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Abstract

Background

Flavivirus infections pose a significant global health burden, highlighting the need for
safe and effective vaccination strategies. Co-administration of different vaccines,
including licensed flavivirus vaccines, is commonly practiced providing protection
against multiple pathogens while also saving time and reducing visits to healthcare
units. However, how co-administration of different flavivirus vaccines de facto affects
immunogenicity, particularly with respect to T cell responses, is only partially

understood.
Methods and findings

Antigen-specific T cell responses were assessed in study participants enrolled in a
previously conducted open-label, non-randomized clinical trial. In the trial, vaccines
against tick-borne encephalitis virus (TBEV), Japanese encephalitis virus (JEV), or yellow
fever virus (YFV) were administered either individually or concomitantly in different
combinations in healthy study participants. Peripheral blood samples were collected
before vaccination and at multiple time points afterward. To analyze antigen-specific
CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses, PBMCs were stimulated with overlapping peptide
pools from TBEV, JEV, YFV, and Zika virus (ZIKV) envelope (E), capsid (C), and non-
structural protein 5 (NS5) viral antigens. A flow cytometry-based activation-induced
marker (AIM) assay was used to quantify antigen-specific T cell responses. The results
revealed remarkably similar frequencies of CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses, regardless
of whether vaccines were administered individually or concomitantly. In addition,
administering the vaccines in the same or different upper arms did not markedly affect T
cell responses. Finally, no significant cross-reactivity was observed between TBEV, JEV,

and YFV vaccines, nor with related ZIKV-specific antigens.
Conclusions

TBEV or JEV vaccines can be co-administered with the live attenuated YFV vaccine
without any markedly altered antigen-specific CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses to the

respective flaviviruses. Additionally, the vaccines can be delivered in the same or
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different upper arms without any significant influence on the T cell response. From a
broader perspective, these results provide valuable insights into the outcome of
immune responses following simultaneous administration of different vaccines for

different but related pathogens.
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Author summary

Why was this study done?

The World Health Organization recently declared a global initiative to control
arboviral diseases. Many of these are caused by pathogenic flaviviruses, most
transmitted by mosquitos and other arthropod vectors such as ticks.
Vaccination is a key intervention for diseases caused by flaviviruses.
Co-administration of different vaccines, including currently licensed flavivirus
vaccines, is commonly practiced.

Co-administration of vaccines saves time and reduces the number of visits to
healthcare facilities and vaccine clinics.

Cellularimmune responses have not been thoroughly evaluated upon co-
administration of currently licensed flavivirus vaccines, including yellow fever
virus (YFV), tick-borne encephalitis virus (TBEV), and Japanese encephalitis virus

(JEV) vaccines.

What did the researchers find?

The magnitude and specificity of CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses to virus-
specific antigens remained largely unchanged by the concomitant delivery of the
studied flavivirus vaccines.

Concomitant delivery of vaccines in the same or different upper arms of the
study participants had minimal impact on CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses.

The studied vaccines maintained distinct CD4+ and CD8+ T cell reactivity across
their respective viral antigens without generating any significantly detectable

cross-reactivity to each other or ZIKV-antigens.

What do these findings mean?
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Along with recently published data from the present study cohort, co-
administration of three commonly used current licensed flavivirus vaccines is
feasible without increasing the risk of adverse events or significantly affecting the
development of either neutralizing antibodies (nAbs) or T cell responses against

the respective viral antigens.
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120 Introduction

121 Yellow fever virus (YFV), tick-borne encephalitis virus (TBEV), and Japanese encephalitis
122  virus (JEV) all belong to the Flaviviridae family of enveloped positive-sense RNA viruses
123 [1]. These viruses pose major global health challenges, affecting both the inhabitants of
124  endemic areas (around one-third of the world’s population) and travelers to these

125  regions [2-4]. Infections with these viruses are associated with significant morbidity and
126  numerous fatalities each year [5, 6]. No specific treatment for the diseases exists,

127  though the development of antiviral drug candidates in the field is an active area of

128 research[7].

129  Arange of licensed flavivirus vaccines are currently available, including vaccines against
130 YFV, TBEV, and JEV [8, 9]. These are frequently used to prevent disease among residents
131 of endemic areas and travelers visiting these regions. In addition, several newer

132 vaccines have been successful in late-phase clinical trials [10]. Safe and effective

133  vaccine administration strategies are crucial [6]. While rigorous clinical trials have

134  assessed the safety and immunogenicity of most currently approved vaccines, more

135 limited data exist regarding administration strategies and the interactions between

136  different flavivirus vaccines including the currently studied live attenuated YFV vaccine

137 aswellasinactivated TBEV and JEV vaccines [11].

138 To address this knowledge gap, we conducted an open-label, non-randomized clinical
139 trialto assess the safety and serological response following concomitant delivery of

140 commonly used licensed flavivirus vaccines [12]. The trial cohort included healthy adult
141 volunteers who were vaccinated with either YFV and TBEV vaccines, YFV and JEV

142  vaccines, or with the three respective vaccines alone. Half of the co-vaccinated

143  participants received vaccines in the same upper arm, while the other half received the
144  vaccines in different upper arms. Blood samples were collected before vaccination and
145  at multiple time points afterward. Safety, as well as binding and nAb responses, were
146  evaluated in detail [12]. However, the study did not assess antigen-specific T cell

147 responses, an important part of the flavivirus immune response and induction of

148  protective immunity [13].
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149 Inthis study, we stimulated cryopreserved PBMCs from the above-mentioned clinical
150 trial cohort with overlapping sets of peptides from TBEV, JEV, YFV, and ZIKV to identify
151 antigen-specific CD4+ and CD8+ T cells. Stimulated PBMCs were assessed with an
152  activation-induced marker (AIM) assay to determine the total T-cell response to major
153  structural and non-structural flavivirus proteins, and to assess cross-reactivity.

