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Abstract 

Background. India has the highest burden of tuberculosis (TB), accounting for more than one-

quarter of people with active TB and nearly one-third of TB deaths globally. Most people 

contracting active TB in India do not successfully navigate all stages of the care cascade to 

receive treatment and achieve TB recurrence-free survival. Understanding reasons for losses 

across the care cascade is critical to improve outcomes. In this paper, guided by a PECO 

(population/exposure/comparison/outcome) framework, we describe quantitative findings of a 

systematic review aimed at identifying factors contributing to unfavorable outcomes 

experienced by people with TB at each care cascade gap in India. 

 

Methods and findings. We defined care cascade gaps as comprising people with confirmed or 

presumptive TB who did not: start the TB diagnostic workup (Gap 1), complete the diagnostic 

workup (Gap 2), start treatment (Gap 3), achieve treatment success (Gap 4), or achieve TB 

recurrence-free survival (Gap 5). Three systematic searches were conducted to identify 147 

unique articles published from 2000 to 2021 that evaluated factors associated with unfavorable 

outcomes for each gap (reported as odds, relative risk, or hazard ratios) and, among people 

experiencing unfavorable outcomes, reasons reported for these outcomes (reported as 

proportions). Findings were organized into patient-, family-, society-, or health system-related 

factors, using a social-ecological framework. 

 

Some factors were common and associated with unfavorable outcomes across multiple care 

cascade stages. These included male sex, older age (variably defined across studies), a broad 
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array of poverty-related factors, lower symptom severity or duration, undernutrition, alcohol 

use, smoking, and distrust of (or dissatisfaction with) local government health services. People 

who had been previously treated for TB were more likely to seek care and engage in the TB 

diagnostic workup (Gaps 1 and 2) but were also more likely to suffer pretreatment loss to 

follow-up (Gap 3) and unfavorable outcomes during TB treatment (Gap 4), especially those who 

had been lost to follow-up during their prior treatment episode.  

 

For individual care cascade gaps, multiple studies highlighted the importance of lack of TB 

knowledge and structural barriers to care (e.g., transport or financial challenges in reaching 

clinics) in contributing to lack of care-seeking for TB symptoms (Gap 1, 15 studies or analyses); 

lack of access to diagnostics (e.g., chest X-ray), non-identification of eligible patients for testing, 

and failure of providers to communicate concern for TB to patients in contributing to non-

completion of the diagnostic workup (Gap 2, 20 studies or analyses); TB stigma, poor recording 

of patient contact information by providers, and early death due to diagnostic delays in 

contributing to pretreatment loss to follow-up (Gap 3, 25 studies); and medication adverse 

effects, TB stigma, and lack of TB knowledge in contributing to unfavorable treatment 

outcomes (Gap 4, 104 studies). Medication nonadherence contributed to unfavorable 

treatment outcomes (Gap 4) and post-treatment TB recurrence (Gap 5, 15 studies). 

 

Conclusions. This extensive systematic review illuminates common patterns of risk that shape 

outcomes for people with TB in India, while also highlighting gaps in knowledge, particularly 

with regard to TB care for children or in the private sector, that can help to guide future 
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research. These findings may help inform targeting of additional support services to people 

with TB who are at higher risk of poor outcomes and inform development of multi-component 

interventions to close gaps in India’s TB care cascade.  
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Author Summary 

Why was this study done? 

• India has the highest burden of tuberculosis (TB), accounting for more than one-quarter of 

people with active TB and nearly one-third of TB deaths globally.  

• Of the nearly 3 million people contracting active TB every year in India, most do not 

successfully traverse all stages of the care needed to receive TB treatment and achieve an 

optimal long-term outcome, and serial losses of people with TB across these stages is often 

referred to as the “cascade of care.”  

• Understanding risk factors among people with active or presumptive TB that contribute to 

losses from care, and why these losses occur, is crucial to inform the development of targeted 

interventions to prevent them from experiencing unfavorable outcomes. 

 

What did the researchers do and find? 

• To understand reasons why people with TB are lost from care in India, we conducted three 

systematic searches of the medical literature to identify 147 unique and relevant articles 

published from 2000 to 2021. 

• We extracted information from these studies on risk factors for unfavorable outcomes at 

each care cascade gap, as well as reasons reported by people with TB who experienced 

unfavorable outcomes and were surveyed by researchers. 

• Some barriers to care or characteristics of people with TB contributed to losses at multiple 

stages of the care cascade, including male sex, older age, poverty-related factors, history of 
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previous TB treatment, lower symptom severity or duration, undernutrition, alcohol use, 

smoking, and distrust of (or dissatisfaction with) local government health services. 

• Other barriers contributed more substantially to individual care cascade gaps: lack of TB 

knowledge and structural barriers to care (e.g., transport barriers to clinics) contributed to lack 

of care-seeking for TB symptoms (Gap 1); poor accessibility of diagnostic testing, non-

identification of eligible patients for testing, and failure of providers to communicate concern 

for TB to patients contributed to non-completion of the TB diagnostic workup (Gap 2); early 

death due to delays in diagnosis, TB stigma, and poor recording of patient contact information 

by healthcare providers contributed to losses of diagnosed patients before they started 

treatment (Gap 3); medication adverse effects, TB stigma, and lack of TB knowledge 

contributed to unfavorable TB treatment outcomes (Gap 4); and medication nonadherence 

contributed to unfavorable treatment outcomes and post-treatment TB recurrence (Gaps 4 and 

5). 

 

What do these findings mean? 

• The reasons for losses of people with TB across the care cascade are complex, vary by care 

cascade gap, and involve a mix of patient- and health system-related barriers. 

• Given the complexity of the barriers contributing to unfavorable outcomes in India’s TB care 

cascade, future implementation interventions should consider involving multiple components 

that target different challenges faced by patients and the health system.  

• In addition, India’s TB program and those in other high incidence settings should target 

additional services to people with TB who are at higher risk of experiencing poor outcomes. 
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Introduction 

With an estimated annual incidence of nearly 3 million people contracting active tuberculosis 

(TB) in 2021, India has the highest TB burden, accounting for more than one-quarter of people 

with active TB and nearly one-third of TB deaths globally [1]. Prior to the COVID-19 pandemic, 

India already accounted for the largest number of “missing” people with TB, individuals who 

have not been reported to TB programs and who therefore may not have received effective 

care [2]. During the COVID-19 pandemic, case notifications to India’s National TB Elimination 

Programme (NTEP) dropped by more than 40% in 2020 as compared to 2019, suggesting 

further decline in people reaching care, though there was partial recovery in notifications in 

2021 [1,3]. COVID-19 may have also adversely impacted TB clinical outcomes [4]. 

 

Losses of people with a disease condition across sequential stages of care required to achieve a 

favorable health outcome is referred to as the care cascade (or continuum) [5]. Recent TB care 

cascade analyses for India and other countries have provided insights into shortcomings in 

quality of care contributing to unfavorable outcomes for people with TB, especially since TB is 

almost always curable [6–10]. For example, although the TB community has historically focused 

on improving outcomes during treatment, in India’s NTEP, there are larger losses from care 

during diagnostic workup and linkage to treatment [6]. Many people with TB in India also 

experience TB recurrence in the year after treatment completion [6]. Based on these insights, 

India’s National Strategic Plan for TB (2017-2025) emphasizes the importance of measuring and 

reducing losses of people across the care cascade to achieve the 2030 World Health 

Organization End TB targets, which align with the Sustainable Development Goal [11–13]. 
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While prior TB care cascade analyses quantified gaps in care, few studies have evaluated who is 

falling out of the care cascade and why people are lost from care [14]. Improving outcomes 

requires understanding of patient-, family-, society-, and health system-related factors 

contributing to losses at each care cascade stage to inform intervention development. In India, 

many studies have described barriers to care for people with TB; however, most only evaluated 

a single care cascade gap in one geographic location. By aggregating findings across studies, 

systematic reviews can identify common risk factors that contribute to unfavorable outcomes 

across different care cascade gaps and geographic contexts. 

 

India’s NTEP expanded the directly observed therapy short-course (DOTS) strategy in a phased 

manner starting from 1997 to achieve coverage of most of the population with public TB 

services by the early 2000s, making it the world’s largest TB program [15]. In this paper, we 

describe quantitative findings of a systematic review assessing the past two decades of 

literature aimed at identifying factors contributing to unfavorable outcomes across the TB care 

cascade in India. The NTEP has also mandated reporting of people undergoing TB treatment in 

the private sector since 2012 and provides support through public-private initiatives [16,17]. As 

such, while factors shaping TB outcomes undoubtedly vary across India’s large and diverse 

population, identifying common challenges may inform local and national implementation 

strategies, since care delivery across the country is informed by uniform guidelines (for the 

public sector [11,18]) and recommended standards (for the private sector [19]). By identifying 

reasons for poor outcomes [14], this review aims to inform intervention development across 
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care cascade stages to improve the lives of people with TB and advance disease elimination in 

the world’s largest TB epidemic. 

 

Methods 

TB care cascade framework 

This review expands upon an earlier systematic review that estimated losses across India’s TB 

care cascade, from a starting point of people contracting active TB in the population (i.e., 

annual incidence) to the end outcome of one-year post-treatment recurrence-free survival [6] 

(Table 1). The framework guiding this review is also informed by subsequent guidelines [5] and 

other national-level TB care cascade analyses from South Africa, Zambia, and Madagascar [7–9].  
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Table 1. Definitions for each TB care cascade gap and specific dimensions investigated in this 

systematic review [5] 

Care cascade gap General definition Specific populations and outcomes assessed 

Gap 1 People with confirmed TB (i.e., 

active TB not previously 

diagnosed before the 

community survey) or 

presumptive TB in the 

community who do not reach 

care at facilities and start the TB 

diagnostic workup 

We included studies evaluating people with confirmed 

or presumptive TB in the community who had or had 

not sought any care for their symptoms. Studies of 

people who reached care without initiation of a TB 

diagnostic workup were not included. 

Gap 2 People with presumptive TB 

who start but do not complete 

the appropriate diagnostic 

workup 

Given changes in diagnostic algorithms over time, we 

report findings by non-completion of each diagnostic 

modality, including non-pursual of workup by patients 

despite referral, non-completion of sputum microscopy 

evaluation, non-completion of chest X-ray, and non-

completion of NAAT (e.g., Xpert MTB/RIF, Truenat). 

Gap 3 People who are diagnosed with 

TB but do not start or get 

registered in treatment 

We disaggregate findings by the following sub-

populations: drug-susceptible TB patients, drug-

resistant TB patients, and pediatric TB patients. 

Gap 4 People who start or get 

registered in treatment but do 

not achieve treatment success 

We disaggregate findings by the following sub-

populations: new TB patients, previously treated TB 

patients, rifampin- or multidrug-resistant TB patients, 

multiple populations of TB patients, people with HIV 

being treated for active TB, and pediatric TB patients. 

Outcomes of interest included standard NTEP- and 

WHO-defined unfavorable outcomes of death, 

treatment failure, loss to follow-up, or non-evaluation 

(i.e., not reported, transferred out, or treatment 

regimen modified), alone or in combination. 

Medication nonadherence was included as an 

unfavorable outcome, as it is a mediator of other 

unfavorable treatment outcomes [20]. 

Gap 5 People who achieve TB 

treatment success, but 

experience disease recurrence 

or death evaluated for the 12 

months after treatment 

completion, at minimum 

We disaggregated studies evaluating post-treatment TB 

recurrence (with or without death) and studies 

evaluating post-treatment mortality alone. Studies 

sometimes evaluated recurrence or death only in the 

post-treatment phase or included post-treatment 

outcomes as part of a composite outcome, along with 

unfavorable on-treatment outcomes. Findings using 

both approaches were included in Gap 5. 

NAAT, nucleic acid amplification testing; TB, tuberculosis; WHO, World Health Organization. 
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As this comprehensive review spans 5 care cascade gaps, the protocol was submitted to 

PROSPERO in October 2019 and registered in April 2020 under three IDs: CRD42020159337 (for 

Gap 1), CRD42020159361 (for Gaps 2, 3 and 4), and CRD42020159355 (for Gap 5). A detailed 

protocol for each care cascade gap is provided in the S1—S5 Appendices. In the rest of this 

section, we discuss aspects of our methodological approach that were common across all gaps. 

 

PECO framework 

Using a PECO (population, exposures, comparisons, outcomes) framework [21], the population 

comprised people with active or presumptive TB in India, regardless of whether they sought or 

received care in the public or private sector. We extracted data on a wide array of exposures 

(e.g., sociodemographic, clinical, psychosocial, structural, and health system factors) that may 

have contributed to poor outcomes at each care cascade gap. The comparison group depended 

on the specific exposure. For example, for male sex, female sex was the comparison (reference) 

group, but for age, the age range used as a reference group varied by study. We report 

quantitative findings in the current review; qualitative findings will be reported in a future 

manuscript. 

 

Exposures represented findings from two study designs or analytical approaches. The first set of 

findings—referred to hereafter as “factors associated with unfavorable outcomes”—derived 

from cohort, case-control, and cross-sectional studies comparing exposures between people 

who completed a specific care cascade stage versus those who did not. These studies usually 
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reported findings for exposures as unadjusted or adjusted odds ratios, relative risk (prevalence) 

ratios, or hazard ratios, in relation to the outcome (i.e., care cascade gap). 

 

The second set of findings—referred to hereafter as “reasons reported by people with TB for 

unfavorable outcomes”—were extracted from studies that conducted structured interviews 

with people who experienced unfavorable outcomes for a given care cascade gap. Interviews 

sought to understand why people with TB symptoms in the community had not sought care (for 

Gap 1), why people diagnosed with TB had not started treatment (for Gap 3), or why people 

had not achieved treatment success (for Gap 4). Studies described the number and proportion 

of people reporting specific reasons for unfavorable outcomes, among all people who were 

interviewed (as the denominator). Similar findings were available for patients who had not 

completed the diagnostic workup (Gap 2); however, for this gap, studies also reported reasons 

based on health system data (e.g., failure of sputum transport to testing sites). Because 

interview-based studies only collected data from people who experienced unfavorable 

outcomes, there was no comparison or reference group. 

