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Abstract 

Background 

The UK COVID-19 vaccination programme delivered its first “booster” doses in September 
2021, initially in groups at high risk of severe disease then across the adult population. The 
BNT162b2 Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine was used initially, with Moderna mRNA-1273 
subsequently also used. 

Methods 

We used the OpenSAFELY-TPP database, covering 40% of English primary care practices 
and linked to national coronavirus surveillance, hospital episodes, and death registry data, 
to estimate the effectiveness of boosting with BNT162b2 compared with no boosting in 
eligible adults who had received two primary course vaccine doses between 16 September 
and 16 December 2021 when the Delta variant of SARS-CoV-2 was dominant. Follow up 
was for up to 10 weeks. Each booster recipient was matched with an unboosted control on 
factors relating to booster priority status and prior immunisation. Additional factors were 
adjusted for in Cox models estimating hazard ratios (HRs). Outcomes were positive SARS-
CoV-2 test, COVID-19 hospitalisation, COVID-19 death and non-COVID-9 death. Booster 
vaccine effectiveness was defined as 1−HR. 

Results 

Among 4,352,417 BNT162b2 booster recipients matched with unboosted controls, 
estimated effectiveness of a booster dose compared with two doses only was 50.7% (95% 
CI 50.1-51.3) for positive SARS-CoV-2 test, 80.1% (78.3-81.8) for COVID-19 hospitalisation, 
88.5% (85.0-91.1) for COVID-19 death, and 80.3% (79.0-81.5) for non-COVID-19 death. 
Estimated effectiveness was similar among those who had received a BNT162b2 or 
ChAdOx1-S two-dose primary vaccination course, but effectiveness against severe COVID-
19 was slightly lower in those classified as clinically extremely vulnerable (76.3% (73.1-
79.1) for COVID-19 hospitalisation, and 85.1% (79.6-89.1) for COVID-19 death). Estimated 
effectiveness against each outcome was lower in those aged 18-65 years than in those aged 
65 and over. 

Conclusion 

Our findings are consistent with strong protection of BNT162b2 boosting against positive 
SARS-CoV-2 test, COVID-19 hospitalisation, and COVID-19 death. 
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Introduction 

In mid-September 2021 the national COVID-19 vaccination programme in England 
administered its first booster doses in adults who had already received their two-dose 
primary vaccination course (1). Eligibility was initially restricted to those at highest risk of 
severe disease, then progressively extended. By 15 December 2021 every adult was eligible 
(2). Booster doses were initially available no earlier than six months after dose two, but 
this was reduced to three months on 8 December 2021, following concerns over the 
emergence of the Omicron variant (3) (4). Vaccine prioritisation schedules were guided by 
recommendations from the Joint Committee for Vaccine and Immunisation (JCVI) expert 
working group (5). 

We aimed to emulate a target trial assessing the effectiveness of booster vaccination with 
BNT162b2 against COVID-19 outcomes (6) (7), by comparing fully vaccinated adults who 
did and did not receive a booster vaccine dose. We used the OpenSAFELY-TPP linked 
primary care database covering around 40% of English residents. The Delta SARS-CoV-2 
variant was dominant during the study period. 

Methods 

Data source 

All data were linked, stored and analysed securely within the OpenSAFELY platform: 
https://opensafely.org/. With the approval of NHS England, primary care records managed 
by the GP software provider TPP were linked, using NHS numbers, to A&E attendance and 
in-patient hospital spell records via NHS Digital’s Hospital Episode Statistics (HES), 
national coronavirus testing records via the Second Generation Surveillance System (SGSS), 
and national death registry records from the Office for National Statistics (ONS). COVID-19 
vaccination history is available in the GP record directly via the National Immunisation 
Management System (NIMS). 

Eligibility criteria 

We included adults aged ≥ 18 years who were eligible for booster vaccination between 16 
September and 16 December 2021 inclusive (the study entry period). On each day within 
this period, eligibility for the study was determined as follows: registered at a GP practice 
using TPP’s SystmOne clinical information system; received a two-dose primary 
vaccination course of either BNT162b2 or ChAdOx1-S (mixed dosing and Moderna mRNA-
1273 were not considered due to small numbers); not a health or social care worker; not 
resident in a care or nursing home; not medically housebound or receiving end-of-life care; 
no evidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection or COVID-19 disease within the previous 90 days; not 
undergoing an unplanned hospital admission; complete information on sex, ethnicity, 
deprivation, and NHS region (East of England, Midlands, London, North East and Yorkshire, 
North West, South East, South West). 
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Additionally, on days when the rolling weekly average count of BNT162b2 booster doses 
within strata defined by region, JCVI priority group, and the week of second dose was 
below 50, study entry did not occur within the stratum. This helped to ensure that study 
entry was restricted to those eligible and able to receive a booster dose in line with 
national prioritisation schedules. 