154  Collectively, the present study provides insights into antigen-specific T cell responses
155  following vaccination with different types of flavivirus vaccines, whether the vaccines
156  were administered individually or concomitantly delivered to study subjects. From a
157  broader perspective, the present results add further insight into the vaccine-induced

158 immune responses that protect against diseases caused by flaviviruses.
159

160
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161 Methods

162
163 Cohort and clinical samples

164 The PBMC samples used in this study are based on a completed clinical trial, referred to
165  below. The clinical trial was designed as an open label, non-randomized academic (non-
166  Pharma sponsored) trial [12]. It was conducted to assess safety and serological

167 responses to three currently licensed flavivirus vaccines administered either as single
168  agents or concomitantly delivered. Inclusion criteria allowed the participation of healthy
169  volunteers,18 to 55 years of age, who sought protection from TBEV, JEV, or YFV or two of
170 the threeviruses (YFV and TBEV or YFV and TBEV). Participants were required to meet
171 preset inclusion and exclusion criteria. All study volunteers had to sign informed

172 consentdocuments in line with the ethical approval and clinical trial protocol. The trial
173 was approved by the Stockholm Local Regional Ethical Committee (2017/1433-31/1)
174  and the Swedish Medical Products Agency (5.1-2017-52376). It was registered and later
175 onreported to the European database (EudraCT 2017-002137-32).

176
177 Vaccines

178  Study subjects included in the clinical trial were vaccinated with the following flavivirus
179  vaccines: Stamaril (Sanofi), live attenuated YFV 17D strain produced in pathogen-free
180 chickembryo cells; IXIARO (Valneva), an inactivated, alum-adjuvanted, Vero cell-

181 derived vaccine based on JEV strain SA14-14-2; FSME IMMUN (Pfizer), an inactivated,
182 alum-adjuvanted, chick embryo cell-derived vaccine based on the TBEV Neudorfl strain
183 [12]. All vaccines were obtained from Apoteket AB, Karolinska University Hospital,

184  Solna, Sweden. Vaccinations were given in accordance with the clinical trial protocol
185 and good clinical practice (GCP), with intervals for primary vaccinations as

186 recommended in FASS (Pharmaceutical Specialties in Sweden): FSME IMMUN, three
187 doses 0-, 1- and 5-month intervals; IXIARO, two doses, 0- and 1-month interval,;

188  Stamaril, one dose. For cohorts A1, A2, B1, B2, C, D, and E (for cohort description, see

189  below), blood and serum were sampled before each vaccination and then on day 7 and

10
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190 14 after each vaccination. Blood and serum were also sampled 30 days after the last

191  vaccination (Fig 1A).
192
193 Study participants and cohorts

194  The clinical trial was initially designed to include 140 healthy volunteers [12]. Forty

195  study participants were to receive both YFV and TBEV vaccines (cohort A). Twenty of

196 these participants were to receive the vaccines in different upper arms (sub-cohort A1),
197 and the other 20 in the same upper arm (sub-cohort A2). The next 40 study participants
198  were to receive both YFV and JEV vaccines (cohort B). Similarly, 20 of these participants
199  were to receive the vaccines in different upper arms (sub-cohort B1), and the other 20 in
200 the same upper arm (sub-cohort B2). The remaining three cohorts consisted of 20 study
201 participants per cohort and received either TBEV vaccine (cohort C), JEV vaccine (cohort
202 D), or YFV vaccine (cohort E). Upon initiation of the clinical trial, a total of 161 healthy
203 volunteers were screened for enrollment. 145 study participants were found eligible and
204  enrolled in the trial. Among them, 43 participants were assigned to cohort A (A1, 23

205 participants; A2, 20 participants), 42 participants to cohort B (B1, 21 participants; B2, 21
206 participants), and 20 participants each to cohorts C, D, and E. Following enrollment

207  three study participants dropped out from Cohort A1 and one study participant dropped
208 out from each of cohorts B1, B2, and C. Hence, 139 study participants in total

209 completed the trial. Throughout the trial, there were 13 missed visits out of a planned

210 total of 1,150 visits [12].
211
212  Viral strain sequences and alighments

213 Theviral vaccine strains used for multiple sequence alignments and peptide pools were
214  obtained from UniProt; TBEV (Neudorfl, P14336), JEV (SA14-14-2, P27395), YFV (YFV-
215 17D, P03314) and ZIKV (MR766, Q32ZE1). To determine percentage of homology

216  between the different flaviviruses, multiple sequence alignment was performed with

217  Clustal Omega[14].

218

11
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219 Peptides

220 Individual overlapping peptides consisting of 15-mers (11 amino acids overlap) were
221  synthesized as crude material and delivered solubilized in 100% DMSO at 20 mg/ml
222  (Merck). Each peptide for TBEV, JEV, and YFV as well as for ZIKV (sequences

223  corresponding to viral strain mentioned above) E, C, and NS5 antigens was pooled and
224  diluted in phosphate-buffered saline (PBS)to 20% DMSO. For a full list of peptides, see
225  S1 Data set.

