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Abstract
Objectives: The COVID-19 pandemic has stretched Bang-
ladesh government's capability for disaster engagement. As 
normalcy is interrupted, people's confidence in the govern-
ment in ending the crisis needs evaluation, especially consid-
ering the past vaccination successes in Bangladesh and 
growing worldwide vaccine hesitancy amidst the COVID-19 
misinfodemic. This study assessed the level of public life 
disruption due to the pandemic at the micro-level and how 
much impact it had on people's trust in the government's 
capacity for successful national immunisation.
Methods: Given the infectious nature of the pandemic, the 
study conducted an online survey of 2291 respondents, 
distributed proportionally across sex and income groups. 
We conducted bivariate analyses and fitted generalised 
linear models to assess disruption to respondents' lives, and 
their trust in the government's immunisation ability, which 
were measured using multiple parameters.
Results: Nearly 50% of the respondents reported multi-
faceted disputations in their daily lives, with 90% suffering 
financially. Trust in the government was very low at the time 
of the survey as only 11.3% of respondents had faith that 
the government could successfully conduct a mass vaccina-
tion campaign. Rural residents and non-earning members 
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1 | INTRODUCTION

The rapid spread of COVID-19 from its inception in Wuhan, China, in December 2019 has generated shockwaves in 
all spheres of growth and development. 1–3 Furthermore, COVID-19 has contributed to exposing the flaws in health 
system security across borders, leading to a global pandemic declared by the World Health Organization within three 
months of the first case detection. 4 Characterised by typical symptoms like fever, dry cough, sore throat, and fatigue 
along with documentation of its asymptomatic nature, COVID-19 is often difficult to distinguish, leading to its under-
reporting in the healthcare infrastructure with limited diagnostic capabilities. 5

A reported total of 178 million confirmed COVID-19 cases with 3.9 million deaths as of June 2021 resulting 
from contact-based transmission and multiple waves of infections across the borders ( 6). The unavailability of proven 
therapeutic options resulted in the uptake of preventive measures in the form of isolation, restricted movement, and 
complete lockdowns at the core of the global COVID-19 response. 7 However, the efficacy of these preventive meas-
ures was often questioned in terms of effectiveness and timing to the reduction of overall case numbers along with 
the trust in the public authorities. 8 Furthermore, a sustained period of economic shutdown resulted due to the imple-
mentation of these preventive measures, leading approximately 100 million people to extreme poverty on account of 
shrinkage of per capita income, and this number is expected to rise to nearly 150 million by the end of 2021. 9

As a response, the global community has been pushing for mass vaccination at an accelerated rate for protect-
ing public health and resuming economic activity at the earliest phase. After the initial publication of the genome 
sequence of SARS-COV-2, manufacturers and the scientific community have undertaken an unprecedented effort to 
develop effective vaccines. 10,11 The accelerated approval of COVID-19 vaccines within a year is a landmark success, 
overtaking the previous record of a four-year approval period for mumps vaccine in the history of vaccination 
manufacturing. 12

of families found their lives to be less disrupted. Compar-
atively higher income families and highly educated individ-
uals had lesser confidence in the government's inoculation 
capabilities.
Conclusions: For the vaccine campaign to be success-
ful, effective risk communication and timely display of 
data-driven decision-making efforts targeting the groups 
who are more sceptical of immunisation campaigns could be 
of significance to the Bangladesh government.
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Key points

•	 �People's trust on the government's capability for inoculation in 
Bangladesh was assessed.

•	 �Nine out of the 10 sampled respondents suffered financially.
•	 �Only one in 10 respondents had faith on the Bangladesh 

government's successful national vaccination campaign.
•	 �Life disruptions and opinions varied across different sociographic 

groups.
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However, with the emergence of the newer COVID-19 variants and the circulation of dubious information in the 
social and electronic print media, the public is often in doubt about the necessity and efficacy of these vaccines. 13,14 
Many of the health system determinants in the development of public trust in vaccination service include paucity of 
trained health workers, fragile infrastructure, limited storage capacities and insufficient funding to sustain the immu-
nization programs. 15 Additionally, past adverse experiences in accessing health services and the growing distrust in 
institutions and healthcare providers in the context of corruption, weak governance and limited capacity seem to be 
key determinants in vaccine acceptance and the resulting hesitancy. 16,17 Moreover, with the availability of limited 
vaccination with regard to the population's health needs, the negotiation power of the individual states in the avail-
ability of vaccines from multiple sources will be crucial in improving access and building public trust in the efforts to 
deliver safe and effective vaccination. 18,19

Initial early assessment from the World Bank has demonstrated that only 30% of the countries have the capacity 
to develop an adequate process for training the large number of vaccinators needed for the vaccination and only 27% 
of the countries have strategies in place for public engagement and social mobilization needed for vaccination. 20 This 
is quite surprising given that around 85% of the countries are said to have vaccination plans and 68% with vaccine 
safety systems. 20

Bangladesh, a country with a fragile, inadequate, and fragmented health system, was no exception regarding the 
availability of information, evidence-based decision making and supply chain logistics during the pandemic. 21,22 As of 
7 July 2021, a reported total of 977,568 COVID-19 cases with 15,593 deaths in the country have not only exposed 
the flaws in the healthcare infrastructure but also contributed to the erosion of public trust as evidenced by the 
non-adherences to various public health measures. 23 An effective immunization system has been one of the notable 
public health progresses with respect to expanded programs of immunization in developing effective vaccine storage and 
distribution capacity in Bangladesh in recent times. 24 However, the existing expanded programme on immunization (EPI) 
infrastructure and vaccine distribution capacity are built in conformation with the vaccines employed in combating child-
hood major infectious diseases. This involves having cold storage facilities of 2–4° across the countries that limited the 
options for deploying COVID-19 vaccines excluding Moderna and Pfizer-BioNTech vaccines from the planning schedules 
at the earliest of the COVID-19 vaccination campaign. Additionally, as the routine EPI vaccination is focused on the vacci-
nation effort focused on the childhood population, there is a dearth of expertise in human resources and vaccination in 
delivering a large-scale vaccination involving the adult population as required in COVID-19 vaccination in Bangladesh. 
Despite such progress and confidence, a ripple effect over the potential erosion of trust in the government and public 
health authorities during the COVID-19 response is built upon the limited utilization of clear contingency planning and 
lack of coordinated informed decision-making is likely to be translated into the deployment of the COVID-19 vaccination.

