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Age —yr

Mean
Median

Range

Sex — no. (%)

Male

Female

Race/Ethnicity — no. (%)

Caucasian

Hispanic/Latino

Asian

Black/African American

Native Hawaiian/ Pacific Islander
American Indian/ Alaska Native

Other

51.1
54.0
18-80

139 (46.3)
161 (53.7)

181 (60.3)

75 (25.0)
28(9.3)
12 (4.0)
2 (0.7)
2 (0.7)
2 (0.7)

54.9
60.0
18-80

24 (44.4)
30(55.6)

31(57.4)
16 (29.6)
5(9.3)
2 (3.7)
0 (0.0)
0 (0.0)
0 (0.0)

0.11

0.80
0.80

0.69
0.47
0.98
0.92
0.55
0.55
0.55
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Increase 254 (85.2) 1.07 (0.7) 2.09(2.3) 122.04 (192.3) 1.70E-13

No Change 7(2.3) 1.05 (0.8) 1.05 (0.8) 0.00 (0.0) 1.00

Decrease 37 (12.4) 2.07 (1.4) 1.64 (1.5) 17.08 (26.2) 1.08E-4
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