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Abstract 57 

Objective During the COVID-19 pandemic, several vaccines that were efficacious in 58 

randomized controlled trials (RCTs) were authorized for mass vaccination. In developing 59 

countries, inactivated vaccines were widely administered. While inactivated vaccines 60 

have been deemed effective in reducing disease severity, for healthcare personnel 61 

(HCPs), effectiveness against COVID-19 infections is also essential to reduce the risk to 62 

vulnerable patients and ensure a stable healthcare workforce. In addition, there are 63 

limited studies examining inactivated vaccines’ effectiveness against emerging SARS-64 

CoV-2 variants in real-world settings. We aimed to estimate the effectiveness of 65 

inactivated vaccines (BBIBP-CorV and CoronaVac) against RT-PCR-confirmed COVID-66 

19 infections among HCPs in the setting of emerging SARS-CoV-2 variants in Pakistan. 67 

Design, setting and participants A retrospective matched test-negative case-control 68 

analysis of existing data of HCPs at a private healthcare system in Pakistan. 69 

Methods HCPs tested between April 1 and September 30, 2021, were included. Each 70 

case was matched to two to six controls by the date of the RT-PCR test (± 7 days) to 71 
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reduce bias. We compared demographics, reasons for testing, and vaccination status 72 

between cases and controls using chi-square for categorical variables and t-test for 73 

continuous-level data. The odds of getting a PCR-confirmed SARS-COV-2 infection 74 

were calculated using conditional logistic regression, after adjusting for age, gender, and 75 

work area. Vaccine effectiveness (VE) was calculated as percent VE using (1-OR)*100.  76 

Results Inactivated vaccines were ineffective against COVID-19 infections ≥ 14 days 77 

after receiving the first dose [VE: 20% (95% CI: -10, 41; p=0.162)]. The vaccines 78 

showed modest effectiveness ≥ 14 days after the second dose against COVID-19 79 

infections [VE: 33% (95% CI: 11, 50; p=0.006)], and symptomatic COVID-19 infections 80 

[VE: 36% (95% CI: 10, 54; p=0.009)]. 81 

Conclusions Inactivated vaccines show modest effectiveness against COVID-19 82 

infections in the setting of emerging VOCs. This builds a strong case for boosters and/or 83 

additional vaccination.  84 
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INTRODUCTION 86 

The coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic impacted global health, and as of 87 

December 9, 2022, more than 657 million COVID-19 cases and six million deaths have 88 

been reported to the WHO (1). Mass vaccination remains a cornerstone of public health 89 

interventions to counter the COVID-19 pandemic. Several vaccines have proven 90 

efficacious in phase III trials and received emergency approval for mass vaccination 91 

campaigns (2-4). As healthcare personnel (HCPs) are at a higher risk of contracting the 92 

disease and can become a source of infection to vulnerable patients (5, 6), both Centers 93 

for Disease Control (CDC) and WHO (World Health Organization) have recommended 94 

that national vaccine strategies prioritize vaccination of HCPs (7, 8).  95 

In Pakistan, the Government-driven vaccination campaign commenced in February 2021. 96 

Vaccines with more than 50% efficacy in clinical trials were approved for mass 97 

vaccination by the health regulatory authorities, and HCPs were prioritized for 98 

vaccination (9). In the first phase, conventional inactivated vaccines BBIBP-CorV and 99 

CoronaVac were administered. Over the next few months, replication-deficient 100 

adenovector vaccines, including single-dose Ad5-nCoV (CanSino Bio) and the two-dose 101 

ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 (Oxford-AstraZeneca), became available and were administered to 102 

HCPs and the public (10).  103 

While CoronaVac and BIBP-CorV were efficacious in clinical trials (11, 12) most were 104 

conducted before SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern (VOCs) appeared. It, therefore, 105 

became crucial to assess the effectiveness of these vaccines in real-world settings during 106 
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the emergence of VOCs. This information can provide critical insights to help with policy 107 

decisions, including the need to give boosters or additional vaccination. We report the 108 

effectiveness of BBIBP-CorV and CoronaVac vaccines against RT-PCR-confirmed 109 

COVID-19 infections among HCPs, four months into the vaccination drive at a large 110 

private healthcare system in Pakistan, with an existing robust employee surveillance 111 

system. Our study was conducted in the setting of the third and fourth waves of COVID-112 

