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Abstract

Background

Plantar ulcers are a leading complication of leprosy that requires frequent visits to hospital
and is associated with stigma. The extent of burden of ulcers in leprosy and its risk factors
are scant impeding the development of targeted interventions to prevent and promote
healing of ulcers. The aim of this review is to generate evidence on the prevalence of plantar

ulcer and its risk factors in leprosy.
Methodology/Principal findings

Databases (Medline, Embase, Web of Science, CINAHL, BVS), conference abstracts and
reference lists were searched for eligible studies. Studies were included that reported a
point prevalence of plantar ulcer and/or its “risk factors” associated with development of
ulcers (either causatively or predictively), including individual level, disease related and bio-
mechanical factors. We followed PRISMA guidelines for this review. Random-effects meta-
analysis was undertaken to estimate the pooled point prevalence of ulcers. Reported risk
factors in included studies were narratively synthesised. This review is registered in
PROSPERO: CRD42022316726.

Overall, 15 studies (8 for prevalence of ulcer and 7 for risk factors) met the inclusion criteria.
The pooled point prevalence of ulcer was 34% (95% Cls: 21%, 46%) and 7% (95% Cls: 4%,
11%) among those with foot anaesthesia and among all people affected by leprosy,
respectively. Risk factors for developing ulcers included: unable to feel 10 grams of
monofilament on sensory testing, pronated/hyper-pronated foot, foot with peak plantar
pressure, foot with severe deformities, and those with lower education and the

unemployed.
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Conclusions/Significance

The prevalence of plantar ulceration in leprosy is as high as 34% among those with loss of
sensation in the feet. However, the incidence and recurrence rates of ulceration are least
reported. The inability to feel 10 grams of monofilament appears to be a strong predictor of
those at risk of developing ulcers. However, there is a paucity of evidence on identifying
those at risk of developing plantar ulcers in leprosy. Prospective studies are needed to
estimate the incidence of ulcers. Identifying individuals at risk of ulcers will help design

targeted interventions to minimize risk factors, prevent ulcers and promote ulcer healing.

Key words: Plantar ulcers, leprosy, Prevalence of ulcer, plantar pressure
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Authors summary

Foot ulcers are a common complication for individuals with loss of foot sensation due to
leprosy and are a primary source of stigma. This review found that approximately 34% of
those suffering from such sensory loss, and 7% of all those affected by leprosy, have ulcers.
These figures can provide a baseline for evaluating ulcer prevention or healing
interventions. However, lack of data on the incidence and recurrence of ulcers impedes a
comprehensive understanding of the burden of foot ulcer. The underlying process for
plantar ulcer development in leprosy remains least studied, restricting the potential for
targeted preventative measures. This review noted that males and those of lower socio-
economic status afflicted with leprosy are more prone to ulcer development. An inability to
perceive a force of 10 grams (touch sensation) on the sole of the foot found to be a sensitive
indicator for ulcer development. Inward rolling of the foot while walking, which increases
pressure on the foot’s inner side, also heightens ulcer risks on these high-pressure areas.
Future studies will illuminate the ulcer development process, aiding in identifying individuals

at higher risk of developing ulcers.
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Introduction

Leprosy is a neglected and often stigmatised disease. It is more prevalent among those of
young and middle age [1] and affected individuals may have to live with life-long disability
due to the chronic nature of its impairments. Annually, 30% to 40% of newly diagnosed
leprosy patients develop disabilities.[2] It is estimated that the prevalence of grade 2
disability according to WHO classification of impairments (visible impairments at the time of
diagnosis) due to leprosy to be over 1 million worldwide by the year 2020.[3] The Posterior
Tibial nerve damage has been reported to be affected in as high as 68% in people affected
by leprosy [4] with varying rates among new cases [5-7] leading to loss of sensation in the
foot and development of plantar ulcers. The recurrence of such ulcers leads to destruction
of the bones of the foot, subsequent amputation [8], and in some squamous cell carcinoma
[9]. The presence of ulcer is also associated with stigma [10] and the recurrent nature of
ulcers affects participation in social life of the affected person [11]. While plantar ulcers can
be prevented with appropriate and timely intervention [12-14], the lack of epidemiological
literature describing the incidence, prevalence and factors associated with the plantar ulcer,
limits the scope for designing and evaluating preventative interventions[15]. Reliable data
on the prevalence and incidence of plantar ulcer will serve as baseline to study the effects of

the interventions and compare between the interventions.

