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ABSTRACT 38 

Background: To inform planning for further booster doses of COVID-19 vaccines, we 39 

estimated the effectiveness of monovalent mRNA vaccines against Omicron-associated severe 40 

outcomes in adults over time.  41 

Methods: We used a test-negative design and multivariable logistic regression to estimate 42 

vaccine effectiveness (VE; 2, 3, or 4 doses compared to unvaccinated individuals) and marginal 43 

effectiveness (3 or 4 doses compared to 2 doses) against Omicron-associated hospitalization or 44 

death among community-dwelling adults aged ≥50 years who were tested for SARS-CoV-2 45 

between January 2, 2022 and October 1, 2022 in Ontario, Canada, stratified by age group and 46 

time since vaccination. We also compared VE during periods of Omicron BA.1/BA.2 and 47 

BA.4/BA.5 sublineage predominance.  48 

Results: We included 11,160 cases of Omicron-associated severe outcomes and 62,880 test-49 

negative symptomatic controls. Depending on the age group, compared to unvaccinated 50 

individuals, VE was 91-98% 7-59 days after a third dose, waned to 76-87% after ≥240 days, was 51 

restored to 92-97% 7-59 days after a fourth dose, and waned to 86-89% after ≥120 days. Trends 52 

in marginal effectiveness were consistent with VE estimates. VE was lower during the 53 

BA.4/BA.5-predominant period compared to the BA.1/BA.2-predominant period based on the 54 

same intervals since vaccination. 55 

Conclusion: Our findings suggest that 1 or 2 booster doses of monovalent mRNA COVID-19 56 

vaccines initially restored very strong protection against Omicron-associated severe outcomes in 57 

all age groups, but VE subsequently declined over time with some age-related differences, and 58 

particularly so during a period of BA.4/BA.5 predominance.   59 
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INTRODUCTION 60 

COVID-19 vaccines first became available in Ontario, Canada in December 2020. Due to 61 

concerns about waning protection from the primary series and the emergence of more 62 

transmissible SARS-CoV-2 variants, third doses (first boosters) were offered to high-risk groups, 63 

including community-dwelling adults aged ≥70 years in November 2021.1 With the emergence 64 

of Omicron, the most transmissible and immune-evasive variant to date,2 third dose eligibility 65 

was expanded to all adults in December 2021.3 Ontario began offering fourth doses (second 66 

boosters) to adults aged ≥60 years in April 2022,4 and to all adults in July 2022.5 Booster dose 67 

policies differed for residents of long-term care facilities.6 Bivalent COVID-19 vaccines were 68 

introduced to Canadian vaccination programs starting in September 2022 and are now 69 

preferred,7,8 but monovalent vaccines are still authorized for use as boosters and are the products 70 

that have been most commonly received to date. 71 

 Various Omicron sublineages have circulated during 2022, with BA.1 and BA.2 72 

predominating until June, and BA.4 and BA.5 predominating subsequently. The seroprevalence 73 

of prior SARS-CoV-2 infection increased substantially in Ontario during the Omicron period, 74 

from 6.4% in early January 2022 to 57.9% by end of August 2022.9  75 

Due to increased transmissibility and immune evasion of emerging Omicron sublineages, 76 

more evidence is needed on the long-term effectiveness of booster doses of monovalent mRNA 77 

vaccines among older adults to inform planning for subsequent boosters and future shifts in 78 

vaccine development. Thus, we sought to estimate vaccine effectiveness (VE) of 2, 3, and 4 79 

doses compared to unvaccinated individuals, and marginal effectiveness of 3 or 4 doses 80 

compared to 2 doses, in preventing severe outcomes (hospitalization or death) among 81 

community-dwelling adults aged ≥50 years during an Omicron-dominant period. We estimated 82 
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marginal effectiveness due to concerns about differences between unvaccinated and vaccinated 83 

populations. We also sought to determine how VE varied during periods of BA.1/BA.2 versus 84 

