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Abstract  36 

Background: WHO 2019 HIV testing guidelines recommended a standard HIV testing strategy 37 

consisting of three consecutively HIV-reactive test results on serology assays to diagnose HIV 38 

infection. National HIV programmes in high prevalence settings currently using the strategy 39 

consisting of only two consecutive HIV-reactive tests should consider when to implement the 40 

new guideline recommendations. 41 

Methods and Findings: We implemented a probability model to simulate outcomes of WHO 42 

2019 and the two strategies recommended by WHO 2015 guidelines on HIV testing services. 43 

Each assay in the strategy was assumed independently 99% sensitivity and 98% specificity, the 44 

minimal thresholds required for WHO prequalification. For each strategy and positivity ranging 45 

20% to 0.2%, we calculated the number of false-negative, false-positive, and inconclusive 46 

results; positive and negative predictive value (PPV, NPV); number of each assay used, and 47 

testing programme costs. We found that the NPV was above 99.9% for all scenarios modelled. 48 

Under the WHO 2015 two-test strategy, the PPV was below the 99% target threshold when 49 

positivity fell below 5%. For the WHO 2019 strategy, the PPV was above 99% for all positivity 50 

levels. The number reported ‘inconclusive’ was higher under the WHO 2019 strategy. 51 

Implementing the WHO 2019 testing strategy in Malawi, would require around 89,000 A3 tests 52 

in 2021, compared to 175,000 A2 tests and over 4.5 million A1 tests per year. The incremental 53 

cost of the WHO 2019 strategy was less than 2% in 2021 and declined to 0.9% in 2025.  54 

Conclusions: As positivity among persons testing for HIV reduces below 5% in nearly all 55 

settings, implementation of the WHO 2019 testing strategy will ensure that positive predictive 56 

value remains above the 99% target threshold, averting misdiagnoses and ART initiations 57 

among HIV uninfected people. The incremental cost of implementing the WHO 2019 HIV testing 58 
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strategy compared to the two-test strategy is negligible because the third assay accounts for a 59 

small and diminishing share of total HIV tests.   60 
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Introduction 61 

Providing accurate, timely, and affordable HIV diagnosis at the point of care is a critical first step 62 

towards delivering HIV treatment and prevention services. To establish HIV diagnosis, the 63 

World Health Organization (WHO) recommends HIV testing strategies using multiple HIV 64 

serology assays including rapid diagnostic tests (RDTs) and enzyme-immunoassays (EIAs) 65 

[1,2]. Each assay should have a sensitivity of greater than or equal to 99% (the assay is reactive 66 

for at least 99 out of 100 truly HIV positive specimens) and specificity of greater than or equal to 67 

98% (the assay is non-reactive for at least 98 out of 100 truly HIV negative specimens), the 68 

minimum thresholds for approval through the WHO prequalification procedure [3,4].  69 

To ensure accurate diagnosis in all settings, WHO has previously recommended differentiated 70 

HIV testing strategies according to the prevalence of HIV in the population being tested [2,4]. In 71 

‘high’ HIV prevalence populations with prevalence above 5%, two consecutively HIV-reactive 72 

test results were recommended to diagnose HIV; when prevalence was below 5%, three 73 

consecutively HIV-reactive test results were recommended. This threshold at 5% was 74 

established to ensure that the combination of assays utilized in a testing strategy have at least 75 

99% positive predictive value (PPV)—that is at least 99 out of every 100 individuals classified as 76 

HIV positive are truly HIV positive, or fewer than 1 false-positive per 100 HIV positive individuals 77 

tested— when assays attain the minimum 98% specificity requirement [4].  78 

When choosing a testing strategy, HIV programmes have typically used national HIV population 79 

prevalence (greater or less than 5%) as a proxy to guide whether to implement a ‘two-test’ or 80 

‘three-test’ strategy. However, as awareness of HIV status has reached high levels, positivity 81 

amongst persons presenting for HIV testing services (HTS) has declined steeply in recent 82 

years. Even in the highest HIV prevalence settings in southern and eastern Africa, the positivity 83 

is below the 5% threshold and expected to further decline in future given high ART coverage 84 
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and estimated low HIV incidence [5]. A 2018 policy review found that only 25% of national HIV 85 

testing guidelines were fully adherent with WHO recommendations on HIV testing strategies [6]. 86 

