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Abstract 

The Polio eradication campaign has been set back substantially since 2020 due to the 
COVID-19 pandemic. Recent detections of poliovirus transmission in multiple high-income 
countries suggest suboptimal population immunity in many parts of the world even though 
polio vaccination has been included in routine childhood immunization for decades. We 
reviewed polio vaccination schedules and vaccine uptake in the Western Pacific Region 
countries and assessed the potential shortfall in population immunity against polio resurgence 
across these populations. In addition, we conducted a repeated cross-sectional study between 
2021 and 2022 in the Western Pacific Region to understand factors contributing to polio 
vaccine hesitancy. Our results reveal potential shortfalls in population immunity against polio 
in Western Pacific Region and provide insights into how vaccination programs and 
campaigns can be strengthened to ensure continual progress towards polio eradication. 
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Introduction 

Despite great efforts being made in the progress of polio eradication over the last decade, the 
goal of achieving polio-free nations worldwide has taken longer than expected (1). 
Challenges remain in implementing the endgame strategies set by the Global Polio 
Eradication Initiative (GPEI), such as the shortages of resources for non-emergency health 
services resulting from the COVID-19 pandemic (2). As countries gradually loosen their 
COVID-19 travel restrictions, increased international travel poses risks of importing 
poliovirus. Furthermore, recent detections of circulating vaccine-derived polioviruses 
(cVDPVs) in London, New York State, and Israel reflect public health emergencies that call 
for prompt actions (3). The resurgence of polioviruses in high-income settings signals the 
potential for cVDPVs to spread globally, putting the unvaccinated population at high risk of 
contracting the paralytic disease. 
 
Vaccines play a vital role in polio elimination as they effectively curb polioviruses and 
protect individuals from infection (4). Inactivated polio vaccine (IPV) and live attenuated oral 
polio vaccine (OPV) have been used worldwide to combat poliomyelitis. Although OPV 
provides strong intestinal immunity and halts transmission effectively, its weakened 
polioviruses could revert to active infectious form by reversing the attenuating nucleotide 
substitutions by positive selection pressure in the gastrointestinal tract (5–7), which causes 
vaccine-associated paralytic polio (VAPP) (8,9). Many developed countries have switched to 
IPV-only immunization schedules, following recommendations from the World Health 
Organization (WHO) (9). However, less developed countries are still in the process of 
introducing IPV in routine immunization programs due to manufacturing challenges and 
strong dependence on international aid (10). Under increased global mobility after the 
COVID-19 pandemic, cVDPVs would spread from OPV-using countries to countries that 
exclusively administer IPV, especially if the IPV vaccination coverage is not sufficiently high 
(11). To address the challenges of cVDPVs, high coverage of polio vaccination is desired to 
ensure population immunity to protect against polio. 
 
Even though a wild polio-free status has been maintained in the Western Pacific Region for 
the past two decades, the threat of cVDPVs cannot be underestimated (12). In 2021, the polio 
vaccination coverages among 1-year-olds in Laos and the Philippines were 74% and 56%, 
which were below the 80% coverage target proposed by the World Health Organization (13). 
The considerable proportion of unvaccinated population and cross-border with countries with 
sporadic polio outbreaks call attention to potential cases of polio infection within the region. 
In this study, we reviewed the polio vaccination landscape in Western Pacific Region 
countries and evaluated potential gaps in population immunity. Furthermore, we conducted a 
study in nine Western Pacific Region countries to identify factors associated with polio 
vaccine hesitancy or refusal in order to aid the development of countermeasures. 
 
Polio Immunization Schemes and Vaccine Efficacy/Effectiveness 

Following the global coordinated cessation of OPV to prevent the emergence of cVDPVs, 
high-income jurisdictions in Western Pacific Region, including Japan and South Korea, have 
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adopted full IPV vaccination whereas most of their low- to middle-income counterparts such 
as Laos, Cambodia, Vietnam, and the Philippines are implementing various combination 
vaccination strategies (Figure 1) (14). Jurisdictions such as Hong Kong and Macau have 
introduced more than four doses of IPV in their routine childhood immunization program to 
consolidate the protection against polioviruses. Various parts of mainland China had begun to 
adopt sequential IPV and bivalent OPV (bOPV) schedules since December 2019, and some 
eastern coastal regions such as Shanghai and Jiangsu have switched to exclusive use of IPV 
(15,16). 
 
