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 2 

Abstract 24 

Background: Manual screening of a Kato-Katz (KK) thick stool smear remains the current 25 

standard to monitor the impact of large-scale deworming programs against soil-transmiIed 26 

helminths (STHs). To improve this diagnosUc standard, we recently designed an arUficial 27 

intelligence based digital pathology system (AI-DP) for digital image capture and analysis of 28 

KK thick smears. Preliminary results of its diagnosUc performance are encouraging, and a 29 

comprehensive evaluaUon of this technology as a cost-efficient end-to-end diagnosUc to 30 

inform STH control programs against the target product profiles (TPP) of the World Health 31 

OrganisaUon (WHO) is the next step for validaUon.  32 

Methods: Here, we describe the study protocol for a comprehensive evaluaUon of the AI-DP 33 

based on its (i) diagnosUc performance, (ii) repeatability/reproducibility, (iii) Ume-to-result, 34 

(iv) cost-efficiency to inform large-scale deworming programs, and (v) usability in both 35 

laboratory and field sekngs. For each of these five aIributes, we designed separate 36 

experiments with sufficient power to verify the non-inferiority of the AI-DP (KK2.0) over the 37 

manual screening of the KK stool thick smears (KK1.0). These experiments will be conducted 38 

in two STH endemic countries with naUonal deworming programs (Ethiopia and Uganda), 39 

focussing on school-age children only.  40 

Discussion: This comprehensive study will provide the necessary data to make an evidence-41 

based decision on whether the technology is indeed performant and a cost-efficient end-to-42 

end diagnosUc to inform large-scale deworming programs against STHs. Following the 43 

protocolized collecUon of high-quality data we will seek approval by WHO. Through the 44 

disseminaUon of our methodology and staUsUcs, we hope to support addiUonal 45 
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developments in AI-DP technologies for other neglected tropical diseases in resource-limited 46 

sekngs. 47 

 48 

Trial registra.on 49 

The trial was registered on Clinicaltrials.gov (ID: NCT06055530).50 
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Author summary 51 

Millions of deworming tablets are annually administered to children to reduce the morbidity 52 

caused by intesUnal worms. To monitor the progress of these large-scale deworming 53 

programs, periodic assessments are made regarding the occurrence and prevalence of 54 

intesUnal worm infecUons. Manual examinaUon of a stool smear through a compound 55 

microscope remains the current diagnosUc standard. We recently developed a device that 56 

uUlizes arUficial intelligence (AI) to scan smears and recognize eggs of intesUnal worms. 57 

Encouraging preliminary results of the diagnosUc performance warrant addiUonal and more 58 

research, essenUal for obtaining necessary approvals to support wide-scale adopUon.  59 

Here, we describe the study protocols we will employ for a comprehensive evaluaUon of this 60 

AI-based device. The generated results will provide health decision-makers with evidence-61 

based data to assess whether the tool can be recommended for informing large-scale 62 

deworming programs against intesUnal worms. AddiUonally, we provide full access to our 63 

study documentaUon which may be relevant for evaluaUng other AI-based devices for 64 

intesUnal worms.65 
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Introduc.on 66 

Soil-transmiIed helminths (STHs) are a group of intesUnal roundworms transmiIed through 67 

the uptake of infecUous life stages in the environment (olen soil, referring to their common 68 

name) [1, 2]. STHs, including the giant round worm (Ascaris lumbricoides), whipworm 69 

(Trichuris trichiura) and hookworms (Necator americanus and Ancylostoma duodenale), 70 

primarily affect impoverished communiUes in (sub)tropical countries [1-3]. It was esUmated 71 

that 24% of the global populaUon is affected by at least one of these STHs, resulUng in a total 72 

loss of 1.9 million disability-adjusted life years in 2019 [4, 5]. In response to this public health 73 

issue, many STH-endemic countries have implemented naUonal school-based deworming 74 

programs, providing periodic oral anthelminthic treatment to  the children at the schools in 75 

the program [6-8]. The pharmaceuUcal industry’s contribuUon of more than 6.5 billion 76 

anthelminUc tablets for at-risk populaUons since 2016 has undoubtedly contributed to 77 

reducing the disease burden in various STH-endemic countries [9, 10].  78 

Encouraged by this progress, World Health OrganizaUon (WHO) has published its roadmap 79 

for STHs for the next decade (2020 – 2030), encompassing six ambiUous targets (Table 1) [7, 80 

11]. To advance towards the first two targets, it will be criUcal to periodically assess the STH 81 

infecUon prevalence, of both any intensity and moderate-to-heavy intensity (MHI) infecUons. 82 

The prevalence of any intensity STH infecUon is deployed as a parameter to determine the 83 

frequency of deworming (Target #2), while the eliminaUon as a public health problem is 84 

defined when prevalence of MHI infecUons is less than 2% (Target #1) [7]. 85 
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Table 1. The six 2030 targets and corresponding milestones put forward by the WHO [7]. 86 

Target  Milestone  

#1 Achieve and maintain elimina5on of STH morbidity in pre-
school-aged and school-aged children  

98 countries with <2% children 
with MHI infec5ons 

#2 Reduce the number of tablets needed for large-scale 
deworming programs for STHs 

50% reduc5on 

#3 Increase domes5c financial support to deworm STHs 25 countries deworming children 
by domes5c funds 

#4 Establish an efficient STH control program in adolescent, 
pregnant and lacta5ng women of reproduc5ve age 

Coverage equals 75% 

#5 Establish an efficient strongyloidiasis control program in 
school-aged children 

75% of the children at risk of 
Strongyloides receiving ivermec5n 

#6 Ensure universal access to at least basic sanita5on and 
hygiene by 2030 in STH-endemic areas 

Reduce open defeca5on to 0% 

 87 

Microscopic examinaUon of a stool smear using the Kato-Katz (KK) thick smear technique and 88 

manual counUng of STH eggs remain the recommended diagnosUc standard for 89 

epidemiological surveys designed to inform large-scale deworming programs [7, 12, 13]. 90 

While KK thick smear is the sole diagnosUc method menUoned in the 2030 targets for STHs 91 

[7], this diagnosUc tool has some significant piralls: test results are prone to human error; it 92 

lacks clinical sensiUvity when the intensity of infecUons is low, and hookworm eggs disappear 93 

when smears are not examined within 1h following preparaUon of the smear [14-17]. Within 94 

the last two decades, a variety of alternaUve diagnosUc tools have been developed or 95 

repurposed, and subsequently evaluated for the diagnosis of STH infecUons in children [13, 96 

