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 2 

ABSTRACT  11 

Background: Plasmodium vivax relapses caused by reactivating hypnozoites are a major barrier 12 

for elimination and control of this form of malaria. Radical cure is a form of therapy capable of 13 

addressing this problem. Recent clinical trials of radical cure have yielded efficacy estimates 14 

ranging from 65% to 94%, with substantial variation across trial sites. We performed an analysis 15 

of simulated trial data using a transmission model to demonstrate that variation in efficacy 16 

estimates across trial sites can arise from differences in the conditions under which trials are 17 

conducted.  18 

Methods and Findings: Our analysis revealed that differences in transmission intensity, 19 

heterogeneous exposure, and relapse rate can yield efficacy estimates ranging as wide as 11-20 

82%, despite simulating trial data under the uniform assumption that treatment had a 75% chance 21 

of clearing hypnozoites. A longer duration of prophylaxis leads to a greater measured efficacy, 22 

particularly at higher transmission intensities, making the comparison of the protection of 23 

different radical cure treatment regimens against relapse more challenging. We show that vector 24 

control and parasite genotyping offer two potential means to yield more standardized efficacy 25 

estimates that better reflect protection against relapse. 26 

Conclusions: We predict that site-specific biases are likely to contribute to variation in efficacy 27 

estimates both within and across phase-III clinical trials. Future clinical trials can reduce site-28 

specific biases by conducting trials in low-transmission settings where reinfections from 29 

mosquito biting are less common, by preventing reinfections using vector control measures, or 30 

by identifying and excluding reinfections that occur during follow-up using parasite genotyping 31 

methods.  32 

 33 
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INTRODUCTION 34 

Plasmodium vivax is the most geographically widespread cause of human malaria, and its burden 35 

in 2017 was estimated at 14.3 million clinical cases globally (1). Control of P. vivax is 36 

challenging due to a unique life stage of the parasite, known as the hypnozoite, which latently 37 

infects the livers of individuals with recent P. vivax blood-stage infections (2). Hypnozoites 38 

activate to cause successive relapsing infections following the initial blood-stage infection, and 39 

relapses comprise an estimated 79 – 96% of all P. vivax infections (3,4). The prevention of 40 

relapses is therefore an ongoing priority for P. vivax control (5), and clearance of hypnozoites 41 

can be achieved through radical cure treatment with an 8-aminoquinoline, such as primaquine 42 

(PQ) or tafenoquine (TFQ).  43 

            Recent phase-III clinical trials for PQ and TFQ have been conducted in Latin America, 44 

sub-Saharan Africa, and Southeast Asia (6–9). The DETECTIVE trial estimated that the 45 

recurrence-free efficacies of PQ and TFQ were 74% and 70%, respectively (6), suggesting a 46 

large potential impact of radical cure as a first-line P. vivax treatment (10). However, each trial 47 

noted substantial geographical variation in efficacy estimates. Although potentially reflective of 48 

differences in hypnozoite clearance with 8-aminoquinoline treatment among the distinct trial 49 

populations (11), the geographical variation in efficacy may have instead been attributable to 50 

features of each transmission setting, which would bias our efficacy estimates and limit the 51 

interpretability of trial results when evaluating the extent to which radical cure prevents relapse.  52 

            The primary endpoint used in recent phase-III clinical trials is freedom from P. vivax 53 

recurrent infection (6–8), which encompasses relapses caused by hypnozoite activation, 54 

reinfections caused by mosquito biting, and recrudescences caused by blood-stage therapeutic 55 
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failure (12). Only relapses caused by hypnozoite batches (i.e., a group of hypnozoites that 56 

derives from one infectious mosquito bite) present prior to treatment directly reflect the extent to 57 

which 8-aminoquinoline treatment prevents relapse, or the hypnozoite batch clearance 58 

probability (hereafter, clearance probability) (Fig. 1). Because there remains no reliable way to 59 

distinguish these relapses from all other recurrent infections using epidemiological data alone, 60 

efficacy against recurrent infection is not equal to efficacy against relapse, and the measured 61 

efficacy will likely vary depending upon the site in which the trial is conducted. Obtaining 62 

standardized estimates of the effect of each 8-aminoquinoline against hypnozoite batches will 63 

therefore depend upon the proportion of recurrent infections identified during follow-up that are 64 

relapses caused by hypnozoite batches acquired prior to 8-aminoquinoline treatment.  65 

            An incongruence between the primary endpoint and the effect that the clinical trial 66 

intends to measure has previously been noted as a source of bias in measuring the therapeutic 67 

cure rates for P. falciparum malaria and tuberculosis (13–15). We propose that the magnitude of 68 

this bias could depend upon features of the trial location and the trial design. Although most or 69 

all clinical P. vivax patients enrolled in clinical trials are expected to carry hypnozoites, the rates 70 

at which participants experience reinfections and relapses may vary across trial sites due to 71 

transmission intensity, heterogeneous mosquito biting patterns (16), and the relapse phenotype of 72 

the P. vivax parasite (17). The number of recorded relapses also depends upon the duration of 73 

follow-up and the duration of prophylaxis provided by the treatment regimen used in the trial. 74 

The extent to which these different features of the trial location and the trial design contribute to 75 

bias in efficacy estimates—and impact our ability to measure the clearance probability—has not 76 

been explored. 77 
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 5 

            Here, we extend an existing individual-based model of P. vivax transmission (10,18) to 78 

simulate phase-III clinical trials for radical cure. To maintain consistency with previous trials, we 79 

modeled our phase-III clinical trials after the recent DETECTIVE trials for PQ and TFQ (6–8). 80 

By varying different features of the trial location and trial design, we sought to understand how 81 

site-specific biases in efficacy estimates may arise. We also explored different approaches, such 82 

as the use of vector control and parasite genotyping methods, that could be implemented to 83 

mitigate site-specific biases and standardize estimates of the effect of radical cure against 84 

hypnozoite batches. 85 

 86 

 87 

Figure 1. Schematic of potential infection outcomes during trial follow-up. Participants are 88 
enrolled in the trial and initially harbor hypnozoite batches (colored squares). The colors 89 
represent the genetic identity of each hypnozoite batch. Hypnozoite batches are cleared (unfilled 90 
dotted squares) with 8-aminoquinoline treatment according to the per-hypnozoite batch 91 
probability of clearance. Treatment with an 8-aminoquinoline provides each participant with a 92 
period of prophylaxis during which reinfections (solid line) and relapses (dotted line) are 93 
suppressed. Following prophylaxis, trial participants can experience reinfections and relapses, 94 
and these reinfections and relapses may be detected during the remainder of follow-up. Only 95 
relapses that arise from the activation of hypnozoite batches that were present before 8-96 
aminoquinoline treatment reflect the per-hypnozoite batch clearance probability.   97 
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RESULTS 98 

Effect of Transmission Intensity and Heterogeneity in Biting  99 

We first examined how transmission intensity and the level of heterogeneity in mosquito biting 100 

patterns in the trial location interact to affect efficacy estimates. We varied transmission intensity 101 

by setting the entomological inoculation rate (EIR) from 0.1 to 100 infectious bites per person-102 

year and varied the level of heterogeneity in mosquito biting by changing the variance in the 103 

distribution of individual-level exposure to mosquito biting.  104 

When exposure to mosquito biting was the same for all trial participants (Fig. 2B), we 105 

observed a downward bias in efficacy estimates that increased with transmission intensity (Fig. 106 

2A). For clinical trials of an 8-aminoquinoline with a clearance probability equal to 0.75, light 107 

microscopy (LM)-detectable recurrence-free efficacies ranged from 0.80 (IQR: 0.79 - 0.82) at an 108 

EIR of 0.1 to 0.35 (0.30 - 0.40) at an EIR of 100. This downward bias in efficacy occurred 109 

because reinfection by mosquito biting, an infection event that does not reflect the clearance 110 

probability, was more frequent at higher EIR. When EIR was 100, 99% (SD: 0.22%) of 111 

participants were reinfected on average by mosquitoes during the 180-day follow-up period, 112 

compared to only 0.73% (SD: 0.18%) at an EIR of 0.1.  113 

At low transmission intensities when reinfection rates were low, our efficacy estimates 114 

exceeded the clearance probability, revealing a positive bias. This positive bias occurred because 115 

we assumed that radical cure completely cleared hypnozoite batches in a subset of trial 116 

participants and did not clear hypnozoite batches in the remainder of trial participants. In trials 117 

measuring time to first recurrent infection, those participants that completely clear hypnozoite 118 

batches increase the total person-time at risk in the treatment arm, leading to a competing 119 

positive bias that was present in all trial simulations. This bias was eliminated if efficacy was 120 
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calculated based upon the proportion at risk using the complete record of recurrent infections 121 

