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SUMMARY 28 

Background Public reluctance to receive COVID-19 vaccination is due in large part to safety 29 

concerns. We compare the safety profile of the BNT162b2 COVID-19 booster vaccine to that of 30 

the seasonal influenza vaccine, which has been administered for decades with a solid safety 31 

record and a high level of public acceptance. 32 

Methods We study a prospective cohort of 5,079 participants in Israel (the PerMed study) and a 33 

retrospective cohort of 250,000 members of Maccabi Healthcare Services. We examine reactions 34 

to BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) mRNA COVID-19 booster vaccinations and to influenza 35 

vaccination. All prospective cohort participants wore a Garmin Vivosmart 4 smartwatch and 36 

completed a daily questionnaire via smartphone. For the prospective cohort, we compare pre-37 

vaccination (baseline) and post-vaccination smartwatch heart rate data and a stress measure 38 

based on heart rate variability, and we examine symptom severity from patient self-reports. For 39 

the retrospective cohort, we examine electronic health records (EHRs) for the existence of 28 40 

potential adverse events during the 28-day period before and after each vaccination. 41 

Findings In the prospective cohort, 1,905 participants received COVID-19 vaccination; 899 42 

received influenza vaccination. Focusing on those who received both vaccines yielded a total of 43 

689 participants in the prospective cohort and 31,297 members in the retrospective 44 

cohort. Questionnaire analysis: For the COVID-19 vaccine, 39·7% [95% CI 36·4%–42·9%] of 45 

individuals reported no systemic reaction vs. 66·9% [95% CI 63·4%–70·3%] for the influenza 46 

vaccine. Individuals reporting a more severe reaction after influenza vaccination tended to 47 

likewise report a more severe reaction after COVID-19 vaccination (r=0·185, p<0·001). 48 

Smartwatch analysis: A statistically significant increase in heart rate and stress measure occurred 49 

during the first 3 days after COVID-19 vaccination, peaking 22 hours after vaccination with a 50 
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mean increase of 4·48 (95% CI 3·94–5·01) beats per minute and 9·34 (95% CI 8·31–10·37) units 51 

in the stress measure compared to baseline. For influenza vaccination, we observed no changes 52 

in heart rate or stress measures. In paired analysis, the increase in both heart rate and stress 53 

measure for each participant was higher (p-value < 0·001) for COVID-19 vaccination than for 54 

influenza vaccination in the first 2 days after vaccination. On the second day after vaccination, 55 

participants had 1·5 (95% CI 0·68–2·20) more heartbeats per minute and 3·8 (95% CI 2·27–5·22) 56 

units higher stress measure, compared to their baseline. These differences disappeared by the 57 

third day after vaccination. EHR analysis: We found no elevated risk of non-COVID-19 or -58 

influenza hospitalization following either vaccine. COVID-19 vaccination was not associated 59 

with an increased risk of any of the adverse events examined. Influenza vaccination was 60 

associated with an increased risk of Bell’s palsy (1·3 [95% CI 0·3–2·6] additional events per 61 

10,000 people). 62 

Interpretation The more pronounced side effects after COVID-19 vaccination compared to 63 

influenza vaccination may explain the greater concern regarding COVID-19 vaccines. 64 

Nevertheless, our findings support the safety profile of both vaccines, as the reported side effects 65 

and physiological reactions measured by the smartwatches faded shortly after inoculation, and no 66 

substantial increase in adverse events was detected in the retrospective cohort. 67 

Funding This work was supported by the European Research Council, project #949850, and a 68 

Koret Foundation gift for Smart Cities and Digital Living.  69 

 70 
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RESEARCH IN CONTEXT 72 

Evidence before this study 73 

The unprecedented global impact of COVID-19 led to the rapid development and deployment of 74 

vaccines against the virus, including vaccines using novel mRNA technology. Despite the 75 

promising effectiveness of mRNA vaccines in preventing severe outcomes of COVID-19, 76 

concerns have been raised regarding the safety profile of these new vaccines. These concerns led 77 

to a notable global public reluctance to become vaccinated. By contrast, the seasonal influenza 78 

vaccine has been administered for decades with a well-established safety record and a high level 79 

of public acceptance. We searched Google Scholar, PubMed, and preprint services (including 80 

medRxiv, bioRrxiv, and SSRN) for studies comparing the safety profile of the two vaccines 81 

between March 1, 2023 (our study’s launch) and May 30, 2023, with no language restrictions, 82 

using the terms “safety of” AND (“COVID-19” OR “SARS-CoV-2”) AND (“vaccine” OR 83 

“BNT162b2 (Pfizer–BioNTech) mRNA vaccine”) AND “compared to” AND (“Influenza” OR 84 

“seasonal influenza” OR “flu”) AND “vaccine”. We found a study that compared the safety 85 

profile of the mRNA COVID-19 vaccine among 18,755 recipients with 27,895 recipients of the 86 

seasonal influenza vaccine using the WHO international database. The authors found a different 87 

safety pattern between the two vaccines with more systematic reactions following inoculation of 88 

the COVID-19 vaccine. Additionally, COVID-19 vaccines were associated with a higher risk of 89 

cardiovascular adverse events, while the influenza vaccine was associated with a higher risk of 90 

neurological adverse events. The remaining studies identified in our search compared the 91 

simultaneous administration of both vaccines to the administration of only COVID-19 vaccines. 92 

None of the studies conducted a paired analysis that compared reactions post-influenza 93 

vaccination and post-COVID-19 vaccination for the same individual; none examined the extent 94 
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of physiological reaction (in terms of heart rate and heart rate variability) following the 95 

administration of COVID-19 or seasonal influenza vaccines; and none examined a cohort of 96 

individuals with data from before and after vaccination episodes or presented a comprehensive 97 

analysis to address concerns regarding the existence of potential rare adverse events following 98 

vaccination.  99 

Added value of this study  100 

We studied a prospective cohort of 5,079 participants in Israel (the PerMed study) from October 101 

31, 2020 to September 30, 2022 and a retrospective cohort of 250,000 members of Maccabi 102 

Healthcare Services from July 31, 2021 and March 1, 2023. We examined reactions to 103 

BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) mRNA COVID-19 vaccination (third or fourth shot) and to 104 

influenza vaccination. We compared the extent of reactions at the individual level, among 105 

individuals who received both vaccines separately. While the self-reported data and the 106 

continuous physiological measures from smartwatches revealed a higher rate of reactions 107 

following COVID-19 vaccination, these reactions faded soon after inoculation. We found no 108 

increase in risk of rare adverse events for either vaccine. We found a weak, albeit significant, 109 

correlation in the severity of the symptoms for the two vaccines (r=0·185, p<0·001): individuals 110 

who reported a more severe reaction after influenza vaccination tended to likewise report a more 111 

severe reaction after COVID-19 vaccination. We found no elevated risk of non-COVID-19 or -112 

influenza hospitalization following the administration of either vaccine. COVID-19 vaccination 113 

was not associated with increased risk of any of the adverse events examined. Influenza 114 

vaccination was associated with an increased risk of Bell’s palsy (1·3 [95% CI 0·3–2·6] 115 

additional events per 10,000 people). 116 

Implications of all the available evidence  117 
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Our study demonstrates the importance of accounting for continuous and objective surveillance 118 

of vaccines in both the clinical trial phase and the post-marketing phase, as it can aid in 119 

evaluating the safety profile of clinical trials and reduce vaccine hesitancy. The more pronounced 120 

side effects after COVID-19 vaccination compared to influenza vaccination may explain the 121 

greater concern regarding COVID-19 vaccines. Nevertheless, our findings support the safety 122 

profile of both vaccines, as the reported side effects and physiological reactions measured by the 123 

smartwatches faded shortly after inoculation, and no substantial increase in adverse events was 124 

detected in the retrospective cohort. 125 

  126 
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INTRODUCTION 127 

The unprecedented global impact of COVID-19 led to the rapid development and 128 

deployment of vaccines against the virus, including vaccines using novel mRNA technology. 129 

However, despite the promising safety profile and effectiveness of mRNA vaccines in preventing 130 

severe outcomes of COVID-19, there has been a notable global public reluctance to be 131 

vaccinated.1, 2 For example, in the United States nearly 20% of the population has received no 132 

COVID-19 vaccine doses.3 A key reason for COVID-19 vaccine hesitancy is concerns about the 133 

safety of the vaccine.4, 5  134 

One strategy to address such concerns is by comparing the side effects of the mRNA 135 

vaccines to the side effects of the seasonal influenza vaccine, which has been administered for 136 

decades with a solid safety record and a high level of public acceptance. Hundreds of millions of 137 

vaccines for seasonal influenza and COVID-19 have been administered to date6, 7 but 138 

information comparing the safety of these vaccines is limited.  139 

Currently, information on vaccine side effects is primarily collected through self-140 

reporting methods, but these methods may be subject to bias and underreporting. To address this 141 

issue and provide a more comprehensive assessment of vaccine safety, extensive, continuous, 142 

and detailed monitoring of physiological changes in vaccinated individuals is necessary. 143 

