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Summary 37 

Waning antibody responses after COVID-19 vaccination combined with the emergence of the 38 

SARS-CoV-2 Omicron lineage led to reduced vaccine effectiveness. As a countermeasure, 39 

bivalent mRNA-based booster vaccines encoding the ancestral spike protein in combination 40 

with that of Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 were introduced. Since then, BA.2-descendent lineages have 41 

become dominant, such as XBB.1.5 or BA.2.86. Here, we assessed how different COVID-19 42 

priming regimens affect the immunogenicity of the recently used bivalent booster vaccinations 43 

and breakthrough infections. BA.1 and BA.5 bivalent vaccines boosted neutralizing antibodies 44 

and T-cells up to 3 months after boost; however, cross-neutralization of XBB.1.5 was poor. 45 

Interestingly, different combinations of prime-boost regimens induced divergent responses: 46 

participants primed with Ad26.COV2.S developed lower binding antibody levels after bivalent 47 

boost while neutralization and T-cell responses were similar to mRNA-based primed 48 

participants. In contrast, the breadth of neutralization was higher in mRNA-primed and bivalent 49 

BA.5 boosted participants. Combined, we highlight important ‘lessons learned’ from the 50 

employed COVID-19 vaccination strategies. Our data further support the use of monovalent 51 

vaccines based on circulating strains when vaccinating risk groups, as recently recommended 52 

by the WHO. We emphasize the importance of the continuous assessment of immune 53 

responses targeting circulating variants to guide future COVID-19 vaccination policies. 54 

 55 
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Introduction 60 

Vaccination against coronavirus disease-2019 (COVID-19) provides protection against infection, 61 

hospitalization, and mortality1,2. However, ongoing waning of severe acute respiratory syndrome 62 

coronavirus-2 (SARS-CoV-2)-specific immune responses and the continuous evolution of 63 

antigenically distinct variants result in an overall reduction of vaccine effectiveness3. The 64 

currently circulating Omicron BA.2-descendent variants such as XBB.1.5 are the most immune 65 

evasive to date4-6. This leads to an ongoing arms race: adapted vaccines are required to retain 66 

effective protection on a population level, especially in vulnerable at-risk patients, in the face of 67 

new emerging variants. As a countermeasure, mRNA-based bivalent vaccines incorporating an 68 

Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 spike (S) protein in combination with the ancestral S were introduced in 69 

20227,8. 70 

 71 

While mRNA-based vaccines, including BNT162b2 and mRNA-1273, were initially shown to 72 

have higher vaccine efficacy over adenovirus-vectored vaccines (Ad26.COV2.S and ChAdOx1-73 

S) in a primary vaccination series3,9, it is not known whether the different original priming 74 

regimens have a long-lasting imprinting effect on the magnitude, durability, or breadth of the 75 

SARS-CoV-2-specific immune response10. Heterologous COVID-19 vaccination with different 76 

vaccine platforms but the same S antigen was demonstrated to be at least non-inferior 77 

regarding immunogenicity when compared to homologous priming with either mRNA-based or 78 

adenovirus-based vaccines alone11-13. Shaping of the immune response as a consequence of 79 

exposure to different S antigens was mostly studied in the context of hybrid immunity, a 80 

combination of vaccination and infection. These studies showed evidence for serological 81 

imprinting to the ancestral S protein, but also the induction of variant-specific immune 82 

responses14-16. 83 

 84 
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The SWITCH-ON trial17,18 aimed to evaluate the mRNA-based bivalent BA.1 and BA.5 booster 85 

vaccines developed by Pfizer (BNT162b2) or Moderna (mRNA-1273.214 and mRNA-1273.222) 86 

against the background of different priming regimens (mRNA-based or adeno-based), by 87 

addressing three crucial questions: (1) How immunogenic are Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 bivalent 88 

booster vaccines? (2) Do BA.1 or BA.5 bivalent booster vaccines differ in the induction of broad 89 

neutralizing antibody responses, including adequate neutralization of XBB-descendent variants? 90 

(3) How do immune responses among different original priming vaccination regimens evolve 91 

over time and what can we learn for the future? 92 

 93 

Results 94 

 95 

Study design and baseline characteristics 96 

A total of 434 healthcare workers (HCW) were included in the SWITCH-ON trial after screening 97 

of 592 potential participants (Figure 1, baseline characteristics in Supplementary Tables S2 98 

and S3). HCW received either Ad26.COV2.S or an mRNA-based (mRNA-1273 or BNT162b2) 99 

priming vaccination regimen, followed by at least one mRNA-based booster vaccination before 100 

inclusion in this study. The SWITCH-ON trial comprised two groups to which the participants 101 

were randomly assigned: (1) a direct boost group (DB) (n=219, accounting for dropouts) or (2) a 102 

postponed boost (PPB) group (n=183, accounting for dropouts). Participants in the DB group 103 

were vaccinated in October 2022 with an Omicron BA.1 bivalent vaccine (BNT162b2 Omicron 104 

