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Research in context 43 

Evidence before this study 44 

CoronaVac® (an inactivated SARS-CoV-2 vaccine) was approved on June 1st, 2021, by 45 

the WHO for its use in humans. Sinovac Life Sciences generated this vaccine in China 46 

and conducted phase 1/2 trials. Good safety, efficacy, and immunogenicity profiles were 47 

reported. The results from this study led to the use of CoronaVac® in other countries, 48 

such as Brazil, Turkey, and Chile, with phase 3 trials being held on them. 49 

Added-value of this study 50 

This work compares the safety and efficacy of two immunization schedules with 51 

CoronaVac®, with each dose administrated two or four weeks after the first dose on 52 

healthy Chilean adults. To date, no studies showing the safety and efficacy of these two 53 

immunization schedules with CoronaVac® in healthy adults in a population other than 54 

the Chinese have been published. We show that CoronaVac® is safe and prevents 55 

hospitalization due to COVID-19 in both immunization schedules. No differences were 56 

found in the incidence of adverse events between both schedules, and no related 57 

severe adverse events were reported. These results give further insight into the immune 58 

response induced by CoronaVac® and are relevant when deciding on the immunization 59 

schedule chosen for vaccination. 60 

Implications of all the available evidence 61 

The data reported here show that using either immunization schedule with two doses of 62 

CoronaVac® protects against SARS-CoV-2. The data also indicate that CoronaVac® 63 

does not induce severe adverse events in either immunization schedule, and the 64 

adverse events registered are mild and transient, confirming the safety of this vaccine. 65 
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Abstract 66 

Background: Several vaccines have been developed to control the COVID-19 67 

pandemic. CoronaVac® (Sinovac Life Sciences), an inactivated SARS-CoV-2 vaccine, 68 

has demonstrated safety and immunogenicity in previous studies, preventing severe 69 

COVID-19 cases. We further investigated the safety and efficacy of two immunization 70 

schedules of CoronaVac® in a non-inferiority trial in healthy adults. 71 

Methods: This is a multi-center and randomized clinical trial. Healthy adults were 72 

enrolled at eight centers in Chile. Participants were randomly assigned to two 73 

vaccination schedules, receiving two doses with either 14 (0-14) or 28 (0-28) days 74 

between each. 2302 participants were vaccinated. The primary safety and efficacy 75 

endpoints were solicited adverse events (AE) within 7 days after each dose and 76 

compared the number of cases of SARS-CoV-2 infection 14 days after the second dose 77 

between schedules, respectively. 78 

Findings: The most frequent local AE was pain at the injection site, which was less 79 

frequent in participants aged ≥60 years. Other local AEs were reported in less than 5% 80 

of participants. The most frequent systemic AEs were headache, fatigue, and myalgia. 81 

The remaining AEs were minor allergic reactions and fever. Most AEs were mild and 82 

transient. There were no significant differences for local and systemic AE between 83 

schedules. No anaphylactic reactions or vaccine-related severe AEs were observed. 58 84 

COVID-19 cases were confirmed, and all but two of them were mild. No differences 85 

were observed in protection between schedules. 86 

Interpretation: CoronaVac® is safe, especially in ≥60 years-old participants. Both 87 

schedules protected against COVID-19 hospitalizations. 88 
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Background 90 

In March 2020, the COVID-19 pandemic, a disease caused by the severe acute 91 

respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), was declared 1. Two years into this 92 

pandemic, more than 250 million cases have been diagnosed worldwide, and more than 93 

5 million deaths can be related to COVID-19 2. In Chile, since March 2020, 1.7 million 94 

laboratory-confirmed cases have been reported, and more than 38,000 deaths can be 95 

related to COVID-19 by December 2021 3. 96 

Initial COVID-19 outbreaks exhibited high morbidity and mortality in individuals over 60 97 

years of age or with comorbidities, such as obesity, chronic pulmonary disease, cardiac 98 

disease, and immunosuppressed population 4,5. Antiviral drugs or immunomodulators 99 

have not been a successful treatment 6. Prophylactic strategies with drugs, such as 100 

hydroxychloroquine or ivermectin did not show any significant reduction in the risk of 101 