 

Outcomes of interest were guided by the broad definition of each care cascade gap, within 

which nuanced definitions were needed that were relevant to study designs and 

subpopulations (Table 1). For Gap 1, we included studies evaluating people with confirmed or 

presumptive TB in the community who had or had not sought care when the survey was 

conducted. We defined “presumptive TB” as comprising individuals with symptoms suggestive 

of TB (e.g., cough >2 weeks, fevers, night sweats), who serve as a proxy for understanding the 
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behavior of people with undiagnosed active TB in the population. A limitation is that our 

approach to Gap 1 only provides insights into factors shaping the behavior of people with TB 

symptoms before they seek care. Many barriers contributing to losses in Gap 1 occur after 

people seek care, due to failure of healthcare providers to test for TB or delays in starting 

treatment [22–26]. While recognizing limitations of our approach to Gap 1, we decided not to 

include studies of delays in TB care because these are comprised of biased samples of people 

who ultimately started treatment (i.e., did not get lost from care), and these studies have been 

covered in a previous systematic review [26]. Studies assessing the failure of providers to test 

people with presumptive TB were excluded because they are framed from the perspective of 

providers (rather than people with TB), as they have involved assessments of provider 

knowledge (using surveys [22]) or behavior (using standardized patients [24,25]). 

 

For Gap 2, a challenge is that TB diagnostic algorithms evolved over 2 decades, especially with 

growing use of nucleic acid amplification tests (NAAT; e.g., Xpert MTB/RIF, Truenat). Despite 

this evolution, most algorithms culminated in completion of a specific diagnostic modality for 

each type of TB. For example, sputum microscopy had to be completed to diagnose smear-

positive TB; chest X-ray had to be completed to diagnose smear-negative (or NAAT-negative) 

TB; and NAAT or mycobacterial culture had to be completed to diagnose rifampin-resistant (RR) 

or multidrug-resistant TB (MDR TB). As such, we disaggregated Gap 2 findings by non-

completion of specific diagnostic modalities, regardless of the algorithm used.  
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For Gaps 3 and 4, it was possible to disaggregate findings by patient subpopulations (Table 1). 

Gap 4 outcomes comprised NTEP [27] and World Health Organization (WHO) [28] case 

definitions for the following treatment outcomes: loss to follow-up, treatment failed, died, not 

evaluated (e.g., not reported, transferred out, treatment modified [often considered a form of 

treatment failure]), or a composite of more than one of these. In addition, when studies 

reported loss to follow-up of less than two months (i.e., the programmatic definition of loss to 

follow-up) or medication nonadherence using other measures, we also analyzed these as 

unfavorable outcomes representing medication nonadherence, given nonadherence is a 

mediator of other unfavorable outcomes [20,29]. 

 

For Gap 5, we disaggregated studies that evaluated post-treatment recurrence (with or without 

mortality) and those that evaluated post-treatment mortality alone. Studies evaluated post-

treatment outcomes starting either from treatment initiation or treatment completion—with 

the former approach reporting post-treatment outcomes as part of a composite outcome that 

included unfavorable on-treatment outcomes. We included findings from both approaches in 

Gap 5, as post-treatment follow-up in these studies was longer than on-treatment follow-up. 

 

Search strategy and study selection 

Given heterogeneity in studies included in various care cascade gaps, we conducted three sets 

of searches. The first set identified articles for Gap 1; the second set identified articles for Gaps 

2, 3, and 4 (as these 3 gaps similarly looked at loss to follow-up from care); and the third set 

identified articles for Gap 5 (Table A in each of the S1—S5 Appendices). 
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Because Gap 1 focused on care-seeking by people with confirmed or presumptive TB, these 

searches involved the following umbrella terms and related variants: “tuberculosis,” 

“tuberculosis symptoms,” “healthcare-seeking behavior,” and “India.” As Gaps 2, 3, and 4 

involve loss to follow-up of patients, searches for these gaps comprised the following umbrella 

terms and related variants: “tuberculosis,” “loss to follow-up,” and “India.” As Gap 5 focused on 

post-treatment TB recurrence, searches comprised the following umbrella terms and related 

variants: “tuberculosis,” “recurrence,” and “India.” 

 

We searched PubMed, Embase, and Web of Science for articles starting from 2000, when 

India’s modern TB program—known previously as the Revised National TB Control Programme 

and since 2017 as the NTEP—achieved national coverage [15]. Given the large number of 

articles and extensive data extraction process, trained medical librarians conducted an initial 

search and two refresher searches for each gap spanning January 1, 2000 to October 1, 2015; 

October 2, 2015 to October 1, 2019; and October 2, 2019 to May 17, 2021. Notably, the January 

2000 to October 2015 searches had been conducted as part of a previous study quantifying 

gaps in India’s TB care cascade [6]. We screened all articles identified in searches for the prior 

systematic review for inclusion in the current review; however, whereas we extracted findings 

on outcomes for the prior review, we extracted findings on exposures for the current review. In 

addition to the database searches, studies were also identified by looking at references lists of 

the included primary studies and outreach to experts. 
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Facilitated by Covidence software (Veritas Health Innovation, Australia), identification of 

articles for eligibility at the title and abstract and full text stages was performed independently 

by at least two reviewers (among TJ, DJ, AG, DV, MLS, and KP). Disagreements were resolved by 

discussion among reviewers or, if necessary, through consultation of a third reviewer (RS). 

PRISMA flow diagrams describing the study identification process for each gap, including 

refresher searches, are provided in the S1—S5 Appendices. 

 

Inclusion and exclusion criteria varied by care cascade gap and are described in detail in the 

S1—S5 Appendices; however, some general criteria applied across all gaps. Included studies 

had to have either compared people with TB who did or did not complete a specific care 

cascade stage (i.e., factors associated with unfavorable outcomes) or have surveyed of people 

who experienced unfavorable outcomes to identify reasons for those outcomes (i.e., reasons 

reported by people for unfavorable outcomes). Studies that only described the proportion of 

people experiencing unfavorable outcomes, without analyzing reasons for these outcomes, 

were excluded from the review. Finally, because the current paper’s focus is on reasons for 

unfavorable outcomes in “real world” public or private sector care, we excluded findings from 

clinical trials, which often use external resources to retain patients. 

 

Quality assessment 

In our prior systematic review, we developed quality criteria relevant to studies focused on 

evaluating poor outcomes in India’s TB care cascade [6], because of variability in the study 

designs included in that review and the lack of standardized guidelines for assessing the quality 
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of these observational studies. Although we extracted exposures rather than outcomes in the 

current review, we used similar quality criteria because they are appropriate for describing 

overall methodological rigor and risk of bias (Table B in each of the S1-S5 Appendices). Studies 

were not excluded based on quality unless they involved convenience sampling, as we felt such 

sampling approaches had substantial risk of being non-representative. 

 

Quality criteria vary by gap (S1-S5 Appendices), but we discuss nuances of these criteria here. 

For Gap 1, studies involved cross-sectional population-based screening to identify individuals 

with presumptive TB (i.e., TB symptoms) or confirmed active TB. Bias may be introduced if only 

a small sample of the population gets screened, so we included the proportion of the 

population screened as a quality criterion (S1 Appendix, Table B). Among individuals identified 

as having presumptive or confirmed TB, bias might be introduced if only a small proportion 

were surveyed about care-seeking behavior (i.e., high non-response rate). As such, the 

proportion of individuals surveyed was included as a quality criterion. 

 

Gaps 2 and 3 evaluate stages before treatment initiation, when determining outcomes can be 

challenging. For example, for Gap 2, patients who must obtain a chest X-ray for a diagnosis of 

sputum smear-negative or NAAT-negative TB may receive this imaging at a different clinic from 

where diagnostic workup was initiated. Similarly, for Gap 3, patients may start treatment at a 

clinic that is different from where the diagnosis was made. For this reason, Gap 2 and 3 

outcomes are more accurately determined through patient tracking by a dedicated research 

team, rather than by relying on data collection from medical records alone; therefore, studies 
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using the former approach were rated as being higher in quality. Studies assessing outcomes 

within a shorter time frame (e.g., within 1 to 2 months) for Gaps 2 and 3 were also rated as 

being higher in quality than studies assessing outcomes later, because tracking patients 

becomes harder with time due to patient mobility and recall bias (S2 Appendix, Table B and S3 

Appendix, Table B).  

 

Gap 4 and 5 studies followed standard cohort designs, so for both gaps we rated studies with 

prospective data collection as higher in quality than studies with retrospective data collection. 

For Gap 5, identification of people with post-treatment TB recurrence may be influenced by 

whether surveillance was active (e.g., prospective screening) or passive (e.g., waiting for people 

to return to care if they develop symptoms), with the former approach rated as higher in 

quality. In addition, identification of TB recurrence depends on the diagnostic modality used. 

We rated studies involving repeated post-treatment screening with microbiological tests (e.g., 

mycobacterial culture or NAAT) as being higher in quality than studies relying on clinical 

diagnosis alone for identifying TB recurrence (S5 Appendix, Table B). 

 

Data extraction 

Two reviewers (among TJ, DJ, AG, DV, and MLS) independently extracted data from each study 

into a structured Excel spreadsheet. Disagreements were resolved by discussion or, if 

necessary, by consulting a third reviewer (RS). We extracted data on each study’s design, 

location, setting (i.e., urban versus rural), sample size, and other descriptors for specific care 

cascade gaps (e.g., type of TB for Gaps 3 and 4). For studies reporting factors associated with 
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unfavorable outcomes, we extracted unadjusted and adjusted effect estimates (odds ratios, 

relative risk ratios, and hazard ratios) and 95% confidence intervals (CIs) for all exposures. Some 

studies only compared the proportion of individuals with a given exposure who did or did not 

experience a given outcome, using Chi-squared or Fisher’s exact tests to assess statistical 

significance. When possible, we used these raw data to estimate unadjusted odds ratios with 

95%CIs to facilitate comparison with findings of other studies. For studies reporting reasons for 

unfavorable outcomes, we extracted proportions (numerator and denominator) for every 

reported reason with 95%CIs. When not reported, we estimated 95%CIs, assuming an infinite 

population size. Given the large volume of findings, the senior author (RS) verified all extracted 

findings against the original papers after creation of the final tables and Forest plots. 

 

Some studies presented the association of exposures with favorable (rather than unfavorable) 

outcomes. This was particularly common for Gap 1, with many studies reporting the odds of 

having sought care for TB symptoms. For consistency, we “flipped” these effect estimates to 

present the association with experiencing unfavorable (rather than favorable) outcomes. 

 

For some variables, we also changed the reference group for consistency of reporting across 

studies. For example, because most studies compared men to the reference group of women, 

we “flipped” effect estimates for studies presenting men as the reference group. This allows 

readers more easily identify common trends (or discordant findings) across studies. Similarly, 

although the age category used as a reference group varied across studies, we consistently 

presented the youngest age category as the reference group. 
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We extracted unadjusted effect estimates to understand relevant baseline factors that may 

predict unfavorable outcomes. We also extracted adjusted effect estimates to elucidate 

potential causal influence. We reported all unadjusted and adjusted effect estimates, 

regardless of statistical significance, organized by study in Table D in each of the S1—S5 

Appendices. In the main manuscript and Forest plots, we restricted ourselves to presenting 

statistically significant adjusted effect estimates from multivariable analyses, as these may 

represent more meaningful associations from higher-quality analyses. 

 

Analytical framework for organizing and visualizing findings 

Losses across care cascade gaps occur due to a diverse array of barriers. Informed by the multi-

level social-ecological framework [30] and a previous review of non-initiation of treatment 

among people with HIV [31], we created a framework that organizes findings into “patient-, 

family, or society-related factors” and “health system-related factors,” with subcategories to 

facilitate reporting of findings (Table 2). While these categories may be simplistic—because 

many barriers represent an interaction between patient circumstances and health system 

limitations—this organizing framework may help identify where to focus interventions. 
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Table 2. Framework for organizing factors contributing to unfavorable care cascade outcomes  

Patient, family- and 

society-related 

subcategories  

Examples of factors that might be included in a subcategory 

Demographic factors Age, gender, marital status, religion, urban or rural residence, region of origin, caste 

Socioeconomic factors Income, literacy, educational attainment, employment-related constraints, working 

hours, rural or urban setting 

Patient mobility Migration related to work, travel for other reasons, inability of healthcare providers to 

find patients because they moved from their address 

TB-related clinical 

factors 

Prior TB history, drug susceptibility or resistance, site of TB (e.g., pulmonary versus 

extrapulmonary), disease severity (e.g., by symptoms, sputum smear grade, 

radiological features), medication adverse effects 

Other clinical factors Nutritional status, HIV, diabetes, structural lung disease  

Substance use Alcohol use, tobacco use, injection drug use 

Psychological factors Depression, anxiety, lack of self-efficacy in care-seeking, treatment refusal (without 

another reason provided), internal or anticipated stigma 

Knowledge-related 

factors 

TB-related knowledge, health system-related knowledge 

Family-related factors Social support, enacted intra-familial stigma 

Society-related factors Enacted stigma or discrimination; social activities or holiday festivities delaying care 

Health system-related 

subcategories  

 

Perceptions of the 

health system  

 

Limited trust in the government system, dissatisfaction with health services, care-

seeking at multiple sites 

Healthcare 

accessibility (including 

Logistical and geographical accessibility (e.g., distance to clinic, waiting times), 

financial accessibility (e.g., cost of travel, cost of care) 
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other structural 

barriers to care) 

Navigational 

challenges 

Difficulties in navigating within or between facilities (i.e., understanding when, where, 

or how to get to care) 

Infrastructural 

limitations 

Electricity failures, electronic health record failures, or bed shortages 

Health sector- or 

facility-related factors 

Type of health sector (public or private) or facility (primary, tertiary, etc.) 

Healthcare provider 

factors 

Absenteeism, negative interactions with patients, characteristics of personnel 

providing care, understaffing of facilities, stigmatization by healthcare workers 

Approaches to care 

provision 

Monitoring approach used, challenges engaging with directly observed therapy, use of 

cellphone-based reminders or monitoring, cash transfers, social support  

Quality of care Not identifying individuals with presumptive TB or drug-resistant TB, sample collection 

or transfer problems, poor recording of patient contact information, not providing 

adequate information to the patient, TB drug stockouts 
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To help readers visualize common trends or discordant finding across studies, we generated 

Forest plots of statistically significant adjusted effect estimates from multivariable analyses 

using Stata version 16.1 (College Station, USA). Meta-analyses were not performed, because we 

extracted findings from diverse exposures; therefore, we felt pooling the data was 

inappropriate. We also generated Forest plots for reasons reported by people with TB for 

unfavorable outcomes, for which all reported findings were proportions. 

