medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.27.23300586; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Health literacy, information access and COVID-19 vaccination hesitancy
among foreign-born persons in Sweden — a focus group interview-study

Mia Soderberg!, Juhaina Swaid', Kristina Aurelius 2, Annika Rosengren?, Kristina
Jakobsson', Maria Magnusson*

!Occupational and Environmental Medicine, School of Public Health and Community
Medicine, Sahlgrenska Academy, University of Gothenburg, Sweden

2Occupational and Environmental Medicine, Sahlgrenska University Hospital, Region Vistra
Gotaland, Sweden

3 Department of Molecular and Clinical Medicine, Sahlgrenska Academy, University of
Gothenburg, Sweden

4Angered Hospital, Hospitals West, Region Vistra Gotaland, Sweden

Corresponding author: Mia Soderberg, Occupational and Environmental Medicine, Box 414,
40530 Gothenburg, Sweden.
Email: mia.soderberg@amm.gu.se

Short title: Health literacy, information access and vaccination hesitancy in foreign-born
individuals

Author summary
Why was this study done?

People with an immigrant background have consistently displayed a lower vaccination uptake
than the general population. This study investigated aspects of health literacy, information

access and vaccination hesitancy in foreign-born individuals in Sweden.

What did the researchers do and find?

Few participants accessed official information about the COVID-19 vaccine, mainly because
of poorly adapted information outreach, language barriers and not knowing Swedish
institutions. Instead, they turned to a multitude of other sources from which conflicting and

inaccurate information was spread, lowering their confidence in the COVID-19 vaccine.

What do these findings mean?

In the case of national emergencies, important public health information does not reach
everyone equally, obstructing the possibility for some to make an information-based decision

on how to protect their health.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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Abstract

Background: Lower rates of COVID-19 vaccination have been observed in individuals with
an immigrant background, yet if this relates to barriers to obtaining reliable information is
unknown. This exploratory interview study investigated health literacy and information
access as determinants for vaccination hesitancy towards the COVID-19 vaccine among

foreign-born individuals in Sweden.

Methods and findings: We used purposive sampling to recruit foreign-born adults from low-
and middle-income countries and health guides and doulas who were assigned to spread
COVID-19 related information in immigrant-dense urban areas. Data were collected using
semi-structured focus group interviews, which were transcribed verbatim and analysed

according to systematic text condensation.

Ten participants were included who were gainfully employed as health guides/doulas, or in
other jobs, full-time students, or housewives. Four main themes emerged: 1)

Limited health literacy, 2) Consequences of not using official Swedish information, 3)
Decision-making on COVID-19 vaccination, and 4) Suggestions to improve information
dissemination effectiveness. The lack of health literacy in official institutions, health care
personnel and recipients alike led to little use of official information. Instead, most
participants relied on social media, social contacts and international media, through which a
lot of contradictive and negative information about the vaccine was spread. The decision to
get vaccinated or not was a process fraught with insecurities about the effectiveness and side
effects of the vaccine, which was balanced against wishing to be protected and contributing
to the battle against COVID-19. Suggestions for information dissemination improvements
from the participants were to produce multilingual information and to increase the use of

transmission through social interaction with trusted persons and platforms.

Conclusions: An inadequately adapted information outreach prevented some members of the
society from making fact-based decisions about getting vaccinated. Several suggestions for
improving dissemination were brought forth that can be tested in future communication

strategies.
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Introduction

For widespread infectious diseases, vaccination is one of the most effective public health
interventions to slow down and prevent severe disease development and death. When the new
SARS-CoV-2 virus rapidly developed into a pandemic (1, 2), large efforts were immediately
made to develop a vaccine. In December 2020, the first COVID-vaccine BioNTechs
produced by Pfizer was approved by the European Medicines Agency and shortly thereafter
Astra Zeneca’s vaccine Vaxzevria and Spikevax Moderna were also approved. In Sweden,
the first vaccine batches were distributed in December 2020, aimed at-risk groups such as
those living in long-term care facilities, adults aged 70 years and older, and healthcare staff
who came in contact with potentially COVID-19-infected patients (3). Gradually more
subpopulations became eligible and in early June 2021, everyone aged >18 years was
included in the vaccination programme. The vaccination strategy was deemed effective as
75% of all elderly in long-term care facilities had received a first dose in February 2021 and

by mid-July, 70% of the adult Swedish population had received at least one dose (3).

The success of any vaccination programme depends on people’s willingness to receive the
vaccination; however, this tends to vary between different societal groups. As reported by the
Public Health Agency of Sweden, in April 2021, 91% of all Swedish-born people aged >80
years had received their first dose, while a notably lower coverage was observed in same-
aged persons from South America (66%), Middle East (62%), North Africa (59%) and
Africa, Other (44%) (4). Similarly, in a general population cohort study (n=972,723) with
national register data extracted in May 2021, immigrants from low- and middle-income
countries displayed a fourfold risk of not being vaccinated compared to Swedish-born
persons, adjusted for age, sex, income, country of birth, and household composition (5).
Based on the observations of low vaccination coverage in some groups, targeted campaigns
started, but the low vaccination uptake persisted. In another register study with data on sex,
occupation, country of birth and vaccination status until November 2022, men and women in
white-collar occupations born in a Nordic country displayed a vaccination coverage of 80-
90% (6). The corresponding rates were markedly lower in non-Nordic white-collar men (60-
80%) and women (65-85%), and even more so in blue-collar workers born outside the Nordic
countries (men: 30-70%; women: 45-70%). Such findings are consistent with several studies

done outside Sweden (7).
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Vaccination hesitancy is defined as a refusal or delay in getting vaccinated. The decision
involves balancing potential benefits, perceived vulnerability, and the likelihood of harm, and
can be further influenced by factors such as a sense of urgency and prior negative experiences
(5). Furthermore, some aspects are specific to having an immigrant background. A review of
qualitative studies on vaccination hesitancy in immigrants during the vaccination rollouts for
COVID-19, HPV, influenza, hepatitis B, and pneumococcal infections, found several
determining factors such as a lack of knowledge of the vaccine’s existence and function,
misinformation, distrust of official institutions and cultural bias (8). Among these findings, a
lack of knowledge of the existence of a vaccine and its main benefits could be considered

especially alarming.