The aetiology of plantar ulcer is multifactorial. The loss of protective sensation in particular
(defined as an inability to feel 10 grams of force),[16] foot deformities, and a resulting
abnormal pressure distribution in plantar aspect of the foot are some of documented risk

factors for ulcer [17, 18]. The role of occupation, activity level and other demographic
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factors are not known. Better understanding of the prevalence and risk factors for

neuropathic ulcer development would help identify those at risk to provide targeted

interventions, such as the provision of foot orthoses [19], customized footwear

modifications, and self-care interventions at the community level. Therefore, we conducted

a systematic review of primary epidemiological studies in people affected by leprosy with

the aim of answering the questions: 1) What is the prevalence of plantar ulcer in the foot

among people affected by leprosy and 2) What are the risk factors for development of

plantar ulcers among people affected by leprosy?
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9¢ Methods

99  Protocol and registrations

100 This review was registered on PROSPERO (CRD42022316726) and the protocol is provided in
101  the supplementary information (S1 Text). We adapted the PRISMA guideline [20] for this

102  review [21].
103  Search strategy and study selection

104  We performed searches in the following databases MEDLINE, EMBASE, Web of science,
105  CINAHL, and Biblioteca Virtual de Saude. In addition, we looked for unpublished resources
106 like conference abstracts and screened reference lists of identified studies to be included in
107 the review. We contacted the corresponding author of the selected studies to obtain full
108 texts or for obtaining additional data. We used three keywords: ‘leprosy’, ‘ulcers’ and ‘risk
109 factors’, along with related terms, in the search strategies combining medical subject

110  headings (MeSH) and keywords. The search strategy is shown in the Supplementary

111  information (S2 Text).

112

113  We included studies of any design that reported a point prevalence of plantar ulcer among
114  people affected by leprosy. There was no restriction based on geographical location of the
115  studies being carried out. We included studies from 1990 as a focus on disability prevention
116  gained importance during this period after the introduction and success of multi-drug

117  therapy in controlling the disease in 1983. Studies were excluded if they were case reports,
118 editorials, letter to editors, qualitative studies and without available full texts. Articles in
119  foreign languages where an English translation was not available were excluded.

120
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121  The results of all searches were saved using reference manager software (Endnote 20) to
122  identify and remove duplicates. Remaining articles were screened for inclusion in the review
123 by screening title and abstract to be included for full text review. Two authors (KG and JD)

124  screened studies and extracted data independently. A third reviewer checked and resolved

125  discrepancies and disagreements.
126 Quality assessment

127  The quality of included studies was assessed using the risk of bias tools for prevalence

128  studies recommended by Hoy, Brooks [22]. To assess quality for studies of nonrandomized
129  study designs such as before-after studies, cohort studies and case-control studies (only for
130  risk factor part of the review), we used Risk of Bias Assessment tool for Nonrandomized
131  Studies (RoBANS) [23]. The quality assessment was done independently by two authors (KG
132  and JD) and discrepancies were resolved through consensus. All the eligible studies were
133  included in the final analysis to calculate the pooled prevalence of plantar ulcer. We did not
134  exclude any studies based on assessment of risk of bias but were used to categorize eligible
135  studies as low to moderate risk and high risk to perform a sub-group analysis.

136
137 Data extraction

138  Data were extracted into standardized database in MS Excel spreadsheet. For the

139  prevalence of plantar ulcer, the data extraction variable included author name, year of
140 publication, region/country (the area where the study was conducted), study setting

141  (hospital/community), rural area/urban area, study design, sample size, study population,
142  number of participants with loss of sensation in the foot and number of participants with

143  outcome (ulcer). For the risk factors for plantar ulcers, we extracted relevant data for
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144  narrative synthesis using quantitative data on risk factor for ulcer development which was
145  categorized as causative and predictive variables as shown in the Table 1.

