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Abstract 

Introduction: The rate of new infection of HIV is still high among adolescents globally. 

Adolescents in low and middle-income countries (LMICs) who are least likely to have access to 

quality healthcare have the highest proportion of those living with HIV. Mobile technology has 

played an important role in providing access to information and services among adolescents within 

the region in recent years. This review aims to synthesise and summarise information that will be 

useful in planning, designing, and implementing future mHealth strategies within the region. 

Methods and Analysis: Interventional studies on the prevention and management of HIV among 

adolescents that used mobile technology in LMICs will be included. MEDLINE (via PubMed), 

EMBASE, Web of Science, CINAHL, and the Cochrane Library are the information sources that 

have been identified as relevant to the area of study. These sources will be searched from inception 

to March 2023. The risk of bias will be assessed using the Cochrane Risk of Bias tool. The 

scalability of each study will be assessed using the Intervention Scalability Assessment Tool 

(ISAT). Two independent reviewers will conduct the selection of studies, data extraction, 

assessment of the risk of bias, and scalability. A narrative synthesis of all the included studies will 

be provided through a table.  

 Ethics and dissemination: An ethical approval was not necessary for this study. This is a 

systematic review of publicly available information and therefore ethical approval was not deemed 

necessary. The results of this review will be published in a peer reviewed journal and dataset will 

be presented in the main manuscript. 

Keywords: HIV Prevention and Management; Adolescents; mobile technology; scalable 

interventions 

Strengths and limitations 

o We believe that the likelihood of missing any published article will be low because of the 

information sources we are considering.   

o The scalability tool (ISAT) has not been used in any systematic review before. 

o The evidence provided in this review will be limited to low-middle-income countries.  

o The exclusion of studies not published in English is a limitation for this review. 
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Introduction 

In recent times, there has been an increase in the global ownership and use of mobile phones, with 

about 5.6 billion unique users of mobile phones [1]. The global increase in the use of mobile phone 

can be primarily attributable to its rapid adoption in developing countries [2]. For example, an 

increase in the ownership of smart phones in LMICs such as Ghana, Senegal, Philippines, Jordan, 

and Lebanon were reported between 2015 and 2017. In Lebanon, an increase in smart phone 

ownership from 52% to 80% between 2015 and 2017 was reported [3]. In Nigeria, the Nigerian 

Communications Commission (NCC) also reported that the total number of cellular network 

subscribers has increased by 9.4% between May 2021 and May 2022 [4]. Further, a report has 

shown that there has been an increase in the number of women in LMICs who have access to 

mobile internet in 2022 compared to the 2017 data[5]. The increased access to mobile phones 

(especially smartphones) has facilitated their use in different aspects of life and livelihood, 

including healthcare.  

The World Health Organization (WHO) acknowledges that leveraging on advancements in 

technology is a way to optimize service delivery, and these advancements and innovations in 

technology offers new ways to provide quality services at affordable costs[6,7]. Advantages of the 

use of mobile technologies in health care include improvement in the speed and efficiency of 

diagnosis and initiation of treatment, remote evaluation of patients, and increased access to risk-

reduction education and knowledge of different health issues. Despite the numerous advantages 

and the proliferation of use of mobile phone technology in healthcare, some challenges have been 

recorded around issues of usability of interventions, mobile network coverage, ethics, data security 

and privacy, reliability of intervention, proficiency and integration of technologies used[8].  

However, the increasing use and dexterity of mobile phone users have enhanced the application of 

mobile phones to address public health problems [9–11]. The increasing development in the usage 

of mobile phone technology among young people provides more modalities to satisfy their health 

demands [12,13]. Mobile phones have been used to improve young people’s sexual and 

reproductive health [14], physical health [15], and HIV prevention and management [11]. 

However, some researchers are worried that the use of mobile phones in health interventions may 

further heighten the disproportionate access to health information and services as only individuals 

with access to mobile phones, internet services and required knowledge and skills to operate a 
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smartphone will be able to utilise such services [16]. Nevertheless, the use of mobile phones in 

providing health information and services is greatly on the increase, especially among adolescents 

and young people [12]. 

HIV/AIDS remains a global health issue and is one of the first five leading causes of death among 

adolescents in sub-Saharan Africa (ref). However, adolescents are disproportionately affected by 

HIV/AIDS. Reports show that adolescents account for about 5% of people living with HIV and 

11% of all new infections globally[17]. Most of these adolescents (89%) live in developing 

countries with poor access to adequate healthcare[17]. Several studies have been conducted to 

prevent and manage HIV among this age group. Mobile phones have played significant roles in 

planning and executing HIV programmatic objectives [9].   

