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Chapter

Temporal Trend and Inequality in
Immunization Coverage in India

Basant Kumar Panda

Abstract

Since 1978, India through its various health policies target to achieve the uni-
versal immunization, but profound progress is yet to be seen. This paper examine
the trend in immunization coverage and differential access among the population
subgroups. Data for the analysis was extracted from the two recent rounds of the
National Family Health Survey (NFHS) conducted in 2005-2006 and 2015-2016.
Descriptive statistics were used to understand the level of coverage, whereas the
ratio method and concentration index was used to understand the inequality. The
study identified immunization coverage had improved from 44 percent in 2005-
2006 to 62 percent in 2015-2016. However, considerable variation was observed
among the regions and various wealth quintiles. In the Southern region, 63 percent
of children from the poorest wealth quintile were fully immunized compared to 36
percent in North Eastern region. The coverage of full immunization among richest
children was found to be 1.5 times higher than that of the poorest. The concentra-
tion index remains positive showing the pro-rich inequality. A positive result was
found in the Northern and Northeastern region, where the poorest were showing an
impeccable improvement over the period. Moreover, the study found the gap by
place of residence and gender was close to convergence. The study suggests that the
immunization programs have to be inclusive, with widespread reach, leaving no
stones unturned. These steps can be beneficial in diminishing inequalities, acting as
an essential ingredient in achieving the sustainable development goals.
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1. Introduction

Socioeconomic inequalities in a child health is a major policy concern to achieve
the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) framed by the United Nations in 2015
[1]. However, progress toward reducing these inequalities in child health indicators is
not noteworthy among and between the countries [2]. Irrespective of the continued
global effort to reduce the infant and child mortality rates, the targets of Millennium
Development Goals (MDG) remained unattainable in many developing countries
[3]. Nearly, 5.6 million of under-five death occurs worldwide [4], out of which
quarter of death are due to vaccine-preventable diseases. Moreover, an estimated
19.9 million infants worldwide stay absent for routine immunization services.
Around 60 percent of these children live in 10 countries, mainly from Africa and
South Asia including India [5]. Though the Global Vaccine Action Plan (GVAP) has
been endorsed by 194 countries in 2012, to ensure the equitable access to immuniza-
tion by the year 2020, profound progress is yet to be seen [6].
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Immunization coverage is given high priority globally and nationally especially
for developing countries like India. The Indian immunization program started in
1978 after the Alma-Ata declaration aimed at immunizing all children [7]. To accel-
erate this, appropriate policy measures were put in place during those times, but
the task of attaining these were quite arduous. The Government of India recently
launched the Mission Indradhanush (UIP) in 2014 with the target of achieving
universal immunization coverage https://www.nhp.gov.in/mission-indradhanush1_
pg. Irrespective of these attempts, nearly one-third of the children remain to be far
away from vaccinations in India [8-12].

India, known for its multifaceted society and social hierarchy, dealt with higher
social, economic, and regional inequality. A growing number of studies in India
examined inequalities in child health status including full immunization coverage
[9, 13, 14]. The studies found significant gap in wealth-related, rural-urban, and
gender-related inequality in immunization coverage [15-18]. Some studies also
observed large differentials among the economic groups, caste, and religion of the
household [11, 19, 20]. Among the other factors, maternal education, proximity to a
health facility, place of delivery, and pre- and postnatal checkup of mothers are
among the leading factors affecting immunization coverage in India [21-24]. Apart
from that, appropriateness of the timing of the vaccination is lagging in India and
many states [25]. In order to reduce the disparity in immunization coverage, coun-
tries must adopt proequity programs aimed at reducing the gap in immunization
coverage.

