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ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND
Prisons and jails are high-risk settings for Covid-19 transmission, morbidity, and mortality. We evaluate protection
conferred by prior infection and vaccination against the SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant within the California state

prison system.

METHODS

We employed atest-negative design to match resident and staff cases during the Omicron wave (December 24,
2021—April 14, 2022) to controls according to a case’ s test-week as well as demographic, clinical, and carceral
characteristics. We estimated protection against infection using conditional logistic regression, with exposure status
defined by vaccination, stratified by number of mMRNA doses received, and prior infection, stratified by periods

before or during Delta variant predominance.

RESULTS

We matched 15,783 resident and 8,539 staff casesto 180,169 resident and 90,409 staff controls. Among cases,
29.7% and 2.2% were infected before or during the emergence of the Delta variant, respectively; 30.6% and 36.3%
were vaccinated with two or three doses, respectively. Estimated protection from Omicron infection for two and
three doses were 14.9% (95% Confidence Interval [Cl], 12.3—19.7%) and 43.2% (42.2—A47.4%) for those without
known prior infections, 47.8% (95% Cl, 46.6—52.8%) and 61.3% (95% ClI, 60.7—64.8%) for those infected before
the emergence of Delta, and 73.1% (95% Cl, 69.8—80.1%) and 86.8% (95% ClI, 82.1—92.7) for those infected

during the period of Delta predominance.

CONCLUSION
A third mRNA dose provided significant, additional protection over two doses, including among individuals with
prior infection. Our findings suggest that vaccination should remain a priority—even in settings with high levels of

transmission and prior infection.
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The BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) and mRNA-1273 (Moderna) vaccines have been highly effective in protecting
against severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infection and coronavirus disease 2019
(Covid-19) illness. Evidence of effectiveness comes largely from studies of the ancestral strain and variants prior to
the B.1.1.529 (Omicron) variant'™. Prior infection also confers protection against reinfection™. However, both

infection- and vaccine-acquired protection against infection wane over time®.

Recent studies have shown continued effectiveness of vaccination against hospitalizations or death™®™3, though
reduced effectiveness for confirmed™* and symptomatic illness'®*>*® with Omicron. While some studies have

10,14

reported estimates of hybrid immunity against infection with Omicron™, information among individuals with

recent and remote prior infections remains limited.

In this study, we analyzed data from California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR), which
operates the second largest state prison system in the United States. Prisons and jails are especially risky congregate
settings for Covid-19, and have been the sites of many large outbreaks during the pandemic™*’. CDCR began
offering third mRNA vaccine dosesto resident and staff at the end of August 2021, with 54.1% of residents and
20.2% of prison staff boosted by the end of December 2021. The Omicron variant was first identified within the
CDCR system among assayed positive samples collected from correctional staff on December 10, 2021, with
substantial outbreaks emerging among both residents and staff shortly after, consistent with the broader global wave

of Omicron infection.

We analyzed confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infections among nearly 70,000 incarcerated people and over 20,000
correctiona gtaff in California during the Omicron wave (December 24, 2021 through April 14, 2022) to estimate
the effectiveness of mMRNA vaccines against infection, stratified by number of doses received, and by prior infection,

stratified by periods before or during predominance of the Delta variant.

M ethods

Study design and sample

We conducted a retrospective test-negative design'® study starting December 24, 2021, two weeks after Omicron

was initially identified, and spanning the 16-week period until April 14, 2022, during which the Omicron variant
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dominated SARS-CoV -2 infections detected in and around California state prisons™. Our study analyzed two high-

risk populations: residents and correctional staff at these prisons.

Residents were eligible for inclusion in the present study if they were incarcerated in a CDCR prison during the
study period. To ensure afocus on staff at highest risk of workplace exposures, we included staff members who
worked in custody or healthcare positions (excluding contract employees), had regular direct contact with residents

in those job roles, and worked at least half of the number of days in the study period (=56 shifts).

Next, residents and staff meeting the above criteria were excluded if they were not tested during the study period,
received an Ad26.COV2.S (Janssen) vaccine, were vaccinated with one mRNA vaccine dose, received a vaccine not
approved or authorized by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration, received both BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) and
mRNA-1273 (Moderna) vaccines, had off-schedule vaccination®, or had incomplete demographic or locational data
(Figure 1). To avoid misclassification of reinfections, we excluded tests for people who had a new documented
infection within 90 days or any positive tests within 30 days prior to the test collection date. Given the latency of
biologically plausible protection, we also excluded tests from people who had received a second or third vaccine
dose within seven days leading up to the test collection date. We censored residents and staff after the date of test

collection for a positive test or on the date of vaccination with afourth mRNA dose.

