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ABSTRACT 

The COVID-19 Community Research Partnership (CCRP) is a multisite surveillance platform 

designed to characterize the epidemiology of the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic. This manuscript 

describes the CCRP study design and methodology. The CCRP includes two prospective 

cohorts, one with six health systems in the mid-Atlantic and southern United States, and the 

other with six health systems in North Carolina. With enrollment beginning April 2020, sites 

invited persons within their healthcare systems as well as community members to participate in 

daily surveillance for symptoms of COVID-like illnesses, testing and risk behaviors. Participants 

with electronic health records were also asked to volunteer data access. Subsets of participants, 

representative of the general population and including oversampling of populations of interest, 

were selected for repeated at home serology testing. By October 2021, 65,739 participants 

(62,261 adult and 3,478 pediatric) were enrolled with 89% providing syndromic data, 74% 

providing EHR data, and 70% participating in one of two serology sub-studies. An average of 

62% of participants completed a daily survey at least once a week, and 55% of serology kits 

were returned. The CCRP provides rich regional epidemiologic data and opportunities to more 

fully characterize the risks and sequelae of SARS-CoV-2 infection.  
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INTRODUCTION 

The emergence of the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic led to the urgent need for evidence-based 

answers to pressing clinical and public health questions. Initial efforts focused on counting and 

describing severe cases or monitoring clinical volumes and establishing patient registries;(1) 

however, these methods are limited.(1-4) While essential for public health planning, these study 

designs are insufficient to answer the following essential questions:  

1. What is the spectrum of SARS-CoV-2 disease in the population? The importance of 

asymptomatic carriers and mild cases on community spread cannot be overstated, and 

assessing only those needing hospital care or those presenting for testing cannot address this 

issue. 

2. Who is at risk from SARS-CoV-2 transmission and disease? Larger studies of more diverse 

populations followed over time are needed to investigate disparities by race/ethnicity, healthcare 

worker status, age, and comorbidities.  

3. What are the correlates of protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection and outcomes? 

Uncertainty remains about the level of protection from natural infection with varying degrees of 

symptom severity, and the real-world efficacy of the various vaccines, especially as new 

variants emerge and become prevalent.  

4. What are the sequelae of SARS-CoV-2 infection at the population level? By focusing entirely 

on hospitalization and death, many of the impacts of SARS-CoV-2 infection in the community 

may be missed. 

Real-world cohorts were urgently needed to address these growing research gaps.  The 

COVID-19 Community Research Partnership (CCRP) was formed to address these limitations. 

The CCRP is a health systems-based surveillance platform that includes a complementary triad 

of regular electronic surveys, longitudinal serologic testing, and Electronic Health Record (EHR) 
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data designed to more accurately characterize the epidemiology of the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic. 

The CCRP leverages tools available through mobile technologies and at-home laboratory 

testing across large sample sizes at multiple sites(1) to characterize the epidemiologic cohorts. 

In this manuscript, we describe the study design and methodology of the CCRP.  

 

STUDY OBJECTIVES 

The primary objective of the CCRP was to collect more comprehensive data on the SARS-CoV-

2 pandemic in the US using a cohort approach in order to provide timely and robust evidence for 

clinical and public health decision making. Specifically, the goal of the CCRP was to collect 

longitudinal information from four data sources: 1) daily self-reporting of symptoms, testing, and 

behaviors, 2) comorbidities, medications, medical encounters, and hospitalizations documented 

in the electronic health record (EHR), 3) SARS-CoV-2 serology and viral surveillance results 

from targeted subsets within the study, and 4) intermittent participant questionnaires designed 

to capture supplementary data. The combination of these data elements provided an 

opportunity to address a diverse set of questions about the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic across the 

epidemic curve, including the full spectrum of disease, assessment of risk for infection and 

clinical disease in various subgroups, assessment of population correlates of protection, and 

identification of potential sequelae. 

