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1 ABSTRACT 

The outbreak of severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) led to 
a global pandemic that disrupted and impacted lives in unprecedented ways. Within less 
than a year after the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic, vaccines developed by 
several research teams were emergency-use authorized and made their way to 
distribution sites across the US and other countries. COVID-19 vaccines were tested in 
clinical trials with thousands of participants before authorization, and were administered 
to over a billion people across the globe in the following 6 months. Post-authorization 
safety monitoring was performed using pre-existing systems (such as the World Health 
Organization’s platform VigiBase or US Vaccine Adverse Event Reporting System, 
VAERS) and newly developed post-vaccination health checkers (such as V-safe in the 
US). Vaccinated individuals were also posting their experiences on multiple social 
media groups created on Facebook, Reddit, Telegram and other platforms, but the 
groups were often removed as “proliferating false claims”. These forms of reporting are 
susceptible to biases and misclassifications and do not reach all vaccinated individuals, 
raising questions about risks of exacerbating health inequalities as well as security and 
privacy vulnerabilities. 

The objective of this paper is to present the protocol for a community-based 
participatory research approach enabling long-term monitoring of health effects, 
strengthening community participation via transparent messaging and support, and 
addressing challenges of transitioning to a new normal.  
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2 INTRODUCTION:  BACKGROUND INFORMATION AND SCIENTIFIC RATIONALE 

2.1 Background Information 

Vaccine responses vary greatly from individual to individual [1,2].  Factors that influence 
humoral and cellular vaccine responses include intrinsic variables such as age, sex, 
genetics, body fat, and comorbidities; perinatal factors such as gestational age and birth 
weight, extrinsic factors (such as preexisting immunity, microbiota, infections, and 
antibiotics), environmental factors, including nutrition, stress and timing of the 
vaccination, and behavioral factors such as exercise, and sleep. These variables might 
play differently for different vaccines and administration factors (needle length, injection 
technique, injecting too high or too deep in the shoulder). An understanding of the 
complex interplay among these factors is very important and would help to design better 
vaccines and vaccination strategies, reducing the risk of serious side effects.   

2.2 Rationale 

Community-based decentralized clinical trials are still a new concept. Our previous 
virtual solutions [3-6] laid the foundation for such studies and showed their potential and 
importance for the future of healthcare.  

As value-based care keeps developing, community-based health is becoming one of 
key strategies to boost the health of a population. The involvement of community first 
responders (CFRs), volunteer members of the community trained to deal with medical 
emergencies, has expanded rapidly in recent years. Community health workers are 
experts in addressing the social determinants of health (SDOH) that affect specific 
populations (that may include individuals who do not trust the healthcare organization or 
do not visit the healthcare organization). Community-based approach played critical role 
in the COVID-19 response and can continue to be instrumental in post COVID world. 

This prospective study seeks to utilize community health researchers to measure the 
progress and effectiveness of vaccinations, and adverse events following immunization 
(AEFI), while helping communities safely return to pre-pandemic lives.  

 

2.3 Potential Risks and Benefits 

2.3.1 Potential Risks 

 

There are risks, discomforts, and inconveniences associated with any research study.  

Some survey questions may make certain participants uncomfortable. To mitigate the 

risk, investigators will skip questions they feel may be too sensitive. In digital surveys all 

questions will be optional. 
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Participants’ data, survey responses, and/or personally identifying information may be 

compromised in the event of a security breach or failure to follow protocol. To help 

mitigate cybersecurity breach, sensitive data will not be hosted online and investigators’ 

personal computers will be equipped with up-to-date antimalware software. In the event 

of a breach, if participants’ data are associated with their identity, they may be made 

public. However, since this study is decentralized, each investigator will have data for 

only a subset of participants and will have no access to the rest of the data.  

 

If investigators decide to publish results from this study, de-identified participant 

information may be included within pooled summaries that are made public. 

Identification of individual-level data from those summaries would be extremely difficult, 

but it is possible that a third party that has obtained partial data from participants directly 

could compare their partial data to the published results and indirectly determine some 

of individual survey responses. As with any online service, if participants disclose their 

email account password to others, they may be able to access their account and their 

information. There may be additional risks to participation that are currently 

unforeseeable but the study will be monitored closely to minimize the possibility of any 

risks. 

