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Table 1: Demographic and clinical characteristics of the study population for the two study cohorts. 

Since the cohorts are dynamic and individuals can contribute to both cohorts, the table presents the 

number of person-days at risk instead of the number of individuals. 

 2nd dose only (“no-

booster” cohort) 

12+ days from 3rd dose  

(“booster” cohort) 

Person-days at risk 4,018,929 3,351,598 

Confirmed Infections 3,473 313  

Severe COVID-19 330 32 

Gender = male (%) 1,712,000 (43%) 1,681,085 (50%) 

Sector (% of person-days at risk) 

General Jewish 3,318,512 (82%) 3,127,545 (93%) 

Arab 514,357 (13%) 114,671 (3%) 

Orthodox Jews 186,060 (5%) 109,382 (3%) 

Age category (% of person-days at risk) 

60-69 2,138,861 (53%) 1,353,160 (40%) 

70-79 1,173,437 (29%) 1,341,000 (40%) 

80+ 706,631 (18%) 657,438 (20%) 

2nd vaccination period (% of person-days at risk) 

Jan, 16-31 1,613,977 (40%) 2,664,230 (79%) 

Feb, 1-15 1,849,978 (46%) 634,870 (19%) 
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Feb, 16-28 554,974 (14%) 52,498 (2%) 
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Table 2. Summary of the results of the Poisson regression analysis for different cohorts: people who 

received only two vaccine doses and people for whom 12 days or more have passed since their booster 

dose. For each group, we provide the total number of person-days at risk for each cohort, the number of 

confirmed infections and severe COVID-19 in each cohort, and the estimated protection of the booster 

against confirmed infection and severe illness, given as a fold change in relative risk. 

 

 

Cohort 

 

Person-days 

at risk 

 

Confirmed 

infections 

 

Severe 

COVID-19 

Estimated booster protection (95% CI) 

Against confirmed 

infection 

Against severe 

illness 

2 doses only 

(“no-booster” 

cohort) 

4,018,929 3,473 330 1 1 

12+ days 

from 3rd dose 

(“booster” 

cohort) 

3,351,598 313 32 11.4 [10, 12.9] 15.5 [10.5, 22.8]  
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Figure 1. Study population. The population includes people who were fully vaccinated prior to March 1, 

2021, were not abroad during August 2021, and had no documented SARS-CoV-2 PCR-positive result 

before July 30, 2021. 
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Figure 2. Booster protection against confirmed infection as a function of the number of days following 

the booster dose. Because of wide confidence intervals, only days 1-16 are shown. Protection is given as 

a fold reduction in risk relative to people who received only two vaccine doses. Data is based on about 1 

million individuals aged 60 or older, who received the 3rd dose boost. The dashed line represents no 

added protection by the booster dose.  
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Supplementary Methods 1 - matching approaches 

 

In order to validate our findings, we conducted two independent secondary analyses which rely 

on matching fully vaccinated individuals who received a booster dose with similar individuals 

who received only two vaccine doses.  

 

The first matching approach was similar to that conducted by Dagan et.al.15. Briefly, each 

individual in the ‘booster’ cohort was matched to an individual who was in the ‘no-booster’ 

cohort on the booster-vaccination day based on the following characteristics: age group - (60-

69,70-79 and 80+), gender, second vaccine dose week and demographic group (General 

Jewish, Arab, ultra-Orthodox). Follow-up for both individuals ended at the time of infection. 

Both individuals in a pair were censored at the end of the study or at the time the ‘no-booster’ 

individual got a booster dose. We calculated the probability of being free of infection in the two 

cohorts as a function of time using the Kaplan-Meier estimator, and compared the survival 

probabilities of the two cohorts at the end of the study. For each cohort, we calculated the 

probability of an event occurring between day 12 following the boost and the end of the study, 

among individuals still at risk on day 12. We used the ratio between the probabilities of the two 

cohorts as an estimate for the risk ratio for our population over the study time. We generated 

95% confidence intervals around this estimate using the percentile bootstrap method with 100 

repetitions.  

 

A second approach matched days rather than individuals, ensuring that days in the two 

cohorts are comparable. Matching was performed as follows: on each day in the study period, 

we identified the group of individuals for whom 12 days or more passed since their booster 

dose (or 10 days for the severe illness analysis), and who were not previously infected 

(‘booster’ cohort). We randomly matched a ‘no-booster’ individual from those who received 

only two vaccine doses (by that same day), was not previously infected, and had the same 

characteristics (age group in five year window, gender, second vaccine dose week and 

demographic group: General Jewish, Arab, ultra-Orthodox). In order to be able to match all 

individuals in the ‘booster’ cohort, we conducted matching with replacement, so the same ‘no-

booster’ individual could be assigned to multiple ‘booster’ individuals.  

