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Abstract (291 words): 
INTRODUCTION: Vaccination averts an estimated 2-3 million deaths annually. Although vaccine 
coverage improvements across Africa and South Asia have remained relatively stagnant and below global 
targets, several countries have outperformed their peers with significant increases in routine 
immunization coverage. Examining these countries’ vaccination programs provides an opportunity to 
identify and describe critical success factors that may have supported these improvements.  
 
METHODS: We selected three high-performing countries in regard to childhood vaccination: Nepal, 
Senegal, and Zambia. This multiple case study analysis was conducted using data from the Exemplars in 
Vaccine Delivery project within the Exemplars in Global Health program. We used qualitative analysis to 
investigate factors that contributed to high vaccination coverage through key informant interviews (KIIs) 
and focus group discussions (FGDs) at the national, regional, district, health facility, and community 
levels. We triangulated these findings with quantitative analyses using publicly available data, which are 
published elsewhere.  
 
RESULTS: Our data revealed that the critical success factors for vaccine programming relied on the 
cultural, historical, and statutory context in which the interventions were delivered. In Nepal, Senegal, 
and Zambia, high immunization coverage was driven by 1) strong governance structures and healthy 
policy environments; 2) adjacent successes in health systems strengthening; 3) government-led 
community engagement initiatives; and 4) adaptation considering contextual factors at all levels of the 
health system. 
 
CONCLUSION: Throughout the study, our analysis returned to the importance of defining and 
understanding the context, governance, financing, and health systems within a country, rather than 
focusing on any one intervention. This paper augments findings from existing literature by highlighting 
how contextual factors impact implementation decisions that have led to improvements in childhood 
vaccine delivery. Findings from this research may identify transferable lessons and support actionable 
recommendations to improve national immunization coverage in other settings.  
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Key Messages: 

 

What is already known on this topic: 

Immunization is a cost effective and life-saving public health intervention. The essential components of 
an effective vaccine delivery system are well-established, along with the behaviors related to routine 
immunization.  
 

What this study adds: 

 This study highlights how structural and contextual factors impacted the implementation of childhood 
vaccination programs in several countries with high vaccination coverage. By applying a positive deviant 
approach, we identify and describe drivers of immunization coverage that programmers and policy 
makers may utilize to better understand underlying factors within the system. 
 

How this study might affect research, practice, or policy: 

Through focusing on countries with high routine immunization coverage, we examined how vaccine 

delivery systems may leverage components of existing governance structures and health systems to 

accelerate and sustain coverage. Operational definitions for governance, health systems strengthening, 

community engagement, and adaptive capacity, along with descriptions of how these processes were 

implemented in high-performing countries, may help other countries implement similar improvements.  
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1. Introduction 

 
Vaccination is recognized as one of the most influential public health interventions, averting an estimated 
2-3 million deaths annually [1-4]. The Global Vaccine Action Plan (GVAP) targeted at least 90% country-
level coverage of the third dose of diphtheria, tetanus, pertussis vaccine (DTP3) among 1-year-old 
children [5], a globally recognized proxy for vaccination system performance [6]. However, by 2018 only 
95 of the 193 World Health Organization (WHO) Member States achieved national GVAP targets, and 
less than one third met district level targets of 80% DTP3 [7-9]. 
 
In 2019, the African Region reported the lowest DTP3 coverage at 74%, a slight improvement from 71% 
coverage in 2010 [8]. DTP3 coverage in the South-East Asia Region substantially improved by 2019, to 
91%; however, from 2000 to 2016, this region reported one of the lowest coverage rates with an average 
of 78% [8]. Within both regions, several countries outperformed their peers with significant increases in 
routine immunization coverage since 2000 [10]. Examining these countries’ vaccination programs 
provides an opportunity to identify and describe critical success factors that may have supported these 
improvements.  
 
The essential components of an effective vaccine delivery system are well-established and include strong 
governance and leadership, healthcare financing, human resources, a robust supply chain, community 
engagement, and information systems for evidence-based decision-making [11-13]. Research on 
behaviors related to routine immunization focuses on recognized determinants of coverage, including 
intent to vaccinate, community access, and health facility readiness [14]. This paper augments findings 
from existing literature by highlighting how structural and contextual factors impact implementation 
decisions that have led to improvements in childhood vaccine delivery. 
 