Matching, treatment groups, and follow up 

On each day of the study entry period, each eligible person receiving a booster dose was 
recruited to the treatment group and matched, if possible, with an eligible unboosted 
control person. Pairs were matched on: primary course vaccine brand; date of second 
vaccine dose, within 7 days; NHS region; evidence of prior SARS-CoV-2 infection (positive 
SARS-CoV-2 test, “probable” infection documented in primary care, or COVID-19 
hospitalisation); clinical risk groups used for prioritisation (clinically extremely vulnerable, 
clinically at-risk, neither); age within 3 years; and age groups used by JCVI for 
prioritisation.  People selected as controls were not eligible to be included again as a 
control, but were eligible for subsequent inclusion in the booster group. Any unmatched 
boosted people were excluded. 

Each person was followed from the day of study entry (i.e., time zero) until the earliest of 
outcome, death, practice de-registration, 10 weeks, or 31 December 2021. Additionally, 
follow-up was censored if the matched control was boosted, for both boosted and 
unboosted groups. 

Outcomes 

Four outcomes were considered: positive SARS-CoV-2 test; COVID-19 hospitalisation; 
COVID-19 death; and non-COVID-19 death. SARS-CoV-2 infections were identified using 
SGSS testing records and based on swab date. Both polymerase chain reaction (PCR) and 
lateral flow test results are included, without differentiation between symptomatic and 
asymptomatic infection. COVID-19 hospitalisations were identified using HES in-patient 
hospital records with U07.1 or U07.2 reason for admission ICD-10 codes. Deaths were 
classified as from COVID-19 if deaths with the same ICD-10 codes were mentioned 
anywhere on the death certificate (i.e., as an underlying or contributing cause of death). 

Statistical Analysis 

We estimated Kaplan-Meier cumulative incidence curves separately in the boosted and 
unboosted groups, and estimated the 10-week risk differences based on these. We used Cox 
models, stratified by study entry day, NHS region, and two-dose primary vaccine course, to 
estimate hazard ratios (HRs) comparing boosted with unboosted people, overall and 
separately for days 1-28 and 29-70. We also estimated HRs within shorter time periods 
(days 1-7, 8-14, 15-28, 29-42, and 43-70). 

As we were not able to match on all potential confounders, these models included the 
following additional covariates: sex (male or female); English Index of Multiple Deprivation 
(IMD, grouped by quintile); ethnicity (Black, Mixed, South Asian, White, Other, as per the 
UK census); prior morbidity count (diabetes, BMI over 40kg/m2, chronic heart disease, 
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chronic kidney disease, chronic liver disease, chronic respiratory disease or severe asthma, 
chronic neurological disease); learning disabilities; severe mental illness; the number of 
SARS-CoV-2 tests in the 6 months prior to the study start date; elective in-hospital episode 
at baseline. There were no missing values in these covariates, because they were defined by 
the presence or absence of clinical codes or events. A robust variance estimator was used 
to account for inclusion of some people in both the boosted and unboosted groups. 

Booster vaccine effectiveness was calculated as 1-HR, expressed as a percentage. We also 
estimated booster effectiveness separately in the following subgroups: primary vaccine 
course; age (18-64 or ≥ 65 years); clinically extremely vulnerable or not; evidence of prior 
SARS-CoV-2 infection or not. 

Software, code, and reproducibility 

Data management and analyses were conducted in Python version 3.8.10 and R version 
4.0.2. All code is shared openly for review and re-use under MIT open license at 
https://github.com/opensafely/booster-effectiveness. The supplementary materials 
provide further details of the codelists and data sources used for all variables in the study. 
Detailed pseudonymised patient data is potentially re-identifiable and therefore not 
shared. Any reported figures based on counts below 6 are redacted or rounded for 
disclosure control. This study followed the STROBE-RECORD reporting guidelines. 

