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The risk of tuberculosis in children after close exposure: 
an individual-participant systematic review and [A: Correct?] 
meta-analysis
Leonardo Martinez, Olivia Cords, C [A: Full name?] Robert Horsburgh, Jason R Andrews, on behalf of the [A: OK?] Pediatric TB Contact Studies 
Consortium*

Summary
Background Tens of millions of children are exposed to Mycobacterium tuberculosis globally every year; however, there 
are no contemporary estimates of the risk of developing tuberculosis in exposed children. The effectiveness of contact 
investigations and preventive therapy remains poorly understood.

Methods In this systematic review and meta-analysis, we investigated the development of tuberculosis in children 
closely exposed to a tuberculosis case and followed for incident disease. We restricted our search to cohort studies 
published between Jan 1, 1998, and April 6, 2018, in MEDLINE, Web of Science, BIOSIS, and Embase electronic 
databases. Individual-participant data and a pre-specified list of variables were requested from authors of all eligible 
studies. These included characteristics of the exposed child, the index case, and environmental characteristics. To be 
eligible for inclusion in the final analysis, a dataset needed to include: (1) individuals below 19 years of age; (2) follow-
up for tuberculosis for a minimum of 6 months; (3) individuals with household or close exposure to an individual with 
tuberculosis; (4) information on the age and sex of the child; and (4) start and end follow-up dates. Studies assessing 
incident tuberculosis but without dates or time of follow-up were excluded. Our analysis had two primary aims: 
(1) estimating the risk of developing tuberculosis by time-period of follow-up, demographics (age, region), and clinical 
attributes (HIV, tuberculosis infection status, previous tuberculosis); and (2) estimating the effectiveness of preventive 
therapy and BCG vaccination on the risk of developing tuberculosis. We estimated the odds of prevalent tuberculosis 
with mixed-effects logistic models and estimated adjusted hazard ratios (HRs) for incident tuberculosis with mixed-
effects Poisson regression models. The effectiveness of preventive therapy against incident tuberculosis was estimated 
through propensity score matching. The study protocol is registered with PROSPERO (CRD42018087022).

Findings In total, study groups from 46 cohort studies in 34 countries—29 (63%) prospective studies and 17 (37%) 
retrospective—agreed to share their data and were included in the final analysis. 137 647 exposed children were 
evaluated at baseline and 130 512 children were followed for 429 538 child-years, during which 1299 prevalent and 
999 incident tuberculosis cases were diagnosed. [A: OK as edited?] Children not receiving preventive therapy with a 
positive result for tuberculosis infection had significantly higher 2-year cumulative tuberculosis incidence than 
children with a negative result for tuberculosis infection, and this incidence was greatest among children below 
5 years of age (19·0% [95% CI 8·4–37·4]). The effectiveness of preventive therapy was 63% (adjusted HR 0·37 
[95% CI 0·30–0·47]) among all exposed children, and 85% (adjusted HR 0·15 [95% CI 0·11–0·20]) among those with 
a positive result for tuberculosis infection. [A: Would you like to add results of your first primary aim (estimating the 
risk of developing tuberculosis by time-period of follow-up, demographics, and clinical attributes)?] Among all 
children <5 years of age who developed tuberculosis, 83% were diagnosed within 90 days of the baseline visit.

Interpretation The risk of developing tuberculosis among exposed infants and young children is very high. Most cases 
occurred within weeks of contact investigation initiation and might not be preventable through prophylaxis. This 
suggests that alternative strategies for prevention are needed, such as earlier initiation of preventive therapy through 
earlier diagnosis of adult cases, or community-wide screening approaches.

Funding National Institutes of Health.

