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Abstract 1 

Background 2 

In England and Wales, cryptosporidiosis cases peak in spring and autumn, usually 3 

associated with zoonotic and environmental exposures (Cryptosporidium parvum, 4 

spring/autumn) and with overseas travel and water-based activities (Cryptosporidium 5 

hominis, autumn). Restrictions to control the COVID-19 pandemic prevented social mixing 6 

and access to swimming pools and restaurants for many months. Foreign travel from the UK 7 

also reduced by 74% in 2020. However, these restrictions potentially increased 8 

environmental exposures as people sought alternative countryside activities locally. To 9 

inform and strengthen surveillance programmes, we investigated the impact of COVID-19 10 

restrictions on the epidemiology of C. hominis and C. parvum cases.  11 

Methods 12 

Cryptosporidium-positive stools, with case demographic data, are referred routinely for 13 

genotyping to the national Cryptosporidium Reference Unit (CRU). Cases were extracted 14 

from the CRU database (01 January 2015 to 31 December 2021). We defined two periods 15 

for pre- and post-COVID-19 restrictions implementation corresponding to the first UK-wide 16 

lockdown on 23 March 2020: “pre-restrictions” between week 1, 2015 and week 12, 2020, 17 

and “post restrictions-implementation” between week 13, 2020 and week 52, 2021. We 18 

conducted an interrupted time-series analysis, assessing differences in C. parvum and C. 19 
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hominis incidence, trends and periodicity between these periods using negative binomial 20 

regression with linear-splines and interactions. 21 

Results 22 

There were 21,304 cases between 01 January 2015 and 31 December 2021 (C. parvum = 23 

12,246; C. hominis = 9,058). Post restrictions-implementation incidence of C. hominis 24 

dropped by 97.5% (95%CI: 95.4%-98.6%; p<0.001). The decreasing incidence-trend 25 

observed pre-restrictions (IRR=0.9976; 95%CI: 0.9969-0.9982; p<0.001) was not observed 26 

post restrictions-implementation (IRR=1.0081; 95%CI: 0.9978-1.0186; p=0.128) due to lack 27 

of cases. No periodicity change was observed post restrictions-implementation. Where 28 

recorded, 22% of C. hominis cases had travelled abroad. There was also a strong social 29 

gradient, with those who lived in deprived areas experiencing a higher proportion of cases. 30 

This gradient did not exist post restrictions-implementation, but the effect was exacerbated 31 

for the most deprived: 27.2% of cases from the most deprived decile compared to 12.7% in 32 

the pre-restrictions period. For C. parvum, post restrictions-implementation incidence fell by 33 

49.0% (95%CI: 38.4%-58.3%; p<0.001). There was no pre-restrictions incidence-trend 34 

(IRR=1.0003; 95%CI: 0.9997-1.0009; p=0.322) but a slight increasing incidence-trend 35 

existed post restrictions-implementation (IRR=1.0071; 95%CI: 1.0038-1.0104; p<0.001). A 36 

periodicity change was observed for C. parvum post restrictions-implementation, peaking 37 

one week earlier in spring and two weeks later in autumn. Where recorded, 8% of C. parvum 38 

cases had travelled abroad. The social gradient observed for C. parvum was inverse to that 39 

for C. hominis, and was stable pre-restrictions and post restrictions-implementation. 40 

Conclusion 41 

C. hominis cases were almost entirely arrested post restrictions-implementation, reinforcing 42 

that foreign travel is a major driver of seeding infections. Increased hand-hygiene, reduced 43 

social mixing, limited access to swimming pools and limited foreign travel affected incidence 44 

of most gastrointestinal (GI) pathogens, including Cryptosporidium, in the same period.  C. 45 

parvum incidence fell sharply but recovered throughout the post restrictions-implementation 46 

period, back to pre-restrictions levels by the end of 2021; this is consistent with relaxation of 47 

restrictions, reduced compliance and increased countryside use. The effect on our results of 48 

changes in health-seeking behaviours, healthcare access and diagnostic laboratory 49 

practices post restrictions-implementation is uncertain, but it is likely that access to GPs and 50 

specimen referral rate to CRU decreased. Future exceedance reporting for C. hominis 51 

should exclude the post restrictions-implementation period but retain it for C. parvum (except 52 

the first six weeks post restrictions-implementation where the incidence fell sharply). Advice 53 

on infection prevention and control should be improved for people with GI symptoms, 54 

including returning travellers, to ensure hand hygiene and appropriate swimming pool 55 

avoidance.  56 
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Nomenclature 57 

