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Abstract
1 Background: The coronavirus disease (COVID-19) pandemic has led to an unprecedented public health 

2 crisis. Insufficient testing continues to limit the effectiveness of the global response to the COVID-19 

3 pandemic. Molecular testing methods such as reverse transcriptase polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) 

4 continue to be highly centralized and are a sub-optimal option for population surveillance. Rapid antigen 

5 tests (Ag-RDTs) offer multiple benefits including low costs, high flexibility to conduct tests in a wide 

6 variety of settings, and faster return of results. Recently, self-test Ag-RDTs (STs) have gained approval in 

7 several markets and offer the possibility to expand testing, reaching at-risk populations. While STs have 
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8 the potential to assist the COVID-19 response, test result integrity, reporting, and appropriate linkage to 

9 care continue to hinder the widespread implementation of self-testing programs.

10 Methods: This protocol presents a mixed-methods pragmatic trial (ISRCTN91602092) to better 

11 understand the feasibility of self-testing as part of a contact tracing strategy within the Brazilian public 

12 health system. Approximately 604 close contacts of 150 index cases testing positive for COVID-19 will be 

13 enrolled. Close contacts will be randomized to either serial (daily) self-testing over a 10-day follow-up 

14 period or a more traditional approach to contact tracing with a professional Ag-RDT at one time point 

15 post-exposure. Usability workshops and focus group discussions will also be conducted.

16 Discussion: This study protocol presents a comprehensive plan to assess the effectiveness, operational 

17 feasibility, and stakeholder preferences of a serial self-testing strategy for contact tracing within the 

18 Brazilian public health system. Our results will contribute to better understanding of the feasibility of a 

19 self-testing strategy within the public sector. Potential risks and limitations are discussed. Our findings 

20 will have important implications as governments continue working to mitigate the impact of COVID-19, 

21 particularly in the context of where to direct limited resources for testing and healthcare infrastructure.

22 Introduction

23 The coronavirus disease (COVID-19) pandemic led to an unprecedented public health crisis. Insufficient 

24 testing continues to limit the effectiveness of both the local and global response to the pandemic. 

25 Isolation and quarantine guidelines continue to evolve yet primarily rely on case identification and 

26 subsequent behavior modification for infected or exposed individuals. In many settings, the gold 

27 standard for COVID-19 diagnosis is reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR), which is 

28 plagued by sparse availability of supplies, higher cost, slow turnaround times, and its highly centralized 

29 nature (1). These challenges make RT-PCR difficult to deploy widely and therefore not an optimal 
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30 candidate test as a public health tool for population surveillance and effectively interrupting 

31 transmission chains (2). 

32 Rapid antigen tests (Ag-RDTs) for professional and self-test use offer multiple benefits in comparison to 

33 RT-PCR, including low costs and increased portability. Ag-RDTs can expand access to COVID-19 testing in 

34 places that do not have molecular testing capacity and results can be returned quickly, facilitating faster 

35 reporting and subsequent linkage to care. WHO recommends use of rapid antigen tests and self-tests for 

36 kits meeting minimum performance requirements in priority use cases (3–6). Further, rapid antigen tests 

37 may be more suitable in settings where people have been previously infected and molecular testing 

38 methods continue to return positive results due to residual viral fragments. 

39 Successful strategies to broaden access to testing include the use of self-tests (STs) (7–9). Self-testing 

40 regimens for COVID-19 are a promising method to identify infectious individuals, interrupt transmission 

41 chains, and reduce demand on health facilities while addressing many of the usual barriers to uptake of 

42 services (2,10,11). In addition to enabling more timely isolation to minimize onward transmission, swift 

43 diagnosis can also prompt clinical intervention when needed, which may improve individual patient 

44 prognosis, particularly given the availability of new antivirals. Self-testing has shown high levels of 

45 acceptability, with many countries implementing large-scale programs to access at-home tests for free, 

46 and can increase equity by providing more testing options (7,12). In short, there is evidence that self-

47 testing for COVID-19 is feasible and acceptable, with both national and global recommendations to use 

48 self-tests and some specific products receiving emergency use authorization from the US Food and Drug 

49 Administration (FDA) and WHO (13,14).

50 While self-testing has the potential to contribute significantly to the COVID-19 response, as with any 

51 rapid diagnostic, it also comes with limitations. Firstly, available antigen tests may have variable 

52 performance in asymptomatic individuals (13,15). False negative results may prompt infected individuals 
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53 to stop self-isolation and thereby contribute to virus transmission, while false positive results may lead 

54 to unnecessary stress, anxiety, and absences from work, school, and social activities. Secondly, self-

55 testing results may not be reported and therefore missed by local and national health authorities. 

