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Abstract 

Objective  

To assess the impact of Public-Private Mix (PPM) models for Tuberculosis (TB) diagnosis and 

treatment on health, process, and system outcomes within urban contexts of least developed, low 

Income, and lower-middle-income countries and territories (LMICs). 

Design  

Systematic review. 

Study selection  

Ten electronic databases and research repositories, covering published and grey literature were 

searched on 15 August 2022. All primary studies on PPM models delivering TB services in urban 

health sectors of eligible countries were included. There were no restrictions applied by type of 

outcome measurement, publication date, or language. 

Data extraction and synthesis  

Data were extracted on COVIDENCE and quality appraisals were carried out using the Mixed 

Methods Appraisal Tool (MMAT). Narrative synthesis was carried out by tabulating studies according 

to PPM model types (direct or interface), and assessing their performance on TB health, process 

(including cost-effectiveness) and system outcomes. 

Results  

Of the 55 included studies, covering quantitative (n=41), qualitative (n=5), and mixed-method (n=9) 

designs, the majority were from South-East Asia (n=36). PPM models had overall positive results on 

TB treatment outcomes, access and coverage, and value for money. They also promoted and 

improved TB health workers' skills and service delivery. Most outcomes tended to favour interface 

models, albeit with considerable heterogeneity. Inconsistent implementation of NTP guidelines, 

uncoordinated referrals, and lack of trust among partners were identified as areas of improvement. 

Evidence was lacking on involvement of informal providers within PPM models. 

Conclusions  

PPM models can be effective and cost-effective for TB care in urban LMIC contexts, particularly 

when levels of mistrust between public and private sectors are addressed through principles of 

equal partnership. The evidence indicates that this may be more achievable when an interface 

organisation manages the partnership. 

Study registration 

PROSPERO CRD42021289509.
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Key messages 

What is already known on this topic? 

- Although previous reviews have concluded overall improvements in Tuberculosis (TB) 

service outcomes with Public-Private Mix (PPM) implementation, they did not explicitly 

focus on urban contexts. Given the rate of urbanisation in low- and middle-income countries 

(LMICs) and the proliferation of PPs in urban areas, an up-to-date synthesis of the urban-

specific evidence is needed for policy makers to design effective PPMs. 

What this study adds 

- Following recommended guidelines for conducting systematic reviews, we have narratively 

synthesised the evidence on the impact of TB-PPM models across health, process, and 

system outcomes within urban contexts of LMICs.  

- The implemented models appear cost-effective form the societal perspective and contribute 

to better TB treatment outcomes, and increased access and coverage. They also consistently 

promote TB health workers' skills and service delivery. Mistrust between public and private 

sectors can be addressed through regular communications built on principles of equal 

partnership. 

- Although most results tend to favour models managed by interface organisations, the high 

heterogeneity and poor quality-scores of reporting studies must be considered. 

How this study might affect research, practice, or policy 

- This context-specific mixed-methods systematic review supports the implementation of PPM 

models for TB care in cities in LMICs. Providing decision-makers with evidence on the best 

design of PPM models is, however, less straightforward.  

- Our review supports the need for more studies assessing different PPM model types, as well 

as clearer and more standard reporting of models and their performances.  

- Very few studies mentioned the inclusion of informal providers in PPM-TB models. These 

providers have an important role in providing healthcare for vulnerable urban populations in 

the LMIC contexts. This gap must be addressed in future discussions and planning of TB-PPM 

models.  
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Introduction 

Tuberculosis (TB) remains a major global health problem despite being preventable and treatable. 

According to the World Health Organization (WHO), in 2022, there were 10.6 million cases and 1.6 

million deaths due to TB world over (1). The impacts of COVID-19 have led to increases in TB deaths 

for the first time in over a decade (1). Severe disruptions in routine TB care and services in many 

countries have set back progress towards achieving the WHO End TB Strategy goals of reducing TB 

deaths and incidence (2, 3). This is to the extent that meeting the Sustainable Development Goal of 

ending the TB epidemic by 2030 now seems unlikely (4, 5). Many countries also face profound 

economic and health losses due to the additional TB burden (5). 

If progress is to be made towards the global goal of eradicating TB, expanding access to TB diagnosis 

and treatment services is clearly a priority action (6). Between 2015 and 2020, there were an 

estimated 3 to 4 million ‘missing people with TB.’ This refers to the difference between cases 

reported in national data and estimates of TB prevalence. These ‘missing people’ are assumed to 

have been treated in the private sector (1). It is not surprising, therefore, that a key priority for the 

Global Stop TB Partnership and the WHO is to scale up public-private mix (PPM) models, with a 

specific focus on improving TB care and data reporting in the private health sector (6). 

Nowhere is the need to partner with the private sector clearer than in cities in low- and middle-

income countries (LMICs). Rapidly growing urban populations have outstripped the capacity of 

meagre existing public services to meet healthcare demands (7). Studies have consistently shown 

that city dwellers, particularly the poorest, rely on a plethora of private providers (PPs) (8, 9). This is 

particularly true of TB, which is fuelled by the very determinants that are prevalent in poor urban 

neighbourhoods, such as overcrowding, poor nutrition, and high tobacco use (10). In addition, the 

private sector, characterised by limited regulation and widely available over-the-counter anti-TB 

drugs, tends to be the most common first point of contact for people with TB (11, 12). This 

combination of high vulnerability to TB and easy access to PPs for treatment underlines the need for 

city governments and national TB programmes (NTPs) to find ways of harnessing the private sector 

to provide effective TB diagnosis and care in urban areas in LMICs. 

PPM models are a well-recognised and recommended mechanism to address these challenges and 

improve TB treatment outcomes; previous reviews have concluded overall improvements in TB 

service outcomes, especially in resource-limited areas (13-15). However, the reviews did not 

explicitly focus on urban contexts, which is key to address, given the rapid urbanisation and 

proliferation of PPs in urban areas and the need for policy makers to understand how to design 

PPMs for urban contexts (16). We, therefore, aimed to describe and investigate the impact of 

existing PPM models for TB diagnosis and treatment on health, process, and system outcomes in 

urban health systems in LMICs. 

Methods 
This review was developed as part of the CHORUS Research Programme Consortium which aims to 

develop and test ways to improve the health of the poorest urban residents and build research 

capacity in LMICs. This is a collaborative study developed by representatives from the CHORUS 

partner organisations in the UK, Nepal, Bangladesh, Ghana, and Nigeria.  

Our report follows the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analysis 

(PRISMA) guidelines (17) (Appendix 1). The review protocol was registered on PROSPERO 

(CRD42021289509) (18) and published (19). 
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Search strategy 

We searched the following ten electronic databases and research repositories, covering published 

and grey literature on 15 August 2022: EMBASE, MEDLINE, Health Management Information 

Consortium (HMIC), Social Sciences Citation Index (SSCI), Science Citation Index (SCI), Emerging 

Sources Citation Index (ESCI), CENTRAL, Database of Disability and Inclusion Information Resources, 

WHO Library Database (WHOLIS) and 3ie. The search strategy consisted of two main facets, namely, 

PPM models and the countries or regions of interest (see Appendix 2 for details). No language or 

date restrictions were applied. In addition, reference lists of relevant systematic reviews were 

checked to identify any additional research, alongside screening of references and forward citations 

of included studies. Retrieved records were de-duplicated in EndNote and uploaded to COVIDENCE 

(www.covidence.org) for further evaluation.     

Inclusion criteria and study selection 

We included all primary studies examining PPM models delivering TB services in urban health sectors 

of the 2021 World Bank-defined (20) least-developed, low-income, and lower-middle-income 

countries and territories. PPM models were defined as long-term (not one-off events), formal or 

informal arrangements between the public and private sectors, while the term ‘urban’ referred to all 

semi-urban, peri-urban, suburban, and urban slum and non-slum areas in eligible countries. Studies 

that included urban and rural areas were eligible only if urban-specific results were separately 

reported (see Appendix 3 for detailed eligibility criteria). A total of 17 reviewers were involved in the 

study selection process. Sets of two reviewers independently screened the studies, first by title and 

abstract, then by full texts; discrepancies were resolved through discussion with a third reviewer. 

Data extraction and synthesis 

Seventeen reviewers were involved in data extraction and used a pre-piloted template specifically 

developed for this review and uploaded to COVIDENCE. All extractions were completed by a single 

reviewer and checked by a second reviewer. Quality appraisals were carried out using the Mixed 

Methods Appraisal Tool (MMAT) (21), covering mixed-methods, qualitative and quantitative study 

designs. Extraction items included publication details, PPM partners, their roles as previously defined 

(22) (stewardship/ support/ service provision/ monitoring/ financing), study characteristics and 

sample size, TB interventions provided by the PPM, reported outcomes related to health (TB 

treatment outcomes), process (indicators of access, coverage, utilisation, cost, etc.) and WHO-

defined (23) system building blocks (service delivery, health workforce, information, equipment, 

financing, governance). The authors of the included studies were not contacted for any additional 

data. During the extraction and coding of the six system building blocks, the team found findings 

pertaining to the attitudes and behaviours of those involved in the PPM and the social and 

organisational context. Hence, two additional themes were added. 

