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Abstract  

Introduction: In the post-pandemic era, people with underlying medical conditions continue to 

be at increased risk for severe COVID-19 disease, yet COVID-19 vaccination uptake remains 

low. This study estimated the clinical and economic impact of updated 2023/24 Moderna 

COVID-19 vaccination among high-risk adults versus no updated vaccination and versus 

updated Pfizer/BioNTech vaccination. 

Methods: A static Markov model was adapted for high-risk adults, including 

immunocompromised (IC), chronic lung disease (CLD), chronic kidney disease (CKD), 

cardiovascular disease (CVD), and diabetes mellitus (DM) populations in the United States.  

Results: Vaccination with the updated Moderna vaccine at current coverage rates was 

estimated to prevent considerable COVID-19 hospitalizations in CLD (101,309), DM (97,358), 

CVD (47,830), IC (14,834) and CKD (13,558) populations versus no updated vaccination. 

Vaccination also provided net medical cost savings of $399M–2,129M (healthcare payer) and 

$457M–2,531M (societal perspective), depending on population. The return-on-investment was 

positive across all conditions ($1.10–$2.60 gain for every $1 invested). Healthcare savings 

increased with a relative 10% increase in current vaccination coverage ($439M–$2,342M), and 

from meeting US 2030 targets of 70% coverage ($1,096M–$5,707M). Based on higher vaccine 

effectiveness observed in real-world evidence studies, updated Moderna vaccination was 

estimated to prevent additional COVID-19 hospitalizations in DM (13,105), CLD (10,359), CVD 

(6,241), IC (1,979), and CKD (942) versus Pfizer/BioNTech’s updated vaccine, with healthcare 

payer and societal cost savings, making it the dominant strategy. Healthcare savings per patient 
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vaccinated with Moderna versus Pfizer/BioNTech’s updated vaccine were $31-59, depending on 

population. Results were robust across sensitivity/scenario analyses. 

Conclusions: Updated 2023/24 Moderna COVID-19 vaccination was estimated to provide 

significant health benefits through prevention of COVID-19 in high-risk populations, and cost-

savings to healthcare payers and society, versus no vaccination and updated Pfizer/BioNTech 

vaccination. Increasing current low COVID-19 vaccination coverage rates was estimated to be 

cost-saving while preventing many more severe infections and hospitalizations in these high-

risk populations. 

 

Keywords: cardiovascular disease, chronic kidney disease, chronic lung disease, COVID-19, 

diabetes, immunocompromised, vaccination 

Key Summary Points  

Why carry out this study? 

• In the US, people with underlying medical conditions continue to be at high risk of severe 

COVID-19, yet vaccination rates are low.  

• The CDC recommends an updated 2024/25 COVID-19 vaccination for everyone aged >6 

months.  

• The objective of this study was to estimate the clinical benefits and cost-effectiveness of 

updated 2023/24 Moderna COVID-19 vaccination in people with high-risk conditions, 

versus no updated vaccination, and versus updated Pfizer/BioNTech COVID-19 

vaccination. 

What was learned from the study? 

• COVID-19 vaccination with the updated Moderna mRNA vaccine of people with underlying 

medical conditions at high-risk of severe COVID-19 was cost-saving versus no updated 

vaccination.  It also provided more health gains with cost savings versus Pfizer/BioNTech, 

making it the dominant strategy. 

• For every $1 spent on vaccination, the updated Moderna vaccination provided a return-on-

investment of $1.10–$2.60 versus no updated vaccination, depending on the high-risk 

population. Healthcare cost savings were $31-59 per patient vaccinated with Moderna’s 

versus Pfizer/BioNTech’s updated vaccination, depending on the high-risk population. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369


3 
 

• A relative 10% increase in vaccination coverage rates prevented 10% more hospitalizations 

and deaths, and increased healthcare and societal cost savings in all high-risk populations, 

with the potential for significant health and financial benefits with greater vaccine coverage 

rates. 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369


4 
 

1. Introduction 

Even in the post-COVID-19 pandemic era, COVID-19 remains the most frequent cause of 

respiratory hospitalizations in the United States (US), surpassing both influenza and respiratory 

syncytial virus in winter 2022/23 and winter 2023/24 [1]. COVID-19 was the 10th leading cause 

of death in 2023 [2]. The Center for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) continues to 

recommend  COVID-19 vaccination universally for everyone six months and older, to protect 

against potentially serious outcomes of COVID-19 [3]. To match circulating variants more 

closely, the CDC recommended vaccines targeting the XBB1.5 sublineage for vaccination in Fall 

2023/24 [4], and updated vaccines targeting the KP.2 sublineage of JN.1 from June 2024 [5].  

While all individuals are susceptible to severe outcomes following SARS-CoV-2 infection, the 

CDC recognizes that certain subgroups of the US population continue to be at higher risk of 

severe COVID-19 disease. In addition to adults aged ≥65 years, individuals with specific 

underlying medical conditions such as chronic lung disease (CLD), chronic kidney disease 

(CKD), cardiovascular disease (CVD), diabetes mellitus (DM), and people who are 

immunocompromised (IC) were identified as being at higher risk for severe outcomes [6]. For 

these groups, vaccination remains a priority to prevent morbidity and mortality due to COVID-19 

[6]. There are an estimated 176 million (M) US adults (75.4% of the population) with at least one 

medical condition, 40.3% with ≥2, and 18.5% with ≥3 medical conditions. There are an 

estimated 129M adults <65 years of age with at least one risk factor that places them at 

increased risk of COVID-19 [7]. Moreover, studies have found that the risk of severe COVID-19 

outcomes is higher in people with multiple underlying conditions [8]. 

COVID-19 hospitalization costs [9] and medical costs in the year following acute infection [10] 

were shown to be higher in patients with underlying medical conditions. Thus, COVID-19 can 

contribute to increasing the already high healthcare costs related to underlying conditions e.g., 

around $70 billion for CLD (asthma and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease) [11]; $87.2 

billion for Medicare beneficiaries with CKD [12]; $400 billion for CVD risk factor care (projected 

to triple by 2050) [13]; and $306.6 billion for DM medical costs [14]. The 2023/24 COVID-19 

vaccination coverage in the general population was low at 15.6% among 18–49-year-olds, 

24.6% among 50–64-year-olds, and 37.4% among ≥65-year-olds [15], thus many high-risk 

individuals in the US remain vulnerable to severe COVID-19. 

Three COVID-19 vaccines are currently available in the US: mRNA vaccines from Moderna and 

Pfizer/BioNTech (both recommended for individuals aged ≥6 months) and a protein-based 

vaccine from Novavax (recommended for individuals aged ≥12 years). There are differences 
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between the Moderna and Pfizer/BioNTech mRNA vaccines (e.g., formulation, delivery system, 

and dosage [16]). Real-world evidence studies comparing the COVID-19 mRNA vaccines 

(Moderna mRNA-1273 and Pfizer-BioNTech BNT162b2) in populations with underlying medical 

conditions found differences in vaccine effectiveness between the two vaccines e.g., in studies 

of bivalent original/Omicron BA4-5 containing vaccines [17, 18], and in a recent systematic 

literature review and GRADE meta-analysis, which showed significantly reduced risks with the 

mRNA-1273 versus BNT162b2 vaccine, of SARS-CoV-2 infection (RR 0.85 [95% CI, 0.79-0.92], 

severe SARS-CoV-2 infection (RR 0.83 [95% CI, 0.78–0.89]), COVID-19 related hospitalization 

(RR 0.88 [95% CI, 0.82–0.94]), and COVID-19 related death (RR 0.84 [95% CI, 0.76–0.93]) [19]. 

