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Abstract 

Using individual-level national registry data, we conducted a cohort study to estimate differences in 

the length of hospital stay, and risk of admission to an intensive care unit and in-hospital death 

among patients infected with the SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant, compared to patients infected with 

Delta variant in Norway. We included 409 (38%) patients infected with Omicron and 666 (62%) 

infected with Delta who were hospitalised with COVID-19 as the main cause of hospitalisation 

between 6 December 2021 and 6 February 2022. Omicron patients had a 48% lower risk of intensive 

care admission (aHR: 0.52, 95%CI: 0.34–0.80) and a 56% lower risk of in-hospital death (aHR: 0.44, 

95%CI: 0.24–0.79) compared to Delta patients. Omicron patients had a shorter length of stay (with or 

without ICU stay) compared to Delta patients in the age groups from 18–79 years and those who had 

at least completed their primary vaccination. This supports growing evidence of reduced disease 

severity among hospitalised Omicron patients compared with Delta patients. 

Key words: COVID-19, Omicron, hospitalisation, length of stay, intensive care, severe disease, 

Norway.  

Word count: 1192 words 

 

Introduction 

The first coronavirus disease (COVID-19) cases infected with the severe acute respiratory syndrome 

coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) Omicron variant (Phylogenetic Assignment of Named Global Outbreak 

Lineages (Pangolin) designation B.1.1.529) were detected in Norway on 26 November 2021 (1). By 

late December, Omicron had superseded the Delta variant (Pangolin designation B.1.617.2) as the 

dominant circulating variant (2).  

In order to provide timely and ongoing support for patient management and capacity planning in 

hospitals in Norway, we estimated the length of hospital stay (LoS) and risk of admission to an 
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intensive care unit (ICU) and in-hospital death among hospitalised patients infected with Omicron, 

compared to patients infected with Delta. 

 

Methods  

Study population 

We conducted a cohort study on patients hospitalised with a positive SARS-CoV-2 test between 6 

December 2021 and 6 February 2022. We included patients for whom COVID-19 was reported as the 

main cause of hospitalisation, who were known to be infected with the Omicron or Delta variant and 

who had a national identity number registered.    

Data sources 

We extracted data from the Norwegian national emergency preparedness registry – Beredt C19 (3). 

This registry contains individual-level national data on all COVID-19 related hospitalisations, ICU 

admissions and deaths. Further details on the data sources and definitions, including the 

categorisation of variants, can be found in supplement A, section 1. Data were extracted on 15 

February 2022, allowing a minimum 8 days of follow-up since last date of hospitalisation. 

Data analysis 

Full details on the data analysis are presented in supplementary material A, section 2. Briefly, our 

outcomes were discharge from hospital (with and without ICU stay), admission to ICU, in-hospital 

death and a composite measure of ICU admission or in-hospital death. LoS was calculated as the time 

between first admission and last discharge. To estimate differences in our outcomes we calculated 

adjusted hazard ratios (aHR) using a Cox proportional hazards model. Explanatory variables included 

virus variant, sex, age, country of birth, underlying risk factors, regional health authority and 

vaccination status (see table 1). We also conducted subgroup analysis by age group and vaccination 
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status for subgroups with ≥50 omicron and ≥50 delta patients, and ≥10 outcomes. Estimates from the 

univariable model for all patients and all multivariable models are presented in supplement B. 

We also assessed the representativeness of patients with known variant among all COVID-19 patients 

in the study period (supplementary material A, section 3).  

Ethics 

Ethical approval was granted by Regional Committees for Medical Research Ethics - Southeast 

Norway, reference number 249509.  

 

Results 

During the study period, 1747 patients were hospitalised with COVID-19 as the main cause of 

hospitalisation. Of these, 1710 (98%) had a national identity number, of which 1079 (63%) had 

known variant. Our study cohort comprised 409 Omicron (38%) and 666 Delta patients (62%). We 

excluded three patients reported to be infected with another variant, and one Delta patient with a 

date of positive test two months before hospitalisation. The median number of days from positive 

test to admission was 0 (interquartile range (IQR): 0–1) for Omicron patients and 4 (IQR: 0–7) for 

Delta patients. Detailed characteristics of the study cohort are presented in table 1. Descriptive 

results for each outcome by subgroup are presented in table 2.  

