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ABSTRACT

In January 2023, the United States Food and Drug Administration and the Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention noted a safety concern for ischemic stroke in adults >65 years receiving the BNT162b2;
WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5 COVID-19 bivalent vaccine. This self-controlled case series analysis evaluated
stroke risk among M edicare fee-for-service beneficiaries aged >65 years receiving: 1) a Pfizer-BioNTech
(BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5) or Moderna (MRNA-1273.222) COVID-19 bivalent vaccine, 2) high-
dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccines, and 3) concomitant COVID-19 bivalent vaccines and influenza

vaccines, from August 31 to November 6, 2022.

The primary analysis did not find elevated stroke risk following COVI1D-19 bivalent vaccines. In the age
subgroup analyses, only the >85 year age group had arisk of NHS (Incident Rate Ratio (IRR)=1.36, 95%
Cl 1.09 — 1.69 [1-21 days]) and NHS/TIA (IRR=1.28, 95% Cl 1.08 — 1.52 [1-21 days]) with BNT162b2
Bivalent WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5. Among beneficiaries receiving a concomitant COVID-19 bivalent vaccine
and a high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccine, an increased risk was observed for NHS (IRR=1.20, 95%
Cl 1.01 —1.42 [22-42 days]) with BNT162b2 Bivalent WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5 and for TIA (IRR=1.35,

95% Cl 1.06 — 1.74 [1-21 days]) with mRNA-1273.222.
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Results of the secondary analyses showed a small increased risk of NHS following high-dose or

adjuvanted influenza vaccines (IRR=1.09, 95% Cl 1.02 — 1.17 [22-42 days]).
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INTRODUCTION

On August 31, 2022, the United States (U.S.) Food and Drug Administration (FDA) authorized both the
Pfizer-BioNTech (BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5) and Moderna (MRNA-1273.222) coronavirus
disease 2019 (COVID-19) bivalent vaccines for use as boosters through emergency use authorization
(EUA).! The COVID-19 bivalent vaccines include an mRNA component of the original COVID-19 strain
aswell asan mRNA component from the BA .4 and BA.5 lineages of the omicron variant." Both COVID-

19 bivalent mRNA vaccines are recommended for individuals aged 6 months and ol der.?

On January 13, 2023, the U.S. FDA and the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) issued a
public communication regarding the identification of a preliminary safety signal for ischemic stroke
among persons aged >65 yearsin the 1-21 days after receipt of the BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5, in
the Vaccine Safety Datalink (VSD) near real-time surveillance system.® The VSD study also noted the
risk of stroke in individuals who received both a BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5 and a high-dose or
adjuvanted influenza vaccine on the same day was higher than the risk of stroke following receipt of

BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5 aone®

This manuscript summarizes the results of a self-controlled case series (SCCS) analysis conducted in the
Medicare fee-for-service (FFS) population aged >65 years. Our objective was to estimate the risk of
incident stroke following COVID-19 bivalent vaccines among Medicare beneficiaries. We a so sought to
investigate stroke risk among age groups, following influenza vaccines, and following concomitant

influenza and COVID-19 bivalent vaccine administration.
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METHODS

Data Sour ces
Medicareis afederally funded health insurance program that covers individuals aged >65 and those under

65 years with adisability or end-stage renal diseasein the U.S. We utilized Medicare administrative files,
which provide comprehensive data on enrollment, inpatient claims (Part A), and hospital outpatient and
physician office visit claims (Part B). Beneficiaries' demographic and enrollment information was
obtained from the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS) Enrollment Database and the
Common Medicare Environment. Information on nursing home residency status was ascertained using

Medicare Skilled Nursing Facility claims and the Minimum Data Set (MDS 3.0).*
Study Population, Study Period, and Study Design

The primary and secondary study populations consisted of beneficiaries aged >65 years who received a
COVID-19 hivalent or a high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccine, respectively, had a stroke outcome
during follow-up, and met the specified inclusion/exclusion criteria (eTable 1). Continuous FFS
enrollment was required from 365 days before the relevant vaccination date. The study start date, August
31, 2022, was the EUA date for the COVID-19 bivalent vaccines. The study end date for each outcome
was determined independently to ensure at |east 90 percent data completeness.® The specific end dates for

each outcome can be found in eTable 2.

We conducted an SCCS analysis to compare the incidence of stroke outcomes following COVID-19
bivalent and high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccine administration within hypothesized risk intervals (1-
21 days and 22-42 days) to a control interval (43-90 days). The determination of the risk intervals was
based on biological plausibility, prior studies, and input from subject matter experts.>® SCCS studies
leverage exposed (risk) and unexposed (control) periods within the same individual, inherently adjusting
for sources of time-invariant confounding in between-individual comparisons.”® The study plan is

outlined in eTable 1.

Exposur es, Outcomes and Follow-Up Time
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The primary and secondary exposures of interest were the receipt of any COVID-19 bivalent and high-
dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccines, respectively. Exposures were identified through Current Procedural
Terminology (CPT®)/Heathcare Common Procedure Coding System (HCPCS) codesin various care

settings (eTable 3, eTable 4).

The stroke outcomes were non-hemorrhagic stroke (NHS), transient ischemic attack (T1A), a combined
outcome of non-hemorrhagic stroke and/or TIA (NHS/TIA), and hemorrhagic stroke (HS). Persons who
had both NHS and TIA contributed only their first event to the combined NHS/TIA outcome. Incident
stroke outcomes were defined as the first recorded stroke for an individua during the observation period
following the exposure, with no previous outcome identified during a predefined 365-day clean window
(eTable 4). Additionally, outcome-specific exclusion criteria, such as trauma codes (eTable 5) were
applied to eliminate stroke cases determined to have causes other than COV1D-19 vaccination.® For the
primary analysis of the COVID-19 bivalent vaccine, patients diagnosed with COVID-19 within 30 days
prior to the outcome were excluded.*™* Stroke outcomes were identified using International
Classification of Diseases, Tenth Revision, Clinical Modification (ICD-10-CM) codes (eTable 4). All
outcomes were captured in inpatient (IP) care settings, and TIA cases were additionally captured in the

outpatient emergency department setting (OP-ED).