Several reviews have been conducted on the use of mHealth tools in support of HIV programmatic 

priorities [9–11]. These reviews focused on low- and middle-income countries (LMICs), including 

countries in Africa. All the reviews reported increased use of mobile phones for intervention within 

the regions. One of these reviews reported that text messaging was the main mechanism of 

delivering mHealth interventions in Africa [10]. However, a recent review reported that mobile 

applications and web-based mobile interventions are now more commonly used in mHealth 

interventions[11].  

Besides showing the increase in the use of mobile phones in health interventions, previous reviews 

have also shown that mobile interventions are effective in improving some health outcomes among 

young people [12] and the general population [18,19]. A review reported the effectiveness of 

mHealth across various health outcomes [19]. In HIV research, mHealth interventions have been 

shown to improve knowledge of HIV among young people and reduce the practice of some health 

risk behaviours [11]. It has also been shown to increase medication adherence resulting in 

improved quality of life among adolescents [19]. 

Although several studies have shown that mHealth interventions on HIV/AIDS among adolescents 

are effective, acceptable, feasible, and cost-effective[11], very few have reported on the scalability 

of mHealth interventions. The increased use of mobile phones in the prevention and management 

of HIV because of increased access to mobile phones among young people provides a huge 

opportunity and potential for most interventions to be scaled up to a larger population.  
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A recent review evaluated the acceptability, adoption, appropriateness, cost, feasibility, fidelity, 

penetration, and sustainability of mobile phone interventions for HIV prevention among young 

people in LMIC [11]. This review reported the different delivery modalities such as text messages, 

mobile applications, and web-based mHealth interventions and the components of mobile 

interventions in LMICs. However, it only focused on reporting HIV prevention outcomes such as 

education, SRH counselling, and self-testing.  

This proposed review seeks to assess the scalability of different mHealth interventions on HIV 

among adolescents, provide evidence on the potential of mobile technology in HIV prevention and 

management, and identify good practices from studies in the development of mHealth 

programmes. Although there has been increase in the use of mobile technology for health services, 

there have been limited empirical evidence on assessing the scalability of these interventions[20]. 

This can be mostly attributed to the fact that most intervention research do not plan for scalability 

from the design phase of the intervention. The lack of plan for scale-up of health interventions has 

been identified as a barrier for scalability[21]. Other barriers include lack of technical consensus 

and health inequities in accessing health care[22,23]. Inequity in access to health care is a common 

problem for prevention and management of HIV among adolescents, especially in SSA. 

Adolescents and young people are least likely to have access SRH/HIV information and 

management services. Reports have shown that adolescents are more likely to use mobile 

technology in search of information. It is therefore assumed that the designing and implementing 

interventions using mobile technology will increase access to information and services among this 

age group. Some of these interventions have been shown to be successful in improving access to 

information, adherence, and testing[11], therefore a scale-up of these effective interventions may 

improve prevention and management of HIV among adolescents. 

We define scalability in line with Milat et al., 2013 as ‘the ability of a health intervention shown 

to be efficacious on a small scale or under controlled conditions to be expanded under real-world 

conditions to reach a greater proportion of the eligible population, while retaining 

effectiveness’[24]. In our review, we intend to build on existing evidence and consider how 

mHealth facilitates HIV prevention and management among adolescents in LMICs. Our review 

will consider all HIV prevention and management strategies including outreach and education, 

SRH counselling, HIV testing and counselling, linkage to care, CD4 screening, ART initiation, 
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and treatment adherence among adolescents and how mHealth interventions have facilitated these 

strategies. We will assess scalability of these interventions using a scoring tool that assesses 

various domains related to scalability such as strategic content, evidence of effectiveness, program 

cost, fidelity, and adaptation, reach and acceptability, delivery setting and workforce, 

implementation infrastructure and sustainability. 

Methods and analysis 

Research objectives 

The primary objective of this review is to assess the scalability of mobile technology-based 

interventions in the prevention and management of HIV/AIDS among adolescents in low- and 

middle-income countries. Other objectives include 

1. Identify and understand the modality of the use of mobile technology-based interventions 

in the prevention and management of HIV/AIDS among adolescents in low- and middle-

income countries. 