Furthermore, the vaccination campaign was started with exclusive sourcing from the Serum Institute in India 
with no liability clause stemming from a tug of vaccine-diplomatic relations between India and China. This contrib-
uted to the halting of the vaccine delivery after the surge of the Delta variant in India during April-May 2021, result-
ing in a delay in receiving second dose of a dosing schedule. The government, therefore, made diplomatic efforts 
through utilizing existing diplomatic relations with China, Russia, United States of America to receive vaccine dosage 
in a bid to curb the vaccine shortage in Bangladesh and the delayed dosing schedules in between the dosage regi-
men. The COVID-19 vaccination campaign eventually resumed in July 2021, resulting in delayed dosing schedules 
of more than 2 months after receiving the first dosage risking the efficacy of COVID-19 vaccination in preventing 
SARS-COV-2 infection in Bangladesh. Furthermore, many of these agreements also resulted in receiving vaccine 
COVID-19 vaccines global access facilities as late as August 2021. Therefore, many of these recipients were given the 
second dose with other sources of vaccination like Sinopharm linked with limited evidence of similar efficacy resulting 
in potential vaccine cocktailing risking in the development of potential vaccine-related COVID-19 side effects. The 
delayed action on procuring vaccines employing global diplomatic relations can be clearly linked to the anticipated 
erosion of trust in delivering COVID-19 vaccination by the government even in the availability of strong immuniza-
tion backbone in the country due to succinct and relevant contingency planning in availing COVID-19 vaccination 
campaign without major disruptions.

 10991751, 2024, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/hpm

.3721 by U
niversity O

f W
ashington L

ib, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [02/03/2026]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



BISWAS et al.122

To evaluate the micro-level impact of the COVID-19 pandemic in Bangladesh, particularly their health, economic 
and lifestyle changes, this study conducted an online survey. Additionally, the level of trust in the government's 
immunization performance given the recent changes was investigated. The objective is to assess the disruption in 
micro-level lifestyle in Bangladesh due to the pandemic and its subsequent impact on people's trust in the govern-
ment to fully inoculate the public.

2 | THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

Trust is a vital factor for good governance. 25 Trust, in the context of this research, refers to an efficient means required 
in building any social, economic, and political relationship, 26 which underpins the interaction between human and 
political institutions where the individual holds a favourable perception towards the government and its activities. 27 
Trust in the government allows and drives the citizens to adhere to the stringent measures taken by the government 
in times of crisis. Trust in political institutions is often cultural and deeply rooted as an extension of interpersonal 
trust. 28,29 However, as per institutional theories, the level of trust varies with the performance of the institutions. 30,31 
During crisis and post-crisis scenarios in developing countries, both social trust and political trust play key roles, as 
higher dissection with political elites or representors can lead to deleterious consequences for policymakers and 
worsen the ramifications. 25

Most theories underpin political trust with financial crisis, 32,33which places the public health crisis in a new para-
digm. Certainly, in the complex global political order, a non-financial international crisis has hardly ever been expe-
rienced in recent decades let alone a public health mayhem. This paper engages itself in explaining the propensity 
of causing disruption to life by a global public health crisis, the COVID-19 pandemic in this context, and trust in the 
government. As trust in the government, even within the context of public health, is a vast discourse, this study 
focused on the aspect of immunisation performance as vaccination is commonly regarded as the best-known answer 
to any infectious disease pandemic.

3 | METHODOLOGY

3.1 | Data overview

The data for this study was based on a cross-sectional online survey that took place from 6 December 2020 to 17 
January 2021. The online survey platform provided by the University of Southern Queensland (UniSQ) based on 
LimeSurvey was utilised to create and facilitate the survey. A total of 8 data collectors helped mobilise the question-
naire through popular social media outlets employing a snowball sampling procedure and no in-person interviews 
were conducted. To include a larger variation of participants without limiting the contact of the data collectors, the 
survey was circulated via Facebook ads as well, which obtained 90,079 impressions. The ad targeted Facebook users 
in the geographical border region of Bangladesh of all ages and sexes who speak Bangla. No additional filter was 
given. As Facebook is widely popular in Bangladesh with around 44.7 million users and in the top three sources of 
growth in daily active users worldwide in 2022 compared to the previous year, 34 this platform was considered the 
best possible alternative to face-to-face data collection. Additionally, many of the individuals not using Facebook are 
residents of remote areas with limited internet connectivity where any face-to-face data collection activities will be 
cost and resource-intensive to maintain the quality of the collected data even without any pandemic-enforced lock-
down situation. The questionnaire included questions regarding public opinion regarding the disruption to normal life 
during the COVID-19 pandemic, trust in the Bangladesh government to handle the crisis as well as their preference 
for vaccination.

The self-reporting questionnaire was translated to Bangla (English version added as supplemental file 1), the 
native language of Bangladesh, to encourage unrestricted participation and ensure a better understanding of the 
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BISWAS et al. 123

questions asked for the survey. A total of 2309 willing participants, aged 13–71, completed the survey question-
naire who were currently living in Bangladesh. The collected sample had balanced representation across both sexes 
(female  46.5% and male 53.5%). The study employed a complete records analysis approach and after cleaning the 
data, a total of 2291 complete observations were retained for analysis.

3.2 | Ethical statement
The survey questionnaire was formally reviewed and approved by the ethical review committee at the UniSQ 
(H20REA274). The participants were asked to provide their informed consent before participating in the survey and 
were duly notified of the research purpose, type of questions, and confidentiality of individual information before 
being provided with the opportunity to respond to the survey questionnaire. The respondents were also provided 
with contact details of multiple independent support organizations, had they felt distressed and decided to seek help 
at the time of responding to the survey questions regarding their personal experience with COVID-19.

3.3 | Independent variables
The independent variables considered in this study were mostly sociodemographic in nature. Respondents' age 
(continuous), sex (female, male), geographic area of residence (urban, suburban, rural), type of living arrange-
ment (family residence, group-housing, single resident), monthly family income range (below, 20,000 Bangladesh 
Taka  (BDT), 20,000–35,000 BDT, 35,000–50,000 BDT, and 50,000 BDT or above), level of education (graduate/
undergraduate, up to higher secondary level), religion (Muslim, others) were considered among the independent 
variables. Furthermore, respondents' participation in economic activities was considered through the binary variable 
‘economic contributor’ (non-earner, earner). Here health workers, police and first responders, bank officials, essential 
community workers, government employees, private-sector jobholders, teachers, transport workers, businessper-
sons, freelancers, farmers, chefs, and people of similar professions were considered as earners, while people belong-
ing to occupations without a fixed paycheck such as students, retired employees, and homemakers were considered 
in the non-earner category.

The level of self-assessed knowledge regarding COVID-19 and hygiene guidelines of the respondents was 
considered by the variable “self-reported COVID-19 knowledge score” (below median, above median). This variable 
was created based on the following three questions: (a) “How would you grade your general knowledge on COVID-
19?” (b) “How closely are you following the news of COVID-19 in print or digital media?” and (c) “How closely are you 
adhering to the COVID-19 precautions?” Those who reported having no or very little knowledge, and not following 
either the news or the health guidelines were given a score of 0 (zero) in each case. Those who responded with having 
some or moderate knowledge and maintaining adherence to news and health guidelines were assigned a score of 
1 (one) in this case. Finally, those who claimed to have good knowledge, regularly followed the news and sincerely 
maintained health guidelines were assigned a score of 2 (two) in each case. Then all the assigned scores were summed 
for each respondent and the total scores were categorised into the categories ‘below median’ and ‘above median’. 
Here the median score obtained by respondents was 4 (four), on a scale from 0 (zero) to 6 (six).

