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Abstract 

Background: Two instruments used to measure adult hepatitis B vaccination coverage in the 
United States are self-report and antibody to hepatitis B surface antigen (anti-HBs). Estimates 
based on either of these measures are subject to misclassification when used to determine 
immunity to hepatitis B. This study presents misclassification-corrected estimates of hepatitis B 
immune prevalence in the US and compares them to self-report- and antibody-based estimates. 

Methods: We used cross-sectional data from the 2015-2016 NHANES cycle on 5,151 adults in 
the US age 18 and older. Existing literature on long-term immunity after vaccination informed 
anti-HBs sensitivity as a measure of immunity. Our model incorporated literature-based 
distributions for sensitivity and specificity using a Bayesian approach to correct for 
misclassification of true immune status by anti-HBs. 

Results: After correcting for misclassification, overall adult immune prevalence was estimated 
at 31.0% (95% credible interval, 27.9% to 34.1%). Anti-HBs prevalence was 6.4 (3.9 to 8.8) and 
self-report prevalence 2.6 (-0.6 to 5.8) percentage points lower than overall immune prevalence. 
Among Asian Americans, anti-HBs and self-report underestimated immune prevalence by 
15.8% (11.5% to 20.9%) and 25.1% (17.3% to 33.2%), respectively. Among 19 to 25-year-olds, 
anti-HBs and self-report underestimated immune prevalence by 26.5% (20.7% to 32.5%) and 
21.0% (12.6% to 28.9%). 

Conclusions: Both self-reported vaccination and antibody-based measures underestimate 
hepatitis B immunity among adults. This underestimation was especially large among younger 
adults and Asian Americans. The consequences of treating these surrogates as unbiased 
measures of vaccination or immunity may only increase as more vaccinated children age into 
adulthood.  

Keywords: hepatitis B, hepatitis B vaccine, hepatitis B antibodies, patient reported outcome 
measures, outcome measurement errors, immunological memory  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260652doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260652
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


PREPRINT: Re-estimating hepatitis B immune prevalence 
 

2 
 

Introduction 

The success of hepatitis B prevention efforts in the United States over the past 30 years is – in 

large part – defined by development of an effective hepatitis B virus (HBV) vaccine and 

successful deployment of a national childhood vaccination strategy. The 3-dose hepatitis B 

vaccine series has an estimated 90% efficacy when administered to healthy adults and >95% 

efficacy when administered to individuals 18 years of age and younger.1 By 2004, following the 

introduction of a universal childhood vaccination strategy against hepatitis B in 1991, incidence 

of infection in the United States dropped by 75%.2,3  

But while hepatitis B vaccination coverage among children has been high since the 1990s, 

coverage among adults has remained low (likely due to child-focused vaccination strategy4). In 

2016, an estimated 90.5% (95% CI 89.3%, 91.5%) of children aged 19 to 35 months were up-to-

date on the hepatitis B vaccine series while only an estimated 24.8% (24.0%, 25.7%) of adults 

were up-to-date that same year.5,6  

However, there is more uncertainty surrounding the estimates of adult vaccination coverage 

compared to estimates of childhood coverage. While national estimates of HBV vaccination 

coverage among individuals age 17 and younger are based on provider records,5,7 estimates of 

national adult vaccination coverage are reliant on the ability and willingness of individuals to 

correctly report their own vaccination status. The statistic for adult vaccination coverage cited 

above is based on data from the National Health Interview Survey, which relies exclusively on 

self-report to determine vaccination status.6 Rather than say that 24.8% of adults are fully 

vaccinated against HBV, it would be more accurate to say that, if asked, an estimated 24.8% of 

adults would report having received at least 3 doses of hepatitis B vaccine. In a separate 

section of the report that lists this statistic, the National Center for Immunization and Respiratory 

Diseases (NCIRD) admits that their official estimates may underestimate hepatitis B vaccination 

among young adults. As an example, they contend that self-report based statistics put 
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vaccination coverage among 27-year-olds at 38.6% when coverage should be closer to 77% 

given historic data on the cohort.6 Based on these statistics, we suspect the sensitivity of self-

report to be low (many people fail to self-report vaccination if they are truly vaccinated). 

