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Abstract

This paper intends to contribute to the current debate over what lessons the United States
should take away from the Covid-19 pandemic. It focuses on the role that sustainability played
in shaping different pandemic outcomes among the 50 states. By the end of 2021, Mississippi
reported the highest standardized death rate from Covid-19 in the country, more than five times
higher than Vermont, which reported the lowest standardized death rate. If Mississippi had the
same rate as Vermont, approximately 83% of the lives lost (7,958 individuals) could have been
saved. If all 50 states had the same rate as Vermont, approximately 583,296 individuals (76% of
the total deceased) would have survived. The inter-state difference in excess death rates was
even larger. It was 18.19% in Arizona, 8.5 times as high as in Hawaii. Political ideology is
currently a popular possible explanation for discrepancies among states in pandemic outcomes,
given that Republican states tended to have higher death rates compared to Democratic ones.
Additionally, partisan politics have been criticized for hindering the US pandemic response,
especially in the early stages of the pandemic. However, the current debate lacks an attention to
sustainability. This study demonstrates that indicators of sustainability may serve as more
significant predictors of the death rates among the US states than political affiliation. Using the
percentage of votes for Trump per state in 2020 as a proxy variable, this study found that the
correlation between political affiliation and the death rates was significant only when it was the
lone parameter. Its effects were overshadowed when vaccination rates and eco-friendliness
were included in the equation. Above all, when the Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) index
was added to the regression, it became the only significant predictor of the death rates. This
suggests that it was not “red” or “blue,” but rather “green” that was the most important factor in
determining Covid-19 mortality. Pandemic lessons are lessons of sustainability.

Keyword: Covid-19, Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) index, partisan politics, vaccination,
the United States.
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Introduction

Numerous far-reaching publications have diligently investigated what the United States
can learn from the Covid-19 pandemic. These include Lessons from the Covid War by a team of
34 experts (Covid Crisis Group, 2023), World War C (Gupta, 2021), and two Lancet papers
(Sachs, et al., 2022; Bollyky, et al., 2023). Table 1 presents a list of selective lessons and
factors affecting Covid-19 outcomes that have been described in these publications, including
preparedness, institutions and leadership, partisan politics, public trust, inequalities,
collaboration, public-private partnerships, scientific research, and communication. Notably, it
has been reported that partisan politics hindered mitigation efforts. Republican states reported
higher Covid-19 death rates as well as lower vaccination rates than Demaocratic states (Neelon
et al., 2021; Krieger et al., 2022; Kaashoek et al., 2022; Wallace et al., 2022; Bolsena and
Palmb, 2022). Such findings were also extensively reported in the national media (McPhillips,
2021; Mitropoulos, 2022; Denworth, 2022). The rapid development of vaccines has been lauded
as evidence for the importance of scientific research and public-private partnership and
collaboration. However, a sustainability perspective is lacking in the current debate. To
contribute to this important undertaking, this paper examines why some US states were more
impacted by the pandemic than others and what roles sustainability played in shaping outcomes
of the pandemic.

Sustainability, or sustainable development, is a holistic approach to progress that aims to
balance economic, social, and environmental considerations. To promote sustainable
development and address key challenges, the UN Agenda 2030 was adopted by all UN member
countries including the United States in 2015 (UN, 2015). The agenda consists of
interconnected and interdependent Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) to be achieved by
the year 2030. The SDGs cover a wide range of issues that encompass all of the pandemic
lessons either directly or indirectly. It has been reported that Asian countries with higher SDG
indexes tended to have lower Covid-19 mortality rates (Zhou and Puthenkalam, 2022). Indeed,
it is possible for sustainability to serve as an overarching theme in investigating key lessons
from the pandemic. Current reports have focused on the pandemic’s negative impact on
progress made towards achieving the SDGs by 2030. The pandemic has paused SDG
implementation (UN 2020; UN/DESA 2020) and reversed progress made in poverty reduction,
health and education, inequality, and basic services worldwide (UN, 2022; Lynch and Sachs,
2021). Furthermore, the pandemic necessarily diverted financial, human, and political resources
away from sustainability efforts. However, it is important to note that the pandemic has also
highlighted the importance of sustainability and resilience in the face of global crises. Pre-
pandemic progress in achieving SDGs contributed to better mitigation and outcomes of the
adverse impacts of the pandemic, while lack of progress towards achieving the SDGs can be
seen as responsible for the severe impacts of the pandemic (UN/DESA 2020). Recovery from
the pandemic presents an opportunity to rebuild a more sustainable and resilient world, if we
can incorporate lessons learned from the crisis into future planning and development.
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Table 1. Selective Lessons/Factors in Covid Outcomes by Selective Publications