Despite declining HIV positivity, few programmes have transitioned from using two HIV-reactive 87 

test results to three HIV-reactive test results to maintain high PPV.  88 

Responsive to declining positivity and the challenges implementing differentiated guideline 89 

recommendations, the 2019 revision of the WHO Consolidated Guidelines on HIV Testing 90 

Services recommended a single ‘standard’ HIV testing strategy for all settings in which HIV 91 

testing is conducted. The WHO 2019 testing strategy recommended HIV-reactive results from 92 

three consecutive serology assays and simplified the steps for adjudicating cases with 93 

discrepant results on serially conducted tests (Figure 1). National HIV programmes should now 94 

consider when and how to implement new recommendations to transition from a ‘two-test’ to the 95 

‘three-test’ testing strategy, including the potential implications for accuracy and misdiagnosis, 96 

and programme and commodities costs.  97 

To support decision making, we analysed the performance of the WHO 2019 standard HIV 98 

testing strategy compared to the previous two-test and three-test testing strategies with respect 99 

to PPV, negative predictive value (NPV), and the number of HIV-inconclusive results returned at 100 

a range of HIV positivity values. Second, we calculated cost and commodity considerations of 101 

the respective testing strategies using epidemiologic and HIV testing programme data from 102 

Malawi as an example case study.  103 

Methods  104 

Model 105 

We implemented a probability model to deterministically simulate the expected outcomes of the 106 

WHO 2019 HTS Guidelines and the two testing strategies recommended by WHO 2015 HTS 107 
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Guidelines, including stipulated repetition of one or more assays in the case of discrepant test 108 

results (Figure 1) [4,7]. We refer to the ‘high’ and ‘low’ prevalence testing strategies as the ‘two-109 

test’ and ‘three-test’ strategies, respectively. The numbers refer to the sequential assays 110 

required for an HIV-positive diagnosis, and not the overall number of assays needed in the 111 

respective strategy, as the two-test testing strategy also requires a third assay to be available in 112 

the event of discrepant results (Figure 1A) [4]. 113 

Each assay in the testing strategy was assumed to be independent and perform with 99% 114 

sensitivity and 98% specificity, the minimum performance requirements for WHO 115 

prequalification [7,8]. WHO recommends that any initially discrepant A1+/A2– cases be 116 

repeated immediately using assay 1 (A1). We assumed that repetition of A1 will resolve the 117 

discrepancy in 80% of cases (e.g. with presumed ‘use error’ or other random error resulting in 118 

initially discrepant results), while the A1+/A2–/A1+ discrepancy persisted 20% of the time (due 119 

to false reactivity for A1+  for truly HIV negative persons or low antibody levels not detected with 120 

A2 for truly HIV positive persons). Case that were twice discrepant  (initial: A1+ / A2–; repeat: 121 

A1+ / A2–) under the WHO 2015 three-test testing strategy were classified as ‘HIV negative’. 122 

(This outcome does not occur under the WHO 2019 strategy because A2 is not repeated. Such 123 

cases A1+ / A2– / A1+ are reported HIV-inconclusive after repeat A1+ and recommended to 124 

retest after 14 days). 125 

Input parameters to the model were: (1) Number individuals tested for HIV, (2) proportion truly 126 

HIV positive among those tested, (3) WHO HIV testing strategy (two-test or three-test), (4) 127 

sensitivity of each assay (assumed 99%), (5) specificity of each assay (assumed 98%), (6) 128 

probability that repetition of false-reactive A1 (A1+ for a truly HIV-negative person) is non-129 

reactive upon repetition of A1 (assumed 80%), and (7) HIV testing costs (including commodities, 130 

site overheads, staff salaries, and other). 131 
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Outputs and cost analysis 132 

The model produced the following outcomes: the absolute number of individuals ruled HIV-133 

positive, HIV-negative, and HIV-inconclusive (who are asked to return after 14 days to undergo 134 

testing again), observed HIV-positivity amongst individuals presenting for HTS, number false-135 

positive and number false-negative diagnoses, positive and negative predictive values, number 136 

of A1, A2, and A3 products utilized, and estimated total HIV testing costs. 137 

Costs were indicative of current HTS programme costs in many low- and middle-income (LMIC) 138 

settings and were ‘fully loaded’ costs including consumables, staff, facilities, and programme 139 

management. We assumed an average service delivery cost of US$2.00 per client tested plus 140 

the unit cost of each assay used in the algorithm. The unit cost reported in the WHO Global 141 

