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Abstract  24 

 25 

Introduction: Despite gains in global coverage of childhood vaccines, many children remain 26 

undervaccinated. Vaccination campaigns also known as Supplemental Immunization Activity 27 

(SIA) are commonly conducted to reach those who are undervaccinated. However, reaching 28 

these children even during an SIA is challenging. We evaluated the effectiveness of an SIA in 29 

reaching zero dose children. 30 

 31 

Methods: We conducted a prospective study in 10 health center catchment areas in Southern 32 

province, Zambia in November 2020. About 2 months before the measles and rubella SIA we 33 

developed aerial satellite maps which were then used to enumerate and survey households. 34 

Zero dose children were identified during this exercise. After the SIA, households with zero dose 35 

children identified before the SIA were targeted for mop up vaccination and to assess if they 36 

were vaccinated during the SIA. A Bayesian geospatial model was used to identify factors 37 

associated with zero-dose status before the campaign and produce fine-scale prevalence maps. 38 

Models were used to identify factors associated with measles zero-dose children reached in the 39 

campaign and identify optimal locations for additional vaccination sites.  40 

 41 

Results: Before the vaccination campaign, 4% of children under 9 months were DTP zero-dose 42 

and 17% of children 9-60 months were measles zero-dose. Of the 461 measles zero-dose 43 

children identified before the vaccination campaign, 338 (73.3%) were vaccinated during the 44 

campaign, 118 (25.6%) were reached by a targeted mop-up activity. The presence of other 45 

children in the household, younger age, greater travel time to health facilities, and living 46 

between health facility catchment areas were associated with zero-dose status. Mapping zero-47 

dose prevalence revealed substantial heterogeneity, both within and between catchment areas. 48 

Several potential locations were identified for additional vaccination sites. 49 
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Conclusion: Fine-scale variation in zero-dose prevalence and the impact of accessibility to 50 

healthcare facilities on vaccination coverage were identified. Geospatial modeling can aid 51 

targeted vaccination activities.  52 

 53 

Keywords: immunization, child health, measles, mathematical modeling, epidemiology, zero-54 

dose 55 
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Summary 71 

What is already known? 72 

• In many low- and lower-middle income countries, improvements in routine childhood 73 

vaccination coverage have stalled. 74 

• An estimated 17 million children globally have not received any routine vaccinations 75 

(zero-dose children).  76 

• Zero-dose children, and those who have not received any doses of specific vaccines 77 

such as measles, remain vulnerable to preventable diseases and can sustain 78 

transmission in otherwise highly vaccinated populations 79 

• A lack of understanding of the number and spatial distribution of zero-dose children 80 

make targeting vaccination activities to reach this group challenging. 81 

What are the new findings? 82 

• Prior to a mass measles and rubella vaccination campaign, 17% of children younger 83 

than 9 months of age in the study area had not received the DTP vaccine and 4% of 84 

children 9 months or older had not received a measles-containing vaccine. 85 

• Over a quarter of the children identified as not having received a measles-containing 86 

vaccine before the measles and rubella mass vaccination campaign were not vaccinated 87 

during the campaign. 88 

• Geospatial models revealed substantial fine-scale variation in zero-dose status and 89 

optimal locations for additional vaccination sites. 90 

What do the new findings imply? 91 
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• There is potential for using similar household-level geospatial survey and modeling 92 

strategies to improve targeting of vaccination activities to reach zero-dose children.  93 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 22, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.16.21263705doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.16.21263705


INTRODUCTION 94 

 95 

Significant gains in vaccination coverage have been made globally since the 1980s due 96 

to substantial investment in childhood immunization services. However, in the past decade, 97 

progress has stagnated and routine vaccination coverage has declined in many countries [1,2]. 98 

Widespread disruption to vaccine delivery due to the COVID-19 pandemic has compounded this 99 

problem, with global coverage of the first dose of a diphtheria-tetanus-pertussis-containing 100 

vaccine (DTP1) and first-dose of a measles-containing vaccine (MCV1) falling from 90% and 101 

86% in 2019 to 87% and 84% in 2020, respectively [3,4]. This stalling progress and disruption to 102 

routine vaccination activities has resulted in pockets of unvaccinated and undervaccinated 103 

communities. Communities where vaccination rates are below herd immunity thresholds are at 104 

risk of outbreaks of vaccine-preventable diseases [5–7].  105 

These communities at risk of outbreaks are made up of children who missed some 106 

vaccine doses as well as children who did not receive any routine vaccinations, the latter 107 

referred to as zero-dose children. In practice zero-dose children are often defined as children 108 

who have not received a DTP1 vaccine [8–10].There were an estimated 17 million zero-dose 109 

children in 2020, the majority living in sub-Saharan Africa or conflict-affected areas [4,9,11,12]. 110 

