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Aims: To examine whether individuals vaccinated with three doses of mMRNA SARS-CoV-2
vaccines have an altered incidence of medical complaints compared to individuals not vaccinated
with three doses.

Methods: Using longitudinal exact 1:1 matching on days since 2nd dose, calendar month and a
set of covariates, we obtained a matched sample with 138 581 individuals aged 18-70 years that
had the 3™ dose at 20-30 weeks after the 2" dose and an equally large control group that did not.
Main outcomes were medical records of common complaints seen in primary care for up to 90
days after the treatment.

Results: Depending on type of complaint, the estimated 90-day cumulative incidence varied
between 70 and 5000 per 100 000 individuals. Among individuals aged 18-44 years, the number
of medical complaints was lower for individuals with three doses: Fatigue: 662, 95% confidence
interval=473-850, shortness of breath: 160 (90-230) and brain fog: 65 (22-108) fewer per

100 000 vaccinated. No decrease in incidence was observed for musculoskeletal pain, cough or
heart palpitations. When individuals where censored from the analysis from the date of positive
SARS-CoV-2 test, these absolute differences were smaller. Similar analyses gave higher
estimates among individuals aged 45-70 years, yet more ambiguous results when censored at
positive test.

Conclusion: Individuals vaccinated with dose 3 had reduced incidence of complaints compared
to matched controls with only 2 doses. Analyses with vs without censoring at positive test
implied that this reduction might be explained by a reduced COVID-19 incidence among the 3-
dose-vaccinated.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.


mailto:karin.magnusson@fhi.no
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.08.22277413
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.08.22277413; this version posted July 9, 2022. 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(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.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 .

Background

Fatigue and respiratory complaints like cough and shortness of breath are the most common
persistent complaints after mild SARS-CoV-2 infection, typically defined as the post-covid
condition.'® We recently reported that such complaints are equally common after omicron
infection as after delta infection.? The effect of mMRNA vaccination on such post-covid complaints
is unclear. It is also not known whether vaccine reactogenicity can lead to similar complaints in
the short and long term.*

A recent rapid review reported that individuals vaccinated with 1 or 2 doses were less likely to
develop symptoms of long-covid.> However, most of the reviewed studies conditioned on
positive SARS-CoV-2 test after vaccination, hence the effect of vaccination on reduced incidence
of COVID-19 was not accounted for. In this way, no total effect estimate exists to shed light on
whether post-covid complaints can be prevented in a general population.® Rather, current effect
estimates likely underestimate the incidence of complaints like fatigue and cough in the
vaccinated individuals, and are affected by collider bias.®” Indeed, the largest study to date,
which was conditioned on individuals with COVID-19 reported lower vaccine effects on post-
covid complaints than expected.® Existing studies also do not consider that vaccination against
COVID-19 may give side effects, which may be similar as the complaints typically regarded as
post-covid complaints.

Improved knowledge of the total effects of 3" dose vaccination on medical complaints is needed
to understand its consequences for the health services. Any observed health service consequences
may be used in public health decisions of whether a 4™ dose should be offered, for example
during fall 2022, when a half year has passed since most of the population received the 3 dose.
In most western countries, the 3" dose was recommended for almost all adults. Around 50% of
the adult population in Norway had received the 3™ dose around five to six months after the 2"
dose.® The National Immunization Program of Norway initially recommend a minimum of 24
weeks to pass between the 2" and 3 dose, later changed to 20 weeks, yet a large part of the
population had their 3" dose as late as 30 weeks after the 2" dose.®

We had two objectives: 1) to examine whether individuals vaccinated with three doses of MRNA
vaccines between 20 and 30 weeks after 2" dose vaccination have an altered risk of medical
complaints up to 90 days after their vaccination compared to individuals who were not, and 2) to
examine whether any altered incidence is likely due to a different COVID-19 incidence between
groups. Our objectives covered men and women in their working age, in two groups: aged 18-44
years and aged 45-70 years.

Methods

Using data from the Norwegian Emergency Preparedness Register *° in a prospective cohort
study, we studied individuals who were aged 18 to 70 years and living in Norway on January 1%,
2021. The register includes data from all vaccination against the SARS-CoV-2 virus from the
Norwegian Immunization Registry (SYSVAK); all testing for SARS-CoV-2 (polymerase chain
reaction tests - PCR) as registered in the Norwegian Surveillance System for Communicable
Diseases Laboratory Database (MSIS-Lab) from the beginning of the pandemic; and all medical
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records from primary care (used here: general practitioners and emergency wards) from the
Norwegian Register of Primary Health Care (KPR) and specialist care from the Norwegian
Patient Registry (NPR). It also includes data on background characteristics such as age, sex and
country of birth from the National Population Register (FREG), education level from Statistics
Norway and cause-specific deaths from the Norwegian Cause of Death Registry. The Ethics
Committee of South-East Norway confirmed (June 4th 2020, #153204) that external ethical board
review was not required.

