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ABSTRACT

Background

Globally, diabetes affects 537 million individuals aged 20-79, significantly undermining their quality
of life and economic stability, with the greatest impact in low- and middle-income countries. This
study aims to deepen understanding of the diabetes burden in Ga Mashie, an urban-poor area in
Accra, Ghana.

Methods

We conducted a cluster survey of adults over 25 years in 80 enumeration areas within Ga Mashie,
targeting 959 eligible households based on the 2021 census. Household-level data included
household membership and structure, water and sanitation, cooking infrastructure, and asset
ownership. Individual-level data encompassed demographics, lifestyle behaviours, and biometric
measurements. Diabetes was identified through random blood glucose levels 211.1 mmol/L or a
prior diagnosis, with obesity defined as a body mass index >30 kg/m2 and central obesity as a waist
circumference-to-height ratio >0.5. We derived weighted prevalence estimates and compared these
estimates by age, sex, and wealth, using unadjusted odds-ratios (OR).

Results

The survey, achieving a 67% response rate, covered 854 individuals from 644 households. It unveiled
a notable prevalence of non-communicable disease risk factors: 47.2% for alcohol consumption (95%
Cl: 43.7-50.8), 50.7% for insufficient physical activity (95% Cl: 46.0-55.3), 28.9% for unhealthy snack
consumption (95% Cl: 24.5-33.7), 35.1% for obesity (95% Cl: 31.3-39.1), and 74.5% for central obesity
(95% Cl: 70.8-77.9). Diabetes affected 8.2% of the population aged >25 (95% Cl: 6.4-10.5), with
disparities evident across age, wealth, and sex (2.66 greater odds in females for diabetes [95% Cl:
1.38-5.12]).

Conclusion

Diabetes and its risk factors are highly prevalent in Ga Mashie, with significant demographic
disparities underscoring the need for targeted interventions. The study highlights the critical
challenge diabetes poses in urban-poor contexts, emphasizing the necessity for tailored health
initiatives to mitigate this burden.
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KEY QUESTIONS
What is already known on this topic?

Diabetes and non-communicable diseases (NCDs) present a significant global health challenge,
especially in low- and middle-income countries, where there is a notable lack of data on the
prevalence and distribution of these conditions and their associated risk factors. The variation in
diabetes epidemiology and its risk factors between urban and rural settings highlights the need
for context-specific intervention strategies.

What this study adds?

In Ga Mashie, the prevalence of diabetes is approximately 8%, with over 25% of individuals with
diabetes being unaware of their condition and more than a third of those diagnosed not
achieving control over the disease. There is also a high prevalence of NCD risk factors, such as
insufficient physical activity (73%) and central obesity (75%).

The distribution of diabetes and NCD risk factors is uneven across different demographic groups,
with women and older adults bearing a higher burden of physical inactivity, adiposity, and
diagnosed but uncontrolled diabetes, whereas men are more prone to engage in smoking and
alcohol consumption.

How might this study affect research, practice, or policy?

Given the substantial health threat posed by diabetes and NCDs in Ga Mashie, there is a
pressing need for interventions at the individual, community, and health system levels. These
interventions should be designed with consideration of the unequal disease and risk factor
distribution and should aim to address the specific contextual factors driving these disparities.
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INTRODUCTION

Diabetes, a chronic non-communicable disease (NCD) characterised by elevated concentration of
blood glucose, poses a significant health challenge, affecting one in ten individuals aged 20-79 years
worldwide, approximately 537 million cases (1,2). Among the three primary types of diabetes—type
1, type 2, and gestational diabetes—type 2 diabetes predominates, accounting for over 96% (95% Cl:
95.1; 96.8) of cases worldwide (2). The impacts of diabetes are far-reaching, encompassing both
micro- and macro-vascular complications such as neuropathy, vision impairment, and stroke. These
complications profoundly affect quality of life, longevity, and economic aspects of individuals,
households, and communities (3-5).

In the past four decades, diabetes prevalence has exhibited a concerning upward trend, surging from
4.7% in 1980 to 8.5% in 2014 (6). Projections suggest a further rise to 12.2% (783 million cases) by
2045 (7). Low- and middle-income countries (LMICs) are estimated to bear the brunt of this increase,
accounting for nearly two-thirds of the projected rise (8). Despite this, half of those living with
diabetes from LMICs remain undiagnosed due to a lack of evident warning signs, inconclusive early
symptoms, and poor access to screening and diagnosis (7). Although, the burden of diabetes is on
the rise in LMICs, urban settings and high-income countries still consistently exhibit higher diabetes
prevalence, with regional discrepancies partially attributed to variations in lifestyle and body mass
index (BMI) (8). The continent of Africa grapples with a marked rise in diabetes prevalence, from an
estimated 3.1% in 1980 to 7.1% in 2014 (9). By 2023, 18.6 million people are projected to be affected
by diabetes on the continent (6). Notably, Africa contends with the highest proportion of
undiagnosed diabetes cases, with 13 million adults living unaware with this condition (8). This region
will experience a significant escalation in diabetes burden, predicted to rise by 156% by 2045, if
timely interventions are not implemented (8).

The upward trajectory of diabetes prevalence is intricately tied to urbanization and shifts in dietary
and lifestyle patterns (7,8,10). Specific contributing factors include physical inactivity, advancing age,

obesity, poor dietary practices, tobacco and alcohol consumption, as well as social and economic
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determinants such as education, employment, wealth, and social class (11,12). This rising diabetes
burden is associated with an increased incidence of both chronic and acute diseases, resulting in
compromised quality of life, diminished physical and mental health, premature mortality, heightened
healthcare demand, and substantial economic repercussions (10,11,13).

Despite the escalating burden of diabetes, research focusing on the nuanced context of diabetes in
most LMICs remains limited (14—16). In Ghana, the prevalence of diabetes is estimated at 6.46%
(95% Cl: 4.66-8.26%), based on a meta-analysis of studies with varied sampling designs (12). To our
knowledge in Accra, Ghana’s urban capital, only two studies have been done to estimate the
diabetes prevalence, the last one over a decade ago (17,18). While the role of diet, physical activity,
medication, and regular screenings is acknowledged, social, cultural, and economic factors, as well as
awareness of one's diabetic status, significantly influence health behaviours (19). Previous studies
conducted in Ghana have identified barriers to diabetes prevention and management, including
perceptions of risk, resistance to behaviour change, social stigma, psychosocial burden, economic
constraints, medication non-adherence and limited access to healthcare facilities and nutritious
foods (20-22). Addressing these challenges necessitates the development of cost-effective diabetes
prevention programs tailored to the Ghanaian population. The success of such intervention hinges
on an in-depth understanding of local context.

Using data from the ‘Contextual Awareness, Response and Evaluation (CARE): Diabetes in Ghana’
project—a mixed methods study to generate a contextual understanding of diabetes in an urban
poor population—this study aimed to generate evidence to further our understanding of the
diabetes burden by assessing the prevalence and associated factors from a survey conducted in Ga

Mashie, Accra, Ghana.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS

Ethics

Ethical approval for the CARE project was granted by the Ghana Health Service (GHS-ERC:
017/02/22); Noguchi Memorial Institute for Medical Research Institutional Review Board, University
of Ghana (NMIMR-IRB CP 060/21-22); and the Research Ethics Committee at University College

London (1D:21541/001). All survey participants provided written informed consent.

Study design, setting, and population

This study uses data from the CARE survey. A detailed description of the CARE survey methods is
available elsewhere (23). Briefly, we undertook the CARE survey in 959 households located in Ga
Mashie, Accra, Ghana, between November 10™" and December 8%, 2022. The locality is an urban
poor and densely populated setting, made up of two communities, James Town and Ussher Town. Ga
Mashie is inhabited by Indigenous Ga people and migrant populations from across Ghana. Fishing
remains a major source of livelihood, though small-scale trading and other commercial activities now

dominate the community.

