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Abstract

Background

Human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) self-testing tool is a widely adopted tool in Nigeria.
However, there is little known about its impact in reducing HIV infection rates in Nigeria. This
review aims to assess the impact of the use of HIV self-testing on the incidence of HIV
infections in the country.

Methods

This was a systematic review and meta-analysis. Studies conducted in Nigeria on HIV self-
testing with or without comparison to other HIV tests were included. The primary outcomes
considered were the detection rate of new HIV cases and the acceptability (uptake) rate for
HIV self-testing. Secondary outcomes were the usability rate, repeat testing rate, willingness
rate, awareness rate, incidence of social harm, and incidence of high-risk behaviour. Electronic
databases (PubMed/Medline, Web of Science, Scopus, CINAHL, and Cochrane Library) and
Google Scholar were searched for relevant studies. Searches were conducted till December 2,
2023. Pooled estimates were calculated using a random-effects model with the DerSimonian
Laird method. Heterogeneity was analyzed using the I? test, and risk of bias was assessed with
the Hoy and colleagues’ scale. Meta-analysis was conducted where possible. The protocol was
registered with PROSPERO (CRD42023479752).

Results

Eight studies, encompassing 7,556 participants, met the inclusion criteria. The overall risk of
bias for the included studies was adjudged low. The detection rate of HIV self-testing for new
HIV cases was 25.78% (95% CI: 0.90-50.66, 12:100.0), acceptability (uptake) rate was 56.92%
(95% CI: 26.54-87.30, 12:100.0), and repeat testing rate was 20.10% (95% CI: -11.44-51.65,
12:100.0). Usability rate, willingness rate, awareness rate, and incidence of high-risk behaviour
were reported in one study respectively, with no information on the incidence of social harm.
Sensitivity analysis was done, and subgroup analyses could not be estimated due to insufficient
data.

Conclusions

The use of HIV self-testing test kits in Nigeria showed a high detection rate of new HIV cases,
moderate acceptability, but low repeat testing rates. However, the evidence is limited. Larger,
higher-quality studies are essential to explore the broader impact of HIV self-testing on
reducing HIV incidence in Nigeria.

Key words: Acceptability rate, awareness rate; detection rate; repeat testing; usability rate.
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Introduction

Nigeria, in 2018, had an estimated HIV incidence rate of 0.36 per 1,000 population for all age
[1]. Of the 77,200 new infections estimated in Nigeria by the end of 2022, adult women (age
15 years and above) accounted for 35,000 (45.3%) [1]. Nigeria however, recorded a 39%
reduction in new HIV infections between 2010 and 2022 [1]. Though the prevalence of HIV in
Nigeria in 2018 was estimated as 1.3% among adults aged 15 to 49, the prevalence was 1.43%
compared to 0.37% for young people aged 15-24 years. Among adults, females have a higher
prevalence compared to males (1.75% vs. 0.95%) The HIV incidence-to-prevalence ratio in
2022 was 3.85, whereas the benchmark for epidemic control is a ratio of 3% [2,3]. More recent
estimated for 2022 suggests that the incidence of HIV is increasing with a 2022 estimated
national HIV prevalence of 2.1% (95% CI: 1.5-2.7%) among adults aged 1549 years in
Nigeria, which corresponds to approximately 2 million people living with HIV [4]. This
suggests that Nigeria needs to considerably strengthen its HIV control effort before it can

achieve “epidemic control.”

HIV/AIDS remains a public health concern in Nigeria. A critical point of strengthening the
HIV response in Nigeria is through improved HIV testing. Rapid tests for recent infection
identify people with new HIV infections, and the aggregated data can identify hot spots of
current HIV transmission. A strategic approach for HIV epidemic control is promoting the
uptake of HIV testing services [5]. Stigma and poor hospital access has limited uptake of
conventional HIV services [6]. The use of self-test kits helps overcome some of these barriers
and may have contributed significantly to HIV control in Nigeria. The magnitude of this

contribution remains unknown.

HIV self-testing had been the main HIV self-test kit in Nigeria since 2019 with over 3,000,000
kits distributed in Nigeria since introduction. HIV self-test was approved by the FDA in 2002
and WHO in 2017 for use in detecting antibodies to the Human Immunodeficiency Virus Type
2, or HIV-2, in oral fluid samples in the US and globally respectively. Similar approval was
gotten from NAFDAC in 2019 for use in Nigeria. Its global proven and documented
performance is a sensitivity 99.4%, specificity 99.0%, usability score of 98% and detection of

IGG/IgM antibodies 25 days from infection and can be compared with 4th Generation EIA.
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The WHO recommends HIV self-testing as an innovative strategy and an additional testing

approach to attain UNAIDS targets to end HIV by 2030 [7].

