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Abstract

Malaria is a major public health concern in Burundi. The infection has
been increasing in the last decade despite efforts to increase access to health
services, and the deployment of several intervention programs. The use of
different data sources can help to build predictive models of malaria cases in
different sub-populations. We built predictive frameworks using generalized
linear model (GLM), and artificial neural network to predict malaria cases
in four sub-populations (pregnant women and children under 5 years, preg-
nant women, children between 0 and 11 months, children between 12 and 59
months), and the overall general population. The results showed that almost
half malaria infections are observed in pregnant women and children under
5 years, but children between 12 and 59 months carry the highest burden.
Neural network model performed better in predicting total cases compared to
GLM. But the latter provided information on the effect of predictors, which
is an important source of information to mainstream target interventions.
Early prediction of cases can provide timely information needed to be proac-
tive for intervention strategies, and it can help to mitigate the epidemics and
reduce its impact on populations and the economy.
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1. Introduction1

Malaria infection has been, and still a major public health concern in2

Burundi [1]. The World Health Organization (WHO) estimates show that3

more than 80% of the Burundian population are at high risk of acquiring4

malaria infection [1, 2]. Malaria cases increased from 2.6 million in 2013 to5

8.3 million in 2016 with a further 18 percent increase in the first half of 20176

compared to 2016 [3]. In 2017 malaria was declared a national epidemic7

[4, 5, 6, 7]. According to the Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation8

(IHME), in 2019 malaria was ranked fourth cause of death after tuberculosis9

in Burundi [8, 9].10

The health system still has many challenges, despite efforts by the Gov-11

ernment to improve by increasing access to healthcare facilities and technical12

capacities [10]. Burundi suffers from a shortage of qualified personnel, med-13

ical resources, and high burden of diseases [11]. According to the World14

Bank statistics in 2017, Burundi was estimated to have 0.1001 physicians for15

1000 people [12], and in 2010, the density of doctors, nurses and midwives16

combined was estimated to be 2 per 10,000 population [13].17

In a study published in 2011 [14], the authors claimed that 17.4% of18

patients did not have access to health care at all, while 81.5% of patients19

were forced to go into debt or sell their property to pay for the health costs.20

Furthermore, the authors of same study [14], and the report of health sys-21

tems [11] reported a huge disparity between the urban areas especially the22

economic capital Bujumbura, and the other parts of the country.23

According to the World Vision International, an international Non Gov-24

ernment Organization (NGO) which support malaria interventions in Bu-25

rundi, some major drivers of malaria infection in Burundi are: the low usage26

of Insecticide Treated Bed Nets (ITNs), climate change, population density,27

shifting of farming practices, food insecurity, and lack of knowledge and ac-28

tion to prevent malaria in the communities [15].29

Studies have shown association of malaria cases with temperature, humid-30

ity, rainfall, usage of mosquito nets, geographical location, and socioeconomic31

factors [16, 17, 18, 19]. This means that the data of the above mentioned32

factors can be used to predict number of malaria cases at a certain level of33

certainty. A study in Uganda showed that malaria is highly endemic with34
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temperatures and precipitation that allow stable transmission throughout35

the year with relatively low seasonal variability in most parts of the country36

[20, 21]. In areas with a long dry season such as the Sahel, and particularly37

in Burkina Faso, rains determine the abundance of mosquito populations38

and thus the intensity of transmission with mosquitoes then benefiting from39

multiple puddles to reproduce and also high humidity levels of the surround-40

ing air. In Niger, a 16% increase in rainfall between 2005 and 2006 was41

accompanied by a 132% increase in mosquito abundance in the village of42

Banizoumbou, located in the Sahelian zone [22]. The impact of altitude on43

malaria transmission is directly related to the decrease in temperature that44

influences both the vector (anopheles mosquito) and the parasite [23, 24].45

But also the wind speed varies according to the altitude so that at high46

altitude mosquitoes may lose their vectorial capacity.47

Using multiple data sources for malaria prediction has been argued to48

complement the surveillance system of malaria [25] which is often based on49

reported data. Therefore, given the current knowledge on factors which may50

increase or decrease malaria prevalence, it is important to enhance deci-51

sion making, and resource allocation with targeted interventions for effective52

malaria control. And since there is no one-size fits all intervention to elimi-53

nate malaria, modelling frameworks can help to explore a range of interven-54

tions given different predictions of infection cases, epidemic estimates, and55

cost effectiveness. This is crucial for decision making to be able to tail inter-56