Price Reporting for a typical product used as A1 was around $0.80 per test compared to around 142 

$1.60 for a typical product used as A2 [9]. Supply chain monitoring data from Malawi indicate 143 

that around 95% of A1 consumables are used for client testing with the remaining 5% for other 144 

purposes such as quality assurance, proficiency testing, and loss. For A2 products, used only 145 

after an HIV-reactive A1 result, around 70% are used for client testing and 30% for other 146 

purposes [10]. Accounting for these factors and other per-test consumables and staff 147 

expenditures, we assumed US$1.30 for each A1 utilized, $2.30 for each A2 utilized, and 148 

US$2.50 per A3 utilized. Taken together, the cost was around $3.50 per HIV-negative client 149 

tested and $5.60 to $8.10 per HIV-positive person tested. For cases initially reported as ‘HIV-150 

inconclusive’, we accounted for testing commodities and cost for retesting after 14 days, but did 151 

not count the HIV status reported at repeat testing in calculations for number classified positive, 152 

negative, PPV, or NPV because the primary objective of the HIV testing strategy is to return the 153 

accurate HIV testing result at the clinical encounter. 154 

Analyses 155 
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We conducted two analyses. First, we simulated the expected HIV testing outcomes per 156 

100,000 individuals tested using either the WHO 2019, WHO 2015 two-test or WHO 2015 three-157 

test strategies for true positivity ranging from 20% to 0.2%. We assessed (1) whether each test 158 

strategy achieved above the 99% threshold for PPV and NPV when assuming assays 159 

performed at the minimum level required for WHO prequalification, (2) the number of HIV-160 

inconclusive results returned, and (3) the number of tests and total HTS cost.  161 

Secondly, we used HIV epidemic estimates and projections and HIV testing programme data 162 

from Malawi to understand the consequences of changes in HIV testing scale and positivity over 163 

time on expected HIV testing programme outcomes.  164 

We used 2020 national HIV estimates for Malawi submitted to UNAIDS to extract estimates for 165 

the adult (15+) population over the period 2000 to 2025 for the indicators: number of people 166 

living with HIV (PLHIV), number aware of HIV status and number on ART, and number of HIV 167 

tests conducted, number of persons testing positive for HIV, and number persons diagnosed 168 

HIV positive for the first time. Estimates and projections for the number of PLHIV and number 169 

on ART were estimated by the Malawi national HIV estimates working group using the 170 

Spectrum and EPP models [11,12]. HIV testing programme outcomes over the period 2000 to 171 

2019 were estimated from household survey and HIV testing programme data input to the 172 

Shiny90 model [13]. Projections for the period 2020 through 2025 assumed that the 2019 rates 173 

of HIV testing by age, sex, HIV status, and ART status would continue into the future. We input 174 

the estimates for the annual number of tests conducted by HIV status into the HIV testing 175 

strategy model to estimate the expected HIV testing programme outcomes had the two-test or 176 

WHO 2019 testing strategy been used, and assuming assay performance at the minimum level 177 

to attain WHO prequalification.  178 
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The Malawi HIV testing programme has implemented the high prevalence (two-test) testing 179 

strategy for HIV diagnosis, but the simulated results do not represent actual HIV testing 180 

programme outcomes for Malawi in at least two ways. Firstly, HIV testing programme data from 181 

