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Abstract 
Background 
The vast majority of residents of high-income countries (>90%) reportedly have high access to 
safely managed drinking water, the highest level of service under the Sustainable Development 
Goal (SDG) framework. Owing perhaps to the widely held perception of near universal access to 
high-quality water services in these countries, the burden of waterborne disease in these contexts 
is understudied.  
Methods 
We conducted a systematic review of estimates of the disease burden attributed to drinking water 
in countries where >90% of the population has access to safely managed drinking water per 
official SDG monitoring. We searched PubMed, Web of Science, and SCOPUS for articles 
published before September 10, 2021. 
Findings 
We identified 24 studies reporting estimates for the disease burden attributable to microbial 
contaminants. Across these studies, the population-weighted average burden of gastrointestinal 
illness risks attributed to drinking water was about 3,529 annual cases per 100,000 people. 
Beyond exposure to infectious agents, we also identified 10 studies reporting disease burden, 
predominantly, cancer risks, associated with chemical contaminants. Across these studies, the 
pooled population-weighted average of excess cancer cases attributable to drinking water was 
1.8 annual cancer cases per 100,000 people.  
Interpretation 
These estimates exceed WHO-recommended normative targets for disease burden attributable to 
drinking water and highlight that there remains important preventable disease burden in these 
contexts. However, the available literature was scant and limited in geographic scope, disease 
outcomes, range of microbial and chemical contaminants, and inclusion of subpopulations that 
could most benefit from water infrastructure investments. These subpopulations include rural, 
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low-income communities; Indigenous or Aboriginal peoples; and populations marginalized due 
to discrimination by race, ethnicity, or socioeconomic status. Studies quantifying drinking water-
associated disease burden in countries with reportedly high access to safe drinking water, with a 
focus on specific subpopulations and promoting environmental justice, are needed. 
 
Research in context  
Evidence before this study  
Although the burden of disease associated with unsafe drinking water in low- and middle-income 
countries has been subject of much research, there is uncertainty about the magnitude and nature 
of this disease burden in high-income countries and countries where access to safely managed 
drinking water is >90%. To assess the magnitude of this burden in countries with high levels of 
access to high quality water, we conducted a systematic review of estimates of the disease 
burden attributed to drinking water in countries where >90% of the population has access to 
safely managed drinking water as defined by the WHO/UNICEF Joint Monitoring Programme 
for Water Supply, Sanitation and Hygiene (JMP). We searched PubMed, Web of Science, and 
SCOPUS for relevant articles published before September 10, 2021. We searched for articles 
including "burden of disease" OR "disease burden" OR "gastrointestinal illness" anywhere in the 
text. From among these articles, we selected those with the terms “drinking water” OR “tap 
water.” From this reduced set, we selected articles reporting on countries with >90% safe water 
access and including estimates of cases, hospitalizations, or deaths related to drinking water 
contamination. Additional articles were identified from consultations with subject-matter 
experts. Only articles in English were recovered, which may have biased our results towards 
specific countries. 
 
Added value of this study 
To our knowledge, this is the first global review of its kind to identify burden of waterborne 
disease estimates associated with microbiological contaminants as well as chemical contaminants 
found in drinking water, specifically in countries with reportedly high access (>90%) to safely 
managed drinking water. Despite the perception that high quality water is ubiquitous in these 
countries, we found that burden estimates in these countries exceeded WHO-recommended 
targets for disease burden attributable to unsafe drinking water. This review also highlighted the 
gaps in our understanding of waterborne disease burden across and within countries where 
access to high quality drinking water is common. 
 
Implications of all the available evidence  
Even though the levels of access to safely managed drinking water are high in many high-income 
and some middle-income countries, there remains a potentially important preventable disease 
burden in these high-income countries. Our review suggests that further burden research 
expanding the scope of contaminants, disease outcomes, geographic area, and vulnerable 
subpopulations within countries is necessary. Currently, available evidence is insufficient to 
support rational decision-making and to prioritize public investment to protect the health of 
marginalized communities. These groups include rural, low-income communities; Indigenous or 
Aboriginal peoples; and populations marginalized due to discrimination by race, ethnicity, or 
socioeconomic status. 
 
