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Abstract

Background: Multiple vaccines have received emergency-use authorization in different countriesin
the fight against the COVID-19 pandemic. India had started its vaccination campaign using the
COVISHIELD (ChAdOx nCoV-19) and the COVAXIN (BBV152) vaccines. However, thereisalack
of head-to-head comparisons of the different vaccines.

M ethods. We performed a retrospective cohort study during the second wave of the pandemic in
India with predominant circulation of the delta strain of SARS-CoV-2. We enrolled adult patients who
were hospitalized with breakthrough COVID-19 infection after vaccination. We compared in-hospital
outcomes between patients who had received the COVISHIELD (n=181) or COVAXIN vaccines.

Results: Between April and June 2021, atotal of 353 patients were enrolled, among whom 181
(51.3%) received COVAXIN (156 partially vaccinated and 25 fully vaccinated) and 172 (48.7%)
received COVISHIELD (155 partially vaccinated and 17 fully vaccinated). The in-hospital mortality
did not differ between the recipients of COVISHIELD or COVAXIN in either the fully vaccinated [2
deaths (11.8%) vs 0 deaths (0%), respectively p=0.08] or the partially vaccinated cohorts [31 deaths
(20%) vs 28 deaths (17.9%), respectively, p=0.65].

Conclusions: Patients who are hospitalized with breakthrough COVID-19 had similar in-hospital
outcome irrespective of whether they received COVISHIELD or COVAXIN.
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Main Text

I ntroduction

The COVID-19 pandemic has caused considerable morbidity and mortality with over 243 million
cases and 4.9 million deaths worldwide as of October 2021.(1) The development of COVID-19
vaccines began in early 2020 and has progressed at breakneck speed.(2) Although several vaccines
have received emergency use authorizationsin different countries, their clinical trials have been of
short durations. Furthermore, multiple vaccines have been simultaneously deployed by many

countries. However, there is alack of head-to-head comparisons of different vaccines.

The Indian vaccination programme began in January 2021 with the rollout of two vaccines, namely
COVISHIELD (ChAdOx nCoV-19, an adenoviral vector vaccine) and COVAXIN (BBV152, a
whole-virion inactivated vaccine). In an interim analysis of four randomized trials, the efficacy of two
doses of ChAdOx nCoV-19 for preventing symptomatic COVID-19 was 70.4%.(3) The BBV 152 was
found to have an efficacy of 77.8% against symptomatic COVID-19.(4) These vaccines offer
protection at a lower magnitude againg the delta variant (B.1.617.2) of the causative severe acute
respiratory syndrome coronavirus-2 (SARS-CoV-2), which was the predominant strain during the
second wave of pandemic in India between April and June 2021.(5) The efficacy of ChAdOx nCoV -
19 againg the delta variant was found to be 67.0%, while that of BBV 152 was 65.2%.(4,6) In this
study conducted during the second wave of the pandemic in India, we compared the in-hospital
outcomes of patients who were hospitalized with breakthrough infections of COVID-19 after

vaccination with either COVISHIELD or COVAXIN.

M ethods

We retrospectively analysed a prospectively enrolled cohort of patients admitted to the COVID-19
facility at the National Cancer Institute, All India Institute of Medical Sciences, New Delhi. Patients
aged above 18 years were included if they had breakthrough COVID-19 infection after vaccination

with either COVISHIELD or COV AXIN. Patients were excluded if the final outcome was unknown
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due to transfer to another hospital or leave against medical advice. The patients were enquired
regarding the type of vaccine received (COVAXIN vs COVISHIELD), the number of doses and the
dates of vaccination. Patients were deemed fully vaccinated if they were hospitalized more than two
weeks after receiving the second dose; whereas they were considered partially vaccinated if they had
received either one dose or had received the second dose within two weeks prior to hospitalization.
Baseline demographic characteristics and comorbidities were recorded. Disease severity at admission
was classified into mild (no dyspnea or hypoxemia), moderate (presence of dyspnea, SpO, between
90 and 94%, or respiratory rate between 24 and 30 breaths per minute) or severe COVID-19 (SpO2

less than 90% or respiratory rate greater than 30 breaths per minute).(7)

The in-hospital outcomes including mortality, need for invasive mechanical ventilation, need for high
flow nasal oxygenation (HFNO)/non-invasive ventilation (NIV), and duration of hospital stay were
compared between COVISHIELD and COVAXIN recipientsin both the partially vaccinated and fully
vaccinated subsets. Statistical analysis was performed using STATA v15. Comparisons between
groups for continuous variables was performed using Student’ st-test, and that for categorical
variables using chi-square test. The study protocol was approved by the hospital’s Institutional Ethics

Committee.