146

147  Table 1: Risk factors for neuropathic ulcer in leprosy

Variables Causative Predictive
Demographic e Higher age group
e Gender
e Occupation
e Education level

Disease e Loss of touch e Previous ulcer
related and sensation in the sole e High plantar pressure
bio- of the foot e Foot drop
mechanical e Higher vibration e Gross damage to bones of the joint
factors perception threshold | e callus/cracks
e Loss of sweating ¢ non-adherence to wearing footwear / self-
care

e Duration of disease

148
149 Data synthesis and analysis plan

150 The point prevalence of plantar ulcer in the feet was calculated using number of persons
151 reported in the study with plantar ulcer as numerator. We reported the point prevalence of
152  neuropathic plantar ulcer with two different denominators as 1) among people with loss of
153  sensation in the foot due to leprosy and 2) among all people affected by leprosy. Where

154  only a prevalence is reported and not the numerator or denominator data, we looked for
155 the definition of the denominator population to ascertain. We calculated the 95%

156  confidence intervals using the standard binomial formula. We conducted a random-effects
157  Beta-binomial meta-analysis to estimate the pooled point prevalence of neuropathic ulcer in
158 the two populations (in those with neuropathy and in all patients affected by leprosy). We

159  estimated the /? statistic to examine between-study heterogeneity. We presented the
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160 pooled analysis as forest plot for all eligible studies and disaggregated based on the risk of
161  bias assessment as low to moderate risk and high risk of bias.
162
163  We conducted a narrative synthesis of quantitative data on risk factors for development of
164  neuropathic plantar ulcer. We anticipated heterogeneity between studies in their
165 methodological, statistical, and clinical approaches. For example, the plantar pressure was
166 reported as continuous variable as peak plantar pressure or as binary/ordinal variables as
167 low, normal, and high as compared to normal foot or foot with loss of sensation but without
168 ulcer. Similarly, the loss of sensation in the foot may be ascertained using monofilament or
169  ball-point pen. These risk factors were examined in heterogeneous patient groups. We
170  stratified and combined the studies based on risk factors, population, and method of
171  analysis. We then narrated the association between these factors with the outcome (ulcer)

172  to synthesise evidence.

173

10
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174 Results

175  Our search returned a total of 1,397 studies; of them 1,345 were excluded after removal of
176  duplicates (505) and screening of title and abstract (830), leaving 62 eligible full text articles.
177  We excluded 50 studies (S3 Text), leaving eight articles reporting prevalence of ulcer and
178  seven articles reporting risk factors for ulcer were included in the final review. A detail of
179  eligible studies included in the review are shown in the PRISMA flow chart (Fig 1). The

180 summary of included studies to estimate the prevalence of ulcer is shown in Table 2. All

181  studies included in the review of prevalence of plantar ulcer were hospital-based studies
182  except one from community-based setting.

183

11
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Records identified Records identified
from databases from other sources*
§ (n=1395) (n=2)
g i 7
O
g
3
= Records identified:
(n=1397)
N’
\ 4
Records screened — abstract and title
(n=892)
\4
'én Reports sought for retrieval of full text
s -
o (n=62)
Reports assessed for eligibility
(n=44)
N’
\ 4
e Studies included in review for
3 prevalence of ulcer (n = 8) and
£ risk factor for ulcer (n=7)
N’

Records removed before screening:
e Duplicate records removed (n = 505)
e Records marked as ineligible by automation
tools (n=0)
e Records removed for other reasons (n = 0)

Records excluded
(n=830)

e  Full text report not available & other than
English language (n=6)

e Other than English language (n=6)

e  Conference abstract —incomplete data (n=6)

Reports excluded:
e  Denominator not available (n=8)
e  Wrong outcome / wrong population (n=21)

* Studies identified from screening reference lists of included studies for full text review

Figure 1: Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA)

flow diagram of the study selection process

12
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202

Table 2: Summary of studies included in the review for prevalence of ulcer

number
Number of with loss Modality of | number .
study | Rural/ Study people . of . Point of
Study Country . . Study population . sensory with
setting | Urban design affected by sensation . assessment
. testing ulcer
leprosy in the
foot
lyere BB Nigeria Hospital | Mixed | Cross- 410 All leprosy 108 Ballpoint pen 65 At diagnosis
(1990)[24] sectional patients reported
to hospital
Schipper A Nepal Hospital | Mixed | Cross- 260 All leprosy 58 10gms 26 At diagnosis
(1994)[25] sectional patients reported
to hospital
LiJL (2008)[26] | China Commu | Mixed | Cross- Not All those with 81 Ballpoint pen 24 After MDT
nity sectional available | foot anesthesia in
one or both the
foot
Sarkar J India Hospital | Mixed | Cross- 244 All leprosy 34 Ballpoint pen 17 At diagnosis
(2012)[27] sectional patients reported
to hospital
Freire de Brazil Hospital | Mixed | Cohort 414 All leprosy 152 10gms 21 At diagnosis
Santana patients reported
(2018)[28] to hospital
138 9 At
completion
of MDT
Soomro FR Pakistan | Hospital | Mixed | Cross- 100 All leprosy 9 Not 2 Not
(2008) [29] sectional patients reported mentioned mentioned
to hospital
De Sousa GC Brazil Hospital | Mixed | Cross- 276 Patients who are 31 Not 11 Not
(2017) [30] sectional 18 years and mentioned mentioned

