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Table S1: Search terms for symptom, pathogen, and sub-Saharan Africa, by database and
search domain.

a) MEDLINE search strategy
Search conducted 25 July 2022 with 1717 articles retrieved.

Symptoms domain:

exp ulcer/ or exp vaginal discharge/ or exp urethritis/ or exp uterine cervicitis/ OR

(GUD or ((genital* or anogenital or penile or penis or vagin*) adj2 (ulcer* or vesicle* or papule* or chancr* or granulom* or
sore* or lesion*)) or ((genital* or penile or penis or urethra* or vagin* or cervic* or cervix) adj2 discharge) or urethritis or
cervicitis or vaginitis).ab,kwiti

AND RTI pathogen domain:

exp Sexually Transmitted Diseases/ or exp Chancroid/ or exp Haemophilus ducreyi/ or exp Chlamydia infections/ or exp
Chlamydia trachomatis/ or exp Lymphogranuloma Venereum/ or exp Gonorrhea/ or exp Neisseria gonorrhoeae/ or exp
Syphilis/ or exp Treponema pallidum/ or exp Herpes Simplex/ or exp Herpesvirus 1, Human/ or exp Herpesvirus 2, Human/
or exp HIV infections/ or exp Trichomonas Infections/ or exp Trichomonas vaginalis/ or exp Mycoplasma genitalium/ or exp
Vaginosis, Bacterial/ or exp Candidiasis, Vulvovaginal/ or exp Candida albicans/ OR

(sexually transmitted disease™ or sexually transmitted infection* or STI* or STD* or chancroid* or ducreyi or chlamydia* or
Lymphogranuloma Venereum or LGV or gonorrhoea* or gonorrhoeae* or gonorrhea* or syphili* or treponema palli* or
herpe* or herpes simplex* or HSV* or HSV type* or HIV* or human immunodeficiency virus or trichomonas* or
trichomoniasis* or vaginalis* or mycoplasma or genitalium* or vaginosis™ or bacterial vaginosis* or candida* or candidiasis®
or albicans).ab,kwiti

AND Sub-Saharan Africa domain:

exp Africa south of the Sahara/ OR

(Africa* or Afrig* or Angola*or Benin* or Botswana* or Motswana* or Batswana* or Burkina* or Burundi* or Cabo Verde* or
Cap-Vert* or Cape verde* or Camero* or Central African Republic* or Republique centrafricaine or Chad* or Comor* or
Congo* or Democratic Republic of Congo or Republique democratique du Congo DRC or RDC or Cote d'lvoire or Ivory
Coast or Ivorian* or Guinea* or Eritrea* or Erythree*or Ethiop* or Gabon* or Gambi* or Ghana* or Guine* or Equatorial
Guinea* or Guinee Equatoriale or Equatoguinean* or Guinea-Bissau* or Kenya* or Lesotho* or Basotho* or Liberia* or
Madagas* or Malawi* or Mali* or Mauritani* or Mauri* or Mozambi* or Namibi* or Niger* or Nigeria* or Rwanda* or
Rouanda* or Ruanda* or Sao Tome* or Senegal* or Seychel* or Sierra Leone* or Somali* or South Africa* or Afrique du
Sud or South Sudan or Soudan de sud or Sudan* or Swazi* or eSwatini* or Tanzani* or Togo* or Uganda* or Ouganda* or
Zambi* or Zimbabwe*).mp

b) Embase search strategy
Search conducted 25 July 2022 with 2639 articles retrieved.

Symptoms domain:

exp genital ulcer/ or exp vagina discharge/ or exp urethritis/ or exp urethral discharge/ or exp uterine cervicitis/ OR

(GUD or ((genital* or anogenital or penile or penis or vagin*) adj2 (ulcer* or vesicle* or papule* or chancr* or granulom* or
sore* or lesion*)) or ((genital* or penile or penis or urethra* or vagin* or cervic* or cervix) adj2 discharge) or urethritis or
cervicitis or vaginitis).ab,kw,fi

AND RTI pathogen domain:

exp sexually transmitted disease/ or exp ulcus molle/ or exp Haemophilus ducreyi/ or exp Chlamydia/ or exp Chlamydia
trachomatis/ or exp lymphogranuloma venereum/ or exp gonorrhea/ or exp Neisseria gonorrhoeae/ or exp syphilis/ or exp
Treponema pallidum/ or

exp Herpes simplex virus/ or exp Herpes simplex virus 1/ or exp Herpes simplex virus 2/ or exp Human immunodeficiency
virus/ or exp Trichomonas/ or Trichomonas vaginalis/ or exp trichomoniasis/ or exp Mycoplasma genitalium/ or exp vaginitis/
or exp vagina candidiasis/ or Candida albicans/ OR

(sexually transmitted disease* or sexually transmitted infection* or STI* or STD* or chancroid* or ducreyi or chlamydia* or
Lymphogranuloma Venereum or LGV or gonorrhoea* or gonorrhoeae* or gonorrhea* or chancre* or syphili* or treponema
palli* or herpe* or herpes simplex* or HSV* or HSV type* or HIV* or human immunodeficiency virus or trichomonas™ or
trichomoniasis* or vaginalis* or mycoplasma or genitalium* or vaginosis* or bacterial vaginosis* or candida* or candidiasis*
or albicans).ab,kwi,ti

AND Sub-Saharan Africa domain

exp Africa south of the Sahara/ or exp africa, eastern/ or exp africa, western/ or exp africa, central/ or exp africa, southern/
OR

(Africa* or Afrig* or Angola*or Benin* or Botswana* or Motswana* or Batswana* or Burkina* or Burundi* or Cabo Verde* or
Cap-Vert* or Cape verde* or Camero* or Central African Republic* or Republique centrafricaine or Chad* or Comor* or
Congo* or Democratic Republic of Congo or Republique democratique du Congo DRC or RDC or Cote d'lvoire or lvory
Coast or Ivorian* or Guinea* or Eritrea* or Erythree*or Ethiop* or Gabon* or Gambi* or Ghana* or Guine* or Equatorial
Guinea* or Guinee Equatoriale or Equatoguinean* or Guinea-Bissau* or Kenya* or Lesotho* or Basotho* or Liberia* or
Madagas* or Malawi* or Mali* or Mauritani* or Mauri* or Mozambi* or Namibi* or Niger* or Nigeria* or Rwanda* or
Rouanda* or Ruanda* or Sao Tome* or Senegal* or Seychel* or Sierra Leone* or Somali* or South Africa* or Afrique du
Sud or South Sudan or Soudan de sud or Sudan* or Swazi* or eSwatini* or Tanzani* or Togo* or Uganda* or Ouganda* or
Zambi* or Zimbabwe*).mp

c) Global Health search strategy
Search conducted 25 July 2022 with 1491 articles retrieved.

Symptoms domain:

exp genital ulcers/ or urethritis/ or exp cervicitis/ OR

(GUD or ((genital* or anogenital or penile or penis or vagin*) adj2 (ulcer* or vesicle* or papule* or chancr* or granulom* or
sore* or lesion*)) or ((genital* or penile or penis or urethra* or vagin* or cervic* or cervix) adj2 discharge) or urethritis or
cervicitis or vaginitis).ab,ti,mp.




AND RTI pathogen domain:

exp sexually transmitted disease/ or exp chancroid/ or exp Haemophilus ducreyi/ or exp Chlamydia/ or exp Chlamydia
trachomatis/ or exp gonorrhoea/ or exp Neisseria gonorrhoeae/ or exp syphilis/ or exp Treponema pallidum/ or exp herpes
simplex virus/ or exp Human herpesvirus 1/ or exp Human herpesvirus 2/ or exp human immunodeficiency virus/ or exp
Trichomonas/ or Trichomonas vaginalis/ or exp trichomoniasis/ or exp Mycoplasma genitalium/ or exp bacterial vaginitis/ or
exp Candida albicans/ OR

(sexually transmitted disease™ or sexually transmitted infection* or STI* or STD* or chancroid* or ducreyi or chlamydia* or
Lymphogranuloma Venereum or LGV or gonorrhoea* or gonorrhoeae* or gonorrhea* or chancre* or syphili* or treponema
palli* or herpe* or herpes simplex* or HSV* or HSV type* or HIV* or human immunodeficiency virus or trichomonas™ or
trichomoniasis* or vaginalis* or mycoplasma or genitalium* or vaginosis* or bacterial vaginosis* or candida* or candidiasis*
or albicans).ab,ti,mp.

AND Sub-Saharan Africa domain

exp Africa south of the Sahara/ or exp Central Africa/ or exp East Africa/ or exp Southern Africa/ or exp West Africa/ OR
(Africa* or Afrig* or Angola*or Benin* or Botswana* or Motswana* or Batswana* or Burkina* or Burundi* or Cabo Verde* or
Cap-Vert* or Cape verde* or Camero* or Central African Republic* or Republique centrafricaine or Chad* or Comor* or
Congo* or Democratic Republic of Congo or Republique democratique du Congo DRC or RDC or Cote d'lvoire or Ivory
Coast or Ivorian* or Guinea* or Eritrea* or Erythree*or Ethiop* or Gabon* or Gambi* or Ghana* or Guine* or Equatorial
Guinea* or Guinee Equatoriale or Equatoguinean* or Guinea-Bissau* or Kenya* or Lesotho* or Basotho* or Liberia* or
Madagas* or Malawi* or Mali* or Mauritani* or Mauri* or Mozambi* or Namibi* or Niger* or Nigeria* or Rwanda* or
Rouanda* or Ruanda* or Sao Tome* or Senegal* or Seychel* or Sierra Leone* or Somali* or South Africa* or Afrique du
Sud or South Sudan or Soudan de sud or Sudan* or Swazi* or eSwatini* or Tanzani* or Togo* or Uganda* or Ouganda* or
Zambi* or Zimbabwe*).mp

e) Web of Science search strategy
Search conducted 25 July 2022 with 1414 articles retrieved.

Symptoms domain:
TS=(((genital* or anogenital or penile or penis or vagin*) near/2 (ulcer* or vesicle* or papule* or chancr* or granulom* or

sore* or lesion*)) or ((genital* or penile or penis or urethra* or vagin* or cervic* or cervix) near/2 discharge) or GUD or
urethritis or cervicitis or vaginitis)

AND RTI pathogen domain:

TS=("sexually transmitted disease*” or “sexually transmitted infection*” or STI* or STD* or chancroid* or ducreyi or
chlamydia* or “Lymphogranuloma Venereum” or LGV or gonorrhoea* or gonorrhoeae* or gonorrhea* or chancre* or syphili*
or “treponema palli*” or herpe* or “herpes simplex*” or HSV* or HSV type* or HIV* or “human immunodeficiency virus” or
trichomonas* or trichomoniasis* or vaginalis* or mycoplasma or genitalium* or vaginosis* or bacterial vaginosis* or candida*
or candidiasis* or albicans)

AND Sub-Saharan Africa domain

TS=(Africa* or Afrig* or Angola*or Benin* or Botswana* or Motswana* or Batswana* or Burkina* or Burundi* or Cabo Verde*
or Cap-Vert* or Cape verde* or Camero* or Central African Republic* or Republique centrafricaine or Chad* or Comor* or
Congo* or Democratic Republic of Congo or Republique democratique du Congo DRC or RDC or Cote d'lvoire or Ivory
Coast or Ivorian* or Guinea* or Eritrea* or Erythree*or Ethiop* or Gabon* or Gambi* or Ghana* or Guine* or Equatorial
Guinea* or Guinee Equatoriale or Equatoguinean* or Guinea-Bissau* or Kenya* or Lesotho* or Basotho* or Liberia* or
Madagas* or Malawi* or Mali* or Mauritani* or Mauri* or Mozambi* or Namibi* or Niger* or Nigeria* or Rwanda* or
Rouanda* or Ruanda* or Sao Tome* or Senegal* or Seychel* or Sierra Leone* or Somali* or South Africa* or Afrique du
Sud or South Sudan or Soudan de sud or Sudan* or Swazi* or eSwatini* or Tanzani* or Togo* or Uganda* or Ouganda* or
Zambi* or Zimbabwe*)




Table S2: Sub-Saharan African countries included in the analysis, classified by region.