The present study is conceptualized under the following rationale. Firstly, in
terms of immunization, India is one of the major contributor of unimmunized
children in the world [5]. So, it is essential to understand the pattern of full immu-
nization coverage in general and specific vaccinations in particular among various
geographies of India. Secondly, many literatures suggest the pervasiveness of eco-
nomic inequality among children in various health indicators. Therefore, it becomes
imperative to study the pattern of inequality among the better off and worse off
population subgroups. Thirdly, the WHO Commission on social determinants of
health positioned strategically to reduce health inequalities and considers gender as
one of the main determinants. It is widely established that pronounced gender bias
still exists in India, favoring males over females. In this concern, understanding
gender segregation in immunization practices is critical for policy formulation. In
the same line, this study is a revisit to understand the temporal variation and
inequality in immunization coverage among the regions of India. The present study
will deliver the dynamic pattern of inequality in regions of India and provide
guidance to frame policy as per the present challenges at hand.

The main objective of this paper was to document pattern and inequalities in
immunization coverage in India over two periods of time (2005-2006 and 2015-
2016). Further, this paper was an attempt to understand inequality patterns in
immunization coverage by the wealth quintile at the regional level. We have inves-
tigated inequalities in full immunization coverage using various inequality indexes
that are related to three characteristics, namely economic status, place of residence,
and sex of the child.

2. Data and methods
2.1 Data

In an attempt to understand the variation in immunization among children, data
from the third and fourth rounds of National Family Health Surveys (NFHSs) were
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used. These surveys were conducted in 2005-2006 and 2015-2016 by International
Institute for Population Sciences (IIPS) under the stewardship of the Ministry of
Health and Family Welfare (MoHFW), Government of India, with technical sup-
port from ICF International. The survey is designed in line with Demographic and
Health Surveys (DHS) conducted worldwide. Both the surveys were large-scale
surveys that provide state- and national-level estimates on fertility, infant mortality
and child mortality, and other family welfare and health indicators. The survey
uses a multi-stage stratified random sampling to select the households. Using the
appropriate sampling weight, the survey provides estimates for various geographi-
cal regions. More about the survey design, sampling procedure, and questionnaire
are provided in the national report [8].

The unit of our analysis is the regions of India. The two rounds of National
Family Health Survey have followed a uniform pattern in segregating the states
qualifying them for a particular region. In our study, the composition of regions
based on the state is guided by the NFHS report. As uniformity is maintained in
framing the geographical region, it is comparable over time.

3. Methods

Full immunization among children aged 12-23 months is the primary outcome
variable in this study. Children are considered as fully immunized only when they
receive vaccination against tuberculosis (BCG), three doses of diphtheria, pertussis
(whooping cough), and tetanus (DPT) vaccine; three doses of poliomyelitis (Polio)
vaccine; and one dose of the measles vaccine by the age of 12 months. In India, BCG
should be given at birth or first clinical contact; DPT and polio require three
vaccinations at approximately 4, 8, and 12 weeks of age; and the measles vaccine
should be given at age 12 months or sooner after reaching 9 months of age. Infor-
mation on vaccination coverage was collected from the child’s health card and direct
reporting from the mother. We have used the kid’s file for analysis; the survey has
selected only those households that had childbirths in the last 5 years prior to the
survey. The sample size of the children is 49,284 in 2015-2016 and 9559 in
2005-2006.

3.1 Measuring inequality in immunization coverage

This study used two summary indexes to measure inequality in immunization
coverage. The first measure is a simple ratio of the threshold of the population
characteristics. The ratio measure is considered as a crude measure as it does not
consider the estimates except the threshold. Despite its limitation, the measure is
considered as a crucial relative measure of inequality and provides a clear idea of
discrepancy in health indicators among the population subgroup. Wealth inequality
ratio (WIR), rural-urban inequality ratio (RUIR), and gender-related inequality
ratio (GIR) were calculated to quantify the inequality based on these attributes. The
formula for these measures as guided by the other studies [26, 27] are as follows:

Rich — Poor Inequality Ratio

%of fully immunized children in the richest wealth class
= . . . . *100
%of fully immunized children in the poorest wealth class

