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9 Abstract

10 Mass gatherings frequently include close, prolonged interactions between people, which 

11 presents opportunities for infectious disease transmission. Over 20,000 pilgrims gathered at 

12 Namugongo Catholic and Protestant shrines to commemorate 2022 Uganda Martyr’s Day. 

13 We described syndromes suggestive of key priority diseases particularly COVID–19 and viral 

14 hemorrhagic fever (VHF) among visiting pilgrims during May 25−June 5, 2022. A suspected 

15 COVID–19 case was defined as ≥2 signs or symptoms of: fever >37.50C, flu, cough, and 

16 difficulty in breathing whereas a suspected VHF case was defined as fever >37.50C and 

17 unexplained bleeding among pilgrims who visited Namugongo Catholic and Protestant 

18 shrines from May 25 to June 5, 2022. Pilgrims were sampled systematically at entrances and 

19 demarcated zonal areas to participate in the survey. Additionally, we extracted secondary data 

20 on pilgrims who sought emergency medical services from Health Management Information 

21 System registers. Descriptive analysis was conducted to identify syndromes suggestive of key 

22 priority diseases based on signs and symptoms. Among 1,350 pilgrims interviewed, 767 (57%) 

23 were female. The mean age was 37.9 (±17.9) years. Nearly all pilgrims 1,331 (98.6%) were 

24 Ugandans. A total of 236 (18%) reported ≥1 case definition symptom and 25 (2%) reported 

25 ≥2 symptoms. Twenty-two (1.6%) were suspected COVID–19 cases and three (0.2%) were 

26 suspected VHF cases from different regions of Uganda. Among 5,582 pilgrims who sought 
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27 medical care from tents, 538 (9.6%) had suspected COVID–19 and one had suspected VHF. 

28 Almost one in fifty pilgrims at the 2022 Uganda Martyrs’ commemoration had at least one 

29 symptom of COVID–19 or VHF. Overall, we identified 4 Viral Hemorrhagic Fever and 560 

30 COVID-19 suspected cases during the 2022 Uganda Martyrs’ commemoration. Intensified 

31 syndromic surveillance and planned laboratory testing capacity at mass gatherings is important 

32 for early detection of public health emergencies that could stem from such events.

33 Keywords: Syndromic surveillance, Mass gathering, Uganda

34 Background

35 According to the World Health Organization (WHO), a mass gathering is an event, either 

36 organized or spontaneous, characterized by concentration of people at a specific location for a 

37 specific purpose over a set period of time and has the potential to strain planning and 

38 response resources of the host country or community (1). During mass gatherings, 

39 overcrowding of attendees and influx of non-local travelers may present favourable and 

40 conducive environments for close, prolonged and frequent interactions increasing the 

41 opportunities for infectious disease transmission. What is quite challenging is that any adverse 

42 health outcome associated with mass gatherings would most likely be magnified by media and 

43 political attention. Furthermore, occurrence of a disease outbreak at or during an 

44 international mass gathering has an increased potential for spreading to neighboring countries 

45 or even globally; thus, the need for reporting under the 2005 International Health 

46 Regulations (2). Influx of people during mass gatherings impacts a strain on existing 

47 surveillance and response systems. This presents a challenge to the hosting community or 

48 country to strengthen surveillance and response systems during preparation, operational and 

49 post-event phases of mass gatherings.

50 Syndromic surveillance — the utilization of health-related data based on clinical observations 

51 and symptoms rather than confirmed diagnosis, can serve as an effective strategy for 
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52 appropriate real time monitoring, early detection and timely response to public health events 

53 during mass gatherings (1, 3, 4). A provisional diagnosis or a “syndrome” can be established 

54 through synthesis of a group of symptoms and clinical observations which consistently occur 

55 together. During mass gatherings, syndromic surveillance has been implemented through 

56 surveys – recording symptoms, review of medical registers completed by medical teams and 

57 utilization of automated alert systems; followed by real-time analysis of data to generate 

58 incident reports necessary for informing timely response actions (5). To date, syndromic 

59 surveillance has been utilized in several mass gathering settings: 2002 Winter Olympic Games 

60 in Salt Lake City; 2012 Summer Olympic and Paralympic Games in London; 8th Micronesian 

61 Games in 2014, 2015 Los Angeles Special Olympic World Games; religious mass gatherings in 

62 Southern India; 2016 Grand Magal of Touba in Senegal; and 2016 Arbaeenia mass gathering 

63 in Iraq (3, 5-8). 

