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Abstract

The BA.2.75* sublineage of SARS-CoV-2 B.1.1.529 (omicron) variant escapes neutralizing
antibodies. We estimated effectiveness of prior infection in preventing reinfection with BA.2.75*
using a test-negative, case-control study design. Effectiveness of prior pre-omicron infection
against BA.2.75* reinfection, irrespective of symptoms, was 6.0% (95% ClI: 1.5-10.4%).
Effectiveness of prior BA.1/BA.2 infection was 49.9% (95% ClI: 47.6-52.1%) and of prior
BA.4/BA.5 infection was 80.6% (95% ClI: 71.2-87.0). Effectiveness of prior pre-omicron
infection followed by BA.1/BA.2 infection against BA.2.75* reinfection was 56.4% (95% CI:
50.5-61.6). Effectiveness of prior pre-omicron infection followed by BA.4/BA.5 infection was
91.6% (95% CI: 65.1-98.0). Analyses stratified by time since prior infection indicated waning of
protection since prior infection. Analyses stratified by vaccination status indicated that protection
from prior infection is higher among those vaccinated, particularly among those who combined
index-virus-type vaccination with a prior omicron infection. A combination of pre-omicron and
omicron immunity is most protective against BA.2.75* reinfection. Viral immune evasion may
have accelerated recently to overcome high immunity in the global population, thereby also

accelerating waning of natural immunity.
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Main text

The BA.2.75* sublineage of SARS-CoV-2 B.1.1.529 (omicron) variant escapes neutralizing
antibodies.! BA.2.75* (predominantly BA.2.75.2) became the dominant sublineage in Qatar by
September 10, 2022 (Section S1 of the Supplementary Appendix and Figure S1). We estimated
effectiveness of prior infection in preventing reinfection with BA.2.75* using a test-negative,

case-control study design?® (Section S2).

We extracted data regarding SARS-CoV-2 laboratory testing, clinical infection, vaccination, and
demographic details from the national SARS-CoV-2 databases, which include all results of
polymerase chain reaction (PCR) and rapid antigen testing conducted at healthcare facilities in
Qatar. Cases (SARS-CoV-2-positive tests) and controls (SARS-CoV-2-negative tests) were
matched exactly according to sex, 10-year age group, nationality, number of coexisting
conditions, number of vaccine doses at time of SARS-CoV-2 test, calendar week of testing,
method of testing, and reason for testing, to control for differences in infection risk.? Prior
infections were classified as pre-omicron if they occurred before onset of the omicron wave on
December 19, 2021 and as omicron otherwise.®> Omicron infections were classified by
subvariant/sublineage according to when they dominated incidence: from December 19, 2021-
June 7, 2022 for BA.1/BA.2,® from June 8, 2022-September 9, 2022 for BA.4/BA.5,® and from

September 10, 2022-October 18, 2022 for BA.2.75*.

Figure S2 describes selection of the study population. Table S1 shows study population

characteristics. Study population was broadly representative of Qatar’s population (Table S2).

Effectiveness of prior pre-omicron infection against BA.2.75* reinfection, irrespective of
symptoms, was 6.0% (95% ClI: 1.5-10.4%; Figure 1A and Table S3). Effectiveness of prior

BA.1/BA.2 infection was 49.9% (95% CI: 47.6-52.1%) and of prior BA.4/BA.5 infection was
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80.6% (95% CI: 71.2-87.0). Effectiveness of prior pre-omicron infection followed by BA.1/BA.2
infection against BA.2.75* reinfection was 56.4% (95% CI: 50.5-61.6). Effectiveness of prior

pre-omicron infection followed by BA.4/BA.5 infection was 91.6% (95% CI: 65.1-98.0).

Similar, but slightly higher protection was observed against symptomatic BA.2.75* reinfection
(Table S3). Analyses stratified by time since prior infection indicated waning of protection since
prior infection (Figure 1B and Table S4). Analyses stratified by vaccination status indicated that
protection from prior infection is higher among those vaccinated, particularly among those who
combined index-virus-type vaccination with a prior omicron infection (Figures 1C, 1D, and
Table S4). This confirms finding of history of pre-omicron followed by omicron immunity
broadening protection against future omicron infection.* Severe COVID-19 was rare (Section

S4). Limitations are discussed in Section S2.

Protection against BA.2.75.2 reinfection appears lower than that found against BA.4/BA.5
reinfection.® Protection from prior pre-omicron infection is negligible at this stage of the
pandemic, confirming that pre-omicron immunity may not last beyond ~1 year against omicron
infection.® Protection of prior omicron infection was moderate at ~50% when the prior infection
was with BA.1/BA.2, but ~80% when the prior infection was recent, with BA.4/BA.5, perhaps
reflecting progressive immune evasion and gradual natural immunity waning. A combination of

pre-omicron and omicron immunity is most protective against BA.2.75* reinfection.

Viral immune evasion may have accelerated recently to overcome high immunity in the global

population, thereby also accelerating waning of natural immunity.®
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Figure 1. Effectiveness of SARS-CoV-2 prior infection in preventing reinfection, irrespective of symptoms, with the omicron
BA.2.75* sublineage in A) both unvaccinated and vaccinated persons, B) both unvaccinated and vaccinated persons stratified
by time since prior infection, C) only unvaccinated persons, and D) only vaccinated persons. The study was conducted in
Qatar between September 10, 2022 and October 18, 2022.
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Section S1. Laboratory methods
Viral genome sequencing and classification of infections by variant type

Surveillance for the severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) variants in
Qatar is based on viral genome sequencing and multiplex real-time reverse-transcription
polymerase chain reaction (RT-gPCR) variant screening® of random positive clinical samples,?”’
complemented by deep sequencing of wastewater samples.*®° Further details on the viral
genome sequencing and multiplex RT-qPCR variant screening throughout the SARS-CoV-2

waves in Qatar can be found in previous publications.?" 016

Between September 11, 2022 and October 15, 2022, viral genome sequencing of 587 randomly
collected positive samples with polymerase chain reaction (PCR) cycle threshold (Ct) values <25
showed that 453 (77.2%) were BA.2.75.X (of which 327, 72.2% were BA.2.75.2), 94 (16.0%)
were BA.5.X, 25 (4.3%) were recombinants including XBB, 9 (1.5%) were other BA.2-derived
sublineages, 2 (0.3%) were BA.4.X, and 4 (0.7%) could not be classified. Within the 487 BA.2-
like subvariants and recombinants, the majority (453, 93.0%) were BA.2.75.X, thus the
identification of BA.2-like viruses by RT-gPCR variant screening was used as a proxy for

BA.2.75.X.