Sample size estimation

To calculate the sample size, we assumed a diabetes prevalence of 5.0% (12), a precision of 2.0% and
a design effect of 2.5. This resulted in an estimated sample of 1,242 individuals. We further assumed
an average of two eligible adults per household and a 10% individual refusal to participate. This
resulted in an estimated sample of 684 households. However, based on previous field experiences of
some of the authors, we further assumed that 40% of households would be found empty or non-

traceable, leading to a final estimated sample size of 958 households.
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Survey sampling

We used the 2021 census, conducted by the Ghana Statistical Service (GSS) (24), as our sample
frame. To simplify the process and ensure a broad geographical representation across all 80 census
enumeration areas (EAs) within Ga Mashie, we requested the GSS to select twelve households from
each EA through simple random sampling. This approach yielded in a final sample of 959 households,
as one of the EAs had only eleven households randomly sampled.

During the survey, we collected household-level data from all randomly selected households that
agreed participation in the survey, and individual-level data from all consenting participants from
those households that met the eligibility criteria, which were to be a permanent resident of the
household and to be aged 225 years. We excluded women who were pregnant or had given birth
within the past 6 months. We also excluded anyone deemed unable to provide informed consent or
complete the survey such as individuals with impaired mental capacity or who were deaf and
unaided. We defined a household as either a single person living alone or a group of people who may
not be related but live at the same address and share cooking facilities, a living room, sitting room, or
dining area (25). We defined a permanent resident as someone who has lived in the selected

household for the past 12 months.

Patient and Public Involvement

Prior to the survey, we undertook a community engagement activity. This was a participatory event
engaging members from different sections of the community, including chiefs, queen mothers
(women leaders in the community), market leaders (controllers of specific market produce),
fisherfolk, butchers, boxers, and health care providers. The activity was designed to introduce and

explain the project, answer questions, and obtain the views of the potential project participants.
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Training of data collectors and quality assurance

Forty enumerators were recruited and provided a five-day training in survey tools and data collection
procedures (October 31 — November 4%, 2022). The training encompassed obtaining informed
consent, conducting participant interviews, ensuring confidentiality, measuring and recording
biometric data (such as anthropometry and blood glucose concentration), and utilising Open Data Kit
(ODK) questionnaires via Android mobile devices. Enumerators also received training on the detailed
Standard Operating Procedures governing fieldwork.

We conducted a pilot survey with 50 households in the La Dade-Kotopon Municipal area of Accra.
The pre-test assessed field procedures and data processes, leading to adjustments aimed at
enhancing data quality for the main survey. The data from the pilot survey was not included in this
analysis.

We encrypted and password-protected all mobile devices, to ensure security and confidentiality. We
assigned each household on the sampling list a unique identifier. On arrival to the household, the
head of household reviewed and confirmed their identifying information, including structure and
house number, as well as address, which was captured in the census. Distinct questionnaires for
household- and individual-level data were administered using ODK questionnaires.

Data were regularly uploaded securely to an online server for storage, cleaning, coding, and
anonymisation. Data from the server were checked regularly during data collection to identify
potential errors. These identified errors were queried, and correction actioned following discussions

with the survey supervisors and field teams.

Data and measurements
We collected data at the household-level from either the household head or the primary household
respondent. They provided information on the composition of the household, including the age of

each members and their relationship to the household head; the household’s water and sanitation
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infrastructure, detailing access to private or communal piped water and toilets facilities; cooking
infrastructure e.g., the primary type of fuel used for cooking; and ownership of 23 different items.
From consenting individuals, we obtained information on age, sex, ethnicity, religion, marital status,
highest education level achieved, and whether they were engaged in remunerated work.

We collected data on tobacco and alcohol consumption by utilising relevant items from the World
Health Organisation (WHQO) STEPS Questionnaire (26). We evaluated individuals' diets using the 31-
item Diet Quality Questionnaire (DQQ), adapted to the Ghanaian context (27). We gauged physical
activity using the 16-item Global Physical Activity Questionnaire (GPAQ) (28). We inquired about
medical history regarding 12 common NCDs, which included diabetes.

We also collected individual biometric data. We measured and recorded weight, height, and waist
circumference. We measured weight to a precision of 0.1 kg, from participants standing on a digital
scale (GLC-D-200KG digital body scale, GreenLife Canada) with weight evenly distributed between
both feet, arms hanging freely at the sides, and wearing light clothing. We measured height using
stadiometers to a precision of 0.1 cm, with participants standing without shoes, feet together,
aligning heels, buttocks, and upper back vertically, and orienting the head according to the Frankfurt
plane. We measured waist circumference (WC) to a precision of 0.1 cm at the navel level using a
measuring tape, while participants breathed normally, at the end of a regular expiration.

Trained laboratory technicians measured Random Blood Glucose (RBG) concentrations using point-
of-care glucometers (One Touch select plus, LifeScan Europe GmbH 6300 Zug, Switzerland), obtaining
capillary blood drops from the middle finger following a finger prick. We also recorded whether
survey participants had previously been diagnosed with diabetes by a health professional; and

whether they ever received treatment for diabetes.

Data handling
To help understand the prevalence of diabetes and NCD risk factors affecting young adults, older

adults, and the elderly, we categorised age into three groups: 25-44, 45-64, and 265 years.
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We used Principal Component Analysis of household utilities, structure and asset ownership to
generate a household wealth index (29). We categorised the generated household wealth index into
tertiles, specifically as ‘most poor’, ‘poor’, and ‘least poor’.

We computed the BMI by dividing weight by height squared, measured in kg/m?. Obesity was
defined as a BMI =30 kg/m?2. We calculated the waist circumference-to-height ratio (WHR). We
defined central obesity as either having a WC >102 cm or >88 cm in males and females, respectively;
or as having a WHR >0.5.

A participant was identified as living with diabetes if they reported to have received a prior medical
diagnosis or were receiving treatment for diabetes, or if they exhibited RBG values 211.1 mmol/L (4).
While RBG values are not diagnostic for diabetes, they serve as a valuable tool for assessing diabetes
risk in population-based surveys, particularly in situations where obtaining alternative measures such
as fasting blood glucose or two-hour glucose tolerance tests is challenging (30). We further
categorised those found to be living with diabetes as controlled, uncontrolled, and undiagnosed; if
they were previously diagnosed and had normal RBG values, were previously diagnosed but had high
RBG values, and were not previously diagnosed but had high RBG values, respectively.

From the DQQ, we used the binary salty or fried snack consumption as a negative indicator of the
diet; which ask about consumption of plantain or potato chips, indomie (noodles), or any fried food
like yam, potato, atomo, spring rolls, chicken, or fish (27).

From the GPAQ, we used the 'not meeting WHO Recommendations on physical activity for health’
binary indicator, which assessed the prevalence of respondents that failed to meet the WHO
recommendations on physical activity for health, that is, 150 minutes of moderate-intensity physical

activity per week, or equivalent (28).

Statistical analysis
We undertook data analysis using Stata (StataCorp. 2023. Stata Statistical Software: Release 18.

College Station, TX: StataCorp LLC). We used the survey commands in Stata (prefix svy) in the analysis
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that accounted for the clustered survey design and the weighing probability of each household or
individual. We calculated weight as the ratio of the total number of households or individuals in each
enumeration area, as recorded in the 2021 census, to the number of households or individuals
surveyed for household- and individual-level data analysis, respectively.

To evaluate the prevalence of diabetes and its known risk factors, we estimated the overall and
stratified weighted proportions, stratifying by age, wealth, and sex categories. We then tested for
associations using chi-square test. We further explored the relationship between age, wealth and sex
with diabetes and its known risk factors, deriving crude odds ratios derived using logistic regression

analysis.

