
1-R code: 

 

## Read the vaccination dataset 

vacc <- read.csv('COVID-19_Vaccinations_in_the_United_States_County.csv') 

## See how the dataset looks like for a single county 

v1 <- vacc[vacc$FIPS==21151,] 

## Read the raw time-series case counts  

case <- read.csv('Raw Data/time_series_covid19_confirmed_US.csv') 

## Read the raw time-series death counts 

death <- read.csv('Raw Data/time_series_covid19_deaths_US.csv') 

## Creat case fatality ratio  

cfr <- death[,-(1:12)]/case[,-(1:11)] 

cfr <- cbind.data.frame(death[,1:12],cfr) 

write.csv(cfr,'cfr.csv',row.names = FALSE) 

 

## Code for cleaning the data should be put here. 

## The cleaned data is project.csv 

## The data project.csv needs to be further cleaned, to address the following issues: 

## Get rid of unknown counties. 

## Remove rows with missing values in ppct, sppct and cfr. 

 

## Find the breakpoints 

library(segmented) 

library(tidyverse) 

project <- read.csv('project.csv') 

project <- project[,-6] 

## project <- project[!is.na(project$FIPS),] 

colnames(project) <- 

c("date","fips","county","state","ppct","theme1","theme2","theme3","theme4","cfr") 

## But we need to select the right period,i.e., between March 11, 2021 and Jan 26, 2022  

## The kickoff date of vaccination campaign in the US is March 11, 2021  

## The date President Biden announce all Americans are eligible for vaccination  

## The end date is Jan 26, 2022 when CDC announce that more than 99.9% of the virus 

are Omicron 

project <- 

project%>%mutate(date=as.Date(date),cfr=100*cfr)%>%filter(date>=as.Date("2021-3-

11")&date<=as.Date("2022-1-26")) 

mod <- lm(cfr~ppct+theme1+theme2+theme3+theme4,data = project) 

project1 <- 

project%>%group_by(date)%>%summarise(mcfr=mean(cfr),mppct=mean(ppct)) 

plot(project1$mppct,project1$mcfr,type='l') 

 

## First analysis 

## Segmented regression based on the mean data project1 



## National level  

mod <- lm(mcfr~mppct,data=project1) 

selgmented(mod,seg.Z = ~mppct,type = "bic",Kmax = 3) 

smod <- segmented(mod,seg.Z = ~mppct,npsi = 3) 

 

## We identified 3 breakpoints,i.e.,32,36 and 47 

plot(project1$mppct,project1$mcfr,type='l') 

abline(v=32,lty=2,col='red') 

abline(v=36,lty=2,col='red') 

abline(v=47,lty=2,col='red') 

 

## Create figure 1 

k=data.frame(mppct=c(32,36,47),mcfr=c(1.97,1.758,1.767)) 

project1%>%ggplot(aes(x=mppct/100,y=mcfr/100))+geom_line()+geom_point(data=k)

+scale_y_continuous( 

name = "Mean CFR", labels = scales::label_percent())+scale_x_continuous( 

  name = "Mean Vaccination Coverage", labels = 

scales::label_percent())+geom_point(data = k) 

 

## We created the segmented regression model ourselves 

project1 <- 

project1%>%mutate(d1=ifelse(mppct>=32&mppct<36,1,0),d2=ifelse(mppct>=36&mp

pct<47,1,0),d3=ifelse(mppct>=47,1,0)) 

project1 <- project1%>%mutate(mppct1=d1*(mppct-32),mppct2=d2*(mppct-

36),mppct3=d3*(mppct-47)) 

mod1 <- lm(mcfr~mppct+d1+d2+d3+mppct1+mppct2+mppct3,data = project1) 

summary(mod1) 

 

## Calculate the p-values associated with the herd and marginal effects 

m=vcov(mod1) 

coe=coef(mod1) 

## herd2 

v=c(0,0,-1,1,0,0,0,0) 

2*pt(sum(coe*v)/sqrt(t(v)%*%m%*%v),314) 

## herd3 

v=c(0,0,0,-1,1,0,0,0) 

2*(1-pt(sum(coe*v)/sqrt(t(v)%*%m%*%v),314)) 

## margin2 

v=c(0,1,0,0,0,1,0,0) 

2*pt(sum(coe*v)/sqrt(t(v)%*%m%*%v),314) 

