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38 ABSTRACT
39
40 BACKGROUND: Equity in vaccination coverage is a cornerstone to a successful public health 
41 response to COVID-19. To deepen understand of the extent to which vaccination coverage compared 
42 to initial strategies for equitable vaccination, we explore primary vaccine series and booster rollout 
43 over time and by race/ethnicity, social vulnerability, and geography. 

44 METHODS AND FINDINGS: We analyzed data from the Missouri State Department of Health and 
45 Senior Services on all COVID-19 vaccinations administered across 7 counties in the St. Louis region 
46 and 4 counties in the Kansas City Region. We compared rates of receiving the primary COVID-19 
47 vaccine series and boosters relative to time, race/ethnicity, zip code-level social vulnerability index 
48 (SVI), vaccine location type, and COVID-19 disease burden. We adapted a well-established tool for 
49 measuring inequity—the Lorenz curve—to quantify inequities in COVID-19 vaccination relative to 
50 these key metrics. Between 12/15/2020 and 2/15/2022, 1,762,508 individuals completed the primary 
51 series and 871,896 had received a booster. During early phases of the primary series rollout, Black 
52 and Hispanic individuals from high SVI zip codes were vaccinated at less than half the rate of White 
53 individuals, but rates increased over time until they were higher than rates in White individuals after 
54 June 2021; Asian individuals maintained high levels of vaccination throughout. Increasing vaccination 
55 rates in Black and Hispanic communities corresponded with periods when more vaccinations were 
56 offered at small community-based sites such as pharmacies rather than larger health systems and 
57 mass vaccination sites. Using Lorenz curves, zip codes in the quartile with the lowest rates of primary 
58 series completion accounted for 19.3%, 18.1%, 10.8%, and 8.8% of vaccinations but represented 
59 25% of either the total population, cases, deaths, or population-level SVI, respectively. When tracking 
60 Gini coefficients, these disparities were greatest earlier during rollout, but improvements were slow 
61 and modest and vaccine disparities remained across all metrics even after one year. Patterns of 
62 disparities for boosters were similar but often of much greater magnitude during rollout in Fall 2021. 
63 Study limitations include inherent limitations in vaccine registry dataset such as missing and 
64 misclassified race/ethnicity and zip code variables and potential changes in zip code population sizes 
65 since census enumeration.

66 CONCLUSIONS: Racial inequity in the initial COVID-19 vaccination and booster rollout in two large 
67 U.S. metropolitan areas were apparent across racial/ethnic communities, across levels of social 
68 vulnerability, over time, and across types of vaccination administration sites. Disparities in receipt of 
69 the primary vaccine series attenuated over time during a period in which sites of vaccination 
70 administration diversified, but were recapitulated during booster rollout. These findings highlight how 
71 public health strategies from the outset must directly target these deeply embedded structural and 
72 systemic determinants of disparities and track equity metrics over time to avoid perpetuating 
73 inequities in health care access. 
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74 AUTHOR SUMMARY
75
76 Why Was This Study Done? 
77
78  Equitable vaccine strategies are critical for the public health response to COVID-19, but there is limited 
79 understanding of how vaccination campaigns compared to different metrics for equity. 
80
81  Many initial approaches to vaccine allocation sought to acknowledge the known disparities in exposure 
82 risk, disease burden, needs, and access by formally considering social vulnerability or race/ethnicity in 
83 plans to prioritize vaccinations, but there is limited empirical evaluation of how actual primary vaccine 
84 series and subsequent booster efforts aligned with the initial goals set out for equity.
85
86  We quantify COVID-19 vaccine-related inequities in receipt of the primary vaccine series and booster 
87 across key equity metrics including race/ethnicity, social vulnerability, location, and time using a novel 
88 application of Lorenz curves and Gini coefficients—tools from economics to measure inequalities—in the 
89 St. Louis and Kansas City regions of Missouri.  
90
91 What Did the Researchers Do and Find?     
92
93  We analyzed data from the Missouri State Department of Health and Senior Services on all COVID-19 
94 vaccinations administered in the St. Louis region and Kansas City Regions. We compared rates of 
95 receiving the primary COVID-19 vaccine series and boosters relative to time, race/ethnicity, zip code-level 
96 social vulnerability index (SVI), vaccine location type, and COVID-19 disease burden. We adapted Lorenz 
97 curves and Gini coefficients to quantify the inequities in COVID-19 vaccination relative to these key metrics 
98 and examined how they changed over time. 
99

100  Black and Hispanic individuals from high SVI zip codes completed the primary series at less than half the 
101 rate of White individuals during early phases of the primary series rollout, but surpassed rates in White 
102 individuals after June 2021. These relative increases in primary series completion rates in Black and 
103 Hispanic communities corresponded to periods when vaccinations became more available at small 
104 community-based sites.
105
106  Lorenz curves demonstrated that zip codes in the quartile with the lowest rates of primary series 
107 completion accounted for 19.3%, 18.1%, 10.8%, and 8.8% of vaccinations but represented 25% of either 
108 the total population, cases, deaths, or population-level SVI, respectively.  Tracking Gini coefficients over 
109 time demonstrated that these disparities were greatest earlier during rollout, but only improved slowly and 
110 modestly over time. 
111
112  Patterns of disparities for boosters were similar but often of much greater magnitude that those seen with 
113 completion of the primary vaccine series. patterns of disparities were similar but often of greater magnitude 
114 during booster rollout in Fall 2021. 
115
116 What Do These Findings Mean?
117  
118  Vaccination coverage for both the primary series and boosters demonstrated substantial disparities across 
119 race/ethnicity, levels of social vulnerability, types of vaccine administration sites, and over time. 
120
121  Despite well-documented inequities for COVID-19 and need for equitable vaccine approaches, the 
122 strategies employed did not overcome deeply entrenched systemic inequities in health care and society.
123
124  Public health strategies must proactively target these deeply embedded structural determinants of 
125 disparities from the outset and should systematically track equity metrics over time to avoid perpetuating 
126 inequities in health care access. 
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127 INTRODUCTION
128 The initial wave of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) redemonstrated and highlighted 

129 historical inequities in health by race, ethnicity, and other social indicators of vulnerability [1-3], 

130 prompting a range of efforts to design public health services that redress inequity in the COVID-19 

131 response. Across a wide range of indicators, disease burden as measured by COVID-19 cases, 

132 hospitalizations, and mortality has disproportionately affected minoritized communities [1-3]. Initial 

133 responses to COVID-19 through established channels were thus accompanied by additional efforts to 

134 address the evolving disparities. Nevertheless, minoritized and vulnerable communities still had 

135 reduced access to testing and treatments and have endured disproportionate impacts of social 

136 distancing and lockdown policies on employment, education, and housing [4-8]. Against this 

137 backdrop, achieving equitable vaccinations has and continues to be one of the most critical public 

138 health challenges for mitigating the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic and achieving long-term 

139 control.  

