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ABSTRACT 

Recent data have shown elevated infection rates in several subpopulations at risk of            

SARS-CoV-2 infection and COVID-19, including immunocompromised (IC) individuals.  Previous 

research suggests that IC persons have reduced risks of hospitalization and medically-attended 

COVID-19 with 2 doses of mRNA-1273 (SpikeVax; Moderna) compared to two doses of 

BNT162b2 (Comirnaty; Pfizer/BioNTech).  The main objective of this retrospective cohort study 

was to compare real-world effectiveness of third doses of mRNA-1273 versus BNT162b2 at 

multiple time points on occurrence of COVID-19 hospitalization and medically-attended   

COVID-19 among IC adults in the US.  The HealthVerity (HV) medical and pharmacy claims 

database, which contains data from >330 million patients, was the data source.  Both subgroup 

and sensitivity analyses were conducted in addition to the core comparisons noted.  In 

propensity score-adjusted analyses, receiving mRNA-1273 vs BNT162b2 as third dose was 

associated with 32% (relative risk [RR] 0.68; 95% confidence interval [CI] 0.51-0.89) , 29% (0.71; 

0.57-0.86), and 23% (0.77; 0.62-0.93) lower risk of COVID-19 hospitalization after 90, 180, and 

270 days, respectively. Corresponding reductions in medically-attended COVID-19 were 8% 

(0.92; 0.86-0.98), 6% (0.94; 0.90-0.98), and 2% (0.98; 0.94-1.02), respectively.  Our findings 

suggest a third dose of mRNA-1273 is more effective than a third dose of BNT162b2 in 

preventing COVID-19 hospitalization and breakthrough medically-attended COVID-19 among IC 

adults in the US. 

 

Keywords:  COVID-19; immunocompromised; mRNA-1273; SARS-CoV-2; vaccine effectiveness 

 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted January 31, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.30.24302015doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.30.24302015


Sun et al. Third dose vaccination in immunocompromised SARS-COV2 infection 

3 

 

INTRODUCTION 

By September 2023, the United States (US) had registered >6 million cumulative 

hospitalizations due to cases of severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) 

infection and novel coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), and >1 million associated deaths [1]. 

Although the availability of two mRNA vaccines, mRNA-1273 (SpikeVax; Moderna) and 

BNT162b2 (Comirnaty; Pfizer/BioNTech), has proved to be a critical tool against SARS-CoV-2 

infection and COVID-19, there is a paucity of real-world data on the long-term effectiveness of 

vaccination. Recent data have shown increasing rates of infection in certain subpopulations at 

elevated risk of COVID-19 related morbidity and mortality, including immunocompromised 

individuals [2]. 

The safety and efficacy of two doses of both mRNA-1273 and BNT162b2 in reducing the risk of 

SARS-CoV-2 infection and of severe outcomes from COVID-19 in the general population and in 

adolescents has been demonstrated in phase 3 clinical trials [3-5] and in real-world studies      

[6, 7]. These results subsequently have been replicated in further observational studies, 

providing continued real-world evidence of the protective effects of two doses of both mRNA 

vaccines against SARS-CoV-2 infection, COVID-19 related hospitalization, and in-hospital 

mortality, despite the emergence of variants [6, 8, 9]. 

However, although high vaccine efficacy (VE) has been reported for both mRNA vaccines in the 

general population, these trials excluded immunocompromised (IC) individuals, such as those 

with underlying immunocompromising conditions and those prescribed immune-modifying 

therapies [10, 11]. Subsequent real-world data in the vaccinated IC population receiving two 

doses showed attenuated VE, with a higher risk of infection, hospitalization, death, persistent 

infection and shedding, viral evolution, reduced antibody and neutralization titers, and 

infection of household contacts [12]. In addition, observational data have suggested that there 

is a progressive dose- and time-dependent reduction in protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection 

among persons receiving a primary series of two doses [13-15]. 

In view of these increased risks, third and fourth doses of mRNA-based vaccines have been 

investigated in this vulnerable group [16] and, accordingly, both mRNA-1273 (50 or 100 μg; 
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individuals aged ≥18 years) and BNT162b2 (30 μg; individuals aged ≥12 years) have been 

authorized and recommended for administration of a third primary dose ≥1 month after 

completion of the primary series in moderately to severely IC individuals [17, 18]. 

Our previous study showed that IC persons had reduced risks of hospitalization and medically-

attended COVID-19 with two doses of mRNA-1273 compared to two doses of BNT162b2 [19], 

and the present study is an update assessing the comparative effectiveness of a third dose of 

both mRNA vaccines, regardless of number of doses included in the primary series. A matched 

cohort study showed that three doses of mRNA-1273 were associated with a significantly 

higher relative vaccine effectiveness (rVE) against SARS-CoV-2 infection and severe COVID-19 

related outcomes compared to two doses, not only across subgroups of demographic and 

clinical characteristics but also in immunocompromised individuals [20, 21], and other studies 

have suggested that a third dose of BNT162b2 is safe and effective in preventing severe COVID-

19-related outcomes [22, 23]. 

Previous influenza vaccine trials have demonstrated that high dose vaccines lead to improved 

immune responses in IC individuals compared with standard dose vaccines, which suggests that 

a high dose vaccine offers greater effectiveness for IC populations [24]. Although both mRNA-

1273 and BNT162b2 employ the same mode of action, the composition of each vaccine is 

different, with the mRNA dosage and type of lipid nanoparticles used in the delivery system 

differing between vaccines. Also, the mRNA-1273 primary series contained 100 μg of mRNA 

vaccine and 50 μg for the booster [17], whereas BNT162b2 contained 30 μg of mRNA vaccine 

for each primary and booster dose [18]. Observational studies have shown differences between 

the two mRNA vaccines both in terms of immune response [25] and clinical effectiveness [19] in 

IC populations [24]. 

Study objective 

The primary objective of this study was to compare real-world effectiveness of a third dose of 

mRNA-1273 versus a third dose of BNT162b2 at multiple time points (90, 180, and 270 days 

after start of follow-up) on occurrence of COVID-19 hospitalization and of medically-attended 

breakthrough COVID-19 among adults in the US who are immunocompromised and have 

received two doses of mRNA-based vaccine.  
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METHODS 

Study design 

This was a retrospective cohort study designed to compare real-world effectiveness of a third 

dose of mRNA-1273 versus a third dose of BNT162b2 on COVID-19 hospitalization and 

medically-attended breakthrough COVID-19 among US adults who are immunocompromised 

and have already received two doses of mRNA-based COVID-19 vaccines. The data source for 

this study was the HealthVerity (HV) aggregated and anonymized medical and pharmacy claims 

database, which holds data from >150 US healthcare payers for >330 million patients. Claims 

were drawn from the time period December 11, 2020 through August 31, 2022, a period which 

saw the emergence of dominant SARS-CoV-2 variants [26]. All available data of eligible patients 

were used in the derivation of baseline variables which were not otherwise defined or 

specified. At the time of data abstraction, the HV database contained approximately 3 million 

individuals with a third dose of mRNA-1273 and 4 million individuals with a third dose of 

BNT162b2, identified in HV closed-claim data feeds.  

The sample of patients identified from closed claims (specifically private source 20) was 

enriched with an additional claims data feed (private source 17) linked through HealthVerity.  