 

During the visualization process, we had to manage the heterogeneity of reported effect 

estimates (i.e., odds ratios, relative risk ratios, hazard ratios) and outcomes for some care 

cascade gaps (e.g., death, loss to follow-up, treatment failure, and medication nonadherence 

for Gap 4). Making separate Forest plots for each type of effect estimate and outcome would 

not only have been prohibitive, but it also would have made it harder for readers to visualize 

common trends. To guide intervention development, understanding the exact type of 

unfavorable outcome associated with an exposure may be less important than understanding 

how common this association is across different settings. For these reasons, we combined 

different types of effect estimates and outcomes in the same Forest plots for different gaps, but 

provide this information in footnotes to each figure. 

 

Although terminology varied by study and over time, we occasionally modified language used in 

the original studies (as long as it did not change the meaning) when reporting findings in Forest 

Plots to ensure use of person-centered language, as suggested by the Stop TB Partnership [32]. 

We use “patients” to describe people with TB only after their engagement with health services. 
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Older terminology that referred both to a treatment approach and a patient subpopulation 

(e.g., category 2 treatment) has also been changed to reflect contemporary terminology (e.g., 

previously treated patient). 

 

Results 

Gap 1—Barriers contributing to people with confirmed or presumptive TB in the community 

not having sought care for TB symptoms 

Characteristics and quality of the included studies 

Across three searches spanning January 1, 2000, to May 17, 2021, we screened titles and 

abstracts of 4,977 unique reports and identified 307 reports for full text review, of which 12 

met inclusion criteria (Fig A in S1 Appendix). 1 additional study meeting inclusion criteria was 

identified by reviewing references of other articles [33]. Three datasets—1 of which was linked 

to 1 of the 12 studies meeting inclusion criteria—were identified by outreach to experts. At our 

request, the authors conducted secondary analyses of those datasets to evaluate factors 

associated with not having sought care for TB symptoms [34–36].  

 

As such, 15 articles or analyses were included in the Gap 1 review. One study reported data 

from two geographic locations [37], so we present characteristics across 16 studies or locations. 

Of these, 13 presented findings on factors associated with not having sought care and 9 

presented findings on reasons for not seeking care reported by people with presumptive TB 

(Table C in S1 Appendix). Studies were conducted in 7 of India’s 28 states and 8 union 

territories, including Uttar Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh, two of India’s high-population and 
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low-income states by gross domestic product (GDP) per capita, and 3 studies were conducted in 

multiple states. 5 studies were conducted in rural areas, 8 in urban areas, and 3 in both (Table C 

in S1 Appendix). 

 

All studies involved a high-quality sampling strategy (i.e., random or comprehensive sampling). 

1 study was low quality with regard to sample size [38]. 10 studies did not report the 

proportion of people screened for presumptive TB during population-based data collection (low 

quality). 1 study did not report the proportion of individuals with presumptive TB who 

completed an interview [32] (low quality), while, in another study, only 68% of individuals with 

presumptive TB were interviewed [39] (medium quality) (Table C in S1 Appendix). 
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Table 3. Characteristics and quality of the included studies for each TB care cascade gap 

investigated in this systematic review  

Study characteristic Gap 1 Gap 2 Gap 3 Gap 4 Gap 5 

Total studies or analyses included in each gap 15
a 

20
b 

25
e 

104
f 

15
g 

Type of study design 

Factors associated with unfavorable outcome 13 15
c 

18 97 15 

Reasons reported by people for unfavorable outcome 9 10
d 

11 14 0 

Study setting 

States or union territories covered by included studies 7 11 11 24 8 

Rural setting 5 6 6 24 3 

Urban setting 8 7 9 44 7 

Both rural and urban settings 3 7 10 29 5 

Quality or risk of bias (number of studies with low quality) 

Sampling strategy 0 0 0 0 0 

Sample size 1 2 8 20 0 

Proportion of estimated population screened for TB 10 NA NA NA NA 

Proportion of interviewed individuals identified as having TB symptoms 1 NA NA NA NA 

Time frame of research fieldwork after start of diagnostic evaluation NA 11 NA NA NA 

Method of evaluating outcome (self-report by the government TB program) NA 3 7 NA NA 

Time frame of research fieldwork after diagnosis NA NA 16 NA NA 

Assessment of exposures and outcomes (retrospective review) NA NA NA 47 NA 

Surveillance for post-treatment recurrence or mortality (passive) NA NA NA NA 7 

Method for diagnosing recurrence (clinical diagnosis without microbiology) NA NA NA NA 2 
a
Of 15 studies total, one study reported data from two geographic locations [37], so we present characteristics across 16 locations. 
b
Of 19 studies total, one study reported two different outcomes [50], so we present characteristics across 20 analyses.  

c
Of these 15 studies, 3 reported on non-pursual of diagnostic workup despite referral [40–42], 4 reported on non-completion of sputum 

microscopy evaluation [43–46], 2 reported on chest X-ray non-completion [47,48], and 6 reported on non-completion of NAAT, line probe 

assay, or mycobacterial culture [47,49–53]. 
d
Of these 10 studies, 2 reported on non-completion of sputum microscopy evaluation from patient interviews [44,54], 2 reported on chest X-ray 

non-completion from patient interviews [55,56], and 6 reported on NAAT non-completion from evaluation of health records [49–52,57,58]. 
e
18 studies evaluated PTLFU in adults with confirmed or presumed drug-susceptible TB, 6 studies evaluated adults with drug-resistant TB, 1 

study evaluated children with drug-susceptible or drug-resistant TB. 
f
We present findings separately for patient subpopulations: those with new confirmed or presumed drug-susceptible TB (n=25), those with a 

previous TB treatment history being treated for confirmed or presumed drug-susceptible TB (n=17), those involving multiple patient 

subpopulations—i.e., more than one of the aforementioned subpopulations without disaggregation (n=46), those with RR or MDR TB (n=16), 

those with HIV being treated for TB (n=4), and children with TB (n=3).  
g
4 studies reported findings on TB recurrence as a single outcome or part of a composite outcome, 4 studies reported finding on post-treatment 

mortality as a single outcome or part of a composite outcome with on-treatment mortality, and 7 studies reported findings on both recurrence 

and mortality. 

 

TB, tuberculosis; NA, not applicable; NAAT, nucleic acid amplification test; PTLFU, pre-treatment loss to follow-up; RR, rifampin-resistant; MDR, 

multidrug-resistant; HIV, Human immunodeficiency virus 
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Factors associated with not having sought care for TB symptoms 

We identified commonalities in findings across studies analyzing factors associated with not 

having sought care for TB symptoms (Fig 1). With regard to gender, 1 study found men had 

higher adjusted odds of not seeking care than women in 2 different Indian states [37]. Although 

another study found women had higher adjusted odds of not seeking care, this association was 

evident only after controlling for smoking and alcohol use, which were reported exclusively by 

men and considerably increased the odds of not seeking care [59]. Lower socioeconomic 

status—whether measured using household income, educational attainment, or occupation 

(e.g., daily wage laborer)—was associated with higher adjusted odds of not seeking care. 

People with TB symptoms living in locations with lower income or weaker health systems (e.g., 

rural locations and North or East India) had higher adjusted odds of not seeking care. 
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Fig 1. Factors associated with individuals in the population not having sought care for tuberculosis-associated 

symptoms (Gap 1). All studies used multivariable logistic regression with findings reported as adjusted odds ratios.

Only statistically significant findings are presented. Estimates greater than 1 represent increased adjusted odds of 

not seeking care; estimates less than 1 represent decreased adjusted odds of not seeking care. Variables labelled 

[a] represent continuous variables included in regression analyses; effect estimates should be interpreted per one 

level change in the unit given in parentheses. CI, confidence interval; KHPT/THALI, Karnataka Health Promotion 

Trust/Tuberculosis Health Action Learning Initiative; aOR, adjusted odds ratio; SD, standard deviation; TB, 

tuberculosis. 

9
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TB clinical and knowledge-related factors also influenced care-seeking behavior. Not having had 

TB previously and lower symptom severity—e.g., absence of fever, fewer symptoms, and 

shorter duration—were associated with higher adjusted odds of not seeking care. Lacking 

knowledge of symptoms, mode of transmission, and the curative nature of therapy were 

associated with higher adjusted odds of not seeking care. Not getting information from doctors, 

having an unfavorable view of the quality of local health facilities, and lack of preference for 

government facilities were also associated with higher odds of not seeking care.  

 

In general, studies that only performed unadjusted analyses had similar findings, including 

associations between low educational attainment, unemployment, lower symptom severity, 

and lower TB knowledge with higher risk of not seeking care (Table D in S1 Appendix) 

[33,60,61]. 

 

Reasons reported by individuals for not seeking care 

We also identified commonalities in studies that interviewed people with TB symptoms to 

identify reasons they had not pursued care (Fig 2). Socioeconomic constraints—including lack of 

money and work limitations—were frequently reported, with a few studies finding about half of 

individuals experienced these barriers [37,61,62]. Lack of symptom severity or resolving 

symptoms, were also major reasons for not seeking care, with a few studies finding that half or 

more of individuals experienced these barriers [33,38,62,63]. Healthcare-related barriers were 

common, with one-fifth or more of patients in several studies reporting that dissatisfaction with 
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local health facilities [37], perceived indifference of local healthcare providers [61], or structural 

barriers to accessing clinics (e.g., distance [38,61]) prevented them from seeking care. 
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Fig 2. Reasons that individuals in the population had not sought care for tuberculosis-associated symptoms (Gap 

1). Estimates represent the percentage of individuals interviewed who reported a given reason for not seeking 

care. The denominator for all percentages only includes individuals who had not sought care for TB symptoms in 

population-based surveys. CI, confidence interval; TB, tuberculosis.  

2
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Gap 2—Barriers to completing the appropriate diagnostic workup for presumptive TB 

 

Characteristics and quality of the included studies 

Across searches spanning January 1, 2000, to May 17, 2021, we screened titles and abstracts of 

3,244 unique reports and identified 302 for full text review, of which 20 met inclusion criteria 

(Fig A in S2 Appendix). Of these, 15 studies presented findings on factors associated with not 

completing steps of the diagnostic workup, of which 3 reported on non-pursual of diagnostic 

workup despite referral [40–42]; 4 reported on non-completion of sputum microscopy 

evaluation [43–46]; 2 reported on chest X-ray non-completion [47,48]; and 6 reported on non-

completion of NAAT, line probe assay, or mycobacterial culture among people at higher risk for 

drug-resistant TB [47,49–53]. 10 studies described reasons for not completing the diagnostic 

workup, of which 2 reported on non-completion of sputum microscopy evaluation from patient 

interviews [44,54], 2 reported on chest X-ray non-completion from patient interviews [55,56], 

and 6 reported on NAAT non-completion from evaluation of health records [49–52,57,58] 

(Table C in S2 Appendix). 

 

19 of the studies were conducted in 11 of India’s states and union territories (Table C in S2 

Appendix). In addition, 1 study reported findings from multiple states. 4 of the studies reported 

findings from Bihar, Madhya Pradesh, and Chhattisgarh, which are some of India’s poorest 

states [41,45,51,58]. 7 studies were conducted in urban areas, 6 in rural areas, and 7 in both.  
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All studies involved high-quality sampling of patients (i.e., random or comprehensive patient 

sampling). 2 studies were low quality for sample size [53,56]. 8 studies did not report the time 

frame of research fieldwork, while 3 studies collected data or followed-up patients >3 months 

after presentation (low quality). 2 studies collected data or followed-up patients 1 to 3 months 

after presentation (medium quality). 3 studies relied on self-report by the government TB 

program to determine outcomes (medium to low quality) (Table C in S2 Appendix). 

 

Factors associated with non-pursual of the TB diagnostic workup despite referral 

Findings varied regarding factors associated with non-pursual of the diagnostic workup despite 

referral (Fig 3). The impact of gender was mixed. Greater symptom severity—having 

hemoptysis or symptoms other than cough—was associated with lower adjusted risk of non-

pursual of workup, as was having a prior TB treatment history. In contrast, patients with a 

family history of TB had higher adjusted risk of non-pursual of workup. Patients with alcohol 

use or missing information regarding age or HIV status in medical records also had higher 

adjusted risk of non-pursual of workup. 
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Fig 3. Factors associated with non-pursual of TB diagnostic workup after referral among individuals with 

presumptive TB (Gap 2). All studies used multivariable relative risk regression, with findings reported as adjusted 

risk ratios. Only statistically significant findings are presented. Estimates greater than 1 represent increased 

adjusted risk of non-pursual of diagnostic workup; estimates less than 1 represent decreased adjusted risk of non-

pursual of diagnostic workup. ASHA, accredited social health activist; CI, confidence interval; aRR, adjusted relative

risk; TB, tuberculosis.  

5
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Patients referred by non-physicians—accredited social health activists (ASHAs; government-

supported community health workers) or Anganwadi workers (government-supported child 

health workers)—had higher adjusted risk of non-pursual of diagnostic workup, as compared to 

patients referred by registered medical practitioners, who often have MBBS degrees (i.e., 

physicians). Patients referred by healthcare providers at TB units (i.e., government TB centers) 

or private sector facilities also had higher adjusted risk of non-pursual of diagnostic workup, as 

compared with patients referred from government peripheral health institutes (i.e., primary 

health centers). 

 

Factors associated with non-completion of sputum microscopy evaluation 

1 study conducted a multivariable logistic regression analysis evaluating factors associated with 

non-completion of sputum microscopy evaluation [44]. This study found older age (>50 years), 

shorter symptom duration (<=15 days), and lack of support to accompany patients to clinic 

were associated with higher adjusted odds of non-completion of sputum microscopy evaluation 

(Fig 4). Patients who were not informed by providers about concern for TB—or who did not 

remember being informed—had considerably higher adjusted odds of non-completion of 

sputum microscopy evaluation. In studies that only conducted unadjusted analyses, male sex 

[43] and living a greater distance from a designated microscopy center [46] were associated 

with non-completion of sputum microscopy evaluation (Table D in S2 Appendix) [49–53]. 1 

study also found the odds of non-completion was higher with use of sputum microscopy alone 

as compared to a later period when Xpert MTB/RIF was rolled out for initial sputum testing 

[45]. 
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Fig 4. Factors associated with non-completion of sputum microscopy evaluation in a multi-site study in India [44]

(Gap 2). The study used multivariable logistic regression, with findings reported as adjusted odds ratios. Only 

statistically significant findings are presented. Estimates greater than 1 represent increased adjusted odds of non-

completion of sputum microscopy evaluation; estimates less than 1 represent decreased adjusted odds of non-

completion of sputum microscopy evaluation. CI, confidence interval; OR, adjusted odds ratio; TB, tuberculosis. 

