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Abstract 57 

Background 58 

The COVIH study is a prospective SARS-CoV-2 vaccination study in people living with HIV 59 

(PLWH). Of the 1154 PLWH enrolled, 14% showed a reduced or absent antibody response 60 

after a primary vaccination regimen. As the response to an additional vaccination in PLWH 61 

with hyporesponse is unknown, we evaluated whether an additional vaccination boosts 62 

immune responses in these hyporesponders. 63 

Methods 64 

Consenting hyporesponders received an additional 100 µg of mRNA-1273. Hyporesponse 65 

was defined as ≤300 spike(S)-specific binding antibody units [BAU]/mL. The primary 66 

endpoint was the increase in antibodies 28 days after the additional vaccination. Secondary 67 

endpoints were the correlation between patient characteristics and antibody response, 68 

levels of neutralizing antibodies, S-specific T-cell and B-cell responses, and reactogenicity. 69 

Results 70 

Of the 75 PLWH enrolled, five were excluded as their antibody level had increased to >300 71 

BAU/mL at baseline, two for a SARS-CoV-2 infection before the primary endpoint evaluation 72 

and two were lost to follow-up. Of the 66 remaining participants, 40 previously received 73 

ChAdOx1-S, 22 BNT162b2, and four Ad26.COV2.S. The median age was 63 [IQR:60-66], 86% 74 

were male, pre-vaccination and nadir CD4+ T-cell counts were 650/μL [IQR:423-941] and 75 

230/μL [IQR:145-345] and 96% had HIV-RNA <50 copies/ml. The mean antibody level before 76 

the additional vaccination was 35 BAU/mL (SEM 5.4) and 45/66 (68%) were antibody 77 

negative. After the additional mRNA-1273 vaccination, antibodies were >300 BAU/mL in 78 
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64/66 (97%) with a mean increase of 4282 BAU/mL (95%CI:3241-5323). No patient 79 

characteristics correlated with the magnitude of the antibody response nor did the primary 80 

vaccination regimen. The additional vaccination significantly increased the proportion of 81 

participants with detectable ancestral S-specific B-cells (p=0.016) and CD4+ T-cells (p=0.037). 82 

Conclusion 83 

An additional mRNA-1273 vaccination induced a robust serological response in 97% of the 84 

PLWH with a hyporesponse after a primary vaccination regimen. This response was observed 85 

regardless of the primary vaccination regimen or patient characteristics. 86 

Keywords: SARS-CoV-2 vaccines; HIV; COVID-19; additional dose; non-responder.87 
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Introduction 88 

People living with HIV (PLWH) show diminished responses to a wide variety of vaccines 89 

compared to HIV-negative controls, such as hepatitis B[1] and seasonal influenza vaccines[2]. 90 

As we hypothesized that this also holds true for SARS-CoV-2 vaccines, we previously 91 

investigated the immunogenicity of SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations in PLWH with the vaccines 92 

currently approved in the Netherlands. Whereas smaller studies showed variable antibody 93 

responses after SARS-CoV-2 vaccination in PLWH compared to HIV-negative controls[3-9], our 94 

study in 1154 PLWH clearly demonstrated a diminished antibody response[10]. In total, 165 95 

(14.3%) of the participants were hyporesponders (≤300 spike (S)-specific binding antibody 96 

units [BAU]/mL by chemiluminescence immunoassay [DiaSorin Liaison]) and in 33 of them the 97 

antibody level remained below the cut-off level of test positivity (33.8 BAU/mL). In comparison 98 

with HIV-negative controls, hyporesponse rates were 6.7% (59/884) versus none (0/94) after 99 

vaccination with BNT162b2, 4.0% (4/100) versus none (0/247) after mRNA-1273, 54.7% 100 

(82/150) versus 38.5% (10/26) after ChAdOx1-S and all (20/20) versus 98.6% (72/73) after 101 

Ad26.COV2.S. CD4+ T-cell counts under 250 cells/µL, age above 65 years, and male sex were 102 

associated with lower antibody levels (all p≤0.001). The reduced response against SARS-CoV-103 

2 in PLWH compared to HIV-negative controls is in line with the higher breakthrough infection 104 

risk observed in PLWH compared to HIV-negative controls (adjusted hazard ratio 1.28)[11]. In 105 

addition, a higher incidence of SARS-CoV-2 mortality was observed in PLWH (adjusted hazard 106 

ratio’s 3.29 and 2.59)[12, 13]. It was reported that the magnitude of the antibody response 107 

after vaccination correlates with protection against symptomatic infection with the ancestral 108 

viral strain[14]. This correlation likely holds true for novel emerging variants, although it is 109 

known that the neutralization potency diminishes with every new variant[15] and that two 110 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 10, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.10.22278577doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.10.22278577
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