 

METHODS 

Overall Cohort Structure 

The COVID-19 Community Research Partnership is composed of two prospective cohorts one 

located in North Carolina (NC State Coalition) funded by the State of North Carolina through the 

CARES Act, and the other in the mid-Atlantic and southern United States (National Coalition) 

funded by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Each cohort includes six 

sites, with two sites included in both cohorts. 
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Study Sites 

The sites in the National Coalition of the CCRP include Wake Forest Baptist Health (WFBH), 

Atrium Health, MedStar Health/Georgetown University, the University of Maryland School of 

Medicine/University of Maryland Medical System, the University of Mississippi Medical Center, 

and Tulane University. The sites in the NC State Coalition of the CCRP include WFBH, Atrium 

Health WakeMed Health, New Hanover Regional Medical Center, Vidant Health, and Campbell 

University. WFBH and Atrium Health in both cohorts (Figure 1). Supplemental Table 1 provides 

specifics of site eligibility, start dates, and recruitment where different from that of the overall 

CCRP. The two cohorts are linked by common design features and data coordination but differ 

in serologic testing platforms and sub-study activity (described in detail below). All sites utilize a 

common Data Coordinating Center (DCC) at the George Washington University Biostatistics 

Center, a common research program management office at Vysnova Partners, Inc., and Call 

Centers that respond to participant inquiries and technical problems. Further details on study 

organization are included in Supplemental Figure 1. Data from the two cohorts are merged in a 

common database, with tags indicating which participants from WFBH and Atrium are included 

in each cohort, allowing analyses within the entire cohort or within each cohort separately as 

required. 

 

Recruitment 

Eligibility for the CCRP study was broad and included most adults, with the only inclusion 

requirements being an active email address and cell phone with data capabilities. In addition to 

the adults recruited to participate in the two cohorts, pediatric participants were recruited to the 

NC Coalition. Initially, invitations to participate in the CCRP were sent out through participating 

healthcare systems beginning in March 2020 at WFBH and progressively including additional 

sites as funding allowed. Healthcare workers were oversampled. Additionally, sites had the 
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option to invite community members outside of the participating healthcare system to participate 

in the CCRP. Recruitment included multiple methods: 1) email or texts using the health systems’ 

patient communication portals (e.g., MyChart (5); 2) social media and public relations 

campaigns led by individual sites; 3) virtual and in-person community outreach; and 4) a website 

accessible to the public with information about the CCRP 

(http://www.covid19communitystudy.org/index.html). See Supplemental Table 1 for additional 

detail about recruitment strategy by site. 

 

Daily Syndromic Surveillance and Supplemental Surveys 

Following informed consent provided through secure web-based systems, participants 

completed a onetime enrollment questionnaire (Supplemental Figure 2) which was immediately 

followed by a survey questionnaire which collected basic demographics (age, sex, and 

race/ethnicity), address, and if they were a current healthcare worker (Supplemental Figure 3). 

Following the consent and enrollment process, participants completed daily electronic surveys 

via computer or smartphone using one of two electronic systems, the Oracle Patient Monitoring 

System (PMS) (Oracle Corporation, Redwood Shores, California) or the SneezSafe application 

(Sneez, LLC, Winston Salem, NC, USA).  

The daily syndromic survey asked participants to log the presence or absence of a variety of 

symptoms related to Covid-19 infection (Supplemental Figure 4). Additional questions included 

mask use, care-seeking behaviors, known COVID-19 exposures, and self-reported SARS-CoV-

2 testing results. Healthcare workers reporting COVID-19 contacts also provide data on 

frequency and type of personal protective equipment (PPE) use at the time of the potential 

exposure. A question about COVID-19 vaccination status and vaccine type was added in 

September 2020. Daily data entry typically took <30 seconds. 

