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Abstract

Background: Healthcare workers are at an increased risk of acquiring vaccine-preventable
diseases and are known to be reliable source of information for the patients and their relatives.
Knowledge and attitudes of Healthcare workers about vaccines are thus important determinants
of their own vaccination uptake and their intention to recommend vaccinations to their patients.
However, culturally adapted tools and studies to address vaccine uptake and hesitancy as well
as related behaviours among Healthcare workers in the Global South are limited.

Methods: We propose a mixed methods project to understand the extent and determinants of
vaccination hesitancy among Healthcare workers and construct a validated scale to measure
this complex and context-specific phenomenon in Cape Town. We will summarise responses
as counts and percentages for categorical variables and means with standard deviations (or
median with inter quartile ranges) for continuous variables. We will run the Shapiro-Wilks test
to assess the normality. Analysis of the variance, chi-square tests, and equivalents will be
conducted as appropriate for group comparisons. Logistic regression models will also be
performed to assess association between variables.

We will focus on the seasonal influenza and COVID-19 vaccine. We will use an existing tool
developed and validated in Germany and the United States of America to measure five
psychological determinants of vaccination (referred to as the 5SC scale), as the basis to develop
and validate a scale to measure the scope and determinants of vaccine hesitancy and acceptance
among Healthcare workers in Cape Town.

Discussion and conclusion: Through this study, we hope to expand the scientific evidence
based on vaccination acceptance and demand among Healthcare workers in South Africa and
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build resources to enable better understanding of, detection, and response to vaccination

hesitancy in Cape Town.

Keywords: COVID-19 vaccines, Influenza vaccines, vaccine attitudes, vaccine confidence,

vaccine hesitancy, healthcare workers, Cape Town.
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g0 Background

81  The World Health Organization (WHO) identified vaccine hesitancy (also referred to as
82  vaccination hesitancy) as one of the top ten threats to global health in 2019 (1, 2, 3). Vaccination
83  hesitancy refers to the delay in acceptance or refusal of vaccines, despite availability of
84  vaccination services. Vaccination hesitancy is complex and context-specific, varying across
85  time, place, and vaccines (4). We use the terms vaccine hesitancy and vaccination hesitancy
86  interchangeably in this proposal, to refer to the same phenomenon. The National Advisory
87  Group on Immunization (NAGI) in South Africa has identified both vaccination of healthcare
88  workers (HCWs) and vaccination hesitancy as important issues that need urgent action. In line
89  with this plight, NAGI has formed working groups to find lasting solutions to these issues. There
90 is thus an urgent need for local data on vaccine hesitancy and uptake among HCWs in Cape
91  Town and South Africa as a whole.
92  Prior to COVID-19 pandemic, work related to vaccine hesitancy among HCWs evaluated
93  vaccines most requested by healthcare establishments for staff members, which include
94  influenza vaccines and hepatitis B.
95 HCWs were more likely to recommend vaccination if they were themselves vaccinated. A
96  study in the United Kingdom (UK) showed that nurses who were vaccinated were more likely
97  to recommend vaccination to their peers and other patients (17). A Nigerian study similarly
98  reported that female nurses were more likely to recommend HPV vaccination when they
99  expressed a willingness to be vaccinated themselves (18). Further research in Israel found that
100  physicians were more likely to recommend vaccinations to patients if they accepted the
101  influenza vaccine for themselves (19). Moreover, Canadian study also found that midwives
102 who reported being immunized themselves were more likely to have trust in the safety and

