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Abstract 

Background 

It is critical to monitor changes in vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 outcomes for various 

vaccine products in different population subgroups.  

 

Methods 

We conducted a retrospective study in patients ≥12 years who underwent testing for the SARS-CoV-2 

virus from April 1 - October 25, 2021 at urgent care centers in the New York City metropolitan area. 

Patients self-reported vaccination status at the time of testing. We used a test-negative design to 

estimate vaccine effectiveness (VE) by comparing odds of a positive test for SARS-CoV-2 infection 

among vaccinated (n=484,468), partially vaccinated (n=107,573), and unvaccinated (n=466,452) 

patients, adjusted for demographic factors and calendar time.  

 

Results 
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VE against symptomatic infection after 2 doses of mRNA vaccines was 96% (95% Confidence 

Interval [CI]: 95%, 97%) in the pre-delta period and reduced to 79% (95% CI: 77%, 81%) in the delta 

period. In the delta period, VE for 12–15-year-olds (85%; [95% CI: 81%, 89%]) was higher compared 

to older age groups (<65% for all other age groups). VE estimates did not differ by sex, race/ethnicity, 

and comorbidity. VE against symptomatic infection was the highest for individuals with a prior 

infection followed by full vaccination. VE against symptomatic infection after the mRNA-1273 

vaccine (83% [95% CI: 81%, 84%]) was higher compared to the BNT162b2 vaccine (76% [95% CI: 

74%, 78%]) in the delta period. VE after the single-dose Ad26.COV2.S vaccine was the lowest 

compared to other vaccines (29% [95% CI: 26%, 32%]) in the delta period .  

 

Conclusions 

VE against infection after two doses of the mRNA vaccine was high initially, but significantly 

reduced against the delta variant for all three FDA-approved vaccines.  

 

 

 

INTRODUCTION 

 

As of February 9, 2022, the COVID-19 pandemic has claimed 5.7 million lives globally, with over 

~912,000 deaths reported in the United States (US) 1. Vaccines remain the most effective public 

health tool against COVID-19 morbidity and mortality.  In the US, the Pfizer-BioNTech BNT162b2 2 

vaccine and the Moderna mRNA-1273 vaccine 3 are fully approved and the Janssen Ad26.COV2.S 

vaccine 4 is currently authorized for emergency use. All three vaccines have shown high efficacy 

against severe disease and mortality in clinical trials against the alpha and delta variants of SARS-

CoV-2 virus 3,5–7.  In November 2021, the highly transmissible B.1.1.529 (Omicron) variant was 

declared as a variant of concern by the World Health Organization. While evidence of vaccine 

effectiveness against this variant is still evolving, data from South Africa and UK indicate that mRNA 
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vaccines continue to be effective against serious disease and hospitalization caused the by Omicron 

variant, particularly among those who were boosted with a third dose 8,9.  

 

Observational studies have consistently found high vaccine effectiveness against death and severe 

disease 11–17 for all three vaccines. However, vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 infection has 

declined over time, especially since the delta variant emerged as the predominant strain 11,12,17–24. As 

the SARS-CoV-2 virus continues to evolve and more variants emerge 25, monitoring changes in 

vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 outcomes for various vaccine products in different 

population subgroups is of utmost importance.  

 

In this study, we used a test-negative case-control design 26, comparing vaccination status among 

people who test positive (cases) and negative (controls), to estimate vaccine effectiveness (VE) 

against symptomatic and asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection over time in a population of patients 

seeking care at CityMD, a large ambulatory care center in NYC and neighboring areas. We also 

compared vaccine-induced and infection-induced protection against SARS-CoV-2 by vaccine 

product.  

