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Abstract

Background: Diarrheal diseaseis aleading cause of childhood morbidity and mortality globally.
Household water, sanitation, and handwashing (WASH) interventions can reduce exposure to
diarrhea-causing pathogens, but climatic factors may impact their effectiveness. Information
about effect heterogeneity under different weather conditionsis critical to intervention targeting.
Methods: We analyzed data from atrial in rural Bangladesh that compared child diarrhea
prevalence between clusters that were randomized to different WASH interventions between
2012-2016 (NCT01590095). We matched temperature and precipitation measurements to
households by geographic coordinates and date. We estimated prevalence ratios (PR) using
generative additive models and targeted maximum likelihood estimation to assess the
effectiveness of each WASH intervention under different environmental conditions.

Findings: Generally, WASH interventions most effectively prevented diarrhea during monsoon
season, particularly following weeks with heavy rain or high temperatures. Compared to the
control arm, WA SH interventions reduced diarrhea by 51% (95% CI 33%-64%) following
periods with heavy rainfall vs. 13% (95% CI -26%-40%) following periods without heavy
rainfall. Similarly, WASH interventions reduced diarrhea by 40% (95% CI 16%-57%) following
above-median temperatures vs. 17% (95% CI -38%-50%) following bel ow-median temperatures.
The influence of precipitation and temperature varied by intervention type; for precipitation, the
largest differences in effectiveness were for the sanitation and combined WASH interventions.
Interpretation: WASH intervention effectiveness was strongly influenced by precipitation and
temperature, and nearly all protective effects were observed during the rainy season. Future
implementation of these interventions should consider local environmental conditions to

maximize effectiveness.
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Resear ch in Context Pandl

Evidence before this study

We searched Google Scholar using the search terms “sanitation” OR “hygiene” OR “WASH”
OR “water quality”; AND “heterogen*” OR “effect modif*”; AND “temperature” OR
“precipitation” OR “rain*” OR “climate” OR “environmental”; AND “diarrhea” OR “enteric
infection”; AND “risk” AND/OR “factors’. In general, the effect modification of WASH
interventions on diarrhea by weather is not well studied. One study in Ecuador investigated
different relationships between rainfall, diarrhea, and unimproved sanitation and water sources.
They found that unimproved sanitation was most strongly associated with elevated diarrhea after
low rainfall, whereas unimproved water sources were most strongly associated with elevated
diarrhea after heavy rainfall. In asimilar setting in Ecuador, a separate study found that drinking
water treatments reduced increases in diarrhea after heavy rainfall that followed dry periods,
while sanitation and hygiene had no impact on the relationship between heavy rainfall and
diarrhea. One study in Rwanda also found that high levels of runoff were protective against
diarrhea only in households with unimproved toilets. In Bangladesh, one study found that access
to tubewells was most effective at reducing childhood diarrhea in non-flood controlled areas.
High heat can accelerate the inactivation of enteric pathogens by water chlorination, but no
studies have examined how temperature influences the effectiveness of sanitation or hygiene
interventions. No prior studies have estimated differences in WASH effectiveness under varying
weather conditions within arandomized trial.

Added value of this study

To our knowledge, thisisthe first study to assess differences in household-level WASH

intervention effectiveness by weather conditions in a randomized trial. We spatiotemporally
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matched individual-level data from atrial in rural Bangladesh to remote sensing data on
temperature and precipitation and estimated differences in the effectiveness of WASH
interventions to prevent childhood diarrhea under varying levels of these environmental factors.

Implications of all the available evidence

We found that WASH interventions were substantially more effective following periods with
higher precipitation or higher temperatures. We observed the largest effect modification by
precipitation for a sanitation intervention. This may be because compared to water and
handwashing interventions, the sanitation intervention blocked more pathways through which
enteric pathogens reach water, soil, and flies following heavy rainfall. In regionslike
Bangladesh, extreme weather is expected to become more common under climate change but

