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Abstract
Background: The COVID-19 vaccination is a key measure to contain the pandemic. It aims to restrict new infections and 
to reduce severe courses of the disease. This paper examines the influence of various social determinants on COVID-19 
vaccination status.
Methods: The analyses are based on data from the study German Health Update (GEDA 2021), a nationwide telephone-
based survey of the adult population in Germany, which was conducted between July and December 2021. In addition 
to bivariate analyses, the association between the COVID-19 vaccination status and the social determinants was examined 
using Poisson regression.
Results: A total of 86.7% of people aged 18 years and older who participated in GEDA 2021 have been received at least 
one dose of COVID-19 vaccine. Social differences are evident: The proportion of people vaccinated against COVID-19 
increases with age, income and higher education group. Lower vaccination rates are found among people with a history 
of migration, people living in rural areas and people from East Germany. An age-differentiated analysis shows that the 
social differences in COVID-19 vaccination uptake are lower among those aged 60 years and older. 
Conclusions: The presented results should be considered when designing targeted interventions to overcome potential 
barriers to COVID-19 vaccination uptake. Further research is needed regarding the explanatory factors for the social 
differences in vaccination behaviour, such as structural and group-specific barriers or psychological determinants.

  COVID-19 · VACCINATION · SOCIAL DETERMINANTS · HEALTH INEQUALITY · GEDA 2021 

1. Introduction

The SARS-CoV-2 virus (Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome 
Coronavirus 2) was first detected in December 2019 in 
Wuhan, China. In early 2020, SARS-CoV-2, which causes 
the disease COVID-19, spread rapidly around the world 
[1–3]. In addition to nonpharmaceutical interventions, such 
as general contact restrictions, keeping a minimum 

distance or wearing a mouth-nose covering [4, 5], vaccina-
tion against COVID-19 is an essential measure for contain-
ment of the pandemic. The vaccination aims to reduce 
severe courses of the disease and deaths and to prevent 
the transmission of SARS-CoV-2 throughout the popula-
tion [5, 6].

Following the COVID-19 vaccination campaign began 
in late December 2020 with BioNTechPfizer’s Comirnaty® 
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survey. According to the results of the eighth survey  
(data collection: 15.09.–18.10.2021), COVID-19 vaccination 
rates are lower among people seeking for work or working 
short-time jobs and those living in the southern federal 
states of Germany [14]. The ninth survey (data collection: 
04.11.–18.12.2021) focused on Germany as an ‘immigration 
society’ and the interviews previously conducted in Ger-
man were supplemented by five other languages. The 
results show that people without a history of migration 
have a higher vaccination rate, but willingness to get vac-
cinated of the unvaccinated is higher among those with a 
history of migration [15]. The COVID-19 Snapshot Moni-
toring (COSMO), which has been conducted as online  
survey weekly or monthly since March 2020, and the 
‘Begleit forschung zur Kommunikation der Corona-Schutz-
impfung in Deutschland (CoSiD)’ by the Federal Centre  
for Health Education (BZgA) also indicate differences in 
the COVID-19 vaccination uptake depending on sociode-
mographic and socioeconomic factors [16, 17].

This paper aims to examine the influence of different 
social determinants on the COVID-19 vaccination status 
based on the sixth wave of the German Health Update 
(GEDA 2021). GEDA 2021 allows a differentiated descrip-
tion of COVID-19 vaccination rates according to a variety 
of sociodemographic, socioeconomic and regional char-
acteristics after lifting the vaccination prioritization of par-
ticularly vulnerable groups. In addition to descriptive anal-
yses, this paper identifies – by means of multivariate 
analyses – relevant social determinants of the COVID-19 
vaccination status. In comparison to earlier studies, an 
age-differentiated presentation of the vaccination rates for 
the selected social determinants is also provided.

vaccine [7], five additional vaccines were successively 
approved in Germany by October 2022 [8, 9]. However, 
because the vaccines’ availability was initially limited, 
some groups were prioritized at the beginning of the vac-
cination campaign: In addition to people with an 
increased risk of severe courses of the disease, priority 
was primarily given to people with a high occupational 
risk of exposure to SARS-CoV-2 or who were in close con-
tact with people at risk [5, 6]. This prioritization recom-
mendation was lifted in June 2021 [10]. Since then, every-
one aged 18 years and older has had the opportunity to 
be vaccinated. 

However, various studies in Germany indicate social 
differences in willingness to be vaccinated and in COVID-19 
vaccination uptake. For example, the willingness to be vac-
cinated against COVID-19 is more pronounced among 
older people, people with higher level of education and 
higher socioeconomic status, and people without a migra-
tion background [11, 12]. Analyses from the COMPASS sur-
vey (Corona-Online-Meinungs-Panel-Survey-Spezial) of the 
German Institute for Economic Research (DIW) for the 
survey month of July 2021 also show that COVID-19 vacci-
nation rates are associated with sociodemographic and 
socioeconomic determinants: Vaccination rates increase 
significantly with rising age, educational level and house-
hold income [13]. 

The COVID-19 vaccination rate monitoring in Germany 
(COVIMO), which has been conducted regularly by the 
Robert Koch Institute (RKI) since early 2021, collects infor-
mation on the willingness to get vaccinated and vaccine 
acceptance of the German-speaking population aged 18 
years and older through a nationwide telephone-based  

GEDA 2021  
Sixth follow-up survey of the German Health 
Update

Data holder: Robert Koch Institute 

Objectives: Provision of reliable information on 
the health status, health behaviour and health 
care of the population living in Germany and 
their changes in the course of the SARS-CoV-2 
pandemic.

Study design: Cross-sectional telephone survey 

Population: German-speaking population aged 
16 years and older living in private households 
that can be reached via landline or mobile phone 

Sampling: Random sample of landline and 
mobile telephone numbers (dual-frame 
method) from the ADM sampling system 
(Arbeitskreis Deutscher Markt- und Sozial-
forschungsinstitute e.V.) 

Sample size: 5,030 respondents

Study period: July 2021 to December 2021

GEDA survey waves: 
 � GEDA 2009
 � GEDA 2010
 � GEDA 2012
 � GEDA 2014/2015-EHIS
 � GEDA 2019/2020-EHIS
 � GEDA 2021

Further information in German is available at 
www.geda-studie.de

https://www.geda-studie.de
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dence at the time of data collection was in Germany.  
This definition does not include collective households 
such as hospitals, nursing or residential homes, board-
ing houses, etc. [23]. The telephone sampling system of 
the ADM (Arbeitskreis Deutscher Markt- und Sozialfor-
schungsinstitute e.V.) was used for sampling procedure, 
which allows for (almost) complete coverage of the study 
population [24]. The data was collected by interviewers 
from an external market and social research institute 
(USUMA GmbH). Staff from the RKI monitored the entire 
survey process through continuous supervision and in 
the form of comprehensive field monitoring. The aim of 
the study was to interview at least 1,000 people per wave 
in a monthly wave design. Each wave can be analysed 
separately. 

A total of 5,030 people (2,608 women, 2,422 men) par-
ticipated in GEDA 2021 providing completed interviews. 
The combined Response Rate 3 (RR3) was calculated 
according to the standards of the American Association 
for Public Opinion Research (AAPOR) [25] and range 
between 17.6% (wave 1) and 22.5% (wave 4). The RR3 
reflects the proportion of realised interviews relative to all 
likely households in the study population.

2.2 Indicators

The COVID-19 vaccination status was captured in GEDA 
2021 by asking: ‘Have you already been vaccinated against 
the coronavirus disease COVID-19?’ (Response categories: 
‘Yes’, 'No'). Associations between the uptake of COVID-19 
vaccination (at least once) and social determinants were 
examined using the following indicators:

2. Methods
2.1 Study design and sample 

‘German Health Update (GEDA)’ is a nationwide cross- 
sectional survey of the resident population in Germany, 
which has been conducted regularly since 2008 by  
the Robert Koch Institute (RKI) on behalf of the Federal  
Ministry of Health and is part of the health monitoring 
at the RKI [18–20]. In addition to the health status, GEDA 
collects information on health behaviour, the living con-
ditions of the population and the utilisation of health 
care services.