Malawi suggest improving accuracy over time following a programme of training and quality 182 

assurance. Secondly, since 2011 Malawi has implemented retesting for verification of HIV 183 

status of all HIV-positive persons before ART initiation [14], which is not included in our 184 

simulation.  185 

Results 186 

Outcomes per 100,000 tested for range of HIV testing positivity 187 

Table 1 summarizes model outcomes per 100,000 persons tested at 10%, 5%, 1%, and 0.5% 188 

true positivity amongst persons tested for HIV. The expected number of false-positive 189 

classifications is substantially lower with the three-test and WHO 2019 testing strategies at 190 

fewer than 1 false HIV-positive per 100,000 individuals tested compared to around 45 false-191 

positives per 100,000 individuals tested with the two-test strategy and does not vary 192 

substantially with positivity (Table 1, Figure 2A). In contrast, the expected number of false-193 

negative classifications was proportional to the positivity from 100 false-negatives per 100,000 194 

individuals tested at 10% positivity to 10 false-negative per 100,000 individuals tested at 1% 195 

positivity with the two-test strategy. The three-test or WHO 2019 testing strategy does not affect 196 

the expected number of false-negative classifications. 197 

The negative predictive value (NPV) was 99.9% or greater for all testing strategies at all 198 

positivity levels, well above the 99% threshold (Table 1, Figure 2B). Under the two-test strategy, 199 

the PPV was above the 99% threshold when positivity amongst individuals being tested was 200 

above 5%, but declined rapidly as positivity decreased (Table 1, Figure 2B). At 1% positivity, the 201 

PPV was 95% under the two-test strategy and this decreased to 91% at 0.5% positivity and 202 
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81% at 0.2% positivity. With the three-test or WHO 2019 testing strategy, the PPV increased to 203 

99.9% at 1% positivity and was well above the 99% threshold for all simulated levels of 204 

positivity. 205 

The number of results reported as ‘HIV-inconclusive’, in which the client would be asked to 206 

return for retesting after 14 days, was substantially higher under the WHO 2019 testing strategy 207 

than either the three-test or two-test strategy. For example, using the WHO 2019 testing 208 

strategy at 5% positivity, there were 508 (0.51%) HIV-inconclusive results per 100,000 209 

individuals tested, compared to 124 per 100,000 (0.12%) for the three-test strategy and 47.2 210 

(0.05%) with the two-test strategy. The increased number reported as HIV-inconclusive through 211 

the WHO 2019 testing strategy arose from two sources (Table 2). The majority arose when A1+ 212 

and A2– were discrepant, and the repeat A1 was HIV-reactive, which was reported as HIV-213 

inconclusive under the WHO 2019 testing strategy. Under the WHO 2015 testing strategies, A2 214 

was repeated and would result in either proceeding to A3 or reporting HIV-negative. Secondly, 215 

under the WHO 2019 testing strategy, cases that were reactive on each of the first two assays 216 

(A1+/A2+), then non-reactive on the third (A3–) were reported HIV-inconclusive. Under the two-217 

test strategy, such individuals were reported HIV positive following A1+/A2+, and when positivity 218 

is below 5% the majority are false-positive misclassifications and are actually true negatives 219 

(Table 2). 220 

HIV testing commodities and programme costs 221 

The number of A1 used per 100,000 tested was relatively similar and accounted for the majority 222 

of tests used for all positivity levels because most clients are classified HIV-negative following 223 

A1 and do not undergo further testing (Table 1, Figure 3A). The number of A2 required was the 224 

same under the three-test and two-test strategies and increased with positivity. The number of 225 

A2 was lower under the WHO 2019 testing strategy because A2 is not repeated following 226 
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discrepant A1 and A2 results, which accounts for a substantial fraction of A2 usage under the 227 

WHO 2015 testing strategies when positivity is low. The number of A3 required was much 228 

greater for the three-test and WHO 2019 testing strategies, but even under these two testing 229 

strategy the number of A2 required were much larger than A3. This was because a substantial 230 

share of A2 are utilized on persons with discrepant A1+/A2– results, which are ultimately 231 

classified HIV-negative and do not progress on to A3. The difference in consumption between 232 

A2 and A3 increases as positivity declines. 233 

At 10% positivity, the total cost for the WHO 2019 testing strategy was 6% higher than the two-234 

test strategy (Table 1; Figure 2C). The cost difference reduced considerably with declining 235 

positivity due to the lower consumption of A2 and A3. For testing positivity below 1.5%, the cost 236 

for the WHO 2019 testing strategy was slightly lower than the cost for two-test strategy because 237 

the reduced need for A2 outweighed the slight increase in A3 consumption. 238 

Estimated and projected changes in HTS outcomes: Malawi example 239 

Figure 4 summarizes estimates and projections for the number of adult PLHIV over the period 240 

