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Abstract  

Background: The COVID-19 pandemic notably impacted tuberculosis notification and 
detection in Brazil. We estimated the number of unnotified tuberculosis cases by group 
population over the first two years (2020-2021) of the pandemic. 

Methods: We extracted tuberculosis case notifications from routine national surveillance 
records and population from Ministry of Health. We estimated trends for case notification 
during pre-pandemic period (2015–2019), stratified by sex, age group, and State with a mixed-
effects model. We calculated the unnotified cases during 2020-2021 as the difference between 
expected, and reported values.  

Results: We estimated 11647 (95% uncertain interval [95%UI]: 829,22466) unnotified cases 
for 2020; and, 6170 (95%UI: -4629,16968) for 2021; amounting 17817 unnotified cases over 
the two years. Of the estimated expected tuberculosis cases in 2020 and 2021, 11.2% were not 
notified. Across sex and age, men aged 30-59 years had the highest number of unnotified cases, 
and men aged 0-14 years had the highest proportion of unnotified cases. Case underreporting 
was significant for 13 (of the 27 States) in 2020, and for four in 2021. 

Conclusions: Tuberculosis cases notification decreased substantially during the COVID-19 
pandemic in Brazil. Our analysis helped identify the most affected populations to plan strategies 
to mitigate the effects of the pandemic on tuberculosis control. 
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Research in context 

Evidence before this study 

A systematic review was conducted to retrieve studies that aimed the impact of the COVID-19 

pandemic on tuberculosis detection in PubMed with the following terms: “(TB or tuberculosis) 

and (incidence or case or notification or burden) and (COVID-19 or pandemic)” from January 

2020 to May 2022, returning 189 records. Out of these studies, we analyzed 17 that reported a 

decrease in tuberculosis notification during the pandemic years, and most of them with data 

only from the first year of the pandemic. Two studies were carried out with Brazilian data. One 

of them focused on the number of tuberculosis consultations at the benning of the pandemic, 

and the other was a government bulletin describing tuberculosis notification. As far as we know, 

no study has examined the tuberculosis case notification in Brazil during the two years of the 

pandemic, by group population. Furthermore, none of them had predicted the expected cases 

considering local trends in both the incidence of tuberculosis and its main determinants.  

Added value of this study 

Using tuberculosis case reports from routine national surveillance registries, we estimated case 

notification trends during the pre-pandemic period (2015–2019), stratified by sex, age group, 

and State and calculated the unnotified cases during 2020-2021. Brazil lost 11647 (95% 

uncertain interval [95%UI]: 829,22466) tuberculosis cases in 2020; and, 6170 (95%UI: -

4629,16968) in 2021, which represents 11.2% of underreporting in both years. Across sex and 

age, men aged 30 to 59 years had the highest number of unnotified cases, and men aged 0 to 14 

years had the highest proportion of unnotified cases. Case underreporting was significant for 

13 (of the 27 States) in 2020, and for four in 2021. 

Implications of all the available evidence 

The COVID-19 pandemic had a catastrophic effect in tuberculosis notification in Brazil during 

2020 and 2021. This resulted in a setback in progress made over decades in tuberculosis control, 

and highlight the threat posed by tuberculosis transmission. Several lessons learned from 

response to COVID-19 provide an opportunity to improve the notification of respiratory 

diseases. 
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Introduction 
 

In the last two years, the world's attention 

has been focused on the most lethal pandemic seen 

for over a century.1 Resources of surveillance 

programs that had been structured and organized 

for decades moved to the COVID-19 response. 

This had an overwhelming effect on global health, 

and tuberculosis (TB) services have been 

extremely affected.2 Community-based screening, 

contact tracing, and active case finding were 

discontinued.1,2 Number of patients initiating 

treatment declined precipitously, and preventive 

therapy enrolment and care-seeking initiatives 

were compromised.1–3  

Before the pandemic, Brazil was known to 

have a decentralized TB care network, which 

placed it in the world ranking of countries with the 

highest TB case detection rates.4 However, like 

many other countries, it was affected by COVID-

19 in early 2020 (first case reported on 26 

February 2020), and had to deal with three waves, 

being the second one the deadliest, and the 

Omicron-dominated wave the most transmissible 

one.5 Since the beginning of the pandemic, there 

have been concerns over the effects to the routine 

TB healthcare service, which might lead to 

cutbacks in the progress made so far on TB case 

detection.6  

The World Health Organization (WHO) 

assessed that the COVID-19 pandemic has led to 

a substantial decrease in the number of individuals 

newly diagnosed with TB and reported to 

authorities. It estimated that 10 million people 

developed TB in 2020, but only 5.8 million cases 

were diagnosed and reported, which represents a 

global drop between 2019 and 2020 of 1.3 million 

TB cases.7 This reduction was concentrated in 16 

countries, including Brazil, which together 

accounted for 93% of the total global drop.7  

The COVID-19 pandemic’s impact in the 

TB case notification in Brazil has been 

demonstrated as data become available.6,7 

However, to our best knowledge, a few studies 

have estimated the unnotified cases over the two 

years of the pandemic and none of that assessed 

the State-level and group population impact on TB 

notification in Brazil. Moreover, prediction of 

expected cases should consider regional/local 

trends of both tuberculosis incidence and its main 

determinants. 

In this study we estimated the unnotified 

cases of TB over the first two years (2020-2021) 

of COVID-19 pandemic in Brazil. We also 

calculated the difference of expected TB cases and 

TB case notification by sex, age, and State to 

identify in which population group the pandemic 

had the most significant impact on TB case 

underreporting.  

