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Abstract

Backaground: Cholera surveillance relies on clinical diagnosis of acute watery diarrhea.
Suspected cholera case definitions have high sensitivity but low specificity, challenging our
ability to characterize cholera burden and epidemiology. Our objective was to estimate the
proportion of clinically suspected cholera that are true Vibrio cholerae infections and identify

factors that explain variation in positivity.

Methods: We conducted a systematic review of studies from 2000-2023 that tested =10
suspected cholera cases for V. cholerae 01/0139 using culture, PCR and/or a rapid diagnostic
test. We searched PubMed, Embase, Scopus, and Google Scholar on October 16, 2021 and
updated the search on April 19, 2023. We estimated diagnostic test sensitivity and specificity
using a latent class meta-analysis. We estimated V. cholerae positivity using a random-effects

meta-analysis, adjusting for test performance.

Findings: We included 119 studies from 30 countries. V. cholerae positivity was lower in studies
with representative sampling and lower minimum ages in suspected case definitions. After
adjusting for test performance, on average 52% (95% Credible Interval: 24%, 80%) of
suspected cases represented true V. cholerae infections. After adjusting for test performance
and study methodology, odds of a suspected case having a true infection were 5.71 (Odds ratio
95% Credible Interval: 1.53, 15.43) times higher when surveillance was initiated in response to
an outbreak than in non-outbreak settings. Variation across studies was high and a limitation of
our approach and the resolution of the data was that we were unable to explain all the
heterogeneity with study-level attributes, including diagnostic test used, setting, and case

definitions.
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Conclusions: In this study, we found that burden estimates based on suspected cases alone
may overestimate the incidence of medically attended cholera by twofold. However, accounting
for cases missed by traditional clinical surveillance is key to unbiased cholera burden estimates.
Given the substantial variability in positivity between settings, extrapolations from suspected to
confirmed cases, which is necessary to estimate cholera incidence rates without exhaustive

testing, should be based on local data.

Funding for this study was provided by the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation and the National

Institute of Allergy and Infectious Disease.

Author Summary

Why was this study done?

e Cholera surveillance typically relies on the clinical diagnosis of acute watery diarrhea

(i.e., “suspected cholera”), but this definition has a low specificity for cholera.

e Our goal was to estimate the proportion of suspected cholera cases that are true Vibrio

cholerae infections and identify factors that contribute to variation in observed positivity.

What did the researchers do and find?

e We conducted a systematic review of studies from 2000-2023 that tested suspected

cholera cases for V. cholerae infection using one of three different laboratory tests.

e We included 119 studies from 30 countries and found that, on average, half of suspected
cholera cases represented true V. cholerae infections, after accounting for laboratory

test accuracy.

e We also found high variability between studies and that the odds of a suspected case

being a true infection were higher during outbreaks compared to non-outbreak settings.
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88 What do these findings mean?

89 ¢ Our findings suggest that burden estimates based solely on suspected cases may

90 overestimate the incidence of medically attended cholera by twofold.

91 e A limitation of our approach was that we couldn’t account for cases missed by clinical
92 surveillance, which is crucial for unbiased overall cholera burden estimates and an

93 important area for future work.

94 e The high variability across studies suggests also that local testing data should be used
95 to inform assumptions about positivity when exhaustive testing is not feasible.

96

97 Introduction

98 Current estimates of cholera burden rely on clinical diagnosis of individuals with acute

99  watery diarrhea (i.e., suspected cholera cases) [1,2]. It is unclear how many Vibrio cholerae
100 01/0139 (serogroups that cause current epidemics) infections get missed due to mild
101  symptoms and other barriers to care-seeking or how many get overcounted due to non-specific
102  suspected case definitions. In Bangladesh, previous studies estimated that asymptomatic and
103 unreported infections account for at least half of V. cholerae infections [3-5]. Meanwhile, the
104  proportion of suspected cholera cases that represent laboratory-confirmed infections varies
105 widely between studies, from 6% of those tested during routine surveillance in Bangladesh [6]
106  to 72% of those tested during the initial phase of the 2017 outbreak in Yemen [7].
107 This wide variation in positivity may be caused by differences between sites in V.
108 cholerae epidemiology [8], epidemiology of non-cholera diseases causing the same clinical
109 symptoms [9—-12], and variations in diagnostic tests and case definitions [13-15]. Typical
110  suspected cholera case definitions have been shown to have high sensitivity but low specificity
111  [14] for detecting true cholera, and can vary by location across seasons [13]. Culture-based