To ensure adequate follow-up, beneficiaries were required to accumulate time during both the risk and
contral intervals, except in cases where death occurred before the control window (eTable 6). For both the
primary and secondary analysis, beneficiaries with the relevant vaccine exposure (COVID-19 bivalent or
high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccine, respectively) were followed until the earliest occurrence of the
follow-up period end, study period end, disenrollment, administration of a subseguent exposure vaccine,

or death.

M edical Record Review
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To validate the claims-based outcome definitions, we retrieved and adjudicated a random sample of NHS
medical records from the inpatient care settings. Using predetermined clinical definitions, cases were
identified as true cases, non-cases, or potentially indeterminate.”? We cal culated the positive predictive
value (PPV) along with corresponding 95% confidence intervals (Cls) and conducted a PPV adjusted
analysisto evaluate the presence and magnitude of biasin the risk estimates resulting from potential
misclassification of NHS.™ eTable 7 summarizes results of medical record review to verify NHS
outcomes from the COVID-19 bivalent study. We collected a sample of 87 NHS cases. The PPV was

80.46% (95% ClI: 70.92 — 87.43%), indicating accurate identification of NHS cases.
Statistical Analysis

Descriptive statistics were obtained for beneficiaries’ demographics, socio-economic status, medical
history, prior COVID-19 or influenza diagnosis and concomitant vaccination. Both primary and
secondary analyses used an SCCS study design with a post-vaccination control interval. We used
conditional Poisson regression to estimate the incidence rate ratio (IRR) comparing ratesin the risk and
control intervals for each outcome.? The Attributable Risk (AR) representing the excess risk of the
outcome attributable to the exposure was calculated by dividing the excess number of cases by the
number of eligible vaccinations or person-time.**

Given the high case fatality rate (CFR) associated with stroke events and to address potential bias arising
from event occurrence or observation time being dependent on outcome occurrence, we used the
Farrington adjustment, which introduced an additional term to account for the curtailed censoring process
in all SCCS analyses (eTable 8)." We conducted sensitivity analyses including: (i) incorporating seasonal
patterns and changes in stroke incidence rates to account for potential time-varying confounding, and (ii)
utilizing the PPV derived from MRR to minimize the NHS outcome misclassification.

We conducted two subgroup analyses for both the primary and secondary studies to evaluate the risk of
each stroke outcome (a) by age group (65-74, 75-84, >85) and (b) for concomitant and non-concomitant

COVID-19 bivalent and high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccination.
7
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We additionally conducted atemporal scan to identify clusters of increased stroke risk within the 1-90
day period following COVID-19 bivalent and influenza vaccination. The maximum cluster size was set to
50% of the observation period (45 days), and the minimum window length to three days. The temporal
scan was conducted using SaT Scan.*

All analyses were conducted using R 4.0.3 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria) and

SASv. 9.4 (SAS Ingtitute Inc., Cary, NC, United States).
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RESULTS

Primary Bivalent Vaccine Analyses:

Descriptive Results

The primary analysis evaluated risk of the stroke outcomes following a COVID-19 bivalent vaccine. The

study population included 5,397,278 beneficiaries who received either the BNT162b2; WT/OMI
BA.4/BA.5 or mMRNA-1273.222 vaccine. There were 2,886 cases of NHS, 2,641 cases of TIA, 4,788
cases of NHS/TIA, and 808 cases of HS across both brands. Table 1 provides a summary of the baseline
characteristics of the eligible vaccinated Medicare FFS beneficiaries who experienced an outcome.
Population characteristics were largely consistent between the COVID-19 bivalent vaccine brands. HS
and NHS cases exhibited a high CFR (17-34%), with a high proportion of cases dying before accruing
control time (5-16%) (eTable 6, eTable 8). All outcomes exhibited distinct historical seasonality patterns
(eFigure 1). Approximately 10-15% of the population had a COVID-19 diagnosis claim in the 31 to 365
days prior to stroke outcomes, and 34-45% of the population had a concomitant high-dose or adjuvanted
influenza vaccination (Table 1). Patient characteristics stratified by age subgroup and concomitant
influenza vaccine status are shown in eTables 9-12.

Inferential Results

There were no statistically significant associations of an increased risk of stroke following administration
of the COVID-19 bivalent vaccines in the primary, seasonality adjusted, or PPV adjusted analyses
(Figures 1, Figure 2, and eTable 13-15). The temporal scan did not identify any significant clusters for
stroke outcomes after either COVID-19 bivalent vaccine (eFigure 2).

Age Subgroup Analyses:

Among those who received the BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5 vaccine, an increased risk was observed
in the >85 population for NHS (IRR=1.36, 95% CI:1.09 — 1.69; AR/100,000 doses = 11.92, 95% CI:3.02
—20.83[1-21 days]) and for NHS/TIA (IRR=1.28, 95% CI:1.08 — 1.52; AR/100,000 doses= 15.34, 95%

Cl:4.34 — 26.34 [1-21 days]). Among those who received mMRNA-1273.222, an increased risk was
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observed in the 65-74 age group for NHS/TIA (IRR=1.23, 95% CI:1.01 — 1.49; AR/100,000 doses = 3.26,
0.05—6.68 [22-42 days]). No elevated risk was observed for HS or TIA (Figure 2, eTable 16-17).
Concomitant Bivalent and High-Dose/Adjuvanted Influenza Vaccine Subgroup Analyses:

Among those with concomitant high-dose/adjuvanted influenza and BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5
vaccines, we observed an increased risk of NHS (IRR=1.20, 95% CI:1.01 — 1.42, AR/100,000 doses
=3.13, 95% CI:0.05 — 6.21 [22-42 days]). Among those with concomitant high-dose/adjuvanted influenza
and mRNA-1273.222 vaccines, an increased risk was observed for TIA (IRR=1.35, 95% CI: 1.06 — 1.74;
AR/100,000 doses = 3.33, 95% CI 0.46 — 6.20 [1-21 days]). No risk was observed among those without a
concomitant high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccine (Figure 1, eTable 18-19).

