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ABSTRACT

The Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine is associated with increased myocarditis incidence. Constantly
evolving evidence regarding incidence and case fatality of COVID-19 and myocarditis related to
infection or vaccination, creates challenge for risk-benefit analysis of vaccination programs.
Challenges are complicated further by emerging evidence of waning vaccine effectiveness, and
variable effectiveness against variants. Here, we build on previous work on the COVID-19 Risk
Calculator (CoRiCal) by integrating Australian and international datato inform a Bayesian network
that calculates probabilities of outcomes for the Delta variant under different scenarios of Pfizer
COVID-19 veccine coverage, age groups (=12 years), sex, community transmission intensity and
vaccine effectiveness. The model estimates that in a population where 5% were unvaccinated, 5% had
one dose, 60% had two doses and 30% had three doses, the probabilities of developing and dying
from COVID-19-related myocarditis were 239-5847 and 1430-384,684 times higher (depending on
age and sex), respectively, than developing vaccine-associated myocarditis. For one million people
with this vaccine coverage, where transmission intensity was equivalent to 10% chance of infection
over two months, 68,813 symptomatic COVID-19 cases and 981 deaths would be prevented, with 42
and 16 expected cases of vaccine-associated myocarditis in males and females, respectively. The
model may be updated to include emerging best evidence, data pertinent to different countries or
vaccines, and other outcomes such aslong COVID.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In December 2020, the Pfizer vaccine (BNT162b2; Cormirnaty) became the first COVID-19 vaccine
to be authorized for public use [1], and has since had more than 1.5 billion doses delivered to 131
countries[2,3]. In June 2021, reports linking the Pfizer vaccine to myocarditis, especially in male
adolescents and young adults, started to emergein Israel [4] and the USA [5]. Despite low case
numbers, this association informed government policies surrounding a lower vaccinerollout in
younger age groups around the world [6]. Furthermore, intense media focus on this rare adverse event
may have contributed to an increase in vaccine hesitancy in younger age groups [ 7], especially in
Audtralia where it was the only COVID-19 vaccine recommended for those aged under 60 years at the

time[8].

Having accessto transparent information on the risks and benefits based on the current best available
evidenceiscrucial for individualsto make an informed decision on whether or not to get vaccinated
[9,10], and also for informing public health policy. The Australian Technical Advisory Group on
Immunisation (ATAGI) produced a helpful document on ‘Weighing up the potentia benefits against
risk of harm from COVID-19 vaccine AstraZeneca [11] to address concerns of vaccine-associated
thrombosis with thrombocytopenia syndrome. While ATAGI released a clinical ‘ Guidance on
myocarditis and pericarditis after mRNA COVID-19 vaccines' [12], there have not been any

documents focused on risk-benefit analysis.

By October 2021, 23.4% and 55.1% of Australians aged over 16 years had received one and two
doses of a COVID-19 vaccine, respectively, and an unspecified but small percentage had received a
third dose [13]. Because of concerns related to the risk of thrombosis and thrombocytopenia syndrome
with the AstraZeneca COVID-19 vaccine, the Pfizer vaccine was the standard recommendation for
those aged <60 years[14]. However, six-month Pfizer vaccine effectiveness data that became
available in October 2021 showed concerning reductions in protection against symptomatic infection

each month after administration of the second dose[15]. In the context of the reopening of Australian
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84  bordersin December 2021 and the introduction of the highly transmissible omicron variant, this
85  decreasein vaccine effectiveness may leave even those who have had two doses of a COVID-19
86  vaccine at substantial risk of developing symptomatic COV 1D-19. Even for the highly vaccinated
87  population of Australia, it was therefore crucial to communicate the necessity of third doses for
88  maintaining optimal protection against symptomatic infection, seriousillness, and death.
89
90 To effectively facilitate this communication, arisk-benefit analysis tool capable of integrating best
91  evidence from multiple data sources (both Australian and international) and formats (government
92  reports, published literature, and expert opinion) isrequired [16]. Furthermore, thistool must be easy
93  to update as the pandemic landscape rapidly evolves and as more data become available. We have
94  previoudy developed a Bayesian network (BN) model to analyze the risks and benefits of the
95 COVID-19 AstraZenecavaccine in the Australian population [17,18]. This model was used to
96  program the COVID-19 Risk Calculator (CoRiCal) [19], auser-friendly online tool that enables
97  scenario analysis based on user inputs (age, sex, vaccination status, transmission scenario). The tool
98  provides probability estimates for targeted subgroups and can be used by health managers as well as
99  individualsalone or in conjunction with their GP for shared decision making on vaccination. This
100  study describesthe BN model used to program the second version of the CoRiCal tool, and results of
101  population-level risk-benefit analysis of the Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine for the Australian context.
102
103
104
105 2. RESULTS
106
107 2.1. Model description
108
109 The BN model was designed to predict five outcomes:
110 i. Probability of developing and dying from Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis (n5, n12)

111 — depending on vaccine dose (n1), age (n2), and sex (n3);
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112 ii. Background probability of developing and dying from myocarditis (in those who have not
113 had Pfizer vaccine or COVID-19) (n6, n13). Estimates were converted to probability of
114 events over two monthsto enable comparison with the probability of vaccine-associated
115 (n5, n12) and infection-associated outcomes (n10, n14) over two-month periods;

116 iii. Probability of symptomatic COVID-19 (n10) — depending on intensity of community
117 transmission (n4), vaccine effectiveness against symptomatic infection (n7), relative risk
118 of symptomatic infection by age and sex (n9);

119 iv. Probability of dying from COVID-19 (n14) — depending on age (n2), sex (n3), vaccine
120 effectiveness against death (n8); and

121 V. Probability of developing and dying from COVID-19-related myocarditis (n11, n15) —
122 depending on age (n2), sex (n3).

123

124  TheBN (Figure 1) displays the links between variables and outcomes based on the assumptions
125  presentedin Table 1 [11,15,20-35] and Supplementary Tables S1-9. Table 2 summarises each of the

126 15 nodes and their parent/child associations.
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129  Figure 1. Bayesian network for assessing risks versus benefits of the Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine in
130 Audralia, with nodesin their default states.