112  methods or PCR are the gold standards to confirm cholera in clinical samples and generally
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113  have high specificity. Lateral flow rapid diagnostic tests (RDT) may also be used and can be as
114  sensitive as PCR [16]. Although recommended by the Global Task Force on Cholera Control
115 (GTFCC) [17], systematic microbiological confirmation in surveillance is not always

116  implemented, particularly during outbreaks when resources are limited [8]. To our knowledge—
117  based on a literature review and discussion with experts—no study had yet systematically

118 synthesized these data to estimate overall V. cholerae positivity and identify sources of this

119  variation.

120 Understanding V. cholerae positivity among clinical cases could provide insights needed
121  to improve laboratory testing strategies and allow for better estimates of cholera burden and
122  risk, which are often used to allocate cholera resources, including oral cholera vaccines.

123  Starting in 2023, the GTFCC has recommended using a combination of suspected cholera

124  incidence, persistence, mortality, and cholera test positivity data across multiple years to identify
125  priority areas for multisectoral interventions [18], which is particularly relevant in cholera

126 endemic areas. As described above, the cholera positivity data are often not available. We

127  sought to address this knowledge gap by modeling the relationship between clinically suspected
128 and laboratory confirmed cholera. Specifically, we aimed to estimate the proportion of

129  suspected cholera cases that represent true V. cholerae 01/0139 infections and identify factors
130 that explain variability in positivity across settings.

131

132  Methods

133  Terminology

134 We focused on V. cholerae O1 and O139 because these are the serogroups that are
135  responsible for the current 7" pandemic and the only ones known to lead to large outbreaks in
136 humans [19]. These are also the serogroups that are targeted by each of the commonly used V.
137  cholerae diagnostic tests (culture, PCR, RDT). Throughout this manuscript, we refer to the

138  proportion of suspected cholera cases that represent true V. cholerae 01/0139 infections as “V.
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139 cholerae positivity” or “cholera positivity”. In addition, since the available data did not allow us to
140 evaluate the performance of multiple RDTs, we refer to RDT as any rapid diagnostic test for V.
141  cholerae 0O1/0139 and do not distinguishing between different RDT manufacturers or whether
142  the RDT is enriched/direct swab RDT or stool RDT.

143

144  Systematic review

145 We searched PubMed, Embase, Scopus, Google Scholar and medRxiv on October 16,
146 2021 using search provided in the Supplementary Methods. We updated PubMed, Embase, and
147  Scopus searches on April 19, 2023. We included studies that: 1) collected human samples, 2)
148  reported the number of suspected and confirmed cholera cases in the sampling frame, 3) used
149  culture, PCR, and/or RDT to test suspected cases for cholera, and 4) had at least one

150 suspected case sample collected on or after January 1, 2000 to reflect contemporary patterns in
151  cholera positivity. We excluded studies that: 1) used a case definition not specific for suspected
152  cholera (i.e., we accepted non-bloody watery diarrhea, acute watery diarrhea, or simply

153  suspected cholera but not diarrhea, acute diarrhea, or acute gastroenteritis), 2) sampled only
154  special populations (i.e., people living with HIV or cancer), 3) selected suspected cases based
155 on epidemiological link to other cases or environmental sources, 4) tested fewer than 10

156  suspected cases, 5) were reported in languages other than English, French, Spanish, and

157  Chinese (languages our study team had proficiency in). We did not exclude studies based on
158  study type or sampling method. Although we originally included pre-prints in our screening and
159 extracted one pre-print, we excluded this study at the time of the updated search because the
160 published version of the manuscript no longer included positivity data.