Secondary I nfluenza Analyses

Descriptive Results
Given the elevated risk of stroke observed in the concomitant bivalent and influenza vaccine primary

subgroup analysis, we conducted a secondary analysis to assess the risk of stroke following the
administration of high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccines for the same study period. The study
population included 6,961,413 eligible Medicare beneficiaries who received a high-dose/adjuvanted
influenza vaccine. There were 5,497 cases of NHS, 4,871 cases of TIA, 9,065 cases of NHS/TIA, and
1,498 cases of HS. The baseline characteristics of the influenza vaccinated population are contained in
eTable 20 and were similar to the COVID-19 bivalent vaccinated population.

Inferential Results

The secondary anaysis identified a small, but statistically significant increased risk of NHS following
high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccines (IRR= 1.09, 95% CI: 1.02 — 1.17; AR/100,000 doses = 1.65,
95% CI: 0.43 — 2.87 [22-42 days]) (Figure 3, eTable 21). The seasonality adjusted results additionally
identified an increased risk of NHS/TIA in both risk intervals (IRR=1.06, 95% CI: 1.00 — 1.12;

AR/100,000 doses = 3.91, 95% CI: 0.11 — 3.20 [1-21 days] and IRR=1.05, 95% CI: 1.00 — 1.11;
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AR/100,000 doses = 1.60, 95% CI: 0.02 — 3.18 [22-42 days]) (Figure 4, eTable 22). Results from the
NHS PPV adjusted analysis were consistent with the original analysis (eTable 23).

Age Subgroup High-Dose or Adjuvanted Influenza Vaccine Analyses:

Elevated risk for al four stroke outcomes was observed in the age subgroup analyses. For individualsin
the 65-74 age group, an elevated risk was observed for HS (IRR=1.31, 95% ClI: 1.04 — 1.65; AR=1.06,
0.13 — 1.98 [22-42 days]), NHS (IRR=1.16, 95% ClI: 1.03 — 1.65; AR=1.68, 0.29 — 3.07 [22-42 days]),
and NHS/TIA (IRR=1.10, 95% CI: 1.00 — 1.21; AR=1.79, 0.02 — 3.56 [1-21 days]. In the >85 age group,
an elevated risk was observed for NHS (IRR=1.14, 95% CI: 1.01 — 1.30; AR=4.95, 0.21 — 9.69 [22-42
days]), TIA (IRR=1.01, 95% ClI: 1.02 — 1.34; AR=3.77, 0.40 — 7.15 [1-21 days]) and NHS/TIA
(IRR=1.12, 95% CI: 1.01 — 1.24; AR=6.57, 0.49 — 12.66 [1-21 days]). No increased risk was observed in
the 75-84 age group (Figure 4, eTable 24).

Concomitant High-Dose/Adjuvanted Influenza and COVID-19 Bivalent Vaccine Subgroup Analyses:
Among individuals who received a high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccine with no concomitant COVID-
19 bivalent vaccine, we observed a slight, statistically significant elevated risk of NHS (IRR=1.08, 95%
Cl: 1.00-1.17; AR/100,000 doses = 1.47, 95% CI: 0.06 — 2.88 [22-42 days]) (Figure 3, eTable 25). This
differencein risk was consistent with the risk observed among the concomitant BNT162b2; WT/OM|

BA.4/BA.5 and high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccinated population.
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DISCUSSION
An earlier study on the CDC VSD data identified a preliminary signal of ischemic stroke following

vaccination of persons >65 years with the COV1D-19 bivalent vaccine.® In this large U.S. population-
based study of adults aged >65 years, we did not identify a statistically significant risk of stroke following
vaccination with either the BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5 or the mRNA-1273.222 vaccinesin the
primary analysis.

Our age subgroup analysisidentified an elevated rate of NHS and NHS/TIA 1-21 days following
BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5 among the oldest age group (>85 years). These findings are similar to
the VVSD study, where an increased risk of ischemic stroke was identified in the >85 age group.®

Our study did identify an elevated risk of stroke when the COVID-19 bivalent vaccines were
administered with a concomitant high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccine. However, the observed effects
were not consistent; elevated risk of NHS was detected 22-42 days after concomitant high-
dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccines and BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5 while the elevated risk of TIA
was detected 1-21 days after concomitant use with mRNA-1273.222. Although a recent multicenter
randomized controlled tria did not report elevated risk with concomitant use, the VSD study did identify
asmall increased risk of stroke following concomitant administration of the COVID-19 bivalent and
high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccines.**’

We additionally found a slightly elevated risk of stroke following influenza vaccines administered
without concomitant COV ID-19 bivalent vaccines. This finding suggests that the observed risk of stroke
in the concomitant subgroup was likely driven by influenza vaccination alone rather than concomitant
administration. These findings contradict previous SCCS studies by Asghar et. al and Sen et. al which do
not report arisk of stroke associated with influenza vaccines."®*® Several cohort studies in the literature
report reduced risk of stroke following influenza vaccination when compared to the unvaccinated
population.?®* Because influenzaillness is a known trigger of stroke, the apparent reduction of stroke

risk following influenza vaccination in these studies can be partially attributed to reduced rates of
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influenzaillness after vaccination.** Moreover, a case control study by Vollmer et. a reported higher
stroke odds ratio following influenza infection compared to vaccination.** The clinical significance of the
risk of stroke following vaccination must be carefully considered together with the significant benefits of
receiving an influenza vaccination. Because the current framework of our SCCS study does not compare
the vaccinated to the unvaccinated populations, it does not account for the reduced rate of severe
influenza following vaccination. More studies are needed to better understand the association between
influenza vaccination and stroke.