18-21]. Despite improved clinical sensiUvity for some diagnosUc tools [15, 16], their 97 

integraUon into naUonal deworming programs has been challenging due to labour-intensive 98 

procedures and resource demands [22]. Furthermore, as programs progress toward STH 99 

control and eliminaUon, clinical specificity becomes increasingly more important [23]. Indeed, 100 

in the WHO’s target product profiles (TPPs) for new diagnosUc tools to monitor large-scale 101 

deworming programs against STHs, the clinical sensiUvity can drop to 60%, while the clinical 102 

specificity should be at least 94% [24]. The high clinical specificity of KK thick smear (≥95) [16, 103 
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25, 26] remains a strong advantage, reinforcing its likely role as a reference diagnosUc for the 104 

next decade. While KK thick smear is likely to remain crucial, ongoing research and 105 

innovaUons in diagnosUc technology show promise to address its limitaUons and contribute 106 

to more effecUve STH monitoring and control strategies [27, 28]. 107 

A clear opportunity lies in the automaUon of the egg counUng, the step which is most prone 108 

to human error, laborious and Ume-demanding (egg counUng takes 80% of the Ume-to-result, 109 

including data entry) [22]. We prototyped a proof-of-concept arUficial intelligence-based 110 

digital pathology (AI-DP) device and demonstrated it for automated scanning and detecUon 111 

of STH eggs in KK thick smears [27]. Today, this AI-DP offers (i) electronic data capturing (EDC), 112 

(ii) whole slide imaging (WSI), (iii) an AI model and according AI development pipeline, (iv) AI 113 

results verificaUon, and (v) a cloud-based reporUng and monitoring dashboard that can be 114 

integrated into exisUng health systems (see also Fig 1). With encouraging preliminary results 115 

and field tesUng, a comprehensive prospecUve, in-the-field evaluaUon of the AI-DP is urgently 116 

needed to provide the necessary data for health decision makers to make an evidence-based 117 

decision on whether this technology can be recommended to inform large-scale deworming 118 

programs against STHs.  119 

Here, we describe the study protocol for a comprehensive evaluaUon of an AI-DP based on its 120 

(i) diagnosUc performance, (ii) repeatability/reproducibility, (iii) Ume-to-result, (iv) cost-121 

efficiency to inform large-scale deworming programs, and (v) usability both in a laboratory 122 

and field sekng. For each of these five aIributes, separate experiments were designed to 123 

test the hypothesis that the AI-DP (KK2.0) is non-inferior when compared to the manual 124 

screening of the KK smears (KK1.0). The field work will be conducted in two STH endemic 125 

countries with a naUonal deworming program (Ethiopia and Uganda), focussing on school-126 

age children (SAC) only. Through the disseminaUon of our methodology and staUsUcs, we also 127 
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hope to support addiUonal developments in any AI-DP technologies for other neglected 128 

tropical diseases in resource-limited sekngs. 129 

 130 

Methods 131 

1 Ethics statement 132 

The study protocol will be submiIed to the insUtuUonal review boards of the Faculty of 133 

Medicine and Health Sciences of Ghent University (Belgium), the Health InsUtute of Jimma 134 

University (Ethiopia), the Vector Control Division Research Ethics commiIee (Uganda), and 135 

the Uganda NaUonal Council of Science and Technology for both review and approval. 136 

Parent(s)/guardian(s) of the parUcipants will sign an informed consent document indicaUng 137 

that they understand both the purpose, and the procedures required for the study, and that 138 

they are willing to have their child parUcipate in the study. If the child is ≥6 years old, he/she 139 

will have to orally assent to parUcipate in the study. ParUcipants ≥ 8 years old (≥ 12 years old 140 

in Ethiopia) will only be included if they sign an assent form indicaUng that they understood 141 

both the purpose of the study and the procedures required for the study, and they are willing 142 

to parUcipate in the study. Every child that tests posiUve on KK1.0 or whose stool sample 143 

undergoes the egg spiking procedure will receive a single oral dose of 400 mg albendazole or 144 

500 mg mebendazole in case of STH infecUons, and 40 mg/kg body weight praziquantel in 145 

case of Schistosoma mansoni infecUons. If the presence of eggs other than STHs and S. 146 

mansoni is confirmed, children will be referred to the nearest health centre. 147 

The use of collected data will be strictly limited to the research objecUves outlined in this 148 

study, and to enhance the accuracy and reliability of the AI diagnosUc tool in idenUfying and 149 

diagnosing STHs. The study will adhere to the highest ethical standards, ensuring parUcipant 150 
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privacy and data protecUon. All data will be treated with strict confidenUality, and measures 151 

will be implemented to anonymize the data to ensure parUcipant anonymity.152 
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2 Study popula5on and study sites 153 

The study will focus on SAC (age 5 – 14) only, since they are the major target of large-scale 154 

deworming programs against STHs [6]. We will apply the inclusion and exclusion criteria 155 

summarized in Table 2. These criteria have been adapted from criteria standardized and 156 

applied throughout a series of drug efficacy trials [29]. 157 

Table 2. Inclusion and exclusion criteria that will be endorsed during the recruitment of 158 

parKcipants (adapted from [29]).  159 

Inclusion criteria  Exclusion criteria  
• Subject, male or female, is 5-14 years of age  
• Parent(s)/guardian(s) of subject signed an informed 

consent document indica5ng that they understand the 
purpose and procedures required for the study and that 
they are willing to have their child par5cipate in the study  

• Subject of ≥6 years old has orally assented to par5cipate 
in the study 

• Subject of ≥8 (Uganda) / ≥12 (Ethiopia) years old has 
signed an assent form indica5ng that they understand the 
purpose of the study and procedures required for the 
study, and are willing to par5cipate in the study* 

• Subject has provided a stool sample of minimum 5 grams 

• Subject has ac5ve diarrhoea (defined as 
the passage of 3 or more loose or liquid 
stools per day)  

• Subject is experiencing a severe concurrent 
medical condi5on or has an acute medical 
condi5on 

• Subject has received anthelmin5c 
treatment within 90 days prior to the start 
of the study  

*These differences in inclusion criteria are due to differences in na5onal policies.  160 

 161 

The study will be conducted in both Ethiopia and Uganda. The selecUon of these countries 162 

and the corresponding partners (Ethiopia: Jimma University; Uganda: Vector Control and 163 

Neglected Tropical Diseases Division, Ministry of Health of Uganda) were based on ongoing 164 

collaboraUons [20, 29-36], the presence of an STH control program (Ethiopia: since 2015; 165 

Uganda: since 2003), and the availability of recent data on both the prevalence and intensity 166 

of STH infecUons [31, 32, 37]. Finally, both countries operate differently, allowing AI-DP 167 

evaluaUon in a fully equipped laboratory (Jimma University, Ethiopia) and a field sekng (VCD, 168 

Uganda) that best mimic monitoring and evaluaUon (M&E) acUviUes as part of the naUonal 169 
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STH deworming program. In Ethiopia, the study will be conducted in Jimma Zone, Oromia 170 

Regional state. In Uganda, the study will be conducted in the district of Central Uganda. The 171 

schools will be selected based on previously available data, to ensure sufficient STH cases.  172 

