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ABSTRACT 

Objective: We estimated the effectiveness of booster doses of monovalent and bivalent mRNA 

COVID-19 vaccines against Omicron-associated severe outcomes among adults aged ≥50 years 

in Ontario, Canada. 

Methods: We used a test-negative design to estimate vaccine effectiveness (VE), with 

unvaccinated adults as the comparator, against hospitalization or death among SARS-CoV-2-

tested adults aged ≥50 years between June 19, 2022 and January 28, 2023 stratified by time since 

vaccination. We explored VE by vaccine product (Moderna Spikevax® monovalent; Pfizer-

BioNTech Comirnaty® monovalent; Moderna Spikevax® BA.1 bivalent; Pfizer-BioNTech 

Comirnaty® BA.4/BA.5 bivalent).  

Results: We included 3,755 Omicron cases and 14,338 test-negative controls. For the Moderna 

and Pfizer-BioNTech monovalent vaccines, VE 7-29 days after vaccination was 85% (95% 

confidence interval [CI], 72-92%) and 88% (95%CI, 82-92%), respectively, and was 82% 

(95%CI, 76-87%) and 82% (95%CI, 77-86%) 90-119 days after vaccination. For the Moderna 

BA.1 bivalent vaccine, VE was 86% (95%CI, 82-90%) 7-29 days after vaccination and was 76% 

(95%CI, 66-83%) 90-119 days after vaccination. For the Pfizer-BioNTech BA.4/BA.5 bivalent 

vaccine, VE 7-29 days after vaccination was 83% (95%CI, 77-88%) and was 81% (95%CI 72-

87%) 60-89 days after vaccination.  

Conclusions: Booster doses of monovalent and bivalent mRNA COVID-19 vaccines provided 

similar, strong initial protection against severe outcomes in community-dwelling adults aged ≥50 

years in Ontario. Nonetheless, uncertainty remains around waning protection of these vaccines.  
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INTRODUCTION 

On September 1, 2022, the Moderna Spikevax® bivalent COVID-19 vaccine targeting the 

original SARS-CoV-2 virus and the Omicron BA.1 sublineage (Moderna BA.1 bivalent) was 

approved as a booster dose by Health Canada for adults aged ≥18 years.1 The Pfizer-BioNTech 

Comirnaty® bivalent vaccine targeting the original virus and Omicron BA.4/BA.5 (Pfizer-

BioNTech BA.4/BA.5 bivalent) was approved as a booster dose on October 7, 2022 for 

individuals aged ≥12 years.2 Upon their approval in Canada, bivalent COVID-19 vaccines were 

recommended for booster doses, though monovalent vaccines were still available and 

accessible.3 Canada’s advisory committee on immunization emphasized the importance of 

receiving a booster dose, regardless of product, to ensure timely protection.3 The Moderna BA.1 

bivalent vaccine was introduced to Ontario’s COVID-19 vaccination program as a booster dose 

for adults at highest risk, including adults aged ≥70 years, on September 12, 2022, and was 

expanded to all adults on September 26, 2022.4 The Pfizer-BioNTech BA.4/BA.5 bivalent 

vaccine was introduced on October 17, 2022.5 Among older adults in Ontario, past studies have 

demonstrated that monovalent mRNA COVID-19 vaccines provide strong protection against 

Omicron-related severe outcomes with evidence of some waning against protection over time6,7 

but the effectiveness of bivalent vaccines has not yet been explored. Our objective was to 

compare the vaccine effectiveness (VE) of booster vaccinations using the Moderna BA.1 and 

Pfizer-BioNTech BA.4/BA.5 bivalent mRNA COVID-19 vaccines and the original mRNA 

COVID-19 monovalent vaccines against Omicron-related severe outcomes in Ontario, Canada.  