7 
 

doses of BNT162b2 vaccination are not very effective in preventing symptomatic Omicron 111 

BA.1 or BA.2 infection[16]. With the continuing emergence of novel variants, it is reasonable 112 

to assume that antibodies remain important for clinical protection against SARS-CoV-2 113 

infection. Indeed, in healthy individuals, one additional vaccination after a primary vaccination 114 

regimen restored neutralization potency against the subvariants BA.2.12.1 and BA.4/5[17]. 115 

Following from these observations and reasoning, PLWH may require additional vaccinations 116 

to achieve adequate protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection, especially with the emergence 117 

of novel antigenically distinct variants like the currently circulating Omicron lineage. 118 

The effect of an additional SARS-CoV-2 vaccination on the humoral and cellular immune 119 

responses in PLWH with a low or absent serological response after completing a primary 120 

vaccination regimen is unknown. Three studies on additional SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations in 121 

PLWH have been performed that showed an increase in antibody levels, without analysis on 122 

the cellular immune response[18-20]. All three studies did not focus on those who may benefit 123 

most from additional vaccinations, namely the subgroup of hyporesponders after a primary 124 

vaccination regimen.  125 

The aim of this study was to evaluate the SARS-CoV-2 spike (S)-specific immune responses 126 

after an additional mRNA-1273 vaccination in PLWH, who had a serological hyporesponse 127 

after a primary SARS-CoV-2 vaccination regimen.128 
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Methods 129 

Study design and participants 130 

We conducted a nested single arm intervention trial embedded within the prospective 131 

nationwide cohort study in 22 of the 24 HIV treatment centres in the Netherlands (COVID-19 132 

Vaccination response In people living with HIV, COVIH, n=1154). All 165 PLWH from the COVIH 133 

study with a hyporesponse (defined as ≤300 (S)-specific binding antibody units [BAU]/mL, 134 

measured at 4–6 weeks after a primary vaccination regimen with either two doses of 135 

BNT162b2, mRNA-1273, ChAdOx1-S, or one dose of Ad26.COV2.S) were eligible for 136 

participation. The serological assay cut-off definitions used here followed the consensus by 137 

the Dutch national expert working group (HARMONY) on the harmonization of SARS-CoV-2 138 

immunological assays. Participants with evidence of intercurrent SARS-CoV-2 infection, 139 

demonstrated by a history of a reported or documented positive PCR or rapid antigen test, or 140 

with serological evidence of >300 BAU/mL shortly before the additional vaccination, were 141 

excluded. 142 

Clinical procedures 143 

The intervention consisted of a single mRNA-1273 vaccination (100 µg) administered at the 144 

Erasmus University Medical Centre or Leiden University Medical Centre, both in the 145 

Netherlands. Blood samples were obtained immediately before the vaccination (at the same 146 

visit; T0) and 28 days later (T1) for collection of serum and peripheral blood mononuclear cells 147 

(PBMCs). 148 

Clinical data were extracted from an electronic case record file. Recorded study variables 149 

included year of birth, sex assigned at birth, dates and type of primary SARS-CoV-2 150 
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vaccinations, current use of combination antiretroviral therapy (cART), most recent plasma 151 

HIV-RNA (copies/mL), most recent CD4+ T-cell count (cells/µL), nadir CD4+ T-cell count 152 

(cells/µL), and use of immunosuppressant medication. 153 

Local and systemic adverse events were evaluated via a standardized printed or electronic 154 

diary concerning vaccination related side-effects and medication use in the seven days after 155 

the additional vaccination. 156 

Laboratory procedures 157 

All serum samples were assessed at the Erasmus University Medical Centre (WHO SARS-CoV-158 

2 reference laboratory) for the presence of SARS-CoV-2 S1-specific binding antibodies 159 

(hereafter S1-specific antibodies) with a validated IgG Trimeric chemiluminescence 160 

immunoassay (DiaSorin Liaison) with a lower limit of detection at 4.81 BAU/mL and a cut-off 161 

level for positivity at 33.8 BAU/mL. 162 

SARS-CoV-2 S-specific neutralizing antibodies and S-specific T-cells were measured on a 163 

selection of 40 participants of whom 20 had their primary vaccination with ChAdOx1-S and 20 164 

with BNT162b2. Selection was based on the S1-specific antibodies 28 days after the additional 165 

vaccination (T1), to represent the whole range of antibody responses as good as possible. 166 