 

Methods 
 
Study design and population 

This is an ecological study of new TB 

cases (all clinical forms) recorded in the period of 

2015 to 2021 in Brazil. Brazil is a middle-income 

country in South America and is included in the 

WHO list of countries with the highest TB 

burden.7 Brazil had 212.6 million inhabitants in 

2020, it occupied the 85th position of Gross 

Domestic Product (GDP) per capita among 195 

countries and in 2017 it presented high inequality 

of income distribution, occupying the 8th position 
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with the worst Gini coefficient in a list of 159 

countries.8 
 

Study variables 

Without patient identification, data on TB 

notification were obtained from the National 

Information System on Notifiable Diseases 

(Sinan).9 Sinan is a national system of compulsory 

notification of diseases of public health relevance 

in Brazil. The WHO estimated before the 

pandemic a detection rate of 87% of TB cases 

reported in this system.4 

For explanatories variables, we 

considered its associated with the incidence of TB 

based on the theoretical framework of previous 

studies.10 The coverage of health services and the 

number of HIV-infection cases were extracted 

from official sources of the Brazilian Ministry of 

Health.11 The socioeconomic factors of the States 

were extracted from the Continuous National 

Household Sample Survey (Pnad).12 Finally, we 

used the Brazilian Ministry of Health estimates for 

the population.13 Table 1 describes the variables 

and respective data sources. 
Table 1. Data description and source. 
Variable  Definition Data source 
Tuberculosis case Tuberculosis cases by sex, age group and State over 2015 to 2021 Sinan 

HIV-infection cases HIV-infection cases recorded by State over 2015 to 2020 Datasus 

Coverage of Primary Health 
Care 

Estimate of the population covered by Primary Health Care teams by 
State over 2015 to 2020 (3,000 individuals covered by one team) e-Gestor AB 

Coverage of Family Health 
Strategy 

Estimate of the population covered by the Family Health Strategy 
teams by state over 2015 to 2020 (3,450 individuals covered by one 
team) 

e-Gestor AB 

Gini coefficient 
Dispersion of income distribution among the members of a population 
by State over 2015 to 2020. A coefficient of zero indicates a perfectly 
equal distribution of income 

Pnad 

Average household income per 
capita 

Household income in dollars*, in nominal terms, by total residents by 
State over 2015 to 2020 Pnad 

Unemployment rate Percentage of people in the workforce who are unemployed by State 
over 2015 to 2020 Pnad 

Proportion of poverty Percentage of people with a per capita household income of less than 
US$5.5 per State over 2015 to 2020 Pnad 

Population estimate Estimated population by State over 2015 to 2021 Datasus 
Abbreviations: Sinan, National Information System on Notifiable Diseases; Datasus, Department of Informatics 
of the Health Unic System; e-Gestor AB, e-Gestor Primary Care; Pnad, Continuous National Household Sample 
Survey. 
*Average conversion rate of the annual quotation for the period from 2014 to 2020, R$1/U$3.52. 
 

 
Data analysis 

We used 2015 to 2019 as COVID-19 pre-

pandemic period for the TB cases prediction 

model. We did not included data prior to 2015 due 

to non-linear trends observed on the historical TB 

notification rate (Supplementary Material, Figure 

S1), possible associated to changes in 

socioeconomic determinants of TB in Brazil. The 

years 2020 and 2021 were considered as pandemic 
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period since the first confirmed COVID-19 case in 

Brazil was on February 26, 2020.14 

For each year from 2015 to 2021, TB 

cases data were disaggregated for population 

groups defined by the variables sex, age group (0-

15, 15-29, 30-59, 60 and over), and State (26 

States and the Federal District). The annual TB 

notification rate was calculated for each stratum 

using population estimates by sex and age group 

of the States. We discrebed the covariables 

calculating the median and interquartile range. 

The TB notification rate in the pre-

pandemic period (2015 to 2019) was modeled by 

a mixed effects generalized linear model (GLM) 

with Poisson regression.15 The equation of this 

model allowed for variation at the State level and 

in the temporal trend of TB notification by sex, 

age group and contextual covariates.  
𝑌!"#$~	𝑃𝑜𝑖𝑠𝑠𝑜𝑛(𝛼!"#$ ∗ 𝜆!"#$) 

𝜆!"#$ = 	𝑒𝑥𝑝(𝛽% 	+	𝛽&𝑠𝑒𝑥	 +	𝛽'𝑎𝑔𝑒		 +	𝛽(𝑦𝑒𝑎𝑟

+	𝛽)𝑐𝑜𝑣𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑠	 +	𝑅𝑒# +	𝑅𝑒$

∗ 𝑦𝑒𝑎𝑟) 

In this function, 𝑌!"#$ represents the count 

of TB cases in each stratum defined by sex (“a”), 

age group (“b”), State (“c”) and year (“d”), 𝛼!"#$ 

represents the population size for each stratum, 

and 𝜆!"#$ represents the TB notification rate for 

each stratum. The equation for the 𝜆!"#$ includes 

fixed effects (𝛽) for each individual variable (sex 

and age group), year and covariates. Furthermore, 

it includes the random effect (𝑅𝑒%) of States and 

the intracluster time trend (𝑅𝑒& ∗ 𝑦𝑒𝑎𝑟). 

We first fit the null model with the 

random effect and added the covariates starting 

with the individual level (sex and age group). 

Contextual covariates were included in the model 

with one-year lag about TB case notifications 

because we assumed that period as latency time. 

The lowest Akaike criterion was used to define 

covariates maintenance, until all had been tested. 

We presented the incidence rate ratio and 95% 

confidence interval (95% CI). 

HIV-infection detection rate, Coverage of 

Primary Health Care, Coverage of Family Health 

Strategy, unemployment rate and poverty of 

proportion were analyzed as continuous variables, 

as they presented a progressive gradient of 

association with the incidence of TB. The Gini 

coefficient was stratified into the following 

categories: <0.50; 0.50 to 0.55 and >0.55, as it 

presented a better fit with the distribution of the 

TB incidence rate.  