Research on the “immunization cascade”, which describes how children move from zero-dose 111 

to fully vaccinated, suggests that in many low- and lower-middle income countries vaccine 112 

coverage is polarized, with most children either receiving all or almost all vaccines, or few to 113 

none [13]. In many countries, including Zambia, mass measles and rubella vaccination 114 

campaigns are carried out with the aim of vaccinating children who have not received their 115 

routine doses. Understanding the prevalence and spatial distribution of children in the 116 

community who have received few vaccines or are zero-dose is challenging, as these children 117 

are likely to be less engaged with routine healthcare services [14]. Additionally, it can be difficult 118 

to determine if underserved communities were reached after mass vaccination campaigns.  119 
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Several studies have investigated risk factors for low vaccine coverage or incomplete 120 

vaccination, often identifying accessibility to healthcare, maternal education, parental attitude, 121 

and socioeconomic status as important factors [15–20]. However, remote or marginalized 122 

communities may be underrepresented in studies that recruit participants from those already 123 

engaged with the formal healthcare system, for example, studies requiring child health cards for 124 

eligibility [15,16]. Furthermore, there has been limited focus on zero-dose children in particular, 125 

even though interventions that improve overall vaccination coverage can have limited impact on 126 

zero-dose children [20]. Post-campaign coverage surveys may be used to identify communities 127 

not reached or factors impacting campaign coverage, but these surveys have limited spatial and 128 

demographic detail and may also suffer from selection bias [21]. Moreover, it is unclear how to 129 

operationalize the results of these studies on vaccination status or campaign coverage to 130 

improve the effectiveness of vaccination activities. Data and models that can be used to locate 131 

communities with a high prevalence of zero-dose children may help programs better allocate 132 

existing services. However, data from health facilities or number of doses given in a campaign 133 

cannot capture fine-scale spatial heterogeneities in coverage and are unlikely to be 134 

representative. 135 

Detailed household mapping of eligible and vaccinated children pre- and post a national 136 

campaign can provide more information on the distribution of zero-dose children and which of 137 

these children are vaccinated during vaccination campaigns, as well as provide a framework to 138 

model the effectiveness of various campaign strategies, including location of vaccine outreach 139 

sites. We describe the household enumeration of children eligible for a mass measles and 140 

rubella vaccination campaign conducted in Zambia in November 2020 and a targeted mop-up 141 

vaccination activity after the campaign. The mop-up focused on children identified as measles 142 

zero-dose in the initial household enumeration (children who were eligible for but had not 143 

received any dose of a measles-containing vaccine) to identify which measles zero-dose 144 

children were vaccinated during the campaign and vaccinate those who were not. We then 145 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 22, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.16.21263705doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.16.21263705


developed a geospatial model using these data to estimate fine-scale heterogeneity in 146 

vaccination status, which may be missed by more spatially aggregated coverage estimates, and 147 

predict the effect of adding new vaccination sites in different locations. 148 

 149 

METHODS  150 

 151 

Study design and population 152 

 153 

The study was conducted in 10 health facility catchment areas of Choma District, 154 

Southern Province, Zambia (Figure 1). Two of the catchment areas (Choma Railway Surgery 155 

and Shampande) are predominantly densely populated urban settings. The remaining 156 

catchment areas are rural areas populated by subsistence farmers living in scattered 157 

homesteads, characteristic of much of rural sub-Saharan Africa [22]. Overall, reported vaccine 158 

coverage in Choma District is high (coverage for DTP1= 99%, MCV1 = 93% and MCV2 = 73% 159 

in 2020 [23]. 160 

We conducted a prospective study to quantify the vaccination status of children before 161 

and after a mass measles and rubella vaccination campaign conducted between 20 - 29th 162 

November 2020. Approximately 6 weeks prior to the campaign, all structures identified in the 163 

study area using satellite imagery were visited by community health volunteers (CHVs) and 164 

eligible children were registered. Children between 9 and 60 months of age were eligible to 165 

participate, to match eligibility for the mass vaccination campaign. Data were also collected for 166 

children below 9 months to gather information on DTP1 vaccination status. These data included 167 

age, sex, and measles and rubella vaccination status for children 9 months and older or DTP1 168 

vaccination status for children younger than 9 months. For the purposes of this study, a child 169 

was defined as DPT zero-dose if they were younger than 9 months of age and had not received 170 

DTP1 and measles zero-dose if they were 9 months or older and had not received any dose of 171 
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MCV. We did not collect information on DTP1 for children over 9 months. Here, zero-dose 172 

status refers to both groups. One week after the vaccination campaign, households where 173 

measles zero-dose children were identified were revisited to see if these children were 174 

vaccinated during the campaign. If the child was not vaccinated, a measles and rubella vaccine 175 

dose was provided. 176 

 177 

Data collection 178 

 179 

Data were collected on electronic tablets using Reveal, an open-source platform for 180 

mapping populations and monitoring coverage of health interventions by household [24]. 181 