Authors Selective Lessons/Factors in Covid Outcomes
Covid Crisis Pre'par'edness ,
Group, 2023 Institutions and leadership
Inequalities
Public-private partnerships
Scientific research and collaboration
Communication
Bollyky, et al., Social, racial, and economic inequities
2023 Health disparities
Partisan politics
Public trust
Sachs, et al., Investment in healthcare
2022 Cooperation
WHO-SEARO, Health emergency governance
2022 Primary health care-oriented resilient health systems

Adaptable health-care system response with effective care
pathways
Public-private partnerships

Risk communication and management of infodemics

Blau, et al., 2022  Behavior change
Misinformation

Inequality

Gupta, 2021 Early detection and response
Investing in healthcare infrastructure
Cooperation and coordination
Science and research
Public health education and communication

Preparedness and resilience
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Data and Methods

The 2020 and 2021 Covid-19 mortality data by state, adjusted for differences in age-distribution
and population size, were obtained from the United States CDC (2023a). 2021 was the most
recent yearly data available. The author derived death rates by the end of 2021 by using the
CDC data on number of deaths and death rates in each year. Excess death rates can inform
about the possible burden of deaths associated directly or indirectly with the pandemic (CDC,
2023b) and thus were used as an additional measurement of state Covid-19 mortality. The
author derived the data from CDC’s weekly estimates of excess deaths associated with Covid-
19 by the end of 2021 (CDC, 2023b). Post 2021 data were excluded because they were
considered as incomplete. The CDC states that such data are incomplete as only 60% of the
records have been submitted and “completeness varies by jurisdiction.” The formula used for
calculation was: Excess death rate = (Observed deaths - Expected deaths) / Expected deaths.
The CDC (2013b) has the following statement:
Estimates of excess deaths can be calculated in a variety of ways, and will vary depending
on the methodology and assumptions about how many deaths are expected to occur.
Estimates of excess deaths presented in this webpage were calculated using Farrington
surveillance algorithms (1). A range of values for the number of excess deaths was
calculated as the difference between the observed count and one of two thresholds (either
the average expected count or the upper bound of the 95% prediction interval), by week
and jurisdiction.

State vaccination rates (%) for the completed primary series by the end of 2021 were accessed
from the CDC (2023c). Voting data were from the 2020 National Popular Vote Tracker at the
Cook Political Report with Amy Walter (Wasserman et al., 2023), and the percentage of votes
for Trump in each state was used as a proxy of partisan politics. State eco-friendliness scores
were from WalletHub. The scores (from 0 to 100) were based on rankings from 25 key metrics
on environmental quality, eco-friendly behaviors, and climate change contributions (Kiernan,
2023). A score of 100 signifies the attainment of overall eco-friendliness. As such, eco-
friendliness scores can be seen as a measure of a particular state’s progress towards
sustainability. A more comprehensive measurement of sustainability, however, are the
Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) index scores (from 0 to 100) published in the United
States Sustainable Development Report 2021 by the UN Sustainable Development Solutions
Network (SDSN) and SDSN USA (Lynch and Sachs, 2021). The SDG index is a tool used to
measure and track progress towards the 17 UN SDGs with 169 targets and 232 unique
indicators. A score of 100 indicates the achievement of all SDGs. The 2021 US Sustainable
Development Report was based on data collected by the SDSN by the end of 2020. As such the
scores reflected state achievement of SDGs before the pandemic.

