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33 ABSTRACT

34 The alarming growth of dengue worldwide and its social and economic impact have demanded more 

35 effective responses for its prevention and control. Currently, the first vaccine approved in Brazil for 

36 its prevention, Dengvaxia®, was administered to a target population of around 500,000 residents in 

37 southern Brazil. This study reports its effectiveness after a six-year follow-up period from August 2016 

38 to July 2022. Dengue vaccination campaign was carried out in a target population of individuals aged 

39 15–27 in 28 municipalities and 9–44 years in the other two.  In this population-based cohort study, 

40 exposure to the vaccine included groups with different numbers of doses and adherence to the complete 

41 schedule. The primary outcome was probable dengue case. Other endpoints included laboratory-

42 confirmed dengue, serotype, dengue with warning signs or severe illness, and hospitalization. 

43 Approximately 60.4% of the participants received at least one vaccine dose. A total of 50,658 probable 

44 dengue cases (PDC) were notified of which 15,131 were laboratory-confirmed dengue cases. Overall 

45 effectiveness for at least one dose was 33.7% (95% CI: 32.5–34.9) for PDC and 20.1% (95% 

46 confidence interval [CI]: 17.1–22.9) for laboratory-confirmed cases. Greater vaccine effectiveness was 

47 observed in older individuals and for the DENV-4 and DENV-1 serotypes. The vaccine showed no 

48 effectiveness against DENV-2; no DENV-3 cases occurred. A lower hospitalization rate was observed 

49 among the vaccinated group. Differences in the incidence of severe dengue cases and warning signs 

50 could not draw a definite conclusion. Vaccination was associated with a one-third reduction in the 

51 incidence of probable dengue cases. By serotypes, the reduction was significant only for DENV-1 and 

52 DENV-4. 

53 Author Summaries

54 Outcomes resulting from dengue mass vaccination remains limited.

55 Study on Dengvaxia®'s effectiveness in a target population of 501,000 with unknown serostatus. 

56 Dengue risk reduction was significant for DENV-1 and DENV-4.

57
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58 Introduction

59 Vector-borne diseases, including dengue, cause approximately 17% of infectious diseases 

60 worldwide. It is the fastest-spreading viral infection caused by mosquito bites, endangering 3.97 billion 

61 people in 128 countries on nearly every continent, with approximately 400 million infections annually 

62 [1]. Incidence rates are highest in South Asia, followed by Southeast Asia, the Caribbean, tropical 

63 Latin America, and Central Latin America [2]. In 2022, the Americas reported 2.8 million dengue 

64 cases, of which 82% were from Brazil [3]. In the same year, Paraná was Brazil's third most affected 

65 state, with an incidence rate of 1,413.6 per 100,000 inhabitants [4].

66 There is no specific treatment for dengue, and control strategies for its main vector, Aedes 

67 aegypti, have presented some limitations [5]. Thus, a vaccine is needed as part of an integrated 

68 approach to prevent and control dengue.  The first licensed dengue vaccine, Dengvaxia®, developed 

69 by Sanofi, was introduced in Brazil in December 2015 for individuals aged 9–44 years [6] as a three-

70 dose regimen vaccine with six-month intervals between doses. In clinical trials involving over 30,000 

71 subjects, its overall efficacy against virologically confirmed symptomatic dengue was 65.6% for 

72 participants of 9 years of age or older after a 25-month follow-up period. Its efficacy also varied with 

73 respect to serotype (DENV-1: 58.4%; DENV-2: 47.1%; DENV-3: 73.6%; DENV-4: 83.2%) [7–9].

74  This dengue vaccine has been approved in over 20 countries. However, large-scale vaccination 

75 campaigns were only organized in Brazil (Paraná state) and the Philippines [6]. The Paraná State 

76 Department of Health (SESA/PR) vaccinated free of charge over 300,000 people in 30 

77 municipalities highly affected by dengue between 2016 and 2018, regardless of previous serological 

78 status [10], and its effect has been assessed [11]. Hence, we assessed the dengue vaccine's effectiveness 

79 in a population-based cohort six years following the launch of the vaccination initiative in Paraná, 

80 Brazil.

81 Methods

82 Study design and participants
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83 This six-year population-based cohort study focused on a dengue-vaccinated target population 

84 residing in 30 municipalities within Paraná state, Brazil, spanning from August 2016 to July 2022.

