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Abstract

COVID-19 emergency use authorizations and approvals for vaccines were achieved in record
time. However, there remains a need to develop additional safe, effective, easy-to-produce, and
inexpensive prevention to reduce the risk of acquiring SARS-CoV-2 infection. This need is due
to difficulties in vaccine manufacturing and distribution, vaccine hesitancy, and, critically, the
increased prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 variants with greater contagiousness or reduced sensitivity
to immunity. Antibodies from eggs of hens (immunoglobulin Y; 1gY) that were administered
receptor-binding domain (RBD) of the SARS-CoV-2 spike protein were developed as nasal
drops to capture the virus on the nasal mucosa. Although initially raised against the 2019 novel
coronavirus index strain (2019-nCoV), these anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY surprisingly had
indistinguishable enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay binding against variants of concern that
have emerged, including Alpha (B.1.1.7), Beta (B.1.351), Delta (B.1.617.2), and Omicron
(B.1.1.529). This is distinct for sera from immunized or convalescent patients. Culture
neutralization titers against available Alpha, Beta, and Delta were also indistinguishable from the
index SARS-CoV-2 strain. Efforts to develop these IgY for clinical use demonstrated that the
intranasal anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY preparation showed no binding (cross-reactivity) to a
variety of human tissues and had an excellent safety profile in rats following 28-day intranasal
delivery of the formulated IgY. A double-blind, randomized, placebo-controlled phase 1 study
evaluating single-ascending and multiple doses of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY administered
intranasally for 14 days in 48 healthy participants also demonstrated an excellent safety and
tolerability profile, and no evidence of systemic absorption. As these antiviral 1gY have broad
selectivity against many variants of concern, are fast to produce, and are a low-cost product, their

use as prophylaxis to reduce SARS-CoV-2 viral transmission warrants further evaluation.
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Introduction

As of January 4, 2022, over 290 million persons with coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19)
had been identified in 222 countries and territories with an estimated 5.4 million deaths [1]. It
is estimated that only 48% of the world population has been fully vaccinated [2], a figure
dramatically lower than the 70%-80% believed needed to reach herd immunity to stop the
pandemic [3,4]. Furthermore, only 8.5% of people in low-income countries have received at
least one vaccine dose to date [2].

The fast emergency regulatory authorizations and approvals of COVID-19 vaccines in
various countries were a critical turning point in slowing the spread of the pandemic. However,
there remains a global need to develop additional safe, effective, easy-to-produce, and
inexpensive prophylaxis to prevent or reduce the risk of acquiring severe acute respiratory
syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infection [5,6]. This need is due in part to the global
shortage of essential components necessary for manufacturing the intramuscular mMRNA
vaccines and the requirement for cold chain storage for distribution. In addition, novel means
of prevention are of heightened importance as variants of SARS-CoV-2 such as Delta
(B.1.617.20) and Omicron (B.1.1.529) increase contagiousness and evade immunity produced
by existing vaccines and previous infection [7-12] and where COVID-19 vaccination is
unavailable, especially in resource-poor settings. The emergence of these variants has occurred
even in populations with high vaccine uptake and are now the most prevalent COVID-19

strains globally [13].

The main entry route for SARS-CoV-2 is the nasal mucosa, which has high levels of the
human angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (hACE2) receptor that is used by the virus to gain

cellular entry [14]. Viral binding to the hACE2 receptor is mediated by the spike (S) protein on
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the surface of the viral envelope [15] for all SARS-CoV-2 variants identified so far; even the
highly mutated Omicron variant, with 15 mutations in the receptor-binding domain (RBD) of
the S protein, is still dependent on hACE2 for its infectivity [16]. Therefore, the nasal mucosa
is an excellent site as a critical barrier to reduce SARS-CoV-2 entry; antibodies against the
SARS-CoV-2 RBD can compete with viral binding to the hACE2 receptor. In addition,
antibodies on epithelial surfaces can greatly inhibit lateral viral motility, agglutinate viral
particles, and anchor the virus to the extracellular matrix [17,18], thus making intranasally
administered antibodies a potentially important antiviral strategy. Indeed, intranasal antibody
prophylaxis has been an effective means against multiple viral pathogens in humans and
veterinary applications, including respiratory tract viruses [18]. Thus, covering the nasal
mucosa with anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibodies could prevent SARS-CoV-2 infection in naive
individuals and may also reduce viral transmission from an infected individual by reducing

levels of active virus.

Because the RBD remains essential for SARS-CoV-2 infection, even for variants of
concern, we chose recombinant RBD of the S protein (amino acids 328-533) as the
immunogen. We next considered the optimal species to raise anti-SARS-CoV-2 polyclonal
antibodies and chose to immunize egg-laying hens to enable fast, low-cost, and high-volume
production. Antibodies generated in commercial hens (immunoglobulin Y; IgY) are
concentrated in their eggs within 2-3 weeks following vaccination to 50-100 mg/egg, thus
yielding up to 35 g of IgY per year; this yield can be up to five times higher (175 g of IgY in

one year) when using specific pathogen-free (SPF) hens.

Here, we describe the production of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY of the S protein in SPF

hens and the characterization of these IgY, including in culture neutralization efficacy against
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current pathogenic viral variants and a phase 1 study that evaluated the safety, tolerability, and

pharmacokinetics of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY given by intranasal drops in healthy humans.

Materials and Methods

Study design

The experiments were conducted in 4 parts: 1) production of immunogen (recombinant RBD),
immunization of 12 SPF hens, IgY collection from egg yolks, and in vitro characterization of the
IgY anti-SARS CoV-2 RBD, 2) GLP blinded safety studies in rat, treated intranasally twice daily
for 28 days with a total of 16 mg/kg IgY or vehicle, 3) a preliminary efficacy study of hamsters
treated with I1gY or phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) for 4 hours before viral challenge, and 4) a
placebo-controlled, double-blind phase 1 safety, tolerability, and pharmacokinetic (PK) study
conducted in healthy humans using intranasal IgY or vehicle in single-ascending doses followed
by multiple doses (3-times daily every 4 hours) for 14 days. Both the single-ascending and

multiple-dose parts were followed by a 7-day nontreatment period to further evaluate safety.

Recombinant SARS-CoV-2 RBD

SARS-CoV-2 RBD (residues 328-533) of the 2019 novel coronavirus index virus (2019-
nCoV) was expressed in cell-free protein synthesis reactions at Sutro Biopharma, Inc. (South San
Francisco, CA) using the XpressCF™ platform [19,20] and was constructed as a carboxy-
terminal fusion to a small ubiquitin-related modifier (SUMO) sequence to enable the production
of a tagless RBD protein post enzymatic cleavage. The his-SUMO tag was constructed as
previously described with an N-terminal his6-tag followed by a GGS-linker and the yeast SUMO

protein Smt3 for Ulpl-enabled cleavage [19,20].
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Briefly, cell-free reactions were prepared by the addition of 37.5% v/v iodoacetamide-
treated S30 extract, 5 pg/mL plasmid, and a supermix containing amino acids, nano-
microspheres, and small molecules for energy generation [20]. T7 RNA polymerase was over-
expressed in Escherichia coli and added to the cell-free reaction as a reagent lysate at <1% v/v.
Reactions were carried out in a DASbox stirred tank (Eppendorf) at 250 mL volume with pH,
dissolved oxygen, and temperature control. Reactions were run for 16 hours at a temperature of
25°C, pH was controlled at 7.0 using 1 M citrate and 1 M potassium hydroxide, and dissolved

oxygen was maintained at 20%.

The XpressCF reaction of SARS-CoV-2-RBD 328-533 was clarified by centrifugation at
10,000 rpm for 20 minutes (Beckman, JLA-10.500 rotor) and filtered through a 0.22-um
membrane filter. The clarified material was loaded onto a 5-mL his-Trap Excel affinity column
equilibrated with binding buffer (15 mM Tris-HCI, 500 mM NaCl, pH 8.0). After 20 column
volumes were applied to wash unbound impurities, the bound proteins were eluted with 20 mM
Tris-HCI, 300 mM imidazole, pH 8.0. The eluted fractions were then analyzed by 4-12% sodium
dodecyl sulfate-polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis (SDS-PAGE) and protein concentrations
were determined by measured absorbance at 280 nm by NanoDrop (Thermo Fisher Scientific).
The his-SUMO tag was removed by Ulp1 protease digestion for 1 hour at room temperature. The
digested reaction was analyzed by 4-12% SDS-PAGE to verify full cleavage of the his-SUMO
tag before flow-through mode purification by Capto Q (Cytiva). Twenty mM Tris-HCI, pH 8.0,
was used to equilibrate the column, and the flow-through containing the cleaved protein was
collected. To further purify the CoV-2-RBD, the Capto Q flow-through fraction was bound to a
Capto SP ImpRes cation column equilibrated with 20 mM Tris-HCI, pH 8.0. The bound protein

was eluted with a 30-column volume linear gradient using elution buffer (20 mM Tris-HCI, 300
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mM NacCl, pH 8.0). An Amicon Ultra-15, 3kD centrifugal filter was used to concentrate and
buffer exchange the target peak fraction into 6% sucrose in PBS at pH 7.2. The final purity of the

product was demonstrated by high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) analysis.

Characterization of the cell-free expressed recombinant RBD using surface

plasmon resonance

Binding kinetic of cell-free expressed SARS-CoV-2 RBD construct or mammalian expressed
his-tagged RBD control (ACROBiosystems SPD-C52H1) were then measured on a Biacore
T200 instrument, using Fc-tagged hACE?2 receptor protein (ACROBIosystems AC2-H5257). To
this end, an anti-human Fc antibody (Jackson ImmunoResearch Labs) was immobilized on all
flow cells of a CM5 chip (GE Healthcare). Fc-tagged human ACE2 receptor protein
(ACROBiIosystems AC2-H5257) was captured at ~100 replication units (RU). Binding of cell-
free expressed SARS-CoV-2 S protein RBD construct or mammalian expressed RBD control
(ACROBIosystems SPD-C52H1) was measured at concentrations up to 100 nM. Kinetic
experiments were performed at 25°C at a flow rate of 50 pL/min. RBD samples were diluted in
HBS-EP buffer (Teknova) and injected over the chip for 180 seconds followed by a 420-second
dissociation. The chip was regenerated with 10 mM glycine pH 1.5 after each injection.

Affinities were calculated using Biacore T200 Evaluation Software.

Hen immunization and IgY purification and characterization

Nine SPF hens were obtained from Charles River Laboratories and housed in a filtered air,
positive pressure barrier room (3 more hens from the same lot were added to the study after 5
months) at Avian Vaccine Services, Charles River Laboratories (Storrs, CT). Each hen was

caged individually with access to feed and water. Upon receipt, hens were immunized with an
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inoculum containing 50 pg of recombinant cell-free expressed RBD fragment derived from S1
spike protein and water-in-oil adjuvant. Test bleeds were taken before the first immunization and
every 2 weeks after the first immunization throughout the project. Serum samples from each hen
were tested using an indirect enzyme-linked immunoassay (ELISA) and Western blot. Hens
received a boost 14 days after immunization and every 4 weeks after the previous immunization,
unless otherwise indicated.

Eggs were collected weekly. Yolks in batches up to 100 eggs/batch were separated and
IgY was purified. ELISA titration of 1gY binding to full-length S1 (ACROBIosystems, SIN-
C5255) expressed in human 293 cells and the cell-free expressed RBD of the SARS-CoV-2 spike
protein was performed in 96-well plates. 1gY was then purified from yolks. Eggs were collected
weekly and egg white was separated from the egg yolk and discarded. Yolks were stored frozen
at -20°C. For purification of IgY, yolks were thawed and diluted 1:10 in sterile PBS. The pH was
reduced to 5.0 and the yolk solution was incubated at 4°C overnight. Yolk solution was then
centrifuged for 10 minutes at 9000 rpm. Supernatant was removed, pooled, pH was increased to
7.0, and final filtration (0.45 um) was performed.

