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Abstract

Among Azerbaijani healthcare workers (HCWs), compared to primary vaccine series, CoronaVac
booster relative vaccine effectiveness was 60% (95% CI:25—79) and 79% (95% Cl:44—-92) against
symptomatic and medically attended illness, respectively, during an Omicron BA.1/BA.2 period. Our

results support timely CoronaVac booster uptake among Azerbaijani HCWs to reduce morbidity.
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Main text

COVID-19 vaccination has been critical in reducing COVID-19-related morbidity and mortality (1,2).
Vaccinating healthcare workers (HCWs) against COVID-19 is vital for more resilient healthcare systems;
HCWs face high SARS-CoV-2 exposure, regularly interact with vulnerable patients, and are essential for
the continuous functioning of health services. In Azerbaijan, an upper-middle income country, HCWs
have been prioritized for COVID-19 vaccination throughout the vaccination campaign. CoronaVac
(CNO2 strain, Sinovac, Beijing) has mainly been used. While inactivated vaccines like CoronaVac have
been widely used in low- and middle-income countries, including those in the WHO European Region,
few studies have evaluated their effectiveness, particularly during the period characterised by

circulation of Omicron variants BA.1, BA.2 and BA.4/5 (hereafter ‘Omicron period’) (3—8).

Understanding COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness is essential for guiding vaccine policy. Additionally,
having local data showing effectiveness of COVID-19 vaccines can help promote vaccine uptake. Using
a prospective cohort of HCWs in Azerbaijan, we previously estimated that vaccine effectiveness (VE) of
two-dose primary vaccine series (PVS) against symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection was 19% during a
Delta-predominant period (9). In this study, we the same cohort to estimate relative VE (rVE) of a
CoronaVac booster dose compared to PVS against symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection during an

Omicron-predominant period.

The study
This cohort study has been described previously (9,10). Briefly, in mid-2021, we enrolled HCWs from
seven hospitals in Baku and collected information on sociodemographics, occupational exposure, and

COVID-19 vaccination status. Participants completed weekly symptom questionnaires, those reporting
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any respiratory symptom were tested for SARS-CoV-2 by RT-PCR. We administered questionnaires to
PCR-positive participants 30 days post-symptom onset to obtain information about their illness course.
Data on vaccination and SARS-CoV-2 PCR testing results were validated using national databases.

We restricted the analysis to participants eligible for booster doses according to the Azerbaijan
government: those who had received PVS at least five months (150 days) prior. During January 1 —
August 31, 2022, we estimated the rVE of a first booster compared to a PVS series against two
outcomes: i) symptomatic PCR-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection (COVID-19) and ii) medically attended
COVID-19, defined as an outpatient visit because of COVID-19. Participants were considered fully
vaccinated 14 days after receiving their PVS and 7 days after receiving their booster dose. We assessed
the effect of time since vaccination on rVE against symptomatic infection over the time intervals: 7-89,
90-150 and 2150 days following booster dose.

We evaluated rVE during the overall study period and separately for the period in which SARS-CoV-
2 Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 variants were predominantly circulating (January 1-March 31, 2022), which
we defined using whole genome sequencing data from study samples and publicly available data from
GISAID (Figure S2) (9,11).

Relative VE was estimated as (1—adjusted hazard ratio)*100. Hazard ratios comparing vaccinated
and unvaccinated participants were estimated using Cox proportional hazards models with vaccination
as a time-varying exposure and a calendar timescale. Hospital location (urban or sub-urban) and
previous SARS-CoV-2 infection were included in the model as fixed effects. Additional details about
study methods are included in the supplemental material. The study was approved by the Azerbaijan
and WHO Research Ethics Review Committees. All study participants provided written informed

consent.
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At the study start, there were 1367 participants (Figure S1). The median age was 48 (IQR: 39-57),
and 1276 (93%) were female. Overall, 506 (37%) were nurses, 349 (26%) were physicians, and 512
(37%) were other professions. Overall, 375 (27%) had received PVS, 939 (69%) had received a booster,
30 (2%) received one vaccine dose, and 23 (2%) remained unvaccinated. Only participants who
received CoronaVac vaccine were included in the analysis (Table 1). The median time from receiving
the last vaccine dose until the start of follow-up was 66 days (IQR: 56—96) for booster dose and 150
days (IQR: 150-187) for PVS. At the study end, 1186 (87%) participants had received a CoronaVac
booster dose (Table S1).

