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Abstract  
Objective�To estimate the effectiveness of COVID-19 vaccination against hospitalisation 
for COVID-19 and death involving COVID-19 in England using linked population level data 
sources including the 2021 Census.  
 
Design�Retrospective cohort study.  
 
Setting�England, 21 March 2021 to 20 March 2022.  
 
Participants�Individuals alive and aged 16+ on 21 March 2021, resident in England, 
enumerated in the 2021 Census as a usual resident, and able to link to an NHS number. A 
sample of 583,840 individuals was used for the analysis.  
 
Exposures�COVID-19 vaccination: first dose, second dose and third dose/first booster 
dose, with categories for time since each dose.  
 
Main outcome measures�Hospitalisation for COVID-19 or death involving COVID-19. An 
adjusted Cox proportional hazard model was used to estimate the hazard ratio for the 
outcomes for vaccinated participants for different doses and time since dose compared to 
unvaccinated individuals. Vaccine effectiveness was estimated as (1–hazard ratio)×100%. A 
control outcome of non-COVID-19 death was also assessed. 
 
Results�  
Vaccine effectiveness against hospitalisation for COVID-19 was 52.1% (95% confidence 
interval 51.3% to 52.8%) for a first dose, 55.6% (55.2% to 56.1%) for a second dose and 
77.6% (77.3% to 78.0%) for a third dose, with a decrease in vaccine effectiveness 3+ 
months after the third dose.   
 
Vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 mortality was 58.7% (52.7% to 63.9%) for a first 
dose, 88.5% (87.5% to 89.5%) for a second dose and 93.2% (92.9% to 93.5%) for a third 
dose, with evidence of waning 3+ months after the second and third doses.   
For the second dose, which is the most comparable across the different time-periods, 
vaccine effectiveness was higher against COVID-19 hospitalisation but slightly lower against 
COVID-19 mortality in the Omicron dominant period than the period before the Omicron 
variant became dominant. Vaccine effectiveness against both COVID-19 hospitalisation and 
mortality was higher in general for mRNA vaccines than non mRNA vaccines, however this 
could be influenced by the different populations given each vaccine vector. Non-zero VE 
against non-COVID-19 mortality indicates that residual confounding may impact the results, 
despite the inclusion of up-to-date socio-demographic adjustments and various sources of 
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health data, with possible frailty bias, confounding by indication and a healthy vaccinee 
effect observed.   
 
Conclusions�  
The vaccine effectiveness estimates show increased protection with number of doses and a 
high level of protection against both COVID-19 hospitalisation and mortality for the 
third/booster dose, as would be expected from previous research. However, despite the 
various sources of health data used to adjust the models, the estimates for different 
breakdowns and for non-COVID-19 mortality expose residual confounding by health status, 
which should be considered when interpreting estimates of vaccine effectiveness.   

Introduction  

 
On the 8th December 2020, the United Kingdom’s Medicines and Healthcare products 
Regulatory Agency (MHRA) granted emergency use of the mRNA Covid-19 vaccine 
BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) to “address significant public health issues” under the 
Medicines Act 1968 [1]. Further vaccines were approved shortly after including the 
ChAdOx1-S (Oxford/AstraZeneca) and mRNA-1273 (Moderna) becoming the second and 
third approved for use in the UK. Estimating real-world vaccine effectiveness (VE) is vital to 
assess the impact of the vaccination programme on the COVID-19 pandemic and inform the 
ongoing policy response. Large clinical trials have been undertaken for all of the vaccines 
approved in the UK, which found high efficacy against symptomatic disease and severe 
outcomes [2]–[4]. However, real-world post-implementation studies are necessary in order to 
understand vaccine effectiveness within different populations and against new and emerging 
variants.   
 
Many estimates of  vaccine effectiveness have been produced using large observational 
studies around the globe [5]–[9]. However, estimating vaccine effectiveness using 
observational data is challenging due to the non-randomised design and the potential for 
unmeasured confounding [10]–[12].  Many factors may be related both to the eligibility and 
decision to be vaccinated and the outcome of interest, such as age, ethnicity, occupation, 
and health status. If these factors are not adjusted for, it could lead to biases that can then 
either strengthen, weaken, or reverse the actual exposure-outcome relationship. To some 
extent, these effects can be accounted for by adjusting models for characteristics associated 
with likelihood to be vaccinated and the outcome of interest, but not all these factors are 
available in population-level data.  
 
In this analysis we estimated vaccine effectiveness using a cohort study based on the 2021 
Census linked to electronic health records, adjusting for a wide range of confounding factors. 
Using data from the 2021 Census provided up to date, population level data to adjust for 
confounding variables that can change for individuals over time, including socio-
demographic factors such as English language proficiency and occupation or subjective 
measures of health such as self-reported health and disability. Therefore, the models can be 
better adjusted for possible confounding to produce more accurate estimates of VE.   
 

Methods  
Study data  
We used a person-level dataset comprising of individuals in the 2021 Census, linked to the 
Personal Demographics Service [13] to obtain NHS numbers with a linkage rate of 91.1%. 
These individuals were then linked via NHS number to ONS death registrations [14] as well 
as to COVID-19 vaccination records, GP records, and hospital records. Vaccination records 
were obtained from the National Immunisation Management Service (NIMS) [15] and a 
supplementary extract from NHS-Digital point of care data of 1,069 new vaccinations of 
people in our linked dataset of 42 million people, where the person had died soon after 
vaccination and the vaccination was not included in NIMS.  
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Health related variables from primary care records were derived from the General Practice 
Extraction Service (GPES) data for Pandemic Planning and Research version 3 (GDPPR) 
and linked via NHS number [16].  The linked dataset included data on 52 million people 
resident in England, which covers approximately 91.7% of the population of England on 
Census day in 2021.  
 
The Hospital Episode Statistics (HES) dataset for admitted patient care was used to obtain 
hospitalisation related variables [17]. [15]The Hospital Episode Statistics data covered 
episodes that ended up to 30 September 2022, the NIMS data covered vaccinations up to 
22 February 2023 and the mortality data covered deaths registered up to 4 January 2023.  
 
Study population and time-period  
The study population was  individuals who were enumerated in the 2021 Census,  were 
resident in England and alive and aged 16+ on the day of the 2021 Census (21 March 2021) 
and had an entry in the Personal Demographics Service. The linked dataset included data 
on 52 million people resident in England, which covers approximately 91.7% of the 
population of England on Census day in 2021. A sample size flow diagram is presented in 
Supplementary Table 1.   
 
Individuals were followed from 21 March 2021 until the 20 March 2022, the date of the start 
of the spring booster campaign. As our dataset does not include spring booster doses, we 
would not be able to categorise vaccination status accurately beyond this date.   
 