In the quest to reduce HIV incidence, the introduction of novel HIV self-testing kits is of
growing interest. The evidence gap of HIV self-testing kit could be partly addressed by
synthesizing and pooling estimates from existing country-level evidence via systematic review
methods and meta-analysis. The aim of this study is to map the use of HIV self-testing for HIV
prevention programming in Nigeria, and to estimate the impact of the introduction of self-test

kits in promoting access to HIV testing and new case finding in Nigeria.
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Methods
Study protocol

The research adhered to a pre-established protocol for systematic review and meta-analysis.
Registration was completed with PROSPERO under the number: CRD42023479752. The
study was documented in accordance with the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) statement and checklist. Two blinded authors
independently conducted each stage of the review, resolving disagreements through discussion

with a third author.

Search strategy

Searches were conducted from the inception of six electronic databases spanning from their
inception to December 2023. Those on electronic databases were PubMed/Medline, Web of
Science, Scopus, CINAHL, and the Cochrane Library and Google Scholar. The initial search
syntax was initially formulated for PubMed and subsequently adjusted to meet the distinct
search criteria of the other databases. The search strategies can be found in Appendix 1. The
review process entailed the assessment of abstracts from all the references extracted from
eligible articles. Additionally, supplementary articles were identified by scrutinizing the

reference lists of already recognized articles.

Study selection

Two researchers (GUE and FTA) independently assessed and identified the studies for
inclusion in the review, considering the predetermined inclusion and exclusion criteria. The
titles and abstracts of all studies underwent initial screening, followed by a comprehensive
evaluation of the full texts of the selected studies to determine eligibility. A comparison of
independently selected articles by the two authors was conducted. Discrepancies were
addressed through a collaborative decision-making process in consultation with the third

author, MOF, to resolve disagreements concerning the selected articles.

Eligibility criteria
The systematic review and meta-analysis employed the Condition, Context, and Population
(CoCoPop) method for formulating research questions [8]. Inclusion criteria comprised studies

conducted in Nigeria that assessed the magnitude and/or determinants of HIV self-testing kits.
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The study design had to be observational (cross-sectional, case-control, or cohort studies), and
the selected studies needed to report on at least one of the following outcomes: detection rate
of new HIV cases, acceptability (uptake) rate, usability rate, repeat testing rate, willingness

rate, awareness rate, incidence of social harm, or incidence of high-risk behavior.

The review was limited to quantitative, peer-reviewed studies - whether published or
unpublished — studies. In instances of duplicate studies derived from the same dataset, the most
comprehensive and current version was included. Eligible studies fell within the categories of
cross-sectional studies, cohort studies, case-control studies, or randomized controlled or
controlled clinical studies. Additionally, studies were included if they presented available data
for at least one of the primary outcomes. There was no language restriction. Studies excluded
were case reports, case series, commentaries, conference abstracts, letters to editors, technical
reports, review articles, qualitative studies, and other opinion publications. Studies lacking
details on sample size, those conducted outside Nigeria, studies with inaccurate or unavailable

outcome data, and studies featuring duplicate samples were also excluded.

Quality and risk of bias within studies assessment

Risk of bias assessments were conducted using Cochrane's risk of bias tool version 2.0 (RoB
2.0) for randomized control trials [9] and the risk of bias tool developed by Hoy and colleagues
scale for other study designs [10]. Only articles deemed to have low or moderate risk of bias
were incorporated into the meta-analysis. Two authors independently assessed each study using

the critical appraisal checklist, with the third author verifying the evaluations.

Outcome measurements

The primary outcome measures were: (1) the detection rate of new cases of HIV infections
using HIV self-testing in Nigeria; and (2) the acceptability (uptake) rate of HIV self-testing in
Nigeria. The secondary outcome measures were (1) the usability rate of HIV self-testing in
Nigeria; (2) the repeat testing rate of using HIV self-testing methods in Nigeria; (3) the
incidence of social harm using HIV self-tests methods in Nigeria; and the (4) incidence of high-

risk behaviour following HIV self-testing methods in Nigeria.

Subgroup and sensitivity analyses
Subgroup analyses were planned to identify potential sources of heterogeneity. Planned

subgroups were based on age (children and adults or adolescents and adults), sex work (sex
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workers and non-sex workers) and sex (males and females). A subgroup effect was deemed
present when the interaction test in Review Manager 5.4.1 (The Nordic Cochrane Center,
Copenhagen, Denmark) indicated significant group differences (p <0.10). A leave-out-one
sensitivity analyses were performed to explore the impact of each study on the pooled results

from the meta-analysis while gradually excluding each study.