Region Countries

Burundi, Comoros, Djibouti, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya, Madagascar, Malawi, Mauritius,
Eastern Africa Mozambique, Rwanda, Seychelles, Somalia, South Sudan, Uganda, United Republic of
Tanzania, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Southern Africa Botswana, Eswatini, Lesotho, Namibia, South Africa

Benin, Burkina Faso, Cabo Verde, Cote d’lvoire, Gambia, Ghana, Guinea-Bissau,

Westem Africa Guinea, Liberia, Mali, Mauritania, Niger, Nigeria, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Togo

Angola, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Congo, Democratic Republic of

Central Africa Congo, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Sao Tome and Principe

Countries classified according to UN M49 Standard.’

Table S3: Variables extracted from included reports.

Category Extracted variables
e Authors
e Publication title
e Publication year
e Years and duration of data collection
Study e Countries of study
characteristics e Subnational regions or cities of study
e  Study site names
e  Study site types
e  Study design
e  Study sampling method
e  Study population
Participant e Study population age (mean, median, range)
characteristics e  Study population HIV status
e Study population HIV prevalence
e Diagnostic test and specimen for each infection
Di . ¢ Number tested for each infection
iagnostic methods o . .
e Number positive for each infection
e Proportion diagnosed positive with each infection




Text S1: Preparation and extraction of unpublished data

The literature search identified two databases. The first, from the South Africa National Institute for Communicable
Diseases (NICD), covered surveillance among primary healthcare clinic attendees in South Africa from 2006 to
2022. These data were reported in several publications,23124-11 yet the database included unpublished surveillance
rounds and enabled additional stratification of outcomes. The second was from the Centre for Sexual Health and
HIV/AIDS Research (CeSHHAR) female sex worker population size estimation study in Zimbabwe in 2017.
Conference abstracts reporting results from the study indicated relevant data, prompting request for special
tabulation.

South Africa NICD data extraction

Data were available from 13 STI aetiologic surveillance rounds, which were cross-sectional aetiologic prevalence
surveys among primary healthcare clinic attendees who were examined and diagnosed with vaginal discharge,
urethral discharge, and genital ulcer syndromes (Table S4). Variables were standardised and combined into a single
database. We extracted diagnosed proportions, stratified by year, sex, HIV-status, and age group. We calculated
HIV-prevalence and mean age for each stratum. Prior full-text publications of these surveillance data were excluded
from our review.

Table S4: Surveys by National Institute for Communicable Diseases in South Africa

Year(s) Province Facilities Number participants
2006-2007 Gauteng Alexandra Health Centre 529 (4.0%)
Northern Cape  Betty Gaetsewe Clinic, City Clinic, Masakhane Clinic 416 (3.2%)
2006-2007 Western Cape Spencer Road Clinic 243 (1.9%)
2007-2008 Free State Central Park Clinic, Pelonomi Poly Clinic 360 (2.7%)
2007-2009 Gauteng Alexandra Health Centre 992 (7.5%)
2010 Gauteng Alexandra Health Centre 1 057 (8.0%)
2010-2012 Gauteng Alexandra Health Centre 720 (5.5%)
Limpopo Rethabile Heath Centre 402 (3.0%)

2011-2012 Gauteng
2013-2014 Gauteng
2013-2014 KwaZulu-Natal

Alexandra Health Centre 546 (4.0%)

(

(
Alexandra Health Centre 722 (5.5%)

(
Central Durban Clinic 406 (3.1%)

Mpumalanga Nelspruit Clinic 243 (1.9%)
2014-2016 Eastern Cape Ggebera Clinic 92 (0.7%)
Gauteng Alexandra Health Clinic 735 (5.6%)
KwaZulu-Natal East Boom Clinic, Phoenix Clinic 438 (3.3%)
Mpumalanga Hluvukani Clinic, Kabokweni Clinic 436 (3.3%)
North West Jouberton Clinic 227 (1.7%)
2017 Eastern Cape Zwide Clinic 259 (1.9%)
Free State Heidedal Clinic 129 (1.0%)
Gauteng Alexandra Clinic 373 (2.8%)
Western Cape Khayelitsha Site B Clinic, Khayelitsha Site C Clinic 223 (1.7%)
2018-2019 Gauteng Alexandra Clinic 356 (2.7%)
Limpopo Rethabile Health Centre 139 (1.1%)
Northern Cape Kimberly Central Clinic 209 (1.6%)
2020-2022 Gauteng Alexandra Health Centre 855 (6.5%)
KwaZulu-Natal Prince Cyril Zulu Communicable Disease Centre 1032 (7.8%)
Western Cape Spencer Road Clinic 399 (3.8%)
Total 13 159 (100%)

CeSHHAR female sex worker survey data extraction

The female sex worker population size estimation study in Zimbabwe included 2507 women (1497 Harare, 808
Bulawayo, 202 Shamva) recruited using respondent-driven sampling (RDS)."® A random sample of one third of
participants were offered genital examination and STI testing, of whom 80 were identified as having abnormal
vaginal discharge. Data were survey-weighted using RDS weights to determine diagnosed proportions and 95%
confidence intervals, with stratification by HIV status and age-group. We calculated weighted HIV-prevalence and
mean age for each stratum. We determined numerators and denominators for each proportion that accounted for
the sampling design, using the method described by Stannah et al. (2023)." For each observation, we estimated a
design effect using the ratio of variances of the RDS-adjusted proportion and simple random sample proportion,
which was used to derive the effective sample size and number of individuals who tested positive.



Text S2: Adjusting reported proportions to account for diagnostic test performance

Diagnostic test performance

We classified diagnostic tests from included studies into broad categories. Antibody tests included enzyme
immunoassays or enzyme-linked immunosorbent assays. Culture included any culture test with a valid medium.
Nucleic acid amplification tests (NAAT) included polymerase chain reaction, strand displacement assay,
transcription mediated assay, ligase chain reaction, and GeneXpert. Treponemal tests for syphilis included
Treponema pallidum Particle Agglutination Assay, Treponema pallidum Hemagglutination Assay, Fluorescent
Treponemal Antibody Absorption, Microhemagglutination Assay for Treponema pallidum, and point of care rapid
tests. Non-treponemal tests for syphilis included the Venereal Disease Research Laboratory test and Rapid Plasma
Reagin test. Syphilis tests were categorised regardless of titre due to variations in reporting.

In studies aimed at detecting candidiasis, extractions initially labelled as Candida albicans according to study
descriptions were reclassified as Candida species if the diagnostic tests used (i.e. culture, wet mount, and gram
stain) were not suitable for identifying Candida albicans. Studies that described detecting Gardnerella vaginalis with
diagnostic tests (i.e. Amsel Criteria or Nugent Score) appropriate for detecting bacterial vaginosis were reclassified
as such.

Point value sensitivity and specificity estimates for each diagnostic test category were compiled from literature, with
priority given to performance characteristics published by the WHO (Tables S5 — S7).1516 |n cases where multiple
sources were available with wide variation, we calculated mean sensitivity and specificity values. We made the
following assumptions where data were lacking on performance characteristics. For Candida species, we assumed
that the accuracy of gram stain was equivalent to wet mount, although the sensitivity of the former test is likely
higher. For Trichomonas vaginalis, we assumed that the accuracy of culture using a urine sample was equivalent
to that of culture with a genital fluid sample,'®'7 and that the accuracy of wet mount using a urine sample was
equivalent to that of wet mount with a genital fluid sample.'8.'8 In studies that reported using two diagnostic tests to
identify a pathogen, we determined a combined sensitivity and specificity estimate: if either test in the study could
be positive, we used the lower sensitivity and lower specificity of the two tests, and if both tests had to be positive,
we used the lower sensitivity and higher specificity of the two tests.

Bayesian estimation

The Rogan-Gladen estimator (Eqg. 1) is commonly used to estimate the true prevalence (p™¢) of infection based
on observed prevalence (p°?*¢™¢4) measured by an imperfect diagnostic, accounting for the sensitivity and
specificity of a given diagnostic test.'® However, direct application of the equation can result in negative values for
ptT*¢ when p°Pse™ved s lower than the probability of a false positive result (1 - specificity). We therefore used a
Bayesian approach to estimate p'"“¢ in Eq. 1 by accounting for the observed sample size (N) and number of positive
test results (n) (Eq 2.), and applying a uniform prior probability for p;,.. between 0 and 1 (Eq. 3).20-2

pobserved = plrue  sensitivity + (1 — p™¢) * (1 — specificity) (Eq. 1)
n ~ binomial (N, p°bserved) (Ea. 2)
pte ~ uniform(0,1) (Eq.3)

The model was fit using Markov Chain Monte Carlo, specifically the NUTS (No-U-Turn Sampler) algorithm, with four
chains that each ran for 2000 iterations. Convergence was assessed qualitatively using trace plots of model
parameters and quantitatively using the Gelman-Rubin statistic (R-hat). The posterior mean estimate (pt“¢ ) and
standard error (set™¢) were used to calculate adjusted numerators (n%4/*st¢4) and denominators (N 24/%sted) for each

observation (Eqg. 4 and 5), which were then used for pooling in generalized linear mixed-effects models.

pme (1_p’t'7§e)

adjusted _—
N - (setrue)2

(Eq. 4)

nadjusted — pirue « N adjusted (Eq. 5)



Table S5: Performance of diagnostic tests among women with vaginal discharge.