Our research describes how countries with high vaccination rates took similar paths to success [15-18]. 
Through investigating drivers of high routine immunization coverage, our findings revealed the 
importance of structural factors, including governance processes and collaboration between in-country 
stakeholders, which more broadly align with requirements for strong national health systems. Global 
DTP3 coverage has plateaued since 2010 at 86% [19]; identifying factors and mechanisms for accelerating 
progress is critical for expanding vaccination program reach and retention  [9].The purpose of this study 
was to identify critical success factors that contributed to catalytic growth in childhood routine 
immunization coverage. Findings from this research may identify transferable lessons and support 
actionable recommendations to improve national immunization coverage in other settings [20].  
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2. Methods 

 

This multiple case study analysis was conducted using data from the Exemplars in Vaccine Delivery 
project within the Exemplars in Global Health program [10, 20, 21]. We used qualitative analysis to 
investigate factors that contributed to high vaccination coverage through key informant interviews (KIIs) 
and focus group discussions (FGDs) at the national, regional, district, health facility, and community 
levels. We triangulated these findings with quantitative analyses using publicly available data, which are 
published elsewhere and referenced throughout this paper [10, 21]. 
 
Prior to data collection, we developed a conceptual model (Figure 1) to organize factors that impact 
childhood vaccine coverage globally. This model was based on the work of Phillips et al. and LaFond et 
al. alongside a broader, a priori, review of the vaccine literature [14, 22].  
 
Figure 1. A priori conceptual model of the drivers of vaccine coverage 
 

 
 
2.1. Study sites 
 
Methods for country, region, and district selection are detailed elsewhere [10, 15-17]. Briefly, countries 
were selected based on DTP1 and DTP3 coverage estimates, which served as proxies of the vaccine 
delivery system, with DTP1 as a proxy of access and DTP3 as a proxy of continued utilization of 
immunization services (Appendix 1) [10, 23, 24]. Three regions within each country were identified in 
consultation with national stakeholders and available data (Table 1). Partner organizations and Ministry 
of Health (MoH)1 officials facilitated site selection and data collection activities. 
 
 

                                                           
1 Note that each country has a slightly different name for their Ministry of Health (e.g., Ministry of Health and Population in 
Nepal; Ministry of Health and Social Action in Senegal), but all will be referred to as “MoH” throughout for simplicity. 
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2.2. Qualitative data collection and analysis  
 
Qualitative data were collected between October 2019 and April 2021 at the national, regional, district, 
health facility, and community levels in Nepal, Senegal, and Zambia (Table 1). The interview guides were 
informed by the Consolidated Framework for Implementation Research (CFIR) [25] and the Context and 
Implementation of Complex Interventions (CICI) framework [26]. KII and FGD guides were translated 
into local languages by research assistants from the respective countries. All interview guides were piloted 
before use and adjusted iteratively throughout data collection. An initial list of KIIs was developed with 
local research partners and MoH officials with snowball sampling used to identify additional key 
informants. Our sampling approach aimed to include a diverse sample of participants in regard to 
geographic location and demographic qualities. Caregivers and volunteer community health workers 
were recruited for FGDs from health facility catchment areas with the assistance of local health staff. The 
duration of KIIs and FGDs averaged one and a half hours. KIIs and FGDs were audio-recorded with the 
permission of participants. Research files, recordings, and transcriptions were de-identified and 
password protected. We applied a theory-informed thematic analysis of the transcripts to identify critical 
success factors. Transcripts were coded and analyzed using MaxQDA2020 software (Berlin, Germany). 
We considered setting and participant roles while identifying key points and further contextualized data 
using historical documents and an a priori literature review. Qualitative data collection and analysis tools, 
including topic guides and codebooks, can be found on our Open Sciences Framework (OSF) page [27]. 
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Table 1: Summary of countries, regions, districts selected for research, and data collection 
activities 
 

Country Nepal Senegal Zambia 

In Country Research Partner 
Center for Molecular 
Dynamics, Nepal 

Institut de Recherche en Santé 
de Surveillance, de Surveillance 
Epidémiologique et de 
Formation (IRESSEF) 

Center for Family 
Health Research in 
Zambia 

Data collection period (MM/YYYY) 8/2019 – 12/2019 12/2020 - 4/2021 10/2019 – 02/2020 