The sixth follow-up survey (GEDA 2021) was conducted 
between July and December 2021 as a telephone interview 
using a programmed, fully structured questionnaire (i.e. 
Computer Assisted Telephone Interview, CATI). The fol-
low-up of the GEDA study as a continuous survey enabled 
the establishment of a flexible surveillance instrument at 
the RKI. In addition to so-called core modules, current pan-
demic-related topics such as vaccination behaviour, previ-
ous SARS-CoV-2 infections, domestic quarantine as well 
as special risk factors for SARS-CoV-2 infection could be 
flexibly integrated into the survey. The data allow analyses 
of changes in health status (including mental health), 
health behaviour and the utilisation of health care services 
over the course of the pandemic [21].

The survey is based on a random sample of landline 
and mobile telephone numbers (dual-frame method) [22]. 
According to the Framework Regulation for European Sta-
tistics agreed at EU level, the study population comprised 
the German-speaking population aged 16 years and older 
living in private households whose usual place of resi-
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Current region of residence
As an indicator of the current region of residence, the 
study participants’ information on the federal state in 
which they currently live was used. For the analyses, the 
respective federal states in East and West Germany were 
combined, with the exception of Berlin as a separate cat-
egory.

Urban versus rural
In order to examine whether living in an urban or rural area 
has an influence on the COVID-19 vaccination uptake,  
the four settlement-structural district types of the Federal 
Institute for Research on Building, Urban Affairs and Spatial 
Development (BBSR) [28] were assigned to the categories 
urban (large cities without districts, urban districts) and 
rural (rural districts with beginning densification, sparsely 
populated rural districts). The districts were self-reported 
by the respondents.

History of migration
In addition to socioeconomic and regional characteristics, 
the COVID-19 vaccination status is presented by the 
(non-)presence of a history of migration. This is opera-
tionalized on the basis of the country of birth of the 
respondent and his/her parents as ‘without history of 
migration’, ‘own history of migration’ (people who have 
immigrated themselves) and ‘parental history of migra-
tion’ (at least one parent was not born in Germany). The 
term ‘history of migration’ as used in this paper and rec-
ommendations for analysing migration-related determi-
nants in public health research are described in detail 
elsewhere [29].

Gender and age
Gender at birth was used to describe gender differences, 
i.e. the gender stated on the birth certificate (according to 
self-reports). The age of the respondents was categorised 
into the following groups: 18 to 39 years, 40 to 59 years and 
60 years or older. 

Education
To measure the educational status, study participants’ edu-
cational and vocational qualifications were categorised into 
low (ISCED 0–2), medium (ISCED 3–4) and high (ISCED 
5–8) education groups according to the 2011 version of the 
International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED 
2011) [26].

Income
Based on the self-reported monthly net income of the 
study participants’ households, the net equivalent income 
was calculated using the new equivalence scale of the 
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Develop-
ment (OECD), taking into account the composition of the 
household in terms of size and age structure [27], to con-
sider savings from sharing expenses in multi-person 
households. Missing income information was imputed 
using regression analysis procedures with information 
on age, gender, composition of the household, education, 
employment status, occupational position as well as 
regional information on unemployment and income tax. 
In the following, low- (quintile 1), medium- (quintiles 2–4) 
and high-income groups (quintile 5) were generated for 
the analyses.

Increasing age is associated 
with higher uptake of 
COVID-19 vaccination.
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3. Results 

Sample description
The analyses are based on data from 4,954 respondents aged 
18 years and older (2,576 women, 2,378 men) providing valid 
information on their COVID-19 vaccination status. Only par-
ticipants aged 18 years and older were included in the anal-
yses, as the recommendation for COVID-19 vaccination of 
those between 12 and 17 years of age was only given during 
the survey period in August 2021 [30].

Table 1 shows the distribution of the sample by the selected 
social determinants. Of the 4,954 participants included in the 
analyses, about half are women (50.9%). The median age 
among the study population is 52 years (range: 18–97 years). 
People who belong to the low (18.1%) and high (25.5%) edu-
cation groups are less likely to be represented in the sample 
than those of the medium education group (56.4%). The 
median of the monthly equivalized disposable income is 
around 2,028 Euro. The vast majority of the participants reside 
in West Germany (80.4%) and almost two thirds of the 
respondents live in urban areas (68.6%). Three out of four 
participants (73.0%) do not have a history of migration; peo-
ple with an own (12.1%) or parental (14.9%) history of migra-
tion are almost equally represented in the sample (Table 1).

Results of the bivariate analyses
Overall, 86.7% of participants aged 18 years and older 
report having been vaccinated against COVID-19 at least 
once (women 87.3%, men 86.2%). The proportion of  
those vaccinated against COVID-19 increases with age  
(Figure 1, Table 2): While 79.1% of the youngest age group 
(18 to 39 years) are vaccinated, the proportion is highest 

2.3 Statistical analyses

In the present article, the proportions of people who had 
received at least one COVID-19 vaccination are reported by 
selected social determinants and with 95% confidence inter-
vals (95% CI). A significant difference between groups 
(determined by chi-square tests) is assumed if the p-value 
is less than 0.05. In the following, only the results of the 
descriptive analyses that are statistically significant accord-
ing to respective chi-square test are reported here. To com-
plement the bivariate analyses, multivariate adjusted prev-
alence ratios (PR) with corresponding 95% CIs and p-values 
were calculated using Poisson regression to identify relevant 
associations between the uptake of COVID-19 vaccination 
and social determinants. All social determinants were includ-
ed in the regression analysis and adjusted for the survey 
month. The results of the Poisson regression are presented 
as a Forest plot. Statistically significant associations with 
the vaccination status are assumed if the respective 95% 
CIs of the social determinants do not include a value of 1.

The analyses were performed with a weighting factor to 
correct for deviations of the sample from the population 
structure. In addition to the design weighting for different 
selection probabilities (mobile and landline), the sample 
was adjusted to the official population figures of the Federal 
Statistical Office with regard to age, gender, federal state, 
district type (as of: 31.12.2020) and education (micro cen-
sus 2018). Missing values in the investigated variables were 
excluded from the bivariate and multivariate analyses.

All analyses were conducted with StataSE 17.0 (Stata 
Corp., College Station, TX, USA, 2015) using the survey 
procedures.

The proportion of people 
vaccinated against COVID-19 
increases with higher levels 
of education and income.
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(94.2%) among respondents aged 60 years and older, 
which were initially prioritized in the vaccination campaign. 
There are no evident differences by gender (Figure 1).

The results show a socioeconomic gradient in COVID-19 
vaccination status (Table 2). People in the lower education 
group are less likely to be vaccinated against COVID-19 
(82.5%) than those from the medium (86.0%) and high 
(91.5%) education groups. A similar socioeconomic pattern-
ing of COVID-19 vaccination is observed for income level: 
Whereas 78.1% of participants belonging to the low income 
group are vaccinated against COVID-19, the proportion is 
87.5% for the medium- and 93.0% for the high-income group. 

Moreover, there is a detectable East vs. West gradient 
in the COVID-19 vaccination status. The proportion of peo-
ple vaccinated against COVID-19 in West Germany (88.0%) 
is almost 10 percentage points higher compared to those 
from East Germany (79.8%). In Berlin, the vaccination rate 
of 87.1% is at a similar level as in West Germany. The East-
West difference in COVID-19 vaccination status is more 

Table 1
Sample description by selected  

social determinants (n=4,954)
Source: GEDA 2021

Number of 
cases (n)

Weighted 
sample (%)

Gender
Women 2,576 50.9
Men 2,378 49.1

Age group
18–39 years 901 31.6
40–59 years 1,662 32.6
≥60 years 2,391 35.8

Education group
Low 240 18.1
Medium 2,081 56.4
High 2,613 25.5
Missing 20 -

Income
Low 609 19.9
Medium 2,921 60.6
High 1,424 19.5

Current region of residence
West Germany 3,799 80.4
East Germany 827 15.1
Berlin 325 4.4
Missing 3 -

Urban versus rural
Urban 3,386 68.6
Rural 1,354 31.4
Missing 214 -

History of migration
Without 3,650 73.0
Parental 713 14.9
Own 524 12.1
Missing 67 -

Proportion (%)

50

60

70

80

90

100

Total Women Men

≥60 years18 to 39 years 40 to 59 years

Figure 1
Proportion of people vaccinated against  

COVID-19 (at least once) by age group  
and gender (n=4,954)

Source: GEDA 2021

People from  
East Germany are less likely 
to be vaccinated against  
COVID-19.
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history of migration. In particular, people who immigrated 
themselves (79.1%) have a lower COVID-19 vaccination 
rate than those without a history of migration (89.0%).