WASH interventions might mitigate increases in childhood diarrhea due to climate change.
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94  Background
95 In 2019, over 500,000 under-5 child deaths were caused by diarrheal disease.* Children
96 that suffer from repeated diarrheal episodes are at high risk of malnutrition, stunted growth, and
97  impaired cognitive development.? The World Health Organization estimates that over half of
98 diarrheadeaths are directly attributable to inadequate water safety, sanitation, and/or
99  handwashing (WASH).? Low-cost, household level WASH interventions may prevent the spread
100 diarrhea-causing pathogens, leading to improvements in child growth and development.?
101  However, randomized controlled trials of WASH interventionsin rural Kenya and Bangladesh
102 found surprisingly modest effects on diarrhea; in Bangladesh, there was a 39% reduction in
103 diarrhea prevalence among children who received a combined water, sanitation, and hygiene
104  intervention, and in Kenya there was no reduction.*®

€% and precipitation”™* across many

105 Diarrheal disease is associated with temperatur
106  different settings, and there are multiple pathways through which environmental conditions

107  might influence the relationship between WASH interventions and diarrhea. Each type of WASH
108 intervention prevents different subsets of enteric pathogen transmission pathways, and each may
109  bedistinctly influenced by weather.® Heavy rainfall may result in damage to latrines, causing
110  fecesto contaminate the household environment and nearby food and water sources. During
111  heavy rainfall events, it may be more difficult for parentsto use child potties and to scoop child
112  fecesand place them in latrines. Under higher temperatures, the survival of certain pathogens on
113  surfaces and in water sources may be higher'*, and low-cost handwashing interventions and

114  water chlorination and safe storage may be insufficient to prevent diarrhea.

115 Y et, few studies have examined how climate and environmental factors modify the effect

116  of WASH interventions on diarrhea. There is some evidence that the relationships between
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117  diarrhea prevalence and unimproved water sources and sanitation systems changed under

118 different levels of precipitation and runoff *°, but that water treatment could mitigate increases
119 indiarrheafollowing heavy rainfall in some conditions.™® In Bangladesh, one study found that
120  tubewells were most effective in non-flood controlled areas.'” Another study found that

121  reductionsin diarrhea from sanitation interventions occurred exclusively during the rainy season
122 in Bangladesh.™® However, most prior studies used observational designs, and estimates of

123  WASH intervention effectiveness were likely to be confounded by household wealth.

124 Our objective was to assess whether temperature and precipitation modified the effect of
125  water, sanitation, and handwashing interventions on child diarrhea prevalence in a randomized
126  tria inrural Bangladesh. We merged individual-level outcome data with granular weather

127  measurements from remote sensors to model how environmental conditions influence

128 intervention effectiveness. Understanding the impact of weather on intervention effects may help
129  guidethe targeted implementation of future WASH interventions.

130 Methods

131  Study Data

132 The WASH Benefits Bangladesh trial (NCT01590095) delivered low-cost, household-
133 level WASH interventions and estimated their effects on diarrheal disease.>'® Thetrial enrolled
134  pregnant women in their second or third trimester between 2012-2013 in the Gazipur,

135 Kishoreganj, Mymensingh, and Tangail districts of rural Bangladesh. Village clusters were

136  block-randomized to one of the following arms:. chlorinated drinking water (W); upgraded

137  sanitation (S); promotion of handwashing with soap (H); nutrition education with lipid-based
138  supplement (Nutrition); combined water, sanitation, and handwashing (WSH); combined water,

139  sanitation, handwashing, and nutrition (WSH + Nutrition); or control. In total, there were 720
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140 village clustersincluded in the trial; 90 clusters were randomized to each intervention arm and
141 180 clusters were randomized to a double-sized control arm. Here, we excluded the Nutrition
142  arm from thisanalysis since the effectiveness of nutrition aloneisunlikely to depend on

143  environmental factors. For similar reasons, we merged the WSH and WSH + Nuitrition groups to
144  asingle “combined WASH” group.