56 However, WHO guidelines describe the overall benefits of self-testing as outweighing these limitations. 

57 Clear communication on actions for positive and negative results, relevant support tools, efficient links 

58 to post-test counselling and easy access to results reporting are needed as key components of self-

59 testing programs. The effectiveness of these approaches have already been well-established in HIV self-

60 testing programs (16).

61 Early on in the COVID-19 pandemic, contact tracing was used to limit onward transmission and link at-

62 risk individuals to testing and care (17). Since then, both observational and modelling studies have 

63 shown that contact tracing is associated with better control of COVID-19 and is growing increasingly 

64 important for today’s surveillance strategies to guide outbreak response. The impact of contract tracing 

65 is mediated by a number of factors, including the time it takes to identify and notify contacts and the 

66 number of positive cases that participate in contact tracing (18). During periods of peak transmission, 

67 contact tracing efforts may be slowed, stymied, or abandoned all together when the number of cases 

68 exceeds the public health system’s capacity to identify and follow-up with exposed cases, as 

69 experienced during the omicron wave (19,20). In these cases, a self-testing regimen for exposed 

70 individuals may help interrupt transmission and control the outbreak.

71 In the context of contact tracing, self-testing facilitates even further decentralization of testing and  

72 allows for faster identification of infectious contacts, reaching at-risk populations, and generally 

73 mitigating unequal access to testing (15,21). However, to ensure equitable access to self-testing, the use 

74 of these steps must be integrated into public health system programs and strategies rather than simply 

75 making them available as a consumer product. This is particularly true in places where self-tests are 

76 difficult to obtain, either logistically or financially. Serial self-testing may also be advantageous to 
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77 contact-tracing efforts, as it allows exposed individuals to monitor themselves over time and does not 

78 rely on a single time point to determine infection status, particularly when individuals may not seek care 

79 during the recommended post-exposure period and the recommended on-label testing algorithm for 

80 many self-tests calls for testing twice in the event of a negative test. Serial self-testing as a part of a 

81 public health system contact tracing strategy may be a viable option to avoid multiple follow-up visits 

82 and allow both patients and healthcare providers to benefit from the decentralized and flexible nature 

83 of self-testing. 

84 Objectives and Hypothesis

85 The primary aim of this study is to evaluate the effectiveness of contact tracing supported by serial self-

86 testing (testing daily for up to 10 days) among exposed individuals compared to routine contact tracing 

87 at one time point. This study also aims to evaluate the operational feasibility of self-testing for contact 

88 tracing within the Brazilian public health system, explore the barriers and facilitators at the provider and 

89 patient levels that mediate use of COVID-19 self-tests, and assess adherence to quarantine, isolation, 

90 and treatment guidelines. This study hypothesizes that serial self-testing of primary close contacts will 

91 identify more positive cases than routine contact tracing at a single timepoint post-exposure in a facility-

92 based health care setting.

93 Materials and Methods

94 Design and Setting

95 This is a mixed-methods, two-arm randomized pragmatic trial within the public health system of two 

96 municipalities in Brazil. The study will be conducted at the Centro de Pesquisa em Medicina Tropical de 

97 Rondônia (CEPEM) in Porto Velho, Rondônia and several health units in Curitiba, Paraná. The health 

98 system within each municipality is structured through localized health units that are responsible for 
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99 providing care to a specific catchment area. Health units are generally staffed with nurses, technicians, 

100 community health workers, doctors, and pharmacists. Professional antigen testing for COVID-19 is 

101 widespread within the public health system and pharmacies, though RT-PCR testing remains the 

102 laboratory test of choice for patients in the acute phase with moderate to severe symptoms (22).  