Assessment for publication bias
Publication bias and the potential impact of small studies were planned to be evaluated

employing funnel plots and Egger’s tests for outcomes encompassing at least ten studies.

Data extraction

A standardized data extraction form was developed to gather information from each study
included in the systematic review. The data extracted included details on the name of the first
author of the publication, year of publication, the year of data collection, the region where the
study was conducted in Nigeria (Northern or Southern), the city of the study, the study setting,
the study design, the count of cases, the mean or median age of the participants, uptake rates,
sample size, tools used for data collection, sex distribution among cases, and the study
population. In cases where information was missing, the authors endeavoured to obtain this

directly from the original authors via email when feasible.

Data synthesis and analysis

The analysis was conducted using Review Manager 5.4.1 (Copenhagen: The Nordic Cochrane
Centre, Cochrane Collaboration, 2021). These uptake rate values were visually presented on a
forest plot. The DerSimonian-Laird random effects model was employed across all meta-
analyses. We pooled data about the reported outcome rates and percentage (with 95%
confidence interval) was used as the effect size, and then the inverse variance method (Generic
Inverse Variance) was selected to calculate the pooled effect. Because, in this statistical
procedure, the rates difference (RD) and its standard error are noted to be equivalent to the
effect of a single rate and the standard error. To assess study heterogeneity, the Cochran's (Q)
statistic test, I? statistic (Higgins and Thompson’s I statistics) and forest plots were utilized.
The extent of statistical heterogeneity among studies was assessed, with categorizations of null
(12 = 0), insignificant (0 < I> < 25%), low (25 < I? < 50%), moderate (50 < I? < 75%), and high
(T2 > 75%) heterogeneity.
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Results

Study selection

The PRISMA flow chart outlining the results of the literature searches is shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1: PRISMA flow chart

Twenty-four full-text studies were evaluated for eligibility, all of which were published in
English. No gray literature or unpublished manuscripts were identified. As indicated in Table
1, eight studies met the criteria for inclusion [11-18]. Each of these included studies focused
on oral HIV self-testing, with two specifically reporting on OraQuick [14, 17]. Conversely,

sixteen papers were excluded, as illustrated in Table 2 [19-34].
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Characteristics of included studies

Table 1 presents the details of the studies included into the systematic review. Six of the eight
studies provided information on the period of participants' recruitment, spanning from April
2002 to December 2020 [12, 13, 15-18]. The study designs included five cross-sectional studies
[11-14, 16], one cohort study [18], and two quasi-experimental studies [15, 17]. Babatunde et
al [12] conducted an online assessment. All studies contributed at least one relevant dataset for

analysis.

The sample size ranged from 155 to 5153. Additionally, the study population ranged from
patients [12, 16] to non-patient [11, 13, 14, 17, 18]; and from youth [15, 17] to exclusively
female populations [11] or male populations [18] and tertiary institution student populations
[13, 14]. Tun et al [18] exclusively included men who have sex with men (MSM). The studies
collectively enrolled a total of 7,556 participants. This included 3568 males and 3095 females.
The sex of 893 participants were not reported [15, 17].

Geographically, seven of the eight studies were conducted in southern Nigeria [11-13, 15-18],
and one study was conducted in Northern Nigeria [14]. Of the seven studies conducted in
Southern Nigeria, five were conducted in Southwest Nigeria (Lagos, Oyo, Ondo) [13, 15-18],
two in Southsouth Nigeria [11, 12], and one in Southeast Nigeria (Enugu) [14]. Four of the
studies were conducted in Lagos State [15-18] and two in Oyo State [13, 15].
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TABLE 1. Summary of the characteristics of the studies included in this review