1. Introduction 
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Since 1990, the WHO/UNICEF Joint Monitoring Programme for Water Supply, Sanitation and 
Hygiene (JMP) has reported on access to safe drinking water worldwide. WHO/UNICEF defines 
drinking water as safely managed if it comes from an improved source that is accessible on 
premises, available when needed, and free of fecal and priority chemical contamination. JMP 
data indicate that in countries classified by the World Bank as low- or middle-income (per-capita 
incomes <$12,696), major gaps in safe water access remain, with 46.6% of the population 
unserved as of 2017.1 These gaps manifest in high disease burdens. Recent estimates attribute 
unsafe drinking water as the cause of 36% of the 1.4 million annual diarrheal deaths worldwide 
in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs).2   
 
In contrast to the situation in LMICs, JMP data suggest that in high-income countries (HICs), 
most of the population has safe water, with an average of <3% lacking access as of 2017 (Table 
S1). However, the JMP’s national-scale data and data collection methods can mask local-scale 
inequities in HICs, such as in rural, low-income, and minority communities.3,4 They can also lead 
to a misconception that water problems of HICs have been solved, resulting in underinvestment 
in maintaining and extending water infrastructure. For example, a recent commentary on 
infrastructure investment needs in the United States (US) noted “Americans expect the water 
flowing from their kitchen faucets to be clean and safe,” yet “water infrastructure is particularly 
vulnerable to neglect” because it “is buried underground or removed from public view, and is 
thus easily ignored.”5   
 
Improved understanding of the burden of waterborne disease in countries with high access to 
safely managed drinking water (most high-income and some middle-income countries) can help 
identify remaining contamination issues and gaps for water infrastructure investments. To 
support such efforts, we conducted a systematic review to identify studies estimating the disease 
burden attributed to contaminated drinking water in the 64 countries/territories with >90% safe 
water access per the JMP definition (Table S1, Figure S1). Among these countries/territories, 54 
are classified as high-income; 7 are upper middle income (per-capita incomes between $4,096 
and $12,695), and 3 are lower middle income (per-capita incomes between $1,046 and $4,095). 
The review was intended to:  
 

1. identify available estimates of waterborne disease burden in countries with high access to 
safely managed drinking water; 

2. evaluate and compare methods to quantify disease burden; and 
3. identify gaps in available disease burden estimates.   

 
2. Methods 
 
2.1  Review Method 
We followed the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic reviews and Meta-Analyses 
(PRISMA) method.6 Table S2 documents study adherence to PRISMA guidelines. 
 
2.2 Search Strategy  
We searched PubMed, Web of Science, and SCOPUS for relevant articles published before 
September 10, 2021. First, we searched for articles including "burden of disease" OR "disease 
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burden" OR "gastrointestinal illness" anywhere in the text. From among these articles, we 
selected those with the terms “drinking water” OR “tap water.” From this reduced set, we 
selected articles reporting on countries with >90% safe water access (Table S1, Figure S1). Last, 
14 additional articles were identified from consultations with subject-matter experts. After 
removal of duplicates, 528 articles remained for screening (Figure S2). Details on the 
development of search criteria can be found in Text S1. 
 
2.3 Selection Criteria 
Articles in English meeting these inclusion criteria were considered:    
 

a) burden estimate is for a country with >90% safe water access (Table S1) and 
b) estimates cases, hospitalizations, or deaths that could be prevented if ingestion of one or 

more contaminants in drinking water were prevented. 
 

Articles focusing exclusively on exposure to contaminated water via recreation (e.g., swimming 
in contaminated water), inhalation, or dermal uptake were excluded. At least two independent 
reviewers screened the 528 articles against these criteria.   
 
2.4 Data Extraction & Synthesis 
Disease burden estimates were extracted by co-authors (DL; HM; JMG) using a custom 
spreadsheet to record estimates, study design, population, disease type(s), contaminant type(s) 
(microbial or chemical), and drinking water source. To compare estimates across studies, the 
reported disease burden was converted to incidence per 100,000 population. For some studies, 
additional adjustments were made to enable cross-study comparisons; Table S3 provides details. 
All estimates in the custom spreadsheet were confirmed by at least two co-authors. Text S2 
outlines data synthesis and visualization approaches. 
 
3. Results 
Thirty-three articles met the selection criteria. All but one of the articles focused on a single 
country or union of countries. Of these 32 articles, most (68.8%) burden estimates were from the 
United States or Canada; 12.5% were from Asia; 9.4% reported on European countries; and 
9.4% from Australasia (Figure S3, Table S4). Two articles provided estimates from a middle-
income country (Iran); the rest, focused on high-income countries. 
 
3.1 Infectious Diseases 
Twenty-four articles estimated gastrointestinal illness (GI) risks (Table 1). Estimates are difficult 
to compare across studies because some estimated total GI burden, whereas others quantified the 
burden only for specific pathogens or specific outcomes (e.g., hospitalization). When sufficient 
information was available, we scaled results to enable cross-study comparisons (Table S3).   
 
