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Abstract

Background: A barrier to successful COVID-19 vaccine campaigns is the ongoing misinformation pandemic, or infodemic,
which is contributing to vaccine hesitancy. Web-based population health interventions have been shown to impact health behaviors
positively. For web-based interventions to be successful, they must use effective learning design strategies that seek to address
known issues with learner engagement and retention. To know if an intervention successfully addresses vaccine hesitancy, there
must be some embedded measure for comparing learners preintervention and postintervention.

Objective: This protocol aims to describe a study on the effectiveness of a web-based population health intervention that is
designed to address vaccine misinformation and hesitancy. The study will examine learner analytics to understand what aspects
of the learning design for the intervention were effective and implement a validated instrument—the Adult Vaccine Hesitancy
Scale—to measure if any changes in vaccine hesitancy were observed preintervention and postintervention.

Methods: We developed a fully web-based population health intervention to help learners identify misinformation concerning
COVID-19 and share the science behind vaccinations. Intervention development involves using a design-based research approach
to output more effective interventions in which data can be analyzed to improve future health interventions. The study will use
a quasi-experimental design in which a pre-post survey will be provided and compared statistically. Learning analytics will also
be generated based on the engagement and retention data collected through the intervention to understand what aspects of our
learning design are effective.

Results: The web-based intervention was released to the public in September 2021, and data collection is ongoing. No external
marketing or advertising has been done to market the course, making our current population of 486 participants our pilot study
population. An analysis of this initial population will enable the revision of the intervention, which will then be marketed to a
broader audience. Study outcomes are expected to be published by August 2022. We anticipate the release of the revised intervention
by May 2022.

Conclusions: Disseminating accurate information to the public during pandemic situations is vital to contributing to positive
health outcomes, such as those among people getting vaccinated. Web-based interventions are valuable, as they can reach people
anytime and anywhere. However, web-based interventions must use sound learning design to help incentivize engagement and
motivate learners to learn and must provide a means of evaluating the intervention to determine its impact. Our study will examine
both the learning design and the effectiveness of the intervention by using the analytics collected within the intervention and a
statistical analysis of a validated instrument to determine if learners had a change in vaccine hesitancy as a result of what they
learned.
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Introduction

Background
In 2020, the world began to face the challenges of COVID-19.
As the year shifted to 2021, a new hope emerged in the form of
a vaccine, and with that came concerns from the public over
the role that vaccines play in public health and the safety of
vaccines, leading to the emergence of an infodemic of
misinformation on the internet and social media [1]. Recent
studies have suggested that social media platforms act as a
medium for health misinformation to spread more easily than
scientific knowledge [2,3]. The definition of health
misinformation is “a health-related claim that is based on
anecdotal evidence, false, or misleading owing to the lack of
existing scientific knowledge” [4,5]. Health misinformation is
a term that considers false information that does not aim at
harming others but has had an apparent role in the recent
pandemic. These concerns and others have contributed to a
phenomenon known as vaccine hesitancy, which is defined as
a “delay in acceptance or refusal of vaccination despite the
availability of vaccination services” [6]. Health communication
has been shown to play an essential role in combating behaviors
related to vaccine hesitancy [6,7]. When health communication
is poor, it can undermine individuals’ confidence in a vaccine,
leading to vaccine hesitancy. Effective health communication
strategies are proactive and ensure the accuracy and reliability
of information by using means that are easily accessible to the
public. Factors that influence the success of health
communication strategies include providing mechanisms through
which individuals can receive information, communicate their
needs, connect with others, and mobilize community
engagement [6]. One way of using health communication is
through public health education interventions. Public health
education interventions successfully raise awareness about
public health concerns and change behaviors and perspectives
toward various diseases [8]. For example, education
interventions have played a vital role in the prevention and
control of communicable diseases, such as SARS (severe acute
respiratory syndrome) [9] and MERS (Middle East respiratory
syndrome) [10], by aiding in improving learner anxiety,
depression, and fear [9]. It stands to reason that public health
education may also positively impact vaccine hesitancy related
to COVID-19 vaccines.