Regions and Districts    

Region 1 Madhes* 
Dhanusha, 
Bara, 
Mahottari 

Ziguinchor 
Ziguinchor, 
Oussouye, 
Diouloulou 

Lusaka 
Lusaka, 
Rufunsa, 
Chongwe 

Region 2 Bagmati 
Makwanpur, 
Dolakha, 
Kathmandu 

Dakar 
Rufisque, 
Mbao, Keur 
Massar 

Central 
Chibombo, 
Chitambo, 
Serenje 

Region 3 
Gandaki 
Pradesh 

Kaski, Myagdi, 
Nawalparasi 

Tambacounda 
Tambacounda, 
Koumpentoum, 
Goudiry 

Luapula 
Chipili, 
Nchelenge, 
Samfya 

Key Informant Interviews 
Key: Number of KIIs (Participants) 

79 (79) 62 (63) 66 (85) 

National level government staff  
11 (11) 

 
5 (5) 

 
11 (12) 

Partner organization staff 8 (8) 4 (4) 11 (15) 

Regional health staff 5 (5) 7 (7) 6 (8) 

District health staff 15 (15) 38 (38) 10 (19) 

Health facility staff 23 (23) 6 (6) 7 (10) 

Community leaders 15 (15) 2 (2) 10 (10) 

Community health workers ** 2 (2) - 11 (11) 

Focus Group Discussions 
Key: Number of FGDs (Participants) 

30 (191) 19 (128) 22 (132) 

Community health workers ** 9 (60) 10 (65) 10 (60) 

Mothers 9 (60) 9 (63) 8 (48) 

Fathers 6 (36) - 1 (6) 

Grandparents 6 (35) - 3 (18) 

Total (per country) 109 (270) 81 (191) 88 (217) 

Total (across countries) - - 278 (678) 

* Madhes was referred to as Province 2 prior to 2022 (including during data collection) 
** Includes volunteer community health workers, female community health volunteers (FCHV) – Nepal; 
vaccinators – Nepal; bajenu gox – Senegal; and neighborhood health committee members – Zambia.  
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2.3. Supplemental quantitative data analysis 
 
Quantitative data were collected through secondary datasets, which included information from the MOH 
in Zambia, Nepal, and Senegal among other partners. Data were used to estimate routine immunization 
coverage from 2000 to 2019 and to uncover trends related to catalytic improvements. Additional analyses 
were conducted to identify indicators that may be associated with immunization coverage success among 
low- and lower-middle-income countries using regression models to statistically test financial, 
development, demographic, and other country-level indicators. These quantitative analyses were 
published elsewhere. Findings from the quantitative analyses provided additional context for the 
qualitative findings which informed the results presented here. 
 
2.4. Ethical approval 
 
This study was considered exempt by the Institutional Review Board committee of Emory University, 
Atlanta, Georgia, USA (IRB00111474); approved by the Nepal Health Research Council (NHRC; Reg. no. 
347/2019) in Kathmandu, Nepal; the National Ethical Committee for Health Research (CERNS; Comité 
National d’Ethique pour la Recherche en Santé) in Dakar, Senegal (00000174); the University of Zambia 
Biomedical Research Ethics Committee (Federal Assurance No. FWA00000338, REF. No. 166-2019); 
and the National Health Research Authority in Zambia. All ethics committees abide by the principles of 
the Declaration of Helsinki; all participants provided written consent. 
 
2.5. Public involvement  
 
The study team ensured the involvement of stakeholders, researchers, and policy makers in the global 
immunization sector during the design, implementation, and dissemination of this project. We utilized 
our Technical Advisory Group (TAG) to develop an initial set of questions for scoping visits to our 
exemplar countries, wherein study members met with in-country partners and experts to further refine 
the direction and nature of the questions. Scoping visit findings were used to create the final data 
collection tools [10]. As this is a hypothesis generating study, and no intervention was provided, data 
collection was targeted to conform to general standards of burden. We adhered to standard best-practices 
for qualitative research, iteratively implementing feedback from experts and the TAG. While there was 
community involvement (FGDs), the primary focus of data collection was centered on historical 
stakeholders who played key roles in the immunization program [10]. Upon completion of each country 
case study, findings were disseminated to in-country experts and country governments, along with the 
TAG, allowing for the study team to ground-truth results. Reports, and manuscripts, of findings were sent 
to those involved. 
 
2.6 Sex and Gender Considerations  
This study was hypothesis generating, and did not provide an intervention; regardless, the research team 
took gender differences into consideration. For our FGDs, we worked with groups of both mothers and 
fathers; fathers were included as to not fall into the bias of children’s health being a ‘woman’s issue’. FGDs 
were separated by gender to allow participants to feel comfortable sharing their thoughts.  
 