85 Paraná is in Brazil's southern region and dengue vaccination was carried out in the municipalities 

86 chosen based on epidemiological criteria. The target population in 28 municipalities comprised 

87 individuals aged 15–27 and 9–44 years in other two. The vaccination roll-out consisted of five 

88 consecutive phases (Table 1) from August 13, 2016, to December 20, 2018, with intervals of 

89 approximately six months [10].

90 Table 1 Dengue vaccination timeline in Paraná, Brazil from 2016 to 2018

Phase Doses administered Vaccination period

1st 1st dose August 13 to September 24, 2016

2nd 1st dose / 2nd dose March 1 to April 7, 2017

3rd 2nd dose / 3rd dose September 20 to November 11, 2017

4th 2nd dose / 3rd dose March 20 to June 29, 2018

5th 3rd dose November 5 to December 20, 2018

91 Source: SESA/PR

92 Dengue is a mandatory notification disease, and suspected and confirmed cases nationwide are 

93 registered in the National Reportable Disease Information System (Sinan) [12]. Since 1995, dengue 

94 has been reported in Paraná, and in recent years, the disease incidence has been the highest ever 

95 observed, mainly between 2015–2016 and 2019-2020. Despite this, there is no data on the 

96 seroprevalence of the disease in this population. Dengue cases in the 30 municipalities showed a 

97 similar pattern to that observed at the state level, with these municipalities accounting for 47.6% of all 

98 dengue cases between 2008 and 2016. Four serotypes have circulated in the region since 1995, and 

99 DENV-1 has been the most prevalent serotype, except for 2019-2020, in which DENV-2 surpassed 

100 the values previously observed for serotype 1 (Figure 1).
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101

102 The study population was derived from the population defined by SESA/PR to receive public 

103 vaccination and included about 500,000 individuals [10]. These individuals were divided into the 

104 vaccinated group, constituted of those who had received any number of dengue vaccine doses, and the 

105 non-vaccinated group, comprised of individuals who were eligible for vaccination but were not listed 

106 in the vaccinated database. The reference population was obtained by subtracting the number of 

107 vaccinated individuals from the target population size.

108 Procedures

109 Exposure variables (vaccinations) were obtained from the SESA/PR vaccine database. They 

110 were defined based on the number of vaccine doses received (one, two, or three). A subset of 

111 individuals who received three doses in consecutive phases, with an interval of ≥ 160 days between 

112 doses, was considered to have the complete regimen as recommended and was called the compliance 

113 group.

114 The primary outcome was probable dengue cases (PDC) constituted either by clinical-
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115 epidemiological criteria and/or laboratory tests. Secondary outcomes were defined as: i) laboratory-

116 confirmed dengue; ii) confirmed cases with identified serotypes (DENV-1, 2, 3, and 4); iii) cases with 

117 warning signs or severe disease identified based on PDC; and iv) dengue hospitalizations with warning 

118 signs or severe disease identified based on PDC. 

119 Control variables included sex, age group, and municipality of residence, which may be 

120 associated with adherence to the vaccination schedule and disease risk. Age groups were categorized 

121 into 9–14, 15-27, and 28–44 years according to the following criteria: a) individuals aged 15–27 years 

122 constituted the target population for vaccination in all 30 municipalities; b) individuals aged 9–14 and 

123 28–44 years constituted the target population for vaccination in only two municipalities.

124 To identify outcomes in vaccinated patients, the Sinan probabilistic record linkage (PRL) 

125 procedure was performed in the SESA/PR vaccination database using OpenRecLink 3.1 [14]. The 

126 PRL, with an accuracy of 94.1% (95% CI: 91.9–95.7%) and a Kappa concordance index of 96.1% 

127 (95% CI: 95.4–96.8%), was validated in a previous study (unpublished).

128 According to Table 2, we provided different start times for each exposure variable to define 

129 follow-up time in the cohort. Among the vaccinated individuals, follow-up was initiated 30 days after 

130 the first vaccine dose was administered (Table 2). Among the non-vaccinated individuals, follow-up 

131 was initiated 30 days after the end of the vaccination phase, when approximately 75% of vaccinated 

132 individuals had received their respective doses.

