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Abstract
Ams

The Danish authorities mmplemented a differential rollout of the COVID-19 vaccines where
mdividuals at high risk of COVID-19 were prioritized. We describe the temporal uptake of COVID-

19 vaccines and changing characteristics of vaccine recipients n Denmark.
Methods

Using the Danish national health care registries, we identified all Danish residents 25 years of age
who received at least one dose of 2 COVID-19 vaccine from December 27%, 2020, to January 29"
2022. We charted the daily number of newly vaccinated individuals and the cumulative vaccine
coverage over time, stratified by vaccine type, age groups, and vaccination priority groups. In
addition, we described characteristics of vaccine recipients during 2-months-intervals and in

vaccination priority groups.
Results

By January 29", 2022, 86%, 84% and 63% of Danish residents >5 years had received a first, second,
and third dose, respectively, of a COVID-19 vaccine, most commonly the BN'T162b2 vaccine (84%
of vaccinated mndividuals). Vaccine uptake ranged from 48% i 5-11-year-olds up to 98% mn (65-74-
year-olds. Individuals vaccinated before June 2021 were older (median age 61-70 years vs. 10-35
years in later periods) and had more comorbidities such as hypertension (22-28% vs. 0.77-2.8% m
later periods), chronic lung disease (9.4-15% vs. 3.7-4.6% m later periods), and diabetes (9.3-12% vs.

0.91-2.4% 1 later periods).

Conclusions
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The uptake of the COVID-19 vaccines 1s high in Denmark. We document substantial changes over
ttme 1n characteristics of vaccine recipients which should be considered when designing and

interpreting studies on the effectiveness and safety of COVIID-19 vaccines.
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Background

The initially limited supply capacity and high demand for coronavirus discase 2019 (COVID-19)
vaccines forced authorities worldwide to implement a differential rollout of vaccines such that
mdividuals at highest risk of severe COVID-19 were prioritized before younger and healthier
individuals. To mnform the design and mterpretation of real-world studies on both the effectiveness
and safety of the COVID-19 vaccines as well as on the course of the COVID-19 pandemic, we
described the uptake of the COVID-19 vaccines in Denmark including characteristics of individuals

recerving the COVID-19 vaccies at different time periods.
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Methods
Data sources

From the Danish Vaccination registry' we identified all Danish residents >5 years of age at the time
of recetving the first dose of one of the four COVID-19 vaccines used mn Denmark: BNT162b2
(Comirnaty®, Pfizer BioNTech), mRNA-1273 (Spikevax®, Moderna), AZID1222 (Vaxzevria®,
AstraZeneca), and Ad26.COV2.S (COVID-19 Vaccine Janssen, Johnson&Johnson). Individual-level
data were linked via a unique personal identifier to the Danish National Patient’ and Prescription
Registry’ to obtain information on discharge diagnoses and prescription drug use. Information on
positive and negative real time reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) tests for
severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) was obtained from the Danish

Microbiology Database.”

Vaccine rollout strategy

Denmark began its COVID-19 vaccination program on December 27", 2020 (Supplementary
Figure 1). The Danish health authorities mitially prioritized immunization of nursing home
residents, frontline healthcare- and social workers, and persons at particularly high nisk of severe
COVID-19 (see Appendix A for a detailed description of vaccmation priority groups). From mid-
March to end-November 2021, the vaccination program was gradually extended to the remaining
population 25 years of age. Danish residents have mamly been offered either the BNT162b2 or
mRNA-1273 vaccine. The AZD1222 vaccine was prioritized for healthcare and social workers, but
removed from the vaccination program on March 11, 2021, due to safety concerns.” The

Ad26.COV2.S vaccine was only available on a voluntary opt-in bass.
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Analysis

We described the daily number of mdividuals receiving a first vaccine dose against COVID-19 and
the cumulative vaccination coverage from December 27" 2020, to January 29% 2022, stratified by
vaccine type, age groups, and vaccmnation priority groups. We described the overall uptake of the
first, second, and third dose, and 1 age groups and vaccination priority groups. Finally, we described
characteristics of recipients of a first vaccination dose within two months-intervals. We stratified by
type of vaccine, vaccination priority group, whether they received the second dose within 8 weeks,
and whether they had a prior positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR test. Codes used to define comorbidity and

prior medical history are available in Supplementary Table 1.