 

 . 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 February 10, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.09.22270272doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.09.22270272
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


7 

 

In addition, all CCRP participants completed periodic supplemental surveys through Oracle 

PMS or SneezSafe. Surveys were developed to be responsive to changing trends and newly 

arising research questions during the pandemic. To date, supplemental surveys have focused 

on risk mitigation behavior such as mask use during the Thanksgiving and winter holidays(6); 

intentions and hesitancy to vaccinate; a household survey concerning family members (e.g., 

number, medical history, family income); and an individual adult survey exploring comorbidities, 

health behaviors (e.g., flu vaccination, alcohol, smoking), education, and occupation. These 

surveys will be described in detail in relevant manuscripts.  

 

Electronic Health Record 

A subset of CCRP participants, 67%, agreed to have their personal EHR data extracted and 

included in the study. Participants were matched to their EHR by each health system using 

patient-provided characteristics including name, birth date, and address, and then 

authenticated. To capture health conditions prevalent before the pandemic and ensure that 

pertinent diagnoses were not missed due to potentially reduced health care use during the 

pandemic, the EHR was abstracted from a look-back period that started in January 2018. Key 

EHR data are extracted at quarterly intervals to identify patient characteristics, health service 

utilization, diagnoses, medications, procedures, and lab test results throughout the study. The 

majority of EHR content is made up of readily identifiable structured data fields, extracted using 

formats based on the Fast Healthcare Interoperability Resources (FHIR) standard, and use 

established standards (e.g. ICD10 diagnosis codes, procedure codes, medications, patient 

demographics, insurance, vital signs, test results, health behaviors) where possible. Data are 

checked for quality to remove impossible values, and harmonized across participating 

healthcare systems to the extent possible to enable meaningful analysis over the CCRP study 

population. Health conditions of interest extracted from the EHR are listed in Supplemental 

Table 2.  
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Longitudinal Serology Testing 

A subset of the participants from the CCRP were selected for repeated, longitudinal, at-home 

serologic sampling. Selected participants were eligible to receive at least six tests over the 12-

month period. The selection strategy for testing and the test platform utilized differed between 

the National Coalition and the NC State Coalition as further described.  

 

National Coalition Serology Testing 

Within the National Coalition, investigators chose serology participants from the counties in 

which the participating healthcare systems provides service. The counties in the catchment area 

of Atrium Health and WFBH were grouped into a Southeastern area, those of Mississippi 

University and Tulane University into a Deep South area, and those of University of Maryland 

and MedStar Health/Georgetown University into a Mid-Atlantic area. The counties in those 

catchment areas were characterized as urban, suburban, or rural. Participants were selected for 

serologic testing to represent the overall demographics (sex, race/ethnicity, age) of the area 

based on the 2017 American Community Survey (ACS) census.(7) A target bin size was 

determined based on the demographics of the area, and enrollment in a stratum was capped 

when the target bin size was reached. Additional participants were selected by oversampling 

subgroups considered to be at high risk for infection or complications from infection 

(predominantly healthcare workers and minority populations), and a small number of additional 

participants were selected to allow for flexibility throughout the enrollment process.  

 

Serologic testing for the National Coalition utilized at-home collection of dried blood spots on a 

Whatman 5-spot DBS specimen card. LabCorp delivered a study-branded kit with instructions 

for collection, two lancets, and a self-addressed return envelope to participants. Once returned, 

LabCorp performed EUROIMMUN enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) from the dried 
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blood spot targeting the SARS-CoV-2 spike protein. This test has been granted Emergency Use 

Authorization (EUA) from the FDA for testing on venous blood(8) and was internally validated 

for use with dried blood spot specimens. Testing performance is described in Supplemental 

Table 3. This test was expected to be positive following natural infection or vaccination. For 

further discrimination between natural or vaccine-induced antibodies, positive tests on the 

EUROIMMUN assay automatically reflexed to testing for nucleocapsid antibodies utilizing the 

EUA-approved Roche Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 ECLIA. A natural infection would be Roche 

assay positive and vaccine-induced response Roche assay negative. The dried blood spot 

cards with unused spots have been stored in a biorepository for future ancillary studies.  