3.4 | Outcome variables
There were two binary outcome variables in the study. The first variable assessed whether the respondents experi-
enced disruption to their lives due to the pandemic, and the second variable was concerned with appraising whether 
they had sufficient trust in the government's immunisation ability and performance. Whether or not the respondents' 
lives were disrupted was dichotomised based on responses to the following four questions: (a) whether the respond-
ent had tested positive for COVID-19 at some point, (b) whether anybody they personally knew died of COVID-19, 
(c) whether they failed to attend work/classes from home during the pandemic-induced lockdowns/restrictions and 
(d) whether they were financially affected by the pandemic. Those who responded affirmatively to any one of these 
variables were considered to have their lives disrupted (coded as binary 1), and those who responded negatively to 
all four questions were considered to have their lives “not disrupted” (coded as 0).
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BISWAS et al.124

The second binary outcome variable, pertaining to the trust in the government's immunisation performance, 
was constructed based on the responses to the following three questions: (a) whether the government conducted 
sufficient tests daily, (b) how confident the respondent felt about all citizens of Bangladesh getting a vaccine jab in 
due time, and (c) if the respondent thought the health system of Bangladesh is sufficiently equipped to successfully 
conduct countrywide immunisation. If anyone responded affirmatively to any two of these three questions, they were 
considered as having trust in the government (coded as 1), otherwise, the respondents were considered as not having 
trust in the government” (coded as 0).

3.5 | Statistical analyses
The statistical analyses for this study were conducted in two stages. First, the descriptive statistics were assessed 
along with estimating the primary associations of the sociodemographic factors with the two outcome variables of 
interest using chi-square tests of associations. For the variable age, considered continuous, we conducted two-sided 
t-tests to check whether the mean age was different for one group compared with the other for both outcomes. 
Then the outcome variables were fitted to the independent variables using generalised linear models in the form 
of two binary logistic regressions, one for each outcome variable, to estimate the effect sizes (odds ratios) and their 
subsequent significance levels on the outcome of interest. All data curation and analysis procedures were performed 
in R (version 3.6.0).

4 | RESULTS

4.1 | Life disruption

The results show that 52.0% had their life disrupted with 7.9% tested positive themselves before the survey, 
40.7% had someone known died, 14.6% could not work from home and 89.4% were financially hampered (Table 1). 
Respondent's age, marital status, area of residence, monthly family income, and respondent's earning status and 
self-reported COVID-19 knowledge showed primary association with life disruption. The average age was slightly 
higher for the group whose life was reportedly disrupted by the COVID-19 pandemic. Although the sample was 
heavily represented by unmarried respondents, 60.2% of married respondents claimed to have their lives disrupted. 
Similarly, 36.1% of the respondents from rural areas reported to have their lives disrupted as opposed to 50.3% in 
the urban areas. Apart from those whose family incomes were above 50,000 BDT, over 50% of respondents from 
all other income groups reported that their lives were not disrupted. Higher proportion of income earners (59.6%) 
reported having their lives disrupted, whereas those with below median self-reported COVID-19 knowledge claimed 
to have their lives not disrupted.

The results from the regression model, reported in Table 2, showed that life disruption during the pandemic was 
associated with area of residence, religion, earning status, and self-assessed COVID-19 knowledge. Rural residents 
were found to be associated with 39% lower odds of being impacted by the pandemic compared to urban residents. 
Muslims seemed to have their life disrupted than other religious groups with 30% higher odds. The income earners 
in the family reported that their lives were more impacted (OR 1.38) compared to non-earners. Similarly, the odds of 
disruption to lives for those who claimed to have above median knowledge on COVID-19 were 1.42 times to those 
who had below median knowledge.

4.2 | Government's immunisation performance

The proportion of respondents who expressed trust in the government's immunisation performance was only 11.3%. 
About 4 out of every 5 respondents opined that there were insufficient tests; 86.8% were unsure or had no trust in a 
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BISWAS et al. 125

speedy government immunisation operation; 46.6% had no confidence in the government's ability to successfully run 
an immunisation campaign. Primary association between the outcome variable ‘trust in the government's immunisa-
tion performance’ was found with age, marital status, level of education, and self-reported knowledge of COVID-19. 
The average age of the respondents who had trust in the immunisation performance of the government was signifi-
cantly higher (26.2 vs. 24.1). Although most of the respondents, both married and unmarried, claimed to have no faith 
in the government, the proportion was slightly higher in the case of unmarried (90%) than married (81%) respondents. 
Those who completed graduation had less trust (10.3%) than others with education up to the higher secondary level 
(14.4%). Non-earning respondents and respondents who reported below median knowledge of COVID-19 expressed 
to have less trust in the government's immunisation performance (Table 3). Disruption to lives reportedly did not 
affect the respondents' trust in the government's immunisation performance.

According to the regression results, the trust in the government's immunisation performance was associated 
with respondents' living arrangement, family income, level of education, earning status and self-assessed COVID-19 
knowledge (Table 4). Those living in group housing was associated with a 46% lower odds of trusting the govern-
ment's immunisation performance than those living in family residences. In case of education, those who completed 

Variables Categories

N (%) Chi-square

Total
Life not 
disrupted

Life 
disrupted p-value

Age a 23.5 (5.93) 25.2 (7.62) <0.001

Sex Female 1066 (46.5) 572 (53.7) 494 (46.3) 0.157

Male 1225 (53.5) 620 (50.6) 605 (49.4)

Marital status Not married 1952 (85.2) 1057 (54.1) 895 (45.9) <0.001

Married 339 (14.8) 135 (39.8) 204 (60.2)

Type of living arrangement Family residence 2028 (88.5) 1061 (52.3) 967 (47.7) 0.108

Group-housing 182 (7.9) 98 (53.8) 84 (46.2)

Alone 81 (3.5) 33 (40.7) 48 (59.3)

Area of residence Urban 1758 (76.7) 873 (49.7) 885 (50.3) <0.001

Rural 244 (10.7) 156 (63.9) 88 (36.1)

Suburban 289 (12.6) 163 (56.4) 126 (43.6)

Monthly family income Below 20,000 BDT 415 (18.1) 229 (55.2) 186 (44.8) 0.003

20,000–35,000 BDT 570 (24.9) 317 (55.6) 253 (44.4)

35,000–50,000 BDT 537 (23.4) 287 (53.4) 250 (46.6)

Above 50,000 BDT 769 (33.6) 359 (46.7) 410 (53.3)

Education level Undergraduate/Graduate 1755 (76.6) 893 (50.9) 862 (49.1) 0.053

Up to higher secondary 536 (23.4) 299 (55.8) 237 (44.2)

Religion Others 346 (15.1) 196 (56.6) 150 (43.4) 0.071

Muslim 1945 (84.9) 996 (51.2) 949 (48.8)

Financial contribution to family Non earner 1739 (75.9) 969 (55.7) 770 (44.3) <0.001

Earner 552 (24.1) 223 (40.4) 329 (59.6)

Self-reported COVID-19 knowledge 
score

Below median 813 (35.5) 477 (58.7) 336 (41.3) <0.001

Above median 1478 (64.5) 715 (48.4) 763 (51.6)

Total sample size N 2291 1192 (52.0) 1099 (48.0)

 aFor continuous variable, mean (SD) and t-test p-values were reported.