Omicron patients had a 48% lower risk of ICU admission (aHR: 0.52, 95%CI: 0.34–0.80) and a 56% 

lower risk of in-hospital death (aHR: 0.44, 95%CI: 0.24–0.79), compared to Delta patients. By age 

subgroup, Omicron patients 18–79 years had a lower risk of ICU admission than Delta patients. We 

did not observe a difference in the risk of death between Omicron and Delta patients 65–79 years 

old. Patients ≥80 years were infrequently admitted to ICU, but Omicron patients had a lower risk of 

death than Delta patients. Omicron patients vaccinated with three doses had an 80% lower risk of 
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ICU admission (aHR: 0.20, 95%CI: 0.08–0.47), and a 70% lower risk of in-hospital death (aHR: 0.30, 

95%CI: 0.11–0.83). Results tended in the same direction for unvaccinated patients (aHR for ICU 

admission or death: 0.51, 95%CI: 0.26–0.98). We did not observe a difference in the risk of ICU 

admission or death between Omicron and Delta patients who had completed primary vaccination 

with maximum two doses (table 3).  

In the multivariable model including all patients, the variable ‘variant’ did not satisfy the proportional 

hazards assumption for either LoS outcome. However, our subgroup analysis suggested a shorter LoS 

(with or without ICU stay) for Omicron patients compared to Delta patients in the age subgroups 18–

79 years and those who had completed primary vaccination. For example, for Omicron patients 

vaccinated with three doses the aHR for discharge overall was 1.58 (95%CI: 1.16–2.17). Assuming 

exponential distribution of the survival data (see supplement A, part 2.3), this translates into an 

expected 37% (95%CI: 14%–54%) shorter overall LoS for Omicron patients (1-(1/1.58)) (table 3).  

 

Discussion 

We find that hospitalised COVID-19 patients infected with the Omicron variant have a milder disease 

trajectory than patients infected with Delta in Norway. This supports the growing evidence of 

reduced disease severity among those infected with Omicron (2;4-8). Results from similar studies in 

South Africa, USA and France have also reported a reduction in the median LoS, risk of ICU admission 

and/or death among Omicron patients compared to Delta patients (9-12).  

Our subgroup analyses generally supported the main results, although we did not observe any 

difference in the risk of ICU admission or death between Omicron and Delta patients who had 

completed primary vaccination with maximum two doses. This may be in line with evidence of 

reduced vaccine effectiveness against infection with Omicron (13-15), and in Norway we have 

 . 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 March 13, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.10.22272196doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.10.22272196
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


previously observed similar results when analysing the risk of hospitalisation among reported COVID-

19 cases (2). However, we did not observe an interaction between variant and vaccination status in 

this study, while the size of each subgroup must be considered. Such relationships should be further 

explored in larger patient cohorts.  

We have analysed national data from a cohort of patients with known variant data, encompassing 

63% of all hospitalisations due to COVID-19 in the study period. One limitation with our study is that 

a higher proportion of patients admitted to ICU had known variant (see supplement A, part 3). Given 

the increased risk of ICU admission for Delta patients, we may have oversampled severely ill Delta 

patients, which may cause us to slightly overestimate the reduction in our outcomes for Omicron 

patients. Another important limitation is that we could not distinguish sublineage BA.1 and BA.2 for 

all Omicron patients. In Norway BA.2 has gradually begun to outcompete BA.1 (16). However, up to 

the end of the study period, BA.1 was still the dominant circulating Omicron sublineage, and our 

results were robust when we excluded 57 patients known to be infected with BA.2 (see supplement 

A, part 2.4). Further studies are needed to investigate whether disease severity differs between 

Omicron sublineages.   