19 in Pakistan during which the alpha, beta, gamma, and delta variants were prevalent 113 

(13, 14). 114 

METHODS 115 

Study Design 116 

We conducted a matched, test-negative case-control study to evaluate the effectiveness of 117 

inactivated vaccines (BBIBP-CorV and CoronaVac) in reducing the odds of RT-PCR-118 

confirmed COVID-19 infections in HCPs. Due to the rapidly changing vaccine uptake 119 

and prevalence of the disease in the community, we used the test-negative case-control 120 

design as recommended by the WHO (15). Our study population included all HCPs 121 

working at AKU who were tested for SARS-CoV-2 by RT-PCR at the AKU Hospital 122 

Clinical Laboratories between April 1 and September 30, 2021.  123 

De-identified data was transferred from the Employee Health database to STATA v.15.0 124 

for analysis. This study was approved by the Ethical Review Committee (ERC#: 2021-125 

5629-18170), AKU.  126 
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Study Population 127 

Inclusion Criteria 128 

• HCPs working at AKU and who got an RT-PCR test for SARS-CoV-2 at AKU 129 

Hospital Clinical Laboratories between April 1 and September 30, 2021, AND 130 

• HCPs who were unvaccinated or vaccinated with one or two doses of BBIBP-131 

CorV or CoronaVac. 132 

Exclusion Criteria 133 

• HCPs with missing vaccination data. 134 

• HCPs who received other vaccines (Ad5-nCoV, AZD1222 (ChAdOx1), mRNA-135 

1273, Janssen (Johnson & Johnson), Gam-COVID-Vac, BNT162b2). 136 

• HCPs who were enrolled in COVID-19 vaccine trials. 137 

Study Setting 138 

The Aga Khan University (AKU), a not-for-profit organization, runs a large healthcare 139 

system within Pakistan. Its main campus in Karachi is a 750-bed tertiary care hospital, a 140 

medical college, and a nursing school. Additionally, four secondary-care hospitals in two 141 

cities, 19 integrated medical centers, and 290 laboratory collection centers in 120 cities 142 

across Pakistan are part of the AKU healthcare system. The University employs 13960 143 

staff, of which 80% are involved in direct health care (16).    144 
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Since the beginning of the pandemic, multiple policies were put in place to facilitate 145 

HCPs getting tested. Free assessments, testing, and treatment were offered through the 146 

Office of Employee Health in the Department of Family Medicine. In addition, time 147 

away from work due to quarantine and isolation was not counted from HCPs’ annual 148 

leaves. For each employee who tested positive, detailed contact tracing was performed. 149 

With these employee-friendly policies, HCPs have utilized the Office of Employee 150 

Health; to date, 30,000 tests have been conducted.   151 

HCPs were tested if: 1) they had symptoms consistent with COVID-19; 2) had a high-risk 152 

exposure, as defined by the CDC criteria (17), to a person infected with COVID-19 either 153 

in the community or at the workplace; or 3) were part of an outbreak investigation in a 154 

specific part of the University. All testing was performed by SARS-CoV-2 polymerase 155 

chain reaction on a nasal specimen using the Cobas® 6800 Roche assay (18). The 156 

samples were collected at the HCPs’ workplace, and all testing was done at the AKU 157 

Hospital Clinical Laboratories, accredited by the College of American Pathologists, USA 158 

(16).  159 

Office of Employee Health maintained a password-protected database for COVID-19-160 

related data that is separate from HCPs’ medical records. Once vaccination began, HCPs 161 

also provided dates of vaccine administration and the type of vaccine. Vaccine 162 

information was confirmed by verifying with the national database using the SMS-based 163 

system developed by the Government of Pakistan (10). Vaccinations were available 164 
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without any priority policy to all AKU HCPs, regardless of age, comorbidities, area of 165 

work, previous SARS-CoV-2 infections, etc.  166 

Definitions 167 

Healthcare Personnel: All employees working within the healthcare system with the 168 

potential of direct and indirect exposure to patients or infectious material were considered 169 

