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Abstract 

Background: Globally, four curable sexually transmitted infections (STIs) are responsible for over 1-

million new infections daily with potential severe complications, predominantly in low- and middle-

income countries. South Africa, with high prevalence rates faces significant challenges and the current 

syndromic management has limitations such as untreated asymptomatic infections and antibiotic 

misuse. However, diagnostic tools like GeneXpert for STIs may offer potential improvements. We 

evaluated costs and cost-effectiveness of reallocating GeneXpert capacity for STI testing in South Africa. 

Methods: We developed a Microsoft Excel-based static decision analytical model using previously 

collected data.  Over a one-year time horizon, the model compared the costs and outcomes of 

syndromic management (base case) with nine scenarios using near point-of-care GeneXpert testing for 

Neisseria gonorrhoeae (NG), Chlamydia trachomatis (CT), and Trichomonas vaginalis (TV) in various 

target groups, including symptomatic individuals, antenatal care (ANC) attendees, and HIV testers. 

Outcomes included number of cases treated, cases correctly treated, and reductions in excess antibiotic 

use and cost-effectiveness analysis as expressed in incremental cost-effectiveness ratios (ICERs) per 

additional case correctly treated. Univariate deterministic sensitivity analysis assessed parameter 

uncertainty, and costs were reported in 2024 USD. 

Results: Total costs, cost per person treated and cost per person correctly treated were lowest in the 

base case scenario and higher in the near-POC GeneXpert testing scenarios. In the base case, the cost 

per person treated and correctly treated was $21 and $29 and between $113 and $728 across all 

GeneXpert testing scenarios. Implementing GeneXpert syndromic testing would cost the healthcare 

system up to $207 million (+752%), while opportunistic GeneXpert testing scenarios raised costs up to 

$1.7 billion (+6921%) and targeted or combined GeneXpert testing scenarios cost the healthcare system 

up to $941 million (+3759%). Of nine scenarios analysed, three were on the cost-effectiveness frontier, 

resulting in increased total health system costs but higher numbers of cases correctly treated.  The ICER 

(cost per case correctly treated) ranged $429 from $914, with costs increasing up to $1.7 billion 

(+7094%) and correct diagnoses improving by up to 265%. Sensitivity analysis identified staff cost as the 

most influential input cost parameter for cost per case correctly treated under the base case scenario.  

Conclusions: Our study highlights the potential of reallocating excess GeneXpert capacity for STI testing 

to enhance diagnostic accuracy and improve health outcomes in South Africa. Prioritizing symptomatic 

individuals and high-risk groups, such as antenatal care attendees, can reduce unnecessary antibiotic 

use, addressing antimicrobial resistance challenges. These findings support the need for targeted and 

context-specific strategies to optimize the clinical and economic benefits of GeneXpert deployment for 

STI management.  
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Introduction 

Worldwide, four curable sexually transmitted infections (STIs) – syphilis (Treponema pallidum), Neisseria 

gonorrhoeae (NG), Chlamydia trachomatis (CT), and Trichomonas vaginalis (TV) – account for over 1 

million new infections daily, including, annually, 156.3 million new cases of trichomoniasis, 128.5 million 

new cases of chlamydia, 82.4 million new cases of gonorrhoea, with the majority occurring in low- and 

middle-income countries (LMIC) (1) . Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA) has a disproportionately high prevalence 

of these infections the highest age-standardized incidence rates and a greatest number of disability-

adjusted life years lost (2), driven by limited access to healthcare, diagnostics, and prevention, as well as 

socio-economic factors like poverty and gender inequality, which hinder treatment uptake and increase 

exposure(3,4). South Africa has one of the largest burdens of curable STIs in the world with the 

prevalence notably higher among adolescent girls and young women (AGYW) and in pregnant women, 

where reported prevalence of STIS can reach up to 40% (5–11). In addition, South Africa has the largest 

population of people living with HIV (PLHIV) in the world, with about 8 million PLHIV in 2024 (12). Co-

infection with HIV is common, and people living with HIV are more vulnerable to STI infection, further 

compounding the public health challenge (10) . 

Untreated STIs can lead to severe health consequences, including infertility, pelvic inflammatory 

disease, ectopic pregnancies, stillbirths, and an increased risk of HIV acquisition and transmission, 

making them a critical public health concern (13). Gonorrhoea’s growing antimicrobial resistance (AMR) 

further complicates STI control, highlighting the urgency of addressing this issue (14–16). While STIs are 

preventable, and most are treatable or curable, effective case management and prevention strategies, 

such as point-of-care diagnostics and clinical treatment protocols, are essential for breaking the 

transmission cycle. In South Africa and throughout SSA, syndromic management is the standard 

approach for curable STIs (17), but it has limitations, including the high prevalence of untreated 

asymptomatic infections (18) and risks of overtreatment and antibiotic misuse (19). The WHO 

recommends etiological testing for curable STIs to enhance diagnostic accuracy and improve disease 

management, especially in LMICs (20).  