One alternative to self-report as a measure of vaccination is serological testing for markers of 

HBV immunity. Though testing requires the collection and examination of serum samples – 

which is more expensive and invasive than a survey – it is appealing because it does not rely on 

individual recall. However, serological tests are not perfect measures of vaccination status or 

even immunity to HBV.8–10 A key marker of HBV immunity that is used in serological testing is 

antibody to hepatitis B surface antigen (anti-HBs). In the years following vaccination, many 

individuals drop to low or undetectable levels of anti-HBs despite maintaining immune 

memory.10,11,20–25,12–19 If a previously vaccinated person with low or undetectable levels of anti-

HBs is exposed to HBV, that person's immune system may still be primed to mount an immune 

response sufficient to prevent serious disease. One study of healthcare workers at the 

University of Wisconsin Hospitals and Clinics found that only 51% of previously vaccinated 

individuals tested positive for anti-HBs.8 However, 89% of anti-HBs negative individuals 

mounted an anamnestic response when challenged with an HBV booster dose. 

This study's objectives are to present misclassification corrected estimates of HBV immune 

prevalence among adults in the United States and to compare those estimates to the 

prevalence of self-reported vaccination and anti-HBs positivity. These objectives are pursued 

using publicly available, routinely collected national survey data so that our findings and 

approach may be more easily integrated into existing and future HBV prevention research. 

Immune prevalence rather than vaccination prevalence was chosen as our primary statistic of 

interest for simplicity, but has the added advantage of being a more direct measure of 

population-level susceptibility to HBV infection.  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260652doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260652
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


PREPRINT: Re-estimating hepatitis B immune prevalence 
 

4 
 

Methods 

Data 

This study used public use data on adults age 18 and older from the 2015-2016 cycle of the 

National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES).26 NHANES is a deidentified, 

cross-sectional population-based survey of the resident noninstitutionalized population of the 

United States.27,28 NHANES employs a complex probability sampling design that targets several 

demographic sub-domains deemed of interest by the National Center for Health Statistics. 

In the 2015-2016 cycle, a total of 9,971 individuals completed the interview portion of the 

NHANES survey. 427 of these individuals were not examined at a Mobile Examination Center 

(where blood is collected for anti-HBs testing) and were excluded. Additionally, 3,942 individuals 

were under 18 years old, 451 were missing data on anti-HBs status, and 1 was missing data on 

country of birth. After excluding these individuals, the final sample size was 5,151.  

Naïve outcome measures 

Prevalence of serological indicators of immunity 

Subjects were classified as immune by serology if they tested positive for anti-HBs and 

classified as not immune if they tested negative.2,19 NHANES uses VITROS immunodiagnostic 

systems to measure the concentration of serum anti-HBs in each sample using an enhanced 

chemiluminescence immunoassay (ECi).29  

Self-reported vaccination 

Self-reported vaccination status was determined using survey responses. During the interview 

portion of NHANES, subjects were asked if they had ever received the 3-dose series of the 

hepatitis B vaccine. Subject responses were classified by NHANES as: at least 3 doses, less 

than 3 doses, no doses, refused, or don't know. Anyone who responded that they had received 

at least 3 doses of vaccine was classified as positive for self-reported vaccination. All others 

were classified as negative. This classification approach is consistent with how the Centers for 
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Disease Control and Prevention define hepatitis B vaccination among adults when using self-

report data.30 

Vaccination Timing 

Because anti-HBs as an indicator of immunity may be dependent on the age of initial 

vaccination (see Figure 1), we chose to assign subjects to one of two groups depending on 

when in their lifetime they were likely to have been vaccinated. The Advisory Committee on 

Immunization Practices first recommended universal vaccination against hepatitis B for children 

starting in 1991.2 As individuals vaccinated as infants in 1991 would be 24 or 25 years old by 

the time the 2015-2016 NHANES data were collected, we chose to classify all subjects age 25 

and younger as vaccinated in childhood and subjects older than 25 as vaccinated in 

adolescence or adulthood. 

Misclassification correction 

We used a Bayesian approach to estimate the prevalence of our three outcome statistics 

(serological immune prevalence, self-reported vaccination prevalence, and misclassification-

corrected HBV immune prevalence), drawing from methods described by Gustafson and 

implemented by Goldstein et al. and Luta et al. to correct for misclassification.31–34 Serological 

immune status (anti-HBs) was the misclassification-prone measure of immunity that served as 

the foundation for the misclassification-corrected immune prevalence statistic.  

