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Abstract 
Introduction: To support the government response to the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) 

pandemic, accessible and sustainable testing approaches are needed. Private retail pharmacies are 

a key channel through which communities can access COVID-19 testing. We examined the level 

and determinants of the willingness to pay (WTP) for rapid COVID-19 testing delivered through 

private retail pharmacies in Kenya.  

Methods: Data was collected following a cross-sectional double-bounded dichotomous choice 

contingent valuation survey across 341 clients visiting five private retail pharmacies in Nairobi, 

Kisumu and Siaya counties.  

Results: Our findings indicate mean and median WTP levels of KES 611 (US$ 5.59) and KES 

506 (US$ 4.63), respectively. Estimated WTP varied across counties and increased with 

household income and self-reported interest in pharmacy-based COVID-19 rapid testing. 

Conclusion: These findings can inform price setting, price differentiation, price subsidization 

and other program design features geared towards enhancing affordability, equity, and uptake. 

 
Keywords 
Contingent Valuation, Willingness to pay, pricing, rapid diagnostic testing, COVID-19, private 
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Key Questions 
What is already known? 

• The Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) global pandemic continues to cause great 

morbidity, mortality, social and economic burden. 

• Pharmacies in Kenya have been involved in the delivery of several health interventions, 

such as malaria rapid testing, HIV self-testing, and other disease screening services. 

• While COVID-19 testing remains an important response strategy to the ongoing COVID-

19 pandemic, it is not clear how much pharmacy clients in Kenya and similar settings 

would be willing to pay (WTP) to obtain rapid COVID-19 testing at pharmacies 

What are the new findings? 
• The mean and median willingness to pay (WTP) for a rapid test delivered at a private 

retail pharmacy was KES 611 (US$ 5.59) and KES 506 (US$ 4.63), respectively. 

• WTP varied by county, hence, the need for county-specific price-setting for pharmacy-

based COVID-19 testing. 
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• WTP increased with household income and interest in getting the COVID-19 test at a 

private retail pharmacy.  

What do the new findings imply? 

• A better understanding of the user’s willingness to pay price that can guide price setting, 

price differentiation, price subsidization and other program design features geared 

towards enhancing affordability, equity, and uptake.  
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
The Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) global pandemic continues to cause great morbidity, 

mortality, social and economic burden [1-3]. As of 29th September 2021, a total of 233,633,337 

confirmed cases and 4,780,890 deaths had been reported globally [4]. Early detection of 

infection, a key prevention and management strategy, heavily relies on the presence of adequate 

testing and diagnostic capacity [5-7]. However, low- and middle-income countries (LMICs) such 

as Kenya continue to experience low detection capacity. Existing evidence indicates that “for 

every COVID-19 test conducted in LMICs, over 50 are being conducted in high-income 

countries” [8]. 

 

Detection of COVID-19 in Kenya currently relies mainly on laboratory PCR testing, which is 

expensive given that it requires highly qualified staff and specialized equipment. Results of PCR 

testing can be obtained after 24-48 hours, creating a potential delay in prevention and 

management decision-making. A recent analysis in Kenya indicated that it costs KES 1,816 

(US$ 17.22) per COVID-19 test [9], a price that may not allow mass testing or adequate 

coverage of testing required for an effective pandemic response. 

 

Rapid diagnostic tests (RDTs) have been developed to support the early detection of COVID-19 

infection. The first RDT device for the diagnosis of COVID-19 entered the market at the end of 

March 2020, and as of 27th September 2021, there were a total of 354 antigen and 260 antibody 

RDTs that are commercially available or in development. However, very few of these tests have 

been developed in Africa or are in use in LMICs [10]. 

 

Private retail pharmacies (also referred to as chemists or community pharmacies) present a 

unique setting for rapid COVID-19 testing given that they are often the first or only point of 

contact of patients with the healthcare system [11, 12]. The reasons for preferential care-seeking 

at pharmacies vary, but the main ones are greater accessibility (pharmacies are more numerous, 

more conveniently located, and provide speedier services), lower cost, and greater perceived 

privacy, compared to health facilities [13, 14]. Recent evidence points to a decline in the 

utilisation of inpatient and outpatient services in Kenya [15]; pharmacies could be absorbing 

some of this patient traffic. Pharmacies in Kenya have been involved in the delivery of several 
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health interventions, such as malaria rapid testing, HIV self-testing, and other disease screening 

services [16-20]. Consequently, private retail pharmacies can be used to deliver COVID-19 rapid 

testing services, hence expanding testing coverage and access to affordable and timely testing. 

