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170 ABSTRACT

171  Objectives: To compare the effectiveness of a primary COVID-19 vaccine series plus a booster dose with
172 a primary series alone for the prevention of Omicron variant COVID-19 hospitalization.

173 Design: Multicenter observational case-control study using the test-negative design to evaluate vaccine
174  effectiveness (VE).

175  Setting: Twenty-one hospitals in the United States (US).

176 Participants: 3,181 adults hospitalized with an acute respiratory illness between December 26, 2021 and
177  April 30, 2022, a period of SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant (BA.1, BA.2) predominance. Participants

178  included 1,572 (49%) case-patients with laboratory confirmed COVID-19 and 1,609 (51%) control

179 patients who tested negative for SARS-CoV-2. Median age was 64 years, 48% were female, and 21%
180  were immunocompromised; 798 (25%) were vaccinated with a primary series plus booster, 1,326 (42%)
181  were vaccinated with a primary series alone, and 1,057 (33%) were unvaccinated.

182 Main Qutcome Measures: VE against COVID-19 hospitalization was calculated for a primary series plus a
183 booster and a primary series alone by comparing the odds of being vaccinated with each of these

184  regimens versus being unvaccinated among cases versus controls. VE analyses were stratified by

185 immune status (immunocompetent; immunocompromised) because the recommended vaccine

186 schedules are different for these groups. The primary analysis evaluated all COVID-19 vaccine types

187 combined and secondary analyses evaluated specific vaccine products.

188 Results: Among immunocompetent patients, VE against Omicron COVID-19 hospitalization for a primary
189  series plus one booster of any vaccine product dose was 77% (95% Cl: 71-82%), and for a primary series
190  alone was 44% (95% Cl: 31-54%) (p<0.001). VE was higher for a boosted regimen than a primary series
191  alone for both mRNA vaccines used in the US (BNT162b2: primary series plus booster VE 80% (95% Cl:
192  73-85%), primary series alone VE 46% (95% Cl: 30-58%) [p<0.001]; mRNA-1273: primary series plus

193 booster VE 77% (95% Cl: 67-83%), primary series alone VE 47% (95% Cl: 30-60%) [p<0.001]). Among
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194 immunocompromised patients, VE for a primary series of any vaccine product against Omicron COVID-
195 19 hospitalization was 60% (95% Cl: 41-73%). Insufficient sample size has accumulated to calculate

196  effectiveness of boosted regimens for immunocompromised patients.

197 Conclusions: Among immunocompetent people, a booster dose of COVID-19 vaccine provided

198  additional benefit beyond a primary vaccine series alone for preventing COVID-19 hospitalization due to

199 the Omicron variant.
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200 BACKGROUND

201 The highly transmissible SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant, first identified in southern Africa in

202 November 2021, became the dominant variant in the United States (US) by late December 2021.*2 The
203 surges in COVID-19 cases driven by this variant and its emergent lineages (PANGO BA.1/BA.2) was the
204  largest recognized in the United States, with a peak of over 400,000 cases per day.’ Emerging data on
205 vaccine protection against disease caused by the Omicron variant has been mixed. Early immunological
206 studies showed evidence of immune evasion by the Omicron variant with decreased neutralization from
207 either vaccine sera or monoclonal antibodies compared to previous variants.*> Recent evidence

208  suggests a rapid decline over time in antibody titers following booster doses.® Real-world studies have
209 shown decreased effectiveness of both primary series and booster doses of COVID-19 vaccine regimens
210  against symptomatic infection, with waning occurring as early as 5-9 weeks after booster dose receipt.”
211 ° However, results from studies evaluating the protection provided by booster doses against severe

212 COVID-19 due to the Omicron variant have varied, with some studies suggesting robust protection

213 similar to protection against earlier SARS-CoV-2 variants, and others suggesting reduced protection

214  against the Omicron variant and further reductions over time as the time from booster dosing

81014 Additionally, questions remain about the effectiveness of booster vaccine doses and

215 increases.
216 whether specific demographic and high-risk groups benefit most from COVID-19 booster doses.*

217 Understanding the effectiveness of COVID-19 vaccines against severe disease caused by the

218 Omicron variant and its lineages has been challenging, which likely plays a role in the variability of recent
219 results that have emerged. Many hospitalized patients tested positive for SARS-CoV-2 in the first quarter
220  of 2022; however, in part due to the high incidence of infections caused by the Omicron variant and

221 universal testing upon admission, some fraction of these detections were likely “incidental” in patients
16,17 |f

222 admitted for alternative reasons and may not have represented hospitalizations due to COVID-19.

223 VE s lower against milder infections compared with severe infections, incidental SARS-CoV-2 detections
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224 may artificially reduce VE estimates against severe COVID-19, when using any COVID-19 detections

225  among hospitalized patients as an outcome.'® Increased time since vaccination with a primary series
226 and widespread use of booster vaccine doses during the Omicron period further complicate

227  distinguishing the contribution of immune evasion of the Omicron variant from waning immunity.®*°
228 To overcome these challenges, we evaluated the effectiveness of COVID-19 vaccines to prevent
229 hospitalizations during the Omicron predominant period in the US, using data from patients hospitalized
230  primarily because of COVID-19. We calculated vaccine effectiveness (VE) of a primary series plus one
231 booster dose and a primary vaccine series alone, by time since the last vaccine dose, thus providing data
232  to help understand the effectiveness of booster doses and the interplay of immune evasion and waning
233 immunity during the Omicron surge. Lastly, as a complementary laboratory analysis to these clinical VE
234  evaluations, we measured serum antibody concentrations in healthy adult volunteers to determine anti-
235  SARS-CoV-2 responses before and after receiving booster doses.

236

237  METHODS

238  Setting and Design for VE Analysis

239 This prospective, multicenter observational assessment was conducted by the Influenza and
240  Other Viruses in the Acutely Ill (IVY) Network in collaboration with the US Centers for Disease Control
241 and Prevention (CDC). The IVY Network is a 21-hospital collaborative in the US that has published

242 COVID-19 VE estimates iteratively throughout the pandemic (Table S1). The current analysis included
243 adult patients hospitalized at IVY sites during the period of Omicron variant predominance in the

244 Network: December 26, 2021-April 30, 2022 (with a brief pause of enroliment January 25-31, 2022 for a
245 protocol update). Using a test-negative design, VE for the prevention of Omicron-variant COVID-19-

246 associated hospitalization was calculated for the COVID-19 vaccines authorized for use in US: BNT162b2

247 (Pfizer-BioNTech), mRNA-1273 (Moderna), and Ad26.COV2 (Johnson & Johnson [Janssen]).”®° These
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248 activities were reviewed by CDC, were conducted consistent with applicable federal law and CDC policy
249 (45 C.F.R. part 46.102(l)(2), 21 C.F.R. part 56; 42 U.S.C. §241(d); 5 U.S.C. §552a; 44 U.S.C. §3501 et seq),
250  and were determined to be public health surveillance with waiver of informed consent by institutional
251 review boards at CDC and each enrolling site.

