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Abstract
Background: For low TB incidence settings, disease elimination is a long-term goal. We
investigated pathways to TB pre-elimination and elimination (incidence <1.0 and <0.1 per

100,000, respectively) in the United States.

Methods: Using a mathematical modelling framework, we simulated how U.S. TB incidence
could be affected by changes in TB services in the countries of origin for future migrants to the
United States, as well as changes in TB services inside the United States. We constructed
intervention scenarios representing improvements in TB services internationally and within the
United States, individually and in combination, plus a base-case scenario representing

continuation of current services. \We simulated health and economic outcomes until 2100.

Findings: Under the base-case, U.S. TB incidence rates were projected to decline to 1.8 (95%
uncertainty interval: 1.5, 2.1) per 100,000 by 2050. Intervention scenarios produced substantial
reductions in TB incidence, with the combination of all domestic and international interventions
projected to achieve pre-elimination by 2033 (2031, 2037). Compared to the base-case, this
combination could avert 101 (84, 120) thousand U.S. TB cases and 13 (11, 16) thousand U.S.
TB deaths over 2025-2050; the total economic value of these TB incidence reductions was

estimated as US$68 (33, 112) billion. TB elimination was not projected before 2100.

Interpretation: Strengthening TB services domestically, promoting the development of more
effective technologies and interventions, and supporting TB programs in high-burden countries

are key strategies for accelerating progress towards TB elimination in the United States.

Funding: U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.
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Research in Context

Evidence before this study

A number of studies have investigated the potential health impacts of tuberculosis intervention
options in individual countries, across high incidence and low incidence settings. Studies in high
incidence settings have generally emphasized TB case detection as a high-impact strategy,
while studies in low incidence settings have focused on preventive treatment among individuals
with TB infection. Few studies have examined the combined effect of interventions choices in
both high- and low-incidence settings, and how these choices can contribute to progress

towards TB elimination goals in individual countries.

Added value of this study

Using a mathematical modelling approach, this study assessed how interventions in high
burden countries and interventions used within the United States could affect future TB trends
within the United States. Dependencies between different TB epidemics were modelled
explicitly through migration. The analysis examined the extent to which different intervention
combinations could accelerate progress towards TB pre-elimination and elimination goals

(incidence <1.0 and <0.1 per 100,000, respectively).

Implications of all the available evidence

In this low-burden setting, actions to strengthen TB services domestically, promote the
development of more effective technologies and interventions, and support TB programs in
high-burden countries were all found to be complementary and impactful strategies for

accelerating progress towards TB elimination.
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Introduction

Eliminating TB is the aspirational goal of global TB policy, with aggressive action to combat the
disease attracting high-level political commitments,’? and with targets towards this goal included
in the WHO End TB Strategy and Sustainable Development Goals.>* While global efforts to
reduce TB incidence have accelerated slowly>—and been delayed by the COVID-19
pandemic®—technological advances are providing new tools for TB prevention and care.”"°

Despite setbacks, global TB strategy continues to target rapid progress."’

In low-incidence countries such as the United States, TB epidemiology is characterized by
limited transmission concentrated within populations at greatest risk, with most TB cases
resulting from progression of established Mycobacterium tuberculosis (Mtb) infections acquired
in past years. In many of these countries, a substantial fraction of TB cases arises among
migrants from high TB burden countries, due to infections acquired before migration.’? In the
United States only 12% of genotyped TB cases during 2020-2021 were estimated to result from
recent transmission, and 71% of all TB cases in 2021 arose in the non-U.S.-born population.™
For countries like the United States, strategies for pursuing TB elimination include expanded
testing and preventive treatment for Mtb infection among individuals at increased risk of TB
disease (including persons born in countries with high TB incidence and other populations with
elevated Mtb infection prevalence or medical risk factors for rapid disease progression),''®
rapid detection of new TB cases and contact investigation to interrupt transmission,
strengthening care cascades for individuals with Mtb infection and TB disease, encouraging

new technologies, and engagement in global TB prevention and care effort."®'”

1819 current TB incidence—

While elimination is a long-established goal of U.S. TB policy,
estimated at 2.5 per 100,000 for 2022%°—is well above established thresholds for pre-
elimination and elimination, defined as TB incidence of <1.0 per 100,000 and <0.1 per 100,000,

respectively.?' A long historical decline in U.S. incidence rates has flattened in recent years,
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while since 2017 non-U.S.-born persons have represented over 70% of all U.S. TB cases." The
gap in TB incidence rates between non-U.S.-born residents’ countries of birth and the United
States has risen over time,? and demographic projections suggest that non-U.S.-born persons
will form an increasing share of the future U.S. population.?® For these reasons, it is likely that

future U.S. TB trends will depend on the relative success of TB programs in other countries.?*?