Hen sera and purified 1gY were tested by ELISA and Western blot analysis using both
the immunogen (RBD) and full length glycosylated S1 protein (ACROBiosystems, cat# S1IN-
C5255). Lot Y0120 of purified 1gY was derived from 50 yolks, starting 2 weeks after the
primary immunization. Lot Y0130 was derived from the next 50 yolks, starting 3 weeks after the
primary immunization. Lot Y0140 and above were derived from the next 100 yolks collected
over the preceding 2 weeks. Lots of purified IgY were tested by indirect ELISA and Western
blot to determine antibody response levels within the yolk after purification as well as affinity to

the cell-free expressed RBD fragment of S1 spike protein and the entire glycosylated S1 protein
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200 (ACROBiIosystems, cat# S1IN-C5255). Protein concentration was also measured using the

201  Bradford assay. IgY purity was determined using SDS-PAGE under reducing conditions and
202  stained with Coomassie Blue.

203 ELISA titration of IgY binding to full length and the RBD of the SARS-CoV-2 spike
204  protein was performed as follows: 96-well clear flat bottom polystyrene high-binding ELISA
205  plates (Corning, Cat# 9018) were coated with 100 pl/well of 5 pg/mL recombinant his-tagged
206  (Sino Biological) RBD protein overnight at 4°C. Plates were then washed twice with PBS and
207  blocked with 1% bovine serum albumin (BSA)-PBS. After blocking, 100 pL of serial dilutions
208  of IgY were added to the wells and incubated at room temperature for 2 hours. The plates were
209  then washed twice and incubated with horseradish peroxidase (HRP)-conjugated mouse rat anti-
210  chicken IgY (Sapphire, Cat# LO-lgY-16-P-0.5) 1:2000 diluted in 0.5% BSA and 0.05% Tween-
211 20 in PBS) for 60 minutes. After 3 final washes using 0.05% PBS-Tween, the plates were read
212 using chemiluminescent substrate (Pierce TMB Substrate Kit, Thermo Fisher, Cat# 34021).

213 Luminescence was read on a plate reader and analyzed with SoftMaxPro 6.0 (Molecular

214 Devices).

215 Hen sera were diluted with 1% BSA at various dilutions and tested in ELISA. One

216  hundred microliters were added to wells and the plate was incubated at room temperature for 1
217 hour. Plate wells were then rinsed with 1% Tween 20 wash solution, as indicated above. Anti-
218  chicken HRP conjugate (Invitrogen, cat# SA-19509) diluted 1:5000 was added to each well. The
219  plate was incubated at room temperature for 1 hour, followed by another 1% Tween 20 wash.
220 3,3',5,5'-tetramethylbenzidine substrate (KPL, cat# 5120-0050) was added to each well and the
221  plate was incubated at room temperature for 15 minutes. Optical density was measured using an

222 ELISA reader (Molecular Devices) at 650 nm.

10
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Western blot analysis was performed with the cell-free expressed RBD fragment of the
index S1 protein or the entire mammalian-expressed S1 protein (ACROBiosystems). One
microgram of denatured protein was added to Mini-PROTEAN TGX 4-20% SDS-PAGE. Gel
was run at 200V for 45 minutes in Tris-glycine buffer and stained using Simply Blue Safestain
(Invitrogen) at room temperature for 1 hour. Gels were destained twice using deionized water.

An unstained SDS-PAGE gel was transferred to the polyvinylidene difluoride membrane
using Trans-Blot Turbo Transfer System (Bio-Rad Laboratories) and cut into strips. Strips were
then stored at -20°C until ready to use. Five percent nonfat dry milk was added to strips and
incubated at room temperature for 30-60 minutes. Test bleed sera and IgY were diluted 1:2000
and purified 1gY were diluted 1:500 in 0.2 um-filtered PBS and added to strips. Strips were
incubated at room temperature for 2 hours followed by 3 washes in filtered PBS. Rabbit anti-
chicken IgY (H+L) secondary antibody, HRP (Invitrogen) diluted 1:3000 was added to each strip
and incubated at room temperature for 1-2 hours. Strips were washed once again in filtered PBS.
Opti-4CN substrate (Bio-Rad Laboratories) was added to each strip and incubated at room
temperature for up to 30 minutes in a rocking incubator. Strips were washed twice in deionized
water and images were taken using Bio-Rad EZ Gel Imager.

ELISA evaluation of IgY titer against SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern
ELISA titer of the final IgY preparation used in the clinical studies against the Alpha, Beta,
Delta, and Omicron-derived RBD [amino acids 319-537; ACROBIosystems SPD-C52H1(index),

SPD-C52Hn (Alpha), SPD-C52Hp (Beta), SPD-C525e (Delta), and SPD-C522e (Omicron)]) was

carried out as described above.

In culture viral neutralization studies using pseudovirus

11
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The neutralization assays using pseudovirus were performed at RetroVirox (San Diego,
CA). The assay used 3 non-replicative vesicular stomatitis virus (VSV) pseudoviruses carrying a
firefly luciferase reporter gene and expressing the following S protein of SARS-CoV-2 on the
surface: the index SARS-CoV-2 Hu-1 spike, a truncated spike with a C-terminal 19 amino acid
deletion; the Beta variant (K417N/ E484K / N501Y / D614G full-length spike); and a D614G
spike variant with a full-length sequence of the index spike protein. The IgY preparation or
plasma was diluted in Dulbecco's Modified Eagle Medium (DMEM) with 5% fetal bovine serum
(FBS) to perform pre-incubation with pseudovirus before addition to target cells. The
neutralization assay was performed with HEK 293T-hACE2, a human embryonic kidney cell
line overexpressing hACE2. Test item was preincubated for 60 minutes at 37°C with a
previously titrated inoculum of pseudovirus. The mixture was then added to 293T-hACE2 cells
and infection was allowed for 24 hours. Pseudovirus infection was determined by measuring
firefly luciferase activity (RLU, relative light unit ratio) 24 hours after infection. Putative
neutralizing antibodies (human sera, purified 1gY, or vehicle) were present in the cell culture for
the entire duration of the experiment. The ability of the test item to neutralize pseudovirus
carrying SARS-CoV-2 spike was compared with samples treated with vehicle alone. Nine
concentrations of the IgY sample were tested in duplicates with each variant in 5-fold serial
dilutions starting at 10,000 pg/mL. The half-maximal inhibitory concentration (ICso) and 50%
neutralization titer (NTso) values for the IgY and positive control human serum were determined
using GraphPad Prism software (GraphPad Software).

Quality controls for the pseudovirus neutralization assays were performed to determine:
1) signal-to-background values; 2) variation of the assay, estimated as the average of the

coefficient of variation for data points for which 50% or greater infection (RLUs) was observed

12
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compared to cells with pseudovirus in the presence of vehicle alone, and 3) neutralization with
plasma from an individual who received 2 doses of the Moderna (MRNA-1273) COVID-19

vaccine. All controls worked as anticipated for each assay.
In culture neutralization studies using live virus

At United States Army Medical Research Institute of Infectious Diseases (USAMARIID;
Frederick, MD), all work with authentic (live) SARS-CoV-2 was completed in Biosafety Level 3
laboratories following federal and institutional biosafety standards and regulations. Vero-76 cells
were inoculated with SARS-CoV-2/Wasl (MT020880.1) at a multiplicity of infection of 0.01
and incubated at 37°C with 5% CO2 and 80% humidity. At 50 hours post-infection, cells were
frozen at -80°C for 1 hour, allowed to thaw at room temperature, and supernatants were collected
and clarified by centrifugation at ~2,500 xg for 10 minutes. Clarified supernatant was aliquoted
and stored at -80°C.

Authentic (live) SARS-CoV-2/B.1.617.2 at a multiplicity of infection of 1 was incubated
for 1 hour at 37°C with serially diluted antibodies. Vero-E6 monolayers were exposed to the
antibody-virus mixture at 37°C for 1 hour. Following incubation, viral inoculum was removed
and fresh cell culture media was added for an additional 23 hours at 37°C. Cells were washed
with PBS, fixed in 10% formalin, and permeabilized with 0.2% Triton-X for 10 minutes.
Detection of infection was accomplished using an anti-SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid protein
detection antibody (Sino Biological), and a goat a-rabbit secondary antibody conjugated to
AlexaFluor488. Infected cells were identified using the PerkinElmer Operetta high-content
imaging instrument and data analysis was performed using the Harmony software (PerkinElmer).

At RetroVirox (San Diego, CA), purified IgY (lot Y0180) was tested against two live

SARS-CoV-2 clinical isolates: MEX-BC15/2021 (lineage B.1.617.2, Delta variant) and MEX-
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BC2/2020 (lineage B.1, carrying the D614G mutation). A virus-induced cytopathic effect (CPE)-
based neutralization assay was performed by infecting Vero EG6 cells in the presence or absence
of test items. Vero E6 cells were maintained in DMEM with 10% FBS. Twenty-four hours after
cell seeding, test samples were submitted to serial dilutions with DMEM with 2% FBS in a
different plate. Then, virus diluted in the same media alone was pre-incubated with test items for
1 hour at 37°C in a humidified incubator. Following incubation, media was removed from cells.
Cells were then challenged with the SARS-CoV-2/antibody pre-incubated mix. The amount of
viral inoculum was previously titrated to result in a linear response inhibited by antivirals with
known activity against SARS-CoV-2. Cell culture media with the virus inoculum was not
removed after virus adsorption, and antibodies and virus were maintained in the media for the
duration of the assay (96 hours). After this period, the extent of cell viability was monitored with
the neutral red uptake assay.

The virus-induced CPE was monitored under the microscope after 3 days of infection,
and cells were stained with neutral red to monitor cell viability the following day. Viable cells
incorporate neutral red in their lysosomes. The uptake of neutral red relies on the ability of live
cells to maintain the pH inside the lysosomes lower than in the cytoplasm, a process that requires
ATP. Inside the lysosome, the dye becomes charged and is retained. After a 3-hour incubation
with neutral red (0.017%), the extra dye is washed away, and the neutral red is extracted from
lysosomes by incubating cells for 15 minutes with a solution containing 50% ethanol and 1%
acetic acid. The amount of neutral red is estimated by measuring absorbance at 540 nm in a plate
reader.

Antibodies were evaluated in triplicates using five-fold serial dilutions starting at 10.0

mg/mL. Controls included uninfected cells and infected cells treated with vehicle alone. Some
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cells were treated with plasma from an uninfected individual who received two doses of

Moderna’s mRNA COVID-19 vaccine as a positive control.
CPE-based neutralization assay

The average absorbance at 540 nm (A540) observed in infected cells in the presence of vehicle
alone was calculated, and then subtracted from all samples to determine the inhibition of the
virus-induced CPE. Data points were then normalized to the average A540 signal observed in
uninfected cells after subtraction of the absorbance signal observed in infected cells. In the
neutral red CPE-based neutralization assay, uninfected cells remained viable and uptake the dye
at higher levels than non-viable cells. In the absence of test items, the virus-induced CPE kills
infected cells and leads to lower A540 (this value equals 0% inhibition). In contrast, incubation
with neutralizing agents prevents the virus-induced CPE and leads to absorbance levels similar to
those observed in uninfected cells. Full recovery of cell viability in infected cells represents

100% neutralization of the virus.

GMP IgY formulation, analytical studies, and stability

Using Good Manufacturing Practice (GMP), anti-S1 RBD IgY was formulated for use as
intranasal drops as 0 (placebo control), 5, 10, and 20 mg/mL anti-S1 RBD IgY preparations in
sterile 2% microcrystalline cellulose and carboxymethylcellulose sodium at Bravado
Pharmaceuticals (Lutz, FL). The suspension was packed in a 1.5-mL dropper bottle and tests for
GMP drug product release complied with the relevant standards and methods, including
microbiological examination of nonsterile products (USP <1111>, <61> and <62>). All
formulated products were 100% stable as measured by physical and analytical properties,
including HPLC, when stored for at least 6 months at 2-8°C and about 1 month when stored at

room temperature. Ten and 20 mg/mL solutions stored at room temperature showed 100%
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analytical stabilities for 3 months. However, several samples had some physical visual
abnormalities (slight discoloration and opacity) that occurred beginning at 1 month when stored
at room temperature. Therefore, all formulated samples used in the subsequent studies were
stored at 2-8°C. For stability determination, formulated I1gY (20 mL) was chromatographed on a
TSK Gel G3000swxl sizing column (with guard column) on HPLC at 0.4 mL/min at room
temperature, and eluate was monitored at 214 nm. For the rat toxicity and safety study, and for

the human study, we used only 20 mg/mL as the highest dose because it was readily soluble.