Oraquick- Comparison | Period of State (Region) of Site of study Population Sample size Study design Mean or Age range
Study specific with other participants’ recruitment Myvs F) median age | (years)
HIV test kit recruitment
No NR Delta State Ekpan General Women of 357 Cross 33.6£7.3 31-40
(Southern Nigeria) | Hospital reproductive age (AllF) sectional years
Adebimpe et attending
al (2022) [11] | No immunization clinic
No March to Cross River and Community Patients 5153 Retrospective | NR 20-39
Agada et al December Akwa Ibom States | pharmacy (2809 vs cross sectional
(2021) [12] No 2020 (Southern Nigeria) 2344)
No September Oyo State Ul and Undergraduate 155 Cross NR 16-30
Babatunde et 2020 (Southern Nigeria) | LAUTECH, students 82 vs 72; one | sectional
al (2022) [13] | No Ogbomoso missing data)
Iliyasu et al No NR Kano State Bayero University students | 399 Cross 23.3+0.18 | 20-30
(2020) [14] No (Northern Nigeria) | University/AKTH (239 vs 160) sectional years
No September Lagos, Enugu, NR Youth 388 Quasi NR 14-24
Iwelunmor et 2019 to March | Ondo, Oyo States (NR) experimental
al (2022) [15] | No 2020 (Southern Nigeria)
Nwoga et al Yes April 2002 to Lagos State LUTH, Nigeria Patients 281 Cross 348 years | 1.5-75
(2012) [16] Yes January 2003 (Southern Nigeria) (119vs 162) sectional
Yes Lagos State Technical Youth 504 Discrete 21.0£2.0 14-24
December (Southern Nigeria) | colleges, (NR) choice years
2018 to institutional Experiment
February 2019 campuses, and
Ong et al open community
(2022) [17] No settings
No May to Lagos State Population MSM 319 Cohort 25 years 14-24
September (Southern Nigeria) | Council's MSM- (All M)
2017 friendly
community-based
Tun et al health center,
(2018) [18] Yes Lagos

Abbreviations: NR=Not reported; AKTH=Aminu Kano Teaching Hospital; LUTH=Lagos University Teaching Hospital, Nigeria; LAUTHEC= Ladoke Akintola University
of Technology; Ul=University of Ibadan; MSM=men who have sex with men (MSM); M=Male; F=Female
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Table 2 provides a brief on the sixteen studies excluded from the systematic review. Sixteen

studies were excluded mainly because the study design did not answer research question [19,

20, 23, 27, 28, 29, 31, 32] or the studies was not conducted in Nigeria [23, 25, 33, 34].

Table 2: Reasons for Exclusion

Author and Year | Study Title Reason for Exclusion

1. | Adeoti, 2021 [19] | Sexual practices, risk perception and HIV Lack of relevance to the research
self-testing acceptability among long- question - do not directly address the
distance truck drivers in Ekiti State, Nigeria | hypothesis of the review.

2. | Adepoju, 2022 How efficient are HIV self-testing models? Lack of relevance to the research

[20] A comparison of community, facility, one- question - do not directly address the
stop-shop and pharmacy retail distribution hypothesis of the review.
models in Nigeria
3. | Aizobu, 2023 Enablers and barriers to effective HIV self- Qualitative Study
[21] testing in the private sector among sexually
active youths in Nigeria: A qualitative study
using journey map methodology

4. | Brown, 2023 [22] | HIV self-testing in Nigeria: public opinions | Public opinion poll (Qualitative study)
and perspectives.

5. | Dirisu, 2020 [23] | I will welcome this one 101%, I will so Lack of relevance to the research
embrace it': a qualitative exploration of the question - do not directly address the
feasibility and acceptability of HIV self- hypothesis of the review.
testing among men who have sex with men
(MSM) in Lagos, Nigeria.

6. | Hensen, 2018 Community-based distribution of oral HIV Conducted outside Nigeria

[24] self-testing kits

7. | Mavhu, 2022 [25] | Preferences for oral-fuid-based or blood- Conducted outside Nigeria
based HIV self-testing and provider-
delivered testing: an observational study
among different populations in Zimbabwe

8. | Negedu, 2023 HIV self-testing among young persons in Conference Abstract - provide

[26] Nigeria: Knowledge, perceptions and preliminary findings and lack
potential for use comprehensive data

9. | Nwaozuru, 2020 | An innovation bootcamp model to develop Lack of relevance to the research

[27] HIV self-testing social enterprise among question - do not directly address the
young people in Nigeria: a youth hypothesis of the review.
participatory design approach

10. | Nwaozuru, 2021 | Tailoring youth-friendly health services in Lack of relevance to the research

[28] Nigeria: a mixed-methods analysis of a question - do not directly address the
designathon approach. hypothesis of the review.

11. | Oladele, 2023 An Unstructured Supplementary Service Lack of relevance to the research

[29] Data System to Verify HIV Self-Testing question - do not directly address the
Among Nigerian Youths: Mixed Methods hypothesis of the review.
Analysis of Usability and Feasibility
12. | Rosenberg, 2021 | Strategies for enhancing uptake of HIV self- | Study Design - Do not meet specific
[30] testing among Nigerian youths: a descriptive | design criteria set out for the review
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analysis of the 4YouthByYouth
crowdsourcing contest

13. | Stacey, 2022 [31] | Understanding factors that promote uptake of | Lack of relevance to the research
HIV self-testing among young people in question - do not directly address the
Nigeria: Framing youth narratives using the | hypothesis of the review.