ventions and optimize resources as stated in the the WHO’s Global Technical57

Strategy for Malaria 2016–2030 [26].58

The objective of this study was to use available data sources which have59

been proven to be associated to malaria infection [27, 28, 29, 19] to build basic60

predictive frameworks to predict malaria cases in different sub-populations61

in Burundi, namely response variables: pregnant women and children under62

5 years, among pregnant women, children between 0 and 11 months, children63

between 12 and 59 months, and the overall general population. This provides64

the starting point for more complex models with granular data to understand65

the transmission dynamics of malaria, and subsequent control measures in66

Burundi.67
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2. Methods68

2.1. Data69

The study was conducted using monthly data collected in from differ-70

ent provinces of Burundi for the period 2010–2017. The data consists of71

records of total malaria cases, cases among children under 5 years and preg-72

nant women, as well as mosquito nets distributed to children and pregnant73

women. We also used monthly weather data. We used also annual population74

estimates and schooling rates for all provinces.75

A record of the total nationwide malaria cases was available from the76

National Integrated Malaria Control Program of the Ministry of Health. De-77

tailed monthly data sets on malaria infection for children (from 0 to 1178

months then up 12 to 59 months male and female), and pregnant women79

(before and after first trimester of pregnancy), the number of mosquito nets80

distributed (for children under five years and pregnant women) per each81

province were available from the Department of National System of Health82

Information of the Ministry of Health.83

Geographical, and monthly climate data (weather) per province were pro-84

vided by the Geographical Institute of Burundi. In addition, demographic85

data for each province were provided by the open library of the National86

Institute of Statistics. And the schooling data per province per year were87

provided by the Planning Office of the Ministry of Education and Scientific88

Research.89

2.2. Data imputation90

We combined all the databases in one data frame, after cleaning, we had91

a new data frame with the following variables: area, longitude, latitude, al-92

titude, rainfall, temperature, humidity, population, education, malaria cases93

among children under 11 months, malaria cases among children between94

12 and 59 months, malaria cases among pregnant women with less than 395

months, malaria cases among pregnant women beyond 3 months, bed-nets96

given to children, bed-nets given to pregnant women, severe malaria cases,97

and other malaria cases.98

Climate data had missing values, and to deal with these we used a non-99

parametric missing value imputation approach using random forest method100

(missForest) [30]. This method is one the methods often used to impute con-101

tinuous and/or categorical data including complex interactions and nonlinear102

relations.103
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Based on correlation analysis results, to build the predictive models for104

malaria cases, we used only some variables: altitude, rainfall, temperature,105

humidity, population density, education level, number of pregnant women,106

number of children under five years, and number of bed-nets distributed. We107

built the models using randomly 75% of the data set for training, and 25%108

for testing. But in order to be more realistic, we also considered a scenario109

where we used data data from 2010 up to 2016 for training, and predict 2017110

cases. For that scenario we considered only predicting the monthly total111

cases of malaria.112

2.3. Data exploration113

With the monthly data for a period of eight years (2010 - 2017), we114

explored distributions of malaria cases within different sub-populations in115

different provinces. We looked at the differences of trends among the 8 years116

by using Wilcoxon Rank Sum Test [31] to investigate if there has been distri-117

bution (median) difference between monthly cases among pregnant women118

and children under 5 years along the years. The use of the Wilcoxon test tells119

us whether the median values of the two-by-two comparison of the monthly120

cases were from same continuous distribution or not. The null hypothesis is121

that the vectors of monthly cases were from the same distribution. This was122

rejected when the p-value was less than the 0.05 significance level.123

2.4. Modelling: General Linear Model and Neural Network124

We built a general linear model (GLM) [32], and an artificial neural125

network model (ANN) [33] to predict malaria cases in different scenarios.126

Data were normalized for the neural network model. Each response variable127

(malaria cases among children under 5 years, malaria cases among pregnant128

women, malaria cases among children between 0 and 11 months, malaria129

cases among children 12 and 59 months, and overall total malaria cases) was130

evaluated by both types of models. To ensure model validity and perfor-131

mance, we used cross-validation approach with 10 fold replication. And to132

assess the goodness of fit, we computed the mean square root error (MSRE)133

of the difference between true and predicted values of malaria cases.134

The generalized linear model (GLM) is a flexible generalization of ordi-135

nary linear regression that allow the dependent variable to be non-normal.136

Given Y dependant variables, and X independent variables. The expected137

value of Y is given by138
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E(Y ) = g−1(Xβ) (1)

