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Abstract 11 

 12 

Background:  State health departments have been responsible for prioritizing and 13 

allocating SARS-CoV-2 tests and vaccines. Testing and vaccination recommendations in 14 

the United States varied by state and over time, as did vaccine rollouts, COVID-19 cases, 15 

and estimates of excess mortality.  16 

Methods: We compiled data about COVID-19 testing, cases, and deaths, and excess 17 

pneumonia + influenza + COVID-19 deaths to assess relationships between testing 18 

recommendations, per capita tests performed, epidemic intensity, and excess mortality 19 

during the early months of the COVID-19 pandemic in the United States. We compiled 20 

further data about state-level SARS-CoV-2 vaccination policies and doses administered 21 

during the early months of the vaccine rollout. 22 
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Results: As of July 2020, 16 states recommended testing asymptomatic members of the 23 

general public. The rate of COVID-19 tests reported in each state correlated with more 24 

inclusive testing recommendations and with higher epidemic intensity. Higher per capita 25 

testing was associated with more complete reporting of COVID-19 deaths, which is a 26 

fundamental requirement for analyzing the pandemic. Testing per capita during the first 27 

three months was associated with vaccination per capita in the first three months of 28 

rollout. Per capita vaccine doses in each state were not associated with adherence to 29 

national guidelines. 30 

Conclusions: Reported deaths due to COVID-19 likely represent an undercount of the 31 

true burden of the pandemic. States that struggled with testing rollout have also frequently 32 

struggled with vaccine rollout. Coordinated, consistent guidelines for COVID-19 testing 33 

and vaccine administration should be a high priority for state and national health systems. 34 

 35 

Introduction 36 

SARS-CoV-2, the virus that causes COVID-19, was declared a global pandemic by the 37 

World Health Organization in March 2020.1 Worldwide, responses to the pandemic have 38 

varied and had varying success. In the United States, each state determined testing 39 

guidelines, lockdown procedures, and reopening procedures individually.2 The Centers 40 

for Disease Control and Prevention also maintained testing recommendations and 41 

guidelines, and produced guidance for establishing prioritized groups during vaccine 42 

rollout, but states and localities were largely responsible for their own policies.3 The 43 

COVID-19 pandemic in the United States is ongoing, costing over half a million lives by 44 

the end of February 2021. 4  45 
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 46 

Testing for COVID-19 has been a continual hurdle in the United States.5 Supply chain 47 

issues,6 doubts about testing accuracy and methodology,7 and conflicting guidance from 48 

federal, state and local officials about testing have all interfered with testing efforts.8 State 49 

governments and health departments established testing guidelines in March 2020, which 50 

were sometimes augmented by local governmental health departments.9 The turnaround 51 

time for test results was strained,10 and resources for individuals to sustain their household 52 

resources while remaining isolated or quarantined while awaiting the result of a test have 53 

not been widely available.11  54 

 55 

This situation is now replaying with vaccine rollout and administration. Problems ranging 56 

from misinformation to convoluted registration systems have prevented eligible 57 

individuals from receiving vaccination appointments, echoed in problems including long 58 

wait times12 and sabotage13 hampering the actual administration of doses.  59 

 60 

Here we describe the changing recommendations for COVID-19 testing to the general 61 

public in the United States in March-July 2020 and the vaccine recommendations in the 62 

December 2020-February 2021. 63 

 64 

Methods 65 

 66 

The objectives of this analysis were to: 1) establish whether varying the state-level 67 

COVID-19 testing guidelines had any impact on the actual number of tests performed, 68 
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and whether the number of tests performed was related to the rate of recognizing COVID-69 

19 deaths as a cause of excess mortality (reported COVID-19 deaths/excess pneumonia 70 

+ influenza+ COVID-19 (PIC) deaths) and 2) establish whether state-level vaccination 71 

policies had any impact on doses administered. COVID-19 testing guidelines were 72 

documented from the websites of the departments of health in each of the 50 states and 73 

the District of Columbia once monthly from March-July 2020 (Supplemental Table 1). We 74 

ranked recommendations to tests by the general public (as opposed to members of 75 

specific named risk groups) by assigning 0= criterion not specified, 1= accessible to 76 

people with a negative influenza test, 2= accessible to people with symptoms consistent 77 

with COVID-19 illness, 3= accessible to anyone, including asymptomatic people. 78 