AIC - Akaike information criterion 58 

C. hominis – Cryptosporidium hominis 59 

C. parvum – Cryptosporidium parvum 60 

CI – confidence interval 61 

GI – gastrointestinal illness 62 

IPC – infection prevention and control 63 

IRR – incidence rate ratio 64 

PCR – polymerase chain reaction 65 

CRU - Cryptosporidium Reference Unit  66 

MLVA - multi-locus variable number of tandem repeats analysis 67 

UK – United Kingdom 68 

TSA – time series analysis 69 

 70 

Word count 71 

3,527 excluding abstract 72 

 73 

Data summary 74 

Cryptosporidium is a notifiable agent in the UK which diagnostic laboratories must 75 

report to local health protection teams. Submission of Cryptosporidium-positive stools 76 

to the CRU is voluntary, but allows characterisation of the species. We used these 77 

data, where the specimen originated from English and Welsh diagnostic laboratories, 78 

to describe the epidemiology of Cryptosporidium spp. between 2015 and 2021. 79 

Impact statement 80 

Cryptosporidium infections in industrialised countries can cause serious disease and 81 

lead to complicated and lasting sequelae, especially in the immunocompromised. 82 

Even in the general population, as well as long term gastrointestinal upset, joint pain, 83 

headache and eye pain have also been identified more frequently following 84 

cryptosporidiosis (1). There is an established association between cryptosporidiosis 85 

and colorectal cancer, although no conclusive evidence regarding causality in either 86 

direction (2–5). There has never been such a dramatic reduction in international travel 87 

in the modern era than during the COVID-19 pandemic, which is a key driver of C. 88 

hominis infections. Conversely, pressure on outdoor amenities has rarely been higher, 89 

which posed an increase in the likelihood of infection and cross-contamination for C. 90 
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parvum infections. There have been few time-series analyses of cryptosporidiosis; in 91 

order to inform and strengthen surveillance programmes, we aimed to assess if there 92 

was a significant change to the epidemiology of C. parvum and C. hominis during the 93 

COVID-19 pandemic. 94 

 95 

Introduction 96 

Cryptosporidiosis is a zoonotic disease caused primarily by the protozoan parasites 97 

Cryptosporidium hominis and Cryptosporidium parvum. It is most common in children 98 

aged between one and five years (6–8). People with weak immune systems, especially 99 

severe T-cell deficiencies, are usually more seriously affected (9,10). The most 100 

common symptom is mild to severe watery diarrhoea, often accompanied by 101 

abdominal cramps, nausea/vomiting, low-grade fever, weight loss and dehydration (7). 102 

Symptoms begin three to 12 days (average five to seven days) after infection. In 103 

healthy people, symptoms usually last about one to two weeks but can persist for up 104 

to a month. The symptoms may be cyclical, where patients seem to get better for a 105 

few days, then feel worse again before the illness ends. In the immunocompromised, 106 

illness can be severe and protracted and sometimes fatal. There is an association with 107 

previous infection and developing colorectal cancer, although no causative proof (2–108 

5). Long-term sequelae such as diarrhoea, abdominal pain, nausea, fatigue and 109 

headache are common (1) and infection can cause cognitive deficit and failure to thrive 110 

in malnourished young children in moderate-to-low income countries (11). 111 

Diagnosis is performed by microscopy (acid-fast or fluorescent staining) or 112 

immunoassay to detect oocyst antigens or PCR to detect DNA. Genotyping by PCR 113 

is used as a reference test to differentiate species; C. parvum and C. hominis may be 114 

further sub-typed by sequencing part of the gp60 gene (12,13) at the national 115 