The results of our COVID-19 bivalent vaccine analysis contribute to a growing body of evidence that the
COVID-19 mRNA bivalent vaccines are safe in the elderly population.?>? Our findings are consistent
with a study on the French National Health Data System, where no elevation in the risk of ischemic or
hemorrhagic stroke was observed within 1-21 days following BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5 in adults
over 50 years.?’ Consistent with our primary results, Gorenflo et al. found no risk of ischemic strokein
the BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5 or mRNA-1273.222 COVID-19 bivalent vaccines among patients
aged >65 years.® Additionally, Yamin et al, investigated the safety profile of BNT162b2; WT/OMI
BA.4/BA.5 in adults aged 60 and above and found no associated increase in the risk of ischemic stroke.”
Our study has several strengths. We used the CM S Medicare FFS database, a large, representative
database with minimal beneficiary attrition, ensuring highly generalizable findings to the elderly U.S.
population. Our study utilized self-controlled study designs, which inherently adjusted for time invariant
confounders such as health conditions, socio-economic status, and health seeking behavior that may
introduce biasin other study designs that draw from between-individual comparisons. Our study sampled
vaccinated cases only and was not subject to bias due to underreporting of vaccination statusin claims
data. Finaly, our study minimized outcome misclassification bias by performing medical record review
of the claims-based NHS definition.

There are some limitations to our study. First, strokeis a known complication following COVID-19

diagnosis. Although we excluded cases with COVID-19 in the 30 days prior to outcome date, home
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antigen test-positive cases are not documented in claims records. This under capture of COVID-19
diagnoses may have biased our results and overestimated the risk of stroke.***" Second, the SCCS
assumption that stroke events do not increase the probability of death was violated in our study. However,
we minimized this bias by including these patients in the analysis using the Farrington adjustment.*
Third, we may have missed some beneficiaries with stroke outcomes or misclassified some beneficiaries
who died before the end of follow-up because of delayed reporting. However, we accounted for claims
delay in the calculation of the study end date for each outcome. Fourth, we conducted multiple tests
which may increase the likelihood of detecting statistically significant results when there was no el evated
risk. Finally, while we accounted for seasonality in the stroke outcomes, there may be additional bias
from unmeasured time-varying covariates, such as circulating COV1D-19 and influenza virus variants that
may have altered therisk of stroke.

In our research on U.S. Medicare beneficiaries aged >65, the primary analysis did not find any
statistically significant association of stroke following administration of COVID-19 mRNA bivalent
vaccines. Our study found asmall increase in the risk of NHS following high-dose/adjuvanted influenza
vaccines. Overall our study supports the safety profile of the COVID-19 mRNA bivalent vaccines, and
suggests the need for additional investigations into the safety of high-dose/adjuvanted influenza vaccines.
The clinical significance of the slightly elevated NHS risk foll owing influenza vaccination should be
considered in the context of the risk of NHS foll owing influenzainfection in this popul ation. However,
our study results, in combination with the known benefits of COVID-19 and influenza vaccination, do not

change the conclusion that the benefits of these vaccines outweigh their risks in persons >65 years.
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TABLESAND FIGURES

Table 1. Summary of Demographics, Socio-Economic Status, Residence, Health Status, and Healthcare
Utilization of COVID-19 Bivaent Vaccinated Medicare Beneficiaries with Stroke Outcomes in the
Primary Analysis, by Vaccine Brand

BNT162B2; WT/OMI

i BA.4/BA.5 mMRNA-1273.222
atient
Characteristics NHS TIA '\#AS\/ HS NHS TIA NFTAS\/ HS
ORI CON A LI CORIICORIICOR AR IICD)
Total 1796 1606 2977 525 1090 1035 1811 283
Age
586 497 969 182 352 315 579 106
65-74 (32.63) | (30.95) | (32.55) | (34.67) | (32.29) | (30.43) | (31.97) | (37.46)
732 706 1,251 218 474 507 830 103
75-84 (40.76) | (43.96) | (42.02) | (41.52) | (43.49) | (48.99) | (45.83) | (36.40)
478 403 757 125 264 213 402 74
85+ (26.61) | (25.09) | (25.43) | (23.81) | (24.22) | (20.58) | (22.20) | (26.15)
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Missing/Unknown (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00)
Sex

995 949 1,601 248 588 536 971 140

Female (55.40) | (59.09) | (56.80) | (47.24) | (53.94) | (51.79) | (53.62) | (49.47)
801 657 1,286 277 502 499 840 143
Male (44.60) | (40.91) | (43.20) | (52.76) | (46.06) | (48.21) | (46.38) | (50.53)
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Missing/Unknown (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00)
Race/Ethnicity
39 20 56 * 18 14 25 *
Asian (217) | (1.25) | (1.89) *) (1.65) | (1.35) | (1.38) *)
113 69 153 22 51 28 77 *
Black (6.29) | (4.30) | (5.14) | (4.19) | (4.68) | (2.71) | (4.25) *)
* * * * * * * 0
Hispanic *) *) *) *) *) *) *) (0.00)
Alaskan
Native/Native * * * 0 * * * *
American *) *) *) (0.00) *) *) *) *)
1,553 1,449 2,625 467 965 945 1,623 246
White (86.47) | (90.22) | (88.18) | (88.95) | (88.53) | (91.30) | (89.62) | (86.93)
36 21 52 14 24 14 32 13
Other (2.00) | (1.31) | (175 | (267) | (2.20) | (1.35) | (L.77) | (4.59)
40 39 70 11 25 28 43 *
Missing/Unknown (223) | (243) | (2.35) | (2.10) | (2.29) | (2.71) | (2.37) *)
Urban/Rural
1,568 1,352 2,563 456 871 809 1,437 237
Urban (87.31) | (84.18) | (86.09) | (86.86) | (79.91) | (78.16) | (79.35) | (83.75)
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* * * * * * * 46