252

253 Participants

254 Site personnel prospectively identified and enrolled hospitalized COVID-19 case-patients and
255 concurrent test-negative control-patients. Case-patients were adults (218 years old) admitted to the
256 hospital with symptomatic COVID-19 confirmed with a positive SARS-CoV-2 reverse transcription-

257 polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) or antigen test within 14 days of symptom onset. Case-patients had
258 one or more of the following COVID-19-associated signs or symptoms: fever, cough, shortness of breath,
259 loss of taste, loss of smell, use of respiratory support (high flow oxygen by nasal cannula, non-invasive
260  ventilation, or invasive mechanical ventilation) for the acute illness, or new pulmonary findings on chest
261 imaging indicating pneumonia. Control-patients were adults hospitalized with at least one of the above
262  signs or symptoms of COVID-like illness who tested negative for SARS-CoV-2, influenza, and respiratory
263 syncytial virus by RT-PCR within 14 days of symptom onset. Case-control status was determined by

264 results of both clinical SARS-CoV-2 testing at the admitting hospital as well as standardized, central

265 laboratory RT-PCR SARS-CoV-2 testing. Patients who tested positive for SARS-CoV-2 by either clinical
266  testing or central laboratory testing were classified as cases, while patients who tested negative by both
267 clinical and central laboratory testing were classified as controls. Sites sought to enroll case and control-
268 patients in a 1:1 ratio. Case- and control-patients were enrolled within two weeks of one another and
269 not matched on other individual patient characteristics.

270

271 Data Collection
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272 Trained personnel at enrolling sites collected patient data on demographics, medical history,
273 underlying health conditions (Table S2), COVID-19 vaccination status, laboratory findings, and clinical
274  outcomes through patient or proxy interviews and medical record review. Patients were followed from
275 admission until discharge, death, or hospital day 28 (whichever occurred first). Clinical outcomes

276  included in-hospital death, invasive mechanical ventilation, supplemental oxygen therapy, vasopressor
277 use, and intensive care unit admission. The composite outcome of death or invasive mechanical

278  ventilation was used to identify patients with “critical COVID-19.” Individual pre-existing health

279 conditions were grouped into condition categories of cardiovascular, endocrine, gastrointestinal,

280 hematologic, immunocompromising, neurologic, pulmonary, and renal. Verification of COVID-19

281  vaccination was performed for information such as dates of vaccination, vaccine products, and lot

282 numbers using a systematic search of hospital electronic medical records, state vaccine registries, and
283  vaccination cards (when available).

284

285  Classification of Vaccination Status

286 We assessed effectiveness of a primary COVID-19 vaccine series plus one booster dose and a
287 primary series alone.” During the surveillance period, US recommendations for COVID-19 vaccine

288 dosing for primary series and booster doses varied depending on health status (notably, presence of
289 immunocompromising conditions), age, vaccine product, and timing of prior vaccination. While national
290 US vaccine surveillance data do not distinguish vaccination status by medical conditions, the IVY

291 network collects detailed clinical data to facilitate descriptions of vaccine uptake by nuanced eligibility
292 criteria.’ Based on CDC recommendations, we classified patients into four mutually exclusive vaccination
293  status groups: 1) unvaccinated; 2) partially vaccinated; 3) primary series alone; 4) primary series plus

294  one booster dose (Table S3).

10
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295 Among immunocompetent individuals (i.e., those without an immunocompromising condition
296  collected by the IVY network [Table S2]), we classified patients as completing a primary series if they
297 received either one dose of Ad26.COV2 (Janssen) or two doses (>3-8 weeks apart) of an mRNA vaccine
298 (BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273) with the final dose 214 days before illness onset.”” Immunocompetent

299 patients were classified as having received a booster dose if they completed a primary series and

300 received an additional dose of any licensed COVID-19 vaccine 27 days prior to illness onset.

301 Among immunocompromised individuals, we classified patients as completing a primary series if
302 they received either an initial Ad26.COV2 dose plus one additional COVID-19 vaccine dose (AD26.COV2
303 or mRNA) or three doses of an mRNA vaccine 27 days before iliness onset. Immunocompromised

304 patients were classified as receiving a booster dose if they completed a primary series and received an
305 additional dose of any licensed COVID-19 vaccine product 27 days prior to illness onset.

306 Patients were classified as unvaccinated if they had never received any COVID-19 vaccine. Those
307 who received one mRNA COVID-19 vaccine dose but did not complete a primary series were classified as
308 partially vaccinated and excluded from this analysis. Sample size of patients who receive two booster
309  doses was not large enough to calculate VE for a primary series plus two booster doses; thus, patients
310  who received two booster doses were excluded from this analysis. Patients were also excluded if they
311 received a booster dose prior to eligibility based on US recommendations (Table S4).

312

313  Molecular diagnosis and sequencing

314 Upper respiratory specimens were obtained from enrolled patients by nasal swab or saliva

315 collection for SARS-CoV-2 testing. The samples underwent standardized RT-PCR testing at a central

316 laboratory at Vanderbilt University Medical Center (Nashville, Tennessee) for detection of two SARS-
317  CoV-2 nucleocapsid gene targets (N1 and N2). Samples with detection of either N1 or N2 with a cycle

318  threshold £32 were shipped to the University of Michigan (Ann Arbor, Michigan) for viral whole genome

11
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319 sequencing using the ARTIC Network protocol (v4.1 primer set) and an Oxford Nanopore Technologies
320  GridION instrument.”® SARS CoV-2 variants and lineages are reported using the PANGO nomenclature.*
321  Case-patients with a SARS-CoV-2 variant other than Omicron identified through sequencing were

322  excluded from this analysis.