Wearable devices, such as smartwatches, offer a promising solution. They enable continuous, 144 

detailed monitoring of physiological changes in vaccinated individuals, which can help identify 145 

vaccine-associated adverse events more effectively than self-reporting alone.  146 

Wearable sensors have been shown to detect subtle medical conditions, such as atrial 147 

fibrillation, based on irregular heartbeats.8 Several studies have shown that heart metrics, 148 

including heart rate, heart rate variability, and resting heart rate, can indicate COVID-19 149 
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infection in the pre-symptomatic stage and thus can be used for real-time detection.9-11 These 150 

heart metrics have been previously reported to correlate with subjective symptoms after the 151 

COVID-19 vaccine.12, 13 In the context of COVID-19 vaccination, a number of studies using 152 

wearables have observed short-term changes in heart metrics following vaccination, even when 153 

such changes were not apparent to patients when self-reporting effects of vaccination.14-18  154 

 In this study, our goal is to evaluate the safety of mRNA COVID-19 booster vaccines by 155 

comparing their side effects with those of seasonal influenza vaccines, using self-reported data, 156 

physiological measurements from Garmin Vivosmart 4 smartwatches, and information from 157 

electronic health records (EHRs). We examined the short-term effects (lasting up to 42 days) of 158 

the BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) mRNA COVID-19 booster vaccine and contrasted it with the 159 

seasonal influenza vaccine, by analyzing data from a prospective cohort of 5,079 participants in 160 

an observational trial, as well as a retrospective cohort of 250,000 randomly selected members 161 

from Maccabi Healthcare Services, Israel's second-largest healthcare provider (which serves 162 

about 25% of the population).  163 

METHODS 164 

Cohorts 165 

Prospective cohort We studied a cohort of 5,079 participants from a prospective 166 

observational trial of individuals in the PerMed study14-17, 19 who received a third or fourth 167 

BNT162b2 mRNA COVID-19 vaccine and a seasonal influenza vaccine between July 31, 2021 168 

and September 30, 2022 (Figure S2A, appendix p 13; see study protocol , appendix pp. 2-12) 169 

Participants filled out a daily questionnaire about clinical symptoms and wore a smartwatch that 170 

measured, among other factors, heart rate and heart rate variability-based stress.  171 
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Upon enrollment in the study, we gathered information on the participants' sex, age, and 172 

pre-existing clinical risk factors. These underlying medical conditions included diabetes, 173 

hypertension, heart disease, chronic pulmonary conditions, weakened immune system, cancer, 174 

kidney failure, and a body mass index (BMI) greater than 30 (BMI is determined by dividing a 175 

person's weight in kilograms by the square of their height in meters). 176 

We paired observations so that we could compare vaccine reactions in each individual. 177 

Among the 5,079 participants in the prospective cohort, a total of 4,334 COVID-19 vaccine 178 

doses and 2,639 influenza vaccine doses were administered. For both types of vaccines, we had 179 

hourly smartwatch data on heart rate and a Garmin-computed stress measure based on heart rate 180 

variability (heart rate: 1,877 COVID-19 vaccine doses, 901 influenza vaccine doses; stress 181 

measure: 1,845 COVID-19 vaccine doses, 878 influenza vaccine doses) (Table S2 appendix 182 

p14). From these observations we extracted paired vaccine observations; these are observations 183 

for individuals who received both the COVID-19 vaccine (first or second booster) and at least 184 

one influenza vaccine.  185 

Retrospective cohort For the retrospective cohort, we examined anonymized EHRs of 186 

250,000 randomly selected members of Maccabi Healthcare Services (Figure S2B, appendix p 187 

13; see study protocol, appendix pp. 2-12). Eligible members were individuals 18 years and older 188 

who received both a third or fourth BNT162b2 mRNA COVID-19 vaccine and a seasonal 189 

influenza vaccine between July 31, 2021 and March 1, 2023. Individuals who were not members 190 

of Maccabi Healthcare Services throughout the entire study period were excluded.  191 

Study Design 192 

 Prospective cohort For the prospective cohort, participants were asked to complete a 193 

daily survey via the PerMed mobile application.19 This survey compiled self-reported clinical 194 
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symptoms from participants, using a predefined list of reactions observed in the BNT162b2 195 

mRNA COVID-19 vaccine trial 20, while also allowing participants to freely report any 196 

additional symptoms they experienced. The survey was crafted based on potential symptoms that 197 

may follow infections with infectious diseases and respiratory illnesses, drawing on the 198 

International Classification of Diseases, Ninth Revision, and Clinical Modification (ICD-9) 199 

codes related to influenza, influenza-like illnesses, acute respiratory infections, RSV (respiratory 200 

syncytial virus), group A streptococcus, and COVID-19. 201 

Throughout the study, from the moment they were recruited until the end, participants 202 

wore a Garmin Vivosmart 4 smartwatch. The smartwatch data was used to estimate the effects of 203 

vaccination on physiological measures such as heart rate and stress levels. Stress levels, 204 

computed by Garmin, range from 1 to 100 and are classified into four categories: resting (1-25), 205 

low (26-50), medium (51-75), and high (76-100).21 A higher stress level correlates with lower 206 

heart rate variability.22, 23 Heart rate data (beats per minute) was collected in intervals of 15 207 

seconds while stress measurements were documented every three minutes. 208 

Further information regarding the recruitment procedure, choice of smartwatch data 209 

analyzed, data collection architecture, and PerMed dashboard is provided elsewhere.16  210 

Retrospective cohort For the retrospective cohort, we examined anonymized EHRs of 211 

the patients. These records are automatically collected from various clinics and medical facilities 212 

nationwide and updated monthly in Maccabi Healthcare Services databases. The data is coded, 213 

anonymized, viewed, stored, and processed within the research room of the Maccabi Healthcare 214 

Services. Maccabi Healthcare Services uses the ICD-9 classification with procedures coded 215 

using Current Procedural Terminology codes. We obtained demographic details for each patient, 216 

along with diagnoses linked to 28 possible adverse events, as specified by ICD-9 codes.  217 
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Outcomes and Statistical Analysis  218 

Prospective cohort Though the majority of participants only filled out the survey once 219 

daily, if there were multiple entries by a single participant within a day, only the final entry was 220 

considered. Since questionnaires cannot be updated after submission, participants were instructed 221 

to submit a new response in case of filing errors; we assumed that the last entry provided a more 222 

accurate representation of the participant’s entire day.  223 

We defined a “baseline period” for each participant using their data (self-reported 224 

questionnaire and smartwatch) 7 days prior to vaccination. A participant’s “baseline” refers to 225 

the last questionnaire they submitted during the baseline period and smartwatch data for the 226 

entire baseline period. If a symptom was reported following the vaccination and was not noted 227 

during the baseline period, we interpreted this to be a side effect of the vaccine. Participants who 228 

did not complete the questionnaire during the baseline period were omitted from our analysis 229 

because we could not determine whether their symptoms existed prior to vaccination. We 230 

compared the baseline period to 7 and 14 days after vaccination inclusive of vaccination day 231 

(“post-vaccination” period), for discrete and continuous metrics, respectively. Since the U.S. 232 

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) advises that vaccine side effects typically 233 

disappear after a few days, our analysis concentrates on the first 72 hours post-vaccination.24 234 

 We included participants who (1) submitted the questionnaire at least once during the 235 

baseline period, (2) completed the questionnaire at least once within 72 hours after vaccination, 236 

(3) provided wearable device measurements during the same day-of-week and time-of-day 237 

during their post-vaccination and baseline periods, and (4) received both the seasonal influenza 238 

and COVID-19 vaccine.   239 
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 We excluded participants who provided data for only one day (either during the baseline 240 

or post-vaccination periods), with an exception if the participant provided data for the same 241 

hours-of-day and days-of-week during the baseline and post-vaccination periods.  242 

 We differentiated participants based on their self-reported intensity of symptoms as 243 

recorded in a questionnaire during the 72 hours following each vaccination. Participants were 244 

grouped into “No Reaction,” “Mild Reaction,” or “Severe Reaction” categories, based on their 245 

most severe symptom reported in the 72 hours following each vaccination. Consequently, if a 246 

participant experienced a single severe symptom for a day, and mild symptoms for the remaining 247 

three days post-vaccination, they were designated as having a severe reaction. The severity 248 

categorization could vary for participants after each administered vaccine dose. 249 