BA.1 or mRNA-1273.214); participants in the PPB group were vaccinated in December 2022 105 

with an Omicron BA.5 bivalent vaccine (BNT162b2 Omicron BA.5 or mRNA-1273.222). 106 

Samples were collected before bivalent vaccination, at 7 and 28 days post-vaccination, and at 107 

approximately 3 months post-vaccination (Supplementary Figure S1). No formal statistical 108 

tests were performed to test for differences within or between groups as we deviated from the 109 

original protocol in terms of pre-specified outcomes and a lower than anticipated sample size18. 110 
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 111 

Bivalent COVID-19 vaccines induce antibody and T-cell responses 112 

The immunogenicity of Omicron BA.1 bivalent vaccines up to 28 days post-vaccination in the 113 

SWITCH-ON trial was reported previously17. Both S-specific IgG binding and neutralizing 114 

antibodies targeting ancestral SARS-CoV-2 increased within the first 28 days, with most of the 115 

increase occurring between day 0 and 7 (Figure 2a,b). S-specific T-cell responses increased 116 

rapidly in the first 7 days post-vaccination and subsequently waned (Figure 2c). At 3 months 117 

post-vaccination, all of the measured immune parameters had decreased in comparison to the 118 

previous study visit. Whereas antibodies did not yet wane to baseline levels, T-cell responses 119 

returned close to baseline. The magnitude and kinetics of antibody and T-cell responses 120 

induced by Omicron BA.5 bivalent booster vaccination were comparable to Omicron BA.1 121 

bivalent boost, again with most of the increase occurring within the first 7 days (Figure 2d-f). 122 

Overall, a comparable boost of (neutralizing) antibody and T-cell responses against ancestral 123 

SARS-CoV-2 was observed after either Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 bivalent boost, independent of 124 

the timing of vaccine administration. 125 

 126 

mRNA-based priming leads to higher binding antibody levels after bivalent boost 127 

The two groups (DB, Omicron BA.1 bivalent boost; PPB, Omicron BA.5 bivalent boost) could 128 

each be subdivided into four subgroups, based on different priming and bivalent booster 129 

regimens: (1) Ad26.COV2.S prime and mRNA-1273.214 or mRNA-1273.222 boost, (2) 130 

Ad26.COV2.S prime and BNT162b2 Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 boost, (3) mRNA (mRNA-1273 or 131 

BNT162b2)-based prime and mRNA-1273.214 or mRNA-1273.222 boost, and (4) mRNA-based 132 

prime and BNT162b2 BA.1 or BA.5 boost (Supplementary Figure S1). Notably, Omicron BA.1- 133 

and BA.5-boosted participants who had previously received an mRNA-based priming 134 

vaccination regimen consistently had higher levels of S-specific binding antibodies than those 135 

who received an Ad26.COV2.S priming (Figure 3a,b, compare green and blue to red and 136 
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yellow). This effect of the original priming was not observed for ancestral SARS-CoV-2 137 

neutralizing antibodies or T-cell responses (Supplementary Figure S2). Of specific interest, 138 

bivalent booster vaccination with mRNA-1273.214 or mRNA-1273.222 resulted in a larger 139 

increase of binding and neutralizing antibodies than boosting with their BNT162b2 counterparts 140 

did, indicating that these vaccines are more immunogenic (Figure 3 and Supplementary 141 

Figure S3). Both findings underline that different prime-boost regimens lead to divergent 142 

immune responses. 143 

 144 

mRNA-based prime followed by BA.5 bivalent boost leads to broad neutralization 145 

Neutralizing antibodies against relevant Omicron variants BA.1 and BA.5 (encoded by the 146 

vaccines), and XBB.1.5 (circulating) were measured to assess the breadth of the neutralization 147 

response (Figure 4a,b). Comparable to ancestral SARS-CoV-2 neutralization, Omicron BA.1 148 

and BA.5 neutralization were boosted by both the BA.1 and BA.5 bivalent booster vaccines; 149 

however, levels remained below those for ancestral SARS-CoV-2 neutralization at all 150 

timepoints. At 3 months post-vaccination, waning of neutralizing antibodies was observed. 151 

Remarkably, when correlating ancestral- and variant-specific neutralizing antibody titers 152 