The population-weighted average burden of GI attributable to drinking water was approximately 
3,529 cases per 100,000 population (range 40–18,250 per 100,000) across studies that estimated 
total GI burden or that could be adjusted to estimate this burden. The highest estimate was from a 
2006 study by Eisenberg et al., using data from a drinking water intervention trial (Figure 1). 
The lowest was from a 2016 North Carolina (US) study that compared three different estimation 
methods; two resulted in estimates of ~40 annual cases per 100,000, while the third estimate was 
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~6,300 per 100,000 people. Across studies, the population-weighted standard deviation (2,535 
per 100,000) was relatively low, just over half the mean.  
 
Of the 24 studies, only five directly estimated the number of deaths attributable to microbial 
contaminants. These estimates were very low, averaging 1 per 100,000 people annually (range = 
7.3 x 10-3 to 2.1 per 100,000). 
 
3.2 Non-infectious Diseases 
Ten articles estimated the disease burden from chemical contaminants in drinking water (Table 
2).   
 
Cancers were the most common health outcome considered, included in 7 of the 10 studies 
(Figure 2). Estimated cancer risks varied depending on the cancer type and contaminants 
considered. Across all studies with cancer risk estimates, the population-weighted average 
disease burden was 1.8 excess cases per 100,000 people annually (range = 0.09–2.91).   
 
Two studies, both in the United States, estimated adverse reproductive outcomes from nitrate in 
drinking water.7,8 In both studies, the disease burden was low on a per-capita basis. The highest 
burden was 1.6 low-birthweight babies per 100,000 people annually.  
 
Surprisingly, despite the recent attention to lead in drinking water resulting from the Flint water 
crisis (US) and similar events elsewhere, only one study (from the Netherlands) quantified the 
health burden from lead.9 That study, published in 1999, estimated that 11 in 100,000 children 
were losing 1-3 IQ points as a result of neurocognitive damage from lead in drinking water.   
 
The largest reported fatality risks from chemical contaminants were attributed to arsenic and 
disinfection byproducts (Figure 2b; Figure 3b), though these risks were very low. Across studies, 
about 0.1–1.3 premature annual deaths per 100,000 people were attributed to these contaminants. 
A 2017 study from North Carolina (US) attributed fewer than 0.0015 excess annual deaths per 
100,000 people to gross alpha radiation, volatile organic compounds, and pesticides in drinking 
water.10 
 
3.3 Comparison of Approaches Across Studies  
Broadly, study methods can be classified as “top-down” or “bottom up” (Tables 1-2).    
 
3.3.1. Top-Down Approach  
Unlike foodborne illness surveillance, a robust system of waterborne illness surveillance does 
not exist. In the absence of such a system, some studies use overall disease surveillance data.  
They estimate the fraction of diseases that may be attributable to water and multiply this fraction 
by the total number of relevant diseases in the population. The WHO uses this method for its 
periodic global assessments of the contribution of various risk factors to population health.11   
 
Top-down studies have used a range of methods to estimate the attributable fraction. Some use 
previous epidemiologic studies, combined with estimates of the population fraction exposed to 
various contamination levels. As an example, Colford et al.12 used data from an epidemiologic 
study in which participants were randomized to receive either an active or sham water treatment 
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system. DeFelice et al.13 obtained information on the distribution of occurrence and 
concentration of all regulated chemical contaminants in public water systems from state and 
federal water quality surveillance data. Fractions of illnesses attributable to these exposures were 
estimated by matching exposure concentrations to relative risks of illness from previous 
epidemiologic studies. 
 
An alternative top-down method, used by Gibney et al.,14 relies on elicitation of expert 
judgments. Gibney et al. relied on 13 expert opinions on the fractions of illness from five 
different waterborne pathogens. There was wide variation in expert views. For example, for 
noroviruses, experts’ median assessments of the attributable fraction ranged from 2% to 50%. 
 
Another top-down approach is population intervention modeling, as illustrated in two studies by 
DeFelice et al.15,16 In this approach, disease surveillance data are combined with water source 
and water quality monitoring data, and a regression model estimating the disease incidence rate 
as a function of these variables (along with additional controls) is fitted. The number of cases 
attributable to water contamination is estimated from the regression model by comparing the 
baseline (observed) rate to the expected rate if water quality were improved.   
 
