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Abstract 45 

Background: Male sex and old age are risk factors for severe COVID-19, but the intersection of 46 

sex and aging on antibody responses to SARS-CoV-2 vaccines has not been characterized. 47 

Methods: Plasma samples were collected from older adults (75-98 years) before and after 48 

three doses of SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccination, and from younger adults (18-74 years) post-dose 49 

two, for comparison. Antibody binding to SARS-CoV-2 antigens (spike protein [S], S-receptor 50 

binding domain [S-RBD], and nucleocapsid [N]) and functional activity against S were measured 51 

against the vaccine virus and variants of concern (VOC).  52 

Results:  Vaccination induced greater antibody titers in older females than males, with both age 53 

and frailty associated with reduced antibody responses to vaccine antigens in males, but not 54 

females. ACE2 binding inhibition declined more than anti-S or anti-S-RBD IgG in the six months 55 

following the second dose (28-fold vs. 12- and 11-fold decreases in titer). The third dose 56 

restored functional antibody responses and eliminated disparities caused by sex, age, and 57 

frailty in older adults. Responses to the VOC were significantly reduced relative to the vaccine 58 

virus, with older males having lower titers to the VOC than females. Older adults had lower 59 

responses to the vaccine and VOC viruses than younger adults, with disparities being greater in 60 

males than females.  61 

Conclusion: Older and frail males may be more vulnerable to breakthrough infections due to 62 

low antibody responses before receipt of a third vaccine dose. Promoting third dose coverage 63 

in older adults, especially males, is crucial to protecting this vulnerable population.   64 
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Introduction 65 

The disproportionate burden of COVID-19 in older adults was recognized early in the 66 

pandemic [1-3]. The phase III trials for the two mRNA vaccines (mRNA-1273 and BNT162b2) 67 

revealed high efficacy in older adults [4, 5], for whom immunosenescence is thought to impair 68 

vaccine-induced immune responses [6].  Clinical trials, however, often fail to represent the 69 

oldest and frailest subset of the population. Accordingly, wide-spread use of the vaccine  in 70 

long-term care facility residents revealed that old age is a risk factor for poor antibody 71 

responses [7-9].  72 

Male sex also is a significant predictor of severe COVID-19 outcomes at older ages [10-73 

14]. There is extensive evidence that the effects of aging on the immune system differ between 74 

the sexes, including that immunosenescence occurs at a slower rate in females than males [15, 75 

16]. The implications of biological sex are evident in the response to repeated seasonal 76 

influenza vaccination in older adults, where pre-vaccination titers decrease with age in males 77 

but not in females, suggesting that older females enter each influenza season with greater 78 

immunity than their male counterparts [17]. In the context of SARS-CoV-2 vaccines, however, 79 

studies have failed to provide sex-disaggregated data within each age group [18, 19], and little 80 

is known about how biological sex may modify the effects of age, and age-related factors like 81 

frailty, on vaccine immunogenicity. Here, we investigate sex differences and sex-specific effects 82 

of aging in the humoral immune response to the vaccine virus and variants of concern (VOC) 83 

induced by three doses of a SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccine in a cohort of adults above 75 years of 84 

age. We illustrate that the age- and frailty-associated declines in antibody responses occur to a 85 

greater extent in males than females. 86 
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 87 

Methods 88 

Cohorts 89 

Older adults (75-98 years) were recruited from the Johns Hopkins Longitudinal Influenza 90 

Immunization Study of Aging over 75 years of age (JH LIISA 75+) cohort [17] (Table 1). 91 

Individuals who had worsening or new-onset of immune-modulating conditions (e.g., 92 

rheumatoid arthritis, hematologic malignancies, or other cancers) or a previous diagnosis of 93 

COVID-19 were excluded. Participants came to the Johns Hopkins Bayview Medcal Center, or 94 

study visits were conducted at participants’ homes, as needed.  At pre-vaccination visits (Pre), 95 

frailty status was assessed using the Fried Frailty Phenotype [20] and a baseline blood draw was 96 

obtained. Subsequent receipt of two (primary vaccination series) or three doses of a SARS-CoV-97 