BA.4/BA.5 predominance.  85 

 86 

METHODS 87 

Study design, setting, population, and data sources 88 

Similar to past studies on COVID-19 VE in Ontario,6,10,11 we applied a test-negative design to 89 

provincial SARS-CoV-2 laboratory testing, COVID-19 vaccination, and health administrative 90 

datasets. These datasets were linked using unique encoded identifiers and analyzed at ICES 91 

(formerly the Institute of Clinical Evaluative Sciences).  92 

We included community-dwelling adults aged ≥50 years who had ≥1 reverse-93 

transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) test for SARS-CoV-2 between January 2, 94 

2022 and October 1, 2022. We excluded immunocompromised individuals (n=11,514) and those 95 

who received a bivalent mRNA vaccine (n=2,433), Ad26.COV2 (n=83), or >1 dose of 96 

ChAdOx1-S (n=1,043) by the index date (Figure S1). Approximately 95% of subjects received 97 

mRNA vaccines (mRNA-1273 or BNT162b2) for all doses. Omicron represented nearly 100% 98 

of all positive samples by late January 2022.12–14 Delta (B.1.617.2) cases identified using whole 99 

genome sequencing or based on an S-gene target positive screening result before January 24, 100 

2022 (n=72) were excluded.  101 

 102 

Outcome and sampling strategy 103 

The case definition was COVID-19-associated hospitalization or death due to, or partially due to, 104 

COVID-19, as specified by data entry guidelines for the public health COVID-19 surveillance 105 
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database.15 We excluded hospitalizations when specimen collection occurred >3 days after 106 

admission and those flagged as being nosocomial. We sampled cases and controls by week of 107 

test, thus individuals could enter the study repeatedly, but once an individual became a case, they 108 

could not re-enter the study. Controls had to be symptomatic and test negative for SARS-CoV-2, 109 

but may or may not have had a severe outcome. We employed this sampling strategy to ensure 110 

the distribution of time of testing was consistent between cases and controls. The index date was 111 

the earliest of specimen collection, hospitalization, or death.  112 

 113 

COVID-19 vaccination 114 

We classified community-dwelling adults by the number of doses received and time since most 115 

recent vaccination relative to the index date. For 2, 3, and 4 doses, we explored up to ≥300 days, 116 

≥240 days, and ≥120 days post-vaccination, respectively. For booster doses of mRNA-1273, a 117 

half dose (50 mcg) was recommended for those younger than 70 years and a full dose (100 mcg) 118 

for those aged ≥70 years.16  119 

 120 

Statistical analysis 121 

We used means and proportions to describe our sample by comparing: 1) test-negative 122 

symptomatic controls to test-positive Omicron cases who were hospitalized or died; 2) 123 

unvaccinated individuals to those who had received 2, 3, or 4 doses; and 3) individuals who had 124 

received 2 doses (≥7 days ago) to those who had received 3 or 4 doses. We used standardized 125 

differences (SD) to quantify the differences between groups.  126 

Stratified by age group (50-59, 60-69, 70-79, ≥80 years), we used multivariable logistic 127 

regression to compare the odds of vaccination in cases to test-negative controls while adjusting 128 
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for sex, age (continuous), public health unit region, four area-level variables representing 129 

different socio-demographic characteristics (household income quintile, essential worker 130 

quintile, persons per dwelling quintile, self-identified visible minority quintile), influenza 131 

vaccination during 2019-2020 or 2020-2021 (proxy for health behaviours), SARS-CoV-2 132 

infection >90 days prior, number of SARS-CoV-2 tests within 3 months prior to December 14, 133 

2020 (proxy for healthcare workers), comorbidities, receipt of home care services, and week of 134 

test. We estimated the logistic regression models using generalized estimating equations (GEE) 135 

with an exchangeable correlation structure since controls could be in a model more than once 136 

(13% of controls) leading to non-independence of observations. We calculated both VE and 137 

marginal effectiveness using the formula: (1-adjusted odds ratio)*100%.  138 

To examine VE against various Omicron sublineages, we included in our multivariable 139 

models an interaction term for time period (BA.1/BA.2-predominant period: January 2, 2022 to 140 

July 2, 2022; BA.4/BA.5-predominant period: July 3, 2022 to October 1, 2022) (Figure 1).14 141 