226
227  Activation-induced marker (AIM) assay

228 To assess antigen-specific CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses, a well-established AIM

229  assay was used with slight modifications [15]. Briefly, PBMCs from study subjects (n=84)
230 were thawed and resuspended in RPMI 1640 (Cytvia) supplemented with 10% Fetal

231 bovine serum (Sigma-Aldrich), 1% Penicillin-streptomycin (Cytvia) and 1% L-glutamine
232  (Sigma-Aldrich). One million cells per well were cultured in U-bottom 96-well plates

233 (Corning) for 3 h at 37°C to rest. After resting, cells were stimulated with a mix containing
234  the appropriate peptide pool (0.5 pg/ml), unconjugated anti-CD40, and anti-CXCR5 Abs.
235  Aftera 14 hiincubation at 37°C and 5% CO., the plate was centrifuged at 1,800 rpm for 3
236 min, and the supernatant was removed. The cells were transferred to V-bottom 96-well
237 plates (ThermoFischer Scientific) and washed with PBS. Cells were stained for viability
238 for 10 min, incubated with anti-CCR7 and anti-CX3CR1 at 37°C for 10 min, followed by
239 theremaining fluorophore-conjugated Abs which were mixed with Brilliant Violet Buffer
240 Plus (BD Biosciences) and FACS buffer (PBS with 2% FBS and 2 mM

241 ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid [EDTA]) for 30 min at room temperature. All Abs used
242  arelisted in S1 Table. Stained cells were washed, fixed with FoxP3/Transcription Factor
243  Buffer Set (ThermoFischer Scientific), and acquired on a BD FACS Symphony A3 (BD
244  Biosciences). Samples were analyzed with FlowJo v.10 (TreeStar, Inc.) and quality

245  control was performed with the flowAl algorithm [16]. Frequencies of CD69+CD40L+ of
246  CDA4+T cells and CD69+41BB+ of CD8+ T cells were subtracted with each respective
247  DMSO control. Negative values after subtraction were set to 0.001 as the limit of

248  detection (LOD) to allow for logarithmic scale display in graphs. For each PBMC sample,

12
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249 DMSO at the same concentration as in the respective peptide pools was used as a

250 negative control and 1ug/mL SEB was used as a positive control.
251
252  Statistics

253  Statistical analysis was performed in Python (version 3.12.4) using SciPy (version 1.11.4)
254  and scikit-posthocs (version 0.9.0). All plots and statistical annotations were generated
255  using pandas (version 1.5.3), numpy (version 1.26.3), seaborn (version 0.13.2) and

256  matplotlib (version 3.7.1) through custom scripts. Data distributions from flow

257  cytometry experiments were determined to be non-parametric using diagnostic plots
258 andthe Shapiro-Wilk test for normality. For unpaired data, comparisons between three
259  or more groups were analysed using the Kruskal-Wallis’s test followed by the Dunn’s
260 posthoc test. For unpaired data between two groups, the Mann-Whitney rank test was
261 used. Paired data were analysed using the Friedman test followed by Siegel and

262  Castellan’s All-Pairs Comparisons post hoc test. Post hoc test results were corrected
263 usingthe Bonferroni method (adjusted alpha = 0.002 for comparisons between cohorts
264  AandC, and adjusted alpha = 0.005 cohorts B, D and E). All tests were two-sided, with
265  statistically significance set at p <0.05. The adjusted p-value is reported in figures when

266  correction for multiple comparisons was applied.

267
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268 Results

269 Overview of vaccine cohorts

270  Out of the total 139 study subjects, clinical samples from 84 study subjects (12

271 randomly selected from each of the respective seven study cohorts A1, A2, B1, B2, C, D,
272  and E) were selected for inclusion in the present study (Fig 1A and B). One study

273  participant from cohort A1 was later excluded from all data analyses due to the

274  detection of nAbs against TBEV at day 0, leaving 83 study subjects remaining in the

275  present study. PBMCs were stimulated with overlapping peptide pools consisting of 15-
276  mers spanning the entire length of the two structural proteins envelope (E) and capsid

277 (C), as well as the large and conserved non-structural protein-5 (NS5) (Fig 1C).
278
279 Kinetics of the antigen-specific CD4+ and CD8+ T cell vaccine response

280  First, we assessed antigen-specific T cell responses in the three cohorts that received
281 TBEV (cohort C), JEV (cohort D), and YFV (cohort E) vaccines, respectively (Fig 2). CD4+
282 and CD8+T cell responses were evaluated using an AIM assay (Fig 2A and S1 Fig).

283  Significantly higher TBEV E- and C-specific CD4+ T cell responses were observed in the
284  TBEV vaccinated cohort over time compared to baseline (Fig 2B). Similarly, significantly
285 higher JEV E- and C-specific CD4+ T cell responses were observed over time compared
286  to baseline (Fig 2C). In contrast, no detectable NS5-specific CD4+ T cell response was
287  observed after vaccination with either TBEV or JEV vaccines (Fig 2B and C). Following
288 YFVvaccination, YFV-specific CD4+ T cell responses were observed against both E, C,
289 and NS5 (Fig 2D). The overall activation of antigen-specific CD8+ T cells was lower in
290 participants who received the inactivated vaccines against TBEV (Fig 2E) and JEV (Fig
291 2F), while significant E- and NS5-specific CD8+ T cell responses were detected in

292  participants who received the live attenuated YFV vaccine (Fig 2G). In summary, the AIM
293  assay effectively captured the overall kinetics of the antigen-specific T cell response
294  following vaccination with inactivated TBEV and JEV vaccines as well as with the live

295 attenuated YFV flavivirus vaccine.