In alignment with the CDC25 and the Pfizer clinical trial20, we categorized symptoms as 250 

follows:  251 

• Mild symptoms: abdominal pain, feeling hot, back or neck pain, feeling cold, muscle 252 

pain, weakness, headache, dizziness, vomiting, sore throat, diarrhea, cough, leg pain, ear 253 

pain, loss of taste and smell, swelling of the lymph nodes, fast heartbeat, and 254 

hypertension;  255 

• Severe symptoms: chest pain, dyspnea (shortness of breath), fever, confusion, and chills. 256 

For participants who reported feeling hot and recorded their temperature, we divided them into 257 

two categories: above 38·9º C (fever) or below 38·9º C (feeling hot); in cases where the 258 

participant did not record their temperature, we assumed it to be below 38·9º C.  259 

From the questionnaire data, we computed the proportion and corresponding 95% 260 

confidence interval (CI) of participants who reported experiencing each side effect in the post-261 

vaccination period. The 95% CI for each side effect was calculated using a binomial distribution 262 
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Binom(n,p), where p = the proportion of participants reporting the symptom, and n = number of 263 

participants eligible to be included in the self-reported questionnaire analysis. In cases where 264 

participants received more than one dose of the COVID-19 or the seasonal influenza vaccine 265 

during the study period, and were eligible to be included for both inoculations, each self-reported 266 

event (i.e., specific symptoms or no symptoms) was considered as 
�

������ 	
 ����� ����	���
 event 267 

to avoid over counting. 268 

For the continuous Garmin smartwatch data, we compared measurements from the post-269 

vaccination period to the corresponding day-of-week and hour-of-day measurement from the 270 

baseline period at the individual level. For example, we compare a participant’s Wednesday 271 

average 9 am heart rate with their previous Wednesday 9 am heart rate. If these data were not 272 

recorded (e.g., if a participant did not wear the smartwatch in the same period before and after 273 

vaccination), we excluded the participant from this analysis. Then, we aggregated each hour’s 274 

differences divided by all participants to calculate a mean difference and the associated 95% CI. 275 

We present this analysis starting a week before and after vaccination. In cases where participants 276 

received more than one dose of the COVID-19 or the seasonal influenza vaccines during the 277 

study period, and were eligible to be included for both inoculations, we calculated the average 278 

differences over all inoculations. 279 

We also compared the difference of physiological changes between COVID-19 280 

vaccination and seasonal influenza vaccination among individuals who received both vaccines. 281 

For each participant, we first calculated the daily mean changes in heart rate between the post-282 

vaccination period and the baseline period. We did this separately for the mRNA COVID-19 283 

booster vaccine and the seasonal influenza vaccine. Then we calculated the difference between 284 
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these two mean values for each participant and each of the 7 days after inoculation. This is 285 

equivalent to a two-sided Welch’s t-test, which does not assume equal population variance. 286 

Retrospective cohort For each individual in the retrospective cohort who received both 287 

vaccines, we noted the existence in the EHR of 28 potential adverse events (Table S1, appendix 288 

pp 10-11) during the 28-day period before and after each vaccination. This set of adverse events 289 

was composed based on a previous large-scale study that examined the safety of the first and 290 

second (primary series) COVID-19 vaccine dose.26 291 

We calculated the number of adverse events shown in patients’ EHRs before and after 292 

each vaccine. Consistent with a previous study27, we chose a time interval of 28 days to evaluate 293 

the potential short-term effects of each of the vaccines separately. Similar to large cohort 294 

studies,16, 28 we evaluated the risk differences using a self-as-control method that compared 295 

adverse events in the same patient in two periods: a baseline period of 28 days (from 35-8 days 296 

before vaccination) and a post-vaccination period of 28 days (0-27 days after vaccination). We 297 

used a 7-day buffer period between the baseline and post-vaccination periods in accordance with 298 

the guidelines of the Israeli Ministry of Health,29 which recommend that an individual should not 299 

receive inoculation if suffering from any apparent infection with severe symptoms, including a 300 

fever higher than 38°C. This 7-day buffer period was also consistent with the assumption made 301 

by a large-scale safety study in which non-vaccinated individuals were not eligible to serve as 302 

controls if the person experienced any health event in the week before the follow-up period.26 303 

During outpatient visits in Maccabi’s clinics, past diagnoses also appear as part of the 304 

current visit’s diagnoses. Thus, in line with the previous study, for each adverse event we 305 

omitted individuals who were previously diagnosed with the same event in the year prior to the 306 

baseline period.26 307 
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We conducted a pairwise comparison for each individual, calculating the risk difference 308 

between pre- and post-vaccination values, which we denote �
��



�,�  for person i and event j. If an 309 

adverse event was recorded in the individual’s medical records in the post-vaccination period 310 

(i.e., 0-27 days post-vaccination) but not in the pre-vaccination period (35-8 days pre-311 

vaccination), then the event is potentially associated with the vaccine or a random event, and we 312 

set �
��



�,�
� 1. If the converse was true and an adverse event appeared before vaccination but not 313 

after vaccination, the event is potentially a random event, and we set �
��



�,�
� �1. If a specific 314 

event was reported in both the pre- and post-vaccination periods, we assumed the event is not 315 

associated with the vaccine and we set �
��



�,�
� 0, and thus the individual was excluded from the 316 

analysis of event j. If an individual was found to be positive for COVID-19 during the post-317 

vaccination period, we compared only the events recorded in the period between the inoculation 318 

and the recorded time of death and matched this period with the same time interval in the 319 

baseline period.  320 

The risk difference for event � is the mean value of  ��
��



·,�  calculated over all vaccinated 321 

individuals. This approach mirrors the standard estimation of risk differences in exposed and 322 

unexposed groups30, while taking into account the paired nature of the samples. To calculate the 323 

95% CI for the difference without imposing any unknown distribution, we applied a non-324 

parametric percentile bootstrap method with 10,000 repetitions, similar to previous safety 325 

studies26, 28 . In case an individual received more than one inoculation of COVID-19 vaccine or 326 

more than one inoculation of the seasonal influenza vaccine, for each repetition we chose 327 

randomly one of inoculations for each vaccine type. 328 

Ethical Approval 329 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 29, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23292007doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23292007
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


16 
 

The prospective study was approved by MHS’ Helsinki institutional review board, 330 

protocol number 0122-20-MHS. All participants gave written informed consent to participate in 331 

the study and were advised both orally and in writing of the nature of the study. This study is part 332 

of a larger study (an observational clinical trial funded by a European Research Council grant) 333 

and is in accordance with the European Union General Data Protection Regulation: a cohort of 334 

5,000 participants are recruited, download a dedicated mobile application, receive smartwatches, 335 

grant access to their medical records, and are followed for two years. Since the retrospective data 336 

was pseudonymized, the Helsinki institutional review board approved the use of this cohort data 337 

without requiring specific consent from Maccabi Healthcare Services members (protocol number 338 

0122-20-MHS). 339 

Role of the Funding Source 340 

The sponsor of the study had no role in the study’s design, data collection, data analysis 341 

and data interpretation, or in the writing of the report. 342 
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RESULTS  343 

Prospective Cohort 344 

Cohort characteristics  345 

A total of 2115 participants received either the COVID-19 vaccine or the influenza 346 

vaccine during the study period (Table 1). Among these participants, 1905 received the COVID-347 

19 vaccine, while 899 received the influenza vaccine. In the paired sample of 689 participants 348 

receiving both vaccines, 355 (51·5%) were female, and age ranged from 20-85 years, with a 349 

median of 58. This is significantly higher than the median age in Israel, which is 30·5 years.31 350 

Among the 689 participants, 357 (51·8%) reported that they had an underlying medical condition 351 

and 177 (25·7%) had a BMI of 30 or greater. 352 

When we paired observations for individuals who received both COVID-19 and 353 

influenza vaccines, we obtained 799 paired COVID-19 vaccine doses and 692 paired influenza 354 

vaccine doses for heart rate; and 779 paired COVID-19 vaccine doses and 672 paired influenza 355 

vaccine doses for the stress measure (Table S2, appendix p 14). These numbers are 356 

representative of 577 and 544 individuals with heart rate and stress data, respectively, who 357 

received both vaccines. Similarly, we had 881 paired daily self-reports on symptoms for 7 days 358 

pre- and post-COVID-19 vaccination and 727 pre- and post-influenza vaccination paired self-359 

reports, corresponding to 621 individuals. 360 

Questionnaire analysis For the COVID-19 vaccine, 39·7% [95% CI 36·4%–42·9%] of 361 

individuals reported no systemic reaction; for the influenza vaccine, this fraction was 66·9% 362 

[95% CI 63·4%–70·3%] (Figure 1). The most common reactions reported for the COVID-19 363 

vaccine were weakness (16·1% [95% CI 13·6%–18·5%] of vaccinated individuals), headache 364 