Neutralizing functionality of antibodies was assessed by a plaque reduction neutralization test 167 

(PRNT) and the SARS-CoV-2 S-specific T-cells by an activation induced marker (AIM) assay (see 168 

Supplementary Appendix 1 for further details on laboratory tests).  169 

SARS-CoV-2-S-fluorochrome-labelled tetramers were used to compare the S-specific B-cell 170 

compartment on a selection of 18 participants that were balanced for primary vaccination 171 

regimen (ChAdOx1-S or BNT162b2) and CD4+ T-cell counts. Four of these 18 participants were 172 

also included in a subgroup during the initial study, in which PBMCs were collected 21 days 173 
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(+/- 3 days) after the first vaccination (AV1), and 4–6 weeks after completing a primary 174 

vaccination schedule (AV20). These PBMCs were used for longitudinal analysis of class-175 

switching S-specific B-cells.  176 

Outcomes 177 

The primary outcome was defined as the increase in S1-specific antibodies in PLWH 28 days 178 

after the additional vaccination compared to the S1-specific antibodies immediately prior to 179 

additional vaccination. An adequate response was defined as the presence of S1-specific 180 

antibodies >300 BAU/mL. Secondary outcomes included the association between patient 181 

characteristics and antibody responses, the detection of SARS-CoV-2 S-specific neutralizing 182 

antibodies targeting the ancestral SARS-CoV-2 (D614G) and Omicron (BA.1) variant, T-cell and 183 

B-cell responses targeting the ancestral SARS-CoV-2 (Wuhan-Hu1), and additionally T-cell 184 

responses targeting the Omicron (BA.1) variant. Lastly, we evaluated the tolerability by 185 

monitoring local and systemic vaccine related adverse events. Severity of reactogenicity was 186 

measured as mild (symptoms present but no functional impairment or medication needed), 187 

moderate (necessitating medication, no functional impairment) or severe (impairing daily 188 

functioning).  189 

Sample size and statistical analysis plan 190 

The study was designed with the anticipation that 10% of the PLWH would have a serological 191 

hyporesponse after the primary vaccination series in the COVIH study. If we would be able to 192 

include 80 PLWH, we would have >95% power to detect a 20% increase in PLWH with an 193 

adequate serological response after the additional vaccination (one-sided alpha 0.05).  194 

The baseline characteristics were described as number (percentage) or median (interquartile 195 

range [IQR]). The primary outcome was assessed as the difference between the S1-specific 196 
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antibodies at T1 minus T0 with a 95% Confidence Interval (CI) by a Wilcoxon signed-rank test. 197 

We evaluated the proportion with adequate serological responses by a McNemar’s test. To 198 

investigate factors associated with the absolute increase in antibody response at 28 days after 199 

the additional vaccination in PLWH, we used unpaired t tests and a proportional odds 200 

generalized linear multivariable model with the covariates sex, age (subgroups 18-65 versus 201 

>65 years), most recent CD4+ T-cell count (subgroups <500 versus >500/mm3), nadir CD4+ T-202 

cell count (subgroups <500 versus >500/mm3), and primary vaccination regimen (mRNA 203 

versus vector). 95% confidence intervals and p-values were reported for each coefficient in 204 

the regression model. Coefficients with p-values <0.05 were considered significant. 205 

Undetectable serological responses (<4.81 BAU/mL) were reported as 4.81 in the statistical 206 

analyses, undetectable neutralizing antibodies (<10) as 10, and undetectable S-specific T-cell 207 

and B-cell responses (<0.01) as 0.01.  208 

Data was analysed using GraphPad Prism 9.3.1. Flow cytometry data was analysed using 209 

FlowJo software version 10.8.1. FlowJo software was used to gate CD19+ B-cells and OMIQ 210 

data analysis software was used for further analysis (www.omiq.ai). Cytonorm was used for 211 

batch corrections followed by Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) 212 

dimensionality reduction to visualize the phenotypes of S-specific B-cells.213 
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Results 214 

Baseline characteristics 215 

Between 22nd November 2021 and 28th December 2021, 75 of the 165 invited PLWH were 216 

enrolled into this substudy. Before the additional vaccination was given, five (6.7%) 217 

participants had an increase in their S1-specific antibodies to >300 BAU/mL and were 218 

excluded. Two (2.7%) participants were excluded due to a PCR-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 219 

infection within 28 days after the additional vaccination and two (2.7%) participants were lost 220 

to follow-up after having received the additional vaccination. Overall, 66 PLWH were included 221 

for the analysis. Of the 66 participants, 40 (60.6%) received ChAdOx1-S, 22 (33.3%) BNT162b2 222 

and four (6.1%) Ad26.COV2.S as primary vaccination regimen (Figure 1).  223 

Baseline characteristics of all participants are described in Table 1, including the 224 

characteristics of PLWH with hyporesponse from the initial study who were not enrolled in 225 

this substudy. Participants had a median age of 63 years [IQR:60-66], 86% were male and most 226 

recent median CD4+ T-cell count was 650 cells/μL [IQR:423-941] and nadir CD4+ T-cell count 227 

was 230 cells/μL [IQR:145-345]. The majority (97%) was on cART and had a suppressed plasma 228 

