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122 Abstract

123 Multimorbidity is an emerging challenge for healthcare systems globally. It is commonly
124  defined as the co-occurrence of two or more chronic conditions in one person, but the suitability
125  and utility of this concept beyond high-income settings is uncertain. This article presents the
126  findings from an interdisciplinary research initiative that drew together 60 academic and
127  applied partners working in 10 African countries to critically consider existing concepts and
128  definitions of multimorbidity, to evaluate their utility and limitations, and to co-develop an
129  context-sensitive, interdisciplinary conceptual framing. This iterative process was guided by
130 the principles of grounded theory and involved focus- and whole-group discussions during a
131  three-day concept-building workshop, thematic coding of workshop discussions, and further
132 post-workshop iterative development and refinement. The three main thematic domains that
133 emerged from workshop discussions were: the disease-centricity of current concepts and
134  definitions; the need to foreground what matters to people living with multimorbidity
135 (PLWMM), families, and other stakeholders; and the need for conceptual breadth and
136  flexibility to accommodate the contributions of multiple disciplinary perspectives and
137  heterogeneity within and between different African countries. These themes fed into the
138  development of an expanded conceptual model that centres the catastrophic impacts
139  multimorbidity often has for PLWMM, their families and support structures, for service
140  providers, and for resource-constrained healthcare systems.

141

142 Introduction

143 Multimorbidity — commonly defined as the presence of two or more chronic conditions in one
144 person (1) — has been the focus of increasing attention over the last decade. While the bodies
145  ofliterature were initially weighted towards high-income countries (HICs), multimorbidity has

146 more recently been recognised as a global health challenge that may be especially detrimental
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147  in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs).(2—-5) The health systems of many LMICs,
148  including in Africa are donor-dependent, organised around single diseases, predominantly the
149 infectious diseases including HIV and tuberculosis (TB) and, despite rapid rises in non-
150 communicable disease (NCD) prevalence, have limited funding for these conditions.(3) This
151  has led to a disparity in quality of care for people with NCDs and a failure to adequately
152  integrate NCD care into programmes for people with chronic infectious diseases.(6)
153
154  An initiative facilitated by the UK Academy of Medical Sciences set high-level priorities for
155  responding to multimorbidity in a global context.(2) and, in collaboration with the Academy
156  of Sciences of South Africa, for sub-Saharan Africa specifically(7). Priorities include research
157  into the patterning, burden, and determinants of disease ‘clusters’;(8—11) improving prevention
158 and treatment of multimorbidity;(12,13) and the development of upstream health systems
159 interventions and care models to better respond to the needs of people living with
160  multimorbidity (PLWMM).(14,15) With current concepts and models of multimorbidity
161  disproportionately based on biomedical research in the global North,(15) these initiatives
162  emphasise the need for a more equitable, Southern-led response, facilitated by changes within
163  the research ecosystem(2,7). This includes the development of South-South and North-South
164  partnerships; cross-disciplinary and cross-sectoral collaborations;(7) and the inclusion of a
165  greater range of perspectives — including those of the social sciences, PLWMM and affected
166  communities, and frontline health workers — to co-develop more effective, equitable and
167  context-sensitive interventions.(5,7)
168
169  Multimorbidity is currently challenging academics and practitioners working across Africa to

170  step beyond entrenched disciplinary and disease ‘siloes’.(16) However, multimorbidity

171  continues to mean different things to different stakeholder groups, reflecting the diversity of
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172 disciplines, perspectives, methods, measurement instruments, and geographic vantage points
173 from which they enter this emerging field. Indeed, despite its apparent simplicity and
174  widespread use, the definition of multimorbidity as ‘two or more chronic conditions’ endorsed
175 by the WHO(1) and Academy of Medical Sciences(2) is not only contested but has also been
176  heterogeneously interpreted in terms of which condition combinations ‘count’ as
177  multimorbidity.(17,18) Consequently, it remains challenging to compare multimorbidity
178  across datasets, to communicate across disciplines, and more broadly to ensure a coordinated
179  response within and between African countries and regions. As commentators have noted, the
180  multimorbidity conversation has become preoccupied with the promise of a universal
181  definition, assumed to be a prerequisite for action, but has yielded poor returns.(19) Others
182  have argued that the power of multimorbidity may lie precisely in its resistance to being pinned
183  down to a number or specification of conditions, forcing us instead to consider the whole
184  person in context.(16) This is a compelling proposition, one that speaks to the promise
185  commonly pinned to multimorbidity for delivering on aspirations for holistic, person-centred
186  care.(20) Yet without a common lexicon that enables communication across different
187  disciplines, we may miss the opportunity to build on the current momentum building around
188  multimorbidity to maximise benefits to patients and their carers across geographies, incomes
189  and societal structures.