7

 
] 
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Reasons reported by patients for non-completion of sputum microscopy evaluation 

Across 2 studies, the most common reasons reported for non-completion of sputum 

microscopy evaluation were work-related barriers; improvement in symptoms; fear, stigma, or 

lack of motivation in relation to the concern for TB; and health system-related barriers, 

especially negative interactions with, or lack of availability of, healthcare providers (Fig 5).  
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Fig 5. Reasons reported by individuals with presumptive TB for non-completion of sputum microscopy 

evaluation (Gap 2). Estimates represent the percent of individuals interviewed who reported a given reason for 

non-completion of sputum microscopy evaluation. [a] “Fear, stigma, or lack of motivation to seek care” 

summarizes the following reasons: no time, too busy, scared of TB, did not think further workup was necessary, 

could not go due to ill health, did not go because knew of other patients who were not cured by government care; 

[b] “Negative interactions or unavailability of healthcare providers” summarizes: provider not aware three sputum 

samples were needed, lab personnel did not behave well towards the patient, had to wait too long at the center, 

lab personnel or doctor was not available; [c] “Could not produce sputum or other challenges with workup” 

summarizes: could not produce enough sputum, referred for x-ray. CI, confidence interval. 

  

9
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Factors associated with chest X-ray non-completion 

Across 2 studies, socioeconomic factors were strongly associated with higher adjusted risk of 

chest X-ray non-completion—specifically not being able to afford X-rays in the private sector 

and being below the poverty line (Fig 6). Structural barriers were also strongly associated with 

higher adjusted risk of chest X-ray non-completion—specifically being >30 kilometers away 

from a public facility with chest X-ray or initial evaluation at a district hospital (versus a smaller 

sub-district hospital). Patients who had not been informed a chest X-ray was needed for their 

diagnostic workup had higher adjusted odds of non-completion. 
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Fig 6. Factors associated with non-completion of chest X-ray as part of the TB diagnostic workup (Gap 2). Only 

statistically significant findings are presented. Estimates greater than 1 represent increased adjusted odds or risk of

chest X-ray non-completion; estimates less than 1 represent decreased adjusted odds or risk of chest X-ray non-

completion. [a] Effect estimate is an adjusted odds ratio; [b] effect estimate is an adjusted relative risk ratio. APL, 

above poverty line; BPL, below poverty line; CI, confidence interval; TB, tuberculosis. 

  

1
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Reasons reported by patients for chest X-ray non-completion 

Common reasons for chest X-ray non-completion included work-related constraints, 

improvement of symptoms, consultation of other providers (i.e., care seeking at multiple sites), 

and not having been informed by providers about the need for further workup (Fig 7). 
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Fig 7. Reasons reported by patients for non-completion of chest X-ray (Gap 2). Estimates represent the 

percentage of patients who reported a given reason for non-completion of chest X-ray. CI, confidence interval; TB, 

tuberculosis. 

  

3
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Factors associated with non-completion of NAAT, line probe assay, or mycobacterial culture 

1 study conducted a multivariable relative risk regression analysis evaluating factors associated 

with NAAT non-completion for patients at high risk for drug-resistant TB (Fig 8). Patients who 

were older (>=65 years old), had extrapulmonary disease, had any indication for NAAT other 

than treatment failure, and who were evaluated at medical colleges had higher adjusted risk of 

not undergoing NAAT [51]. In studies that only conducted unadjusted analyses, individuals with 

sputum negative or extrapulmonary TB, whose indication for testing was having HIV, and who 

were evaluated at a medical college had higher risk of NAAT non-completion (Table D in S2 

Appendix) [47,49–53]. One study also found that drug susceptibility testing (DST) non-

completion was higher before the rollout of line probe assay in an unadjusted analysis [53]. 
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Fig 8. Factors associated with non-completion of NAAT testing in a study conducted in Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh 

(Gap 2). The study used multivariable relative risk regression, with findings reported as adjusted risk ratios. Only 

statistically significant findings are presented. Estimates greater than 1 represent increased adjusted risk of NAAT 

non-completion; estimates less than 1 represent decreased adjusted risk of NAAT non-completion. NAAT, nucleic 

acid amplification test; CI, confidence interval; aRR, adjusted relative risk. 

 

  

5
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Reasons identified in health system records for non-completion of NAAT, line probe assay, or 

mycobacterial culture 

A major reason patients did not undergo NAAT (in 5 studies) or mycobacterial culture (in 1 

study) was that healthcare providers missed identifying (or “line listing”) patients with DR TB 

risk factors who merited additional testing, with the proportion of eligible patients who were 

missed ranging from 8% to 54% [49–52,57,58] (Fig 9). Another common reason for non-

completion of NAAT (in 4 studies) or mycobacterial culture (in 1 study) was loss of sputum 

samples during transfer from health centers to laboratories for testing, with the proportion of 

eligible patients whose samples were lost ranging from 3% to 32% [49–52,57]. 

 

 



 47

Fig 9. Reasons in health system records for non-completion of NAAT or mycobacterial culture (Gap 2). Estimates 

represent the percent of all patients who were eligible for drug susceptibility testing who experienced a given 

reason for non-completion of NAAT or mycobacterial culture. All studies evaluated NAAT non-completion as the 

outcome except for Chadha et al. 2011, which evaluated non-completion of mycobacterial culture. CI, confidence 

interval; NAAT, nucleic acid amplification testing. 

  

7
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Gap 3—Barriers to starting on, or registering in, treatment for individuals diagnosed with 

active TB 

 

Characteristics and quality of the included studies 

Across searches for studies spanning January 1, 2000, to May 17, 2021, we screened titles and 

abstracts of 3,244 unique reports and identified 302 reports for full text review (Fig A in S3 

Appendix).  Of these, 25 studies met the inclusion criteria of evaluating patients diagnosed with 

active TB who did not start on, or get registered in, treatment, which we also refer to as 

pretreatment loss to follow-up (PTLFU). Note that the definitions varied across studies, with 

most (though not all [64]) studies considering PTLFU as including patients who left the public 

sector for private sector TB care. Among included studies, 18 reported factors associated with 

PTLFU, and 11 reported reasons for PTLFU (Table C in S3 Appendix). Studies were conducted in 

11 of India’s states and union territories. In addition, 4 studies collected data from more than 

one state [44,65–67], and 1 study reported findings from a nationally-representative sample of 

households [66]. Nine studies were conducted in urban areas, 6 in rural areas, and 10 in both.  

 

All studies involved a high-quality (i.e., random or comprehensive) sampling strategy. 8 studies 

were low quality with regard to sample size [53,58,68–73]. 13 studies did not report time frame 

of research fieldwork while 3 studies assessed outcomes >3 months after presentation (low 

quality). 3 studies assessed outcomes 1-3 months after presentation (medium quality). 7 

studies relied on self-reported outcomes by the government TB program, without verification 

through patient tracking by the research team (low quality) (Table C in S3 Appendix). 
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18 studies evaluated PTLFU in adults with confirmed or presumed drug-susceptible TB. 6 

studies evaluated adults with drug-resistant TB, while 1 study evaluated children with drug-

susceptible or drug-resistant TB (Table C in S3 Appendix). We present findings separately for 

adults with drug-susceptible TB, adults with drug-resistant TB, and children with TB. 

 

Factors associated with PTLFU in adults with drug-susceptible TB 

We identified commonalities in patient-, family-, and society-related factors associated with 

PTLFU for drug-susceptible TB patients across adjusted analyses (Fig 10) and unadjusted 

analyses (Table D in S3 Appendix). In 1 adjusted [64] and 2 unadjusted analyses [43,74], older 

age—classified as greater than 44, 50, or 64 years depending on the study—was associated 

with higher PTLFU risk. Lower socioeconomic status—assessed using wealth or educational 

attainment in 1 adjusted analysis [66] and illiteracy in another unadjusted analysis [72]—was 

associated with higher PTLFU risk. Patients who traveled more than 10 kilometers in 1 

unadjusted analysis [46]—or who lived in rural areas but sought medical evaluation in cities in 1 

adjusted and 1 unadjusted analysis [64,72]—had higher PTLFU risk. 2 studies found patients 

with a previous TB history had higher adjusted PTLFU risk [42,64].  
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Fig 10. Factors associated with pretreatment loss to follow-up after diagnosis among adult patients with drug-

susceptible TB (Gap 3). All studies reported findings as adjusted odds ratios, except for Ismail et al., which 

reported findings as adjusted relative risk ratios. Only statistically significant findings are presented. Estimates 

greater than 1 represent increased adjusted odds or risk of PTLFU; estimates less than 1 represent decreased 

adjusted odds or risk of PTLFU. [a] analysis in which the outcome was non-registration in treatment; [b] analysis in 

which the outcome was not starting treatment; [c] outcome was non-initiation of TB treatment; [d] outcome was 

non-registration in the TB program. CI, confidence interval; DMC, designated microscopy center; TB, tuberculosis.  

  

0
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Health system-related factors were also associated with PTLFU. In 1 study, patients whose 

families preferred private sector (rather than public sector) health services had higher adjusted 

odds of PTLFU [66]. Similarly, patients who were initially evaluated at private sector labs or 

facilities (as compared to public primary health centers) had higher adjusted PTLFU risk [42]. 

Patients evaluated at high-volume diagnostic facilities (e.g., tertiary care hospitals) had higher 

adjusted odds of PTLFU [64]. In 2 unadjusted analyses, patients diagnosed by community active 

case finding strategies—as compared with those diagnosed by health facility-based case finding 

(i.e., routine care seeking)—had higher odds of PTLFU [74,75]. Patients who were not informed 

of their TB diagnosis—because they did not return to the health facility to pick up test results or 

because a family member informed them—had higher odds of PTLFU in 1 unadjusted analysis 

[44]. Patients whose contact information in the diagnostic facility register was missing or 

unreadable (making them untrackable by providers) had higher adjusted odds of PTLFU in 1 

study [64]. 

 

Reasons for PTLFU in adults with drug-susceptible TB 

Patient-, family, or society-related reasons for PTLFU among drug-susceptible TB patients 

included financial and job constraints preventing patients from returning to health facilities to 

start therapy [68,76] (Fig 11). Patient mobility was a barrier across multiple studies [67,68,77], 

with nearly one-third of patients in 1 study experiencing PTLFU due to temporary job-related 

migration [68]. Psychological reasons were common, with 5% to 25% of patients across multiple 

studies citing concerns about TB stigma, disbelief in their diagnosis, or treatment refusal as 



 52

contributing to PTLFU [44,67,72,76,77]. Death before treatment initiation affected 4% to 40% of 

patients across multiple studies [64,67,72,74,77]. 
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Fig 11. Reasons for pretreatment loss to follow-up among adults with drug-susceptible TB (Gap 3). Estimates 

represent the percentage of individuals interviewed who reported a given reason for not starting on, or registering

in, TB treatment. [a] summarized the following: “no time or busy, afraid that someone would come to know of 

disease, was very sick, and did not know about TB treatment;” [b] summarized the following responses: “did not 

want treatment at a government center, did not have belief in government doctors, no confidence in the doctor, 

and unable to meet the doctor.” CI, confidence interval; DOT, directly observed therapy; TB, tuberculosis. 

 

  

3
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With regard to health system-related factors, across multiple studies that evaluated public 

sector TB care, 2% to 35% of patients reported negative perceptions of government health 

services as contributing to PTLFU [44,68,72,76]. Infrastructural limitations—including HCP 

absenteeism, closure of directly observed therapy (DOT) centers, and stockouts of TB drugs—

also contributed to PTLFU across three studies [44,68,76]. Quality of care was also a barrier. In 

particular, four studies found poor recording of patient contact information resulted in HCPs 

being unable to find patients to tell them their diagnostic results and encourage them to start 

treatment, a finding reported by 21% to 52% of patients [64,67,74,77]. 

 

Factors associated with PTLFU in adults with drug-resistant TB 

Of studies evaluating PTLFU among patients with drug-resistant TB, only 1 [78] performed 

multivariable regression analysis (Table D in S3 Appendix). This study found that patients whose 

DST indication was having a positive follow-up sputum microscopy result during their previous 

treatment for drug-susceptible TB had an adjusted relative PTLFU risk that was 6.0 (95%CI 2.3—

15.2) compared to patients whose DST indication was presentation with recurrent TB. In 

addition, patients with drug-resistant pulmonary TB whose sputum microscopy result was 

missing—suggesting that they had not completed clinical evaluation—had an adjusted relative 

risk of PTLFU that was 17.1 (95%CI 7.7—39.3) compared to patients who had a positive sputum 

microscopy result. In 1 unadjusted analysis [53], the odds of PTLFU for drug-resistant TB 

patients was 4.69 (95%CI 3.15—6.97) higher preceding rollout of line probe assay for DST, 

compared to the post-rollout time period. 
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Reasons for PTLFU in adults with drug-resistant TB 

Two studies also evaluated reasons for PTLFU among patients diagnosed with drug-resistant TB 

through audits of health system records [57,58] and interviews with patients (Fig 12). As with 

studies of drug-susceptible TB, inability to track patients due to poor recording of contact 

information, death before treatment initiation, and refusal of treatment were common reasons 

for PTLFU.  
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Fig 12. Reasons for pretreatment loss to follow-up among adults with drug-resistant TB (Gap 3). Estimates 

represent the percentage of individuals interviewed who had a given reason identified for not starting on, or 

registering in, treatment for drug-resistant TB. CI, confidence interval; TB, tuberculosis. 
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Factors associated with PTLFU in children with drug-susceptible or drug-resistant TB 

1 study evaluated factors associated with PTLFU in children with drug-susceptible or drug-

resistant TB. For children with either drug-susceptible or drug-resistant TB, those 0 to 4 years 

had significantly higher odds of PTLFU, as compared to those 10 to 14 years of age (Table D in 

the S3 Appendix). 

 

Gap 4—Barriers to achieving treatment success in individuals with TB who start treatment 

 

Characteristics and quality of the included studies 

Across searches spanning January 1, 2000, to May 19, 2021, we screened titles and abstracts of 

3,244 unique reports and identified 302 reports that underwent full text review, of which 104 

met Gap 4 inclusion criteria (Fig A in S4 Appendix). 