. Number Sensitivity Specificity
Pathogen Test Specimen studies (%) (%) Source
BV Amsel criteria Genital fluid 9 51.0 98.0 Dadhwal 201022
. . Thomason 19922
Nugent score Genital fluid 15 87.0 95.0 Schwebke 19962
Amsel criteriaand - 5o i) i 2 51.0 98.0 Combined test estimate*
Nugent score
ﬁmse' criteria or Genital fluid 1 51.0 950  Combined test estimate*
ugent score
CA Germ tube Genital fluid 7 98.9 98.5 Hoppe 19992
NAAT Genital fluid 2 90.9 94.1 Gaydos 201726
CS Culture Genital fluid 8 67.0 66.0 WHO 199915
Assumed equivalent to wet
Gram stain Genital fluid 11 54.6 89.6 mount, but sensitivity likely
higher.
) . Chatwani 20072
Wet mount Genital fluid 6 54.6 89.6 Schwebke 201828
Sram stain and Genital fluid 6 54.6 89.6  Combined test estimate*
‘é‘{j‘ftu?””t and Genital fluid 2 54.6 89.6  Combined test estimate*
CT Antibody test Genital fluid 7 65.0 100.0 WHO 201116
Culture Genital fluid 1 63.4 100.0 WHO 201116
DFA Genital fluid 5 82.0 98.5 WHO 199915
NAAT Genital fluid 15 88.6 99.6 WHO 201116
NAAT Urine 2 87.0 99.8 WHO 201116
Rapid antigen test Genital fluid 1 48.0 98.0 Grillo-Ardila 2020%°
fupody testand - Genital fluid 1 65.0 99.6  Combined test estimate*
Culture and DFA Genital fluid 1 97.0 99.8 Combined test estimate*
MG NAAT Genital fluid 6 93.3 97.6 Gaydos 2019%
NG Culture Genital fluid 25 75.7 100.0 WHO 201116
NAAT Genital fluid 14 93.3 99.2 WHO 201116
NAAT Urine 1 91.6 100.0 WHO 201116
TV Culture Genital fluid 6 68.8 100.0 WHO 201116
NAAT Genital fluid 16 95.0 98.0 WHO 201116
Wet mount Genital fluid 33 52.0 100.0 WHO 201116
Culture and NAAT Genital fluid 1 68.8 100.0 Combined test estimate*
Culture or NAAT Genital fluid 1 68.8 98.0 Combined test estimate*
%(‘)me and wet Genital fluid 2 52.0 1000 Combined test estimate*

Number of studies indicates the total count of studies included within the systematic review that used each diagnostic test and
specimen combination for the detection of a specific pathogen.

* Combined sensitivity and specificity estimate determined for studies reporting two diagnostic tests to identify a pathogen. If
either test could be positive, the lower sensitivity and lower specificity values were used from the two tests. If both tests had to
be positive, the lower sensitivity and higher specificity values were used from the two tests.




Table S6: Performance of diagnostic tests among men with urethral discharge.

Pathogen Test Specimen ':tuunc;it:aesr Sen(so}:;wty Spe(c;z‘)lcny Source
CT Antibody test Genital fluid 10 84.0 98.0 WHO 19995
Antibody test Urine 1 84.0 98.0 WHO 19995
Culture Genital fluid 1 63.4 100.0 WHO 201116
DFA Genital fluid 1 82.0 98.5 WHO 201116
NAAT Genital fluid 8 87.5 99.2 WHO 201116
NAAT Urine 7 87.8 99.3 WHO 201116
Culture and DFA Genital fluid 2 63.4 100.0 Combined test estimate*
MG NAAT Genital fluid 4 98.1 99.9 Gaydos 201930
NAAT Urine 4 89.4 99.1 Gaydos 201930
NG Culture Genital fluid 29 87.6 100.0 WHO 201116
Gram stain Genital fluid 3 87.6 100.0 WHO 201116
NAAT Genital fluid 6 96.1 99.0 WHO 201116
NAAT Urine 6 80.9 99.9 WHO 201116
Gram stain and Genital fluid 5 87.6 100.0 Combined test estimate*
culture
Gram stain or NAAT Genital fluid 1 87.6 99.9 Combined test estimate*
and urine
Culture or NAAT Genital fluid 1 87.6 99.0 Combined test estimate*
TV Culture Genital fluid 4 74.5 100.0 WHO 201116
Culture Urine 100.0 Performance of urine culture
and urethral swab culture
1 74.5 assumed equivalent, based on
WHO 20116 and Kaydos-
Daniels 2004
NAAT Genital fluid 7 81.6 97.7 WHO 201116
NAAT Urine 4 96.0 97.7 WHO 201116
Wet mount Genital fluid 5 44.0 100.0 WHO 201116
Wet mount Urine 1 44.0 100.0 Performance of urine wet mount
and urethral swab wet mount
assumed equivalent due to
insufficient performance data,
although urine wet mount
expected to be substantially less
sensitive, based on WHO
20118 and Hobbs 20068
Culture or NAAT Genital fluid 1 44.0 97.7 Combined test estimate*
and urine
Culture and wet Genital fluid 2 44.0 100.0 Combined test estimate*
mount
Culture or wet mount Urine 1 44.0 100.0 Combined test estimate*

Number of studies indicates the total count of studies included within the systematic review that used each diagnostic test and

specimen combination for the detection of a specific pathogen.

* Combined sensitivity and specificity estimate determined for studies reporting two diagnostic tests to identify a pathogen. If
either test could be positive, the lower sensitivity and lower specificity values were used from the two tests. If both tests had to

be positive, the lower sensitivity and higher specificity values were used from the two tests.




Table S7: Performance of diagnostic tests among adults with genital ulcer.

Pathogen Test Specimen Z:‘un;::g Sensitivity (%) Specificity (%) Source
HD Culture Genital ulcer 30 73.0 100.0 WHO 199915
NAAT Genital ulcer 26 95.1 99.9 Paz-Bailey 2005°"
Culture or NAAT Genital ulcer 1 73.0 99.9 Combined test estimate*
Culture and NAAT  Genital ulcer 1 73.0 100.0 Combined test estimate*
HSV Culture Genital ulcer 16 75.0 100.0 Legoff 201432
DFA Genital ulcer 1 80.0 95.0 Legoff 201432
NAAT Genital ulcer 13 98.0 100.0 Legoff 201432
HSV-1 DFA Genital ulcer 1 80.0 95.0 Legoff 201432
NAAT Genital ulcer 13 99.0 99.0 Arshad 201933
HSV-2 DFA Genital ulcer 2 80.0 95.0 Legoff 201432
NAAT Genital ulcer 20 100.0 98.5 Arshad 201933
LGV DFA Genital ulcer 2 95.5 99.4 Diagnostic Hybrids 200834
NAAT Genital ulcer 8 95.5 98.5 Touati 20213°
TP Darkfield Genital ulcer 10 80.0 98.5 WHO 199915
DFA Genital ulcer 1 86.5 94.5 Peeling 200436
NAAT Genital ulcer 28 91.0 99.0 WHO 199915
Non-treponemal Blood 6 91.9 97.9 Mean sensitivity and
specificity, from Hambie
1983%, Perryman 198238,
and Parham 19843°
regardless of titre due to
varied reporting
Treponemal Blood 3 93.0 95.7 Mean sensitivity and
specificity from Cantor
201640, Sena 2010*!, and
Park 201942
Non-treponemal Blood 20 100.0 100.0 Estimated performance;
and treponemal non-treponemal test
performance regardless of
titre due to varied reporting
Darkfield or Genital ulcer 1 80.0 95.7 Combined test estimate™
treponemal and blood
Darkfield, or non-  Genital ulcer 1 80.0 98.5 Combined test estimate™
treponemal and and blood
treponemal
NAAT, or non- Genital ulcer 1 91.0 99.0 Combined test estimate*
treponemal and and blood
treponemal

Number of studies indicates the total count of studies included within the systematic review that used each diagnostic test and

specimen combination for the detection of a specific pathogen.

* Combined sensitivity and specificity estimate determined for studies reporting two diagnostic tests to identify a pathogen. If
either test could be positive, the lower sensitivity and lower specificity values were used from the two tests. If both tests had to
be positive, the lower sensitivity and higher specificity values were used from the two tests.
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Table S8: Risk of bias assessment tool.

unambiguous?

and denominators.

Indicator Definition of yes Yes No Unclear
1. Was the study specifically designed to The primary objective of the study was to determine sexually transmitted / reproductive tract infection 5 5 5
estimate the outcome/s of interest? aetiology among individuals symptomatic with genital ulcer, vaginal discharge and/or urethral discharge.
o . . The inclusion/exclusion criteria clearly define the population being recruited into the study. This includes their
2. Were the criteria for inclusion in the s . .
: sex, age group (age range, or classified as youth or adult), and population type (e.g. general population, key i a a
sample clearly defined? - I
population, symptomatic clinic attendee).
3. Were study participants and their setting  There is a clear description of study participant characteristics, including their sex, age group and HIV status.
described in sufficient detail to determine The study site locations are described. The name of the health facility is reported, or details of the facility are O O O
representativeness of the target population? described in terms of urban/rural and sector (private, government, non-profit) classification.
The study used either consecutive or random sampling methods for participant recruitment. If it is claimed
4. Were study participants recruited in an that a random sample was chosen, the method of randomization should be stated. It is acceptable if studies 5 5 5
appropriate way? do not say ‘consecutive’ but instead describe consecutive enrolment, i.e., ‘all patients from .... till .... were
included’.
5. Was the participation rate adequate to The participation rate in the study was at least 80%. Participation is defined as providing specimens for STI 5 5 5
minimise selection bias? testing, among those identified as having symptoms.
6. Were objective, standard criteria used to There is a c_Igar, consster;tl_y applied deﬁnltlo.n to identify participants wlth thg sym.ptom(ls) of focus in the
! oy study. Specifically, all participants were examined by a healthcare provider to identify their symptoms. The i o o
define participant symptoms? e ) o :
classification of symptoms is not based solely on participant self-reporting.
7. Was the sample size sufficient to The sample size is justified through a calculation, or the sample includes at least 100 participants. i o o
measure the outcome?
8. Were the outcomes measured in a All data were collected directly from the participants. Proxy data (i.e. medical records) were not used in any 5 5 5
reliable and consistent way? instances. The same mode of sample collection and diagnosis was used for all participants.
9. Were multiple pathogens assessed to Symptomatic participants were tested for at least 3 different sexually transmitted / reproductive tract infection 5 5 5
prevent potential misdiagnoses? pathogens.
10. Was the reporting of the outcome(s) The numerators, denominator(s) and proportion are clearly reported for each infection. The results are
) P 9 internally consistent. The reported proportion was not different when calculated from reported numerators O O O

Tool adapted from the Joanna Briggs Institute appraisal tool for prevalence studies.*?
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Table S9: PRISMA checklist

assessment

TITLE
Title 1 |Identify the report as a systematic review. Title
ABSTRACT
Abstract 2 |See the PRISMA 2020 for Abstracts checklist. Abstract
INTRODUCTION
Rationale 3 |Describe the rationale for the review in the context of existing knowledge. Introduction
Objectives 4  |Provide an explicit statement of the objective(s) or question(s) the review addresses. Introduction
METHODS
Eligibility criteria 5 |Specify the inclusion and exclusion criteria for the review and how studies were grouped for the syntheses. Methods
Information sources 6 |Specify all databases, registers, websites, organisations, reference lists and other sources searched or consulted to identify studies. Methods, Figure 1
Specify the date when each source was last searched or consulted.
Search strategy 7 |Present the full search strategies for all databases, registers and websites, including any filters and limits used. Methods, Table S1-
S2
Selection process 8 |Specify the methods used to decide whether a study met the inclusion criteria of the review, including how many reviewers screened Methods
each record and each report retrieved, whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the
process.
Data collection 9 |Specify the methods used to collect data from reports, including how many reviewers collected data from each report, whether they Methods
process worked independently, any processes for obtaining or confirming data from study investigators, and if applicable, details of automation
tools used in the process.
Data items 10a |List and define all outcomes for which data were sought. Specify whether all results that were compatible with each outcome domain in  [Methods
each study were sought (e.g. for all measures, time points, analyses), and if not, the methods used to decide which results to collect.
10b |List and define all other variables for which data were sought (e.g. participant and intervention characteristics, funding sources). Describe |Methods,
any assumptions made about any missing or unclear information. Table S3
Study risk of bias 11 |Specify the methods used to assess risk of bias in the included studies, including details of the tool(s) used, how many reviewers Methods,
assessment assessed each study and whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process. Table S8
Effect measures 12 |Specify for each outcome the effect measure(s) (e.g. risk ratio, mean difference) used in the synthesis or presentation of results. Methods
Synthesis methods 13a |Describe the processes used to decide which studies were eligible for each synthesis (e.g. tabulating the study intervention Methods
characteristics and comparing against the planned groups for each synthesis (item #5)).
13b |Describe any methods required to prepare the data for presentation or synthesis, such as handling of missing summary statistics, or data |Methods, Text S1-
conversions. S2, Table S5-S7
13c |Describe any methods used to tabulate or visually display results of individual studies and syntheses. Methods
13d |Describe any methods used to synthesize results and provide a rationale for the choice(s). If meta-analysis was performed, describe the |[Methods
model(s), method(s) to identify the presence and extent of statistical heterogeneity, and software package(s) used.
13e |Describe any methods used to explore possible causes of heterogeneity among study results (e.g. subgroup analysis, meta-regression). [Methods
13f |Describe any sensitivity analyses conducted to assess robustness of the synthesized results. Methods
Reporting bias 14 |Describe any methods used to assess risk of bias due to missing results in a synthesis (arising from reporting biases). Methods
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Section and Topic