11
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RESULTS

Participants recruitment flow

Figure 1 presents the survey’s participants flow from the original sample of 959 eligible households
randomly selected from 80 EAs. Households that were not found, refused participation, and agreed
participation were 31.8% (95% Cl: 26.6-37.5), 1.61% (95% Cl: 0.83-3.11), and 66.6% (95% CI: 61.1-
71.7), respectively. Of a total of 1,007 eligible individuals, which were found in the 644 households
that agreed to be surveyed (1.56 eligible individuals/household), 13.5% were absent and 1.8%
refused participation in the survey. The 854 surveyed individuals belonged to 629 households from
79 EAs.

There appeared to be a bias in the proportion of eligible individuals that were not surveyed because
they were absent or refused participation (n=153), as their proportion was greater in the younger
age categories (20.4% of those aged 25-44 years vs 3.73% of those aged 265 years), in the top wealth
tertiles (16.8% of those least poor vs 12.1% of those most poor), and in males (19.9% of males vs
12.3% of females). Nonetheless, this absence did not appear to affect the age, wealth and sex

distribution of the surveyed sample compared to the eligible sample (see supplementary Table S1).

Sample characteristics

A table describing the basic characteristics of the 644 surveyed households is provided in the
supplementary materials (Table S2). The average participating household comprised of almost three
members and slightly over half of these members were females. Over half of the households
reported to be female headed, but this proportion showed an inverse relationship with wealth
tertiles (64.7% in the most poor households [95% Cl: 58.6-70.4] vs 40.0% in the least poor [95% ClI:
32.6-47.9]). Most household members were of working age; and wealthier households reported a
greater proportion of child dependents (26.4% in the least poor households [95% Cl: 22.1-31.3] vs
17.5% in the most poor [95% Cl: 13.0-23.3]) but a lower proportion of aged dependents (4.3% in the

least poor households [95% Cl: 2.6-6.8] vs 10.5% in the most poor [95% Cl: 7.8-13.9]). Most
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households reported shared use of toilet facilities and the fuel used for cooking was different
according to wealth tertiles, where households in the most poor tertile used charcoal as their most
common fuel (86.9%, 95% Cl: 82.1-90.6) and those least poor used gas (57.8%, 95% Cl: 49.6-65.6).
The characteristics of the surveyed individuals are shown in Table 1, stratified by sex, wealth tertiles
and age categories. We observed a relationship between sex, wealth, and age; where the most poor
tertile had a higher proportion of females, and age showed an inverse relationship with wealth. In
Table 1 we also observed other patterns, where ethnic group, religion, marital status, education

level, and working status showed significant differences by sex, wealth, and age.

NCDs behavioural risk factors

A detailed examination of the complex interplay of sex, age, and socioeconomic status in influencing
behavioural risk factors for NCDs is evidenced by the data presented in Table 2. In our analysis of the
sex differences in behavioural risk factors for NCDs as depicted in Table 2, distinct patterns emerged.
Women were found to have significantly lower odds of consuming tobacco and alcohol compared to
men, with odds ratios of 0.16 [95% Cl: 0.07-0.36] and 0.54 [95% CI: 0.38-0.76], respectively. However,
women were more likely to not meet the WHO's physical activity recommendations, with an odds
ratio of 3.72 [95% Cl: 2.67-5.18]. The consumption of salty or fried snacks did not show significant
sex differences, indicating a similar dietary behaviour among both sexes.

Age-related trends further delineated risk behaviours, with older participants (45-64 years) showing
reduced odds of alcohol consumption and intake of salty or fried snacks compared to their younger
counterparts, as outlined in Table 2. A clear age-associated increase in the odds of not fulfilling
WHQO's physical activity guidelines was observed, especially pronounced among older age groups,
highlighting a trend towards decreased physical activity with aging.

Moreover, our findings indicate that socioeconomic status, represented by wealth tertiles, was not
significantly associated with NCD risk factors, with the notable exception of physical activity. Here,

individuals in the two higher wealth tertiles displayed lower odds of failing to meet the WHO physical
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activity recommendations compared to those in the most impoverished group, suggesting that

economic factors may play a role in physical activity levels but not in other behavioural risk factors.

Diabetes prevalence and NCD metabolic risk factors

Table 3 delineates the prevalence and odds ratios for diabetes within the Ga Mashie population. The
findings reveal a diabetes prevalence of 8.2% among individuals (95% Cl: 6.4-10.5) and 11.5% at the
household level, indicating at least one member living with diabetes (95% Cl: 9.1-14.4). Notably, a
significant gender disparity is observed, with females exhibiting a higher diabetes prevalence by 6.3
percentage points (95% Cl: 2.7-9.9) and a markedly increased odds ratio of 3.59 (95% Cl: 1.55-8.30)
when compared to males.

Further analysis indicates that older age groups possess significantly higher diabetes prevalence and
odds ratios in comparison to the younger cohort, highlighting age as a critical factor in diabetes risk.
However, the distribution of diabetes prevalence appears uniform across various wealth tertiles,
suggesting economic status does not significantly influence diabetes risk in this community.
Additionally, Table 3 presents obesity estimates, showing females with significantly higher odds of
both obesity and central obesity. Age-related differences are pronounced in central obesity across all
older groups, whereas only the middle-aged group (45-64 years) demonstrates increased odds for
obesity.

The prevalence of controlled, uncontrolled, and undiagnosed diabetes in Ga Mashie was 3.21% (95%
Cl: 2.17,4.70), 2.78% (95% Cl: 1.85, 4.16), and 2.24% (95% Cl: 1.41, 3.54), respectively; and they
represented 39.0% (95% Cl: 29.1, 49.9), 33.8% (95% Cl: 23.9, 45.4), and 27.2% (95% Cl: 17.3, 40.2) of
the totality of the diabetes prevalence, respectively. Figure 2 presents a visual distribution of the
values of RBG by sex and age, where we can visually compare controlled, uncontrolled, and
undiagnosed diabetes. Table 4 presents an analysis of controlled, uncontrolled, and undiagnosed
diabetes status, by sex, wealth, and age -relative to the total prevalence. For sex, we observed that

females presented with a greater prevalence (a 28-percentage points difference, 95% Cl: 8.3; 47.7)
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and greater odds of uncontrolled diabetes, when compared to men. The opposite pattern was
observed in females for controlled diabetes. Females presented also with lower odds of undiagnosed
diabetes.

Socioeconomic status was also significantly associated with diabetes status. For instance, individuals
in the highest socioeconomic status had significantly lower odds of uncontrolled diabetes (OR = 0.76,
95% Cl: 0.72, 0.81), and greater odds of controlled diabetes (OR = 5.60, 95% Cl: 5.25, 5.96), when
compared to the lowest socioeconomic status. This same socioeconomic group presented very low
odds of having undiagnosed diabetes.

Age emerged as another significant correlate of diabetes status, with individuals aged 65 and above
displaying greater odds of controlled diabetes (OR = 2.81, 95% Cl: 2.65, 2.97), and lower odds of
uncontrolled or undiagnosed diabetes (OR = 0.11 (95% Cl: 0.10, 0.12) and OR = 0.65 (95% Cl: 0.61,

0.69) respectively).
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DISCUSSION

Main findings

This study marks an important advancement in understanding diabetes prevalence in the Ga Mashie
locality, an urban-poor enclave in Accra. The survey revealed a significant prevalence of diabetes,
affecting over one in ten households within this community. Additionally, it showed the extensive
presence of various NCD risk factors among the population. Notably, our results uncovered clear
disparities in the prevalence of diabetes and NCD risk factors across different demographic groups.
Age and wealth status were identified as key factors, highlighting the varied impact on distinct
population segments. Particularly striking was the gender disparity observed, where females were
found to carry a disproportionately higher burden of diabetes and numerous NCD risk factors. The

study also underscored the increased likelihood of females experiencing uncontrolled diabetes.

