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1. Thomas SJ et al. (2022)
Reason for Exclusion: Although Thomas SJ et al. investigated the safety and efficacy of the BNT162b2 mRNA COVID-19 vaccine for 6 months, they did not report the number of participants involved in the treatment group and placebo group separately, which may lead to a high risk of bias due to misreporting.
2. Chunhua Zhoua et al. (2024)
Reason for Exclusion: Chunhua Zhoua et al. assessed the safety, immunogenicity, and efficacy of heterologous boosting with a SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccine (SYS6006) in Chinese participants aged 18 years or more: a randomized, open-label, active-controlled phase 3 trial. The study did not report outcome data relevant to our primary outcome of interest. Despite meeting other inclusion criteria, the lack of outcome data precluded its inclusion in the meta-analysis.
3. J. Hageral et al. (2022)
Reason for Exclusion: K.J. Hageral et al. studied the efficacy and safety of a recombinant plant-based adjuvanted COVID-19 vaccine; they did not report the number of participants in the treatment and placebo groups per sex. We contradict this because we will compute different statistical determinations.
4. Zhu et al. (2023)
Reason for exclusion: F. Zhu et al. studied the safety and efficacy of the intranasal spray SARS-CoV-2 vaccine dNS1-RBD: a multicenter, randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled, phase 3 trial. This was excluded because the route of vaccine administration is not intramuscular.
5. A. Herman et al. (2022)
Reason for rejection: G. A. Herman et al. studied the efficacy and safety of a single dose of casirivimab and imdevimab for the prevention of COVID-19 over an 8-month period: a randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled trial. It was excluded because of its distinct route of vaccine administration.