133

134 For analytical purposes, the follow-up duration for each participant was extended up to the date 
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135 of their first confirmed dengue episode in case of disease occurrence. For those who remained dengue-

136 free, the predetermined endpoint for follow-up was set at July 31, 2022, with no recorded losses 

137 considered in this group.

138 Case definitions

139 Dengue is a mandatorily reportable disease, and the system relies on the notification of all 

140 suspected cases of the disease at public and private health facilities based on the initial clinical 

141 diagnosis (not laboratory confirmed) [12,15]. The primary outcome was a probable case of dengue 

142 (PDC), which includes clinical-epidemiological criteria or laboratory confirmation [13,15], as it is a 

143 more sensitive criterion for the diagnosis of dengue and is helpful in the context of epidemiological 

144 surveillance of the disease. Laboratory-confirmed dengue was defined as PCR, NS1, or IgM positive 

145 test. IgM result was only considered if performed 90 days after any vaccine dose for those vaccinated.

146 Statistical analysis

147 Incidence rates per 10,000 person-years (IR/104py) and incidence rate ratios (IRR) were 

148 calculated for both primary outcomes under consideration. These measures were determined for 

149 individuals who received at least one, two, or three vaccine doses or complete regimen as 

150 recommended compared to non-vaccinated individuals. Other secondary outcomes were evaluated in 

151 patients who received at least one dose.

152 Poisson regression was used to adjust for confounders, with the time of follow-up used as an 

153 offset. Age, sex, and municipality were included in the models. Individuals aged 9–14 and 28–44 

154 years (11.5%) were excluded, except when specific analysis by age group was performed, as they were 

155 restricted to only two municipalities.

156 Vaccine effectiveness and 95% confidence intervals (95% CIs) were calculated using the 

157 formula:                 Effectiveness = [1 - IRRa] × 100 (eq. 1)

158 where IRRa is the adjusted incidence rate ratio. Statistical analyses were performed using R 2020 

159 (version 4.0.2) and Stata® (version 15.1) [16,17]. Absolute risk reduction (ARR) and the number 
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160 necessary for vaccine (NNV) were also calculated and presented for each exposure regimen [18].

161 For sensitivity analysis, the effectiveness of PDC was evaluated considering the period from 

162 2019 onwards.

163 This study was approved by the Research Ethics Committee of the Federal University of Paraná 

164 (N# 2,308,662) and registered in the institution's Integrated Agreement Management System under 

165 Process number 23075.040144/2019-49 and published in the DOU on 04/June/ 2020.

166 Results

167 This cohort consisted of 501,208 individuals from the vaccination`s target population program, 

168 302,603 (60.4%) individuals who received at least one vaccine dose and 198,605 (39.6%) 

169 unvaccinated individuals. A total of 142,687 individuals received the three planned doses, among 

170 which 122,564 met the compliance criteria.

171 Demographic characteristics and vaccination-related aspects are shown in Table 3. A higher 

172 percentage of men received at least one vaccine dose (51.1%) and women had a higher compliance 

173 rate (52.4%). The highest frequency of dengue notifications was recorded in 2020 (44.9%).
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174

175 Among the 90,373 notifications recorded from 2016–2022, PDC numbered 50,658, of which 

176 24,219 (47.8%) in the vaccinated  group (Table 4). A total of 15,131 (16.7%) were laboratory-

177 confirmed cases with 8,364 (55.3%) in the vaccinated group. Warning signs were identified in 912 

178 cases, with 520 (57.0%) in the vaccinated group. 
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179

180 Thirty-nine severe cases were observed among PDC, 19 in the vaccinated group and 20 in the 
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181 non-vaccinated. Dengue-related deaths were reported in both groups during the study period, 5 cases 

182 in the vaccinated and 14 occurrences in the non-vaccinated (IR 0.39; 95% CI: 0.14-1.08).  Of the 1,129 

183 hospitalizations, 619 (54.0%) were in the vaccinated group, of which 16 (2.6%) involved severe forms, 

184 while of the 510 hospitalizations in the non-vaccinated group, 18 (3,5%) were severe.

185 Vaccine effectiveness on PDC ranged from 31.5% (95% CI: 29.5–33.5) to 35.1% (95% CI: 33.3– 

186 36.8) among those with two doses and those with compliance, respectively (Table 5). 