(Fig. S1).  122 

 In addition to the effect of transmission intensity itself, the effect of heterogeneous biting 123 

on efficacy estimates was modulated by the transmission intensity of the trial location. At a low 124 

EIR of 0.1, efficacy estimates were insensitive to changes in the level of heterogeneity in biting 125 

(Fig. 2A), because the upper bound of trial participants reinfected during follow-up was 0.73% 126 

(SD: 0.18%). By contrast, at intermediate EIRs of 1 and 10, the downward bias was reduced with 127 

greater heterogeneity in biting. Efficacy measured at an EIR of 10 ranged from 0.58 (0.52 - 0.62) 128 

under homogeneous biting to 0.74 (0.72 - 0.76) under the highest level of heterogeneity in biting 129 

simulated. Heterogeneous biting reduced the downward bias caused by frequent reinfection, 130 

because fewer infections observed during follow-up were reinfections from mosquito biting. For 131 

example, at an EIR of 10, the proportion of individuals re-infected during follow-up ranged from 132 

74% (SD: 0.94%) under homogeneous biting to 18% (0.78%) at the highest level of 133 

heterogeneity in biting simulated. 134 

At an EIR of 100, efficacy estimates had a non-monotonic relationship with the extent of 135 

heterogeneous biting (Fig. 2A). At high transmission intensities, greater heterogeneity in biting 136 

contributed to greater variation in anti-parasite immunity among trial participants. Trial 137 

participants that were more frequently exposed to mosquito biting were expected to have greater 138 

levels of anti-parasite immunity, thereby reducing the detectability of each P. vivax infection 139 

during follow-up. Therefore, although the percentage of participants reinfected during follow-up 140 

decreased monotonically with greater heterogeneity in mosquito biting, the percentage of 141 

participants with a detectable reinfection (e.g., clinical or subclinical/LM-detectable) varied non-142 
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monotonically and was 36% (1.0%), 38% (1.0%), 34% (1.0%), and 23% (1.0%) when the 143 

respective variance in exposure to biting was 0, 1, 2, and 3 (Fig. 2B-E). 144 

 145 

 146 

Figure 2. Effect of transmission intensity and heterogeneity in biting on efficacy estimates. (A) 147 
LM-detectable recurrence free efficacy estimated from simulated clinical trials is shown at 148 
different entomological inoculation rates (EIR) and levels of heterogeneity in biting. Each point 149 
represents the median of 200 simulations, and each bar is the interquartile range. The color 150 
represents the degree of heterogeneity in individual-level exposure to biting, corresponding to 151 
the distributions in (B-E). Darker colors indicate greater heterogeneity in individual-level 152 
exposure to biting, and the dotted line is the clearance probability. The distributions of biting 153 
propensities are shown from representative simulated trials where the variance in the logged 154 
biting propensity was equal to (B) zero, (C) one, (D) two, or (E) three.  155 
 156 

Effect of the Rate of Relapse and Duration of Follow-up 157 

We next examined how the rate of relapse of P. vivax hypnozoites and the duration of follow-up 158 

of trial participants interact to affect efficacy estimates. We varied the mean time to relapse from 159 

30 to 180 days and simulated phase-III clinical trials in which participants were followed for 90, 160 

 . CC-BY 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.28.21250689doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.28.21250689
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 9 

180, 365, or 730 days. To assess the effect of transmission intensity, all trials were simulated at 161 

EIRs of 0.1, 1, 10, and 100, assuming homogeneous biting.  162 

 For a given duration of follow-up, efficacy estimates decreased with a longer mean time 163 

to first relapse (Fig. 3A). In simulated trials in which participants were followed for 180 days at 164 

an EIR of 1, we estimated that the efficacy of an 8-aminoquinoline with a clearance probability 165 

of 0.75 decreased from 0.70 (IQR: 0.68 - 0.72) to 0.59 (0.56 - 0.62) as the mean time to first 166 

relapse increased from 30 to 180 days. This bias toward the null occurred because, as the mean 167 

time to first relapse increased, fewer trial participants were expected to relapse within the 168 

duration of follow-up (Fig. 3B), causing the distribution of times to first recurrent infection to 169 

appear more similar across trial arms. Only 63.2% of participants were expected to relapse by 170 

180 days when the mean time to first relapse was 180 days, compared to 99.8% of participants 171 

when the time to first relapse was 30 days. 172 

 For a given mean time to first relapse, our efficacy estimates decreased with a longer 173 

duration of follow-up (Fig. 3A). With an EIR equal to 1 and a mean time to first relapse of 30 174 

days, we estimated that the efficacy of an 8-aminoquinoline was 0.73 (0.70 - 0.75) when trial 175 

participants were followed for 90 days, compared to 0.54 (0.52 - 0.56) when trial participants 176 

were followed for 730 days. Under an alternative scenario in which the EIR was 10, the 177 

estimated efficacies were 0.70 (0.65 - 0.74) and 0.39 (0.37 - 0.43) at the respective durations of 178 

follow-up. The downward bias occurred because a longer duration of follow-up ensured that 179 

more trial participants were reinfected by mosquito biting (Fig. 3C), similarly causing the 180 

distribution of times to first recurrent infection to appear more similar across the trial arms. By 181 

90 days of follow-up, 12% and 71% of trial participants were expected to have been reinfected 182 
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when the respective EIRs were 1 and 10. By 730 days of follow-up, 63% and 100% of trial 183 

participants were now expected to have been reinfected at respective EIRs of 1 and 10.  184 

 185 

 186 

Figure 3. Effect of rate of relapse and duration of follow-up on efficacy estimates. (A) LM-187 
detectable recurrence-free efficacy estimated from simulated clinical trials is shown at different 188 
entomological inoculation rates (EIRs), mean times to relapse, and durations of follow-up. Each 189 
point is the median of 200 simulations, and each bar is the interquartile range. The color 190 
represents the mean time to relapse, and each vertical strip for each EIR is the duration of 191 
follow-up (90, 180, 365, or 730 days). The dotted line is the clearance probability simulated in 192 
each trial. (B) The percentage of trial participants expected to relapse as a function of the 193 
duration of follow-up is shown for different mean times to relapse. (C) The percentage of trial 194 
participants expected to be reinfected as a function of the duration of follow-up is shown for 195 
different EIRs. 196 
 197 

 198 

  199 
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Effect of Vector Control  200 

Higher transmission intensity biased our efficacy estimates downward, because trial participants 201 

in both the treatment and control arms were frequently reinfected (Fig. 2A). We assessed the 202 

potential of long-lasting insecticidal nets (LLINs) and indoor residual spraying (IRS) to protect 203 

trial participants from reinfection and therefore reduce the downward bias due to transmission 204 

intensity. Because the effects of LLINs and IRS depend upon vector bionomics, we varied the 205 

proportion of bites that occurred indoors and the proportion of bites that occurred while trial 206 

participants were in bed.  207 

Vector control interventions were effective in reducing the downward bias due to 208 

transmission intensity in trial locations where the vector was predominantly endophagic (i.e., 209 

feeds indoors) (Fig. 4). With an endophagic vector with no preference in biting time and at an 210 

EIR of 10, the estimated efficacies improved from 0.52 (0.46 - 0.57) in the absence of vector 211 

control to 0.57 (0.53 - 0.62) with LLINs, 0.61 (0.56 - 0.66) with IRS, and 0.65 (0.60 - 0.69) with 212 

the combination of LLINs and IRS (Fig. 4A). By comparison, with an exophagic vector with no 213 

preference in biting time and at an EIR of 10, efficacy estimates improved only slightly from 214 

0.52 (0.48 - 0.57) in the absence of vector control and 0.52 (0.47 - 0.57) with LLINs to 0.53 215 

(0.49 - 0.58) with IRS and 0.53 (0.48 - 0.58) with the combination of LLINs and IRS (Fig. S2D).  216 

Across all mosquito biting behaviors simulated, the combination of LLINs and IRS was 217 

generally more effective than either intervention in isolation in reducing the downward bias in 218 

efficacy estimates (Fig. S2). When considering interventions in isolation, IRS was more effective 219 

than LLINs in reducing the downward bias, and the distribution of LLINs most improved 220 

efficacy estimates under scenarios in which an appreciable number of mosquito bites were taken 221 

at night while trial participants were in bed. 222 
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 223 

 224 

Figure 4. Effect of vector control on efficacy estimates. The impact of LLIN distribution (red), 225 
IRS administration (green), and combined LLIN distribution and IRS administration (teal) on 226 
resolving biases in LM-detectable recurrence free efficacy estimates is compared to a no-227 
intervention scenario (dark blue) across a range of entomological inoculation rates (EIR). Each 228 
point represents the median of 200 simulations, and each bar is the interquartile range. The 229 
dotted line is the clearance probability simulated in each trial. The absolute proportion of bites 230 
occurring indoors (Φ!) was 0.90 and in bed (Φ") was 0.45.  231 
 232 