Manual and automated enumeration methods and algorithms were applied to high resolution 182 

satellite imagery to identify structures within the 10 health facility catchment areas. The 183 

operational health facility catchment area boundaries and major landmarks were mapped in a 184 

participatory manner with health facility staff and community health workers using google earth. 185 

These data were uploaded to the mobile component of the Reveal platform in the form of digital 186 

base-maps that assisted field teams with real-time navigation capabilities, to ensure all 187 

structures within a given area were identified and reached. Teams of CHVs, using Reveal’s 188 

mobile, map-based interface, then went door-to-door to obtain informed consent and register 189 

children eligible for the upcoming vaccination campaign. After the campaign, teams of CHVs 190 

and health center nurses used the Reveal interface to navigate back to the houses where 191 

measles zero-dose children were identified before the campaign to verify whether these children 192 

were vaccinated during the campaign. 193 

 194 

Data analysis 195 
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Univariate analyses 196 

The relationships between several factors and zero-dose status before the mass 197 

vaccination campaign were initially assessed in univariate analyses. These factors were age, 198 

travel time to the nearest health facility calculated using a friction surface [25]  (see Supplementary 199 

material section 2 for more details), the presence of another eligible child in the household, and 200 

whether the household was “between health facilities”. A household was defined as being 201 

between health facilities if travel time to the second closest health facility was within 20% of the 202 

travel time to the nearest health facility. The location of these between facility households is shown 203 

in Supplementary Figure S1 and this percentage was varied in a sensitivity analysis also detailed 204 

in Supplementary material section 3. The relationship between the likelihood of a measles zero-205 

dose child being vaccinated in the campaign and travel time to the nearest vaccination site was 206 

also investigated. 207 

Geostatistical model 208 

Separate Bayesian geospatial models, based on the geostatistics framework pioneered 209 

by Diggle and others [26–28], were used to model DTP zero-dose and measles zero-dose 210 

prevalence across the study area. Let 𝑦𝑖 be the missing vaccination status of child 211 

𝑖 = 1, . . . ,1870
𝑖

 for DTP and 𝑖 = 1, . . . ,11649 for measles), that is 𝑦𝑖 was 1 if the child had not 212 

received DTP1 (if under 9 months) or MCV1 (if 9 months and older) and 0 if they had. Let 𝑙𝑖 be 213 

the location of the household this child lived in. Missing vaccination status was modelled as a 214 

realization of a Bernoulli process, 215 

𝑦𝑖 ∼Bernoulli(𝑝𝑖) 216 

with underlying probability 𝑝𝑖for a child of this age at this location. This underlying probability 217 

was on a logit-scale as the sum of a linear contribution from covariates and a Gaussian process 218 

over space 219 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 22, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.16.21263705doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.16.21263705


logit(𝑝𝑖) = 𝛽0 + 𝛽𝑇𝑋𝑖 + 𝑓(𝑙𝑖) + 𝜖ℎ𝑖. 220 

Here 𝑋𝑖 were covariate values, 𝑓 was the Gaussian process term and 𝛽0, 𝛽 were parameters to 221 

be learned. The covariates included age, travel time to the nearest health facility, presence of 222 

an older eligible child in the same household, presence of a younger eligible child in the same 223 

household, whether the household was between facilities, and which health facility catchment 224 

area the household was in. The Gaussian process term accounted for spatial variation driven by 225 

unobserved factors and was given a Matern covariance structure parameterised by the range, 226 

𝜌, and marginal variance, 𝜎2. A household-level random effect, 𝜖ℎ𝑖, was also included (where ℎ𝑖 227 

was the household that child 𝑖 lived in) to account for repeated sampling from households 228 

containing multiple eligible children. 229 

The Bayesian model was completed by placing priors of the model parameters. Normal 230 

priors were placed on  𝛽0 and 𝛽 with mean 0 and standard deviation 1. Penalised complexity 231 

priors were used for the Mátern covariance parameters [29].  232 

To map predicted zero-dose prevalence across the study area, each model was re-fit 233 

with only spatial covariates included (i.e., travel time to the nearest health facility and whether 234 

the location was between facilities). 235 

 236 

Effectiveness of additional outreach vaccination sites  237 

The mass vaccination campaign was conducted at health facilities and temporary 238 

outreach vaccination sites set up across Choma District. We evaluated the effect of additional 239 

outreach vaccination sites in future campaigns. First a geostatistical model was fit to model the 240 

probability of a measles zero-dose child identified in the pre-campaign enumeration being 241 

vaccinated during the mass vaccination campaign. This model structure was the same as the 242 

zero-dose prevalence model previously described, with a child being vaccinated in the 243 