187

188 Based on laboratory- confirmed cases, overall effectiveness was 20.1 (95% CI: 17.1-22.9) 

189 for at least one dose (Table 6). It ranged from 17.5 (95% CI:12,9–21.9) among those who received 

190 two doses to 24.3% (95% CI: 20.1–28.2) for those with one dose. 
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191

192 Higher effectiveness was observed in the 28–44 age group (78.1%; 95% CI: 76.2–79.9%), 

193 irrespective of the number of vaccine doses (Table 7). Data for the 28–44 age group were limited to 

194 the municipalities of Paranaguá and Assaí. When vaccine effectiveness was stratified by serotype, it 

195 was found to be 51.9% (95% CI: 44.6–58.2) and 92.0% (95% CI: 86.2–95.4) for DENV-1 and DENV-

196 4, respectively. No effectiveness was found for DENV-2 (-10.8%; 95% CI: -23.5–0.60), and no 

197 DENV-3 cases were reported. Hospitalization was reduced among the vaccinated group (16.5%; CI: 

198 5.5 to 26.3). Dengue cases with warning signs and/or severe forms presented wide confidence intervals 

199 for effectiveness, and no definite conclusions may be drawn.
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200

201 In the sensitivity analysis, 21,252 cases were identified among individuals who received at least 

202 one dose (IR 245.2/104py) and 24,993 among non-vaccinated individuals (IR 399.1/104py). The 

203 measured vaccine effectiveness was 36.6% (95% CI: 35.4–37.8), similar to that obtained in the primary 

204 analysis with PDC.

205 Discussion

206 In this study, we report the findings on the effectiveness of dengue vaccine, administered in a 

207 large population-based cohort in 30 municipalities in Paraná, Southern Brazil [10], after six years of 

208 monitoring. Effectiveness was higher among vaccinated individuals but lower than that obtained in 

209 efficacy studies [9]. There was significant variability in vaccine effectiveness (VE) for the different 

210 viral subtypes; VE was highest for DEN-4 and DEN-1 and lowest for DEN-2 (negative VE values). 

211 The VE for serotype 3 could not be evaluated. The high prevalence of serotype 2 during the study 

212 period may explain the differences in effectiveness observed here and previous clinical trials. PDC 

213 was used as the primary endpoint as it better represents the real scenario of health services in 

214 diagnosing dengue in countries like Brazil [18].

215 Since 2014, when Brazil adopted the WHO classification for dengue, PDC has been the 
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216 parameter used for dengue disease monitoring through epidemiological surveillance [15]. The signs 

217 and symptoms of dengue are well known by health professionals in endemic areas, favoring 

218 homogeneity in diagnosing the disease among vaccinated and non-vaccinated individuals. 

219 Furthermore, it is crucial to work with probable cases to respond to epidemics promptly, as case 

220 confirmation might be expensive and time-consuming [18].

221 The challenge in anti-dengue vaccine effectiveness studies is defining the primary endpoint. 

222 Ideally, this should be based on laboratory-confirmed disease. Laboratory confirmation, however, 

223 is not feasible in regions where thousands of suspected cases of dengue occur each year. Therefore, 

224 surveillance systems conclude reported cases based on clinical-epidemiological criteria and, anti-dengue 

225 vaccine efficacy studies should consider this criterion in their analysis of results.

226 Dengue notification processes were affected by the outbreak of the large-scale Zika virus in 

227 2014, which spread across the Pacific and reached Brazil, causing an explosive epidemic in South 

228 America. Zika infection can be misdiagnosed clinically as Dengue fever, reducing the accuracy of the 

229 clinical-epidemiological diagnosis. Moreover, the high genetic similarity between both viruses 

230 contributes to a substantial cross-reactivity in the antibody responses, compromising the results of 

231 point-of-care serological tests [19].

232 However, evaluating VE using laboratory methods exclusively presents limitations. Their use 

233 depends on the availability of infrastructure and laboratory capacity, making it challenging to offer 

234 and apply these procedures universally across municipalities and healthcare sites. Testing rates 

235 differed between municipalities, although there was no significant difference in laboratory testing 

236 between vaccinated and non-vaccinated individuals. According to De Smedt et al. [20], the laboratory 

237 criterion may introduce a differential misclassification bias by underestimating effectiveness, as 

238 observed by comparing PDC-based effectiveness estimates with PCRNS1 endpoints. Furthermore, 

239 adding IgM tests to the PDC for case identification ratified the primary outcome-based evaluation.