Narrative synthesis was carried out by tabulating and summarising studies according to PPM models 

(i.e., whether the partnership between the public and private sectors was direct or managed 

through an interface agency), and reported in line with the synthesis without meta-analysis (SWiM) 

guidelines (Appendix 4) (24). We also assessed the performance of different PPM models on TB 

health, process (including cost-effectiveness) and system outcomes. 

For health outcomes, we used the percentages and confidence intervals (CIs) to build forest plots 

(without meta-analysis) grouped by PPM models; CIs not reported in the studies were calculated 

using standard deviations and sample sizes. Quantitative results relating to process and system 

outcomes were tabulated in similar groups and summarised. For studies reporting cost and cost-

effectiveness, we first summarised the study perspectives (i.e., patient, provider, public sector, 
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societal) and outcomes (i.e., treatment success, disability-adjusted life years (DALYs) averted) 

reported. Details on cost calculations and reporting can be found in Appendix 5. Next, we plotted 

the results in a cost-effectiveness diagram. 

All extracted qualitative findings were coded and grouped under the qualitative themes using Nvivo 

1.7 (25). An inductive reasoning approach was adopted, with three reviewers independently coding 

the qualitative findings. Disagreements or discrepancies were resolved by discussion. The 

synthesised qualitative findings were combined with quantitative findings and reported against each 

building block. Finally, we conducted results-based convergent synthesis to explore how the PPP 

models affect their outcomes. 

Amendments to the protocol 

Our original review covered all health conditions (19). However, given the large number of studies 

on TB control and the comparability of outcomes reported, we amended our protocol (updated on 

PROSPERO) to carry out additional synthesis specifically on those papers reporting urban TB PPM 

models. The screening criteria originally excluded tertiary healthcare settings but was amended to 

remove this clause after piloting for 25 studies. Finally, we did not use RE-AIM (26) for qualitative 

analysis as originally planned, as the framework did not adequately capture the outcomes reported 

in the included studies.  

Patient and public involvement 

No patients or members of the public were involved in the conception, development, or analysis of 

the review. No patients were asked to advise on the interpretation or writing up of results. 

Results  
Our searches identified 7,346 records, from which 55 eligible studies on TB (reported in 63 

publications) were included (27-89) (Figure 1). For eight studies (27, 28, 33, 34, 48, 49, 57, 58, 60, 61, 

70, 71, 84, 85, 87, 88), the research was reported across two publications each, which were merged 

and extracted as one study (Table 1 and Appendix 6). Most studies were from the WHO South-East 

Asia region (n=36, 65.4%) (30, 33, 36, 37, 40-42, 45, 47, 48, 50, 51, 54-56, 59, 60, 62, 64-67, 69, 74-

76, 78-84, 86, 87, 89), followed by Eastern Mediterranean (n=7, 12.7%) (32, 43, 44, 46, 72, 73, 77), 

Western Pacific (n=6, 10.9%) (27, 31, 35, 52, 57, 70), African (n=4, 7.3%) (38, 39, 53, 68), and 

American (n=1, 1.8%) (63) regions. One study reported models from across three different countries 

and regions (29). 

We included quantitative (RCT protocol 1, RCT 1, non-randomised intervention studies with 

comparison 9, without comparison 19, observational 4, cost & cost-effectiveness 7), qualitative (n=5) 

and mixed-methods (n=9) studies. Few studies (mostly qualitative) met all the design-specific quality 

appraisal criteria (n=6, 10.9%), while scores for the remaining studies were distributed as follows: 

scores 4/5 = 9 (16.4%) studies, 3/5 = 19 (34.5%) studies, 2/5 = 8 (14.5%) studies, and 1/5 = 2 (3.6%) 

studies (Table 1). In the mixed-methods studies, we found no clear integration between the different 

study components, but the majority scored 3/5 or greater in the separate qualitative and 

quantitative parts. Finally, quality scores could not be assessed for one study protocol (48) and one 

study, which did not provide the necessary methodological details (29) (Table 1).  

Characteristics of PPM models included in the review 

We found two types of PPM models reported (Table 1 and Appendix 6) – those in which the public 

sector TB programme formed a direct partnership with the private sector (Direct models, n=24), and 

those in which there was an interface (Non-governmental Organisations (NGOs)/ Private hospital/ 
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Medical or Pharmacists Associations/ Research organisations/ Public-Private Interface Agency 

(PPIA)) between the public and private sector partners (Interface models, n=36). In both model 

types, the roles of stewardship, monitoring, and support (as defined by Tabrizi et al., (22)) were 

mainly provided by the public sector, although support was also provided by the private sector 

partner more often in the interface compared to the direct models. Information regarding financing 

was not reported in many papers, but when it was reported, the public sector partner took on this 

role more often. Both sets of partners provided TB services (Appendix 6). Regarding the 

interventions provided, while some models focused on increasing case detection, the majority also 

aimed to decentralise TB treatment. A mix of outcomes (health/process/system) was reported in 

most studies, while some only reported results relating to one outcome category. For the RCT 

protocol that was included (48, 49), only details of the PPM model were extracted.  

Health outcomes 

Health outcomes for urban-specific populations were reported in 31 studies, comprising treatment 

success (n=29), unfavourable treatment outcomes such as default, failure, mortality (n=19), sputum 

conversion (n=3), and TB incidence (n=1). 

Of the 29 studies reporting treatment success (27, 29, 31, 33, 35-37, 41, 43-45, 51-54, 56, 57, 60, 62, 

65, 66, 68, 73, 75, 77, 78, 81, 83, 89), 17 (60.7%) reported rates >=85%. Figure 2 plots the estimates 

from 21/28 studies (for which 95% CIs were reported or could be estimated), according to PPM 

model type. The interface models achieved a treatment success rate close to 90% more consistently 

than the direct models, although given the heterogeneity of the studies, it was not possible to draw 

conclusions. Ten studies compared favourable and/ or unfavourable treatment outcomes (treatment 

success, default, failure, mortality) for PPM Directly Observed Treatment Short course (DOTS) 

provision with public DOTS/private non-DOTS during the study period (27, 29, 31, 37, 44, 62, 65, 68, 

78, 81). The majority (8/10) reported comparable or better outcomes with the implementation of 

PPM models (Table 1 and Appendix 7). Regarding sputum conversion, all three studies reported 

increases after PPM implementation (55, 56, 66). One modelling study estimated that with 75% PPM 

with interface coverage, the cumulative incidence of TB would reduce by 8.5% (95% CI 4.2-15.6) over 

10 years (84). 

Process outcomes  

Process outcomes were reported in a total of 45 studies, including access (n=10), coverage (case 

detection/ notification) (n=23), utilisation (n=4), awareness/ behaviour change (n=9), and improved 

efficiency (n=7). Further, we found studies that reported cost (n=4), cost-effectiveness (n=4), and 

both cost and cost-effectiveness (n=1).  

Results showed an increase in access to TB diagnostic services (including GeneXpert testing) (70, 82, 

86) and DOTS (37, 40, 42, 56, 60, 65, 75) with PPM implementation. Almost all studies reporting 

coverage (in both direct and interface models) reported an increase in case detection/ notification 

(up to 40% (62)) with PPM implementation, or they found higher rates in PPM compared to control 

settings (47, 59, 65, 72). In only one study, no increase in case detection was found (55), while in 

another, it was only reported as being close to national targets (37). On the other hand, we found 

less favourable results relating to utilisation of TB diagnostic and treatment services within the 

context of PPMs. TB testing based on GeneXpert (46), as well as TB-HIV testing and treatment (39, 

68), appeared to be poorer in PPM compared to public settings. In one PPM model providing 

workplace DOTS, only 24.2% of those diagnosed with TB undertook treatment at the workplace (75).  

Awareness and behaviour change among PPs (including pharmacies) were mainly reported in 

interface models and positively influenced by PPMs. These included greater use of sputum testing, 
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decreased reliance on chest X-rays, and adoption of DOTS among PPs (60, 69, 80, 82, 87). In private 

pharmacies, reduction in stocking and selling of anti-TB drugs, and greater referral to NTP services 

were noted (60, 63). Among the direct models, one cross-sectional study found that a considerable 

number of PPs still lacked access to DOTS guidelines (42.3%) and continued to treat TB on clinical 

suspicion (47.1%) (38). Nonetheless, increase in TB knowledge (32) and greater referrals to NTP 

services were also found among PPs after implementation of two direct PPM models (47).  