Participants

Our inclusion criteria were all individuals aged 18-70 years living in Norway and who had at
least 2 doses with mMRNA vaccines against SARS-CoV-2 infection, from January 1to August
16", 2021. Individuals who were previously infected with SARS-CoV-2 (positive PCR test)
and/or who were registered with one or more of the main outcome measures within one year prior
to the date of their 2" dose of vaccination were excluded as it may have influenced the
probability of having the 3™ dose. Similarly, individuals who had a positive SARS-CoV-2 test
after their 2" dose but before 20-30 weeks after their 2" dose (i.e. their date of possible
inclusion), individuals who were hospitalized (inpatient or outpatient), died or emigrated as well
as individuals who had one or more of the main outcome measures after their 2" dose but before
their inclusion date were excluded from the pool of eligible individuals from the date of their
event and onwards, whichever came first. By updating the pool of eligible individuals on a day-
by-day basis, we aimed to minimize potential selection bias arising from individuals being less
likely to have 3" dose due to the experience of side effects from the 1%t and/or 2" dose, or due to
a SARS-CoV-2 infection. By excluding individuals with already prevalent complaints (our
outcome measures), we could ensure that we studied incident complaints.

Treatment groups

Our treatment comparison of interest was having vs not having a third dose of mMRNA vaccine
against the SARS-CoV-2 virus at a minimum of 20 weeks and a maximum of 30 weeks after the
2" dose of MRNA vaccine against the virus (with the latest possible date of vaccination being
January 31% 2022). The eligibility criteria implied a varying number of eligible individuals on
each day of the 20-to-30-week period as described above. To mimic, as close as possible, the
situation of a randomized controlled trial where individuals were randomized to either receiving
the 3" dose or not at the time when the 3" dose was made available to them, we used longitudinal
matching, day-by-day, i.e. with the time scale for matching being the number of days passed
since dose 2.1! Thus, to obtain treatment and control groups that were similar on the selected set
of background characteristics, we used exact 1:1 matching, day-by-day, based on the following
set of possible confounders: the calendar month of the second dose, age (by year), sex
(male/female), education level (missing or no education; primary school; upper secondary school,
>1 year college/university), birth country (Norway/abroad), previous all-cause primary healthcare
use (2017-2019), numbers of hospital admissions (since 2020), and number of comorbidities (0,
1, 2, or 3 or more). Day 0 was set to the date of 3rd dose vaccination registered in the Norwegian
Immunization Registry. Controls having no such record were assigned the same date as their
matched case, and we regarded this date as the controls’ day 0, on which they chose not to have a
3rd dose of MRNA vaccine. Treatment comparisons were stratified in groups of individuals aged
18-44 years and aged 45-70 years.
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Outcome measures

Our main outcome measures were the most common complaints that are reported to be typical
post-covid complaints and that also may be considered as mild side effects of mMRNA vaccination
against SARS-CoV-2 (Table 1). Outcomes were recorded at the general practitioner or
emergency ward in medical records*? from day 0 (vaccine date or hypothetical vaccine date) and
up to 90 days after day 0: fatigue, musculoskeletal pain, cough, heart palpitations, shortness of
breath and brain fog. We allowed for having multiple types of complaints. If an individual had
multiple records with the same complaint within the follow-up period of interest (or combination
of diagnostic codes indicative of the complaint, as categorized in Table 1), we chose the first one.

To shed light on potential mechanisms explaining our findings, we also studied the following
secondary outcomes: 1) fractures of the lower leg or lower arm (International Classification of
Disease (ICD)-10 codes S92 and S52), as a negative control outcome with an assumed similar
incidence in treated and untreated, 2) positive SARS-CoV-2 test (usually mild disease), 3)
hospitalization with COVID-19, measured as being hospitalized from -2 to +14 days from the
date with a positive SARS-CoV-2 test (usually severe disease) and 4) all-cause mortality, again
counting days from day 0 and up to 90 days after day O.

Medical recording to the National registries is mandated by law in Norway, ensuring no missing
data or outcome data in our study. Norwegian health register data have been demonstrated to
have high validity and reliability in a small comparative study of medical journal notes and
medical records®?, i.e. they may be used for studying patterns of health care use and complaints
leading to health care use.

Table 1. Condition/complaint with corresponding
diagnostic code (ICPC-2) used in primary care.