During the study period, 74 participants (5%) had PCR-confirmed COVID-19, of whom 53 (72%) had
been vaccinated with a booster dose and 17 (23%) with PVS. Most cases [66 (89%)] occurred between
January and March 2022, mirroring the trends in COVID-19 incidence in Azerbaijan (Figure 1). Among
the participants with PCR-confirmed SARS-CoV-2, 24 (32%) sought outpatient medical care. There were
no emergency room visits, hospitalisations, or deaths among participants.

For the whole analysis period (January—August 2022), the rVE was 59% (95% Cl: 24—78) against
symptomatic infection and 78% (95% Cl: 41-92) against medically attended infection. During the
Omicron BA.1/BA.2-predominant period (January—March 2022), rVE of a CoronaVac booster was 60%
(95% Cl: 25—79) against symptomatic infection and 79% (95% Cl: 44-92) against medically attended
COVID-19 (Figure 2, Table 2). Relative VE against symptomatic infection was 50% (95% Cl: -3—75) 7-89
days post-booster, 67% (95% Cl: 35—83) 90-149 days post-booster, and 48% (95% Cl: -190-91) 2150

days post-booster during the whole study period. (Figure 2, Table 2).

Conclusions
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Among HCWs in Azerbaijan, a CoronaVac booster dose offered additional protection against
symptomatic infection and medically attended infection compared to CoronaVac PVS during an
Omicron period. This protection, which lasted at least five months, occurred in a cohort that already
had rates of prior infection approaching 70% in mid-2021 (9), highlighting the importance of the
booster dose in reducing COVID-19 morbidity, even among HCWs with high rates of previous infection.
The importance of the booster dose is relevant for the general population of Azerbaijan too, where
COVID-19 PVS uptake is 47% and booster dose uptake is 34% (12).

Other studies have found variable rVE and absolute VE of a CoronaVac booster dose. A Brazilian
study estimated a lower rVE of booster CoronaVac against symptomatic disease of 5% at 8-59 days
after receipt; rVE subsequently declined to zero after 60 days in that study (5). Uncontrolled bias may
have contributed to the low and negative estimates against symptomatic infection in that study (13).
The same study estimated an rVE of booster CoronaVac against hospitalization of 47% during the same
time period (5). In Hong Kong, in a mainly infection-naive population, estimated absolute VE of
CoronaVac booster against symptomatic BA.2 infection was 42% (3). In Brazil, in a population with
higher seroprevalence, absolute VE of a CoronaVac booster dose was 9% (5); in another Brazilian study,
CoronaVac booster dose absolute VE was 38% among persons with previous infection (7). CoronaVac
booster absolute VE against severe disease during Omicron BA.1/BA.2 period was high in studies in
both Hong Kong Special Administrative Region (85%) (4)and Brazil (74%) (5).

The strengths of our study include its prospective cohort design and close follow-up of
participants. Moreover, this is one of few studies to evaluate inactivated COVID-19 vaccine in the WHO
European Region. Our study also had limitations. The precision of rVE estimates was limited because of

the low number of events. We could not measure absolute VE of a COVID-19 booster because of the
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small number of unvaccinated participants. We were not powered to estimate VE against severe
outcomes like hospitalization and death. Most infections occurred during Omicron BA.1/BA.2
circulation, so VE estimates should be understood in that context.

In conclusion, our results highlight the additional preventive benefit of CoronaVac booster vaccine
against symptomatic and medically attended infection and provide evidence to encourage uptake of

future booster doses among HCWs and the general population in Azerbaijan.