Between September 10, 2022 and September 25, 2022, RT-gPCR variant screening was
performed on 939 random positive clinical samples. In 913 samples, the omicron subvariant
could be determined: 695 (76.1%) were BA.2-like, 197 (21.6%) were BA.5-like, 21 (2.3%) were
BA.1/BA.4-like subvariants. The RT-qPCR variant screening was validated against virus whole
genome sequencing, with a concordance of 98.9% between both methods in a set of 89 random

samples including BA.2.X, BA.4.X, and BA.5.X.
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Real-time reverse-transcription polymerase chain reaction testing

Nasopharyngeal and/or oropharyngeal swabs are collected for PCR testing and placed in
Universal Transport Medium (UTM). Aliquots of UTM are: 1) extracted on KingFisher Flex
(Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA), MGISP-960 (MGlI, China), or ExiPrep 96 Lite (Bioneer, South
Korea) followed by testing with RT-gPCR using TagPath COVID-19 Combo Kits (Thermo
Fisher Scientific, USA) on an ABI 7500 FAST (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA); 2) tested
directly on the Cepheid GeneXpert system using the Xpert Xpress SARS-CoV-2 (Cepheid,
USA); or 3) loaded directly into a Roche cobas 6800 system and assayed with the cobas SARS-
CoV-2 Test (Roche, Switzerland). The first assay targets the viral S, N, and ORFl1ab gene
regions. The second targets the viral N and E-gene regions, and the third targets the ORFl1ab and

E-gene regions.

All PCR testing is conducted at the Hamad Medical Corporation Central Laboratory or Sidra

Medicine Laboratory, following standardized protocols.
Rapid antigen testing

SARS-CoV-2 antigen tests are performed on nasopharyngeal swabs using one of the following
lateral flow antigen tests: Panbio COVID-19 Ag Rapid Test Device (Abbott, USA); SARS-CoV-
2 Rapid Antigen Test (Roche, Switzerland); Standard Q COVID-19 Antigen Test (SD Biosensor,
Korea); or CareStart COVID-19 Antigen Test (Access Bio, USA). All antigen tests are
performed at point-of-care according to each manufacturer’s instructions at public or private
hospitals and clinics throughout Qatar with prior authorization and training by the Ministry of

Public Health (MOPH). Antigen test results are electronically reported to the MOPH in real time
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using the Antigen Test Management System which is integrated with the national Coronavirus

Disease 2019 (COVID-19) database.
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Section S2. Study population, data sources, and study design

This study was conducted in the resident population of Qatar, applying the test-negative, case-
control study design'>!316:17 to investigate the protection afforded by prior infection with the
severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) in preventing reinfection with
the SARS-CoV-2 BA.2.75* sublineage of the B.1.1.529 (omicron)*® variant. Effectiveness of
prior infection in preventing reinfection (PEs) was defined as the proportional reduction in

susceptibility to infection among those with prior infection versus those without.1213.16:17.19

The study analyzed the national, federated databases for coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19)
laboratory testing, vaccination, clinical infection data, hospitalization, and death, retrieved from
the integrated nationwide digital-health information platform. Databases include all SARS-CoV-
2-related data and associated demographic information, with no missing information, since
pandemic onset, documenting all polymerase chain reaction (PCR) testing and more recently,
rapid antigen (RA) testing conducted at healthcare facilities (from January 5, 2022 onward).
Description of laboratory methods for the PCR and RA testing and variant ascertainment are

found in Section S1.

Every PCR test (but not every RA test) conducted in Qatar is classified on the basis of symptoms
and the reason for testing (clinical symptoms, contact tracing, surveys or random testing
campaigns, individual requests, routine healthcare testing, pre-travel, at port of entry, or other).
PCR and RA testing is done at a mass scale, where about 5% of the population are tested every
week.” Most infections are diagnosed not because of appearance of symptoms, but because of
routine testing.” Qatar has unusually young, diverse demographics, in that only 9% of its
residents are >50 years of age, and 89% are expatriates from over 150 countries.?>?! Qatar

launched its COVID-19 vaccination program in December of 2020 using the BNT162b2 and
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mMRNA-1273 vaccines.?? Further descriptions of the study population and these national

databases have been reported previously.?371021-23

For estimation of PEs against BA.2.75* (predominantly BA.2.75.2; Section S1) infection, we
exact-matched cases (SARS-CoV-2-positive tests) and controls (SARS-CoV-2-negative tests) in
a one-to-five ratio by sex, 10-year age group, nationality, number of coexisting conditions,
number of vaccine doses at time of the SARS-CoV-2 test, calendar week of testing, method of
testing (PCR or RA), and reason for testing. Matching was done to control for known differences
in the risk of exposure to SARS-CoV-2 infection in Qatar.?%?*?" Matching by these factors was
previously shown to provide adequate control of differences in risk of SARS-CoV-2 exposure in
studies of different designs and that included control groups to test for null effects, including

test-negative case-control studies. 7222829

Effectiveness was estimated by comparing odds of prior infection in all cases diagnosed when
BA.2.75 dominated incidence (Figure S1 and real-time reverse-transcription (RT-qPCR) variant
screening and viral genome sequencing data in Section S1), that is between September 10, 2022

and October 18, 2022 (end of study), to odds of prior infection among controls.

Only the first SARS-CoV-2-positive test during the study period was included for each person
(case), while all SARS-CoV-2-negative tests were included for controls. Persons qualified as
controls if they had no record of a SARS-CoV-2-positive test during the study. While all PCR
tests had a specified reason for testing, only a proportion of RA tests had a specified reason for
testing, as some of the testing facilities did not have their electronic system upgraded to capture
the reason for testing. Cases and controls were matched by reason for testing, and if reason for
testing was not available for the RA test, tests with unspecified reason for testing among cases

were matched with tests with unspecified reason for testing among controls.
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SARS-CoV-2 reinfection is conventionally defined as a documented infection >90 days after an
earlier infection, to avoid misclassification of prolonged PCR positivity as reinfection, if a
shorter time interval is used.3% Prior infection was thus defined as a SARS-CoV-2-positive test
>90 days before this study’s SARS-CoV-2 test. Cases or controls with SARS-CoV-2-positive
tests <90 days before the study’s SARS-CoV-2 test were excluded. A symptomatic infection was
defined as a SARS-CoV-2 PCR or RA test conducted because of clinical suspicion due to

presence of symptoms compatible with a respiratory tract infection.

Every control that met the inclusion criteria and that could be matched to a case was included in
the study. Controls were included in the analysis only once. The above inclusion and exclusion
criteria were implemented to minimize different types of potential bias, as informed by previous

analyses.”1213

Prior infections were classified as pre-omicron versus omicron based on whether they occurred
before or after the omicron wave that started in Qatar on December 19, 2021.1%2-14:3 prior
omicron infections were classified by subvariant/sublineage according to when each
subvariant/sublineage dominated incidence: BA.1 and BA.2 dominated incidence during
December 19, 2021-June 7, 2022,10.12-1431 wwhereas BA.4 and BA.5 dominated incidence during

June 8, 2022-September 9, 2022.16
Oversight

The Hamad Medical Corporation and Weill Cornell Medicine-Qatar Institutional Review Boards
approved this retrospective study with a waiver of informed consent. The study was reported

following the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE)
guidelines. The STROBE checklist is found in Table S5. The authors vouch for the accuracy and

completeness of the data and for the fidelity of the study to the methods protocol. The data set
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used in this study is the property of the Ministry of Public Health of Qatar and was provided to
the researchers through a restricted-access agreement for the preservation of confidentiality of
patient data. The funders had no role in the study design; the collection, analysis, or

interpretation of the data; or the writing of the manuscript.
Statistical analysis

Cases and controls were described using frequency distributions and measures of central
tendency and compared using standardized mean differences. A standardized mean difference
was defined as the difference in the mean of a covariate between groups, divided by the pooled

standard deviation, with values <0.1 conventionally indicating adequate balance in matching.*

PEs was derived as one minus the ratio of the odds of prior infection in cases (SARS-CoV-2-

positive tests) to the odds of prior infection in controls (SARS-CoV-2-negative tests):!’

