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Abstract – 150 words 20 

Cholera outbreaks significantly contribute to disease mortality and morbidity in low-income 21 

countries. Cholera outbreaks have several social and environmental risk factors and extreme 22 

conditions can act as catalysts. A social extreme with known links to infectious disease outbreaks is 23 

conflict, causing disruption to services, loss of income and displacement. Here, we used the self-24 

controlled case series method in a novel application and found that conflict increased the risk of 25 
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cholera in Nigeria by 3.6 times and was attributed to 19.7% of cholera outbreaks were attributable 26 

to conflict. In the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) the risk cholera was 2.6 times greater and 27 

12.3% were attributable to conflict. Several states/provinces with the strongest relationship were 28 

also areas of high reported conflict. Our results help highlight the importance of rapid and sufficient 29 

assistance during social extremes and the need for pre-existing vulnerabilities such as poverty and 30 

access to healthcare to be addressed.  31 

Text – 3464 words 32 

Diarrhoeal diseases are the eighth leading cause of death worldwide, with cholera 33 

contributing significantly, especially in low- and middle-income countries (1). Over 94% of World 34 

Health Organization (WHO) reported cholera cases are in Africa and more research is needed to 35 

understand cholera dynamics on the continent (2). Previous research has found several 36 

environmental and socioeconomic links with cholera, including temperature, precipitation, poverty 37 

and water, sanitation, and hygiene (WASH) (3,4). Furthermore, extremes of these environmental 38 

and social conditions can act as catalysts for outbreaks, such as droughts, floods, and conflicts 39 

(4,5,6).  40 

Here, we will focus on the impacts of conflict on cholera outbreaks and compare the results 41 

across two countries in Africa, Nigeria and the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) in the past 23 42 

years. Several mechanisms have been suggested through which conflict can lead to infectious 43 

disease outbreaks (7,8,9). During conflicts, services can be disrupted including access to WASH, 44 

disruption of disease control programmes and collapse of health systems (e.g., vaccination 45 

coverage). Those displaced by conflict may also find it difficult to access healthcare (10,11,12). 46 

Populations may not seek medical treatment as they perceive healthcare facilities as unsafe. For 47 

example, during the 2018 Ebola outbreak in the DRC healthcare facilities were attacked, dampening 48 

efforts to control the virus (12). Conflict can worsen pre-existing vulnerabilities including poverty, 49 

as conflicts can cause loss of income, disruption to education, damage to livelihoods and 50 

displacement (13). 51 
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Nigeria and the DRC share social and environmental similarities, as well as experiencing 52 

cholera outbreaks. Both have active conflicts including the Boko Haram Insurgency in northeastern 53 

Nigeria (14) and political unrest in the eastern DRC (15). They have the second and third highest 54 

numbers of estimated cholera cases per year in Africa, respectively (16), with the Kivu provinces 55 

being the most active cholera foci in the world (17). In addition, Nigeria and the DRC have a 56 

tropical climate, poor access to WASH and a large proportion of the population living in poverty 57 

(<$1.25/day) at 87.7% for the DRC and 62% for Nigeria (18), which are known cholera risk factors.  58 

Few studies have investigated the impacts of conflict on cholera outbreaks, especially 59 

quantitatively. Studies have commonly focused on cholera and conflict in Yemen (8,19), its effect 60 

on vaccination efforts (20) or the impact of conflict on other diseases such as Ebola (12) and 61 

COVID-19 (21). Africa is also a chronically understudied continent in relation to cholera, despite 62 

reporting a large proportion of global cases (2).  63 

To bridge this research gap, we used the Self-Controlled Case Series (SCCS) method, both 64 

nationally and sub-nationally and completed a sensitivity analysis to provide insight into the effect 65 

of lag and cholera definition. The SCCS method is used in a novel application and we aim to 66 

understand and promote its use in other contexts (22). Previous uses of the method include testing 67 

the effectiveness of drug and vaccine intervention on an individual (23,24) and population level 68 