2000 through 2025 in Malawi. The total adult PLHIV was projected to increase slightly through 241 

2025 as PLHIV survive longer on ART. However, the proportion of undiagnosed PLHIV declined 242 

rapidly from an estimated 79% in 2005 to 33%, 10% and 5% in 2010, 2019 and 2025, 243 

respectively (Figure 4A). Consequently, despite large increases in the number tested for HIV 244 

each year, the number of HIV diagnoses peaked in 2010 and is projected to continue to decline 245 

(Figure 4B). This was reflected in rapidly declining positivity amongst clients tested. Before 246 

2010, positivity in the testing program exceeded the population prevalence as symptomatic 247 

PLHIV were more likely to present for testing (Figure 4C). But in 2019, the positivity of 248 

individuals being tested for HIV declined to around 3.1% compared to adult HIV prevalence of 249 

9.5% and the positivity was projected to further decline in 2025 to 1.2% compared to 8.3% 250 
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prevalence. The proportion of individuals diagnosed for the first time among all tested for HIV 251 

was 1.2% in 2019, declining to 0.5% in 2025. 252 

The consequences of declining positivity for expected HIV testing programme quality and costs 253 

are consistent with those reported in Table 1 and Figure 2. The expected NPV is substantially 254 

above the 99% threshold at all times (Figure 5A). However, the PPV dropped below the 99% 255 

threshold in 2018 with the WHO 2015 two-test strategy and will decline to 97% in 2025 if each 256 

assay performs at the minimum threshold required for WHO prequalification (Figure 5A). This 257 

equates to expecting an average of around 1800 false positive diagnoses per year. In contrast, 258 

the PPV remained above 99.9% with the WHO 2019 testing strategy—fewer than 40 false 259 

positive diagnoses per year. If the rates of HIV testing are maintained at current levels, an 260 

estimated 89,000 tests of A3 would be required to implement the WHO 2019 testing strategy in 261 

2021, declining to 64,000 in 2025, compared to around 175,000 tests of A2 and over 4.5 million 262 

tests of A1 in 2021 (Figure 5B).  The incremental cost of the WHO 2019 testing strategy was 263 

less than 2% in 2021, and declined to around 0.9% in 2025 (Figure 5C).  264 

Discussion  265 

Positivity in testing programs has declined below 5% even in countries with high HIV population 266 

prevalence [5]. The 2019 WHO HIV testing strategy requires reactive results on three serially 267 

conducted serology assays to diagnose HIV infection. This algorithm substantially reduced the 268 

number of false-positive misdiagnoses at all levels of positivity in HIV testing programs. When 269 

HIV assays perform at the minimum WHO pre-qualification threshold of 98% specificity, the 270 

2019 WHO HIV testing strategy ensured that fewer than 1 in 100 persons diagnosed with HIV 271 

were false-positive, which was not the case for the two-test strategy used by many high 272 

prevalence countries. 273 
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The number of false-negative misdiagnoses reduced proportionally as positivity declined for HIV 274 

under all three testing strategies.  The WHO 2019 testing strategy also increased the expected 275 

number of HIV-inconclusive results returned, for example from 0.04% under the two-test 276 

strategy to 0.45% with the WHO 2019 testing strategy at 1% positivity. However, at low positivity 277 

levels, increased HIV-inconclusive results arose primarily due to simplification of testing strategy 278 

for persons who are initially discrepant, reducing opportunity for errors, and among individuals 279 

who are truly HIV negative but would have been misclassified as HIV-positive under the two-test 280 

strategy. Had those HIV-inconclusive individuals received a false-positive misdiagnosis under 281 

the two-test testing strategy, the cost of misdiagnosis and life-long treatment would be 282 

significant [14,15]. 283 

The two-test and three-test testing strategies both require an A3 to be available, but the number 284 

of A3 consumed is expectedly much greater with the 3-test strategy since it is deployed for all 285 

individuals with reactive results for both A1 and A2 rather than only for those with discrepant 286 

test results (i.e. A1 reactive but A2 non-reactive). However, the number A3 required remains 287 

lower than A2 and the difference increases as positivity declines. This is because at low 288 

positivity, a large number of A2 are utilized for discrepant A1+/A2– results, which are classified 289 

as HIV negative by repeating A1 and do not proceed to A3.  290 

Declining positivity amongst individuals who undergo HIV testing is a reflection of successful 291 

scale-up and implementation of HIV programmes that have reduced the undiagnosed HIV 292 

population [5]. Our case study of Malawi exemplifies the consequences for the HIV testing 293 

program. While HIV population prevalence has declined slowly from 11% in 2005 to 9.5% in 294 