 

However, it is not clear how much pharmacy clients in Kenya and similar settings would be 

willing to pay (WTP) to obtain rapid COVID-19 testing at pharmacies. Although several WTP 

studies have been conducted, these have so far focused on other diseases such as HIV or 

vaccines or conducted in high-income countries [21-25]. Against this backdrop, this study used a 

contingent valuation method (CVM) to examine the level and determinants of the willingness to 

pay for rapid COVID-19 testing delivered through private retail pharmacies in Kenya. 

 
2.0 METHODS 

 2.1 Study design and setting 
This study involved a cross-sectional survey conducted at five private retail pharmacies in 

Nairobi, Kisumu and Siaya counties of Kenya. As of 2020, the three counties hosted 32% 

(1,602/5,033) of licensed pharmacies in the country [26] and, as of 17th April 2021, contributed 

55% (83,607/152,523) of reported COVID-19 cases [27, 28]. Study pharmacies were randomly 

selected from a list maintained by Maisha Meds, a health technology and data analytics 

organization and a collaborator on this study. Maisha Meds has built a network of private 

pharmacies and clinics in Kenya, Uganda, and Tanzania, through a free Android™ point-of-sale 

application that pharmacies use to manage inventory and track sales; re-order discounted 

medicines from pre-qualified suppliers and receive payments from clients. Nairobi county was 

included in the study because it is the main base county for the investigators, has the second-

highest number of private retail pharmacies within the Maisha Meds network and has had the 

highest number of reported COVID-19 cases in Kenya. On the other hand, Kisumu County was 

included as it has the highest number of pharmacies in the Maisha Meds Network and is the main 

base for the Maisha Meds field team. Lastly, Siaya county was included to primarily represent a 

more rural setting compared to Nairobi and Kisumu and also hosts the third-largest number of 

pharmacies within the network (Table 1). 
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Table 1: Distribution of pharmacies in the Maisha Meds Network 

Region County Number of 
pharmacies Sub-total Proportion 

Coast Mombasa 4 
8 3% Coast Kwale 3 

Coast Kilifi 1 
Nairobi and Central Nairobi 33 

48 18% 

Nairobi and Central Machakos 5 
Nairobi and Central Kiambu 5 
Nairobi and Central Embu 1 
Nairobi and Central Tharaka-Nithi 1 
Nairobi and Central Nyeri 1 
Nairobi and Central Murang'a 1 
Nairobi and Central Kirinyaga 1 
Rift valley Nakuru 7 

23 9% 

Rift valley Kericho 5 
Rift valley Uasin Gishu 3 
Rift valley Kajiado 3 
Rift valley Nandi 2 
Rift valley Bomet 2 
Rift valley Baringo 1 
Western Kisumu 79 

190 71% 

Western Siaya 24 
Western Migori 21 
Western Homa Bay 16 
Western Kakamega 13 
Western Bungoma 12 
Western Busia 11 
Western Vihiga 9 
Western Nyamira 2 
Western Kisii 2 
Western Trans-Nzoia 1 
TOTAL 29 

 
269 100% 

 

2.2 Study population and Sampling 
The study targeted adults (18+ years) seeking any service at a study pharmacy and willing to 

provide written informed consent to participate in the study. While there is no consensus on 
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sample size determination in contingent valuation methods [29, 30], contingent valuation studies 

in the health sector have used a sample size of 300 on average. The study targeted a minimum 

sample size of 300 clients. The clients were selected through a systematic random sampling 

approach where every second eligible client visiting a study pharmacy was invited to participate 

in the study. 

 

2.3 Data collection  

We conducted a willingness to pay survey using the contingent valuation method. Contingent 

valuation is a survey-based approach for eliciting the values people attach to goods or services 

by asking them directly, even if they do not currently use the goods or services themselves [31]. 

Data was collected following a double-bounded dichotomous choice approach as it has been 

shown to increase the statistical efficiency in estimation and generates more data that can better 

inform price-setting, compared to single-bounded approaches [32-34].  