2. Report evidence of effectiveness of mobile technology in HIV prevention (including 

testing, counselling, and knowledge of HIV) and management (including adherence, 

support, and retention in treatment), and  

3. Identify good practices from studies reviewed in the development of mHealth programmes. 

Eligibility criteria 

Inclusion criteria  

1. We will include randomised controlled trials and non-randomised controlled trials. Studies 

using quasi experimental methods with comparison groups, but no random assignment will 

also be included in the review. 

2. We will include published peer-reviewed articles as well as unpublished literatures such as 

project reports and ongoing studies where preliminary findings are available to us [25]. 

3. Studies conducted in low- and- middle-income countries as defined by the World 

Bank[26]. 
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4. Studies involving adolescents (boys and girls) aged 10 to 19. Studies conducted among 

young people including individuals older than 19 years will also be included in the review 

if adolescents (10-19 years) are included in the study. 

5. Studies that examined the impacts of the use of mobile technology on HIV prevention and 

management among adolescents. 

6. The comparison (control) group in each included study can be participants who did not use 

mobile technology or any other interventions, or participants who received alternative 

interventions.  

7. No restrictions will be placed on the year of publication, and sample size of the study, or 

the duration of the intervention. 

Exclusion criteria 

All studies that do not fulfil the criteria listed above will be excluded from this review. Examples 

of such studies include 

1. Studies not reporting primary data. Non-original research, secondary reports, 

commentaries, editorials, and reviews will be excluded from this review. We will only 

include studies with original data; therefore, nonempirical studies such as letters, 

perspectives, and editorials will not be included. 

2. Experimental studies that did not account for the baseline differences between intervention 

arms will not be included 

3. Observational studies such as cross-sectional studies 

4. Studies that were not published in English language. 

5. Studies on use of mobile technology in HIV prevention and management conducted only 

among adults older than 19 years will be excluded. 

6. Studies that described mobile technology usage only without linkage to specific prevention 

and management of HIV among adolescents. 

Information sources 

A systematic search will be conducted to identify eligible peer-reviewed literature in the following 

databases: from the inception of each database through March 2023: MEDLINE (via PubMed), 
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EMBASE, Web of Science, CINAHL, and the Cochrane Library. Reference lists of included 

papers were manually searched for additional relevant citations. We will also search 

ClinicalTrial.gov and WHO International Clinical Trials Registry Platform. These electronic 

databases were selected based on consultations and a brief review of relevant reviews conducted 

in the past. Additionally, ‘cited by’ tool in Google Scholar was used to identify potentially relevant 

studies. We searched other governmental or organisational websites, such as World Health 

Organisation, United Nations ICEF, UNFPA and World Bank for studies or ongoing studies with 

preliminary results not identified from the database searching. We will also screen and search the 

references of the related recent systematic reviews. Further, if we require more information to 

confirm eligibility of a study, we will contact the authors by mail. Authors will be mailed a 

maximum of two times. After the initial mail, a reminder will be sent after one week if there was 

no response to the initial mail. After the second mail, we will wait a maximum of one more week 

after which we will proceed to exclude the study. 

Search strategy 

The search strategy was developed in consultation with a health science librarian at the University 

of Ibadan and senior colleagues who have conducted similar reviews. Previous reviews on the 

similar topic were also consulted in developing the search strategy. The PubMed search builder 

was used. We created search terms using a combination of Medical Subject Headings, keywords, 

and phrases, including “HIV” or “prevention” in combination with, but not limited to, any of the 

following: “eHealth”, “mHealth”, “smartphone”, “mobile phone”, “mobile application”, “app”, 

“internet”, “technology”, and “adolescence” or “adolescents” or “young people”. 

The PubMed search strategy was developed as the primary search strategy template and adapted 

for the other databases. The initial search was carried out between December 2021 to February 

2022. A repeat search was conducted in June 2022 and December 2022. An updated search will 

be conducted in March 2023. The final search strategy used is provided in supplementary table 1. 

Data management and selection of studies 

Mendeley (Elsevier) will be used to store the articles retrieved from the electronic databases. 

Mendeley functions will also be used to identify and delete duplicate records. A manual 
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duplication check will also be conducted after the initial check on Mendeley is done. Removal of 

duplicates will be conducted prior to screening.  