Data analyses were conducted on the 50 US states, excluding Washington DC and other US
territories, because the eco-friendliness and SDG index scores were only available at the state
level. The SPSS software was used to derive descriptive statistics and correlation coefficients of
all variables. Linear regression analyses were applied to investigate the relationship between
the standardized Covid-19 death rates, excess death rates, and their possible explanatory
variables.
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Results

Table 2 presents the descriptive statistics. The Covid-19 death rates ranged from 45.78 per
100,000 people in Vermont to 274.88 in Mississippi. This means that people living in
Mississippi, the state with the highest Covid-19 death rate, were six times as likely to die of
Covid as people in Vermont, the state with the lowest Covid-19 death rate. By the end of 2021,
9,548 Mississippians had died from Covid-19. If the state had had the same death rate as
Vermont, 83% of them (7,958 Mississippians) would have lived. Meanwhile, 766,429 Americans
across the 50 states died, with a national death rate of 191.56 per 100,000 population. If the
death rate in all 50 states had been the same as that in Vermont, about 76% of the lives lost
(583,296 people) by the end of 2021 would have been saved. The difference in excess death
rates was even larger among the states. Arizona had the highest excess death rate at 18.19%,
which was 8.5 times as high as the lowest rate at 2.13% in Hawaii. Total excess deaths in the
United States exceeded 2.115 million people by the end of 2021, for which about 1.7 million
would have lived if the country had had Hawaii’s rate. In the 2020 presidential election, the
percentage of voters who voted for Trump ranged from 30.7% in Vermont to 69.9% in Wyoming.
Difference in vaccination rates ranged from 49.1% in Alabama to 79.6% in Rhode Island.
Vermont had the highest eco-friendliness scores (78.44%), three times higher than West
Virginia (19.3%), which had the lowest scores. Vermont also had the highest reported 2021
SDG index (60%), which was twice the 2021 SDG index of Mississippi (30%).

Table 2. Descriptive statistics.

Variable Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation

Standardized death rate 45.78 274.88 | 182.39 51.82

(per 100,000 population)

Excess death rate (%) 2.13 18.19 10.85 3.8

Votes for Trump (%) 30.7 69.9 | 50.09 10.33

Vaccination rate (%) 49.1 79.6 62.14 8.53

Eco-friendliness score 19.30 78.44 | 57.03 12.97

SDG index score 30 60 45.50 8.14
N=50.
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Pearson correlation results indicate that all variables were significantly correlated at the 99.5%
level (Table 3). Higher Covid-19 death rates are associated with a higher percentage of votes
for Trump, lower vaccination rates, lower eco-friendliness scores, and lower SDG index scores.
Excess death rates were positively correlated to votes for Trump but negatively related to
vaccination rates, eco-friendliness scores, and SDG index scores. Higher percentage of votes
for Trump are associated with lower vaccination rates, eco-friendliness scores, and SDG index
scores. Eco-friendliness was positively correlated with vaccination rate and SDG index.

Table 3. Pearson correlation (2-tailed) results.

Standardized Excess Votes for  Vaccination Eco-
death rate death rate  Trump rate friendliness
Excess death rate 0.652**
Votes for Trump 0.553** 0.390*
Vaccination —0.665** -0.577**  —-0.869**
Eco-friendliness -0.616** -0.603*  -0.801** 0.756**
SDG index —0.756**  —0.664*  —0.755** 0.807** 0.883**

* indicates significance at 99.5%.

** indicates significance at 99.9%.

Table 4 displays the progression of regression models used for state Covid-19 death rates. The
explanatory variables included votes for Trump, vaccination rate, eco-friendliness, and SDG
index. Regression A used votes for Trump (%) as the single variable, which proved statistically
significant and could explain about 30% of the variations in death rates among states.
Vaccination rate (%) replaced votes for Trump as the primary explanatory factor when it was
added to the equation (B), resulting in a higher explanatory value. Both vaccination rate and
eco-friendliness score, but not votes for Trump, had statistically significant effects on the death
rates when all three variables were included in Regression C. SDG index was the only
statistically significant explanatory factor when it entered the equation (D). The effects of
vaccination and eco-friendliness were no longer significant. Votes for Trump had no statistically
significant effect on the death rate when it was used with any of the other three variables. On
the other hand, SDG index was consistently the only explanatory factor with a significance of
99.9% (D-G). It was able to account for over 55% of the changes in the death rates in all
regression models (D-G) (Figure 1).
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Table 4. Regression results for US state standardized Covid-19 death rates.