(25). Furthermore, we adapted the recently developed percentage attributable fraction (PAF) 69 

equations to the work presented here (25), to understand the proportion of cholera outbreaks 70 

attributable to conflict. Based on these results, we suggest mechanisms for which conflict is driving 71 

cholera and potential risk factors, building on previous research in this area. We hope this 72 

information can be used to strengthen disease prevention in conflict settings and reduce additional 73 

mortality and morbidity in conflicts.  74 

Methods  75 

Datasets 76 
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Cholera data were compiled from a range of publicly available sources (WHO disease 77 

outbreak news, ProMED, ReliefWeb, WHO regional office for Africa weekly outbreak and 78 

emergencies, UNICEF cholera platform, EM-DAT, the Nigerian Centre for Disease Control, and a 79 

literature search) in both English and French. The full compiled dataset is available in a GitHub 80 

repository (https://github.com/GinaCharnley/cholera_data_drc_nga) and additional information on 81 

data collation and validation in a complementary database paper (26). An outbreak was defined by 82 

the onset of a cholera case and the case definitions for the two countries are shown in S1 83 

Information. Conflict data were provided by the United Nations Office for the Coordination of 84 

Humanitarian Affairs Humanitarian Data Exchange, which provides data from the Armed Conflct 85 

Location & Event Data Project (ACLED) (27). The data included sub-national conflict events, 86 

categorised by event type including battles, explosions, protests, riots, strategic developments, and 87 

violence against civilians.  88 

The spatial granularity of the analysis was to administrative level 1 (states for Nigeria and 89 

provinces for the DRC) and all data points that were reported on a finer spatial scale were 90 

aggregated to the upper level. The study period was specified as January 1997 to May 2020, as 91 

these were the first and last reports in the conflict data. The temporal scale was set to weekly, with 92 

continuous weeks from epidemiological week 1 in 1997 to epidemiological week 20 in 2020 (1-93 

1,220). Continuous weeks was chosen for compatibility with the model and to include periods of 94 

conflict that endured from one year into the next. Weeks was chosen, rather than days, to account 95 

for reporting lags, as previous work has reported issues in the granularity of data and timeliness of 96 

reporting, especially in humanitarian crises due to different sources of data and logistical difficulties 97 

(28,29). Additional information on the datasets used here are available in S2 Information.  98 

Model Structure and Fitting  99 

The SCCS method investigates the association between an exposure and an outcome event. 100 

The aim is to estimate the effect, by comparing the relative incidence of the adverse events 101 

(outbreaks) within an exposure period of hypothesised excess risk (conflicts), compared to all other 102 
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times (peace, according to the dataset used). The SCCS method is a case only method and has the 103 

advantage of not needing separate controls, by automatically controls for fixed cofounders that 104 

remain constant over the observational period (30,31).  105 

Both the event and exposure were set as binary outcomes, either being present (1) or not (0). 106 

The observation period was the full study period (1-1,220). The exposure period was the first week 107 

after conflict onset and was reported as multiple onsets, not one long exposure period. The event 108 

was defined by the week the cholera outbreaks was reported. Each event and exposure that occurred 109 

in the same state/province were designated an identification number and a pre-exposure, exposure, 110 

and post exposure period (see S1 and S2 Tables).  111 

 The data was fit to conditional logistic regression models, using the event (cholera outbreak 112 

onset) as the outcome varaible (function clogit(), R package “survival”) (32). As is standard for 113 

conditional logistic regression, the interval between the exposure to un-exposure period was offset 114 

(coefficient value of 1) in the model and the identification numbers were stratified. The model 115 

coefficient values were used to calculate incidence rate ratio (IRR), to understand the magnitude in 116 

which conflict increased the risk of cholera outbreaks.   117 

The datasets for each country were then split by state/province and the analysis repeated for 118 

each, to understand if the significance of conflict on cholera outbreaks varied by sub-national 119 

location and if conflict was more important in some states/provinces compared to others. All 120 

statistical analyses were carried out in R version 3.6.2 and the threshold for significance was 121 

p=<0.05.  122 

Sensitivity Analysis  123 

A sensitivity analysis was used to test different methods of defining the exposure end point, 124 

which was set to one week in the main analysis, and 2, 4, 6, 8 and 10 weeks in the sensitivity 125 

analysis. The aim was to allow for further understanding of how long after a conflict event the risk 126 

of cholera is heightened. Full information is shown in S3 Information and S1 and S2 Figs.  127 
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An additional sensitivity analysis was completed to understand the effect of altering the 128 

cholera outbreak definition and to test for the presence of temporal autocorrelation and involved 129 

two scenarios. Scenario 1 removed all outbreaks within 2 weeks of each other (based on cholera 130 

biology, <10 days shedding the bacteria + <5 days incubation period) (33,34). Scenario 2 was an 131 

extreme scenario to fully test model robustness and removed all outbreaks within 6 months of each 132 

other.  133 

Percentage Attributable Fraction  134 

The recently developed percentage attributable fraction (PAF) equations (30) were adapted 135 

to the model results found here (full equations in S4 Information). The PAF values estimate the 136 

percentage of outbreaks that could be attributed to conflict at a national level, using the full 137 

observation period of the datasets and the IRR values from the model results. Bootstrap resampling 138 