296
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297 Co-vaccination retains the antigen-specific T cell response

298  Overall, the CD4+ and CD8+ T cell response against E epitopes was the most dominant
299 antigen-specific T cell response across all vaccine cohorts (Fig 2). To evaluate the

300 influence of concomitant delivery of vaccines on the antigen-specific T cell response,
301 we compared the results from the single vaccinated TBEV, JEV, and YFV cohorts (cohorts
302 C, D, and E) with those from the two co-vaccinated cohorts (cohorts A and B); the latter
303 co-vaccinated with TBEV and YFV (TBEV+JEV) as well as JEV and YFV (JEV+YFV)

304 vaccines, respectively (Fig 1). Initial analyses revealed similar kinetics in terms of CD4+
305 and CD8+T cellresponses in cohort A and cohort B, respectively (S2 Fig). Importantly,
306 overall, no major differences in the magnitude of TBEV or JEV E-specific CD4+ T cell

307 responses were observed when comparing the respective single and co-vaccinated
308 cohorts (Fig 3A and B). Similar response patterns, though generally weaker than the

309 CDA4+Tcellresponses, were observed among TBEV or JEV E-specific CD8+ T cells (Fig
310 3C and D). Additionally, we investigated whether the YFV response was influenced by
311 co-vaccination with TBEV or JEV vaccines. Overall, the observed YFV-specific T cell

312 responses were similar (S3A Fig) or lower (S3B-D Fig) in the single vaccinated compared
313 tothe co-vaccinated cohorts, though the significance of this finding is not fully clear

314  (see Discussion).
315

316 Co-vaccination in the same or different upper arm does not impact the antigen-

317 specific T cell response

318 To determine whether concomitant delivery of the TBEV or JEV vaccines with the YFV
319 vaccine affects immunogenicity depending on whether the vaccines were administered
320 inthe same or different upper arms, we analyzed specific subgroups of the co-

321 vaccinated TBEV+YFV (cohort A1 and A2) and JEV+YFV (cohort B1 and B2) cohorts (Fig
322 1).The frequency of TBEV E-specific CD4+ T cells was overall similar when the two

323 TBEV+YFV subgroups were compared most apparent when evaluating results at the
324  peak of responses and/or later timepoints (Fig 4A). Likewise, the frequency of JEV E-
325  specific CD4+ T cells was overall similar when the two JEV+YFV subgroups were

326 compared (Fig 4B). Overall, analysis of the CD8+ T cell responses yielded similar results
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327 interms of comparisons between groups vaccinated in the same or different upper arms
328 (Fig4C and Fig 4D), Additionally, the CD8+ T cell responses were overall weaker than

329 CDA4+T cellresponses, in line with our previous results (Figs 2 and 3). Similar patterns
330 were observed for the YFV E-specific CD4+ and CD8+ T cell response, comparing

331 corresponding groups (S4 Fig). Taken together, these data indicate that multiple

332 immunizations in the same or different upper arms do not markedly influence the

333 outcome the generation of CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses.
334

335 Effector memory T cells (Tem) constitute the main memory phenotype of antigen-

336 specificTcells

337  We further investigated the phenotypical characteristics of the activated CD4+ and
338 CD8+T cells in the vaccine cohorts. The memory phenotypes studied for CD4+ and
339 CD8+Tcells included central memory (Tcm, CCR7+CD45RA-), effector memory (Tew,
340 CCR7-CD45RA-), effector memory T cells re-expresses CD45RA (Temra, CCR7-

341 CD45RA+), as well as CD4+ T follicular helper cells (Tfh, CXCR5+). Across the studied
342  cell populations, we observed an increase in the frequency of CD4+ Tegm cells following
343 vaccination in the study cohorts (Fig 5 and S5 Fig). As a result, remaining populations,
344  including Tfh cells, decreased in frequencies over time following vaccination (S5 Fig).
345 The expansion of CD4+ Tem cells follow as expected the initial expansion of AIM+

346  populations towards specific viral proteins as shown in Figs 2-4. These observations are
347 inline with the notion that many of the above-mentioned CD4+ T cell populations,

348 including Tcm and Tfh, may migrate to lymphoid tissues upon antigen activation [17].
349

350 Thevaccine-induced T cell response showed limited cross-reactivity towards other

351 flavivirus antigens

352 Because similarities in amino acid sequences in viral proteins can drive cross-reactive

353 immune responses between different viruses, we conducted multiple amino acid

354  sequence alignments of the flaviviruses included in this study to characterize their

355 overall sequence similarity. The E protein has 41-44% similarity when compared

356 between TBEV, JEV, and YFV. The C protein has the lowest similarity, ranging from 24-
16
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357  31% similarity, while the highest sequence similarity was seen within the NS5 protein
358  with 61-63% similarity (Fig 6A). To address the extent to which T cell cross-reactivity

359 among the flaviviruses studied exists, we compared TBEV, JEV, and YFV E-, C-, and NS5-
360 specific CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses in all vaccine cohorts. With respectto E

361 responses, we observed very limited cross-reactive T cell responses across all vaccine
362  cohorts, including CD4+ (Fig 6B and C) and CD8+ T cell responses (Fig 6D and E). Similar
363  results were also observed for CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses against C (S6 Fig) and
364 NS5 (S7 Fig). The results were further corroborated by analyses of increases in the

365 medianresponse on peak response days against the respective E, C, and NS5 antigens
366  (S8-13 Figs). Taken together, these data demonstrate that the present flavivirus vaccines

367 induce, at most, very limited cross-reactive T cell responses against each other.
368
369 Limited cross-reactivity against Zika virus antigens

370  Zikavirus (ZIKV) also possesses amino acid sequence similarities with the other

371 flaviviruses studied here (Fig S14A). This led to us to assess potential cross-reactivity to
372  ZIKV antigens following vaccination with the present studied vaccines, with a particular
373 focus on studies of cross-reactive responses elicited by the YFV vaccine. To this end, we
374  did not detect any marked vaccine-induced CD4+ or CD8+ T cell reactivity against the
375  ZIKV antigens (E, C, and NS5) in any of the three YFV, YFV+TBEV, or YFV+JEV vaccinated
376  cohorts (Fig S14B-G).