Effect of Parasite Genotyping  233 

Unlike vector control interventions that reduce the downward bias in efficacy by reducing the 234 

number of reinfection events among trial participants (Fig. S3), parasite genotyping could correct 235 

or reduce the downward bias by distinguishing recurrent infection events that directly reflect the 236 

clearance probability (i.e., relapses arising from hypnozoite batches acquired prior to treatment) 237 

from all other recurrent infections. We assessed the potential of a generic genotyping method to 238 

correct the bias in efficacy estimates at different transmission intensities and considered how 239 

performance characteristics of the genotyping method affected the extent to which the bias was 240 

corrected by varying the sensitivity and specificity of the genotyping method. For the purpose of 241 
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this simulation study, we defined sensitivity as the probability of correctly identifying relapses 242 

caused by hypnozoite batches acquired prior to treatment and specificity as the probability of 243 

correctly identifying all other recurrent infections (e.g., reinfections and relapses caused by 244 

hypnozoite batches acquired after treatment).   245 

 At lower and intermediate transmission intensities (i.e., EIRs of 0.1 and 1), efficacy 246 

estimates changed more with improved sensitivity than improved specificity of the genotyping 247 

method. By contrast, at higher transmission intensities, a genotyping method with high 248 

specificity was needed to reduce the downward bias in efficacy. At an EIR of 100 and assuming 249 

100% sensitivity of the genotyping method, the estimated efficacy of an 8-aminoquinoline with 250 

clearance probability equal to 0.75 improved from 0.38 (0.33 - 0.44) at 25% specificity to 0.67 251 

(0.62 - 0.71) at 100% specificity. Under the alternative scenario in which specificity of the 252 

genotyping method was 100%, the estimated efficacy at the respective EIR improved from 0.48 253 

(0.35 - 0.58) at 25% sensitivity to 0.67 (0.62 - 0.71) at 100% sensitivity. The specificity of the 254 

genotyping method was more important at higher EIR, because, at an EIR of 100, 100% of 255 

participants were expected to be reinfected during follow-up (Fig. 3C). Misclassifying 256 

reinfection events as failures of 8-aminoquinoline treatment (i.e., relapses caused by hypnozoites 257 

batches acquired prior to treatment) lead to a greater downward bias, so a highly specific method 258 

was needed in settings where trial participants were frequently reinfected. These effects were less 259 

pronounced at low transmission intensities, given that fewer trials participants were reinfected 260 

during follow-up.  261 
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 262 

Figure 5. Effect of parasite genotyping on efficacy estimates. The impact of genotyping 263 
recurrent infections to estimate the efficacy of radical cure is shown for different sensitivities and 264 
specificities of the genotyping method across a range of entomological inoculation rates (EIR). 265 
Sensitivity of the genotyping method is the probability of correctly identifying a relapse caused 266 
by hypnozoites acquired prior to treatment, and specificity of the genotyping method is the 267 
probability of correctly identifying all other recurrent infections. For a given EIR, the vertical 268 
panels correspond to the specificity of the genotyping method, and the colors of the points within 269 
a given panel denote the sensitivity of the genotyping method. Each point represents the median 270 
of 200 simulations, and each bar is the interquartile range. The dotted line is the clearance 271 
probability simulated in each trial.  272 
 273 

Effect of the 8-aminoquinoline 274 

The previous analyses considered phase-III trials of an 8-aminoquinoline that provided 275 

prophylaxis for 28 days, a duration of time less than the 32-day period of left-censoring used to 276 

calculate efficacy. Consequently, prophylaxis did not impact our efficacy estimates. To examine 277 

whether a longer duration of prophylaxis biased our efficacy estimates, we simulated phase-III 278 

trials for two different 8-aminoquinolines, PQ and TFQ, that provide prophylactic effects for 279 

fixed periods of 28 and 45 days, respectively. Because the benefit of prophylaxis increases with 280 

transmission intensity, we simulated trials at EIRs equal to 0.1, 1, 10, and 100, assuming 281 

homogeneous biting. 282 
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 A longer duration of prophylaxis biased our efficacy estimates upward, though the 283 

magnitude of the bias depended upon transmission intensity (Fig. 6). In a low-transmission 284 

setting (i.e., EIR of 0.1), our efficacy estimates did not change with an increased duration of 285 

prophylaxis, because, on average, only 0.058% (SD: 0.081%) of participants in the control arm 286 

were reinfected between days 32 and 45 post-enrollment—the time period over which TFQ 287 

provided prophylactic effects not accounted for by left-censoring. Consequently, at an EIR of 288 

0.1, we estimated that the efficacies of TFQ and PQ were both 0.80 (0.79 - 0.81). At higher 289 

EIRs, we estimated a greater efficacy for TFQ than PQ, because participants in the control arm 290 

were frequently reinfected whereas participants in the treatment arm were protected from 291 

reinfection. On average, the percentage of participants in the control arm who were reinfected 292 

between 32- and 45-days post-enrollment was 1.5% (SD: 0.38%), 9.4% (SD: 1.0%), and 52% 293 

(2.2%) at EIRs of 1, 10 and 100, respectively. Consequently, we estimated that the respective 294 

efficacies of TFQ and PQ were 0.69 (0.66 - 0.72) and 0.67 (0.65 - 0.70) at an EIR of 1, 0.60 295 

(0.55 - 0.64) and 0.56 (0.52 - 0.61) at an EIR of 10, and 0.42 (0.38 - 0.47) and 0.35 (0.30 - 0.40) 296 

at an EIR of 100.  297 
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 298 

Figure 6. Effect of 8-aminoquinoline on efficacy estimates. LM-detectable recurrence free 299 
efficacy estimated from simulated clinical trials is shown for primaquine (purple) and 300 
tafenoquine (blue) at different entomological inoculation rates (EIR). Each point is the median of 301 
200 simulations, and each bar is the interquartile range. The dotted line is the clearance 302 
probability simulated in each trial.  303 
 304 

Effect of the efficacy metric and infection endpoint  305 

To test whether the efficacy estimates that we obtained were sensitive to the choice of efficacy 306 

metric and the infection endpoint, we simulated phase-III clinical trials in which trial participants 307 

were assessed for PCR-detectable, LM-detectable, or clinical infections during follow-up. Trials 308 

were simulated at EIRs of 0.1, 1, 10, and 100 assuming homogeneous biting, and efficacy was 309 

calculated using three metrics: (1) Cox proportional hazards model, (2) incidence rates, and (3) 310 

the proportion at risk.  311 

 For all three efficacy metrics considered, increasing transmission intensity caused a 312 

downward bias in efficacy estimates, because, at higher transmission intensities, most 313 
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participants in both the treatment and control arms experienced a reinfection or relapse during 314 

follow-up (Fig. 7). For PCR-detectable infections, estimated efficacy was highest if calculated 315 

using the Cox proportional hazards model and lowest if calculated using the proportion at risk. 316 

This suggested that, in the absence of parasite genotyping (Fig. S1), the magnitude of bias caused 317 

by reinfection from mosquito biting was more severe when basing efficacy upon incidence rates 318 

or the proportion at risk than upon proportional hazards.  319 

 The sensitivity of the assay by which trial participants were assessed for recurrent 320 

infections also affected our efficacy estimates, though the direction of the effect depended upon 321 

the chosen efficacy metric. For efficacy estimates based upon incidence rates or the proportion at 322 

risk, shifting from a more sensitive assay (i.e., PCR-based detection) to a less sensitive assay 323 

(i.e., monitoring for clinical infections) reduced the downward bias due to reinfection, 324 

particularly at higher transmission intensities. This was due to the fact that the fraction of 325 

recurrent infections ascertained increased with a more sensitive assay, causing us to detect more 326 

recurrent infections during follow-up and making the incidence rates and proportions at risk 327 

appear more similar across the treatment and control arms. By contrast, for efficacy estimates 328 

based upon the Cox proportional hazards model, efficacy estimates were lower for a less 329 

sensitive assay at EIRs of 0.1, 1, and 10. A less sensitive assay resulted in the time to the first 330 

detected recurrent infection occurring later during follow-up for participants in both the 331 

treatment and control arm, causing the observed downward bias. At a very high transmission 332 

intensity (i.e., EIR of 100), a less sensitive assay minimized bias, because effectively all trial 333 

participants were expected to be reinfected during follow-up (Fig. 2C). 334 
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 335 