103 efficacy of influenza vaccine, and subsequently recommended vaccination to their colleagues
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104  and patients (20). It was also found tin a US study that recommending the influenza vaccine to
105  co-workers, patients, or patients’ families, was also associated with HCWs themselves being
106  vaccinated (21). HCWs in Iran who intended to be vaccinated against influenza in the next
107  season were also 4.6 times more likely to recommend vaccination to their patients than those
108  who did not intend to be vaccinated (22). However, little is known about the drivers of
109  vaccination hesitancy among HCWs in Cape Town, and the extent of its impact on vaccination
110  coverage; as most research on vaccination hesitancy have been conducted in high-income
111 countries (HICs) (9, 10). In addition, tools to measure determinants of vaccination hesitancy
112 and uptake are scarce and none of the current existing ones have been validated in South Africa.
113 Furthermore, there are no studies on Influenza vaccine hesitancy among HCWs in Cape Town
114  and South Africa in general. A measurement tool for vaccination hesitancy developed in
115  Germany (known as the 5C scale, Appendix 1) has been shown to be valid and easy to
116  administer in Europe and North America (5). The 5C scale contains a series of items (or
117  questions) to assess five determinants of vaccine hesitancy: confidence, complacency,
118  constraints (convenience), rational calculation, and collective responsibility (5). However, as
119  with other vaccination hesitancy measurement tools (6, 7, 8) this scale is based on research
120 conducted in high-income countries and has not been validated in South Africa. This
121  potentially limits its generalizability to healthcare worker vaccination in Cape Town; hence
122 there is need to adapt, pilot and validate this tool in our setting to determine factors associated
123 with both Influenza and COVID-19 vaccines hesitancy among HCWs in the Western Cape,
124 South Africa. This study aims to fill these gaps through developing capacity for vaccination
125  hesitancy research in Cape Town and a validated measurement tool for vaccination hesitancy
126  in this setting. The validated tool would be useful to better understand the burden and causes
127  of vaccination hesitancy among HCWs in South Africa, monitor changes and trends over time

128  and place in the country, and enhance the comparability of research results across the country.
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129

130 Materials and methods

131  Aims, design, population, and study setting

132 The methodological framework for this study is adapted from Betsch and colleagues (5) and
133 the WHO Guide to Tailoring Immunization Program (TIP) (55). Betsch and colleagues found
134  in studies conducted in Germany and the USA that the determinants of vaccine hesitancy vary
135  depending on the vaccine, the target group, and the country of study (5). We will focus this
136  project on HCWs and on two vaccines, the seasonal influenza vaccine, and the COVID-19
137  wvaccine. In this cross-sectional study, we aim to understand the extent and determinants of
138  vaccination hesitancy among HCWs in Cape Town and to construct a validated tool to measure
139  the phenomenon of vaccination hesitancy in this population. We will focus on two vaccines:
140  an existing vaccine recommended for HCWs (the seasonal influenza vaccine) and the vaccine
141  for COVID-19 for which HCWs are a priority target population. Cape Town has close to 32.479
142 health care workers according to (Western Cape annual report 2020/2021). By august 2021,
143 the Western Cape Government had administered a cumulative total of 1 426 278 COVID-19
144 vaccines to healthcare workers, The study will take place within the Cape Metro of the Western
145  Cape of South Africa. All healthcare facilities in the Cape Metro (whether providing integrated
146  primary healthcare, level 2, or level 3 services) will be approached for participation in the
147  study, making all healthcare facilities in the Cape Metro eligible for inclusion in the study and
148  thus will avoid selection bias in the recruitment of participants. The City of Cape Town is home
149  to about 4.4 million people, making it the second metro by population size in South Africa and
150  the Metro also prides itself as the tourism hub of the country. Cape Town has a coastline of
151  294km and is also bounded by the Atlantic Ocean to the south and west. The city positions
152  itself in Table Bay, bottom end of the African continent. It is the second largest city in South

153 Africa and the capital of Western Province.
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154  Globally, as of 22 May 2022 according to the WHO COVID-19 dashboard [66], there have
155  been 524 339 768 confirmed cases of SARS-CoV-2 infections, the virus that causes COVID-
156 19, including 6 281 260 deaths from COVID-19. A total of 11 752 954 673 vaccine doses have
157  been administered globally by 22 May 2022. In South Africa by 22 May 2022, there have
158  been 3 915 253 confirmed cases of SARS-CoV-2 infections with 100 898 deaths from COVID-
159 19 reported to WHO. As of 22 May 022, a total of 35 744 528 vaccine doses have been
160  administered in South Africa. In the Western Cape Province, a total of 701 607 confirmed cases
161  of SARS-CoV-2 infections were reported with 22 065 deaths from COVID-19.