377

378

379

380
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381 Discussion

382 The present study presents findings from a non-randomized clinical trial cohort in which
383 healthy study subjects received single or concomitant administrations of different

384 flavivirus vaccines directed against TBEV, JEV, and YFV. Flow cytometry-based analysis
385 revealed robust antigen-specific CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses across all studied
386  cohorts, with similar levels as single-vaccinated regardless of the concomitant vaccine-
387  delivery or the site of administration. Additionally, the vaccines did notinduce

388 significant T cell cross-reactivity among each other or to ZIKV specific antigens.

389  Vaccines remain the most effective interventions for many flavivirus-induced diseases
390 [8]. Because of the general knowledge gap in relation to safety and immunogenicity-
391 related responses on concomitantly delivered vaccines [18], the recently conducted
392 openlabel, non-randomized clinical trial was designed to provide safety and Ab

393 immunogenicity-related data upon concomitant delivery of TBEV, JEV, and YFV vaccines
394  [12]. However, the pivotal study did not address antigen-specific cellular immune

395 responses. The present results complement the latter by showing that concomitant
396 vaccine delivery does not markedly affect the generation of antigen-specific T cell

397 responses, neither enhancing nor suppressing them. Additionally, immunization in the
398 same or different upper arms did not largely impact the generation of antigen-specific T
399 cellresponses. The rationale for addressing the latter question was that local innate
400 adjuvant-related effects from one vaccine might affect responses to the other vaccine,
401 or that induction of specific immunity in the same local draining lymph nodes might
402 skew the response towards one type of antigen over another. The recently reported

403 binding and nAb-responses from the same study cohort [12] are in line with the above-
404 mentioned conclusions. However, notably, we did observe an indication of an increased
405 YFV-specific T cell response in the co-vaccinated study participants compared to the
406 single YFV-vaccinated study participants (S3 Fig). Further research is needed to assess

407  the validity of this finding in a larger study cohort.

408 The present study demonstrated marked CD4+ T cell responses in all vaccine cohorts,
409 while CD8+T cell responses were predominantly detected in the YFV vaccine recipients.

410 It should be noted that the lower and more heterogenous detection of CD8+ T cells is

18
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411 not unexpected with stimulation using 15-mer peptides. These observations are in line
412  with earlier studies on T cell reactivity to YFV vaccination [19-21] and to more limited
413  studies published with respect to T cell responses to TBEV [22-24] and JEV [25]

414  vaccination. In this context, it has been described that alum-adjuvanted flavivirus

415 vaccines induce more of a Th2-biased response and, in this, may avoid a more,

416 sometimes immunopathological, Th1 and/or CD8+ T cell response [8]. The present study
417  also mapped CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses specifically against structural and non-
418  structural proteins from YFV, TBEV, JEV, and additionally ZIKV using overlapping peptide
419  pools targeting the entire E, C, and NS5 proteins. While nAbs predominantly target the E
420 protein[11, 26, 27], T cell responses can be directed against both structural and non-
421 structural flavivirus proteins [13, 28]. TBEV and JEV inactivated vaccine recipients

422  predominantly showed responses to E and C, while live attenuated YFV vaccine

423  recipients developed responses against all antigens, where the highest reactivities

424  detected were against the E and NS5 antigens. Consistent with these observations,

425  previous studies have shown that inactivated vaccines, such as those against TBEV and
426  JEV, do not generate efficient T cell responses specific to NS proteins, resulting in lower
427  CD8+T cell activation and reduced immunogenicity compared to the live attenuated

428 YFVvaccine [22, 24].

429  Several studies have addressed the role of pre-existing immunity upon flavivirus

430 vaccination [29-38]. For example, in a study by Lima and collaborators, pre-existing

431 immunity from prior JEV vaccination, but not YFV vaccination, was found to influence
432  the duration of the CD4+ T cell response following vaccination with an inactivated ZIKV
433  vaccine [39]. In relation to this, our longitudinal TBEV- and JEV-vaccination and

434  consecutive sampling strategy also allowed for investigations of the influence of pre-
435  existing immunity from YFV vaccination on the T cell response to TBEV- and JEV-booster
436 doses upto 210 and 60 days, respectively. Assessing the present data, we did not detect
437 asignificant enhancement or reductionin T cell responses towards TBEV or JEV

438  epitopesinthe YFV co-vaccinated groups, indicating that pre-existing immunity from
439  YFVvaccination does not markedly influence the CD4+ and CD8+ T cell response to

440 TBEV or JEV booster doses, at least not within the present study (rather short) period.
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441 In relation to the discussion above, we also more specifically addressed potential T cell
442 cross-reactivities between the vaccine-induced immune responses. In short, we found
443 no evidence that vaccination with YFV, TBEV, or JEV alone or in combination resulted in
444  any significant cross-reactive T cell response to viral antigens other than those specific
445  tothevaccine used for vaccination. This included no detectable T cell responses against
446  ZIKV virus epitopes. The present results align with those from a comprehensive study by
447  Grifoni and colleagues [40]. In that study, vaccination with YFV-17D resulted in limited
448  cross-reactive T cells against DENV, ZIKV, West Nile virus (WNV), and JEV antigens.

449  Additionally, cross-reactive T cells were predominately seen against 9 or 10-mers with a
450 sequence similarity above 67%. In line with the findings above, the lack of cross-reactive
451 T cell responses in the present study can be explained by the relatively long antigenic
452 distance between YFV, JEV, and TBEV, which correspond to three different

453  serocomplexes. Furthermore, the YFV serocomplex has the highest genetic distance
454  from other flavivirus serocomplexes, where most of the conserved T cell epitopes are
455  lost[41]. Epidemiological studies further support the present conclusions. For example,
456  no protective association was found between YFV antibody titers and protection against
457  serious adverse outcomes from ZIKV exposure in utero [42]. In this context, it is noted
458 thatvaccination against YFV early on following the ZIKV outbreak in 2015 was suggested
459 as apossible means to limit the severe consequences of ZIKV infection in the absence
460 of a ZIKV-specific vaccine [43]. However, it cannot be excluded that responses to other
461  combinations of flavivirus vaccines or combinations of vaccines from other vaccine

462  platforms than the present ones studied could result in cross-reactive T cell responses

463 [44].