HCPs (19). 170 

Case: HCPs who had a positive SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR test during the study period and 171 

had an absence of a positive test result in the preceding 90-day period.  172 

Control: HCPs with a negative SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR test result during the study period 173 

and the absence of a positive test result in the preceding 90-day and the subsequent 14-174 

day period.   175 

Vaccination Status: Using the WHO definition (20), we defined vaccination status at the 176 

time of testing as:  177 

• Unvaccinated: If no dose of any vaccine was received. 178 

• Single dose received: If only the first dose of BBIBP-CorV or CoronaVac vaccine 179 

was received. This group was further divided into two subgroups: a) 0–13 days 180 

since receiving the first dose; b) ≥ 14 days since receiving the first dose of a two-181 

dose vaccine. 182 
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• Two doses received:  If both doses of BBIBP-CorV or CoronaVac vaccine were 183 

received. This group was also further divided into two: a) 0–13 days since 184 

receiving the final dose; b) ≥ 14 days since receiving the final dose.  185 

COVID-19 Infection: All HCPs who tested positive for SARS-CoV-2 by RT-PCR, 186 

regardless of the presence or absence of symptoms.  187 

Symptomatic COVID-19: All HCPs who tested positive for SARS-CoV-2 by RT-PCR 188 

and had one or more COVID-19-related symptoms in 0-10 days before the RT-PCR test 189 

for SARS-CoV-2. 190 

Work Area: HCPs not working in direct clinical care (e.g. laboratory personnel, 191 

housekeeping staff, food providers, and administrative staff) were classified as “non-192 

clinical”; those providing direct clinical care in areas not designated for patients with 193 

COVID were classified as “clinical non-COVID”; whereas HCPs working in designated 194 

areas for COVID-suspect or COVID-confirmed patients were categorized as “clinical 195 

COVID.”   196 

Statistical analysis 197 

Data on demographics, results of the SARS-CoV2 RT-PCR test, vaccination status and 198 

dates, reason for testing, work area, and previous RT-PCR tests (within the preceding 90-199 

day period) were retrieved from the Office of Employee Health’s database for statistical 200 

analysis. Vaccination status was allocated based on pre-defined definitions stated above.  201 
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As the study was during the surge, with percent positivity changing weekly, we matched 202 

cases and controls by the date of the RT-PCR test (± 7 days) to reduce bias. Each case 203 

was matched to a minimum of two and a maximum of six controls.  204 

We compared demographics, reason for testing, work area and vaccination status 205 

between cases and controls using chi-square for categorical variables and t-test for 206 

normally distributed continuous-level data. Using unvaccinated individuals as a 207 

reference, we used conditional logistic regression to estimate the odds of having RT-208 

PCR-confirmed COVID-19 infections in HCPs vaccinated with a single dose and both 209 

doses of the two-dose inactivated vaccines. We calculated unadjusted and adjusted odds 210 

ratios, accounting for covariates that included age, sex (using females as a reference), and 211 

work area (using non-clinical as a reference). Vaccine effectiveness was calculated as 212 

Percent VE using (1- OR)*100. Additionally, we performed a subgroup analysis to assess 213 

the effectiveness of vaccines against symptomatic COVID-19 infection.   214 

Based on Hitchings et al study (21), we plotted the weekly positivity rate and cumulative 215 

vaccine coverage from the time vaccines were introduced (January 2021) to the end of 216 

the study period (end of delta surge in September 2021) to understand the impact of 217 

vaccines on COVID-19 infections in the healthcare system. 218 

Patient and public involvement 219 

Patient and the public were not involved in the conduct of this study. 220 

RESULTS 221 
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Between April 1 and September 30, 2021, 4599 HCPs were tested for SARS-COV-2 via 222 

RT-PCR. Figure 1 shows the process for the selection of HCPs in analysis. After 223 

exclusion, 4074 HCPs remained, of whom 1037 tested positive and were classified as 224 

cases, and 3037 tested negative and were classified as controls. Of these, 3095 (959 cases 225 

and 2136 controls) were tested for symptoms. Cases were matched to controls by the date 226 

of the RT-PCR test (± 7 days). Each case was matched to two to six controls. No HCPs 227 

had to be excluded due to non-matching.   228 

Table 1 shows the characteristics of all cases and controls. Compared to controls, cases 229 

were older (35.3 ± 9.7 vs. 33.1 ± 8.6; p-value < 0.001). 73.9% of cases and 74.8% of 230 

controls were administered the BBIBP-CorV vaccine. 61.4% of cases and 60.3% of 231 

controls had received the second dose at least 14 days before the test. Among HCPs that 232 

had received both doses of vaccine before the RT-PCR test, there was no significant 233 

difference in mean duration between the second dose and test between cases and controls 234 