Vaccination policies were recorded once monthly for December 2020, January and 79 

February of 2021.14 Adherence to Advisory Committee on Immunization Practices (ACIP) 80 

guidelines15 was scored for the first three phases of vaccine rollout as 0= more restrictive 81 

than ACIP guidelines/data not available, 1=identical to ACIP guidelines, 2=more inclusive 82 

than ACIP guidelines. 83 

  84 

Correlations between testing recommendation score, tests per capita, and percentage of 85 

positive tests were analyzed with Spearman correlation tests, as were correlations 86 

between vaccine recommendation priority match with ACIP guidelines and number of 87 

doses administered total and per capita.  88 

 89 

We evaluated relationships between the number of COVID-19 tests performed per capita, 90 

testing recommendations score, and epidemic intensity (defined as excess PIC deaths16 91 
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per capita) using a negative binomial regression model. Total COVID-19 tests performed 92 

in each state was the outcome variable, offset by the log of the total population of each 93 

state, with the testing recommendations score (categorical) and the log of epidemic 94 

intensity as the independent variables.  95 

 96 

We assessed the association of adherence to ACIP guidelines for vaccination 97 

prioritization and doses administered in a similar fashion, with doses administered as the 98 

outcome variable, offset by the log of the population, with adherence to ACIP guidelines 99 

and the current stage of vaccination rollout as the independent categorical variables. We 100 

investigated possible associations between testing per capita in March-May of 2020 and 101 

vaccine doses per capita in December 2020-February 2021 with monthly and overall 102 

Spearman correlation tests and with a negative binomial model as above where  vaccine 103 

doses administered was the dependent variable, offset by the log of population, and the 104 

log of total tests administered/epidemic intensity was the independent variable.  105 

 106 

We also used a generalized additive model (negative binomial link) to assess the 107 

completeness of death reporting. The outcome variable was the number of reported 108 

COVID-19 deaths in each state and month. The number of excess PIC deaths was 109 

included as an offset term, so this effectively models the ratio of reported COVID-19 110 

deaths/excess PIC deaths. The per capita testing rate in each state and month was 111 

included as a penalized spline. Uncertainty in the estimates of excess PIC deaths were 112 

ignored in these analyses, and excess PIC deaths were constrained to be greater than 113 
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or equal to the reported COVID-19 deaths. The model was fit using the package “mgcv” 114 

in R.  115 

 116 

The number of excess PIC deaths per state and the reported number of COVID-19 deaths 117 

were obtained from a repository describing excess deaths during the COVID-19 outbreak 118 

(https://github.com/weinbergerlab/excess_pi_covid).16 Positive tests and the overall 119 

number of tests in each state were collected from the website of The COVID Tracking 120 

Project (https://covidtracking.com/). Vaccine policy data were gathered from state health 121 

department websites, in a publicly available repository curated by the Kaiser Family 122 

Foundation.17 Vaccine uptake data were taken from the CDC’s COVID-19 Data Tracker 123 

(https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#vaccinations) Population data were taken from 124 

the United States Census Bureau’s 2019 estimates. R (R: A language and environment 125 

for statistical computing, version 4.0.3 R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, 126 

Austria, https://www.R-project.org/.) was used for statistical analyses. 127 

 128 

Results 129 

 130 

State Testing Guidelines 131 

From March to July 2020, recommendations of COVID-19 testing for the general public 132 

varied between states and over time (Figure 1), as did testing prioritization for identified 133 

risk groups (Supplemental Figure 1).  134 

 135 
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As of July, 16 states recommended that asymptomatic members of the general public be 136 

tested for COVID-19. 9 states actively recommended against the testing of asymptomatic 137 

people; 3 of which then reversed this recommendation in July. South Dakota also 138 

recommended against seeking a test if people were experiencing symptoms, citing the 139 

lack of effective COVID-19 therapy as a contraindication for testing. Most states (35/51) 140 

changed their testing recommendations twice between March and July. Only Oklahoma 141 

did not change their testing criteria, though the state health department website specifies 142 

that private testing facilities have their own criteria. 143 

 144 

Factors associated with higher rates of testing 145 

Reported COVID-19 tests per capita increased steadily, though unevenly, from March to 146 