(1,000 samples) was used to obtain 95% confidence intervals. For each sample, a value of IRR was 139 

randomly sampled based on the parameters estimated in the SCCS analysis.  140 

 141 

Results  142 

Conflict and Cholera Occurrence  143 

The distribution of conflict and cholera in Nigeria and the DRC in the datasets used here is 144 

shown temporally and spatially in Figure 1. The data shows an increase in reported conflict and 145 

cholera, especially after 2010 (Figure 1a-b) and a large proportion of the cholera cases have been 146 

reported in conflict-stricken areas (Figure 1c).  147 

 148 

 149 

 150 

 151 

 152 

 153 
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Figure 1. Changes in cholera and conflict for the full datasets. a, monthly cholera cases and 154 

deaths, b, monthly frequency of conflict events and fatalities and c, the number of conflict events 155 

and cholera cases as a percentage of the total number of national cases by administrative level 1 for 156 

Nigeria (NGA) and the Democratic Republic of Congo (COD).  157 
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The total number of conflicts and outbreaks for each state/province during the study period 158 

is shown below in Figure 2 and totaled 4,639 conflict and 396 cholera outbreaks for the DRC and in 159 

Nigeria, 8,190 conflicts and 782 cholera outbreaks. The outbreak distribution applied satisfactorily 160 

to the Poisson probability distribution (S3 Figure).  161 

Figure 2. Percentage of events in each dataset including conflict and outbreaks. For a, Nigeria 162 

and b, the Democratic Republic of Congo by administrative level 1. FCT - Federal Capital 163 

Territory.  164 
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To be included in the analysis, the state/province had to report both outbreaks and conflicts 165 

during the study period, states/provinces which exclusively reported conflicts (and not any 166 

outbreaks) were excluded, as the SCCS methodology is a case-only approach. As such, 22 167 

provinces were included for the DRC and 36 states for Nigeria (states and provinces excluded are 168 

shown in S5 Information). The temporal distribution of the exposure periods and outbreaks included 169 

in the SCCS model for each state/province is shown in Figure 3.   170 

Stability Conflict Peace

Abia
Adamawa

Akwa Ibom
Anambra

Bauchi
Bayelsa

Benue
Borno

Cross River
Delta

Ebonyi
Edo
Ekiti

Enugu
FCT

Gombe
Jigawa

Kaduna
Kano

Katsina
Kebbi

Kogi
Kwara
Lagos

Nasarawa
Niger
Ogun
Ondo
Osun

Oyo
Plateau
Rivers

Sokoto
Taraba

Yobe
Zamfara

St
at
e

a

Bas−Uele

Equateur

Haut−Katanga

Haut−Lomami

Ituri

Kasaï

Kasaï−Oriental

Kinshasa

Kongo−Central

Kwango

Kwilu

Lualaba

Maï−Ndombe

Maniema

Mongala

Nord−Kivu

Nord−Ubangi

Sankuru

Sud−Kivu

Sud−Ubangi

Tanganyika

Tshopo

19
97

_1

20
00

_1

20
05

_1

20
10

_1

20
15

_1

20
20

_1

Year_Epiweek

Pr
ov
in
ce

b



 10 

Figure 3. Swimmer plots showing the conflict exposure period in the SCCS model. The conflict 171 

periods are set to 1 week after the onset and the purple diamonds represent weeks where outbreaks 172 

were reported for each state/province for a, Nigeria and b, the Democratic Republic of Congo.  173 

Model Output  174 

Conflict significantly increased the rate of cholera outbreaks (IRR) in the past 23 years in 175 