Differentiating by age, the social differences in COVID-19 
vaccination status are less pronounced among those aged 
60 years and older than among 18 to 59-year-olds (Figure 2). 
Regarding the educational level, it can be observed that 
COVID-19 vaccination rates in the younger age group (18 
to 59 years) increase with higher level of education. In com-
parison, the proportion of COVID-19 vaccinated people in 
the older age group (60 years and older) is at a similar level 
in the different education groups. Another example of lower 
social differences in COVID-19 vaccination status in the age 
group of 60 years and older is shown for the comparison 
of East versus West Germany: While there are nearly no dif-
ferences in the vaccination rate between respondents in 
East and West Germany in the older age group (West: 94.9%, 
East: 91.0%), the difference among 18 to 59-year-olds is 13 
percentage points (West: 84.4%, East: 71.4%).

Results of multivariate analysis
The multivariate Poisson regression analysis confirms that 
an age of 40 years and older is positively associated with the 
uptake of COVID-19 vaccination (Figure 3, Annex Table 2). 
In addition, a higher level of education and income are both 
independently, i.e. under reciprocal statistical control, asso-
ciated with increasing COVID-19 vaccination uptake. 

Considering regional differences, while keeping the 
investigated social determinants statistically constant, 
there is also an association with the COVID-19 vaccination 
status: Respondents from East Germany and people living 
in rural areas have a lower vaccination rate. Furthermore, 

pronounced among male participants (11.7 percentage 
points) than among women (4.8 percentage points) (Annex 
Table 1). Furthermore, people living in rural areas (83.5%) 
are less likely to be vaccinated against COVID-19 than those 
living in urban settings (88.6%). COVID-19 vaccination 
status also varies with regard to the (non-)presence of a 

Table 2
Proportion of people vaccinated against  

COVID-19 (at least once)  
by social determinants

Source: GEDA 2021

% (95% CI)
Gender

Women 87.3 (84.8–89.3)
Men 86.2 (83.6–88.4)

Age group*

18–39 years 79.1 (74.9–82.8)
40–59 years 85.8 (82.9–88.3)
≥60 years 94.2 (92.4–95.6)

Education group*

Low 82.5 (76.2–87.4)
Medium 86.0 (83.6–88.1)
High 91.5 (89.9–92.9)

Income*

Low 78.1 (72.5–82.8)
Medium 87.5 (85.4–89.4)
High 93.0 (90.7–94.8)

Current region of residence*

West Germany 88.0 (86.1–89.7)
East Germany 79.8 (74.7–84.1)
Berlin 87.1 (77.4–93.0)

Urban versus rural*

Urban 88.6 (86.6–90.4)
Rural 83.5 (79.9–86.6)

History of migration*

Without 89.0 (87.1–90.7)
Parental 83.3 (78.1–87.5)
Own 79.1 (72.7–84.3)

CI = confidence interval, 
* significant difference according to Chi-square test

Social differences in 
COVID-19 vaccination status 
are lower among those aged 
60 years and older than in  
18 to 59-year-olds.
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4. Discussion

This paper examines the influence of selected social deter-
minants on COVID-19 vaccination status in Germany. 
Based on analyses of the GEDA 2021 study, the results sug-
gest social differences in COVID-19 vaccination. In line 
with previous studies in Germany, the proportion of 

having a (own or parental) history of migration remains 
independently associated to a lower uptake of COVID-19 
vaccination according to multivariate control. However, the 
correlation between vaccination status and living in rural 
areas (p=0.034) or having a parental history of migration 
(p=0.039) is less pronounced compared to the other social 
determinants (Annex Table 2). 

Proportion (%)

50

60

70

80

90

100

Low Medium High Low Medium High

18 to 59 years ≥60 years

Education group

Proportion (%)

50

60

70

80

90

100

West East Berlin West East Berlin

18 to 59 years ≥60 years

Current region of residence

Proportion (%)

50

60

70

80

90

100

Urban Rural Urban Rural

18 to 59 years ≥60 years

Urban vs. rural

Proportion (%)

50

60

70

80

90

100

Without Parental Own Without Parental Own

18 to 59 years ≥60 years

History of migration

Figure 2
Proportion of people vaccinated against  

COVID-19 (at least once) by selected  
social determinants and age group

Source: GEDA 2021
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migration and people living in rural areas show a lower 
COVID-19 vaccination rate. While various surveys in Ger-
many indicate a higher willingness to be vaccinated [11, 40] 
and vaccination rates for men [13, 41, 42], the present paper 
– comparable to results of the CoSiD study [17] – finds no 
gender differences in the COVID-19 vaccination uptake.

Overall, it should be noted that the present paper 
describes differences by selected sociodemographic, soci-
oeconomic and regional characteristics. However, the 

COVID-19 vaccinated people increases with age, higher 
level of education and income [13, 16, 17]. Various interna-
tional studies also indicate a social gradient in the willing-
ness to be vaccinated and uptake of COVID-19 vaccination 
[31–39]. In addition, the determinants history of migration, 
region of residence (East versus West Germany) and living 
in urban versus rural areas are associated with the uptake 
of COVID-19 vaccination. Accordingly, people from East 
Germany, people with an own or parental history of 

Prevalence ratio

Gender: men (ref. women)

Age: 40 to 59 years (ref. 18 to 39 years)

Age: ≥60 years

Education group: medium (ref. low)

Education group: high

Income: medium (ref. low)

Income: high

Current region of residence: East Germany (ref. West Germany)

Current region of residence: Berlin

Urban vs. rural: rural (ref. urban)

History of migration: parental (ref. without)

History of migration: own

0.5 1.0 2.0

Figure 3
Determinants of COVID-19 vaccination  

(at least once), results of Poisson  
regression analysis (n=4,671)

Source: GEDA 2021
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which can partly explain both the association between age 
and vaccination rate shown here and the less pronounced 
social differences in the older age group as compared to 
the younger age group. In addition, people who are older 
and those with a higher level of education are more likely 
to have positive attitudes towards vaccination in general 
[46], which strengthen the willingness to get vaccinated 
against COVID-19 [47, 48]. Various studies in Germany also 
indicate that age and education status are associated with 
subjectively perceived levels of being informed about vac-
cination: People of more advanced age and those of higher 
level of education more often feel (very) well informed 
about the vaccination [17, 42]. Moreover, higher educational 
levels are positively associated with health literacy in gen-
eral [49, 50], i.e. the ability to find, evaluate and use 
health-related information as the basis for decision-making 
[51]. Analyses of the data of the third survey of the CoSiD 
study (data collection: 15.11.–08.12.2021) show that 
respondents of younger age, with lower educational level 
and a migration background report lesser health literacy 
regarding the COVID-19 vaccination [52]. However, inter-
national studies suggest that the willingness to be vacci-
nated is associated with health literacy [53]. According to 
the higher level of health literacy associated with higher 
education groups may have a positive influence on the 
COVID-19 vaccination behaviour.