While syphilis rapid tests are widely used for antenatal screening and are considered highly cost-

effective (21–23), no rapid tests are currently available or used in South Africa for other curable STIs, 

such as NG, CT, and TV. In LMICs, where screening for these STIs does occur, Nucleic Acid Amplification 

Tests (NAATs) or Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) testing are the most common methods, but they are 

often prohibitively expensive (24,25). GeneXpert (Cepheid, Sunnyvale, CA, USA) is a PCR-based test that 

enables point-of-care (POC) testing for NG, CT, and TV, with options for both off-site and on-site testing. 

Studies in South Africa (26) and Botswana (27) report incremental cost-effectiveness ratios (ICERs) for 

various GeneXpert strategies ranging from $93 to $5,445 compared to syndromic management. While 

evidence on the cost-effectiveness of POC versus off-site testing for curable STIs in SSA remains limited, 

current findings suggest that off-site testing is more cost-effective (24). 

Recent studies from South Africa show that off-site GeneXpert testing for Neisseria gonorrhoeae (NG) 

and Chlamydia trachomatis (CT) is both less cost-effective (26) and more costly (28) compared to on-site 
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testing using GeneXpert. The GeneXpert diagnostic platform has been in use in South Africa since 2011 

as part of an extensive molecular diagnostic program for tuberculosis (TB) (29). Currently, the program is 

expanding to incorporate multiple manufacturers, moving beyond reliance on a single platform. 

Between April 2022 and March 2023, the National Health Laboratory Service (NHLS) conducted 

approximately 2.57 million Xpert MTB/RIF Ultra tests nationwide, which is below the current capacity of 

9.7 million tests per year (30). As part of this expansion, it is anticipated that some of the excess 

GeneXpert capacity will become available for testing other infections CT and NG, TV (31,32). 

In this study, we assessed the potential impact of reallocating excess GeneXpert capacity to test for STIs 

with overlapping symptomology, focusing on both cost and health outcomes, including the number of 

cases correctly and incorrectly treated. First, we evaluated the cost-effectiveness of near-POC 

GeneXpert testing compared to the current syndromic management approach for individuals seeking 

care for STIs. Next, we explored the added benefits of expanding testing to high-risk groups, such as 

individuals undergoing HIV testing and women attending antenatal care (ANC) clinics. Finally, we 

investigated the cost and impact of further targeting based on age and HIV status. 

Methods 

Model structure and approach 

We developed a Microsoft Excel-based static decision analytical mathematical model to estimate cost 

and cost-effectiveness of multiple STIs screening strategies, and we assessed the impact of near-POC 

GeneXpert testing for STIs diagnostics (Figure 1). The base case represented the current syndromic 

management of STIs, which considers a population of adults aged 15-49 years presenting with vaginal 

discharge syndrome (VDS) and male urethritis syndrome (MUS). We constructed multiple hypothetical 

scenarios which comprised population-specific scenarios, targeted and/or combination scenarios that 

implemented near-POC GeneXpert platforms to screen and test for STIs, including NG/CT and/or TV. For 

each scenario, we estimated health outcomes (total number of cases treated, cases correctly treated 

and excess antibiotic use) and total health system costs. 
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Figure 1. The modelling structure and approach  

  

 

 

Modelled scenarios  

 

We modelled near-POC GeneXpert testing scenarios in three broad categories: 1) near-POC syndromic 

GeneXpert testing – a set of scenarios testing populations presenting with MUS and VDS; 2) near-POC 

opportunistic GeneXpert testing – testing those presenting for their first annual HIV test, or pregnant 

women attending antenatal care; 3) Combined and/or targeted near-POC GeneXpert testing scenarios – 

a selection of scenarios that were either targeted to specific sub-populations or combined any of the 

previously mentioned scenarios. A description of modelled scenarios is shown in Table 1.  

 

Table 1: Summary of modelled scenarios 

Testing strategy Scenario Description  

Syndromic management Base case Syndromic management: all men and women 

with STI symptoms seeking care 

Near point-of-care syndromic 

GeneXpert testing scenarios  

(all scenarios test for NG/CT and 

TV unless otherwise stated) 

S1: Syndromic testing GeneXpert testing: all men and women with 

STI symptoms seeking care 

S2: Syndromic testing – 

targeting females 

GeneXpert testing: all women with STI 

symptoms seeking care  

Syndromic management: all men with STI 

symptoms seeking care 

S3 Syndromic testing – NG/CT GeneXpert testing: all men and women with 

Abbreviations: STIs=sexual transmitted infections, ANC=antenatal care; MUS=male urethritis syndrome, 

VDS=vaginal discharge syndrome, HIV=human immunodeficiency virus; NG=neisseria gonorrhoea; 

CT=chlamydia trachomatis; TV=trichomonas vaginalis; POC = point-of-care 
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Testing strategy Scenario Description  

only STI symptoms seeking care (NG/CT testing only) 

Near point-of-care opportunistic 

GeneXpert testing scenarios 

 

 

S4: Opportunistic testing - 

ANC  

GeneXpert testing: all ANC attendees  

S5: Opportunistic testing - 

HIV testers 

GeneXpert testing: all men and women 

presenting for their first HIV test annually  

Targeted and/or combined near 

point-of-care GeneXpert testing 

scenarios 

S6: Opportunistic testing – 

AGYW HIV testers   

GeneXpert testing: women aged between 15-

24 years presenting for their first HIV test 

annually 

S7: Syndromic + 

Opportunistic (ANC) testing 

GeneXpert testing: all men and women with 

STI symptoms seeking care; all ANC attendees 

 