 

Data was collected by trained research assistants using tablets with the questionnaire 

programmed into REDCap. The questionnaire captured participants socio-demographic 

characteristics (age, gender, household monthly income, level of education, marital status, 

employment status, and county of residence), the WTP questions and participant’s attitudes 

towards pharmacy-based COVID-19 testing (coping mechanism when the prices of the COVID-

19 testing kit was above their WTP level and their interest in pharmacy-based COVID-19 

testing) (Appendix 1).  

 

For the WTP questions, participants were asked to indicate whether they would be willing to pay 

(Yes or No) the price of the COVID-19 test kit at a private retail pharmacy at a given bid (KSh 

500 or KSh 1000). Participants were randomly assigned to the two starting bids using the 

randomization module in REDCap [35].  

 

In line with the double-bounded dichotomous choice contingent valuation format, respondents 

were then presented with a second bid indicating a higher value (1000 or 1500, respectively) 

when the response to the first bid was “Yes” and a lower bid (300 or 750, respectively) when the 

answer to the first bid was “No”.  These bid amounts were considered realistic prices considering 
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the likely prices of the kits from manufacturers and therefore avoiding the starting point bias as 

highlighted in a previous study [36]. 

 

In addition to the second question, all respondents were asked to state the maximum amount they 

would be willing to pay to get a COVID-19 test at a pharmacy. Prior to the final survey, a pilot 

study with a sample of 31 respondents was done to assess whether participants understood the 

questions and to explore areas for refining the questionnaire. Figure 1 shows the flow of 

questions of the WTP section of the questionnaire for the two blocks.  

 

 . 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 October 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.10.21264807doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.10.21264807
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

Figure 1: Flow charts of the WTP section of the questionnaire for block 1 with a starting 
bid of KES 500 and block 2 with a starting bid of KES 1,000 
 
2.4 Data Analysis 
Four types of analyses were conducted. First, we conducted descriptive analyses including means 

and percentages to present the distribution of the study sample and the maximum WTP price 

across selected sociodemographic factors. Second, we fitted a log-logistic econometric model in 

R version 4.0.3 following the DCChoice package [31, 37]. Given the structure of the data in 

double-bounded dichotomous choice contingent valuations, there were four possible outcomes to 

the responses: 

1. YY: yes to the first bid, and yes to the second one; Meaning that a respondent’s WTP > 

KES 1000 or KES 1,500 (for starting bids of KES 500 or KES 1000 respectively)   

2. YN: yes to the first bid, and no to the second one; Meaning that the respondent's WTP 

lies between – KES 500 | KES 1,000 ≤ WTP ≤ KES 1,000 | KES 1,500 

3. NY: no to the first bid, and yes to the second one; Means KES 300 | KES 750 ≤ WTP ≤ 

KES 500 | KES 1,000 

4. NN: no to the first bid, and no to the second one; Means WTP < KES 300 | KES 750  

 

Given these outcome options, the model can be expressed as: 

 . 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 October 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.10.21264807doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.10.21264807
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Pr���� � �	
|��1, ��2� �  �0 �  �1 ���� �  �2 �
��� �   �3 ���	 �  �4 ��!!	� �

  �5 �#	 #!$�% �26 ' 35� �   �6 �#	 #!$�% �36 ' 55� �   �7 )#	 #!$�% �56 �� �

  �8 �!��!� 	��+�,$- �   �9 �	+$-��!� 	��+�,$- �   �10 �	!,�!� 	��+�,$- �

  �11 /�%�$�	� �   �12 �$�	01�, -,	!	
,	� �   �13 2	!� -,	!	
,	� �

  �14 3$�
	1$�� �$-,1�� -+$�	 ��$4	 �-��� 0�#	 � ln���1� � ln ���2�  (1) 

 

In R, the model can be represented as: 

71 �  72 ~ +$�-,�_-��	 �  ���	 �  ��!!	� �  �#	_#!$�% �  	��+�,$- �
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where bid1 and bid2 and R1 and R2 are the prices (in KES) and responses (Yes or No) to the first 

question and second questions respectively. 

 

Based on the Hanemann model [38], when the WTP is non-negative, the mean WTP was 

estimated as below: 

/����� �  
�

�
:-;1 � 	<%�=�>,        (3) 

= �  ∑ @�
�
��� A�          (4) 

Where β is the coefficient of the bid value; a is the estimated constant term or the macro constant 

term, which is the product of the regression coefficients for the constant term and other 

independent variables and their mean values. X is the other socioeconomic variable for the 

respondent, and g is the corresponding coefficient. In this analysis, we present the mean WTP 

price (truncated at the maximum bid) and the median WTP. 