Fatigue A04, A05, A28,
A29
Pain (general/multisite and
localized pain and symptoms from AOL, LO1-L17,
the musculoskeletal system, not L18-1.20 L29
classified elsewhere (neck, back, '
arms/hands, feet/legs))
Cough RO5
Heart palpitations K04, K05, K29
Shortness of breath RO2
Brain fog (concentration or
P20
memory problems)

*With condition/complaint we refer to all information that
may be included in an ICPC-2 (International Classification
of Primary Care 2) code: Diseases, disorders, signs,
symptoms, and/or complaints as classified by the physician
consulted.
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Statistical analyses

Construction of matched sample: We had two time scales of importance for construction of our
matched sample and intervention period: 1) the calendar month of receiving the 2" dose, and 2)
the number of weeks or days passed since receiving the 2" dose (20-30 weeks, translating to 140-
210 days) (S-Figure 1). The two time scales were aligned in the construction of the matched
sample and intervention period, ensuring that for each possible day of being vaccinated with a
third dose in the intervention period, we selected the eligible individuals who received the third
dose on that day and all eligible controls that day. Second, the selected individuals with three
doses were exactly matched to one control in the pool of eligible individuals who had not yet
received a third dose on that given day. If no exact match existed, the selected individual with
three doses was excluded. When repeating the matching for the following day of a possible day
for 3" dose vaccination, we excluded the already matched controls from the eligibility pool to
ensure that no controls were included several times. The similar time passed since 2" dose
vaccination for a case and control in a pair, as well as the inclusion of calendar month of
receiving the 2" dose as a matching covariate made the treatment and outcomes independent of
periodical- or seasonal variations in vaccination and healthcare use. Further, our matching
approach ensured that the individuals to be compared were similar on all other selected
characteristics except for the vaccination status on any given date or day falling between 20 and
30 weeks (day 0) after the 2" dose of MRNA vaccination.

Main analyses of matched sample: The time scale used in the analyses of the matched sample
was the number of days from the vaccination, with individuals followed up to a maximum of 90
days. Time 0 was set to the date of (hypothetical) third dose of vaccination. The construction of
the matched sample was assessed using difference in bone fractures during the 90 days of follow-
up as a negative control outcome. We also assessed immediate behavioral responses to treatment
and/or potential residual confounding by studying incidence curves for positive SARS-CoV-2
tests the first 7 days, i.e. when no vaccine effect is to be expected due to build-up of immunity.

To assess the effect of vaccination on the incidence of medical complaints in primary care, we
structured our analyses of the main outcome measures to mimic an intervention study with two
arms. We constructed cumulative incidence curves using the Kaplan-Meier estimator with having
3 vaccine doses (three-dose group) vs not having 3 vaccine doses (control group) as treatment
variable and estimated the difference in cumulative incidence at 90 days after vaccination, in the
number of individuals per 100 000 individuals (with 95% confidence interval (Cl) and in relative
percent change. If a matched control had a 3" dose after the matching (day 0), he or she was
censored from the date of the control’s 3" dose vaccination and onwards, together with the
treated case. The pairwise censoring was performed to avoid that censoring is dependent on
treatment; an approach that has also been used in other studies with similar design'®1® (see also
Iwagami et al.” for a discussion of joint censoring of matched pairs). Besides the pairwise
censoring if the control had the 3" dose MRNA vaccine after the date of matching (day 0) as
described above, observations were censored from the date of death or emigration, whichever
came first.

Individuals who had one of the main outcome measures in question, for example cough, were
allowed to have any of the other main outcome measures in question, for example fatigue, both
prior to and after the cough if both occurred after day 0. In this way, the intervention studied
captured the effects of mMRNA vaccination with three doses and no waning of vaccine effects vs
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not having three doses (and having between 20 and 30 weeks of waning effect of the second
doses) on the incidence of our main outcome measures for up to 90 days after the third dose,
assuming no competing risk between outcome events.

Sub-analyses of matched sample: Finally, to explore potential mechanisms explaining our
findings, we performed two sub-analyses. First, after assessing the 90-day incidence of positive
SARS-CoV-2 test, we repeated the main analyses with censoring of observations from the date of
positive SARS-CoV-2 test. These analyses were assumed to isolate any side effects resulting in
health care use, of 3 dose vaccination vs no 3 dose vaccinations. To account for changes in test
criteria from January 24", 2022, when only individuals with 2 doses were required to have a PCR
test® if they suspected COVID-19, cases and controls were only followed until January 24", 2022
in these analyses and were censored from this date and onwards (if January 24™ fell within an
individual’s 90-day follow-up period).

Second, we performed an assessment of healthy vaccinee bias by studying group differences in
COVID-19 related hospitalization and all-cause mortality. If healthy vaccinee bias is present, we
would expect group differences before there should be any group differences in vaccine studies,
typically up to day 7. Group differences in all-cause mortality might indicate healthy vaccinee
bias in vaccine effectiveness studies based on observational data.®

All analyses were run in STATA SE v.16.
Results:

Of all 3,722,969 individuals aged 18-70 years living in Norway on January 1%, 2021, 1,228,554
individuals met our inclusion criteria at 20 weeks after the 2" dose of MRNA vaccination. In
total, 924,284 individuals received their 3™ dose of MRNA vaccine on one of the days between
20 and 30 weeks after their 2" dose and met the inclusion criteria. The pool of eligible controls
amounted to 304 284 individuals at 20 weeks after the 2" dose and gradually decreased up to 30
weeks. By 30 weeks, 138,581 (15%) of individuals vaccinated with 3 doses and fulfilling the
inclusion criteria were successfully 1:1 matched to an individual fulfilling the inclusion criteria
who was not (yet) vaccinated with 3 doses (N=138,581, 46% of all eligible controls). Thus, our
study sample consisted of 277,162 individuals equally distributed across the three-dose group and
the control group (Figure 1). In total 60,603 (44%) individuals in the control group had their 3"
vaccine dose after inclusion. These and the treated case to whom they were matched were
censored from the vaccination date and onwards if the date fell inside the 90-day follow-up
period.