Health education interventions aim to improve the access to
and delivery of information to address social determinants of
health and empower behavior change [11]. There are many
different approaches to developing interventions, including
individual methods, group methods, and mass media methods
[12]. Each of these methods has its own benefits that aid its
effectiveness and its own barriers [13]. Web-based health

education interventions are useful in reaching a broad audience,
as they can overcome physical barriers, enabling education to
be accessible anywhere and anytime. However, web-based
interventions come with their challenges. As demonstrated by
research in massive open online courses (MOOCs), completion
rates for web-based interventions vary greatly, and such
interventions tend to have high attrition rates [14]. A lack of
learner motivation and a lack of interactivity have been reported
as contributing factors [15]. Paying attention to the design of
learning is a way of engaging and motivating learners to achieve
learning objectives [14]. Learning design is the process of
designing education by giving thoughtful consideration to
content and activities for describing, understanding, supporting,
and guiding the practices and processes of learning [16]. Given
that enrollment in web-based interventions is only expected to
rise, learning designs must implement effective strategies to
promote learner engagement, motivation, and learning outcomes.

The Institute for Excellence in Health Professions Education
(ieHPE) at the Mohammed Bin Rashid University of Medicine
and Health Sciences (MBRU) has a history of implementing
effective and successful web-based population health education
interventions. For example, our Community Immunity
Ambassador series, which was designed to engage the public
in understanding, preventing, and coping with the COVID-19
pandemic, went viral, with over 1 million learners engaging
with these initiatives. Over time, the ieHPE has systematized
its way of designing and developing initiatives to incorporate
strategies for educating learners and motivating and empowering
them to share information with others. The ieHPE uses an
iterative approach to design and develop interventions that
involves using small, multidisciplinary teams consisting of
educational experts, subject matter experts (SMEs), and digital
content creators.

Objective
The objective of this protocol is to describe the development
of a web-based educational intervention that is designed to
address vaccine misinformation and the proposed analysis of
data to understand if there was any impact on learners’hesitancy
to vaccinate. The intervention will use a pre-post test design
involving the use of a validated instrument called the Adult
Vaccine Hesitancy Scale (aVHS) [17] to measure changes in
vaccine hesitancy. Each learner will complete the aVHS at the
beginning and end of the intervention. In addition, the analytics
collected about how users interacted with the intervention will
also be analyzed to understand how to make the intervention
more effective.

Our research questions include the following:

JMIR Res Protoc 2022 | vol. 11 | iss. 5 | e38034 | p. 2https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/5/e38034
(page number not for citation purposes)

Powell et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/38034
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


1. What kinds of learner engagement did we observe in the
course (ie, use patterns, levels of engagement, and
completion rates)?

2. What changes are observed in a participant’s vaccine
hesitancy status as a result of the learning, as determined
by a pre-post validated survey tool (aVHS)?

3. What kind of improvements or alterations are recommended
to the course based on our observations?

Methods

The methods for our study are described below in 2 parts. The
first part describes the methodology behind the design and
development of the web-based intervention, and the second part
describes the aVHS instrument [17] and analysis of the data
that we will collect.

Design and Development of the Web-Based
Intervention
Our web-based intervention is publicly available at no cost on
our web-based course platform—MBRU Learn. The intervention
was developed to educate learners about (1) how to mitigate
becoming infected with SARS-CoV-2, (2) how to spot and
prevent the sharing of misinformation and disinformation related
to COVID-19 and vaccines, and (3) the science behind
vaccinations and their impact on public health. The intervention
uses learning design principles to motivate learners to complete
the intervention and empower them to share their new
knowledge and achievements. The Center for Learning and

Teaching methodology for intervention design includes keeping
initial project teams small and agile to allow for quicker
turnaround times. Several prototypes were created iteratively
among this small team, which were sent to a larger pool of
SMEs and testers for review and feedback. The three core
members of this project team consisted of an SME, an
educational expert, and a digital content developer. In addition,
our SME was a physician with expertise in public health and
vaccination outreach.

The Center for Learning and Teaching strategy draws on
principles from design-based research (DBR), in which
successive iterations of design, analysis, implementation, and
reflection are used to ensure the practical application and success
of the intervention (Figure 1) [18,19]. DBR has been described
as a practical approach to “bringing about transformation
through the design and use of solutions to real problems” [20].
The guiding principles of DBR include (1) inquiry into a
problem of practice to generate usable knowledge to inform
intervention and theory, (2) close collaboration between
researchers and practitioners in the design and development of
interventions (ie, new tools, instructional materials, etc), and
(3) the use of iterative design cycles for the design and
continuous improvement of interventions [18,20,21]. Using
DBR rather than an instructional design model, such as the
Analyze, Design, Develop, Implement, and Evaluate approach
[22] or the successive approximations model [23], helps to better
ensure that development and research stay closely linked,
creating an opportunity to contribute to both theory and practice.

Figure 1. Design-based research process, as adapted from Fraefel [20].