There were three core components to the model we used to calculate misclassification-

corrected estimates of immune prevalence, and the first described the relationship between 

serological immune status and true immune status: 

Pr(Y
*
=1)= {

if A=0; rS1 + (1-r)(1-C)

if A=1; rS2 + (1-r)(1-C)
 

Where Y* is (possibly misclassified) immune status as determined by serological testing, r is the 

probability of truly being immune, A indicates the age at primary vaccination, S1 is the sensitivity 
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of the serological test among individuals age 25 and younger, S2 is the sensitivity among 

individuals age 26 and older, and C is the specificity of the serological test. Using two sensitivity 

values allowed us to differentiate between individuals who were likely vaccinated in childhood 

and those who were likely vaccinated in adulthood. 

The second component of the model described the probability of truly being immune (r) given 

race (Asian American, Black, Hispanic, white, or other), age group (18 to 29, 30 to 49, 50+), 

birthplace (born in the US, not born in the US), income-poverty ratio (<= 130%, >130%), and 

self-reported vaccination status. The third model component described the probability of self-

reported vaccination using the same covariables. 

All coefficients in the second and third model components were given non-informative priors of 

Normal(0, 0.0001). Choice of appropriate priors for S and C in the measurement model were a 

critical component of this analysis, but validation data for anti-HBs as an indicator of HBV 

immune status was unavailable within NHANES. Therefore, we turned to external sources to 

inform these prior distributions. 

Specificity priors 

We conceptualized specificity as the ability for the testing instrument to correctly classify 

subjects who were truly anti-HBs negative as negative (anti-HBs < 10 mIU/mL). For this prior we 

drew from two studies on the validity of the VITROS anti-HBs diagnostic tool (which was used 

by NHANES to determine anti-HBs status). One study reported a specificity of 97.9% (46 true 

negatives and 1 false positive) and the other a specificity of 92.8% (219 true negatives and 17 

false positives).35,36 Given a total of 265 true negative and 18 false positive tests across both 

studies, we set a specificity prior of Beta(265+1, 18+1), which represents the combination of the 

data from the aforementioned studies and the equivalent of a uniform prior over the range from 

0 to 1 – i.e., a Beta(1,1) distribution – and yields a prior centered at 93.6% (95% CI, 90.2% to 

95.9%). 
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Sensitivity priors 

To inform anti-HBs sensitivity distributions, we drew from literature on long-term immunity 

among individuals who had previously been vaccinated against HBV. All studies examined 

individuals who previously completed an HBV primary vaccination series, tested for anti-HBs 

prior to administering a booster dose of HBV vaccine, and tested for anti-HBs again 2-4 weeks 

after administering the booster. Post-booster testing was not required for individuals who initially 

tested positive. Studies were excluded if subjects had received an HBV booster dose prior to 

the initial anti-HBs assessment.  

If there was a shift from anti-HBs negative (< 10 mIU/mL) to anti-HBs positive status (>= 10 

mIU/mL) within 2 to 4 weeks of receiving the booster, the initial test was classified as a false 

negative. Pre-booster positive tests (anti-HBs 10 >= mIU/mL) were considered to be true 

positives. When there was loss-to-follow-up between the pre- and post-booster test, we 

multiplied the number of initial positives by the proportion of initial negatives who were not lost-

to-follow-up before post-booster test. This adjustment was made to prevent loss to follow-up 

from artificially inflating sensitivity estimates.  

To fully contextualize the sensitivity of anti-HBs as an indicator of immunity, we examined data 

from any study that met our initial selection criteria and provided relevant data. However, our 

sensitivity priors were only influenced by studies that examined immunity among previously 

vaccinated individuals who were at least age 20 or older. In total, we identified 27 studies on 

hepatitis B immune memory that met our criteria (Table 1). Of these 27 studies, 10 examined 

immune response among individuals age 20 or older.  