145 The water intervention included alidded storage container and regular supply of sodium
146  dichloroisocyanurate tablets. The sanitation intervention included the installation of a double-pit
147  pour-flush latrine compared to the more common single-pit pour-flush latrine. Fecal matter can
148  bediverted to a secondary chamber for compost in the double-pit latrine, while waste needs to be
149  manually removed from the single-pit latrine. The handwashing intervention included numerous
150 handwashing stations and a regular supply of detergent sachets to make soapy water. All

151 interventions were delivered by community promoters who provided instruction for proper use.
152 There were 4,747 children born to the enrolled mothers (“index children”). In the study
153  region, children lived within compounds shared by their extended family that consist of their
154  own household (the “index household”) and an average of 1.5 other households (range 0-10).
155 Thewater and handwashing interventions were only implemented in the index household, while
156 the sanitation intervention was provided to all households in the compound.

157 Additional details on enrollment criteria and intervention details have been reported

158  edsewhere

159  Outcome Data

160 Diarrhea was measured for index children and children living in the same compound who

161 wereunder the age of three at enrollment. M easurements were taken approximately 1 and 2 years
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162  after intervention delivery through caregiver report of at least three loose stoolsin 24-hours or a
163  bloody stool within the past 7 days.

164 Environmental Data

165 We assessed pre-specified measures of precipitation and temperature as possible effect
166 modifiers. We matched precipitation and temperature values from spatiotemporal remote sensing
167 datato each trial measurement by household coordinates and the date of outcome assessment.
168 We calculated distances between sensor measurements and study coordinates using the haversine
169 formula

170  Precipitation

171 We obtained precipitation data from the Multi-Source Weighted-Ensembl e Precipitation
172  dataset from GloH20 (daily temporal resolution, 0.1° spatial resolution), which merges numerous
173 gauge, satellite, and reanalysis precipitation data sources and corrects for bias.® We calculated
174  thetotal weekly precipitation, and created binary indicators of whether these sums exceeded the
175 median weekly total precipitation across the study period. To measure heavy rain, we created
176  binary indicators for at least one day in the week in which total precipitation was above the 80"
177  percentile of all daily totals.

178 We defined the rainy season as the continuous period during which the 5-day rolling

179 average of daily precipitation was over 10 mm, and constructed variables to indicate if diarrhea
180 measurements were taken during the rainy season.

181 Temperature

182 We obtained daily near surface air temperature data from the Famine Early Warning

183  Systems Network Land Data Assimilation System (FLDAS) Central Asia dataset (daily temporal

184  resolution, 0.01° spatial resolution) from the National Aeronautics and Space Administration
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185 (NASA).* We computed the minimum, maximum, and average temperatures. We also

186  constructed binary indicators for whether the minimum, maximum, and average temperatures
187  exceeded the median value across the study period.

188 Lag Periods

189 Our primary analysis used weekly measures of temperature and precipitation with a 1-
190  week lag (capturing the 8-14 day period prior to date of caregiver reported illness) to account for
191 theperiod of time in which weather conditions could influence enteric pathogen transmission in
192  theenvironment and the short incubation period of common enteric pathogens.”* We conducted
193  sensitivity analyses using alternative lag periods: 0 weeks (1-7 days prior), 2 weeks (8-21 days
194  prior), and 3 weeks (22-28 days prior).

195 Statistical Analysis

196 Intervention adherence was high in the trial®, so we conducted an intention-to-treat-

197 analysis, we estimated the effect of WASH interventions on diarrhea prevalence under different
198 environmental conditions. We compared diarrhea prevalence in the control group to those

199 receiving the following interventions: (1) water only, (2) sanitation only, (3) handwashing only,
200  (4) combined WASH (WSH or WSH + Nutrition), and (5) any WASH intervention (water,

201  sanitation, hygiene, combined WSH, or combined WSH + Nutrition arms).

202 To allow for potential non-linear relationships between continuous weather measures and
203 intervention effects, we fit generalized additive models (GAMSs) to model the outcomes asa
204  function of the intervention and an environmental variable (as a spline). We specified a binomial
205  family with logit link functions and used restricted maximum likelihood estimation to select

206  smoothing parameters. We estimated simultaneous confidence intervals using a parametric

207  bootstrap of the variance-covariance matrix under a multivariate normal distribution.
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208  Additionally, we estimated prevalence ratios for any intervention vs. control at the 10" and 90"
209 percentile of the observed environmental variables and calculated the corresponding 95%

210 confidence intervals using a non-parametric bootstrap with resampling at the cluster level.