Description of Phases
The requirements phase consisted of a project meeting for
discussing the intervention. Our requirements phase determined
the learning objectives, audience, and platform for the
intervention, as well as the time requirements for the
intervention’s release and the data we will analyze to determine
if we are successful. The learning objectives are detailed as
follows: at the end of the course, the learner should be able to
(1) describe the negative impact that misinformation has on the
pandemic, (2) evaluate information to avoid misinformation
traps, (3) apply strategies to reduce the risk of contracting and

spreading COVID-19, and (4) recognize the science behind
vaccinations and how they work to protect public health.

The platform for dissemination will be the MBRU’s
public-facing, web-based platform, which is called MBRU
Learn. The platform offers rapid course development services,
simple registration and marketing methods, and the ability to
collect various types of learner engagement and assessment
information.

After the requirements phase, our team entered the design phase,
in which we ideated on a theme for the course and the learning
design strategies. We determined that we would use gamification
strategies in both the learning design and the graphic
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development process. The gamification techniques in the
intervention include using graphics and media to simulate a fun,
video game–like experience (Figure 2) and using elements such
as progress tracking through the collection of objects (Figure
3) and demonstrating growth by moving up in levels toward the

final level, in which the learner slays the “big boss” (Figure 4).
The intervention concludes with the awarding of a certificate
and an invitation to a social media campaign, in which the
learner can share achievements with others by using a unified
hashtag.

Figure 2. Screenshot from the educational intervention—participants' avatar in its final state.

Figure 3. Screenshot from the educational intervention—collection of objects.

Figure 4. Screenshot from the educational intervention—final "big boss" challenge.

We iterated through several storyboards and prototypes during
the design phase, and each iteration grew in in terms of the
complexity of the content and graphics until a fully developed
beta intervention was achieved and sent to additional SMEs for
feedback. Feedback from the SMEs was then incorporated into

the next iteration to reach the version that was implemented on
MBRU Learn. The final, implemented version of the
intervention consists of the following three chapters: (1)
Understanding and counteracting misinformation, (2)
COVID-19 transmission and prevention, and (3) The science
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of vaccinations. A combination of media is used in each chapter,
including videos, motion graphics, audio, and text. A knowledge
check is performed at the end of each chapter. Learners have
unlimited attempts to pass the knowledge check and cannot
proceed until a grade of 100% is achieved. Once the knowledge
check is passed, the learners are presented with an animated
video to acknowledge their avatar’s new rank (Figure 5).

As part of the implementation phase, we decided not to market
or promote the intervention on the internet actively, limiting
the number of participants and enabling us to pilot the
intervention. The data collected from this first pilot population
will be considered for the first iteration of the analysis phase,
which will form the basis for answering the research questions
described in this protocol.

Figure 5. Screenshot from the educational intervention—ranks and equipment for each stage.

Measuring Change in Vaccine Hesitancy
Various scales have been developed to measure vaccine
hesitancy among parents or health care workers [17]. The World
Health Organization Strategic Advisory Group on Experts
Working Group on Vaccine Hesitancy developed a 10-item
Vaccine Hesitancy Scale that is widely used in different
countries and settings [24]. The Vaccine Hesitancy Scale has
been modified to the aVHS and has been adapted and validated
in English and Chinese [17]. The aVHS is a 10-item scale with
a 5-point Likert scale ranging from “Strongly disagree” to
“Strongly agree.” The Likert scale items have scores ranging
from 10 to 50, where 50 represents the highest degree of vaccine
hesitancy, and 10 represents the lowest degree of vaccine
hesitancy. Further, 7 items on the scale will be reverse coded,
so that the highest scores reflect the highest degree of vaccine
hesitancy [17]. A cutoff score of 24 will be used to dichotomize
the outcomes into the “vaccine hesitant” and “not vaccine
hesitant” categories. All scores and cutoffs will be adopted by
following the methodology of the research team developing the
scale [17].

Data Collection
The study will use a quasi-experimental design (ie, a pre-post
test using the aVHS) to understand if any changes have occurred
in learners’ hesitancy to vaccinate. The aVHS is embedded in
the intervention, and it will be completed by the learner before
and after the intervention, with results being stored on a secure
server. In addition, analytics data are collected automatically
by MBRU Learn, which records how learners engage with the
intervention, including the amount of time they spent using the
intervention.