131
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132  TheBN includesfour input nodes (orange) for use in scenario analyses: Pfizer vaccine dose and time
133  since second dose (n1), age (n2), sex (n3), and intensity of community transmission (n4). Community
134  transmission scenarios were presented as probability of infection over two months to enable

135  comparison of vaccination risks versus benefits, as vaccine effectivenessis expected to decrease over
136  time (modelled using two-month intervalsfor time since second dose). Transmission scenarios were
137  based on ATAGI definitions of low/mediunv/high risk [11] (equivalent to X, y, z% chance of infection
138  over two months), and 1%, 2%, 5% and 10% chance of infection over two months. The model

139  contains six intermediate nodes (yellow): Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis (n5), background
140 incidence of myocarditis (n6), vaccine effectiveness (n7, n8), relative risk of symptomatic infection
141  based on age and sex (n9), and incidence of COVID-19-related myocarditis (n11).

142

143  Two model versions were constructed employing distinct definitions of the ‘ Pfizer vaccine dose and

144  timesince dose 2’ node (nl):

145 e Version 1: Pfizer vaccine doses defined as no doses, first dose, second dose, and third dose.
146 Thisversion allows estimation of the probability of vaccine-associated myocarditis with each
147 dose of vaccine.

148 e Version 2; Pfizer vaccine doses defined as no doses, received only one dose, received two
149 doses, and received three doses. This version allows estimation of the probability of deathsin
150 the target population based on vaccine coverage rates.

151

152 2.2. Model validation

153

154  All authors agreed that the final model accurately represented the variables, their states, and

155  associations within the model’s scope, in a manner consistent with the best current evidence. Model
156 predictions were matched by independent cal culations of selected outcome probabilities

157  (Supplementary Table S10).

158

159 2.3. Risk-bene€fit analysis


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.07.22270637
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.07.22270637; this version posted February 8, 2022. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

160

161 2.3.1. Estimated risks of background myocarditis, Pfizer vaccine-associated myocar ditis
162 and myocarditisin patients with symptomatic COVID-19

163

164  Based on background rates of myocarditisreported by Li et al. [27] and Barda et al. [28], our model
165  estimated two-month incidence of 10.0 (females aged 12-19 years) to 53.9 (males aged >70 years)
166  casesper million, and overall case fatality rate (CFR) ranging from 1.2% to 4.3% for different age-sex
167  subgroups (Supplementary Table S6).

168

169 Upto09/12/2021 in Australia, age-sex-specific incidence of Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis
170 casesranged from zero to 24 per million after the first dose, and zero to 103 per million after the

171  second dose (Supplementary Table S7), with no reported deaths. Our model assumed an overall CFR
172  of 0.17% (two deaths out of 1195 cases) based on reports from the Centers for Disease Control and
173  Prevention Vaccine Adverse Event Reporting System in the USA [33] (Table 1).

174

175  Atthetime of writing, Australian data on myocarditisin COVID-19 patients were limited (Table 1).
176  Mode assumptions on the incidence and CFR of myocarditisin COVID-19 patients were obtained
177  froman international cohort study by Buckley et al. [34], and additional unpublished age-sex specific
178  datafromthe study via personal communication with the lead author. Data showed incidence ranging
179  from 1.66% to 13.74%, and CFR ranging from <1% to 15.14%, depending on age and sex

180  (Supplementary Table S8). Based on estimates from model version 2, Figure 2 shows that, in a

181  population aged >12 years, with vaccine coverage of 5% unvaccinated, 5% had one dose, 60% had
182  two doses and 30% had three doses, the probability of developing myocarditis related to symptomatic
183 COVID-19 was 239 to 5847 times higher than developing Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis,
184  depending on age group and sex (Figure 2, dashed lines). The probability of dying from myocarditis
185 related to symptomatic COVID-19 was 1430 to 384,684 times higher than dying from vaccine-

186  associated myocarditis, again depending on age group and sex (Figure 2, solid lines).

187
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189  Figure 2. Number of times more likely (in log scale) to develop (circles) and die (squares) from
190 myocarditis in patients with symptomatic COVID-19 than from Pfizer vaccine-associated
191  myocarditis, by age group and sex. *For males aged >70 years, Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis
192  had anincidence of 0%.

193

194 2.3.2. Estimated symptomatic COV1D-19 cases and deaths prevented

195

196 Model version 2 was used to calculate expected symptomatic COVID-19 cases and deaths prevented
197  over two months per million population aged >12 years, where 5% were unvaccinated, 5% had one
198  dose, 60% had two doses (20% each with the last dose administered 0 to <2, 2 to <4 and 4 to <6

199  monthsago) and 30% had three doses. Figure 3a and 3b show the expected cases and deaths,

200  respectively, prevented by age group under different community transmission intensities:

201 e 1% chance of infection over two months (green), equivalent to average of 3645 cases per day
202 in Augraia;

203 e 5% chance of infection over two months (yellow), equivalent to average of 7290 cases per
204 day in Ausgtralia; and

205 e 10% chance of infection over two months (orange), equivalent to average of 18,225 cases per
206 day in Audralia.
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207

208 Themodel estimates that for a million 12-19 year-olds with this vaccine coverage, 11,029

209  symptomatic COVID-19 cases and one death would be expected to be prevented under 1%

210 transmission (green) versus 110,288 cases and 11 deaths prevented under 10% transmission (orange),
211  with 146 expected cases of Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditisin males and 35 cases in females
212  (Figure 3b). In contrast, for amillion people aged >70 years, 2757 cases and 98 deaths would be

213  expected to be prevented under the 1% transmission scenario, 27,566 cases and 981 deaths prevented
214  under the 10% transmission scenario, with less than five expected vaccine-associated myocarditis

215  casesin malesor females. Calculations are detailed in Supplementary Table S11.
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218  Figure 3. Estimated COVID-19 cases (a) and deaths (b) (in log scale) prevented over two months per
219  million population of each age group if 5% had no doses, 5% had first dose, 60% had two doses
220  (evenly digtributed over 0 to <2, 2 to <4 and 4 to <6 months since second dose) and 30% had three doses
221  of Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine if community transmission equivalent to 1% (green), 5% (yellow), and
222  10% (orange) chance of infection over two months. (c) Estimated cases of Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine-

223  associated myocarditis over two months under the same vaccine coverage.

