medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.12.21266222; this version posted November 12, 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preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.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-ND 4.0 International license .

Age and product dependent vaccine effectiveness against SARS-CoV-2 infection and hospitalisation
among adults in Norway: a national cohort study, January – September 2021.
Jostein Starrfelt1#, Eirik Alnes Buanes2,3, Lene Kristine Juvet4,5, Trude Marie Lyngstad1, Gunnar Øyvind
Isaksson Rø5, Lamprini Veneti1, and Hinta Meijerink4
1
2
3
4
5

#

Department of Infection Control and Preparedness, Norwegian Institute of Public Health, Oslo, Norway
Norwegian Intensive Care and Pandemic Registry (NIPaR), Helse Bergen Health Trust, Bergen, Norway
Department of Anaesthesiology and Intensive Care Haukeland University Hospital, Bergen, Norway
Department of Infection Control and Vaccines, Norwegian Institute of Public Health, Oslo, Norway
Department of Development and Analytics, Norwegian Institute of Public Health, Oslo, Norway
Corresponding author: Jostein Starrfelt - jostein.starrfelt@fhi.no

Abstract
Background: SARS-CoV-2 vaccines show high effectiveness against infection and (severe) disease.
However, few studies estimate population level vaccine effectiveness against multiple COVID-19
outcomes, by age and including homologous and heterologous vaccine regimens.
Methods: Using Cox proportional hazard models on data from 4 293 544 individuals (99% of Norwegian
adults), we estimated overall, age-, and product-specific vaccine effectiveness against SARS-CoV-2
infection, hospitalisation, ICU admission and death in Norway, using data from national registries.
Vaccine status was included as time-dependent variable and we adjusted for sex, pre-existing medical
conditions, country of birth, county of residence, and crowded living conditions.
Findings: Adjusted vaccine effectiveness among fully vaccinated is 72·1% (71·2‒73·0) against SARS-CoV-2
infection, 92·9% (91·2‒94·2) against hospitalisation, 95·5% (92·6‒97·2) against ICU admission, and 88·0%
(82·5‒91·8) against death. Among partially vaccinated, the effectiveness is 24·3% (22·3‒26·2) against
infection and 82·7% (77·7‒86·6) against hospitalisation. Vaccine effectiveness against infection is 84·7%
(83·1-86·1) for heterologous mRNA vaccine regimens, 78·3% (76·8-79·7) for Spikevax (Moderna; mRNA1273), 69·7% (68·6-70·8) for Comirnaty (Pfizer/BioNTech; BNT162b2), and 60·7% (57·5-63·6) for
Vaxzevria (AstraZeneca; ChAdOx nCoV-19; AZD1222) with a mRNA dose among fully vaccinated.
Interpretation: We demonstrate good protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection and severe disease in fully
vaccinated, including heterologous vaccine regimens, which could facilitate rapid immunization. Partially
vaccinated were less likely to get severe disease than unvaccinated, though protection against infection
was not as high, which could be essential in making vaccine prioritisation policies especially when
availability is limited.
Funding: Norwegian Institute of Public Health, Helse Bergen Health Trust
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Background
In December 2019, cases of acute respiratory syndrome were reported in Wuhan City, Hubei province,
China, and quickly was discovered to be caused by a novel coronavirus, severe acute respiratory
syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2). Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) spread rapidly and was
declared a pandemic on 11th of March 2020 by the World Health Organization. The pandemic challenged
health care systems and has only partially been abated by non-pharmaceutical control measures.
Therefore, effective vaccines would be essential to control the outbreak, and many vaccines were rapidly
developed. The first vaccines were approved for large scale use in December 2020, including Comirnaty
(Pfizer/BioNTech; BNT162b2), Spikevax (Moderna; mRNA-1273), Vaxzevria (AstraZeneca; ChAdOx nCoV19; AZD1222), and Janssen (Johnson & Johnson; Ad26.COV2.S). Traditionally, a single vaccine is
administered in multiple doses as homologous regimen. However, many countries adopted more flexible
policies allowing “mixing and matching” of vaccines during SARS-CoV-2 vaccination campaigns, usually in
response to supply constraints or policy changes, this strategy is termed “heterologous” regimen.1,2
COVID-19 vaccines have exhibited good protection against SARS-CoV-2 disease, and the vaccine
effectiveness increases with the severity of the outcome - effectiveness against infection is lower than
hospitalization, intensive care unit admission (ICU) and death.3-7 A recent meta-analysis estimated an
overall effectiveness of 83% against SARS-CoV-2 infection after two doses, with higher protection from
mRNA vaccines.8 However, effectiveness may differ among virus variants and product types, as well as
being impacted by dose intervals or population structure (age distribution, risk groups).9-15 In addition,
waning of vaccine-induced immunity is a concern that could result in lower vaccine effectiveness as time
passes. 16,17 Determining the effectiveness of vaccines on population level after roll-out of COVID-19
vaccination programmes as well as comparison between vaccine types is essential for vaccine
implementation and guidelines.
By 27th of September 2021, a total of 187 282 SARS-CoV-2 cases were reported to the Norwegian
Surveillance System for Communicable Diseases (MSIS) in a population of approximately 5.3 million, with
5 193 individuals hospitalised due to COVID-19 and 861 COVID-19 associated deaths. From early
February 2021, the Alpha variant (B1.1.7) was the dominant circulating strain in Norway, being replaced
by the Delta variant (B.1.617.2) by July 2021.11,14,15 On 27th of December 2020, Norway started COVID-19
vaccination, initially targeted towards elderly (>65 years) and risk groups. Of those ≥18 years, 84% were
considered fully vaccinated by 27th of September, with the majority receiving a mRNA vaccine regimen;
Comirnaty, Spikevax, or a heterologous combination of both (accepted since June 2021).18 Vaxzevria was
included in the Norwegian national vaccine programme until 11th of March 2021; those who received
one dose were offered a second dose with a mRNA vaccine.
The purpose of this study is twofold – to quantify the general vaccine effectiveness achieved in the
Norwegian population, with the realized mixture of vaccine types, current population characteristics and
epidemic trajectory and to directly estimate vaccine effectiveness across vaccine types and age-groups.
To understand the impact of COVID-19 vaccination in the Norwegian population, we aim to estimate the
vaccine effectiveness against SARS-CoV-2 infection, hospitalisation with COVID-19 as main cause,
intensive care unit (ICU) admission and death with COVID-19, specifically looking at differences between
age and vaccine regimen. We hypothesize that vaccine effectiveness declines with age and varies among
vaccine regimens.
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Methods
Study population
For this population-based cohort study, we obtained data from the Norwegian National Preparedness
registry for COVID-19 (BeredtC19) (Supplementary table S1), which contains individual-level data from