In this study we examined possible intervention pathways towards TB elimination in the United
States. Using mathematical modelling, we investigated approaches for strengthening TB
services, both within and outside of the United States. For each approach we projected future
TB incidence trends within the United States, the long-term health and economic outcomes of

TB, and the timing of reaching pre-elimination and elimination thresholds.

Methods

We constructed intervention scenarios representing improvements in TB services internationally
and within the United States, as well as a base-case scenario representing continuation of
current service coverage and effectiveness. Using mathematical modeling, we simulated future
epidemiological outcomes to understand how each scenario might affect future TB incidence
trends within the United States, and the number of years until pre-elimination (<1.0 TB case per
100,000) and elimination (<0.1 TB cases per 100,000) could be reached. We calculated
additional outcomes quantifying health and economic benefits realized under each intervention
scenario compared to the base-case. This study was determined to be non—human subjects

research by the Harvard University Institutional Review Board (IRB22-1328).

Mathematical model
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We adapted a transmission-dynamic model of TB epidemiology, risk factors, and health
services in the U.S. population (‘U.S. model’), previously used to study improvements in TB
prevention, diagnosis, and treatment within the United States.?®*® Parameters describing TB
natural history and U.S. TB services were based on published literature and routine reporting
data.’™?° Data on the size of the non-U.S.-born population were drawn from the American
Community Survey for 2000-2021,% and used to estimate rates of migration into the United
States by age, year, and birth country.®' We projected future migration trends to match U.S.
Census Bureau projections.? To estimate Mtb infection prevalence among current and future
migrants, we created simplified TB models (‘non-U.S. models’) for each of the top 30 countries
of birth by reported TB cases among non-U.S.-born individuals entering the United States after
2010 (Table S1), following a published approach.?* An additional model was created to
represent remaining low- and middle-income countries not modelled individually, and another to
represent remaining high-income countries. Figure S1 shows modelled health states and

transitions.

We fit models to data for each setting using a Bayesian calibration approach.®?3* Non-U.S.
models were calibrated to WHO-estimated TB incidence trends (Figure S2) and published Mtb
infection prevalence estimates (Figure S3).>*% The U.S. model was calibrated to Interferon-
Gamma Release Assay (IGRA) data collected in the 2011-2012 round of the National Health
and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES), which provide the most recent nationally-
representative U.S. estimates of Mtb infection prevalence by age and U.S.-born status.® This
model was also calibrated to trends in reported TB cases within multiple population strata,
extracted from the National TB Surveillance System.*” To ensure that TB trends among entering
migrants matched available data, we calibrated the model to reproduce the number of TB cases
among non- U.S.-born persons residing in the United States from each of the countries and

country groups included in the non-U.S. models between 2000 and 2021 (Figures S4-S6).
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Analytic scenarios

We created a base-case scenario representing the continuation of current service coverage and
effectiveness in each modelled setting. For non-U.S. models, we extrapolated future TB
epidemiology based on TB incidence trends for each country over 2011-2021.3* For the United
States we assumed the coverage and effectiveness of TB services would remain at current
levels. We created hypothetical scenarios representing improvements in TB services in non-
U.S. countries (‘international intervention scenarios’), based on the Stop TB Partnership’s
Global Plan to End TB 2023-2030."" These scenarios describe the service expansion and
technological advances needed to achieve the WHO End TB Strategy targets (by 2035, a 95%
reduction in TB mortality and 90% reduction in TB incidence rates compared to 2015).2 These
scenarios were simulated for each of the 32 countries and country groups included in the non-
U.S. models, matching the projections of the Stop TB Partnership’s Global Plan to End TB.""
Figure S7 shows incidence projections for each modelled setting under the international
intervention scenarios. We created an additional set of scenarios representing improvements in
TB services provided within or at the time of entry to the United States (‘domestic intervention
scenarios’), based on an earlier modelling study.?® We created a third set of scenarios
representing the combination of international and domestic service improvements. Scenarios
are described in Table 1 (details in Supplement). As a sensitivity analysis we adjusted the
intervention parameters of the U.S. model to achieve the changes targeted in the End TB
Strategy (95% reduction in TB mortality and 90% reduction in TB incidence rates between 2015
and 2035), while TB trends in other countries were assumed to follow their current trajectories.