3.3.2. Bottom-Up Approach  
The bottom-up approach combines data on microbial or chemical contaminant exposure 
concentrations with dose-response information from epidemiologic or toxicologic studies. The 
dose-response functions are used to predict the estimated probability of illnesses for specific 
exposure concentrations. Those probabilities are then multiplied by the size of the exposed 
population. A drawback of this approach is that the estimated number of attributable cases could 
exceed the total number of actual cases—a potential error that the top-down approach avoids. On 
the other hand, in the absence of sufficiently comprehensive surveillance data, this is the only 
alternative.17 
 
Among studies of the disease burden associated with microbial contamination of drinking water, 
the bottom-up approach was illustrated by Murphy et al.,18 Burch et al.,19 Reynolds et al.,20 and 
DeFelice et al.16 For example, Murphy et al. used quantitative microbial risk assessment to 
estimate the disease burden from five pathogens in private wells and small community systems 
in Canada. Burch et al. used well water monitoring data for eight pathogens, along with 
published dose-response information, to characterize the burden from these pathogens among 
residents of Kewaunee County, Wisconsin (US), using private wells. Reynolds et al. estimated 
the disease burden attributable to microbial contaminants in US drinking water by making 
assumptions about the prevalence and concentrations of selected pathogens in different water 
source types and then using literature-derived dose-response information to estimate illness 
probabilities from these assumed exposures. DeFelice et al. estimated the burden of GI from 
three reference pathogens in North Carolina community water systems using monitoring data on 
the occurrence of E. coli and a literature review of the ratio of concentrations of each reference 
pathogen to E. coli. 
 
The bottom-up approach is also common in studies quantifying the disease burden from 
chemical contaminants. Examples include studies of the disease burden from fluoride21 and 
disinfection byproducts22 in drinking water in Iran and characterization of the disease burden 
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from arsenic in drinking water in the US.23 These studies begin by estimating the probability 
distribution of contaminant exposure across the study population, and they use a dose-response 
function derived from previous animal or human studies to predict the number of adverse health 
outcomes associated with each exposure dose. 
 
Overall, this review indicates that the lack of robust surveillance systems hinders estimation of 
the burden of disease attributable to drinking water contamination. A variety of approaches has 
been used to develop estimates in the face of limited surveillance data, but there is no single, 
agreed-upon approach. This methodological uncertainty complicates comparisons across 
geographic regions and study years. 
 
4. Discussion 
 
We found 23 studies that estimated the burden of infectious diseases and 9 that estimated the 
chemical disease burden—and one study that estimated both—from drinking water 
contamination in countries with reportedly high access to safely managed drinking water.  
Among the infectious disease burden studies, nearly all focused exclusively on GI; the average 
burden across the studies was approximately 3,529 excess GI cases per 100,000 people yearly 
(Table 1; Figure 1). Among studies of non-infectious diseases attributable to chemical 
contamination, the majority focused on carcinogens. The excess cancer risk across studies 
averaged 1.8 cases per 100,000 people yearly (ranging from less than one in one billion to two 
cases per 100,000 people yearly) (Table 2; Figure 2). 
 
Overall, these results suggest that the risks of GI from drinking water contamination are low in 
many HICs relative to those in developing nations, but that the risks are still higher than 
recommended targets established by the WHO’s Guidelines for Drinking Water Quality.24 The 
Institute of Health Metrics and Evaluation estimates that globally, the burden of disease from 
unsafe water is 922 annual disability-adjusted life years (DALYs) per 100,000 people, with the 
highest burden in sub-Saharan Africa, at 2,813 annual DALYs per 100,000 people.25 Using a 
disability weight of 0.074 for mild diarrhoea as in recent global studies,26 the population-
weighted average 3,529 annual GI cases per 100,000 people equates to approximately 260 
annual DALYs per 100,000 people, or less than one-third the global average and about 90% less 
than in the most affected regions. However, the WHO defines “the tolerable burden of disease . . 
. as an upper limit of 10-6 DALY per person per year,” equivalent to 0.1 per 100,000 people. By 
this measure, the burden of infectious diseases associated with drinking water contamination is 
still much higher than desired, even in high-income nations and even for the lowest risk 
estimates identified in this review (40 annual GI cases per 100,000 people, equivalent to 3 
DALYs per 100,000). 
 
Cancer risk estimates also suggest the magnitude of the disease burden associated with drinking 
water contamination is relatively low but still exceeds the WHO’s recommendation of one 
excess annual cancer case per 100,000 people attributed to drinking water. Across studies, the 
average cancer risk was about twice this amount. 
 