S8: Syndromic + 

Opportunistic (ANC + AGYW 

HIV testers) testing 

GeneXpert testing: all men and women with 

STI symptoms seeking care; all ANC attendees; 

women aged between 15-24 years presenting 

for their first HIV test annually 

  

S9: Syndromic + 

Opportunistic (ANC + HIV 

testers) testing 

GeneXpert testing: men and women with STI 

symptoms seeking care; all ANC attendees; 

men and women aged 15-24 years those 

presenting for their first HIV test annually 

Abbreviations: ANC=antenatal care; AGYW=adolescent girls and young women; HIV=human immunodeficiency virus; 

NG=Neisseria gonorrhoea; CT=Chlamydia trachomatis; TV=Trichomonas vaginalis 

 

Input parameters  

To inform the parameters for the model, we performed a scoping review of the literature which 

evaluated GeneXpert for STI diagnosis in South Africa and throughout SSA for Chlamydia trachomatis, 

Neisseria gonorrhoea and trichomonas vaginalis. We report key model input parameters in Table 2 and 

our literature search strategy in Supplementary Table S1 in the supplementary materials. Briefly, recent 

studies conducted in South Africa provided age- and sex-stratified prevalence for VDS and MUS (33) and 

for NG, CT and TV (11)and the co-infection rates of NG and CT (28) (Table 2). For simplicity and 

considering studies from South Africa found low co-infection rates with TV, we did not include these in 

our model (8–10). Prevalence of STIs in women attending ANC were determined by pooling estimates 

separately for HIV positive pregnant women (5,10) and HIV negative pregnant women (7,10), which we 

incorporated that into our model accordingly. We obtained the sensitivity and specificity of VDS/MUS 

(5) for predicting actual STI prevalence, and the sex-stratified sensitivity and specificity of GeneXpert 

testing for NG, CT (34) and TV (35).  

To inform the size of the target populations across different scenarios, we used several sources. Age- 

and sex-stratified South African population data was obtained from Statistics South Africa (12),and the 

projected number of HIV testers was obtained from the Thembisa model (36). For the main analysis, we 

used estimates from 2024 for both target populations. For antenatal care attendees, we used the annual 

number of live births (37) adjusted for the percentage of singleton births (38) and ANC coverage at 

public health facilities (39). 
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Under the base-case syndromic management scenario, we assumed that all primary healthcare (PHC) 

attendees presenting with STI symptoms and seeking care would receive and adhere to treatment as per 

the Standard Treatment Guidelines. These guidelines outline a syndromic approach, which “treats the 

signs or symptoms (syndrome) of a group of diseases rather than targeting a specific disease.” This 

approach enables the simultaneous treatment of one or more conditions that often co-occur and has 

been established as the preferred management strategy (17). Our analysis focused on VDS and MUS, as 

these clinical symptoms are most commonly associated with NG, CT and TV. While the guidelines also 

include lower abdominal pain (LAP) in women as a syndrome associated with these infections, we 

excluded it from our decision tree model due to insufficient data and to maintain simplicity in the model 

design (17). 

Under all near-POC GeneXpert testing scenarios, different populations were targeted as described in 

detail in Table 1, including those with STI symptoms, ANC attendees and HIV testers. We further 

assumed that since clients need to return for a next appointment to get their results and treatment, 

they were at risk of loss-to-follow-up, at a rate of 8%, across all populations in these scenarios (40). 

Table 2: Key model input parameters 

Parameter Male  Female Source 

Population parameters    

Population size   (12) 

15-19 years 2,757,213 2,729,231 

20-24 years 2,369,402 2,347,230 

25-49 years 12,065,426 12,067,638 

HIV testers (number of people) (36) 

15-19 years 456,803 932,464 

20-24 years 807,048 1,352,708 

25-49 years 3,766,765 3,915,335 

Antenatal care attendees    (37) 

15-49 years N/A 595,691 

Sensitivity and specificity    

VDS/MUS sensitivity  91.5% 44.9% (5) 

VDS/MUS specificity  60.3% 74.2% 

GeneXpert sensitivity, CT 93.0% 91.0% (34) 

GeneXpert specificity, CT 100.0% 100.0% 

GeneXpert sensitivity, NG 96.0% 93.0% 

GeneXpert specificity, NG 100.0% 100.0% 

GeneXpert sensitivity, TV 89.6% 97.8% (35) 

GeneXpert specificity, TV 99.3% 99.4% 

Epidemiological parameters 

Prevalence of MUS/VDS in PHC attendees (33) 

15-19 years 1.9% 2.2% 

20-24 years 7.3% 5.7% 

25-49 years 3.7% 2.5% 

Prevalence of CT in PHC attendees  

 15-19 years 4.7% 14.7% 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 14, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.13.24319006doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.13.24319006
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


        Page 8 of 25 
 

 

 

