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Abstract 

Objective: Emerging SARS-COV-2 variants are spurring the development of adapted vaccines 

as public health authorities plan for the fall vaccination strategy. We aimed to estimate the number 

of infections and hospitalizations prevented by three potential booster strategies in those ≥18 

years of age in the United States: Boosting with Moderna’s licensed first generation monovalent 

vaccine mRNA-1273 (ancestral strain) starting in September 2022, boosting with Moderna’s 

candidate bivalent vaccine mRNA-1273.214 (ancestral + BA.1 variant of concern [VOC]) starting 

in September 2022, or boosting with Moderna’s updated candidate bivalent vaccine mRNA-

1273.222 (ancestral + BA.4/5 VOC) starting 2 months later in November 2022 due to longer 

development timeline. 
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Methods: An age-stratified, transmission dynamic, Susceptible-Exposed-Infection-Recovered 

(SEIR) model, adapted from previous literature, was used to estimate the number of infections 

over time; the model contains compartments defined by both SEIR status and vaccination status. 

A decision tree was subsequently used to estimate the clinical consequences of those infections. 

Calibration was performed so the model tracks the actual course of the pandemic up to the 

present time. 

Results: Vaccinating with mRNA-1273(Sept), mRNA-1273.214(Sept), and mRNA-

1273.222(Nov) is predicted to reduce infections by 34%, 40%, and 18%, respectively, over a 6-

month time horizon (September-February) compared to no booster. Similarly, boosting in 

September prevents substantially more hospitalizations than starting to boost in November with 

a more effective vaccine (42%, 48%, and 25% for mRNA-1273, mRNA-1273.214, and mRNA-

1273.222, respectively, at 6 months compared to no booster). Sensitivity analyses around 

transmissibility, vaccine coverage, masking, and waning of natural and vaccine-induced immunity 

changed the magnitude of cases prevented but boosting with mRNA-1273.214 in September 

consistently prevented more cases of infection and hospitalization than the other two strategies. 

Limitations and Conclusions: With the emergence of new variants, key characteristics of the 

virus that affect estimates of spread and clinical impact also evolve, making estimation of these 

parameters difficult, especially in heterogeneous populations. Our analysis demonstrated that 

vaccinating with the bivalent mRNA-1273.214 booster was more effective over a 6-month period 

in preventing infections and hospitalizations with a BA.4/5 subvariant than the tailored vaccine, 

simply because it could be deployed 2 months earlier. We conclude that there is no advantage to 

delay boosting until a BA.4/5 vaccine is available; earlier boosting with mRNA-1273.214 will 

prevent the most infections and hospitalizations. 

Keywords: Coronavirus vaccine; SARS-COV-2; bivalent booster  
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The COVID-19 pandemic has been marked by the emergence of multiple variants of concern 

(VOC), including most recently Omicron, which arose in October 2021 and rapidly replaced all 

other circulating variants globally.1 The World Health Organization (WHO) has stated that the 

available evidence suggests that Omicron VOC is more transmissible and shows evidence of 

immune escape, as there is a reduction in neutralizing activity of antibody responses compared 

to previous VOCs.2  The original Omicron VOC, now termed BA.1, has already evolved into new 

sublineages. In the United States (US), the proportion of infections attributed to the BA.4 and 

BA.5 sublineages is increasing and, as of July 6, 2022, these are predicted to be the most 

common sublineages in the near future.3,4 While the characteristics of BA.4 and BA.5 are still 

being evaluated relative to BA.1, one concerning observation is that individuals produce lower 

neutralizing antibody titers compared to BA.1.2 

Since the successful launch of vaccines designed to protect against ancestral SARS-COV-2 

infections, vaccine manufacturers have been developing new adapted vaccines targeting 

emerging VOCs. In April, Moderna reported superior neutralizing antibody responses generated 

by its candidate mRNA-1273.211 bivalent booster that encodes for the spike glycoproteins of the 

ancestral strain and Beta (B.1.351) variant.5 On June 8, 2022, Moderna reported superior 

antibody responses for its mRNA-1273.214 bivalent booster, that encodes for the ancestral strain 

and Omicron (BA.1) VOC.6,7 Data from this latest clinical trial have now been submitted for review 

with regulators. In addition to superior neutralizing antibody responses to Omicron, next 

generation bivalent vaccines have also demonstrated a broader response to other VOCs, and 

this response was more durable for mRNA-1273.211 compared to the first generation monovalent 

vaccine, mRNA-1273.4 

In anticipation of the peak winter season for respiratory viruses in the Northern Hemisphere and 

the registration of next generation COVID-19 vaccines, the WHO, European Medicines Agency 

(EMA), and US Food and Drug Administration (FDA) held several meetings where current 

epidemiological and vaccines data were reviewed. The WHO Technical Advisory Group on 

COVID-19 Vaccine Composition (TAG-CO-VAC) released an new interim statement in June.1 In 

this statement, TAG-CO-VAC reiterated that the primary objective of COVID-19 vaccination is to 

reduce hospitalization, severe disease and death, against which currently licensed vaccines 

continue to provide high levels of protection. However, in the context of uncertainty about the 

timing of the emergence, extent of global circulation, and antigenic characteristics of future 
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variants, TAG-CO-VAC recommended that an additional vaccination objective be to broaden the 

immune response against circulating and emerging variants. As the most antigenically distinct 

SARS-CoV-2 VOC, they concluded that adding Omicron in an updated vaccine composition that 

includes the ancestral strain may be beneficial if administered as a booster dose. In their press 

briefing of July 7, 2022, EMA also communicated that the choice of vaccines will be based on the 

breadth of immunity against VOCs, given that no one can predict what variants will be circulating 

during the winter.8 Finally, following the Vaccines and Related Biological Products Advisory 

Committee (VRBPAC) vote on June 28, 2022, the FDA recommended for vaccine manufacturers 

to update booster formulations to include the ancestral strain and Omicron BA.4/5 given its current 

prevalence in the US.9 Such an update from the Omicron BA.1 currently included in candidate 

vaccines to BA.4/5 may have implications in terms of the timing of the fall vaccination strategy. 

Our research objective was to estimate the number of infections and hospitalizations prevented 

by a booster strategy in those 18 years of age and older in the United States across a 6-month 

time horizon. We compared the following three scenarios: (1) Boosting with Moderna’s licensed 

first generation monovalent vaccine mRNA-1273 (ancestral) starting in September 2022, (2) 

Boosting with Moderna’s candidate bivalent vaccine mRNA-1273.214 (ancestral + BA.1 VOC) 

starting in September 2022, or (3) Boosting with Moderna’s updated candidate bivalent vaccine 

mRNA-1273.222 (ancestral + BA.4/5 VOC) starting in November 2022 due to longer development 

time. 