This additional data feed includes adjudicated pharmacy claims sourced from a pharmacy 

benefit manager (PBM) and an associated pharmacy enrollment file. For a proportion 

(approximately 23%) of patients in private source 17, adjudicated medical claims are linked to 

the pharmacy enrollment file. For patients with linked medical claims in private source 17, 

100% of adjudicated medical claims (i.e., all claims for those patients) are observable over the 

period in which a patient is enrolled in the PBM plan. 

The index date (day 0) was defined as the day when study participants received a third dose of 

COVID-19 vaccine, either BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273. The baseline period was defined as the 

one-year period prior to index date. The start of follow-up was defined as 14 days after the 

index date. Patients were followed until the earliest of (a) receiving any additional COVID-19 

vaccine, (b) observed occurrence of study outcome(s), (c) the date of a break in continuous 

enrollment in a study participant’s health plan, or (d) August 31, 2022 (Figure 1). 
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Study Population 

The study population included IC adults in the US who had received three doses of mRNA-based 

COVID-19 vaccines (mRNA-1273 and BNT162b2) irrespective of the combination of the vaccines 

(e.g., three homologous mRNA-1273 or BNT162b2, or a heterologous combination of these), 

with the third dose considered the vaccine dose of interest, and the date of that dose 

establishing the index date. Immunocompromised individuals also were required to have been 

continuously enrolled in both medical and pharmacy insurance for at least one year before 

receiving the third dose and identified as immunocompromised on or before receiving the third 

dose.  

Inclusion criteria 

Individuals were eligible for inclusion in the analysis if they were aged ≥ 18 years on the index 

date, had continuous enrollment in medical or pharmacy plans during a 365-day baseline 

period prior to and including index date (i.e., no gaps were allowed), and had evidence of 

having received three doses of mRNA-based COVID-19, the first dose being on or after 

December 11, 2020. The required window between the first and second dose was determined 

by the combination of the first two doses: 28 ± 5-days for homologous 2 doses of mRNA-1273, 

21 ± 5-days for homologous two doses of BNT162b2, and 28 ± 5-days for heterologous two 

doses. The third dose must have been received at least 42 days after the second dose.  In 

addition, individuals had to be identified as immunocompromised based on evidence of one or 

more of the following criteria [19]: (a) blood or stem cell transplant in the two years prior to the 

index date; (b) history of organ transplant and taking immunosuppressive therapy within the 60 

days prior to index date; (c) active cancer treatment in the 180 days prior to index date with an 

active cancer diagnosis in the 365 days prior to treatment; (d) prior history of a primary 

immunodeficiency disorder (e.g., for conditions such as DiGeorge syndrome and Wiskott-

Aldrich syndrome); (e) history of an HIV diagnosis code prior to index date; or (f) 

immunosuppressive therapy in the 60 days prior to the index date.   
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Exclusion criteria 

Individuals were excluded from the analysis if there was any evidence of the following: (a) 

receiving a non-mRNA COVID-19 vaccine up to and including the index date; (b) receipt of >1 

mRNA vaccine dose on day 0; (c) receipt of any COVID-19 vaccine during day 1 through day 13, 

inclusive; (d) COVID-19 or related infectious disease during day 0 through day 13, inclusive; (e) 

missing or unknown sex or age on the index date; or (f) missing or unknown geographic region. 

Exposure 

The comparison cohort was defined as those individuals who received the mRNA-1273 vaccine 

as the third dose after completion of two primary doses of mRNA-based COVID-19 vaccines 

within the time window specified above. The third dose could be either 50 µg or 100 µg of 

vaccine, depending on whether it was administered as part of a three-dose primary series or as 

a two-dose primary series with 100 µg dosing followed by a 50 µg booster dose. The reference 

cohort was defined as individuals who received the BNT162b vaccine as their third dose after 

completing two primary mRNA-based COVID-19 vaccines. Vaccine administrations were 

identified using Current Procedural Terminology (CPT) and/or National Drug Code (NDC) codes, 

with time windows between doses based on health authority recommendation [27]. The list of 

relevant codes is provided in Supplemental Table 1. For the first two doses, only the primary 

series codes were used. As noted previously, the third mRNA based COVID-19 vaccine dose was 

allowed to be either part of a three-dose primary series (as recommended for the IC 

population) or a booster dose administered following a two-dose primary series.  

Outcomes 

Breakthrough COVID-19 hospitalization was identified based on presence of an International 

Classification of Diseases, 10
th

 edition (ICD-10) diagnosis code for COVID-19 (U07.1) in any 

diagnosis field coincident with a hospitalization episode. HV does not include an inpatient 

indicator in medical claims for de-identification purposes. Inpatient claims were distinguished 

from outpatient claims by place of service, revenue code and bill type codes. The 

hospitalization episode was created by combining concurrent/adjacent inpatient claims with a 

4-day allowable gap. To increase specificity, we further required evidence of respiratory distress 

during the same episode, such as bronchitis, cough, or use of supplemental oxygen [28,29]. The 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted January 31, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.30.24302015doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.30.24302015


Sun et al. Third dose vaccination in immunocompromised SARS-COV2 infection 

8 

 

full list of diseases and codes are provided in Supplemental Table 2. Medically-attended 

breakthrough COVID-19 was identified using the same U07.1 ICD-10 diagnosis code in any place 

of service setting (i.e., inpatient, outpatient, emergency room, or urgent care). 

Baseline Covariates 

In addition to age, sex, geographic region, insurance type, and calendar month of index date, 

the following healthcare resource utilization measures and comorbid conditions were identified 

as potential confounders through literature review: (a) number of prior hospitalizations; (b) 

number of outpatient visits during baseline period; (c) number of unique immunosuppressive 

therapies used during baseline period; (d) the Charlson Quan Comorbidity Score during baseline 

period [30]; (e) the Kim claims-based frailty score during baseline period [31]; (f) recent 

medically-attended breakthrough COVID-19 infection (within six months prior to the index 

date); and (g) prior history of comorbid conditions.  A full list of conditions is presented in   

Table 1.  The algorithm used to derive these variables from claims data was documented in 

supplemental material published by Mues et al. [19]. 

Statistical analysis 

Distributions of baseline variables within each vaccine cohort were described as numbers and 

percentages for categorical variables, and as mean (standard deviation), and median 

(interquartile range) for continuous variables. Absolute standardized differences (ASDs) were 

calculated to determine the balance of baseline variables (ASD ≤0.10) between the two cohorts 

prior and post weighting [32, 33]. Crude incidence rates for the two endpoints were calculated 

for each vaccine cohort and reported on a per thousand person-year (TPY) basis with associated 

95% confidence intervals (CI). Crude Kaplan-Meier curves with 95% CIs were plotted. 

Propensity score (PS) based methods were employed to account for measured baseline 

confounders [32]. Logistic regression was used to calculate the PS. Baseline covariates that 

were hypothesized to be confounding variables were included. Since participants had a 

negligible percentage of missing baseline demographic data (age, sex, and geographic region), 

persons with missing data for one or more of these data elements were excluded without 

imputation (801 out of 6.42 million; Figure 2). The inverse probability of treatment weighting 

(IPTW) method was applied in the main analysis. The weights were calculated as 1/PS for the 
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mRNA-1273 group and 1/(1-PS) for the BNT162b2 group. A Cox proportional hazard model was 

initially used to estimate hazard ratios comparing two cohorts on both endpoints. However, the 

proportional hazard assumption was not met. A non-parametric method was substituted, and 

crude and weighted Kaplan-Meier curves were generated to estimate event-free survival 

probabilities at multiple time points (90, 180 and, 270 days). The comparison then was 

conducted on both relative and absolute scales: relative risk (RR) and risk difference (RD) to 

compare event-free survival probabilities between two cohorts at multiple time points. The 

95% CI was obtained by bootstrapping with 1000 replicates.  