All data will be collected within MBRU Learn, which is securely
hosted locally at the MBRU. Therefore, only the research team
will have access to the data. The data collection instruments
will include the aVHS, and analytics of interactions with the
intervention and sociodemographic data, including participants’
age range, country of residence, gender, and vaccination status,
will be collected. Participants will also be asked about how they
heard about the course.

Recruitment
MBRU Learn is a web-based space that hosts all of our publicly
available web-based interventions, enabling participants to
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locate and enroll in interventions quickly and free of charge.
We will not actively recruit participants to the intervention for
the study described in this protocol. As such, participants will
include those who find the course by coming to the MBRU
Learn platform either through previous experience with the
platform or by word of mouth. After the revised intervention is
released, we will actively market the course to the public through
social media and email marketing.

Ethics Approval
The study was approved by the university’s institutional review
board in October 2021 (submission number: MBRU
IRB-2021-68).

Data Analysis

Sample Size
An a priori sample size calculation was conducted by using
G*power (Universität Düsseldorf). A total sample size of 343
has a power of 95% (1 − β error probability) and an α error
probability of 5% for detecting an effect size of 0.2 (20%).

Data Analysis Plan
Our data analysis plan describes how we will answer the
research questions related to how learners engage with the
course and any vaccine hesitancy changes. Learner engagement
will be quantitatively analyzed by using the analytics data
collected in MBRU Learn. Our analysis will focus on learner
engagement and retention analytics—the two most common
measurements that are used to understand and improve
web-based interventions [25]. Learner engagement will be
determined by analyzing analytics such as the time spent on
lessons and activities, engagement with digital resources, the
number of attempts for quizzes and assessments, the number
of times content was viewed, and the amount of time spent
overall on the intervention. Retention will be determined by
understanding the overall completion rates. Recommendations
for revisions to the course will be based on the analysis results.
Next, we will use these analysis results and existing literature
to make determinations about how the intervention can be made
more effective, after which we will enter another iteration in
the DBR process to output an improved intervention that will
be heavily marketed on social media and to our existing database
of over 1 million learners.

Impacts on vaccine hesitancy will be analyzed based on the
pre-post aVHS test scores. Statistical analysis software will be
used to analyze the data set, and a complete case analysis
approach will be adopted. Data will be tested for normality
visually, by using histograms, and statistically, by using the
Shapiro-Wilk test. The significance level cutoff will be set at
P<.05, and exact P values will be reported. Continuous variables
will be further categorized after data visualization to avoid
having groups with sparse data. Means, medians, IQRs, and
SDs will be used to describe continuous variables. For
categorical or nonnormally distributed variables, a Wilcoxon
signed rank test will be used. Frequency distributions,
percentages, and chi-square tests will be used to describe binary
and categorical variables and identify any significant differences.

The correlation between vaccine hesitancy scores and the
vaccination statuses reported by participants will also be
explored. aVHS scores will be summed (range: 10-50), and
hesitancy will be determined according to the tool’s design
(scores of 10-24 will be categorized as “not hesitant,” and scores
of 25-50 will be categorized as “hesitant”). The primary outcome
results will be presented as proportions of vaccine-hesitant
individuals with the corresponding 95% CIs. The vaccine
hesitancy statuses will be stratified by participants’ gender, age
range, and country of residence. A pre-post comparison of the
responses to the aVHS will be conducted by using a Wilcoxon
signed rank test. ANOVA analyses and regression models will
be constructed to evaluate the potential confounding effect that
arises from variations in the sociodemographic factors of
participants. The significance level cutoff will be set at P<.05,
and exact P values will be reported.

Results

The study described in this protocol is part of a larger research
project titled “Addressing Vaccine Hesitancy through Targeted
and Personalized Mobile Educational Interventions for Different
Populations in the Eastern Mediterranean region.” The
university’s institutional review board approved the study in
October 2021 (submission number: MBRU IRB-2021-68). Data
collection began in September 2021, and it is ongoing. This
protocol describes the study, which will use data collected from
September 2021 to January 2022, as outlined in our institutional
review board approval. Once the analysis is complete and
another round of DBR has been conducted, the improved
intervention will be released, and promotion activities will
commence to recruit participants. The study outcomes are
expected to be published by August 2022. We anticipate the
release of the revised intervention by May 2022. In addition,
any work resulting from our study will be disseminated
nationally and internationally through submission to academic
journals and international conferences.