Item Checklist item

Location reported

Certainty 15 |Describe any methods used to assess certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for an outcome. Not applicable
assessment
RESULTS
Study selection 16a |Describe the results of the search and selection process, from the number of records identified in the search to the number of studies Results, Figure 1
included in the review, ideally using a flow diagram.
16b |Cite studies that might appear to meet the inclusion criteria, but which were excluded, and explain why they were excluded. Figure 1
Study characteristics | 17 |Cite each included study and present its characteristics. Data appendix
Risk of bias in 18 |Present assessments of risk of bias for each included study. Table S17
studies
Results of individual | 19 |For all outcomes, present, for each study: (a) summary statistics for each group (where appropriate) and (b) an effect estimate and its Data appendix
studies precision (e.g. confidence/credible interval), ideally using structured tables or plots.
Results of syntheses | 20a |For each synthesis, briefly summarise the characteristics and risk of bias among contributing studies. Results, Table 1,
Table S10-S12
20b |Present results of all statistical syntheses conducted. If meta-analysis was done, present for each the summary estimate and its precision [Results, Figure 2-4,
(e.g. confidence/credible interval) and measures of statistical heterogeneity. If comparing groups, describe the direction of the effect. Table S16, Figure
S2
20c |Present results of all investigations of possible causes of heterogeneity among study results. Table S14-S16
20d |Present results of all sensitivity analyses conducted to assess the robustness of the synthesized results. Figure S3-S4
Reporting biases 21 |Present assessments of risk of bias due to missing results (arising from reporting biases) for each synthesis assessed. Not applicable
Certainty of evidence| 22 |Present assessments of certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for each outcome assessed. Not applicable
DISCUSSION
Discussion 23a |Provide a general interpretation of the results in the context of other evidence. Discussion
23b |Discuss any limitations of the evidence included in the review. Discussion
23c |Discuss any limitations of the review processes used. Discussion
23d |Discuss implications of the results for practice, policy, and future research. Discussion
OTHER INFORMATION
Registration and 24a |Provide registration information for the review, including register name and registration number, or state that the review was not Methods
protocol registered.
24b |Indicate where the review protocol can be accessed, or state that a protocol was not prepared. Methods
24c |Describe and explain any amendments to information provided at registration or in the protocol. Not applicable
Support 25 |Describe sources of financial or non-financial support for the review, and the role of the funders or sponsors in the review. Funding
Competing interests | 26 |Declare any competing interests of review authors. Declaration of
interests
Availability of data, 27 |Report which of the following are publicly available and where they can be found: template data collection forms; data extracted from Data availability

code, other materials

included studies; data used for all analyses; analytic code; any other materials used in the review.

Source: Preferred Reporting ltems for Systematic reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) 20204
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Figure S1: Number of studies included per symptom by country in sub-Saharan Africa.

Number of studies among individuals with vaginal discharge, urethral discharge, and genital ulcer that were included in the
systematic review. Total studies were 83 for vaginal discharge, 53 for urethral discharge, and 78 for genital ulcer.
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Table $10: Summary of participant and study characteristics for studies included in the analysis
of regional trends in aetiology, among adults of mixed or unmeasured HIV status.

Vaginal discharge Urethral discharge Genital ulcer All symptoms

(N=76) (N=49) (N=72) (N=172)
Population characteristics
Population group’ asggnn%tgg‘at'c clinic 53 (69.7%) 44 (89.8%) 57 (79.2%) 133 (77.3%)
General 23 (30.3%) 2 (4.1%) 5 (6.9%) 29 (16.9%)
Higher-risk general 2 (2.6%) 3(6.1%) 7(9.7%) 10 (5.8%)
Key populations 6 (7.9%) 1(2%) 7 (9. 7%) 13 (7.6%)
Youth - - -
Sex Male - 49 (100.0%) 19 (26 4%) 53 (30.8%)
Female 76 (100.0%) - 19 (26.4%) 78 (45.3%)
Mixed - - 34 (47.2%) 41 (23.8%)
Mean or median age< 25 years 7 (9.2%) 2 (4.1%) 1(1.4%) 7 (4.1%)
> 25 years 17 (22.4%) 12 (24.5%) 9 (26.4%) 43 (25%)
NR 52 (68.4%) 35 (71.4%) 52 (72.2%) 122 (70.9%)
HIV prevalence <25% 6 (7.9%) 1(2%) 4 (5.6%) 11 (6.4%)
> 25% 8 (10.5%) 6 (12.2%) 32 (44.4%) 38 (22.1%)
NR 62 (81.6%) 42 (85.7%) 36 (50%) 123 (71.5%)
Study characteristics
Region'’ Central Africa 4 (5.3%) 2 (4.1%) 1(1.4%) 6 (3.5%)
Eastern Africa 28 (36.8%) 26 (53.1%) 43 (59.7%) 80 (46.5%)
Southern Africa o (13.2%) 11 (22.4%) 21 (29.2%) 39 (22.7%)
Western Africa 3 (43.4%) 9 (18.4%) 6 (8.3%) 45 (26.2%)
Multiple (not stratified) 1(1.3%) 1(2.0%) 1(1.4%) 2 (1.2%)
Study midpoint <1990 8 (10.5%) 9 (18.4%) 18 (25.0%) 32 (18.6%)
year'? 1990 — 1999 19 (25.0%) 16 (32.7%) 4 (47.2%) 60 (34.9%)
2000 — 2009 27 (35.5%) 14 (28.6%) 7 (23.6%) 50 (29.1%)
2010 — 2022 25 (32.9%) 11 (22.4%) 7 (9.7%) 36 (20.9%)
Study design Cross sectional 65 (85.5%) 41 (83.7%) 56 (77.8%) 144 (83.7%)
Cohort baseline 9 (11.8%) 7 (14.3%) 2 (16.7%) 22 (12.8%)
RCT baseline 2 (2.6%) 1(2.0%) 4 (5.6%) 6 (3.5%)
Sampling method Non-probability based 65 (85.5%) 47 (95.9%) 68 (94.4%) 156 (90.7%)
Probability based 5 (6.6%) 1(2.0%) 3 (4.2%) 8 (4.7%)
NR 6 (7.9%) 1(2.0%) 1(1.4%) 8 (4.7%)
Sample size? <100 2 (28.9%) 6 (32.7%) 2 (58.3%) 67 (39.0%)
=100 54 (71.1%) 3 (67.3%) 0 (41.7%) 105 (61.0%)
Number pathogens 1 23 (30.3%) (34 7%) 20 (27.8%) 50 (29.1%)
extracted per study 2 -3 29 (38.2%) 24 (49.0%) 36 (50.0%) 79 (45.9%)
4-6 24 (31.6%) 8 (16.3%) 6 (22.2%) 43 (25.0%)
Risk of bias Lower 6 (21.1%) 12 (24.5%) (44 4%) 47 (27.3%)
Moderate 4 (57.9%) 27 (55.1%) 9 (40.3%) 91 (52.9%)
Higher 16 (21.1%) 10 (20.4%) 1(15.3%) 34 (19.8%)

"The same study is included in more than one subcategory when it reports across different variable levels or multiple variable
levels are relevant.

2 Midpoint year between start and end dates of data collection. If dates were not reported, year of publication was used as a
proxy.

3 Sample size defined as the number of symptomatic individuals tested in the study. If a study used different samples across
tests, the largest sample size is reported.
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Table $11: Summary of participant and study characteristics for studies included in the analysis

to assess the effect of HIV status, among adults of known HIV status.

Vaginal discharge Urethral discharge

Genital ulcer

All symptoms

(N=10) (N=5) (N=26) (N=37)
Population characteristics
Population group’ Symptomatic clinic 9 (90.0%) 5 (100%) 22 (84.6%) 32 (86.5%)
attendee
General - - 1(3.8%) 1(2.7%)
Higher-risk general - - 2 (7.7%) 2 (5.4%)
Key populations 1 (10.0%) - 3 (11.5%) 4 (10.8%)
Youth - - - -
Sex' Male - 5 (100.0%) 11 (42.3%) 15 (40.5%)
Female 10 (100.0%) - 9 (34.6%) 16 (43.2%)
Mixed - - 10 (38.5%) 10 (27.0%)
HIV status’ Positive 8 (80.0%) 5 (100.0%) 25 (96.2%) 33 (89.2%)
Negative 9 (90.0%) 4 (80.0%) 23 (88.5%) 34 (91.9%)
Study characteristics
Region’ Central Africa - - - -
Eastern Africa 3 (30.0%) 2 (40.0%) 14 (53.8%) 18 (48.6%)
Southern Africa 4 (40.0%) 3 (60.0%) 9 (34.6%) 13 (35.1%)
Western Africa 3 (30.0%) - 2 (7.7%) 5 (13.5%)
Multiple (not stratified) - - 1(3.8%) 1(2.7%)
Study midpoint <1990 - 1(20.0%) 2(7.7%) 3(8.1%)
year'? 1990 — 1999 - 1 (20.0%) 13 (50.0%) 9 (24.3%)
2000 - 2009 5 (50.0%) 2 (40.0%) 8 (30.8%) 13 (35.1%)
2010 — 2022 6 (60.0%) 2 (40.0%) 5 (19.2%) 14 (37.8%)
Study design Cross sectional 7 (70.0%) 4 (80.0%) 18 (69.2%) 25 (67.6%)
Cohort baseline 1(10.0%) 1(20.0%) 5 (19.2%) 7 (18.9%)
RCT baseline 2 (20.0%) - 3 (11.5%) 5 (13.5%)
Sampling method Non-probability based 7 (70.0%) 5 (100.0%) 23 (88.5%) 32 (86.5%)
Probability based 3 (30.0%) - 3 (11.5%) 5 (13.5%)
Sample size’ <100 3 (30.0%) 1(20.0%) 13 (50.0%) 16 (43.2%)
> 100 7 (70.0%) 4 (80.0%) 13 (50.0%) 21 (56.8%)
Number pathogens 1 1(10.0%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (15.4%) 4 (10.8%)
extracted per study 2 - 3 3 (30.0%) 3 (60.0%) 15 (57.7%) 21 (56.8%)
4-6 6 (60.0%) 2 (40.0%) 7 (26.9%) 12 (32.4%)
Risk of bias Lower 4 (40.0%) 1 (20.0%) 18 (69.2%) 19 (51.4%)
Moderate 5 (50.0%) 4 (80.0%) 6 (23.1%) 15 (40.5%)
Higher 1(10.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (7.7%) 3(8.1%)

"The same study is included in more than one subcategory when it reports across different variable levels or multiple variable

levels are relevant.