(Supplementary Figure S4), it was clear that waning of Omicron BA.1 and BA.5 neutralizing 153 

antibodies occurred at a slower rate compared to ancestral SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing 154 

antibodies. This was true for both individuals boosted with the bivalent Omicron BA.1 (Figure 155 

4c,e) or BA.5 vaccine (Figure 4d,f). The circulating Omicron XBB.1.5 was poorly cross-156 

neutralized at 3 months after bivalent boost, irrespective of the different prime-boost regimens 157 

(Figure 4a,b). In participants boosted with the bivalent Omicron BA.5 vaccine, a preferential 158 

boost of Omicron BA.5 neutralization was observed. This was not the case for Omicron BA.1 159 

neutralizing antibodies in participants boosted with the bivalent Omicron BA.1 vaccine (Figure 160 

4g, compare orange with purple radar plot). When subdividing participants boosted with bivalent 161 

Omicron BA.5 in their respective prime-boost regimens, preferential boosting of Omicron BA.5 162 
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neutralization was restricted to participants who were primed with an mRNA-based vaccine 163 

(Figure 4h). Participants primed with Ad26.COV2.S retained a narrow neutralizing response, 164 

despite receiving the bivalent Omicron BA.5 booster. 165 

 166 

Breakthrough infections lead to comparatively low levels of immune responses 167 

In the PPB group, which was included in September 2022 but scheduled to receive the bivalent 168 

Omicron BA.5 vaccine in December 2022, 13 test-confirmed infections were detected before 169 

administration of the booster dose (Figure 5a). These participants were subsequently excluded 170 

from the vaccine trajectory and analyzed separately as part of a natural infection-related sub-171 

study. Breakthrough infection before bivalent vaccination boosted S-specific binding antibodies 172 

and T-cell responses. However, binding antibody levels 7 days (GMT 3,655 BAU/mL [95% CI 173 

2,167-6,166]) and 28 days (GMT 5,025 BAU/mL [95% CI 3,264-7,737]) post-infection (Figure 174 

5b) were considerably lower than compared to the same time interval post-vaccination (7d: 175 

GMT 10,503 BAU/mL [95% CI 9,218-11,969]; 28d: GMT 12,814 BAU/mL [95% CI 11,271-176 

14,569], shown in Figure 2d). T-cell responses and Omicron neutralizing antibodies were 177 

comparable to post-vaccination responses, although T-cell responses returned to baseline 178 

faster compared to post-vaccination (Figure 5c,d). In addition, 59 breakthrough infections after 179 

administration of either bivalent Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 booster vaccination were detected 180 

through various methods (test-confirmed or detection of nucleocapsid-specific antibodies). Of 181 

these participants, samples collected prior to infection were included in the preceding 182 

immunogenicity analyses. Notably, breakthrough infection after Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 bivalent 183 

boost did not result in an additional increase of antibody or T-cell responses in comparison to 184 

the already vaccine-induced levels (Supplementary Figure S5). Overall, breakthrough 185 

infections before and after vaccination were comparatively poorly immunogenic compared to 186 

vaccine-induced immune responses. 187 

 188 
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Discussion 189 

Here, we report that Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 bivalent booster vaccination results in rapid recall of 190 

humoral and cellular immune responses, which wane at 3 months post-vaccination. By 191 

simultaneously assessing multiple immune parameters, we found divergent immune responses 192 

after distinct COVID-19 vaccination regimens. 193 

 194 

The immunogenicity and boosting of SARS-CoV-2-specific immune responses by Omicron BA.1 195 

or BA.5 bivalent vaccination was in line with previous studies7,17,19. As published vaccination 196 

trials often do not take original priming vaccination regimens into account, no studies to our 197 

knowledge have assessed bivalent vaccine immunogenicity in the context of different priming 198 

regimens. Here, we find two important differences between bivalent-boosted participants primed 199 

with either Ad26.COV2.S or an mRNA-based vaccine: (1) mRNA-based priming leads to higher 200 

antibody levels upon boost, and (2) BA.5-bivalent boost only led to broad neutralization profiles 201 

in mRNA-primed participants. This could be related to biological differences between the 202 

vaccine platforms, as it was already shown that the vaccine effectiveness for adenovirus-203 

vectored vaccines was lower compared to mRNA-based vaccines3,9 204 

 205 

When zooming in on the booster vaccines, mRNA-1273.214 and mRNA-1273.222 proved more 206 

immunogenic than their BNT162b2 Omicron BA.1 and BA.5 counterparts. This supports a 207 

recent Moderna-funded retrospective cohort study, which reported a greater effectiveness of 208 

mRNA-1273.222 compared with BNT162b2 Omicron BA.5 in preventing COVID-19-related 209 