Figure 1 presents the distribution of pre-booster anti-HBs positivity, post-booster positivity, and 

estimated sensitivity by study. Five examined post-booster immune response among individuals 

who received primary vaccination when they were teens (age 13+) or adults, and these had a 

combined sensitivity of 86.2%. Two studies looked at individuals who received primary 
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vaccination at any age (combined sensitivity of 60.8%). Three studies considered individuals 

who received primary vaccination in infancy or childhood (age <13), and these studies had a 

combined sensitivity of 49.2%. 

Given the heterogeneity in sensitivity estimates by study, we chose to fit three models with 

varying sensitivity priors. The specificity prior for each of these models remained the same: 

93.6% (95% CI, 90.2% to 95.9%). 

In our primary model – Model 1 – the sensitivity prior for subjects age 18 to 25 was set to 

Beta(106, 110), or 49.1% (42.4% to 55.7%), based on the weighted average sensitivity for 

individuals who received primary vaccination as infants or children. Sensitivity for subjects age 

26 and older was set to Beta(211,35), or 85.8% (81.2% to 89.8%), reflecting the weighted 

average sensitivity for individuals who received primary vaccination as teens or adults. We 

chose not to simply use the total number of true positives and false negatives in the beta 

distributions as we believed those priors would be overly precise. 

Model 2 kept the same sensitivity prior for subjects age 26 and older but based the prior for 

younger subjects on data from Bagheri-Jamebozorgi and colleagues (Beta(82,135)).37  At 

38.0% (31.5% to 44.3%), this was the lowest study-specific sensitivity for adults who received 

primary vaccination as infants or children.  

Model 3 kept the same sensitivity prior for younger subjects as Model 1, but increased the 

sensitivity for older subjects to Beta(96,7) based on data from Van Damme et al.38. At 93.5% 

(87.6% – 97.2%) this was the highest sensitivity indicated for individuals who received primary 

vaccination as adults or adolescents. Sensitivity and specificity priors are summarized by model 

in eTable 2. 
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Population weights  

Subdomains of the NHANES sampling strategy included: age (10-year groups starting at 20 

years of age), sex, race / ethnicity (Hispanic, non-Hispanic black, non-Hispanic non-black 

Asian), and income (at or below 130% of the federal poverty level). To take into account this 

sampling strategy and better describe prevalence at the national level, the conditional posterior 

probabilities of immunity, anti-HBs positivity, and self-reported vaccination were weighted by 

age group, sex, race / ethnicity, income group, and foreign birth status using 5-year estimates 

from the 2018 American Community Survey Public Use Microdata Samples.39 

The weighting process may be summarized as follows:  

∑ wjrj

h

j=1

 

Where wj is the probability of being in demographic stratum j in the United States and rj is the 

posterior probability of immunity, self-reported vaccination, or anti-HBs positivity in stratum j. To 

examine prevalence in demographic subgroups, weights were rescaled by dividing stratum-level 

population weights by the sum of the stratum-level population weights in the subgroup.  

Software and tools 

Bayesian analysis was performed via Markov chain Monte Carlo simulation using a Gibbs 

sampler. Models were run with 3 chains. Each chain was run for 15,000 iterations, discarding 

the first 2,000 iterations. All analysis was conducted in R version 4.0.3 (R Foundation for 

Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria). The misclassification adjustment model was fit using 

JAGS version 4.3.0 (http://mcmc-jags.sourceforge.net) and integrated with R using rjags version 

4-10. All analytic code may be accessed at https://github.com/daniel-vader/hepb-immune-prev-

us/  
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Results 

Data 

The unweighted distribution of subjects by demographic characteristics, self-reported 

vaccination status, and anti-HBs status are reported in Table 2. 32.9% of subjects were non-

Hispanic white, 31.4% were Hispanic, 20.6% were non-Hispanic Black, 11.4% were non-

Hispanic Asian American, and 3.7% did not fall into one of these groups (or belonged to multiple 

non-Hispanic groups). 48.6% were over 50 years old, 33.1% were 30 to 49 years old, and 

18.2% were under 30 years old. 

Model fit 

Kernel density plots and trace plots for model coefficients and deviance are shown in eFigures 

3-8. All models demonstrated reasonable agreement across chains in the density plots and 

good chain mixing in the trace plots. 

Prevalence estimates 

Error! Reference source not found.Figure 2 shows the weighted prevalence of immunity, anti-

HBs positive serostatus, and self-reported vaccination (at least 3 doses) by demographic group. 