Data and key measures

CDCR collects and stores daily de-identified data on all residents and staff. Detailed RT-PCR and antigen SARS-
CoV-2 testing information for residents came from a multilayered voluntary testing program (99.9% RT-PCR) that
included risk-based routine testing, surveillance testing, and testing in response to detected outbreaks (Table S1). All
staff were tested through a twice-weekly mandatory RT-PCR testing program during outbreaks, defined as three or
more related positive resident cases at a prison within a 14-day window. When prisons exited the outbreak phase,
only staff who received fewer than two doses or were eligible for but not vaccinated with athird dose continued to
undergo twice-weekly testing™. Voluntary testing was available for all staff, and close contacts of active cases were
compulsorily tested®. By January 1, 2022, more than half of prisons had entered outbreak phase, with the last prison

commencing on January 7, 2022.
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We defined a prior SARS-CoV-2 infection as having at least one positive test in CDCR'’s records prior to the
beginning of the study period (Table S3 & Figure S3). Prior infections were gtratified by those that occurred before
and since July 1, 2021, reflecting periods of low and high B.1.617.2 (Delta) variant prevalence, respectively™*.

Among individuals with multiple prior infections, a person’s most recent prior infection determined their assigned

category.

In addition to detailed information on testing and vaccination (e.g., dates, brand), the study dataincluded sample
members demographic characteristics (sex or gender, age, racial or ethnic group), residents’ carceral characteristics
(prison, room type, security level), and staff’s carceral characteristics (prison, position type). For residents,
documented history of 25 comorbid conditions (e.g., hypertension, chronic kidney disease, asthma) and a composite
score designed by CDCR to grade risks of severe illness from SARS-CoV-2 infections and be used to guide Covid-

19 mitigation policies (Table S2) were provided.

Selection of cases and controls

Cases were defined as aresident or staff member who had a positive SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR or antigen test. Controls
had a negative SARS-CoV -2 test. We used coarsened exact matching® to identify controls, matching to the case’s
test week as well as several demographic, clinical, and carceral characteristics. Specifically, residents were matched
on prison (from among 35 prisons), Covid-19 risk score (0, 1, >2), and room type (cell, dorm). Staff were matched
on prison, position (custody, healthcare), age group (18-39, 40-54, >55), and gender (male, female). Residents were
not matched on sex because men and women are generally housed in separate prisons, making this variable highly

collinear with prison.

To avoid misclassification of cases as controls, we excluded negative tests occurring within 7 days prior to a positive
test. Because the calendar week of testing was used as a matching criterion, sample members contributed no more

than one observation per week.

Satistical analysis

The main goal of our analysis was to estimate the protection against infection conferred by vaccination and by prior

infection status. The primary outcome of interest was confirmed infection, and the primary exposures of interest
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were vaccination status (unvaccinated, two doses, three doses) and prior infection status (no known; infected prior to
July 1, 2021; infected since July 1, 2021). We estimated vaccine- and infection-acquired protection (1-odds ratio)
using weighted conditional logistic regression to account for the matched design, with a set of indicator variables
describing combinations of vaccination and prior infection status. 95% confidence intervals were calculated using
10,000 bias-corrected accelerated bootstrapped samples for analyses using coarsened exact matching. We report

results from analyses stratified by population (residents, staff), as well asin the two populations combined.

Sensitivity analyses

We conducted four sets of sensitivity analyses. First, we estimated protection using a variation on the main model
adjusting for mRNA vaccine product (BNT162b2, mRNA-1273). Second, we examined the sensitivity of estimates
to our definition of recent infections, shortening the exclusion of prior infectionsfrom 90 to 30 days. Third,
recognizing that our primary analysis mixes booster ineligible and booster eligible persons, we excluded tests from
those vaccinated with two doses but not yet eligible for athird. Finally, to assess the sensitivity of our estimates to
the matching method, we used propensity score matching as an alternative to coarsened exact matching for the

pooled and stratified analyses.

All analyses were performed using R software, version 3.5.2 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing). Additional

details regarding model and variable specifications are provided in the Supplementary Appendix.
Sudy oversight

The study was approved by the institutional review board at Stanford University (protocol #55835). Results are
reported in accordance with Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE)

guidelines (checklist in Supplementary Appendix).