hospitalizations and outpatient visits20. The differences in immunogenicity and efficacy between 210 

the Pfizer and Moderna vaccines are likely explained by differences in dose and/or antigen 211 

design. At 3 month post-bivalent booster vaccination, we uniformly observed waning of all 212 

measured immune parameters, consistent with previous reports21,22. Interestingly, Omicron BA.1 213 

and BA.5 neutralizing antibodies waned slower compared to ancestral SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing 214 
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antibodies after bivalent boost. The number of antigen exposures could be underlying this 215 

observation; repeated exposure is thought to boost antibodies of the IgG4 subclass, potentially 216 

affecting functionality23. 217 

 218 

Neutralizing antibodies are assumed to be the immunological correlate of protection against 219 

symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection9 and severe disease24. Based on this assumption, ‘variant-220 

modified’ booster vaccinations were predicted to offer an elevated level of protection25. While 221 

the overall effectiveness of Omicron bivalent vaccination has been described20,26-28, we show 222 

that the cross-neutralization of the circulating BA.2-descendent Omicron variant XBB.1.5 was 223 

poor after administration of either the Omicron BA.1 or the BA.5 bivalent booster vaccine, in line 224 

with previous reports4-6. It was recently demonstrated via receptor-binding domain (RBD) 225 

depletion experiments that the immune response following an Omicron BA.5 bivalent booster 226 

vaccination is primarily ancestral-specific and only cross-reactive towards BA.5, and that the 227 

concentrations of BA.5-specific antibodies are low29. This is in line with a report that spike-228 

binding monoclonal antibodies derived memory B-cells isolated from individuals boosted with 229 

variant-modified mRNA vaccines (Beta/Delta bivalent or Omicron BA.1 monovalent) 230 

predominantly recognized the ancestral SARS-CoV-2 spike protein, with only a low frequency of 231 

de novo B-cells targeting variant-specific epitopes30. Similarly, induction of new antibody 232 

responses from naïve B cells was shown to be suppressed after sequential homologous 233 

boosting15. As demonstrated by the low XBB.1.5 neutralizing antibody levels at 3 month post-234 

bivalent booster independent of the prime-boost regimen, it is logical to assume that these 235 

antibodies are even less cross-reactive with potential future lineages that are antigenically even 236 

more distinct31,32. Their reliance on the de novo induction of antigen-specific B cells to maintain 237 

vaccine effectiveness may be even larger. Consequently, this argues in favor of employing 238 

monovalent vaccines based on emerging lineages in subsequent vaccination campaigns, as 239 

recently recommended by the WHO33. 240 
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 241 

The immunogenicity of SARS-CoV-2 breakthrough infections in comparison to booster 242 

vaccinations has not been extensively studied. Although we had a relatively small study size, 243 

and the variation between participants who had a breakthrough infection was large, we did find 244 

that breakthrough infections appear not as immunogenic as vaccination. In participants that had 245 

been enrolled but not yet vaccinated, a comparatively low boost of antibodies and rapidly 246 

waning boost of T-cell responses was detected upon breakthrough. Furthermore, in participants 247 

that had been vaccinated between 28 days and 3 months prior, no additional boost in S-specific 248 

responses was detected upon breakthrough, likely because antibody and T-cell responses were 249 

already relatively high. However, we only measured S-specific responses; breakthroughs could 250 

have potentially boosted immune responses to other antigens. Additionally, it is unknown how 251 

breakthrough infections with a variant effect protection from future infections. 252 

 253 

Combined, our data emphasize important ‘lessons learned’ from the COVID-19 pandemic and 254 

associated vaccination strategies: (1) the original priming vaccination has an imprinting effect on 255 

the immune system that can still be observed after at least two mRNA-based booster vaccines, 256 

and (2) not all mRNA-based booster vaccines are equally immunogenic; in the SWITCH-ON trial 257 

only bivalent Omicron BA.5 vaccination broadened the neutralizing antibody response, whereas 258 

the bivalent BA.1 vaccine did not. Our data support the recent vaccination advice from the WHO 259 

(as of May 2023)33 to vaccinate risk groups with monovalent vaccines based on the circulating 260 

XBB.1-descendent lineage, as the current (bivalent) vaccines only induce limited cross-261 

neutralization. Our data emphasize the importance to continuously evaluate immune responses 262 

and cross-reactivity with circulating variants to guide future COVID-19 vaccination policy 263 

making. 264 

 265 

Methods 266 
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 267 

Study design and participants 268 

The SWITCH-ON study is an ongoing multicenter, open-label, randomized controlled trial, which 269 

was conducted in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. Participants were randomized to 270 

either the direct boost group (DB) or the postponed boost group (PPB), who received a booster 271 

vaccination with an Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 bivalent vaccine in October or December 2022, 272 

respectively. This article reports the data for both study groups covering the period from the day 273 

of booster vaccination until 3 months post-vaccination. All participants involved in the study 274 

have given written informed consent prior to the first study visit. 275 

 276 

HCW between the age of 18 to 65 years were invited to join the SWITCH-ON trial from four 277 

academic hospitals in the Netherlands (Amsterdam University Medical Center, Erasmus Medical 278 