Table 4 presents numerical prevalence statistics for model 1, while eTable 3 and eTable 4 

present statistics for models 2 and 3. In Model 1, an estimated 31.0% (95% credible interval 

27.9% to 34.1%) were immune to HBV, 24.6% (23.2% to 26.1%) were anti-HBs positive, and 

28.4% (27.0% to 29.9%) reported having received at least 3 doses of HBV vaccine. Variation in 

the prevalence of HBV immunity was observed by race / ethnicity with the lowest prevalence 

observed among individuals who were white (26.7%, 23.4% to 30.3%) and highest among 

individuals who were Asian American (65.7%, 58.2% to 73.5%). Unsurprisingly, estimated 

prevalence of immunity was highest among 19 to 29-year-olds (70.6%, 62.4% to 78.3%), 

followed by 30 to 49-year-olds (24.7%, 20.8% to 28.8%), and adults age 50 and over (16.7%, 
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13.8% to 19.8%). Prevalence of immunity among people born outside of the United States was 

34.9% (30.7% to 39.3%) and 30.2% (27.1% to 33.4%) among people born in the United States.  

Figure 3 shows the estimated absolute bias that occurred when interpreting serostatus or self-

reported vaccination as perfect measures of immunity. In model 1, anti-HBs serostatus 

underestimated overall prevalence of immunity by 6.4 (3.9 to 8.8) percentage points (Table 4). 

The degree of bias depended on demographic group, and underestimation was greatest among 

people who were 19 to 29 years old (26.5%, 20.7% to 32.5%), Asian American (15.8%, 11.5% 

to 29.9%), or Black (9.6%, 6.7% to 12.8%). Similar patterns were observed in Model 2 (Table 

S5) and Model 3 (Table S6). 

Overall, self-reported vaccination underestimated bias-corrected immunity by 2.6 (-0.6 to 5.8) 

percentage points. Again, variation was observed by demographic group. The greatest degree 

of underestimation occurred among people who were Asian American (25.1%, 17.3% to 33.2%), 

19 to 29 years old (21.0%, 12.6% to 28.9%), born outside the United States (10.6%, 6.2% to 

15.2%), or Black (8.2%, 3.1% to 13.7%). Similar patterns were observed in Model 2 (Table S5) 

and Model 3 (Table S6). In all models, self-reported vaccination prevalence was higher than 

immune prevalence in the 30 to 49-year-old age group. 

Discussion 

This study estimates that self-reported HBV vaccination prevalence among adults in the US 

during the 2015-2016 period was 28.4% and that 24.6% of adults were anti-HBs positive. 

Overall, the estimate for misclassification-corrected immune prevalence (31.0%) was only 2.6 

percentage points higher than self-reported vaccination and 6.4 percentage points higher than 

prevalence of anti-HBs positivity. However, differences were much larger in certain 

demographic subgroups, particularly people who were 19 to 29 years old, Asian American, or 

Black.  
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In 1991, the Advisory Committee on Immunization Practices recommended a strategy for the 

elimination of HBV transmission in the United States that focused on, among other things, 

universal childhood vaccination.2 In 1995, this recommendation was expanded to recommend 

vaccination of all unvaccinated 11 and 12-year-olds. In 1999 it was expanded again to include 

all unvaccinated children under the age of 19.40 As these cohorts move farther into adulthood, 

we expect to see the prevalence of HBV vaccination among young adults to move upward 

accordingly.  

One statistical feature of sensitivity (the probability of testing positive given truly positive) is that 

its biasing influence on observed probability increases as true prevalence increases. The higher 

the prevalence of HBV immunity, the greater the influence of sensitivity on estimated immune 

prevalence. The acute differences observed in this study between bias-corrected immunity, 

serologically indicated immunity, and self-reported vaccination in the 19 to 25-year-old age 

group likely reflect the elevated prevalence of vaccination among younger adults compared to 

older adults. Self-report only performed marginally better than anti-HBs in this age group, which 

is consistent with the 70.0% sensitivity (and 58.5% specificity) for self-report as an indicator of 

vaccination estimated by Rolnick and colleagues among 18 to 49-year-olds when using 

electronic medical records for validation.41 

NIS Teen estimates of HBV vaccination coverage indicate that about 88% of adolescents 

between the ages of 13 and 17 were fully vaccinated in 2008.42 These 13 to 17-year-olds would 

be between the ages of 19 and 25 during the 2015-2016 NHANES cycle. Looking at data from 