2 Midpoint year between start and end dates of data collection. If dates were not reported, year of publication was used as a

proxy.

3 Sample size defined as the number of symptomatic individuals tested in the study. If a study used different samples across

tests, the largest sample size is reported.
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Table $12: Summary of participant and study characteristics for studies included in the analysis
to assess the effect of age, among youth < 25 years and adults 2 25 years.

Vaginal discharge Urethral discharge Genital ulcer All symptoms

(N=17) (N=7) (N=7) (N=24)
Population characteristics
Population group’ Symptomatic clinic 14 (82.4%) 6 (85.7%) 6 (85.7%) 20 (83.3%)
attendee
General 1(5.9%) - 1(14.3%) 2 (8.3%)
Higher-risk general - - - -
Key populations 1(5.9%) - - 1(4.2%)
Youth 15 (88.2%) 7 (100.0%) 6 (85.7%) 20 (83.3%)
Sex Male - 7 (100.0%) 1(14.3%) 4 (16.7%)
Female 17 (100.0%) - 1(14.3%) 14 (58.3%)
Mixed - - 5 (71.4%) 6 (25%)
Age group' < 25 years 15 (88.2%) 7 (100.0%) 6 (85.7%) 21 (87.5%)
> 25 years 13 (76.5%) 3 (42.9%) 4 (57.1%) 18 (75%)
Study characteristics
Region’ Central Africa - - - -
Eastern Africa 6 (35.3%) 5 (71.4%) 5 (71.4%) 11 (45.8%)
Southern Africa 1(5.9%) 1(14.3%) 1(14.3%) 1(4.2%)
Western Africa 10 (58.8%) 1(14.3%) - 11 (45.8%)
Multiple (not stratified) - - 1(14.3%) 1(4.2%)
Study midpoint <1990 1(5.9%) 1(14.3%) - 2 (8.3%)
year'? 1990 — 1999 2 (11.8%) 3 (42.9%) 1(14.3%) 3 (12.5%)
2000 — 2009 10 (58.8%) 3 (42.9%) 5 (71.4%) 14 (58.3%)
2010 — 2022 5 (29.4%) 1(14.3%) 2 (28.6%) 6 (25%)
Study design Cross sectional 14 (82.4%) 7 (100%) 4 (57.1%) 18 (75%)
Cohort baseline 2 (11.8%) - 1(14.3%) 3 (12.5%)
RCT baseline 1(5.9%) - 2 (28.6%) 3 (12.5%)
Sampling method Non-probability based 13 (76.5%) 5(71.4%) 6 (85.7%) 20 (83.3%)
Probability based 2 (11.8%) 2 (28.6%) 1(14.3%) 2 (8.3%)
NR 2 (11.8%) - - 2 (8.3%)
Sample size® <100 4 (23.5%) 5 (71.4%) 3 (42.9%) 7 (29.2%)
=100 13 (76.5%) 2 (28.6%) 4 (57.1%) 17 (70.8%)
Number pathogens 1 5(29.4%) 3 (42.9%) 2 (28.6%) 6 (25%)
extracted per study 2 - 3 5(29.4%) 3 (42.9%) 1(14.3%) 8 (33.3%)
4-6 7 (41.2%) 1(14.3%) 4 (57.1%) 10 (41.7%)
Risk of bias Lower 4 (23.5%) 3 (42.9%) 4 (57.1%) 9 (37.5%)
Moderate 11 (64.7%) 3 (42.9%) 2 (28.6%) 13 (54.2%)
Higher 2 (11.8%) 1(14.3%) 1(14.3%) 2 (8.3%)

"The same study is included in more than one subcategory when it reports across different variable levels or multiple variable
levels are relevant.

2 Mid-point year between start and end dates of data collection. If dates were not reported, year of publication was used as a
proxy.

3 Sample size defined as the number of symptomatic individuals tested in the study. If a study used different samples across
tests, the largest sample size is reported.
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Table S13: Generalized linear mixed-effects models on the odds of vaginal discharge, urethral
discharge, and genital ulcer among adults of mixed or unmeasured HIV status in sub-Saharan

Africa.

A. Vaginal discharge

B. Urethral discharge

C. Genital ulcer

HD:male and female

HSV:male and female
HSV-1:male and female
HSV-2:male and female
LGV:male and female

TP:male and female

None:male and female

1.54 (0.85-2.77)
0.99 (0.46-2.14)
1.04 (0.27-4.04)
1.12 (0.43-2.89)
0.50 (0.11-2.36)
0.72 (0.43-1.20)
0.88 (0.50-1.54)

Variable aOR (95% CI) Variable aOR (95% CI) Variable aOoR (95% CI)
BV 1.08 (0.51-2.29) CT 0.29 (0.20-0.42) *** HD 0.01 (0.01-0.01) ***
CA 0.45 (0.13-1.54) MG 0.06 (0.04-0.09) *** HSV 1.98 (1.20-3.26) **
Cs 1.56 (0.65-3.74) NG 3.80 (2.70-5.35) *** HSV-1 0.01 (0.01-0.03) ***
CT 0.21 (0.10-0.43) *** TV 0.03 (0.02-0.04) *** HSV-2 1.33 (0.90-1.98)
MG 0.06 (0.02-0.15) *** None 0.11 (0.07-0.17) *** LGV 0.02 (0.01-0.03) ***
NG 0.09 (0.04-0.18) *** CT:year 1.02 (0.99-1.06) TP 0.10 (0.07-0.13) ***
TV 0.17 (0.08-0.33) *** MG:year 0.95 (0.91-1.00) * None 0.60 (0.43-0.84) **
None 0.34 (0.14-0.81) * NG:year 1.02 (1.00-1.04) HD:year 0.83 (0.82-0.85) ***
BV:year 1.01 (0.96-1.06) TV:year 0.93 (0.90-0.95) *** HSV:year 1.09 (1.07-1.12) ***
CA:year 1.01 (0.95-1.06) None:year 0.95 (0.91-0.99) * HSV-1:year 0.98 (0.92-1.04)
CS:year 1.10 (1.05-1.16) *** HSV-2:year 1.02 (0.99-1.05)
CT:year 1.04 (1.00-1.08) LGV:year 0.92 (0.88-0.95) ***
MG:year 0.99 (0.90-1.10) TP:year 0.97 (0.96-0.99) ***
NG:year 0.99 (0.96-1.03) None:year 1.02 (1.00-1.04) *
TV:year 0.94 (0.91-0.97) *** HD:male 1.89 (1.24-2.89) **
None:year 1.00 (0.94-1.05) HSV:male 0.71 (0.42-1.19)
HSV-1:male 1.44 (0.55-3.80)
HSV-2:male 0.67 (0.40-1.12)
LGV:male 0.92 (0.45-1.87)
TP:male 1.19 (0.82-1.72)
None:male 0.79 (0.52-1.21)
(
(
(
(
(
(
(

Random effects
Ogo region:sti
Ogo study
044 region:sti.year
o1 region:sti
N region
N observation

0.51
0.96
0.02
0.53
3
337

Random effects
Ogo region:sti
Ogo study
044 region:sti.year
Por region:sti
N region
N observation

0.04
0.87
0.01
-0.99
3
216

Random effects
Oqo region:sti

Ogo study

014 region:sti.year
Po1 region:sti

N region

N observation

0.00
0.80
0.00
0.68
3
473

Midpoint year of study is centred at 2015. aOR: adjusted odds ratio, 95% CI: 95% confidence interval, ooo’ random intercept
standard deviation, o11: random slope standard deviation, por: correlation between intercept and slope, N: number, * p < 0.05,
**p <0.01, ** p <0.001.
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Figure S2: Estimated diagnosed proportion per pathogen among symptomatic adults of mixed
HIV-status in sub-Saharan Africa, by region over time.

Diagnosed proportion per pathogen among individuals symptomatic with (A) vaginal discharge, (B) urethral discharge, and (C)
genital ulcer. Proportions estimated using generalised linear mixed-effects models for each symptom. Lines and shaded areas
represent sex-matched population-weighted mean proportions and 95% confidence intervals Solid lines and darker shading
denote estimates and confidence intervals within the observed data range (interpolated), while dotted lines and lighter shading
indicate estimates and confidence intervals beyond that time frame (extrapolated). Points represent study observations adjusted
for diagnostic test performance.
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Table S14: Generalized linear mixed-effects models on the odds of vaginal discharge, urethral
discharge, and genital ulcer among adults of known HIV status in sub-Saharan Africa.

A. Vaginal discharge

B. Urethral discharge

C. Genital ulcer

HD:male and female

HSV:male and female
HSV-1:male and female
HSV-2:male and female
LGV:male and female

TP:male and female

None:male and female

HD:HIV-positive
HSV:HIV-positive
HSV-1:HIV-positive
HSV-2:HIV-positive
LGV:HIV-positive
TP:HIV-positive
None:HIV-positive

Variable aOR (95% CI) Variable aOR (95% CI) Variable aOR (95% Cl)
BV 0.61 (0.35-1.04) CT 0.17 (0.06-0.49) ** HD 0.02 (0.02-0.04) ***
CS 0.55 (0.29-1.02) MG 0.10 (0.04-0.24) *** HSV 1.08 (0.66-1.75)
CT 0.16 (0.09-0.28) *** NG 6.86 (2.69-17.52) *** HSV-1 0.03 (0.01-0.07) ***
MG 0.04 (0.02-0.08) *** TV 0.02 (0.01-0.06) *** HSV-2 1.19 (0.80-1.77)
NG 0.10 (0.06-0.18) *** None 0.09 (0.03-0.28) *** LGV 0.04 (0.02-0.07) ***
TV 0.11 (0.06-0.19) *** CT:year 0.99 (0.95-1.03) TP 0.11 (0.08-0.16) ***
None 0.19 (0.10-0.39) *** MG:year 0.94 (0.89-0.98) ** None 0.73 (0.53-1.01)
BV:year 1.02 (0.99-1.05) NG:year 1.08 (1.04-1.11) *** HD:year 0.86 (0.84-0.88) ***
CS:year 0.97 (0.93-1.01) TV:year 0.89 (0.84-0.94) *** HSV:year 1.06 (1.04-1.09) ***
CT:year 1.04 (1.01-1.07) ** None:year 0.91 (0.88-0.95) *** HSV-1:year 1.02 (0.91-1.14)
MG:year 1.00 (0.96-1.04) CT:HIV-positive 0.55 (0.38-0.79) ** HSV-2:year 1.00 (0.98-1.03)
NG:year 1.02 (0.99-1.05) MG:HIV-positive 1.03 (0.67-1.58) LGV:year 0.98 (0.93-1.04)
TV:year 0.94 (0.92-0.97) *** NG:HIV-positive 1.15 (0.80-1.68) TP:year 0.99 (0.98-1.01)
None:year 1.00 (0.97-1.03) TV:HIV-positive 1.83 (1.07-3.14) * None:year 1.01 (0.99-1.03)
BV:HIV-positive 1.78 (1.33-2.38) *** None:HIV-positive 1.29 (0.86-1.94) HD:male 1.63 (1.06-2.49) *
CS:HIV-positive 0.56 (0.38-0.82) ** HSV:male 1.04 (0.66-1.63)
CT:HIV-positive 0.92 (0.68-1.25) HSV-1:male 0.78 (0.30-2.02)
MG:HIV-positive 2.28 (1.56-3.33) *** HSV-2:male