323

324  Statistical Analysis

325 VE for the prevention of COVID-19-associated hospitalization was estimated by comparing the
326 odds of antecedent COVID-19 vaccination versus no vaccination among case- and control-patients.”
327  Adjusted odds ratios (aORs) were generated using multivariable logistic regression models with case
328 status as the outcome, vaccination as the primary exposure, and prespecified covariables considered
329 potential confounders: admission date (biweekly intervals), age (18-49, 50-64, and =65 years), sex, self-
330  reported race and ethnicity, and U.S. Health and Human Services region of the admitting hospital. VE
331  was calculated as (1 —aOR) x 100.

332 Models were stratified by vaccination group (primary series plus one booster dose or primary
333  series alone), immunosuppression status (immunocompetent or immunocompromised), age group (18—
334 64 versus =65 years), time from receipt of last vaccine dose to illness onset, and vaccine product

335 received (Ad26.COV2, BNT162b2, or mMRNA-1273). Time between last vaccine dose of a primary series
336 and illness onset was stratified into 14—-150 days and >150 days to align with current US

337 recommendations for the timing of a first booster dose.” Time between first booster dose and illness
338  onset was dichotomized into 7-120 days and >120 days based on timing of eligibility for a second

339 booster dose as recently allowed in select populations.”®

340 Statistical differences among baseline characteristics, outcomes, and treatments were evaluated
341 using Pearson’s chi-squared test for binary or categorical variables and the Wilcoxon rank-sum test for

342 continuous variables. Vaccine effectiveness P values were calculated by fitting a multilevel regression

12
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343 model and performing a pairwise comparison across levels of categorical variables (vaccination group,
344  vaccine product). Statistical analyses were performed using Stata 16 (College Station, TX) and GraphPad
345  Prism version 9.3.1 for Windows (GraphPad Software, San Diego, CA).

346

347  Post-vaccination antibody responses

348 To complement the VE analysis described above, we also evaluated anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibody
349 responses after booster doses with the BNT162b2, mRNA-1273, and Ad26.COV2 vaccine products.

350 Healthy adult volunteers scheduled for their first booster dose were recruited at four IVY Network sites
351 during October 5, 2021—-January 28, 2022. Enrolled participants reported never having symptomatic
352  COVID-19, either at the time of enrollment or in the past, and never testing positive for SARS-CoV-2.
353 Serum was collected before the booster dose and then again 2—6 weeks after the dose. These
354  serum samples were tested at CDC with the V-PLEX SARS-CoV-2 panel 2 kit (Meso Scale Diagnostics) for
355 IgG against the spike protein (S), receptor binding domain (RBD), and nucleocapsid (N). Targets of the
356 antibody responses were based on proteins from the USA-WA1/2020 strain. Participants with elevated
357  anti-nucleocapsid antibody concentration (>11.8 binding antibody units [BAU] per mL) suggestive of a
358 prior SARS-CoV-2 infection at either the pre-booster or post-booster time point were excluded. Pre-
359 booster and post-booster anti-S and anti-RBD concentrations were summarized with spaghetti plots and
360 geometric means. Some participants had previously contributed serum specimens for antibody

361 measurements 2—6 weeks after a primary series (i.e., after a second mRNA dose or after a first

362 Ad26.COV2 dose) earlier in this program.?” When available, these post-primary series antibody

363 measurements were displayed to facilitate evaluation of antibodies in the same individual after a

364  primary series, before a first booster dose, and after a first booster dose.

365

366 Patient and public involvement

13
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367 Patients were not involved in the original design of this study. Throughout the conduct of the
368  study, patients were routinely engaged in the work via structured interviews conducted between

369 research personnel and patients, which included discussions about COVID-19 and COVID-19 vaccines.
370 Results of the study will be disseminated to the public via announcements from the Centers for Disease

371  Control and Prevention and via lay and social media.

372

373 RESULTS

374  Participants in VE Analyses

375 During December 26, 2021-April 30, 2022, 4,299 hospitalized patients were enrolled from 21
376 hospitals. 1,118 (26%) patients were excluded from the analysis, with the most common reason being
377 partial vaccination (n=461) (Figure S1). 3,181 patients were included in the final analysis, including 1,572
378  (49%) COVID-19 case-patients and 1,609 (51%) test-negative control-patients, with a median overall age
379  of 64 years (IQR 52—-74). 1,520 (48%) included patients were female, 619 (19%) were non-Hispanic Black,
380 423 (13%) were Hispanic, and 654 (21%) were immunocompromised (Table 1).

381 Of the 1,572 case-patients, 671 (43%) were unvaccinated, 654 (42%) completed a primary series
382 alone, and 247 (16%) completed a primary series plus one booster dose. Of the 1,609 control-patients,
383 386 (24%) were unvaccinated, 672 (42%) completed a primary series alone, and 551 (34%) received a
384  primary series plus one booster dose. Unvaccinated patients were younger (median 58 years [IQR 44—
385  69]) than those who completed a primary series alone (median 65 years [IQR 54—74]), or a primary

386 series plus one booster (median 68 years [IQR 59-78]) (p<0.001). Unvaccinated patients were less likely
387  to have had 21 hospital admission in the past year than those who were vaccinated with a primary series
388 plus one booster dose or primary series alone (p<0.001) (Table 1).

389 Viral whole genome sequencing was performed for 648 COVID-19 case-patients, and a SARS-

390 CoV-2 variant was successfully identified in 508 (78%). Among those with a variant identified, 444 (87%)
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391 were Omicron, and 64 (13%) were Delta. Patients with the Delta variant were excluded from analyses.
392  Of the 444 sequenced Omicron cases, 396 (89%) were BA.1 lineage and 48 (11%) were BA.2 lineage.
393 BA.2 became the predominant lineage during the week starting March 27, 2022 (Figure 1).

394 Among vaccinated patients, most received a homologous mRNA primary series (90%), with

395 lower proportions of patients receiving Ad26.COV2 (9%) or a heterologous mRNA (1%) primary series
396 (Figure 2). For booster dose product received, 97% of patients received an mRNA vaccine, with only 3%
397 receiving Ad26.COV2. Most mixing of vaccine products occurred after receipt of one dose of Ad26.COV2
398  or after two doses of the same mRNA product.