162 The 5C scale tool

163 The five psychological antecedents of vaccination in the 5C scale are confidence, complacency,
164  constraints or convenience, rational calculation, and collective responsibility (5). Confidence
165  refers to the trust in (i) the effectiveness and safety of vaccines, (ii) the system that delivers
166  them, including the reliability and competence of the health services and health professionals,
167  and (ii1) the motivations of policy-makers who decide on the need of vaccines (5). The authors
168  of the 5C scale found in Europe and North America that individuals who lack confidence hold
169  negative attitudes towards vaccinations, do not believe that vaccines are safe and effective, and
170  do not trust the system that provides vaccination (5). Complacency occurs when “perceived
171  risks of vaccine-preventable diseases are low and vaccination is not deemed a necessary
172 preventive action”(5). Individuals scoring high in complacency do not perceive any risks from
173 vaccine-preventable diseases. Constraints refer to practical barriers such as costs and lack of
174  time or access. Rational calculation of risks and benefits of vaccination involves extensive
175  searching for information about vaccination. Collective responsibility describes the situation
176  whereby people understand the value of, and engage in vaccination, to contribute to herd
177  immunity (5).

178
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179  Phases of the study
180

181  Our study will be conducted across four phases as described below

182
e Phase 2b
Adaptation of the Phaase 2a Construct validity. Phase 3
S s i Validation of the Convergent validity Stakeholders”’
Original 5C scale 8 Y
- § ‘TE i C . e-. 5C+ Cape Town , Discriminant engagement
gt : o Scale validity , Predictive consultation
Town Scale validi ty
183
184

185  Phase 1: Adaptation of the Original SC scale to the SC+ Cape Town Scale

186  In this phase 1, we aim to gain deeper understanding of vaccine hesitancy among HCWs in
187  Cape Town by engaging with relevant stakeholders. Through such engagement the study team
188  will review the existing items in the 5C scale (6, 7, 8). This will further inform the identification
189  and generation of additional factors and corresponding items in Cape Town, South Africa (5C+
190  Cape Town Scale). The expanded 5C+ Cape Town Scale will be translated into English,
191 isiXhosa, and Afrikaans (Phase 1a). Based on our experience in the region, the added items
192  will include willingness to be vaccinated and the compatibility of vaccination with religious
193  beliefs. We will send the adapted 5C scale (the SC+ Cape Town Scale) to at least five vaccine
194  experts and HCWs in South Africa, to get feedback on whether the items are easy to understand.
195  This engagement will help to ensure the face validity and comprehensibility of the items of the

196  5C+ Cape Town Scale (56). HCWs will then complete a questionnaire on their attitudes to
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197  COVID-19 and influenza vaccines, including willingness to get vaccinated (Phase 1b). The
198  survey will be conducted both face-to-face and web-based in accordance with the COVID-19
199  regulation in place.

200  Phase 2: Validation of the SC+ Cape Town Scale

201  The objective of this phase is to assess the reliability, construct, concurrent, and predictive
202  wvalidity of the adapted 5C scale for HCWs (the 5C+ Cape Town scale), and to develop a short
203  scale (61) (Phase 2a). The validation procedure is necessary to ensure that the items assessing
204  one of the original 5C factors produce similar results after adaptation in phase la and 1b as
205  compared to the original version. Based on the findings, we may further refine the 5C items for
206  the Cape Town specific scale (SC+ Cape Town) for further testing (Phase 2b). Construct
207  validity queries whether the tool assesses what it aims to assess. Convergent validity will refer
208  to the extent to which a measure correlates with other indicators of the same construct.
209  Discriminant validity will refer to the extent to which a measure does not correlate with
210  indicators of other constructs that are theoretically or empirically distinct. Concurrent validity
211  will involve relating a measure to criteria assessed at the same time as the measure itself.
212 Predictive validity will encompass associations with criteria that are assessed at some point in
213 the future (5).

214  Phase 3: Stakeholders’ engagement

215  The objective of Phase 3 will be to share, discuss and obtain feedback on the findings from
216  phases 1 and 2, including how the findings can be promoted for use within policy, practice, and
217  research. We will identify and generate a list of key groups and individuals involved in the
218  design, planning and implementation of healthcare worker vaccination (17). This will include
219  policymakers, program and facility managers, professional associations, oversight, and
220  advisory bodies, HCW unions, and HCWs themselves. The list will be developed iteratively

221 by the research team, drawing on their collective knowledge of the relevant stakeholders,

10
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222 scoping of the literature, and team discussions. The methodology for developing the
223  stakeholder list will be guided by the methods developed in a previous study to identify a
224 complex multiple stakeholder reference sample (20)

225  Engagement workshops will then be conducted with a selection of individuals from identified
226  stakeholder groups. We will employ a maximum variation purposive sampling approach (21)
227  to ensure that workshop participant groups comprise ‘information-rich’ cases (i.e. individuals
228  who are especially knowledgeable about or experienced in HCW vaccination) and reflect wide
229  ranging socio-demographic characteristics and stakeholder groups.