190

191  Responding to this need, this article presents the findings and outcomes from an
192  interdisciplinary research initiative to interrogate the conceptual underpinnings of
193  multimorbidity research and care in Africa. Grounded in a concept-building workshop in
194  Blantyre, Malawi, the aim was to critically explore current definitions and concepts of

195  multimorbidity; to critically appraise their potential, limitations, and utility; and to work

196  towards a common conceptual model sensitive to the particularities and heterogeneity of
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197  African contexts. By folding a wide range of disciplinary perspectives, concerns, and interests
198  into a common framework, the resultant multimorbidity model can, we contend, underpin and
199  orient the cross-disciplinary, Southern-led response that, as described above, will be crucial to
200 realize holistic, person-centred, and context-specific care for PLWMM.
201
202  Methods
203  Research Design
204  We used an inductive, co-productive research design. Guided by the principles of grounded
205  theory,(21) the research process involved a three-day concept-building workshop in Blantyre,
206  Malawi (June 22-24, 2022),(22) thematic ‘open coding’ of workshop discussions, and further
207  iterative development of a conceptual model following the workshop. Our approach follows
208  the growing interest in “collective experimentation”(23) to address issues of transdisciplinary
209 concern in public and global health,(23-25) of which multimorbidity is arguably a
210  paradigmatic example.
211
212 Participants and Sampling
213 The workshop organising committee comprised an interdisciplinary group of public health
214  researchers, clinicians, and social scientists (EB, CIRC, JD, RAF, FL, EM, BM). Potential
215  participants were identified through purposive and snowballing methods between June 2021-
216  March 2022, which are described in greater detail elsewhere.(22) The collaborator group drew
217  together 60 researchers, clinicians, health planners, and policymakers (HIC-based n=19,
218  LMIC-based (n=41), together representing a wide range of disciplinary perspectives, including
219  from (sub-)fields of epidemiology, public health, clinical medicine, and the social sciences

220  (Figure 1). Given the current concentration of multimorbidity research, and the location of the

221  workshop in Malawi, the regional expertise among the collaborator group stemmed primarily
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222 from countries within Southern Africa, with the greatest concentration of experience from
223  Malawi (n=33), South Africa (n=13), and Zimbabwe (n=9). Participants, several of whom were
224  working across multiple countries, also brought experience from Central, Eastern, and Western
225  Africa, together representing experience from 10 African countries (Figure 1). For practical
226  and ethical reasons, we did not directly include PLWMM in the workshop; however, we asked
227  collaborators, including social scientists and civil society and community representatives
228  present, to represent learnings from their interactions to give an understanding of different
229  patient perspectives. A detailed breakdown of participants’ institutional location, disciplinary
230 and regional expertise, gender, and career stage, and a reflexivity statement detailing the

231  measures taken to promote equitable partnership within this collaboration is provided in the

232 Supplementary Material.(26)

233 [Insert Figure 1]

234

235 Figure 1. Regional and disciplinary expertise represented by workshop participants
236

237 Workshop design

238 A detailed account of the workshop design is published elsewhere.(22) The workshop was
239  designed to optimise opportunities for cross-disciplinary discussion. Sessions were organised
240  around four provisional thematic ‘domains’: (1) concepts and framings of multimorbidity; (2)
241  population-level health data; (3) risk, prevention, and sites of intervention; (4) health systems
242  and care models. Each session began with an ‘ignition’ talk which outlined current knowledge,
243  gaps, and key questions within each domain. These questions were then addressed by
244  participants through a combination of smaller focus groups aided by flip charts and plenary
245  discussion. In a final session, reviewed and summarised the workshop sessions in plenary,

246  collectively identifying core and cross-cutting themes, before breaking into working groups
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247  which advanced agreed themes for further development. This article was led by working group
248  focused on developing a common concept of multimorbidity.
249
250  Analytical framework
251  This research was guided by the principles of constructivist grounded theory, which holds that
252  there is no ‘right or wrong’ and that emergent concepts and grounded theories are interpretive
253  descriptions rather than an ‘objective’ account of reality.(21) Accordingly, the assumption
254  underlying the workshop was that there is no privileged disciplinary vantage point from which
255  to conceptualise or frame multimorbidity. Rather, different concepts and understandings
256  foreground different aspects of the challenge multimorbidity presents for current systems, tied
257  to particular knowledge bases, while potentially backgrounding others. This position, which
258  was emphasised throughout the workshop and sustained through the post-workshop concept
259  development, encouraged a diversity of concepts and understandings to be put into
260  conversation, some of which diverged from and exposed the limits of the prevailing biomedical
261 model. At the same time, in embracing difference, we were also able to find synergies and
262  shared commitments. The embrace of both diversity and commonality formed the basis of
263  developing a more cross-cutting, holistic, and ultimately more useful understanding of
264  multimorbidity as it relates to African contexts.
265
266  Data analysis
267  As this was an iterative, co-productive process, there was no rigid distinction between the
268  process of ‘data collection’ and ‘analysis’.(21) All participants in the workshop engaged in
269 critical analysis, many formed part of the core writing group, and all are recognised as authors.

