
2/4/23, 9:15 AM Gmail - [IJPHS] Editor Decision

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=7d4d010f1a&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1755900078516390588&simpl=msg-f%3A1755900078516390… 1/3

Sulistyawati Suyanto <sulistyawatisuyanto@gmail.com>

[IJPHS] Editor Decision
1 message

Lina Handayani <ijphs@iaescore.com> Tue, Jan 24, 2023 at 5:40 PM
Reply-To: "Dr. Lina Handayani" <ijphs@iaescore.com>
To: "Dr. Sulistyawati Sulistyawati" <sulistyawatisuyanto@gmail.com>
Cc: Aulia Putri Nugraheni <aulia1800029240@webmail.uad.ac.id>

The following message is being delivered on behalf of International Journal
of Public Health Science (IJPHS).
________________________________________________________________________
Dear Prof/Dr/Mr/Mrs: Dr. Sulistyawati Sulistyawati,

We have reached a decision regarding your submission entitled "COVID-19
Vaccine Acceptance in Notoprajan, Ngampilan, Yogyakarta" to International
Journal of Public Health Science (IJPHS), a peer-reviewed and an OPEN ACCESS
journal that makes significant contributions to major areas of public health
science.

Our decision is to  revisions
The goal of your revised paper is to describe novel technical results.
A high quality paper MUST has:
(1) a clear statement of the problem the paper is addressing --> explain in
"Introduction" section
(2) the proposed solution(s)/method(s)/approach(es)/framework(s)/ ....
(3) results achieved. It describes clearly what has been done before on the
problem, and what is new.

In preparing your revised paper, you should pay attention to:
1. Please ensure that: all references have been cited in your text; Each
citation should be written in the order of appearance in the text; The
references must be presented in numbering and CITATION ORDER is SEQUENTIAL
[1], [2], [3], [4], ......
Please download & study our published papers for your references:
- http://ijphs.iaescore.com
- http://ijere.iaescore.com
- http://journal.uad.ac.id/index.php/edulearn
- http://iaescore.com/journals (other journals)
(Please use “Search” menu under "JOURNAL CONTENT" menu in right side of
the site)

2 An Introduction should contain the following three (3) parts:
- Background: Authors have to make clear what the context is. Ideally,
authors should give an idea of the state-of-the art of the field the report
is about.
- The Problem: If there was no problem, there would be no reason for writing
a manuscript, and definitely no reason for reading it. So, please tell
readers why they should proceed reading. Experience shows that for this part
a few lines are often sufficient.
- The Proposed Solution: Now and only now! - authors may outline the
contribution of the manuscript. Here authors have to make sure readers point
out what are the novel aspects of authors work. Authors should place the
paper in proper context by citing relevant papers. At least, 5 references
(recently journal articles) are used in this section.

3. Results and discussion section: The presentation of results should be
simple and straightforward in style. This section report the most important
findings, including results of statistical analyses as appropriate. You
should present the comparison between performance of your approach and other
researches. Results given in figures should not be repeated in tables. It is
very important to prove that your manuscript has a significant value and not
trivial.
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Please submit your revised paper within 6 weeks.

I look forward for hearing from you

Thank you

Best Regards,
Dr. Lina Handayani
Universitas Ahmad Dahlan
ijphs@iaescore.com
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I would like to thank the reviewers for their insightful feedback. All
comments from Reviewer 1 are highlighted in yellow, those from Reviewer 2
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Reviewer 1

Comment 1: There are some references that are not required.
Response: We thoroughly updated our references; 5 references were
eliminated, and two were replaced by more recent publications.

Comment 2: The presentation of Figures 2 and 3 should be improved.
Response: The necessary adjustments have been made.

Comment 3: Equation (2) seems to be incorrect.
Response: Equation (2) is correct. This can be proven as follows:...
In order to clarify equation 9 in the manuscript, the following remarks have
been added... etc.

All changes for reviewer 1 are highlighted in yellow in the main text.

Reviewer 2

Comment 1:
Response:

Comment 2:
Response:

Comment 3:
Response:

All changes for reviewer 2 are highlighted in red in the main text.

Etc.

Such a document clarifies everything and will aid the reviewers in
evaluating the work fast.
When providing your amended primary document files, you must also upload
your corrections statement. Before your manuscript, the declaration of
revisions should appear.
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Reviewer B:

Does the paper contain an original contribution to the field?:
        Yes

Is the paper technically sound?:
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Does the title of the paper accurately reflect the major focus contribution
of this paper?:
        Yes
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Please suggest change of the title as appropriate within 10 words:
        COVID-19 Vaccine Acceptance in Notoprajan,  Yogyakarta, Indonesia

Is the abstract a clear description of the
paper?                                                       

:
        No

Please suggest change of the abstract
:
        Because only one sociodemographic factor has a significant relationship
with vaccine acceptance, it is better if the other factors studied, even
though they are not significant, should also be mentioned in the abstract so
that in general terms all the variables studied can be described.

Is the paper well written (clear, concise, and well organized)?:
        Yes

Are the equations, figures and tables in this journal style, clear,
relevant, and are the captions adequate?:
        Yes

Please score the paper on a scale of 0 - 10 as per the directions below:

9-10 Excellent - Outstanding
7-8 Good
5-6 Average
3-4 Poor
0-2 Very Poor
:
        7

Comments to the Authors (how to improve this paper)::
        1. there are some numbers that start the sentence (need to be revised)
2. In this study, only sex was significantly related to vaccination
acceptance. It would be very interesting , if the author analyze the
sociodemographic relationship with vaccine coverage that may be divided into
2 (dose I/II and booster dose II/IV) because coverage III/IV vaccination
tends to be due to public awareness/vaccine acceptance and not an obligation
like in doses I and II at the start of the pandemic
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 Ref. from Journal article must be completed with vol., issue, pages, DOI
- Update references in recent 10 years
- Cite references in IEEE Style, not APA Style
- Write biographies of authors after ref. section
- Complete the ORCID ID for each author in Biographies section.
-Make sure that each paragraph at least contained three sentences.
- Each reference must be completed with DOI and can be traced online.
- Similarity should be no more than 20 percent.

- State the research funding and its contract number, if any in the
acknowledgment section
------------------------------------------------
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references; 1 was eliminated, and 4 were 
website, but it was the official website, and 
the information is needed to strengthen our 
data and statements that still need to be 
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        1. there are some numbers that start the sentence (need to be revised)
2. In this study, only sex was significantly related to vaccination
acceptance. It would be very interesting , if the author analyze the
sociodemographic relationship with vaccine coverage that may be divided into
2 (dose I/II and booster dose II/IV) because coverage III/IV vaccination
tends to be due to public awareness/vaccine acceptance and not an obligation
like in doses I and II at the start of the pandemic
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Does the paper contain an original contribution to the field?:
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Is the paper technically sound?:
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Dear Editor, below is our response to the reviewer C comment. 
 

Reviewer comment Author comment 
Reviewer C:  

Does the paper contain an original 
contribution to the field?: No  

To reviewer C, thank you for the comments and input 
that have been given. 
 
Response:  
At first, we made the title as short as possible so that it 
would be easy to attract readers' attention. However, 
because it is required that the title shows the 
contribution made, we added phrase “a lesson learned 
from the pandemic”, the meaning of this title is that 
acceptance of the Covid-19 vaccine needs to be studied 
to become a lesson in the COVID-19 pandemic 
 

Is the paper technically sound?: No  The results of our research use data from primary 
sources which are then discussed using reliable sources. 
Thus, we hope that this paper will be technically sound. 
If not, then please guide us so that our paper is better  

Does the title of the paper accurately reflect 
the major focus contribution of this paper?:  

No  

We have revised the title, to figure out our expected 
contribution 

Please suggest change of the title as 
appropriate within 10 words: Factors 
associated with vaccine acceptance.."  

We have revised accordingly 

Is the abstract a clear description of the 
paper?  

: 
Yes  

Thank you 

Please suggest change of the abstract :  

The results were very limited and there was 
no conclusions nor implication of the 
research.  

We made revision to the abstract by adding research 
gaps and implications at the end of the abstract. 

Is the paper well written (clear, concise, and 
well organized)?: Yes  

Thank you 

Are the equations, figures and tables in this 
journal style, clear, relevant, and are the 
captions adequate?:  

Yes  

Thank you 



Please score the paper on a scale of 0 - 10 as 
per the directions below:  

9-10 Excellent - Outstanding 7-8 Good 
5-6 Average 
3-4 Poor  

0-2 Very Poor :  

4  

We hope by this revision, we will get a better score 

Comments to the Authors (how to improve 
this paper):: Dear author,  

This paper has potential to be published. 
However, the coherence of the manuscript 
was unclear and could be seen from the title 
and abstract only.  

We have revised some parts of the paragraph by adding 
a new sentence to increase coherency.  
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COVID-19 Vaccine Acceptance in Notoprajan, Yogyakarta, 
Indonesia: a lesson learned from the pandemic 
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Article Info  ABSTRACT 
Article history: 

Received month dd, yyyy 
Revised month dd, yyyy 
Accepted month dd, yyyy 
 

 COVID-19 vaccination began in Indonesia in January 2021, with a minimum 
target coverage of 70% of the total population. The government has delivered 
four doses of COVID-19 vaccine to date, but doses three and four have yet to 
meet the target. However, public acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccination 
has varied due to the speed of the introduction and implementation of this 
vaccination. Meanwhile, basic information about the factor’s influencing 
acceptance is not yet widely known. The purpose of this study is to determine 
the relationship between sociodemographics and COVID-19 vaccine 
acceptance in Notoprajan, Yogyakarta, Indonesia. A cross-sectional study was 
used for this analytic survey. The population is 4,726 people, and the sample 
size is 355 people. People between the ages of 17 and 55 were eligible, as 
were those who had lived in Notoprajan, Ngampilan District, Yogyakarta for 
at least three months. The data was analyzed using descriptive and bivariate 
analysis with a 95% confidence level (α= 0.05) using the chi-square statistical 
test. Among the six observed variables, namely age, gender, education, 
occupation, religion and knowledge level; only sex has a significant 
relationship with COVID-19 vaccine acceptance. This research indicates that 
to increase COVID-19 vaccination, related parties need to directly target 
women. This is because from this study men received 1.47 times the COVID-
19 vaccination compared to women. 