where g is called the link function, and β are linear combination parame-139

ters. In our GLM model, the link function was a Gaussian distribution. The140

GLM generalizes linear regression by allowing the linear model to be related141

to the response variable via a link function and by allowing the magnitude of142

the variance of each measurement to be a function of its predicted value. In143

our model, the link function was the function gamma. With GLM fitting to144

data, we get effect of each predictor to the response (output) with assump-145

tion that other predictors are omitted. To be able to see the effects of the all146

predictors we performed an ANOVA to the GLM outputs with Chi-Square147

test which consider adding sequentially terms (predictors) to the model.148

Artificial neural networks are tools used in machine learning which are149

able to detect multiple nonlinear interactions among a series of input vari-150

ables (predictors). They are brain-inspired systems which are intended to151

replicate the way that we humans learn. Neural networks consist of input152

and output layers, as well as a hidden layer consisting of units that trans-153

form the inputs into a sable form for the output layer. After exploration of154

different artificial neural network configurations with number of layers and155

neurons, we considered an artificial neural network with two hidden layers156

with respective internal nodes (3, 4), and the neural network was trained 10157

times using neuralnet package [34].158

For any of the above mentioned modeling approaches, the goodness of fit159

was measured by the Root Mean Square Error (RMSE):160

RMSE =

√√√√ 1

N

N∑
i=1

(xi − x∗i )
2 (2)

where xi is the observed number of cases and x∗i the predicted number161

of cases, and the coefficient of variation (CV). To evaluate the models, we162

used cross-validation, we re-sampled 10 times the data and run the model,163

and we summarized the model performance by RMSE. All the computations164

were performed using R (version 3.4.4) software [35] in a Linux environment.165

In our models, the outcome of interest was the number of malaria cases:166

the overall total cases, cases among pregnant women and children under 5167

years, cases among pregnant women, cases among children between 0 and 11168

months, and those between 12 and 59 months.169
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3. Results170

3.1. Descriptive analysis171

A descriptive analysis of annual malaria cases shows that the epidemic172

curves for the five categories between 2010 and 2017 have an increasing trend173

as we can see at Figure 1. The epidemic curves show what is well known that174

pregnant women and children under 5 years are at risk for malaria infection,175

they are the first group with high number of cases. However, although we176

have a lot of malaria cases for pregnant women and children under 5 years,177

almost a half of cases came from other populations groups of adults and178

children above 5 years.179
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Figure 1: Country level malaria cases in children between 0 and 11 months, children
between 12 and 59 months, pregnant women, pregnant women and children under 5 years,
and the overall total cases between 2010 and 2017.

But when this high risk group is split in three subgroups with preg-180

nant women, children between 0 and 11 months, children between 12 and181

59 months, we can see that children between 12 and 59 months have a dis-182

proportionate burden of malaria infection compared to other subgroups in183
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all the eight years (2010 - 2017), with pregnant women group being the one184

with low cases. Regarding geographical distribution, Figure 2 shows that185

provinces of Kirundo, Gitega, Muyinga, and Ngozi were much affected by186

the infection compared to others.187
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Figure 2: Province level malaria cases in children between 0 and 11 months, children
between 12 and 59 months, pregnant women, pregnant women and children under 5 years,
and the overall total cases between 2010 and 2017.

When we aggregate monthly the number of malaria cases for the eight188

years (2010 - 2017), the Figure 3 shows that the total malaria cases have189

same trend as cases among pregnant women and children under 5 years,190

and cases among children between 12 and 59 months. We can say that the191

trend of pregnant women and children under 5 years can benchmark malaria192

epidemic. However, children between 12 and 59 months have same trend as193

cases pregnant women and children under 5 years, but this is explained by194

the fact the large proportion of the late category is made of children between195

12 and 59 months.196
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Figure 3: Aggregating monthly malaria cases in different sub-populations between 2010
and 2017.

3.2. Outbreaks comparison197

As we said in subsection 3.1, in the 8 years period (2010 – 2017), the198

epidemic curve of malaria cases has an increasing trend. Considering malaria199

cases in pregnant women and children under 5 years as a benchmark of the200

trend, if we compare the monthly number of cases in those 8 years, Figure201

4 shows that although the magnitude is different, the overall trend across202

months is similar of what we see at Figure 3. In January, we have high203

number of infections which decreases in February and start increasing by204

March up to June where an sharp decrease is observed in summer with lowest205

cases in August. In September, cases start increasing again up to December.206

Across the years, monthly data were different, even the year with the207

highest number of cases (2016), it did not have high cases in all months.208

A comparison between monthly cases among pregnant women and children209

under 5 years in the 8 years (2010 - 2017) using Wilcoxon Rank Sum Test210

showed that there has been much disparity since in the Table 1, thus, the211

median values of malaria cases among pregnant women and children under212

5 years were from different distribution in many cases, with a p-value less213

than 5%. But we have few scenarios where we could find that the median214

values of monthly cases were from same distribution. That could be seen in215

the following years: between 2010 and 2011, 2011 and 2012, 2013 and 2014,216

and 2016 and 2017.217
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Figure 4: Monthly malaria cases in pregnant women and children under 5 years in 8 years
periods (2010 - 2017)