2006, 16 and 17-year-olds (who would be between the ages of 25 and 27 during the 2015-2016 

NHANES cycle) had HBV vaccination coverage of 75.6% and 77.3% respectively.43 With these 

statistics in mind, Model 1 estimates of the prevalence of serologically indicated immunity 

(44.0%) and self-reported vaccination (49.6%) among 19 to 29-year-olds are likely to be 

underestimations of true HBV immune prevalence. Our approach to misclassification adjustment 
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moved the estimate up to 70.6%, which is closer to what might be expected based on historical 

data. 

When examining literature on anti-HBs as an indicator of HBV immunity, we observed a 

difference in estimated sensitivity between studies with subjects who were vaccinated as adults 

or adolescents (where sensitivity was generally higher) and studies with subjects who were 

vaccinated as infants (where sensitivity was generally lower). This divide may also have 

consequences for the validity of serologically based estimates of HBV immunity as time since 

the implementation of universal childhood vaccination in the United States increases.  

The sensitivity values chosen for our models were based on studies examining immune memory 

among previously vaccinated individuals. The second largest study, conducted by Ritscher and 

colleagues, examined immunity among employees at the University of Wisconsin Hospital who 

were vaccinated as infants or young children.8 It was one of the only studies that examined a 

non-indigenous North American population. Sensitivity of anti-HBs estimated using data from 

this study was 52%, which is similar to the sensitivity set in model 1 for individuals likely 

vaccinated as infants or young children (49.1%). 

eFigure 2 presents data on 9 studies on 15 to 19-year-olds. These were not considered when 

calculating our sensitivity priors but do warrant discussion. Four of these studies indicated 

unusually low sensitivity values, ranging from 9% to 16%. Of these four, three used the same 

cohort of subjects from an island in the Federated States of Micronesia.44–46 The last study 

examined immune memory among Alaskan Natives,47 and sensitivity estimated from this study's 

data was anomalously low compared to three other studies that also looked at immune memory 

among Alaskan Natives.19,25,48 These four studies aside, results from Su and colleagues 

(Taiwan), Lin and colleagues (Taiwan), and Bassal and colleagues (Israel) are consistent with 

Bagheri-Jamebozorgi et al.'s (Iran) findings as well as findings from other studies on populations 

from nearby regions.9,23,24,37,49 The sensitivity used for 19 to 29-year-olds in Model 2 (which was 
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based on the Bagheri-Jamebozorgi et al. data) therefore seems reasonable, though perhaps 

only in groups or regions with greater HBV endemicity. 

Limitations 

One important consideration is how time since vaccination affects sensitivity. Though our model 

takes into account the impact of the timing of initial vaccination on the sensitivity of anti-HBs, it 

treats sensitivity as constant regardless of the amount of time that has passed since initial 

vaccination. However, the studies that we do have at hand appear to indicate consistent anti-

HBs sensitivity given the amount of time that the HBV vaccine has been in common use. For 

subjects who were vaccinated as infants or children, the results were relatively consistent if at 

least 15 years had passed since vaccination. Among individuals vaccinated as adults, data from 

Van Damme and colleagues suggest high sensitivity up to 20 to 30 years after vaccination.38  

Another weakness lies in the fact that we cannot perfectly identify who was vaccinated as an 

infant or child and who was vaccinated later in life. Our approach makes a guess based on the 

year that someone was born, but there are likely people who were born a year or two prior to 

1991 that were still vaccinated when they were very young, and there are likely people born 

after 1991 who were not vaccinated until they were much older. Failure to incorporate this 

uncertainty into our model could mean that the estimated credible intervals are too narrow. 

Conclusions 

After adjusting for misclassification, we estimate that 31.0% of adults age 19 and older were 

immune to HBV in the United States in 2015-2016. Using anti-HBs status or self-reported 

vaccination as surrogates for immunity led to underestimation of immune prevalence, 

particularly among people who were younger, Asian American, or Black. The consequences of 

treating these surrogates as unbiased measures of vaccination or immunity may only increase 

as more vaccinated children age into adulthood.  
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Table 1: Studies identified to assess sensitivity of anti-HBs as a marker of hepatitis B immunity 
by number of years post vaccination, age at initial vaccination, and year published. 