103 Patients with no or mild symptoms may not receive a confirmatory PCR test and are typically advised to 

104 isolate (23). Contact tracing practices conducted by the public health system have varied between study 

105 sites based on health system capacity, COVID epidemiology, and caseload, though individuals have 

106 generally been instructed to notify their close contacts. 

107 Population

108 Patients aged 7 or older testing positive for COVID-19 at any participating health unit are eligible to be 

109 enrolled into the study as index cases. Approximately 604 close contacts of 150 index cases testing 

110 positive for COVID-19 will be enrolled. All index cases will complete a contact elicitation interview to 

111 identify close contacts who have been exposed to SARS-CoV-2 Close contacts will be invited to 

112 participate in the study following exposure notification. Close contacts of the index case will be eligible 

113 for enrollment as primary close contacts if they are 7 years of age or older and have been exposed to an 

114 enrolled index case within 2 days of index case symptom onset or within 7 days of index case positive 

115 test result. For the purposes of this study, “exposure” is defined as being within 1 meter of the index 

116 case for more than 15 minutes or having physical contact without appropriate personal protective 

117 equipment. 

118 Intervention

119 Primary close contacts will be randomized to either control or intervention. Randomization will be 

120 performed 1:1 at the index case level such that all primary close contacts of an index case are 

121 randomized to the same arm. This is the most practical way to randomize, as at least some primary close 
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122 contacts are expected to share a household with the index case and this approach will minimize 

123 contamination between the arms. The data manager will create the allocation sequence through 

124 computer-generated random numbers and will store this information in a locked Excel file. Only the data 

125 manager will have access to the full sequence. Study staff will reveal participant assignment upon 

126 enrollment by accessing a limited version of the file.

127 Primary close contacts randomized to the intervention arm will complete an enrollment visit either at 

128 the health unit or at home. Following consent, participants will complete a baseline questionnaire, a 

129 supervised ST and a health worker will independently perform a rapid test. The order in which these 

130 tests are conducted will be determined based on study ID and balanced within the arm to avoid test 

131 result bias related to sample depletion. Participants will then be provided with 10 STs to perform daily 

132 over the subsequent 10 days and will be contacted daily to complete a brief questionnaire. 

133 The study will also provide additional tests to household members of primary close contacts randomized 

134 to the intervention arm and invite them to submit anonymous data around their use of the tests. These 

135 household members will not be consented or enrolled into the study and will receive no follow-up from 

136 the study team. 

137 Primary close contacts randomized to the control arm will complete an enrollment visit either at the 

138 health unit or at home. Following consent, participants will complete a baseline questionnaire and a 

139 health worker will perform a rapid test. Participants will be contacted daily over the following 10 days to 

140 complete a brief study questionnaire. Figure 1 details the schedule of enrollment for each participant 

141 group and Figure 2 illustrates the overall study design.

142 Fig 1. Schedule of Enrollment, Interventions, and Assessments.

143 Fig 2. Study Design.

 . CC-BY 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 April 7, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.05.23288207doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.05.23288207
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


8

144 Outcomes

145 The primary outcome will be the proportion of primary exposure close contacts who test positive for 

146 COVID-19 per index case in the intervention arm compared to the control arm. This will be captured 

147 through the participant follow-up surveys. Subjects with missing outcome data will be excluded from 

148 analysis. For the purposes of analysis, participants in the intervention arm will be considered to have 

149 complete primary endpoint data if at least three test results are submitted over the 10-day follow-up 

150 period. For participants in the control arm, a professional Ag-RDT test result available at the enrollment 

151 visit will be considered complete.

152 Additional endpoints captured in the follow-up survey include proportion of close contacts testing 

153 positive who report adhering to recommended isolation guidelines and proportion of exposed contacts 

154 who report test results per local guidelines (intervention arm only). During the enrollment visit for 

155 participants randomized to the intervention, study staff will document whether the participant correctly 

156 performs the self-test (per the manufacturer’s instructions for use) and the result of both self-test and 

157 professional rapid test to assess concordance between the two.

158 Acceptability, preferences, and user perspectives on self-testing will be assessed across stakeholders 

159 through focus group discussions; insights into user needs for instructions and training will be captured 

160 through user workshops.