Immigrants’ lack of access to information from official institutions is a recurring theme (9,
10) and relates to a lack of “health literacy” (11, 12). Health literacy is a concept that reflects
the ability to spread and obtain information that can promote and protect health. It involves
the disseminator’s ability to adapt an information campaign for it to reach all members of a
target group equally. Likewise, it involves the receptor’s ability to find, understand, and
apply information that can enhance decision-making about health and disease prevention
(13). In a recent interview study, language barriers and not knowing the existence and role of
official public health and healthcare outlets contributed to a lack of access to COVID-19
information among foreign-born persons (14). In contrast, among students enrolled in the
“Swedish for Immigrants” programme, to whom information on COVID-19 was spread
through established channels and in several languages, the majority of the respondents
reported that they had received adequate information, and were informed about protective

actions and the current development of COVID-19 in Sweden (15).

Despite consistent evidence of less access to vital public health information and a lower
vaccination uptake among immigrants, little is known the extent to which this affects the
decision to accept a vaccine. A systematic review study from 2018, focusing on non-
interactive communication, found that age and the country in which the vaccination program
was conducted were the most decisive factors for accessing information about a vaccine (16),
but information from immigrant groups was lacking. Another review study, covering several
vaccination programmes including the SARS-CoV-2 vaccine rollout (17), merely found
associations between health literacy and influenza vaccination uptake in persons aged 65

years and older. Out of 21 included studies, one investigated American Hispanic women, but
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failed to find any association between health literacy and attitudes to the influenza
vaccination. This study did not specify if these women were foreign-born or born in America,

which is relevant for language sufficiency and knowledge of local healthcare systems.

In Sweden, as well as internationally, vaccination hesitation among foreign-born persons has
been observed despite extensive efforts to spread information about the existence and benefits
of the vaccine. Nevertheless, little is known about the underlying reasons for not taking the
vaccine, especially as told by people from this sociodemographic group themselves. This
explorative qualitative interview study aims to investigate health literacy, information access
and hesitancy towards taking the COVID-19 vaccine in foreign-born persons living in

Sweden.

Methods

Recruitment of the participants

Participants were recruited during spring-summer 2022 by using purposive sampling, a
common method when there is a clear idea of participant attributes that are of particular
interest to the study aims. Thus, we included foreign-born adults from low- and middle-
income countries, among whom we tried to seek out people who displayed limited Swedish
language proficiency and expressed hesitancy towards taking the vaccine. We also recruited
health guides and doula, who during the pandemic had an extended role in spreading
COVID-related information in immigrant-dense suburbs. In Sweden, health guides serve as a
bridge between foreign-born persons and Swedish community functions, with the assignment
to facilitate communication between organisations and citizens. The aim is to help people
promote their health and to ensure everyone in society has access to the same information.
Doulas have a similar assignment but primarily provide guidance and emotional support to
women during childbirth. All participants were recruited through the social networks of two
health guides, who at the time were employed at the East Gothenburg Health Centre
(Hilsoteket Ostra Goteborg) and were contracted to recruit participants and conduct the

interviews.

Ten participants were interviewed in three different focus groups: one Arabic-speaking group
(two women, two men), one Somalian-speaking group (three women) and one group with

health guides/doulas (three women). The participants’ age ranged from 20-60 years, and their
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countries of origin were Somalia, Syria, Lebanon, Iran, Iraq and Kurdistan. Out of the
participants who were not employed as health guides/doulas, three were gainfully employed
in other jobs (grocery store staff, assistant nurse and child nurse), two were enrolled in
vocational training programmes, and two were housewives. All participants received

information about the study both orally and written and signed a written consent form.

Data collection

The interviews were conducted by Juhaina Swaid (JS) (second author), Saido Mohamed
(SM) and Mia Soderberg (MS) (first author) according to a semi-structured methodology
with a set of open-ended questions to encourage the participants to freely describe their
thoughts around each subject. The interview guide comprised three main topics: 1) access and
barriers to information on COVID-19 and the COVID-19 vaccine, 2) whether the obtained
information was helpful in the decision to get vaccinated, and 3) how official information
outreaches can become more effective. Both JS and SM have had prior contact with the
participants through their work as health guides. MS had not encountered any of the

participants before the interviews.

One of the focus group interviews was carried out in Arabic (by JS) and one in Somali (by
SM), the native language of both the participants and interviewers in each group, while MS
had an assisting role. The interview with health guides and doulas was carried out in Swedish
by MS assisted by JS. Swedish was not the native language of the health guides/doulas, but
MS and JS perceived the participants’ level of competence in Swedish as moderate to
advanced, and bias due to language difficulties was assumed to be small. At one point a doula
explained herself in English to make sure to convey her message properly, else the interview
was conducted in Swedish. All interviews were recorded, interviews in Arabic and Somali
were translated to Swedish by certified interpreters, and all interviews were then transcribed

verbatim.