The treated cases and untreated controls were similar on all measured characteristics (Table 2)
and there were no group differences in the incidence of an outcome (bone fractures) that should
be randomly distributed across the treated and untreated (S-Figure 2). Incidence curves for
positive SARS-CoV-2 test the first 7 days (i.e. prior to expected vaccine effectiveness) were
different by treatment group (Figure 2, Figure 3), suggesting there might be (age-dependent)
behavioral responses to the treatment and/or residual confounding.
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Norwegians, 18-70 years
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Figure 1: Flowchart of the matching process. Note: “Excluded: Non-eligible persons™ include individuals with
0, 1, or 4 vaccine doses; vaccinated with 2™ dose after 161 of August; less than 140 days between 2™ and 3" dose; testing
positive before the date of (hypothetical) 3 dose; experiencing any of the outcomes before the date of (hypothetical) 3 dose;
having any hospital contact between 2™ and (hypothetical) 3 dose; or dying or migration before (hypothetical) 3 dose.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.08.22277413
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.08.22277413; this version posted July 9, 2022. 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 .

Table 2. Descriptive characteristics.

18-44 years 45-70 years
Control group  Three-dose group ~ Control group  Three-dose group
N=67 683 N=67 683 N=70 898 N=70 898
Female, N (%) 37,431 (55.3%) 37,431 (55.3%) 34,976 (49,3%) 34,976 (49,3%)
Norwegian, N (%) 52,888 (78.1%) 52,888 (78.1%) 49,341 (69.6%) 49,341 (69.6%)

Age, N (%)
18-24
25-39
40-44
45-54
55-64
65-70

Education, N (%)

No or missing
Primary school

Upper sec. school

1> year

University/College

Comorbidities
0
1
2
>3

All-cause PC visits, N (%)

0

1
2-4
5-7
> 10

Hospital admissions, N (%)

0
1
2
>3

21,893 (32.3%)
32,605 (48.2%)
13,185 (19.5%)

3,433 (5.1%)
14,577 (21.5%)
22,295 (32.9%)

27,378 (40.5%)

61,521 (90.9%)
6,062 (9.0%)
100 (0.2%)*

*

7,330 (10.8%)
6,586 (9.7%)
20,299 (30.0%)
19,856 (29.3%)
13,612 (20.1%)

64,277 (95.0%)
3,256 (4.8%)
139 (0.2%)

11 (0.0%)

21,893 (32.3%)
32,605 (48.2%)
13,185 (19.5%)

3,433 (5.1%)
14,577 (21.5%)
22,295 (32.9%)

27,378 (40.5%)

61,521 (90.9%)
6,062 (9.0%)
100 (0.2%)*

*

7,330 (10.8%)
6,586 (9.7%)
20,299 (30.0%)
19,856 (29.3%)
13,612 (20.1%)

64,277 (95.0%)
3,256 (4.8%)
139 (0.2%)

11 (0.0%)

30,522 (43.1%)
29,424 (41.5%)
10,952 (15.5%)

2,334 (3.3%)
14,233 (20.1%)
28,651 (40.4%)

25,680 (36.2%)

55,989 (79.0%)
13,122 (18.5%)
1,664 (2.4%)
123 (0.2%)

9,247 (13.0%)
7,047 (9.9%)
19,253 (27.2%)
19,660 (27.7%)
15,691 (22.1%)

67,460 (95.2%)
3,152 (4.5%)
253 (0.4%)

33 (0.0%)

30,522 (43.1%)
29,424 (41.5%)
10,952 (15.5%)

2,334 (3.3%)
14,233 (20.1%)
28,651 (40.4%)

25,680 (36.2%)

55,989 (79.0%)
13,122 (18.5%)
1,664 (2.4%)
123 (0.2%)

9,247 (13.0%)
7,047 (9.9%)
19,253 (27.2%)
19,660 (27.7%)
15,691 (22.1%)

67,460 (95.2%)
3,152 (4.5%)
253 (0.4%)

33 (0.0%)

Note: *Due to privacy reasons regarding small numbers, we have combined the numbers of comorbidities categories 2 an >3 for

persons aged 18 to 44.
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Main analyses: Effects of vaccination on medical complaints

Depending on outcome, the 90-day incidence of complaints was ~70 to ~5000 per 100 000
individuals, and generally lower in the treated group than in the control group (Figure 2, Table 3).