Iris Finci is infectious disease epidemiologist. She is currently a consultant epidemiologist in WHO
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Table 1. Demographic and occupational characteristics of health care worker participants by vaccination
status on the first day of the follow-up period (n=1367), Azerbaijan, 2022

Vaccinated

All . Partially with primary V_accinated
Participants, Unva,\citz:lzr;ated, vaccinated (one  vaccine series dvgléz bo?tsr:ier:j
N=1367 dose), N=30 (tonioses), dose), N=939
N=375
Age, N=1367
Median (IQR) 48 (39-57) 51 (37-62.5) 43 (35-58.8) 47 (38-56) 49 (40-57)
Age group, years, N=1367
20-29, n (%) 73 (5) 3(13) 1(3) 29 (8) 40 (4)
30-39, n (%) 290 (21) 6 (26) 12 (40) 84 (22) 188 (20)
40-49, n (%) 371 (27) 2(9) 4 (13) 96 (26) 269 (29)
50-59, n (%) 416 (30) 4(17) 8 (27) 110 (29) 294 (31)
60+, n (%) 217 (16) 8(35) 5(17) 56 (15) 148 (16)
Sex, N=1367
M, n (%) 91 (7) 1(4) 4 (13) 21 (6) 65 (7)
F, n (%) 1276 (93) 22 (96) 26 (87) 354 (94) 874 (93)
Hospital, N=1367
Hospital 7, n (%) 269 (20) 4(17) 2(7) 40 (11) 223 (24)
Hospital 15, n (%) 122 (9) 0(0) 1(3) 8(2) 113 (12)
Hospital 18, n (%) 204 (15) 1(4) 3(10) 56 (15) 144 (15)
Hospital 23, n (%) 95 (7) 3(13) 6 (20) 29 (8) 57 (6)

Hospital 24, n (%) 191 (14) 6 (26) 5(17) 82 (22) 98 (10)
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Hospital 26, n (%) 359 (26) 2(9) 10 (33) 107 (29) 240 (26)
Hospital 29, n (%) 127 (9) 7 (30) 3(10) 53 (14) 64 (7)
Hospital Location, N=1367

Urban, n (%) 517 (38) 7 (30) 9 (30) 146 (39) 355 (38)
Sub-urban, n (%) 850 (62) 16 (70) 21 (70) 229 (61) 584 (62)
Occupation/Role in hospital, N=1367

Nurse or Midwife, n (%) 506 (37) 7 (30) 11 (37) 142 (38) 346 (37)
Medical Doctor, n (%) 349 (26) 7 (30) 8 (27) 101 (27) 233 (25)
Other, n (%) 512 (37) 9 (39) 11 (37) 132 (35) 360 (38)
BMI, N=1367

Underweight or normal, n (%) 382 (28) 8 (35) 6 (20) 110 (29) 258 (27)
Overweight, n (%) 509 (37) 9 (39) 7(23) 129 (34) 364 (39)
Obese, n (%) 476 (35) 6 (26) 17 (57) 136 (36) 317 (34)
Smoking, N=1367

Currently smokes, n (%) 38 (3) 1(4) 1(3) 6(2) 30 (3)
Never smokes, n (%) 1315 (96) 22 (96) 27 (90) 368 (98) 898 (96)
Smoked previously, n (%) 14 (1) 0 (0) 2(7) 1(<1) 11 (1)
Any chronic condition, N=1367

No, n (%) 820 (60) 14 (61) 14 (47) 212 (57) 580 (62)
Yes, n (%) 547 (40) 9 (39) 16 (53) 163 (43) 359 (38)
Number of chronic conditions, N=1367

0, n (%) 820 (60) 14 (61) 14 (47) 212 (57) 580 (62)
1, n (%) 383 (28) 4(17) 10 (33) 104 (28) 265 (28)
22, n (%) 164 (12) 5 (22) 6 (20) 59 (16) 94 (10)
Number of household members, N=1280

1-3, n (%) 500 (39) 12 (55) 10 (34) 138 (39) 340 (39)
4-5, n (%) 654 (51) 6 (27) 15 (52) 174 (49) 459 (52)
26, n (%) 126 (10) 4 (18) 4 (14) 41 (12) 77 (9)
Hands on care, N=1367

No, n (%) 798 (58) 14 (61) 18 (60) 200 (53) 566 (60)
Yes, n (%) 569 (42) 9 (39) 12 (40) 175 (47) 373 (40)
Previous COVID-19 PCR confirmed infection, N=1367

0, n (%) 1114 (81) 19 (83) 12 (40) 233 (62) 850 (91)
1, n (%) 253 (19) 4 (17) 18 (60) 142 (38) 89 (9)
Delay between 2nd dose and start of follow-up (days), N=1314