PEN-3 cultural model.

14. | Tahlil, 2021 [32] | A designathon to co-create community- Lack of relevance to the research
driven HIV self-testing services for Nigerian | question - do not directly address the
youth: findings from a participatory event. hypothesis of the review.

15. | Young, 2014 [33] | Acceptability of Using Electronic Vending Conducted outside Nigeria
Machines to Deliver Oral Rapid HIV Self-

Testing
16. | Zhou, 2023 [34] | The roles of two HIV self-testing models in | Conducted outside Nigeria

promoting HIV-testing among men who
have sex with men

Table 3 is the summary of the measured outcomes for the current study reported by the studies

that met the inclusion criteria. Two studies [16, 17] had control data but one [17] had useful

control data.
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Table 3. Summary of the data provided by studies on various outcomes featured in the criteria of this review

Detection rate | Acceptability (uptake) rate Incidence of high-risk Repeat Usability Willingness Awareness | Incidence of
of new cases behaviour testing rate | rate rate rate social harm
of HIV
Study infections
Adebimpe et al 306/357 (86.0%) NR NR NR NR NR NR
(2022) [11] NR
Agada et al (2021) 39/963 1207/5153 (23.4%) NR 35/871 NR NR NR NR
[12] (4.04%) (4.01%)
Babatunde et al 97/155 (62.6%) NR NR NR NR NR NR
(2022) [13] NR
Iliyasu et al (2020) 143/399 (35.8%) NR NR NR 143/399 233/399 NR
[14] NR (35.8%) (55.9%)
Iwelunmor et al NR NR NR NR NR NR NR
(2022) [15] NR
Nwoga et al (2012) 190/281 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR
[16] (67.6%)
180/234 (76.8%) for Oraquick 2/234(0.85%) for Oraquick | NR NR NR NR NR
Ong et al (2022) vs 261/270 (96.6%) for blood vs 3/270 (1.1%) for blood
[17] NR testing testing
Tun et al (2018) NR NR 93/257 251/257 NR NR NR
[18] 14/257 (5.6%) (36.2%) (97.7%)
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The pooled estimate of detection rate of new cases of HIV infections in Nigeria
Following confirmatory testing, the pooled detection rate of new cases of HIV infections in
Nigeria using the HIV self-testing reported by the three studies [12, 16, 18] was 25.78% (95%
CI: 0.90-50.66, Z=2.03, p=0.00001, I?: 100.0) as shown in Figure 2.

Detection rate Detection rate Risk of Bias

Study or Subgroup  Detection rate SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFGHI J
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Test for overall effect: £=2.03 (P =0.04)
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(C)Random selection used for sample selection

(D) Mon-response bias likelihood is minimal

(E) Data collection directly from subjects

(F) Acceptable case definition used

(G) Study instrument has reliability and validity

(H) Mode of data collection same for all subjects

(1) Appropriate numerator and denominator

(J) Overall risk of bias

Abbreviations: IV=inverse variance; Red circle=High risk of bias; white or empty circle=Moderate risk of bias; Green circle=Low risk of bias

Figure 2: Meta-analysis showing the pooled detection rate of new cases of HIV infections in
Nigeria

The pooled estimate of acceptability (uptake) rate of HIV self-testing in Nigeria

The pooled acceptability (uptake) rate of HIV self-test in Nigeria reported by the five studies
[11-14, 17] was 56.92% (95% CI: 26.54-87.30, Z=3.67, p=0.00001, I?: 100.0) as shown in

Figure 3.
Acceptability (uptake) rate Acceptability (uptake) rate Risk of Bias
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Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Risk of bias legend

(A) Target population close representation of national population
(B) Sampling frame a true/close representation of target population
(C) Random selection used for sample selection

(D) Mon-response bias likelihood is minimal

(E) Data collection directly from subjects
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(G) Study instrument has reliability and validity

(H) Mode of data collection same for all subjects
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(J) Overall risk of bias

Abbreviations: IV=inverse variance; Red circle=High risk of bias; white or empty circle=Moderate risk of bias; Green circle=Low risk of bias

Figure 3: Meta-analysis showing the pooled acceptability (uptake) rate of HIV self-test in
Nigeria
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The pooled estimate of usability rate of HIV self-test in Nigeria
One study reported a usability rate of HIV self-test in Nigeria to be 97.9% [18].