Data engineering and dataset construction was carried out using Python version 3.6.8, 
Spark version 2.4.0 and R version 3.5.1.   
 

Outcomes  
The first outcome of time to COVID-19 hospitalisation was defined as an inpatient episode in 
HES where the primary diagnosis was COVID-19. The date of the start of the episode was 
used as the date of COVID-19 hospitalisation. Where an individual had experienced more 
than one COVID-19 hospitalisation, the earliest that occurred within the study period was 
used. The second outcome of time to death involving COVID-19 was defined as a death 
where the underlying or a contributory cause of death was recorded as COVID-19 on the 
death certificate. The date of death occurrence was used as the date of COVID-19 death.  In 
both cases, COVID-19 was defined by the ICD-10 codes U07.1 or U07.2 and time at risk 
was the time from 21 March 2021 to the outcome occurring or end of study for individuals 
who did not experience the outcome. Finally, vaccine effectiveness against non-COVID-19 
death was calculated as a negative control outcome to investigate the potential impact of 
residual confounding on the main results.  
 

Exposures  
The exposure was COVID-19 vaccination status. The dose and the time since dose were 
accounted for using a time-varying variable for vaccination status. Participants moved group 
according to the dose received and contributed time at risk to the various groups. The ‘21 
days to 3 months’ categories are referred to as first/second/third dose and later time periods 
after vaccination are included to see how the vaccine performs over time. The vaccine status 
groups are defined in Supplementary Table 2.   
 

Covariates  
A range of sociodemographic and health related variables were used to adjust the model for 
factors likely to confound the relationship between vaccine status and COVID-19 
hospitalisation or death (Supplementary Table 2). Vaccination uptake varies substantially 
by socio-demographic and economic characteristics, such as ethnicity, religious affiliation or 
occupation COVID-19 mortality has been shown to vary across these groups [18]–[21].   
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Socio-demographic and self-reported health variables were sourced from the 2021 Census. 
Fixed health-related variables used for model adjustment were BMI category, number of 
health conditions shown to impact the risk of COVID-19 hospitalisation and death in the 
QCovid risk model[22] and hospitalisation for a frailty related condition. We also included a 
time-varying covariate for whether an individual was currently in hospital or had been in 
hospital in the preceding 21 days to account for time varying health status. The variable is 1 
on the day of hospital admission and switches to 0 21 days after discharge. The variable 
does not switch if there are overlapping periods of hospitalisation until 21 days after the final 
discharge that does not overlap with any other periods of hospitalisation.  
 

Statistical analyses  
Characteristics of the baseline covariates for the study population were summarised, 
stratified by age group.  
 
Hazard ratios for the outcomes were estimated using a Cox Proportional Hazard regression 
model adjusted for confounding factors, unless otherwise stated. The start of the time at risk 
was 21 March 2021. Vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 hospitalisation and death was 
calculated as the complement of the hazard ratio (1-HR) times 100, with corresponding 95% 
confidence intervals.  
 
Analyses were stratified by age group (16-29, 30-64, 65-79, 80+). Differences due to 
changes in the dominant COVID-19 variant in circulation were investigated by interacting 
vaccination status with a time varying variable for variant period, defined as pre-omicron 
(start of study 21 March to 19 December 2021) and omicron (20 December 2021 to end of 
study 20 March 2022). These results were also produced by variant and age group for the 
COVID-19 hospitalisation. The effect of vaccine vector was investigated using a time-varying 
covariate taking into account both vaccine vector and time since dose as the exposure.  
 
For computational reasons, we used a sample of the full dataset to run the analyses. 
Individuals were weighted with a weighting inversely proportional to their probability of being 
sampled. The sample used for running the model included all who died from or were 
hospitalised for COVID-19 or were aged under 30 and died of a non-COVID-19 cause, a 
weighted 10% sample of those aged 30+ who died from a non-COVID-19 cause and were 
not hospitalised for COVID-19 and a weighted 1% sample of those who did not die and were 
not hospitalised for COVID-19.All analysis was carried out using R version 3.5.1. Cox 
proportional hazard models were carried out using the package ‘survival’ version 3.3.1.  
 

Sensitivity tests  
We compared results from models with age only, age and socio-demographic characteristics 
and a fully adjusted model. The impact of including a time-varying covariate for current or 
recent hospitalisation on the analysis of COVID-19 hospitalisation was checked by omitting 
this variable from the analysis. The impact of including the first 21 days after a first dose of a 
vaccine in the ‘unvaccinated’ category was investigated by omitting these days from the 
‘unvaccinated category’ (treating the 21 days after first dose as a separate vaccination 
status).  
 

Patient and public involvement 
We did not directly involve patients and the public in the design and conception of the study, 
primarily because of the pace at which this study was conducted to inform the UK 
government’s response to the covid-19 pandemic. However, the paper was read by several 
members of the public. 
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Results  

Characteristics of the study population  
Our full individual level dataset contained 41,855,563 individuals, including 27,270 deaths 
involving COVID-19, 433,670 non-COVID-deaths and 115,495 COVID-19 hospitalisations 
during the study period (Supplementary Table 1). 47.4% of the full study population were 
male. Characteristics of the full study population are presented in Table 1.  
 
 
Vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 hospitalisation and death. 
Estimates of vaccine effectiveness (VE) against COVID-19 hospitalisation and death 
increased with the number of doses (Figure 1, Table 2). VE against hospitalisation after 3 
doses was 77.6% (95% confidence interval; 77.3% to 78%), with some evidence of waning 
3+ months after dose 3 (67.8% (67.0% to 68.5%)). VE increased 3-6 months and 6+ months 
after the second dose when compared to 21 days to 3 months after the second dose (Table 
2). However, the estimate of VE was negative 3+ months after the first dose.  
 
Again, VE against COVID-19 mortality increased with the number of doses (Table 2). VE 
against COVID-19 death after 3 doses was 93.2% (92.9% - 93.5%), with some evidence of 
waning after 3+ months, but effectiveness remained high.  
 
 
Vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 hospitalisation and death by age-group.  
VE against COVID-19 hospitalisation by age group followed similar trends to the non-age 
stratified VE among the older age groups (30-64, 65-79, 80+). The estimates of VE were 
negative for individuals in all age groups 3+ months after the first dose and in individuals 
aged 16-29, 3+ months after the third dose (Table 3). VE for the second and third doses was 
lowest for the 16-29 age group (Table 3). VE after the second dose was highest for the 30-
64 (60.2% (59.5 to 60.8%)) and 65-79 (59.1% (58.3% to 59.9%)), age groups and VE for the 
third dose was highest for the 65-79 age group (87.5% (87.1% to 87.8%)). VE waned 
substantially for the 30-64 age group 3+ months after a third dose but remained high for the 
65-79 and 80+ groups (Table 3).   
 