Table 1: P-values for the Wilcoxon Rank Sum Test between monthly number of malaria
cases among pregnant women and children under 5 years.

Year 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
2010 NA 0.3010 < 0.001 < 0.001 0.0340 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001
2011 0.3010 NA 0.0640 0.0160 < 0.001 0.0050 < 0.001 < 0.001
2012 < 0.001 0.0640 NA < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001
2013 < 0.001 0.0160 < 0.001 NA 0.204 0.0160 < 0.001 < 0.001
2014 0.0340 < 0.001 < 0.001 0.204 NA 0.8500 < 0.001 < 0.001
2015 < 0.001 0.0050 < 0.001 0.0160 0.85 NA < 0.001 0.0090
2016 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 NA 0.9700
2017 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 0.009 0.9700 NA

3.3. Models outputs218

The following results in Table 2 are the error values (MSRE) for the GLM219

and ANN models outputs compared to observed data for malaria cases in the220

overall population (total cases), among pregnant women and children under221

5 years, among pregnant women, among children between 0 and 11 months,222

and those between 12 and 59 months. ANN performs better in estimating223

total malaria cases compared to GLM model (Table 2). But the generalized224

linear models do not perform too bad since the difference between generalized225

linear model and neural network model is between two and three thousands226

cases (CV and MSRE). But for cases among pregnant women, and children,227
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the generalised linear model performed better compared to neural network228

model (Table 2).229

Table 2: Mean Square Root Error and Cross Validation between observed and predicted
values of malaria cases with generalized linear model and artifical neural network.

Malaria cases MSRE (GLM) CV (GLM) MSRE (ANN) CV (ANN)
Total 7810 6019 4125 4024
Pregnant women & children (< 5 years) 141 227 460 488
Pregnant women 26 22 25 28
Children (0 and 11 months) 592 661 511 560
Children (12 and 59 months) 536 721 655 737

Focusing on GLM model, Table 3 shows that compared to others response230

variables, the overall total number of malaria cases was the only response vari-231

able where all parameters estimates associated to predictors have statistically232

significant (based on their p-values) effect on the outcome.233

Table 3: Parameter estimates and p-values of the generalised linear model for five sub-
populations of malaria cases

Parameters Total Pregnant women &
children (< 5 years)

Pregnant women Children (0–11 months) Children (12–59 months)

Estimate p-value Estimate p-value Estimate p-value Estimate p-value Estimate p-value
Intercept 611.04 0.647 204.241 0.015 18.044 0.004 252.502 0.165 -27.149 0.884
Altitude 1.209 0.003 0.024 0.365 -0.016 < 0.001 -0.143 0.011 0.08 0.176
Rainfall 16.766 < 0.001 0.022 0.551 < 0.001 1 -0.693 < 0.001 0.332 < 0.001
Temperature -123.336 0.003 -2.404 0.354 0.283 0.134 -0.654 0.907 3.692 0.519
Humidity 21.418 0.004 -0.419 0.396 -0.034 0.302 -2.07 0.05 1.289 0.219
Education -5.685 < 0.001 -1.27 < 0.001 0.051 < 0.001 1.711 < 0.001 -1.701 < 0.001
Population density 0.701 < 0.001 0.007 0.296 -0.002 < 0.001 0.03 0.037 -0.034 0.028
Pregnant women 5.555 < 0.001 1.114 < 0.001 0.993 < 0.001 0.196 0.027 -0.187 0.035
Children < 5years 1.455 < 0.001 0.992 < 0.001 0.001 < 0.001 0.186 < 0.001 0.815 < 0.001
Bed Nets -0.254 0.037 -0.001 0.888 -0.002 0.008 -0.072 < 0.001 0.042 0.017