T A B L E  1   Distribution of reported life disruption during pandemic by the sociodemographic and relevant 
variables among study participants.
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BISWAS et al.126

up to higher secondary level education was associated with a 70% higher odds of having trust in the government's 
vaccination campaign compared to those in undergraduate level or graduate level education. Similarly, respondents 
who were earning members of the family were associated with 69% higher odds of trusting the government 
compared to those were non-earners. Respondents with self-reported above median knowledge on COVID-19 
was associated with nearly twice the odds of trusting the government's capability to run a successful immunisation 
campaign than their less knowledgeable counterparts. However, in consistent with the result from the bivariate 
analysis, disruption to public life seemed to not significantly affect the trust in the government's immunisation 
performance.

Variables Odds ratio 95% CI* p-value

Age 1.02 1.00, 1.04 0.040

Sex

 Female 1.00 —

 Male 1.10 0.92, 1.31 0.285

Marital status

 Not married 1.00 —

 Married 1.03 0.75, 1.43 0.835

Type of living arrangement

 Family residence 1.00 —

 Group-housing 0.91 0.66, 1.25 0.543

 Single resident 1.23 0.77, 1.99 0.387

Area of residence

 Urban 1.00 —

 Rural 0.61 0.44, 0.82 0.001

 Suburban 0.85 0.66, 1.11 0.240

Monthly family income

 Below 20,000 BDT 1.00 —

 20,000–35,000 BDT 0.82 0.63, 1.08 0.156

 35,000–50,000 BDT 0.86 0.65, 1.14 0.306

 Above 50,000 BDT 1.04 0.80, 1.37 0.760

Education level

 Undergraduate/Graduate 1.00 —

 Up to higher secondary 0.94 0.77, 1.15 0.572

Religion

 Others 1.00 —

 Muslim 1.30 1.03, 1.65 0.029

Financial contribution to family

 Non-earner 1.00 —

 Earner 1.38 1.06, 1.79 0.017

Self-reported COVID-19 knowledge score

 Below median 1.00 —

 Above median 1.42 1.19, 1.70 <0.001

T A B L E  2   Generalised linear regression model fitted to the binary outcome variable “life disrupted in pandemic” 
(not disrupted, disrupted) with the sociodemographic and relevant study variables.
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5 | DISCUSSION

The objective of this study was to assess the scenario of disruption to the public's lives in Bangladesh due to the COVID-
19 pandemic and the public's level of trust in the government in conducting a successful immunisation campaign. Almost 
half of the sampled respondents reportedly faced disputations in their daily lives during the pandemic, and most of them 
were hampered financially (nearly 90%). Trust in the government was very low at the time of the survey as only one in 10 
could rely on the government to successfully run the mass vaccination campaign. The sample was heavily skewed to the 
urban privileged class. This shows the manifestation of the immediate adversity due to the pandemic in Bangladesh even 
among the affluent section of the society. Although the income earners and those with self-judged more knowledge 
on COVID-19 claimed to have their lives more disputed than the others, they also kept higher faith in the government.

Arguably, the ongoing pandemic has disrupted the lives of every living being. However, inadequate tests, lack 
of contextual contingency planning, and ambiguities involved in decision making including imposing lockdowns with 

Variables Categories

N (%) Chi-square

Total Has trust No trust p-value

Age a 26.2 (8.59) 24.1 (6.55) <0.001

Sex Female 1066 (46.5) 108 (10.1) 958 (89.9) 0.126

Male 1225 (53.5) 150 (12.2) 1075 (87.8)

Marital status Not married 1952 (85.2) 195 (10.0) 1757 (90.0) <0.001

Married 339 (14.8) 63 (18.6) 276 (81.4)

Type of living arrangement Family residence 2028 (88.5) 234 (11.5) 1794 (88.5) 0.159

Group-housing 182 (7.9) 13 (7.1) 169 (92.9)

Alone 81 (3.5) 11 (13.6) 70 (86.4)

Area of residence Urban 1758 (76.7) 198 (11.3) 1560 (88.7) 0.314

Rural 244 (10.7) 33 (13.5) 211 (86.5)

Suburban 289 (12.6) 27 (9.3) 262 (90.7)

Monthly family income Below 20,000 BDT 415 (18.1) 56 (13.5) 359 (86.5) 0.098

20,000–35,000 BDT 570 (24.9) 70 (12.3) 500 (87.7)

35,000–50,000 BDT 537 (23.4) 62 (11.5) 475 (88.5)

Above 50,000 BDT 769 (33.6) 70 (9.1) 699 (90.9)

Education level Undergraduate/Graduate 1755 (76.6) 181 (10.3) 1574 (89.7) 0.012

Up to higher secondary 536 (23.4) 77 (14.4) 459 (85.6)

Religion Others 346 (15.1) 30 (8.7) 316 (91.3) 0.118

Muslim 1945 (84.9) 228 (11.7) 1717 (88.3)

Financial contribution to family Non earner 1739 (75.9) 165 (9.5) 1574 (90.5) <0.001

Earner 552 (24.1) 93 (16.8) 459 (83.2)

Self-reported COVID-19 knowledge 
score

Below median 813 (35.5) 62 (7.6) 751 (92.4) <0.001

Above median 1478 (64.5) 196 (13.3) 1282 (86.7)

Life disrupted in pandemic Not disrupted 1192 (52.0) 140 (11.7) 1052 (88.3) 0.486

Disrupted 1099 (48.0) 118 (10.7) 981 (89.3)

Total sample size N 2291 2033 (88.7) 258 (11.3)

 aFor continuous variable, mean (SD) and t-test p-values were reported.