464  The relative strength of the present study is that data were collected from a bona fide
465  prospective clinical trial cohort with the scientific and regulatory rigor inherent to this
466  design, including independent study monitoring of original clinical trial data. It

467 complements recently published clinical safety and serological data from the same
468  study cohort addressing the effects of concomitant delivery of different flavivirus

469 vaccines [12]. With respect to the limitations of this study, larger study groups could
470  have given even more robust data. Deeper analyses on responding T cell populations

471 could have given more detailed insights into other characteristics of responding T cell
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472  populations. Studies could have been performed also against other flavivirus antigens
473 thanE, C and NS5. The absence of screening for seropositivity to flavivirus exposure
474  otherthan those the study subjects were vaccinated with prior to enrollment into the
475  studyis arelative limit. However, with respect to this, only two study participants with
476  positive nAbs against TBEV and no one to JEV or YFV were identified among the entire
477  cohort (n=139). One of these study subjects randomly picked for the present study had
478 to be omitted from further analysis. Hence, the present study came to include 83 of the

479  intended 84 study subjects.

480 In conclusion, the present study, together with data from the previous clinical trial [12],
481 underscores the development of robust Ab and T cell responses elicited by flavivirus
482  vaccinations. The two studies support the safety and efficacy of simultaneous vaccine
483  administration strategies with the herein studied flavivirus vaccines. These findings

484  provide valuable insights into the optimization of vaccination protocols, highlighting the
485  compatibility of different vaccination regimens with minimalimpact on immune

486  response quality and safety profiles. This is particularly important as the world becomes
487  increasingly susceptible to flavivirus-caused diseases as a consequence of climate

488 change facilitating the geographical expansion of insect vectors, habitat, and urban

489 environmental changes, as well as extensive global traveling [6, 8].
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681 Figure Legends

682  Fig 1. Overview of the vaccine cohorts

683 (A) Blood sampling schedule and (B) administration sites for all vaccine cohorts

684 included in the study. The number (n) of study participants in each vaccine cohort is

685  written and applies to all subsequent Figs. (C) Out of the three structural and seven non-
686  structural proteins encoded by the flavivirus genome, capsid (C), envelope (E), and non-
687  structural protein-5 (NS5), were selected as targets for overlapping peptide pool-

688 generation. Peptides, 15-mers with 11 amino acid (aa) overlap, were pooled for the

689 respective protein and the number of peptides for each pool indicated.
690

691 Fig 2. Kinetics of the antigen-specific CD4+ and CD8+ T cell response in study
692  participants vaccinated against TBEV, JEV, and YFV.

693 (A) Representative flow cytometry gating for the AIM assay used to identify antigen-

694  specific CD4+ T cells (CD69+CD40L+) and antigen-specific CD8+ T cells (CD69+41BB+)
695  after PBMC stimulation with DMSO (negative control), SEB (positive control), and

696 peptide pool (E, C or NS5). (B-D) Frequency of TBEV-, JEV- and YFV-specific E, C, and
697 NS5 CD4+T cellsinthe (B) TBEV (cohort C), (C) JEV (cohort D) and (D) YFV vaccinated
698 (cohort E), respectively. (E-G) Frequency of TBEV-, JEV- and YFV-specific E, C, and NS5
699 CD8+Tcellsinthe (E) TBEV (cohort C), (F) JEV (cohort D) and (G) YFV vaccinated (cohort
700 E), respectively. (D-G) Statistical analysis assessed by Friedman test, with Siegel and
701 Castellan's All-Pairs Comparisons post hoc tests with Bonferroni correction. Significant

702 results are shown, where: *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001.
703

704  Fig 3. Influence of co-vaccination on antigen-specific CD4+ and CD8+ T cell

705 responses.
706

707
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708  (A) Frequency of TBEV E-specific CD4+ T cells between study participants from cohort C
709  (TBEV) and cohort A (TBEV+YFV) and (B) frequency of JEV E-specific CD4+ T cells

710  between cohort D (JEV) and cohort B (JEV+YFV). (C) Frequency of TBEV E-specific CD8+
711 T cells between cohort C and cohort A and (D) frequency of JEV E-specific CD8+ T cells
712  between cohort D and cohort B. (A-D) Statistical analysis assessed by Mann-Whitney
713  ranktest at each time point. Distribution of data points is determined by boxplot with
714  median and 25™"-75" percentiles; whiskers are drawn from 1.5 times the IQR. Significant

715  results are shown, where: *p <0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001.
716

717  Fig 4. Influence of co-vaccination on antigen-specific T cell responses upon

718 vaccination in the same or different upper arms.

719  (A) Frequency of TBEV E-specific CD4+ T cells compared between cohort A1 and A2. (B)
720  Frequency of JEV E-specific CD4+ T cells compared between cohort B1 and B2. (C)

721 Frequency of TBEV E-specific CD8+ T cells compared between cohort A1 and A2. (D)
722  Frequency of JEV E-specific CD8+ T cells compared between cohort B1 and B2. (A-D)
723  Statistical analysis assessed by Mann-Whitney rank test at each time point. Distribution
724  of data points is determined by boxplot with median and 25"-75" percentiles; whiskers
725 are drawn from 1.5 times the IQR. Significant results are shown, where: *p < 0.05,

726  **p<0.01,***p<0.001, ****p < 0.0001.
727
728  Fig 5. Kinetics of the antigen-specific CD4+ memory effector T cell (Tem) responses.