national central health registries, national clinical registries, and other national administrative registries.
This enabled us to follow-up the whole adult population over time as well as correct for various factors
otherwise only available in specific research studies or only on an aggregated level. We included all adult
Norwegian individuals (≥18 years by end 2021) with a valid national identity number and registered in
the National Population Registry as living in Norway.
We excluded individuals for which the interval between first and second dose was shorter than the
minimum intervals (1 546 individuals), all individuals with more than two doses registered before the
27th of September 2021 (15 966 individuals) as well as those with unknown vaccine types (346) or
vaccine type not part of the Norwegian vaccination program (Janssen – 4 381, Covishield – 19). The
minimum interval between doses, based on the vaccine type used for the first dose, was 19 days for
Comirnaty, 22 days for Spikevax, and 21 days for Vaxzevria. In addition, we excluded individuals
registered with an infection prior to 1st of January 2021 (40 118). Individuals were fully excluded from the
dataset, also while unvaccinated. Data were extracted from the registries on the 4th of November 2021.
Number of infections and hospitalisations as well as distribution of vaccination status over time are
available in Supplementary figures S1 and S2).
Definitions
We defined SARS-CoV-2 infection as a positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR test reported to MSIS. We used the
Norwegian Intensive Care and Pandemic Registry (NIPaR) to identify individuals who were hospitalised or
admitted to an ICU. We included all hospital admissions where COVID-19 was registered as the main
cause for admission regardless of length of stay. We defined ICU admission as individuals who tested
positive for SARS-CoV-2 and were admitted to an intensive care unit (≥24 hours), required mechanical
ventilatory support (invasive or non-invasive), or persistent administration of vasoactive medication. All
COVID-19 associated deaths are registered in MSIS and defined as anyone with a positive SARS-CoV-2
PCR test who died with COVID-19 as main or underlying causes in the Cause of Death Register (DÅR) or
those notified directly to MSIS as a COVID-19 associated death. We use testing date as time of infection
(positive PCR test) for all outcomes to determine vaccine status.
Individual vaccination histories were generated from the Norwegian Immunisation Registry (SYSVAK),
including date of vaccination and type of vaccine. Vaccine type was Comirnaty, Spikevax, heterologous
mRNA regimen, Vaxzevria, or Vaxzevria in combination with an mRNA vaccine.
Vaccination status was defined as:
- Unvaccinated: unvaccinated up to 21 days after first vaccine dose
- Partially vaccinated: ≥21 days after first vaccine dose up to seven days after second vaccine dose
- Fully vaccinated: seven days or more after second vaccine dose
To adjust for confounding, several covariates were included in our analysis. County of residence based
on the National Population Registry, coded as living in the capital or surrounding region (Oslo or Viken)
versus the rest of Norway, was included as this region experienced higher infection rates and was
prioritised for vaccination from March to July 2021. We included country of birth as recorded in National
Population Registry (Norway, abroad or unknown) and crowded living conditions as registered in
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Statistics Norway (crowded, not crowded, or unknown) since both are potentially associated with
vaccine coverage and risk of infection. Individuals with pre-existing medical conditions associated with
moderate or high risk of serious COVID-19 illness were prioritised for vaccination and was also included
in the adjusted model. Data sources, variables, and detailed description of crowding and risk groups can
be found in the supplementary information. Missing values were considered as a separate category for
each of the variables. Ethical approval was granted by Regional Committees for Medical and Health
Research Ethics (REC) South East (reference number 122745).
Data analyses
We estimated the vaccine effectiveness with Cox proportional hazards models, using vaccine status as
time-varying covariate for all individuals included. We right-censored individuals at the time of an event
(SARS-COV-2 infection, hospitalisation, ICU admission or death associated with COVID-19), time of death
(all cause) or end of follow-up period (27th of September). Vaccine effectiveness is defined as 100*(1 –β),
with β the proportional hazard associated with vaccine status.
For crude vaccine effectiveness estimates, we only used vaccine status as time-varying covariate with no
adjustments for covariates. For adjusted vaccine estimates, we implemented stratified analyses using
strata(variable) in the survival-package. The adjustments made using stratification in the survival
package assumes that the impact of the adjustment variables is non-proportional. In essence for a given
factor, all levels are assumed to have their own baseline hazard-rate over time. Vaccine status is
implemented as a regular parameter and assumes proportionality. We adjust using stratification instead
of fixed covariates since the infection risk is highly dependent on these covariates through time, though
not in the same manner over the whole study period, and that the Norwegian vaccine programme has
prioritised these groups differentially and/or there are reported differences in the degree to which
vaccines are accepted within the categories. This adjustment is the most generic and imposes fewer
restrictive assumptions on the impact of the covariates.
To estimate specific vaccine effectiveness for age-groups we implemented independent Cox-models still
adjusting for the remaining covariates as strata. Vaccine status was implemented either by combining all
vaccine types (thus assuming similar effectiveness across vaccines) to estimate a population level vaccine
effectiveness of the vaccination program in Norway or by implementing vaccine status as the
combination of vaccine-type and vaccine status. All models were implemented in the statistical software
R19, using the survival package.20
Role of funding source
All data collection and work related to the study design, analyses and manuscript preparation was
performed without external funding.
Results
In total, 4 293 544 individuals were included, of whom 3 843 420 (90 %) received at least one vaccine
dose during the study period. Of those, 88 618 (2.3 %) were diagnosed with SARS-CoV-2 infection, 2 752
(0.07 %) were hospitalised with COVID-19 as main cause for admission, 530 (0.01 %) were admitted to
the ICU, and 323 (0.008 %) died with COVID-19. Overall, the median follow-up time was 269 days (inter
quartile range (IQR): 269-269), for those with SARS-CoV-2 infection it was 134 days (IQR: 71-220), and
148 days (IQR: 73-207) for individuals censored by death not associated with COVID-19. Characteristics
of the study population and by outcome can be found in Table 1.
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Table 1 Characteristics of study population and by outcomes of interests; SARS-CoV-2 infections, hospitalisation, ICU admission and death, Norway, 1st January
2021 – 27th September 2021
All
Age groups