PE, =1-odds ratio of prior infection among cases versus controls.

Odds ratios and associated 95% confidence intervals (CIs) were derived using conditional
logistic regression, factoring the matching in the study design. This analytical approach, that also
factors matching by number of vaccine doses at time of the SARS-CoV-2 test and calendar week
of test, minimizes potential bias due to variation in epidemic phase®*2* and roll-out of
vaccination during the study.333* Cls were not adjusted for multiplicity and thus should not be

used to infer definitive differences between different groups. Interactions were not investigated.

Additional analyses were conducted. Effectiveness of prior infection against BA.2.75*
reinfection was estimated against only symptomatic reinfection. Effectiveness of prior infection

against BA.2.75* reinfection was also estimated stratified by time since prior infection and
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stratified by vaccination status. Statistical analyses were conducted in STATA/SE version 17.0

(Stata Corporation, College Station, TX, USA).
Limitations

Ascertainment of the BA.2.75* cases that were included in analysis and of the variant/subvariant
status of prior infections was based on calendar time in which each subvariant/sublineage
dominated incidence and not based on viral genome sequencing or RT-gPCR variant screening
of every infection. However, this approach for ascertainment of variant/subvariant/sublineage
status has been shown recently to provide reliable estimates for the protection of prior infection
against reinfection with BA.4/BA.5 and is widely used in the literature.'® Nevertheless, given
overlap in calendar time between the BA.4/BA.5 wave in Qatar® and that of the subsequent
BA.2.75* wave, this approach for variant/subvariant/sublineage ascertainment may have led to
over-estimation of the protection of prior BA.4/BA.5 infection against reinfection with
BA.2.75*, as some of the BA.4/BA.5 infections may have been misclassified as BA.2.75*
infections if they occurred during the study, between September 10, 2022 and October 18, 2022.
However, the impact of such potential misclassification bias is not expected to be appreciable as
the proportion of BA.4/BA.5 infections out of all incident infections was small during the study

(Section S1).

With the relatively young population of Qatar, our findings may not be generalizable to other
countries where elderly citizens constitute a larger proportion of the total population. With the
relatively young population of Qatar,?'3° the lower severity of omicron infections,*-8 and the
time lag between infection and severe forms of COVID-19, there were too small number of
confirmed severe,® critical,* and fatal*® COVID-19 cases to estimate PEs against severe forms

of COVID-19 due to reinfection.
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The study is based on SARS-CoV-2 tests done on individuals currently in Qatar. Qatar has a
diverse expatriate population, and it is possible that some persons may have had a prior infection
diagnosis while traveling abroad to visit family or for vacation, which would not have been
captured in our national databases. However, this is not likely to affect our estimates. It has
already been shown that even considerable levels of misclassification of prior infection status

had a minimal impact on estimated PEs,'” a key strength of the test-negative design.’

Misclassification of prior infection status can lead to under-estimation of effectiveness of prior
infection in preventing reinfection using the test-negative, case-control study design,!’ if more
than 50% of the population already had a prior infection,” a situation that likely has been
reached in Qatar. Nevertheless, this bias did not seem to appreciably affect our earlier analyses
for PEs in the same population of Qatar, as the cohort study designs generated findings that were
similar to those of the test-negative, case-control study design.t’1%2341-43 Additionally, we
conducted modeling simulations, extending our earlier analyses presented in Ayoub et al,!’ to
investigate the potential effect of this bias.'® Assuming PEs is equal to 40% (instead of 80% in
original analysis’), a plausible value for pre-omicron protection against omicron
subvariants,*21343 and assuming that 75% of all prior infections are undocumented, the under-
estimation of PEs did not exceed 20 percentage points except when the prevalence of prior

infection in the population exceeded 80%, a level that is unlikely to have been reached in Qatar.

Although we used exact matching, the standardized mean differences were larger than zero, and
some even slightly larger than 0.1 (Table S1), the conventional limit for adequate matching.*
This has occurred because not all cases could be matched to five controls. This, however, should

not bias our analyses since cases were exact matched (not matched within a range), and since we
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used conditional logistic regression which ensures that all comparisons are made within matched

sets.

While matching was done for sex, 10-year age group, nationality, number of coexisting
conditions, number of vaccine doses at time of the SARS-CoV-2 test, calendar week of testing,
method of testing (PCR or RA), and reason for testing, this was not possible for other factors
such as geography or occupation, as such data were unavailable. However, Qatar is essentially a
city state and infection incidence was broadly distributed across neighborhoods. Nearly 90% of
Qatar’s population are expatriates from over 150 countries coming here because of
employment;?* most are craft and manual workers working in development projects.?
Nationality, age, and sex provide a powerful proxy for socio-economic status in this country.?%:2%

27 Nationality alone is strongly associated with occupation.?242

It is possible that some people are more likely to be reinfected than others, such as because of
occupation or behaviors that involve many unprotected exposures. This may affect the presented
estimates. However, matching was done to control for factors known to affect infection exposure
in Qatar.?1?42" The matching prescription had already been investigated in previous studies of
different epidemiologic designs, and using control groups to test for null effects.® 222829 These
control groups included unvaccinated cohorts versus vaccinated cohorts within two weeks of the
first dose,®"282% when vaccine protection is negligible,***° and mMRNA-1273- versus BNT162b2-
vaccinated cohorts, also in the first two weeks after the first dose.?? These studies have shown
that this prescription provides adequate control of the differences in infection exposure 37222829
The study was implemented on Qatar’s total population, perhaps thus minimizing the likelihood

of bias.

11
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PEs was assessed using an observational, test-negative, case-control study design,'’ rather than a
cohort study design where individuals are followed up over time. However, the cohort study
design applied in earlier analyses to estimate PEs in the same population of Qatar yielded
findings similar to those of the test-negative, case-control study design,t’192341-43 sypporting the
validity of this design in estimating PEs. It even appears that the test-negative study design may

be less prone to some forms of bias than the cohort study design.’