140 Closer examination of equity in the vaccine response evaluating the extent to which health 

141 systems performed in this domain is still necessary, and something that has not clearly documented 

142 in the literature to date.  Whereas equality simply refers to provision of equal resources to every 

143 individual regardless of need, equitable approaches acknowledge that individuals will have different 

144 risks, needs, or opportunities and that access to or distribution of resources needs to take these 

145 differences into account. Strategies and frameworks to guide the equitable allocation and distributions 

146 of vaccine were developed for when vaccines for SARS CoV-2 became available in December 2020 

147 [9,10], but empirical examination of how actual primary vaccine series and subsequent booster efforts 

148 aligned with the initial goals set out for equity are still needed. For example, several strategies 

149 proposed formally considering geography, social vulnerability, or race/ethnicity in plans to prioritize 

150 and distribute vaccinations in response to the known inequities in exposure risk and disease burden 

151 across these metrics [11-13]. Examinations of equity must thus document patterns of vaccinations 
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152 across race/ethnicity, social vulnerability, geography, over time, and how they are delivered to 

153 understand the mechanisms that give rise to disparities and yield key insights to the success, failures, 

154 and steps for redress to achieve equitable vaccination strategies. 

155 In this manuscript, we deepen our understanding of COVID-19 vaccine-related disparities by 

156 examining inequities in vaccination in the St. Louis and Kansas City regions in Missouri—regions with 

157 a history of health disparities—across several key metrics. We characterize rates of receiving the 

158 primary vaccine series and boosters over time, race/ethnicity, social vulnerability, disease burden, 

159 geography, and across vaccination location types. We use Lorenz curves and Gini coefficients—tools 

160 from economics commonly used to measure inequity in a population—to quantify and track inequities 

161 in COVID-19 vaccination over time relative to different metrics for conceptualizing equity [14]. The 

162 novel application of this methodology—which we previously used to characterize COVID-19 testing 

163 disparities [4]—has potential to yield deeper insights into the progress made towards vaccine equity 

164 in these regions that may then better inform health policy solutions to address remaining gaps.

165

166 METHODS

167 Ethics statement

168 The study was approved by the institutional review board at Washington University in St. Louis 

169 (IRB ID# 202009021). The research in this paper was not pre-specified and consists of secondary 

170 analysis of preexisting de-identified data. This manuscript was prepared according to STROBE 

171 guidelines (S1 STROBE Checklist).

172

173 Study Setting and Data
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174 We sought to assess disparities in COVID-19 vaccination across the 7 counties in the St. Louis 

175 region (St. Louis City, St. Louis County, St. Charles, Jefferson, Franklin, Lincoln, and Warren; total 

176 population 2,095,978: 19.2% Black, 73.1% White, 3.0% Hispanic, 3.2% Asian) and the 4 counties in 

177 the Kansas City region (Jackson, Clay, Cass, and Platte; total population 1,121,224: 16.8% Black, 

178 73.2% White, 8.2% Hispanic, 2.0% Asian). These counties make up the broader metropolitan area 

179 located within Missouri for these two cities. Vaccines first became available on December 15, 2020 

180 and all individuals became eligible on March 29, 2021. We used data from the Missouri State 

181 Department of Health and Senior Services on SARS-CoV-2 vaccines administered in Missouri to 

182 individuals 12 years old and up between December 15, 2020 and February 15, 2022. Reporting for 

183 vaccinations was mandated so this database is expected to contain near complete data on all 

184 vaccinations administered in Missouri. This individual-level dataset contains vaccination date, type, 

185 and dose number; administration site; and patient age, sex, race/ethnicity, and zip code, and was de-

186 duplicated and cleaned by the Missouri State Department of Health and Senior Services. We used 

187 2020 census data to obtain age-, sex-, and race-stratified zip code population estimates and 2018 

188 American Community Surveys (ACS) data to obtain sociodemographic and socioeconomic 

189 characteristics of individual zip codes as well as the CDC’s social vulnerability index (SVI). The SVI is 

190 a composite metric that captures a community’s vulnerability to external stresses on human health 

191 and is calculated from 15 ACS variables measuring demographics, socioeconomic status, household 

192 composition, and infrastructure [15].

193 Analyses

194 Our analyses seek to characterize patterns of disparities in receiving the primary vaccine 

195 series and boosters over time by examining rates of vaccination with respect to race/ethnicity and 

196 social vulnerability, changes in the type of locations vaccines were being administered, and the extent 

197 to which vaccine administration was equitable between zip codes. We adapted methods that we had 
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198 previously used to assess disparities related to COVID-19 testing and extend them to COVID-19 

199 vaccination [4].  

200 First, we estimated the rates and cumulative incidence of COVID-19 vaccinations over time 

201 stratifying individuals by race/ethnicity (i.e., Black, White, Hispanic, or Asian) and whether they lived 

202 in zip codes with a low, medium, or high SVI (i.e., less than 0.333, 0.333 to 0.666, or greater than 

203 0.666, respectively). We examined completion rates for the primary vaccine series (defined as 2 

204 doses of either BNT162b2 mRNA [Pfizer] or mRNA-1273 [Moderna] or a single dose of Ad26.COV2.S 

205 [Johnson and Johnson]) and boosters (defined as a single dose of any vaccine after completing the 

206 primary series). Second, we examined the distribution by the type of sites at which individuals were 

207 receiving their primary vaccine series and boosters over time and by race/ethnicity and zip code-level 

208 SVI. We categorized vaccine administration sites into health facilities (e.g., clinics, hospitals, health 

209 system-affiliated sites) that administered either a small, medium, or large volume of vaccinations (i.e., 

210 less than 1000, 1000 to 10,000, or greater than 10,000 unique individuals vaccinated, respectively), 

211 public health departments (including mass vaccination sites), pharmacies, employer/school-based 

212 sites, and other (e.g., dialysis centers, home health, nursing homes, mental health/psychiatric 

213 facilities, and correctional facilities). 

214 Third, we generated modified versions of Lorenz curves to assess the relative equity in the 

215 distribution of COVID-19 vaccinations across zip codes. Lorenz curves—originally developed by 

216 economists to graphically represent income equality—have more recently been leveraged as a tool 

217 for public health [14,16,17]. Lorenz curves are generated by plotting the cumulative proportion of the 

218 total population against the cumulative proportion of a resource after sorting values in ascending 

219 order. The curve follows a straight line at a 45-degree angle when a resource is equitably distributed 

220 across the population and becomes more convex with increasing inequity. In general, equitable 

221 vaccination strategies would seek to balance the number of vaccines with the overall risk of disease 

222 in a community, but the most appropriate metric of equity for so doing will depend on whether one 
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223 considers the goal to be creating balance between vaccination rates relative to the total population, 

224 overall disease burden (i.e., number of COVID-19 cases or deaths), or risk factors (i.e., social 

225 vulnerability) in a community. To examine vaccine equity from these different perspectives, we 

226 adapted the Lorenz curve method to examine disparities in receiving the primary vaccine series and 

227 boosters relative to several relevant metrics: 1) the total population, 2) number of diagnosed COVID-

228 19 cases, 3) number of COVID-19 deaths, and 4) population-level social vulnerability, which we 

229 defined as the zip code-level social vulnerability index multiplied by its population. For each curve, we 

230 calculated Gini coefficients—a measure of equality/inequality between 0 and 1, with 0 indicating 

231 perfect equality and 1 indicating perfect inequality—and assessed how these changed over time [18]. 

232 We also grouped zip codes into quartiles based on their position on Lorenz curves and assessed 

233 differences in zip code-level sociodemographic and socioeconomic characteristics using Kruskal-

234 Wallis tests.  

235 Fourth, we generated bubble plots to compare primary vaccine series and booster completion 

236 rates for Black, Hispanic, and Asian residents relative to White residents living in the same zip code. 