As SARS-CoV-2 continues to evolve, it is important for decision-makers, public health officials, 

and healthcare practitioners to understand the clinical and economic benefits of current 

vaccination programs as well as the benefits associated with increasing vaccination rates, to 

optimize clinical management by minimizing disease burden at the individual and system level, 

especially for those with high-risk conditions.  

The objective of this analysis was to estimate the clinical and economic impact of updated 

2023/24 COVID-19 vaccination, by comparing vaccination with the updated Moderna COVID-19 

vaccine versus no updated vaccination in adults ≥18 years with underlying medical conditions 

(i.e., IC, CVD, DM, CKD, or CLD) associated with increased risk for severe COVID-19. In addition, 

the potential cost-effectiveness of vaccination with Moderna’s versus Pfizer/BioNTech’s 

updated vaccines was assessed, assuming comparable differences in VE as those observed 

[17]. A previously published economic model [20, 21] was updated for this analysis. 

 

2. Methods 

A published static Markov model developed in Excel [20, 21] was adapted for the US, to assess 

the cost-effectiveness of updated Moderna COVID-19 vaccination versus no vaccination with 

any 2023/24 updated vaccine in a primary analysis, in high-risk adults previously diagnosed 

with the following conditions: IC or had CLD, DM, CVD, or CKD (previously defined [22-27]). 

Vaccination and healthcare costs were included (healthcare payer perspective), as well as lost 

productivity costs (societal perspective). The model time horizon was one year, from September 

1st, 2023, to August 31st, 2024. In a secondary analysis, the clinical impact and cost-

effectiveness of vaccination with Moderna’s versus Pfizer/BioNTech’s updated vaccines was 

compared.  
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2.1. Model overview 

The cohort in the static Markov model began in the ‘Well’ health state and had a given risk of 

symptomatic infection each month based on the projected monthly COVID-19 incidence. The 

risk of infection was lower for those vaccinated. Progression pathways through the model are 

illustrated in the decision tree (Fig. 1). COVID-19 deaths were assumed to only occur in 

hospitalized cases, and all infected individuals could develop long COVID.  

Fig 1. Decision tree model overview based on [21] 

 

ICU: intensive care unit; *risk of inpatient care dependent on vaccination status; **post-infection 

consequences in survivors included a risk of long COVID, stratified by hospitalization status. 

2.2. Input parameters and model assumptions 

2.2.1. Population 

The model population included US adults (≥18 years) with highly prevalent (including among 

young adults) underlying conditions associated with higher risk for severe COVID-19 outcomes 

i.e., CLD, DM, CVD, CKD and IC populations [17]  (Table S1). Each population was assessed 

separately, as adults may have multiple high-risk conditions [7]. The population sizes were as 

follows for individuals with: CLD 37.0M [22]; DM 29.3M [23]; CVD 16.6M [24]; IC 7.0M [25]; and 

CKD 3.7M based on adults diagnosed/aware of CKD, assuming that 90% of an estimated 37M 

US adults living with CKD are undiagnosed, or not aware of having CKD [26, 27]. The distribution 

across model age groups was based on single-year US general population estimates [28] and 

prevalence data [25, 29].  
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2.2.2. Incidence  

Monthly symptomatic COVID-19 incidence (Table S2) was informed by a dynamic Susceptible-

Exposed-Infected-Recovered (SEIR) model developed for the US, calibrated to ensure the model 

predicted a valid number of infections [30]. 

2.2.3. Vaccine effectiveness and coverage 

This analysis for updated vaccination in 2023/24 considered the XBB1.5 vaccine, however, it 

should be noted that the 2023/24 COVID-19 vaccines and prior formulations are no longer 

authorized for use in the US.  

Initial vaccine effectiveness (VE) of the updated Moderna COVID-19 XBB1.5 vaccine in high-risk 

populations was based on analysis of claims data from September 12th  to December 31st, 2023 

[31]. After the first month of vaccination, monthly linear waning rates for protection against 

infection and hospitalization were applied, assuming the same waning rates of a monovalent 

booster dose against omicron during an omicron-dominant period, assessed in a meta-analysis 

[32]. This was in line with previous economic analyses of COVID-19 vaccination in the US [30] 

and in IC populations in Canada and France [20, 21]. VE against infection was 34.50% (with 

waning of 4.75% per month) and VE against hospitalization was 58.70% (with waning of 1.37% 

per month) (Table S7). 

The VE for the updated Pfizer/BioNTech COVID-19 vaccine was estimated by applying a relative 

vaccine effectiveness (rVE) to the VE estimates of Moderna’s updated COVID-19 vaccine (Table 

S7). The rVEs were based on a large database analysis comparing the bivalent (original/ 

Omicron BA.4/BA.5) COVID-19 mRNA vaccines from Moderna (mRNA1273.222) and 

Pfizer/BioNTech (BNT162b2) [17], which included data in adults with CLD, DM, CVD and IC 

adults. The same linear VE waning rates were applied for Moderna’s and Pfizer/BioNTech’s 

vaccines. 

The base-case considered one-dose vaccination starting in September 2023. Vaccination 

coverage (Table S8) was based on cumulative observed COVID-19 vaccination coverage 

between September 24, 2023 and February 24, 2024 (2023/24 season), reported by the CDC 

[15]. Uptake was assumed to occur over a six-month period between September 2023 and 

February 2024, based on observed uptake, and was assumed to be the same for both vaccines.  

Vaccinated individuals could experience vaccine-related adverse events: grade 3 local (4.90%) 

or systemic (7.61%) infection-related events, anaphylaxis (0.0005%) and myocarditis/ 

pericarditis (ages 18–39 only, 0.0018%) [30]. The risk of adverse events was assumed equal for 
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Moderna’s and Pfizer/BioNTech’s updated vaccines, and based on the previous US economic 

analysis for COVID-19 in the general population [30]. 

2.2.4. Probabilities  

The proportion of patients not hospitalized with outpatient care (41.00%) was based on 

influenza data (CDC 2019/20 influenza season) [33]. The rate of hospitalization given 

symptomatic COVID-19 infection in the unvaccinated general population (10.54% for adults) 

[31] was adjusted for high-risk groups by applying a risk ratio (RR) from data on disease burden 

in patients with medical conditions [29, 34] i.e., CLD RR of 1.52; DM RR of 2.01; CVD RR of 1.59; 

IC RR of 1.20; and CKD RR of 1.89. Although the COVID-19 hospitalization rate is expected to 

increase with age [35], the model conservatively assumed the same hospitalization rate across 

all age groups (Supplemental File S1, Table S3).  

For CKD, CLD, CVD and DM patients, the distribution by in-hospital level of care (no ICU or 

ventilator; ICU only; ventilator) was derived from the CDC COVID-NET hospitalizations tracker in 

the season 2023/24 [36]. Due to the lack of condition-specific data, the general population 

estimates were assumed to be applicable for these populations. The distribution for the IC 

population was estimated by applying a RR to general population CDC data [35, 36] 

(Supplemental File S1, Table S3).  

For CVD, DM and IC patients, in-hospital mortality was estimated by applying an RR to the 

general population mortality due to COVID-19 [36]: RR of 1.23  for DM [37];  RR of 1.62 for CVD 

[38] ; and RR of 1.74 for IC [39]. For CKD and CLD patients, in-hospital mortality rates  were 

informed by CDC data reported for the general population [36], in line with previous studies [40, 

41]. It was assumed that in-hospital mortality rates were the same across all levels of care. 

