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Abstract !
Background - The objectives of this study were to investigate whether vaccine efficacy 2
against severe COVID-19 has decreased since Delta became the predominant variant; (2) 3
whether efficacy wanes with time since second dose. 4

Methods Efficacy was estimated in a matched case-control study that includes all 5
diagnosed cases of COVID-19 in Scotland up to 19 August 2021. The main outcome 6
measure was severe COVID-19, defined as cases with entry to critical care or fatal outcome. 7

Findings - Efficacy of vaccination against severe COVID-19 decreased in May 2021 8
coinciding with the replacement of the B.1.1.7 (Alpha) by the B.1.617.2 (Delta) variant in o
Scotland, but this decrease was reversed over the next month. In the most recent time 10

window, the efficacy of two doses was 91% (95 percent CI 87% to 94%) for the AstraZeneca n
product and 92% (95 percent CI 88% to 95%) for mRNA (Pfizer or Moderna) products. 12
Efficacy of the AstraZeneca product against severe COVID-19 declined with time since 13
second dose to 69% (95 percent CI 52% to 80%) at 20 weeks from second dose. Efficacy of 14
mRNA vaccines declined in the first ten weeks from second dose but more slowly thereafter 15
to 93% (95 percent CI 88% to 96%) at 20 weeks from second dose. 16

Interpretation - These results are reassuring with respect to concerns that efficacy 17
against severe COVID-19 might have fallen since the Delta variant became predominant, or 1s
that efficacy of mRNA vaccines wanes with increasing time since second dose. However it is 19

now clear that efficacy of the AstraZeneca vaccine against severe COVID-19 wanes 20
substantially by 20 weeks from second dose, suggesting that delivery of booster doses should 2
initially focus on those who received this type of vaccine. 2

Funding - No specific funding was received for this work. HC is supported by an 23
endowed chair from the AXA Research Foundation. 2
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Research in context 25

Evidence before this study

Several reports have suggested that efficacy of COVID-19 vaccines has fallen since
the Delta variant became predominant, or that efficacy wanes with time since second
dose. The starting point for this study was the evidence of waning efficacy cited
by the CDC, the FDA and more recently the UK Joint Committee on Vaccination
and Immunisation in support of their recent recommendations for delivery of booster
doses for the general population.

Added value of this study

This study shows that efficacy of both AstraZeneca and mRNA vaccines against
severe COVID-19 (fatal or requiring critical care) remains high (around 90%) in the
most recent time window, but that efficacy of the AstraZeneca vaccine wanes to about
70% by 20 weeks from second dose. In contrast efficacy of the mRNA vaccines wanes
rapidly at first but stabilises at about 90% by 20 weeks from second dose.

Implications of all the available evidence

These results suggest that booster doses of vaccine are not needed for those who
have received two doses of mRNA vaccine, except for vulnerable individuals who may

require a third primary dose.
26

Introduction 27
Recent reports have suggested that efficacy of vaccines against COVID-19 infection may 28
have fallen since the B.1.617.2 (Delta) variant became predominant [1-6]. Other studies 29
have raised concerns that efficacy may wane with time since second dose [3,7,8]. These 30
concerns have led US and UK advisory bodies [9,10] to recommend booster doses for the 31
general population. 32

Studies of efficacy against infection are subject to ascertainment bias unless they are 33
based on testing at predetermined regular intervals [3]. Studies of efficacy against severe 34
COVID-19, defined as cases that are fatal or require critical care, are less susceptible to 35

ascertainment bias and this is also the outcome most relevant to health-care capacity. The 36
objectives of this study were to investigate for the two main classes of vaccine: (1) whether 3

efficacy against severe COVID-19 has decreased since Delta became the predominant 38
variant; (2) whether efficacy of two doses against severe COVID-19 wanes with time since 39
second dose. 40
Methods a