METHODS 

We conducted a test-negative design study among community-dwelling adults aged ≥50 years 

who had ≥1 real-time polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) test for SARS-CoV-2 between June 
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19, 2022 and January 28, 2023. We used provincial SARS-CoV-2 laboratory testing, COVID-19 

surveillance, COVID-19 vaccination, and health administrative datasets, which were linked 

using unique encoded identifiers and analyzed at ICES (formerly the Institute for Clinical 

Evaluative Sciences). Projects that use data collected by ICES under section 45 of PHIPA, and 

use no other data, are exempt from research ethics board review.  

Among community-dwelling adults, we excluded immunocompromised adults (n=10,715), 

adults who received <4 doses (n=40,422) or received a vaccine not authorized by Health Canada 

(n=13), those who tested positive within 60 days prior to the index test (n=36), and 

hospitalizations when specimen collection occurred >3 days after admission (n=505) or if 

flagged as nosocomial (n=388). Third doses, or first booster doses, were excluded due to the 

significant time gap between third dose introduction (December 2021) and bivalent vaccine 

introduction (September 2022) in Ontario. Adults presenting for ≥2 monovalent booster doses 

were considered to be more similar to those presenting for a bivalent booster dose. Sublineage-

predominant periods were defined as ≥50% of sequenced samples in the province being of that 

sublineage. From June 19, 2022 to December 3, 2022, Omicron BA.4/BA.5 was the predominant 

sublineage and from December 4, 2022 to January 28, 2023, BQ was predominant 

(Supplementary Appendix, Figure S1).8 

Compared to unvaccinated subjects, we estimated VE of Moderna monovalent (mRNA-1273 [50 

μg ancestral Wuhan-Hu-1]), Pfizer-BioNTech monovalent (BNT162b2 [30 μg ancestral Wuhan-

Hu-1]), Moderna BA.1 bivalent (mRNA-1273.214 [25 μg each of ancestral Wuhan-Hu-1 and 

Omicron BA.1]), and Pfizer-BioNTech BA.4/BA.5 bivalent (15 μg each of ancestral Wuhan-Hu-

1 and Omicron BA.4/BA.5) booster doses (dose 4 or greater) against severe outcomes 

(hospitalization or death due to, or partially due to, COVID-19) stratified by time since 
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vaccination (30-day periods up to 4 months). The Moderna BA.4/BA.5 bivalent vaccine was 

approved in Canada during the study period but the vaccine was not yet available in Ontario. 

Cases and controls were sampled by week of test. Once an individual became a case, they could 

no longer re-enter the study.  

We used multivariable logistic regression to compare the odds of vaccination in cases to test-

negative controls. Few adults appeared in models more than once (<10%) with minimal impact 

on confidence intervals, thus clustering methods were not applied. Models were adjusted for sex, 

age, prior influenza vaccination (proxy for health behaviours), public health unit region, socio-

demographic area-level variables (household income quintile, essential worker quintile, persons 

per dwelling quintile, self-identified visible minority quintile), number of SARS-CoV-2 tests 

within 3 months prior to December 14, 2020 (proxy for healthcare workers), comorbidities, 

receipt of home care services, and week of test. VE of the Pfizer-BioNTech BA.4/BA.5 bivalent 

vaccine could only be estimated up to 89 days post-vaccination due to its more recent availability 

in Ontario. We calculated VE using the formula 1-adjusted odds ratio. As a secondary analysis, 

we stratified our study period by predominant sublineage (BA.4/BA.5 versus BQ).  

RESULTS 

We included 3,755 Omicron cases and 14,338 test-negative controls (16,247 unique individuals). 

Cases were older than controls (mean age 80 years versus 72 years) (Table 1). Approximately 

57% of cases and 69% of controls had their fourth dose as their most recent dose. Compared to 

unvaccinated adults, fewer vaccinated adults were male and from an area with the lowest 

household income quintile (Supplementary Appendix, Table S2). Significantly more vaccinated 

adults had a recent prior influenza vaccine. From June 19 to September 11, 2022, when only 

monovalent COVID-19 vaccines were available, 33% and 66% of adults received the Moderna 
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monovalent and Pfizer-BioNTech monovalent vaccine, respectively, as their most recent dose. 