Against the background of the generally higher vaccina-
tion rates in East Germany, e.g. with respect to vaccination 
against measles or influenza [46, 54–56], the lower COVID-19 
vaccination rate compared to West Germany is initially sur-
prising. People who grew up in the GDR are more likely to 
report positive attitudes towards vaccinations [46]. During 

results only allow limited conclusions to be drawn about 
the reasons for the different uptake of COVID-19 vaccina-
tion. For example, the presence of a history of migration 
per se is not the cause of a lower vaccination rate. Rather, 
it is necessary to consider the underlying mechanisms and 
explanatory factors that are linked to the respective social 
determinants and influence the access to and uptake of 
vaccination. For example, structural (e.g. difficult access 
to vaccination services) and group-specific barriers (e.g. 
poor German language skills) or the influence of psycho-
logical factors on vaccination behaviour should be taken 
into account. 

People with a history of migration face specific barriers 
to the uptake of COVID-19 vaccination. The COVID-19  
vaccination rate monitoring in Germany as an immigrant 
society (COVIMO focus survey) showed that German lan-
guage skills (German as mother tongue or self-assessment 
of German language skills) explain much of the differences 
in the COVID-19 vaccination rate between people with and 
without a history of migration. Moreover, experiences of 
discrimination in the health or care sector also contribute 
to explaining the vaccination rate differences [15]. Another 
result of the focus survey relates to the knowledge about 
COVID-19 vaccination: Uncertainties regarding the sur-
veyed knowledge items are significantly more common 
among people with a history of migration than among peo-
ple without a history of migration [15]. This may be due to 
the fact that health-related information and services pro-
vided by the health system are often not oriented towards 
the linguistic diversity in Germany [43].

Elderly people have a specific vaccination indication [44] 
because of their higher risk of severe COVID-19 [6, 45], 
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vaccinated is the fear of side effects [16]. International 
research suggests similar results for the impact of psycho-
logical factors on the COVID-19 vaccination behaviour: In 
addition to differences in risk perception, variations in  
vaccination are mainly explained by concerns about the 
safety and effectiveness of vaccination [47, 48, 60–63]. Fur-
thermore, international studies show that misinformation 
resulting from social media has a negative impact on con-
fidence in the safety of the vaccination and is the cause of 
the reduced willingness to get vaccinated against COVID-19 
[37, 53, 64, 65]. 

The influence of psychological factors on vaccination 
behaviour also differs by social determinants: Accordingly, 
the results of the representative survey of the BZgA (data 
collection: 26.07.–07.09.2021) show that older people (60 
years and older) have a greater sense of responsibility for 
the community and confidence in the safety of vaccination, 
and carefully weigh up benefits and risk of vaccination. The 
COSMO study also indicates that age and the psycholog-
ical factors confidence and cost-benefit calculation are asso-
ciated [41]. With regard to the (non-)presence of a history 
of migration, differences are evident in the influence of 
collective responsibility on vaccination behaviour. While 
there is no effect for people without a history of migration, 
people with a history of migration are more likely to be vac-
cinated the more they view vaccination as a community 
measure to prevent the spread of COVID-19 [15].

Strengths and limitations
A major strength of the study is the ability to differentiated 
analyses of COVID-19 vaccination uptake according to a 
large variety of social determinants. In addition to age, 

the COVID-19 pandemic, more critical attitudes towards 
the containment measures were found in East German 
regions, and these are associated, on the one hand, to 
political attitudes and, on the other hand, to the COVID-19 
vaccination rate [57]. Indications of a trend towards a more 
critical assessment of corona-related measures by parts of 
the East German population are also evident in the repre-
sentative survey ‘Einstellungen, Wissen und Verhalten von 
Erwachsenen und Eltern gegenüber Impfungen (Attitudes, 
knowledge and behaviour of adults and parents towards 
vaccinations)’ of the BZgA (data collection: 26.07.–
07.09.2021). In addition to showing a lower level of confi-
dence in the safety of COVID-19 vaccination, respondents 
from East Germany are less likely to agree with the state-
ment that vaccination can contribute to containing the 
spread of the virus [42].

Psychological factors further contribute to explaining 
(social) differences in COVID-19 vaccination uptake. The 
established ‘5C’ model based on five ‘psychological ante-
cedents of vaccination’: confidence (e.g. in the safety and 
effectiveness of the vaccine), complacency (perceived risk 
of the disease), constraints (structural and psychological 
barriers), calculation (risk-benefit analysis) and collective 
responsibility (willingness to protect others) [58, 59]. Con-
fidence in the safety and effectiveness of vaccination is the 
most stable predictor of vaccination behaviour across all 
COVIMO surveys. Results of the first wave of the COSMO 
Panel Study (December 2021) also show that non-vacci-
nated respondents not only have less confidence in the 
safety of the vaccination, but also lack confidence in insti-
tutions (Robert Koch Institute, science) or decision-makers 
such as the government. But the major barrier to getting 

There is a need to research 
the underlying mechanisms 
and explanatory factors  
of social differences in  
vaccination behaviour, such 
as specific access barriers or 
psychological determinants.
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reporting of vaccinating agencies, the COVID-19 vaccina-
tions reported in the DIM are to be regarded as minimum 
vaccination rates [66, 69]. Deviations between vaccination 
rates collected in surveys and vaccination rates calculated 
via the surveillance system are therefore to be expected, 
but the impact of social desirability on the response behav-
iour would be difficult to determine. Other possible expla-
nations for the discrepancy between the vaccination rates 
from the DIM and the COVIMO telephone-based survey 
of the German-speaking adult population regarding the 
willingness and acceptance of vaccination, which has a 
comparable study design as GEDA 2021, have already been 
discussed in the seventh COVIMO Report [66].

Another limitation is that the case numbers for differ-
entiated analyses by individual subgroups, for example 18 
to 59-year-olds who belonging to the low education group 
or 18 to 59-year-olds having an own history of migration, 
are rather small. Consequently, comparisons between these 
subgroups have limited interpretability. 

A further limitation of the study is that the survey was 
conducted only in German and therefore people without 
German language skills were excluded from the survey.  
As a result, this article describes the proportion of vacci-
nated people in the German-speaking population aged 18 
years and older. Against this background, the vaccination 
rate differences between people with and without a history 
of migration shown here may be underestimated. Further-
more, possible explanations for the differences in COVID-19 
vaccination status cannot be comprehensively investigated 
on the basis of the study.

Telephone-based surveys also show that people belong-
ing to lower education groups are less likely to participate 

gender, income and education, other relevant factors of 
vaccination behaviour were considered in the analyses for 
this paper, such as history of migration and selected region-
al characteristics (East versus West Germany, urban versus 
rural). Simultaneous integration of the influencing factors 
in the Poisson regression analysis allowed the reciprocal 
control of the effects on the COVID-19 vaccination status. 
Compared to vaccination rates based on reported data, 
surveys such as GEDA 2021 can be used to identify the 
vaccination potential in different population groups and, 
by including further information, to design targeted meas-
ures aiming to overcome possible vaccination barriers. 
Accordingly, surveys in which the vaccination rates of dif-
ferent population groups are collected are an important 
supplement to reported data. 

Nevertheless, several limitations should be noted. Sur-
veys aimed at directly capturing COVID-19 vaccination 
behaviour are assumed to have a biased sample. For exam-
ple, people with positive attitudes towards vaccination are 
more likely to participate in such surveys than people who 
are less willing to get vaccinated and are therefore under-
represented in the sample [16, 66]. Similar to other surveys 
that measure the COVID-19 vaccination status, the vacci-
nation rate must be assumed to be overestimated in GEDA 
2021 due to social desirability in the response behaviour. 
An experimental study shows that the COVID-19 vaccina-
tion rate is overestimated as a result of social desirability 
when the vaccination status is collected directly [67]. In 
contrast, the COVID-19 Digital Vaccination Coverage  
Monitoring (DIM), the surveillance system for COVID-19 
vaccinations [68], is assumed to underestimate the vacci-
nation rates by a few percentage points. Given the under-
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population that had been vaccinated against COVID-19 
and/or had been infected with SARS-CoV-2 at the turn of 
the year 2021/2022. The study consisted of self-collected 
dry blood samples to detect antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 
virus and a detailed self-administered questionnaire of the 
vaccination and infection status. Detailed analyses are cur-
rently being conducted, including vaccination and infection 
status differentiating by the (non-)presence of a history of 
migration as well as socioeconomic status (education, 
income) and explanatory factors for the vaccination rate 
differences in various population groups.

