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ABSTRACT 35 

Background: Prior infection with SARS-CoV-2 can provide protection against 36 

infection and severe COVID-19. In settings with high pre-existing immunity, 37 

vaccine effectiveness (VE) should decrease with higher levels of immunity 38 

among unvaccinated individuals. Here, we conducted a systematic review and 39 

meta-analysis to understand the influence of prior infection on VE.    40 

Methods: We included test-negative design (TND) studies that examined VE 41 

against infection or severe disease (hospitalization, ICU admission, or death) for 42 

primary vaccination series. To determine the impact of prior infections on VE 43 

estimates, we compared studies that excluded or included people with prior 44 

COVID-19 infection. We also compared VE estimates by the cumulative incidence 45 

of cases before the start of and incidence rates during each study in the study 46 

locations, as further measures of prior infections in the community. 47 

Findings: We identified 67 studies that met inclusion criteria. Pooled VE among 48 

studies that included people with prior COVID-19 infection was lower against 49 

infection (pooled VE: 77%; 95% confidence interval (CI): 72%, 81%) and severe 50 

disease (pooled VE: 86%; 95% CI: 83%, 89%), compared with studies that 51 

excluded people with prior COVID-19 infection (pooled VE against infection: 52 

87%; 95% CI: 85%, 89%; pooled VE against severe disease: 93%; 95% CI: 91%, 53 

95%). There was a negative correlation between the cumulative incidence of 54 

cases before the start of the study and VE estimates against infection (spearman 55 

correlation (ρ) = -0.32; 95% CI: -0.45, -0.18) and severe disease (ρ = -0.49; 95% 56 

CI: -0.64, -0.30). There was also a negative correlation between the incidence 57 

rates of cases during the study period and VE estimates against infection (ρ = -58 

0.48; 95% CI: -0.59, -0.34) and severe disease (ρ = -0.42; 95% CI: -0.58, -0.23). 59 
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Interpretation: Based on a review of published VE estimates we found clear 60 

empirical evidence that higher levels of pre-existing immunity in a population 61 

were associated with lower VE estimates. Excluding previously infected 62 

individuals from VE studies may result in higher VE estimates with limited 63 

generalisability to the wider population. Prior infections should be treated as 64 

confounder and effect modificatory when the policies were targeted to whole 65 

population or stratified by infection history, respectively.  66 

  67 
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INTRODUCTION 68 

COVID-19 vaccines reduce the risk of infection and can also ameliorate disease 69 

severity when breakthrough infection occurs (1, 2). Ongoing evaluation of 70 

COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness (VE) has largely been measured through 71 

observational studies, particularly test-negative design (TND) studies, which 72 

share some similarities with case control studies (3). However, there has been 73 

substantial variation among reported VE estimates (4-7), which may be 74 

attributable to differences in study design, the vaccines used, disease incidence 75 

and population characteristics. Importantly, pre-existing population immunity as 76 

a result of infection could explain changes in COVID-19 VE over time and among 77 

populations (8, 9). 78 

 79 

Infection with SARS-CoV-2 induces an immune response to protect against 80 

reinfection (10-14). However, reinfection could occur due to waning naturally-81 

induced immunity (15, 16) or virus evolution (17, 18). Nevertheless, studies 82 

have shown that compared to persons with no prior infection, vaccination 83 

among people with prior infection enhances neutralising antibody activity as 84 

well as cell-mediated responses that can protect against (re)infection (19), 85 

suggesting prior infections may modify the protection from vaccinations. In 86 

settings where a large proportion of the population has prior exposure through 87 

infection, the unvaccinated will be more protected from infection than in a naïve 88 

population, thereby diluting the apparent effectiveness of vaccination. Under 89 

these two scenarios, prior infection modifies the effect of vaccination 90 

(Supplementary note 1). 91 

 92 
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Prior infection can also alter people’s decision to be vaccinated and present for 93 

care. For example, vaccination requirements vary for people with recent prior 94 

infection in Hong Kong (20). Moreover, individuals with recent infection may 95 

choose not to be vaccinated if they believe they have sufficient pre-existing 96 

immunity to prevent re-infection and ameliorate the severity of any re-infections 97 

that do occur (21). Additionally, these individuals may also choose not to present 98 

for care believing their COVID-like symptoms are due to another illness, leading 99 