Per 100 000 individuals aged 18-44 years vaccinated with three doses, there were 662, 95%
CI=473-850 fewer individuals with fatigue, 160 (90-230) fewer individuals with shortness of
breath, and 65 (22-108) fewer individuals with brain fog, all measured at up to 90 days after day
0 and compared to 100 000 individuals not vaccinated with three doses (Table 3). There were no
group differences in musculoskeletal pain, cough, or heart palpitations (Figure 2, Table 3). These
estimates reflect that the risk of fatigue, shortness of breath and brain fog is around 20% to 40%
lower in individuals vaccinated with 3 doses vs individuals not vaccinated with 3 doses (and who
have 20-30 weeks waning effects of the second vaccine dose) (Table 3).

Corresponding estimates for individuals aged 45-70 years were similar or somewhat higher for

outcomes fatigue, shortness of breath, and brain fog (Table 3). In addition, there were important
group differences for cough, with 433 (311-554) fewer individuals per 100 000 vaccinated than
per 100 000 unvaccinated (Table 3, Figure 3).
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Figure 2: Medical complaints for individuals less than 45 years. Note: Figure shows the cumulative incidence
of visiting the general practitioner or emergency ward with common complaints for up to 90 days after a (hypothetical) date of
third dose of MRNA vaccines, per 100 000 individuals for individuals under the age of 45. Red curve shows individuals with three
doses (treatment group) and green curve shows the control group consisting of individuals without three doses. Shaded areas show
95% confidence intervals. Risk table shows the number available in each group at 0, 30, 60, and 90 days, with the numbers of
failures between each time interval in parentheses.

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.08.22277413
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.08.22277413; this version posted July 9, 2022. 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 .

Fatigue Pain Cough
2000 e
o < o o
2 s g ]
g ot g 8 —
z o ] g e s
g e o ¢ g e
3 w000 " - z ] e -
2 / s £ H gl -
3 /’r/’ 3 E o
E = E E / it
5 o~ 5 H =
5] o 5] o e
[ ) 8 -"“J

0 20 ] a0 1} a0

30 60
Days since (hyp.} third dose

Mumger at risk Number at risk
Controlgroup  TOBOS  (385) 56350 (303) 40109 (267) 35838 Controlgroup 70888  (1009) 55810
Three-dose grouf0808  (248) 56554  (222) 40408  (180) 36215 Threedose grouF0888  (1104) 55833

. B0

Days since {hyp.) third dese
Mumber at nsk

30382 (B38) 34837 Controlgroup 70898 (329) 58422 (182) 40306 (125) 38157

30411 (676) 34884 Threedose grou70208  (191) 58801 (108) 40528  (87) 35430

Heart palpitations Shortness of breath Erain fog
00 250
. B
E; 400 § . !-“fr § 200
= g [l o~ =
£ B / i, A .
® @ o
& i o S
H T 5 /“/ 5 B
¥ . 2 a0 i -] —_
e "JS £ JJJI‘J - £ iz j_‘fr
e - L, ; ~ s _
3 f 27 - ] L r’_,_,-/
3 ’ 3 - 3
E o o E E = —
S = gre 3 S
o ] '] JJ_F‘I'_,
0 a0 -] o0 0 30 80 90 0 0 o8 a0
Days since (hyp.) third dose Days since (hyp.) third dose Days since (hyp.) third dose
Murnber at risk Number at risk MNumber st risk
Controlgroup  TOBEE  (38) 56626  (30) 40542  (48) 36434 Comwolgroup TOBEE (91} 58610 (11§) 40470 (77} 36332 Comwolgroup 708G (23) 58885  (21) 40811 (18) 28521

Three-dose grouf0B08  (34) 56607  (58) 40843  (42) 36960 Three-dose groug0EDE  (53) 56722 (50) 40666 (50

36570 Threedose groug0808  (12) 38781  (18) 40726 (1) 28472

Fositive tests before 24th of January 2022 COVID-19 hospitalizations All-cause mortality

100004 ’J’_,_l_

umulative incidenze per 100 000

Curnulative incidence per 100 000
Cumulative incidence per 100 000
="

a0 80 a0 0
Days since (hyp.) third doze

20 o a0

0 80
Days since (hyp.) third dose
Nurmber at risk Number at risk
Controlgroup 70843 (3609) 41424 (BB1) 8230  (41) 133 Controlgroup 7OS885  (19) 55885 (13) 40811 (12) 38520 Conirolgroup 70893 (40 56704
Three-dose groud 0848 (581) 43851  (278) 0104 (33 157 Thres-dose groufDBBE  (3) 55767 (3} 40738 (g

an 0
Days since (hyp.) third dose
MNumber st risk

(25) 40643  (18) 35564
30081 Threedose groug 0298  (4) 54770 (1) 40744  (3) 35004

——  Control group ——  Three-dose group

Figure 3: Medical complaints for individuals 45 years or older. Note: Figure shows the cumulative incidence of
visiting the general practitioner or emergency ward with common complaints for up to 90 days after a (hypothetical) date of third
dose of MRNA vaccines, per 100 000 individuals for individuals 45 years or older. Red curve shows individuals with three doses
(treatment group) and green curve shows the control group consisting of individuals without three doses. Shaded areas show 95%

confidence intervals. Risk table shows the number available in each group at 0, 30, 60, and 90 days, with the numbers of failures
between each time interval in parentheses.
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Table 3. The cumulative incidence of medical complaints for up to 90 days after 3rd dose mMRNA
vaccine vs no 3rd dose mMRNA vaccine per 100 000 vaccinated.

