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Abstract

Although various COVID-19 vaccines have shown efficacy against placebo in
randomized clinical trials, no head-to-head comparisons are yet available. This study aims to
compare the efficacy of available COVID-19 vaccines. Vaccine trials searched in May 2021
were included. Data were extracted from Kaplan-Meer (KM) curves using the WebPlotDigitizer
program for the individual participant (IP) data simulation. A mixed-effect acceleration failure
model with log-logistic and Weibull distributions was used to estimate relative effects for
individual vaccines as well as grouped by class: inactivated virus, mRNA, and viral vector.
Primary studies were considered as the random effect in the model. Hazard ratios (HR) were
estimated and compared across vaccine groups. All vaccines were efficacious in lowering
symptomatic infection compared to placebo. CoronaVac, Ad26.COV2.S, ChAdOx1 nCoV-19,
rAd26/rAd5, WIV04, HB02, and BNT162b2 showed 7.61 (4.50, 12.87), 6.77 (4.08, 11.24), 5.01
(2.93, 8.57), 4.50 (2.52, 8.01), 3.90 (2.04, 7.45), 3.18 (1.62, 6.21), and 2.15 (1.22, 3.78) times
significantly higher risk of infection than mRNA-1273. mRNA vaccines were the most
efficacious vaccine group compared to inactivated virus and viral vectors with HRs (95% ClI) of
0.27 (0.20, 0.37) and 0.28 (0.21, 0.37), respectively. Although all vaccines showed significant
protection compared to no vaccination. MRNA vaccines, including mRNA-1273 and BNT162b2,
showed the highest efficacy in preventing symptomatic COVID-19 infection. Simulated IP data
from the KM curve might allow treatment comparison when thereis no primary study comparing

active treatments.
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1. Introduction

The severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) has infected over
170 million people, caused over 3.7 million deaths (as of 1% June 2021) (World Health
Organization, 2021), and ignited global vaccine research. Various COVID-19 vaccines have
been developed and tested in field trials, and are being used in vaccination programs worldwide.

Current vaccines can be grouped according to their class. inactivated coronavirus (e.g.,
CoronaVac, BBIBP-CorV, and Covaxin), viral vector (e.g., ChAdOx1 nCoV-19, Ad26.COV2.S,
and rAd26/rAd5), mRNA (e.g., MRNA-1273 and BNT162b2), and subunit vaccine (e.g., NVX-
CoV2373). The efficacy of inactivated or viral vector vaccines has been reported to range
between 50.7% and 91.5% (Logunov et al., 2021; Palacios et al., 2021; Sadoff et al., 2021,
Voysey et al., 2021), with mRNA vaccines yielding the highest efficacy in symptomatic COVID-
19 prevention, i.e., 94.1 % and 95% for mMRNA-1273 and BNT162b2, respectively (Baden et al.,
2020; Polack et al., 2020). However, all trials have used placebo as a comparator, and there have
been no head-to-head comparisons.

This study aims to demonstrate how to compare among treatment options when there is
no existing direct comparison. Using the principle of network meta-analysis, the common
placebo arms can facilitate indirect comparisons. Given that virtually all trials reported Kaplan-
Meer (KM) curves comparing active vaccines with placebo, data from the survival curves, i.e.,
probability of COVID-19 infections on the y-axis and time from vaccination to infection on the
X-axis, can be extracted to simulate individual participant (IP) time-to-event data (Guyot et al.,

2012). Therefore, this indirect comparison was conducted to estimate the relative efficacies of
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the various vaccines, both individually and by class. This study is motivated by Guyot et al.’s
work (Guyot et al., 2012).
2. Methods

Eight Phase-lll randomized controlled trials (RCTs) were identified from searches of
PubMed, Scopus, unpublished reports, and loca FDA reports in May 2021, including
CoronaVac (Sinovac), mRNA-1273 (Moderna), BNT162b2 (Pfizer BioNTech), and ChAdOx1
nCoV-19 (Astra Zeneca (AZ)/Oxford), NVX-CoV2373 (Novavax), Ad26.COV2.S (Johnson &
Johnson), rAd26/rAd5 (Gamaleya), and WIV 04 and HBO2 (Sinopharm) (searched in May 2021).
RCTswere included in this analysis if they compared time to infection and provided KM curves
by intervention groups. Data including the study site, enrollment period, number of participants
and events, participant characteristics, and the endpoint, were extracted.

The probability of symptomatic infection and time to infection were extracted by two
independent reviewers (AT and SO) from the KM curves using WebPlotDigitizer version 4.2. In
addition, the number of participants at risk, and infections at each distinct time point on the KM
curve, were also extracted if available. IP data were then reconstructed from extracted data
incorporating the number of participants at risk and events recorded using an algorithm reported
by We et a (We & Royston, 2017). IP data for all RCTs were then combined for further
analysis.