GLP rat toxicity and safety study

Thirty-eight female and 38 male >8-week-old Sprague Dawley rats were used in a GLP study
conducted at Charles River Laboratories (Spencerville, OH). Rats were identified using a
subcutaneously implanted electronic identification chip and were acclimated to their housing for
at least 4 days before the first day of dosing. Animals were randomly assigned to groups; males
and females were randomized separately and housed in accordance with the USDA Animal
Welfare Act (9 CFR, Parts 1, 2 and 3) and as described in the Guide for the Care and Use of
Laboratory Animals.

For psychological and environmental enrichment, a hiding device, a chewing object, and
edible enrichment treats were offered throughout the study and a cycle of 12 hours light and 12
hours dark was maintained. Water and food were freely available. The experimental protocol is
summarized in S1-S3 Tables.

Detailed clinical observation was conducted once a week and included body weight and
food consumption. Ophthalmic examinations were conducted before treatment and during the
last week of dosing by a veterinary ophthalmologist and included a short-acting mydriatic

solution treatment to each eye to facilitate the ocular examinations. Clinical laboratory

16


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.07.22268914
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.07.22268914; this version posted January 10, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint

360

361

362

363

364

365

366

367

368

369

370

371

372

373

374

375

376

377

378

379

380

381

382

(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 .

assessments included hematology, coagulation, clinical chemistry, urinalysis, and presence of
circulating IgY (in serum) tested on pretreatment and Day 28 (last day of treatment) after 4 hours
of fasting.

Hematology parameters included red blood cell count, hemoglobin concentration,
hematocrit, mean corpuscular volume, red blood cell distribution width, mean corpuscular
hemoglobin concentration, mean corpuscular hemoglobin, reticulocyte count (absolute), platelet
count, white blood cell count, neutrophil count (absolute), lymphocyte count (absolute),
monocyte count (absolute), eosinophil count (absolute), basophil count (absolute), large
unstained cells (absolute) and other cells (as appropriate). Clinical chemistry parameters included
alanine aminotransferase, aspartate aminotransferase, alkaline phosphatase, gamma-
glutamyltransferase, creatine kinase, total bilirubin, urea nitrogen, creatinine, calcium,
phosphorus, total protein, albumin, globulin (calculated), aloumin/globulin ratio, glucose,
cholesterol, triglycerides, sodium, potassium, chloride, and sample quality. Urinalysis included
color, appearance/clarity, specific gravity, volume, pH, protein, glucose, bilirubin, ketones, and

blood.
Cytokine level measurement and analysis

This non-GLP blinded assay was performed on serum by the Immunoassay Team at the Human
Immune Monitoring Center at Stanford University (Stanford, CA). Assay Kits
(RECYMAG65K27PMX Rat) were purchased from EMD Millipore and used according to the
manufacturer’s recommendations, with modifications described as follows. Briefly, samples
were mixed with antibody-linked magnetic beads on a 96-well plate and incubated overnight at
4°C while shaking. Cold and room temperature incubation steps were performed on an orbital

shaker at 500-600 rpm. Plates were washed twice with wash buffer in a Biotek ELx405 washer.
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Following 1-hour incubation at room temperature with a biotinylated detection antibody,
streptavidin-PE was added for 30 minutes while shaking. Plates were washed as described above
and PBS was added to wells for reading in the Luminex FLEXMAP 3D Instrument with a lower
bound of 50 beads per sample per cytokine. Each sample was measured in duplicate. Custom

Assay Chex control beads were purchased from Radix BioSolutions and added to all wells.

Median fluorescence intensity (MFI) data were corrected for plate and nonspecific
binding artifacts [20]. Corrected MFI was regressed on time point. Regression analysis employed
linear mixed models [21] in SAS®/STAT (SAS Institute) with a separate model fit for each
treatment and cytokine, and with separate sets of models with and without gender as a covariate,
for 108 models in total. Of the 108 models, 84% met the assumption of normally distributed

residuals and 78% for random effects.

IgY in sera of treated rats

The presence of anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY in sera of rats was evaluated using GLP standards in a
qualified ELISA assay at Charles River Laboratories (Reno, NV). ELISA 96-well plates were
coated with goat anti-chicken IgY (Thermo Fisher; A16056). After blocking, the plates were
incubated with the samples containing anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY at various concentrations for 1
hour at room temperature. After washing the microplate, rabbit anti-chicken IgY (Thermo Fisher;
A16130) - HRP conjugate was added and incubated for 1 hour at room temperature. The ELISA
plate was washed and substrate (3,3’,5,5’-tetramethylbenzidine) was added to the wells and
incubated for 20 minutes. The color development was stopped by the addition of 2N sulfuric acid
and color intensity measured in a microplate reader at 450 nm. A calibration curve from the

absorbance values was obtained from the standards using a 4-parameter curve fit with a
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weighting equation of 1/y2. The concentrations of anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY in the samples were
determined from the calibration curve. After 4 analytical method validations, lower and upper
limit of detection, intra- and inter-assay precision and accuracy, dilution integrity, and short-term
stability, IgY levels in the blood samples of rats before and after 28 days of treatment were

below the limit of detection.

Human tissue cross-reactivity study

A GLP study examining human tissue reactivity of the anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY was
conducted at Charles River Laboratories (Frederick, MD) using at least 3 tissues from at least 3
donors (S4 Table). Ten mL of 10 mg/mL or 20 mg/mL IgY control (negative control) and anti-
SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY or an anti-human hypercalcemia of malignancy peptide (amino acid
residues 1-34, Sigma-Aldrich; Catalog No. H9148; positive control), each in 1% BSA, were
incubated for 1 hour with acetone-fixed human tissues (normal) of at least 3 separate donors after
20 minutes incubation with block solution of PBS + 1% BSA, 0.5% casein and 5% normal rabbit
serum. After PBS washes, the secondary antibody (peroxidase [HRP]-conjugated rabbit anti-
chicken IgY; Testing Facility antibody tracking No. A45764; of 2 ng/mL) was added for 30
minutes. After PBS washes, DAB (3,3'-diaminobenzidine) was applied for 4 minutes as a
substrate for the peroxidase reaction. All slides were rinsed with tap water, counterstained,
dehydrated, and mounted for visualization. For the B2-microglobulin antibody (positive control
staining) 1 pg/mL of antibodies were incubated with the slides for 1 hour and bound antibodies
were detected with biotinylated secondary antibody (goat anti-rabbit IgG; 2 pg/mL) for 30

minutes, as above. The slides were then visualized on light microscopy.

Virus preparation for the efficacy study in a hamster model of

COVID-19 and quantitation of viral load in the animals
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Syrian hamsters develop mild-to-moderate disease with progressive weight loss that starts
several days after SARS-CoV-2 infection by intranasal inoculation [22,23]. SARS-CoV-2 (strain
2019-nCoV/USA-WA1/2020) was propagated on Vero-TMPRSS?2 cells, and the virus titer was
determined by plaque assays on Vero-hACE2 and Vero-hACE2-TMPRSS?2 cells. Briefly, cells
were seeded in 24-well plates, and the next day, virus stocks were serially diluted 10-fold,
starting at 1:10, in cell infection medium [Minimum Essential Media (MEM) containing 2%
FBS, L-glutamine, penicillin, and streptomycin]. Two hundred and fifty microliters of the diluted
virus were added to a single well per dilution per sample. After 1 hour at 37°C, the inoculum was
aspirated and a 1% methylcellulose overlay in MEM supplemented with 2% FBS was added.
Seventy-two hours after virus inoculation, the cells were fixed with 4% formalin and the
monolayer was stained with crystal violet (0.5% w/v in 25% methanol in water) for 1 hour at
20°C. The number of plaques was counted and used to calculate the plaque-forming units

(PFU)/mL.

Study protocol: hamster infection with SARS-CoV-2

Five- to 6-week-old Syrian golden hamsters (Charles River Laboratories) infected with SARS-
CoV-2 as previously described [23] were housed at the Washington University (St. Louis, MO)
Biosafety Level 3 facility in HEPA-filtered rodent cages. Before challenge with SARS-CoV-2,
all animals received 100 uL of a placebo control fluid or fluid-formulated anti-SARS-CoV-2
RBD IgY (1 mg/50 mL of the 20 mg/mL solution per nare). The amount of nasal anti-SARS-
CoV-2 RBD IgY drops was limited by the volume that could be given per nare. Four hours after
the delivery, animals were challenged with 10* or 5 x 10* PFU of SARS-CoV-2 (titer determined
on Vero-hACEZ2; see below). The protocol included 18 hamsters in 4 planned groups: Group 1:
Control with high 5 x 10* PFU (4 animals); Group 2: Control with 1 x 10* PFU (4 animals);
Group 3: Anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY with 5 x 10* PFU (5 animals); and Group 4: Anti-SARS-
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CoV-2 RBD IgY with 1 x 10* PFU (5 animals). Note that the viral titer in Vero-hACE2-
hTMPRSS2 cells, which express the essential protease to liberate the RBD from the S protein on
the surface of the virus [24], was subsequently found to be almost 100-fold higher for Groups 1

and 3 (4 x 10° PFU) and Groups 2 and 4 (0.8 x 108 PFU).

Animal weight was recorded daily. Three days after challenge, the animals were
sacrificed and lungs were collected. The left lobe was homogenized in 1.0 mL of DMEM and the
clarified supernatant was used for viral load analysis by plaque assay and quantitative reverse

transcription PCR (RT-gPCR).
Virus titration assays from hamster samples

Plaque assays were performed on Vero-hACE2 and Vero-hACE2-TMPRSS?2 cells in 24-well
plates. Lung tissue homogenates were serially diluted 10-fold, starting at 1:10, in cell infection
medium (DMEM containing 2% FBS, L-glutamine, penicillin, and streptomycin). Two hundred
and fifty microliters of the diluted lung homogenates were added to a single well per dilution per
sample. After 1 hour at 37°C, the inoculum was aspirated and a 1% methylcellulose overlay in
MEM supplemented with 2% FBS was added. Seventy-two hours after virus inoculation, the
cells were fixed with 4% formalin, and the monolayer was stained with crystal violet (0.5% w/v
in 25% methanol in water) for 1 hour at 20°C. The number of plaques was counted and used to
calculate the PFU/mL. To quantify viral load in lung tissue homogenates, RNA was extracted
from 100 pL samples using QIAamp viral RNA mini kit (Qiagen) and eluted with 50 pL of
water. RNA (4 pL) was used for real-time RT-qPCR to detect and quantify N gene of SARS-
CoV-2 using TagMan™ Fast Virus 1-Step Master Mix (Applied Biosystems) or using the
following primers and probes for the N-gene, forward: GACCCCAAAATCAGCGAAAT;

reverse: TCTGGTTACTGCCAGTTGAATCTG, probe:
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475  ACCCCGCATTACGTTTGGTGGACC, or the 5’-UTR, forward:

476 ACTGTCGTTGACAGGACACG, reverse: AACACGGACGAAACCGTAAG, probe:

477  CGTCTATCTTCTGCAGGCTG. Viral RNA was expressed as gene copy humbers per mg for
478 lung tissue homogenates and per mL for nasal swabs, based on a standard included in the assay
479  that was created by in vitro transcription of a synthetic DNA molecule containing the target

480  region of the N gene or 5’-UTR.
481  Statistical Analysis

482  Data were analyzed with GraphPad Prism 9.0 and statistical significance was assigned when P

483  values were < 0.05. All tests and values are indicated in figure legends.

s34 Phase 1 safety, tolerability, and pharmacokinetic study in humans

485  Study design and dose selection

486 A single-center, randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled phase 1 study of anti-SARS-CoV-
487 2 RBD IgY given intranasally to 48 healthy adults was conducted at Linear Clinical Research-
488  Harry Perkins Research Institute (Perth, WA, Australia) (Fig. 1, S1 CONSORT Checkilist).

489  Written informed consent was obtained from all participants. The study is registered at

490  ClinicalTrials.gov: NCT04567810. The study period was conducted between September 25,

491 2020 and December 14, 2020. The protocol for this trial and the supporting CONSORT checklist
492  are available as supporting information (S1 Protocol and S1 CONSORT checklist).