to differential under-ascertainment of previously-infected COVID-19 cases in 100 

surveillance data. Other individual-level factors may also affect the decision to 101 

vaccinate and engage in infection-risk behaviors, such as perceived risk of severe 102 

disease post-infection (22-24). Acting in this way, prior infection may create a 103 

confounding bias along of the vaccination-COVID-19 association (Supplementary 104 

note 1).  105 

 106 

Here, we aim to review systematically and meta-analyse published data to 107 

characterize the potential impact of pre-existing population immunity on VE 108 

estimates for completed primary vaccination series of COVID-19. We also 109 

conducted meta-regression to account for the influence of key design features 110 

such as vaccine types, circulating virus strains. 111 

 112 

METHODS 113 

Search strategy and selection criteria 114 

This systematic review was conducted following the Preferred Reporting Items 115 

for Systematic Review and Meta-analysis (PRISMA) statement (25). A 116 

standardized search was done in PubMed, Embase and Web of Science, using the 117 
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search term “(“test negative” OR “effectiveness”) AND (“vaccine”) AND (“COVID-118 

19” OR “SARS-CoV-2”)”. The search was done on 11 July 2022, with no language 119 

restrictions. Additional relevant articles from the reference sections of identified 120 

articles were also reviewed. Two authors (XH and CW) independently screened 121 

the titles and full texts, and extracted data from the included studies, with 122 

disagreement resolved by consensus together with a third author (TKT). Studies 123 

identified from different databases were de-duplicated.  124 

 125 

Studies that reported using a test-negative approach in which all cases and non-126 

cases were tested were included (26, 27). We included published TND studies 127 

with participants recruited from the general population, and reported estimates 128 

of VE for completed primary vaccination series (two doses for most vaccines; 129 

one dose for Janssen) against at least one of the following endpoints: 1) positive 130 

test result, 2) symptomatic disease, 3) hospitalization, 4) ICU admission, 5) 131 

severe COVID, 6) death. We excluded articles if: 1) the study participants were 132 

recruited from a specific sub-population, such as healthcare professionals; 2) 133 

studies that only reported VE for booster doses; 3) studies that summarised or 134 

re-analysed already-published data; 4) studies that only reported pooled VE 135 

estimates for different vaccines; 5) the study was a preprint; or 6) the full text 136 

was not available. 137 

 138 

Data were extracted from included studies using a standardised data collection 139 

form (Table S1) that collected information about: 1) study period; 2) region(s); 3) 140 

population; 4) the use of clinical criteria for enrolment; and 5) whether 141 

participants with prior SARS-CoV-2 infection were included. For each study, VE 142 
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estimates with confidence intervals were extracted separately for each endpoint 143 

(e.g. infection, hospitalisation), vaccine and the circulating virus. In some studies, 144 

VEs specific to time intervals after vaccination were reported. Therefore, we 145 

extracted VE estimates for the first available time interval at least 14 days post-146 

vaccination, because antibodies have been shown to peak by then in naïve 147 

persons (28). For studies that reported multiple estimates, such as by age group 148 

or type of vaccine, all subgroup-specific estimates were included, but the overall 149 

estimates were excluded. 150 

 151 

Meta-analysis 152 

In all identified studies, VE was defined as 100%*(1-OR). The extracted VE 153 

estimates were meta-analysed to estimate pooled VE. VE estimates were 154 

transformed to the odds ratios scale, meta-analysed, then back-transformed to 155 

the VE scale for interpretation. The pooled odds ratio was estimated by random 156 

effects meta-analyses using the inverse variance method and restricted 157 

maximum likelihood estimator for heterogeneity (29-32). Heterogeneity was 158 

assessed using Cochran’s Q and the I2 statistic (33). We considered an I2 value 159 

more than 75% to be indicative of high heterogeneity (34). We also conducted a 160 

sensitivity analysis using fixed effects meta-analyses. 161 

 162 

The main study feature of interest was if pooled VE against infection or severe 163 

disease varied depending on whether the studies included or excluded 164 

participants with prior infection. Severe disease was based on whether the 165 

estimate was limited to cases who required hospitalization, ICU admission and 166 

death. Otherwise the estimate was classified as VE against infection, which 167 
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included estimates of VE against test positive or symptomatic infection (without 168 

