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Summary

Analysis of data from a U.S. inpatient surveillance network showed that updated 2023-2024
COVID-19 vaccination provided protection against hospitalization for SARS-CoV-2 XBB and JN
lineages. Clinical severity of JN lineage hospitalizations was not increased relative to XBB
lineage hospitalizations.
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Abstract

Background: Assessing COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness (VE) and severity of SARS-CoV-2
variants can inform public health risk assessments and decisions about vaccine composition.
BA.2.86 and its descendants, including JN.1 (referred to collectively as “JN lineages”), emerged

in late 2023 and exhibited substantial genomic divergence from co-circulating XBB lineages.

Methods: We analyzed patients hospitalized with COVID-19-like illness at 26 hospitals in 20
U.S. states admitted October 18, 2023—March 9, 2024. Using a test-negative, case-control
design, we estimated the effectiveness of an updated 2023-2024 (Monovalent XBB.1.5)
COVID-19 vaccine dose against sequence-confirmed XBB and JN lineage hospitalization using
logistic regression. Odds of severe outcomes, including intensive care unit (ICU) admission and
invasive mechanical ventilation (IMV) or death, were compared for JN versus XBB lineage

hospitalizations using logistic regression.

Results: 585 case-patients with XBB lineages, 397 case-patients with JN lineages, and 4,580
control-patients were included. VE in the first 7-89 days after receipt of an updated dose was
54.2% (95% CI = 36.1%-67.1%) against XBB lineage hospitalization and 32.7% (95% CI =
1.9%-53.8%) against JN lineage hospitalization. Odds of ICU admission (adjusted odds ratio
[aOR] 0.80; 95% CI = 0.46-1.38) and IMV or death (aOR 0.69; 95% CI = 0.34-1.40) were not
significantly different among JN compared to XBB lineage hospitalizations.

Conclusions: Updated 2023-2024 COVID-19 vaccination provided protection against both
XBB and JN lineage hospitalization, but protection against the latter may be attenuated by
immune escape. Clinical severity of JN lineage hospitalizations was not higher relative to XBB

lineage hospitalizations.
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Introduction

Estimating COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness (VE) against emerging SARS-CoV-2 variants and
describing their clinical severity are important for guiding public health risk assessments and
decisions about COVID-19 vaccine composition [1,2]. Updated 2023—-2024 COVID-19 vaccines
are based on the SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant XBB.1.5, the predominant lineage circulating in
the U.S. during the first half of 2023 [3]. By late 2023, several new variants had emerged,
including descendants of XBB lineages and the BA.2.86 variant [4,5].

Initially detected in Denmark and Israel [5], BA.2.86 contains >30 spike mutations compared to
XBB.1.5, many of which are associated with increased immune escape and transmissibility [6—
12]. The acquisition of the L455S mutation in BA.2.86’s descendant JN.1 was associated with
widespread global transmission, and JN.1 became the predominant SARS-CoV-2 lineage in
U.S. national genomic surveillance by January 6, 2024 [5]. Descendants of JN.1 have acquired
additional spike mutations, including R346T, F456L, and/or T572I, and have increased in
prevalence throughout early 2024 [13]. The degree of genomic divergence between BA.2.86
and descendants (hereafter referred to as “JN lineages”) and previously co-circulating XBB
lineages, combined with their rapid global spread, raised concern for potential reductions in the
effectiveness of updated 2023—-2024 COVID-19 vaccines and changes in COVID-19 disease

severity.

Early evidence indicated that BA.2.86 and JN.1 infections may be associated with a modest
degree of immune escape from updated COVID-19 vaccines [14-20], but were not associated
with more severe clinical outcomes compared to previously co-circulating XBB lineages
[17,18,21]. Additional estimates of lineage-specific VE and severity are needed given limited

evaluations that use whole-genome sequencing in their assessments.

Here, we estimate the effectiveness of an updated 2023-2024 (Monovalent XBB.1.5) COVID-19
vaccine dose (hereafter referred to as an “updated dose”) against XBB and JN lineage
hospitalization. We also evaluate relative clinical severity of JN lineage hospitalization compared

to XBB lineage hospitalization across a range of in-hospital outcomes.

Methods

Design and data collection
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This analysis was conducted by the Investigating Respiratory Viruses in the Acutely Il (IVY)
network, a multisite inpatient network comprising 26 hospitals in 20 U.S. states. The IVY
network employs a test-negative, case-control design to assess VE; methods have been
described previously [22—-25]. Briefly, site personnel prospectively enrolled patients aged =18
years admitted to IVY network hospitals who met a COVID-19-like illness case definition and
received SARS-CoV-2 clinical testing. COVID-19-like illness was defined as 21 of the following
signs and symptoms: fever, cough, shortness of breath, new or worsening findings on chest
imaging consistent with pneumonia, or hypoxemia (defined as an oxygen saturation [SpO-]
<92% or supplemental oxygen use for patients without chronic oxygen needs, or escalation of

oxygen therapy for patients on chronic supplemental oxygen).

Enrolled patients were tested for SARS-CoV-2 clinically at the local hospital, and additionally
had nasal swab specimens shipped to an IVY Network central laboratory at Vanderbilt
University Medical Center, where specimens were tested by RT-PCR for SARS-CoV-2,
influenza, and respiratory syncytial virus (RSV). In this analysis, case-patients were defined by a
positive test result for SARS-CoV-2 in either local or central laboratories for a specimen
collected within 10 days of symptom onset and 3 days of hospital admission. Control-patients
were defined by a negative result for SARS-CoV-2. Case-patients who tested positive for
influenza or RSV were excluded, while control-patients who tested positive for influenza were
also excluded due to potential correlation between COVID-19 and influenza vaccination
behaviors [26]. Demographic and clinical data were collected through electronic medical record

review and patient or proxy interview.