13
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203

204

above with
complete
neurological
assessment

Geetharani
(2018) [31]

India

Hospital

Mixed

Cross-
sectional

67

Newly diagnosed
multibacillary
patients

31

Not
mentioned

13

At diagnosis

14



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.17.23294254
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.17.23294254; this version posted August 20, 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 .

205 Prevalence of ulcer

206  Eight studies reported a point prevalence of plantar ulcer among those at risk (with loss of
207  sensation in the foot). Four out of eight studies included prevalence data collected at the
208 time of diagnosis of leprosy,[24],[25],[27],[31] one study at both diagnosis and completion
209  of medical treatment for leprosy[28] and in one study data was collected post completion of
210  medical treatment.[26] While, in two studies point of data collection was not mentioned
211  andthey included all patients reported to hospital during the study period[29],[30]. The

212 estimated pooled point prevalence of ulcer among those at risk was 34% (95% Cls 21%,

213 46%) shown in Fig 2. There was high heterogeneity (1= 95%, p-value= <0.01). In the sub-
214  group analysis based on the risk of bias assessment, the pooled prevalence from studies

215  with low to moderate risk of bias was 34% (95% Cls 16%, 51%) while those studies with high

216  risk of bias was 36% (95% Cls, 25%, 47%)

Study With ulcer Foot anesthesia Prevalence of ulcer Proportion  95%-CI Weight
Risk of bias = Low to moderate
lyere BB 1990 65 108 —— 0.60 [0.50;069] 121%
Schipper A 1994 26 58 —E— 0.45 [0.32;0.58] 11.4%
LiJL 2008 24 81 — e 0.30 [0.20;041] 12.0%
SarkarJ 2012 17 34 e 0.50 [0.32;068] 10.4%
Freire de Santana 2018 21 152 —_— 0.14 [0.09;,020] 126%
Freire de Santana 2018 9 138 — 0.07 [003,012] 128%
Random effects model 162 571 —_— 0.34 [0.16; 0.51] 71.3%
Heterogeneity: /° = 97% [95%: 98%], ©* = 0.0437, p < 0.01
Risk of bias = High
Soomro FR 2008 2 9 022 [0.03;060] 79%
de Sousa GC 2017 11 3 — e 0.35 [0.19;055] 10.4%
Geetharani 2018 13 3 — 042 [0.25;061] 10.3%
Random effects model 26 71 —r 0.36 [0.25; 0.4T] 28.7%
Heterageneity: 1 = 0% [ 0%: 90%], ©* = 0. p = 0.49
Random effects model 188 642 _—— 0.34 [0.21; 0.46] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I = 95% [92%: 97%], ©* = 0.0304 [0.0116; 0.1091], p < 0.01 ' ' ' ' !
Test for subgroup differences: ; = 0.05, df =1 (p = 0.82) 0 02 04 0.6 08

217 Ulcer (95% CI)

218  Figure 2: Prevalence of ulcer among those at risk (with loss of sensation in the foot)

219
220 To estimate the point prevalence of ulcer among all people affected by leprosy Li J L et al

221  (2008) study was excluded as their study population comprised only those at risk (with loss

15
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222 of sensation in the foot) identified from the community settings. The estimated pooled
223 point prevalence of ulcer among all people affected by leprosy was 7% (95% Cls 4%, 11%)
224  and it is shown in the Fig 3. There was a high heterogeneity 1= 91%, p-value = <0.01). In the
225  sub-group analysis based on the risk of bias assessment, the pooled prevalence from studies

226  with low to moderate risk of bias was 8% (95% Cls 3%, 12%) while those studies with high

227  risk of bias was 8% (95% Cls, 0%, 17%).