Patient and public involvement 

We have developed a publicly available website https://opensafely.org/ through which we 
invite any patient or member of the public to contact us regarding this study or the broader 
OpenSAFELY project. 

Results 

Study population and matching 

7,339,110 adults registered at a TPP practice received a BNT162b2 booster vaccination 
during the study entry period, with 5,095,279 (69.4%) eligible for inclusion in the 
treatment group, of whom 4,352,417 (85.4%) were matched with unboosted controls 
(Figure 1). 1,714,615 people were matched as controls then rematched in the booster 
group, resulting in 6,990,219 people included in the study in total. 

As expected, the matching factors were identically distributed in the boosted and 
unboosted groups at the start of follow up (Table 1), and the proportion of people with 
prior morbidities was generally similar between the groups. However, unboosted controls 
had higher levels of deprivation, higher rates of learning disabilities and severe mental 
illness, and lower SARS-CoV-2 testing frequency, though the standardised mean difference 
was consistently below 0.1 (Supplementary Figure S2). 
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Estimated booster effectiveness 

Main analysis 

There were 123,378 positive SARS-CoV-2 tests, 3,672 COVID-19 hospitalisations, 588 
COVID-19 deaths, and 6,990 non-COVID-19 deaths across 23,151,145 person-weeks of 
follow-up. The rate of increase in the cumulative incidence of positive SARS-CoV-2 tests in 
boosted people tapered substantially around 7 days after boosting, something not 
observed in unboosted controls (Figure 2). Similar patterns were not observed for more 
severe outcomes, and there were differences in the cumulative incidence between the 
groups apparent in the first few days. 

The 10-week risk of positive SARS-CoV-2 test was 47.3 and 84.0 per 1000 in the boosted 
group and unboosted groups respectively (risk difference -36.8 per 1000). Corresponding 
10-week risks per 1000 were 0.8 and 4.4 for COVID-19 hospitalisation (risk difference -
3.6), 0.1 and 1.1 for COVID-19 death (-1.0), and 1.8 and 9.9 for non-COVID-19 death (-8.1). 

The overall (days 1-70) estimated booster effectiveness comparing the boosted and 
unboosted groups was 50.7% (95% CI 50.1-51.3) for positive SARS-CoV-2 test, 80.1% 
(78.3-81.8) for COVID-19 hospitalisation, 88.5% (85.0-91.1) for COVID-19 death, and 
80.3% (79.0-81.5) for non-COVID-19 death (Table 3). Estimated booster effectiveness 
against COVID-19 outcomes was generally lower during days 1-28 than days 29-70: 49.3% 
(48.6-50.0) and 52.7% (51.5-53.8) for respectively positive SARS-CoV-2 test; 76.8% (74.3-
79.0) and 85.1% (82.4-87.4) respectively for COVID-19 hospitalisation; 81.2% (74.0-86.5) 
and 93.4% (89.8-95.8) respectively for COVID-19 death; and 77.6% (75.8-79.3) and 83.5% 
(81.7-85.1) for non-COVID-19 death. 

Subgroup analyses 

Outcomes were broadly similar between subgroups defined by primary vaccine course. For 
those who had received BNT162b2, estimated booster effectiveness was 50.2% (49.1-51.2) 
for positive SARS-CoV-2 test, 79.3% (76.1-82.1) for COVID-19 hospitalisation, 90.5% (85.6-
93.7) for COVID-19 death, and 82.5% (80.8-84.0) for non-COVID-19 death. Corresponding 
estimates for ChAdOx1-S recipients were 51.0% (50.2-51.7), 80.6% (78.3-82.6), 86.6% 
(81.3-90.4), and 77.8% (75.8-79.6) respectively. 

Among people classified as clinically extremely vulnerable, estimated booster effectiveness 
was 50.8% (48.8-52.6) for positive SARS-CoV-2 test, 76.3% (73.1-79.1) for COVID-19 
hospitalisation, and 85.1% (79.6-89.1) for COVID-19 death. Among people not classified as 
clinically extremely vulnerable estimated booster effectiveness was slightly higher, at 
50.7% (50.0-51.3) , 82.9% (80.7-84.9) and 92.8% (88.4-95.6) respectively. Estimated 
booster effectiveness for non-COVID-19 death was similar for those who were and were 
not classified as clinically extremely vulnerable: 80.0% (78.1-81.8) and 80.6% (78.9-82.2) 
respectively. 