Studies will be screened in two stages. In the first stage, titles and abstracts will be screened to 

exclude ineligible studies, using a broad and customised checklist for study selection. Full-text 

versions of selected abstracts will then be downloaded/retrieved and assessed independently by 

the two reviewers to ensure that inclusion criteria are met. The two independent reviewers will be 

researchers who are familiar with the concept of the review and have knowledge of the selection 

criteria. Screening and selection of studies will be facilitated by the creation of appropriately 

labelled subfolders in Mendeley, to segregate studies for inclusion and exclusion. Specific reasons 

for study exclusion will be documented and reported using the Preferred Reporting Items for 

Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) flow diagram [27]. The results of each step 

will be compared, and inconsistencies or conflicts will be resolved through discussion or 

arbitration from a senior colleague. The reviewers will not be blinded to the details (such as journal 

name, names of authors of the articles). 

Scalability of the studies identified in this review will be conducted using the Intervention 

Scalability Assessment Tool (ISAT)1. The ISAT is a tool that facilitates assessment and decision 

making on the potential scalability of population health interventions and demonstrates its 

potential for use in a real-world setting. The tool is divided into three main parts. The first two 

parts (presented in Table 1) contain five domains covering aspects of the scale-up context and 

proposed implementation requirements [28]. The third part is a summative assessment on the 

scoring from the first two parts to generate a radar plot against which the readiness for scale-up 

can be assessed (Table 2 describes these scores) [29]. We will also contact authors for information 

in completing the scalability assessment tool. We will follow the same procedure for contacting 

the authors described above in information sources.  

 

 

 

 
1 Authors have been contacted and permission to use the tool has been granted 
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Table 1.     Intervention Scalability Assessment Tool (ISAT) domains and objectives 

Domain Objective of the domain 

Part A 

A1: The problem Consideration of the problem that is being addressed. The 

questions in this domain seek a description of the problem, 

who it affects, what it affects and how it is currently being 

addressed (if at all). 

A2: The intervention Description of the proposed program/intervention to address 

the problem. 

A3: Strategic/political 

context 

Consideration of the current strategic/political/environmental 

contextual factors that are potentially important influences on 

any intervention to be scaled up. 

A4: Evidence of 

effectiveness 

Consideration of the level of evidence available to support the 

scale-up of the proposed intervention, such as scientific 

literature and/or other known evaluations of the intervention. 

A5: Intervention costs and 

benefits 

Consideration of the known costs of the intervention delivery 

as well as any quantifiable benefits. This includes the results of 

any types of economic evaluation studies. 

Part B 

B1: Fidelity and adaptation Consideration of whether there are any proposed changes to 

the intervention required for scale-up. 

B2: Reach and acceptability Consideration of the reach and acceptability of the intervention 

for the target population. 

B3: Delivery setting and 

workforce 

Consideration of the setting within which the intervention is 

delivered as well as the delivery workforce. 

B4: Implementation 

infrastructure 

Consideration of the potential implementation infrastructure 

required for scale-up. 

B5: Sustainability Consideration of the potential longer-term outcomes of the 

scale-up and how, once scaled up, the intervention could 

become sustainable over the medium to longer term. 
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Table 2: The ISAT score sheet 

Q Domain/Question  N/A 

Not at 

all (0) 

To a 

small 

extent 

(1) 
Somewhat 

(2) 

To a 

large 

extent (3) 

Domain A1: The Problem 

1 

Is the problem of sufficient concern to warrant scale-up of an 

(the) intervention/program to address it?        

  Total score Domain A1          

Domain A2: The Program/intervention 

2 

Will the outcomes delivered by this program/intervention 

address the needs of the target group (and/or) problem?       

  Total score Domain A2          

Domain A3: Strategic/political context 

3 

 Is addressing the problem consistent with policy/strategic 

directions or priorities?        

4 

Will scaling up this program/intervention up be strategically 

useful to funders/ funding agency?         

  Total score Domain A3          

Domain A4: Evidence of effectiveness 

5 

Is there compelling evidence from the literature to indicate that 

the program/intervention is effective in addressing the problem 

in the target population?           

  Total score Domain A4          

Domain A5: Intervention costs 

6 

 Is there evidence that the benefits of the intervention exceeded 

the costs?         

  Total score Domain A5          

Domain B1: Fidelity and adaptation 

7 

Will the core components of the scaled-up intervention be 

consistent with what was previously shown to be effective? 
       

8 

 If the core components of program/intervention are to be 

modified from its original form during scale up, will the impact 

of the modification likely be favourable?   
       

9 

 Can program fidelity be monitored and/or maintained when 

implemented at scale?        

  Total score Domain B1          

Domain B2: Reach and acceptability 
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10 

Does the selected intervention have the potential to reach the 

intended target population at scale?        

11 

Is the selected intervention likely to be acceptable to the target 

population?        