The pooled estimate of repeat testing rate of HIV self-testing in Nigeria
The pooled repeat testing rate of reported by two studies [12, 18] was 20.10% (95% CI: -11.44-
51.65, Z=1.25, p=0.00001, I>: 100.0) as shown in Figure 4.

Repeat testing rate Repeat testing rate Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup  Repeat testing rate SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFGHI J
1.3.1 Repeat testing rate
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Risk of bias legend
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(B) Sampling frame a true/close representation of target population

(C) Random selection used for sample selection

(D) Mon-response bias likelihood is minimal

(E) Data collection directly from subjects
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(G) Study instrument has reliability and validity

(H) Mode of data collection same for all subjects

(I) Appropriate numerator and denominator

(J) Overall risk of bias
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Abbreviations: IV=inverse variance; Red circle=High risk of bias; white or empty circle=Moderate risk of bias; Green circle=Low risk of bias

Figure 4: Meta-analysis showing the pooled repeat testing rate of HIV self-testing in Nigeria

The estimate of willingness rate of HIV self-test in Nigeria

One study reported on willingness rate of HIV self-test in Nigeria at 35.8% [14].

The estimate of awareness rate of HIV self-test in Nigeria

One study reported on awareness rate of HIV self-test in Nigeria at 55.9% [14].

The estimate of incidence of social harm of HIV self-test in Nigeria

None of the included study reported on incidence of social harm of HIV self-testing in Nigeria.

The estimate of incidence of high-risk behaviour of HIV self-test in Nigeria
One study reported a high-risk behaviour rate of 0.85% among the population who use HIV
self-test and 1.1% for the population who used non- HIV self-test in Nigeria [17].

Risk of Bias
Table 4 provides a summary of the risk of bias analysis. The studies included in the current

systematic review and meta-analysis had low to medium risk of bias.
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Table 4: Quality Assessment and Risk of bias scores

Author’s Was the Were study | Was Was the Was data | Was Was the | Was the Was there | Total Risk of
Name sample participants | random likelihood | collection | acceptabl | study mode of appropriat | Quality | Bias
frame sampled in | selection | of non- directly e case instrume | data e score
appropriate | an used for | response | from definitio | nt of collection | numerator
to address appropriate | sample bias subjects? | nused? reliabilit | same for and
the target way? selection? | minimal? y and all denominat
population? validity? | subjects? or?
Adebimpe | 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 Low
et al
(2022)
[11]
Agada et 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 Low
al (2021)
[12]
Babatunde | 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 3 Low
et al
(2022)
[13]
Iliyasu et 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 3 Low
al (2020)
[14]
Iwelunmor | 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Low
et al
(2022)
[15]
Nwogaet | 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 Low
al (2012)
[16]
Ong et al 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 Low
(2022)
[17]
Tun et al 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 4 Moderate
(2018)
[18]
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Subgroup analyses

Planned subgroup analyses based on participant age (children versus adults or adolescents and
adults), sexual behaviour (sex workers versus non-sex workers), and gender (males versus
females) were intended to investigate the sources of variation in the aggregated rates identified.
However, there was an insufficient amount of data available to conduct additional statistical

analyses.

Sensitivity analyses
However, we performed a sensitivity analysis by excluding eligible studies individually (one
by one) to explore the stability of the pooled results. The sensitivity analysis revealed that none

of the inimitable studies influenced the pooled estimates.

Publication bias assessment
Publication bias assessment could not be conducted because the number of included studies

was less than 10.

Patient and public involvement
There was no patient or public involvement in the design or execution of this systematic review

and meta-analysis.

Discussion

This systematic review and meta-analysis was needed to generate evidence on the effectiveness
of ongoing efforts to reduce new HIV incidence in Nigeria through the use of innovative HIV
self-testing kits like OraQuick. The outcome of the current study suggests that there was a high
detection rate of new HIV cases using HIV self-testing kits in Nigeria. In addition, there was a
moderate acceptability (uptake) rate but low repeat testing rate. It is important that these study
findings be interpreted cautiously due to the few studies included in this analyses, significant

clinical and statistical heterogeneity, and potential biases.

Furthermore, there is a paucity of published studies investigating the impact of the HIV self-
testing kits on usability rate, awareness rate, willingness rate, and the incidence of high-risk
behaviour. The single studies identified reported moderate rates of awareness and willingness

to use HIV self-test, and a lower high-risk behaviour rate among those who use HIV self-test


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.04.24305344
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.04.24305344; this version posted April 6, 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 4.0 International license .

test than non-HIV self-test users. Furthermore, no published study addresses the incidence of
social harm. One study provided control data specifically examining the impact of the HIV

self-test in comparison with other HIV test kits or methods.