Keywords: 

COVID-19 
Vaccine acceptance 
Sociodemography 
Risk factor 
 

This is an open access article under the CC BY-SA license. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
 

The COVID-19 pandemic started in Wuhan, Hobei China in 2019, and quickly spread to the rest of the 
world, where it was declared a pandemic [1],[2], [3]. This has a significant impact on all human life; not only 
is the number of cases increasing, but so is the high mortality rate and social stigma [4],[5],[6]. To overcome 
this, emergency measures that are not only physical but also intervene with the body's immune system are 
required. The first COVID-19 vaccine used was SinoVac that approved for emergency use in life-threatening 
situations to achieve herd immunity in June 2021[7]. Vaccination is a strategy to provide active immunity to 
individuals against a certain disease, in this case, COVID-19 [8].  

The COVID-19 vaccine was first introduced in Indonesia in January 2021. Since then, mass vaccinations 
have been carried out throughout Indonesia in several phases, according to the priority scale of target stages 
(Figure 1). This phase's sequence takes into account the need (urgency) and vaccine availability [9]. The 
ultimate goal of this mass vaccination is to achieve a minimum coverage of 70% of all targets in Indonesia for 
COVID-19 vaccination [10], [11]. 
 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/
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Figure 1. The COVID-19 vaccination priority target in Indonesia  

 
The Indonesian government uses several vaccine variants for COVID-19 vaccination, including the 

CoronaVac vaccine (Sinovac), Bio Farma's COVID-19 vaccine, AstraZeneca vaccine, Sinopharm vaccine, 
Moderna vaccine, Comirnaty vaccine (Pfizer and BioNTech), and Sputnik-V vaccine, Janssen COVID-19 
vaccine and Convidecia vaccine [12]. There are specific vaccines for specific groups, but there are also used 
for general population. Each vaccine also has potential Adverse Events Following Immunization (AEFI) 
depend on the body's response. Until recently (January 2023), four doses of the COVID-19 vaccine have been 
administered: one primary dose and three booster doses. National vaccination results for doses 1 and 2 have 
exceeded the target (more than 70%) with a target number of more than 234 million. However, vaccine dose 3 
did not achieve the coverage yet, and dose 4 is still at stage 1 or a health worker [13].  
 

 
 

Figure 2. COVID-19 vaccination coverage in Indonesia (Dose 1- 4) until January 14, 2023 
 

 Public acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccination has varied due to the speed of the introduction and 
implementation of this vaccination. Meanwhile, basic information about the factor’s influencing acceptance is 
not yet widely known. Individual intrinsic and extrinsic factors, such as environmental opinions and individual 
beliefs, influence acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine [14]–[16]. Previous research in Northern Peru has 
found a link between the COVID-19 vaccine acceptance and age, family income, level of knowledge, having 
another chronic disease, and a more trustworthy vaccine [17]. Meanwhile, vaccination has always been a 
challenge in Muslim-majority countries, such as the halalness of this vaccine [18]. This study looks at what 
factors influence vaccine acceptance in terms of sociodemographics and religious reasons by looking at the 
coverage of vaccination doses 3 and 4, which are still far from this target. This research was carried out in 
Notoprajan Village-Yogyakarta, which has an urban setting. 
 
2. METHOD 
2.1. Study design anda participants 

1 2 3 4
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 This research was analytic survey using a cross-sectional study conducted in Notoprajan Village, 
Ngampilan Sub-District, Yogyakarta that conducted on July 2022. The population for this study was 4,726. In 
total 355 respondents participated in this study that calculated using cross-sectional sampling procedure. We 
recruited people aged 17-55 years who have lived for at least 3 months in the Notoprajan Village, Ngampilan 
District, Yogyakarta City to participated on our survey who selected using accidental sampling.  

 
2.2. Data collection and instrument 

We used questionaire consisted of three sections: 1) information about characteristic respondent, 2) 
knowledge about COVID-19 vaccine, 3) COVID-19 vaccine acceptance to collect information from the 
participant. This questionnaire was pre tested before used with Cronbach’s Alpha 0,75 and 0,77 for knowledge 
and vaccine acceptance, respectively. Researcher visited the respondent door to door to seek respondent that 
fulfil the criteria until the number of samples were completed using electronic form.  

 
2.3. Data analysis 

 Data were generated and cleaned in a Microsoft Excel spreadsheet before proceeding with descriptive 
and chi-square analysis. For sociodemographic and knowledge distribution, descriptive analysis was performed 
first. Before proceeding with the relationship analysis, the data were classified as follows: for knowledge 
questions, a score of 1 was assigned if the respondent answered correctly, and a score of 0 was assigned if the 
respondent answered incorrectly. Then, for knowledge categorization, a score of ≥ 9 median was considered 
sufficient, and a score of < 9 median was considered insufficient. Vaccine acceptance was measured using 5 
likert scale that have range score 5 to 1 (Strongly agree to Strongly disagree) for favourable and the vice versa 
for unfavourable. Acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine is classified to be positive if the score is ≥ 36 median 
and negative if the score is < 36 median when receiving a scoring vaccine. The chi square test was used to 
examine the relationship between sociodemographic factors and COVID-19 vaccine acceptance using the 
crude odds ratio (COR) with a 95% confidence interval (95% CI). 
 
2.4. Ethical approval 

The study was approved by the Ethical Review Board of Ahmad Dahlan University, Yogyakarta, 
Indonesia (ethical approval code: 012111091). 

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 

3.1. Result 
3.1.1 Characteristics of Respondents 

Table 1 displays the characteristics of the 355 respondents who took part in this study. More than half 
of those polled were between the ages of 17 and 25. More than half of the respondent (63.3%) are female. The 
majority of our respondents are junior high and high school graduates, accounting for nearly 80% of all 
respondents. In terms of employment, nearly half of our respondents are high school or college students. The 
vast majority of our respondents are Muslims who have been immunized against COVID-19. More than half 
of our respondents have received vaccine doses 1 and 2, with the majority receiving the vaccine at the 
puskesmas. More than 60% of our respondents say their favorite source of information is social media. 
 

Table 1 . Respondent Characteristics (n=355) 

Characteristics Frequency Percentage (%) 
Age (years old)   

17-25  184 51.8 
26-35 24 6.8 
36-45  61 17.2 
46-55  86 24.2 

Gender   
Male 141 39.7 
Female 214 60.3 

Education   
No/never attended school 1 0.3 
Graduated from primary school 9 2.5 
Graduated from junior high school 143 40.3 
Graduated from senior high school 160 45.1 
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Graduated from university (diploma 
or higher) 

42 11.8 

Occupation   
Not employed 18 5.1 
Housewife 27 7.6 
Student 166 46.8 
Teacher 14 3.9 
Civil cervant/ government 
employees 

4 1.1 

Private employees 55 15.5 
Entrepreneur 51 14.4 
Daily worker 20 5.6 

Religion   
Moslem 349 98.3 
Christian 2 0.6 
Catholic 4 1.1 

COVID-19 Vaccination Status   
Yes, received 354 99.7 
Not received yet 1 0.3 

Dose Receive of COVID-19 Vaccine   
Dose 1 12 3.4 
Doses 1 and 2 224 63.1 
Doses 1, 2, and 3 118 33.2 
Not received yet 1 0.3 

COVID-19 Vaccination Locations   
Public health center 193 50.1 
Doctor/Midwife/Hospital 85 22.1 
Office/workplace 22 5.7 
Educational Institution 74 19.2 
Other locations 11 2.8 

COVID-19 Vaccine Information 
Platform Preference 

  

Social media (Whatsapp, Facebook, 
Instagram, Twitter) 

237 66.8 

Telecommunication (SMS, telephone) 6 1.7 
Online platforms (Zoom, Skye) 1 0.3 
Print and electronic media (TV, 
newspaper) 

52 14.6 

Face to face communication 58 16.3 
Not interested to seek information 1 0.3 

 
3.1.2. Sociodemographic, knowledge level and COVID-19 vaccine acceptance 

Table 2 shows the respondent's distribution frequency based on the category used. The majority of 
respondents (75.8%) were adults. The majority of them are female. More than half (56.9%) of respondents had 
a higher education. Only 40.6% said they were employed. The majority of them are Muslims. More than half 
(55.2%) of those polled believe they know enough about the COVID-19 vaccine. More than half of those polled 
said they would accept the COVID-19 vaccine. 
 

Table 2 . Distribution of sociodemographic, knowledge and COVID-19 vaccine acceptance (n=355) 

Variable Frequency Percentage (%) 
Age    

Adult (17-45) 269 75.8 
Older (>45) 86 24.2 

Gender   
Male 141 39.7 
Female 214 60.3 

Education   
Lower (No school, primary and 

junior high school) 
153 43.1 

Higher (senior high school or 
higher) 

202 56.9 

Occupation   
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Not working 211 59.4 
Working 144 40.6 

Religion   
Moslem 349 98.3 
Non-Moslem 6 1.7 

Knowledge about COVID-19   
Not sufficient 159 44.8 
Sufficient 196 55.2 

Acceptance of COVID-19 
Vaccine 

  

Negative 162 45.6 
Positive 193 54.4 

Total 355 100 
 

Table 3 shows the participants' knowledge of the COVID-19 vaccine delivery. More than 90% of 
respondents reported correctly about the substance and functions of the COVID-19 vaccine. Most of the 
respondent (70%) answered false when asked if vaccination could prevent 100% of COVID-19 infections. The 
majority (69.9%) of respondents said true that vaccines are typically administered via injections and drops in 
the mouth. More than 90% of respondents reported tru that they received the COVID-19 vaccination and 
followed health protocols. More than 90% of respondents said true that someone infected with COVID-19 
could be vaccinated three months after infection and that vaccines function to form herd immunity. A large 
number of respondent (93%) reported true that people who could be vaccinated had blood pressures of 180/110 
mmHg. The majority of respondents agreed that administering two doses of the COVID-19 vaccine would be 
optimal. As many as 40% of respondents answered true that if the time span between receiving two vaccine 
doses exceeds six months, they are classified as dropouts and must start over. The benefit of the COVID-19 
vaccine, according to 98% of respondents, is to provide protection and reduce the impact of infection. 