211  Weestimated intervention effectiveness under categorical weather measures using targeted maximum likeli
212  estimated the prevalence ratios and corresponding confidence intervals for intervention vs.

213  control for each weather variable stratum. We used cluster-level influence curve-based standard
214  erorsto account for dependence within village clusters.

215 We adjusted the models to consider the relationships between temperature and

216  precipitation. In models where temperature was the effect modifier, we controlled for total

217  weekly precipitation. In models where precipitation was the effect modifier, we controlled for
218 average weekly temperature.

219 To check for possible misclassification of reported diarrhea, we conducted a negative
220  control analysis using caregiver-reported bruising in the past 7 days.

221 Analyses were conducted in R (version 4.1.3). The pre-analysis plan and replication

222  scripts are available through the Open Science Framework (https.//osf.io/yt67k/). We note

223  deviations from the pre-analysis plan in Appendix 1.

224  Role of the Funding Source

225 The funders of the study had no role in study design, data analysis, interpretation, writing
226  of the manuscript, or the decision to submit the manuscript for publication.

227 Results

228 Our analysisincluded 12,440 total diarrhea measurements for 6,921 children between 0.5

229 and 5.5 years of age (mean 2.0, SD 1.2) during the period between February 03, 2013 and
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230  October 31, 2015. (Figure 1) We report additional participant characteristics and the distribution
231  of environmental factors by group in Table 1.

232  Precipitation

233 During the study, the total weekly precipitation ranged from 0 to 295 mm with a median
234  of 13 mm. Precipitation was highly concentrated during the rainy season, which fell between
235  April 29-October 9 in 2013, May 27-September 27 in 2014, and April 1-September 26 in 2015.
236 Inthe control arm, we observed increases in diarrhea prevalence during the rainy seasons,

237  particularly in 2014. In households that received any WASH intervention, diarrhea prevalence
238 remained relatively constant over time. (Figure 1A). We saw that increases in diarrhea coincided
239  with periods that experienced the most rainfall, with annual precipitation being highly

240  concentrated in the rainy season. (Figure 1B)

241 In weeks with total precipitation over 50 mm, diarrhea prevalence was higher in the

242 control arm than in the intervention arms, and prevalence in the control arm increased with

243  precipitation (Figure 2). The prevalence ratio associated with any WASH intervention vs. control
244 was 1.36 (95% CI 1.06-1.72) at the 10™ percentile of total rainfall (0 mm) vs 0.66 (95% Cl 0.4-
245  1.22) at the 90" percentile (125 mm).

246 First, we examined effect modification of precipitation pooling across any WASH

247  intervention. In measurements with above median weekly total rainfall, we estimated a

248  prevalenceratio of 0.56 (95% CI 0.44-0.72) for any WASH intervention compared to 0.85 (95%
249  CI 0.42-1.70) in measurements with below median total rainfall. (Figure 3, Table A1) The

250 prevalenceratio for the pooled WASH intervention was 0.49 (95% CI 0.40-0.61) during the

251  rainy season compared to 1.06 (95% CI 0.75-1.51) during the dry season (Figure 3, Table Al).

252  The prevalence ratio associated with any WASH intervention was lower following weeks when
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253 therewasat least one day of heavy rainfall (0.49, 95% CI 0.35-0.68) compared to when there
254  were no days with heavy rainfall (0.86, 95% CI 0.60-1.25) (Figure 3, Table Al).

255 Next, we assessed effect modification by precipitation for each intervention type (Figure
256  3). During the rainy season, the sanitation, handwashing, combined WSH interventions reduced
257  diarrhea prevalence by 54% to 61%, while the water intervention reduced it by 30% (Figure 3).
258  For all intervention arms, there was no decrease in diarrhea prevalence in the dry season.

259 Intervention-specific trends were similar for total precipitation and heavy rainfall, with stronger
260 effect modification for heavy rain than for total weekly precipitation. However, for the

261  handwashing intervention, there was no evidence of effect modification by total weekly

262  precipitation or heavy rainfall.