Using the fitted mathematical models we simulated future U.S. TB outcomes for each scenario.

[Table 1]
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Study outcomes

The primary study outcome was TB incidence rates in the overall U.S. population, calculated as
the number of new TB cases estimated by the simulation model divided by resident population
in that year, expressed per 100,000. We also calculated incidence for U.S.-born and non-U.S .-
born residents separately and reported the year in which U.S. TB incidence rates were
projected to reach pre-elimination and elimination thresholds.'® We calculated additional
outcomes quantifying health and economic benefits within the United States, each comparing a
given intervention scenario to the base-case: (i) Mtb infections averted, (ii) TB deaths averted,
(iii) life-years gained, (iv) quality-adjusted life years (QALYs) gained, and (v) the economic value
of TB incidence reductions. To calculate QALYs gained, we compared the number of life-years
lived in each intervention scenario to the base-case, adjusting for the lower quality of life
associated with TB disease.* The economic value of TB incidence reductions was calculated
as the sum of averted TB treatment costs, averted productivity losses from TB disease, and the
societal value of averted TB mortality estimated via a ‘Value of Statistical Life’ (VSL) approach*®
(details in Supplement). The primary results were estimated for the 2025-2050 period, given the

increased uncertainty of longer-term projections.

Statistical analysis

We used Monte Carlo simulation to propagate uncertainty in analytic inputs through the
analysis.*® To do so, we re-estimated results for each of 1,000 parameter sets generated by the
Bayesian calibration approach and used a latin hypercube sample to generate values for
parameters not included in the calibration (VSL inputs, utility weights, future migration trends).
This generated 1,000 values for each outcome. We calculated point estimates for each outcome
as the median of these values and calculated 95% uncertainty intervals as the 2.5™ and 97.5"

percentiles. We calculated partial rank correlation coefficients (PRCCs) describing parameters
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with the greatest influence over study outcomes, and also re-estimated outcomes for high and
low values for future migration rates (+/- 50% compared to the main analysis). Analyses were

41,42

implemented in R (v4.2.2) and C++ via the Rcpp package (v1.0.9).

Role of the funding source

Employees of the funder participated as study coinvestigators.

Results

Base-case epidemiological projections

Figure 1 shows base-case projections of future TB incidence rates within the United States, for
U.S.-born and non-U.S.-born persons as well as the overall population. While incidence rates in
the U.S.-born population are already below the pre-elimination threshold, incidence rates in
the overall U.S. population were not projected to cross this threshold before 2100. By 2050,
incidence rates were projected to be 9.5 (95% uncertainty interval: 8.0, 11.5), 0.33 (0.26, 0.39)
and 1.8 (1.5, 2.1) per 100,000 in non-U.S.-born, U.S.-born, and total United States populations,
respectively. Annual percentage reductions in incidence rates were higher for U.S.-born
compared to non-U.S.-born populations, and these rates of decline flattened over time (Table

S2).

[Figure 1]

TB cases attributable to Mtb infections among migrants entering the country after 2024 were
projected to make a substantial contribution to future TB incidence. Figure 1 Panel B shows the

projected contribution of Mtb infections among migrants arriving after 2024 from each birth

10
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country to overall U.S. TB cases during 2025-2050. Collectively, these TB cases represented

55% (51, 60) of all TB cases projected for 2025-2050 under the base-case scenario.

TB incidence trends under intervention scenarios

Each intervention scenario (Table 1) was projected to reduce TB incidence compared to the
base-case. Figure 1 Panel A shows projected incidence trends for domestic intervention
scenarios. Among these scenarios, interventions focused on treatment of Mtb infection (A1, A2)
had greater impact on TB incidence rates than those focused on detection and treatment of TB
disease (A3, A4). The scenario combining all domestic interventions reduced incidence by 52%
(49, 54) in 2050 compared to the base case, and 57% (55, 60) by 2100. For the international
scenarios, scaling up new and anticipated TB interventions including a vaccine (B3) globally
available in 2030 was projected to reduce TB incidence in the United States by 38% (33, 44) in

2050 compared to the base-case, and 76% (72, 80) by 2100.