Study With ulcer Foot anesthesia Prevalence of ulcer Proportion 95%-ClI Weight
Risk of bias = Low to moderate

lyere BB 1990 65 410 —_ 0.16 [0.12; 0.20] 12.7%
Schipper A 1994 26 260 TR 0.10 [0.07;0.14] 12.6%
SarkarJ 2012 17 244 . 0.07 [0.04; 0.11] 12.9%
Freire de Santana 2018 21 414 T 0.05 [0.03; 0.08] 13.6%
Freire de Santana 2018 9 414 g 0.02 [0.01; 0.04] 13.9%
Random effects model 138 1742 _— 0.08 [0.03; 0.12] 65.6%

Heterogeneity: I = 93% [B7%; 97%], * = 0.0025, p < 0.01

Risk of bias = High

Soomro FR 2008 2 100 i 0.02 [0.00;0.07] 13.2%
de Sousa GC 2017 11 276 - 0.04 [0.02; 0.07] 13.5%
Geetharani 2018 13 67 — 0.19 [0.11;0.31] 7.7%
Random effects model 26 443 === T 0.08 [0.00; 0.17] 344%
Heterogeneity: /° = 83% [50%; 95%], ©* = 0.0066, p < 0.01

Random effects model 164 2185 et 0.07 [0.04; 0.11] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: /° = 91% [84% 94%], <* = 0.0028 [0.0011; 0.0162], p < 0.01 ' ‘ ' '

Test for subgroup differences: ¥~ = 0.00, df = 1 (p = 0.95) 0 0.1 02 03 04

Ulcer (95% Cl)
228

229  Figure 3: Prevalence of ulcer among all people affected by leprosy

230
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231  Table 3. Summary of studies included for risk factors
number with Modality _— Pt:fr1t Risk factors assessed
study | Rural/ | Study . Study loss of of .
Study Country . . Sample size . _ with asses
setting | Urban | design population sensation in the | sensory
. ulcer sme
foot testing
nt
Treatment status, age,
Mustapha 124 patients gender, occupation,
P L . . case- with ulcer and 242 patients . Ballpoint | 124/242 | Mixe educational status,
G Nigeria | Hospital | Mixed . . 233 patients . I
control 118 without with leprosy pen patients d utilization of footwear,
(2019)[32]
ulcer ulcer relapse and
knowledge on self-care
Patients .
Kunst H Pakistan | Hospital | Mixed sngc)isé)sr;a >5 patients admitted in 55 patients Wisp of 40/55 Post Age'lt;gernodserl dhur:i](tzla:n i
(2000)[33] P with ulcers hospital for P cotton patients | MDT P y,.p ¥
| deformity level
ulcer care
People affected
Malaviya . . . crqss- 40 patients (80 by leprosy Wl.th Graded 2.2/240 Mixe Touch sensation -
GN India Hospital | Mixed | sectiona feet) loss of sensation 61 feet nylon sites in q monofilament
(1997)[34] | in the hands thread the foot
and foot
101 patients, People affect_ed
. Cross- N by leprosy with Graded Not . .
Birke . . . . 61 with history . . Mixe Touch sensation-
Thailand | Hospital | Mixed | sectiona loss of sensation 101 patients nylon reporte .
(2000)[35] of foot i d Monofilament
I . in the hands thread d
ulceration
and foot
75 patients (43 43/75 Touch sensation,
. . People affected . vibration sensation,
Feenstra with history or . 10 grams with
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233 Risk factors for ulcer

234  Seven studies were included in the final review of risk factors for development of foot

235  ulcers. Five studies were cross-sectional study design and two were case-control studies.
236  Two studies assessed demographic and clinical factors,[32],[33] three studies assessed
237  clinical factors[34],[35],[36] and two studies assessed the bio-mechanical factors.[37],[38].

238 The summary of included studies is given in Table 3.
239 Demographic factors

240  The occurrence of ulcer was higher among males, those with advanced age, lack of formal

241  education [29] and unemployed [36].