(Supplemental File S1, Table S3). The risk of post discharge mortality was based on previous 

estimates from a US economic analysis of COVID-19 [30], due to the lack of data in high-risk 

patients, and assumed to be the same for ICU only and ventilator (Table S3). 

The risk of hospital re-admission by location of care was estimated by applying a RR to general 

population data [30, 42] i.e., CLD RR of 1.08 [42]; DM RR of 1.27 [42]; CVD RR of 1.38 [42]; IC RR 

of 1.15 [43]; and for CKD, date were derived from the United States Renal Data System (USRDS) 

[44], and assumed to be the same for all levels of care. It was assumed that re-admission rates 

were the same for all model age groups (Supplemental File S1, Table S3). 

Post-infection QALY losses and medical costs were assumed to occur in the year following 

acute infection and were more severe in hospitalized cases and older age groups [30, 45], while 

productivity losses were assumed for severe long COVID cases. For CLD, CVD, DM and IC 
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patients, the proportion of individuals with long COVID (overall and severe) was based on a 

previous US economic analysis for COVID-19 [30], due to a lack of data in the high-risk 

population. For CKD patients, the proportion of people with additional impact from long COVID 

(e.g., severe long COVID) was adjusted by data from the USRDS [44] (Table S4).  

The probability of hospitalization due to infection-related myocarditis in high-risk symptomatic 

patients was assumed to be the same as for the general population, and was based on a 

previous US economic analysis for COVID-19 [30] (Table S4). 

2.2.5. Resource use and costs 

Direct healthcare costs included vaccination [46, 47] and vaccine administration costs [48], as 

well as acute outpatient care ($460.57), hospitalization with no ICU or ventilation ($15,089), 

with ICU only ($27,058) and with ventilator ($71,367), and inpatient follow-up per case ($1,075), 

adjusted for each high-risk population when data were available. The proportion of patients not 

hospitalized with outpatient care (41.00%) was estimated using data on influenza from the CDC 

during the 2019–2020 influenza season [33]. Hospitalization costs for the general population 

[49] were not adjusted for the CLD population, as no increase in hospitalization costs was 

reported for patients with COPD [9], and this was assumed to be the same for CLD patients. For 

CKD, CVD, DM and IC patients, the general population hospitalization costs [49] were adjusted 

by a relative cost ratio [9] of 1.08 for DM; of 1.11 for CVD; of 1.25 for the IC population; and of 

1.64 for CKD. Post-infection costs [10] reflected all medical costs incurred in the post-acute 

period for high-risk populations and varied by age and outpatient/inpatient status. (Table S5).  

Indirect lost productivity costs (Table S5) were included from a societal perspective, for those 

actively participating in the labor force, with calculations for the number of lost working days 

due to vaccine administration, outpatient care, hospitalization, hospitalization recovery and 

severe long COVID (see Supplemental File S2 for detailed estimations also considering 

adjustments for increased productivity losses due to the underlying condition).  

2.2.6. QALYs/ utilities 

The model applied baseline utility values stratified by age group [50], and utility decrements 

sourced from 5UM-CDC data [51] and a previous US economic analysis of COVID-19 in the 

general population [30], assumed to apply to high-risk populations (Supplemental File S2, 

Table S6).  
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2.2.7. Scenario analyses  

Key model inputs were varied in one-way scenario analyses, and the impact on healthcare cost 

savings and on QALYs saved was assessed. For the comparison versus no updated vaccination: 

both higher and lower incidence rate scenarios were assessed, using data from the dynamic 

SEIR model [30] (Table S2); and variations in RR for hospitalization (Table S3); VE against 

infection and against hospitalization (Table S7); waning of VE against hospitalization (Table S7); 

and inpatient and post-infection costs (Table S5) were varied. For the comparison against 

Pfizer/BioNTech’s updated vaccine, a scenarios assessed the impact of varying the rVE 

estimates (Table S7). 

The impact of increasing relative vaccination coverage rates (VCR) by 10% compared with the 

current coverage (i.e., the observed VCR for the 2023-2024 season), and of achieving the target 

coverage rate reported for influenza of 70% [52] across all age groups was assessed (Table S8). 

Following ACIP recommendations, a scenario assessed the impact of a two-dose vaccination 

versus no updated vaccination, with an additional Spring vaccine dose for high-risk adults aged 

≥65 years who received the updated vaccination. Uptake for the Spring dose was assumed 

between March and April, reaching 10% coverage in April, based on data on the proportion of 

people who received two doses by April 27, 2024 [15] (Table S8). 

2.3. Compliance with Ethics Guidelines 

This analysis is based on previously conducted studies and does not contain any new studies, 

with human participants or animals, performed by any of the authors. 

 

3. Results 

Primary analysis: updated Moderna COVID-19 vaccination versus no updated vaccination 

The model population included individuals with CLD (37.0M), DM (29.3M), CVD (16.6M), IC 

(7.0M), and CKD (3.7M). The number needed to vaccinate to prevent one hospitalization was 

117 (CLD), 87 (DM), 112 (CVD), 116 (IC) and 93 (CKD). The model estimated that between 

September 2023 and February 2024, updated Moderna COVID-19 vaccination prevented 

25,668–255,253 symptomatic COVID-19 infections; 13,558–101,309 COVID-19 hospitalizations; 

1,870–13,694 COVID-19 deaths, and 6,606–68,663 long COVID cases compared with no 

updated vaccination (Fig. 2). 

Fig 2. COVID-19 burden averted (numbers, %) with updated Moderna COVID-19 vaccination 

versus no updated vaccination, by underlying medical condition 
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CKD: chronic kidney disease; CLD: chronic lung disease; CVD: cardiovascular disease; DM: diabetes 

mellitus; IC: immune-compromised; K: thousand; M: million 

Across all five high-risk populations, vaccination with the updated Moderna COVID-19 vaccine 

also resulted in cost savings from a healthcare payer perspective and from a societal 

perspective (considering productivity losses due to vaccine administration, adverse events, 

outpatient care, hospitalization, hospitalization recovery and severe long COVID), both at the 

population (Fig. 3a) and patient level (Fig. 3b). At the population level, the largest savings were 

among CLD, DM and CVD populations, as these conditions are more prevalent. The updated 

vaccination provided both cost savings and QALYs saved, thus, the ICER was dominant for all 

high-risk groups (Table S9). In the scenario analysis assessing two-dose vaccination (in fall and 

spring) in high-risk groups aged ≥65 years, results remained cost-saving across all conditions. At 

the patient level, vaccination also resulted in overall healthcare and societal cost savings per 

patient, with the largest cost savings for DM, IC, and CKD patients, as these groups have the 

largest treatment costs. The return on investment (ROI) was positive in all high-risk groups, with 

the highest ROI seen for CKD patients, i.e., a return of $2.60 (healthcare payer perspective) or 

$2.80 (societal perspective) for every $1 invested (Fig. 3b) (see Supplemental File S3 for 

societal perspective results). 
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Fig 3. a) Total healthcare cost savings ($M), and b) patient-level cost savings ($) and ROI 

(payer perspective) with updated Moderna COVID-19 vaccination versus no updated 

vaccination 

 

CKD: chronic kidney disease; CLD: chronic lung disease; CVD: cardiovascular disease; DM: diabetes 

mellitus; IC: immuno-compromised; M: million; ROI: return on investment 

In all scenario analyses, updated Moderna COVID-19 vaccination remained dominant (i.e., 

providing more health benefits and cost savings) versus no vaccination. The impact of scenario 

analyses on healthcare cost savings and on QALYs saved was comparable for all high-risk 

populations, therefore, the results for CLD (which had the largest costs) are presented in Fig 4 

(see Supplemental File S2 for results in other high-risk groups). Scenario analyses with the 

largest impact on healthcare cost savings were: an increased rate of COVID-19 hospitalization 

(increasing base case savings by $2,065.57M); varying the incidence of COVID-19 (i.e., a higher 

incidence would increase base case savings by $863.90M and a lower incidence would reduce 

base case savings by $971.80M); and assuming an alternative post-infection cost (reducing 
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base case savings by $1,017.72M) (Fig. 4). Similarly, the scenario analyses with the largest 

impact on health benefits were: an increased rate of hospitalization (resulting in 135.46K more 

QALYs saved than in the base case); and varying the incidence of COVID-19 (a higher incidence 

would increase base case QALYs saved by 44.20K, and a lower incidence would decrease them 

by 47.79K) (Fig. 4). 