399

400 VE against COVID-19 hospitalization

401 When considering all vaccine products (BNT162b2, mRNA-1273, and AD26.COV2), among

402 immunocompetent patients, VE against COVID-19 hospitalization was higher for a primary series plus a
403 booster (77%; 95% Cl: 71-82) than a primary series alone (44%; 95% Cl: 31-54) (p<0.001) (Figure 3).
404  Among immunocompetent patients vaccinated with either BNT162b2 (Pfizer) or mMRNA-1273 (Moderna),
405  those who received a homologous booster dose (i.e., a third dose of the same vaccine product) had

406 significantly higher VE against COVID-19 hospitalization than those who received only a primary series.
407 For BNT162b2, VE for a primary series plus a booster was 80% (95% Cl: 73—-85%) and for a primary series
408  alone was 46% (95% Cl: 30-58%) (p<0.001). For mRNA-1273, VE for a primary series plus a booster was
409  77% (95% Cl: 67-83) and for a primary series alone was 47% (95% Cl: 30-60) (p<0.001). While the

410 sample size of patients who received a homologous booster dose with Ad26.COV2 (Johnson & Johnson)
411 was small (n=20), the addition of a booster dose did not appear to increase VE compared to an

412  AD26.COV2 single dose primary series. VE against COVID-19 hospitalization for two doses of Ad26.COV2
413 (i.e., a booster dose following a primary Ad26.COV2 dose) was 30% (95% Cl: -85-74%) and for a single

414  dose primary series alone was 41% (95% Cl: 9-62%) (p=0.665). Among heterologous booster product
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415 recipients (those who received a different product for the primary series and booster dose), VE for

416 mixed mMRNA vaccine doses (i.e., any combination of BNT162b2 and mRNA-1273) was 70% (95% Cl: 34—
417  86), while VE for a primary series Ad26.COV2 plus one mRNA booster was 64% (95% Cl: 35-80).

418 VE for immunocompromised patients completing a primary series (three doses of an mRNA
419 vaccine) was 60% (95% Cl: 41-73). VE could not be estimated for a primary series plus one booster in
420 immunocompromised patients due to a small number of participants (n=5) who received a first booster
421  dose (i.e., a fourth mRNA vaccine dose).

422 In analyses of VE against COVID-19 hospitalization stratified by time since the last vaccine dose,
423 point estimates consistently showed a waning of protection at longer time points for both a primary
424  series plus booster dose and a primary series alone. VE after a primary series for immunocompetent
425 patients at 14—150 days (median 109 days) since the last vaccine dose was 54% (95% Cl: 32—69), and at
426 >150 days (median 279 days) was 42% (95% Cl: 28-54%) . VE after a booster dose for

427  immunocompetent patients at 7-120 days (median 69 days) following the booster dose was 80% (95%:
428 74-84%) and at >120 days (median 147 days) was 65% (95% Cl: 47—77%). For immunocompromised
429 patients, VE for a primary series at 14—-150 days (median 91 days) was 65% (95% Cl: 46—77%) and at
430  >150 days (median 172 days) was 48% (95% Cl: 5-72%).

431

432 Clinical outcomes among unvaccinated and vaccinated patients hospitalized with COVID-19

433 Clinical outcomes by day 28 of admission were available for the 1,361 COVID-19 case-patients
434  admitted to hospital between December 26, 2021 and April 2, 2022; 1,117 (82%) of these patients were
435  discharged from the hospital prior to day 28, 127 (9%) remained hospitalized at day 28, and 117 (9%)
436  died in the hospital before day 28 (Table 2). Intensive care unit admission was more common among
437 unvaccinated patients (34%) than vaccinated patients (26%, including 26% among those who completed

438 a primary series alone and 26% among those who completed a primary series plus booster) (p=0.007).
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439  The composite critical COVID-19 outcome of death or invasive mechanical ventilation was more

440  common among unvaccinated patients (23%) than vaccinated patients (15%, including 16% among those
441 who completed a primary series alone and 14% among those who completed a primary series plus one
442 booster dose) (p=0.002). Among 1,257 COVID-19 case-patients with data available on in-hospital

443 treatments, use of one or more treatment indicated for severe COVID-19 (corticosteroids, tocilizumab,
444  or baricitinib) was more common among unvaccinated patients (72%) than vaccinated patients (59%,
445 including 60% who completed a primary series alone and 55% who completed a primary series plus
446 booster) (p<0.001).

447

448 Pre-booster and post-booster serum antibody results

449 Paired serum samples were collected before and after a COVID-19 booster dose in 63 healthy
450  volunteers, including 33 with a BNT162b2 booster dose after a BNT162b2 primary series, 16 with an
451 MRNA-1273 booster dose following an mRNA-1273 primary series, 8 with an Ad26.COV2 booster dose
452 after an Ad26.COV2 primary series dose and 6 with one mRNA booster dose after an Ad26.COV2

453 primary series dose (Table S5). Anti-RBD and anti-S antibody concentrations were higher after compared
454  to before the booster dose for all vaccines (Figure 4; Table $6). Post-booster anti-RBD and anti-S

455 antibody concentrations were higher for participants who received three BNT162b2 doses and three
456 mMRNA-1273 doses compared to two Ad26.COV2 doses.

457

458  DISCUSSION

459 Principal Findings

460 In this analysis of hospitalized adults at 21 hospitals in the US during an Omicron predominant
461 period from December 26, 2021-April 30, 2022, receipt of a COVID-19 primary vaccine series plus a

462 booster dose provided greater protection against COVID-19 hospitalization than receipt of a primary
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463 series alone. This added protection of a booster dose was seen across all age groups and for all three
464  vaccine products used in the US. mRNA vaccines (BNT162b2 and mRNA-1273) provided greater

465 protection than the Ad26.COV2 vaccine, both when considering a primary series alone and boosted
466  vaccine regimens. These clinical vaccine effectiveness findings were supported by serology results
467  demonstrating substantially higher anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibody titers following booster vaccine doses.
468  These antibody and VE data support US recommendations that all eligible patients receive a booster
469 dose to protect against severe disease from the Omicron variant.