Cryptosporidium Reference Unit (CRU) in Swansea, Wales. A multi-locus variable 116 

number of tandem repeats analysis (MLVA) (14) by fragment sizing has been validated 117 

and recently implemented by the CRU (15).  118 

C. parvum also affects ruminants (mainly sheep and cattle in the UK) and is zoonotic 119 

while C. hominis is predominantly anthroponotic (transmitted directly or indirectly from 120 

person-to-person) (6–8). Household transmission is important, especially for C. 121 

hominis (8). Outbreaks of cryptosporidiosis have been linked to drinking or swimming 122 

in and ingesting contaminated water, contact with infected lambs and calves during 123 

visits to open or commercial farms, person to person spread in institutional settings 124 
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and consumption of contaminated food items (7,16,17). The parasites are resistant to 125 

chlorine but large enough to be captured by appropriate water filtration systems (18). 126 

The majority of outbreaks in England and Wales are linked to animal contact at 127 

open/petting farms (exclusively C. parvum) and swimming pools (vast majority C. 128 

hominis) (13).  129 

UK cryptosporidiosis cases display a seasonal trend: a late spring peak for C. parvum 130 

(often associated with greater countryside activities, opening of farm-based leisure 131 

activities and the lambing season) and an early autumn peak for C. hominis (often 132 

associated with overseas travel and summer activities such as swimming) (19,20).  133 

COVID-19 greatly limited foreign travel for most UK residents in 2020; official figures 134 

show a 74% reduction in visits abroad for any reason (21), whereas the previous 135 

decade had seen a steady growth in foreign travel. There was a more than 500% 136 

increase in the number of people seeking holidays or leisure activities within the UK in 137 

2020 (22) and also an increase in the number of people using outdoor spaces in the 138 

UK in 2020-21, including walking, cycling or “wild” swimming (23–25). Furthermore, 139 

people might have undertaken these activities in areas new to them and where they 140 

were unaware of locally understood health risks. People were also more likely to wash 141 

their hands and less likely to use swimming pools and restaurants because of COVID-142 

19 restrictions (26,27). Reductions in GI illness were observed across all surveillance 143 

indicators as COVID-19 started to peak. Compared with the 5-year average (2015–144 

2019), there was a 52% reduction in GI outbreaks reported during the first 6 months 145 

of the COVID-19 response (28). We aimed to assess if COVID-19 restrictions caused 146 

a significant change to the epidemiology of C. parvum and C. hominis. 147 

 148 

Methods 149 

Study design 150 

To estimate the impact of COVID-19 restrictions on C. hominis and C. parvum, we 151 

conducted a retrospective observational study using interrupted time-series analysis 152 

with generalised linear modelling.  153 

 154 

Study population and data source 155 

We analysed all confirmed cases of all Cryptosporidium species (29) extracted from 156 

the CRU database for the period between 01 January 2015 to 31 December 2021. 157 

Date of case was defined as the date the specimen was received by the CRU. Records 158 
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were imported into Stata V14 and cleaned to remove quality control specimen data 159 

and duplicate reports. We retained only cases with C. hominis and C. parvum 160 

infections who were resident in England and Wales or, if the case’s address was not 161 

known, where the specimen had been sent to the CRU from a laboratory in England 162 

and Wales. We merged the CRU data using case’s resident postcode with Office for 163 

National Statistics (ONS) data for deprivation (30) and rural/urban classification (31). 164 

We used the date of the first UK-wide lockdown on 23 March 2020 (week 13) to create 165 

a pre-restrictions period and a post restrictions-implementation period (COVID=0 166 

between week 1, 2015 and week 12, 2020 and COVID=1 between week 13, 2020 and 167 

week 52, 2021).  168 

 169 

Statistical analysis 170 

We stratified results by age, sex, deprivation, rural/urban assignment and foreign 171 

travel. Foreign travel is often poorly recorded on stool specimen forms. Those with 172 

foreign travel indicated are considered reliable data by the CRU but those with “no”, 173 