HIV-RNA (96% <50 copies/mL). No participants used immunosuppressant medication. Among 229 

the 66 participants analysed, the median time between completing the primary vaccination 230 

series and the additional vaccination was 172 days [IQR:154-195]. 231 

The mean S1-specific antibody level directly pre-vaccination was 35 BAU/mL (SEM 5.4), 232 

including 45 participants with serological responses below the cut-off of the test (<33.8 233 

BAU/mL). Following ChAdOx1-S primary vaccination the antibody level directly pre-234 

vaccination was mean 31 BAU/mL (SEM 5.4), 46 BAU/mL (SEM 12.8) after BNT162b2 and 19 235 

BAU/mL (SEM 6.3) after Ad26.COV2.S. 236 
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S1-specific antibodies 237 

Twenty-eight days [IQR:28.0-28.0] after the additional vaccination, S1-specific antibodies 238 

>300 BAU/mL were measured in 64/66 (97.0%) of the participants (p<0.0001). All participants 239 

showed an increase in S1-specific antibodies after vaccination, which was mean 4282 BAU/mL 240 

(95%CI:3241-5323, p<0.0001) (Figure 2).  241 

Only two participants with a well suppressed HIV on cART did not reach >300 BAU/mL after 242 

the additional vaccination with S1-specific antibodies increasing from 8.71 and <4.81 BAU/mL 243 

to 94.7 and 107 BAU/mL, respectively. Both participants received BNT162b2 as primary 244 

vaccination and were males with low CD4+ T-cell nadirs <50 cells/µL and most recent CD4+ T-245 

cell counts of 230 cells/µL and 313 cells/µL.  246 

The mean increase in S1-specific antibodies was comparable between primary vaccination 247 

with ChAdOx1-S, BNT162b2 or Ad26.COV2.S. A mean increase of 3890 BAU/mL (95%CI:2945-248 

4835) was measured after primary vaccination with ChAdOx1-S, 4549 BAU/mL (95%CI:1986-249 

7112) after primary vaccination with BNT162b2 and 6744 BAU/mL (95%CI:-1978-15465) after 250 

primary vaccination with ad26.COV2.S (p=0.57). The mean increase in S1-specific antibodies 251 

was also not significantly different between most recent CD4+ T-cell count of <500 versus 252 

>500/mm3 (5400 BAU/mL versus 3895 BAU/mL, p=0.85), age 18-65 versus >65 years (4336 253 

BAU/mL versus 4183 BAU/mL, p=0.52) and male versus female (4372 BAU/mL versus 3714 254 

BAU/mL, p=0.42).  255 

A proportional odds generalized linear regression model was performed to investigate factors 256 

associated with the absolute increase in antibody response 28 days after the additional 257 

vaccination. This adjusted analysis did not identify significant associations between any of the 258 

patient characteristics of interest and S1-specific antibody responses (Table 2). 259 
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Neutralizing antibodies 260 

After additional vaccination, neutralizing antibodies against the ancestral SARS-CoV-2 were 261 

present in all subgroup participants (40/40) and against the Omicron (BA.1) variant in 65% of 262 

participants (26/40) (Figure 3A). Neutralizing antibodies against the ancestral virus were 263 

higher when participants had primary vaccination with ChadOx1-S compared to primary 264 

vaccination with BNT162b2, mean PRNT50 of 3526 versus 1611 (p=0.003). Neutralizing 265 

antibodies against the circulating Omicron variant were numerically higher as well after 266 

ChadOx1-S, mean PRNT50 of 889 versus 442 (p=0.46). 267 

A positive correlation between S1-specific antibodies and the neutralizing antibodies against 268 

the ancestral variant (R = 0.66, p<0.0001) was observed (Figure 3B). That correlation was less 269 

clear for neutralizing antibodies against the Omicron variant (R = 0.45, p<0.0001) (Figure 3C).  270 

Frequency of SARS-CoV-2 S-specific T-cells 271 

Before additional vaccination high frequencies of ancestral S-specific T-cells (median 0.075% 272 