Subgroup analysis 

Descriptive analyses were conducted for the following pre-specified subgroups of interest: 

participants aged 65+; participants without medically-attended COVID-19 in the 6 months prior 

to index day; participants with primary immunodeficiency; participants with active cancer; and 

participants diagnosed with HIV. 

Sensitivity Analysis 

A series of sensitivity analyses were performed: 1) a more sensitive definition of COVID-19 

hospitalization was tested, specifically requiring only a ICD-10 diagnosis code (U07.1) in an 

inpatient setting; 2) a second alternative definition of COVID-19 hospitalization in which a 

COVID-19 hospitalization was captured using more restrictive definition of respiratory distress 

(cf. Supplemental Table 2); 3) using both open and closed claims from HV for outcome 

identification purpose; and 4) repeating the analyses using PS matching with a nearest neighbor 

approach and caliper = 0.01. 

Software 

Data cleaning and cohort selection was performed using the Aetion Evidence Platform:  

Substantiate software application for real-world data analysis, which has been scientifically 

validated for observational cohort studies using large healthcare databases [34]. All statistical 

analyses were conducted on SAS 9.4 (SAS Institute Inc.); plots were generated using R (4.3.1). 
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Ethical considerations 

The study was designed to facilitate an understanding of real-world clinical practice, and no 

tests, treatments, or investigations were conducted. Since the study utilized anonymized 

retrospective data, no identifiable protected health information was abstracted. 

RESULTS 

A total of 113,027 immunocompromised adults were identified for inclusion in the primary 

analysis; of these, 52,943 and 60,084 received a third dose vaccination with mRNA-1273 and 

BNT162b2, respectively (Figure 2; Table 1). Individuals in the mRNA-1273 cohort were slightly 

older than in the BNT162b2 cohort (mean ages of 53.6 and 52.3 years, respectively) and more 

than one-half were aged 50-64 years. There were slightly fewer women in the mRNA-1273 

cohort (54.4% vs. 53.5%, respectively; Table 1). Most patients were commercially insured (more 

than 60% among both cohorts). This immunocompromised population sample had a variety of 

comorbid conditions: for instance, in each cohort more than 60% had cardiovascular disease 

and more than one-half had hypertension. They also were actively seeking healthcare 

attention: on average, they had 38 outpatient claims during a year. In general, most 

demographics and comorbidities were comparable between these two cohorts except for 

calendar month of index date and geographic region. Since the BNT162b2 booster was 

approved earlier than mRNA-1273, the calendar month/year of index date tended to be earlier 

among individuals receiving BNT162b2 vs. mRNA-1273: 44.7% patients in the BNT162b2 cohort 

received their third dose during October-December 2021, while 45.8% patients in the mRNA-

1273 cohort received their third dose during November-December 2021.  

The median follow-up time of the two cohorts was comparable for both study endpoints (Table 

2). The crude rate of COVID-19 hospitalization was lower among individuals who received a 

third dose of mRNA-1273 (7.89 per thousand person-years [TPY]; 95% CI, 6.88, 8.91) compared 

to those who received a third dose of BNT162b2 (9.99 per TPY; 95% CI, 8.93, 11.04). The crude 

rate of medically-attended breakthrough COVID-19 infection was also lower among the mRNA-

1273 cohort (166.46 per TPY; 95% CI, 161.68, 171.25) compared to the BNT162b2 cohort 

(178.54 per TPY; 95% CI, 173.94, 183.15).  
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In the main comparison analyses, after IPTW, the measured baseline variables were considered 

balanced between the two cohorts (ASD ≤0.10) (Table 1). The weighted RR showed that, 

compared to BNT162b2, receiving mRNA-1273 as the third dose was associated with 32% (RR = 

0.68, 95% CI: 0.51, 0.89), 29% (RR= 0.71, 95% CI: 0.57, 0.86), and 23% (RR= 0.77, 95% CI: 0.63, 

0.93) lower risk of COVID-19 hospitalization after 90, 180, and 270 days, respectively (Table 3). 

The associations were statistically significant at all three time points. For medically-attended 

COVID-19, the magnitude of association was lower but consistent: receiving mRNA-1273 as the 

third dose was associated with 8% (RR= 0.92, 95% CI: 0.86, 0.98), 6% (RR= 0.94, 95% CI: 0.90, 

0.98), and 2% (RR= 0.98, 95% CI: 0.94, 1.02) lower risk of medically-attended breakthrough 

COVID-19 after 90, 180, and 270 days. The association was statistically significant at 90 and 180 

days, but not at 270 days. The absolute scale showed similar results: compared to BNT162b, 

receiving mRNA-1273 as the third dose was associated with 0.8, 1.5, and 1.7 fewer COVID-19 

hospitalizations per thousand patients vaccinated after 90, 180, and 270 days, and 3.1, 5.0, and 

3.0 fewer medically-attended breakthrough COVID-19 cases per thousand patients vaccinated 

after 90, 180, and 270 days (Table 3). 

Results from sensitivity analyses provided further confidence to the main results. Findings were 

robust in response to differing definitions of COVID-19 hospitalization: adjusted RRs and RDs 

were comparable to the main analyses at all three different timepoints using either more 

sensitive or more specific definitions of COVID-19 hospitalization. Including open claims for 

outcome identification also provided similar results as the main analyses for both endpoints 

(Supplemental Table 3). We also tested the sensitivity of results to use of different analytical 

methods. All analyses, including the alternative endpoint definitions, were repeated using PS 

matching instead of IPTW. All measured baseline variables were balanced between cohorts 

after matching (Supplemental Table 4). The RRs and RDs were very similar between these 

methods on different endpoints at the three time points (Supplemental Tables 3 & 5).  

Results also were similar among all five pre-specified subgroups: elderly adults (age 65+), three 

groups with important immunocompromising conditions (primary immunodeficiency, active 

cancer, and HIV), and a COVID-19 naïve group (i.e., persons with no evidence of medically-

attended COVID-19 within 6 months prior to the index date), with the rate of COVID-19 
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hospitalization and medically-attended COVID-19 numerically lower in the mRNA-1273 cohort 

than in the BNT162b2 cohort (Supplemental Table 6). The statistical comparison was not 

conducted due to limited sample size and statistical power. 

DISCUSSION 

Observational studies have shown that a third dose of the mRNA-1273 or BNT162b2 vaccines is 

associated with a reduced risk of SARS-CoV-2 infection and associated severe COVID-19 related 

outcomes in immunocompetent adults [9, 20, 21]. In this large retrospective cohort study, we 

examined the real-world effectiveness of a third dose of mRNA-1273 versus a third dose of 

BNT162b2 in IC adults. It extended the work of a previous study that compared the 

effectiveness of two doses of mRNA-1273 and BNT162b2 vaccines among IC adults in the        

US [19]. This previous study showed that receiving two doses of mRNA-1273 was associated 

with lower medically-attended breakthrough COVID-19, and breakthrough COVID-19 

hospitalization compared to receiving two doses of BNT162b2 among a population of IC adults. 