SARS-CoV-2 infection 7. Other treatments, such as post-exposure type I interferon 102 

prophylaxis, are still being evaluated 8. 103 

Vaccination is an essential prophylactic strategy to prevent pathogen spreading and the 104 

disease caused by a viral infection 9. Early during the pandemic, the development of 105 

vaccines against SARS-CoV-2 was vigorously pursued. Different vaccine platforms 106 

were generated to prevent COVID-19, such as mRNA vaccines or viral vector-based 107 

vaccines 10. Among these, CoronaVac® is an inactivated vaccine against SARS-CoV-2 108 

developed in Vero cells (Sinovac Life Sciences, Beijing, China). Preclinical studies 109 

performed in mice, rats, and non-human primates demonstrated that this vaccine was 110 

immunogenic and induced anti-SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibodies 11. Moreover, 111 

partial or complete protection against pneumonia after a viral challenge was shown in 112 
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primates 11. All these results led to human clinical trials. A phase I/II sequential clinical 113 

trial was performed, including 144 and 600 healthy adults aged 18 to 59 years, 114 

respectively 12. Two doses (3 and 6 µg) and two vaccination schedules (two doses 115 

separated by either two or four weeks) were evaluated. Results demonstrated that this 116 

inactivated vaccine was well tolerated with mild local adverse events after two doses 12. 117 

Although anti-SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibodies geometric mean titers (GMT) were 118 

lower when compared to convalescent patients, the vaccine induced a significant 119 

humoral response with both doses and schedules. A phase1/2 sequential clinical trial 120 

performed in healthy adults aged 60 years and older showed that CoronaVac® was safe 121 

and well-tolerated in this particular population 13. Moreover, the 3 µg dose in the elderly 122 

group induced anti-SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibodies titers similar to those observed 123 

in adults aged 18-59 years. All these findings led to the emergency use of CoronaVac® 124 

in China and supported the development of a phase 3 study to evaluate the efficacy of 125 

this inactivated vaccine 14. 126 

Due to the availability of CoronaVac® to the general public in Chile since January 2021, 127 

we adapted the initial placebo-controlled phase 3 clinical trial in adults to a non-128 

inferiority clinical trial of two different immunization schedules, with the second dose 129 

administered either two (0-14) or four (0-28) weeks after the first one, with a planned 12 130 

months of follow-up. This report includes the safety and efficacy of non-inferiority results 131 

acquired up to six months after the first dose.  132 
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Methods 133 

Study design and participants 134 

This trial (clinicaltrials.gov NCT04651790) is a multi-center, randomized clinical trial to 135 

evaluate two vaccination schedules of CoronaVac®, the Sinovac inactivated SARS-136 

CoV-2 vaccine, in adults in Chile that included health care workers and community 137 

participants recruited at eight sites (six in the Metropolitan Region of Santiago and two 138 

in the Valparaiso Region). The study was approved by the sponsoring institution Ethical 139 

Committee (Comité Ético Científico Ciencias de la Salud UC, Pontificia Universidad 140 

Católica de Chile, ID 200708006), and each Institutional Ethical Committee of the other 141 

sites (Comité Ético Científico Universidad de Los Andes, Comité Ético Científico 142 

Facultad de Medicina Clínica Alemana, Universidad del Desarrollo, Comité Ético 143 

Científico Hospital Clínico Félix Bulnes, Comité Ético Científico Servicio de Salud 144 

Valparaíso-San Antonio, Comité Ético Científico Servicio de Salud Metropolitano Sur 145 

Oriente, Chile), and the Public Health Institute of Chile (ISP Chile, number Nº 146 

24204/20). This study was also conducted according to the current Tripartite Guidelines 147 

for Good Clinical Practices, the Declaration of Helsinki 15, and local regulations. An 148 

independent data and safety monitoring board reviewed the blinded safety and efficacy 149 

data. 150 

Written informed consent was obtained from each participant before enrollment. After 151 

inclusion and exclusion criteria were met (a complete list of inclusion and exclusion 152 

criteria has been published previously 16), participants were randomly assigned to one 153 

of 2 open-label vaccination schedules, with either 14 (0-14) or 28 (0-28) days interval 154 

between doses, in a 1:1 ratio. 155 
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Aims 156 