The current analysis included adults admitted to IVY network hospitals from October 18, 2023—
March 9, 2024. The analysis period spans the first date on which a patient enrolled in the
network was admitted with sequence-confirmed JN lineage infection and the last week during

which a patient was admitted with sequence-confirmed XBB lineage infection.

These activities were determined to be public health surveillance with waiver of informed
consent by institutional review boards at CDC and each enrolling site and were conducted in
accordance with applicable federal law and CDC policy (45 C.F.R. part 46.102(1)(2), 21 C.F.R.
part 56; 42 U.S.C. §241(d); 5 U.S.C. 8552a; 44 U.S.C. 83501 et seq).

Classification of vaccination status


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470; this version posted June 5, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available
for use under a CCO license.

Verification of COVID-19 vaccination status was performed using hospital electronic medical
records, state vaccination registries, and patient or proxy interviews. Patients were classified
into two COVID-19 vaccination groups: 1) those who received an updated 2023—-2024 COVID-
19 vaccine dose =7 days before illness onset, and 2) those who did not receive an updated
dose, comprising both patients who had received previous original monovalent and/or bivalent
COVID-19 vaccine doses and patients who had never received a COVID-19 vaccine dose. We
excluded patients if they received an updated dose <7 days before illness onset, received a
non-updated COVID-19 vaccine dose <60 days before their updated dose, received a non-
updated vaccine dose after September 10, 2023, received an updated COVID-19 vaccine dose

before September 13, 2023, or received >1 updated COVID-19 vaccine dose.

Severe in-hospital outcomes

Clinical severity of patients with JN and XBB lineage infection was characterized using severe
in-hospital outcomes from hospital presentation to the first of hospital discharge, patient death,
or hospital day 28 (Supplementary Methods) [23,24]. These outcomes included 1) supplemental
oxygen therapy (defined as supplemental oxygen at any flow rate and by any device for those
not on chronic oxygen therapy, or with escalation of oxygen therapy for patients receiving
chronic oxygen therapy); 2) advanced respiratory support (defined as new receipt of high-flow
nasal cannula, non-invasive ventilation, or invasive mechanical ventilation [IMV]); 3) intensive

care unit (ICU) admission; or 4) a composite of IMV or death.

Laboratory methods

Nasal swabs were collected from all enrolled patients and sent to Vanderbilt University Medical
Center (Nashville, Tennessee) for RT-PCR testing for SARS-CoV-2, influenza, and RSV
(Supplementary Methods). SARS-CoV-2—positive specimens were sent to the University of
Michigan (Ann Arbor, Michigan) for whole-genome sequencing to identify SARS-CoV-2
lineages. Sequencing was performed using the Oxford Nanopore Technologies Midnight
protocol on a GridION instrument. SARS-CoV-2 lineages were called using PANGO
(phylogenetic assignment of named global outbreak lineages) nomenclature (version 4.3.1).
Sequences were considered adequate for lineage identification if they had a Nextclade (version

3.4.1) completeness score >80 and a Nextclade quality control overall status of either “good” or


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470; this version posted June 5, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available
for use under a CCO license.

“mediocre”. Patients with sequences passing quality control criteria were categorized as either
having JN lineage infection/hospitalization (BA.2.86 and its descendants) or XBB lineage

infection/hospitalization (all other co-circulating lineages).

Statistical methods

Descriptive comparisons between COVID-19 case-patients with XBB or JN lineage infections
and test-negative control-patients were made using Pearson’s chi-square test for categorical

variables and the Kruskal-Wallis test for continuous variables.

Vaccine effectiveness

We estimated VE against COVID-19-associated hospitalization using multivariable logistic
regression to model the odds of case versus control status among patients with and without
updated dose receipt. Odds ratios were adjusted for age (18—-49, 50-64, 265 years), sex (male,
female), race/ethnicity (Hispanic or Latino, non-Hispanic Black, non-Hispanic White, non-
Hispanic other race, other/unknown), U.S. Health and Human Services (HHS) region, admission
date in biweekly intervals, and Charlson comorbidity index (0, 1-2, 3—-4, 5-6, =27) [27]. VE was
calculated as (1 — adjusted odds ratio) x 100% and estimates were calculated separately for
case-patients with sequence-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 XBB and JN lineage infections. We
conducted sensitivity analyses to evaluate the robustness of findings to different adjustments for

potential temporal confounding (Supplementary Results).

Clinical severity

Multivariable logistic regression was used to estimate the adjusted odds ratio of each severe in-
hospital outcome among case-patients with JN lineage hospitalizations compared to those with
XBB lineage hospitalizations. Models were adjusted for age (18-49, 50-64, 265 years), sex
(male, female), race/ethnicity (Hispanic or Latino, non-Hispanic Black, non-Hispanic White, non-
Hispanic other race, other/unknown), HHS region, admission date in biweekly intervals,
Charlson comorbidity index (0, 1-2, 3-4, 5-6, =7), and COVID-19 vaccination status (updated
dose, no updated dose). In sensitivity analyses, estimates were stratified by updated dose

receipt (in which COVID-19 vaccination status was not adjusted for in regression models) and
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COVID-19 treatment receipt, defined as receipt of COVID-19 antivirals, steroids, or
immunomodulators, for strata with sufficient sample sizes. R (version 4.1.3) was used to

conduct all analyses.