64 Every year, in June, pilgrims from Uganda and neighboring countries gather at Namugongo 

65 Catholic and Protestant shrines to commemorate the lives of Uganda Martyrs. In 2020 and 

66 2021, Uganda Martyrs’ Day was not physically commemorated due to stringent strategies 

67 deployed by Ministry of Health to curb the spread of the COVID–19 pandemic during mass 

68 gatherings. In February 2022, the Ugandan Government relaxed the restrictions that had been 

69 put in place to control COVID–19 thus approving full economy operation. Following the 

70 relaxation of the COVID–19 restrictions, catholic and protestant religious bodies were 

71 permitted to organize the commemoration of Uganda Martyr’s Day, a historical religious event 

72 that calls for a mass gathering at Namugongo Catholic and Protestant shrines from May 25 to 

73 June 5, 2022. Due to the distances people travel to attend this event, an infectious disease 

74 outbreak that starts during this mass gathering has high potential to spread to neighboring 

75 districts or even to other countries. 

76 During the commemoration of the Uganda Martyrs in 2022, the Ministry of Health in 

77 collaboration with the Uganda Catholic and Protestant Medical Bureaus provided health 
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78 services, including on-site emergency medical services in designated tents from May 25 to June 

79 5, 2022. The Ministry of Health also provided Health Management Information System 

80 registers where data for pilgrims who sought medical care were captured by the medical teams 

81 to achieve harmonized reporting from the different institutions. Additionally, the National 

82 Rapid Response Team of the Ministry of Health were assigned to conduct syndromic 

83 surveillance for key priority diseases during the event. In this context, we described syndromes 

84 suggestive of key priority diseases among visiting pilgrims from May 25 to June 5, 2022 to 

85 inform future planning for mass gatherings in Uganda. 

86 Methods

87 Study design

88 We adopted the cross-sectional study design to describe syndromes suggestive of key priority 

89 diseases among visiting pilgrims from May 25 to June 5, 2022.

90 Study setting and study population

91 This assessment was conducted among over 20,000 visiting pilgrims from Uganda and 

92 neighboring countries gathered at Namugongo Catholic and Protestant shrines located in 

93 Namugongo Division, Wakiso District, Uganda. On–site emergency medical services were 

94 provided in designated tents from May 25 to June 5, 2022 by medical teams comprising 

95 emergency medicine specialists, doctors, nurses, laboratory attendants, and ambulance teams 

96 from Ministry of Health, Mulago National Referral Hospital, St. Francis Hospital Nsambya, 

97 Uganda Martyrs Hospital Rubaga, Uganda People’s Defence Forces, Uganda Police Force, 

98 Uganda Red Cross Society, St. John’s Ambulance, Holy Family Virika Hospital, Mengo 

99 Hospital, Zia Angellina Health Centre, and St. Stephens Hospital. 

100 Data collection

101 We utilized two different methods for data collection. First, we conducted a survey among 

102 pilgrims at the Catholic and Protestant shrines based on signs and symptoms for key priority 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 5, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.26.23290598doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.26.23290598
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


5

103 diseases from June 2−5, 2022. The data collection tool was developed in KoboCollect based 

104 on signs and symptoms for selected priority diseases: COVID–19 and VHFs inclusive of Ebola 

105 Virus Disease, Crimean Congo Hemorrhagic Fever, Yellow Fever, Rift Valley Fever, and 

106 Marburg Hemorrhagic Fever. Signs and symptoms investigated were based on suspect case 

107 definitions as per the National Technical Guidelines for Integrated Disease Surveillance and 

108 Response. Signs and symptoms under investigation were: fever (temperature >37.5oC), cough, 

109 flu, headache, generalized body weakness, difficulty in breathing, jaundice, fainting or sudden 

110 collapse, and unexplained bleeding. Any other signs and symptoms reported by the 

111 participants were also recorded by the surveillance officers. 

112 We sampled systematically every 10th pilgrim in the line at main entrance gates. Other 

113 pilgrims were selected randomly from demarcated zonal areas. Verbal informed consent was 

114 obtained from participants prior to interviews. Overall, surveillance officers from Makerere 

115 University School of Public Health interviewed 1,350 pilgrims who voluntarily participated in 

116 the survey. Survey data were downloaded in the Excel (.xls) format from the KoboCollect 

117 server and processed for analysis. Second, we conducted records review based on the on-site 

118 emergency medical services provided at the Catholic and Protestant shrines from May 25 to 

119 June 5, 2022. We extracted all the available data on 5,582 pilgrims who sought medical care 

120 from Health Management Information System registers for review including age, sex, district 

121 of residence, signs and symptoms or provisional diagnosis. 

122 Data analysis

123 We conducted univariate data analysis using Epi Info 7 software (CDC, Atlanta, USA) to 

124 obtain frequencies of demographic characteristics and syndromes suggestive of public health 

125 emergencies among pilgrims who participated in the survey or sought care from the medical 

126 tents. Only syndromes suggestive of key priority diseases were of interest to the investigative 

127 team. At analysis phase, a suspected COVID–19 case was defined as ≥2 signs or symptoms of: 

128 fever >37.50C, flu, cough, and difficulty breathing whereas a suspected VHF case was defined 
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129 as fever >37.50C and unexplained bleeding among pilgrims who visited Namugongo Catholic 

130 and Protestant shrines from May 25 to June 5, 2022. 