230  The stakeholder engagement workshops will be conducted face-to-face or online, depending
231  on existing Covid-19 guidelines. Each workshop will include approximately 10-15
232 participants. The number of workshops conducted will be determined iteratively, depending on
233 the response rate amongst stakeholders and the findings that emerge.

234 The workshop will begin with a presentation of the findings from phases 1 and 2. Thereafter
235  participants will be encouraged to provide feedback, including their views about: the extent
236  and determinants of vaccination hesitancy among HCWs identified by the study, whether these
237  findings resonate (or not) with their own experiences, potential issues not identified by the
238  study, the 5C+ Cape Town Scale (including its acceptability and usability in their local
239  settings), as well as the potential implications of the study findings. The discussions will also
240  obtain participants views and experiences regarding how the findings can be promoted for use
241  within policy, practice, and research to strengthen the immunisation program among HCWs.
242 We will use multiple participatory methods to gather participant input and facilitate two-way
243 engagement between the researchers and stakeholders (22) Potential techniques to be used
244 include, brainstorming, meta-planning, listing, mind mapping, and ranking exercises and will
245  comprise both large group discussions and small break-out group work. We will carefully pre-

246  plan the composition of the small groups, considering the power-dynamics between

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.06.22276038
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.06.22276038; this version posted June 6, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

247  stakeholder groups and how the views of more marginalised individuals can be properly
248  expressed.

249  With the permission of participants, all workshops will be audio-recorded and transcribed
250  verbatim, and all personal identifying information will be removed from transcripts. The
251  anonymised transcripts will be downloaded into NVivo, a software programme that aids with
252 the management and analysis of qualitative data. The data will be analysed through a thematic
253  analysis, using the phases described by Braun and Clarke (23). The analysis will identify key
254  themes regarding stakeholders’ views about the findings and strategies to enhance their uptake,
255  as well as their views about the 5C+ Cape Town Scale and its usability. One researcher will

256  lead the analysis, with regular discussion and feedback from other researchers.

257  Healthcare workers recruitment and sample size estimation

258  All HCWs working in Cape Town will be eligible for inclusion. This will include nurses,
259  medical doctors, pharmacists, hospital administrative personals, health researchers etc.
260  Permission has been received from all the relevant authorities (including the University of Cape
261  Town Human Research Ethics Committee, the Western Cape Provincial Department of Health.
262  We will contact facility managers who will assist in identifying potential participants. The
263  purpose of the study will be explained to both the managers and the potential participants.

264  The total sample size for the validation survey will be at least 300 HCWs, based on best practice
265 recommendations for scale validation and performance of exploratory factor analyses (63).
266  Given that the assessment of validity is based on the inspection of correlation patterns, studies
267  suggest using a sample comprising at least 300 participants, which will allow detecting small
268  correlations (r=0.2) with at least 95% power (62). While we will aim to recruit a sample size
269  thatis diverse and representative of HCWs in Cape Town, we are also mindful of the fact that
270  representative sampling is a very complex endeavour and highly context-specific among

271  HCWs during the pandemic period (64, 65).

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.06.22276038
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.06.22276038; this version posted June 6, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

272  Data collection and data Management

273  This study will have no direct impact on clinic and hospital healthcare operations. The study
274  will be performed with minimal direct contact with staff at healthcare facilities.

275  Healthcare workers will complete the consent form and questionnaire either as a hardcopy
276  (provided to healthcare facilities) or through an online platform whereby the data will be
277  directly captured onto the Research Electronic Data Capture (REDCap) database. The duration
278  for completion of the consent form and questionnaire will be about 20 minutes which can be
279  done at the convenience of the HCW. The 5C questionnaire designed to capture 23 exploratory
280  variables including socio-demographic characteristics and attitudes of HCWs towards COVID-

281 19 and influenza vaccination has been designed (Appendix 2).