%of fully i i hil
Urban — Rural Inequality Ratio = (/Oo ully immunized urban children ) *100

%of fully immunized rural children
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0 ) .
Gender Inequality Ratio = <A)Of fully immunized boys) %100

%of fully immunized girls

The second summary measure used here was the concentration index, which is
one of the widely used inequality measures in public health research. This is a
wealth-based inequality measure that provides the concentration of health indica-
tors at a different economic level in the various subgroups of the population. The
concentration index is defined as twice the area between the concentration curve
and the line of equality (the 45-degree line). So, in some cases, when there is no
socioeconomic-related inequality, the concentration index is found to be zero. The
thumb rule is that the index takes a negative value when the curve lies above the
line of equality, indicating unbalanced concentration of the health variable (in this
case immunization coverage) among the poor, and a positive value when it lies
below the line of equality indicating disproportionate concentration of the health
variable (in this case immunization coverage) among the poor. The formula for
finding the concentration index is as follows:

2 n
Concentration Index : C = = E covw (y;, R;)
i—1

where y; is the full immunization coverage of the it" child; Ri is the fractional
rank of the i child (for weighted data) in terms of the index of household eco-
nomic status; p is the (weighted) unconditional mean of the full immunization
coverage of the sample; and cov,, denotes the weighted covariance. All the analyses
are performed in Stata 14.

4, Results

Figure 1 presents the pattern and trend in immunization coverage in India and
the regions for 2005-2006 and 2015-2016. The full immunization coverage in India
had gone up by 18 percent from 44 percent in 2005-2006 to 62 percent in 2015-
2016. Several vaccinations such as DPT, BCG, and measles and full immunization
had shown a significant improvement in the same period except for the polio
vaccination.

Table 1 shows full immunization coverage across different wealth classes at two
time periods (2005-2006 and 2015-2016). It is clearly evident that the coverage of
all vaccines was higher among wealthier classes of the society. The full immuniza-
tion coverage across the different wealth quintile had grown over the years, and

92
81
78 79 78 73
55 59 62
I I 44 I
BCG DPT MSL Polio FI

m2005-06 w2015-16

Figure 1.
Coverage of various components of immunization in India in NFHS-3 (2005-2006) and NFHS-4
(2015-2016).
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Vaccination component NFHS-3 (2005-2006) NFHS-4 (2015-2016)

Poorest Richest Ratio CI'  Poorest Richest Ratio CI'

BCG 64.00 95.60 149  0.08 86.99 95.42 110  0.02
DPT 33.90 81.90 242 017 70.40 85.66 1.22 0.04
POLIO 40.00 85.20 213 0.04 66.74 78.35 117 0.03
MSL 69.90 87.37 1.25 0.16 73.18 88.79 121 0.04
FI 24.45 71.02 290 021 53.42 70.25 132 0.06

"CI stands for concentration index.

Table 1.
Level of various vaccinations and full immunization coverage and inequality measures among the wealth
quintile in India in 2005-2006 and 2015-2016.

ratio among the richest and poorest has narrowed much. For instance, wealth
inequality ratio (WIR) was found to be 2.42 in 2005-2006, which reduced to almost
half (1.22) in 2015-2016.

The concentration index for all the vaccinations was found to be positive, which
signifies the prorich inequality. The concentration curve for full immunization
coverage (Figure 2) for both the periods lies below the line of equality indicating
higher level of coverage among the higher wealth quintile. The curve for 2015-2016
is closer to the line of equality than that of 2005-2006 representing the decreasing
wealth-based inequality over time.