131 Ethical considerations

132 This investigation was in response to an annually commemorated mass gathering and was 

133 therefore determined to be non-research. The Ministry of Health (MoH) gave the directive to 

134 conduct syndromic surveillance during this religious event. The Office of the Associate 

135 Director for Science, Centres of Disease Control and Prevention/Uganda, also determined 

136 that this activity was not human subject research, and its primary intent was public health 

137 practice or a disease control activity (specifically, epidemic or endemic disease control activity). 

138 Verbal consent in English and the local language was sought from pilgrims before 

139 participation in the survey. They were informed that their participation was voluntary and 

140 their refusal would not result in any negative consequences. Pilgrims were assigned unique 

141 identifiers instead of using their names to protect the confidentiality of the respondents. 

142 Administrative clearance to extract patient data from Health Management Information System 

143 registers was obtained from the Ministry of Health. All methods were performed in 

144 accordance with the approval and administrative clearance.

145 Results 

146 Characteristics of pilgrims who participated in the survey during the Uganda Martyrs’ 

147 commemoration mass gathering, June 2−5, 2022 

148 Among the 1,350 pilgrims who participated in the survey, 767 (56.8%) were females. Nearly 

149 all pilgrims 1,331 (98.6%) were Ugandans. The majority of pilgrims 1,157 (85.7%) visited the 

150 Catholic shrine (Table 1).

151
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152 Table 1: Characteristics of pilgrims who participated in the survey during the Uganda 

153 Martyrs’ commemoration mass gathering, June 2−5, 2022

Characteristic Frequency (n = 1,350) Percentage (%)

Age*   *Median age (IQR): 35 (25 – 49)      Mean Age (SD): 37.9 (17.6)

<18 years 85 6.3

18–29 years 409 30.3

30–39 years 284 21.0

40–49 years 237 17.6

≥50 years 335 24.8

Sex 

Male 583 43.2

Female 767 56.8

Country of residence

Uganda 1,331 98.6

Kenya 9 0.7

South Sudan 4 0.3

Rwanda 2 0.2

Democratic Republic of Congo 1 0.1

Nigeria 3 0.2

Religious site visited

Catholic shrine 1,157 85.7

Protestant shrine 153 14.3

154

155 Characteristics of pilgrims sought medical care from medical tents during the Uganda 

156 Martyrs’ commemoration mass gathering, May 25−June 5, 2022
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157 Among the 5,582 pilgrims who sought medical care from the medical tents 3,901 (70.1%) 

158 were females whereas 1,521 (27.5%) were aged ≥50 years (Table 2). Age was not recorded 

159 among 57 pilgrims who sought medical care from the medical tents.

160 Table 2: Characteristics of pilgrims who sought medical care from medical tents during the 

161 Uganda Martyrs’ commemoration mass gathering, May 25–June 5, 2022

Characteristics Frequency (n = 5,582) Percentage (%)

Age* (n = 5,525) *Median age (IQR): 38 (25 - 51)   Mean Age (SD): 38.6 (18.0) 

<18 years 726 13.1

18–29 years 1,143 20.7

30–39 years 1,051 19.0

40–49 years 1,084 19.6

≥50 years 1,521 27.5

Sex 

Male 1,668 29.9

Female 3,914 70.1

Chronic illness

Diabetes 33 0.6

Hypertension 111 2.0

162 Suspected priority diseases

163 Among the 1,350 pilgrims who participated in the survey, 653 (48.4%) reported at least one 

164 sign or symptom during their visit to the Catholic and Protestant shrines. Of these, 236 (18%) 

165 reported ≥1 suspected COVID–19 and VHF case definition signs and symptoms and 25 (2%) 

166 reported ≥2 symptoms (Figure 1). Twenty-two (1.6%) were suspected COVID–19 cases and 

167 three (0.2%) were suspected VHF cases from different regions of Uganda, two were bleeding 

168 from the nose and one had bloody vomitus and urine.  

169
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Figure 1: Schema showing suspected priority diseases among pilgrims who participated in 

the survey during the Uganda Martyrs’ commemoration mass gathering, May 25–June 5, 

2022

170 Among 5,582 pilgrims who sought care at the medical tents, 3,796 records specified the 

171 presenting signs and symptoms whereas 1,786 records did not have specified signs and 

172 symptoms but only had a provisional diagnosis based on the clinician’s assessment. Of 3,796 

173 records, 539 pilgrims reported atleast 2 symptoms suggestive of key priority diseases. Of these, 

174 538 (9.6%) had suspected COVID–19 and one had suspected VHF with bloody vomitus 

175 (Figure 2). 
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Figure 2: Schema showing suspected priority diseases among pilgrims who sought medical 

care from medical tents during the Uganda Martyrs’ commemoration mass gathering, 

May 25–June 5, 2022

176 Discussion

177 In this study, we described syndromes suggestive of key priority diseases among visiting 

178 pilgrims from May 25−June 5, 2022 to inform future planning for mass gatherings in Uganda. 