282  Expected outcome

283  The primary outcome of this study is a validated tool to measure vaccination hesitancy and
284  acceptance among HCWs in Cape Town, with focus on COVID-19 and influenza vaccines.
285  The adapted and validated long and short scales have the potential to be applicable to other
286  parts of South Africa, to other target groups in the country, and to vaccination programs in
287  general. This would be an important contribution to science, as no tool to measure the
288  determinants of vaccination hesitancy and acceptance among HCWs has been previously tested
289  inan African country. The secondary outcome will involve assessing the proportion and related
290  risk factors of COVID-19 and influenza vaccines hesitancy and acceptance among HCWs.
291  Lastly, the tertiary outcome will evaluate the process, barriers, and enablers of implementing
292  the 5C+ Cape-Town scale in South Africa and other similar health settings in the global south.
293  Statistical analyses

294  In the analyses, we will first assess the reliability of the SC+ Cape Town scale (by assessing

295  Cronbac’s alpha) and then determine its validity, i.e., find out whether it measures what it

13
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296 intends to measure. For this, we will investigate whether the 5C+ factors are associated with
297  theoretically similar constructs (e.g. confidence should correlate with attitude) (5). To do so,
298  we will calculate Pearson’s correlations between each 5C+ factor and the validation constructs.
299  The pattern of results will inform the item selection process — both reliability and validity will
300 be optimized in this process.

301  Then we will assess which Cape Town 5C+ factors are associated with vaccination behaviour
302  or intention, and how strong these relations are. For vaccination behaviour we will find out for
303  each participant if he/she has previously been vaccinated against seasonal influenza and if
304  he/she intends to take the COVID-19 vaccine and influenza vaccine during the next influenza
305  season. For the survey, we will categorise participants as willing or unwilling to vaccinate when
306 a vaccine will be available to them. For descriptive analysis, we will summarise responses as
307  counts and percentages for categorical variables and means with their standard deviations (or
308 medians and respective inter quartile ranges) as appropriate for continuous variables. We will
309  run the Shapiro-wilks test to assess the normality. Analysis of the variance (ANOVA), chi-
310  square tests, and equivalents will be conducted as appropriate for group comparisons. Logistic
311  regression models will also be performed to assess the association between each item of the 5C
312 instrument and COVID-19 and influenza vaccines hesitancy and acceptance.

313  Finally, we will develop a short scale by selecting one item per subscale that best represents
314  each subscale. The one item that correlates with the validation construct in the same direction
315 and to a similar extent as the whole scale will be selected. As a result of this process, we will
316  have a validated long and short scale for measuring vaccine hesitancy and acceptance among
317 HCWs in Cape Town, each having several subscales that capture the psychological
318 determinants of vaccination in a culturally appropriate and adapted way. Spearman's rank
319  correlation coefficient will be used to calculate concurrent validity between the 5C original

320  scale and the 5C+ Cape Town long and short scales. A two-sample t-test will be used to
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321  compare the 5C+ Cape Town group scales/scores to the original. For nonparametric data,
322 Spearman's rho, Inter-Class Correlation Coefficient (ICC), and Wilcoxon paired test will be
323 used for reliability assessment. Cronbach's alpha will be used to determine internal consistency
324  for the total score. We will consider a p-value < 0.05 to indicate statistically significant results.
325  All analyses will be performed in R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria))

326  V4.0.5 software.

327  Ethical declaration

328  Ethical approval for this study was obtained from the University of Cape Town Human
329  Research Ethics Committee (HREC Ref# (858/2020.). Furthermore, administrative permission
330 has been obtained from the Western Cape Provincial Department of Health (WC, (#
331  WC 202101 014), and the management of the various hospital where data will be collected.
332 The study objectives will be clearly explained in an information sheet, before the consent form
333  (Appendix 3) is signed and each participant will be made to know that they can discontinue
334 their participation at any time. Data will be used only from participants who signed the consent
335  form before participation. Confidentiality will be maintained by collecting only participant
336  demographics without names and other participant information protected. Further to that, only
337 age ranges will be used for further data processing with no information that my lead to
338 identification of any participant. The risks associated with this study are minimal for
339  participants.