 
Table 3 . Respondents' Responses to the COVID-19 Vaccine Knowledge Statements 

COVID-19 Vaccine Knowledge  
Respondents Answer 

True False 
n % n % 

Vaccines contain pieces of viral DNA that 
function to respond to viruses if they attack 
so that the body can develop antibodies 

346 97.5 9 2.5 

Vaccine delivery is 100% efficient to 
prevent contracting COVID-19 104 29.3 251 70.7 

The course of vaccines delivery in general 
can be through injections or mouth drops 248 69.9 107 30.1 

By implementing vaccination, it can stop 
the transmission of the COVID-19 virus 
while still complying with health protocols 

344 96.9 11 3.1 

The time for getting the COVID-19 
vaccine to those who have been exposed 
with the virus is given 3 months since 
infection 

324 91.3 31 8.7 

Vaccination can generate herd immunity in 
the society 334 94.1 21 5.9 

The requirement for receiving the COVID-
19 vaccine is that blood pressure must be 
below 180/110 mmHg 

330 93.0 25 7.0 

COVID-19 vaccine will be optimal when 
someone get at least twice  316 89.0 39 11.0 

If the 2nd dose of vaccination is later than 6 
months after the 1st dose, the vaccine starts 
the 1st dose (drop out). 

158 44.5 197 55.5 

The COVID-19 vaccine is useful for 
providing protection and reducing the 
impact if you contract COVID-19 

348 98.0 7 2.0 

 
Table 4 demonstrates the responses provided by respondents to their perceptions of the COVID-19 

vaccine's acceptance. The majority of respondents agreed that they received the COVID-19 vaccination to 
protect themselves. Almost half of those polled disagreed with the statement that they were forced to get a 
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COVID-19 vaccination. The vast majority of respondents said they did not refuse vaccines for religious 
reasons. The COVID-19 vaccine is safe, effective, and halal, according to 60.3% of respondents. When asked 
if they were afraid of follow-up events after immunization, 30.7% said they were, while 34.6% said they were 
not. Less than half of respondent (44.2%) polled disagreed with the statement that they wanted to be vaccinated 
due to work requirements. Because they knew the benefits, 58.9% of respondents said they wanted to be 
vaccinated. The statement that they did not believe in the COVID-19 vaccine was rejected by 56.9% of 
respondents. 
 

Table 4 . Respondent Response to Question Related to COVID-19 Vaccine Acceptance 

Acceptance to 
COVID-19 Vaccines 

Respondents Answer 
 

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree 
nor disagree Disagree Strongly disagree 

n % n % n % n % n % 
I am willing to be 
vaccinated for self-
protection 

161 45.4 169 47.6 15 4.2 9 2.5 1 0.3 

I had to get vaccinated 14 3.9 29 8.2 32 9.0 175 49.3 105 29.6 
I refuse vaccines 
because of religious 
beliefs 

2 0.6 9 2.5 15 4.2 185 52.1 144 40.6 

I believe in the safety 
and effectiveness of 
vaccinations 

94 26.5 214 60.3 42 11.8 5 1.4 0 0 

I believe in the 
halalness of the 
COVID-19 vaccine 

78 22.0 216 60.8 51 14.4 9 2.5 1 0.3 

I am afraid of the side 
effects of the vaccine 
(fever, pain) 

22 6.2 109 30.7 82 23.1 123 34.6 19 5.4 

I need vaccines 
because of work 
requirements 

21 5.9 108 30.4 39 11.0 157 44.2 30 8.5 

I need vaccines 
because I know the 
benefits of vaccines 

109 30.7 209 58.9 27 7.6 8 2.3 2 0.6 

I don't believe in the 
COVID-19 vaccine 4 1.1 10 2.8 22 6.2 202 56.9 117 33.0 

 
3.1.3 Bivariate Analysis  

Table 5 shows among the independent variables, only sex that have significant association with 
COVID-19 vaccine acceptance. Being male have a 1.471 times chance of having a positive acceptance of the 
COVID-19 vaccine compared to women (PR= 1.471; CI=1.222 - 1.771; p-value = <0.001). 
 

Table 5 . Chi Square Test among six variables to COVID-19 vaccine acceptance 

Variable 
COVID-19 vaccine acceptance Total P-

values PR (95%) Positive Negative 
n % n %    

Age        
Adult 142 52.8 127 47.2 269 0.352 0.890 (0.723-1.096) 
Older 51 59.3 35 40.7 86   
Gender        
Male 95 67.4 46 32.6 141 0.001 1.471 (1.222-1.771) 
Female 98 45.8 116 54.2 214   
Education        
Lower 114 56.4 88 43.6 202 0.428 1.093 (0.899 -1.329)  
Higher 79 51.6 74 48.4 153 
Occupation        
Working 86 59.7 58 40.3 144 0.118 1.178 (0.975 -1.423) 
Not working 107 50.7 104 49.3 211 
Religion        
Moslem 189 54.2 160 45.8 349 0.692 0.812 (0.458-1.442) 
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Non-Moslem 4 66.7 2 33.3 6   
Knowledge level        
Sufficient 105 53.6 91 46.4 196 0.821 0.968 (0.800 -1.172)  
Not sufficient 88 55.3 71 44.7 159 

 
 
3.2. Discussion 

 
The rapid spread of COVID-19 in Indonesia and around the world is concerning, prompting health 

officials to seek solutions to prevent high vitality. As a result, WHO launched the COVID-19 vaccination 
program in early 2021, which was quickly adopted by all countries around the world. On January 13, 2021, the 
COVID-19 vaccination was introduced for the first time in Indonesia, and it was then mass-implemented 
throughout the country, changing priority targets. People's acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine varies; some 
refuse emphatically, some accept by force, and some accept voluntarily out of necessity. The Indonesian 
government has set a vaccination target of 70% of the total target for COVID-19. Meanwhile, the current results 
for vaccine dose 1 are greater than 85% and greater than 70% for dose 2. However, for dose 3, it is still less 
than 30% [19]. The cause of the inadequate coverage in dose 3 vaccination should be investigated. On the other 
hand, the basic information about the factor’s influencing acceptance is not yet widely known. Accordingly, the purpose 
of this study was to see if there was a link between sociodemographics and knowledge of receiving the COVID-
19 vaccine. 

We discovered that sex is a factor that influences acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine through a survey. 
Men are more likely than women to receive the COVID-19 vaccination. This study's findings are consistent 
with previous research, which found that men are more likely than women to get vaccinated with COVID-19 
vaccine. In other words, women tend to postpone or refuse the COVID-19 vaccine [20]–[22]. One of the 
reasons women refuse or postpone getting the COVID-19 vaccination is that the COVID-19 vaccine is too new 
and from introduction to the implementation has a short period [21]. Woman considers as uncertainty about 
the COVID-19 vaccine's safety and effectiveness, such as post-vaccination follow-up events, perceptions of 
the vaccine's benefits, including confidence in obtaining immunity, and responses from the environment and 
families about the COVID-19 vaccine [23]. 

In this study, we also observed the religious perceptions of acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine. Given 
that Indonesia has a Muslim majority, the issue of halal and its relationship to this belief arose during the 
introduction of the COVID-19 vaccine. According to the findings, more than 90% of our respondents are 
Muslims, and more than 60% believe the COVID-19 vaccine is halal. There were many issues circulating about 
this issue in Indonesia at the start of the introduction, so several groups refused to receive the COVID-19 
vaccine. To address this, the Indonesian government issued a legal fatwa regarding the Halalness of the 
COVID-19 vaccine through the Indonesian Religious Leader in order to increase public confidence in the 
COVID-19 vaccine and encourage the vaccination program that is currently in place [24],[25]. On the other 
hand, religion has nothing to do with vaccines acceptance because at the beginning of this pandemic, the 
government imposed mandatory vaccinations so that everyone without exception must want to be vaccinated 
against COVID-19. 

Another fascinating finding from this study is the respondents' reactions to their fear of the COVID-19 
vaccination in relation to Adverse Events Following Immunisation (AEFI). The percentages of those who 
agreed and disagreed that they were afraid of AEFIs were nearly equal, and no clear majority was found. The 
public is still unsure about receiving the COVID-19 vaccine due to the presence of AEFI. During the 
introduction of the COVID-19 vaccination, there was a lot of misinformation about AEFI. People are hesitant 
to receive the COVID-19 vaccination due to misinformation such as COVID-19 vaccine having a microchip, 
being dangerous, being the cause of death, and so on [26],[27]. The study's findings revealed that the AEFI 
incidence of the COVID-19 vaccine at doses 1 and 2 was comparable to the trial results and in the community  
[28]. Other studies, on the other hand, found that because they had AEFI at dose 1, people were hesitant to 
receive dose 2 [9],[29][17], [30].  

This study may be limited by self-reported data bias, as the data collected is based on respondent 
information that is difficult to verify. The researcher attempted to control this response by reviewing each 
response collected after the data collection was completed. In addition to collecting valid data, we used a pre-
tested questionnaire that was evaluated for consistency. Despite its limitations, this research contributes to the 
development of lessons and, of course, policies to increase vaccine coverage for the next dose. 
 
4. CONCLUSION 
COVID-19 is a disease that is highly contagious and widespread. Getting a COVID-19 vaccination is one way 
for preventing the severity of COVID-19. However, not all vaccine doses have reached the required coverage 
level. According to this study gender is a factor that influences a person's vaccine acceptance. As a result, it is 
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suggested that relevant health authorities develop a risk communication and gender-based approach  especially 
targeting women. The results of this study indicate that with the program currently running, men have better 
acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine than women (1.47 times higher). Thus, the acceptance that needs to be 
increased is for women. 
 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS  

Author thanks to all respondents involved in this study.  
 

 
REFERENCES 
[1] R. Djalante et al., “Review and analysis of current responses to COVID-19 in Indonesia: Period of 

January to March 2020,” Prog. Disaster Sci., vol. 6, p. 100091, 2020, doi: 
10.1016/j.pdisas.2020.100091. 

[2] A. Kumar et al., “Wuhan to World: The COVID-19 Pandemic,” Front. Cell. Infect. Microbiol., vol. 
11, p. 242, Mar. 2021, doi: 10.3389/FCIMB.2021.596201/BIBTEX. 

[3] B. Mohan and N. Vinod, “COVID-19: An Insight into SARS-CoV-2 Pandemic Originated at Wuhan 
City in Hubei Province of China,” J. Infect. Dis. Epidemiol., vol. 6, no. 4, Jul. 2020, doi: 
10.23937/2474-3658/1510146. 