242  Clinical factors

243  Sensory neuropathy

244  The loss of touch sensation detected by monofilament (inability to feel 7 grams or more)
245  was associated with risk of plantar ulcers. In a study from Thailand reported that inability to
246  feel 7 grams (filament number 4.19) of monofilament had 97% sensitivity and 100%

247  specificity in identifying foot with ulcerations. The sensitivity and specificity increased to

248  100% when person was inability to feel 10 grams of force.[39] Similarly, a study from India
249  found that none who could feel monofilament of 7 gram force or below had an ulcer. The
250  risk of ulcer increases when the threshold of touch sensation was twice the normal

251  threshold [34]. In a study from Ethiopia noted that about 43% (48/112) of points (part of the
252  foot) where patient was unable to feel 10 grams of force had had ulcer or with ulcer which is
253  lower than those other reports[36].

254
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255  One study reported the associated risk when one is not able to feel the vibration sensation.

256  Among different points in foot had had ulcer or with ulcer, only 47% (48/103) points had

257  impaired vibration perception (256Hz)[36].

258 Foot deformities

259  Presence of any foot deformities increases the risk of ulcer. The foot deformities and its
260  severity such as claw toes, footdrop, reduced medial arch and bone absorption increased a
261  risk of ulcer as compared to those with only loss of sensation. The severity of foot

262  deformities in turn was associated with the increased age and the duration of the

263  disease.[33]

264  Bio-mechanical factors

265  Deviation from the neutral sub-talar joint position was strongly associated with the risk of
266  ulcer. Pronated or hyper-pronated (subtalar joint) increased the risk of ulcer followed by
267  supinated foot as compared to neutral subtalar joint as observed in a standing position. As a
268  result, there was a corresponding increase in the plantar pressure which was associated
269  with the increased risk of ulcer.[37]

270

271 Theincrease in the peak plantar pressure over vulnerable sites increased the risk of ulcer. It
272  was observed that the barefoot peak plantar pressure was higher for those with ulcer or
273  history of ulcer as compared to those who never had an ulcer. The in-shoe peak plantar
274  pressure was considerably higher for those with ulcer as compared to those without ulcer.
275  The daily cumulative stress over foot was not associated with the risk of ulceration as much
276  asincreased peak plantar pressure.[38]

277
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278 Discussion

279 Prevalence of plantar ulcer

280 The burden of plantar ulcer in leprosy is always considered high but to the best of our

281  knowledge its magnitude has not been reported and systematically studied. This systematic
282  review summarised the current literature on the prevalence of plantar ulcer. From the eight
283  studies included in the review the pooled prevalence of plantar ulcer among those at risk
284  (loss of sensation in the foot) was 34% and among all people affected by leprosy it was 7%.
285  As we expected, there was high variation between the studies included in the review. In the
286  sub-group analysis based on risk bias, the pooled prevalence almost remained same (Fig 2
287  and 3). However, the confidence interval for the prevalence estimated among those at risk
288  of ulcer was wider in studies with low to moderate risk of bias as compared to studies with
289  high risk of bias. Whereas, in the pooled prevalence of ulcer among all those affected by
290 leprosy, the confidence interval was wider for those studies with high risk of bias as

291 compared to studies with low to moderate risk of bas. The main reason for excluding studies
292  from the review was the lack of reporting of the size of the denominator population, so we
293  could not calculate the prevalence.

294

295 The estimated pooled prevalence of plantar ulcer could perhaps be slightly higher than

296  actual burden in the population as seven out of eight studies included were based in tertiary
297  hospital for leprosy where people with advanced diseases are treated. In one study from
298  Brazil, the prevalence was higher at the time of diagnosis (13%) than at the time of

299  completion of Multi-drug therapy (MDT) within the same cohort (6%), likely because the

300 patients were under supervision while on MDT.[28] However, the prevalence of ulcer was
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301 29% when the study sample was drawn from the community among those completed MDT
302  which may reflect the true prevalence in the population[26]. There is a decreasing trend in
303 the prevalence of ulcer over a time based on the included studies. However, the decreasing
304 trend observed may not reflect the actual burden of patients with ulcers in the community
305 whichis not known. It is likely that the burden could be considerably higher due to
306 cumulative number of patients over the decades with loss of sensation in the feet would
307 increase the number of patients with ulcer, Also, the recurrent nature of the foot ulcer will
308 further add to the burden. None of the included studies reported incidence of the ulcer or
309 severity of the ulcer in terms of its size. Nevertheless, the estimated prevalence may serve
310 as baseline for studying the effectiveness of the self-care program aimed at reducing the
311  prevalence of the ulcer. Data on severity of ulcer would be an essential component of the
312  evaluation of self-care intervention as it will not only reduce the prevalence of ulcer but also

