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Abstract
Objectives - To investigate: (1) whether vaccine efficacy against severe COVID-19 has decreased since
Delta became the predominant variant; (2) whether efficacy wanes with time since second dose.
Design - Matched case-control study.
Setting - Population of Scotland from 1 December 2020 to 19 August 2021.
Main outcome measure - Severe COVID-19, defined as cases with entry to critical care or fatal
outcome.
Results - Efficacy of vaccination against severe COVID-19 decreased in May 2021 coinciding with the
replacement of the B.1.1.7 (Alpha) by the B.1.617.2 (Delta) variant in Scotland, but this decrease was
reversed over the next month. In the most recent time window, the efficacy of two doses against severe
COVID-19 was 91% (95 percent CI 86% to 95%) for the AstraZeneca product and 92% (95 percent CI
85% to 95%) for mRNA (Pfizer or Moderna) products. Against the broader category of hospitalised or
fatal COVID-19, efficacy in this time window was slightly lower: 88% (95 percent CI 85% to 90%) for the
AstraZeneca product, 91% (95 percent CI 88% to 93%) for mRNA vaccines. Efficacy against COVID-19
declined rapidly in the first two months since second dose but more slowly thereafter. For hospitalised or
fatal COVID-19 the model best supported by the data was one in which efficacy was the sum of a
rapidly waning effect with half-life of 17 (95% CI 9 to 39) days and a time-invariant efficacy of 83%.
Conclusions - These results are reassuring with respect to concerns that efficacy against severe
COVID-19 might have fallen since the Delta variant became predominant. Although there is
considerable uncertainty attached to any extrapolation into the future, these results suggest that the
rapid early waning of efficacy against hospitalised COVID-19 after the second dose tapers off within a
few months. This weakens the rationale for policies based on delivering booster doses to the entire
population, rather than to vulnerable individuals for focused protection.
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Introduction
Recent reports have suggested that efficacy of vaccines against COVID-19 infection may have fallen since
the B.1.617.2 (Delta) variant became predominant [1–6]. Other studies have raised concerns that efficacy
may wane with time since second dose [3,7]. These concerns have led US public health agencies to
recommend booster doses [8].
Studies of efficacy against infection are subject to ascertainment bias unless they are based on testing
at predetermined regular intervals [3]. Studies of efficacy against severe COVID-19, defined as cases that
are fatal or require critical care, are less susceptible to ascertainment bias and this is also the outcome
most relevant to health-care capacity. The objectives of this study were to investigate for the two main
classes of vaccine: (1) whether efficacy against severe COVID-19 has decreased since Delta became the
predominant variant; (2) whether efficacy of two doses against severe COVID-19 wanes with time since
second dose.

Methods
The design of the REACT-SCOT case-control study has been described in detail previously [9]. In brief,
for every incident case of COVID-19 in the Scottish population ten controls matched for one-year age,
sex and primary care practice and alive on the day of presentation of the case that they were matched to
were selected using the Community Health Index database. COVID-19 cases were those with a positive
nucleic acid test, or a hospital admission or death with COVID-19 ICD-10 codes. As previously, to
minimise ascertainment bias we pre-specified the primary outcome measure as severe COVID-19, defined
as diagnosed cases with entry to critical care within 28 days of presentation or fatal outcome (death
within 28 days of a positive test or any death for which COVID-19 was coded as underlying cause) [9].
We also examined the broader category of hospitalised or fatal COVID-19. Though the data extract
included cases presenting up to 2 September 2021, the analyses reported here are restricted to cases and
controls presenting from 1 December 2020 to 19 August 2021, ensuring follow-up for at least 14 days
after presentation date to allow cases to be classified as severe or hospitalised.
The vaccination programme in Scotland began on 8 December 2020. By 24 March 2021 half the adult
population had received a first dose, and by 7 June half the adult population had received a second dose
[10]. Vaccination status was defined by the number of doses received at least 14 days before presentation
date.
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The incidence density sampling design controls not only for the matching factors of age, sex and
primary care practice but also for calendar time. Rate ratios for severe COVID-19 were estimated from
conditional logistic regression models. The efficacy of vaccination is 1 minus the rate ratio. Covariates
included in each model were those previously identified as strong predictors of severe disease in this
population: care home residence, risk category (no risk condition, moderate risk condition, clinically
extremely vulnerable), number of non-cardiovascular drug classes dispensed in last 240 days and recent
hospital stay [9,11,12].
To investigate the effect of the Delta variant we examined how efficacy varied with calendar time, and
to investigate possible waning we examined how efficacy varied with time since last dose. To show these
relationships without predefined categories, the initial analysis presents line plots of log rate ratios
estimated within sliding 42-day time windows against calendar time and against time since last dose. For
a formal comparison between time periods before and after Delta became the predominant variant, we
estimated rate ratios before and after 19 May 2021: the date on which Delta became the main variant in
Scotland [13].
To model waning of efficacy after the second dose of vaccine, we compared the fit of two families of
model: (1) a “waning to zero efficacy” model in which the effect of vaccination on the scale of log rate
ratio decays exponentially to zero with time since second dose; (2) a “waning to constant efficacy” model
in which the effect of vaccination is the sum of two terms: a time-invariant effect and a waning effect
that decays exponentially with time since second dose. For each of these two model families, a model was
fitted for each value of the decay half-life over a sequence of values from 10 to 500 days and a profile
likelihood confidence interval for the half-life was obtained as the range of half-life values over which the
log-likelihood of the model was within 1.92 natural log units of its maximum value. Comparison between
the best-fitting waning to zero model and the best-fitting “waning to constant efficacy” model was based
on the difference in log-likelihood between these nested models.