 

2.3.2 Potential Benefits 

Participants may learn about newly characterized adverse reactions to the vaccine 
administered to them or new treatment before it is available to everyone. Researchers 
may provide participants with more frequent community health check-ups as part of this 
research. Others may benefit from knowledge gained in this study that may aid in the 
development of more personalized vaccination and medical prophylaxis strategies. 
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OBJECTIVES AND OUTCOME MEASURES 

2.4 Primary 

Objective Brief 
Description/Justification of 
Outcome Measure 

Outcome 
Measured by  

Time Frame 

To assess 
adverse 
reactions/event
s in the first 
hours or days 
following 
administration 
of the vaccine 
shots. 

 

This outcome measure was 
chosen to assess safety and 
tolerability of the vaccine in 
the communities. 

Percentage of 
occurrence, types, 
duration and 
severity of adverse 
events occurring 
within hours or 
days post-doses 1 
and 2 

 

10 days post 
doses 1 and 2 
(or single dose 
for 
Janssen/John
son & 
Johnson 
vaccine) 

Our data will be compared to local and systemic reactions (reactogenicity) of the 
COVID-19 vaccines reported by participants of clinical trials [7-14] and participants of v-
safe or other prospective studies [15,16] 0 to 7 days after the injection. We will take into 
account confounding factors [17-22], previously proposed approaches [22-24] and will 
also review reports from social media and clinical case studies.  

 

2.5 Secondary 

Objective Brief 
Description/Justification of 
Outcome Measure 

Outcome 
Measured By  

Time Frame 

To assess long-
term adverse 
reactions/events 
in the 12 
months 
following 
administration 
of the doses.  

 

This outcome measure was 
chosen to assess potential 
long-term effects of the 
vaccine in different sub-
cohorts. 

Percentage of 
occurrence, types, 
duration and 
severity of adverse 
events occurring 
within months 
post-doses 1 and 
2 

Throughout the 
study period, 
until 12 months 
post-final-dose 

 

To assess 
COVID-19 

This outcome measure was 
chosen to assess the duration 
of immunity. 

Percentage of 
participants with 
COVID-19 
Disease 

From 14 days 
after 
completion of 
the 2-dose 
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infections post-
vaccination 

regimen up to 
12 months 
post-final-dose] 

Literature reviews of long-term and unusual side effects of COVID-19 vaccines will be 
performed continuously, including evaluation of dynamically evolving Adverse Events of 
Special Interest (AESI) and establishing background rates for these AESI [25-36]. We 
will also analyze breakthrough infections and efficacy of COVID-19 vaccines in different 
communities and populations [37-44]. 
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3 STUDY DESIGN 

This is a prospective, multi-country, multi-site, decentralized, case-cohort surveillance 
study.  

The study utilizes help of multiple community investigators and assistant investigators 
personally acquainted with study participants in their subgroup, to continuously monitor 
these participants for potential health issues. No one individual in this study has access 
to medical histories and other personally identifiable information for all participants 

The study flowchart for each investigator is as follows: 

 

Every investigator is responsible for safely keeping identifiable participant information 
and shares deidentified data with the site (community) principal investigator. Site 
investigator has a list of all members of the community and makes sure that sub-
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communities are not overlapping and efforts are not duplicated. Principal investigator of 
the study integrates all de-identified information and regroups sub-cohorts as needed 
for data analysis. Investigators meet and discuss latest news and research papers, new 
symptoms and signs to watch for. Survey questions are modified accordingly, but every 
investigator personalizes them to their communities and individual participants.   

 

4 STUDY POPULATION 

The population is everyone interested and eligible for emergency-use-authorized 
COVID-19 vaccines.  

 

4.1 Participant Inclusion Criteria 

 

- Individuals 16 or older at the time of consent 

- Intention to vaccinate and of being available for entire study period 

 

4.2 Participant Exclusion Criteria 

 

- Any illness or condition that in the opinion of the investigator may affect the 

safety of the participant or the evaluation of any study endpoint. 
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4.3 Participant Withdrawal  

 

Participants are free to withdraw from participation in the study at any time and for any 
reason upon request.  

An investigator may withdraw a participant from the study if: 

- Any medical condition, event or situation occurs such that continued participation in 

the study would not be in the best interest of the subject. 

- The participant meets an exclusion criterion (either newly developed or not 

previously recognized) that precludes further study participation.   

 

4.3.1 Handling of Participant Withdrawals 

Safety data will be collected if participants withdrawal occurs because of an 
unanticipated problem (UP) or serious adverse event (SAE).   

4.4 Premature Termination or Suspension of Study 

This study may be suspended or prematurely terminated if there is sufficient reasonable 
cause. The Principal Investigator is responsible for promptly notifying all parties and 
providing the reason(s) for the termination or suspension. 