The primary safety endpoint was to evaluate the frequency of AE occurring on the first 7 157 

days after each dose of the vaccine in each vaccination schedule. The secondary 158 

endpoint was to determine the occurrence of SAE and events of special interest in both 159 

vaccination schedules during all the study. 160 

The primary non-inferiority efficacy endpoint was to evaluate and compare the 161 

protection against confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection of two vaccination schedules, 162 

starting two weeks after the second dose. Non-inferiority of 0-14 over 0-28 schedule 163 

was defined as a difference in the protection rate within a threshold of 15%. Secondary 164 

efficacy endpoints were to compare both vaccination schedules regarding hospitalized 165 

cases and deaths within the same period. 166 

 167 

Procedures 168 

Demographic information, comorbidities, concomitant medications, and nutritional status 169 

were registered at enrolment and registered in a paper case report form (CRF) and an 170 

electronic CRF (eCRF). Blood samples and nasopharyngeal swabs were obtained for 171 

all participants prior to immunization to evaluate past or current SARS-CoV-2 infection. 172 

A urine test was performed on all female participants to assess potential pregnancies, 173 

an exclusion criterion. Participants were inoculated with 3 µg (600SU) of Coronavac® 174 

and then kept in observation for 60 min after each dose to evaluate possible adverse 175 

events (AE). Immediate AE was defined as reporting the AE within this period. Then, 176 

participants, or their representative, if applicable, were instructed to register through a 177 

remote application any local and systemic solicited AE for 7 days after each dose and 178 
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any other AE and concomitant medications until 28 days after the second dose. Non-179 

immediate AEs were defined as those occurring after the first 60 minutes after 180 

vaccination. Serious adverse events (SAE), events of special interest (using the priority 181 

List of Events of Special Interest in COVID-19 vaccines by Brighton Collaboration) 17, 182 

relevant medications (immunosuppressive drugs, transfusions, and other vaccines), and 183 

symptoms of SARS-CoV-2 infection were collected throughout the entire study. The 184 

system sent daily reminders to all participants until day 28 after the second dose and 185 

then weekly until the end of the study. The severity of solicited AE was graded through 186 

a numeric scale of 1 to 4, based on the “Toxicity Grading Scale for Healthy Adult and 187 

Adolescent Volunteers Enrolled in Preventive Vaccine Clinical Trials” guide of the Food 188 

and Drug Administration of the United States (FDA) 18. The severity of the unsolicited 189 

clinical AE was classified through a numeric scale of 1 to 5, based on the “Common 190 

Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events - Version 5.0” guide by the United States 191 

National Cancer Institute (NCI /NIH) 19. The investigators determined a possible causal 192 

association between AE and vaccination according to a classification adapted from the 193 

“Uppsala Monitoring Center” of the World Health Organization 20. Personnel of the sites 194 

reviewed this information for accuracy and completeness and filled an AE or SAE form 195 

in the eCRF. 196 

To determine the protection against confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection for each 197 

vaccination schedule, participants were followed during the study to identify and register 198 

any SARS-CoV-2 infection (COVID-19). The definition of case surveillance for COVID-199 

19 was stated by the WHO 21. Participants were instructed to register in the remote 200 

application and notify the sites through the mail, message, or phone call when they 201 
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presented at least one of the symptoms for two days (suspicious case definition met). In 202 

these cases, a SARS-CoV-2 RT-qPCR was performed. A second sample was collected 203 

in the case of a negative RT-qPCR with persisting symptoms, and then a new RT-qPCR 204 

was performed. The investigators closely monitored participants who met the confirmed 205 

COVID-19 case definition (at least one symptom and a positive RT-qPCR), recording 206 

symptoms, severity, start and end dates, therapies, complications, hospitalizations, and 207 

admission to the ICU, use of mechanical ventilation, and outcome. The severity of the 208 

COVID19 symptoms was classified in 1 to 4 grades based on the guidelines “Toxicity 209 

Grading Scale for Healthy Adult and Adolescent Volunteers Enrolled in Preventive 210 