  Total score Domain B2          

Domain B3: Delivery setting and workforce 

12 

Is the delivery setting(s) selected to deliver the program at scale 

consistent with that used in previous studies?       

13 

Is the delivery workforce selected to deliver the program at scale 

consistent with that used in previous studies?        

14 

Is the intervention likely to be acceptable to the delivery 

workforce involved in its delivery at scale?        

15 

If the intervention requires integration into existing 

organisational or community structures, how likely is it to be 

acceptable? 
       

  Total score Domain B3          

Domain B4: Implementation infrastructure 

16 

Are the implementation infrastructure requirements of the 

intervention/program feasible for scale up?         

  Total score Domain B4          

Domain B5: Sustainability  

17 

Is level of integration of the intervention into delivery settings 

required for implementation at scale sustainable?  
      

18 

Is the level of resourcing required to implement the intervention 

at scale sustainable?        

19 

Is the delivery workforce selected for implementation at scale 

sustainable?        

  Total score Domain B5          
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Data extraction 

Data from the full text of selected studies will be extracted by two independent reviewers (the 

same reviewers involved in the selection of the studies to be included in the reviews). A data 

extraction form (Table 3) will be used in the extraction of the study. This data extraction form was 

designed using the PICO framework. We will extract information about the population of interest 

(including age, gender, and schooling status), method and content of intervention, and the outcome 

of interest. The extraction form will be pretested with at least five randomly selected studies. If 

there are disagreements in the extracted information, differences will be resolved through 

discussion or by a senior colleague.   

Assessment of risk bias 

To assess risk of bias, we will use the version 2 of the Cochrane Risk of Bias tool [30]. The tool 

considers the following domains of bias: Bias arising from the randomisation process, bias due to 

deviations from intended interventions, bias due to missing outcome data, bias in measurement of 

the outcome, and bias in selection of the reported result. Authors of the selected studies will be 

contacted in completing the risk of bias tool. We will follow the same procedure described in 

information sources above for contacting authors. All selected studies will be scored as low, some 

concerns and high risk of bias. To assess risk of bias in non-randomised studies of interventions 

we will use the ROBINS-I tool. The tool considers seven domains of bias: bias due to confounding, 

selection of participants, classification of intervention, deviation from intended intervention, 

missing data, measurement of outcomes, and selection of reported results. Studies will be scored 

across domains and reported as having low, moderate, serious, or critical risk of bias. We will also 

contact authors of these studies for further information to complete the ROBINS-I tool. 

Registration and reporting 

This protocol has been submitted for registration with the International Prospective Register of 

Systematic Reviews (PROSPERO). Registration number is CRD42022362130.  
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Data Synthesis and Interpretation 

The main characteristics and key findings from the selected manuscripts will be summarised in a 

table as shown in table 2. This table used in data extraction will be a major analytical tool. From 

the table, the details of findings to provide responses for the three objectives will be summarised.  

For the first objective, the modality of the use of mobile technology in prevention and management 

of HIV among adolescents, the methods and context of use of mobile technology and the 

intervention components will be analysed to present the different modalities of the use of mobile 

technology in preventing and managing HIV among adolescents. Information for the second 

objective will be provided through the summary of outcomes from each identified study. The 

evidence of effectiveness as reported by the selected studies and the reach and acceptability of the 

intervention among the target population will be summarised and presented. To identify good 

practices, the study methods including the study design, retention activities, and recruitment 

methods will be summarised and presented in line with positive outcomes for best practices. The 

fidelity and adaptation, that is, consideration of whether there are any proposed changes to 

intervention required for scale-up, presented, or suggested by the authors will also be summarised 

and presented as best practices. We will compare these findings in high-quality studies and low-

quality studies. The practices of the high-quality studies with effective findings will be reported as 

best practices.  

Risk of bias will be determined and scored by two independent reviewers. The scores for individual 

manuscripts will determine the overall risk of bias od the body of evidence in this systematic 

review. The final scalability score will be determined through the addition of the scores across the 

five domains of the ISAT tool. Scores for each domain will be imputed into the ISAT scoring sheet 

in excel and a radar plot will be generated. The radar plot will enable a visual comparison across 

the domains. For each domain, the scores range from a minimum of 0 to a maximum score of 3. 

The summary scalability score will be an average of all the domain scores, with a minimum and 

maximum obtainable score of 0 and 3 respectively. Each manuscript will be initially considered 

by a group of reviewers. This group will include intervention and policy researchers. Prior to the 

group meeting, authors will be contacted to obtain other information necessary to fill the ISAT. 