Considering that the HIV-infection 

notification could also be impacted by the 

pandemic, as a sensitivity analysis we ran the 

model without HIV-infection detection rate as an 

alternative to estimate the expected TB cases.  

Using these models and assuming the 

continuity of the trend from 2015 to 2019, we 

extrapolate this trend to predict TB cases in 2020 

and 2021 by sex, age group and State. We used 

bootstrap with 1,000 simulations to estimate the 

standard error and the 95% uncertain intervals 

(95% UI) for each analytical stratum. The number 

of unnotified TB cases was calculated by the 

difference between the case notification and that 

predicted in 2020 and 2021 with the model. A p-

value ≤ 0.05 was considered statistically 

significant.We also calculated the proportion of 

underreporting during the pandemic years 

regarding the expected cases according to the 

projection of the model obtained with the 2015-

2019 data. 
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Results 
 
 Between 2015 and 2021, 511,092 new TB 

cases were reported in Sinan, 68.7% were men, 

and 50.9% had 30 to 59 years age. The TB 

notification rate progressivily increased in the pre-

pandemic period (2015-2019) from 34.3 (cases 

per 100,000) in 2015 to 37.1 in 2019. However, 

during the pandemic, the notification rate 

decreasead to 32.6 in 2020 and 34.0 in 2021 

(Table S1). 

Regarding the State level covariates, the 

median of the HIV-infection detection rate per 

100,000 was the lowest in 2020 (14.5), and the 

median coverage of the Primary Health Care 

(82.1%), Family Health Strategy (74.1%) and 

unemployment rate (13.9%) was the highest in 

2020 (Table S2). 

In the multiple model, in addition to the 

demographic variables (sex and age group), the 

following State-level variables remained 

associated with the count of TB cases: HIV-

infection detection rate per 100 thousand 

population, Gini coefficient and proportion of 

poverty (Table 2).

Table 2. Association of tuberculosis incidence cases and covariables in Brazil over the COVID-19 pre-
pandemic period (2015-2019)* 
Individual level IRR (95% CI)# Multiple model (95% CI) 
Age   
     0-14 Reference Reference 
     15-29 8.69 (8.53-8.86) 8.74 (8.58-8.91) 
     30-59 8.77 (8.61-8.94) 8.97 (8.8-9.14) 
     60 and more 8.05 (7.89-8.22) 8.54 (8.37-8.71) 
Sex   

     Women Reference Reference 

     Men 2.29 (2.27-2.31) 2.34 (2.32-2.35) 
State level   

HIV-infection detection rate per 100 thousand population$ 1.56 (1.32-1.85) 1.64 (1.39-1.94) 

Coverage of Primary Health Care (%)† 0.95 (0.89-1.02)  

Coverage of Family Health Strategy(%)† 0.95 (0.90-1.01)  

Gini coefficient   

     < 0.50 Reference Reference 

     0.50 - 0.54 0.98 (0.97-1.00) 0.98 (0.96-0.99) 

     >0.55 0.96 (0.90-1.01) 0.95 (0.90-1.00) 

Average household income per capita (US$)‡ 1.01 (0.98-1.04)  

Unemployment rate (%)† 1.12 (1.05-1.20)  

Proportion of poverty  (%)†,§ 1.07 (1.01-1.14) 1.11 (1.05-1.18) 

Year 1.03 (1.02-1.04) 1.03 (1.02-1.04) 
*Mixed effects Generalized Linear Model; #For State level variable IRR adjusted by sex and age group ;$Every 50 HIV-
infection cases/100 thousand population ;†Every 20% ;‡Every 100 dollars; §Proportion of population with income less than 
US$5.5/month. Abbreviations: IRR, incidence rate ratio; CI, confidence interval 
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Over the pre-pandemic period (2015–

2019), the number of cases and case rates 

estimated by the fitted model increased. The 

national TB case rate went from 34.1 (95% UI: 

29.9, 38.3) in 2015 to 37.4 (95% UI: 32.5, 42.2) 

cases per 100,000 in 2019, with an average 

annual increase of 2.33% (95% UI: 2.10%, 

2.51%) (Figure 1). TB case and case rate trends 

also increased in men and women (Figure S2). 

Compared to 2019, the TB cases rate 

predicted by the model for 2020 (38.1 cases per 

100,000; 95% UI: 33.0, 43.2) increased 2.08% 

(95% UI: 1.73%, 2.35%), and in 2021 (36.9 cases 

per 100,000; 95% UI: 31.8, 41.9) it decreased 

1.26% (95% UI: -1.97%, -0.71%) compared to 

2019 (Figure 1). Similar trend was observed in 

both sex (Figures S2) and most of the States 

(Figures S3, S4).  

 

 

Figure 1. Trends in tuberculosis case notification during pre-pandemic and pandemic periods, in the overall 

population in Brazil over 2015 to 2021. 

Abbreviations: UI, Uncertain interval 

 

As expected, the national estimate of 

unnotified TB cases had an average of zero 

during the period 2015 to 2019. However, it 

increased significantly during 2020-2021, 

reaching11647 (95% UI: 829, 22466) in 2020, 

and 6170 (95% UI: -4629, 16968) in 2021, 

totaling 17817 (95% UI: -50668, 86303) 

unnotified cases over the two pandemic years 

(Table 3). Based on the expected new TB cases, 

we calculated 14.4% of underreporting in 2020, 

and 7.8% in 2021, an overall of 11.2% in both 

years (Table 3). 
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Table 3. Case notification, estimate of expected and unnotified tuberculosis cases* and relative 

underreporting in Brazil over 2015-2021 

Years Case notification Estimated expected cases  
(95% UI) 

Estimate of unnotified 
cases 

(95% UI) 

Relative 
underreporting 

(%)# 
2015 69749 69311 (60772, 77849) -438 (-8977, 8100) -0.6 

2016 70465 71322 (62438, 80207) 857 (-8027, 9742) 1.2 

2017 74034 74120 (64741, 83499) 86 (-9293, 9465) 0.1 

2018 77238 76246 (66460, 86032) -992 (-10778, 8794) -1.3 

2019 78007 78494 (68213, 88774) 487 (-9794, 10767) 0.6 

2020 69092 80740 (69921, 91558) 11647 (829, 22466) 14.4 

2021 72507 78677 (67878, 89475) 6170 (-4629, 16968) 7.8 
Total 2020-

2021 141599 159416 (137800, 181033) 17817 (-3799, 39434) 11.2 

*Mixed effects Generalized Linear Model over the COVID-19 pre-pandemic period (2015-2019); #Percent calculated by each 
year as [(estimated expected cases – case notification)/ (estimated expected cases) * 100]. Abbreviations: UI, Uncertain 
interval.
 