Sex
Underlying
conditions
County of
residence
Country of
birth
Crowding
Vaccine
product type
(fully
vaccinated)

18-24 years
25-34 years
35-44 years
45-54 years
55-64 years
65-74 years
75-84 years
≥85 years
Male
Female
No risk group
Medium risk
High Risk
Capital + surrounding
region
(Oslo & Viken)
Other
Norway
Outside Norway
Unknown
Yes
No
Unknown
Comirnaty
Spikevax
Heterologous mRNA*
Vaxzevria#
Vaxzevria + mRNA
vaccine

Total
n
4 293 544
452 535
739 120
701 643
732 365
651 977
541 512
339 022
135 370
2 156 029
2 137 515
3 381 800
797 225
114 519

%
100·0
10·5
17·2
16·3
17·1
15·2
12·6
7·9
3·2
50·2
49·8
78·8
18·6
2·7

SARS-CoV-2 infection
n
%
88 618
100·0
21 675
24·5
20 612
23·3
17 924
20·2
15 561
17·6
7 737
8·7
3 041
3·4
1 385
1·6
683
0·8
46 567
52·5
42 051
47·5
77 234
87·2
10 276
11·6
1 108
1·3

Hospitalisation
n
%
2 752
100·0
59
2·1
231
8·4
416
15·1
700
25·4
571
20·7
416
15·1
274
10·0
85
3·1
1 654
60·1
1 098
39·9
1 629
59·2
914
33·2
209
7·6

ICU admission
n
%
530
100·0
4
0·8
25
4·7
46
8·7
131
24·7
133
25·1
112
21·1
72
13·6
7
1·3
357
67·4
173
32·6
257
48·5
218
41·1
55
10·4

COVID-19 deaths
n
%
322
100·0
0
0·0
1
0·3
4
1·2
13
4·0
33
10·2
59
18·3
95
29·5
117
36·3
186
57·8
136
42·2
96
29·8
149
46·3
77
23·9

2 748 290

64·0

36 131

40·8

1 001

36·4

189

35·7

107

33·2

1 545 254
3 194 256
782 914
316 374
333 448
3 733 733
226 363
2 494 177
420 588
625 060
1 438

36·0
74·4
18·2
7·4
7·8
87·0
5·3
67·9
11·4
17·0
0·0

52 487
52 202
34 775
1 641
17 491
64 776
6 351
5 548
1 038
428
14

59·2
58·9
39·2
1·9
19·7
73·1
7·2
71·8
13·4
5·5
0·2

1 751
1 214
1 379
159
488
2 082
182
158
11
0
0

63·6
44·1
50·1
5·8
17·7
75·7
6·6
92·4
6·4
0·0
0·0

341
244
255
31
83
410
37
24
4
0
0

64·3
46·0
48·1
5·8
15·7
77·4
7·0
85·7
14·3
0·0
0·0

215
200
69
53
15
261
46
65
2
0
0

66·8
62·1
21·4
16·5
4·7
81·1
14·3
97·0
3·0
0·0
0·0

132 630

3·6

702

9·1

2

1·2

0

0·0

0

0·0

*combination of vaccine doses of Comirnaty and Spikevax has been administered. # Vaxzevria was discontinued in Norway on 11 March 2021,
those who received their first dose were offered a second dose of either Comirnaty or Spikevax.
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Overall vaccine effectiveness
The overall effectiveness among fully vaccinated is 72·1 % (71·2 ‒ 73·0) against infection, 92·9 % (91·2 ‒
94·2) against hospitalisation, adjusted for age, sex, pre-existing medical conditions, living in Oslo/Viken,
country of birth, and crowded living conditions (for more model details, see supplementary table S2).
Table 2 shows the overall adjusted vaccine effectiveness against SARS-CoV-2 infection, hospitalisation
due to COVID-19, admission to ICU and death with COVID-19.
Table 2 Unadjusted (VE) and adjusted vaccine effectiveness (aVE) against SARS-CoV-2 infection, hospitalisation, ICU
admission and death among partially and fully vaccinated individuals in Norway, 1 January 2021 – 27 September
2021. Age, sex, underlying medical conditions, county of residence, country of birth and crowding were adjusted for
using stratification.