 173 

3 Processing KK thick smears with our AI-DP (KK2.0) 174 

Processing KK thick smears with the AI-DP (KK2.0) is graphically illustrated in Fig 1. To facilitate 175 

study management, the AI-DP enables EDC for registering study parUcipants (step 1) and 176 

provides QR prinUng spreadsheets and QR label templates. Once the KK thick smears are 177 

prepared (with QR code on the slide) (step 2), the scanning process is iniUated (step 3). This 178 

involves manually loading of the smears into the scanner using a specialized slide holder, aler 179 

which the QR code is read, and boundary of the stool smear is determined. If required, the 180 

user is prompted to manually adjust the scan boundary. In a next step, the slide is 181 

automaUcally scanned, and the scanner captures focus stacks, saving eight images at every 182 

field-of-view (FOV) within the KK thick smear (step 3). Following slide scanning, images are 183 

transferred to the Slide Manager, and FOVs are analyzed by the AI model for the detecUon, 184 

classificaUon, and quanUficaUon of helminth eggs (step 4). In a final step, the results 185 

generated by the AI undergo review and verificaUon (step 5). This is done through the 186 

EggInspector tool, presenUng all the AI-determinants from a slide to a trained verifier. 187 

 188 

Fig 1. An overview of how Kato-Katz (KK) thick smears are processed with the AI-DP (KK2.0). 189 

AI: arUficial intelligence, KK: Kato-Katz. Figure created using BioRender.com.190 
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4 The experiments to comprehensively evaluate KK2.0 191 

This comprehensive evaluaUon consists of five experiments, each one designed to evaluate 192 

one of the five aIributes: (i) diagnosUc performance, (ii) repeatability/reproducibility, (iii) 193 

Ume-to-result, (iv) cost-efficiency to inform large-scale deworming programs, and (v) usability 194 

in both a laboratory and field sekng. Table 3 provides an overview of the hypotheses, the 195 

primary and secondary outcomes for each experiment separately. Across these five 196 

experiments, we defined 9 hypotheses, 13 primary and 17 secondary outcomes. Generally, 197 

we hypothesize that KK2.0 is non-inferior to KK1.0. Note that a hypothesis was not defined 198 

for both the Ume-to-result and usability experiments. This was because the outcomes of the 199 

Ume-to-result experiment will feed into the experiment on cost-efficiency and because the 200 

usability experiment was designed to gain insights into how we can further improve the 201 

usability of KK2.0 only. In the following secUons we will discuss each experiment in detail. The 202 

sample size calculaUon and the staUsUcal data analysis will be discussed in secKons 2.5. and 203 

2.6, respecUvely. 204 

 205 
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Table 3. An overview of the hypotheses, primary, and secondary outcomes to comprehensively evaluate KK2.0.  206 
Experiment Hypotheses  Primary outcomes   Secondary outcomes 
1) Diagnos5c 

performance 
H1.1 
 
 
 
H1.2 
 
 
 
H1.3 
 
 
 
H1.4 

the clinical sensi5vity of KK2.0 to detect 
low intensity infec5ons is non-inferior to 
that of KK1.0 for Ascaris, Trichuris and 
hookworms  
the clinical sensi5vity of KK2.0 to detect 
MHI infec5ons is non-inferior to that of 
KK1.0 for Ascaris, Trichuris and 
hookworms 
the clinical specificity of KK2.0 to detect 
any intensity infec5ons is non-inferior to 
that of KK1.0 for Ascaris, Trichuris and 
hookworms  
the clinical specificity of KK2.0 to detect 
MHI infec5ons is non-inferior to that of 
KK1.0 for Ascaris, Trichuris and 
hookworms 
 

P1.1 
 
 
P1.2 
 
 
P1.3 
 
 
P1.4 

the clinical sensi5vity of KK2.0 and KK1.0 to 
detect low intensity infec5ons of Ascaris, 
Trichuris and hookworms 
the clinical sensi5vity of KK2.0 and KK1.0 to 
detect MHI infec5ons of Ascaris, Trichuris 
and hookworms 
the clinical specificity of KK2.0 and KK1.0 to 
detect any intensity infec5ons of Ascaris, 
Trichuris and hookworms  
the clinical specificity of KK2.0 and KK1.0 to 
detect MHI infec5ons of Ascaris, Trichuris 
and hookworms 

S1.1 
 
S1.2 
 
 
 
S1.3 
 
 
S1.4 
 
 
 

the clinical sensi5vity and clinical specificity of 
KK1.0 and KK2.0 to detect S. mansoni infec5ons 
the detec5on limit (the lowest number of eggs 
that yields a posi5ve test result in 95% of the 
cases) for both KK1.0 and KK2.0, and Ascaris, 
Trichuris, hookworm, and S. mansoni separately 
the egg recovery rate of KK1.0 and KK2.0 when 
compared to the ground truth for Ascaris, 
Trichuris, hookworms and S. mansoni 
the clinical sensi5vity and clinical specificity of 
the AI-DP when the AI verifica5on process is 
simplified (limited selec5on of AI objects 
presented for verifica5on) or even omiaed 

2) Repeatability and 
re-producibility  

H2.1 
H2.2 
 
H2.3 
 

the repeatability and the reproducibility 
of the scanning process is at least 99% 
the repeatability and the reproducibility 
of AI verifica5on process is at least 99% 
the repeatability and the reproducibility 
of KK2.0 is at least 99% 

P2.1 
 
P2.2 
 
P2.3 
 

the repeatability and the reproducibility of 
the scanning process 
the repeatability and the reproducibility of 
the AI verifica5on process 
the repeatability and the reproducibility of 
the KK2.0 

S2.1 
 
S2.2 
 
 
 
S2.3 

the agreement between repeated egg counts for 
Ascaris, Trichuris and S. mansoni 
the repeatability and reproducibility in test 
results when the AI verifica5on process is 
simplified (limited selec5on of AI objects 
presented for verifica5on) or even omiaed 
 the repeatability and the reproducibility of 
KK1.0 
 

3) Time-to-result  We did not define any hypotheses, as the 
outcomes of this experiment will feed 
into the experiment on cost-efficiency 
(sec@on 2.3.4) 

P3.1 5me-to-result for KK2.0 

 

S3.1 
 
S3.2 
 
 
S3.3 

5me for par5cipant registra5on using EDC tools 
and QR prin5ng 
the correla5on between 5me-to-result and 
Ascaris, Trichuris and S. mansoni egg counts 
recorded by KK2.0 
5me-to-result of the AI-DP when the AI 
verifica5on process is simplified (limited 

 . CC-BY 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 28, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.28.23296266doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.28.23296266
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 14 

selec5on of AI objects presented for verifica5on) 
or even omiaed 
 

4) Cost-efficiency H4.1 
 
 

H4.2 

the cost-efficiency of KK2.0 to make a 
reliable program stopping decision is 
non-inferior to that of KK1.0 
the cost-efficiency of KK2.0 to reliably 
declare that STHs are eliminated as a 
public health problem is non-inferior to 
that of KK1.0 
 

P4.1 
 
 
P4.2 

the total survey cost to reliably inform a 
stop decision the program for KK2.0 and 
KK1.0  
the total survey cost to reliably inform a 
declara5on that STH are eliminated as a 
public health problem for KK2.0 and KK1.0  