The absolute estimate of unnotified TB 

cases was substantially greater in men (2020: 

7726 [95% UI: 293, 15158]; 2021: 4083 [95% 

UI: -3335, 11500]) compared to women (2020: 

3922 [95% UI: 536, 7308]; 2021: 2087 [95% UI: 

-1294, 5468]) (Table 4, Figure S5). Across sex 

and age strata, men aged 30 to 59 years had the  

 

 

 

highest number of unnotified cases (2020: 3906 

[95% UI: 89, 7723]; 2021: 1933 [95% UI: -1890, 

5756]). The greater impact in the relative 

underreporting was in men with 0 to 14 years of 

age. In 2020, 40.5% of expected TB cases in this 

group were not notified, and in 2021, 29.4% 

(Table 4, Figure S5). 
 
 
 

Table 4. Estimate of unnotified tuberculosis cases* and relative underreporting by sex and age group in 

Brazil over the COVID-19 pandemic period 2020-2021 

Sex/Age 
group 
(years) 

2020 2021 Total 2020-2021 

Estimate of 
unnotified cases 

(95% UI) 

Relative 
underreporting 

(%)# 

Estimate of 
unnotified cases 

(95% UI) 

Relative 
underreporting 

(%)# 

Estimate of 
unnotified cases 

(95% UI) 

Relative 
underreporting 

(%)# 

Women 3922 (536, 7308) 15.5 2087 (-1294, 5468) 8.4 6009 (-758, 12776) 12.0 
Age       
  0-14 -193 (-288, -98) -27.3 -369 (-462, -276) -54.4 -562 (-750, -374) -40.5 
  15-29 669 (-275, 1613) 9.5 68 (-853, 989) 1.0 737 (-1128, 2602) 5.4 
  30-59 2377 (644, 4109) 18.3 1690 (-43, 3423) 13.4 4067 (601, 7533) 15.9 
  60 and more 1069 (455, 1684) 22.9 698 (63, 1332) 14.9 1767 (518, 3015) 18.9 
Men 7726 (293, 15158) 13.9 4083 (-3335, 11500) 7.6 11808 (-3041, 26658) 10.8 
Age       
  0-14 700 (468, 933) 40.5 488 (260, 715) 29.4 1188 (728, 1648) 35.1 
  15-29 1752 (-497, 4000) 10.5 915 (-1283, 3112) 5.7 2667 (-1779, 7113) 8.2 
  30-59 3906 (89, 7723) 13.7 1933 (-1890, 5756) 6.9 5839 (-1801, 13478) 10.4 
  60 and more 1367 (233, 2502) 16.1 748 (-421, 1917) 8.8 2115 (-188, 4419) 12.4 
Total 11647 (829, 22466) 14.4 6170 (-4629, 16968) 7.8 17817 (-3799, 39434) 11.2 

*Mixed effects Generalized Linear Model over the COVID-19 pre-pandemic period (2015-2019); # Percent calculated by each 
strata as: [(estimated expected cases – case notification)/ (estimated expected cases) * 100]. Abbreviations: UI, Uncertain 
interval. 
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The number of unnotified cases varied 

greatly by States, and it was significant for 13 

States of the 27 (48.1%) in 2020, and for 4 

(14.8%) in 2021 (Table 5, Figure S6). The highest 

number of unnotified cases was high in São Paulo 

(2514; 95% UI: 328, 4701) and Rio de Janeiro 

(1778; 95% UI: 875, 2680) in 2020; and in São 

Paulo (2446; 95% UI: 160, 4732) and Rio Grande 

Sul (961; 95% UI: 350, 1572) in 2021 (Table 5).  

 
Table 5. Estimate of unnotified tuberculosis cases* and relative underreporting by States in Brazil over the 
COVID-19 pandemic period 2020-2021 

State 
2020 2021 Total 2020-2021 

Estimate of 
unnotified cases 

(95% UI) 

Relative 
underreporting 

(%)† 

Estimate of 
unnotified cases 

(95% UI) 

Relative 
underreporting 

(%)† 

Estimate of 
undetected cases 

(95% UI) 

Relative 
unnotified (%)† 

North 1629 (524, 2734)# 15.8 206 (-793, 1205) 2.1 1835 (-269, 3939) 9.2 
Acre -13 (-56, 31) -2.5 3 (-40, 46) 0.6 -10 (-96, 77) -0.9 
Amazonas 836 (548, 1125)# 23.0 371 (112, 630)# 10.7 1207 (659, 1754)# 17.0 
Amapá -5 (-52, 41) -2.1 -73 (-119, -27)# -28.0 -79 (-171, 14) -15.0 

Pará 659 (136, 1182)# 13.8 -51 (-502, 401) -1.2 608 (-366, 1582) 6.7 
Rondônia 125 (40, 210)# 21.0 40 (-48, 128) 6.8 165 (-8, 337) 14.0 
Roraima 14 (-31, 59) 4.4 -42 (-78, -7)# -14.9 -28 (-109, 52) -4.7 
Tocantins 13 (-61, 88) 6.7 -41 (-117, 35) -21.0 -28 (-178, 122) -7.0 