Nigeria and the DRC (p=<0.05). Nigeria showed an effect of greater magnitude, increasing the risk 176 

of cholera outbreaks by up to 3.6 times (IRR = 3.6, 95%CI = 3.3-3.9). Whereas for the DRC, the 177 

risk was increased by 2.6 times (IRR = 2.6, 95%CI = 2.3-2.9).  178 

Of the 36 Nigerian states included in the analysis, 24 showed statistically significant 179 

associations between conflict and cholera outbreaks. The strongest effect was found in Kebbi, 180 

Lagos, Osun, Borno and Nasarawa, with IRR values ranging from 6.8 to 6.2 (Figure 4a).  181 

Eleven out of 22 DRC provinces included in the analysis showed a statistically significant 182 

relationship between conflict and cholera. Tanganyika, Kasaï-Oriental, Maniema, Nord-Kivu and 183 

Kasaï found the strongest values and some were the highest values found in the analysis. In 184 

Tanganyika, conflict increased cholera outbreak rate by 7.5 times and 3.7 times for Kasaï (Figure 185 

4b). 186 

Sensitivity Analysis  187 

The effect of conflict on cholera outbreaks at a national and sub-national level for both 188 

Nigeria and the DRC decreased with increasing exposure period. The decrease in IRR from week 1 189 

to week 10 was from 3.6 to 2.08 for Nigeria and 2.6 to 1.5 for the DRC.  By week 6 the change was 190 

minimal and plateaued or increased (full results in S4 and S5 Figs).  191 

Changing the outbreak onset definition yielded similar results to the original analysis. 192 

Removing events within both 2 weeks and 6 months of each other found IRR values within the 193 

confidence interval of the initial definition. All results remained significant at p=<0.05 and provides 194 

evidence that temporal autocorrelation did not impact model robustness. See S6 Figure for the full 195 

results of the sensitivity analysis.  196 
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Figure 4. Incidence rate ratio (IRR) for the effect of exposure to conflict within one week of 197 

the event and cholera at a sub-national level. For a, Nigeria and b, the Democratic Republic of 198 

Congo. Only results that were significant at the threshold p=<0.05 are plotted here. 199 

 200 
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Percentage Attributable Fraction  201 

Based on the randomly resampled IRR values (1,000 samples) from the model results (3.6 202 

for Nigeria and 2.6 for the DRC), the onset of a conflict event during epidemiological week 1 in 203 

1997 to week 20 in 2020, was attributable to 19.7% (95%CI = 18.2%-21.2%) of cholera outbreaks 204 

in Nigeria and 12.3% (95%CI = 10.2%-14.4%) for the DRC. 205 

 206 

Discussion 207 

Conflict events increased the rate of cholera outbreaks by 3.6 times in Nigeria and 2.6 times 208 

in the DRC. The percentage of cholera outbreaks attributable to the conflicts during the period of 209 

1997 to 2020 (1,220 continuous weeks) was 19.7% for Nigeria and 12.3% for the DRC. The 210 

states/provinces with the highest increased risk were Kebbi, Nigeria at 6.9 times and Kasaï-Oriental, 211 

the DRC at 7.3 times. This showed that in some states/provinces, the effect of conflict was much 212 

greater than the national level. 213 

The sensitivity analysis evaluating the effect of lag showed a decrease in effect as the weeks 214 

progressed, with some states/provinces seeing a plateau or increase around 6 weeks after the event. 215 

The decrease with the lag duration may be a“ diluting” effect, as the probability of an outbreak will 216 

increase across a longer period. The states/provinces that increased after week 6, were often those 217 

with the strongest initial effect, especially in the DRC. This larger initial effect may have a longer 218 

lasting impact, potentially due to conflict severity, while the IRR values of more than 1 (2.08 219 

Nigeria and 1.5 for the DRC) even at 10 weeks after the conflict suggest the impacts are long 220 

lasting.   221 

States/provinces with the greatest increased rates of cholera often coincided with areas of 222 

high conflict. This provides further evidence to the hypothesis that conflict may be a driver of 223 

cholera in Nigeria and the DRC. States/provinces surrounding high conflict areas were also highly 224 

significant areas (e.g., Abia, Ogun, Osun, Maniema, and Tanganyika), showing a potential spill-225 

over effect. The states/provinces here were studied independently but a possible explanation may be 226 
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people fleeing areas of conflict or a cholera outbreak to neighbouring states, as displacement is a 227 

known risk factor for disease outbreaks (9). This is especially important for cholera, as a large 228 

proportion of people will be asymptomatic but can still shed the pathogen into local reservoirs, 229 

which displaced populations may use as drinking water due to a lack of alternatives (33). 230 