T A B L E  3   Distribution of the reported trust in the government's immunisation performance by the 
sociodemographic and relevant variables among study participants.
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limited testing capabilities in metropolitan areas have kept the numbers for Bangladesh low. 35 Despite that, over 
40% of the sample have reported having known someone who died related to COVID-19 causes (immediate family 
members, relatives, or neighbours). Furthermore, 8% of the respondents reported having tested positive before the 
survey. These issues lead to severe underreporting in this region. 36 An overwhelming number of respondents (89.4%) 
reported that they suffered financially due to the pandemic. While financial damage is expected to some extent, 37 

Variables Odds ratio 95% CI* p-value

Age 1.01 0.99, 1.04 0.260

Sex

 Female 1.00 —

 Male 1.13 0.86, 1.50 0.372

Marital status

 Not married 1.00 —

 Married 1.37 0.86, 2.15 0.179

Type of living arrangement

 Family residence 1.00 —

 Group-housing 0.54 0.29, 0.96 0.047

 Single resident 0.92 0.44, 1.76 0.818

Area of residence

 Urban 1.00 —

 Rural 1.05 0.66, 1.62 0.833

 Suburban 0.75 0.47, 1.15 0.204

Monthly family income

 Below 20,000 BDT 1.00 —

 20,000–35,000 BDT 0.82 0.55, 1.23 0.336

 35,000–50,000 BDT 0.77 0.50, 1.18 0.226

 Above 50,000 BDT 0.52 0.34, 0.80 0.003

Education level

 Undergraduate/Graduate 1.00 —

 Up to higher secondary 1.70 1.25, 2.30 <0.001

Religion

 Others 1.00 —

 Muslim 1.50 1.01, 2.30 0.051

Financial contribution to family

 Non-earner 1.00 —

 Earner 1.69 1.15, 2.48 0.007

Self-reported COVID-19 knowledge score

 Below median 1.00 —

 Above median 1.91 1.41, 2.62 <0.001

Life disrupted in pandemic

 Not disrupted 1.00 —

 Disrupted 0.79 0.60, 1.03 0.082

T A B L E  4   Generalised linear regression model fitted to the binary outcome variable “trust in the government” 
(does not trust, has trust) with the sociodemographic and relevant study variables.
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the interesting finding here is that it has affected earners or non-earners, students or non-students, and residents in 
urban or rural areas indiscriminately. Thus, one could argue that the large-scale impact of COVID-19 includes both 
economy and health, not limited to any financial or working cohort, which challenges policymakers of small econo-
mies to find damage-mitigating interventions.

While two-thirds of the study sample was from urban residents, almost half of them were observed to have their 
life disrupted compared to one-third of the rural residents. There are two possible explanations. One, rural areas are 
less densely populated than the urban cities, such as Dhaka or Chattogram, where there is a lesser scope for the spread 
of viral infection. 38 Moreover, livelihood in rural areas allow social distancing as most of the rural population, unlike 
metropolitans. 39 Thus, life continued relatively smoothly without major deterrents in rural areas, and they reportedly 
did not experience a major outbreak or deaths. The explanation exercises more caution in interpretation of lower prev-
alence of life disruption the sense that there has not been adequate testing in rural areas to feasibly conclude if viral 
infection was ever present at large in rural areas. Biswas et al., 2020 40 provided instances where testing was limited to 
major towns and no testing capacity in peripheral districts. Also, regional lockdowns in Bangladesh were strictly imple-
mented in major cities such as Dhaka, which attempted to cut off infection spread from cities to the suburban areas and 
villages, which might have helped in barring massive spread in outer regions. 41 However, instead of considering them 
individually, a combination of these hypotheses perhaps explains the greater impact of pandemic on urban residents.

The proportion of Muslims in the sample matches national distribution and they reportedly had life more 
disrupted than people belonging to the other religions or those who are non-religious. Expectedly, earning members 
of the household experienced greater damage from the pandemic than those who are not financially active. There 
exists an extensive literature on how viral transmission and subsequent control measures lead to economic slow-
down, resulting in loss of jobs, business closures and income stagnation. 42 In the case of Bangladesh, studies have 
reported that 14.75% of the people were pushed into poverty due to the pandemic alongside existing 20.5% who 
are already in poverty 43 and some research hypothesised how it would take years for Bangladesh to recover from the 
damage despite ongoing growth. 44 However, the current study has found that even the relatively privileged cohort 
in urban areas has suffered during the pandemic and the earning members of society were the worst victims at the 
micro-level which is likely to trickle down and affect those who are dependent on the earning family members.

This study did not assess respondents' COVID-19 knowledge, rather they reported their self-assessed knowledge 
level. Those who claimed to be more knowledgeable were found to experience greater life disruption but had higher 
trust in the government's immunisation performance. There are a few hypotheses for this. They could be aware of 
global disruptions and relate to that with their lifestyle. They could be more aware of the success of the Bangladesh 
government's previous immunisation campaigns, praised worldwide, which could have given them a greater faith in 
future vaccination programs (at the time of the survey no vaccination was conducted). 45 However, it is certainly a 
contradictory finding that graduate or more educated respondents had less faith in the government's immunisation 
performance, which makes the insights from the variable ‘self-assessed knowledge on COVID-19’ questionable.

Participants who lived in group housings and were earning members of the family were found to be less trust-
ing on the government's immunisation capability. Many of these responses can be potentially linked to the series 
of disruptions happened during the pandemic in Bangladesh. Although the survey was conducted prior to start of 
vaccination campaign in Bangladesh, the government faced with several setbacks including shortage of vaccine, 
over-reliance on one source and no local reliable production capacity. 46 Group housing refers to university hostels 
or private boarding houses which provides a cheaper housing for students, unemployed or temporary residents as 
well as single unmarried job holders. Given the current housing crisis in metropolitan Bangladesh, 47 the residents 
in such housing are hardly happy with the government's progress on this issue. Such discontent among this cohort 
could explain their lack of faith on the government's campaigns. The respondents who are financially active, on the 
other hand, would be on the receiving end of the government's failure on job protection, business venture bailouts 
and inefficient planning prior to viral containment measures such as lockdowns. 40 With the ongoing fragile state of 
democracy and healthcare infrastructure in Bangladesh, 48 there is a lack of citizen trust in public health campaigns 
run by the government.
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The highly educated (graduates and postgraduates) were less trusting of the government's immunisation capa-
bility than those who completed high school level education or less. Bangladesh's health system has hardly ever lived 
up to its expectations. With 72% of the health expenditure coming from out-of-pocket spending, leading to financial 
impoverishment of 3.4% as of 2015 amounting to 5.3 million people for meeting their health needs, such unfavour-
able conditions would render the public to put very little faith in the system. 49 The educated guess from many would 
be that the immunisation campaign might be another failure compounded by the growing misconceptions regarding 
vaccines, the limited availability of vaccination involving the adult population at a mass scale and the perennial hesi-
tancy to accept vaccines.

