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28 Abstract 

29 Background: This study aimed to investigate actual tuberculosis (TB) risk and uptake rates of latent 

30 tuberculosis infection (LTBI) screening among eight clinical risk groups specified in Korean 

31 guidelines. Proportions of potentially preventable TB in these groups were also calculated.

32 Methods and Findings: Patients enrolled before January 1st, 2018, were classified into a prevalence 

33 cohort whereas those enrolled thereafter were classified into an incidence cohort. Both cohorts were 

34 followed up until December 31st, 2020. Sex, age, and calendar year-adjusted standardized incidence 

35 ratio (SIR) of tuberculosis was calculated with total population in South Korea as a reference group. 

36 The number of TB patients notified in 2018 was investigated for both prevalence and incidence 

37 cohorts. SIR of TB in each incidence cohort was higher than that in each corresponding prevalence 

38 cohort. Among all incidence cohorts, SIR in people living with human immunodeficiency virus 

39 (PLHIV) was the highest (17.41, (95% CI: 14.14-21.43)). Although classified as moderate TB risk 

40 diseases in current guideline, end-stage renal disease (ESRD) (8.05, (7.02-9.23)) and uncontrolled 

41 diabetes mellitus (DM) (6.31, (5.78-6.99)) showed high SIRs comparable to other high-risk diseases. 

42 Among total TB cases notified in 2018, each cohort accounted for less than 1.5% except for patients 

43 with DM. The uptake rate of LTBI test was the highest among patients using TNF inhibitors (92.7%), 

44 followed by those who underwent organ transplantation (60.4%) and PLHIV (41.3%).

45 Conclusions: LTBI screening should be reinforced for certain clinical risk groups such as ESRD or 

46 uncontrolled DM. Beyond the current guideline, additional high-risk groups should be identified.

47

48 Keywords: Tuberculosis; Incidence; Latent tuberculosis; Relative Risk; Screening
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49 INTRODUCTION

50 Approximately a quarter of population in the world is presumed to be infected with 

51 tuberculosis (TB)[1]. For TB elimination, strategies to tackle the large TB reservoir are essential[2]. 

52 However, current diagnostic tools for latent tuberculosis infection (LTBI) have low predictive 

53 values[3], which can result in high numbers needed treat to prevent a TB case. Several conditions 

54 raising TB risk have been investigated[4]. Previous guidelines on LTBI have commonly specified two 

55 key groups: TB contacts and clinical risk groups[5-8].

56 TB incidence in South Korea has continuously decreased since 2000. TB incidence was 96.3 

57 cases per 100,000 population in 2000 and 44.6 cases per 100,000 population in 2021[9]. With a 

58 decrease in TB incidence, strategy to prevent reactivation has been underscored as in other low-

59 incidence countries[10,11]. However, in contrast to contact investigation which is managed by the 

60 government[12], LTBI screening in clinical risk group is usually performed in private sector, which 

61 accounts for more than 90% healthcare facilities in South Korea[13]. Although clinical risk groups 

62 have been specified in Korean guidelines since amendment in 2014[14], actual TB risk and uptake 

63 rate of LTBI screening in these groups have not been evaluated before.

64 Thus, the objective of this study was to investigate the actual TB risk among high-risk 

65 groups specified in Korean guidelines for TB and uptake rate of LTBI screening in each group. 

66 Additionally, proportions of potentially preventable TB by implementing LTBI screening in these risk 

67 groups were calculated among total nationwide TB burden.

68        

69 METHODS

70 Study population and data source

71 Eight diseases specified in Korean guidelines were selected. Records of patients with such 

72 disease were extracted from National Health Information Database (NHID) according to the 

73 operational definition of each disease (S1 Table). Each group was denoted as follows: Group 1, 

74 people living with human immunodeficiency virus (PLHIV); Group 2, patients who underwent solid 

75 organ or hematopoietic stem cell transplantation; Group 3, patients who used tumor necrosis factor 
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76 (TNF) inhibitors; Group 4, patients with end-stage renal disease (ESRD); Group 5, patients who 

77 underwent gastrectomy; Group 6, patients with head & neck cancer; Group 7, patients with 

78 hematologic malignancy; and Group 8, patients with diabetes mellitus (DM). Additionally, in Group 

79 8, patients who needed regular insulin injection implying patients with poorly controlled DM were 

80 selected and analyzed as Group 8-1. Three diseases (Group 1, Group 2, and Group 3) were classified 

81 as high-risk diseases while others were classified as moderate-risk diseases. The date of enrollment 

82 was defined as the first date that criteria for operational definition were all met. Patients enrolled 

83 before January 1st, 2018 were classified into a prevalence cohort, representing patients who had the 

84 disease at the timepoint of January 1st, 2018. Those enrolled on 1st January 2018 or thereafter were 