Results

Description of participants

During October 18, 2023—March 9, 2024, a total of 7,058 patients were admitted with COVID-
19-like illness and enrolled in the IVY Network from 26 hospitals in 20 U.S. states. 1,496
(21.2%) patients did not meet inclusion criteria and were removed from the analysis
(Supplementary Figure 1). Identification of a SARS-CoV-2 lineage through viral whole-genome
sequencing was successful for 62.5% (982/1570) of case-patients meeting all other inclusion
criteria. Clinical and demographic characteristics were similar among case-patients with
successfully sequenced specimens versus all case-patients (Supplementary Table 1). Among
the 5,562 patients meeting all inclusion criteria, 585 (10.5%) were case-patients with sequence-
confirmed XBB lineage infection, 397 (7.1%) were case-patients with sequence-confirmed JN

lineage infection, and 4,580 (82.3%) were test-negative control-patients.

Among the 5,562 included patients, median age was 67 years (IQR = 55-76 years), 58.9%
were non-Hispanic White, 49.9% were male, and 47.9% had a Charlson comorbidity index =5
(Table 1). Control-patients had a lower median age (65 years, IQR = 53-75 years) than case-
patients with XBB lineage (72 years, IQR = 62-80 years) or JN lineage (71 years, IQR = 60-81
years) infection (P<.001); distributions of race/ethnicity and sex were more similar (Table 1).
Control-patients had lower median Charlson comorbidity indices (4, IQR = 2—6) than case-
patients with XBB lineage (5, IQR = 3-7) or JN lineage (5, IQR = 3-7) infections (P<.001). The
prevalence of self-reported or documented previous SARS-CoV-2 infection was similar among
case-patients with JN lineage infection (27.7%) and control-patients (31.0%), but higher than
that among case-patients with XBB lineage infection (16.8%) (P<.001). A total of 53 (9.1%)
case-patients with XBB lineage infection, 78 (19.6%) case-patients with JN lineage infection,
and 844 (18.4%) control-patients had received an updated COVID-19 vaccine dose (Table 1).

The most common SARS-CoV-2 lineages among the 585 case-patients with XBB lineage
infection were HV.1 (n = 157, 26.8%), FL.1.5.1 (n = 29, 5.0%), and XBB.1.16.6 (n = 26, 4.4%).
Among the 397 case-patients with JN lineage infection, 6 (1.5%) were infected with BA.2.86 or
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BA.2.86.1, 382 (96.2%) with JN.1 or its descendants, and 9 (2.3%) with other descendants of
BA.2.86. The proportion of case-patients admitted with JN lineage infection increased steadily
beginning in December 2023, and JN lineages became predominant (>50% prevalence) by the
week ending January 6, 2024 (Figure 1).

Vaccine effectiveness

We estimated the effectiveness of an updated COVID-19 vaccine dose against COVID-19—
associated hospitalization due to XBB and JN lineage infection. VE against XBB lineage
hospitalization in the first 7-89 days after receiving an updated dose was 54.2% (95% CI =
36.1%—67.1%; median interval since updated dose = 44 days [IQR = 22-67]), and VE against
JN lineage hospitalization in the first 7-89 days was 32.7% (95% CI = 1.9%—-53.8%; median
interval since updated dose = 56 days [IQR = 31-74]) (Figure 2). VE estimates against XBB
lineage hospitalization beyond 90 days from vaccination could not be calculated due to the shift
in variant predominance from XBB to JN lineages by January 2024. VE against JN lineage
hospitalization 90-179 days after receiving an updated dose was 23.4% (95% Cl =-11.8% to
47.6%; median interval since updated dose = 118 days [IQR = 107-130]). Estimates were
similar when adjusting for time using continuous or categorical calendar time, matching on time
using conditional logistic regression, and restricting the analysis period to timeframes during

which vaccination coverage was approximately stable (Supplementary Results).

Clinical severity

Among 585 case-patients with XBB lineage infections, 366 (62.6%) received supplemental
oxygen therapy, 99 (16.9%) received advanced respiratory support, 87 (14.9%) were admitted
to an ICU, and 44 (7.5%) received IMV or died. Among 397 case-patients with JN lineage
infections, 245 (61.7%) received supplemental oxygen therapy, 76 (19.1%) received advanced
respiratory support, 61 (15.4%) were admitted to an ICU, and 32 (8.1%) received IMV or died.
The unadjusted proportions of these severe in-hospital outcomes were similar by lineage
(Figure 3). The adjusted odds ratios comparing case-patients with JN versus XBB lineage
infection for receipt of supplemental oxygen therapy (0.83; 95% CI = 0.54-1.28; P=0.40),
advanced respiratory support (0.66; 95% CI = 0.38-1.12; P=0.12), ICU admission (0.80; 95% CI
= 0.46-1.38; P=0.42), and IMV or death (0.69; 95% CI = 0.34-1.40; P=0.30) indicated no
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significant differences in clinical severity between lineage groups (Figure 3). Adjusted odds
ratios were similar when restricting to patients who received COVID-19 treatment (n = 810,
82.5% of case-patients) and to patients who did not receive an updated vaccine dose (n = 851,
86.7% of case-patients) (Supplementary Figure 4). Estimates were also similar when adjusting
for calendar time as a continuous or categorical variable and when matching on time using

conditional logistic regression (Supplementary Figure 5).