Analyses

The main data analysis was conducted by first author MS and second author JS. The chosen
analysis method was systematic text condensation as proposed by Malterud (18) which
focuses on paying attention to the participants' experiences and perspectives, while also
trying to find and understand underlying processes. MS and JS first read the printed transcript

of all the interviews separately, without singling out meaning-bearing information to get the
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overall perception of the contents of the data. The transcripts were then read again, but now

to identify statements which contained meaningful information about the study objectives.

This was done manually by marking out meaning-bearing units with a pencil or colour

marking and adding comments in a Word document. In the next step, these units were revised

and labelled into broad categories, re-read and divided into main- and sub-categories. MS and

JS then compared their themes and categorisation of these themes, and further revised the

sorting of these themes. The results were then presented to all the co-authors, and after

discussion, two of the main themes were slightly altered.

Results

Our analyses resulted in four overarching themes: 1) Limited health literacy, 2)

Consequences of not using official Swedish information, 3) Decision-making on COVID-19

vaccination, and 4) Suggestions to improve information dissemination effectiveness (Table

1.

Table 1. Main themes and sub-themes

Main Theme

Sub-theme

1. Limited health literacy

1.1 In official health

organisations

No information in other languages than Swedish

Ineffective dissemination channels

1.2 In health care staff

Did not respect or understand information requests

Did not provide nuanced information

1.3 In foreign-born

recipients

Language barriers

Lack of knowledge of Swedish institutions

2. Consequences of not
using official Swedish

information

2.1 Used other information
sources than official

Swedish sources

Social contacts
Social media

International TV and radio

2.2 Domination of unreliable

information

Difficult to evaluate trustworthiness
A large spread of disinformation with a negative focus

Rumours exacerbated by the local community

3. Decision-making on
COVID-19 vaccination

3.1 Aspects that increase

vaccination hesitancy

Taking a risk without fully knowing the benefits or hazards
Is the same dose appropriate for all ages and ethnicities?
Is it safe for people with pre-existing diseases?

Do not think it is necessary
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3.2 Aspects that increase Understanding the protective functions of the vaccine
vaccination motivation Want to fulfil a societal duty
Pressure from an employer or school

Want to enter other countries

4. Suggestions to improve | 4.1 Information in many Written and spoken information in several languages
information dissemination | languages and formats Regularly information outreach through official channels
effectiveness

4.2 Communication through | Facilitates two-way communication
social interaction Utilise trusted people and platforms

Periodical information meetings in person or via online

platforms

Invite specialists to open meetings in the local areas

4.3 Increased role of Systematic spread of information

school, work and local More adherent to requests

healthcare centres

1. Limited health literacy
The interviews revealed several examples of limited health literacy among official
institutions, healthcare workers and foreign-born recipients, which diminished the successful

spread and uptake of information about the COVID-19 vaccine.

1.1 In official health organisations

A lack of health literacy in official institutions manifested itself as inadequate information
design and dissemination methods for people outside the majority society. The two main
Swedish institutions for health information, the Swedish Public Health Agency and 1177, the
health care system’s unified point of contact for health care advice were unknown to most of
the participants Thus, information communicated through the web pages and social media
accounts of these institutions did not reach them. Information was initially only published in
Swedish and when it became available in other languages, some were incorrectly translated.
Because of such shortcomings, these outlets were not known or trusted when the vaccine was

introduced.

“(Interviewer: How long did it take until they translated into more languages?) A long time,

several months. (Interviewer: Several months, then maybe in May 2020?) After May.”
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“I read [translated information] at the beginning of COVID, and it was translated

incorrectly. And people were scared because of what was wrongly translated.”

“Many wonder, do the authorities care about us?”

1.2 In health care staff

Personnel at the local health care centres or at the vaccination sites, whom the respondents
met in person, had an opportunity to be made aware of knowledge gaps and respond to them.
Yet, the respondents expressed that the personnel seemed to neither care for nor would
answer questions about safety or how a vaccine works. Many also feared that pre-existing
diseases could interfere negatively with the vaccine, but such issues were not taken seriously,
which made them feel like the personnel did not understand that they had many concerns

about taking the vaccine and that addressing these issues could lessen their worries.

“You heard that someone had died after the vaccination or that someone else was in a coma
because they had received the vaccine when they already had a cold... I was afraid... | wanted
to examine myself before the vaccination. But every time [ was denied, and they just said that

the vaccine was harmless, and I should take it.”’

“Some young people had been vaccinated with it at the first dose and with a different kind of
vaccine at the second dose... You wonder what was wrong with the first vaccine? And the

)

only answer you got was that it [the vaccine] does not pose any danger.’

1.3 In foreign-born recipients

The most notable limitation of health literacy among the respondents was their limited
Swedish proficiency, which prevented an understanding of information and made it difficult
to navigate the Swedish health systems. These obstacles appeared to be less pronounced
among participants who held a job, who mostly perceived Sweden’s information outreach as
satisfactory. Some respondent speculated that newly arrived, elderly, and housewives had the

least access and that information in many languages would have made a difference.

“A large proportion of those who did not get vaccinated were immigrants. (Interviewer: Why

did information not reach their [residential] areas?) Language deficits.”
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“You have to use another language. That is my opinion. Many have a mother tongue other
than Swedish... There are many mothers who do not know Swedish, and (you) have to explain

a lot of Swedish.”