Diabetes prevalence

In this study we revealed a significantly higher prevalence of diabetes within the Ga Mashie area
compared to previous regional studies conducted in 2002 by Amoah et al. (17) and in 2011 by Vuvor
et al. (18). Amoabh et al. reported a diabetes prevalence of 6.3% (95% Cl: 5.61, 6.99) in Greater Accra,
while Vuvor et al. documented a prevalence of 3.9% (95% Cl: 2.3, 5.5) in peri-urban Accra. It is
important to note that both earlier studies utilized fasting blood glucose determination, and Amoah
et al. a 2-hour glucose tolerance test, different from our methods. These methodological differences,
known to impact prevalence rates (31), alongside variations in the sampling universe, might
contribute to the disparities observed. Despite these methodological distinctions, our study's
identification of a notably higher prevalence aligns with projections indicating a rising trend of

diabetes in the region (8).
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NCD risk factors

The prevalence of alcohol and tobacco consumption in this community was high and we observed a
sex-difference, with men reporting a higher consumption in both. In this context, there are factors,
perceived by the community, which are potentially driving alcohol consumption and smoking in this
region. These factors include economic hardship (e.g., unemployment), psycho-social hardships and
anxieties, illness management (e.g., pain suppression), and socio-cultural beliefs (e.g., aphrodisiac,
magic) (32). For instance, funerals are local social and important events that facilitate alcohol
consumption (32).

Eating habits associated with NCDs, i.e., consumption of salty or fried snacks, were also highly
prevalent in this context, suggesting the need for action to improve eating behaviours. However, this
call to action in this context is not without challenges. Mensah et al. found that a greater
consumption of fruits and vegetables was perceived by the community to be determined by
availability, cost, personal preferences, and knowledge and belief (32); with personal preferences and
cost considered the main barriers to a higher consumption. This is supported by the work of Suglo et
al. which found that people are knowledgeable of what constitutes a healthy diet and what foods are
suitable for people living with diabetes in Ga Mashie (33); nonetheless, a healthy diet was perceived
as expensive, with cost as a major barrier to consumption of healthy food (33). Furthermore, the
adherence to self-care behaviours among people living with diabetes is also a challenge as
demonstrated by Opoku et al., where the mean number of days per week adherence to dietary
recommendations was 3.9-4.4 days/week; and where only 2.7% of people living with diabetes
adhere daily to these recommendations (34).

Insufficient physical activity in this context was found to be highly prevalent, with women presenting
with a significantly higher burden, i.e., 62% of women do not engage in sufficient physical activity,
compared to 30% of men. Evidence of this gender gap can be explained by gender norms affecting
physical activity, as shown by the work of Amin et al. (35), where reported socio-structural barriers

for physical activity included concerns about social ridicule or embarrassment, safety during outdoor
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activities, a lack of culturally appropriate exercise facilities, and high social and work demands. For
people living with diabetes, chronic illness-related factors also hindered their exercise participation.
Nonetheless, evidence suggests that physical activity interventions in this context might be feasible,
and could lead to significant improvement of glycaemic control and reduction of NCD risk factors like

waist circumference (35,36).

Sex-difference in the burden of diabetes and NCD risk factors

In this context we observed that women had a higher burden of diabetes and some NCD risk factors
such as obesity and insufficient physical activity. Conversely, men presented a higher risk of alcohol
and tobacco consumption. In this context, obesity is understood as a sign of good living and good
health and men are understood to find larger women attractive; which might motivate some women
to desire to be overweight (37). Weight management is mainly determined by social representation
of being fat or slim (37,38).

Contrary to our findings, a recent study that included data from five West African countries found
that diabetes and NCD risk factors burden did not vary by sex (39). However, another study also
found that in clinical settings, a larger proportion of people living with diabetes are women (40). In
our study, although proportionately more eligible men were not surveyed, it is improbable that this
absence significantly impacted our results, as the age, sex, and wealth distributions observed in both

the eligible and surveyed populations remained similar (see Table S1) (41).

Uncontrolled diabetes

Among people living with diabetes, a large proportion presented with uncontrolled diabetes defined
as having a RBG values >11.1mmol/| and a prior diagnosis of diabetes. Uncontrolled diabetes
affected women disproportionately — a finding observed elsewhere in Accra and reportedly

exacerbated during the COVID-19 era (42).
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Consistent self-care among individuals living with diabetes presents notable challenges, reflecting
varied adherence levels to medication and care recommendations (34). Barriers to effective self-
management are likely to include limited knowledge about diabetes dietary strategies, financial
constraints, treatment non-compliance, restricted access to glucometers, inadequate social support,
and prolonged waiting times at healthcare facilities (43). Stigma is also a known challenge in the
control of diabetes (44). People living with diabetes in other settings have reported that due to
stigma, they often keep their diagnoses to themselves and this is linked with non-adherence to
treatment and self-management (45). The impact of stigma might be greater among women as
women living with diabetes reported a greater risk of divorce if their partners knew about their
diagnosis (45). These insights underscore the importance of improved education about diabetes and
dietary management strategies, as well as the pivotal role of robust social support from both
community networks and organizations in addressing these multifaceted challenges.

Availability, use, and the poor regulation of pluralistic health centres for care is pervasive in the Ga
Mashie community and this might also contribute to the manifestation of uncontrolled diabetes (46).
Medical care often begins as a combination of allopathic and alternative medicine care, which then
shifts fully to other forms of treatment, often this shift being influenced by perceived cheaper costs
(46).

Our finding that women in the Ga Mashie present with greater risk of uncontrolled diabetes has also
been observed elsewhere in Accra. Women were found to have an increased likelihood of poor
glycaemic control; and the prevalence of this poor control was exacerbated during the COVID-19 era

(42).

Undiagnosed diabetes
Pregnant women represent the highest number of healthcare users globally and in Ghana 88% of
antenatal care facilities are reported to screen for gestational diabetes (47), potentially explaining

why a greater proportion of men present with undiagnosed diabetes in this context. It is also
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possible that a low relational continuity of care, defined as an ongoing personal relationship between
care providers and patients guided by personal trust and a sense of responsibility (48), could partly
explain this greater proportion in men, as they often present lower continuity of care (44). In
addition, self-denial due to stigma and perceived high cost of treatment, may also contribute to this

observed phenomenon (49).

Limitations and Strengths

There were limitations to our study. We surveyed a smaller sample than originally anticipated based
on our assumptions. This might have given us a greater pixelation in our observed patterns of disease
and may account for some of the potential contradictions with our findings and that of others, as
described above. We use RBG as one of the criteria for defining diabetes, rather than fasting blood
glucose or a 2-hour glucose tolerance test (31), although other studies have confirmed the value of
RBG measurement for assessing diabetes prevalence and mortality risk in populations (30,50,51).
Lastly, in our survey a greater proportion of men were missing and not surveyed (Table S1).
Nonetheless, we think this is unlikely to affect the pattern of results observed, as the sex, age, and
wealth proportions observed in the surveyed and non-surveyed population were comparable.

Our study also has methodological strengths. Our survey design and sampling methodology is robust
and representative allowing us to draft inferences from the population of interest in Ga Mashie area.
Rigorous training and pilot testing, robust data collection procedures, field supervision and data
quality control measures using the most up-to-date digital systems are likely to have increased the

quality of the data obtained from this population.