[4] S. Sulistyawati, R. Rokhmayanti, B. Aji, S. P. M. Wijayanti, T. W. Sukesi, and S. A. Mulasari, 
“‘They looked at me like I am a virus’: how survivors cope with COVID-19 stigma during the early 
stage of pandemic,” Int. J. Public Heal. Sci., vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 277–285, 2023, doi: 
10.11591/ijphs.v12i1.21954. 

[5] A. Haleem, M. Javaid, and R. Vaishya, “Effects of COVID-19 pandemic in daily life,” Curr. Med. 
Res. Pract., vol. 10, no. 2, p. 78, Mar. 2020, doi: 10.1016/J.CMRP.2020.03.011. 

[6] M. Soga, M. J. Evans, D. T. C. Cox, and K. J. Gaston, “Impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic on 
human–nature interactions: Pathways, evidence and implications,” People Nat., vol. 3, no. 3, pp. 
518–527, Jun. 2021, doi: 10.1002/PAN3.10201/SUPPINFO. 

[7] WHO, “WHO validates Sinovac COVID-19 vaccine for emergency use and issues interim policy 
recommendations,” WHO, 2021. https://www.who.int/news/item/01-06-2021-who-validates-sinovac-
covid-19-vaccine-for-emergency-use-and-issues-interim-policy-recommendations (accessed Jan. 14, 
2023). 

[8] H. E. Randolph and L. B. Barreiro, “Herd Immunity: Understanding COVID-19,” Immunity, vol. 52, 
no. 5, p. 737, May 2020, doi: 10.1016/J.IMMUNI.2020.04.012. 

[9] “Ini 4 Tahap & Timeline Prioritas Penerima Vaksin Covid-19 RI.” 
https://www.cnbcindonesia.com/news/20210104120914-4-213281/ini-4-tahap-timeline-prioritas-
penerima-vaksin-covid-19-ri (accessed Jan. 14, 2023). 

[10] “Kementerian Komunikasi dan Informatika.” https://www.kominfo.go.id/content/detail/35518/siaran-
pers-no-238hmkominfo072021-tentang-target-vaksinasi-70-penduduk-menkominfo-butuh-
kolaborasi-lebih-masif/0/siaran_pers (accessed Jan. 14, 2023). 

[11] “Pemerintah Tergetkan 70% Cakupan Vaksinasi COVID-19 – Sehat Negeriku.” 
https://sehatnegeriku.kemkes.go.id/baca/rilis-media/20210128/2636884/pemerintah-tergetkan-70-
cakupan-vaksinasi-covid-19/ (accessed Jan. 14, 2023). 

[12] BPOM Indonesia, “Badan Pengawas Obat dan Makanan - Republik Indonesia,” Web, 2021. 
https://www.pom.go.id/new/view/more/pers/622/SIARAN-PERS-Tambah-Pilihan-Jenis-Vaksin-
COVID-19-di-Indonesia--Badan-POM-Terbitkan-EUA-untuk-Janssen-COVID-19-Vaccine-dan-
Vaksin-Convidecia.html (accessed Jan. 14, 2023). 

[13] MoH of Indonesia, “Vaksin Dashboard,” Web, 2023. https://vaksin.kemkes.go.id/#/vaccines 
(accessed Jan. 14, 2023). 

[14] T. Akther and T. Nur, “A model of factors influencing COVID-19 vaccine acceptance: A synthesis of 
the theory of reasoned action, conspiracy theory belief, awareness, perceived usefulness, and 
perceived ease of use,” PLoS One, vol. 17, no. 1 January, pp. 1–20, 2022, doi: 
10.1371/journal.pone.0261869. 

[15] S. Valckx et al., “Individual factors influencing COVID-19 vaccine acceptance in between and 
during pandemic waves (July–December 2020),” Vaccine, vol. 40, pp. 151–161, 2022, doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2021.10.073. 

[16] P. Tu, M. Kotarba, B. Bier, R. Clark, and C. Lin, “Internal and External Motivations and Risk 
Perception toward COVID-19 Vaccination in Adolescents in the U.S.,” Vaccines, vol. 10, no. 5, May 
2022, doi: 10.3390/VACCINES10050697. 

[17] I. L. Yupari-Azabache, J. L. Díaz-Ortega, L. B. Bardales-Aguirre, S. Barros-Sevillano, and S. E. 



Int J Public Health Sci  ISSN: 2252-8806 r 
 

Paper’s should be the fewest possible that accurately describe … (First Author) 

9 

Paredes-Díaz, “Factors Associated with the Acceptance of COVID-19 Vaccines in Citizens of 
Northern Peru: Cross-Sectional Study,” Risk Manag. Healthc. Policy, vol. 15, no. August, pp. 1705–
1715, 2022, doi: 10.2147/RMHP.S374385. 

[18] Y. Mardian, K. Shaw-Shaliba, M. Karyana, and C.-Y. Lau, “Sharia (Islamic Law) Perspectives of 
COVID-19 Vaccines,” Front. Trop. Dis., vol. 2, no. December, pp. 1–8, 2021, doi: 
10.3389/fitd.2021.788188. 

[19] Ministry of Health of Indonesia, “Vaksin Dashboard,” Web Page, 2022. 
https://vaksin.kemkes.go.id/#/vaccines (accessed Jan. 10, 2023). 

[20] T. Ishimaru et al., “Gender differences in the determinants of willingness to get the COVID-19 
vaccine among the working-age population in Japan,” Hum. Vaccines Immunother., vol. 17, no. 11, 
pp. 3975–3981, 2021, doi: 10.1080/21645515.2021.1947098. 

[21] “Gender differences in Covid-19 vaccine hesitancy | The Clayman Institute for Gender Research.” 
https://gender.stanford.edu/news/gender-differences-covid-19-vaccine-hesitancy (accessed Jan. 10, 
2023). 

[22] S. Zintel, C. Flock, A. L. Arbogast, A. Forster, C. Von Wagner, and M. Sieverding, “Gender 
differences in the intention to get vaccinated against COVID-19: a systematic review and meta-
analysis,” J. Public Health (Bangkok)., vol. Jan 7, pp. 1–25, 2022, doi: 10.1007/s10389-021-01677-
w. 

[23] A. A. Cerda and L. Y. García, “Hesitation and Refusal Factors in Individuals’ Decision-Making 
Processes Regarding a Coronavirus Disease 2019 Vaccination,” Front. Public Heal., vol. 9, p. 229, 
Apr. 2021, doi: 10.3389/FPUBH.2021.626852/BIBTEX. 

[24] N. Khoiri and A. Nasution, “MUI Legal Fatwa on Vaccine Halalness in COVID-19 Vaccination 
Socialization in Medan City, Indonesia,” Al-Manahij J. Kaji. Huk. Islam, vol. 16, no. 1, pp. 15–28, 
2022, doi: 10.24090/mnh.v16i1.5146. 

[25] S. U. Firdaus, “The urgency of legal regulations existence in case of COVID-19 vaccination refusal 
in Indonesia,” J. Forensic Leg. Med., vol. 91, p. 102401, Oct. 2022, doi: 
10.1016/J.JFLM.2022.102401. 

[26] S. K. Lee, J. Sun, S. Jang, and S. Connely, “Misinformation of COVID-19 vaccines and vaccine 
hesitancy,” Nature, vol. 12, no. 13681, 2022, doi: https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-17430-6 2. 

[27] I. Skafle, A. Nordahl-Hansen, D. S. Quintana, R. Wynn, and E. Gabarron, “Misinformation About 
COVID-19 Vaccines on Social Media: Rapid Review,” J. Med. Internet Res., vol. 24, no. 8, Aug. 
2022, doi: 10.2196/37367. 

[28] F. Puspitarani, M. N. Sitaresmi, and R. A. Ahmad, “Adverse events following immunization of 
COVID-19 vaccine among children aged 6–11 years,” Front. Public Heal., vol. 10, 2022, doi: 
10.3389/fpubh.2022.999354. 

[29] B. Yashik, C. Pragya, B. Naveen, and S. Pushpendra, “Vaccine hesitancy after taking the first dose of 
COVID-19 vaccine: A challenge for the COVID-19 vaccination program in India,” J. Fam. Med. 
Prim. Care, vol. 11, no. 5, pp. 2201–2206, 2022, doi: 10.4103/jfmpc.jfmpc. 

[30] M. Jeon, J. Kim, C. E. Oh, J.-Y. Lee, S. D. ’ Errico, and N. A. Bos, “Adverse Events Following 
Immunization Associated with the First and Second Doses of the ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 Vaccine 
among Healthcare Workers in Korea,” Korean J. Adult Nurs., vol. 34, no. 3, pp. 249–257, 2022, doi: 
10.3390/vaccines9101096. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



      r          ISSN: 2252-8806 

Int J Public Health Sci, Vol. 99, No. 1, Month 2099: 1-1x 

10 

BIOGRAPHIES OF AUTHORS 
 
The recommended number of authors is at least 2. One of them as a corresponding author. 
Please attach clear photo (3x4 cm) and vita. Example of biographies of authors: 
 

 

Sulistyawati      

is a public health scientist working on health system research, implementation research 
focusing on infectious disease, and health program evaluation. She can be contacted at 
email: sulistyawati.suyanto@ikm.uad.ac.id 
 
ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7299-0360 
Google schoolar: 
https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=eCeURAkAAAAJ&hl=id&authuser=2 
 

  

 

Aulia Putri Nugraheni 

Aulia Putri Nugraheni is a student who graduated with a Bachelor of Public Health at 
Ahmad Dahlan University Yogyakarta in 2022. During her studies, she was active in 
various organizations and community service activities. Aulia can be reached at 
aulia1800029240@webmail.uad.ac.id  

ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7725-2749  

  
 

mailto:sulistyawati.suyanto@ikm.uad.ac.id
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7299-0360
https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=eCeURAkAAAAJ&hl=id&authuser=2
mailto:aulia1800029240@webmail.uad.ac.id
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7725-2749


5/26/23, 5:36 AM Universitas Ahmad Dahlan Yogyakarta Mail - [IJPHS] REVISION ID 22976

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=c280115a1b&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f:1766856777480206116&simpl=msg-f:1766856777480206116 1/1

sulistyawati suyanto <sulistyawati.suyanto@ikm.uad.ac.id>

[IJPHS] REVISION ID 22976

IJPHS IAES <ijphsiaes.core@gmail.com> Thu, May 25, 2023 at 10:11 AM
To: sulistyawati suyanto <sulistyawati.suyanto@ikm.uad.ac.id>

