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Abstract 

Background 

The safety of SARS-CoV-2 vaccines is unknown in children aged <5 years. Here, we 

retrospectively evaluated the safety of BNT162b2 vaccine used off-label in children of 

this age group in Germany. 

 

Methods 

An investigator-initiated retrospective cohort study (CoVacU5) included parents or 

caregivers having children aged <5 years registered for SARS-CoV-2 vaccination in 

outpatient care facilities in Germany. Reported short-term safety data of 1-3 doses of 

3-10µg BNT162b2 in children aged 0 to <60 months are presented. Co-primary 

outcomes were the frequencies of 11 categories of symptoms post-vaccination with 

bivariate analyses and regression models adjusting for age, sex, weight and height. 

On-label non-SARS-CoV-2 vaccines served as controls in an active-comparator 

design. 

 

Results 

The study included 7806 of 19,000 registered children representing a 41% response 

rate. 338 children received the first dose of BNT162b2 at age 0-<12 months, n=1272 

at age 12-24 months and n=5629 at age ≥24 to <60 months. A 10µg dosage was more 

frequently associated with injection-site symptoms compared to lower dosages. The 

probability of any symptoms (OR: 1.62 [95% confidence interval (CI): 1.36-1.94]), 

injection-site, musculoskeletal, dermatological or otolaryngological symptom 

categories were modestly elevated after BNT12b2 compared to non-SARS-CoV-2 

vaccines, whereas the probabilities of general symptoms (OR: 0.74 [95% CI: 0.64-

0.85]) and fever (OR: 0.43 [95% CI: 0.35-0.51]) were lower after BNT162b2. Symptoms 

requiring hospitalization (n=10) were reported only at BNT162b2 dosages higher than 

3µg. 

 

Conclusions 

The symptoms reported after BNT162b2 administration were overall comparable to on-

label non-SARS-CoV-2 vaccines in this cohort of children aged <5 years. (German 

Clinical Trials Register ID: DRKS00028759). 

 

Keywords: BNT162b2, children, safety, SARS-CoV-2, mRNA vaccine  
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Introduction  

The safety and efficacy of the SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccine BNT162b2 (Comirnaty®) 

has been studied in over 2500 children and adolescents aged ≥5 years (1–3). 

However, in children below 5 years the use of SARS-CoV-2 vaccines is currently not 

approved by the European Medicines Agency, while studies evaluating SARS-CoV-2 

vaccines in this age group are ongoing (4,5). Public news media have reported since 

mid-2021 that German initiatives by laypeople or medical care providers have 

organized off-label SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations (6–9), including children who or whose 

family members have comorbidities or medications that may increase their risk for 

severe COVID-19. Off-label administration of SARS-CoV-2 vaccines to children aged 

below 5 years is permitted according to German law after obtaining informed consent, 

but remains at parents’, legal guardians’ or healthcare providers’ risk or liability (10,11).  

Parents or legal guardians may seek opportunities to vaccinate children against SARS-

CoV-2 in an attempt to obtain according to their individual estimation the best attainable 

protection against COVID-19 for their child and/or potentially diminish the risk of post-

acute syndromes or virus transmission. On February 17th 2022, the German 

government’s COVID-19 advisory council has stated that children’s welfare in times of 

pandemic requires prioritization, including systematic efforts to study potential SARS-

CoV-2 vaccinations side effects (12,13). At present, no safety data are available for 

BNT162b2 in children aged <5 years.  

 

 

Methods 

 

Study design 

The CoVacU5 study was designed as a retrospective cohort study to evaluate the 

safety of BNT162b2 mRNA vaccine in children vaccinated before completing the 5th 
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year of age. Inclusion criteria were having registered in a database for at least one 

dose of BNT162b2 that was administered before reaching the age of 5 years, and 

informed consent of a parent/legal representative to participate in the survey of the 

current study. Eligible participants were identified from electronic registration 

databases by 21 outpatient care facilities and two nation-wide layperson-initiated 

SARS-CoV-2 vaccination programs in Germany. Exclusion criteria were duplicate 

responses with overlapping age, sex, weight or height without specification that they 

were twins or triplets, and respondents lacking an authentication code as proof of 

invitation. 