161 Titles, abstracts, and full texts were uploaded to Covidence, a web-based screening tool
162  (https://www.covidence.org/), and were assessed independently by two of the reviewers (ASA,
163 ECL, HX, KEW, KZ, MND) for inclusion. Conflicts were resolved either by a third reviewer or

164  through consensus/discussion. Data were extracted from included studies in a shared
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165 spreadsheet (Supplementary Data 1) by a single reviewer. The key extracted items included
166  study timeframe and location, surveillance type (routine, outbreak, post-vaccination, or hybrid),
167 case definition of suspected cholera (including age constraint and whether dehydrated or

168  hospitalized, if provided), test method(s), sampling strategy for the test (all suspected cases,
169  systematic or random sampling, convenience sampling, or unreported), number of tested and
170  confirmed suspected cases, among other sample characteristics, if included. If only the

171  proportion positive and total number tested were reported, the number of confirmed cholera
172  cases was calculated by hand and rounded to the nearest whole number. If the surveillance
173  contained multiple timeframes, tested samples with multiple tests, or reported stratified results,
174  we extracted the data separately into different rows in the spreadsheet.

175 To identify overlapping samples, we manually reviewed all studies with overlapping
176 timeframes by country. We excluded studies that had shorter timeframes, fewer suspected
177  cases tested, less representative sampling methods, fewer confirmation tests, or reported

178  positive results by two tests but did not disaggregate. Within studies, when suspected and

179 confirmed cases were stratified multiple ways, we included the stratification by surveillance type
180 if available, followed by age, antibiotic use, dehydration status, year, geography, or sex, in that
181  order. When studies used multiple RDTs, we included results for Crystal VC (Arkray Healthcare
182  Puvt. Ltd, Gujarat, India) and direct rapid tests (as opposed to rapid tests performed after an
183  enrichment step) because these were the most common.

184 To identify any mistakes and ensure quality of the extracted data, we performed data
185 quality checks using a series of automated functions in R to identify implausible values (e.g.,
186  start date of study after end date, more cases positive than tested, lower age limit larger than
187  upper age limit) and missing required data. If impossible or missing values were found, the
188  entire extraction was double checked for accuracy and corrected by a single reviewer.

189 To assess whether different studies used methodologies that may have biased our

190 results, we plotted cholera positivity in the raw data by 1) diagnostic test used, 2) sampling
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191 method quality, and 3) suspected cholera case definition. In addition, we plotted the relationship
192  between cholera positivity in the raw data and 1) estimated suspected cholera incidence [2], 2)
193 the proportion of cases severely dehydrated, and 3) the proportion on antibiotics. We quantified
194  the correlation between these variables using Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient using the
195 spearman.ci function of the RVAideMemoire package in R [20]. Since these continuous variables
196  were only available in a subset of studies, we did not adjust for them in final analyses. All data
197  visualization was conducted using the ggplot2 package in R [21].

198 This study is reported as per the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and
199 Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) guideline (S1 Checklist). The review was not pre-registered, and a
200 formal public protocol was not prepared, although all study methods can be found in the

201  manuscript and supporting material.

202

203  Data analysis

204  Estimating sensitivity and specificity of cholera confirmation tests

205 We constructed a latent-class model to assess sensitivity and specificity of culture, PCR,
206 and RDT, assuming none had perfect performance. We fit a hierarchical conditional

207  dependence model, similar to that proposed by Wang et al., which takes into account potential
208  pairwise dependence between the tests that could occur if the tests have reduced performance
209 for similar reasons [22]. We performed inference in a Bayesian framework using Just Another
210 Gibbs Sampler (JAGS) through the rjags package in R [23,24]. We pooled estimates across four
211  published studies that reported cholera confirmation results for all three test methods [16,25—
212 27].