Regarding the outcome ‘improved efficiency’, high TB treatment initiation was consistently reported 

across both model types (41, 52, 53, 81). Studies also reported lower loss to follow-up before 

treatment initiation among PPM PPs compared to non-PPM PPs (43). In one interface model which 

included both formal and informal PPs, consulting an informal PP first was associated with delay in 

diagnosis (absolute increase 22.8 days, 95% CI 6.2-39.5) and increased risk of long delays (aRR 2.4, 

95% CI 1.3-4.4) (79). 

Cost and cost-effectiveness studies 

Among the studies reporting cost and cost-effectiveness, only one (reporting both outcomes) was 

based on a direct model (34), while all remaining studies evaluated interface models (54, 58, 64, 67, 

78, 80, 85, 86). The cost studies looked at out-of-pocket expenses, time and income loss incurred by 

patients (n=2), as well as costs incurred by the PPM providers to implement the intervention (n=3). 

Most cost-effectiveness studies (n=4) adopted the societal perspective. 

One costing study in Hyderabad, India (interface model), found lower out-of-pocket expenditures 

(e.g., fees, transport, diagnostic investigations, medications) and income loss (months' lost wages) 

for patients treated under PPM-DOTS compared to public-sector DOTS (treatment costs: I$ 7.56 vs I$ 

83.16; months' lost wages: 1.4 vs 2.8) (54). Another before and after costing study from India found 

lower out-of-pocket expenditures for patients after implementing a direct PPM model to aiming 

ensure good quality TB diagnosis and treatment (I$ 130.03 vs I$ 897.80) (34). From the health 

system perspective (all interface models), the total cost (start-up plus one-year recurrent costs) of 

implementing PPM-TB varied substantially from I$ 14,227 for an intervention aiming to increase TB 

case detection, diagnosis, and treatment in Bandung City, Indonesia (80) to I$ 299,224 for an 

intervention aiming to improve the quality and coverage of TB diagnosis and treatment in Latipur 

City, Nepal (67). Costs to PPM provides per TB case detected was calculated to be I$ 424.42 in Patna, 

India (86) and I$ 836.91 in Bandung, Indonesia (80) (Appendix 8).  

Amongst the cost-effectiveness studies, one reported the incremental cost-effectiveness ratio (ICER) 

per Disability Adjusted Life Year (DALY) averted (85), one the cost per DALY gained (58), and all 

others ICER per patient successfully treated (34, 64, 78). The ICER varied according to the 

intervention, perspective (e.g., societal, health system, patient), cost-effectiveness threshold (i.e., 

WHOC-CHOICE based on the Gross National Income and country-specific threshold), and 

comparator, falling in different quadrants of the cost-effectiveness diagram (Figure 3). Two studies 

with the interface model indicated that compared to separate public and private-sector DOTS, PPM-

DOTS was cost-saving (more effective and less expensive) from a societal perspective (64, 78). 

Another cost-saving intervention from a societal standpoint was the scale-up and intensification of a 

direct PPM in 14 large cities in India (34). Using the WHO-CHOICE threshold, the DOTS-Plus project 

targeting MDR-TB was also cost-effective from a societal perspective in the Philippines (58). From 

the provider perspective, an interface model aiming to provide high-quality TB diagnostic tests and 

maximise treatment completion, presented mixed results in India. The intervention was cost-

effective for all coverages in both Patna and Mumbai when adopting the WHO-CHOICE threshold. 
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However, when adopting a country-specific threshold, the intervention was cost-effective in Patna 

only when focused on improving treatment outcomes (85) (Appendix 8 and Figure 3).  

System outcomes 

Results pertaining to system outcomes covered health workforce (n=26), service delivery (n=12), 

leadership and governance (n=5), as well as the two additional qualitative themes, namely attitudes 

and behaviours within the system (n=7), and context (n=4). 

Health Workforce 

Several studies (both quantitative and qualitative) indicated positive outcomes in improving the 

knowledge and skills of the TB health workforce, and their active engagement (30, 32, 35, 66). 

Among the quantitative studies, one study reported using a ‘training of trainers’ approach to 

improve sustainability and follow-on training for the health workforce (35). The proportion of PPs 

receiving training ranged from 17.6% (50) to 82.8% (30) in direct models and 62.9% (80) to 100% (54) 

in interface models.  

Findings from the qualitative studies (all but one based on interface models) presented insights from 

PPs on the value of the training in increasing their confidence to counsel and motivate patients to 

take up their referrals, also ensuring their client flow and status in society (70). Public and private 

sector providers both had concerns about the TB treatment knowledge and quality of care that the 

other sector provided. Even after training and dissemination of guidelines, some studies (55, 76, 82) 

found it a challenge to ensure care according to the government TB programme standards: “The 

government has a programme. The private practitioners have patients” (TB consultant quoted in 

2014 Engel, pg. 922 (76)). Yet, training was identified as one part of the process of building trust 

between the two sectors (60, 74), in addition to being reassured that they would not lose clients 

through mechanisms such as the public sector issuing patients with back-referral letters (42, 76).   

Motivation of PPs was another recurring theme within the health workforce domain. Several 

mechanisms which motivated PPs were identified including altruism and religion (70), improving 

public health (70, 86), financial compensation and feedback (86), professionalism (80), and increased 

legitimacy and standing in the community (40, 60). Standing in the community was particularly 

enhanced when the increased knowledge and improved practice of the private providers led to 

treatment success: 

“When patients get better, they are thankful. They have trust in our pharmacies and let their friends 

and relatives know. So that helps build our customer base. That’s one benefit for our business.” 

(Focus group with pharmacists in Cambodia, 2012 Bell, pg. 1089 (70)) 

Service Delivery 

All relevant studies (covering study designs and both model types) reported increases in the number 

of DOTS-providing centres following PPM implementation (35, 39, 44, 45, 68, 83). The inclusion of a 

variety of private and NGO providers within the models allowed adaptations to the standard public 

TB services offered. For example, in PPMs where NGOs were involved, home visits were also 

included to increase follow-up and conduct contact tracing thus strengthening service provision (40), 

while another study found more limited engagement of private facilities in TB-HIV services (39). The 

way services were delivered also changed with increased emphasis on counselling and advising 

patients to seek diagnosis and complete their treatment. This was particularly identified by PPM 

pharmacy owners as a key part of the services provided, although some felt that community 

perceptions of pharmacies as only providers of drugs undermined this role (70). 
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Where a PPM provided a new service, it ensured buy-in from PPs, for example in 2018 McDowell 

(82) and 2019 Daftary (86), where the inclusion of GeneXpert diagnostics and free chest x-rays 

respectively, provided care seekers with a tangible service. However, when there were gaps in vital 

services provided by the public sector, such as microscopy, the coordinated provision of services 

within the PPM would breakdown (55). While referral systems were a key mechanism for improving 

service delivery, several studies identified challenges such as limited feedback from the public to the 

private system (55, 74), or poor relationships between the private and public providers, undermining 

referrals to public services when needed (40). Only one study found that PPs were concerned about 

providing TB services due to fears of infection control (70). 

Leadership and Governance  

The leadership and governance findings were multifaceted and complex. Understanding clear roles 

and responsibilities of partners was essential, noting that individual roles could change and develop 

throughout the partnership. Joint working and communication were identified as important factors 

for TB PPMs, and time and trust required for this to happen effectively. However, “deep rooted 

tensions, rivalry and suspicion”, (76) particularly between the public and private sector, have been a 

feature of PPMs. These factors, along with a lack of confidence in partners’ capabilities, have 

resulted in a requirement to “build relations [and] trust” (55) through “sustained interactions” (37), 

based on clear commitments to the NTP and championing of the PPM. Building relations was 

fundamental given that PPM governance often required “changes in standards” (76) to promote and 

maintain the quality of services (including laboratory diagnosis, care, and drugs), necessitating 

control mechanisms in an environment of little previous trust or confidence in other stakeholders 

within the partnership. PPM stakeholders also required sufficient capacity (including the NTP) to 

contribute meaningfully and sustainably. This capacity could be strengthened through progressive, 

flexible learning programmes such as “Cambodia’s learning-by-doing philosophy, its readiness to 

review and adapt policy” (71) or giving partners the opportunity to gain additional experience in 

management that ultimately were “relevant not only to TB control but other public health issues” 

(71). 

Where leadership and governance were housed within NGOs or other interface organisations, the 

qualitative findings reported that this feature was crucial to success: “A key component of the PPP 

was the provision of an interface between the various partners. In our case this interface was a 

working group serviced by a liaison officer. The working group was a forum for potential partners to 

meet and plan the PPP. The commitment of the liaison officer proved key to the successful 

implementation of the PPP.” (2005 Newell pg. 1014 (61)) 

Qualitative participants in one study in India (76) explored differences between direct government-

led models and an interface model led by a private hospital. They found that where government 

leadership was seen as too strong with rigid reporting systems and supervision, and little respect for 

PP’s decisions, the PPM models were problematic. Conversely, interface organisations, often under 

the leadership of a TB ‘champion’ (61, 76) ensured open communication and respect between public 

and private sectors, and were more effective. 