The present study protocol was approved by the Ethics Committee of the University of 

Rostock, Germany (ID: A 2022-0065). The study was prospectively registered in the 

German Clinical Trials Register (ID: DRKS00028759) and was conducted with 

adherence to the Declaration of Helsinki. The authors vouch for the fidelity to the 

approved study protocol. Parents or legal representatives of all studied children gave 

informed consent for the participation in the retrospective evaluation in the present 

survey. Of note, the vaccines were neither administered as part of the study nor was 

the study planned or initiated before vaccination. Parents or legal representatives of 

the studied children had independently given individual informed consent to the 

vaccinations and had been informed by the attending physicians about potential side 

effects and liability of this off-label medicine use under the German law. The attending 

physicians were themselves required by German Infection Protection Act and by their 

professional status to report all unexpected or severe side effects experienced by the 

children to the German Federal Institute for Drugs and Medical Devices independently 

from the present study. 
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Within the study period between April 14th and May 9th 2022, the parents’ or caregivers 

were contacted twice via e-mail addresses registered in the databases and were 

invited to participate in a web-based survey. All invitees received an 8-digit 

authentication code to ensure participation of only those who had effectively registered 

at least one child for vaccination. On May 9th, 2022 the study database was closed and 

data were extracted for analysis in a fully anonymous manner. 

 

Study procedure 

All study data were collected and managed using REDCap (14) electronic data capture 

tools hosted at the University Medical Center Dresden, Germany. The survey was 

designed to be completed within approximately 5 minutes in case no symptoms were 

to be reported, and it was pre-tested in 20 pilot test runs. An introductory page revealed 

the study purpose and obtained informed consent for voluntary participation and 

allowing data use for research purposes. Subsequently, demographic information, 

comorbidities and medications of the children were collected, and precise symptoms 

including their timing post-vaccination were determined by close-ended questions and 

free-text choices. The symptom categories were vaccination-site symptoms, general 

reactions, fever, skin changes, or any symptoms of the musculoskeletal, 

cardiovascular, pulmonary or nervous system, gastrointestinal tract, or, as well as any 

symptoms of ear/neck/throat, psychological symptoms or susceptibility for infections. 

In addition, the occurrence of missing days from childcare institution or school was 

recorded. An item based on a 10-point Likert scale was used to determine if the 

reported post-vaccination symptoms in the children were considered to be medically 

threatening. For comparison, information was collected regarding post-vaccination 

symptom categories of any other non-SARS-CoV-2 vaccination administered in the 

same children since January 15th, 2022.   
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Outcomes 

Primary outcome of the present study was the probability of self-reported categorized 

symptoms after BNT162b2 in comparison to non-SARS-CoV-2 vaccines with particular 

respect to SAE, and the frequencies of categorized symptoms occurring after 

BNT162b2 administration with stratification by age group and dosage, and the general 

susceptibility to infections and institutional missing days.  

Secondary outcomes were the total number, duration and consequences of symptoms 

occurring after vaccination with BNT162b2.  

 

Statistical analyses 

All eligible participants were enrolled without sample size calculations. Statistical 

analyses were performed using MATLAB R2020a and STATA version 15. Chi-Square 

or Fisher’s exact tests were used to compare categorical variables over pre-defined 

strata of age groups and BNT162b2 dosage. T-test or Wilcoxon rank sum tests were 

used for comparisons of continuous variables as appropriate. Multivariable logistic 

models were performed with any symptom or the 11 individual categories of post-

vaccination symptoms as dependent variables, with BNT162b2 versus non-SARS-

CoV-2 vaccine as predictor of interest. These models were adjusted for age, sex, 

weight and height. Duration and impact of the symptoms were assessed in additional 

logistic models. In addition, multivariate negative binomial regression was used for the 

number of symptoms as dependent variable. For bivariate analyses and regression 

models, p values and 95% confidence intervals were adjusted for multiple testing of 11 

symptom categories using the Bonferroni method. An adjusted p<0.05 (signifying an 

unadjusted p<0.004) was considered significant. A robustness check of the data was 

performed by multiple imputation. Complete variables serving as explanatory variables 
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were included in the imputation models. Additional, aggregated geolocation dummy 

variables based on the postal code were used as regression variables in the imputation 

models if they obtained complete data. As a sensitivity analysis, participants who did 

not provide a verifiable (15) lot number of BNT162b2 vaccinations were excluded.  

 

Results 

Study population 

In the present study, the self-reported safety of BNT162b2 mRNA vaccine against 

SARS-CoV-2 administered off-label to children aged 0 to <5 years in outpatient care 

facilities in Germany was analyzed. 

