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Abstract 15 

Background: Evaluating vaccine effectiveness (VE) of a full vaccine series and booster doses against 16 

COVID-19 is important for health decision-making.  17 

Methods: We systematically searched papers that evaluated VE of SARS-CoV-2 vaccines on PubMed, 18 

Web of Science, Cochrane Library, Google Scholar, Embase, Scopus, and preprint servers (bioRxiv and 19 

medRxiv) published from November 26th, 2021 to June 27th, 2022 (for full doses and first booster), and 20 

to January 8th, 2023 (for the second booster). The pooled VE against Omicron-associated  symptomatic 21 

or any infection as well as severe events are estimated in a meta-analysis framework. 22 

Results: From 2,552 citations identified, a total of 42 were included. The vaccination of the first booster  23 

provided stronger protection against Omicron than the full doses alone, shown by the VE estimates of 24 

53.1% (95% CI: 48.0−57.8) vs. 28.6% (95% CI: 18.5−37.4) against infection and 82.5% (95% CI: 25 

77.8−86.2)  vs. 57.3% (95% CI: 48.5−64.7) against severe disease. The second booster offered strong 26 

protection among adults within 60 days of vaccination against infection (VE=53.1%, 95% CI: 48.0−57.8) 27 

and severe disease (VE=87.3% (95% CI: 75.5-93.4), comparable to the first booster with corresponding 28 

VE estimates of 59.9% against infection and 84.8% against severe disease. The VEs of the booster doses 29 

against severe disease among adults sustained beyond 60 days, 77.6% (95% CI: 69.4−83.6) for the first 30 

and 85.9% (95% CI: 80.3−89.9) for the second booster. The VE against infection was less sustainable 31 

regardless of dose type. Pure mRNA vaccines provided comparable protection to partial mRNA vaccines, 32 

but both provided higher protection than non-mRNA vaccination.  33 

Conclusion: One or two booster doses of current SARS-CoV-2 vaccines provide considerable protection 34 

against Omicron infection and substantial and sustainable protection against Omicron-induced severe 35 

clinical outcomes. 36 

Funding: US CDC U01 CK000670 37 
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Introduction 39 

The Omicron variant (B.1.1.529) was first detected in early November 2021 in South Africa and 40 

was designated the fifth variant of concern by the World Health Organization.1 In contrast to the original 41 

wild-type variant, Omicron accumulated over 50 mutations in the whole genome, including 26-32 in the 42 

spike protein. This altered protein receptor-binding efficiency and immunogenicity, increasing infectivity, 43 

ability to evade neutralizing antibodies, and risk of reinfection.2 Additional mutations led to multiple 44 

Omicron subvariants with increased transmissibility including BA.2, BA.2.12.1, BA.4, BA.4.6, BA.5, 45 

BF.7, BQ.1, BQ.1.1, and XBB.1.5, the latter three of which accounted for most infections in the United 46 

States as of February, 2023.3 The effective reproduction number (Rt) and basic reproduction number (R0) 47 

were estimated to be 3.8 and 2.5 times higher for Omicron than for Delta.4 Compared with the wild-type 48 

and Delta variants, Omicron replicates less efficiently in the lung parenchymal tissues and more 49 

efficiently in the bronchial tissues, which may contribute to increased transmissibility but decreased 50 

disease severity.5–7  51 

There is a rapidly growing body of literature of real-world vaccine effectiveness (VE) against 52 

Omicron. Studies reported that individuals vaccinated with two mRNA doses were less susceptible to 53 

Omicron infection, though the level of protection conferred was lower than that of earlier variants, and 54 

protection waned over time.8,9 The emergence of new variants coupled with waning vaccine-induced 55 

immunity prompted recommendations for booster doses and second booster doses based on the original 56 

vaccine formula, which were shown to confer greater protection against Omicron than two mRNA 57 

doses.10,11 Omicron-specific bivalent mRNA booster doses were recently authorized for use in the U.S. by 58 

the Food and Drug Administration, and early data demonstrated stronger neutralizing antibody responses 59 

against Omicron than the original monovalent mRNA vaccines.12 The BNT162b2 bivalent BA.4/5 60 

COVID-19 vaccine was recently shown to elicit greater neutralizing antibody titers against newer 61 