Table 2 exhibits region-wise differential in immunization coverage among the
poorest and richest wealth quintile across regions of India. Immunization coverage
remained higher in the Southern region, both for the poorest and richest during
both the periods. The immunization coverage for the Northeastern region was
found to be 11.4 percent, lowest among the poorest wealth quintile in 2005-2006,
while the Western region accounted for the lowest with 40.23 percent in 2015-2016.
The ratio for both the periods was highest in the Northeastern region with 5.47 in
2005-2006 and 1.85 in 2015-2016. On the contrary, the ratio for the Southern
region occupied the bottom position. An interesting pattern was observed with a

0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

Cumulative proporation of Children fully
immunisaed

0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1
Children rank by wealth quintile

—®&— Line of equality —0—2015-16 2005-06

Figure 2.
Concentration curve of full immunization coverage by wealth quintal in 2005-2006 and 2015-2016.
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NFHS-3 (2005-2006) NFHS-4 (2015-2016)
Region Poorest Richest Ratio cr Poorest Richest Ratio cr
East 30.31 76.30 2.51 0.18 63.51 71.04 1.12 0.06
West 29.94 69.86 2.33 0.16 40.23 62.20 1.55 0.07
North 13.63 72.13 5.29 0.26 41.41 75.71 1.83 0.10
South 40.42 78.95 1.95 0.11 63.35 71.73 1.13 0.02
Central 18.40 60.34 3.27 0.23 43.85 68.20 1.56 0.10
North East 11.40 62.43 5.47 0.25 36.60 67.66 1.85 0.12

"CI stands for concentration Index.

Table 2.
Level of full immunization coverage and inequality measure among the wealth quintile in India in 2005-2006
and 2015-2016.

drastic decline in the WIR from 5.29 to 1.83 in the Northern region and 5.47 to 1.85
in the Northeastern region. This is accompanied by an increase in immunization
coverage among the poorest wealth quintile from 13.63 and 11.40 percent in 2005~
2006 to 41.41 and 36.60 percent in 2015-2016 in the North and Northeastern
region, respectively. Splitting the full immunization rates according to the mother’s
education and wealth group, we found a gap among the two thresholds favoring the
richest and highly educated (Figure 3). The same inspected across regions
manifested a significant role of education in enhancing immunization coverage.
Table 3 explains the urban-rural differentials in immunization coverage and
describes the urban-rural gap in immunization coverage across the regions of India.
It was clear from the table that the coverage in full immunization at the national
level for both rural and urban has improved. However, rural areas had fared well in
comparison to the urban areas, shrinking the gap between them, as indicated in the
latest round. However, the Southern region had excelled in immunization coverage
leaving behind other regions and India as well. Another very striking finding can be
seen from the Northeastern region, where the figures had shown improvements in a
decade, with the urban coverage increasing from 40 to 67.09 percent in 2015-2016.
Moreover, the rural areas of the Central region have shown an upward trend from
24.68 to 52.97 percent in 2015-2016. Over the years, immunization coverage had

ﬁ///

Percenatge fully immunised

Poorest Poorer Middle Richer Richest

Wealth quintile No education Primary Secondary Higher
Education of Mother
w— Fast W est North
e E a5t e W et North
South s Cenitral North-East south ~=central ===North-East
e=]ndia India
Figure 3.

Percentage of children fully immunized by household wealth and education status of mothers in India, 2015-
2016.
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increased significantly in both urban as well as rural areas and interestingly the
increase was more profound in rural areas.

Table 4 presents results of gender differentials in full immunization across the
various regions of India. It can be noted that in almost all the regions of the country,
the percentage of children receiving full immunization had improved over time
both for male and female. There were no differentials in immunization among the
male and female found in 2015-2016 depicting the gender inequality ratio closer to
one. This reflects an improvement in immunization practices and reduction of the
gap between males and females.