270  Source material for analysis included detailed notes of proceedings, including both focus

271  groups and plenary discussions, taken by a team of rapporteurs (GTB, SS, IGS, SAS, NMY).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.19.23295816
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

ORGPt (ihich was ot Certined by posr réview) is s aLthoriUNGEr: wio s Grantea medRxty & oense 1o diepiay the preprint in
itis made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International icense .

272 Where necessary, the rapporteurs went back to individuals for clarification, which were
273  absorbed into their notes; all notes were collated and reconciled to produce a unified account
274  of workshop proceedings. Also included for analysis were the flip chart pages composed used
275  during focus groups and the Microsoft Word documents produced using a shared screen during
276  plenary discussion. A working group subsequently engaged in thematic open coding(27) of
277  source documents on a shared drive to identify themes relating to the conceptualisation and
278  framing of multimorbidity. Through regular analysis meetings, the working group iteratively
279  worked towards themes of progressively higher orders of abstraction. The highest level of these
280 themes, which we describe in the results section, were then fed into the development of an
281  expanded model of multimorbidity. Refining this model was itself an iterative process,
282  involving several iterations each of which was shared with the wider collaborator group along
283  with the draft manuscript for further comment, discussion, and refinement.
284
285  Research ethics
286  Due to the collaborative research design employed, in which all investigators were participants
287  and vice versa, and all are named co-authors, formal ethical review was not required for this
288  research. This follows recent examples adopting similar co-productive research models to
289  develop cross-disciplinary frameworks and agendas.(24,28) All participants provided either
290  verbal consent or written email consent to taking part in the concept-building workshop, which
291  was captured using an Excel spreadsheet. At the end of the workshop, participants jointly
292 agreed upon research outputs and working groups to take forward prominent themes from the
293  discussions, and all consented to being named as co-authors on this particular output. All
294  participants have reviewed the contents of the manuscript and have approved its final version.

295  The concept-building workshop was subject to the safeguarding mechanisms of the host

296  organisation (Malawi-Liverpool-Wellcome Programme), which included anonymous reporting
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procedures. We have not made available the detailed rapporteur notes as these would reveal

the input of specific contributors. A detailed account of workshop proceedings, ratified and co-

authored by all participants, has been published elsewhere.(22)

Results

Three overarching themes that represent the group’s shared commitments for an African-

context-sensitive conceptualisation of multimorbidity emerged: (1) the disease-centricity of

prevailing concepts and definitions; (2) that models of multimorbidity need to be grounded in

the realities and needs of PLWMM, families, and social networks; (3) the need for flexibility

in defining multimorbidity for multimorbidity to be fit for purpose. These themes and their

constituent sub-themes are summarised in Table 1.

Table 1. Key themes and sub-themes for conceptualising multimorbidity

Theme

Disease-centricity
of current models
of multimorbidity

Need to
foreground what
matters to
PLWMM - their
priorities, needs,
and social context

Conceptual
breadth and
flexibility is
needed for
multimorbidity to
be cross-cutting
and useful

Sub-Themes

In medicine and global health, patients are defined by their diseases

The minimalist definition of multimorbidity as two or more long-term
conditions promotes a disease-centric view

This definition also promotes narrow consideration of social factors
associated with multimorbidity centred on individual behaviour and lifestyle
factors

Interventions working with this definition may continue to reinforce or
exacerbate the status quo

Benefit of focusing less on the disease categories within multimorbidity and
more on its common consequences for PLWMM and associated needs

The burden of multimorbidity on families, informal carers, and social
networks is crucial to consider in many African contexts

Need for a broader appreciation of the social, structural, and environmental
context of multimorbidity

Fragmented, disease-driven systems compound the burden of multimorbidity

A standard, one-size-fits-all definition not a panacea for multimorbidity
Multimorbidity may mean different things, carry different priorities, and be
more or less useful in different contexts and at different levels of scale

A broad, flexible understanding that recognises multiple perspectives is
needed to be cross-cutting and useful


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.19.23295816
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

ORGPt (ihich was ot Certined by posr réview) is s aLthoriUNGEr: wio s Grantea medRxty & oense 1o diepiay the preprint in
itis made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International icense .

309 Theme I: Disease-centricity of current concepts
310  Across the countries represented at the workshop, a key challenge expressed by participants
311  was that populations are living longer and facing increasingly complex disease burdens. Yet,
312  health systems remain built around siloes of expertise based on single diseases. ‘Siloed’
313  approaches were observed to be perpetuated by ‘vertical’ funding models adopted by Northern
314  donors, who have long prioritised acute diseases and chronic infectious diseases, notably HIV
315 and TB (Box 1a). The single-disease approach, it was observed, drives many aspects of health
316  systems from health policy and planning, to research and surveillance, to training and care
317  delivery. It is central to the way health systems performance is monitored and evaluated and,
318 in turn, why single disease care, especially care for those conditions prioritised by donors,
319 continues to receive the majority of resources (Box 1b). Disease-centred thinking is so
320 embedded that it is extremely challenging to step beyond this frame of reference; our systems
321  seem to inevitably pull us back to a focus on diseases (Box 1c). As a result of the fragmentation
322  of systems built around particular diseases, many areas of health including NCD and mental
323  health are under-funded. Moreover, the needs of PLWMM are rarely considered within current
324  systems. This is with the exception of integration of healthcare services for common
325  comorbidities associated with HIV in some settings.
326
327  Throughout the workshop, participants grappled with the tension that, on the one hand,
328 multimorbidity foregrounds disease concentrations and interactions rather than diseases in
329 isolation. This makes it a potentially powerful concept for re-aligning priorities with the
330 increasingly complex disease burdens affecting many African countries, including the colliding
331 epidemic of communicable diseases and NCDs. On the other hand, the concept of