224

225 2.3.3. Estimated symptomatic COV1D-19 cases and deaths under different vaccination
226 cover age scenarios

227

228  Model version 2 was further used to estimate expected symptomatic COVID-19 cases and deaths per
229  million people if transmission intensity was equivalent to a 10% chance of infection over two months,

230  if 5% were unvaccinated, 5% had one dose, 60% had two doses and 30% had three doses (scenario
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231  one) (Figure 4, orange), versus if 0% of the population received no doses, 5% received the first dose
232  only, 15% had two doses (5% each with the second dose administered 0 to <2, 2 to <4 and 4 to <6

233  monthsago), and 80% had three doses (scenario two) (Figure 4, blue).
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236  Figure 4. Comparison of expected number of COVID-19 cases (a) and deaths (b) per million population
237 by age groups under vaccine coverage scenario one (5% had no doses, 5% had first dose, 60% had two
238  doses [evenly digtributed across time since second dose], and 30% had three doses of Pfizer COVID-19
239  vaccine), versus coverage scenario two (0% had no doses, 5% had one dose, 15% had two doses [evenly
240  digtributed across times since second dosg] and 80% had three doses), under a transmission scenario
241  equivalent to 10% chance of infection over two months.

242

243  Themodel showsthat for amillion people aged 12-19 years with the vaccine coverage described in
244  scenario one, 27,391 symptomatic COV1D-19 cases and less than one death from COVID-19 would
245  be expected under 10% transmission over two months, versus 11,042 cases and lessthan one death in
246  scenario two. For one million people aged 20-29 years, 36,249 cases and two deaths could be

247  expected in scenario one versus 13,168 cases and less than one death under scenario two. In contrast,
248  for amillion people aged =70 years, 12,694 cases and 404 deaths would be expected in scenario one
249  versus 5487 cases and 68 deaths under scenario two.

250

251 2.4, Sensitivity analysis

252
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2.4.1. Incidence of Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis

Therapeutic Goods Administration (TGA) reports between 14/10/2021 and 09/12/2021 [36] presented
dlight fluctuations in Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis incidence in Australia ranging from two to
37 cases per million depending on age-sex subgroup (Table 3). These small changes exerted no
substantive impact on population-level estimates of the number of deaths. Model caculations also
showed expected Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis deaths per million second doses to change
only dlightly during thistime; differences ranged from 0.000 to 0.063 deaths per million by age-sex

subgroup when comparing data from 14/10/2021 and 09/12/2021.

2.4.2. Vaccine effectiveness against symptomatic COVID-19 infection and death

The model calculated that in a population where 5% are unvaccinated, 5% had one dose, 60% had two
doses and 30% had three doses, a hypothetical 5% or 10% decrease in vaccine effectiveness against
the delta variant would result in a17.8% or 35.7% increase in estimated symptomatic cases,
respectively, and a 23.9% or 54.7% increase in estimated expected deaths, respectively (Table 4).
Thus, model estimates of cases and deaths are highly sensitive to reductions in vaccine effectiveness,
necessitating frequent monitoring of and updating with emerging vaccine effectiveness data,

particularly against new variants.

3. DISCUSSION

We developed a BN model to facilitate risk-benefit analysis of the Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine for the
Ausdtralian population. Results from this model highlight the importance of both individual factors
such as age, sex, and vaccination status, and location-specific factors that reflect the current pandemic

landscape, such as transmission intensity, case incidence and CFR from COVID-19, and COVID-19-

10
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and Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis. Our model could be used to help inform discussions and
decision-making for population health managers, individuals and clinicians. In this way, the model
may aid in policy development, public health management, increased public awareness and improved

shared-decision-making in medical consultations.

For Audtralians >12 years, we compared therisk of developing Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis,
with the benefit of protection against developing and dying from symptomatic COVI1D-19 over two
months under different transmission scenarios, if 5% were unvaccinated, 5% had a first dose, 60%
had two doses, and 30% had three doses. Overall, an Australian is471 to 5847 times more likely to
develop COVID-19-related than vaccine-associated myocarditis, and 1430 to 384,684 times more
likely to die from it, depending on age and sex (Figure 2). Under any transmission level, younger age
groups benefited the most from protection against symptomatic COVID-19 while older age groups
benefited the most from protection against fatal COVID-19 (Figure 3). Y ounger age groups were at
higher risk of developing vaccine-associated myocarditis than older groups, and males were at greater
risk than females. We note that myocarditis was more common after COV1D-19 compared to the
background rates, especially in younger men. In comparison, vaccine-associated myocarditis also has
apredilection for younger males but at a much lower prevalence than cases associated with
symptomatic COVID-19. Importantly, in the main, vaccination isjustified in all age groups because
myocarditis is generally mild in the young [37-39], and there is unequivocal evidence for reduced

mortality in older individuals across all levels of community transmission.

While the above risk-benefit analyses were conducted assuming the Australian vaccine coverage at
the time of writing, outcomes under other coverage rates can be assessed by the model. We compared
the number of COVID-19 cases and deaths expected if the chance of infection was 10% over two
months under a scenario where 5% are unvaccinated, 5% had afirst dose, 60% had two doses and
30% had three doses, to those expected under a second scenario where 0% are unvaccinated, 5% had a
firgt dose, 15% had two doses and 80% had three doses (Figure 4). Y ounger age groups benefited

from the steepest decline in expected case rates, with at least 23,000 fewer cases per million in 20-29
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year-olds. In contrast, older age groups benefited from the greatest decrease in expected deaths from

COVID-19, with 337 fewer deaths per million expected in those aged >70 years.