While this study was one of the first ones to assess opinion on COVID-19 pandemic life disruption and people's 
faith in the government immunization performance in Bangladesh, there were a few limitations. First, this study used 
a snowball sampling procedure based on internet survey tools and it was thus not completely randomized. The study 
was skewed towards the urban privileged class, particularly those with access to the internet. Due to public health 
constraints, face-to-face data collection was not applicable which limited the sampling frame. Second, due to online 
data collection, responses were self-reported and cannot be verified. Moreover, some variables such as ‘Financial 
contribution to family’ can be subjective and require a mixed methods (quantitative and qualitative) approach. While 
these could not be done during the pandemic, future studies can utilize qualitative measurement for a validated 
measure of personal finance and trust in government services. Third, there were no established scales for ‘life disrup-
tion’ or ‘trust in the government’ were used in this study, which could compromise study reproducibility to some 
extent. Even though, in the event of limited vaccine availability and global vaccine diplomacy, efficient procurement 
from multiple sources in maintaining the immunization continuum are expected to be a challenge. However, the 
incorporation of vaccine availability from multiple resource will potentially garner an ambiguous response which 
was difficult to incorporate with the developed structured questionnaire with simpler terminologies. Hence, we also 
recommend future studies specifically measuring vaccine procurement should provide a heightened focus on vaccine 
purchasing and co-financing arrangements. Finally, the study is cross-sectional, so there was no baseline to compare 
life disruption from a pre-pandemic period.

6 | CONCLUSION

The study revealed that half of the respondents reportedly had their lives disrupted by the pandemic, largely in the 
financial aspect and only one in 10 had faith in the government's mass immunisation capability. The impact of the 
pandemic seemed to be quite high despite the on-paper continued economic development in the form of gross 
domestic product growth. The lack of trust in the government might, stemming from both the erosion of democratic 
system as well as poor pandemic governance could jeopardise the government's attempt at probable upcoming 
and ongoing public health interventions such as mass vaccination and imposition of health guidelines. Effective risk 
communication and timely display of data-driven decision-making efforts seem to be the most reliable strategies 
in regaining the public trust before the ever-required consolidated plans for public health interventions such as 
lockdowns with economic compensations are employed. These are key factors in ensuring greater cooperation from 
the public and getting traction in extensive campaigns aimed at making people believe that a successful immunisation 
operation can be run in Bangladesh.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
Raaj Kishore Biswas: Conceptualisation; investigation; methodology; project administration; and writing – original 
draft preparation. Awan Afiaz: Investigation; methodology and software; and writing – review & editing. Samin Huq: 
Investigation; resources; validation and writing – review & editing. Maysha Farzana: Data curation and writing – 
review & editing. Enamul Kabir: Supervision and writing – review & editing.

 10991751, 2024, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/hpm

.3721 by U
niversity O

f W
ashington L

ib, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [02/03/2026]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



BISWAS et al. 131

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
The authors would like to acknowledge the data collectors who actively contributed to the project - Maisha Maliha 
Rahman, Nofel Ahmed, Md Rafayat Hossain, Krishna Banik Pushpita, and Tanisha Momtaz. We thank the Institute of 
Epidemiology, Disease Control and Research, who regularly published COVID-19 data on Bangladesh. This research 
received no specific grant from any funding agency in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.

Open access publishing facilitated by University of New South Wales, as part of the Wiley - University of New 
South Wales agreement via the Council of Australian University Librarians.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
There was no conflict of interest among the authors. All authors read the final manuscript and approved it.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
In accordance with the UniSQ Human Research Ethics Committee (H17REA157), authors cannot publicly disclose 
the data for ethical issues. The data that support the findings of this study are available on request from the corre-
sponding author.

ETHICS STATEMENT
All procedures performed in studies involving human participants were in accordance with international ethical stand-
ards. Ethical approval was taken from The UniSQ Human Research Ethics Committee (H17REA157). The participation 
to the study was voluntary and informed consent was obtained from all patients for being included in the study.

ORCID
Raaj Kishore Biswas  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4294-6323
Samin Huq  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4270-1297

REFERENCES
1.	 Carvalho T, Krammer F, Iwasaki A. The first 12 months of COVID-19: a timeline of immunological insights. Nat Rev 

Immunol. 2021;21(4):245-256. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41577-021-00522-1
2.	 WHO-China. WHO-Convened Global Study of Origins of SARS-CoV-2: China Part. Who.
3.	 Li Q, Guan X, Wu P, et al. Early transmission dynamics in Wuhan, China, of novel Coronavirus–infected Pneumonia. N 

Engl J Med. 2020;382(13):1199-1207. https://doi.org/10.1056/nejmoa2001316
4.	 Cucinotta D, Vanelli M. WHO declares COVID-19 a pandemic. Acta Biomed. 2020;91:157-160. https://doi.

org/10.23750/abm.v91i1.9397
5.	 Hu B, Guo H, Zhou P, Shi ZL. Characteristics of SARS-CoV-2 and COVID-19. Nat Rev Microbiol. 2020;19(3):141-154. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-020-00459-7
6.	 Contini C, Di Nuzzo M, Barp N, et al. The novel zoonotic COVID-19 pandemic: an expected global health concern. J 

Infect Dev Ctries. 2020;14(3):254-264. https://doi.org/10.3855/jidc.12671
7.	 Hafeez A, Ahmad S, Siddqui SA, Ahmad MMS. A review of COVID-19 (Coronavirus disease-2019) diagnosis, treatments 

and prevention. Eurasian J Med Oncol. 2020. https://doi.org/10.14744/ejmo.2020.90853
8.	 Alfano V, Ercolano S. The efficacy of lockdown against COVID-19: a cross-country panel analysis. Appl Health Econ 

Health Pol. 2020;18(4):509-517. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40258-020-00596-3
9.	 The World Bank. Poverty and Shared Prosperity 2020: Reversals of Fortune. World Bank; 2020. https://doi.

org/10.1596/978-1-4648-1602-4
10.	 Wu SC. Progress and concept for COVID-19 vaccine development. Biotechnol J. 2020;15(6):2000147. https://doi.

org/10.1002/biot.202000147
11.	 Thanh Le T, Andreadakis Z, Kumar A, et  al. The COVID-19 vaccine development landscape. Nat Rev Drug Discov. 