campaign modelled as a Bernouilli process based on an underlying probability. This probability 244 
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was modelled as the sum of a linear combination of covariates and a Gaussian process term, 245 

again as in the zero-dose prevalence model. Here the covariates were age and travel time to 246 

the nearest campaign site. Campaign sites were defined as health facilities or outreach 247 

vaccination sites. After fitting the model, the probability of a measles zero-dose child of a given 248 

age and location being vaccinated in the campaign could be calculated. Let 𝑝(𝑎, 𝑙) be this 249 

probability for a child of 𝑎 months of age at location 𝑙. 250 

To evaluate the effect of adding an outreach vaccination site at a given location 𝑠, travel 251 

times to the nearest campaign site were recalculated with this additional site included. The fitted 252 

relationship was then used to calculate an updated probability, 𝑞(𝑎, 𝑙, 𝑠)), of a measles zero-253 

dose child of a given age at a given location being vaccinated in the campaign. We assumed 254 

that individuals would not travel more than 60 minutes to be vaccinated and hence, the final 255 

probability of a child being vaccinated given this additional vaccination site was defined to be 256 

𝑞(𝑎, 𝑙, 𝑠) = 𝑞(𝑎, 𝑙, 𝑠)if 𝑙 and 𝑠 were within 60 minutes travel time of each other and 𝑞(𝑎, 𝑙, 𝑠) =257 

𝑝(𝑎, 𝑙, 𝑠) otherwise.  258 

The overall effect of adding this outreach vaccination site, 𝐸𝑓𝑓(𝑠), was defined as the 259 

difference between these probabilities, summed over all measles zero-dose children identified in 260 

the survey, 261 

𝐸𝑓𝑓(𝑠) =∑𝑞(𝑎𝑖 , 𝑙𝑖, 𝑠) − 𝑝(𝑎𝑖 , 𝑙𝑖)

𝑁

𝑖=1

. 262 

In other words, the total effectiveness of an additional site was defined as the increase in 263 

vaccination probability of a child of a given age and location integrated over the empirical age 264 

and spatial distribution of measles zero-dose children. The effect of adding multiple additional 265 

outreach vaccination sites at different locations was similarly calculated by recalculating the 266 

travel times and vaccination probabilities.  267 

An alternative form of the geospatial model for vaccination probability was also fit in 268 

which time to the nearest health facility and time to the nearest outreach vaccination site were 269 
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included as separate covariates to investigate the sensitivity of our results to combining both (as 270 

time to the nearest campaign site) in the main analysis.  271 

 272 

Model validation  273 

Both geostatistical models were validated using k-fold cross-validation. Evaluating model 274 

performance by at a household level is challenging due to high sampling variance of the data 275 

generating process at low prevalence values and may not be the most relevant metric from an 276 

operational perspective, as even targeted activities are unlikely to be planned at this level. A 277 

more relevant spatial scale is performance for small clusters of households, which we term 278 

settlements, that are used for planning of other public health measures in Zambia such as 279 

indoor residual spraying for malaria control [30,31].  Observed and predicted prevalence was 280 

compared at the settlement level, where these settlements were groups of households 281 

generated by k-means spatial clustering, intended to approximate the true settlements in the 282 

study area. The number of households per cluster and the number of folds for k-fold cross-283 

validation was varied (see Supplementary information section 4.1). We also investigated the 284 

potential for using the zero-dose prevalence model to predict prevalence in new locations by 285 

fitting the model on data from 3 catchment areas and making predictions for all other 286 

catchments.  287 

An assumption underlying our analysis of the effect of adding outreach vaccination sites 288 

in different locations was that the learned relationship between travel time to the nearest 289 

campaign site and probability of a measles zero-dose child being vaccinated in the campaign 290 

reflected the causal effect of campaign sites. If this relationship was confounded, however, this 291 

may not necessarily be the case. For example, if some unobserved factors (such as 292 

accessibility) caused outreach vaccination sites to be located in areas where children were 293 

already more likely to be reached by the campaign, this could inflate the apparent effect of 294 
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outreach vaccination sites. A negative control [32] was used to check whether such confounding 295 

existed. A negative control is a response variable that is similar to the response variable of 296 

interest (in this case whether a measles zero-dose child was vaccinated during the campaign) 297 

but which is known or believed to be unaffected by the explanatory variable (in this case 298 

distance to the nearest campaign site). The analysis is then repeated with this alternative 299 

response variable and if the learned relationship with the explanatory variable is non-zero then it 300 

suggests this analysis is confounded, and therefore the main analysis may also be confounded. 301 

We used measles zero-dose status before the campaign, which clearly could not be affected by 302 

the campaign itself, as a negative control to investigate any potential confounding. 303 

 304 

RESULTS 305 

 306 

In total, 41,952 structures were identified within the study area from aerial satellite 307 

imagery. Of these, 10,758 households were eligible for the study (with many households 308 

consisting of multiple structures). In the pre-campaign enumeration phase, 13,519 children were 309 

registered and eligible for the study, of whom 1,870 (13.8%) were younger than 9 months and 310 