(13·1% [95% CI 10·9%–15·3%]), muscle pain (12·1% [95% CI 10·0%–14·3%]), fever (7·0% 365 
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[95% CI 5·3%–8·7%]), and chills (5·7% [95% CI 4·2%–7·3%]). The most common reactions 366 

reported for the influenza vaccine were weakness (7·3% [95% CI 5·5%–9·2%]), headache (5·3% 367 

[95% CI 3·7%–7·0%]), muscle pain (3·6% [95% CI 2·3%–5·1%]), feeling cold (3·5% [95% CI 368 

2·2%–5·0%]), and sore throat (3·0% [95% CI 1·8%–4·3%]). 369 

We compared severity of symptoms for the 621 individuals who received both a COVID-370 

19 and influenza vaccine and who self-reported symptoms for both (Figure S3, appendix p 16). 371 

Using Spearman’s rank correlation test we found a weak, albeit significant, correlation in the 372 

severity of the symptoms for the two vaccines (r=0·185, p<0·001). Specifically, individuals who 373 

reported a more severe reaction after influenza vaccination tended to likewise report a more 374 

severe reaction after COVID-19 vaccination. Of the 621 individuals, 278 (44·8%) reported no 375 

reaction to either vaccine, 173 (27·8%) reported no reaction to the influenza vaccine and a mild 376 

reaction to the COVID-19 vaccine, and 36 (5·8%) reported no reaction to the influenza vaccine 377 

and a severe reaction to the COVID-19 vaccine. Similarly, 58 individuals (9·3%) reported a mild 378 

reaction to both vaccines, 38 individuals (6·1%) reported a mild reaction to the influenza vaccine 379 

and no reaction to the COVID-19 vaccine, and 25 individuals (4·0%) reported a mild reaction to 380 

the influenza vaccine and a severe reaction to the COVID-19 vaccine. Only 5 individuals (0·8%) 381 

reported a severe reaction to both vaccines. Of the 621 individuals, 321 (54·9%) reported the 382 

same level of symptom severity for both vaccines, and 259 (41·7%) reported a higher level of 383 

symptom severity for the COVID-19 vaccine than for the influenza vaccine. Only 46 individuals 384 

(7·4%) reported a lower level of symptom severity for the COVID-19 vaccine than for the 385 

influenza vaccine.  386 

Wearables analysis We examined mean pre- and post-vaccination differences in hourly 387 

heart rate and stress data for participants who received either the COVID-19 or influenza vaccine 388 
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(Figure 2). Following the administration of the COVID-19 vaccine, we identified a statistically 389 

significant increase in heart rate during the first three days compared to the baseline period. This 390 

increase peaked 22 hours after vaccination, with a mean difference of 4·48 (95% CI 3·94–5·01) 391 

more beats per minute compared to baseline. By the sixth day post-inoculation, heart rate levels 392 

returned to baseline. A similar trend was observed for stress data: the increase in stress measure 393 

was statistically significant with a peak 22 hours after vaccination and a mean increase of 9·34 394 

(95% CI 8·31–10·37) units in the stress measure. For influenza vaccination, no statistically 395 

significant changes in heart rate or the stress measure were observed.  396 

To directly compare effects of the two vaccines we conducted a pairwise comparative 397 

analysis in which we examined daily mean changes in heart rate and the stress measure for 398 

individuals receiving both vaccines (Figure 3). For each such participant, we calculated the mean 399 

change in the indicator (either heart rate or stress) associated with COVID-19 vaccination 400 

compared to an individual’s baseline levels minus the mean change in the indicator associated 401 

with influenza vaccination compared to the individual’s baseline. Figure 3 shows that the 402 

increase in both heart rate and the stress measure for each participant was higher for COVID-19 403 

vaccination than for influenza vaccination in the first two days after vaccination, and that this 404 

increase is statistically significant (p-value < 0·001). However, these differences were small: for 405 

example, in the second day after vaccination, mean heart rate was 1·5 (95% CI 0·68–2·20) beats 406 

per minute higher after COVID-19 vaccination than after influenza vaccination, compared to an 407 

individual’s baseline, and mean stress was 3·8 (95% CI 2·27–5·22) units higher. Moreover, these 408 

differences disappeared by the third day after vaccination: for the third through seventh days 409 

after vaccination there were no statistically significant differences in changes in these two 410 

indicators for the COVID-19 vaccine compared to the influenza vaccine. 411 
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Retrospective Cohort 412 

Cohort characteristics The retrospective cohort included 31,297 Maccabi members who 413 

received both vaccines during the study period. Of these individuals, 16,956 (54·2%) were 414 

female (Table 1). Age ranged from 12-103 years, with a median of 59. An underlying medical 415 

condition was listed in the medical record for 14,437 (45·8%) individuals, and 5,069 (16·2%) had 416 

a BMI of 30 or greater. 417 

EHR analysis We found no elevated risk of non-COVID-19 or -influenza 418 

hospitalizations following the administration of either vaccine (Table 2). Among the 31,297 419 

individuals receiving both vaccines, 37 non-COVID-19 or -influenza hospitalizations occurred in 420 

the post-vaccination period compared to 51 in the baseline period for the COVID-19 vaccine 421 

and 32 non-COVID-19 or -influenza hospitalizations in the post-vaccination period compared to 422 

30 in the baseline period for the influenza vaccine, corresponding to risk differences of -4·5 423 

(95% CI: -10·2–1·3) and -0·6 (95% CI: -5·8–4·2) events per 10,000 vaccinated individuals, 424 

respectively. 425 

We found no statistically significant increase in risk of the examined adverse events for 426 

COVID-19 vaccination (Table 2). Influenza vaccination was associated with an increased risk of 427 

Bell’s palsy (1·3 [95% CI 0·3–2·6] additional events per 10,000 people), but was not associated 428 

with any other increase in risk of the examined adverse events. 429 

DISCUSSION 430 

Our analyses of data from patient questionnaires and smartwatches (in a prospective 431 

study) and from EHRs (in a retrospective study) comparing side effects of COVID-19 booster 432 

vaccination and seasonal influenza vaccination further support the safety of the first and second 433 

BNT162b2 booster vaccinations in eligible populations. In the patient questionnaires, more 434 
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individuals reported mild or severe effects after the COVID-19 vaccine than after the influenza 435 

vaccine (60·3% vs. 33·1%). We found a weak but significant positive correlation in the severity 436 

of the symptoms for the two vaccines. From the smartwatch data we identified a small but 437 

statistically significant increase in heart rate and the stress measure in the three days after 438 

COVID-19 vaccination, with levels returning to normal within six days after vaccination. For 439 

influenza vaccination, no statistically significant changes in these measures were observed. 440 

Although our paired analysis of reactions to COVID-19 and influenza vaccination suggested that 441 

the differences are significant, they were small and do not indicate lack of safety. Importantly, 442 

for the retrospective cohort, our analysis of EHRs – which are based on diagnoses of physicians 443 

in clinics and hospitals –identified no significant change in risk of adverse events after either 444 

vaccine, except for an elevated risk of Bell’s palsy after the influenza vaccine, a rare event. This 445 

finding is in line with a recent large-scale study that also found this positive association.32 446 

Despite this finding, the benefits of influenza vaccination in preventing severe outcomes far 447 

exceed this risk. 448 

At both the aggregate level where we compared average changes in smartwatch measures 449 

pre- and post-vaccination for COVID-19 versus influenza vaccination, and at the individual level 450 

where we compared each patient’s changes in these measures, we found an increase in heart rate: 451 

4·48 (95% CI 3·94–5·01) beats per minute higher at the aggregate level, and 1·5 (95% CI 0·68–452 

2·20) beats per minute higher 22 hours after vaccination when we performed a pairwise 453 

comparison. Previous studies have found that even small long-lasting increases in heart rate are 454 

associated with an increased risk of death.33, 34 However, we found that the increases in heart rate 455 

disappeared within six days after vaccination. We also found increases in the heart rate 456 

variability-based stress measure. Some details are available on how the Garmin stress measure is 457 
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calculated,35, 36 but the exact algorithm is proprietary and is not fully disclosed. Although the 458 

stress measures returned to baseline within six days after vaccination, the clinical significance of 459 

the short-term increases in the stress measure is unknown.  460 

Our analysis has several limitations. First, we considered only BNT162b2 (Pfizer-461 

BioNTech) mRNA vaccines. Second, median cohort age was greater than the median age in 462 

Israel, reflecting the fact that older individuals are more likely to receive both influenza 463 

vaccination and a COVID-19 booster shot than younger individuals. It is possible that younger 464 

individuals might have a different side effects profile than found in our cohorts. Third, the 465 