“[ think the information was good, it was clear and in several languages... The Swedish

)

authorities made no mistakes, they gave enough information.’

2. Consequences of not using official Swedish information

In the absence of official Swedish information, or to seek out additional information, the
respondents turned to personal contacts, social media or international TV and radio with
broadcasts in their native language. This exposed them to a large flow of information from
multiple sources that was difficult to verify and often dominated by negative aspects of the
vaccine. A lot of misinformation then appeared to be circulated in the local community,

contributing to the spread of rumours, confusion, and fear.

2.1 Used other information sources than official Swedish sources

Information was gathered mainly from social contacts, social media, and international TV
and radio channels in their native language. The use of social media (Facebook, YouTube and
Instagram) was concentrated on platforms by people with a high social standing or who
claimed to have a medical education. With time, the usage of official Swedish outlets
appeared to increase but many, both the respondents and people they knew, continued to rely

on unofficial outlets.

“When they are new (in Sweden) and do not know the Swedish language, they use their
mobile phone and check social media that are in their language. (Interviewer: Is that what

they turn to the most?) Yes, because it is in their language.”

“I don’t work, I'm a housewife. There was a TV channel that published the number of deaths
from COVID-19... It felt like psychological warfare. I was very scared... (Interviewer: How
did you know that there was a COVID vaccine in Sweden?) I found out when my husband got

vaccinated.”
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2.2 Domination of unreliable information

The large amounts of information from multiple sources made the respondents feel like they
were exposed to “a flood” of information whose trustworthiness was difficult to evaluate, and
which mostly focused on negative aspects of the vaccine. For example, a lot of information in
social media seemed to come from people who claimed to have a medical degree, but this
could not be verified. This type of loosely based information was then circulated in their local

community and exacerbated by rumours and personal stories about negative experiences.

“(Interviewer: Do you think this was positive or negative, that people obtained information
from other countries or googled it online?) It was more negative than positive. The

information was conflicting, and some information was untrue. It was a contributing factor to

’

fear among people.’

“I remember a video clip in which a doctor explained how to clean the home with chlorine...
People died from detergents, they cleaned everything with chlorine... People ate tomatoes
that were rinsed with chlorine, it was important to get rid of COVID-19.”

“But it is enough for a man to go out on social media and say "I am a doctor and know about
the vaccine" but you don't know.... people trust an unknown man on social media and start

believing what he says. They spread things like the vaccine will kill us humans.”

Although uncommon, some of the respondents and people they knew, who used media from
countries where COVID seemed to be less widespread perceived the pandemic as mild which

lowered the motivation to get vaccinated.

“We listen to radio channels from our home country... In our home country, we do not take
vaccines, we meet each other without keeping our distance and yet it has decreased... But
there is a big difference in Sweden, here you are indoors, but over there (in Somalia) people

are outside, sitting outside to get some air. Here you sit in small rooms.” Somalian

3. Decision-making on COVID-19 vaccination


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.27.23300586
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.27.23300586; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

A lack of trusted information raised questions about the effectiveness, safety and possible
side effects of the vaccine. The respondents felt hesitant to insert an unknown hazard into
their bodies but weighed these potential threats against wanting to be protected against a
lethal disease and helping society combat the pandemic. Others felt pressured to get
vaccinated by their employers or the schools they attended or by being denied entrance to a

country they wished to visit if they were unvaccinated.

3.1 Aspects that increase vaccination hesitancy

Although several participants were aware of that a lot of the circulating information was
rumours or false, it still contributed to a lot of fears of known and unknown consequences of
getting vaccinated. These fears were made worse by not fully understanding how a vaccine
functions, how to find reliable information or why they needed to take a booster jab every
sixth month. There was also a sense that official information only focused on positive effects,

while they also wanted to know negative facts to make a balanced decision.

“There are a lot of people who don't want to get vaccinated at all and I don't blame them.
Because they don't have information about the vaccine! No one who can explain to them or
who can give them the right information about it. If you want to convince people of the
benefits of the vaccine, you need a lot of information and explanations, and you have to give

them time for it.”

“Do you have to take a new one after six months? After six months!? How many shots should
you take in two or three years, it will be six shots...They say that the vaccination cannot
prevent the COVID infection, but it only helps. What is the point of taking a new one every six

months?”

Some were confident in looking for and understanding official Swedish information, but still
refrained from taking the vaccine since it does not prevent COVID-19 infection. Others
figured that it was unnecessary for a healthy person who does not meet a lot of people and

that vaccination is foremost needed among people who smoke or who are sick.

“I don't like taking medicines... I'm perfectly healthy and I'm not a danger to others. Smokers

who have pneumonia will certainly feel worse if they get infected. They need the vaccine.”
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“I stay at home and don't usually go out much, I don't socialise with others. I usually keep my
distance from others.”

Other concerns were that it might be inappropriate to give the same dose to everyone,
regardless of age or ethnicity, but there was no information on this issue. Some also were
suspicious that the vaccination would not provide any protection and only were promoted to

make money for pharmaceutical companies.

“One must not forget that the human body's immune system is different. They can respond
differently to the vaccination as well as the medication. You don't prescribe medicine to
someone without first knowing the correct dose... Can an 18-year-old and a 70-year-old be

the same? How many milligrams a 70-year-old takes is not the same as an 18-year-old.”

“The vaccine does not protect. From the very beginning, I got the feeling that it was
something that was good for the pharmaceutical industry, at the expense of human life. They

’

make a lot of money from it. The whole thing is a lie.’