 

As such, 104 articles were included in the Gap 4 analysis. Of these, 97 presented findings on 

factors associated with unfavorable treatment outcomes, and 14 presented findings on reasons 

for unfavorable treatment outcomes (Table C in S4 Appendix). Studies were conducted in 24 of 

India’s states and union territories. In addition, 11 studies collected data from multiple states 

[34,44,65,79–86], including 1 study comprising a nationally-representative sample from India’s 

2006 TB register [83]. 24 studies were conducted in rural areas, 44 in urban areas, and 29 in 

both. Except for 5 studies [87–91] where TB was treated in the private sector, all other studies 

evaluated patients in the public sector (Table C in S4 Appendix). 
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All included studies involved high-quality (i.e., random or comprehensive) sampling. 20 were 

low quality with regard to sample size. 47 assessed exposures and outcomes retrospectively 

from medical records without data collection from TB patients (low quality) (Table C in S4 

Appendix).  

 

Given the large number of studies identified, we present findings separately for patient 

subpopulations: those with new confirmed or presumed drug-susceptible TB (n=25), those with 

a previous TB treatment history being treated for confirmed or presumed drug-susceptible TB 

(n=17), those with RR or MDR TB (n=16), those with HIV being treated for TB (n=4), and children 

with TB (n=3). We also separately present findings for studies involving multiple patient 

subpopulations—i.e., more than one of the aforementioned subpopulations without 

disaggregation (n=46) (Table C in S4 Appendix). 

 

Factors associated with unfavorable outcomes during TB treatment among new drug-

susceptible TB patients 

We identified common factors associated with unfavorable treatment outcomes across 

adjusted analyses (Fig 13) and unadjusted analyses (Table D1 in S4 Appendix) for new drug-

susceptible TB patients. With regard to patient-, family-, or society-related factors, male sex 

was associated with increased risk for unfavorable outcomes in 3 unadjusted analyses 

[43,92,93].  In 1 adjusted [92] and 3 unadjusted analyses , older age—classified as greater than 

44 or 60 years depending on the study—was associated with higher risk of unfavorable 
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outcomes. In 1 adjusted analysis, separated or divorced men had higher risk of suboptimal 

outcomes than men with married, widowed, or single relationship status [82]. 
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Fig 13. Factors associated with unfavorable outcomes during TB treatment among new confirmed or 

presumed drug-susceptible TB patients (Gap 4). Estimates greater than 1 represent increased adjusted 

odds of unfavorable outcomes; estimates less than 1 represent decreased adjusted odds of unfavorable 

outcomes CI, confidence interval; OR, odds ratio; TB, tuberculosis. [a] Effect estimate is an adjusted odds

ratio; [b] effect estimate is an adjusted incidence rate ratio; [c] outcome is any unfavorable treatment 

outcome; [d] outcome is treatment failure; [e] outcome is loss to follow-up; [f] outcome is medication 

nonadherence; [g] outcome is death. 
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In general, lower socioeconomic status was associated with unfavorable outcomes. People who 

were illiterate or only had primary education were more likely to have unfavorable outcomes in 

1 adjusted analysis [81] and 3 unadjusted analyses [92,93,96], as were individuals in the lower 

socioeconomic strata in 1 unadjusted analysis [93]. Employed individuals and female sex 

workers were more likely to have unfavorable outcomes in 1 unadjusted analysis [93]. In the 

same study [93], migrants were at increased risk of unfavorable outcomes, which may reflect 

challenges related to job roles or patient mobility. 

 

Clinical factors were associated with unfavorable outcomes. Some factors were associated with 

greater symptom duration or diagnostic delay. In adjusted and unadjusted analyses [97,98], 

illness >2 months was associated with increased risk of unfavorable outcomes, as was cough 

>=4 weeks and lag >6 weeks between symptom onset and treatment initiation in unadjusted 

analyses [92,99]. Other factors indicated advanced TB. Advanced radiological disease (1 

adjusted analysis [97] and 1 unadjusted analysis [98]), cavitary disease (2 adjusted analyses 

[97,98]), and higher sputum smear grade (3 unadjusted analyses [92,97,98]) were associated 

with unfavorable outcomes. In 2 adjusted and 2 unadjusted analyses, suboptimal treatment 

response (i.e., lack of sputum conversion) was associated with unfavorable outcomes 

[92,97,98,100]. Medications-related issues—subtherapeutic rifampin level in 1 adjusted 

analysis [79] and adverse drug reactions in 2 adjusted analyses [81,101]—were associated with 

unfavorable outcomes. 
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With regard to comorbid conditions, diabetes, particularly untreated, was associated with 

death in 4 adjusted analyses from 1 study [96] and 1 unadjusted analysis [102]; however, an 

adjusted analysis in another study showed diabetes was protective [82]. Being underweight 

[82] or having HIV [103] were associated with high unadjusted risk of unfavorable outcomes. 

Alcohol use (current or past) was associated with unfavorable outcomes in 4 adjusted 

[81,82,92,101] and 2 unadjusted analyses [80,93]. Patients with current or past smoking had 

higher risk of unfavorable outcomes in 1 adjusted [104] and 5 unadjusted analyses 

[81,82,92,93,101]. In 3 adjusted analyses [81,97,98], medication nonadherence was associated 

with unfavorable outcomes. In 1 adjusted [81] and 1 unadjusted analysis [93], inadequate TB 

knowledge was associated with increased risk of unfavorable outcomes. 

 

With regard to family- and society-related barriers, not living with one’s family [93], having 

another family member with active TB [101], and higher perceived TB stigma [101] were 

associated with increased unadjusted risk of unfavorable outcomes.  

 

Health system-related factors were also associated with unfavorable outcomes. In 1 study [81], 

dissatisfaction with TB services, poor patient-provider interactions, and inadequate health staff 

support were associated with higher adjusted odds of loss to follow-up. In unadjusted analyses, 

other health system factors associated with loss to follow-up included the clinic not providing 

DOT monitoring and lack of patient address verification by the TB program [81]. Increasing 

number of providers visited before diagnosis was associated with unfavorable outcomes in 1 

adjusted analysis, which is indicative of diagnostic delay due to poor quality of care [105].  
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Healthcare accessibility challenges also contributed to unfavorable outcomes. In 3 unadjusted 

analyses [99,101,106], distance to the nearest TB center—classified as more than 1, 2, or 20 

kilometers—was associated with unfavorable outcomes. In unadjusted analyses in 1 study, 

patient perceptions that travel to the health center was a problem, needing to use travel modes 

besides walking, and concerns about the transportation, distance, or time to reach the health 

center were associated with unfavorable outcomes [104].  Cost of travel to clinics [104,105] and 

treatment costs [105] were associated with unfavorable outcomes in other adjusted analyses. 

 

Reasons reported by new drug-susceptible TB patients for loss to follow-up or medication 

nonadherence during treatment 

Several studies evaluated reasons for loss to follow-up or medication nonadherence among 

drug-susceptible TB patients (Fig 14). Patient-, family-, or society-related factors included 

barriers related to work [80,93,99] and patient mobility [80,93]. Side-effects of TB therapy or 

early symptom resolution, before completing treatment, were also reported as reasons for loss 

to follow-up or medication nonadherence across multiple studies [80,93,99]. Nearly one-third 

of patients in one study stopped therapy due to TB medication side effects [99]. Health system-

related factors also contributed to loss to follow-up or medication nonadherence, including 

having to travel a long distance to the health center and uncooperative health center staff [99]. 
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Fig 14. Reasons reported by new confirmed or presumed drug-susceptible TB patients for experiencing 

unfavorable outcomes during TB treatment in quantitative surveys (Gap 4). Estimates represent the percentage 

of individuals interviewed who reported a given reason for experiencing unfavorable outcomes. [a] Study reported 

reasons for loss to follow-up; [b] study reported reasons for medication nonadherence or loss to follow-up. CI, 

confidence interval; TB, tuberculosis. 
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Factors associated with unfavorable treatment outcomes among previously treated patients 

with confirmed or presumed drug-susceptible TB 

We identified common findings regarding patient-, family-, or society-related factors associated 

with unfavorable outcomes across adjusted analyses (Fig 15) and unadjusted analyses (Table D2 

in S4 Appendix) among previously treated TB patients. In 2 adjusted analysis [83,107] and 2 

unadjusted analyses [108,109], male sex was associated with unfavorable outcomes. Illiteracy 

[105,110] and fewer years of education [105] were also associated with unfavorable outcomes. 

In contrast, being employed (versus unemployed), which is usually a marker of better 

socioeconomic status, was associated with unfavorable outcomes in 1 adjusted analysis [110]. 
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Fig 15. Factors associated with unfavorable outcomes during TB treatment among confirmed or presumed drug-

susceptible TB patients with a prior treatment history (Gap 4). Estimates greater than 1 represent increased 

adjusted odds of unfavorable outcomes; estimates less than 1 represent decreased adjusted odds of unfavorable 

outcomes CI, confidence interval; OR, odds ratio; TB, tuberculosis. [a] Effect estimate is an adjusted relative risk 

ratio; [b] effect estimate is an adjusted odds ratio; [c] outcome is any unfavorable treatment outcome; [d] 

outcome is loss to follow-up; [e] other DOT providers included community providers, medical providers, private 

practitioners, or non-governmental organizations. 

. 
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The outcome of a patient’s prior treatment episode was an important predictor of subsequent 

TB treatment outcomes. As compared to patients who completed their prior treatment—and 

were therefore considered to have disease relapse—patients who were lost to follow-up during 

their previous treatment were more likely to have unfavorable outcomes in 3 adjusted 

[83,105,111] and 4 unadjusted analyses [108,112–114]. Similarly, as compared to patients with 

disease relapse, those who experienced prior treatment failure had higher risk of unfavorable 

outcomes in 2 adjusted [107,111] and 3 unadjusted analyses [108,112,113]. Previously treated 

“others”—a category describing patients with sputum negative or extrapulmonary TB—had 

lower risk of unfavorable outcomes in 2 unadjusted analyses [109,111]. Drug resistance also 

influenced subsequent outcomes. In 1 adjusted analysis, isoniazid monoresistance [107] was 

associated with unfavorable outcomes, as was resistance to isoniazid, ethambutol, and/or 

streptomycin in 1 unadjusted analysis [115].  

 

Comorbid conditions, including baseline weight <40kg (vs. >=40kg) [111] and alcohol and other 

substance use disorders [108,110], were associated with unfavorable outcomes. Positive or 

unknown HIV status in 1 adjusted [107] and 1 unadjusted analysis [109], and not receiving 

antiretroviral therapy (among people with HIV) in 1 unadjusted analysis [107], were associated 

with unfavorable outcomes.  

 

Few health system-related factors were assessed in studies of previously treated TB patients. 

Prior treatment in the private sector was associated with unfavorable outcomes in 1 adjusted 

[83] and 1 unadjusted analysis [114]. In 1 adjusted analysis, patients who underwent public 
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health facility-based treatment observation—as compared with care provision by community 

providers, local medical providers, private practitioners, or non-governmental organizations—

had higher risk of unfavorable outcomes [83]. 

  

Reasons reported by previously treated TB patients for loss to follow-up during treatment 

Patient-, family, or society-related reasons for loss to follow-up reported by previously treated 

patients included socioeconomic barriers, such as loss of wages or work [108]; barriers due to 

patient mobility such as migration outside the clinic’s geographical area [98]; substance use-

related barriers such as alcohol use [108]; and society-related barriers such as TB stigma [108] 

(Fig 16). TB clinical factors such as treatment side effects, long symptom duration, lack of 

symptom improvement despite treatment, and early symptom improvement (with resulting 

loss of motivation to continue treatment) contributed to loss to follow-up [98,108]. Notably, in 

1 study, nearly half of patients who were lost to follow-up had discontinued treatment due to 

medication side effects [108]. Lack of faith in the government’s DOTS model was another 

common reason for loss to follow-up in 1 study [108].  
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Fig 16. Reasons reported by patients with a prior TB treatment history for experiencing unfavorable outcomes 

during TB treatment in quantitative surveys (Gap 4). Estimates represent the percentage of individuals 

interviewed who reported a given reason for experiencing unfavorable outcomes. CI, confidence interval; TB, 

tuberculosis. 
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Factors associated with unfavorable treatment outcomes among RR or MDR TB patients  

We identified common factors associated with unfavorable treatment outcomes across 

adjusted analyses (Fig 17) and unadjusted analyses (Table D3 in S4 Appendix) for patients with 

RR or MDR TB. With regard to patient-, family-, or society-related factors, male sex was 

associated with unfavorable outcomes in 6 adjusted [84,116–118] and 2 unadjusted analyses 

[119,120]. Older age—classified as more than 35 or 45 years or per each year increase as a 

continuous variable—was associated with unfavorable outcomes in 4 adjusted analyses 

[88,116,118,121]. 
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Fig 17. Factors associated with unfavorable outcomes during treatment among RR or MDR TB patients (Gap 4). 

Estimates greater than 1 represent increased adjusted odds of unfavorable outcomes; estimates less than 1 

represent decreased adjusted odds of unfavorable outcomes. [a] Effect estimate is an adjusted relative risk ratio; 

[b] effect estimate is an adjusted odds ratio; [c] effect estimate is an adjusted hazard ratio; [d] outcome is any 

unfavorable treatment outcome; [e] outcome is death; [f] outcome is treatment failure; [g] outcome is loss to 

follow-up; [h] higher mortality among patients diagnosed by line probe assay might reflect survivor bias among 

patients diagnosed by culture, as many patients diagnosed by culture may have died before starting drug-resistant 

TB therapy; [g] the reason given by the study authors for poorer outcomes at one of the drug-resistant TB centers 

was that it took care of more patients who lived in rural areas, rather than within the city of Delhi. CI, confidence 

interval; OR, odds ratio; MDR, multidrug-resistant; RR, rifampin-resistant; TB, tuberculosis. 

 

1
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Clinical factors influenced RR or MDR TB outcomes. Factors suggesting advanced disease or risk 

of drug resistance at diagnosis were associated with unfavorable outcomes, including previous 

TB history in 1 adjusted analysis [122], increasing number of prior TB treatment episodes in 2 

unadjusted analyses [84,121], longer time to treatment initiation in 1 adjusted analysis [117], 

lung cavitation on chest radiography in 1 adjusted analysis [84], and advanced X-ray findings in 

1 unadjusted analysis [123]. Diagnosis of DR TB via line probe assay, as compared to culture, 

was associated with higher risk of unfavorable treatment outcomes in 1 adjusted analysis [84] 

and 1 unadjusted analysis [123]; however, study authors hypothesized this finding may 

represent survivor bias due to the longer time to diagnosis and treatment initiation with 

culture. In adjusted analyses, resistance to >=5 drugs [88] and individual resistance to ofloxacin, 

streptomycin, or ethambutol [84] were associated with unfavorable treatment outcomes. Lack 

of treatment response was also associated with unfavorable outcomes, as represented by lack 

of radiographic improvement in 1 unadjusted analysis [119] and longer time to culture 

conversion in 1 adjusted [124] and 1 unadjusted analysis [119]. 