Among these sublineages, the distributions were approximately 50% BA.1 and 50% BA2 during 142 

the BA.1/BA.2-predominant period and 10% BA.4 and 90% BA.5 during the BA.4/BA.5-143 

predominant period.14 GEE methods were not used in this analysis due to issues with 144 

convergence. For the estimates that did converge, GEE and non-GEE estimates and 95% 145 

confidence intervals were nearly identical.    146 

We used SAS version 9.1 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC) for all analyses. All tests were 147 

2-sided and we used p<0.05 as the level of significance. A SDs ≥0.1 were considered clinically 148 

relevant.  149 

 150 

Ethics approval 151 
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ICES is a prescribed entity under Ontario’s Personal Health Information Protection Act 152 

(PHIPA). Section 45 of PHIPA authorizes ICES to collect personal health information, without 153 

consent, for the purpose of analysis or compiling statistical information with respect to the 154 

management of, evaluation or monitoring of, the allocation of resources to or planning for all or 155 

part of the health system. Projects that use data collected by ICES under section 45 of PHIPA, 156 

and use no other data, are exempt from REB review. The use of the data in this project is 157 

authorized under section 45 and approved by ICES’ Privacy and Legal Office. 158 

 159 

RESULTS 160 

We included 11,160 Omicron-associated severe outcomes and 62,880 symptomatic test-negative 161 

controls. Cases were older than controls (mean age of 76.7 years versus 65.7 years; standardized 162 

difference [SD]=0.93) (Table 1). More cases than controls were male (56.7% versus 37.4%; 163 

SD=0.40) and had at least one comorbid condition (92.7% versus 75.0%; SD=0.50). A higher 164 

proportion of cases versus controls were from areas with the lowest income quintile (26.8% 165 

versus 20.9%; SD=0.14) and were unvaccinated (28.0% versus 4.6%; SD=0.67). Compared to 166 

unvaccinated individuals, more vaccinated individuals were female, had previously received 167 

influenza vaccines, and fewer were from areas with the lowest income quintile (Table S2). More 168 

individuals with 2 versus 3 or 4 doses were from areas with the lowest income and fewer had 169 

received influenza vaccines (Table S3).  170 

Compared to unvaccinated individuals, VE against severe disease increased shortly after 171 

receipt of booster doses but subsequently declined over time (Figure 2, Tables S4-S5). For 172 

example, among subjects aged 70-79 years, VE decreased from: 84% (95%CI, 57-94%) 7-59 173 

days after a second dose to 71% (95%CI, 63-78%) after ≥300 days; 96% (95%CI, 95-97%) 7-59 174 
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days after a third dose to 79% (95%CI, 71-85%) after ≥240 days; and 93% (95%CI, 91-95%) 7-175 

59 days after a fourth dose to 89% (95%CI, 84-92%) after ≥120 days. The decline in VE after a 176 

third dose appeared to plateau after 180 days. VE was generally lower with increasing age. 177 

Marginal effectiveness peaked 7-59 days after third and fourth doses and declined over 178 

time. Once again, among adults aged 70-79 years, compared to 2 doses (median 218 days since a 179 

second dose), the marginal effectiveness of a third dose decreased from 83% (95%CI, 79-86%) 180 

7-59 days after a third dose to 45% (95%CI, 24-59%) after ≥240 days and the marginal 181 

effectiveness of a fourth dose decreased from 80% (95%CI, 74-85%) 7-59 days after a fourth 182 

dose to 69% (95%CI, 57-78%) after ≥120 days (Figure 3, Table S6).  183 

VE estimates were lower during the BA.4/BA.5-predominant period compared to the 184 

BA.1/BA.2-predominant period, with differences widening as time since vaccination increased 185 

(Figure 4, Table S7). For example, among subjects aged 70-79 years, VE 7-59 days after a third 186 

dose was 96% (95%CI, 96-97%) (median 34 days since a third dose) during the BA.1/BA.2-187 

predominant period compared to 86% (95%CI, 37-97%) (median 41 days since a third dose) 188 

during the BA.4/BA.5-predominant period (p=0.08 for the between-period interaction), whereas 189 