 

NC State Coalition Serology Testing 

NC State Coalition serologic testing began in April 2020, before the formation of the National 

Coalition. The initial cadence of testing for the NC State Coalition was every other month, with 

additional testing added depending on available funding. Initially, participants were mailed a 

simple micro-sampling devise to collect a total of 40microL blood using two volumetric 

absorptive swab tips (Neoteryx LLC, Torrance, California, USA). The tips were returned by pre-

addressed mail to our laboratory for further processing using a one of two lateral flow assays 

(LFA) detecting IgM and/or IgG antibodies to SARS-CoV-2 (Syntron, Syntron Bio Research Inc., 

Carlsbad, California, USA or Innovita, Beijing Innovita Biological Technology, China). Later, we 

switched to at-home serologic testing for the NC State Coalition using a lateral flow assay 

(LFA), the Scanwell SARS-CoV-2 IgM IgG Test (Teco Diagnostics). Scanwell Health shipped 

the LFAs by mail to be performed at home by participants, and the result was recorded and 

interpreted via an FDA-approved smartphone application developed by Scanwell Health. 

Interpretation by Scanwell staff involved reading a standard 3-line result for IgM, IgG and 

control. Test performance (9) is describe in Supplemental Table 3. 
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NC State Coalition Virology Testing  

A subset of adult and pediatric participants in the NC State Coalition who consented to at-home 

testing completed at-home PCR-based viral surveillance. Selected adult and pediatric 

participants received four viral test kits and were asked to collect a sample weekly for four 

weeks. If the participant experienced persistent or worsening cough, fever, or loss of taste, they 

were asked to complete and return the test kit before the end of the week.   

 

Study-branded mailers and instructional videos were developed to enable participants to 

conduct their own sampling at home. For each test, the participant or their caregiver collected 

an oral specimen of saliva by swabbing (Curative Inc., #K00023) the inside of the mouth until 

the swab was saturated with saliva. The swab was then placed into a capped tube (Curative 

Inc., #K00016) containing DNA/RNA Shield (Zymo Research, #R1100) that in turn was placed 

in a return mailer. The lysis buffer inactivates the SARS-CoV-2 virus immediately reducing 

biosafety and shipping concerns. The molecular detection assay uses RT-PCR based on the 

CDC EUA adapted by Curative-Korva.(10) As the regulatory environment was in a fluid state, 

the latest guidance on available EUA assays for SARS-CoV-2 was generally followed. 

 

Study Participation and Retention 

Although participants could join at any time, adult recruitment ended in April 2021 and pediatric 

recruitment ended in September 2021. By October 2021, 65,739 participants (62,261 adults and 

3,478 pediatric) were enrolled in the CCRP, with 89% providing syndromic data, 74% providing 

EHR data, and 70% participating in one of the two serology sub-studies. Accumulated 

enrollment in the CCRP and serology substudies by demographic characteristics is shown in 

Table 1, and demographic distribution by study site is shown in Supplemental Table 4. By 

October 2021, an average of 62% of participants complete a daily survey at least once a week, 
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and 55% of serology kits had been completed and returned. Retention by cohort for daily 

collection of syndromic data is shown in Figure 2.  

 

Ethical Considerations 

The CCRP is conducted in accordance with all US federal regulations regarding protection of 

human subjects. The Institutional Review Board (IRB) at Wake Forest Baptist Health serves as 

the central or reliance IRB. Every site IRB and the DCC have an Authorization Agreement with 

WFBH IRB.  Any changes to protocol or implementation are notified to the site IRB for 

processing as needed.   

 

A limited waiver of Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA) authorization 

was granted by the IRB to identify potential subjects for recruitment, as allowed under 45 CFR 

164.512. All data are kept confidential to the extent permitted by applicable state, local and 

federal laws, and the data are stored in secured HIPAA-compliant electronic databases at 

George Washington University, Scanwell Health, and Oracle with password-protected access. 