Center, Leiden University Medical Center, and University Medical Center Groningen). Eligible 279 

participants were primed with either one/two dose(s) of adenovirus-based (Ad26.COV2.S) or 280 

two doses of mRNA-based vaccine (BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273), and have received at least one 281 

mRNA-based booster. Prior SARS-CoV-2 infections were allowed; however, the last booster 282 

vaccination or SARS-CoV-2 infection had to have occurred at least 12 weeks before the bivalent 283 

booster was due, as per advised interval between boosts from the National Institute for Public 284 

Health and the Environment (RIVM)34. Infection history was collected through a self-reported 285 

questionnaire. The full list of inclusion and exclusion criteria can be found in the study 286 

protocol18. 287 

 288 

Randomization and masking 289 

All eligible participants were randomized using Castor software to the DB (Omicron BA.1 290 

bivalent boost) or PPB (Omicron BA.5 bivalent boost) group in a 1:1 ratio by block 291 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.25.23294606doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.25.23294606
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


randomization with block sizes of 16 and 24. Due to the set-up of the study, it was not possible 292 

to blind participants from randomization. Therefore, participants were informed about their group 293 

allocation prior to the first study visit. Randomization was completed by research assistants who 294 

were not involved in statistical analyses. Laboratory personnel were not masked from 295 

randomization allocations. 296 

 297 

Procedures 298 

Participants in the DB group received an Omicron BA.1 bivalent booster in October 2022. If 299 

participants were younger than 45 years old, BNT162b2 Omicron BA.1 was administered; 300 

mRNA-1273.214 was administered to participants 45 years and older. This age division was 301 

introduced as per advice from the RIVM34. Following consultation with the RIVM, the age 302 

division was removed for the PPB group, and participants were randomized to receive the 303 

Omicron bivalent booster vaccination with either BNT162b2 Omicron BA.5 or mRNA-1273.222. 304 

In both groups, blood was taken during the first study visit (study visit 1, day 0). Additional blood 305 

samples were collected in subsequent study visits: study visit 2 (day 7 ± 1 days after boost), 306 

study visit 3 (day 28 ± 2 days after boost) and study visit 4 (day 90 ± 14 days after boost). 307 

 308 

A baseline characteristics questionnaire was obtained after randomization to collect information 309 

about year of birth, biological sex, height, weight, ancestry, occupation, history of SARS-CoV-2 310 

infection, and history of COVID-19 vaccination. A few days prior to each study visit, participants 311 

received a questionnaire to detect SARS-CoV-2 infections between the last and upcoming study 312 

visit. Via this infection questionnaire, we could identify participants who had an infection during 313 

the course of the study. 314 

(1) If the infection occurred between the informed consent session and the first vaccination 315 

study visit, participants were invited to join a sub-study to analyze immunological 316 

response after natural infection and they would be excluded from vaccination trajectory. 317 
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In this sub-study, blood samples would be collected at 7 and 28 days after participants 318 

tested positive (by at-home antigen test) for COVID-19 (Figure 5). 319 

(2) If the infection occurred between baseline and day 28 post-vaccination, no additional 320 

blood samples were taken as the mixed effect of natural infection and vaccination would 321 

be difficult to distinguish. These participants were excluded from all analyses. 322 

(3) If the infection occurred between study visits day 28 and 3 months post-vaccination, 323 

participants would be invited for additional blood sampling on day 7 and 28 after they 324 

had tested positive, and remained in the study. Samples collected prior to infection were 325 

included in the immunogenicity analysis (Supplementary Figure 5). 326 

 327 

Outcomes 328 

According to the study protocol, the primary outcome was the fold change (i.e., geometric mean 329 

ratio [GMR]) in antibody response between baseline and 28 days after boost across both 330 

groups. Secondary outcomes were fast response, S-specific T-cell response and levels of 331 

neutralizing antibodies17,18. Here, we report observational data on magnitude and quality of the 332 

immunological response. Therefore, a descriptive approach was used to describe the 333 

immunogenicity of bivalent booster vaccinations over the period of 3 months following 334 

vaccination. We measured S-specific IgG binding antibodies, S-specific T-cell responses, and 335 

neutralization of the ancestral, BA.1, BA.5, and XBB.1.5 variants. Similar parameters were 336 

analyzed in the infection sub-study.  337 

 338 

Identification of recent SARS-CoV-2 infection 339 

Infections were either identified via self-reporting of participants following a positive test result in 340 

an at-home antigen test, or the detection of SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid (N)-specific antibodies. 341 