Circumstances that may warrant termination include, but are not limited to: 

- Determination of unexpected, significant, or unacceptable risk to subjects. 

- Insufficient adherence to protocol requirements. 

- Data not sufficiently complete and/or evaluable.  

- Determination of futility. 
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5 STUDY PROCEDURES/EVALUATIONS 

Study data including clinical observations and/or questionnaire responses will be 
collected in a manner most convenient for each participant. Examples of data are: 

- Medical history obtained by interview or from medical records - depending on 
the site.  

- Medication history including a review of permitted and prohibited medications. 
- Observation of participant behaviors. 
- Administration of questionnaires, interviews or other instruments for subject-

reported outcomes
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ASSESSMENT OF SAFETY 

The study procedures (interviews and questionnaires) don’t involve any known risks. 
Since certain subjects might experience discomfort when asked certain questions, no 
answers in surveys will be mandatory and the investigators will avoid or minimize the 
infliction of potential psychological discomfort in every individual caser. 

5.1 Definitions of Safety Parameters 

 

5.1.1 Adverse Events 

 

An adverse event (AE) is any untoward or unfavorable medical occurrence in a human 
subject, including any abnormal sign (for example, abnormal physical exam or 
laboratory finding), symptom, or disease, temporally associated with the subject’s 
participation in the research, whether or not considered related to the subject’s 
participation in the research. 

 

5.1.1.1 Serious Adverse Event 

A serious adverse event (SAE) is one that meets one or more of the following criteria: 

- Results in death 

- Is life-threatening (places the subject at immediate risk of death from the event as it 

occurred) 

- Results in inpatient hospitalization or prolongation of existing hospitalization 

- Results in a persistent or significant disability or incapacity 

- Results in a congenital anomaly or birth defect 

- Based upon appropriate medical judgment, the event may jeopardize the subject’s 

health and may require medical or surgical intervention to prevent one of the other 

outcomes listed in this definition. 

 

5.1.2 Unanticipated Problems  

The Office for Human Research Protections (OHRP) considers unanticipated problems 
involving risks to subjects or others to include, in general, any incident, experience, or 
outcome that meets all of the following criteria: 

- unexpected in terms of nature, severity, or frequency given (a) the research 

procedures that are described in the protocol-related documents, such as the IRB-
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approved research protocol and informed consent document; and (b) the 

characteristics of the subject population being studied; 

- related or possibly related to participation in the research (possibly related means 

there is a reasonable possibility that the incident, experience, or outcome may have 

been caused by the procedures involved in the research); and 

- suggests that the research places subjects or others at a greater risk of harm 

(including physical, psychological, economic, or social harm) than was previously 

known or recognized. 

 

5.2 Specification of Safety Parameters 

  

Safety monitoring for this study will focus on unanticipated problems involving risks to 
participants, including unanticipated problems that meet the definition of a serious 
adverse event.   

  

5.3 Reporting Procedures 

 

5.3.1 Unanticipated Problem Reporting 

 

Incidents or events that meet the OHRP criteria for unanticipated problems require the 
creation and completion of an unanticipated problem report form. OHRP recommends 
that investigators include the following information when reporting an adverse event, or 
any other incident, experience, or outcome as an unanticipated problem to the IRB: 

- appropriate identifying information for the research protocol, such as the title, 

investigator’s name, and the IRB project number; 

- a detailed description of the adverse event, incident, experience, or outcome;  

- an explanation of the basis for determining that the adverse event, incident, 

experience, or outcome represents an unanticipated problem;  

- a description of any changes to the protocol or other corrective actions that have 

been taken or are proposed in response to the unanticipated problem. 
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To satisfy the requirement for prompt reporting, unanticipated problems will be reported 
using the following timeline:   

- Unanticipated problems that are serious adverse events will be reported to the IRB 

within days of the investigator becoming aware of the event.  

- Any other unanticipated problem will be reported to the IRB within days of the 

investigator becoming aware of the problem.  

- All unanticipated problems should be reported to appropriate institutional officials (as 

required by an institution’s written reporting procedures), the supporting agency 

head (or designee), and OHRP within one month of the IRB’s receipt of the report of 

the problem from the investigator. 

All unanticipated problems will be reported to the IRB.  

6 STUDY OVERSIGHT 

 

The principal investigator (PI) will be responsible for study oversight, including 
monitoring safety, ensuring that the study is conducted according to the protocol and 
ensuring data integrity.  The PI will review the data for safety concerns and data trends 
at regular intervals, and will promptly submit reportable events to the IRB that arise 
during the conduct of the study.    