85 classified into an incidence cohort, who were newly diagnosed patients. Patients died before January 

86 1st, 2018 were excluded. Patients with missing information on demographic variables such as age and 

87 sex were also excluded. Each cohort was linked to database of Korean National TB Surveillance 

88 System (KNTSS) using national identification number. 

89

90 Study design

91 Patients enrolled in each cohort were followed up from January 1st, 2018 for the prevalence 

92 cohort and from the date of enrollment for the incidence cohort. Follow-up was terminated at 1) date 

93 of TB diagnosis, 2) date of death or 3) 31st December 2020, whichever came first. Incidence rate of 

94 TB and mortality were calculated for each cohort. To estimate TB risk, sex, age, and calendar year-

95 adjusted standardized incidence ratio (SIR) of tuberculosis were calculated with total population in 

96 South Korea as a reference group. TB incidence among total population was calculated using database 

97 of KNTSS notified from 2018 to 2020. SIR was presented after stratifying subjects into three age 

98 groups - patients aged under 35 years, those aged between 35-64 years and those aged 65 years or 

99 over.

100 Age-stratified proportion of each prevalence and incidence cohort among nationwide TB 

101 patients notified in 2018 was calculated. For the incidence cohort, only patients enrolled in 2018 were 

102 analyzed.
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103 The percentage of those who underwent interferon-gamma release assay (IGRA) or 

104 tuberculin skin test (TST) was investigated. Screening was classified by the date of LTBI 

105 examination. Recent screening denoted that the screening was performed within one year before the 

106 date of enrollment. New screening indicated that the screening was performed at the date of 

107 enrollment or thereafter. Past screening represented that the screening was performed more than one 

108 year before the date of enrollment. As some patients such as those who were scheduled for organ 

109 transplantation and those who were going to use TNF inhibitors were requested to undergo LTBI 

110 screening in advance, the percentage of recent or new screening was presented as one of the major 

111 outcomes of this analysis. 

112

113 Statistical analysis

114 SIR based on Poisson model with 95% confidence interval from Wald’s normal 

115 approximation was calculated using R package ‘popEpi’. All statistical analyses were conducted with 

116 R v.3.6.2 (R foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria) and SAS software version 9.4 

117 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA). Statistical significance was considered when two-sided P-value 

118 was less than 0.05.

119

120 Ethics statement

121 The present study protocol was reviewed and approved by the Institutional Review Board 

122 (IRB) of Incheon St. Mary's Hospital, the Catholic University of Korea (IRB No. OC20ZNDE0023). 

123 Korea Disease Control and Prevention Agency collected informed consent from all notified TB 

124 patients when they were enrolled according to Tuberculosis Prevention Act. Informed consent from 

125 enrolled patients with high or moderate TB risk disease was waived due to the retrospective nature of 

126 this study. All enrolled patients were anonymized.

127

128 RESULTS
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129 Numbers of finally included patients in prevalence and incidence cohorts are presented in 

130 Figure 1. Demographic features of enrolled patients in each group were demonstrated in S2 Table. 

131 Among eight prevalence cohorts, Group 4 showed the highest TB incidence (487.4 per 100,000 

132 person-years) and mortality rate (9592.9 per 100,000 person-year). Similarly, among incidence 

133 cohorts, TB incidence (1117.4 per 100,000 person-years) and mortality (19619.5 per 100,000 person-

134 years) were the highest in Group 4 (Table 1). In every group, TB incidence was higher in the 

135 incidence cohort than in the prevalence cohort. Mortality was higher in the incidence cohort than in 

136 the prevalence cohort for all groups except for Group 8. 
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137 Fig 1. Flow diagram.

138

139 Group 1: patients with human immunodeficiency virus; Group 2: patient who underwent organ transplantation; 
140 Group 3: patients who used tumor necrosis factor inhibitors; Group 4: patients with end-stage renal disease; Group 
141 5: patients who underwent gastrectomy; Group 6: patients with head & neck cancer; Group 7: patients with 
142 hematologic malignancy; Group 8: patients with diabetes mellitus.
143
144 LTBI: latent tuberculosis infection.
145
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146 Table 1. Incidence of TB and death during follow-up period (2018-2020) among each prevalence cohort and each incidence cohort

Prevalence cohort Incidence cohort
TB, N 

(Incidence per 
100000 person-

years)

Death, N 
(Incidence per 
100000 person-

years)

Total N
Total follow-
up (person- 

years)

TB, N 
(Incidence per 
100000 person-

years)

Death, N 
(Incidence per 
100000 person-

years)