Infection
Hospitalisation
ICU admission
Death

Events
10 890
72
8
14

Partially vaccinated
VE (95%CI)
aVE (95%CI)
42·0 % (40·6 ‒ 43·3)
24·3 % (22·3 ‒ 26·2)
84·9 % (80·7 ‒ 88·2)
82·7 % (77·7 ‒ 86·6)
91·5 % (82·6 ‒ 95·9)
89·4 % (78·0 ‒ 94·9)
36·7 % (-13·6 ‒ 64·7)
73·4 % (52·1 ‒ 85·2)

Events
7 730
171
28
67

Fully vaccinated
VE (95%CI)
aVE (95%CI)
84·9 % (84·5 ‒ 85·3)
72·1 % (71·2 ‒ 73·0)
88·5 % (86·2 ‒ 90·4)
92·9 % (91·2 ‒ 94·2)
91·5 % (86·9 ‒ 94·5)
95·5 % (92·6 ‒ 97·2)
-17·8 % (-77·1 ‒ 21·7)
88·0 % (82·5 ‒ 91·8)

Vaccine effectiveness by age
Protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection is lower among older age groups, while protection against
hospitalization remains reasonably good for all age groups, among both partially and fully vaccinated
(Figure 1; supplementary tables S3 and S4).

Figure 1 Adjusted vaccine effectiveness against SARS-CoV-2 infection (A) and hospitalisation (B) among partially
(blue) and fully (green) vaccinated individuals per age group. Adjusted for sex, pre-existing underlying medical
conditions, county of residence, country of birth and crowding.
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Vaccine effectiveness by product type
The vaccine effectiveness against infection among fully vaccinated was highest (84·7 %) for those who
received a heterologous mRNA regimen (Figure 2), followed by Spikevax (78·3 %) and Comirnaty (69·7
%), Vaxzevria with mRNA (60·7 %), and two doses of Vaxzevria (43·4 %). Vaccine effectiveness against
hospitalisation could only be estimated for Comirnaty and Spikevax and was high: 81·0 % – 84·7 % for
partially vaccinated and 91·6 – 96·7 % for fully vaccinated (Figure 2; supplementary tables S5 and S6).
There were no hospital admissions among those who received heterologous mRNA vaccination during
our study period and too few admissions (<5) among Vaxzevria recipients to reliably infer vaccine
effectiveness.

Figure 2. Adjusted vaccine effectiveness against SARS-CoV-2 infection (A) and hospitalisation (B) among partially
and fully vaccinated individuals per COVID-19 vaccine product type. Adjusted for age, sex, underlying medical
conditions, residence county, country of birth, and crowding.