Figure 1 shows the flowchart of participant recruitment. Participants were invited via 

an estimated 19,000 e-mail addresses available by vaccine registration databases of 

21 outpatient care facilities and the initiatives “U12Schutz” and “Bildung Aber Sicher” 

in Germany. This led to a total of 11,542 responses. After exclusion of 3209 

respondents providing empty datasets, 173 respondents with children aged ≥5 years 

at first BNT162b2 vaccine administration, and 117 respondents having entered no valid 

authentication code, 8043 responses remained. From these, 119 potential duplicate 

entries were removed based on identical demographic data, additionally 49 

respondents with BNT162b2 vaccinations reported to have occurred prior to May 2021, 

and 69 respondents reporting vaccinations with mRNA-1273 (Moderna). This yielded 

a final population of 7806 participants included in the present analysis, representing a 

response rate of 41%. We included 338 children aged <12 months, 1272 children aged 

12 to <24 months and 5629 children aged 24 to <60 months at the age of their first 

BNT162b2 vaccination, some of whom were aged above 5 years at their second or 

third BNT162b2 vaccination. The present analysis included at least 1 vaccine dose 

administered in 7806, at least 2 doses in 7102 and 3 doses in 846 children. For 7750 
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of the 15,754 (49.2%) vaccinations with BNT162b2, manufacturer-verified lot numbers 

were reported. Population characteristics, dosage of administered vaccines, and 

interval between vaccines are shown in Table 1. A total of 4.9% reported regular 

medication use for underlying diseases and 8.8% reported existing comorbidities 

(Table 1). Among the most common comorbidities were pulmonary (2.4%) or 

cardiovascular diseases (2.1%) and chromosomal aberrations (1.2%) (Supplementary 

Table 1).  

 

Frequency of post-vaccination symptoms after BNT162b2 administration 

A descriptive analysis of symptoms reported after vaccination was performed. 

Frequencies of all reported symptom categories occurring after first or second 

BNT162b2 vaccination are shown in Figure 2 and Supplementary Table 2-3, and for 

the third BNT162b2 vaccination in Supplementary Table 4, with stratification for age 

groups and BNT162b2 vaccine dosages. While most categories were comparable 

across the strata, local injection-site symptoms were more frequently reported for the 

age group ≥24-<60 months than for younger children. After the third vaccination, too 

few data were available to allow a conclusive comparison of symptom frequency e.g. 

between the dosages, but a non-significant trend towards dose-dependent local 

reactions was present (Supplementary Table 4). No significant age-dependent effects 

of reported symptoms, and no drug dose-dependent effects with the exception of dose-

dependent vaccination-site symptoms were found in 24 to <60 months old children. 

The vast majority of all BNT162b2 post-vaccinations symptoms was judged of no or 

minimal subjective severity and did not lead to any missing days in school or childcare 

(Supplementary Table 5). We retrospectively defined post-vaccination mortality 

(n=0/7806, 0%) and symptoms requiring inpatient treatment (n=10/7806, 0.1%) as 

serious adverse events (SAE). We additionally considered symptoms as of concern 
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when they lasted over 3 months (n=2/7806 respondents, 0%) and of unknown 

significance when they were currently ongoing (n=40/7806, 0.5%). Symptoms of the 

10 children with SAE lasted 12.2±18.6 days (mean +- standard deviation) [maximum: 

60 days] and were observed after BNT162b2 administration at 5µg, 10µg or 

unknown/other dosage, but none after the 3µg dosage (Table 2) and none after the 

third vaccination with BNT162b2. A full analysis of post-vaccination symptoms 

including time of onset, duration and perceived severity is shown for all individual 

symptom categories in Supplementary Tables 6-15. 

 

Active-comparator analysis of BNT162b2 versus non-BNT162b2 vaccines 

administered between January 15th and May 9th, 2022 

Subsequently, a comparison of post-vaccination symptoms of BNT162b2 in off-label 

use with those occurring after on-label vaccinations against pathogens other than 

SARS-CoV-2 was performed as displayed in Supplementary Table 16 within the same 

group of participants. To this end, the symptoms of all BNT162b2 or non-SARS-CoV-

2 vaccinations administered in the time period between January 15th, 2022 and May 