[Figure 2]

The combined scenarios were projected to produce the greatest incidence reductions. The
combination of all domestic and international interventions (C2) produced an estimated U.S.
incidence rate of 0.49 (0.40, 0.63) per 100,000 in 2050, 72% (69, 75) less than under the base-
case in the same year, and 80% (75, 83) below the rate estimated for 2024. Combining all
interventions except an international TB vaccine (scenario C1), produced an incidence rate of
0.63 (0.51, 0.79) per 100,000 in 2050. With or without a vaccine, the combination of domestic

and international scenarios reduced incidence in the United States by >50% by 2035, as
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compared to the base-case. Table S3 reports incidence rates in selected future years for each

intervention scenario.

Health benefits of intervention scenarios

Each scenario was projected to produce notable improvements in health outcomes compared to
the base-case (Table 2). Among the domestic scenarios, those focused on treating Mtb infection
had the greatest impact on TB incidence, while improved TB case detection (A3) had the
greatest impact on other outcomes. Over 2025-2050, the combination of all domestic and
international interventions (scenario C2) was projected to avert 351 (292, 433) thousand Mtb
infections, 101 (84, 120) thousand TB cases, and 13 (11, 16) thousand TB deaths inside the
United States. Combining the survival gains resulting from these averted deaths with reductions
in morbidity through averted TB cases, this would save 259 (205, 322) thousand QALYSs.
Overall, the economic value of TB incidence reductions was estimated to be US$68 (33, 112)
billion. Table S4 reports these impacts as percentage reductions compared to the base-case.

Table S5 reports disaggregated economic outcomes.

[Table 2]

Dates of reaching pre-elimination and elimination thresholds

Under the base-case TB incidence in the United States was not projected to reach the pre-
elimination threshold before 2100. Figure 3 shows projected dates for achieving pre-elimination
under the combined scenarios. Under each of these scenarios pre-elimination was achieved

during the study period. For the most aggressive scenario (C2)—combining all domestic and

12
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international interventions—pre-elimination was achieved in 2033 (2031, 2037). The addition of
TB vaccination in the international scenarios shortened the time to pre-elimination. Even with
the most aggressive scenarios there was less than 50% probability that the elimination

threshold of incidence <0.1 per 100,000 would be achieved by 2100 (Table S6).

[Figure 3]

Sensitivity analyses

We examined how results varied with changes in rates of future migration into the United States
(Table S7). Overall, results were sensitive to rates of future migration, with a 50% reduction in
future migration rates reducing estimated incidence in 2050 by 32-40% depending on the
scenario, and a 50% increase in migration rates increasing 2050 incidence by 29-37%. Table
S8 reports partial rank correlation coefficients (PRCCs) describing the sensitivity of the base-
case incidence projections in 2050 to uncertainty in model parameters. In these results, the
three most influential parameters were the annual trend in future migration growth post-2024
(PRCC: 0.70 (0.66, 0.75)), the rate of progression from established Mtb infection to TB disease
(PRCC: 0.56 (0.51, 0.62)), and the rate of Mtb infection testing within recommended groups
within the United States (PRCC: -0.48, (-0.53, -0.43)). Under a sensitivity analysis in which the
coverage and effectiveness of domestic interventions was adjusted to match the aspirational
targets of the End TB Strategy as applied in international scenarios, U.S. TB incidence rates
declined rapidly, with pre-elimination and elimination targets reached in 2026 (2025, 2026), and

2073 (2062, >2099) respectively.
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Discussion

This study examined the potential evolution of TB epidemiology in the United States,
considering several pathways toward TB pre-elimination and elimination in this low incidence
setting. Our analyses projected that if current service coverage and effectiveness are
maintained, future U.S. TB incidence will continue to decline, but that this rate of decline will

slow over time, with pre-elimination not achieved before 2100.

We found that a range of intervention approaches could accelerate progress towards pre-
elimination. Domestically, scenarios describing greater domestic Mtb infection testing and
treatment or pre-entry testing and treatment of prospective immigrants were found to have
approximately equivalent impact. Overall, these strategies produced incidence reductions than
strategies focused on detection and treatment of TB disease. In part this resulted from
modelling assumptions that the duration of untreated disease within the United States is
currently short, and treatment completion high, based on U.S. program indicators showing that
TB diagnosis and treatment services are performing well."* However, improved TB case

detection was estimated to be effective for reducing TB mortality.