332  multimorbidity, participants noted, is generally that of a compound disease category, most

333  commonly defined as the presence or absence of two-or-more chronic conditions. As a result,
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334 it is still a disease-centred concept. Participants therefore questioned whether this definition
335  was suited for moving us from a scenario in which people are defined by their diseases, to what
336  was often referred to as a more ‘person-centred’ approach (Box 1d and 1e). Concerns raised
337  about a disease-centred lens included that this may promote an overly simplistic, additive view
338  of multimorbidity as the sum of interacting (but ultimately discrete) disease conditions. A
339 related concern was the danger of emphasising the ‘communicability’ versus ‘non-
340 communicability’ of diseases within multimorbidity. Continuing to reinforce this distinction
341  within multimorbidity, it was noted, can perpetuate the tendency to reduce the social context
342  of risk to ‘modifiable lifestyle factors’, a phenomenon that is particularly prominent in the
343  context of NCDs (i.e., smoking, poor diet, sedentism, and substance abuse). As several
344  participants noted, targeting individual behaviour and lifestyles does not amount to a ‘person-
345 centred’ approach and may lead to patient shaming and stigmatisation (Box 1f), whilst

346  deemphasising structural factors such as chronic poverty that constrain people’s life ‘choices’

347  and behaviours.

Box 1. Illustrative excerpts and quotes

a. “Most of the chronic diseases in sub-Saharan Africa countries such as HIV and TB are
managed through vertical programs, which inhibits care for multimorbidity” (Session 1, plenary,
rapporteur notes)

b. “The disease-centric outcomes that drive healthcare systems currently would need to be
overhauled in order to respond to multimorbidity.” (Session 5, plenary, rapporteur notes)

c. “The challenge is that the system we work in does not accommodate a transformation in
thinking; it keeps bringing us back to a focus on diseases” (Session 1, plenary, rapporteur notes)

d. “The definition of two or more conditions may have limitations, and may continue to
perpetuate a disease specific approach” (Session 5, plenary, Word document on shared screen)

e. “We are still using a disease-focused lens to define multimorbidity — tensions versus a person-
centred approach” (Session 5, group 5, flip chart excerpt)

f. “Labelling some of the non-communicable conditions related to multimorbidity, such as
hypertension and diabetes, as ‘lifestyle diseases’ creates stigma and shaming” (Session 3, group
2, rapporteur notes)

348
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349
350 Theme 2: Need to foreground PLWMM:’s priorities, needs, and social context
351  Continuous with theme 1, a particular concern expressed with the disease-based definition of
352  multimorbidity is that it also fails to capture what matters to PLWMM. Several points about
353  patients' needs and priorities were highlighted. First, a concern voiced particularly by clinicians
354  was that it often matters far less to people what the diagnoses and their causes are than their
355  consequences and impacts, which become especially complex when it comes to secondary
356  complications. Symptom and treatment burden, functionality, and quality of life were
357  highlighted as important to fold into our understanding of multimorbidity (Box 2a), but it was
358 noted that these are rarely considered within current disease-centred management approaches
359 (Box 2b). While there may be considerable heterogeneity in the lived experience of
360 multimorbidity across different condition combinations, it was also observed that the
361 symptoms, needs and treatment burdens of PLWMM are often not disease-specific and may
362 share similar profiles. Tellingly, when it was put to a vote whether the concept of
363  multimorbidity should draw a distinction between ‘communicable’ and ‘non-communicable’
364  diseases, a significant majority said it should not. Participants were not suggesting that we
365 cease thinking about causes and determinants of multimorbidity, which remain important
366  especially within epidemiology, public health, and clinical medicine, but rather that we ground
367  our concept of multimorbidity in the experiences and priorities of PLWMM.
368
369  Second, participants stressed that when considering the impacts of multimorbidity in many
370  African contexts, it is vital to expand the focus beyond the affected person to the pivotal role
371  that families, informal caregivers and larger support networks play in navigating burdens of

372  illness and treatment and in PLWMM’s ability to ‘self’-manage (Box 2¢). Accordantly, it was