“null” or missing are not considered reliable. Here, proportion with foreign travel was 174 

calculated as total indicating yes to foreign travel for that subgroup, divided by the total 175 

number of cases. Time series analysis uses regression methods to illustrate trends in 176 

the data. It incorporates information from past observations and past errors in those 177 

observations into the estimation of predicted values (32–34). We conducted an 178 

interrupted time-series analysis for C. hominis and C. parvum cases using negative 179 

binomial regression to account for over dispersion and secular trend. Models included 180 

linear splines to test for differences in incidence between the pre- and post-restriction 181 

periods, and Fourier analysis to adjust for underlying periodicity. Selection of the final 182 

model was informed by the Akaike information criterion (AIC)(35).  183 

A separate model, following the same principles as above, was built for C. hominis 184 

and C. parvum cases up to week 13, 2020 and then extended to week 52, 2021 to 185 

forecast the number of cases expected had COVID-19 not occurred.  186 

 187 

Results 188 

Descriptive epidemiology 189 

There were 21,304 cases between 01 January 2015 to 31 December 2021 (C. 190 

hominis=9,058; C. parvum=12,246).  There were 8,991 cases of C. hominis pre-191 

restrictions and 67 post restrictions-implementation compared to 9,732 cases of C. 192 

parvum pre-restrictions and 2,514 post restrictions-implementation. For C. hominis, 193 
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weekly case-total variation was between zero to 180 cases pre-restrictions and zero 194 

to four cases post restrictions-implementation. For C. parvum, the range was zero to 195 

162 pre-restrictions and six to 63 post restrictions-implementation. A periodicity of 52 196 

weeks was observed for C. hominis and of 26 and 52 weeks for C. parvum. 197 

Age data was complete but sex classification was unknown for 0.4% of C. hominis 198 

(n=35) and 0.2% (n=29) of C. parvum cases. Age distribution was similar pre- and 199 

post- restrictions for C. hominis (SI figure 1) and C. parvum (SI figure 2), with children 200 

aged 0-9 years experiencing a higher proportion of cases. 201 

Cases of C. hominis were more likely to be female pre-restrictions but male post 202 

restrictions-implementation(SI figures 3). For C. parvum, cases were more likely to be 203 

female pre-restrictions and post restrictions-implementation (SI figure 4). 204 

Postcodes were not recorded for approximately 10% of cases (C. hominis n=858; C. 205 

parvum n=1,139), meaning that deprivation and rural/urban ranking could not be 206 

assigned. There was a social gradient observed for C. hominis cases pre-restrictions, 207 

where the proportion of cases increased with deprivation. This social gradient didn’t 208 

remain post restrictions-implementation but there was a large increase in the 209 

proportion of cases from the most deprived decile (SI figure 5), where 27.2% of C. 210 

hominis cases were from the most deprived decile compared to 12.7% pre-restrictions. 211 

For C. parvum cases, the social gradient was the inverse of C. hominis but remained 212 

stable pre- and post restrictions-implementation, with at 7.6% and 6.7% respectively 213 

in the most deprived decile (SI figure 6).  214 

Cases were more likely to live in an urban area for both species pre-restrictions and 215 

post restrictions-implementation. The protective nature of rural residence was more 216 

pronounced for C. hominis cases (SI figure 7) than for C. parvum cases (SI figure 8). 217 

Foreign travel status was missing for most cases (C. hominis missing=65%, n=5,865; 218 

C. parvum missing=75%, n=9,137). Where recorded, 65% of C. hominis cases 219 

(n=1,980 pre-restrictions [63%]; n=22 post restrictions-implementation [76%]) and 220 

33% of C. parvum cases (n=970 pre-restrictions [34%]; n=41 post restrictions-221 

implementation [14%]) had travelled abroad. For C. hominis cases, the most common 222 

travel destinations pre-restrictions were Spain (n=296), Turkey (n=149), Pakistan 223 

(n=135), India (n=124) and Egypt (n=98). These cases were distributed fairly evenly 224 

across all deprivation deciles with the exception of Pakistan where 67% were from 225 

cases in deciles one to three. Post restrictions-implementation, 22 C. hominis cases 226 

had travelled to Pakistan and half of these cases were in deprivation deciles one to 227 
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three. For C. parvum cases, the most common travel destinations pre-restrictions were 228 

Portugal (n=69), Spain (n=65), Turkey (n=64), France (n=63), Pakistan (n=51) and 229 