 

After matching was performed, we calculated the number of events (confirmed infection or 

severe COVID-19) occuring on the same calendar day in each of the two groups. An individual 

is considered severely ill at the date of first positive sample if the individual deteriorated to the 

corresponding condition within the study period. The ratio between the incidence of the 

outcomes in the ‘booster’ and ‘no-booster’ cohorts was used to estimate the marginal 

protection provided by the booster dose. We used non-parametric bootstrapping, with 200 

bootstrap samples, followed by random matching, and reported the median ratio as the 

protection estimate and the 95% confidence intervals around it. Overall, out of 603,953 
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individuals for whom 12 days or more passed since their booster dose, 603,953 matched pairs 

were found.  

 

For the first type of matching, our analysis yielded an estimate of 13.4-fold (95% CI [8.2-21.4]) 

for protection against confirmed infection. Due to the very small number of severe cases 

following the booster a reliable estimate of the protection versus severe illness using this 

approach was not possible. 

 

For the second type of matching, our analysis yielded an estimate of 9.6-fold protection 

against confirmed infection (95% CI [8.1-11.4]) and 9.5-fold protection against severe illness 

(95% CI [5-19.6]). The overall agreement between the main and secondary analyses gives 

further reassurance that our results are robust to the employed statistical methodology. 
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Supplementary Figures 

 

 
Figure S1. A conceptual schematic demonstrating the possible underlying dynamics of the results in 

Figure 2. 
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Figure S2. The daily rate of tests per person as a function of the time relative to the administration of the 

booster dose. A decrease in the rate of testing is observable just after the administration of the booster, 

likely reflecting transient behavioural changes in care-seeking behaviour or risk-avoidance. 
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Figure S3. A schematic illustration of the allocation for the dynamic cohorts. We show two example 

timelines for two different individuals, and detail the cohort they contribute to at each point in time as 

well as the total days-at-risk for each person in each cohort. 
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Figure S5. Sensitivity analysis across periods of booster vaccination for the booster protection against 

confirmed infection as a function of the number of days following the booster dose. Protection is given as 

a fold change in risk relative to people who received only two vaccine doses. 
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Figure S4. The distribution of time between first positive test and severe illness for confirmed cases 

between November 1st,  2020 and March 1st, 2021. 
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Table S1: Poisson regression results for confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection. 

term estimate std.error statistic p.value 

(Intercept) -6.96 0.06 -124.31 <0.001 

age_category70-79 -0.11 0.04 -2.87 0.004 

age_category80+ -0.12 0.05 -2.69 0.007 

Gender = male 0.16 0.03 4.77 <0.001 

date2021-08-11 -0.02 0.07 -0.22 0.830 

date2021-08-12 0.17 0.07 2.48 0.013 

date2021-08-13 -0.10 0.08 -1.31 0.191 

date2021-08-14 -0.39 0.09 -4.57 <0.001 

date2021-08-15 -0.14 0.08 -1.72 0.085 

date2021-08-16 0.49 0.07 7.02 <0.001 

date2021-08-17 0.19 0.08 2.43 0.015 

date2021-08-18 0.33 0.08 4.36 <0.001 

date2021-08-19 0.34 0.08 4.31 <0.001 

date2021-08-20 0.24 0.08 2.96 0.003 

date2021-08-21 -0.15 0.09 -1.69 0.092 

date2021-08-22 -0.06 0.09 -0.63 0.531 

vac_periodFeb 1-15 -0.19 0.04 -5.40 <0.001 

vac_periodFeb 16-28 -0.37 0.06 -6.37 <0.001 

Sector: Arab -0.83 0.07 -11.41 <0.001 

Sector: ultra Orthodox  0.30 0.07 4.51 <0.001 

Cohort ‘booster’ -2.43 0.06 -38.18  <0.001 
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Table S2: Poisson regression results for severe COVID-19 disease. 

term estimate std.error statistic p.value 

(Intercept) -10.94 0.23 -47.78 <0.001 

age_category70-79 0.86 0.14 5.99 <0.001 

age_category80+ 1.79 0.13 13.26 <0.001 

Gender = male 0.96 0.11 8.67 <0.001 

date2021-08-11 0.24 0.26 0.94 0.349 

date2021-08-12 0.42 0.25 1.66 0.097 

date2021-08-13 0.32 0.27 1.22 0.224 

date2021-08-14 0.11 0.28 0.40 0.69 

date2021-08-15 0.74 0.25 2.97 0.003 

date2021-08-16 0.44 0.27 1.62 0.106 

date2021-08-17 0.77 0.26 3.00 0.003 

date2021-08-18 0.48 0.28 1.69 0.091 

date2021-08-19 0.56 0.28 1.97 0.049 

date2021-08-20 0.66 0.28 2.37 0.018 

date2021-08-21 0.69 0.28 2.51 0.012 

date2021-08-22 0.95 0.26 3.62 <0.001 

vac_periodFeb 1-15 -0.31 0.11 -2.78 0.006 

vac_periodFeb 16-28 -0.84 0.22 -3.77 <0.001 

Sector: Arab -0.21 0.19 -1.10 0.273 

Sector: ultra Orthodox  -0.07 0.26 -0.27 0.790 

Cohort ‘booster’ -2.74 0.20 -13.77  <0.001 
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