Discussion

Study Implications
Population health education plays a crucial role in the prevention
and control of diseases. Methods of population health education
are varied and can consist of simple awareness campaigns,
pamphlets, advice from health professionals, or web-based
education interventions [9]. The factors to consider when
designing health education to address pandemics include
addressing the fear and stigma that members of the public might
feel [26], which can contribute to dangerous behaviors, such as
denying infection and delaying health care uptake [9]. The
World Health Organization developed guidelines to address the
issue of social stigma, and one of the main components is
“spreading the facts,” which explains that stigma is enhanced
with insufficient knowledge about a disease’s mode of
transmission, treatment, and prevention. This could be rectified
via the collection and dissemination of sound and accurate
information [27]. It was found that anxiety levels significantly
decreased after adequate health education [9] and awareness
improved. Hence, the learning design of our intervention
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includes digital literacy skills for identifying misinformation
and wellness techniques that can help address issues of anxiety
related to COVID-19 and vaccines. Our health education
intervention aims at improving knowledge and perceptions and
empowering individuals by increasing self-efficacy among the
general population. The web-based course is publicly available,
and it will be continuously improved and updated to address
areas of concern regarding COVID-19. It serves as a reliable
resource for individuals who have questions and concerns that
need to be addressed in a creative and interactive way.

As discussed previously, for web-based interventions to succeed
in changing behaviors, considerations of learning design and
motivation strategies must be undertaken. However, due to the
limitations within our platform and a lack of available resources,
we cannot use typical learning and motivation strategies, such
as establishing a social presence on discussion forums or through
group work, to motivate learners to finish our courses [28,29].
Hence, in our learning design, we use strategies such as
reflection, which helps connect learners to their prior
experiences and establish relevance; use the provision of
immediate feedback on knowledge checks to support
competence; create an engaging experience through variations
in learning activities and digital content; and use gamification
principles, such as a progression strategy, whereby the
intervention is told through a story in which the learner is the
hero [14,30,31].

In their systematic review of papers on using gamification for
MOOCs, de Freitas and da Silva [25] found that studies that
used gamification principles reported greater participation from
learners, as reflected by the time spent on MOOC platforms,
the number of learners completing end-of-course evaluations,
and the number of tasks and lessons completed [25].
Gamification in education involves applying game design
elements to improve learner engagement and motivation [32].
Gamification is commonly linked with self-determination theory,
which looks at the concept of motivation, focusing on
individuals' intrinsic (internal) and extrinsic (external)
motivation [33]. The characteristics of intrinsic motivation
include curiosity and interest in learning new things [34]. It has
been recommended that interventions that use gamification
strategies be carefully designed to balance considerations for
intrinsic and extrinsic motivation [34,35]. Given that our
educational intervention is entirely voluntary and is not part of
a formal curriculum, it can be safely assumed that our learners
are intrinsically motivated. As such, our educational intervention
uses extrinsic motivation techniques to stimulate our learners
toward completing the entirety of the intervention and sharing
their accomplishments via social media.

Limitations
The limitations in the study are related to the current intervention
and the dissemination of the intervention thus far. The current

intervention is only available in English, limiting our participant
population. The intervention also only exists on the internet,
limiting our participant population to those with digital literacy
and internet access. Additionally, no personal or
sociodemographic data will be collected from the participants
until the end of the course, limiting these data to those from
participants who achieve 100% completion. We have also
chosen not to publicly disseminate the course, limiting the
participants to those who are likely already followers of other
community health courses in MBRU Learn or those who
advocate for our courses already. This can skew the completion
statistics, as these participants may be highly motivated to
participate in the intervention. However, analytic observations
of highly motivated participants are valuable measures, as they
may help us identify larger errors more easily in our design.
Despite this population limitation, we believe that its impact on
our understanding of learner engagement will be limited and
that the analysis of vaccine hesitancy status via the aVHS will
not experience the same bias. Current and subsequent iterations
of the intervention will only be available on MBRU Learn,
which might only reach a limited demographic. However, our
future direction is to use Google ads to promote the intervention
to a larger population. The absence of an adequate control group
is also another limitation in the study’s ability to assess the
impact of the intervention on vaccine hesitancy, which will
otherwise be measured via a pre-post scale. Adopting a pre-post
survey (quasi-experimental design) is very common, especially
in studies on educational interventions. The assumption is that
the impact of the knowledge gained will be identified based on
the changes in the test scores. One of the known limitations of
this design is the use of a pretest, which potentially informs
participants about the matter of interest and allows them to score
better on a posttest rather than acquire adequate general
knowledge on the subject of interest [36]. This has been
controlled for in our study by blinding the participants to the
scores of the scale and the interpretation of those scores. Also,
participants act as their own controls in the study design. This
controls for other potential confounding factors.