To make the result more tangible over time, we have calculated the predicted
probability of full immunization coverage using the binary logistics regression and
presented in Table 5. The predicated probability was 69 percent among the richest
compared to 54 percent among the poorest. Wealth-related inequality ratio is 1.27 in
2015-2016, which declined from 1.77 in 2005-2006. Among all the regions, we
found a significant gap among these two optimum groups. The highest adjusted
wealth-related inequality ratio was observed in Northeastern and Northern region.
Considering all other variable constants, the predicted probability for full immuni-

Region NFHS-3 (2005-2006) NFHS-4 (2015-2016)
Urban Rural URIR’ Urban Rural URIR’

East 56.36 42.52 1.33 71.92 70.47 1.02
West 64.66 46.23 1.40 54.71 54.94 1.00
North 60.12 40.77 1.47 67.59 62.36 1.08
South 64.63 57.19 1.13 68.35 68.37 1.00
Central 44.68 24.68 1.81 59.11 52.97 1.12
North East 39.39 33.56 117 67.09 47.86 1.40
India 57.69 38.72 1.49 64.24 61.72 1.04

"URIR stands for urban—rural inequality ratio.

Table 3.
Level of full immunization coverage by place of vesidence and urban—rural inequality vatio among the vegions
of India in 2005-2006 and 2015-2016.

Region NFHS-3 (2005-2006) NFHS-4 (2015-2016)

Male Female GIR’ Male Female GIR’
East 45.85 43.50 1.05 71.32 70.08 0.98
West 57.37 50.69 113 53.39 56.39 1.06
North 47.48 44.36 1.07 61.97 66.60 1.07
South 62.77 56.92 1.10 68.35 68.38 1.00
Central 30.53 26.81 1.14 55.99 52.56 0.94
North East 33.96 34.99 0.97 51.33 50.04 0.97
India 45.48 41.62 1.09 62.30 62.50 1.00

"GIR stands for gender inequality ratio.

Table 4.
Level of full immunization coverage among male and female and gender inequality ratio by regions of India in
2005-2006 and 2015-2016.



Public Health in Developing Countries - Challenges and Opportunities

zation as nearly equivalent in case of rural and urban as well as for male and female.
Considering education-related inequality, we found that the predicative probability
of full immunization among the mothers belonging to higher education group is 67

NFHS-3 (2005-2006) India East West North South Central North-East

Wealth status of household

Poorest 0.35 0.38 0.39 0.29 0.56 0.27 0.15
Poorer 039 0.48 0.45 0.45 0.56 0.29 0.25
Middle 049 050 0.55 0.57 0.67 0.33 0.41
Richer 0.53 0.59 0.64 0.62 0.64 0.35 0.41
Richest 0.61 0.57 0.72 0.66 0.71 0.43 0.61

Education of mothers

No education 037 038 0.51 0.44 0.49 0.24 0.27
Primary 047 049 059 0.50 0.67 0.37 0.32
Secondary 0.57 060 0.64 0.68 0.66 0.46 0.43
Higher 0.65 0.69 0.71 0.74 0.82 0.55 0.45

Place of residence

Urban 0.46 0.41 0.62 0.52 0.64 0.37 0.33
Rural 049 051 0.1 0.59 0.66 0.30 0.38
Sex of the child

Male 0.49 0.47 0.63 0.57 0.67 0.33 0.37
Female 0.48 0.48 0.60 0.57 0.63 0.31 0.35

NFHS-4 (2015-2016)

Wealth status of household

Poorest 0.54 0.66 0.42 0.54 0.71 0.48 0.40
Poorer 0.61 0.73 0.55 0.62 0.66 0.55 0.52
Middle 0.65 0.76 0.55 0.69 0.68 0.59 0.58
Richer 0.67 074 0.63 0.68 0.71 0.61 0.58
Richest 0.69 0.71 0.66 0.73 0.73 0.64 0.57

Education of mothers

No education 056  0.65 0.48 0.62 0.66 0.49 0.41
Primary 062 074 052 0.65 0.73 0.57 0.53
Secondary 065 073 0.1 0.69 0.70 0.60 0.56
Higher 0.67 0.72 0.58 0.72 0.71 0.62 0.60

Place of residence

Urban 0.61 0.64 0.54 0.65 0.70 0.55 0.52

Rural 0.63 0.71 0.60 0.68 0.70 0.56 0.53

Sex of the child

Male 0.62 0.70 0.57 0.65 0.69 0.57 0.52

Female 0.63 0.70 0.59 0.69 0.71 0.54 0.54
Table 5.