179 We identified 4 VHF and 560 COVID–19 suspected cases through syndromic surveillance 

180 during the 2022 Uganda Martyrs’ commemoration. Similarly, previous incidences of 

181 outbreaks have been reported following festive, religious and sporting-related mass gatherings 

182 including a COVID–19 outbreak after festivities in Spain; outbreaks of diarrheal diseases 

183 during the 2019 Hijja pilgrimage in Saudi Arabia; mumps following festive activities in Austria 

184 and Spain; measles after an international youth sporting event in United States of America; 

185 meningococcal disease associated with the 23rd World Scout Jamboree gathering in Japan; 

186 and influenza H1N1 outbreaks after music festivals in Belgium and Hungary (1, 10-15). Mass 

187 gatherings have been highly characterized as transmission sites for infectious diseases due to 
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188 close proximity and rapid and possibility of dissemination of infectious agents after the mass 

189 dispersion to different locations (16). 

190 During the COVID–19 pandemic, mass gatherings were highlighted among the sources of 

191 transmission due to overcrowding and close interaction between attendees. In 2020, a social 

192 gathering at Church X provided an opportunity for a COVID–19 superspreading event in 

193 Omoro District, Northern Uganda (17). A recent systematic review reported that religious 

194 gatherings in places of worship were vital in COVID–19 transmission accounting for over 50 

195 worship related clusters especially during the first wave of the pandemic (18). Mass gatherings 

196 have been significantly associated with COVID–19 transmission (10, 19-21). It should also be 

197 noted that risk of transmission of infectious diseases could be partly influenced by the type, 

198 venue, location and demographics of participants who attend the mass gatherings (22-24). 

199 Evidence of COVID–19 transmission during mass gatherings has also been reported in 

200 Malaysia during the Sri Petaling Moslem Missionary Movement (25). Due to such scenarios, 

201 the WHO published interventions which should be implemented to mitigate the spread of 

202 COVID–19 during mass gatherings (26).

203 Limited evidence has been presented on the incidence of VHFs during mass gatherings. 

204 However, there is still need for great vigilance since most VHFs are largely characterized by 

205 person to person transmission which could be highly favored by the close contact between 

206 attendees during mass gatherings. Experience from mass gathering events held during the 

207 West African Ebola epidemic illustrates that these events can be held safely provided 

208 interventions are instituted for enhanced surveillance and response systems for infectious 

209 diseases (27). This underscores the urgent need of implementing effective measures to mitigate 

210 the spread of any VHF during such annual mass gatherings.

211 However, there were only seventeen trained surveillance officers despite the masses at the 

212 Namugongo Protestant and Catholic shrines, who started administering the survey 

213 questionnaire on June 2, 2022 instead of having commenced on the May 25, 2022, at the time 
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214 when pilgrims started gathering. Therefore, it was difficult to generalize the findings on the 

215 signs and symptoms for selected priority diseases to the entire population that converged 

216 during the 2022 Uganda Martyrs’ commemoration. Additionally, 1,786 out of 5,582 records 

217 did not have specified signs and symptoms but only had a provisional diagnosis based on the 

218 clinician’s assessment. We could not categorize these pilgrims under any of the key priority 

219 diseases since they did not have specified signs and symptoms; which could have 

220 underestimated the syndromes suggestive of key priority diseases.

221 Conclusion

222 Almost one in fifty pilgrims at the 2022 Uganda Martyrs’ commemoration had symptoms of 

223 COVID–19 or VHF. Overall, we identified 4 Viral Hemorrhagic Fever and 560 COVID-19 

224 suspected cases during the 2022 Uganda Martyrs’ commemoration. Unfortunately, none of 

225 the suspected COVID–19 or VHF cases were tested and we do not know what condition they 

226 had. While we have no evidence that the suspected VHF cases had any link to the 2022 Ebola 

227 Virus Disease outbreak in Uganda, it is clear from these findings that a surveillance system at 

228 mass gatherings and the ability to actively respond to possible cases is critical. It is important 

229 for us to prioritize intensified syndromic surveillance during mass gatherings to ensure that we 

230 reduce the risk for an outbreak at mass gatherings in Uganda and reduce the impact if one 

231 should occur. Furthermore, there is utmost need to set up isolation facilities for any suspected 

232 cases and provide laboratory testing capacity to facilitate early detection and response to 

233 priority key diseases that could stem from such events.
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