373  argued that while person-centred care is important, we need to be talking about family-centred
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374  care in this setting (Box 2d). A related consideration when designing multimorbidity care
375 models for African health systems is not to ignore current social realities such as medical
376  pluralism and the existing role of traditional healers. In the absence of such recognition, care
377 models risk recreating Northern global health policies which fail to account for local
378  experiences and African-centred knowledge systems and values.
379
380 Third, widening the lens further still, participants stressed that social, structural and
381 environmental factors are crucial for understanding the patterning, impacts, and experience of
382  multimorbidity. The concept of syndemics was recognised as a useful and well-established
383  theoretical framework for capturing the bio-social causes and consequences of multimorbidity
384 and how health and social challenges noxiously intersect (Box 2e). Social scientists reported
385  from qualitative research that daily socio-economic struggles preceded and exacerbated bodily
386 ailments and symptoms, and that within such fragile arrangements, interruptions to or changes
387 in circumstance could have huge impacts on overall ability to cope, as was recently evidenced
388  during the COVID-19 pandemic. Examples were given from different settings about the
389  challenges PLWMM face: reaching secondary and tertiary health care when residing in rural
390 areas; struggling to mobilise funds to spend on treatment and transport; and losing income
391 when spending time at the clinic or balancing medical appointments with family
392  responsibilities. It was further observed that specialised care organised around single diseases
393  compounds the burden placed on those living with multimorbidity: it shapes which diseases
394  are diagnosed and prioritised, the time and resources that are needed to (self-)manage different
395  conditions, and the added care burden on families and carers (Box 2f and 2g).
396

397
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Box 2. Illustrative excerpts and quotes

a. “The label of multimorbidity is likely to be useful if it includes burden and function, for
instance pain, disability, and sleep” (Session 1, group 1, rapporteur notes)

b. “Clinics rarely account for patient preferences and needs. A patient-centred approach is
where health care consciously works around patients’ needs, responding to individual
preferences and trying to ensure that patient values guide clinical decisions.” (Session 4,
ignition talk, rapporteur notes)

¢. “Family members/community are very important for patients' improvement because they
have an influence on the treatment given, in the same way that nutrition post-delivery is mostly
influenced by relatives” (Session 1, group 3, rapporteur notes)

d. “We need to think about family centred care — patient-centred care is important, but there is
also a family who has to be involved in the process” (Session 5, plenary discussion, Word
document on shared screen)

e. “Social determinants of health are important — syndemics, the commercial determinants of
health, and others. For example, for TB patients, food insecurity, biological predisposition, and
access to care have been used to identify patients/potential patients with multimorbidity”
(Session 3, group 2, rapporteur notes)

f. “Most care in urban areas is specialized. This leads to fragmentation, adding a burden to the
family and caretakers” (Session 1, group 3, rapporteur notes)

g. “Individual disease treatment compounds the burden. Patients start prioritising certain
conditions and some may go untreated” (Session 1, group 2, rapporteur notes)

Theme 3: Conceptual breadth and flexibility

The third theme was that, if context is taken seriously, a one-size-fits-all definition of
multimorbidity trying to pin down multimorbidity to a specific number or combination of
conditions is neither possible nor desirable (Box 3a). The diversity of academic and applied
perspectives present at the workshop underscored how counterproductive, even harmful, a
narrow definition favouring one discipline or perspective can be. The concept, it was agreed,
needs to remain broad, flexible, and able to foreground different things depending on the
question being asked, the problem or perspective driving the question, the geographical,
epidemiological, and health system context, and indeed the level of scale. Depending on the

context, multiple definitions may be needed (Box 3b).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.19.23295816
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

ORGPt (ihich was ot Certined by posr réview) is s aLthoriUNGEr: wio s Grantea medRxty & oense 1o diepiay the preprint in
{tis made available undef a CC-BY 4.0 International icense .

424  Participants considered the utility of multimorbidity to different disciplinary and stakeholder
425  groups, and how the priorities might shift in different contexts. As highlighted in Theme 2, the
426  primary concern at the clinical and community level is functionality, quality of life, and the
427  burden and complexity shouldered by PLWMM, their family and social networks (Box 3c).
428  Public health researchers, while similarly recognising the need for greater emphasis on function
429  and quality of life, were often more focused on the societal impact of multimorbidity, for which
430  well-defined (though not necessarily disease-centric) measures are needed to facilitate
431  comparison across datasets and to enable identification of patterns, trends, and burden (Box
432  3d). For policymakers and health planners, also deploying multimorbidity at the population
433 level, the concept was viewed as useful for reconfiguring funding streams (e.g., from ‘vertical’
434  to ‘horizontal’ models), for developing new care delivery models (e.g., from disease- to person-
435  and family-centred care), for training and deploying the health workforce, and managing risks
436  among the population. Social scientists and historians pushed for an expansive concept, one
437  connecting the intricacies of lived experience to the ‘upstream’ structural and systemic factors
438  that socially pattern multimorbidity and exacerbate the burden (Box 3e). Finally, while
439 PLWMM were not represented directly, the group noted that multimorbidity was unlikely to
440 translate well into lay models (Box 3f), and that in fact this label could be harmful and
441  stigmatising (Box 1f). Because of these different concerns, we may need to foreground (and
442  background) different aspects of multimorbidity, and recognise scenarios when it is not useful,
443  to maximise its potential and minimise its harms (Box 3g).