A mixed-effect accelerated failure mode was applied, considering the individual study as
arandom effect. Survival distributions with Weibull and log-logistic models were applied where
appropriate. Failure curves by vaccine type were constructed accordingly. In addition, vaccines
were also grouped based on their class (i.e., inactivated virus, mRNA, and viral vector). Hazard

ratios (HR) and confidence intervals (Cl) were estimated to compare the risk of infection
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between vaccine groups. All analyses were performed using Stata version 16 (StataCrop, Texas,
USA). Simulated IP data and Stata command for a mixed-effect failure model are available in
and 2, respectively.
3. Results

KM curves were available for data extraction from seven published RCTs (Al Kaabi et
a., 2021; Baden et al., 2020; Logunov et al., 2021; Palacios et a., 2021; Polack et al., 2020;
Sadoff et al., 2021; Voysey et a., 2021), including five (Baden et al., 2020; Logunov et al., 2021,
Palacios et al., 2021; Polack et al., 2020; Sadoff et al., 2021) where the KM curves were based
on an intention to treat analysis. Characteristics of the RCTs included are provided in Table 1.
The seven RCTs included 201,711 participants, of which 2,265 had symptomatic COVID-19
according to the data reported in the original RCTs. The corresponding simulated data based on
the KM curves included 201,711 participants, of which 2,212 had symptomatic COVID-19. The
simulation was a good fit to the actual data: the discrepancies between reported and simulated
events were 126 vs 120 and 252 vs 242 in vaccine and placebo groups for CoronaVac study
(Palacios et al., 2021); and 79 vs 67 and 96 vs 76 in vaccine and placebo groups for rAd26/rAd5
study (Logunov et al., 2021).

A mixed-effect accelerated failure model with log-logistic distribution was used to
estimate the probability of infection. All vaccines had greater efficacy compared to placebo, but
the highest probability of infection was for CoronaVac, followed by Ad26.COV2.S, ChAdOx1
nCoV-19, rAd26/rAd5, WIV04, HB02, BNT162b2, and mMRNA-1273 (see Figure 1). The HRs
(95% CI) were 0.07 (0.04, 0.11), 0.14 (0.10, 0.19), 0.21 (0.13, 0.33), 0.25 (0.16, 0.39), 0.29
(0.21, 0.41), 0.33 (0.25, 0.42), 0.44 (0.37, 0.52), and 0.50 (0.40, 0.62) for MRNA-1273,

BNT162b2, HB02, WIV04, rAd26/rAd5, ChAdOx1 nCoV-19, Ad26.COV2.S, and CoronaVac
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versus placebo, respectively, see Table 2. Comparing vaccines, CoronaVac, Ad26.COV2.S,
ChAdOx1 nCoV-19, rAd26/rAd5, WIV04, HB02, and BNT162b2 showed 7.61 (4.50, 12.87),
6.77 (4.08, 11.24), 5.01 (2.93, 8.57), 4.50 (2.52, 8.01), 3.90 (2.04, 7.45), 3.18 (1.62, 6.21), and
2.15 (1.22, 3.78) times significantly higher risk of infection than mRNA-1273. CoronaVac,
Ad26.COV2.S, ChAdOx1 nCoV-19, rAd26/rAd5, WIV04, and HBO2 showed 3.54 (2.44, 5.14),
3.15 (2.23, 4.45), 2.33 (1.58, 3.44), 2.09 (1.34, 3.26), 1.81 (1.07, 3.09), and 1.48 (0.85, 2.58)
times higher risk of infection than BNT162b2.

When considered as classes, the mRNA vaccines yielded a significantly lower risk of
infection, followed by the viral vector and inactivated viral vaccines (see ) with HRs of
0.11 (0.08, 0.14), 0.38 (0.33, 0.43), and 0.39 (0.33, 0.47), respectively, see . In addition,
MRNA and viral vector vaccines showed a lower risk of infection compared with the inactivated
viral vaccine but the later was not significant, with HRs (95% ClI) of 0.27 (0.20, 0.37) and 0.97
(0.77, 1.22), respectively.

4. Discussion and Conclusion

Data from KM curves were extracted from seven RCTs that assessed the efficacy of
various COVID-19 vaccines compared to placebo, and IP time to event data were simulated.
Merging IP data from each trial allowed further analysis using a mixed-effect model. The mixed-
effect model indicated that all vaccines had significant protective effects compared to no
vaccination. All vaccines, with the exception of Ad26.COV2.S, aso had significantly better
efficacy than CoronaVac, with mRNA-1273 vaccine showing the highest efficacy. As a class,
MRNA vaccines (MRNA-1273 and BNT162b2) were more efficacious than viral vector and

inactivated virus vaccines in preventing symptomatic COVID-19.
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At the beginning of pandemic, data were limited, whereas comparison among the
vaccines efficacy was needed. Actually, no RCT has directly compared vaccine efficacy until
present. This study aims to demonstrate how to address this problem which could guide national
vaccine policy. However, there are some limitations. First, infection rates were indirectly
compared between vaccines using placebo as a common comparator. The RCTs included were
conducted in different settings where baseline risks of infection varied across studies, ranging
from 0.7% to 3.9%. Second, trials included in this study have different endpoint (see )
and results might be biased from this fact. Finally, smulating IP data from KM curves resulted in
some variation in the number of events between original reports and the simulated data, although
this discrepancy was small except for two RCTs (Logunov et al., 2021; Palacios et al., 2021).