We examined the efficacy and effectiveness of different polio vaccines by performing an 
evidence-based synthesis. A literature review of 26 studies of immunogenicity, efficacy and 
effectiveness of polio vaccines demonstrated that highly effective protection against polio 
infection was guaranteed with more than two doses of IPV or the co-administration of IPV 
and bOPV (Table S1). We considered seroconversion rate as a proxy measure of vaccine 
efficacy as it has been validated in previous studies (9,17): four doses of bOPV would reduce 
94% of infection of serotypes 1 and 3 of polioviruses, whilst more than seven doses of bOPV 
would reduce 96% of polio infection (18–20). In contrast, more than two doses of IPV would 
reduce 96% of infection of all serotypes of polioviruses in the East Asian and American 
populations, and four doses of IPV series generally elicited 100% efficacy against 
poliomyelitis (21–23). There is no consensus with regard to the persistence of protection 
following polio vaccination, but scientific evidence shows that the protection could last for 
years (24,25). 
 
Figure 1. Poliovirus vaccination schedules in the Western Pacific Region countries or 
regions*  

* Regions with lowercase letters denote provinces, municipality, or special administrative 
regions of China. Grey areas indicate countries or regions not included in our study. IPV = 
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inactivated polio vaccine, bOPV = bivalent oral polio vaccine. Data Source: WHO 
vaccination schedules and Ministry of Health of Western Pacific Region countries (15,16,26–
30). 
Critical Vaccination Coverage 

In order to establish poliovirus population immunity and eradicate polio, it is crucial to 
understand the critical vaccination coverage required to get the basic reproduction number 
below 1. Using vaccine efficacy/effectiveness (VE) values from our literature review, we 
estimated a beta distribution for poliovirus VE; the details are provided in the supplementary 
text. We then estimated the critical vaccination coverage (Vc) considering the basic 
reproduction number (R0) of poliovirus (31): 
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The critical coverage required ranges from 89·4% (95% CI: 80·0% to 100%) for a basic 
reproduction number of 5 to 95·7% (95% CI: 85·7% to 100%) for a basic reproduction 
number of 7. Compared to the countries’ actual vaccination coverages among 1-year-olds in 
2021, Vietnam (81%), Laos (74%), and the Philippines’s (56%) vaccine uptakes fall under 
our estimated range of critical coverage required (Figure 2a and 2b).  
 
Figure 2a. Estimation for the critical poliovirus vaccination coverage under varying 
poliovirus basic reproduction numbers* 

 
* Shaded region represents 95% confidence interval for the critical vaccination coverage, 
estimates of vaccine effectiveness are detailed in Table S1. 
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Figure 2b. 3rd dose Polio vaccination (Pol3) coverage amongst 1-year-olds in Western 
Pacific Region countries, from 2004 to 2021* 

 
* Data Source: 2004 to 2021 WHO polio (Pol3) vaccination coverage amongst 1-year-olds by 
country (32). 
 
Self-reported Vaccination Status 

We conducted a repeated cross-sectional questionnaire-based survey in nine Western Pacific 
Region countries: Cambodia, China (mainland), Japan, Laos, Malaysia, Mongolia, the 
Philippines, South Korea, and Vietnam. Participants were recruited by ORB International, a 
monitoring and research agency (33), and provided consent prior to the interviews. Interviews 
were both web- and telephone-based and conducted in local languages. We conducted the 
first phase from June to August 2021, and the second phase from May to June 2022. The 
sample size for each phase was 2,000 for China and around 1,000 for other Asia-Pacific 
countries, with a margin of error below 1%. We interviewed 18,442 participants aged 18 
years or older in the nine study locations. Our randomly selected sample is representative of 
the population in terms of gender, age, and region. 