Evidence of lower disease severity among hospitalised Omicron patients in Norway and elsewhere is 

encouraging in the ongoing response to the COVID-19 pandemic. Analyses of circulating variants in a 

local context are important for informing decision-making on control measures and hospital capacity 

planning in different settings.  
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Tables and figures 

Table 1. Characteristics of patients hospitalised with COVID-19 as the main cause of hospitalisation 

and infected with the SASRS-CoV-2 omicron or delta variant, by variant, Norway, 6 December 2021 – 

6 February 2022 (n=1075) 

Characteristics   

Variant  

Omicron (n=409) Delta (n=666) p value 

Sex Male 196 (47.9%) 389 (58.4%) <0.001  

  Female 213 (52.1%) 277 (41.6%) 

Age group 0-17 years 44 (10.8%) 15 (2.3%) <0.001  

  

  

  

  

  

  

18-29 years 31 (7.6%) 27 (4.1%) 

30-44 years 68 (16.6%) 123 (18.5%) 

45-54 years 61 (14.9%) 99 (14.9%) 

55-64 years 46 (11.2%) 137 (20.6%) 

65-79 years 91 (22.2%) 177 (26.6%) 

≥80 years 68 (16.6%) 88 (13.2%) 

Median age In years (IQR) 55 (35–75) 59 (45–73) 0.010 

Born in Norway Yes, with at least one 

parent born in Norway 

257 (62.8%) 370 (55.6%) <0.001  

  

  

  

Yes, two parents born 

outside of Norway 

19 (4.6%) 14 (2.1%) 

No 106 (25.9%) 250 (37.5%) 

Unknown  27 (6.6%) 32 (4.8%) 

Underlying risk factors  Asthma 46 (11.2%) 62 (9.3%) 0.305 

Cancer 
a
 51 (12.5%) 33 (5.0%) <0.001 

Chronic lung disease, 

excluding asthma 

65 (15.9%) 76 (11.4%) 0.035 

Chronic neurological or 

neuromuscular disease 

31 (7.6%) 62 (9.3%) 0.567 

Diabetes (type 1 and 2) 68 (16.6%) 102 (15.3%) 0.327 
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Heart disease, 

including hypertension 

147 (35.9%) 232 (34.8%) 0.712 

Immunosuppression, 

including HIV and 

immunosuppressive 

treatment 
b
 

55 (13.4%) 65 (9.8%) 0.062 

Kidney disease, 

including kidney failure 

58 (14.2%) 67 (10.1%) 0.041 

Liver disease, including 

liver failure 

10 (2.4%) 12 (1.8%) 0.470 

BMI ≥30 
c
 57 (13.9%) 144 (21.6%) 0.119 

Pregnant 19 (4.6%) 15 (2.3%) 0.029 

Current smoker 22 (5.4%) 41 (6.2%) 0.598 

Vaccination status 
d
 Not vaccinated 99 (24.2%) 401 (60.2%) <0.001 

  

  

  

  

  

  

One dose <21 days 

before positive test 

4 (1.0%) 9 (1.4%) 

Partially completed 

primary vaccination 

series ≥21 days before 

positive test 

8 (2.0%) 10 (1.5%) 

Completed primary 

vaccination series with 

maximum two doses 7–

179 days before 

positive test 

77 (18.8%) 63 (9.5%) 

Completed primary 

vaccination series with 

maximum two 

doses?≥180 days 

before positive test 

69 (16.9%) 111 (16.7%) 
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Vaccinated with three 

doses ≥7 days before 

positive test 

152 (37.2%) 71 (10.7%) 

Unvaccinated, but 

previously diagnosed 

with COVID-19 6–12 

months before positive 

test 

0 (0.0%) 1 (0.2%) 

Week of admission 49/2021 2 (0.5%) 164 (24.6%) <0.001 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

50/2021 3 (0.7%) 168 (25.2%) 

51/2021 6 (1.5%) 132 (19.8%) 

52/2021 32 (7.8%) 97 (14.6%) 

1/2022 49 (12.0%) 61 (9.2%) 

2/2022 60 (14.7%) 28 (4.2%) 

3/2022 56 (13.7%) 9 (1.4%) 

4/2022 94 (23.0%) 5 (0.8%) 

5/2022 107 (26.2%) 2 (0.3%) 

Regional health 

authority 

South-East 248 (60.6%) 462 (69.4%) <0.001 

  

  

  

West 70 (17.1%) 138 (20.7%) 

Mid  70 (17.1%) 39 (5.9%) 

North 21 (5.1%) 27 (4.1%) 

Admission to ICU No 378 (92.4%) 501 (75.2%)   <0.001  

  Yes 31 (7.6%) 165 (24.8%) 

Death 
e
 Died in ICU 4 (1.1%) 20 (3.2%) 0.002 

  

  