Three-dose  Control Reduction Reduction in
group group per 100 000 (95%Cl) %
Fatigue
<45 years, no censoring 2034 2 696 662 (473 — 850) 25 %
<45 years, censoring* 1257 2533  1276(-157 -2 710) 50 %
>45 years, no censoring 1315 1942 627 (465 — 789) 32 %
>45 years, censoring* 739 1434 695 (372 - 1 018) 48 %
Pain
<45 years, no censoring 3700 3768 68 (-166 — 302) 2%
<45 years, censoring* 2 869 3895 1026 (-989 — 3 040) 26 %
>45 years, no censoring 5112 4807 -305 (-582 — -29) -6 %
>45 years, censoring™ 4 462 4279  -183(-1558—1193) -4 %
Cough
<45 years, no censoring 659 760 101 (-3 — 205) 13 %
<45 years, censoring™ 751 519 -232 (-1 053 — 588) -45 %
>45 years, no censoring 740 1173 433 (311 - 554) 37 %
>45 years, censoring™ 637 926 289 (86 — 491) 31%
Heart palpitations
<45 years, no censoring 346 360 14 (-69 — 87) 4%
<45 years, censoring* 282 582 300 (-166 — 766) 52 %
>45 years, no censoring 359 382 23 (-53 — 99) 6 %
>45 years, censoring* 362 361 -1 (-142 - 139) 0%
Shortness of breath
<45 years, no censoring 233 393 160 (90 — 230) 41 %
<45 years, censoring* 162 428 266 (-326 — 858) 62 %
>45 years, no censoring 319 584 265 (178 — 351) 45 %
>45 years, censoring* 270 689 419 (74 — 765) 61 %
Brain fog
<45 years, no censoring 85 150 65 (22 - 108) 43 %
<45 years, censoring* 66 67 1 (-84 —86) 1%
>45 years, no censoring 69 128 58 (18 —98) 46 %
>45 years, censoring* 217 154 -63 (-369 — 244) -41%

*from the date of positive test and/or January 24, 2022, whichever came first.
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Sub-analyses: Assessment of altered COVID-19 incidence

In individuals aged 18-44 years, the 90-day incidence of positive SARS-CoV-2 test was 17 896
(15 490-20 400) per 100 000 among controls and 9708 (8190-11 490) per 100 000 among treated
cases, implying 8088 (5139-11 036) fewer infections per 100 000 individuals vaccinated with
three doses compared to individuals not vaccinated with three doses (Figure 2). The
corresponding numbers for 45-70-year-olds were 10 273 (9030-11 680) vs 3747 (2650-5280) per
100 000, i.e. a difference of 6 526 (4678-8372) (Figure 3).

No group differences were observed for any of our main outcome measures in analyses with
censoring of observations from the date of positive SARS-CoV-2 test and onwards, in individuals
aged 18-44 years (limited to January 24" to account for changing test criteria) (S-Figure 3). For
individuals aged 45-70 years, these analyses resulted in similar or somewhat higher estimates
than in analyses without censoring (Table 3, S-Figure 4)).

Sub-analyses: Assessment of potential healthy vaccinee bias

Among individuals aged 18-44 years, the COVID-19 hospitalization rates were similar for the
vaccinated and unvaccinated the first 7 days, and all-cause mortality was similar across groups
throughout the follow-up period (Figure 2), suggesting no healthy vaccinee bias. Group
differences in COVID-19 related hospitalization were only evident from around day 50 to day 90
after treatment (Figure 2).

In contrast, among individuals aged 45-70 years, there were group differences in both outcomes,
both prior to, and after days 7 (Figure 3), suggesting that individuals who were already ill
refrained from having the vaccine, potentially leading to bias in the analyses of the oldest age

group.
Discussion

In this observational study of vaccine effects on medical complaints seen in primary care in

277 162 individuals aged 18 to 70 years, we found that individuals vaccinated with three doses at
20 to 30 weeks after the second dose had 20% to 40% lower risks of fatigue, cough, shortness of
breath and/or brain fog, for up to 90 days after the date of vaccination when compared to
individuals who were not. When individuals aged 18-44 years where censored from the analysis
from the date of positive SARS-CoV-2 test, these absolute differences were smaller, indicating
that the differences in complaints were partly due to difference in COVID-19 incidence. Similar
analyses gave more ambiguous results for individuals aged 45-70 years, potentially due to
healthy vaccinee bias.