From September 12, 2022 onward, 16%, 18%, 31%, and 35% received the Moderna monovalent, 

Pfizer-BioNTech monovalent, Moderna BA.1 bivalent, and Pfizer-BioNTech BA.4/BA.5 

bivalent vaccine, respectively, as their most recent dose.  

For the full study period, VE of the Moderna and Pfizer-BioNTech monovalent vaccines 7-29 

days after vaccination was 85% (95% confidence interval [CI], 72-92%) and 88% (95%CI 82-

92%), respectively (Figure 1; Supplementary Appendix, Table S3). VE at 90-119 days after 

vaccination was 82% (95%CI, 76-87%) for the Moderna monovalent vaccine and 82% (95%CI, 

77-86%) for the Pfizer-BioNTech monovalent vaccine. VE of the Moderna BA.1 bivalent 

vaccine was 86% (95%CI, 82-90%) 7-29 days after vaccination and 76% (95%CI, 66-83%) 90-

119 days after vaccination. VE of the Pfizer-BioNTech BA.4/BA.5 bivalent vaccine was 83% 

(95%CI, 77-88%) 7-29 days after vaccination and 81% (95%CI, 72-87%) 60-89 days after 

vaccination.  

Comparisons of all vaccine products and time intervals since vaccination were not possible when 

stratified by sublineage period due to different dates of vaccine introduction. For estimates that 

could be compared, VE was slightly lower during the BQ-predominant period than the 

BA.4/BA.5-predominant period (Figure 2; Supplementary Appendix, Table S4). For example, 

VE of the Moderna BA.1 bivalent vaccine and Pfizer-BioNTech BA.4/BA.5 bivalent vaccine 

was 93% (95%CI, 90-95%) and 87% (95%CI, 71-94%), respectively, 30-59 days after 

vaccination during the BA.4/BA.5 predominant period, whereas the corresponding estimates 

during the BQ-predominant period were 82% (95%CI, 71-89%) and 82% (95%CI, 73-88%).  

 

 . 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 April 11, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.11.23288403doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.11.23288403
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


7 
 

DISCUSSION 

Among community-dwelling adults aged ≥50 years in Ontario, monovalent and bivalent mRNA 

COVID-19 vaccines provided similar, strong initial protection against hospitalization or death. 

VE of monovalent and bivalent vaccines ranged from 85-88% and 83-86%, respectively, 7-29 

days after vaccination. There was only slight waning of protection against severe outcomes 

across the 4-month period. After 90-119 days, VE of monovalent vaccines decreased to 82% and 

VE of the Moderna BA.1 bivalent vaccine decreased to 76%. VE appeared slightly lower in the 

BQ-predominant period compared to the BA.4/BA.5 period where comparisons were possible, 

though uncertainty remains whether a true difference exists. A potentially lower VE against BQ 

may contribute to lower VE in latter time periods versus waning of protection alone. 

There are few studies comparing the VE of a subsequent dose of a COVID-19 monovalent 

versus bivalent vaccine across a similar time period. Comparable to our findings, the few 

existing studies have suggested that the effectiveness of bivalent vaccines is either similar or 

moderately higher than the monovalent products.9–12 Nonetheless, due to differences in 

circulating sublineages at the time of vaccine introduction and across the study period (e.g., 

prevalence of a sublineage will differ even across 30-day intervals) as well as differences in rates 

of previous infection, direct comparisons of effectiveness between monovalent and bivalent 

vaccines within and across jurisdictions is difficult.  