Results
Tables S1 and S2 show the distributions of risk factors in cases and their matched controls, for the 5168
severe cases and the 17121 cases in the broader category of hospitalised or fatal. These results are
provided for reference only: the reader is cautioned that unconditional odds ratios calculated from these
tables cannot be used to estimate rate ratios because of the matched design [14,15]. Over all cases and
matched controls, the median and interquartile range of the time since last dose was 34 (22 to 53) days
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for those who had received a single dose and 67 (42 to 89) days for those who had received two doses. Of
those who had received two doses of an mRNA vaccine by the date of the latest extract, 9% had received
the Moderna product.

Vaccine efficacy before and after the Delta variant became predominant
Figure 1 (a) shows that the rate ratio for severe COVID-19 associated with a single dose of vaccine in
June to July 2021, after the Alpha variant was replaced by the Delta variant, was similar to that in
March to April. There is however an obvious blip, with a temporary increase in the rate ratio
(corresponding to a decline in efficacy) from early May to early June. The rate ratios for severe
COVID-19 associated with two doses of vaccine show a similar perturbation during May 2021, but the
estimates of rate ratios for time windows before May 2021 are imprecise because at this time few
individuals had received their second dose. To compare the rate ratio before and after the date that the
Delta variant became predominant, a conditional logistic regression model was fitted with the effect of
two doses versus none nested within each level of an indicator variable defined as presentation date on or
after 19 May 2021. The rate ratio for severe disease associated with two doses of vaccine was 0.04 (95%
CI 0.01 to 0.18, p=2 × 10−5 ) before 19 May and 0.10 (95% CI 0.08 to 0.14, p=1 × 10−53 ) from 19 May
onwards. The confidence interval for the rate ratio before 19 May is wide because few individuals had
received two doses before April 2021 and there were few severe cases from April to mid-May 2021.
Figure 1 (b) shows that the rate ratio for the broader category of hospitalised or fatal disease associated
with two doses of vaccine increased (and thus efficacy was lower) after the Delta variant became
predominant. The rate ratio was estimated as 0.05 (95% CI 0.03 to 0.10, p=2 × 10−16 ) before 19 May
and 0.15 (95% CI 0.13 to 0.17, p=1 × 10−181 ) from 19 May onwards
Figure 1 (a) shows that against severe COVID-19, the efficacy of two doses of the AstraZeneca and
mRNA vaccines did not differ after May 2021, but Figure 1 (b) shows that against the broader category
of hospitalised or fatal COVID-19 the AstraZeneca vaccine had lower efficacy than the mRNA vaccines.
In the most recent 42-day time window centred on 29 July 2021, the efficacy of two doses against severe
COVID-19 was 91% (95 percent CI 86% to 95%) for the AstraZeneca product and 92% (95 percent CI
85% to 95%) for mRNA (Pfizer or Moderna) products. Against the broader category of hospitalised or
fatal COVID-19, efficacy in this time window was slightly lower: 88% (95 percent CI 85% to 90%) lower
for the AstraZeneca product, 91% (95 percent CI 88% to 93%) for mRNA vaccines.
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Vaccine efficacy by time since second dose
Figure 2 (a) shows that the log rate ratio for severe COVID-19 increases (and thus efficacy decreases)
over the first two months after the second dose for both AstraZeneca and mRNA vaccines, but that with
increasing time since second dose the slope of this relationship appears to flatten. Up to about 6 weeks
from the second dose, the slope of the increase in log rate ratio is less steep for the AstraZeneca vaccine
than for the mRNA vaccines, so that the difference in efficacy narrows with time since second dose.
Figure 2 (b) shows the same analysis for the broader category of hospitalized or fatal COVID-19. The
slope of the relationship of log rate ratio associated with vaccine to time since second dose appears to
flatten with increasing time since second dose. As in Figure 1 (b), efficacy against hospitalisation
remains higher for the mRNA than for the AstraZeneca vaccine.
Modelling of the relation of efficacy to time since second dose was based on comparison of “waning to
zero efficacy” and “waning to constant efficacy” models as described above. For hospitalised or fatal
COVID-19, the best-fitting “waning to constant efficacy” model with waning effect half-life of 17 (95% CI
9 to 39) days, reaching a constant efficacy of 83% was supported (p=0.001) over the best-fitting “waning
to zero efficacy” model. For the narrower outcome of severe COVID-19 the parameter estimates for the
best-fitting “waning to constant efficacy” model were similar to those for hospitalised or fatal COVID-19
– waning effect half-life of 27 (95% CI 14 to 143) days, constant efficacy 82% – but there was only weak
evidence (p=0.05) favouring this model over the best-fitting model with waning to zero efficacy. The
decay curves corresponding to the best-fitting models for each outcome are shown in Figure S1.