Due to the historical nature of this study, our KII sample of key stakeholders and leaders leaned male due 
to prior gender biases and the tendency to place men in positions of importance or power. However, 
present-day positions were often filled by women, and we sampled women for KIIs as appropriate.  
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3. Results  
 
 
3.1. Drivers of successful vaccination programs in exemplar countries 
 
Following analysis of data from Nepal, Zambia, and Senegal, we revisited the conceptual framework 
developed during study conception (Figure 1). Although existing literature elaborates on factors related 
to intent to vaccinate, facility readiness, and community access, there is a gap in knowledge related to 
how policies and programs are operationalized to address these determinants – which relies heavily on 
the existing governance and health systems, engagement of community members (or end-users), and 
ability to adapt to the context to improve implementation.  Our empirical data from Nepal, Senegal, and 
Zambia revealed that the critical success factors could be best understood by detailing the cultural, 
historical, and statutory context in which the interventions were delivered. This is in contrast to any 
specific modification or adaptation of key interventions or policies. We revised the initial conceptual 
framework based on findings from empirical data to illustrate a greater focus on these emergent factors 
(Figure 2). Definitions for the key domains can be found in Table 2. 
 
Figure 2. Revised conceptual framework for drivers of vaccine coverage 
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Table 2: Definitions for drivers of vaccine coverage  
 

Domain Definition 

Governance and 
financing a 

The processes that guide policies and operations within the health 
system, including collaboration (effective working relationships, 
including alignment of priorities), communication (open and frequent 
channels for sharing knowledge and feedback), and commitment 
(dedication to activities and responsibilities). 

Health systems 
strengthening a 

Strategies that are designed to sustainably improve health system 
performance (across all sectors) through an integrated and horizontal 
approach, with a focus on equity.  

Community 
engagement a 

Responsibility of the community to implement vaccination program 
activities through local leadership and volunteers, fostered by 
government initiatives and cultural values. 

Adaptive capacity a 
Capability to sufficiently consider contextual factors, supported by 
timely evaluation of quality data, to tailor vaccine programming based 
on local needs and priorities – and improve implementation quality. 

Intent to vaccinate b 
Demand for childhood vaccines on the part of the caregiver or guardian 
that would result in vaccination in the absence of other barriers. 

Facility readiness b 
Supply (by the health system) of health and vaccination services to 
adequately meet demand. Incorporates supplies (vials, syringes etc.), 
human resources, and the consistency of their availability. 

Community access b 
The ability (or inability) to successfully carry out the transaction of 
vaccine utilization, i.e., barriers and facilitators between Intent and 
Readiness. 

a. Developed from our research, both via data analysis and desk review of existing literature 
b. See Figure 1 (and reference Phillips et al. paper) 

 
3.2. Operationalization of successful vaccine delivery programs 
 
In Nepal, Senegal, and Zambia, high immunization coverage was driven by 1) strong governance 
structures and healthy policy environments; 2) adjacent successes in health systems strengthening; 3) 
government-led community engagement initiatives; and 4) adaptation considering contextual factors at 
all levels of the health system. Below, we summarize similarities apparent in all three high-performing 
countries. Appendix 2 includes informative quotes as they relate to the four domains. More information 
on how policies and programs were implemented and adapted to local context is available elsewhere; 
quotes from each country and domain can be found in Appendix 2 [15-17]. 
 
Strong governance structures and a healthy policy environment 
Effective collaboration, open communication, and commitment to health and vaccines supported policy 
development and implementation of the vaccination programs in Nepal, Senegal, and Zambia.  
 
Collaboration and communication enabled alignment of priorities, division of responsibilities, and 
coordination between levels. In all three countries, collaboration was apparent between external partners 
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and the government, and between different levels of the health system. National fora were established for 
frequent and multi-disciplinary communication, including Inter-Agency Coordinating Committees (ICC) 
[28]. Regional, district, and community level reflection meetings were held to share and review data and 
gather feedback for strategic planning. Formal channels for supportive supervision and feedback, both 
top-down and bottom-up, supported service delivery improvements and reporting.  
 