June, while the percentage of positive tests varied widely between states (Figure 2, 3).  147 

States with more permissive testing recommendations had a lower percentage of positive 148 

tests (rho -0.22, 95% CI -0.34, -0.11), possibly reflecting the inclusion of lower risk 149 

individuals in the testing pool. The minimum percentage of positive tests for a single 150 

month was 0.8% in May in Alaska; the maximum was 47% in April in New Jersey. In a 151 

multivariate model, both more inclusive testing recommendations and higher epidemic 152 

intensity were associated with higher rates of testing.  153 

 154 

Testing intensity and completeness of death reporting 155 

The completeness of recording deaths as due to COVID-19 was related to the rate of 156 

testing. (Figure 4). This was particularly true in the first months of the 157 

pandemic when testing levels were low relative to the intensity of the epidemic; in later 158 

 . CC-BY-NC 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.04.20188326doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.04.20188326
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


8 
 

months, the level of testing was high and had little influence on the difference between 159 

reported COVID-19 deaths and excess PIC deaths. 160 

 161 

State Vaccination Guidelines 162 

48 states included criteria as least as inclusive as ACIP guidelines in their first phase of 163 

vaccination rollout, which dropped 31 to in the second phase, and 30 in the third phase. 164 

Per capita dose administration was highest in Alaska in December (9422 doses per 165 

100,000 population); in Washington D.C. in January (13108 per 100,000); in New Mexico  166 

February (16579 per 100,000) and lowest in Ohio in December (2490 doses per 100,000 167 

population); Idaho in January (2401 per 100,000); in Arkansas in February (7947 per 168 

100,000; Figure 5). State guidelines at least as inclusive as ACIP were not associated 169 

with administered COVID-19 vaccine doses per capita each month in correlation tests, 170 

nor overall in the negative binomial model. Rollout of the staged, phased vaccine 171 

administration prioritization schemes varied. All states are still in Phase 1, but have 172 

broken this into three or more stages: as of February 15, 2021, 4 states were on the first 173 

stage of rollout, 43 on the second, 4 on the third (Figure 6). 14 states still did not have 174 

publicly available, fixed criteria prepared for their third stage of rollout, of 13 which were 175 

already actively in the second stage of rollout, however, most of these states have further 176 

subdivided their stages into tiers of prioritized groups, and the timeframe for implementing 177 

each tier, stage, or phase is largely unknown.  178 

 179 

The gap between delivered doses (doses received by states) and administered doses 180 

(doses given to patients) varied extensively between states in January and February. In 181 
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January, the median percentage of doses per capita that were administered was 59% 182 

(minimum: 49% (MO) maximum: 85% (ND)), and by February, the median percentage of 183 

total administered doses per capita increased to 85% (minimum: 72% (DC) maximum: 184 

98% (NM and ND)). In February by itself, 48 states administered more than the doses 185 

that had been delivered during that month (presumably doses that were delivered in 186 

previous months were administered in February), showing a ramp-up in vaccine 187 

administration. 188 

 189 

 Association of per capita vaccination with per capita testing 190 

State-level per capita COVID-19 testing was associated with per capita COVID-19 191 

vaccines administered, both overall (rho: 0.71, 95%CI: 0.59-0.81) and for the first month 192 

of testing (March 2020) and vaccine (December 2020) rollout (rho: 0.34, 95%CI: 0.03-193 

0.59). The negative binomial model showed that per capita testing/epidemic intensity was 194 

positively associated with per capita COVID-19 vaccine administration in the first three 195 

months of rollout (IRR: 1.17, 95%CI 1.10-1.25). States with less inclusive access to 196 

COVID-19 testing for the general public (score 0 or 1) were not associated with states 197 

with vaccine guidelines less inclusive than ACIP regulations during the first three months 198 

of rollout. 199 

 200 

Discussion 201 

 202 

In order to obtain accurate statistics on the COVID-19 pandemic, viral testing needs to 203 

scale with epidemic intensity. Particularly in the early months of the pandemic, restrictive 204 
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state-level testing recommendations and difficulties in accessing tests resulted in 205 

inadequate testing levels.5 This was manifest in higher viral positivity rates and greater 206 

differences between reported COVID-19 deaths and excess PIC deaths. From March-207 