Conclusions
Statement of principal findings
• The efficacy of two vaccine doses against severe COVID-19 in the most recent time windows is
around 92% and does not differ between AstraZeneca and mRNA products. Efficacy against the
broader category of hospitalised or fatal COVID-19 remains slightly lower for the AstraZeneca
vaccine than for mRNA vaccines (88% versus 91%)
• Efficacy declines rapidly during the first two months after the second dose but more slowly
thereafter. For the broad category of hospitalised or fatal COVID-19, the results support a model
in which the efficacy is the sum of a waning effect with half-life of a few weeks and a time-invariant
effect, declining towards a constant value of about 80% over the first few months.

6/17

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.12.21263448; this version posted September 15, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Strengths and limitations
Strengths of this study are the focus on severe COVID-19 as main outcome measure, the elimination of
confounding by calendar time in the matched case-control design, and the ability to control for multiple
comorbidities through linkage to electronic health records. A limitation of the incidence density
case-control design is that it excludes those who have previously tested positive for COVID-19: a
separate study of reinfections is in progress. For investigating the possible effect of the Delta variant on
efficacy, a limitation is that we do not have direct measurements of variant type; however in Scotland the
Alpha variant was almost completely replaced by Delta over a few weeks in May 2021 [13], and the effect
of this is visible in the time window plots as a temporary perturbation of efficacy. As few people had
received their second dose before April 2021 and from April to May 2021 the number of severe cases was
low, estimates of efficacy of two doses against severe COVID-19 are based mainly on cases occurring
after May 2021. Although the effects of calendar time and time since second dose are confounded with
other factors not considered in this analysis including seasonality, the build-up of natural immunity, and
the changing morbidity profile of cases, the objective of this study is to establish whether efficacy is
waning in the population as a whole and thus to lay an evidence base for policy.