2 mRNA vaccine, either mRNA-1273 or BNT162b2,  was confirmed via vaccination cards, and 98 

blood samples were collected 14-30 days (i.e., average ≤ 1 month [M]) post dose 1 (<1M_PD1)), 99 

14-30 days post dose 2 (<1M_PD2), 90 (± 15) days post dose 2 (3M_PD2), 180 (± 15) days post 100 

dose 2 (6M_PD2), and 14-60 days post dose 3 (1M_PD3).  101 

Younger adult healthcare workers from the Johns Hopkins Health System were also 102 

sampled as a comparison group. Recruitment of these younger adults has been reported 103 

elsewhere [21]. To be eligible for the present study, participants needed to be younger than 75 104 

years, not have a history of COVID-19 ,and have two samples collected at least 90 days apart, 105 

with the first one collected at least 14 days after receiving the second dose of a SARS-CoV-2 106 

mRNA vaccine. Due to low plasma volumes, these amples were not tested for ACE2-inhibition, 107 

and data are missing for antibody titration against antigens from VOC for some participants. 108 
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Exact sample sizes are included in figure legends. For both cohorts, written, informed consent 109 

was obtained from all participants, and the study protocols were approved by the Johns 110 

Hopkins School of Medicine Institutional Review Board.  111 

 112 

Laboratory methods 113 

Detailed ELISA and ACE2 inhibition methods can be found in the Supplemental 114 

materials. Briefly, plasmids expressing recombinant nucleocapsid (N), Spike (S), or S receptor-115 

binding domain (S-RBD) of the vaccine strain and the Alpha, Delta, and Omicron variants of 116 

SARS-CoV-2 were engineered at Johns Hopkins as described previously [22] or obtained through 117 

the NCI Serological Sciences Network for COVID-19 [23] (Supplemental Table 1). Recombinant 118 

proteins were used to coat plates for indirect ELISA measuring plasma IgG against N, S, or S-119 

RBD. Results were expressed as the log10-transformed area under the curve (AUC) generated 120 

from ten three-fold serial plasma dilutions, as previously described [22]. The ability of plasma 121 

antibodies to inhibit ACE2 binding to S was measured using Meso Scale Diagnostics (MSD) V-122 

PLEX SARS-CoV-2 ACE2 kits according to the manufacturer’s protocol at a dilution of 1:100 [24]. 123 

Data were expressed as the log10-transformed concentration (μg/ml) of ACE2-inhibiting 124 

antibodies (ACE2iAb), which are equivalent to anti-S monoclonal antibodies. IgG binding to 125 

seasonal and epidemic β-coronavirus S proteins were measured using the multiplex 126 

chemiluminescent MSD V-PLEX COVID-19 Coronavirus Panel 3 (IgG) Kit according to the 127 

manufacturer’s protocol at a dilution of 1:5000.  128 

 129 
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Statistical methods 130 

 Longitudinal data in the older adult cohort were analyzed using mixed-effects models 131 

with random intercepts on the individual to account for repeated measures, and interaction 132 

terms between study timepoint (categorical) and sex (self-report), age (categorized based on 133 

terciles) and frailty status. Linear regression models including interaction terms between sex 134 

and age or frailty were used to investigate sex-specific effects at individual timepoints. To 135 

compare the older and younger cohorts, the number of days post-dose 2 was used as a 136 

continuous predictor and cubic splines were included to study non-linear relationships [25]. 137 

Cubic spline knots were placed at 30-, 100-, and 160-days post-vaccination, points chosen to 138 

approximately divide the data into quartiles. Mixed-effects models included an interaction term 139 

between time and cohort and were repeated separately for males and females. Differences 140 

between cohorts were tested at three sentinel points (14-, 90- and 180- days post dose 2).  All 141 

p-values <0.05 were considered statistically significant. Analyses were performed in Stata 15 142 

(StataCorp).  143 

 144 

Results 145 

Study population demographics 146 

 Eighty-six older adults were recruited from the Baltimore area, with three participants 147 

excluded from analysis due to high N titers (i.e., titer >180), suggesting prior infection 148 

(Supplemental figure 1). One additional participant was excluded from analysis due to evidence 149 

of severe immunosuppression, such that their responses could not be accurately captured in 150 

population-level models. Characteristics of the 82 participants included in analysis are detailed 151 
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in Table 1. The population had more females (59%)  than males, and a median age of 84 years. 152 