161 Statistical Considerations

162 Sample Size

163 This study is powered to detect a 7.5% difference in positive cases identified between the intervention 

164 and control arm. This threshold was chosen through discussions with stakeholders to balance detection 

165 of a clinically meaningful outcome with an understanding of the likely rates of infection in a highly 

166 vaccinated population. Prior work at this site with COVID-19 testing of close contacts yielded a 30% PCR 
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167 positivity rate among close contacts during a period of low to moderate transmission. To account for 

168 increases in vaccination coverage, high rates of prior infection, and the likelihood of low transmission 

169 following the most recent wave, this population is estimated to have a 20% test positivity rate. Based on 

170 the established performance characteristics of Ag-RDTs, serial self-testing is estimated to identify up to 

171 75% of those cases. Using Equation 1, where zα/2 = 1.96 and zβ = 0.842, a total of 550 participants are 

172 needed (275 per Arm). To account for attrition in longitudinal data and exclusion of unevaluable cases, 

173 we will increase the sample size estimate by 10% to enroll a total of 604 close contacts (302 per Arm). 

174 To achieve this, approximately 150 index cases are needed, with each index case leading to an estimated 

175 average of 4 close contacts (75 per Arm). These estimations are based on prior work at the study 

176 site.(24)

177 Equation 1: Sample Size Calculation for a Difference in Proportions

178 𝑁 =  
2 (𝑧𝛼

2
+  𝑧𝛽)2 ∗ (𝑝0(1 ― 𝑝0) + (𝑝1(1 ― 𝑝1))

∆2

179 Sample size for the usability workshop will be 6-10 participants and sample size for focus groups will be 

180 up to 15 participants.(25)

181 Data Collection and Management

182 All data will be entered by study staff and participants or their caregivers directly into a secure, 

183 electronic database (REDCap) managed by the University of Washington Institute of Translational Health 

184 Sciences (25). Participants may opt to complete the follow-up survey by phone with study staff or by 

185 WhatsApp message link. For participants opting to receive the daily WhatsApp message, a message 

186 containing the survey link will be automatically sent each morning. If they do not complete the survey by 

187 the evening, they will be sent an automated reminder message. An automated script will alert the study 

188 team of any data anomalies (e.g., duplicate responses) and participant needs for follow-up (e.g., 
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189 participant requested follow-up or participant has missed two or more consecutive surveys). Structuring 

190 the follow-up data collection in this way minimizes staff burden and may provide insights into how a 

191 similar system could be set up to have the greatest likelihood of influencing health behavior and 

192 ensuring test results are appropriately reported.

193 Secondary exposures will have the option to submit anonymous data by scanning a QR code to complete 

194 the survey, which may provide additional insight into alternative result reporting modalities. Usability 

195 workshops and focus group discussions will be recorded to ensure all detailed information can be 

196 captured appropriately. 

197 Safety Considerations

198 This study poses minimal risk to participant safety, as it does not involve any medical intervention and 

199 biological sampling is within acceptable ranges. Only research staff who have been trained in best 

200 practices for specimen collection and infection prevention will be involved in specimen collection. All 

201 records will be kept confidential at each site and the sponsor will not have access to any records that 

202 directly identify the research participants. 

203 Ethical Considerations

204 Risks

205 Study procedures do not represent significant risks to the participants beyond those associated with a 

206 nasal swab, such as pain, discomfort, and nosebleed, which will be mitigated through user training on 

207 proper sample collection. All participants will be made aware that taking part in any study activity is 

208 voluntary. All study team members will adhere to institutional procedures for infection control and will 

209 have adequate personal protective equipment to minimize risks related to COVID-19 transmission. 
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210 All decisions regarding clinical care will be made through referral to the local public health system. The 

211 study team will review data in real-time to ensure that any information provided on clinical symptoms is 

212 referred appropriately per local public health guidelines. 

213 Benefits

214 Participants in this study will have convenient access to COVID-19 testing following an exposure. 

215 Household contacts of these participants will also have access to free COVID-19 STs should they wish to 

216 use them. There is no direct benefit to the community, however there may be indirect benefits by 

217 identifying more positive cases, which could reduce the spread of COVID-19 in the community.