11,649 (86.2%) were 9-60 months old (Figure 2). Of the children younger than 9 months, 322 311 

(17.3%) had not received DTP1 and were therefore classified as DTP zero-dose children. Four 312 

hundred and seventy (4.3%) children 9-60 months of age had not received MCV1 and were 313 

classified as measles zero-dose.  314 

Approximately one week after the mass measles and rubella vaccination campaign, 461 315 

of the measles zero-dose children identified in the pre-campaign enumeration were successfully 316 

followed up as part of a targeted mop up activity. Of these, 338 (73.3%) received the measles 317 

and rubella vaccine during the campaign, 118 (25.6%) were vaccinated during this mop up 318 

activity, and 5 (1.1%) remained unvaccinated. During these mop up activities, some of DTP 319 

zero-dose children identified in the initial survey were also followed-up and some additional 320 
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children were registered, although this was not the focus of the CHVs and was carried out in a 321 

non-systematic way, detailed in Supplementary material section 1.  322 

There was substantial heterogeneity in DTP and measles zero-dose prevalence prior to 323 

the mass vaccination campaign at the health facility catchment-level (Table 1). The lowest 324 

prevalence for both was in Batoka (DTP1 = 7.1% and MCV1 = 0.2%), with the highest DTP 325 

zero-dose prevalence in Kamwanu (58.9%) and measles zero-dose prevalence in Mapanza 326 

(8.2%). There were no clear long-range spatial trends (e.g., north to south) in DTP or measles 327 

zero-dose prevalence across the study area. At the sub-catchment level there was some 328 

evidence of spatial clustering only in Shampande and Mapanza catchment areas (Moran’s I, p < 329 

0.01, supplementary material section 5). 330 

 331 

Table 1: Observed DTP and measles zero-dose prevalence before the measles and rubella 332 

vaccination campaign by catchment area. 333 

 334 

Catchment DTP zero-dose prevalence Measles zero-dose prevalence 

Batoka 7.1% 0.2% 

Choma Railway Surgery 18.6% 4.7% 

Kamwanu 58.9% 3.7% 

Macha 15.6% 3.7% 

Mangunza 15.2% 3.6% 

Mapanza 14.3% 8.2% 

Masuku Mission 21.7% 7.2% 

Mochipapa 21.3% 5.7% 

Nalituba 18.8% 2.4% 

Shampande 14.8% 3.1% 

 335 

 336 
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Both DTP and measles zero-dose prevalence prior to the mass vaccination campaign 337 

decreased as age increased, and initially increased as travel time to the nearest health facility 338 

increased (Figure 3a, 3c). As travel time increased further, DPT zero-dose prevalence 339 

increased but measles zero-dose prevalence plateaued, although in both cases there was 340 

substantial uncertainty at these distances due to small numbers of observations. DTP and 341 

measles zero-dose prevalence was higher in children living in a household between facilities or 342 

with other eligible children, with both effects stronger for measles zero-dose status. The 343 

proportion of measles zero-dose children vaccinated during the mass vaccination campaign 344 

decreased as travel time to the nearest vaccination site increased (Figure 3d).  345 

When the joint relationship between these factors and DTP zero-dose prevalence was 346 

investigated using the geostatistical model, we found broadly similar results to the univariate 347 

analyses. An increase in age and the presence of another younger eligible child in the 348 

household were associated with increased DTP zero-dose prevalence (Table 2) The effects of 349 

the other covariates were uncertain, with the 95% credible intervals containing zero (Table 2). 350 

The magnitude of coefficient for age was particularly large, reflecting the initial steep decline in 351 

DTP zero-dose prevalence with age (Figure 3). There was no clear association between most 352 

health facility catchment areas and DTP zero-dose prevalence except for Kamwanu and 353 

Nalituba, which were associated with increased and decreased prevalence, respectively. 354 

 355 

Table 2: Mean and 95% credible interval for covariate effects in the DTP and measles zero-356 

dose prevalence models. 357 

 358 

Covariate 

Mean (CI) 

DTP zero-dose  Measles zero-dose 

Time to nearest facility 0.12 (-0.21, 0.45) 0.14 (0.01, 0.28) 

Between facilities -0.08 (-0.58, 0.41) 0.21 (-0.05, 0.46) 
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Age -3.31 (-3.7, -2.91) -0.83 (-0.96, -0.71) 

Other older child in household -0.07 (-0.43, 0.29) 0.3 (0.08, 0.51) 

Other younger child in household 0.99 (0.01, 1.98) 0.15 (-0.12, 0.41) 

Urban -0.23 (-1.61, 1.16) 0.17 (-1.06, 1.4) 