Among people aged ≥ 65 years, estimated booster effectiveness was 55.1% (53.7-56.5) for 
positive SARS-CoV-2 test, 82.1% (80.1-83.9) for COVID-19 hospitalisation, 88.5% (84.8-
91.3) for COVID-19 death, and 80.5% (79.1-81.8) for non-COVID-19 death. Corresponding 
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effectiveness appeared lower in people aged 18-64 years: 49.5% (48.8-50.1) for positive 
SARS-CoV-2 tests, 74.8% (70.7-78.3) for COVID-19 hospitalisation, 86.3% (71.4-93.4) for 
COVID-19 death, and 75.0% (70.4-78.9) for non-COVID-19 death. 

Outcomes were similar for COVID-19-related events when comparing people with or 
without evidence of prior SARS-CoV-2 infection. Estimated booster effectiveness for those 
with evidence of prior infection was 53.4% (51.0-55.7) for positive SARS-CoV-2 test, 78.4% 
(66.4-86.1) for COVID-19 hospitalisation, 90.0% (29.3-98.6) for COVID-19 death. 
Corresponding estimates in people with no evidence of prior infection were 50.8% (50.2-
51.4), 80.2% (78.4-81.9), and 88.6% (85.1-91.2), respectively. For non-COVID-19 death, 
estimated booster effectiveness was slightly lower in those with prior evidence of SARS-
CoV-2 infection (73.4% (65.7-79.4)) than in those without (80.6% (79.3-81.8)). 

When booster effectiveness was estimated within shorter time periods, effectiveness 
against positive SARS-CoV-2 tests appeared to wane towards the end of follow up (68.2% 
(95% CI 67.4-69.0) during days 15-28 versus 45.3% (43.3-47.1) during days 43-70). This 
pattern was observed in each subgroup defined by primary course vaccine brand (Figure 
3). For more severe outcomes, period-specific effectiveness estimates were imprecisely 
estimated but broadly similar between primary course vaccine brands. 

Discussion 

In this observational cohort study based on nearly 7 million adults in England during a 
period when the Delta variant was dominant (8), we estimated that a BNT162b2 booster 
dose reduced rates of positive SARS-CoV-2 tests by approximately 50% over the first 10 
weeks after booster vaccination. We estimated substantial reductions in rates of COVID-19 
hospitalisation, COVID-19 death, and non-COVID-19 death. Estimated booster effectiveness 
against these severe outcomes appeared similar regardless of whether the primary vaccine 
course was with ChAdOx1-S or BNT162b2, and whether there was evidence of prior 
infection or not. However, the estimated protection against severe COVID-19 was lower in 
people classified as clinically extremely vulnerable compared with those not so classified, 
and lower in those aged under 65 years. Protection against positive SARS-CoV-2 tests 
appeared to wane from around 6 weeks after booster vaccination. 

Strengths and Limitations 

Like in any observational study, our estimates could be confounded if the boosted and the 
unboosted groups had different risks at the time of booster vaccination. However, our use 
of routinely-collected electronic health care records, with comprehensive coverage of 
primary care and hospitalisations, enabled us to carefully match booster recipients with 
unboosted controls on multiple characteristics and to further adjust for additional potential 
confounding factors. 

Due to the observational nature of the study, people with undiagnosed SARS-CoV-2 
infection or COVID-19 symptoms, which are not routinely recorded, could not be 
comprehensively excluded at baseline. These people are more likely to be included in the 
unboosted group, as people with symptoms were told to defer booster vaccination. This 
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may explain the premature effectiveness that we estimated against hospitalisation and 
COVID-19 death during the first week. However, this bias is transient by definition and 
should not affect our long-term estimates. 

We could not fully adjust for smoking and other lifestyle factors that are associated with 
increased all-cause mortality. This might explain at least part of the strong protection of 
booster vaccination that we estimated against non-COVID-19 death. However, it is unclear 
whether these general risk factors would also confound the estimates of effectiveness 
against COVID-19 related outcomes. COVID-19 vaccination, including booster vaccination, 
may protect against deaths that are not coded as due to COVID-19 by preventing harms of 
severe COVID-19, such as acute myocardial infarction and stroke(9,10). We are unable to 
compare our non-COVID-19 death results with other recent studies of booster 
effectiveness, because those studies did not report on non-COVD-19 death. 