Dear Author,

We inform you that your article needs improvement, with this email we attach the file that needs to be revised and we
have provided comments on the file. Please revise the attached file and put a yellow mark on the part you are revising
and ask us to edit the Bibtex file. We give until May 27, 2023. Thank you very much for your attention.
[Quoted text hidden]
--
Kind Regards,
Staff on behalf of Editor-in-Chief
Layout and Editing Team
International Journal of Public Health Science
Institute of Advanced Engineering and Science (IAES)
ISSN: 2252-8806 
https://ijphs.iaescore.com/index.php/IJPHS/index
email: ijphsiaes.core@gmail.com, ijphs@iaescore.com

L2. 22976 (Ulf).docx
497K

https://ijphs.iaescore.com/index.php/IJPHS/index
mailto:ijphsiaes.core@gmail.com
mailto:ijphs@iaescore.com
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=c280115a1b&view=att&th=188522e0beb2f724&attid=0.1&disp=attd&realattid=f_li2x0emx0&safe=1&zw


6/11/23, 4:40 AM Universitas Ahmad Dahlan Yogyakarta Mail - [IJPHS] Proofreading ID 22976

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=c280115a1b&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f:1768122639863485708&simpl=msg-f:1768122639863485708 1/1

sulistyawati suyanto <sulistyawati.suyanto@ikm.uad.ac.id>

[IJPHS] Proofreading ID 22976
1 message

IJPHS IAES <ijphsiaes.core@gmail.com> Thu, Jun 8, 2023 at 3:32 PM
To: sulistyawati suyanto <sulistyawati.suyanto@ikm.uad.ac.id>

Greetings!!
 
Here we attach your final article, the following article will be published, and please check again if there is an error
in the title, author name or the content of your article. Because if it is published we do not accept repairs. We give
you 2x24 hours to reply to this email, if you do not reply then the article will be declared you have agreed. Thank
you

--
Kind Regards,
Staff on behalf of Editor-in-Chief
Layout and Editing Team
International Journal of Public Health Science
Institute of Advanced Engineering and Science (IAES)
ISSN: 2252-8806 
https://ijphs.iaescore.com/index.php/IJPHS/index
email: ijphsiaes.core@gmail.com, ijphs@iaescore.com

L2. 22976 (Ulf).pdf
404K

https://ijphs.iaescore.com/index.php/IJPHS/index
mailto:ijphsiaes.core@gmail.com
mailto:ijphs@iaescore.com
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=c280115a1b&view=att&th=1889a22c4c63950c&attid=0.1&disp=attd&realattid=f_limvrgac0&safe=1&zw


International Journal of Public Health Science (IJPHS) 

Vol. 12, No. 3, September 2023, pp. 924~931 

ISSN: 2252-8806, DOI: 10.11591/ijphs.v12i3.22976      924  

 

Journal homepage: http://ijphs.iaescore.com 

COVID-19 vaccine acceptance in Notoprajan, Yogyakarta, 

Indonesia: a lesson learned from the pandemic  
 

 

Aulia Putri Nugraheni, Sulistyawati Sulistyawati 
Faculty of Public Health, Universitas Ahmad Dahlan, Yogyakarta, Indonesia 

 

 

Article Info  ABSTRACT 

Article history: 

Received Jan 14, 2023 

Revised May 9, 2023 

Accepted Jun 7, 2023 

 

 COVID-19 vaccination began in Indonesia in January 2021, with a 

minimum target coverage of 70% of the population. The government has 

delivered four doses of the COVID-19 vaccine, but doses three and four 

have yet to meet the target. Public acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccination 

has varied due to the speed of the introduction and implementation of this 

vaccination. Meanwhile, basic information about the factor’s influencing 

acceptance has yet to be widely known. This study aimed to determine the 

relationship between sociodemographics and COVID-19 vaccine acceptance 

in Notoprajan, Yogyakarta, Indonesia. A cross-sectional study was used for 

this analytic survey. The population is 4,726 people, and the sample size is 

355 people. People between the ages of 17 and 55 were eligible, as were 

those who had lived in Notoprajan, Ngampilan District, Yogyakarta, for at 

least three months. The data were analyzed using descriptive and bivariate 

analysis with a 95% confidence level (α=0.05) using the Chi-square 

statistical test. Among the six observed variables, namely age, gender, 

education, occupation, religion, and knowledge level, only sex significantly 

correlates with COVID-19 vaccine acceptance. This research indicates that 

to increase COVID-19 vaccination, related parties need to target women 

directly. This is because men received 1.47 times the COVID-19 vaccination 

from this study compared to women. 
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1. INTRODUCTION  

Vaccination is a strategy to provide active immunity to individuals against a certain disease, such as 

COVID-19. The COVID-19 pandemic started in Wuhan, Hubei, China, in 2019 and quickly spread to the rest 

of the world, where it was declared a pandemic [1]–[3]. This has a significant impact on all human life; not 

only is the number of cases increasing but so is the high mortality rate and social stigma [4]–[6]. To 

overcome this, emergency measures that are physical and intervene with the body's immune system are 

required. The first COVID-19 vaccine used was SinoVac, that approved for emergency use in life-threatening 

situations to achieve herd immunity in June 2021 [7], [8]. 

The COVID-19 vaccine was first introduced in Indonesia in January 2021. Since then, mass 

vaccinations have been carried out throughout Indonesia in several phases, according to the priority scale of 

target stages as shown in Figure 1. This phase's sequence considers the need (urgency) and vaccine 

availability [9]. The ultimate goal of this mass vaccination is to achieve a minimum coverage of 70% of all 

targets in Indonesia for COVID-19 vaccination [10]. 

 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/
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Figure 1. The COVID-19 vaccination priority target in Indonesia  

 

 

The Indonesian government uses several vaccine variants for COVID-19 vaccination, including the 

CoronaVac vaccine (Sinovac), Bio Farma's COVID-19 vaccine, AstraZeneca vaccine, Sinopharm vaccine, 

Moderna vaccine, Comirnaty vaccine (Pfizer and BioNTech), and Sputnik-V vaccine, Janssen COVID-19 

vaccine and Convidecia vaccine [11]. There are specific vaccines for specific groups, but there are also used 

for the general population. Each vaccine also has potential Adverse Events Following Immunization (AEFI) 

depending on the body's response. Until recently (January 2023), four doses of the COVID-19 vaccine have 

been administered: one primary dose and three booster doses. National vaccination results for doses 1 and 2 

have exceeded the target (more than 70%) with a target of more than 234 million. However, vaccine dose 3 

did not achieve coverage yet, and dose 4 is still at stage 1 or a health worker [12]. Figure 2 shows COVID-19 

vaccination coverage in Indonesia (Dose 1- 4) until January 14, 2023.  

 

 

 
 

Figure 2. COVID-19 vaccination coverage in Indonesia (Dose 1- 4) until January 14, 2023 

 

 

Public acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccination has varied due to the speed of the introduction and 

implementation of this vaccination. Meanwhile, basic information about the factor’s influencing acceptance 

is not yet widely known. Individual intrinsic and extrinsic factors, such as environmental opinions and 

personal beliefs, influence acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine [13]–[15]. Previous research in Northern 

Peru has found a link between COVID-19 vaccine acceptance and age, family income, level of knowledge, 

having another chronic disease, and a more trustworthy vaccine [16]. Meanwhile, vaccination has always 

been a challenge in Muslim-majority countries, such as the halalness of this vaccine [17]. This study looks at 

what factors influence vaccine acceptance in terms of sociodemographics and religious reasons by looking at 

the coverage of vaccination doses 3 and 4, which are still far from this target. This research was conducted in 

Notoprajan Village-Yogyakarta, which has an urban setting. 

 

 

2. METHOD 

2.1. Study design, participants, and ethical approval 

This research was an analytic survey using a cross-sectional study conducted in Notoprajan Village, 

Ngampilan Sub-District, Yogyakarta, that was conducted on July 2022. The study was approved by the 

Ethical Review Board of Universitas Ahmad Dahlan, Yogyakarta, Indonesia (ethical approval code: 

012111091). 
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The population for this study was 4,726. We recruited people aged 17-55 who have lived for at least 

three months in the Notoprajan Village, Ngampilan District, Yogyakarta City, to participate in our survey, 

which was selected using accidental sampling. In total, 355 respondents participated in this study, that 

calculated using the Raosoft sample calculator by considering the 5% margin of error and 95% confidence 

level.  

 

2.2. Data collection and instrument 

We used a questionnaire consisting of three sections: i) information about characteristic 

respondents, ii) knowledge about the COVID-19 vaccine, iii) COVID-19 vaccine acceptance to collect 

information from the participant. This questionnaire was pre-tested before being used with Cronbach's Alpha 

0.75 and 0.77 for knowledge and vaccine acceptance, respectively. The researcher visited the respondent 

door to door to seek respondents who fulfilled the criteria until the number of samples was completed using 

an electronic form.  

 

2.3. Data analysis 

Data were generated and cleaned in a Microsoft Excel spreadsheet before conducting descriptive 

and Chi-square analyses. For sociodemographic and knowledge distribution, descriptive analysis was 

performed first. The Chi-square test examined the relationship between sociodemographic factors and 

COVID-19 vaccine acceptance using the crude odds ratio (COR) with a 95% confidence interval (95% CI). 

Before proceeding with the relationship analysis, the data were classified as follows: for knowledge 

questions, a score of 1 was assigned if the respondent answered correctly, and a score of 0 was assigned if the 

respondent answered incorrectly. Then, for knowledge categorization, a score of ≥9 medians were considered 

sufficient, and a score of <9 was considered insufficient. Vaccine acceptance was measured using a 5 Likert 

scale with a range score of 5 to 1 (Strongly agree to Strongly disagree) for favorable and vice versa for 

unfavorable. Acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine is classified as positive if the score is ≥36 median and 

negative if the score is <36 median when receiving a scoring vaccine. 

 
 

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

3.1.  Result 

3.1.1. Characteristics of respondents 

Table 1 displays the characteristics of the 355 respondents who participated in this study. More than 

half of those polled were between 17 and 25. More than half of the respondents (63.3%) are female. Most of 

our respondents are junior high and high school graduates, accounting for nearly 80% of all respondents. 

Regarding employment, almost half of all our respondents are high school or college students. Most of our 

respondents are Muslims who have been immunized against COVID-19. More than half of our respondents 

have received vaccine doses 1 and 2, with the majority receiving the vaccine at the puskesmas. More than 

60% of our respondents say their favorite source of information is social media. 
 