Northeast 3147 (52, 6241)# 15.1 990 (-2009, 3990) 5.0 4137 (-1957, 
10231) 10.2 

Alagoas 221 (37, 405)# 21.3 135 (-45, 314) 13.5 355 (-8, 719) 17.5 
Bahia 776 (0, 1551)# 17.3 111 (-647, 869) 2.7 887 (-647, 2421) 10.2 

Ceará 713 (225, 1202)# 19.0 427 (-61, 914) 11.6 1140 (164, 2116)# 15.3 
Maranhão 204 (-214, 623) 8.9 -244 (-628, 139) -11.7 -40 (-842, 762) -0.9 
Paraíba 240 (25, 455)# 18.9 120 (-93, 332) 9.7 360 (-68, 788) 14.3 
Pernambuco 789 (261, 1318)# 15.7 147 (-368, 662) 3.1 936 (-107, 1980) 9.5 
Piauí 94 (-77, 265) 12.7 -2 (-165, 161) -0.3 92 (-243, 426) 6.4 
Rio Grande do 
Norte -26 (-213, 161) -2.0 177 (-3, 358) 14.0 151 (-216, 518) 5.8 

Sergipe 135 (10, 260)# 15.7 121 (0, 241)# 14.2 256 (10, 501)# 15.0 

Southeast 4663 (392, 8934)# 12.9 3150 (-1276, 
7576) 8.7 7813 (-883, 16510) 10.8 

Espírito Santo -54 (-249, 140) -4.3 -276 (-477, -75)# -22.5 -330 (-725, 65) -13.2 
Minas Gerais 425 (-563, 1413) 11.5 324 (-710, 1359) 8.9 750 (-1273, 2772) 10.2 
Rio de Janeiro 1778 (875, 2680)# 14.1 656 (-249, 1560) 5.2 2433 (627, 4240)# 9.7 
São Paulo 2514 (328, 4701)# 13.6 2446 (160, 4732)# 13.1 4961 (488, 9433)# 13.4 
South  1609 (56, 3161)# 16.9 1381 (-178, 2939) 14.7 2989 (-122, 6101) 15.8 
Paraná 183 (-361, 727) 7.8 304 (-257, 865) 13.1 487 (-617, 1592) 10.5 
Rio Grande do 
Sul 1056 (433, 1680)# 19.8 961 (350, 1572)# 18.3 2017 (783, 3252)# 19.0 

Santa Catarina 369 (-16, 754) 20.0 116 (-271, 502) 6.4 485 (-287, 1257) 13.3 

Midwest 601 (-195, 1396) 15.2 442 (-373, 1258) 11.4 1043 (-568, 2654) 13.4 
Distrito 
Federal 67 (-80, 214) 18.3 58 (-96, 212) 15.6 125 (-176, 426) 17.0 

Goiás 132 (-199, 463) 12.6 80 (-267, 426) 7.7 212 (-466, 889) 10.2 
Mato Grosso 
do Sul 178 (39, 318)# 14.5 80 (-57, 217) 6.6 258 (-18, 535) 10.6 

Mato Grosso 223 (46, 401)# 17.2 225 (46, 403)# 17.8 448 (92, 804)# 17.5 

Total  11647 (829, 
22466)# 14.4 6170 (-4629, 

16968) 7.8 17817 (-3799, 
39434) 11.2 

*Mixed effects Generalized Linear Model over the COVID-19 pre-pandemic period (2015-2019); †Percent 
calculated by each locality as: [(estimated expected cases – case notification)/ (estimated expected cases) * 100] 
#P<0.05. Abbreviations: UI, Uncertain interval.
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In 2020, 23.0% of expected TB cases in 

Amazonas were underreported, and in 2021, 

10.7%. In Alagoas, 21.3% and 13.5% of TB cases 

were not reported, respectively in 2020 and 2021. 

Rondônia also presented a high relative 

underreporting of cases, with 21.0% in 2020 and 

6.8% in 2021 (Table 5, Figure S6). 
 

Sensitivity analysis 

In the sensitivity analysis without HIV-

infection detection rate, we estimated 11290 

(95% UI: -255, 11545) underreported TB cases in 

2020, 8866 (95% UI: -3100,11966) in 2021, and 

a total of 20156 (95% UI: 53163, 73319) in both 

years (Table S3). This was 2338 more unnotified 

TB cases than the main model (Table 3). The 

overall estimated underreporting TB cases for 

2020 was 14.0% and similar to the main model 

(14.4%). However, for 2021, the model without 

HIV-infection detections rate estimated 10.9% of 

underreporting cases (Table S3), higher than that 

obtained in the main analysis (7.8%) (Table 3).  

 

Discussion 

In this study, we estimated the 

underreporting of TB cases in Brazil during the 

first two years of the COVID-19 pandemic. 

Except for women aged 0 to 14 years, all 

population groups presented an absolute 

reduction of TB case notifications, with the 

greatest impact on men aged 30-59 years. The 

group population with greater impact in relative 

underreporting of TB cases was men with 0 to 14 

years age. Undernotification of cases varied 

widely between States, with the greatest relative 

underreporting estimated for Amazonas in 2020. 