Our findings are consistent with the previously established evidence of real-world effectiveness 

of both the mRNA-1273 and BNT162b2 vaccines among immunocompromised individuals 

compared to unvaccinated or partially vaccinated individuals [35]. The results suggested that 

rates of medically-attended COVID-19 and of COVID-19 hospitalization were lower among 

individuals who received a third dose of mRNA-1273 than those who received a third dose of 

BNT162b2. The evidence that a third dose of the mRNA-1273 vaccine is effective in preventing 

medically-attended COVID-19 outcomes and subsequent hospitalizations in IC individuals also 

supports recommendations from other studies [12, 15]. 

The results reported here have strength and uniqueness compared with prior studies that can 

provide valuable research insights in this fast-evolving COVID-19 field. To reflect the practice of 

mixed vaccination, this study did not require a homologous vaccine series as inclusion criteria. 

Furthermore, the third vaccine dose was inclusive of two common regimens: a three-dose 

primary series as recommended for immunocompromised patients, and a two-dose primary 

series plus booster. This generates a study sample reflective of a broader exposed population 

and may mimic more closely the real-world scenario that has evolved during the pandemic.  
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Also, the methodology we used allows exploration of the effect of rVE on endpoints at different 

time points during follow-up. We investigated rVE at 90, 180, and 270 days after start of follow-

up and results showed that mRNA1273 was more effective than BNT162b2 across different 

durations of follow-up. 

From a statistical methodology standpoint, the results would confer causal interpretation if all 

three causal inference assumptions are met: consistency, exchangeability, and positivity [36]. 

We identified important potential confounders from published literature, derived them from 

the claims data based on established algorithms, and implemented two PS-based methods to 

account for measured ones. Even before adjustment, most measured baseline variables were 

comparable between cohorts and all of them were considered balanced after 

weighting/matching (Table 1). We empirically assessed loss to follow-up between two 

comparison cohorts to identify potential selection bias. The censoring reasons were distributed 

similarly between cohorts (Supplemental Table 7), and we found no evidence of differential loss 

to follow-up which potentially might lead to selection bias. Comparative effectiveness was 

estimated by a non-parametric method. Although less commonly used than Cox proportional 

hazard regression, it has fewer underlying assumptions and can estimate RDs and RRs which 

have more straightforward interpretation then the hazard ratio [37]. PS-based methods could 

be easily incorporated and has been applied in similar studies [22, 23, 38].  

There are several limitations of this study. First, due to the lack of randomization inherent in 

claims data, there might be residual confounding due to unmeasured confounders, such as 

lifestyle or occupation among others. Second, all variables, including exposure, outcomes, and 

baseline covariates, were derived from medical and/or pharmacy claims. Random errors in 

these claims could lead to measurement error. However, it is believed to be non-differential 

between cohorts and would only bias results towards the null [39]. To mitigate this risk, this 

study employed a COVID-19 ICD-10 code to identify claims associated with COVID-19; this code 

has been shown to have high sensitivity, specificity, positive predictive value, and negative 

predictive value in various data sources [40, 41, 42]. We further conducted a series of sensitivity 

analyses using more sensitive or more specific outcome definitions which yielded consistent 

results. Lastly, there were a few limitations of the data sources we employed. To protect the 
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privacy of the participants, during the anonymization process, people who were aged 85 years 

or older were coded as age 94 years. We believe the impact of this systematic misclassification 

was negligible since the prevalence of this age group in the overall sample was minimal. The HV 

database captured mainly commercially insured patients with some Medicaid and Medicare 

Advantage enrollees. Extrapolation of the conclusion to other populations, such as the 

uninsured, general Medicaid or Medicare fee-for-service enrollees, should be undertaken with 

caution. 

Despite such limitations, real-world studies such as that reported herein play an important part 

in highlighting areas of concern not addressed in clinical trials and provide evidence of the 

comparative effectiveness of interventions in individuals seen in routine clinical practice. 

CONCLUSION 

The results from this observational comparative VE database study provide evidence that a 

third dose of mRNA-1273 is more effective than a third dose of BNT162b2 in preventing 

breakthrough medically-attended COVID-19 and subsequent hospitalizations among IC adults in 

the US. 
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics of immunocompromised adults with a third dose regimen of BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273 

Variable 
BNT162b2 

(n=60,084) 

mRNA 1273 

(n=52,943) 

ASD before 

weighting 

ASD after 

weighting 

Age     

Mean (SD) 52.30 (13.44) 53.57 (13.14) 0.096 0 

Median [IQR] 55.00 [44.00, 62.00] 56.00 [46.00, 62.00]   

Age categorization, n (%)     

18 – 29 4,310 (7.2%) 2,987 (5.6%) 0.063 0.004 

30 – 39 6,587 (11.0%) 5,423 (10.2%) 0.023 0.019 

40 – 49 10,122 (16.8%) 8,459 (16.0%) 0.023 0.003 

50 – 64 31,987 (53.2%) 28,633 (54.1%) 0.017 0.024 

65 – 74 5,395 (9.0%) 5,623 (10.6%) 0.055 0.024 

≥ 75 1,683 (2.8%) 1,818 (3.4%) 0.036 0.006 

Sex; n (%)     

Female 32,711 (54.4%) 28,339 (53.5%) 0.018 0.000 

Male 27,373 (45.6%) 24,604 (46.5%) 0.018 0.000 

Primary Payer Type; n (%)     

Missing 1,195 (2.0%) 844 (1.6%) 0.030 0.000 

Commercial 39,064 (65.0%) 33,732 (63.7%) 0.027 0.005 

Medicare Advantage 2,443 (4.1%) 2,899 (5.5%) 0.066 0.000 

Medicaid  17,382 (28.9%) 15,468 (29.2%) 0.006 0.000 

US region; n (%)     

Northeast 10,670 (17.8%) 9,012 (17.0%) 0.019 0.000 

Midwest 22,413 (37.3%) 17,631 (33.3%) 0.084 0.000 

South 15,961 (26.6%) 14,096 (26.6%) 0.001 0.002 

West 11,040 (18.4%) 12,204 (23.1%) 0.116 0.002 

Count of hospitalization events
1
     

Mean (SD) 1.71 (7.68) 1.61 (7.39) 0.013 0 

Count of outpatient events
1
     

Mean (SD) 38.29 (53.74) 38.67 (55.99) 0.007 0 

Median [IQR] 23.00 [13.00, 41.00] 22.00 [13.00, 41.00]   
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Baseline Charlson comorbidity score
1
; n 

(%) 
  

  

0 16,869 (28.1%) 14,186 (26.8%) 0.029 0.000 

1 12,135 (20.2%) 10,490 (19.8%) 0.010 0.002 

2+ 31,080 (51.7%) 28,267 (53.4%) 0.033 0.000 

Baseline frailty score
1
; n (%)     

Robust (0-0.149) 41,249 (68.7%) 35,714 (67.5%) 0.026 0.000 

Prefrail (0.15-0.249) 16,730 (27.8%) 15,336 (29.0%) 0.025 0.000 

Mild frailty (0.25-0.349) 1,821 (3.0%) 1,677 (3.2%) 0.008 0.000 

Moderate to severe frailty (≥ 0.35) 284 (0.5%) 216 (0.4%) 0.010 0.000 

Comorbidities; n (%)     