Omicron sublineages (BA.4.6, BA.2.75.2, BQ.1.1 and XBB.1) in adults older than 55 than a fourth dose 62 

of the original monovalent BNT162b2.13 Uptake of the bivalent boosters, however, is low with only 15% 63 
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of the U.S. adult population vaccinated as of February 2023.14 Therefore, it is important to quantify the 64 

effectiveness of the original vaccines against Omicron. 65 

Two early meta-analyses evaluated VE of a primary vaccine series or single booster dose and 66 

demonstrated greater protection for the third dose against symptomatic infection and severe events 67 

compared to a two-dose regimen.15,16 However, they focused on hybrid immunity (immunity developed 68 

from SARS-CoV-2 infection and vaccination)15 and relative vaccine effectiveness of the third dose 69 

compared to two doses16 rather than non-vaccination. Nor did they evaluate VE for a second booster, 70 

long-term (>60 days) VE for the first booster, or adult- and child-specific VEs. Herein, we aggregate 71 

estimates in the literature to evaluate VE for the initial full doses, first booster dose, and second booster 72 

dose against Omicron-related infection and severe events for pure mRNA, partial (mixed) mRNA, and 73 

non-mRNA vaccines. We focus our review on test-negative design studies, an increasingly popular 74 

epidemiological study design for evaluating VE on infectious pathogens including influenza, rotavirus, 75 

pneumococcus, and others.17 In this design, the same clinical definition is used to enroll cases and 76 

controls and laboratory testing distinguishes “test positive” cases from “test negative” controls, thereby 77 

reducing bias from differential healthcare-seeking behavior between cases and controls.18 78 

 79 

Methods  80 

Data sources, eligibility criteria, search strategies, and data extraction 81 

This analysis followed the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-analyses 82 

(PRISMA) reporting guidelines. A systematic literature search was conducted of PubMed, Web of 83 

Science, Cochrane Library, Google Scholar, Embase, Scopus, and preprint servers (bioRxiv and 84 

medRxiv) for papers published from November 26th, 2021, when Omicron was classified as a World 85 

Health Organization Variant of Concern,1 to June 27th, 2022 (for full doses and booster), and to January 86 

8th, 2023 (for the second booster). 87 

The selection of studies followed Participant (P), Intervention (I), Comparator (C), Outcome (O), 88 

and Study Type (S), PICOS criteria19 (supplementary materials p 2). Published studies were eligible for 89 
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inclusion if they were original analyses with the test-negative design and reported VE or corresponding 90 

odds ratios (OR) of full doses, booster, or second booster against Omicron infection or severe events. We 91 

excluded studies that focused on special populations (e.g., patients with kidney disease); did not include 92 

circulation period of Omicron variant; combined VE estimates for Omicron with other viral variants such 93 

as Delta; reported relative VE between different vaccines, vaccination doses, or variants among 94 

vaccinated individuals; did not evaluate VE (e.g., instead, evaluated neutralizing antibodies); or evaluated 95 

outcomes other than infection or severe events. All available ages were included. We did not contact 96 

authors for additional data.  97 

We applied Boolean combinations of the following keywords to identify relevant publications: 98 

“SARS-CoV-2”, “COVID-19”, “2019nCoV”, “vaccine”, “booster”, “second booster”, “effectiveness”, 99 

“efficacy”, “test-negative case-control”, “test-negative design”, “Omicron”, “infection”, “hospitalization”; 100 

the detailed search procedures were presented in the supplementary materials. Publication language was 101 

not restricted, and reference lists of selected papers were also screened for additional studies. 102 

After removing duplicated results, we first screened studies by titles and abstracts to identify 103 

potentially eligible articles. Two pairs of researchers then independently evaluated full texts and selected 104 

those meeting the inclusion criteria. Any disagreements were discussed until a consensus was reached. 105 

Preprints were checked and updated with their most recent published version if available as of January 106 

10th, 2023. Zotero was used for literature management. Finally, two pairs of researchers independently 107 

extracted the following from the included studies: author names, publication year, study region, study 108 

design, dose, vaccine type, test time in reference to vaccination time, adjusted VE point estimate and 95% 109 

confidence intervals, and adjustment confounders; if available, the number of vaccinated and 110 

unvaccinated individuals in the cases and controls were also recorded.  111 

 112 

Evaluation of study quality and risk of bias 113 

Study quality and risk of bias were independently assessed by two researchers using the 114 