hospitalisation).  169 

 170 

Pooled estimates were additionally disaggregated by the probable circulating 171 

virus and vaccine administered. Most studies did not report variant-specific VE 172 

estimates but did report study periods and the general prevalence of variants 173 

during that period. Therefore, estimates were grouped according to the 174 

predominant circulating virus: 1) Omicron, 2) late-Delta, which was the period 175 

with co-circulation of Delta and Omicron, 3) Delta, 4) pre-Delta, which included 176 

ancestral strains and variants preceding Delta. Type of vaccine was grouped as 177 

follows: 1) mRNA vaccines, including vaccines produced by Moderna and Pfizer-178 

BioNTech; 2) Adenovirus vector vaccines, including vaccine produced by 179 

AstraZeneca, Janssen and Gamaleya; and 3) Inactivated virus vaccines, including 180 

vaccine produced by Sinovac Biotech and Sinopharm.  181 

 182 

Meta-regression 183 

To evaluate the impact of pre-existing immunity on VE estimates, we used a 184 

meta-regression approach. Three proxies of prior immunity were explored: 1) 185 

inclusion versus exclusion of participants with prior infection; 2) cumulative 186 

incidence of COVID-19 since December 2019 in each of the study 187 

countries/regions before the start of study; and 3) the incidence rate of COVID-188 

19 in the country/region during the study period. For this, we downloaded 189 

population denominator data and daily COVID-19 case data from the World 190 

Health Organization website (35, 36). We first used correlation analysis, 191 

including Pearson (r) and Shearman (ρ) correlation coefficient, to determine the 192 
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association between pre-existing immunity and VE estimates. Meta-regression 193 

models were adjusted for age group (age below or above 65 years), types of 194 

vaccines used, predominant circulating virus, and the use of clinical criteria for 195 

enrolment. A sensitivity analysis was conducted for additionally adjusting for 196 

location and duration of the study. 197 

 198 

The fitted meta-regression model estimated the ratio of ORs (ROR) for each of 199 

the prior immunity proxies explored. On the OR scale, values closer to 0 200 

indicated a more effective vaccine, while values closer to 1 indicated a less 201 

effective vaccine. This was counter to the VE scale where values closer to 0 202 

indicated an ineffective vaccine. Therefore, using inclusion versus exclusion of 203 

participants with prior infection as an example, if ROR > 1, then the OR estimated 204 

from studies including participants with prior infection was higher than that 205 

from studies excluding participants with prior infection. On the VE scale, this 206 

translates to lower VE for studies that included participants with prior infection 207 

than studies that excluded these participants.  208 

 209 

We plotted the expected change in VE estimate to visualize the impact of each 210 

prior immunity proxy based on the ROR obtained from meta-regression. To 211 

illustrate the change in VE scale, we showed the change in estimate based on the 212 

ROR assuming VE for the reference group of 80% against infection and 90% 213 

against severe disease. Statistical analyses were conducted using R version 4.0.5 214 

(R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria). 215 

 216 
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RESULTS 217 

We identified 6904 studies, among which 2929 were duplicates. Title and 218 

abstract screening of the remaining articles identified 480 for full text review, of 219 

which 67 met our inclusion criteria (4-7, 37-99) (Figure 1; Table S2). Studies 220 

were set in 17 countries/regions. Most were from the United States (29) and 221 

United Kingdom (10). Fifty-one studies provided 173 VE estimates against 222 

infection (Figure S1-2), and 41 studies provided 93 estimates against severe 223 

disease (Figure S3-4). Among all 67 studies, 45 included and 24 studies excluded 224 

participants with prior COVID-19 infection (including two studies which 225 

provided VE estimates including and excluding participants with COVID-19 226 

infection). A summary of study characteristics and the corresponding number of 227 

estimates, including handling of participants with prior infections, enrolment 228 

criteria, vaccine types and circulating virus are provided in Table S3-S5. 229 

 230 

Vaccine effectiveness against infection and severe disease 231 

The 173 VE point estimates against infection ranged from 14% to 98%, with 232 

I2=100%, indicating high heterogeneity (Figure 2-3). Among them, 95 (55%) 233 

were higher than 80%. The 93 point estimates against severe disease were also 234 

highly heterogeneous (I2=100%), ranging from 20% to 100% (Figure 2-3). 235 

Among them, 71 (76%) were higher than 80%. For both outcomes, we observed 236 

declining VE over time from early 2021 to mid 2022 (Figure S5). 237 

 238 

Impact of type of vaccine and circulating viruses 239 

Our meta-analysis (Figure 3) indicated that pooled VE against infection for a 240 

primary course of mRNA vaccines was 86% (95% CI: 84%, 88%), compared to 241 
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69% (95% CI: 64%, 73%) for adenovirus vector vaccines and 67% (95% CI: 34%, 242 