 
 
VE against COVID-19 mortality follows broadly similar trends to the non-age stratified VE 
among the older age groups (30-64, 65-79, 80+), however the VE after the first dose is not 
significantly different from zero, with larger uncertainty, for the 80+ age group (-15.3% (-
44.2% to 7.8%)). VE for the second dose was high for both the 30-64 and 65 to 79 age 
groups, and lowest for the 80+ group (Table 3). VE after a third dose was highest for the 65 
– 79 age group, but was high for all age groups, being over 90%, apart from the 16 – 29 age 
group, where it reached 70.7 % (69.9% to 71.5%). VE also remained high 3+ months after a 
third dose for all age groups, except the 16 – 29 age group, where substantially evidence of 
waning was present.  
 
 
Vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 hospitalisation and death by dominant 
variant-period. 
VE against COVID-19 hospitalisation during the Omicron-dominant period was lower for the 
first and third doses than for the pre-Omicron period, but higher for the second doses (Table 
4). However, there was a considerable decrease in VE 3-6 and 6+ months after the second 
dose in Omicron-dominant period where it decreased to only 29.5% (27.4% to 31.6%) after 
6+ months. Conversely, third dose VE during the pre-omicron period was 80.2% (79.9% to 
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80.5%), compared with only 55.3% (54.1% to 56.5%) for the Omicron-dominant period. 
However, VE reduced to only 22.8% (9.7% to 34%) 3+ months after the third dose in the 
pre-Omicron period, whereas there was very little evidence of waning in the Omicron period.  
The negative VE observed in the main results for COVID-19 hospitalisation 3+ months after 
the first dose was only observed in the pre-omicron period (Table 4). 
Further stratifying the results for COVID-19 hospitalisation by dominant variant period by age 
group (Supplementary Figure 6) showed that the negative VE in the pre-Omicron period 3+ 
months after the first dose was present across all age groups. However, the negative VE 3+ 
months after the third dose was driven by the 30-64 age group in the pre-Omicron period, 
with insufficient data in the 16-29 age group. Negative VE was also observed in the Omicron 
period for the 16-29 age groups, with low but positive VE for the 30-64 age group. 
Otherwise, the results for the dominant variant periods by age group were consistent with 
the results overall for the dominant variant periods.  
 
VE against COVID-19 mortality during the Omicron-dominant period was lower for all doses 
compared with the pre-Omicron period, with very little protection against Omicron variants 
following a first dose. There was stronger evidence of waning for the second dose in the 
Omicron dominant period for 6+ months after the second dose (VE Omicron: second dose 
6+ months 48.8% (45.3% to 52.1%).  
 
Vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 hospitalisation and death by vaccine 
vector. 
VE against COVID-19 hospitalisation is higher for mRNA vaccines than non-mRNA or 
unknown vaccines for all doses (Table 5). The mRNA vaccine vector types show evidence 
of waning 3+ months after the third dose, but neither vaccine vector type shows evidence of 
waning after the second dose.  
 
 
Similarly, VE against COVID-19 mortality was also higher for mRNA vaccines than non-
mRNA or unknown vaccines for all doses. Both vaccine vector types show evidence of 
waning 3+ months after the second dose and mRNA vaccine vector types show evidence of 
waning 3+ months after the first dose 
 
Sensitivity tests  
Vaccine effectiveness estimated against non-COVID-19 mortality resulted in VE that was 
significantly different from 0 for all doses and times since dose, with model adjustments 
reducing the difference and having a larger reducing effect than for VE against COVID-19 
mortality (Supplementary Figure 1).  VE against non-COVID-19 mortality by age group is 
negative 3+ months after the first dose overall and in all age groups and 21 days to 3 
months after the first dose in age group 65-79.VE against non-COVID-19 mortality is also 
negative in the 16-29 age group 6+ months after the second dose (Supplementary Figure 
2). VE against non-COVID-19 mortality by vaccine vector shows similar VE estimates by 
vaccine vector for the first dose and lower VE estimates for non mRNA and unknown 
vaccine vector types for the second and third doses. VE is negative 3+ months after the first 
dose of either vaccine type. Vaccine effectiveness 21 days to 3+ months after the third dose 
of a non mRNA or unknown vaccine is not significantly different from zero, however, the 
uncertainty for the third dose is high due to low numbers of third dose non mRNA vaccines 
administered.  
 
Results for VE against COVID-19 hospitalisation omitting the time varying hospitalisation 
variable were consistent with the main analysis (Supplementary Figure 3).  
 
Results for VE for all outcomes where the first 21 days after the first dose vaccination were 
excluded from the ‘unvaccinated’ category were consistent with the main results 
(Supplementary Figure 4).  
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Discussion  
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study on COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness to 
use Census 2021 characteristics to attempt to adjust for residual confounding inherent with 
observational studies. Vaccine effectiveness (VE) against hospitalisation for COVID-19 was 
52.1% (95% confidence interval 51.3% to 52.8%) for a first dose, 55.6% (55.2% to 56.1%) 
for a second dose and 77.6% (77.3% to 78.0%) for a third dose. Vaccine effectiveness 
against COVID-19 mortality was 58.7% (52.7% to 63.9%) for a first dose, 88.5% (87.5% to 
89.5%) for a second dose and 93.2% (92.9% to 93.5%) for a third dose. Protection 
increased with number of doses, as expected from previous research. Our first dose VE 
estimates against hospitalisation were lower in general than other published estimates for 
the UK for all doses [6], [23]–[25]. Estimates of vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 
mortality were slightly lower than published estimates for the second and third doses [6], 
[24], [25], and much lower for the first dose [24]. This is likely to be due to the different time 
periods used, with follow up starting from 21 March 2021 rather than the start of the 
vaccination campaign on 8 December 2022. This would mean those in the oldest age groups 
who contributed person time to the post first dose intervals in this study received vaccination 
late and were likely a more vulnerable group who delayed vaccination due to poor health or 
were less able to visit vaccination sites, which initially were providing the Pfizer vaccine 
which was less transportable. This leads to low or negative estimates of VE as these 
vulnerabilities could not be adjusted for with the available covariates. The negative VE 
estimates 3+ months after the first dose are likely because this is after the time the second 
dose should have been given and likely includes many frail individuals who delayed or did 
not get a second dose due to ill health when it was scheduled. This negative VE at 3+ 
months post dose 1 for hospitalisation was not seen during the Omicron period, which is 
probably because by this time most of the person time in this period was a long time after 3 
months and not close to when a second dose was scheduled and hence less subject to 
frailty bias at the time the second was scheduled, These biases post dose 1 also were seen 
to affect the non-COVID-19 death control outcome. Similarly, frailty bias could also affect the 
second dose results in older ages where people who are more frail have not received the 
booster vaccination when eligible, resulting in a lower VE against non-COVID-19 and 
COVID-19 mortality for 6+ months after the second dose. It is likely that the time varying-
hospitalisation variable used to adjust for changes in health over time, which may cause 
people to delay vaccination, is insufficient to capture all time-varying confounding due to 
health.  
 