Other

According to Danish law, studies based entirely on registry data do not require approval from an
cthics review board ° The study was registered at the repository of the University of Southern
Denmark(10.960) and data were available from the Danish Health Data Authority(FSEID00005447).

Due to legal reasons, individual-level data cannot be shared by the authors.
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Results

By January 29" 2022, 86%, 84%, and 63% of the Danish population >5 years of age had received a
first, second, and third dose, respectively, of a COVID-19 vaccine (Data not shown). Uptake of the
first vaccination dose ranged from 48% m 5-11-year-olds up to 98% 1in 65-74-year-olds
(Supplementary Figure 2). Most recetved the BNT162b2 vaccine (n=4,114,960, 84%)
(Supplementary Figure 3), primarily from March through July 2021 (Supplementary Figure 4).
The rollout of the first vaccination dose in the highest prioritized groups was largely accomplished
before April 2021 (Figure 1A) whereas most individuals 275 years had recerved the first dose by the
end of May 2021 (Figure 1B, Supplementary Figure 2). Overall, 98% and 73% of vaccinated
individuals received a second and third dose, respectively, before January 29" (Supplementary

Table 2). Of these, 97% received homologous first- and second doses, whereas 99% received

homologous second- and third doses (Supplementary Table 3).

The proportion of women among vaccine recipients changed from 70% in December 2020-]January
2021 to ~50% after Aprl 2021 (Figure 2) reflecting a high proportion of women among nursing
home residents (62%), and healthcare and social workers (80%) (Figure 3). The median age at time
of vacciation was 61 years (IQR 46-81) mn December 2020-January 2021, increasing to 70 years
(IQR 50-82) i February-March 2021, and decreasing to 10 years (IQR 8-13) in December 2021-
January 2022 (Figure 2). Individuals vaccinated before June 2021 had more comorbidities than in
later periods including hypertension (22-28% vs. 0.77-2.8%), chronic lung disease (9.4-15% vs. 3.7-
4.6%), and diabetes (9.3-12% vs. 0.91-2.4%) (Figure 2). The prevalence of comorbidities among
vaccinated individuals generally decreased over time (Figure 2). The prevalence and type of

comorbidities varied markedly across vaccination priority groups (Figure 3).
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Discussion

We have documented an extensive uptake of COVID-19 vaccines in Denmark where 86% of the
eligible population had received at least one dose by January 29", 2022. Individuals vaccinated before
April 2021 were more often women, people of older age and had more comorbidities compared to
those vaccinated i the remaining period, reflecting the differential rollout which mitially prioritized

mdividuals at particularly high risk of COVID-19.

The highly valid Danish health registries” enabled a nationwide description of the COVID-19 vaccine
uptake including a comprehensive description of medical history among individuals recetving the
COVID-19 vaccine at different time points. Though data from clinical databases and on diagnoses
from primary care were not available, we have been able to identify the most relevant medical history
by use of hospital discharge diagnoses and drug use from primary care. Information on indrviduals
not accepting a COVID-19 vaccine was not available. Also, we did not have access to data on
socioeconomic factors such as mncome, educational level, and migration status which have been
shown to be associated with vaccine acceptance in both low- and middle-income” and high-income

: 8
countries.

Though the observed changes i patient characteristics over time among those vaccinated are
specifically related to the vaccine rollout strategy applied in Denmark, similar strategies were
mplemented in other countries. As such, most countries mitially prioritized vaccination of high-risk
mdividuals and health care workers, and later expanded vaccine rollout, primarily vaccinating the

oldest before the youmgest.g"12

The Danish health registries are well-sutted for timely analyses of COVID-19 vaccine safety and

effectiveness, due to their high validity and frequently updated mformation on vaccine uptake.
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However, the analyses and mterpretation of such studies should consider the marked differences in
patient characteristics over time and across vaccine priority groups. Since important differences in
patient characteristics also exist across recipients of different vaccines, similar considerations should
be undertaken in head-to-head comparisons of vaccine effectiveness. Importantly, changes over time
in characteristics of patients recetving the COVID-19 vaccines should be considered i any study
relying on data from countries that implemented a differential rollout strategy. Similar considerations

of changes in characteristics also applies for individuals not accepting the vaccine.
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Conclusions