Garmin smartwatches are not medical-grade wearable devices, although previous studies have 466 

demonstrated the accuracy of smartwatches in measuring heart rates37, 38 and our analysis 467 

considers relative heart rate values pre- and post-vaccination rather than absolute heart rate 468 

values. 469 

Our analysis demonstrates the power of examining patient data from multiple sources. 470 

Although more individuals experienced side effects after COVID-19 vaccination than after 471 

influenza vaccination, as reflected both in patient self-reports and in smartwatch data, the 472 

differences in examined side effects detected by the smartwatches were small, the differences 473 

disappeared by three days after vaccination, and heart measures returned to their pre-vaccination 474 

baseline within six days after vaccination. Moreover, no statistically significant increase in the 475 

risk of adverse events, as reflected in EHRs, was associated with COVID-19 vaccination. Taken 476 

together, these findings support the safety of the first and second BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) 477 

mRNA COVID-19 booster shots.  478 

 479 
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Table 1. Description of cohort participants and self-reported reaction severity after COVID-19 596 
booster vaccination and influenza vaccination for individuals receiving both vaccines  597 

 Prospective Cohort Retrospective 
cohort 

 
COVID-19 

Vaccine Influenza Vaccine 
COVID-19 and 

Influenza Vaccine 
COVID-19 and 

Influenza Vaccine 
Total (%) 1905  

(100%)  
899  

(100%)  
689  

(100%)  
31,297  
(100%)  

Sex     
 Female (%) 964  

(50·6%)  
460  

(51·2%)  
355  

(51·5%)  
16,956  
(54·2%)  

 Male (%) 940  
(49·4%)  

439  
(48·8%)  

334  
(48·5%)  

 14,341  
(45·8%) 

Age (years)     
 Mean 49·4  53  55·35  55·89  
 Std 15·50   15·19 14·71   19·05 
 Range 19-85  20 - 85  20 - 85   12-103 
 Median 52   55 58  59  
Age range         
 12-55 (%) 1116  

(58·6%) 
456  

(50·7%)  
293  

(42·5%)  
13,609  
(43·5%)  

 >55 (%) 789  
(41·4%)  

443  
(49·3%)  

396  
(57·5%)  

 17,688  
(56·5%) 

Underlying medical 
condition     
 Yes (%) 765  

(40·2%)  
441  

(49·1%)  
357  

(51·8%) 
 14,347  
(45·8%) 

 No (%)  1092  
(57·3%) 

 427  
(47·5%) 

305  
(44·3%)  

 16,950  
(54·2%) 

 Not reported  48  
(2·5%) 

31  
(3·4%)  

 27  
(3·9%)  NA 

BMI     
 ≥30 413  

(21·7%) 
212  

(23·6%) 
177  

(25·7%) 
5,069  

(16·2%) 
 <30 1485  

(78·0%) 
684  

(76·1%) 
509  

(73·9%) 
10,971  
(35·1%) 

 Not reported 7  
(0·3%) 

3  
(0·3%) 

3  
(0·4%) 

15,257  
(48·7%) 

Population sector     
 General Jewish 1848  

(97·0%) 
878  

(97·7%) 
671  

(97·4%) 
29,443  
(94·1%) 

 Ultra-Orthodox Jewish 38  
(2·0%) 

15  
(1·6%) 

12 
 (1·7%) 

1,006  
(3·2%) 

 Arab 19  
(1·0%) 

6  
(0·7%) 

6  
(0·9%) 

847  
(2·7%) 
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Table 2. Adverse-events noted in the electronic health record during the 28-day period before and after each vaccination for the 598 
retrospective cohort 599 

 COVID-19 Vaccine Influenza Vaccine 

 Cohort* 
Event 

before** 
Event 
after** Risk difference† 

Cohort
* 

Event 
before** 

Event 
after** Risk difference† 

Event 
No. of 

persons 
No. of 
events 

No. of 
events 

No. of events/ 
10,000 persons 

No. of 
persons 

No. of 
events 

No. of 
events 

No. of events/ 
10,000 persons 

Non-COVID-19 or -influenza 
hospitalizations 

31,286 51 37 -4·5 (-10·2 – 1·3) 31,287 32 30 -0·6 (-5·8 – 4·2) 

Adverse events         

Acute kidney injury 31,212 7 7 0·0 (-2·2 – 2·2) 31,193 13 8 -1·6 (-4·5 – 1·3) 

Anemia 29,636 165 118 -15·9 (-27·0 – -4·7) 29,230 151 155 1·4 (-10·3 – 13·0) 

Appendicitis 31,261 5 3 -0·6 (-2·6 – 1·0) 31,257 8 4 -1·3 (-3·5 – 1·0) 

Arrhythmia 30,189 91 69 -7·3 (-15·6 – 1·0) 30,037 73 76 -1·0 (-6·7 – 9·0) 

Arthritis or arthropathy 31,060 20 9 -3·5 (-7·1 – 0·0) 31,038 19 24 1·6 (-2·6 – 5·8) 

Bell's palsy 31,229 6 3 -1·0 (-2·9 – 1·0) 31,220 0 4 1·3 (0·3 – 2·6) 

Cerebral venous sinus thrombosis 31,287 0 1 0·3 (0·0 – 1·0) 31,286 0 0 ·· 

Deep vein thrombosis 31,158 8 7 -0·3 (-2·9 – 2·2) 31,151 14 16 0·6 (-2·9 – 4·2) 

Guillain-Barré syndrome 31,283 0 0 ·· 31,283 0 1 0·3 (0·0 – 1·0) 

Heart failure 31,004 37 19 -5·8 (-10·6 – 1·3) 30,939 20 22 0·6 (-3·6 – 4·8) 

Herpes simplex virus infection 31,131 22 15 -2·2 (-6·1 – 1·6) 31,109 22 16 -1·9 (-5·8 – 1·9) 

Herpes zoster virus infection 31,046 31 18 -4·2 (-8·7 – 0·0) 30,965 35 17 -5·8 (-10·3 – -1·3) 

Intracranial hemorrhage 31,253 3 3 -0·0 (-1·6 – 1·6) 31,243 4 4 0·0 (-1·9 – 1·6) 

Ischemic stroke 31,009 31 15 -5·2 (-9·4 – 1·0) 30,955 10 18 2·6 (-0·6 – 5·8) 
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 COVID-19 Vaccine Influenza Vaccine 

 Cohort* 
Event 

before** 
Event 
after** Risk difference† 

Cohort
* 

Event 
before** 

Event 
after** Risk difference† 

Event 
No. of 

persons 
No. of 
events 

No. of 
events 

No. of events/ 
10,000 persons 

No. of 
persons 

No. of 
events 

No. of 
events 

No. of events/ 
10,000 persons 

Lymphadenopathy 31,034 25 39 4·5 (-0·6 – 9·7) 31,004 36 24 -3·9 (-8·7 – 1·0) 

Lymphopenia 31,287 0 0 ·· 31,287 0 0 ·· 

Myocardial infarction 31,169 15 13 -0·6 (-3·8 – 2·6) 31,141 9 14 1·6 (-1·3 – 4·8) 

Myocarditis 31,282 1 1 -0·0 (-1·0 – 1·0) 31,278 1 0 -0·3 (1·0 – 0·0) 

Neutropenia 31,210 13 11 -0·6 (-3·8 – 2·6) 31,193 14 7 -2·2 (-5·1 – 0·6) 

Other thrombosis 31,257 5 3 -0·6 (-2·6 – 1·0) 31,256 3 5 0·6 (-1·0 – 2·6) 

Paresthesia 30,752 77 51 -8·5 (-15·6 – -1·3) 30,639 68 67 -0·3 (-7·8 – 7·2) 

Pericarditis 31,264 1 4 1·0 (-0·3 – 2·6) 31,257 2 1 -0·3 (-1·3 – 0·6) 

Pulmonary embolus 31,227 3 0 -1·0 (-2·2 – 0·0) 31,217 2 5 1·0 (-0·6 – 2·6) 

Seizures 31,262 5 5 0·0 (-1·9 – 1·9) 31,244 1 2 0·3 (-0·6 – 1·6) 

Syncope 30,989 39 39 0·0 (-5·5 – 5·5) 30,928 49 36 -4·2 (-10·0 – 1·6) 

Thrombocytopenia 31,205 12 10 -0·6 (-3·5 – 2·2) 31,195 5 11 1·9 (-0·6 – 4·5) 

Uveitis 31,231 5 2 -1·0 (-2·6 – 0·6) 31,224 5 4 -0·3 (-2·2 – 1·6) 

Vertigo 29,874 182 145 -12·4 (-24·4 – -0·7) 29,540 158 144 -4·7 (-16·2 – 6·8) 