 
Vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 hospitalisation does not decrease with time since 
second dose overall, but does in the lower age groups, particularly the 16-29 age group. 
This decrease is observed in the omicron period, but not in the pre-omicron period. For the 
third dose, vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 hospitalisation decreases after the third 
dose in younger age groups, but not in older age groups and the VE is negative 3+ months 
after the third dose in the 16-29 age group. Some of this decrease could be due to a healthy 
vaccinee effect, where people who are unwell are more likely to delay vaccination until 
better, which increases the VE for time periods sooner after vaccination compared to longer 
term. It could also be due to residual confounding by health status as the younger people 
who were vaccinated earlier, and who therefore make up a higher proportion of the later time 
since third dose vaccination statuses, were more likely to be clinically vulnerable. First 
booster vaccination for clinically extremely vulnerable people aged 16-49 began in 
September 2021, whereas booster vaccination for the non-clinically extremely vulnerable 
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population aged 16-49 (who had not been eligible for earlier vaccination through their 
occupation or living with vulnerable people) began in late November 2021. Therefore the 3+ 
months after third dose category for 16-29 year olds will be skewed towards more at risk 
individuals as our study period ends on 20 March 2022. This issue is also seen when 
assessing the control outcome of non-COVID-19 mortality in 16-29 year olds. We see the VE 
in young people is particularly low in the pre-Omicron period for people aged 30-64 years 
(with insufficient data for 16-29 year olds) and then is particularly low for 16-29 year olds in 
the Omicron period. This provides further evidence for residual confounding by health status 
where there is prioritisation based on health status causing the negative VE as the larger 
impact moves to the group that will be most affected by prioritisation as the dominant variant 
period changes. Given the inconsistency of the decrease across the breakdowns, we cannot 
say there is strong evidence of waning protection against COVID-19 hospitalisation and 
confounding is likely to be impacting results. For VE against COVID-19 mortality, we do see 
consistent decreases across the various breakdowns for longer time periods after the 
second and third doses, where there is enough data to give a confident result. This could 
indicate waning of protection.  
 
The sensitivity tests indicate that including the time-varying hospitalisation variable in the 
analysis of COVID-19 hospitalisation does not affect the estimates of VE. In addition, we 
also show in a sensitivity test that including the first 21 days after the first dose, when 
protection is rising, in the unvaccinated vaccination produces results consistent with the 
main analysis.  
The results by time period show generally lower VE in the Omicron period for all doses 
against COVID-19 hospitalisation and mortality, except the second dose against COVID-19 
hospitalisation. This appears inconsistent with research showing that the Omicron variant is 
less likely to cause severe outcomes. However, the first dose estimates are less reliable in 
the Omicron period and are for a small, unusual group who don’t get vaccinated when 
eligible and the third dose estimates are unreliable in the pre-omicron period as fewer people 
received the third dose or booster at this point.   
 
The results by vaccine vector show generally lower results for non mRNA vaccines. 
However, this could be influenced by the different populations who received them. Of the 
third dose non-mRNA vaccines, very few of these will be booster vaccines. These are more 
likely to have been received by people who were given a third dose prior to booster 
vaccination due to being immunocompromised, so may represent a very different group to 
the general population.   
 
 
Despite our inclusion of Census 2021 characteristics, health variables derived from ICD-10 
codes and a time-varying flag for hospitalisation, estimates of VE against non-COVID-19 
mortality are generally positive, indicating apparent VE which indicates the presence of 
residual confounding. For all doses, adjusting for common types of confounding improved 
estimates of VE, though only slightly in most cases, however we were unable to completely 
remove all forms of confounding within our analysis. Our adjustments had a greater impact 
on non-COVID-19 mortality, bringing the estimates closer to zero in most cases, indicating 
that confounding has more of an impact for non-COVID-19 mortality than COVID-19 
outcomes. For all vaccination statuses, the VE against COVID-19 mortality is significantly 
higher than the VE against non-COVID-19 mortality. 
 
In this study, we calculate the VE against hospitalisation and mortality based on the whole 
population rather than in those who are infected with COVID-19. This, combined with the use 
of death registrations to look at mortality rather than the definition of death within a certain 
timeframe of infection, means that VE against non-COVID-19 mortality can be calculated as 
a negative control outcome to assess the level of residual confounding that may be present. 
Though this study is not the first to look at COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness against non-
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COVID outcomes, we use this VE in order to explain the inherent issues with residual 
confounding in observational studies and caution against misinterpretation rather than report 
true effects.   
 
This is the first study on COVID-19 vaccine effectiveness to use socio-economic and health 
variables from the 2021 census. This enables us to better adjust for confounding factors that 
other studies are not able to, and allows for more accurate estimates of vaccine 
effectiveness in a real-world setting. 
 
The VE estimates presented here, produced with 2021 Census data, show increased 
protection with number of doses and a high level of protection against both COVID-19 
hospitalisation and mortality for the third/booster dose, as would be expected from previous 
research. However, despite the various sources of health data used to adjust the models, 
the estimates for different breakdowns and for non-COVID-19 mortality expose residual 
confounding by health status, which should be considered in estimates of VE.    
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Table 1 | Characteristics of the full population, stratified by age-group. 
 

      Age group  

Characteristic  Level  Total  16-29  30-64  65-79  80+  

Total  -  41,855,563  8,116,805  23,778,590  7,316,365  2,643,800  

Covid death  Experienced outcome  27,270 (0.1)  130 (0.0)  4,665 (0.0)  8,695 (0.1)  13,780 (0.5)  

Non-Covid death  Experienced outcome  433,670 (1.0)  2,390 (0.0)  60,055 (0.3)  134,660 (1.8)  236,565 (8.9)  

Covid-19 hospitalisation  Experienced outcome  115,495 (0.3)  8,955 (0.1)  52,195 (0.2)  30,045 (0.4)  24,305 (0.9)  

Sex  Male  19,845,730 (47.4)  3,937,310 (48.5)  11,353,325 (47.7)  3,475,200 (47.5)  1,079,895 (40.8)  

Region  

East Midlands  3,675,410 (8.8)  701,410 (8.6)  2,059,130 (8.7)  681,790 (9.3)  233,080 (8.8)  

East of England  4,770,340 (11.4)  866,025 (10.7)  2,705,310 (11.4)  874,355 (12.0)  324,650 (12.3)  