 

METHODS 

 

Study Population, Setting, and Design  

 

We conducted a test-negative case control study to estimate vaccine effectiveness of different 

COVID-19 vaccines among residents of New York City and surrounding metropolitan area who 

received a polymerase chain reaction (PCR) test or a rapid antigen test for SARS-CoV-2 at one of the 

115 CityMD New York locations in the five boroughs of NYC (n=76), Long Island, NY (n=32), and 

Westchester, NY (n=7).  
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Individuals ≥ 12 years of age who reported vaccination history and who received at least one PCR or 

antigen test at CityMD clinics between April 1, 2021, and October 25, 2021 were eligible for the 

study.  We excluded patients <12 years and those with missing vaccination status (3.5%). Only the 

first positive test for each patient was included. Negative tests performed within 7 days of a previous 

negative test and within 21 days of a positive test result were excluded, since they could be associated 

with the same illness 27 or be false negatives. 

 

This study was approved by the Institutional Review Board of the City University of New York. 

Patient consent was not obtained because deidentified electronic health records were used.  

 

Exposure and outcome measures  

 

COVID-19 vaccination: Data on COVID-19 vaccination status was systematically ascertained via 

patient self-report as part of their intake and history. At the time of testing, patients reported whether 

they received a COVID-19 vaccine, the vaccine manufacturer, and whether two weeks have elapsed 

since their final dose. Patients who reported receiving only one dose of the mRNA vaccines or 2 doses 

within 2 weeks of the day of testing were defined as partially vaccinated. Those receiving 2 doses of 

the mRNA vaccine at least 2 weeks before testing were defined as fully-vaccinated.  

 

SARS-CoV-2 infection - Cases and Controls: Testing for SARS-CoV-2 conducted at CityMD using 

assays authorized by the Food and Drug Administration (FDA), included: PCR tests of respiratory 

tract specimens for SARS-CoV-2 RNA collected via nasopharyngeal and nasal swabs and rapid 

antigen tests of respiratory tract specimens collected via anterior nasal swabs. All patients were 

evaluated by a licensed clinician.  

 

Symptomatic and Asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 Infection: We defined symptomatic COVID-19 as 

SARS-CoV-2 positive patients who exhibited at least one of these symptoms: fever, oxygen saturation 

< 95%, chills, cough, headache, fatigue, myalgia, sore throat, chest tightness, shortness of breath, loss 
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of sense of taste and smell, nausea, vomiting, diarrhea, chest pain, confusion/altered mental state. If 

no symptoms were recorded in the EMR, patients were considered asymptomatic. Date of visit was 

used as a proxy for the date of symptom onset.  

 

Covariates: Patient age, sex, race/ethnicity, comorbidities, region of residence, and BMI were 

obtained from the EMR. Individuals with a higher likelihood of COVID-19 exposure are likely to 

undergo serial testing. Therefore, the total number of tests performed at CityMD before April 1, 2021, 

were used as proxy for individuals with higher exposure to SARS-CoV-2. We assumed that the 

absence of information on comorbidities, symptoms, and previous tests in the EMR meant that none 

were present. 

 

Statistical analysis:  Chi-squared test was used to compare characteristics between test positive cases 

and test negative controls and between vaccinated and unvaccinated testers. Multivariable logistic 

regression was used to estimate the odds ratio (OR) of vaccination comparing cases and controls. VE 

was calculated as (1-OR) x 100%. ORs were adjusted for the covariates listed above, selected a priori 

as potential confounders. To account for temporal confounding due to increasing vaccine coverage, 

different timing of vaccine eligibility for different age groups, and changing SARS-CoV-2 incidence 

over time, we adjusted the models for calendar time grouped in 2-week intervals 28.  