Conclusion
Diabetes and NCD risk factors are highly prevalent in the Ga Mashie, and they appear to have
increased in the past decade. There are inequities in these burdens by age, wealth, and importantly,

sex. These nuanced disparities underscore the need for targeted and inclusive interventions that
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account for multifaceted variations within this community. Further investigation is warranted to
better understand the drivers and implications of the escalating diabetes burden in the Ga Mashie

area.
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TABLES

Table 1. Individual characteristics.

Sex Wealth tertiles Age categories (years)
Male Female Most poor Poor Least poor 25-44 45-64 65+
(n=305) (n=549) (n=277) (n=284) (n=293) (n=397) (n=328) (h=129)
Characteristic % 95% ClI % 95% Cl % 95% Cl % 95% Cl % 95% ClI % 95% ClI % 95% Cl % 95% Cl
Female sex (%) - - - - 714 (65.9,76.4) 62.8 (55.2,69.8) 57.1 (51.7,62.3) | 61.7 (56.1,67.0) 63.6 (58.2,688) 70.1  (58.2,79.9)
Wealth tertiles (%)
Most poor 25.9 (20.3,32.5) 37.0 (30.9,43.5) | - - - - = = 26.0 (19.9,33.3) 36.1 (29.3,43.4) 451  (35.1,55.5)
Poor 33.1 (26.4,40.5) 31.9 (26.1,38.3) | - 5 5 5 - - 29.5 (23.0,37.0) 358 (28.443.9) 32.8 (24.2,42.8)
Least poor 41.0 (34.2,48.1) 31.1 (25.4,37.4) - - - - - - 44.5 (37.2,52.0) 28.1 (21.9,35.3) 22.0 (14.4,32.2)
Age categories (%)
25-44 years 48.7 (42.2,55.3) 44.7 (40.0,49.5) 36.6 (29.7,44.0) 42.0 (34.6,49.7) 59.1 (51.7,66.1) - - - - - -
45-64 years 38.7 (32.0,45.9) 38.5 (34.5,42.7) 42.4 (36.8,48.2) 42.6 (35.0,50.5) 31.2 (25.4,37.8) - - - - - -
65+ years 12.6 (8.4,18.4) 16.8  (13.7,20.3) | 21.0 (15.7,27.4) 154  (11.4,20.5) 9.7 (6.6,13.9) - - - - - -
Ethnic group (%)
Akan 13.9 (10.0,19.0) 121  (8.7,16.4) 133 (8.1,20.9) 136  (9.4,19.2) 114  (7.417.1) 13.9 (10.3,18.5) 11.6 (7.9,16.8) 11.6  (6.1,21.0)
Ga-Dangme 75.8 (69.7,81.1) 78.7 (73.0,83.5) | 80.6  (72.4,86.7) 79.1 (72.7,843) 737 (66.2,79.9) | 72.6 (65.9,78.3) 81.3 (75.6,85.9) 84.0 (74.7,90.4)
Other 10.3 (7.0,14.9) 9.2 (6.6,12.7) 6.2 (3.3,11.2) 7.4 (4.4,12.2) 14.9 (11.1,19.7) 13.5 (10.1,18.0) 7.1 (4.3,11.3) 4.3 (1.7,10.3)
Religion (%) 1
No religion 8.0 (4.9,12.9) 3.2 (1.8,5.7) 8.5 (4.5,15.5) 3.7 (2.0,6.6) 2.8 (1.2,6.2) 53 (3.1,9.1) 5.7 (3.2,10.1) 2.0 (0.4,9.7)
Christian 60.5 (53.6,67.0) 70.0 (64.3,75.2) 67.6 (60.0,74.4) 65.3 (57.3,72.4) 66.7 (57.8,74.6) 61.1 (54.7,67.1) 68.4 (61.6,74.5) 78.6 (69.9,85.3)
Islam 16.7 (12.2,22.4) 10.6 (8.2,13.6) 9.4 (6.2,14.0) 14.1 (8.3,22.9) 14.8 (10.2,21.1) 16.7 (12.7,21.7) 10.0 (6.3,15.6) 8.2 (4.4,15.0)
TraditionaI/SpirituaI/Other 13.9 (9.3,20.2) 16.1 (11.7,21.9) 14.0 (9.7,19.8) 16.6 (11.4,23.7) 15.3 (8.8,25.3) 16.4 (10.9,23.9) 15.4 (11.2,20.9) 111 (6.4,18.5)
Currently working (%) 79.7 (73.5,84.8) 69.2 (64.5,73.6) 65.2 (59.0,70.9) 69.4 (63.6,74.7) 83.8 (77.8,88.5) 85.8 (81.5,89.2) 76.3 (70.6,81.2) 26.3 (19.0,35.2)
Marital status (%) 2
Married/Living together 63.1 (56.0,69.7) 40.0 (35.5,44.6) 34.5 (28.5,41.0) 48.0 (39.2,56.9) 62.0 (53.7,69.6) 54.9 (49.1,60.6) 50.2 (42.1,58.3) 23.1 (15.8,32.7)
Divorced/Separated/Widowed 17.0 (12.7,22.4) 42.7 (37.8,47.8) 45.4 (37.9,53.1) 34.9 (27.7,42.8) 20.5 (15.5,26.6) 11.5 (8.3,15.7) 43.0 (35.9,50.5) 75.6 (66.2,83.1)
Never married 19.4 (14.6,25.4) 17.0 (13.0,21.9) | 19.6 (14.1,26.7) 16.4 (12.2,21.8) 17.5 (12.2,24.5) | 33.4 (27.6,39.7) 6.0  (3.2,11.2) 1.2 (0.2,8.4)
Highest education level (%)
No education/Pre-school 9.7 (6.4,14.5) 14.8 (11.2,19.4) 19.9 (14.5,26.8) 13.7 (9.3,19.7) 5.7 (3.0,10.7) 6.8 (3.9,11.6) 13.6 (9.6,18.9) 29.3 (20.0,40.8)
Primary 15.2 (10.3,21.8) 21.3 (17.3,26.0) 28.8 (22.3,36.4) 18.9 (14.7,24.0) 10.0 (6.2,15.6) 17.1 (12.6,22.8) 24.7 (18.7,31.9) 11.4 (6.7,19.0)
Middle/JHS 35.2 (29.2,41.7) 43.1 (38.5,47.8) 37.4 (29.9,45.5) 45.7 (41.0,50.3) 37.8 (31.8,44.2) 35.6 (30.8,40.8) 47.9 (41.0,55.0) 34.1 (25.9,43.3)
Secondary/SHS/Higher 39.9 (33.2,47.0) 20.8 (16.2,26.3) 13.9 (9.3,20.1) 21.8 (17.2,27.2) 46.4 (39.6,53.4) 40.5 (34.4,46.8) 13.8 (10.0,18.7) 25.1 (17.6,34.6)

1 A total of 0.9% (95% Cl:0.3,3.0) refused to answer this question. 2 A total of 0.4% (95% Cl:0.1,2.9) refused to answer this question.
We used chi-square to test for associations. Bold numbers represent a significant association(p<0.05).
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Table 2. Prevalence and crude ORs of behavioural non-communicable disease risk factors.

Consumed tobacco

Consumed alcohol

Consumed salty or fried snacks !