 

 

 

7 STATISTICAL CONSIDERATIONS 

 

7.1 Study Hypotheses 

Hypothesis to be tested: The safety profile and the magnitude and durability of immune 

responses to the COVID-19 vaccines as well as adverse reactions depend on pre-existing health 

conditions, metabolism and microbiomes. 

 

7.2 Sample Size Considerations 

Qualitative research experts argue that there is no straightforward answer to the 
question of what is the best sample size for interview-based studies [45].  Some studies 
[46] maintain that it is sufficient to have N=20 participants in every analytically relevant 
participant ‘category and 50-60 people total [47]. Since a fixed sample size is not a strict 
require ement in this study, our sampling strategy would be to select an individual i 
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independently of the other individuals to the sub-cohort with probability p(S i = 1). In this 
case the sample size is random with expectation same as n above. Recruitment will 
close by October 1, 2021 at which time the final study power will be determined for all 
outcomes under the original protocol design assumptions and the final achieved sample 
size. At this stage, we did not perform any formal statistical method for sample size 
calculation, and believe that our target sample size of at least 500 participants is 
satisfactory. Large sample size, as well as successful balance of known potential 
confounders, will provide assurance that unmeasured or unknown potential confounders 
will also be equally distributed across randomized treatment groups.  

Wil will maintain an overall type I error rate of 0.05 or better. Target type II error rate 
is10%, i.e., the power of the trial is set to 90%. 

7.3 Final Analysis Plan 

In this study, primary outcome could be measured as binary (for example, presence or 
absence of a headache) or as ordinal data (including measurement scales).  We will be 
using a simple 3-point scale since there are many items in the survey describing 
adverse effects. 

Descriptive analysis will be carried out for baseline characteristics: age, gender, self-
reported conditions and co-morbidities. Nominal and ordinal data will be presented by 
number and percentage. Continuous data will be presented depending on normal 
distribution with either mean and standard deviation or (in case of no normal 
distribution) median with range. 

Inferential statistics will be performed for both primary and secondary outcomes. We will 
determine if data is normally distributed or not and do statistical analysis accordingly. In 
case of normal distribution of original or transformed (log, clr) measures we will use an 
unpaired t-test. In case of a non-normal distribution, we will use the non-parametric test 
Mann Whitney U (Wilcoxon rank sum). P values <0.05 will be considered significant.  

Missing data will be described thoroughly, and will be investigated on whether it is 
missing completely at random (MCAR), missing at random (MAR) or not missing at 
random (NMAR). Unless otherwise specified, missing data will not be imputed and will 
be excluded from the associated analysis. 

Since this is an observational study and we do not control the assignment of different 
types of vaccines to subjects, a difference in covariates may exist among treatment 
groups. Stratification (or subclassification) will be used to control for these differences in 
background characteristics. 
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SOURCE DOCUMENTS AND ACCESS TO SOURCE DATA/DOCUMENTS 

 

Study staff will maintain appropriate medical and research records for this study, in 
compliance with ICH E6, Section 4.9 and regulatory and institutional requirements for 
the protection of confidentiality of subjects. Study staff will permit authorized 
representatives of regulatory agencies to examine research records for the purposes of 
quality assurance reviews, audits, and evaluation of the study safety, progress and data 
validity.   
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8 QUALITY CONTROL AND QUALITY ASSURANCE 

According to the Guidelines of Good Clinical Practice (GCP) (CPMP/ICH/135/95), we 
are implementing and will be maintaining quality assurance and quality control systems 
with written Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs).Quality control will be applied to 
each stage of data handling. 

The following steps will be taken to ensure the accuracy, consistency, completeness, 
and reliability of the data: 

- Investigator and assistant investigator meeting(s); 

- routine site monitoring; 

- ongoing site communication and training; 

- data management quality control checks; 

- continuous data acquisition and cleaning; 

- internal review of data; and 

- quality control check of the final clinical study report. 

In addition, the study monitor may conduct periodic audits of the study processes. 

Data generated within this study will be handled according to the relevant SOPs, 
inspected for inconsistencies by performing validation checks. 

Adverse events will be coded using the Medical Dictionary for Regulatory Activities 
(MedDRA). Concomitant diseases will be coded using MedDRA.  
 