218 Special Considerations for Enrolling Minors

219 The consent/assent process for this study is tailored to three different age groups that may be enrolled, 

220 per Brazilian regulations. For the youngest age group assenting (7-11 years of age), the caregiver 

221 (parent/legal guardian giving consent) will perform the self-test on the child. The other two age groups 

222 (12-14 and 15-17 years of age) will perform the self-test on themselves, though they may receive help 

223 from their caregiver as needed. This determination is consistent with what would reasonably be 

224 expected of these age groups and Brazilian research ethics regulations. Additionally, the self-tests being 

225 used in this study are indicated for children 2 years and older with adult supervision, so all use during 

226 this study will be on-label.

227 Enrolling children does not sufficiently alter the risk-benefit ratio to warrant excluding children from this 

228 study. The only additional risk this study poses to children is that they may be more likely to use the test 

229 incorrectly, which will be mitigated by conducting the test with caregiver supervision. Children may also 

230 benefit from the findings of this research given their participation in school and social group activities 

231 and they have been disproportionately affected by the pandemic due to school closures. This study will 

232 show how serial self-testing can be used in families and whether it can be operationalized to be 
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233 effective. Therefore, it would be unethical to exclude children from this study given their potential to 

234 benefit from the findings and minimal additional risk posed to them.

235 Study Timeline

236 This study has been approved by The National Commission for Research Ethics (CONEP, Brazil’s national 

237 Institutional Review Board [IRB], approval number 59179922.9.1001.0011), the local IRBs in Porto Velho 

238 and Curitiba, and the WHO Ethics Review Committee. The study began recruitment December 5, 2022, 

239 and will run for approximately six months. 

240 Study Registration

241 This study is registered at ISCTRN (ISRCTN91602092).

242 Discussion

243 Impact

244 This novel approach to contact tracing attempts to increase equitable access to essential diagnostics in 

245 the face of the worst pandemic in recent history. This study will generate data around the operational 

246 feasibility and effectiveness of a serial self-testing strategy in the context of the Brazilian public health 

247 system. While providing patients with 10 self-tests to perform daily is likely impractical, we are hoping 

248 further sensitivity analyses may reveal more optimal testing strategies to inform appropriate resource 

249 allocation. The study ultimately aims to generate evidence to support health policy makers in Brazil to 

250 understand whether this is a feasible tool to incorporate into the unified health system to support public 

251 health contact tracing/outbreak response efforts, which would reduce barriers to ST access and 

252 promote use of STs. Finally, this study will join a growing body of evidence being generated to find 

253 optimal self-testing algorithms as part of non-pharmaceutical interventions to mitigate onward 

254 community transmission of COVID-19 (10,11). Evidence from these studies will be critical to inform 
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255 policy and public health practice around the use and merits of self-testing through an epidemiological 

256 lens (2).

257 Limitations

258 Study activities will be impacted by changing public health policies and guidelines as well as the evolving 

259 epidemiology of COVID-19. Where possible, these will be monitored throughout the study and tracked 

260 both administratively and through participant surveys. The methods outlined in this protocol are 

261 designed to be flexible enough to adapt to the local COVID-19 situation as needed while maintaining 

262 sufficient scientific rigor to fulfill study objectives. Additionally, follow-up data may be biased due to 

263 both the nature of being self-reported as well as observed. Data from secondary exposures may also be 

264 influenced by the fact their household member is participating in a research study. Finally, performing 

265 daily self-tests for 10 days is not a cost-effective method of contact tracing. This strategy was selected in 

266 the interest of generating a robust data set with the potential to conduct additional analyses regarding 

267 cost effective testing strategies. Commodity costs will also be tracked to support these ancillary 

268 analyses.

269 Dissemination, stakeholder, and participant engagement

270 Stakeholders from the local municipalities and the Ministry of Health have been engaged throughout 

271 protocol development to better understand the local health system perspective when building the 

272 study’s objectives and methodology. These channels of communication will remain open throughout the 

273 conduct of the study to ensure continued engagement, and results will be shared back with these 

274 stakeholders. Research results will be shared locally, at the participating facilities and health units 

275 through debrief meetings and short reports. In addition to local results sharing, study findings will be 

276 disseminated through a variety of channels, including engagement with the World Health Organization, 

277 donors, and peer-reviewed publications. At the close of their participation, participants will also be sent 
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278 information about where they can find final study results and be notified of dissemination outputs and 

279 events. 
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