Discussion

Among adults hospitalized in this multisite surveillance network in the US with whole-genome
sequencing-based identification of SARS-CoV-2 lineages, effectiveness of an updated 2023—
2024 COVID-19 vaccine dose in the first 7-89 days was 54% (95% CI = 36%—67%) against
XBB lineage hospitalization and 33% (95% CI = 2%—54%) against JN lineage hospitalization,
with overlapping confidence intervals between the two lineage groups. These findings indicate
that despite substantial genomic divergence of JN lineages from XBB.1.5, updated COVID-19
vaccines continued to provide protection against COVID-19—associated hospitalization. Wide
confidence intervals for some estimates precluded confident assessment of the extent to which
VE differs by lineage, but point estimates suggest that protection may be lower against JN
compared to XBB lineage hospitalization. A lower point estimate for the effectiveness of an
updated dose against JN lineage hospitalization 90-179 days after receipt may indicate waning
of protection over time, but additional data are needed. We also found that patients hospitalized
with JN lineages had similar odds of multiple severe in-hospital outcomes compared to patients
hospitalized with XBB lineages, including receipt of supplemental oxygen therapy, advanced

respiratory support, ICU admission, and IMV or death.

Although the updated COVID-19 vaccine was effective against JN lineage hospitalization, the
lower VE point estimate suggests potential immune escape. This is consistent with emerging
evidence from other studies, many of which relied on proxies for determining SARS-CoV-2
lineage, such as S-gene target failure or periods of predominance from national surveillance
[13]. In an analysis from the US, VE 60-119 days after dose receipt against symptomatic JN
lineage infection determined by S-gene target failure was 49%, 11 percentage points lower than
VE against symptomatic XBB lineage infection determined by S-gene target presence [19]. In a
period-based analysis using data from the Veterans Affairs healthcare system, VE in the first 60

days against hospitalization during JN.1 predominance was 32%, 30 percentage points lower
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than VE during XBB predominance [15]. Other approaches have also been used to assess
immune escape of JN lineages from COVID-19 vaccines, including a “case-only” study design in
which the odds of updated vaccination are compared between patients infected with JN versus
XBB lineages. A study using national surveillance data in Denmark estimated an immune
escape odds ratio of 1.6 (95% CI = 1.3-2.0), indicating greater immune escape from vaccines
for JN lineage infections [17]. Differences in populations, study designs, and median time since
updated dose receipt preclude direct comparison of results, but VE point estimates were
consistently lower against JN compared to XBB lineages in these studies and in our analysis.
These findings are aligned with some immunogenicity data demonstrating slightly increased
immune escape of JN.1 compared to XBB descendants, including XBB.1.5, HV.1, and HK.3
[7,12,28].

Our results also expand upon the limited data available on clinical severity of JN lineage
infection. Analyses of data from 40 ICUs in France and national surveillance from Denmark
found no differences between JN lineages and co-circulating variants on ICU outcomes and
ICU/hospitalization risk, respectively [17,21]. A study conducted in an integrated healthcare
system in the US found evidence of decreased clinical severity of JN lineage infection for some
outcomes, including emergency department visits and hospital admission [18]. The studies
available to date and our analysis suggest that JN lineages are unlikely to have increased
apparent clinical severity compared to XBB lineages, at least in populations with widespread

infection-induced and vaccine-induced immunity against SARS-CoV-2 [29].

This analysis is subject to several limitations. First, small sample sizes in some strata due to low
uptake of updated COVID-19 vaccines and rare severe in-hospital outcomes limited the
precision of some VE and severity estimates, respectively. Second, while we attempted to
sequence specimens from all case-patients, we were unable to determine SARS-CoV-2 lineage
in a minority of patients due to low viral load and/or viral degradation. Exclusion of this subset of
patients did not appear to substantially affect VE estimates (Supplementary Results,
Supplementary Figure 6). Third, although IVY is a multisite network with hospitals in
geographically diverse locations, our results may not be generalizable to the entire US
population. Fourth, analyses did not account for previous SARS-CoV-2 infection, which may
provide protection against COVID-19—-associated hospitalization and severe outcomes. VE
estimates reported in this analysis should therefore be interpreted as the incremental benefit of
receiving an updated dose in a population with high levels of infection-induced and/or vaccine-
induced immunity [29].
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In summary, our results indicate that despite substantial genomic divergence of JN lineages
compared with XBB lineages, updated COVID-19 vaccination provided protection against JN
lineage hospitalization, although the magnitude of protection may be attenuated [6,7].
Additionally, clinical severity of JN lineage hospitalizations was not higher relative to XBB
lineage hospitalizations. In April 2024, the WHO Technical Advisory Group on COVID-19
Vaccine Composition recommended an update to COVID-19 vaccines to include a monovalent
JN.1 lineage antigen [2]. Given the potential for continued SARS-CoV-2 evolution, these results
highlight the value of estimating lineage-specific VE and clinical severity using active respiratory
illness surveillance platforms to guide public health action, including the selection of antigens for
use in future COVID-19 vaccines [1,2].

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470; this version posted June 5, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available
for use under a CCO license.

Author contributions. KCM and JD performed data analysis and drafted the manuscript. KCM,
JD, DS, FSD, AL, and WHS conceptualized the study design. JD, DS, FSD, and WHS
supervised the project. WHS acquired funding. ASL, ETM, AML, and LP conducted whole-
genome sequencing. ASL, ETM, AML, LP, MG, CC, RLG, SG, IDP, SMB, AAG, NMM, KWG,
DNH, SS, MEP, MNG, AM, NJJ, VS12, JSS, AK, CLH, AD15, JGW16, NQ, SYC, CM, JHK, BP,
MCE, IAV, MR, BS, JM, ESH, NIS, JF, YZ, CGG, NH, JDC, KNW, JPR, AB, SAS, CAJ, TWR,
JDC, PWB, JHH, and WHS collected the data. All authors contributed to critical review of the

manuscript.

Financial support. This work as supported by the United States Centers Disease Control and
Prevention [contract 75D30122C14944].