A B Cc D E F G
Constant 45.378  490.333** 595.733*** 525.402*** 389.687*** 565.089*** 420.394***
(30.833) (138.933) (143.272) (126.046) (78.228)  (116.962) (73.811)
Votes for Trump  2.775*** —0.495 -1.593 —-0.805 0.202 -1.229 —-0.203
(0.603) (1.102) (1.185) (1.088) (0.968) (0.987) (0.729)
Vaccination —4.556*** —4** -1.82 —2.055
(1.335) (1.317) (1.33) (1.301)
Eco-friendliness —1.49* 0.783 1.038
(0.716) (0.911) (0.9)
SDG index —5.148"*  —6.079**  —4.252%*  _5.007***
(1.466) (1.309) (1.029) (0.925)
R? 0.306 0.444 0.492 0.601 0.585 0.595 0.573
Adjusted R? 0.292 0.42 0.459 0.566 0.558 0.568 0.554
F 21.175 18.762 14.839 16.955 21.58 22.487 31.485
p <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
N 50

Standard errors are reported in parentheses.

"indicates significance at 95%.

"indicates significance at 99%.

" indicates significance at 99.9%.
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Figure 1. Relationship between standardized Covid-19 death rate per 100,000 and Sustainable
Development Goal (SDG) index score among the 50 US states.

The progression of regression for state excess death rates is shown in Table 5. Regression A
used votes for Trump as the single variable, which was statistically significant. Vaccination rate
became the primary explanatory factor in Regression B. The effect of eco-friendliness score
was statistically significant in Regression C. SDG index was the only statistically significant
explanatory factor in Regressions D—G. SDG index was consistently the only explanatory factor
with a significance of 95% (D-G). It was able to explain 44% of the changes in the excess death
rates (Figure 2).
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Table 5. Regression results for US state Covid-19 associated excess death rates.

A B C D E F G
Constant 3.652  46.142**  25.201**  36.286***  24.801**  33.801***  26.219***
(2.502) (10.35) (3.248) (6.406) (2.401) (6.042) (3.044)
Votes for Trump 1.44** -0.167 -0.217 -0.094
(0.049) (0.085) (0.066) (0.06)
Vaccination —0.433*** -1.26 —0.053
(0.103) (0.77) (0.082)
Eco-friendliness -0.114* -0.084 -0.022
(0.051) (0.074) (0.068)
SDG index —0.084** -0.279* —0.4%*  —0.265***
(0.074) (0.109) (0.076) (0.086)
R2 0.152 0.383 0.398 0.483 0.441 0.469 0.445
Adjusted R2 0.135 0.357 0.372 0.449 0.418 0.466 0.422
E 8.627 14.617 15.517 14.333 18.577 20.72 18.861
p <0.005 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
N 50

Standard errors are reported in parentheses.

“indicates significance at 95%.

"indicates significance at 99.5%.

" indicates significance at 99.9%.
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Figure 2. Relationship between Covid-19 associated excess death rate (%) and Sustainable
Development Goal (SDG) index score among the 50 US states.

As expected, state vaccination rates were negatively affected by votes for Trump, which
appears to be a dominant factor (Table 6). The positive effect of SDG index was also significant
but seemingly less influential than votes for Trump. The model was able to explain over 80% of
variations in vaccination rates among the states. The effects of eco-friendliness were
insignificant.
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Table 6. Regression results for US state vaccination rates (Completed primary series by the end
of 2021).

Constant 83.071***
(10.536)

Votes for Trump —0.549***
(0.088)

Eco-friendliness -0.117
(0.99)

Death rates -0.22
(0.016)

SDG index 0.379*
(0.172)

R? 0.823
Adjusted R? 0.808
F 52.453
p <0.001
N 50

Standard errors are reported in parentheses.
"indicates significance at 95%.

" indicates significance at 99.9%.