  

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


5 
 

2. METHODS 

For this analysis, we use a simple, age-stratified, Susceptible-Exposed-Infection-Recovered 

(SEIR) compartmental model, adapted from Shiri et al., 202110 to estimate the number of 

infections over time and then use a decision tree to estimate the clinical consequences of those 

infections across a 6-month time horizon (September 2022 to February 2023), where healthcare 

systems are the most pressured. The model structure, inputs, and calibration process are 

described in more detail in the accompanying technical appendix; a brief overview of key features 

and inputs is presented here.  

SEIR Model Structure 

The SEIR model contains compartments defined by both SEIR status and vaccination status. The 

time step for transitions in the model is one day. The model simulation begins on January 31, 

2020 and, as described in more detail below; calibration methods are used to ensure that the 

model tracks as well as possible the actual course of the pandemic up to the present time, but 

prior to implementation of a new booster vaccine. As shown in Figure 1, all individuals start in the 

unvaccinated compartments at the beginning of the pandemic. Individuals can move to the 

primary series compartments, then the booster 1 compartments, then the booster 2 compartments 

as more doses of vaccines are received. “Booster 1” and “booster 2” refer to doses of the currently 

available vaccine given after the primary series. For the primary series and each of these 

boosters, we assumed that a mix of the available vaccines (mRNA-1273; BNT162b2; 

AD26.COV2.S) were given based on US market shares at that time. We assume that no 

individuals receive primary series or booster 1 doses after May 31, 2022, and that no booster 2 

doses are given after June 15, 2022. 

For this analysis, individuals may move into a final “Fall Booster” stratum when they receive a 

new booster starting in September or November 2022 (Figure 1). Individuals may receive this fall 

booster if they have received the primary series, booster 1, or booster 2.  

All individuals start in the susceptible (S) compartments and move through to the recovered (R) 

compartments as they develop an infection followed by natural immunity. The force of infection, 

which is indicated by arrows in the model figure, is a function of effective contact between the 

susceptible and infected people. This rate is dictated by an age-specific contact matrix, which is 

modified by reduction in social mobility and masking behavior, and transmissibility of the virus. 

Vaccination also acts to reduce the force of infection. As described in the technical appendix, the 

model was calibrated between January 31, 2020 to May 31, 2022 to match all infections as 
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estimated by the Institute for Health Metrics Evaluation (IHME).11 This process gave us an 

estimate of the number of people who had natural immunity and the average vaccine 

effectiveness (VE) for the proportions of the population in each of the vaccination strata, by age 

group in June 2022. 

Figure 1. Model structure: Compartments in the dynamic model 

  

 

Infection Projections 

For projections beyond May 2022, it was assumed that social distancing patterns would return to 

pre-pandemic levels and mask use would return to 0% by the end of July 2022. Both remain at 

these pre-pandemic levels for the remainder of the analysis time horizon. Projections of the 

potential impact of a new variant similar to the BA.4/5 sub-variant are highly variable.12 Initial 

indications from countries such as Portugal that have experienced an early BA.4/5 wave13 are 

that BA.4/5 will not be as severe as the first BA.1 wave, but will be more severe than the BA.2 

waves. We assumed that BA.4/5 would be the only sub-variants circulating by August 15, 2022, 

and therefore increased our transmissibility parameter until September 1, 2022, and held it 

constant thereafter. For the base case, we assumed that the peak incidence of infection without 

boosters would be approximately half of the Omicron BA.1 wave. 
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Vaccine Effectiveness 

In order to model the impact of a changing mix of VOC on VE, we divided the model simulation 

timeframe into three periods: pre-Omicron (January 31, 2020 – November 30, 2021); Omicron 

BA.1/2 (December 1, 2021 – August 14, 2022); and Omicron BA.4/5 (August 15, 2022 – February 

28, 2023). 

VE was estimated for primary series, booster 1, and booster 2 using a weighted average of the 

types of vaccines received in the US. For the pre-Omicron period, initial VE (against infection and 

severe disease) and the monthly waning rates were obtained from an analysis of 20 studies 

conducted by the IHME.14 Data for boosters were obtained from a test-negative case-control study 

conducted in England, with assumptions applied for missing data.15 For the Omicron BA.1 period, 

initial VE for primary series and booster and waning for the primary series were obtained from a 

meta-analysis by Pratama et al, 2022;16 data collected in England17 were used where meta-

analytic data were unavailable. The waning rates for the booster were assumed to be the same 

as the waning rates for the primary series. The values used in the model are displayed in Table 

1, while further details are presented in the technical appendix. 

Real-world VE data against the BA.4/5 variant are not yet available. However, the method 

developed by Khoury et al., 2021,18 and updated by Hogan et al., 2021,19 which calculates VE 

over time based on relative neutralizing antibody levels (geometric mean titers, GMT), was used 

to estimate the impact of new vaccines and emerging variants. Moderna clinical data showed a 

8.3 fold decrease between the neutralizing titers of mRNA-1273.214 against BA.4/5 and the 

ancestral SARS-CoV-2 at day 29, and a 11.5 fold decrease for mRNA-1273.20 Using the same 

method by Khoury et al., 202121 and Hogan et al., 2021,19 the initial infection VE against the 

ancestral strain for mRNA-1273.214 was estimated to be 95.24%. This was driven by the higher 

GMT level produced against the ancestral strain by mRNA-1273.214 compared to mRNA-1273 

(6,422 and 5,287, respectively). VE for the candidate mRNA-1273.222 BA.4/5-adapted bivalent 

vaccine was approximated using the GMTs of mRNA-1273.214 against BA.1, using the 

assumption that a BA.4/5-adapted bivalent vaccine would perform similarly against BA.4/5 as a 

BA.1 vaccine would perform against BA.1 (i.e., 2.6 fold decreased compared to ancestral GMT).22 

The initial infection VE against the ancestral strain of 95.24% was also assumed for the mRNA-

1273.222 vaccine. Waning for all three vaccine boosters was assumed to be the same as waning 

for primary series vaccination against BA.1/2 (7.3% for infection and 3.4% for severe disease). In 

order to adjust the VE of the primary series, booster 1, and booster 2 for the Omicron BA.4/5 

period, we calculated that VE for the mRNA-1273 vaccine against infection drops to 72% of BA.1 
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effectiveness using the methods by Hogan et al. 2021,19 while VE against severe disease drops 

to 88% of BA.1 effectiveness. 