2020;19(5):305-306. https://doi.org/10.1038/d41573-020-00073-5
12.	 Roos D. How a New Vaccine Was Developed in Record Time in the 1960s - HISTORY; 2020. https://www.history.com/

news/mumps-vaccine-world-war-ii
13.	 Darby AC, Hiscox JA. Covid-19: variants and vaccination. BMJ. 2021:372. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n771

 10991751, 2024, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/hpm

.3721 by U
niversity O

f W
ashington L

ib, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [02/03/2026]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4294-6323
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4294-6323
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4270-1297
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4270-1297
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41577-021-00522-1
https://doi.org/10.1056/nejmoa2001316
https://doi.org/10.23750/abm.v91i1.9397
https://doi.org/10.23750/abm.v91i1.9397
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-020-00459-7
https://doi.org/10.3855/jidc.12671
https://doi.org/10.14744/ejmo.2020.90853
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40258-020-00596-3
https://doi.org/10.1596/978-1-4648-1602-4
https://doi.org/10.1596/978-1-4648-1602-4
https://doi.org/10.1002/biot.202000147
https://doi.org/10.1002/biot.202000147
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41573-020-00073-5
https://www.history.com/news/mumps-vaccine-world-war-ii
https://www.history.com/news/mumps-vaccine-world-war-ii
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n771


BISWAS et al.132

14.	 Harrison EA, Wu JW. Vaccine confidence in the time of COVID-19. Eur J Epidemiol. 2020;35(4):325-330. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10654-020-00634-3

15.	 Gostin LO, Hodge JG, Bloom BR, et al. The public health crisis of underimmunisation: a global plan of action. Lancet 
Infect Dis. 2020;20(1):e11-e16. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(19)30558-4

16.	 Dubé È, Ward JK, Verger P, Macdonald NE. Vaccine hesitancy, acceptance, and anti-vaccination: trends and 
future prospects for public health. Annu Rev Publ Health. 2020;42(1):175-191. https://doi.org/10.1146/
annurev-publhealth-090419-102240

17.	 Miyachi T, Takita M, Senoo Y, Yamamoto K. Lower trust in national government links to no history of vaccination. Lancet. 
2020;395(10217):31-32. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(19)32686-8

18.	 Burki TK. Challenges in the rollout of COVID-19 vaccines worldwide. Lancet Respir Med. 2021;9(4):e42-e43. https://doi.
org/10.1016/S2213-2600(21)00129-6

19.	 The Lancet Infectious Diseases. The rocky road to universal COVID-19 vaccination. Lancet Infect Dis. 2021;21(6):743. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1473-3099(21)00275-9

20.	 The World Bank. Assessing Country Readiness for COVID-19 Vaccines; 2021. https://doi.org/10.1596/35281
21.	 Biswas RK, Huq S, Afiaz A, Khan HTA. A systematic assessment on COVID-19 preparedness and transition strategy in 

Bangladesh. J Eval Clin Pract. 2020;26(6):1599-1611. Published online. https://doi.org/10.1111/jep.13467
22.	 Biswas RK, Huq S, Afiaz A. Relaxed lockdown in Bangladesh during COVID-19: should economy outweigh health? Int J 

Health Pol Manag. 2020;2020(x):1-3. https://doi.org/10.34172/ijhpm.2020.98
23.	 World Health Organization (WHO). Bangladesh: WHO Coronavirus Disease (COVID-19) Dashboard with Vaccination 

Data.
24.	 World Health Organization RO for SEA. Joint National/International Expanded Programme on Immunization and 

Vaccine Preventable Disease Surveillance Review Bangladesh; 2018.
25.	 Blind PK. Building Trust in Government in the Twenty-First Century: Review of Literature and Emerging Issues; 2007.
26.	 Fukuyama F. Trust; the Social Virtues and the Creation of Prosperity; 1995. https://doi.org/10.1177/0899764097263008
27.	 Tonkiss F, Harms JB, Passey A, Fenton N, Hems LC. Trust and civil society. Contemp Sociol. 2000;31(2):205. https://doi.

org/10.2307/3089525
28.	 Levi M. Social and unsocial capital: a review essay of Robert Putnam’s making democracy work. Polit Soc. 1996;24(1):45-

55. https://doi.org/10.1177/0032329296024001005
29.	 Mishler W, Rose R. What are the origins of political trust? Testing institutional and cultural theories in post-communist 

societies. Comp Polit Stud. 2001;34(1):30-62. https://doi.org/10.1177/0010414001034001002
30.	 Gibbs JP, Coleman JS. Foundations of social theory. Soc Forces. 1990;69(2):625. https://doi.org/10.2307/2579680
31.	 Badcock C, Gambetta D. Trust: making and breaking cooperative relations. Br J Sociol. 1990;41(1):128. https://doi.

org/10.2307/591021
32.	 Gills BK. The swinging of the pendulum: the global crisis and beyond. Globalizations. 2008;5(4):513-522. https://doi.

org/10.1080/14747730802567389
33.	 Kroknes VF, Jakobsen TG, Grønning LM. Economic Performance and Political Trust: the impact of the financial crisis on 

European citizens. Eur Soc. 2015;17(5):700-723. https://doi.org/10.1080/14616696.2015.1124902
34.	 The Daily Star. Bangladesh Among Top 3 Countries for Facebook Active User Growth: Meta; 2023. Accessed 21 

March 2023. https://www.thedailystar.net/news/bangladesh/news/bangladesh-among-top-3-countries-facebook- 
active-user-growth-meta-3238806

35.	 Huq S, Biswas RK. COVID-19 in Bangladesh: data deficiency to delayed decision. J Glob Health. 2020;1. https://doi.
org/10.7189/jogh.10.010342

36.	 Biswas RK, Afiaz A, Huq S. Underreporting COVID-19: the curious case of the Indian subcontinent. Epidemiol Infect. 
2020;148:e207. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0950268820002095

37.	 McKee M, Stuckler D. If the world fails to protect the economy, COVID-19 will damage health not just now but also in 
the future. Nat Med. 2020;26(5):640-642. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-020-0863-y

38.	 Peters DJ. Community susceptibility and resiliency to COVID-19 across the rural-urban continuum in the United States. 
J Rural Health. 2020;36(3):446-456. https://doi.org/10.1111/jrh.12477

39.	 Hamidi S, Sabouri S, Ewing R. Does density aggravate the COVID-19 pandemic? early findings and lessons for planners. 
J Am Plann Assoc. 2020;86(4):495-509. https://doi.org/10.1080/01944363.2020.1777891

40.	 Biswas RK, Huq S, Afiaz A, Khan HTA. A systematic assessment on COVID-19 preparedness and transition strategy in 
Bangladesh. J Eval Clin Pract. 2020;26(6):1-13. Published online August 21. https://doi.org/10.1111/jep.13467

41.	 Shammi M, Bodrud-Doza M, Islam ARMT, Rahman MM. Strategic assessment of COVID-19 pandemic in Bangladesh: 
comparative lockdown scenario analysis, public perception, and management for sustainability. Environ Dev Sustain. 
2020;23(4):1-44. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-020-00867-y

42.	 Da Costa Cunha K, Mavrić B, Buheji M, et  al. The Extent of COVID-19 Pandemic Socio-Economic Impact on 
Global Poverty. A Global Integrative Multidisciplinary Review; 2020. researchgate.net. https://doi.org/10.5923/j.
economics.20201004.02