4.1. Limitations of the Available Studies 
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This review identified critical gaps in efforts to characterize the disease burden attributable to 
drinking water contamination in countries with high access to safely managed drinking water. 
These gaps include a lack of country representation, insufficient spatial resolution in countries 
with available studies, a limited scope of contaminants considered, and insufficient information 
to support decision-making about the best ways to decrease the disease burden. Although we 
attempted to recover estimates from grey literature, only two from New Zealand were found. 
There may be unpublished estimates that this review did not recover.  
 
4.1.1. Limited Geographic Representation 
The published disease burden studies covered only 10 of 64 countries/territories reporting >90% 
access to safely managed drinking water. One study covered disease burden in the European 
Union. More than half of studies are from the United States or Canada. As such, the results of 
this review may be heavily biased toward these countries.    
 
4.1.2. Insufficient Spatial Resolution 
Even in countries with available disease burden estimates, the estimates’ spatial resolution is 
insufficient to support decision-making about allocation of resources for infrastructure 
improvements. Such allocation decisions typically begin at the local level and therefore require 
local-level estimates highlighting populations most in need of assistance. Most available studies 
provide estimates for large geographic regions (such as an entire country or a large political 
subdivision within the country), not for smaller spatial units or special subpopulations. The high 
risks that some populations may face are subsumed when they are averaged in with the general 
population receiving high-quality water services. Among studies identified in this review, only 
Haass et al.27 and Beaudeau et al.28 looked at specific vulnerable populations. Haass et al. 
examined the burden associated with communities in El Paso, Texas (US), inadequately served 
by water and sanitation services. Beaudeau et al. estimated burden in elderly populations in 
Massachusetts (US).  
 
As an example, small water systems experience water quality and service delivery problems 
more often than larger systems due to the lack of economies of scale.29–31 This is of particular 
concern when considering that small water systems frequently serve rural, low-income 
communities. Allaire et al. found that violations of health-based drinking water standards in the 
US often occur in low-income rural areas.29 A cross-sectional study of water quality in small and 
medium water systems in rural Alabama found an association between self-reported GI 
symptoms and the following water system characteristics: respondent-reported water supply 
interruption, low water pressure, lack of total chlorine in water, and detection of E. coli in 
water.32  
 
Water systems serving communities of color also are more likely to experience water quality 
problems, with a consequent disease burden that can be masked in studies lacking sufficient 
spatial resolution. In Canada, boil-water advisories for systems serving indigenous communities 
are common—typically a result of inadequate disinfection, mechanical failure, and insufficient 
technical expertise of system operators.33–35 A scoping review of drinking water quality and 
health outcomes of Canadian indigenous communities found various reports of adverse health 
outcomes (mostly GI) associated with drinking water but highlighted the paucity of relevant 
research.36 The remote, indigenous communities of Australia may also be at higher risk of 
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infection with waterborne pathogens. The water supply in many of these communities often fails 
to meet microbiological water quality standards,37 and Ng-Hublin et al. found that the 
notification rate of cryptosporidiosis in Aboriginal people was 50 times that among non-
Aboriginal people in Western Australia.38 Schaider et al. found a positive association across the 
United States between the proportion of Hispanic residents and nitrate levels in drinking water.39 
Balasz et al. found a similar association in the San Joaquin Valley of California for small 
community water systems serving a large proportion of Latino residents.40 A study by Nigra and 
Navas-Acien found that incarcerated people in the southwestern US were disproportionately at 
risk of exposure to arsenic in drinking water.41 MacDonald Gibson et al. found that in Wake 
County, North Carolina (US), children in households relying on private wells had higher blood 
lead levels than those with community water service and that these differences were especially 
acute in peri-urban minority communities.42 
 
4.1.3. Limited Scope of Disease Types and Contaminants 
Nearly all the studies of the waterborne infectious disease burden consider only GI, overlooking 
other critical diseases (such as respiratory illnesses) that can be transmitted through drinking 
water. For example, only three studies identified in this review43–45 characterized the respiratory 
disease burden attributable to Legionella, even though it caused all deaths from waterborne 
disease outbreaks in the United States in 2013–2014.46   
 
More information on the comparative disease burden from chemical contaminants is especially 
important for developed nations since these contaminants tend to be the major focus of drinking 
water regulations in developed nations.13,47 Especially notable is the dearth of studies estimating 
the disease burden from lead in drinking water, despite recent water crises brought about by lead 
(for example, in Flint, Michigan, US), along with mounting evidence that exposure to lead in 
private well water may be much more prevalent than previously recognized and, in some cases, 
can be a source of health disparities.42,48 This review located only one study that quantified the 
burden of disease due to lead in drinking water in a developed nation, and it was completed more 
than 20 years ago. This finding is surprising, since lead is ubiquitous in plumbing (even in 
plumbing branded as “lead-free”).49 Updated estimates of lead exposure risks from drinking 
water and the associated disease burden are needed across developed nations.   
 