Comparison to previous studies

To our knowledge, this study is the first to explore whether 3 dose mMRNA vaccination against
SARS-CoV-2 affects complaints as seen in primary care. Our findings of no immediate increase
in any outcome immediately after 3" dose vaccination are consistent with recent studies reporting
no excess risk of fatal events except for myocarditis.® Further, we shed new light on recent
studies of mMRNA vaccination with 1 or 2 doses reporting lower prevalence of post-covid
complaints following vaccination compared to no vaccination.® 2 For example, a retrospective
study reported incidences of respiratory failures of around 15% for vaccinated vs 10% for
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unvaccinated 6 months after all participants had a positive test.! An important limitation of these
and other studies® is that only participants with confirmed COVID-19 were included, implying
that the effect of vaccination on reduced incidence of COVID-19 was not accounted for, likely
underestimating vaccine effectiveness.>’ Other issues preventing an effective comparison of
findings to previous studies are differences in inclusion criteria/methodology (retrospective
sampling vs longitudinal matching) as well as differences in measurement methods of main
outcome measures (patient-reported vs medical records). Medical records, as used in the current
study, might be hypothesized to be less sensitive to changes in health than patient-reported
measures, yet they are well suited to capture the symptoms’ burden on health services.

Our study sheds new light to previous findings of post-covid complaints®2%?! by providing an
effect that for the first time is not conditioned on previous or later SARS-CoV-2 infection. Our
estimates imply that around 65 to 650 fewer individuals per 100 000 vaccinated would
experience complaints following vaccination with a 3 dose than following no vaccination with a
3" dose. These estimates were lowered in analyses with censoring of observations from the date
of positive SARS-CoV-2 test (at least for the youngest age group, 0 for most outcomes),
suggesting that the reduced incidence of complaints may be explained by a lower COVID-19
incidence among the vaccinated individuals. Our findings of effect on complaints seen in primary
care confirm the recent reports of vaccine effectiveness on severe complaints. Using similar
methodology as in the current study (longitudinal matching based on observational data), several
studies have reported an effect of MRNA vaccination on SARS-CoV-2 infection and severe
COVID-19 related outcomes. 316

Interpretation and relevance

None of our analyses indicated any immediate increase in incident outcomes immediately after
3" dose MRNA vaccination, suggesting that potential side effects may not burden primary care
services. Our observations provide some important public health messages, at least in waves of
transmission dominated by the omicron variant?; In countries with a lower or similar vaccine
coverage as Norway, our findings may be of relevance in questions of whether a 3" or 4" dose
should be implemented. A new wave of SARS-CoV-2 transmission may be hypothesized to hit
during fall 2022, approximately six months after the majority received the 3™ dose, with a
potentially high burden on the primary care services. If the effect of the 3 dose on the primary
care services is waning to the same extent as may be the case with the 2" dose, as shown over
half a year in the current analyses, there may be reasons for authorities to recommend a 4™ dose.

In that regard, our study was based on an already implemented intervention, with some important
implications for the interpretation of our effects estimates. For example, we had the uncommon
situation of fewer controls than cases, i.e. a higher proportion of controls than cases were selected
into our sample. Because of the matching procedure, where cases were selected only if they had a
control and vice versa, our estimate is not an average treatment effect. Rather, our effect
estimates are closer to the treatment effect in the non-vaccinated than to the average treatment
effect.?? That is, our estimates convey the effect of vaccination in those who did not receive it,
which is still a useful estimate when it comes to relevance to the health services and policy
makers in how to handle e.g. a new wave of SARS-CoV-2 transmission.

Some of our findings should be interpreted with care. For example, estimates for 18-44-year-olds
may imply that the lower incidence of post-vaccine complaints in the three-dose group could be
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explained by the lower COVID-19 incidence in this group. However, there were few observations
towards the end of follow-up (as a result of censoring of events from January 24" and onwards,
when test criteria changed). Another reason for a cautious interpretation is the possibility of
differences in test patterns, disease duration and severity across comparison groups, which could
not be captured with routinely collected register data.

Strengths and limitations

Important strengths of our study were a population-based study sample, the use of longitudinal
methods for sampling and estimation and the systematic approach attempting to identify all
potential sources of bias. Our results can be generalized to western countries with similar
healthcare systems like Norway, i.e. with free access to healthcare.