For example, information about if the study was considered for scale-up. A discussion to determine 
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the appropriate score to assign per domain per manuscript will be held. A recommendation will be 

made per manuscript. The recommendations will include merit scale up (score of 2), promising, 

but further information/planning is warranted (<21) and does not merit scale up (<1). We will 

document all processes involved in the assessment for scalability and publish this for transparency 

on how the scalability scores were arrived, including manuscripts reviewed to aid in the 

assessment.  
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Table 3: Data extraction sheet 
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Patient and Public involvement statement: 

No patient involved in this study 

Ethics and dissemination 

We did not seek for ethical approval for this study because all data that will be used in this study 

are publicly available. The results of this study will be disseminated through presentation at a 

scientific conference and publication in a peer-reviewed journal. The dataset will be published as 

part of the main manuscript. 

Discussion 

There is a problem of health underdevelopment which leads to adverse outcomes among 

adolescents and young people who are already vulnerable, especially adolescents and young 

people living in SSA. Solving the problem of health development requires a holistic approach 

which the introduction of mHealth has the potential to bridge. The use of mHealth has the potential 

to promote uptake as well as improve the availability of health information and services to 

everyone including underserved and vulnerable populations, thereby narrowing the gap, and 

promoting universal health coverage.  

Adolescents in SSA make up a large percentage of adolescents globally. Unequal access to health 

information and services within the region subjects most adolescents globally to poor access to 

health care. Although adolescent sexual and reproductive health is one of the most funded domains 

of adolescent health, adolescents in the SSA region still lack access to comprehensive health 

information and services. About 11% of new HIV infections occur among adolescents and more 

than 80% of these adolescents live in SSA[31]. It is important to design and implement programs 

that promote the prevention and management of HIV to reduce the rate of new infections and 

mitigate the effect of HIV among adolescents. Programs which utilize the mHealth intervention 

have the potential to promote adherence to drug regimen and provide adolescents with useful 

information which will promote their health and wellbeing.  

Although adolescents are vulnerable and largely affected by HIV, cultural, religious, and political 

sensitivities influence adolescents’ access to adequate information and services[32–34]. Designing 

 . 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 March 21, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.21.23287533doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.21.23287533
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 18 

programs with the help of mHealth can provide safe platforms to access information and services 

to prevent HIV infection. It will also help promote safer sexual behaviour and improve adherence 

to the management of HIV among positive ones, thereby improving their quality of life. Also, 

considering that adolescents make up almost a third of the world’s population, addressing HIV 

prevention and management among this age group will remarkably affect the nations’ development 

positively. 

Research provides us with useful and evidence-based information that helps us make informed 

policies and decisions regarding what works and what does not. However, it has also been shown 

that some interventions that are effective at a small scale are not so effective on a large scale, and 

some interventions that are effective in a controlled study may not be so effective in the real world. 

Therefore, planning for scale up at onset and measuring the scalability of interventions becomes 

an essential aspect of planning, designing, and implementing an intervention program[20]. In this 

review, we intend to report how scalable mHealth interventions are within LMICs. This review 

will provide details of good practices that make some studies more likely to be successful at scale 

than others. Although there are several scale-up frameworks, for this review we chose the Milat 

et. al., 2013; 2019; 2020 framework because it emphasises evidence effectiveness as a precondition 

for scale-up [20,24,29]. However, we recognise that this tool has never been used in a systematic 

review nor by researchers to assess scalability of interventions. Therefore, this poses a potential 

limitation. Further, although we will be mailing authors and obtaining information to complete the 

ISAT, we recognise that we may not hear back from all authors and that not all studies might have 

been considered for scale-up. However, adapting this scalability assessment tool, provides 

feedback for the developers and an opportunity to improve on the tool for future assessments.  

Conclusively, adolescents and young people in LMICs are disproportionately affected by HIV 

infection and are also less likely to have access to appropriate health information and services. 

Some of the interventions using mobile technology have shown great promise in bridging this gap. 

However, beyond providing information on the effectiveness of such interventions, it is critical to 

be able to prepare and plan for the application of such interventions at scale. This paper describes 

the protocol we intend to employ in reviewing studies that used mobile technology in the 

prevention and or management of HIV among adolescents 10-19years. 

 . 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 March 21, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.21.23287533doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.21.23287533
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 19 

Funding:  

Funding for this review was provided by the Fogarty International Center and the National Institute 

of Child Health & Human Development (NICHD) of the National Institutes of Health under Award 

Number D43 TW010543. The funders had no role in the development of this protocol. 