Rural *) *) *) *) *) *) (*) | (16.25)
* * * * * * * 0
Missing/Unknown *) (*) *) *) *) *) (*) | (0.00
HHS Region
153 136 251 32 8l 82 142 19
Region 1 (852) | (8.47) | (843) | (6.10) | (743) | (7.92) | (7.84) | (6.70)
153 127 242 51 99 88 159 28
Region 2 (852 | (7.91) | (8.13) | (9.71) | (9.08) | (850) | (8.78) | (9.89)
250 196 391 66 161 127 250 46
Region 3 (13.92) | (12.20) | (13.13) | (12.57) | (14.77) | (12.27) | (13.80) | (16.25)
300 292 527 85 211 210 354 43
Region 4 (16.70) | (18.18) | (17.70) | (16.19) | (19.36) | (20.29) | (19.55) | (16.96)
392 298 610 110 195 174 316 52
Region 5 (21.83) | (18.56) | (20.49) | (20.95) | (17.89) | (16.81) | (17.45) | (18.37)
136 124 224 37 87 106 160 29
Region 6 (7.57) | (7.72) | (7.52) | (7.05) | (7.98) | (10.24) | (8.83) | (10.25)
99 86 161 22 44 42 73 *
Region 7 (551) | (6.35) | (541) | (419) | (4.04) | (4.06) | (4.03 *)
* * * 25 * 35 * *
Region 8 *) *) (*) | (47 | () | B33 | (%) *)
169 186 307 75 129 135 229 39
Region 9 (9.41) | (11.58) | (10.31) | (14.29) | (11.83) | (13.04) | (12.64) | (13.78)
80 87 146 22 54 36 80 *
Region 10 (4.45) | (542) | (4.90) | (419) | (4.95) | (348) | (442 | (%)
* * * O * 0 * 0
Missing/Unknown *) *) *) (0.00) *) (0.00) *) (0.00)
Dual-Eligibility Status**
67 54 97 21 33 34 57 *
Dual-Eligible (3.73) | (3.36) | (3.26) | (4.00) | (3.03) | (329 | (315 | (%)

1,729 | 1552 | 2,880 | 504 | 1,057 | 1,001 | 1,754 *
Non-Dual-Eligible | (96.27) | (96.64) | (96.74) | (96.00) | (96.97) | (96.71) | (96.85) | (*)

Area Deprivation Index (ADI) Rank
1-10 (lowest level of

deprivation or 304 283 525 99 187 170 307 51
disadvantage) (16.93) | (17.62) | (17.64) | (18.86) | (17.16) | (16.43) | (16.95) | (18.02)
279 253 467 84 164 157 279 42
11-20 (15.53) | (15.75) | (15.69) | (16.00) | (15.05) | (15.17) | (15.41) | (14.84)
261 218 426 91 158 155 268 34
21-30 (14.53) | (13.57) | (14.31) | (17.33) | (14.50) | (14.98) | (14.80) | (12.01)
245 199 382 67 130 115 212 38
31-40 (13.64) | (12.39) | (12.83) | (12.76) | (11.93) | (11.11) | (11.72) | (13.43)
189 170 312 51 109 114 187 35
41-50 (10.52) | (10.59) | (10.48) | (9.71) | (10.00) | (11.01) | (10.33) | (12.37)
150 156 257 59 88 93 147 22
51-60 (8.35) | (9.71) | (8.63) | (11.24) | (8.07) | (8.99) | (8.12) | (7.77)
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140 | 110 | 218 25 71 72 117 *
61-70 (7.80) | (6.85) | (7.32) | (4.76) | (651) | (6.96) | (6.46) | (*)
85 % 156 14 68 59 113 19
71-80 (473) | (560) | (5.24) | (2.67) | (6.24) | (5.70) | (6.24) | (6.71)
54 56 93 * 48 51 82 16
81-90 (301) | (349 | (312 | (*) | (4.40) | (493) | (453) | (5.65)
48 31 70 * 31 23 48 *
91-100 (267) | (193) | (235 | (*) | (284 | (222 | (265) | (*)
1 40 71 14 36 26 51 *

Missing/Unknown (2.28) | (2.49) | (2.38) | (267) | (330) | (251) | (282 | ()
M edicar e Status

Aged-in without 1,670 1,520 2,793 481 1,016 976 1,697 267
ESRD (92.98) | (94.65) | (93.82) | (91.62) | (93.21) | (94.30) | (93.71) | (94.35)
Aged & Disabled * * * * 0 0 0 0
with ESRD *) *) *) *) (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00)
Disabled without 125 83 182 42 74 59 114 16
ESRD (6.96) | (5.17) | (6.11) | (8.00) | (6.79) | (5.70) | (6.29) | (5.65)
* * * * O 0 O 0
Missing/Unknown *) *) *) (*) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00)
M edical Conditions (0-365 days prior to vaccination date)
130 136 244 32 65 95 135 25
Asthma (7.24) | (8.47) | (8.20) | (6.10) | (5.96) | (9.18) | (7.45) | (8.83)
216 166 337 69 122 108 194 35
COPD (12.03) | (10.34) | (11.32) | (13.14) | (11.19) | (10.43) | (10.71) | (12.37)
Chronic Kidney 474 414 751 154 310 236 473 76
Disease (26.39) | (25.78) | (25.23) | (29.33) | (28.44) | (22.80) | (26.12) | (26.86)
310 308 544 83 179 183 307 49
Depression (17.26) | (19.18) | (18.27) | (15.81) | (16.42) | (17.68) | (16.95) | (17.31)
113 108 190 30 68 66 114 22
Gout (6.29) | (6.72) | (6.38) | (5.71) | (6.24) | (6.38) | (6.29) | (7.77)
236 198 367 103 161 121 238 63
Heart Failure (13.14) | (12.33) | (12.33) | (19.62) | (14.77) | (11.69) | (13.14) | (22.26)

360 | 366 | 620 | 123 | 221 | 241 | 389 65
Hypercholesterolemia | (20.04) | (22.79) | (20.83) | (23.43) | (20.28) | (23.29) | (21.48) | (22.97)