 

Vaccine effectiveness for mRNA vaccines. For the main analysis, we estimated VE for the 2-dose 

mRNA vaccines combined. Patients who received the one-dose Jannsen vaccine (6% of the study 

sample) were excluded. Patients tested positive at any time prior to April 1, 2021, by PCR, rapid test, 

or antibody tests conducted at CityMD clinics were also excluded. For all models, VE before the delta 

variant became predominant in the NYC area (April 1, 2021 - June 10, 2021, henceforth referred to as 

‘pre-delta period’) and during delta variant predominance (June 11, 2021 - October 25, 2021, ‘delta 

period’) were compared. VE was also estimated stratified by age group (12-15 years, 16-30 years, 31-

50 years, 51-64 years 65-80 years, >80 years), sex, presence of comorbidities, and race/ethnicity. 
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Vaccine-induced and infection-induced protection by vaccine product. We compared vaccine-induced 

and infection-induced protection separately for each vaccine product (Pfizer-BioNTech BNT162b2, 

Moderna mRNA-1273, and Janssen Ad26.COV2.S), adjusted for the same covariates above. Patients 

with no vaccine-induced or infection-induced protection (reference group) were compared to patients 

with a previous infection but no vaccine (infection-induced protection only), previous infection + one 

or two doses of vaccine (hybrid protection), and one or two doses of vaccine but no previous infection 

(vaccine-induced protection only).  

 

As a sensitivity analysis to assess whether the type of test used (RT-PCR vs. rapid antigen test) biased 

VE estimates, we estimated VE for 2-dose mRNA vaccines against any infection restricted to patients 

who received only the RT-PCR test. All analyses were conducted in R 4.0.1(Vienna, Austria). Tests 

were two-sided with P-value <0.05 considered significant. 

 

 

RESULTS 

  

The study sample included 1,058,493 individuals who contributed at least one COVID-19 RT-PCR or 

rapid antigen test between April 1, 2021 and October 25, 2021 (Figure 1). The median age of study 

participants was 33 years (interquartile range, 25 - 49). Patient characteristics by vaccination and 

SARS-CoV-2 infection status are described in Table 1. A total of 55,827 (5.3%) patients tested 

positive at least once for the SARS-CoV-2 virus, while 45.8% were fully-vaccinated, 10.1% were 

partially vaccinated, and 44.1% were unvaccinated at the time of testing. Among positive individuals, 

13.6% were symptomatic at the time of testing and 19.2% had at least one comorbidity. The 

proportion of testers vaccinated at the time of testing increased over time from 29.7% in April 2021 to 

71.0% in October 2021 (Supplementary figure 1).  

 

Vaccine effectiveness over time 
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Vaccine effectiveness (VE) against any SARS-CoV-2 infection (symptomatic or asymptomatic) after 

2 doses of mRNA vaccines (BioNTech BNT162b and mRNA-1273 combined) decreased with 

calendar time. Adjusted VE after 2 doses of mRNA vaccines was high (88% [95% CI: 87%, 90%]) in 

April 2021.  By mid-June 2021, VE dropped to 69% (95% CI: 62%, 74%), and by October 2021, 

declined further to 51% (95% CI: 49%, 53%) (Figure 2).  

 

Vaccine effectiveness by variant period and subgroups 

Overall, adjusted VE with 2-dose mRNA vaccines against symptomatic infection was 96% (95% CI: 

95%, 97%) in the pre-delta period and reduced to 79% (95% CI: 77%, 81%) in the delta period. When 

symptoms were restricted to high fever (>101.4 deg) or O2<95%, VE against symptomatic infection 

increased slightly to 84% (95% CI: 81%, 85%) in the delta period.  VE against asymptomatic 

infection was lower than symptomatic infection (78% [95% CI: 77%, 80%] in the pre-delta period and 

59% [95% CI: 58%, 60%]) in the delta period) (Figure 3).  

 

Adjusted VE with 2-dose mRNA vaccines against any infection was higher in the pre-delta compared 

to delta period for all demographic subgroups. VE for ages 16 to 64 years was >85% in the pre-delta 

period vs. <65% in delta period. VE was lower for 64+ year olds compared with <64-year-olds, even 

in the pre-delta period. Compared to age groups older than 16 years, higher VE was observed for 12–

15-year-olds (85%; [95% CI: 81%, 89%]) in the delta period. VE estimates were comparable across 

sex, race/ethnicity, and comorbidity groups in both pre-delta and delta period (Figure 3).  