Thus, by sequentially adding one predictive variable for all the generalised234

models in the table 3, all the predictors had significantly effect to the out-235

comes. Some of the variables have an increase or decrease effect on malaria236

cases. Rainfall, humidity, number of pregnant women, and the number of237

children under five years have an increase effect on the overall malaria cases.238

But, education, temperature, and the number of bed nets distributed to239

pregnant women and children have a decreasing effect on the overall malaria240

cases.241

The total monthly predicted malaria cases for 2017 (Figure 5) was 7.73242

millions with neural network model, and 7.47 millions with generalised linear243

model, but the observed data was 7.82 millions. Overall, the neural network244

model performed better compared to generalised linear model. But looking245

on months data, we can see that in some months one model would have246

better predictions compared to another.247
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Figure 5: Observed and predicted monthly total malaria cases in 2017

4. Discussion248

Splitting the population in sub-groups shed lights on more high risk249

groups to which interventions should be intensified. We have seen much250

proportion of cases were among children between 12 and 59 months. It is251

much likely that we may discover different transmission patterns across dif-252

ferent age groups within other no reported groups of adults and children253

above 5 years. Thus, having individual level data can contribute to enhance254

interventions. The high burden of children between 12 and 59 months is sup-255

ported by the literature which shows that new born are relatively protected256

for malaria infection since they can acquire immunity to malaria from their257

mothers who were exposed to the infection, but this immunity decrease by258

6-9 months [36, 37].259

It is important to note that despite higher number of malaria cases for260

pregnant women and children under 5 years, other sub-groups of adults and261

children above 5 years are also bearing non-negligible burden of malaria in-262

fection. These other groups which are suppose to have much immunity com-263

pared to pregnant women and children below 5 years play a key role in264

the transmission cycle of malaria. Thus, specific interventions should tar-265

get these groups, and epidemiological investigations and behaviour should266
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be conducted because this is not related to their weak immunity as pregnant267

women and children under five years.268

Some months of the year are characterised by higher cases compared to269

others, and others have very low cases. This may be explained by weather270

changes and rains, but we have seen that the monthly trends in the 8 years271

were not the same, in some months there was higher cases and lower in others272

regardless of the overall annual cases (see Figure Figure 4). This observation273

is supported by the study by Nkurunziza et al in which the authors found274

that malaria incidence was positively associated to minimum temperature275

between two months, and that rainfall and maximum temperature in a given276

month have a possible negative effect on malaria incidence of the same month277

[14]. These different trends in different months show the existence of different278

seasons of malaria transmission in Burundi. But even if there are some279

months with high infection rates, same month of the years can have more or280

less malaria cases if we look at Figure 4. It shows that, it is not only weather281

changes that affect malaria cases. Other factors to explain such behaviour282

can be the climate change, and socio-economic factors without excluding283

intensity of prevention interventions such as distribution of mosquito nets,284

and medication. However, one of our limitation in this study, we could not285

get granular data at province level to understand truly the effect of socio-286

economic factors and prevention interventions on malaria cases.287

Generalized linear model, and the neural network both estimate num-288

ber of malaria cases at a certain accuracy. The main difference between289

these two approaches is that GLM is more transparent than neural network.290

The late works like a black-box which detects multiple nonlinear interactions291

among a series of input variables before giving the output, whereas the GLM292

provides details on how the predictors affect the final output (response vari-293

ables) through their coefficients. The neural network model works better for294

predicting the overall total cases of malaria. However, it does not provide in-295

formation on the magnitude of effect of predictors (variables) to the outcome296

(malaria of cases). Thus, for planning purposes, it may be advisable to use297

neural network to predict overall malaria cases. But generalised linear model298

gives the effect of each of predictors (variables) and if it increase or decrease299

the likelihood of the outcome (malaria cases), thus, this helps to know where300

to focus more attention for interventions.301

From GLM, we have seen that associated parameters to education and302

bed nets had negative estimates, which means they have a decrease effect303

on total malaria cases. Therefore, sensitization to increase awareness, and304
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capacity building for best practices to avoid malaria infection in communities305

combined to messages targeting school learners and students can also help306

to reduce malaria infection.307

Malaria still a public health challenge in Burundi, deep dive studies can308

help to ascertain the principal drivers of the transmission which will then309

present opportunities for tailor made interventions for effective malaria con-310

trol. Thus, the use of models that can help to predict malaria epidemics and311

being proactive for interventions designs. And stratification of populations312

can help to identify more risky groups, and to tailor interventions. Further-313

more, including many variables in the predictive frameworks can increase314

accuracy and enhance understanding of malaria dynamic and hence tailor315

adequate intervention measures.316
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