240 The “exposure to at least one dose” criterion seems the most appropriate because it represents 
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241 the natural condition of community intervention and reflects population adherence to multiple-dose 

242 vaccinations [10]. There was no difference between compliant individuals and those who received the 

243 three doses. However, further studies are needed to compare regimens with different numbers of doses, 

244 considering different epidemiological contexts [21], the prevalence of circulating serotypes [22], and 

245 the change in vaccine recommendations concerning previous seropositivity [23-25].

246 Effectiveness was higher in older age groups. Since there is a greater probability of previous 

247 dengue infection in older individuals, these data corroborate the results of efficacy studies [7,9,26,27]. 

248 Although the basal seroprevalence of dengue in Paraná is unknown, a survey of dengue seroprevalence 

249 in a Brazilian city with a history of recurrent epidemics showed seropositivity values ranging from 63–

250 75% in the 10–19 and 40–59 years age groups, respectively [28].

251 In line with the findings of efficacy studies (CYD14 and CYD15) [9], effectiveness varied 

252 according to viral serotype, with the highest values observed for DENV-4 and DENV-1. Notably, 

253 global vaccine effectiveness is significantly associated with serotype-related efficacy and depends 

254 on identified circulating serotypes, baseline serostatus, and dengue seroprevalence during the study 

255 period [22].

256 All four dengue serotypes have been circulating in Paraná since 1995, including areas where the 

257 vaccination campaign was carried out. Throughout the epidemic years spanning from 2008 to 2016, 

258 DENV-1 predominated, with minimal circulation of DENV-2 and DENV-4, and negligible presence 

259 of DENV-3. However, in 2017, there was an important upsurge in the circulation of DENV-2. In 2019-

260 2020, it was responsible for two-thirds of cases, with a low DENV-1 (37%) and 4 (8%) circulation and 

261 the absence of DENV-3 observed. In 2021-2022, there was a rise in the DENV-1 detection, but DENV-

262 2 was predominant [4].

263 The ineffectiveness of DENV-2 observed in the study population regardless of the serostatus was 

264 previously reported by Sabchareon et al. (2012) [29] in a phase IIb Dengvaxia® efficacy study in 

265 Thailand and subsequently in the CYD14 and CYD15 studies [30]. The antigenic incompatibility 
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266 between the vaccine virus (Asian-American genotype) and DENV-2 circulating in Southeast Asia 

267 (Asian genotype 1) and the unbalanced replication of vaccine viruses is likely responsible for the 

268 variability in vaccine effectiveness against different viral types. [31]. Furthermore, Heinen et al. 

269 studies indicate that, among children who were seronegative for DENV at baseline, impaired 

270 replication of DENV-4 from the tetravalent vaccine stimulates antibodies capable of neutralizing 

271 DENV-1 and DENV-3 in vitro but not protecting in vivo [32].

272 Further, studies have shown that viruses obtained directly from infected patients' plasma are 

273 significantly more infectious than those obtained from cell cultures. Although genotypically identical, 

274 DENVs obtained in cell lines are structurally immature and hypersensitive to neutralization by human 

275 antibodies compared to DENVs of an infected patient. This phenotypic difference is due to the mature 

276 state of the virion obtained in plasma samples compared with immature particles abundantly recovered 

277 in cell cultures. In this way, the antibodies induced by the vaccine efficiently neutralize the DENVs in 

278 cell culture assays, but they are ineffective in protecting the vaccinated individual [33].

279 Tetravalent dengue vaccines have been developed on the premise that intra-serotype variability 

280 does not interfere with vaccine-generated immune responses. However, in a recent analysis of the 

281 genetic diversity of DENV-2 pre-membrane (Pre-M) and envelope (E) proteins, its genotypic variants 

282 were evaluated, and were found to be neutralized in different ways by monoclonal antibodies and 

283 polyclonal sera derived from DENV-2-infected individuals. They also showed differential responses 

284 to antibodies induced by both monovalent dengue 2 vaccines and tetravalent vaccines [34]. Therefore, 

285 a high antigenic match between vaccine strains and circulating DENVs may be essential to achieve 

286 high vaccine efficacy [30].