340

341 Discussion and conclusion

342 Our study builds on the 5C scale described previously (5). The 5C is suitable for this study
343  because it captures multiple dimensions of vaccine hesitancy; extending the scope of existing

344  vaccine hesitancy measuring scales that focus primarily on confidence-related aspects. Another
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345  advantage of the 5C scale is that it assesses five determinants of vaccination with only 15
346  questions, and a shorter version of only five questions (5). Adapting and piloting this
347  instrument in our setting will then allow us to understand whether the 5C scale is applicable to
348  HCWs in South Africa. This question matters because studies in Western countries have shown
349  that the determinants of vaccine hesitancy vary depending on the target group, the country of
350  study, and the vaccine (5) and that vaccine hesitancy among HCWs might reduce effort to curb
351  the ongoing pandemic.

352

353  Vaccine decision making process and HCWs

354  Vaccination is often cited as one of the most effective ways of controlling infectious diseases
355 (11). However, while most people vaccinate according to the recommended schedule, this
356  success is being challenged by individuals and groups who choose to delay or refuse vaccines
357  (12). HCWs have had different responses to this changing environment. Certain health facilities
358  have dropped patients if they refuse vaccination (13, 12), making the case that it puts their other
359  patients at risk, while in other hospitals or clinics, some HCWs decided to delay vaccination or
360 administer partial doses, in order to protect the trust relationship with their patient, although
361  recognizing there is no clinical evidence to support such an approach (14). The vaccination
362  decision-making process includes people who agree to be vaccinated, because they see it as the
363  norm, and those that take their time weighing up the pros and cons of vaccination, talking with
364  family, friends, or members of their community, searching the internet, and asking their HCWs
365 for advice. The relevance of HCWs vaccine hesitancy is a process that has been well
366  documented (15). HCWs are one of the strongest influences in vaccination decisions and it is
367  on this basis that this study is grounded. Despite variations in reasons for hesitancy across
368  geographies and vaccines among HCWs hesitancy, there are common themes that emerge

369  globally (12, 16).
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370  The WHO Strategic Advisory Group of Experts on Immunization (SAGE) convened a working
371  group to investigate the nature and scope of vaccine hesitancy, which has created a model of
372  determinants of vaccine hesitancy organized around three domains, namely: (1) contextual
373  influences, (2) individual or social group influences, and (3) vaccine and vaccination-specific
374  issues (12). All three domains include the influence of others on vaccine hesitancy. Domain 1
375  (contextual influences) includes influential leaders and individuals; domain 2 (individual or
376  social group influences) includes personal experience with and trust in the health system and
377  provider; and domain 3 (vaccine and vaccination-specific issues) includes the role of HCWs
378  which is the focus of this study. In a study about HPV vaccination in Cameroon, the most
379  important factors considered among nurses when deciding to recommend the vaccine included
380  understanding the effectiveness and safety of the vaccine (27). In another example, a study on
381  HCWs vaccine hesitancy in the USA found that those who were not confident in the vaccine’s
382  efficacy and protective value were less likely to recommend it to patients or accept it
383  themselves (21). Irrespective of the influence of HCWs vaccination behaviour on peers and
384  others, the attitudes of HCWs towards vaccination may have a powerful influence. For
385 example, a study about doctors’ attitudes towards measles, mumps and rubella (MMR)
386  vaccination in Denmark illustrated that the average vaccination rate in practices with
387  unreservedly positive attitudes about vaccination was 85%, compared with 69% in practices
388  with more guarded attitudes (23).

389  Strengths and limitations of the study

390  Study strengths

391  With a broad range of scenarios, it is expected that the research will generate evidence that is
392  potentially applicable to other parts of South Africa. This study will produce relevant
393  knowledge and has the potential for effecting policy changes (56). A complex web of

394  influences and interactions affect the degree to which evidence is used by policymakers and
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395  managers. Among the many critical factors, the involvement of, and buy-in from, policymakers
396  and managers at an early stage in the research is an essential element for ensuring that emerging
397  evidence can be disseminated in timely and appropriate formats. This is the reason why we
398  have already started engagement with the management of the healthcare facilities in Cape
399  Town Metro.

400  Vaccine hesitancy is complex and context-specific, varying across time, place, and vaccines.
401 It may be related to a specific product such as a new vaccine, new vaccine formulation, or new
402  route of administration of a vaccine. Most of the research on the topic comes from HICs and
403  not much is known about this issue in low and middle-income countries generally and South
404  Africa specifically.