Results

Between April and June 2021, atotal of 2055 patients were admitted, and outcome information was
available for 1835 (Figure 1). The type of vaccine received was known for 353 patients, among whom
181 (51.3%) received COV AXIN (156 partially vaccinated and 25 fully vaccinated) and 172 (48.7%)
received COVISHIELD (155 partially vaccinated and 17 fully vaccinated). Baseline characteristics of
patients are presented in Table 1. COVISHIELD recipients were older than COVAXIN recipients
[mean (SD) ages, 55.1 (14.8) vs49.7 (17.0), p=0.01] and were more likely to have diabetes mellitus
(31.6% vs 20.8%, p=0.02) and hypertension (32.2% vs 22.5%, p=0.04). COVISHIELD recipients
were more likely than COVAXIN recipients to have moderate COVID-19 at presentation (29.0% vs

16.1%, p=0.01). There was no difference in the presence of severe disease between the two groups.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.07.21267398
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.07.21267398; this version posted December 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 .

The in-hospital mortality did not differ between the recipients of COVISHIELD or COVAXIN in
either the fully vaccinated [2 deaths (11.8%) vs 0 deaths (0%), p=0.08] or the partially vaccinated
cohorts[31 deaths (20%) vs 28 deaths (17.9%), p=0.65]. Furthermore, there was no difference in the
need for mechanical ventilation or duration of hospital stay among recipients of either vaccine (Table
1). Fully vaccinated COVISHIELD recipients were more likely to require HFNO/NIV than

COVAXIN recipients [4 patients (23.5%) vs 0 patients (0%), p=0.01].

Discussion

Main finding of this study

We found no difference in occurrence of severe disease at admission, need for mechanical ventilation
or in-hospital mortality between patients with breakthrough COVI1D-19 who received either of the two
vaccines (COVAXIN or COVISHIELD). Previously reported data from our hospital cohort
demonstrated that mortality rates were significantly lower among fully vaccinated (5.7%) compared
with partially vaccinated (19.5%) or unvaccinated (22.8%) individuals.(8) Taken together, these
results are reassuring regarding the real-world efficiency of both vaccines in a setting with circulation

of the delta variant of SARS-CoV-2.

What isalready known on thistopic

In another study conducted among hospitalized COVID-19 patients in India, those who were fully
vaccinated with COVISHIELD had alower mortality than unvaccinated patients (12.5% vs 31.4%,
p<0.0001).(9) Previously, Jain et al(10) had shown that the choice of vaccination (COVISHIELD vs
COVAXIN) was considered to be important by medical students, with the former being preferred.
This preference for COVISHIELD was influenced by arelative lack of efficacy dataregarding
COVAXIN at thetime of initiation of India s vaccination drive. However, subsequent reports
demonstrating the efficacy of COVAXIN in preventing symptomatic COVID-19 should alleviate such

concerns.(4,11)
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What this study adds
Thisisthefirst study to compare in-hospital outcomes of COVISHIELD and COVAXIN recipients
who were hospitalized with breakthrough COVID-19 infection. We found no difference in the in-

hospital mortality or need for mechanical ventilation between recipients of either vaccine.

Limitations

The single-centre design and limited sample size are the mgjor limitations of our study, which we
consider as a preliminary report. Prospective sudies with larger sample size are needed to establish
the relative efficiencies of the available vaccines. Furthermore, the vaccination status was based on

patient history which is subject to recall bias.

Conclusion
In conclusion, our sudy suggeststhat both vaccines, i.e., COVISHIELD and COVAXIN, are equally

likely to prevent death due to breakthrough COVID-19.
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Figure 1. Study Flow

Total COVID-19 patients admitted = 2055

Excluded patients
+ Transferred to other hospital/LAMA = 220
*  Vaccination status not recorded = 209
+  Unvaccinated patients = 1242

Vaccinated patientswith
breakthrough COVID-19 = 384

Type of vaccine received (COVISHIELD or COVAXIN)
not known=31

Eligible patientsincluded = 353
[
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Table 1. Baseline demogr aphic and clinical characteristics of patientswho received COVAXIN and COVISHIELD

General Characteristics Covaxin Covishield P Covaxin only Covishield P Covaxin only Covishield P
partialy/fully | partialy/fully value | partially only partially | value | fully vaccinated | only fully value
vaccinated vaccinated vaccinated vaccinated (n=25; 59.5%) vaccinated
(n=181: (n=172; 48.7%) (n=156; 50.2%) | (N=155;49.8% (n=17; 40.5%)
51.3%) )

Ageinyears (Mean + SD) 49.7+17.0 55.1+14.8 0.01* | 50.1+17.0 55.7+14.8 0.01* | 47.2+17.3 49.7+14.9 0.63

Gender Mae 133 (73.5%) 115 (66.9%) 0.17 115 (73.7%) 102 (65.8%) 0.13 18 (72.0%) 13 (76.5%) 0.75

Female 48 (26.5%) 57 (33.1%) 41 (26.3%) 53 (34.2%) 7 (28.0%) 4 (23.5%)