Parameter Male  Female Source 

20-24 years 8.3% 15.0% (11) 

 25-49 years 4.4% 5.6% 

Prevalence of NG in PHC attendees 

15-19 years 1.7% 4.5% 

20-24 years 2.6% 6.1% 

25-49 years 1.8% 2.6% 

Prevalence of TV in PHC attendees 

15-19 years 0.9% 11.2% 

20-24 years 1.7% 15.5% 

25-49 years 6.6% 17.3% 

Proportion all NG and CT cases that are 

NG/CT co-infections 

14.0% 14.0% (28) 

% lost to follow-up after diagnostic test 8.0% 8.0% (40) 

% of live births that are singletons N/A 98.5% (38) 

% ANC coverage N/A 94.0% (39) 

% of pregnant women seeking antenatal 

care   

N/A 70.0% 

HIV prevalence in ANC attendees N/A 27.5% (41) 

Prevalence of NG in ANC attendees N/A 5.5% (HIV+); 3.1% 

(HIV-) 

Pooled analysis  

HIV +: (10) 

HIV -:(7,10) Prevalence of CT in ANC attendees N/A 18.3% (HIV+); 20.4% 

(HIV-) 

Prevalence of TV in ANC attendees N/A 15.1% (HIV+); 10.0% 

(HIV-) 

Cost and resource utilization parameters (all costs reported in 2024 USD), applies to males and females 

Standard patient consultation cost $19.95 (42) 

% of PHC visit cost for an asymptomatic 

case 

50% Assumed 

Number of additional minutes to draw 

sample for GeneXpert testing 

10 Assumed 

Transportation costs to laboratory per 

sample  

$0.11 NHLS personal communication 

Registration costs at laboratory per 

sample 

$1.02 (43) 

MTB/XDR GeneXpert testing at 

centralized laboratory 

$54.84 

MTB/XDR GeneXpert cartridge  $14.90 (44) 

NG/CT GeneXpert cartridge  $16.20 

TV GeneXpert cartridge  $19.00 

Collection swab for GeneXpert $1.52 

% overhead cost at laboratory 10% (28) 

% additional cost for External Quality 

Assessment at laboratory 

4%  Assumed 
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Cost analysis  

We conducted our analysis from the provider perspective, representing the South African Government. 

Costs were initially converted to South African Rand (ZAR) in the year of purchase, subsequently inflated 

to 2024 ZAR using the consumer price index and converted to United States Dollar (USD) using the 

January-June 2024 mean exchange rate (1 USD = 18.7 ZAR), with all costs presented in 2024 USD (45,46). 

Cost-effectiveness analysis 

To determine the final list of scenarios that will remain on the cost-effectiveness frontier, we first 

ranked scenarios on total health system costs of from lowest to highest. We identified and eliminated 

scenarios that were dominated. A scenario was considered dominated if it resulted in higher total costs 

to the healthcare system and fewer number of cases correctly treated to the next highest ranked 

scenario. A ICER per additional case correctly treated for each scenario was then calculated by dividing 

the difference in total health system costs (incremental cost) by the difference in cases correctly treated 

(incremental effect) of one scenario compared to the next best scenario on the cost-effective frontier. 

We compared the ICER for each scenario with the ICER of the next best scenario, and those that were 

weakly dominated were identified and eliminated. A scenario was considered weakly dominated if it 

resulted in smaller effect (lower number of cases correctly treated), but had a higher ICER compared to 

the next highest ranked scenario.  

Clinic-related costs 

For syndromic management, we estimated the cost of a clinic consultation using a recent PHC costing 

analysis, and used the average visit cost of staff, equipment, consumables, and overheads (42). We 

assumed one visit per client, which included triage, screening/diagnosis and treatment. For near-POC 

GeneXpert testing scenarios, we assumed that clients with STI symptoms incurred the full cost of a clinic 

consultation visit, while asymptomatic clients incurred half the cost. For sample collection, we included 

the cost of a GeneXpert collection swab and an additional 10 minutes of consultation time with a 

professional nurse at a mid-point pay grade (47). As results would need to be delivered at an additional 

visit, we assumed this additional cost at the same rate as a standard patient consultation. Furthermore, 

we assumed one day of training for three professional nurses per facility per year, ensuring that at least 

one trained nurse is always available in facility and that all nurses will be trained over five years (48).  

Laboratory-related costs  

Diagnostic costs encompassed expenses related to transportation, sample registration, equipment, 

human resources, supplies and materials, overheads, and external quality assessment (EQA) testing. For 

testing scenarios which included the use of cartridges for both TV and NG/CT testing, laboratory costs 

(excluding cartridges) were assumed to double. Staff, equipment, and consumable costs were based on 

a recent costing analysis of MTB/XDR GeneXpert testing conducted in a high-throughput centralized 

laboratory within the Gauteng Province (43). We obtained the costs of the GeneXpert cartridges and 
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swabs from the manufacturer (44). We annualized equipment costs assuming a 5-year working life and a 

discount rate of 4% for the annual equivalent cost (43). To adjust for test-specific consumables, the cost 

of the MTB/XDR GeneXpert cartridge was subtracted and replaced with the corresponding NG/CT and 

TV cartridge costs, as applicable. We have provided the detailed cost input parameters in Table 2. 