470

471 Comparison with other studies and policy implications

472 COVID-19 vaccines have been authorized in the US for over a year, and as of June 2022, an
473  estimated 77% of the adult population has received a primary series, of whom nearly half of those
474  eligible to receive a first booster dose had not yet received it.> Modest waning in protection of a primary

475  COVID-19 vaccine series was initially demonstrated during the Delta variant period.”™

Our findings
476 support the concept of waning protection for primary vaccine series for the Omicron variant as well,
477  with a decline in protection for a primary series against COVID-19 hospitalization during the Omicron
478 period greater than 5 months after a primary series. These data add to the growing evidence of waning

233 Despite known immune evasion features of the Omicron variant for

479  effectiveness of a primary series.’
480  vaccines currently available, our results show that VE substantially increased following a booster dose,
481  consistent with results from other studies.”® Data from immunological studies suggest that a broadening
482 of the immune response occurs after a booster dose, including an increase in, and adaptation of, anti-
483 receptor binding domain-specific memory B cells, providing biologic plausibility for increased VE after a

484  booster dose even with the highly divergent Omicron variant.”>**%®

Our data from healthy adult
485 volunteers suggested significant increases in anti-RBD and anti-spike antibody levels 2-6 weeks after

486 receiving one booster dose, consistent with observed differences in VE between those who received a
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487 primary series only versus those who received one booster dose. Understanding the extent to which VE
488  against severe Omicron disease wanes following booster doses will require the accumulation of more
489  data over time. While some early evidence from the US, United Kingdom, and Israel have shown some

490  decrease in effectiveness of mRNA vaccines >120 days from a first booster dose'®*"*

, we found only a
491 modest decline in VE following a booster dose in this study (from 80% at 7-120 days to 65% at >120
492  days).

493 We also observed that vaccinated patients hospitalized with COVID-19 experienced less severe
494  outcomes than unvaccinated patients hospitalized with COVID-19, suggesting that COVID-19 vaccines

%31 |n this

495 result in disease attenuation and providing further rationale for COVID-19 vaccination.
496 analysis, while patients who received boosted vaccine regimens were less likely to be hospitalized with
497 COVID-19 than those who received a primary series alone, in-hospital outcomes were similar between
498  those who received boosted regimens and a primary series alone. Additional study will be required to
499 understand if booster doses lead to incremental disease attenuation beyond a primary series among
500 vaccine breakthrough cases.

501 Our findings also suggest lower effectiveness for the adenovirus vector vaccine (Ad26.COV2)
502 both as a primary vaccine series and as a booster dose compared to mRNA vaccines. Although

503 mechanisms of protection against SARS-CoV-2 have not yet been established, binding antibodies

504  correlate with protection against SARS-CoV-2, allowing for contextualization of findings from

505  observational data.”’*%*

In this analysis, the persistently low anti-spike and anti-RBD levels post-primary
506  series dose and before a first booster dose for recipients of Ad26.COV2 compared with recipients of

507 mRNA vaccines provide complementary understanding of the reduced effectiveness of this vaccine

508 relative to mRNA vaccines. These findings support preferential use of mRNA vaccines both for a primary
25,26

509  series and as a booster dose, regardless of which vaccine product was used for the primary series.

510
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511  Strengths and limitations

512 Important strengths of this study included enroliment of patients with active COVID-19

513  symptoms ascertained at the bedside in real-time and laboratory confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection; these
514  methods facilitated calculations of vaccine effectiveness to prevent symptomatic, laboratory confirmed
515  COVID-19 hospitalization. Additionally, ascertainment of vaccination status was robust, with patient

516 interviews combined with systematic searches of medical records and vaccines registries, which enabled
517 precise classification of each patient’s vaccination status, including the receipt of booster doses.

518 Furthermore, respiratory samples with SARS-CoV-2 detection underwent viral sequencing, which

519  enabled exclusion of patients identified to have infections with a variant other than Omicron.

520 This analysis also had limitations. First, although several relevant confounders were controlled in
521 VE models, residual or unmeasured confounding is possible. In particular, increases in the proportion of
522 individuals with prior SARS-CoV-2 infection, which is associated with a degree of protection against

523 reinfection, may have led lower VE observed in this study compared with studies from earlier in the

524 pandemic when fewer control patients had prior natural infection.****

Second, although binding

525  antibodies likely correlate with protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection, other immune responses

526 including neutralizing antibodies and cellular immunity were not evaluated. Third, patients included in
527  the antibody analysis were healthy adult volunteers and may not fully represent the clinical and

528 demographic characteristics of those included in VE analyses. Fourth, modest sample size limited

529 precision of some estimates, including waning of VE >120 days after a booster dose and effectiveness of
530 Ad26.COV2, and prevented estimates for effectiveness of booster doses in immunocompromised

531 patients. Fifth, our study was restricted to analysis of first booster doses due to second booster doses
532  only emerging in select populations toward the end of the study period and low uptake of second

533 boosters in the study population. Future studies on second boosters will be important.

534
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535  CONCLUSION

536 Vaccination with a primary COVID-19 vaccine series plus a booster dose was significantly more
537 effective than a primary series alone in preventing COVID-19 associated hospitalization during the

538 Omicron-variant period in the US. Additionally, mRNA vaccines were more effective than the Ad26.COV2
539  vaccine, both as a primary series and as booster doses. Serology results support these findings by

540  showing substantial increases in anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibody titers following booster vaccine doses,

541 particularly with mRNA vaccines. These findings support recommendations for all eligible people aged

542 218 years to receive a booster dose of an mRNA vaccine.
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics by vaccination and COVID-19 status—21 hospitals in 18 US states, December 26, 2021-April 30, 2022 (SARS-
CoV-2 Omicron variant period)

Vaccination status COVID-19 status

Primary series

3
=3
52

2

58
32
Ingi=X
8
Total Unvaccinated (':ompletet.:l + booster COVID?]'Q Con'trol- = Z

primary series case-patients patients 23
dose o
< o
N=3,181 N=1,057 N=1,326 N=798 N=1,572 N=1,609 = g-
Age in years, median (IQR) 64 (52-74) 58 (44-69) 65 (54-74) 68 (59-78) 64 (52-74) 63 (52-74) g%
1,520/3,181 489/1,057 622/1,326 409/798 740/1,572 780/1,609 52
Female =B
(48%) (46%) (47%) (51%) (47%) (48%) 2=9
0=
Race & Ethnicity “3?%
. . . 1,916/3,181 603/1,057 771/1,326 542/798 933/1,572 983/1,609 g 2 g
Non-Hispanic White (60%) (57%) (58%) (68%) (59%) (61%) 852