9th, 2022 were assessed to minimize potential differences in recall bias between 

vaccine groups. Any symptoms were observed after 50.8% of BNT162b2 and 37.8% 

of non-SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations. In logistic regression models adjusted for age, sex, 

weight and height, BNT162b2 vaccination was associated with a higher probability of 

any reported post-vaccination symptom (OR: 1.62 [95% CI: 1.36;1.94], p<0.001) in 

comparison to non-BNT162b2 vaccination (Table 3). Similarly, the probabilities of 

musculoskeletal, otolaryngological or dermatological symptoms were higher after 

BNT162b2 compared to non-SARS-CoV-2 vaccination. However, the probabilities of 

general symptoms or fever were lower after BNT162b2 vaccinations compared to non-

SARS-CoV-2 vaccination (OR: 0.77 [95% CI: 0.63;0.95], p<0.001 and OR: 0.42 
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[0.32;0.55], p<0.001 respectively). The probabilities of all other symptom categories 

were comparable between BNT162b2 and non-SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations (Table 2). 

A symptom duration over 3 months was reported after 1/4570 (0%) of BNT162b2 and 

none of non-SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations, symptoms currently ongoing after 24/4570 

(0.5%) of BNT162b2 and 1/1491 (0.1%) of non-SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations, and 

symptoms requiring inpatient treatment were reported after 5/4570 (0.1%) of 

BNT162b2 and none of non-SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations.  

 

Sensitivity analyses 

The present dataset contained a number of less stringently verifiable participants that 

revealed no lot number of the BNT162b2 vaccine. Thus, we performed a sensitivity 

analysis and reanalyzed the data presented in Supplementary Tables 2-4 and Table 3 

excluding all those with missing data in lot numbers. These analyses yielded no 

differences in results (data not shown). Similarly, multiple imputation of missing data 

(Supplementary Table 17) followed by re-analysis of the data presented in 

Supplementary Tables 2-4 and Table 3 did not affect the results (data not shown). 

 

Discussion 

The CoVacU5 study is an industry-independent retrospective cohort study designed to 

assess the self-reported short-term safety of BNT162b2 vaccines in young children in 

a setting where parents or caregivers had decided beforehand and independently from 

this study to seek off-label vaccination of their entrusted children. This study included 

the BNT162b2 vaccination experience of 7806 children. Due to the large study 

population and the different dosages investigated, CoVacU5 expands the available 

knowledge of mRNA vaccination in children aged <5 years in addition to the results of 
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the ongoing industry-sponsored BNT162b2 phase I to III studies conducted in this age 

group (5). 

This study revealed a similar overall safety when compared with existing non-SARS-

CoV-2 vaccines administered in the same study population, with minor differences in 

the probabilities of injection-site symptoms, fever, musculoskeletal, or 

otolaryngological symptoms in comparison to non-SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations. An 

increased frequency of injection-site symptoms was detected in ≥24 to <60 months old 

children administered 10µg of BNT162b2, which should be taken into consideration in 

future dosage-finding strategies in this age group and be carefully weighed against 

potential improvements in immunogenicity at higher dosage. In 40 individuals 

symptoms were currently ongoing and thus of unknown significance. In two individuals, 

symptoms lasted longer than 90 days, and in 10 children hospitalizations were reported 

which were considered SAE. Although the circumstances of these SAE are not 

precisely documented, no SAE were reported for children administered the low dosage 

of 3µg that is currently evaluated in the ongoing BNT162b2 licensure study (5). In 

addition, no mortality was reported. 

 

A relevant support for the reliability of our study result is that all physicians who 

administer vaccines in Germany are obliged by Federal Law to report all severe or 

unexpected vaccine-related side effects to the Federal Institute for Vaccines and 

Biomedicines (Paul-Ehrlich Institute). In addition to the here presented data, the Paul-

Ehrlich Institute had not received any reports of unexpected or severe adverse 

reactions of BNT162b2 in children aged <5 years as of March 31st, 2022 (16).  

The present study contains some limitations. First, the study relies on retrospective 

self-reported data by proxy, which i) may not directly reflect what a child had 

experienced and ii) underlies a risk of recall bias i.e. not recalling some not life-
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threatening symptoms several months later. However, the extensive public debate 

about SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations including their potential side effects, the off-label use 

investigated, and the study results showing dosage-dependent associations between 

vaccination and local reactions in ≥24 to <60 months old children suggest that 

symptoms were adequately reported. The retrospective design did not allow for a 

structured real-time documentation of symptoms nor an estimation of causality and 

severity to infer the frequency of vaccine-related serious adverse reactions, but such 

data should be expected from the ongoing prospective manufacturer-sponsored 

BNT162b2 studies (5). As vaccinations themselves were not directly part of the study, 

the study relied on vaccination information as reported by the respondents. However, 

a potential risk of manipulation by individual respondents was minimized by dispensing 

study participation codes only via vaccinating centers/initiatives, and the availability of 

BNT162b2 lot numbers. Moreover, potential duplicate entries were identified by 

overlap in demographic data and were removed.  