Positive SARS-CoV-2 test data likely underestimates the true incidence of infection. Both 
lateral flow tests and PCR tests were freely available in the UK during the study period, but 
many asymptomatic infections and some symptomatic infections will not have been 
recorded in national data, despite encouragement to report results of lateral flow tests and 
seek a confirmatory PCR test when these were positive. Potential differences in testing 
behaviour between boosted and unboosted people may also undermine the reliability of 
testing data as a means to assess effectiveness (11). SARS-CoV-2 testing was not widely 
available early in the pandemic so prior infection is also likely to be under-ascertained. 
Hospital admission records are only completed after discharge, so some very long, and 
infrequent, hospital stays commencing within the follow-up period may not have been 
included. 

We excluded a number of groups, such as health care workers and care home residents, 
where testing use, vaccination uptake, and infection risk were unusual or had substantial 
within-group heterogeneity that could not adequately measured and controlled for. The 
generalisability of our results to these excluded groups is unclear. Due to small numbers, 
we did not study booster effectiveness in those who had received the mRNA-1273 vaccine 
as their primary course or those who had received a heterologous primary course. 

Findings in context 

A phase III trial in two-dose BNT162b2 recipients without prior infection reported a 
relative boster vaccination efficacy over a median of 2.5 months of 95.6% (95% CI 89.3-
98.6) against Delta infection (12). Observational studies in the UK have used ‘test-negative’ 
designs to provide evidence of the effectiveness of booster vaccination against 
symptomatic COVID-19 infection, in comparison to second dose recipients. Andrews et 
al. reported estimates of relative vaccine effectiveness in the first 14 days after BNT162b2 
booster vaccination of 87.4% (95%CI 84.9-89.4) where the primary course was ChAdOx1-S 
and 84.4% (95%CI 82.8-85.8) for BNT162b2, in those aged over 50 years (13). A study in 
Scotland reported comparable estimates of relative vaccine effectiveness for S gene 
positive (a surrogate the Delta variant in the latter half of 2021 in the United Kingdom) 
symptomatic infection (83% (95%CI 81-84) 6-49 years, 88% (95%CI 86-89) over 50 
years) in the 14 days after a BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273 booster dose, but lower estimates 
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for S gene negative symptomatic infection (56% (95%CI 51-60) 6-49 years, 57% (95%CI 
52-62) over 50 years) (14). We assessed effectiveness of booster vaccination against test 
positivity, combining both asymptomatic and symptomatic testing from documented PCR 
and lateral flow tests, and estimated substantially lower protection for this outcome 
compared with symptomatic infection only as previously estimated using test-negative 
designs in UK data. This suggests that booster vaccination is effective at reducing disease 
severity but not solely by reducing susceptibility to infection itself. It may also suggest 
vulnerability of the test-negative design to bias when booster vaccination reduces disease 
severity (15). 

A study in Israeli health registry data using 1:1 matching found strong protection against 
admission (1–risk ratio (95%CI) = 93% (88-97)), severe disease (92% (82-97)), and 
COVID-19 death (81% (59-97)), with similar results in specific demographic and clinical 
subgroups (7). Our study, which also used matching but additionally adjusted for potential 
confounders not included as matching factors, found slightly lower estimates of 
effectiveness against hospitalization but higher estimates for death. 

Our results also provide important additional insights into effectiveness in clinical 
subgroups, younger age groups, and more severe outcomes over a longer period of follow 
up. Encouragingly, we found effectiveness was broadly similar irrespective of whether 
BNT162b2 or ChAdOx1-S was given for the primary vaccination course, and there were 
only slight reductions in effectiveness in those who were clinically extremely vulnerable or 
aged under 65 years. The absence of large discrepancies in booster effectiveness in 
different subgroups may simplify the coordination of future booster campaigns in the UK, 
allowing boosting to be prioritised on vulnerability to infection and severe disease without 
consideration for differential vaccine escape. 

Conclusion 

This study of almost 7 million people in England estimated high protection for BNT162b2 
boosting against positive SARS-CoV-2 tests, COVID-19 hospitalisation, and death during a 
period in which the Delta variant was dominant. Some evidence of waning effectiveness 
against positive SARS-CoV-2 tests suggests the need for careful monitoring of booster 
vaccine effectiveness over time. 
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Table 1: Characteristics (%) of 4,352,417 boosted and 4,352,417 matched unboosted 
participants on the day of study entry. 
 