< X
) . 619/3,181 217/1,057 266/1,326 136/798 287/1,572 332/1,609 2EN
Non-Hispanic Black (19%) (21%) (20%) (17%) (18%) (21%) 253
. . 423/3,181 156/1,057 192/1,326 o 236/1,572 187/1,609 @ §§
Hispanic, any race (13%) (15%) (14%) 75/798 (9%) (15%) (12%) égg
=

o 179/3,181 £al

- ) , (] , (] (] , o ) (] = =2
Non-Hispanic, all other races (6%) 60/1,057 (6%) | 82/1,326 (6%) 37/798 (5%) 95/1,572 (6%) | 84/1,609 (5%) 3 $
(s] o 2 6

Other” 44/3,181 (1%) | 21/1,057 (2%) | 15/1,326 (1%) | 8/798 (1%) | 21/1,572 (1%) | 23/1,609 (1%) §§§
US census region” 22z
o
Northeast 732/3,181 214/1,057 302/1,326 216/798 397/1,572 335/1,609 _r'jg %j.cE
(23%) (20%) (23%) (27%) (25%) (21%) %-9_)8
=0
South 1,072/3,181 401/1,057 464/1,326 207/798 527/1,572 545/1,609 §§ >
(34%) (38%) (35%) (26%) (34%) (34%) 83
Midwest 647/3,181 221/1,057 255/1,326 171/798 313/1,572 334/1,609 o>
(20%) (21%) (19%) (21%) (20%) (21%) {gf

West 730/3,181 221/1,057 305/1,326 204/798 335/1,572 395/1,609 éé
(23%) (21%) (23%) (26%) (21%) (25%) g E:;
. . . 1,565/3,121 441/1,027 718/1,304 406/790 690/1,532 875/1,589 -g >
21 hospital admissions in past year (50%) (43%) (55%) (51%) (45%) (55%) =
—. 0
Self-reported prior laboratory- 345/2,974 120/997 147/1,252 78/725 (11%) 115/1,487 230/1,487 % g
confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection (12%) (12%) (12%) ° (8%) (15%) 3 ;:—'
No. of chronic medical conditions, 2 (1-3) 2 (1-3) 2 (2-3) 2 (1-3) 2 (1-3) 2 (1-3) g?ﬁ
o]
g.
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759
760

761
762
763
764
765
766

median (IQR)°
.. . d 654/3,181 184/1,057 465/1,326 o 318/1,572 336/1,609
Immunocompromising condition (21%) (17%) (35%) 5/798 (1%) (20%) (21%)
. 2 1,306/3,097 461/1,035 525/1,301 320/761 654/1,531 652/1,566
>
Obesity (230 kg/m" BMI) (42%) (45%) (40%) (42%) (43%) (42%)
Vaccine product received for primary
series
) . 1,154/2,124 - 740/1,326 414/798 503/901 651/1,223
BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) (54%) (56%) (52%) (56%) (53%)
762/2,124 -- 469/1,326 293/798 300/901 462/1,223
MRNA-1273 (Moderna) (36%) (35%) (37%) (33%) (38%)
Mixed mRNA 17/2,124 (1%) - 7/1,326 (1%) | 10/798 (1%) 5/901 (1%) | 12/1,223 (1%)
Ad26.COV2 (Johnson & Johnson) 191(33/')124 - 11%;)326 81/798 (10%) | 93/901 (10%) | 98/1,223 (8%)
(s] (o]
Vaccine product received for booster
dose
. . 460/798 - - 460/798 142/247 318/551
BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) (58%) (58%) (57%) (58%)
318/798 -- -- 318/798 o 222/551
MRNA-1273 (Moderna) (40%) (40%) 96/247 (39%) (40%)
Ad26.COV2 (Johnson & Johnson) 20/798 (3%) -- -- 20/798 (3%) 9/247 (4%) 11/551 (2%)
Omicron lineage
396/444 163/177 189/207 396/444
. 44 739 -
Bal (89%) (92%) (91%) /60 (73%) (89%)
BA.2 48/444 (11%) 14/177 (8%) 18/207 (9%) 16/60 (27%) 48/444 (11%) -

Abbreviations: BMI = Body mass index; IQR = interquartile range

? Other includes self-reported race and ethnicity as other or non-Hispanic, or patients for whom information on race and ethnicity was unavailable.

b Hospitals by region included Northeast: Baystate Medical Center (Springfield, Massachusetts), Beth Israel Deaconess Medical Center (Boston, Massachusetts),
Montefiore Medical Center (Bronx, New York); South: Vanderbilt University Medical Center (Nashville, Tennessee), University of Miami Medical Center (Miami,
Florida), Emory University Medical Center (Atlanta, Georgia), Johns Hopkins Hospital (Baltimore, Maryland), Wake Forest University Baptist Medical Center
(Winston-Salem, North Carolina), Baylor Scott & White Health (Temple, Texas); Midwest: University of lowa Hospitals and Clinics (lowa City, lowa), University
of Michigan Hospital (Ann Arbor, Michigan), Hennepin County Medical Center (Minneapolis, Minnesota), Barnes-Jewish Hospital (St. Louis, Missouri), Cleveland
Clinic (Cleveland, Ohio), Ohio State University Wexner Medical Center (Columbus, Ohio); West: Stanford University Medical Center (Stanford, California), UCLA
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774
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Medical Center (Los Angeles, California), UCHealth University of Colorado Hospital (Aurora, Colorado), Oregon Health & Science University Hospital (Portland,
Oregon), Intermountain Medical Center (Murray, Utah), University of Washington (Seattle, Washington).

¢ Chronic medical conditions included: cardiovascular disease, neurologic disease, pulmonary disease, gastrointestinal disease, endocrine disease, kidney
disease, hematologic disease, malignancy, immunosuppression not captured in other categories, autoimmune condition, or other condition (sarcoidosis,
amyloidosis, or unintentional weight loss >4.5 kg [10 Ib] in the last 90 days).