Attitudes and behaviours within the system  

Qualitative findings emphasised tensions in attitudes between public and private sectors. Where 

studies reported the evolution of PPMs over time, there were interesting reflections on changing 

nature of these attitudes, moving from distrust and suspicion particularly in relation to quality and 

motivation, to a greater understanding and respect (55, 60). However, building relationships took 

time, and this was identified as a significant barrier when PPMs followed the direct model and 
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leadership and coordination fell to the NTP: “The NTP lacks the time, and to a lesser extent the 

credibility, to do this, and it will therefore usually be necessary to find someone else to act.” (2002 

Hurtig, Pg. 84 (55)) 

Medical hierarchies were also identified as undermining the effectiveness of PPM models, with TB 

healthcare workers and volunteers working directly with patients and household contacts expressing 

their frustration at the lack of respect, calling for a shift toward recognising their pivotal role and 

addressing power dynamics (40, 42). In one study, NGO health workers of the same professional 

level as NTP supervisors reported being treated as inferior due to their non-public sector position, 

and this was despite an interface model where the NGO coordinated the PPM (76). Positive 

monitoring and support mechanisms were also emphasised for PPM success and scale-up (74, 75). 

Where all credit for improvements in programme outcomes was seen as being taken solely by the 

government this undermined the smooth running of the programme (42).   

Context 

The private sector demonstrated considerable heterogeneity, including informal providers, non-

allopathic professionals, and a highly accessible, developed, and regulated pharmacy network. 

However, PPM policies tended to “[categorise] all types of private practitioners [irrespective of 

system of practice] under one broad group”, seeing them “through the same lens of financial 

incentive” (2016 Salve, Pg. 631 (42)). While different categories of providers had different 

motivators for contributing to a PPM, they were not solely financial. Further, given that “unqualified 

practitioners predominate in poorer areas” (2014 Engel, Pg. 922 (76)), policymakers may feel uneasy 

about working with providers that legally do not exist but recognise that not doing so may result in 

lost opportunities. This did not go unrecognised by some practitioners who felt that “[PPM] policy 

has ignored the potential of alternative systems of medicine and the contribution they can bring to 

TB control efforts” (2016 Salve, Pg. 631 (42)). The role of external donors was explored in one study 

where qualitative participants highlighted the role of the leading global stakeholder in supporting 

programme implementation, knowledge transfer and capacity building (71). However, it was also 

noted that in the long-term, this proved unsustainable (55, 71). 

Discussion 

Principal findings of the review 

In this systematic review, we summarise the impact of PPM models for TB diagnosis and treatment 

specifically within urban health systems in least developed, low income, and lower-middle-income 

countries and territories. Overall, we found a positive impact on health outcomes (treatment 

success, sputum conversion), access to healthcare and coverage (TB diagnostic services, case 

detection), and value for money (cost-saving interventions, reduced patient costs). We also found 

that PPM models promoted and improved TB health workers' skills and service delivery. Any 

differences in impact based on PPM model type (direct or interface) was less clear though. The 

interface models were more commonly linked with higher treatment success (close to 90%), reduced 

TB incidence (by 8.5%), improved awareness and behaviour change among PPs, effective 

communication, and mutual respect between the public and private sectors. On the other hand, we 

could not find any pattern of PPM models linked to costs and cost-effectiveness, as just one of ten 

studies on this outcome was based on a direct model. 

Despite the overall positive impact of PPM TB in the urban scenario, our review also pointed out 

areas of improvement, particularly in the process and system outcomes. GeneXpert testing and 

TB/HIV co-infection testing were poorer under PPMs compared to the public sector. Qualitative 
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findings reported inconsistencies in the implementation of NTP guidelines, uncoordinated referrals, 

lack of confidence in the capabilities of partners, inappropriate power dynamics, and inefficiency of 

direct models when they adopted strict report systems and supervision.  

Interpretation of findings 

The WHO recommends PPM models for TB care where there is high utilisation of the private sector, 

poor quality of care, low case detection, poor treatment outcomes, and increased costs to affected 

families (90). In the context of LMICs, rapid urbanisation has exacerbated these problems, and our 

review findings indicate the contribution of PPMs in ameliorating them. Our findings are also 

supported by previous reviews on the topic (14, 15), although their inclusion criteria covered rural 

contexts as well. Similar to Lei et al., (15), our included studies were largely from Asia, followed by 

the African and American Regions. In contrast, whilst they classified the PPM collaborative 

characteristics as support, contract, and multi-partner groups, we categorised them as direct and 

interface models and within both model types, listed the roles for public and private sector partners 

(stewardship/ support/ service provision/ monitoring/ financing), as defined by Tabrizi et al (22). 

Based on their classification, Lei et al. (15) recommend multiple collaboration mechanisms, including 

multi-partner groups to ensure positive PPM performance. Although our findings similarly lean 

towards interface models with multiple partners, this must be interpreted with caution due to the 

heterogeneity of PPM schemes in terms of coverage, services provided, and outcome measures 

evaluated. 

An earlier review by Malmborg et al. (14) assesses the degree to which the STOP TB Partnership's 

(91) global objectives of engaging all care providers are met through existing PPM interventions, and 

find inclusive evidence on reducing patient costs. Our updated searches identified ten studies 

reporting cost and/ or cost-effectiveness of PPM models, and findings indicate lower out-of-pocket 

payments and cost-saving interventions from the societal perspective, possibly due to the influence 

of lower patient costs despite high implementation costs. However, we found substantial differences 

in outcomes evaluated, types of costs included, and methodological approaches (e.g., cost-

effectiveness thresholds) (Appendix 8), which likely influenced the high degree of variation in 

implementation costs and whether a model was cost-effective when other study perspectives were 

adopted. Another 2006 review by Malmborg et al. focuses on the range of PPs included in TB PPMs 

and conclude that existing models do not adequately cover providers who may be best suited to 

meet the needs of the poor and vulnerable (92). This is unfortunately still true; few studies 

mentioned non-allopathic PPs (30, 54, 62, 89), and even fewer reported on informal providers (42, 

79), despite existing evidence that all providers can be successfully engaged in TB care with 

appropriate support and training (93). 

Regarding system outcomes, findings from the present review somewhat align with the current 

evidence. The role of training in improving skills and service delivery within TB PPMs is well 

documented (15, 94), and challenges related to funding discontinuation and lack of regulatory 

mechanisms have been noted in non-TB PPMs as well (22, 95). Some recent studies have explored 

solutions to the system challenges identified such as inconsistent implementation of NTP guidelines, 

uncoordinated referrals, and lack of trust among partners. A study from Nigeria has recommended 

making less bulky and more precise NTP guidelines available at all levels of care, as well as training 

intensification for PPs to improve adherence (96). In another study, a Hub and Spoke model 

improved the referral system and uptake of GeneXpert testing after a coordinated engagement of 

private laboratories (97). In India, recognition of PPs as key stakeholders and equal partners, and 

formalization of partnerships enhanced transparency and trust between partners and a sense of 

accountability within PPM models (98). 
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Strengths and weaknesses  

Our review analyses the impact of PPM models for TB diagnosis and treatment, focusing on urban 

settings in LMICs, to provide decision-makers with systematically synthesised evidence that is 

specific to these contexts. We excluded upper-middle-income countries, given the differences in 

trends of urbanisation compared to other LMIC groups (99). Our searches covered a large number of 

databases and grey literature resources, with no restrictions on outcome, publication date, or 

language. However, the following are some limitations to consider. First, more than half the studies 

(65%) were from South-east Asia, with other WHO regions being less represented. So, the 

extrapolation of our findings may be limited, particularly for South American countries with only one 

included study. Despite the extensive searches, studies may have been missed. Second, most studies 

reached a low-quality score (3 or lower), likely reflecting on the accuracy of the information 

provided. Third, we could not establish a clear pathway of impact according to the PPM model types 

(direct or interface) due to the heterogeneity of the studies. Finally, we found limited evidence on 

informal providers, who play an essential role in the TB cascade of care in urban LMIC contexts. 

Implications of findings 

Although PPM models have the ability to improve access to TB screening, diagnosis, and treatment 

outcomes in urban contexts, careful consideration is needed in their design due to considerable 

levels of mistrust between public and private sectors in most contexts. Factors such as excess control 

and top-down approaches from government agencies can undermine the strong partnership 

between public and private providers. Instead, where regular communication built on principles of 

equal partnership is implemented, PPM models appear to be more successful. There is also some 

evidence that this may be more achievable when an interface organisation manages the partnership.  