  Study 

year 

Authors Age at 

vaccination 

Years to 

challenge  

Population 

Age at challenge: 5 to 14 years 

 
1993 Resti et al. Infants 5 to 9 Biagini, Italy 

 
1993 Gonzalez et al. Infants 5 to 9 Palma de Mallorca, Spain 

 
1994 Milne et al. Children 5 to 9 Kawerau, New Zealand 

 
2007 Samandari et al. [a] Infants 5 to 9 Alaska, US 

 
2010 Zanetti et al. Infants 5 to 9 Italy 

 
2005 Duval et al. Children 5 to 9 Quebec City, Canada 

 
1994 West et al. Infants 10 to 14 Philadelphia, US 

 
2007 Samandari et al. [b] Infants 10 to 14 Alaska, US 

 
2009 Kao et al. Infants 10 to 14 Taishi, Taiwan 

 
2018 Klinger et al. Infants 10 to 14 Israel 

Age at challenge: 15 to 19 years 

 
2007 Su et al. Infants 15 to 19 Taoyuan City, Taiwan 

 
2007 Hammitt et al. Infants 15 to 19 Alaska, US 

 
2008 Bialek et al. Infants 15 to 19 Pohnpei, FSM 

 
2010 Chaves et al. Infants 15 to 19 Pohnpei, FSM 

 
2011 Lin et al. Infants 15 to 19 Donggang, Taiwan 

 
2012 Chaves et al Infants 15 to 19 Pohnpei, FSM 

 
2016 Van Der Meeren et al. Infants 15 to 19 Germany 

 
2017 Romano et al. [a] Infants 15 to 19 Italy 

 
2017 Bassal et al. Infants 15 to 19 Israel 

Age at challenge: 20+ years 

 
1987 Krugman & Davidson Adults 5 to 9 US 

 
1992 Milne & Waldon Adolescents 5 to 9 Kawerau, New Zealand 
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1995 Trivello et al. Adults 5 to 9 Padua, Italy 

 
2017 Romano et al. [b] Adolescents 15 to 19 Italy 

 
2019 Van Damme et al. Adults 20 to 24 Belgium & Canada 

 
2009 McMahon et al. All ages 20 to 24 Alaska, US 

 
2016 Bruce et al. All ages 20 to 24 Alaska, US 

 
2009 Poovorawan et al. Infants 20 to 24 Bangkok, Thailand 

 
2014 Bagheri-Jamebozorgi et al. Infants 20 to 24 Rafsanjan, Iran 

 
2020 Ritscher et al. Infants & Children 20 to 24 Wisconsin, US 

Age at challenge, age of subjects when study took place; Age at vaccination, age when primary 

vaccination occurred; Years to challenge, years between primary vaccination and challenge study; FSM, 

Federated States of Micronesia 

Samandari et al (2007) and Romano et al. (2017) both collected and presented data on two distinct age 

cohorts. Data were separated by cohort and tagged (a) or (b) to reflect this distinction. 
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Table 2: Distribution of sample characteristics. N = 5,151. 
 

Total 

  N % 

Anti-HBs >= 10 mIU/mL 1361 26.4% 

   

Self-reported vaccination 
  

   >= 3 doses 1383 26.9% 

   < 3 doses 2997 58.2% 

   Don't know/refused 770 15.0% 

   

Race / Ethnicity 
  

   White 1696 32.9% 

   Black 1060 20.6% 

   Asian American 587 11.4% 

   Hispanic 1618 31.4% 

   Other 189 3.7% 

   

Age 
  

   < 30 939 18.2% 

   30 to 49 1707 33.1% 

   >= 50 2504 48.6% 

   

Birthplace: not born in US 1739 33.8% 

   

Income-poverty ratio 
  

   <= 130% 1500 29.1% 

   > 130% 3141 61.0% 

   Missing 509 9.9% 

   

Gender: female 2662 51.7% 

 

Anti-HBs, antibody to hepatitis B surface antigen  
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Table 3: Estimated prevalence of immunity (bias adjusted), anti-HBs positivity, and self-reported 

vaccination by demographic group in model 1. 
 