Fig 4. Scenario analyses: Tornado diagram of changes versus base case for a) Healthcare 

cost savings and b) QALYs saved, among CLD patients (healthcare payer perspective) 

 

VE waning refers to waning of VE against hospitalization; CLD: chronic lung disease; K: thousand; M: 

million; QALY: quality-adjusted life-year; VE: vaccine effectiveness 

With an increased VCR of 70%, the updated Moderna vaccination could avert an additional 

16,488 (CKD) to 165,352 (DM) hospitalizations (Fig. 5a) and an additional 2,061 (CKD) to 19,634 

(DM) COVID-19 deaths compared with the current VCR among high-risk populations (Fig. 5b). 

An increase in the current VCR of 10% could also avert an additional 10% of hospitalizations 

and deaths in high-risk populations compared with the base case (Fig. 5), resulting in 

healthcare cost savings of $2,178M, increasing to $4,697M for a VCR of 70% for CLD alone. 

Healthcare cost savings increased for VCR plus 10% and for 70% VCR, respectively, in all high-

risk populations (i.e., DM: $2,342M and $5,707M; CVD: $1,121M and $2,431M; IC: $439M and 

$1,229M; CKD: $546M and $1,096M).  
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Fig 5. Impact of increasing current VCR (by 10% and to 70% VCR) on a) COVID-19 

hospitalizations averted, and b) deaths averted with updated Moderna COVID-19 

vaccination versus no updated vaccination 

 

CKD: chronic kidney disease; CLD: chronic lung disease; CVD: cardiovascular disease; DM: diabetes 

mellitus; IC: immuno-compromised; VCR: vaccination coverage rate 

 

Secondary analysis: Moderna versus Pfizer/BioNTech updated COVID-19 vaccination 

In the secondary analysis, vaccination with Moderna’s updated COVID-19 vaccine was 

compared with Pfizer/BioNTech’s updated COVID-19 vaccine during the 2023/24 season. The 

model estimated that more hospitalizations and COVID-19 deaths would be averted in all high-

risk populations with the Moderna vaccine. Specifically, an additional 942 (CKD) to 13,105 (DM) 

hospitalizations would be averted (Fig 6a), and additional 130 (CKD) to 1,844 (DM) COVID-19 

deaths would be averted (Fig 6b) with vaccination with Moderna’s vaccine versus 

Pfizer/BioNTech’s vaccine during Fall/Winter 23/24. 
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Fig 6. a) COVID-19 hospitalizations averted and b) deaths averted with Moderna versus 

Pfizer/BioNTech updated COVID-19 vaccination 

 

CKD: chronic kidney disease; CLD: chronic lung disease; CVD: cardiovascular disease; DM: diabetes 

mellitus; IC: immunocompromised 

In addition, vaccination with Moderna’s versus Pfizer/BioNTech’s updated COVID-19 vaccine 

produced cost savings from the healthcare payer perspective and societal perspective, making 

it the dominant strategy. From a healthcare payer perspective, cost savings were: $370M for 

CLD, $434M for DM, $303M for CVD, $90M for IC, and $74M for CKD, and from the societal 

perspective: $404M for CLD, $492 for DM, $331 for CVD, $99M for IC, and $78M for CKD. At the 

patient level, vaccination with Moderna’s updated vaccine versus Pfizer/BioNTech’s updated 

vaccine resulted in healthcare cost savings of $31-59 per patient and with societal cost savings 

of $34-62 per patient, depending on high-risk population. Full results and sensitivity analyses 

are presented in Supplemental File S4. 

4. Discussion  

In this analysis, vaccination of high-risk populations in the US with the updated Moderna 

COVID-19 vaccine during the 2023/24 season was estimated to provide significant health gains 

in terms of prevention of symptomatic cases, hospitalizations, deaths, and long COVID cases, 

and was cost-saving. Specifically, each dose of the updated Moderna COVID-19 vaccine 

administered to individuals with underlying medical conditions associated with severe COVID-

19 resulted in cost savings from both the healthcare payer and societal perspectives. The 

estimated ROI was high i.e., every $1 invested in the updated Moderna COVID-19 vaccine 

returned $1.10–$2.60 from the healthcare payer perspective and $1.30–$2.80 from the societal 

perspective (including savings in productivity costs). Vaccination was, therefore, the dominant 
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strategy across all high-risk populations assessed. Increasing the current VCR by 10% or to 70% 

VCR provided even greater protection in these at-risk populations while saving more healthcare 

and societal costs e.g., healthcare cost savings with the current VCR were: $1,980M (increasing 

to $2,178M–$4,697M, for plus 10% VCR to 70% VCR, respectively) for CLD; $2,129M (increasing 

to $2,342M–$5,707M) for DM; $1,019M (increasing to $1,121M–$2,431M) for CVD; $399M 

(increasing to $439M–$1,229M) for IC; and $497M (increasing to $546M–$1,096M) for CKD. 

When compared with the updated Pfizer/BioNTech’s COVID-19 vaccine, Moderna’s vaccine 

provided more health gains while being cost-saving (i.e., dominant strategy), based on its higher 

VE observed in real-world studies [17, 19]. At the patient level, healthcare cost savings per 

patient vaccinated with the updated Moderna versus Pfizer/BioNTech’s vaccine were $31–$59, 

depending on the high-risk population. Overall, this analysis has shown that annual COVID-19 

vaccination during the post-pandemic era results in significant clinical and financial benefits at 

the patient and system level. These benefits increase significantly with an increase in VCR.  

Moreover, the difference between the mRNA vaccines, in terms of protection in high-risk 

populations, may lead to a significant difference in societal and financial benefits at the system 

and individual levels, and thus, be relevant for decision making about choice of vaccine type.  

The risks of severe COVID-19 outcomes, such as hospitalization and death, are higher in people 

with underlying medical conditions, and increase with multiple underlying conditions [53, 54]. 

For instance, the risk of hospitalization was over six times higher among working-age adults with 

CLD versus people without underlying conditions [54], and the risk of death was 1.5 (95% CI 

1.4–1.7) times higher with the presence of one underlying condition rising to 3.8 (95% CI 3.5–

4.2) times higher with over 10 underlying conditions in the US [53]. This analysis assessed 

outcomes per medical condition, and thus, may underestimate the clinical and financial 

benefits of vaccination in individuals suffering from multiple conditions. This analysis also 

assessed the incremental benefits of annual COVID-19 vaccination, regardless of vaccination 

history. The low adult vaccination rate in the US presents a large unmet need, with particularly 

important consequences – both clinical and financial, in high-risk groups. Thus, it remains 

critical for public health authorities, healthcare systems, payers, and healthcare providers to 

increase VCR and reduce the burden of COVID-19. Key strategies identified to support this goal 

include facilitating co-administration of influenza and COVID-19 vaccination, integrating 

COVID-19 vaccination into routine care delivery e.g., to improve equitable access, and 

supporting healthcare providers in addressing patient barriers and providing vaccination [54]. 