313  promote healing of ulcer where change in its size will serve as an outcome.[40]

314
315 Risk factors for developing plantar ulcer

316  Understanding the factors associated with plantar ulcers in leprosy is an essential step

317 towards identifying those at high risk of ulcers for targeted preventive and curative

318 intervention. The earliest discussions of the development of plantar ulcer emphasized that:
319 1) ulcers are not random and each ulcer has its own patho-mechanics, 2) ulcers start as
320 blisters over areas of necrosis and 3) the ulcers develop because of infection through

321 penetrating wound or infection of deep cracks and because of the stresses over the plantar
322  tissues while walking leading to ulcers.[41-43] The first point demands the better

323  understanding of those at risk of ulcer for the effective intervention. The current literature
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324  categorizes risk factors as pre-disposing factors (sensory loss, loss of sweating and foot
325 deformities), pre-ulcerative conditions (corns, callus, fissures, blisters and haematoma) and
326  direct causes (trauma, high shearing stress and high plantar pressure) that lead to plantar
327  ulcers. [44, 45] But this categorization of risk factors does not help identify those at risk of
328 ulcer and provide appropriate intervention to prevent from ulcer development and to
329 promote healing when one develops ulcer. For example, when patient present with loss of
330 sensation (inability to feel 10 grams of force) and pronated foot and increased plantar
331  pressure over medial three meta-tarsal heads, they are likely to develop ulcer over pressure
332  area. For such foot provision of medial arch support would help offload a pressure area and
333  thus prevent from ulcer development. As a result, patients are rarely seen at the early stage
334  of the ulcers in the routine practice. In the past unsuccessfully attempts has been made to
335 determine those at risk of developing plantar.[34-36] In this review we attempted to
336 identify those factor or combination factors that can identify those at risk of developing
337  ulcers.
338
339 Among demographic factors, advanced age appears to be increasing the risk of plantar
340 ulcers. The possible explanation could be that in the advanced age there is an alteration in
341  the foot structure and function with the foot becoming flat and pronated. When coupled
342  with loss of sensation, this could lead to excessive pressure in the forefoot resulting in
343  ulcer.[46] Increased age also was associated with a longer duration of disease /
344  impairments, which could further increase the risk of plantar ulcer.[32]. This observation is
345  consistent with evidence on diabetic foot ulcers, where the occurrence of ulcer was higher

346 among those 50 years and above.[47, 48]

347
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348  Men with leprosy disproportionately develop plantar ulcers.[32] The incidence of leprosy is
349  higher among males than females[49], hence the complications including ulcer could be
350 higher among male. The male predisposition is also observed in diabetes foot ulcer.[47, 48,
351 50, 51] Possibly, men do more walking and rigorous physical activity for their social role as
352  earning member as compared to female.[52] Mustapha G et al reported that the
353 unemployment and poor socio-economic status was associated with developing ulcers but
354  theirrole is not clear.[32] However, their study was the case-control design limiting the
355 inference of causality and it is possible that leprosy and its complications like ulcer can cause
356 stigma and limit ability to work which can lead to poor socio-economic status therefore,
357 here the direction of causality is unclear. Prospective investigation could better explain the
358 role of these factors.
359
360 Among clinical factors, inability to feel monofilament of 7 grams force is found to be a most
361 sensitive (97%) and specific (100%) predictor of ulcer development, the sensitivity increases
362 to 100% when one is unable to feel 10 grams of force. Inability to feel 10 grams of force is
363 considered loss of protective sensation, hence increasing the risk of ulcer. [53] In Feenstra
364  study, only 43% of points (sub-part of the foot) in the foot had impaired sensation according
365 to 10 grams which is too low as compared to other studies.[36] This may be due to taking
366  sub-parts of the foot than whole foot to determine the loss of sensation. It is important to
367 note here that high sensitivity of 7 grams may indicate that many with some amounts of
368 intact protective sensation do develop ulcers and by the time patient’s ability to feel 10
369 grams could be too late to prevent ulcers. It is possible that patients may have protective

370 sensation but impaired temperature sensation; unable to feel warm and cold, which could