2019, the positivity amongst individuals undergoing HIV testing fell steeply from 15% to 3% over 295 

the same period. Assuming 98% specificity for each assay used, the 2015 WHO two-test testing 296 

strategy (designed for ‘high prevalence’ settings) was expected to perform below 99% PPV 297 

since 2018 in Malawi and a further decline in PPV was projected. To mitigate this, Malawi has 298 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 6, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.31.21254700doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.31.21254700
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


 14

pioneered quality testing initiatives, including verification testing (using the same two-test testing 299 

strategy in parallel) before ART initiation. Malawi service delivery data suggests steady 300 

improvements in testing accuracy which are reflected in a declining proportion of inconclusive 301 

results and discrepant verification testing results. While the true number of false-positive and 302 

false-negative misdiagnosis is unknown in Malawi, the simulated results illustrate the 303 

importance to consider the 2019 WHO testing strategy. 304 

The incremental cost of switching to the WHO 2019 testing strategy was less than 2% of the 305 

total HIV testing programme cost and will decline further in the future. The low and decreasing 306 

incremental cost is because the large majority of HIV testing clients are HIV negative and do not 307 

proceed past A1, which thus accounts for the largest share of HTS programme cost despite a 308 

lower unit cost. Our analysis assumed that the incremental cost of switching to the WHO 2019 309 

testing strategy was captured by the additional cost of delivering A3. However, in many settings 310 

A3 is not routinely stocked at all testing locations and specimens with discrepant test results are 311 

instead referred to laboratories for additional testing to confirm their HIV status. Additional 312 

training and supply chain costs of switching to a three-test strategy in such settings are 313 

uncertain. Incorporating a new A3 into the testing strategy would require training of all HTS 314 

providers, but such training activities could be conducted routinely as part of programme 315 

management, quality assurance, and implementation of other guideline changes. Resolving 316 

more cases at the facility instead of requiring discrepant specimens to be sent to a laboratory 317 

should also offset costs of transport, information management, and tracing clients to provide 318 

results. We were not able to estimate the cost for this additional lab testing using the current 319 

policy, but considerable delays in returning such results from the reference lab have highlighted 320 

the challenges with this approach. Timing changes and shifts in the testing strategy alongside 321 

other changes in updates to guidelines, log-books and integrated trainings can also increase 322 

cost efficiencies.  323 
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Consistent with WHO guidelines, we assumed that all tests in the algorithm were conducted 324 

serially, except for the parallel replication of A1 and A2 following initial discrepant A1+/A2–. An 325 

HIV diagnosis with the WHO 2019 testing strategy would require three finger pricks for clients 326 

with a reactive A1. There has been some consideration to conducting A2 and A3 in parallel 327 

could reduce the additional finger prick. However, this could also lead to additional challenges 328 

with the interpretation of discrepant test results and add substantial wastage of A3 since, as 329 

positivity becomes lower, an increasing share of those progressing to A2 were false reactive to 330 

A1 and classified as HIV negative on A1 repetition, and not progress to A3. For example, in 331 

Malawi, parallel application of A2 and A3 would roughly double the number of A3 required. 332 

There were two assumptions with limited empirical data to which our findings are potentially 333 

sensitive: (1) that 80% of discrepant A1+/A2– would be correctly resolved upon replication of 334 

the A1 and A2, while 20% would remain discrepant, and (2) that each assay in the testing 335 

strategy is independent and performs at the minimum threshold for WHO prequalification, 336 

namely 98% specificity. Our conclusions should be interpreted considering these limitations and 337 

should be reevaluated as more evidence on these points becomes available. 338 

Our modelling suggests that transitioning to the WHO 2019 HIV testing strategy, requiring three 339 

reactive tests to diagnose HIV, ensures accuracy and quality of HIV diagnosis into the future 340 

with minimal consequences for overall HIV testing programme costs. The alternative, without 341 