May, testing per capita and completeness of mortality data both increased, though 208 

afterwards this apparent relationship became less clear. It is possible that other 209 

characteristics of healthcare systems in each state influenced both the testing rates and 210 

completeness of death reporting (i.e. supply chain or personnel issues). Expanded 211 

access to testing plays a critical role in obtaining an accurate picture of the progression 212 

of the epidemic. 213 

 214 

Vaccination prioritization and allocation are, similar to testing recommendations, the 215 

responsibility of the states, and have had a similarly unbalanced and inconsistent rollout.18 216 

The distinct difference between the strong associations between inclusive testing policy 217 

and tests performed per capita and the lack of association between inclusive vaccination 218 

policy and vaccines administered per capita may indicate that other factors, such as 219 

deficiencies in the vaccine administration supply chain, lack of access, or vaccine 220 

hesitancy may have a stronger role in the variation in vaccines administered per capita.  221 

 222 

The positive association of testing per capita and vaccination per capita is of interest, as 223 

when both are low, it could be an indication that state-level public health infrastructure is 224 

overtaxed, impeding a rapid rollout of these crucial programs. The nature of this 225 

impediment could include political, economic, logistic, or human factors, each of which 226 

would require a separate course of action to mitigate. Rather than utilizing limited public 227 
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health resources and personnel to independently construct 50 separate plans and 50 228 

separate prioritization schemes of varying criteria and complexity, it would likely be more 229 

efficient if the United States would unite behind a common set of guidelines and 230 

standards.19,20 231 

 232 

This study has certain limitations. Changes in completeness of death reporting could be 233 

influenced by other factors that might also vary over time, such as state-level guidelines 234 

for coding deaths as due to COVID-19. The viral testing criteria established by state health 235 

departments are sometimes superseded by local governments or private clinics.9 The 236 

testing data counts tests, not individuals, so people tested multiple times will be included 237 

multiple times. The vaccine administration data counts total doses administered, and 238 

since both of the vaccines currently given Emergency Use Authorization in the United 239 

States require two doses, there could be undetected variation in the number of people 240 

receiving their first versus their second dose in each state.  241 

 242 

Improving COVID-19 vaccine uptake in the face of not only logistical and administrative 243 

challenges, but also sociobehavioral issues like hesitancy and misinformation, are further 244 

impediments to mass vaccination efforts.21 United, clear messaging is essential to build 245 

trust  and deliver compassionate, competent information to encourage people to get 246 

vaccinated.  Developing 50 different state-level uptake improvement plans seems like a 247 

misallocation of resources. Avoiding this requires that centralized guidance be of high 248 

quality and locality-specific adaptability. After a tumultuous pandemic year, resulting in 249 

over 500,000 lives lost, it would be unwise to further rely on overextended state-level 250 
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public health infrastructure to be the ultimate source for policy, implementation, and 251 

advocacy. 252 

 253 

Conclusions 254 

The patchwork of state-level testing guidelines was associated with local variations in 255 

testing intensity, and these variations had consequences for the completeness of data on 256 

key indicators of the severity and progression of the pandemic. By contrast, the uneven 257 

state-level vaccination prioritization policies were not associated with variations in per 258 

capita doses administered. However, vaccination per capita correlated with testing per 259 

capita in the first three months of onset. More coordinated national policies could 260 

strengthen the pandemic tracking and response, and prevent us from making the same 261 

mistakes again. 262 
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 341 

 342 

 343 

 344 

 345 

 346 

 347 

 348 

 349 

 350 

 351 

 352 

Figure 1. SARS-CoV-2 testing guidelines by state. Testing recommendations for the 353 

general public was scaled as follows: 0 = criterion not included, 1 = negative influenza 354 

test required, 2 = all symptomatic people, 3 = all people, including asymptomatic people. 355 

Testing guidelines for special risk groups are shown in Supplemental Figure 1. 356 
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 357 