The reported post-vaccination symptoms could potentially be unrelated to the vaccine. 

To mitigate this problem, a non-BNT162b2 vaccination group as an active comparator 

was included that yielded an overall similar probability of post-vaccination symptoms 

for most symptom categories within the last three months. In the timeframe of this 

analysis, vaccinations from January 15th to May 9th 2022 concurred with the peak of 

Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 waves, leading to potentially some symptoms being caused 

by undiagnosed SARS-CoV-2 but not any of the vaccines. This affects both analyzed 

groups similarly and does unlikely bias the observed findings.  

 

Finally, a particular focus has to be dedicated to the fact that the vaccines administered 

in the present population were used off-label. Although off-label use is common in 

pediatric care, constituting up to 25% of all medications administered to children (17), 
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administration of a new vaccine in off-label use constitutes an even more particular 

situation. There was extensive public discussion on SARS-CoV-2 vaccination of 

children in Germany even in age groups where the vaccine had been licensed. Off-

label vaccination of the most vulnerable population of very young children is an even 

more challenging and provoking issue. However, since it was publicly known that a 

large group of young children in Germany is being vaccinated by the active and 

autonomous decision of their parents or legal guardians, it appeared to be responsible 

and important from a scientific as well as from an ethical point of view to collect all 

available information, to analyze these data in a scientifically sound matter, and to 

make this information available to the medical community as well as to the public. Of 

course, this was not a prospective, randomized and controlled study design and the 

quality of the data is limited by nature. Nevertheless, the scientific use and thorough 

evaluation of existing, retrospectively self-reported safety data for SARS-CoV-2 

vaccines in off-label use appeared mandatory, and may – respecting all given 

limitations – expand the scientific knowledge based on real-world medical practice.  

 

Conclusion 

The study data provide evidence for a self-reported safety profile of BNT162b2 vaccine 

that is comparable to non-SARS-CoV-2 vaccines in this large cohort of children aged 

<5 years until today. These data can be helpful in safety considerations for individual 

decision-making and may add to data expected from prospective licensure studies for 

expert recommendations about BNT162b2 vaccinations in this age group, even after 

the completion of the ongoing phase I/II/III study of BNT162b2 (5). 

 

 

 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 23, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.17.22275005doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.17.22275005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


14 
 

References 
1.  Fang SF, Liu N, Du HW. BNT162b2 Covid-19 Vaccine in Children 5 to 11 Years of 

Age. N Engl J Med. 2022 Feb 10;386(6):604.  

2.  Walter EB, Talaat KR, Sabharwal C, Gurtman A, Lockhart S, Paulsen GC, et al. 
Evaluation of the BNT162b2 Covid-19 Vaccine in Children 5 to 11 Years of Age. N 
Engl J Med. 2022 Jan 6;386(1):35–46.  

3.  Frenck RW, Klein NP, Kitchin N, Gurtman A, Absalon J, Lockhart S, et al. Safety, 
Immunogenicity, and Efficacy of the BNT162b2 Covid-19 Vaccine in Adolescents. 
N Engl J Med. 2021 Jul 15;385(3):239–50.  

4.  ModernaTX, Inc. A Phase 2/3, Two-Part, Open-Label, Dose-Escalation, Age De-
escalation and Randomized, Observer-Blind, Placebo-Controlled Expansion Study 
to Evaluate the Safety, Tolerability, Reactogenicity, and Effectiveness of mRNA-
1273 SARS-CoV-2 Vaccine in Healthy Children 6 Months to Less Than 12 Years 
of Age [Internet]. clinicaltrials.gov; 2021 Dec [cited 2022 Apr 18]. Report No.: 
NCT04796896. Available from: https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT04796896 

5.  BioNTech SE. PHASE 1, OPEN-LABEL DOSE-FINDING STUDY TO EVALUATE 
SAFETY, TOLERABILITY, AND IMMUNOGENICITY AND PHASE 2/3 PLACEBO-
CONTROLLED, OBSERVER-BLINDED SAFETY, TOLERABILITY, AND 
IMMUNOGENICITY STUDY OF A SARS-COV-2 RNA VACCINE CANDIDATE 
AGAINST COVID-19 IN HEALTHY CHILDREN and Young Adults [Internet]. 
clinicaltrials.gov; 2022 Apr [cited 2022 Apr 19]. Report No.: NCT04816643. 
Available from: https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT04816643 