Newcastle-Ottawa Scale (NOS). Studies could earn up to 9 points composed of participant selection (4 115 
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points), study comparability (1 point), and outcome of interest (4 points). A score >7 was considered as 116 

high quality, 5–6 as medium, and <5 as low, and studies classified as low were excluded from the meta-117 

analysis. Publication bias was also evaluated by Egger’s test, Begg and Mazumdar rank correlation, and 118 

funnel plots when at least ten studies were available, with significance set at p < 0.1. If we detected 119 

publication bias, we used the Duval and Tweedie trim-and-fill method20 for adjustment, which consists of 120 

imputing missing effect sizes to achieve symmetry. 121 

 122 

Statistical analysis 123 

We categorized full doses and booster VE into short-term, long-term, and overall to evaluate 124 

potential waning of VE over time. There is no uniform definition for short-term vs. long-term VE, but 125 

most studies adopted cut-off points of 60-120 days from last vaccination to lab-testing. We used these 126 

cut-off points to guide the classification of VE estimates into short-term vs. long-term (supplementary 127 

materials p 2). If a study reported VEs for finer time intervals than we needed, we used an inverse 128 

variance-weighted (IVW) averaging approach to combine them.  129 

For each time interval, we further categorized VE by the type of vaccine: pure mRNA vaccines, 130 

partial mRNA vaccines, and non-mRNA vaccines. Pure mRNA vaccines comprise of homogenous or 131 

heterogeneous BNT162b2 and mRNA-1273, or a population-level mixture of the two if a study does not 132 

discriminate between them. Partial mRNA vaccines include either a multi-dose course containing at least 133 

one mRNA vaccine dose, or the study indiscriminately reported VEs of a population-level mixture of 134 

vaccines including at least one mRNA vaccine. Non-mRNA vaccines refers to the regimens that do not 135 

involve mRNA vaccines at all (e.g., Ad26.COV2.S, ChAdOx1).  136 

We evaluated VE against Omicron infection and severe events. Analyses of VE against infection 137 

or symptomatic infection combined studies that reported either VE against symptomatic infection or VE 138 

against any infection (symptomatic or asymptomatic). Severe events included hospitalizations, noncritical 139 

hospitalizations, deaths, emergency department (ED) or urgent care (UC) encounters, ED admissions, 140 

intensive care unit (ICU) admissions, and invasive ventilation. 141 

 . CC-BY-NC-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 February 17, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.16.23286041doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.16.23286041
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


We evaluated VE for the overall vaccine-eligible population as well as for age groups defined as 142 

adults (18 years) and children/adolescents (5-17 years). If VE was not reported but odds ratios (OR) 143 

were provided, we calculated VE as (1 − OR) ×100%. The pooled VE and 95% confidence intervals were 144 

calculated via a random effects meta-analysis with restricted maximum likelihood estimation. I2 was used 145 

to evaluate between-study heterogeneity with thresholds of 25%, 50%, and 75% indicating low, moderate, 146 

and high heterogeneity, respectively. The metafor package in the R statistical software (version 4.0.5) was 147 

used for estimation and visualization in this meta-analysis.21 148 

 149 

Role of the funding source 150 

 The funders had no role in study design, data collection, data analysis, data interpretation, or the 151 

writing of the report. 152 

 153 

Results 154 

For full doses and booster doses, we obtained 1,139 articles from all searched databases (82 from 155 

PubMed, 23 from Web of Science, 89 from Embase, 721 from Scopus, 3 from Cochrane Library, 115 156 

from medRxiv, 6 from bioRxiv, and 100 from Google Scholar). After removing duplicates, 952 articles 157 

remained, of which 136 were retained for full review following inspection of the title, abstract, and 158 

keywords. After full text review of these 136 articles, 339,22–53 with 271 VE estimates were formally 159 

included in this meta-analysis (supplementary materials p 18). For the second booster, we obtained 1,413 160 

articles from all databases (56 from PubMed, 22 from Web of Science, 55 from Embase, 1,015 from 161 

Scopus, nine from Cochrane Library, 149 from medRxiv, seven from bioRxiv, and 100 from Google 162 