London  6,145,305 (14.7)  1,438,140 (17.7)  3,740,010 (15.7)  710,925 (9.7)  256,235 (9.7)  

North East  2,009,010 (4.8)  373,690 (4.6)  1,115,410 (4.7)  388,030 (5.3)  131,880 (5.0)  

North West  5,503,465 (13.1)  1,070,045 (13.2)  3,105,145 (13.1)  987,475 (13.5)  340,800 (12.9)  

South East  6,930,580 (16.6)  1,239,985 (15.3)  3,951,095 (16.6)  1,260,500 (17.2)  479,000 (18.1)  

South West  4,364,570 (10.4)  766,615 (9.4)  2,370,340 (10.0)  893,915 (12.2)  333,700 (12.6)  

West Midlands  4,365,240 (10.4)  857,185 (10.6)  2,442,600 (10.3)  780,170 (10.7)  285,285 (10.8)  

Yorkshire and The Humber  4,091,640 (9.8)  803,710 (9.9)  2,289,555 (9.6)  739,200 (10.1)  259,175 (9.8)  

IMD decile  

1 (most deprived)  3,798,910 (9.1)  918,380 (11.3)  2,218,855 (9.3)  498,285 (6.8)  163,390 (6.2)  

2  3,991,100 (9.5)  938,395 (11.6)  2,329,380 (9.8)  537,620 (7.3)  185,705 (7.0)  

3  4,141,325 (9.9)  935,110 (11.5)  2,405,115 (10.1)  592,740 (8.1)  208,360 (7.9)  

4  4,224,570 (10.1)  886,165 (10.9)  2,412,735 (10.1)  683,755 (9.3)  241,915 (9.2)  

5  4,265,715 (10.2)  829,580 (10.2)  2,413,835 (10.2)  751,340 (10.3)  270,960 (10.2)  

6  4,353,415 (10.4)  805,715 (9.9)  2,448,840 (10.3)  806,370 (11.0)  292,495 (11.1)  

7  4,290,735 (10.3)  742,770 (9.2)  2,401,130 (10.1)  840,335 (11.5)  306,495 (11.6)  

8  4,313,230 (10.3)  729,775 (9.0)  2,407,980 (10.1)  859,925 (11.8)  315,550 (11.9)  

9  4,263,830 (10.2)  685,470 (8.4)  2,385,525 (10.0)  868,720 (11.9)  324,110 (12.3)  

10  4,212,735 (10.1)  645,450 (8.0)  2,355,195 (9.9)  877,275 (12.0)  334,815 (12.7)  

Ethnicity  

Asian  3,595,475 (8.6)  923,530 (11.4)  2,293,975 (9.6)  298,765 (4.1)     79,200 (3.0)  

Black  1,465,985 (3.5)  384,720 (4.7)  943,165 (4.0)  97,015 (1.3)     41,085 (1.6)  

Mixed  792,830 (1.9)  332,445 (4.1)  419,920 (1.8)  32,370 (0.4)      8,095 (0.3)  

Other  802,860 (1.9)  199,735 (2.5)  521,995 (2.2)  65,885 (0.9)     15,245 (0.6)  

White  35,198,410 (84.1)  6,276,370 (77.3)  19,599,535 (82.4)  6,822,325 (93.2)  2,500,175 (94.6)  

Religion (2021 Census)  

Buddhist  204,895 (0.5)  30,675 (0.4)  143,420 (0.6)  26,885 (0.4)      3,915 (0.1)  

Christian  20,895,990 (49.9)  2,575,460 (31.7)  11,082,155 (46.6)  5,167,640 (70.6)  2,070,735 (78.3)  

Hindu  727,060 (1.7)  131,205 (1.6)  487,875 (2.1)  85,400 (1.2)     22,580 (0.9)  

Jewish  190,485 (0.5)  32,550 (0.4)  97,470 (0.4)  41,940 (0.6)     18,515 (0.7)  

Muslim  2,261,935 (5.4)  698,010 (8.6)  1,397,730 (5.9)  129,960 (1.8)     36,235 (1.4)  

No religion  14,636,340 (35.0)  4,027,650 (49.6)   8,878,510 (37.3)  1,410,275 (19.3)    319,900 (12.1)  

Not stated  2,300,480 (5.5)  495,630 (6.1)  1,275,425 (5.4)  375,530 (5.1)    153,895 (5.8)  

Other religion  266,865 (0.6)  50,250 (0.6)  179,515 (0.8)  31,585 (0.4)      5,515 (0.2)  

Sikh  371,520 (0.9)  75,375 (0.9)  236,485 (1.0)  47,150 (0.6)     12,510 (0.5)  

Highest qualification (2021 
Census)  

Apprenticeship  2,263,760 (5.4)  325,860 (4.0)  1,012,630 (4.3)  660,965 (9.0)    264,305 (10.0)  

Level 1  4,123,980 (9.9)  687,195 (8.5)  2,535,175 (10.7)  723,020 (9.9)    178,585 (6.8)  

Level 2  5,650,265 (13.5)  1,649,150 (20.3)  3,179,060 (13.4)  661,715 (9.0)    160,340 (6.1)  

Level 3  6,854,685 (16.4)  2,060,455 (25.4)  3,986,180 (16.8)  684,400 (9.4)    123,650 (4.7)  

Level 4 and above  14,186,270 (33.9)  2,469,915 (30.4)  9,412,175 (39.6)  1,855,405 (25.4)    448,770 (17.0)  

No qualifications  7,620,010 (18.2)  805,765 (9.9)  3,104,345 (13.1)  2,410,310 (32.9)  1,299,590 (49.2)  

Other  1,156,595 (2.8)  118,460 (1.5)  549,025 (2.3)  320,545 (4.4)    168,560 (6.4)  
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English language 
proficiency (2021 Census)  

Does not speak English 
well  

118,255 (0.3)  8,710 (0.1)  62,280 (0.3)  30,170 (0.4)     17,095 (0.6)  

Main language  1,664,895 (4.0)  435,575 (5.4)  1,137,780 (4.8)  74,500 (1.0)     17,035 (0.6)  

No code required  37,968,560 (90.7)  7,354,940 (90.6)  21,021,405 (88.4)  7,036,595 (96.2)  2,555,620 (96.7)  

Speaks English very well  1,424,100 (3.4)  249,705 (3.1)  1,067,120 (4.5)  84,585 (1.2)     22,690 (0.9)  

Speaks English well  679,755 (1.6)  67,870 (0.8)  490,000 (2.1)  90,520 (1.2)     31,365 (1.2)  

NS-SEC (2021 Census)  

Higher managerial (cat 1)  5,616,065 (13.4)  632,150 (7.8)  3,917,390 (16.5)  835,225 (11.4)  231,305 (8.7)  