 

Comorbid conditions also increased risk of unfavorable outcomes. Undernutrition was 

associated with unfavorable outcomes using various measures, including body mass index <18 

or 18.5 in 2 adjusted [84,116] and 1 unadjusted analysis [121], decreasing body mass index 

(continuous variable in) 1 adjusted analysis [118], weight <30 kilograms in 1 adjusted analysis 

[122], weight loss or lack of weight gain during treatment in 1 adjusted [84] and 1 unadjusted 

analysis [120], and decreasing serum albumin (continuous variable) in 1 adjusted analysis [121].  
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Psychosocial, behavioral, and substance use barriers also contributed to unfavorable outcomes. 

Substance use—alcohol use in 1 adjusted [125] and 1 unadjusted analysis [119] and smoking in 

1 unadjusted analysis [119]—was associated with unfavorable outcomes. Medication 

nonadherence—defined as missing >=10% of all doses [121] or >=7 doses in the intensive or 

continuation treatment phase [84]—was associated with unfavorable outcomes in adjusted 

analyses. In 1 study, longer exposure to a psychosocial support package—involving motivational 

counseling, patient-provider group meetings, nutritional supplementation, and cash transfer—

was associated with lower adjusted risk of unfavorable outcomes [118].  

 

Health system-related factors were also associated with unfavorable outcomes. In 1 study, 

patients previously treated for TB through general government health services had higher 

adjusted risk of treatment failure when compared to those previously treated through special 

health services for central government employees (e.g., employees of India’s railway system) 

[84]. Patients with a different DOT provider in the intensive and continuation treatment phases 

had a higher adjusted risk of unfavorable outcomes when compared to those with the same 

DOT provider in both phases [124]. Ambulatory treatment initiation without initial 

hospitalization was associated with unfavorable treatment outcomes in 1 study [124]. In 

contrast, another study found hospitalization during treatment was associated with higher 

adjusted odds of unfavorable outcomes [125].  

 

Reasons reported by RR or MDR TB patients for loss to follow-up or medication nonadherence 

during treatment 
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Patient-, family-, or society-related reasons for loss to follow-up or medication nonadherence 

among patients with RR or MDR TB included having a busy schedule (implying work-related 

barriers), substance use, and lack of family support [126] (Fig 18). Loss to follow-up due to 

migration to another location was reported by 93% of patients interviewed in 1 study [123]. 

Clinical barriers such as medication side effects, complexity (or composition) of the drug 

regimen, the daunting long duration treatment, lack of symptom improvement with treatment, 

and early relief of symptoms (resulting in loss of motivation to continue therapy) were seen 

across studies [123,126,127]. In 1 study, nearly three-quarters of patients who discontinued 

treatment did so due to medication adverse effects [126]. No health system-related barriers 

were reported, although this may be limited by the interview approach used in the included 

studies. 
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Fig 18. Reasons reported by rifampin-resistant or multidrug-resistant (MDR) TB patients for experiencing 

unfavorable outcomes during treatment in quantitative surveys (Gap 4). Estimates represent the percentage of 

individuals interviewed who reported a given reason for experiencing unfavorable outcomes. CI, confidence 

interval. 
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Factors associated with unfavorable TB treatment outcomes in studies including multiple 

populations of TB patients 

Given numerous studies for this subgroup, we only describe findings from adjusted analyses; 

findings from unadjusted analyses are reported in Table D4 in S4 Appendix. With regard to 

patient-, family-, or society-related factors, male sex was associated with unfavorable outcomes 

in 8 adjusted analyses [43,44,86,128–132] (Fig 19). In 7 adjusted analyses, older age was 

associated with unfavorable outcomes across a range of age thresholds 

[86,89,91,129,130,133,134]. Living in a joint (vs nuclear) family [128] and being ever married 

(versus never having been married) [44] were associated with higher adjusted odds of 

unfavorable outcomes.   
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Fig 19. Patient-, family-, and society-related factors associated with unfavorable outcomes during TB treatment 

in studies including multiple populations of TB patients (Gap 4). Estimates greater than 1 represent increased 

adjusted risk of unfavorable outcomes; estimates less than 1 represent decreased adjusted risk of unfavorable 

outcomes CI, confidence interval; OR, odds ratio; TB, tuberculosis. [a] Effect estimate is an adjusted odds ratio; [b] 

effect estimate is an adjusted hazard ratio; [c] effect estimate is an adjusted relative risk ratio; [d] outcome is any 

unfavorable treatment outcome; [e] outcome is death; [f] outcome is treatment failure; [g] outcome is loss to 

follow-up; [h] outcome is medication nonadherence. 
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Socioeconomic barriers were also associated with unfavorable outcomes. Lower education was 

associated with unfavorable outcomes, whether measured as illiteracy [135] or educational 

attainment less than the 10
th

 standard [86]. Being employed (versus unemployed), usually a 

marker of higher socioeconomic status [43], was associated with higher adjusted risk of 

unfavorable outcomes, consistent with findings from a study of previously treated patients 

[110]. Indoor air pollution, which is a marker of lower socioeconomic status and an 

environmental TB risk factor, was associated with higher adjusted odds of unfavorable 

outcomes [129]. With regard to society-related factors, in 2 adjusted analyses, perceived 

discrimination due to TB was associated with unfavorable outcomes [128,129]. 

 

Clinical factors associated with increased adjusted odds of unfavorable outcomes included 

sputum smear positive pulmonary TB (versus extrapulmonary or smear negative pulmonary TB) 

in 5 studies [129,131,132,136,137], previous TB treatment history (versus new patients) in 9 

studies [43,75,86,105,128,130,132,134,137], and drug resistance in 1 study [86] (Fig 20). 

Undernutrition—defined as weight <35kg [134] or baseline weight less than the median for the 

cohort [86]—was associated with increased adjusted risk of unfavorable outcomes. People with 

HIV, or with unknown HIV status, had higher adjusted risk of unfavorable outcomes, as 

compared to people without HIV in 3 studies [86,130,132]. Unknown diabetes status (versus 

not having diabetes) was also associated with unfavorable outcomes in 1 adjusted analysis 

[130]. Alcohol use was associated with unfavorable outcomes in 5 adjusted analyses 

[43,86,104,132,134], as was any history of smoking in 1 adjusted analysis [132].  
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Fig 20. Clinical factors associated with unfavorable outcomes during TB treatment in studies including multiple 

populations of TB patients (Gap 4). Estimates greater than 1 represent increased adjusted odds of unfavorable 

outcomes; estimates less than 1 represent decreased adjusted odds of unfavorable outcomes CI, confidence 

interval; OR, odds ratio; TB, tuberculosis. [a] Effect estimate is an adjusted odds ratio; [b] effect estimate is an 

adjusted hazard ratio; [c] effect estimate is an adjusted relative risk ratio; [d] outcome is any unfavorable 

treatment outcome; [e] outcome is death; [f] outcome is treatment failure; [g] outcome is loss to follow-up; [h] 

outcome is medication nonadherence. 
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With regard to health system-related factors, negative patient user experience—specifically, 

feeling lower levels of satisfaction with TB services or DOTS providers—was associated with 

unfavorable outcomes in 2 adjusted analyses [44,129] (Fig 21). Barrier to healthcare access also 

contributed to unfavorable outcomes [137], including having to spend on medications or travel 

to health facilities [105]. Approaches to care provision influenced outcomes. In 1 adjusted 

analysis, patients diagnosed by active case finding (versus passive case finding) had a higher risk 

of unfavorable outcomes [75]. In 2 adjusted analyses, patients with a government health facility 

DOT provider had better outcomes when compared to supervision by an Anganwadi worker, 

non-governmental organization, or self-administered therapy [44,137]. Suboptimal quality of 

care also contributed to unfavorable outcomes, including patients not being told that TB is 

curable or treatment duration [44] and missed treatment due to lack of drug availability [104]. 
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Fig 21. Health system-related factors associated with unfavorable treatment outcomes in studies including 

multiple populations of TB patients (Gap 4). Estimates greater than 1 represent increased adjusted risk of 

unfavorable outcomes; estimates less than 1 represent decreased adjusted risk of unfavorable outcomes CI, 

confidence interval; OR, odds ratio; TB, tuberculosis. [a] Effect estimate is an adjusted odds ratio; [b] effect 

estimate is an adjusted hazard ratio; [c] effect estimate is an adjusted relative risk ratio; [d] outcome is any 

unfavorable treatment outcome; [e] outcome is death; [f] outcome is treatment failure; [g] outcome is loss to 

follow-up; [h] outcome is medication nonadherence. 
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Reasons for loss to follow-up or medication nonadherence during TB treatment in studies 

including multiple populations of TB patients 

With regard to patient-related reasons, socioeconomic barriers contributing to loss to follow-up 

or medication nonadherence included illiteracy [138] and work-related barriers in 3 studies 

[139–141] (Fig 22). Patient mobility, represented by migration [139,140,142] or change of 

address [140], was a commonly reported barrier. Clinical factors included medication side 

effects in 6 studies [138–143], lack of symptom improvement [141], and early symptom 

improvement in 5 studies [139–143]. Nearly half of patients were lost to follow-up due to early 

symptom improvement in 2 studies [140,143].  

 

Other patient-related reasons included psychological barriers such as forgetfulness in dose-

taking [138] or non-compliant attitude to treatment [140]; substance use disorders such as 

alcoholism [139,140] and smoking [138]; knowledge gaps such as lack of awareness of the 

treatment duration [140,141] or misbelief that TB therapy is hazardous [143]; family or 

personal problems [139,140,143]; and social stigma [139]. 

 

Health-system related reasons included lack of faith in treatment [140]; healthcare accessibility 

challenges such as long distance to the health center [138,140,142,143] and high treatment 

costs [140,143]; healthcare provider barriers such as healthcare workers advising patients to 

stop treatment [140,143] or refusing to give treatment [140]; and shortage or non-availability 

of medications at the health center [140,142]. 
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Fig 22. Reasons reported for experiencing unfavorable TB treatment outcomes in quantitative surveys including 

multiple TB patient populations (Gap 4). Estimates represent the percent of individuals interviewed who reported 

a given reason for experiencing unfavorable outcomes. CI, confidence interval; TB, tuberculosis. 

3
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Factors associated with unfavorable TB treatment outcomes among people with HIV 

For studies of people with HIV being treated for active TB, we organized findings into TB-related 

factors and HIV-related factors associated with unfavorable outcomes across adjusted (Fig 23) 

and unadjusted analyses (Table D5 in S4 Appendix). TB-related factors included pulmonary 

(versus extrapulmonary) disease in 2 adjusted analyses [144], irregular treatment (i.e., 

medication nonadherence) in 1 unadjusted analysis [144], and previous TB treatment history 

(vs. new TB) in 2 adjusted analyses [144,145]. HIV-related factors included CD4 cell count <=200 

in 1 adjusted analysis [145], not being on antiretroviral therapy in 2 adjusted [144] and 1 

unadjusted analyses [146], and not initiating cotrimoxazole prophylaxis in 1 adjusted analysis 

[144]. 
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Fig 23. Factors associated with unfavorable outcomes during TB treatment among people with HIV (Gap 4). 

Estimates greater than 1 represent increased adjusted odds of unfavorable outcomes; estimates less than 1 

represent decreased adjusted odds of unfavorable outcomes CI, confidence interval; OR, odds ratio; TB, 

tuberculosis. 
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Factors associated with unfavorable outcomes during TB treatment among pediatric TB patients 

Studies of pediatric TB patients reported few findings from adjusted analyses. Hence, no Forest 

plot was created for this subpopulation, but unadjusted and adjusted effect estimates are 

reported in Table D6 in S4 Appendix. With regard to patient-related factors, in 1 unadjusted 

analysis [147], adolescents (10-19 years of age) had increased risk of unfavorable treatment 

outcomes compared to children (<10 years of age); however, the effect was non-significant in 

adjusted analysis. In another study, infants and toddlers (0-4 years of age) had higher 

unadjusted odds of unfavorable outcomes compared to older children (10-14 years of age) [65]. 

TB clinical factors associated with unfavorable outcomes included extensively drug resistant 

tuberculosis (among children with less advanced DR TB) in 1 adjusted analysis [147], pulmonary 

(vs. extrapulmonary) disease in 1 unadjusted analysis [148], previously TB treatment history (vs. 

new TB) in 1 unadjusted analysis [148], and presence of TB contact history in 1 unadjusted 

analysis [149]. Undernourished children had higher risk of unfavorable outcomes in 1 adjusted 

analysis [147]. 

 

Gap 5—Barriers to achieving recurrence-free survival after TB treatment 

Characteristics and quality of the included studies 

Across searches spanning January 1, 2000, to May 17, 2021, we screened titles and abstracts of 

3,799 unique reports and identified 79 for full text review, of which 15 met inclusion criteria 

(Fig A in S5 Appendix). Of these, 4 studies reported findings on TB recurrence as a single 

outcome or part of a composite outcome; 4 studies reported findings on post-treatment 

mortality as a single outcome or part of a composite outcome with on-treatment mortality; and 



 87

7 studies reported findings on both recurrence and mortality (Table C in S5 Appendix). Studies 

were conducted in 8 of India’s states and union territories, including Bihar and Madhya 

Pradesh, 2 of India’s high-population and low-income states. 3 studies were conducted in 

multiple states. 3 studies were conducted in rural areas, 7 in urban areas, and 5 in both (Table C 

in S5 Appendix). 

 

All studies involved a high-quality random or comprehensive sampling (Table C in S5 Appendix). 

4 studies were medium quality with regard to sample size and distribution, because they were 

conducted at a single facility [103,150–152]. 5 studies did not follow patients prospectively and 

relied on a lower-quality passive surveillance for assessing post-treatment outcomes 

[89,150,153–155], while 2 studies did not report the surveillance approach [156,157]. For 

studies evaluating TB recurrence, 3 studies had at least 1 post-treatment follow-up visit with 

microbiological testing to identify recurrence [80,150,158] (high quality), while 6 studies 

performed microbiological testing only for patients with persistent symptoms 

[85,96,103,152,153,159] (medium quality). 1 study evaluated TB recurrence through self-

enrollment of patients in treatment [89] (low quality), and 1 did not clearly report the approach 

to detecting recurrence [151] (low quality). 