371 also lead to ulcer. Impaired warm sensation precedes in the sub-section of the people
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372  affected by leprosy even before the (touch) sensory loss is clinically evident when tested
373  using monofilaments.[54] Nonetheless, the validity of using a monofilament for sensory
374  testing has been established well in a large cohort study.[7] Leprosy programs still use a
375  ballpoint pen to test the sensation instead of monofilaments in routine leprosy clinics which
376  could be too late to prevent ulceration.[55] The loss of vibration sensation was found to be
377  associated with increased risk for ulcer.[36] The method of determining the vibration
378  perception impairment was qualitative where person is asked if he/she can feel the
379  vibration given using tuning fork, where the actual threshold to perceive the vibration may
380 be lower than the given vibration frequency. Also, in this study, multiple parts of the foot
381 than the whole foot was included in the analysis, which could be a reason for low sensitivity
382 inidentifying foot at risk for ulcer.
383
384 Among seven studies included in the review two studies reported biomechanical factors
385  where the pronated or hyper-pronated foot were associated with increased plantar
386  pressure which in turn was associated with ulcer.[37, 38] van Schie et al reported that
387  higher barefoot and in-shoe plantar pressure were associated with the presence of ulcer or
388 history of ulcer. The evidence suggest that increased peak plantar pressures lead to tissue
389  breakdown overtime causing ulcer in both leprosy and diabetic foot ulcers.[56, 57] While
390 cumulative activity level was not associated with the risk of ulcer, indicating that the risk is
391 likely to be a combination of foot structure and function than the activity level. Plantar
392  pressure was measured in the included studies in static (standing) position which may be
393  different from pattern observed while walking. Given the advancement in the technology it
394 s possible to assess during dynamic (while walking) position which will be more accurate

395 than the static position. The simple podiatry assessments [58] can identify foot alignment
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396  which can indicate abnormal plantar pressure distribution in the foot.[59] The podiatry
397 assessment can help not only to identify person at risk of ulcer but also help provide
398 podiatric intervention which will reduce the impact of high plantar pressures. [19, 60, 61]
399 The podiatry interventions are found to be effective in reducing the plantar ulcers in
400 diabetes[62] but are least utilised in leprosy . The prospective studies are needed to
401  determine the role of biomechanical factors in identifying person at risk of ulcer for a
402  focused podiatry intervention.
403
404  History of previous ulceration as risk of future ulcers is not reported in leprosy, but found to
405  be a strong predictor of ulcer in diabetes.[63] None reported the duration of disease,
406 lifestyle, body mass index which are likely to contribute along with neuropathy, foot
407  structure and function.
408 Itis important note from the included studies that each study looked at specific categories
409  of risk factors, either demographic and/or clinical variables or bio-mechanical factors. The
410  risk of ulcer is likely to be combination various factors that needs to be investigated in a

411  prospective study.

412
413  Strength and limitations

414  This review adopted a thorough search strategy. To improve the rigour of the review two
415 independent reviewers were involved in the process of screening of articles, risk of bias
416  assessment and data extraction. A few limitations include that many included studies were
417  from referral hospitals which may over represent those with severe form of disease,

418 therefore, the estimated prevalence of ulcer may be higher than the population value.
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419  There was a high heterogeneity as included studies varied in their sample size and study

420 populations included from different geographic locations. The number of studies included

421  for review of risk factor for ulcer are insufficient to calculate risk ratios. Also, studies are

422  either cross-sectional or case-control study which limits the causal inferences of the

423  identified risk factors. We could not study the role of social and lifestyle related

424  determinants for ulcer development which are equally as important as clinical and

425  biomechanical factors. There is a need for a population-based survey to estimate the

426  prevalence of ulcer. Prospective studies on risk factors would help better understand the

427  causation of ulcer and develop targeted interventions.

428 Conclusions

429  The prevalence of plantar ulceration in leprosy is as high as 34% among those with loss of
430 sensation in the feet. However, the incidence and recurrence rates of ulceration are least
431  reported. The inability to feel 10 grams of monofilament appears to be a strong predictor of
432  those at risk of developing ulcers. However, there is a paucity of evidence on identifying
433  those at risk of developing plantar ulcers in leprosy. Prospective studies are needed to

434  estimate the incidence and prevalence of ulcers. Identifying individuals at risk of ulcers will
435  help design targeted interventions to minimize risk factors, prevent ulcers and promote

436  ulcer healing.
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