Characteristic  Boosted Unboosted 

Primary vaccine 
course 

BNT162b2-BNT162b2 1,639,436 (38%) 1,639,436 (38%) 

ChAdOx1-ChAdOx1 2,712,981 (62%) 2,712,981 (62%) 

Age 

18-39 387,296 (8.9%) 400,923 (9.2%) 

40-49 481,322 (11%) 486,756 (11%) 

50-59 996,510 (23%) 986,950 (23%) 

60-69 1,029,482 (24%) 1,042,145 (24%) 

70-79 1,041,995 (24%) 1,024,550 (24%) 

80-89 366,677 (8.4%) 353,571 (8.1%) 

90+ 49,135 (1.1%) 57,522 (1.3%) 

Sex 
Female 2,324,099 (53%) 2,307,702 (53%) 

Male 2,028,318 (47%) 2,044,715 (47%) 

Ethnicity 

White 4,049,666 (93%) 4,011,480 (92%) 

Black 43,315 (1.0%) 54,596 (1.3%) 

South Asian 182,227 (4.2%) 212,838 (4.9%) 

Mixed 27,356 (0.6%) 28,950 (0.7%) 

Other 49,853 (1.1%) 44,553 (1.0%) 

Index of Multiple 
Deprivation quintile 
group 

1 most deprived 611,195 (14%) 743,871 (17%) 

2 759,538 (17%) 830,286 (19%) 

3 967,726 (22%) 975,470 (22%) 

4 1,009,741 (23%) 936,497 (22%) 

5 least deprived 1,004,217 (23%) 866,293 (20%) 

Region 

North East and Yorkshire 810,455 (19%) 810,455 (19%) 

Midlands 1,006,946 (23%) 1,006,946 (23%) 

North West 352,957 (8.1%) 352,957 (8.1%) 

East of England 1,025,218 (24%) 1,025,218 (24%) 

London 162,274 (3.7%) 162,274 (3.7%) 

South East 343,594 (7.9%) 343,594 (7.9%) 

South West 650,973 (15%) 650,973 (15%) 

JVCI risk group 

Clinically extremely vulnerable 492,008 (11%)  492,008 (11%) 

Clinically at-risk 1,355,846 (31%)  1,355,846 (31%) 

Neither 2,504,563 (58%)  2,504,563 (58%) 

Body Mass Index > 40 kg/m^2 190,451 (4.4%) 194,946 (4.5%) 

Prior morbidities 

Chronic heart disease 704,442 (16%) 705,784 (16%) 

Chronic kidney disease 324,358 (7.5%) 326,103 (7.5%) 

Diabetes 579,109 (13%) 611,668 (14%) 

Chronic liver disease 134,720 (3.1%) 142,139 (3.3%) 

Chronic respiratory disease 259,762 (6.0%) 269,191 (6.2%) 

Asthma 29,367 (0.7%) 28,035 (0.6%) 

Chronic neurological disease 303,581 (7.0%) 320,658 (7.4%) 

Immunosuppressed 162,235 (3.7%) 129,267 (3.0%) 

Asplenia or poor spleen 
function 

44,791 (1.0%) 39,776 (0.9%) 

Learning disabilities 28,202 (0.6%) 32,008 (0.7%) 

Serious mental illness 40,891 (0.9%) 51,798 (1.2%) 

Number of SARS-
CoV-2 tests 6 
months prior to 
recruitment 

0 2,605,144 (60%) 2,779,196 (64%) 

1 638,004 (15%) 614,372 (14%) 

2 275,185 (6.3%) 256,948 (5.9%) 

3+ 834,084 (19%) 701,901 (16%) 

Prior documented SARS-CoV-2 infection 304,490 (7.0%) 304,490 (7.0%) 

In hospital (planned admission) 53,836 (1.2%) 54,413 (1.3%) 
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Table 2: Total events and person-years of follow-up, for each outcome, in the boosted and unboosted groups. 
 