Most participants were classified as pre-frail (64%) and a greater percentage of males than 153 

females were frail. All participants received two doses of a SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccine, with the 154 

majority (70%) receiving BNT162b2. Sixty participants (73%) received a third vaccine dose at 155 

least six months after the second dose.  156 

 Demographic information for the younger adult cohort is provided in Table 2. Of 84 157 

eligible participants from the affiliated study [21], three were excluded due to high anti-N titers 158 

(Supplemental figure 1). In the younger population included in analysis, there were more 159 

females than males (60% vs 40%), most participants were between 30 and 49 years of age, and 160 

a majority of samples were collected 21-43 days and 125-150 days after receipt of the second 161 

vaccine dose.  162 

 163 

Older females mount greater responses to vaccination than older males  164 

 Among older adults, IgG binding to S and S-RBD of the vaccine strain increased 165 

significantly in response to the first two vaccine doses and then decreased significantly in the 6 166 

months following immunization (p<0.001 for all comparisons; Figure 1A-B & D). Geometric 167 

mean titers (GMT) decreased 11- and 12-fold, for S and S-RBD, respectively, from <1M_PD2 to 168 

6M_PD2 (Supplemental Table 2). Females mounted greater IgG responses to S and S-RBD 169 

relative to their baseline than males at all post-vaccination timepoints (p<0.02 for all 170 

comparisons, Figure 1A-B & D). Older females also had greater titers of IgG against S and S-RBD 171 

at each visit, and this difference was significant for anti-S IgG at <1M_PD1 (p=0.020) and at 172 

3M_PD2 (p=0.026). After receipt of a third vaccine dose, anti-S and S-RBD titers increased 173 
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significantly in both males and females (p<0.001), leading to GMT that were 2- and 4-fold 174 

greater than the post-dose 2 peak for S and S-RBD, respectively (Supplemental Table 2). 175 

The functional ability of antibodies to inhibit S from binding to ACE2 followed similar 176 

kinetics as anti-S IgG in response to the primary immunization series, but then decreased more 177 

rapidly in the 6-months following immunization, resulting in a 28-fold decrease in GMT from 178 

<1M_PD2 to 6M_PD2 (Figure 1C & Supplemental Table 2).  By 6M_PD2, 79% of males and 77% 179 

of females had undetectable ACE2iAb. Sex differences were apparent at all timepoints and 180 

were significant at 3M_PD2, with females mounting stronger responses than males (p=0.046). 181 

Post dose 3, all but one participant had detectable ACE2iAb, and the geometric mean was 7-182 

fold higher than the post-dose 2 peak (Supplemental Table 2). Despite differences in kinetics 183 

over time between the binding and functional assays, the three readouts of humoral immunity 184 

correlated well with each other (Supplemental figure 2). As expected, correlations became 185 

weaker at the lower range of the ACE2-inhibition assay. Taken together, these data suggest that 186 

older females mount stronger response to SARS-CoV-2 vaccination than males, and that a third 187 

vaccine dose is necessary to boost functional antibody responses in this population. 188 

 189 

The effects of age and frailty are greater in males than in females 190 

 We next assessed the overall and sex-specific effects of age on the humoral response to 191 

vaccination. Among all older participants, age was significantly associated with reduced anti-S 192 

IgG, anti-S-RBD IgG, and ACE2iAb in the six months following the primary vaccination series 193 

(Figure 2A-C). This effect was largely driven by the oldest tercile of the population (≥88 years). 194 

The percent of participants with undetectable ACE2iAb by 6M_PD2 increased from 67% in the 195 
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youngest tercile (75-82 years) to 85% in the oldest tercile. In sex-disaggregated analyses 196 

focusing on the 3M_PD2 timepoint (i.e., a time point when all study participants were 197 

represented), age significantly impaired responses in males, but not females, leading to 198 

statistically significant sex differences in the effect of age for anti-S IgG (p=0.025) and ACE2iAb 199 