Vaccine Clinical Trials” from the United States Food and Drug Administration (FDA) and 211 

the “Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events - Version 5.0” guide by the 212 

United States National Cancer Institute (NCI /NIH) 18,19. The intensity of the condition 213 

was registered using the scale of clinical progression (Score 0 to 10), based on the 214 

WHO guidelines 20. 215 

 216 

Statistical analyses 217 

Baseline characteristics of patients were compared by schedule: categorical variables 218 

were expressed as counts and percentages while numerical variables with mean and 219 

standard deviation (SD). Categorical variables were analyzed with Chi-square test or 220 

Fisher’s exact test; differences in means were tested using Student’s t-test; significance 221 

level was set at a more rigorous level of 0.01. The percentage of subjects that 222 

presented each solicited AE within the first 7 days was obtained for each schedule. The 223 

length of the event was presented as median and quantiles 10 and 90. Incidence of 224 
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immediate and non-immediate AE was registered. The number of simultaneous non-225 

immediate AEs were expressed as the sum of different AE and are shown as frequency 226 

and percentage by dose and schedule. Differences in the incidence of each AE by age 227 

were evaluated using Chi-square or Fisher´s exact test. The COVID-19 incidence, 228 

including only cases occurring 14 days after the second dose, was determined for each 229 

schedule and subgroups defined by sociodemographic or clinical characteristics. 230 

COVID-19-free survival was estimated using Kaplan-Meier analysis, and schedule 231 

curve differences were assessed using the Log Rank test. Cox’s regression was used to 232 

obtain age and gender-adjusted incidence rate ratios and their 95% confidence interval 233 

(CI). The proportional hazards assumption was met. For safety and efficacy, we looked 234 

at the non-inferiority of the 0-14 schedule over the 0-28 schedule, with a margin of 15%. 235 

Consequently, one-sided statistical tests were used where the rejection of the null 236 

hypothesis indicates non-inferiority of the 0-14 schedule over the 0-28 schedule. All 237 

statistical analyses were performed using SPSS 17.0. 238 

 239 

Role of the funding source 240 

The funder had no role in study design, data collection, analysis, interpretation, or report 241 

writing. 242 

  243 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 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 February 8, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.07.22270215doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.07.22270215
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Results 244 

Demographics and participants 245 

During November 29th, 2020, and April 9th, 2021, a total of 2,302 participants were 246 

vaccinated with the first dose of CoronaVac®. Of these participants, 1,090 were 247 

allocated to the 0-14 schedule and 1,212 to the 0-28 schedule. Safety and efficacy data 248 

derived from participants up to October 2021 are reported here, with a median (min-249 

max) of follow-up of 6.5 (0.5-6.7) months for the 0-14 schedule and 6.9 (1.1-7.1) months 250 

for the 0-28 schedule. Safety information for 7 days after the first and second doses was 251 

available for 2,302 and 2,212 participants, respectively. These data were included in the 252 

safety analysis. Moreover, 2,205 participants had clinical information 14 days after the 253 

second dose and were included in the efficacy analysis (Figure 1). 254 

Demographic characteristics and comorbidities of the population are shown in Table 1. 255 

No significant differences were observed between participants who received any of the 256 

two vaccination schedules, except a higher proportion of health workers in the 0-14 257 

schedule; and a higher BMI and frequency of participants aged over 60 in the 0-28 258 

schedule. 259 

 260 

Safety parameters 261 

During the first 60 minutes after vaccination, 1-2% of participants reported local pain at 262 

the administration site. The other AEs were recorded in even lower frequency 263 

(Supplementary Table 1). No anaphylactic reactions were observed. After this 264 

immediate period, a total of 882 local and 1,919 systemic solicited AEs were reported 265 

upon administration of the first dose. These AEs were reported in 32.1% and 41.5% of 266 
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the vaccinated participants for the 0-14 and 0-28 schedules. A total of 867 local and 267 

1395 systemic solicited AE were reported after the second dose. These AEs were 268 

reported in 31.2% and 32.9% of the vaccinated participants for the 0-14 and 0-28 269 

schedules, respectively (Figure 1 and supplementary table 2). The 0-14 schedule 270 

showed no inferiority to the 0-28 schedule (p<0.0001) in the frequency of AEs 271 