COVID-19 vaccines had a high uptake in Denmark, though characterized by noticeable differences
in characteristics over time among vaccine recipients. This should be considered when designing and
mterpreting studies on the course of the COVID-19 pandemic, and on the effectiveness and safety

of COVID-19 vaccines.
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Figure captions

Figure 1. The number of individuals who received therr first dose of COVID-19 vaccine cach day

from December 27", 2020, to January 29", 2022, stratified by A) vaccine priority groups, and B) age

groups.
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Figure 2. Characteristics within two-months mtervals of individuals recetving their first dose of a

COVID-19 vaccine.

December 2020 February - April - Tune - August - Octaber - December 2021 -
January 2021 March 2021 May 2021 July 2021 September 021 | November2021 | January 2022
[Total (n=189,816) (n=562,680) (n=1,430268) (n=2047,163) (n=259,296) (n=122,958) (n=280,205)
Age years, median (IQR) 61 (46-81) 70 (50-82) 65 (56-72) 35 (24-46) 26 (15-34) 27 (15-36) 10(8-13)
w
)
Vaccination prierity groups
Nursing herne resi dente 2% 15% 017% 0.02% 0184 0.08% 0.06%
Heatheate ind secalworken 51% 31% 16% 0.21% 0184 0.22% 0.06%
Invividuak o particalady high sisk 21% 3% 33% 031% 071% 0.96% 0.50%
Othess 265 years 20% 32% 50% 0.69% 11% 18% 0.92%
Others <65 years 24% 174 45% 9% 8% 9% 984
Type of vaccine
BNT16252 (Comimaty®) 2% 63% 2% 3 80% 6% 9%
mRNA-1273 (Spikevas®) 15% 9. 7% 7.9% 1% 20% 14% 30%
AZD1222 (Vaszevria®) 0.00% 27% 0.03% 0.01% 001% 0.00% 0.00%
A26 COV2-E (COVID-19 Vaccine Janssen) 0.00% 0024 0.13% 22% 013 0.14% 0.08%
Days from 1% to 7 dose, median (IQR) 24(2227) 25 (22-72) 35(25-36) 35 (2037) 26 (21-30) 24(21-29) 2 (21-28)
Days from 2 to 3 dose, median (IQR) 265 (248-279) 212 (00-226) 187 (175-202) 154 (146-162) 142 (140-146) 44(36-53) 22143
Sex
Female 2% 61% 5% 4% 51% 51% 424
Lale 2% 3% % 3% 4% H% 5%
Number of comorbidities*
Median (1QR) 103 102 LGS 0(0-0) 01(0.0) 0(00) 1 (0.0)
s
. - I | | [P - e P —
001234 |01 234 Jot 234 |o1234 Jo1 234 Jo1234 |o1234
Medieal history™*
Chronic hing discase’ 13% 15% A% 44% 3% 3% 46%
Hypettensicn 28% 13% 16% 0T
Tschemic heat discase’ 66% 1% +4% 0.64% 038 0.46% 022%
Heatt failure 38% 40 11% 013% 013% 015% 0.10%
Atdal fibriliation B4% B854 39% 0.33% 0244 029% 0.16%
Stroke 7.3% 42 22% 023% 025% 0.29% 0.18%
Digbetes! 1% 12% 9.3% 244 13% 18% 091%
Diementia’ 10% 1% 0.47% 0.03% 0074 0.07% 0.05%
Any emcer 75% 12% 51% 0.78% 051% 0.69% 0.29%
Cheanic bver disease 11% 1% 0.65% 0.31% 0534 0.34% 0.16%
Hospitak dagnosed hidney disease* 42% 3.8k 0.89% 0.20% 0.23% 0.24% 021%
Aleohol abuse! 26% 15% 15% 12% 10% 12% 058
Substance abusc! 0.27% 0.3% 0.19% 0.10% 0.0%% 0.12% 0.07%
Schizoph renia! 53% 3.1% 17% 18% 1% Lé% 0.80%
Depression, bipolar and anziety dsorder' 12% B4% 6% 50% 53% 209
Oxgan teasplantaion 12% 0867 019% 0.06% 0074 0.06% 0.04%
Overvaght and chesity 36 5% 20% 28% 3% 42% 17%
Infl discases 2%% 4% 23% 10 0744 085% 029
o 154 B