1,379 | 1,193 | 2,235 416 842 773 1,384 227

Hypothyroidism (76.78) | (74.28) | (75.08) | (79.24) | (77.25) | (74.69) | (76.42) | (80.21)
425 437 735 116 243 255 425 72
Hypertension (23.66) | (27.21) | (24.69) | (22.10) | (22.29) | (24.64) | (23.47) | (25.44)
ITP *) *) *) *) *) *) *) *)
Impaired Mobility *) *) *) *) *) *) *) *)
Ischemic Heart 85 66 130 36 53 73 106 13
Disease (473) | (4.11) | (4.37) | (6.86) | (4.86) | (7.05) | (5.85) | (4.59)

414 | 325 | 637 | 141 | 221 | 209 | 362 75
Nicotine Dependency | (23.05) | (20.24) | (21.40) | (26.86) | (20.28) | (20.19) | (19.99) | (26.50)
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373 | 338 | 623 | 127 | 244 | 218 | 394 57
Obesity (20.77) | (21.05) | (20.93) | (24.19) | (22.39) | (21.06) | (21.76) | (20.14)

Charlson Comor bidity I ndex
448 386 749 113 267 294 470 55

0 (24.94) | (24.03) | (25.16) | (21.52) | (24.50) | (28.41) | (25.95) | (19.43)
320 277 524 78 188 198 329 48

1 (17.82) | (17.25) | (17.60) | (14.86) | (17.25) | (19.13) | (18.17) | (16.96)
299 305 528 82 189 171 316 38

2 (16.65) | (18.99) | (17.74) | (15.62) | (17.34) | (16.52) | (17.45) | (13.43)
220 230 387 68 137 113 213 46

3 (12.25) | (14.32) | (13.00) | (12.95) | (12.57) | (10.92) | (11.76) | (16.25)
191 148 295 59 101 100 176 36

4 (10.63) | (9.22) | (9.91) | (11.24) | (9.27) | (9.66) | (9.72) | (12.72)
318 260 494 125 208 159 307 60

5+ (17.71) | (16.19) | (16.59) | (23.81) | (19.08) | (15.36) | (16.95) | (21.20)

Prior COVID-19 diagnosis

In the 30 days prior 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

to outcome (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00)

In the 31-365 days 187 | 233 | 351 | 60 | 112 | 139 | 214 | 42

prior to outcome (10.41) | (14.51) | (11.79) | (11.43) | (10.28) | (13.43) | (11.82) | (14.84)

Prior I nfluenza diagnosis

In the 30 days prior * * * * * * * *

to outcome *) *) *) *) *) *) *) *)

In the 31-365 days * * * * * * * *

prior to outcome (*) *) *) *) *) *) *) *)

Concomitant I nfluenza Vaccination (same day as bivalent booster)
511 466 864 150 268 228 440 64

High-dose (28.45) | (29.02) | (29.02) | (28.57) | (24.59) | (22.03) | (24.30) | (22.61)
286 238 465 95 164 134 261 34
Adjuvanted (15.92) | (14.82) | (15.62) | (18.10) | (15.05) | (12.95) | (14.41) | (12.01)
Recombinant *) *) *) *) *) *) *) *)
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Live-attenuated (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00)
* * 12 * * * * *
Cell-cultured *) (*) | (40 | () *) *) *) *)
19 15 27 * * * * *
Standard (1.06) | (0.93) | (0.91) | (*) *) *) *) *)
815 720 1,354 248 432 364 700 100
Unknown (45.38) | (44.83) | (45.48) | (47.24) | (39.63) | (35.17) | (38.65) | (35.34)
Other vaccine (administered in risk/contral intervals)
Pneumococcal 47 45 83 14 45 34 71 *
vaccine (2.62) | (2.80) | (2.79) | (2.67) | (413) | (3.29) | (3.92) *)

Abbreviations: BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5, Pfizer COVID-19 BivalentmRNA-1273.222, Moderna COVID-19 Bivalent;
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HS, hemorrhagic stroke; NHS, non-hemorrhagic stroke; TIA, transient ischemic attacks; ADI, area deprivations index; ESRD,
end-stage renal disease; COPD, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; COVID-19, coronavirus 2019
* Outcome counts of 10 or fewer and associated statistics are masked to protect the anonymity of the data.
** Reflects beneficiaries’ dual eligibility for Medicare and Medicaid plan benefits.
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Figure 1. Risk of Stroke Following COVID-19 Bivaent Vaccines: Summary of Primary Analysis and

BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA.4/BA.5 mRNA-1273.222
Primary Analyste IRR (95 % CI) IRR (95 % Cl)
NHS
1-21 Day Risk Window 1.06 (0.94, 1.19) —— 0.88 (0.75, 1.03) ——
22-42 Day Risk Window 1.05 (0.94, 1.18) —_— 1.06 (0.92, 1.23) —_—
TIA
1-21 Day Risk Window 1.08 (0.96, 1.22) — 1.00 (0.94, 1.27) ——
22-42 Day Risk Window 1.02 (0.91, 1.16) —_— 1.12(0.97, 1.31) —_—
NHS/TIA
1-21 Day Risk Window 1.07 (0.98, 1.17) —— 0.99 (0.88, 1.11) ——
22-42 Day Risk Window 1.04 (0.95, 1.13) — 1.08 (0.98, 1.21) [
HS
1-21 Day Risk Window 0.88 (0.68, 1.12) —_— 0.72 (0.52, 1.01) —————
22-42 Day Risk Window 0.98 (0.78, 1.23) —_— 0.83 (0.64, 1.13) e —
¢ itant HD/AD Infi Vaccine Subgroup Analysi: IRR (95 % Cl) IRR (95 % Cl)
NHS
1-21 Day Risk Window
Concomitant Flu Vaccine 1.19 (1.00, 1.42) —_— 0.89 (0.69, 1.14) —_—
No Concomitant Flu Vaccine 0.95 (0.81, 1.12) —_— 0.88 (0.71, 1.08) —_—
22-42 Day Risk Window
Concomitant Flu Vaccine 1.20 (1.01, 1.42) —_——— 1.00 (0.79, 1.27) —_——
No Concomitant Flu Vaccine 0.94 (0.80, 1.10) —_—— 1.11(0.92, 1.34) —_—
TIA
1-21 Day Risk Window
Concomitant Flu Vaccine 1.06 (0.88, 1.27) o 1.35(1.06, 1.74) _—
No Concomitant Flu Vaccine 1.11(0.95, 1.31) —_— 0.99 (0.82, 1.20) —_—
22-42 Day Risk Window
Concomitant Flu Vaccine 0.98 (0.81, 1.18) —— 1.21 (0.94, 1.56) —_—>
No Concomitant Flu Vaccine 1.06 (0.90, 1.25) _—r 1.09 (0.90, 1.31) _—
NHS/TIA
1-21 Day Risk Window
Concomitant Flu Vaccine 1.13(0.98, 1.29) _—— 1.09 (0.90, 1.31) _—
No Concomitant Flu Vaccine 1.02 (0.90, 1.15) _ 0.94 (0.80, 1.09) T
22-42 Day Risk Window
Concomitant Flu Vaceine 1.08 (0.94, 1.24) —— 1.06 (0.8, 1.27) L
No Concemitant Flu Vaccine 0.99(0.87, 1.12) —_— 1.10 (0.95, 1.27) —_—
HS
1-21 Day Risk Window
Concomitant Flu Vaccine 0.96 (0,67, 1.39) 0.80 (0.45, 1.43)
No Concomitant Flu Vaccine 0.85 (0.80, 1.20) - 070 (0.46, 1.06) <——s——
22-42 Day Risk Window
Concomitant Flu Vaccine 1.26(0.92, 1.74) T > |[084(048, 144)
No Concomitant Flu Vaccine 0.76 (0.54, 1.06) A 083 (0.57, 1.22) B R
0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4