*Individuals without previous diagnosis of the event before vaccination. 600 
**28-day period before vaccination and after vaccination. 601 
†The risk difference and confidence interval were estimated for each individual in a paired fashion with the use of a percentile bootstrap method 602 
with 10,000 repetitions.  603 
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604 
  605 

Figure 1. Reported symptoms following COVID-19 and influenza vaccination. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals based on a606 

binomial distribution.  607 
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610 
 611 

Figure 2. Mean difference in heart rate (in beats per minute) and stress measure (in points)612 

between the post-vaccination and baseline periods after COVID-19 and influenza vaccinations.613 

Shaded regions represent 95% confidence intervals. 614 

 615 
 616 
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 617 

 618 
 619 

Figure 3. Paired analysis: daily mean changes in the smartwatch indicators for heart rate and the stress measure. For each participant, this 620 

was calculated as the mean change in the indicator (either heart rate or the stress measure) associated with COVID-19 vaccination 621 

compared to an individual’s baseline minus the mean change in the indicator associated with influenza vaccination. Error bars represent 622 

95% confidence intervals. 623 

 624 
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Appendix A – Study protocol 656 

Prospective part 657 
 658 
Study Design 659 

In this study we will analyze data that were already collected and will be collected as part of the PerMed study 1. 660 
Participants in the PerMed study are recruited for a period of two years, during which they are equipped with a 661 
Garmin Vivosmart 4 smartwatches and are asked to wear them as much as they could. In addition, participants 662 
install two applications on their mobile phones: an application that passively collects data from the smartwatch and a 663 
dedicated mobile application which allows participants to fill a daily questionnaire and to report their vaccine date 664 
and specific hour. In this study, we will consider for each participant, the 7-days period prior to any vaccination dose 665 
as the baseline period.   666 
 667 

Participants 668 

The inclusion criteria for the PerMed study includes those aged > 18 years. Individuals who are not eligible to give 669 
and sign a consent form of their free are excluded. In this study, we will analyze the data of participants aged 18 670 
years and above, who reported receiving at least one dose of the BNT162b2 mRNA COVID-19 booster vaccine or 671 
seasonal influenza vaccine after joining the PerMed study. To recruit participants and ensure they complete all the 672 
study’s requirements, we will hire a professional survey company. Potential participants will be recruited through 673 
advertisements in social media, online banners, and word-of-mouth. The survey company is responsible for 674 
guaranteeing the participants meet the study’s requirements, in particular, that the questionnaires are filled daily, 675 
ensuring the smartwatches are charged constantly and worn properly, and assisting participants resolve technical 676 
problems. 677 

 678 

Study procedures 679 

Before participation in the study, all participants will be advised orally and in writing about the nature of the 680 
experiments and give written, informed consent. At this time, participants will be asked to complete an enrollment 681 
questionnaire that includes demographic information and health status. In addition, participants will be asked to 682 
install two applications on their mobile phones: an application that passively collects data from the smartwatch and 683 
the PerMed application, which allows participants to fill in the daily questionnaires. Participants will be given 684 
instructions regarding the self-reported symptoms questionnaires and how to operate the smartwatch, which they 685 
will wear as much as they can.  686 

 687 

Enrollment questionnaire  688 

All participants will fill a one-time enrollment questionnaire that includes demographic questions and questions 689 
about the participant’s health condition in general. Specifically, the questionnaire will include the following: age, 690 
gender, height, weight and underlying medical conditions (Listed in Table 1, main text). Other questions such as 691 
name, address, phone and email will be recorded and used by the survey company to contact the participants. The 692 
answers will be filled-in directly by the survey company to the study’s secured dashboard. 693 

 694 

Monitoring device 695 

Participants will be equipped with Garmin Vivosmart 4 smart fitness trackers. Among other features, the smartwatch 696 
provides all-day heart rate and heart rate variability and during-night blood oxygen saturation level tracking 697 
capabilities 2. 698 
 699 
The optical wrist heart rate (HR) monitor of the smartwatch is designed to continuously monitor a user’s heart rate. 700 
The frequency at which heart rate is measured varies and may depend on the level of activity of the user: when the 701 
user starts an activity, the optical HR monitor’s measurement frequency increases.  702 
 703 
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Since heart rate variability (HRV) is not easily accessible through Garmin’s application programming interface 704 
(API), we use Garmin’s stress level instead, which is calculated based on HRV. Specifically, the device uses heart 705 
rate data to determine the interval between each heartbeat. The variable length of time between each heartbeat is 706 
regulated by the body's autonomic nervous system. Less variability between beats correlates with higher stress 707 
levels, whereas an increase in variability indicates less stress 3. A similar relationship between HRV and stress was 708 
also seen in 4,5. 709 
 710 
The Pulse Ox monitor of the smartwatch uses a combination of red and infrared lights with sensors on the back of 711 
the device to estimate the percentage of oxygenated blood (peripheral oxygen saturation, SpO2%). The Pulse Ox 712 
monitor is activated each day at a fixed time for a period of four hours (the default is 2AM-6AM).  713 
 714 
Examining the data collected in our study, we identified an HR sample roughly every 15 seconds, an HRV sample 715 
every 180 seconds, and an SpO2 sample every 60 seconds. 716 
 717 
While the Garmin smartwatch provides state-of-the-art wrist monitoring, it is not a medical-grade device, and some 718 
readings may be inaccurate under certain circumstances, depending on factors such as the fit of the device and the 719 
type and intensity of the activity undertaken by a participant 6–8. 720 

 721 

Vaccination questionnaire 722 

The vaccination questionnaire we will use includes the following question: 723 

 724 

 

COVID-19 vaccination – date, time and dose number. [note, this is for 
validation as vaccination data are reported in the EMR] 
 

 725 

 726 

 727 

 728 

 729 

 730 

 731 

 732 

Daily questionnaires  733 

All participants will complete the daily self-reported questionnaire in a dedicated application (the PerMed mobile 734 
application). The daily questionnaire we will use includes the following questions: 735 

 
How is your mood today? •  Awful (-2)•  Bad (-1)•  OK (0)•  Good (1)•  Excellent (2) 

 

 

How would you describe the level of your stress during the last day?•  Very Low (-2)•  
Low (-1)•  Medium (0)•  High (1)•  Very high (2) 

 

 

How would you define your last night sleep quality?•  Awful (-2)•  Bad (-1)•  OK (0)•  
Good (1)•  Excellent (2) 
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Try to remember how many minutes of sports activity you performed on the last day? 

 

 

Have you experienced one or more of the following symptoms in the last 24 hours?•  
My general feeling is good, and I have no symptoms•  Heat measured above 37·5•  
Cough•  Sore throat•  Runny nose•  Headache•  Shortness of breath•  Muscle aches•  
Weakness / fatigue•  Diarrhea•  Nausea / vomiting•  Chills•  Confusion•  Loss of 
sense of taste / smell•  Another symptom. 

 736 

 737 

 738 

Data Storage  739 

Data collected from the mobile phone application and from the smartwatches will be stored on a secure server 740 
within Tel Aviv University facilities. The server runs a CentOS operating system and is located in Software 741 
Engineering Building at Tel Aviv University. This server is protected behind the university's firewall and is not 742 
connected to external networks. In addition, a secure connection through an SSL protocol and a trusted certificate 743 
will be obtained for the transfer of information from the mobile phone application into the secured server.  744 

 745 

Access will be restricted to investigators in the study. The information from the mobile application will be stored in 746 
a structured manner on the secured server without any explicitly identifying information (name, ID number, email). 747 
Each participant will be assigned a coded participant number that will be used to identify the subject in the database. 748 
The code with the identified information will be stored in an encrypted form on a separate secured server that only 749 
the research manager will have access to. Access to all servers is restricted with username and password.  750 

 751 

All (non-digital) questionnaires and signed informed consent documents will be stored in a secured cabinet in Tel 752 
Aviv University, to which only the research manager and the principal investigators will have access. No data 753 
collected as part of the study will be added to individuals’ medical charts.  754 

 755 

Data processing 756 

We will perform several preprocessing steps. Concerning the daily questionnaires, in cases where participants will 757 
fill in the daily questionnaire more than once on a given day, only the last entry for that day will be considered, as it 758 
is reasoned that the last one likely best represented the entire day. Self-reported symptoms that are entered as the 759 
free text will be manually categorized. With regard to the smartwatch physiological indicators, data will first be 760 
aggregated per hour (by taking the mean value). Then, to impute missing values, we will perform a linear 761 
interpolation. Finally, data will be smoothed by calculating the moving average value using a five-hour sliding 762 
window. 763 