237 For these analyses, we only considered zip codes whose populations had at least 25 individuals for 

238 each of the race/ethnic groups being compared to avoid extreme outliers from small denominators.

239 Lastly, we performed univariate and multivariable mixed-effects Poisson regression to identify 

240 individual (e.g., sex, race/ethnicity, age) and zip-code level (e.g., SVI, racial makeup, health 

241 insurance coverage) factors independently associated with receiving the primary vaccine series and 

242 boosters; in multivariable models, we excluded zip code-level variables that would be expected to 

243 relate directly to SVI (e.g., poverty, median income). We applied an established method for using 

244 Poisson regression with robust variances to estimate risk ratios from binary outcomes [19,20]. We 

245 leveraged vaccination and 2020 census data to estimate the number of unvaccinated individuals 

246 across strata of age, sex, and race/ethnicity in each zip code. We visually assessed for linearity in the 

247 relationship between continuous variables and outcomes and presented variables with nonlinear 
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248 relationships as categorical variables (i.e., age, zip code SVI). The effect of race/ethnicity and racism 

249 on health outcomes is mediated by (as opposed to confounded by) ecological structural factors such 

250 socioeconomic status; thus, unadjusted analyses assess the overall association with race/ethnicity 

251 and racism while adjusted analyses can be thought to assess the contribution of systemic racism that 

252 still remains even when adjusting away the mediating effects of measured ecological factors [21-23].

253 To account for missingness in race/ethnicity and patient zip code variables, we performed 

254 multiple imputation using multivariate normal imputation methods (n=50 imputations) [24-26]. For zip 

255 codes, we first transformed them to the latitude and longitude of their centroid, ran the multiple 

256 imputation model, and then transformed multiply imputed latitude and longitude values back into zip 

257 codes. Missingness was highly dependent on vaccination date and administration site, and thus the 

258 missing at random assumption required for unbiased imputation (i.e., that missingness was random 

259 conditional on all the variables included in the imputation model [administration site, vaccination date, 

260 sex, age, race/ethnicity, zip code latitude and longitude, type of vaccine]) was very plausible in our 

261 setting [24-26].

262 All analyses were conducted using Stata MP 17.0 and R 3.2.4.

263

264 RESULTS

265 Between December 15, 2020 to February 15, 2022, 4,741,806 total COVID-19 vaccines were 

266 administered to 2,019,715 unique individuals across 7 counties in the St. Louis region and 4 counties 

267 in the Kansas City region. Among those receiving at least one dose in St. Louis and Kansas City, 

268 1,762,508 (87.3%) completed the primary series and 871,896 (43.2%) had received a booster. Of 

269 those who completed the primary series, approximately 75% of individuals did so prior to June 15 and 

270 approximately 25% afterwards (Tables 1a and 1b, Table S1a and S1b).

271
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272 Rates of COVID-19 Primary and Booster Vaccinations by Race/Ethnicity and SVI over Time

273 The rate of primary COVID-19 vaccinations steadily increased until peaking in mid-April. This 

274 was followed by rapid decline with smaller upticks at the end of May and then during the Delta wave 

275 beginning in July; there was no corresponding uptick in vaccination rates during the Omicron wave 

276 beginning in mid-December (Figure 1, Table/Figures S2-S5). Up through April, White individuals from 

277 zip codes with low SVIs were vaccinated at a rate greater than 2 times that of Black and Hispanic 

278 individuals from high SVI zip codes, but the rate ratio declined over time. Asian individuals from all zip 

279 codes were vaccinated at the highest rates. During the same early period, Black and Hispanic 

280 individuals from low-SVI zip codes were vaccinated at rates somewhat similar to or higher than White 

281 individuals from medium and high SVI zip codes. After June, Black and Hispanic individuals from 

282 high, medium, and low SVI zip codes were vaccinated at higher rates than White individuals, although 

283 this was also during periods with lower absolute numbers of vaccinations (Figure 1, Table/Figures S2-

284 S5). Patterns were largely similar across St. Louis and Kansas City (Figures S4a-S4b).

285 Booster rates increased starting in October 2021 and peaked in early December at the 

286 beginning of the Omicron wave, albeit at much lower levels than for the primary vaccine series, and 

287 started to decline in January 2022. Patterns of disparities across race/ethnicity were similar for 

288 boosters compared to completion of the primary series (Figure 1, Table/Figures S2-S5). 

289

290 Locations of COVID-19 Vaccinations Over Time  

291 Early during the vaccination campaign, the vast majority of vaccines were delivered through 

292 medium and large volume health facilities (Figure 2). From February through April, a substantial 

293 proportion were also delivered through public health departments (including mass vaccination sites). 

294 After April, the proportion of vaccines being administered through pharmacies steadily increased 

295 accounting for about 70% of vaccines administered after July. Black individuals received 
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296 comparatively more vaccines through employer/school sponsored sites, small volume health facilities, 

297 or other facilities such as dialysis centers, home health, and nursing homes and fewer from 

298 pharmacies and health departments. Hispanic and Asian individuals received comparatively more 

299 vaccines through pharmacies and health departments; Hispanic individuals also received relatively 

300 few vaccines from large volume health facilities. Again, patterns were qualitatively similar for boosters 

301 (Figure 2). 

302

303 COVID-19 Vaccine Disparities across Zip Codes using Lorenz Curves

304 Modified Lorenz curves depict the distribution of COVID-19 vaccinations with respect to the 

305 total population, diagnosed COVID-19 cases, deaths, and population-level SVI across zip codes 

306 (Figure 3). For the primary vaccine series, zip codes in the quartile with the lowest rates of 

307 vaccinations accounted for 19.3%, 18.1%, 10.8%, and 8.8% of vaccines but represented 25% of 

308 either the total population, cases, deaths, or population-level SVI, respectively. These zip codes, in 

309 general, had higher proportions of Black residents, lower median incomes, higher rates of poverty, 

310 lower rates of health insurance coverage, a higher proportion of residents employed in the service 

311 sector, and higher COVID-19 deaths (Figure 3, Tables S6-S9). In contrast, zip codes with the highest 

312 rates of vaccinations accounted for 30.7%, 35.0%, 44.2%, and 56.1% of vaccinations, but 

313 represented 25% of either the total population, cases, deaths, or population-SVI, respectively. These 

314 zip codes tended to have a lower percentage of Black residents and be more socioeconomically 

315 advantaged (Figure 3, Tables S6-S9). These patterns were similar, but demonstrated a greater 

316 magnitude of disparities for boosters (Figure 3, Tables S6-S9).

317 When examining changes in Gini coefficients and vaccine inequities between zip codes over 

318 time, inequities were extremely high during the initial periods of the primary series rollout, but began 

319 to slowly improve after February 2021 relative to population, deaths, and total social vulnerability, but 
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320 improvements relative to diagnosed cases plateaued around May 2021. Nevertheless, these 

321 improvements were slow and modest and vaccine inequities between zip codes remained substantial 

322 all metrics through to January 2022 (Figures 4 and S10). With respect to boosters, Gini coefficients 

323 once again were very high in the beginning of rollout, followed by slow improvement with relative to 

324 population, cases, and deaths; Ginis did not improve (and even worsened initially) relative to total 

325 social vulnerability (Figures 4 and S11). There were limited improvements after December 2022 

326 during the Omicron wave.