Figure 7. Effect of efficacy metric and infection endpoint on efficacy estimates. Efficacy 336 
estimates obtained from simulated clinical trials is shown when calculated using the Cox 337 
proportional hazards model, incidence rates, or the proportion at risk. Efficacy calculations 338 
were performed using clinical (maroon), LM-detectable (red), and PCR-detectable (orange) 339 
recurrent infections identified during follow-up as the infection endpoint. Each point is the 340 
median of 200 simulations, and each bar is the interquartile range. The dotted line is the 341 
clearance probability simulated in each trial.  342 
 343 

DISCUSSION 344 

Obtaining standardized estimates of the effect of radical cure on P. vivax hypnozoites is 345 

challenging, because the recurrent infection endpoint used in phase-III clinical trials includes 346 

infection events, such as reinfections by mosquito biting, that do not reflect the effect of radical 347 

cure on P. vivax hypnozoites. In this simulation study, we identified features of the trial setting, 348 

including transmission intensity, heterogeneous feeding patterns, and the relapse rate of the P. 349 

vivax parasite, that affected our estimates of efficacy and the utility of clinical trial data to assess 350 

the extent to which radical cure prevents relapse. We demonstrated that the use of vector control 351 
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and genotyping methods are two approaches that can reduce and, in some cases, even correct 352 

these site-specific biases and yield more standardized estimates of efficacy against relapse. 353 

         In the recent GATHER, DETECTIVE, and IMPROV trials (6–9), efficacy estimates 354 

varied across trial sites. Interpreting site-specific differences in efficacy is important for past and 355 

future clinical trials (19), and our simulation results suggest that the differences in efficacy 356 

estimates could be caused by site-specific biases that arise when the infection endpoint used to 357 

measure efficacy does not directly reflect the action of the therapeutic being trialed. If the trial 358 

sites vary in transmission intensity, our results suggest that efficacy estimates could be lower in 359 

high-transmission settings, because trial participants are more frequently reinfected during 360 

follow-up. Greater heterogeneity in mosquito biting reduces this downward bias by reducing the 361 

number of trial participants who are bitten and possibly reinfected during follow-up, though this 362 

effect is non-monotonic at very high transmission intensities due to the predicted interaction with 363 

anti-parasite immunity. Trial sites may also differ in the rates at which P. vivax hypnozoites 364 

relapse (17). A longer time to relapse implies that an appreciable number of trial participants will 365 

not yet have relapsed during follow-up, thereby biasing efficacy estimates downward (20). 366 

Increasing the duration of follow-up further compounds the bias rather than corrects it, because a 367 

long duration of follow-up causes more participants in both the treatment and control arms to 368 

become reinfected by mosquito biting, particularly at higher transmission intensities. Finally, 369 

frequent reinfection at higher transmission intensities makes the comparison of treatment 370 

regimens with different durations of prophylaxis challenging, because a longer duration of 371 

prophylaxis prevents more individuals in the treatment arm from reinfection. This results in an 372 

upward bias that may cause us to overestimate the effect against hypnozoites of treatment 373 
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regimens that provide a longer period of prophylaxis, such as tafenoquine co-administered with 374 

chloroquine. 375 

         In general, there was greater bias in high-transmission settings, because of the higher risk 376 

of recurrent infections being due to reinfections from new mosquito bites. In low-transmission 377 

settings, this bias is reduced, although there is the concomitant challenge of recruiting sufficient 378 

trial participants. Our simulation results suggest that trial investigators can reduce bias by 379 

prospectively preventing reinfections with vector control or by retrospectively accounting for 380 

reinfections by parasite genotyping. LLINs and IRS were predicted to be most effective in trial 381 

settings with an endophagic vector that takes most bites indoors, so novel vector control 382 

interventions, such as spatial repellents, may be needed in settings with an exophagic vector to 383 

reduce peri-domestic biting (21). Entomological data collected prior to trial enrollment could 384 

characterize the local vector bionomics and inform the selection of interventions (22,23), and 385 

blood meal analysis (24–26) or serological assays (27,28) performed as part of the trial could 386 

quantify heterogeneous feeding, a factor that directly affects the magnitude of the site-specific 387 

bias. 388 

         Our results demonstrate that parasite genotyping could be used to generate less biased 389 

efficacy estimates that better reflect the effect of the 8-aminoquinoline against hypnozoite 390 

batches. Although in practice the sensitivity of a genotyping method may be reduced by not 391 

observing infections that occurred prior to trial enrollment, the extent to which genotyping 392 

reduced bias in our analysis was robust to changes in sensitivity and depended most upon the 393 

specificity. High specificity can likely be achieved given the high expected heterozygosity of 394 

microsatellite and amplicon deep sequencing panels, as well as the ability to detect minority 395 

clones in multiclonal P. vivax infections (29–33). Statistical frameworks leveraging genotyping 396 
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data to distinguish relapses from reinfections have been successfully developed and could be 397 

readily integrated into the analysis of future clinical trial data (12,33). 398 

 Beyond the factors that make resolving differences in efficacy challenging within the 399 

context of a single trial, we identified features of trial design that could limit the comparability of 400 

efficacy estimates across trials. Specifically, the details of how the efficacy endpoint was 401 

calculated (e.g., time to first infection vs. incidence ratio) and the sensitivity of the assay used to 402 

detect recurrent infections resulted in considerable variation in efficacy estimates, particularly at 403 

higher transmission intensities. These results suggest that future studies performing meta-404 

analyses of the efficacy of radical cure should consider differences in the trial designs of the 405 

clinical trials included.  406 

         There are a number of limitations of this analysis. First, we did not calibrate our model to 407 

clinical trial data, so our results are not representative of any specific trial settings. However, our 408 

simulations encompassed a wide range of epidemiological settings, so the site-specific biases 409 

identified in our analysis should reflect variation possible across trial sites. Second, there remains 410 

much about hypnozoite biology that is not well understood (34), so our simplified representation 411 

of hypnozoite activation and death in our transmission model may not fully capture reality. 412 

Finally, we have an imperfect understanding of the acquisition and loss of anti-parasite and 413 

clinical immunity (35). Underestimating the level of anti-parasite and clinical immunity among 414 

trial participants may lead to a greater fraction of recurrent infections detected during follow-up 415 

than would occur in an actual trial context. This could have led us to overestimate site-specific 416 

biases, in which case more refined mathematical representations of immunity could be beneficial 417 

for future studies building on ours (10,36). 418 
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         Our analysis predicted that site-specific biases are likely to occur in phase-III trials for 419 

radical cure, and these results suggest that care should be taken in the planning of future trials 420 

and the interpretation of trial data. Mathematical modeling that accounts for site-specific biases 421 

can aid in the interpretation of clinical trial data and may be useful for informing the choice of 422 

efficacy metric and identifying future trial sites where biases may be less severe (37). As always, 423 

the utility of the insights from mathematical models is improved with additional data, so 424 

modeling should be integrated into clinical trial design to identify data needs and inform data 425 

collection in order to reduce these biases and improve understanding of radical cure’s potential to 426 

control P. vivax malaria. 427 

 428 

METHODS 429 

Transmission Model 430 

To simulate Plasmodium vivax transmission, we used a stochastic, individual-based model 431 

developed by White et al. (10) and Nekkab et al. (18). This model extends the Ross-MacDonald 432 

framework of P. falciparum transmission to incorporate relapses (38), a characteristic feature of 433 

P. vivax transmission (39). Calibrated to epidemiological surveys conducted in Papua New 434 

Guinea, the Solomon Islands, and Brazil, the model by White et al. (10) and Nekkab et al. (18) 435 

reproduces P. vivax transmission dynamics across a range of epidemiological settings.  436 

 The rates at which individuals in the population are reinfected and relapse depend upon 437 

the respective number of infectious mosquito bites received (i.e., the entomological inoculation 438 

rate, or EIR) and the number of hypnozoite batches present in each individual’s liver. The 439 

average EIR within the population is determined by the mosquito population dynamics, and 440 

individual variation therein is due to heterogeneity in exposure and age-dependent differences in 441 
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biting. Following successful inoculation with P. vivax sporozoites from an infectious mosquito 442 

bite, an individual experiences a primary bloodstream infection and accumulates an additional 443 

batch of hypnozoites within the liver. In the absence of treatment, each batch of hypnozoites can 444 

activate to cause relapses or be cleared naturally from the liver according to fixed rates (Table 445 

S1). 446 

 The nature of each blood-stage infection (e.g., reinfection or relapse) is determined by the 447 

level of anti-parasite and clinical immunity in the infected individual. In the model, the level of 448 

anti-parasite immunity determines the probability that a blood-stage infection is detectable by 449 

light microscopy (LM) and also increases the rate at which low-density infections are cleared. 450 