Scholar). After removing duplicates, 1,236 articles remained, of which 116 were considered relevant after 163 

inspection of the title, abstract, and keywords. These 116 relevant articles were then reviewed in full text 164 

for eligibility, and 11 articles23,37,54–62 with 46 VE estimates were finally included in this meta-analysis 165 

(supplementary materials p 19). More summary details and detected publication bias of the included 166 

studies are given in the supplementary materials (p 2).  167 
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The VE estimates for the initial full doses against Omicron symptomatic infection or any 168 

infection were summarized in Figure 1. Pooling all vaccine types and time intervals, the overall VE was 169 

estimated to be 28.6% (95% CI: 18.5-37.4%, 25 studies) for all ages and 24.4% (95% CI: 16.2-31.8%, 15 170 

studies) for adults. Overall VE of the pure mRNA vaccines was estimated to be 30.6% (95% CI: 17.1-171 

41.8%, 18 studies) for all ages, 25.4% (95% CI: 11.5-37.1%, 8 studies) for adults, and 54.2% (95% CI: 172 

35.2-67.7%, 5 studies) for children and adolescents. Overall VE estimates for partial mRNA vaccines and 173 

non-mRNA vaccines were only available for adults, 28.1% (95% CI: 19.8-35.6%, 5 studies) and 1.5% 174 

(95% CI: 0.4-2.7%, 2 studies) respectively. This is also why we do not have a separate overall VE 175 

estimate for children and adolescents pooling all vaccine types. 176 

Short-term full-dose VE estimates pooling all vaccine types were 40.7% (95% CI: 34.3-46.5%, 177 

19 studies) for all ages and 37.5% (95% CI: 31.4-43.1%, 10 studies) for adults (supplementary materials p 178 

3). Short-term VE of pure mRNA vaccines was estimated to be 43.5% (95% CI: 35.4-50.6%, 13 studies) 179 

for all ages, 41.3% (95% CI: 40.2-42.4%, 4 studies) for adults, and 45.3% (95% CI: 28.7-58.1%, 6 180 

studies) for children and adolescents. Short-term VE estimate of partial mRNA vaccines was 34.7% (95% 181 

CI: 25.4-42.9%, 6 studies) for adults, slightly lower than that of the pure mRNA vaccines. 182 

Long-term full-dose VE estimates against symptomatic or any infection were in general much 183 

lower than their short-term counterparts. Pooling all vaccine types, long-term full-dose VE was estimated 184 

to be 17.6% (95% CI: 13.2-21.8%, 22 studies) for all ages and 16.6% (95% CI: 10.5-22.3%, 15 studies) 185 

for adults (supplementary materials p 4). Long-term full-dose VE of pure mRNA vaccines was estimated 186 

to be 16.4% (95% CI: 13.6-19.1%, 11 studies) for all ages, 13.1% (95% CI: 11.7-14.6%, 4 studies) for 187 

adults, and 22.3% (95% CI: 13.6-30.1%, 4 studies) for children and adolescents. Long-term full-dose VE 188 

among adults was estimated to be 22.6% (95% CI: 10.8-32.7%, 5 studies) for partial mRNA vaccines and 189 

13.2% (95% CI: 2.6-22.6%, 6 studies) for non-mRNA vaccines.  190 

Compared to unvaccinated controls, the overall VE of the first booster dose against Omicron 191 

symptomatic infection or any infection was 53.1% (95% CI: 48.0-57.8%, 31 studies) for all ages and 192 

53.4% (95% CI: 47.7-58.6%, 27 studies) for adults (Figure 2). No studies included in this analysis 193 

 . CC-BY-NC-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 February 17, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.16.23286041doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.16.23286041
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


reported VE of booster doses for children. When stratified by vaccine type, the overall first-booster VE 194 

estimates were 58.0% (95% CI: 51.4-63.6%, 11 studies) for all ages and 61.4% (95% CI: 54.1-67.5%, 7 195 

studies) in adults for pure mRNA vaccination, 56.4% (95% CI: 52.7-59.8%, 15 studies) for adults for 196 

partial mRNA vaccines, and 25.2% (95% CI: 2.2-42.8%, 5 studies) for adults for non-mRNA vaccines,  197 