India (n=35). These cases were again distributed fairly evenly across all deprivation 230 

deciles with the exception of those who had been to Pakistan, with 63% (n=32) of 231 

cases ranked in deciles one to three. 232 

 233 

Time series analysis 234 

For both species, our final TSA model was improved by using Fourier transforms for 235 

26 week and 52 week periodicity, based on the AIC test results. A negative binomial 236 

regression model provided a better fit than a Poisson model. The time-series data for 237 

C. hominis had a main periodicity of 52 weeks, with annual peaks clearly visible in 238 

autumn. An interaction was found between our COVID variable and both Fourier 239 

waves so these were retained in our final model. Comparing the two models (full 240 

dataset and forecasted data based on the previous five years’ data to predict cases 241 

had COVID-19 not occurred) highlighted the extreme reduction of C. hominis cases 242 

post restrictions-implementation (figure 1). 243 

 244 

 245 

Fig 1. C. hominis model including forecast had COVID-19 not occurred, England 246 

& Wales, 2015-2021 247 

 248 
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Post restrictions-implementation, the incidence of C. hominis dropped by 97.5% 249 

(95%CI: 95.4%-98.6%; p<0.001) (table 1). A decreasing incidence-trend pre-250 

restrictions (n=8,991; IRR=0.9976; 95%CI: 0.9969-0.9982; p<0.001) of 0.24% 251 

reduction in cases per week was not observed post restrictions-implementation (n=67; 252 

IRR=1.0081; 95%CI: 0.9978-1.0186; p=0.128). Whilst a periodicity change was 253 

observed post restrictions-implementation for C. hominis (based on the 254 

COVID#c.sin52 interaction term; table 1), the forecast model did not show a change 255 

in peak incidence by week number (week 41).  256 

 257 

Table 1. Time-series analysis model results for C. hominis 258 

C. hominis TSA model IRR    p-value   95% CI 

Pre COVID period 0.997579 <0.001 (0.9969615, 0.9981975) 

Post COVID period 1.0081 0.128 (0.9976892, 1.01862) 

Post vs. pre period 0.024829 <0.001 (0.0135401, 0.0455293) 

sin52* 0.308177 <0.001 (0.2878808, 0.329904) 

COVID#c.sin52ꝉ 2.616494 <0.001 (1.822834, 3.755715) 

cos52* 1.291586 <0.001 (1.204945, 1.384458) 

COVID#c.cos52 ꝉ 1.279372 0.321 (0.7864356, 2.081279) 

sin26* 0.994242 0.867 (0.9295001, 1.063493) 

COVID#c.sin26 ꝉ 1.026261 0.899 (0.6880788, 1.530657) 

cos26* 0.732617 <0.001 (0.6842376, 0.784418) 

COVID#c.cos26 ꝉ 0.674863 0.057 (0.4503512, 1.0113) 

*sin26&cos26 and sin52&cos52 are Fourier transforms. These are part of the same waveform. 259 
ꝉInteraction terms measuring the effect of COVID-19 on the periodicity of cases. 260 
 261 

The time-series data for C. parvum had a periodicity of 26 and 52 weeks, with biannual 262 

peaks visible in spring and in autumn. An interaction was found between our COVID 263 

variable and both Fourier waves so these were retained in our final model. In the 264 

forecast model of the previous five years’ time-series data beyond week 13, 2020 for 265 

C. parvum, we observed a larger number of cases than predicted had COVID-19 not 266 

occurred, but not in the same order of magnitude as predicted for C. hominis (figure 267 

2). Incidence of C. parvum had recovered to pre-restrictions levels by the end of 2021. 268 
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 269 

 270 

Fig 2. C. parvum model including forecast had COVID-19 not occurred, England 271 

and Wales, 2015-2021 272 

 273 

Post restrictions-implementationincidence of C. parvum dropped by 49.0% (95%CI: 274 

38.4%-58.3%; p<0.001) (table 2). There was no pre-restrictions incidence-trend 275 