Comparison with other studies
Several studies have suggested that vaccine efficacy against infection may have fallen since Delta became
the predominant variant. A study based on regular monthly PCR tests obtained in the UK Office of
National Statistics (ONS) Covid-19 Infection Survey reported that efficacy against infection had fallen
from 79% to 67% for the AstraZeneca vaccine since Delta became the predominant variant, but had
remained around 80% for the Pfizer vacine [3]. Two other recent studies from the UK [2,13] using
test-negative controls have estimated recent efficacy against symptomatic infection to be lower for the
AstraZeneca product than for the Pfizer product. However these studies were based on unscheduled
tests, which may give rise to ascertainment bias if vaccination influences test-seeking behaviour.
Studies of efficacy against hospitalisation with COVID-19 are less susceptible to ascertainment bias.
Of three US studies of efficacy against hospitalisation, two reported that efficacy against hospitalisation
was no lower after the Delta variant became predominant than before [4,5], and one reported that
efficacy of mRNA vaccines fell from 85% to 75% [6]. Our results show that against the narrower outcome
of severe COVID-19 there has been in Scotland no sustained reduction in efficacy.
The ONS study also found that efficacy against infections detected at less than 30 PCR cycles
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declined during the first three months since second dose, and that this decline was steeper for the Pfizer
mRNA vaccine than for the AstraZeneca vaccine: modelled as linear effects of time since second dose on
the log rate ratio associated with vaccination, the waning effects were equivalent to declines from 93% to
89% for the Pfizer vaccine and from 72% to 69% for the AstraZeneca vaccine from 15 to 45 days after
second dose [3]. The authors suggested that if these linear effects were extrapolated, the two vaccines
would have equal efficacy against infection after 16-20 weeks. The ONS study did not test the form of
the relationship of efficacy to time since second dose: on the scale of log rate ratio, exponential decay is
more realistic than a linear effect which implies that efficacy would eventually become negative. Our
results show that for efficacy against severe disease also, the waning of efficacy appears to be faster for
mRNA vaccines than for the AstraZeneca product, but this early waning appears to taper off.
Although a model in which efficacy against hospitalisation is the sum (on a scale of log rate ratio) of
a rapidly-waning effect and a constant effect is supported by the data, the underlying mechanism of this
is not clear. The measured rate of decline of neutralising antibodies induced by mRNA vaccines [16] is
too slow to explain the rapid decline of efficacy in the first two months since second dose.

Policy implications
A joint CDC/FDA statement on 18 August 2021 asserted that [8]:
The available data make very clear that protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection begins to
decrease over time following the initial doses of vaccination, and in association with the
dominance of the Delta variant, we are starting to see evidence of reduced protection against
mild and moderate disease.
On this basis, the statement concluded that “a booster shot will be needed to maximize
vaccine-induced protection and prolong its durability”, reversing an earlier position [17]. Our results are
more reassuring, in that we find that while vaccine efficay against severe COVID-19 declined when the
Alpha variant was replaced by the Delta variant, this decline was only temporary. Although there is
considerable uncertainty attached to any extrapolation into the future, the best estimate we can make on
the basis of the data available is that the rapid waning of efficacy against COVID-19 in the first two
months after the second dose tapers off thereafter and that the trajectory is consistent with a long-term
efficacy of about 80% against hospitalisation. Thus at present there is no clear evidence to support a
policy of delivering booster doses to the entire population, rather than to vulnerable individuals for
focused protection.
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Fig 1. Relation of vaccine efficacy to calendar time: (a) severe COVID-19; (b) hospitalised or fatal
COVID-19. Vaccination status is defined by number of doses received at least 14 days before. Rate
ratios in conditional logistic regression model, adjusted for covariates. For each effect, line thickness is
proportional to precision of estimate
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Fig 2. Relation of vaccine efficacy to time since last dose: (a) severe COVID-19; (b) hospitalised or
fatal COVID-19. Rate ratios in conditional logistic regression model, adjusted for covariates. For each
effect, line thickness is proportional to precision of estimate
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Fig S1. Best-fitting models of waning to zero efficacy and waning to constant efficacy for the narrow
outcome of severe COVID-19 and the broader outcome of hospitalised or fatal COVID-19
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Table S1. Rate ratios for severe COVID-19
Univariate

Controls (45767)

Cases (5168)

Rate ratio (95%

Multivariable

p-value

CI)

Care home

2375 (5%)

933 (18%)

No risk condition

25632 (56%)

1393 (27%)

Moderate risk condition

5.4 (4.8, 5.9)

Rate ratio (95%

p-value

CI)

5.6 (5.0, 6.4)

7 × 10−152

−225

−52

−217

5 × 10

.