This is the first systematic review and meta-analysis conducted in Nigeria to determine the
pooled detection rate of new HIV infection cases post-confirmatory testing, as well as the
acceptability (uptake) rate of HIV self-testing and repeat testing rate. A key strength of the
study is its adherence to a pre-registered protocol and the implementation of a comprehensive
search strategy. In addition, most of the included studies had large sample sizes except for one

that recruited fewer than 200 participants [13].

However, the review had limitations. The statistical meta-analysis was only feasible for one of
the secondary outcomes due to limited published studies and available data. In addition, the
available data, while of low risk of bias, had high heterogeneity. Furthermore, a wide range of
study populations were included in the study though all the studies met the inclusion criteria.
However, we performed a sensitivity analysis by excluding eligible studies individually (one
by one) to explore the stability of the pooled results. The sensitivity analysis revealed that none
of the inimitable studies influenced the pooled estimates. Despite these limitations, the study

provides some important insights.

First, the high detection rate of new HIV cases using HIV self-testing kits suggest that the use
of this tool can be scaled up with the potential for huge gains for the HIV response in Nigeria.
Currently, the annual HIV testing coverage rate in Nigeria is high among pregnant women
within the key population [35], but low among adolescents and young people [36] and low
among Nigerians living in rural areas [37]. Adolescents and young people are vulnerable to
HIV infection and a significant proportion of new infections occurs among adolescents and
young adults in the country [38]. The ease with which HIV self-test kits can be accessed and
the ability to conduct a test discretely can improve HIV testing services as these qualities help

to overcome some of the barriers limiting the uptake of HIV tests [39].

Prior studies had shown that more new HIV infections are identified using HIV self-testing
among key populations [40], general populations [6] and rural populations [41]. Its use
increases the uptake of HIV testing when compared to standard of care [42, 43]. Uptake and

use of HIV self-test increases with awareness [44]. The current study indicates that the
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awareness about HIV self-testing in Nigeria is only moderate, and the acceptability (uptake) of
is only moderate. It is therefore plausible that HIV testing can be increased through efforts that
drive awareness about HIV self-testing and the availability of HIV self-testing kits as HIV self-
testing offers a pathway for populations and individuals with limited healthcare system access

to take responsible actions about their HIV risk [45].

Second, a notable concern is the low frequency of repeat testing. A repeat test can be done in
a clinic to confirm the result from self-testing testing to validate a positive result and facilitate
appropriate linkage to prevention, treatment, and care [46]. For contexts like Nigeria where the
prevalence of HIV risk behaviour is high and there is limit access to safer sex practices, repeat
HIV testing is important for early detection of HIV infection and prompt access to HIV
treatment [47], and for sustained effectiveness of prevention programs [48]. Though repeat
testing is higher with the use of HIV self-testing than with standard HIV testing [6] the low
rate of repeat testing in the current study, despite these been under experimental conditions [12,
17], is a dire call for further studies to understand the reason for the observation. Such studies
can identify barriers and challenges to repeat testing and maximise the potentials that HIV self-

testing has for HIV control in high burden regions like Nigeria.

Third, the observed underutilization of HIV self-testing among individuals engaged in high-
risk behaviour is an interesting finding. The finding suggests that active use of HIV self-testing
may be a primary preventive self-care approach for the purpose of reducing risk behaviour
symptoms, or as a secondary preventive self-care approach to facilitate access to prompt
treatment. These approaches reduce or even eliminates risk behaviour [49]. It may, therefore,
be strategic, to market HIV self-testing as a self-care approach as this may also drive its demand
and use. The self-care market has expanded into a multibillion-dollar industry driven by the

connection of personal care with mental wellbeing and physical health [50].

The World Health Organization defines self-care as “the ability of individuals, families, and
communities to promote health, prevent disease, maintain health, and to cope with illness and
disability with or without the support of a health care provider [51]. The 2022 National HIV
testing day theme promoted by the National Institute of Health was “HIV Testing is Self-Care”
thereby reinforcing the self-care theme for the use of HIV self-testing [52]. Being aware of
one's HIV status empowers individuals to explore appropriate care options. There is, therefore,

a critical need for research aimed at comprehending and addressing socioecological factors
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influencing HIV-related prevention, treatment, and care dynamics, including factors that

impact access to and adoption of HIV testing and related services.