(n=9,732; IRR=1.0003; 95%CI: 0.9997-1.0009; p=0.322) but a slight increasing 276 

incidence-trend existed post restrictions-implementation of 0.71% increase in cases 277 

per week (n=2,514; IRR=1.0071; 95%CI: 1.0038-1.0104; p=0.001). A periodicity 278 

change was observed for C. parvum post restrictions-implementation, peaking one 279 

week earlier in spring (week 18 as opposed to week 19) and two weeks later in 280 

autumn (week 44 as opposed to week 42) (figure 3).  281 

 282 

 283 

 284 

 285 

 286 
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Table 2. Time-series analysis model results for C. parvum 287 

C. parvum TSA 
model 

IRR    p-value   95% CI 

Pre COVID period 1.000301 0.322 (0.9997063, 1.000895) 

Post COVID period 1.007118 <0.001 (1.003844, 1.010402) 

Post vs. pre period 0.5067641 <0.001 (0.4169558, 0.6159162) 

sin52* 0.8763961 <0.001 (0.8227561, 0.9335333) 

COVID#c.sin52ꝉ 0.9076778 0.153 (0.7946875, 1.036733) 

cos52* 0.801548 <0.001 (0.7508416, 0.8556787) 

COVID#c.cos52 ꝉ 1.367283 <0.001 (1.191219, 1.569369) 

sin26* 0.6928407 <0.001 (0.6505466, 0.7378845) 

COVID#c.sin26 ꝉ 1.186179 0.012 (1.037695, 1.355909) 

cos26* 0.7253185 <0.001 (0.679221, 0.7745444) 

COVID#c.cos26 ꝉ 1.153636 0.033 (1.011625, 1.315583) 

*sin26&cos26 and sin52&cos52 are Fourier transforms. These are part of the same waveform. 288 
ꝉInteraction terms measuring the effect of COVID-19 on the periodicity of cases 289 
 290 

291 

Fig 3. C. parvum model including forecast had COVID-19 not occurred and 292 

spring and autumn periodicity changes, England and Wales, 2020 week 13 to 293 

2021 week 52  294 

 295 

 296 

 297 

 298 
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Discussion 299 

COVID-19 restrictions had a significant effect on the number of cases of 300 

gastrointestinal illness (GI) in England and Wales including Cryptosporidium(28), and 301 

in this study we have identified that they impacted both C. hominis and C. parvum.  302 

Whilst C. parvum cases were reduced by around half, C. hominis cases were almost 303 

entirely arrested. Whilst our model for C. hominis detected a change in periodicity 304 

(table 1: COVID#c.sin52 IRR=2.616494, 95%CI 1.822834-3.755715; p<0.001), 305 

inspection of the pre- and post restrictions-implementation modelled-data showed the 306 

autumn peak occurred at the same point in 2020 and 2021 as in the preceding five 307 

years (week 41). With just 67 cases in the entire 62-week post restrictions-308 

implementation period, the impact of small numbers effected the precision of our 309 

model. Where we would expect tens of cases in each week, there were just a handful 310 

and often none at all post restrictions-implementation. Had these samples been 311 

submitted to the CRU a few days either side of the date received, the results could 312 

have swung significantly in either direction.  313 

It is not possible to quantify exactly the extent to which COVID-19 restrictions reduced 314 

social mixing or any commensurate effect on person-to-person transmission, which is 315 

a limitation. C. hominis cases had been declining in the five years leading to COVID, 316 

despite foreign travel increasing. It is possible that other interventions were influencing 317 

these data, such as improved compliance and awareness in swimming pool filtration 318 

and avoidance with GI symptoms. We do know that public venues were closed for 319 

much of our post restrictions-implementation period, including known sources of 320 

Cryptosporidium infection such as open/petting farms, restaurants and swimming 321 

pools. Similarly, we cannot quantify how much use of the countryside increased post 322 

restrictions-implementation regardless of UK-based holiday figures, although 323 

anecdotally there were many news stories covering this phenomenon, particularly 324 

involving parties and swimming in rivers. Despite the large reduction in international 325 

travel post restrictions-implementation, there remains a strong association between 326 

infection and travel abroad, especially for C. hominis, which confirms other studies’ 327 

findings that it is a principal driver of new infections in England and Wales (19,36). 328 