Subgroup 
 

Days 
since 
booster 

Boosted  Unboosted  

Positive SARS-
CoV-2 test 

COVID-19 
hospitalisation 

COVID-19 
death 

Non-COVID-19 
death 

Positive SARS-
CoV-2 test 

COVID-19 
hospitalisation 

COVID-19 
death 

Non-COVID-19 
death 

Main 
analysis 

 

1–28 33,936/180,468 462/181,299 48/181,311 768/181,311 62,346/179,035 2,022/181,095 228/181,167 3,294/181,167 

29–70 43,668/220,923 618/222,202 66/222,226 1,206/222,226 79,710/217,359 3,054/221,248 522/221,464 5,784/221,464 

Primary 
vaccine 
course 

BNT162b2 
1–28 10,206/69,669 174/69,925 18/69,929 342/69,930 19,050/69,210 678/69,833 96/69,856 1,650/69,856 

29–70 14,634/89,850 234/90,319 24/90,329 546/90,329 26,712/88,403 1,104/89,828 234/89,909 2,994/89,909 

ChAdOx1 
1–28 23,730/110,799 294/111,374 30/111,381 426/111,381 43,296/109,825 1,344/111,262 138/111,310 1,650/111,310 

29–70 29,034/131,073 384/131,883 42/131,897 660/131,897 52,998/128,955 1,956/131,420 288/131,555 2,796/131,555 

Clinically 
extremely 
vulnerable 

No 
1–28 31,278/157,269 240/158,023 18/158,029 432/158,029 57,438/156,000 1,236/157,901 108/157,945 1,788/157,945 

29–70 39,534/189,710 312/190,832 18/190,843 636/190,843 72,102/186,797 1,788/190,265 240/190,389 3,102/190,389 

Yes 
1–28 2,664/23,199 222/23,276 30/23,282 336/23,282 4,908/23,035 786/23,194 126/23,222 1,512/23,222 

29–70 4,134/31,213 312/31,370 48/31,382 576/31,382 7,608/30,562 1,266/30,984 282/31,074 2,682/31,075 

Aged 65 
and over 

No 
1–28 28,980/99,390 156/100,085 6/100,089 132/100,089 52,062/98,896 588/100,549 30/100,568 462/100,568 

29–70 37,374/120,672 222/121,735 12/121,743 186/121,743 66,468/119,201 840/122,182 60/122,227 666/122,227 

Yes 
1–28 4,962/81,078 312/81,213 42/81,222 636/81,222 10,284/80,138 1,434/80,546 204/80,598 2,838/80,598 

29–70 6,294/100,250 402/100,466 60/100,482 1,026/100,482 13,242/98,156 2,220/99,065 462/99,235 5,124/99,235 

Prior 
SARS-CoV-
2 infection 

No 
1–28 32,400/167,398 450/168,197 48/168,208 726/168,208 59,130/166,010 1,962/167,998 222/168,067 3,144/168,067 

29–70 41,388/204,653 594/205,878 66/205,901 1,128/205,901 75,168/201,196 2,946/204,956 510/205,165 5,526/205,165 

Yes 
1–28 1,542/13,070 18/13,102 0/13,103 48/13,103 3,216/13,025 66/13,097 12/13,099 150/13,099 

29–70 2,280/16,270 30/16,323 6/16,325 78/16,324 4,542/16,163 108/16,293 12/16,299 264/16,299 
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Table 3: Estimated booster vaccine effectiveness (100 × (1 − hazard ratio)) for the main and 
subgroup analyses and for all outcomes. 
 

Outcome Subgroup  Booster vaccine effectiveness (95% CI)  

1 - 28 days 29 - 70 days 1 - 70 days 

Positive 
SARS-CoV-2 
test 

All  49.3 (48.6-50.0) 52.7 (51.5-53.8) 50.7 (50.1-51.3) 

Primary course 
vaccine brand 

BNT162b2 49.6 (48.3-50.8) 49.7 (47.8-51.5) 50.2 (49.1-51.2) 

ChAdOx1 49.2 (48.4-50.0) 54.8 (53.3-56.3) 51.0 (50.2-51.7) 

Clinically Extremely 
Vulnerable 

No 49.4 (48.7-50.1) 52.5 (51.2-53.7) 50.7 (50.0-51.3) 

Yes 48.1 (45.6-50.5) 53.2 (50.1-56.1) 50.8 (48.8-52.6) 

Age (years) 
18-64 48.4 (47.6-49.1) 50.9 (49.5-52.2) 49.5 (48.8-50.1) 

65 and over 51.4 (49.7-53.1) 59.1 (56.3-61.7) 55.1 (53.7-56.5) 