(Supplementary Table 2). 272 

After the first dose, 67.9% of the participants did not report any local AE, 26.6% 273 

reported only pain at the inoculation site, 0.9% reported pain and induration, 0.8% 274 

reported pain and local pruritus, and 0.6% reported only pruritus. All other combinations 275 

were found in less than 0.5% of the participants. After the second dose, 68.8% of the 276 

participants did not report any AE, 24.7% reported only pain at the inoculation site, 1.4% 277 

reported pain and induration, 0.8% reported pain, induration, and pruritus. All other 278 

combinations were found in less than 0.6% of the participants. Majority of the 279 

participants who presented any local AE after each dose reported one or two AEs 280 

(Supplementary Table 3). 281 

After each dose, the most frequent solicited systemic AEs were headache, fatigue, and 282 

myalgia, reported in 20-26%, 12-17%, and 11-14% of the participants, respectively. The 283 

remaining systemic AEs were reported in less than 10% of the vaccinated participants. 284 

Notably, minor allergic reactions and fever were reported by less than 2% and 1% of the 285 

vaccinated participants, respectively (Figure 2 and Supplementary Table 2). The 286 

number of simultaneous systemic AEs is shown in Supplementary Table 3. The majority 287 

of the participants who presented any systemic AE reported one or two simultaneous 288 

AE. Most local and systemic AEs were mild, with 0.5% or fewer participants reporting 289 
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grade 3 AEs after the first dose and 0.6% or less after the second dose. There were no 290 

reports of grade 4 AEs (Figure 2). The most frequent local and systemic AEs resolved in 291 

a median of 2 days (Supplementary Table 4). When comparing by age group, older 292 

participants (≥60 years old) showed less incidence of AEs than did younger participants 293 

(18-59 years old) (Supplementary Table 5). 294 

No vaccine-related SAE occurred, and 60 non-vaccine-related SAEs were reported, 295 

including 3 deaths: two sudden deaths, one due to acute myocardial infarction, one 296 

month after the second dose (male, between 50 and 60 years old), and other in a 297 

patient with a history of hepatic cirrhosis due to alcoholic liver disease, three months 298 

after the second dose (male between 60 and 70 years-old). The third death was due to 299 

gastric cancer Stage IV diagnosed five months after enrolment (female, between 70 and 300 

80 years old). Five pregnancies have been reported in participants of the study, two of 301 

them during the first four weeks after the second dose, one twin and one single 302 

pregnancy. All had a negative pregnancy test and contraceptive use before each 303 

vaccine dose, and these participants are being followed-up by the investigators, with no 304 

obstetric nor perinatal complications reported to date. To date, one of the pregnancies 305 

concluded with the birth of healthy twins. No other events of special interest have 306 

occurred in the study. 307 

 308 

Vaccine efficacy 309 

Upon 14 days after the administration of the second dose of CoronaVac®, 58 310 

symptomatic and confirmed COVID-19 cases have been registered. The demographic 311 

and clinical characteristics of these COVID-19 cases are shown in Table 2. The vast 312 
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majority of these cases were mild (Score 2) (94.8%), and just two participants were 313 

hospitalized. The first one was a male, aged over 60 years, BMI 28.0 (over-weighted), 314 

with arterial hypertension and bicuspid aorta. This participant exhibited COVID-19 315 

symptoms 32 days after the second dose of a 0-28 schedule and was a confirmed close 316 

contact with a COVID-19 case. The participant developed atrial fibrillation and heart 317 

failure and required mechanical ventilation (Score 7) for six days and hospitalization for 318 

20 days. The second participant is a male, aged over 60 years, BMI of 29.3 (over-319 

weighted), in treatment for hypothyroidism. The second participant exhibited COVID-19 320 

symptoms 122 days after the second dose of a 0-28 schedule, and no close contact 321 

with other COVID-19 cases. The participant received oxygen by nasal cannula (Score 322 