 358 

 359 

Figure 2. SARS-CoV-2 tests per 1000 population in the United States (A) and the 360 

percentage of positive SARS-CoV-2 tests (B), March-July 2020. Each state has a line; 361 

colors of lines are determined by geographic region per the inserted map. 362 

Mar AprMayJun Jul Mar AprMayJun Jul

AL 2 0 0 0 0 MO 0 0 0 0 3
AK 2 2 2 2 2 MT 2 0 2 2 2
AZ 0 0 2 0 0 NE 0 0 2 2 3
AR 2 2 2 2 2 NV 0 0 3 3 3
CA 2 2 3 2 2 NH 0 0 3 3 3
CO 2 2 2 2 2 NJ 2 0 2 3 3
CT 0 2 2 2 2 NM 2 2 2 3 3
DE 0 2 2 3 3 NY 1 1 2 3 3
DC 0 2 2 2 2 NC 1 1 2 2 2
FL 0 2 2 2 2 ND 0 2 2 2 2
GA 0 2 3 3 3 OH 0 0 0 0 3
HI 0 0 0 2 2 OK 0 0 0 0 0
ID 2 0 2 2 2 OR 0 2 2 2 2
IL 0 0 0 0 0 PA 0 2 2 2 3
IN 0 0 0 0 3 RI 0 2 2 2 2
IA 0 0 0 0 0 SC 0 1 2 2 2
KS 1 0 0 0 0 SD 0 0 0 0 0
KY 2 0 0 0 0 TN 0 2 3 3 3
LA 1 2 2 2 2 TX 0 2 2 2 2
ME 2 0 0 2 2 UT 0 2 2 2 2
MD 2 0 2 2 3 VT 2 2 3 3 3
MA 0 0 0 2 2 VA 1 2 2 2 2
MI 0 0 2 2 2 WA 0 2 2 2 2
MN 0 0 2 2 2 WV 1 2 3 3 3
MS 2 0 2 2 2 WI 0 0 2 2 2

WY 1 0 2 2 2
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 366 

 367 

 368 

 369 

Figure 3. SARS-CoV-2 testing recommendation scores (A) and SARS-CoV-2 tests per 370 

1000 people (B) from March-July, 2020 in the United States. 371 
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 372 

 373 

 374 

 375 

 376 

 377 

Figure 4. Association between the rate of testing for SARS-CoV-2 (per capita) and the 378 

completeness of death reporting, as measured by the ratio between reported COVID-19 379 

deaths and excess deaths due to pneumonia/influenza/coronavirus (PIC). The line +/-380 
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95% confidence intervals represents the trend as estimated from a generalized additive 381 

model. The size of the circles is proportional to the number of excess deaths due to PIC 382 

in each state. The color depicts the month March-July) – earlier months are darker colors; 383 

later months are lighter colors. 384 

 385 

 386 

Figure 5. 387 

COVID-19 vaccine doses administered per 100,000 population in the United States, 388 

December 2020-February 2021. Each state has a line; colors of lines are determined by 389 

geographic region per the inserted map. 390 
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 391 

 392 

Figure 6. Count of states in each phase of COVID-19 vaccine administration rollout, 393 

December 2020-February 2021. Darker colors represent states that were at least as 394 

inclusive as ACIP with their vaccine prioritization guidelines; pastel colors represent 395 

states that were more restrictive than ACIP guidelines. 396 

 397 
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Supplementary Materials 398 

 399 

Supplemental Table 1. State health department websites, used as the source to 400 

determine state-level COVID-19 testing guidelines. 401 

 402 

State      Source(s) 

 
AL  https://www.alabamapublichealth.gov/covid19/patients.html  

AK 

http://dhss.alaska.gov/dph/Epi/id/SiteAssets/Pages/HumanCoV/AKCOVIDTestingGuidance.p

df 

AZ 

 https://www.azdhs.gov/documents/preparedness/epidemiology-disease-control/infectious-

diseases-services/coronavirus/arizona-state-public-health-laboratory-testing-matrix.pdf  

AR 

 https://www.healthy.arkansas.gov/programs-services/topics/covid-19-guidance-for-getting-

tested 

CA 

https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CID/DCDC/Pages/COVID-19/Expanding-Access-to-