493  Figure 1. CONSORT flow diagram of phase 1 single-ascending and multiple-dose study

494 The primary objective of the study was to assess the safety and tolerability of anti-SARS-
495  CoV-2 IgY. A secondary objective was to assess the PK of anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY. Evaluation of

496  immunoglobulin E (IgE) and anti-IgE antibodies was an exploratory objective.
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Healthy male and female participants >18 and < 45 years old with a body weight > 50 kg
and a body mass index > 18.0 and < 32.0 kg/m? were eligible for this study. Females of
childbearing potential who were pregnant or lactating or planning to become pregnant during the
study and participants with a history of alcohol and drug abuse, current smoking, clinically
significant laboratory abnormalities, history of nasal surgical procedures, frequent or recurrent
nasal conditions, current use of any nasal preparations, evidence of or history of clinically
significant conditions, or positive test for hepatitis B, hepatitis C, human immunodeficiency
virus, or SARS-CoV-2 nucleic acid or serology were excluded from participation. Full eligibility

criteria are summarized in S1 Protocol.

The master randomization schedule and the associated code break envelope files were
produced by an unblinded statistician using a computer-generated (SAS® v9.4 PLAN procedure)
pseudo-random permutation procedure. For Part 1, the first two randomization numbers for each
cohort were randomly assigned in a 1:1 ratio (anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY: Placebo) to allow for
sentinel dosing, and the remainder of the numbers for each cohort was generated in a 5:1 (anti-
SARS-CoV-2 IgY: Placebo) ratio using a permuted blocked randomization with a block size of
six. For Part 2, 24 numbers were generated ina 1:1:1:1 ratio (6 mg anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY: 12
mg anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY: 24 mg anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY: Placebo) using a permuted blocked

randomization with a block size of six. The block sizes were kept confidential during the study.

The site personnel randomized eligible participants on Day 1 by assigning the next
available randomization number for the specific study part to the participant and reporting the
randomization number on the case report form. Study drug was prepared by an unblinded

pharmacist based on the treatment corresponding to the assigned randomization number on the
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519  randomization schedule that was only available to the pharmacist. In the event of an emergency,
520  authorized personnel were able to unblind a participant through the code break envelope

521  associated with the randomization number assigned to the participant.

522 In Part 1, participants were randomly assigned to receive a single dose of anti-SARS-

523  CoV-2 RBD IgY antibodies or placebo in a sequential escalating manner. Three groups were

524  sequentially dosed with 8 healthy participants per group (6 active and 2 placebo in each group).
525  Each group in Part 1 included the initial dosing of a sentinel group (1 anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD
526  IgY and 1 placebo) at least 24 hours before dosing the remaining 6 participants in the cohort (5
527 anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY and 1 placebo). The remainder of the cohort were dosed if, in the
528  opinion of the investigator, there were no significant safety concerns identified in the sentinel
529  participants within the first 24 hours after administration of the dose (anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD
530  IgY or placebo). A Safety Monitoring Committee (SMC) reviewed safety data before each dose
531  escalation. The following regimens were administered: 2 mg anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY

532  preparation or placebo, 4 mg anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY preparation or placebo, and 8 mg anti-
533 SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY preparation or placebo. In Part 1, 2 drops were applied to each nostril as
534  asingle administration. A 7-day nontreatment follow-up period assessed safety after completion

535  of the dosing.

536 In Part 2, participants were randomly assigned to receive multiple daily administrations
537  of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY or placebo every 4 hours (3-times daily) for 14 days in a parallel-
538  group manner. Up to 24 healthy participants were randomized to 1 of 4 treatment regimens (6
539  participants per regimen). The following regimens were administered: 6 mg total daily dose anti-
540 SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY preparation for 14 days, 12 mg total daily dose anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD

541  IgY preparation for 14 days, 24 mg total daily dose anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY preparation for
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14 days, and 0 mg total daily dose placebo preparation for 14 days. In Part 2, 2 drops were
applied to each nostril every 4 hours (3-times daily). A 7-day nontreatment follow-up period

assessed safety after completion of the dosing.

In each part, 3 groups with 8 healthy participants per group (6 active and 2 placebo in
each group) were dosed. Safety and tolerability were evaluated using adverse event, physical
examination (including vital signs), electrocardiogram, and clinical laboratory data. PK of anti-
SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY was evaluated by measuring serum concentrations pretreatment and at
Day 14 when given as multiple doses administered intranasally for 14 days.

The investigational drug was supplied as a liquid preparation in a nose drop bottle
containing 1.5 mL anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY preparation nasal suspension at 5, 10, or 20
mg/mL, or placebo, for intranasal application. Each bottle of nasal drops had enough material for
one day of use. The liquid preparation contained anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY 0.5 mg/100
pL/drop, 1 mg/100 pL/drop, or 2 mg/100 uL/drop. The total maximum daily dose of anti-SARS-
CoV-2 RBD IgY used in the present study (24 mg) was based in part on solubility considerations
and is less than the daily dose of anti- Pseudomonas aeruginosa IgY previously given
prophylactically as an oral treatment to prevent pulmonary infections in 17 patients with cystic
fibrosis [25]. For the maximum anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY dose of 4 mg/nare, we calculated a

favorable ratio of IgY to viral particles, even when virus covers the nasal pathway.

All participants were provided with a Dose Administration Guide and instructed to
“Gently blow your nose before using this drug. Then tilt your head back while sitting or lying
down. After the study drug is administered, keep your head tilted for a few minutes. Try not to

blow your nose for at least 5 minutes after study drug administration.”
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Assessments

Safety (and tolerability) were evaluated using adverse event, physical examination (including
vital signs), electrocardiogram, and clinical laboratory data that included nonfasted collection of
a) hematology (hemoglobin, hematocrit, erythrocyte count, mean cell volume, neutrophils,
lymphocytes, monocytes, eosinophils, basophils, platelets, reticulocyte count), b) serum
metabolic panel (sodium, potassium, chloride, total bilirubin, alkaline phosphatase, alanine
transaminase, aspartate transaminase, blood urea nitrogen, creatinine, uric acid, phosphorous,
calcium, plasma glucose, total protein, albumin, cholesterol, creatinine kinase, ¢) coagulation, d)
urinalysis, and e) urine human chorionic gonadotropin values. Pharmacokinetics following
intranasal administration of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY were evaluated in the multiple-dose
part of the study by measuring serum anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY concentration (lower limit of
quantification, 30 ng/mL) at baseline and 2 hours after final dosing on Day 14, as described
above (Charles River Laboratories, Reno, NV).

Serum cytokine levels for exploratory analyses were evaluated from the sera of 19
multiple-dose participants before and 2 hours after dosing on Days 1 and 2, as described above
(Stanford Human Immune Monitoring Center, Stanford CA). An exploratory analysis was
conducted of pretreatment serum total IgE and anti-IgE antibody (mainly anti-ovalbumin) levels

in the 24 participants in the multiple-dose part of the trial.

Changes in the Conduct of the Study

All participants were enrolled, treated, and assessed under Protocol CVR0O01 version 3.0, dated
29 September 2020 (S1 Protocol). The following changes were made to the conduct of the study

from what was specified in the protocol:
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e Participants were reconsented to allow for exploratory cytokine analyses on stored blood
samples.

e Per the study protocol, serum anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY samples were obtained from
participants in the multiple-dose part of the study before dosing and at 0.5, 1, 1.5, and 2 hours
after dosing on Days 1 and 14, as well as before dosing and 2 hours after dosing on Days 2,
3, and 4. Because anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY was not measurable at the time of the theoretical
maximum serum concentration at 2 hours postdose on Day 14, the remaining postbaseline

PK samples were not analyzed.

Interim Analyses

Before dose escalation in the single-ascending dose cohorts, the SMC was to review all available
safety and tolerability data for a minimum of 7 participants who completed the planned safety
assessments up to 48 hours after dosing. The SMC was composed of an independent medical
monitor, principal investigator, and sponsor’s medical representative. The data was to be
reviewed blinded, unless the SMC considered it necessary to unblind the data for safety
concerns. Before breaking the code per standard procedures, the potential decisions and actions
were to be determined. SMC decisions on dose escalation were to be taken in consensus between

the members of the SMC. The SMC decisions and their rationale were documented.

Analyses

No formal sample size calculations were done. Based on experience for previous similar studies,
the target number of participants to be enrolled was appropriate for the assessment of safety,
tolerability, and PK. The planned sample size was 48 participants. A total of 48 participants were

enrolled and included in the safety analyses. The analysis of safety variables included all
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participants who received study drug. All variables were summarized by descriptive statistics for
each treatment group. The statistics for continuous variables included mean, median, standard
deviation, and number of observations. Categorical variables were tabulated using frequencies
and percentages. The incidence of all reported adverse events and treatment-related adverse
events was tabulated by treatment group. Adverse events were also classified by system organ
class and preferred term using the Medical Dictionary for Regulatory Activities. Adverse events
were to be listed and summarized by treatment group, preferred term, severity, seriousness, and
relationship to study drug. In the event of multiple occurrences of the same adverse events with
the same preferred term in one participant, the adverse event was counted once as the worst
occurrence. Summary statistics for actual values and change from baseline were analyzed for
laboratory results by treatment group and scheduled visit. Data summarized by treatment
included adverse events, vital signs, electrocardiogram parameters, and clinical laboratory

evaluations.

Cytokine measurement and analysis

This non-GLP blinded assay was performed on sera of study participants by the Immunoassay
Team at the Human Immune Monitoring Center at Stanford University (Stanford, CA), as

described for the rat cytokine assay above. The levels of 80 different cytokines were determined.

GLP bioanalytical analysis of IgY in blood samples — toxicokinetic analysis

The presence of anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY in sera of study participants was evaluated using GLP
standards in a qualified ELISA assay at Charles River Laboratories (Reno, NV). ELISA 96-well
plates were coated with goat anti-chicken IgY (Thermo Fisher; A16056) and, after blocking,

were incubated with the samples containing anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY at various concentrations for

28


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.07.22268914
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.07.22268914; this version posted January 10, 2022. 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 .

630 1 hour at room temperature. After washing the microplate, rabbit anti-chicken IgY (Thermo

631  Fisher; A16130) - HRP conjugate was added and incubated for 1 hour at room temperature. The
632  ELISA plate was washed and substrate (3,3’,5,5’-tetramethylbenzidine) was added to the wells
633  and incubated for 20 minutes. The color development was stopped by the addition of 2N sulfuric
634  acid and color intensity measured in a microplate reader at 450 nm. A calibration curve from the
635  absorbance values was obtained from the standards using a 4-parameter curve fit with a

636 weighting equation of 1/y2. The concentrations of anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY in the samples were
637  determined from the calibration curve. After 4 analytical method validations, lower and upper
638  limit of detection, intra- and inter-assay precision and accuracy, dilution integrity, and short-term
639  stability, IgY levels in study participants before and after 14 days of treatment were below the

640  limit of detection.

641 Good Laboratory Practice

642  The study was performed at Charles River Laboratories following the U.S. Department of Health
643  and Human Services, Food and Drug Administration (FDA), United States Code of Federal

644  Regulations, Title 21, Part 58: Good Laboratory Practice for Nonclinical Laboratory Studies and
645  as accepted by Regulatory Authorities throughout the European Union (OECD Principles of

646  Good Laboratory Practice), Japan (MHLW), and other countries that are signatories to the

647  OECD Mutual Acceptance of Data Agreement.

648 Animal welfare assurance and standards

649  The protocols and any amendment(s) or procedures involving the care and use of animals (hen
650  immunization and rat tolerability studies) were reviewed and approved by Charles River

651  Laboratories Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee before conduct. The hamster efficacy

652  study was carried out following the recommendations in the Guide for the Care and Use of
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Laboratory Animals of the National Institutes of Health and the protocol was approved by the
Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee at the Washington University School of Medicine
(assurance number A3381-01). Stanford Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee did not

review the research.

Regulatory and ethics considerations

Ethical review of the clinical trial protocol and any amendments was obtained by Bellberry
Human Research Ethics Committee (the Australian National Review Board) and the clinical trial
was conducted solely at Linear Clinical Research, Perth Australia. Stanford Institutional Review
Board did not review the research. The study was conducted following the protocol and ethical
principles stated in the 2013 version of the Declaration of Helsinki and the applicable guidelines

on Good Clinical Practice, and all applicable federal, state, and local laws, rules, and regulations.