Cholera outbreaks can be explosive and self-limiting, due to the high number of 231 

asymptomatic individuals, diluting the susceptible pool (33). This potentially explains why the 232 

impacts of conflict on cholera was seen just one week after the event. The incubation period of 233 

cholera is short (34), making the effect within the first week found here biologically possible for the 234 

pathogen and a realistic timeframe for elevated exposure to manifest in cases. Other examples of 235 

cholera cases emerging within the first week after an adverse event include Cyclone Thane hitting 236 

the Bay of Bengal (35), water supply interruption in the DRC (36) and Cyclone Aila in West Bengal 237 

(37). This provides further evidence of the need for quick and effective aid in humanitarian crisis to 238 

avoid outbreaks and reduce mortality (38).  239 

Healthcare facilities can suffer in periods of conflict and cholera outbreaks can overwhelm 240 

systems, a potential cause of the relationship between conflict and cholera shown here. Care can be 241 

inaccessible because of direct infrastructure damage or difficulties getting to the facilities due to 242 

impromptu roadblocks (39). Supplies may be stolen and/or unable to be delivered, including oral 243 

rehydration solution (ORS), pathogen-sensitive antibiotics and oral cholera vaccines, which are 244 

important for cholera outbreak control and mortality (40). Finally, safety is a serious issue, both for 245 

healthcare workers and patients and non-governmental (NGO) organisations can withdraw from 246 

these areas, citing an inability to ensure the safety of their staff (41). Steps need to be taken globally 247 

to reduce this violence, such as using active clinical management for all patients to enhance the 248 

acceptance of pathogen-specific treatment centres (42). 249 

Conflict has the potential to worsen pre-existing vulnerabilities, which can exacerbate 250 

poverty, another potential cause of the effect of conflict on cholera. The impacts of poverty can be 251 

far reaching and is a known risk factor for cholera (4,43), along with other diseases (44). For 252 
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example, poor urban settlements have faced the brunt of outbreaks including Zika, Ebola, typhoid, 253 

and cholera, due to crowding and poor access to WASH (45). Those in poorer communities may 254 

also have more contacts and greater transmission, creating a vicious cycle (44). Conflict can result 255 

in loss of possessions, habitual residence, and an inability to find employment, reducing income 256 

generation, savings and financial backstops (13). In times of worsening poverty, people may not be 257 

able to afford healthcare and basic medical supplies, especially in vulnerable groups. This 258 

disruption to daily life can cause many more deaths than direct battlefield fatalities and leads to 259 

stagnation in development (46). 260 

A lack of WASH facilities is likely to have contributed to the positive relationship between 261 

cholera and conflict found here. Although WASH and poverty were not directly evaluated, their 262 

effects are likely to have been important. Conflict events can lead to disruption in sanitation and 263 

hygiene and adverse events can act as catalysts in the interaction of contaminated water and the 264 

human populations (3). Displacement from conflict can cause issues in accessing WASH (e.g., 265 

latrine access, soap availability) and several displacement camps have seen rapid cholera outbreaks, 266 

including the DRC after the Rwandan genocide in 1994 (2). If people are displaced due to conflict, 267 

this may result in the use of water contaminated with toxigenic strains of Vibrio cholerae because 268 

alternatives are lacking, leading to outbreaks.   269 

A potential limitation of this analysis is the confounding effect of waterbodies in the most 270 

significant states/provinces including the Lake Chad basin in Nigeria and the African Great Lakes 271 

Region in the DRC. Water is considered fundamental in cholera transmission (47), although no 272 

study has yet demonstrated a long-term persistence of toxigenic Vibrio cholerae in African lakes 273 