Incidence Rate Ratio

Concomitant High-Dose/Adjuvanted Influenza V accination Subgroup Analysis

Abbreviations:

HS, hemorrhagic stroke; NHS, non-hemorrhagic stroke; TIA, transient ischemic attacks; IRR, Incident rate ratio; 95% Cl, 95%
Confidence interval; HD, high-dose influenza vaccine; AD, adjuvanted influenza vaccine, IRR’s were obtained using Conditional
Poisson regression comparing the risk to the control interval.
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Figure 2. Risk of Stroke Following COVID-19 Bivalent Vaccines: Summary of Age Subgroup and
Seasonality Adjusted Analyses

BNT162b2; WT/OMI BA_4/BA.5 mRNA-1273.222
Age Subgroup Analysis IRR (95 % CI) IRR (95 % Cl)
NHS
1-21 Day Risk Window
Age B5-74 1.14 (0.93, 1.40) — 0.85 (0.64, 1.13) — .
Age 75-B4 0.84 (0.69, 1.03) 2 0.89 {0.70, 1.13) ——
Age B5+ 1.36 (1.09, 1.69) —_— > 0.91 {0.66, 1.25) —_—
2242 Day Risk Window
Age 65-T4 1.08 (0.88, 1.32) —— 1.24 (0.96, 1.58) O —
Age 75-84 1.06 (0.89, 1.27) — 1.41(0.89, 1.38) —_—
Age 8o+ 1.00 (0.78, 1.27) —_— 0.77 (0.55, 1.06) _—
TIA
1-21 Day Risk Window
Age B5-74 1.05 (0.84, 1.31) — . . 1.04 (0.79, 1.38) —_— .
Age 75-84 1.06 (0.88, 1.27) —— 1.05 (0,84, 1.30) ——
Age B5+ 1.20 (0.95, 1.51) —— 1.29 {0.93, 1.79) —_—
22-42 Day Risk Window
Age 6574 1.08 (0.87, 1.34) —_— 1.21(0.93, 1.58) —_—
Age 75-84 1.04 (0.86, 1.25) —_— 1.03 (0.83, 1.27) —_——
Age B5+ 0.95 (0.74, 1.22) —_— 1.27 (0.92, 1.77) —_—
NHSITIA
1-21 Day Risk Window
Age B5-74 1.11 (0.95, 1.30) —_— 0.94 (0.76, 1.17) —_—
Age 75-84 0.93 (0.80, 1.07) —. 0.95 (0.80, 1.14) —
Age 85+ 1.28 (1.08, 1.52) —_—— 1.10 {0.87, 1.41) —_—
22-42 Day Risk Window
Age 65-74 1.08 (0.93, 1.27) —_— 1.22 (1.01, 1.49) —_——
Age 75-B4 1.05 (0.91, 1.20) —_— 1.08 (0.92, 1.28) —_—
Age B5+ 0.96 (0.79, 1.16) — 0.87 (0.67, 1.13) —_—
HS
1=21 Day Risk Window
Age B5-74 0.99 (0.86, 1.47) 0.56 (0.32, 1.00) —_—
Age 75-84 0.82 (0.56, 1.21) 0.69 (0.39, 1.21)
Age 85+ 0.77 (0.43, 1.38) 1.19 (0.64, 2.24)
22-42 Day Risk Window
Age 65-T4 115 (0.79, 1.67) 0.73 (0.44, 1.21)
Age 75-B4 0.89 (0.62, 1.27) 0.69 (0.40, 1.17)
Age Bo+ 0.85 (0.51, 1.43) 1.24 (0.69, 2.22)
Seasonality Adjusted Analysis IRR {95 % C1) IRR (95 % CI)
NHS
1-21 Day Risk Window 1.09 (0,97, 1.23) —_— 0.90 {0.77, 1.06) —_—
22-42 Day Risk Window 1.08 (0.94, 1.19) —_—— 1.07 (0.92, 1.24) —_—
TIA
1-21 Day Risk Window 1.08 (0.96, 1.22) —_— 1.08 (0.93, 1.27) —_—
22-42 Day Risk Window 1.01 (0.89, 1.14) —_— 1.10 {0.95, 1.28) —_—
NHSMTA
1-21 Diay Risk Window 1.10 (1.00, 1.20) L 1.01 {0.90, 1.14) —
22-42 Day Risk Window 1.04 (0.95, 1.14) —— 1.08 (0,97, 1.21) e ——
HS
1-21 Day Risk Window 0.90 (0.70, 1.15) —_— 0.74 (0.53, 1.04) —_——
22-42 Day Risk Window 0.99 (0.79, 1.25) —_— 0.84 (0.62, 1.15) —_—
06 08 10 12 14 06 e 10 12 14

Incidence Rate Ratio

Abbreviations:

HS, hemorrhagic stroke; NHS, non-hemorrhagic stroke; TIA, transient ischemic attacks; IRR, Incident rate ratio; 95% Cl, 95%
Confidence interval; HD, high-dose influenza vaccine; AD, adjuvanted influenza vaccine, IRR’s were obtained using Conditional
Poisson regression comparing the risk to the control interval.