327

328 COVID-19 Vaccine Disparities within Zip Codes

329 Black, Hispanic, and Asian individuals generally had lower rates of primary series completion 

330 compared to White individuals residing in the same zip codes in zip codes with lower vaccination 

331 coverage (which also tended to have higher SVIs) (Figures 5 and S12). However, in zip codes with 

332 high vaccine coverage (which also tended to have low SVIs), Black, Hispanic, and Asian communities 

333 often had higher primary series completion compare to White communities in the same zip code. For 

334 boosters, Black and Hispanic communities had lower vaccination rates compared to White 

335 communities across most zip codes, although Asian communities trended slightly towards have 

336 higher booster rates (Figures 5 and S12).

337

338 Factors Associated with Receiving the Primary Vaccine Series and Boosters

339 In multivariable mixed-effects Poisson regression, Black and Hispanic individuals had slightly 

340 lower rates of completing the primary vaccine series compared to White individuals (aRRs 0.94 [95% 

341 CI 0.93-0.94] and 0.96 [95% CI 0.95-0.97], respectively), while Asian individuals had slightly higher 

342 rates (aRRs 1.03 [95% CI 1.02-1.03]). Living in medium and high SVI zip codes was also associated 

343 with lower vaccination rates compared to low SVI zip codes (aRRs 0.92 [95% CI 0.91-0.92] and 0.88 
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344 [95% CI 0.88-0.89]) (Table 2). Additional factors associated with increased vaccination were being 

345 female, being over 55, or between 12 to 19 years old (as compared to 45 to 55 years old); 20 to 34 

346 years olds had decreased vaccination rates. Differences in receipt of a booster vaccine were 

347 substantially higher across race, age, sex, and zip code SVI compared to the differences in 

348 completion of the primary vaccine series, except that 12- to 19-year-olds were less likely to receive a 

349 booster (Table 2).

350

351 DISCUSSION

352 Our analyses characterized disparities in the COVID-19 vaccination campaign in the St. Louis 

353 and Kansas City regions across racial/ethnic communities, across levels of social vulnerability, over 

354 time, and across types of vaccine administrations sites. We describe changes in the rates of receiving 

355 the primary COVID-19 vaccination series and boosters across race/ethnicity and social vulnerability 

356 and highlight how these changes corresponded with shifts in the types of locations where vaccines 

357 individuals were being vaccinated. We also use Lorenz curves and Gini coefficients to quantify 

358 disparities in vaccinations with respect to population, COVID-19 related disease burden, and social 

359 vulnerability. Overall, these results provide a deeper characterization the systemic inequities in 

360 distribution of one of the most critical (and initially scarce) resources for controlling the COVID-19 

361 pandemic but one that is immediately actionable: COVID-19 vaccinations.

362 These analyses provide a deeper understanding of the patterns of vaccine inequities over 

363 time, and note that disparities were greatest earlier on but have also largely persisted over time with 

364 minimal improvement since April 2020. Furthermore, they emerged anew with the booster rollout in 

365 Fall 2021. Early during vaccination, rates of completing the primary vaccine series were highest 

366 among White and Asian individuals in zip codes with low SVIs. During this early period a vast majority 

367 of vaccines were administered through health systems and also mass vaccination sites coordinated 
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368 by public health departments. The relationship between race/ethnicity and zip code SVI is salient 

369 during this period: Black and Hispanic individuals living in high SVI zip codes had strikingly lower 

370 rates of vaccination compared to other groups, whereas Black and Hispanic individuals in low SVI zip 

371 codes had similar to somewhat higher rates compared to White individuals in medium and high SVI 

372 zip codes. Over time, and particularly after all adults became eligible for vaccination, rates of 

373 vaccinations among Black and Hispanic individuals across all SVI zip codes started to exceed those 

374 among White individuals. During these periods, sites of vaccine administration also diversified and 

375 shifted more towards pharmacies and other small community-based sites (and were much less likely 

376 to occur at very large facilities). When quantifying these disparities using Lorenz curves, we note that 

377 disparities in vaccinations were highest relative to population-level social vulnerability and deaths, but 

378 still evident—albeit reduced—even when considering vaccinations relative to the overall population 

379 and diagnosed COVID-19 cases. Lastly, when examining disparities within zip codes, we see 

380 consistently higher rates of vaccination among White individuals compared to Black individuals, with 

381 the starkest difference in high SVI zip codes. Unfortunately, despite the slow progress from the early 

382 periods in improving equity in completion of the primary vaccine series, the same patterns of 

383 disparities were repeated again during the booster rollout, and were often of greater magnitude. 

384 It is critical to understand these trends in the context of the underlying structural driving forces 

385 and decisions leading to these vaccination patterns, both of which are relevant nationally and not 

386 specific to Missouri. First, the high levels of disparities seen in the earlier stages of the primary 

387 vaccine series and booster rollout likely reflects the fact that health care workers and older individuals 

388 were eligible for vaccination first, factors that are also associated with higher socioeconomic status 

389 and lower SVI [9,10]. Second, the early phases for the primary vaccine series occurred primarily at 

390 sites associated with large health systems. However, these are also the sites from which Black and 

391 Hispanic individuals—and particularly those from high SVI zip codes—were comparatively less likely 

392 to ultimately receive vaccinations, highlighting a critical issue related to vaccine access among 
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393 racially and ethnically marginalized and socially vulnerable communities [27-32]. Although large 

394 health systems may have been more readily able to overcome logistic issues and provide the robust 

395 cold chain needed for mRNA vaccines, they have limited mandates and expertise for implementing 

396 large-scale public health initiatives. Even prior to the pandemic, the significant disparities in who 

397 accesses care at these health systems and who is outside of them were well-known [30,33]. Physical 

398 access, challenges with scheduling (particularly online), disparities in insurance, lack of community 

399 partnerships, and mistrust of large institutions that have largely neglected underserved communities 

400 often serve as salient barriers to care-seeking in large health systems for individuals from high SVI 

401 communities [27,30,34,35]. Vaccination campaigns are a public health strategy that requires broad 

402 reach into communities that large health systems did not have and were not designed for; thus, the 

403 strategies relying on these systems did not reach the most vulnerable populations essentially by 

404 design even though the vaccines themselves were freely available. These patterns seen in both the 

405 primary vaccine series and booster rollout were also mirrored in prior research from our group 

406 examining disparities in COVID-19 testing, and their origins can be traced back to many of the same 

407 root causes [4]. Ultimately, the repeated reliance on systems with a history of providing lower access 

408 to certain segments of the population is representative of how structural inequities also became 

409 embedded in vaccine rollout from its onset and serves as a precautionary tale, albeit one that has 

410 been told too many times before.

411 Overall vaccinations rates and patterns over time in Black and Hispanic populations and high 

412 SVI zip codes further underscores the deeply embedded systemic nature of racialized disparities and 

413 the highly intersectional nature of systemic racism and social vulnerability [1,27-30,33-35]. Even 

414 though several vaccination strategies sought to prioritize Black and Hispanic individuals living in high 

415 SVI zip codes given their high burden of disease earlier on [11,12,36-38], they still had dramatically 

416 lower vaccination rates compared to White and Asian individuals in the same high SVI zip codes and 

417 those from zip codes with low SVIs. As the initial vaccine rollout progressed, though, rates in Black 
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418 and Hispanic populations did eventually exceed those in White (though not Asian) populations. This 

419 coincided with wider vaccine availability and the shift toward vaccine administration at smaller centers 

420 such as pharmacies. Again, these changes in vaccination rates over time may be indicative of the 

421 increased access to vaccinations in Black, Hispanic, and other socially vulnerable communities 

422 through community-based settings as opposed to large health systems [30,34,37,39]. These patterns 

423 must also be contextualized within the growing literature on vaccine confidence and hesitancy. 