Sensitivity analysis showed model estimates to be robust against minor changes in the number of
Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis cases (Table 3), but highly affected by changesin vaccine
effectiveness against symptomatic infection and death (Table 4). At a public health level, this holds
important implications for COVID-19 burden if new variants such as omicron, for which vaccine
effectiveness is decreased, continue to emerge or if vaccine effectiveness provesto wane over time.
While vaccine effectiveness would have to drop to avery low threshold for the associated myocarditis
risk to outweigh the benefit of protection against symptomatic infection and death from COVID-19in
any age-sex-subgroup, this result highlights the importance of updating the model as new evidence

becomes available, or new variants emerge.

Model estimates must be contextualised within the scope of the BN model, which does not currently
consider comorbidities or personal behaviour that may influence an individual’ s risks of acquiring
COVID-19, their response to the infection, or their individual risk of myocarditis. Furthermore,
limitations to the availability of Australian data introduces uncertainty in the model inputs, so results
may change as more data become available. For example, at the time of writing no Australian data
were available on the incidence of Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis after the third dose and
international data were deemed inappropriate as a substitute (see Table 1 assumptions), necessitating
the use of rates for the second dose as a worst-case scenario. In another example, when calculating the
delta variant-specific CFR from COVID-19, ideally CFR for the unvaccinated population would be
used, and the 2-3 week lag between diagnosis and death accounted for. This information was not
available in Augtralia, so the assumptions were made that the time-window of afew monthsfor the
delta wave was long enough to minimise the effect of time lag from infection to death, and the great
majority of deaths during the delta wave was in unvaccinated people. Other limitations arise from the
model development process, where the use of expert elicitation may be perceived to introduce bias in

the evidence viewed. This was minimised through broad literature searches and frequent meetings
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with external experts such as cardiologists about the quality of the data sources used in the model

assumptions.

Despite these limitations, the use of an evidence-based BN to model the risks and benefits of COVID-
19 vaccination has many advantages. BNsallow for interactive scenario analysis so the model was
well-suited for use in programming CoRiCal, afree online tool aimed at better informing the public
and helping clinicians to best advise patients on the risks and benefits of COVID-19 vaccination [19].
Another benefit of BNsisthe ease of updating, allowing for future model updatesto incorporate other
outcomes such aslong COVID, different patient groups such as those <12 years and those with
comorbidities, other vaccines such as Moderna, or different vaccine adverse events such as
anaphylaxis. Finally, BNs are advantageous due to their integration of new data and different data
sources in informing different aspects of the model. While this model has been designed for the
Audtralian context, conditional probability tables (CPTs) can easly be re-populated wherever possible

using data from another country.

In summary, we developed a BN to compare the risks and benefits of Pfizer COVID-19 vaccination in
the Australian population in order to assist clinicians with providing guidance about the Pfizer
COVID-19 vaccine. In acommunity rather than individual context, the final model can also be used
to calculate population-level estimates to help inform policy development and public health
management. Although designed to compare risks of developing and dying from COVID-19, COVID-
19- and Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis for the delta variant, the model can be updated to
consider the omicron or other variants, other inputs such as patient comorbidities, and other outcomes

such aslong COVID.

4. MATERIALSAND METHODS
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365 4.1. Bayesian networks

366

367 BNsare graphical displays of directional associations between variables, as defined by conditional
368  probabilities [40]. Nodes represent variables and have multiple potential states (e.g., male and

369 female), and associations are represented by arrows in the direction of parent (independent) to child
370  (dependent) variable (Figure 5). Probabilities are assigned to each potential node state via CPTs

371  depending on parent node states or, in the case of no parents, prior distributions. The use of CPTs
372  dlowsfor integration of multiple data sources and formats including published figures, other

373 literature and expert opinion, as well as easy updating when new data are presented [41]. BNs are also
374  appropriate for analysing estimated or uncertain risks as they allow for sensitivity analysisto test

375  multiple possible inputs [41].

376
a) b)
Age group (@] Age group
e_12_1911.152%| lAge_12_19  0.000%
Age_20_29 16.545% iAge_20_29 0.000%
Age 30 3917.187%| \Age_30_39 0.000%
Age_40_4915.077%| |Age 40 49 100.000%
Age_50_59 14.273% | o Sex IAge_50_59 0.000% e Sex
Age_60_69 12.333% Male  50.000% I IAge_E60_69 0.000% Male 100.000% [
e_70plus13.432% Female50.000% | = iAge_T0plus  0.000% Female 0.000%
'OBac'kground myocarditis| Background myocardits|
> over 2 months over 2 months
Yes 0.003%| es 0.004% |
No 99.997% | No 99.996% |
Sex Male Female
‘Age group 12-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-39 60-69 T0+ 12-19 20-29 30-39 A4D-49 50-59 60-65 70+
Get Yes . 2 : . . ,
buckground 0.002% | 0.004% | 0.004% | 0.004% | 0.004% | 0.005% | 0.005% | 0.001% | 0.002% | 0.002% | 0.002% | 0.003% | 0.004% | 0.004%
over2 o 99.998% | 99.996% | 99.996% | 99.996% | 99.096% | 99.005% | D9.995% | 99.999% | 99.998% | 99.998% | 99.998% | 99.997% | 99.996% | 99.996%
377

378 Figure 5. Example Bayesian network (BN) for modelling the risk of developing background
379  myocarditis over 2 months based on age and sex. The output node, ‘Background myocarditis over 2
380 months' isthe child of two linked (black arrow) parent nodes, ‘Age group’, and ‘Sex’. As these parent
381 nodes do not have parent themselves, the probabilities of each of their possible states are determined
382 by aprior distribution; the model adopts the age distribution of the Australian population and an even
383 distribution of males and females. The conditional probability table for the outcome node

384  ‘Background myocarditis over 2 months', gives the probability for each state of this node dependent
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on the parent node dates. (a) In the default state, the BN shows that the chance of developing
background myocarditis (not from COVID-19 or the Pfizer vaccine) over 2 months is 0.003% (e.g., in
a population of 100,000 people, we expect three to get myocarditis in a two-month period). (b) An
example of scenario analysis showing the chance of a 40-49 year old male (underlined) developing

background myocarditis over two months, the model calculates a 0.004% chance of myocarditis.