Alcohol use; n (%) 3,194 (5.3%) 3,015 (5.7%) 0.017 0.000 

Arrhythmia; n (%) 15,120 (25.2%) 13,204 (24.9%) 0.005 0.000 

Asthma; n (%) 9,856 (16.4%) 8,680 (16.4%) 0 0.000 

Cancer; n (%) 12,843 (21.4%) 11,297 (21.3%) 0.001 0.000 

Cardiovascular disease; n (%) 38,397 (63.9%) 34,724 (65.6%) 0.035 0.000 

Cerebrovascular disease; n (%) 4,632 (7.7%) 4,255 (8.0%) 0.012 0.000 

Coronary artery disease; n (%) 7,163 (11.9%) 6,549 (12.4%) 0.014 0.000 

Chronic kidney disease; n (%) 10,030 (16.7%) 8,972 (16.9%) 0.007 0.000 

Chronic lung disease; n (%) 14,512 (24.2%) 13,380 (25.3%) 0.026 0.000 

COPD; n (%) 6,762 (11.3%) 6,783 (12.8%) 0.048 0.003 

Dementia; n (%) 678 (1.1%) 572 (1.1%) 0.005 0.000 

Diabetes; n (%) 13,293 (22.1%) 12,484 (23.6%) 0.035 0.000 

Down's syndrome; n (%) 57 (0.1%) 51 (0.1%) 0 0.000 

Congestive heart failure; n (%) 4,539 (7.6%) 4,000 (7.6%) 0 0.000 

Hypertension; n (%) 31,236 (52.0%) 28,643 (54.1%) 0.042 0.002 

Liver disease; n (%) 8,596 (14.3%) 7,616 (14.4%) 0.002 0.000 

Obesity; n (%) 19,657 (32.7%) 17,194 (32.5%) 0.005 0.000 

Influenza or RSV; n (%) 672 (1.1%) 583 (1.1%) 0.002 0.000 

Psoriasis; n (%) 4,492 (7.5%) 3,894 (7.4%) 0.005 0.000 

Psoriatic arthritis; n (%) 4,003 (6.7%) 3,522 (6.7%) 0 0.000 

Rheumatoid arthritis; n (%) 8,065 (13.4%) 7,458 (14.1%) 0.019 0.000 

Sickle cell disease or thalassemia; n (%) 189 (0.3%) 125 (0.2%) 0.015 0.000 

History of tobacco use/smoking; n (%) 16,514 (27.5%) 15,111 (28.5%) 0.024 0.000 

Irritable Bowel Syndrome; n (%) 27,489 (45.8%) 24,718 (46.7%) 0.019 0.000 

Number of unique immunosuppressive 0.95 (1.01) 0.93 (1.00) 0.020 0 
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medications
1
, mean (SD) 

Medically attended COVID-19 6 months 

prior to the third dose; n (%) 
3,763 (6.3%) 2,877 (5.4%) 0.035 .000 

1 
During baseline period. 
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics of immunocompromised adults with a third dose of BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273 during follow-up. 

 BNT162b2 

N = 60,084 

mRNA 1273 

N = 52,943 

Medically-attended COVID-19   

Total person-years 32,395 27,970 

Number of events 5,784 4,656 

Rate per 1,000 person-years 178.54 166.46 

Median follow-up time (days) [IQR] 211 [139, 258] 209 [138, 253] 

COVID-19 hospitalization with respiratory distress   

Total person-years 34,251 29,402 

Number of events 342 232 

Rate per 1,000 person-years 9.99 7.89 

Median follow-up time (days) [IQR] 220 [157, 267] 217 [150, 258] 
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Table 3. Comparative effectiveness of third dose of mRNA-1273  BNT162b2 on study endpoints among immunocompromised adults 

  RD (95% bootstrap confidence interval) RR (95% bootstrap confidence interval) 

Endpoint 

Time 

point 
Unadjusted IPTW Unadjusted IPTW 

Medically-attended COVID-19 90 days -3.709 (-6.045, -1.527) -3.142 (-5.373, -0.879) 0.902 (0.845, 0.959) 0.916 (0.860, 0.976) 

 180 days -7.124 (-10.482, -3.890) -5.015 (-8.327, -1.697) 0.910 (0.870, 0.949) 0.936 (0.895, 0.978) 

 270 days -6.095 (-11.310, -1.063) -3.047 (-8.256, 2.054) 0.952 (0.912, 0.991) 0.976 (0.935, 1.017) 

COVID-19 hospitalization with respiratory 

distress 90 days -0.689 (-1.249, -0.132) -0.812 (-1.370, -0.265) 0.723 (0.550, 0.936) 0.676 (0.506, 0.887) 

 180 days -1.478 (-2.315, -0.625) -1.488 (-2.343, -0.663) 0.709 (0.586, 0.860) 0.707 (0.573, 0.858) 

 270 days -1.542 (-2.711, -0.329) -1.707 (-2.909, -0.501) 0.784 (0.647, 0.949) 0.766 (0.626, 0.927) 

RD, Risk difference in 1,000 persons; RR, Risk ratio; IPTW, inverse probability of treatment weighting. 
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Figure 1. Study design schema

 

Figure 2. Participant attrition indicating the patient size before inverse probability of 

treatment weighting 

* The entire HV dataset includes multiple sources of both closed and open claims during 2015 - 2022. 

Individuals from different sources and years can be counted duplicate and since many did not have 

enrollment file (such as open claims).   

n 
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Figure 3. Kaplan–Meier plots of mRNA-1273 versus BNT162b cohort on A) COVID-19 

hospitalization; B) Medically-attended COVID-19, by day 270.  

A 
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Supplemental Table 1.  Codes to identify mRNA-1273 and BNT162b vaccines 

 

mRNA-1273 primary series vaccine mRNA-1273 booster vaccine BNT-162b2 primary series  vaccine BNT-162b2 booster  vaccine

CPT CPT CPT CPT 

0011A 91306 91300 0004A

0012A 0064A 0001A 0054A

91301 0094A 0002A 91312

National Drug Code 91309 91305 0124A

80777027310 91313 0051A 0003A

80777027315 0134A 0052A 0053A

80777027398 0013A National Drug Code National Drug Code

80777027399 National Drug Code 59267100001 59267030401

8077727315 8077727505 59267100002 5926703041

8077727398 80777027505 59267100003 5926703042

8077727399 8077728205 5926710001 59267030402

8077727310 80777028205 5926710002 59267140401

8077710011 8077728299 5926710003 5926714041

8077701001 80777028005 59267102501 5926714042

8077710099 80777028099 5926710251 59267140402

80777010011 80777028299 00069202501

80777010099 80777027599 0006920251

8077727599 00069202510

0069202501

0069202510

0069202525

00069202525

5926710252

59267102502

5926710253

59267102503

5926710254

59267102504
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Supplemental Table 2. Diagnosis codes used to identify respiratory distress 

Conditions ICD-10 codes used 

Coronavirus related diseases* B97.29 - Other coronavirus as the cause of diseases classified elsewhere 

J12.89 - Other viral pneumonia 

J20.8 - Acute bronchitis due to other specified organisms 

J22 - Unspecified acute lower respiratory infection 

J40 - Bronchitis, not specified as acute or chronic 

J80 - Acute respiratory distress syndrome 

J98.8 - Other specified respiratory disorders 

Pneumonia due to coronavirus* J12.81 - Pneumonia due to SARS-associated coronavirus 