Results

Antigen production

The overall scheme describing the production of anti-SARS CoV-2 IgY antibody to be used as
intranasal prophylaxis in humans is shown in Figure 2A. We produced a recombinant protein to
immunize hens. A tagless RBD of SARS-CoV-2 (Fig. 2B; index SARS-CoV-2 variant), amino
acids 328-533, was produced in a cell-free protein synthesis reaction using E.coli extract
[19,20,26]. Analysis of the purified CoV-2 RBD protein yielded a single protein band with an
apparent molecular weight of 23 kDa (Fig. 2C). The purified SARS-CoV-2 RBD was eluted as a
single peak by analytical size-exclusion chromatography with >95% monomer content (Fig. 2C).
Bacterial endotoxin contamination was determined to be <0.1 EU/mg by Charles River Endosafe

LAL cartridge system.
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Integrity of the cell-free (non-glycosylated) SARS-CoV-2 RBD was then verified by
kinetic binding to the hACE2 receptor. Binding kinetics and affinity were similar to a
mammalian expressed and glycosylated S1 fragment (Fig. 2D) and were consistent with
previously described binding affinities, suggesting the RBD expressed cell-free was properly
folded and bioactive.

Figure 2. RBD and IgY preparation. (A) Workflow of the study. IgY preparation for
intranasal drops as antiviral prophylaxis. (B) Cell-free expressed RBD derived from the Spike
protein on the viral envelope of SARS-CoV-2. (C) Characterization of the recombinant protein
RBD by ELISA and HPLC. (D) Determination of the affinity of the cell-free expressed RBD

(amino acids 328-533) and mammalian-expressed full-length S1 to the hACE2 using Biacore.

Hen immunization with SARS-CoV-2 RBD and IgY

characterization in vitro

Cell-free expressed RBD (Fig. 2B; 50 pug in simple oil emulsion) was injected into 9 SPF hens
(46-weeks old) and IgY was extracted from egg yolks using a water-based method 2 weeks after
the second immunization and thereafter. The IgY preparation was subjected to protein and
Western blot analyses (Fig. 3A). The IgY preparations were >95% pure; a quantitative Western
blot analysis demonstrated that this preparation contained less than 2% ovalbumin by weight
(Fig. 3A). Chromatography of the 1gY preparations on size-exclusion HPLC identified 5 peaks
(Fig. 3B); SDS-PAGE and Western blot analysis of the peaks collected between 17 and 30
minutes confirmed that these peaks all contain IgY. The anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY antibodies
recognized both the immunogen, cell-free expressed RBD, and the mammalian-expressed full-
length and glycosylated S1 protein (Fig. 3C). One egg yolk of the SPF hens provided about 500

mg of purified IgY and each of >10 independent batches of 1gY, purified from 100 eggs, each
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yielded an average of 47 £ 13 g (SD) of purified IgY (Fig. 3D). There was limited variability in
the affinity of the various IgY batches for the S glycosylated protein as judged by ELISA (Fig.
3D; average titer against full-length S1 was 1:18,000). Furthermore, there was almost no
difference in titer of individual hens towards the full-length glycosylated S protein, suggesting
minimal variability between hens (Fig. 3E, F). Over 11 months, IgY was collected in batches of
100 eggs per preparation with a similar yield of 1gY per preparation and a similar response;
interruption of immunization for 3 months did not result in a drop in titer (Fig. 3F, right panel).
Approximately 300 ug/mL IgY provided 50% neutralization of the index virus in culture (Fig.
3H).

Figure 3. IgY purification and characterization. (A) Western blot analysis of the IgY
preparation. (B) HPLC profile of the IgY preparation. (C) Western blot analysis of anti-SARS-
CoV-2 IgY against RBD fragment and full S1 recombinant protein. (D) IgY yield for various
batches derived from 100 eggs each. (E) Western blot data of different lots of anti-SARS-CoV-2
RBD IgY (Y0120-Y0199). Pools of 100 eggs laid by 9 hens over 2 weeks were used for each
pool of IgY preparation between May 2020 and March 2021. IgY lot samples were diluted 1:500
followed by a 1:3000 dilution of rabbit anti-lgY HRP conjugate. First left lane shows the
Coomassie stain of the same gels. (F) Time-dependent ELISA titers of sera from 3 individual
hens following continual immunization (left); arrows indicate immunization timing. Time-
dependent ELISA titer of 3 hens after immunization was stopped for up to 12 weeks (right). (H)
Neutralization of pseudovirus SARS-CoV-2 by various lots of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY
(conducted at RetroVirox). (1) Neutralization of live index SARS-CoV-2 virus by anti-SARS-

CoV-2 RBD IgY (Y0180, conducted at USAMRIID).
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720  Neutralization of SARS-CoV-2 index strain and variants of interest

721 and concern with anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY

722 Pseudoviruses are synthetic chimeras that consist of a surrogate viral core derived from a parent
723 virus and an envelope glycoprotein derived from a heterologous virus [26]. Viral neutralization
724 assays in culture (RetroVirox) used non-replicative VSV pseudoviruses carrying a firefly

725  luciferase reporter gene and expressing S of SARS-CoV-2 on the surface of the virion (VSV-S).
726 The neutralization assay was performed with HEK 293T-hACE2, a human embryonic kidney
727 cell line overexpressing hACEZ2, the receptor of the SARS-CoV-2 virus. First, 5 batches of RBD
728  1gY preparations were tested. The neutralization activity of the purified IgY, defined as the

729  concentration inhibiting 50% of the viruses (ICso) was ~170 pg/mL (Fig. 3G). Importantly, ~10-
730  fold higher neutralization activity towards the index SARS-CoV-2 virus was observed when

731 using a live index virus (Fig. 3H).

732 Because at least 13 common variants of SARS-CoV-2 with amino acid mutations in the
733 RBD had emerged since December 2020 [27-29] (Fig. 4A), we tested the activity of the anti-
734 SARS-CoV-2 IgY against several variants (including Beta, Delta, and Omicron; Fig. 4A, B) and
735  D614G, an amino acid substitution outside the RBD that is now found in most variants. Beta,
736 Delta, and Omicron were classified as variants of concern, associated with increased

737 transmissibility or detrimental change in COVID-19 epidemiology, or an increase in virulence or
738 change in clinical disease presentation.

739 First, IgY antibody ELISA titer against Beta RBD was compared with the RBD of the
740  index SARS-CoV-2 virus as well as the most common Alpha variant. ELISA with recombinant
741 full-length S protein or the RBD of the 3 mutants as well as the immunizing RBD fragment of

742  the index virus yielded a virtually identical titer (Fig. 4C). Although the Omicron variant still
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uses the hACE2 receptor to infect human cells [10,30], the RBD contains a total of 15 mutations
compared to the index virus, 11 of which were not found in the previous variants (Fig. 4A, B).
Yet, the ELISA titer of IgY against the Omicron RBD was also equivalent or slightly better than
that towards the RBD of the index virus (Fig. 4D).

Next, we tested the neutralization titer of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY (lot Y0180)
against the RBD of the index, Alpha, and Beta variants, thus including all the amino acid
substitutions within the RBD also found in the RBD of Gamma, Zeta, Eta, Theta, lota, and Mu
variants and 1 of the 2 substitutions in the Kappa variant (Fig. 4A). The I1Cso of the VSV-S
pseudovirions for the index strain and Beta variant were virtually identical: 668 pg/mL for the
index strain, 568 pug/mL for Beta (Fig. 4E), and 2-fold lower for Alpha (ICso = 302 pg/mL; Fig.
4E). RetroVirox also provided data using plasma from a single Moderna-vaccinated individual
for a titer comparison of neutralization with anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY, tested with 3 of the
variants. In a side-by-side study, the 1Cso generated with the human plasma from a recipient of
the mMRNA Moderna vaccine (2 doses; index SARS-CoV-2) showed the highest titer against the
index virus, followed by a 2.8-fold drop in titer towards Alpha and a 6.7-fold lower titer for Beta
(Fig. 4F).

The anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY preparation was similarly effective against the Delta variant
compared with the index strain (Fig. 4G). The assays show that Y0180 displays similar
neutralizing activity against both isolates; ICso values generated were 635 pg/mL (Delta) and 739
ug/mL (index virus). Plasma from a Moderna-vaccinated individual was also tested in parallel
with both isolates. NTso values generated with this plasma against the variants were 1:1274
(Delta pseudovirus) and 1:1091 (index pseudovirus). The neutralization activities of the antibody

and control plasma against both variants were also confirmed by microscopy evaluating the
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virus-induced CPE in infected cell monolayers (Fig. 4H). The human serum had a similar degree
of neutralization against the index pseudovirus and Delta (Fig. 4H) when tested at a dose that is
three times higher than that required for 50% neutralization (1:640 in Fig. 4H, middle panels, vs.
1:2,000 in Figure 4F). In contrast, anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY tested at 400 pug/mL (Fig. 4H, right
panels), a dose below that required for 50% neutralization (~650 pug/mL; Fig. 4G), was equally
effective against both variants. Together, these data indicate that the spectrum of the polyclonal
anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY displays sufficient diversity so that none of the common point
mutations in the RBD associated with a greater transmission rate of the virus affected the
neutralization efficacy of these most common SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern.

Figure 4. Common variants of SARS-CoV-2 and anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY interaction
with them. (A) A scheme depicting locations of mutated amino acids in Alpha through Mu
variants of SARS-CoV-2, focusing on the RBD domain only. Each color bar indicates the amino
acid in the index virus that was mutated in the variant. (B) Spike protein of SARS-CoV-2 Alpha,
Beta, Delta, and Omicron are shown from left to right. Molecular Operating Environment was
used to create the figure [31]. The location of mutations in the structure of the S protein trimer of
SARS-CoV-2 (PDB ID: 7A98) for 4 of the common variants are indicated in red and
glycosylation sites are indicated in pink throughout the S protein. Blue ribbon indicates RBD
(amino acids 328-533) and the orange ribbon indicates receptor binding motif (amino acids 437-
508). (C) Binding of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY to recombinant S1 full length (FL) of the
index virus, the RBD of the Alpha and Beta variants, and the immunizing RBD of the index
virus by ELISA. (D) Binding of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY to the index virus and Omicron
variant (B.1.1.529) RBD domain using ELISA. (E) Neutralization of pseudovirus (VSV-S)

SARS-CoV-2 carrying S protein of index pseudovirus, Alpha, or Beta variants by anti-SARS-
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CoV-2 RBD IgY. (F) Neutralization of pseudoviruses listed in (E) by Human anti-SARS-CoV-2
RBD. (G) Neutralization of live index or Delta viruses by anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY against the
RBD. (H) Neutralization of live D614G vs. Delta variants by human serum of immunized
individual or by anti-SARS CoV-2 IgY. Microscopic evaluation of monolayers of VVero E6 cells
after 96 hours infection with the indicated authentic (live) SARS-CoV-2 variant. Images from
infected cells are shown after 4 days of infection with SARS-CoV-2 variants in the absence or
presence of test items. Top three panels: Infection in the presence of MEX-BC2/2020 and bottom
three panels: infection with the Delta variant each in the presence of vehicle alone, serum of a
person immunized twice with the Moderna (MRNA-1273) vaccine or anti-SARS CoV-2 RBD
IgY, as indicated, all at the indicated concentration (neutralization experiments in panels E-H
were conducted by RetroVirox using pseudovirus or live virus, as indicated). Except when
indicated, the studies were done over several months; therefore, the absolute titers in the ELISA
and neutralization studies were not identical. However, each experiment included the same
positive control; index RBD for ELISA and index virus for neutralization assays.

Efficacy study in a hamster model of COVID-19

We did not find in vivo efficacy of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY in the Syrian golden hamster
COVID-19 model against a challenge with a titer of 0.8 or 4 x 10° of SARS-CoV-2 virus, likely
because the amount of virus we employed was too high. Lung viral load after 3 days was
comparable between the control treatment group and the anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY treatment
group, but body weight loss was more severe in control animals (S1 Fig).

Rat toxicity and safety study

All 8-week-old Sprague Dawley rats (10 males and 10 females) in the 28-day GLP safety study
(Fig. 5A) survived to scheduled euthanasia with no mortality, test article-related organ weight

changes, or gross or microscopic findings (see Fig. 5B). There were also no differences between
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female and male groups in each treatment arm. The GLP-qualified assay detected no anti-SARS-
CoV-2 RBD IgY in the sera of animals after 28 days of daily treatment with 4 mg anti-SARS-

CoV-2 RBD IgY (lower limit of detection of 30 ng/mL).