(p = 0.001; Figure 2D-F). The trend of greater age effects in males than females was consistent 200 

at other timepoints following the primary immunization series (Supplemental figure 3A-F), and 201 

by 6M_PD2, 100% of males in the oldest age group, compared to 77% of females, had 202 

undetectable ACE2iAB. After receipt of a third dose, the effect of age was no longer significant 203 

in the overall population or within either sex, suggesting that a third vaccine dose eliminated 204 

sex and age disparities in vaccine-induced immunity (Figure 2A-C & Supplemental figure 3G-I).  205 

 Frailty had an important overall effect, with frail participants mounting significantly 206 

weaker responses to vaccination than robust and pre-frail participants (Figure 2G-I). By 207 

6M_PD2, 90% of frail participants had undetectable ACE2iAb, compared to 75% of pre-frail and 208 

robust participants. Like with age, the effect of frailty at 3M_PD2 was significant in males, but 209 

not females for all assays (Figure 2J-L). No significant sex differences in the effect of frailty were 210 

observed, however, and trends were less consistent over time (Supplemental figure 3J-R). The 211 

effect of frailty was also attenuated by the third dose but remained significant for ACE2iAb 212 

(p=0.005; Figure 2I). From these data, we conclude that the effects of age and frailty in older 213 

adults are largely driven by males, not females. 214 

 215 
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Antibody responses to VOC are reduced relative to the vaccine virus  216 

 The breadth of vaccine-induced immunity in older adults was assessed by measuring 217 

anti-S IgG to the Alpha, Delta, and Omicron variants. Antibody titers to the Alpha and Delta 218 

variants were similar to each other and were both significantly reduced relative to the vaccine 219 

virus (2-4-fold lower GMT, p<0.001; Figure 3A & Supplemental Table 3). Titers to Omicron were 220 

further reduced relative to the vaccine virus (>5-fold difference in GMT) and the Alpha and 221 

Delta variants (p<0.001 for all comparisons; Figure 3A & Supplemental Table 3). Differences 222 

between anti-S IgG to the vaccine virus and the VOC were attenuated at 1M_PD3 (fold 223 

difference in GMT <1.5 for Alpha and Delta and <4 for Omicron) but remained significant 224 

(p<0.0001 for all comparisons). At 1M_PD3, anti-Alpha S IgG was significantly higher than anti-225 

Delta S IgG (p<0.001). ACE2iAb to the Alpha and Delta variants also tended to be lower than to 226 

the vaccine strain, but these differences were smaller in magnitude than for anti-S IgG and 227 

were not statistically significant at all timepoints (Figure 3B-C). In sex-disaggregated analyses, 228 

females had higher responses to the VOC than males, and this difference was significant for 229 

anti-Delta S IgG (p=0.038) and ACE2iAb against the Alpha variant (p=0.034) at 3M_PD2 (Figure 230 

3D-E & Supplemental figure 4).  231 

 232 

SARS-CoV-2 vaccination induces IgG responses to other β-coronaviruses 233 

 To investigate the crosss-reactivity of the vaccine-induced humoral response, IgG titers 234 

to seasonal and epidemic β-coronaviruses were measured in the older adults. Anti-HKU1 IgG 235 

titers increased in response to the primary vaccination series, but fell by 3M_PD2 (Figure4A).  236 

Titers of IgG recognizing OC43, MERS-CoV, and SARS-CoV-1 increased significantly in plasma 237 
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samples collected after SARS-CoV-2 vaccination and remained elevated above baseline levels 238 

for 6 months (Figure 4B-D). Furthermore, titers to all four β-coronaviruses were significantly 239 

elevated by the third vaccine dose (Figure 4A-D). Notably, IgG binding to the two seasonal β-240 

coronaviruses (HKU1 and OC43) was elevated at baseline, indicating widespread exposure to 241 

these viruses in this population. Increased antibody titers against related β-coronaviruses 242 

following SARS-CoV-2 vaccination suggests possible “back-boosting”, as observed for influenza 243 

vaccines [26] and in response to SARS-CoV-2 vaccination in the general adult population [27, 244 

28]. These results indicate that SARS-CoV-2 vaccination increases broad antibody responses to 245 

diverse β-coronaviruses in older adults. 246 

 247 

Differences between older and younger cohorts are driven by males 248 

 To further investigate the sex-specific effects of aging, antibody kinetics against vaccine, 249 