More should be done to prevent returning travellers with GI symptoms infecting others 329 

through improved IPC advice about hand hygiene and exclusion / voluntary avoidance 330 

from swimming pools until two weeks after symptoms have resolved. This itself relies 331 

on people seeking healthcare with GI symptoms.  332 
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Another limitation in our analysis is the effect that reduced healthcare provision and 333 

health-seeking behaviours had on specimen submission post restrictions-334 

implementation, particularly at the start of the COVID-19 pandemic. There is 335 

international evidence showing that people sought help less often, and those who were 336 

only mildly ill did not seek help at all (37). There was genuine fear about being infected 337 

with SARS-CoV-2 in health care settings early on when lack of an effective vaccination 338 

or definitive therapy were at the forefront of many people’s minds (38,39). This might 339 

have attenuated people’s opinion of diarrhoea and vomiting symptoms, or decisions 340 

to seek medical care. Likewise, there might have been disruptions in access to, and 341 

application of, the stool specimen and diagnostic process, resulting in fewer cases 342 

being detected. 343 

The fact that people living in the most deprived areas experienced the highest 344 

proportion of C. hominis cases both pre-restrictions and post restrictions-345 

implementation highlights potential opportunities for public health interventions. Of 346 

those in the most deprived decile where travel information was available post 347 

restrictions-implementation, 83% had surnames suggestive of a non-white ethnic 348 

background (n=5). This, coupled with the fact that in 36% of all cases where there had 349 

been foreign travel involved Pakistan, provides a compelling opportunity to target 350 

interventions to outgoing and returning travellers. However, the limited data available 351 

for travel history and ethnicity means we cannot draw absolute conclusions, despite 352 

the length of our study period. Ethnicity is often poorly reported for many diseases and 353 

this reduces the ability to understand the true impact of cryptosporidiosis in specific 354 

communities. Promotion of accurate ascertainment of ethnicity and travel history 355 

should be sought at the point of specimen collection to improve future surveillance. 356 

This would require a change to the sample submission form sent to the laboratory and 357 

training for clinicians taking history. The fact that cases of both species were more 358 

likely to live in an urban residence should be interpreted with caution. Our data, being 359 

laboratory-based, did not include details of recent trips to the countryside, occupation 360 

or contact with animals and its relevance is diminished further where foreign travel is 361 

indicated. 362 

Our results also demonstrate the need to improve rates of specimen submission to the 363 

CRU where there is currently under-representation, especially from areas that serve 364 

large clusters of ethnic minority communities. A submission bias exists in that of the 365 

approximately 4,500 human Cryptosporidium cases a year in England and Wales (40), 366 

only around half are submitted to the CRU for genotyping on average. This proportion 367 
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is much higher in Wales and the north west of England, while some parts of England 368 

(notably London, the South East, South West and parts of Yorkshire) are under-369 

represented. Diagnostic laboratories have been reminded by the CRU in May 2022 to 370 

send Cryptosporidium positive stools for genotyping, and that the service is free to 371 

users.  372 

This was a natural experiment which reinforced existing knowledge about transmission 373 

pathways for C. hominis and C. parvum. It also provides insight into where to focus 374 

public health efforts to reduce the risk of infection and increase the consistency of 375 

specimen submission to the CRU. National surveillance was historically of the genus 376 

Cryptosporidium, without species identification. Although the CRU has been 377 

genotyping from Cryptosporidium-positive stools submitted by laboratories throughout 378 

England and Wales since 2000, capture of these data by the UK Health Security 379 

Agency’s (UKHSA) “second-generation surveillance system” (SGSS) database 380 

commenced in 2015. These show the location of infection, case-demographics and 381 

species typing. This systematic surveillance of species typing allows outbreaks to be 382 

more clearly delineated and can track the spread of C. parvum as well as C. hominis 383 

in humans. This, and additional subtyping by gp60 sequencing, can also improve 384 

outbreak management by indicating possible exposures and strengthen 385 

epidemiological links (13). Multi-locus genotyping, or next generation sequencing 386 

(NGS), can add further detail about the genetic relationship between cases and the 387 

plausibility of infection sources (14); an MLVA scheme has been implemented for C. 388 

parvum, following validation (15) and a pilot in 2021(41) and a process for the 389 

consideration of NGS for Cryptosporidium surveillance and outbreaks has been 390 

commenced.  391 

Most gastrointestinal infections reduced dramatically during the COVID-19 pandemic 392 