There was no evidence of significant systemic immune activation in the rats (20/group)
treated as above by measuring changes in levels of 27 proinflammatory serum cytokines after
anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY administration (Fig. 5C). When comparing posttreatment (Day 1 at
4 hours and Day 28 at 24 hours after twice-daily treatments) to pretreatment serum levels (Day 1,
time 0; D1 HO0), there were no changes for most of the cytokines (22 of the 27 tested) in both
placebo- and IgY -treated groups at any time. Compared with D1 HO, we detected a transient,
slight increase in interleukin-1 (IL-1) beta and monocyte chemoattractant protein-1 (MCP1) on
Day 1, 4 hours after anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY administration. A similar trend that did not
reach significance was also observed in the placebo group at the same time; increases in I1L-1
beta and MCP1 were not seen at any other time. There was a significant increase in interferon-
inducible protein 10 (IP10) on Day 1, 4 hours after the first treatment compared to D1 HO,
observed in both treatment and placebo group. A significant decrease in D1 H24 in the placebo
arm was observed only for RANTES (Fig. 5C). Nonetheless, none of these changes in cytokines
were observed in the rats at other time points. Together, our data show that long-term twice-daily
administration of 4 mg/mL IgY (or 16 mg/kg) up to 28 days in rats has excellent safety and
tolerability with no evidence of systemic immune activation.

Figure 5. Preclinical toxicity of 28-day treatment with anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY
in rats. (A) Study design. (B) Summary of findings. (C) Serum levels of 27 cytokines over time
in rats treated with 1gY (Tx) or vehicle/placebo (PL). Data are provided for Day 1 before

treatment (D1HO); Day 1, 4 hours after the treatment (D1H4); 24 hours after the two treatments,
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6 hours apart, at 24 hours after the first treatment (D1H24); 28 days of twice-daily treatments
and 4 hours of the treatment of that day (D28H4); and 28 days of twice-daily treatments and 24
hours of the treatment of that day (D28H24). Red indicates a statistical difference with a false

discovery rate (FDR) significant p-value (p < 0.05).

Human tissue cross-reactivity study

We determined potential cross-reactivity of the anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY protein to a full
panel of human tissues (at least 3 donors per tissue; see S4 Table for a list of human tissues
tested for reactivity). Anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY reactivity at two concentrations (20 and 10
pg/mL) was compared with control polyclonal chicken IgY antibodies (negative control), and
with anti-human macroglobulin (positive control for staining). No specific binding was observed
with the anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY to any of the human tissue panels examined, including
human nasal cavity and lung (see Fig. 6).

Figure 6: Lack of cross-reactivity of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY with human
tissues. Immunohistochemical testing of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY (top row), control IgY
(middle row; negative control), and anti-human macroglobulin antibodies (bottom row; positive
control) with human nasal mucosa (left two panels) and human lungs (right two panels). Bars

provide a magnification scale.

Phase 1 Clinical Trial Results

Forty-seven of 48 enrolled participants completed the study drug treatment period and planned
study visits. One participant in the multiple-dose part was withdrawn from the study after
receiving 3 doses (Day 1) of placebo due to a concurrent upper respiratory tract infection, judged

to be unrelated to study drug by the investigator.

Baseline Demographics
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859  Study participants ranged in age from 20 to 43 years (median, 25.5) in the single-dose part of the

860  study and 18 to 40 years (median, 23.0) in the multiple-dose part (Tables 1,2). Female

861  participants comprised 75% of the population in the single-dose study segment and 46% in the

862  multiple-dose study segment. Demographics are summarized in Tables 1 and 2.

863  Table 1. Demographics of participants in single-ascending dose group (Part 1).

864
Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY
2 mg 4 mg 8 mg Placebo All Participants
N=6 N=6 N=6 N=6 N=24
Age, years
Mean (SD) 28.8(7.99) 27.3(4.76) 27.7(5.65) 22.7(2.34) 26.6(5.72)
Median (range) 26.5 (20-43) 28.0 (21-33) 27.5(20-37) 22.0 (20-27) 25.5 (20-43)
Gender, n (%)
Female 4 (66.7) 4 (66.7) 4 (66.7) 6 (100) 18 (75.0)
Male 2 (33.3) 2 (33.3) 2 (33.3) 0 6 (25.0)
Ethnicity, n (%0)
Hispanic or Latino 1(16.7) 0 0 0 1(4.2)
Not Hispanic or Latino 5(83.3) 6 (100) 6 (100) 6 (100) 23 (95.8)
Race, n (%)
Asian 2 (33.3) 1(16.7) 0 0 3(12.5)
Native Hawaiian or Other 0 0 0 1(16.7%) 1 (4.2%)
Pacific Islander
White 4 (66.7) 5(83.3) 6 (100) 5 (83.3) 20 (83.3)
865

866  Table 2: Demographics of participants in the multiple-dose group (Part 2).

Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY

2mg TID
N=6

4mg TID

N=6)

8mg TID

N=6

Placebo TID

N=6

All Participants
N=24

Age, years
Mean (SD)
Median (range)
Gender, n (%)
Female
Male
Ethnicity, n (%)
Hispanic or Latino
Not Hispanic or Latino

26.0 (8.37) 21.8(2.14) 27.5(6.92) 25.3 (6.41)
23.0 (18-40) 22.0 (19-25) 25.0 (21-37) 25.0 (18-36)

1(16.7)
5 (83.3)

0
6 (100)

4 (66.7)

2 (33.3)

0
6 (100)

2 (33.3)
4 (66.7)

1(16.7)
5 (83.3)

4 (66.7)
2 (33.3)

1(16.7)
5 (83.3)

25.2 (6.33)
23.0 (18-40)

11 (45.8)
13 (54.2)

2 (8.3)
22 (91.7)
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Race, n (%)

Asian 1(16.7) 2 (33.3) 2 (33.3) 2 (33.3) 7(29.2)
Black or African American 0 0 0 1(16.7) 1(4.2)
White 5(83.3) 4 (66.7) 4 (66.7) 3(50.0) 16 (66.7)

867  tid = 3-times daily
ges  Safety and tolerability

869  The overall incidence of treatment-emergent adverse events was 29% (7 of 24 participants; Table
870  3) in the single-dose part of the study and 58% (14 of 24 participants; Table 4) in the multiple-
871 dose part of the study, with similar incidence rates between anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY (42%)
872 and placebo (50%) groups (Tables 3, 4). The most frequent treatment-emergent adverse event
873  was headache, with similar rates between placebo (17%) and anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY (14%)
874  (Tables 3,4).

875  Table 3. Adverse events by preferred term- single ascending-dose study (Part 1).

Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY

2 mg 4 mg 8 mg Placebo All Participants
(N=6) (N=6) (N=6) (N=6) (N=24)
n (%) E n (%) E n (%) E n (%) E n (%) E

Participants with >1 TEAE 1 (16.7%)1 2(33.3%)2 2(33.3%)2 2(33.3%) 2 7 (29.2%) 7
MedDRA Preferred Term

Fatigue 0 0 1(16.7%)1 1 (16.7%) 1 2 (8.3%) 2
Erythema 0 0 1(16.7%) 1 0 1(4.2%) 1
Headache 0 1(16.7%) 1 0 0 1(4.2%) 1
Sneezing 0 1(16.7%) 1 0 0 1(4.2%) 1
Tension headache 1(16.7%) 1 0 0 0 1(4.2%) 1
Thermal burn 0 0 0 1(16.7%) 1 1(4.2%) 1

876  E = number of events; n = number of participants; TEAE = treatment-emergent adverse event
877
878  Table 4. Adverse events by preferred term- multiple-dose study (Part 2).

Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY
2mg TID 4mg TID 8 mgTID Placebo TID  All Participants
(N=6) (N=6) (N=6) (N=6) (N=24)
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n (%) E n (%) E n (%) E n (%) E n (%) E
Participants with >1 TEAE 4(66.7%)7 2(33.3%)3 4(66.7%)5 4(66.7%)5 14 (58.3%) 20
MedDRA Preferred Term
Headache 0 0 3(50.0%) 3 2(33.3%) 2 5 (20.8%) 5
Upper respiratory tract infect 0 0 1(16.7%)1 1(16.7%)1 2 (8.3%) 2
Contusion 0 0 0 1(16.7%) 1 1(4.2%) 1
Dental discomfort 1(16.7%)1 O 0 0 1(4.2%) 1
Dizziness 1(16.7%)1 O 0 0 1(4.2%) 1
Ear pain 1(16.7%)1 O 0 0 1(4.2%) 1
Epistaxis 1(16.7%)1 O 0 0 1(4.2%) 1
Eyelid irritation 0 0 1(16.7%)1 O 1(4.2%) 1
Injection site haematoma 1(16.7%)1 0 0 0 1(4.2%) 1
Nasal congestion 0 0 0 1(16.7%) 1 1(4.2%) 1
Parosmia 0 1(16.7%)1 O 0 1(4.2%) 1
Presyncope 1(16.7%)1 0 0 0 1(4.2%) 1
Rhinorrhoea 0 1(16.7%)1 O 0 1(4.2%) 1
Skin abrasion 0 1(16.7%)1 O 0 1(4.2%) 1
Tenderness 1(16.7%)1 0 0 0 1(4.2%) 1

879  E = number of events; n = number of participants; TEAE = treatment-emergent adverse event
880

881 All adverse events were mild (grade 1) in severity. No serious adverse event or lab-

882  related adverse event was reported, and there was no dose dependency of adverse events

883  observed. Furthermore, no participant receiving anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY had an adverse

884  event of nasal irritation or nasal congestion. There were no clinically significant observations or
885  trends noted in laboratory assessments, vital signs, physical exam findings, or electrocardiograms

886  during the study.

887 Pharmacokinetics

888  PK analyses indicated no evidence of serum anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY above the lowest
889  detection levels of 30 ng/mL (using a GLP study at Charles River Laboratories) in the 18

890  participants who received anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY in the multiple-dose part of the study.

891  Serum cytokines

892  Levels of 80 different cytokines in sera of 19 participants of the multiple-dose part were
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tested before treatment (D1 pre-dose), 2 hours after dosing on day 1 (D1 H2); day 2, before
treatment (D2 pre-dose), and 2 hours after the first dosing on day 2 (D2 H2, Fig. S2). There were
slight but statistically significant decreases (red histograms) in 10 of the 80 cytokines (Fig. S2).
These slight declines in CCL27, CXCLO9, IL23, IL27, LIF, MIP5, RESISTIN, TNFa, TNFp, and
TNFRSF6 were noted only in the 12 mg/day group compared to the pretreatment levels (Fig.
S2). These declines also occurred only 2 hours after the first dose (D1 H2) and were not
sustained, except for MIP5 (Fig. S2). There was also a small decrease in IL3, 2 hours after the
first dose of 6 mg/day group anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY, but there were no changes in this
cytokine at any other times or doses (Fig. S2). These slight changes, which were also not
sustained or dose dependent, were judged to be artifactual. Overall, there were no clinically
relevant increases in serum cytokines at any time for any of the treatment groups (6, 12, or 24 mg
total daily dose of anti-SARS CoV-2 RBD IgY for 14 days).

IgE and anti-IgE

The anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY preparation contains ovalbumin. Although participants with egg
allergies were excluded from the trial, an exploratory analysis was conducted of pretreatment
serum total IgE and anti-1gE antibody (mainly anti-ovalbumin) levels in the 24 participants in the
multiple-dose part of the trial. No participant had detectable serum egg-white specific IgE

antibodies (all <0.35 kU/L).

Discussion

Despite recent successes in generating highly effective COVID-19 vaccines, there is an ongoing
need for widely available and safe antiviral strategies that reduce infection and transmission
worldwide. Limitations to current vaccines include global vaccine availability and affordability,

vaccine hesitancy, and rapidly emerging highly infective viral strains that escape vaccine-
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916  induced immunity. This has been particularly apparent following the emergence of Delta and
917  Omicron. The latter variant was first detected in specimens collected on November 8, 2021 [32],
918  and within a few weeks became the dominant SARS-CoV-2 variant in the United States [33].
919  Both convalescent sera from early strain-infected patients and fully vaccinated individuals

920  exhibited a low neutralization capacity against Omicron [9-12]; a reduction of 30 to 40-fold in
921  neutralization titers was reported. Furthermore, of eight currently authorized or approved

922 monoclonal antibodies, seven did not neutralize the Omicron variant and one had a 3-fold

923 reduction in neutralization titer [11]. These data highlight the need for alternative and

924  complementary approaches to curb COVID-19.