The level of clinical immunity determines the probability that an individual with a blood-stage 451 

infection exhibits symptoms.  452 

 The levels of anti-parasite and clinical immunity interact to determine the detectability of 453 

each blood-stage P. vivax infection. The model by White et al. (10) and Nekkab et al. (18) 454 

considers three types of blood-stage infections: (1) sub-microscopic infections detectable by 455 

PCR; (2) subclinical infections detectable by LM and PCR; and (3) clinical infections detectable 456 

by LM and PCR. Following White et al. (10) and Nekkab et al. (18), we assumed that each 457 

clinical infection was characterized by a fever exceeding 38°C within the last 48 hours and a 458 

parasite density greater than 500/µL. Individuals with clinical P. vivax infections then seek 459 

treatment with anti-malarial drugs according to a probability of treatment-seeking behavior.  460 

 Simulation of the P. vivax transmission model occurs in two steps. First, the population is 461 

initialized at equilibrium according to the analogous set of deterministic compartmental 462 

differential equations. Then, the stochastic, individual-based model is simulated with the 463 
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initialized population. For further description of the model and its assumptions, please refer to 464 

Tables S1-S3 and the documentation provided in White et al. (10) and Nekkab et al. (18).  465 

  466 

Trial Overview  467 

We constructed phase-III clinical trials for a generic 8-aminoquinoline (e.g., primaquine or 468 

tafenoquine). We simulated trials in order to quantify the recurrence-free efficacy as a measure 469 

of the therapeutic effect of radical cure against the hypnozoite batches present in each individual 470 

presenting with a clinical P. vivax infection confirmed by light microscopy.  471 

 We designed our simulated phase-III clinical trials to be comparable to previous trials of 472 

PQ and TFQ (6–8). Participants were randomly assigned to the treatment and control arms, and 473 

all participants received chloroquine (CQ) upon enrollment to clear the P. vivax blood-stage 474 

infection. Consistent with the DETECTIVE trial (6,8), participants were followed for 180 days 475 

and assessed for asexual parasitemia by light microscopy at days 8, 15, 22, 29, 60, 90, 120, and 476 

180 post-enrollment. For trials simulated with longer duration of follow-up, additional time 477 

points were included. See supplement for further details.  478 

 479 

Radical Cure Model 480 

We modeled the action of radical cure in each individual receiving treatment as the per-481 

hypnozoite batch probability of clearance. To allow for heterogeneous action of the intervention 482 

(40), we assumed that a proportion 𝑝# of the population belonged to each stratum i with per-483 

hypnozoite batch clearance probability, 𝑐#. For a population consisting of two strata, the mean 484 

per-hypnozoite batch probability of clearance was 485 

 486 
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𝑐̅ = 𝑝$𝑐$ + 𝑝%𝑐%,					(1) 487 

 488 

where 𝑝% = 1 − 𝑝$. This model of heterogeneous action of radical cure generalized the 489 

intervention actions commonly considered in the evaluation of clinical trials. Under the “leaky” 490 

model (40–42), the action of radical cure is the same across all individuals in the population 491 

(𝑝$ = 1) with 0 ≤ 𝑐$ ≤ 1. Under the “all-or-none” model (40–42), radical cure completely 492 

clears hypnozoites in a subset of the population (0 < 𝑝$ < 1; 𝑐$ = 1) and has no effect on the 493 

hypnozoites in the remainder of the population (𝑝% = 1 − 𝑝$; 𝑐% = 0). These two models of 494 

intervention action could manifest due to host-specific factors, most notably the inherited blood 495 

disorder glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase deficiency (G6PDd) and cytochrome P-450 496 

isoenzyme 2D6 (CYP2D6) genotype, an enzyme involved in metabolizing PQ. Rather than 497 

directly affect PQ or TFQ efficacy, G6PDd requires individuals to be excluded from clinical 498 

trials due to the risk of hemolysis. For individuals with a low CYP2D6 metabolization 499 

phenotype, it has been shown that PQ does not prevent P. vivax relapses (11). Despite advances 500 

in the understanding of CYP2D6 metabolization (43), its association with 8-aminoquinoline 501 

efficacy remains poorly understood. For example, under an “all-or-none” action, CYP2D6 502 

metabolization could manifest as a binary phenotype with high metabolizers effectively clearing 503 

hypnozoite batches and low metabolizers failure to clear hypnozoite batches. Alternatively, 504 

under a “leaky” action, all treated individuals partially clear hypnozoite batches. Supplementary 505 

analyses revealed that the choice of intervention action did not substantially affect our efficacy 506 

estimates generated using the Cox proportional hazards model (Fig. S4). Therefore, we assumed 507 

by default that each 8-aminoquinoline had an “all-or-none” action.  508 
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 Under the model of heterogeneous action of radical cure, the number of batches of 509 

hypnozoites following treatment was distributed as  510 

 511 

𝐻&'()	~	𝐵𝑖𝑛𝑜𝑚𝑖𝑎𝑙:𝐻&*+ , 1 − 𝑐#;, ∀𝑖 ∈ {1,2}.					(2) 512 

 513 

In eq. (2), 𝐻&*+ is the number of batches of hypnozoite present in the liver prior to treatment, and 514 

ci is the per-hypnozoite batch clearance probability for an individual in stratum i. 515 

 516 

Trial Design 517 

We constructed our simulated phase-III clinical trials for radical cure to match the trial design 518 

used in past trials for PQ and TFQ (6–8). Accordingly, we considered four phases of the 519 

randomized control trial design: (1) recruitment, (2) treatment, (3) vector control, and (3) follow-520 

up.  521 

 522 

Recruitment 523 

We enrolled individuals in the simulated clinical trial if they presented at a health clinic with 524 

febrile illness and were diagnosed by light microscopy with a P. vivax infection. Consistent with 525 

the DETECTIVE trial (6,8), participants were enrolled if they were at least 16 years of age and 526 

had a measured glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase (G6DP) activity greater than 70% of the 527 

median value of the trial location. Following Nekkab et al. (18), we assumed that G6PD activity 528 

was measured using the SD Biosensor STANDARD G6PD test (44). This test qualitatively 529 

classifies G6PD activity as normal (>70% activity), intermediate (30-70% activity), and low 530 

(<30% activity). 531 
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 Individuals that met the criteria for enrollment were then randomly assigned to the 532 

treatment or control arm of the clinical trial. Allocation of participants to each trial arm occurred 533 

with equal probability, provided that the current number of participants in each arm was less than 534 

the desired sample size of 1,000. 535 

 536 

Treatment  537 

Upon enrollment, all trial participants were treated with a 3-day course of CQ to clear the blood-538 

stage, asexual parasites (6,8). We assumed that treatment with CQ was 100% effective and that 539 

there were no recrudescences among trial participants. Participants in the treatment arm were 540 

also treated with an 8-aminoquinoline to clear the hypnozoite reservoir. For individuals in the 541 

treatment arm, the number of hypnozoite batches following radical cure was calculated 542 

according to eq. (2). We further assumed that treatment with the 8-aminoquinoline provided both 543 

blood-stage and liver-stage prophylaxis. Consistent with White et al. (10) and Nekkab et al. (18), 544 

we assumed that the duration of prophylaxis was 28 days for PQ when co-administered with CQ 545 

and 45 days for TFQ when co-administered with CQ.  546 

 547 

Vector Control  548 

As in the DETECTIVE trial (6,8), all participants were provided with a long-lasting insecticidal 549 

net (LLIN) to prevent reinfection from mosquitoes during follow-up and therefore decrease the 550 

potential bias that may arise in calculating efficacy based on a recurrent infection endpoint. 551 

Following Griffin et al. (36) and White et al. (10), we assumed that vector control measures 552 

decrease the probabilities of mosquito biting and successful feeding and increase the 553 

probabilities of repellency and death. The magnitude of the effect depends upon the proportion 554 
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of mosquito bites that occur while individuals are indoors (Φ!) and in bed (Φ"), the duration of 555 

usage of the LLIN, and the duration of insecticidal activity. We assumed that the mean duration 556 

of usage of LLINs was 3 years and that the mean duration of insecticidal activity was 2.5 years.  557 

 We also considered whether the use of indoor residual spraying (IRS) in each 558 

participant’s house administered in isolation or in combination with LLINs decreased the 559 

potential bias in our efficacy estimates. As with LLINs, we assumed that the use of IRS 560 

decreases the probabilities of mosquito biting and successful feeding and increases the 561 

probabilities of repellency and death (10,36). To account for the waning effect of IRS over time, 562 

we assumed that the mean duration of insecticidal activity was 6 months.  563 

 564 

Follow-up 565 

We followed each participant for 180 days following enrollment in the clinical trial and 566 

treatment with anti-malarial drugs. Consistent with the DETECTIVE trial (6,8), for each 567 

participant, we recorded the date of each clinical P. vivax infection that occurred within the 568 

duration of follow-up. Furthermore, we tested each participant for P. vivax asexual parasites 569 

using light microscopy on days 8, 15, 22, 29, 60, 90, 120, 160, and 180 post-enrollment.  570 