263  Temperature

264 During the study, the weekly average temperature ranged from 18 to 32°C (median =
265  27°C), the minimum temperature ranged from 17 to 31°C (median = 25°C), and the maximum
266  temperature ranged from 18 to 34°C (median = 28°C). Temperatures reached their peak in May,
267 immediately preceding or at the start of the annual rainy season. (Figure 1C)

268 We found that as average temperature increased, diarrhea prevalence increased slightly in
269 theintervention arms but increased rapidly in the control arm (Figure 4A). At an average

270  temperature of 20°C (10" percentile), the prevalence ratio for any WASH intervention was 1.76
271 (95% Cl 0.96-3) compared to 0.84 (95% CI 0.47-1.18) at an average temperature of 30°C (90™
272  percentile). We saw similar increases in intervention effectiveness under higher minimum

273 temperatures (10" percentile PR = 1.72, 95% Cl 0.96-2.92 at 19°C vs 90" percentile PR = 0.84,
274 95% Cl 0.46-1.16 at 29°C) and maximum temperatures (10" percentile PR = 1.90, 95% Cl 1.05-

275 3.30at 22°C vs 90" percentile PR = 0.90, 95% Cl 0.59-1.28 at 32°C). We saw similar trends
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276  when comparing above median versus below median measurements and estimated prevalence
277  ratios of 0.59 (95% CI 0.48-0.74) versus 0.91 (95% CI 0.60-1.36) for average temperatures, 0.63
278  (95% CI 0.50-0.79) vs 0.84 (95% CI 0.40-1.76) for minimum temperatures, and 0.60 (95% CI
279  0.47-0.75) vs 0.91 (95% CI 0.62-1.33) for maximum temperatures (Figure 4B).

280 Temperature appeared to have a larger influence on the effectiveness of the sanitation,
281  handwashing, and combined WSH interventions compared to the water intervention. (Figure 4B,
282  Table A2) During periods in which there were above median weekly average temperatures, we
283  estimated between a41% to 46% reduction in diarrhea under the sanitation, handwashing, and
284  combined WSH interventions compared to a 17% reduction under the water intervention. We
285 found no difference in effectiveness of the water, sanitation, or handwashing interventions by
286  minimum of maximum temperatures, though the below median temperature effects were null and
287  the above median effects were not. However, our estimates have low precision.

288  Other analyses

289 We did not observe any significant differencesin intervention effect estimates by climate
290 or environment on caregiver-reported bruising, a negative-control outcome. (Appendix 2)

291 We conducted sensitivity analyses under different lag periods for precipitation and

292  temperature. Estimates of intervention effect across different precipitation (Figure A1) and

293 temperature (Figure A2) conditions were consistent across all lag periods we assessed.

294  Discussion

295 WASH interventionsin rural Bangladesh more effectively prevented child diarrhea under
296  high temperatures and precipitation. We found that receipt of any WASH intervention reduced
297  diarrhea prevalence by 51% following heavy rainfall and 41% after above-median temperatures

298 compared to the overall 34% reduction observed in the original trial. We observed no effect of
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299 interventions on diarrheain the dry season or following below-median temperature or

300 precipitation. Effect modification varied by intervention type; precipitation had the strongest
301 influence on the effectiveness of the sanitation and combined WASH interventions while

302 temperature had the strongest influence on the sanitation, handwashing, and combined WASH
303 interventions.

304 Prior studies have found that diarrhea prevalence in low- and middle-income countries
305 follows a concentration-dilution pattern in which heavy rainfall following dry periodsis

306 associated with increased diarrhea risk because pathogens that become concentrated during dry
307 periods are flushed into the environment.?* One study also found that drinking water treatments,
308 but not sanitation or hygiene interventions, reduced spikes in diarrhea due to heavy rain

309 following dry periods.*® However, during the WASH Benefits trial, there were very few heavy
310 rainfal events preceded by dry periods, and diarrhea prevalence in the control arm was higher
311 following heavy rainfall events, regardless of preceding conditions. Compared to other settings,
312 theannua monsoon in Bangladesh is characterized by higher precipitation intensity and higher
313 total precipitation that is heavily concentrated during the season. Differences in hydrogeol ogy
314  between regions could also impact pathogen transport after rainfall. A study conducted in Indore,
315 Indiaand Kolkata, Indiafound that wells near latrines surrounded by alluvial formations