Table 1. Vaccine effectiveness for primary series, booster 1 and booster 2 (pre-Omicron 
and Omicron BA.1 periods) 

Vaccine Pre-Omicron Omicron (BA.1) 
Initial Vaccine 
Effectiveness 

Waning: Monthly 
Decline 

Initial Vaccine 
Effectiveness 

Waning: Monthly 
Decline 

Infections 
Primary Series 84.9% 3.8% 64.7% 7.3% 
Booster 1 93.2% 3.7% 72.9% 7.3% 
Booster 2 NA 72.9% 7.3% 

Severe Infections 
Primary Series 94.2% 1.3% 88.2% 3.4% 
Booster 1 99.7% 1.2% 93.3% 3.4% 
Booster 2 NA 93.3% 3.4% 

 

Table 2. Projected vaccine effectiveness against Omicron BA.4/5 for fall boosters 
Vaccine Infection Severe 

Initial Vaccine 
Effectiveness 

Waning: Monthly 
Decline 

Initial Vaccine 
Effectiveness 

Waning: Monthly 
Decline 

mRNA-1273 57.75% 7.3% 83.29% 3.4% 
mRNA-1273.214 69.55% 7.3% 89.73% 3.4% 
mRNA-1273.222 87.89% 7.3% 96.94% 3.4% 

 

Natural Immunity 

A review of the data during the pre-Omicron period concluded that the rate of waning of natural 

immunity is uncertain but likely equal to, or less than, that for vaccine-mediated immunity,23 and 

that the impact of Omicron on the duration of protection from natural immunity is also unclear. For 

our base case calibration, we assumed conservatively that this waning rate was equivalent to that 

of vaccine-mediated immunity in the pre-Omicron and Omicron BA.1 periods. We then held the 

rate constant during the BA.4/5 Omicron period to conduct projections. 

Vaccine Coverage 

In this analysis, we attempt to determine the benefit of administering a new bivalent booster to 

individuals in the US who have received at least a primary series with a currently licensed vaccine. 

While not yet authorized by the FDA nor recommended by the Centers for Disease Control and 

Prevention (CDC), we assume this includes receipt of a third booster dose for those who have 

already received a primary series plus two booster doses, a second booster dose for those who 
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have received only one booster dose, or a first booster dose for those who have received primary 

series only. The age-specific uptake of the primary series, booster 1, and booster 2 was based 

on data from the CDC24 with final coverage shown in Table 3. For the fall boosters, we used the 

booster 1 uptake pattern and assumed that individuals are equally likely to receive the booster, 

regardless of their vaccination history. The age-specific uptake of the fall booster is shown in  

Figure 2. For the November mRNA-1273.222 booster, the same uptake pattern was assumed 

except that vaccination started on November 1, 2022. 

 Table 3. Vaccine uptake by age group: primary series (May 31, 2022); booster 1 (May 31, 
2022); and booster 2 (June 15, 2022) 

Age Group (Years) Primary Series (%) Booster 1 (%)* Booster 2 (%)** 
0-9 14.8 0 0 
10-19 54.4 21.9 0 
20-29 65.6 34.4 0 
30-39 67.2 36.6 0 
40-49 74.7 44.6 0 
50-59 81.6 54.1 17.1 
60-69 87.6 61.1 24.3 
70-79 90.7 70.1 31.4 
80+ 87.9 72.1 31.4 

* Booster 1 series numbers represent the proportion of the age group that received a booster as a 
percentage of those that had completed their primary series. 
** Booster 2 series numbers represent the proportion of the age group that received a booster as a 
percentage of those that had completed Booster 1. 
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Figure 2. Vaccine uptake for a hypothetical fall booster strategy starting September 1, 
2022 

 

 

Consequences of Infections 

All patients who develop a symptomatic infection are assumed to move into an infection 

consequences decision tree (Figure 3). The VE against severe infection is higher than protection 

against infection alone and this is modeled in the decision tree as a further reduction in 

hospitalization rates among those who are vaccinated. In sensitivity analysis, the impact of 

PaxlovidTM (Pfizer; nirmatrelvir/ritonavir) on the risk of hospitalization and death is also taken into 

account for a percentage of patients in each age stratum who are eligible and ultimately receive 

the treatment. The key model inputs are displayed in Table 4, with further details provided in the 

technical appendix. 
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Table 4. Key consequences decision tree model inputs for the base case and sensitivity 
analyses 
Model Parameter Base Case Assumption Sensitivity Analysis 

Data/Selections 
Monthly waning rate of 
mRNA-1273.214 

Same as primary series 
against Omicron (7.3% for 
infection, 3.4% for 
hospitalization) 

Decrease of 25%, 50%, and 75% 
(assumptions) 

Percentage of Infections with 
Symptoms 

18-49: 85.3% 
50-64: 85.1% 
≥65: 80.8% 
Reese et al., 202125 

≤18: 39.8% 
18-39: 50.5% 
40-49: 67.5% 
50-64: 66.8% 
≥65: 66.2% 
Ma et al., 202126 

Age-specific hospitalization 
rates in the unvaccinated 
population 

18-49: 1.25% 
50-64: 3.45% 
≥65: 15.71% 
Reese et al., 202125, 
adjusted by Wang et al., 
202227 

18-49: 2.6% 
50-64: 7.2% 
≥65: 22.4% 
Reese et al., 202125 

PaxlovidTM treatment  0% Eligible: 15.1%  
Of those eligible, utilization rate:  
18-64 years old: 17.2% 
≥ 65 years old: 2.1%  
Qasmieh et al., 202228 

Masking 0% at end of July 2022 9%11 at end of July 2022 and 
remains at this level for an 8-month 
period, then reduced to 0%. 

 

Figure 3.  Infection Consequences Decision Tree 

 

*Risk is dependent on eligibility for and receipt of Paxlovid 
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Analyses Conducted 

We conducted a base case analysis to compare the clinical impact of the three potential strategies 

for fall 2022 to no additional boosters: 1) licensed mRNA-1273 (ancestral monovalent) booster 

starting in September; 2) candidate mRNA-1273.214 (ancestral + BA.1) booster starting in 

September; and 3) candidate mRNA-1273.222 (ancestral + BA.4/5) booster starting in November. 

We then recalibrated the model and varied the assumptions about waning of natural immunity 

and vaccine-mediated immunity to determine how waning would impact projections of infections 

for the fall. We altered the transmissibility of the virus to recalibrate to the IHME infection counts. 