5) for four days and was released after seven days of hospitalization. Both participants 323 

exhibited cough, dyspnea, and fatigue for more than seven weeks but ultimately 324 

recovered. 325 

A total of 34 and 24 cases of COVID-19 were registered in the 0-14 and the 0-28 326 

schedule, respectively (p=0.083) (Table 2). Both schedules showed a high probability of 327 

being COVID-19-free: 96.7% (0-14) and 97.9% (0-28) (non-inferiority p-value <0.001). A 328 

Kaplan-Meier analysis showed that the probability of 0.98 for being COVID-19-free is 329 

achieved at day 91 for the 0-14 schedule and at day 133 for the 0-28 schedule. 330 

Although the COVID-19 incidence rate showed a slightly higher curve for the 0-14 than 331 

the 0-28 schedule, this difference was not statistically significant (log-rank test, p-value 332 

= 0.071) (Figure 3). The 0-14 schedule showed non inferiority to the 0-28 schedule 333 

when comparing COVID-19 incidence in different subpopulations defined by 334 

demographic and clinical characteristics (Supplementary Table 6). 335 
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The incidence of COVID-19 cases tends to be higher in health care workers compared 336 

with the general population for both immunization schedules (for 0-14 schedule, cases 337 

presented in 4.5 v/s 2.4% and for 0-28 in 3.1 v/s 1.7%); but these differences were not 338 

statistically significant. Also, the infection rate tends to be lower in ≥60 years old 339 

participants, but the significance level set for this analysis was not achieved (p=0.024). 340 

No statistical differences were observed in the frequency of COVID-19 cases between 341 

sex and comorbidities.  342 
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Discussion  343 

This non-inferiority trial demonstrated that the virus inactivated, CoronaVac®, given in 344 

two doses, with a 14 or 28 days interval between each dose, was safe, well-tolerated, 345 

and protective. A six-month surveillance showed a non-inferiority of the 0-14 over the 0-346 

28 schedule in solicited AEs and confirmed COVID-19 cases. These results further 347 

support the safety and protective capacity for massive use of the Coronavac® vaccine in 348 

adults, including participants older than 60 years old. 349 

Regarding the safety of CoronaVac®, no vaccine-associated SAEs nor events of special 350 

interest were reported up until six months of follow-up in this cohort of over 2,300 adults. 351 

During phase III trials with adenovirus and mRNA-based vaccine formulations, four and 352 

one SAEs were associated with each vaccine, respectively 22,23. However, post-353 

approval reports showed an increased incidence of vaccine-induced thrombotic 354 

thrombocytopenia, particularly for the adenovirus-based vaccine prototypes 23. 355 

Moreover, cases of vaccine-related myocarditis were observed in adolescents and 356 

young adults vaccinated with mRNA-based vaccine 24. 357 

CoronaVac® showed a low reactogenicity profile, with around 30% of vaccinated 358 

participants reporting local pain, less than 1% fever, and no significant allergic 359 

reactions. In this line, AEs reported on the phase III trials with CoronaVac® performed in 360 

Turkey and Brazil were primarily mild and self-limited 25,26. The low reactogenicity profile 361 

of CoronaVac® contrasts with the relatively high incidence of local and systemic AEs 362 

reported post-vaccination for other vaccine platforms, such as mRNA and adenoviral 363 

vectors, with pain observed in 50-80%, fever in 16-51%, fatigue up to 70%, and 364 

myalgias up to 60% of the participants 22,27. 365 
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Regarding the vulnerable population, 30% of the enrolled participants in this study were 366 

≥60 years old, and 45% had chronic conditions. Lower frequencies of post-vaccination 367 

AEs were observed for the older age cohort compared to the younger participants. 368 

Consistently with this notion, only one elderly subject developed a fever after 369 

vaccination, a condition that could escalate in older people. Concordantly, in a 370 

nationwide cross-sectional study for side effects of CoronaVac® performed in Turkey, 371 

younger age was a risk factor associated with an discrete increase of vaccine side 372 

effects 26. These features contribute to the confidence for the massive administration of 373 

this vaccine, especially in the most vulnerable populations. 374 

Although the study design does not allow calculation of true efficacy for the vaccine due 375 

to the absence of a placebo arm, we demonstrate that in a scenario of high viral 376 

circulation 3, the vast majority of COVID-19 cases developed by vaccinated participants 377 

were only mild. Only two participants aged over 60 years required hospitalizations, and 378 