Total N

Total 
follow-up 
(person- 

years)
Group 1 106 (247.1) 360 (839.2) 14548 42898.8 89 (1068.3) 162 (1944.6) 4347 8330.8
Group 2 167 (146.1) 2794 (2444.6) 39779 114293.7 105 (518.1) 1867 (9211.7) 11456 20267.6
Group 3 135 (177.2) 385 (505.3) 25666 76188.8 75 (448.9) 88 (526.7) 8370 16706.2
Group 4 1189 (487.4) 23401 (9592.9) 94306 243940.4 206 (1117.4) 3617 (19619.5) 10977 18435.7
Group 5 1161 (249.1) 15396 (3303.1) 164081 466104 225 (338.5) 3900 (5867.3) 35364 66470.2
Group 6 241 (219.7) 5860 (5341.1) 39985 109714.8 172 (575.5) 3239 (10837.4) 17228 29887.2
Group 7 311 (153.1) 9496 (4674.9) 73550 203127.5 343 (620.5) 9341 (16897.0) 35055 55282.1
Group 8 14677 (150.8) 204247 (2098.1) 3353020 9735057.0 1587 (208.8) 12207 (1606.4) 306834 759891.6
Group 8-1 4881 (304.0) 79825 (4971.9) 580894 1605530.5 498 (571.8) 5340 (6131.4) 38136 87092.1

147 Group 1: patients with human immunodeficiency virus; Group 2: patient who underwent organ transplantation; Group 3: patients who used tumor necrosis factor inhibitors; 
148 Group 4: patients with end-stage renal disease; Group 5: patients who underwent gastrectomy; Group 6: patients with head & neck cancer; Group 7: patients with hematologic 
149 malignancy; Group 8: patients with diabetes mellitus; Group 8-1: patients with diabetes mellitus who needed regular insulin injection.
150
151 TB: tuberculosis.
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152 Standardized incidence ratio of TB

153 Age-stratified SIR of TB in the prevalence cohort is presented in Table 2. Group 4 had the 

154 highest SIR (3.76, 95% CI: 3.55-3.98), followed by Group 1 (3.61, 2.98-4.37), Group 3 (3.30, 2.79-

155 3.90), and Group 8-1 (2.30, 2.24-2.37). Although there were subtle differences among cohorts, SIRs 

156 in elderly population were lower than those in younger population. 
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157 Table 2. Standardized incidence ratio of TB among each prevalence cohort stratified by age 

Group Age Observed 
cases (n)

Expected 
cases (n)

Follow-up: 
person-years SIR (95% CI) P value

<35 12 3.67 10573.1 3.27 (1.86-5.76) <0.001
35-64 69 16.85 27287.9 4.09 (3.23-5.18) <0.001
≥65 25 8.84 5037.8 2.83 (1.91-4.19) <0.001

Group 
1

Total 106 29.36 42898.8 3.61 (2.98-4.37) <0.001
<35 4 3.58 16261.9 1.12 (0.42-2.98) 0.825

35-64 117 49.58 78988.0 2.36 (1.97-2.83) <0.001
≥65 46 22.67 19043.7 2.03 (1.52-2.71) <0.001

Group 
2

Total 167 75.84 114293.7 2.20 (1.89-2.56) <0.001
<35 33 7.01 22623.7 4.71 (3.35-6.63) <0.001

35-64 69 21.97 44699.8 3.14 (2.48-3.98) <0.001
≥65 33 11.96 8865.3 2.76 (1.96-3.88) <0.001

Group 
3

Total 135 40.93 76188.8 3.30 (2.79-3.90) <0.001
<35 8 2.09 6467.3 3.83 (1.91-7.66) <0.001

35-64 479 80.90 123332.8 5.92 (5.41-6.48) <0.001
≥65 702 233.13 114140.3 3.01 (2.8-3.24) <0.001

Group 
4

Total 1189 316.12 243940.4 3.76 (3.55-3.98) <0.001
<35 2 0.83 2647.9 2.41 (0.60-9.64) 0.213

35-64 281 144.38 204652.1 1.95 (1.73-2.19) <0.001
≥65 878 555.09 258804.0 1.58 (1.48-1.69) <0.001

Group 
5

Total 1161 700.31 466104.0 1.66 (1.57-1.76) <0.001
<35 3 1.41 4742.3 2.13 (0.69-6.61) 0.189

35-64 63 34.85 48128.0 1.81 (1.41-2.31) <0.001
≥65 175 125.59 56844.6 1.39 (1.2-1.62) <0.001

Group 
6

Total 241 161.84 109714.8 1.49 (1.31-1.69) <0.001
<35 10 8.12 37222.7 1.23 (0.66-2.29) 0.510

35-64 105 56.09 95993.3 1.87 (1.55-2.27) <0.001
≥65 196 132.99 69911.5 1.47 (1.28-1.7) <0.001