3.1.2. Sociodemographic, knowledge level, and COVID-19 vaccine acceptance 

Table 2 shows the respondent's distribution frequency based on the category used. The majority of 

respondents (75.8%) were adults. The majority of them are female. More than half (56.9%) of respondents 

had higher education. Only 40.6% said they were employed. The majority of them are Muslims. More than 

half (55.2%) of those polled believe they know enough about the COVID-19 vaccine. More than half of those 

surveyed said they would accept the COVID-19 vaccine. 

Table 3 revealss the respondents' knowledge of the COVID-19 vaccine delivery. More than 90% of 

respondents reported correctly about the substance and functions of the COVID-19 vaccine. Most 

respondents (70%) answered false when asked if vaccination could prevent 100% of COVID-19 infections. 

The majority (69.9%) of respondents said honestly that vaccines are typically administered via injections and 

drops in the mouth. More than 90% of respondents reported tru that they received the COVID-19 vaccination 

and followed health protocols. More than 90% of respondents said honestly that someone infected with 

COVID-19 could be vaccinated three months after infection and that vaccines function to form herd 

immunity. A large number of the respondent (93%) reported true that people who could be vaccinated had 

blood pressures of 180/110 mmHg. Most respondents agreed that administering two doses of the COVID-19 

vaccine would be optimal. As many as 40% of respondents answered honestly that if the period between 

receiving two vaccine doses exceeds six months, they are classified as dropouts and must start over. The 

benefit of the COVID-19 vaccine, according to 98% of respondents, is to provide protection and reduce the 

impact of infection. 
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Table 1. Respondent characteristics (n=355) 
Characteristics Frequency Percentage (%) 

Age (years old)   

17-25  184 51.8 

26-35 24 6.8 

36-45  61 17.2 

46-55  86 24.2 
Gender   

Male 141 39.7 

Female 214 60.3 

Education   

No/never attended school 1 0.3 

Graduated from primary school 9 2.5 

Graduated from junior high school 143 40.3 
Graduated from senior high school 160 45.1 

Graduated from university (diploma or higher) 42 11.8 

Occupation   

Not employed 18 5.1 

Housewife 27 7.6 

Student 166 46.8 

Teacher 14 3.9 

Civil servants/government employees 4 1.1 
Private employees 55 15.5 

Entrepreneur 51 14.4 

Daily worker 20 5.6 

Religion   

Moslem 349 98.3 

Christian 2 0.6 

Catholic 4 1.1 

COVID-19 vaccination status   
Yes, received 354 99.7 

Not received yet 1 0.3 

Dose Receive of COVID-19 vaccine   

Dose 1 12 3.4 

Doses 1 and 2 224 63.1 

Doses 1, 2, and 3 118 33.2 

Not received yet 1 0.3 
COVID-19 vaccination locations   

Public health center 193 50.1 

Doctor/Midwife/Hospital 85 22.1 

Office/Workplace 22 5.7 

Educational Institution 74 19.2 

Other locations 11 2.8 

COVID-19 vaccine information platform preference   

Social media (Whatsapp, Facebook, Instagram, Twitter) 237 66.8 
Telecommunication (SMS, telephone) 6 1.7 

Online platforms (Zoom, Skye) 1 0.3 

Print and electronic media (TV, newspaper) 52 14.6 

Face-to-face communication 58 16.3 

Not interested in seeking information 1 0.3 

 

 

Table 2. Distribution of sociodemographic knowledge and COVID-19 vaccine acceptance (n=355) 
Variable Frequency Percentage (%) 

Age    
Adult (17-45) 269 75.8 

Older (>45) 86 24.2 

Gender   
Male 141 39.7 

Female 214 60.3 

Education   
Lower (No school, primary and junior high school) 153 43.1 

Higher (senior high school or higher) 202 56.9 

Occupation   
Not working 211 59.4 

Working 144 40.6 

Religion   
Moslem 349 98.3 

Non-Moslem 6 1.7 

Knowledge about COVID-19   
Not sufficient 159 44.8 

Sufficient 196 55.2 

Acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine   
Negative 162 45.6 

Positive 193 54.4 

Total 355 100 

 



                ISSN: 2252-8806 

Int J Public Health Sci, Vol. 12, No. 3, September 2023: 924-931 

928 

Table 3. Respondents' responses to the COVID-19 vaccine knowledge statements 

COVID-19 vaccine knowledge 

Respondents answer 

True False 
n % n % 

Vaccines contain pieces of viral deoxyribo nucleic acid (DNA) that function to respond to viruses if they 

attack so that the body can develop antibodies 
346 97.5 9 2.5 

Vaccine delivery is 100% efficient in preventing contracting COVID-19 104 29.3 251 70.7 

The course of vaccines delivery, in general, can be through injections or mouth drops 248 69.9 107 30.1 

By implementing vaccination, it can stop the transmission of the COVID-19 virus while still complying 
with health protocols 

344 96.9 11 3.1 

The time for getting the COVID-19 vaccine to those who have been exposed to the virus is given 

threemonths after the infection 
324 91.3 31 8.7 

Vaccination can generate herd immunity in the society 334 94.1 21 5.9 

The requirement for receiving the COVID-19 vaccine is that blood pressure must be below  

180/110 mmHg 
330 93.0 25 7.0 

COVID-19 vaccine will be optimal when someone gets it at least twice  316 89.0 39 11.0 

If the 2nd dose of vaccination is later than six months after the 1st dose, the vaccine starts the 1st dose  

(drop out). 
158 44.5 197 55.5 

The COVID-19 vaccine is useful for providing protection and reducing the impact of you contracting  

COVID-19 
348 98.0 7 2.0 

 

 

Table 4 demonstrates the responses provided by respondents to their perceptions of the COVID-19 

vaccine's acceptance. Most respondents agreed that they received the COVID-19 vaccination to protect 

themselves. Almost half of those polled disagreed with the statement that they were forced to get a  

COVID-19 vaccination. Most respondents said they did not refuse vaccines for religious reasons. The 

COVID-19 vaccine is safe, effective, and halal, according to 60.3% of respondents. When asked if they were 

afraid of follow-up events after immunization, 30.7% said they were, while 34.6% said they were not. Less 

than half of the respondents (44.2%) polled disagreed with the statement that they wanted to be vaccinated 

due to work requirements. Because they knew the benefits, 58.9% of respondents wanted vaccinated. The 

statement that they did not believe in the COVID-19 vaccine was rejected by 56.9% of respondents. 

 

3.1.3. Bivariate analysis  

We assessed the relationship between the acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine versus the 

sociodemographic respondent (age, gender, education, occupation, religion and knowledge level. Among the 

independent variables, the only sex significantly associated with COVID-19 vaccine acceptance. Being male 

has a 1.471 times chance of having a positive acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine compared to women 

(PR=1.471; CI=1.222-1.771; p-value=<0.001). While the other variables were no relationship with vaccine 

acceptance. The detail information is presented in Table 5.  

 

 

Table 4. Respondent’s response to question-related to COVID-19 vaccine acceptance 

Acceptance of COVID-19 vaccines 

Respondents answer 

Strongly 
agree 

Agree 
Neither agree nor 

disagree 
Disagree 

Strongly 
disagree 

n % n % n % n % n % 

I am willing to be vaccinated for self-

protection 
161 45.4 169 47.6 15 4.2 9 2.5 1 0.3 

I had to get vaccinated 14 3.9 29 8.2 32 9.0 175 49.3 105 29.6 

I refuse vaccines because of my religious 

beliefs 
2 0.6 9 2.5 15 4.2 185 52.1 144 40.6 

I believe in the safety and effectiveness of 

vaccinations 
94 26.5 214 60.3 42 11.8 5 1.4 0 0 

I believe in the halalness of the COVID-19 
vaccine 

78 22.0 216 60.8 51 14.4 9 2.5 1 0.3 

I am afraid of the side effects of the vaccine 

(fever, pain) 
22 6.2 109 30.7 82 23.1 123 34.6 19 5.4 

I need vaccines because of work 

requirements 
21 5.9 108 30.4 39 11.0 157 44.2 30 8.5 

I need vaccines because I know the benefits 
of vaccines 

109 30.7 209 58.9 27 7.6 8 2.3 2 0.6 

I don't believe in the COVID-19 vaccine 4 1.1 10 2.8 22 6.2 202 56.9 117 33.0 
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Table 5. Chi-square test among six variables of COVID-19 vaccine acceptance 

Variable 

COVID-19 vaccine acceptance 
Total p-values PR (95%) 

Positive Negative 

n % n %    

Age        

Adult 142 52.8 127 47.2 269 0.352 0.890 (0.723-1.096) 

Older 51 59.3 35 40.7 86   
Gender        

Male 95 67.4 46 32.6 141 0.001 1.471 (1.222-1.771) 

Female 98 45.8 116 54.2 214   

Education        

Lower 114 56.4 88 43.6 202 0.428 1.093 (0.899 -1.329)  

Higher 79 51.6 74 48.4 153 

Occupation        
Working 86 59.7 58 40.3 144 0.118 1.178 (0.975 -1.423) 

Not working 107 50.7 104 49.3 211 

Religion        

Moslem 189 54.2 160 45.8 349 0.692 0.812 (0.458-1.442) 

Non-Moslem 4 66.7 2 33.3 6   

Knowledge level        

Sufficient 105 53.6 91 46.4 196 0.821 0.968 (0.800 -1.172)  

Not 
Sufficient 

88 55.3 71 44.7 159 

 

 

3.2.  Discussion 

The rapid spread of COVID-19 in Indonesia and worldwide is concerning, prompting health 

officials to seek solutions to prevent high vitality. As a result, WHO launched the COVID-19 vaccination 

program in early 2021, which was quickly adopted by all countries worldwide. On January 13, 2021, the 

COVID-19 vaccination was introduced in Indonesia, and it was then mass-implemented throughout the 

country, changing priority targets. People's acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine varies; some refuse 

emphatically, some accept by force, and some accept voluntarily out of necessity. The Indonesian 

government has set a vaccination target of 70% of the total target for COVID-19. Meanwhile, the current 

results for vaccine dose 1 are greater than 85% and greater than 70% for dose 2. However, for dose 3, it is 

still less than 30% [18]. The cause of the inadequate coverage in dose 3 vaccination should be investigated. 