Disclaimer. The findings, conclusions, and views expressed in this presentation are those of
the authors and do not necessarily represent the official position of the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC).

Potential conflicts of interest. All authors have completed and submitted the International
Committee of Medical Journal Editors form for disclosure of potential conflicts of interest. James
D. Chappell. MD, PhD reports grant support by Merck, outside the submitted work. Manjusha
Gaglani, MBBS reports grants from CDC, CDC-Abt and CDC-Westat sponsored studies,
serving as the Emeritus Chair of TPS IDI Committee (Co-Chair from Sept 2016 - August 2022)
and ex TPS Texas RSV Taskforce Chair (May 2021- August 2022), outside the submitted work.
Robert L Gottlieb, MD, PhD reports grants or contracts to his institution from AstraZeneca, Eli
Lilly, Gilead, Johnson & Johnson, Pfizer, Regeneron, and Roivant Sciences (Kinevant
Sciences), participation on advisory boards and/or consulting fees from AbbVie, AstraZeneca,
Eli Lilly, Gilead Sciences, GSK Pharmaceuticals, and Roche, payment or honoraria for
lectures/speaker from Gilead Sciences, and Pfizer (the latter unrelated to infectious diseases),
travel support from Gilead Sciences, de minimis investment in AbCellera, and a gift-in-kind to
his institution from Gilead Sciences to facilitate an unrelated academic-sponsored clinical trial
(NCT03383419), outside the submitted work. Carlos G. Grijalva, MD MPH reports research
support from CDC, NIH, AHRQ, Syneos Health and FDA, and has served in a Scientific
Advisory Board for Merck, outside the submitted work. Natasha Halasa reports current funding
from Merck and served on an advisory board for CSL-Seqirus, outside the submitted work.
Adam S. Lauring, MD, PhD reports funding from NIAID, CDC, MDHHS, Burroughs Wellcome
Fund, and consulting fees from Roche, outside the submitted work. Ithan D. Peltan reports
funding from the National Institute of General Medical Studies (R35GM151147), grants from

14


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470; this version posted June 5, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available
for use under a CCO license.

NIH and Janssen Pharmaceuticals, and funding to his institution from Regeneron and Bluejay
Diagnostics, outside the submitted work. Mayur Ramesh MD reports participating as an
unbranded speaker for AstraZeneca, and serving on an advisory board for Pfizer and Moderna,
outside the submitted work. Ivana A. Vaughn reports grant funding from CDC via University of
Michigan for US Flu VE Network, as well as eMaxHealth, outside the submitted work. Michelle
Ng Gong reports funding from NIH and serving on a scientific advisory panel for Regeneron,
Radiometer, Novartis, Philips Healthcare, and serving on the DSMB for clinical trials for NIH and
nutrition, outside the submitted work. Catherine L. Hough, MD MSc reports funding from NIH,
outside the submitted work. No other potential conflicts of interest were disclosed.

15


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470; this version posted June 5, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available
for use under a CCO license.

References

1. GrantR, Sacks JA, Abraham P, Chunsuttiwat S, Cohen C, Figueroa JP, et al. When to
update COVID-19 vaccine composition. Nat Med. 2023;29: 776-780.

2. Statement on the antigen composition of COVID-19 vaccines. [cited 2 May 2024].
Available: https://www.who.int/news/item/26-04-2024-statement-on-the-antigen-
composition-of-covid-19-vaccines

3. MaKC, Shirk P, Lambrou AS, Hassell N, Zheng X-Y, Payne AB, et al. Genomic
Surveillance for SARS-CoV-2 Variants: Circulation of Omicron Lineages - United States,
January 2022-May 2023. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2023;72: 651-656.

4. Kosugi Y, Plianchaisuk A, Putri O, Uriu K, Kaku Y, Hinay AA Jr, et al. Characteristics of the
SARS-CoV-2 omicron HK.3 variant harbouring the FLip substitution. Lancet Microbe. 2024.
doi:10.1016/S2666-5247(23)00373-7

5. Lambrou AS, South E, Ballou ES, Paden CR, Fuller JA, Bart SM, et al. Early Detection and
Surveillance of the SARS-CoV-2 Variant BA.2.86 - Worldwide, July-October 2023. MMWR
Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2023;72: 1162-1167.

6. Planas D, Staropoli I, Michel V, Lemoine F, Donati F, Prot M, et al. Distinct evolution of
SARS-CoV-2 Omicron XBB and BA.2.86/JN.1 lineages combining increased fitness and
antibody evasion. Nat Commun. 2024;15: 2254.

7. Wang Q, Guo Y, Bowen A, Mellis IA, Valdez R, Gherasim C, et al. XBB.1.5 monovalent
MRNA vaccine booster elicits robust neutralizing antibodies against XBB subvariants and
JN.1. Cell Host Microbe. 2024;32: 315-321.e3.

8. Kaku Y, Okumura K, Padilla-Blanco M, Kosugi Y, Uriu K, Hinay AA Jr, et al. Virological
characteristics of the SARS-CoV-2 JN.1 variant. Lancet Infect Dis. 2024;24: e82.

9. UriuK, Ito J, Kosugi Y, Tanaka YL, Mugita Y, Guo Z, et al. Transmissibility, infectivity, and
immune evasion of the SARS-CoV-2 BA.2.86 variant. Lancet Infect Dis. 2023;23: e460—
e461.

10. Sheward DJ, Yang Y, Westerberg M, Oling S, Muschiol S, Sato K, et al. Sensitivity of the
SARS-CoV-2 BA.2.86 variant to prevailing neutralising antibody responses. Lancet Infect
Dis. 2023;23: e462—-e463.