213 We used flat prior distributions on sensitivity and specificity of each test with a lower

214  bound set based on plausible values from the literature [15,16,25-27] (Table S1). We assumed
215 that culture had lower sensitivity than PCR and RDT because it depends on successful growth

216  of viable V. cholerae in the laboratory. We assumed that RDT had lower specificity than culture
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217 and PCR because it may have cross-reactivity with other antigens in the stool or defects that
218 lead to false positive results. For each prior, we selected a wider range than had been reported
219 in previous studies to allow for greater variation. We ran 4 chains of 100,000 iterations and

220 assessed convergence through visual inspection of traceplots and with the Gelman-Rubin R-hat
221  statistic.

222

223  Estimating V. cholerae positivity and sources of heterogeneity

224 We pooled estimates of V. cholerae positivity across all studies using a generalized

225 linear model with a study level random intercept, which allowed us to adjust for sensitivity and
226  specificity of the diagnostic tests as well as examine the contributions of study methodology
227  (i.e., whether the study used low vs. high quality sampling, and whether or not the study set a
228 minimum age in the suspected cholera case definition) and setting (whether surveillance was
229  routine or post-vaccination vs. initiated in response to an outbreak) on variation in positivity. To
230 estimate the proportion positive, overall and by strata, we marginalized over study-level random
231 effects. See Supplementary Methods for the full statistical model. We performed inference in a
232  Bayesian framework using CmdStanR version 0.5.2 as an interface to Stan for R [24,28]. We
233  additionally performed a sensitivity analysis where we shifted the prior set on the global

234  intercept (see Supplementary Methods). The odds of a suspected cholera case having a true V.
235 cholerae infection given each covariate were calculated as odds ratios by taking the mean and
236  95% credible interval of 8000 draws from the posterior distribution of each covariate’s

237  exponentiated coefficient. Odds ratios with 95% credible intervals that did not cross the value 1
238  were considered statistically significant.

239 To estimate the proportion of the variance in positivity attributable to true differences

240  between studies, beyond simple sampling error, we calculated the I° statistic [29] as

72

241 I? =

2+

10
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242  where 2 was between-study heterogeneity or the variance of the random effect by observation.

243  We calculated the within-study variance, v, [30] as:

o __G=D e
Cho)? - Zio?

244 where k was the number of studies or observations included in the meta-analysis, and w; =
245 1/v; where v; was the variance of the proportion positive by culture, PCR or RDT within each
246  study/observation. When multiple tests were used in a study, we used the maximum variance
247  estimate across the tests.

248

249  Data availability

250 All extracted and model input data as well as analytical code are available at

251  https://github.com/HopkinsIDD/cholera_positivity. This study was approved by the Johns

252  Hopkins University Institutional Review Board and Temple University Institutional Review Board.
253
254  Results

255 Study characteristics

256 We identified 131 studies that met our inclusion criteria (Figure 1). Of these, 119 studies
257  contained non-overlapping samples and were included in our analysis dataset [6,7,9,10,12—
258  14,16,25-27,31-131] and 12 were excluded from analysis due to overlaps [8,11,132-141]

259  (Figure 1). Of the 119 studies included in our analysis dataset, one reported data for more than
260  one sampling method [7], one for both outbreak and non-outbreak surveillance [37], and one for
261  outbreak and non-outbreak surveillance in six different countries [13]. We defined each of these
262  as separate entries in the dataset for a total of 132 observations.

263 The non-overlapping observations in our analysis dataset came from 30 countries and
264  were reported at different geographic levels, including the country level (n=16 observations) and

265 first (n=25), second (n=66), and third administrative levels (n=25) (Figure S1). Twelve studies

11
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266 reported data for multiple administrative units and three reported across multiple administrative
267  divisions within a country; the numbers above reflect the largest administrative division reported
268  per observation. Data were collected from 1992 through 2022 with most observations from

269  studies that completed sampling during 2015—2022 (n=53 observations), followed by 2010—
270 2014 (n=32), 2005—2009 (n=21), and 1997—2004 (n=17) (Figure S2). Nine studies were

271  missing sampling end dates. Most studies were conducted in South Asia and West, Central, and
272 East Africa, with additional studies from Haiti, Yemen, Iraq, Iran, Laos, Vietham, Papua New
273  Guinea, Algeria, and the Philippines (Figure S1).