[IQR:0.010-0.210]) and Omicron S-specific T-cells (median 0.055% [IQR:0.013-0.235]) were 273 

detected. Additional vaccination led to a non-significant increase in ancestral S-specific CD4+ 274 

T-cells (median 0.075%, p=0.51) (Figure 4). However, the proportion of PLWH with detectable 275 

ancestral S-specific CD4+ T-cells significantly increased from 27/40 (67.5%) before additional 276 

vaccination (T0) to 34/39 (87.2%) after additional vaccination (T1) (p=0.037). Omicron S-277 

specific CD4+ T-cells were comparable before and after additional vaccination (p=0.95), and 278 

also the proportion of PLWH with detectable Omicron S-specific CD4+ T-cells did not differ 279 

between T0 and T1 (p=0.945). 280 
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S-specific CD8+ T-cells were infrequently observed in study participants and no effect on S-281 

specific CD8+ T-cells was observed after additional vaccination for both the ancestral SARS-282 

CoV-2 (p=0.876) and the Omicron variant (p=0.482).  283 

Frequency and phenotype of SARS-CoV-2 S-specific B-cells 284 

Low frequencies (median 0.017% [IQR:0.001-0.034]) of S-specific B-cells were detected at T0. 285 

S-specific B-cells significantly increased (median 0.258% [IQR:0.126-0.488], p=0.0003) 28 days 286 

after participants received the additional vaccination (Figure 5A). The proportion of PLWH 287 

with detectable S-specific B-cells also significantly increased from 13/18 (72.2%) at T0 to all 288 

participants (100%) at T1 (p=0.016). To further investigate the phenotype of S-specific B-cells, 289 

we compared the frequencies of unswitched (IgD, IgM and IgMD) and switched (IgG and IgA) 290 

S-specific B-cells (Supplementary Figure 3). Although not many S-specific B-cells were present 291 

before the additional vaccination, the majority was already class-switched to IgG (mean 61%). 292 

However, a significant increase in switched IgG (mean 82%, p=0.013) was observed 28 days 293 

after the additional vaccination (Figure 5B). Longitudinal analysis of class-switching of S-294 

specific B-cells suggests a decrease in switched IgG+ S-specific B-cells after a primary 295 

vaccination regimen in the PLWH with initial hyporesponse (Supplementary Figure 4). Because 296 

the majority of S-specific B-cells class-switched to IgG, we further focused on this memory IgG-297 

compartment. As expected, percentages of IgG+ S-specific B-cells correlated with the S1-298 

specific antibodies (Figure 5C). However, percentages of IgG+ S-specific memory B-cells did 299 

not correlate with the most recent CD4+ T-cell count (Supplementary Figure 5). To investigate 300 

the phenotypical properties of IgG+ S-specific B-cells (e.g. migratory capacity (CXCR3), 301 

proliferating (Ki67), activation status (CD95), recent germinal center graduation (CD21-)[21], 302 

and memory subsets, like CD45RB+ B-cells and CD11c+CD19high cells[22]), we used a panel of 303 
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24 antibodies. In total, 6004 S-specific B-cells were measured from all samples. To visualize 304 

how the phenotype of S-specific B-cells changed after additional vaccination, we performed 305 

Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) dimensionality reduction and 306 

depicted the S-specific B-cells per timepoint in black (Figure 5D). Activated (CD95+), Migrating 307 

(CXCR3+) and memory (CD11c+CD19high) S-specific IgG+ B-cells were significantly most 308 

prevalent at T1, as were B-cells recently graduating from the germinal centers (CD21- B-cells). 309 

Proliferating (Ki67) S-specific IgG+ B-cells were not significantly different between T0 and T1 310 

(Figure 5E, Supplementary Figure 6).  311 

Reactogenicity 312 

The additional dose was well tolerated and no serious adverse events were reported. Overall, 313 

66.1% of the participants reported local or systemic adverse events, with pain at the injection 314 

site as most frequent local reaction and generalised myalgia and headache as most frequent 315 

systemic reactions (Supplementary Figure 3). 316 
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Discussion 317 

To our knowledge, this study is the first to report the immunogenicity of an additional SARS-318 

CoV-2 vaccination in PLWH who had a low antibody response after a primary vaccination 319 

regimen. A substantial increase in S1-specific antibodies and memory B-cells was shown, 320 

supporting the usefulness of additional booster vaccinations in PLWH and in particular for 321 

those with a documented hyporesponse after a primary vaccination regimen. 322 

Remarkably, there was no significant association between the increase in S1-specific 323 

antibodies and the primary vaccination regimen, most recent CD4+ T-cell count, nadir CD4+ 324 