no deaths due to COVID-19 occurred as part of the study 28. These data are consistent 379 

with the immunogenicity results reported in Chile so far, showing that CoronaVac® 380 

induces the secretion of specific IgG against the S1-RBD with neutralizing capacity, as 381 

well as the activation of T cells specific for SARS-CoV-2 antigens 16. Moreover, the wide 382 

use of this vaccine in the Chilean population was monitored by de Ministry of Health  383 

and has shown an effectiveness of 67,7% to prevent symptomatic COVID-19 cases and 384 

more than 85% to prevent severe COVID-19 cases and deaths due to SARS-CoV-2 385 

infection 29. 386 

Comparing the protective efficacy of two different vaccination schedules (0-14 v/s 0-28) 387 

against SARS-CoV-2 infection could help health authorities make evidence-based 388 
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decisions for massive immunization against COVID-19. A more rapid schedule could 389 

lead to faster vaccination of the population, which could be relevant during an epidemic. 390 

It is essential to evaluate differences regarding immunogenicity, efficacy, and 391 

effectiveness between an accelerated schedule versus a standard four-week interval. 392 

Two previous reports with this vaccine showed a more robust immune response for the 393 

0-28 schedule than for the 0-14 schedule 12. A phase I/II trial held in China showed 394 

higher neutralizing antibodies seroconversion rates for the 0-28 schedule compared to 395 

the 0-14 schedule 12. 396 

Regarding efficacy, although we observed a trend toward higher efficacy for the 0-28 397 

schedule compared to the 0-14 schedule, these differences were not statistically 398 

significant. A previous study that evaluated the efficacy of CoronaVac® in a 0-14 399 

schedule demonstrated that this parameter was higher in participants who received the 400 

two doses with an interval of over 21 days 25. An explanation for this apparent 401 

discrepancy is that in our study, the group included in the 0-14 schedule consisted 402 

mainly of healthcare workers, which are usually more exposed to the virus and therefore 403 

have higher risks of infection. Further studies with a more homogeneous population 404 

could contribute to addressing these questions. 405 

Older age is a described risk factor related to COVID-19 severity 30, also observed in 406 

our study. Here, the two severe cases reported occurred just in older participants. 407 

However, the frequency of cases tended to be lower in this age group. This could be 408 

related to the most strict protective measures taken in this population and their lower 409 

mobility during the time of the study. 410 
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After a six-month follow-up, two doses of CoronaVac® demonstrated to be well-411 

tolerated, safe, and protective, particularly in a high-risk population. Regarding 412 

vaccination schedules, our data suggest that both a 0-14 and a 0-28 schedule show 413 

equivalent safety and efficacy results for this vaccine.  414 
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 545 

Figure 1. Study design for this Phase 3 trial with two different immunization 546 

schedules as of October 2021. This study aims to characterize the safety and efficacy 547 

elicited by two immunization schedules with CoronaVac®, with each dose separated by 548 

either 14 or 28 days. 549 

 550 

Figure 2. Frequency and severity of local and systemic adverse events by 551 

schedule and dose. Frequencies and severity grades are shown in percentage. (A) 552 

Local adverse events. (B & C) Systemic adverse events. 553 

 554 

Figure 3. Cumulative incidence of COVID-19 infection by immunization schedule. 555 

Cumulative incidence for COVID-19 infections 14 days after administration of the 556 

second dose in two vaccination schedules (0-14 [solid line] and 0-28 [dashed line]). The 557 

X-axis shows days elapsed from the second dose to the event or censoring time. 558 

Censoring was set at the date of the third vaccination, retirement from the study, or 559 

reaching six months after the second dose, whichever occurred first. 560 

  561 
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Table 1. Clinic and demographic characteristics of the study population at baseline.  562 

  
    Total 

Schedule 0-
14 

Schedule 0-
28   

    (n=2302) (n=1090) (n=1212) 
p value 

(a) 
Age; n (%)       0.001 

  18-59 1616 
(70.2) 800 (73.4) 816 (67.3)   

  60-98 686 (29.8) 290 (26.6) 396 (32.7)   
Sex; n (%)       0.015 

  Female 1212 
(52.6) 603 (55.3) 609 (50.2)   