274 Most of the observations were from surveillance studies (93/132, 70.5%), followed by
275  diagnostic test accuracy studies (28/132, 21.2%) and vaccine effectiveness studies (10/132,
276  7.6%) (Table 1). Twenty-eight percent (37/132) used high-quality sampling methods (i.e., tested
277  all suspected cases, a random sample, or systematically selected every nth suspected case),
278  while the remaining 72% (95/132) used convenience sampling or did not report the sampling
279  approach (Table 1). Even though most studies did not include V. cholerae positivity

280 disaggregated by individual-level characteristics, 24.2% (32/132) reported the proportion of

281  suspected cases under age five, 8.3% (11/132) reported the proportion severely dehydrated,
282  7.6% (10/132) reported the proportion on antibiotics, and one study reported all three (Table
283 S2).

284

285 V. cholerae positivity in unadjusted data

286 We found that reported V. cholerae positivity varied greatly across studies with an

287  interquartile range (IQR) of 30% to 60% (N = 165 observations of positivity; 25 of the 131

288  observations had positivity results for multiple tests) (Table 1). As expected, positivity varied by
289  diagnostic test used with a median positivity of 36% by culture (IQR, 27% to 55%; N = 121),
290 37% by PCR (IQR, 34% to 55%; N = 11), and 49% by RDT (IQR, 38% to 67%; N = 33), with

291  substantial overlap between distributions (Figure 2A). Positivity was higher across studies that

12
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292  used low quality or convenience sampling methods (median of 43%; N = 117; IQR, 33% to
293  62%) compared to those that used high quality or representative sampling (median of 35%;
294  IQR, 14% to 51%) (Figure 2B). Positivity increased with higher minimum ages in suspected
295 cholera case definitions (Figure 2C), and we found a modest negative correlation between

296  positivity and the proportion of suspected cases under five years old (Spearman r = -0.60; 95%
297  Confidence Interval (Cl): -0.81, -0.32; p < 0.001) (Figure S3A).

298 Unadjusted positivity was higher when surveillance was initiated in response to an

299 outbreak (median of 47%; IQR, 33% to 66%; N = 80) compared to situations where surveillance
300 was routine or post-vaccination (median of 35%; IQR 17% to 49%; N = 85) (Figure 2D). We
301 found limited evidence for differences in positivity by the 2010-2016 estimated mean annual
302  suspected case incidence rate in countries where these estimates were available (Figure S3B,
303  [2]).

304 We found a modest positive correlation between positivity and the proportion of

305  suspected cases severely dehydrated (Spearman r = 0.64; 95% CI: 0.22, 0.90; p = 0.001)

306  (Figure S3C). While not statistically significant, we found a weak negative correlation between
307  positivity and the proportion of suspected cases that had received antibiotics prior to testing
308 (Spearman r =-0.46; 95% CI. -0.83, 0.09; p = 0.07) (Figure S3D).

309

310 Adjusted underlying V. cholerae positivity

311 Since different imperfect diagnostic tests were used to confirm V. cholerae 01/0139, we
312  adjusted positivity estimates from each study to account for test performance. To estimate the
313  average performance of each type of diagnostic test, we pooled estimates of sensitivity and
314  specificity across four studies that reported detailed results for all three tests (see Methods).
315 This included data from Bangladesh [27], South Sudan [16], Kenya [25], and Zambia [26]. We
316 estimated an average sensitivity of 82.0% (95% Credible Interval (Crl): 37.5, 98.7) and

317  specificity of 94.3% (95% Crl: 81.5, 99.6) for culture, an average sensitivity of 85.1% (95% Crl:

13
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318 53.6%, 98.9%) and specificity of 94.2 (95% Crl: 81.8, 99.7) for PCR, and an average sensitivity
319  0f 90.4% (95% Crl: 55.2, 99.5) and specificity of 88.9% (95% Crl: 54.9, 99.4) for RDT (Figure
320 3A, Table S3).