Based on ten included studies, PPM interventions appear cost saving, with lower out-of-pocket 

payments. Nonetheless, more comparative research is needed to understand which PPM models are 

most cost-effective, particularly to guide the decision-making process and indicate the sustainability 

of interventions in resource-constrained scenarios (100). Further, Adepoju et al. (101) point out the 

difficulties in evaluating TB-PPM performances, given the variations in risk profiles, as well as access 

to providers and services across the public and private sectors in different urban contexts. In 

addition, we found poor methodological and reporting quality of existing studies. Following from 

these points, we support the need for clearer and more standard reporting of PPM models and their 

performances, with particular attention to the involvement of diverse PPs, including informal 

providers. 

Conclusions  
Taken together, our findings support the implementation of PPM models for TB care in urban LMIC 

contexts. Providing decision-makers with evidence of the best design of PPM models to deliver these 

positive outcomes is, however, less straightforward. Very few studies included informal providers, 

which is a major gap in urban LMIC contexts. 
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Tables 

Table 1 – Summary of results (Health, Process, and System building blocks) 
Study Year & Author 

Country (City) 

Methodology  

(Quality score**) 

Sample characteristics 

(Sample size) 

Health outcomes Process outcomes System building blocks 

DIRECT MODELS 

2003 Quy (a) (27) 

2003 Quy (b) (28) 

Viet Nam (Ho Chi Minh 

City) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

compared with public 

DOTS (3/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB (1,549) 

TS: 59.8% (no CI) – poorer than 

NTP; Default: 36.8%; Failure: 

0.5%; Mortality: 2.2% 

Coverage: Case detection in PPM 

districts increased by 18.0% than 

previous year; decreased in 

control districts 

NA 

2004 Lonnroth* (29) 

Viet Nam (Ho Chi Minh 

City) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

compared with public 

DOTS (Could not assess) 

People with presumptive 

TB (NR) 

TS: 50.0% (no CI) – poorer than 

NTP 

Coverage: Case detection (2000-

01) increased by 18.0% 

NA 

2006 Krishnan (30) 

India (Ballabgarh) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

(3/5) 

Allopathic and non-

allopathic PPs (64) 

NA NA Health workforce 82.8% PPs 

trained in RNTCP; 88.7% PPs 

referred cases; rates similar for 

allopathic and non-allopathic PPs 

2008 Lagrada (31) 

Philippines (NR) 

Nested case-control; 

those who completed/ 

did not complete 

treatment in PPM and 

public DOTS (2/5) 

People with TB (394) TS: 2003=93.0% (no CI) PPM, 

65.0% public; 2004=88.0% PPM, 

69.0% public; 2005=92.0% PPM, 

81.0% public (higher in PPM, 

p<0.0001); Default: 2003=3.0% 

PPM, 22.0% public; 2004=2.0% 

PPM, 16.0% public; 2005=0% 

PPM, 12.0% public  

NA NA 

2009 Ahmed (32) 

Pakistan (Thatta) 

Pre-Post PPM DOTS 

(2/5) 

PPs (50) NA Coverage: Case detection 

increased from 69.0% to 77.0%; 

Awareness/ behaviour: Increase 

in knowledge score after training  

Health workforce: 23 of 50 PPs 

(46.0%) trained 

2009 Pantoja (a) (33) 

2009 Pantoja (b) (34) 

India (Bengaluru) 

Pre-Post PPM DOTS with 

modelling analysis (3/5) 

 

For cost/CE, patient 

costs = consultation, 

drugs, diagnostics, 

transport, hospital stay, 

days lost from work 

People with TB (overall 

NR; for cost/CE, 1,106 

RNTCP and 32 non-

RNTCP) 

TS: 86.0% (no CI) for pre-PPM, 

87.3% for PPM phase I, 87.9% 

for PPM phase II 

CE: ICER per person treated 

successfully (A: PPM phases I&II 

implemented, B: phase I, C: pre-

PPM):  

A vs. B Provider perspective: 93 

(95% CI: 89–102); Societal 

perspective: cost-saving 

A vs. C Provider perspective: 69 

(95% CI: 66–70); Societal 

perspective: cost-saving 

NA 

2010 Quelapio (35) Time series; post-only People with MDR-TB TS (95% CI): 2000=65.0% (40.9- NA Health workforce: 12 master 
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Philippines (Manila) 

 

PPM DOTS (4/5) (1,294) 83.6); 2001=56.7% (45.3-67.5); 

2002=60.3% (46.1-73.2); 

2003=73.6% (48.5-89.2); 

2004=72.9% (62.7-81.2); 

2005=75.0% (67.9-81.0) 

trainers, 31 trainers, 381 staff 

trained; Service delivery: 5 MDR-

TB centres with 181 treatment 

sites, 3 culture sites established 

2011 Lal (36) 

India (14 major cities)  

Time series; post-only 

PPM DOTS (3/5) 

People with TB (53,875) TS (95% CI): 85.8% (85.5-86.1); 

Default: 6.7% (no CI); Failure: 

2.7%; Mortality: 3.4% 

Coverage: Case notification 

increased by 12.0%; contribution 

by health department 67.0%, 

medical colleges 16.0%, PPs 6.0%, 

NGOs 7.0%, others 4.0% 

Health workforce: Large number 

of providers listed, but few 

underwent training after 

sensitisation efforts 

2011 Pradhan (37) 

India (Pimpri 

Chichwad) 

Mixed methods with 

time series (4/5) and 

interviews (5/5); post-

only PPM DOTS 

compared with public 

DOTS 

People with TB (3,347); 

interviews (3 

programme officers, 8 

HVs, 19 PPs); survey 

(497 PPs) 

TS (95% CI): 2004=92.0% (88.0-

96.0) PPM, 85.0% (80.0-88.0) 

public; 2005=83.0% (82.0-89.0) 

PPM, 86.0% (78.0-87.0) public; 

2006=85.0% (80.0-88.0) PPM, 

83.0% (78.0-86.0) public; 

2007=88.0% (84.0-91.0) PPM, 

81.0% (76.0-85.0) public; 

2008=86.0% (82.0-89.0) PPM, 

85.0% (80.0-89.0) public 

Access: DOTS access increased; 

Coverage: Case detection close to 

national targets for most years 

since 1998;  

Leadership/ governance: 

Systems developed for 

supervision and monitoring 

DOTS in private sector; ensuring 

referrals from all PPs remained a 

challenge 

2013 Daboer (38) 

Nigeria (Plateau state) 
Cross sectional; PPM 

DOTS only (3/5) 
Private health facilities 

(17) and PPs (52) 
NA Awareness/ behaviour: 42 

(80.8%) PPs knew of DOTS, 30 

(57.7%) had access, 32 (61.5%) 

followed DOTS; 8 (47.1%) 

facilities gave ATT on clinical 

suspicion, 5 (29.4%) after testing, 

3 (17.6%) referred cases 

Health workforce: 22 (42.3%) 

PPs had training on DOTS 

strategy 

2013 Daniel (39) 

Nigeria (Lagos) 
Post-only PPM DOTS 

compared with public 

DOTS (2/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB evaluated for TB and 

HIV (NR) 

NA Coverage: Private facilities 

notified 10.3% of TB cases; 

Utilisation: Proportion tested for 

HIV 86.2%, 53.1%, 96.5% in 

public, PFP and PNFP facilities; 

CPT 69.6%, 25%, 38.2%; ART 

23.8%, 8.3% and 9.1% 

Service delivery: At the end of 

2011, 20 (1%) PFP and 11 

(18.6%) PNFP facilities were 

engaged in PPM TB-HIV services 

2014 Kielmann (40) 

India (Sunder Nagar
+

) 

Qualitative interviews 

and observations (5/5) 

TB HVs (8) and 

programme officers (NR) 

NA Access: DOTS access increased Health workforce; Attitude: HVs 

key but not valued. Attention to 

power relations can improve 

partnerships; Service delivery: 
home visits increased follow-up 

and contact tracing 

2014 Subramaniyam 

(41) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

(3/5) 

People with new and 

retreatment TB (112) 

TS (95% CI): 95.1% (88.2-98.2) 

for new, 90.0% (no CI) 

Efficiency: All people with TB 

initiated on treatment within 7 

NA 
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India (Bengaluru) retreatment TB; Default: 2.0% 

new TB, Failure: 1.0% new, 

10.1% retreatment TB 

days of diagnosis 

2016 Salve (42) 

India (NR) 

 

Qualitative interviews 

and observations (5/5) 

PPs (21, from different 

medical systems) 

NA Access: DOTS access increased Attitude: PPs perceived to be 

crucial within PPM, but felt 

undervalued; Context: All types 

of PPs [irrespective of system of 

practice] grouped as one 

2017 Khan (43) 

Pakistan (Lahore) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

across provider types 

(4/5) 

People with TB (2,473) TS (95% CI): 81.3% (78.5-83.8); 

Failure: 5.0% (no CI); Mortality: 

3.0%; LTFU: 8.0% 

Efficiency: LTFU before treatment 

lowest rate with PPM PPs, twice 

as high with other PPs 

NA 

2017 Qader (44) 

Afghanistan (Kabul) 