Died in hospital, not in 

ICU  

11 (2.9%) 43 (6.8%) 

Alive at discharge 364 (96.0%) 568 (90.0%) 

Status at end of 

follow-up (14 

February 2022) 

In ICU 5 (1.2%) 8 (1.2%) 0.311 

  

  

In hospital, not in ICU 25 (6.1%) 27 (4.1%) 

Discharged from 

hospital 

379 (92.7%) 631 (94.7%) 
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IQR: interquartile range; ICU: Intensive care unit; BMI: Body mass index. P values comparing patients with Omicron and Delta calculated 

using chi-squared tests or Wilcoxon rank sum tests as appropriate.  

a
 Refers to cancer patients undergoing treatment or with regular controls (>1 per year).    

b
 Includes ongoing use of steroids in doses equivalent to at least 5mg Prednisolone daily. 

c
 In our dataset, 215 (52,6%) omicron patients and 264 (39,6%) delta patients had unknown information on height and weight, and thus 

unknown data on BMI. BMI ≥30 was therefore included as a three-level categorical variable in the models; yes, no and unknown.   

d
 Data on vaccine type among vaccinated patients are presented in supplement A, part 1. Among the 298 Omicron and 245 Delta patients 

who had completed their primary vaccination series, 99% had received a homologous or mixed mRNA vaccine regimen.  

e
 Excludes patients still in hospital at end of follow-up.  
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Table 2 Number of patients, median number of days from admission to discharge from hospital, admissions to ICU and deaths in hospital among patients 

admitted to hospital with COVID-19 as the main cause of hospitalisation, by variant and subgroup, Norway, 6 December 2021 – 6 February 2022 

 Omicron Delta 

 

Number of 

patients 

Median 

number of 

days from 

admission to 

discharge 

from hospital 

(IQR) 
a
 

Median 

number of 

days from 

admission to 

discharge, 

patients not 

admitted to 

ICU (IQR) 
a
 

Number 

admitted to 

ICU (%) 

Number of 

deaths in 

hospital (%) 
b
 

Number of 

patients 

Median 

number of 

days from 

admission to 

discharge 

from hospital 

(IQR) 
a
 

Median 

number of 

days from 

admission to 

discharge, 

patients not 

admitted to 

ICU (IQR) 
a
 

Number 

admitted to 

ICU (%) 

Number of 

deaths in 

hospital (%) 
b
 

All patients 409  2.82  

(1.49–6.24) 

 2.64  

(1.30–4.94) 

 31  

(7.6%) 

15  

(4.0%) 

 666  5.93  

(3.01–11.98) 

 4.61  

(2.50–7.77) 

 165  

(24.8%) 

63  

(10.0%) 

Age groups                   

− <18 years 44 
c
 

c
 

c
 

c
 15 

c
 

c
 

c
  

c
 

− 18-44 years 99 1.81  

(0.83–3.00) 

1.80  

(0.82–2.92) 

4  

(4.0%) 

0 

(0%) 

150 4.68  

(2.67–8.12) 

3.61  

(1.93–5.90) 

 27  

(18.0%) 

0 

(0%) 

− 45-64 years 107 2.79  

(1.67–7.64) 

2.63  

(1.53–6.69) 

9  

(8.4%) 

 3  

 (3.1%) 

236 7.22  

(3.27–15.10) 

4.61  

(2.50–8.00) 

78  

(33.1%) 

5  

(2.3%) 
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− 65-79 years 91 4.16  

(2.10–7.84) 

3.97  

(2.06–6.52) 

11  

(12,1%) 

 5  

(6.2%) 

177 7.42  

(3.88–13.65) 

6.08  

(3.15–9.76) 

48  

(27.1%) 

21  

(12.6%) 

− ≥80 years 68  3.82  

(2.05–7.66) 

 3.82  

(2.05–8.08) 

  3  

(4.4%) 

 7  

(11.1%) 

 88 5.24  

(2.76–8.31) 

4.56  

(2.72–7.77) 

11  

(12.5%) 

36  

(40.9%) 

Vaccination status                   

− Unvaccinated 99 2.27  

(0.88–4.31) 

2.13  

(0.83–3.71) 

8  

(8.1%) 

3 

(3.2%)  

401 6.68  

(3.15–12.35) 