Alpha, and Delta antigens were compared between the younger and older adult cohorts in the 250 

six months following the primary vaccination series. In the whole population, anti-vaccine S IgG 251 

was significantly lower in older than younger adults (p<0.001 at 14 days post-vaccination, 252 

p=0.004 at 90 days, and p=0.026 at 180 days) (Figure 5A). In sex-disaggregated analyses, 253 

differences between the older and younger adults were significant among males at all three 254 

sentinel points (p=0.004 at 14 days post-vaccination, p=0.005 at 90 days, and p=0.019 at 180 255 

days), but only significant among females at 14-days post vaccination (p=0.004) (Figure 5B-D).  256 

In addition, the magnitude of the difference between the mean of the older cohort and the 257 

mean of younger cohort was consistently larger for males than for females across the three 258 

sentinel points (Figure 5D). Similar results were observed for anti-Alpha and Delta S IgG (Figure 259 
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5E-L). There were no significant differences in the rate of waning between older and younger 260 

adults, suggesting that antibody kinetics are not age-dependent.  261 

 262 

Discussion 263 

In this longitudinal study, older adult females mounted stronger antibody responses to 264 

SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccination than older males, and age and frailty were associated with 265 

reduced responses in males but not females. While the kinetics of antibody waning in the six 266 

months following immunization were not age-dependent, older adults mounted weaker initial 267 

responses to vaccination, such that their antibody titers remained lower than younger adults 268 

throughout the follow-up period.  A sex-specific effect of age was observed both within the 269 

older cohort and when comparing younger and older adults, in which age-associated reductions 270 

in humoral immunity were greater among males than females. In the older adult cohort, receipt 271 

of a third vaccine dose largely eliminated disparities caused by sex, age, and frailty in antibody 272 

responses, with the exception of ACE2iAb, which remained lower in frail compared to non-frail 273 

or pre-frail participants.  The effect of age on SARS-CoV-2 vaccine responses has been studied 274 

[7-9, 29-33], but the sex differential impact of age has not been reported previously.  275 

Furthermore, studies investigating frailty have not found an effect on antibody responses [34-276 

36], but have reported that frailty increases the risk of post-vaccination breakthrough infection 277 

[37, 38], suggesting that the immunogenicity studies may have been under-powered to observe 278 

an effect of frailty or that lack of consideration of biological sex obscured the effect.  279 

The inclusion of three measures of humoral immunity and four SARS-CoV-2 viruses 280 

allowed us to capture the breadth and depth of vaccine responses in this vulnerable population. 281 
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For measurement of functional antibodies, ACE2-inhibition assays are a strong surrogate of live 282 

virus neutralization [24, 39]. In terms of responses to VOC, the reductions in anti-S IgG to the 283 

Alpha and Delta variants observed in the older adults were similar to other reports in the 284 

general population [40]. For the Omicron variant, while reductions in live-virus neutralization in 285 

vaccinated serum from the general adult population have been reported, there were no 286 

reductions in anti-Omicron S IgG [41, 42]. Given the importance of neutralizing and non-287 

neutralizing functions of IgG in conferring protection against SARS-CoV-2 [43, 44], the markedly 288 

lower anti-Omicron S IgG level in older adults, that persisted after receipt of a third vaccine 289 

dose, suggests that this population may be more vulnerable to disease caused by the Omicron 290 

variant than younger adults, and that reformulation of vaccines to target the Omicron variant 291 

would be beneficial.     292 

Our study had several strengths and limitations. Some of the sex-specific effects 293 

observed were differences among males that were absent among females, without statistical 294 

evidence of a sex difference (i.e., non-significant sex interaction terms) [45]. It is important to 295 

note that our findings were generated from post-hoc analyses that were not necessarily 296 

powered to investigate sex differences, and conclusions are limited by small samples sizes in 297 

certain sub-groups. Given the small sample sizes, it is not surprising that statistically significant 298 

sex differences were not consistently observed. Particularly for age-based analyses, however, 299 

the consistency of trends between assays and timepoints, coupled with statistically significant 300 

sex differences in the effect of aging at 3M_PD2, lend credibility to the conclusion that the 301 

effects of age on antiviral antibody responses are driven by males. Further supporting these 302 