There is limited evidence on the VE of monovalent and bivalent COVID-19 vaccines against 

BQ-associated outcomes, particularly severe disease. Similar to our results, findings from 

England suggested that bivalent VE was lower against BQ than against BA.5-related 

hospitalizations 2 or more weeks after vaccination (~10 percentage point difference).13 The study 

also expressed uncertainty around whether a difference really exists.  
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There are limitations to this analysis. Evidence suggests that VE of COVID-19 vaccines differs 

among those with versus without a prior SARS-CoV-2 infection.14 We were unable to account 

for prior infection as an effect modifier in our analysis since few adults had a prior infection in 

our data. Due to limited RT-PCR testing availability in Ontario and no access to rapid antigen 

testing results, the majority of SARS-CoV-2 infections in the province are undocumented. If 

unvaccinated adults were more likely to have a previous infection than vaccinated adults, VE 

may be underestimated since unvaccinated adults would have some underlying existing 

infection-induced immunity. Nonetheless, increasing SARS-CoV-2 seroprevalence in Ontario 

(76% among adults as of January 15, 2023)15 suggests that VE estimates may be more 

generalizable toward those that have been previously infected. There is also potential for residual 

confounding since we were limited to the variables available in our datasets. A significant 

strength of our analysis is that due to the continued availability and uptake of monovalent mRNA 

COVID-19 vaccines after bivalent vaccines were introduced, we were able to compare the VE of 

these products as subsequent booster doses across a similar study period. 

Monovalent and bivalent mRNA COVID-19 vaccines provide comparable levels of initial 

protection against Omicron-related severe outcomes among community-dwelling adults aged 

≥50 years in Ontario. Older adults continue to experience the highest rates of COVID-19 related 

severe outcomes and would benefit the most with additional vaccine doses.16 Longer follow-up is 

necessary to determine the long-term protection of bivalent vaccines and the effectiveness 

against newer Omicron sublineages such as XBB.  
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Table 1. Descriptive characteristics of community-dwelling adults aged ≥50 years tested for 

SARS-CoV-2 between June 19, 2022 and January 28, 2023 in Ontario, Canada, comparing 