 

Third, we plotted demand curves and the price elasticity of demand (PED) by county and overall.  

The demand curves presented a linear relationship indicating the proportion of the clients willing 

to buy COVID-19 test kits (X-axis) against the respective WTP prices (Y-axis). Based on these 

curves, we then computed the PED for each of the counties and an overall estimate for all 

counties. PED was computed to show how sensitive demand is to changes in price [39] across 

the three counties. Demand is said to be price elastic when the absolute PED value is greater than 

1 and price inelastic when the PED value is between 0 and 1. PED was calculated as below: 

 

 . 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 October 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.10.21264807doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.10.21264807
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


�/B �  
���	�
��� 	��
� �
 	���
�� �����
 �� ��� ��� � �������� ���� ���

���	�
��� 	��
� �
 ���	�
           (5) 

 

Fourth, we explored the stated maximum WTP price using means, median and fitted a probit 

model. We computed the mean and median maximum WTP prices stated by respondents across 

the name of the county, and respondents sociodemographic factors including age, gender, marital 

status, level of education, household income group and the respondent’s level of interest in the 

COVID-19 test at a pharmacy if in need. We examined differences in the means of the maximum 

WTP prices across selected sociodemographic factors using unpaired student T-tests [40]. 

Besides, we fitted a Tobit regression model to estimate the determinants of the maximum amount 

pharmacy clients’ WTP for COVID-19 testing at a private retail pharmacy. The Tobit model was 

considered appropriate for this analysis as the data is zero-censored where individuals could not 

state a maximum WTP price of less than zero [41]. The linear function of the relationship 

between the respondent's maximum WTP price and sociodemographic factors was given by: 

 

��< ��� %!+	 �  �� � ��A� � � A � �!A! � C … … … … � �
A
           (6) 

Where: β is a vector of the coefficients and X represents the sociodemographic factors. 

 

We used an exchange rate of US$1=109.32 Kenya shillings (KES), derived from oanda.com 

accessed on 6th October 2021, to convert KES to US$. We report our findings in KES and US$. 

 

2.5 Ethics statement 

We received ethical approval from the Kenya Medical Research Institute (KEMRI) Scientific 

and Ethics Review Unit (SERU) under SERU number SSC: 4115. Additionally, the study was 

permitted by the National Commission for Science, Technology and Innovation (NACOSTI) as 

well as the Council of Governors. We also obtained written informed consents from all 

participants who agreed to participate in the study.  
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3.0 RESULTS 
3.1 Sample characteristics 
Table 2 shows the distribution of the study sample characteristics for the WTP survey. Overall, 

the survey included 341 respondents across the three counties. Most respondents were male 

(55%), married (68%), employed (68%) and had a secondary or higher level of education (72%). 

over 90% of respondents indicated some interest in getting a COVID-19 test at a private retail 

pharmacy if they needed to get tested. 

 

Table 2: Participant characteristics 
  Total sample n (%) 
All respondents across all counties 341 (100%) 
Survey Block  

Block 1 173 (51%) 
Block 2 168 (49%) 

County  
Nairobi 117 (34%) 
Siaya 81 (24%) 
Kisumu 143 (42%) 

Gender  
Female 154 (45%) 
Male 187 (55%) 

Current marital status  
Not married 110 (32%) 
Married 231 (68%) 

Age group (years)  
18-25 87 (25%) 
26-35 125 (37%) 
36-55 96 (28%) 
56+ 33 (10%) 

Currently employed  
No 108 (32%) 
Yes 232 (68%) 

Level of education  
No Education 14 (4%) 
Primary education 81 (24%) 
Secondary education 116 (34%) 
Tertiary education 130 (38%) 

Household Income group**  
Below monthly minimum wage  177 (52%) 
Above monthly minimum wage 164 (48%) 

Interest in COVID-19 test at Pharmacy if in need   
Not at all interested 14 (4%) 
Somewhat interested 73 (21%) 
Very interested 254 (75%) 

** The current minimum wage for an individual in Kenya is KES 13,572 
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3.2 Willingness to Pay levels for rapid COVID-19 testing  
Overall, the mean WTP was KES 610.72 (US$ 5.59) (95% confidence interval (CI): 481.19 – 