Median (IQR) 305 (183-313) 150 (150-187) 309 (274-316)
Delay between 3rd dose and start of follow-up (days), N=939

Median (IQR) 66 (56-92) 66 (56-92)
COVID-19 vaccination status and vaccine brand at study period start, N=1367

Unvaccinated 23 (2) 23 (100)

CoronaVac - 2 doses, n (%) 375 (27) 375 (100)

CoronaVac - 3 doses, n (%) 939 (69) 939 (100)

CoronaVac - 1 dose, n (%) 30(2) 30 (100)
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Table 2. Relative COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness of CoronaVac booster dose compared to CoronaVac primary vaccine series against
symptomatic and medically attended SARS-CoV-2 infection during a period of Omicron and relative vaccine effectiveness against

symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection by time since receiving booster dose, Azerbaijan, January 1 — August 31, 2022

Symptomatic

Total Relative
COVID-19 . . .
NP Cpom | Unadlstedggye | Al sy | seene s
(days) _conflr_med (%)
infections
Full period (Jan-Aug
c 2022) 1306
2 2 doses, 2150d from
& 2nddose 386 19964 16
£ 2 7d from 3rd dose
2 1184 232127 53 0.4 (0.7, 0.2) 0.4 (0.8;0.2) 58.9 (24.3;77.6)
g BA.1/BA.2 Omicron
S period (Jan-Mar 2022) 1253
g 2 doses, 2150d from
U>)* 2nd dose 334 9221 15
= 7d from 3rd dose
1142 82575 48 0.4 (0.7;0.2) 0.4 (0.8;0.2) 60.1 (24.7; 78.8)
<  Full period (Jan-Aug
2 2022) 1306
2 2 doses, 2150d from
= 2nddose 386 19964 8
2 = 7d from 3rd dose
2 1184 232127 15 0.2 (0.6; 0.1) 0.2 (0.6;0.1) 7.7 (41.4;91.5)
£ BA.1/BA.2 Omicron
g period (Jan-Mar 2022) 1253
E 2 doses, 2150d from
5 2nd dose 334 9221 7
Q
= = 7d from 3rd dose 1142 82575 13 03 (0.6,0.1) 02 (0.6,0.1) 79.1 (435 92.3)
Time since vaccination
Full period (Jan-Aug
2022) 1306
2 doses, 2150d from
2nd dose 386 19964 16 Reference Reference Reference
c .
o 7-89 days since 3rd
S dose 929 42710 23 0.5 (1;0.3) 0.5 (1;0.2) 49.7 (-3.1; 75.4)
< 90-149 days since 3rd
£ dose 1104 59588 24 0.4 (0.7; 0.2) 0.3 (0.7;0.2) 66.9 (35; 83.2)
g 2150 days since 3rd
S dose 1038 130127 6 0.5 (2.3;0.1) 0.5 (2.9;0.1) 48.2 (-190.3; 90.8)
g2 BA.1/BA.2 Omicron
@  period (Jan-Mar 2022) 1253
2 doses, 2150d from
2nd dose 334 9221 15 Reference Reference Reference
7-89 days since 3rd
dose 890 31828 22 0.4 (0.9; 0.2) 0.4 (0.9;0.2) 55.1 (9.6; 77.7)
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(34.4; 83.5)
(-261.5; 88.2)

(0.7;0.2) 67.1
(3.6,0.1) 34.8

0.3
0.7

(0.7;0.2)
(3.2;0.1)

0.4
0.6

39158
11848

90-149 days since 3rd

857
2150 days since 3rd

464

dose
dose
*All r'VE estimates were adjusted by hospital site (urban or suburban) and previous PCR-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection; HR — hazard ratio
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Figure 1. Number of symptomatic PCR-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 positive healthcare workers by vaccination

status and symptom onset, and number of SARS-CoV-2 cases in Azerbaijan (14), January-August 2022
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Figure 2. Relative vaccine effectiveness of a CoronaVac booster dose compared to CoronaVac primary series,
Azerbaijan, 2022
Left panel — symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection, total rVE (red) and stratified by time since vaccination (blue); Right
panel — medically attended SARS-CoV-2 infection. Star (*) indicates that the scale was cut off.
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