In comparison to its overall VE, the short-term VE estimates of the first booster dose were 198 

slightly higher, 59.4% (95% CI: 55.1-63.3%, 33 studies) for all ages and 59.9% (95% CI: 55.1-64.1%, 28 199 

studies) for adults (supplementary materials p 5). When stratified by vaccine type, the short-term first-200 

booster VE estimates were 63.7% (95% CI: 59.2-67.7%, 15 studies) for all ages and 67.3 % (95% CI: 201 

64.5-69.9%, 10 studies) for adults for pure mRNA vaccination, 62.3% (95% CI: 59.2-65.1%, 12 studies) 202 

for adults for partial mRNA vaccines, and 37.2% (95% CI: 19.5-51.0%, 6 studies) for adults for non-203 

mRNA vaccines. 204 

Long-term VE estimates of the first booster dose were moderately lower than their overall 205 

counterparts, 34.9% (95% CI: 27.6-41.5%, 22 studies) for all ages and 31.5% (95% CI: 22.7-39.4%, 20 206 

studies) for adults (supplementary materials p 6). Long-term first-booster VE estimates stratified by 207 

vaccine type were 46.6% (95% CI: 36.8-54.8%, 7 studies) for all ages and 50.9% (95% CI: 45.0-56.2%, 5 208 

studies) for adults for pure mRNA vaccination, 34.6% (95% CI: 28.6-40.2%, 11 studies) for adults for 209 

partial mRNA vaccines, and 4.6% (95% CI: -9.5-16.9%, 4 studies) for adults for non-mRNA vaccines.  210 

Due to lack of data, we were only able to estimate short-term and long-term VE but not overall 211 

VE of the second booster (Figure 3). Furthermore, we were unable to distinguish between vaccine types 212 

for the second booster, but the majority of these studies were based on four doses of mRNA vaccines. The 213 

short-term second-booster VE against symptomatic infection or any infection for Omicron was 59.6% 214 

(95% CI: 52.0-66.1%, 17 studies) in adults, similar to the overall and the short-term first-booster VE 215 

estimates in adults. The long-term second-booster VE was 32.7% (95% CI: 15.4-46.4%, 10 studies) in 216 

adults, comparable to that of the first booster. 217 

Overall VE of the full doses against Omicron-associated severe events was estimated to be 57.3% 218 

(95% CI: 48.5%-64.7%, 24 studies) for all ages and 57.9% (95% CI: 51.5%-63.4%, 16 studies) for adults 219 
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(Figure 4). Overall VE estimates of pure mRNA vaccines were 60.9% (95% CI: 50.7-68.9%, 18 studies) 220 

for all ages, 60.1% (95% CI: 53.1-66.0%, 10 studies) for adults, and 59.9% (95% CI: 24.7-78.6%, 6 221 

studies) for children and adolescents. Overall VE of partial mRNA vaccines for adults was slightly lower 222 

than that of pure mRNA vaccines, 54.5% (95% CI: 41.1-64.8%, 6 studies). We did not find studies 223 

estimating the overall VE of non-mRNA vaccines against Omicron-related severe events. 224 

Short-term VE of the full doses against Omicron-associated severe events was estimated to be 225 

66.9% (95% CI: 58.3-73.8%, 16 studies) for all ages and 69.9% (95% CI: 62.8-75.6%, 10 studies) for 226 

adults (supplementary materials p 7). Stratified by vaccine type, the short-term VE estimates were 64.0% 227 

(95% CI: 50.2-74.0%, 9 studies) for all ages, 70.5% (95% CI: 64.9-75.2%, 3 studies) for adults, 60.7% 228 

(95% CI: 36.6%-75.6%, 6 studies) for children and adolescents for pure mRNA vaccines and 70.7% (95% 229 

CI: 59.2%-78.9%, 7 studies) for adults for partial mRNA vaccines. 230 

Long-term VE estimates of the full doses against Omicron-associated severe events were 231 

comparable to the overall VE estimates, 58.3% (95% CI: 45.5-68.1%, 18 studies) for all ages and 59.0% 232 

(95% CI: 49.0-67.1%, 13 studies) for adults (supplementary materials p 8). Stratified by vaccine type, the 233 

long-term VE estimates were 62.4% (95% CI: 38.9-76.8%, 9 studies) for all ages, 67.7% (95% CI: 56.3-234 