3.2 Aspects that increase vaccination motivation

Factors that strengthened the motivation to take the vaccine were a good understanding of
both its protective functions and potential side effects from taking the vaccine. There was
also a sense of societal responsibility and that it was an important duty to get vaccinated. For
others, it was mandatory to get vaccinated to attend work or school. Another motivational

factor was to be able to enter other countries to visit relatives or for leisure trips.

“We were aware of the risks, but we knew it was a preventative measure against COVID. We

were ok with that.”

“They had said that a new vaccine had arrived and that those who did not get vaccinated

were not allowed to work. Then I had to take the vaccine.”

4. Suggestions to improve information dissemination effectiveness
Participants suggested many forms of improvements that would be appropriate for their

methods for searching and consuming information, mainly focused on producing information
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in many languages and increasing dissemination through social interaction and by using
trusted outlets. There were also suggestions that employers, health care centres and schools

should take a larger role in spreading information.

4.1 Information in many languages and formats

The participants insisted that providing information in many different languages would be a
decisive part of improving information dissemination, as Swedish is not everyone's native
language and even moderate speakers might misunderstand important details. The
respondents pointed out that there are people who cannot read or write any language, for
whom an outreach based on spoken information would be the most efficient. In this regard,
official information could be disseminated on governmental or other official websites or
broadcast periodically on public service radio and TV channels. This regularity meant that
everyone would know when they could find information, and people from the same social

groups could take turns listening and then pass it on.
“Several different communication channels should have been used. People understand
information in different ways, by looking, listening or hearing. They would have given a

complete information through different communication channels.”

“Someone should provide complete and sufficient information that everyone could

understand and thus avoid hearsay.”

4.2 Communication through social interaction

The health guides and doulas brought forth the importance of trust and that personal
communication is a first step for a community to accept new information. They emphasised
the pre-established foundation of trust, underscoring that personal communication with
individuals who possess an understanding of various cultural backgrounds represents the
initial stride in facilitating a community's acceptance of novel information. A trustful
connection also makes it easier to freely voice concerns and to get help to navigate the health
care system. The doulas and health guides, who had established broad social networks before
the pandemic, organised information meetings via Zoom or WhatsApp, after which the
attendees would circulate the obtained information to their family, friends and neighbours.

One suggestion was also that people from different origins with different native languages
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could spread information by household visits in immigrant-dense boroughs, illustrating the

need for communication with a trusted person from a similar culture.

“We personally went to vaccine sites, and we talked to people in our language. We can't just
come up and ask them if they've been vaccinated. We first have to find out if we speak the
same language... Then we start talking about the vaccine and how important it is and what it

’

means.’

We look up “1177" together and we see if it matches what they heard, then we read
together... We taught them to use Zoom and other platforms. They couldn't before. But now
they are experts and skilled. Some cannot read because they are illiterate. I helped them
share films about Sweden and COVID-19. We used to share videos on the WhatsApp group

for them so they can watch and listen.”

Another communication attempt was having specialised experts coming to the local areas and
give lectures. Such events could gather up to 40-50 participants and were positively received
since people perceived the information as reliable and were given time for questions.
Preferably, these campaigns should take place periodically and near their residential areas
since many people are tired from working long hours and do not want to travel far. It should

also be conducted in other languages than Swedish or accompanied by interpreters.

“It would be good to have planned meetings where you gathered everyone to give them
information... and not just asking the people to follow the information on television or the
Swedish-Somali radio. Some won't listen at all, they don't have the time for it, nor the
energy.... They leave home tired, and they come home tired. On Saturdays and Sundays, they

are busy with household chores.”

“We consulted doctors who came here several times, and they talked about vaccines and
explained everything to many participants... They question him “But who are you”? Then he

can show with his ID that he is actually a doctor... So it becomes credible.”

“They spread the word to others who had not taken the vaccine and they were positively
influenced by this information and our lectures. At our lectures, those who had difficulty

trusting the vaccine came and accepted the vaccine after we explained to them how it works.”
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4.3 Increased role of school, work and local healthcare centres

Schools and employers could also have an expanded role in spreading information since they
usually reach everyone who is enrolled in a class or employed by a company. Additionally,
the participants wished that healthcare staff would be better at understanding cultural
differences and respond to insecurities communicated in different ways by people with an

immigrant background. This could improve the interaction with a patient,

Discussion

This exploratory interview study with foreign-born participants found several themes that
affected a delay or refusal to take the COVID-19 vaccine. Limited health literacy in official
institutions appeared to have led to failures in understanding that immigrants are hindered
from accessing COVID-19 information due to language barriers and not recognising
Sweden’s health agencies, and that adapted strategies directed to foreign-born audiences
could have made a difference. The unsuccessful transmission contributed to a predominant
use of other sources, which seemingly facilitated the spread of misinformation and created a
fearful attitude towards the COVID-19 vaccine. This complicated the decision process for
getting vaccinated, where worries about hazardous side effects were balanced against wanting
to be protected and helpful in society. Suggestions for future outreach was the production of
information in many languages and formats, increased dissemination through social
interaction and trusted platforms, and an extended role of employers, schools and the local

health care system.

