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No sample size calculation was required. We enrolled in the study all healthcare workers of Fondazione IRCCS Policlinico San Matteo who
received vaccination (n=3720) and a control group of healthcare workers (n=346) who did not receive vaccination during the study period.
This sample sizes were sufficient to verify immune protection from secondary infections conferred by natural SARS-CoV-2 infection in the
same population (Rovida et al., Int J Infect Dis 2021; 109:199-202).

No data were excluded from the analysis.

Samples were tested once because the amount of blood collected did not allow repeated measures.

This was an observational study, which did not involve any intervention beyond the standard of care ongoing during the study period. No
randomization was required by the study. Subjects who received vaccination were enrolled in the vaccine group, while subjects who did not
receive vaccination during the study period were enrolled in the control group. Both vaccinated and control group were exposed to the same
risk of SARS-CoV-2 infection, since all of them were healthcare workers of the same Institution. The decision to defer vaccination was taken by
the individual subjects.

Blinding was not applicable, because this was an observational non-randomized study. The vaccine efficacy was already investigated in a
randomized controlled study. The aim of the present study was instead to investigate vaccine effectiveness in real-life observational study.

Vero C1008 (Vero 76, clone E6, Vero E6; ATCC1CRL-1586TM)

The cell line used was not authenticated

Cells were not tested for Mycoplasma contamination

No commonly misidentified cell lines were used in the study.