N-specific antibodies were measured at baseline and at 3 month post-boost using the Abbott 342 

SARS-CoV-2 IgG assay following the manufacturer’s instructions. N-specific antibody levels 343 
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were expressed in a signal-to-cutoff (S/CO) ratio and the manufacturer-recommended cut-off for 344 

positivity of ≥1.4 S/CO was used. If a participants had detectable N-specific antibodies at 3 345 

month post-boost, the other timepoints at 7 and 28 days post-boost were also tested to narrow 346 

down the moment of infection. All samples from the timepoint N-specific antibodies were 347 

detectable (or increased at least two-fold) and onwards were excluded from the immunogenicity 348 

analyses of bivalent booster vaccinations. 349 

 350 

Detection of SARS-CoV-2 S1-specific IgG antibodies 351 

S1-specific antibodies were measured as previously described35, by Liaison SARS-CoV-2 352 

TrimericS IgG assay (DiaSorin). The lower limit of detection (LLoD) was 4.81 BAU/mL and the 353 

cut-off for positivity was 33.8 BAU/mL, according to manufacturer’s instructions. 354 

 355 

Detection of SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibodies 356 

Serum samples were tested for the presence of neutralizing antibodies against ancestral SARS-357 

CoV-2, and the Omicron BA.1, BA.5, and XBB.1.5 variants in a plaque reduction neutralization 358 

test (PRNT) as previously described17. Viruses were cultured from clinical material and 359 

sequences were confirmed by next-generation sequencing: D614G (ancestral; GISAID: hCov-360 

19/Netherlands/ZH-EMC-2498), Omicron BA.1 (GISAID: hCoV-19/Netherlands/LI-SQD-361 

01032/2022), Omicron BA.5 (EVAg: 010V-04723; hCovN19/Netherlands/ZHNEMCN5892), and 362 

Omicron XBB.1.5 (GISAID: hCov-19/Netherlands/NH-EMC-5667). The human airway Calu-3 363 

cell line (ATCC HTB-55) was used to grow virus stocks and to conduct PRNT. Calu-3 cells were 364 

cultured in OptiMEM supplemented with GlutaMAX (Gibco), penicillin (100 units/mL, Capricorn 365 

Scientific), streptomycin (0.1 mg/mL, Capricorn Scientific), and 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS; 366 

Sigma). Briefly, heat-inactivated sera were diluted two-fold serially diluted in OptiMEM without 367 

FBS. The dilutions ranges were based on the respective variant and the S-specific binding 368 

antibody level: ancestral SARS-CoV-2 (<1,500 BAU/mL: 1:10 – 1:1,280; 1,500 – 6,000 BAU/mL: 369 
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1:80 – 1:10,240; >6,000 BAU/mL: 1:640 – 1: 81,920), Omicron BA.1/BA.5 variants (<6,000 370 

BAU/mL: 1:10 – 1:1280; >6,000 BAU/mL: 1:80 – 1: 10,240), Omicron XBB.1.5 variant (<6,000 371 

BAU/mL: 1:10 – 1:1280; >6,000 BAU/mL: 1:40 – 1: 5,120). Four hundred PFU of either SARS-372 

CoV-2 variant in an equal volume of OptiMEM medium were added to the diluted sera and 373 

incubated at 37°C for 1 hour. The antibody-virus mix was then transferred to Calu-3 cells and 374 

incubated at 37°C for 8 hours. Afterwards, the cells were fixed in 10% neutral-buffered formalin, 375 

permeabilized in 70% ethanol, and the plaques stained with a polyclonal rabbit anti-SARS-CoV-376 

2 nucleocapsid antibody (Sino Biological) and a secondary peroxidase-labeled goat-anti rabbit 377 

IgG antibody (Dako). The signals were developed with a precipitate-forming TMB substrate 378 

(TrueBlue; SeraCare/KPL) and the number of plaques per well was quantified with an 379 

ImmunoSpot Image Analyzer (CTL Europe GmbH). The 50% reduction titer (PRNT50) was 380 

estimated by calculating the proportionate distance between two dilutions from which the 381 

endpoint titer was calculated. An infection control (without serum) and positive serum control 382 