 

Comparison between vaccine-induced and infection-induced protection, by vaccine product 

A total of 51,576 participants had previous infections documented between March 1, 2020 and March 

31, 2021 (average time between prior infection and second infection during study period: 236 days, 

range: 46 - 587). Protection against symptomatic infection was the highest for those fully-vaccinated 

by any of the vaccines and had a history of infection (Figure 4a, 4b, 4c). Compared to those 

unvaccinated with no prior infections, those unvaccinated with prior infections had a 91% (95% CI: 
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86%, 94%) reduction in odds of symptomatic infection in the pre-delta period and 89% (95% CI: 

83%, 93%) reduction in odds in the delta period (Figure 4).  

 

Among those without documented prior infection, VE against symptomatic infection after 2 doses of 

the BNT162b2 vaccine was 93% (95% CI: 90%, 95%) in the pre-delta period and declined to 76% 

(95% CI: 74%, 78%) in the delta period (Figure 4a). VE after 2 doses of the mRNA-1273 vaccine 

against symptomatic infection was higher compared to the BNT162b2 vaccine, particularly in the 

delta period (95% [95% CI: 93%, 97%] in the pre-delta period and 83% [95% CI: 81%, 84%] in the 

delta period) (Figure 4c). VE after 1 dose of the Ad26.COV2.S vaccine was much lower compared to 

the 2-dose mRNA vaccines (44% [95% CI: 39%, 49%] in the pre-delta period and 29% [95% CI: 

26%, 32%] in the delta period) (Figure 4c). Similar trends were observed for VE against 

asymptomatic infections (Figure 5). 

 

In sensitivity analyses, VE estimates against any SARS-CoV-2 infection detected by RT-PCR only 

and by both RT-PCR and antigen tests were consistent for both the 2-dose mRNA vaccines and the 1-

dose Ad26.COV2.S vaccine (Supplementary Table 1).  

 

Discussion 

Using a test-negative case-control study design, we estimated vaccine effectiveness against 

symptomatic and asymptomatic SARS-CoV2 infection in a population of testers at urgent care centers 

in the NYC metropolitan area during the pre-delta and delta eras of the pandemic. We found that 

vaccine effectiveness after 2 doses of mRNA vaccines was very high (>90%) in the pre-delta period 

across subgroups of populations but declined over time. The mRNA-1273 vaccine was found to be 

slightly more effective compared to the BNT162b2 vaccine, while VE was much lower for recipients 

of the Ad26.COV2.S vaccine. Individuals with both prior infection and vaccination had the highest 

protection against re-infection. Comparisons between effectiveness of different vaccine products and 

between infection-induced, vaccine-induced, and hybrid protection can help inform policy decisions 

about boosters.  
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Because the study participants are restricted to those who attend an urgent care clinic for a test, the 

test-negative study design can potentially control for selection bias arising due to differences in 

healthcare-seeking behavior between cases and controls. Moreover, use of highly specific and 

sensitive molecular tests for case detection makes outcome misclassification less likely.   26. This 

design has been popular for estimating COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness 12,23,29,30. Our study 

contributes to a broader understanding of real-world COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness in key 

demographic groups. First, we estimated VE within population subgroups disproportionately affected 

by COVID-19, such as individuals >80 years, adolescents, Black and Hispanic adults, and those with 

comorbidities. Second, we were able to compare VE for all three FDA-approved and authorized 

vaccines in the US.  Lastly, we compared infection-induced and vaccine-induced protection against 

both symptomatic and asymptomatic infections, addressing a key gap in COVID-19 vaccine 

effectiveness research.  