NG:HIV-positive 1.64 (1.21-2.22) ** LGV:male 0.71 (0.38-1.32)
TV:HIV-positive 2.15 (1.61-2.87) *** TP:male 1.38 (0.96-2.00)
None:HIV-positive 0.74 (0.54-1.00) None:male 0.85 (0.60-1.21)

0.98 (0.58-1.65)
0.86 (0.43-1.74)
1.27 (0.22-7.45)
0.67 (0.36-1.24)
1.91 (0.50-7.31)
1.25 (0.76-2.03)
0.72 (0.44-1.17)
0.80 (0.56-1.14)
1.68 (1.10-2.55) *
1.18 (0.51-2.73)
1.67 (1.12-2.48) *
0.92 (0.51-1.67)
0.94 (0.68-1.29)

(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
0.46 (0.29-0.74) **
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
0.64 (0.47-0.88) **

Random effects
Ogo region:sti
Ogo Study
N region
N observation

0.39
0.41
3
267

Random effects
Ogo region:sti
Ogo study
N region
N observation

0.56
0.49
2
169

Random effects
Ogo region:sti
Ogo study
N region
N observation

<0.001
0.67

3

492

Midpoint year of study is centred at 2015. aOR: adjusted odds ratio, 95% CI: 95% confidence interval, Goo’ random intercept
standard deviation, N: number, * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001.
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Table S15: Generalized linear mixed-effects models on the odds of vaginal discharge, urethral
discharge, and genital ulcer among youth under 25 years and adults 25 years and older in sub-

Saharan Africa.

A. Vaginal discharge

B. Urethral discharge

C. Genital ulcer

NG:<25 years
TV:<25 years
None:<25 years

1.66 (1.20-2.28) **
0.85 (0.63-1.13)
0.67 (0.49-0.91) *

HD:<25 years
HSV:<25 years
HSV-1:<25 years
HSV-2:<25 years
LGV:<25 years
TP:<25 years
None:<25 years

2.43 (1.34-4.39) **
1.01 (0.68-1.51)
2.62 (0.90-7.61)
1.12 (0.73-1.72)
2.37 (1.25-4.49) **
1.32 (0.88-1.97)
1.08 (0.81-1.45)

Variable aOR (95% CI) Variable aOR (95% CI) Variable aOoR (95% CI)
BV 0.69 (0.29-1.60) CT 0.28 (0.23-0.34) *** HD 0.02 (0.01-0.04) ***
CA 0.49 (0.07-3.51) MG 0.06 (0.04-0.07) *** HSV 1.26 (0.79-2.02)
Cs 0.49 (0.19-1.24) NG 4.51 (3.70-5.51) *** HSV-1 0.01 (0.00-0.05) ***
CT 0.08 (0.03-0.19) *** vV 0.02 (0.02-0.03) *** HSV-2 1.44 (1.05-1.96) *
MG 0.04 (0.01-0.13) *** None 0.10 (0.08-0.12) *** LGV 0.02 (0.01-0.04) ***
NG 0.05 (0.02-0.13) *** CT:year 1.04 (1.01-1.07) ** TP 0.08 (0.06-0.12) ***
TV 0.11 (0.04-0.25) *** MG:year 0.92 (0.89-0.96) *** None 0.57 (0.46-0.72) ***
None 0.36 (0.13-0.97) * NG:year 1.12 (1.10-1.15) *** HD:year 1.02 (0.96-1.08)
BV:year 1.05 (1.02-1.09) ** TV:year 0.89 (0.85-0.93) *** HSV:year 0.99 (0.91-1.07)
CA:year 1.05 (0.96-1.14) None:year 0.90 (0.87-0.94) *** HSV-1:year 1.09 (0.88-1.37)
CS:year 1.01 (0.96-1.05) CT:<25 years 1.60 (1.20-2.15) ** HSV-2:year 0.99 (0.94-1.03)
CT:year 1.04 (1.01-1.08) * MG:<25 years 1.02 (0.70-1.47) LGV:year 1.02 (0.95-1.10)
MG:year 0.99 (0.95-1.03) NG:<25 years 1.23 (0.91-1.66) TP:year 1.10 (1.06-1.14) ***
NG:year 1.00 (0.97-1.03) TV:<25 years 1.35(0.83-2.18) None:year 0.97 (0.94-1.00) *
TV:year 0.92 (0.89-0.95) *** None:<25 years 0.74 (0.53-1.04) HD:Male 0.65 (0.36-1.18)
None:year 0.98 (0.95-1.02) HSV:Male 0.88 (0.60-1.30)
BV:<25 years 1.13 (0.84-1.52) HSV-1:Male 0.79 (0.29-2.14)
CA:<25 years 2.16 (0.75-6.26) HSV-2:Male 0.63 (0.42-0.95) *
CS:<25 years 1.83 (1.26-2.67) ** LGV:Male 0.76 (0.41-1.43)
CT:<25 years 2.40 (1.73-3.32) *** TP:Male 1.99 (1.36-2.90) ***
MG:<25 years 1.99 (1.33-2.98) *** None:Male 0.93 (0.70-1.22)

(

(

(

(

(

(

(

Random effects
Ogo region:sti
Ogo study
N region
N observation

0.68
0.42
3
281

Random effects
Ogo region:sti
Ogo study
N region
N observation

<0.001
0.35

3

161

Random effects
Oqo region:sti
Ogo study
N region
N observation

<0.001
0.36

3

274

Midpoint year of study is centred at 2015. aOR: adjusted odds ratio, 95% CI: 95% confidence interval, Goo’ random intercept
standard deviation, N: number, * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001.
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Table S16: Estimated population-weighted aetiologic proportions for 2015 in sub-Saharan Africa

Overall HIV positive HIV negative < 25 years 2 25 years

Pathogen No. No. Proportion No. No. Proportion No. No. Proportion No. No. Proportion No. No. Proportion

study obs % (95% ClI) study obs % (95% Cl) study obs % (95% ClI) study obs % (95% Cl) study obs % (95% ClI)
A. Vaginal discharge
CS 31 50 69.4 (44.1-86.6) 4 17 24.0(13.5-39.0) 3 16 36.2(22.1-53.1) 5 18  51.2(32.3-69.7) 6 19  36.4 (21.0-55.2)
BV 23 39 50.0 (32.3-67.8) 6 20 47.4(35.7-59.4) 7 21 33.6 (23.7-45.2) 6 21 39.6 (27.8-52.8) 7 21 36.8 (25.3-50.1)
CA 9 9 31.5(12.4-59.9) 0 0 - 0 0 - 2 2 51.8 (14.7-87.0) 2 2 33.2(7.7-74.7)
CT 29 49 16.5 (8.7-29.0) 5 19 11.1 (6.3-18.7) 6 20 11.9 (6.9-19.7) 6 20 11.6 (5.5-22.8) 4 18 5.2 (2.4-11.1)
TV 55 80 12.9 (7.7-20.7) 8 22 17.0 (11.5-24.6) 8 22 8.7 (5.7-13.2) 1" 25 6.3 (3.7-10.5) 11 25 7.4 (4.4-12.1)
NG 37 62 6.6 (3.2-13.0) 6 20 12.9 (7.9-20.4) 6 20 8.3 (5.0-13.6) 7 21 5.2 (2.5-10.5) 8 22 3.2(1.5-6.6)
MG 5 20 5.4 (1.8-14.8) 3 17 8.6 (4.6-15.4) 4 18 3.9 (2.1-7.4) 1 15 6.8 (1.9-21.2) 2 16 3.5(1.0-11.6)
None 13 28 25.1 (10.6-48.5) 3 17 10.5 (4.6-22.0) 4 18 13.7 (6.3-27.4) 4 18 20.5 (9.0-40.2) 4 18  27.8(13.0-49.9)
B. Urethral discharge
NG 46 67 78.8 (70.9-85.1) 3 17 90.8 (80.6-95.9) 4 19  89.5(78.7-95.1) 4 18  84.8(81.4-87.6) 3 17 81.9(78.7-84.6)
CT 27 48 22.2 (16.0-30.1) 3 17 5.1 (1.6-15.3) 4 19 9.0 (2.9-24.3) 3 17 31.2(26.7-36.1) 1 15  22.0(18.8-25.6)
MG 8 29 5.6 (3.7-8.2) 2 16 13.0 (6.4-24.7) 2 17 12.7 (6.3-23.8) 1 15 5.4 (4.0-7.1) 1 15 5.3 (4.2-6.6)
TV 25 46 2.8(1.8-4.2) 2 16 3.8 (1.4-9.8) 2 17 2.1 (0.8-5.5) 4 18 3.1(2.1-4.5) 2 16 2.3(1.6-3.2)
None 11 26 10.0 (6.9-14.2) 1 15 10.3 (2.8-31.2) 1 16 8.2 (2.2-25.8) 1 15 6.9 (5.3-8.9) 1 15 9.1 (7.5-11.0)
C. Genital ulcer
HSV 27 54 64.4 (47.8-78.1) 10 28  62.9(48.3-754) 7 23  50.2(35.4-65.0) 1 12 54.5(42.0-66.4) 1 15  54.2(42.7-65.3)
HSV-2 21 46 56.1 (39.2-71.6) 13 28  57.3(45.7-68.1) 12 27  44.5(33.4-56.3) 2 10  56.2(46.0-66.0) 2 15  53.4 (45.3-61.2)
TP 62 115 7.8 (5.3-11.4) 20 55 11.5(8.1-16.2) 19 51 12.2 (8.5-17.2) 4 27 13.2 (9.5-18.2) 1 29 10.4 (7.9-13.5)
HSV-1 13 30 1.4 (0.5-3.7) 5 16 3.5(1.1-10.5) 4 15 3.0 (0.9-9.4) 1 7 3.4 (1.1-9.7) 1 12 1.3(0.4-4.1)
LGV 10 42 1.3 (0.4-3.5) 3 28 4.4 (1.8-10.6) 3 27 4.8 (1.9-11.3) 1 18 4.8 (2.7-8.2) 1 25 2.1(1.2-3.4)
HD 54 105 1.3(0.7-2.1) 21 54 2.2 (1.4-3.4) 21 52 2.7 (1.7-4.2) 2 23 4.5(2.7-7.5) 1 29 1.9 (1.2-3.1)
None 36 81 34.9 (25.6-45.5) 13 46  27.6 (20.6-36.0) 12 42  37.4(28.8-47.0) 2 23  37.4(31.2-44.1) 1 29  35.6 (30.7-40.8)

No. study = number of unique studies; No. obs = number of observations. Observations refers to the estimates extracted from a study; multiple observations are possible when study
outcomes are stratified by population type, country, year or time-period, sex, HIV status, or age (as available).
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Table S17: Risk of bias assessment for reports included in the review.