444

445  While recognising the impossibility of a narrow one-size-fits-all definition given that
446  multimorbidity is, by nature, heterogenous and context-specific, the collaborator group was

447  nonetheless optimistic about folding the multiple perspectives represented at the workshop into

448  a broadly shared frame of reference to facilitate cross-disciplinary working. Following theme
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449 2, it was proposed a focus on common consequences of multimorbidity and associated needs
450 for PLWMM could be one pathway towards conceptual alignment. In the final session of the
451  workshop, a working definition was proposed as: “A clustering of needs [added emphasis] and
452  conditions that need to be addressed holistically, rather than in isolation”. Whilst only a starting
453  point, it did draw together major points of agreement during the workshop: the foregrounding
454  of clusters of needs rather than just medical conditions; the importance of a holistic purview;
455  and the critique of compartmentalised approaches. Refining this concept was highlighted as a

456  key aim moving forward.

457

458 Box 3. Illustrative excerpts and quotes

a. “There is no one-size-fits-all concept or framing of multimorbidity — context matters” (Session
459 5, group 1, flip chart)

b. “Some flexibility / ambiguity in definition — or multiple definitions — may be needed” (Session

460 5, plenary discussion, Word document on shared screen)

461 ¢. “For academics, policymakers, and public health, the label or definition of multimorbidity is
likely to be useful, whereas, for patients, wellbeing and function are more important” (Session 1,
462 group 1, rapporteur notes)

d. “Well-defined concepts are useful in academia. The label [of multimorbidity] is useful for
463 prevalence/mapping clusters, being able to study interactions between drugs and conditions”
(Session 1, group 1, rapporteur notes)

464 e. “You can’t do multimorbidity and focus only on medical conditions, there are a lot of things are
going on — social, financial, medical. These factors work together and need to be addressed

465 together, including clinical interventions, upstream solutions, downstream solutions, and
community interventions.” (Session 4, ignition talk, rapporteur notes)

466

f. “It is important to distinguish the medical framework and the patient model. Biomedical and
467 societal framings of symptoms translate poorly into lay terminology — there is not necessarily a
term for multimorbidity” (Session 5, plenary discussion, Word document on shared screen)

468 g. “Part of the ‘art’ of multimorbidity may be centring diseases, people, and systems at different
times and in different places and situations” (Session 5, group 1, rapporteur notes)

469

470

471  Discussion
472  Thematic analysis of workshop proceedings revealed three core themes that are pertinent to the

473  conceptualisation of multimorbidity in Africa: the disease-centricity of current definitions; the
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474  need to foreground what matters to PLWMM; and the importance of conceptual breadth and
475  flexibility. Building on this framework, in the following, we place these core themes into
476  conversation with current global health scholarship on multimorbidity, thereby developing an
477  expanded model of multimorbidity that can underpin a coordinated but context-specific
478  response to multimorbidity in Africa.

479

480  Our criticism of dominant constructions of multimorbidity emergent from Theme 1 resonates
481  with several recent commentaries, reviews, and analyses. These have, in different ways, argued
482  that a disease-centred framing of multimorbidity promotes a static, additive rendering of
483  disease that treats illness as the sum of its parts.(16,20,29) One consequence of this disease-
484  centred framing, as Blarikom et al.(16) have argued, is that the multimorbidity conversation
485  has become preoccupied (and indeed, largely paralysed) by the search for standard biomedical
486  definition and common core of conditions. Such a definition may be useful for drawing
487  comparisons between populations and for identifying areas of met and unmet need. However,
488 it may perpetuate a focus on diseases and individual behaviour and therefore ultimately fail to
489  harness the critical potentials of multimorbidity to move beyond the single disease
490  paradigm.(16,20,29) Against this backdrop, it is significant that attempts to adapt — and as one
491  article puts it, “decolonise”(30) — multimorbidity for use beyond HICs highlight the need to
492  move from a focus on diseases associated with ageing to recognise the ‘colliding epidemics’
493  of communicable and NCDs that characterise multimorbidity in LMICs.(3) While this may
494  have important implications for integrating care across historically separated disease domains,
495  the workshop proceedings suggest that ‘decolonising’ multimorbidity means more than
496  adjusting its constituent diseases. Rather, beginning to decolonise the multimorbidity

497  conversation means moving away from models of research and care that define and categorise

498  people by their diseases.
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499