Batoka 0.97 (-0.96, 2.9) -2.17 (-3.2, -1.13) 

Choma Railway Surgery 0.26 (-1.01, 1.52) 0.28 (-0.89, 1.45) 

Kamwanu 4.70 (2.98, 6.41) -0.03 (-0.81, 0.76) 

Macha -1.05 (-2.21, 0.11) 0.07 (-0.68, 0.82) 

Mangunza -0.93 (-2.13, 0.27) 0.06 (-0.69, 0.82) 

Mapanza -0.84 (-2.2, 0.51) 1.02 (0.29, 1.75) 

Masuku Mission -0.89 (-2.12, 0.35) 0.73 (0.00, 1.47) 

Mochipapa -0.47 (-1.71, 0.77) 0.53 (-0.22, 1.28) 

Nalituba -1.26 (-2.52, 0.00) -0.39 (-1.29, 0.5) 

Shampande -0.49 (-1.73, 0.76) -0.11 (-1.28, 1.05) 

 359 

 360 

The results of the geostatistical model of measles zero-dose prevalence were also 361 

similar to the univariate analyses. Measles zero-dose prevalence decreased with age (at a 362 

slower rate than DTP zero-dose prevalence), while an increase in travel time to the nearest 363 

facility and the presence of an older eligible child in the household were both associated with 364 

increased measles zero-dose prevalence. The posterior mean for the effect of a household 365 

being between facilities was also positive, although the 95% credible interval for this coefficient 366 

narrowly contained zero. Batoka catchment was associated with lower measles zero-dose 367 

prevalence while Masuku Mission and Mapanza catchments were associated with increased 368 

prevalence.  369 
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Many of the patterns in the maps of predicted zero-dose prevalence (Figures 4a and 4b) 370 

reflect the catchment-level patterns in the observed data, such as substantially higher DTP 371 

zero-dose prevalence in Kamwanu and lower measles zero-dose prevalence in Batoka. There is 372 

also subdistrict heterogeneity apparent in both maps, driven by the spatial covariates relating to 373 

health facility access and trends in the observed data learned by the Gaussian process term in 374 

the model. The model performed well under 10-fold cross validation (Figure 4c), with 375 

correlations between the observed and predicted prevalence at the settlement level of 0.632 376 

and 0.534 for children younger than 9 months and 9 months and older respectively (see 377 

supplementary material section 4 for details of additional validation).  378 

Table 3 shows the fitted coefficient values from the geostatistical model of the probability 379 

of a measles zero-dose child being vaccinated during the mass vaccination campaign. 380 

Increased distance from a campaign site was associated with decreased probability of 381 

vaccination. There was no clear relationship between vaccination during the mass vaccination 382 

campaign and age. Magunza and Mochipapa catchment areas were associated with increased 383 

probability of vaccination while Macha catchment was associated with decreased probability. 384 

When the alternative form of the model was fit, in which time to the nearest health facility and 385 

time to the nearest outreach vaccination site were considered as separate covariates, there was 386 

no significant difference in results (see supplementary material section 4.3).  387 

 388 

Table 3: Mean and 95% credible interval for covariate effects in the model of probability of a 389 

measles zero-dose child being vaccinated during the mass measles and rubella vaccination 390 

campaign. 391 

 392 

Covariate Mean (CI) 

Time to nearest campaign site -0.52 (-0.74, -0.30) 

Age -0.10 (-0.31, 0.11) 
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Batoka 0.32 (-1.10, 1.75) 

Choma Railway Surgery -0.77 (-1.63, 0.09) 

Kamwanu -0.72 (-1.61, 0.17) 

Macha -1.05 (-1.87, -0.23) 

Mapanza -0.17 (-0.97, 0.63) 

Mangunza 1.02 (0.01, 2.02) 

Masuku Mission -0.10 (-0.99, 0.79) 

Mochipapa 1.58 (0.26, 2.90) 

Nalituba -0.72 (-1.95, 0.52) 

Shampande 0.61 (-0.21, 1.42) 

 393 

 394 

The results of the geostatistical model of vaccination probability were used to estimate 395 

the effect of placing additional vaccination sites in different locations (these results are shown in 396 

Figure 4d). The greatest estimated impact was in the south of Shampande catchment, in the 397 

center of Choma District, where there were many measles zero-dose children with no campaign 398 

site within a 60 minute walk. Another area with relatively high impact is in the north of Mapanza 399 

catchment, in the north of the district, where again there were measles zero-dose children 400 

relatively far from any existing campaign site. There were no areas in the Choma Railway 401 

Surgery, Mochipapa and Batoka catchment areas that would have benefited from additional 402 

vaccination sites, likely due to already high vaccination probability and low measles zero-dose 403 

prevalence in Batoka and Mochipapa or high vaccination site coverage in Choma Railway 404 