T-cell count, age, and sex. However, smaller differences between these variables cannot be 325 

ruled out since the study was powered on overall responsiveness and not for absolute 326 

differences in S1-specific antibodies between groups.  327 

As expected, a positive correlation was observed between neutralization potency and S1-328 

specific antibodies. This supports the observation that the correlation between the magnitude 329 

of the antibody levels and neutralization for the ancestral strain is also true in PLWH for 330 

variants. Since neutralization was reported to be a correlate of protection against infection 331 

and disease, our data support a strategy to obtain an ultimate level of antibodies for optimal 332 

protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection in PLWH. 333 

S-specific T-cells were detected before the additional vaccination in the majority of PLWH, 334 

despite the low levels of S1-specific antibodies. This implicates that although it is important to 335 

boost S1-specific antibodies in hyporesponders, there still is a second line of defence. After an 336 

additional vaccination, the proportion of participants with detected CD4+ T-cells targeting the 337 

ancestral variant significantly increased, but not for the Omicron variant and neither was such 338 
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effect observed for CD8+ T-cell responses. However, it is known that these S1-specific T-cells 339 

against ancestral SARS-CoV-2 cross-react with Omicron[23]. 340 

Furthermore, there was a significant induction of activated/homing and memory S-specific B-341 

cells after additional vaccination that correlated with the S1-specific antibodies. Combined 342 

with the longitudinal B-cell data from four participants, this implicates that an additional 343 

vaccination is needed in these PLWH with hyporesponse to induce activation and memory B-344 

cells for durable protection. 345 

Other studies of additional SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations in different immunocompromised patient 346 

groups with a hyporesponse after a primary vaccination regimen also show that additional 347 

vaccination led to an increase in antibody levels. Nonetheless, lower seroconversion rates 348 

above a predefined cut-off were observed[24, 25]. However, the cut-offs for response differed 349 

between the studies and some studies only included participants with an antibody level <50 350 

BAU/mL after a primary vaccination regimen, making the results less comparable with this 351 

study. A comparable study in patients receiving chemotherapy, immunotherapy, or both for 352 

solid tumours showed that 46 of the 48 hyporesponders reached S1-specific antibodies >300 353 

BAU/mL 28 days after a third mRNA-1273 vaccination[26]. Therefore, compared to the 354 

literature on additional vaccinations in immunocompromised patients’ groups, PLWH that are 355 

on an effective cART regimen with hyporesponse after a primary vaccination regimen appear 356 

to seroconvert more frequently and with higher increases in magnitude of S1-specific antibody 357 

response after an additional vaccine dose.  358 

Our study had several limitations. First, our study population had an imbalance in sex 359 

distribution. Participants were generally virally suppressed on cART with CD4+ T-cell counts 360 

above 500 cells/μL, limiting the generalisability to the overall population of PLWH. 361 
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Furthermore, the absence of a control group should be noted. Measuring the S1-specific 362 

antibodies is no standard policy in the healthy population, making it difficult to compose a 363 

control group of hyporesponders. Although we did not meet our predefined sample size for a 364 

study power of >95%, the observed effect size was considerably higher than anticipated. As a 365 

consequence, the risk of an underpowered study is very unlikely. Our results show the 366 

immune responses before and 28 days after an additional vaccination. Further follow-up will 367 

take place at 6, 12, 18 and 24 months after the additional vaccination to determine the waning 368 

of immune responses in PLWH, which is important as faster waning of some other vaccines 369 

has been observed in this population[27]. Decay of S1-specific antibodies and T-cell responses 370 

has been described in a small study population of eight PLWH compared to 25 controls two 371 

weeks and six months after a primary vaccination regimen[28]. Virally suppressed PLWH with 372 

high CD4+ T-cell counts showed persistent S1-specific T-cell responses and a significant decline 373 

in S1-specific antibodies, both similar to healthy controls. However, our follow-up will take 374 

place in a larger study population, with both initial hyporesponders and adequate responders, 375 

and with different vaccination regimens. Ideally, our results should be confirmed by clinical 376 

outcome studies in PLWH. Therefore, we will also collect clinical data during the two-year 377 

follow-up, including the incidence of breakthrough infections.  378 

In conclusion, an additional mRNA-1273 vaccination substantially improved humoral and 379 

cellular immune response in PLWH with low SARS-CoV-2 antibodies after a primary 380 

vaccination regimen. This shows that additional vaccinations are an effective approach in 381 

compensating for the reduced antibody responses in PLWH. In addition, the results of this 382 

study indicate that also primary vaccine responsive people with waning vaccine induced 383 

responses can expect benefit from future boosters to reinforce protection against infection 384 

with viral variants.385 
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Tables 529 