Insufficient physical activity 2

% 95% Cl OR 95% ClI % 95% Cl OR 95% Cl % 95% ClI OR 95% ClI % 95% Cl OR 95% Cl
Total 55  (3.9,7.7) - - 47.2 (43.7,50.8) - - 289 (24.5,33.7) - - 50.7 [46.0,55.3] - -
Sex
Males (n=305) 11.5 (7.9,16.4) ref - 57.0 (50.6,63.2) ref - 29.2 (23.5,35.6) ref - 304 [24.4,37.2] ref -
Females (n=549) 21 (1.0,4.1) 0.16 (0.07,0.36) 417 (37.1,46.4) 0.54 (0.38,0.76) 28.7 (23.434.6) 098 (0.68,1.40) 619 [56.1,67.5] 3.72 [2.67,5.18]
Wealth tertile
Most poor (n=277) 7.3 (4.3,12.2) ref - 46.8 (40.4,53.2) ref - 263 (19.6,34.4)  ref - 63.4 [55.3,70.7] ref -
Poor (n=284) 5.8  (3.4,9.8) 0.78 (0.35,1.76) 485 (41.6,55.4) 1.07 (0.71,1.61) 273 (21.4,34.0) 1.05 (0.64,1.71) 482 [41.0,55.4] 0.54 [0.35,0.83]
Least poor (n=293) 3.4 (1.7,6.8) 0.45 (0.18,1.15) 46.5 (41.1,52.0) 0.99 (0.72,1.36) 32.8 (26.6,39.6) 1.36 (0.90,2.07) 41.1 [34.0,48.5] 0.40 [0.26,0.62]
Age categories
25-44 years (n=397) 75  (4.6,11.9) ref - 49.7 (45.1,54.4) ref - 335 (27.2,40.5)  ref - 38.1 [32.9,43.5] ref -
45-64 years (n=328) 41 (2.2,7.7) 0.53 (0.22,1.28) 4856 (42.6,54.6) 0.96 (0.70,1.30) 252 (19.7,31.6) 0.67 (0.46,0.97) 529 [46.1,59.6] 1.83 [1.37,2.44]
65+ years (n=129) 27 (0.7,9.7) 0.35 (0.08,1.48) 354 (25.3,47.0) 0.55 (0.33,0.92) 247 (163,357) 0.65 (0.36,1.19) 815 [72.1,88.2] 717 [4.16,12.3]

1 From the DQQ, we used the binary salty or fried snack consumption as a negative indicator of the diet. 2 From the GPAQ, we used the 'not meeting WHO Recommendations on physical activity for health’ binary

indicator.

We used logistic regression to assess odds ratios. Bold numbers represent a significant association (p<0.05).
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Table 3. Prevalence and crude ORs of diabetes and the metabolic risk factors obesity and central obesity.

Diabetes ! Obesity (BMI >30kg/m2) Central Obesity (WHR >0.5)

% 95% Cl OR 95% Cl % 95% Cl OR 95% Cl % 95% Cl OR 95% Cl
Total 82  (6.4,10.5) - - 35.1 (31.3,39.1) - - 745  (70.8,77.9) - -
Sex
Males (n=305) 4.2 (2.4,7.4) ref - 13.8 (9.0,20.5) ref - 55.3  (49.1,61.4) ref -
Females (n=545) 10.5 (8.0,13.7) 2.66 (1.38,5.12) 47.4 (42.5,52.3) 5.63 (3.40,9.31) 85.5 (81.5,88.8) 4.77 (3.36,6.79)
Wealth tertile
Most poor (n=277) 9.3 (6.4,13.2) ref - 36.9 (29.9,44.5) ref - 73.6  (67.9,78.7) ref -
Poor (n=283) 10.0 (6.6,14.8) 1.08 (0.61,1.93) 335 (27.9,39.7) 0.86 (0.56,1.32) 72.7 (64.8,79.5) 0.96 (0.63,1.45)
Least poor (n=290) 5.6 (3.3,9.3) 0.58 (0.29,1.15) 35.0 (29.5,40.9) 0.92 (0.62,1.38) 77.0 (71.7,81.6) 1.20 (0.80,1.80)
Age category
25-44 years (n=395) 0.6 (0.2,2.4) ref - 29.5 (25.1,34.2) ref - 64.8 (59.9,69.5) ref -
45-64 years (n=327) 14.4  (10.1,20.1) 26.8 (6.40,112.5) 44.5 (38.4,50.8) 1.92 (1.37,2.68) 83.2 (76.6,88.3) 2.69 (1.69,4.3)
65+ years (n=128) 15.8  (9.9,24.1) 29.9 (6.77,131.9) 28.7 (19.6,39.9) 0.96 (0.57,1.61) 81.4 (72.7,87.8) 2.38 (1.43,3.96)

BMI: Body mass index. WC: Waist circumference. WHR: Waist-to-height ratio.

1 A person was defined as living with diabetes if they reported to have received a prior medical diagnosis or were receiving treatment for diabetes, or if they exhibited RBG values >11.1 mmol/L.
We used logistic regression to assess odds ratios. Bold numbers represent a significant association (p<0.05)
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Table 4. Relative prevalence and crude odds ratios for controlled, uncontrolled, and undiagnosed diabetes.

Controlled diabetes
(Previous diagnosis, but normal RBG)

Uncontrolled diabetes
(Previous diagnosis, and high RBG)

Undiagnosed diabetes

(No previous diagnosis, but high RBG)

% 95% Cl OR 95% Cl % 95% Cl OR 95% Cl % 95% ClI OR 95% Cl
All 39.0 (29.1, 49.9) - - 33.8 (23.9, 45.4) - - 27.2 (17.3; 40.2) - -
Sex
Male 45.2 (20.3,72.8) ref - 11.0 (2.7,35.6) ref - 43.8 (17.9,73.5) ref -
Female 37.6  (26.9,49.6) 0.73  (0.69,0.77) 39.0 (27.7,51.7) 5.17  (4.79,5.57) 23.4  (14.0,36.5) 0.39 (0.37,0.42)
Wealth tertile
Most poor 20.4 (8.85,40.5) ref - 42.3 (22.3,65.2) ref - 37.3 (19.3,59.6) ref -
Poor 44.6  (24.9,66.1) 3.13  (2.94,3.34) 244  (10.7,46.7) 0.44  (0.42,0.47) 31.0 (15.9,51.4) 0.75 (0.71,0.80)
Least poor 59.0 (36.4,78.3) 5.60 (5.25,5.96) 35.9 (17.7,59.3) 0.76 (0.72,0.81) 5.11 (0.63,31.5) 0.09 (0.08,0.10)
Age category
25-44 years 36.3 (28.7,4.46) ref - 63.7 (28.7,12.6) ref - 0.00 - - -
45-64 years 29.4 (6.57,18.0) 0.73 (0.69,0.77) 39.9 (6.09,28.4) 0.38 (0.36,0.40) 30.8 (7.50,17.9) ref -
65+ years 61.5 (11.4,37.8) 2.81 (2.65,2.97) 16.1 (10.1,4.08) 0.11 (0.10,0.12) 22.3 (9.20,8.98) 0.65 (0.61,0.69)

RBG: Random blood glucose.
We used logistic regression to assess odds ratios. Bold numbers represent a significant association (p<0.05)
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Figure 1. Participants flow.
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Figure 2. Random blood glucose concentration against age, by sex and diabetes status.

28


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.15.24304379
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.15.24304379; this version posted July 25, 2024. 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

REFERENCES

1. International Diabetes Federation. IDF Diabetes Atlas 2021. 10th Edition. 2021.

2. Ong KL, Stafford LK, McLaughlin SA, Boyko EJ, Vollset SE, Smith AE, et al. Global, regional, and
national burden of diabetes from 1990 to 2021, with projections of prevalence to 2050: a
systematic analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2021. Lancet. 2023 Jul
15;402(10397):203-34.

3. American Diabetes Association. Diagnosis and Classification of Diabetes Mellitus. Diabetes
Care. 2011 Jan 1;34(Supplement_1):562-9.

4. Pippitt K, Li M, Gurgle HE. Diabetes Mellitus: Screening and Diagnosis. Am Fam Physician.
2016 Jan 15;93(2):103-9.

5. World Health Organization (WHO). Diabetes [Internet]. 2023 [cited 2023 Nov 7]. Available
from: http://tinyurl.com/2bwe5e9c

6. King H, Aubert RE, Herman WH. Global Burden of Diabetes, 1995-2025: Prevalence,
numerical estimates, and projections. Diabetes Care. 1998 Sep 1;21(9):1414-31.