HBV Immunity Anti-HBs + Self-Reported 

Vaccination 

  Est. 95% CrI Est. 95% CrI Est. 95% CrI 

Marginal 0.310 (0.279, 0.341) 0.246 (0.232, 0.261) 0.284 (0.270, 0.299) 

Race / Ethnicity 
         

   White 0.267 (0.234, 0.303) 0.219 (0.201, 0.239) 0.266 (0.246, 0.286) 

   Black 0.397 (0.349, 0.450) 0.301 (0.274, 0.330) 0.315 (0.289, 0.342) 

   Asian 0.657 (0.582, 0.735) 0.498 (0.455, 0.541) 0.406 (0.369, 0.443) 

   Hispanic 0.273 (0.231, 0.315) 0.213 (0.192, 0.235) 0.281 (0.258, 0.305) 

   Other 0.428 (0.338, 0.523) 0.313 (0.255, 0.376) 0.345 (0.284, 0.410) 

Age 
         

   19 to 29 0.706 (0.624, 0.783) 0.440 (0.406, 0.471) 0.496 (0.465, 0.527) 

   30 to 49 0.247 (0.208, 0.288) 0.227 (0.204, 0.252) 0.322 (0.299, 0.347) 

   50+ 0.167 (0.138, 0.198) 0.168 (0.152, 0.186) 0.154 (0.139, 0.171) 

Birthplace 
         

   Born outside US 0.349 (0.307, 0.393) 0.286 (0.263, 0.309) 0.243 (0.223, 0.264) 

   Born within US 0.302 (0.271, 0.334) 0.239 (0.223, 0.255) 0.292 (0.276, 0.309) 

95% CrI, 95% credible interval; HBV Immunity, misclassification-corrected estimate of immunity; anti-HBs 

+, positive for antibody to hepatitis B surface antigen; self-reported vaccination, reported having received 

3 or more doses of hepatitis B vaccine.  
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Table 4: Absolute difference between naïve and bias-corrected estimates of immune 

prevalence by demographic group in model 1. 
 

Anti-HBs + Self-Reported Vaccination 

  Est. 95% CrI Est. 95% CrI 

Marginal -0.064 (-0.088, -0.039) -0.026 (-0.058, 0.006) 

Race / Ethnicity 
      

   White -0.048 (-0.071, -0.025) -0.002 (-0.038, 0.035) 

   Black -0.096 (-0.128, -0.067) -0.082 (-0.137, -0.031) 

   Asian -0.158 (-0.209, -0.115) -0.251 (-0.332, -0.173) 

   Hispanic -0.060 (-0.087, -0.033) 0.008 (-0.036, 0.052) 

   Other -0.115 (-0.155, -0.077) -0.083 (-0.183, 0.015) 

Age 
      

   19 to 29 -0.265 (-0.325, -0.207) -0.210 (-0.289, -0.126) 

   30 to 49 -0.020 (-0.045, 0.005) 0.075 (0.032, 0.118) 

   50+ 0.000 (-0.020, 0.023) -0.013 (-0.045, 0.019) 

Birthplace 
      

   Born outside US -0.063 (-0.093, -0.036) -0.106 (-0.152, -0.062) 

   Born within US -0.064 (-0.088, -0.040) -0.010 (-0.043, 0.023) 

95% CrI, 95% credible interval; HBV Immunity, misclassification-corrected estimate of immunity; anti-HBs 

+, positive for antibody to hepatitis B surface antigen; self-reported vaccination, reported having received 

3 or more doses of hepatitis B vaccine.  
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Figures 

Figure 1: Sensitivity of anti-HBs as a measure of anamnestic response to a booster dose of 
HBV vaccine among patients who are at least 20 years old. Data from existing literature. 

  

Pre-boost+, number of subjects who tested positive prior to receiving the booster shot, adjusting 
for loss to follow-up; Total +, total number of subjects (pre and post-booster) who tested 
positive. 
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Figure 2: Estimated prevalence of immunity, anti-HBs, and self-reported vaccination by model 
and demographic group.  
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Figure 3: Absolute bias of naïve (anti-HBs or self-report) compared to bias-adjusted estimators 

of HBV immune prevalence by model and demographic group. 
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