Predicated probabilities of full immunization coverage by wealth status, education of mother, place of
residence, and sex of the child in India and its region in 2005-2006 and 2015-2016.
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percent compared to 56 percent among uneducated mothers in India. Like other
two characteristics, education of mother also exhibits significant disparity among
these two threshold levels. Almost all of the regions show the pattern of declining
trend of education-related disparity, but there continues to be a gap that cannot be
ignored.

5. Discussion

The present study has made an effort to revisit the temporal change and differ-
ential access in immunization coverage in regions of India. In the line of previous
literature, the present study using the last two rounds of NFHS studied the rich-
poor inequality, rural-urban inequality, and gender-related inequality to under-
stand the equity gap in immunization among regions of India. The latest round of
NFHS found that there was a substantial increase of 18 percent in coverage of full
immunization as compared to earlier rounds. Expect the polio vaccine, all other
vaccines had improved over time. The full immunization coverage, as well as DPT
and measles vaccines, had improved for more than 40 percent in the period 2005-
2016. The improvement in the immunization program can be attributable to the
national immunization policies in India.

In India, immunizations are provided free of cost in public health facilities.
Irrespective of this, 91% of children were vaccinated against BCG, while DPT and
measles are lower compared to it. By convention, a newborn is immediately vacci-
nated by a dose of BCG, after his entry into this world, whereas, at a later point in
time, it becomes little difficult for some parents to let their child receive the doses
further signifying the importance of getting immunized at birth. A study found that
40 percent of children in India are left out before completing the series of DPT [17].
The burden of work on mothers, commuting to the public health facility, can be
attributed for witnessing an increase in dropouts in further doses of vaccinations.
However, a very astonishing picture gets reflected from the observed decline in
polio vaccination. Though it is cost-free and has widespread coverage, the
tigures fell a little from 78 to 73 percent in a decade. The reasons may be ascertained
that the present population does not consider polio as a severe and threatening
disease [28].

The findings show that inequality in specific vaccination coverage as well as in
full immunization coverage had shown substantial prorich inequality. The inequal-
ity in full immunization coverage was found to be higher among the richer classes
also followed to be in the regions. The result was consistent with other studies in
India and abroad [18, 26]. But the temporal variation in each vaccination witnessed
a significant decline in the gap among the poorest and richest wealth quintile. The
ratio in full immunization coverage almost halved over the intersurvey period. This
can be thought of as an improvement in the coverage of vaccination among children
from the poorest wealth quintile. DPT coverage among children from the poorest
wealth quintile doubled, while measles improved 1.5 times over the period, which is
instrumental in doubling the full immunization coverage. A positive pattern can be
witnessed in the Northern and Northeastern region, where the poorest are showing
an impeccable improvement over the period. This can be accredited to advance-
ment in the coverage of immunization, dedicated, well-trained, and sensitive ASHA
workers, or community health workers.

Children from urban areas were reported to be better immunized as compared
to their rural counterparts. These findings were in tune with studies done in the
regional context. In 2015-2016, we found a very marginal rural-urban gap among
the regions except for the Northeastern region. The reasons can be due to low
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urbanization and inadequate or unfit health facilities. The previous literature has
highlighted the male advantages in obtaining the vaccination [13, 27]. This study
found that the gap in immunization was close to convergence. These achievements
can be attributed to an increase in female education, effective gender sensitization
programs, and improved communication between health workers and the
community.

This study is an attempt in understanding the changes in coverage and
inequality among the regions of India dealt with some limitation. The sample size of
the children in the NFHS-3 was very less, so it is misleading to find the estimates by
different wealth quintiles among the smaller states. Estimates of vaccination cover-
age in India are based on the vaccination card or the parental recall, but the accu-
racy and validity of the response are critical. In India, vaccination card is not
universal, and the use of parental recall against the absence of vaccination card can
sometimes be incomplete or inaccurate.