Scenarios examining attainment of End TB Strategy targets outside the United States showed
major impacts on U.S. TB trends, highlighting the dependence of U.S. TB epidemiology on Mtb
infection trends among present and future migrants. Even though we assumed that a TB
vaccine would only become available in 2030 (5 years later than assumed by the Global Plan),
the scenarios including a TB vaccine showed that the development and universal scale-up of TB
vaccine outside of the United States would eventually produce major benefits inside the United
States. It is possible that these benefits could be achieved through other interventions (for
example, through preventive treatment provided at a similar scale as assumed for the vaccine),
but in the Global Plan it was assumed this was the only intervention that could be provided with

such broad population coverage.

14
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In general, incidence declines under the international scenarios accelerated more slowly than
under the domestic scenarios. However, these scenarios produced ongoing declines in
incidence rates that were sustained over time, whereas the annual percentage reductions
associated with domestic scenarios flattened towards the end of the projection period. These
delayed impacts are consistent with the lagged relationship between TB trends in other
countries and their implications within the United States. For scenarios that assumed TB burden
among new migrants followed their historical trends (i.e., no improvements in TB services
outside the United States), the rate of decline in TB incidence flattened progressively in the later
years, with further reductions in U.S. TB incidence constrained by the ongoing entry of
individuals with Mtb infection. These results can be contrasted with modeling of TB elimination
in populations with minimal migration, in which elimination can potentially be achieved by

aggressive local intervention alone.*?

The intervention scenarios greatly reduced the expected time until pre-elimination would be
reached, with the scenarios for combined domestic interventions and combined international
interventions projected to achieve pre-elimination by 2039 and 2052 respectively. Adopting the
full range of intervention approaches (both domestic and international) produced the most rapid
declines, achieving pre-elimination by 2033. In contrast, we estimated there was a less than
50% probability that TB elimination would be achieved before 2100, even in the most
aggressive intervention scenario in the main analysis. In sensitivity analyses assuming that U.S.
TB services could be expanded to meet the End TB Strategy targets for percentage reductions
in TB incidence and death by 2035, we were able to construct a domestic intervention scenario

achieving TB elimination by 2073.

The results of this analysis suggest greater delays until TB elimination is reached compared to
earlier modelled analyses of TB the United States.?*#**® This greater pessimism likely results

from the flattening of U.S. TB trends observed over recent years, higher migration rate forecasts
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for future years, and differences in modelling assumptions. This study is one of the first to
examine multiple pathways to achieving TB elimination in a low incidence setting based on
aspirational international goals, considering the range of intervention approaches that will likely
be required. These scenarios show that while pre-elimination could be achieved relatively
rapidly, the elimination threshold (requiring a further 10x reduction in incidence rates) will take

many years to achieve even under the most aggressive intervention approach.

This analysis has several limitations. First, we took a deliberately narrow perspective in terms of
the geographic scope considered, focusing on outcomes for the U.S. population, even though
the intervention strategies included service improvements in other countries. Second, this
analysis did not consider the resources required to implement each intervention approach.
These costs are expected to be considerable.” Third, this analysis focused on population-level
outcomes, and did not consider the individual-level risks and benefits for intervention recipients.
It is possible that as TB incidence declines, intervention processes and targeting approaches
will need to evolve so that the benefits of an intervention still outweigh the costs and risks for
intervention recipients.*® Fourth, several scenarios were based on interventions included in the
Global Plan to End TB."" These scenarios represent the agreement of global scientific and
funding agencies focused on combatting TB and—apart from assuming a slower timeline for
vaccine availability—we did not re-estimate the timing or magnitude of these changes. Fifth, the
relatively long span of the projections means that future technology development could radically
change intervention options.*” While our analyses anticipated interventions that could become
available in the near term (most notably a new TB vaccine), this required us to make
unverifiable assumptions about intervention effectiveness and uptake.*® Longer-term
technological advances are difficult to anticipate, and may allow more rapid achievement of TB
elimination. Finally, this analysis focused on health services improvements, despite evidence

that socio-economic factors are also influential determinants of TB trends.*® Reducing economic
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barriers to care, improving housing and living conditions, and addressing under-nutrition all
provide further avenues for reaching TB goals, in addition to the strategies examined in this

analysis.**"