Vaccine effectiveness by age and product type
Spikevax showed a higher vaccine effectiveness against infection than Comirnaty in ages <65 years, in
those ≥65 years the confidence intervals overlapped. The effectiveness of heterologous mRNA vaccine
regimens was as high as, or higher, than either mRNA vaccine separately for the age groups in which it
could be estimated. Vaxzevria in combination with mRNA vaccine was less effective against SARS-CoV-2
infection than other vaccine regimens for most age groups (Figure 3, supplementary table S7).
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Figure 3. Adjusted vaccine effectiveness (aVE) against SARS-CoV-2 infection by age group and vaccine
regimen in Norway, 1st of January – 27th of September 2021. Adjusted for sex, underlying medical
conditions, county of residence, country of birth and crowding. For age groups 65 and older, only
homologous regimen could be estimated due to zero or low number of cases in heterologous regimen.
Discussion
Our analysis shows high vaccine effectiveness against SARS-CoV-2 associated hospitalisation, ICU
admissions and death associated with COVID-19 among both partially and fully vaccinated individuals, in
all age groups and with all vaccine types. However, we found lower protection against SARS-CoV-2
infection among partially vaccinated individuals, as well as a decrease of effectiveness against infection
with age among fully vaccinated. In addition, protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection was highest among
those who received a homologous Spikevax or heterologous mRNA regimen for the younger age-groups.
To our knowledge, this is the first cohort study to report on the vaccine effectiveness of heterologous
mRNA vaccine regimens. As heterologous vaccine regimens were accepted in June, recipients of a
mixture of mRNA vaccines are predominantly younger and healthier. However, these results also hold
within age groups and are in line with a test-negative case control study from Canada.21 In addition, we
show that Spikevax shows a higher vaccine effectiveness against infection than Comirnaty, a trend found
8
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in all but the oldest age group, as has also been reported by others.12,22,23 We found that Vaxzevria in
combination with an mRNA vaccine has a lower vaccine effectiveness against infection than the other
vaccine regimens. In Norway, Vaxzevria was almost exclusively offered to health care workers, a group
with higher risk of exposure and possibly more frequent testing, until 11th of March 2021. As such we
might underestimate the effectiveness of Vaxzevria in combination with a mRNA dose due to higher
likelihood of finding SARS-CoV-2 infection in this group and by assuming an infection rate among
unvaccinated as the general population. Furthermore, only 3·6% of fully vaccinated received this
combination regimen, resulting in higher uncertainty of these estimates. Previous studies have shown
that both antibody response induced and effectiveness by Vaxzevria in combination with a mRNA
vaccine was comparable with homologous mRNA vaccine regimens, but higher than two doses of
Vaxzevria.9,24-26
Vaccine effectiveness against infection decreased with age, whereas against hospitalisation it remained
high with a slight decrease in those over 75 years of age. This difference might be explained by a weaker
immune response among older people, the shorter interval between vaccine doses among elderly or
waning. In contrast to other studies, we observed lower vaccine effectiveness against death than
hospitalisation.13,22 The definition used for hospitalisation in this study is possibly more specific than for
COVID-19 associated deaths. Comparison of severe disease in terms of hospitalisation and ICU
admissions between countries should take into account differences in capacity and structure of health
care systems. The hospitals in Norway were not overwhelmed during the study period and therefore the
threshold for admission to hospitals might have been lower than in other settings.
During our study period, many aspects of the disease dynamics changed, and changes also occurred
simultaneously. This leads to difficulties in correctly identifying the mechanisms and factors driving the
system. For example, the introduction of the Delta variant (B.1.617.2) in Norway, coincided with lifting of
non-pharmaceutical restrictions, vaccination of younger age groups as well as increasing rates of
infection among younger individuals. Due to the prioritisation and roll-out policies of the COVID-19
vaccine program in Norway, various groups have to a certain extent received specific vaccine types at
certain times. For example, elderly or those with underlying medical conditions almost exclusively
received Comirnaty, whereas Vaxzevria was mainly offered to health care workers. As the heterologous
vaccine regimen was accepted in June, recipients of a mixture of mRNA vaccines are predominantly
younger and healthier. From the beginning of vaccination, Norway recommended a short interval
between doses, extending the interval to 6 – 12 weeks during spring and summer 2021. Studies have
demonstrated that longer intervals between doses can result in higher vaccine effectiveness of mRNA
vaccines, which again would benefit the younger and healthier groups in our study.10,27 In addition,
waning could play a role both when looking at the effectiveness by age or vaccine type.16,28 Even though
we control for these factors in the analyses, residual confounding is to be expected.
Furthermore, testing intensity changed over time, especially with the introduction of self-administered
tests. Even though testing capacity is high in Norway, it is likely that not all individuals infected with
SARS-CoV-2 have been detected, which could affect the estimates since fraction of unidentified cases
might be dependent on age as well as on vaccine status.29 Additionally, the estimated vaccine
effectiveness can be affected by number and types of contacts.30 The vaccine effectiveness could be
underestimated if getting vaccinated results in behavioural changes associated with higher risk of
exposure. We are not able to model these effects in our analyses, nevertheless the estimated
population-level effects can give a reasonable estimate of the individual level vaccine efficacy since the
total attack rate during the study period was small.30
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The ability to link data collected via national registries is a great advantage and allows us to estimate
population-wide vaccine effectiveness. However, some limitations of register-based data should be
considered when interpreting the results. Data in these registries are not gathered for the purpose of
this study, and therefore the focus on level of detail, error checking and precision in the available data is
not guided by the current study, as would be the case for independent data gathering. Also, for the
combined registries there can be errors for specific individuals, missing individuals, old data and
problems when linking individual data from different registries. For example, we adjusted the model for
crowded living conditions, which is data collected in 2019 and will be slightly outdated, especially for the
younger age groups. And while vaccines administered as part of the Norwegian vaccination program
should be in our dataset, it is not unlikely that some individuals (especially those with close ties to other
countries) have received vaccines outside Norway and not reported them to SYSVAK.
While changing aspect of disease dynamics leading to bias and limitations in register-based data are
important caveats – our cohort study encompassing the whole Norwegian adult population indicates
that vaccine effectiveness against severe disease is high among both partially and fully vaccinated
individuals. Confounders that could affect our estimates have the highest potential for introducing bias
when studying large heterogenous groups. Our estimates remain qualitatively the same for protection
against infection and severe disease when splitting by age groups, indicating that the confounding effect
of factors that are relatively constant within age-groups introduce little bias in our adjusted models.
Appropriate prioritisation and planning of vaccine campaigns is integral for combating COVID-19 and is
only possible with updated knowledge on vaccine effectiveness of realistic vaccination regimens
achieved in large populations. Our study of adult Norwegians indicates high protection against severe
COVID-19 already after the first vaccine dose. In all regimens where at least one of two doses is an
mRNA-vaccine, protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection is good. The results support the use of
heterologous schedules, increasing flexibility in vaccination policy.
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Supplementary materials

Data sources and linkages
In this study, we use data from several national registries that were individually linked in the Norwegian
preparedness registry (BeredtC19). The data sources and variables used are shown in Table S1
Table S1. Data sources in the Norwegian preparedness registry (BeredtC19) used in this study and variables
retrieved from each source
Norwegian Abbreviation
DSF

Full name of data source
The National Population Register

SYSVAK

The National Immunisation Register

NIPaR

Norwegian Intensive Care and Pandemic
Registry

MSIS

The Surveillance System for Infectious
Diseases
Statistics Norway

SSB
Beredt C19 risikogrupper

Table prepared in BeredtC19
Source: Norwegian Patient Regestry (NPR):
individual level data from all public specialist
health-care services in Norway.