BMI; mean ± SD 26.9 ± 4.5 26.6 ± 4.4 27.1 ± 4.6 0.003 
Ethnicity; n (%)       0.128 

  Hispanic or Latino 2294 
(99.7) 1083 (99.4) 1211 (99.9)   

  Chilean native 4 (0.2) 3 (0.3) 1 (0.1)   
  Asian 3 (0.1) 3 (0.3) 0 (0.0)   
  Black 1 (0.0) 1 (0.1) 0 (0.0)   
Health workers; n (%)       <0.001 
  Yes 759 (33.0) 459 (42.1) 300 (24.8)   
Comorbidities; n (%)         

  ≥1 1042 
(45.3) 487 (44.7) 555 (45.8) 0.580 

Comorbidities; n (%)         
  Cardiovascular disease 34 (1.5) 14 (1.3) 20 (1.7) 0.468 
  Asthma and COPD* 148 (6.4) 83 (7.6) 65 (5.4) 0.028 
  Diabetes 117 (5.1) 44 (4.0) 73 (6.0) 0.030 
  Insulin resistance 180 (7.8) 85 (7.8) 95 (7.8) 0.967 
  Hypothyroidism 248 (10.8) 135 (12.4) 113 (9.3) 0.018 
  Arterial hypertension 415 (18.0) 174 (16.0) 241 (19.9) 0.015 
  Allergic rhinitis 300 (13.0) 137 (12.6) 163 (13.4) 0.531 
  Thyroid disease 251 (10.9) 136 (12.5) 115 (9.5) 0.022 
  Obesity  478 (20.8) 205 (18.8) 273 (22.5) 0.028 
  Dyslipidaemia 43 (1.9) 18 (1.7) 25 (2.1) 0.467 

 563 
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Table 2. Characteristics of COVID-19 positive participants by immunization schedule. 565 

  
Total Schedule 0-14 Schedule 0-28 

(n=58) (n=34) (n=24) 

Age in years, n (%)       

  18-59 48 (82.8) 29 (85.3) 19 (79.2) 

  60-98 10 (17.2) 5 (14.7) 5 (20.8) 

Sex, n (%)       

  Female 31 (53.4) 18 (52.9) 13 (54.2) 

Clinical score, n (%)       

  2 (symptomatic, independent) 55 (94.8) 33 (97.1) 22 (91.7) 

  3 (symptomatic, assistance needed) 1 (1.7) 0 (0.0) 1 (4.1) 

  5 (hospitalized, oxygen by mask or nasal prongs) 1 (1.7) 1 (2.9) 0 (0.0) 

  7 (intubation and mechanical ventilation) 1 (1.7) 0 (0.0) 1 (4.1) 

Severity criteria, n (%)       

  Hospitalizations 2 (3.4) 1 (2.9) 1 (4.1) 

  UCI admissions  1 (1.7) 0 (0.0) 1 (4.1) 

  Deaths  0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 

Health setting workers, n (%)       
  Yes 28 (48.3) 19 (55.9) 9 (37.5) 

Comorbidities, n (%)       

  ≥1 26 (44.8) 14 (41.2) 12 (50.0) 
Comorbidities, n (%)        

  Cardiovascular disease 4 (6.9) 2 (5.9) 2 (8.3) 

  Asthma and COPD* 6 (10.3) 3 (8.8) 3 (12.5) 
  Diabetes 3 (5.2) 2 (5.9) 1 (4.2) 

  Insulin resistance 5 (8.6) 1 (2.9) 4 (16.7) 

  Arterial hypertension 14 (24.1) 9 (26.5) 5 (20.8) 

  Allergic rhinitis 7 (12.1) 3 (8.8) 4 (16.7) 

  Thyroid disease 3 (5.2) 3 (8.8) 0 (0.0) 

  Obesity 14 (24.1) 5 (14.7) 9 (37.5) 

  Dyslipidaemia 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 

* COPD: chronic obstructive pulmonary disease 

Data are presented as frequency and percentage of the total number of cases in each subgroup and 
were compared with Chi-square test or Fisher exact test; all p values were higher than 0.05. 
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