500 The workshop concluded (as summarised in Theme 2) that there is a need to broaden our focus
501 from the diseases that sit within multimorbidity to foreground what really matters to PLWMM
502 in context. Calls for more holistic approaches resound in the multimorbidity literature from
503  both HICs and LMICs and align with theoretical perspectives from multiple disciplines. This
504 includes eco-social theory from epidemiology;(31) the syndemic framework,(32,33) the theory
505 of recursive cascades(34) and burden of treatment theory(13) from the social sciences, and
506 novel applications of complexity theory to multimorbidity within the primary care
507  sciences.(29) Despite this wealth of theory and the recent proliferation of person-centred
508 chronic care models,(14,35) in practice attempts to integrate care have not proven to be
509 especially ‘person-centred’ in practice. Currently advocated-for person-centred care models
510 are still generally designed using vertical disease programmes, for instance South Africa’s
511 Integrated Chronic Disease Management (ICDM) system modelled on the country’s HIV
512  programme.(15,36) Moreover, the common aim of such programmes to ‘activate’ PLWMM’s
513  agency for better health decision-making emphasise individual responsibility, but often fail to
514  respond to high rates of poverty and inequality that compromise the ability of PLWMM to
515  control their exposure to health risks. A growing number of qualitative studies reporting
516 PLWMM’s perspectives have been reported from countries including Malawi,(13) Ghana(37),
517  Ethiopia,(38) and South Africa.(39) These show that PLWMM are unable to take control over
518 their own health if they experience a ‘lack’ of health services, information, and basic
519 necessities. Such lack in turn feeds into a cycle of precariousness that negatively impacts
520 people’s ability to cope, often sending them down a slippery slope — or in complexity theory
521  terms, over ‘tipping points’(29) — towards further disability and decline. Also appealed to but

522  rarely prioritised in practice is the active involvement of caregivers and support networks in

523  the provision of care for PLWMM.(15,40) Here, African social network theories such as
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524  Ubuntu — promoting mutual caring through compassion, reciprocity, dignity, and humanity —
525  could be a useful concept, as they potentially cultivate resilience by creating a shared identity
526  between PLWMM and carers, allowing them to flourish even when living in precarity.(40)
527  Starting from where PLWMM are now — their priorities, values, needs, burden, and challenges
528 navigating current healthcare systems — is a more promising way into the development of
529  genuinely person-centred care models than the current retrospective ‘integration’ of different
530 disease programmes. While an elaboration of what this might entail in practice is beyond the
531  scope of this article, it would undoubtedly require careful reconsideration of what, where, how,
532 and by whom care is delivered, likely involving the decentralisation of chronic care through
533  healthcare workers trained in holistic, community-based care models — as elaborated, for
534 instance, within the syndemic care framework.(33,41)

535

536  The main conclusion from Theme 3 was the need for a broad, flexible understanding of
537 multimorbidity for it to be genuinely cross-cutting, folding in the possibility that in some
538  scenarios it may not be so useful at all. This conclusion aligns with a growing body of
539  multimorbidity scholarship running against the grain of the dominant drive to standardise and
540 harmonise a biomedically-defined multimorbidity concept. A recent workshop exploring
541  lessons from South Africa notably concluded that the ‘minimalist” definition of multimorbidity
542  as two or more chronic conditions, while appealing for its simplicity, is too simple. Any
543  definition, it was argued, needs to take into consideration the causes and consequences of
544  multimorbidity and will need to remain flexible enough to be responsive to different research
545  questions, (inter-)disciplinary contexts, and scenarios.(42) Building on these observations, our
546  findings suggest that a focus on common consequences for PLWMM holds particular promise

547  for bringing different perspectives together around a common frame of reference. If, indeed,

548  the needs and treatment burdens of PLWMM are often not disease specific, such a disease-
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549  agnostic focus could bring together disciplines and specialities in a way that has eluded the
550 abstract and seemingly irresolvable attempts to pin down multimorbidity and its causal
551  pathways in pathophysiological terms. The broader point, perhaps, is that the distinction
552  between causes and consequences itself begins to break down once we recentre what matters
553 to PLWMM, from whose perspective ‘consequences’ of a living with MM today may be
554  ‘causes’ of further problems tomorrow.(34) By centring PLWMM and their ability to lead
555 healthy, fulfilling and independent lives, we may better align medical and lay models of
556  multimorbidity, such that it may not only be more cross-cutting and useful but also, perhaps,

557 carry fewer negative connotations as a label. Figure 2 presents an expanded model of

558  multimorbidity that folds in Themes 1, 2 and 3.