(94.8 ± 41.6 vs. 91.7 ± 45.1 days; p value=0.123).  235 

Table 1  236 

Characteristics of all cases and controls (N=4074) 237 

Characteristics 
 

Cases 
1037 (25%) 

Controls 
3037 (75%) 

P-value 

Age, years (mean ± SD) 35.3 ± 9.7 33.1 ± 8.6 <0.001 
Age groups, n (%)    

19-29 years 363 (35.0) 1308 (43.1)  
30-39 years 378 (36.5) 1132 (37.3)  
40-49 years 184 (17.7) 411 (13.5)  
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50-59 years 96 (9.3) 162 (5.3)  
60 and over 16 (1.5) 24 (0.8)  

Sex, n (%)    
Female 512 (49.4) 1616 (53.2) 0.03 
Male 525 (50.6) 1421 (46.8)  

Work area, n (%)    
Non-clinical 307 (29.6) 956 (31.5) 0.001 
Clinical non-COVID 673 (64.9) 1813 (59.7)  
Clinical COVID 57 (5.5) 268 (8.8)  

Reason for testing, n (%)    
Outbreak 6 (0.6) 130 (4.3)  
Exposure 72 (6.9) 771 (25.4) <0.001 
Symptoms 959 (92.5) 2136 (70.4)  

Vaccination status, n (%)    
Unvaccinated  102 (9.8) 314 (10.3)  
Single dose, 0-13 days  18 (1.7) 58 (1.9)  
Single dose, ≥ 14 days 264 (25.5) 762 (25.1) 0.532 
Two doses, 0-13 days 16 (1.5) 73 (2.4)  
Two doses, ≥ 14 days 637 (61.4) 1830 (60.3)  

Vaccine name, n (%)    
Unvaccinated 102 (9.8) 314 (10.3)  
BBIBP-CorV 766 (73.9) 2271 (74.8) 0.534 
CoronaVac 168 (16.2) 450 (14.8)  

Interval between first dose and RT-PCR 
test in HCPs with only a single dose of 
vaccine, days (mean ± SD) 

113.5 ± 49.5 114.8 ± 53.9 0.498 

Interval between second dose and RT-
PCR test in HCPs with two doses of 
vaccine, days (mean ± SD) 

94.8 ± 41.6 91.7 ± 45.1 0.123 

SD: standard deviation; RT-PCR: reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction; HCP: health 238 

care personnel; IQR: interquartile range         239 

Table S1 describes the characteristics of symptomatic cases and controls (3095/4074 240 

(76.0%). There was no significant difference in the mean interval between the onset of 241 

symptoms and the RT-PCR test between cases and controls (2.1 ± 2.0 vs. 1.9 ± 2.3 days; 242 

p=0.017). 243 
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Table 2 shows the odds of contracting COVID-19 infection by the time since vaccination. 244 

After adjusting for age, sex, and work area, we found that a single dose of the two-dose 245 

vaccines was ineffective within the first 13 days [VE: 30% (95% CI: -26, 62; p=0.234)] 246 

or even after 13 days had elapsed [VE: 20% (95% CI: -10, 41; p=0.162)]. This shows that 247 

one dose is not enough to prevent COVID-19 infections. While the vaccines were 248 

effective during the period < 14 days after the second dose [VE: 44% (95% CI: -2, 69; 249 

p=0.055)], the results were not significant. The vaccines were most effective ≥ 14 days 250 

after the second dose against a COVID-19 infection [VE: 33% (95% CI: 11, 50; 251 

p=0.006)]. 252 

Table 2 253 

Effectiveness of inactivated vaccines against all COVID-19 infections (symptomatic 254 

and asymptomatic) (matched case-control)  255 

 Unadjusted analysis Adjusted analysis* 
 Odds ratio 

(95% CI) 
 

P 
value 
 

Odds ratio (95% 
CI) 
 

Vaccine 
effectiveness**, % 
(95% CI) 
 

P value 
 

Model  0.098   <0.001 
Unvaccinated  1  1   
Single dose, < 
14 days 

0.76 (0.42, 
1.37) 

0.354 0.70 (0.38, 1.26) 30 ( -26, 62) 0.234 

Single dose, ≥ 
14 days 

0.83 (0.6, 1.12) 0.223 0.80 (0.59, 1.1) 20 (-10, 41) 0.162 

Two doses, < 
14 days 

0.58 (0.32, 
1.04) 