84%) for inactivated virus vaccines. When we examined differences in pooled VE 243 

by the circulating virus, we found that VE against infection during the Omicron 244 

period was far lower (VE: 52%; 95% CI: 45%, 59%) than during the pre-Delta 245 

(VE: 89%; 95% CI: 87%, 91%), Delta (VE: 78%; 95% CI: 58%, 88%), and the late-246 

Delta periods (VE: 79%; 95% CI: 74%, 92%) . Similarly, VE against severe 247 

disease during the Omicron period was 64% (95% CI: 56%, 71%), which was 248 

lower than for pre-Delta (VE: 92%; 95% CI: 89%, 94%), Delta (VE: 87%; 95% CI: 249 

76%, 93%), and late-Delta periods (VE: 91%; 95% CI: 88%, 93%). The results 250 

were similar when further disaggregated by including or excluding prior 251 

infection (Table S8), or using fixed-effects analysis (Figure S6).  252 

 253 

Role of prior infection on VE estimates 254 

In general, we found that VE estimates derived from study participants with 255 

lower pre-existing immunity were higher. The pooled VE against infection for 256 

studies that excluded participants with prior COVID-19 infection was higher (VE: 257 

87%; 95% CI: 85%, 89%) than from studies that included these participants (VE: 258 

77%: 95% CI: 72%, 81%). Similarly, pooled VE against severe disease from 259 

studies that excluded participants with prior COVID-19 infection (VE: 93%; 95% 260 

CI: 91%, 95%) was higher than from studies that included these participants (VE: 261 

87%: 95% CI: 84%, 90%). There was high heterogeneity among the estimates (I2 > 262 

99%). The pooled estimates from fixed-effect analysis were similar (Figure S6). 263 

 264 

In meta-regression adjusting for vaccine type, circulating virus, and enrolment 265 

criteria (Table S6; Figure 4A-B), the OR against infection from studies that 266 
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included participants with prior COVID-19 infection (higher pre-existing 267 

immunity) was 1.56-fold higher (95% CI: 1.29, 1.89) than the OR from studies 268 

that excluded these participants (i.e. with generally lower pre-existing 269 

immunity). Therefore, the VE against infection in a study that originally excluded 270 

participants with prior COVID-19 infection was 80%, it would be expected to 271 

yield an estimate of 69% (95% CI: 62%, 74%) had they included those 272 

participants. Similarly, the OR against severe disease from studies that included 273 

participants with prior COVID-19 infection was 1.73-fold higher (95% CI: 1.23, 274 

2.45) than from studies that excluded these participants. Assuming a baseline VE 275 

against severe disease of 90%, the corresponding VE expected when participants 276 

with prior infection were included would be 83% (95% CI: 76%, 87%). The 277 

results were similar with adjustment for location and duration of study (Table 278 

S7). 279 

 280 

Impact of cumulative incidence 281 

There was a modest, negative correlation between the cumulative incidence of 282 

cases in the study locations prior to the start of the study, as a proxy of pre-283 

existing population immunity (Figure S8), and VE against infection (Pearson 284 

correlation (r) = -0.42; 95% CI: -0.54, -0.30; Shearman correlation (ρ) = -0.32; 95% 285 

CI: -0.45, -0.18) and severe disease (r = -0.41, 95% CI: -0.56, -0.22; ρ = -0.49; 95% 286 