All data are stored on secure servers in the United States. To ensure confidentiality, all data for 

analysis are secured, and a coded number is used to identify participants.  

 

Participants were provided an opportunity to consent to different aspects of the study 

separately, including access to their EHR, participation in symptom surveillance, 

serosurveillance and viral testing, and storage of residual samples. Based on EHR access, the 

consent was designed to serve as HIPAA authorization.  

 

Among eligible persons or their guardians, a secure link was provided to online informed 

consent and enrollment through one of three electronic platforms. Sites had the option to host 

their own system using REDCap (Research Electronic Data Capture), a software toolset and 
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workflow methodology for electronic collection and management of data (8,9). An alternative 

consent and enrollment process used by several sites was provided by the DCC using a 

cybersecure, internally-developed data entry and management system known as MIDAS 

(Multimodal Integrated Data Acquisition System). A third option was provided through the 

SneezSafe platform, a cybersecure, phone, tablet or computer -based application consent and 

symptom-screening tool offered by Sneez, LLC. Information describing the study, common 

consent language, and enrollment steps were conserved regardless of platform used. All PII 

was stored separately from research data, and accessible only to individuals requiring access 

(e.g., those responsible for mailing serology or virology test kits). 

 

At enrollment, during informed consent, and upon receipt of a test result, participants were 

informed that the serology and viral diagnostic tests are for research purposes only, and should 

not be interpreted or used for clinical diagnostic purposes. For each serology and virology 

result, a standardized, secure, IRB-approved message on the interpretation of a positive, 

negative, or equivocal result is sent to the participant, which also includes the contact 

information for the Call Center. Concerned volunteers were encouraged to contact the Call 

Center for test result information and counseling by a trained clinical professional (e.g., nurse) 

or, if required due to complex medical concerns, a study physician. 

 

 

Data Management 

A database of all study data is maintained and managed at the DCC. Data from the daily 

syndromic reporting and periodic supplemental questionnaires collected through SneezSafe, 

and all serology and virology test results, are securely loaded into the Oracle PMS. All data are 

downloaded three times weekly to the DCC’s secure server. EHR data are provided 
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approximately every 3 months from each healthcare system directly to the DCC via secure file 

transfer protocol.  

 

Data Sharing and Access 

An internal, password-protected study website includes dynamic reports for study investigators 

to track recruitment, retention, and interim results. An external study website provides static 

reports for study participants and the public to review study demographics and results. De-

identified and well-documented databases for the National Coalition are developed by the DCC 

and provided to the CDC quarterly. At the close of the study, the complete de-identified data will 

be made publicly available according to CDC policies.  

 

The CCRP Publications and Presentations Committee (P&P) coordinates and reviews all 

aspects of manuscripts and presentations generated from the CCRP to prevent redundant 

effort, maintain consistency in reporting, and ensure scientific rigor. The P&P uses a 

standardized protocol for reviewing and approving manuscript proposals, conference abstracts, 

presentations, and penultimate drafts of manuscripts before submission to external sources. All 

data collected as part of the National Coalition also undergoes CDC clearance.  

 

DISCUSSION 

As a large-scale health systems-based cohort combining daily symptom and risk behavior 

reporting, longitudinal serologic sampling, supplemental surveys, vaccination records, and EHR 

capture, the COVID-19 Community Research Partnership offers tremendous opportunities to 

obtain synergies by combining clinically relevant illness, health, and socio-behavioral data. The 

CCRP design is participant-friendly and embraces modern technologies and practical methods 

to overcome limitations of more traditional studies. For these reasons, the CCRP provides a 
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unique resource for generating evidence-based answers to questions about the SARS-CoV-2 

pandemic in the US.  