76.1%, 4 studies) for adults, and 56.4% (95% CI: -3.6-81.7%, 5 studies) for children and adolescents for 235 

pure mRNA vaccines, 50.7% (95% CI: 29.9-65.2%, 6 studies) for adults for partial mRNA vaccines, and 236 

60.1% (95% CI: 39.7-73.6%, 3 studies) for adults for non-mRNA vaccines.  237 

First booster doses generally showed higher VEs against Omicron-associated severe disease than 238 

full doses. The pooled overall VE of the first booster dose was estimated to be 82.5% (95% CI: 77.8%-239 

86.2%, 28 studies) for all ages and 82.0% (95% CI: 77.0%-86.0%, 25 studies) for adults (Figure 5). Pure 240 

mRNA vaccines and partial mRNA vaccines showed similar overall VEs against severe events, 83.6% 241 

(95% CI: 77.0-88.2%, 11 studies) for all ages, 82.5% (95% CI: 74.7-88.0%, 8 studies) for adults for the 242 

former, and 84.6% (95% CI: 77.6%-89.5%, 12 studies) for adults for the latter. Overall VE was 243 

moderately lower for non-mRNA vaccines, 71.4% (95% CI: 52.1-82.9%, 5 studies) for adults. 244 
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Short-term and long-term VEs of the booster dose against Omicron-associated severe events were 245 

only available for adults (supplementary materials p 9).  We estimated short-term VE to be 84.8% (95% 246 

CI: 80.4-88.1%, 17 studies) and long-term VE to be 77.6% (95% CI: 69.4-83.6%, 16 studies) for all 247 

vaccine types combined. Short-term vs. long-term booster VE estimates were 85.3% (95% CI: 79.8%-248 

89.3%, 6 studies) vs. 80.1% (95% CI: 64.6-88.8%, 5 studies) for pure mRNA vaccines, 88.1% (95% CI: 249 

83.4-91.4%, 7 studies) vs. 78.0% (95% CI: 64.3-86.4%, 8 studies) for partial mRNA vaccines, and  250 

73.0% (95% CI: 53.7-84.3%, 4 studies) vs. 70.5% (95% CI: 47.3-83.5%, 3 studies) for non-mRNA 251 

vaccines.  252 

Pooled short-term and long-term VE estimates for the second booster against Omicron-associated 253 

severe events among adults were 87.3% (95% CI: 75.5-93.4%, 14 studies), and 85.9% (95% CI: 80.3-254 

89.9%, 5 studies) respectively (Figure 3), both of which are comparable to those of the first booster, 255 

though the long-term VE of the second booster appears to decay at a slower rate. 256 

 257 

Discussion 258 

 In this systematic review and meta-analysis of 42 studies, we found that one or two booster doses 259 

in addition to the initial full COVID-19 vaccine series provided substantial protection against Omicron 260 

infection with VE  50% and severe events with VE  80%, compared to no vaccination. In general, pure 261 

and partial mRNA vaccines provided comparable protection levels against infection or severe disease, and 262 

both were more effective than non-mRNA vaccines, though the difference was less dramatic in terms of 263 

protection against severe disease. The VEs of the full doses and the booster doses against severe disease 264 

only wane slightly after three months, but the VEs against infection wane more quickly.  265 

Both the first and second booster doses provided considerably higher VE against infection and 266 

severe events compared to completion of the initial full series only. Studies have reported higher anti-267 

receptor binding domain specific memory B cells and anti-spike antibodies after booster doses compared 268 

to full series only.23,63 Similarly, T cell immunity against Omicron is provided by booster doses though at 269 

a reduced level compared to ancestral variants.64 While the initial full doses provided inadequate 270 
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protection against infection (Figure 1), they did render practically meaningful (50%) VE against severe 271 

disease (Figure 4).  272 

Pure and partial mRNA vaccines offered comparable protection levels against infection, 25.4% 273 

vs. 28.1% for the full doses and 61.4% vs. 56.4% for the first booster among adults, and both were much 274 

more effective than the non-mRNA vaccines (1.5% for the full doses and 25.2% for the first booster). 275 