The impact on national-level TB 

notifications in 2020 (14.4%) was similar to that 

reported in Mozambique (15.1%)3, but  lower 

than in India, that had a relative loss of cases of 

63.3% during the period from March 2020 

through April 2021.16 Other studies estimated the 

effect of the pandemic on TB case notifications 

with different approaches and also have found an 

immediate impact. Reported data from facilities 

in 2020 revealed a decline in TB case 

notifications of 34%17 in Nigeria and of 43% in 

Uganda.18 In addition, WHO estimates suggests 

that the countries that contributed most to the 

global shortfall in TB notifications between 2019 

and 2020 were India (41%), Indonesia (14%), the 

Philippines (12%) and China (8%).7 

There are numerous explanations for the 

TB case underreport. Reallocation of resources in 

response of the pandemic severely disrupted the 

provision of TB health services because the entire 

diagnostic and health care network focused on 

pandemic response. This affected the access of 

appropriate equipment and capacity, 

commodities and stock. In addition, fearing of 

SARS-CoV-2 infection and stigma, restrictions 

to movement and reduced service uptime limited 

patients' access to health services.19 And finally, 

active case finding were discontinued in 

community and household.1,2 

We also observed that although the 

national-level underreport in TB cases remained 

in 2021, it was smaller than 2020 and not 

significant. Several factors may have contributed 

to this. One could be the result of efforts by 

federal management, local authorities, and health 

services to retake TB control activities, that may 

have taken effect later, in 2021. Right at the 
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beginning of the pandemic in Brazil, federal 

guidelines to assist local TB programmes and 

health services were published defining TB as a 

differential diagnosis of COVID-19 and as a risk 

factor for complications of COVID-19 

outcomes.20 Considering the worldwide reducing 

of TB case reporting, WHO also released 

recommendations for national TB programmes 

and health personnel to urgently maintain 

continuity of essential services for people 

affected with TB during the COVID-19 

pandemic.21  Another factor that may have 

contributed to this was the availability of the 

vaccine against SARS-CoV-2 in 2021. The 

immunization of the population resulted, not only 

in Brazil, but in the world, in a progressive 

flexibilization of the social distance measures 

imposed during the pandemic, favoring the 

seeking of the population for services for health 

problems other than COVID-19.22  

Finally, although a decrease in HIV-

infection cases has been observed in almost the 

entire country, especially in recent years, HIV-

infection case detection rate, which was a 

covariate in the model, was also impacted by the 

pandemic.23 When compared to 2019, the HIV-

infection detection rate decreased 16.1% in 2020. 

Because predictive variables were analysed with 

one-year lag in relation to TB case notifications, 

potential underreporting of HIV-infection cases in 

2020 could underestimate the predictions of TB 

cases in 2021, which means that the relative 

underreporting of TB cases could be greater for 

this year. To assess the effect of underreporting 

of HIV-infection cases, we run a sensitivity 

analysis without this covariable that estimated an 

adittion of 2696 unnotified TB cases in 2021. 

This indicates that the underreporting in 2021 

could be larger than the one calculated in the 

main model, but still smaller than the one in 2020. 

The concentration of underreporting of 

TB cases in men is consistent with the high risk 

of TB in this group.24 In Brazil, they are also the 

most affected by unfavorable treatment 

outcomes25, which might be an explanation for 

the greater impact of the pandemic. Furthermore, 

the majority of the prison population in Brazil are 

young men, and although the number of TB cases 

in this population had been increasing in the 

country, a Brazilian TB Bulletin launched in the 

TB World Day in 2022 reported a decrease of TB 

case notification in prison population during the 

pandemic years26, suggesting that TB case 

finding in this population may also have suffered 

the impacts of the pandemic.  

Similar to ours findings, in the first year 

of the pandemic a study in Mozambique found 

that men were the most affected in terms of TB 

notification, resulting in a 15% (95% CI 4.0 to 

25.0) relative loss, and suggested that this was 

due to the privileges that women and children had 

in the country to access health services.3 On the 

other hand, a study in Zambia found that the 

proportional distribution of TB notifications 

according to sex did not significantly differ over 

the pandemic period.27 Considering that just a 

few studies analyzed the pandemic COVID-19 

impact on TB case notification by population 

group, the understanding of this association 

requires further investigation. 

Our estimates showed a higher relative 

underreporting of cases in men aged 0 to 14 years. 

The diagnosis of TB in children is challenging 

due to insufficient specimen material and the 
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scarcity of bacilli in specimens.28 In these 

situations, invasive procedures such as 

nasopharyngeal aspirate and gastric lavage are 

indicated. Moreover, symptoms in children are 

generally nonspecific and are confused with 

childhood infections, which makes assessment 

difficult.28 These difficulties may have been 

exacerbated by the disorganization in services 

that the pandemic caused. Moreover, since 

children are usually contacted from sick adults, 

the underdetection of TB cases in adults, and 

discontinuation of the contact tracing could also 

be an explanation.1  

During the pandemic, the State of 

Amazonas was classified as one of the most 

fragile States with regard to the capacity to serve 

the population, especially in critical situations, 

with high demand shock.29 In addition, it 

consistently presented the highest incidence rate 

of COVID-19.30 These factors may explain the 

greater underreporting of cases that we found in 

this State. 

We consider that our study has some 

limitation. The national TB case notifications is 

affected by case detection even before the 

pandemic31, which make it difficult to isolate the 

cause of the observed trend. This could also be a 

limitation for the estimates by States and group 

population. In addition, because of non-

availability of data, it was not possible to analyze 

trends of TB case notifications across others 

population subgroups, as for example 

race/ethnicity, which could help us to understand 

better the impact of the pandemic in TB cases by 

social disparities. Finally, the non-

pharmacological interventions adopded during 

the pandemic may lead to an eventual reduction 

in TB transmission, which could partly explain 

the reduction in notifications. We did not have 

information to quantify this potential 

phenomenon. However, if this reduction in TB 

transmission were also observed in other 

infectious diseases, the reduction in HIV cases 

could help to model this trend. Based on this, we 

considered the model with HIV as the main 

model to obtain a more conservative measure of 

the underreporting estimate.  

While what we observed in 2021 

suggests a possible overcome of the negative 

effects of COVID-19 disruptions in TB health 

services in Brazil, the pandemic left 17817 people 

without TB diagnosis in two years (may be more 

according to the sensitivity analysis). It is 

uncertain of what impact those undetected cases 

will represent in the future epidemiology of TB. 