424 Vaccine hesitancy is not monolithic and ranges from beliefs in conspiracy theories and skepticism 

425 about COVID-19 to more nuanced concerns regarding safety, side effects, inability to take time off 

426 work, observing others safely vaccinated (i.e., social proof), and lack of trusted messaging [29,33-

427 35,40-42]; its patterns and trends across communities also varies [43,44]. Qualitative studies have 

428 shown that lack of vaccine confidence in Black communities in particular stems largely from histories 

429 of systematic mistreatment and racism—which includes failed contemporary responses to COVID-

430 19—leading to mistrust of larger institutions and concerns over bearing the burden of unfavorable 

431 safety and side effect profiles (particularly given the rapid timeline of development and shifting 

432 messaging over the need for additional doses) [29,35]. However, rates of primary series completion in 

433 the Black population also likely increased as confidence in vaccinations improved over time, more of 

434 the population was safely vaccinated (i.e., social proof), purposeful and targeted messaging was 

435 delivered from trusted sources, and there were more opportunities to discuss specific questions and 

436 concerns with trusted health care providers [43,44]. Although a common pattern with the diffusion of 

437 many innovations, it is critical to contextualize the structural disparities leading to this late adoption.

438 Although multiple strategies were put forth early in order prioritize equitable vaccination, our 

439 analysis shows that we were far from achieving such goals when examined from several metrics. 

440 Early vaccine allocation strategies designed to maximize benefits when supply was limited included 

441 considerations for prioritizing groups with higher risk for COVID-19 exposure or who had experienced 

442 higher burden of COVID-19 disease using metrics such as geography, social vulnerability index, or 
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443 race/ethnicity (in addition to using age, comorbidities, high risk occupations) [11-13,36-38]. Still, these 

444 strategies mostly focused on determining vaccine eligibility, but eligibility or availability of vaccines 

445 doesn’t equate to adequate access. Indeed, achieving equity would have also required early 

446 concomitant prioritization and efforts to target structural barriers to vaccine uptake and reasons for 

447 later adoption [45]. Several programs demonstrated success using early, low barrier, and widely 

448 available access to vaccines at community-based sites (as opposed to mass vaccination sites and 

449 large health systems, often requiring online registration) in areas with high social vulnerability coupled 

450 with abundant opportunities to connect with and discuss concerns with trusted sources of information 

451 [30,34,41,46-50]. A program in San Francisco leveraged a community-based vaccination site near a 

452 transportation hub to target both access and trust-related barriers, and leveraged both high-touch 

453 (e.g., going door-to-door to provide information and register individuals) and low-touch methods (e.g., 

454 flyers and advertisements [50]. Approaches like these are even more important during the later 

455 stages of vaccination roll-out, when large or mass vaccination sites—which allowed for high volume 

456 for those already eager to be vaccinated—are likely at the limits of their reach.

457 There are several limitations to our analysis. First, reporting of all vaccinations was mandated 

458 by the state, but race/ethnicity and zip code were not reported consistently, particularly at smaller 

459 sites. Still, as this missingness was highly dependent on the vaccination date and site date, multiple 

460 imputation would still yield unbiased results even with higher levels of missingness [24-26]. Second, 

461 there may also have been misclassification of zip codes of individuals if permanent addresses did not 

462 match where people were actually living at the time of vaccination or in our categorization of vaccine 

463 location types. However, any misclassification was likely small and there is no reason to believe that 

464 there was systemic error that would substantially bias our results. Third, we used zip code population 

465 estimates from the 2020 census data, but true population sizes—and thus the appropriate 

466 denominators for some analyses—may have changed since then, particularly due to the well-

467 documented migrations that occurred during the early phases of the pandemic. Fourth, we lacked 

 . 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 June 16, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.13.22276312doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.13.22276312
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


18

468 complementary data that could help contextualize our findings (e.g., association between 

469 race/ethnicity and time or vaccine location type) and help characterize the relationship with potential 

470 drivers of these disparities, such as occupation, health insurance status, linkage to primary care, and 

471 vaccination awareness, knowledge, beliefs, and intentions. Fourth, in this analysis we were unable to 

472 provide more granular details on other racial/ethnic minorities such as indigenous or multi-racial 

473 individuals, either due to small populations in the regions or inability to link these population across 

474 data sources. Still, although we do include Black, White, Hispanic, and Asian communities, it remains 

475 critical to also assess disparities across other minoritized communities, acknowledging that the 

476 multidimensional nature of health disparities and unique drivers across these different communities 

477 warrants dedicated attention and public health action.

478 In conclusion, we provide nuanced characterizations of the disparities in COVID-19 vaccination 

479 across racial/ethnic communities, across levels of social vulnerability, over time, and across types of 

480 vaccine administration sites after one year of vaccination. Equitable COVID-19 vaccination is one of 

481 the most critical targets for successfully ending the pandemic, but, despite substantial discussion on 

482 how to effectively do so, it is clear that our strategies—both nationally and in Missouri—have yet to 

483 overcome the deeply entrenched systemic inequities in health care and society. Future planning for 

484 proactive and considered public health strategies in the face of pandemic emergencies—as opposed 

485 to reactive approaches—are needed to ensure that our responses are equitable from the outset and 

486 do not disproportionately affect minority communities both in the United States and globally.

487

488

489
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Table 1a. Characteristics of individuals completing primary series
 Overall

(n =1,762,508)
Black

(n=226,459)
White 

(n=1,088,834)
Hispanic

(n =60,066)
Asian

(n=47,819)
SVI (High)

(n=202,627)
SVI (Medium) 
(n=527,664)

SVI (Low) 
(n=1,032,217)

 

Sex*, n (%)

     Male 797,650 
(45.3%)

92,535 
(40.9%)

503,284 
(46.2%)

29,859 
(49.7%)

22,403 
(46.9%)

86,560 
(42.8%)

237,040
(45.0%)

474,050 
(46.0%)

     Female 962,994 
(54.7%)

133,866 
(59.1%)

585,354 
(53.8%)

30,174 
(50.3%)

25,392 
(53.1%)

115,832 
(57.2%)

289,827
(55.0%)

557,335 
(54.0%)

 

Age Category*, n 
(%)

     12-19 years 160,187
(9.1%)

23,038 
(10.2%)

93,945
(8.6%)

8,363 
(13.9%)

5,227 
(10.9%)

18,718
(9.2%)

42,966
(8.1%)

98,503
(9.5%)

     20-34 years 331,810 
(18.8%)

41,749 
(18.4%)

199,457 
(18.3%)

16,725 
(27.8%)

14,888 
(31.1%)

39,559 
(19.5%)

105,291
(20.0%)

186,960 
(18.1%)

     35-44 years 257,328 
(14.6%)

32,389 
(14.3%)

156,796 
(14.4%)

11,322 
(18.8%)