| Assessment: ® Yes = 1 point Unclear = 0 point @® No = 0 point |
Reference Year' Country Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10 Score Rating
Arya 197245 1969 Uganda [ L L { { { { [ [ [ 8 Lower
Ongom 197146 1970 Uganda [ ( ( (] o o () [ [ 2 Higher
Van Binsbergen 198047 1976 Kenya [ (] ( (] o (] () [ [ 7 Moderate
Fakunle 197648 1976* Nigeria [ (] ( (] (] () [ [ 5 Moderate
Ballard 19774° 1977* South Africa [ (] ( (] () [ [ 4 Higher
Rubin 1980%° 1978 South Africa [ ] ] ] ] [ [ [ 4 Higher
Meheus 19825 1978 Eswatini [ L L { { { [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Meheus 1983%2 1979 Eswatini [ [ ( ] ] ] ] [ [ [ 8 Lower
Ursi 198153 1979 Eswatini [ { { { { { [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Meheus 1980%* 1979 Eswatini [ (] o ( ( ( ( () [ [ 7 Moderate
Nsanze 198155 1980 Kenya [ (] o ( ( ( ( () [ [ 7 Moderate
Fast 198356 1981 Kenya [ o o ( ( [ [ [ 2 Higher
Yvert 198457 1981 Gabon [ (] o ( ( () [ [ 6 Moderate
Hoosen 198158 1981* South Africa [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Crewe-Brown 19825° 1981 South Africa [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 7 Moderate
D'Costa 1985%° 1982 Kenya o ([ o ([ o o o o 3 Higher
Mirza 198381 1982 Kenya [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 8 Lower
Mabey 198262 1982* The Gambia [ [ [ (] (] (] (] [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Mabey 198453 1982 The Gambia [ [ [ (] (] (] (] [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Plummer 1983% 1983* Kenya [ [ [ (] (] (] [ [ [ 4 Higher
Mauff 198365 1983* South Africa o o [ o o o o o o o 6 Moderate
Coovadia 1985°% 1984 South Africa o o ([ (] (] (] o o o 7 Moderate
Greenblatt 198867 1985 Kenya o o o (] (] (] (] o o o 9 Lower
Plummer 1985% 1985* Kenya [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Kreiss 1986%° 1985 Kenya [ (] (] ] ] [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Dangor 19897° 1986 South Africa o o [ o o o o o o 7 Moderate
Ismail 19907" 1986 Somalia o o o ([ o o o o o o 5 Moderate
Meiring 198972 1986 South Africa o o o o ([ o o o 3 Higher
Mabey 198773 1987* The Gambia o o o ([ ([ ([ o o o 8 Lower
Leclerc 198874 1988* Gabon [ ( ( ] { ] [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Bogaerts 199875 1989 Rwanda [ (] (] (] (] (] (] [ ) [ ) [ ) 9 Lower
Faye-Kette 199376 1989 Cote d'lvoire [ ) (] (] ( (] [ [ ) [ ) 5 Moderate
O'Farrell 199477 1989 South Africa [ { o { { [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Daly 199478 1990 Kenya o o o ([ ([ ([ o o o o 6 Moderate
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Reference Year' Country Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10 Score Rating
Thior 19977° 1990 Senegal ([ [ [ [ [ o o o 6 Moderate
Ndinya-Achola 19968 1991 Kenya [ (] ( (] (] () [ [ 4 Higher
Kamya 19958 1991 Uganda [ (] (] (] (] (] (] () [ [ 9 Lower
Hanson 199622 1991 Zambia [ (] (] (] (] (] () [ [ 8 Lower
LeBacq 199383 1991 Zimbabwe [ ( ( (] ® (] ® [ [ [ 8 Lower
Kimani 19958 1992 Kenya [ [ [ [ [ [ [ o o o 7 Moderate
Oni 199785 1992 Nigeria ([ [ [ [ [ [ ] o o o 6 Moderate
Totten 200086 1992 Senegal ® ® ® (] (] (] [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Htun 200787 1992 South Africa ([ o o o o o o o o o 10 Lower
Grosskurth 19968 1992 Tanzania [ (] ( (] (] (] (] () [ [ 8 Lower
Tswana 1995%° 1992 Zimbabwe [ (] (] ( ( ( ( () [ [ 8 Lower
Ghys 1995% 1993 Cote d'lvoire [ (] (] ( ( ( () [ [ 5 Moderate
Meless 199791 1993 Ethiopia [ ( ( (] [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Harms 199492 1993 Madagascar [ ) ® ® (] ( ( ( [ [ ) [ ) 8 Lower
Dallabetta 1998 1993 Malawi o ([ o ([ o ([ ([ o o o 6 Moderate
Behets 1995% 1993 Malawi o ([ ([ ([ ([ ([ ([ o o o 9 Lower
Cossa 1994°% 1993 Mozambique [ ] ® ® ( ( (] [ [ ) [ ) 5 Moderate
Alary 1998°% 1994 Benin [ (] o ( ( ( ( () [ [ 6 Moderate
Thomas 1996% 1994 Kenya [ (] (] ( ( ( ( () [ [ 6 Moderate
King 1998% 1994 Kenya [ [ [ (] (] (] (] [ [ [ 8 Lower
Htun 19989° 1994 Lesotho [ [ [ (] (] (] (] [ [ [ 8 Lower
Morse 1997100 1994 Lesotho [ (] (] ] ] (] (] [ [ ) [ ) 9 Lower
Lo 1997101 1994 Mauritania [ { { ] ] [ [ [ 4 Higher
Chen 2000102 1994 South Africa o o o (] (] (] (] o o o 10 Lower
Schneider 1998103 1994 South Africa o o ([ (] (] (] o o o 5 Moderate
Pillay 1994104 1994* South Africa [ [ [ (] (] [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Mayaud 1997105 1994 Tanzania [ [ [ (] (] (] [ [ [ 4 Higher
Aseffa 1998106 1995 Ethiopia [ o o o o o ([ ([ ([ 6 Moderate
MacDonald 2001107 1995 Kenya [ [ [ (] (] [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Jackson 1997108 1995 Kenya [ ) (] (] (] (] (] [ ) [ ) [ ) 7 Moderate
Gateau 199609 1995 Madagascar [ ) (] (] (] (] (] (] [ ) [ ) [ ) 4 Higher
Bakare 200210 1995 Nigeria [ (] (] (] (] (] [ ) [ ) [ ) 7 Moderate
Ramuthaga 1995'"" 1995* South Africa [ ) (] (] (] (] [ [ ) [ ) 3 Higher
Ahmed 199512 1995* Zambia [ (] (] ] ] [ [ ) [ ) 3 Higher
Latif 199913 1995 Zimbabwe [ (] (] ] ] ] ] [ ) [ [ 9 Lower
Farina 20004 1996 Comoros Islands [ (] (] ] ] ] [ ) [ [ 5 Moderate
Malonza 1999'1% 1996 Kenya [ { { { { { [ [ [ 7 Moderate
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Reference Year' Country Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10 Score Rating
Cohen 1997116 1996 Malawi (] [ [ [ [ o o o 7 Moderate
Dieye 20037 1996 Senegal [ (] ( (] o o () [ [ 2 Higher
Lai 2003118 1996 South Africa ([ o o ([ ([ ([ ([ [ [ [ 10 Lower
Ballard 19961"° 1996* South Africa [ ( (] (] o () [ [ 3 Higher
Benin, Burkina Faso, Cote
Pepin 2001120 1997 d'lvoire, Ghana, Guinea, [ (] ] ] ] ] [ [ [ 8 Lower
Mali, Senegal
Morency 20012 1997 Central African Republic [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 8 Lower
Gomes 2001122 1997 Guinea-Bissau ] o o [ ) [ ) [ ) ] J  J 7 Moderate
Fonck 200023 1997 Kenya [ (] ( (] (] (] () [ [ 8 Lower
Ballard 2007124 1997 Lesotho, South Africa ) [ ) [ ) () () () ) ) 8 Lower
Behets 1999125 1997 Madagascar [ (] o ( ( ( () [ [ 8 Lower
Rajagopal 199926 1997 South Africa [ (] (] ( ( () [ [ 5 Moderate
Hoosen 199727 1997* South Africa (] [ ) [ ) [ ) [ ) (] (] (] 5 Moderate
Ramjee 1998128 1997 South Africa [ [ [ ] ] ] ] [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Paz-Bailey 20053 1998 Botswana [ ) ® ® ( ( ( [ [ ) [ ) 9 Lower
Nzila 1991128 1998 DemOC'%'c‘;nz‘:')p“b“c of o ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° 4 Higher
Anorlu 2001130 1998 Nigeria ([ o [ [ [ [ o [ o 7 Moderate
Ballard 2002131 1998 South Africa [ (] (] ( ( (] [ [ [ 9 Lower
Obasi 200132 1998 Tanzania [ [ [ (] (] (] (] [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Msuya 200633 1999 Tanzania [ (] { ] ] ] [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Msuya 2002134 1999 Tanzania [ { { { { { [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Hoyo 200535 1999 Malawi o o ([ (] ([ ([ ([ o o o 9 Lower
Chalamilla 200636 1999 Tanzania (] [ ) [ ) [ [ [ ) ([ (] (] 7 Moderate
Ahmed 200337 1999 Tanzania [ [ [ (] (] (] (] (] (] (] 10 Lower
Mbizvo 200438 1999 Zimbabwe [ [ [ (] (] (] (] [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Vuylsteke 20033 2000 Cote d'lvoire [ [ [ (] (] [ [ [ 3 Higher
Price 2004140 2000 Malawi o o o o o o o o o o 7 Moderate
Anorlu 200441 2000 Nigeria [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 8 Lower
Bakare 200242 2000 Nigeria [ (] (] (] (] (] [ ) [ ) [ ) 7 Moderate
Moodley 200243 2000 South Africa [ (] (] (] (] [ ) [ ) [ ) 7 Moderate
Nilsen 2007144 2000 Tanzania [ ( ( ] ] ] ] [ [ [ 10 Lower
Riedner 200745 2000 Tanzania [ (] (] ] ] ] [ [ ) [ ) 6 Moderate
Watson-Jones 200046 2000* Tanzania [ (] (] ] ] ] [ [ ) [ ) 3 Higher
Pickering 20057 2000 Uganda [ { { { { { [ [ [ 8 Lower
Mason 200048 2000* Zimbabwe [ (] (] ] ] [ ) [ [ 6 Moderate
Wolday 2004149 2001 Ethiopia o ([ ([ (] (] (] ([ o o o 8 Lower
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Reference Year' Country Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10 Score Rating
Pepin 2004150 2001 Senin, Burkina Faso. ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° Lower
hana, Guinea, Mali
Romoren 2007 2001 Botswana [ (] ( o (] (] () [ [ 4 Higher
Bankole 2001152 2001* Cote d'lvoire [ (] ( o o (] () [ [ 4 Higher
Tadesse 2001153 2001* Ethiopia [ ( ( ® (] (] (] [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Zachariah 200254 2001 Malawi o [ [ [ [ [ [ o o o 7 Moderate
Ly 20065 2001 Senegal [ { { { { [ [ [ 3 Higher
Moodley 200356 2001 South Africa o o o ([ o o o o o 8 Lower
Otuonye 2004157 2002 Nigeria o [ [ [ [ [ o o o 6 Moderate
Namkinga 200558 2002 Tanzania [ (] ( (] (] (] () [ [ 8 Lower
Mwansasu 2002159 2002* Tanzania [ (] (] ( ( ( ( () [ [ 8 Lower
Rassjo 200660 2002 Uganda o o [ [ [ [ o [ [ 4 Higher
Fayemiwo 2011161 2003 Nigeria [ (] (] ( ( ( () [ [ 4 Higher
Msuya 2009162 2003 Tanzania [ [ ( ] ] [ [ [ 5 Moderate
O'Farrell 2008163 2004 South Africa (] [ ) [ ) [ [ [ [ (] (] (] 10 Lower
Weiss 2011164 2004 Central African Republic (] [ ) [ ) [ [ [ [ (] (] (] 9 Lower
Legoff 2007765 2004 ~ CentralAlcan Republie, o ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° 9 Lower
Abauleth 200666 2004 Cote d'lvoire [ (] o ( ( () [ [ 6 Moderate
Mehta 2012167 2004 Kenya [ (] (] ( ( ( ( () [ [ 7 Moderate
Onyekonwu 2011168 2004 Nigeria [ [ [ (] (] (] (] [ [ [ 9 Lower
Suntoke 2009169 2004 Uganda o o o (] (] (] (] o o o 9 Lower
Pepin 2006'7° 2005  Ghana, Guinea, Mali, Togo [ ® ® (] (] (] [ [ ) [ ) 8 Lower
Pepin 20117 2005 Ghana, Guinea, Mali, Togo (] [ ) [ ) [ [ [ ([ (] (] 8 Lower
Phiri 2013172 2005 Malawi o [ [ ([ ([ ([ ([ o o o 10 Lower
Brankin 200973 2005 Uganda [ [ [ (] (] (] [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Zimba 201174 2005 Mozambique (] (] (] (] (] (] (] (] (] (] 9 Lower
Paz-Bailey 20107% 2006 South Africa [ [ [ (] (] (] [ [ [ 7 Moderate
Paz-Bailey 200976 2006 South Africa [ [ [ (] (] (] [ [ [ 7 Moderate
Ojuromi 2007177 2006 Nigeria [ { { { { [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Nwadioha 201278 2007 Nigeria [ (] (] (] [ ) [ ) [ ) 6 Moderate
Nwadioha 201117° 2007 Nigeria [ (] (] (] (] [ ) [ ) [ ) 7 Moderate
Botswana, Kenya,
Bochner 2017180 2007 Rwanda, South Africa, [ (] (] ] ] ] ] [ [ ) [ ) 6 Moderate
Tanzania, Uganda
Brown 20108! 2007 Malawi [ (] (] ] ] ] [ ) [ [ 6 Moderate
Nwadioha 2011182 2007 Nigeria [ { { { { [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Muvunyi 2009183 2007 Rwanda [ ) (] (] (] ( ( ( [ [ ) [ ) 4 Higher
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Reference Year' Country Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10 Score Rating
Moodley 201384 2007 South Africa ] o o [ ) o [ ) ] J  J 7 Moderate
LeRoux 201018% 2008 South Africa [ (] ( (] (] (] o () [ [ 8 Lower
Nwadioha 201036 2008 Nigeria [ (] (] (] () [ [ 6 Moderate
Nwadioha 2010'8” 2008 Nigeria [ (] ( (] () [ [ 5 Moderate
Djohan 2012188 2008 Cote d'lvoire [ (] ( (] o (] () [ [ 5 Moderate
Vandenhoudt 201389 2008 Kenya [ { { { { { [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Vandepitte 201290 2009 Uganda [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 7 Moderate
Vandepitte 201119 2009 Uganda [ L L { { { [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Karou 2012192 2009 Burkina Faso [ { { { { [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Tine 201993 2009 Senegal o [ [ [ [ { ] ] 5 Moderate
Nwadioha 2013194 2009 Nigeria [ (] o ( ( () [ [ 4 Higher
Okunlola 200919% 2009 Nigeria [ (] o ( ( ( () [ [ 6 Moderate
De Jongh 2009196 2009* South Africa [ (] o ( ( ( () [ [ 7 Moderate
Djomand 201697 2010 Kenya [ { { { { { [ [ [ 9 Lower
Singa 2013198 2010 Kenya [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 6 Moderate
De Jongh 20109° 2010* South Africa [ { { { { { [ [ [ 7 Moderate
Makasa 20122% 2010 Zambia [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 10 Lower
Ibrahim 201420 2011 Nigeria [ (] o ( ( ( ( () [ [ 6 Moderate
Ibrahim 2013202 2011 Nigeria [ (] o ( ( ( ( () [ [ 6 Moderate
Konate 2014203 2011 Cote d'lvoire [ [ [ (] (] [ [ [ 4 Higher
Takuva 2014204 2011 Zimbabwe [ [ [ (] (] (] [ [ [ 7 Moderate
Van der Eem 20162% 2012 South Africa [ { { { { { [ [ [ 8 Lower
Mulu 2017206 2013 Ethiopia o ([ ([ (] (] (] o o o 1 Higher
Kerubo 2016297 2013 Kenya [ (] { ] ] ] [ [ [ 4 Higher
Tine 2019208 2013 Senegal [ { { { { [ [ [ 5 Moderate
NICD 2023209 2014 South Africa o o o o o o o o o o 10 Lower
Nkwabong 2015210 2014 Cameroon [ [ [ (] (] [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Fentaw 20202 2014 Ethiopia (] (] (] (] (] (] [ (] 5 Moderate
Dela 201922 2014 Ghana [ [ [ (] (] [ [ [ 4 Higher
Asmah 2018213 2014 Ghana [ ) (] (] (] (] (] [ [ ) [ ) 2 Higher
Rietmeijer 201924 2015 Zimbabwe [ (] (] (] (] (] (] [ ) [ ) [ ) 10 Lower
Chirenje 2018215 2015 Zimbabwe [ (] (] (] (] (] (] [ ) [ ) [ ) 10 Lower
Kilmarx 2018216 2015 Zimbabwe { o o o o o o ] ] [ 9 Lower
Mungati 201827 2015 Zimbabwe [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 10 Lower
Rietmeijer 201828 2015 Zimbabwe [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 10 Lower
Konadu 2019219 2015 Ghana [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Odunvbun 2018220 2015 Nigeria [ { { { { [ o o 2 Higher
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Reference Year' Country Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10 Score Rating
Oyeyipo 201521 2015 Nigeria (] [ [ [ [ [ o o o 5 Moderate
Marcotte 2019222 2015 South Africa [ (] (] o o () [ [ 3 Higher
Nabweyambo 2017223 2015 Uganda [ (] ( (] o (] () [ [ 5 Moderate
Sakala 2016224 2015 Zambia [ ( (] (] (] o () [ [ 4 Higher
Van Liere 2019225 2016 South Africa [ (] (] (] o o () [ [ 5 Moderate
Latif 2018226 2016 Zimbabwe [ L L { { { [ [ [ 6 Moderate
Mehta 20172%" 2017* Kenya [ L L { { { [ [ [ 7 Moderate
Gadoth 2020228 2017 Democract'c‘)’nzip“b"c o o ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° 3 Higher
Chen 2020%2° 2017 Malawi [ (] ( (] (] o () [ [ 6 Moderate
Aduloju 20192%0 2017 Nigeria [ (] o ( ( ( [ [ [ 5 Moderate
Kashibu 201823 2017 Nigeria [ (] o ( ( ( () [ [ 5 Moderate
Verwijs 2019232 2017 Rwanda [ (] (] ( ( ( () [ [ 7 Moderate
Chabata 2023233 2017 Zimbabwe [ [ [ ] ] ] ] [ [ [ 7 Moderate
Nacht 2020234 2018 Kenya [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 3 Higher
Wall 2021235 2018 Rwanda [ { { { { { [ [ [ 7 Moderate
Happel 202026 2018 South Africa [ { { { { { { [ [ [ 7 Moderate
Connolly 2020237 2018 Zambia [ (] (] ( ( ( () [ [ 5 Moderate
Mabaso 2020238 2019 South Africa [ (] o ( ( () [ [ 3 Higher
Melendez 20222%° 2020 Uganda [ (] (] ( ( ( () [ [ 7 Moderate
Zenebe 2021240 2020 Ethiopia (] (] (] (] (] (] (] (] (] 5 Moderate
Ahmed 2022241 2021 Ethiopia [ { { { { [ [ [ 3 Higher