In all three countries, vaccination was a “priority” or “flagship” program recognized by the MOH. 
Prioritization of vaccination within the health sector supported sufficient resource allocation. In Nepal 
and Senegal, dedication to the health sector more broadly was codified through defining health as a right 
in their national constitutions. Commitment to health and vaccines underpinned policy development and 
enabled consistent service delivery. Community members could expect reliable and equitable access to 
vaccines due to the prioritization of activities by health personnel and the dedication of volunteer 
community health workers who supported outreach activities and spearheaded demand generation and 
educational campaigns.  
 

“A provision was made in the constitution, and [vaccines] became a fundamental right, so the 
government has a responsibility to provide. And management of currently running programs 
also [focuses on] children who have missed vaccines.” (Nepal Health Research Council Staff, 
Nepal) 

 
Adjacent successes in health systems strengthening 
Improvements in the broader health systems of Nepal, Senegal, and Zambia – including health post 
expansion, training of volunteer community health workers, general capacity building, and prioritization 
of equitable health services – supported high immunization coverage. 
 
Health post expansion and capacity building at subnational and community levels were mentioned by 
most key informants in all three countries as essential to improvements in vaccination coverage. Building 
health facilities in rural areas especially allowed parents to easily vaccinate their children, without having 
to travel far distances or rely on outreach. Improvements in vaccine service delivery also relied on 
improvements in general infrastructure including roads, electricity, and connectivity required for 
transportation, health facility operations, and data reporting. In all three countries, general health 
systems strengthening was centered around equity as a priority for decision making. Health post 
expansion and community health worker programs were strengthened to prioritize service delivery in 
hard-to-reach communities, minority populations, and remote areas.  
 

“Previously, there was no public health department at a grassroots level, it was just at the 
National level… So, now the Public Health Specialist is on the ground to try to see that this 
primary health care activity is promoted. And I think with that supervision, with the 
introduction of the public health nurses, Health promotion departments, I think these 
interventions couldn’t be achieved higher in terms of immunization activities.” (District Health 
Director, Zambia) 
 

Ongoing efforts to address equity concerns include: 1) Overcoming geographical barriers through health 
post expansion and outreach services supported by national-level policy and external partner funding; 
and 2) Addressing social, economic, and cultural factors through tailored messaging and local ownership 
of vaccination programming. 
 
Integrated decision making across health and social sectors, through a horizonal rather than vertical 
approach, facilitated effective allocation of resources (e.g., monetary, human, technical, educational) 
could be efficiently allocated across programs. For example, national fora and committees in all three 
countries included representatives from the immunization sector, maternal and child health, education 
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and development, and financial offices. During meetings, sectors would align long-term priorities and 
discuss how to reach overall goals in terms of health and social outcomes. 

 
Government-led community engagement initiatives 
Community ownership of vaccination activities and corresponding health outcomes was apparent in 
Nepal, Senegal, and Zambia, and even more so in high-performing districts within these countries. 
Responsibility of the community to implement vaccination programming through local leadership and 
volunteers was fostered by government initiatives and cultural values. National policies focused on 
involvement of traditional leaders and all national-level stakeholders reported on the importance of 
community actors. In some communities, female volunteers would work beyond their mandates to ensure 
all children were vaccinated – a decision motivated by dedication to their communities at large, empathy 
for the children in their neighborhoods, and a vague understanding of herd immunity.  
 
Key informants from the national to community level reported that demand for vaccines was critical for 
improving routine immunization coverage. In addition to the work of volunteer community health 
workers, demand generation and public awareness were accomplished through national policies, media 
engagement, involvement of community actors, and school outreach activities.  
 

“Community health workers play a very important role – they are in direct contact with the 
population. They are the ones who live in the community, and they identify more with the 
community. So, there is a relationship of trust between them and the population.” (National level 
government stakeholder, Senegal) 

 
Further analysis of community health worker programs and demand generation activities in Nepal, 
Senegal, and Zambia will be detailed in our upcoming publications [29].  
 
Adaptation at all levels of the health system 
In Nepal, Senegal, and Zambia, decision-makers and implementers at the national, subnational, and 
community levels demonstrated their ability to consider contextual factors, evaluate or reflect on quality 
data, and tailor vaccine programming based on local needs and priorities. 
 
Quality data were available for evidence-based decision making in all three countries. Data software was 
implemented at the district level in all countries - or in the case of Senegal, at the health post level - 
allowing stakeholders at all levels to utilize accurate and up-to-date coverage estimates. Lack of quality 
data in some areas may have hindered this process. However, when data were not available, community 
actors would adapt programming based on head counts conducted by volunteers and an anecdotal 
understanding of the contextual and cultural needs in their communities. 
 