Studies included in this analysis reported lower binding activities between anti-spike and anti-receptor 276 

among Ad26.COV2 recipients compared to mRNA recipients.23 Similar trends were observed against 277 

severe events, though the gap between mRNA and non-mRNA vaccines was much narrower. In 278 

particular, full-dose non-mRNA vaccines provided a similar level of sustained protection against severe 279 

disease (VE=60%) compared to full-dose mRNA vaccines (supplementary materials p 8), suggesting that 280 

the initial full doses of non-mRNA vaccines should be encouraged among unvaccinated individuals in 281 

regions where mRNA vaccine supply is insufficient.  282 

The VEs of the initial full doses and the first booster dose against Omicron infection waned 283 

substantially over time, from 40.7% within three months of boosting to 17.6% for full doses and 59.4% to 284 

34.9% for the first booster. The VEs against Omicron-associated severe disease waned at a slower pace, 285 

from 66.9% to 58.3% for the full doses and from 84.8% to 77.6% (in adults) for the first booster dose. 286 

Our findings are consistent with other studies reporting waning immunity of COVID-19 vaccines for 287 

earlier variants19, 59 as well as for Omicron regardless of age, immunocompromised status, and vaccine 288 

product.56 One study reported that VE against symptomatic infection waned more rapidly among older 289 

adults,65 which was also reflected in this meta-analysis, e.g., the full-dose VE of pure mRNA vaccines 290 

against infection declined from 45.3% to 22.3% among children and from 41.3% to 13.1% among adults 291 

(supplementary materials pp 3-4). These age differences in decay rates were not observed for the VEs 292 

against severe disease (supplementary materials pp 7-8).  293 

The second booster of pure or partial mRNA vaccines protected adults from Omicron infection 294 

with a VE of 59.6% which is slightly lower than the short-term VE of the first booster for pure mRNA 295 

(67.3%) or partial mRNA vaccines (62.3%) among adults. A similar gap was seen for the long-term VE 296 
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among adults as well, 32.7% for the second booster vs. 50.9% for pure mRNA and 34.6% for partial 297 

mRNA first boosters. This seemingly unexpected gap (not statistically significant) may result from the 298 

fact that the dominant Omicron subvariants were mostly BA.1 and BA.2 for the first booster studies but 299 

BA.4 and BA.5 were taking over for the second booster studies. BA.4 and BA.5 are known to be 300 

associated with high immune escape and transmissibility compared to BA.1 and BA.2, e.g., the effective 301 

reproductive number was estimated to be 5.11 and 5.22 for BA.4 and BA.5 compared to 3.22 and 5.04 for 302 

BA.1 and BA.2.66  303 

In terms of protection against severe disease among adults, we observed comparable VE 304 

estimates between the second booster and the first booster doses for both short term (87.3% for the second 305 

booster vs. 85.3% and 88.1% for pure and partial mRNA first boosters) and long term (85.9% for second 306 

booster vs. 80.1% and 78.0 for pure and partial mRNA first boosters). The second booster appears to 307 

wane to a lesser extent over time. However, a caveat is that nearly all data used to estimate the long-term 308 

VE of the second booster against severe disease came from the same study among elderly residents of 309 

long-term care facilities in Ontario, Canada.61 In addition, this long-term VE is against BA.1 and BA.2, 310 

the dominant subvariants during the study period of 31 Dec 2021 to 27 April 2022, according to the 311 

Ontario Ministry of Health.  312 

Our study had several limitations. First, in several test-negative studies, we included, the same 313 

control group for multiple vaccine groups, which introduces dependence among the VE estimates.  314 

However,such dependence was not accounted for in our analysis due to lack of covariance estimates. 315 

Second, there was significant heterogeneity in VE estimates, which may be attributable to differences 316 

between studies in terms of a whole host of characteristics, including study design, follow-up duration, 317 

definitions of VE, time since vaccination, dosing intervals, confounders adjusted for, and others.  318 

Our findings demonstrate that completion of a full COVID-19 vaccine series plus one or two 319 

booster doses provides considerable VE against Omicron infection and strong VE against severe events 320 

compared to non-vaccination. Although VEs generally wane after 2-3 months, the second booster clearly 321 

generates more sustainable protection. To facilitate comparison and synthesis of VE estimates across 322 
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studies, we recommend the following improvements to future vaccine studies: (1) longer follow-up to 323 

better understand long-term VE; (2) stratification of VE by age group and vaccine type whenever 324 

possible; and (3) when multiple VE estimates are reported, providing covariance or correlation among the 325 

estimates via, e.g., resampling the data. 326 
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 535 