 

Time series; post-only 

PPM DOTS compared 

with public DOTS (3/5) 

People with TB (24,619) TS (95% CI): 2010=52.5% (43.2-

61.6); 2011=91.2% (85.8-94.7); 

2012=65.5% (59.4-71.1); 2013 

=69.0% (62.2-75.1); 2014=88.5% 

(84.9-91.3); 2015=79.6% (76.1-

82.7) – higher than public 

(67.0%)  

Coverage: Case notification rate 

increased from 59 to 

125/100,000 (2010-15) 

Service delivery: During 2009-

2015, DOTS-providing centres 

increased from 22 to 85 

2017 Reviono (45) 

Indonesia (Central 

Java) 

 

Time series; post-only 

PPM DOTS (1/5) 

People with TB (NR) TS: 85.0% (no CI) Coverage: Case detection=24,737 

to 36,947 (2003-14) with 

fluctuations; case detection rate 

ranged from 13 to 61.7 

Service delivery: DOTS facilities 

increased from 866 to 1,067 

2018 Awan (46) 

Pakistan (Karachi) 

 

Cross sectional; PPM 

DOTS and public DOTS 

(1/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB (51,168) 

NA Utilisation: 'Xpert' yielded 19.3% 

& 12.9% cases at public and PPM 

sites, yield of DR-TB 6.9% & 3.3% 

NA 

2018 Yellappa (47) 

India (Tumkur city) 

 

RCT; PPs in intervention 

and control arms (3/5) 

PPs (189) NA Coverage: Case-finding (95% CI) 

per year in intervention 1.5 (0.9-

2.2), control 0.6 (0.3-0.9); 

Awareness/ behaviour:  Referring 

PPs in intervention=0.59 (0.49-

0.68), control=0.42 (0.32-0.52) 

NA 

2019 Hadisoemarto 

(48) 

2021 Hadisoemarto 

(49) 

Indonesia (Bandung) 

Cluster RCT (protocol); 

PPs in intervention and 

control clusters (NA) 

PPs in 36 clusters NA NA NA 

2019 

Hemavarneshwari (50) 

India (Bengaluru) 

Pre-Post PPM DOTS 

(3/5) 

Allopathic PPs (34) NA Efficiency: Referrals increased 

from 14 to 34 (142.0%), TB cases 

detected from 3 to 5 (66.0%) in 

quarter before and after PPM 

Health workforce: 6 (17.6%) PPs 

received training; 24 received 

some information from PPM 

coordinator 

2020 Paul (51) 

Bangladesh (Dhaka) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

(3/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB evaluated for TB and 

TS (95% CI): 84.1% (78.1-88.6) 

with DM, 95.4% (93.5-96.8) 

NA NA 
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 DM (7,647) without DM; Failure: 8.0% (no 

CI) with DM, 1.0% without DM; 

Morality: 8.0% with DM, 4.0% 

without DM 

2020 Thu (52) 

Viet Nam (Haiphong 

province) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

(4/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB (368) 

TS (95% CI): 93.2% (86.1-97.1) Efficiency: 81.0% of sample 

tested and 103 (34.4%) 

diagnosed with TB; 95.0% 

initiated on treatment 

NA 

2021 Oladimeji (53) 

Nigeria (Lagos) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

(4/5) 

People with TB (1,660) TS (95% CI): 78.1% (75.7-80.2) Efficiency: 1,535 (92.5%) initiated 

on treatment 

NA 

INTERFACE MODELS (NGOs/ Private hospital/ Medical or Pharmacists Associations/ Research organisations/ PPIA) 

2001 Murthy (54) 

India (Chennai) 

Time series; post-only 

PPM DOTS; compared 

with public DOTS for 

cost (4/5) 

For cost, patient costs = 

fees, diagnostics, drugs, 

travel, indirect costs 

People with presumptive 

TB (2,244) 

TS (95% CI): 90.0% (83.3-93.5) 

new, 77.0% (no CI) retreatment 

TB; Default: 5.0% new, 8.0% 

retreatment TB; Failure: 4.0% 

new and retreatment TB; 

Mortality: 2.0% new, 12.0% 

retreatment TB 

Coverage: Case detection up 

from 50 to 200/100,000; Cost of 

treatment (mean I$): Diagnosis 

=37.80 PPM, 151.19 public, 

Treatment=7.56 PPM, 83.16 

public, Income lost (months’ lost 

wages) =1.4 PPM, 2.8 public 

Health workforce: All 244 

allopathic and 114 non-

allopathic PPs in project area 

participated; 59% referred at 

least one patient 

2002 Hurtig (55) 

Nepal (Kathmandu) 

 

Mixed methods; pre-

post PPM DOTS (3/5) 

and interviews (5/5) 

Interviews with PPs (7), 

NGO staff (NR), NTP 

representatives (NR), 

pharmacists (49), people 

with TB (333) 

Conversion (95% CI): 83.3% 

(72.8-90.4) 8 months pre-PPM; 

86.8% (79.9-91.6) 8 months 

post-PPM 

Coverage: No increase in case 

detection compared to before 

implementation 

Health workforce: Little effect, 

despite manuals and visits; 

Service delivery; Leadership/ 

governance; Attitude; Context: 

Differences in capacity, 

motivation, needs, and 

environment, had implications 

2003 Rangan (56) 

India (Mumbai) 

 

Mixed methods with 

time series (3/5) and 

interviews (1/5); post-

only PPM DOTS  

People with presumptive 

TB (NR), PPs (NR) 

Conversion: 2000=84.0% (no CI),  

2001=90.0%; TS: 1999= 69.0%, 

2000=81.0%, 2001=85.0%; 

Default: 1999=18.0%, 

2000=9.0%, 2001=6.0%  

Access: DOTS access increased; 

Coverage: 1999-2002, annualised 

case detection increased from 

131 to 175/100,000 

Health workforce: Improvement 

in quality of patient–provider 

interactions; regular patient 

meetings organized 

2003 Tupasi (57) 

2006 Tupasi (58) 

Philippines (Manila) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

(3/5) 

 

For CE: DOTS Plus vs. 

routine 

People with MDR-TB 

(149) 

TS (95% CI): 73.4% (62.1-82.4); 

Default: 11.4% (no CI); Failure: 

10.1%; Mortality: 3.8%; LTFU: 

1.3% 

CE: ICER per DALY averted: 

Health system perspective=179;  

Societal perspective=242; DOTS 

Plus cost-effective considering 

the country's per capita gross 

income 

Health workforce: Referrals were 

from PPs and private institutions 

in 73.2% of cases 

2004 Arora (59) 

India (New Delhi) 

Time series; post-only 

PPM DOTS compared 

with public DOTS (2/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB (NR) 

NA Coverage: Case detection in PPM 

areas increased by 0.7/100,000 

per month compared to control 

NA 

2004 Lonnroth* (29) 

India (New Delhi) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

compared with public 

People with presumptive 

TB (NR) 

TS: 81.0% (no CI) – similar to 

NTP 

Coverage: Change in case 

detection (2000-01) = +36.0% 

Health workforce: PPs 

participated from 18 nursing 
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DOTS (Could not assess) homes 

2004 Lonnroth* (29) 

Kenya (Nairobi)  

Post-only PPM DOTS 

(Could not assess) 

People with presumptive 

TB (NR) 

TS: 79.0% (no CI) Coverage: No data for control 

areas; +61 cases in PPM districts 

NA 

2004 Newell (60) 

2005 Newell (61) 

Nepal (Lalitpur 

municipality) 

Mixed methods; pre-

post PPM DOTS (post-

only for health 

outcomes, 4/5) and 

interviews (4/5) 

People with TB (1,328); 

interviews with PPs, 

NGO staff (NR) 

TS (95% CI): 91.5% (87.7-94.3); 

Default: 1.0% (no CI); Failure: 

2.0%; Morality: 3.0% 

Access: DOTS access increased; 

Coverage: Case notification rate 

54/100,000 (pre-PPM) to 

102/100,000 (post-PPM); 

Awareness/ behaviour: Private 

non-DOTS reduced by two-thirds, 

pharmacies stocking by one-third 

Health workforce; Attitude: PPs 

who participated gained from 

the PPM over time; Leadership/ 

governance: Interface between 

partners (working group serviced 

by a liaison officer) was key  

2005 Ambe (62) 

India (Mumbai) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

compared with public 

DOTS (4/5) 

People with TB (7,917) TS (95% CI): 85.0% (84.3-86.1) 

RNTCP; 85.4 (82.2-88.1) PPs and 

NGOs; Default: 5.0% (no CI) 

RNTCP, 12.0% PPs, 4.0% NGOs; 

Failure: 4.0% RNTCP, 5.0% PPs, 

4.0% for NGOs; Mortality: 5.0% 

RNTCP; 2.0% PPs, 1.0% NGOs 

 