 

The CCRP has several limitations. First, the CCRP is not a population-based study and does 

not consist of a random sample from the populations in the health system catchment areas, so 

selection bias is likely.  In part, this bias is due to the study requirement of having an active 

email address and certain recruitment methods that relied on access to mobile technology and 

web or cell connectivity. CCRP participants were overrepresented by older, female, and Non-

Hispanic White groups, although serology cohorts were sampled to more closely represent the 

demographics of surrounding counties. The decision to participate and loss-to-follow up may 

also have varied by demographics. As such, results may not be generalizable to broader 

geographic areas or to populations with less access to healthcare or electronic communications. 

Second, the logistics of providing serology tests to participants in their homes proved 

challenging, and the selection strategy for testing and the test platform utilized differed between 

the National Coalition and the NC State Coalition. There were clear tradeoffs between 

selectively reduced participation from requiring participants to have a smartphone to report the 

test results from one platform compared to the burden of having to take five bloodspots and 

return the other test platform. Test cadence was more variable than ideal due to issues with 

slower test cadence in the NC State Coalition early in the study and the impact of shipping 

delays and slow participant response throughout the study. Nonetheless, retention in the 

serology cohorts was high, and this study found that at-home serology testing was generally 

well accepted and feasible. Third, study retention and continued participation may be impacted 

by known exposure, infection, and vaccination for SARS-CoV-2. Daily symptom reporting and 

monthly serology testing over many months can be a burden for participants. In particular, 

missing data may be sporadic and missing not at random. For example, a participant may stop 

daily symptom reporting if they do not experience any symptoms for long stretches of time, but 
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may return to daily reporting if they begin to experience symptoms. Similarly, participant 

engagement with serology testing may decrease after an initial positive test or vaccination. 

 

Despite these limitations, the CCRP has several advantages over more traditional surveillance 

methods. The cohort study design and longitudinal data collection, including serology, allows 

the CCRP to assess incidence of SARS-CoV-2 over time.(11) The serology approach from the 

National Coalition using a nucleocapsid confirmatory test further allowed the CCRP to assess 

the difference between antibody response to vaccination and natural infection. Daily symptom 

and self-report of SARS-CoV-2 testing with daily reminders, and a process typically taking less 

than 30 seconds, minimizes the limitations of typical syndromic surveillance which often suffers 

from misclassification due to recall bias with longer reporting intervals. By linking these data to 

longitudinal serology, the CCRP can characterize asymptomatic and minimally symptomatic 

infections, a key advantage of the CCRP design compared to that of traditional studies.  

Furthermore, linkage to EHR data allows for the characterization of comorbidities, healthcare 

encounters, clinical outcomes, and potential sequelae of infection. 

 

The CCRP design offers several advantages in recruiting a large and diverse population. The 

utilization of health care systems as the central recruiting hubs facilitated communication 

through patient’s trusted health care systems with the potential to inspire confidence and 

increase enrollment and participation. Recognizing that some vulnerable populations are not 

well connected to health care systems, the CCRP included monitoring of enrollment, direct 

recruitment of under-represented minority groups, and over-sampling of subgroups at increased 

risk for infection, morbidity and mortality (e.g. health-care workers, minority populations, the 

elderly), to improve broad representation across socio-demographic groups and geographic 

regions. The entire study has been conducted remotely utilizing electronic informed consent, 

electronic/mobile technologies, and in-home sample collection and testing which enhances 
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involvement of participants with poor access to the healthcare facilities and is supportive of 

social distancing measures.  

 

Conclusions 

The CCRP is providing new and timely information about the rapidly changing SARS-CoV-2 

pandemic in the US. Symptom surveillance tied to longitudinal serology makes it possible to 

describe the full spectrum of disease associated with SARS-CoV-2 infection, from asymptomatic 

or minimally symptomatic cases to those with more severe symptoms. Serology data allows 

investigators to calculate the seroprevalence and incidence within demographic subgroups, and 

along with EHR data, to assess risk of SARS-CoV-2 infection and severity associated with pre-

existing medical conditions, and the impact of SARS-CoV-2 infection on other outcomes. 