Discussion

Partisan politics was regarded as one of the key factors weakening the United States’ ability to
fight the pandemic (Table 1). On the other hand, the United States has been praised for its
scientific research and public-private partnership (Covid Crisis Group, 2023), which led to the
rapid development of vaccines (Operation Warp Speed). The findings here indicate that there
are additional lessons to be learned. Votes for Trump, as a proxy factor for partisan politics,
affected standardized and excess death rates, but became insignificant when other factors were
included in the equation. Instead, vaccination and eco-friendliness became the primary
explanatory factors. Their effects became insignificant when SDG index was added to the
equation. Such changes in effectiveness may be because of confounding. Confounding occurs
when the relationship between the dependent variable and one independent variable becomes
distorted or obscured by the presence of another independent variable. It should be noted that
eco-friendliness scores are based on environmental quality, environment-friendly behaviors, and
climate-change contribution, which belong to the environmental component of sustainability.
They affect health outcomes, including Covid-19 death rates. However, it is understandable that
their effects may be overshadowed by the effect of SDG index scores.
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In terms of standardized death rates, eco-friendliness was more important than partisan politics
and nearly as important as vaccination in terms of the explanatory power. It was also more
important than vaccination in explaining variation in state excess death rates. Most notably, the
findings of this report suggest that sustainability, measured as pre-pandemic SDG index scores,
might have a powerful effect on both standardized and excess death rates.

Vaccination has been regarded as the most effective preventative measure against infectious
diseases (Andre et al., 2008) and vaccination was a key player in the United States’ fight
against the pandemic (Covid Crisis Group, 2023). The findings suggest that partisan politics
severely limited vaccination rates in certain states, however, while indicators of sustainability
had a positive effect on vaccination.

In fact, the lessons described in the publications (Table 1) are ultimately lessons of sustainability
as explained below. The following discussion also helps to understand why sustainability was
the key factor in the Covid war.

Preparedness. The pandemic revealed serious deficiencies in the US health care systems
(Covid Crisis Group, 2023; Gupta, 2021; Blumenthal et al., 2020; Dorsett, 2020). The US lacks
capacity in primary care: Covid-19 mitigation was hindered by the lack of healthcare insurance
coverages, the financial loss to healthcare facilities and professionals, racial and ethnic
disparities in healthcare coverages, and lack of public healthcare capacity (Blumenthal et al.,
2020). Care was delayed among the earliest infections of Covid-19, further accelerating
outbreaks due to the unpreparedness of the healthcare system, including high costs of
healthcare in general (Hook and Kuchler, 2020) and lack of access to healthcare providers,
as many Americans are uninsured or underinsured (Blumenthal and Seervai, 2020). Had the
United States achieved implementation of SDG 3, which requires “strengthening healthcare
system capacity for early warning, risk reduction and management of health risks” to
“‘ensure healthy lives and promote well-being for all” (UN, 2015), the country would have
been better prepared to deal with the Covid-19 crisis. SDG 3 also demands quality
healthcare and “universal health coverage (UN, 2015),” which would have curbed
outbreaks among those who were delayed care because of financial concerns.

Institutions, Leadership, Partisan Politics, and Public Trust. The US fought the Covid War with
a 19" century institutional system (Covid Crisis Group, 2023). Partisan politics reduced
public trust in government (Covid Crisis Group, 2023; Bollyky, et al., 2023). This may have
contributed to a slower recognition and response to the pandemic, which worsened outbreaks in the
US (Covid Crisis Group, 2023; Bollyky, et al., 2023; Gupta, 2021; Schneider 2020; Diamond and
Wheaton 2020). Global and national leadership could have effectively prevented the outbreaks
from becoming a pandemic (Covid Crisis Group, 2023; Bollyky, et al., 2023; Blau, et al., 2022;
WHO-SEARO, 2022). Unfortunately, such leadership was not present, along with a lack of
international and national cooperation and coordination. For instance, if the US federal
government had coordinated a national exchange of ventilators among its states, it would have
been able to reduce American deaths by the thousands (Adelman, 2020). These challenges
would have been better met if SDG 16, which calls for “effective, accountable and transparent
institutions” had been achieved (UN, 2015).
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Inequalities. The pandemic disproportionately affected vulnerable communities in the United
States (Covid Crisis Group, 2023; Bollyky, et al., 2023; Blau, et al., 2022; Lynch and Sachs,
2021; Maroko et al., 2020; Karaye and Horney, 2020). Such hotspots could have been
minimized by achieving SDG 3 for health equity, SDG 10 for reducing income inequalities,
SDG 1 on poverty elimination, and SDG 11 for developing inclusive cities (UN, 2015).