findings are similar sex-specific effects of age observed following seasonal influenza vaccination 303 
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in both younger and older adults [17, 46].  While it is important to not over-interpret  ‘within-304 

sex’ differences as ‘between-sex’ differences [47], there is considerable value in studying 305 

differences within males or feamles [48, 49]. This is particularly true given the uniqueness of 306 

the community-dwelling older adult cohort, which represent the ‘oldest’ old subset, and are 307 

distinct from the population of long-term care facility residents that has been the focus of much 308 

of the SARS-CoV-2 research in older adults.  309 

There also were missing data in the older adult cohort, particularly at the <1M_PD1 310 

timepoint. These missing data did not, however, depart from the missing at random 311 

assumption, and thus multi-level models were used to account for missingness. Second, the 312 

timing of sample collection was different in the older and younger cohorts. To account for this, 313 

analyses that compared the two groups used days post-vaccination as a continuous variable. 314 

Finally, we have not investigated the functional antibody responses to the Omicron variant, nor 315 

have we included measures of cellular immunity. These analyses are on-going.  316 

In conclusion, we report that both age and frailty impair antibody responses to the 317 

primary series of SARS-CoV-2 vaccination in older males, and that these disparities are largely 318 

eliminated by receipt of a third vaccine dose. Given that male sex is an important risk factor for 319 

severe outcomes from COVID-19 [10-14], the finding that older and frail males may be 320 

vulnerable to breakthrough infections due to low antibody responses, particularly before a 321 

third vaccine dose is administered, is of considerable public health importance. These findings 322 

emphasize that increasing third dose coverage among older males is crucial to protecting this 323 

vulnerable population from SARS-CoV-2.   324 
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Tables 463 

Table 1. Older adult participant characteristics 464 

  All  Male Female 

Included in analysis - n (%)a 82 34 (41) 48 (59) 
Recruited - n 86 34 52 
Excluded  - nb 4 0 4 

Age - median (IQR) 84 (81 - 88) 84 (82 - 88) 83 (81 - 89) 
Categories - n (%)c       

75-82 32 (39) 12 (35) 20 (42) 
83-87 28 (34) 13 (38) 15 (31) 
88-98 22 (27) 9 (26) 13 (27) 

Frailty - n (%)c       
Robust 18 (22) 8 (24) 10 (21) 
Pre-frail 53 (64) 20 (59) 33 (67) 
Frail 10 (12) 6 (18) 4 (8) 
Missing 1 (1) 0 (0) 1 (2) 

Vaccine type - n (%)c       
mRNA-1273 (Moderna) 24 (30) 8 (24) 16 (33) 
BNT162b2 (Pfizer) 58 (70) 26 (76) 32 (67) 

Visit participation - n (%)c,d       
Pre 82 (100) 34 (100) 48 (100) 
<1M_PD1 23 (28) 11 (32) 12 (25) 
<1M_PD2 69 (84) 28 (82) 41 (85) 
3M_PD2 82 (100) 34 (100) 48 (100) 
6M_PD2 80 (98) 33 (97) 47 (98) 
1M_PD3 60 (73) 26 (76) 34 (71) 

a Subset of eligible participants without evidence of prior infection who were included in analysis 

b Participants with high (> 1:180) nucleocapsid titers, indicating prior infection, were excluded from 
analysis. One additional participant was excluded due to evidence of severe immunesuppression 
c Percents are based on the number included in analysis in each column   
d Study timepoints: Pre-vaccination (Pre); 14-30 days post dose 1 (<1M_PD1); 14-30 days post dose 2 
(<1M_PD2); 75-105 days post dose 1 (3M_PD2); 165-195 days post dose 1 (6M_PD2); 75-105 days 
post dose 1 (3M_PD2); 14-60 days post dose 3 (1M_PD3) 
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Table 2. Younger adult participant characteristics 466 

  All  Male Female 

Included in analysis - n (%)a 81 32 (40) 49 (60) 
Eligible - nb 84 32 52 
Excluded - nc 3 0 3 

Age at vaccination - n (%)d       
≤29 14 (17) 4 (12) 10 (20) 
30-39 32 (40) 11 (34) 21 (43) 
40-49 18 (22) 8 (25) 10 (20) 
50-59 7 (9) 4 (13) 3 (6) 
60-74 10 (12) 5 (16) 5 (10) 