Also needed are studies of the disease burden attributable to “emerging” chemical 
contaminants—that is, those for which knowledge on their potential prevalence in drinking water 
is relatively new. One example is per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS), which have been 
reported in drinking water sources and systems globally in recent years.50 Another example is 
toxins formed by aquatic fungi and algae, such as mycotoxins and cyanotoxins.51 The most 
recently published waterborne disease surveillance data from the US Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention indicate that cyanotoxins caused 12% of reported US waterborne disease cases.46 
 
4.1.4.  Insufficient Consideration of Causal Factors  
Also lacking is information that would enable estimates of specific water system deficiencies 
causing preventable illness. Available estimates focus on total disease burden, not on 
contributing factors. These might include source water contamination, treatment system 
deficiencies or failures, distribution system breaches, disinfectant loss in the distribution system, 
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water shutoffs and low-pressure events, or release or formation of contaminants as water travels 
through plumbing within buildings.   
 
5. Conclusions 
This review sheds light on the dearth of research on the disease burden attributable to unsafe 
drinking water in countries with high access to safe drinking water. Estimating this disease 
burden remains difficult given the lack of a comprehensive surveillance system and gaps in 
drinking water quality data. JMP data suggesting the vast majority of the population has access 
to safely managed water can be misleading because these data mask variation in the quality of 
water service delivery that can have important public health consequences. Further research on 
the drinking water-attributed disease burden in these countries remains vital to identifying the 
main drivers of waterborne disease, the populations at greatest risk, and strategies for improving 
health outcomes related to drinking water.  
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Table 1. Estimated disease burden from waterborne microbial contaminants in high-income countries  
 

Author Date Location Health Outcomes Exposure 
Source 

Pathogens Approach Burden Estimate (Per 
Year) 

Ball et al.52 2006 New Zealand GI cases Drinking Unspecified Top down 33,743 GI cases 
Beaudeau et 
al.28 

2014 Boston, 
Massachusetts, 
USA 

GI hospital 
admissions 

Drinking (public 
systems) 

Unspecified Top down   153 GI hospital 
admissions  

Burch et al.53  2021 Kewaunee 
County, 
Wisconsin, USA 

GI cases Drinking (private 
wells) 

Adenovirus group A, 
Campylobacter, 
Cryptosporidium, 
enteropathogenic E. 
coli, Giardia, 
Salmonella 

Bottom up  301 GI cases 

Butler et al.54 2016 Canada Enteric illness 
cases 

Food, drinking, 
recreation, 
animal contact 

Campylobacter, 
Cryptosporidium, 
Giardia, verotoxin-
producing E. coli (non-
O157 and O157) 

Top down 447,459 enteric illness 
cases attributed to only 
drinking water (private 
wells, public water 
systems, bottled)  

Colford et al.12 2006 USA GI cases Drinking (public 
systems) 

Unspecified Top down  4.26-11.69 million GI 
cases 

Collier et al.45 2021 USA GI and respiratory 
cases, ED visits, 
hospitalizations, 
deaths 

Drinking, 
recreation, 
inhalation 

Campylobacter, 
Cryptosporidium, 
Giardia, Legionella, 
nontuberculous 
mycobacteria, 
norovirus, 
Pseudomonas, 
Salmonella, Shiga 
toxin-producing E. coli, 
Shigella, Vibrio, 
unspecified otitis 
externa 

Top down 7.15 million waterborne 
illnesses, 601,000 ED 
visits, 118,000 
hospitalizations, 6,630 
deaths  

DeFelice et al.15 2016 North Carolina,  
USA 

ED visits for GI Drinking (public 
systems and 
private wells) 

Unspecified Top down 29,400 ED visits  
 

DeFelice et al.55 2015 North Carolina, 
USA 

ED visits for GI Drinking Giardia, 
Campylobacter, 
rotavirus 

Top down, 
bottom up 
comparison 

Varied by approach:  
190, 190, and 32,000 
ED visits 

Eisenberg et 
al.56 

2006 Iowa, USA GI cases Drinking (public 
systems) 

Burden from trial data: 
unspecified 
 

Top down, 
bottom up 
comparison 

Burden from trial data: 
1,825 cases per 
10,000 population 
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Author Date Location Health Outcomes Exposure 
Source 