Results

Sample characteristics

Among 68,646 residents and 22,872 staff who met the cohort inclusion criteria, 23.0% of residents and 37.4% of

staff tested positive during the study period (Figure 1). The study sample consisted of 15,783 resident (99.9% of
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positive tests) and 8,539 staff (99.8% of positive tests) cases, matched with 180,169 resident (70.2% of negative
tests) and 90,409 staff (62.0% of negative tests) controls. Staff had a higher weekly testing frequency over the study

period, at 1.6 (sd: 0.5) compared to 0.8 (sd: 0.4) for residents (Table S3, Figures S2 & S3).

A third of cases had prior confirmed infections, with most occurring before the emergence of the Delta variant
(Table S3). Among those infected prior to the emergence of the Delta variant, residents had a median of 421 days
since aprior infection (Interquartile Range [IQR]: 395-478) compared to 406 days (IQR: 377-450) for staff.
Conversely, among those infected since the emergence of the Delta variant, residents had more recent infections,

with a median days 150 days since a prior infection (IQR: 118-175) compared to 154 days (IQR: 127-181) for staff.

Coverage with at least the primary vaccine series was higher among residents (73.5% of cases) than staff (54.7% of
steff). The difference in coverage was especialy pronounced in relation to the third dose, with 49.1% of resident
compared to only 12.7% of staff cases vaccinated with a booster. The staff sample had more recent vaccination
across al vaccination statuses. Among the subset with two doses, the median days since last vaccination was 201
days (IQR: 109.3-331) for staff and 230 days (IQR: 111-310) for residents. Similarly, for the subset with three

doses, the days since last vaccination was 59 days (IQR: 33-89) for staff and 68 days (IQR: 49-92) for residents.

Protection due to vaccine- and infection-induced i mmunity

In the combined sample of residents and staff, vaccine effectiveness against confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection for
those without prior known infections was 14.9% (95% Confidence Interval [Cl], 12.3—19.7%) for those vaccinated
with two doses. Receiving a third dose had an estimated effectiveness of 33.2% (95% Cl, 31.2—37.1%) compared
to those vaccinated with two doses only, and 43.2% (42.2—47.4%) compared to the unvaccinated group (Table $4).
Infection-conferred protection among the unvaccinated was 25.7% (95% Cl, 23.4—31.6%) for those infected before
the emergence of the Delta variant. Having a more recent infection, one after the emergence of Delta, had an
estimated protection of 47.2% (95% Cl, 42.2—54.3%) compared to infections before July 1, 2021 and 60.8%

(58.4—66.8%) compared to no prior infections.

Across all prior infection statuses, athird dose provided significant, additional protection over two doses. For those

infected before the emergence of the Delta variant, estimated protection was 47.8% (95% Cl, 46.6—52.8%) and
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61.3% (95% Cl, 60.7—64.8%) for two and three doses, respectively. For those infected during the period of high
Deltavariant prevalence, estimated protection was 73.1% (95% Cl, 69.8—80.1%) and 86.8% (95% ClI, 82.1—

92.7%) for two and three doses, respectively.

Relative levels of protection for vaccine and prior infection statuses for residents and staff were generally consistent

(Figure 4, detailsin Table SAA and S5A).

Sensitivity analyses

An aternative model specification adjusting for vaccine type produced similar estimates to the main analysis (Table
SAA and S5A). Analyses in an expanded sample to include more recent prior infections resulted in slightly higher
levels of protection for groups with infections since July 1, 2021 (Table $4B and S5B). In the analysis that excluded
tests from persons not eligible for athird dose, estimates of protection for those vaccinated with two doses and who
also did not have arecent prior infection were substantially lower than those in the main analysis (Table SAC and
S5C). Results were consistent when using propensity score matching instead of coarsened exact matching, both for

the main analysis and stratified analyses (Table S4D and S5D).

Discussion

This study evaluated the protection conferred by two or three doses of BNT162b2 and mRNA-1273 vaccines and by
prior infection during pre-Delta and Delta periods against confirmed SARS-CoV -2 infection from the Omicron
variant among two high-risk populations. This study adds to the evidence base on vaccine effectiveness and
immunity from prior infection by presenting a detailed comparison of infection risks across two categories defined
in terms of both vaccination and infection status in populations with high levels of testing and presumed high

ascertainment of infection status.

Compared to prior studies®*2

our estimates for protection against reinfection were substantially lower than those
analyzing infections during pre-Omicron outbreaks; furthermore, we found significant differencesin protection
conveyed by prior infections before and during the emergence of the Delta variant. Consistent with other studies™*,

we found the highest levels of protection among those who had three doses of vaccination and prior infections.