In conclusion, combining IP data simulation from KM curves and mixed-effect
accelerated failure modeling allows us to compare COVID-19 vaccine's efficacy when there is
no head-to-head comparison. This evidence indicates that although all vaccines showed strong
efficacy in reducing COVID-19 infection compared to no vaccination, there are small but
significant differences between them, with mRNA vaccines showing the highest efficacy,

followed by viral vector and inactivated viral vaccines.
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Table 1. Trial characteristics

Inactivated virus mMRNA Viral vector
CoronaVac WIV04 HBO02 mMRNA-1273 BNT162b2 ChAdOx1 Ad26.COV2.S rAd26/rAd5
nCoV-19
Study site Brazil UAE, Bahrain Us US, Argentina, UK, Brazil, US, Latin Russia
Brazil, South South Africa America, South
Africa Africa
Enrollment July — Dec 2020 N/A July — Oct 2020 July — Nov 2020 April — Nov N/A Sep — Nov 2020
period 2020
Participant
characteristics
Agerange 18-59 18-60 18-65 16-55 18-55 18-59 18-60
Sex, male (%) 35.8 84.4 52.7 50.6 39.5 549 61.2
Ethnicity (%)
White 75.3 N/A 79.2 82.9 82.7 62.1 98.5
Black 5.2 N/A 10.2 9.4 41 17.2 -
Asian 25 N/A 46 43 44 35 14
Comorbidity (%) 55.9 N/A N/A 21 N/A 40.8 24.8
Pulmonary N/A N/A 4.8 N/A 11.7 N/A N/A
Cardiac 12.6 N/A 49 N/A 10.7 N/A N/A
Obesity 225 N/A 6.7 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Endpoint Symptomatic Symptomatic COVID-19 after 2 Symptomatic Symptomatic Symptomatic Moderate to Symptomatic
COVID-19 weeks of the second vaccination COVID-19 after COVID-19 after COVID-19 after  severe COVID- COVID-19
after the first (PP) randomization thefirst 2weeksof the 19 with onset at after the first
vaccination (ITT) vaccination second least 1 day after vaccination
(ITT) (ITT) vaccination vaccination (ITT)
(PP) (ITT)
Participants: Actual/simulated N
Vaccine 6195/6195 12743/12743 12726/12726 14550/14550 21669/21669 8597/8597 19744/19744 16427/16427
Placebo 6201/6201 12737/12737 14598/14598 21686/21686 8581/8581 19822/19822 5435/5435
Events: Actual/simulated N
Vaccine 126/120 26/25 21/21 19/18 50/50 84/83 193/192 79/67
Placebo 252/242 95/94 269/269 275/275 248/249 432/431 96/76

N/A not available, PP per protocol, ITT intention to treat
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Table 2. Hazard ratio estimates (and 95% confidence intervals) of relative COVID-19 vaccine effects.

Placebo 0.50 0.25 0.21 0.07 0.14 0.33 0.44 0.29
(0.40, 0.62) (0.16, 0.39) (0.13,0.33) (0.04,0.11) (0.10, 0.19) (0.25, 0.42) (0.37,0.52) (0.21,0.41)
Coronavac 0.51 0.42 0.13 0.28 0.66 0.89 0.59

(0.31, 0.84) (0.25, 0.70) (0.08,0.22) (0.19, 0.41) (0.47,0.92) (0.67,1.17) (0.40,0.87)
WIVO4 0.81 0.26 0.55 1.28 1.74 1.15
(0.46, 1.45) (0.13, 0.49) (0.32,0.94) (0.78, 2.13) (1.08, 2.78) (0.67, 1.99)
HBO2 0.31 0.68 1.58 2.13 1.42
(0.16, 0.62) (0.39, 1.18) (0.93, 2.69) (1.29, 3.52) (0.80, 2.51)
2.15 5.01 6.77 450
IR (1.22,3.78) (2.93,8.57) (4.08, 11.24) (2.52,8.01)
2.33 3.15 2.09
0tz (1.58, 3.44) (2.23, 4.45) (1.34, 3.26)
ChAdOx1 1.35 0.90
nCoV-19 (2.00, 1.83) (0.60, 1.35)
0.66
Ad26.COV2.S (0.46, 0.96)
rAd26/rAd5
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Table 3. Hazard ratio estimates (and 95% confidence intervals) of relative COVID-19 vaccine

effects by class.

Placebo (0. 3%38 47) (0_3(:)3.,3 343) (0.0%,13. 14)
Inactivated virus (0_7(;"917_ 22) (0_2%,2(; 37)
Vira vector (0_2%’23 37)

MRNA
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Probability of COVID-19 infection

T T T T T
30 45 60 75 90 105 120 135 150 165
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Figure 1. Cumulative incidence of Covid-19 infection curves by individual vaccine
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Figure 2. Cumulative incidence of Covid-19 infection curves by vaccine class
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