Treatment costs 

Treatment regimens were primarily based on the most recent South African STI guidelines (17) but 

updated to incorporate new recommendations from the 2024 WHO guidelines (49). We estimated drug 

costs using the weighted average contract price (weights were quantity awarded in the government 

tender) as recorded in the Current Master Health Product List (50). We have provided the detailed 

treatment regimens and their corresponding costs in the Supplementary Table S2. 

Sensitivity analysis 

To assess uncertainty in our model parameters and identify which parameters were most influential in 

affecting the cost per case correctly treated under the base case scenario. We conducted a univariate 

deterministic sensitivity analysis by varying key input costs parameters; consultation costs (staff, 

overheads, assets and supplies), treatment cost (MUS/VDS) and epidemiological parameters (sensitivity 

of syndromic management).  

Results 

Epidemiological health outcomes 

In the base case and syndromic population GeneXpert testing scenarios (S1-S3), a total of 34,336,140 

men and women aged 15-49 years were included in the analysis (Table 3). Of these, 1,164,756 were 

estimated to have VDS or MUS, and all were physically examined and tested using the near-POC 

GeneXpert testing platforms. In the remaining opportunistic near-POC testing scenarios (S4-S6), a total 

of 595,691 ANC attendees (S4) and 11,231,124 HIV testers (S5 and S6) were included in the analysis. The 

targeted-population specific scenario for opportunistic testing among the AGYW HIV testers (S6) 

included a total of 2,285,172 AGYW presenting for HIV test. Combining syndromic population and ANC 

attendees (S7) resulted in a study population of 34,931,831; 37,217,003 for a combination and/or 

targeted scenario of syndromic population, ANC attendees and AGYW HIV testers (S8); and 34,978,940 

for a combination and/or targeted scenario of syndromic population, ANC attendees and men and 

women aged 15-24 years presenting for their first HIV test annually (S9).  

In the base case, 1,164,756 clients were treated for an STI, and of those, 837,239 were correctly treated 

for an STI. Compared to the base case, the total number of cases correctly treated were lower in all 

other near-POC syndromic GeneXpert testing scenarios (S1-S3) due to either a more targeted approach 

(women only) or only testing for two STIs, NG and CT. In the near-POC opportunistic GeneXpert testing 

scenarios (S4 and S5), 179,246 and 2,352,053 clients were treated, respectively, and of each of these 
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respective scenarios, 167,284 and 2,215,290 were correctly treated. In the targeted and/or combined 

near-POC GeneXpert testing scenarios, targeting AGYW HIV testers (S6) resulted in 778,275 clients 

treated and 730,892 cases correctly treated; testing adults with STI symptoms, and opportunistic testing 

of ANC attendees (S7) with 999,023 clients treated and 946,038 cases correctly treated. Scenarios S8 

and S9, with the highest number of clients tested, had higher number of cases treated and cases 

correctly treated (Table 3). Compared to the base case, near-POC GeneXpert testing scenarios resulted 

in the reduction of excess antibiotic use by up to 96%, while the estimated lost-to-follow-up ranged 

between 39,230 to 898,490 (Table 3, Figure 2). 

Cost outcomes 

In the base case, the cost per patient seen, excluding treatment costs, was $20 per visit, primarily driven 

by staff-related costs (Supplementary Table S3). Implementing near-POC GeneXpert testing for NG/CT 

and TV resulted in costs of $166 per symptomatic individual and $178 per asymptomatic individual 

(excluding treatment costs). When testing was limited to NG/CT alone, costs decreased to $97.60 per 

symptomatic individual and $110 per asymptomatic individual. For near-POC GeneXpert testing, 

diagnostic expenses dominated care costs, comprising 80% for symptomatic and 75% for asymptomatic 

individuals undergoing NG/CT and TV GeneXpert testing. When limited to NG/CT testing, diagnostics 

accounted for 67% and 60% of costs for symptomatic and asymptomatic individuals, respectively. 

Total costs, cost per person treated and cost per person correctly treated were lowest in the base case 

scenario and higher in the GeneXpert testing scenarios. In the base case, the cost per person treated 

and correctly treated was $21 and $29, respectively. Across all GeneXpert testing scenarios, the cost 

person treated and correctly treated ranged between $113 to $728 and from $122 to $773, respectively 

(Table 3). The main cost drivers for the GeneXpert testing scenarios were staff costs (up to 39% of total 

cost) and diagnostic costs (up to 88% of total cost). Implementing GeneXpert syndromic testing would 

cost the healthcare system up to $207 million (+752% over the base case), while near-POC opportunistic 

GeneXpert testing scenarios increased cost up to $1.7 billion (+6921%) and targeted and/or combined 

near-POC GeneXpert testing scenarios cost the healthcare system up to $941 million (+3759%).
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Table 3: Epidemiological health outcomes and total cost, cost per person treated and cost per person correctly treated (2024 USD), by 

scenarios 

 

 
Base case Near-POC syndromic GeneXpert testing scenarios 

Near-POC opportunistic 

GeneXpert testing scenarios 
Combined and/or targeted near-POC GeneXpert testing scenarios 