4.87  

(2.76–7.88) 

117  

(29.2%) 

32 

(8.4%) 

− One dose <21 days before positive 

test 

4 
c
 

c
 

c
 

c
 9 

c
 

c
 

c
 

c
 

− Partially completed primary 

vaccination series ≥21 days before 

positive test 

8 
c
 

c
 

c
 

c
 10 

c
 

c
 

c
 

c
 

− Completed primary vaccination series 

with maximum two doses 7–179 days 

before positive test 

77 1.88  

(0.97–2.92) 

1.83  

(0.92–2.72)  

6  

(7.6%) 

1  

(1.4%) 

63  4.40  

(1.38–6.93) 

3.16  

(1.21–6.08) 

11  

(17.5%) 

3  

(5.2%) 

− Completed primary vaccination series 

with maximum two doses4≥180 days 

before positive test 

69 3.82  

(2.06–6.94) 

3.06  

(1.86–6.07) 

9  

(13.0%) 

3  

(4.6%) 

111  4.88  

(2.71–10.80) 

4.00  

(2.09–7.77) 

15 

(13.5%) 

17  

(16.0%) 

− Vaccinated with three doses4≥7 days 

before positive test 

152 3.79  

(1.90–7.57) 

3.61 

 (1.86–7.12) 

7 

(4.6%) 

8 

(5.8%) 

71  6.94  

(3.20–13.22) 

5.24  

(2.56–9.76) 

18 

(25.4%) 

10 

(14.9%) 
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− Unvaccinated, but previously 

diagnosed with COVID-19 6–12 

months before positive test 

0 
c
 

c
 

c
 

c
 1 

c
 

c
 

c
 

c
 

IQR: interquartile range; ICU: Intensive care unit. 

a
 Estimates from univariable Cox regression.   

b
 Crude proportions calculated excluding those still admitted at the end of the study period. All patients: 30 Omicron, 35 Delta; 18–44 years: 2 Omicron, 6 Delta; 45–64 years: 11 Omicron, 19 Delta; 65–79 years: 10 

Omicron, 10 Delta; ≥80 years: 5 Omicron, 0 Delta; Unvaccinated: 6 Omicron, 21 Delta; Completed primary vaccination series with maximum two doses 7–179 days before positive test: 4 Omicron, 5 Delta; Completed 

primary vaccination series with maximum two doses2≥180 days before positive test: 4 Omicron, 5 Delta; Vaccinated with three doses2≥7 days before positive test: 15 Omicron, 4 Delta.  

c
 Subgroup analysis not conducted due to small sample size (<50 omicron and/or <50 delta patients and/or <10 outcomes).   
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Table 3 Crude and adjusted hazard ratios for discharge from hospital with and without stay in intensive care, intensive care admission and/or in-hospital 

death from a Cox proportional hazards model, patients admitted to hospital with omicron variant compared with patients admitted with delta variant of 

SARS-CoV-2, overall and by subgroup, Norway, 6 December 2021 – 6 February 2022 

  

Discharge from hospital 

Discharge from hospital, 

patients not admitted to ICU  

Admission to ICU Death in hospital  

ICU admission OR death in 

hospital  

Crude hazard 

ratio (95%CI) 

Adjusted 

hazard ratio 

(95%CI) 

Crude hazard 

ratio (95%CI) 

Adjusted 

hazard ratio 

(95%CI) 

Crude hazard 

ratio (95%CI) 

Adjusted 

hazard ratio 

(95%CI) 

Crude hazard 

ratio (95%CI) 

Adjusted 

hazard ratio 

(95%CI) 

Crude hazard 

ratio (95%CI) 

Adjusted 

hazard ratio 

(95%CI) 

All patients  1.77  

(1.55–2.02) 

 
 a

  1.44  

(1.26–1.65) 

 
a

  0.33  

(0.23–0.49) 

 0.52  

(0.34–0.80) 

 0.83  

(0.47–1.47) 

 0.44  

(0.24–0.79) 

 0.38  

(0.27–0.53) 

 0.46  

(0.32–0.67) 

Age groups                     

− <18 years 
b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

− 18-44 years  2.32  

(1.78–3.03) 

1.98  

(1.44–2.71) 

 1.98  

(1.50 -2.61) 