Achieving TB elimination represents a major challenge, even for low incidence settings like the
United States. Strategies that combine a range of approaches are likely needed to achieve this
goal, involving strengthening of services within the United States, promoting technological
advancements, and supporting action against TB in high-burden countries. Implementation of
these combined strategies has the potential to achieve substantial health gains within the United

States as well as globally.
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Scenario name

Scenario description

Base-case

International: TB epidemiology extrapolated to match the time trend in TB incidence
rates for each country over the 2011-2021 period.

Domestic: Coverage of TB services (defined as rates of initiation of TB preventive treatment
and TB disease treatment, stratified by eligibility criteria for each service) and effectiveness of
TB services (defined as completion and outcomes of TB preventive treatment and TB disease
treatment, stratified by individual covariates) held constant at current levels.

Domestic intervention

scenarios (international interventions as shown in base-case scenario)

Provision of Mtb
infection testing and
treatment for new
immigrants (A1)

Provision of Mtb infection testing and TB preventive treatment for all new legal
immigrants and refugees entering the United States, excluding undocumented migrants
or short-term visitors, with 77% acceptance of treatment if indicated (183,000
individuals initiating treatment in first year of scenario).

Improved Mtb infection
testing and treatment
within current U.S risk
populations (A2)

Increased uptake of Mtb infection testing and TB preventive treatment among currently
recommended populations in the United States, doubling treatment uptake among
previously untreated individuals within each risk group compared with current levels
(312,000 additional individuals initiating treatment in first year of scenario), and
reducing the fraction discontinuing treatment by 26% through adoption of short-course
regimens.

Improved TB case
detection (A3)

Improved case detection within the United States, with the duration of untreated disease
(i.e., time from TB incidence to treatment initiation) reduced by 50% relative to current
levels (assumed change from 3.4 months to 1.7 months).

Improved TB disease
treatment outcomes
(A4)

Improved TB treatment effectiveness within the United States, such that treatment
discontinuation and failure rates are reduced by 50% from current levels (4.3% to
2.2%).

All domestic
interventions (A5)

Combination of all domestic service improvements (A1-A4).

International interventi

on scenarios (domestic interventions as shown in base-case scenario)*

Scale-up of current
technology (B1)

Rapid scale-up of current TB interventions within high-burden countries to reach full
coverage, including roll-out of modern diagnostics (e.g., Xpert MTB/RIF) and expanded
early diagnosis (systematic screening of household contacts and high risk groups), such
that by 2030 case detection would identify 95% of individuals developing TB. patient
support to maximize treatment completion (e.g., peer support, food supplementation
and income generation), scale-up of TB preventive treatment for groups at higher risk of
TB disease (100% coverage of contacts of TB cases, individual with HIV, and other key
and vulnerable populations from 2022), and expanded access to modern regimens for
drug-resistant TB.

Scale-up of current
and new technology
(B2)

As in Scenario B1, with the additional development and introduction of tools enabling
the detection and treatment of subclinical TB disease, sufficient to find and treat 20% of
individuals with subclinical TB before they develop symptoms.

Scale-up of current
and new technology,
and TB vaccine from
2030 (B3)

As in Scenario B2, with the additional development and introduction of a post-exposure
TB vaccine with 60% efficacy, introduced and scaled up in 2030.*

Combined internationa

| and domestic intervention scenarios

All interventions,
excluding new TB
vaccine (C1)

International: Scale-up of current and new technology internationally, excluding new TB
vaccine (B2).
Domestic: Combination of all domestic service improvements (A5).

All interventions, with
new TB vaccine

International: Scale-up of current and new technology internationally, including a new
TB vaccine (B3).

internationally (C2)

Domestic: Combination of all domestic service improvements (A5).

Table 1: Base-case
included in the Global PI

and intervention scenarios. * International scenarios are based on strategies
an to End TB ', which represents the scale up of existing and anticipated TB interventions

required to meet the WHO End TB Strategy targets, including a 95% reduction in TB deaths and 90% reduction in
TB incidence rates between 2015 and 2035 3. ** The Global Plan to End TB assumes that a vaccine will be
introduced in 2025. However, given the progress on vaccine development at the time of this study it was

decided that 2030 was a

more plausible date for availability of a new TB vaccine. Additional details on the

specification of analytic scenarios are given in the Supplement.