Participants were asked to report their knowledge, perceptions, and attitudes towards 
vaccination in addition to their sociodemographic information. 8,030 participants with 
children under the age of 18 also reported their child’s polio vaccination status. We 
considered the child to be vaccinated against polio if participants reported that their child had 
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received at least one dose of polio vaccination or completed all government-recommended 
vaccinations. Compared to WHO’s official figures on polio vaccination coverage amongst 1-
year-olds from 2004 to 2021, the self-reported uptake rates were lower in all nine countries, 
with Japan, Malaysia, Mongolia, and South Korea reporting over 50% below the official data 
(Figure 3). The self-reported vaccination coverages of children below 2 years old in 
Cambodia, China, Japan, Malaysia, and South Korea were lower than that of other age groups 
(Figure 3 and S1). 

Figure 3. Official versus self-reported poliovirus vaccine uptake rate, by child age 

group* 

* Self-reported uptake rate includes participants who either reported that their child had 
received any dose of polio vaccine or all recommended routine vaccinations; unknown 
includes participants who either reported that their child had received some vaccines but were 
not sure what they were or did not know if their child had been vaccinated or not. Children 
age is matched with WHO annual vaccination data. Data source: 2004 to 2021 WHO polio 
(Pol3) vaccination coverage amongst 1-year-olds by country (32). 
 
Factors Associated with Self-reported Polio Vaccination Status 

We conducted binary logistic regression to examine factors associated with self-reported 
polio vaccination status. We used backward elimination process to select the covariates and 
finalize the model. The model controlled for country heterogeneity and time trend using child 
age as a proxy. Of those parents who reported that their children have not been vaccinated 
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against polio, 59·0% reported that the COVID-19 pandemic made them more likely to get 
their children vaccinated against polio. 
 
Several socioeconomic factors were associated with self-reported poliovirus vaccination 
status. The odds of children with self-reported vaccinations against polio were significantly 
influenced by and increased with their parents’ age, whereas no association was identified 
between self-reported polio vaccination status and children’s age. Compared with parents 
who had attained undergraduate education, those without formal education (adjusted OR = 
0·64 [0·42-0·97], p = 0·037) were less likely to report that their children had been vaccinated 
against polio. Parental employment status was associated with self-reported childhood 
poliovirus vaccination status; the odds among parents who are students were 0.36 times that 
of employed parents (aOR = 0·36 [0·18-0·68], p = 0·002). Compared to Catholics, Buddhists 
(aOR = 0·64 [0·47-0·86], p = 0·003) and other religious groups (aOR = 0·62 [0·41-0·93], p = 
0·022), including Hindu, Animism, Taoism, Jewish, and Confucianism were significantly less 
likely to report that their children had been vaccinated against polio. We included four 
Vaccine Confidence Index (VCI) statements in the model to examine whether parents’ 
perception of general vaccines determine self-reported child poliovirus vaccination status 
(34). Parents who perceived vaccines as being important for their children were significantly 
more likely to report that their children had been vaccinated against polio (aOR = 1·31 [1·04-
1·66], p = 0·023). Accessibility of general vaccines (aOR = 1·21 [1·00-1·46], p = 0·046) was 
also associated with increased odds of self-reported vaccination against polio among parents.  
 
Table 1: Factors associated with the self-reported uptake of polio vaccination in binary 
logistic regression model (n=4,448)*  

  Self-reported vaccinated children   
(n= 2,435, 54·74%) 

 % 
ORcrude  

(95% CI) 
p-

value 
ORadjusted  

(95%CI) 
p-value 

SOCIODEMOGRAPHICS           
Parent age           

18-24 9·5 Ref·   Ref·   

25-34                                34·7 1·74 (1·36-2·22) <0·001 1·57 (1·19-2·08) 0·002 

35-44                                29·8 2·25 (1·74-2·91) <0·001 1·88 (1·40-2·53) <0·001 

45-54                                19·2 2·42 (1·83-3·19) <0·001 1·93 (1·41-2·65) <0·001 

55+                                   6·8 2·64 (1·91-3·67) <0·001 2·32 (1·58-3·42) <0·001 

Child age           
0-2 14·7 Ref·   Ref·   

2-6 26·7 1·27 (1·04-1·56) 0·022 1·12 (0·89-1·41) 0·325 

7-12 27·6 1·33 (1·08-1·63) 0·007 1·07 (0·84-1·36) 0·569 

13-17                    31 1·21 (0·99-1·48) 0·069 0·90 (0·70-1·17) 0·439 

Educational attainment           
Undergraduate education       39·7 Ref·   Ref·   

No formal education 3·1 0·72 (0·50-1·04) 0·085 0·64 (0·42-0·97) 0·037 

Primary education 8·7 0·90 (0·70-1·16) 0·407 0·87 (0·66-1·14) 0·304 

Secondary or post- 43·9 0·90 (0·77-1·04) 0·14 0·91 (0·77-1·06) 0·222 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted December 3, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.30.22282954doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.30.22282954