Throughout the COVID-19 pandemic, BNs have been used in decision making [42], risk assessment
[43] and analysis [44,45]. We have previously developed the firss BN model for risk—benefit analysis
of aCOVID-19 vaccine, and used the model outputsto design an online tool to communicate the

risks and benefits of the AstraZeneca COVID-19 vaccine in the Australian context [17-19].

4.2. Model design

The model was based on best evidence from multiple sources, designed through collaboration
between subject matter experts (KRS, RP, JL, JES, SIB) and modelers (CLL, HIM, KM, JES) as
described previously [17,18]. The model focuses on ages >12 years due to insufficient dataon

younger age groups at the time of development.

4.3. Myocarditis

Acute myocarditis can result in myocardial inflammation from either an infectious or immune-
mediated aetiology [46]. Thus, our model compared the risk of Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis
with the risk of myocarditisin COVID-19 patients. While often asymptomatic, myocarditis may
present as chest pain, palpitations and/or dysrhythmias [46-48] and can cause dilated
cardiomyopathy, arrhythmia and/or sudden cardiac death [47,48]. In Australia, myocarditisis often
diagnosed using electrocardiogram, serum troponin levels, inflammatory markers, chest X -ray,
echocardiography and occasionally endomyocardial biopsy [12]. However, these methods can

underestimate the presence of myocarditisin comparison to more sensitive cardiac magnetic
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resonance imaging (MRI), which is considered the gold-standard for non-invasive diagnosis
worldwide [49,50]. The 2018 Lake Louise criteriafor MRI-based diagnosis of myocarditis targets
tissue-based imaging markers of oedema, hyperaemia, necrosis and fibrosis[51,52]. To ensure the
diagnosis of myocarditis was made robustly in our model, data reporting myocarditis cases diagnosed

viacardiac MRI were used wherever possible.

While both the Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine and COVID-19 itself may also be associated with
pericarditis, either separately or simultaneously with myocarditis, this model focuses solely on
myocarditis. Thisis because diagnostic criteriafor pericarditis are not well-defined, and because it is
less common than myocarditis. In studies that reported * myocarditis/pericarditis’, we estimated that
~65% of cases were attributable to myocarditis, based on proportions of cases reported in studies that

differentiate between them [28,29].

The definitions for vaccine-associated and infection-induced myocarditis used for the model reflect
those used within the studies from which data were drawn. V accine-associated myocarditis was
defined as confirmed myocarditis within approximately 10 days of vaccine administration [31], and
COVID-19-related myocarditis was defined as myocarditis that occurred within 6 months of COVID-

19 diagnosis[34].

4.4. Data sources

CPTs were derived from data compiled by experts from published material, government reports, and
through dialog with external clinical experts (e.g., cardiologists regarding the evidence for Pfizer
vaccine-associated, COVID-19-related and background rate of myocarditis). Official Australian
authority-issued data were employed whenever possible (e.g., national data on Pfizer vaccine-
associated myocarditis). When this was unavailable, data were retrieved from other reliable and
publicly available sources (e.g., background rates of myocarditis). Where Australian data were not

readily available and international data were not suitable to use for the Australian context, expert
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441  opinion was sought. For example, there were limited data in Australia about Pfizer vaccine-associated
442  myocarditis incidence and CFR after the third dose. While rates were reported in I srael and Singapore,
443  these were deemed inappropriate to use in the model as reported rates from first and second doses in
444 these countries were much lower than in Australia. However, both reported lower incidence of

445  myocarditis after the third dose than the second dose. Therefore, to avoid underestimating therisk, the
446  decision was made by the subject experts to use a conservative assumption that incidence after the
447  third dose was the same as the second dose. For some variables, data analysis was required to obtain
448  probabilities for the CPTSs, e.g., converting COVID-19 case incidence into probability of infection
449  over two months for the community transmission intensity node, or averaging datato fit the BN age
450  categories. Table 1 and Supplementary Tables S1-9 summarise data sources, model assumptions, and
451  rationae.

452

453  The BN incorporates default prior distributions for age group (based on the Australian population’s
454  agedistribution), sex (50% male, 50% female), and vaccine coverage (5% of the population

455  unvaccinated, 5% of received one dose, 60% received two doses [20% with the second dose

456  administered 0 to <2 months ago, 20% 2 to <4 months ago, and 20% 4 to <6 months ago], and 30%
457  received three doses[administered approximately 3 weeks ago]). Prior distributions do not influence
458  scenario analysesresults, e.g., once male sex is selected, outputs relate only to males regardless of the
459  entered prior distribution of sexes. Prior distributions can also be altered to model specific scenarios,
460 e.g., different levels of vaccine coverage.

461

462 4.5. Model validation

463

464  Subject experts and modellers reviewed the final model to evaluate if the network structure, variables,
465  relationships, and assumptions adequately portrayed the current best evidence. Multiple scenarios
466  were defined, and model outputs manually calculated from the data sources and pre-defined

467  assumptionsto validate the BN's predictive behaviour (Supplementary Table S10).

468
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4.6. Risk-benefit analysis

We assessed the risks versus benefits of the Pfizer vaccine if 5% of the population received no doses,

5% received the first dose only, 60% had two doses (20% each with the last dose administered O to

<2, 2 to <4 and 4 to <6 months ago), and 30% had three doses within the last two months (third dose

administered 4 to 6 months after second dose). We assumed the same vaccine coverage for all age

groups. These priors were selected to represent predicted vaccination coverage at the time of writing.

We compared the following risks (vaccine-associated myocarditis) and benefits (potential COVID-19

cases and deaths prevented) assuming the above vaccination coverage:

Egtimated number of times more likely for a person with symptomatic COVID-19 to
develop and die from COVID-19-related myocarditis, than for a person to develop and
die from Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis.