11. Yang S, Yu Y, Jian F, Song W, Yisimayi A, Chen X, et al. Antigenicity and infectivity
characterisation of SARS-CoV-2 BA.2.86. Lancet Infect Dis. 2023;23: e457—e459.

12. Yang S, YuY, Xu Y, Jian F, Song W, Yisimayi A, et al. Fast evolution of SARS-CoV-2
BA.2.86 to JN.1 under heavy immune pressure. Lancet Infect Dis. 2024;24: e70—e72.

13. CDC. COVID Data Tracker Variant Proportions. [cited 16 May 2024]. Available:
https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#variant-proportions

14. Levy ME, Chilunda V, Heaton PR, McKeen D, Goldman JD, Davis RE, et al. XBB.1.5
MRNA COVID-19 vaccination and inpatient or emergency department visits among adults

16


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470; this version posted June 5, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available
for use under a CCO license.

infected with SARS-CoV-2 JN.1 and XBB-lineage variants. bioRxiv. 2024.
doi:10.1101/2024.03.05.24303796

15. Caffrey AR, Appaneal HJ, Lopes VV, Puzniak L, Zasowski EJ, Jodar L, et al. Effectiveness
of BNT162b2 XBB vaccine in the US Veterans Affairs Healthcare System. medRxiv. 2024.
p. 2024.04.05.24305063. doi:10.1101/2024.04.05.24305063

16. Huiberts AJ, Hoeve CE, de Gier B, Cremer J, van der Veer B, de Melker HE, et al.
Effectiveness of Omicron XBB.1.5 vaccine against infection with SARS-CoV-2 Omicron
XBB and JN.1 variants, prospective cohort study, the Netherlands, October 2023 to
January 2024. Euro Surveill. 2024;29: 2400109.

17. Moustsen-Helms IR, Bager P, Graakjeer Larsen T, Mgller FT, Skafte Vestergaard L, Engbo
Christiansen L, et al. Relative Vaccine Protection, Disease Severity and Symptoms
Associated with Infection with SARS-CoV-2 Omicron Subvariant Ba.2.86 and Descendent
Jn.1: A Danish Nationwide Register-Based Study. 2024. doi:10.2139/ssrn.4716761

18. Lewnard JA, Mahale P, Malden D, Hong V, Ackerson BK, Lewin BJ, et al. Title: Immune
escape and attenuated severity associated with the SARS-CoV-BA.2.86/IN.1 lineage.
doi:10.1101/2024.04.17.24305964

19. Link-Gelles R, Ciesla AA, Mak J, Miller JD, Silk BJ, Lambrou AS, et al. Early Estimates of
Updated 2023-2024 (Monovalent XBB.1.5) COVID-19 Vaccine Effectiveness Against
Symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 Infection Attributable to Co-Circulating Omicron Variants Among
Immunocompetent Adults - Increasing Community Access to Testing Program, United
States, September 2023-January 2024. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2024;73: 77-83.

20. Shrestha NK, Burke PC, Nowacki AS, Gordon SM. Effectiveness of the 2023-2024
Formulation of the Coronavirus Disease 2019 mRNA Vaccine. Clin Infect Dis. 2024.
doi:10.1093/cid/ciael32

21. de Prost N, Audureau E, Guillon A, Handala L, Preau S, Guigon A, et al. Clinical
phenotypes and outcomes associated with SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant JN.1 in critically ill
COVID-19 patients: a prospective, multicenter cohort study. medRxiv. 2024. p.
2024.03.11.24304075. doi:10.1101/2024.03.11.24304075

22. Surie D, DeCuir J, Zhu Y, Gaglani M, Ginde AA, Douin DJ, et al. Early Estimates of Bivalent
MRNA Vaccine Effectiveness in Preventing COVID-19-Associated Hospitalization Among
Immunocompetent Adults Aged 265 Years - IVY Network, 18 States, September 8-
November 30, 2022. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2022;71: 1625-1630.

23. Surie D. Disease Severity of Respiratory Syncytial Virus Compared with COVID-19 and
Influenza Among Hospitalized Adults Aged =60 Years — IVY Network, 20 U.S. States,
February 2022—-May 2023. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2023;72.
doi:10.15585/mmwr.mm7240a2

24. DeCuir J, Surie D, Zhu Y, Lauring AS, Gaglani M, McNeal T, et al. Durability of protection
from original monovalent and bivalent COVID-19 vaccines against COVID-19-associated
hospitalization and severe in-hospital outcomes among adults in the United States —
September 2022—August 2023. medRxiv. 2024. p. 2024.01.07.24300910.
doi:10.1101/2024.01.07.24300910

17


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470; this version posted June 5, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available
for use under a CCO license.

DeCuir J, Payne AB, Self WH, Rowley EAK, Dascomb K, DeSilva MB, et al. Interim
Effectiveness of Updated 2023-2024 (Monovalent XBB.1.5) COVID-19 Vaccines Against
COVID-19-Associated Emergency Department and Urgent Care Encounters and
Hospitalization Among Immunocompetent Adults Aged =18 Years - VISION and IVY
Networks, September 2023-January 2024. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2024;73: 180—
188.

Doll MK, Pettigrew SM, Ma J, Verma A. Effects of Confounding Bias in Coronavirus
Disease 2019 (COVID-19) and Influenza Vaccine Effectiveness Test-Negative Designs Due
to Correlated Influenza and COVID-19 Vaccination Behaviors. Clin Infect Dis. 2022;75:
e564—e571.

Charlson ME, Carrozzino D, Guidi J, Patierno C. Charlson Comorbidity Index: A Critical
Review of Clinimetric Properties. Psychother Psychosom. 2022;91: 8-35.