6.  Christmann K. Neues Portal will Impfungen für unter Zwölfjährige befördern. Der 
Tagesspiegel Online [Internet]. 2021 Nov 21 [cited 2022 May 11]; Available from: 
https://www.tagesspiegel.de/wissen/kontaktanbahnung-und-beratung-neues-
portal-will-impfungen-fuer-unter-zwoelfjaehrige-befoerdern/27819890.html 

7.  Heroisch, leichtsinnig oder einfach das Richtige?: Deshalb impfen Ärzte schon jetzt 
Kinder unter zwölf Jahren gegen Corona [Internet]. 2021 [cited 2022 May 11]. 
Available from: https://plus.tagesspiegel.de/wissen/heroisch-oder-leichtsinnig-
warum-manche-aerzte-jetzt-schon-kleine-kinder-gegen-corona-impfen-
201203.html 

8.  Aktuell SWR. Ärzte in Baiersbronn haben schon 900 Kinder gegen Corona geimpft 
[Internet]. swr.online. [cited 2022 May 11]. Available from: 
https://www.swr.de/swraktuell/baden-wuerttemberg/tuebingen/baiersbronner-
aerzte-impfen-kinder-seit-langem-gegen-corona-100.html 

9.  Delay in COVID-19 vaccines for kids upset parents. Experts say it was the right 
thing to do. [Internet]. USA TODAY. [cited 2022 May 11]. Available from: 
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/2022/02/21/pfizer-covid-vaccine-kids-
under-5-fda-delay/6789369001/ 

10.  Off-Label-Use – Verordnungsfähigkeit von Arzneimitteln in nicht zugelassenen 
Anwendungsbieten - Gemeinsamer Bundesausschuss [Internet]. [cited 2022 May 
11]. Available from: https://www.g-ba.de/themen/arzneimittel/arzneimittel-richtlinie-
anlagen/off-label-use/ 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 23, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.17.22275005doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.17.22275005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


15 
 

11.  Schutzimpfungen außerhalb der Zulassung (Off-Label-Use) [Internet]. 
Deutsches Grünes Kreuz für Gesundheit e.V. [cited 2022 May 11]. Available from: 
https://dgk.de/fachleute/dgk-fachnewsletter/schutzimpfungen-ausserhalb-der-
zulassung-off-label-use.html 

12.  Rodeck B. 7. Stellungnahme des ExpertInnenrates der Bundesregierung zu 
COVID-19. 2022 Feb 17;4.  

13.  Corona-ExpertInnenrat | Bundesregierung [Internet]. Webseite der 
Bundesregierung | Startseite. [cited 2022 May 5]. Available from: 
https://www.bundesregierung.de/breg-
de/bundesregierung/bundeskanzleramt/corona-expertinnenrat-der-
bundesregierung 

14.  Harris PA, Taylor R, Thielke R, Payne J, Gonzalez N, Conde JG. Research 
electronic data capture (REDCap)--a metadata-driven methodology and workflow 
process for providing translational research informatics support. J Biomed Inform. 
2009 Apr;42(2):377–81.  

15.  DocCheck | Praxis COMIRNATY® [Internet]. [cited 2022 May 13]. Available 
from: 
https://praxis.comirnaty.de/de/public/login.html?destination=/content/comirnaty/de
/de/auth/chargennummern-abfrage 

16.  Paul-Ehrlich-Institut - Coronavirus und COVID-19 - Sicherheit von COVID-19-
Impfstoffen [Internet]. [cited 2022 May 10]. Available from: 
https://www.pei.de/DE/newsroom/dossier/coronavirus/arzneimittelsicherheit.html 

17.  Yackey K, Stukus K, Cohen D, Kline D, Zhao S, Stanley R. Off-label Medication 
Prescribing Patterns in Pediatrics: An Update. Hosp Pediatr. 2019 Mar;9(3):186–
93.  