Conclusions
Our study will explore the use of a web-based educational
intervention that is designed to address vaccine misinformation
and observe any changes in learners’ hesitancy to vaccinate.
The results of the study will contribute to using evidence-based
practices to better understand how to develop public health
interventions that contribute to positive health behavior changes,
such as the willingness to vaccinate and the identification of
public health misinformation. Any work resulting from this
project will be disseminated nationally and internationally
through submission to academic journals and international
conferences.

Acknowledgments
This work was supported in part by the Al Jalila Foundation and funded by a Pfizer Independent Medical Education Grant
(agreement number: 67504787).

JMIR Res Protoc 2022 | vol. 11 | iss. 5 | e38034 | p. 7https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/5/e38034
(page number not for citation purposes)

Powell et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

References

1. Lawhorne L, Swedlund S. The infodemic within the pandemic. J Am Med Dir Assoc 2021 Mar;22(3):517-518. [doi:
10.1016/j.jamda.2020.12.044] [Medline: 33516673]

2. Vosoughi S, Roy D, Aral S. The spread of true and false news online. Science 2018 Mar 09;359(6380):1146-1151. [doi:
10.1126/science.aap9559] [Medline: 29590045]

3. Levy JA, Strombeck R. Health benefits and risks of the internet. J Med Syst 2002 Dec;26(6):495-510. [doi:
10.1023/a:1020288508362] [Medline: 12385532]

4. Chou WYS, Oh A, Klein WMP. Addressing health-related misinformation on social media. JAMA 2018 Dec
18;320(23):2417-2418. [doi: 10.1001/jama.2018.16865] [Medline: 30428002]

5. Suarez-Lledo V, Alvarez-Galvez J. Prevalence of health misinformation on social media: Systematic review. J Med Internet
Res 2021 Jan 20;23(1):e17187 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/17187] [Medline: 33470931]

6. MacDonald NE, SAGE Working Group on Vaccine Hesitancy. Vaccine hesitancy: Definition, scope and determinants.
Vaccine 2015 Aug 14;33(34):4161-4164 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2015.04.036] [Medline: 25896383]

7. Goldstein S, MacDonald NE, Guirguis S, SAGE Working Group on Vaccine Hesitancy. Health communication and vaccine
hesitancy. Vaccine 2015 Aug 14;33(34):4212-4214 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2015.04.042] [Medline:
25896382]

8. Abiodun OA, Olu-Abiodun OO, Sotunsa JO, Oluwole FA. Impact of health education intervention on knowledge and
perception of cervical cancer and cervical screening uptake among adult women in rural communities in Nigeria. BMC
Public Health 2014 Aug 07;14:814 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/1471-2458-14-814] [Medline: 25103189]

9. Li W, Liao J, Li Q, Baskota M, Wang X, Tang Y, COVID-19 Evidence and Recommendations Working Group. Public
health education for parents during the outbreak of COVID-19: a rapid review. Ann Transl Med 2020 May;8(10):628 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.21037/atm-20-3312] [Medline: 32566565]

10. Alqahtani AS, Wiley KE, Mushta SM, Yamazaki K, BinDhim NF, Heywood AE, et al. Association between Australian
Hajj Pilgrims' awareness of MERS-CoV, and their compliance with preventive measures and exposure to camels. J Travel
Med 2016 Jul 18;23(5):taw046 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1093/jtm/taw046] [Medline: 27432904]

11. Nutbeam D. Health literacy as a public health goal: a challenge for contemporary health education and communication
strategies into the 21st century. Health Promot Int 2000 Sep;15(3):259-267 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1093/heapro/15.3.259]

12. Mona M. Community health education method: An overview. Nursing Exercise. 2016 May 08. URL: http://nursingexercise.
com/community-health-education-method/ [accessed 2022-02-02]

13. Saha A, Poddar E, Mankad M. Effectiveness of different methods of health education: a comparative assessment in a
scientific conference. BMC Public Health 2005 Aug 22;5:88 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/1471-2458-5-88] [Medline:
16111502]

14. Pittenger A, Doering A. Influence of motivational design on completion rates in online self‐study pharmacy‐content
courses. Distance Education 2010 Oct 11;31(3):275-293. [doi: 10.1080/01587919.2010.513953]

15. Khalil H, Ebner M. MOOCs completion rates and possible methods to improve retention - A literature review. 2014
Presented at: EdMedia 2014--World Conference on Educational Media and Technology; June 23, 2014; Tampere, Finland
p. 1305-1313.