Jian F, Yisimayi A, Song W, Wang J, Xu Y, Chen X, et al. Humoral immunogenicity
comparison of XBB and JN.1 in human infections. bioRxiv. 2024. p. 2024.04.19.590276.
doi:10.1101/2024.04.19.590276

2022-2023 Nationwide COVID-19 Infection- and Vaccination-Induced Antibody
Seroprevalence (Blood donations). In: CDC COVID Data Tracker [Internet]. [cited 31 May
2024]. Available: https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#nationwide-blood-donor-
seroprevalence-2022

18


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470; this version posted June 5, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available
for use under a CCO license.

80,

60/ -

40/

201

Number of case patients

Admission week*
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Figure 1. Number of COVID-19 case-patients by hospital admission week and SARS-CoV-
2 lineage — IVY Network, 26 Hospitals, October 18, 2023—-March 9, 2024. Identification of a
SARS-CoV-2 lineage was determined by viral whole-genome sequencing. For analytic
purposes, SARS-CoV-2 lineage categories “BA.2.86 or BA.2.86.1,” “JN.1 or descendants,” and

“Other JN lineages” were grouped and collectively referred to as “JN lineages.”

* Dates are for the end of the admission week.
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Table 1. Characteristics of adults hospitalized with COVID-19-like illness by case-control
(COVID-19 testing) status and SARS-CoV-2 lineage — IVY Network, 26 Hospitals, October

18, 2023-March 9, 2024.

Vaccination status?®
Updated (2023-2024) dose
No updated dose

Age

Median (IQR)

Age group

18-49

50-64

265

Male

Race/ethnicity

Hispanic

Non-Hispanic Black
Non-Hispanic White
Non-Hispanic, other raceP
Otherec

HHS region®

Region 1

Region 2

Region 3

Region 4

Region 5

Region 6

Region 7

Region 8

Region 9

Region 10

Charlson Comorbidity Index
0

1-2

XBB lineage

case
(N=585)

53 (9.1%)
532 (90.9%)

72 (62, 80)

64 (10.9%)
103 (17.6%)
418 (71.5%)
302 (51.6%)

69 (11.8%)
91 (15.6%)
385 (65.8%)
20 (3.4%)
20 (3.4%)

154 (26.3%)
24 (4.1%)

3 (0.5%)

80 (13.7%)
79 (13.5%)
61 (10.4%)
18 (3.1%)
74 (12.6%)
75 (12.8%)
17 (2.9%)

35 (6.0%)
65 (11.1%)

JN lineage
case
(N=397)

78 (19.6%)
319 (80.4%)

71 (60, 81)

53 (13.4%)
80 (20.2%)
264 (66.5%)
202 (50.9%)

43 (10.8%)
74 (18.6%)
251 (63.2%)
18 (4.5%)
11 (2.8%)

121 (30.5%)
19 (4.8%)

9 (2.3%)

40 (10.1%)
51 (12.8%)
48 (12.1%)
13 (3.3%)
47 (11.8%)
37 (9.3%)
12 (3.0%)

21 (5.3%)
50 (12.6%)

Test-
negative
control
(N=4580)

844 (18.4%)
3736 (81.6%)

65 (53, 75)

956 (20.9%)
1248 (27.2%)
2376 (51.9%)
2274 (49.7%)

588 (12.8%)
1032 (22.5%)
2642 (57.7%)

165 (3.6%)
153 (3.3%)

771 (16.8%)
285 (6.2%)
75 (1.6%)
700 (15.3%)
623 (13.6%)
548 (12.0%)
176 (3.8%)
872 (19.0%)
378 (8.3%)
152 (3.3%)

438 (9.6%)
802 (17.5%)

Overall
(N=5562)

975 (17.5%)
4587 (82.5%)

67 (55, 76)

1073 (19.3%)
1431 (25.7%)
3058 (55.0%)
2778 (49.9%)

700 (12.6%)
1197 (21.5%)
3278 (58.9%)

203 (3.6%)
184 (3.3%)

1046 (18.8%)
328 (5.9%)
87 (1.6%)
820 (14.7%)
753 (13.5%)
657 (11.8%)
207 (3.7%)
993 (17.9%)
490 (8.8%)
181 (3.3%)

494 (8.9%)
917 (16.5%)
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XBBlineage  INfineage i Overal

(N=585) (N=397) (N":‘i{ggg)' (N=5562)

34 155(265%)  O1(22.9%) 1242 (27.1%) 1488 (26.8%)

5-6  181(30.9%) 119 (30.0%) 1074 (23.4%) 1374 (24.7%)

57 149 (255%) 116 (29.2%) 1024 (22.4%) 1289 (23.2%)
Previous SARS-CoV-2
infection®

Yes  98(16.8%) 110 (27.7%) 1419 (31.0%) 1627 (29.3%)

No 396 (67.7%)
91 (15.6%)

246 (62.0%)
41 (10.3%)

2648 (57.8%)
513 (11.2%)

3290 (59.2%)

Unknown 645 (11.6%)

Percentages are column percentages.

a Patients were classified into two COVID-19 vaccination groups: 1) receipt of an updated 2023-
2024 COVID-19 vaccine dose 27 days before iliness onset, and 2) no receipt of an updated
dose, comprising both patients who had received previous original monovalent and/or bivalent

COVID-19 vaccine doses and patients who have never received a COVID-19 vaccine dose.

b “Non-Hispanic, other race” includes American Indian or Alaska Native, Asian, and Native

Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander categories, which were combined because of small counts.

¢ “Other” includes patients who self-reported their race and ethnicity as “Other” and those for

whom race and ethnicity were unknown.