## margin3 

v=c(0,1,0,0,0,0,1,0) 

2*(1-pt(sum(coe*v)/sqrt(t(v)%*%m%*%v),314)) 

## margin4 



v=c(0,1,0,0,0,0,0,1) 

2*pt(sum(coe*v)/sqrt(t(v)%*%m%*%v),314) 

 

## Run mixed models 

## First create dummy variables based on the three breakpoints 

project <- 

project%>%mutate(d1=ifelse(ppct>=32&ppct<36,1,0),d2=ifelse(ppct>=36&ppct<47,1,

0),d3=ifelse(ppct>=47,1,0)) 

project <- project%>%mutate(ppct1=d1*(ppct-32),ppct2=d2*(ppct-

36),ppct3=d3*(ppct-47)) 

## See an example 

dat <- project%>%filter(fips==6113) 

mod <- lm(cfr~ppct+d1+d2+d3+ppct1+ppct2+ppct3,data = dat) 

summary(mod) 

plot(dat$ppct,dat$cfr,type='l') 

 

## Use lmer function 

library(lme4) 

library(RLRsim) 

mixmod0 <- 

lmer(cfr~1+ppct+d1+d2+d3+ppct1+ppct2+ppct3+(1|fips)+theme1+theme2+theme3

+theme4,data = 

project,REML=FALSE,control=lmerControl(optimizer="bobyqa",calc.derivs = 

FALSE,optCtrl=list(maxfun=2e5))) 

mixmod1 <- 

lmer(cfr~1+ppct+d1+d2+d3+ppct1+ppct2+ppct3+(1+ppct+ppct1+ppct2+ppct3|fips)

+theme1+theme2+theme3+theme4,data = 

project,REML=FALSE,control=lmerControl(optimizer="bobyqa",calc.derivs = 

FALSE,optCtrl=list(maxfun=2e5))) 

mixmod2 <- 

lmer(cfr~1+ppct+d1+d2+d3+ppct1+ppct2+ppct3+(1+ppct+d1+d2+d3+ppct1+ppct2

+ppct3|fips)+theme1+theme2+theme3+theme4,data = 

project,REML=FALSE,control=lmerControl(optimizer="bobyqa",calc.derivs = 

FALSE,optCtrl=list(maxfun=2e5))) 

 

## Running the code above (about mixed models) was quite slow in R. 

## So we used STATA to run the same models, see details in the appendix. 

 

## Calculate the p-values associated with the herd and marginal effects 

## herd2 

tst=(-0.0175721+0.0251904)/(0.00001174+0.0003834-2*6.209e-07)^0.5 

2*(1-pt(tst,310)) 

## herd3 

tst=(-0.0039231+0.0175721)/(0.0001276+0.0003834-2*2.033e-06)^0.5 



2*(1-pt(tst,310)) 

## margin2 

tst=(-0.0036004-0.0067726)/(1.654e-07+3.284e-06-2*4.495e-09)^0.5 

2*pt(tst,310) 

## margin3 

tst=(-0.0036004-0.0196573)/(1.654e-07+2.261e-06-2*4.983e-09)^0.5 

2*pt(tst,310) 

## margin4 

tst=(-0.0036004-0.0393751)/(1.654e-07+2.809e-06-2*5.985e-09)^0.5 

2*pt(tst,310) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



2-Analysis at county level (mixed model) using STATA: 

 

1. model1: random effects for all terms except theme1 through theme4 

 

Output： 

 

The covariance of random effects 



 
The covariance matrix of the fixed effects in model 1: 

 

 

 

Save this model as m1 in STATA. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



2. We noticed that the random effect sizes of vc, vc1, vc2, vc3 were small，and therefore 

we considered removing the random effects of those four terms in the model2. 

 
 

Output: 

 

 

Save this model as m2 in STATA. 

 



3. Using Likelihood Ratio Test to compare m1 and m2. 

 

 

We rejected the null hypothesis and concluded that m1 was better than m2.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



4. Furthermore, we observed that the random effect size of vc was the smallest. 

Therefore, we only removed the random effect of vc in the model3 and save this 

model as m3 in STATA.  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



5. Use Likelihood Ratio Test to compare m1 and m3. 

 

We rejected the null hypothesis and concluded that m1 was still better than m3. 

 