CI: -0.64, -0.30). In meta-regression, adjusting for vaccine type, circulating virus, 287 

and enrolment criteria (Table S6; Figure 4A-B), the ROR against infection 288 

associated with a doubling of the cumulative incidence of cases before the start 289 

of studies was 1.10 (95% CI: 1.02, 1.20). Therefore, if the baseline VE against 290 

infection from a study was 80%, then the corresponding VE for a setting with 291 
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twice the cumulative incidence of cases before the start of a study would 292 

represent a two-percentage point reduction in VE (VE=78%; 95% CI: 76%, 79.6% 293 

for a doubling). The ROR against severe disease for each doubling of the 294 

cumulative incidence of cases before the start of a study (higher pre-existing 295 

immunity) was 1.47 (95% CI: 1.26, 1.71). Therefore, assuming a baseline VE 296 

against severe diseases of 90%, the corresponding VE for a setting with twice the 297 

cumulative incidence of cases before the start of a study would represent a 5 298 

percentage point drop in VE (VE=85%, 95% CI: 83%, 87% for the initial 299 

doubling).  300 

 301 

Impact of incidence rate during the study period 302 

There was a modest, negative correlation between the incidence rates of cases in 303 

the study locations prior to the start of the study, as a proxy of pre-existing 304 

population immunity (Figure S8), and VE against infection (r = -0.38; 95% CI: -305 

0.50, -0.24; ρ = -0.48; 95% CI: -0.59, -0.34) and severe disease (r = -0.50, 95% CI: 306 

-0.64, -0.33; ρ = -0.42; 95% CI: -0.58, -0.23). After adjusting for vaccine type, 307 

circulating virus and enrolment criteria (Table S6), we estimated that the ROR 308 

against infection for each doubling of the incidence of cases during the study 309 

period was 1.16 (95% CI: 1.07, 1.25). If the baseline VE against infection from a 310 

study was 80%, then the corresponding VE from a study with twice the incidence 311 

of cases during the study period would be 77% (95% CI: 75%, 79%). We also 312 

estimated that the ROR against severe disease associated with a doubling in the 313 

incidence of cases and death during the study was 1.20 (95% CI: 1.03, 1.40). 314 

Therefore, assuming a baseline VE of 90% against severe disease, the 315 
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corresponding VE for a study with twice as many cases during the study period 316 

would be 88% (95% CI: 86%, 89.7%).  317 

 318 

DISCUSSION 319 

In this study, we summarized VE estimates from TND studies to understand the 320 

impact of prior infections on VE estimates. We found that higher pre-existing 321 

immunity in the source population, indicated by including participants with 322 

prior COVID-19 infection, higher pre-study cumulative incidence of cases, and 323 

higher incidence rate of cases during study period, was associated with lower VE.  324 

 325 

Prior infection could be a confounder, effect modifier or both. As a confounder it 326 

could affect peoples’ decisions to vaccinate and modify their risk behaviours as 327 

well as providing protection against reinfection (12, 13, 21). Hence, the VE 328 

obtained from individuals with or without prior infection would be similar, if the 329 

influence of the confounding could be controlled in analysis. On the other hand, if 330 

prior infection were only an effect modifier (i.e. only associated with the risk of 331 

(re)infection and not the propensity to be vaccinated) vaccination in settings 332 

with higher pre-existing immunity would appear to have a relatively modest 333 

effect on further increasing protection at the population level because VE would 334 

be lower among previously infected participants (12, 13). In reality prior 335 

infection is probably both a confounder and effect modifier and therefore studies 336 

should consider both appropriate confounding control, such as through 337 

covariate adjustment or stratification, as well as inclusion of interaction terms to 338 

explore the potential effect modification.  339 

 340 
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When VE was estimated based on studies excluding participants with prior 341 

infection, these VE estimates should be interpreted as the VE for a hypothetical 342 

population with no pre-existing immunity. As of late 2022, these estimates 343 

would have limited practical value in most locations which have experienced 344 

substantial epidemics. Epidemic forecasting models used to inform public health 345 

control policies should separate individuals into different compartments based 346 

on infection history to improve the precision of their forecasts. Therefore, groups 347 

estimating VE estimates to inform policy should stratify by infection history so 348 

that their work will be more broadly useful for policy (100, 101).  349 

 350 

Our observation that higher incidence rates during a study period were 351 

associated with lower VE estimates suggests that SARS-CoV-2 vaccines provide 352 

leaky protection (102), since the VE depended on the number of exposure 353 

(proxied by incidence rates during study period) . It has previously been shown 354 

that the ORs derived from TND studies were biased (103), so that VE estimates 355 

for leaky vaccines would decrease with time since vaccination, even if the true 356 