7. Saeedi P, Petersohn |, Salpea P, Malanda B, Karuranga S, Unwin N, et al. Global and regional
diabetes prevalence estimates for 2019 and projections for 2030 and 2045: Results from the
International Diabetes Federation Diabetes Atlas, 9th edition. Diabetes Res Clin Pract. 2019
Nov 1;157:107843.

8. Sun H, Saeedi P, Karuranga S, Pinkepank M, Ogurtsova K, Duncan BB, et al. IDF Diabetes Atlas:
Global, regional and country-level diabetes prevalence estimates for 2021 and projections for
2045. Diabetes Res Clin Pract. 2022 Jan 1;183:109119.

9. Shaw JE, Sicree RA, Zimmet PZ. Global estimates of the prevalence of diabetes for 2010 and
2030. Diabetes Res Clin Pract. 2010 Jan;87(1):4-14.

10. Tinajero MG, Malik VS. An Update on the Epidemiology of Type 2 Diabetes: A Global
Perspective. Endocrinol Metab Clin North Am. 2021;50(3):337-55.

11. Atun R, Davies JI, Gale EAM, Barnighausen T, Beran D, Kengne AP, et al. Diabetes in sub-
Saharan Africa: from clinical care to health policy. Lancet Diabetes Endocrinol. 2017
Aug;5(8):622—-67.

12. Asamoah-Boaheng M, Sarfo-Kantanka O, Tuffour AB, Eghan B, Mbanya JC. Prevalence and risk
factors for diabetes mellitus among adults in Ghana: a systematic review and meta-analysis.
Int Health. 2019 Mar 1;11(2):83-92.

13. Seiglie JA, Marcus ME, Ebert C, Prodromidis N, Geldsetzer P, Theilmann M, et al. Diabetes
prevalence and its relationship with education, wealth, and BMI in 29 low- And middle-
income countries. Diabetes Care. 2020;43(4):767-75.

14. Tesema AG, Ajisegiri WS, Abimbola S, Balane C, Kengne AP, Shiferaw F, et al. How well are
non-communicable disease services being integrated into primary health care in Africa: A
review of progress against World Health Organization’s African regional targets. Pastakia SD,
editor. PLoS One. 2020 Oct 22;15(10):e0240984.

15. Gatimu SM, Milimo BW, Sebastian MS. Prevalence and determinants of diabetes among older
adults in Ghana. BMC Public Health. 2016 Dec 21;16(1):1174.

16. Katey D, Addo AA, Abass K, Morgan AK. Prevalence study of type 2 diabetes mellitus in the
Ashanti region of Ghana: a systematic review of risk factors. J Endocrinol Metab Diabetes
South Africa. 2022 Sep 2;27(3):93-9.

17. Amoah AGB, Owusu SK, Adjei S. Diabetes in Ghana: a community based prevalence study in
Greater Accra. Diabetes Res Clin Pract. 2002 Jun 1;56(3):197-205.

18. Vuvor F, Steiner-Asiedu M, Armar-Klemesu M, Armah S. Population-based study of diabetic
mellitus prevalence and its associated factors in adult Ghanaians in the greater Accra region.
Int J Diabetes Dev Ctries. 2011 Sep 30;31(3):149-53.

19. Doherty ML, Owusu-Dabo E, Kantanka OS, Brawer RO, Plumb JD. Type 2 diabetes in a rapidly

urbanizing region of Ghana, West Africa: a qualitative study of dietary preferences,

29


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.15.24304379
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.15.24304379; this version posted July 25, 2024. 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.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

knowledge and practices. BMC Public Health. 2014 Dec 14;14(1):1069.

Baah-Nyarkoh E, Alhassan Y, Dwomoh AK, Kretchy IA. Medicated-related burden and
adherence in patients with co-morbid type 2 diabetes mellitus and hypertension. Heliyon.
2023 Apr;9(4):e15448.

Alhassan Y, Kwakye AO, Dwomoh AK, Baah-Nyarkoh E, Ganu VJ, Appiah B, et al. Determinants
of blood pressure and blood glucose control in patients with co-morbid hypertension and
type 2 diabetes mellitus in Ghana: A hospital-based cross-sectional study. Haregu T, editor.
PLOS Glob Public Heal. 2022 Dec 6;2(12):e0001342.

Kretchy IA, Koduah A, Ohene-Agyei T, Boima V, Appiah B. The Association between Diabetes-
Related Distress and Medication Adherence in Adult Patients with Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus: A
Cross-Sectional Study. J Diabetes Res. 2020 Mar 2;2020:1-10.

Lule SA, Kushitor SB, Grijalva-Eternod CS, Adjaye-Gbewonyo K, Sanuade OA, Kushitor MK, et
al. The contextual awareness, response and evaluation (CARE) diabetes project: study design
for a quantitative survey of diabetes prevalence and non-communicable disease risk in Ga
Mashie, Accra, Ghana. Glob Health Action. 2024 Dec 31;17(1).

Ghana Statistical Service. 2021 Population and Housing Census [Internet]. [cited 2024 Jan 19].
Available from: http://tinyurl.com/4pvtu8h8

Office for National Statistics. Families and households statistics explained [Internet]. 2023
[cited 2023 Nov 30]. Available from: http://tinyurl.com/yzcmsrdm

World Health Organization. Ghana - STEPS 2006, Greater Accra Region [Internet]. 2006 [cited
2023 Nov 30]. Available from: http://tinyurl.com/yc3aa8sr

Uyar BTM, Talsma EF, Herforth AW, Trijsburg LE, Vogliano C, Pastori G, et al. The DQQ is a
Valid Tool to Collect Population-Level Food Group Consumption Data: A Study Among
Women in Ethiopia, Vietnam, and Solomon Islands. J Nutr. 2023 Jan;153(1):340-51.

World Health Organization (WHO). Global Physical Activity Questionnaire: GPAQ Version 2.0.
Geneva; 2019.

Vyas S, Kumaranayake L. Constructing socio-economic status indices: how to use principal
components analysis. Health Policy Plan. 2006 Aug 30;21(6):459-68.

Baumert J, Heidemann C, Paprott R, Du Y, Scheidt-Nave C. Association between random
glucose and all-cause mortality: findings from the mortality follow-up of the German National
Health Interview and Examination Survey 1998. BMC Endocr Disord. 2018 Dec 13;18(1):95.
Kawada T. Random blood glucose measurement for epidemiological studies: its significance
and limitations. Curr Med Res Opin. 2012 Mar 7;28(3):447-8.

Mensah NA, Sanuade OA, Baatiema L. Perceptions of community members on contextual
factors driving cardiovascular disease behavioural risk in Ghana: a qualitative study. BMC
Public Health. 2022 Jun 22;22(1):1240.

Suglo JN, Evans C. Factors influencing self-management in relation to type 2 diabetes in
Africa: A qualitative systematic review. Shiyanbola OO, editor. PLoS One. 2020 Oct
22;15(10):e0240938.

Opoku R, Ackon SK, Kumah E, Botchwey CO-A, Appiah NE, Korsah S, et al. Self-care behaviors
and associated factors among individuals with type 2 diabetes in Ghana: a systematic review.
BMC Endocr Disord. 2023 Nov 22;23(1):256.

Amin M, Kerr D, Atiase Y, Yakub Y, Driscoll A. Understanding Physical Activity Behavior in
Ghanaian Adults with Type 2 Diabetes: A Qualitative Descriptive Study. J Funct Morphol
Kinesiol. 2023 Sep 5;8(3):127.