Prior SARS-CoV-2 
infection 

No 49.3 (48.6-50.0) 53.2 (51.9-54.4) 50.8 (50.2-51.4) 

Yes 54.1 (51.2-56.8) 49.4 (44.6-53.7) 53.4 (51.0-55.7) 

COVID-19 
hospitalisation 

All  76.8 (74.3-79.0) 85.1 (82.4-87.4) 80.1 (78.3-81.8) 

Primary course 
vaccine brand 

BNT162b2 73.8 (68.9-77.9) 86.1 (81.9-89.4) 79.3 (76.1-82.1) 

ChAdOx1 78.2 (75.2-80.8) 83.9 (80.0-87.1) 80.6 (78.3-82.6) 

Clinically Extremely 
Vulnerable 

No 79.9 (76.8-82.5) 87.6 (84.1-90.4) 82.9 (80.7-84.9) 

Yes 71.7 (67.1-75.6) 82.5 (78.0-86.1) 76.3 (73.1-79.1) 

Age (years) 
18-64 74.2 (69.2-78.4) 73.3 (64.6-79.8) 74.8 (70.7-78.3) 

65 and over 77.8 (74.9-80.4) 88.5 (85.7-90.7) 82.1 (80.1-83.9) 

Prior SARS-CoV-2 
infection 

No 76.8 (74.3-79.1) 85.1 (82.2-87.5) 80.2 (78.4-81.9) 

Yes 72.8 (52.4-84.5) 80.0 (58.1-90.4) 78.4 (66.4-86.1) 

COVID-19 
death 

All  81.2 (74.0-86.5) 93.4 (89.8-95.8) 88.5 (85.0-91.1) 

Primary course 
vaccine brand 

BNT162b2 100 92.6 (86.5-96.0) 90.5 (85.6-93.7) 

ChAdOx1 77.4 (66.3-84.9) 93.5 (87.6-96.6) 86.6 (81.3-90.4) 

Clinically Extremely 
Vulnerable 

No 100 100 92.8 (88.4-95.6) 

Yes 77.4 (66.1-84.9) 89.8 (83.1-93.8) 85.1 (79.6-89.1) 

Age (years) 
18-64 100 93.7 (73.8-98.5) 86.3 (71.4-93.4) 

65 and over 82.0 (74.4-87.3) 93.2 (89.2-95.7) 88.5 (84.8-91.3) 

Prior SARS-CoV-2 
infection 

No 80.6 (73.1-86.1) 93.9 (90.4-96.2) 88.6 (85.1-91.2) 

Yes 100 -Inf 90.0 (29.3-98.6) 

Non-COVID-19 
death 

All  77.6 (75.8-79.3) 83.5 (81.7-85.1) 80.3 (79.0-81.5) 

Primary course 
vaccine brand 

BNT162b2 79.8 (77.3-82.0) 85.4 (83.1-87.4) 82.5 (80.8-84.0) 

ChAdOx1 75.2 (72.4-77.7) 81.2 (78.3-83.7) 77.8 (75.8-79.6) 

Clinically Extremely 
Vulnerable 

No 76.6 (74.0-78.9) 85.7 (83.4-87.6) 80.6 (78.9-82.2) 

Yes 78.5 (75.7-80.9) 81.4 (78.6-83.8) 80.0 (78.1-81.8) 

Age (years) 
18-64 72.7 (66.8-77.6) 78.9 (71.1-84.6) 75.0 (70.4-78.9) 

65 and over 78.2 (76.2-80.0) 83.3 (81.4-85.0) 80.5 (79.1-81.8) 

Prior SARS-CoV-2 
infection 

No 77.9 (76.0-79.6) 84.0 (82.2-85.6) 80.6 (79.3-81.8) 

Yes 72.9 (62.0-80.7) 73.7 (61.6-81.9) 73.4 (65.7-79.4) 
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Figure 1: Inclusion criteria 
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Figure 2: Kaplan-Meier estimates of cumulative incidence in matched boosted and unboosted 
treatment groups, stratified by primary course and without further adjustment for potential 
confounders. 
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Figure 3: Estimated booster vaccine effectiveness (100 × (1 − hazard ratio)) for each outcome 
based on the fully adjusted model, stratified by primary course and time since boosting. Models 
with less extensive confounder adjustment are provided in supplementary materials (Figure S3). 
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