(Nanogam® 100 mg/mL, Sanquin) were included on every assay plate. When no neutralization 383 

was observed, the PRNT50 was assigned a value of 10. 384 

 385 

Detection of T-cell responses by interferon gamma release assay (IGRA) 386 

The SARS-CoV-2-specific T-cell response was quantified using an interferon gamma (IFN-γ) 387 

release assay (IGRA) in whole blood using the commercially available QuantiFERON SARS-388 

CoV-2 assay kit (QIAGEN) as previously described11. The assay kit is certified for in vitro 389 

diagnostic (IVD) use. Heparinized whole blood was incubated with three different SARS-CoV-2 390 

antigens for 20 – 24 h using a combination of peptides stimulating both CD4+ and CD8+ T-cells 391 

(Ag1, Ag2, Ag3). Mitogen- and carrier (NIL)-coated control tubes were included as positive 392 

control and negative control, respectively. After incubation, plasma was obtained by 393 

centrifugation, and IFN-γ production in response to antigen stimulation was measured by ELISA 394 

(QuantiFERON SARS-CoV-2 ELISA Kit [certified for IVD use]; QIAGEN). Results were 395 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.25.23294606doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.25.23294606
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


expressed in international units (IU) IFN-γ/mL after subtraction of the NIL control values as 396 

interpolated from a standard calibration curve. LLoD was 0.01 IU/mL and the responder cut-off 397 

was 0.15 IU/mL, according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Only data obtained with Ag2 398 

(overlapping peptides covering the ancestral S protein) is shown in this manuscript. 399 

 400 

Statistical analysis 401 

A power calculation in the SWITCH-ON trial was performed to identify the number of 402 

participants required per study arm, namely: (i) Ad26.COV2.S prime in the DB group, (ii) mRNA-403 

based prime in the DB group, (iii) Ad26.COV2.S prime in the PPB group and (iv) mRNA-based 404 

prime in the PPB group. For each arm, 91 participants were required to reach 80% power at a 405 

two-sided 5% significance level to detect a difference of 0.2 log10-transformed in the fold 406 

change of antibody response between vaccination day and 28 days after boost. This difference 407 

was based on the previous HCW study performed at Erasmus MC35, in which the mean fold 408 

changes for adenovirus-primed participants and mRNA-primed participants were reported as 409 

1.344 (SD 0.451) and 1.151 (0.449), respectively. 410 

 411 

A descriptive analysis was used to report baseline characteristics of participants. For continuous 412 

variables, mean and standard deviation (SD) were reported if the data have normal distribution. 413 

Otherwise, median and interquartile range (IQR) were used for data with non-normal 414 

distribution. Count and percentages were used to report categorical variables. For missing 415 

values, no imputation was performed and data availability was reported in Supplementary 416 

Table S4. Immunological data were reported as geometric mean titers or geometric means and 417 

95% confidence intervals. Spearman correlations were reported in Supplementary Figure S4. 418 

No formal statistical tests were performed to test for differences within or between groups as we 419 

deviated from the original protocol in terms of pre-specified outcomes and a lower than 420 

anticipated sample size18.421 
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Figures 455 

 456 

Figure 1. SWITCH-ON trial enrollment. A total of 592 healthcare workers (HCW) were 457 

screened for eligibility, of whom 434 were included and randomized 1:1 to the direct boost (n = 458 

219) and the postponed boost (n = 215) group. Following dropouts, a total of 183 HCW received 459 

an Omicron BA.5 bivalent vaccine in the postponed group. 460 

  461 
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 462 

Figure 2. Antibody and T-cell responses after bivalent booster vaccination. a-f, Detection 463 

of (ancestral) spike (S)-specific binding IgG antibodies (a,d), ancestral SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing 464 

antibodies (b,e), and T-cell responses measured by interferon-gamma (IFN-γ) release assay 465 

(IGRA) (c,f) after Omicron BA.1 (a-c) or BA.5 (d-f) bivalent booster vaccination at baseline, and 466 

7 days, 28 days, and 3 months post-boost. Colors indicate the specific prime-boost regimen (red 467 

= Ad26.COV2.S prime, mRNA-1273.214 or mRNA-1273.222 boost; yellow = Ad26.COV2.S 468 

prime, BNT162b2 Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 boost; green = mRNA-based prime, mRNA-1273.214 469 

or mRNA-1273.222 boost; blue = mRNA-based prime, BNT162b2 Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 boost). 470 