"We have been advising facilities that they need to own the data; they have to make sure that 
they utilize it by analyzing... If they are not meeting their targets, they need to reflect on the data 
and see where they are going wrong… For those [health facilities] that are performing well, we 
find out what they are doing, and we try to replicate to the other facilities that are not doing as 
well." (District Health Officer, Zambia) 
 

Adapting strategies to respond to context-specific needs was essential for reaching children. In all three 
countries, flexible vaccine delivery days and outreach services supported unique scheduling needs (e.g., 
in Senegal, vaccinating children in the late afternoon during farming season). Outreach strategies were 
also tailored to accommodate contextual factors and address barriers to access. Understanding cultural 
and social values enabled community actors to tailor demand generation activities so that community 
members would be more apt to adopt positive health behaviors. Some examples of this may be using a 
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local language, involving religious or community leaders in engagement and sensitizing, or addressing 
cultural or social barriers directly through personal communication.  
 
  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 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)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 14, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.08.22282076doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.08.22282076
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


13 
 

3.3. Interventions and programs across high-performing countries 
 
Key informants discussed a myriad of interventions and programs that they believed led to the improved 
and sustained vaccination coverage in their countries (Table 3). Interventions are organized by 
implementation level; if an intervention was implemented at multiple levels of the health system, it may 
be repeated in the table. Although the specific components of vaccine programming were not identical 
across countries, many of the general themes overlapped (e.g., the scope of community-level health 
committees varied between countries, but the purpose/objective of these groups was similar). 
 
Table 3: Key interventions and programs implemented to improve routine immunization 

coverage in Nepal, Senegal, and Zambia from 2000 to 2019, based on KII and FGD data 

 

 Key for reading the table below: 

 Not mentioned by key informants or community stakeholders who participated in this study 

 Implemented; participants noted that there was room for improvement (e.g., gaps or challenges) 

 Implemented; participants described successful implementation (e.g., exceeds recommended guidelines) 

 

Category Policy or intervention Zambia Nepal Senegal 

National level 
programming  
 
Includes external  
partners and government 

Introduction of new vaccines    

Vaccination as "priority" program    

Strategic reallocation of targeted funds     

Health post expansion    

Constitution codifying health as a right    

Forums for decision-making (e.g., ICC)    

Media engagement    

Sub-national 
programming  
 
Regional and district level  

RED/REC implementation    

Training community health workers    

Meetings for evidence-based decisions    

Data software, health post level    

Data software, district level    

Cold chain expansion    

Community  
programming 
 
Health post and 
village/community level 

Community health worker program    

Community-level health committees     

Outreach services    

Microplanning in health facilities    

Engagement of community leaders    

Support groups for caregivers    

School outreach for health education    

Promotion through media (e.g., radio)    
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4. Discussion   

 
Notions of strengthening national governance structures have historically been recognized through 
country-level application of global guidelines to improve vaccine delivery and health systems; however, 
existing research lacks concrete descriptions of what this entails. This paper augments findings from 
existing literature by highlighting how structural and contextual factors impact implementation decisions 
that have led to improvements in childhood vaccine delivery. We developed evidence-derived operational 
definitions of structures and processes that we identified as critical to the success of vaccine delivery 
systems in countries with high routine immunization coverage. We described how these processes were 
utilized in high-performing countries to drive catalytic improvements in coverage. Previous research has 
not explored the details or importance of governance, financing, health systems, or other contextual 
factors; our original framework based on preexisting literature (Figure 1) was missing complexity in these 
components, which is indicative of the limited knowledge in this area. Describing how national 
governance structures operate with the consideration of contextual factors was essential to our 
understanding of how global guidelines should be adapted to reflect local priorities and challenges. 
Ignoring a structured approach to understanding these factors could lead to repeated instances of sub-
optimal program performance. 
 
Our data points to the need for programmers and policy makers to better understand underlying 
governance structures. The structures and processes we examined in Nepal, Senegal, and Zambia 
supported adaptive decision-making based on context-specific needs and priorities. Adaptation at all 
levels enabled tailored and targeted programming based on evaluation of high-quality data. While health 
system improvements led by national governments were essential, our data also highlighted the 
importance of a deliberate and consistent focus on community engagement, which aligns with existing 
literature [1,27,28]. Community involvement in vaccine programming facilitated the government’s 
understanding of cultural and social barriers and enablers which contributed to effective adaptation of 
interventions to increase coverage. Community ownership was fostered through national policies and 
resources for capacity building, engagement of traditional leaders, and the strength of the community 
health worker programs. 
 