Surgery.  405 

The optimal locations for three additional sites are shown in Supplementary Figure S7 406 

and follow a similar pattern to optimizing the effect of a single site, with additional sites in 407 
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Shampande, Mapanza and Kamwanu. The alternative analysis using measles zero-dose status 408 

as negative control found no evidence of confounding (see supplementary material section 4.4). 409 

 410 

DISCUSSION 411 

 412 

Despite substantial progress in expanding vaccination coverage, there remain zero-dose 413 

children and missed communities that are at risk of outbreaks, stalling progress towards disease 414 

control and elimination. In areas with high routine vaccination coverage, identifying these 415 

communities is necessary to improve targeted and tailored outreach vaccination services. The 416 

results of this work highlight substantial fine-scale spatial heterogeneity in the prevalence of 417 

zero-dose children in rural Zambia. For both DTP and measles, there was significant variability 418 

in vaccination coverage between health facility catchment areas, some evidence of sub-419 

catchment clustering of zero-dose children, and variation in coverage based on access to 420 

healthcare. There was also evidence of fine-scale spatial variation in the effectiveness of the 421 

mass measles and rubella vaccination campaign in reaching measles zero-dose children. 422 

This heterogeneity has important implications for disease control, as areas with a high 423 

proportion of undervaccinated children may be at risk of outbreaks despite high coverage 424 

overall (over 95% of children 9-60 months in the study had received MCV1 before the mass 425 

vaccination campaign). The observed increase in zero-dose prevalence as travel time to the 426 

nearest health facility increased suggests that travelling long distances may be an impediment 427 

to vaccination, as has been previously observed [14,18,19]. This is also supported by the 428 

decrease in proportion of measles zero-dose children vaccinated during the mass vaccination 429 

campaign as distance to the nearest vaccination increased. There was also an apparent 430 

increase in zero-dose prevalence in areas approximately equidistant from two health facilities 431 

and this effect remained for children 9-60 months when controlling for other factors, including 432 

travel time to the nearest facility. This may indicate that households in these areas are not being 433 
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served by either of the nearest health facilities. The high rates of vaccination during the mop-up 434 

activities of measles zero-dose children not reached by the campaign suggests that inadequate 435 

access to healthcare or prioritization are more likely causes of undervaccination in the study 436 

area than vaccine refusal. 437 

The presence of another eligible child in the household was also associated with 438 

increased likelihood of DTP and measles zero-dose status, a similar result to the lower levels of 439 

childhood vaccination in larger families found in some studies [19,33,34]. The presence of 440 

another child in the household could affect vaccination status directly or this result may reflect 441 

correlations between household size and other socioeconomic factors that influence vaccination 442 

rates.  443 

Recently the Gavi, global funding agencies, and some national vaccination program 444 

managers have advocated targeted and tailored measles and rubella vaccination activities as 445 

opposed to non-selective, nationwide campaigns [35]. To target intensified periodic routine 446 

immunization activities, it is important to understand the spatial distribution of the zero-dose 447 

children or missed communities at a finer, subnational scale. Our analysis of the effectiveness 448 

of additional outreach vaccination sites shows how fine-scale spatial data can be used to 449 

answer operationally important questions and target allocation of vaccination resources to 450 

communities with where there are likely to be more zero-dose children. Several areas were 451 

identified that had high numbers of measles zero-dose children and were relatively far from 452 

existing campaign sites. If outreach vaccination sites were set up in these areas, there is an 453 

increased likelihood that measles zero-dose children would be reached. Moreover, by 454 

quantifying the effectiveness of the measles and rubella vaccination campaign in reaching 455 

measles zero-dose children, we were able to compare the relative impact of adding one or more 456 

vaccination sites in different locations. While real-world decision-making regarding planning and 457 

targeting of future campaigns will depend on many additional factors, analyses such as these 458 
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could be a useful starting point for micro planning of routine and campaign-based vaccination 459 

activities. 460 

This work also has implications for the distribution of other vaccines through mass 461 

campaigns and for child health programs more generally. Identifying and successfully providing 462 

healthcare to individuals with limited access to or interaction with routine health systems is vital 463 

for achieving consistently high coverage of public health interventions. These individuals or 464 

communities may be found in areas with high proportions of zero-dose children. Furthermore, 465 

other child survival interventions, including child health weeks, use much of the same 466 

infrastructure and healthcare providers as the mass measles and rubella vaccination campaign. 467 

Therefore, zero-dose children who were not vaccinated during the campaign may also be 468 

missed by these interventions. Thus, our approach is applicable to other child health 469 

interventions and campaigns. 470 

The household survey strategy described here provided a unique source of information 471 

on the fine-scale spatial variation in the prevalence of zero-dose children. The process of 472 

identifying structures via satellite imagery enabled data collectors to visit households that were 473 

not previously known to the survey team and ensured that remote locations were included. In 474 

contrast, routinely collected vaccination coverage data are collected at a more aggregated 475 

spatial scale, such as at the health facility or district-level, and are therefore likely to mask some 476 

of the fine-scale variation. Furthermore, the collection of routine data is likely to be biased 477 

towards individuals or communities with better access to the healthcare system and therefore 478 

may overestimate coverage. This can be seen in the high coverage values in many districts 479 