 

All studies evaluated adult patients. 4 studies included adolescents (usually >14 years of age) 

[150,151,156,157] and 1 study included younger children [153]. Except for 1 study of the 

private sector [89], studies evaluated patients in the public sector. (Table C in S5 Appendix). We 

present findings separately for studies evaluating TB recurrence (as a single outcome or part of 
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a composite outcome) and post-treatment mortality (as a single outcome or part of a 

composite outcome along with on-treatment mortality). 

 

Factors associated with post-treatment TB recurrence 

We identified common findings on factors associated with TB recurrence across adjusted (Fig 

24) and unadjusted analyses (Table D in S5 Appendix). In 1 adjusted analysis [80] and 2 

unadjusted analyses [96,153], male sex was associated with TB recurrence. Suboptimal 

medication adherence was associated with TB recurrence in 1 adjusted [158] and 1 unadjusted 

analysis [80], though this association was nonsignificant after adjusting for male sex in the latter 

study. Ongoing symptoms after treatment—measured by clinical evaluation or the structured 

Saint George’s Respiratory Questionnaire—was associated with TB recurrence in 2 adjusted 

analyses [150,159]. Low body mass index at TB diagnosis was associated with TB recurrence in 1 

adjusted [96] and 1 unadjusted analysis [80] as a single risk factor, and in combination with 

severe alcohol use disorder, measured using the alcohol use disorder identification test C 

(AUDIT-C), in 1 adjusted analysis [85]. Alcohol use was associated with TB recurrence in 2 

adjusted [85,96] and 2 unadjusted analyses [80,158]. Patients with current or past smoking had 

higher TB recurrence risk in 2 adjusted [151,158] and 1 unadjusted analysis [80].  
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Fig 24. Factors associated with TB recurrence as a single outcome or part of a composite outcome after 

completion of TB treatment (Gap 5). Only statistically significant findings are presented. Effect estimates greater 

than 1 represent increased risk of TB recurrence; estimates less than 1 represent decreased risk of TB recurrence. 

All studies used multivariable regression with findings reported as: [a] adjusted hazard ratios, [b] adjusted odds 

ratios, [c] adjusted incidence rate ratios, or [d] adjusted relative risk ratios. Studies labeled [e] reported post-

treatment TB recurrence as a single outcome, while studies labelled [f] report post-treatment recurrence as part of

a composite outcome including on-treatment and post-treatment death and treatment failure. AUDIT, alcohol use 

disorder identification test; BMI, body mass index; SGRQ, Saint George Respiratory Questionnaire; TB, tuberculosis
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f 
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Factors associated with mortality after TB treatment 

We identified common factors associated with post-treatment mortality across adjusted (Fig 

25) and unadjusted analyses (Table D in S5 Appendix). In 4 adjusted [89,154,156,157] and 1 

unadjusted analyses [155], older age—people older than 25, 40, 44, or 60 years depending on 

the study—was associated with post-treatment mortality. In 3 adjusted analyses [154,156,157], 

unfavorable on-treatment outcomes—including loss to follow-up and treatment failure—were 

associated with post-treatment mortality. In 1 study that included 2 adjusted analyses [159], 

higher scores on the Saint George’s Respiratory Questionnaire at TB diagnosis, or updated 

throughout treatment, were associated with post-treatment mortality, as was dyspnea at TB 

diagnosis in another unadjusted analysis [150].  

 

Low body mass index was associated with post-treatment mortality in 2 adjusted analyses as a 

single factor [85,154], and in combination with severe alcohol use disorder (measured by the 

AUDIT-C) in 1 adjusted analysis [85]. Alcohol use was associated with post-treatment mortality 

as an single factor in 1 adjusted [85] and 1 unadjusted analysis [154], and in combination with 

smoking in 2 adjusted analysis [156,157]. Smoking was associated with post-treatment 

mortality in 1 adjusted [150] and 1 unadjusted analysis [154]. HIV was associated with post-

treatment mortality in 2 unadjusted analyses [103,152]. 
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Fig 25. Factors associated with post-treatment tuberculosis mortality (without evaluation of recurrence) (Gap 5).

Only statistically significant findings are presented. Effect estimates greater than 1 represent increased risk of post-

treatment mortality; estimates less than 1 represent decreased risk of post-treatment mortality. All studies used 

multivariable regression with findings reported as: [a] adjusted hazard ratios, [b] adjusted odds ratios, and [c] 

adjusted incidence rate ratios. Studies labeled [d] reported post-treatment mortality as a single outcome, while 

studies labelled [e] report post-treatment mortality as part of a composite outcome including on-treatment 

mortality. AUDIT, alcohol use disorder identification test; BMI, body mass index; SGRQ, Saint George Respiratory 

Questionnaire. 
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Discussion 

 

 

In this systematic review, we synthesized 2 decades of studies that provide rich insights into 

barriers to care for people with TB across care cascade stages in India [5,6]. In conducting such 

an extensive review, we believe we have made several important contributions to knowledge 

on TB care delivery in India. First, given our disaggregation of findings by care cascade gap and 

subpopulation, we provide a roadmap for program managers and researchers, who can engage 

with our results in a targeted manner to understand barriers that may inform intervention 

development for specific care gaps or specific regions, states, or cities in India [14].  

 

Second, for researchers, our review sheds light on shortcomings of quantitative research 

conducted to date. Of particular concern across all care cascade gaps is the dearth of studies of 

children and private sector services, where at least half of people with TB in India receive care 

[160,161]. In addition, most studies captured data on patient-related factors. Fewer studies 

captured data on family-, society-, or health system-related factors. In future studies, health 

system-related factors may be particularly important to measure, as they may directly inform 

changes in programmatic care delivery. In addition, among patient-related factors, some 

comorbid conditions that could be intervened upon, such as alcohol use, were frequently 

measured, while others, such as depression or TB stigma, were measured less frequently, if at 

all. Understanding the influence of comorbid conditions should be focus of future research to 

facilitate better integration of TB care with care for other conditions. 
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Third, we organized and visualized results in a manner that clusters similar factors across 

studies, bringing into focus common patterns of risk that may affect TB outcomes. Programs 

may use these findings to prioritize subpopulations at risk for poor outcomes through provision 

of greater attention or resources. These findings may also inform development of interventions 

that reduce unfavorable TB outcomes. For the rest of this discussion, we consider in detail 

common patterns of risk—across and within care cascade gaps—that emerged in this review.  

 

Continuities in risk across care cascade stages 

Our review shows some subpopulations of people with TB have elevated risk of unfavorable 

outcomes across multiple care cascade stages (Tables 3 and 4). For example, in some studies, 

men in the community were less likely to seek care for symptoms (Gap 1) [37,59], and less likely 

to pursue TB evaluation after being referred (Gap 2) [40,41]. Notably, a recent study, which 

used standardized patients to evaluate private providers, found men and women had similarly 

low likelihood of receiving appropriate evaluation for TB symptoms, but men had interactions 

with less provider time, less detailed explanations, and lower satisfaction [162]. Collectively, 

these findings partly explain the Indian and global phenomenon of “missing men” in TB care 

[163], in which men are relatively under-represented in case notifications from TB programs 

[164] even though they have considerably higher TB prevalence in the population [165,166]. 

After reaching care, men are more likely to suffer unfavorable on-treatment outcomes (Gap 4) 

[43,44,83,84,86,116–118,129–132,167,168] and post-treatment TB recurrence and death (Gap 

5) [80,154]. TB services at every care stage—from active case-finding to post-treatment 

monitoring—need to incorporate strategies to engage and retain vulnerable men. 
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Table 4. Factors statistically significantly associated with unfavorable outcomes across multiple TB care cascade gaps in multivariable 

regression analyses.  Numbers indicate the number of studies contributing data to each factor for a given gap. Footnotes identify discordant 

(protective) findings for some factors. 
 

Subcategory and factors Gap 1 Gap 2 Gap 3 Gap 4 Gap 5 

N (total studies with findings across all gaps) (did not seek care for TB 

symptoms) 

(did not complete the 

diagnostic workup) 

(did not start TB 

treatment) 

(did not complete TB treatment) (post-treatment TB 

recurrence or death) 

Demographic factors 

Male sex (N=21) 3 [37,59]
d,e 

2 [40,41]
i 

 14 [43,44,83,84,86,107,116–

118,128–132] 

2 [80,154] 

Older age (N=23) 1 [59]
f 

3 [41,44,51]
j 

2 [64,66] 14 [81,84,86,87,89,90,105,114,116, 

119,127,128,131,132] 

3 [89,154,156] 

Socioeconomic status 

Lower socioeconomic class
a
 (N=4) 2 [36,37]  1 [48] 1 [66]   

Lower education (N=7) 1 [35]
g 

 1 [66] 5 [81,86,105,110,135]  

Unemployed or daily wages (N=5) 2 [34,59]   2 [43,110]
k 

1 [154] 

Rural location (N=3) 1 [169]  1 [64]  1 [89] 

TB clinical factors 

Lower symptom severity
b
 (N=4) 2 [39,59] 1 [44]  1 [105]  

Previous TB history (N=19) 1 [39]
h
  2 [41,51]

j
 2 [42,64] 13 [46,73,82,84,104,121,127, 

129,131,133,134,143,144] 

1 [156] 

Drug-resistant TB (N=3)    2 [86,107] 1 [158] 

Medication non-adherence (N=6)    5 [81,84,97,98,121] 1 [158] 

Other clinical factors 

Undernutrition (N=11)    8  [84,86,111,116,118,121,122,134] 3 [85,96,154] 

HIV (N=5)  1 [42]  4 [86,107,130,132]  

Substance use 

Alcohol use (N=18) 1 [59] 1 [40]  12 [46,80,84,90,94,100,103, 

107,109,124,131,133] 

4 [85,96,156,157]  

Smoking (N=8) 1 [59]   3 [104,108,132] 4 [151,156–158] 

Knowledge-related factors 

Low TB-related knowledge (N=4) 3 [35,37,59]   1 [81]  

Health system factors 

Healthcare accessibility (N=4)  1 [48]  3 [104,105,137]  

Evaluation at private facility (N=4)  1 [42] 2 [42,66] 1 [83]  

Negative provider interactions (N=5)  2 [44,48]  3 [81,105,124]  

Negative views of health system
c
 (N=4) 1 [37]   3 [44,81,136]  

a
Includes lower household income; 

b
includes lower symptom duration;  

c
includes distrust of the health system; 

d
citation 35 found male sex was associated with lower care seeking in 2 Indian states 

and is reported here as 2 studies; 
e
citation 38 found male sex was associated with lower care-seeking in the unadjusted analysis, and, while the direction of this association switched in the 

multivariable analysis, this was after adjusting for alcohol use, which was only reported among men; 
f
citation 38 found increasing age was associated with higher care seeking;  

g
citation 33 found 

lower education was associated with higher care seeking; 
h
citation 37 found previously treated individuals were more likely to seek care; 

i
citation 43 found men were more likely to pursue further 

diagnostic workup; 
j
citation 44 found older people and previously treated people were more likely to pursue further diagnostic workup; 

k
citation 108 found unemployed individuals were more likely 

to have favorable treatment outcomes. 

 5 or more studies 

2 to 4 studies 

1 study or mixed 

findings 

No significant 

findings 
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Table 5. Reasons reported by people with TB or TB symptoms for not seeking care or being lost from care across multiple care cascade gaps. 

Numbers indicate the number of studies contributing data to each reason for a given gap. Only findings in which 20% or more of people reported 

a given reason are presented. 

 

Subcategory and reasons Gap 1 Gap 2 Gap 3 Gap 4 

N (total studies with findings across all gaps) (did not seek care for TB 

symptoms) 

(did not complete the 

diagnostic workup) 

(did not start TB 

treatment) 

(did not complete TB 

treatment) 

Socioeconomic status 

Work constraints or pressure (N=8) 4 [37,61–63] 1 [56] 1 [68] 2 [99,108] 

Patient mobility (N=6)   1 [68] 5 [80,93,98] 

TB clinical factors 

Symptoms not severe or resolved early (N=17) 9 [33,37,38,60–63,170]
a
 2 [44,55]  6 [80,108,139,140,142,143] 

Severity of TB illness
b
 (N=5)  1 [54] 4 [57,64,67,77]  

Adverse effects of TB therapy
c 

(N=9)   1 [72] 8 [99,108,126,127,139–142] 

Psychological factors 

Stigma related to TB (N=3)   2 [44,76] 1 [108] 

Substance use     

Alcohol use (N=2)   1 [76] 1 [80] 

Health system factors 

Long distance to health facility (N=3) 2 [38,61]  1 [73]  

Negative views of health system (N=3)   2 [44,72] 1 [108] 

Negative health provider interactions (N=2)  1 [44]  1 [99] 

Quality of care: Patient not told or referred for 

next steps in care or patient untrackable because 

of poor recording of contact information (N=9) 

 4 [51,52,56,58] 5 [57,64,67,74,77]  

 

 

     

     

     

     

     
a
citation 35 (George et al.) found ‘symptoms not severe’ as one of the key reasons given by chest symptomatics for not seeking care in two Indian states and is reported here as two studies

 

b
includes disease-related barriers and early deaths; 

c
includes experiences of adverse effects of prior TB therapy as contributing to pretreatment loss to follow-up. 

 

 

 5 or more 

t di

2 to 4 studies 

1 study 

No studies with >=20% 

reporting the reason 
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Other characteristics of people with TB also played a role across multiple gaps. Although 

variable age categories were used across studies, in general, older individuals—usually those 

older than 40 compared to younger age categories—were more likely to suffer adverse TB 

outcomes across multiple gaps. For people previously treated for TB, outcomes varied across 

care cascade gaps. On the one hand, previously treated individuals were more likely to seek 

care for TB symptoms (Gap 1) [39] and pursue TB evaluation when referred (Gap 2) [41], which 

may reflect better TB knowledge. On the other hand, concerningly, these patients were more 

likely to experience PTLFU (Gap 3) [42,64] and unfavorable treatment outcomes (Gap 4) 

[43,75,86,105,130,132,134,137,144,145,168], with people who were lost to follow-up during 

prior treatment experiencing particularly poor outcomes [83,105,111]. These poor outcomes 

later in the care cascade may reflect underlying drug resistance, chronic pulmonary disease 

from the prior TB episode, or continuation of behavioral risks that led to unfavorable outcomes 

during previous treatment. Previously treated patients should be a central focus of the NTEP’s 

efforts to reduce PTLFU and poor on-treatment outcomes. 