VE remained unchanged (102). For COVID vaccines, the antigenic drift observed 357 

for SARS-CoV-2 viruses makes it difficult to disentangle reduced VE associated 358 

with a leaky vaccine from reduced VE associated with vaccine antigenic match, 359 

and a decreased proportion of susceptible in the community.  360 

 361 

Although 55% of VE estimates against infection and 76% of estimates against 362 

severe disease were higher than 80%, heterogeneity was very high, as indicated 363 

by the high I2 values observed. Consistent with previous reviews, high 364 

heterogeneity could be attributed to differences in effectiveness among vaccine 365 
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types, or the predominant circulating virus in each study (8, 105). However, we 366 

continued to observe high heterogeneity when estimating pooled VE against 367 

specific vaccine types and the predominant virus. Our meta-regression identified 368 

some sources of the heterogeneity, such as pre-existing immunity. However, 369 

heterogeneity remained high and further investigation is needed to identify 370 

other causes to ensure valid VE estimates are available for ongoing optimization 371 

of vaccination strategies (106).   372 

 373 

Our study had some limitations. First, our review focused on VE of primary 374 

vaccination series. Further analysis would be required to determine whether 375 

similar issues apply to estimation of VE for booster doses, which are complicated 376 

by dosing schedules that mix vaccine types, the number of doses received, 377 

greater antigenic differences between the vaccines received and the dominant 378 

circulating virus, changes in vaccine formulation including bivalent formulations, 379 

and the accumulation of immunity through both vaccination and infection over 380 

time. Second, most studies were conducted in adults, so that our results may not 381 

be generalizable to children. Finally, TND studies included in our review were 382 

observational in nature. Some confounders were adjusted in these studies, 383 

including age, sex, being health care workers, or pre-existing conditions. 384 

However, we did not include a bias assessment to evaluate whether studies 385 

adequately addressed confounding nor have we considered other potential 386 

sources of bias such as measurement errors. 387 

 388 

In conclusion, we observed reduced VE associated with higher pre-existing 389 

immunity in the population. Exclusion of participants with prior infection could 390 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted November 4, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.03.22281925doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.03.22281925
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 18

artificially inflate VE estimates and affect their generalisability to the wider 391 

population. If the goal of a study is to inform policy that applies to the whole 392 

population, participants with prior infection should be included and their status 393 

included as a covariate for confounder control. However, if decision-makers 394 

desire different vaccination policies dependent on infection history then studies 395 

need to stratify accordingly, or including interaction term, instead of excluding 396 

participants with prior infection. Studies unable to adjust for prior infection 397 

could consider using external adjustment (107) to assess the potential effect of 398 

this confounder on their estimates. Optimal design of VE studies remains a 399 

research priority. In particular, further work is needed to understand how prior 400 

infection influences VE for booster doses and as vaccine formulations change.  401 

  402 

  403 
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FIGURE LEGENDS 785 

Figure 1. Selection of studies for the systematic review  786 

 787 

Figure 2. VE point estimates from identified studies based on prior infection 788 

(Panel A), predominant circulating virus (Panel B) and vaccine type (Panel C). 789 

Each point represents the VE point estimate. Estimates are jittered to enable 790 

visualisation. Black points represent the pooled VE estimate from meta-analysis 791 

with black lines representing the 95% confidence interval around the pooled 792 

estimate. Shaded area is the violin plot, showing the smoothed density of the VE 793 

point estimates. 794 

 795 

Figure 3. Pooled VE estimates against infection and severe disease by circulating 796 

virus, vaccine types, and the inclusion or exclusion of participants with prior 797 

COVID-19 infection from random-effect meta-analysis. 798 

 799 

Figure 4. Predicted VE for a group of individuals based on the estimated ratio of 800 

odds ratios (ROR) estimated from meta-regression, and the VE for the 801 

individuals in the reference group. Panel A and B indicate predicted VE against 802 

infection and severe disease, respectively. Prior COVID-19 infection, cumulative 803 

incidence of cases before the study, and the incidence rate of cases during study 804 

are considered. Models adjusted for age group, type of vaccine, predominant 805 

circulating virus, and enrolment criteria. 806 

 807 

 808 

 809 
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vaccine effectiveness 

 

 

 

51 Articles Excluded 

Excluded 18 were specific setting or population 
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Excluded 2 did not provided VE, 3 reported data with multiple 
jurisdiction, 4 without fully vaccinated data, 2 control is not 
unvaccinated, 2 was not primary dose or vaccine of interest 

 

67 included for analysis 
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