Coverage: PPM providers 

contributed 2,145 new cases in 

2003, an increment of 40% above 

the 5,397 cases detected in 

RNTCP facilities 

Health workforce: Private 

medical colleges, TB hospital, 

NGOs, and 1,018 (479 allopathic, 

539 non-allopathic) PPs involved 

by referring cases, 187 acted as 

DOT providers 

2005 Lambert (63) 

Bolivia (Cochabamba) 

Pre-Post PPM DOTS 

(3/5) 

Private pharmacies (359 

for phase-I decreasing 

availability of TB drugs; 

70 for phase-II improving 

referrals) 

NA Awareness/ behaviour: 

Pharmacies selling TB drugs 

reduced (p<0.001), increased 

referring (22.0 to 58.0%; p< 

0.001); 38.0% pharmacies 

referred  

NA 

2006 Floyd (64) 

India (Hyderabad) 

CE study; PPM DOTS 

with public DOTS and 

private non-DOTS (3/5) 

 

Perspective: Public 

sector, patients & 

attendants, PPs; Model: 

Multivariate uncertainty  

People with TB (NR); 

treatment facilities data 

based on records and 

staff interviews (NR) 

NA CE: ICER per patient treated 

successfully: PPM vs. public DOTS 

by perspective – Public: cost-

saving, Provider: 3 (no CI), 

Societal: 56 (95% CI: 1-110); PPM 

DOTS vs. private non-DOTS – 

Public: 56 (51–61), Provider: 123 

(112–135), Societal: 0 (-45 to 45) 

NA 

2006 Floyd (64) 

India (New Delhi) 

CE study; PPM DOTS 

with public DOTS and 

private non-DOTS (3/5) 

Perspective: Public 

sector, patients & 

attendants, PPs; Model: 

Multivariate uncertainty  

People with TB (NR); 

treatment facilities data 

based on records and 

staff interviews (NR) 

NA CE: ICER per patient treated 

successfully: PPM DOTS vs. 

private non-DOTS – Public sector 

perspective: 95 (95% CI: 85-107), 

Provider perspective: 211 (189-

236) 

NA 

2006 Maung (65) 

Myanmar (Kyaukse 

township) 

Mixed methods with 

time series (4/5) and 

interviews (3/5); post-

People with TB (1,143); 

interviews with PPs, TB 

coordinators (NR) 

TS (95% CI): 90.4% (83.1-94.8) 

PPs, 90.6% (84.5-94.6) 

intervention NTP, 85.1% (79.9-

Access: DOTS access increased; 

Coverage: PPs contributed 34% 

of cases registered in study 

NA 
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only PPM DOTS 

compared with public 

DOTS in intervention 

and control townships 

89.2) control; Default: 5.3% (no 

CI) PPs, 1.3% NTP, 4.9% control; 

Failure: 0.9% PPs, 0.7% NTP, 

0.8% control; Mortality: 3.5% 

PPs, 2.7% NTP, 7.4% control 

township. Case notification 

increased by 85% in intervention, 

compared to 57% increase in 

control townships 

2007 Irawati (66) 

Indonesia (Yogyakarta) 

 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

across provider types 

(3/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB (NR) 

Conversion: Increased in health 

centres by 10%; TS: Increased in 

health centres (14%), chest 

clinics (12%), hospitals (6%); 

Default: Dropped in chest clinics, 

remained steady in health 

centres, fluctuated in hospitals  

Coverage: Provincial case 

notification rate was 70/100,000 

(2004), a major increase from 

22/100,000 (2000). Hospitals and 

chest clinics accounted for 51% 

of TB cases notified 

Health workforce: By 2004, 29 of 

34 (private and public) hospitals 

and chest clinics (550 personnel) 

trained 

2007 Karki (67) 

Nepal (Kathmandu)  

Costing study (4/5) 

 

Patient costs = travel 

and time lost; 

Volunteers = start-up 

and recurrent costs; 

Health facilities = Start-

up and recurrent costs 

People with TB (50); 

volunteers (503); 

personnel for 

institutional costs (509) 

NA Mean cost of TB treatment (I$): 

Facilities start-up=200.99, 

recurrent=337.31, total=538.30; 

Volunteer total=16.60; Patient 

costs=1,588.69 

 

Total cost (I$): Facilities start-

up=103,827,54, recurrent 

=195,396.87, total=299,224.41; 

Volunteer total=6,838.04 

NA 

2008 Chakaya (68) 

Kenya (Nairobi)  

Time series; post-only 

PPM DOTS compared 

with public DOTS (2/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB (NR) 

TS (95% CI): 2002=82.6% (75.4-

88.1) PPM, 75.4% (74.3-76.4) 

public; 2003=80.7% (69.9-88.4) 

PPM, 78.3% (76.3-80.1) public; 

2004=76.1% (71.5-80.1) PPM, 

81.6% (80.7-82.5) public; 2005= 

85.0% (80.6-88.5) PPM, 81.1% 

(80.2-82.1) public; Default: 

2002=8.0% (no CI) PPM; 12.0% 

public; 2003=9.0% PPM, 10.0% 

public; 2004=14.0% PPM, 8.0% 

public; 2005=8.0% PPM, 10.0% 

public; Mortality: 2002=5.0% 

PPM, 2.0% public; 2003=5.0% 

PPM, 3.0% public; 2004=4.0% 

PPM, 3.0% public; 2005=3.0% 

both 

Coverage: Proportion of TB 

patients reported by private 

facilities increased from 2.9% 

(2002) to 9% (2004) and 

remained stable; Utilisation: 

Proportion of people with HIV-TB 

offered CPT and ART was 

respectively 61% and 37% in PPM 

vs. 84% and 32% in public sector 

Service delivery: By end of 2006, 

26 of 46 (57%) private hospitals 

and nursing homes were 

engaged 

2009 Krishnan (69) 

India (Chennai) 

Pre-Post PPM DOTS 

(2/5) 

Allopathic PPs (600) NA Awareness/behaviour: PPs 

adopting DOTS increased 

(p<0.0001); 72.8% vs. 33.3% used 

sputum for diagnosis; CXR-alone 

Health workforce: 600 PPs 

sensitised about RNTCP; 98.6% 

who treated TB patients 

reported educating patients, 
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decreased to 16.0% from 45.4%; 

55.2% vs. 22.6% used sputum for 

declaring cure; CXR alone 

decreased 54.8% vs. 25.3% 

compared to 86% in the baseline 

(p<0.05) 

2012 Bell (70) 

2015 Bell (71) 

Cambodia (Phnom 

Penh)  

Qualitative FGDs (5/5) Pharmacy owners (54, 6 

FGDs) 

NA Access: Increased access to 

pharmacy-initiated assessment 

and referral services 

Health workforce: Altruism, 

pragmatism, professionalism 

influenced engagement; Service 

delivery: Advising patients 

among key services provided; 

Leadership/ governance: 

Capacity strengthening 

programme; Context: Role for 

global stakeholders  

2012 Khan (72) 

Pakistan (Karachi)  

Post-only PPM DOTS 

compared with public 

DOTS (5/5) 

Attendees at private 

clinics and hospital 

(469,896) 

NA Coverage: In intervention area, 

TB case notification increased 

from 1,569 to 3,140 (2010-11) or 

2·21 times (95% CI 1·93-2·53) 

relative to change in control area 

NA 

2012 Naqvi (73) 

Pakistan (Karachi) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

(2/5) 

People with TB (309) TS (95% CI): 87.0% (79.1-92.8); 

Default: 6.7% (no CI) 

NA Health workforce: Of 94 PPs, 73 

trained in workshops; Four lab 

networks (10 outlets) included 

2012 Zafar Ullah (a) 

(74) 

Bangladesh (Dhaka) 

Mixed methods with 

interviews and FGDs 

(2/5); post-only PPM 

DOTS compared with 

public DOTS (4/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB (19,000); interviews 

(12 PPs); 4 FGDs (24 PPs) 

NA Coverage: PPs contributed 36% 

of TB cases in project areas; by 

2008, case notification rate in 

project areas = 94/100,000, 

national = 73/100,000 

Health workforce; Service 

delivery; Attitude: 96% PPs had 

positive experience with 

support; limited feedback on 

referrals 

2012 Zafar Ullah (b) 

(75) 

Bangladesh (Dhaka) 

Mixed methods; post-

only PPM DOTS (3/5) 

with interviews and 

FGDs (5/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB (3,372); interviews 

(29 managers, 14 staff); 

3 FGDs (24 staff) 

TS: 100% (All people with TB 

treated at factory completed 

their scheduled treatment as per 

NTP guidelines; no CI) 

Access: DOTS access increased; 

Utilisation: 3,372 of 69,000 

workforce referred, 598 

diagnosed, 145 received care  

Attitude: Positive changes in 

knowledge, attitudes and 

practices of managers, workers, 

and health care providers on TB 

2014 Engel (76) 

India (Hyderabad, 

Mumbai, Kerala state) 