Information obtained
Age
Sex
County of residence
Country of birth
Date of death
Date of vaccination
Vaccine product type
Date of hospitalisation
COVID-19 as main cause of admission
Date of ICU admission
Date of sample of SARS-CoV-2 positive test
Date of COVID-19 associated death
“living crowded” (see definition below)
Defines risk groups (see definition below)

Crowding1: Individuals are consider to live in crowded conditions if the number of rooms is lower than the number
of residents or one resident lives in one room, and the number of square metres (P-area) is below 25 sq.m. per
person. If the number of rooms or the P-area is not specified, a household will be regarded as living in cramped
conditions if one of these criteria is met.
Risk groups: Some underlying medical conditions increase the risk of severe COVID-19 outcomes, regardless of age.
In Norway, these individuals have been prioritised in the vaccination campaigns. The underlying comorbidities that
have been defined as increasing the risk of severe COVID-19 are divided into two groups:
High risk: people with diseases/conditions that carry a high risk of severe COVID-19:
- Organ transplant
- Immunodeficiency
- Hematological cancer in the last five years
- Other active cancers
- Neurological or neuromuscular diseases that cause impaired cough or lung function (e.g., ALS and cerebral
palsy)
- Chronic kidney disease, or significant renal impairment.
Medium risk: people with diseases/conditions that entail a moderate risk of severe COVID-19:
- Chronic liver disease or significant hepatic impairment
- Diseases requiring immunosuppressive therapy
- Diabetes
- Chronic lung disease including cystic fibrosis and severe asthma which have required the use of high dose
inhaled or oral steroids within the past year
- Obesity with a body mass index (BMI) of ≥35 kg/m2
- Dementia
- Chronic heart and vascular disease (except for high blood pressure) and stroke
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The COVID-19 epidemic in Norway Jan-Sep 2021
Figure S1 shows the number of infections and hospitalisation from January 1st to September 27th, 2021. Note that
these are the data included in our study, and numbers can deviate slightly from other reported numbers due to
data cleaning and exclusion as described in the main manuscript. Figure S2 shows the changing proportion of the
different vaccine status categories from January 1st to September 27th, 2021.

Figure S1. Reported cases of SARS-CoV-2 infection, and number of hospitalisations in Norway, 1 January -27
September 2021

Figure S2. Proportion of COVID-19 vaccine product type in Norway, 1st January -27th September 2021.
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Modelling overall vaccine effectiveness
Using Cox proportional hazard models, we estimated the COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness against SARS-CoV-2
infection, hospitalisation, ICU admission, and death associated with COVID-19. We ran three sets of model
structures:
1. Unadjusted models only using time-varying vaccine status as covariate. This yields crude vaccine
effectiveness estimates.
2. Adjusted models with vaccine status as well as age, sex, crowding and risk group as fixed covariates
assuming proportional impact on hazard rates, and using county of residence and country of birth as
stratification variables. These were performed to test for impact of covariates.
3. Adjusted models with all covariates, except vaccine status, implemented as stratification variables. This is
the most general way to adjust for the covariates allowing each combination of covariate groups to have
their own baseline hazard rate, while still assuming that vaccination leads to a proportional change in risk
of infection.
The reported adjusted vaccine effectiveness estimates in the manuscript are from the third model structure
allowing impacts of all covariates except vaccine status to possibly be non-proportional. Results from model
structure 2 is presented in table S2. Note that the youngest age-group was used as reference in all models, and as
there are 0 deaths in this age-group the proportional hazards for age-groups in model for the mortality outcome
are approaching infinity and are nonsensical. However, since the model uses partial likelihoods, the parameter
estimates for the other covariates are still meaningful. We also checked this by running a separate Cox model with
age group 65 – 74 as reference, giving identical estimates for the other parameters. Adjustment assuming
proportionality in covariates age, sex, risk-group, and crowding lead to vaccine effectiveness (Table S2) which are
very similar to adjustments assuming different baseline hazard-rates using the strata functionality in survival,
(Table 2, main manuscript).

Table S2. Proportional effects in hazard rates of SARS-CoV-2 infection, hospitalisation, ICU admission and death associated with COVID-19 individuals in
Norway, 1 January -27 September 2021. Vaccine effectiveness (100 * (1 – β)) is also given for vaccine status.

Vaccine
status

Unvaccinated
Partially vaccinated
Fully vaccinated

Age group

18 ‒ 24
25 ‒ 34
35 ‒ 44
45 ‒ 54
55 ‒ 64
65 ‒ 74
75 ‒ 84
85+

Sex

Female
Male

Risk group

None / low
High risk
Medium risk

Crowding

Not crowded
Crowded
Unknown

Infection
Parameter –
Vaccine
proportional
effectiveness
hazard
Reference
0·708
29·2 %
(0·725 ‒ 0·690)
(27·5 ‒ 31·0)
0·268
73·2 %
(0·276 ‒ 0·260)
(72·4 ‒ 74·0)
Reference
··
0·504
··
(0·514 ‒ 0·494)
0·436
··
(0·445 ‒ 0·428)
0·443
··
(0·452 ‒ 0·434)
0·292
··
(0·300 ‒ 0·285)
0·169
··
(0·176 ‒ 0·163)
0·146
··
(0·155 ‒ 0·138)
0·237
··
(0·256 ‒ 0·219)
Reference
··
1·023
··
(1·037 ‒ 1·010)
Reference
··
1·160
··
(1·232 ‒ 1·092)
1·144
··
(1·169 ‒ 1·119)
Reference
··
1·641
··
(1·670 ‒ 1·612)
0·845
··
(0·868 ‒ 0·823)