 To examine potential biases that arise from trial surveillance methods, we kept a 571 

complete record of all recurrent infections that occurred within the duration of follow-up, 572 

including those that would not have been detected under the trial protocol. For each recurrent 573 

infection, we recorded the cause (i.e., reinfection or relapse) and the type of blood-stage infection 574 

(e.g., sub-microscopic, sub-clinical, or clinical). We further distinguished between relapses 575 

caused by hypnozoite batches acquired prior to treatment and relapses caused by hypnozoites 576 
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batches acquired following treatment. Only relapses caused by hypnozoite batches acquired prior 577 

to treatment reflect the action of 8-aminoquinoline treatment against hypnozoites batches. 578 

 579 

Statistical Analyses  580 

We calculated the efficacy of the 8-aminoquinoline used in each clinical trial from the output 581 

collected in each respective simulation. We calculated efficacy using multiple metrics in order to 582 

examine how different data collected during trial follow-up resolved biases in the efficacy 583 

estimates.  584 

Consistent with previous phase-III clinical trials (6,8), we used freedom from LM-585 

detectable recurrent infection as the default efficacy metric in our simulation studies. We 586 

calculated efficacy using the Cox proportional hazards model (45), which computes the hazard 587 

ratio between the treatment and control arms based on the times to first LM-detectable recurrent 588 

infection. Following the DETECTIVE trial protocol (6,8), recurrent infections that occurred 589 

before 32 days post-enrollment were not included. Given that the timing of each recurrent 590 

infection was unobserved, all trial participants were interval censored.  591 

We calculated efficacy using incidence rates computed from the recurrent infections that 592 

occurred within the duration of follow-up. We calculated efficacy based on incidence rates as  593 

 594 

𝐸!, = 1 −
𝑒) 𝑦)E
𝑒- 𝑦-E

.					(3) 595 

 596 
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In eq. (3), 𝑒) and 𝑒- are the respective number of infection events in the treatment and control 597 

arms, and 𝑦) and 𝑦- are the respective number of person-years of follow-up in the treatment and 598 

control arms (42,45).  599 

 The magnitude of the measured efficacy also depends upon the action of the radical cure 600 

therapeutic. In absence of other sources of bias, we will overestimate efficacy for 8-601 

aminoquinolines that elicit an “all-or-none” response if we calculate efficacy based on incidence 602 

rates. This phenomenon is caused by the subset of individuals in the treatment arm who 603 

completely clear the hypnozoites from their livers and increase the number of person-years of 604 

follow-up (42). To resolve this bias that arises from the assumption of intervention action, we 605 

calculated efficacy based on risk as  606 

 607 

𝐸, = 1 −
𝑝)
𝑝-
,					(4) 608 

 609 

where 𝑝) and 𝑝- are the proportion of individuals in the treatment and control arms that 610 

experience a particular infection event within the duration of follow-up.  611 

 612 

Simulation Experiments 613 

We performed simulation experiments to quantify biases in the efficacy estimates that may arise 614 

under different transmission settings and other features of the clinical trial design. First, we 615 

considered how our efficacy estimates varied with transmission intensity and heterogeneity in 616 

mosquito biting patterns. Second, we considered how differences in the rate of relapse of the P. 617 

vivax hypnozoites interact with the duration of the trial follow-up and the transmission intensity 618 

to bias our estimates of efficacy. After characterizing these biases, we assessed whether the 619 
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allocation of vector control measures, such as LLINs and IRS, to trial participants could prevent 620 

reinfections and thereby reduce the bias in the efficacy estimates. We next considered whether a 621 

genotyping method capable of distinguishing between different types of P. vivax recurrent 622 

infections at different sensitivities and specificities could reduce or correct the bias in the 623 

efficacy estimates. Then, we measured the extent to which the duration of prophylaxis provided 624 

by the treatment regimen biases our estimates of efficacy by preventing reinfections in the 625 

treatment arm only. Finally, we considered how the efficacy estimates that we obtained varied 626 

with the choice of efficacy metric and infection endpoint.  627 

For each simulation setting, we simulated a phase-III clinical trial with 1,000 participants 628 

in each arm. This sample size was chosen to ensure that the power of our clinical trials exceeded 629 

95% for each transmission intensity and efficacy metric considered (Fig. S5). Each trial was 630 

simulated in a population of 200,000 individuals, and the maximum duration of each trial was 15 631 

years in order to ensure that complete enrollment was attained, even at low transmission 632 

intensities. By default, PQ was the 8-aminoquinoline provided to the participants in the treatment 633 

arm and when co-administered with CQ provided 28 days of blood-stage and liver-stage 634 

prophylaxis during which trial participants could not become reinfected or relapse. The mean 635 

per-hypnozoite batch probability of clearance was equal to 0.75. For each simulation setting, we 636 

simulated trials in which the therapeutic had an “all-or-none” response. Because the transmission 637 

model was stochastic, we ran 200 simulations for each simulation setting and computed the mean 638 

and interquartile range for the efficacy estimates across these simulations. By default, we defined 639 

efficacy as freedom from LM-detectable recurrent infection calculated using the Cox 640 

proportional hazards model. 641 

 642 
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Table 1. Parameters Varied during the Simulation Analyses. The parameters that were varied 643 
during each simulation analysis are reported. All other parameters in the transmission model 644 
are set to default values and are consistent with the values reported in Tables S1 and S2.  645 
Variance in Mosquito Biting  Time to Relapse (d) Follow-up (d) Prophylaxis (d) 
Effect of Transmission Intensity and Heterogeneity in Biting 
0, 1, 2, 3 65 180 28 
Effect of Rate of Relapse and Duration of Follow-up 
0 30, 60, 90, 180 90, 180, 365, 730 28 
Effect of Vector Control / Genotyping / Efficacy Metric and Infection Endpoint 
0 65 180 28 
Effect of the 8-aminoquinoline 
0 65 180 28,45 

 646 

Availability of Code  647 

All code to reproduce the analyses in this study is available on Github at 648 

https://github.com/johnhhuber/Radical_Cure_Uncertainty. 649 

 650 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS  651 

JHH acknowledges funding from a National Science Foundation Graduate Research Fellowship 652 

and a Richard and Peggy Notebaert Premier Fellowship from the University of Notre Dame. CK 653 

received funding from NIH R21-AI137891. NN and MTW were supported by a grant from 654 

Medicine for Malaria Venture. NN also received funding from a Pasteur Roux-Cantarini 655 

Fellowship. This publication was made possible with partial support from Grant Numbers TL1 656 

TR002531 and UL1TR002529 (A. Shekhar, PI) from the National Institutes of Health, National 657 

Center for Advancing Translational Sciences, Clinical and Translational Sciences Award. The 658 

funders had no role in study design, data collection and analysis, decision to publish, or 659 

preparation of the manuscript.  660 

 661 

COMPETING INTERESTS 662 

 . CC-BY 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.28.21250689doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.28.21250689
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 33 

The authors have no competing interests to declare.   663 

 . CC-BY 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.28.21250689doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.28.21250689
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 34 

SUPPORTING INFORMATION  664 

Methods 665 

Transmission Model 666 

Table S1. Default Transmission Setting Parameters for the Human Component of the 667 
Transmission Model. A description of the default parameters used in the individual-based model 668 
to simulate clinical trial data are provided along with the numeric values and the corresponding 669 
references.  670 
Parameter Value Reference 
Demographics 
Mean Age of Population 31.8 years Assumed 
Max Age of Population 80 years Assumed 
Proportion of Pregnant Women 7.5% Assumed 
G6PD Deficiency Prevalence 0% Assumed 
CYP-2D6 Phenotype Prevalence 0% Assumed 
Exposure to Mosquito Biting 
Degree of Age-Dependent Biting 0.85 (46,47) 
Reference Age of Biting 8 years (46,47) 
Mosquito-to-Human Transmission Probability 0.50 (18) 
Hypnozoite Dynamics 
Rate of Relapse 1/65 day-1 (18) 
Rate of Liver-Stage Hypnozoite Clearance 1/383 day-1 (10) 