Pathogens Approach Burden Estimate (Per 
Year) 

Burden from risk 
model: Giardia, 
Cryptosporidium, 
unspecified viruses 

Burden from risk 
model: 13.9 cases per 
10,000 population 

Gibney et al.14 2017 Australia GI cases, deaths, 
DALYs 

Drinking, 
recreation 

Campylobacter, 
Cryptosporidium, 
Giardia, nontyphoidal 
Salmonella, norovirus 

Top down 820,003 GI cases; 11 
deaths 

Haass et al.27 1996 San Elizario, El 
Paso County, 
Texas, USA 

GI cases, Hepatitis 
A cases 

Drinking, 
sanitation 

Entamoeba histolytica, 
Campylobacter, 
hepatitis A virus, 
nontyphoidal 
Salmonella, typhoidal 
Salmonella, Shigella 

Top down 199 GI cases, 6 
hepatitis A cases 

Kim et al.57 2018 Korea Deaths, DALYs  Drinking, 
sanitation, 
hygiene 

Unspecified GI 
pathogens (includes 
hepatitis A virus and 
helminths) 

Top down 6 deaths  

MacDonald 
Gibson et al.58  

2013 United Arab 
Emirates 

Gastroenteritis 
cases 

Drinking Unspecified Top down 46,200 cases (4 
deaths) 

Masciopinto et 
al.59  

2019 Salento Region, 
Italy 

GI cases, hepatitis 
A, DALYs 

Drinking 
(groundwater) 

Adenovirus, 
enterovirus, hepatitis A 
virus, norovirus, 
rotavirus 

Bottom up  348 GI cases; 2 
hepatitis A cases 
(summer only) 

Messner et al.60 2006 USA AGI cases Drinking Unspecified Top down 
 

16.4 million cases 

Moore et al.61  2010 New Zealand AGI cases  Drinking 
(noncompliant 
public systems) 

Unspecified  Top down  35,000 cases 

Morris and 
Levin62 

1995 USA GI cases, deaths Drinking Campylobacter, 
Cryptosporidium, E. 
coli, Giardia, norovirus 
Salmonella, Shigella  

Top down 
(bacteria); 
bottom up 
(parasites & 
viruses) 

7.66 million cases; 
1,210 deaths 
 

Murphy et al.63 2016 Canada AGI cases Drinking (public 
systems serving 
>1,000) 

Unspecified  Top down  334,966 cases  

Murphy et al.18 2016 Canada AGI cases Drinking (private 
wells, small 
public systems) 

Campylobacter, 
Cryptosporidium, E. 
coli O157:H7, Giardia, 
norovirus  

Bottom up 103,230 cases  
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Author Date Location Health Outcomes Exposure 
Source 

Pathogens Approach Burden Estimate (Per 
Year) 

Payment64 1997 Canada HCGI cases Drinking (public 
systems) 

Unspecified Top down 4,200,000  

Perz et al.65 1998 New York City, 
USA 

GI cases Drinking (public 
systems) 

Cryptosporidium Bottom up 42 cases 

Reynolds et 
al.20 

2008 USA GI cases Drinking (public 
systems) 

Campylobacter, 
Cryptosporidium, and 
rotavirus (and other 
unspecified viruses) 

Bottom up 19.5 million cases  
 

Verhougstraete 
et al.44 

2020 USA GI cases, 
Legionnaires’ 
disease, sequela 
and mortality  

Drinking Adenovirus, 
Campylobacter, 
Cryptosporidium 
Salmonella, E. coli 
O157:H7, Giardia, 
hepatitis A virus, 
Legionella, norovirus, 
and rotavirus 

Top down 
 

9 million GI cases; 
13,000 Legionnaire’s 
disease cases; 32,531 
Hepatitis A cases; 0.6 
million sequela; 1,470 
GI deaths   
 

Vinson43 2012 Canada GI cases, 
respiratory 
diseases, 
toxoplasmosis, ear 
infections 

Drinking, 
recreation, 
inhalation 

Legionella 
pneumophila, 
Mycoplasma 
pneumoniae, 
Toxoplasma gondii and 
unspecified pathogens 
causing GI/otitis 
externa, 

Top down 1.32 million GI cases  

 
GI- Gastrointestinal illness 
AGI- Acute gastrointestinal illness 
HCGI- Highly credible gastrointestinal illness  
ED- Emergency department 
DALYs- Disability Adjusted Life Years 
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Table 2. Estimated disease burden from waterborne chemical contaminants in high-income countries 
 