559

560 [Insert Figure 2]

561

562 Figure 2. An expanded conceptual model of multimorbidity
563

564  This model draws on the multiple theoretical influences of the participant group, including the
565  syndemics framework,(32,33) burden of treatment theory,(13) and complexity theory.(29) It
566  retains within it the basic idea of multimorbidity as involving more than one primary condition,
567 in recognition of the utility of diagnostic categories within public health, epidemiology, and
568 clinical medicine. But it remains agnostic about which kinds and combinations of condition
569  ‘count’ as multimorbidity, instead expanding and bringing into the foreground the
570 consequences of multimorbidity and its distributed burden on PLWMM, families, social
571  networks, health providers, and the healthcare system. The model highlights factors identified
572 by the collaborator group that currently overwhelmingly pull towards the right of the model,

573 that is, that set PLWMM on a slippery (but not inevitable or linear) slope towards secondary
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574  complications and potentially catastrophic burdens that are felt across the system. It also casts
575  our attention to the factors that might pull back people towards the left of the model. This
576  includes seemingly small changes to a person’s circumstances that may make multimorbidity
577  more manageable for the person affected and their wider networks, even in cases of advanced
578 or complex disease. Given that many secondary complications cannot be reversed, the model
579  suggests the emphasis should be on primary and secondary prevention. More than
580 pharmacological or lifestyle interventions, this demands and rather interventions that take into
581 account the interdependency between PLWMM and family, social network, healthcare
582  providers, the health system, and wider social, structural, and environmental context.

583

584  While the ‘maximalist’ orientation of this multimorbidity model may lack some of the appeals
585  of a minimalist definition, its dynamic and multidimensional nature enables different questions
586 and disciplinary perspectives to be brought to bear on multimorbidity, including more refined
587  definitions suited for specific questions. At the same time, the model suggests an overarching
588  shift in the kinds of question that we ask and how we answer them. First, a focus on the complex
589  bio-social interactions and impacts of multimorbidity moves us away from the disease-centred,
590 cross-sectional designs from which most knowledge about multimorbidity to date originates
591 (and that have tended to favour pharmacological and behavioural interventions) to disease-
592  agnostic, richly contextual cohort research designs focused on burden, outcomes, and quality
593  of life across the life course. Second, recognition of the multilevel factors at play implies that
594  multimorbidity cannot be fully appreciated through any one disciplinary lens alone. Inter- and
595 trans-disciplinary approaches, as well as holistic stakeholder engagement are needed to
596 understand how biological, socio-cultural, political, economic, and environmental factors

597 intertwine to co-produce multimorbidity; as well as to design holistic, person-centred, and

598  systems-directed interventions. Third, the model implies a more context-specific approach to
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599  decide which disciplines and fields of expertise are relevant within the multimorbidity arena.
600  Multimorbidity may result in similar needs and treatment burdens across different condition
601 clusters, but its manifestation may also vary considerably across Aftrican settings given the
602 tremendous heterogeneity of social, structural, environmental, and health system contexts.
603  Thus, the knowledge bases and skillsets required to understand and address multimorbidity
604 need to be similarly adaptive.(36) Whilst challenging, this is precisely the kind of context-
605  sensitive approach that multimorbidity compels, offering a more promising pathway towards
606  holistic person-centred care than universal, disease-centred interventions.

607

608  This model and the approach underlying it have several strengths. This was the first workshop
609  to systematically bring together a multidisciplinary group of academic and applied actors to
610 critically consider the meaning and utility of multimorbidity specifically within African
611  settings. This was a bold exercise, not only in multidisciplinary experimentation,(23) but in
612  elevating perspectives from a range of African contexts to reframe the multimorbidity
613  conversation. This work provides a conceptual infrastructure to undergird the North-South and,
614  more importantly, South-South partnerships that have been explicitly recognised as necessary
615  for responding to multimorbidity in the region.(7) This research also had several limitations.
616  First, while the collaborator group advocated for a person-centred perspective on
617  multimorbidity, we were unable to directly include the voices of PLWMM. Further research is
618 needed to gauge the extent to which this model resonates with PLWMM, whose perspectives
619  remain under-represented within the multimorbidity conversation in Africa. The collaborator
620  group was also biased towards Southern Africa, with the largest representation of expertise
621  from Malawi, Zimbabwe, and South Africa, and thus our work disproportionately reflects

622  views from these countries. Finally, our thematic analysis may be biased towards the views of

623  the core working group. Whilst we endeavoured to represent the wider group’s perspectives
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624  objectively through a rigorous thematic analysis of workshop proceedings, the fact that we
625  were both participants (in the workshop) and observers (analysing proceedings) means that the
626  model may be biased towards our own values and viewpoints.
627
628  Conclusion
629 In this article, we have analysed focus-and whole-group discussions from a workshop on
630 multimorbidity in African contexts, placed emergent themes into conversation with current
631  thinking on multimorbidity, and developed an expanded model based on the groups’ common
632 commitments. While recognising the crucial research that has preceded our work, we believe
633  in the necessity of providing nuance to the available framings of multimorbidity, stressing the
634  importance of understanding the lived experiences of people and their networks, and adding in
635 the socio-economic complexities that impact PLWMM, providers, and the development of
636  systems. Further conceptual and empirical work is needed to draw out the implications of this
637  conceptual model for the heterogenous and multifaceted health systems in Africa. Also open
638  for the test of empirical scrutiny is whether it will prove useful for orienting and mapping
639  different strands of multimorbidity work across disciplines, projects, and interventions, and for
640  contributing to an overall more joined-up response moving forward.
641
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Panel A: Multimorbidity conceptual model
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