Group 
7

Total 311 197.20 203127.5 1.58 (1.41-1.76) <0.001
<35 83 40.21 128813.8 2.06 (1.66-2.56) <0.001

35-64 4804 3246.43 4690996.8 1.48 (1.44-1.52) <0.001
≥65 9790 9163.04 4915246.4 1.07 (1.05-1.09) <0.001

Group 
8

Total 14677 12449.69 9735057.0 1.18 (1.16-1.20) <0.001
<35 56 17.00 58409.4 3.29 (2.54-4.28) <0.001

35-64 1834 475.81 706728.4 3.85 (3.68-4.04) <0.001
≥65 2991 1627.15 840392.6 1.84 (1.77-1.91) <0.001

Group 
8-1

Total 4881 2119.96 1605530.5 2.30 (2.24-2.37) <0.001
158 Group 1: patients with human immunodeficiency virus; Group 2: patient who underwent organ transplantation; 
159 Group 3: patients who used tumor necrosis factor inhibitors; Group 4: patients with end-stage renal disease; Group 
160 5: patients who underwent gastrectomy; Group 6: patients with head & neck cancer; Group 7: patients with 
161 hematologic malignancy; Group 8: patients with diabetes mellitus; Group 8-1: patients with diabetes mellitus who 
162 needed regular insulin injection.
163

164 TB: tuberculosis; SIR: standardized incidence ratio.

165
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166 Among all groups, SIR of TB was higher in the incidence cohort than in the prevalence 

167 cohort (Table 3). Group 1 had the highest SIR (17.41, 14.14-21.43), followed by Group 3 (9.67, 7.71-

168 12.12), Group 2 (8.90, 7.35-10.77), and Group 4 (8.05, 7.02-9.23), which comprised the high-TB risk 

169 group. Among other groups, Group 8-1 and Group 7 showed considerably high SIRs (6.31, 5.78-6.99 

170 and 6.07, 5.46-6.75, respectively). As in the prevalence cohort, SIRs in elderly population were lower 

171 than those in younger population. This generation gap in SIR was prominent in Group 1. For incident 

172 Group 1, SIR was 33.43 (26.31-42.47) aged between 35 and 64 years and 1.42 (0.46-4.41) for those 

173 who aged 65 years or over. Group 7 also showed such generation gap. For incident Group 7, SIR was 

174 22.27 (15.75-31.49) for those aged under 35 years and 4.65 (4.03-5.36) for those aged 65 years or 

175 over. However, in Group 3, such tendency was not prominent. For incident Group 3, SIRs for those 

176 aged under 35 years, aged between 35 and 64 years, and aged 65 years or over were 8.91 (5.37-

177 14.78), 10.44 (7.69-14.18), and 8.84 (5.64-13.86), respectively. 

178
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179 Table 3. Standardized incidence ratio of TB among each incidence cohort stratified by age. 

Group Age Observed 
cases (n)

Expected 
cases (n)

Follow-up: 
person-years SIR (95% CI) P value

<35 19 1.00 3192.6 19.03 (12.14-29.84) <0.001
35-64 67 2.00 3972.8 33.43 (26.31-42.47) <0.001
≥65 3 2.11 1165.4 1.42 (0.46-4.41) 0.542

Group 
1

Total 89 5.11 8330.8 17.41 (14.14-21.43) <0.001
<35 9 0.59 3109.4 15.16 (7.89-29.13) <0.001

35-64 77 8.75 14784.4 8.80 (7.04-11.00) <0.001
≥65 19 2.46 2373.8 7.73 (4.93-12.12) <0.001

Group 
2

Total 105 11.80 20267.6 8.90 (7.35-10.77) <0.001
<35 15 1.68 6557.5 8.91 (5.37-14.78) <0.001

35-64 41 3.93 8501.3 10.44 (7.69-14.18) <0.001
≥65 19 2.15 1647.4 8.84 (5.64-13.86) <0.001

Group 
3

Total 75 7.76 16706.2 9.67 (7.71-12.12) <0.001
<35 5 0.25 863.1 19.87 (8.27-47.73) <0.001

35-64 78 5.54 8628.0 14.07 (11.27-17.57) <0.001
≥65 123 19.80 8944.6 6.21 (5.21-7.41) <0.001

Group 
4

Total 206 25.59 18435.7 8.05 (7.02-9.23) <0.001
<35 0 0.20 675.0 0

35-64 86 21.84 33185.8 3.94 (3.19-4.86) <0.001
≥65 139 60.71 32609.4 2.29 (1.94-2.70) <0.001

Group 
5

Total 225 82.75 66470.2 2.72 (2.39-3.10) <0.001
<35 2 0.43 1705.0 4.62 (1.16-18.48) 0.030

35-64 75 9.46 14202.3 7.92 (6.32-9.94) <0.001
≥65 95 28.74 13979.9 3.31 (2.70-4.04) <0.001