Omicron-associated severe outcome cases to SARS-CoV-2 negative controls 

 Omicron cases,  

n (%)a 

SARS-CoV-2 negative 

controls, n (%)a 
SDb 

Total 3,755 14,338  

Characteristics    

  Age (years), mean (standard  

  deviation) 80.32 ± 10.25 
72.44 ± 11.97 0.71 

  Most recent dose    

   Unvaccinated 1,101 (29.3%) 1,568 (10.9%) 0.47 

   Dose 4 2,143 (57.1%) 9,838 (68.6%) 0.24 

   Dose 5 506-510 (13.5-13.6%)c 2923-2927 (20.4%)c 0.18 

   Dose 6 5 (0.1%)c 8 (0.1%) 0.00 

  Male sex  2,126 (56.6%) 5,724 (39.9%) 0.34 

  Public health unit region     

Central East 277 (7.4%) 906 (6.3%) 0.04 

Central West 706 (18.8%) 2,596 (18.1%) 0.02 

Durham 79 (2.1%) 311 (2.2%) 0 

Eastern 334 (8.9%) 774 (5.4%) 0.14 

North 307 (8.2%) 3,863 (26.9%) 0.51 

Ottawa 253 (6.7%) 396 (2.8%) 0.19 

    Peel 351 (9.3%) 1,277 (8.9%) 0.02 

    South West 552 (14.7%) 2,571 (17.9%) 0.09 

    Toronto 604 (16.1%) 1,267 (8.8%) 0.22 

    York 282 (7.5%) 311 (2.2%) 0.25 

    Missing 10 (0.3%) 66 (0.5%) 0.03 

  Household income quintile      

   1 (lowest) 904 (24.1%) 2,995 (20.9%) 0.08 

   2 822 (21.9%) 3,038 (21.2%) 0.02 

   3 725 (19.3%) 2,602 (18.1%) 0.03 

   4 663 (17.7%) 2,738 (19.1%) 0.04 

   5 (highest) 626 (16.7%) 2,900 (20.2%) 0.09 

   Missing 15 (0.4%) 65 (0.5%) 0.01 

  Essential workers quintile     

   1 (0%–32.5%) 709 (18.9%) 2,356 (16.4%) 0.06 

   2 (32.5%–42.3%) 786 (20.9%) 3,096 (21.6%) 0.02 

   3 (42.3%–49.8%) 781 (20.8%) 3,158 (22.0%) 0.03 

   4 (50.0%–57.5%) 751 (20.0%) 2,887 (20.1%) 0 

   5 (57.5%–100%) 711 (18.9%) 2,727 (19.0%) 0 

   Missing 17 (0.5%) 114 (0.8%) 0.04 
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 Omicron cases,  

n (%)a 

SARS-CoV-2 negative 

controls, n (%)a 
SDb 

  Persons per dwelling quintile     

   1 (0–2.1) 1,135 (30.2%) 4,122 (28.7%) 0.03 

   2 (2.2–2.4) 765 (20.4%) 3,488 (24.3%) 0.10 

   3 (2.5–2.6) 524 (14.0%) 2,014 (14.0%) 0 

   4 (2.7–3.0) 744 (19.8%) 2,678 (18.7%) 0.03 

   5 (3.1–5.7) 564 (15.0%) 1,910 (13.3%) 0.05 

   Missing 23 (0.6%) 126 (0.9%) 0.03 

  Self-identified visible minority  

  quintile   
  

   1 (0.0%–2.2%) 756 (20.1%) 3,951 (27.6%) 0.17 

   2 (2.2%–7.5%) 734 (19.5%) 3,625 (25.3%) 0.14 

   3 (7.5%–18.7%) 781 (20.8%) 2,759 (19.2%) 0.04 

   4 (18.7%–43.5%) 705 (18.8%) 2,148 (15.0%) 0.10 

   5 (43.5%–100%) 762 (20.3%) 1,743 (12.2%) 0.22 

   Missing 17 (0.5%) 112 (0.8%) 0.04 

  Previous receipt of influenza    

  vaccination 
2,500 (66.6%) 9,747 (68.0%) 0.03 

  Prior positive SARS-CoV-2  

  test 
64 (1.7%) 570 (4.0%) 0.14 

  Number of SARS-CoV-2 tests   

  within 3 months prior to  

  December 14, 2020 

   

   0 3,336 (88.8%) 11,196 (78.1%) 0.29 

   1 288 (7.7%) 1,758 (12.3%) 0.15 

   ≥2 131 (3.5%) 1,384 (9.7%) 0.25 

  Any comorbidity 3,524 (93.8%) 11,911 (83.1%) 0.34 

  Receipt of home care services     

   None 3,477 (92.6%) 13,553 (94.5%) 0.08 

   Short stay 116 (3.1%) 440 (3.1%) 0.00 

   Long stay 156 (4.2%) 334 (2.3%) 0.10 

   Palliative 6 (0.2%) 11 (0.1%) 0.02 

*Note, not unique by person; adults 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. 
cDue to institutional privacy policies, any cells ≤5 (except for missing values) must be suppressed and 

ranges must be provided for complementary cells to prevent back calculation. 
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Figure 1: Vaccine effectiveness of monovalent and bivalent mRNA COVID-19 vaccines against 

Omicron-associated severe outcomes by time since vaccination among community-dwelling 

adults aged ≥50 years in Ontario, Canada, compared to unvaccinated adults, June 19, 2022 to 

January 28, 2023 (BA.4/BA.5 and BQ periods combined). 

 

 

Figure 2: Vaccine effectiveness of monovalent and bivalent mRNA COVID-19 vaccines against 

Omicron-associated severe outcomes by time since vaccination among community-dwelling 

adults aged ≥50 years in Ontario, Canada, compared to unvaccinated adults, stratified by 

sublineage period (BA.4/BA.4 period = June 19 to December 3, 2022; BQ period = December 4, 

2022 to January 28, 2023). 
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