9,127 
(19.1%)

29,369 
(14.5%)

74,321
(14.1%)

153,638 
(14.9%)

     45-54 years 250,925 
(14.2%)

36,557 
(16.1%)

151,304 
(13.9%)

9,400 
(15.6%)

7,798 
(16.3%)

29,641 
(14.6%)

73,123
(13.9%)

148,161 
(14.4%)

     55-64 years 303,951 
(17.2%)

43,314 
(19.1%)

192,070 
(17.6%)

7,428 
(12.4%)

5,184 
(10.8%)

37,069 
(18.3%)

93,515
(17.7%)

173,367 
(16.8%)

     65-74 years 263,282 
(14.9%)

31,411 
(13.9%)

170,422 
(15.7%)

4,342
(7.2%)

3,501
(7.3%)

29,318 
(14.5%)

80,562
(15.3%)

153,402 
(14.9%)

     75+ years 195,025 
(11.1%)

18,001
(7.9%)

124,840 
(11.5%)

2,486
(4.1%)

2,094
(4.4%)

18,953
(9.4%)

57,886
(11.0%)

118,186 
(11.4%)

 

Race*, n (%)

     Black 226,459
(13.3%) - - - - 99,427 

(50.7%)
84,172
(16.6%)

42,860
(4.3%)

     White 1,088,834 
(64.1%) - - - - 48,610 

(24.8%)
310,289
(61.4%)

729,935 
(73.2%)
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     Hispanic 60,066
(3.5%) - - - - 13,040

(6.7%)
19,738
(3.9%)

27,288
(2.7%)

     Asian 47,819
(2.8%) - - - - 3,312

(1.7%)
13,333
(2.6%)

31,174
(3.1%)

     Other 274,977
(16.2%) - - - - 31,669 

(16.2%)
78,007
(15.4%)

165,301 
(16.6%)

 

Median Zip Code 
SVI, (IQR)

0.29
(0.31)

0.57
(0.39)

0.25
(0.26)

0.37
(0.43)

0.24
(0.28)

0.79
(0.12)

0.47
(0.12)

0.18
(0.12)

 

Vaccine Location 
Type, n (%)

     Small Volume
     Health Facility

53,786
(3.1%)

9,473 
(4.2%)

31,823
(2.9%)

1,631 
(2.7%)

982
(2.1%)

7,617
(3.8%)

16,854
(3.2%)

29,315
(2.8%)

     Medium Volume
     Health Facility

246,879 
(14.0%)

28,435 
(12.6%)

156,814 
(14.4%)

8,630 
(14.4%)

5,743 
(12.0%)

25,426 
(12.5%)

72,552
(13.7%)

148,901 
(14.4%)

     Large Volume
     Health Facility

423,935 
(24.1%)

51,541 
(22.8%)

276,743 
(25.4%)

7,798 
(13.0%)

10,018 
(20.9%)

39,685 
(19.6%)

115,636
(21.9%)

268,614 
(26.0%)

     Pharmacy 655,107 
(37.2%)

80,424 
(35.5%)

389,969 
(35.8%)

28,618 
(47.6%)

18,312 
(38.3%)

81,772 
(40.4%)

205,822
(39.0%)

367,513 
(35.6%)

     Health
     Department

304,869 
(17.3%)

40,779 
(18.0%)

192,470 
(17.7%)

11,164 
(18.6%)

10,594 
(22.2%)

36,292 
(17.9%)

93,509
(17.7%)

175,068 
(17.0%)

     Employer/School 39,272
(2.2%)

7,957 
(3.5%)

21,030
(1.9%)

981
(1.6%)

1,613 
(3.4%)

5,700
(2.8%)

12,397
(2.3%)

21,175
(2.1%)

     Other 38,660
(2.2%)

7,850 
(3.5%)

19,985
(1.8%)

1,244 
(2.1%)

557
(1.2%)

6,135
(3.0%)

10,894
(2.1%)

21,631
(2.1%)

 

Primary Series 
Vaccine Type, n (%)

     J&J 115,350
(6.5%)

18,352 
(8.1%)

71,569
(6.6%)

4,656 
(7.8%)

2,269 
(4.7%)

16,174 
(8.0%)

37,860
(7.2%)

61,316
(5.9%)
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     Moderna 485,101 
(27.5%)

59,385 
(26.2%)

286,032 
(26.3%)

16,353 
(27.2%)

10,976 
(23.0%)

59,390 
(29.3%)

156,016
(29.6%)

269,695 
(26.1%)

     Pfizer 116,2057 
(65.9%)

148,722 
(65.7%)

731,233 
(67.2%)

39,057 
(65.0%)

34,574 
(72.3%)

127,063 
(62.7%)

333,788
(63.3%)

701,206 
(67.9%)

 

Booster Received, 
(n%)

928,776 
(52.7%)

95,760 
(42.3%)

601,731 
(55.3%)

22,275 
(37.1%)

25,512 
(53.4%)

83,363 
(41.1%)

262,900
(49.8%)

582,513 
(56.4%)

 

Time Period, n (%)

     Dec 15, 20 – 
     Jun 15, 21

1430,852 
(81.2%)

153,684 
(67.9%)

916,414 
(84.2%)

42,993 
(71.6%)

41,462 
(86.7%)

138,701 
(68.5%)

415,754
(78.8%)

876,397 
(84.9%)

     Jun 16, 21 – 
     Dec 15, 21

311,635 
(17.7%)

67,322 
(29.7%)

162,767 
(14.9%)

15,696 
(26.1%)

5,814 
(12.2%)

59,428 
(29.3%)

105,018
(19.9%)

147,189 
(14.3%)

     Dec 16, 21 – 
     Feb 15, 22

20,021
(1.1%)

5,453 
(2.4%)

9,653
(0.9%)

1,377 
(2.3%)

543
(1.1%)

4,498
(2.2%)

6,892
(1.3%)

8,631
(0.8%)

607 Footnote: *Overall Missing values: Sex: 1,866; Race: 64,353; Zip code: 128.  Abbreviations: SVI – Social Vulnerability Index; J&J – Johnson and 
608 Johnson
609
610
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Table 1b. Characteristics of individuals receiving a booster vaccination
 Overall 

(n =871,896)
Black 

(n=84,525)
White 

(n=569,128) 
Hispanic 

(n=20,072)
Asian 

(n=23,399)
SVI (High)
(n=74,193)

SVI (Medium)
(n=245,056)

SVI (Low)
(n=552,647)

 

Sex*, n (%)

     Male 375,579
(43.1%)

32,938 
(39.0%)

250,101 
(43.9%)

9,309 
(46.4%)

10,752 
(46.0%)

29,862 
(40.3%)

104,250 
(42.6%)

241,467 
(43.7%)

     Female 4961,78
(56.9%)

51,583 
(61.0%)

319,001 
(56.1%)

10,762 
(53.6%)

12,641 
(54.0%)

44,319 
(59.7%)

140,742 
(57.4%)

311,117 
(56.3%)

 

Age Category*, n (%)

     12-19 years 41,111
(4.7%)

3,288 
(3.9%)

26,431 
(4.6%)

1,586 
(7.9%)

1,826
(7.8%)

2,370
(3.2%)

8,896
(3.6%)

29,845
(5.4%)

     20-34 years 110,347
(12.7%)

7,699 
(9.1%)