316 (consisting of loose silt, clay, and sand) had significantly lower fecal coliform and nitrate

317  concentrations compared to wells near |atrines with fractured rocks.** In Bangladesh, alluvial
318 sedimentsare common in flood plains and may have provided a protective barrier that prevented
319  pathogens from being flushed to the surface by heavy rainfall.?>?° Additionally, an analysis of
320 environmental contamination in the WASH Benefits trial found that E. coli concentrationsin

321 food, stored water, and ponds were elevated following heavy rainfall compared to other periods,
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322  but that there was no impact on groundwater quality. (Ercumen A, North Carolina State

323  University, personal communication) These findings suggest that the concentration-dilution

324  pattern does not hold in this setting and increases in diarrhea after heavy rainfall are likely

325  attributed to the contamination of stored water and food supplies.

326 Interventions were generally more effective under higher temperatures, which might be
327  attributed to increased enteric pathogen transmission in warm conditions. Generally, high

328 temperaturein storage containers have been linked to the growth of enteropathogensin food and
329  drinking water supplies.”"?® Ambient temperature may also influence the survival, distribution,
330 and virulence of enteric pathogens in surface water, soil, food, or on surfaces, but few studies
331 haveinvestigated these relationships empirically. An analysis of environmental contamination in
332 the WASH Benefitstrial provides evidence that both ambient temperature and higher

333 temperature in storage containers are associated with higher pathogen concentrations: during or
334 following extreme heat, E. coli concentrationsin food, stored water, ponds, and soil were

335 devated 1.25-2 fold compared to cooler periods. (Ercumen A, North Carolina State University,
336  personal communication) A prior meta-analysis found that increased temperatures were strongly
337  associated with increased all-cause and bacterial diarrhea, but not viral diarrhea.’ Bacterial

338  pathogens are acommon cause of diarrheain children <2 yearsin Bangladesh,® and it is

339 possible that associations between diarrhea and temperature in this study were due to increased
340 transmission of bacterial but not viral enteropathogens. However, we did not investigate diarrhea
341  etiology in this study.

342 Bangladesh is projected to experience rapidly increasing temperatures and precipitation
343  under climate change, which may increase the burden of childhood diarrheain rural

344  communities. Our findings suggest that WASH interventions will be particularly impactful for
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345  preventing diarrhea under more extreme weather conditions and may be resistant to damages
346  during typical monsoon season. As communities brace for the impacts of climate change,

347 investment into WASH interventions may increase the resilience of vulnerable populations

348 against diarrhea. We found that the sanitation intervention more effectively mitigated increases
349 indiarrheaprevalence following precipitation and higher temperatures, and the water

350 intervention had the smallest preventive effect on diarrhea in these conditions. This may be
351 because the sanitation intervention interrupts multi ple upstream pathways of enteric pathogen
352  transmission through flies, water, or soil, while the handwashing and water interventions

353 interrupt fewer pathways that are more downstream. To mitigate the impacts of climate change
354 ondiarrhea, interventions that address multiple pathways of enteric pathogen transmission may
355  benecessary.

356 Our study is subject to several limitations. We measured caregiver-reported diarrhea,
357 whichissusceptible to courtesy bias. However, our negative control analysis using an alternative
358 caregiver-reported outcome suggested that there was no evidence of misclassification. Second,
359 we were not able to investigate the influence of flooding due to alack of available data, and we
360 could not investigate the interaction between heavy rain preceded by dry periods due to data
361 sparsity. Third, the hottest temperatures during the study coincided with the end of the dry

362  season, so the impact of temperature was difficult to disentangle from that of season. Finally,
363  because higher temperature and higher precipitation mostly coincided during the study period, it
364 wasdifficult to fully isolate the influence of each on WASH intervention effectiveness.