 

Our estimates for VE against symptomatic infection for both partial and full vaccination with mRNA 

vaccines are comparable to findings of other studies performed in different settings and populations, 

especially for the pre-delta period 30–35. Comparing the two mRNA vaccine products, we found higher 

VE estimates for the mRNA-1273 vaccine consistent with other studies 16,36,37. The difference in 

effectiveness between the two vaccines might be because of higher antigen dose in the mRNA-1273 

vaccine or longer interval between doses 37,38. The VE estimates for the Ad26.COV2.S vaccine were 

much lower compared to other published reports 19,29,39, particularly in the delta period. The reason for 

lower VE for the Ad26.COV2.S vaccine in general might be lower yields of antibody titres among 

Ad26.COV2.S vaccine recipients compared to mRNA vaccine recipients 40.  

 

The stark drop in VE in early July is contemporaneous with the rise in prevalence of the Delta variant 

in New York City, which accounted for 60% of all cases by the end of June 41. Some studies posit that 

decrease in VE is likely to be due to lower effectiveness against the delta variant 5,39, while others 

have attributed it to waning of vaccine effect 11,32,42. As we did not have vaccination dates in our 
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study, we could not directly differentiate between these two mechanisms. However, higher delta-

period VE estimates for 12–15-year-olds (who were vaccinated more recently) compared to VE 

estimates for 65+ year olds (who were vaccinated in early 2021) could suggest a possible waning 

effect. While data is still emerging, mRNA vaccine effectiveness against infection with the Omicron 

variant might be too low to prevent outbreaks and super spreading at current vaccination coverage 

levels in the US. Given these uncertainties, it remains important to monitor how VE changes over 

time especially as new variants continue to emerge 43.  

 

VE against infection among >65-year-olds, as well as among those with comorbidities, had declined 

to under 60% by October 2021. These findings support CDC’s recommendations to prioritize booster 

doses for these individuals, given their elevated risk of mortality and hospitalization 44 45. VE was 

comparable across racial/ethnic groups, which is an important finding given the high burden of 

disease and the initially low COVID-19 vaccine acceptance in racial minorities in the US 46,47. 

Recently, gaps in vaccination coverage by race/ethnicity have narrowed, with a majority of 

unvaccinated people in the US now being White 48.  Reporting vaccine effectiveness estimates by 

race/ethnicity can help to increase vaccine confidence among communities with low vaccine 

acceptance.  

 

VE estimates comparing vaccine-induced and infection-induced protection from (re)-infection is 

scarce, complicated by the timing of vaccine roll-out in most populations less than a year into the 

pandemic. In line with other studies, we found that, in the pre-delta period, vaccine-induced and 

infection-induced protection were comparable for both mRNA vaccines, and vaccination following 

infection provided incremental protection against COVID-19 49–51. In the delta period, however, a 

history of infection was found to be more protective against re-infections compared to vaccination 

without prior infection, similar to evidence found in Israel and India 52,53, but in contrast to evidence 

from the US 54. In our study, the relatively short average time since previous infection (7 months) 

could be the reason for higher protection among those with prior infection 51,55–57.  
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Individuals with previous infection and one dose of the either mRNA vaccine had high protection 

against re-infection, suggesting that the first dose of the mRNA vaccine may act like a booster for 

those who were previously infected 58. Even so, full vaccination is still highly recommended for those 

with prior infection, because levels of protection can vary based on age and disease severity 59,60, 

while VE is relatively uniform across populations, with the possible exception of older and 

immunocompromised individuals 61. Furthermore, even mild disease can lead to long COVID-19 62,63.  

 

Our study has limitations. Even though test-negative design controls for bias due to healthcare-

seeking behavior and access, the rates of testing between vaccinated and unvaccinated people might 

differ. Vaccinated individuals with symptoms could be more motivated to get tested which would lead 

to an overrepresentation of vaccinated individuals with positive test results, biasing the VE estimates 

downwards 64. Bias due to unmeasured confounders, such as occupation or behavior changes 

following policies or vaccination is also possible 65,66. We may have missed reports of prior infections 

if participants were tested at other clinics, which could also bias VE estimates downwards. Outcomes 

for patients who received only an antigen test could be misclassified due to lower test sensitivity. 