71,940 
(12.6%)

3,982 
(19.8%)

6,178 
(26.4%)

7,913 
(10.7%)

32,652 
(13.3%)

69,782
(12.6%)

     35-44 years 111,641
(12.8%)

8,625 
(10.2%)

73,835 
(13.0%)

3,441 
(17.1%)

4,614 
(19.7%)

7,847 
(10.6%)

28,746 
(11.7%)

75,048
(13.6%)

     45-54 years 118,526
(13.6%)

13,498 
(16.0%)

75,512 
(13.3%)

3,537 
(17.6%)

4,298 
(18.4%)

10,052 
(13.5%)

31,469 
(12.8%)

77,005
(13.9%)

     55-64 years 169,775
(19.5%)

20,779 
(24.6%)

110,725 
(19.5%)

3,496 
(17.4%)

2,926 
(12.5%)

16,791 
(22.6%)

49,642 
(20.3%)

103,342 
(18.7%)

     65-74 years 181,916
(20.9%)

19,322 
(22.9%)

120,021 
(21.1%)

2,533 
(12.6%)

2,198
(9.4%)

17,515 
(23.6%)

53,771 
(21.9%)

110,630 
(20.0%)

     75+ years 138,580
(15.9%)

11,314 
(13.4%)

90,664 
(15.9%)

1,497 
(7.5%)

1,359
(5.8%)

11,705 
(15.8%)

39,880 
(16.3%)

86,995
(15.7%)

 

Race*, n (%)

     Black 84,525
(9.9%) - - - - 33,701 

(46.2%)
32,522 
(13.6%)

18,302
(3.4%)

     White 569,128
(66.5%) - - - - 21,723 

(29.8%)
152,836 
(63.8%)

394,569 
(72.6%)
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     Hispanic 20,072
(2.3%) - - - - 2,735

(3.8%)
6,183
(2.6%)

11,154
(2.1%)

     Asian 23,399
(2.7%) - - - - 1,251

(1.7%)
6,166
(2.6%)

15,982
(2.9%)

     Other 159,057
(18.6%) - - - - 13,494 

(18.5%)
41,817 
(17.5%)

103,746 
(19.1%)

 

Median Zip Code 
SVI, (IQR)

0.25
(0.31)

0.57
(0.43)

0.23
(0.22)

0.31
(0.32)

0.22
(0.27)

0.79
(0.14)

0.47
(0.12)

0.17
(0.11)

 

Booster Location 
Type, n (%)

     Small Volume
     Health Facility

41,162
(4.7%)

7,056 
(8.3%)

25,891 
(4.5%)

801
(4.0%)

949
(4.1%)

5,177
(7.0%)

11,591 
(4.7%)

24,394
(4.4%)

     Medium Volume
     Health Facility

86,685
(9.9%)

12,226 
(14.5%)

51,772 
(9.1%)

1,812 
(9.0%)

2,289
(9.8%)

9,602 
(12.9%)

21,985 
(9.0%)

55,098
(10.0%)

     Large Volume
     Health Facility

71,377
(8.2%)

9,288 
(11.0%)

47,160 
(8.3%)

956
(4.8%)

1,856
(7.9%)

6,611
(8.9%)

19,927 
(8.1%)

44,839
(8.1%)

     Pharmacy 610,162
(70.0%)

46,377 
(54.9%)

409,512 
(72.0%)

14,516 
(72.3%)

17,044 
(72.8%)

44,051 
(59.4%)

169,978 
(69.4%)

396,133 
(71.7%)

     Health
     Department

37,420
(4.3%)

6,512 
(7.7%)

21,872 
(3.8%)

1,367 
(6.8%)

606
(2.6%)

5,987
(8.1%)

14,179 
(5.8%)

17,254
(3.1%)

     Employer/School 6,467
(0.7%) 589 (0.7%) 3,767 (

0.7%)
177

(0.9%)
473

(2.0%)
385

(0.5%)
2,106
(0.9%)

3,976
(0.7%)

     Other 18,623
(2.1%)

2,477 
(2.9%)

9,154
(1.6%)

443
(2.2%)

182
(0.8%)

2,380
(3.2%)

5,290
(2.2%)

10,953
(2.0%)

 

Booster Vaccine 
Type, n (%)

     J&J 8,795
(1.0%)

1,747 
(2.1%)

5,183
(0.9%)

306
(1.5%)

118
(0.5%)

1,363
(1.8%)

2,972
(1.2%)

4,460
(0.8%)
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     Moderna 293,710
(33.7%)

26,927 
(31.9%)

189,204 
(33.2%)

7,173 
(35.7%)

7,123 
(30.4%)

26,353 
(35.5%)

86,411 
(35.3%)

180,946 
(32.7%)

     Pfizer 569,391
(65.3%)

55,851 
(66.1%)

374,741 
(65.8%)

12,593 
(62.7%)

16,158 
(69.1%)

46,477 
(62.6%)

155,673 
(63.5%)

367,241 
(66.5%)

 

Time Period, n (%)

     Dec 15, 20 – 
     Jun 15, 21

9,617
(1.1%)

1,068 
(1.3%)

6,031
(1.1%)

253
(1.3%)

203
(0.9%)

943
(1.3%)

2,724
(1.1%)

5,950
(1.1%)

     Jun 16, 21 – 
     Dec 15, 21

592,550
(68.0%)

50,080 
(59.2%)

390,151 
(68.6%)

11,309 
(56.3%)

13,504 
(57.7%)

45,748 
(61.7%)

164,184 
(67.0%)

382,618 
(69.2%)

     Dec 16, 21 – 
     Feb 15, 22

269,729
(30.9%)

33,377 
(39.5%)

172,946 
(30.4%)

8,510 
(42.4%)

9,692 
(41.4%)

27,502 
(37.1%)

78,148 
(31.9%)

164,079 
(29.7%)

611 Footnote: *Overall Missing values: Sex: 139; Race/Ethnicity: 15,741; Zip code: 40.   Abbreviations: SVI – Social Vulnerability Index; J&J – Johnson 
612 and Johnson
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Table 2. Poisson Model of Individual- and Zip Code-Level Factors Associated with Receipt of Primary COVID-19 Vaccination Series 
and Booster

Primary Series Booster
Unadjusted
Risk Ratio
(95% CI)

p-value
Adjusted

Risk Ratio
(95% CI)

p-value
Unadjusted
Risk Ratio
(95% CI)

p-value
Adjusted

Risk Ratio
(95% CI)

p-value

Race/Ethnicity

     Black 0.86
(0.86-0.86)

0.94
(0.93-0.94)

0.65
(0.66-0.66)

0.83
(0.82-0.83)

     White 1
(REF)

1
(REF)

1
(REF)

1
(REF)

     Hispanic 0.89
(0.88-0.89)

0.96
(0.95-0.97)

0.60
(0.59-0.60)

0.76
(0.75-0.77)

     Asian 1.00
(0.99-1.00)

1.03
(1.02-1.03)

0.96
(0.95-0.97)

1.08
(1.07-1.09)

     Other 1.72
(1.71-1.72)

<0.001

1.65
(1.65-1.66)

<0.001

1.88
(1.88-1.89)

<0.001

1.76
(1.76-1.77)

<0.001

Age Category

     12-19 years 1.28
(1.28-1.29)

1.27
(1.26-1.27)