Table 1. Baseline characteristics of PLWH. 530 

 COVIH 

participants 

COVIH-BOOST participants 

 With 

hyporesponse, 

not included 

N = 99 

With 

hyporesponse, 

included 

N = 66 

Primary mRNA 

vaccinationa 

N = 22 

Primary vector 

vaccinationb  

N = 44 

Sex assigned at birth  

Male 87 (87.9) 57 (86.4) 20 (90.9) 37 (84.1) 

Female 12 (12.1) 9 (13.6) 2 (9.1) 7 (15.9) 

Age category  

18-55 years 33 (33.3) 9 (13.6) 5 (22.7) 4 (9.1) 

56-65 years 43 (43.4) 34 (51.5) 3 (13.6) 31 (70.5) 

65+ years 23 (23.2) 23 (34.9) 14 (63.6) 9 (20.5) 

SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations in primary schedule  

BNT162b2 37 (37.4) 22 (33.3) 22 (100) N/A  

mRNA-1273 4 (4.0) N/A N/A  N/A 

ChAdOx1-S 42 (42.4) 40 (60.6) N/A 40 (90.9) 

Ad26.COV2.S 16 (16.2) 4 (6.1) N/A 4 (9.1) 

On cART 

Yes 99 (100) 64 (97.0) 20 (90.9) 44 (100) 

Most recent plasma HIV viral load 
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<50 copies/mL 93 (93.9) 63 (95.5) 20 (90.9) 43 (97.7) 

≥50 copies/mL 6 (6.1) 3 (4.5) 2 (9.1) 1 (2.3) 

Most recent CD4+ T-cell count 

<250 cells/µL 13 (13.1) 5 (7.6) 4 (18.2) 1 (2.3) 

250-500 cells/µL 21 (21.2) 12 (18.2) 5 (22.7) 7 (15.9) 

>500 cells/µL 65 (65.7) 49 (74.2) 13 (59.1) 36 (81.8) 

Nadir CD4+ T-cell count  

<250 cells/µL 45 (45.5) 31 (47.0) 12 (54.5) 19 (43.2) 

250-500 cells/µL 32 (32.3) 19 (28.8) 5 (22.7) 14 (31.8) 

>500 cells/µL 9 (9.1) 7 (10.6) 1 (4.5) 6 (13.6) 

Unknown 13 (13.1) 9 (13.6) 4 (18.2) 5 (11.4) 

Use of immunosuppressant medication 

Yes 4 (4.0) 0 0 0 

Days since 

completing primary 

vaccination 

N/A 172 [154-195] 192 [165-206] 168 [152-181] 

Values are number (percentage) for categorical variables or median [IQR] for continuous 531 

variables. aBNT162b2, mRNA-1273. bChadOx1-S, Ad26.COV2.S. N/A: not applicable, cART: 532 

combination antiretroviral therapy, IQR: interquartile range.533 
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Table 2. Multiple linear regression model of the association between antibody response and 534 

different variables in PLWH (N=66) after additional vaccination. The association between 535 

patient-related and vaccine-related variables on the absolute increase in S1-specific binding 536 

antibodies 28 days after the additional mRNA-1273 vaccination in PLWH with hyporesponse 537 

after a primary vaccination regimen was investigated by means of a proportional odds 538 

generalized linear regression model.  539 

 S1-specific binding antibodies 28 days after 

additional vaccination in 66 PLWH 

Variable Estimate 95% CI  p-value 

Male sex 869.1 -2483 to 4221 0.61 

Age >65 vs 18-65 years -576.3 -3851 to 2698 0.73 

Most recent CD4+ T-cell count 

<500/mm3 vs >500/mm3 

1301 -1257 to 3859 0.31 

Nadir CD4+ T-cell count <500/mm3 

vs >500/mm3 

-1175 -4288 to 1938 0.45 

Primary vaccination type mRNA -523.4 -3498 to 2452 0.73 

540 
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Figures 541 

Figure 1. Study overview. Overview of the initial COVIH study and the COVIH-BOOST substudy 542 

with the number of included participants. A total of N=66 participants with hyporesponse 543 

after a primary vaccination regimen were enrolled in the substudy for additional mRNA-1273 544 

vaccination and study of their immune response. N/A: not applicable. 545 

546 
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Figure 2. SARS-CoV-2 S1-specific binding antibody levels in PLWH after additional mRNA-547 