729  (A) Representative flow cytometry gating of memory CD4+ T cells based on CD45RA and
730  CCRY7 expression within bulk CD4+ T cells (left panel) and within CD69+CD40L+ of CD4+
731 T cells after peptide stimulation (right panel) . (B) Frequency of TBEV E-, C- and NS5-

732  specific CD4+ Tem cells in TBEV vaccinated (cohort C). (C) Frequency of TBEV E-, C- and
733  NSb5-specific CD4+ Tem cells in YFV+TBEV vaccinated (cohort A). (D) Frequency of JEV E-,
734  C-and NS5-specific CD4+ Temcells in JEV vaccinated (cohort D). (E) Frequency of JEV E-,
735  C-and NS5-specific CD4+ Tem cells in YFV+JEV vaccinated (cohort B). (F) Frequency of
736  YFV E-, C- and NS5-specific CD4+ Tem cells in YFV vaccinated (cohort E). (B-F) Statistical
737  analysis assessed by Friedman test, with Siegel and Castellan's All-Pairs Comparisons
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post hoc tests with Bonferroni correction. Significant results are shown, where: *p

< 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001.

Fig 6. Cross-reactive E-specific T cell responses in the vaccine cohorts.

(A) Sequence alignments between TBEV, JEV, and YFV. Heatmaps are annotated
according to percent of amino acid sequence similarity. (B-C) Frequency of TBEV, JEV,
and YFV E-specific CD4+ T cells, and (D-E) TBEV, JEV, and YFV E-specific CD8+ T cells, in
study participants from all vaccine cohorts expressed as fold change relative to day 0.

Line plots show median and 95% confidence interval (shaded area).
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748  Supporting information

749  S1 Fig. Flow cytometry gating strategy for identification of AIM markers and memory

750 phenotypes.

751 Lymphocytes were gated followed by subsequent singlet gating. Cells were then gated
752 as CD3"and Dump (dead cells, CD19+ and CD14+). T cells were subdivided as either
753  CD4* or CD8" cells. CD4+ T follicular helper cells were identified as CXCR5+. CD4+ and
754  CD8+ (bulk) memory cell phenotypes were defined by CD45RA and CCR7 expression.
755 CDA4+ and CD8+ AIM+ cells were gated on bulk and non-naive cells (CCR7+CD45RA+).
756  Antigen-specific T cells were identified with AIM markers, where antigen-specific CD4+ T

757  cells were defined by CD69*CD40L* and antigen-specific CD8+ T cells as CD69'41BB".
758
759  S2Fig. Kinetics of the antigen-specific T cell response in cohort A and B.

760  (A-B) Frequency of TBEV- and JEV-specific E, C, and NS5 CD4+ T cells in the (A)

761  TBEV+YFV (cohort A) and (B) JEV+YFV (cohort B), respectively. (C-D) Frequency of TBEV-
762  and JEV-specific E, C, and NS5 CD8+ T cells in the (C) TBEV+YFV (cohort A) and (D)

763  JEV+YFV (cohort B), respectively. (A-D) Statistical analysis assessed by Friedman test,
764  with Siegel and Castellan's All-Pairs Comparisons post hoc tests with Bonferroni

765  correction. Significant results are shown, where: *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001,

766  ****p<0.0001.
767
768  S3Fig. Influence of co-vaccination on the YFV-specific T cell response.

769  (A) Frequency of YFV E-specific CD4+ T cells between study participants from cohort E
770  (YFV)and cohort A (TBEV+YFV) and (B) frequency of YFV E-specific CD4+ T cells

771 between study participants from cohort E and cohort B (JEV+YFV). (C) Frequency of YFV
772  E-specific CD8+ T cells between study participants from cohort E and cohort A and (D)
773  frequency of YFV E-specific CD8+ T cells between cohort E and cohort B. (A-D)

774  Statistical analysis assessed by Mann-Whitney rank test at each time point. Distribution

775 of data points is determined by boxplot with median and 25"-75" percentiles; whiskers
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776 are drawn from 1.5 times the IQR. Significant results are shown, where: *p < 0.05,

777  **p<0.01, ***p<0.001, ****p < 0.0001.
778

779  S4Fig. Influence of co-vaccination on YFV E-specific T cell responses upon

780 vaccination in the same or different upper arms.

781 (A) Frequency of YFV E-specific CD4+ T cells compared between cohort A1 and A2. (B)
782  Frequency of YFV E-specific CD4+ T cells compared between cohort B1 and B2. (C)

783  Frequency of YFV E-specific CD8+ T cells compared between cohort A1 and A2. (D)

784  Frequency of YFV E-specific CD8+ T cells compared between cohort B1 and B2. (A-D)
785  Statistical analysis assessed by Mann-Whitney rank test at each time point. Distribution
786  of data points is determined by boxplot with median and 25"-75" percentiles; whiskers
787  are drawn from 1.5 times the IQR. Significant results are shown, where: *p < 0.05,

788  **p<0.01, ***p<0.001, ****p < 0.0001.

789

790 S5 Fig. Distribution of antigen-specific T cell memory phenotypes and Tfh cells.

791 (A-E) Frequencies of Tem, Tcm, Temra, Naive and Tfh of CD69+CD40L+ among CD4+ T cells
792 forcohortC, A, D, B and E, respectively. Frequencies represents proportions of the total
793 indicated populations. (F-J) Frequencies of Tem, Tcu, Temra, and naive of CD69+41BB+
794 among CD8+ T cells for cohort C, A, D, B and E, respectively. Frequencies represents

795  proportions of the total CD69+41BB+ among CD8+ T cell population.
796
797  S6 Fig. Crossreactive C-specific T cell responses in the vaccine cohorts.