Hospitalisation
Parameter –
Vaccine
proportional
effectiveness
hazard
Reference
0·155
84·5 %
(0·198 ‒ 0·122)
(80·2 ‒ 87·8)
0·071
92·9 %
(0·086 ‒ 0·059)
(91·4 ‒ 94·1)
Reference
··
1·889
··
(2·515 ‒ 1·419)
3·063
··
(4·026 ‒ 2·330)
6·165
··
(8·050 ‒ 4·721)
6·459
··
(8·468 ‒ 4·926)
6·675
··
(8·823 ‒ 5·050)
9·022
··
(12·069 ‒ 6·744)
11·512
··
(16·231 ‒ 8·165)
Reference
··
1·367
··
(1·476 ‒ 1·267)
Reference
··
4·594
··
(5·349 ‒ 3·946)
2·565
··
(2·804 ‒ 2·347)
Reference
··
1·893
··
(2·105 ‒ 1·704)
0·927
··
(1·084 ‒ 0·793)

Intensive care admission
Parameter –
Vaccine
proportional
effectiveness
hazard
Reference
0·083
91·7 %
(0·169 ‒ 0·041)
(83·1 ‒ 95·9)
0·045
95·5 %
(0·071 ‒ 0·028)
(92·9 ‒ 97·2)
Reference
··
3·002
··
(8·633 ‒ 1·044)
4·947
··
(13·761 ‒ 1·779)
16·414
··
(44·460 ‒ 6·059)
20·734
··
(56·310 ‒ 7·635)
24·395
··
(66·749 ‒ 8·916)
33·278
··
(92·328‒ 11·995)
14·277
··
(49·510 ‒ 4·117)
Reference
··
1·816
··
(2·179 ‒ 1·513)
Reference
··
6·414
··
(8·740 ‒ 4·708)
3·314
··
(4·035 ‒ 2·722)
Reference
··
1·877
··
(2·417 ‒ 1·457)
1·115
··
(1·578 ‒ 0·788)

Death
Parameter –
Vaccine
proportional
effectiveness
hazard
Reference
0·278
72·2 %
(0·487 ‒ 0·159)
(51·3 ‒ 84·1)
0·127
87·3 %
(0·182 ‒ 0·089)
(81·8 ‒ 91·1)
Reference
··
512576·410
··
(Inf ‒ 0·000)
2120338·276
··
(Inf ‒ 0·000)
8049159·273
··
(Inf ‒ 0·000)
25205887·763
··
(Inf ‒ 0·000)
57368905·642
··
(Inf ‒ 0·000)
175036695·509
··
(Inf ‒ 0·000)
771030362·810
··
(Inf ‒ 0·000)
Reference
··
1·534
··
(1·920 ‒ 1·226)
Reference
··
7·626
··
(10·471 ‒ 5·555)
2·365
··
(3·099 ‒ 1·806)
Reference
··
1·831
··
(3·159 ‒ 1·062)
3·545
··
(4·891 ‒ 2·569)
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Vaccine effectiveness stratified by age and product type
The estimates used for figure 1 (stratified by age) in the manuscript are shown in Table S3 (infection) and S4
(hospitalisation).
Table S3. Adjusted vaccine effectiveness (aVE)* against SARS-CoV-2 infection for partially and fully vaccinated
individuals by age in Norway, 1 January -27 September 2021
Partially vaccinated
Fully vaccinated
Age group
Events
aVE (95CI%)
Events
aVE (95%CI)
18-24
3 835
21·1 % (17·1 ‒ 24·9)
759
83·2 % (81·7 ‒ 84·5)
25-34
2 377
31·5 % (27·8 ‒ 35·1)
884
76·4 % (74·5 ‒ 78·1)
35-44
2 172
23·0 % (18·5 ‒ 27·2)
1 458
68·2 % (66·0 ‒ 70·3)
45-54
1 582
25·8 % (20·7 ‒ 30·6)
2 112
66·4 % (64·0 ‒ 68·7)
55-64
640
23·5 % (15·4 ‒ 30·9)
1 001
66·9 % (63·2 ‒ 70·3)
65-74
171
27·6 % (11·3 ‒ 40·9)
626
68·4 % (62·4 ‒ 73·3)
75-84
83
35·6 % (16·1 ‒ 50·5)
542
60·7 % (52·4 ‒ 67·5)
85+
40
-10·4 % (-59·3 ‒ 23·5)
348
49·7 % (35·4 ‒ 60·8)
*Adjusted for sex, county of residence, country of birth and crowded living conditions.
Table S4. Adjusted vaccine effectiveness (aVE)* against hospitalisation due to COVID-19 for partially and fully
vaccinated individuals by age in Norway, 1 January -27 September 2021
Partially vaccinated
Fully vaccinated
Age group
Events
aVE (95CI%)
Events
aVE (95%CI)
18-24
6
54·0 % (-36·9 ‒ 84·5)
1
··
25-34
5
89·3 % (72·8 ‒ 95·8)
3
··
35-44
7
91·2 % (80·8 ‒ 96·0)
6
97·0 % (92·4 ‒ 98·8)
45-54
18
81·8 % (69·9 ‒ 89·0)
15
96·1 % (93·0 ‒ 97·8)
55-64
10
87·0 % (74·5 ‒ 93·4)
20
94·4 % (90·2 ‒ 96·8)
65-74
13
75·8 % (54·6 ‒ 87·1)
23
95·6 % (92·4 ‒ 97·4)
75-84
11
75·3 % (51·9 ‒ 87·3)
64
87·4 % (80·7 ‒ 91·8)
85+
2
··
39
80·4 % (64·5 ‒ 89·2)
*Adjusted for sex, county of residence, country of birth and crowded living conditions.
The estimates used for figure 2 (stratified by product type) in the manuscript are shown in Table S5 (infection) and
S6 (hospitalisation).
Table S5. Adjusted vaccine effectiveness (aVE)* against SARS-CoV-2 infection for partially and fully vaccinated
individuals by vaccine product type in Norway, 1 January -27 September 2021
Partially vaccinated
Fully vaccinated
Vaccine product type
Events
aVE (95CI%)
Events
aVE (95%CI)
Comirnaty
8 729
19·6 % (17·3 ‒ 21·9)
5 548
69·7 % (68·6 ‒ 70·8)
Spikevax
1 557
39·6 % (36·3 ‒ 42·8)
1 038
78·2 % (76·7 ‒ 79·6)
Heterologous mRNA
··
··
428
84·7 % (83·1 ‒ 86·1)
Vaxzevria
614
31·4 % (25·7 ‒ 36·7)
14
43·4 % (4·4 ‒ 66·5)
Vaxzevria + mRNA
··
··
702
60·7 % (57·5 ‒ 63·6)
*Adjusted for age, sex, county of residence, country of birth and crowded living conditions.
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Table S6. Adjusted vaccine effectiveness (aVE)* against hospitalisation due to COVID-19 for partially and fully
vaccinated individuals by vaccine product type in Norway, 1 January -27 September 2021
Partially vaccinated
Fully vaccinated
Vaccine product type
Events
aVE (95CI%)
Events
aVE (95%CI)
Comirnaty
58
81·1 % (74·9 ‒ 85·8)
158
91·5 % (89·5 ‒ 93·2)
Spikevax
11
84·7 % (72·0 ‒ 91·7)
11
96·7 % (93·9 ‒ 98·2)
Heterologous mRNA
··
··
0
··
Vaxzevria
3
··
0
··
Vaxzevria + mRNA
··
··
2
··
*Adjusted for age, sex, county of residence, country of birth and crowded living conditions.
Table S7 shows the adjusted vaccine effectiveness for partially and fully vaccinated by age and vaccine product
type.
Table S7. Adjusted vaccine effectiveness(aVE)* against SARS-CoV-2 infection partially and fully vaccinated
individuals by age and vaccine product type in Norway, 1 January -27 September 2021
Age
18-24
25-34
35-44
45-54
55-64
65-74
75-84
85+