Finally, the CCRP provides essential evidence of real world vaccine efficacy and changing 

SARS-CoV-2 mitigation behaviors related to emerging recommendations and events. It is hoped 

that results from the CCRP will contribute to clinical and public health recommendations and 

practice to help better understand and control the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic.  
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Table 1. Enrollment Characteristics in the COVID-19 Community Research Partnership and 
Serology Substudies  
 

 
Number (Percent) of 

Enrolled 

Number (Percent) 
Enrolled in CDC 

Serologic Substudy 

Number (Percent) 
Enrolled in NC State 
Serology Substudy 

Total 62261 24965 21849 

    

Age    

18-29 6427 (10.3%) 1829 (7.3%) 1872 (8.6%) 

30-39 11180 (18.0%) 4507 (18.1%) 4058 (18.6%) 

40-49 11806 (19.0%) 4275 (17.1%) 4796 (22.0%) 

50-59 12578 (20.2%) 4363 (17.5%) 4991 (22.8%) 

60-69 12689 (20.4%) 5621 (22.5%) 4456 (20.4%) 

70-79 6546 (10.5%) 3775 (15.1%) 1476 (6.8%) 

>=80 990 (1.6%) 595 (2.4%) 200 (0.9%) 

Sex    

Female 40915 (65.8%) 16121 (64.6%) 15974 (73.1%) 

Male 18470 (29.7%) 8844 (35.4%) 5728 (26.2%) 

Not Declared 2831 (4.6%) 0 (0.0%) 147 (0.7%) 

Race/Ethnicity    

White (not 
Hispanic/Latino) 

50485 (81.1%) 20203 (80.9%) 20346 (93.1%) 

Black or African 
American 

4102 (6.6%) 2235 (9.0%) 550 (2.5%) 

American Indian or 
Alaskan 

221 (0.4%) 66 (0.3%) 86 (0.4%) 

Asian or Pacific Islander 1329 (2.1%) 840 (3.4%) 194 (0.9%) 

Hispanic or Latino 1602 (2.6%) 982 (3.9%) 231 (1.1%) 

Mixed Ethnicity 918 (1.5%) 574 (2.3%) 163 (0.7%) 

Not Declared/Specified 3559 (5.7%) 65 (0.3%) 279 (1.3%) 

Geography/Site    

Wake Forest Baptist 
Health  

26131 (42.0%) 8017 (32.1%) 12220 (55.9%) 

University of Maryland 5905 (9.5%) 3840 (15.4%) 0 (0.0%) 

Atrium  9557 (15.4%) 3922 (15.7%) 4099 (18.8%) 

MedStar Health  12995 (20.9%) 8779 (35.2%) 0 (0.0%) 

Tulane  244 (0.4%) 187 (0.7%) 0 (0.0%) 

University of Mississippi  478 (0.8%) 220 (0.9%) 0 (0.0%) 

Campbell  889 (1.4%) 0 (0.0%) 536 (2.5%) 

New Hanover  810 (1.3%) 0 (0.0%) 761 (3.5%) 

Vidant Health  1671 (2.7%) 0 (0.0%) 990 (4.5%) 

Wake Med  3536 (5.7%) 0 (0.0%) 3243 (14.8%) 
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Figure 1. COVID-19 Community Research Partnership Site Locations 
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Figure 2:  Participant Retention in COVID-like Illness Surveillance by Cohort and Study Date 

 

Data points represent the percentage of participants in the National and NC State Cohort 
completing daily symptom logs by calendar date smoothed using a 7-day moving average and 
removing data on 26 and 27 April 2020, 24 and 25 March 2021, and 22 to 23 May 2021 due to 
computer downtime.  For NC State cohort, the starting retention rate was about 80% calculated 
from the first date with >= 200 enrollees (15 April 2020).  By 28 August 2021, the rate was 45%. 
For the National cohort, the starting retention rate was about 80% based on the first date where 
we had at least 200 enrollees (26 November 2020).  By 28 August 2021, the rate was 60%. 
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