 764 

Data Analysis and inclusion criteria 765 

The questionnaire data will be preprocessed by manually categorizing any self-reported symptom entered as free 766 
text. If participants filled out the questionnaire more than once in one day, the last entry from that day was used in 767 
the analysis as it is likely more representative of the past day. Smartwatch data will be preprocessed as follows. 768 
First, we will compute the mean value of each hour of data. We will then perform a linear interpolation to impute 769 
missing hourly means. Lastly, we will smooth the data by calculating the five-hour moving average. 770 
 771 
For each participant and each of the vaccines, we define the 7-day period prior to vaccination as the baseline period. 772 
For the analyses involving self-reported questionnaires, we will include participants who submitted at least one 773 
questionnaire during the baseline period and at least one questionnaire during the seven days post-vaccination. The 774 
two questionnaires are required to understand the appearance of new reactions following vaccination. For the 775 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 29, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23292007doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23292007
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


5 
 

analyses involving smartwatch indicators, we will include participants who had at least one overlapping period of 776 
data (i.e., same day of the week and same hour during the day) during their baseline and post vaccination periods. 777 
The overlapping periods are required for computing the change in indicator values between the baseline and post-778 
vaccination periods.  779 
 780 
To compare the changes in specific smartwatch indicators (heart rate, HRV-based stress, resting heart rate, and step 781 
counts) over the 0-42 days post vaccination, with those of the baseline period, we will perform the following steps. 782 
First, for each participant and each hour during the seven days post-vaccination, we will calculat the difference 783 
between that hour's indicator value and that of the corresponding hour in the baseline period (keeping the same day 784 
of the week and same hour during the day). Then, we will aggregate each hour's differences over all participants to 785 
calculate a mean difference and the associated 95% confidence interval, which is analogous to a one-sided t-test 786 
with a significance level of 0·05. To determine the statistical significance of daily differences between the baseline 787 
and post vaccination period, we will calculate the mean daily difference for each participant and then used a one-788 
sample t-test for each day. To compare the difference of physiological changes between COVID-19 vaccination and 789 
seasonal influenza vaccination among individuals who received both vaccines. For each participant, we will first 790 
calculate the daily mean changes in heart rate between the post-vaccination period and the baseline period. We will 791 
do this separately for the mRNA COVID-19 booster vaccine and the seasonal influenza vaccine. Then we will 792 
calculate the difference between these two mean values for each participant and each of the 7 days after inoculation. 793 
This is equivalent to a two-sided Welch’s t-test, which does not assume equal population variance. 794 
 795 
To understand the extent of new reactions, post vaccination, we will first note any pre-existing signs and symptoms 796 
reported in the last completed questionnaire during the baseline period. Next, we will calculate the percentage of 797 
participants who reported new (i.e., not pre-existing) systemic reactions in the 7-day period after vaccination from 798 
the following list: fatigue, headache, muscle pain, cold, fever, sore throat, cough, chills, vomiting or nausea, 799 
diarrhoea, dyspnoea, confusion, loss of taste and smell, Shortness of breath. Participants could also report any other 800 
symptoms using free text. For each reaction we use a binomial distribution to determine a 95% confidence interval.  801 
 802 

Potential Risks & Risk management 803 

No specific risks arising from the smartwatches are expected, as the device is already commercialized with no 804 
known adverse reactions. The main risk in this study is the leakage of private data which we intend to manage as we 805 
describe in the following section. 806 

 807 

Privacy/Confidentiality 808 

Results from this study will be handled at an aggregated level. Individual data records will remain confidential and 809 
will not be published or shared with any third party. Signed and dated informed consent forms, as well as data 810 
recording sheets (e.g., case report forms) will be stored in locked cabinets during the study and following its 811 
completion. A file containing the personal details of the participants will be coded to help preserve confidentiality 812 
and will be separated from all other data collected throughout the study. This file will be kept by the principal 813 
investigator. Data will be stored on computers in password-protected files.  814 

The data obtained from the smartwatch used in this study will be linked to a coded participant number. The 815 
smartwatch does not include a GPS. The data collected by the PerMed application will arrive directly to PerMed 816 
back-end servers and will be stored securely. 817 
 818 

819 
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Retrospective part 820 
Description of the data 821 

Data will be extracted from the Maccabi Healthcare Services (MHS) database. MHS is a nationwide health plan 822 
(payer-provider) representing a quarter of the population in Israel. The MHS database contains longitudinal data on 823 
a stable population of 2·2 million people since 1993 (with <1%/year moving out). Data are automatically collected 824 
and includes comprehensive laboratory data from a single central lab, full pharmacy prescription and purchase data, 825 
and extensive demographic data on each patient. MHS uses the International Classification of Diseases, Ninth 826 
Revision, Clinical Modification (ICD-9-CM) coding systems as well as self-developed coding systems to provide 827 
more granular diagnostic information beyond the ICD codes. Medications are coded according to the Israeli coding 828 
system with translations to anatomical therapeutic chemical (ATC) classification system wherever available. 829 
Procedures are coded using Current Procedural Terminology (CPT) codes. We will access to the following data for 830 
each patient:  831 

� Socio-demographics  832 
• Sex (binary) 833 
• Age (year of birth) 834 
• Socioeconomic status by address and according clinic when address is missing) ( scale 1-20)  835 
• Supplementary insurance status  ( type of insurance structured 1-5) 836 
• Country of birth (coalesced into regions when necessary) and immigration date 837 
• Sector (clinic level data - Arab / Jewish/ ultra-orthodox Jewish) 838 
• Affiliation by district, sub-district  (out of 2750 regions) 839 

� Comorbidities 840 
• Charlson co-morbidity index (scale) 841 
• Chronic diseases (binary classifcation) 842 

o History of malignancies and active malignancy 843 
o Cardiovascular diseases (ischaemic heart disease, cerebrovascular disease/ all cardio 844 

sub registries ). 845 
o Diabetes (taken from CRI registry) 846 
o Hypertension (taken from CRI registry) 847 
o Asthma 848 
o Chronic Lung Disease 849 
o Rheumatologic diseases 850 
o Chronic Kidney Disease 851 
o Immunocompromised Status 852 
o Chronic Liver Disease 853 
o Additional Chronic Diseases 854 

� Acute and Chronic Medications ( group of medications) 855 
� Vaccination records 856 
� Laboratory test results ( binary classification for existence of infectious diseases)  857 
� Prescription drugs  ( { type, dosage number} 858 
� Hospitalization history ({ admission data, primary service, duration}) 859 
� Outpatient history (admission data, primary service, ICD diagnosis code) 860 
� BMI ({date ,value}} 861 
� Smoking status {date, yes/no} 862 

 863 

Data collection and storage 864 

We will receive access to the data from the medical records of 250,000 random members of Maccabi and the 5,000 865 
participants from the prospective cohort. MHS is a nationwide health plan (payer-provider) representing a quarter of 866 
the population in Israel. The MHS database contains longitudinal data on a stable population of 2·2 million people 867 
since 1993 (with <1%/year moving out). Data are automatically collected and includes comprehensive laboratory 868 
data from a single central lab, full pharmacy prescription and purchase data, and extensive demographic data on 869 
each patient. MHS uses the International Classification of Diseases, Ninth Revision, Clinical Modification (ICD-9-870 
CM) coding systems as well as self-developed coding systems to provide more granular diagnostic information 871 
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beyond the ICD codes. Medications are coded according to the Israeli coding system with translations to anatomical 872 
therapeutic chemical (ATC) classification system wherever available. Procedures are coded using Current 873 
Procedural Terminology (CPT) codes. 874 

As for the medical data, we will receive access to the EMR data after the following pseudonymisation 875 
procedures: 876 

1. Healthcare identification number of the members will be coded. 877 
2. Only year of birth is provided 878 
3. Free text is removed. This means any text that was types/recorded/scanned manually by healthcare 879 

staff, and is not structured in the electronic system. This includes any documented conversations 880 
between healthcare staff and patient or summary of from meetings. 881 

4. No audio, photos including scanned text, or video contents are provided.   882 
5. The address of the members is not detailed, and only the statistical area is provided (Israel is stratified 883 

into 2733 statistical areas with around 2500-5000 individuals per region).   884 

 885 

The data access of the retrospective part will be conducted at the MHS. The data are coded, viewed, stored and 886 
process only within the Maccabi research room. The researchers will connect to the research room via MD Clone 887 
platform, which is approved by the Ministry of Health. The user connects through a secure connection using 888 
Lightweight Directory Access Protocol and two factor authentication system.  889 

Potential adverse events 890 

We will examine 28 potential adverse events (Table S1) that were previously investigated in the context of COVID-891 
19 vaccination 9,10. 892 

Table S1. ICD-9 codes of the examined potential adverse events in the retrospective cohort 893 
Event ICD-9 Code 