From June onwards, however, we did not change the transmissibility parameter input from the 

base case. We tested the impact of: 1) reducing the waning of natural immunity by 50%, implying 

that it wanes at half the rate of vaccine-mediated immunity; 2) increasing the waning rate of 

vaccine immunity to 110% of the base values; and 3) decreasing the waning rate of vaccine 

immunity by 90% of the base values. We show results for the mRNA-1273.214 booster only. 

Using our original calibration, we also increased and decreased the virus transmissibility during 

the projection period by 10% and delayed the increase in transmissibility by one month. We 

decreased the uptake of the fall booster by 25% across all age groups. We present the impact of 

these changes on projected infections. 

The base case assumed that the VE monthly waning rate against BA.4/5 for the mRNA-1273.214 

booster was the same as the weighted primary series waning rate calculated for BNT162b2, 

mRNA-1273, and AD26.CO2.S. However, there is emerging evidence suggesting that due to the 

bivalent composition of mRNA-1273.214, the duration of protection is extended (i.e., waning is 

reduced).29 To determine the impact of decreased waning due to bivalent vaccines, three 

sensitivity analyses were conducted on the waning rate of mRNA-1273.214: a 25%, 50%, and 

75% decrease in waning compared to the primary series. 

Finally, we conducted a range of sensitivity analyses by varying our decision tree inputs as shown 

in Table 4. 
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3. RESULTS 

The average VE, by vaccination status, as projected by the model in the base case for the bivalent 

mRNA-1273.214, is shown in Figure 4 for those 80 years and above as an example. In the graph, 

solid lines represent VE against infection and dotted lines represent VE against severe disease. 

By September 2022, the model predicts that those who received only the primary series or booster 

1 have no vaccine-mediated immunity against infection, while booster 2 VE is below 30%. VE 

against severe diseases lasts longer, but it is projected to be below 50% for those receiving the 

primary series only. Among those who receive a mRNA-1273.214 booster, protection against 

infection and severe infection is boosted to 70% and 90%, respectively.   

The model-projected numbers of infections with and without a fall booster are shown in Figure 5. 

From September 2022 to February 2023 where healthcare systems are the most pressured, 

mRNA-1273 is predicted to prevent 34% of infections compared to no booster, mRNA-1273.214 

prevents 40%, while mRNA-1273.222 prevents only 18% due to the delay in starting to boost. 

Given that the model predicts no protection against infection for many individuals, the 

administration of any fall booster reduces future infections.   
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Table 5 displays the cumulative number of infections predicted for each scenario by month and 

the percent change for each booster compared to no booster. We have assumed that BA.4/5 will 

persist for the entire 6-month time horizon, however, if a new variant becomes dominant within 

the time period the relative effectiveness of the vaccines may change. If we further assume that 

BA.4/5 will persist over one year, the licensed mRNA-1273 booster is projected to reduce 

infections by 36%, the candidate bivalent mRNA-1273.214 by 47%, and the candidate mRNA-

1273.222 by 45% compared to no boosters given in the fall. 

As with infections, starting to boost earlier (i.e., September) prevents more hospitalizations over 

the 6-month period than starting to boost two months later with a more effective vaccine: 58%, 

66%, and 46% for mRNA-1273, mRNA-1273.214, and mRNA-1273.222, respectively. The impact 

of different boosters on the expected number of hospitalizations is shown in Figure 6. Overall, 

using a booster prevents hospitalizations mainly because it prevents infections in people in all 

strata, including those who do not receive the booster through the effect of herd immunity. There 

is some additional benefit from increasing protection against severe disease in those who 

received the fall booster as well. Assuming BA.4/5 will persist over one year, the licensed mRNA-

1273 booster is projected to reduce hospitalizations by 47%, the candidate bivalent mRNA-

1273.214 by 57%, and the candidate mRNA-1273.222 by 55% compared to no boosters given in 

the fall. 

Our sensitivity analyses with the SEIR model demonstrate that assumptions on the waning of 

natural immunity, transmissibility and vaccine coverage impact the projected number of infections 

and the effectiveness of a fall booster as shown in Figure 7, Figure 8 and Figure 9. When we 

varied the rate of natural immunity and the vaccine-induced immunity waning rates during our 

calibration period, natural immunity waning had the largest impact on the projected number of 

cases this fall (Figure 7). While the number of cases projected decreases with stronger natural 

immunity, the mRNA-1273.214 is still effective when assuming half the waning rate of natural 

immunity and reduces the number of infections by 36% compared to no fall booster. However, 

even with this higher level of natural immunity, we can still achieve the same magnitude of number 

of infections starting September 2022 as predicted in the base case by increasing the 

transmissibility of the virus by 11%.  

When we used our base case calibration but increased or decreased the transmissibility of the 

future VOC, the absolute projected number of infections with no booster increased or decreased 

accordingly (Figure 8). The percent decreases in 6 months of cases when using the mRNA-

1273.214 booster compared to no booster are 33% and 36%, respectively, which compares to 
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40% in the base case. If the increase in transmissibility of the virus is delayed from August 15 to 

September 15, 2022, but the fall boosters are still administered beginning in September, the 

decrease in number of infections with mRNA-1273.214 compared to no booster is 42%. If uptake 

with the fall booster is 25% of what is predicted in base case, the decrease in the number of 

infections is lower: 27% with mRNA-1273, 32% with mRNA-1273.214 and 14% with mRNA-

1273.222 (Figure 9). Decreasing the waning rate (i.e., increasing the duration of protection) of the 

mRNA-1273.214 booster by 25%, 50%, and 75% of the base case values prevented 41%, 42%, 

and 43% of infections, respectively, compared to no booster. Likewise, hospitalizations prevented 

were 68%, 69%, and 71%, respectively. Although increasing masking to 9% from 0% decreased 

the absolute number of infections and hospitalization both by 41%, it had minimal impact on the 

proportion prevented compared to no booster: the percentage decrease  remained at 34%, 40%, 

and 18% for infections, and 43%, 48%, and 25% for hospitalizations, for mRNA-1273, mRNA-

1273.214, and mRNA-1273.222, respectively.  

Using an alternate source to inform the proportion of infections that are symptomatic or the age-

specific hospitalization rates had no effect on total number of infections prevented by each of the 

boosters; likewise, including PaxlovidTM treatment only affected number of hospitalizations. 