J12.82 - Pneumonia due to SARS-associated coronavirus 2019 

B34.2 - Coronavirus infection, unspecified 

B97.29 - Other coronavirus, cause of diseases classified elsewhere 

B97.21 - SARS-associated coronavirus, cause of diseases classified elsewhe

Acute respiratory distress syndrome* J80 - Acute respiratory distress syndrome 

Other ARDS related pneumonia* J12 - Viral pneumonia, not elsewhere classified 

J12.81 - Pneumonia due to SARS-associated coronavirus 

J12.89 - Other viral pneumonia 

J12.9 - Viral pneumonia, unspecified 

J13 - Pneumonia due to Streptococcus pneumoniae 

J14 - Pneumonia due to Hemophilus influenzae 

J15 - Bacterial pneumonia, not elsewhere classified 

J15.0 - Pneumonia due to Klebsiella pneumoniae 

J15.1 - Pneumonia due to Pseudomonas 

J15.20 - Pneumonia due to staphylococcus, unspecified 

J15.211 - Pneumonia due to Methicillin susceptible Staphylococcus aureus

J15.212 - Pneumonia due to Methicillin resistant Staphylococcus aureus 

J15.29 - Pneumonia due to other staphylococcus 

J15.3 - Pneumonia due to streptococcus, group B 

J15.4 - Pneumonia due to other streptococci 

J15.5 - Pneumonia due to Escherichia coli 

J15.6 - Pneumonia due to other Gram-negative bacteria 

J15.7 - Pneumonia due to Mycoplasma pneumoniae 

J15.8 - Pneumonia due to other specified bacteria 

J15.9 - Unspecified bacterial pneumonia 

J16 - Pneumonia due to other infectious organisms, not elsewhere classifie

J16.8 - Pneumonia due to other specified infectious organisms 

J17 - Pneumonia in diseases classified elsewhere 

J18.0 - Bronchopneumonia, unspecified organism 

J18.1 - Lobar pneumonia, unspecified organism 

J18.8 - Other pneumonia, unspecified organism 

J18.9 - Pneumonia, unspecified organism 
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J95.851 - Ventilator associated pneumonia 

Other ARDS related Sepsis* A02.1 - Salmonella sepsis 

A20.7 - Septicemic plague 

A22.7 - Anthrax sepsis 

A26.7 - Erysipelothrix sepsis 

A32.7 - Listerial sepsis 

A40 - Streptococcal sepsis 

A40.0 - Sepsis due to streptococcus, group A 

A40.1 - Sepsis due to streptococcus, group B 

A40.3 - Sepsis due to Streptococcus pneumoniae 

A40.8 - Other streptococcal sepsis 

A40.9 - Streptococcal sepsis, unspecified 

A41 - Other sepsis 

A41.0 - Sepsis due to Staphylococcus aureus 

A41.01 - Sepsis due to Methicillin susceptible Staphylococcus aureus 

A41.02 - Sepsis due to Methicillin resistant Staphylococcus aureus 

A41.1 - Sepsis due to other specified staphylococcus 

A41.2 - Sepsis due to unspecified staphylococcus 

A41.3 - Sepsis due to Hemophilus influenzae 

A41.4 - Sepsis due to anaerobes 

A41.5 - Sepsis due to other Gram-negative organisms 

A41.50 - Gram-negative sepsis, unspecified 

A41.51 - Sepsis due to Escherichia coli [E. coli] 

A41.52 - Sepsis due to Pseudomonas 

A41.53 - Sepsis due to Serratia 

A41.59 - Other Gram-negative sepsis 

A41.8 - Other specified sepsis 

A41.81 - Sepsis due to Enterococcus 

A41.89 - Other specified sepsis 

A41.9 - Sepsis, unspecified organism 

A42.7 - Actinomycotic sepsis 

A54.86 - Gonococcal sepsis 

B37.7 - Candidal sepsis 

I26.01 - Septic pulmonary embolism with acute cor pulmonale 

I26.90 - Septic pulmonary embolism without acute cor pulmonale 

I76 - Septic arterial embolism 

P36 - Bacterial sepsis of newborn 

P36.0 - Sepsis of newborn due to streptococcus, group B 

P36.1 - Sepsis of newborn due to other and unspecified streptococci 

P36.10 - Sepsis of newborn due to unspecified streptococci 

P36.19 - Sepsis of newborn due to other streptococci 

P36.2 - Sepsis of newborn due to Staphylococcus aureus 

P36.3 - Sepsis of newborn due to other and unspecified staphylococci 
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P36.30 - Sepsis of newborn due to unspecified staphylococci 

P36.39 - Sepsis of newborn due to other staphylococci 

P36.4 - Sepsis of newborn due to Escherichia coli 

P36.5 - Sepsis of newborn due to anaerobes 

P36.8 - Other bacterial sepsis of newborn 

P36.9 - Bacterial sepsis of newborn, unspecified 

R65.2 - Severe sepsis 

R65.20 - Severe sepsis without septic shock 

R65.21 - Severe sepsis with septic shock 

T81.12 - Postprocedural septic shock 

T81.12XA - Postprocedural septic shock, initial encounter 

T81.12XD - Postprocedural septic shock, subsequent encounter 

T81.12XS - Postprocedural septic shock, sequela 

T81.44 - Sepsis following a procedure 

T81.44XA - Sepsis following a procedure, initial encounter 

T81.44XD - Sepsis following a procedure, subsequent encounter 

T81.44XS - Sepsis following a procedure, sequela 

Bronchitis* J20.8 - Acute bronchitis due to other specified organisms 

J40 - Bronchitis, not specified as acute or chronic 

Respiratory infection* J22 - Unspecified acute lower respiratory infection 

J98.8 - Other specified respiratory disorders 

Cough R05 - Cough 

Shortness of breath R06.2 - Wheezing 

Intubation diagnosis T88.4 - Failed or difficult intubation 

T88.4XXA - Failed or difficult intubation, initial encounter 

T88.4XXD - Failed or difficult intubation, subsequent encounter 

T88.4XXS - Failed or difficult intubation, sequela 

Ventilation related diagnosis J95.85 - Complication of respirator [ventilator] 

J95.851 - Ventilator associated pneumonia 

J95.859 - Other complication of respirator [ventilator] 

Z99.11 - Dependence on respirator [ventilator] status 

Hypoxia and supplemental oxygen J96.01 - Acute respiratory failure with hypoxia 

J96.11 - Chronic respiratory failure with hypoxia 

J96.21 - Acute and chronic respiratory failure with hypoxia 

J96.91 - Respiratory failure, unspecified with hypoxia 

Z99.81 - Dependence on supplemental oxygen 

R09.0 - Asphyxia and hypoxemia 

R09.01 - Asphyxia 

R09.02 - Hypoxemia 

*Included in the more restricted respiratory distress 
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Supplemental Table 3. Sensitivity analyses results using different endpoint definitions and using both IPTW and PS-matching 

 

Endpoint Time point Unadjusted IPTW PS matching Unadjusted IPTW PS matching

COVID-19 hospitalization 90 days -0.974 (-1.627, -0.354) -1.120 (-1.728, -0.507) -1.202 (-1.879, -0.528) 0.699 (0.538, 0.874) 0.659 (0.515, 0.830) 0.651 (0.506, 0.830)