Group 
6

Total 172 38.63 29887.2 4.45 (3.83-5.17) <0.001
<35 32 1.44 7470.2 22.27 (15.75-31.49) <0.001

35-64 122 14.40 26056.1 8.47 (7.09-10.12) <0.001
≥65 189 40.66 21755.7 4.65 (4.03-5.36) <0.001

Group 
7

Total 343 56.50 55282.1 6.07 (5.46-6.75) <0.001
<35 38 10.95 36272.6 3.47 (2.53-4.77) <0.001

35-64 912 308.16 504621.9 2.96 (2.77-3.16) <0.001
≥65 637 367.35 218997.1 1.73 (1.60-1.87) <0.001

Group 
8

Total 1587 686.46 759891.6 2.31 (2.20-2.43) <0.001
<35 15 2.84 10598.4 5.29 (3.19-8.77) <0.001

35-64 308 31.59 53195.6 9.75 (8.72-10.9) <0.001
≥65 175 44.56 23298.2 3.93 (3.39-4.55) <0.001

Group 
8-1

Total 498 78.98 87092.1 6.31 (5.78-6.88) <0.001
180 Group 1: patients with human immunodeficiency virus; Group 2: patient who underwent organ transplantation; 
181 Group 3: patients who used tumor necrosis factor inhibitors; Group 4: patients with end-stage renal disease; Group 
182 5: patients who underwent gastrectomy; Group 6: patients with head & neck cancer; Group 7: patients with 
183 hematologic malignancy; Group 8: patients with diabetes mellitus; Group 8-1: patients with diabetes mellitus who 
184 needed regular insulin injection.
185

186 TB: tuberculosis; SIR: standardized incidence ratio.

187
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188 Proportion of each cohort among nationwide TB cases

189 Table 4 presents number of TB cases notified in 2018 among each cohort and proportion of 

190 each cohort among 33,328 nationwide TB cases notified in 2018. Most of prevalence cohorts 

191 accounted for less than 1.5% of total notified TB cases except for Group 8 (17.2%). The proportion of 

192 each incidence cohort was similar to or lower than that of the prevalence cohort. Most of incidence 

193 cohorts accounted for less than 1% of total notified TB cases except for Group 8 (3.3%).
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195 Table 4. Number of TB cases notified in South Korea, 2018 among each cohort and proportion of 

196 each cohort among total nationwide TB cases notified in South Korea, 2018 (n = 33,328)

TB cases among prevalence cohort,
N (proportion %)

TB cases among incidence cohorta,
N (proportion %)

All age (n=33,328)
Group 1 48 (0.1) 50 (0.2)
Group 2 80 (0.2) 34 (0.1)
Group 3 79 (0.2) 26 (0.1)
Group 4 501 (1.5) 88 (0.3)
Group 5 480 (1.4) 89 (0.3)
Group 6 103 (0.3) 64 (0.2)
Group 7 144 (0.4) 158 (0.5)
Group 8 5724 (17.2) 1097 (3.3)
Group 8-1 2453 (7.4) 398 (1.2)
Total 6613 (19.8) 1572 (4.7)
Age <35 (n=4,155)
Group 1 6 (0.1) 8 (0.2)
Group 2 3 (0.1) 4 (0.1)
Group 3 21 (0.5) 7 (0.2)
Group 4 6 (0.1) 2 (0.0)
Group 5 3 (0.1) 0 (0)
Group 6 2 (0.0) 1 (0.0)
Group 7 10 (0.2) 18 (0.4)
Group 8 38 (0.9) 24 (0.6)
Group 8-1 29 (0.7) 12 (0.3)
Total 84 (2.0) 58 (1.4)
Age 35-64 (n=13,916)
Group 1 35 (0.3) 38 (0.3)
Group 2 61 (0.4) 26 (0.2)
Group 3 39 (0.3) 14 (0.1)
Group 4 203 (1.5) 37 (0.3)
Group 5 140 (1.0) 36 (0.3)
Group 6 37 (0.3) 26 (0.2)
Group 7 55 (0.4) 60 (0.4)
Group 8 2067 (14.9) 689 (5.0)
Group 8-1 987 (7.1) 258 (1.9)
Total 2411 (17.3) 913 (6.6)
Age ≥ 65 (n=15,257)
Group 1 7 (0.0) 4 (0.0)
Group 2 16 (0.1) 4 (0.0)
Group 3 19 (0.1) 5 (0.0)
Group 4 292 (1.9) 49 (0.3)
Group 5 337 (2.2) 53 (0.3)
Group 6 64 (0.4) 37 (0.2)
Group 7 79 (0.5) 80 (0.5)
Group 8 3619 (23.7) 384 (2.5)
Group 8-1 1437 (9.4) 128 (0.8)
Total 4118 (27.0) 601 (3.9)