*Number of comeorbidties is the total number of existing conditions listed under "Medical history’

#hecical history is based on a recording of hospital discharge diagneses within the last § years Comorbadities marked by ! arc defined by hospital dscharge ciagnoses in combinaion wath duug use For the
comedbidty (L, filled prescription wnthin 6 months prior to the vaccination date) of procedure codes. For details on definitions, see Supplementary Table 1
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Figure 3. Characteristics of individuals recetving their first dose of a COVID-19 vaccine, stratified
by priority group, whether they did not receive their 2* dose within 8 wecks, and whether they had a

positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR test prior to recetving their first vaccination dose.

Nursing home | Healthcarcand | Individuals at | Others 265 years | Other <65 years |Ng 7™ dose within| Pfior pos SARS-
residents sodial workers | particulacly high T CoV-2 PCR test
risk
[Total (n=56,242) (n=300,494) (n=285,541) (n=923,867) (n=3,326,242) (1=311,325) (0=253,368)
Age years, median IQR) 84 (77-90) 48 (35-57) 69 (55-77) 74 (69-79) 37(2:51) 35 (21-51)
=
,, ol In |
Days from 1% to 7 dose, median (IQR) 24.(22.26) 63 (26-83) 2321-27) 2 (2239 35(28-37) 83 (76-89) 34(25.37)
Days from 2™ to 3 dose, median (IQR) 234 (225-240) 209 (182-264) 218 (205-238) 203 (191-212) 161 (149-172) 187 (164-203) 166 (151-187)
Sex
Female 2% 80% 51% 3% 4% A% 5004
Male 38% 20% 49% 47 53% 3% S04
Number of comorbiditi es*
Median (IQR) 2(1-3) 0(0-1) 2(1-3) 1(@0-2) 0(0-0) 0(0-0) 0(0-0
S mlmBN. in__ima | = i -
01 23 4 01 23 4 01 2 3 4 01 2 % 4 01 23 4 01 2 3 4 01 23 4
Medical history™
Chronic hing disease? 16% 6.5 11% 48% 50 64%
Hypeaension! 6.5% 424 4% 62%
Ischemic heart disease* 1% 1% 12% 6.5% 093% 12% 16%
Heart failure 65% 0184 75% 1% 017% 0425 0.52%
Atasl fbnllation 1% 0.7¢% 1% 2% 0.50% 0.94% 14%
Stroke 18% 045% 6 8% 33% 046% 0724 0.86%
Diabetes' 17% X 2% 1% 3.0 3l 43%
Dementia* 0034 3 0% 0.93% 003% 0.45% 0494
Any cancer B 21% 2% 68% 1% 18% 19%
Chromic hver disease 14% 03%4 28% 0500 0354 0.4%4 0 44%
Hospital dagnosed Bchey discase® 51% 02%h 7 7% 14% 02%% 049% 0.64%
Alkohol abuse! 58% 07%4 A8% 124 124 15% 0.85%
Substance abuse' 0.44% 00Fs 074% 0124 012% 020% 0.08%
Schizophrenia 15% 0.9%%4 6.4% 124 1™ 18% 12%
Depression, bipolar and smety dsordent 7.5% 18% 85% 6.5% 734 57%
Organ transplnration 038% 0.0%% 23% 0.2%4% 008% 0.10% 0.16%
Qverweight and cbesity 19% 4.2% 5.9% 15% 2.7% 3% 26%
Lnﬂan-mna:ogc diseases 25% 1 %o 9 5% 200 1.1% 13% 1.3%
% 10% 20% o 40%

#Mumber of comorbidities is the total number of existing condtiens hsredunder Medical history”.

*#Mecical history is based on a recording of hospital discharge diagnoses within the last 5 years. Comorbicities marked by * are defined by hospital dscharge diggnoses in combination with daug use for the
comerbidity (12, filled preseription within & months prior to the vacanation date) or proceducs codes. Far details on definitions, se= Supplementary Table 1
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