Lower managerial, 
administrative and 
professional occupations 
(cat 2)  

8,479,745 (20.3)  1,154,720 (14.2)  5,454,260 (22.9)  1,408,400 (19.3)  462,365 (17.5)  

Administrative and 
professional occupations, 
Intermediate occupations 
(cat 3)  

4,915,830 (11.7)  803,270 (9.9)  2,830,875 (11.9)  930,165 (12.7)  351,520 (13.3)  

Small�employers and own 
account workers (cat 4)  

4,441,195 (10.6)  364,105 (4.5)  2,939,310 (12.4)  886,460 (12.1)  251,315 (9.5)  

Lower supervisory and 
technical occupations (cat 
5)  

2,246,255 (5.4)  353,970 (4.4)  1,325,705 (5.6)  401,920 (5.5)  164,660 (6.2)  

Semi-routine occupations 
(cat 6)  

4,823,725 (11.5)  854,885 (10.5)  2,663,700 (11.2)  946,830 (12.9)  358,310 (13.6)  

Routine occupations (cat 
7)  

5,055,950 (12.1)  816,425 (10.1)  2,861,615 (12.0)  982,365 (13.4)  395,545 (15.0)  

Never�worked and long-
term unemployed (cat 8)  

3,501,105 (8.4)  604,660 (7.4)  1,552,800 (6.5)  917,475 (12.5)  426,165 (16.1)  

Full-time students and not 
classified�(cat 9)  

2,775,690 (6.6)  2,532,615 (31.2)   232,940 (1.0)      7,520 (0.1)  2,615 (0.1)  

Key worker status (2021 
Census)  

Bus and coach drivers  166,735 (0.4)  6,640 (0.1)  107,505 (0.5)  43,580 (0.6)  9,010 (0.3)  

Delivery drivers and 
couriers  

308,450 (0.7)  52,700 (0.6)  196,445 (0.8)  50,770 (0.7)  8,530 (0.3)  

Education  2,552,260 (6.1)  369,660 (4.6)  1,546,695 (6.5)  479,980 (6.6)  155,925 (5.9)  

Food production  492,970 (1.2)  75,875 (0.9)  269,070 (1.1)  99,470 (1.4)  48,555 (1.8)  

Food retail & distribution  3,261,325 (7.8)  837,635 (10.3)  1,658,460 (7.0)  549,595 (7.5)  215,635 (8.2)  

Health associate 
professionals  

1,557,090 (3.7)  213,150 (2.6)  1,025,300 (4.3)  235,365 (3.2)  83,270 (3.1)  

Health professionals  343,355 (0.8)  49,780 (0.6)  240,100 (1.0)  40,365 (0.6)  13,110 (0.5)  

Non-essential workers  27,823,625 (66.5)  5,808,400 (71.6)  15,365,140 (64.6)  4,841,890 (66.2)  1,808,195 (68.4)  

Other transport workers  953,185 (2.3)  82,975 (1.0)  611,475 (2.6)  198,170 (2.7)  60,565 (2.3)  

Police & Protective 
Services  

436,875 (1.0)  75,960 (0.9)  281,615 (1.2)  60,000 (0.8)  19,295 (0.7)  

Sanitary workers  1,175,895 (2.8)  127,535 (1.6)  704,795 (3.0)  239,075 (3.3)  104,490 (4.0)  

Social care  2,063,075 (4.9)  322,455 (4.0)  1,309,325 (5.5)  350,210 (4.8)  81,080 (3.1)  

Support staff  512,930 (1.2)  88,890 (1.1)  306,885 (1.3)  88,630 (1.2)  28,525 (1.1)  

Taxi and cab drivers and 
chauffeurs  207,795 (0.5)  5,140 (0.1)  155,780 (0.7)  39,260 (0.5)  7,615 (0.3)  

Self-reported health (2021 
Census)  

Bad health  2,047,620 (4.9)  114,620 (1.4)  985,490 (4.1)  576,425 (7.9)  371,080 (14.0)  

Fair health  6,428,975 (15.4)  513,690 (6.3)  2,997,355 (12.6)  1,870,640 (25.6)  1,047,295 (39.6)  
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Good health  15,932,115 (38.1)  2,443,210 (30.1)  9,481,820 (39.9)  3,136,565 (42.9)  870,520 (32.9)  

Very bad health  594,515 (1.4)  27,495 (0.3)  282,885 (1.2)  164,175 (2.2)  119,960 (4.5)  

Very good health  16,852,340 (40.3)  5,017,795 (61.8)  10,031,040 (42.2)  1,568,560 (21.4)  234,950 (8.9)  

Disability (2021 Census)  

No  30,010,425 (71.7)  6,606,455 (81.4)  17,814,945 (74.9)  4,423,345 (60.5)  1,165,685 (44.1)  

Yes not reduced at all  3,384,775 (8.1)  483,320 (6.0)  2,010,810 (8.5)    742,195 (10.1)  148,450 (5.6)  

Yes reduced a little  4,874,885 (11.6)  697,455 (8.6)  2,359,115 (9.9)  1,241,445 (17.0)  576,865 (21.8)  

Yes reduced a lot  3,585,475 (8.6)  329,570 (4.1)  1,593,725 (6.7)    909,380 (12.4)  752,800 (28.5)  

BMI category  

Ideal  9,057,655 (21.6)  1,674,975 (20.6)  4,998,875 (21.0)  1,606,290 (22.0)  777,515 (29.4)  

Obese  7,900,410 (18.9)  637,390 (7.9)  4,981,965 (21.0)  1,828,160 (25.0)  452,895 (17.1)  

Overweight  9,226,525 (22.0)  787,430 (9.7)  5,430,105 (22.8)  2,219,200 (30.3)  789,790 (29.9)  

Unclassified  15,106,735 (36.1)  4,827,860 (59.5)  8,146,430 (34.3)  1,580,070 (21.6)  552,375 (20.9)  

Under 20 nulls  4,270 (0.0)  995 ( 0.0)  2,145 (0.0)  690 (0.0)  445 ( 0.0)  

Underweight  559,970 (1.3)  188,160 (2.3)  219,075 (0.9)  81,960 (1.1)  70,780 (2.7)  

Frailty flag  Frail  805,765 (1.9)  23,460 (0.3)  168,225 (0.7)  231,865 (3.2)  382,215 (14.5)  

Care home residency  Resident of a care home  136,550 (0.3)  3,645 (0.0)  22,335 (0.1)  24,220 (0.3)  86,350 (3.3)  

Number of QCovid 
comorbidities  

0  19,237,645 (46.0)  5,520,550 (68.0)  11,460,795 (48.2)  1,842,300 (25.2)  414,000 (15.7)  

1  11,859,205 (28.3)  1,679,590 (20.7)  7,112,600 (29.9)  2,376,000 (32.5)  691,015 (26.1)  

2-4  9,727,160 (23.2)  898,135 (11.1)  4,864,395 (20.5)  2,685,750 (36.7)  1,278,885 (48.4)  

5+  1,031,550 (2.5)  18,535 (0.2)  340,805 (1.4)    412,315 (5.6)  259,900 (9.8)  
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Table 2 | Vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 hospitalisation and death involving 
COVID-19. 
 