However, our sensitivity analysis showed that when restricted to the highly sensitive RT-PCR tests 

results, VE estimates were nearly identical to those of the overall sample. Misclassification of 

exposure is a possibility as vaccination status was self-reported and dates of vaccination were not 

collected. However, other studies have shown very high agreement between self-reported and 

recorded COVID-19 vaccination status 67,68. VE after one dose of mRNA vaccines is likely 

underestimated in this study because it was not known if the outcome occurred more than 15 days 

after the first dose. We did not collect information on disease severity and hospitalization and could 

not differentiate between asymptomatic and pre-symptomatic patients.  These results are not 

generalizable to populations that do not seek healthcare at ambulatory clinics in NYC.  

 

In conclusion, our analysis of urgent care visit data over a 7-month period showed high overall 

effectiveness after two doses of the mRNA vaccine in the pre-delta period, but significantly reduced 

vaccine effectiveness in the delta period for all three FDA-approved vaccines. Prior infection 
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combined with full vaccination provided highest protection regardless of which variant was 

predominant. Our findings support continued monitoring of vaccine effectiveness by vaccine product 

as new variants emerge.  
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Table 1: Characteristics of participants tested for SARS-CoV-2 between April 1, 2021, and October 25, 2021, at CityMD clinics in New York City and 

surrounding metropolitan area 

 

Characteristics Vaccination status  SARS-CoV2 Test status 

 Fully 

(N=484468) 

Partial 

(N=107573) 

Unvaccinated 

(N=466452) 

P-value Test Positive 

(N=55827) 

Test Negative 

(N=1002666) 

P-value 

COVID-19 positive        

Test Positive 14371 (3.0%) 4343 (4.0%) 37113 (8.0%) <0.001 -- -- -- 

Test Negative 470097 (97.0%) 103230 (96.0%) 429339 (92.0%)  -- -- -- 

Vaccination status        

Fully -- -- -- -- 14371 (25.7%) 470097 (46.9%) <0.001 

Partial -- -- -- -- 4343 (7.8%) 103230 (10.3%)  

Unvaccinated -- -- -- -- 37113 (66.5%) 429339 (42.8%)  

Age        

12-18 21527 (4.4%) 9589 (8.9%) 64609 (13.9%) <0.001 4790 (8.6%) 90935 (9.1%) <0.001 

19-29 145543 (30.0%) 32118 (29.9%) 144823 (31.0%)  18634 (33.4%) 303850 (30.3%)  

30-39 106699 (22.0%) 22593 (21.0%) 106474 (22.8%)  13426 (24.0%) 222340 (22.2%)  

40-49 67595 (14.0%) 15911 (14.8%) 65803 (14.1%)  7913 (14.2%) 141396 (14.1%)  

50-59 64806 (13.4%) 14936 (13.9%) 50064 (10.7%)  6143 (11.0%) 123663 (12.3%)  

60-69 48260 (10.0%) 8352 (7.8%) 24228 (5.2%)  3232 (5.8%) 77608 (7.7%)  

70-79 22997 (4.7%) 3066 (2.9%) 8044 (1.7%)  1221 (2.2%) 32886 (3.3%)  

>=80 7041 (1.5%) 1008 (0.9%) 2407 (0.5%)  468 (0.8%) 9988 (1.0%)  

Sex        
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Male 201955 (41.7%) 46915 (43.6%) 202350 (43.4%) <0.001 26410 (47.3%) 424810 (42.4%) <0.001 

Female 282433 (58.3%) 60648 (56.4%) 264059 (56.6%)  29409 (52.7%) 577731 (57.6%)  