 

TB is a highly socially stratified disease, with Indians in the lowest wealth quintile experiencing a 

TB prevalence that is fivefold greater than in the highest quintile [171]. Our review further 

shows that lower socioeconomic status is associated with higher risk of unfavorable outcomes 

across most care cascade gaps, whether assessed using household income, educational 

attainment, or job type. Reasons reported by people with TB for unfavorable outcomes help 

unpack how lower socioeconomic status shapes outcomes. For example, findings from multiple 

gaps suggest the association between lower educational attainment and unfavorable outcomes 
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may partly relate to inadequate TB knowledge [35,37,76,81,140,141,143]. Work constraints 

were frequently reported as a reason for non-engagement in care [37,38,54,56,60–

63,68,76,80,93,99,108,126,139,140], which aligns with findings that people in certain jobs, such 

as daily wage laborers (informal sector workers who are not paid if they miss work), may be 

particularly vulnerable to unfavorable outcomes [34,59]. A recent study conducted in Chennai, 

Vellore, and Mumbai published after the search period for this review similarly found that daily 

wage laborers have increased adjusted odds of TB medication nonadherence, measured using 

urine isoniazid testing [29]. Similarly, challenges related to patient mobility 

[68,77,98,123,139,140,142] align with findings that people seeking care outside of the location 

they reside [64,172] or migrant laborers (who work in both rural and urban areas during the 

year) may be more vulnerable to unfavorable outcomes [68,93]. Structural barriers to reaching 

clinics—including prohibitive distance [29,38,44,48,60–62,64,73,89,99,137,138,140,142,143], 

costs [29,33,37,59–62,76,104,105,142,170,173], or transportation [29,33,37,38,60,62]—were 

another pathway by which socioeconomic status was associated with unfavorable outcomes. 

While the NTEP has attempted to address poverty through direct benefits transfer (DBT; a form 

of unconditional cash transfer) to TB patients [174] , our findings collectively suggest that 

developing a broader array of strategies to ameliorate the complex impact of extreme poverty 

on care engagement should be central to achieving the END TB/Sustainable Development Goal 

targets for India. 

 

India’s 2019-2021 national TB prevalence survey found that about half of people with active TB 

in the population had no symptoms (or minimal symptoms that did not meet criteria for 
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presumptive TB), and, among those with symptoms, about two-thirds had not sought care, 

potentially due to lack of symptom severity [166]. Our Gap 1 results evaluating studies of 

people with TB symptoms in the community affirm these findings from the national prevalence 

survey. People with shorter symptom duration or fewer symptoms were less likely to have 

sought care [39,59], and individuals who had not sought care frequently reported low symptom 

severity or resolving symptoms as reasons [33,37,38,60–63,170]. People with lower symptom 

duration or severity also had greater risk of being lost across subsequent care cascade stages. In 

Gap 2, they are less likely to pursue diagnostic workup when referred [40,41] and less likely to 

complete sputum evaluation [44]. Disappearance of symptoms was a common reason for chest 

X-ray non-completion [55]. In Gap 4, patients report that mild symptoms at treatment initiation 

or early symptom resolution with treatment are common reasons for loss to follow-up 

[80,99,105,108,127,139–143]. These results align with findings suggesting patients diagnosed 

by active case-finding—which identifies people with TB at a less symptomatic disease stage—

were more likely to experience pretreatment and on-treatment loss to follow-up (Gaps 3 and 4) 

[74,75]. By identifying people with TB early in the disease course, active case-finding has 

potential for substantial benefits for the individual (averting morbidity and mortality) and public 

health (preventing transmission); however, our review highlights critical challenges in retaining 

these individuals in care. Active case-finding strategies should routinely measure care cascade 

outcomes and consider novel strategies—such as counseling or incentives at each care stage—

to ensure early case detection translates into optimal outcomes. 
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Three conditions associated with higher TB prevalence in India’s national survey—alcohol use, 

smoking, and undernutrition—were also associated with greater risk of poor outcomes across 

multiple care cascade stages. Alcohol use was associated with poor outcomes across all gaps 

[40,43,59,76,80–82,85,86,96,101,104,104,108,110,125,132,134,139,156,157,175], while 

smoking was associated with poor outcomes across Gaps 1, 4, and 5 

[59,104,108,132,138,151,156–158]. Undernutrition was associated with poor outcomes across 

Gaps 4 and 5 [84–86,96,111,116,118,121,122,154,176], though nutritional status was 

infrequently measured in earlier care cascade gaps. Public health strategies to reduce these risk 

factors—such as targeted nutritional supplementation to undernourished individuals in the 

general population [177], higher taxes on alcohol and tobacco products, or effective 

implementation of the ban on smoking in public places—may help to reduce TB incidence and 

improve care engagement among those who contract active TB. Active case-finding strategies 

could also focus on individuals with these comorbid conditions (e.g., case finding in bars) with 

incentives to enhance retention at each care cascade stage. At later care cascade stages, TB 

programs should integrate services—such as nutritional supplementation and counseling or 

medication-assisted therapy to reduce alcohol use and smoking—to improve treatment 

outcomes and reduce TB recurrence. 

 

Finally, distrust or negative perceptions of local (usually government) health services—or 

dissatisfaction after initial contact with government TB services or providers—were associated 

with unfavorable outcomes or reported as barriers to care engagement across Gaps 1 to 4 

[33,37,44,60,61,72,81,99,108,136,140]. While negative perceptions or interactions contributed 
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to losses from government services, when people with TB did trust or prefer local government 

services (as compared to private services), they were more likely to have sought care for TB 

symptoms (Gap 1) [59] and had better outcomes during second episodes of TB treatment, as 

compared to patients previously treated in the private sector (Gap 4) [83]. People with TB 

evaluated at private sector facilities or laboratories were more likely to not pursue further 

workup for TB symptoms (Gap 2) [42] or to start TB treatment (Gap 3) [42,66], potentially 

because government NTEP providers have systems for following-up and linking patients to care 

that are generally absent in the private sector. These results align with findings of a systematic 

review of delays in TB care in India, which found initial contact with a private sector provider 

was independently associated with greater health system delay in diagnosis and treatment [26]. 

Our findings also align with results of a recent systematic review and standardized patient study 

in India, which found that, although quality of care is higher in the government TB program 

(e.g., higher rates of microbiological testing for TB), the client experience is generally better in 

the private sector [22,178]. Collectively, these findings suggest that government TB services 

should focus on improving perceptions and the experience of care (e.g., more polite provider 

behavior, shorter waiting times), while the private sector needs to improve quality of care. 

 

Findings specific to each care cascade gap 

Our review also highlights findings that are more specific to each care cascade gap. Gap 1 

findings indicate the importance of TB knowledge in the community to motivate care-seeking 

[35–37,59]. Using mass communication, including television and social media, to improve public 

knowledge of TB may be an important strategy to improve care-seeking. Population-level TB 
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knowledge could be routinely measured during TB prevalence surveys or other population-

based surveys [5,14]. Gap 1 findings also suggest structural barriers to care—including work-

related, financial, and transportation barriers to reaching clinics [33,34,37,38,59–62,170]—must 

be addressed by increasing clinic accessibility or bringing screening closer to where people live 

or work through active case-finding. However, to be effective, our findings suggest that active 

case-finding initiatives must interface with people who are harder-to-reach (e.g., men, daily 

wage laborers) and incentivize people with lower symptom severity to engage in care. 

 

For Gap 2, health system-related barriers played a central role in non-completion of the 

diagnostic workup. Accessibility of testing was crucial, with lack of free in-clinic or local access 

to chest X-rays or NAAT being key obstacles [48,49]. Sputum transportation contributed to 

NAAT non-completion, with one-third of samples not reaching the reference laboratory for 

testing in 1 study [49]. Several Gap 2 challenges related to suboptimal quality of care by 

healthcare providers. For example, providers missed identifying patients who met criteria to 

undergo NAAT (up to 54%) [51], particularly patients who were not already taking TB treatment 

and experiencing treatment failure. While algorithms for TB evaluation, including NAAT, have 

evolved since some of these studies were published [47], our findings suggest that algorithms 

that target advanced diagnostic testing to patient subgroups run the risk of excluding eligible 

patients. Communication gaps were also a problem, with many patients not completing the 

workup because they were not informed they were undergoing sputum testing or chest X-ray 

due to concern for TB [44,48,56]. Finally, negative interactions with healthcare providers during 



 102 

the diagnostic workup rapidly shaped patient perceptions, with nearly half of patients being 

lost due to such interactions in one multi-site study [44]. 

 

For Gap 3, a meaningful proportion of patients who experienced PTLFU (4% to 40%) 

[57,58,64,67,72,74,77] died after diagnosis but before starting treatment, likely due to 

advanced TB resulting from diagnostic delays. This finding suggests that, by identifying patients 

at earlier disease stages, active case-finding may improve later care cascade outcomes. TB 

stigma prevented some patients experiencing PTLFU (10% to 23%) [44,72,76] from starting 

treatment and may have contributed to high treatment refusal (up to 83% of those 

experiencing PTLFU) in some studies [44,57,58,67,77]. The contribution of TB stigma to losses in 

Gap 3 highlights the need for robust counseling and education from the start of the TB 

diagnostic workup. Poor recording of patient contact information by healthcare providers was 

associated with increased adjusted odds of PTLFU in one study [64] and contributed to the 

inability to track 10% to 52% of these patients [57,64,67,74,77]. Although India’s NTEP 

eventually records all patient information in Nikshay, a national case-based electronic medical 

record and reporting system, in most government TB clinics, patient data are recorded on paper 

forms before electronic entry, and such information is often incomplete or unreadable 

[64,172]. Regular auditing and performance feedback on the completeness and readability of 

TB diagnostic registers may help reduce PTLFU [179]. 

 

For Gap 4, given the rich and variable findings by patient population, we highlight key additional 

high-level points here. First, consistent with findings from clinical trials [20,180,181], non-



 103 

adherence to TB medications was independently associated with increased risk of unfavorable 

treatment outcomes (Gap 4) [81,84,93,97,98,121] and TB recurrence (Gap 5) [158] across 

multiple Indian studies, which suggests that adherence is a mediator of outcomes in 

programmatic care. However, measuring TB medication adherence in routine care is 

challenging, with recent studies from India showing that 99DOTS (a digital adherence 

technology used in the NTEP) and patient self-report have suboptimal accuracy [182–184]. Use 

of novel approaches for detecting nonadherence, such as urine isoniazid testing [29,185], may 

facilitate early identification of patients at risk for poor outcomes, so that they can be provided 

with additional support. A recent study in India found that negative urine isoniazid test results 

were associated with loss to follow-up and death during treatment [29], which suggests this 

easy-to-use point-of-care test may be helpful in triaging patients for enhanced support.  

 

Second, in Gap 4, TB medication adverse effects were a contributor to loss to follow-up during 

treatment across multiple studies for patients with drug-susceptible TB [80,93,98,99,108,138–

143] (with up to 42-47% of patients who discontinued therapy doing so due to adverse effects 

[108,139,141]) and drug-resistant TB [123,127,186] (with up to 75% of patients who 

discontinued therapy doing so due to adverse effects [186]). Addressing adverse effects and 

other contributing factors to unfavorable treatment outcomes, such as TB stigma [108,136,168] 

and insufficient TB knowledge [81,140,141,143], will require development of more intensive 

counseling and psychosocial support interventions that can be integrated into routine care. 
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Finally, for Gap 5, post-treatment outcomes are largely shaped by the quality of care received in 

earlier care cascade stages. As such, Gap 5 findings reflect risk factors identified in earlier 

gaps—including male sex, older age, undernutrition, alcohol use, smoking, drug resistance, and 

medication nonadherence. Preventing post-treatment recurrence and death therefore depends 

on addressing these risk factors upstream in the care cascade. At the same time, close 

longitudinal post-treatment follow-up could facilitate early identification of new TB cases, 

thereby serving as a high-yield enhanced case-finding strategy, which may be especially 

important given the poor outcomes of people with previous TB. 

 

Limitations that may guide interpretation of review findings 

As we juxtapose findings from studies from across India conducted over 20 years, our approach 

may raise concerns about external validity, or generalizability, given the diversity of India’s 

population [187]. Some findings may have programmatic relevance at the national level, 

because India’s NTEP is involved in the care of 2.1 million notified people with TB annually, of 

whom about 1.4 million were treated directly by public sector services, with the rest notified 

from the private sector [1]. However, given the importance of local context when developing 

implementation interventions [188], we discourage bluntly applying review findings without 

regard for setting. Rather, using causal transportability theory, program implementers can 

consider the extent to which risk factors identified in this review may be applicable to their 

setting to inform development of locally-relevant interventions [188]. In addition, for Gap 4, 

findings from studies in which the research was conducted before 2017 represent a time period 
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before the rollout of daily fixed dose combination medications, when a thrice weekly 

intermittent medication dosing was used. 

 

A second general limitation is our exclusion of qualitative findings, which will be reported in a 

future manuscript. Qualitative studies provide insights that may inform intervention 

development, which are often not obtainable from quantitative studies. Given that open-ended 

approaches are used to elicit information from patients, qualitative studies may shed greater 

light on the contribution of health system-related factors to poor TB outcomes [189–191]. 

 

A third limitation is relevant to our analysis of Gap 1, which is the largest gap in India’s TB care 

cascade [6]. Our Gap 1 analysis focused on understanding care-seeking by people with TB 

symptoms in the community; however, studies of delays in TB care and evaluations of 

healthcare provider behavior using standardized patients both suggest that heath system-

related barriers, specifically poor quality of care, contribute substantially to patient losses in 

Gap 1 [24–26,162,178,192]. Program managers developing interventions to address Gap 1 

should read these standardized patient and delay studies in parallel with our Gap 1 review 

findings. 

 

Conclusion 

This systematic review organizes findings from 2 decades of studies on India’s TB care cascade 

to illuminate patterns of risk shaping outcomes for people with TB, while identifying gaps in 

knowledge to guide future research. In addition to summarizing gap-specific findings, we 
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identify findings contributing to unfavorable outcomes across multiple care cascade gaps. These 

factors included male sex, older age, poverty-related barriers, lower symptom duration and 

severity, undernutrition, alcohol use, smoking, and distrust of (or dissatisfaction with) 

government health services. Our findings also suggest that, while quality of care is better in the 

government TB program, client experience is generally better in the private sector. 

 

Closing gaps in the active TB care cascade will reduce mortality, enhance well-being and quality 

of life for people with TB, and help curb TB transmission. For these reasons, developing 

interventions to close these gaps must be central to India’s ambitious plan to eliminate TB 

[1,11] and to the WHO’s global End TB agenda. Our review provides rich insights that will 

hopefully inform the design of future implementation interventions and strategies to accelerate 

reduction in TB incidence, morbidity, and mortality in India. 
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