Limited health literacy

Not producing information in several languages promptly was perhaps the largest
shortcoming in official institutions. A study on the Swedish Public Health Agency’s social
media outreach (Facebook, Twitter and YouTube), up until February 2021, showed that there
were tailored information directed to the elderly and risk groups based on existing diseases
(19). Only three messages were directed to immigrants, and out of those one was in another
language than Swedish, despite evidence that foreign-born persons to a large extent use social
media to look for information (20). During the first pandemic wave, this may relate to a lack
of time for translating fast-changing information or that a variety of information channels had

not been put into use. However, when the vaccine was made available in December 2020,
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more effective methods should have been established. Our results align with other studies,
showing that public health agencies’ efforts to persuade unwilling individuals to get
vaccinated often is to assume that the remedy is more information, rather than understanding
core causes and adapting their methods to meet these needs (21). As many people with an
immigrant background display institutional mistrust (26, 27), the willingness to understand

their specific concerns would benefit trust and increase comfort in getting vaccinated.

The lack of effective strategies may relate to the communication distance and few channels
that connect health agencies and foreign-born populations. A sometimes-forgotten
information provider are healthcare workers, who regularly interacts with patients and can
capture special needs and bridge knowledge gaps (22, 23). International studies have shown
that people with an immigrant background generally have a larger distrust of healthcare
personnel which originates from facing negative treatment attributed to their ethnicity (24,
25), but this has not been much studied in Sweden. One smaller questionnaire study with 52
foreign-born patients illustrated that language and cultural differences contributed to a feeling
of not being heard by practitioners in the Swedish primary care (26). The respondents in the
current study felt that healthcare staff did not understand that there are groups in society that
lack the necessary information and need reassurance, thus an opportunity to improve trust

towards the vaccine was missed.

Consequences of not using official Swedish information

Most of the participants used social media and social contacts as their primary sources of
information during the COVID-19 pandemic, which is similar to migrant groups in many
other countries (27, 28). The use of a multitude of sources, especially if not being able to
access official Swedish information, led to an exposure to information that was both
conflicting and focused on dangerous aspects of the vaccine. A study of Hispanic- and Afro-
Americans illustrated similar themes, such as distrust “the government cannot be trusted to
tell the truth about COVID-19,” or hearsay “People who take a COVID-19 vaccine will be
like human guinea pigs” (25). Social media has been highlighted as a concern during the
pandemic (29) since this fast information outlet can play a decisive role in the perception of a
vaccine. An explorative study mapping out search results on the incorrect association
between the measles, mumps and rubella (MMR) vaccine and autism when using the search
engine Google, showed that only 51% of the suggested web pages provided the correct

information (30). However, few studies evaluate to what extent inaccurate information can
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overturn a vaccination decision, instead it seems to be those who are already hesitant who
search for sources other than official public health agencies and vaccination providers (31,

32).

Decision-making on COVID-19 vaccination

The pandemic itself was a new and incomprehensible situation. The lack of access to
scientifically proven knowledge and an inability to find answers to their inquiries, led to
further doubts about the vaccine, which seemed hard to overcome. This has been noted before
in controversies surrounding a vaccine; once distrust is established, reinstalling trust can be
difficult (18). Vaccination acceptance is a sociological macroprocess influenced by the close
social network and societal pressures to perform a duty, as well as a historical and
sociocultural context, and relates to previous experiences of vaccinations and trust in the
system that delivers the vaccine (21). All these positions were observed as the respondents
were affected by negative perceptions in their close social networks and lack of trust in the

system, but also wanted to fulfil a societal responsibility by getting vaccinated.

Suggestions to improve information dissemination effectiveness

The lack of access to information among people with an immigrant background in the event
of national emergencies is a well-known phenomenon (33). Societies would benefit from
establishing platforms that could be quickly put into use and designed to reach those who
look for and consume information in other ways than the majority of the society. Most
suggestions put forward among respondents in this study revolved around the importance of
information in several languages, at least in the largest language groups in Sweden, and
spreading information through social interaction with trusted persons and platforms. It was
also suggested that local events with invited specialists should be organised, assisted by
someone who could interpret and with ample time set aside for questions. Workplaces and
schools could also have an extended role in providing information; in this context, there
could be colleagues and other students who can be consulted about unclear aspects. Although
not a direct result of this study, it was communicated to us that in many cultures important
information is mostly transferred via verbal communication in the local network, especially
from elderly or religious leaders, and that Swedish institutions may overestimate the power of

written information such as websites or leaflets.
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An EU-funded consortium COronavirus Vulnerabilities and INFOrmation dynamics
Research and Modelling (COVINFORM) has frequently highlighted immigrants’
vulnerability in regard to a lack of access to, or poorly adapted, information (25). One of the
consortium’s member groups, the Birmingham Local Outbreak Engagement Board, have
reported trials of delivering inclusive and accessible COVID-19 communication to the
diverse city of Birmingham (UK), home to 187 different nationalities (34). The National
Health Services (NHS) of Birmingham and Birmingham Public Health Division used an
intensive information campaign, establishing multiple information channels through which
they disseminated large email and text message dispatches to local organisations, community
centres, faith settings, schools and councillors. As many immigrants themselves or their
family members regularly attend faith meetings, they also established meetings and virtual
briefing sessions with faith institutions, ministers and pastors. Additionally, they also held
bimonthly webinars and produced radio advertising to spread important information about
COVID-19 and available apps provided by NHS-Birmingham. Although it was not possible
to evaluate the direct effects on vaccination rates, the high user engagement on their
platforms suggests that their efforts to provide the citizens with information was at least
partially successful. This stands in contrast to a similar attempt of information dissemination
in Norway (35), aimed at the Somali community, where the outreach was less successful due

to not using established and trusted communication channels.