Modeling estimates from early in the pandemic 

revealed an immediate increase in TB mortality32 

which was not seem in Brazil.26 Misclassification 

of cause of deaths could be an explanation. 

Confinement can cause long-lasting increases in 

TB burden due intra-household transmission of 

undiagnosed cases,32 which would be expected in 

the next years.  

The catastrophic effect of COVID-19 

pandemic in Brazil, resulted in a setback in 

progress made over decades in TB control and a 

potential delay in achieving the 2030 targets of 

the WHO End TB Strategy.  Several lessons 

learnt from COVID-19 responses are an 

opportunity to improve the detection of 

respiratory diseases.1 In this way, we identify the 

populational groups particularly affected by the 

underreporting of TB. New ways of working, 

integrated services to use existing resources 
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maximally, and patient-centered tuberculosis 

service, could have a synergistic, enhancing, and 

multiplier effect in restoring TB control 

activities. 

Contributors statement 

DMP, PBO and FADQ conceptualized the study. DMP, PBO, FDCJ and FADQ contributed to 

study design. DMP curated data. DMP and FADQ contributed methodology, formal analysis 

and validation. DMP drafted the first version of the Article. DMP, PBO, FDCJ and FADQ 

reviewed and edited the manuscript. All authors read and met the ICMJE criteria for authorship 

and agree with the results and conclusions. All authors had full access to all the data in the study 

and had final responsibility for the decision to submit for publication.  

Declaration of interests 

The authors declare no conflicts of interest.  

Data sharing 

All data used in this study are openly accessible and available through the sources listed in the 

manuscript. 

Funding 

FADQ is beneficiary of a fellowship for research productivity from the National Council for 

Scientific and Technological Development - CNPq: 312656/2019-0. This study was financed 

in part by the Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoal de Nível Superior - Brazil CAPES 

tese award (Edital Nº 3/2021).  

References 
1. Ntoumi F, Nachega JB, Aklillu E, Chakaya J, 
Felker I, Amanullah F, et al. World Tuberculosis 
Day 2022: aligning COVID-19 and tuberculosis 
innovations to save lives and to end tuberculosis. 
Lancet Infect Dis. 2022;22:442–4.  

2. Zimmer AJ, Klinton JS, Oga-Omenka C, 
Heitkamp P, Nawina Nyirenda C, Furin J, et al. 
Tuberculosis in times of COVID-19. J 
Epidemiol Community Health. 2022;76:310–6.  

3. Manhiça I, Augusto O, Sherr K, Cowan J, 
Cuco RM, Agostinho S, et al. COVID-19-related 
healthcare impacts: an uncontrolled, segmented 
time-series analysis of tuberculosis diagnosis 

services in Mozambique, 2017-2020. BMJ Glob 
Health. 2022;7:e007878.  

4. World Health Organization. Global 
tuberculosis report 2020 [Internet]. Genebra: 
OMS; 2020 [ 15 de outubro de 2020]. 297 p. 
Available in: 
https://www.who.int/tb/publications/global_rep
ort/en/ 

5. Ministério da Saúde. Boletim Epidemiológico 
No 114 - Boletim COE Coronavírus [Internet]. 
2022 [ 28 de maio de 2022]. Available in: 
https://www.gov.br/saude/pt-br/centrais-de-
conteudo/publicacoes/boletins/boletins-

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 9, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.05.22279616doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.05.22279616
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


 14 

epidemiologicos/covid-19/2022/boletim-
epidemiologico-no-114-boletim-coe-
coronavirus/view 

6. Maia CMF, Martelli DRB, Silveira DMML 
da, Oliveira EA, Martelli Júnior H. Tuberculosis 
in Brazil: the impact of the COVID-19 
pandemic. J Bras Pneumol Publicacao Of Soc 
Bras Pneumol E Tisilogia. 2022;48:e20220082.  

7. World Health Organization. Global 
tuberculosis report 2021 [Internet]. Genebra: 
OMS; 2021 [ 19 de novembro de 2021]. 57 p. 
Available in: 
file:///Users/daniele.pelissari/Downloads/97892
40037021-eng.pdf 

8. International Monetary Fund [Internet]. 
World Economic Outlook (WEO) database. 
2021 [ 13 de maio de 2021]. Available in: 
https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/SPROLLS
/world-economic-outlook-
databases#sort=%40imfdate%20descending 

9. Rocha MS, Bartholomay P, Cavalcante MV, 
Medeiros FC de, Codenotti SB, Pelissari DM, et 
al. Sistema de Informação de Agravos de 
Notificação (Sinan): principais características da 
notificação e da análise de dados relacionada à 
tuberculose. Epidemiol E Serviços Saúde 
[Internet]. 2020 [ 14 de outubro de 2020];29. 
Available in: 
http://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_abst
ract&pid=S2237-
96222020000101201&lng=pt&nrm=iso&tlng=
pt 

10. Lönnroth K, Jaramillo E, Williams BG, Dye 
C, Raviglione M. Drivers of tuberculosis 
epidemics: the role of risk factors and social 
determinants. Soc Sci Med 1982. 2009;68:2240–
6.  

11. Ministério da Saúde. Departamento de 
Informática do SUS. Informações de saúde 
(TABNET) [Internet]. 2017 [ 4 de março de 
2017]. Available in: 
http://www.datasus.gov.br/informacoes-de-
saude/tabnet 

12. Instituto Brasileiro de Geografia e 
Estatística. Pesquisa Nacional por Amostra de 
Domicílios Contínua - PNAD [Internet]. 2021 [ 
13 de maio de 2021]. Available in: 
https://www.ibge.gov.br/estatisticas/sociais/pop
ulacao/9171-pesquisa-nacional-por-amostra-de-
domicilios-continua-mensal.html?=&t=o-que-e 

13. Ministério da Saúde. Estimativas 
preliminares elaboradas pelo Ministério da 
Saúde/SVS/DASNT/CGIAE [Internet]. 2022 [ 
26 de maio de 2022]. Available in: 
http://tabnet.datasus.gov.br/cgi/deftohtm.exe?p
opsvs/cnv/popbr.def 

14. Ministério da Saúde. Brasil confirma 
primeiro caso da doença [Internet]. 2020 [ 14 de 
setembro de 2020]. Available in: 
https://www.gov.br/saude/pt-br. 