S4.1 
 
 
S4.2 
 
 
S4.3 
 
 
 
 
S4.4 
 
 
S4.5 

the total survey cost to make reliable program 
decisions on the frequency of large-scale 
deworming programs for KK2.0 and KK1.0 
the total survey cost to reliably monitor the 
therapeu5c drug efficacy of anthelmin5c against 
STHs for KK2.0 
the total survey cost to make reliable program 
decisions on the frequency of large-scale 
deworming programs for KK2.0 when the AI 
verifica5on process is simplified (limited 
selec5on of AI objects presented for verifica5on) 
or even omiaed 
the required performance of AI to make reliable 
program decisions on the frequency of large-
scale deworming programs for KK2.0 
the op5mal set-up for KK2.0 (sample 
throughput; number of AI-DP devices; number 
of operators) to inform large-scale deworming 
programs when deployed in a fully equipped 
laboratory and M&E sefng 
 

5) Usability 

 

 For this experiment, we did not define 
any hypotheses 

P5.1 
 
 
 
P5.2 
 
 
P5.3 

ease-of-use/ease-of-learning of (i) the 
training (ii) the setup, (iii) the scanning, and 
(iv) the AI verifica5on process for the 
iden5fied end-users 
efficiency of (i) the training (ii) the setup, 
(iii) the scanning, and (iv) the AI verifica5on 
process for the iden5fied end-users 
sa5sfac5on/low user burden of (i) the 
training (ii) the setup, (iii) the scanning, and 
(iv) the AI verifica5on process for the 
iden5fied end-users 

S5.1 
 
 
 
S5.2 

iden5fica5on of other barriers/facilitators for (i) 
the training (ii) the setup, (iii) the scanning, and 
(iv) the AI verifica5on process by the iden5fied 
end-users 
other compara5ve metrics such as task 
comple5on 5me and rates, error rates, and 
success rates 
 

 207 
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4.1 Diagnos+c performance  208 

Fig 2 provides an overview of the proposed study design for the experiment on the diagnosUc 209 

performance. Generally, this experiment consists of five consecuUve steps, with the second 210 

step offering two methods to validate diagnosUc performance. The first method involves 211 

verifying egg counts by reviewing and counUng all eggs within the captured FOVs.   The second 212 

method entails spiking a minimum number of eggs into randomly selected stool samples to 213 

achieve counts indicaUng an MHI infecUon. In the first step of the experiment, fresh stool 214 

samples will be collected from SAC at the schools. In the second step, the consistency of the 215 

stool samples will be scored based on the Bristol Stool Chart [38]. Subsequently, sample will 216 

be homogenised, and one KK thick smear per sample will be prepared in one of the two 217 

following ways for the two validaUon methods described above. For FOV-based validaUon 218 

(step 2A), samples will be processed as recommended by WHO. For egg spiking-based 219 

validaUon (step 2B), the cone of stool (aler removing the KK template) will be spiked with 220 

purified eggs to arUficially increase the egg counts to at least an MHI infecUon (Ascaris: >209 221 

eggs; Trichuris: >42 eggs; hookworms: >84 eggs). This step 2B will only be done in a subset of 222 

the samples (never on samples that are processed through 2A) and is introduced to ensure 223 

that sufficient cases of MHI infecUons for each of the STHs are obtained (see also secKon 2.5). 224 

The selecUon of the samples to be spiked will be done through a randomizaUon process. In 225 

the third step and following a smear clearing Ume of 30 min, the smears will be randomly 226 

allocated to be analysed by either KK1.0 (even parUcipant ID) or KK2.0 (odd parUcipant IDs). 227 

This randomizaUon process is required to avoid systemaUc bias due to hookworm egg 228 

degradaUon over Ume [13, 14, 39]. In the fourth step, egg counts will be recorded for each 229 

helminth species (Ascaris, Trichuris, hookworm and S. mansoni), separately. Therealer (step 230 

5), KK thick smears will be stored at 4°C to be used in the context of the experiment on 231 

 . CC-BY 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 28, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.28.23296266doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.28.23296266
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 16 

reproducibility/repeatability (see secKon 2.4.2). In Ethiopia, sample processing (from step 2 232 

onwards) will be conducted in the Neglected Tropical Disease Laboratory of Jimma University 233 

(a fully equipped laboratory sekng), while in Uganda all steps will be conducted on-site (M&E 234 

sekng). 235 

 236 

Fig 2. Overview of the study design for the experiment on diagnosKc performance. FOV: 237 

field-of-view, KK: Kato-Katz. Figure created using BioRender.com. 238 

 239 

In absence of a gold standard, it will be important to define the ground truth for each slide 240 

separately, to test the hypotheses (H1.1 – H.1.4). For the slides that were not spiked, all FOVs 241 

that were captured through the AI-DP will be manually annotated by one trained laboratory 242 

technician. A second trained laboratory technician will then verify the annotaUons. In case of 243 

disagreement, a third trained laboratory technician will make the final call. For the spiked 244 

samples, the ground truth (samples being classified as MHI infecUon) is already established 245 

through the process of spiking. 246 

 247 

4.2 Repeatability and reproducibility 248 

In this experiment, we will be evaluaUng the two parameters repeatability and 249 

reproducibility. Repeatability refers to the variability in test results (Ascaris, Trichuris and S. 250 

mansoni) when the same KK thick smear is examined by the same operator (e.g. scanner of 251 

AI-DP/microscopist), so called intra-annotator agreement, while reproducibility refers to the 252 

variability in test results when the same slide is examined by a different operator (e.g. scanner 253 

of AI-DP/microscopist), so called inter-annotator agreement (see also Fig 3 for graphic 254 

definiUon of both repeatability and reproducibility). For KK2.0, we will focus on the scanning 255 
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process (step 3 in Fig 1) and the AI verificaUon process (step 5 in Fig 1). For KK1.0, we will 256 

focus on the egg counUng process only (see also Fig 3). Generally, we hypothesise that both 257 

the repeatability and reproducibility of KK2.0 is at least 99%.  258 

Fig 3 provides an overview of the proposed study design for the experiment on the 259 

repeatability and reproducibility. For this experiment, we will use a subset of the KK thick 260 

smears prepared during the experiment on the diagnosUc performance. The subset will 261 

comprise two slide boxes, each containing 45 KK thick smears. To ensure we assess the 262 

repeatability and reproducibility across different egg counts, we will randomly select 30 263 

negaUve KK thick smears, 30 smears with a total egg count for any helminths (Ascaris, 264 

Trichuris and S. mansoni) between 1 and 100, and 30 smears with a total egg count greater 265 

than 100, resulUng in a total of 90 smears. We will ensure that at least 50% of the KK thick 266 

smears in each box contain eggs from at least two different helminth species. 267 