Testing-Updated-Interim-Guidance-on-Prioritization-for-COVID-19-Laboratory-Testing-

0501.aspx 

CO https://covid19.colorado.gov/covid-19-in-colorado/about-covid-19/testing-for-covid-19 

CT https://portal.ct.gov/Coronavirus/Covid-19-Knowledge-Base/COVID-19-Testing 

DE https://coronavirus.delaware.gov/testing/testing-frequently-asked-questions/ 

DC https://coronavirus.dc.gov/testing  

FL https://floridahealthcovid19.gov/health-care-providers/ 

GA https://dph.georgia.gov/covid-19-testingdirect-patient-lines 

HI https://health.hawaii.gov/coronavirusdisease2019/for-clinicians/evaluating-puis/ 
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https://www.azdhs.gov/documents/preparedness/epidemiology-disease-control/infectious-diseases-services/coronavirus/arizona-state-public-health-laboratory-testing-matrix.pdf
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ID https://rebound.idaho.gov/wp-content/uploads/testing-recommendations.pdf 

IL 

https://www.dph.illinois.gov/topics-services/diseases-and-conditions/diseases-a-z-

list/coronavirus/health-care-providers 

IN 

https://www.coronavirus.in.gov/files/I

N-COVID-

19_FAQforPublic%207.3.20.pdf  

https://www.coronavirus.in.gov/files/IN-COVID-

19_FAQforPublic%206.13.20.pdf  

IA https://covidtesting.shl.uiowa.edu/ 

KS 

https://www.coronavirus.kdheks.gov/DocumentCenter/View/393/COVID-19-Testing-

Approval-Form-fillable-PDF---4-21-20 

KY 

https://chfs.ky.gov/Pages/search.aspx?t

erms=covid+test&affiliateId=CHFS  

https://chfs.ky.gov/agencies/dph/covid19/guidanc

etohealthcareprovidersregardingCOVID19statelab

oratorytesting03102020.pdf  

LA http://ldh.la.gov/assets/oph/Coronavirus/resources/TestingIsolationGuidelines.pdf  

ME 

https://www.maine.gov/tools/whatsnew/index.php?topic=DHS+Press+Releases&id=2657874

&v=dhhs_article_2020 

MD https://phpa.health.maryland.gov/Documents/coronavirus_testing_FAQ.pdf  

MA https://www.mass.gov/info-details/about-covid-19-testing#should-i-be-tested?- 

MI https://www.michigan.gov/coronavirus/0,9753,7-406-98163-530157--,00.html 

MN https://www.health.state.mn.us/diseases/coronavirus/symptoms.html#test  

MS https://msdh.ms.gov/msdhsite/_static/14,21866,420.html 

MO https://health.mo.gov/emergencies/ert/alertsadvisories/pdf/update42220.pdf  

MT https://dphhs.mt.gov/publichealth/cdepi/diseases/coronavirusmt  
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https://www.coronavirus.in.gov/files/IN-COVID-19_FAQforPublic%207.3.20.pdf
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https://www.coronavirus.in.gov/files/IN-COVID-19_FAQforPublic%206.13.20.pdf
https://www.coronavirus.in.gov/files/IN-COVID-19_FAQforPublic%206.13.20.pdf
https://covidtesting.shl.uiowa.edu/
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http://ldh.la.gov/assets/oph/Coronavirus/resources/TestingIsolationGuidelines.pdf
https://www.maine.gov/tools/whatsnew/index.php?topic=DHS+Press+Releases&id=2657874&v=dhhs_article_2020
https://www.maine.gov/tools/whatsnew/index.php?topic=DHS+Press+Releases&id=2657874&v=dhhs_article_2020
https://phpa.health.maryland.gov/Documents/coronavirus_testing_FAQ.pdf
https://www.mass.gov/info-details/about-covid-19-testing#should-i-be-tested?-
https://www.michigan.gov/coronavirus/0,9753,7-406-98163-530157--,00.html
https://www.health.state.mn.us/diseases/coronavirus/symptoms.html#test
https://msdh.ms.gov/msdhsite/_static/14,21866,420.html
https://health.mo.gov/emergencies/ert/alertsadvisories/pdf/update42220.pdf
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NE 