24


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.10.23296624

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.10.23296624; this version posted October 15, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Figure 3. Risk of Stroke Following High-Dose/Adjuvanted Influenza Vaccines: Summary of Primary
Analysis and no Concomitant COVID-19 Bivaent Vaccine Subgroup Analysis

Primary Analysis
NHS

High-Dose/Adjuvanted Influenza Vaccine

IRR (95 % CI)

1-21 Day Risk Window 1.02 (0.96, 1.10) e ————
22-42 Day Risk Window 1.09 (1.02, 1.17) —_—
TIA

1-21 Day Risk Window 1.03 (0.96, 1.11) —r—
22-42 Day Risk Window 0.99 (0.92, 1.06) ———

NHS/TIA

1-21 Day Risk Window 1.03 (0.98, 1.09) L

22-42 Day Risk Window 1.05 (1.00, 1.11) o

HS
1-21 Day Risk Window
22-42 Day Risk Window

No Concomitant COVID-19 Bivalent Vaccine

NHS

0.96 (0.83, 1.11) =
1.05 (0.92, 1.20)

IRR (95 % Cl)

1-21 Day Risk Window 1.01 (0.94, 1.10) _
22-42 Day Risk Window 1.08 (1.00, 1.17) —_—
TIA

1-21 Day Risk Window 1.01 (0.93, 1.09) —_——

22-42 Day Risk Window 0.97 (0.90, 1.06) —_———

NHS/TIA

1-21 Day Risk Window 1.01 (0.95, 1.07) —_——

22-42 Day Risk Window 1.04 (0.98, 1.11) el

HS
1-21 Day Risk Window
22-42 Day Risk Window

0.99 (0.84, 1.17) .
1.04 (0.89, 1.21) .

08 09 10 11 12
Incidence Rate Ratio
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Abbreviations:

HS, hemorrhagic stroke; NHS, non-hemorrhagic stroke; TIA, transient ischemic attacks; IRR, Incident rate ratio; 95% Cl, 95%
Confidence interval; HD, high-dose influenza vaccine; AD, adjuvanted influenza vaccine, IRR’s were obtained using Conditional
Poisson regression comparing the risk to the control interval.
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Figure 4. Risk of Stroke Following High-Dose/Adjuvanted Influenza V accines: Summary of Age
Subgroup and Seasonality Adjusted Analyses

High-Dose/Adjuvanted Influenza Vaccine
Age Subgroup Analysis IRR (95 % CI)
NHS
1-21 Day Risk Window
Age B5-74 1.0 (0.97, 1.24) ——
Age 7504 0.95 (0.86, 1.06) —_——
Age 85+ 1.08 (0.94, 1.23) —_———
22-42 Day Risk Window
Age 65-74 1.16 (1.03, 1.30) — .
Age 75-84 1.03 (0.93, 1.14) —_——
Age 85+ 1.14 (1.01, 1.30) —
TIA
1-21 Day Risk Window
Age 65-74 1.12 (0.99, 1.28) —_—
Age 75-84 0.92 (0.83, 1.02) ————————
Age 85+ 117 (1.02, 1.34) -
22-42 Day Risk Window
Age 65-74 1.12(0.99, 1.27) e
Age 75-84 0.94 (0.84, 1.04) —_—
Age 85+ 0.94 (0.81, 1.09) —_——
NHS/TIA
1-21 Day Risk Window
Age 65-74 1.10 (1.00, 1.21) ———
Age 75-84 0.94 (0.87, 1.02) —_—
Age 85+ 112 (1.01, 1.24) —.—
22-42 Day Risk Window
Age 85-74 1.16 (1.06, 1.28) —_——
Age 75-84 0.97 (0.90, 1.05) —
Age 85+ 1.06 (0.96, 1.17) _——
HS
1-21 Day Risk Window
Age 85-74 1.05 (0.81, 1.36)
Age 75-84 0.84 (0.67, 1.05)
Age 85+ 1.08 (0.81, 1.44)
22-42 Day Risk Window
Age 65-74 1.31 (1.04, 1.65) -
Age 75-84 0.88 (0.71, 1.09)
Age 85+ 1.06 (0.81, 1.40)
Seasonality Adjusted Analysis IRR (95 % CI)
NHS
1-21 Day Risk Window 1.05 (0.98, 1.13) —_—
22-42 Day Risk Window 1.10(1.03, 1.17) —_—
TIA
1-21 Day Risk Window 1.05 (0.98, 1.12) —_——
22-42 Day Risk Window 0.98 (0.91, 1.05) —
NHS/TIA
1-21 Day Risk Window 1.06 (1.00, 1.12) ——
22-42 Day Risk Window 1.05 (1.00, 1.11) —
HS
1-21 Day Risk Window 1.01(0.88, 1.17) _—
22-42 Day Risk Window 1.07 (0.93, 1.23) I
06 08 10 12 14

Incidence Rate Ratio

Abbreviations:

HS, hemorrhagic stroke; NHS, non-hemorrhagic stroke; TIA, transient ischemic attacks; IRR, Incident rate ratio; 95% Cl, 95%
Confidence interval; HD, high-dose influenza vaccine; AD, adjuvanted influenza vaccine, IRR’s were obtained using Conditional
Poisson regression comparing the risk to the control interval.
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