For the repeatability and reproducibility of the scanning process (KK2.0), all KK thick smears 268 

in slide box #1 (green) and box #2 (blue) will undergo two rounds of scanning. To ensure the 269 

enUre sample is scanned, boundaries will be set larger than the smear for every scan, limiUng 270 

interference and error caused by human error. The repeatability and reproducibility of the 271 

scanner process will be based on the final test results generated by the complete scanning 272 

process, which includes slide loading, boundary sekng, device calibraUon, automaUc focus 273 

sekng, scan algorithms, AI detecUons and egg grouping algorithms. For the repeatability and 274 

reproducibility of the result verificaUon process, the AI results of the unique scans of scanner 275 

#1 (red frame) will be verified by at least two different microscopists. For KK1.0, the 276 

examinaUon of the KK thick smears will be conducted using the same flow as applied for the 277 

AI verificaUon process. We will ensure that the same microscopists examine the same slides 278 

for both KK1.0 and do the AI verificaUon for KK2.0. 279 
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 280 

Fig 3. Overview of the study design for the experiment on the repeatability and 281 

reproducibility. Figure created using BioRender.com. 282 
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4.3 Time-to-result  283 

During the experiments on the diagnosUc performance (secKon 2.4.1), and repeatability and 284 

reproducibility (secKon 2.4.2), four different steps of the KK2.0 procedure will be Umed. The 285 

four steps involve (i) parUcipant registraUon (step 1 in Fig 1), (ii) the scanning process (step 3 286 

in Fig 1), (iii) the AI process (step 4 in Fig 1), and (iv) the verificaUon process (step 5 in Fig 1). 287 

The Ume required for each of these steps to be completed will be recorded by the AI-DP. The 288 

total Ume-to-result will be defined as the sum of the duraUons needed for the individual steps. 289 

Furthermore, in the Ugandan field sekng, the Ume for sekng up the AI-DP system at the 290 

different field locaUons will be recorded. The Ume-to-result for KK1.0 will not be measured in 291 

the present study. This has been intensively researched elsewhere as part of four clinical 292 

trials, each trial conducted in a different country [29, 40]. We will use these data as a 293 

comparator for KK2.0. 294 

 295 

4.4 Cost-efficiency  296 

For this experiment, we built up on two general frameworks that were previously developed 297 

to support cost-efficient study design choices for large-scale STH deworming programs, 298 

including epidemiological surveys to reduce/stop large-scale deworming programs and to 299 

declare STH eliminated as a public health problem [41, 42], and to monitor the therapeuUc 300 

drug efficacy [22]. Generally, these frameworks consist of three consecuUve steps. In the first 301 

step, an in-depth analysis of the operaUonal costs to process one stool sample is conducted 302 

for each diagnosUc tool. In the second step, simulaUon studies are performed to determine 303 

the probability of making the reliable program decision. In the third step, the outcome of the 304 

cost assessment is integrated into the simulaUon study to esUmate the total survey costs and 305 

determined the most cost-efficient study design. For the in-depth analysis of the operaUonal 306 
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costs to process one sample, we will both conduct an itemized cost assessment and 307 

determine the salary costs, which will be a funcUon of the Ume-to-result (see secKon 2.4.3). 308 

For the simulaUon, we will deploy simulaUon frameworks previously published by both 309 

Kazienga et al. (2023) and Coffeng et al. (2023) [22, 41]. Both frameworks account for different 310 

sources of variaUon in egg counts, including (i) variability in mean egg intensity between 311 

schools; (ii) inter-individual variability in mean egg intensity due to variaUon in infecUon levels 312 

between individuals, where the level of aggregaUon is a linear funcUon of the school-level 313 

mean egg intensity; (iii) day-to-day variability in mean egg intensity within an individual due 314 

to heterogeneous egg excreUon over Ume; (iv) variability in egg counts between repeated 315 

aliquots of a stool sample due to the aggregated distribuUon of eggs in stool; (v) inter-316 

individual variability in the effect of drug administraUon. Through the outputs of the 317 

experiment on both the diagnosUc performance (secKon 2.4.1), and the repeatability and 318 

reproducibility (secKon 2.4.2), we will be able to further customize the simulaUon work to 319 

KK2.0 (e.g., addiUonal variaUon in test results due to AI verificaUon process and imperfect egg 320 

recovery). 321 

 322 
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4.5 Usability 323 

We define usability as the degree to which the KK2.0 can be used easily, efficiently, and with 324 

saUsfacUon/low user burden by the stakeholders [43]. For this experiment, KK2.0 naïve 325 

parUcipants (having no previous exposure or experience with the system) will receive 326 

pracUcal training in the use of the KK2.0 system, which includes three steps, namely the set-327 

up, the scanning, and the AI verificaUon process. 328 

The pracUcal training consists of an iniUal demonstraUon of this three-step process and a 329 

walk-through of system user manuals.  Alerwards, the parUcipants will be invited to two 330 

natural use environments, either to a laboratory sekng, or a field sekng. The parUcipants 331 

will be organized into four groups per sekng, each consisUng of two parUcipants per group, 332 

resulUng in a total of 16 parUcipants. This grouping reflects a planned real-life group setup, 333 

wherein the involvement of two laboratory technicians are expected to carry out the tasks. 334 

The group will be asked to perform the set-up as a team. The two following steps, the scanning 335 

and verifying AI, will be performed individually.  For this, parUcipants will be asked to each 336 

process 6 slides with KK2.0. Each slide will be processed in following order, whereby the 337 

parUcipant’s effort will be increased: (1) the final results are available soon aler scanning is 338 

complete (e.g., KK2.2 results), (2) the user must perform the simple verificaUon procedure 339 

before the results are available, (3) the user must perform the complete verificaUon 340 

procedure before the results are available. During the three-step task performance, 341 

parUcipants will verbalize their experiences and detect weak points in their interacUon with 342 

the scanner (i.e., think–aloud protocol [44]). The whole session will be video-recorded, and 343 

data will be generated by verbaUm transcripUons, and an observaUon checklist for collecUng 344 

comparaUve metrics (e.g., task compleUon Ume and both error and success rates). Following, 345 

a semi-structured interview will be implemented to capture the ease-of-use/ease-of-learning, 346 
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efficiency, and saUsfacUon/low user burden, as well as potenUally missed barriers and 347 

facilitators during the task compleUon process. The interviews will be conducted by one 348 

invesUgator and structured around four secUons: the background of the parUcipant; the 349 

training; the KK2.0; the context. The data will be audio-recorded and transcribed verbaUm.    350 