The design of the REACT-SCOT case-control study has been described in detail previously a2
[11-13]. In brief, for every incident case of COVID-19 in the Scottish population ten a3
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controls not previously diagnosed with COVID-19, matched for one-year age, sex and 44
primary care practice and alive on the day of presentation of the case that they were 45
matched to were selected using the Community Health Index database. Diagnosed cases of 4
COVID-19 were those with a positive nucleic acid test, a hospital discharge diagnosis coded 47
as COVID-19, or a death certificate with mention of COVID-19. As previously, to minimise 4s
ascertainment bias we pre-specified the primary outcome measure as severe COVID-19, 49
defined as diagnosed cases with entry to critical care within 21 days of first positive test, 50
death within 28 days of first positive test or any death for which COVID-19 was coded as =
underlying cause [11]. We also examined as a secondary outcome the broader category of s
hospitalised or fatal COVID-19, with hospitalisation defined as admission within 14 days of =3
first positive test. Though the data extract included cases presenting up to 2 September 54
2021, the analyses reported here are restricted to cases and controls presenting from 1 55
December 2020 to 19 August 2021, ensuring follow-up for at least 14 days after presentation ss
date to allow classification of hospitalisation and (for most cases) severity based on entry to s
critical care or fatal outcome. 58

The vaccination programme in Scotland began on 8 December 2020. By 24 March 2021 s
half the adult population had received a first dose, and by 7 June half the adult population o
had received a second dose [14]. Vaccination status was defined by the number of doses 61
received at least 14 days before presentation date. 62

The incidence density sampling design controls not only for the matching factors of age, 3
sex and primary care practice but also for calendar time. Rate ratios for severe COVID-19 &
were estimated from conditional logistic regression models. The efficacy of vaccination is 1 s
minus the rate ratio. Covariates included in each model were those previously identified as s
strong predictors of severe disease in this population: care home residence, risk category (no 7

risk condition, moderate risk condition, clinically extremely vulnerable), number of 68
non-cardiovascular drug classes dispensed in last 240 days and recent hospital stay [11-13]. 6o
The criteria used to classify individuals as having conditions designated as moderate risk 70
[11] or as clinically extremely vulnerable (and thus eligible for shielding) [13] have been 71
described in detail previously. 7

To investigate the effect of the Delta variant we examined how efficacy varied with 73
calendar time, and to investigate possible waning we examined how efficacy varied with 74

time since last dose. To show these relationships without predefined categories, the initial 7
analysis presents line plots of log rate ratios estimated within sliding 42-day time windows 7
against calendar time and against time since last dose. These sliding time windows were 7
used only to generate these plots. For a formal comparison between time periods before and 7
after Delta became the predominant variant, we estimated rate ratios before and after 19 79
May 2021: the date on which Delta became the main variant in Scotland [15]. 80

A key question for policy is whether the early waning of vaccine efficacy after the second &
dose tapers off after a few months. To investigate this we compared the fit of two families of &
model: (1) a “waning to zero efficacy” model in which the effect of vaccination on the scale s
of log rate ratio decays exponentially to zero with time since second dose; (2) a “waning to s
constant efficacy” model in which the effect of vaccination is the sum of two terms: a 85
time-invariant effect and a waning effect that decays exponentially with time since second  ss
dose. For each of these two model families, a model was fitted for each value of the decay &7
half-life over a sequence of values from 10 to 500 days and a profile likelihood confidence 88
interval for the half-life was obtained as the range of half-life values over which the 89
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log-likelihood of the model was within 1.92 natural log units of its maximum value. 90
Comparison between the best-fitting waning to zero model and the best-fitting “waning to o
constant efficacy” model was based on the difference in log-likelihood between these nested o
models. 93

Results o4

Tables [52| and |S3| show the distributions of risk factors in cases and their matched controls, o5
for the 5644 severe cases and the 21671 cases in the broader category of hospitalised or fatal. o

These results are provided for reference only: the reader is cautioned that unconditional 07
odds ratios calculated from these tables cannot be used to estimate rate ratios because of s
the matched design [16,17]. Over all cases and matched controls, the median and 99
interquartile range of the time since last dose was 40 (24 to 62) days for those who had 100

received a single dose and 97 (62 to 132) days for those who had received two doses. Of 101
those who had received two doses of an mRNA vaccine by the date of the latest extract, 9% 10
had received the Moderna product. 103