On the other hand, the basic information about the factor’s influencing acceptance has yet to be widely 

known. Accordingly, this study aimed to see if there was a link between sociodemographics and knowledge 

of receiving the COVID-19 vaccine. 

We discovered that sex is a factor that influences acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine through a 

survey. Men are more likely than women to receive the COVID-19 vaccination. This study's findings are 

consistent with previous research, which found that men are more likely than women to get vaccinated with 

the COVID-19 vaccine. In other words, women tend to postpone or refuse the COVID-19 vaccine [19]–[21]. 

One of the reasons women deny or delay getting the COVID-19 vaccination is that the COVID-19 vaccine is 

too new and, from introduction to implementation, has a short period [20]. The woman considers uncertainty 

about the COVID-19 vaccine's safety and effectiveness, such as post-vaccination follow-up events, 

perceptions of the vaccine's benefits, including confidence in obtaining immunity, and responses from the 

environment and families about the COVID-19 vaccine [22]. 

In this study, we also observed the religious perceptions of acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine. 

According to the findings, more than 90% of our respondents are Muslims, and more than 60% believe the 

COVID-19 vaccine is halal. Given that Indonesia has a Muslim majority, the issue of halal and its 

relationship to this belief arose during the introduction of the COVID-19 vaccine. Many issues were 

circulating about this issue in Indonesia at the start of the introduction, so several groups refused to receive 

the COVID-19 vaccine. To address this, the Indonesian government issued a legal fatwa regarding the 

Halalness of the COVID-19 vaccine through the Indonesian Religious Leader to increase public confidence 

in the COVID-19 vaccine and encourage the vaccination program currently in place [23], [24]. On the other 

hand, religion has nothing to do with vaccine acceptance because, at the beginning of this pandemic, the 

government imposed mandatory vaccinations so that everyone without exception must want to be vaccinated 

against COVID-19. 

Another fascinating finding from this study is the respondents' reactions to their fear of the  

COVID-19 vaccination about adverse events following immunisation (AEFI). The percentages of those who 

agreed and disagreed that they were afraid of AEFIs were nearly equal, and no clear majority was found. The 

public still needs to learn about receiving the COVID-19 vaccine due to the presence of AEFI. During the 

introduction of the COVID-19 vaccination, there was a lot of misinformation about AEFI. People are hesitant 

to receive the COVID-19 vaccination due to misinformation such as the COVID-19 vaccine having a 

microchip, being dangerous, being the cause of death, and so on [25], [26]. The study's findings revealed that 
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the AEFI incidence of the COVID-19 vaccine at doses 1 and 2 was comparable to the trial results and in the 

community [27]. Other studies, on the other hand, found that because they had AEFI at dose 1, people were 

hesitant to receive dose 2 [9], [16], [28], [29]. 

This study may be limited by self-reported data bias, as the data collected is based on respondent 

information that is difficult to verify. The researcher attempted to control this response by reviewing each 

response collected after completing the data collection. In addition to collecting valid data, we used a pre-

tested questionnaire that was evaluated for consistency. Despite its limitations, this research contributes to 

developing lessons and policies to increase vaccine coverage for the next dose. 

 

 

4. CONCLUSION 

COVID-19 is a disease that is highly contagious and widespread. Getting a COVID-19 vaccination 

is one way to prevent the severity of COVID-19. However, not all vaccine doses have reached the required 

coverage level. According to this study, gender is a factor that influences a person's vaccine acceptance. As a 

result, it is suggested that relevant health authorities develop a risk communication and gender-based 

approach especially targeting women. The results of this study indicate that with the program currently 

running, men have a better acceptance of the COVID-19 vaccine than women (1.47 times higher). Thus, the 

acceptance that needs to be increased is for women. Based on the findings of this study, we recommend that 

local governments target women in increasing demand for the COVID-19 vaccine 

 

 

REFERENCES 
[1] R. Djalante et al., “Review and analysis of current responses to COVID-19 in Indonesia: Period of January to March 2020,” 

Progress in Disaster Science, vol. 6, p. 100091, Apr. 2020, doi: 10.1016/j.pdisas.2020.100091. 
[2] A. Kumar et al., “Wuhan to World: The COVID-19 Pandemic,” Frontiers in Cellular and Infection Microbiology, vol. 11, Mar. 

2021, doi: 10.3389/fcimb.2021.596201. 

[3] B. Mohan and N. Vinod, “COVID-19: An insight into SARS-CoV2 pandemic originated at Wuhan City in Hubei Province of 
China,” Journal of Infectious Diseases and Epidemiology, vol. 6, no. 4, Jul. 2020, doi: 10.23937/2474-3658/1510146. 

[4] S. Sulistyawati, R. Rokhmayanti, B. Aji, S. P. M. Wijayanti, T. W. Sukesi, and S. A. Mulasari, “‘They looked at me like I am a 

virus’: how survivors cope with COVID-19 stigma during the early stage of pandemic,” International Journal of Public Health 
Science (IJPHS), vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 277–285, Mar. 2023, doi: 10.11591/ijphs.v12i1.21954. 

[5] A. Haleem, M. Javaid, and R. Vaishya, “Effects of COVID-19 pandemic in daily life,” Current Medicine Research and Practice, 

vol. 10, no. 2, pp. 78–79, Mar. 2020, doi: 10.1016/j.cmrp.2020.03.011. 
[6] M. Soga, M. J. Evans, D. T. C. Cox, and K. J. Gaston, “Impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic on human–nature interactions: 

Pathways, evidence and implications,” People and Nature, vol. 3, no. 3, pp. 518–527, 2021, doi: 10.1002/pan3.10201. 

[7] World Health Organization (WHO), “WHO lists additional COVID-19 vaccine for emergency use and issues interim policy 
recommendations,” World Health Organization, no. May. 2021. Accessed: Jan. 14, 2023. [Online]. Available: 

https://www.who.int/news/item/01-06-2021-who-validates-sinovac-covid-19-vaccine-for-emergency-use-and-issues-interim-

policy-recommendations  
[8] H. E. Randolph and L. B. Barreiro, “Herd immunity: understanding COVID-19,” Immunity, vol. 52, no. 5, pp. 737–741, May 

2020, doi: 10.1016/j.immuni.2020.04.012. 

[9] M. H. Office, “Stages and priorities of COVID-19 vaccination (in Indonesia: Tahapan dan Prioritas Vaksinasi COVID-19).” 
Accessed: Mar. 30, 2023. [Online]. Available: https://dinkes.malangkab.go.id/pd/detail?title=dinkes-opd-tahapan-dan-prioritas-

vaksinasi-covid-19  

[10] Ministry of Communication and Information of the Republic of Indonesia, “Vaccination Target of 70% of Population, Minister of 
Communication and Information: Needs More Massive Collaboration (in Indonesia: Target Vaksinasi 70% Penduduk, 

Menkominfo: Butuh Kolaborasi Lebih Masif).” Accessed: Jan. 14, 2023. [Online]. Available: 

https://www.kominfo.go.id/content/detail/35518/siaran-pers-no-238hmkominfo072021-tentang-target-vaksinasi-70-penduduk-
menkominfo-butuh-kolaborasi-lebih-masif/0/siaran_pers.  

[11] BPOM Indonesia, “PRESS RELEASE adds choice of COVID-19 vaccine types in Indonesia, POM Issues EUA for Janssen 

COVID-19 Vaccine and Convidecia Vaccine (in Indonesia: SIARAN PERS tambah pilihan jenis vaksin COVID-19 di Indonesia, 
Badan POM terbitkan EUA untuk Janssen COVID-19 Vaccine dan Vaksin Convidecia),” 2021. Accessed: Jan. 14, 2023. [Online]. 

Available: https://www.pom.go.id/new/view/more/pers/622/SIARAN-PERS-Tambah-Pilihan-Jenis-Vaksin-COVID-19-di-

Indonesia--Badan-POM-Terbitkan-EUA-untuk-Janssen-COVID-19-Vaccine-dan-Vaksin-Convidecia.html. 
[12] Ministry of Helath Indonesia, “Vaksin dashboard.” 2023. Accessed: Jan. 14, 2023. [Online]. Available: 

https://vaksin.kemkes.go.id/#/vaccines. 

[13] T. Akther and T. Nur, “A model of factors influencing COVID-19 vaccine acceptance: A synthesis of the theory of reasoned 
action, conspiracy theory belief, awareness, perceived usefulness, and perceived ease of use,” PLoS One, vol. 17, no. 1, p. 

e0261869, Jan. 2022, doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0261869. 

[14] S. Valckx et al., “Individual factors influencing COVID-19 vaccine acceptance in between and during pandemic waves (July–
December 2020),” Vaccine, vol. 40, no. 1, pp. 151–161, Jan. 2022, doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2021.10.073. 

[15] P. Tu, M. Kotarba, B. Bier, R. Clark, and C. Lin, “Internal and external motivations and risk perception toward COVID-19 

vaccination in adolescents in the U.S.,” Vaccines, vol. 10, no. 5, p. 697, Apr. 2022, doi: 10.3390/vaccines10050697. 
[16] I. L. Yupari-Azabache, J. L. Díaz-Ortega, L. B. Bardales-Aguirre, S. Barros-Sevillano, and S. E. Paredes-Díaz, “Factors 

associated with the acceptance of COVID-19 vaccines in Citizens of Northern Peru: Cross-sectional study,” Risk Management 

and Healthcare Policy, vol. Volume 15, pp. 1705–1715, Sep. 2022, doi: 10.2147/RMHP.S374385. 
[17] Y. Mardian, K. Shaw-Shaliba, M. Karyana, and C.-Y. Lau, “Sharia (Islamic Law) perspectives of COVID-19 vaccines,” Frontiers 

in Tropical Diseases, vol. 2, Dec. 2021, doi: 10.3389/fitd.2021.788188. 



Int J Public Health Sci  ISSN: 2252-8806  

 

 COVID-19 vaccine acceptance in Notoprajan, Yogyakarta, Indonesia: … (Aulia Putri Nugraheni) 

931 

[18] Ministry of Health Indonesia, “Vaksin dashboard.” 2022. Accessed: Jan. 10, 2023. [Online]. Available: 
https://vaksin.kemkes.go.id/#/vaccines  

[19] T. Ishimaru et al., “Gender differences in the determinants of willingness to get the COVID-19 vaccine among the working-age 

population in Japan,” Human Vaccines & Immunotherapeutics, vol. 17, no. 11, pp. 3975–3981, Nov. 2021, doi: 
10.1080/21645515.2021.1947098. 