287 A study conducted in Brazil using clinical samples from two cities of São Paulo in 2019, a new 

288 genotype, DENV-2 III BR4, was identified. It was probably introduced in Brazil in 2014 and has 

289 replaced other DENV-2 strains circulating in the region [35]. However, in this study, we did not 

290 perform a molecular analysis of DENV-2 strains circulating in the studied municipalities. Dengue 
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291 viruses are constantly under selective pressure, with the consequent emergence of new genotypes that 

292 progressively replace previous strains. Thus, the possibility of DENV immune response evasion should 

293 be considered in designing vaccines against dengue, which will probably systematically include viral 

294 genotypes circulating in the region at that time [22, 29–31, 34]. Therefore, viral genetic surveillance 

295 studies are required to understand better the relationship between the vaccine, viral evolution, and 

296 dengue virus genotypic variability.

297 Vaccine effectiveness was not statistically significant in cases with warning signs, although this 

298 outcome was not evaluated in efficacy studies. Few severe cases or warning signs resulted in low 

299 accuracy, limiting the assessment of these outcomes. However, it is essential to note that higher 

300 incidence rates of hospitalization due to severe cases and warning signs occurred in the non-

301 vaccinated group. The increased risk of hospitalization observed among seronegative participants in 

302 follow-up studies led to recommending the vaccine only to seropositive individuals. [24,25]. The 

303 results obtained in this study refer to a population with no information about their previous disease 

304 situation. Despite this, hospitalization in dengue cases with alarming or severe signs did not pose a 

305 greater risk.

306 The present study was based on a mixed population of dengue-naïve and previously infected 

307 individuals when the vaccine was still indicated for all living in regions with high endemicity. From 

308 2018 onwards, the vaccine has only been indicated for people with previous dengue infection (i.e., 

309 seropositive) [21]. Therefore, the replication of this study is precluded. Considering future scenarios 

310 of effectiveness evaluation, given that the vaccine's efficacy is increased in baseline seropositive 

311 subjects the results of studies limited to seropositive populations would potentially be improved 

312 compared to this present study.

313 This study was conducted using secondary databases, which have some limitations. The 

314 probabilistic matching of three bases minimized these limitations, allowing us to retrieve individual 

315 information with high agreement and accuracy, exclude duplicates, and complement data. Owing to 
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316 the data sources used, we could not individually assess the socioeconomic and educational 

317 characteristics of the target population, which may be associated with vaccine adherence, health care, 

318 and the risk of dengue infection. Studies on factors affecting the acceptance of the dengue vaccine 

319 have reported controversial data regarding the effects of socioeconomic status [36,37] and schooling 

320 [36–39]. Previous experiences with dengue may also constitute confounding factors, which lead to 

321 the vaccination of individuals at a higher risk of developing dengue [37]; however, other studies have 

322 not found this association [36,39]. In our study, conditioning for a municipality variable, age, sex, 

323 and other characteristics of the municipality are controlled, as they are associated with both the 

324 exposure variable (vaccine) and the outcome (notification), minimizing these biases.

325 The vaccine has proven effective in reducing the incidence of symptomatic dengue in clinical 

326 trials, but evidence is lacking regarding the impact it would have on epidemiological surveillance. In 

327 this study, we estimated a reduction in reported PDC, representing 33.7% among individuals who 

328 received at least one dose of the vaccine.

329 DENVs are heterogeneous and dynamic, with consequent implications for vaccine research. 

330 Recent human natural dengue infection studies have shown that only the presence of anti-DENV 

331 antibodies is not enough to define neutralization and protection, as not all neutralizing antibodies are 

332 equally protective to the same degree. Therefore, the quality and quantity of anti-DENV neutralizing 

333 antibodies are critical. Most importantly, dengue research must focus on understanding DENV 

334 immunity and searching for reliable protection markers [40].

335 The evaluation of effectiveness on laboratory-confirmed cases and serotype-specific infections 

336 would have the limitation that the identification of the outcome would be conditioned to a series of 

337 known and unknown factors that affect access to diagnosis. These factors can either be a consequence 

338 of consultation patterns, also associated with vaccination adherence, or be associated with 

339 immunization outcomes (manifestations and disease severity). Thus, there would be a high risk of 

340 selection bias when focusing the analysis only on confirmed ones [37]. By estimating the impact of 
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341 vaccination on the total PDC, which more sensitively and robustly represents the burden of the disease 

342 in the health system, these results become more relevant for planning and actions on public health.
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