adopting the strategy requiring three reactive tests to diagnose HIV, is increasing false positive 342 

misdiagnoses as a proportion of all those newly diagnosed with HIV. This incurs unnecessary 343 

lifelong ART costs for HIV negative persons [14,15], unquantified individual physical, 344 

psychosocial and emotional harms of receiving a false positive HIV misdiagnosis [16,17], and 345 

undermining confidence in the health system. While the WHO 2019 HIV testing strategy 346 

ensures the fidelity of HIV diagnosis and subsequent care and treatment, the main determinant 347 

of HIV testing programme cost is the overall scale if HIV testing and the number A1 conducted. 348 
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Table 1. HIV testing strategy outcomes per 100,000 tested for 10%, 5%, 1%, and 0.5% true 403 

positivity among clients presenting for HIV testing 404 

 405 

 10% positivity 5% positivity 
 2-test 3-test WHO 2019 2-test 3-test WHO 2019 
HIV-negative classifications 90,022 90,049 89,712 94,968 94,985 94640 
HIV-positive classifications 9922 9781 9704 4985 4891 4852 
HIV-inconclusive 55 170 584 47 124 508 
Observed positivity 9.93% 9.80% 9.76% 4.99% 4.90% 4.88% 
False HIV-positive 43.1 0.86 0.72 45.4 0.91 0.76 
False HIV-negative 100.4 119.8 101.0 50.2 59.9 50.5 
PPV of entire testing strategy 99.6% >99.9% >99.9% 99.1% >99.9% >99.9% 
NPV of entire testing strategy 99.9% 99.9% 99.9% 99.9% 99.9% 99.9% 
Assay 1 used 101,918 102,033 102,447 101,959 102,036 102,419 
Assay 2 used 13,583 13,663 11,896 8,772 8,811 6,948 
Assay 3 used 365 10,022 10,033 375 5,035 5,037 
Cost (US$) $385,143 $409,869 $407,282 $374,144 $386,155 $383,216 
       
 1% positivity 0.5% positivity 
 2-test 3-test WHO 2019 2-test 3-test WHO 2019 
HIV-negative classifications 98,924 98,934 98582 99,419 99,427 99075 
HIV-positive classifications 1035 979 971 542 490 486 
HIV-inconclusive 41 87 446 40 83 439 
Observed positivity 1.04% 0.98% 0.98% 0.54% 0.49% 0.49% 
False HIV-positive 47.4 0.95 0.79 47.60 0.95 0.80 
False HIV-negative 10.0 12.0 10.1 5.0 6.0 5.0 
PPV of entire testing strategy 95.4% 99.9% 99.9% 91.2% 99.8% 99.8% 
NPV of entire testing strategy >99.9% >99.9% >99.9% >99.9% >99.9% >99.9% 
Assay 1 used 101,991 102,038 102,397 101,995 102,038 102,394 
Assay 2 used 4,922 4,930 2,990 4,441 4,445 2,495 
Assay 3 used 382 1,045 1,039 383 547 540 
Cost (US$) $365,345 $367,184 $363,963 $364,245 $364,813 $361,556 
NPV: negative predictive value; PPV: positive predictive value.  Note: 2-test and 3-test denotes the number of 406 

consecutive HIV reactive tests to provide an HIV-positive diagnosis under the WHO 2015 guidelines ‘high prevalence’ 407 

and ‘low prevalence’ strategies, respectively, not number of tests required by the strategy. Specimens with repeated 408 

discrepant test results under the 2-test strategy proceed to a third assay. Specimens with repeat discrepant test 409 

results on the first two tests are ruled negative. In the ‘WHO 2019’ testing strategy, only A1 is repeated.410 
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Table 2. True HIV status for persons classified as ‘HIV-inconclusive’ under the WHO 2019 HIV 411 