Nonetheless, one cannot exclude the possibility that in real-world data, bias could arise in
unexpected ways, or from unknown sources, such as subtle differences in test-seeking behavior;
changes in the pattern of testing due to policy changes, tests’ accessibility, or behavioral
differences; or differences in the tendency to get tested between recoverees from prior infection
(such as recent recoverees) and those who have not had prior infection or whose prior infection
was undocumented. Since SARS-CoV-2 reinfection is conventionally defined as a documented
infection >90 days after an earlier infection,>%* cases or controls with SARS-CoV-2-positive
tests <90 days before the study’s SARS-CoV-2 test were excluded. Therefore, a bias related to

testing rates among recent recoverees is not likely to affect our study.

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.29.22281606

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.29.22281606; this version posted October 30, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Section S3. COVID-19 severity, criticality, and fatality classification

Classification of Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) case severity (acute-care
hospitalizations),* criticality (intensive-care-unit hospitalizations),3 and fatality*® followed
World Health Organization (WHO) guidelines. Assessments were made by trained medical
personnel independent of study investigators and using individual chart reviews, as part of a
national protocol applied to every hospitalized COVID-19 patient. Each hospitalized COVID-19
patient underwent an infection severity assessment every three days until discharge or death. We
classified individuals who progressed to severe, critical, or fatal COVID-19 between the time of
the documented infection and the end of the study based on their worst outcome, starting with

death,*® followed by critical disease,*® and then severe disease.

Severe COVID-19 disease was defined per WHO classification as a SARS-CoV-2 infected
person with “oxygen saturation of <90% on room air, and/or respiratory rate of >30
breaths/minute in adults and children >5 years old (or >60 breaths/minute in children <2 months
old or >50 breaths/minute in children 2-11 months old or >40 breaths/minute in children 1-5
years old), and/or signs of severe respiratory distress (accessory muscle use and inability to
complete full sentences, and, in children, very severe chest wall indrawing, grunting, central
cyanosis, or presence of any other general danger signs)”.3® Detailed WHO criteria for
classifying Severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infection severity

can be found in the WHO technical report.®

Critical COVID-19 disease was defined per WHO classification as a SARS-CoV-2 infected
person with “acute respiratory distress syndrome, sepsis, septic shock, or other conditions that

would normally require the provision of life sustaining therapies such as mechanical ventilation

13
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(invasive or non-invasive) or vasopressor therapy”.3® Detailed WHO criteria for classifying

SARS-CoV-2 infection criticality can be found in the WHO technical report.3®

COVID-19 death was defined per WHO classification as “a death resulting from a clinically
compatible illness, in a probable or confirmed COVID-19 case, unless there is a clear alternative
cause of death that cannot be related to COVID-19 disease (e.g. trauma). There should be no
period of complete recovery from COVID-19 between illness and death. A death due to COVID-
19 may not be attributed to another disease (e.g. cancer) and should be counted independently of
preexisting conditions that are suspected of triggering a severe course of COVID-19”. Detailed

WHO criteria for classifying COVID-19 death can be found in the WHO technical report.*°
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Section S4. Severe, critical, or fatal COVID-19 in study population

Of all BA.2.75* cases eligible to be included in the study (29,888 cases; Figure S2), only 6
developed severe forms of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19; Section S3). Specifically, 4

progressed to severe COVID-19,% 1 to critical COVID-19,% and 1 to fatal COVID-19.%

Of these, 5 featured in the matched study population (25,449 cases; Figure S2): 3 with severe
COVID-19, 1 with critical COVID-19, and 1 with fatal COVID-19. Two of the severe cases and
the deceased case had no prior infection, while the rest (one severe case and one critical case)
had a prior pre-omicron infection. No severe, critical, or fatal COVID-19 cases were observed

among those with a prior omicron infection.

With too few severe, critical, or fatal COVID-19 cases, estimation of effectiveness of prior
infection against severe forms of COVID-19 following reinfection with BA.2.75* was not

possible.
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Figure S1. Three-day moving average of the proportion of SARS-CoV-2 infections that are
with BA.2-like subvariants in Qatar between September 10, 2022 and September 25, 2022.
Subvariant ascertainment was based on multiplex real-time reverse-transcription
polymerase chain reaction (RT-gPCR) variant screening! of random positive clinical
samples.?’ The identification of BA.2-like subvariants was used as a proxy for BA.2.75* as
this was the dominant sublineage within BA.2-like subvariants.
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Figure S2. Flowchart describing the population selection process for investigating effectiveness of prior infection in preventing
reinfection with the BA.2.75* sublineage.

30,508 Individuals with a SARS-CoV-2-positive test between 406,128 Individuals with SARS-CoV-2-negative tests and
September 10, 2022 and October 18, 2022 (end of study) no record of SARS-CoV-2 infection September 10, 2022
and October 18, 2022 (end of study)
620 Individuals were excluded because 13,250 Individuals were excluded
they had a record of a SARS-CoV-2- | | because they had a record ofa
positive test within 90 days SARS-CoV-2-positive test within 4

90 days

24,543 Individuals were

luded because th . 370,932 Individuals were
excluded because ey were [ excluded because they were —
not tested for clinical suspicion - -
not tested for clinical suspicion
v A v v
5,345 Individuals with a symptomatic 29,388 Individuals with a 23,354 SARS-CoV-2-negative tests conducted 459,574 SARS-CoV-2-negative tests
BA.2.75 omicron infection BA.2.75 omicron infection for clinical suspicion” for 21,946 individuals for 392,878 individuals
1,468 Testsnot [ | | 4,439 Tests not 13,576 Tests not || |, 360,162 Tests not
matched matched matched matched
\ 4 v \ 4
3 B Bl ey 2 P .. : .
,877 15;252lﬁgslt;:f;xzt}durmg 35,{'49£1r5t nf;mwf Les(tis 91773‘ Negatlvg tesls_ matched? 99,412 Negative tests maiched"
study l uring the Sl 'y matche for 9,438 individuals for 93,015 individuals
® 2,956 Had no prior infection e 18,791 Had no prior infection e 6,766 Had no prior infection e 64,657 Had no prior infection
e 458 Had prior pre-omicron infection e 3,066 Had prior pre-omicron infection e 988 Had prior pre-omicron infection e 10,843 Had prior pre-omicron infection
® 423 Had prior omicron infection e 3,224 Had prior omicron infection » 1,817 Had prior omicron infection ¢ 21,210 Had prior omicron infection
* 40 Had prior pre-omicron & omicron » 368 Had prior pre-omicron & omicron e 207 Had prior pre-omicron & e 2,702 Had prior pre-omicron & omicron
infections infections omicron infections infections

PCR denotes polymerase chain reaction, RA, rapid antigen, and SARS-CoV-2, severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2.

*A symptomatic infection was defined as a SARS-CoV-2 PCR or RA test conducted because of clinical suspicion due to presence of symptoms compatible with a respiratory tract
infection.