Scenario SM S1 S2 S3 S4* S5* S6* S7 S8 S9 

Epidemiological health outcomes 

Total population* 34,336,140 34,336,140 34,336,140 34,336,140 595,691 11,231,124 2,285,172 34,931,831 37,217,003 34,978,940 

Total physically 

examined/tested 
1,164,756 1,164,756 1,164,756 1,164,756 595,691 11,231,124 2,285,172 1,760,447 4,045,620 5,309,471 

Total without STIs - 251,799 219,102 339,354 368,790 7,980,581 1,324,083 620,589 2,059,810 2,967,806 

Total LTFU - 93,180 39,230 93,180 47,655 898,490 182,814 140,836 323,650 424,758 

Total cases treated 1,164,756 819,776 906,425 732,222 179,246 2,352,053 778,275 999,023 1,662,160 1,916,908 

Total correctly 

treated 
837,239 778,753 834,243 694,153 167,284 2,215,290 730,892 946,038 1,568,832 1,807,220 

Excess antibiotics 

use 
327,517 54,777 72,182 38,069 11,962 136,763 47,384 52,985 93,328 109,688 

% change in excess 

antibiotics use 

compared to base 

case 

Ref -83% -78% -88% -96% -58% -86% -84% -72% -67% 

Health system costs 

Consultation – 

initial visit 
$23,264,423 $28,081,169 $25,292,308 $28,081,169 $7,180,772 $135,873,277 $27,708,432 $42,442,713 $97,536,056 $128,006,322 

Diagnostic - $156,558,354 $65,912,195 $75,947,886 $59,155,132 $1,512,022,600 $307,957,938 $236,626,946 $543,783,775 $713,661,841 

Consultation - 

results delivery 
- $21,403,269 $9,010,931 $21,403,269 $3,920,866 $62,858,731 $18,698,734 $32,349,537 $74,341,295 $97,565,517 

Treatment $877,299 $316,724 $572,604 $1,187,230 $53,590 $525,197 $211,394 $370,314 $550,267 $633,759 

Training - $1,405,543 $1,405,543 $1,405,543 $1,405,543 $1,405,543 $1,405,543 $1,405,543 $1,405,543 $1,405,543 

Total health system 

costs 
$24,141,723 $207,765,060 $102,444,897 $127,147,798 $71,715,903 $1,712,685,347 $355,982,041 $313,195,053 $717,616,936 $941,272,982 

% change in total 

health system costs 

compared to base 

case 

ref +752% +320% +421% +194% +6921% +1359% +1184% +2842% +3759% 

Cost per person 

treated 
$21 $253 $113 $174 $400 $728 $457 $314 $432 $491 

Cost per person 

correctly treated 
$29 $267 $123 $183 $429 $773 $487 $331 $457 $521 

LTFU: lost to follow-up; SM: Syndromic management; POC: Point of care; STI: Sexually transmitted infection *Total population based on the total underlying population included in the model for each 

scenario 

*Represent incremental impact of epidemiological outcomes and costs 
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Figure 2. Total excess antibiotic use in all scenarios  

 

 

Cumulative cost and number of GeneXpert tests 

To assess the costs and feasibility of scaling up testing strategies, we visualized cumulative costs and 

GeneXpert tests performed across five scenarios (S1, S2, S7, S8, S9) in a bubble plot (Figure 3). Each 

scenario progressively expands the testing population, with each patient requiring two tests: one for 

NG/CT and one for TV.  The size of each bubble reflects the number of cases treated correctly, while the 

orange vertical line indicates the current annual national testing capacity of 9.7 million tests. We found 

that all scenarios, except Scenario 9 (targeting syndromic patients and all first-time HIV testers), are 

feasible to implement within current capacity.  

 

 

 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 14, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.13.24319006doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.13.24319006
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


        Page 14 of 25 
 

 

 

Figure 3. Cumulative cost and number of GeneXpert tests performed by scenario (2024 USD) * 

 

 

 

 

Cost-effectiveness 

The results of all scenario analysed are included in Table S4 in the Supplementary Appendix, and of 

these, only three scenarios were on the cost-effectiveness frontier. All of these resulted in increased 

total health system costs, but also an increase in the number of cases correctly treated. This include a 

combination of opportunistic near-POC GeneXpert testing (S4 and S5) and targeted and/or combined 

near-POC GeneXpert testing scenarios (S6). The ICER per additional case correctly treated ranged 

between $429 to $914 (Table 4, Figure 4). Remaining scenarios not on the cost-effectiveness frontier 

were either strongly dominated or weakly dominated due to resulting in higher total costs to the 

healthcare system and fewer number of cases correctly treated compared to the next best scenario.  