[20] The Clayman Institute for Gender Research, “Gender differences in COVID-19 vaccine hesitancy.” 2021. Accessed: Jan. 10, 

2023. [Online]. Available: https://gender.stanford.edu/news/gender-differences-covid-19-vaccine-hesitancy  
[21] S. Zintel, C. Flock, A. L. Arbogast, A. Forster, C. von Wagner, and M. Sieverding, “Gender differences in the intention to get 

vaccinated against COVID-19: a systematic review and meta-analysis,” Journal of Public Health, Jan. 2022, doi: 

10.1007/s10389-021-01677-w. 
[22] A. A. Cerda and L. Y. García, “Hesitation and refusal factors in individuals’ decision-making processes regarding a coronavirus 

disease 2019 vaccination,” Frontiers in Public Health, vol. 9, Apr. 2021, doi: 10.3389/fpubh.2021.626852. 

[23] N. Khoiri and A. Nasution, “MUI legal fatwa on vaccine halalness in COVID-19 Vaccination socialization in Medan City, 
Indonesia,” Al-Manahij: Jurnal Kajian Hukum Islam, vol. 16, no. 1, pp. 15–28, May 2022, doi: 10.24090/mnh.v16i1.5146. 

[24] S. U. Firdaus, “The urgency of legal regulations existence in case of COVID-19 vaccination refusal in Indonesia,” Journal of 

Forensic and Legal Medicine, vol. 91, p. 102401, Oct. 2022, doi: 10.1016/j.jflm.2022.102401. 
[25] S. K. Lee, J. Sun, S. Jang, and S. Connelly, “Misinformation of COVID-19 vaccines and vaccine hesitancy,” Scientific Reports, 

vol. 12, no. 1, p. 13681, Aug. 2022, doi: 10.1038/s41598-022-17430-6. 

[26] I. Skafle, A. Nordahl-Hansen, D. S. Quintana, R. Wynn, and E. Gabarron, “Misinformation about COVID-19 Vaccines on social 
media: rapid review,” Journal of Medical Internet Research, vol. 24, no. 8, p. e37367, Aug. 2022, doi: 10.2196/37367. 

[27] F. Puspitarani, M. N. Sitaresmi, and R. A. Ahmad, “Adverse events following immunization of COVID-19 vaccine among 

children aged 6–11 years,” Frontiers in Public Health, vol. 10, Oct. 2022, doi: 10.3389/fpubh.2022.999354. 
[28] Y. Bansal, P. Chand, N. Bansal, and P. Singh, “Vaccine hesitancy after taking the first dose of COVID-19 vaccine: A challenge 

for the COVID-19 vaccination program in India,” Journal of Family Medicine and Primary Care, vol. 11, no. 5, p. 2201, 2022, 

doi: 10.4103/jfmpc.jfmpc_2103_21. 
[29] M. Jeon, J. Kim, C. E. Oh, and J.-Y. Lee, “Adverse events following immunization associated with the first and second doses of 

the ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 Vaccine among Healthcare Workers in Korea,” Vaccines, vol. 9, no. 10, p. 1096, Sep. 2021, doi: 

10.3390/vaccines9101096. 

 

 

BIOGRAPHIES OF AUTHORS  

 

 

Aulia Putri Nugraheni     is a student who graduated with a Bachelor of Public 

Health at Ahmad Dahlan University Yogyakarta in 2022. Aulia has an interest in the 

epidemiology of infectious diseases. She was active in various organizations and community 

service activities during her studies. Aulia can be reached at 

aulia1800029240@webmail.uad.ac.id.  

 

  

 

Sulistyawati     is an associate professor in public health scient, working on health 

system research, implementation research on infectious diseases, and health program 

evaluation. Sulistyawati has conducted various researches from various funding sources such 

as the Ministry of Education and Culture, WHO and The Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation. 

Sulistyawati finished her PhD at Umea University, Sweden. She can be contacted at email: 

sulistyawati.suyanto@ikm.uad.ac.id. 

  

 

 

 

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7725-2749
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7299-0360
https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=eCeURAkAAAAJ&hl=id&authuser=2
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=55956961800


2/20/23, 2:43 PM Gmail - [IJPHS] Editor Decision

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=7d4d010f1a&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1758315274419549884&simpl=msg-f%3A1758315274419549… 1/2

Sulistyawati Suyanto <sulistyawatisuyanto@gmail.com>

[IJPHS] Editor Decision
1 message

Lina Handayani <ijphs@iaescore.com> Mon, Feb 20, 2023 at 9:28 AM
Reply-To: "Dr. Lina Handayani" <ijphs@iaescore.com>
To: "Dr. Sulistyawati Sulistyawati" <sulistyawatisuyanto@gmail.com>
Cc: Aulia Putri Nugraheni <aulia1800029240@webmail.uad.ac.id>

The following message is being delivered on behalf of International Journal
of Public Health Science (IJPHS).
________________________________________________________________________
-- Paper ID# 22976
-- Authors must strictly follow the guidelines for authors at
http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx

Dear Prof/Dr/Mr/Mrs: Dr. Sulistyawati Sulistyawati,

It is my great pleasure to inform you that your paper entitled "COVID-19
Vaccine Acceptance in Notoprajan, Ngampilan, Yogyakarta" is ACCEPTED and
will be published on the International Journal of Public Health Science
(IJPHS). This journal is accredited SINTA 1 by Ministry of Research and
Technology/National Research and Innovation Agency, Republic of Indonesia
(RISTEK-BRIN) and has ACCEPTED for inclusion (indexing) in Scopus
(https://suggestor.step.scopus.com/progressTracker/?trackingID=D331D503BA1584BF)
since 2020 issues
(https://www.scopus.com/results/results.uri?src=s&st1=&st2=&sot=b&sdt=b&origin=searchbasic&rr=&sl=57&s=
SRCTITLE%20(International%20Journal%20of%20Public%20Health%20Science).
Congratulations!

Please prepare your final camera-ready paper (in MS Word or LATEX file
format) adheres to every detail of the guide of authors (MS Word:
http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx, or http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.rar for
LATEX file format), and check it for spelling/grammatical mistakes. Then you
should upload your final paper though our online system (as "author version"
under our decision, NOT as new submission).

You should submit your camera-ready paper along with your payment receipt
and similarity report (that less than 20%) within 6 weeks.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Thank you

Best Regards,
Dr. Lina Handayani

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

You should submit all your documents:
1.  Camera-ready paper
2.  Similarity report, along with
3.  Your payment evidence
to email: ijphs@iaescore.com within 6 weeks.
All correspondence should be addressed to the emails (support by phone is
not provided).

IMPORTANT!!!

1). PLEASE ADHERE STRICTLY THE GUIDE OF AUTHORS !!
http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx and pay attention to the checklist for
preparing your FINAL paper for publication:

http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx
https://suggestor.step.scopus.com/progressTracker/?trackingID=D331D503BA1584BF
https://www.scopus.com/results/results.uri?src=s&st1=&st2=&sot=b&sdt=b&origin=searchbasic&rr=&sl=57&s=SRCTITLE%20(International%20Journal%20of%20Public%20Health%20Science)
http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx
http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.rar
mailto:ijphs@iaescore.com
http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx


2/20/23, 2:43 PM Gmail - [IJPHS] Editor Decision

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=7d4d010f1a&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1758315274419549884&simpl=msg-f%3A1758315274419549… 2/2

http://ijphs.iaescore.com/index.php/IJPHS/about/editorialPolicies#custom-5

2). It is mandatory to present final paper in the sections structure "IMRADC
style":
     1. INTRODUCTION
     2. The Proposed Method/Framework/Procedure specifically designed
(optional)
     3. METHOD
     4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
     5. CONCLUSION
     See http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx

3). It is mandatory!! Add biographies of authors as our template (include
links to the authors' profiles, do not delete any icons in the template).
See http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx
--> Provide links for all authors to the 4 icons (Scholar, Scopus, Publons
and ORCID)

4). Use different PATTERNS for presenting different results in your graphics
 (instead of different colors). It is mandatory!! Re-check all your figures.
See http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx

5). Please ensure that all references have been cited in your text. Use a
tool such as EndNote, Mendeley, or Zotero for reference management and
formatting, and choose IEEE style. Each citation should be written in the
order of appearance in the text in square brackets. For example, the first
citation [1], the second citation [2], and the third and fourth citations
[3], [4]. When citing multiple sources at once, the preferred method is to
list each number separately, in its own brackets, using a comma or dash
between numbers, as such: [1], [3], [5]. It is not necessary to mention an
author's name, pages used, or date of publication in the in-text citation.
Instead, refer to the source with a number in a square bracket, e.g. [9],
that will then correspond to the full citation in your reference list.
Examples of in-text citations:
    This theory was first put forward in 1970 [9].
    Zadeh [10] has argued that ...
    Several recent studies [7], [9], [11]-[15] have suggested that....
    ... end of the line for my research [16].

6). Please present all references as complete as possible and use IEEE style
(include information of DOIs, volume, number, pages, etc). If it is
available, DOI information is mandatory!! See
http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

In order to cover part of the publication cost, each accepted paper is
charged: USD 265 (~IDR 3850K).
This charge is for the first 8 pages, and if any published manuscript over 8
pages will incur extra charges USD 50 (~IDR 800K) per page. We provide 10
percent waiver due to your contribution as reviewer.

The payment should be made by bank transfer (T/T):
--------------------------------------------------------------
Bank Account name (please be exact)/Beneficiary: LINA HANDAYANI
Bank Name: CIMB NIAGA Bank
Branch Office: Kusumanegara Yogyakarta
City: Yogyakarta
Country : Indonesia
Bank Account #: 760164155700
SWIFT Code: BNIAIDJAXXX (PT. BANK CIMB NIAGA, TBK. in JAKARTA)

or as an alternative of the bank transfer, through PayPal to email:
info@iaesjournal.com

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
________________________________________________________________________
International Journal of Public Health Science (IJPHS)
http://ijphs.iaescore.com

http://ijphs.iaescore.com/index.php/IJPHS/about/editorialPolicies#custom-5
http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx
http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx
http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx
http://iaescore.com/gfa/ijphs.docx
mailto:info@iaesjournal.com
http://ijphs.iaescore.com/