d Immunocompromising conditions included: active solid organ cancer (active cancer defined as treatment for the cancer or newly diagnosed cancer in the past
6 months), active hematologic cancer (such as leukemia, lymphoma, or myeloma), HIV infection without AIDS, AIDS, congenital immunodeficiency syndrome,
previous splenectomy, previous solid organ transplant, immunosuppressive medication, systemic lupus erythematosus, rheumatoid arthritis, psoriasis,
scleroderma, or inflammatory bowel disease, including Crohn’s disease or ulcerative colitis.
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776  Table 2. In-hospital clinical outcomes and treatments for adults hospitalized with COVID-19 during
777 December 26, 2021-April 2, 2022 (the SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant period), by vaccination status.
Outcome Total Unvaccinated Primary Primary P-value®
vaccine vaccine
series series plus
alone booster
Status at 28 days following 0.032
admission, No. / Total (%) ’
. L 127/1,361 o 55/570 o
Remained hospitalized (9%) 65/621 (10%) (10%) 7/170 (4%)
Discharged 1,117/1,361 493/621 475/570 149/170
& (82%) (79%) (83%) (88%)
: 117/1,361 . 40/570 .
Died (9%) 63/621 (10%) (7%) 14/170 (8%)
Admitted to intensive care unit, No. | 406/1,359 212/621 149/568
45/170 (269 .007
/ Total (%) (30%) (34%) (26%) 5/170(26%) | 0.00
Any oxygen support, No. / Total (%) | 1,022/1,361 | 488/621 410/570 124/170 0.023
(75%) (79%) (72%) (73%) ’
HFNC 320/1,361 176/621 120/570 o
(24%) (28%) (21%) 24/170 (14%) <0.001
NIPPV 179/1,361 o | 69/570 .
(13%) 94/621 (15%) (12%) 16/170 (9%) 0.092
IMV 208/1,361 125/621 66/570 o
(15%) (20%) (12%) 17/170 (10%) <0.001
ECMO (11%}'361 15/621 (2%) | 3/570 (1%) | 0/170 (0%) 0.005
(]
Vasopressors, no. (%) 208/1,361 114/621 77/570 o
(15%) (18%) (14%) 17/170 (10%) 0.008
New renal replacement therapy, 56/1,361 0 22/570
(] 200 1
no. (%) (4%) 31/621 (5%) (4%) 3/170 (2%) 0.16
Venous thromboembolic event, No. | 108/1,361 o 38/570 o
%)° (8%) 60/621 (10%) 7%) 10/170 (6%) 0.092
stroke, No. (%) (21%}'361 11/621(2%) | 6/570 (1%) | 3/170 (2%) 0.56
0
Myocardial infarction, No. (%) 35/1,361 13/570
1 21 (29 7/170 (49 .
(3%) 5/621 (2%) (2%) /170 (4%) 0.39
Composite of death or IMV, no. (%) | 255/1,361 141/621 90/570 o
(19%) (23%) (16%) 24/170 (14%) 0.002
Any of the following therapeutics
used for severe COVID-19, No. / (861524}’257 ?70;';?61 ?61:"5?33 90/163 (55%) <0.001
Total (%) ° ) 0
Corticosteroids 808/1,257 403/561 316/533 o
(64%) (72%) (59%) 89/163 (55%) | <0.001
Tocilizumab 48/1,257 . 16/533 .
(4%) 28/561 (5%) (3%) 4/163 (2%) 0.14
Baricitinib 90/1,257 0 26/533 0
(7%) 64/561 (11%) (5%) 0/163 (0%) <0.001
Anti-SARS-CoV-2 Monoclonal 29/1,257 0 16/533 o
Antibodies (2%) 11/561 (2%) (3%) 2/163 (1%) 0.32
778 Abbreviations: ECMO = extracorporeal membrane oxygenation; HFNC = high-flow nasal cannula; ICU = intensive
779 care unit; IMV = invasive mechanical ventilation; NIPPV = nasal intermittent positive-pressure ventilation
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780 ? Statistical differences were evaluated using Pearson’s chi-squared test for binary or categorical variables.
781 Statistical significance was determined using a p-value threshold of 0.05.

782 b Deep vein thrombosis and/or pulmonary embolism
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Figure 1. SARS-CoV-2 Omicron lineage by admission week among 1,572 COVID-19 case-patients enrolled
during December 26, 2021—-April 30, 2022 (with a pause in enrollment January 25—31, 2022). Sequenced
Omicron variants were grouped into BA.1 (B.1.1.529, BA.1, BA.1.1, BA.1.15, BA.1.17) and BA.2 (BA.2,
BA.2.1, BA.2.3) lineages. Non-Omicron case-patients (Delta variant, B.1.1.519) confirmed through
sequencing were excluded from the analysis (n=64) and not displayed in this figure. Of 444 patients with
a sequence-confirmed Omicron variant infection, 396 (89%) had BA.1 and 48 (11%) had BA.2. Low
sequencing totals in late January reflect a pause in IVY network enrollment during January 25—31, 2022
during a protocol update.
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Figure 2. Pattern of COVID-19 vaccine products received across doses. The figure includes both patients hospitalized with COVID-19 (cases) and
patients hospitalized with an acute respiratory illness without COVID-19 (controls) during December 26, 2021-April 30, 2022 (the SARS-CoV-2

Omicron variant period).

DOSE 1

DOSE 2

DOSE 3

DOSE 4

7 BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech)
. Janssen (Johnson & Johnson)
[ mRNA-1273 (Moderna)

Product Dose 1, n/N (%) Dose 2, n/N (%) Dose 3, n/N (%) Dose 4, n/N (%)
BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) 1,163/2,124 (55) 1,202/2,014 (60) 724/1,183 (61) 3/4 (75%)
mRNA-1273 (Moderna) 770/2,124 (36) 792/2,014 (39) 459/1,183 (39) 1/4 (25%)
Ad26.COV2 [Janssen (Johnson & Johnson)] | 191/2,124 (9) 20/2,014 (1) 0/1,183 (0) 0/4 (0%)
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6 Figure 3. Vaccine effectiveness (VE) for prevention of COVID-19 hospitalization in the US during a period of SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant predominance,

3

7 December 26, 2021 through April 30, 2022. Vaccine effectiveness for a primary vaccine series plus one booster dose is displayed in red while vaccine g%
8  effectiveness for a primary series alone is displayed in blue. §§
=3

Completed primary series Primary series + booster dose tg g

No. of No. of Sa

vaccinated No. of vaccinated No. of g i

COVID-19 case-  vaccinated COVID-19 case-  vaccinated %%

patients/total control- patients/total control- Q0

no. of COVID- patients/ total Vaccine no. of COVID- patients/ total Vaccine g5

19 case- no. of control-  effectiveness, 19 case- no. of control-  effectiveness, ?g g'

Group patients (%) patients (%) % (95% CI)° patients (%) patients (%) % (95% Cl)* e
By immunocompromising condition® : %.é
Immunocompetent 453/1009 (45) 408/725(56)  44(31-54) | 245/801(31) 548/865(63)  77(71-82) ! 25
By age group : é_‘ g §
18-64 years 226/574(39) 233/463 (50) 38 (19-52) 87/435 (20) 232/462 (50) 72 (61-80) : — % RN