665.55) for one COVID-19 rapid test at a private retail pharmacy. The median WTP was KES 

505.84 (US$ 4.63) (95% CI: 385.02 – 572.20). Table 3 presents the results from the econometric 

model. Of the sociodemographic variables controlled for, respondents from Kisumu, having 

some interest in getting a COVID-19 rapid test at a pharmacy and household income were the 

significant factors associated with WTP. Specifically, clients from Kisumu were willing to pay a 

lower price compared to their counterparts from Nairobi (p<0.001). Those who were somewhat 

(p=0.014) or very interested (p = 0.002) in getting tested at a pharmacy were willing to pay a 

higher price. As expected, individuals from households with a monthly income above the 

minimum wage were significantly p and positively associated with their WTP (p<0.001).  

Table 3: Log-logistic regression results of the willingness to pay for COVID-19 testing at 
private retail pharmacies in Kenya. 
  

Coefficient 
95% Confidence Intervals 

P-value 
Lower Upper 

Intercept 11.76 8.76 14.76 <0.001 
Log (BID) -2.36 -2.70 -2.02 <0.001 
County (Ref. Nairobi) 

    
Siaya 0.35 -0.53 1.23 0.436 
Kisumu -1.44 -2.01 -0.87 <0.001 

Gender (Ref Female) 
    

Male 0.45 -0.01 0.91 0.057 
Current marital status (Ref. Not 
Married)     

Married -0.29 -0.79 0.21 0.260 
Age group (Ref. 18-25 years) 

    
26-35 0.17 -0.43 0.76 0.583 
36-55 0.19 -0.47 0.84 0.576 
56+ -0.38 -1.31 0.56 0.432 

Level of education (Ref. No Education) 
    

Primary education 0.52 -0.81 1.85 0.442 
Secondary education 0.19 -1.17 1.54 0.786 
Tertiary education 0.99 -0.38 2.36 0.158 

Employment status (Ref. Not employed) 
    

Employed -0.32 -1.04 0.40 0.383 
Interest in COVID-19 test at Pharmacy 
if in need (Ref. Not at all interested)     

Somewhat interested 2.12 0.43 3.81 0.014 
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Very interested 2.67 1.00 4.34 0.002 
Household income group (Ref. Below 
monthly min. wage)     

Above monthly minimum wage 1.09 0.49 1.69 <0.001 
Number of Observations 340 
Log-likelihood -359.93 
Likelihood Ratio test 120.60 
AIC 751.86 
BIC 813.12 
P-value <0.001 
 
3.3 Demand for rapid COVID-19 testing and price elasticity of demand (PED) 
As anticipated, the proportion of clients willing to pay for rapid COVID-19 testing at private 

retail pharmacies reduced as the prices increased in line with the demand theory (Figure 2). For 

instance, when all counties are considered, 53.2% of the clients would be willing to pay KES 500 

(US$ 4.57), 42.4% would be willing to pay KES 750 (US$ 6.86), 31.6% would be willing to pay 

KES 1,000 (US$ 9.15) and only 9.9% would be willing to pay KES 1,500 (US$ 13.75). 

 

Considering each of the counties, 69.8% of private retail pharmacy clients in Nairobi, 68.3% in 

Siaya and 34.2% in Kisumu would be willing to pay KES 500 (US$ 4.57). However, if this price 

was doubled to KES 1,000 (US$ 9.15), approximately 50.0%, 27.5% and 15.6% would be 

willing to pay this price in Nairobi, Siaya and Kisumu counties, respectively.  

 

Additionally, at these price and demand points, the demand for COVID-19 testing kits in Siaya 

(PED = 1.28) and Kisumu (PED = 1.12) was relatively price elastic, while demand in Nairobi 

was price inelastic (PED = 0.50). This means that the same change in price will result in a larger 

decrease in the number of clients willing to pay in Siaya and Kisumu counties than in Nairobi 

County. 
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Figure 2: Demand curves for pharmacy-based rapid COVID-19 testing by county. 
 