VE 180-239 days after a third dose was 91% (95%CI, 85-95%) (median 189 days since a third 190 

dose) during the BA.1/BA.2-predominant period compared to 59% (95%CI, 44-70%) (median 191 

214 days since a third dose) during the BA.4/BA.5-predominant period (p<0.001 for the 192 

between-period interaction). 193 

 194 

DISCUSSION 195 

Among community-dwelling adults aged ≥50 years in Ontario, VE against Omicron-associated 196 

severe outcomes increased with booster doses of monovalent mRNA COVID-19 vaccines, but 197 
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protection waned over time after each dose. Third doses continued to provide strong protection 198 

(85-87%) against severe outcomes among individuals aged 50-69 years even 8 months after 199 

vaccination, but lower protection (76-79%) among adults aged ≥70 years. Fourth doses restored 200 

waning of protection from third doses and continued to provide strong protection (86-89%) 4 201 

months after vaccination for all age groups. However, VE in the BA.4/BA.5-predominant period 202 

was lower than during the BA.1/BA.2-predominant period across the same time intervals after 203 

vaccination, especially with increasing time since vaccination.  204 

Comparisons with other jurisdictions are challenging due to heterogeneity in study 205 

design, population characteristics, outcomes and exposures, vaccines, and observation periods. 206 

Our fourth dose VE estimates were slightly higher than those observed in the United States, 207 

where fourth dose VE against hospitalizations was 80% (95%CI, 71-85%) after ≥7 days among 208 

adults aged ≥50 years.17 Studies from Israel found that waning of protection against severe 209 

outcomes was significantly slower than against infection and that marginal effectiveness of 210 

booster doses against infection waned faster after fourth doses compared to third doses.18–20 They 211 

were unable to determine if trends were similar for severe outcomes due to the short follow-up 212 

period. In our study, the waning of protection against severe outcomes observed ≥120 days after 213 

a fourth dose was comparable to that seen 120-179 days after a third dose. Although differences 214 

in timing of vaccination within those time periods may influence VE estimates, the median time 215 

since vaccination was 141-145 days (depending on the age group) for the 120-179 days post 216 

third dose group and 140-147 days for the ≥120 days post fourth dose group, suggesting that 217 

waning of protection after a fourth dose may follow a similar trajectory as after a third dose.   218 

Available evidence on VE of monovalent COVID-19 vaccines against severe outcomes 219 

caused by the BA.4/BA.5 Omicron sublineages varies. In the UK, compared to a second dose, 220 
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marginal effectiveness of a third or fourth dose against BA.4/BA.5- versus BA.2-related 221 

hospitalizations was similar using the same time intervals since vaccination.21 Similarly, VE of a 222 

third dose against hospitalizations was comparable between BA.1/BA.2-predominant and 223 

BA.4/BA.5-predominant periods in South Africa.22 Conversely, in Portugal, 3-dose protection 224 

against severe outcomes was lower among BA.5 versus BA.2 cases.23 A study among Kaiser 225 

Permanente members found that VE of third and fourth doses against BA.4/BA.5-related 226 

hospitalizations was lower compared to BA.1/BA.2-related hospitalizations, whereas another 227 

study among individuals admitted to IVY Network hospitals saw this difference for a third dose 228 

but not for 2 or 4 doses.24,25 The IVY Network study reported 3-dose VE of 79% (95%CI, 74-229 

84%) and 60% (95%CI, 12-81%), respectively, during the BA.1/BA.2-predominant versus 230 