9 
 

secondary education                   

Graduate education 4·7 0·88 (0·65-1·18) 0·389 0·79 (0·57-1·10) 0·168 

Employment           
Employed 82 Ref·   Ref·   

Unemployed 5·3 0·79 (0·59-1·05) 0·106 0·73 (0·53-1·01) 0·058 
Retired or not working due 

to a disability    
2·1 0·96 (0·56-1·61) 0·88 1·00 (0·55-1·79) 0·992 

Student      2·3 0·22 (0·12-0·40) <0·001 0·36 (0·18-0·68) 0·002 

Stay-at-home parent               8·4 1·14 (0·91-1·42) 0·263 1·07 (0·83-1·38) 0·587 

Religion           
Christian 13·4 Ref·   Ref·   

Atheist/Agnostic                   40·7 0·79 (0·59-1·05) 0·106 0·77 (0·56-1·07) 0·118 

Buddhist 34·4 0·66 (0·51-0·87) 0·003 0·64 (0·47-0·86) 0·003 

Muslim                 7·2 0·85 (0·60-1·22) 0·385 0·88 (0·59-1·32) 0·541 

Others                   4·4 0·55 (0·38-0·80) 0·002 0·62 (0·41-0·93) 0·022 

VACCINE CONFIDENCE           
“Vaccines are important for 
children to have” 

          

No 13·9 Ref·   Ref·   

Yes 86·1 1·44 (1·19-1·76) <0·001 1·31 (1·04-1·66) 0·023 
“Overall, I think vaccines 
are safe” 

          

No 12·1 Ref·   Ref·   

Yes 87·9 1·35 (1·10-1·65) 0·004 1·07 (0·82-1·41) 0·616 
“Overall, I think vaccines 
are effective” 

          

No 9·7 Ref·   Ref·   

Yes                     90·3 1·42 (1·13-1·77) 0·002 1·09 (0·81-1·45) 0·579 
“Overall, vaccines are easily 
accessible for me” 

          

No 17·9 Ref·   Ref·   

Yes 82·1 1·34 (1·13-1·59) 0·001 1·21 (1·00-1·46) 0·046 

* Reference group: self-reported unvaccinated children (n= 2,013, 45·26%). The model 
accounts for country heterogeneity and time effect. Other religions include Taoism, Animism, 
Hindu, Jewish, and Confucianism. CI = Confidence interval. 
 
Discussion 

With the resumption of international travel, the rise of vaccine hesitancy, and the resurgence 
of poliovirus cases around the globe, it is important to understand factors associated with 
reluctance to polio vaccination and close the immunization gap. Some Western Pacific 
Region countries are vulnerable due to both their high proportion of unvaccinated populations 
and interruptions in polio vaccination due to the COVID-19 pandemic. In particular, Laos, 
Vietnam, and the Philippines should put forth extra effort in order to achieve the critical 
vaccination coverage while other countries must maintain existing vaccination programs. The 
self-reported polio vaccine uptakes among Cambodian, Chinese, Japanese, Malaysian, and 
South Korean infants below two years old are lower than that of the older age groups, 
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suggesting that parents of children under two years old are less aware of polio vaccination 
and there should be more focus on polio vaccine education amongst new parents. 

The difference between self-reported poliovirus vaccine uptake and official figures could be 
explained by under-reporting. In particular, countries that use an online self-report 
questionnaire, namely Malaysia, South Korea, and Japan, all reported less than 50% of the 
official number; this is consistent with other online studies that also experienced under-
reporting with online surveys (35–37). Another possible explanation is the lack of knowledge 
and health education of polio vaccines among the general public of these countries. This 
knowledge gap could increase the population’s vulnerability to vaccine misinformation and 
conspiracies, thus lowering vaccination intention and impeding governments’ immunization 
efforts as demonstrated in other studies (21,38–40).  