Acute kidney injury 584.[5-9]* 

Anemia 28[0,1,3,4,5]* 

Appendicitis 54[0-2]*, 47* 

Arrhythmia 427*, 426* 

Arthritis or arthropathy 713*, 714.9*, 716.[4-9]*, 718.9, 719.[0,1,6,8,9]* 

Bell's palsy 351.0* 

Cerebral venous sinus thrombosis 325 

Deep vein thrombosis 451, 451.[1-9]*, 453.[1,4]*, 453.8[0,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9], 671.[3,4]* 

Guillain-Barré syndrome 357.0 

Heart failure 428* 

Herpes simplex virus infection 054* 

Herpes zoster virus infection 053* 

Intracranial hemorrhage 43[0,1,2]* 

Ischemic stroke 433, 433.[0,1,2,3,8,9], 433.[0,1,2,3,8,9]1, 434*, 362.3[1-3], 436* 

Lymphadenopathy 785.6*, 683*, 289.[2,3]* 

Lymphopenia 288.5* 

Myocardial infarction 410* 

Myocarditis 422*, 429.0*, 398.0*, 391.2* 

Neutropenia 288.0, 288.0[0,3,4,9] 

Other thrombosis 444*, 557.[0,9]*, 557, 452*, 453, 453.[0,1,2,3,4,9]*, 453.[7,8], 453.[7,8][2-9], 437.6* 

Paresthesia 782.0* 
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Pericarditis 420* 

Pulmonary embolus 415.1*, 673.[2,8]* 

Seizures 345.[2,3]*, 780.3, 780.39 

Syncope 780.2*, 992.1* 

Thrombocytopenia 287.2*, 287.3, 287.3[0,1,3,9], 287.5 

Uveitis 360.12, 362.18, 363.0*. 363.2[0,1,2], 363.1*, 364.[0,1,2,3]*, 053.22, 054.44, 091.5*, 098.41, 115.92 

Vertigo 780.4*, 78.81, 386.1[0,1,9], 386.2, 438.85 

*Any of the possible ICD-9 combinations with a match 894 
  895 
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Appendix B – Data collection platform and data access   896 
 897 

Architecture 898 

The data collection platform contains several components that interact with each other (see Figure 2): 899 
• The PerMed application – This application is installed on each participant’s phone to collect sensors 900 

data and the self-reported daily questionnaires. It also handles the smartwatch pairing. The current 901 
version of the application supports both Android and iOS devices. 902 

• The smartwatch - send the data to the Garmin Connect app on the smartphone, which then sends these 903 
data to Garmin’s server.  904 

• The smartwatch application – This application (currently Garmin) receives information from the 905 
smartwatch via Bluetooth and transmits it to the company's server. In addition, it provides a convenient 906 
interface for displaying the participant's smartwatch information. 907 

• The app server – The webserver handles the database connectivity using REST API pages. It enables 908 
the server to authenticate users as they launch the application and write records to the database. A 909 
MySQL server stores the sensors' raw data and the answers to the daily questionnaires. At last, there is a 910 
batch processes running on the server that sends app notifications (daily reminder to fill the 911 
questionnaire). 912 

• The dashboard server - hosts the dashboard pages, which assist in monitoring the quality of the 913 
information and controlling the experiment. The dashboard has access to participant information and 914 
signals indicating whether questionnaires were completed and the smart watch was worn without seeing 915 
its content directly. A batch process is responsible for aggregating raw data for dashboard statistics. 916 

• The smartwatch server - A MySQL server stores the smartwatch data. A batch process is responsible 917 
for collecting the data from the Garmin server. 918 

 
Figure S1. The high-level architecture of the PerMed’s data collection platform. 

 919 
 920 
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The PerMed Dashboard 921 

Participants will be recruited by a qualified external recruitment team headed by Tel Aviv University 922 
personal. The team receive limited information essential control the experiment. Thus, we developed a 923 
dedicated dashboard for monitoring the quality of the information and control the experiment. This 924 
dashboard aims to identify data collection issues such as participants who did not fill the daily 925 
questionnaires or participants who did not charge the battery of their smartwatches. The dashboard also 926 
helps us identify problems that were not related to participants’ cooperation, such as bugs in the mobile app. 927 
This identification allow us to respond faster and provide timely solutions. 928 

The Type of Data Collected and data access  929 

Data collected by the platform arrive from four primary sources: 930 

� Enrolment questionnaire - data were collected from a one-time enrollment 931 
questionnaire that includes basic personal characteristics such as socio-demographic 932 
information (e.g., age, gender, height, weight), general habits, health status, and a short 933 
Big Five personality questionnaire. 934 

� Daily questionnaire – consists of questions on 1) wellbeing, 2) general health condition, 935 
3) symptoms observed, 4) test results to diagnose infectious diseases, 4) vaccination or 936 
medication consumption (if relevant to the study question). 937 

� Smartphone sensor data – consist of location, Wi-Fi, Bluetooth, screen, and activity. 938 
� Smartwatch data - consist of heart rate data, accelerometer and gyroscope information and 939 

measures based on these data including active minutes, steps, distance, calories, and sleep 940 
level classification, including light, deep, REM, and awake periods.  941 

The current research, aims to explore the safety of vaccination, is part of a larger study. Raw accelerometer 942 
data, mobile activity and GPS locations are generally considered sensitive information. In accordance with the 943 
data minimization principle, we did not extract these type of data for this vaccination safety research.  944 

   945 

Appendix C – Prospective study participants’ adherence 946 
We employed a professional survey company to recruit participants and ensure they adhere to the study 947 
requirements. Participant recruitment was performed via advertisements on social media and word-of-mouth. Each 948 
participant signed an informed consent form after receiving a comprehensive explanation on the study. Then, 949 
participants completed a one-time enrollment questionnaire, were equipped with Garmin Vivosmart 4 smartwatches, 950 
and installed two applications on their mobile phones: (1) the PerMed application 1,11,12, which collects daily self-951 
reported questionnaires, and (2) an application that passively records smartwatch data. Participants were asked to 952 
wear their smartwatches as much as possible. The survey company ensured that participants' questionnaires were 953 
filled at least twice a week, that their smartwatches were charged and properly worn, and that any technical 954 
problems with the mobile applications or smartwatch were resolved. Participants were monitored through the mobile 955 
application and smartwatches for a period of at least 49 days, starting seven days before vaccination. Participants 956 
also granted full access to their EMR data. 957 
 958 
We implemented several preventive measures to minimize participant attrition and discomfort as a means to 959 
improve the quality, continuity and reliability of the collected data. First, each day, participants who did not fill their 960 
daily questionnaire by 7 pm received a reminder notification through the PerMed application. Second, we developed 961 
a dedicated dashboard that allowed the survey company to identify participants who repeatedly neglected to 962 
complete the daily questionnaire or did not wear their smartwatch for extended periods of time; these participants 963 
were contacted by the survey company (either by text message or phone call) and encouraged to better adhere to the 964 
study protocol. Third, to strengthen participants' engagement, a weekly personalized summary report was generated 965 
for each participant, which was available inside the PerMed application. Similarly, a monthly newsletter with recent 966 
findings from the study and useful tips regarding the smartwatch's capabilities was sent to the participants.  At the 967 
end of the study, participants will receive all personal insights that were obtained and can keep the smartwatch as a 968 
gift.  969 
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 970 
 971 
 972 

Appendix D – Study design scheme   973 
 974 
 975 

Figure S2. Trail profile. (A) prospective study, (B) retrospective study 

11 
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Table S2. Number of prospective vaccine cohort observations* 976 

  
Hourly smartwatch data differences following 

vaccination Daily smartwatch data differences following vaccination 

Reported symptoms 7 
days following 

vaccination  

 

 Heart Rate (Smoothed) 
Heart Rate Variability 

(Smoothed)  Heart Rate (Smoothed) 
Heart Rate Variability 

(Smoothed)  

Vaccine type No. vaccines 
No. obser-

vations 
No. paired 

observations 
No. obser-

vations 
No. paired 

observations 
No. obser-

vations 
No. paired 

observations 
No. obser-

vations 
No. paired 

observations 
No. obser-

vations 
No. paired 

observations 

COVID-19 (3rd and/or 4th dose)  4334 1877 799 1845 779 1888 804 1858 784 2165 881 

Influenza  2639 901 692 878 672 905 698 881 677 959 727 

Number of participants vaccinated 
with both vaccines 

 577 544 562 549 621 

*Observations represent time series data following vaccination. Paired observations are those for which the individual received both a COVID-19 vaccination (3rd 977 
or 4th dose) and an influenza vaccination. 978 
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Appendix E – Additional results   979 
 980 

981 
Figure S1. Comparison of self-reported reaction severity for COVID-19 vaccination and influenza vaccination982 
among 621 individuals receiving both vaccines: number and percent of individuals reporting various combinations983 
of no reaction, mild reaction, and severe reaction to the COVID-19 vaccine and influenza vaccine 984 
 985 
  986 
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