Unknown 80 (0.0%) 10 (0.0%) 43 (0.0%)  8 (0.0%) 125 (0.0%)  

Race/Ethnicity        

White NH 195575 (40.4%) 35077 (32.6%) 107197 (23.0%) <0.001 17665 (31.6%) 320184 (31.9%) <0.001 

Black NH 47647 (9.8%) 12865 (12.0%) 95443 (20.5%)  8711 (15.6%) 147244 (14.7%)  

Hispanic 102081 (21.1%) 29463 (27.4%) 151095 (32.4%)  15543 (27.8%) 267096 (26.6%)  

Nat Am./Pac Is./Al Nat. 2717 (0.6%) 721 (0.7%) 3594 (0.8%)  426 (0.8%) 6606 (0.7%)  

Asian 52604 (10.9%) 10343 (9.6%) 19251 (4.1%)  3607 (6.5%) 78591 (7.8%)  

Other/Unknown 83844 (17.3%) 19104 (17.8%) 89872 (19.3%)  9875 (17.7%) 182945 (18.2%)  

Region        

Bronx 44265 (9.1%) 11648 (10.8%) 76889 (16.5%) <0.001 6841 (12.3%) 125961 (12.6%) <0.001 

Brooklyn 95513 (19.7%) 17946 (16.7%) 91166 (19.5%)  11082 (19.9%) 193543 (19.3%)  

Manhattan 150249 (31.0%) 29684 (27.6%) 65927 (14.1%)  10344 (18.5%) 235516 (23.5%)  

Queens 62372 (12.9%) 15108 (14.0%) 65931 (14.1%)  7854 (14.1%) 135557 (13.5%)  

Staten Island 11509 (2.4%) 2336 (2.2%) 18259 (3.9%)  2624 (4.7%) 29480 (2.9%)  

Long Island 80948 (16.7%) 22791 (21.2%) 119287 (25.6%)  13066 (23.4%) 209960 (20.9%)  

Westchester 39612 (8.2%) 8060 (7.5%) 28993 (6.2%)  4016 (7.2%) 72649 (7.2%)  

Symptomatic at 

testing (reported) 

       

Symptomatic 61720 (12.7%) 10101 (9.4%) 43482 (9.3%) <0.001 7593 (13.6%) 107710 (10.7%) <0.001 

Missing 422748 (87.3%) 97472 (90.6%) 422970 (90.7%)  48234 (86.4%) 894956 (89.3%)  

High fever or O2<95 8351 (1.9%) 1828 (1.9%) 8265 (2.1%)  3735 (7.5%) 14709 (1.7%)  

Previous COVID        
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infection 

Yes 22445 (4.6%) 5071 (4.7%) 24060 (5.2%) <0.001 332 (0.6%) 51244 (5.1%) <0.001 

No 462023 (95.4%) 102502 (95.3%) 442392 (94.8%)  55495 (99.4%) 951422 (94.9%)  

High exposure to 

COVID 

       

0 245713 (50.7%) 59564 (55.4%) 281916 (60.4%) <0.001 33824 (60.6%) 553369 (55.2%) <0.001 

1 104053 (21.5%) 22491 (20.9%) 99465 (21.3%)  11691 (20.9%) 214318 (21.4%)  

>=2 134702 (27.8%) 25518 (23.7%) 85071 (18.2%)  10312 (18.5%) 234979 (23.4%)  

Symptomatic at rapid 

testing 

       

Yes 166539 (34.4%) 28099 (26.1%) 123838 (26.5%) <0.001 40371 (72.3%) 278105 (27.7%) <0.001 

No 266610 (55.0%) 67238 (62.5%) 294299 (63.1%)  13488 (24.2%) 614659 (61.3%)  

Missing 51319 (10.6%) 12236 (11.4%) 48315 (10.4%)  1968 (3.5%) 109902 (11.0%)  