 2.40  

(1.80–3.19) 

 0.31  

(0.11–0.90) 

  0.31  

(0.11-0.90) 

b
 

b
  0.31  

(0.11–0.90) 

 0.31  

(0.11-0.90) 

− 45-64 years 1.87  

(1.46–2.39) 

1.56  

(1.14–2.13) 

1.33  

(1.02–1.73) 

1.26  

(0.92–1.72) 

0.25  

(0.13–0.50) 

0.38  

(0.17–0.83) 

b
 

b
 0.27  

(0.14–0.52) 

0.37  

(0.17–0.78) 

− 65-79 years 1.47  

(1.12–1.92) 

1.19  

(0.87–1.64) 

1.33  

(1.00–1.78) 

1.13  

(1.00–1.78) 

0.47  

(0.24–0.90) 

0.47  

(0.24–0.90) 

0.92  

(0.34–2.47) 

0.67  

(0.24–1.88) 

0.55  

(0.31–0.98) 

0.73  

(0.37–1.14) 

− ≥80 years  1.20   1.20   1.09   1.05   0.37   0.31   0.32   0.26   0.33   0.31  
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(0.86–1.66) (0.86–1.67) (0.77–1.53) (0.72–1.52) (0.10–1.32) (0.09–1.13) (0.14–0.72) (0.11–0.61) (0.16–0.68) (0.15–0.64) 

Vaccination status                     

− Unvaccinated 2.42  

(1.92–3.05) 

a
 1.97  

(1.54–2.50) 

a
 0.32  

(0.15–0.65) 

0.53  

(0.24–1.14) 

1.05  

(0.32–3.47) 

0.41  

(0.16–1.44) 

0.36  

(0.19–0.68) 

0.51  

(0.26–0.98) 

− One dose <21 days 

before positive test 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

− Partially completed 

primary vaccination 

series ≥21 days 

before positive test 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

− Completed primary 

vaccination series 

with maximum two 

doses 7–179 days 

before positive test 

1.80  

(1.26–2.55) 

1.46  

(0.99–2.14) 

1.97  

(1.35–2.88) 

1.63  

(1.10–2.42) 

0.57  

(0.21–1.58) 

0.73  

(0.25–2.12) 

b
 

b
 0.70  

(0.27–1.85) 

0.89  

(0.32–2.47) 

− Completed primary 

vaccination series 

with maximum two 

doses4≥180 days 

before positive test 

1.32  

(0.96–1.80) 

1.34  

(0.98–1.83) 

1.32  

(0.95–1.83) 

1.41  

(1.01–1.97) 

1.17  

(0.51–2.67) 

1.17  

(0.51–2.67) 

0.44  

(0.13–1.50) 

0.50  

(0.14–1.74) 

0.78  

(0.38–1.61) 

0.66 

 (0.31–1.39) 
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− Vaccinated with 

three doses4≥7 days 

before positive test 

1.58  

(1.18–2.14) 

1.58  

(1.16–2.17) 

1.17  

(0.85–1.62) 

1.22  

(0.88–1.68) 

0.19  

(0.08–0.46) 

0.20  

(0.08–0.47) 

0.67  

(0.26–1.74) 

0.30  

(0.11–0.83) 

0.28  

(0.15–0.54) 

0.28  

(0.15–0.54) 

− Unvaccinated, but 

previously diagnosed 

with COVID-19 6–12 

months before 

positive test 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

b
 

ICU: Intensive care unit; 95%CI: 95% confidence interval. Bold text = statistically significant results. Estimates from the univariable model for all patients and all multivariable models are presented in supplement B.  

a 

Adjusted estimates not presented as the variable ‘variant’ had to be stratified in this model to satisfy the proportional hazards assumption.  

b
 Subgroup analysis not conducted due to small sample size (<50 omicron and/or <50 delta patients and/or <10 outcomes).  

 . 
C

C
-B

Y
-N

C
-N

D
 4.0 International license

It is m
ade available under a 

 is the author/funder, w
ho has granted m

edR
xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

(w
h

ich
 w

as n
o

t certified
 b

y p
eer review

)
T

he copyright holder for this preprint 
this version posted M

arch 13, 2022. 
; 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.10.22272196
doi: 

m
edR

xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.10.22272196
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