Percentage decrease compared to no booster for each vaccine are presented in Table 6. 
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Table 5. The cumulative number of infections predicted by the model by month for all 
booster scenarios 

 Month 1 
Sept 2022 

Month 2 
Oct 2022 

Month 3 
Nov 2022 

Month 4 
Dec 2022 

Month 5 
Jan 2023 

Month 6 
Feb 2023 

Month 12 
Aug 2023 

Cumulative number of infections 

No 
Booster 1,161,443 3,112,392 6,271,954 11,722,566 20,262,504 30,373,482 72,693,116 

mRNA 
1273 1,154,092 3,039,360 5,845,524 9,926,195 15,040,778 20,160,457 46,374,970 

mRNA 
1273.214 1,152,428 3,023,085 5,753,905 9,566,330 14,072,523 18,336,591 38,500,425 

mRNA 
1273.222 1,161,443 3,112,392 6,240,011 11,404,660 18,480,882 25,019,073 40,069,698 

Percent change from no booster 

mRNA 
.1273 -1% -2% -7% -15% -26% -34% -36% 

mRNA 
1273.214 -1% -3% -8% -18% -31% -40% -47% 

mRNA 
1273.222 0% 0% -1% -3% -9% -18% -45% 
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Table 6. Sensitivity analyses: Hospitalization results over 6 months 
Sensitivity analysis Number of hospitalizations Percentage change from no 

booster 
Percentage of infections with symptoms (Table 4, row 1) 
No Booster 259,747  
mRNA.1273 146,742 44% 
mRNA-1273.214 130,476 50% 
mRNA-1273.222 186,163 28% 
Age-specific hospitalization rates in the unvaccinated population (Table 4, row 2) 
No Booster 677,356  
mRNA.1273 396,477 41% 
mRNA-1273.214 355,198 48% 
mRNA-1273.222 514,808 24% 
Paxlovid included (Table 4, row 3) 
No Booster 356,812  
mRNA.1273 205,822 42% 
mRNA-1273.214 182,289 49% 
mRNA-1273.222 267,227 25% 

Figure 4.  Model projected vaccine efficacy against infection and severe disease for 
primary series, booster 1, booster 2, and fall booster (mRNA-1273.214) groups 
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Figure 5.  Base case results: Estimated COVID-19 Infections with and without a fall 
booster strategy (mRNA-1273 or mRNA-1274.214 starting in September; mRNA-1273.222 
starting in November) 
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Figure 6.  Estimated COVID-19 hospitalizations with and without a fall booster strategy 
(mRNA-1273 or mRNA-1274.214 starting in September; mRNA-1273.222 starting in 
November) 
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Figure 7.  Impact of changing calibration assumptions on the estimated number of 
infections projected with no fall booster strategy and the mRNA-1273.214 September 
strategy 
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Figure 8.  Impact of changing the transmissibility of the virus or delaying the increase in 
transmissibility caused by a new variant by 1 month 
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Figure 9.  Impact of reducing the coverage of a fall booster strategy to 25% of base case 
on the number of infections 

 

4. DISCUSSION 

We conducted an analysis using mathematical modeling to compare three different booster 

strategies that involved providing an additional Moderna booster dose in Fall 2022 to adults who 

had previously been vaccinated with at least a primary series. The options were: (1) the licensed 

monovalent mRNA-1273; (2) the candidate bivalent mRNA-1273.214; or (3) the candidate 

bivalent mRNA-1273.222 updated for BA.4/5. We compared all of these to the counter-factual of 

no additional boosting. As additional development time would be required for the mRNA-1273.222 

bivalent booster, we assumed that boosting would start 2 months later than boosting with the 

other two vaccines. 

Our analysis demonstrated that vaccinating with the bivalent mRNA-1273.214 was more effective 

over a 6-month period in preventing infections with a BA.4/5 subvariant than the tailored vaccine, 

simply because it could be deployed earlier. By September 2022, our model predicts that vaccine-
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induced protection against infection is quite low, especially in those who have only received a 

primary series or one booster. The earlier deployment allows reduction in circulating virus in the 

population sooner and prevents an exponential rise in the number of infections. This result was 

consistent with one of our sensitivity analyses in which the mRNA-1273.214 booster was even 

more effective in reducing infections if the BA.4/5 wave is delayed by 1 month. Focusing on the 

initial 6-month period when healthcare systems are the most pressured, vaccinating with either 

the monovalent mRNA-1273 or the bivalent-1273.214 is more effective than delaying to boost 

with a BA.4/5-specific vaccine (mRNA-1273.222). Reduction in infections is important because 

they decrease the number of hospitalizations across the population, even amongst those who are 

not vaccinated or up to date on the recommended boosters. 

Our analysis also demonstrates that the candidate bivalent mRNA-1273.214 has substantial 

incremental benefits in terms of infections and hospitalizations compared to the licensed 

monovalent mRNA-1273. Based on antibody titers, we estimated a 11.8% difference in initial VE 

against infection, and 6.4% difference against severe disease against BA.4/5, using the same 

waning rate over time. Although it is not known how these vaccines will protect against future 

VOCs, current immunogenicity data suggests that bivalent vaccines offer a broader protection 

across current VOCs and are potentially more durable, compared to first generation monovalent 

vaccines. Using neutralizing antibody titer levels, mRNA-1273.214 was shown to elicit higher 

GMTs at day 29 compared to mRNA-1273 against ancestral and all variants tested (Alpha, Beta, 

Delta, Gamma, BA.1, and BA.4/5).20  

Data on VE for mRNA-1273, BNT162b2, and AD26.COV2.S administered prior to June 15, 2022 

were obtained from published meta-analyses, adding strength to our data. However, there are a 

lack of VE data for BA.4/5 since a new VOC is often dominating by the time the study data are 

disseminated. Extensive work has been done on algorithms to predict, with some degree of 

certainty, VE against current strains based on GMT levels.18 The VEs against BA.4/5 for the fall 

booster mRNA-1273, candidate mRNA-1273.214 and mRNA-1273.222 bivalent vaccines are not 

available, and relative GMT levels were used instead. Therefore, all fall booster VEs were derived 

using the same method, which is another strength of our analysis. Waning rates for the bivalent 

vaccines were assumed to be the same as monovalent primary series rates, which is a 

conservative estimate, as there is emerging evidence suggesting a bivalent vaccine maintains 

the duration of protection longer.29 To test the impact of this assumption, a series of sensitivity 

analyses were performed looking at the difference in infections and hospitalization between 

mRNA-1273 and mRNA-1273.214 if the bivalent waning rate was decreased. Sensitivity analyses 
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decreasing the waning rate of mRNA-1273.214 by 25-75% (i.e., assuming more durable 

protection) of the base case value increased the number of prevented infections and 

hospitalizations compared to no booster from 40% to 41-43% and from 57% to 68%-71%, 

respectively. Therefore, our base case benefits of mRNA-1273.214 over mRNA-1273 may be an 

underestimate of actual numbers of infections and severe disease prevented. Varying the 

estimates for proportion of infections that are symptomatic, age-specific hospitalization rates, or 

including Paxlovid had minimal impact on the percentage decreases in hospitalization, suggesting 

they were not key drivers of the model results. Increasing the proportion masking decreased 

cases of infection and hospitalizations compared to the base case, but did not change the 

percentage reduction in infections and hospitalizations compared to no booster with masking. 