TSARS-CoV-2 positives tests were matched one-to-five to SARS-CoV-2 negative tests by sex, 10-year age group, nationality, number of coexisting conditions, number of vaccine
doses at time of the SARS-CoV-2 test, calendar week of SARS-CoV-2 test, method of testing (PCR or RA), and reason for testing.
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Table S1. Characteristics of matched cases (SARS-CoV-2-positive tests) and controls (SARS-CoV-2-negative tests) in the
analysis assessing effectiveness against any BA.2.75 reinfection regardless of symptoms and in the analysis assessing
effectiveness against symptomatic BA.2.75* reinfection. The table is generated for analyses including all SARS-CoV-2
infections diagnosed between September 10, 2022 and October 18, 2022, when BA.2.75* dominated incidence.

Study period Effectiveness against any BA.2.75 reinfection Effectiveness against symptomatic BA.2.75 reinfection”
Full eligible cohorts Matched cohorts Full eligible cohorts Matched cohorts
Characteristics Cases Controls Casest Controlst " Cases Controls " Cases' Controls*
N=29,888 N=459,574 SMD? N=25,449 N=99,412 SMD* N=5,345 N=23,354 SMD? N=3,877 N=9,778 SMD#
xg‘:'sa“ age (IQR)- 33 (24-43) 33 (23-43) 0038 | 33(23-41) 32 (21-40) | 0.06% | 36 (28-45) 32 (20-40) 0405 | 33(28-42) 33(27-40) = 0.108
Age group-n (%)
<10 years 2,138 (7.2) 49,341 (10.7) 1,968 (7.7) 8,774 (8.8) 174 (3.3) 4,132 (17.7) 149 (3.8) 587 (6.0)
10-19 years 3,981 (13.3) 51,000 (11.1) 3,488 (13.7) | 14,424 (14.5) 305 (5.7) 1,628 (7.0) 197 (5.1) 463 (4.7)
20-29 years 5,328 (17.8) 78,238 (17.0) 4623 (182) | 17,774 (17.9) 1,102 (20.6) 4,344 (18.6) 870 (22.4) 2,242 (22.9)
30-39 years 8,770 (29.3) 132,752 (28.9) 0.14 7,885 (310)  31,203(315) . 1,722 (32.2) 6,973 (29.9) 051 1,451 (37.4) 3,912 (40.0) 0.15
40-49 years 5,698 (19.1) 84,717 (18.4) : 4,793 (188) | 17,975 (18.1) : 1,116 (20.9) 3,600 (15.4) : 780 (20.1) 1,760 (18.0) :
50-59 years 2,760 (9.2) 42,992 (9.4) 1,993 (7.8) 6,885 (6.9) 632 (11.8) 1,717 (7.4) 315 (8.1) 565 (5.8)
60-69 years 880 (2.9) 15,792 (3.4) 516 (2.0) 1,683 (1.7) 204 (3.8) 581 (2.5) 73 (1.9) 133 (1.4)
70+ years 333 (1.1) 4,742 (1.0) 183 (0.7) 604 (0.6) 90 (1.7) 379 (1.6) 42 (1.1) 116 (1.2)
Sex
Male 16,858 (56.4)  289,281(6295) .. | 14525(57.1) 56,820(572) oo 3,622 (67.8) 14,888 (63.8) 0.08 2,760 (71.2) 6,976 (71.3) 0.00
Female 13,030 (43.6) = 170,293 (37.05) : 10,924 (42.9) = 42,592 (42.8) : 1,723 (32.2) 8,466 (36.3) ‘ 1,117 (28.8) 2,802 (28.7) ‘
Nationality™
Bangladeshi 1,454 (4.9) 17,138 (3.7) 1,316 (5.2) 5,144 (5.2) 292 (5.5) 1,572 (6.7) 256 (6.6) 876 (9.0)
Egyptian 1,429 (4.8) 27,555 (6.0) 1,253 (4.9) 5,245 (5.3) 168 (3.1) 926 (4.0) 96 (2.5) 194 (2.0)
Filipino 3,391 (11.4) 31,244 (6.8) 3,083 (12.1) - 11,609 (11.7) 666 (12.5) 2,043 (8.8) 550 (14.2) 1,202 (12.3)
Indian 7,258 (24.3) 106,469 (23.2) 6,919 (27.2) . 28,363 (28.5) 1,260 (23.6) 4,025 (17.2) 1,129 (29.1) 2,781 (28.4)
Nepalese 885 (3.0) 13,226 (2.9) 0.20 802 (3.2) 2,770 (2.8) 0.12 281 (5.3) 1,104 (4.7) 0.29 256 (6.6) 699 (7.2) 0.18
Pakistani 1,410 (4.7) 19,632 (4.3) : 1,197 (4.7) 4,334 (4.4) : 337 (6.3) 1,443 (6.2) : 254 (6.6) 602 (6.2) :
Qatari 5,540 (18.5) 97,919 (21.3) 5224 (20.5) | 23,655 (23.8) 752 (14.1) 5,106 (21.9) 627 (16.2) 2,028 (20.7)
Sri Lankan 792 (2.7) 11,759 (2.6) 620 (2.4) 1,972 (2.0) 221 (4.1) 612 (2.6) 160 (4.1) 318 (3.3)
Sudanese 752 (2.5) 9,436 (2.1) 563 (2.2) 1,927 (1.9) 152 (2.8) 551 (2.4) 76 (2.0) 146 (1.5)
Other nationalities™ | 6,977 (23.3) 125,196 (27.2) 4,472 (17.6) = 14,393 (14.5) 1,216 (22.8) 5,972 (25.6) 473 (12.2) 932 (9.5)
Coexisting
conditions
0 22,742 (76.1) = 354,950 (77.2) 20,034 (78.7) = 79,162 (79.6) 4,418 (82.7) 18,715 (80.1) 3,456 (89.1) 8,883 (90.9)
1 3,631 (12.2) 55,267 (12.0) 0.03 2843(112) | 10,994 (1L1) = oo 420 (7.9) 2,476 (10.6) 0.10 202 (5.2) 451 (4.6) 0.07
2 1,681 (5.6) 24,018 (5.2) : 1,217 (4.8) 4,345 (4.4) : 200 (3.7) 933 (4.0) : 67 (1.7) 105 (1.1) :
3+ 1,834 (6.1) 25,339 (5.5) 1,355 (5.3) 4,911 (4.9) 307 (5.7) 1,230 (5.3) 152 (3.9) 339 (3.5)
Vaccine doses
Unvaccinated 8,551 (28.6) 160,264 (34.9) 7,400 (29.1) = 29,020 (29.2) 1,508 (28.2) 9,694 (41.5) 1,159 (29.9) 3,089 (31.6)
1 dose 587 (2.0) 7,791 (1.7) 336 (1.3) 1,111 (1.1) 78 (1.5) 320 (1.4) 21 (0.5) 31(0.3)
2 doses 10,682 (35.7) = 155,037 (33.7) 0.14 9,327 (36.7) | 36,779 (37.0) | 0.03 2,191 (41.0) 8,673 (37.1) 0.30 1,725 (445) | 4,666 (47.7) 0.12
3 doses 9,871 (33.0) 133,110 (29.0) 8,315 (32.7) . 32,335 (32.5) 1,527 (28.6) 4,557 (19.5) 968 (25.0) 1,988 (20.3)
4 doses 197 (0.7) 3,372 (0.7) 71 (0.3) 167 (0.2) 41 (0.8) 110 (0.5) 4(0.1) 4(0.04)
Method of testing
PCR 7,860 (26.3) 81,019 (17.6) 021 6,016 (236) 20,294 (204) = o 1,555 (29.1) 10,847 (46.5) 0.37 1,031 (26.6) 2,925 (29.9) 0.07
RA 22,028 (73.7) | 378,555 (82.4) : 19,433 (76.4) 79,118 (79.6) : 3,790 (70.9) 12,507 (53.6) : 2,846 (73.4) 6,853 (70.1) :
Reason for testing™*
Clinical suspicion 5,345 (17.9) 23,354 (5.1) 0.71 3,877 (15.2) 9,778 (9.8) 0.19 | 5,345(100.0) | 23,354 (100.0) - 3,877 (100.0) 9,778 (100.0)
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Contact tracing 5,039 (16.9) 48,340 (10.5) 4,220 (16.6) | 15,155 (15.2) - - - -