Sample 1 - days post dose 2       
Mean (min-max) 33 (16-76) 31 (16-65) 34 (16-76) 
Median (IQR) 29 (21-43) 27 (21-41) 29 (21-43) 

Sample 2 - days post dose 2       
Mean (min-max) 138 (96-190) 142 (110 - 190) 136 (96-183) 
Median (IQR) 137 (125-150) 139 (128-156) 137 (123-147) 

a Subset of eligible participants without evidence of prior infection who were included in analysis 
b Eligible participants from affiliated study (ref) were <75 years of age, had remaining serum from 2 samples 
collected at least 90 days apart 14-200 days following 2 doses of an mRNA SARS-CoV-2 vaccine who did not 
report prior SARS-CoV-2 infection  
c Participants with high (> 1:180) nucleocapsid titers, indicating prior infection, were excluded from analysis 
d Percents are based on the number included in analysis in each column   
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Figure Legends 468 

Figure 1. Older females mount greater humoral responses to SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccines than 469 

older males.  470 

Anti-spike (S) IgG (A), S receptor-binding domain (S-RBD) IgG (B), and ACE2-inhibiting antibodies 471 

(ACE2iAb) (C) against the vaccine strain of SARS-CoV-2 were measured at six timepoints: pre-472 

vaccination (n= 82: 48 females, n = 34 males), 14-30 days post dose 1 (<1M_PD1; n=23: 12 473 

females, 11 males), 14-30 days post dose 2 (<1M_PD2; n=69: 41 females, 28 males), 3 months 474 

post dose 2 (3M_PD2; n=82: 48 females, 34 males), 6 months post dose 2 (6M_PD2; n=80: 47 475 

females, 33 males), and 14-30 days post dose 3 (1M_PD1; n=60: 34 females, 26 males). 476 

Differences between timepoints were tested using mixed-effects models with study timepoint 477 

as a dummy variable and random intercepts on the individual. Sex differences were tested 478 

using an expanded mixed-effects model that included a main effect for sex and an interaction 479 

term between sex and study timepoint. All point estimates are shown with error bars indicating 480 

the 95% confidence interval. All p-values <0.05 are reported in D, where blank cells indicate a p-481 

value >0.05 and crossed out cells indicate that the comparison is reported elsewhere in the 482 

table. Dashed lines show the limits of detection.  483 

 484 

Figure 2. Age and frailty impact the antibody response to SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccines in a sex-485 

specific manner among older adults.  486 

The effect of age on antibody kinetics is shown for Anti-spike (S) IgG (A), S receptor-binding 487 

domain (S-RBD) IgG (B), and ACE2-inhibiting antibodies (ACE2iAb) (C) against the vaccine strain 488 

of SARS-CoV-2. Data are shown for six timepoints: pre-vaccination (n=32 aged 75-82; n=28 aged 489 
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83-87; n=22 aged ≥88), <1M_PD1 (n=10 aged 75-82; n=8 aged 83-87; n = 5 aged ≥88), <1M_PD2 490 

(n=24 aged 75-82; n=25 aged 83-87; n=20 aged ≥88), 3M_DP2 (n=32 aged 75-82; n=28 aged 83-491 

87; n=22 aged ≥88), 6M_PD2 (n=31 aged 75-82; n=28 aged 83-87; n=21 aged ≥88), and 1M_PD3 492 

(n=22 aged 75-82; n=21 aged 83-87; n=17 aged ≥88) (A-C). Sex-specific effects of age at 493 

3M_PD2 are shown separately for females (n=20 aged 75-82; n=15 aged 83-87; n=13 aged ≥88) 494 

and males (n=12 aged 75-82; n=13 aged 83-87; n=9 aged ≥88) (D-F). The effect of frailty on 495 

antibody kinetics is shown for the three assays at six timepoints: pre-vaccination (n=18 robust; 496 

n=53 pre-frail; n=10 frail), <1M_PD1 (n=6 robust; n=12 pre-frail; n=5 frail), <1M_PD2 (n=15 497 

robust; n=45 pre-frail; n=9 frail), 3M_PD2 (n=18 robust; n=53 pre-frail; n=10 frail), 6M_PD2 498 