0.069 0.56 (0.31, 1.02) 44 (-2, 69) 0.055 

Two doses, ≥ 
14 days 

0.72 (0.54, 
0.96) 

0.024 0.66 (0.50, 0.89) 33 (11, 50) 0.006 

*: adjusted for age, sex, work area. 256 
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**: Vaccine Effectiveness= (1-aOR)*100 257 

Table 3 shows the odds of contracting symptomatic COVID-19 infection by the time 258 

since vaccination. After adjusting for age, sex, and work area, we found that the first dose 259 

was ineffective against a symptomatic COVID-19 infection. The vaccines were most 260 

effective ≥ 14 days after the second dose against a symptomatic COVID-19 infection 261 

[VE: 36% (95% CI: 10, 54; p=0.009)].  262 

Table 3 263 

Effectiveness of inactivated vaccines against symptomatic COVID-19 infections 264 

(matched case-control)  265 

 Unadjusted analysis Adjusted analysis* 
 Odds ratio 

(95% CI) 
 

P 
value 
 

Odds ratio (95% 
CI) 
 

Vaccine 
effectiveness**, % 
(95% CI) 
 

P value 
 

Model  0.208   <0.001 
Unvaccinated  1  1   
Single dose, < 
14 days 

0.82 (0.42, 
1.57) 

0.546 0.71 (0.36, 1.38) 29 (-38, 64) 0.295 

Single dose, ≥ 
14 days 

0.76 (0.53, 
1.08) 

0.125 0.75 (0.52, 1.07) 25 (-7, 48) 0.101 

Two doses, < 
14 days 

0.60 (0.31. 
1.15) 

0.122 0.60 (0.31, 1.16) 40 (-16, 69) 0.131 

Two doses, ≥ 
14 days 

0.69 (0.5, 0.96) 0.027 0.64 (0.46, 0.90) 36 (10, 54) 0.009 

*: adjusted for age, sex, work area. 266 

**: Vaccine Effectiveness= (1-aOR)*100  267 

Figure 2 displays the weekly RT-PCR tests conducted and the cumulative coverage of the 268 

first and second dose of inactivated vaccines among HCPs at our institution. We see that 269 
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despite 75% coverage with 2-doses of inactivated vaccines, we observed an increase in 270 

positivity rates that correlated with the delta surge in Pakistan. This also shows the 271 

modest effectiveness of inactivated vaccines against VOCs.  272 

DISCUSSION 273 

Our study among HCPs found that BBIBP-CorV and CoronaVac were not as effective as 274 

seen in the efficacy trials (11, 12) in preventing COVID-19 infections, even 14 days after 275 

the second dose of the two-dose vaccines. Vaccines did not provide significant protection 276 

against infection after the first dose and within the first two weeks of the second dose. 277 

During our study period, the predominant variants in Pakistan switched from alpha, beta 278 

and gamma in April to June  (13, 14) to the highly transmissible delta constituting up to 279 

99% of the total genomes sequenced from July to September 2021 (22). 280 

Existing evidence on the effectiveness of inactivated vaccines against infections is 281 

inconsistent. Our results agree with a test-negative case-control study conducted in Brazil 282 

among healthcare workers during the gamma variant epidemic, which reported modest 283 

effectiveness of two doses of CoronaVac, with adjusted effectiveness of 37.1% against 284 

symptomatic COVID-19 infections and 37.9% against all COVID-19 infections (21). 285 

Similarly, moderate effectiveness against COVID-19 infections was estimated for 286 

inactivated vaccines during the delta variant epidemic in China (23, 24). In contrast, the 287 

effectiveness estimated in our study is lower than that of CoronaVac reported among 288 

healthcare workers in Turkey (65%) (25). 289 
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Several possibilities exist for the lower-than-expected effectiveness of inactivated 290 

vaccines in our study. Neutralizing antibody levels correlate with protection against 291 

COVID-19 infections (26, 27), and inactivated vaccines produce inferior antibody 292 

responses compared to mRNA vaccines (9, 28-30). Moreover, the weakened 293 

neutralization potency of inactivated vaccines against the dominant VOCs circulating 294 

during our study period, especially the vaccine-resistant delta variant, may have 295 

contributed to the limited effectiveness (30, 31). Indeed, studies conducted during the 296 

delta variant epidemic have demonstrated only modest effectiveness of two doses of 297 