We identify several sociodemographic factors associated with hesitancy in self-reported polio 
vaccine uptake, including parental age, educational level, employment status, and religious 
beliefs. Consistent with existing studies (41,42), older parents demonstrate less vaccine 
hesitancy for their children. Having an undergraduate degree is positively associated with 
self-reported polio vaccine acceptance compared to not having any formal education; this 
finding is in line with a previous study on routine childhood vaccination in the United States 
(43). The disparity in self-reported polio vaccination among parental educational levels could 
be explained by gaps in understanding vaccine risks and benefits. Besides, compared to those 
without formal education, parents who have completed undergraduate education tend to have 
a higher ability in information seeking and critical thinking after systematic educational 
training, which makes them less vulnerable to misinformation (44,45).  

Our study finds that Buddhists and other small religious groups, including Hindu, Animist, 
Taoist, Jewish, and Confucianist, have a higher self-reported tendency towards polio vaccine 
refusal than Catholics. This result contradicts previous literature where Buddhists were 
generally found to have high vaccine acceptance (46–48), but is consistent with previous 
research conducted in Western Pacific Region (49–51). The vaccine hesitancy among 
Buddhists could be explained by the incompatibility between Buddhist belief to harm no 
living things and misinformation on polio vaccine production (48). In addition, Buddhists in 
Asia-Pacific tend to have high levels of religiosity due to the profound cultural and historical 
impacts of Buddhism in the region (52,53), while studies have shown that those individuals 
with strong religious faith often put less weight on authorities and health interventions 
(46,51,54). Since a sizable proportion of the Asia-Pacific population is Buddhist (55), it is 
important to establish efficient communication strategies between local health authorities and 
religious groups; the tailored communication should aim to improve understanding of polio 
vaccines, tackle misinformation, and promote vaccination. Besides, health authorities and 
non-governmental organizations should provide extensive training for community health 
workers and nurses on polio vaccine education, promotion, and vaccination outreach to 
increase public awareness and polio vaccine accessibility. 

The results also reveal that parents’ perceptions of the importance of general vaccines for 
children influence self-reported child poliovirus vaccination status. Further communication 
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about the importance of the polio vaccines for children should be addressed with parents, 
especially those with newborns. The accessibility of vaccines is also associated with self-
reported polio vaccination of children by parents. As the production and supply of IPV 
remain a big challenge during the transition from OPV to IPV uses (41), local authorities 
should strengthen the collaboration with manufacturing and logistics companies to coordinate 
resource allocation and polio vaccine distribution. Our study further shows that more than 
half of the parents with self-reported non-vaccinated children have a higher willingness for 
polio vaccination after the COVID-19 pandemic. The re-emergence of poliovirus and 
elevated polio vaccination intention in the era of transitioning to COVID-19 endemicity 
reflect an appropriate time point to scale up polio vaccination in low-coverage areas to ensure 
population immunity against polio. 

There are a few limitations to our study. First, the estimation of critical vaccination coverage 
in this study is based on a pool of polio vaccine efficacy and effectiveness for both IPV and 
bOPV over the globe due to the limited number of studies conducted in the Western Pacific 
Region, which might incur some inconsistency during the calculation. Second, our survey 
design might be prone to recall bias from survey respondents, hence resulting in low self-
reported uptake rates. Third, the sample distributions of the countries based on online 
interviews are limited to the online population. The sampling method needs to be improved to 
ensure the representative of the general population. Nevertheless, our study serves as a tool 
for Western Pacific Region countries to adjust their target polio vaccination coverages and 
address the unvaccinated problem. Further research with more updated and country-specific 
measures is encouraged to provide more precise vaccination coverage estimates. 

As polio eradication has been staggered during the COVID-19 pandemic and the gradual 
resumption of travel has made polioviruses a more imminent threat, governments and health 
authorities should address the unvaccinated issues as the willingness for polio vaccination 
during post-pandemic is running high. Other measures to tackle the polio vaccine 
misinformation should be incorporated simultaneously to increase vaccination intent and 
boost population immunity. Continuous surveillance, active engagement from stakeholders, 
and sufficient resources should be strategically put in place to prepare for the final battle of 
polio eradication after the COVID-19 pandemic.  
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