6. Conclusion and policy implications

Our analysis shows that a significant variation can be observed in the
region-wise distribution of a child’s immunization. With an aim to increase the
immunization coverage among children, the government has initiated several pro-
grams, targeted at achieving universal immunization. Though the initiation of new
programs gets underway, the achievement of desired targets to be met is often
confronted with the lack of community health workers, inadequate infrastructure
and human resource, and majorly political will. The study suggests that the
immunization programs have to be inclusive, with widespread reach,
leaving no stones unturned. These steps can be beneficial in diminishing
inequalities, acting as an important ingredient in achieving the Sustainable
Development Goals.

Acknowledgements

The author likes to thank the editor of the book as well as the reviewer.

Competing interests

The author declared that he does not have any competing interest.

Funding

The author had not received any funding for this work.

Ethics approval and consent to participate

As the study is based on the secondary data and available in public domain, it
needs no prior approval.

10



Temporal Trend and Inequality in Immunization Coverage in India
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772 /intechopen.88298

Author details

Basant Kumar Panda
International Institute for Population Sciences, Mumbai, India

*Address all correspondence to: basantpanda99@gmail.com

IntechOpen

© 2020 The Author(s). Licensee IntechOpen. This chapter is distributed under the terms
of the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/
by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium,

provided the original work is properly cited.

11



Public Health in Developing Countries - Challenges and Opportunities

References

[1] UN. Final list of proposed
Sustainable Development Goal
indicators. 2015. https://
sustainabledevelopment.un.org/
content/documents/118030fficial-
List-of-Proposed-SDG-Indicators.pdf

[2] WHO. State of Inequality:
Reproductive Maternal Newborn and
Child Health: Interactive Visualization
of Health Data. Geneva, Switzerland:
World Health Organization; 2015

[3] Victora C, Requejo ], Boerma T, et al.
Countdown to 2030 for reproductive,
maternal, newborn, child, and
adolescent health and nutrition. The
Lancet Global Health. 2016;4(11):e775-
ee76. DOI: 10.1016/S2214-109X(16)
30204-2

[4] Wang H, Liddell CA, Coates MM,
et al. Global, regional, and national
levels of neonatal, infant, and under-5
mortality during 1990-2013: A
systematic analysis for the

global burden of disease study

2013. The Lancet. 2014;384(9947):
957-979

[5] Feldstein LR, Mariat S, Gacic-Dobo
M, et al. Global routine vaccination
coverage, 2016. MMWR. Morbidity and
Mortality Weekly Report. 2017;66(45):
1252

[6] Berkley S, Chan M, Elias C, et al.
Global Vaccine Action Plan 2011-2020.
World Health Organization, Geneva,
Switzerland. 2013

[7] Bhatnagar P, Gupta S, Kumar R, et al.
Estimation of child vaccination coverage
at state and national levels in India.
Bulletin of the World Health
Organization. 2016;94(10):728

[8] IIPS and ICF. Natinal Family Health
Survey (NFHS-4), 2015-16:
Government of India, New Delhi, India.
2017

12

[9] Khan ], Shil A, Prakash R. Exploring
the spatial heterogeneity in different
doses of vaccination coverage in

India. PLoS One. 2018;13(11):
€0207209. DOI: 10.1371/journal.
pone.0207209

[10] Rammohan A, Awofeso N. District-
level variations in childhood
immunizations in India: The role of
socio-economic factors and health
infrastructure. Social Science &
Medicine. 2015;145:163-172. DOI:
10.1016/j.socscimed.2015.05.004