(48). Understanding these additional environmental factors including seasonal weather changes and 274 

the pre-existing vulnerabilities discussed is very important, although beyond the scope of the 275 

methods used here which investigate conflict in isolation.  276 

Underreporting, overreporting and a reporting lag may have impacted the degree of effect 277 

found here. Underreporting is a significant issue in global cholera and conflict estimates, due to 278 
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asymptomatic cases, disincentives to report and logistical issues (29,49). Cholera surveillance is 279 

difficult in conflicts, due to displaced populations and security issues. Additionally, our 280 

methodology may have resulted in a classification bias, underestimating of the effect of conflict on 281 

cholera. If a cholera outbreak was “imported” from a neighbouring state/province (spatial 282 

autocorrelation), this would be classified as a genuine, autochthonous event, which would likely be 283 

non-differential (likely to happen during an exposed or non-exposed period). Alternatively, during 284 

times of conflict health surveillance can be enhanced by the government and/or NGOs. Reporting 285 

delay is another potential problem and some national reporting delays, have been found to range 286 

from 12 days for meningococcal disease to 40 days for pertussis (28).  287 

States which reported conflict but no cholera outbreaks were removed, as the SCCS model 288 

is a case-only approach. Analysing cases only, instead of the corresponding complete cohort, 289 

translates into a loss of efficiency, but previous work showed that this loss is small, especially when 290 

the fraction of the sample experiencing the exposure is high. Moreover, this loss of efficiency must 291 

be weighed against a better control of time-invariant confounders. Previous examples illustrated 292 

that the SCCS design is likely to produce more trustful results than the corresponding cohort 293 

analysis, especially when a strong residual confounding bias is likely (30,31). 294 

 The severity or intensity of both the conflict and cholera outbreaks were not evaluated here, 295 

as a binary variable was used. Conflict severity is complex, far-reaching and challenging to 296 

measure. Making assessments and assumptions of how a conflict event impacts a health outcome is 297 

difficult and involve assumptions and oversimplifications. Although beyond the scope of this work, 298 

it is an important area of future qualitative research with those working in a variety of different 299 

organizations in the conflict-affected areas.   300 

Despite the limitations of conflict and cholera data, the data used here are to the highest 301 

standard currently available and has been used by several other studies, making the research 302 

comparable (11,12). Additionally, several methods of validating the cholera data were used (26).  303 

Creating partnerships with those working on the ground and exploring more sensitive data options 304 
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is an area of future research. Additional methods to account for data limitations included setting 305 

both the event and the exposure to a binary outcome to reduce the impacts of severity and using a 306 

weekly instead of daily temporal scale to account for delays.  307 

In summary, our analysis shows a clear relationship between cholera and conflict in both 308 

Nigeria and the DRC, with conflict increasing the rate of cholera by up to 7.3 times in some 309 

states/provinces. The flexibility of SCCS and conditional logistic regression models make future 310 

work evaluating different diseases, countries and additional risk factors relatively simple. Cholera 311 

risks are likely multi-factorial and complex but sufficient and rapid support, along with enhanced 312 

efforts to build community trust can reduce this access risk. Finding conflict resolution and 313 

addressing pre-existing vulnerabilities (poverty, healthcare and WASH) should be the main priority. 314 

By reducing these vulnerabilities, communities will have greater resources to adapt and reduce 315 

vulnerabilities both in times of conflict and peace.  316 
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Supporting information  457 

S1 Information. Cholera case definitions according to the Nigerian Centre for Disease Control 458 

and the Ministère de la Santé Publique de la République démocratique du Congo.  459 

NCDC: 460 

Suspected case: Severe dehydration or death from acute watery diarrhoea in a patient aged 5 years 461 

or more. In an epidemic situation: A suspected case in any person aged 5 years or more with acute 462 

watery diarrhoea with or without vomiting.  463 

Confirmed case: A suspected case in which Vibrio cholerae O1 or O139 has been isolated in the 464 

stool.  465 

 466 

RDC Ministère de la Santé: 467 

Suspected case: Severe dehydration or death following acute watery diarrhoea in a patient aged 5 468 

years or more. In an epidemic situation: Acute watery diarrhoea with or without vomiting in a 469 

patient aged 1 year or more.  470 

 471 

 472 

 473 

 474 

 475 

 476 

 477 

 478 

 479 

 480 

 481 

 482 
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S2 Information. Dataset information. 483 

Cholera data was compiled from a range of publicly available sources (WHO’s disease outbreak 484 

news, ProMED, ReliefWeb, WHO’s regional office for Africa weekly outbreak and emergencies, 485 

UNICEF cholera platform, EM-DAT, the Nigerian CDC and a literature search) in both English and 486 