  671 
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Table S2. Default Infection Dynamics Parameters for the Human Component of the 672 
Transmission Model. A description of the default parameters used in the individual-based model 673 
to simulate clinical trial data are provided along with the numeric values and the corresponding 674 
references.  675 
Parameter Value Reference 
Human Infection Duration 
Latent Period 10 days (48) 
Max PCR-Detectable Infection (No Immunity) 70 days (10) 
Min PCR-Detectable Infection (Full Immunity) 10 days (10) 
LM-Detectable Infection 10 days (18) 
Clinical Disease (Untreated) 5 days (10) 
Clinical Disease (Treated) 1 day (10) 
Immunity 
Anti-Parasite Immune Boosting Refractory Period 19.77 days (18) 
Duration of Anti-Parasite Immunity 10 years (10) 
Probability of LM-Detectable Infection (No Immunity) 0.8918 (18) 
Probability of LM-Detectable Infection (Full Immunity) 0.0043 (18) 
Anti-Parasite Immunity for 50% Reduction in Duration of LM-
Detectable Infection  

27.52 (18) 

Shape Parameter for LM-Detectable Infection 2.403 (18) 
Anti-Parasite Immunity for 50% Reduction in Duration of PCR-
Detectable Infection 

9.9 (18) 

Shape Parameter for Duration of PCR-Detectable Infection 4.602 (18) 
Clinical Immune Boosting Refractory Period 7.85 days (18) 
Duration of Clinical Immunity 30 years (10) 
Probability of Clinical Episode (No Immunity) 0.8605 (18) 
Probability of Clinical Episode (Full Immunity) 0.018 (18) 
Clinical Immunity for 50% Reduction in Clinical Episode 11.538 (18) 
Shape Parameter for Probability of Clinical Episode 2.25 (18) 
Newborn Immunity Relative to Mother’s 0.421 (18) 
Duration of Maternal Immunity 35.148 (18) 
Infectiousness to Mosquitoes 
During PCR-Detectable Infection 0.035 (49) 
During LM-Detectable Infection 0.1 (49) 
During Clinical Disease 0.8 (49) 
During Treated Clinical Disease 0.4 (49) 
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Table S3. Default Parameters for the Mosquito Component of the Transmission Model. A 677 
description of the default parameters used in the individual-based model to simulate clinical trial 678 
data are provided along with the numeric values and the corresponding reference.  679 
Parameter Value Reference 
Mosquito Bionomics 
Mosquito Life Expectancy 6 days (18) 
Duration of Sporogony 8.4 days (18) 
Human Blood Index 0.50 (18) 
Proportion of Bites Occurring in Bed 0.45 Assumed 
Proportion of Bites Occurring Indoors 0.90 Assumed 
Mosquito Larval Development 
Development Time of Early Larval Instars 6.64 days (50) 
Development Time of Late Larval Instars 3.72 days (50) 
Development Time of Pupae 0.64 days (50) 
Per Capita Mortality Rate of Early Larval Instars 0.034 day-1 (50) 
Per Capita Mortality Rate of Late Larval Instars 0.035 day-1 (50) 
Per Capita Mortality Rate of Pupae 0.25 day-1 (50) 
Daily Number of Eggs Laid per Mosquito 21.19 (50) 
Effect of Density Dependence on Late Larval Instars Relative to 
Early Larval Instars 

13.25 (50) 

 680 

Trial Design 681 

Power Calculations 682 

To ensure that our simulated clinical trials were appropriately powered, we performed a 683 

retrospective power analysis. We took the outputs of our simulated clinical trials performed in 684 

transmission settings with homogeneous biting and computed the median and interquartile range 685 

of sample sizes in each arm necessary to achieve a specific level of power at a given EIR. The 686 

incidence rate and the proportion at risk in the control arm were computed using the full record 687 

of LM-detectable/subclinical and clinical relapses caused by hypnozoites acquired prior to 688 

treatment. For each power calculation, we assumed a type-I error rate of 0.05 and an efficacy of 689 

75%.  690 

 Using the Cox proportional hazards model (51), we first calculated the total number of 691 

events 𝑁 needed to have power 𝛽 and type-I error rate 𝛼 as  692 
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 693 

𝑁 =
K𝑧. + 𝑧$/0%

M
%

𝑃)𝑃- log%(𝐸1'2)	
,					(𝑆1) 694 

 695 

where 𝑧. and 𝑧$/!"
 are the z-scores, 𝑃) and 𝑃- are the respective proportion of participants in the 696 

treatment and control arms, and 𝐸1'2 is the expected efficacy. We then calculated the number of 697 

participants in the control arm by dividing the total number of events needed by the expected 698 

total incidence rate computed from the trial output. The number of participants in the treatment 699 

arm was equal to the number of participants in the control arm.  700 

 Based on incidence rates, we followed Smith et al. (52) and computed the number of 701 

participants in each arm as  702 

 703 

𝑛 = K𝑧. + 𝑧$/0%
M
% 𝑟- + 𝑟)
(𝑟- − 𝑟))%

	,					(𝑆2) 704 

 705 

where 𝑧. and 𝑧$/!"
 are the z-scores, 𝑟- is the expected incidence rate in the control arm, and 𝑟) is 706 

the expected incidence rate in the treatment arm.  707 

 Based on proportion at risk, we computed the number of participants in each arm as  708 

 709 

𝑛 = K𝑧. + 𝑧$/0%
M
% 2𝑝(1 − 𝑝)
(𝑝- − 𝑝))%

.					(𝑆3) 710 

 711 
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In eq. (S3), 𝑧. and 𝑧$/!"
 are the z-scores, 𝑝) and 𝑝- are the expected proportion of participants at 712 

risk in the treatment and control arms, and 𝑝 is the average of 𝑝) and 𝑝- (52).  713 

 714 

Simulation Scenarios 715 

Effect of Transmission Intensity and Heterogeneity in Biting  716 

The transmission intensity at the trial location may determine the frequency, cause, and 717 

detectability of recurrent infections that occur within the duration of follow-up. The number of 718 

reinfection events experienced by each trial participant increases with EIR. Thus, at higher EIR, 719 

the proportion of recurrent infections that are relapses caused by hypnozoites acquired prior to 720 

treatment may be small. Moreover, the levels of anti-parasite and clinical immunity in each trial 721 

participant is a function of exposure and transmission intensity, and, as EIR increases, fewer 722 

recurrent infections may be detected by light microscopy. Therefore, the transmission intensity at 723 

the trial location may bias efficacy estimates, likely downward, due to the rate at which trial 724 

participants are reinfected by mosquitoes.  725 

 Heterogeneity in mosquito biting contributes to observed heterogeneous patterns of 726 

Plasmodium transmission (16). For P. falciparum, heterogeneity in biting biases efficacy 727 

estimates towards the null, because fewer participants in the treatment and control arms are 728 

exposed within the duration of follow-up (42). For P. vivax, however, heterogeneity in biting 729 

may reduce the bias due to transmission intensity, because fewer participants are reinfected by 730 

mosquitoes within the duration of follow-up.  731 

 We varied the transmission intensity and the degree of heterogeneity in mosquito biting 732 

to quantify their effect on efficacy estimates. We varied transmission intensity by simulating a 733 

population-level EIR of 0.1, 1, 10, or 100 infectious bites per person-year (ibppy). To account for 734 
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heterogeneity in biting, we varied the variance of the distribution of logged biting propensities 735 

from zero to three. This distribution determines the variation in exposure to mosquito biting 736 

across individuals, and a zero variance implies homogeneous biting.  737 

 738 

Effect of Rate of Relapse and Duration of Follow-up 739 

The rate of P. vivax relapse varies geographically, with the estimated mean time to first relapse 740 

ranging from 41-65 days for tropical phenotypes to 299 days for temperate phenotypes (17). If 741 

the duration of follow-up is too short relative to the mean time to first relapse, then an 742 

appreciable number of trial participants may not have relapsed by the duration of follow-up. A 743 

longer duration of follow-up may capture a great proportion of relapses but also increases the 744 

temporal window over which trial participants can become reinfected by mosquito biting. The 745 

probability of reinfection during the duration of follow-up will vary with the EIR. 746 

 We examined the interaction between the rate of relapse, the duration of follow-up, and 747 

transmission intensity and quantified its effect on the efficacy estimates in simulated clinical 748 

trials. We fixed the mean time to relapse at 30, 60, 90, or 180 days and simulated clinical trials in 749 

which the duration of follow-up was 90, 180, 365, or 730 days. Trial participants were assessed 750 

for asexual parasites using light microscopy according to the following schedule: days 8, 15, 22, 751 

29, 60, and 90 for the 90-day follow-up period; days 8, 15, 22, 29, 60, 90, 120, and 180 for the 752 