Conflict of interest: 

The authors have no conflict of interest to declare. 

Authors' contributions: 

EA conceptualized the study with significant input from DQ, AOO, AO and WF. EA wrote the 

first draft of the paper with input and revisions from DQ, AOO, AO and WF. All authors read and 

approved the final version of the paper. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 . 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 March 21, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.21.23287533doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.21.23287533
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 20 

References  

1  DataReportal. Digital Around the World — Global Digital Insights. 

2022.https://datareportal.com/global-digital-overview (accessed 1 Sep 2022). 

2  Balakrishnan R, Gopichandran V, Chaturvedi S, et al. Continuum of Care Services for Maternal 

and Child Health using mobile technology - a health system strengthening strategy in low and 

middle income countries. BMC Med Inform Decis Mak 2016;16:1–8. doi:10.1186/s12911-016-

0326-z 

3  Poushter J, Bishop C, Chwe H. Smartphone ownership on the rise in emerging economies. 2018. 

https://www.pewresearch.org/global/wp-content/uploads/sites/2/2018/06/Pew-Research-

Center-Global-Tech-Social-Media-Use-2018.06.19.pdf (accessed 28 Feb 2023). 

4  Nigerian Communications Commission. Subscriber Statistics. Statistics and Report - Subscriber 

Data. 2022.https://www.ncc.gov.ng/statistics-reports/subscriber-data (accessed 1 Sep 2022). 

5  Rowntree O, Shanahan M, Bahia K, et al. GSMA Connected Women - The Mobile Gender Gap 

Report 2020. UK: 2020. www.gsma.com/r/gender-gap (accessed 28 Feb 2023). 

6  WHO. Delivering quality health services: a global imperative for universal health coverage. 

Geneva: 2018. https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/272465/9789241513906-

eng.pdf (accessed 8 Mar 2023). 

7  WHO&UNICEF. A Vision for Primary Health Care in the 21St Century. 2018. 

http://www.who.int/docs/default-source/primary-health/vision.pdf?sfvrsn=c3119034_2 

8  Gurupur VP, Wan TTH. Challenges in implementing mHealth interventions: a technical 

perspective. Mhealth 2017;3:32–32. doi:10.21037/MHEALTH.2017.07.05 

9  Catalani C, Philbrick W, Fraser H, et al. mHealth for HIV Treatment & Prevention: A Systematic 

Review of the Literature. Open AIDS J 2013;7:17. doi:10.2174/1874613620130812003 

10  Forrest JI, Wiens M, Kanters S, et al. Mobile health applications for HIV prevention and care in 

Africa. Curr Opin HIV AIDS 2015;10:464–71. doi:10.1097/COH.0000000000000198 

11  Nwaozuru U, Obiezu-Umeh C, Shato T, et al. Mobile health interventions for HIV/STI prevention 

among youth in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs): a systematic review of studies 

reporting implementation outcomes. Implement Sci Commun 2021;2:1–16. doi:10.1186/s43058-

021-00230-w 

12  Avis W. Mobile phone and social media interventions for youth development outcomes Mobile 

phone and social media interventions for youth development outcomes . Birmingham, UK: 2015. 

https://www.gsdrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/HDQ1317.pdf (accessed 28 Apr 2022). 

13  Ippoliti NB, L’Engle K. Meet us on the phone: Mobile phone programs for adolescent sexual and 

reproductive health in low-to-middle income countries. Reprod Health 2017;14:1–8. 

doi:10.1186/s12978-016-0276-z 

 . 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 March 21, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.21.23287533doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.21.23287533
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 21 

14  Feroz AS, Ali NA, Khoja A, et al. Using mobile phones to improve young people sexual and 

reproductive health in low and middle-income countries: a systematic review to identify barriers, 

facilitators, and range of mHealth solutions. Reprod Health 2021;18:1–13. doi:10.1186/S12978-

020-01059-7/FIGURES/3 

15  Shin YH, Kim SK, Lee M. Mobile phone interventions to improve adolescents’ physical health: A 

systematic review and meta-analysis. Public Health Nurs 2019;36:787–99. 

doi:10.1111/PHN.12655 

16  Doyle AM, Bandason T, Dauya E, et al. Mobile phone access and implications for digital health 

interventions among adolescents and young adults in Zimbabwe: Cross-sectional survey. JMIR 

Mhealth Uhealth 2021;9. doi:10.2196/21244 

17  HIV and AIDS in Adolescents - UNICEF Data. https://data.unicef.org/topic/hiv-aids/ (accessed 13 

Sep 2022). 