1273 vaccination. Levels of S1-specific binding antibodies measured 28 days after the 548 

additional mRNA-1273 vaccination in all 66 PLWH (grey), in 22 PLWH after primary vaccination 549 

with BNT162b2 (blue), in 40 PLWH after primary vaccination with ChadOx1-S (yellow), and in 550 

four PLWH after primary vaccination with Ad26.COV2.S (red). The thick horizontal bar shows 551 

the mean S1-specific binding antibody level, also indicated above the graph, with error bars 552 

showing the standard error of the mean. LLoD is 4.81 BAU/mL, adequate responder (resp) cut-553 

off is 300 BAU/mL (dotted line). Comparisons of timepoints were performed by paired t test. 554 

S: spike, LLoD: lower limit of detection, T0: before additional vaccination, T1: 28 days after 555 

additional vaccination. 556 

557 
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Figure 3. Neutralizing antibodies to SARS-CoV-2 in subgroup participants (N=40) after 558 

additional mRNA-1273 vaccination. (A) PRNT50 titer measured 28 days after the additional 559 

mRNA-1273 vaccination against the ancestral SARS-CoV-2 (D614G) and Omicron (BA.1) variant 560 

after primary vaccination with ChAdOx1-S (yellow) and BNT162b2 (blue). The thick horizontal 561 

bar shows the mean neutralizing antibody titer, also indicated above the graph, with error 562 

bars showing the standard error of the mean. LLoD is 10. Comparisons between the two 563 

different primary vaccination groups were performed using unpaired t test. (B) Correlation 564 

between the S1-specific binding antibody levels and neutralizing antibody levels targeting the 565 

ancestral SARS-CoV-2 by a linear regression analysis on transformed data, R=0.66, p<0.0001. 566 

(C) Correlation between the S1-specific binding antibody levels and neutralizing antibody 567 

levels targeting the Omicron BA.1 variant by a linear regression analysis on transformed data, 568 

R=0.45, p<0.0001. Adequate responder (resp) cut-off is 300 BAU/mL (dotted line). LLoD: lower 569 

limit of detection, S: spike. 570 

 571 
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Figure 4. Frequency of SARS-CoV-2 S-specific T-cells in subgroup participants (n=40) before 572 

and 28 days after additional mRNA-1273 vaccination. CD4+ (CD4+CD40L+CD137+) and CD8+ 573 

(CD8+CD69+CD137+) T-cell responses to ancestral spike (Wuhan-Hu1) and Omicron spike 574 

(BA.1) measured by the AIM assay before additional vaccination (T0) compared to 28 days 575 

after additional vaccination (T1). Participants who received ChAdOx1-S as primary vaccination 576 

are shown in yellow, participants who received BNT162b2 as primary vaccination are shown 577 

in blue. The horizontal line shows the median, also indicated above the graph. The total 578 

numbers of participants with detectable S-specific T-cells are indicated below the graphs. 579 

Comparisons of timepoints were performed by unpaired t test. AIM: activation induced 580 

marker assay, S: spike, T0: before additional vaccination, T1: 28 days after additional 581 

vaccination. 582 
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Figure 5. Frequency and phenotype of SARS-CoV-2 S-specific B-cells in subgroup participants 583 

(n=18) before and 28 days after an additional mRNA-1273 vaccination. (A) Percentages of S-584 

specific B-cells are shown as frequencies from total B-cells per individual and each individual 585 

is colored according to the primary vaccination regimen (yellow: ChAdOx1-s (n=8) and blue: 586 

BNT162b2 (n=10)). The horizontal line shows the median. (B) Isotype usage of S-specific B-587 

cells are shown as stacked bars at T0 and T1. (C) Correlation plot between S1-specific binding 588 

antibody levels and IgG+ S-specific B-cells. Pearson correlation analysis on non-transformed 589 

data is depicted and linear regression results shown as a black line with red shaded 95% 590 

confidence intervals. (D) Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) for all 6004 591 

S-specific B-cells (grey) to cluster cells based on 24 different markers. S-specific B-cells are 592 

overlaid based on timepoint (black) on top of all cells (grey). Normalized expression of six 593 

selected markers is shown below the overlaid UMAP. Expression plots for all markers can be 594 

found in Supplementary Figure 6. (E) Manually gated B-cell subsets are shown within the IgG+ 595 

B-cell compartment at each timepoint. Statistical analyses, Wilcoxon matched pairs tests were 596 

performed for panels A, B and E to compare T0 vs T1. *=p<0.05, **=p<0.01, ***=p<0.001. 597 

Individuals and median values are shown for panels A and E. Means with standard error of 598 

means are shown in panel B. 599 
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