Among those with prior infection, the incremental protection afforded by vaccination was substantial, especially
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vaccination with three doses, which raised protection against Omicron infection to levels similar to those reported in

pre-Omicron studies of vaccination with the primary series.

Our study is one of few to report on the protection against Omicron conferred by three mRNA doses. Within groups
without prior known infections, our estimates were similar to those in a convenience study of the effectiveness of
two and three mMRNA-1273 doses in a healthcare system in the United States™. Among people with prior infection,
evidence of the additional benefit of athird doseislimited. A cohort study within another healthcare system in the
United States did not find significant additional protection among those with prior infections for people vaccinated
with three doses compared to people eligible for a third-dose™. Our main analysis of the primary vaccine series
mixes both third-dose ineligible and third-dose eligible people, thus providing a potentially inflated estimate of
effectiveness for those vaccinated with two doses only. Even with this conservative estimate, we observe significant,
additional protection againgt confirmed infection from athird mRNA dose compared to two doses across both high-

risk populations and all prior infection statuses.

To our knowledge, thisis thefirst published study to assess both infection- and vaccine-acquired immunity for the
Omicron variant with consideration to the timing of prior infections. It has several strengths. We used detailed daily
information on vaccination status and key Covid-19 outcomes for each member of these two high-risk populations.
These data allowed us to adjust for key potential confounders, demographic and exposure-related characterigtics. An
extensive testing program in both populations facilitated relatively complete measurement of SARS-CoV-2
infections. Large sample sizesin two distinct populations enabled relatively high precision in our estimates, and the
similarity of estimates across the two populations is notable despite their different living situations, testing

programs, and population structure.

Our study also has several limitations. As an observational cohort study, potential for bias due to confounding is an
important consideration. While we aimed to limit confounding by matching on a variety of covariates, including
those related to vaccine acceptance and risk of prior infections, the potential for confounding from unmeasured
covariates remains. Vaccine uptake varied between residents and staff, and there were differences in the timing of
uptake between populations. Moreover, there were differences across the two populations in the timing of prior
infections. Differences between the two populationsin relative infection risks by vaccination and prior infection

status may in part reflect complex interactions of vaccine and prior infection timing, as could the order of
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vaccination and prior infection among those with both vaccine and infection-acquired immunity. Furthermore,
CDCR conducted limited viral sequencing or molecular testing historically and during the study period, and thus we
cannot disentangle the effects of variants from temporal waning, nor confirm that al cases observed during the study

period were Omicron infections.

One potential violation of the assumptions in the test-negative design that testing was not compulsory for all staff
during the entire study period. Estimates derived from staff who were boosted or vaccinated with two doses but
ineligible for boosters may be biased downward since those staff were no longer required to undergo routine testing
as cases declined. Additionally, testing for residents was neither routine, random, nor compulsory, potentially
violating the test-negative design assumptions if testing motivation was mediated by vaccination and prior infection
status. Several results provide reassurance. First, while staff testing was uneven across vaccination and prior
infection statuses, staff were tested at least once weekly (range of means: 1.2—1.8 tests per week), providing
relatively complete case detection. Furthermore, this biasis expected to be limited since nearly 90% of cases
occurred during the outbreak phase when routine testing was mandatory for all staff. Second, while residents were
less frequently tested than staff, testing was relatively even across vaccination and prior infection statuses (range of
means. 0.7—0.8 tests per week). Most importantly, the consistency of the stratified analyses in these two
populations with different testing procedures and exposures provide some confidence that bias related to variation in

testing practices may not be of major concern.

Two additional limitations are noted. First, our estimates of protection focused on confirmed infections, not other
important outcomes, such as symptomatic infections or severe disease. Incidence of hospitalizations and deaths in
our sample was too low to support rigorous analysis of those outcomes within the vaccine and prior infection
statuses examined, and symptom reporting was unreliable during the study period.? Finally, the generalizability of
our resultsto jails and other correctional systems, other high-risk populations (e.g., residents of skilled nursing

facilities, healthcare workers, residents of homeless shelters), and lower-risk populations is unknown.

Findings from this study suggest that while mRNA vaccines and prior infections provide less protection from the
Omicron variant compared to prior variants, boosters continue to provide significant additional protection, including

among recently infected people. Continued emphasis on vaccination and other ongoing mitigation practices are

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.26.22275639

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.26.22275639; this version posted May 27, 2022. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

essential in preventing transmission in populations that have already disproportionately borne alarge share of

disease burden during the Covid-19 pandemic.