BA.4/BA.5-predominant periods 7-120 days after vaccination.25  231 

Potential explanations for lower VE during the period of BA.4/BA.5-predominance 232 

compared to BA.1/BA.2-predominance include longer intervals between booster dose receipt and 233 

outcomes, increased incidence of undocumented infections, and increased BA.4/BA.5 immune 234 

evasion.17 In our study, differences in the median numbers of days since booster receipt between 235 

the BA.1/BA.2-predominant versus BA.4/BA.5-predominant periods were always <30 days, so 236 

longer post-booster follow-up during the BA.4/BA.5-predominant period was unlikely to be a 237 

major contributor to the large observed differences in VE. VE may be underestimated in the 238 

setting of undocumented infections if unvaccinated individuals are more likely to be infected 239 

than vaccinated individuals because the former will have infection-induced immunity, and the 240 

extent of VE underestimation may increase as prior infections become more prevalent in the 241 

population. However, we noted that VE declined considerably faster as time since vaccination 242 

increased during the relatively brief BA.4/BA.5-predominant period (only 3 months) compared 243 
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to the BA.1/BA.2-predominant period, suggesting that bias from undocumented prior infections 244 

is unlikely to account entirely for the differences. Therefore, among these potential explanations, 245 

increased immune evasion by BA.4/BA.5 sublineages is likely the largest contributor to these 246 

differences in VE. 247 

Based on the evidence to date, the level of protection offered by bivalent vaccines 248 

remains unclear. Findings from a phase 2-3 trial suggest that Moderna’s bivalent vaccine elicits 249 

higher titres of neutralizing antibodies against Omicron sublineages BA.1 and BA.4/BA.5 250 

compared to Moderna’s ancestral monovalent vaccine.26 In contrast, two observational 251 

immunogenicity studies found the Pfizer and Moderna bivalent vaccines elicited similar levels of 252 

neutralizing antibodies against BA.4/BA.5 as the ancestral monovalent vaccines.27,28  253 

This study had some limitations. First, data on rapid antigen tests were not available, and 254 

this was the main source of testing after December 31, 2021, when eligibility for RT-PCR testing 255 

was restricted in Ontario to individuals considered at high risk of acquiring SARS-CoV-2.29 256 

Thus, while we adjusted for prior SARS-CoV-2 infections documented by RT-PCR, we could 257 

not account for prior infections confirmed only by rapid antigen tests. This could bias VE 258 

estimates downward or upward depending on whether unvaccinated or vaccinated individuals are 259 

more likely to have prior undocumented infections. Second, because whole genome sequencing 260 

was not performed on all cases, we were unable to estimate VE against BA.1, BA.2, BA.4, and 261 

BA.5 separately but instead combined BA.1 and BA.2 during one period and BA.4 and BA.5 262 

during another period based on when each grouping circulated. Last, there remains the potential 263 

for residual confounding since we were limited to the covariates available in the databases used. 264 

Unmeasured differences between unvaccinated and vaccinated individuals may introduce bias, 265 

but the consistency between the VE and marginal effectiveness estimates is reassuring. A 266 
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significant strength of our study is the length of the follow-up period, allowing us to estimate VE 267 

≥4 months after fourth doses. Also, unlike most other studies, we stratified our analyses by age 268 

group, which provides more refined VE estimates for decision-making. 269 

Our findings suggest that while booster doses of monovalent mRNA COVID-19 vaccines 270 

initially restore strong protection against Omicron-associated hospitalizations and death among 271 

community-dwelling older adults and then subsequently wane over time, much uncertainty 272 

remains. Although protection remained strong 4 months after a fourth dose for all age groups, 273 

whether waning increases past this period remains unknown, and combined with the evidence of 274 

reduced VE against BA.4/BA.5 sublineages and the possibility that vaccines could be even less 275 

effective against newly emerging sublineages such as BQ.1.1 and XBB, subsequent boosters and 276 

other measures (e.g., face masks, improved ventilation, filtration of indoor air) may be needed to 277 

mitigate the impact of Omicron and future SARS-CoV-2 variants. It will be important to 278 

continue monitoring VE given the scarcity of VE data against BA.4/BA.5, newly emerging 279 

sublineages, and the introduction of bivalent vaccines. 280 

  281 
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Tables and Figures 

Table 1: Descriptive characteristics of community-dwelling adults aged ≥50 years tested for 
SARS-CoV-2 and with severe outcomes between January 2, 2022 and October 1, 2022 in 
Ontario, Canada, comparing Omicron-associated severe outcome cases to SARS-CoV-2 negative 
controls 

  Omicron cases,  
n (%) 