With the emergence of new variants, key characteristics of the virus that affect estimates of spread 

and clinical impact, such as transmissibility, disease severity, risk of reinfection, and vaccine 

effectiveness also evolve, making estimation of these parameters difficult, especially in 

heterogeneous populations. While mathematical models have had some success at predicting 

the course of infections across a 1-month time horizon, longer-term predictions have been 

challenging.12  Longer-term projections also necessitate assumptions about the emergence of 

future VOCs and their characteristics, as well as the population’s behavior to protect themselves 

in reaction to their emergence, which are inherently difficult to predict over the long-term. As we 

demonstrated in our sensitivity analyses, higher proportions of natural immunity in the population 

will blunt the number of infections caused by future variants.  However, it has been observed that 

natural immunity obtained from past variants such as delta, may be significantly reduced with 

newer variants such as Omicron BA.1.30 It is not possible to know how well infections with past 

variants protect against future variants. Even with different levels of natural immunity, the 

magnitude of infection incidence also depends on the transmissibility of future VOCs. Given the 

unknowns, we acknowledge that our projections will not represent the incidence that will be seen 

in a heterogeneous and geographically diverse country like the US. However, our projections of 

the impact of the vaccine have shown that a fall booster is useful under multiple scenarios to 

prevent both illness and hospitalizations. 

Future work will include updating the model and estimates with data as they emerge, conducting 

a cost-effectiveness analysis on the use of different boosters, as well as examining the impact of 

adverse events such as vaccine-associated compared to COVID-19-associated myocarditis. 
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5. CONCLUSION  

We conclude that providing a fall booster prevents infections and hospitalizations compared to no 

further vaccination. Furthermore, vaccinating with the next generation bivalent vaccine mRNA-

1273.214 is predicted to reduce infections by 40% compared to no booster over a 6-month period, 

while the monovalent mRNA-1273 will only reduce them by 34%. Compared to boosting with 

mRNA-1273.214 in September 2022, delaying boosting by 2 months until a BA.4/5 vaccine 

(mRNA-1273.222) is available results in only 18% of infections being prevented across the 6-

month period. Therefore, we conclude that there is no advantage to delay boosting until a BA.4/5 

vaccine is available; earlier boosting with mRNA-1273.214 will prevent the most infections and 

the most hospitalizations. 

 

  

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


26 
 

Funding: This study was funded by Moderna Inc., Cambridge, MA, USA. 

 

Author Contributions: AL, KF, MK, MM, PB, NV and MW were involved in study design and 

interpretation of the analysis. MM programmed the model with quality assurance by MK, AL, and 

KF. All authors were involved in model estimation. MM, MK and KF conducted the analysis. AL, 

KF and MK wrote the initial draft of the manuscript, and all remaining co-authors critically revised 

the manuscript and approved the final version. 

 

Conflicts of Interest: 

MK is a shareholder in Quadrant Health Economics Inc, which was contracted by Moderna, Inc. 

to conduct this study. KF, AL, MM and MW are consultants at Quadrant Health Economics Inc. 

PB and NV are employed by Moderna, Inc. 

  

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


27 
 

6. REFERENCES 

 

1. Technical Advisory Group on COVID-19 Vaccine Composition (TAG-CO-VAC). Interim 
statement on the composition of current COVID-19 vaccines. https://www.who.int/news/item/17-
06-2022-interim-statement-on--the-composition-of-current-COVID-19-vaccines (accessed June 
17 2022). 

2. World Health Organization (WHO). COVID-19 Weekly Epidemiological Update. Edition 
95, published 8 June 2022. 2022. https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-
2019/situation-reports (accessed June 28 2022). 

3. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Variant proportions. 
https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#variant-proportions (accessed July 6 2022). 

4. Hadfield J, Megill C, Bell SM, et al. Nextstrain: real-time tracking of pathogen evolution. 
Bioinformatics (Oxford, England) 2018; 34(23): 4121-3. 

5. Moderna. Moderna announces clinical update on bivalent COVID-19 booster platform. 
2022. https://investors.modernatx.com/news/news-details/2022/Moderna-Announces-Clinical-
Update-on-Bivalent-COVID-19-Booster-Platform/default.aspx (accessed April 19 2022). 

6. Moderna. New Release: Moderna announces Omicron-containing bivalent booster 
candidate mRNA-1273.214 demonstrates superior antibody response against omicron. 
https://investors.modernatx.com/news/news-details/2022/Moderna-Announces-Omicron-
Containing-Bivalent-Booster-Candidate-mRNA-1273.214-Demonstrates-Superior-Antibody-
Response-Against-Omicron/default.aspx (accessed June 8 2022). 

7. Hoge S. mRNA-1273.214 Moderna COVID-19 Invetigational bivalent vaccine (original + 
Omicron). Presentation to the Vaccines and Related Biological Products Advisory Committee. 
https://www.fda.gov/advisory-committees/advisory-committee-calendar/vaccines-and-related-
biological-products-advisory-committee-june-28-2022-meeting-announcement (accessed June 
28 2022). 

8. European Medicines Agency. EMA regular press briefing on COVID-19. 07/07/2022. 
Available at: https://www.ema.europa.eu/en/events/ema-regular-press-briefing-covid-19-19. 
(accessed July 11 2022). 

9. FDA U.S. Food & Drug Administration. Vaccines and Related Biological Products Advisory 
Committee June 28, 2022 Meeting Announcement. Available at: https://www.fda.gov/advisory-
committees/advisory-committee-calendar/vaccines-and-related-biological-products-advisory-
committee-june-28-2022-meeting-announcement (accessed July 11 2022). 

10. Shiri T, Evans M, Talarico CA, et al. Vaccinating Adolescents and Children Significantly 
Reduces COVID-19 Morbidity and Mortality across All Ages: A Population-Based Modeling Study 
Using the UK as an Example. Vaccines (Basel) 2021; 9(10). 