  
 

Author contributions 

CMC conceived the study. NT, WCGM, JM, MBM and CMC designed the study. NT, 

DD, DS, MJ and CMC designed the questionnaire with inputs from WCGM, JM and 

MBM. CS and MBM designed the statistical analysis plan with inputs from NT and 

CMC. WCGM, DS, JP, ML, EP and CMC recruited participants. CS performed 

analyses. NT, WCGM, CS, DS, RB, MBM and CMC interpreted the data. MBM wrote 

the manuscript with inputs from all other authors. NT, WCGM, JM, RB, MBM and CMC 

edited the manuscript. All authors approved the final version of the submitted 

manuscript. 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 23, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.17.22275005doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.17.22275005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


16 
 

 

Acknowledgements 

The authors are thankful to all participating vaccination centers and respondents. We 

acknowledge the non-profit assistance for participant recruitment provided by the 

initiatives “Bildung Aber Sicher”, “U12Schutz” and by the individuals Anke Böhnke, 

Armin Philipp, Georg Hillebrand, Lisa Degener, and Lisa Schneider.  

 

Data availability 

The raw data are available from the corresponding author on reasonable request, 

provided that a positive evaluation by the pertinent ethics committee is available and 

German data protection laws are followed. 

 

Conflicts of interest 

None of the authors have previous, current or planned ties to vaccine manufacturers. 

All authors declare that no conflict of interest exists.  

 

Funding 

The present study was performed without specific project funding. Work of CMC was 

supported by University Medical Center Rostock. Work of DD, MJ, NT and RB was 

supported by University Medical Center Dresden. JM was funded by the Swiss 

Academy of Medical Sciences and the Swiss Society of General Internal Medicine. 

MBM was supported by University Hospital Bern and by the program National 

Competence Center of Research-Kidney.CH.  

 

 

 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 23, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.17.22275005doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.17.22275005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


17 
 

Registration 

The present work was registered at the German Clinical Trials Register ID: 

DRKS00028759. 

  

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 23, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.17.22275005doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.17.22275005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


18 
 

Table 1: Cohort Characteristics, n/N(%) 

     

 All First 

vaccination 

Second 

vaccination 

Third 

vaccination 

Female 3824/7805 (49) 3824/7805 (49) 3482/7101 (49) 419/846 (49.5) 

Male 3977/7805 (51) 3977/7805 (51) 3616/7101 (50.9) 427/846 (50.5) 

Diverse 4/7805 (0.1) 4/7805 (0.1) 3/7101 (0) 0/846 (0) 

Age (years) (median, 

IQR) 
3 (2) 3 (2) 3 (2) 3 (1.5) 

Height (cm) (median, 

IQR) 
98 (17) 98 (17) 98 (17) 99 (13) 

Weight (kg) (median, 

IQR) 
14.5 (5) 14.5 (5) 14.5 (5) 15 (4.5) 

BNT162b2: 3µg 2995/14646 (20.4) 1772/7240 (24.5) 1171/6610 (17.7) 52/796 (6.5) 

BNT162b2: 5µg 6075/14646 (41.5) 3120/7240 (43.1) 2740/6610 (41.5) 215/796 (27) 

BNT162b2: 10µg 5576/14646 (38.1) 2348/7240 (32.4) 2699/6610 (40.8) 529/796 (66.5) 

Interval between the 

last vaccination (mean 

days) 

  25.8 79.4 

Comorbidities (yes) 684/7806 (8.8) 684/7806 (8.8) 613/7102 (8.6) 89/846 (10.5) 

Long-term 

Medication (yes) 
381/7784 (4.9) 381/7784 (4.9) 337/7099 (4.7) 46/846 (5.4) 

IQR, interquartile range. 
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Table 2: Reported serious adverse events after BNT162b2 administration in 

7806 children under the age of 5 years 

 Overall 

 

First 

BNT162b2 

vaccination 

Second 

BNT162b2  

vaccination 

N(%) 10(100) 10(100) 9(90) 

Female 7(70)   

Male 3(30)   

Age (years), median (IQR) 4(1)   

Comorbidities (Yes) 6(60)   

Long-term Medication 2(20)   

Inpatient treatment 10(100) 7(70) 3(30) 

Dosage    

3µg  0(0) 0(0) 

5µg  3(30) 4(40) 

10µg  5(50) 5(50) 

unknown  2(20) 1(10) 

Symptoms    

Duration (days), mean±std, 

max 
12.2±18.6,60 4.3±5.4,14 9.3±20.8,60 

Duration > 90 days 0(0) 1(10) 0(0) 

Duration ongoing 1(10) 0(0) 0(0) 

Local 5(50) 5(50) 3(33.3) 

General 5(50) 3(30) 3(33.3) 

Fever 2(20) 2(20) 0(0) 

Musculoskeletal system 4(40) 2(20) 3(33.3) 

Gastrointestinal 1(10) 0(0) 1(11.1) 