We also had several limitations. First, healthy vaccinee bias or confounding by indication may
explain our findings for the oldest age group, which was demonstrated in the analyses of (age-
specific) all-cause mortality.'® For example, individuals with a history of bleeding episodes and
individuals who were medicated with beta blockers where recommended to consult a physician
prior to vaccination.? Thus, we cannot rule out that particularly older and comorbid individuals
in the control group refrained from having the third dose due to poor underlying health, and,
accordingly, had a higher level of healthcare use in general. This potential bias seemed not to be
an issue among individuals aged 18-44 years. However, although we excluded individuals with
confirmed ongoing SARS-CoV-2 infection from the eligibility pool on a day-by-day basis, we
cannot rule out that there may have been more suspected COVID-19 in the control group around
day 0 in this age group. Immediate behavioral responses to treatment or residual confounding
might explain the high incidence of positive SARS-CoV-2 tests seen up to day 7 in Figures 2-3.

A second limitation is that strict selection criteria led to the exclusion of 85% of the eligible
individuals who received three doses, raising questions regarding representativity of findings. We
excluded individuals with prevalent complaints recorded in primary care, implying we might
have studied a sample of very healthy people. A third limitation was the changing test criteria
throughout the follow-up period, giving small and imprecise estimates from 60 to 90 days after
the date of vaccination in the analyses with censoring of events from the date of positive test and
onwards. Finally, we might have too rough outcome measures to detect vaccine effects.

Conclusion: Individuals vaccinated with a 3" dose mMRNA vaccine against SARS-CoV-2 at 20 to
30 weeks after their 2"@ dose had lower incidence of COVID-19 and post-covid complaints than
their matched controls, which might, at least partly, be explained by differences in COVID-19
incidences. These findings may be of relevance in public health questions of when and whether a
4" dose mRNA vaccine should be offered.
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Supplementary Fig 1: Distribution of 3'¢ dose over days after 2" dose
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Note: Figure shows a histogram over the number of days between 2°¢ dose and 3¢ doses for all
persons aged 18 to 70 in Norway. Lower panel focuses on 20 weeks (140 days) to 30 weeks (210
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Supplementary Fig 2: Fractures of lower leg or lower arm.
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Note: The cumulative incidence per 100 000 of lower arm or lower leg fractures for up to 90 days
after (hypothetical) date of third dose of mRNA vaccines for those under 45 years old (left panel)
and those over 45 years old (right panel). Red curve shows persons with three doses (treatment
group) and green curve shows the control group consisting of persons without three doses.
Shaded areas show 95% confidence intervals.
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Supplementary Fig 3: < 45 years old censored with positive test.
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Note: Cumulative incidence of visiting the general practitioner or emergency ward with common
complaints for up to 90 days of (hypothetical) date of third dose of mRNA vaccines, and prior to
January 24th 2022 when test criteria for COVID-19 were changed, per 100 000 individuals. Red
curve shows individuals with three doses (treatment group) and green curve shows the control
group consisting of individuals without three doses. Shaded areas show 95% confidence intervals.

Supplementary Fig 4: > 45 years old censored with positive test.

Fatigue Pain Cough
2000 eo00 500
g 8 o] g
g 10 8 8
g 3 g
£ g £
§ o] £ 8
2 2 2
H 2 2w
3 s 5 K
2 g g
3 3 3
o o
o 30 60 90 o 30 60 90 0 30 60 %0
Days since (hyp.) third dose Days since (hyp.) third dose Days since (hyp.) third dose
Number at risk Number at risk Number at risk
Contolgroup 70848 (337) 41182 (1)) 8132 (11) 132 Contolgoup 70848 (923) 40773 (287) 8013 (31) 120 Contolgroup 70848 (300) 41212 (66)  B160 (5 123
Three-dose group 70848 (233) 43684 T3) 9054 “ 157 Three-dose group 70848 (1054) 43140 (374) 8843 (46) 150 Three-dose group 70848 (183) 43716 (60) 9034 ) 153
Heart palpitations Shortness of breath Brain fog
a0 1200 1000
g g g
3 o] g 2
8 8 2
5 B 1000 5
. z z
g g g
g 3 3
3 3 3
£ 2004 = =
3 2 s 2
By £ 5
: : : /_dah_,J_/_.r—h':
o o o
[ 30 60 a0 [} E 60 B ) E 60 %
Days since (hyp.) third dose Days since (hyp.) third dose Days since (hyp.) third dose
Number at risk Number at risk Number at risk
Control group 70848 (85) 41360 33) 8204 “) 133 Control group 70848 (81) 41367 (44) 8195 12) 133 Control group 70848 22) 41408 10) 8218 @ 133
Three-dosegroup 70848 (83) 43788 (33) w70 (8 156 Threedosegioup 70848  (50) 43810 (23) 9083 (5) 157 Threedosegroup 70848 (12) 43843 (6) 9098 @ 156

Control group Three-dose group

Note: Cumulative incidence of visiting the general practitioner or emergency ward with common
complaints for up to 90 days of (hypothetical) date of third dose of mRNA vaccines, and prior to
January 24th 2022 when test criteria for COVID-19 were changed, per 100 000 individuals. Red
curve shows individuals with three doses (treatment group) and green curve shows the control
group consisting of individuals without three doses. Shaded areas show 95% confidence intervals.
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