180 days -1.695 (-2.760, -0.716) -1.691 (-2.629, -0.714) -1.768 (-2.755, -0.730) 0.741 (0.613, 0.883) 0.742 (0.621, 0.883) 0.736 (0.619, 0.875)

270 days -2.337 (-3.726, -0.944) -2.435 (-3.783, -1.088) -2.491 (-4.021, -1.011) 0.764 (0.649, 0.897) 0.758 (0.646, 0.885) 0.754 (0.640, 0.892)

COVID-19 hospitalization with more restricted 

respiratory distress 90 days -1.202 (-1.932, -0.489) -1.202 (-1.694, -0.686) -1.202 (-1.932, -0.489) 0.651 (0.499, 0.838) 0.651 (0.539, 0.779) 0.651 (0.499, 0.838)

180 days -1.768 (-2.792, -0.785) -1.768 (-2.506, -1.027) -1.768 (-2.792, -0.785) 0.736 (0.618, 0.872) 0.736 (0.646, 0.835) 0.736 (0.618, 0.872)

270 days -2.491 (-3.942, -1.030) -2.491 (-3.661, -1.346) -2.491 (-3.942, -1.030) 0.754 (0.637, 0.889) 0.754 (0.660, 0.863) 0.754 (0.637, 0.889)

COVID-19 hospitalization with respiratory 

distress using both open and closed claims 90 days -0.758 (-1.300, -0.229) -0.889 (-1.458, -0.292) -0.942 (-1.609, -0.288) 0.706 (0.546, 0.900) 0.658 (0.499, 0.873) 0.654 (0.486, 0.878)

180 days -1.547 (-2.379, -0.752) -1.578 (-2.480, -0.773) -1.762 (-2.809, -0.797) 0.705 (0.582, 0.845) 0.699 (0.572, 0.840) 0.678 (0.540, 0.842)

270 days -1.763 (-2.922, -0.604) -1.948 (-3.236, -0.725) -2.040 (-3.334, -0.695) 0.764 (0.637, 0.912) 0.745 (0.614, 0.898) 0.738 (0.605, 0.904)

Medically attended COVID-19 using both open 

and closed claim 90 days -3.653 (-5.929, -1.501) -3.151 (-5.568, -0.789) -2.709 (-5.112, -0.313) 0.905 (0.851, 0.960) 0.917 (0.859, 0.979) 0.928 (0.869, 0.992)

180 days -7.031 (-10.417, -3.665) -4.956 (-8.582, -1.350) -5.346 (-8.842, -1.892) 0.912 (0.872, 0.953) 0.937 (0.894, 0.983) 0.933 (0.890, 0.976)

270 days -5.817 (-10.917, -0.516) -2.782 (-7.928, 2.869) -3.696 (-9.461, 1.777) 0.955 (0.916, 0.996) 0.978 (0.939, 1.023) 0.971 (0.927, 1.014)

RD (95% CI) RR (95% CI)
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Supplemental Table 4. Baseline characteristics of mRNA-1273 and BNT1262b cohorts after propensity score matching 

BNT162b mRNA 1273 
ASD after  

matching 

Number of patients 48747 48747 

Month/Year of Cohort Entry Date 
   February 2021; n (%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 

March 2021; n (%) 13 (0.0%) 14 (0.0%) 0.001 

April 2021; n (%) 55 (0.1%) 53 (0.1%) 0.001 

May 2021; n (%) 56 (0.1%) 55 (0.1%) 0.001 

June 2021; n (%) 53 (0.1%) 52 (0.1%) 0.001 

July 2021; n (%) 59 (0.1%) 52 (0.1%) 0.004 

August 2021; n (%) 4,704 (9.6%) 4,692 (9.6%) 0.001 

September 2021; n (%) 3,475 (7.1%) 3,447 (7.1%) 0.002 

October 2021; n (%) 4,925 (10.1%) 4,848 (9.9%) 0.005 

November 2021; n (%) 9,941 (20.4%) 9,927 (20.4%) 0.001 

December 2021; n (%) 10,875 (22.3%) 10,905 (22.4%) 0.001 

January 2022; n (%) 6,393 (13.1%) 6,411 (13.2%) 0.001 

February 2022; n (%) 2,049 (4.2%) 2,102 (4.3%) 0.005 

March 2022; n (%) 1,305 (2.7%) 1,320 (2.7%) 0.002 

April 2022; n (%) 1,676 (3.4%) 1,671 (3.4%) 0.001 

May 2022; n (%) 1,307 (2.7%) 1,272 (2.6%) 0.004 

June 2022; n (%) 804 (1.6%) 832 (1.7%) 0.004 

July 2022; n (%) 756 (1.6%) 773 (1.6%) 0.003 

August 2022; n (%) 301 (0.6%) 321 (0.7%) 0.005 

Age 
   mean (sd) 52.94 (13.11) 52.89 (13.04) 0.004 

median [IQR] 56.00 [45.00, 62.00] 55.00 [45.00, 62.00] 
Age categorization (18-29, 30-39, 40-49, 50-64, 65-74, 
75+)  

   18 - <30; n (%) 3,031 (6.2%) 2,965 (6.1%) 0.006 

30 - <40; n (%) 4,986 (10.2%) 5,288 (10.8%) 0.02 
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40 - <50; n (%) 8,058 (16.5%) 8,114 (16.6%) 0.003 

50 - <65; n (%) 26,756 (54.9%) 26,241 (53.8%) 0.021 

65 - <75; n (%) 4,473 (9.2%) 4,772 (9.8%) 0.021 

>= 75; n (%) 1,443 (3.0%) 1,367 (2.8%) 0.009 

Female/male recat 
   Female; n (%) 26,286 (53.9%) 26,267 (53.9%) 0.001 

Male; n (%) 22,461 (46.1%) 22,480 (46.1%) 0.001 

Primary Payer Type 
   Commercial; n (%) 31,576 (64.8%) 31,482 (64.6%) 0.004 

Medicare Advantage; n (%) 2,184 (4.5%) 2,148 (4.4%) 0.004 

Medicaid; n (%) 14,189 (29.1%) 14,297 (29.3%) 0.005 

missing; n (%) 798 (1.6%) 820 (1.7%) 0.004 

Region (State re-categorization) 
   Northeast; n (%) 8,537 (17.5%) 8,575 (17.6%) 0.002 

Midwest; n (%) 16,960 (34.8%) 16,980 (34.8%) 0.001 

South; n (%) 13,226 (27.1%) 13,170 (27.0%) 0.003 

West; n (%) 10,024 (20.6%) 10,022 (20.6%) 0 

Count of hospitalization events, 365 days 
   mean (sd) 1.64 (7.38) 1.62 (7.54) 0.003 

median [IQR] 0.00 [0.00, 0.00] 0.00 [0.00, 0.00] 

Count of outpatient events, 365 days 
   mean (sd) 38.41 (54.48) 38.34 (55.32) 0.001 

median [IQR] 23.00 [13.00, 41.00] 22.00 [13.00, 40.00] 

Charlson comorbidity score categories, 365 days 
   0; n (%) 13,323 (27.3%) 13,425 (27.5%) 0.005 