197 aOnly patients who were enrolled in 2018 were analyzed.
198 Group 1: patients with human immunodeficiency virus; Group 2: patient who underwent organ transplantation; 
199 Group 3: patients who used tumor necrosis factor inhibitors; Group 4: patients with end-stage renal disease; Group 
200 5: patients who underwent gastrectomy; Group 6: patients with head & neck cancer; Group 7: patients with 
201 hematologic malignancy; Group 8: patients with diabetes mellitus; Group 8-1: patients with diabetes mellitus who 
202 needed regular insulin injection. 
203 TB: tuberculosis.
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204 Age-stratified proportion of each cohort was presented in Table 4. For high TB-risk diseases 

205 (Group 1, 2, 3) and DM (Group 8) proportions of incidence cohort were highest among TB patients 

206 aged between 35-64 years. For moderate TB-risk diseases such as ESRD (Group 4), or malignancy 

207 (Group 5, 6, 7), those were highest among TB patients aged over 65 years. Proportions of each 

208 incidence cohort were relatively low among TB patients aged under 35 years, in most of diseases. 

209 However, those of high TB-risk disease (Group 1, 2, 3) among TB patient aged over 65 years were 

210 even lower than among TB patients aged under 35 years. 

211

212 LTBI test uptake rate

213 The uptake rate of LTBI test was the highest in Group 3, with 92.7% of patients in Group 3 

214 undergoing LTBI test within a year before or after the initiation of TNF inhibitors (Table 5). The 

215 percentage was 41.3% in Group 1 and 60.4% in Group 2. These percentages were lower in groups 

216 with moderate TB risk diseases. Only 14.1% and 12.0% of patients in Group 4 and Group 7 

217 underwent LTBI test recently or newly, respectively. These percentage for other moderate TB risk 

218 groups were even lower. IGRA rather than TST was the mostly used LTBI test in each group.

219  
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220 Table 5. Percentage of patients who underwent latent TB screening with interferon-gamma release 

221 assay (IGRA) or tuberculin skin test (TST) for each incidence cohort.

(1) IGRA or TST
Recent or new 

screening 
(row %)

Past screening 
(row %)

No screening 
(row %) Total

Group 1 1815 (41.3) 43 (1.0) 2542 (57.8) 4400
Group 2 7221 (60.4) 315 (2.6) 4429 (37.0) 11965
Group 3 8675 (92.7) 358 (3.8) 325 (3.5) 9358
Group 4 1558 (14.1) 155 (1.4) 9347 (84.5) 11060
Group 5 424 (1.2) 223 (0.6) 34807 (98.2) 35454
Group 6 393 (2.3) 207 (1.2) 16669 (96.5) 17269
Group 7 4235 (12.0) 490 (1.4) 30572 (86.6) 35297
Group 8 2103 (0.7) 231 (0.1) 304979 (99.2) 307313
Group 8-1 794 (2.1) 53 (0.1) 37386 (97.8) 38233
(2) IGRA

Recent or new 
IGRA (row %)

Past IGRA 
(row %)

No IGRA 
(row %) Total

Group 1 1802 (41.0) 24 (0.5) 2574 (58.5) 4400
Group 2 7108 (59.4) 265 (2.2) 4592 (38.4) 11965
Group 3 8650 (92.4) 335 (3.6) 373 (4.0) 9358
Group 4 1551 (14.0) 91 (0.8) 9418 (85.2) 11060
Group 5 419 (1.2) 127 (0.4) 34908 (98.5) 35454
Group 6 390 (2.3) 111 (0.6) 16768 (97.1) 17269
Group 7 4193 (11.9) 294 (0.8) 30810 (87.3) 35297
Group 8 2067 (0.7) 196 (0.1) 305050 (99.3) 307313
Group 8-1 779 (2.0) 43 (0.1) 37411 (97.9) 38233
(3) TST

Recent or new 
TST (row %)

Past TST 
(row %)

No TST 
(row %) Total

Group 1 56 (1.3) 37 (0.8) 4307 (97.9) 4400
Group 2 774 (6.5) 264 (2.2) 10927 (91.3) 11965
Group 3 919 (9.8) 478 (5.1) 7961 (85.1) 9358
Group 4 84 (0.8) 98 (0.9) 10878 (98.4) 11060
Group 5 15 (0.0) 112 (0.3) 35327 (99.6) 35454
Group 6 7 (0.0) 119 (0.7) 17143 (99.3) 17269
Group 7 127 (0.4) 270 (0.8) 34900 (98.9) 35297
Group 8 126 (0.0) 72 (0.0) 307115 (99.9) 307313
Group 8-1 63 (0.2) 23 (0.1) 38147 (99.8) 38233