321 After adjusting for diagnostic test performance, we estimated that 53% (95% Crl: 24%,
322  80%) of suspected cases tested were true V. cholerae 01/0139 infections across all studies
323  (Figure 3, Figure S4, Table S4). These estimates remained similar in sensitivity analysis with an
324  alternative prior distribution (Table S4).

325 With additional adjustments for study methodology (i.e., sampling quality and whether an
326  age minimum was set in suspected case definition), we estimated that V. cholerae positivity for
327  studies with high quality sampling methods was 46% (95% Crl: 19%, 76%) when no age

328  restriction was used and 68% (95% Crl: 33%, 98%) when a minimum age (typically 1 or 5 years
329 old) was incorporated into the case definition (Figure 3, Table S4). After adjusting for sampling
330 quality and whether or not surveillance was initiated in response to a cholera outbreak, we

331 estimated that V. cholerae positivity for studies with high quality sampling methods was 42%
332  (95% Crl: 12%, 77%) in non-outbreak settings and 78% (95% Crl: 40%, 99%) in outbreak

333  settings (Figure 3, Table S4).

334 We found substantial heterogeneity between studies (1> = >99.99% (95% Crl: >99.99%,
335  >99.99%: 0% = 0.96 (95% Crl: 0.94, 0.98)) (Figure 4). Adjusted underlying positivity rates

336 ranged from 0.008% (95% Crl: 0.0004%, 0.04%) for a high-quality study conducted during

337  routine surveillance in Bangladesh to 99.8% (95% Crl: 98.7%, 100.0%) for a ‘low-quality’ study
338 conducted during a cholera outbreak in Uganda (Figure 4).

339

340 Factors associated with variation in V. cholerae positivity

341 We then examined factors that could explain variation in V. cholerae positivity. After

342  adjusting for test performance, sampling quality, and outbreak setting, we found that setting any
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343 minimum age in the case definition (i.e., 1, 2, 5 or 10) was associated with 2.33 (95% Crl: 0.54,
344  6.40) times higher odds of a suspected cholera case having a true infection (Table S5).

345 We estimated that the odds of a suspected cholera case having a true V. cholerae

346  01/0139 infection were 5.71 (95% Crl: 1.53, 15.43) times higher when surveillance was

347 initiated in response to a cholera outbreak compared to non-outbreak surveillance, after

348  adjusting for test performance, sampling quality, and case definition (Table S5).

349

350 Discussion

351 Here we estimated that on average half of medically attended suspected cholera cases
352 represent true V. cholerae 01/0139 infections. We found that V. cholerae positivity was higher
353 when a minimum age was set in case definitions and when surveillance was initiated in

354  response to an outbreak. Additionally, we found substantial heterogeneity in V. cholerae

355  positivity between studies, so that simply multiplying the number of suspected cholera case
356  counts by this global proportion positive to estimate the true number of cases will not be

357  appropriate in most settings. To our knowledge, this is the first study to systematically

358  synthesize data globally to estimate overall V. cholerae positivity and examine factors that

359  contribute to variation in positivity.

360 A remaining question is why only about half of medically attended suspected cholera
361  cases represent true infections. It is possible that we overestimated test sensitivity and have not
362  fully accounted for false negatives; unfortunately, this is difficult to evaluate without a gold

363 standard diagnostic test. A portion of the remaining suspected cases could also be infections
364  with other enteric pathogens, especially those with similar transmission modes as cholera that
365 may have outbreaks or high levels of endemic transmission concurrently. For example, in Uvira,
366  Democratic Republic of the Congo, 36% of suspected cholera cases were positive for

367  Enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli and 28% for Cryptosporidium [10]. In rural Bangladesh, the

368  majority of acute watery diarrhea in children under 18 months was attributable to rotavirus, while
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369  older children were more often infected with V. cholerae [12]. In Haiti, 64% of acute watery

370 diarrhea cases tested positive for V. cholerae O1, 4% for rotavirus, and <1% for Shigella and
371  Salmonella, though rotavirus positivity was higher among children under five [11]. Thus, the
372  relative contribution of non-cholera watery diarrhea varies with age distribution and other

373 location-specific drivers of enteric infections.