.

16512 (36%)

2703 (52%)

3.35 (3.11, 3.61)

9 × 10

1.96 (1.80, 2.14)

3 × 10

Eligible for shielding

3623 (8%)

1072 (21%)

6.2 (5.7, 6.8)

3 × 10−327

2.76 (2.46, 3.11)

6 × 10−64

Number of

3 (1 to 7)

8 (4 to 12)

1.15 (1.14, 1.15)

−522

2 × 10

1.09 (1.08, 1.09)

3 × 10−122

977 (2%)

1461 (28%)

19.1 (17.3, 21.1)

2 × 10−740

13.7 (12.3, 15.2)

7 × 10−492

37098 (81%)

4348 (84%)

1 dose mRNA vaccine

2101 (5%)

246 (5%)

0.80 (0.68, 0.94)

0.008

0.41 (0.34, 0.50)

−20

4 × 10

1 dose AZ vaccine

2647 (6%)

244 (5%)

0.40 (0.33, 0.49)

6 × 10−19

0.37 (0.30, 0.46)

4 × 10−19

2 doses mRNA vaccine

1221 (3%)

81 (2%)

0.18 (0.13, 0.25)

−25

0.09 (0.06, 0.13)

7 × 10−38

2 doses AZ vaccine

2696 (6%)

248 (5%)

0.23 (0.18, 0.29)

−30

0.14 (0.11, 0.19)

1 × 10−43

non-cardiovascular drug
classes
Recent hospital stay
Vaccination status
Not vaccinated

.

4 × 10
3 × 10

.

Presentation dates from 1 December 2020 to 19 August 2021.
Vaccination status defined as number of doses received at least 14 days before presentation date.
Controls matched for age, sex, and primary care practice on date of presentation of case.
Multivariable model includes all covariates in the table
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Table S2. Rate ratios for hospitalised or fatal COVID-19
Univariate

Controls (158666)

Cases (17121)

Multivariable

Rate ratio (95%

p-value

CI)

Care home
No risk condition
Moderate risk condition

4976 (3%)

1844 (11%)

103921 (65%)

6909 (40%)

Rate ratio (95%

p-value

CI)

4.65 (4.34, 4.99)

3.80 (3.48, 4.15)

2 × 10−193

−642

−136

−402

7 × 10

.

.

44846 (28%)

7450 (44%)

2.96 (2.84, 3.08)

4 × 10

1.81 (1.73, 1.89)

6 × 10

Eligible for shielding

9899 (6%)

2762 (16%)

5.2 (4.9, 5.5)

1 × 10−800

2.40 (2.24, 2.57)

1 × 10−137

Number of

3 (0 to 6)

6 (2 to 10)

1.14 (1.14, 1.14)

−1382

9 × 10

1.09 (1.08, 1.09)

1 × 10−358

2543 (2%)

4442 (26%)

23.9 (22.5, 25.4)

9 × 10−2335

16.3 (15.3, 17.4)

9 × 10−1597

121607 (77%)

14067 (82%)

−77

0.29 (0.27, 0.33)

−112

non-cardiovascular drug
classes
Recent hospital stay
Vaccination status
Not vaccinated
1 dose mRNA vaccine
1 dose AZ vaccine
2 doses mRNA vaccine
2 doses AZ vaccine

.

.

9072 (6%)

614 (4%)

0.39 (0.36, 0.43)

3 × 10

10161 (6%)

1006 (6%)

0.46 (0.41, 0.50)

9 × 10−54

0.41 (0.37, 0.45)

6 × 10−62

6261 (4%)

293 (2%)

0.14 (0.12, 0.16)

−130

0.10 (0.08, 0.12)

1 × 10−158

11527 (7%)

1140 (7%)

0.31 (0.27, 0.35)

−84

0.21 (0.18, 0.23)

7 × 10−135

7 × 10

1 × 10

9 × 10

Presentation dates from 1 December 2020 to 19 August 2021.
Vaccination status defined as number of doses received at least 14 days before presentation date.
Controls matched for age, sex, and primary care practice on date of presentation of case.
Multivariable model includes all covariates in the table
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