Otolaryngological 3(33.3) 2(22.2) 1(12.5) 

Pulmonary 4(40) 4(40) 0(0) 

Cardiovascular 4(40) 2(20) 3(33.3) 

Neurological 3(30) 1(10) 2(22.2) 

Psychological 1(10) 0(0) 1(11.1) 

Dermatological 2(20) 1(10) 1(11.1) 
IQR, interquartile; std, standard deviation.   
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Table 3: Active-comparator analysis of symptoms occurring after BNT162b2 and non-

BNT162b2 vaccinations 

 Frequencies, n/N(%) Logistic Regression 

 BNT162b2 
non-

BNT162b2 
OR p-value 95%-CI 

Aftermath      

Physical rest 706/4570(15.4) 261/1491(17.5) 0.89 0.1588 [0.76;1.05] 

Antipyretics 339/4570(7.4) 220/1491(14.8) 0.54 <0.001 [0.45;0.66] 

Ambulatory 41/4570(0.9) 7/1491(0.5) 1.78 0.1680 [0.78;4.04] 

Inpatient 5/4570(0.1) 0/1491(0) - - - 

Mortality 0/4570(0) 0/1491(0) - - - 

Symptoms      

Duration > 90 

days 
1/4570(0) 0/1491(0) - - - 

Duration ongoing 24/4570(0.5) 1/1491(0.1) - - - 

Any symptom 

reported 
2323/4570(50.8) 564/1491(37.8) 1.62 <0.001 [1.43;1.84] 

Local 1808/4520(40) 380/1491(25.5) 1.68 <0.001* [1.38;2.05]* 

General  874/4506(19.4) 388/1491(26) 0.77 0.0045* [0.63;0.95]* 

Fever 305/4570(6.7) 256/1491(17.2) 0.42 <0.001* [0.32;0.55]* 

Musculoskeletal 

system  
193/4496(4.3) 21/1491(1.4) 2.55 <0.001* [1.32;4.94]* 

Gastrointestinal 151/4493(3.4) 36/1491(2.4) 1.54 0.2837* [0.89;2.65]* 

Otolaryngological  84/4477(1.9) 4/1491(0.3) 6.37 0.0036* [1.50;27.09]* 

Pulmonary  64/4477(1.4) 7/1491(0.5) 2.93 0.0873* [0.94;9.13]* 

Cardiovascular  17/4481(0.4) 4/1491(0.3) 1.36 >0.999* [0.28;6.69]* 

Neurological  64/4470(1.4) 7/1491(0.5) 2.52 0.2430* [0.81;7.85]* 

Psychological  87/4468(1.9) 15/1491(1) 2.29 0.0551* [1.00;5.25]* 

Dermatological 128/4456(2.9) 19/1491(1.3) 2.18 0.0229* [1.07;4.45]* 

Notes: Estimated ORs of additional covariables (age, gender, weight, and height) are not shown. *Adjusted for multiple testing by Bonferroni 

correction. Analysis restricted to vaccines administered from 15th January to 9th May 2022. 
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Figure legends 
 
Figure 1 
Overview of eligible and enrolled study participants. 
The diagram displays  the number of participants contacted via e-mail, all excluded 
responses and the final number of BNT162b2 vaccine administrations analyzed. 
 
 
Figure 2 
Symptoms reported after BNT162b2 vaccine administration according to age 
group and dosage. 
Frequencies of retrospectively reported symptom categories occurring after the first 
vaccination (upper panel) or the second vaccination (lower panel) with BNT162b2. 
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19’000 e-mails sent to legal representatives

Total responses received

N=11542 

Excluding 3209 empty responses

N=8333

Excluding 117 datasets with invalid authentication code

N=8043

Excluding 69 vaccinated with Moderna (mRNA-1273)

N=7806

7806 First Vaccine Dose.

Excluding 566 with missing 

dosage information

N=7240

7102 Second Vaccine Dose.

Excluding 492 with missing 

dosage information

N=6610

846 Third Vaccine Dose.

Excluding 50 with missing 

dosage information

N=796

Excluding 119 datasets with duplicate information about age, sex, 

weight and height

N=7924

Excluding 173 datasets with children aged ≥5 years

N=8160

Excluding 49 datasets with vaccinations prior to May 2021

N=7875

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 23, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.17.22275005doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.17.22275005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


Age at first dose of BNT162b2: <12 months, n=338 12 to <24 months, n=1272 24 to <60 months, n=5629
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