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[bookmark: _Hlk209820732]Research Proposal 
[bookmark: _Toc209821166]Background and Rationale 
The COVID-19 pandemic has been accompanied by an “infodemic,” where misinformation rapidly spread through digital and community networks, undermining public trust in health services (World Health Organization, 2020). Studies in the UK highlight that ethnic minority groups were disproportionately exposed to false information, often via social media and word-of-mouth, contributing to mistrust and vaccine hesitancy (Lockyer et al., 2021). Vaccine uptake among Black, Asian and minority ethnic (BAME) communities was significantly lower compared to White groups, with misinformation amplifying existing inequalities (Razai et al., 2021; Paul, Steptoe and Fancourt, 2021). As health and social care professionals seek to address disparities in vaccine confidence, mapping the available evidence is crucial to inform targeted interventions and build resilient, trusted communication systems for future public health crises. 
[bookmark: _Toc209821167]Research Aim and Objectives 
The aim is to map existing research on misinformation and its influence on COVID-19 vaccine hesitancy among ethnic minority groups in the UK. 
Objectives: 
1. To identify the types and sources of misinformation reported in ethnic minority communities. 
2. To explore the relationship between misinformation, mistrust, and vaccine hesitancy. 
3. To highlight knowledge gaps and implications for health and social care practice. 
[bookmark: _Toc209821168]Research Question: 
What evidence exists on the impact of misinformation on COVID-19 vaccine hesitancy among ethnic minority groups in the UK? 
[bookmark: _Toc209821169]Methodology 
This review will adopt Arksey and O’Malley’s (2005) scoping review framework, refined by later methodological guidance (Peters et al., 2020). Searches will be conducted in PubMed, Scopus, and CINAHL for peer-reviewed articles published between 2020–2025. Keywords will include COVID-19, misinformation, vaccine hesitancy, and ethnic minority groups. 
Inclusion criteria: English-language studies, UK-based, focusing on ethnic minority populations, published since 2020. 
Exclusion criteria: Non-peer-reviewed articles, opinion pieces, and studies outside the UK context. 
Data will be charted thematically using Aveyard’s (2019) simplified thematic analysis to identify recurring patterns. 
[bookmark: _Toc209821170]Expected Outcomes 
The review will provide a thematic map of current evidence, showing how misinformation influences vaccine hesitancy among ethnic minority groups. Findings are expected to inform national and local policy, guiding culturally sensitive and multilingual health communication campaigns. In doing so, it will offer evidence-based recommendations for practice and identify key areas for future investigation. 
[bookmark: _Toc209821171]Ethical Considerations 
As this is a secondary review of published studies, ethical risks are minimal. Transparency in reporting, accurate representation of findings, and correct referencing will ensure integrity (Steneck and Buljan, 2023). Established guidance on ethical research emphasises the need to avoid plagiarism, falsification, or misrepresentation of evidence (University of Queensland, n.d.). 
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