4 Hospitals by HHS region included Region 1: Baystate Medical Center (Springfield,
Massachusetts), Beth Israel Deaconess Medical Center (Boston, Massachusetts), and Yale
University (New Haven, Connecticut); Region 2: Montefiore Medical Center (New York, New
York); Region 3: Johns Hopkins Hospital (Baltimore, Maryland); Region 4: Emory University
Medical Center (Atlanta, Georgia), University of Miami Medical Center (Miami, Florida),
Vanderbilt University Medical Center (Nashville, Tennessee), and Wake Forest University
Baptist Medical Center (Winston-Salem, North Carolina); Region 5: Cleveland Clinic (Cleveland,
Ohio), Hennepin County Medical Center (Minneapolis, Minnesota), Henry Ford Health (Detroit,
Michigan), The Ohio State University Wexner Medical Center (Columbus, Ohio), and University
of Michigan Hospital (Ann Arbor, Michigan); Region 6: Baylor Scott & White Medical Center
(Temple, Texas) and Baylor Scott & White Health, Baylor University Medical Center (Dallas,
Texas); Region 7: Barnes-Jewish Hospital (St. Louis, Missouri) and University of lowa Hospitals

(lowa City, lowa); Region 8: Intermountain Medical Center (Murray, Utah), UCHealth University
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of Colorado Hospital (Aurora, Colorado), and University of Utah (Salt Lake City, Utah); Region
9: Stanford University Medical Center (Stanford, California), Ronald Reagan UCLA Medical
Center (Los Angeles, California), and University of Arizona Medical Center (Tucson, Arizona);
and Region 10: Oregon Health & Science University Hospital (Portland, Oregon) and University
of Washington (Seattle, Washington).

¢ Previous SARS-CoV-2 infection was defined as any self-reported or documented previous

infection.

Abbreviations: IQR = interquartile range; HHS = U.S. Department of Health and Human

Services
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No. of vaccinated
COVID-19 case-
patients/total no.

No. of vaccinated
control-
patients/total no.

Median days
since updated
dose among

Median days
since updated

Adjusted vaccine
dose among

effectiveness %

COVID-19 S f control- _patient nati
Lineage vaccination status of cast:a;:)atlents poaﬁce?,::srz%) CaSe“EaRl)en s contrn(::llaﬁtlents (95% CI)
XBB Updated dose 7-89 47/579 568/4304 44 47 542
days before illness onset (8.1) (13.2) (22-67) (26-68) (36.1 to 67.1)
XBB Updated dose 90-179 6/538 276/4012 92 118
days before illness onset (1.1) (6.9) (91-105) (106-131) a
N Updated dose 7-89 38/357 568/4304 56 47 327 .
days before illness onset (10.6) (13.2) (31-74) (26-68) (1.9t0 53.8) )
N Updated dose 90-179 40/359 276/4012 118 118 23.4 .
days before illness onset (11.1) (6.9) (107-130) (106-131) (-11.8 to 47.6) )

Figure 2. Effectiveness of updated 2023-2024 (monovalent XBB.1.5) COVID-19 vaccination against COVID-19-associated
hospitalization from XBB and JN lineage infection — IVY Network, 26 Hospitals, October 18, 2023—-March 9, 2024. Vaccine

-20 0

80 100

Effectiveness of updated 2023-2024 COVID-19
vaccination against COVID-19—associated hospitalization

effectiveness was calculated as (1 — adjusted odds ratio) x 100% with odds ratios calculated using multivariable logistic regression

adjusting for age, sex, race/ethnicity, HHS region, admission date in biweekly intervals, and Charlson comorbidity index.

aBased on timing of recommendations to receive updated 2023-2024 COVID-19 vaccines and JN lineage emergence, limited

numbers of individuals with XBB infection were 90-179 days from their updated dose, precluding estimation of VE within this stratum.

23


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470

® Some estimates are imprecise, which might be due to a relatively small number of persons in each level of vaccination or case
status. This imprecision indicates that the actual vaccine effectiveness could be substantially different from the point estimate shown,

and estimates should therefore be interpreted with caution.

Abbreviations: IQR = interquartile range; Cl = confidence interval; HHS = U.S. Department of Health and Human Services

24


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470

Severe in-
hospital
outcomes

No. of JN lineage
patients with

outcome/total no.
of JN lineage (%)

No. of XBB lineage
patients with
outcomei/total no.
of XBB lineage (%)

Adjusted odds
ratio (95% ClI)

P-value

Supplemental oxygen
therapy °

Advanced respiratory
support °

ICU admission

Invasive mechanical
ventilation or death

245/397
(61.7)

76/397
(19.1)
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Figure 3. Adjusted odds ratios of severe in-hospital outcomes among adults hospitalized with COVID-19 (JN versus XBB
lineage hospitalization) — IVY Network, 26 Hospitals, October 18, 2023—-March 9, 2024. Multivariable logistic regression was

used to estimate the odds of each outcome among patients with JN versus XBB lineage infection adjusting for age, sex,

race/ethnicity, HHS region, admission date in biweekly intervals, Charlson comorbidity index, and COVID-19 vaccination status.

a Supplemental oxygen therapy was defined as supplemental oxygen at any flow rate and by any device for those not on chronic

oxygen therapy, or with escalation of oxygen therapy for patients receiving chronic oxygen therapy.
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b Advanced respiratory support was defined as new receipt of high-flow nasal cannula, non-invasive ventilation, or invasive

mechanical ventilation.

Abbreviations: Cl = confidence interval; ICU = intensive care unit; IMV = invasive mechanical ventilation

26


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.04.24308470