Collaboration, Public-Private Partnerships. Many successful cases, such as vaccine
development, and many failures were discussed in the literature (Covid Crisis Group, 2023;
Sachs, et al., 2022; WHO-SEARO, 2022; Gupta, 2021). The SDGs emphasize the importance
of collaboration among governments, NGOs, civil society, and the private sector (UN, 2015).
Cooperation involves sharing knowledge, resources, and best practices to tackle common
challenges, such as poverty, inequality, and climate change. The SDGs recognize the need for
inclusive partnerships that involve diverse actors. Collaboration between governments,
businesses, NGOs, academia, and communities enhances innovation, capacity-building, and
the mobilization of resources. Cooperation, coordination, and public-private partnership are
crucial aspects of achieving the SDGs (UN, 2015).

Science and Research. It is widely agreed that scientific research was key to fighting the Covid-
19 pandemic (Covid Crisis Group, 2023; WHO-SEARO, 2022; Gupta, 2021). The SDGs
encompass a wide range of challenges that societies must apply scientific research and
innovations to address (UN, 2015). For example, SDG 3, good health and well-being, depends
on scientific research to advance medical knowledge, develop new treatments and vaccines,
improve healthcare systems, and contribute to disease prevention and health promotion.

Communication. Communication is crucial in fighting disinformation (Covid Crisis Group, 2023;
Bollyky, et al., 2023; Blau, et al., 2022; WHO-SEARO, 2022). Governments and social media
have played an increasing role in spreading fake news about Covid-19 and vaccines, causing
confusion and disinformation, and making it difficult to protect the people. Xenophobia and
discrimination both worsened Covid-19 outbreaks and were exacerbated by the pandemic in
turn (Human Rights Watch, 2020; Gover et al., 2020). For example, anti-Asian sentiment and
crimes increased in the United States following the first cases of Covid-19 in the country (Gover
et al., 2020; Gao and Liu, 2021). Politicians and media outlets with extreme anti-diversity and
xenophobic views played an important role in fanning the anti-Asian flames during the pandemic
(Li and Nicholson, 2021). The achievement of at least two different SDGs would have directly
contributed to the mitigation of these problems, such as SDG 11 for inclusive societies and SDG
16 for strong institutions (UN, 2015). For instance, pre-pandemic pro-diversity attitudes in urban
Germany were shown to have prevented prejudice and discrimination during the pandemic
(Drouhot, 2021). More effective communication of sustainability values would have made a
difference in pandemic outcomes.

Limitations and Further Research

The paper has several limitations. First, the data used in the statistical analyses have
limitations. For the SDG index scores, some indicators had to measured using data reported a
few years earlier as more recent data were unavailable; some were not measured at all
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because of lack of data or funding (Lynch and Sachs, 2021). Second, excess death rates were
estimates only and subject to differences due to differences in methods of estimation, as stated
in the Data and Methods section. Third, there are possibly other significant predictors of Covid-
19 death rates for which data were unavailable and thus excluded from the analyses. Last, a
strong correlation between two variables does not necessarily imply a cause-and-effect
relationship. While a strong correlation may suggest a possible causal connection, there could
be other factors or explanations that contribute to the observed relationship. These limitations
mean that caution is required when interpreting the findings and it is important to conduct further
research and consider other evidence to establish a causal relationship.

Conclusions

Partisan politics has been publicized as a main factor contributing to differences in Covid-19
death rates throughout the United States. Additionally, science and technology in tandem with
public-private partnership made the expedited development of vaccines possible. Vaccines are
the most effective method for disease control if the population is willing to use them, and this
study suggests that percentage of votes for Trump was one of the main variables in predicting
vaccination rates. However, in addition to vaccination, the adoption of sustainable practices and
the achievement of the SDGs will allow societies to be more prepared and resilient to crises like
the Covid-19 pandemic in the long run. It is not Republicans or Democrats, but sustainability
that is the key predictor in explaining the variations in Covid-19 death rates among the 50 US
states. Vermont has the highest SDG index score and the lowest Covid-19 death rate among
US states, despite having a Republican governor. Ultimately, lessons from the pandemic are
lessons of sustainability. To become better prepared for the next pandemic or climate
emergency, it is crucial for societies to adopt sustainable development principles and achieve
sustainability overall.
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