Qualitative interviews, 

observations, and 

document analysis (2/5) 

Range of stakeholders 

(101) 

NA NA Health workforce; Attitude: 

Challenge to ensure care 

according to RNTCP standards in 

private; Leadership/ governance; 

Context:  Successful PPMs 

require organisational control 

practices bridging different 

professions 

2015 Pethani (77) 

Pakistan (Karachi) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

(3/5) 

People with TB (389) TS (95% CI): 86.3% (82.3-89.5); 

Default: 8.7% (no CI); Failure: 

0.5%; Mortality: 3.1% 

NA Health workforce: 94 PPs 

trained; 57.4% remained actively 

involved in the project 

2015 Ramaiah (78) CE study; PPM DOTS People with TB (NR) TS (95% CI): 87.0% (84.0-90.0) ICER per patient successfully NA 
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India (Kanchipuram) compared with public 

DOTS and private non-

DOTS (4/5) 

PPM, 85.0% (84.0-85.0) public, 

51.0% (46.0–56.0) private non-

DOTS 

treated PPM vs. public DOTS: 

Provider perspective = –21 (95% 

CI –44 to –3), Societal perspective 

= –278 (–312 to –256); PPM-

DOTS vs. private non-DOTS: 

Provider perspective = 226 (184-

292), Societal perspective = cost-

saving 

2016 Bronner Murrison 

(79) 

India (Chennai)  

Cross sectional; PPM 

DOTS only (3/5) 

People with new and 

retreatment TB (289) 

NA Efficiency: 90% first contacted 

formal PP; median delay=51 days 

(mean 68); consulting an informal 

PP first associated with delay 

(absolute increase 22.8 days, 95% 

CI 6.2-39.5) and risk of delay >90 

days (aRR 2.4, 95% CI 1.3-4.4) 

NA 

2017 Lestari (80) 

Indonesia (Bandung 

City) 

Mixed methods; post-

only PPM DOTS (4/5) 

and interviews (3/5) 

 

For cost, health system 

costs = recurrent and 

capital costs 

People with presumptive 

TB (36); interviews (1 TB 

nurse, 1 programme 

coordinator, 2 PPs) 

NA Awareness/ behaviour: 5 PPs 

used mobile application; Total 

costs (I$): Start-up=9,258.75, 

Recurrent =4,968.45, 

Total=14,227.21, Maintenance 

(1-year)=1,529.85, Start-up and 

maintenance (1-year) 

=14,227.21, Cost/person with 

TB=395.20, per case diagnosed 

=836.91, per PP=1,185.60 

Health workforce: 17 of 27 PPs 

(62.9%) participated in training; 

phone application installed for 

12 PPs; for some PPs, referrals 

meant loss of clients, 

complicated reporting, and lack 

of supervision 

2018 Chadha (81) 

India (Bengaluru) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

compared with public 

DOTS (3/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB (364) 

TS (95% CI): 55.4% (43.4-66.8), 

PPM, 75.0% (no CI) public; LTFU 

& Mortality: 35.2% & 8.1% PPM 

Efficiency: Of 101 cases, most 

notified and initiated treatment 

within 15 days of diagnosis 

NA 

2018 McDowell (82) 

India (4 major cities) 

Qualitative interviews 

(5/5) 

PPs and public sector 

paediatric providers (55) 

NA Access/ Awareness:  'Xpert' 

helped raise awareness, aided in 

antibiotic stewardship, and 

reduced dependence on clinical 

diagnosis 

Health workforce; Service 

delivery: Providers had 

confidence in results; rapid 

turnaround was key to accessing 

a public service 

2019 Ananthakrishnan 

(83) 

India (Chennai) 

Post-only PPM DOTS 

(4/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB (2,621) 

TS (95% CI): 89.4% (87.1-91.4); 

Failure: 0.3% (no CI); Mortality: 

3.9%; LTFU: 5.3% 

Coverage: 2,621 people tested; 

1,232 (47.0%) diagnosed; PPM 

constituted about 10% of case 

notifications during project 

period 

Health workforce: 227 of 466 

(48.7%) PPs referred at least 1 

patient; Service delivery: 13 

interface centres established 

2019 Arinaminpathy 

(84) 

2021 Arinaminpathy 

(85) 

CE study; transmission 

modelling with & 

without PPIA coverage 

(4/5)  

People with TB under 

PPIA operations (NR) 

TB incidence and mortality: With 

75% PPIA coverage, cumulative 

incidence would reduce by 8.5% 

(95% CI 4.2-15.6) over 10 years; 

CE: ICER per DALY averted for all 

PPIA coverages – cost-effective in 

Mumbai in all thresholds, in 

Patna for WHO-CHOICE, but not 

NA 
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India (Mumbai, Patna)   

Perspective: Provider 

stronger impact on MDR-TB by 

21.2% (95% CI 13.0-32.5); could 

reduce TB deaths by 21.7% (95% 

CI 10.6-35.0) 

for country-specific threshold 

PPIA focusing on adherence – 

Mumbai: 30.5 (95% CI: 3.46-

79.7), best value, cost-effective in 

all thresholds; Patna: 72.6 (29.6-

157), best value, cost-effective in 

all thresholds. 

PPIA focusing on diagnosis – 

Mumbai: 441 (319-601), Patna: 

803 (566-1120). 

PPIA focusing adherence and 

diagnosis – Mumbai: 228 (159-

320), Patna: 564 (409-775) 

2019 Daftary (86) 

India (Patna) 

Mixed methods; pre-

post PPM DOTS (4/5) 

with interviews and 

FGDs (4/5) 

Private pharmacies 

(105); 9 FGDs and 

interviews (83 

pharmacists)  

NA Access: Increase in pharmacy-

initiated assessment and referral; 

Coverage: Registration 62 times 

higher in intervention period 

(95% CI 54-72), diagnosis 25 

times higher (95% CI 20-32), 

testing higher (p<0.001); Cost 

(I$): Per case detected=123.70  

Health workforce: 81% of 

pharmacies actively participated 

in PPM, motivation through 

feedback and financial 

compensation; Service delivery: 

Care seekers provided free CXR 

2020 Ramasamy (a) 

(87) 

2020 Ramasamy (b) 

(88) 

India (Bengaluru) 

Pre-post PPM DOTS 

(3/5) 

Community pharmacists 

(149) 

NA Awareness/ behaviour: Change in 

TB knowledge after education 

was highly significant; 74.4% 

enrolled as DOTS providers 

NA 

2020 Shibu (89) 

India (Mumbai) 

Pre-post PPM DOTS; 

post-only for health 

outcomes (5/5) 

People with presumptive 

TB (185,897) 

TS (95% CI): 78.4% (78.1-78.7) Coverage: Annual case 

notification increased from 

272/100,000 per year (2013) to 

416/100,000 (2017) 

Health workforce: 1,055 (48%) 

non-allopathic and 1,039 (62.8%) 

allopathic doctors notified at 

least one case 

* 2004 Lonnroth reports 3 PPM models – 1 direct and 2 with interface; 
+

 Pseudonym 

Abbreviations (ordered alphabetically): aRR – Adjusted Risk Ratio; ART – Antiretroviral Therapy; CE – Cost-Effectiveness; CI – Confidence Interval; CPT – Cotrimoxozole Preventive Therapy; CXR 

– Chest X-Ray; DM – Diabetes Mellitus; DOTS – Directly Observed Therapy Short-course; FGD – Focus Group Discussion; HIV – Human Immunodeficiency Virus; HV – Health Visitor; I$ - 

International Dollar; ICER – Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ratio; LTFU – Lost to Follow-Up; MDR-TB – Multidrug-Resistant Tuberculosis; NA – Not Applicable; NGO – Non-Governmental 

Organisation; NR – Not Reported; NTP – National Tuberculosis Programme; PFP – Private For-Profit; PNFP – Private Not-For-Profit; PP – Private Provider; PPIA – Public-Private Interface 

Agency; PPM – Public-Private Partnership; RCT – Randomised Controlled Trial; RNTCP – Revised National Tuberculosis Control Programme; TB – Tuberculosis 
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Figure 1 – PRISMA flow diagram  
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Figure 2 – Forest plot (without meta-analysis) of studies reporting TB treatment 

success according to PPM model type. 

 

PPM Model Type TS (%) LB UB

DIRECT

2010 Quelapio (Philippines) 75 67.9 81

2011 Lal (India) 85.8 85.5 86.1
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2017 Khan (Pakistan) 81.3 78.5 83.3

2017 Qader (Afghanistan) 79.6 76.1 82.7

2020 Paul (Bangladesh, people with DM) 84.1 78.1 88.6

2020 Paul (Bangladesh, people without DM) 95.4 93.5 96.8
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Figure 3 – Cost-effectiveness plan for PPM TB 
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