We found that many improvements in immunization coverage emerged from adjacent successes in health 
systems strengthening (HSS). While an unsurprising finding that health system strengthening would be 
an essential ingredient in support of vaccine system strengthening, it points to the need for a more 
integrated, rather than siloed, approach to child health. HSS has become a priority in recent decades as 
disruptions due to natural disasters, disease outbreaks, or civil unrest have exposed weaknesses in health 
systems [30, 31]. Although we focused on examining success factors for vaccine delivery, our data also 
suggests that there are still gaps and challenges in exemplar countries, including: 1) equitable access (e.g., 
lack of health posts in rural and remote areas); 2) long-term financing (e.g., most funding comes from 
external partners); 3) poor infrastructure (e.g., roads, electricity); and 4) a heavy reliance on volunteer 
community health workers which experienced vacancies and decreased morale in some cases.  
 
In Nepal, Senegal, and Zambia, overall commitment to health and vaccines strengthened governance 
processes and supported vaccination efforts through prioritization of activities and resource allocation. 
Following the completion of GVAP in 2020, stakeholders reported that lack of consideration of existing 
structures and contextual factors limited the plan’s success [32]. In addition, the monitoring and 
evaluation processes proposed through GVAP were often seen as unrealistic [9, 32, 33]. Suggested 
improvements included engaging with countries to accurately and sufficiently consider local context 
while setting global goals and targets and promoting country ownership of strategic planning [32, 33]. 
Our research revealed that national government ownership of strategic planning was critical to these 
countries’ success, which aligns with the critical reflection of GVAP and other existing literature. 
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Overall, the strategies implemented by exemplar countries align with the WHO Comprehensive 
Framework of Strategies and Practices for Routine Immunization, which focus on managing the 
immunization program (e.g., political commitment, partnerships), mobilizing communities, generating 
demand, and monitoring progress [1]. Throughout the study, our analysis returned to the importance of 
defining and understanding the context, governance, financing, and health systems within a country, 
rather than focusing on any one intervention. This highlights the importance of further research into 
these structural factors. We examined how these strategies were operationalized to improve coverage in 
Nepal, Senegal, and Zambia, and how they can be applied in other settings. Understanding how 
governance processes function in high-performing countries may allow others to build stronger systems, 
adapt guidelines, and reflect on progress made in the field. Our research introduces areas of inquiry for 
further investigation, as the critical success factors that primarily emerged in all three exemplar countries 
are not the current focus within existing literature around determinants for vaccine coverage. as the 
critical success factors that primarily emerged in all three exemplar countries are not the current focus 
within existing literature around determinants for vaccine coverage. 
 
 

5.  Limitations 
 
This study has several limitations. First, it was difficult to determine causation because we focused 
on countries that were successful in vaccine delivery but were unable to carry out a similar analysis in a 
country with lower vaccination coverage to compare. Second, the research tools focused on the factors 
that drove catalytic change and did not focus on interventions or policies that were unsuccessful. Third, 
using qualitative methods to understand historical events was challenging; interviewees often spoke 
about current experiences rather than discussing historical factors. However, we probed respondents to 
reflect on longitudinal changes in the immunization program. Additional country-specific limitations can 
be found elsewhere [15-17]. 
 

6.  Conclusion 
 
Through focusing on countries with high routine immunization coverage, we examined how vaccine 
delivery systems may leverage components of existing governance structures and health systems to 
accelerate and sustain coverage. Operational definitions for governance, health systems strengthening, 
community engagement, and adaptive capacity, along with descriptions of how these processes were 
implemented in high-performing countries, may help other countries implement similar improvements. 
Our findings highlight the need for program managers and policy makers to understand and consider the 
strengths and limitations of existing structures while adapting to the emergent needs and priorities 
relevant to the context. Our study looked retroactively on how and why countries succeeded in achieving 
high early childhood immunization coverage. The COVID-19 pandemic has highlighted the fragility in 
our health systems, and specifically how robust vaccine systems can rise to the challenge of emergent 
vaccination needs. While our findings are not immediately applicable to the current COVID vaccination 
needs, our underlying approach to understand context remain relevant to consider as countries strive to 
vaccinate their populations in the ongoing pandemic [34]. 
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