11
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Figure 1. Flowchart of the study samplefor both resident and staff populations, and the selection of cases and controls.
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Two doses 1016 (6.4%) 12584 (7.0%) 7.8% 715 (8.4%) 8890 (9.8%) 10.5% e P

Three doses 3246 (20.6%) 50350 (27.9%) 29.6% 160 (1.9%) 3082 (3.4%) 3.1% 23 o

Infected since July 1, 2021 Unvaccinated 61 (0.4%) 893 (0.5%) 0.5% 335 (3.9%) 7412 (8.2%) 7.6% é gg
Two doses 27 (0.2%) 673 (0.4%) 0.4% 88 (1.0%) 2553 (2.8%) 2.7% >an

Three doses 15 (0.1%) 1003 (0.6%) 0.5% 9 (0.1%) 567 (0.6%) 0.5% = ; 8

Vaccine type g gfé.’
Moderna 9084 (57.6%) 117869 (65.4%) 65.1% 3088 (36.2%) 32837 (36.3%) 38.7% o3 g
Pfizer 2512 (15.9%) 32520 (18.0%) 16.0% 1584 (18.6%) 21887 (24.2%) 20.4% Sa <
Age (years) §§ a.
Mean (sd) 42.7 (13.1) 45.1 (14.1) 43.6 (13.3) 40.1 (9.44) 41.2 (9.63) 40.4 (9.6) s g S
18-39 7431 (47.0%) 74372 (41.2%) 44.0% 4292 (50.3%) 40891 (45.2%) 49.8% 3 3 §
40-54 5064 (32.0%) 57592 (31.9%) 33.3% 3615 (42.3%) 42133 (46.6%) 42.7% -1
55+ 3308 (20.9%) 48703 (27.0%) 22.7% 632 (7.4%) 7385 (8.2%) 7.5% 3 2=z
Sex & gender* %.g_:@
Female 667 (4.2%) 11977 (6.6%) 4.4% 2170 (25.4%) 21843 (24.2%) 25.4% 22X
Male 15136 (95.8%) 168690 (93.4%) 95.6% 6369 (74.6%) 68566 (75.8%) 74.6% > § N
Race & ethnicity ol R’
Hispanic or Latine 7019 (44.4%) 76884 (42.6%) 45.5% 3024 (35.4%) 29859 (33.0%) 34.9% o
Non-Hispanic Black 4563 (28.9%) 53135 (29.4%) 27.4% 598 (7.0%) 6913 (7.6%) 7.0% =2
Non-Hispanic white 3222 (20.4%) 37825 (20.9%) 19.9% 2160 (25.3%) 23131 (25.6%) 25.6% ;g
Non-Hispanic other or unknown 999 (6.3%) 12823 (7.1%) 7.2% 2757 (32.3%) 30506 (33.7%) 32.4% oS
Covid-19 risk score' EES
0 6276 (39.7%) 62584 (34.6%) 39.7% §§
1 4640 (29.4%) 46300 (25.6%) 29.4% s g
2+ 4887 (30.9%) 71783 (39.7%) 30.9% =8
Room type 3 ;3'
Cell 8700 (55.1%) 122429 (67.8%) 55.1% =8
=3

=l
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83.6%
16.4%

72770 (80.5%)
17639 (19.5%)

7136 (83.6%)
1403 (16.4%)

58238 (32.2%) 44.9%

7103 (44.9%)

Based on sex for Residents and gender identity for Staff.

" Based on CDCR risk score (Table S1).

Dorm
Position
Custody
Healthcare

*
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Figure 2. Testing and cases among study cohort. In the top panel, the daily number and percentage of residents
and staff* tested and who were positive. In the bottom panel, the daily number of residents who tested positive.

Testing and case series were extended over the historical period 2.5 months before the start of the study period.
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Figure 3. Vaccine and prior infection status of study cohort over time. Study cohort consisted of residents and

staff who were unvaccinated or received mRNA vaccines for Covid-19.
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3
9]
Figure 4. SARS-CoV-2 infections and adjusted estimates of effectiveness among incarcerated people and correctional staff in California prisons during 52
%g'
Omicron Covid-19 outbreaks, December 24, 2021 to April 14, 2022. Individuals with vaccine statuses of two or three doses were vaccinated with mRNA §§
=,
| 23
VaccClnes. 8 s
=z
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(weighted) (95% Cl) = s
‘ Ee
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