222 Group 1: patients with human immunodeficiency virus; Group 2: patient who underwent organ transplantation; 
223 Group 3: patients who used tumor necrosis factor inhibitors; Group 4: patients with end-stage renal disease; Group 
224 5: patients who underwent gastrectomy; Group 6: patients with head & neck cancer; Group 7: patients with 
225 hematologic malignancy; Group 8: patients with diabetes mellitus; Group 8-1: patients with diabetes mellitus who 
226 needed regular insulin injection. 
227 IGRA: interferon-gamma release assay; TST: tuberculin skin test.
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228 Recent screening denotes that latent TB examination (IGRA or TST) is performed within one year before the 
229 date of enrollment. New screening indicates that the screening is performed at the date of enrollment or 
230 thereafter. Past screening represents that the screening is performed more than one year before the date of 
231 enrollment.   
232
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233 DISCUSSION

234 In this study, well-known high TB risk diseases showed high SIRs as expected. Patients with 

235 ESRD showed TB risk comparable to those with high TB risk diseases. TB risk was relatively low in 

236 patients who underwent gastrectomy and patients with DM among groups with moderate TB risk. 

237 However, patients with uncontrolled DM status showed a relatively high TB risk. The uptake rate of 

238 LTBI screening in these clinical risk group was still suboptimal in all groups except for patients who 

239 used TNF inhibitors.

240 Previous LTBI guidelines did not specify when to treat in detail[5-8,15]. We demonstrated 

241 that TB risk of patients who developed the disease newly was higher than that of those who were 

242 diagnosed several years ago. This might be attributable to a decreased immunity of patients with an 

243 uncontrolled status of disease around the date of diagnosis. Considering that in South Korea, 

244 diagnosis rate of human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) was still suboptimal[16]. Many patients 

245 presented low CD4+ cell levels at diagnosis[17], which might have increased their vulnerability to TB 

246 at diagnosis as shown in a previous study[18]. Uncontrolled naïve DM and uremic status of patients 

247 with chronic kidney disease (CKD) initiating dialysis might have also contributed to the high TB 

248 incidence at diagnosis. Additionally, intensive immunosuppressive treatment following solid organ or 

249 hematopoietic stem cell transplantation and consecutive use of TNF inhibitors could increase TB risk. 

250 Among patients with malignancy, it was presumed that immunosuppressive states might be temporary 

251 during a session of anticancer treatments such as chemotherapy just after the diagnosis of cancer, 

252 which was demonstrated by decreasing SIR of TB with increasing time after cancer diagnosis[19].   

253 Our findings underscored that LTBI screening should be focused on incident groups. 

254 However, most of incident groups showed higher mortality as well as higher TB incidence than 

255 prevalent groups. Among patients who were newly diagnosed as ESRD, 33.0% (3617/10977) of 

256 patients died during the follow-up period. Considering adverse effects of LTBI treatment such as 

257 gastrointestinal trouble and hepatotoxicity[20], we speculate that providing LTBI treatment to these 

258 critically ill patients might be unfeasible in many cases. Moreover, in patients newly diagnosed as 

259 malignancy, preventing TB would not be a medical priority. In a previous study, TB incidence was 
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260 higher among patients with malignancy such as esophageal, lung, pancreatic cancer, and multiple 

261 myeloma, showing a relatively low 5-year survival[21]. We expect that the acceptance rate for LTBI 

262 treatment among these patients with limited life expectancy would be low. Low LTBI screening 

263 uptake rate in patients with malignancy (Groups 5, 6, 7) might be related to this reason.

264 However, Groups 2 and 3 showed relatively high uptake rates for LTBI screening (60.4% 

265 and 92.7%, respectively). This might be because LTBI screening and treatment are more feasible in 

266 these groups than in other groups. Mortality rate of Group 3 was the lowest among all incident groups. 

267 This finding suggests that LTBI screening would be more feasible when they are scheduled to be a 

268 high-risk group, than when they had already become. Relatively low uptake rate of LTBI screening 

269 rate among PLHIV (41.3%) who were specified as the highest TB risk group could be explained by 

270 this hypothesis considering a low diagnosis rate of HIV and a low CD4+ cell count at diagnosis 

271 suggesting delayed diagnosis of HIV in South Korea[16,17]. We presume that diagnosis of HIV in 

272 earlier course of the disease would enhance the LTBI screening uptake rate. Further studies are 

273 needed to verify this hypothesis.  