French. A data charting form was used to enable a dynamic data entry process and collected data on 487 

date, geographic location, cases, deaths, hospitalisations, fatality rates, gender, age, oral cholera 488 

vaccinations, risk factors, aid and the source of the report. Data spanned from 1971-2021 for 489 

Nigeria and 1978-2021 for the DRC on a daily temporal scale and was provided at the finest spatial 490 

scale possible.  491 

 492 

Conflict data was provided by the United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian 493 

Affairs’s Humanitarian Data Exchange (HDX, 2020). The data included sub-national conflict 494 

events for both countries on a fine spatial scale, given to the exact location in longitude/latitude. 495 

This was reported on a daily temporal scale and spanned from 1997 to 2020. The data was also 496 

categorised by event type which included battles, explosions, protests, riots, strategic developments 497 

and violence against civilians. This was further sub-categorised within these groups and reported 498 

number of fatalities.  499 

 500 

The study period was selected as Jan 1997 to May 2020, as these were the first and last reports in 501 

the conflict data. The spatial granularity of the analysis was to administrative level 1 (states for 502 

Nigeria and provinces for the DRC) and all data points that were reported on a finer spatial scale 503 

were attributed to the upper level. To be included in the analysis, the state/province had to report 504 

both outbreaks and conflicts during the study period, therefore 22 provinces were included for the 505 

DRC and 36 states for Nigeria. 506 

 507 

 508 
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S3 Information. Sensitivity analysis. Alternative exposure end points to identify the effect of lag.  509 

Five alternative exposure periods were tested from the original exposure period (1 week after the 510 

onset of exposure, lag 1) and were named lag periods due to the potential lag effect from conflict 511 

onset to cholera outbreaks, these included: 512 

1. Lag 2 - Week of conflict onset + 2 weeks  513 

2. Lag 4 - Week of conflict onset + 4 weeks  514 

3. Lag 6 - Week of conflict onset + 6 weeks  515 

4. Lag 8 - Week of conflict onset + 8 weeks  516 

5. Lag 10 - Week of conflict onset + 10 weeks  517 

The sensitivity analysis was run on both a national and sub-national level and S1 and S2 Figs show 518 

additional swimmer plots of lag 10 and line plots of the temporal trends. 519 

 520 

 521 

 522 
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 525 
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 529 

 530 

 531 
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S4 Information. Equations used to calculate the Percentage Attributable Fraction.  535 

First the number of outbreaks attributable to conflicts, 𝐴!, for each province 𝑖. Is estimated 536 

using the formula:  537 

 𝐴! = 𝜆!𝑑!"#(𝐼𝑅𝑅 − 1) (1) 

 538 

 Where 𝑑!"# is the total duration of conflict exposure for the province 𝑖 (if no conflict in 539 

province 𝑖, thus 𝑑!"# = 0), 𝜆! is the rate of outbreak occurrence in a Poisson process in the absence 540 

of conflict, and IRR is the incidence rate ratio associated with exposure to conflict. With 𝑁!"$ being 541 

the number of outbreaks observed in the province 𝑖 during the un-exposed period and 𝑇 being the 542 

total period of observation, an estimator of 𝜆! is 𝜆
^
! = 𝑁!"$ (𝑇 − 𝑑!"#)⁄ , which leads to: 543 

 
𝐴
^
=1

𝑁!"$𝑑!"#

(𝑇 − 𝑑!"#)
(𝐼𝑅𝑅

^
− 1)

!

 
(2) 

 544 

 Based on 𝐴
^

 and 𝑁, the total number of outbreaks observed, we can easily obtain the 545 

equivalent of the population attributable fraction, 𝑃𝐴𝐹, which corresponds to the proportion of the 546 

total number of outbreaks in both countries that are attributable to conflicts (this is equivalent to the 547 

PAF obtained in classical epidemiological studies, but here population refers to the “population of 548 

provinces”):  549 

 

𝑃𝐴𝐹 =
𝐴
^

𝑁 
(3) 

 550 

 551 
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S5 Information. Excluded events. States/provinces removed as they did not report conflict and 552 

cholera in the study period (1997-2020).  553 

Democratic Republic of Congo: 554 

. Haut-Uele - 629 conflict events removed 555 

. Kasaï-Central - 234 conflict events removed  556 

. Lomani - 101 conflict events removed  557 

. Tshuapa - 70 conflict events removed  558 

 559 

Nigeria: 560 

. Imo - 239 conflict events removed 561 

 562 

 563 

 564 

 565 

 566 

 567 

 568 

 569 

 570 

 571 

 572 

 573 

 574 

 575 

 576 
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S1 Table. The layout of the data frame used to create the pseudo-dataset for the model. Each 578 

new ‘end’ period represents a different sensitivity analysis and each event and exposure are given a 579 

reference number (indiv). The example shown here is for the Democratic Republic of Congo 580 