365 Conclusion

366 Here, we rigorously assessed the influence of temperature and precipitation on WASH

367 intervention effectiveness using data from randomized trial with high adherence and high-
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368  resolution weather data. Low-cost, household level WASH interventions more effectively

369 reduced diarrhea prevalence following periods of higher temperatures, higher precipitation, and
370 heavy rainfall. Effect modification varied by intervention type, and we observed the largest
371 differencesin diarrhea reductions following heavy rainfall under the sanitation intervention. In
372  regionswith similar climates, WASH interventions may increase community resilience against
373  extreme weather under climate change by preventing environmentally mediated enteric

374  infections.

375
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Table 1. Population char acteristics by intervention group

Variable Any WASH Intervention Control
Sample Characteristics
Children 1,956 4,965
Observations 3,466 8,974
Households 1,203 3,051

Children per household
Age at first measurement (years)
Age at second measurement (years)
Diarrhea Prevalence
Temperature Variables
Mean weekly temperature (°C)
Minimum weekly temperature (°C)
Maximum weekly temperature (°C)
Precipitation Variables

1.63 (157 - 1.68)
1.63 (1.58 - 1.68)
2.52 (2.47 - 2.58)
197 (10.1%)

23.5(23.1- 23.9)
15.8 (15.4 - 16.2)
30.6 (30.3 - 31)

1.63 (1.59 - 1.66)
1.59 (1.55 - 1.62)
253 (2.5 - 2.57)
343 (6.9%)

235 (23.3-23.8)
15.7 (15.5 - 16)
30.6 (30.4 - 30.8)

Measured during rainy season 1772 (51.13%) 4578 (51.01%)
Mean weekly total precipitation (mm) 41.5 (32.4-50.7) 41.7 (36.1- 47.4)
Heavy rain (1+ days > 80th percentile) 1531 (44.17%) 3942 (43.93%)

Sample sizes, child demographics, diarrhea prevalence, and environmental risk factor
distributions, by treatment arm. For categorical variables, the number of occurrences and
percentages are reported. For continuous variables, the mean and 95% confidence interval are
reported. All environmental variables are reported for the 8-14 day period prior to outcome
assessment (1-week lag), with the exception of rainy season.
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Figure 1: Diarrhea prevalence, precipitation, and temperature over time
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A) Prevalence of caregiver-reported diarrhea over time, by intervention group. Rainy season
is shaded in gray. Rug plots show the number of diarrhea measurements made per month
during thetrial. Plot is |eft-truncated at September 2013, such that the figure omit two
measurements taken in March 2013 that are included in subsequent analyses.

B) Daily total precipitation over time, averaged across the study area

C) Daily average temperature over time, averaged across the study area
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Figure 2: Diarrhea prevalence by total precipitation and inter vention group
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Predicted diarrhea prevalence by total precipitation in the 8-14 day period prior to outcome
assessment, controlled for average temperature and stratified by intervention group. Prevalence
ratios for the intervention are calculated at the 10th and 90th percentile of total weekly

preci pitation using a non-parametric bootstrap with 1,000 resamples taken at the cluster level.
The density plot shows the distribution of measurements over values of weekly total
precipitation, with a dashed line marking the median.
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Figure 3: Differencesin diarrhea prevalence under varying precipitation conditions, by
intervention group
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Prevalence ratios for caregiver-reported diarrheain the intervention vs control groups. Heavy
rain describes whether thereis at least 1 day with over 80" percentile daily rainfall in the 8-14
day prior to outcome assessment. Total precipitation is also measured for the 8-14 day period
prior to outcome assessment, with amedian value of 13 mm. All effect estimates have controlled
for average weekly temperature.
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Figure 4: Differencesin diarrhea prevalence under varying temper ature conditions, by
intervention group
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(A) Predicted diarrhea prevalence by average, minimum, and maximum temperatures in the
8-14 day period prior to outcome assessment, controlled for total weekly precipitation.
Density plots show the distribution of measurements over values of total temperature,
with a dashed line marking the median.

(B) Prevalence ratios for caregiver-reported diarrheain the intervention vs control groups. All
effect estimates have controlled for total weekly precipitation. The median values were
27°C for average temperature, 25°C for minimum temperature, and 28°C for maximum
temperature.
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