925 Here, we describe the production of the first chicken egg yolk-derived anti-index SARS-
926 CoV-2 RBD IgY polyclonal antibodies as an intranasal drop product for humans with equal in
927  vitro activity against all variants of concern. These IgY were raised in SPF hens and showed an
928  excellent safety profile when given intranasally by drops to rats for 28 days (4 mg/day). No

929  toxicity, innate inflammatory response, or systemic exposure to IgY were noted in this GLP

930  study. In 48 healthy adult participants, anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY given intranasally at single-
931  ascending doses of 2, 4, and 8 mg and as total daily doses of 6, 12, and 24 mg for 14 days also
932  had a highly favorable safety and tolerability profile. Importantly, no participant receiving

933  intranasal anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY in the multiple-dose phase had measurable levels of anti-

934  SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY in their sera, reflecting the absence of systemic absorption of topically
935  administered IgY following intranasal application. We also found no evidence of a systemic

936 inflammatory immune response triggered by the topical treatment with anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD

937 IgY in humans, and no detectable increase in 80 sera cytokines.
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Hen-derived IgY antibodies have several advantages for topical use in humans; these
antibodies do not bind the Fc receptor or rheumatoid factor or activate the human complement
cascade [34], thus greatly reducing the risk of severe immune responses. These features support
the clinical applications of IgY for nasal treatment in a wide range of persons, including the
elderly, immunocompromised, and children. IgY has been beneficial with favorable safety and
tolerability when given prophylactically in both animal models and clinical settings of viral
diseases, including respiratory infections (reviewed in [35]). Overall, available data to date
suggest that IgY given by nonparenteral administration does not have unwanted off-target
proinflammatory effects and is nontoxic to humans, thus permitting potential clinical
applications in diverse populations and diseases.

The potential use of IgY from hens immunized with inactivated virus [36], full length
recombinant S protein [37-40], or N protein [41] has been explored with studies evaluating
neutralization of the virus in cells, with 1Cso values of 10 mg/mL [36], 1 mg/mL [37], 16.8
mg/mL [38], and 0.27 mg/mL [39]. However, the ability of these egg-derived antibodies to
neutralize other common SARS-CoV-2 variants has not been evaluated and their safety profile in

animals or humans has not been assessed.

Intranasally administered proteins are removed from the mucosal surface through ciliary
movement [37, 42], which was the basis for using a 3-times daily (every 4 hours) regimen in our
phase 1 study. The anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY was designed to capture and immobilize SARS-
CoV-2 on the nasal mucosa, preventing the virus from binding to and spreading across the nasal
mucosa, and also preventing the transmission of the virus to other individuals. Intranasal delivery
of mammalian immunoglobulins as antiviral agents has been extensively tested in humans [43-

48]. Human immunoglobulins G (IgG) and A (IgA) given intranasally are well tolerated [43-48],
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including in pediatric populations. Our decision to protect from viral entry at the nasal mucosa
stems from the observation that levels of lung hACE2 are much lower than in the nose; infection
of lung tissue is >5 orders of magnitude lower compared with nasal mucosa [49,50]. Therefore,

inhibition of viral entry at the nose is likely the correct target site for optimal efficacy.

Our product is egg-derived immunoglobulins, which could contain potentially antigenic
residual chicken proteins. However, it is not indicated for those who are allergic to egg yolks.
Note also that most humans are exposed to egg-derived antigens through their diet and are not
allergic. Furthermore, anaphylaxis for those who consume eggs regularly is rare. However, the
safety and tolerability of hen-derived IgY as intranasal treatment in humans have not been

described despite their extensive use in a variety of routes in animals and aquaculture [35,51].

Several other studies have examined anti-COVID-19 intranasal prophylaxis, mostly in
animal models [52-58]. These prophylaxes include polymer barriers, active vaccines, existing
antiviral drugs, inhibitors of protease-induced activation of the virus, antiseptics, antimicrobial
agents, and antibodies. Most relevant for comparison with our study is the use of neutralizing
antibodies. In one study, intranasal treatment with a monoclonal human antibody (500 pg in100
uL/nare) 12 hours after infection in hamsters inoculated with 5 x 10* median tissue culture
infective dose (TCIDso) of SARS-CoV-2 decreased clinical disease signs and improved recovery
during 9 days of infection compared with control antibody-treated hamsters [58]. However, in
contrast to our study, there was a substantial systemic exposure to the human antibody 24 hours
after a single intranasal treatment with 2.5 mg; serum levels of the treated antibodies in that
study were 210 ng/mL vs. below detection levels (30 ng/mL) in our study following
administration of 4 mg IgY antibodies intranasally daily for up to 28 days. Therefore, the benefit

of the treatment in their study [58] could have been due to neutralization of the virus that had
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entered the body rather than blocking entry of the virus at the nasal mucosa. Similarly, a single
intranasal monoclonal immunoglobin M (IgM) antibody administration in a mouse model of
COVID-19 was highly efficacious when mice were infected with 10* PFU [56]. Human IgM
systemic exposure was also noted in mice treated with human IgM monoclonal antibody anti-
SARS-CoV-2, although the study attributed the protection to the persistent presence of the
antibody at the nasal cavity for over 48 hours based on fluorescent tag measurement [56]. Such
long persistence of levels of IgM in the nasal cavity is at odds with other studies, including when
using 99mTc-labeled albumin particles or fluorescently labeled IgY antibodies that showed
residence time of 2-4 hours [37]. If the long persistence is not an artifact of the method, it may
suggest a unique benefit of IgM treatment as COVID-19 prophylaxis. Note, however, that with
one exception [56], none of these studies assessed the cross-reactivity of antibodies against the

variants.

Our work shows that, although the IgY was raised against the ancestral (index) strain
RBD, the repertoire of the antibodies raised in hens was diverse and polyclonal so that binding
affinities measured by ELISA for the single (Alpha), double (Delta), and triple amino acid (Beta)
substitutions, or the Omicron variant with 15 amino acid substitutions in the RBD, were not
different from the affinity for the index RBD or full-length S protein (Fig. 4C, D). We then
confirmed that there was no difference between Alpha, Beta, and Delta variants, and the index
strain in a neutralization assay in culture using a VSV-S pseudovirus or live virus (Fig. 4E, G),
whereas a reduced neutralization activity of human serum was observed in side-by-side
experiments (Fig. 4F, H). The viral neutralization studies reported here were conducted by a

commercial provider (RetroVirox) and by an established laboratory at the USAMRIID, both
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1006  comparing the results with either convalescent sera or an immunized human, for relative titer

1007  evaluation.

1008 The culture neutralization titer of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY is lower than the human
1009  anti-SARS-CoV-2 sera (e.g., Fig. 4F vs. E). However, this may reflect the need for protease-
1010  induced RBD exposure in the full-length S protein for binding by 1gY, which might not occur
1011 effectively in the culture model. A comparison of titer values between our product and sera from
1012 an immunized person can also be calculated based on values of IgG levels in human sera (~15
1013  mg/mL); a titer of 1:2,000 (Fig. 4F; dashed line) is equivalent to ~7 ug/mL or 100-fold higher
1014  1gG titer than our IgY (Fig. 4E; ~600 ug/mL). However, as the dose of the IgY anti-SARS-CoV-
1015 2 preparation in humans is planned to be 4 mg/dose, more important is the equal potency of the

1016  IgY towards the various variants when used even at ~1/10 of the intended IgY dose (Fig. 4H).

1017 Another potentially important difference between our findings and the previously

1018  published study is the antigen used to raise the antibodies. When expressed in mammalian cells,
1019  the full-length S1 protein has at least 22 glycosylation sites per S monomer [59]. As glycosylated
1020  amino acids are more immunogenic, the affinity of the human antisera may reflect binding to the
1021 glycosylated determinants of the protein. However, as glycosylation sites in the S1 protein are
1022 heavily mutated and new sites may be formed in many of the variants [28], immune reactivity
1023  that is biased towards glycosylated sites may lead to loss of activity as the virus mutates. This
1024 will not occur when the non-glycosylated RBD is used as the immunogen, as we have done in
1025  our study using cell-free expressed RBD [20,21]. Supporting the negative impact of glycosylated
1026  antigen, increased immunogenicity of protein antigens after removal of glycosylation sites has
1027  been previously shown for hepatitis C virus envelope antigen-based vaccines [60]. Furthermore,

1028  the apparent higher titer in the neutralization assay may be biased if the tested virus has the same
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1029  glycosylation sites as that used as an immunogen in vaccinated individuals; many studies use the

1030  original viral isolates rather than the common current variants.

1031 An important feature of our product is the ease of developing prophylaxis that can be
1032 quickly and inexpensively produced. We found that 24 mg total daily dose (divided into three
1033  equal doses) of intranasal anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY for 14 days had an excellent safety profile in
1034  humans; this daily dose represents ~1/20 of one egg of immunized SPF hen and ~1/5 of an egg
1035  of commercial hen, underscoring that such an IgY dose is feasible for both production cost and

1036  effort.

1037 There are some limitations to our studies. Our phase 1 clinical trial in healthy volunteers
1038  was to assess initial safety, tolerability, and PK of anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY and was not designed
1039  to evaluate efficacy. In addition, we were unable to obtain in vivo data showing viral

1040  neutralization (Fig. S1.). This may reflect using too much virus in this animal model of COVID-
1041 19; our study used 8 x 10° or 4 x 105, vs. 1 or 5 x 10* TCIDso [55,58]. In addition, our intranasal
1042  formulated IgY preparation was viscous to obtain better delivery in humans. As hamsters are
1043  obligatory nose-breathers, they may have blown out the formulated IgY. Finally, the virus that
1044 was delivered in 50 pL of liquid directly into each nare may have washed out some antibodies.
1045  Another limitation in our study is that the neutralization studies comparing the hen IgY vs.

1046 human sera were not comprehensive and included only 1 or 2 human samples. Nevertheless, our
1047  study is the first to demonstrate the broad selectivity of anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY against all the
1048  current variants of concern and a favorable safety profile when used chronically as intranasal

1049  drops in rats and humans.

1050 There are also several advantages for the use of IgY as prophylaxis against other

1051  pathogens besides SARS-CoV-2 that cause disease in humans. As we noted above, IgY
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1052 generation is inexpensive and fast; one egg of an SPF hen produces 20-80 daily doses (at 6

1053  mg/dose) within 3 weeks from the first injection (1 week after the first boost). We found a

1054 limited variability between individual immunized hens as determined by ELISA and Western
1055  blot analyses and a batch-to-batch consistency (Fig. 3D-G.). IgY is also easy to distribute;

1056  besides the known long-term stability of purified IgY [61], we also found excellent stability of
1057  the formulated material at 2-8°C for at least 6 months (maximum time point measured so far) and
1058  greater than 2 weeks when stored at room temperature. This is in contrast to vaccines, some of
1059  which require cold-chain storage at -80°C that complicates the logistics of global distribution and

1060  to resource-poor regions, in particular.

1061 Another important advantage of 1gY-based prophylaxis is the ease of local production,
1062 including in low- and middle-income countries. As hen immunization is a standard procedure
1063  around the world, IgY purification and formulation do not require expensive equipment and are
1064  simple to carry out. In a separate study, we determined that the production of anti-SARS-CoV-2
1065  antibodies against the same immunogen using commercial hens and the resulting 1gY had very
1066  similar activities to that of SPF hens, although the amount of IgY produced per egg was lower. In
1067  addition, both the immunized hens and their eggs are safe for humans, even for consumption as
1068  food, making the production of this prophylaxis easy to adopt in non-specialized facilities in

1069  low-income countries. Therefore, anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY can be readily made available

1070  worldwide as an additional means of reducing SARS-CoV-2 infection. Each day, one immunized
1071 hen can produce the daily dose required for prophylaxis of a family. In addition, by reducing
1072 viral mobility and anchoring the virus to the nasal mucus, transmission of the virus from infected

1073 to healthy individuals may be reduced.