Limitations and strengths

Several themes were found that are specific to having a foreign background, foremost related
to language barriers and less knowledge of Swedish health care and public health institutions.
However, we have not interviewed native Swedes who displayed vaccination hesitancy and,
cannot elucidate if similar aspects, such as being exposed to misinformation, increase
hesitancy in foreign-born and native-born citizens in Sweden alike. Because of the qualitative
design, external validity cannot be tested, although this is rarely the aim of qualitative studies,
and other qualitative studies have illustrated similar findings (25, 26, 33). Despite limitations
in generalisability, the qualitative design is an advantage when exploring new perspectives
since it facilitates the possibility of capturing nuances and delving into new themes with

follow-up questions.
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This study includes participants from sociodemographic groups who tend to not take part in
scientific studies. This was possible because of the social networks of the two health guides,
who also could conduct two of the focus groups in the participants' native language. Previous
studies have pointed out that studies among foreign-born tend to be conducted in Swedish,
which requires good language skills and excludes the most vulnerable persons in terms of
living conditions and health (34).. The focus groups independently described similar themes
and the stability of these responses indicates that our findings have transferability to other
similar populations. We also recruited doulas and other health guides who due to the size of
their catchment areas and the timing of the interviews (spring 2022), could provide an
overview of various themes, and had experience of information dissemination efforts and the

effectiveness of these efforts.

Conclusions

Vaccine hesitancy, a barrier to full population inoculation against highly infectious diseases,
is more common in some sociodemographic groups. In this study, insufficient health literacy
on both the senders’ and receivers’ end, meant that important information about the COVID-
19 vaccine did not reach everybody equally. This led to an increased exposure to
misinformation and diminishing the chances of making well-informed decisions on
vaccination. Suggestions for improved information outreach focused on the use of already
established and trusted communication channels and the dissemination of information in

several languages.

Funding

This study was funded by the Swedish Research Council for Heath, Working Life and
Welfare (Forte) (grant number: 2021-00326) and by the Swedish Research Council (grant
numbers: 2021-06525). In-kind support was given by the University of Gothenburg and the
Region Vistra Gotaland Region.

Ethical approval
This study has been approved by the Swedish Ethical Review Authority (EPM dnr 2021-
00177, EPM dnr 2022-02942-02).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.27.23300586
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.27.23300586; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank Saido Mohamed for her help in recruiting and interviewing

participants and contributions with her cultural knowledge.

References

1.

Cheng VC, Lau SK, Woo PC, Yuen KY. Severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus
as an agent of emerging and reemerging infection. Clinical Microbiology Reviews.
2007;20(4):660-94.

Wu P, Hao X, Lau EH, Wong JY, Leung KS, Wu JT, et al. Real-time tentative
assessment of the epidemiological characteristics of novel coronavirus infections in
Wubhan, China, as of 22 January 2020. Eurosurveillance 2020;25(3):2000044.

The Public Health Agency of Sweden. When did what happen during the pandemic?
[Available from: https://www.folkhalsomyndigheten.se/smittskydd-
beredskap/utbrott/aktuella-utbrott/covid-19/folkhalsomyndighetens-roll-under-arbetet-
med-covid-19/nar-hande-vad-under-pandemin/.

ThePublicHealthAgencyofSweden. Covid-19 vaccinationstickning och fodelseland.
(Translated: COVID-19 vaccination coverage and country of birth). Stockholm; 2021:
21102.

Spetz M, Lundberg L, Nwaru C, Li H, Santosa A, Leach S, et al. The social patterning of
COVID-19 vaccine uptake in older adults: A register-based cross-sectional study in
Sweden. The Lancet Regional Health-Europe. 2022;15.

Alderling M, Albin M, Ahlbom A, Alfredsson L, Bodin T, Fors S, et al. Vaccination mot
covid-19 1 olika yrkesgrupper. (Translation: Vaccination against COVID-19 in different
occupational groups). Rapport 2022:05. Centre for occupational and environmental
medicine, Region Stockholm 2022.

Tankwanchi AS, Jaca A, Ndlambe AM, Zantsi ZP, Bowman B, Garrison MM, et al.
Non-COVID-19 vaccine hesitancy among migrant populations worldwide: a scoping
review of the literature, 2000-2020. Expert Review of Vaccines. 2022;21(9):1269-87.
Daniels D, Imdad A, Buscemi-Kimmins T, Vitale D, Rani U, Darabaner E, et al. Vaccine
hesitancy in the refugee, immigrant, and migrant population in the United States: A
systematic review and meta-analysis. Human Vaccines. 2022;18(6):2131168.

Spence PR, Lachlan KA, Burke JA. Differences in crisis knowledge across age, race, and
socioeconomic status during Hurricane Ike: A field test and extension of the knowledge

gap hypothesis. Journal of Communication Theory. 2011;21(3):261-78.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.27.23300586
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.27.23300586; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

10. Molenaar J. The COVINFORM project - Migrants as a ‘vulnerable group’ in the
COVID-19 pandemic: A European perspective. Migration and Health seminars 2021.

11. Vist GE, Arentz-Hansen EH, Vedey TF, Spilker RACS, Hafstad EV, Giske L. Incidence
and severe outcomes from COVID-19 among immigrant and minority ethnic groups and
among groups of different socio-economic status: A systematic review. Norwegian
Institute of Public health; 2021. Report No.: 828406197X.

12. Hayward SE, Deal A, Cheng C, Crawshaw A, Orcutt M, Vandrevala TF, et al. Clinical
outcomes and risk factors for COVID-19 among migrant populations in high-income
countries: a systematic review. Journal of migration. 2021;3:100041.