16. Conole G. Designing effective MOOCs. EMI Educ Media Int 2016 Feb 25;52(4):239-252. [doi:
10.1080/09523987.2015.1125989]

17. Akel KB, Masters NB, Shih SF, Lu Y, Wagner AL. Modification of a vaccine hesitancy scale for use in adult vaccinations
in the United States and China. Hum Vaccin Immunother 2021 Aug 03;17(8):2639-2646 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1080/21645515.2021.1884476] [Medline: 33769209]

18. Reeves TC. Design research from a technology perspective. In: Van den Akker J, Gravemeijer K, McKenney S, Nieveen
N, editors. Educational Design Research. London, United Kingdom: Routledge; 2006.

19. Fraefel U. Professionalization of pre-service teachers through univer- sity-school partnerships. Partner schools for Professional
Development»: development, imple- mentation and evaluation of cooperative learning in schools and classes. 2014 Presented
at: 2014 WERA Focal Meeting; November 19, 2014; Edinburgh, Scotland. [doi: 10.13140/RG.2.1.1979.5925]

20. McKenney S, Reeves TC. Conducting Educational Design Research, 2nd Edition. London, United Kingdom: Routledge;
2018.

21. Reeves TC. Socially responsible educational technology research. Educational Technology 2000;40(6):19-28.
22. Branch RM. Instructional Design: The ADDIE Approach. New York, New York: Springer; 2009.
23. SAM (The Successive Approximations Model) for eLearning development. Allen Interactions. URL: https://www.

alleninteractions.com/sam-process [accessed 2018-08-11]

JMIR Res Protoc 2022 | vol. 11 | iss. 5 | e38034 | p. 8https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/5/e38034
(page number not for citation purposes)

Powell et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jamda.2020.12.044
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33516673&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aap9559
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29590045&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/a:1020288508362
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12385532&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2018.16865
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30428002&dopt=Abstract
https://www.jmir.org/2021/1/e17187/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/17187
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33470931&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0264-410X(15)00500-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2015.04.036
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25896383&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0264-410X(15)00506-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2015.04.042
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25896382&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcpublichealth.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1471-2458-14-814
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-14-814
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25103189&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.21037/atm-20-3312
https://doi.org/10.21037/atm-20-3312
http://dx.doi.org/10.21037/atm-20-3312
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32566565&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/27432904
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jtm/taw046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27432904&dopt=Abstract
https://academic.oup.com/heapro/article/15/3/259/551108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/heapro/15.3.259
http://nursingexercise.com/community-health-education-method/
http://nursingexercise.com/community-health-education-method/
https://bmcpublichealth.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1471-2458-5-88
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-5-88
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16111502&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01587919.2010.513953
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09523987.2015.1125989
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/33769209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/21645515.2021.1884476
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33769209&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.1.1979.5925
https://www.alleninteractions.com/sam-process
https://www.alleninteractions.com/sam-process
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


24. Larson HJ, Jarrett C, Schulz WS, Chaudhuri M, Zhou Y, Dube E, SAGE Working Group on Vaccine Hesitancy. Measuring
vaccine hesitancy: The development of a survey tool. Vaccine 2015 Aug 14;33(34):4165-4175 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/j.vaccine.2015.04.037] [Medline: 25896384]

25. de Freitas MJ, da Silva MM. Systematic literature review about gamification in MOOCs. Open Learning: The Journal of
Open, Distance and e-Learning 2020 Aug 11:1-23. [doi: 10.1080/02680513.2020.1798221]

26. Person B, Sy F, Holton K, Govert B, Liang A, National Center for Inectious Diseases/SARS Community Outreach Team.
Fear and stigma: the epidemic within the SARS outbreak. Emerg Infect Dis 2004 Feb;10(2):358-363 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.3201/eid1002.030750] [Medline: 15030713]

27. Social stigma associated with COVID-19. World Health Organization. URL: https://www.who.int/docs/default-source/
coronaviruse/covid19-stigma-guide.pdf [accessed 2022-02-03]

28. Antonaci A, Klemke R, Lataster J, Kreijns K, Specht M. Gamification of MOOCs adopting social presence and sense of
community to increase user’s engagement: An experimental study. In: Transforming Learning with Meaningful Technologies.
2019 Presented at: 14th European Conference on Technology Enhanced Learning, EC-TEL 2019; September 16-19, 2019;
Delft, The Netherlands p. 172-186. [doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-29736-7_13]