15. Bates D, Mächler M, Bolker B, Walker S. 
Fitting Linear Mixed-Effects Models Using 
lme4. J Stat Softw. 2015;67:1–48.  

16. Arentz M, Ma J, Zheng P, Vos T, Murray 
CJL, Kyu HH. The impact of the COVID-19 
pandemic and associated suppression measures 
on the burden of tuberculosis in India. BMC 
Infect Dis. 2022;22:92.  

17. Adewole OO. Impact of COVID-19 on TB 
care: experiences of a treatment centre in 
Nigeria. Int J Tuberc Lung Dis Off J Int Union 
Tuberc Lung Dis. 2020;24:981–2.  

18. Kadota JL, Reza TF, Nalugwa T, 
Kityamuwesi A, Nanyunja G, Kiwanuka N, et al. 
Impact of shelter-in-place on TB case 
notifications and mortality during the COVID-
19 pandemic. Int J Tuberc Lung Dis Off J Int 
Union Tuberc Lung Dis. 2020;24:1212–4.  

19. Stop TB Partnership. Civil society-led 
TB/COVID-19 Working Group. The impact of 
COVID-19 on the TB epidemic: a community 
perspective. [Internet]. Geneva, Switzerland; 
2020 [ 20 de junho de 2022]. Available in: 
stoptb.org/impact-of-covid-19-tb-epidemic-
community-perspective 

20. Ministério da Saúde. Protocolo de manejo 
clínico do coronavírus (Covid-19) na Atenção 
Primária à Saúde [Internet]. Vol. 9. Brasília: 
Ministério da Saúde; 2020 [ 16 de setembro de 
2020]. Available in: 
https://www.unasus.gov.br/especial/covid19/pd
f/37 

21. World Health Organization. World Health 
Organization (WHO) Information Note 
Tuberculosis and COVID-19 [Internet]. 2020. 
Available in: https://www.who.int/docs/default-
source/documents/tuberculosis/infonote-tb-
covid-19.pdf 

22. Andersson O, Campos-Mercade P, Meier 
AN, Wengström E. Anticipation of COVID-19 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 9, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.05.22279616doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.05.22279616
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


 15 

vaccines reduces willingness to socially 
distance. J Health Econ. 2021;80:102530.  

23. Ministério da Saúde. Boletim 
Epidemiológico de HIV/Aids. Bol 
Epidemiológico [Internet]. 2021;especial 
number. Available in: 
file:///Users/daniele.pelissari/Downloads/boleti
m_aids_2021_internet%20(2).pdf 

24. Horton KC, MacPherson P, Houben RMGJ, 
White RG, Corbett EL. Sex Differences in 
Tuberculosis Burden and Notifications in Low- 
and Middle-Income Countries: A Systematic 
Review and Meta-analysis. PLoS Med. 
2016;13:e1002119.  

25. Chenciner L, Annerstedt KS, Pescarini JM, 
Wingfield T. Social and health factors associated 
with unfavourable treatment outcome in 
adolescents and young adults with tuberculosis 
in Brazil: a national retrospective cohort study. 
Lancet Glob Health. 2021;9:e1380–90.  

26. Ministério da Saúde. Boletim 
Epidemiológico de Tuberculose – 2022. Bol 
Epidemiológico [Internet]. 2022;especial 
number. Available in: 
http://www.aids.gov.br/pt-br/pub/2022/boletim-
epidemiologico-de-tuberculose-2022 

27. Lungu PS, Kerkhoff AD, Muyoyeta M, 
Kasapo CC, Nyangu S, Kagujje M, et al. 
Interrupted time-series analysis of active case-
finding for tuberculosis during the COVID-19 
pandemic, Zambia. Bull World Health Organ. 
2022;100:205–15.  

28. Perez-Velez CM, Marais BJ. Tuberculosis in 
children. N Engl J Med. 2012;367:348–61.  

29. Bezerra ÉCD, Santos PS dos, Lisbinski FC, 
Dias LC. Análise espacial das condições de 
enfrentamento à COVID-19: uma proposta de 
Índice da Infraestrutura da Saúde do Brasil. 
Ciênc Saúde Coletiva. 2020;25:4957–67.  

30. Cavalcante JR, Cardoso-dos-Santos AC, 
Bremm JM, Lobo A de P, Macário EM, Oliveira 
WK de, et al. COVID-19 no Brasil: evolução da 
epidemia até a semana epidemiológica 20 de 
2020. Epidemiol E Serviços Saúde [Internet]. 
2020 [ 29 de junho de 2022];29. Available in: 
http://www.scielo.br/j/ress/a/zNVktw4hcW4kp
QPM5RrsqXz/?lang=pt 

31. Chitwood MH, Pelissari DM, Drummond 
Marques da Silva G, Bartholomay P, Rocha MS, 
Sanchez M, et al. Bayesian evidence synthesis to 
estimate subnational TB incidence: An 

application in Brazil. Epidemics. 
2021;35:100443.  

32. Hogan AB, Jewell BL, Sherrard-Smith E, 
Vesga JF, Watson OJ, Whittaker C, et al. 
Potential impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on 
HIV, tuberculosis, and malaria in low-income 
and middle-income countries: a modelling study. 
Lancet Glob Health. 2020;8:e1132–41.  

 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 9, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.05.22279616doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.05.22279616
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