Data are shown in box-and-whisker plots, with the horizontal lines indicating the median, the 471 

bounds of the boxes indicating the IQR, and the whiskers indicating the range. Bold numbers 472 

above the plots represent the respective geometric mean (titer) per timepoint. The line graphs 473 

next to each panel depict a time course of the respective geometric mean values with 95% 474 

confidence intervals. 475 

  476 
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 477 

Figure 3. Antibody and T-cell responses after different original priming and bivalent 478 

booster vaccinations. a,b, Detection of S-specific binding IgG antibody levels in subgroups 479 

based on the different combinations original priming regimen after Omicron BA.1 (a) or BA.5 (b) 480 

bivalent booster vaccination at baseline, and 7 days, 28 days, and 3 months post-boost (red = 481 

Ad26.COV2.S prime, mRNA-1273.214 or mRNA-1273.222 boost; yellow = Ad26.COV2.S prime, 482 

BNT162b2 Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 boost; green = mRNA-based prime, mRNA-1273.214 or 483 

mRNA-1273.222 boost; blue = mRNA-based prime, BNT162b2 Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 boost). 484 

Data are shown in box-and-whisker plots, with the horizontal lines indicating the median, the 485 

bounds of the boxes indicating the IQR, and the whiskers indicating the range. Bold numbers 486 

above the plots represent the respective geometric mean (titer) per timepoint. The line graphs 487 

next to each panel depict a time course of the respective geometric mean values with 95% 488 

confidence intervals. 489 

  490 
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 491 

Figure 4. Breadth of the neutralizing antibody response after bivalent booster 492 

vaccination. a,b, Detection of neutralizing antibodies targeting ancestral SARS-CoV-2 and 493 
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Omicron BA.1, BA.5, and XBB.1.5 variants after Omicron BA.1 (a) or BA.5 (b) bivalent booster 494 

vaccination at baseline, and 7 days, 28 days, and 3 months post-boost. Colors indicate the 495 

specific prime-boost regimen (red = Ad26.COV2.S prime, mRNA-1273.214 or mRNA-1273.222 496 

boost; yellow = Ad26.COV2.S prime, BNT162b2 Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 boost; green = mRNA-497 

based prime, mRNA-1273.214 or mRNA-1273.222 boost; blue = mRNA-based prime, 498 

BNT162b2 Omicron BA.1 or BA.5 boost). c-f, Correlation between PRNT50 titers against 499 

ancestral SARS-CoV-2 and the Omicron BA.1 (c,d) or BA.5 (e,f) variants over time after 500 

Omicron BA.1 (c,e) or BA.5 (d,f) vaccination at baseline, and 7 days, 28 days, and 3 months 501 

post-boost. Colored symbols indicate the specific timepoints (yellow = baseline [0 d]; teal = 7 d; 502 

purple = 28 d; orange = 77 d [c,e]/98 d [d,f]). The arrows connect the correlated geometric 503 

means (+ 95% CI) per timepoint and visualize the neutralization kinetics. g,h, Spiderweb plots 504 

depicting the variant-specific PRNT50 titers relative to ancestral SARS-CoV-2 neutralization (set 505 

to 100%), after vaccination with bivalent Omicron BA.1 (g) or BA.5 (g,h). Data in panels a,b are 506 

shown in box-and-whisker plots, with the horizontal lines indicating the median, the bounds of 507 

the boxes indicating the IQR, and the whiskers indicating the range. Bold numbers above the 508 

plots represent the respective geometric mean (titer) per timepoint. The line graphs next to each 509 

panel depict a time course of the respective geometric mean values with 95% confidence 510 

intervals. 511 

  512 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.25.23294606doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.25.23294606
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 513 

Figure 5. Breadth of the neutralizing antibody response after breakthrough infection. a, 514 

Sampling procedure for participants in the postponed boost group who had a breakthrough 515 

infection before their intended vaccination with the bivalent Omicron BA.5 booster vaccine. They 516 

were subsequently excluded from the vaccination trajectory and invited to participate in a sub-517 

study on the immunogenicity of natural SARS-CoV-2 infection. Samples were collected 7 and 518 

28 days after the participants tested positive. b-d, Detection of (ancestral) S-specific binding IgG 519 

antibodies (b), T-cell responses measured by IGRA (c), and neutralizing antibodies targeting 520 

ancestral SARS-CoV-2 and Omicron BA.1, BA.5, and XBB.1.5 variants (d) before, and 7 and 28 521 

days after breakthrough infection, which was contracted before intended vaccination with the 522 

bivalent Omicron BA.5 booster vaccine (red = Ad26.COV2.S prime; blue mRNA-based prime). 523 

Data are shown in box-and-whisker plots, with the horizontal lines indicating the median, the 524 

bounds of the boxes indicating the IQR, and the whiskers indicating the range. Bold numbers 525 

above the plots represent the respective geometric mean (titer) per timepoint. The line graphs 526 

next to each panel depict a time course of the respective geometric mean values with 95% 527 

confidence intervals.  528 
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