The latest guidance from the CDC (October 2024) recommends two doses of COVID-19 

vaccination six months apart in people at increased risk of severe outcomes (moderately to 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369


17 
 

severely immunocompromised) as well as those aged 65 years and older [55]. Our analysis 

results showed two-dose vaccination in high-risk groups was cost-saving, thus reinforcing the 

importance of increasing vaccination rates for both the first dose in the fall and also the second 

dose following later in the season in these populations.  

Our model results were in line with other economic analyses in high-risk populations, including 

IC adults in Canada [16] and France [56], where updated Moderna COVID-19 Fall 2023 

vaccination provided more health gains at a cost-saving, and was, therefore, the dominant 

strategy versus updated Pfizer/BioNTech vaccination. The model results in high-risk populations 

were also in line with the previous economic analysis in the US adult general population, 

showing that updated Moderna COVID-19 vaccination was highly cost-effective versus no 

updated vaccination and versus Pfizer/BioNTech updated vaccination, from a healthcare payer 

perspective [30]. From a societal perspective, in adults aged ≥65 years who are at higher risk of 

severe outcomes, updated Moderna COVID-19 vaccination was cost-saving versus no updated 

vaccination and versus Pfizer/BioNTech updated vaccination [30]. Similarly, a recent US 

economic analysis in the general population aged ≥65 years estimated that a one-dose updated 

mRNA COVID-19 Fall vaccination was highly cost-effective versus no updated vaccination [57].  

Our economic analysis is subject to limitations. There is large uncertainty related to the 

epidemiology of COVID-19, as new variants continue to emerge. As such, it is difficult to predict 

the incidence, disease severity, and effectiveness of current and future vaccines against new 

variants. In addition, future vaccine uptake rates in the high-risk population are not known. 

Scenario analyses were conducted to assess the impact of uncertainty around key input 

parameters and confirmed that the findings were robust to variations in these inputs. In the 

absence of high-risk population data, the model relied on the US general population data [30] 

for several inputs, including COVID-19 incidence, probability of post-discharge COVID-19 death, 

proportions with post COVID conditions, long COVID and severe long COVID, utility estimates, 

and outpatient costs. The use of general population data for high-risk groups is likely to result in 

conservative estimates, for example, data suggest that IC patients are at increased risk of long 

COVID (OR 1.5 [58]), although uncertainty exists on the distinction between long COVID and 

persistent COVID-19 infections with prolonged viral shedding in IC patients [59, 60]. Data 

informing post-discharge COVID-19 deaths, however, were based on a study that included 86% 

of patients with high-risk conditions [61]. The risks of hospitalization may also be conservative 

estimates, as they were considered for each high-risk population separately, however, in reality 

people are likely to have multiple high-risk conditions, thus may be at higher risk of 

hospitalization or death. The hospitalization risk in IC patients (RR 1.20) [34] was lower than 
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estimates reported in the literature, e.g., ranging from 1.3 to 13.1 [62], possibly due to the 

restrictive IC definition used [34]. Data on productivity loss due to long COVID in high-risk 

populations are limited and subject to uncertainty, as symptoms associated with long COVID 

may potentially overlap with exacerbations of underlying conditions triggered by long COVID 

[63]. Available data indicate that long COVID is associated with considerable productivity loss 

[64], and is an independent risk factor for acquiring disability [64-66]. Taking a conservative 

approach, the model productivity loss due to long COVID was only applied to severe long 

COVID cases, with the number of days lost estimated using the most relevant available sources 

[66, 67]. This analysis was conducted using a static model, which only accounts for direct 

vaccination protection in vaccinated individuals. Thus, it conservatively does not account for 

indirect protection in unvaccinated people, due to decreased transmission in the population 

[30, 68]. The analysis assumed that the updated vaccines were well-matched to circulating 

variants, and results are, therefore, also expected to apply to future well-matched versions of 

Moderna’s updated COVID-19 vaccine, expected to be available for the following seasons from 

2024 onwards. For the comparison to Pfizer/BioNTech’s vaccine, relative VE data were based on 

a single study available at the time of analysis based on the bivalent original and BA4/5 

containing mRNA COVID-19 vaccines [17]. However, recent data from a meta-analysis support 

the assumptions made [19]. Finally, the CDC published estimates of the VE of updated COVID-

19 Fall 2023 vaccines against symptomatic infection from testing during September 2023 to 

January 2024, reporting a VE of 54% (95% CI 46–60%) versus no updated vaccination, with data 

available up to 119 days after vaccination [3]. These estimates are higher than the base case VE 

against infection (34.50%) used in the model, as such, the benefits of vaccination could be 

expected to be even greater than those estimated in this analysis.  

4.1. Conclusion 

COVID-19 continues to place a burden on healthcare systems and patients. As vaccination 

coverage remains low, there is an unmet need, especially in populations with underlying 

medical conditions associated with severe COVID-19 outcomes. An annual vaccination with 

updated vaccines that target the circulating variants is, therefore, recommended for everyone 

aged ≥6 months. This analysis estimated that vaccination with the updated 2023/24 Moderna 

COVID-19 vaccine in high-risk populations (including CLD, CKD, CVD, DM, and IC) provided 

significant clinical benefits and cost savings, which could be substantially improved with even a 

modest 10% increase in vaccination coverage. Vaccination was cost-saving and provided a 

positive return on investment of up to $2.60 per $1 invested in vaccination, which could help to 

mitigate the high healthcare costs in these high-risk groups even further. Overall, compared with 
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no updated vaccination, and compared with Pfizer/BioNTech’s updated vaccine, the updated 

Moderna COVID-19 vaccine provided protection that resulted in fewer clinical cases, and was 

cost-saving at the individual and system levels in high-risk populations.  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369


20 
 

5. Acknowledgments 

5.1. Funding 

This study was funded by Moderna, Inc., Cambridge, MA, USA. 

5.2. Compliance with Ethics Guidelines 

This article is based on previously conducted studies and does not contain any new studies 

with human participants or animals performed by any of the authors. 

5.3. Medical writing, Editorial, and other Assistance 

Medical writing and editorial assistance were provided by Kavi Littlewood (Littlewood Writing 

Solutions) in accordance with Good Publication Practice (GPP 2022) guidelines, funded by 

Moderna, Inc., and under the direction of the authors. 

5.4. Data availability  

The data presented in this study are available upon reasonable request from the corresponding 

author.  

5.5. Competing interests  

This study was sponsored by Moderna, Inc. KJ, HK, JM, NVV, and EB are employees of Moderna, 

Inc and may hold stocks/options in Moderna, Inc. VNH received funding from Moderna, Inc.  MD 

and EP are employees of Putnam which received funding from Moderna, Inc. 

5.6. Author contributions  

All authors contributed to the study conception and design. Material preparation, data 

collection and analysis were performed by Keya Joshi, Ekkehard Beck, Mariia Dronova, and 

Ewelina Paterak. The first draft of the manuscript was written by Mariia Dronova and Ewelina 

Paterak and all authors commented on previous versions of the manuscript. All authors read 

and approved the final manuscript.   

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369


21 
 

6. References  

1. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Cumulative rates of respiratory 
virus-associated hospitalizations by season (RESP-NET Interactive dashboard). 
https://www.cdc.gov/resp-
net/dashboard/?CDC_AA_refVal=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.cdc.gov%2Fsurveillance%2Fr
esp-net%2Fdashboard.html. Accessed 08-09-2024. 

2. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) NCfHS. Provisional Mortality on CDC 
WONDER Online Database - 15 Leading causes of death. 
https://wonder.cdc.gov/controller/datarequest/D176;jsessionid=DD4427C1D0BE8BD3E
142D01F8B3F. Accessed 08-30-2024. 

3. Link-Gelles R, Ciesla AA, Mak J, 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. doi: 
10.15585/mmwr.mm7304a2. 

4. US Food and Drug Administration (FDA). FDA Takes Action on Updated mRNA COVID-19 
Vaccines to Better Protect Against Currently Circulating Variants. 
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-takes-action-updated-
mrna-covid-19-vaccines-better-protect-against-currently-circulating. Accessed 08-30-
2024. 

5. US Food and Drug Administration (FDA). FDA Approves and Authorizes Updated mRNA 
COVID-19 Vaccines to Better Protect Against Currently Circulating Variants. 
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-approves-and-
authorizes-updated-mrna-covid-19-vaccines-better-protect-against-currently. 
Accessed 08-30-2024. 

6. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Underlying Conditions and the 
Higher Risk for Severe COVID-19. https://www.cdc.gov/covid/hcp/clinical-
care/underlying-conditions.html. Accessed 08-09-2024. 

7. Ajufo E, Rao S, Navar AM, Pandey A, Ayers CR, Khera A. U.S. population at increased risk 
of severe illness from COVID-19. Am J Prev Cardiol. 2021;6:100156. doi: 
10.1016/j.ajpc.2021.100156. 

8. Kompaniyets L, Pennington AF, Goodman AB, et al. Underlying Medical Conditions and 
Severe Illness Among 540,667 Adults Hospitalized With COVID-19, March 2020-March 
2021. Prev Chronic Dis. 2021;18:E66. 10.5888/pcd18.210123. 

9. Shrestha SS, Kompaniyets L, Grosse SD, et al. Estimation of Coronavirus Disease 2019 
Hospitalization Costs From a Large Electronic Administrative Discharge Database, 
March 2020-July 2021. Open Forum Infect Dis. 2021;8(12):ofab561. doi: 
10.1093/ofid/ofab561. 

10. Scott A, Ansari W, Khan F, et al. Substantial health and economic burden of COVID-19 
during the year after acute illness among US adults at high risk of severe COVID-19. BMC 
Med. 2024;22(1):46. doi: 10.1186/s12916-023-03234-6. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.cdc.gov/resp-net/dashboard/?CDC_AA_refVal=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.cdc.gov%2Fsurveillance%2Fresp-net%2Fdashboard.html
https://www.cdc.gov/resp-net/dashboard/?CDC_AA_refVal=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.cdc.gov%2Fsurveillance%2Fresp-net%2Fdashboard.html
https://www.cdc.gov/resp-net/dashboard/?CDC_AA_refVal=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.cdc.gov%2Fsurveillance%2Fresp-net%2Fdashboard.html
https://wonder.cdc.gov/controller/datarequest/D176;jsessionid=DD4427C1D0BE8BD3E142D01F8B3F
https://wonder.cdc.gov/controller/datarequest/D176;jsessionid=DD4427C1D0BE8BD3E142D01F8B3F
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-takes-action-updated-mrna-covid-19-vaccines-better-protect-against-currently-circulating
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-takes-action-updated-mrna-covid-19-vaccines-better-protect-against-currently-circulating
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-approves-and-authorizes-updated-mrna-covid-19-vaccines-better-protect-against-currently
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-approves-and-authorizes-updated-mrna-covid-19-vaccines-better-protect-against-currently
https://www.cdc.gov/covid/hcp/clinical-care/underlying-conditions.html
https://www.cdc.gov/covid/hcp/clinical-care/underlying-conditions.html
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369


22 
 

11. Duan KI, Birger M, Au DH, Spece LJ, Feemster LC, Dieleman JL. Health Care Spending on 
Respiratory Diseases in the United States, 1996-2016. Am J Respir Crit Care Med. 
2023;207(2):183-92. 10.1164/rccm.202202-0294OC. 

12. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Chronic Kidney Disease: Common, 
Serious, and Costly. https://www.cdc.gov/kidney-disease/ckd-facts/index.html. 
Accessed 08-30-2024. 

13. Kazi DS, Elkind MSV, Deutsch A, et al. Forecasting the Economic Burden of 
Cardiovascular Disease and Stroke in the United States Through 2050: A Presidential 
Advisory From the American Heart Association. Circulation. 2024;150(4):e89-e101. 
doi:10.1161/CIR.0000000000001258. 

14. Parker ED, Lin J, Mahoney T, et al. Economic Costs of Diabetes in the U.S. in 2022. 
Diabetes Care. 2024;47(1):26-43. 10.2337/dci23-0085. 

15. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). COVID-19 Vaccination Coverage and 
Vaccine Confidence Among Adults. 
https://www.cdc.gov/covidvaxview/interactive/adults.html. Accessed 08-12-2024 2024. 

16. Lee A, Jayasundara K, Kohli M, et al. Clinical and Economic impact of updated Fall 2023 
COVID-19 vaccines in the Immunocompromised Population in Canada. medRxiv. 
2023:2023.11.10.23298369. doi: 10.1101/2023.11.10.23298369.  

17. Kopel H, Hung Nguyen V, Bogdanov A, et al. Comparative Effectiveness of the Bivalent 
(Original/Omicron BA.4/BA.5) mRNA COVID-19 Vaccines mRNA-1273.222 and 
BNT162b2 Bivalent in Adults With Underlying Medical Conditions in the United States. 
medRxiv. 2024. https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.06.24311559. 

18. Mayr FB, Talisa VB, Shaikh OS, Omer SB, Butt AA, Yende S. Comparative COVID-19 
Vaccine Effectiveness Over Time in Veterans. Open Forum Infect Dis. 2022;9(7):ofac311. 
10.1093/ofid/ofac311. 

19. Wang X, Pahwa A, Bausch-Jurken MT, et al. Comparative Effectiveness of the mRNA-
1273 and BNT162b2 COVID-19 Vaccines Among Adults With Underlying Medical 
Conditions: A Systematic Literature Review and Pairwise Meta-Analysis Using GRADE. 
medRxiv. 2024:2024.09.13.24313632. 10.1101/2024.09.13.24313632.  

20. Lee A, Davido B, Beck E, et al. Substantial reduction in the clinical and economic burden 
of disease following variant-adapted mRNA COVID-19 vaccines in 
immunocompromised patients in France. 
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2024.03.13.24304170v1. 

21. Lee A, Jayasundara K, Kohli M, et al. Clinical and Economic impact of updated Fall 2023 
COVID-19 vaccines in the Immunocompromised Population in Canada. 
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2023.11.10.23298369v1. 

22. American Lung Association. Prevalence Estimates. 
https://www.lung.org/research/trends-in-lung-disease/prevalence-incidence-lung-
disease/methodology. Accessed 08-12-2024 2024. 

23. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). National Diabetes Statisics Report. 
https://www.cdc.gov/diabetes/php/data-

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.cdc.gov/kidney-disease/ckd-facts/index.html
https://www.cdc.gov/covidvaxview/interactive/adults.html
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.06.24311559
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2024.03.13.24304170v1
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2023.11.10.23298369v1
https://www.lung.org/research/trends-in-lung-disease/prevalence-incidence-lung-disease/methodology
https://www.lung.org/research/trends-in-lung-disease/prevalence-incidence-lung-disease/methodology
https://www.cdc.gov/diabetes/php/data-research/?CDC_AAref_Val=https://www.cdc.gov/diabetes/data/statistics-report/index.html
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369


23 
 

research/?CDC_AAref_Val=https://www.cdc.gov/diabetes/data/statistics-
report/index.html. Accessed 08-12-2024 2024. 

24. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Respondent-reported prevalence of 
heart disease in adults aged 18 and over, by selected characteristics: United States, 
selected years 1997–2019. https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/hus/2020-2021/HDPrv.pdf. 
Accessed 08-12-2024 2024. 

25. Harpaz R, Dahl RM, Dooling KL. Prevalence of Immunosuppression Among US Adults, 
2013. JAMA. 2016;316(23):2547-8. doi: 10.1001/jama.2016.16477. 

26. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Chronic Kidney Disease Basics. 
https://www.cdc.gov/kidneydisease/basics.html. Accessed 08-12-2024 2024. 

27. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Chronic Kidney Disease in the 
United States, 2023. https://www.cdc.gov/kidneydisease/publications-resources/ckd-
national-facts.html. Accessed 08-12-2024 2024. 

28. United Nations (UN). World Population Prospects 2022. Population. 
https://population.un.org/wpp/Download/Standard/Population/. Accessed 08-12-2024 
2024. 

29. Disease burden in patients with Medical conditions. A US claims/EHR based database 
analysis. Data on File. 

30. Kohli MA, Maschio M, Joshi K, et al. The potential clinical impact and cost-effectiveness 
of the updated COVID-19 mRNA fall 2023 vaccines in the United States. J Med Econ. 
2023;26(1):1532-45. doi: 10.1080/13696998.2023.2281083. 

31. Kopel H, Araujo AB, Bogdanov A, et al. Effectiveness of the 2023-2024 Omicron XBB.1.5-
containing mRNA COVID-19 vaccine (mRNA-1273.815) in preventing COVID-19-related 
hospitalizations and medical encounters among adults in the United States: An interim 
analysis. https://www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2024.04.10.24305549v1. 

32. Higdon MM, Baidya A, Walter KK, et al. Duration of effectiveness of vaccination against 
COVID-19 caused by the omicron variant. The Lancet Infectious Diseases. 
2022;22(8):1114-6. doi: 10.1016/S1473-3099(22)00409-1. 

33. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Estimated Influenza-Related 
Illnesses, Medical Visits, Hospitalizations, and Deaths in the United States — 2019–
2020 Influenza Season. https://www.cdc.gov/flu/about/burden/2019-2020.html. 
Accessed 08-12-2024 2024. 

34. Moderna. Moderna Bench to Practice website. . 
https://dev.atlas.modernatx.com/bench2practice/Interactive-dashboard. Accessed 10-
23-2024. 

35. Taylor CA, Patel K, M.E. P, al. e. COVID-19–Associated Hospitalizations Among U.S. 
Adults Aged ≥65 Years — COVID-NET, 13 States, January–August 2023. MMWR Morb 
Mortal Wkly Rep. 2023;72:1089–94. doi: 10.15585/mmwr.mm7240a3. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.cdc.gov/diabetes/php/data-research/?CDC_AAref_Val=https://www.cdc.gov/diabetes/data/statistics-report/index.html
https://www.cdc.gov/diabetes/php/data-research/?CDC_AAref_Val=https://www.cdc.gov/diabetes/data/statistics-report/index.html
https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/hus/2020-2021/HDPrv.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/kidneydisease/basics.html
https://www.cdc.gov/kidneydisease/publications-resources/ckd-national-facts.html
https://www.cdc.gov/kidneydisease/publications-resources/ckd-national-facts.html
https://population.un.org/wpp/Download/Standard/Population/
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2024.04.10.24305549v1
https://www.cdc.gov/flu/about/burden/2019-2020.html
https://dev.atlas.modernatx.com/bench2practice/Interactive-dashboard
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369


24 
 

36. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). COVID-NET Laboratory-confirmed 
COVID-19 hospitalizations. https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#covidnet-
hospitalization-network. Accessed 08-12-2024 2024. 

37. Palaiodimos L, Chamorro-Pareja N, Karamanis D, et al. Diabetes is associated with 
increased risk for in-hospital mortality in patients with COVID-19: a systematic review 
and meta-analysis comprising 18,506 patients. Hormones. 2021;20(2):305-14. doi: 
10.1007/s42000-020-00246-2. 

38. Sritharan HP, Bhatia KS, van Gaal W, Kritharides L, Chow CK, Bhindi R. Association 
between pre-existing cardiovascular disease, mortality and cardiovascular outcomes in 
hospitalised patients with COVID-19. Frontiers in Cardiovascular Medicine. 2023;10. 
doi: 10.3389/fcvm.2023.1224886. 

39. Singson JRC, Kirley PD, Pham H, et al. Factors Associated with Severe Outcomes Among 
Immunocompromised Adults Hospitalized for COVID-19 - COVID-NET, 10 States, March 
2020-February 2022. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2022;71(27):878-84. doi: 
10.15585/mmwr.mm7127a3. 

40. Toppen W, Yan P, Markovic D, et al. Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease is Not 
Associated with In-Hospital Mortality in COVID-19: An Observational Cohort Analysis. 
International Journal of Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease. 2022;17(null):3111-21. 
doi: 10.2147/COPD.S386463. 

41. Attaway AA, Zein J, Hatipoğlu US. SARS-CoV-2 infection in the COPD population is 
associated with increased healthcare utilization: An analysis of Cleveland clinic's 
COVID-19 registry. EClinicalMedicine. 2020;26:100515. doi: 
10.1016/j.eclinm.2020.100515. 

42. Verna EC, Landis C, Brown RS, Jr, et al. Factors Associated With Readmission in the 
United States Following Hospitalization With Coronavirus Disease 2019. Clinical 
Infectious Diseases. 2021;74(10):1713-21. doi: 10.1093/cid/ciab464. 

43. Akbari A, Fathabadi A, Razmi M, et al. Characteristics, risk factors, and outcomes 
associated with readmission in COVID-19 patients: A systematic review and meta-
analysis. The American Journal of Emergency Medicine. 2022;52:166-73. doi: 
10.1016/j.ajem.2021.12.012. 

44. United States Renal Data System (USRDS). Supplements: COVID-19; Healthcare 
Disparities: Chapter 13. https://usrds-adr.niddk.nih.gov/2023/supplements-covid-19-
disparities/13-covid-19-supplement. Accessed 08-12-2024 2024. 

45. Koumpias AM, Schwartzman D, Fleming O. Long-haul COVID: healthcare utilization and 
medical expenditures 6 months post-diagnosis. BMC Health Services Research. 
2022;22(1):1010. 10.1186/s12913-022-08387-3. 

46. IBM Micromedex. Average wholesale price from RedBook NDC accessed via 
Compendia. https://www.ibm.com/us-en/marketplace/micromedex-red-book. 
Accessed 08-12-2024 2023. 

47. Wolters Kluwer. Medi-Span Prescription Drug Pricing Data. 
https://www.wolterskluwer.com/en/solutions/medi-span/medi-span/drug-pricing-data. 
Accessed 08-12-2024. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#covidnet-hospitalization-network
https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#covidnet-hospitalization-network
https://usrds-adr.niddk.nih.gov/2023/supplements-covid-19-disparities/13-covid-19-supplement
https://usrds-adr.niddk.nih.gov/2023/supplements-covid-19-disparities/13-covid-19-supplement
https://www.ibm.com/us-en/marketplace/micromedex-red-book
https://www.wolterskluwer.com/en/solutions/medi-span/medi-span/drug-pricing-data
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369


25 
 

48. Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services. National Physician Fee Schedule Relative 
Value File April Release. https://www.cms.gov/medicare/medicare-fee-service-
payment/physicianfeesched/pfs-relative-value-files/rvu23b. Accessed 08-12-2024 
2023. 