1; n (%) 9,811 (20.1%) 9,734 (20.0%) 0.004 

2+; n (%) 25,613 (52.5%) 25,588 (52.5%) 0.001 

Frailty score categories, 365 days 
   robust (0-0.149); n (%) 33,175 (68.1%) 33,212 (68.1%) 0.002 

prefrail (0.15-0.249); n (%) 13,856 (28.4%) 13,839 (28.4%) 0.001 

mild frailty (0.25-0.349); n (%) 1,514 (3.1%) 1,488 (3.1%) 0.003 
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moderate to severe frailty (>=0.35) ; n (%) 202 (0.4%) 208 (0.4%) 0.002 

Baseline comorbidities; n (%) 
   Alcohol use; n (%) 2,700 (5.5%) 2,721 (5.6%) 0.002 

Arrhythmia; n (%) 12,110 (24.8%) 12,165 (25.0%) 0.003 

Asthma; n (%) 7,982 (16.4%) 7,997 (16.4%) 0.001 

Cancer; n (%) 10,348 (21.2%) 10,352 (21.2%) 0 

Cardiovascular disease; n (%) 31,526 (64.7%) 31,497 (64.6%) 0.001 

Cerebrovascular disease; n (%) 3,824 (7.8%) 3,842 (7.9%) 0.001 

Coronary artery disease; n (%) 5,866 (12.0%) 5,909 (12.1%) 0.003 

Chronic kidney disease; n (%) 8,235 (16.9%) 8,149 (16.7%) 0.005 

Chronic lung disease; n (%) 11,992 (24.6%) 12,038 (24.7%) 0.002 

COPD; n (%) 5,819 (11.9%) 5,866 (12.0%) 0.003 

Dementia; n (%) 509 (1.0%) 522 (1.1%) 0.003 

Diabetes; n (%) 11,141 (22.9%) 11,090 (22.8%) 0.002 

Down's syndrome; n (%) 50 (0.1%) 47 (0.1%) 0.002 

Congestive heart failure; n (%) 3,672 (7.5%) 3,638 (7.5%) 0.003 

Hypertension; n (%) 25,888 (53.1%) 25,813 (53.0%) 0.003 

Liver disease; n (%) 7,009 (14.4%) 7,039 (14.4%) 0.002 

Obesity; n (%) 15,873 (32.6%) 15,853 (32.5%) 0.001 

Influenza or RSV; n (%) 543 (1.1%) 535 (1.1%) 0.002 

Psoriasis; n (%) 3,663 (7.5%) 3,616 (7.4%) 0.004 

Psoriatic arthritis; n (%) 3,294 (6.8%) 3,254 (6.7%) 0.003 

Rheumatoid arthritis; n (%) 6,736 (13.8%) 6,702 (13.7%) 0.002 

Sickle cell disease or thalassemia; n (%) 119 (0.2%) 125 (0.3%) 0.002 

History of tobacco use/smoking; n (%) 13,711 (28.1%) 13,719 (28.1%) 0 

Irritable Bowel Syndrome; n (%) 22,540 (46.2%) 22,575 (46.3%) 0.001 

Number of unique immunosuppressive medication 
   mean (sd) 0.94 (1.00) 0.94 (1.00) 0 

median [IQR] 1.00 [0.00, 1.00] 1.00 [0.00, 1.00] 

COVID-19 infection [-180,-1]; n (%) 2,774 (5.7%) 2,799 (5.7%) 0.002 

  

A
ll rights reserved. N

o reuse allow
ed w

ithout perm
ission. 

(w
hich w

as not certified by peer review
) is the author/funder, w

ho has granted m
edR

xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
T

he copyright holder for this preprint
this version posted January 31, 2024. 

; 
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.30.24302015

doi: 
m

edR
xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.30.24302015


Sun et al. Third dose vaccination in immunocompromised SARS-COV2 infection 

37 

Supplemental Table 5. Sensitivity analysis results using PS matching 

 

 
Propensity score matched 

Endpoint Time points RD (95% CI) RR (95% CI) 

COVID-19 hospitalization with respiratory 

distress 90 days -0.876 (-1.325, -0.409) 0.667 (0.537, 0.824) 

180 days -1.683 (-2.366, -1.038) 0.682 (0.577, 0.785) 

270 days -1.769 (-2.797, -0.822) 0.761 (0.647, 0.880) 

Medically attended COVID-19 infection 90 days -2.702 (-4.993, -0.317) 0.927 (0.870, 0.991) 

180 days -5.429 (-8.943, -1.958) 0.931 (0.889, 0.975) 

270 days -4.179 (-9.403, 1.489) 0.967 (0.927, 1.012) 

RD = Risk difference in 1000 patients 
  RR = Risk ratio 
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Supplemental Table 6.  Crude rates of two study endpoints among subgroups 

 

 

Subgroups Endpoints BNT162b mRNA 1273

Age 65+ COVID-19 hospitalization 

with respiratory distress

18.925 (14.613, 23.237) 13.664 (9.914, 17.415)

Medically attended COVID-

19 infection

160.625 (147.783, 173.467) 142.993 (130.631, 155.355)

Without COVID-19 infection within 6 month prior to the index day COVID-19 hospitalization 

with respiratory distress

9.691 (8.619, 10.763) 7.646 (6.621, 8.670)

Medically attended COVID-

19 infection

172.183 (167.542, 176.823) 160.148 (155.347, 164.950)

Primary Immunodeficiency COVID-19 hospitalization 

with respiratory distress

8.177 (6.174, 10.181) 6.501 (4.622, 8.379)

Medically attended COVID-

19 infection

141.818 (133.297, 150.340) 139.523 (130.636, 148.409)

Active cancer COVID-19 hospitalization 

with respiratory distress

8.930 (6.013, 11.847) 4.880 (2.560, 7.200)

Medically attended COVID-

19 infection

159.462 (146.838, 172.085) 140.282 (127.586, 152.978)

Patients with HIV COVID-19 hospitalization 

with respiratory distress

6.255 (4.182, 8.327) 5.312 (3.308, 7.315)

Medically attended COVID-

19 infection

129.242 (119.633, 138.851) 135.177 (124.864, 145.490)
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Supplemental Table 7. The censoring reason distribution in main analysis 

BNT162b mRNA 1273 Overall 

COVID-19 hospitalization with respiratory distress 

  Outcome 342 (0.6%) 232 (0.4%) 574 (0.5%) 

Specified date reached 36,970 (61.5%) 31,625 (59.7%) 68,595 (60.7%) 

End of patient enrollment 10,928 (18.2%) 9,191 (17.4%) 20,119 (17.8%) 

Receiving any COVID-19 vaccine after start of follow-up 11,844 (19.7%) 11,895 (22.5%) 23,739 (21.0%) 

Medically attended COVID-19 infection 
   Outcome 5,784 (9.6%) 4,656 (8.8%) 10,440 (9.2%) 

Specified date reached 33,189 (55.2%) 28,448 (53.7%) 61,637 (54.5%) 

End of patient enrollment 10,021 (16.7%) 8,608 (16.3%) 18,629 (16.5%) 

Receiving any COVID-19 vaccine after start of follow-up 11,090 (18.5%) 11,231 (21.2%) 22,321 (19.7%) 
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Supplemental Figure 1 Kaplan–Meier plots of mRNA-1273 versus BNT162b cohort on A) COVID-19 hospitalization; B) Medically-

attended COVID-19, throughout the full follow-up.  
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