Lopez Sanchez GF, Vigueras Herndndez MR, Lucas Casas P, Zauder R, Jastrzebska J, Skalska M,
et al. Impact of physical activity, BMI and sociodemographic and lifestyle factors on the risk of
diabetes in 9,511 Ghanaian adults. Sport TK-Revista Euroam Ciencias del Deport. 2022 Apr
3;11:15.

John Elvis HJ, Christiana N-A, Thomas H, Dietmar P, Thomas S. Managing Overweight and
Obesity in Ghana from a Cultural Lens: The Complementary Role of Behaviour Modification.

30


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.15.24304379
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.15.24304379; this version posted July 25, 2024. 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

He J, editor. J Prev Med Care. 2018 May 25;2(2):18-31.

38. Afrifa-Anane GF, Badasu DM, Codjoe SNA, Anarfi JK. Barriers and facilitators of weight
management: Perspectives of the urban poor in Accra, Ghana. Cowley H, editor. PLoS One.
2022 Aug 8;17(8):e0272274.

39. Issaka A, Cameron AJ, Paradies Y, Bosu WK, Houehanou YCN, Kiwallo JB, et al. Effect of age
and sex on the associations between potential modifiable risk factors and both type 2
diabetes and impaired fasting glycaemia among West African adults. BMC Public Health. 2022
Jun 17;22(1):1211.

40. Danquah |, Bedu-Addo G, Terpe K-J, Micah F, Amoako YA, Awuku YA, et al. Diabetes mellitus
type 2 in urban Ghana: characteristics and associated factors. BMC Public Health. 2012 Dec
20;12(1):210.

41. Gad M, Kazibwe J, Abassah-Konadu E, Amankwah |, Owusu R, Gulbi G, et al. The
Epidemiological and Economic Burden of Diabetes in Ghana: A Scoping Review to Inform
Health Technology Assessment. medRxiv. 2023 Apr 20;2023.04.19.23288806.

42. Swaray SM, Tetteh J, Djonor SK, Ekem-Ferguson G, Clottey RY, Yacoba A, et al. Changes in
trends and patterns of glycaemic control at Ghana’s National Diabetes Management and
Research Centre during the era of the COVID-19 pandemic. Asweto CO, editor. PLOS Glob
Public Heal. 2023 Jun 14;3(6):e0002024.

43.  Tuobenyiere J, Mensah GP, Korsah KA. Patient perspective on barriers in type 2 diabetes self-
management: A qualitative study. Nurs Open. 2023 Oct 24;10(10):7003-13.

44.  Awumee V, Dery SKK. Continuity of care among diabetic patients in Accra, Ghana. Front
Public Heal. 2023 May 9;11:1141080.

45, Mogre V, Johnson NA, Tzelepis F, Paul C. Barriers to diabetic self-care: A qualitative study of
patients’ and healthcare providers’ perspectives. J Clin Nurs. 2019;28(11-12):2296-308.

46. de-Graft Aikins A, Kushitor M, Kushitor SB, Sanuade O, Asante PY, Sakyi L, et al. Building
cardiovascular disease competence in an urban poor Ghanaian community: A social
psychology of participation approach. J Community Appl Soc Psychol. 2020 Jul 8;30(4):419-
40.

47. Paul C. Who cares about antenatal care? BJOG An Int J Obstet Gynaecol. 2022 Aug
20;129(9):1558-9.

48.  Saultz JW. Defining and Measuring Interpersonal Continuity of Care. Ann Fam Med. 2003 Sep
1;1(3):134-43.

49, Korsah KA, Agyeman-Yeboah J. Narratives of type 2 diabetes mellitus patients regarding the
influence of social issues on diabetes self-management: Implications for patient care. Nurs
Open. 2023 Aug 28;10(8):5741-8.

50. Kowall B, Rathmann W, Giani G, Schipf S, Baumeister S, Wallaschofski H, et al. Random
glucose is useful for individual prediction of type 2 diabetes: Results of the Study of Health in
Pomerania (SHIP). Prim Care Diabetes. 2013 Apr 1;7(1):25-31.

51. Bowen ME, Xuan L, Lingvay I, Halm EA. Random Blood Glucose: A Robust Risk Factor For Type
2 Diabetes. J Clin Endocrinol Metab. 2015 Apr 1;100(4):1503-10.

31


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.15.24304379
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.15.24304379; this version posted July 25, 2024. 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS.
Table S1. Age, wealth, and sex of eligible and surveyed household members.

Eligible Surveyed Non-surveyed”

Sex N % (95% Cl) n % (95% Cl) n/N (%)
Male 381 38.7(36.0;41.6) 305 36.3(33.2;39.6) 76/381 (19.9%)
Female 626 61.3(58.5; 64.0) 549 63.7 (60.4; 66.8) 77/626 (12.3%)
Wealth tertile n % (95% Cl) n % (95% Cl) n (%)
Most poor 315 30.6(24.9;37.0) 277 33.0(27.9; 38.5) 30/315 (12.1%)
Poor 340 33.0(27.7;38.9) 284 32.3(27.3;37.8) 56/340 (16.5%)
Least Poor 352 36.4(31.1;42.0) 293 34.7(29.6;40.2) 59/352 (16.8%)
Age category n % (95% Cl) n % (95% Cl) n (%)

25-44 years 499 49.2 (45.7;52.7) 397 46.2(42.3;50.1) 102/499 (20.4%)
45-64 years 374 37.6(34.6; 40.6) 328 38.6(35.2;42.1) 46/374 (12.3%)
>65 years 134 13.3(10.9; 16.0) 129 15.3(13.0;17.9) 5/134 (3.73%)
Total 1,007 100% 854 100% 153/1,007 (15.2%)

* The percentage of non-surveyed household members is in relation to the eligible sample.
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Table S2. Household characteristics.

Total (n=644)

Wealth Tertiles

Most poor (n=215)

Poor (n=215)

Least poor (n=214)

Characteristic % or mean 95% Cl % or mean 95% ClI % or mean 95% Cl % or mean 95% ClI
Household size (members) 2.84 (2.76, 2.92) 2.51 (2.41, 2.61) 2.92 (2.79, 3.05) 3.06 (2.93, 3.19)
Female headed household (%) 52.9 (48.7, 57.0) 64.7 (58.6, 70.4) 54.0 (46.4, 61.4) 40.0 (32.6, 47.9)
Female member (%) 57.9 (55.3, 60.4) 58.9 (54.8, 62.8) 59.8 (55.5, 64.0) 55.3 (50.7, 59.9)
Family structure (%)

child dependent (<15 years) 23.4 (21.0, 26.1) 17.5 (13.0, 23.3) 25.2 (22.0, 28.7) 26.4 (22.1, 31.3)

working age adult (15-64 years) 69.2 (66.8, 71.6) 72.0 (66.6, 76.8) 66.8 (63.1, 70.3) 69.3 (64.5, 73.7)

aged dependent (265 years) 7.30 (5.9, 9.0) 10.5 (7.8, 13.9) 8.00 (6.0, 10.5) 4.30 (2.6, 6.8)
Household with a pregnant woman (%) 5.70 (4.4,7.4) 8.1 (5.4, 12.0) 2.6 (1.3,4.9) 6.7 (4.6, 9.7)
Shared toilet with other households (%) 89.6 (86.4,92.2) 94.3 (89.6, 96.9) 92.7 (87.1,95.9) 83.1 (75.5, 88.7)
Fuel for Cooking (%)

Charcoal 65.7 (61.4, 69.8) 86.9 (82.1, 90.6) 74.0 (66.3, 80.5) 37.5 (29.9, 45.8)

LPG 29.6 (25.8, 33.7) 8.6 (5.4, 13.5) 21.1 (15.1, 28.5) 57.8 (49.6, 65.6)

We used chi-square to test for associations.

Bold numbers represent a significant association (p<0.05).
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