Survey 709 (2.4) 12,901 (2.8) 474 (1.9) 1,666 (1.7) - - - -
Individual request 2,840(95) = 57,858 (12.6) 2423(95) 10,256 (10.3) - - - -
Pre-travel 753 (2.5) 13,027 (2.8) 464 (18) 1,346 (1.4) - - - -
Port of entry 2355 (7.9) 134,050 (20.2) 2,118(83) = 9,654(9.7) - - - -
ggg:gca’e routine 723 (2.4) 16,031 (35) 497 (2.0) 1,678 (L.7) - - o -
Other 10 (0.03) 315 (0.07) 2 (0.01) 2 (<0.01) - - - -
Not specified " 12,114 (405) | 153,698 (33.4) 11,374 (44.7) | 49,877 (50.2) - - - B

IQR denotes interquartile range, PCR, polymerase chain reaction, RA, rapid antigen, and SARS-CoV-2 severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2.

A symptomatic infection was defined as a SARS-CoV-2 PCR or RA test conducted because of clinical suspicion due to presence of symptoms compatible with a respiratory tract infection.

fCases and controls were exact matched one-to-five by sex, 10-year age group, nationality, number of coexisting conditions, number of vaccine doses at time of SARS-CoV-2 test, calendar week of SARS-CoV-2 test, method of
testing (PCR or RA), and reason for testing.

ISMD is the difference in the mean of a covariate between groups divided by the pooled standard deviation. An SMD <0.1 conventionally indicates adequate balance in matching. Although we used exact matching, the SMD in
matched cohorts was sometimes larger than zero because not all cases could be matched to five controls.

SSMD is for the mean difference between groups divided by the pooled standard deviation.

Nationalities were chosen to represent the most populous groups in Qatar.

“These comprise up to 168 other nationalities in the unmatched cohorts, and 84 other nationalities in the matched cohorts in the analysis of effectiveness against any BA.2.75 reinfection. These also comprise up to 127 other
nationalities in the unmatched cohorts, and 37 other nationalities in the matched cohorts in the analysis of effectiveness against symptomatic BA.2.75 reinfection

fTEvery PCR test (but not every RA test) conducted in Qatar is classified based on symptoms and the reason for testing.
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Table S2. Representativeness of study participants.

Category

Disease, problem, or condition under
investigation

Effectiveness of prior infection in preventing reinfection with SARS-
CoV-2 BA.2.75* sublineage of omicron subvariant BA.2.

Special considerations related to

Sex and gender

The effectiveness estimates were derived by comparing cases (SARS-
CoV-2-positive tests) and controls (SARS-CoV-2-negative tests) with
respect to prior infection. Cases and controls were exact-matched by sex
to control for potential differences in the risk of exposure to SARS-CoV-
2 infection by sex.

Age

Cases and controls were exact-matched by 10-year age group to control
for potential differences in the risk of exposure to SARS-CoV-2 infection
by age. Nonetheless, with the young population of Qatar, our findings
may not be generalizable to other countries where elderly citizens
constitute a larger proportion of the total population.

Race or ethnicity group

Cases and controls were exact-matched by nationality to control for
potential differences in the risk of exposure to SARS-CoV-2 infection by
nationality. Nationality is associated with race and ethnicity in the
population of Qatar.

Geography

Individual-level data on geography were not available, but Qatar is
essentially a city state and infection incidence was broadly distributed
across the country’s neighborhoods/areas. Cohorts were exact-matched
by nationality to control for potential differences in the risk of exposure
to SARS-CoV-2 infection by nationality. Qatar has unusually diverse
demographics in that 89% of the population are international expatriate
residents coming from over 150 countries from all world regions.

Other considerations

Individual-level data on occupation were not available but matching by
nationality may have (partially) controlled the differences in
occupational risk, in consideration of the association between nationality
and occupation in Qatar.

Overall representativeness of this
study

The study was based on the total population of Qatar and thus the study
population is broadly representative of the diverse, by national
background, but young and predominantly male, total population of
Qatar. While there could be differences in the risk of exposure to SARS-
CoV-2 infection by sex, age, nationality, number of coexisting
conditions, number of vaccine doses at time of SARS-CoV-2 test,
calendar week of SARS-CoV-2 test, method of testing and reason for
testing, cohorts were exact-matched by these factors to control for their
potential impact on our estimates. Given that only 9% of the population
of Qatar are >50 years of age, our estimates may not be generalizable to
other countries where elderly citizens constitute a larger proportion of the
total population.

SARS-CoV-2 denotes severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2.
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Table S3. Effectiveness of previous SARS-CoV-2 infection in preventing reinfection with the omicron BA.2.75* sublineage
using all SARS-CoV-2 infections diagnosed between September 10, 2022 and October 18, 2022, when BA.2.75* dominated
incidence.