By number of chronic conditions® : ﬁ %)_8

0 conditions 55/160 (34) 32/81 (40) 22 (-52-60) 13/118 (11) 24473 (33) 73 (22-90) : g 38

>1 conditions 171/414 (41) 201/382(53) 42 (21-57) 74/317(23)  208/389(53) 72 (60-81) 1 e — 8§§

>65 years 227/435(52) 175/262 (67) 47 (26-63) | 158/366(43) 316/403(78)  81(73-87) E — & g%%

By vaccine product® ! @ ]
BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) 240/796(30)  206/523(39)  46(30-58) | 119/675(18) 276/593(47)  80(73-85) ! — 29
MRNA-1273 (Moderna) 151/707 (21)  151/468(32)  47(30-60) | 83/639(13) 189/506(37) 77 (67-83) | — %’2 @

Mixed mRNA 2/558 (0) 1/318 (0) 40(-668-95) | 10/566 (2) 26/343 (8) 70 (34-86) £3 4
Ad26.COV2 (Janssen) 60/616 (10)  50/367(14) 41 (9-62) 9/565 (2) 11/328 (3) 30(-85-74) 1 2' i S
Ad26.COV2 (Janssen) + mMRNA 23/579 (4) 37/354 (10) 64 (35-80) 1 §3§

By time between last dose and illness onset" E _§ %g
14-150 days 69/625 (11)  67/384(17) 54 (32-69) i - &— exg

>150 days 384/940(41) 341/658(52) 42 (28-54) E g ;_’i

7-120 days 167/723 (23)  394/711(55) 80 (74-84) : g' o >

>120 days 78/634(12)  154/471(33)  65(47-77) ! S — "3 §
Immunocompromised 201/316(64)  264/333(79) 60 (41-73) 2/117 (2) 3/72 (4) : — g:
By time between last dose and illness onset® : K=
14-150 days 144/259 (56) 197/266 (74) 65 (46—77) : — &_’ 8

>150 days 57/172(33)  67/136(49) 48 (5-72) : 32

By Omicron lineage E g %
BA.1 (December 26, 202 1-March 26, 2022) 183/342 (54) 547/843(65) 53 (37-64) 43/202(21)  399/695(57)  83(75-89) I g 3
BA.2 (March 27—April 30, 2022) 15/25(60)  125/215 (58) 13/23(57)  152/242 (63) ! z )

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 &80 90 100 -‘3 ,%_

85

% (95% Cl) o

9 - Primary series & Primary series + booster Q’g
>

w
[@)]


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.09.22276228

o

= O W 0 N O i W N

W N

o

 Multivariable logistic regression models were used to determine vaccine effectiveness, with vaccine status as the primary independent variable, case status as the dependent
variable, and the following covariates: admission date (biweekly intervals), age (18—49, 50-64, and >65 years), sex, self-reported race and ethnicity, and U.S. Health and Human
Services region of the admitting hospital. Models stratified by age group were adjusted using age in years as a continuous variable. VE was not calculated for certain subgroups
due to limited sample size.

b Immunocompromising conditions included: active solid organ cancer (active cancer defined as treatment for the cancer or newly diagnosed cancer in the past 6 months), active
hematologic cancer (such as leukemia, lymphoma, or myeloma), HIV infection without AIDS, AIDS, congenital immunodeficiency syndrome, previous splenectomy, previous solid
organ transplant, immunosuppressive medication, systemic lupus erythematosus, rheumatoid arthritis, psoriasis, scleroderma, or inflammatory bowel disease, including Crohn’s
disease or ulcerative colitis.

‘ Time between last vaccine dose of a primary series and illness onset was stratified into 14-150 days and >150 days to align with current US recommendations.”” Time between
booster dose and illness onset was stratified into 7-120 days and >120 days based on timing between a first booster dose and second booster recently recommended to be
allowed in select populations.26

4 Chronic medical conditions included: cardiovascular disease, neurologic disease, pulmonary disease, gastrointestinal disease, endocrine disease, kidney disease, hematologic
disease, malignancy, immunosuppression not captured in other categories, autoimmune condition, or other condition (sarcoidosis, amyloidosis, or unintentional weight loss >4.5
kg [10 Ib] in the last 90 days).

€ Vaccinated case- and control-patients counted under BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech), mRNA-1273 (Moderna), and Ad26.COV2 (Johnson & Johnson [Janssen]) received
homologous product series for all doses. Mixed mRNA includes those receiving any heterologous combination of BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) and mRNA-1273 (Moderna).
Ad26.COV2 (Janssen) + mRNA received Ad26.COV?2 for their first dose, followed by one dose of any mRNA product.
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818 Figure 4. Spaghetti plots of serum antibody concentrations to the SARS-CoV-2 receptor binding domain
819 (anti-RBD) (panel A) and spike protein (anti-spike) (panel C) among healthy adult volunteers before and
820 26 weeks after receiving COVID-19 booster doses, October 5, 2021-January 28, 2022. Targets of the
821 antibody responses were based on proteins from the USA-WA1/2020 strain. Antibody concentrations 2—
822 6 weeks after a primary series is also displayed for the subset of participants with anti-RBD (panel B) and
823 anti-spike (panel D) measurements available from prior participation in the program. Each participant is
824 represented with a single line connecting the antibody concentration at each time point. The Pfizer-

825 BioNTech group included 33 participants who received three doses of BNT162b2, including 9 who had
826 antibody measurements after the second dose. The Moderna group included 16 participants who

827 received three mRNA-1273 doses, including 7 who had antibody measurements after the second dose.
828  TheJohnson and Johnson (J&J) group included 8 participants who received two doses of Ad26.COV2,
829 including 3 who had antibody measurements after the first dose. The J&J + mRNA group included 6

830 participants who received an mRNA vaccine (BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273) booster dose after a single

831 Ad26.COV2 primary series dose, including 2 who had antibody measurements after the initial

832 Ad26.COV2 dose. The data accompanying this figure are shown in Table S6.
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(A) Anti-RBD befeore and after booster vaccine dose
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(B) Anti-RBD after full vaccination and before and after booster vaccine dose
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(C) Antl-splke before and after booster vaccine dose
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(D) Anti-spike after full vaccination and before and after booster vaccine dose
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