(n=18 robust; n=52 pre-frail; n=10 frail), and 1M_PD3 (n=14 robust; n=39 pre-frail; n=7 frail) (G-499 

I). are shown separately for females (n=10 robust; n=33 pre-frail; n=4 frail) and males (n=8 500 

robust; n=20 pre-frail; n=6 frail) (J-L). The overall effects of age (A-C) or frailty (H-I) at each 501 

timepoint were tested using mixed-effects models including a main effect for age/frailty, an 502 

interaction term between age/frailty and study timepoint, and all p-values <0.05 are shown.  At 503 

3M_PD2, the effect of age (D-F) or frailty (J-L) in males and females, and sex-differences in 504 

these effects, were tested using linear regression models with interaction terms between sex 505 

and age or frailty, and all p-values are shown. Point estimates are shown with 95% confidence 506 

intervals, and dashed lines indicate the limit of detection.  507 

 508 
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Figure 3. Antibody responses to Alpha, Delta, and Omicron variants are reduced relative to 509 

the vaccine virus in older adults.  510 

Anti-S (A), and ACE2-inhibiting (B) antibodies against the vaccine, Alpha and Delta strains of 511 

SARS-CoV-2 were measured post-vaccination, with symbols indicating point estimates and error 512 

bars indicating the 95% confidence interval. Differences in the responses between viral strains 513 

were measured using paired t-tests, and all p-values <0.05 are shown in C, where empty cells 514 

indicate p-value>0.05 and crossed-out cells indicate that the comparison was not tested. Sex-515 

disaggregated data from the 3-month timepoint are shown, and significant sex differences are 516 

indicated by p-values (D-E). 517 

 518 

Figure 4. Antibody responses against seasonal and pandemic β-coronaviruses are boosted by 519 

SARS-CoV-2 vaccination in older adults. 520 

 IgG specific to the spike proteins of the HKU1 (A), OC43 (B), MERS-CoV (C), and SARS-CoV-1 (D) 521 

were measured before and at five timepoints after receipt of a SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccine. 522 

Differences between timepoints were tested using multi-level models with study timepoint as a 523 

dummy variable and random intercepts on the individual to account for repeat measures. All 524 

point estimates are shown with error bars indicating the 95% confidence interval and asterisks 525 

indicate significant (p<0.05) increases relative to the pre-vaccination vaccination timepoint.  526 

 527 
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Figure 5. Differences between younger and older adults in antibody responses to the vaccine 528 

strain of SARS-CoV-2 are sex-dependent.  529 

Plasma samples were collected from older adults at 3 timepoints after the primary vaccination 530 

series and from younger adults at 2 post-vaccination timepoints: 16-76 days post dose 2 (early) 531 

and 96-190 days post dose 2 (late). Differences in anti-vaccine strain S IgG levels over time were 532 

compared between all younger and older adults (A), males (younger: n=27 early; n=30 late) (B), 533 

and females (younger: n=48 early; n=48 late) (C), and summarized at three sentinel points (14-, 534 

90- and 180-days post-vaccination) (D). Comparisons of the anti-Alpha S IgG response between 535 

the younger and older groups are shown for the whole population (E), males (younger: n=27 536 

early; n=26 late) (F), and females (younger: n=39 early; n=34 late) (G), with differences 537 

summarized at 14-, 90- and 180-days post-dose 2 (H). Comparisons of the anti-Delta S IgG 538 

response between the younger and older groups are shown for the whole population (I), males 539 

(younger: n=27 early; n=26 late) (J), and females (younger: n=47 early; n=42 late) (K), with 540 

differences at summarized 14-, 90- and 180-days post-dose 2 (L). Kinetics were analyzed using 541 

mixed-effects models with fixed effects including days post-dose 2 as a continuous predictor 542 

with cubic B-splines (knots at 30-, 100-, and 160-days post-vaccination). Shaded areas indicate 543 

95% confidence intervals (A-C, E-G, I-K). In D, H, and L, point estimates for the difference 544 

between cohorts are shown with 95% confidence intervals, such that confidence intervals that 545 

do not span the null value of zero are statistically significant.  546 
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