The limitation that GEDA 2021 was only conducted in 
German is addressed by the multilingual survey ‘German 
Health Update: Fokus’ (GEDA Fokus), which was con-
ducted from November 2021 to May 2022 among people 
with Croatian, Italian, Polish, Syrian and Turkish citizenship 
at the RKI [72]. The study aimed to collect comprehensive 
information on the health status, health behaviour, living 
conditions and the utilisation of health care services. Ques-
tions on SARS-CoV-2 infection and COVID-19 vaccination 
status were also a thematic focus of the survey. Results of 
the association between the COVID-19 vaccination uptake 
and sociodemographic, health- and migration-related fac-
tors were published in early 2023 [73].

Against the background of the socially unequal distri-
bution of SARS-CoV-2 infection risk and of the severe 
courses of COVID-19 [44, 74, 75], the social inequality in 
COVID-19 vaccination status indicated in the present arti-
cle highlights the need for health policies. To ensure equal 
access to vaccination offers for all people and to counter-
act the increased risk of infection and mortality of socially 
disadvantaged groups, low-threshold, lifeworld-related and 

in the study than those of higher education groups. This 
can increase the risk of biased results caused by the sys-
tematic non-participation of various population groups 
(non-response bias). Using appropriate weighting proce-
dures (see 2.3 Statistical analyses) this is countered (cali-
bration/adjustment weighting) [20]. 

Conclusion and outlook
Based on analyses of the GEDA 2021 study, it was shown 
that the COVID-19 vaccination status differs by the select-
ed social determinants. In order to design target group-spe-
cific interventions to overcome potential barriers to vacci-
nation, further research is needed considering possible 
mechanisms and explanatory factors for the different 
uptake of a COVID-19 vaccination in the various popula-
tion groups. Thus, it is not the educational status, the cur-
rent region of residence or a history of migration per se 
that is decisive for the COVID-19 vaccination status, but 
other factors influencing vaccination behaviour must be 
taken into account, such as group-specific and structural 
barriers or psychological determinants, such as confidence 
in the safety of the vaccination.

The seroepidemiological ‘Corona Monitoring Nation-
wide (RKI-SOEP-2)’ study, which was conducted from 
November 2021 to February 2022 as a cooperative project 
involving the RKI, the Socio-Economic Panel (SOEP) at  
the German Institute for Economic Research (DIW), the 
Institute for Employment Research (IAB) and the Research 
Centre of the Federal Office for Migration and Refugees 
(BAMF-FZ) allows various factors influencing COVID-19 
vaccination behaviour to be taken into account [70, 71].  
A main goal was to estimate the proportion of the German 
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Informed consent was obtained verbally.

Funding
GEDA 2021 was funded by the Robert Koch Institute and the 
German Federal Ministry of Health. 
Data analyses were supported in part by funds from the  
Federal Ministry of Education and Research (reference  
number: 01UJ1911CY) and the German Research Foundation  
(reference number HO 7021/1, project number 458531028).

Conflicts of interest
The authors declared no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Böhmer MM, Buchholz U, Corman VM et al. (2020) Investiga-

tion of a COVID-19 outbreak in Germany resulting from a single 
travel-associated primary case: a case series. Lancet Infect Dis 
20(8):920-928

2. Huang C, Wang Y, Li X et al. (2020) Clinical features of patients 
infected with 2019 novel coronavirus in Wuhan, China. Lancet 
395(10223):497-506

3. WHO (2022) WHO Coronavirus (COVID-19) Dashboard.  
https://covid19.who.int/ (As at 20.06.2022)

4. Grote U, Arvand M, Brinkwirth S et al. (2021) Measures to cope 
with the COVID-19 pandemic in Germany: nonpharmaceutical and 
pharmaceutical interventions. Bundesgesundheitsbl 64(4):435-445

5. Waize M, Scholz S, Wichmann O et al. (2021) Die Impfung 
gegen COVID-19 in Deutschland zeigt eine hohe Wirksamkeit 
gegen SARS-CoV-2-Infektionen, Krankheitslast und Sterbefälle 
(Analyse der Impfeffekte im Zeitraum Januar bis Juli 2021).  
Epid Bull (35):3-10

targeted infection protection and vaccination offers, which 
are adapted to the living conditions of the people and are 
accompanied by proactive offers (outreach), are required. 
This includes the involvement of (multilingual) mediators 
or key people from the communities to disseminate infor-
mation about the offers and to increase the acceptance of 
vaccinations [75]. The fact that community-oriented inter-
ventions have a positive impact on the vaccination cam-
paign has been demonstrated in Bremen [76], Bad Nau-
heim [77, 78] or Berlin [79]. 

Corresponding author
Susanne Bartig

Robert Koch Institute 
Department of Epidemiology and Health Monitoring

General-Pape-Str. 62–66 
12101 Berlin, Germany
E-mail: BartigS@rki.de

Please cite this publication as
Bartig S, Müters S, Hoebel J, Schmid-Küpke N K, Allen J et al. (2023)

Social differences in COVID-19 vaccination status – Results of the 
GEDA 2021 study.

J Health Monit 8(S2): 2–22.  
DOI 10.25646/11268

The German version of the article is available at: 
www.rki.de/jhealthmonit

Data protection and ethics
GEDA 2021 is subject to strict compliance with the data 
protection provisions set out in the EU General Data  
Protection Regulation (GDPR) and the Federal Data  
Protection Act (BDSG). The Ethics Committee of the 

https://covid19.who.int/
mailto:BartigS%40rki.de%0D?subject=
https://www.rki.de/jhealthmonit


Journal of Health Monitoring 2023 8(S2)

Social differences in COVID-19 vaccination status – Results of the GEDA 2021 studyJournal of Health Monitoring

16

FOCUS

17. BZgA (2021) Begleitforschung zur Kommunikation der Corona- 
Schutzimpfung in Deutschland (CoSiD). Ergebnisse einer Reprä-
sentativbefragung der Allgemeinbevölkerung im Juli 2021. 
BZgA-Forschungsbericht. Bundeszentrale für gesundheitliche 
Aufklärung, Köln

18. Kurth BM, Lange C, Kamtsiuris P et al. (2009) Gesundheitsmoni-
toring am Robert Koch-Institut. Sachstand und Perspektiven. 
Bundesgesundheitsbl 52(5):557-570

19. Lange C, Jentsch F, Allen J et al. (2015) Data Resource Profile: 
German Health Update (GEDA) – the health interview survey for 
adults in Germany. Int J Epidemiol 44(2):442-450

20. Allen J, Born S, Damerow S et al. (2021) German Health Update 
(GEDA 2019/2020-EHIS) – Background and methodology.  
J Health Monit 6(3):66-79.  
https://edoc.rki.de/handle/176904/8757 (As at 21.03.2023)

21. Damerow S, Rommel A, Beyer AK et al. (2022) Health situation 
in Germany during the COVID-19 pandemic. Developments over 
time for selected indicators of GEDA 2019/2020 – An update.  
J Health Monit 7(S3):2-19.  
https://edoc.rki.de/handle/176904/9908 (As at 21.03.2023)

22. von der Heyde C (2013) Das ADM-Stichprobensystem für Tele-
fonbefragungen.  
https://www.gessgroup.de/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/Bes-
chreibung-ADM-Telefonstichproben_DE-2013.pdf  
(As at 20.06.2022)

23. Regulation (EU) 2019/1700 of the European Parliament and of 
the Council of 10 October 2019. Official Journal of the European 
Union LI 261/1. 14.10.2019 

24. Gabler S, Sand M (2019) Gewichtung von (Dual-Frame-) Telefon-
stichproben. In: Häder S, Häder M, Schmich P (Hrsg) Telefon-
umfragen in Deutschland. VS Verlag für Sozialwissenschaften, 
Wiesbaden, S. 405–424