BBIBP-CorV and CoronaVac against infections (23, 32).  298 

The mean interval between the second dose of vaccine and COVID-19 infection was 299 

more than 90 days in our study. Studies have demonstrated a decline in neutralizing 300 

antibody titers three months after vaccinations with the two-dose BBIBP-CorV and 301 

CoronaVac (30, 33, 34). It is possible that there was a significant waning of neutralizing 302 

antibody responses in our study population. Considering that inactivated vaccines were 303 

the most widely used vaccines in low-middle-income countries (LMICs), this finding 304 

supports the provision of homologous or heterologous booster doses among recipients of 305 

these vaccines. 306 

Our study has limitations. Our sample size did not allow us to match more than one 307 

variable. However, we did adjust for age, sex, and work area in the logistic model. 308 

Additionally, most HCPs in our setting did not get the severe disease or require 309 

hospitalization during the study period. Therefore, we cannot comment on vaccines’ 310 
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effectiveness against severe disease. It is, however, essential to note that in healthcare 311 

settings, infected HCPs can risk spreading the infection to vulnerable patients. Thus, it is 312 

vital to examine not only from the perspective of the infected person but its impact on the 313 

system at large. As samples from HCPs in our study population did not undergo genomic 314 

sequencing, we could not directly ascertain effectiveness against the circulating VOCs. 315 

Finally, our study was conducted on HCPs and the results may not be generalizable to the 316 

population outside of healthcare settings. 317 

Despite these limitations, our study has clear strengths. Our findings are from a large, 318 

well-defined group of HCPs with consistent testing parameters that did not change during 319 

the study period. We used RT-PCR which is sensitive to detecting SARS-CoV-2 320 

infections (18). Moreover, the vaccine status was highly accurate as it was validated 321 

through the national vaccine registry. Using a test-negative design, we mitigated the risk 322 

of bias/confounding associated with healthcare access and seeking behavior. Finally, our 323 

study was conducted among HCPs whose well-being is imperative to continue to offer 324 

uninterrupted, quality care to patients in a pandemic. 325 

Our study was conducted in an LMIC with a high population density and limited 326 

resources. Thus, examining the effectiveness of vaccines in these settings is essential to 327 

prevent public health crises. Pakistan and other developing economies with weak 328 

healthcare systems need effective vaccines to meet the unprecedented challenge of 329 

dealing with the morbidity and mortality associated with COVID-19. Our study adds new 330 

estimates to the effectiveness of these vaccines in HCPs. It may guide future policies in 331 
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Pakistan and other LMICs that mainly administered inactivated vaccines in their mass 332 

vaccination campaigns. By finding complete vaccination with CoronaVac and BBIBP-333 

CorV vaccines to be only modestly effective against COVID-19 infections, our study 334 

strengthens the case for boosters or additional vaccination among recipients of these 335 

vaccines. Additionally, with new variants being identified regularly, it is crucial to 336 

prioritize conducting studies at different times and in various settings to continuously 337 

examine the effectiveness of these vaccines and boosters against the prevailing variants in 338 

real-world settings.  339 

CONCLUSIONS 340 

Absence of strong effectiveness of inactivated vaccines against COVID-19 infections 341 

among HCPs, especially during the spread of VOCs in our setting is concerning and 342 

builds a case for boosters and/or additional vaccination. There is a need for further 343 

studies to continuously assess effectiveness in the setting of emerging variants to guide 344 

policies regarding boosters to ensure adequate protectiveness.   345 
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 486 

Figure Legends:  487 

 488 

Figure 1 489 

Process for the selection of HCPs. 490 

*Other vaccines: Ad5-nCoV (n=342), AZD1222 (ChAdOx1) (n=60), mRNA-1273 (n=20), 491 

Janssen (n=1), Gam-COVID-Vac (n=18), BNT162b2 (n=11). 492 

 493 

Figure 2 494 

Weekly number of RT-PCR tests conducted and cumulative coverage of inactivated vaccines 495 

(BBIBP-CorV and CoronaVac) among HCPs at our institution from January 1-September 30, 496 

2021. Negative and positive RT-PCR tests are represented as red and blue bars, respectively. 497 

Cumulative coverage of first and second dose of inactivated vaccines is shown by the yellow and 498 

green lines, respectively. Our study period, April 1-September 30, 2021, is highlighted in pink.  499 
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