 351 

5 Sample size calcula5on 352 

A formal sample size calculaUon was conducted for the experiments on the diagnosUc 353 

performance (secKon 2.4.1), and the repeatability and reproducibility (secKon 2.4.2). For the 354 

other experiments we did not determine the sample size, because either no hypothesis was 355 

defined as the outcomes will feed into another experiment (secKon 2.4.3 Time-to-result), the 356 

hypothesis is based on a simulaUon study (secKon 2.4.4 Cost efficiency), or the sample size 357 

was based on common pracUce in literature (2.4.5. Usability). In the following secUons we 358 

will only briefly discuss the applied methodology to determine the sample size for the three 359 

experiments (diagnosUc performance, repeatability/reproducibility, and usability). For a 360 

detailed descripUon of the applied methodology for the first two experiments we refer the 361 

reader to S1 Info.  362 

 363 

5.1 Diagnos+c performance, repeatability, and reproducibility 364 

Generally, we opted to conduct a series of simulaUon studies over the standard sample size 365 

methodologies, as this approach allowed us (i) to beIer capture the variaUon in test results 366 

that are otherwise difficult to account for (e.g., clinical sensiUvity of KK1.0 increases as a 367 

funcUon of egg numbers in a slide), and (ii) to ensure that the sample size calculaUon and the 368 

final interpretaUon of the field data are both based on the same staUsUcal approach (e.g., the 369 
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relaUve posiUon of confidence intervals (CI) to predefined set of values; see also Fig 4). In 370 

brief, each of these simulaUon studies consists of a series of in-silico experiments that are 371 

iterated under different condiUons (e.g., different sample sizes). Based on this iteraUve 372 

process, we determined the lowest sample size that allowed for confirming the hypothesis in 373 

at least 80% of the iteraUons (= power).  374 

 375 

Fig 4. Overview of the different outcome scenarios based on a random sample and its 376 

corresponding CI. This figure illustrates the different outcome scenarios around the 377 

difference in performance between KK2.0 and KK1.0 based on the CI. The green lines 378 

represent the scenarios where there is evidence of non-inferiority, while the lines in orange 379 

illustrate the scenarios where there is no evidence of non-inferiority. In this example we set 380 

the level of equivalence at -5 percent difference between (KK2.0 – KK1.0), a negaUve value 381 

indicaUng that KK1.0 is beIer. 382 

 383 

5.1.1 Diagnos+c performance 384 

For the clinical sensiUvity to detect low intensity (H1.1) and MHI infecUons (H1.2), we 385 

accounted for (i) a varying clinical sensiUvity as a funcUon of the number of eggs in a slide; (ii) 386 

a proporUon of the eggs in a slide being missed, (iii) correlaUon between test results of KK1.0 387 

and KK2.0 on the same slide, (iii) and helminth specific FEC thresholds defining low intensity 388 

and MHI infecUons (Table 4). In this simulaUon, we assumed that the clinical sensiUvity of 389 

KK2.0 is equal to that of KK1.0 and an equivalence level of 5-point percent. In other words, 390 

the lower limit of the CI around the difference (KK2.0 – KK1.0) should be at least -5% (see also 391 

Fig 4). As we will draw conclusions on three different STHs at the same Ume and because we 392 

are tesUng for non-inferiority, we set the level of significance at 0.05/3. 393 
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 394 

Table 4. The FEC thresholds defining low intensity and MHI STH infecKons. This table 395 

summarizes the WHO FEC (in EPG) thresholds to classify the intensity of STH infecUons into 396 

low, moderate and heavy [45].  397 

Helminth Low Moderate Heavy 
Ascaris 1 – 4,999 5,000 – 49,999 ≥50,000 
Trichuris 1 – 999  1,000 – 9,999 ≥10,000 
Hookworm 1 – 1,999 2,000 – 3,999 ≥4,000 

 398 

Based on these assumpUons, the required number of KK thick smears represenUng low 399 

intensity infecUons based on the ground truth is 125 for Ascaris, 180 for Trichuris and 140 for 400 

hookworms. The required number of KK thick smears represenUng MHI infecUons based on 401 

the ground truth, is 110 for Ascaris and 145 for Trichuris. For hookworms, the required sample 402 

size exceeded 350, which revealed to be beyond the capacity of this project. 403 

For the clinical specificity to detect any intensity (H1.3) and MHI infecUons (H1.4), we used 404 

another data generaUon process (based on binary test results (posiUve/negaUve) instead of 405 

egg counts). Because of this, the required sample size is the same for each of the different 406 

STHs. In this simulaUon study, we also (i) accounted for correlaUon between test results of 407 

KK1.0 and KK2.0 on the same KK thick smear, (ii) assumed an equal clinical specificity for both 408 

diagnosUc tools, an equivalence level of 5-point percent, and (iii) set the level of significance 409 

at 0.05/3. Based on these assumpUons, the required number of KK thick smears represenUng 410 

no infecUons based on the ground truth is 225 for Ascaris, Trichuris and hookworms each. 411 

Consequently, the required number of KK thick smears represenUng low intensity infecUons 412 

based on the ground truth is also 165 for each of the three STHs separately. 413 

 414 
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5.1.2 Repeatability and reproducibility  415 

To verify whether the repeatability and reproducibility for the scanner set-up (H2.1), the AI 416 

verificaUon process (H2.2), and the complete KK2.0 (H2.3), is at least 99%, we conducted a 417 

simulaUon study where we determined the number of KK thick smears that resulted in a lower 418 

limit of the CI that is at least 95% in 80% (= power) of the iteraUons when the true underlying 419 

probability of success equals 99%. Given that we are tesUng both repeatability and 420 

reproducibility at same Ume for each process, and that we are tesUng for non-inferiority, we 421 

set the level of significance at 0.05/2. Based on these assumpUons the, required KK thick 422 

smears that need to be re-processed equals 90 for each of the three hypotheses.  423 

 424 

5.2 Usability  425 

In this experiment, we will include 16 parUcipants to receive (i) pracUcal training and engage 426 

in the three-step process (ii – iv) and usability tesUng. A group size of 3-20 parUcipants is 427 

considered valid in such problem discovery scenarios, with 5-10 parUcipants being a sensible 428 

baseline range [46]. The group size should typically be increased along with the study’s 429 

complexity and the criUcality of its context. Since the study will take place in two different 430 

sekngs, either in a well-equipped laboratory or field sekng, we considered 8 parUcipants per 431 

sekng, resulUng in a total of 16 parUcipants (4 groups of 2 parUcipants per sekng). 432 
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Table 5. Overview of the required number of KK thick smear to test the hypotheses for the experiments on diagnos@c performance and repeatability/reproducibility. 433 

Experiment Hypothesis Intensity of infec@on Number of KK thick smear 
   Any STH Ascaris Trichuris Hookworm 
Diagnos)c performance      
 H1.1: the clinical sensi5vity of KK2.0 to detect low intensity infec5ons is non-inferior 

to that of KK1.0 for Ascaris, Trichuris and hookworms 
Low _ 125  180 140 

 H1.2: the clinical sensi5vity of KK2.0 to detect MHI infec5ons is non-inferior to that 
of KK1.0 for Ascaris, Trichuris and hookworms  

MHI _ 110 145 >350 

 H1.3: the clinical specificity of KK2.0 to detect any intensity infec5ons is non-inferior 
to that of KK1.0 for Ascaris, Trichuris and hookworms 

No infec5on  _ 225 225 225 

 H1.4: the clinical specificity of KK2.0 to detect MHI infec5ons is non-inferior to that 
of KK1.0 for Ascaris, Trichuris and hookworms 