374 One of the limitations of this study was that we could not account for all potential drivers
375  of V. cholerae positivity, which contributed to the large heterogeneity we found between studies.
376 In addition, V. cholerae positivity may be highest in the early stages of an outbreak [7,9,131],
377  but we could not account for this given the temporal resolution of our dataset. However, a

378  strength of our approach is that we pooled estimates from studies across diverse geographies,
379 time periods, and epidemiological contexts. A further potential limitation is that, without a gold
380 standard diagnostic test, sensitivity and specificity estimates may be biased if the tests are less
381  sensitive and/or specific for shared reasons. The hierarchical conditional dependence model we
382  used accounted for this pairwise dependence and increased uncertainty around our estimates
383 accordingly. This approach also allowed us to pool test performance estimates across studies
384  from four countries. Thus, to our knowledge, we adjusted our estimates for test sensitivity and
385  specificity using the best generic estimates available. Still, we likely overestimated sensitivity of
386  culture for settings where samples had to be sent to a reference lab. Variation in the timing of
387 tests in relation to when sample was taken could mean that one sensitivity and specificity

388 estimate per diagnostic method is not appropriate. For example, a recent study in Haiti found
389 that stool culture had a sensitivity of 33% during the waning phase of the 2018-2019 cholera
390 outbreak [142], which is much lower than previous estimates. Overall, we have high confidence
391 in our average estimates of V. cholerae positivity, despite the difficulty of accurately estimating
392  positivity in a new location/time/setting without confirmation tests.

393 These findings have several implications for cholera surveillance policy. The GTFCC

394  defines suspected cholera in areas where an outbreak has not yet been reported as acute
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395 watery diarrhea and severe dehydration or death in individuals two years and older [17]. Our
396 finding that setting any minimum age increases specificity for identifying a true V. cholerae
397 infection in suspected cases supports using an age restriction in this case definition. The

398  February 2023 interim guidance from the GTFCC on cholera surveillance provides concrete
399 recommendations for systematic and frequent testing of suspected cholera cases at the health
400 facility or surveillance unit scale [17]. Our finding of high variability in positivity across settings
401 and times lends support to these recommendations of systematically generating local data that
402  can be used to scale suspected to true cholera. Our finding that high quality sampling also
403 increases specificity for V. cholerae suggests that systematically selecting cases to test is

404  important for accurately evaluating endemic cholera. Finally, that V. cholerae positivity was
405 lower during non-outbreak surveillance suggests that systematic confirmation testing is

406  additionally important for understanding cholera burden and epidemiology in endemic, non-
407  outbreak settings where co-circulation of other enteric pathogens is common.

408 These estimates of V. cholerae positivity address one part of the challenge in

409  establishing the true burden of cholera: cases that are overcounted due to non-specific

410 suspected case definitions. A crucial next step will be to estimate missed cases due to care
411  seeking and poor clinical surveillance. This could be done in part through systematically

412  synthesizing data from studies of care seeking behavior for diarrheal symptoms (for example
413  [143,144]), including where potential cholera cases seek care (e.g., at pharmacies, traditional
414  healers, or hospitals). This could additionally be done through population representative surveys
415  and active case finding, similar to studies conducted in Haiti [145] and Tanzania [146],

416  respectively, which demonstrated higher mortality rates associated with cholera than had been
417  reported through passive surveillance. Together, these studies will help to understand whether
418 and to what degree missed cholera cases compensate for the biases described here in

419  overcounting.
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420 Ultimately, a better understanding of V. cholerae positivity will help us move towards
421  estimates of true cholera incidence and mortality. Given the large heterogeneity between