Egtimated symptomatic COVID-19 cases and deaths prevented per million population if
transmission intensity was equivalent to 1%, 5% or 10% chance of infection over two
months, versus estimated cases of Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis.

Egtimated symptomatic COVID-19 cases and deaths per million if transmission intensity
was equivalent to 10% chance of infection over two months, under the vaccination
coverage scenario described above versus a possible future scenario where 0% of the
population received no doses, 5% received the first dose only, 15% had two doses (5%
each with the last dose administered 0 to <2, 2 to <4 and 4 to <6 months ago), and 80%

had three doses.

4.7. Sensitivity analysis

Evidence informing many model inputs rapidly evolved throughout the model development process.

We ran sensitivity analyses for two variables considered most likely to fluctuate over time, to evaluate

the necessary frequency for updating model assumptions.
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From October-December 2021, reported Pfizer vaccine-associated myocarditis incidence in Australia
increased weekly but numbers remained very low. We assessed TGA reports from 14/10/2021 and
09/12/2021 [36] to evaluate how changes in data influenced model predictions of age-sex-specific
myocarditis cases from the second vaccine dose, per million people. We also assessed model output
sensitivity to hypothetical 5% and 10% decreases in vaccine effectiveness againgt both symptomatic

infection and death for the delta variant.
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Table 1. Summary of data sour ces, assumptions, and prior distributionsfor a Bayesan networ k to assessrisksver sus benefits of the Pfizer COVID-19
vaccine.

Model inputs Data sour ces, assumptions, rationale (r efer ences)

Vaccine 1 dose[20]

effectiveness e Datafrom 503,875 individualsin Israel

against _ e Age <60 years: 53.1% effective. Age >60 years 46.8% effective
symptomatic e Study conducted when delta was dominant variant.

infection 2 doses [15]

e Datafrom large integrated health system in the USA

e Datanot specifically for delta variant but for a mix so we assumed there would be negligible difference between variants.

e Our model focuses on risk of symptomatic infection, but this study reports estimates for total risk of infection (not necessarily symptomatic).
Our model may therefore have underestimated vaccine effectiveness against symptomatic infection.

e The study reports vaccine effectiveness at <1 month, 1 to <2 months, 2 to <3 months, 3 to <4 months, 4 to <5 months, and >5 months since
the second dose. When transforming these data to the time categories used in our model (0 to <2 months, 2 to <4 months and 4 to <6 months),
we averaged the reported vaccine effectiveness of the respective monthsin each group.

e Intransforming the reported age groups to those used in our model, we assumed that in age group 12-19 years, 50% were aged 12-15 years
and 50% were aged 16-19 years. Likewise for age group 40-49 years we assumed that 50% of people were aged 40-44 years and 50% were
aged 45-49 years. Similar assumptions were used for 50-59 and 60-69 year-olds.

e SeeTable Sl for summary of final assumptions.

3doses[21]
o Datafrom Pfizer third dose efficacy study conducted in the USA, Brazil and South Africa
Age 16-55 years: 96.5% effective. Age >56 years. 93.1% effective
Study conducted when delta was the dominant variant.
We assumed vaccine effectivenessin ages 12-15 years was the same as in ages 16-55 years.
In transforming reported age groups to those used in our model, we assumed that in age group 50-59 years, 60% were 50-55 years and 40%
were 56-59 years.
o SeeTable Sl for summary of final assumptions.

* 3SUB2I| [euoeWIBIU| 0 AN-DN-AG-DD € Japun 3|qejiene apeuw si |

Vaccine 1dose[22]
effectiveness e Datafrom Ontario study, reporting vaccine effectiveness against hospitalisation or death from delta variant. These data may therefore
against death if underestimate effectiveness against death.
infected e Age <60 years: 89% effective. Age >60 years: 74% effective.
2 doses [23]

e Datafrom Public Health England reporting vaccine effectiveness against death from delta variant.

e Intransforming reported time since second dose into the categories used in our model, we used weighted averages of the vaccine effectiveness
in different time groups reported in the study, with weighting being proportionate to the number of weeksin each category.

e Intransforming the reported age groups to the categories used in our model, we assumed that for age group 60-69 years, 50% were 60-64
years and 50% were 65-69 years.

e Datawere reported only for age groups >16 years (which includes >65 years) and >65 years. As data were not provided for ages 16-64 years
only, we assumed estimates were the same as for the >16 years age group. It is therefore possible that vaccine effectiveness for this age group
was underestimated due to influence of the lower effectiveness within the >65-year-olds.
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e Asno data were reported for age <16 years, we assumed that ages 12-15 years had the same vaccine effectiveness as ages 16-64 years.
o SeeTable 2 for summary of final assumptions.
3doses[23]
e Asno data have yet been published on the effectiveness of athird dose against death, we assumed the same effectiveness as ‘ Two doses (last
dose 0 to <2 months ago)’.

Relativerisk of  Datafrom Australian National Interoperable Notifiable Diseases Surveillance System (NINDSS) [24] reports age and sex distribution of all COVID-19
symptomatic casesin Australia up to 8 Dec 2021. We subtracted data from the Australian Government Department of Health Epidemiology Reports 32 and 43 [25]
infection by age  reporting age and sex distribution of COVID-19 casesin Australiain 2020, and Jan to June 2021, respectively, to obtain age and sex digtribution of
and sex cases from 6 June to 8 Dec 2021 to represent the delta variant. We calculated relative risk of infection by age group and sex by estimating the
probability of infection in each age-sex group if overall probability of infection in the community was 1%. See Table S3 for final assumptions.
Risk of Definitions of low, medium, and high transmission as defined by Australian Technical Advisory Group on Immunisation (ATAGI) [11]. Low — similar
symptomatic to first wave in Australia (equivalent to 0.016% of population infected over 2 months). Medium — similar to second wave in Victoria, Australiain 2020
infectionunder  (equivalent to 0.149% of population infected over 2 months). High —similar to Europe in January 2021 (equivalent to 1.920% of population infected
current over 2 months). Also included transmission scenarios equivalent to: zero transmission; 1%, 2%, 5% and 10% chance of infection over 2 months.
transmission Chance of infection over 2 months calculated for different levels of community transmission. See Table $4 for final assumptions.