(37) as childcare and educational settings were closed and eating establishments’ 393 

opening hours and social / leisure activities were curtailed. Our hypothesis was that 394 

the COVID-19 restrictions might have altered the epidemiology of cryptosporidiosis by 395 

infecting species and by time, place and person. This hypothesis was upheld insofar 396 

as we saw a massive reduction in C. hominis cases (likely due to reduced foreign 397 

travel, reduced person-to-person contact, swimming pool closure and increased hand 398 

hygiene) and observed C. parvum cases decline sharply then gradually return to pre-399 

restrictions levels by the end of 2021 (mirroring relaxation in restrictions and more 400 

participation in outdoor activities). We did not analyse case exposure data because in 401 

many areas this was not collected during the post restrictions-implementation period; 402 
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at the time of writing is still not routinely collected consistently throughout England and 403 

Wales. Public health practice has varied historically in relation to Cryptosporidium 404 

cases data collection (42). For example, official public health guidance for the 405 

management of cryptosporidiosis cases still refers to the “Standard Gastrointestinal 406 

Disease Questionnaire” (SI figure 9). Whilst this template contains the necessary fields 407 

to collect the required case information to document cases of cryptosporidiosis (43), it 408 

is almost certainly no longer widely used in paper format. This surveillance form 409 

template has not been updated since 2004 and the ethnicity categories no longer 410 

match the current ONS designations. It would be a worthwhile exercise to investigate 411 

how case reports are made, the questions used and how these are recorded.  412 

 413 

Recommendations 414 

1. Future exceedance reporting for C. hominis should exclude the post 415 

restrictions-implementation period but retain it for C. parvum (except first six 416 

weeks post restrictions-implementation) 417 

2. Public health advice should be given to people travelling abroad about generic 418 

gastrointestinal pathogen infection prevention and control (particularly 419 

handwashing, water consumption and food hygiene) to reduce the number of 420 

cases and person-to-person spread. Returning travellers with GI symptoms 421 

should have IPC advice about hand hygiene and swimming pool avoidance to 422 

reduce onward transmission 423 

3. Regions with low sample-referral rates to the CRU should be encouraged to 424 

increase their submission rate in order to better quantify infections by region 425 

and to help ascertain the impacts on their population. 426 

4. Investigate how case details are recorded by laboratories in each region and 427 

encourage better recording of travel and ethnicity data at the point of sample 428 

collection. This will help better understand the full impact of imported cases of 429 

C. hominis and decide when, where and how best to target public health 430 

interventions. This would serve as a quality improvement project for other GI 431 

diseases. 432 

5. Specific research should be conducted in deprived and ethnic minority 433 

communities in relation to activities and habits at home and whilst abroad. 434 

Findings should be used to tailor public health messaging about how to reduce 435 

risk of infection whilst away and on return home. 436 
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6. Repeat a time-series analysis for CRU data (ideally every few years) to assess 437 

the impact of the end in COVID-19 restrictions, recovery of public health 438 

systems, and any changes to the epidemiology of cryptosporidiosis by species, 439 

time, place and person. 440 

 441 
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Development Division advised that NHS research ethics approval was not required. Data were 615 

held and processed under PHW’s information governance arrangements, in compliance with 616 

the Data Protection Act, Caldicott Principles and PHW guidance on the release of small 617 

numbers. No data identifying protected characteristics of an individual were released outside 618 

of the project team. 619 

Funding 620 

No additional funding was received to undertake this time-series analysis; Cryptosporidium 621 

genotyping is part of the core service of the Cryptosporidium Reference Unit and surveillance 622 

represents part of the core duties of the Communicable Disease Surveillance Centre. Both 623 

teams are part of Public Health Wales’ Health Protection and Microbiology Division. 624 

Data Availability Statement  625 

The data used in this analysis contained personal identifiable information. Anonymised 626 

information, including that contained in the supplementary information, is reported by Public 627 

Health Wales and the UKHSA and published on the UK Government website. Datasets and 628 

coding scripts required to reproduce these results are available from the corresponding author 629 

on reasonable request. 630 
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