3.4 Mean and Median maximum willingness to pay levels 
Table 4 presents the mean and median maximum prices that private retail pharmacy clients are 

willing to pay for COVID-19 rapid testing across selected sociodemographic factors. On 

average, the maximum willingness to pay price for a rapid COVID-19 test in a private retail 

pharmacy in Siaya was KES 197 (US$ 1.80) (95% CI: 42 – 351) higher compared to that in 

Kisumu (KES 445 (US$ 4.07) (95% CI: 371 – 519, p=0.013). Although lower than the average 

maximum WTP price in Siaya, the maximum WTP price in Nairobi was KES 176 (US$ 1.61) 

(95% CI: 73 – 280) higher than that in Kisumu (p=0.001). The maximum WTP price also varied 

by gender, level of education and income level. For instance, male clients were willing on 

average to pay a maximum WTP price of KES 182 (US$ 1.66) (95% CI: 73 – 291) higher 

compared to female clients (Max WTP = KES 452 (US$ 4.13) (95% CI: 389 – 516 p=0.001). 

Clients coming from households reporting an income above the minimum monthly wage of KES 

13,572 (US$ 124.15) had a higher maximum WTP compared to their counterparts reporting less 
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than the minimum monthly wage (p<0.001). Furthermore, the maximum WTP price increased 

with a client’s interest in getting COVID-19 at a pharmacy when in need of testing. 

Table 4: Distribution of clients’ mean and median maximum willingness to pay by 
sociodemographic factors 
 

  
Mean Median 

KES US$ 
95% CI (KES) 

KES US$ 
IQR 

Lower Upper Lower Upper 
Overall 552       5.05  497 607 500       4.57  200 750 
County                 

Nairobi 621       5.68  550 692 500       4.57  500 1000 
Siaya 641       5.86  483 799 500       4.57  200 750 
Kisumu 445       4.07  372 518 300       2.74  100 500 

Gender                 

Female 452       4.13  389 515 375       3.43  200 500 
Male 634       5.80  550 719 500       4.57  200 1000 

Current marital status                 

Not married 538       4.92  461 614 500       4.57  200 750 
Married 559       5.11  486 632 500       4.57  200 700 

Age group (years)                     -       

18-25 542       4.96  431 652 500       4.57  200 500 
26-35 505       4.62  432 578 500       4.57  200 500 
36-55 613       5.61  491 734 500       4.57  200 875 
56+ 584       5.34  389 778 500       4.57  200 1000 

Level of education                 

No Education 286       2.62  140 432 200       1.83  100 300 
Primary education 542       4.96  393 691 500       4.57  200 500 
Secondary education 451       4.13  386 516 500       4.57  200 500 
Tertiary education 678       6.20  589 766 500       4.57  300 1000 

Employment status                 
Not Employed 571       5.22  465 677 500       4.57  200 750 
Employed 539       4.93  476 603 500       4.57  200 600 

Household income group                 

Below monthly minimum 
wage (13,572) 436       3.99  360 511 300       2.74  100 500 

Above monthly minimum 
wage 678       6.20  602 754 500       4.57  300 1000 

Interest in COVID-19 test at 
Pharmacy if in need                  
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Not at all interested 282       2.58  87 478 200       1.83  50 200 
Somewhat interested 525       4.80  405 645 500       4.57  200 750 
Very interested 575       5.26  511 639 500       4.57  200 750 

 
3.5 Determinants of the maximum willingness to pay  
Table 5 presents the predictors of the maximum willingness to pay for rapid COVID-19 testing. 

In a multivariable model accounting for age, gender, marital status, employment status, county, 

interest in COVID-19 testing at a pharmacy, and household income, factors that were positively 

correlated with a higher maximum WTP price included tertiary education, being from Siaya, 

having an interest in COVID-19 test and higher household income group. Being from Kisumu 

was negatively associated with the reported maximum WTP price.  

 
Table 5: Determinants of the maximum willingness to pay for a rapid COVID-19 test at a 
private retail pharmacy 
 

Coefficient 
95% CI 

P-value 
Lower Upper 

County (Ref. Nairobi) 
    

Siaya 333.1 122.7 543.6 0.002 
Kisumu -138.3 -272.3 -4.358 0.043 

Gender (Ref Female)     
Male 105.9 -1.5 213.3 0.053 

Current marital status (Ref. Not Married)     
Married -47.3 -163.1 68.5 0.422 

Age group (Ref. 18-25 years)     
26-35 -52.5 -189.9 84.9 0.453 
36-55 9.5 -145.6 164.6 0.904 
56+ -55.8 -260.7 149.2 0.593 