testing strategy. All results per 100,000 persons tested. 412 

 413 

 Testing Strategy Result Given Positivity 
 2-test 3-test WHO 

2019 10% 5% 1% 0.5% 

Total inconclusive    584 508 446 439 
True HIV-negative    388 (66%) 410 (81%) 427 (96%) 429 (98%) 
True HIV-positive    196 (34%) 98 (19%) 20 (4%) 10 (2%) 
Total A1+ / A2– / A1+    451 421 398 395 
True HIV-negative Rep. A2 Rep. A2 INC 353 (78%) 372 (88%) 388 (98%) 390 (99%) 
True HIV-positive Rep. A2 Rep. A2 INC 98 (22%) 49 (12%) 10 (2%) 5 (1%) 
Total A1+ / A2+ / A3–    133 86 49 44 
True HIV-negative False pos. INC INC 35 (26%) 37 (43%) 39 (80%) 39 (89%) 
True HIV-positive Corr. pos. INC INC 98 (74%) 49 (57%) 10 (20%) 5 (11%) 
Rep. A2 = Under the WHO 2015 HIV testing strategies (2-test and 3-test), the A2 test is repeated.; INC = 414 

Inconclusive HIV test result returned with instruction to return after 14 days for retesting.; False pos. = A false 415 

positive HIV diagnosis is returned under the WHO 2015 2-test strategy; Corr. pos. = A correct HIV positive diagnosis 416 

is returned under the WHO 2015 2-test strategy.417 
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Figures 418 

419 

Figure 1. HIV testing strategies modelled.  (A) and (B) are redrawn following WHO Consolidated Guidelines on HIV 420 

Testing Services 2015 Figures 7.2 and 7.3 [4]. (A) and (B) assume a 3rd generation A1 assay is used. (C) is redrawn 421 

following WHO Consolidated Guidelines on HIV Testing Services 2019 Figure 8.3 [7].422 
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 423 

Figure 2. (A) Expected number of false negative, false positive, and inconclusive classifications 424 

per 100,000 clients tested under alternative testing strategies for true prevalence among HIV 425 

testing clients ranging from 20% to 0.2%. (B) Negative predictive value (NPV) and positive 426 

predictive value (PPV) for alternative testing strategies for prevalence ranging from 20% to 427 

0.2%. Black dashed line indicates WHO target of 99% PPV and 99% NPV for HIV testing 428 

strategies.  429 
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 430 

Figure 3. (A) Expected number of tests used by assay per 100,000 tested under the 2-test, 3-431 

test, and WHO 2019 testing strategies for positivity ranging from 20% to 0.2%. (B) Estimated 432 

cost per 100,000 tested as a function of HIV positivity for each strategy. (C) Ratio of total cost 433 

under the WHO 2019 testing strategy versus the WHO 2015 2-test (high prevalence) strategy. 434 
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 435 

Figure 4. Estimates and projections for the HIV population and HIV testing programme in 436 

Malawi over period 2000 to 2025. (A) Total number of adult (15+ years) PLHIV stratified by 437 

undiagnosed, aware of HIV status but untreated, and on ART. (B) Total number of HIV tests per 438 

year amongst adults age 15+ and number of HIV-positive diagnoses. (C) HIV prevalence (light 439 

red shaded area) and prevalence of undiagnosed HIV (dark red) in the adult population (15+ 440 

years), and HIV positivity amongst those tested for HIV (solid line) and the ‘yield’ of new 441 

diagnoses (dotted line). ‘Positivity’ reflects the proportion of HTS clients who are positive 442 

including both new diagnoses and those re-testing who are already aware or on ART. ‘Yield’ of 443 

new diagnoses reflects the estimated proportion of HTS clients who being diagnosed for the first 444 

time. (Source: Malawi 2020 UNAIDS Spectrum Estimates.) 445 
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 446 

Figure 5. (A) Predicted negative predictive value (NPV) and positive predictive value (PPV) for 447 

adults presenting to HIV testing in Malawi over period 2000 to 2025 using the WHO 2015 ‘2-test’ 448 

(high prevalence) strategy compared to the WHO 2019 recommended strategy and assuming 449 

each assay performs at the minimum level required for WHO prequalification (99% sensitivity, 450 

98% specificity). (B) Expected number of tests used by the WHO 2019 strategy. (C) Ratio of 451 

total cost per year for implementing the WHO 2019 strategy compared to the 2-test strategy.  452 

Dotted vertical line denotes year 2019 reflecting the final year of HIV testing programme data 453 

incorporated in estimates. Results for 2020 through 2025 reflect projections assuming HIV 454 

testing rates for 2019 continue through 2025. 455 
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