13. Baker DW. The meaning and the measure of health literacy. Journal of General Internal
Medicine. 2006;21(8):878.

14. Soderberg M, Magnusson M, Swaid J, Jakobsson K, Rosengren A. Undervalued essential
work and lacking health literacy as determinants of COVID-19 infection risks: a
qualitative interview study among foreign-born workers in Sweden. BMJ Open.
2023;13(12):e069838.

15. Roble S, Wangdahl J, Warner G. COVID-19 Information in Sweden: Opinions of
Immigrants with Limited Proficiency in Swedish. Health Communication.
2022;37(12):1510-9.

16. Lorini C, Santomauro F, Donzellini M, Capecchi L, Bechini A, Boccalini S, et al. Health
literacy and vaccination: A systematic review. Human vaccines and immunotherapeutics.
2018;14(2):478-88.

17. Siena LM, Isonne C, Sciurti A, De Blasiis MR, Migliara G, Marzuillo C, et al. The
Association of Health Literacy with Intention to Vaccinate and Vaccination Status: A
Systematic Review. Vaccines. 2022;10(11):1832.

18. Malterud K. Systematic text condensation: a strategy for qualitative analysis.
Scandinavian Journal of Public Health. 2012;40(8):795-805.

19. Tagliacozzo S, Albrecht F, Ganapati NE. International perspectives on COVID-19
communication ecologies: Public health agencies’ online communication in Italy,
Sweden, and the United States. American Behavioral Scientist. 2021;65(7):934-55.

20. Esaiasson P, Johansson B, Ghersetti M, Sohlberg J. Kriskommunikation och segregation
1 en pandemi. Hur boende i utsatta omraden informerade sig om coronaviruset varen
2020 (Translation: Crisis communication and segregation in a pandemic. How residents

in vulnerable areas informed themselves about the coronavirus in the spring of 2020).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.27.23300586
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.27.23300586; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

The Department of Journalism, Media and Communication, University of Gothenburg;
2020.

Dubé E, Laberge C, Guay M, Bramadat P, Roy R, Bettinger JA, et al. Vaccine hesitancy:
an overview. Human vaccines. 2013;9(8):1763-73.

Schmitt H-J, Booy R, Aston R, Van Damme P, Schumacher RF, Campins M, et al. How
to optimise the coverage rate of infant and adult immunisations in Europe. BMC
medicine. 2007;5:1-8.

Cooper LZ, Larson HJ, Katz SL. Protecting public trust in immunization. Pediatrics.
2008;122(1):149-53.

Frisco ML, Van Hook J, Thomas KJ. Racial/ethnic and nativity disparities in US Covid-
19 vaccination hesitancy during vaccine rollout and factors that explain them. Social
Science & Medicine. 2022;307:115183.

McFadden SM, Demeke J, Dada D, Wilton L, Wang M, Vlahov D, et al. Confidence and
hesitancy during the early roll-out of COVID-19 vaccines among black, Hispanic, and
undocumented immigrant communities: A review. Journal of Urban Health.
2022;99(1):3-14.

Wiking E, Saleh-Stattin N, Johansson SE, Sundquist J. Immigrant patients’ experiences
and reflections pertaining to the consultation: a study on patients from Chile, Iran and
Turkey in primary health care in Stockholm, Sweden. Scandinavian Journal of Caring
Sciences. 2009;23(2):290-7.

Mahic S, Nortvedt L, Alpers L-M. Immigrants’ Experiences and Perceptions of COVID-
19 Information in Norway. International Journal of Environmental Research Public
Health. 2023;20(14):6421.

Baines A, Seo H, Ittefag M, Shayesteh F, Kamanga U, Liu Y. Race/ethnicity, online
information and COVID-19 vaccination: Study of minority immigrants’ internet use for
health-related information. Convergence. 2023;29(2):268-87.

Stern J, Georgsson S, Carlsson T. Quality of web-based information at the beginning of a
global pandemic: a cross-sectional infodemiology study investigating preventive
measures and self care methods of the coronavirus disease 2019. BMC Public Health.
2021;21(1):1-13.

Scullard P, Peacock C, Davies P. Googling children's health: reliability of medical advice
on the internet. Archives of Disease in Childhood. 2010;95(8):580-2.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.27.23300586
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.27.23300586; this version posted December 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Dubé E, Bettinger J, Halperin B, Bradet R, Lavoie F, Sauvageau C, et al. Determinants
of parents’ decision to vaccinate their children against rotavirus: results of a longitudinal
study. Health Education Research. 2012;27(6):1069-80.

Smith PJ, Humiston SG, Marcuse EK, Zhao Z, Dorell CG, Howes C, et al. Parental delay
or refusal of vaccine doses, childhood vaccination coverage at 24 months of age, and the
Health Belief Model. Public Health Reports. 2011;126(2_suppl):135-46.

Almagro M, Orane-Hutchinson A. The differential impact of COVID-19 across
demographic groups: Evidence from New York City. SSRN Electronic Journal. 2020.
Birmingham Local Outbreak Engagement Board Covid-19 Overview. Data from
01/06/2020 — 18/01/2021 Birmingham2021 [Available from:
https://civico.net/birmingham/11298-Local-Covid-Outbreak-Engagement-Board.

Brekke J-P. Informing hard-to-reach immigrant groups about COVID-19—Reaching the
Somali population in Oslo. Journal of Refugee Studies. 2022;35(1):641-61.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.27.23300586
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