Level of education (Ref. No Education)     
Primary education 235.7 -37.0 508.4 0.090 
Secondary education 167.7 -111.6 447.1 0.238 
Tertiary education 321.4 35.1 607.7 0.028 

Employment status (Ref. Not employed)     
Employed 52.0 -122.6 226.6 0.558 

Interest in COVID-19 test at Pharmacy if in need 
(Ref. Not at all interested) 

    

Somewhat interested 295.2 12.3 578.0 0.041 
Very interested 500.5 223.9 777.1 <0.001 

Household income group (Ref. Below monthly min. 
wage) 

    

Above monthly minimum wage 211.4 74.8 348.0 0.003 
Total Observations (N) 340 
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Pseudo R-squared 0.0128 

 
 

4.0 DISCUSSION 
This study examined the level and determinants of willingness to pay for rapid COVID-19 

testing delivered through private retail pharmacies in Kenya.  First, we found that respondents 

were willing to pay a mean price of KES 611 (US$ 5.59) and a median price of KES 506 (US$ 

4.63). To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study in Africa to examine the level and 

determinants of willingness to pay for COVID-19 testing. Although no previous study has 

assessed the WTP for rapid diagnostic testing for COVID-19, a study conducted in Latin 

America reported a WTP of USD 45 (approximately KES 4,919.40; 1 USD ≈ KES 109.32) for 

laboratory COVID-19 PCR testing [42]. The mean and median WTP prices in our study were 

nearly 3 times lower than the cost of a laboratory COVID-19 test (KES 1,816.62) currently in 

use in Kenya [9]. This means that there is a high likelihood of uptake of pharmacy-based rapid 

COVID-19 testing if priced at between KES 500 and KES 1000.The finding that over 90% of the 

respondents indicated some interest in obtaining the test at a private retail pharmacy when in 

need further underscores the high likelihood for uptake.  

 

Second, our analysis also found that the WTP price varied across study counties, probably 

reflective of rural-urban differences and corresponding differences in purchasing power. The 

variation in the mean maximum WTP may also reflect regional differences in perceived utility of 

COVID-19 testing delivered through pharmacies. This difference in WTP price could indicate 

the need for county-specific price-setting for pharmacy-based COVID-19 testing. 

 

Third, household income was positively associated with the WTP for a COVID-19 test. A 

possible explanation for this includes the fact household income determines the disposable 

income that influences the household’s ability to pay for tests. It is anticipated that individuals or 

households with a higher income would be more willing to pay than those with a low income 

given their higher disposable income [43]. These findings are similar to those of the study 

conducted in Latin America [42].  

Fourth, interestingly, clients’ interest in a COVID-19 rapid test was associated with WTP. This 

may have implications for designing strategies to increase uptake of COVID-19 testing across 
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pharmacies. For instance, strategies can be tailored to enhance the population interest such as 

through raising awareness about rapid diagnostic testing through pharmacies, hence, the uptake 

of testing. Future studies can explore this further. 

 

Findings from this study should be interpreted in light of some limitations. First, since the study 

was conducted in only 3 predominantly urban counties, the findings may not be generalizable to 

all counties in Kenya or other African country settings. Future studies can increase both the 

sample size and counties engaged to get further details about the variation in prices and obtain a 

more generalizable estimate. Second, as with all other stated preference elicitation approaches, 

WTP estimates from a contingent valuation method (a type of a stated preference elicitation 

method) are prone to hypothetical bias where participants may be inclined to state a higher 

willingness to pay price than they would pay in reality. However, a clear description of the 

settings and conducting the study during the COVID-19 pandemic hopefully makes our estimates 

realistic. Third, the linear estimation of the demand curve may not be entirely accurate as the 

relationship between quantity demanded and price may not be as linear as it is often a non-linear 

curve with a negative slope [44]. Future studies could include more starting bids to enable better 

plotting of the demand curve. 

 

5.0 CONCLUSION 

With the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and low acquisition and uptake of COVID-19 

vaccination in Kenya, testing remains a crucial response strategy. Private retail pharmacies can 

be leveraged to extend COVID-19 testing coverage through the provision of rapid testing. Our 

findings on WTP levels and determinants provide information that can inform price setting, price 

differentiation, subsidization and other program design features geared towards promoting 

affordability, equity and uptake. 
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