180-day follow-up period; days 8, 15, 22, 29, 60, 90, 120, 180, 240, 300, and 365 for the 365-day 753 

follow-up period; and days 8, 15, 22, 29, 60, 90, 120, 180, 240, 300, 360, 420, 480, 540, 600, 754 

660, and 730 for the 730-day follow-up period. Moreover, to examine the effect of transmission 755 

intensity, we set the population-level EIR at 0.1, 1, 10, or 100. To isolate the joint effect of the 756 
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rate of relapse and duration of follow-up across transmission intensities, we assumed 757 

homogeneous biting.  758 

 759 

Effect of Vector Control  760 

The implementation of vector control measures may protect trial participants against mosquito 761 

biting and reduce the number of reinfection events during follow-up. As a result, vector control 762 

may reduce the bias due to frequent reinfection of trial participants at higher transmission 763 

intensities.  764 

 To evaluate whether vector control measures are effective in reducing the bias in the 765 

efficacy estimates, we simulated clinical trials under four different vector control scenarios: (1) 766 

no vector control; (2) distribution of LLINs; (3) administration of IRS; and (4) distribution of 767 

LLINs and administration of IRS. The extent to which LLINs and IRS prevent mosquito biting 768 

depends upon the biting behavior of the mosquito population. We simulated different biting 769 

behaviors by varying the proportion of bites that occurred while individuals were indoors (Φ!) 770 

and while individuals were in bed (Φ"). We considered four biting behaviors: (1) endophagic 771 

with no preference in biting time (Φ! = 0.9;	Φ" = 0.45); (2) endophagic with nighttime biting 772 

(Φ! = 0.9;	Φ" = 0.675); (3) endophagic with daytime biting (Φ! = 0.9;Φ" = 0.225); and (4) 773 

exophagic with no preference in biting time (Φ! = 0.1;Φ" = 0.05). We simulated each 774 

combination of vector control scenario and mosquito biting behavior at population-level EIRs of 775 

0.1, 1, 10, and 100. By default, we assumed homogeneous biting.  776 

 777 

Effect of Genotyping  778 
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Although vector control may decrease the bias by reducing the number of reinfection events, a 779 

method capable of distinguishing relapses caused by hypnozoites acquired prior to treatment 780 

from all other recurrent infections is needed to completely correct the bias in efficacy estimates. 781 

Genotyping methods have been successfully used to determine the cause of each P. vivax 782 

recurrent infection (12,33) and therefore could correct biases in phase-III clinical trials.  783 

 We evaluated the potential for a genotyping method at varying sensitivities and 784 

specificities to correct the bias in the efficacy estimates. We considered a genotyping method 785 

intended to distinguish relapses caused from hypnozoite batches acquired prior to treatment from 786 

all other recurrent infections. Therefore, the sensitivity of the genotyping method was the 787 

probability of correctly identifying a relapse caused by a hypnozoite batch acquired prior to 788 

treatment, and the specificity of the genotyping method was the probability of correctly 789 

identifying all other recurrent infections. We simulated clinical trials at population-level EIRs of 790 

0.1, 1, 10, and 100, assuming homogeneous biting. We then analyzed the simulated outputs of 791 

the clinical trials using a hypothetical genotyping method with sensitivities and specificities of 792 

25%, 50%, 75%, or 100%.  793 

 794 

Effect of the 8-aminoquinoline 795 

By default, we simulated clinical trials for an 8-aminoquinoline with prophylactic effect lasting 796 

28 days, consistent with treatment with chloroquine and primaquine. Under this assumption, the 797 

duration of prophylaxis is less than the 32-day period of left-censoring, so the suppression of 798 

blood-stage parasites during prophylaxis will not bias our efficacy estimates. Treatment with 799 

tafenoquine when co-administered with chloroquine, however, provides prophylaxis for 45 days 800 

and, therefore, may bias upwards our efficacy estimates (6).  801 
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 To examine whether the duration of prophylaxis affects our estimates of efficacy, we 802 

simulated and compared phase-III clinical trials for primaquine and tafenoquine with 803 

prophylactic effects lasting 28 and 45 days, respectively. Because the benefit of prophylaxis may 804 

vary with transmission intensity, we simulated each trial at population-level EIRs of 0.1, 1, 10, 805 

and 100 with homogeneous biting.  806 

 807 

Effect of the efficacy metric and infection endpoint 808 

The combination of efficacy metric and infection endpoint used to calculate efficacy varied 809 

across recent phase-III clinical trials (6–9). Different combinations of efficacy metrics and 810 

infection endpoints could make comparison of efficacy estimates across different trials 811 

challenging if efficacy estimates are sensitive to this feature of the trial design.  812 

 To test whether our efficacy estimates are sensitive to the choice of the efficacy metric 813 

and the infection endpoint used, we simulated phase-III clinical trials at EIRs of 0.1, 1, 10, and 814 

100 and calculated efficacy using different combinations of efficacy metrics and infection 815 

endpoints. The efficacy metrics examined were the Cox proportional hazards model, incidence 816 

rates, and the proportion at risk. The infection endpoints examined were PCR-detectable 817 

recurrent infections, LM-detectable recurrent infections, and clinical recurrent infections. 818 

Because we wanted to isolate the effect of the efficacy metric and the infection endpoint, we 819 

simulated each trial assuming homogeneous biting.  820 

 821 

  822 
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Results 823 

 824 

Figure S1. Comparison of efficacy metrics and infection types. Efficacy estimates calculated 825 
using different methods and using different infection types with perfect genotyping are compared 826 
across different entomological inoculation rates (EIR). The color of the point denotes the 827 
recurrent infection endpoint used, where orange is PCR-detectable, red is LM-detectable, and 828 
maroon is clinical. Because we assumed perfect genotyping, all infections were relapses caused 829 
by hypnozoite batches acquired prior to 8-aminoquinoline treatment. Each point is the median of 830 
200 simulations, and the bar is the interquartile range. The dotted line is the true clearance 831 
probability simulated in each clinical trial.  832 
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 833 

Figure S2. Effect of vector control on efficacy estimates across different vector bionomics. The 834 
impact of LLIN distribution (red), IRS administration (green), and combined LLIN distribution 835 
and IRS administration (teal) on resolving biases in LM-detectable recurrence free efficacy 836 
estimates is compared to a no-intervention scenario (dark blue) across a range of entomological 837 
inoculation rates (EIR). Each point represents the median of 200 simulations, and each bar is 838 
the interquartile range. The dotted line is the clearance probability simulated in each trial. The 839 
absolute proportion of bites occurring indoors (Φ!) and in bed (Φ") varied with (A) Φ! = 0.9 840 
and Φ" = 0.45; (B) Φ! = 0.9 and Φ" = 0.675; (C) Φ! = 0.9 and Φ" = 0.225; and (D) Φ! =841 
0.1 and Φ" = 0.05 842 
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 843 

Figure S3. The effect of vector control measures on reducing reinfections across different 844 
vector bionomics. The percentage of recurrent infections in the control arm that are treatment 845 
failures (i.e., relapses arising from hypnozoites acquired prior to enrollment) is compared across 846 
different entomological inoculation rates (EIR) and under different vector control scenarios. 847 
Dark blue bars represent trials in which no vector control measures were provided, red bars are 848 
trials in which LLINs were distributed, green bars are trials in which IRS was administered, and 849 
teal bars are trials in which both LLINs and IRS were administered. The height of each bar is the 850 
median of 200 simulations, and the segment is the interquartile range.  851 
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 852 

Figure S4. Comparison of “all-or-none” and “leaky” actions on efficacy estimates. LM-853 
detectable recurrence-free efficacy estimates obtained from simulated clinical trials are shown 854 
for “all-or-none” (circles) and “leaky” (triangles) interventions at different entomological 855 
inoculation rates (EIR) and levels of heterogeneity in biting. Each point represents the median of 856 
200 simulations, and each bar is the interquartile range. The color represents the degree of 857 
heterogeneity in individual-level exposure to mosquito biting with dark colors representing 858 
greater heterogeneity. The dotted line is the clearance probability simulated in the trials.   859 
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 860 

Figure S5. Sample sizes necessary to achieve a specific level of power. For a given EIR, the 861 
sample size in each arm is reported to achieve a specific level of power when calculating efficacy 862 
using (A) the Cox proportional hazards model, (B) incidence rates, and (C) the proportion at 863 
risk. Incidence rates were computed using the number of relapses caused by hypnozoites 864 
acquired prior to treatment in the control arm. Power calculations were performed for each of 865 
200 simulations assuming homogeneous biting. The points and line denote the median sample 866 
size, and the shaded region is the interquartile range. Efficacy of the intervention was assumed 867 
to be 75%, the type-I error rate was set to 0.05, and the allocation ratio between trial arms was 868 
one.   869 
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