Low _ 165 165 165 

Repeatability and reproducibility       
 H2.1: the repeatability and the reproducibility of the scanner set-up process is at 

least 99%  
All 90 _ _ _ 

 H2.2: the repeatability and the reproducibility of AI verifica5on process is at least 
99% 

All 90 _ _ _ 

 H2.3: the repeatability and the reproducibility of KK2.0 is at least 99% All 90 _ _ _ 
 434 

 435 
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6 Sta5s5cal data analysis 436 

6.1 Diagnos+c performance 437 

6.1.1 Primary outcomes 438 

We will draw conUngency tables represenUng the test results of both KK1.0 and KK2.0 for 439 

each type of ground truth (no, low intensity and MHI infecUons) and STH species (Ascaris, 440 

Trichuris and hookworms). From these tables, both the clinical sensiUvity and specificity, and 441 

the corresponding 95% CI (Wald) will be calculated for each test and STH separately. 442 

Subsequently, we will also calculate the 90% CI around the difference in performance (KK2.0-443 

KK1.0). Given that test results are paired (same smears are processed by KK1.0 and KK2.0, we 444 

will use the formulae described by Newcombe for paired data [47]. We will conclude that the 445 

clinical sensiUvity or specificity of KK2.0 for a parUcular STH is non-inferior if the lower limit 446 

of the 90% CI does not include the -5-point percent. 447 

 448 

6.1.2 Secondary outcomes 449 

We will draw conUngency tables represenUng the test results of both KK1.0 and KK2.0 for 450 

each type of ground truth for S. mansoni infecUons. From these tables, both the clinical 451 

sensiUvity and specificity, and the corresponding 95% CI will be calculated (S1.1). 452 

To determine the detecUon limit (the lowest number of eggs that yields a posiUve test result 453 

in 95% of the cases) of KK1.0 and KK2.0 for STH and S. mansoni (S1.2), logisUc regression 454 

models accounUng for repeated measures will be built for each helminth species separately 455 

using the ‘mixed_model’ funcUon in R. The test result (posiUve or negaUve) will be used as 456 

dependent variable while ‘test’ (2 levels: ‘KK1.0’, ‘KK2.0’), log transformed egg counts based 457 

on ground truth at first examinaUon, Bristol stool scale and all two-way interacUons will be 458 
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used as predicUng variables. From these models, we will predict the probability having a 459 

posiUve test result and the corresponding 95% predicUon interval for each integer value of 460 

ground truth egg counts between 1 and 100 using the ‘marginal_coefs’ funcUon in R. We will 461 

define the detecUon limit as that range of egg counts for which the 95% predicUon intervals 462 

include 0.95. We will explore the egg recovery rate (= observed egg counts / ground truth egg 463 

counts) of KK1.0 and KK2.0 when compared to the ground truth for Ascaris, Trichuris, 464 

hookworms and S. mansoni (S1.3). These analyses will only be conducted on KK thick smears 465 

represenUng low intensity infecUons. Finally, we will draw conUngency tables represenUng 466 

the test results of KK2.0 for each type of ground truth (negaUve, low intensity and MHI 467 

infecUons) for each helminth species and AI verificaUon process (simplified AI verificaUon 468 

(limited selecUon of AI objects presented for verificaUon) vs. no AI verificaUon), separately. 469 

From these tables, both the clinical sensiUvity and specificity, and the corresponding 95% CI 470 

will be calculated for each helminth species and type of AI-verificaUon process (S1.4).  471 

 472 

6.2 Repeatability and reproducibility 473 

6.2.1 Primary outcomes 474 

The egg counts on the same smear will be considered not repeatable/reproducible in one of 475 

the following three scenarios of discrepancy: (i) there is a difference in presence/absence, (ii) 476 

the difference in egg counts exceeds 10 eggs for slides with egg counts ≤100 eggs, (ii) the 477 

difference in egg counts exceeds 20% eggs for slides with egg counts >100 eggs. These criteria 478 

are developed by the Swiss Tropical InsUtute of Tropical and Public Health (Speich et al., 479 

2015), and are currently the standard way of quality control of egg counts in clinical trials [25, 480 

26].  481 
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To determine the repeatability (proporUon of cases for which a repeated test result by the 482 

same operator/scan met the aforemenUoned criteria) and reproducibility (proporUon of 483 

cases for which a repeated test result by a different operator/scan met the aforemenUoned 484 

criteria) of the scanning process (P2.1) and AI-verificaUon (P2.2), we will draw conUngency 485 

tables represenUng the repeated test results of KK2.0 on the same KK thick smears by the 486 

same operator / scanner (repeatability) or different operator / scanner (reproducibility) for 487 

each of the different steps of the KK2.0. From these tables, both the repeatability and 488 

reproducibility, and the corresponding 90% CI (Wald) will be calculated for the scanning 489 

process, AI-verificaUon and complete KK2.0, separately. We will conclude that the 490 

reproducibility/repeatability of these steps are at least 99% if the 90% CI does not include 491 

95%. 492 

 493 

6.2.2 Secondary outcomes 494 

We will explore the agreement in repeated egg counts by using a Bland-Altmann plot for the 495 

scanning process, AI-verificaUon, the complete KK2.0 and KK1.0 for each of the three 496 

helminths, separately (S2.1). In addiUon, we will repeat the analysis of repeatability and 497 

reproducibility for both a simplified AI-result verificaUon process (limited selecUon of AI 498 

objects presented for verificaUon) and where AI-result verificaUon is omiIed (S2.2). 499 

 500 

6.3 Time-to-result 501 

We will determine the mean (and corresponding 95% confidence intervals) Ume-to-result 502 

(P3.1) and the Ume for parUcipant registraUon using EDC tools (S3.1). In addiUon, we will also 503 

explore the correlaUon between Ume-to-result and Ascaris, Trichuris and S. mansoni egg 504 

counts recorded by KK2.0 (S3.2) based on the Spearman’s coefficient. Finally, we will repeat 505 
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the analysis to determine the Ume-to-result of our AI-DP when the AI verificaUon process is 506 

simplified (limited selecUon of AI objects presented for verificaUon) and where AI-result 507 

verificaUon is omiIed (S3.3.) 508 

 509 

6.4 Cost-efficiency 510 

We refer the reader to secKon 2.4.4.2 for more details. 511 

 512 

6.5 Usability 513 

To achieve a thorough comprehension of the training and scanner usability, we will employ 514 

data triangulaUon as a method for analysing and incorporaUng mulUple data sources. The 515 

approach to qualitaUve data analysis will combine inducUve and deducUve elements, using 516 

the determinants of usability: ease-of-use; efficiency; saUsfacUon/low user burden. AnalyUcal 517 

categories will be developed from the iniUal research quesUons and emerge during the 518 

analysis process. Using NVivo (Version 14, 2020, Lumivero), idenUfied categories will be 519 

operaUonalized as codes in a flexible coding scheme. The content of the codes will be 520 

discussed extensively between independent coders, and subsequently used to idenUfy pain 521 