 

 

 

*Size of bubble represents the cumulative number of cases correctly treated and numbers above the 

bubbles represent number of cases correctly treated for each scenario. Scenario 4 to 6 were 

excluded as they represent incremental impact of epidemiological costs and outcomes 
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Table 4: Total cost, total number of cases correctly treated and ICER for the scenarios on the cost-

effectiveness frontier  

Scenario and descriptions  Total costs, USD (% 

change compared 

to base case) 

Total number of 

cases correctly 

treated (% change 

compared to base 

case) 

ICER per 

additional 

case correctly 

treated (USD) 

Base case: Syndromic management: adults aged 15-49 

years with STI symptoms seeking STIs care 

$24,141,723 (n/a)  837,239 (n/a)  n/a 

S4: GeneXpert testing: women aged 15-49 attending 

ANC and all syndromic male and females aged 15-49 

with STIs symptoms seeking STIs care 

$95,857,625 

(297%)  

 1,004,523 

(20%)  

$429 

(compared to 

base case) 

S6: GeneXpert testing: women aged 15-24 years 

presenting for their first HIV test annually and adults 

aged 15-49 years with STI symptoms seeking STIs care 

$380,123,763 

(1475%)  

 1,568,131 

(87%)  

$504 

S5: GeneXpert testing: adults aged 15-49 presenting 

for their first HIV test annually and adults aged 15-49 

years with STI symptoms seeking STIs care 

$1,736,827,070 

(7094%)  

 3,052,529 

(265%)  

$914 

†Scenarios are ordered in ascending order of effectiveness in terms of number of cases correctly treated. 

†ICERs per additional case correctly treated were calculated by comparing scenarios to the previous scenarios that 

was on the cost-effective frontier; more details provided in methods section. 

The most expensive scenario on the cost-effectiveness frontier was near-POC GeneXpert testing for 

adults aged 15-49 presenting for their first HIV test annually and all syndromic male and females aged 

15-49 with STIs symptoms seeking STIs care resulted in an ICER of $914 per additional case correctly 

treated. The number of cases correctly treated increased by 265%, however, adopting this scenario will 

require an additional $1.74 million compared to the base case (Table 4). Compared to base case, near-

POC opportunistic GeneXpert testing for women aged 15-49 attending ANC and adults aged 15-49 with 

STIs symptoms seeking STIs care (S4) may lead to a 20% increase in number of cases correctly treated 

while costs to the total health system increases 4-fold. Near-POC GeneXpert testing in women aged 15-

24 years presenting for their first HIV test annually and all syndromic male and females aged 15-49 with 

STIs symptoms seeking STIs care, resulted in the increase in number of cases correctly treated by 87% 

and a 16-fold increase in costs to the health system. 
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Figure 4. Total cost, total number of cases correctly treated and ICER for the scenarios on the cost-

effectiveness frontier 

 

Sensitivity analysis 

The sensitivity analysis shows that the staff cost was the most influential input cost parameter for cost 

per case correctly treated under the base case scenario (Figure 5). Other input parameters – overheads, 

assets, and sensitivity did somewhat affect the cost per case correctly treated. Treatment costs and 

supplies were least influential to cost per case correctly treated.  

Figure 5. Sensitivity analysis for cost per case correctly treated under the base case 
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Discussion 

In this study, we evaluated the potential impact of reallocating excess GeneXpert capacity for STI 

testing, focusing on both cost and health outcomes, including accurate and inaccurate treatment cases. 

Our findings highlight that prioritizing symptomatic individuals for testing can reduce unnecessary 

antibiotic use, mitigating the risk of AMR by to 11,962 cases (96%). Based on current capacity (9.7 

million tests), it would be possible to perform GeneXpert testing (NG/CT and TV) for all ANC attendees 

and AGYW HIV testers, with not enough capacity for all HIV testers (30).  Targeting ANC clinics emerged 

as a more feasible and beneficial approach for opportunistic screening compared to broader population-

level interventions. Of these, near-POC GeneXpert testing would not only reduce unnecessary antibiotic 

use, but also correctly treat more individuals. While implementing GeneXpert testing for all individuals 

undergoing HIV testing may be prohibitively expensive and operationally challenging, focusing on 

specific high-risk groups, such as young women and, offers a more feasible and less costly alternative. 

These insights underscore the importance of tailored strategies to maximize both the clinical and 

economic impact of GeneXpert deployment for STI management.  

Our estimated costs for GeneXpert diagnostics exceeded the current NHLS laboratory cost list for TB 

Xpert testing (R465 or $24.90 per test)(51) which also informed prior literature estimates for centralized 

NG/CT testing ($28.58 per case diagnosed)(28). This discrepancy is likely explained by the NHLS 

subsidizing MTB/XDR Xpert assays. A similar subsidy for STI GeneXpert testing could reduce costs, 

suggesting that our estimates—and resulting ICERs—may be overestimated. Smith et al. reported 
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comparable costs per patient diagnosed with on-site GeneXpert testing ($80.90), though this included 

microscopy and represented true POC, i.e. POC testing that is based at the facility and test results are 

provided within the patient’s time at the facility, rather than near-POC testing (26). Nonetheless, 

incremental costs for GeneXpert diagnostics remain high. Several studies have identified strategies to 

reduce costs for NG/CT etiological testing, such as using in-house PCR testing (52), pooling samples (53), 

conducting GeneXpert testing in centralized laboratories (28), and targeting screening based on risk 

factors (54). A mixed approach in Botswana for pregnant women, involving POC at high-volume sites 

and centralized laboratories elsewhere, resulted in lower costs per case averted compared to each of 

these strategies on their own or syndromic management (27). 