11. Institute for Health Metrics Evaluation (IHME). COVID-19 Projections. United States of 
America. Used with permission. All rights reserved. https://covid19.healthdata.org/united-states-
of-america (accessed May 31 2022). 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.who.int/news/item/17-06-2022-interim-statement-on--the-composition-of-current-COVID-19-vaccines
https://www.who.int/news/item/17-06-2022-interim-statement-on--the-composition-of-current-COVID-19-vaccines
https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/situation-reports
https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/situation-reports
https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#variant-proportions
https://investors.modernatx.com/news/news-details/2022/Moderna-Announces-Clinical-Update-on-Bivalent-COVID-19-Booster-Platform/default.aspx
https://investors.modernatx.com/news/news-details/2022/Moderna-Announces-Clinical-Update-on-Bivalent-COVID-19-Booster-Platform/default.aspx
https://investors.modernatx.com/news/news-details/2022/Moderna-Announces-Omicron-Containing-Bivalent-Booster-Candidate-mRNA-1273.214-Demonstrates-Superior-Antibody-Response-Against-Omicron/default.aspx
https://investors.modernatx.com/news/news-details/2022/Moderna-Announces-Omicron-Containing-Bivalent-Booster-Candidate-mRNA-1273.214-Demonstrates-Superior-Antibody-Response-Against-Omicron/default.aspx
https://investors.modernatx.com/news/news-details/2022/Moderna-Announces-Omicron-Containing-Bivalent-Booster-Candidate-mRNA-1273.214-Demonstrates-Superior-Antibody-Response-Against-Omicron/default.aspx
https://www.fda.gov/advisory-committees/advisory-committee-calendar/vaccines-and-related-biological-products-advisory-committee-june-28-2022-meeting-announcement
https://www.fda.gov/advisory-committees/advisory-committee-calendar/vaccines-and-related-biological-products-advisory-committee-june-28-2022-meeting-announcement
https://www.ema.europa.eu/en/events/ema-regular-press-briefing-covid-19-19
https://www.fda.gov/advisory-committees/advisory-committee-calendar/vaccines-and-related-biological-products-advisory-committee-june-28-2022-meeting-announcement
https://www.fda.gov/advisory-committees/advisory-committee-calendar/vaccines-and-related-biological-products-advisory-committee-june-28-2022-meeting-announcement
https://www.fda.gov/advisory-committees/advisory-committee-calendar/vaccines-and-related-biological-products-advisory-committee-june-28-2022-meeting-announcement
https://covid19.healthdata.org/united-states-of-america
https://covid19.healthdata.org/united-states-of-america
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


28 
 

12. Lessler J. COVID-19 Scenario Modeling Hub. Round 13: Planning scenarios projecting 
COVID-19 burden March 2022-March 2023 under current vaccination policy. Presentation to the 
Vaccines and Related Biological Products Advisory Committee meeting. 
https://www.fda.gov/advisory-committees/advisory-committee-calendar/vaccines-and-related-
biological-products-advisory-committee-june-28-2022-meeting-announcement (accessed June 
28 2022). 

13. Mutation and case prevalence over time in Portugal. www.outbreak.info (accessed June 
15 2022). 

14. Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation (IHME). COVID-19 model update: Omicron and 
waning immunity. Available at: www.healthdata.org. Updated: December 22, 2021. (accessed 
December 23 2021). 

15. Andrews N, Stowe J, Kirsebom F, et al. Effectiveness of COVID-19 vaccines against the 
Omicron (B.1.1.529) variant of concern. medRxiv 2021: 2021.12.14.21267615. 

16. Pratama NR, Wafa IA, Budi DS, Sutanto H, Asmarawati TP, Wungu CDK. Effectiveness 
of Covid-19 vaccines against SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant (B.1.1.529): A systematic review with 
meta-analysis and meta-regression. medRxiv 2022: 2022.04.29.22274454. 

17. UK Health Security Agency. COVID-19 vaccine surveillance report. Week 24. 16 June 
2022. Available at: 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/fi
le/1083443/Vaccine-surveillance-report-week-24.pdf. 

18. Khoury DS, Cromer D, Reynaldi A, et al. Neutralizing antibody levels are highly predictive 
of immune protection from symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection. Nature medicine 2021; 27(7): 
1205-11. 

19. Hogan AB, Wu SL, Dooha P, et al. Imperial College COVID-19 response team. Report 48: 
The value of vaccine booster doses to mitigate the global impact of the Omicron SARS-CoV-2 
variant. Available at: https://www.imperial.ac.uk/mrc-global-infectious-disease-analysis/covid-
19/report-48-global-omicron/. 

20. Moderna's omicron-containing bivalent booster candidate, mRNA-1273.214, demostrates 
significantly higher neutralizing antibody response against omicron subvariants BA.4/5 compared 
to currently authorized booster. July 11, 2022. Available at: 
https://investors.modernatx.com/news/news-details/2022/Modernas-Omicron-Containing-
Bivalent-Booster-Candidate-mRNA-1273.214-Demonstrates-Significantly-Higher-Neutralizing-
Antibody-Response-Against-Omicron-Subvariants-BA.45-Compared-To-Currently-Authorized-
Booster/default.aspx (accessed July 12 2022). 

21. Khoury DS, Steain M, Triccas JA, Sigal A, Davenport MP, Cromer D. A meta-analysis of 
Early Results to predict Vaccine efficacy against Omicron. medRxiv 2021: 2021.12.13.21267748. 