Author Date Location Health Outcomes Exposure 
Source 

Chemical 
Contaminant 

Approach Burden Estimate (Per Year) 

Abtahi et al.21 2019 Iran Dental fluorosis Drinking Fluoride Bottom up 60 cases/100,000 people (95% CI 48-
69) 

de Hollander et 
al.9 

1999 The Netherlands Loss of 1-3 IQ 
points 

Drinking Lead Bottom up 1,764 cases  

DeFelice et 
al.13 

2017 North Carolina, 
USA 

Cancer Drinking 
(public 
systems) 

20 carcinogens  Top down 53.9 (95% CI 27.8-79.4) deaths 
statewide; individual risk 7.2 x 10-6 

Dobaradaran et 
al.22 

2020 Bushehr 
Province, 
Iran 

Cancer Drinking, 
dermal, 
inhalation 

Disinfection 
byproducts 

Bottom up 1 (95% CI 0.32-2.8) death in Bushehr 
Province; 95.0 DALYs (94.7–95.2). 
 

Evlampidou et 
al.66 

2020 28 European 
Union countries 

Cancer Drinking Disinfection 
byproducts 

Top down 6,561 (95% CI 3,389, 9,537) cases 
across the EU 
 

Fewtrell et al.67 2006 USA, United 
Kingdom, New 
Zealand 

Dental and skeletal 
fluorosis 

Drinking Fluoride Bottom up Zero  

Greco et al.23 2019 USA  Ischemic heart 
disease; cancer 

Drinking 
(private 
wells) 

Arsenic  Bottom up 500 ischemic heart disease deaths; 496 
fatal cancer cases; 578 nonfatal cancer 
cases 

MacDonald 
Gibson et al.58 

2013 United Arab 
Emirates 

Bladder and 
colorectal cancers 

Drinking Trihalomethanes 
(THMs) 

Top down 154 healthcare facility visits (and 3 
deaths) for bladder cancers and 328 
visits (and 9 deaths) for colorectal 
cancers 

Mathewson et 
al.8 

2020 Wisconsin, USA Cancer; neural tube 
defects; low birth 
weight; preterm 
birth 

Drinking  Nitrate Top down 95 (range 46-149 very low birth weight 
babies; 51 (range 26-79) very preterm 
births; 1-2 neural tube defect births; 169 
(range 111-297) cancer cases 

Temkin et al.7  2019 USA Cancer; neural tube 
defects; low birth 
weight; preterm 
birth 

Drinking Nitrate Top down  2,939 very low birth weight cases; 1,725 
very preterm births; 41 neural tube 
defect births; 6,537 (range 2,300-
12,594) cancer cases  
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Figure 1. Summary of burden estimates (incidence per 100,000 population) for a) cases of GI illness 
attributed to microbiological contamination of drinking water and b) deaths from illness attributed to 
microbiological contamination of drinking water.  
 
Countries: AUS=Australia, CAN=Canada, ITA=Italy, KOR=Republic of Korea, NZL=New Zealand, 
UAE=United Arab Emirates, USA=United States of America  
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Figure 2. Summary of burden estimates (incidence per 100,000 population) for a) cases of illness 
attributed to chemical contamination of drinking water, and b) deaths from illness attributed to chemical 
contamination of drinking water. 
Note: Estimates of zero cases (per 100,000 population) of fluorosis in USA, GBR (UK), NZL by Fewtrell et 
al. were excluded  
 
Countries: EU=European Union, GBR=United Kingdom, IRN=Iran, NLD=The Netherlands, UAE=United 
Arab Emirates, USA=United States of America  
Contaminants: DBPs=Disinfection by-products, VOCs=Volatile Organic Compounds 
Outcomes: VLBW=Very low birth weight, VPTB=Very preterm birth, NTD=Neural tube defects  
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Figure 3. Summary of a) cases and b) deaths by chemical contaminant and country. For countries where 
disease burden estimates were available through multiple studies, disease outcome estimates from 
different studies were averaged to produce country-specific estimates. For cancers, specific cancer 
estimates (e.g. bladder cancer, liver cancer) were summed to produce an overall cancer estimate.  
Note: The burden of neural tube defects in the United States is not visible due to its relatively low level 
(0.02 cases per 100,000) 
 
Countries: EU=European Union, GBR=United Kingdom, IRN=Iran, NLD=The Netherlands, UAE=United 
Arab Emirates, USA=United States of America 
Contaminant: DBPs=Disinfection by-products, VOCs=Volatile Organic Compounds 
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