(often above 100%) where true coverage is believed to be much lower [23,36]. Another common 480 

source of vaccination coverage data is from Demographic and Health Surveys (DHS) [37]; 481 

however, these data are unable to provide the same level of spatial granularity as the data 482 

analyzed here due to privacy-preserving spatial displacement and less dense sampling 483 
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schemes over much wider areas. In the 2018 DHS in Zambia, for example, there were only four 484 

clusters in our study area and eight in Choma District [22].  485 

One limitation of this study is the limited demographic information collected. While the 486 

number of questions on the survey was intentionally limited to reduce the time taken to conduct 487 

each survey, more demographic information (such as indicators of socioeconomic status) would 488 

have allowed more factors potentially influencing vaccination status to be considered. This could 489 

have provided more insight into areas likely to have high numbers of zero-dose children in 490 

different districts or in the health facility catchment areas not included in the study. Similarly, 491 

conducting the survey in more than one district could have improved the generalizability of 492 

these findings and informed the reliability of some of the associations found. We performed 493 

several model validation steps and found that the model performed well during testing. 494 

However, the model may not perform as well in areas with substantially different geographic, 495 

and demographic characteristics than Choma District. Further, we focused our analysis on 496 

children identified as DTP or measles zero-dose, defined as those that had not received DTP1 497 

or MCV1, respectively. This did not include children who were partially immunized, i.e., those 498 

who received MCV1 but not MCV2, who may represent another partially susceptible population. 499 

Additionally, data were not collected on DTP1 vaccination status for children 9 months and 500 

older, which would have allowed us to compare access to routine services more broadly. 501 

 502 

CONCLUSION 503 

We provide one of the first spatial analyses of the prevalence of zero-dose children and 504 

possible strategies to improve targeted and tailored measles and rubella vaccination activities. 505 

Our analysis indicates that greater travel time to healthcare (either health facilities or vaccination 506 

sites) was associated with increased zero-dose prevalence and decreased likelihood of a 507 

measles zero-dose child being vaccinated in the mass vaccination campaign. The presence of 508 

other children in the household and living approximately equidistant from two health facilities 509 
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were also associated with greater zero-dose prevalence. The fine-scale spatial variation in zero-510 

dose prevalence highlights the potential benefits of sub-district targeting and micro-planning of 511 

vaccination activities and child health services more broadly.512 
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Figure 1: Study area. (a) Location of Choma District within Zambia and Southern Province. (b) 513 

Health facility catchment areas in Choma District with the 10 catchment areas in this study 514 

labelled: Batoka (BA), Choma Railway Surgery (CR), Kamwanu (KM), Macha (MC), Masuku 515 

Mission (MM), Mangunza (MN), Mpanza (MP), Nalituba (NLT), Shampande (SH). The points 516 

represent the locations of all households visited (left), households containing zero-dose children 517 

before the campaign (middle, shaded in blue for households with any measles zero-dose 518 

children) and households containing measles zero-dose children that were not vaccinated 519 

during the campaign (right).520 

 521 
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Figure 2: Flow chart describing the data collected. 522 

 523 

524 
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Figure 3: Univariate relationships between DTP and measles zero-dose prevalence and 525 

different factors with 95% credible intervals. For continuous variables (a, c, d) a non-parametric 526 

model was fit (see Supplementary material section 7). (a) DTP and measles zero-dose 527 

prevalence before vaccination campaign by age, (b) DTP and measles zero-dose prevalence 528 

before vaccination campaign by whether a child lived in a household between facilities or 529 

containing other eligible children, (c) zero-dose and measles zero-dose prevalence before 530 

vaccination campaign by travel time to the nearest health facility, and (d) probability of a 531 

measles zero-dose child being vaccinated during the campaign by travel time to the nearest 532 

campaign site.  533 

 534 
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Figure 4: Results from geostatistical models. (a) and (b) Predicted DTP and measles zero-dose 535 

prevalence before the mass vaccination campaign respectively. (c) Predicted and observed 536 

DTP and measles zero-dose prevalence during cross-validation at the settlement level. (d) 537 

Predicted effectiveness (overall increase in vaccination probability over all measles zero-dose 538 

children) of adding an additional vaccination site in each location (shown in green with darker 539 

green representing greater effectiveness), with locations of measles zero-dose children shown 540 

by blue crosses, health facilities as red stars and current outreach sites as red crosses.  541 

 542 

 543 
 544 
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