Cases” (SARS-CoV-2-positive tests) Controls” (SARS-CoV-2-negative tests)
Median time between . Median time between - '
Type of analysis prior infection and in?gcli)iz)n No prior prior infection and Prior No prior Ef‘fec(g;/:)a/gecs?;;n %
SARS-CoV-2 test ) infection (n) SARS-CoV-2 test infection (n) : infection (n)
(IQR) in days' (IQR) in days
Effectiveness against any BA.2.75 infection
Any prior infection 280 (259-565) 6,658 18,791 267 (252-513) 34,755 64,657 36.0 (33.8 t0 38.1)
Prior pre-omicron infection 578 (531-774) 3,066 18,791 576 (530-764) 10,843 64,657 6.0 (1.5t010.4)
Prior omicron infection 262 (252-272) 3,224 18,791 259 (248-270) 21,210 64,657 50.6 (48.4 t0 52.8)
BA.1/BA.2 262 (252-272) 3,192 18,791 259 (249-270) 20,654 64,657 49.9 (47.6 t0 52.1)
BA.4/BA.5 103 (96-108) 32 18,791 103 (96-110) 556 64,657 80.6 (71.2 to 87.0)
Prior pre-omicron & omicron infections 260 (251-271) 368 18,791 259 (248-270) 2,702 64,657 57.5 (51.8 t0 62.5)
BA.1/BA.2 260 (251-271) 366 18,791 259 (249-270) 2,612 64,657 56.4 (50.5 to 61.6)
BA.4/BA.5 112 (103-121) 2 18,791 104 (96-112) 90 64,657 91.6 (65.1 to 98.0)
Effectiveness against symptomatic BA.2.75 infection™
Any prior infection 289 (262-576) 921 2,956 271 (255-526) 3,012 6,766 34.4 (27.8 t0 40.4)
Prior pre-omicron infection 583 (537-809) 458 2,956 576 (531-783) 988 6,766 2.4 (-11.51t0 14.6)
Prior omicron infection 263 (253-274) 423 2,956 261 (249-272) 1,817 6,766 51.1(44.1t057.2)
BA.1/BA.2 263 (253-274) 421 2,956 262 (250-272) 1,770 6,766 50.2 (43.1t0 56.4)
BA.4/BA.5 102 (94-110) 2 2,956 102 (96-109) 47 6,766 91.4 (35.8 to 98.8)
Prior pre-omicron & omicron infections 263 (253-274) 40 2,956 260 (251-272) 207 6,766 64.7 (45.7t0 77.1)
BA.1/BA.2 263 (253-274) 40 2,956 262 (252-272) 201 6,766 63.2 (43.310 76.1)
BA.4/BA.5 - 0 2,956 103 (91-106) 6 6,766 100.0 (15.1 to 100.0)**

Cl denotes confidence interval, IQR interquartile range, PCR polymerase chain reaction, RA rapid antigen, SARS-CoV-2 severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2.

“Cases and controls were exact matched one-to-five by sex, 10-year age group, nationality, number of coexisting conditions, number of vaccine doses at time of the SARS-CoV-2 test, calendar week of SARS-CoV-2 test, method of
testing (PCR or RA), and reason for testing.

fMedian time since the latest prior infection

*Effectiveness of prior infection in preventing reinfection was estimated using the test-negative, case—control study design.*’

SCIs were not adjusted for multiplicity and thus should not be used to infer definitive differences between different groups.

TOnset of BA.1/BA.2 omicron wave in Qatar was on December 19, 2021. The BA.1/BA.2 subvariants were dominant between December 19, 2021 and June 07, 2022. The BA.4/BA.5 subvariants were dominant between June 08,
2022 and September 09, 2022.

A symptomatic infection was defined as a SARS-CoV-2 PCR or RA test conducted because of clinical suspicion due to presence of symptoms compatible with a respiratory tract infection.

ffConfidence interval estimated using McNemar’s test rather than conditional logistic regression because of zero events in cases.
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Table S4. Sensitivity analyses. Effectiveness of SARS-CoV-2 prior infection in preventing any reinfection with the omicron
BA.2.75* sublineage using all SARS-CoV-2 infections diagnosed between September 10, 2022 and October 18, 2022, when
BA.2.75* dominated incidence, after A) including only unvaccinated individuals, B) including only vaccinated individuals, and

C) stratifying by time since prior infection.

Cases” (SARS-CoV-2-positive tests)

Controls” (SARS-CoV-2-negative tests)

Median time between

Median time between

. L . Prior No prior S . Prior No prior Effectiveness' in %
Type of analysis pSrEFZ énz‘:eg\t;o; tzrs]td infection | infection pSrX)F: énz‘:eg\t;o; tzgtd infection infection (95% ClI)*
(IQR) in days' (") (n) (IQR) in days' (n) (n)
Effectiveness against any BA.2.75 infection
A) Sensitivity analysis—Including only unvaccinated individuals
Any prior infection 270 (253-489) 1,267 6,133 265 (249-384) 6,437 22,583 27.9 (22.310 33.1)
Prior pre-omicron infection 540 (398-614) 477 6,133 542 (423-682) 1,999 22,583 12.3 (1.7t0 21.7)
Prior omicron infection' 258 (246-268) 741 6,133 256 (244-267) 3,933 22,583 32.5 (25.8 t0 38.5)
BA.1/BA.2 258 (246-269) 728 6,133 256 (245-267) 3,829 22,583 32.2 (25.5 t0 38.3)
BA.4/BA 5 97 (92-103) 13 6,133 101 (95-110) 104 22,583 44.4 (-4.0 to 70.3)
Prior pre-omicron & omicron infections 253 (245-265) 49 6,133 257 (245-268) 505 22,583 65.5 (51.9 to 75.2)
BA.1/BA.2 253 (245-265) 49 6,133 257 (245-268) 496 22,583 64.7 (50.8 to 74.7)
BA.4/BA.5 - 0 6,133 107 (107-114) 9 22,583 100.0 (49.3 to 100.0)™
B) Sensitivity analysis—Including only vaccinated individuals
Any prior infection 284 (261-580) 5,391 12,658 268 (253-525) 28,318 42,074 37.9 (35.5 t0 40.2)
Prior pre-omicron infection 588 (537-789) 2,589 12,658 586 (537-777) 8,844 42,074 4.6 (-0.5t0 9.5)
Prior omicron infection' 263 (253-273) 2,483 12,658 260 (249-270) 17,277 42,074 54.8 (52.4 t0 57.1)
BA.1/BA.2 263 (254-273) 2,464 12,658 260 (250-271) 16,825 42,074 53.9 (51.5 to 56.3)
BA.4/BA.5 105 (97-108) 19 12,658 103 (96-110) 452 42,074 87.4 (78.7 t0 92.5)
Prior pre-omicron & omicron infections 261 (252-271) 319 12,658 259 (248-270) 2,197 42,074 55.9 (49.4 to 61.5)
BA.1/BA.2 261 (252-271) 317 12,658 259 (249-270) 2,116 42,074 54.6 (48.0 to 60.4)
BA.4/BA.5 112 (103-121) 2 12,658 103 (95-111) 81 42,074 90.3 (59.6 to 97.6)
C) Sensitivity analysis—Stratifying by time since the latest prior infection
Any prior infection
<8 months 227 (191-236) 411 18,791 222 (140-235) 4,035 64,657 66.9 (62.9 to 70.4)
9-16 months 266 (256-277) 3,667 18,791 263 (253-274) 21,596 64,657 44.9 (42.4 t0 47.2)
>16 months 610 (548-799) 2,580 18,791 607 (547-785) 9,124 64,657 6.2 (1.2 t0 10.8)
Prior pre-omicron infection
<16 months 359 (305-420) 479 18,791 370 (313-414) 1,701 64,657 5.6 (-6.0 to 15.9)
17-24 months 558 (537-595) 1,591 18,791 558 (536-595) 5,721 64,657 7.3 (1.2t013.0)
>24 months 826 (780-853) 996 18,791 818 (772-853) 3,421 64,657 4.7 (-3.31012.2)
Prior omicron infection
<6 months 133 (105-162) 82 18,791 115 (102-137) 1,122 64,657 76.1 (69.4 to 81.4)
>6 months 263 (253-272) 3,142 18,791 260 (250-270) 20,088 64,657 49.3 (46.9 to 51.5)
Prior pre-omicron & omicron infections
<6 months 141 (126-145) 9 18,791 114 (101-133) 165 64,657 82.6 (64.0 to 91.6)
>6 months 260 (252-271) 359 18,791 260 (250-270) 2,537 64,657 55.9 (49.9t0 61.2)