points and to explore improvements. The quanUtaUve data obtained through the 522 

observaUonal checklists will be analyzed through basic descripUve staUsUcs.  523 

 524 

Discussion 525 

Despite the well-known limitaUons of KK thick smear, it is probably here to stay for the next 526 

decade. As response to this, we have designed and developed an AI-DP (KK2.0) that could 527 

overcome some of these limitaUons. Moreover, by incorporaUng both EDC tools and cloud-528 
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based reporUng with a monitoring dashboard that can be integrated into exisUng health 529 

systems, KK2.0 holds promise as an end-to-end diagnosUc tool in large-scale deworming 530 

programs targeUng STH. Encouraged by preliminary results on the diagnosUc performance, 531 

we now want to provide the data necessary to make more evidence-based decisions on the 532 

potenUal of this AI-DP.  533 

 534 

1 Comprehensive evalua5on beyond diagnos5c performance 535 

While the evaluaUon of new diagnosUc methods has olen been limited to the clinical 536 

sensiUvity and specificity only, we deliberately opted to evaluate addiUonal aIributes and 537 

combine them into a simulaUon study that is designed to determine the cost-efficiency of the 538 

AI-DP to inform large-scale deworming programs. As recently illustrated for monitoring the 539 

therapeuUc efficacy against STHs [22], we strongly believe that this holisUc approach is 540 

required to make any evidence and value-based decisions. This is parUcularly relevant for STH 541 

control programs which operate in resource poor sekngs, and hence it will be important to 542 

ensure reliable and confident programmaUc decision making, while minimizing the 543 

operaUonal costs. Moreover, a complex interplay exists between the diagnosUc performance 544 

and the epidemiological sekng (e.g., clinical sensiUvity reduces in low endemic sekng [15, 545 

41], the sample throughput, and the operaUonal costs (e.g., improving the diagnosUc 546 

performance and the corresponding reduced sample sizes can compensate for more costly 547 

tests and lower sample throughput; there is a limit to the extent to which higher reagent costs 548 

can be compensated by lower sample throughput) [23, 42]. In other words, it would be quite 549 

impossible to draw conclusions on whether any new diagnosUc method holds promise to 550 

inform large-scale deworming programs without fully exploring these aspects in more detail 551 
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[22, 41]. On top of these, we have set-up a usability experiment, to further adjust the AI-DP 552 

to user’s requirements. 553 

 554 

2 Es5mates of diagnos5c performance are not absolute, but 555 

rela5ve to KK1.0 556 

For many infecUous diseases, the absence of a gold standard (100% sensiUvity and specificity) 557 

is a universal challenge to esUmate the true performance of new diagnosUcs [48, 49]. To 558 

overcome this obstacle for STHs, it has been suggested to examine more stool samples with 559 

mulUple diagnosUc methods [50-53], and to deploy staUsUcal methodologies that account for 560 

the absence of a gold standard [49]. In our study, we will determine the diagnosUc 561 

performance of the AI-DP relaUve to the current diagnosUc standard (KK1.0). In our opinion 562 

choosing KK1.0 as a sole comparator is jusUfied. First, the AI-DP aims to improve the current 563 

KK1.0, and hence it is the obvious comparator to test the non-inferiority hypotheses. Second, 564 

for MHI infecUons, KK1.0 remains the sole diagnosUc method to define the intensity of 565 

infecUons [23, 24]. Third, it has recently been shown that the clinical specificity, rather than 566 

the clinical sensiUvity, will become more important when programs progress towards control 567 

and eliminaUon of STH [23, 54]. Clinical specificity of KK1.0 thick smear (95% [16, 25, 26]) has 568 

never been considered as a drawback, which takes away the need for a more sensiUve 569 

comparator (e.g., qPCR [15, 55]). Finally, we carefully designed the experiments so that we 570 

can ensure the true underlying infecUon status. For the KK smears represenUng no infecUons 571 

or infecUons of low intensity, we will have the ground truth based on the scans of the KK thick 572 

smears, while for the smears represenUng MHI infecUons we will spike the slides with known 573 

number of eggs. This design allows us to draw the appropriate conclusions around the defined 574 
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non-inferiority hypotheses without the need of other diagnosUc methods (e.g., qPCR) or more 575 

complex staUsUcal models that account for a gold standard.  576 

 577 

3 Alignment with WHO TPPs for STHs   578 

In 2021, WHO published its TPP for STH, defining the minimal and ideal criteria for 38 579 

aIributes organized in five clusters (product use summary: 5 aIributes; design: 11 aIributes; 580 

performance: 10 aIributes; product configuraUon: 5 aIributes; product cost and channels: 5 581 

aIributes)[24]. A year later, we systemaUcally analysed this TPP for an AI-DP soluUon [27]. 582 

Fig 5 provides a graphical overview per cluster of how the current AI-DP already meets these 583 

criteria, and for which aIributes this study will provide full, parUal or no evidence. In S2 Info, 584 

we provide the same informaUon for each aIribute separately. Today, our AI-DP already 585 

meets 14 aIributes and through this study we will provide parUal or full evidence for another 586 

17 aIributes. The study will not address the remaining 7 aIributes because they are 587 

considered to be out of scope. Most of these aIributes are within product configuraUon 588 

(shipping condiUons and labelling and instrucUons for use), and product cost and channels 589 

(product lead Umes, target launch countries and product registraUon), and therefore will 590 

need to be addressed at a later stage when there is sufficient evidence that our AI-DP meets 591 

the other aIributes. Note that, the reproducibility and repeatability is not considered as an 592 

aIribute in the WHO TPP.  593 

 594 

Fig 5. Overview per cluster of how the current AI-DP already meets the a`ributes defined 595 

in the WHO TPP criteria, and for which a`ributes this study will provide full, parKal or no 596 

evidence.  597 
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 598 

4 Moving from KK2.0 over KK2.1 to K2.2 599 

Today, the AI-DP sUll relies on the human operator to verify all the detecUons by AI (KK2.0). 600 

It is our ambiUon to further minimize this in two consecuUve steps. In first step, we will reduce 601 

the number of detecUons presented for human verificaUon, e.g., to the detecUons for which 602 

there is doubt (KK2.1). In a final step, all human verificaUon will be removed, and results will 603 

rely on AI only (KK2.2). During this study, we will already gather the evidence for both KK2.1 604 

and KK2.2 (secondary outcomes S1.5, S2.2, S3.3, S4.3; see Table 3). Moreover, through the 605 

usability experiment we will be able to further customize the AI-DP and corresponding needs 606 

of the key end-users. 607 

 608 

Conclusions 609 

This comprehensive study will provide the necessary data to make an evidence-based 610 

decision on whether our AI-DP is indeed a cost-efficient end-to-end diagnosUc to inform large-611 

scale deworming programs against STHs. In case of a favourable outcome, we will seek further 612 

guidance by WHO. Meanwhile, we provide full access to sample size calculaUons and record 613 

forms, which may be relevant for the evaluaUon of any other AI-DP or diagnosUc. 614 
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