 536 

Figure Legend 537 

Figure 1. Overall vaccine effectiveness of full dose against infection or symptomatic infection. Pooled 538 

VE is estimated from all 25 studies combined as well as for each vaccine type. Statistics Cochran’s Q, I2 539 

and 𝜏2 measure the heterogeneity between studies. End points of the studies are either symptomatic 540 
infection (SI) or any infection (AI). Mixed vaccine type indicates the study reported VEs of these 541 
vaccines combined without distinguishing between them. 542 

 543 

Figure 2. Overall vaccine effectiveness of the first booster dose against infection or symptomatic 544 

infection. Pooled VE is estimated from all 31 studies combined as well as for each vaccine type. Statistics 545 

Cochran’s Q, I2 and 𝜏2 measure the heterogeneity between studies. End points of the studies are either 546 
symptomatic infection (SI) or any infection (AI). Mixed vaccine type indicates the study reported VEs of 547 
these vaccines combined without distinguishing between them. 548 

 549 

Figure 3. Overall vaccine effectiveness of the second booster dose against infection or symptomatic 550 

infection and against severe events. Pooled VE estimates are stratified by short-term (<60 days) vs. long-551 

term (60 days). Statistics Cochran’s Q, I2 and 𝜏2 measure the heterogeneity between studies. For 552 

infection, possible end points of the studies are symptomatic infection (SI) or any infection (AI). For 553 
severe events, possible end points are hospitalization (H), death (D), severe outcomes (SO) or invasive 554 
procedures (INV). Mixed vaccine type indicates the study reported VEs of these vaccines combined 555 
without distinguishing between them. 556 

 557 

Figure 4. Overall vaccine effectiveness of full dose against severe events. Pooled VE is estimated from 558 

all 24 studies combined as well as for each vaccine type. Statistics Cochran’s Q, I2 and 𝜏2 measure the 559 

heterogeneity between studies. Possible end points of the studies are hospitalization (H), hospitalization 560 
or death (H/D), emergency department or urgent care encounter (ED/UC), or hospital admissions from 561 
emergency care (EC→H). Mixed vaccine type indicates the study reported VEs of these vaccines 562 
combined without distinguishing between them. 563 

 564 

Figure 5. Overall vaccine effectiveness of the first booster dose against severe events. Pooled VE is 565 

estimated from all 28 studies combined as well as for each vaccine type. Statistics Cochran’s Q, I2 and 𝜏2 566 
measure the heterogeneity between studies. Possible end points of the studies are hospitalization (H), 567 
hospitalization or death (H/D), emergency department or urgent care encounter (ED/UC), or hospital 568 
admissions from emergency care (EC→H). Mixed vaccine type indicates the study reported VEs of these 569 
vaccines combined without distinguishing between them. 570 
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Figure 1. Overall vaccine effectiveness of full doses against infection or symptomatic infection 

SI: symptomatic infection; AI: all infection; Mixed: the study reported VEs of these vaccines combined without distinguishing between them. 

 . CC-BY-NC-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 February 17, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.16.23286041doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.16.23286041
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 

Figure 2 Overall vaccine effectiveness of first booster dose against infection or symptomatic infection  

SI: symptomatic infection; AI: all infection; Mixed: the study reported VEs of these vaccines combined without distinguishing between them. 
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Figure 3 Overall vaccine effectiveness of second booster dose against Infection or symptomatic infection and against severe events 

SI: symptomatic infection; AI: any infection; ED/UC: emergency department or urgent care encounter; Mixed: the study reported VEs of 

these vaccines combined without distinguishing between them; H: hospitalization; D: death; SO: severe outcomes; INV: invasive 

ventilation 
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Figure 4 Overall vaccine effectiveness of full dose against severe events  

H: hospitalization; H/D: hospitalization or death; ED/UC: emergency department or urgent care encounter; EC→H: hospital 

admissions from emergency care; Mixed: the study reported VEs of these vaccines combined without distinguishing between 

them; NR: not reported 
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Figure 5 Overall vaccine effectiveness of first booster dose against severe events 

H: hospitalization; H/D: hospitalization or death; ED/UC: emergency department or urgent care encounter; EC→H: hospital 

admissions from emergency care; Mixed: the study reported VEs of these vaccines combined without distinguishing between 

them 
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