The study database, and study documentation may be subject to a Quality Assurance 
audit during the course of the study. 
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ETHICS/PROTECTION OF HUMAN SUBJECTS 

8.1 Ethical Standard 

 

The investigator will ensure that this study is conducted in full conformity with the 
principles set forth in The Belmont Report: Ethical Principles and Guidelines for the 
Protection of Human Subjects of Research, as drafted by the US National Commission 
for the Protection of Human Subjects of Biomedical and Behavioral Research (April 18, 
1979) and codified in 45 CFR Part 46 and/or the ICH E6.   

 

8.2 Institutional Review Board 

The protocol, informed consent form(s), recruitment materials and all participant 
materials have been submitted to the IRB for review and approval. Approval of both the 
protocol and the consent form(s) have been obtained.  Any amendment to the protocol 
will require review and approval by the IRB before the changes are implemented in the 
study. 

 

8.3 Informed Consent Process 

Informed consent is a process that is initiated prior to the individual (or a new site 
investigator) agreeing to participate in the study and continues throughout study 
participation. Extensive discussion of risks and possible benefits of study participation 
will be provided to participants and their families, if applicable. A consent form 
describing in detail the study procedures and risks will be given to the participant. 
Consent forms will be IRB-approved, and the participant is required to read and review 
the document or have the document read to him or her. The investigator or designee 
will explain the research study to the participant and answer any questions that may 
arise. The participant will sign the informed consent document prior to any study-related 
assessments or procedures.  Participants will be given the opportunity to discuss the 
study with their surrogates or think about it prior to agreeing to participate. They may 
withdraw consent at any time throughout the course of the study. A copy of the signed 
informed consent document will be given to participants for their records. The rights and 
welfare of the participants will be protected by emphasizing to them that the quality of 
their clinical care will not be adversely affected if they decline to participate in this study. 

The consent process will be documented in the clinical or research record.   

 

8.4 Exclusion of Women, Minorities, and Specific Age Groups  

Younger age group was initially excluded from the study since guidelines for 
vaccinations of those younger than 16 years of age were not fully developed. On May 
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10th, the U.S. Food and Drug Administration expanded the emergency use 
authorization (EUA) for the Pfizer-BioNTech COVID-19 Vaccine for the prevention of 
coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) caused by severe acute respiratory syndrome 
coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) to include adolescents 12 through 15 years of age, but 
this study will be focusing on adult participants.  

The study documentation, data, and all other information generated will be held in strict 
confidence.  No information concerning the study or the data will be released to any 
unauthorized third party without prior written approval of the study monitor. 

9 DATA HANDLING AND RECORD KEEPING 

 

The investigators are responsible for ensuring the accuracy, completeness, legibility, 
and timeliness of the data reported. All source documents should be completed in a 
neat, legible manner to ensure accurate interpretation of data. The investigators will 
maintain adequate case histories of study participants, including accurate case report 
forms (CRFs), and source documentation.   

 

9.1 Data Management Responsibilities 

 

Data collection and accurate documentation are the responsibility of the study staff 
under the supervision of the Principal Investigator. All source documents and laboratory 
reports must be reviewed by the study team and data entry staff, who will ensure that 
they are accurate and complete. Unanticipated problems must be reviewed by the 
Principal Investigator or designee.   

 

9.2 Data Capture Methods 

Every investigator will use ongoing processing methods specific to their site/subgroup 
including paper and electronic. Cumulative data will be maintained in electronic format. 
Sensitive data with patient information will be kept in decentralized fashion - password-
protected on the investigator’s computer or locked in the investigator's desk.   

9.3 Schedule and Content of Reports 

Investigators will share information weekly or more frequently, if needed. 

 

9.4 Study Records Retention 
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Study records will be maintained for one to three years. 

 

9.5 Protocol Deviations 

A protocol deviation is any change, divergence, or departure from the study procedures 
described in the IRB-approved clinical study protocol. The deviation may be on the part 
of the participant, the investigator, or study staff. 
 
Consistent with the investigator obligations in the ICH E6 Guideline for Good Clinical 
Practice, the Principal Investigator will document in study source documents and 
explain any deviation from the IRB-approved protocol. The PI will report to the IRB any 
deviations or changes made to eliminate immediate hazards to participants and any 
changes that increase risk to participants and/or significantly affect the conduct of the 
study.  
 

Protocol deviations will be assessed for their impact on safety, study operations, and 
data integrity. Appropriate corrective and preventive actions will be implemented if 
warranted. 
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10 PUBLICATION/DATA SHARING POLICY 

This study will comply with all applicable NIH Data Sharing Policies. See 
https://grants.nih.gov/policy/sharing.htm for policies and resources. 
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