49. Di Fusco M, Shea KM, Lin J, et al. Health outcomes and economic burden of hospitalized 
COVID-19 patients in the United States. Journal of Medical Economics. 2021;24(1):308-
17. doi: 10.1080/13696998.2021.1886109. 

50. Hanmer J, Lawrence WF, Anderson JP, Kaplan RM, Fryback DG. Report of Nationally 
Representative Values for the Noninstitutionalized US Adult Population for 7 Health-
Related Quality-of-Life Scores. Medical Decision Making. 2006;26(4):391-400. doi: 
10.1177/0272989X06290497. 

51. 5UM-CDC data source: Coronavirus Household Evaluation and Respiratory Testing 
(CHEaRT) and Prospective Assessment of COIVD 19 in a Community (PACC), 
unpublished data. 

52. US Department of Health and Human Services - Office of Disease Prevention and 
Health Promotion. Healthy People 2030 - Increase the proportion of people who get the 
flu vaccine every year (70% target). https://odphp.health.gov/healthypeople/objectives-
and-data/browse-objectives/vaccination/increase-proportion-people-who-get-flu-
vaccine-every-year-iid-09/data. Accessed 08-09-2024. 

53. Kopel H, Nguyen VH, Bogdanov A, et al. Comparative Effectiveness of the Bivalent 
(Original/Omicron BA.4/BA.5) mRNA COVID-19 Vaccines mRNA-1273.222 and 
BNT162b2 Bivalent in Adults with Underlying Medical Conditions in the United States. 
Vaccines. 2024;12(10):1107, https://www.mdpi.com/2076-393X/12/10/1107. 

54. Mansi JA, Hensler H, Dawson R, Tuckson R, Wolynn T. Navigating the Evolving 
Landscape of COVID-19: Strategies to Increase Vaccine Confidence and Improve 
Vaccination Rates in the United States. Preprints. 2024:2024051990. 
https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202405.1990.v1. 

55. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). CDC recommends second dose of 
2024-2025 COVID-19 vaccine for people 65 years and older and for people who are 
moderately or severely immunocompromised. 
https://www.cdc.gov/media/releases/2024/s1023-covid-19-vaccine.html. Accessed 10-
24-2024. 

56. Lee A, Davido B, Beck E, et al. Substantial reduction in the clinical and economic burden 
of disease following variant-adapted mRNA COVID-19 vaccines in 
immunocompromised patients in France. medRxiv. 2024:2024.03.13.24304170. doi: 
10.1101/2024.03.13.24304170. 

57. Prosser LA. Economic analysis of an additional dose of COVID-19 vaccine: Model 
updates & additional analysis, February 2024. 
https://www.cdc.gov/vaccines/acip/meetings/downloads/slides-2024-02-28-29/05-
COVID-Prosser-508.pdf. Accessed 08-12-2024 2024. 

58. Tsampasian V, Elghazaly H, Chattopadhyay R, et al. Risk Factors Associated With 
Post−COVID-19 Condition: A Systematic Review and Meta-analysis. JAMA Internal 
Medicine. 2023;183(6):566-80. doi: 10.1001/jamainternmed.2023.0750. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.cms.gov/medicare/medicare-fee-service-payment/physicianfeesched/pfs-relative-value-files/rvu23b
https://www.cms.gov/medicare/medicare-fee-service-payment/physicianfeesched/pfs-relative-value-files/rvu23b
https://odphp.health.gov/healthypeople/objectives-and-data/browse-objectives/vaccination/increase-proportion-people-who-get-flu-vaccine-every-year-iid-09/data
https://odphp.health.gov/healthypeople/objectives-and-data/browse-objectives/vaccination/increase-proportion-people-who-get-flu-vaccine-every-year-iid-09/data
https://odphp.health.gov/healthypeople/objectives-and-data/browse-objectives/vaccination/increase-proportion-people-who-get-flu-vaccine-every-year-iid-09/data
https://www.mdpi.com/2076-393X/12/10/1107
https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202405.1990.v1
https://www.cdc.gov/media/releases/2024/s1023-covid-19-vaccine.html
https://www.cdc.gov/vaccines/acip/meetings/downloads/slides-2024-02-28-29/05-COVID-Prosser-508.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/vaccines/acip/meetings/downloads/slides-2024-02-28-29/05-COVID-Prosser-508.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369


26 
 

59. Dioverti V, Salto-Alejandre S, Haidar G. Immunocompromised Patients with Protracted 
COVID-19: a Review of "Long Persisters". Curr Transplant Rep. 2022;9(4):209-18. doi: 
10.1007/s40472-022-00385-y. 

60. Shoham S, Batista C, Ben Amor Y, et al. Vaccines and therapeutics for 
immunocompromised patients with COVID-19. EClinicalMedicine. 2023;59:101965. doi: 
10.1016/j.eclinm.2023.101965. 

61. Chopra V, Flanders SA, O'Malley M, Malani AN, Prescott HC. Sixty-Day Outcomes 
Among Patients Hospitalized With COVID-19. Ann Intern Med. 2021;174(4):576-8. doi: 
10.7326/m20-5661. 

62. Evans R, Dube S, Lu Y, et al. Impact of COVID-19 on immunocompromised populations 
during the Omicron era: insights from the observational population-based INFORM 
study. The Lancet Regional Health - Europe. 2023;35:100747. doi: 
10.1016/j.lanepe.2023.100747. 

63. Zadeh FH, Wilson DR, Agrawal DK. Long COVID: Complications, Underlying 
Mechanisms, and Treatment Strategies. Arch Microbiol Immunol. 2023;7(2):36-61. 

64. Ham DI. Long-Haulers and Labor Market Outcomes. 
https://researchdatabase.minneapolisfed.org/concern/publications/td96k268d. 
Accessed 08-12-2024 2024. 

65. Office for Civil Rights. Guidance on “Long COVID” as a Disability Under the ADA, Section 
504, and Section 1557. https://www.hhs.gov/civil-rights/for-providers/civil-rights-
covid19/guidance-long-covid-disability/index.html#footnote10_0ac8mdc. Accessed 08-
12-2024 2024. 

66. Bonner C, Ghouralal S-L. Long COVID and Chronic Conditions in the US Workforce: 
Prevalence, Productivity Loss, and Disability. Journal of Occupational and 
Environmental Medicine. 2024;66(3):e80-e6. doi: 10.1097/jom.0000000000003026. 

67. Patel JG, Coutinho AD, Lunacsek OE, Dalal AA. COPD affects worker productivity and 
health care costs. Int J Chron Obstruct Pulmon Dis. 2018;13:2301-11. doi: 
10.2147/copd.S163795. 

68. Joshi K, Scholz S, Maschio M, et al. Clinical impact and cost-effectiveness of the 
updated COVID-19 mRNA Autumn 2023 vaccines in Germany. J Med Econ. 
2024;27(1):39-50. doi: 10.1080/13696998.2023.2290388. 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://researchdatabase.minneapolisfed.org/concern/publications/td96k268d
https://www.hhs.gov/civil-rights/for-providers/civil-rights-covid19/guidance-long-covid-disability/index.html#footnote10_0ac8mdc
https://www.hhs.gov/civil-rights/for-providers/civil-rights-covid19/guidance-long-covid-disability/index.html#footnote10_0ac8mdc
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317369