405  This study also draws on the WHO Guide to Tailoring Immunization Program (TIP) (55). The
406  TIP framework takes a broader approach to other measurement tools and helps to 1) identify
407  and prioritize vaccine hesitant populations and subgroups, 2) diagnose and distinguish the
408  demand and supply—side barriers to vaccination in these populations, and 3) design evidence-
409 informed responses to vaccine hesitancy appropriate to the setting, context, and hesitant
410  population. This framework will help us to understand HCW vaccine hesitancy and better
411  distinguish it from the broader range of barriers and facilitators facing HCWs vaccination.
412  Study limitations

413  The study limitations include that if participants lack understanding of certain questions, they
414  will not complete the entire questionnaire for those that will complete the questionnaire online.
415  This may lead to some exclusions for incomplete data. The second limitation is that the study
416  will be cross-sectional assessing vaccine hesitancy at a single time point. There is possibility
417  that attitudes of HCWs about vaccine can change over time.

418  Data availability and dissemination plans

419  Dissemination plans
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420  The results of this study will be published in scientific journals to allow researchers from sub-
421  Saharan Africa and other countries that have not yet tested the SC model to be able to study
422 vaccine hesitancy in their respective settings. Moreover, the outcomes of these study will
423  inform HCWs information sessions within our hospitals and teaching hospitals and may further
424  inform re-enforcement of lectures on immunisation and vaccines. The outcomes will further be
425  summarised to inform policy makers on how to better improve campaigns for COVID-19 and
426  influenza vaccination among HCWs.

427  Data availability Statement

428  Main research design and tool will be made freely available to the broader academic
429  community and public. Focus will be placed on data management and protection of participants
430 information as well as faithful and reproducible record keeping, with an emphasis on
431  transparency and accountability in methods utilised. Primary outcome being identification of
432  factors associated with vaccine hesitancy and affecting vaccine uptake by healthcare workers.
433 The results will be documented in text, plots, and images. Findings will be legible, reasonably
434  organized, and sufficiently detailed for future use by other researchers wishing to reproduce
435  the outcome. Research Electronic Data Capture (REDCap) computer software will be used to
436  capture, store and generate data. All raw data in electronic format will be stored in an organised
437  fashion and widely used and accessible formats will be employed. All stored electronic data,
438  updated frequently, will be continuously backed up to external (including cloud-based) media.
439  Detail results of the main research products will appear online in digital format in text, tables,
440  plots, and images in peer-reviewed journal articles and/or conference proceedings. Records

441  will be durable, accessible, and made safe from tampering or falsification.
442 Conclusion

443  In this survey of vaccine hesitancy among HCWs, we will adapt, pilot, and validate the 5C

444  scale instrument among HCWs in South Africa. By doing so, we will gain knowledge on the

19


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.06.22276038
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.06.22276038; this version posted June 6, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

445  extent and determinants of vaccination hesitancy among HCWs in an African context. This
446  may facilitate other researchers to study this complex and context-specific phenomenon of
447  vaccination hesitancy in South Africa and generally in Africa. This would expand the evidence
448  base on vaccination hesitancy in Africa and enhance the generalizability of current theoretical
449  causal models of vaccination hesitancy. Such knowledge will enable us and other researchers
450  in the future to design interventions to reduce vaccination hesitancy, which are evidence-based,
451  contextually appropriate, and focused on causal mechanisms, thus improving their
452  effectiveness, cost-efficiency, and acceptability.

453

454  Abbreviations

455  5C Scale: Tool to measure five determinants of vaccine hesitancy (confidence, complacency,
456  constraints, rational calculation, and collective responsibility)

457  5C+ Scale: 5C scale adapted to Cape Town

458  CHC: Community Health Center

459  GVAP: Global Vaccine Action Plan

460 HCW: Healthcare Workers

461  HICs: High Income Countries

462  HREC: Human Research Ethics Committee

463 MMR: Measles, Mumps and Rubella

464  NAGI: National Advisory Group on Immunization

465  SAGE: Strategic Advisory Group of Experts on Immunization

466  SWOT: Strengths Weaknesses, Opportunities, and Threats

467  TIP: Tailoring Immunization Program

468  UK: United Kingdom

469  UCT: University of Cape Town
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470  USA: United States of America
471  WP: Western Cape province

472  WHO: World Health Organization?
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