24



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.20.24304585

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.20.24304585; this version posted March 21, 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.
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available
for use under a CCO license.

Mtb Value of TB
infections TB cases TB deaths incidence
averted averted averted Life-years |QALYs saved | reductions
(000s) (000s) (000s) saved (000s) (000s) (USD bil.)
Domestic intervention scenarios
Mtb infection testing and
treatment for new immigrants 81 34 3.5 66 7 18
(A1) (65, 104) (29, 42) (2.6, 4.5) (50, 85) (54, 91) (9, 30)
Improved Mtb infection
testing and treatment in U.S. 79 33 4.2 67 73 19
risk populations (A2) (63, 98) (27, 40) (3.1,5.1) (50, 85) (54, 91) (9, 31)
Improved TB case detection 221 11 51 94 102 26
(A3) (183, 274) (8, 15) (4.2,6.2) (73, 115) (81, 125) (12, 43)
Improved TB disease 17 7 1.5 29 30 8
treatment outcomes (A4) (14, 23) (6, 9) (1.2,1.8) (23, 36) (24, 37) (4,13)
All domestic interventions 301 74 11.5 203 219 58
(A5) (249, 373) (63, 87) (9.1, 13.9) (159, 250) (174, 269) (28, 93)
International intervention scenarios
Scale-up of current 65 23 2.1 42 46 12
technology (B1) (47, 91) (17, 31) (1.4,3.1) (28, 61) (31, 66) (5, 20)
Scale-up of current and new 93 34 3.0 62 67 17
technology (B2) (69, 130) (25, 45) (2.0, 4.6) (42, 89) (46, 96) (8, 30)
Scale-up of current and new
technology, and TB vaccine 119 45 4.1 84 91 23
from 2030 (B3) (92, 161) (36, 59) (2.9,5.8) (60, 115) (66, 124) (11, 39)
Combined international and domestic intervention scenarios
All interventions, excluding 343 94 12.9 231 249 66
new TB vaccine (C1) (285, 422) (78, 112) (10.2,15.8) | (181, 288) (197, 309) (32, 108)
All interventions, with new TB 351 101 13.3 240 259 68
vaccine internationally (C2) (292, 433) (84, 120) (10.5, 16.3) | (188, 300) (205, 322) (33, 112)

Table 2: Impact of base-case and intervention scenarios on cumulative health and

economic outcomes, 2024-2050. QALYs = quality-adjusted life years, Mtb = Mycobacterium
tuberculosis, USD = U.S. dollars.
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Figure 1: Projections of TB incidence in the United States with continuation of
current trends. Panel A: Future TB incidence projections under base-case scenario, with continuation of
current TB trends among migrants and TB services coverage and effectiveness within the United States. Panel
B: Projected contribution of Mtb infection among migrants entering the United States after 2024 as a
percentage of total TB cases projected for 2025-2050, by country of birth (top 15 countries shown, plus the
combination of all other countries). Values in parentheses represent 95% uncertainty intervals.
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Figure 2: Projections of TB incidence in the United States under domestic and
international intervention scenarios. Panel A: Future TB incidence projections under domestic

intervention scenarios. Panel B: Future TB incidence projections under international and combined
intervention scenarios. Uncertainty intervals omitted for clarity. Mtb = Mycobacterium tuberculosis.
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Figure 3: Predicted date of reaching pre-elimination threshold (<1.0 per 100,000)
under combined US and international scenarios, with and without a new TB vaccine.
TB vaccine scenarios represent a TB vaccine introduced internationally in 2030 with 60% effectiveness and
60% immediate uptake in all international settings. International scenarios assume aggressive scale-up of
existing and anticipated TB interventions as described in the Stop TB Partnership’s Global Plan to End TB
2023-2030 "', to achieve WHO End TB Strategy targets of a 95% reduction in TB mortality and a 90%
reduction in TB incidence between 2015 and 2035 3. Under a sensitivity analysis in which the coverage and
effectiveness of domestic interventions was adjusted to match these End TB Strategy targets U.S. TB
incidence rates declined rapidly to reach pre-elimination and elimination targets in 2026 (2025, 2026) and
2073 (2062, >2099) respectively.
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