274 ESRD showed high SIR as other diseases with high TB risk, although it was specified as a 

275 disease with moderate TB risk in South Korea[15]. Additionally, it showed the highest SIR among all 

276 prevalent groups, suggesting that immunosuppression state could last for a longer period than other 

277 groups. Therefore, it should be reclassified as a disease with a high TB risk. However, LTBI 

278 screening is not widely performed for those with ESRD. We speculate that screening LTBI at earlier 

279 stage in chronic kidney disease (CKD) could be an alternative option for increasing the uptake rate of 

280 LTBI screening, like that for PLHIV. However, potential nephrotoxicity of anti-TB medication, 

281 especially rifampicin, is a concern[22], which might lower the uptake rate of LTBI treatment among 

282 patients with pre-dialysis CKD. LTBI regimen without potential risk of nephrotoxicity should be 

283 investigated.    

284 DM is a known risk factor for TB[23]. However, in our study, TB risk was relatively low 

285 among diseases with moderate TB risk. Instead, uncontrolled DM status rather than disease itself 

286 contributed to TB development, as reported in a previous study[24]. By focusing on patients with 
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287 uncontrolled DM, the cost of LTBI screening could be reduced while the effectiveness of TB 

288 prevention is increased. However, mortality rate of this group was quite high – more than 10 times as 

289 high as that of the total DM group. This suggests that there might be other serious comorbidities 

290 among them. As in patients with ESRD and those with malignancy, comorbidities might limit the 

291 feasibility of LTBI screening.

292 Besides feasibility, strategy targeting these clinical risk groups has other limitations. First, 

293 these clinical risk groups accounted for only small proportion of nationwide TB patients – less than 

294 1.5% for each group except for patients with DM. Similarly to our results, Ronald et al. have 

295 demonstrated that application of WHO’s LTBI guideline targeting only for TB contacts and clinical 

296 risk group can only minimally impact the national TB incidence of Canada[25]. Only 4.5% of active 

297 TB cases were preventable with this strategy. This suggests that covering clinical risk group is 

298 essential but insufficient to reduce TB burden. Identification of additional high-risk groups is 

299 required[26]. Second, when compared to SIR in younger generation, SIR in elderly population was 

300 much lower in most groups. This suggests that identifying diseases with a high TB risk could be a 

301 useful tool for risk stratification among younger generation whereas it is less useful in elderly 

302 population. The low SIR in elderly population is attributable to a high TB incidence among general 

303 elderly population in South Korea[27]. Other comorbidities not specified in current guidelines, 

304 waning immunity derived from aging, and malnutrition might also contribute to this[28]. In addition, 

305 we demonstrated that proportions of high TB risk diseases among elderly TB patients were extremely 

306 low, and lower than other age groups, implying LTBI screening strategy targeting for high TB risk 

307 diseases is less efficient in elderly population, than in other age groups.   

308 In the previous Canadian study, covering immigrants from high TB burden countries 

309 potentially prevented 37.1% of total TB cases[25]. However, in South Korea, the proportion of 

310 foreign-born residents among total population was 3.4% in 2020, which was lower than average 

311 (14.7%) of other high-income countries[29]. Instead, native elderly TB patients are a key group in 

312 South Korea. In 2021, TB patients who aged 65 years or above accounted for approximately 51.0% of 

313 total TB cases[9]. LTBI screening and treatment among elderly population are not routinely 

 . CC-BY 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 June 5, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.02.23290863doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.02.23290863
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


21

314 recommended due to low predictive values of diagnostic tools such as IGRA and TST and higher 

315 incidence of adverse effects during LTBI treatment[20]. Recently, the necessity of expanding LTBI 

316 screening to elderly population has been suggested[30] and the feasibility of LTBI treatment among 

317 high-risk elderly population has been reported[31]. Further studies identifying high-risk elderly 

318 population should be implemented.

319 This study has a strength of linking two databases covering the entire South Korean 

320 population. Thus, many study subjects were included. We compared several diseases with high or 

321 moderate TB risk simultaneously at nationwide level within the same study period. However, our 

322 study had a limitation in that the LTBI status of each patient was unavailable. SIR among patients 

323 with LTBI might reflect more accurate TB risk. However, considering that most diseases did not 

324 affect LTBI prevalence[5] and that age was the most significant factor associated with LTBI 

325 prevalence[32], we assumed that LTBI prevalence in each group and general population were not 

326 quite different, and that age-adjusted SIR would be sufficient for estimating the actual TB risk. 

327 Another limitation was that the number of patients with LTBI was not known. Thus, calculation of 

328 further cascade of care such as initiation of LTBI treatment was unfeasible.

329 In conclusion, LTBI screening in certain clinical risk groups such as patients with ESRD and 

330 patients with uncontrolled DM should be reinforced. Ideally, LTBI screening should be provided 

331 around the date of the disease diagnosis. However, feasibility of LTBI treatment at that period 

332 remains a problem. Beyond the current guideline, identification of additional high-risk groups, 

333 especially among elderly population, is required.
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