422  studies, it will be important to do this in a way that accounts for variation in V. cholerae positivity
423  between sites. Moreover, the proportion of suspected cholera cases missed because of milder
424  symptoms or barriers to healthcare seeking needs to be estimated and accounted for. Such
425  estimates will provide crucial information to guide the allocation of limited resources such as
426  vaccines in a way that most effectively supports cholera prevention and control.
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899  Table 1. Study characteristics

900  Number of observations included in the dataset with each study characteristic.

Category Characteristic Number of Percent of

observations observations
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(n=132)
Study design Surveillance 93 70.5
Diagnostic test accuracy 28 21.2
Vaccine effectiveness 10 7.6
Randomized control trial 1 0.8
Sampling method quality High 37 28.0
Low 95 72.0
Percent of suspected cases 0-4 12 9.1
tested 5-49 32 24.2
50-95 27 20.5
295 30 22.7
Not reported 31 23.5
Number of tests used (of 1 106 80.3
culture, PCR, and/or RDT)* 5 19 14.4
>3 7 5.3
Number of suspected cases 1-9' 1 0.8
tested 10-99 37 28.0
100-999 55 41.7
21000 39 29.5
901 Tone multi-country surveillance study overall tested 210 suspected cholera cases for

902 V. cholerae 01/0139 but reported fewer than 10 tested in one country.

903 *PCR = Polymerase Chain Reaction; RDT = Rapid Diagnostic Test
904

905 Figure legends
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906 Figure 1. PRISMA flow diagram

907 Diagram illustrating literature selection process, including databases searched, literature

908  screened, and full texts reviewed for eligibility. Reasons for exclusion are indicated along with
909 the number of studies that fell within each category.

910

911 Figure 2. Vibrio cholerae positivity by study methodology and outbreak context

912  Proportion of suspected cholera cases that were confirmed positive by A) diagnostic test type,
913  B) quality of sampling methods, where "high" includes all suspected cases or a random or

914  stratified sample and "low" includes convenience or unreported sampling methods, C) age

915 minimum in suspected case definition, where "0" indicates that no minimum age was set, and D)
916  whether surveillance was initiated in response to an outbreak or whether it was routine

917  surveillance or non-outbreak. Each point is an observation. Boxes represent the median and
918 interquartile range of positivity for each group. Lines extend from the top and bottom of box to
919 the largest positivity value no further than 1.5 * IQR from the box.

920

921 Figure 3. Estimated underlying V. cholerae positivity

922  A) Posterior distributions of pooled percent sensitivity and specificity of culture (top), PCR

923 (middle), and RDT (bottom) for detecting V. cholerae O1/0139 infections in suspected cholera
924  cases. Dashed lines represent mean values of each distribution. B) “Unadjusted” is mean V.
925 cholerae positivity (95% credible interval) from random effects meta-analysis without

926  adjustments for test performance. “Adjusted for test performance” is estimated mean V.

927  cholerae positivity (95% credible interval), adjusted for sensitivity/specificity of the tests. High-
928  quality stratified estimates corresponds to post-stratified estimates of V. cholerae positivity for
929  studies that use high quality sampling methods and whether or not an age minimum was set in
930 the suspected case definition, as well as whether or not surveillance was initiated in response to

931 an outbreak.

32


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.05.22280736
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.05.22280736; this version posted August 3, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

932

933  Figure 4. Forest plot of study estimates and underlying positivity

934  Black points indicate mean study-level underlying positivity and 95% Credible Interval (Crl).

935 Teal, orange, and purple points indicate the proportion positive reported by study for culture,
936 PCR, and RDT, respectively, and corresponding error bars indicate 95% confidence interval for
937  a binomial probability using the normal approximation [147]. Studies are labeled by country

938 ISO3 code, whether they used high quality sampling methods, and whether a minimum age was
939 setin the suspected cholera case definition. Studies are split into outbreak and non-outbreak for

940 ease of interpretation.
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