Our analysis was limited to the primary outcome of correctly treated cases, without considering 

potential downstream effects of correctly, or incorrectly, managing STIs. For example, the analysis could 

have been expanded to include broader health outcomes, such as disability-adjusted life years (DALYs), 

the number of congenital illnesses prevented, or other STI-related complications avoided. Including 

DALYs would have allowed us to compare our incremental cost-effectiveness ratios against relevant 

cost-effectiveness thresholds. However, our focus was on the narrower question of South Africa's 

current GeneXpert capacity, associated costs, and reductions in excess antibiotic treatments. In this 

regard, a limitation is the aggregation of all excess antibiotic treatments, despite stronger evidence of 

resistance for some antibiotics compared to others (15,16). Our assumption of 9.7 million available tests 

nation-wide also has limitations, as it does not account for sub-national capacity variations, nor do we 

consider the potential impact of scaling up other GeneXpert testing strategies, such as for TB or HPV.  

Further, we were limited by our choice of having a decision tree model, which does not capture the 

transmission dynamics of STIs, including the risk of reinfection and the impact of treating sexual 

partners. These limitations suggest our findings may underestimate the broader public health benefits 

or challenges associated with STI testing strategies. Our findings underscore the role of STI screening 

strategies in reducing antibiotic overuse and addressing AMR. However, broader economic and public 

health impacts of AMR were not included due to model limitations and insufficient South African data. 

Incorporating the economic burden of AMR, as suggested by Ayinde et al. (2023), could significantly 

lower ICERs for advanced screening technologies and costlier treatments with reduced resistance (19). 

Finally, our scenarios do not take in to account the potential impact that adding opportunistic 

GeneXpert testing will have on the number of people who receive STI care at PHCs. This could lead to 

overestimations in both our cost and case estimates. However, since both costs and outcomes have the 

same directionality, the impact on the ICERs may be less impactful. 

Our analysis focused on the public healthcare sector in South Africa and was conducted at the national 

level. As such, while our findings are generalizable within South Africa, their transferability to other Sub-

Saharan African countries is limited. South Africa’s early adoption of GeneXpert in 2011, supported by 

national and donor funding, established a robust laboratory infrastructure, reflected in our cost 

estimates from centralized labs (29). In contrast, other SSA settings often face higher implementation 

costs due to infrastructure challenges, such as space and power requirements, and greater training 

needs (55). South Africa's experienced NHLS workforce minimizes training expenses, unlike contexts 
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requiring significant workforce capacity building. Additionally, South Africa’s relatively low reliance on 

donor funding allows its health system greater autonomy in setting priorities, unlike many SSA countries 

where donor influence shapes health agendas (56,57). These differences highlight the need for country-

specific strategies for GeneXpert placement, considering infrastructure, workforce readiness, and 

financing capacity to ensure cost-effective implementation. 

Our study highlights several policy implications and directions for future research. Our analysis found 

that overall, switching to GeneXpert testing will be very costly compared to the current strategy of 

syndromic management. These budgetary impacts will require a shift of resources from other health 

priorities to STI management. While we focused on repurposing existing GeneXpert capacity from 

MTB/RIF testing to NG/CT or TV testing, GeneXpert has broader diagnostic potential. Additional 

applications include screening for human papillomavirus (HPV), herpes simplex virus (HSV-1 and HSV-2), 

HIV and Hepatitis B and C viral load monitoring, and detection of methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus 

aureus (MRSA), Group B Streptococcus in pregnancy (58). This is particularly relevant as alternative 

rapid and POC diagnostics for NG are advancing, including lateral flow assays and rapid tests (59,60). 

Moreover, other POC tools for STIs are under development, such as the GIFT screening tool for bacterial 

vaginosis (BV) (26,61) OSAM-TV for TV (62), and the BD Affirm VPIII assay for BV, TV, and Candida (63). 

Future research should investigate how alternative diagnostics compare to or complement GeneXpert to 

ensure cost-effective and sustainable approaches for managing sexually transmitted infections across 

diverse settings. Considering that cervical cancer is the leading cancer among women in South 

Africa(64), prioritizing research on the application of GeneXpert for HPV screening is a logical next step. 

Additionally, extending cost-effectiveness models for GeneXpert testing—whether for STIs or other 

diseases—to incorporate longer-term health and economic outcomes would provide more 

comprehensive insights for policymaking and resource allocation. 

Conclusions  

With ongoing challenges of current STIs syndromic management in South Africa, Our study highlighted 

the potential impact of reallocating excess GeneXpert capacity for STI testing to enhance diagnostic 

accuracy and improve health outcomes in South Africa. Prioritizing symptomatic individuals and high-

risk groups, such as antenatal care attendees, can reduce unnecessary antibiotic use, addressing 

antimicrobial resistance challenges. These findings support the need for targeted and context-specific 

strategies to optimize the clinical and economic benefits of GeneXpert deployment for STI management.  

However, while our analysis shows improvements in health outcomes, adoption of near-point 

GeneXpert of care services may require considerable budgetary investment.  
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