Comorbidities        

Yes 124805 (25.8%) 23253 (21.6%) 82885 (17.8%) <0.001 10719 (19.2%) 220224 (22.0%) <0.001 

No 359663 (74.2%) 84320 (78.4%) 383567 (82.2%)  45108 (80.8%) 782442 (78.0%)  

BMI        

Healthy 187450 (38.7%) 38295 (35.6%) 141277 (30.3%) <0.001 19089 (34.2%) 347933 (34.7%) <0.001 

Obese 93216 (19.2%) 22035 (20.5%) 113364 (24.3%)  12984 (23.3%) 215631 (21.5%)  

Overweight 132707 (27.4%) 29496 (27.4%) 126685 (27.2%)  16221 (29.1%) 272667 (27.2%)  

Underweight 11412 (2.4%) 2802 (2.6%) 12651 (2.7%)  1255 (2.2%) 25610 (2.6%)  

Missing 59683 (12.3%) 14945 (13.9%) 72475 (15.5%)  6278 (11.2%) 140825 (14.0%)  
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Figures: 

Figure 1: Flow chart of study participants tested for SARS-CoV-2 between April 1 2021 and October 

25 2021 at CityMD clinics in New York City and surrounding metropolitan area 

 

 

 

 

 

    

FV: Fully vaccinated; PV: Partially vaccinated; UV: Unvaccinated 
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Figure 2: Time-varying vaccine effectiveness against symptomatic and asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infections 

after 2-dose mRNA vaccines for patients testing in CityMD clinics between April 1, 2021 - October 25, 2021 

 

 

 

 

The red line indicates vaccine effectiveness estimates for every 2-week interval during the study 

period and the 95% CI are shaded in grey. Both symptomatic and asymptomatic infections were 

included. The dashed horizontal line indicates the start of Delta period.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted February 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.21.22271298doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.21.22271298


Figure 3: Estimated vaccine effectiveness after 2-dose mRNA vaccines against symptomatic and 

asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection in different population subgroups  

 

 

mRNA vaccine effectiveness and 95% confidence intervals after 2 doses (red) and 1 dose (blue) of the 

vaccine for different population subgroups in pre-delta (left panel) and delta (right panel) periods are 

displayed here. Both symptomatic and asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 cases were included for the 

overall VE estimates and the VE estimates by subgroups. Patients 12-15 years old became eligible for 

COVID-19 vaccination on May 12, 2021 so vaccination information for this age group was available 

for the pre-delta period. Similarly, there were no patients >80 years of age who had received one 1 

dose of an mRNA vaccine in the delta period.  
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Figure 4: Estimated vaccine-induced and infection-induced protection against symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 

infection by vaccine product  

 

 

 

 

Bar graph shows protection and 95% confidence intervals against SARS-CoV-2 symptomatic infection 

comparing patients with infection-induced protection, vaccine-induced protection, or both, to patients who were 

unvaccinated (no vaccine-induced protection) and had no prior infections (no infection-induced protection). 

Results are shown separately for the (a) Pfizer-BioNTech BNT 162b2 vaccine, (b) Moderna mRNA-1273 

vaccine, and (c ) Janssen Ad26.COV2.S vaccine. Protection during pre-delta period is in red while protection 

during delta period is in blue.  
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Figure 5: Estimated vaccine-induced and infection-induced protection against asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 

infection by vaccine product  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Bar graph shows protection and 95% confidence intervals against SARS-CoV-2 asymptomatic infection 

comparing patients with infection-induced protection, vaccine-induced protection, or both, to patients who were 

unvaccinated (no vaccine-induced protection) and had no prior infections (no infection-induced protection).  

Results are shown separately for the (a) Pfizer-BioNTech BNT 162b2 vaccine, and (b) Moderna mRNA-1273 

vaccine. No patients who received the Janssen Ad26.COV2.S vaccine reported an asymptomatic infection. 

Protection during pre-delta period is in red while protection during delta period is in blue.  
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