Vaccine efficacy before and after the Delta variant became predominant 1o

Figure [1] (a) shows that the rate ratio for severe COVID-19 associated with a single dose of 105
vaccine in June to July 2021, after the Alpha variant was replaced by the Delta variant, was 106

similar to that in March to April. There is however an obvious blip, with a temporary 107
increase in the rate ratio (corresponding to a decline in efficacy) from early May to early 108
June. The rate ratios for severe COVID-19 associated with two doses of vaccine show a 109
similar perturbation during May 2021, but the estimates of rate ratios for time windows 110
before May 2021 are imprecise because at this time few individuals had received their 111
second dose. To compare the rate ratio before and after the date that the Delta variant 112
became predominant, a conditional logistic regression model was fitted with the effect of 13
two doses versus none nested within each level of an indicator variable defined as 114

presentation date on or after 19 May 2021. The rate ratio for severe disease associated with 15
two doses of vaccine was 0.05 (95% CI 0.01 to 0.27, p=4 x 10~%) before 19 May and 0.09 116
(95% CT 0.07 to 0.11, p=7 x 107125) from 19 May onwards. The confidence interval for the 17
rate ratio before 19 May is wide because few individuals had received two doses before April 11
2021 and there were few severe cases from April to mid-May 2021. Figure [l] (b) shows that 119
the rate ratio for the broader category of hospitalised or fatal disease associated with two 12

doses of vaccine increased (and thus efficacy was lower) after the Delta variant became 121
predominant. The rate ratio was estimated as 0.11 (95% CI 0.07 to 0.19, p=8 x 10717) 122
before 19 May and 0.17 (95% CI 0.16 to 0.18, p=1 x 107%%%) from 19 May onwards 123

Figure|l] (a) shows that against severe COVID-19, the efficacy of two doses of the 124

AstraZeneca and mRNA vaccines did not differ after May 2021, but Figure [I| (b) shows that 125
against the broader category of hospitalised or fatal COVID-19 the AstraZeneca vaccine had 126
lower efficacy than the mRNA vaccines. In the most recent 42-day time window centred on 127
29 July 2021, the efficacy of two doses against severe COVID-19 was 91% (95 percent CI 12
87% to 94%) for the AstraZeneca product and 92% (95 percent CI 88% to 95%) for mRNA 120
(Pfizer or Moderna) products. Against the broader category of hospitalised or fatal 130
COVID-19, efficacy in this time window was slightly lower for the AstraZeneca product [86% 13

23 Oct 2021 5


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.12.21263448
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.12.21263448; this version posted October 23, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

(95 percent CI 83% to 88%)] than for mRNA vaccines [90% (95 percent CI 88% to 92%)]. 12

Vaccine efficacy by time since second dose 133

Figure [2| (a) shows that the log rate ratio for severe COVID-19 increases (and thus efficacy 134
decreases) over the first ten weeks after the second dose for both AstraZeneca and mRNA 135
vaccines. After this the slope of this relationship flattens for mRNA vaccines but not for the 136
AstraZeneca vaccine. Figure [2] (b) shows the same analysis for the broader category of 137
hospitalized or fatal COVID-19. In the 42-day time window centred on 20 weeks from 138
second dose, the efficacy of the AstraZeneca product against severe COVID-19 is 69% (95 130
percent CI 52% to 80%) but the efficacy of mRNA vaccines is 93% (95 percent CI 88% to 140
96%). For efficacy against hospitalised or fatal COVID-19 at 20 weeks from second dose the 1a
corresponding estimates were 58% (95 percent CI 50% to 65%) and 89% (95 percent CI 86% 14
to 91%). 143

Figure [S1| shows the relation of efficacy against hospitalisation to time since second dose 144
by clinical risk category. The differences between the AstraZeneca vaccine and the mRNA s
vaccines in pattern of waning is evident in each risk category: thus these differences cannot 14
be explained by the different risk profiles of those who received mRNA vaccines and those 17
who received AstraZeneca vaccines. 148

Modelling of the relation of efficacy to time since second dose was based on comparison 149
of “waning to zero efficacy” and “waning to constant efficacy” models as described above. 150
Results are shown in Table The decay curves corresponding to the best-fitting waning 151
to constant efficacy model for each outcome are shown in Figure For severe COVID-19, 152
there was no clear evidence (difference in log-likelihood < 2) favouring waning to constant 1s3
efficacy over waning to zero. For the broader category of hospitalised or fatal COVID-19, 154
there was strong evidence favouring waning to constant efficacy over waning to zero. For 155
mRNA vaccines the model best supported by the data was one in which efficacy was the 156
sum of a rapidly waning effect with half-life of 16 (95% CI 4 to 101) days and a 157
time-invariant efficacy of 93%. For the AstraZeneca vaccine the model with waning to 158
constant efficacy was supported, but with a much longer decay half-life (lower bound 211 15
days) such that the decay curve up to 30 weeks is barely distinguishable from a straight line. 160