and vaccination
status

Risk of dying COVID-19 cases reported in Australia from January 2020 to 18/11/2021 were used to provide estimates of age-sex-specific case fatality rates. Data
from COVID- sourced from Australian NINDSS [24]. To convert reported age groups into those used in our model, calculations were based on age distribution of the
19 Australian population [26]. See Table S5 for final assumptions.
Risk of getting  Multinational network cohort sudy from Australia, France, Germany, Japan, Netherlands, Spain, the UK and the USA reports background incidence of
(background) myocarditis and pericarditis per 100,000 person-years by age group and sex [27]. We assumed that 65% of reported myopericarditis cases were
myocarditis myocarditis, based on proportions from other studies that differentiate between them post-vaccination [28,29]. We converted incidence to probability
of infection per person over 2 months. To convert reported age groups into those used in the model, calculations were based on age distribution of the
Australian population [26]. See Table S6 for final assumptions.
Risk of dying Study reportsincidence of fatal myocarditisin Finland per 100,000 person-years by age group and sex as total risk [30], but not as case fatality rate.
from We converted incidence per 100,000 person-years to probability per person over 2 months (in the general population), then used these values for each
(background) age-sex subgroup as the numerator and the respective values for node ‘ Risk of getting (background) myocarditis' as the denominator to calculate case
myocarditis fatality rate. When converting reported age groups to the age groups used in our model, calculations were based on the age distribution of the
Australian population [26]. See Table S6 for final assumptions.
Risk of getting  Therapeutic Goods Administration (TGA) reports rates of myocarditis from the Pfizer vaccine per 100,000 dosesin Australia, from all doses and
Pfizer vaccine-  second doses [31]. From this we calculated rates from first doses. At the time of writing, the only data available for the third dose in Australia cited
associated four reports of likely myocarditis from a third dose of Pfizer up to 09/01/2022 with 3,651,855 third doses given nationally up to that date (with no
myocarditis breakdown of proportion of doses by brand). Asthisinformation is very limited, we assumed the same rate of vaccine-associated myocarditis asthe
second dose. This assumption was based on data from Israel reporting that rates of Pfizer vaccine-induced myocarditis from the third dose was higher
than after the first dose but lower than after the second dose [32]. To provide a conservative estimate and avoid underestimating the potential risk of
myocarditis after the third dose, we assumed the same rates as the second dosg, i.e. the ‘worst case scenario’. See Table S7 for final assumptions.
Risk of dying Case fatality rate from mRNA vaccine-associated myocarditis has not been reported widely, in part due to very low numbers. Data from USA Centers
from Pfizer for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) Vaccine Adverse Event Reporting System (VAERS) [33]. Reported 1195 myocarditis cases after mRNA
vaccine- vaccination (dose number not specified) in those aged under 30 years, of which two likely died from myocarditis, giving a case fatality rate of 0.17%
associated (2/1195). We assumed the same case fatality rate for Pfizer and other mMRNA COVID-19 vaccines, and the same case fatality rate in those aged >30

29
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myocarditis years.

Risk of getting  Study reports that 5.0% of patients with COVID-19 developed new-onset myocarditis [34] based on electronic medical recordsin TriNetX, a global

SARS-CoV-2 federated health research network. Published data were insufficient to stratify by age and sex. Age-sex breakdown of the patient cohort with COVID-

infection- 19 and related myocarditis cases were provided by the authors through personal communication. Data from the original patient cohort in the study were

induced no longer available; the patient data provided through personal communication was from an updated cohort and showed a lower total prevalence of

myocarditis myocarditis (~2.3%). See Table S8 for final assumptions.

Risk of dying Study reports a six-month all-cause mortality of 3.9% in COVID-19 patients with myocarditis, assuming that deaths were attributable to myocarditis

from SARS [34]. Published data were insufficient to stratify by age and sex. Age-sex breakdown of the myocarditis cases and deaths were provided by the authors

CoV-2 through personal communication. Data provided through personal communication were based on electronic medical recordsin TriNetX, reported with

infection- patient counts >10 rounded up to 10 to safeguard protected healthcare data. The case fatality rate for age-sex subgroups with 10 deaths was thus

induced assumed to be <1.00%, with a value of 1.00% used in the model to assume the worst-case scenario. For males aged 12-19 and 20-29 years, there were

myocarditis zero deaths out of 152 and 661 cases of myocarditis, respectively. To avoid using a 0% case fatality rate in the model, we assumed that 12-19 and 20-
29 year old males had the same case fatality rate as 30-39 year old males (1.00%). We believe this is a reasonable assumption because in females there
was no significant differencein case fatality rate between ages 12-19 and 20-29 years and 30-39 years. See Table S8 for final assumptions.

Prior

distributions

Agedistribution  Distribution based on Australian Bureau of Statistics national population estimates from September 2021 [26]. See Table S9 for final assumptions.

of population Note age group 0-11 years was excluded from this version of the model because they were not yet eligible for vaccination in Australia at time of

writing. This age group can be added into the model when vaccine coverage increases and data on vaccine effecti veness become available.

Sex digtribution

Assumed 50% male, 50% female.

of population

Pfizer vaccine  Assumed 5% had no doses, 5% had one dose only, 60% had two doses only, 30% had three doses for ages >12 years. These approximations were
coveragein based on vaccine coverage data from Australian Government Department of Health COVID-19 vaccination data on 3 Jan 2022 [35], and our estimates
population* of how coverage will increase over the coming months.