 10991751, 2024, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/hpm

.3721 by U
niversity O

f W
ashington L

ib, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [02/03/2026]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10654-020-00634-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10654-020-00634-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(19)30558-4
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-publhealth-090419-102240
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-publhealth-090419-102240
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(19)32686-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(21)00129-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(21)00129-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1473-3099(21)00275-9
https://doi.org/10.1596/35281
https://doi.org/10.1111/jep.13467
https://doi.org/10.34172/ijhpm.2020.98
https://doi.org/10.1177/0899764097263008
https://doi.org/10.2307/3089525
https://doi.org/10.2307/3089525
https://doi.org/10.1177/0032329296024001005
https://doi.org/10.1177/0010414001034001002
https://doi.org/10.2307/2579680
https://doi.org/10.2307/591021
https://doi.org/10.2307/591021
https://doi.org/10.1080/14747730802567389
https://doi.org/10.1080/14747730802567389
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616696.2015.1124902
https://www.thedailystar.net/news/bangladesh/news/bangladesh-among-top-3-countries-facebook-active-user-growth-meta-3238806
https://www.thedailystar.net/news/bangladesh/news/bangladesh-among-top-3-countries-facebook-active-user-growth-meta-3238806
https://doi.org/10.7189/jogh.10.010342
https://doi.org/10.7189/jogh.10.010342
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0950268820002095
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-020-0863-y
https://doi.org/10.1111/jrh.12477
https://doi.org/10.1080/01944363.2020.1777891
https://doi.org/10.1111/jep.13467
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-020-00867-y
https://doi.org/10.5923/j.economics.20201004.02
https://doi.org/10.5923/j.economics.20201004.02


BISWAS et al. 133

43.	 The Daily Star. Pandemic Creates 2.45cr New Poor; 2021. Accessed 20 June 2021. https://www.thedailystar.net/
frontpage/news/pandemic-creates-245cr-new-poor-2080873

44.	 Lalon RM. COVID-19 vs Bangladesh: is it possible to recover the impending economic distress amid this pandemic? J 
Econ Bus. 2020;3(2). https://doi.org/10.31014/aior.1992.03.02.240

45.	 Nurunnabi ASM, Mozaffor M, Hossain MA, Sony SA. Mass vaccination programme: public health success and ethical 
issues – Bangladesh perspective. Bangladesh J Bioeth. 2020;9(3):11-15. https://doi.org/10.3329/bioethics.v9i3.48912

46.	 Rafee AA. COVID-19 Vaccination in Bangladesh: A Race Against Time. South Asian Voices; 2021.
47.	 Satu SA, Chiu RLH. Livability in dense residential neighbourhoods of Dhaka. Hous Stud. 2019;34(3):538-559. https://

doi.org/10.1080/02673037.2017.1364711
48.	 Mostofa SMD, Subedi DB. Rise of competitive authoritarianism in Bangladesh. Politics Relig. 2020;14(3):1-29. https://

doi.org/10.1017/S1755048320000401
49.	 Tahsina T, Ali NB, Hoque DME, et al. Out-of-pocket expenditure for seeking health care for sick children younger than 

5 years of age in Bangladesh: findings from cross-sectional surveys, 2009 and 2012. J Health Popul Nutr. 2017;36(1):33. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41043-017-0110-4

AUTHOR BIOGRAPHIES

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information can be found online in the Supporting Information section at the end of this 
article.

Raaj Kishore Biswas: MSc, PhD. Raaj is a biostatistician and an R enthusiast. He works at the Charles Perkins 
Centre, University of Sydney. His primary work focuses on dealing with health data modelling, analysis of large 
cohort and randomized trials as well as providing statistical consultation for multifaceted health research. For 
details: https://raajbiswas.com.

Awan Afiaz: PhD candidate, Department of Biostatistics, University of Washington. He also works as graduate 
research assistant at FH Data Science Lab, Fred Hutchinson Cancer Research Centre. His research interests 
include Longitudinal and correlated data, Bayesian Biostatistics, Survival analysis, Machine Learning, and Public 
Health Policy research.

Samin Huq: MPH, MIPH(Epidemiology), BPharm (Hons). Samin is an advocate for resilient health systems and 
access to healthcare services. He is currently working at Child Health Research Foundation (CHRF), Bangladesh 
as Research Investigator & RESPIRE Stakeholder Engagement Champion. He also leads the research working 
group at Global Health Workforce Network (GHWN)-Youth Hub. He is primarily interested in enhancing health-
care accessibilities utilising rational utilization of resources. This involves designing strategies, evidence genera-
tion, programme implementation and investment planning for strengthening healthcare infrastructure pertaining 
early career healthcare workforce, primary healthcare services and non-communicable diseases.

Maysha Farzana: Currently pursuing MSS in Sociology, University of Dhaka. She completed her BSS in Sociology 
from the same university. Her research interest includes the area of Public Health, Education and Gender-based 
Violence.

Enamul Kabir: PhD. He is a Senior Lecturer (Statistics) at the school of Mathematics, Physics and Computing, 
University of Southern Queensland (UniSQ). He is a leading expert in data mining, biostatistics, and applied infor-
matics. He is an academic editor of Plos One and associate editor of Frontiers in Public Health.

 10991751, 2024, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/hpm

.3721 by U
niversity O

f W
ashington L

ib, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [02/03/2026]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://www.thedailystar.net/frontpage/news/pandemic-creates-245cr-new-poor-2080873
https://www.thedailystar.net/frontpage/news/pandemic-creates-245cr-new-poor-2080873
https://doi.org/10.31014/aior.1992.03.02.240
https://doi.org/10.3329/bioethics.v9i3.48912
https://doi.org/10.1080/02673037.2017.1364711
https://doi.org/10.1080/02673037.2017.1364711
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1755048320000401
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1755048320000401
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41043-017-0110-4
https://raajbiswas.com/


BISWAS et al.134

How to cite this article: Biswas RK, Afiaz A, Huq S, Farzana M, Kabir E. Public opinion on COVID-19 
pandemic in Bangladesh: disruption to public lives and trust in government's immunisation performance. Int 
J Health Plann Mgmt. 2024;39(1):119-134. https://doi.org/10.1002/hpm.3721

 10991751, 2024, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/hpm

.3721 by U
niversity O

f W
ashington L

ib, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [02/03/2026]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1002/hpm.3721

	Public opinion on COVID-19 pandemic in Bangladesh: Disruption to public lives and trust in government's immunisation performance
	Abstract
	1 | INTRODUCTION
	2 | THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
	3 | METHODOLOGY
	3.1 | Data overview
	3.2 | Ethical statement
	3.3 | Independent variables
	3.4 | Outcome variables
	3.5 | Statistical analyses

	4 | RESULTS
	4.1 | Life disruption
	4.2 | Government's immunisation performance

	5 | DISCUSSION
	6 | CONCLUSION
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
	ETHICS STATEMENT
	ORCID
	REFERENCES
	SUPPORTING INFORMATION