Conclusions 161

Statement of principal findings 162

e The efficacy of two vaccine doses against severe COVID-19 in the most recent time 163
windows is around 92% and differs only slightly between AstraZeneca and mRNA 164
products. Efficacy against the broader category of hospitalised or fatal COVID-19 is 165
lower for the AstraZeneca vaccine than for mRNA vaccines (86% versus 90%). The 166
replacement, of the Alpha by the Delta variant in May 2021 was accompanied by a 167
temporary reduction of efficacy against severe disease: a possible explanation is that 1es

the early spread of the new variant was associated with higher infecting doses as 169
suggested by the lower PCR cycle threshold values recorded in surveillance data for 170
England [18]. 171

o Efficacy of mRNA vaccines against severe or hospitalised COVID declines during the 172
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first ten weeks after the second dose but stabilises thereafter at about 90%. Efficacy 173
of the Astra Zeneca vaccine continues to decline to about 60% at 20 weeks. Although 174
the log rate ratio is the natural scale on which to model these effects, we emphasize 17
that changes on this scale do not equate to changes in absolute risk: thus a twofold 17
increase in the rate ratio can represent a decline of efficacy from 97.5% to 95%, or a 177
decline from 80% to 60%. It is natural to model waning as an exponential decay of 173

the log rate ratio (a linear effect would imply that efficacy eventually becomes 179
negative). Although a model in which efficacy against hospitalisation is the sum (on a 180
scale of log rate ratio) of a rapidly-waning effect and a time-invariant effect is 181

supported by these data, the underlying mechanism of this is not clear, as the rate of 1s2
decline of neutralising antibodies induced by mRNA vaccines [19] appears too slow to 1ss
explain the rapid decline of efficacy in the first two months since second dose. 184

Strengths and limitations 185

Strengths of this study are the focus on severe COVID-19 as an outcome measure for which 1s6

ascertainment is complete and ascertainment bias should be minimal, the elimination of 187
confounding by calendar time in the matched case-control design, and the ability to control 1ss
for confounding by comorbidities and recent inpatient stay through linkage to electronic 189
health records. The incidence density case-control design excludes those who have 190

previously tested positive for COVID-19: a study of reinfections will be reported elsewhere. 10
Our estimates for waning of mRNA vaccines are based almost entirely on the Pfizer vaccine: 190
only recently has the Moderna vaccine been used in Scotland. 103

For the secondary outcome of hospitalised or fatal COVID-19 the numbers of events are 19
larger but we cannot easily distinguish admissions caused by COVID-19 from admissions for 19
other conditions where a positive COVID test is an incidental finding on admission. Where 196
hospitalisations with COVID-19 are misclassified as hospitalisations caused by COVID-19, 17
efficacy of a vaccine against hospitalisation caused by COVID-19 may be underestimated if 108
its efficacy against test-positive infection is lower than its efficacy against disease. 199

For investigating the possible effect of the Delta variant on efficacy, a limitation is that 200
we do not have direct measurements of variant type; however in Scotland the Alpha variant 20
was almost completely replaced by Delta over a few weeks in May 2021 [15], and the effect 20
of this is visible in the time window plots as a temporary perturbation of efficacy. As few 203
people had received their second dose before April 2021 and from April to May 2021 the 204
number of severe cases was low, estimates of efficacy of two doses against severe COVID-19 205
are based mainly on cases occurring after May 2021. Although the effects of calendar time 206
and time since second dose are confounded with other factors not considered in this analysis 207
including seasonality, the build-up of natural immunity, and the changing morbidity profile 208

of cases, the objective of this study is to establish whether efficacy is waning in the 200
population as a whole and thus to lay an evidence base for policy. 210
Comparison with other studies on