0.77
(0.77-0.78)

0.76
(0.75-0.76)

     20-34 years 0.83
(0.83-0.83)

0.84
(0.84-0.84)

0.59
(0.59-0.60)

0.61
(0.60-0.61)

     35-44 years 1.01
(1.01-1.02)

1.01
(1.01-1.01)

0.92
(0.92-0.93)

0.92
(0.92-0.93)

     45-54 years 1
(REF)

1
(REF)

1
(REF)

1
(REF)

     55-64 years 1.11
(1.11-1.12)

1.11
(1.10-1.11)

1.31
(1.30-1.32)

1.29
(1.28-1.30)

     65-74 years 1.34
(1.33-1.34)

1.30
(1.30-1.30)

1.93
(1.92-1.94)

1.83
(1.82-1.84)

     >75 years 1.31
(1.31-1.31)

<0.001

1.24
(1.24-1.25)

<0.001

1.93
(1.92-1.94)

<0.001

1.77
(1.76-1.78)

<0.001

Sex

     Male 1
(REF)

1
(REF)

1
(REF)

1
(REF)

     Female 1.09
(1.08 -1.09)

<0.001 1.07
(1.07-1.07)

<0.001 1.19
(1.18 -1.19)

<0.001 1.13
(1.13-1.14)

<0.001
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Zip Code-Level Characteristics
     Social Vulnerability Index

          Low 1
(REF)

1
(REF)

1
(REF)

1
(REF)

          Medium 0.87
(0.87-0.87)

0.92
(0.91-0.92)

0.77
(0.77-0.77)

0.83
(0.82-0.83)

          High 0.80
(0.80-0.81)

<0.001

0.88
(0.88-0.89)

<0.001

0.59
(0.58-0.59)

<0.001

0.69
(0.68-0.69)

<0.001

     Total Population,
     per 10,000 increase

1.04
(1.04-1.04) <0.001 1.02

(1.02-1.02) <0.001 1.06
(1.05-1.06) <0.001 1.02

(1.02-1.02) <0.001

     Percent Black,
     per 10% increase

0.98
(0.98-0.98) <0.001 * * 0.95

(0.95-0.95) <0.001 * *

     Median Income,
     per $15,000 increase

1.05
(1.05-1.05) <0.001 * * 1.11

(1.11-1.11) <0.001 * *

     Percent Below Poverty Line,
     per 2.5% increase

0.97
(0.97-0.97) <0.001 * * 0.93

(0.93-0.93) <0.001 * *

     Percent without health insurance, 
     per 2.5% increase

0.96
(0.96-0.96) <0.001 * * 0.90

(0.90-0.90) <0.001 * *

     Percent in Healthcare Industry,
     per 2.5% increase

1.02
(1.01 -1.02) <0.001 * * 1.04

(1.04-1.04) <0.001 * *

     Percent in Service Industry,
     per 2.5% increase

0.97
(0.97-0.97) <0.001 * * 0.92

(0.92-0.92) <0.001 * *

     Vaccine sites per 10,000,
     per 1 site increase

1.01
(1.01-1.01) <0.001 1.01

(1.01-1.01) <0.001 1.01
(1.01-1.01) <0.001 1.01

(1.01-1.01) <0.001

     Cases per 100,000,
     per 1500 increase

1.01
(1.01-1.01) <0.001 1.00

(1.00-1.00) <0.001 1.01
(1.01-1.01)

0.99
(0.99-0.99) <0.001

     Deaths per 100,000,
     per 50 increase

1.00
(1.00-1.00) <0.001 1.00

(1.00-1.00) <0.001 1.00
(1.00-1.01)

1.00
(1.00-1.00) 0.14

Region

     St. Louis 1
(REF)

1
(REF)

1
(REF)

1
(REF)

     Kansas City 0.92
(0.92-0.93)

<0.001 0.95
(0.95-0.96)

<0.001 0.87
(0.87-0.87)

<0.001 0.93
(0.93-0.94)

<0.001

613 Notes: Continuous variables are scaled so that a one-unit increase represents approximately half of the interquartile range for that variable. 
614 *Excluded from multivariable model due to collinearity with social vulnerability index. Abbreviations: CI=confidence interval; REF=reference value
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615 Figure 1: Rates and Cumulative Incidence of Receiving the Primary COVID-19 Vaccination Series and 
616 Boosters by Race/Ethnicity and SVI over Time. Estimates represent 7-day moving averages derived from 
617 multiply imputed datasets. Denominators represent the total population greater than or equal to 12 years old. 
618 Low SVI indicates zip codes with SVIs less than 0.333, medium SVI indicates SVIs between 0.333 and 0.666,  
619 and high SVI indicates SVIs greater than or equal to 0.666. SVI=Social Vulnerability Index. 
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620
621 Figure 2: Distribution of Primary COVID-19 Vaccine Series and Boosters by Location Type over time, SVI, and race/ethnicity. Low SVI 
622 indicates zip codes with SVIs less than 0.333, medium SVI is between 0.333 and 0.666, and high SVI is greater than or equal to 0.666. Health 
623 facilities were categorized as small-, medium-, and large-volume based on whether they vaccinated less than 1000, 1000 to 10,000, or greater than 
624 10,000 unique individuals. Other facilities included dialysis centers, home health, nursing homes, mental health/psychiatric facilities, and 
625 correctional facilities. Primary series vaccines were allocated to the location where the series was completed. SVI=Social Vulnerability Index. 
626
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627
628 Figure 3: Lorenz Curves of Disparities in COVID-19 Vaccinations. This figure depicts modified Lorenz curve 
629 examining disparities in COVID-19 vaccinations as of February 15, 2022. The units of analysis are zip codes 
630 and they are color-coded by their SVI. The dashed line represents equitable distribution where 50% of 
631 vaccinations would be conducting in zip codes accounting for either 50% of the population, cases, deaths, or 
632 total social vulnerability. Lorenz curves measure disparities in the distribution of receiving 1) the primary vaccine 
633 series and 2) a booster relative to the total population above 12 years old (Panels A, B), diagnosed COVID-19 
634 cases (Panels C, D), deaths, (Panels E, F), and total social vulnerability (Panels G, H).
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635
636 Figure 4: Temporal Trends in COVID-19 Vaccine Inequities. This figure depicts trends in the Gini 
637 coefficients over time for inequities in receiving 1) the primary vaccine series (Panel A) and 2) a booster (Panel 
638 B) relative to population, diagnosed COVID-19 cases, COVID-19 deaths, and population-level social 
639 vulnerability. Gini coefficients were calculated on a weekly basis from Lorenz curves generated up through that 
640 time interval.
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641
642 Figure 5: Disparities in COVID-19 Primary Vaccine Series and Boosters Among Black, Hispanic, and 
643 Asian versus White residents of the same zip code. 
644 This figure depicts vaccination rates for the primary series and boosters for Black (Panel A,B), Hispanic (C, D), 
645 and Asian (E,F) residents compared to the White residents of the same zip code. Each marker represents a 
646 single zip code. Markers are color-coded by the zip code SVI and sized by the total number of vaccines 
647 administered in the zip code. The dashed line represents equitable vaccine distribution between 
648 racial/communities being compared. Zip codes falling above the dashed line indicates that there was 
649 decreased vaccination in Black, Hispanic, or Asian residents as opposed to White residents (and vice versa).
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