Vaccination
status
Partially
Fully
Partially
Fully
Partially
Fully
Partially
Fully
Partially
Fully
Partially
Fully
Partially
Fully
Partially
Fully

Comirnaty

Spikevax

aVE (95%CI)
18·1 (13·7 ‒ 22·3)
81·9 (80·0 ‒ 83·6)
26·5 (22·0 ‒ 30·7)
73·6 (71·0 ‒ 75·9)
19·2 (14·0 ‒ 24·1)
64·9 (62·1 ‒ 67·5)
20·2 (13·9 ‒ 26·1)
65·0 (62·2 ‒ 67·6)
14·0 (3·0 ‒ 23·8)
62·4 (58·0 ‒ 66·4)
24·2 (6·0 ‒ 38·9)
66·4 (60·0 ‒ 71·7)
32·8 (10·4 ‒ 49·7)
59·0 (50·2 ‒ 66·3)
5·9 (-40·2 ‒ 36·9)
49·5 (35·0 ‒ 60·8)

aVE (95%CI)
31·9 (24·7 ‒ 38·3)
88·6 (85·7 ‒ 90·9)
51·7 (46·4 ‒ 56·5)
81·7 (78·1 ‒ 84·7)
38·7 (31·1 ‒ 45·6)
74·9 (71·0 ‒ 78·3)
32·3 (22·2 ‒ 41·0)
71·0 (67·4 ‒ 74·3)
41·9 (26·4 ‒ 54·1)
79·9 (75·4 ‒ 83·6)
54·1 (21·9 ‒ 73·0)
76·9 (68·8 ‒ 83·0)
46·0 (3·5 ‒ 69·8)
68·5 (56·0 ‒ 77·4)
-167·2 (-485·1 ‒ -22·0)
44·6 (2·3 ‒ 68·6)

Heterologous
mRNA
aVE (95%CI)
··
88·1 (85·3 ‒ 90·4)
··
89·1 (86·1 ‒ 91·4)
··
85·6 (82·5 ‒ 88·1)
··
72·6 (67·3 ‒ 77·0)
··
88·7 (79·4 ‒ 93·8)
··
··
··
··
··
··

*Adjusted for sex, county of residence, country of birth and crowded living conditions.

Vaxzevria
+ mRNA
aVE (95%CI)
··
73·4 (67·3 ‒ 78·4)
··
67·4 (61·0 ‒ 72·8)
··
48·9 (41·0 ‒ 55·8)
··
51·6 (43·7 ‒ 58·3)
··
59·2 (48·5 ‒ 67·6)
··
··
··
··
··
··

In addition to age and product type, we also stratified by risk group to estimate vaccine effectiveness against
infection (figure S3).
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Figure S3. Estimated COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness against SARS-CoV-2 infection by risk group and product type
in Norway, 1 January -27 September 2021. Risk groups are determined based on underlying medical conditions
with increased risk of severe disease, classified as high, medium, and low risk.
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Statistics Norway. Concept variable: Crowded dwelling. 2020.
https://www.ssb.no/a/metadata/conceptvariable/vardok/3462/en (accessed 18.10 2021).