25. American Association for Public Opinion Research (AAPOR) 
(2016) Final Dispositions of Case Codes and Outcome Rates for 
Surveys, 9th edition. AAPOR, Deerfield

6. Vygen-Bonnet S, Koch J, Bogdan C et al. (2021) Beschluss der STIKO 
zur 1. Aktualisierung der COVID-19-Impfempfehlung und die 
dazugehörige wissenschaftliche Begründung. Epid Bull (2):64-132

7. Wieler LH, Rexroth U, Gottschalk R (2021) Emerging COVID-19 
success story: Germany’s push to maintain progress. Our-
WoldInDataorg.  
https://ourworldindata.org/covid-exemplar-germany?country= 
(As at 20.06.2022)

8. Sediri-Schön H, Lange J, Grabski E et al. (2022) Chargenprüfung 
als wesentliche Säule der Versorgung mit sicheren und wirksa-
men Impfstoffen. Bundesgesundheitsbl 65(12):1244-1250

9. Ständige Impfkommission (2022) Beschluss der STIKO zur 23. 
Aktualisierung der COVID-19-Impfempfehlung. Epid Bull (46):3-21

10. Vygen-Bonnet S, Koch J, Bogdan C et al. (2021) Beschluss der STIKO 
zur 7. Aktualisierung der COVID-19-Impfempfehlung und die 
dazugehörige wissenschaftliche Begründung. Epid Bull (25):3-13

11. Haug S, Schnell R, Weber K (2021) Impfbereitschaft mit einem 
COVID-19-Vakzin und Einflussfaktoren. Ergebnisse einer telefoni-
schen Bevölkerungsbefragung. Gesundheitswesen 83(10):789-796

12. Hettich N, Krakau L, Rückert K et al. (2021) Willingness to be  
Vaccinated Against SARS-CoV-2 in the German Population  
During the Second Wave of the Pandemic. Dtsch Arztebl Int 
118(42):720-721

13. Huebener M, Wagner GG (2021) Unterschiede in COVID-19- 
Impfquoten und in den Gründen einer Nichtimpfung nach 
Geschlecht, Alter, Bildung und Einkommen. Discussion Papers 
1968. DIW, Berlin

14. RKI (2021) COVID-19 Impfquoten-Monitoring in Deutschland 
(COVIMO). Report 8. Robert Koch-Institut, Berlin

15. RKI (2022) COVID-19 Impfquoten-Monitoring als Einwanderungs-
gesellschaft (COVIMO-Fokuserhebung). Report 9. Robert Koch- 
Institut, Berlin

16. Betsch C, Sprengholz P, Korn L et al. (2022) Ergebnisse aus  
dem COVID-19 Snapshot MOnitoring COSMO Panel: Deutsche 
Teilstudie DEZ 2021.  
https://projekte.uni-erfurt.de/cosmo2020/files/COSMO_PAN-
EL_W1.pdf (As at 20.06.2022)

https://edoc.rki.de/handle/176904/8757
https://edoc.rki.de/handle/176904/9908
https://www.gessgroup.de/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/Beschreibung-ADM-Telefonstichproben_DE-2013.pdf
https://www.gessgroup.de/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/Beschreibung-ADM-Telefonstichproben_DE-2013.pdf
https://ourworldindata.org/covid-exemplar-germany?country=
https://projekte.uni-erfurt.de/cosmo2020/files/COSMO_PANEL_W1.pdf
https://projekte.uni-erfurt.de/cosmo2020/files/COSMO_PANEL_W1.pdf


Journal of Health Monitoring 2023 8(S2)

Social differences in COVID-19 vaccination status – Results of the GEDA 2021 studyJournal of Health Monitoring

17

FOCUS

37. Ruiz JB, Bell RA (2021) Predictors of intention to vaccinate 
against COVID-19: Results of a nationwide survey. Vaccine 
39(7):1080-1086

38. Spetz M, Lundberg L, Nwaru C et al. (2022) The social patterning 
of COVID-19 vaccine uptake in older adults: A register-based 
cross-sectional study in Sweden. Lancet Reg Health Eur 15:100331

39. Viswanath K, Bekalu M, Dhawan D et al. (2021) Individual and 
social determinants of COVID-19 vaccine uptake. BMC public 
health 21(1):818

40. Reibling N, Spura A, Dietrich M et al. (2021) Attitudes to vaccina-
tion after the first wave of COVID-19 – findings of a representa-
tive population survey. Dtsch Arztebl Int 118(21):365-366

41. COSMO (2022) Impfungen. Gründe des (Nicht-)Impfens. Demo-
grafische Faktoren.  
https://projekte.uni-erfurt.de/cosmo2020/web/topic/imp-
fung/10-impfungen/#gr%C3%BCnde-des-nicht-impfens  
(As of 08.10.2022)

42. Seefeld L, Horstkötter N, Müller U et al. (2021) Einstellungen, 
Wissen und Verhalten von Erwachsenen und Eltern gegenüber 
Impfungen – Ergebnisse der Repräsentativbefragung 2021 zum 
Infektionsschutz. BZgA-Forschungsbericht. Bundeszentrale für 
gesundheitliche Aufklärung, Köln

43. Bartig S, Kalkum D, Le HM et al. (2021) Diskriminierungsrisiken 
und Diskriminierungsschutz im Gesundheitswesen – Wissens-
stand und Forschungsbedarf für die Antidiskriminierungsfor-
schung. Antidiskriminierungsstelle des Bundes, Berlin

44. Rommel A, von der Lippe E, Treskova-Schwarzbach M et al. 
(2021) Population with an increased risk of severe COVID-19 in 
Germany. Analyses from GEDA 2019/2020-EHIS. J Health Monit 
6(S2):2-15.  
https://edoc.rki.de/handle/176904/8126 (As at 21.03.2023)

45. Ständige Impfkommission (2022) Beschluss der STIKO zur 21. 
Aktualisierung der COVID-19-Impfempfehlung. Epid Bull 
(33):3-19

46. Horstkötter N, Desrosiers J, Müller U et al. (2021) Einstellungen, 
Wissen und Verhalten von Erwachsenen und Eltern gegenüber 
Impfungen – Ergebnisse der Repräsentativbefragung 2020 zum 
Infektionsschutz. BZgA-Forschungsbericht. Bundeszentrale für 
gesundheitliche Aufklärung, Köln

47. Hossain MB, Alam MZ, Islam MS et al. (2021) Health Belief 
Model, Theory of Planned Behavior, or Psychological Anteced-
ents: What Predicts COVID-19 Vaccine Hesitancy Better Among 
the Bangladeshi Adults? Public Health Front 9:711066

26. Eurostat (2017) Internationale Standardklassifikation für das  
Bildungswesen (ISCED).  
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?ti-
tle=Glossary:International_standard_classification_of_education_
(ISCED)/de (As at 20.06.2022)

27. OECD (2011) What are equivalence scales?  
http://www.oecd.org/eco/growth/OECD-Note-EquivalenceScales.
pdf (As at 28.11.2022)

28. BBSR (2022) Laufende Raumbeobachtung – Raumabgrenzungen. 
Siedlungsstrukturelle Kreistypen.  
https://www.bbsr.bund.de/BBSR/DE/forschung/raumbeobach-
tung/Raumabgrenzungen/deutschland/kreise/siedlungsstruktur-
elle-kreistypen/kreistypen.html (As at 01.08.2022)

29. Kajikhina K, Koschollek C, Sarma N et al. (2023) Recommenda-
tions for collecting and analysing migration-related determinants 
in public health research. J Health Monit 8(1):52-72. 
https://edoc.rki.de/handle/176904/10855 (As at 21.03.2023)

30. Vygen-Bonnet S, Koch J, Armann J et al. (2021) Beschluss der STIKO 
zur 9. Aktualisierung der COVID-19-Impfempfehlung und die 
dazugehörige wissenschaftliche Begründung. Epid Bull (33):3-46

31. Bayati M, Noroozi R, Ghanbari-Jahromi M et al. (2022) Inequality 
in the distribution of COVID-19 vaccine: a systematic review. 
International Journal for Equity in Health 21(1):122