798  (A-B) Frequency of TBEV, JEV, and YFV C-specific CD4+ T cells and (C-D) TBEV, JEV, and
799  YFV C-specific CD8+ T cells in study participants from all cohorts expressed as fold
800 change relative to day 0. Line plots show median and 95% confidence interval (shaded

801 area).
802
803 S7Fig. Crossreactive NS5-specific T cell responses in the vaccine cohorts.
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804  (A-B) Frequency of TBEV, JEV, and YFV (NS5-specific CD4+ T cells and (C-D) TBEV, JEV,
805 and YFV NS5-specific CD8+ T cells in study participants from all cohorts expressed as
806 fold change relative to day 0. Line plots show median and 95% confidence interval

807 (shaded area).
808

809 S8 Fig. Comparisons of cross-reactive E-specific CD4+ T cell responses in the

810 vaccine cohorts.

811 (A-B) Frequency of TBEV E-specific CD4+ T cells in (A) cohorts C, D and E and (B) in
812 cohorts A and B, expressed as fold change relative to day 0. (A-B) Statistical analysis
813  assessed by Kruskal-Wallis’s and post hoc Dunn’s tests with Bonferroni correction.
814  Distribution of data points is determined by boxplot with median and 25%"-75%

815 percentiles; whiskers are drawn from 1.5 times the IQR. Significant results are shown,

816  where: *p<0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001.
817

818  S9. Fig. Comparisons of cross-reactive E-specific CD8+ T cell responses in the

819 vaccine cohorts.

820 (A-B) Frequency of TBEV E-specific CD8+ T cells in (A) cohorts C, D and E and (B) in
821 cohorts A and B, expressed as fold change relative to day 0. (A-B) Statistical analysis
822  assessed by Kruskal-Wallis’s and post hoc Dunn’s tests with Bonferroni correction.
823  Distribution of data points is determined by boxplot with median and 25"-75%

824  percentiles; whiskers are drawn from 1.5 times the IQR. Significant results are shown,

825 where: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001.
826

827  S10. Fig. Comparisons of cross-reactive C-specific CD4+ T cell responses in the

828 vaccine cohorts.

829 (A-B) Frequency of TBEV C-specific CD4+ T cells in (A) cohorts C, D and E and (B) in
830 cohorts A and B, expressed as fold change relative to day 0. (A-B) Statistical analysis

831 assessed by Kruskal-Wallis’s and post hoc Dunn’s tests with Bonferroni correction.
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832  Distribution of data points is determined by boxplot with median and 25"-75%"
833  percentiles; whiskers are drawn from 1.5 times the IQR. Significant results are shown,

834  where: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p=0.001, ****p < 0.0001.
835

836 S11. Fig. Comparisons of cross-reactive C-specific CD8+ T cell responses in the

837 vaccine cohorts.

838 (A-B) Frequency of TBEV C-specific CD8+ T cells in (A) cohorts C, D and E and (B) in
839 cohorts A and B, expressed as fold change relative to day 0. (A-B) Statistical analysis
840  assessed by Kruskal-Wallis’s and post hoc Dunn’s tests with Bonferroni correction.
841 Distribution of data points is determined by boxplot with median and 25%-75%

842 percentiles; whiskers are drawn from 1.5 times the IQR. Significant results are shown,

843  where: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p=0.001, ****p < 0.0001.
844

845 S12. Fig. Comparisons of cross-reactive NS5-specific CD4+ T cell responses in the

846 vaccine cohorts.

847  (A-B) Frequency of TBEV NS5-specific CD4+ T cells in (A) cohorts C, D and E and (B) in
848 cohorts A and B, expressed as fold change relative to day 0. (A-B) Statistical analysis
849  assessed by Kruskal-Wallis’s and post hoc Dunn’s tests with Bonferroni correction.
850 Distribution of data points is determined by boxplot with median and 25"-75%"

851 percentiles; whiskers are drawn from 1.5 times the IQR. Significant results are shown,

852  where: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p=0.001, ****p < 0.0001.
853

854  S13. Fig. Comparisons of cross-reactive NS5-specific CD8+ T cell responses in the

855 vaccine cohorts.

856 (A-B) Frequency of TBEV NS5-specific CD8+ T cells in (A) cohorts C, D and E and (B) in
857 cohorts A and B, expressed as fold change relative to day 0. (A-B) Statistical analysis
858  assessed by Kruskal-Wallis’s and post hoc Dunn’s tests with Bonferroni correction.

859 Distribution of data points is determined by boxplot with median and 25"-75%"
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860 percentiles; whiskers are drawn from 1.5 times the IQR. Significant results are shown,

861 where: *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001.
862

863 S14Fig. YFV vaccine-induced T cell response shows limited cross-reactivity with

864  ZIKV antigens.

865 (A) Sequence alignments between TBEV, JEV, YFV and ZIKV. Heatmaps are annotated
866 accordingto percent of amino acid sequence similarities. (B) Frequency of ZIKV E, C-
867 and NS5-specific CD4+ T cells in cohort A expressed as fold change relative to day 0. (C)
868 Frequency of ZIKV E, C- and NS5-specific CD4+ T cells in cohort B expressed as fold

869 change relative to day 0. (D) Frequency of ZIKV E, C- and NS5-specific CD4+ T cells in
870 cohort E expressed as fold change relative to day 0. (E) Frequency of ZIKV E, C- and NS5-
871 specific CD8+ T cells in cohort A expressed as fold change relative to day 0. (F)

872  Frequency of ZIKV E, C- and NS5-specific CD8+ T cells in cohort B expressed as fold

873 change relative to day 0. (G) Frequency of ZIKV E, C- and NS5-specific CD8+ T cells in
874  cohort E expressed as fold change relative to day 0. (B-G) Line plots show median and

875 95% confidence interval (shaded area).
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FIG 6

Fold change relative to Day 0
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