SARS-CoV-2 negative 
controls, n (%)a SDb 

Total 11,160 62,880 
 

Characteristics  
  

   Age (years), mean (standard deviation) 76.65 ± 11.69 65.67 ± 11.97 0.93 
       50-59 1,136 (10.2%) 25,002 (39.8%) 0.73 
       60-69 1,926 (17.3%) 16,139 (25.7%) 0.21 
       70-79 2,975 (26.7%) 11,585 (18.4%) 0.20 
       ≥80 5,123 (45.9%) 10,154 (16.1%) 0.68 
   Male sex  6,331 (56.7%) 23,494 (37.4%) 0.40 
   Public health unit region     

  Central East 691 (6.2%) 4,494 (7.1%) 0.04 
  Central West 2,184 (19.6%) 9,626 (15.3%) 0.11 
  Durham 309 (2.8%) 2,889 (4.6%) 0.10 
  Eastern 932 (8.4%) 2,634 (4.2%) 0.17 
  North 936 (8.4%) 12,837 (20.4%) 0.35 
  Ottawa 527 (4.7%) 1,226 (1.9%) 0.15 

      Peel 1,275 (11.4%) 7,035 (11.2%) 0.01 
      South West 1,449 (13.0%) 11,654 (18.5%) 0.15 
      Toronto 1,969 (17.6%) 7,628 (12.1%) 0.16 
      York 845 (7.6%) 2,640 (4.2%) 0.14 
      Missing 43 (0.4%) 217 (0.3%) 0.01 
   Household income quintile     
      1 (lowest) 2,986 (26.8%) 13,139 (20.9%) 0.14 
      2 2,480 (22.2%) 12,878 (20.5%) 0.04 
      3 2,128 (19.1%) 12,134 (19.3%) 0.01 
      4 1,930 (17.3%) 12,115 (19.3%) 0.05 
      5 (highest) 1,598 (14.3%) 12,414 (19.7%) 0.14 
      Missing 38 (0.3%) 200 (0.3%) 0.00 
   Essential workers quintile    
      1 (0%–32.5%) 1,566 (14.0%) 9,688 (15.4%) 0.04 
      2 (32.5%–42.3%) 2,263 (20.3%) 13,621 (21.7%) 0.03 
      3 (42.3%–49.8%) 2,364 (21.2%) 13,731 (21.8%) 0.02 
      4 (50.0%–57.5%) 2,438 (21.8%) 12,964 (20.6%) 0.03 
      5 (57.5%–100%) 2,457 (22.0%) 12,397 (19.7%) 0.06 
      Missing 72 (0.6%) 479 (0.8%) 0.01 
   Persons per dwelling quintile    
      1 (0–2.1) 2,919 (26.2%) 14,564 (23.2%) 0.07 
      2 (2.2–2.4) 2,166 (19.4%) 13,979 (22.2%) 0.07 
      3 (2.5–2.6) 1,592 (14.3%) 8,512 (13.5%) 0.02 
      4 (2.7–3.0) 2,229 (20.0%) 13,146 (20.9%) 0.02 
      5 (3.1–5.7) 2,172 (19.5%) 12,174 (19.4%) 0.00 
      Missing 82 (0.7%) 505 (0.8%) 0.01 
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  Omicron cases,  
n (%) 

SARS-CoV-2 negative 
controls, n (%)a SDb 

   Self-identified visible minority quintile    
      1 (0.0%–2.2%) 2,109 (18.9%) 14,855 (23.6%) 0.12 
      2 (2.2%–7.5%) 1,976 (17.7%) 14,049 (22.3%) 0.12 
      3 (7.5%–18.7%) 2,017 (18.1%) 11,347 (18.0%) 0.00 
      4 (18.7%–43.5%) 2,202 (19.7%) 10,519 (16.7%) 0.08 
      5 (43.5%–100%) 2,785 (25.0%) 11,631 (18.5%) 0.16 
      Missing 71 (0.6%) 479 (0.8%) 0.02 
   Receipt of 2019-2020 and/or  
   2020-2021 influenza vaccination 