32. Cavillot L, van Loenhout JAF, Devleesschauwer B et al. (2023) 
Sociodemographic and socioeconomic disparities in COVID-19 
vaccine uptake in Belgium – A nationwide record linkage study. 
medRxiv:2023.2001.2031.23285233

33. Dolby T, Finning K, Baker A et al. (2022) Monitoring sociodemo-
graphic inequality in COVID-19 vaccination uptake in England:  
a national linked data study. J Epidemiol Community Health 
76(7):646-652

34. Guay M, Maquiling A, Chen R et al. (2022) Measuring inequali-
ties in COVID-19 vaccination uptake and intent: results from the 
Canadian Community Health Survey 2021. BMC public health 
22(1):1708

35. Perry M, Akbari A, Cottrell S et al. (2021) Inequalities in coverage 
of COVID-19 vaccination: A population register based cross-sec-
tional study in Wales, UK. Vaccine 39(42):6256-6261

36. Robertson E, Reeve KS, Niedzwiedz CL et al. (2021) Predictors of 
COVID-19 vaccine hesitancy in the UK household longitudinal 
study. Brain Behav Immu 94:41-50

https://projekte.uni-erfurt.de/cosmo2020/web/topic/impfung/10-impfungen/#gr%C3%BCnde-des-nicht-impfens
https://projekte.uni-erfurt.de/cosmo2020/web/topic/impfung/10-impfungen/#gr%C3%BCnde-des-nicht-impfens
https://edoc.rki.de/handle/176904/8126
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Glossary:International_standard_classification_of_education_(ISCED)/de
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Glossary:International_standard_classification_of_education_(ISCED)/de
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Glossary:International_standard_classification_of_education_(ISCED)/de
http://www.oecd.org/eco/growth/OECD-Note-EquivalenceScales.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/eco/growth/OECD-Note-EquivalenceScales.pdf
https://www.bbsr.bund.de/BBSR/DE/forschung/raumbeobachtung/Raumabgrenzungen/deutschland/kreise/siedlungsstrukturelle-kreistypen/kreistypen.html
https://www.bbsr.bund.de/BBSR/DE/forschung/raumbeobachtung/Raumabgrenzungen/deutschland/kreise/siedlungsstrukturelle-kreistypen/kreistypen.html
https://www.bbsr.bund.de/BBSR/DE/forschung/raumbeobachtung/Raumabgrenzungen/deutschland/kreise/siedlungsstrukturelle-kreistypen/kreistypen.html
https://edoc.rki.de/handle/176904/10855


Journal of Health Monitoring 2023 8(S2)

Social differences in COVID-19 vaccination status – Results of the GEDA 2021 studyJournal of Health Monitoring

18

FOCUS

60. AlShurman BA, Khan AF, Mac C et al. (2021) What Demographic, 
Social, and Contextual Factors Influence the Intention to Use 
COVID-19 Vaccines: A Scoping Review. Int J Environ Res Public 
Health 18(17):9342

61. Lin C, Tu P, Beitsch LM (2020) Confidence and Receptivity for 
COVID-19 Vaccines: A Rapid Systematic Review. Vaccines 9(1):16

62. Paul E, Steptoe A, Fancourt D (2021) Attitudes towards vaccines 
and intention to vaccinate against COVID-19: Implications for 
public health communications. Lancet Reg Health Eur 1:100012

63. Wang Q, Yang L, Jin H et al. (2021) Vaccination against COVID-19: 
A systematic review and meta-analysis of acceptability and its 
predictors. Prev Med 150:106694

64. Roozenbeek J, Schneider CR, Dryhurst S et al. (2020) Susceptibil-
ity to misinformation about COVID-19 around the world. R Soc 
Open Sci 7(10):201199

65. Viswanath K, Lee EWJ, Pinnamaneni R (2020) We Need the Lens 
of Equity in COVID-19 Communication. Health Commun 
35(14):1743-1746

66. RKI (2021) COVID-19 Impfquoten-Monitoring in Deutschland 
(COVIMO). Report 7. Robert Koch-Institut, Berlin

67. Wolter F, Mayerl J, Andersen H et al. (2021) Überschätzung der 
Impfquote gegen COVID-19 in Bevölkerungsumfragen: Ergebnisse 
einer experimentellen Methodenstudie. Konstanz, Chemnitz, Mainz

68. Siedler A, Schönfeld V, Peine C et al. (2022) Evaluation der COVID-19- 
Impfung nach breiter Anwendung – ein Zwischenfazit für Deutsch-
land im Juli 2022. Bundesgesundheitsbl 65(12):1272-1280

69. RKI (2021) Erläuterungen zur Erfassung von COVID-19-Impfquoten. 
Pressemitteilung.  
https://www.rki.de/DE/Content/Service/Presse/Pressemitteilun-
gen/2021/07_2021.html (As at 22.07.2022)

70. Bartig S, Brücker H, Butschalowsky H et al. (2022) Corona Moni-
toring Nationwide (RKI-SOEP-2): Seroepidemiological Study on 
the Spread of SARS-CoV-2 Across Germany. Journal of Econom-
ics and Statistics

71. Robert Koch-Institut (RKI), Deutsches Institut für Wirtschafts-
forschung (DIW) (2022) Corona-Monitoring bundesweit – 
Welle 2. Überblick zu ersten Ergebnissen.  
https://www.rki.de/DE/Content/Gesundheitsmonitoring/Studi-
en/lid/Factsheet-CoMoBu-Welle-2.pdf?__blob=publicationFile 
(As at 30.11.2022)

48. Troiano G, Nardi A (2021) Vaccine hesitancy in the era of  
COVID-19. Public Health 194:245-251

49. Jansen T, Rademakers J, Waverijn G et al. (2018) The role of 
health literacy in explaining the association between educational 
attainment and the use of out-of-hours primary care services in 
chronically ill people: a survey study. BMC Health Servs Res 
18(1):394

50. Jordan S, Hoebel J (2015) Gesundheitskompetenz von Erwachse-
nen in Deutschland. Bundesgesundheitsbl 58(9):942-950

51. Jordan S, Töppich J (2015) Die Förderung von Gesundheitskom-
petenz (Health Literacy) – Eine gesamtgesellschaftliche Aufgabe. 
Bundesgesundheitsbl 58(9):921-922

52. Bosle C, Orth B, Reibling N et al. (2022) Gesundheitsinformations-
verhalten und Gesundheitskompetenzen zur COVID-19-Schutz-
impfung von Menschen in Deutschland – Befunde der CoSiD- 
Studie. Bundesgesundheitsbl 65(12):1289-1298

53. Montagni I, Ouazzani-Touhami K, Mebarki A et al. (2021) Accept-
ance of a COVID-19 vaccine is associated with ability to detect 
fake news and health literacy. J Public Health (Oxf) 43(4):695-702

54. Poethko-Müller C, Bödeker B (2017) The uptake of influenza  
vaccination for the 2013/2014 season in Germany. J Health Monit 
2(4):62-68.  
https://edoc.rki.de/handle/176904/2913 (As at 21.03.2023)

55. Poethko-Müller C, Schmitz R (2013) Impfstatus von Erwachsenen 
in Deutschland. Ergebnisse der Studie zur Gesundheit Erwachsener 
in Deutschland (DEGS1). Bundesgesundheitsbl 56(5/6):845-857

56. Rieck T, Steffen A, Feig M et al. (2022) Impfquoten bei Erwachse-
nen in Deutschland – Aktuelles aus der KV-Impfsurveillance. 
Epid Bull (49):3-23

57. Reuband K-H (2022) AfD-Affinitäten, Corona-bezogene Einstel-
lungen und Proteste gegen die Corona-Maßnahmen. Eine empi-
rische Analyse auf Bundesländerebene. Zeitschrift für Parteien-
wissenschaften (1):67-94

58. Betsch C, Schmid P, Heinemeier D et al. (2018) Beyond confi-
dence: Development of a measure assessing the 5C psychologi-
cal antecedents of vaccination. PloS one 13(12):e0208601