22. Moderna. Data on file.  

23. Pilz S, Theiler-Schwetz V, Trummer C, Krause R, Ioannidis JPA. SARS-CoV-2 
reinfections: Overview of efficacy and duration of natural and hybrid immunity. Environ Res 2022; 
209: 112911. 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.fda.gov/advisory-committees/advisory-committee-calendar/vaccines-and-related-biological-products-advisory-committee-june-28-2022-meeting-announcement
https://www.fda.gov/advisory-committees/advisory-committee-calendar/vaccines-and-related-biological-products-advisory-committee-june-28-2022-meeting-announcement
https://quadranthe.sharepoint.com/sites/Projects/Shared%20Documents/Moderna/COVID19/BIM/Manuscript/www.outbreak.info
https://quadranthe.sharepoint.com/sites/Projects/Shared%20Documents/Moderna/COVID19/BIM/Manuscript/www.healthdata.org
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/1083443/Vaccine-surveillance-report-week-24.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/1083443/Vaccine-surveillance-report-week-24.pdf
https://www.imperial.ac.uk/mrc-global-infectious-disease-analysis/covid-19/report-48-global-omicron/
https://www.imperial.ac.uk/mrc-global-infectious-disease-analysis/covid-19/report-48-global-omicron/
https://investors.modernatx.com/news/news-details/2022/Modernas-Omicron-Containing-Bivalent-Booster-Candidate-mRNA-1273.214-Demonstrates-Significantly-Higher-Neutralizing-Antibody-Response-Against-Omicron-Subvariants-BA.45-Compared-To-Currently-Authorized-Booster/default.aspx
https://investors.modernatx.com/news/news-details/2022/Modernas-Omicron-Containing-Bivalent-Booster-Candidate-mRNA-1273.214-Demonstrates-Significantly-Higher-Neutralizing-Antibody-Response-Against-Omicron-Subvariants-BA.45-Compared-To-Currently-Authorized-Booster/default.aspx
https://investors.modernatx.com/news/news-details/2022/Modernas-Omicron-Containing-Bivalent-Booster-Candidate-mRNA-1273.214-Demonstrates-Significantly-Higher-Neutralizing-Antibody-Response-Against-Omicron-Subvariants-BA.45-Compared-To-Currently-Authorized-Booster/default.aspx
https://investors.modernatx.com/news/news-details/2022/Modernas-Omicron-Containing-Bivalent-Booster-Candidate-mRNA-1273.214-Demonstrates-Significantly-Higher-Neutralizing-Antibody-Response-Against-Omicron-Subvariants-BA.45-Compared-To-Currently-Authorized-Booster/default.aspx
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


29 
 

24. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. COVID Data Tracker. Available at: 
https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#vaccination-demographic (accessed June 15 2022). 

25. Reese H, Iuliano AD, Patel NN, et al. Estimated Incidence of Coronavirus Disease 2019 
(COVID-19) Illness and Hospitalization-United States, February-September 2020. Clin Infect Dis 
2021; 72(12): e1010-e7. 

26. Ma Q, Liu J, Liu Q, et al. Global Percentage of Asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 Infections 
Among the Tested Population and Individuals With Confirmed COVID-19 Diagnosis: A Systematic 
Review and Meta-analysis. JAMA Netw Open 2021; 4(12): e2137257. 

27. Wang L, Berger NA, Kaelber DC, Davis PB, Volkow ND, Xu R. COVID infection rates, 
clinical outcomes, and racial/ethnic and gender disparities before and after Omicron emerged in 
the US. 2022: 2022.02.21.22271300. 

28. Qasmieh SA, Robertson MM, Teasdale CA, et al. The prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 
infection and uptake of COVID-19 antiviral treatments during the BA.2/BA.2.12.1 surge, New York 
City, April-May 2022. 2022: 2022.05.25.22275603. 

29. Chalkias D, Eder F, Khetan S, et al. Safety, immunogenicity and antibody persistence of 
a bivalent beta-containing booster vaccine. [pre-print] Available at: 
https://www.researchsquare.com/article/rs-1555201/v1. 2022. 

30. Head E, van Elsland S. Omicron largely evades immunity from past infection or two 
vaccine doses. 17 December 2021. https://www.imperial.ac.uk/news/232698/omicron-largely-
evades-immunity-from-past/ (accessed June 30 2022). 

31. Wolfel R, Corman VM, Guggemos W, et al. Virological assessment of hospitalized patients 
with COVID-2019. Nature 2020; 581(7809): 465-9. 

32. Imai N, Cori A, Dorigatti I, et al. Report 3: Transmissibility of 2019-nCOV. Imperial College 
London. (25-01-2020). January 25, 2020 2020. https://doi.org/10.25561/77148 (accessed May 15 
2022). 

33. U.S. Census Bureau. Population Division: Washington DC. Annual Estimates of the 
Resident Population by Single Year of Age and Sex for the United States: April 1, 2010 to July 1, 
2019 (NC-EST2019-AGESEX-RES). Available at: https://www2.census.gov/programs-
surveys/popest/technical-documentation/file-layouts/2010-2019/nc-est2019-agesex-res.csv 
(accessed November 3 2021). 

34. Prem K, Cook AR, Jit M. Projecting social contact matrices in 152 countries using contact 
surveys and demographic data. PLoS Comput Biol 2017; 13(9): e1005697. 

35. Vanni T, Karnon J, Madan J, et al. Calibrating models in economic evaluation: a seven-
step approach. Pharmacoeconomics 2011; 29(1): 35-49. 

36. Shiri T, Evans M, Talarico CA, et al. The Population-Wide Risk-Benefit Profile of Extending 
the Primary COVID-19 Vaccine Course Compared with an mRNA Booster Dose Program. 
Vaccines (Basel) 2022; 10(2). 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#vaccination-demographic
https://www.researchsquare.com/article/rs-1555201/v1
https://www.imperial.ac.uk/news/232698/omicron-largely-evades-immunity-from-past/
https://www.imperial.ac.uk/news/232698/omicron-largely-evades-immunity-from-past/
https://doi.org/10.25561/77148
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/popest/technical-documentation/file-layouts/2010-2019/nc-est2019-agesex-res.csv
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/popest/technical-documentation/file-layouts/2010-2019/nc-est2019-agesex-res.csv
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


30 
 

37. Pfizer I. PAXLOVID (nirmatrelvir and ritonavir). https://www.pfizer.com/products/product-
detail/paxlovidtm (accessed June 26 2022). 

38. National Institutes of Health. COVID-19 Treatment Guidelines Panel. Coronavirus 
Disease 2019 (COVID-19) Treatment Guidelines. www.covid19treatmentguidelines.nih.gov 
(accessed June 28 2022). 

39. Pfizer. Pfizer and BioNTech concluse Phase 3 study of COVD-19 vaccine candidate, 
meeting all primary efficacy endpoints. November 18, 2020. https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-
release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-conclude-phase-3-study-covid-19-vaccine 
(accessed November 30, 2020. 

40. Yeung K, Whittington M, Beinfeld M, et al. Special Assessment of Outpatient Treatments 
for COVID-19; Evidence Report. Institute for Clinical and Economic Review (ICER). March 28, 
2022. https://icer.org/assessment/covid-19-2022/. 
 

 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.pfizer.com/products/product-detail/paxlovidtm
https://www.pfizer.com/products/product-detail/paxlovidtm
https://quadranthe.sharepoint.com/sites/Projects/Shared%20Documents/Moderna/COVID19/BIM/Manuscript/www.covid19treatmentguidelines.nih.gov
https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-conclude-phase-3-study-covid-19-vaccine
https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-conclude-phase-3-study-covid-19-vaccine
https://icer.org/assessment/covid-19-2022/
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.19.22277824
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	1. Introduction
	2. Methods
	3. Results
	4. Discussion
	5. Conclusion
	6. References