Several studies have suggested that vaccine efficacy against infection may have fallen since 212
Delta became the predominant variant, or that efficacy wanes with increasing time since 213
second dose. For efficacy against infection, the most reliable evidence is from the UK Office 214
of National Statistics (ONS) Covid-19 Infection Survey, based on regular monthly PCR 215
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testing: a study based on this reported that efficacy against infection had fallen from 79% 21
to 67% for the AstraZeneca vaccine since Delta became the predominant variant, but had 217
remained around 80% for the Pfizer vaccine [3]. Three other recent studies from the UK 218
[2,15,20] using test-negative controls have estimated recent efficacy against symptomatic 219
infection to be lower for the AstraZeneca vaccine than for the Pfizer vaccine. 220

Results of a recent study from the Kaiser Permanente Health Program showing that 221
efficacy of the Pfizer vaccine against hospitalisation with COVID-19 remained around 90% 22
after six months since second dose are consistent with our findings [21]. Few studies have 23
compared the waning of efficacy of mRNA and AstraZeneca vaccines against hospitalisation. 204

A recent study from Public Health England based on data up to 3 September 2021 225
estimated that efficacy against hospitalisation beyond 20 weeks from second dose remained 226
around 92% for the Pfizer vaccine, but declined to 77% for the AstraZeneca vaccine [20]. 2o

Limitations of that study are the restriction to cases ascertained from community testing 22
(Pillar 2) and the test-negative control design. In contrast we estimate that efficacy of the 22
AstraZeneca vaccine against hospitalisation wanes to around 60% by 20 weeks. 230

Policy implications 231

On the basis of reports that vaccine efficacy against SARS-CoV-2 had fallen since Delta 232
became the predominant variant, and that efficacy waned with time since second dose, the 233
CDC and FDA recommended booster doses for all adults in the US [9] though the Vaccines 234
and Related Biological Products Advisory Committee subsequently limited their 235
recommendation to those aged over 65 years. In the UK the JCVI recommended booster 236
doses for all those aged over 50 years [10]. Others have expressed doubts about the evidence 237
of waning efficacy, and argued that “currently available evidence does not show the need for 23
widespread use of booster vaccination in populations that have received an effective primary 230
vaccination regimen.” [22]. A report from Public Health England suggested that declining 240
efficacy against infection might even be beneficial in the long term by “boosting the primed 21
immune system of vaccinees who would experience mild or asymptomatic infections.” [23] 24

With respect to the Delta variant, our results are more reassuring than earlier reports, in 243
that we find that while vaccine efficacy against severe COVID-19 declined when the Alpha 24
variant was replaced by the Delta variant, this decline was only temporary. With respect s
waning with time since second dose, it is now clear that efficacy of the AstraZeneca vaccine 26
against severe COVID-19 and hospitalisation wanes up to 20 weeks from second dose to 247
about 60%, but efficacy of the mRNA vaccines appears to stabilise at about 90% after rapid 24
waning in the first 10 weeks from second dose. Although any extrapolation into the future 24
is uncertain, as yet there is no clear evidence to support recommendations of booster doses 250

for those who have received two doses of an mRNA vaccine, other than vulnerable and 251
immunosuppressed individuals who may require a third primary dose to achieve maximal 25
protection [24]. 253
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Table S1. Comparison of models for waning of efficacy

Waning model Product Outcome Difference in Decay half-life (days)
log-likelihood

To zero AZ Severe 0.0 85 (95% CI 65 to 126)
To constant efficacy AZ Severe 1.4 >500 (95% CI 68 to Inf)
To zero mRNA Severe 0.0  >500 (95% CI 201 to Inf)
To constant efficacy mRNA Severe 14 20 (95% CI 3 to Inf)
To zero AZ Hospitalised 0.0 37 (95% CI 32 to 45)
To constant efficacy AZ Hospitalised 1041.3  >500 (95% CI 212 to Inf)
To zero mRNA Hospitalised 0.0 116 (95% CI 67 to 397)
To constant efficacy mRNA Hospitalised 2244 16 (95% CI 4 to 101)

Differences in log-likelihood > 11 natural log units are significant at p < 0.001
Conditional logistic regression models include care home residence, clinical risk category,
number of non-cardiovascular drug classes and recent inpatient stay as covariates

Table S2. Rate ratios for severe COVID-19

Univariate Multivariable
Controls (50086) Cases (5644) Rate ratio (95% p-value  Rate ratio (95% p-value
CI) CI)

Care home 2471 (5%) 951 (17%) 51 (4.6,5.7) 2x107210 5.1(4.5,5.8) 2x107148
Clinical risk category

No risk condition 28661 (57%) 1576 (28%) . .