Conflict dataset.  581 

provin
ce 
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eventd
ay 

sta
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start
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end
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end
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end
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end
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end
6 

end
8 

end1
0 

indi
v 

Bas-
Uele 

3 374 1 54
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7 374 1 54
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7 7 8 9 11 13 15 17 4 
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Uele 

9 374 1 54
2 

9 9 10 11 13 15 17 19 5 

 582 

S2 Table. The pseudo-dataset created from the data in S1 Table for the first two reference 583 

numbers. This data can then be fit to the model (conditional logistic regression). 584 

indiv exday eventday start end event exgr interval loginterval 
1 3 374 1 3 0 0 2 0.693147180559945 
1 3 374 3 13 0 1 10 2.30258509299405 
1 3 374 13 542 1 0 529 6.2709884318583 
2 4 374 1 4 0 0 3 1.09861228866811 
2 4 374 4 14 0 1 10 2.30258509299405 
2 4 374 14 542 1 0 528 6.26909628370626 

 585 

The data (datLong) was fit to the model as follows: clogit(event ~ exgr + strata(indiv) + 586 

offset(loginterval), data = datLong)  587 

 588 

 589 

 590 

 591 

 592 

 593 
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S1 Figure. Swimmer plots showing the conflict dataset for lag 10 in the sensitivity analysis. In 594 

relation to outbreaks (black triangles) for Nigeria (NGA) and the Democratic Republic of Congo 595 

(COD).  596 



 29 

S2 Figure. Number of outbreak (orange) and conflict (purple) events by year in Nigeria and 597 

the Democratic Republic of Congo over the full study period. 598 

 599 
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S3 Figure. Poisson probability distribution fit to the outbreak data. The simulated counts were 600 

obtained from 10,000 random realizations of a Poisson process of rate λ = number of total national 601 

outbreaks/number of states or provinces, for a, Nigeria and b, the Democratic Republic of Congo. 602 

Expected values are the median simulated counts from the distribution with a 95% confidence 603 

interval.  604 
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S4 Figure. Results of national lag period sensitivity analysis. Incidence rate ratio (IRR) for the 608 

effect of exposure to conflict within 1, 2, 4, 6, 8 and 10 weeks of the event and cholera for a, 609 

Nigeria and b, the Democratic Republic of Congo. Only results that were significant at the 610 

threshold p=<0.05 are plotted here. From week 1 to week 10 the risk decreased from 3.6 to 2.08 for 611 

Nigeria and from 2.6 to 1.5 for the DRC. This suggests that the risk of conflict on cholera is highest 612 

soon after the event but remains a detectable association albeit at a lower level for potentially a long 613 

period of time after the event. 614 
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S5 Figure. Results of subnational lag period sensitivity analysis. Incidence rate ratio (IRR) for 616 

the effect of exposure to conflict within 1, 2, 4, 6, 8 and 10 weeks of the event and cholera at 617 

administrative level 1. For a, Nigeria and b, the Democratic Republic of Congo. Only results that 618 

were significant at the threshold p=<0.05 are plotted here. Thirty Nigerian states and 13 DRC 619 

provinces were found to be significant for at least one of the lag periods and the most significant 620 

states predominately followed the trends of the national analysis. Values ranged from Kebbi at 6.9 621 

to 4.0 times increased risk of cholera, to Gombe at 2.4 to 1.5.   622 
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S6 Figure. Results of outbreak definition sensitivity analysis. Incidence Rate Ratio (IRR) values 624 

and 95% confidence interval for a, Nigeria and b, the Democratic Republic of Congo for Scenario 1 625 

removing all outbreaks within 2 weeks of each other (10 days shedding + 5 days incubation) and 626 

Scenario 2 removing all outbreaks within 6 months of each other. Both alternative scenarios are 627 

compared against the “Original” analysis, using the outbreak definition of 1 or more cholera cases 628 

being reported in a specific week.  629 
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