Covid-19 Hospitalisation Covid-19 death 

Vaccine status Hazard ratio Vaccine effectiveness (%) Hazard ratio Vaccine effectiveness (%) 

First dose 21 days to 3 months 0.48 (0.47, 0.49) 52.1 (51.3, 52.8) 0.41 (0.36, 0.47) 58.7 (52.7, 63.9) 

First dose 3+ months 2.00 (1.98, 2.02) -100.36 (-102.45, -98.29) 0.50 (0.46, 0.54) 50.3 (46.3, 53.9) 

Second dose 21 days to 3 months 0.44 (0.44, 0.45) 55.6 (55.2, 56.1) 0.11 (0.11, 0.13) 88.5 (87.5, 89.5) 

Second dose 3-6 months 0.33 (0.33, 0.34) 66.7 (66.3, 67.1) 0.16 0.15, 0.17) 84.1 (83.4, 84.9) 

Second dose 6+ months 0.40 (0.40, 0.41) 59.5 (58.98, 60.03) 0.27 (0.26, 0.28) 73.4 (72.28, 74.4) 

Third dose 21 days to 3 months 0.22 (0.22, 0.23) 77.6 (77.3, 78.0) 0.07 (0.06, 0.07) 93.2 (92.9, 93.5) 

Third dose 3+ months 0.32 (0.32, 0.33) 67.8 (67.0, 68.5) 0.13 (0.12, 0.13) 87.5 (86.8, 88.1) 
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Table 3 | Vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 hospitalisation and death involving 
COVID-19, stratified by age group.  
 

  Covid-19 Hospitalisation Covid-19 death 

Age 
group Vaccine status Hazard ratio Vaccine effectiveness (%) Hazard ratio Vaccine effectiveness 

(%) 
  First dose 21 days to 3 months 0.56 (0.53, 0.59)   44.2 (41.3, 47.0) 0.44 (0.43, 0.45)   56.1 (55.3, 57.0) 

 First dose 3+ months 1.78 (1.69, 1.88) -78.09 ( -87.65, -69.02) 1.82 (1.79, 1.85) -81.75 ( -84.94, -78.62) 

 
Second dose 21 days to 3 months 0.61 (0.59, 0.64)   38.6 (35.7, 41.2) 0.40 (0.39, 0.40)   60.2 (59.5, 60.8) 

16-29 Second dose 3-6 months 0.59 (0.56, 0.62)   40.9 (37.9, 43.7) 0.30 (0.30, 0.31)   69.6 (69.1, 70.2) 

 
Second dose 6+ months 0.90 (0.85, 0.96)    9.5 (3.6, 15.0) 0.45 (0.44, 0.45)   55.5 (54.5, 56.5) 

 
Third dose 21 days to 3 months 0.82 (0.76, 0.89)   18.0 (11.4, 24.1) 0.29 (0.28, 0.30)   70.7 (69.9, 71.5) 

  Third dose 3+ months 2.33 (2.07, 2.62) -132.77 (-161.90, -106.87) 0.75 (0.72, 0.78)   24.8 (21.6, 27.8) 

  First dose 21 days to 3 months 0.44 (0.43, 0.45)   56.1 (55.3, 57.0) 0.19 (0.15, 0.23)   81.5 (76.9, 85.2) 

 First dose 3+ months 1.82 (1.79, 1.85) -81.75 ( -84.94, -78.62) 0.31 (0.26, 0.36)   69.3 (63.9, 74.0) 

 
Second dose 21 days to 3 months 0.40 (0.39, 0.40)   60.2 (59.5, 60.8) 0.05 (0.05, 0.06)   94.6 (93.6, 95.4) 

30-64 Second dose 3-6 months 0.30 (0.30, 0.31)   69.6 (69.1, 70.2) 0.10 (0.09, 0.11)   89.9 (89.0, 90.8) 

 
Second dose 6+ months 0.45 (0.44, 0.45)   55.5 (54.5, 56.5) 0.20 (0.18, 0.22)   79.7 (77.7, 81.5) 

 
Third dose 21 days to 3 months 0.29 (0.28, 0.30)   70.7 (69.9, 71.5) 0.06 (0.06, 0.07)   93.7 (92.8, 94.5) 

  Third dose 3+ months 0.75 (0.72, 0.78)   24.8 (21.6, 27.8) 0.15 (0.12, 0.18)   85.0 (81.8, 87.6) 

  First dose 21 days to 3 months 0.62 (0.59, 0.65)   38.1 (35.2, 40.9) 0.44 (0.34, 0.58)   55.8 (42.3, 66.2) 

 
First dose 3+ months 1.75 (1.71, 1.78) -74.70 ( -78.06, -71.41) 0.45 (0.39, 0.52)   54.8 (48.0, 60.7) 

 
Second dose 21 days to 3 months 0.41 (0.40, 0.42)   59.1 (58.3, 59.9) 0.09 (0.08, 0.11)   90.8 (89.2, 92.3) 

65-79 Second dose 3-6 months 0.26 (0.25, 0.26)   74.1 (73.6, 74.7) 0.14 (0.12, 0.15)   86.5 (85.3, 87.6) 

 Second dose 6+ months 0.26 (0.26, 0.27)   73.66 (73.00, 74.29) 0.24 (0.23, 0.26)   75.8 (73.9, 77.5) 

 
Third dose 21 days to 3 months 0.13 (0.12, 0.13)   87.5 (87.1, 87.8) 0.06 (0.05, 0.06)   94.4 (93.8, 94.8) 

  Third dose 3+ months 0.16 (0.15, 0.16)   84.4 (83.7, 85.0) 0.09 (0.08, 0.10)   91.4 (90.5, 92.2) 

  First dose 21 days to 3 months 0.63 (0.59, 0.68)   36.8 (32.3, 41.0) 1.15 (0.92, 1.44) -15.30 ( -44.23, 7.83) 

 
First dose 3+ months 1.74 (1.71, 1.78) -74.10 ( -77.75, -70.53) 0.74 (0.66, 0.83)   25.7 (16.6, 33.9) 

 Second dose 21 days to 3 months 0.46 (0.45, 0.47)   54.0 (53.0, 55.0) 0.22 (0.19, 0.26)   77.9 (74.5, 81.0) 

80+ Second dose 3-6 months 0.34 (0.33, 0.35)   65.9 (65.2, 66.6) 0.28 (0.26, 0.31)   71.6 (69.2, 73.9) 

 
Second dose 6+ months 0.34 (0.33, 0.35)   65.9 (65.1, 66.7) 0.40 (0.38, 0.43)   60.0 (57.3, 62.5) 

 
Third dose 21 days to 3 months 0.19 (0.19, 0.20)   80.7 (80.1, 81.2) 0.09 (0.08, 0.10)   91.0 (90.3, 91.6) 

  Third dose 3+ months 0.18 (0.18, 0.19)   81.6 (80.9, 82.3) 0.13 (0.12, 0.14)   87.3 (86.3, 88.2) 
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Table 4 | Vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 hospitalisation and death involving 
COVID-19, by variant period. 
 