Moderate risk 17603 (35%) 2891 (51%)  3.31(3.09, 3.55)  7x 10723 1.96 (1.80, 2.13) 1x 10757
condition

Eligible for shielding 3822 (8%) 1177 (21%) 6.5 (5.9, 7.0) 2x 10737 2.96 (2.65, 3.31) 1x107%0
Number of 2 (1to 5) 6(3t09)  1.20(1.20,1.21) 1x107°%¥  1.12 (1.11, 1.13) 6 x 107132
non-cardiovascular drug
classes
Recent hospital stay 1062 (2%) 1479 (26%)  17.1 (15.5,18.8)  2x 107™  11.8(10.6, 13.1) 4 x 107478
Vaccination status

Not vaccinated 36874 (74% 4494 (80%)

) . .
1 dose mRNA vaccine 2277 (5%) 247 (4%) 0.68 (0.58, 0.81) 6 x 1076 0.39 (0.33, 0.47) 8 x 10~
1 dose AZ vaccine 2693 (5%) 260 (5%)  0.39 (0.32, 0.47) 2x 10722 0.34 (0.27, 0.41) 1x 107
2 doses mRNA 2630 (5%) 142 (3%)  0.11 (0.09, 0.14) 1x 107" 0.07 (0.05, 0.09) 3 x 1079

vaccine
2 doses AZ vaccine 5595 (11%) 499 (9%)  0.18 (0.15, 0.22) 2x107™  0.13 (0.10, 0.15) 5x107%

Presentation dates from 1 December 2020 to 19 August 2021.

Vaccination status defined as number of doses received at least 14 days before presentation date.

Controls matched for age, sex, and primary care practice on date of presentation of case.

Multivariable model includes all covariates in the table
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Table S3. Rate ratios for hospitalised or fatal COVID-19

Univariate Multivariable
Controls (202071) Cases (21671) Rate ratio (95% p-value Rate ratio (95% p-value
CI) CI)

Care home 5790 (3%) 2053 (9%)  4.27 (4.00, 4.56) 2 x 10740 3.32(3.06, 3.61) 2 x 1071¥
Clinical risk category

No risk condition 133911 (66%) 8802 (41%) . .

Moderate risk 55806 (28%) 9214 (43%)  2.98 (2.88,3.09) 2x 10787  1.82 (1.75,1.90) 4 x 101"
condition

Eligible for shielding 12354 (6%) 3655 (17%) 5.6 (5.3,5.8) 2x1071% 261 (2.46,2.78) 5 x 107219
Number of 2 (0 to 4) 4(2t08)  1.19(1.19,1.20) 2x107'762 112 (1.12, 1.13) 3 x 10749
non-cardiovascular drug
classes
Recent hospital stay 3304 (2%) 5333 (25%)  21.3 (20.3,22.5) 3 x 10729  14.7 (13.9, 15.5) 7 x 1071922
Vaccination status

Not vaccinated 128417 (64%) 15369 (71%) . .

1 dose mRNA vaccine 11812 (6%) 788 (4%)  0.37 (0.34,0.41) 3 x 1070 0.30 (0.27,0.33) 2 x 107143

1 dose AZ vaccine 12562 (6%) 1440 (7%)  0.59 (0.55, 0.65) 4% 1073 0.50 (0.46, 0.55) 2 x1075!

2 doses mRNA 16983 (8%) 774 (4%)  0.13 (0.12,0.15)  1x 10738 0.10 (0.09, 0.11) 10 x 10401
vaccine

2 doses AZ vaccine 32213 (16%) 3294 (15%)  0.33 (0.31,0.36) 2x 107188 0.22 (0.21, 0.24) 4 x 10729

Presentation dates from 1 December 2020 to 19 August 2021.

Vaccination status defined as number of doses received at least 14 days before presentation date.
Controls matched for age, sex, and primary care practice on date of presentation of case.
Multivariable model includes all covariates in the table
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