59. ECDC (2021) Förderung der Akzeptanz und der Inanspruchnahme 
der COVID-19-Impfung in der EU/im EWR. European Centre for 
Disease Prevention and Control, Stockholm

https://www.rki.de/DE/Content/Service/Presse/Pressemitteilungen/2021/07_2021.html
https://www.rki.de/DE/Content/Service/Presse/Pressemitteilungen/2021/07_2021.html
https://www.rki.de/DE/Content/Gesundheitsmonitoring/Studien/lid/Factsheet-CoMoBu-Welle-2.pdf?__blob=publicationFile
https://www.rki.de/DE/Content/Gesundheitsmonitoring/Studien/lid/Factsheet-CoMoBu-Welle-2.pdf?__blob=publicationFile
https://edoc.rki.de/handle/176904/2913


Journal of Health Monitoring 2023 8(S2)

Social differences in COVID-19 vaccination status – Results of the GEDA 2021 studyJournal of Health Monitoring

19

FOCUS

72. Koschollek C, Zeisler ML, Houben R et al. (2023) ‘German 
Health Update Fokus (GEDA Fokus)’: Study Protocol of a Multi-
lingual Mixed-mode Interview Survey among Residents with Cro-
atian, Italian, Polish, Syrian or Turkish Citizenship in Germany. 
JMIR Res Protoc (forthcoming)

73. Bug M, Blume M, Kajikhina K et al. (2023) COVID-19 vaccination 
status among people with selected citizenships: results of the 
Study GEDA Fokus. J Health Monit 8(1):34-51. 
https://edoc.rki.de/handle/176904/10852 (As at 21.03.2023)

74. Hoebel J, Grabka MM, Schröder C et al. (2022) Socioeconomic 
position and SARS-CoV-2 infections: seroepidemiological find-
ings from a German nationwide dynamic cohort. J Epidemiol 
Community Health 76(4):350-353

75. Hoebel J, Haller S, Bartig S et al. (2022) Soziale Ungleichheit  
und COVID-19 in Deutschland – Wo stehen wir in der vierten 
Pandemiewelle? Epid Bull (5):3-10

76. RedaktionsNetzwerk Deutschland (rnd) (2021) Bremen hat die 
höchste Impfquote – wie ist das gelungen?  
https://www.rnd.de/gesundheit/corona-bremen-hat-die-hoech-
ste-impfquote-wie-ist-das-gelungen-I2HMFKDC55AMLFEQOUI-
3OU7RQY.html (As at 30.11.2022)

77. Informationsdienst Wissenschaft (idw) (2021) Studie der Zeppelin 
Universität benennt Faktoren für eine erfolgreiche Impfkampagne.  
https://idw-online.de/de/news774565 (As at 30.11.2022)

78. Stadt Bad Nauheim (2021) Richtige Ansprache, um die Impfbereit-
schaft zu erhöhen. Stadt, Bad Nauheimer Kliniken und Zeppelin 
Universität Friedrichshafen führen Studie für eine erfolgreiche 
Impfkampagne durch.  
https://www.bad-nauheim.de/de/aktuelles-bad-nauheim/coro-
na/2021/2021-08-24-die-impfbereitschaft-zu-erhoehen-fordert-
die-richtige-ansprache (As at 30.11.2022)

79. Tagesspiegel (2021) Vor dem Arzt kommt der Sozialarbeiter.  
Berliner Impfkampagne für Brennpunkte startet in Neukölln.  
https://www.tagesspiegel.de/berlin/berliner-impfkam-
pagne-fur-brennpunkte-startet-in-neukolln-7877821.html  
(As at 30.11.2022)

https://edoc.rki.de/handle/176904/10852
https://www.rnd.de/gesundheit/corona-bremen-hat-die-hoechste-impfquote-wie-ist-das-gelungen-I2HMFKDC55AMLFEQOUI3OU7RQY.html
https://www.rnd.de/gesundheit/corona-bremen-hat-die-hoechste-impfquote-wie-ist-das-gelungen-I2HMFKDC55AMLFEQOUI3OU7RQY.html
https://www.rnd.de/gesundheit/corona-bremen-hat-die-hoechste-impfquote-wie-ist-das-gelungen-I2HMFKDC55AMLFEQOUI3OU7RQY.html
https://idw-online.de/de/news774565
https://www.bad-nauheim.de/de/aktuelles-bad-nauheim/corona/2021/2021-08-24-die-impfbereitschaft-zu-erhoehen-fordert-die-richtige-ansprache
https://www.bad-nauheim.de/de/aktuelles-bad-nauheim/corona/2021/2021-08-24-die-impfbereitschaft-zu-erhoehen-fordert-die-richtige-ansprache
https://www.bad-nauheim.de/de/aktuelles-bad-nauheim/corona/2021/2021-08-24-die-impfbereitschaft-zu-erhoehen-fordert-die-richtige-ansprache
https://www.tagesspiegel.de/berlin/berliner-impfkampagne-fur-brennpunkte-startet-in-neukolln-7877821.html
https://www.tagesspiegel.de/berlin/berliner-impfkampagne-fur-brennpunkte-startet-in-neukolln-7877821.html


Journal of Health Monitoring 2023 8(S2)

Social differences in COVID-19 vaccination status – Results of the GEDA 2021 studyJournal of Health Monitoring

20

FOCUS

Annex Table 1
Proportion of people vaccinated against  
COVID-19 (at least once) by gender and  

social determinants
Source: GEDA 2021

Women Men
% (95% CI) % (95% CI)

Education group 
Low 83.5 (75.1–89.4) 81.0 (70.2–88.6)
Medium 87.7 (84.6–90.2) 84.2 (80.4–87.4)
High 90.6 (87.8–92.8) 92.2 (90.1–93.9)

Income
Low 78.1 (70.1–84.4) 78.1 (69.8–84.5)
Medium 88.6 (85.8–90.9) 86.4 (83.0–89.2)
High 93.1 (89.0–95.7) 92.9 (90.0–95.0)

Current region of residence
West Germany 88.1 (85.4–90.3) 87.9 (85.0–90.3)
East Germany 83.3 (76.4–88.5) 76.2 (68.2–82.7)
Berlin 85.1 (66.8–94.2) 89.3 (80.7–94.3)

Urban versus rural
Urban 88.7 (85.8–91.1) 88.4 (85.4–90.9)
Rural 84.8 (79.8–88.7) 82.2 (76.6–86.7)

History of migration
Without 89.7 (87.0–91.9) 88.3 (85.4–90.7)
Parental 84.8 (77.9–89.8) 81.6 (73.1–87.9)
Own 78.9 (69.6–86.0) 79.3 (69.9–86.3)

CI = confidence interval
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Annex Table 2
Determinants of COVID-19 vaccination  

(at least once), results of the Poisson  
regression analysis (n=4,671)

Source: GEDA 2021

PR (95% CI) p-value
Gender

Women Ref.
Men 0.98 (0.94–1.02) 0,270

Age group
18–39 years Ref.
40–59 years 1.07 (1.01–1.13) 0,027
≥60 years 1.19 (1.13–1.25) <0,001

Education group
Low Ref.
Medium 1.05 (0.98–1.13) 0,198
High 1.10 (1.02–1.19) 0,009

Income
Low Ref.
Medium 1.06 (1.00–1.13) 0,050
High 1.11 (1.04–1.18) 0,001

Current region of residence
West Germany Ref.
East Germany 0.91 (0.85–0.97) 0,004
Berlin 0.98 (0.91–1.07) 0,661

Urban versus rural
Urban Ref.
Rural 0.95 (0.91–1.00) 0,034

Migration history
Without Ref.
Parental 0.94 (0.89–1.00) 0,039
Own 0.90 (0.84–0.97) 0,004

PR = Prevalence ratio, Ref. = Reference group, 
p-values from multivariate Poisson regression analyses with two-way control of 
the social determinants and adjusted for survey month  
bold  = statistically significant as compared to the reference group
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