18  Son YJ, Lee Y, Lee HJ. Effectiveness of Mobile Phone-Based Interventions for Improving Health 

Outcomes in Patients with Chronic Heart Failure: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. Int J 

Environ Res Public Health 2020;17. doi:10.3390/IJERPH17051749 

19  Yang Q, van Stee SK. The Comparative Effectiveness of Mobile Phone Interventions in Improving 

Health Outcomes: Meta-Analytic Review. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2019;7. doi:10.2196/11244 

20  Zamboni K, Schellenberg J, Hanson C, et al. Assessing scalability of an intervention: why, how and 

who? Health Policy Plan 2019;34:544–52. doi:10.1093/HEAPOL/CZZ068 

21  Barker PM, Reid A, Schall MW. A framework for scaling up health interventions: Lessons from 

large-scale improvement initiatives in Africa. Implementation Science 2016;11:1–11. 

doi:10.1186/S13012-016-0374-X/TABLES/2 

22  Zomahoun HTV, ben Charif A, Freitas A, et al. The pitfalls of scaling up evidence-based 

interventions in health. Glob Health Action 2019;12. doi:10.1080/16549716.2019.1670449 

23  Yamey G. What are the barriers to scaling up health interventions in low and middle income 

countries? A qualitative study of academic leaders in implementation science. Global Health 

2012;8:1–11. doi:10.1186/1744-8603-8-11/FIGURES/1 

24  Milat AJ, King L, Bauman AE, et al. The concept of scalability: increasing the scale and potential 

adoption of health promotion interventions into policy and practice. Health Promot Int 

2013;28:285–98. doi:10.1093/HEAPRO/DAR097 

25  Paez A. Grey literature: An important resource in systematic reviews. J Evid Based Med Published 

Online First: 21 December 2017. doi:10.1111/JEBM.12265 

26  The World Bank. Lower middle income | Data. 2022.https://data.worldbank.org/country/XN 

(accessed 20 Apr 2022). 

27  Moher D, Liberati A, Tetzlaff J, et al. Preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and meta-

analyses: the PRISMA statement. Ann Intern Med 2009;151:264–9. doi:10.7326/0003-4819-151-

4-200908180-00135 

 . 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 March 21, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.21.23287533doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.21.23287533
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 22 

28  Milat A, Lee K, Conte K, et al. Intervention Scalability Assessment Tool: A decision support tool for 

health policy makers and implementers. Health Res Policy Syst 2020;18:1–17. 

doi:10.1186/S12961-019-0494-2/FIGURES/3 

29  Milat A, Lee K, Grunseit A, et al. The Intervention Scalability Assessment Tool A guide for 

assessing the scalability of health interventions ISAT GUIDE 2 The Intervention Scalability 

Assessment Tool: A guide for assessing the scalability of health interventions Prepared by: The 

Australian Prevention Partnership Centre and the NSW Ministry of Health. Published Online First: 

2019.https://preventioncentre.org.au (accessed 29 Apr 2022). 

30  Sterne JAC, Savović J, Page MJ, et al. RoB 2: a revised tool for assessing risk of bias in randomised 

trials. BMJ 2019;366. doi:10.1136/BMJ.L4898 

31  UNICEF. HIV and AIDS in Adolescents - UNICEF Data. UNICEF Data. 

2021.https://data.unicef.org/topic/hiv-aids/ (accessed 7 Mar 2023). 

32  Chandra-Mouli V, Lane C, Wong S, et al. What does not work in adolescent sexual and 

reproductive health: A review of evidence on interventions commonly accepted as best practices. 

Glob Health Sci Pract 2015;3:333–40. doi:10.1007/s13224-012-0173-5 

33  Bash-Taqi R, Watson K, Akwara E, et al. From commitment to implementation_ lessons learnt 

from the first National Strategy for the Reduction _ Enhanced Reader.pdf. Sex Reprod Health 

Matters 2020;28:1–15.https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/26410397.2020.1818376 

34  UNESCO. FULFILLING OUR PROMISE TO YOUNG PEOPLE TODAY The Eastern and Southern African 

Ministerial Commitment on comprehensive sexuality education and sexual and reproductive 

health services for adolescents and young people. France: 2016. 

http://youngpeopletoday.net/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/ESA-Commitment-Report-

Digital.pdf (accessed 4 Dec 2017). 

  

 

 

 

 

 . 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 March 21, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.21.23287533doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.21.23287533
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