1074 Conclusion
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The current COVID-19 pandemic illustrates the need for prophylactics that can be
produced rapidly at low cost, are technically accessible anywhere in the world, and complement
traditional vaccine development. The safety and benefit of IgY and the ease to produce it at low
cost are well described for animal farms. In contrast, the clinical adaptation of IgY for human use
has been slow, likely hampered by a lack of intellectual property that has hindered commercial
development by industry. For that reason, we undertook the effort of establishing the ability of
anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY to neutralize variants of concern and the initial safety of the IgY
preparation using industry GLP and GMP standards. We suggest that until vaccination that is
highly effective against prevalent variants becomes available worldwide or herd immunity is
achieved, intranasal delivery of anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY may provide passive immunization,
including for use as an add-on to personal protective equipment and other preventive measures
for the general population. This IgY may also provide short-term protection in addition to
vaccines in less well-ventilated environments, including in trains, airplanes, lecture halls, etc. We
also suggest that this approach has the potential to provide a means to curb new threats of
epidemics by airborne infectious agents; by providing the relevant immunogen for hen
immunization at the geographical site where the threat was detected, an effective passive
immunity can be initiated locally to stop the spread of the airborne infectious agent before it
becomes an epidemic. We hope that this study will trigger further work to evaluate the safety and

efficacy of anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY in those at risk of SARS-CoV-2 infection.
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Supporting information captions

S1 Protocol. Phase 1 Clinical Trial Protocol.

S1 CONSORT Checklist.

S1 Table. Rat toxicity study protocol.

S2 Table. Bioanalytical sample collection from the rat toxicity study.

S3 Table. Cytokine sample collection for the rat toxicity study.

S4 Table. Human tissue cross-reactivity; list of tissues examined.

S1 Figure. Efficacy study in hamsters. Placebo control and IgY-treated Syrian hamsters were
challenged with 4 x 10° or 8 x 10° PFU SARS-CoV-2; titer was determined in Vero E6 cells.
However, the viral titers on Vero-hACE2-hTMPRSS2, which includes the essential protease to
liberate the RBD from the S protein on the surface of the virus [24], was almost 100-fold higher
at 4 x 10° or 0.8 x 108. Infectious virus titers were measured in the lungs 3 days post-infection by
plague assay. Each symbol is a single animal. One animal in the placebo group challenged with a
low dose of the virus did not have any detectable virus in the lung homogenate. This was ruled
an outlier based on the viral RNA levels in other assays. Viral RNA levels were assessed by RT-
gPCR in lung homogenates of nasal swabs using 2 different primer-probe sets. Each symbol is a
single animal and the bars represent the geometric mean with geometric standard deviation.

S2 Figure. Serum cytokines from study participants. Serum cytokines for human participants
in the phase 1 study. Blood cytokine levels before treatment (D1 pre-dose), 2 hours after the first

treatment (D1H2), 24 hours after 3-times daily intranasal (D2 pre-dose), and 2 hours after the
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first dose on the second day (D2H2) of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY (0, 2, 4 and 8 mg/dose).
Data are adjusted for nonspecific binding and plate artifacts plus the effects of individual
persons. Red indicates a statistical difference with a false discovery rate (FDR) significant p-
value (p < 0.05).
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SPARK
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Protocol Number: CVR001

A Phase 1 Study in Healthy Participants to Evaluate the Safety,
Tolerability, and Pharmacokinetics of Single-Ascending and
Multiple Doses of an Anti-Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome
Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) Chicken Egg Antibody (IgY)

Investigational Drug: Anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgY

Sponsor:
SPARK at Stanford

Sponsor Contact:
Daria Mochly-Rosen, PhD
Professor, Dept. of Chemical and Systems Biology
George D. Smith Professor of Translational Medicine
CCSR Room 3145a, 269 Campus Drive
Stanford University School of Medicine
Stanford, California 94305-5174
Tel: (650) 725-7720 (mobile)
E-mail: mochly@stanford.edu

Version 3.0, dated 29 September 2020

The information contained in this protocol is confidential and intended for the use of the
study staff. The information in this document is the property of the sponsor and may not be
disclosed unless federal or state law or regulations require such disclosure. Subject to the
foregoing, this information may be disclosed only to those persons involved in the study who
need to know, with the obligation not to further disseminate this information.
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S1 CONSORT CheckKlist

CONSORT 2010 checklist of information to include when reporting a randomised trial*

Item Reported
Section/Topic No Checklist item on page No
Title and abstract
1a Identification as a randomised trial in the title 1
1b  Structured summary of trial design, methods, results, and conclusions (for specific guidance see CONSORT for abstracts) 3
Introduction
Background and 2a  Scientific background and explanation of rationale 4-7
objectives 2b  Specific objectives or hypotheses 6-7
Methods
Trial design 3a  Description of trial design (such as parallel, factorial) including allocation ratio 11-18
3b  Important changes to methods after trial commencement (such as eligibility criteria), with reasons NA
Participants 4a  Eligibility criteria for participants 11
4b  Settings and locations where the data were collected 11
Interventions 5 The interventions for each group with sufficient details to allow replication, including how and when they were 11-18
actually administered
Outcomes 6a  Completely defined pre-specified primary and secondary outcome measures, including how and when they 11-18
were assessed
6b  Any changes to trial outcomes after the trial commenced, with reasons NA
Sample size 7a  How sample size was determined 16
7b  When applicable, explanation of any interim analyses and stopping guidelines 16-17
Randomisation:
Sequence 8a  Method used to generate the random allocation sequence 11-12
generation 8b  Type of randomisation; details of any restriction (such as blocking and block size) 11-12
Allocation 9 Mechanism used to implement the random allocation sequence (such as sequentially numbered containers), 11-12
concealment describing any steps taken to conceal the sequence until interventions were assigned
mechanism
Implementation 10  Who generated the random allocation sequence, who enrolled participants, and who assigned participants to 11-12
interventions
Blinding 11a If done, who was blinded after assignment to interventions (for example, participants, care providers, those 11
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Statistical methods

Results
Participant flow (a
diagram is strongly
recommended)
Recruitment

Baseline data
Numbers analysed

Outcomes and
estimation

Ancillary analyses

Harms

Discussion
Limitations
Generalisability
Interpretation

Other information
Registration
Protocol

Funding

11b
12a
12b

13a

13b

14a

14b
15
16

17a

17b
18

19

20
21
22

23
24

25

assessing outcomes) and how

If relevant, description of the similarity of interventions

Statistical methods used to compare groups for primary and secondary outcomes
Methods for additional analyses, such as subgroup analyses and adjusted analyses

For each group, the numbers of participants who were randomly assigned, received intended treatment, and
were analysed for the primary outcome

For each group, losses and exclusions after randomisation, together with reasons

Dates defining the periods of recruitment and follow-up

Why the trial ended or was stopped

A table showing baseline demographic and clinical characteristics for each group

For each group, number of participants (denominator) included in each analysis and whether the analysis was
by original assigned groups

For each primary and secondary outcome, results for each group, and the estimated effect size and its
precision (such as 95% confidence interval)

For binary outcomes, presentation of both absolute and relative effect sizes is recommended

Results of any other analyses performed, including subgroup analyses and adjusted analyses, distinguishing
pre-specified from exploratory

All important harms or unintended effects in each group (for specific guidance see CONSORT for harms)

Trial limitations, addressing sources of potential bias, imprecision, and, if relevant, multiplicity of analyses
Generalisability (external validity, applicability) of the trial findings
Interpretation consistent with results, balancing benefits and harms, and considering other relevant evidence

Registration number and name of trial registry
Where the full trial protocol can be accessed, if available

Sources of funding and other support (such as supply of drugs), role of funders

*We strongly recommend reading this statement in conjunction with the CONSORT 2010 Explanation and Elaboration for important clarifications on all the items. If relevant, we also

recommend reading CONSORT extensions for cluster randomised trials, non-inferiority and equivalence trials, non-pharmacological treatments, herbal interventions, and pragmatic trials.

Additional extensions are forthcoming: for those and for up to date references relevant to this checklist, see www.consort-statement.org.
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S2 Figure

D1 Pre Dose is Common Comparator within a Treatment
Rod Denotes FOR Significant p-value (p < 0.05).

U D1PreDose & DIH2 = D2PreDose = D2H2

Treatment and Dosing

0 BCKINE CCL1 CCL17 CCL22 CCL27 CCLY CCL4 CX3CL1 CXCL10
: Maia
S ) L om0 o |
‘g 100 CXCL12 CXCL13 CXCLS CXCL9 EGF EOTAXIN EOTAXIN2 EOTAXIN3 FASL
il Lan ]l I
S ) oo | Mo T W . N e on o M omom | o [0
§ o FGFB FLTaL 3 GMCSF GROA HGF TFNA2 FNG TFNLZ
3
g o O con om0 w0 N
3 1L10 1L12P40 IL12P70 IL13 IL1S 1L16 IL17A IL17E IL17F
[T
c
©
3 o AN mmm Mmomm ) emwll
g L8 IL1A IL18 IL1RA L2 1L20 21 1L22 23
L}
_g o
£ 4 MMMMJMMJIMJM
© 0= = —_—
8) o IL27 IL3 1L33 L4 LS IL8 IL7 L8 L9
— o
hel 4
g ! MAMMM@MMJMMLM
y LEPTIN LIF MCP1 MCP2 MCP3 MCP4 MCSF MIF MIPS
e .
st
% i i o A |
% s PDGFAA PDGFAB RANTE RESISTIN SCD40L SCF SERPINE SICAM1 SVCAM1
< 100:
c 0]
g om0 (0 o [ T
= TGFA TNFA TNEB TNFRSF6 PO TRAIL TSLP T wer ] . o o v
o] % % B
r,%e%«», X ',%v',%«',, v, %o %a Yn % o Pa % % Zy e 2, Y %o, P Yny Yo %o P Y % 2y Ve 2, %
%%, 0% T % AT 0T T e,


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.07.22268914
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.07.22268914; this version posted January 10, 2022. 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 .

S1 Table. The experimental protocol of rat toxicity study

No. of Animals
Main Study Toxicokinetic Study
Grou Dose Dose
P Test Material Volume | Concentration Males Females Males Females
No.
(ML dose) (mg/mL)
1 Control Article 100 0 10 10
2 IgY SARS-CoV-2 RBD 100 20 10 10
3 Control Article 100 0 32 32 - -
4 IgY SARS-CoV-2 RBD 100 20 32 32 - -

@ = These animals were for cytokine analysis only.
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S2 Table. Bioanalytical sample collection from the rat toxicity study

(Time Post the first daily dose) on Day 1
Group No. | Subgroup No. of Animals (M/F) 15 min 62 hr 24 hr
1 A 3/3 X - X
2 A 3/3 X - X
B 3/3 - X -
et Camments e et ue e e
Target Volume (mL): 0.3
Anticoagulant: K2EDTA
Special requirements: Tubes will be chilled after blood collection.
Processing: Plasma

X = Sample to be collected; M = Male; F = Female; - = Not applicable
a Sample to be collected before the second daily dose.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.07.22268914
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.07.22268914; this version posted January 10, 2022. 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 .

S3 Table. Cytokine sample collection for the rat toxicity study

(Time Post the first daily dose) on Day 28
Group No. No. of Animals (M/F) 02 hr 4hr 24 hr
3 3/3 X X X
4 3/3 X X X
msacamments, | et e oo
Target Volume (mL): 0.3
Anticoagulant: K2EDTA
Special requirements: Tubes will be chilled on wet ice after blood collection.
Processing: Plasma

X = Sample to be collected; M = Male; F = Female; - = Not applicable
a Sample to be collected before dosing.
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S4 Table. Human tissue cross-reactivity; list of tissues examined.

Binding of anti-SARS-CoV-2 RBD IgY was determined using the following normal human tissue from 3

separate donors.

Adrenal Liver Spinal Cord
Bladder (urinary) Lung Spleen

Blood Cells @ Lymph Node Striated Muscle (skeletal)
Blood Vessels (endothelium) ® Ovary Testis

Bone Marrow Nasal Mucosa Thymus

Brain - cerebellum Pancreas Thyroid

Brain - cerebral cortex Parathyroid Tongue
Breast (mammary gland) Peripheral Nerve Tonsil

Eye Pituitary Trachea
Fallopian Tube (oviduct) Placenta Ureter
Gastrointestinal (GI) Tract © Prostate Uterus - cervix

Heart

Salivary Gland

Uterus- endometrium

Kidney (glomerulus, tubule)

Skin

@ Evaluated from peripheral blood smears.
b Evaluated from all tissues where present.
¢ Included esophagus, large intestine/colon, small intestine, and stomach (including underlying smooth

muscle).
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