Community Chance of infection (x%) over 2 months, based on different levels of community transmission. Priors set to even distribution between categories,
transmissionat  assuming that community transmission level will be selected when using the CoRiCal tool or running public health-level scenario analyses. See

X% over 2 explanation above under ‘ Risk of symptomatic infection under current transmission and vaccination status .

months*

*Note that prior distributions do not affect results of scenario analysis but enables the model to provide population-level estimates. Assumptions can be changed as the situation

evolves.
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Table 2. Summary of nodesand relationships between nodesin a Bayesian network for assessing risksversusbenefits of the Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine. 33
s o

Node name (number) Description Potential values Node type Parent nodes Child nodes & §
5=

Pfizer vaccine dose & time Vaccine dose number None, Input Age group (n2) n5, n7, n8 2 8
since dose 2 (n1) 1% dose (<3 weeks ago), ® 5
2" dose (last dose O to <2 months ago), =5

2™ dose (last dose 2 to <4 months ago), 22

2" dose (last dose 4 to <6 months ago), gg

3" dose =0

Q.

Age group (n2) Age group (years) 12-19, 20-29,30-39, 40-49, 50-59, 60-69, I nput N/A — Default priors. population distribution of  n1, n5-9, nll,fg =
>70 Austrdia by age n13-15 g R

Sex (n3) Sex Mae, female Input N/A — Defaults to uniform distribution n5,ng,ng, 2= S
nil, n3-15 g @ S

Q) = !\)

Community transmission at Probability of infection over 2 months None, I nput N/A — Defaults set to uniform distribution n10 =y 5 _8
x% over 2 months (n4) based on different levels of community ATAGI definitions of low, med, high, ac S
transmission 1%, 2%, 5%, 10% €3N

23N

Vaccine-associated Probability of developing myocarditisfrom  Yes, no Intermediate Pfizer vaccine dose & time since dose 2 (nl), ni2 253
myocarditis (n5) the Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine Age group (n2), Sex (n3) 9(’) 3 %
oo -0

Background myocarditisover ~ Probability of developing myocarditisover  Yes, no Outcome Age group (n2), Sex (n3) nl3 @ g 5
2 months (n6) 2 months (background rate in those who < g 2
have not had vaccine or infection) 552

=@ =

Vaccine effectivenessagainst  Effectiveness of the vaccine a preventing Effective, ineffective Intermediate Pfizer vaccine dose & time since dose 2 (nl), nl0 o g S
symptomatic infection (n7) symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection Age group (n2) g gg
Vaccine effectivenessagainst  Effectiveness of the vaccine a preventing Effective, ineffective Intermediate Pfizer vaccine dose & time since dose 2 (nl), nl4 % 3 s
desath (n8) deaths from symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 Age group (n2) g $ @
infection =23
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Die from myocarditis Probability of dying from myocarditis Yes, no Outcome Age group (n2), Sex (n3), Background N/A
(background) (n13) (background rate in those who have not had myocarditis over 2 months (n6)
COVID-19 vaccine or SARS-CoV-2
infection)
Die from COVID-19 (n14) Probability of dying from COVID-19 Yes, no Outcome Age group (n2), Sex (n3), Vaccine N/A
effectiveness againg death (n8), Risk of
symptomatic infection under current
transmission and vaccination status (n10)
Die from COVID-19-related Probability of dying from COVID-19- Yes, no Outcome Age group (n2), Sex (n3), Myocarditis from N/A

myocarditis (n15)

related myocarditis

COVID-19 (n11)

ATAGI: Australian Technical Advisory Group on Immunisation.
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Table 3. Evolving evidence on incidence of Pfizer vaccine-associated myocar ditis by age and sex in Australia in October-December 2021.

Estimated incidence of myocarditis

Estimated deaths per million

Differencein estimated

Differencein estimated

g'rAc?L?p per million 2™ doses® 2" doses based on 0.34% CFR” cases per million 2™ doses | deathsper million 2" doses
(years) compared to 14/10/21 compared to 14/10/21
14/10/21 09/12/21 14/10/21 09/12/21 09/12/21 09/12/21
Male | Female | Male | Female | Male | Female | Male | Female Male Female Male Female
12-19 75 14 103 25 0.128 0.024 0.175 0.043 28 11 0.048 0.019
20-29 22 12 59 19 0.037 0.020 0.100 0.032 37 7 0.063 0.012
30-39 6 3 15 6 0.010 0.005 0.026 0.010 9 3 0.015 0.005
40-49 10 10 11 9 0.017 0.017 0.019 0.015 1 1 0.002 0.002
50-59 3 3 1 4 0.005 0.005 0.002 0.007 2 1 0.003 0.002
60-69 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
>70 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
#Incidence of myocarditisin Australiareported by Therapeutic Goods Administration (TGA). [31]
PCFR: Case fatality rate for all ages combined, ca culated to be 0.17%, from [33].
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Table4. Impact of theoretical reduction in vaccine effectiveness against delta variant on
estimated deaths, assuming 5% of population is unvaccinated, 5% had one dose, 60% had two
doses and 30% had three doses.

Current If 5% less  If 10% less
model effective effective
assumptions
Average vaccine effectivenessfor all ages>12
against symptomatic infection after
1% dose (<3 weeks ago) 51.5% 46.5% 41.5%
2" dose (last dose 0-<2 months ago) 85.3% 80.3% 75.3%
2" dose (last dose 2-<4 months ago) 72.1% 67.1% 62.1%
2" dose (last dose 4-<6 months ago) 52.6% 47.6% 42.6%
3% dose 95.4% 90.4% 85.4%
% Increasein estimated symptomatic cases
compared to current model assumptions of N/A 17.7% 35.4%
vaccine effectiveness
Average vaccine effectivenessfor all ages>12
against death after
1% dose (<3 weeks ago) 85.1% 80.1% 75.1%
2" dose (last dose 0-<2 months ago) 98.0% 93.0% 88.0%
2" dose (last dose 2-<4 months ago) 95.2% 90.2% 85.2%
2" dose (last dose 4-<6 months ago) 91.8% 86.8% 81.8%
3% dose 98.0% 93.0% 88.0%
% Increasein estimated deaths compared to
current model assumptions of vaccine N/A 23.8% 54.9%
effectiveness
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