 
Covid-19 Hospitalisation Covid-19 death 

Variant period Vaccine status Hazard ratio Vaccine effectiveness (%) Hazard ratio Vaccine effectiveness (%) 

  First dose 21 days to 3 months 0.47 (0.46, 0.48) 52.8 (52, 53.5) 0.34 (0.3, 0.4) 65.6 (59.9, 70.5) 

 
First dose 3+ months 1.99 (1.97, 2.01) -99.4 (-102.5, -97.3) 0.43 (0.4, 0.47) 56.7 (52.7, 60.5) 

 
Second dose 21 days to 3 months 0.44 (0.43, 0.44) 56.4 (56, 56.9) 0.1 (0.09, 0.11) 90.4 (89.4, 91.2) 

Pre-Omicron Second dose 3-6 months 0.32 (0.31, 0.32) 68.4 (68, 68.7) 0.13 (0.12, 0.13) 87.2 (86.6, 87.8) 

 
Second dose 6+ months 0.35 (0.35, 0.35) 65 (64.5, 65.4) 0.17 (0.17, 0.18) 82.5 (81.7, 83.4) 

 
Third dose 21 days to 3 months 0.2 (0.19, 0.2) 80.2 (79.9, 80.5) 0.03 (0.03, 0.04) 96.6 (96.3, 96.9) 

  Third dose 3+ months 0.77 (0.66, 0.9) 22.8 (9.7, 34) 0.11 (0.02, 0.78) 89 (21.9, 98.5) 

  First dose 21 days to 3 months 0.71 (0.64, 0.8) 28.6 (20.2, 36) 0.77 (0.58, 1.02) 22.9 (-2.5, 42) 

 
First dose 3+ months 0.68 (0.64, 0.73) 31.6 (27.2, 35.8) 0.64 (0.55, 0.74) 36.2 (26.5, 44.7) 

 Second dose 21 days to 3 months 0.24 (0.22, 0.26) 76.1 (73.7, 78.2) 0.27 (0.19, 0.37) 73.2 (62.8, 80.6) 

Omicron Second dose 3-6 months 0.38 (0.36, 0.39) 62.5 (60.6, 64.2) 0.25 (0.2, 0.31) 75.2 (69.5, 79.9) 

 Second dose 6+ months 0.7 (0.68, 0.73) 29.5 (27.4, 31.6) 0.51 (0.48, 0.55) 48.8 (45.3, 52.1) 

 
Third dose 21 days to 3 months 0.45 (0.44, 0.46) 55.3 (54.1, 56.5) 0.11 (0.11, 0.12) 88.8 (88, 89.5) 

  Third dose 3+ months 0.46 (0.44, 0.47) 54.3 (52.9, 55.6) 0.18 (0.17, 0.19) 82.4 (81.2, 83.4) 
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Table 5 | Vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 hospitalisation and death involving 

COVID-19, by vaccine vector.  

 

 
Covid-19 Hospitalisation Covid-19 death 

Vaccine 
vector Vaccine status Hazard ratio Vaccine effectiveness 

(%) Hazard ratio Vaccine effectiveness 
(%) 

  First dose 21 days to 3 months   0.33 (0.32, 0.34)   66.7 (65.6, 67.8) 0.40 (0.33, 0.48) 60.5 (52.0, 67.4) 

 
First dose 3+ months   1.97 (1.94, 2.00) -96.74 ( -99.63, -93.90) 0.63 (0.56, 0.71) 36.9 (28.9, 44.0) 

 
Second dose 21 days to 3 months   0.39 (0.38, 0.39)   61.3 (60.8, 61.8) 0.09 (0.07, 0.10) 91.5 (90.0, 92.7) 

mRNA Second dose 3-6 months   0.30 (0.29, 0.30)   70.1 (69.7, 70.5) 0.12 (0.11, 0.13) 88.2 (87.4, 88.9) 

 Second dose 6+ months   0.38 (0.37, 0.38)   62.4 (61.8, 63.0) 0.24 (0.22, 0.25) 76.5 (75.3, 77.6) 

 
Third dose 21 days to 3 months   0.22 (0.22, 0.23)   77.6 (77.2, 77.9) 0.07 (0.06, 0.07) 93.2 (92.9, 93.5) 

 Third dose 3+ months   0.32 (0.31, 0.33)   67.9 (67.1, 68.6) 0.13 (0.12, 0.13) 87.4 (86.8, 88.1) 
  First dose 21 days to 3 months   0.54 (0.53, 0.55)   46.0 (45.0, 46.9) 0.42 (0.35, 0.50) 58.4 (49.9, 65.4) 

 
First dose 3+ months   2.03 (2.01, 2.06) -103.10 (-105.63, -100.60) 0.44 (0.40, 0.48) 56.1 (51.8, 60.1) 

 Second dose 21 days to 3 months   0.48 (0.48, 0.49)   51.6 (51.0, 52.2) 0.12 (0.11, 0.14) 87.7 (86.4, 88.9) 
Not mRNA 

or 
Second dose 3-6 months 

  0.36 (0.36, 0.37)   63.9 (63.4, 64.3) 0.18 (0.17, 0.19) 82.0 (81.0, 82.9) 
unknown Second dose 6+ months   0.44 (0.43, 0.44)   56.3 (55.6, 57.0) 0.29 (0.28, 0.31) 70.5 (69.2, 71.8) 

 Third dose 21 days to 3 months   0.49 (0.43, 0.56)   50.9 (44.0, 56.9) 0.17 (0.13, 0.23) 82.8 (76.6, 87.4) 
  Third dose 3+ months   0.55 (0.42, 0.71)   45.1 (28.6, 57.8) 0.10 (0.05, 0.20) 90.3 (79.7, 95.4) 
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Figure 1 | Vaccine effectiveness against COVID-19 hospitalisation and death involving COVID-19.  
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