Q1: Was the study specifically designed to estimate the outcome/s of interest? Q2: Were the criteria for inclusion in the sample clearly defined? Q3: Were study participants and their setting
described in sufficient detail to determine representativeness of the target population? Q4: Were study participants recruited in an appropriate way? Q5: Was the participation rate adequate
to minimise selection bias? Q6: Were objective, standard criteria used to define participant symptoms? Q7: Was the sample size sufficient to measure the outcome? Q8: Were the outcomes
measured in a reliable and consistent way? Q9: Were participants tested for multiple pathogens to prevent misclassification of infection outcomes? Q10: Was the reporting of the outcome(s)
unambiguous?

"Midpoint year of data collection. *Publication year used as a proxy for studies that did not report dates or year(s) of data collection.
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Figure S3: Estimated diagnosed proportion per pathogen among symptomatic adults of mixed
or unmeasured HIV-status in sub-Saharan Africa over time, according to risk of bias.

Diagnosed proportion per pathogen among individuals symptomatic with (A) vaginal discharge, (B) urethral discharge, and (C)
genital ulcer. Proportions estimated using generalised linear mixed-effects models for each symptom, by including studies with
all levels of bias, moderate and lower risk of bias, and lower risk of bias only. Lines and shaded areas represent sex-matched
population-weighted mean proportions and 95% confidence intervals. Solid lines and darker shading denote estimates and
confidence intervals within the observed data range (interpolated), while dotted lines and lighter shading indicate estimates and
confidence intervals beyond that time frame (extrapolated). Points represent study observations adjusted for diagnostic test
performance and colour coded according to risk of bias.
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Figure S4: Estimated diagnosed proportion per pathogen among symptomatic adults of mixed
or unmeasured HIV-status in sub-Saharan Africa over time, with and without diagnostic test
performance adjustment.

Diagnosed proportion per pathogen among individuals symptomatic with (A) vaginal discharge, (B) urethral discharge, and (C)
genital ulcer. Proportions estimated using generalised linear mixed-effects models for each symptom, using either observations
as reported or observations adjusted for diagnostic test performance. Lines and shaded areas represent sex-matched
population-weighted mean proportions and 95% confidence intervals. Solid lines and darker shading denote estimates and
confidence intervals within the observed data range (interpolated), while dotted lines and lighter shading indicate estimates and
confidence intervals beyond that time frame (extrapolated). Points represent study observations that are unadjusted or adjusted
for diagnostic test performance.
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Figure S5: Estimated diagnosed proportion per pathogen among symptomatic adults of mixed
or unmeasured HIV-status in sub-Saharan Africa over time, using NAAT with and without
diagnostic test performance adjustment.

Diagnosed proportion per pathogen among individuals symptomatic with (A) vaginal discharge, (B) urethral discharge, and (C)
genital ulcer. Proportions estimated using generalised linear mixed-effects models for each symptom, using observations
attained using nucleic acid amplification testing (NAAT) as reported or adjusted for diagnostic test performance, compared to
observations from all diagnostics adjusted for diagnostic test performance. Lines and shaded areas represent sex-matched
population-weighted mean proportions and 95% confidence intervals. Solid lines and darker shading denote estimates and
confidence intervals within the observed data range (interpolated), while dotted lines and lighter shading indicate estimates and
confidence intervals beyond that time frame (extrapolated). Points represent study observations adjusted for diagnostic test
performance and colour coded according to diagnostic test.
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