Duration of Hospital Stay in 8.745.9 9.5+8.7 0.33 8.9+6.1 9.749.0 0.31 7.7+4.6 6.9+5.4 0.64

Days (Mean + SD)

Co- Hypertension 40 (22.5%) 55 (32.2%) 0.04* | 34 (22.2%) 50 (32.5%) 0.04* | 6(24.0%) 5 (29.4%) 0.70

morbidities _

Diabetes 37 (20.8%) 54 (31.6%) 0.02* | 32(20.9%) 51 (33.1%) 0.02* | 5(20.0%) 3 (17.7%) 0.85
Coronary artery | 3 (1.7%) 7 (4.1%) 0.18 2 (1.3%) 6 (3.9%) 0.16 1 (4.0%) 1(5.9%) 0.78

* 3SUB2I| [euoeWIBIU| 0 AN-DN-AG-DD € Japun 3|qejiene apeuw si |

‘Aimadiad ui uudaid ayy Aejdsip 01 asuadl| e AIxgpaw pajuelb sey oym ‘lapunyioyine ayl si (mainal 1aad Ag paljiliad 10U sem yaiym)
wiudaud siyi 1oy Japjoy ybuAdod ayl "Tzog ‘Z 1oquadaq paisod UOoISIaA SIUl ‘:86£/92T2°20°2T T202/TOTT 0T/B40°10p//:sdny :1op uudaid Axypaw
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disease
Hypothyroidism | 0 (0.0%) 3 (1.8%) 0.08 0 (0.0%) 3 (1.9%) 0.08 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) -
Asthma 3 (1.7%) 6 (3.5%) 0.28 2 (1.3%) 6 (3.9%) 0.16 1 (4.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0.40
Cerebrovascular | 3 (1.7%) 0 (0.0%) 0.09 3(1.9%) 0 (0.0%) 0.08 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) -
disease
Chronic kidney | 1 (0.6%) 5 (2.9%) 0.09 1 (0.7%) 5(3.3%) 0.10 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) -
disease
Malignancy 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.6%) 0.31 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.7%) 0.32 0 (0.0%) 0(0.0%) -
Duration of Symptomsin 6.1+3.5 6.6+3.7 0.21 6.2+3.6 6.6+3.6 0.34 5.6+3.4 6.9+4.6 0.34
Days (Mean + SD)
Disease Mild 104 (59.8%) 83 (49.1%) 0.04* | 83 (55.3%) 74 (48.7%) 0.25 21 (87.5%) 9 (52.9%) 0.01*
severity
Moderate 28 (16.1%) 49 (29.0%) 0.01* | 27 (18.0%) 43 (28.3%) 0.03* 1 (4.2%) 6 (35.3%) 0.01*
Severe 42 (24.1%) 37 (21.9%) 0.62 40 (26.7%) 35 (23.0%) 0.46 2 (8.3%) 2 (11.8%) 0.72
Intensive Care Unit admission 8 (4.4%) 8 (4.7%) 0.91 8(5.1%) 8 (5.2%) 0.98 0 (0.0%) 0(0.0%) -

* 3SUB2I| [euoeWIBIU| 0 AN-DN-AG-DD € Japun 3|qejiene apeuw si |

‘Aimadiad ui uudaid ayy Aejdsip 01 asuadl| e AIxgpaw pajuelb sey oym ‘lapunyioyine ayl si (mainal 1aad Ag paljiliad 10U sem yaiym)
jundaud siyy Joj Japjoy ybuAdod ay1 "TZ0zZ ‘. 19qwadad paisod uolsIaA SIY) 186€/92T2 20°2T T20Z/TOTT 0T/BI0"10p//:sdny :1op julidaid Aixydpaw
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NIV/HNFO 19 (11.2%) 22 (13.4%) 053 | 19 (13.0%) 18 (12.2%) 084 | 0(0.0%) 4 (23.5%) 0.01*
Intubation 17 (14.1%) 20 (15.9%) 069 | 17 (15.7%) 19 (16.7%) 085 | 0(0.0%) 1(8.3%) 0.29
Death 28 (15.5%) 33 (19.2%) 036 | 28 (17.9%) 31 (20.0%) 065 | 0(0.0%) 2 (11.8%) 0.08

NIV, non-invasive ventilation; HFNO, high-flow nasal oxygen

* 3SUB2I| [euoeWIBIU| 0 AN-DN-AG-DD € Japun 3|qejiene apeuw si |

‘Aimadiad ui uudaid ayy Aejdsip 01 asuadl| e AIxgpaw pajuelb sey oym ‘lapunyioyine ayl si (mainal 1aad Ag paljiliad 10U sem yaiym)
jundaud siyy Joj Japjoy ybuAdod ay1 "TZ0zZ ‘. 19qwadad paisod uolsIaA SIY) 186€/92T2 20°2T T20Z/TOTT 0T/BI0"10p//:sdny :1op julidaid Aixydpaw
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