[11] Raushan R. Social disparity in child
immunization: Factors explaining gap in

rural India. Journal of Social Inclusion
Studies. 2015;2(1):59-74

[12] Shrivastwa N, Gillespie BW,
Kolenic GE, et al. Predictors of
vaccination in India for children aged
12-36 months. American Journal of
Preventive Medicine. 2015;49(6 Suppl
4):5435-S444. DOI: 10.1016/j.
amepre.2015.05.008

[13] Pande RP. Selective gender
differences in childhood nutrition and
immunization in rural India: The role of
siblings. Demography. 2003;40(3):
395-418. DOI: 10.1353/dem.2003.0029

[14] Sissoko D, Trottier H, Malvy D,

et al. The influence of compositional and
contextual factors on non-receipt of
basic vaccines among children of 12-23-
month old in India: A multilevel
analysis. PLoS One. 2014;9(9):e106528.
DOI: 10.1371/journal.pone.0106528

[15] Kumar A, Mohanty SK. Socio-
economic differentials in childhood
immunization in India, 1992-2006.
Journal of Population Research. 2011;
28(4):301-324. DOI: 10.1007/
s12546-011-9069-y

[16] Prusty RK, Kumar A.
Socioeconomic dynamics of gender



Temporal Trend and Inequality in Immunization Coverage in India

DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.88298

disparity in childhood immunization in
India, 1992-2006. PLoS One. 2014;9(8):
e104598. DOI: 10.1371/journal.
pone.0104598

[17] Sahoo H. Coverage of child
immunisation and its determinants in
India. Social Change. 2012;42(2):
187-202. DOI: 10.1177/0049085712
04200203

[18] Singh PK. Trends in child
immunization across geographical
regions in India: Focus on urban-rural
and gender differentials. PLoS One.
2013;8(9):€73102. DOI: 10.1371/journal.
pone.0073102

[19] Baru R, Acharya A, Acharya S, et al.
Inequities in access to health services in
India: Caste, class and region. Economic
and Political Weekly. 2010;XLV(38):
49-58

[20] Panda BK, Mohanty SK. Progress
and prospects of health-related
sustainable development goals in india.
Journal of biosocial science. 2019;51(3):
335-352

[21] Debnath A, Bhattacharjee N.
Wealth-based inequality in child
immunization in India: A decomposition
approach. Journal of Biosocial Science.
2018;50(3):312-325. DOI: 10.1017/
S0021932017000402

[22] Lauridsen ], Pradhan J. Socio-
economic inequality of immunization
coverage in India. Health Economics
Review. 2011;1(1):11. DOI: 10.1186/
2191-1991-1-11

[23] Vikram K, Vanneman R, Desai S.
Linkages between maternal education
and childhood immunization in India.
Social Science & Medicine. 2012;75(2):
331-339. DOI: 10.1016/j.socscimed.
2012.02.043

[24] Rammohan A, Awofeso N,

Fernandez RC. Paternal education status
significantly influences infants’ measles

13

vaccination uptake, independent of
maternal education status. BMC Public
Health. 2012;12:336. DOI: 10.1186/
1471-2458-12-336

[25] Awofeso N, Rammohan A, Igbal K.
Age-appropriate vaccination against
measles and DPT-3 in India-Closing the
gaps. BMC Public Health. 2013;13:1-7.
Available from: http://www.biomedce
ntral.com/1471-2458/13/358

[26] Restrepo-Mendez MC, Barros A],
Wong KL, et al. Inequalities in full
immunization coverage: Trends in low-
and middle-income countries. Bulletin
of the World Health Organization. 2016;
94(11):794-805B. DOI: 10.2471/
BLT.15.162172

[27] Singh A. Gender based within-
household inequality in childhood
immunization in India: Changes over
time and across regions. PLoS One.
2012;7(4):e35045. DOI: 10.1371/journal.
pone.0035045

[28] Kc A, Nelin V, Raaijmakers H, et al.
Increased immunization coverage
addresses the equity gap in Nepal.
Bulletin of the World Health
Organization. 2017;95(4):261-269. DOI:
10.2471/BLT.16.178327