In the Nigerian context, conducting studies to develop strategies that enhance HIV testing and
services becomes imperative to potentially mitigate the high rates of HIV among at-risk
populations. The i-Test program for adolescents in Nigeria positions HIV self-testing as a
hygiene product is an example of rebranding HIV testing for target population [14]. There are
studies also exploring the utilization of HIV self-testing by adolescents in the private sector
[53], the use of social network interventions for reaching hard-to-reach populations [54], the
door-to-door distribution of test kit approach [55], secondary distribution of kits via peers,
sexual partners, and female sex workers [56] and targeted interventions at places where at-risk
populations congregate and train laypersons such as patent medicine vendors, promote rapid
testing [57]. Effective combination of these context-specific strategies and interventions can

improve on the use of HIV self-testing in Nigeria.

Finally, the current study identified information gaps needed to answer a few of the study
questions. Information is needed on the impact of HIV self-testing tools on the incidence of
social harm. A prior study had identified that the use of HIV self-testing was associated with
reports of social harm in Africa [58]. Marriage breakup, verbal or physical abuse, economic
hardship, blame and frustration among new concordant HIV-positive couples are some of the
social harms reported associated with HIV self-testing [59]. HIV self-testing, however,
increase trust and the building of stronger relationships among concordant HIV-negative
couples, and women felt empowered and were assertive when offering self-test kits to their
partners [59]. Social harms may be context specific [60]. For this reason, there is the need to
conduct studies in Nigeria and other low-and middle-income countries to identify social harms
associated with the use of HIV self-testing, the impact this may have on the acceptability
(uptake) of HIV self-testing and how to mitigate this impact.

Conclusion

This systematic review and meta-analysis provide valuable insights, and underscores the
necessity for continued research, awareness campaigns, and innovative approaches to enhance
the uptake and impact of HIV self-testing in Nigeria. It highlights a high detection rate of new
HIV cases using HIV self-testing, signifying the potential for HIV self-testing to substantially
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contributions to the HIV response in Nigeria. Though the acceptability (uptake) rate was
moderate, the low frequency of repeat testing raises concerns about sustaining prevention
efforts. The absence of data on social harm associated with the use of HIV self-testing may
also negatively affect the development of mitigation strategies for HIV self-testing uptake.
Understanding the nuanced impact of HIV self-testing on individuals and relationships,
coupled with targeted interventions and increased awareness, may contribute to the
development of a more comprehensive and effective HIV control strategy in Nigeria. In
addition, the low use of HIV self-testing among individuals engaged in high-risk behaviour is

a call for strategic marketing of kits in alignment with global health perspectives.
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Appendix 1: Search strategy for systematic review and meta-analysis on the pooled estimate of Assessing
the Impact of use of HIV self-testing on the incidence of HIV Infection in Nigeria

Database Example of searching strategy Number of

studies

PubMed 27

—  #1 "self-testing"[Title/Abstract] OR "self-test"[Title/Abstract]

—  #2 hiv[Title/Abstract] OR aids[Title/Abstract] OR acquired human
immunodeficiency syndrome[Title/Abstract] OR human
immunodeficiency virus[Title/Abstract]

—  #3 Nigeria [Title/Abstract]

—  #4#1 AND #2 AND #3

Google Scholar —  "self-testing" OR "self-test" AND (hiv OR aids OR acquired human 990
immunodeficiency syndrome OR human immunodeficiency virus)
AND Nigeria

COCHRANE —  #1 "self-testing":ti,ab OR "self-test":ti,ab 0

—  #2 hiv:ti,ab OR aids:ti,ab OR acquired human immunodeficiency
syndrome:ti,ab OR human immunodeficiency virus:ti,ab

—  #3 Nigeria:ti,ab

—  #4#1 AND #2 AND #3

Library

SCOPUS —  #1 "self-testing":ti,ab OR "self-test":ti,ab 19

—  #2 hiv:ti,ab OR aids:ti,ab OR acquired human immunodeficiency
syndrome:ti,ab OR human immunodeficiency virus:ti,ab

—  #3 Nigeria:ti,ab

— #4#1 AND #2 AND #3

CINAHL —  S1 TI "self-testing" OR TI "self-test" 13

— S2 TI (hiv OR aids OR acquired human immunodeficiency syndrome
OR human immunodeficiency virus)

—  S3 TI Nigeria

— S4S1 AND S2 AND S3

Web of science —  #1 TI=("self-testing" OR "self-test" OR "HIV self-testing") AND 33
(Nigeria)

—  #2 TI=(hiv OR aids OR acquired human immunodeficiency syndrome
OR human immunodeficiency virus)

—  #3#1 AND#2
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