CI denotes confidence interval, IQR interquartile range, PCR polymerase chain reaction, RA rapid antigen, and SARS-CoV-2 severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2.
“Cases and controls were exact matched one-to-five by sex, 10-year age group, nationality, number of coexisting conditions, number of vaccine doses at time of the SARS-CoV-2 test, calendar week of SARS-CoV-2 test, method of

testing (PCR or RA), and reason for testing.
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fMedian time since the latest prior infection

Effectiveness of prior infection in preventing reinfection was estimated using the test-negative, case—control study design.t’

SCIs were not adjusted for multiplicity and thus should not be used to infer definitive differences between different groups.

Onset of BA.1/BA.2 omicron wave in Qatar was on December 19, 2021. The BA.1/BA.2 subvariants were dominant between December 19, 2021 and June 07, 2022. The BA.4/BA.5 subvariants were dominant between June 08,
2022 and September 09, 2022.

“Confidence interval estimated using McNemar’s test rather than conditional logistic regression because of zero events in cases.
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Table S5. STROBE checklist for case-control studies.

I:\Iegw Recommendation Main text page
Title and 1 a) Indicate the study’s design with a commonly used term in the title or the .
abstract gb)stract ! ¢ ' Main textp 3
b) Provide in the abstract an informative and balanced summary of what was .
((m)ne and what was found i Not applicable
Introduction
Background/rati 2 Explain the scientific background and rationale for the investigation being Mai
ain text p.3
onale reported
Objectives 3 State specific objectives, including any prespecified hypotheses Main text p.3 & Supp. Section
S2 (‘Study population, data
sources, and study design’)
Methods
Study design 4 Present key elements of study design Main text p.3 & Supp. Section
S2 (‘Study population, data
sources, and study design’)
Setting 5 Describe the setting, locations, and relevant dates, including periods of Main text p.3, & Supp. Section
recruitment, exposure, follow-up, and data collection S2 (‘Study population, data
sources, and study design’)
Participants 6 (a) Give the eligibility criteria, and the sources and methods of case Main text p.3, Supp. Section S1,
ascertainment and control selection. Give the rationale for the choice of cases Supp. Section S2 (‘Study
and controls population, data sources, and
(b) For matched studies, give matching criteria and the number of controls per study design’), & Supp. Figure
case S2
Variables 7 Clearly define all outcomes, exposures, predictors, potential confounders, and Main text p.3 & p.4, Supp.
effect modifiers. Give diagnostic criteria, if applicable Section S1, & Supp. Section S2
(‘Study population, data sources,
and study design’ & ‘Statistical
analysis’)
Data sources/ 8 For each variable of interest, give sources of data and details of methods of Main text p.3 & p.4, Supp.
measurement assessment (measurement). Describe comparability of assessment methods if Section S1, Supp. Section S2
there is more than one group (‘Study population, data sources,
and study design’ & ‘Statistical
analysis’), & Supp. Table S1
Bias 9 Describe any efforts to address potential sources of bias Main text p.3, Supp. Section S2
(‘Study population, data sources,
and study design’ & ‘Statistical
analysis’), & Supp. Table S3
Study size 10 Explain how the study size was arrived at Main text p.3, Supp. Section S2
(‘Study population, data sources,
and study design’) & Supp.
Figure S2
Quantitative 11 Explain how quantitative variables were handled in the analyses. If applicable, Main text p.3 & p.4, Supp.
variables describe which groupings were chosen and why Section S2 (“Study population,
data sources, and study design’
& ‘Statistical analysis”) & Supp.
Table S1
Statistical 12 (a) Describe all statistical methods, including those used to control for Main text p.3 & Supp. Section
methods confounding S2 (‘Statistical analysis”)
(b) Describe any methods used to examine subgroups and interactions Main text p.3 & p.4, & & Supp.
Section S2 (“Statistical
analysis’)
(c) Explain how missing data were addressed Not applicable, see Supp.
Section S2 (‘Study population,
data sources, and study design’)
(d) If applicable, explain how matching of cases and controls was addressed Main text p.3 & Supp. Section
S2 (‘Study population, data
sources, and study design’)
(e) Describe any sensitivity analyses Supp. Section S2 (‘Statistical
analysis’)
Results
Participants 13 (a) Report numbers of individuals at each stage of study—eg numbers

potentially eligible, examined for eligibility, confirmed eligible, included in the

study, completing follow-up, and analysed

(b) Give reasons for non-participation at each stage

(c) Consider use of a flow diagram

Supp. Figure S2
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Descriptive data 14

(a) Give characteristics of study participants (eg demographic, clinical, social)
and information on exposures and potential confounders

Supp. Tables S1 & S2

(b) Indicate number of participants with missing data for each variable of
interest

Not applicable, see Supp.
Section S2 (‘Study population,
data sources, and study design’)

Outcome data 15

Report numbers in each exposure category, or summary measures of exposure

Supp. Table S3

Main results 16

(a) Give unadjusted estimates and, if applicable, confounder-adjusted estimates
and their precision (eg, 95% confidence interval). Make clear which
confounders were adjusted for and why they were included

Main text p.3 a& p.4, Figure 1,
& Supp. Table S3

(b) Report category boundaries when continuous variables were categorized

Supp. Section S2 (‘Study
population, data sources, and
study design’) & Supp. Table S1

(c) If relevant, consider translating estimates of relative risk into absolute risk
for a meaningful time period

Not applicable

Other analyses 17

Report other analyses done—eg analyses of subgroups and interactions, and
sensitivity analyses

Main text p.4, Figure 1 & Supp.
Table S3, & Supp. Section S4

Discussion

Key results 18 Summarise key results with reference to study objectives Main text p.4

Limitations 19 Discuss limitations of the study, taking into account sources of potential bias or Main text p.4 & Supp. Section
imprecision. Discuss both direction and magnitude of any potential bias S2 (‘Limitations”)

Interpretation 20 Give a cautious overall interpretation of results considering objectives,

limitations, multiplicity of analyses, results from similar studies, and other
relevant evidence

Main text p.4

Generalisability 21

Discuss the generalisability (external validity) of the study results

Supp. Section S2 (‘Limitations)
& Supp. Table S2

Other information

Funding 22

Give the source of funding and the role of the funders for the present study
and, if applicable, for the original study on which the present article is based

Main text p.7

P, page, and Supp Supplementary.
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