5,931 (53.1%) 32,573 (51.8%) 0.03 

   Prior positive SARS-CoV-2 test 128 (1.1%) 3,056 (4.9%) 0.22 
   Number of SARS-CoV-2 tests within 3  
   months prior to December 14, 2020 

   

      0 9,875 (88.5%) 45,885 (73.0%) 0.40 
      1 890 (8.0%) 8,995 (14.3%) 0.20 
      ≥2 395 (3.5%) 8,000 (12.7%) 0.34 
   Any comorbidity 10,344 (92.7%) 47,133 (75.0%) 0.50 
   Receipt of home care services    
      None 10,112 (90.6%) 59,641 (94.8%) 0.16 
      Short stay 371 (3.3%) 1,652 (2.6%) 0.04 
      Long stay 630 (5.6%) 1,441 (2.3%) 0.17 
      Palliative 47 (0.4%) 146 (0.2%) 0.03 
  Unvaccinatedc 3,127 (28.0%) 2,894 (4.6%) 0.67 
  Time since second dosec    
      7-59 days 36 (0.3%) 231 (0.4%) 0.01 
      60-119 days 125 (1.1%) 659 (1.0%) 0.01 
      120-179 days 409 (3.7%) 1,950 (3.1%) 0.03 
      180-239 days 1,216 (10.9%) 4,437 (7.1%) 0.13 
      240-299 days 476 (4.3%) 2,019 (3.2%) 0.06 
      ≥300 days 751 (6.7%) 2,911 (4.6%) 0.09 
  Time since third dosec    
      0-6 days 101 (0.9%) 809 (1.3%) 0.04 
      7-59 days 643 (5.8%) 12,928 (20.6%) 0.45 
      60-119 days 971 (8.7%) 11,618 (18.5%) 0.29 
      120-179 days 922 (8.3%) 8,786 (14.0%) 0.18 
      180-239 days 875 (7.8%) 4,703 (7.5%) 0.01 
      ≥240 days 447 (4.0%) 2,186 (3.5%) 0.03 
  Time since fourth dosec    
      0-6 days 43 (0.4%) 313 (0.5%) 0.02 
      7-59 days 269 (2.4%) 2,971 (4.7%) 0.13 
      60-119 days 404 (3.6%) 2,302 (3.7%) 0.00 
      ≥120 days 345 (3.1%) 1,163 (1.8%) 0.08 
*Note, not unique by person; individuals may be included more than once.  
aProportion reported, unless stated otherwise. 
bSD=standardized difference. Standardized differences of >0.10 are considered clinically relevant. Comparing 
Omicron cases to test-negative controls. 
cSum of all rows (unvaccinated and vaccinated) equals 100%.  
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Figure 1: Percentage of COVID-19 cases by the most prevalent lineages and week, 
representative surveillance, Ontario, October 3, 2021 to October 1, 202214 
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Figure 2: Vaccine effectiveness of 2, 3, and 4 doses of monovalent mRNA COVID-19 vaccines 
against Omicron-associated severe outcomes among community-dwelling adults aged ≥50 years 
in Ontario, Canada, compared to unvaccinated adults (Note: Estimates were not reported if they 
were unstable [i.e., 95% confidence interval width exceeded 100 percentage points]). 

21 
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Figure 3: Marginal effectiveness of a third and fourth dose of monovalent mRNA COVID-19 
vaccines against Omicron-associated severe outcomes among community-dwelling adults aged 
≥50 years in Ontario, Canada, compared to adults who received 2 doses (Note: Estimates were 
not reported if they were unstable [i.e., 95% confidence interval width exceeded 100 percentage 
points]). 
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Figure 4: Vaccine effectiveness against Omicron-associated severe outcomes among community-dwelling adults aged ≥50 years in 
Ontario, Canada, comparing those who received ≥2 doses of monovalent mRNA COVID-19 vaccines to those who received none, by 
age and time since vaccination, during periods of BA.1/BA.2 (January 2 to July 2, 2022) and BA.4/BA.5 (July 3 to October 1, 2022) 
predominance (Note: Estimates were not reported if they were unstable for either period). 
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