http://dhhs.ne.gov/Documents/COVID-

19%20Guidance%20to%20Public%20an

d%20Testing.pdf 

https://covid19testingne.co1.qualtrics.com/jfe/for

m/SV_cJa8ezYYRQfZRCl 

NV https://nvhealthresponse.nv.gov/find-covid-19-testing-in-nevada/ 

NH https://business.nh.gov/DOS_COVID19Testing/  

NJ https://covid19.nj.gov/pages/testing 

NM https://cv.nmhealth.org/public-health-screening-and-testing/location-details/ 

NY https://coronavirus.health.ny.gov/covid-19-testing 

NC https://covid19.ncdhhs.gov/about-covid-19/testing 

ND 

https://www.health.nd.gov/sites/www/files/documents/Files/MSS/coronavirus/2020_6_16_

COVID_PCR_Guidance.pdf  

OH https://coronavirus.ohio.gov/wps/portal/gov/covid-19/families-and-individuals/MHSF/ 

OK 

https://coronavirus.health.ok.gov/articles/criteria-guide-evaluation-and-laboratory-testing-

covid-19-clinicians-and-laboratories 

OR https://sharedsystems.dhsoha.state.or.us/DHSForms/Served/le2267.pdf  

PA 

https://www.health.pa.gov/topics/disease/coronavirus/Pages/Guidance/Testing-

Factsheet.aspx 

RI https://health.ri.gov/covid/testing/  

SC 

https://www.scdhec.gov/sites/default/files/media/document/10466-DHU-06-19-2020-

COVID-19.pdf 

SD https://doh.sd.gov/documents/COVID19/COVID_TestingFacts.pdf  

TN https://www.tn.gov/governor/covid-19/get-tested.html 

TX https://dshs.texas.gov/coronavirus/public-health.aspx  
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https://nvhealthresponse.nv.gov/find-covid-19-testing-in-nevada/
https://business.nh.gov/DOS_COVID19Testing/
https://covid19.nj.gov/pages/testing
https://cv.nmhealth.org/public-health-screening-and-testing/location-details/
https://coronavirus.health.ny.gov/covid-19-testing
https://covid19.ncdhhs.gov/about-covid-19/testing
https://www.health.nd.gov/sites/www/files/documents/Files/MSS/coronavirus/2020_6_16_COVID_PCR_Guidance.pdf
https://www.health.nd.gov/sites/www/files/documents/Files/MSS/coronavirus/2020_6_16_COVID_PCR_Guidance.pdf
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UT 

https://coronavirus-

download.utah.gov/Health/UDOH%20HAN%20COVID_04142020_Statewide_Guidance%20(1)

.pdf 

VT https://www.healthvermont.gov/response/coronavirus-covid-19/testing-covid-19 

VA 

https://www.vdh.virginia.gov/coronavirus/health-professionals/vdh-updated-guidance-on-

testing-for-covid-19/ 

WA 

https://www.doh.wa.gov/Emergencies/

NovelCoronavirusOutbreak2020COVID1

9/TestingforCOVID19 

https://www.doh.wa.gov/Portals/1/Documents/16

00/coronavirus/Interim-

2019NovelCoronavirusQuicksheetProviders.pdf  

WV https://dhhr.wv.gov/COVID-19/pages/testing.aspx 

WI https://www.dhs.wisconsin.gov/covid-19/testing.htm 

WY https://health.wyo.gov/department-offers-testing-update-advice-for-wyoming/ 
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Supplemental Figure 1. State-level SARS-CoV-2 testing recommendations for selected 415 

risk groups, March-July 2020. Criteria for (A) Healthcare/Essential Workers, (B) High-416 

Risk Populations, (C) Long-term Care Facility Residents or Workers (D) Associates of 417 

Known COVID-19 case, (E) Travelers to High-Risk Areas, and (F) Hospitalized Patients 418 

were scaled as follows: 0 = Criterion not listed, 1 = Negative influenza test required, 2 = 419 

Symptomatic individual, 3= Any individual. 420 

 421 
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