29. Liu X, Magjuka RJ, Lee SH. An empirical examination of sense of community and its effect on students’ satisfaction,
perceived learning outcome, and learning engagement in online MBA courses. International Journal of Instructional
Technology and Distance Learning 2006:1-12 [FREE Full text]

30. Willging PA, Johnson SD. Factors that influence students' decision to dropout of online courses. Journal of Asynchronous
Learning Networks 2009 Oct;13(3):115-127 [FREE Full text]

31. Weng C, Puspitasari D, Rathinasabapathi A, Kuo A. Reflective learning as an important key to the success of an online
course. Behav Inf Technol 2021 Oct 15:1-17. [doi: 10.1080/0144929x.2021.1988145]

32. Dichev C, Dicheva D. Gamifying education: what is known, what is believed and what remains uncertain: a critical review.
International Journal of Educational Technology in Higher Education 2017 Feb 20;14(1):1-36 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1186/s41239-017-0042-5]

33. Deci EL, Ryan RM. Self-determination theory. In: Van Lange PAM, Kruglanski AW, Higgins ET, editors. Handbook of
Theories of Social Psychology: Volume 1. New York, New York, United States: SAGE Publications Ltd; 2012.

34. Staubitz T, Willems C, Hagedorn C, Meinel C. The gamification of a MOOC platform. 2017 Presented at: 2017 IEEE
Global Engineering Education Conference (EDUCON); April 25-28, 2017; Athens, Greece. [doi:
10.1109/educon.2017.7942952]

35. Niemiec CP, Ryan RM. Autonomy, competence, and relatedness in the classroom: Applying self-determination theory to
educational practice. Theory Res Educ 2009 Jun 25;7(2):133-144. [doi: 10.1177/1477878509104318]

36. Stratton SJ. Quasi-experimental design (pre-test and post-test studies) in prehospital and disaster research. Prehosp Disaster
Med 2019 Dec;34(6):573-574. [doi: 10.1017/S1049023X19005053] [Medline: 31767051]

Abbreviations
aVHS: Adult Vaccine Hesitancy Scale
DBR: design-based research
ieHPE: Institute for Excellence in Health Professions Education
MBRU: Mohammed Bin Rashid University of Medicine and Health Sciences
MERS: Middle East respiratory syndrome
MOOCs: massive open online courses
SARS: severe acute respiratory syndrome
SME: subject matter experts

Edited by T Leung; submitted 16.03.22; peer-reviewed by SF Tsao, M Lotto; comments to author 07.04.22; revised version received
15.04.22; accepted 22.04.22; published 30.05.22

Please cite as:
Powell L, Nour R, Zidoun Y, Kaladhara S, Al Suwaidi H, Zary N
A Web-Based Public Health Intervention for Addressing Vaccine Misinformation: Protocol for Analyzing Learner Engagement and
Impacts on the Hesitancy to Vaccinate
JMIR Res Protoc 2022;11(5):e38034
URL: https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/5/e38034
doi: 10.2196/38034
PMID: 35451967

JMIR Res Protoc 2022 | vol. 11 | iss. 5 | e38034 | p. 9https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/5/e38034
(page number not for citation purposes)

Powell et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0264-410X(15)00501-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2015.04.037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25896384&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02680513.2020.1798221
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/15030713
http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid1002.030750
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15030713&dopt=Abstract
https://www.who.int/docs/default-source/coronaviruse/covid19-stigma-guide.pdf
https://www.who.int/docs/default-source/coronaviruse/covid19-stigma-guide.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-29736-7_13
https://www.itdl.org/Journal/Jul_06/article01.htm
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/EJ862360.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/0144929x.2021.1988145
https://educationaltechnologyjournal.springeropen.com/articles/10.1186/s41239-017-0042-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s41239-017-0042-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/educon.2017.7942952
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1477878509104318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1049023X19005053
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31767051&dopt=Abstract
https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/5/e38034
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/38034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35451967&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


©Leigh Powell, Radwa Nour, Youness Zidoun, Sreelekshmi Kaladhara, Hanan Al Suwaidi, Nabil Zary. Originally published in
JMIR Research Protocols (https://www.researchprotocols.org), 30.05.2022. This is an open-access article distributed under the
terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted
use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in JMIR Research Protocols, is
properly cited. The complete bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on https://www.researchprotocols.org,
as well as this copyright and license information must be included.

JMIR Res Protoc 2022 | vol. 11 | iss. 5 | e38034 | p. 10https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/5/e38034
(page number not for citation purposes)

Powell et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