Copyright © 2020 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

Introduction
[A: Please add page numbers to all mentions of the 
appendix] Tens of millions of children are exposed to 
Mycobacterium tuberculosis every year,1,2 and tuberculosis 
remains a leading infectious cause of global child
hood morbidity and mortality.3–5 Historically, paediatric 

tuberculosis has been largely understudied, and its 
natural history in children remains poorly understood. 
Because of this, there is considerable uncertainty 
regarding the effectiveness of public health strategies 
for detection and prevention of tuberculosis among 
exposed children.
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The majority of evidence concerning the natural history 
of tuberculosis in children relies on studies which took 
place before 1950.6–11 Many changes have occurred in the 
control of tuberculosis and in the health of populations 
more broadly, including the introduction of tuberculosis 
drug chemotherapy, widespread administration of the 
BCG vaccination, substantial decline of the prevalence of 
undernutrition in children, and the HIV epidemic.12–16 A 
reassessment of agespecific risks of tuberculosis and 
identifying risk factors for disease in exposed children is 
necessary to inform clinical and policy decision making. 
Public health interventions targeting exposed children 
are urgently needed but remain poorly measured; 
the population impact of paediatric case finding and 
preventive interventions is currently unknown.

To address these knowledge gaps, we pooled data from 
longitudinal cohort studies conducted over the past 
20 years [A: Please replace with “since 19XX”, to be more 
precise]. We estimated the risk of developing tuberculosis 
in children after close exposure, stratified by age and indi
viduallevel determinants of risk. We also examined how 
disease risk was affected by preventive therapy, BCG 
vaccination, and time since tuberculosis exposure to better 
understand the role of various public health interventions.

Methods
Search strategy and selection criteria
In this systematic review and metaanalysis, we investi
gated the development of tuberculosis in children closely 
exposed to a tuberculosis case. The steps of our search are 
detailed in the appendix (pp XX–XX). Briefly, we searched 
for cohort studies published between Jan 1, 1998, and 
April 6, 2018, in MEDLINE, Web of Science, BIOSIS, 
and Embase electronic databases. Since incident tuber
culosis was our primary study outcome, we restricted 
our search to cohort studies; casecontrol studies and 
outbreak reports were excluded. Search terms included 
“mycobacterium tuberculosis”, “TB”, “tuberculosis”, and 
“contact” (full search can be found in the appendix 
pp XX–XX), and articles were unrestricted by language. 
The 20year timeframe was chosen on the basis of 
expected availability of individualparticipant data. We 
additionally reviewed reference lists of other systematic 
reviews and selected primary or narrative review articles 
of contact investigations.18–21 We included data that were 
unpublished, deposited on data storage repositories, 
conference abstracts, and dissertations if eligible.

Because of the broad nature of our search terms, 
we developed a list of exclusionary words (appendix 

Research in context

Evidence before this study
No contemporary studies have attempted to quantify the risk 
of developing paediatric tuberculosis after close exposure to a 
tuberculosis case or recently acquired tuberculosis infection. 
One narrative review of seven historical studies from before 
1940 synthesised results from these studies, and found that 
approximately 50% of children below the age of 1 year with 
recent infection developed tuberculosis disease [A: OK?]. 
This risk dropped to 10–15% in children 1–2 years of age, 5–6% in 
children 2–5 years of age, 2% in children 5–10 years of age, and 
rose to 10% among children above 10 years of age. We searched 
MEDLINE and Google Scholar for articles published before 
Oct 1, 2019. We used the search terms “child”, “tuberculosis”, 
“transmission”, “household”, “pediatric”, “paediatric”, “contact”, 
and “close”, among others. We also reviewed reference lists, 
bibliographies, and other narrative reviews on incident 
tuberculosis for additional relevant articles. We found several 
contemporary household contact exposure studies that 
included children but none that focused on children or that 
included a large sample size. We did not identify estimates of 
longitudinal risk of tuberculosis in infants and young children 
with close exposure or recent infection. Because of this 
knowledge gap, the effectiveness of contact investigations and 
preventive therapy remains poorly understood.

Added value of this study
In this systematic review and meta-analysis, we used individual-
level data from 46 cohort studies in 34 countries to provide the 
first contemporary estimates of tuberculosis risk in children 

after close exposure. 137 647 exposed children were 
evaluated at baseline and 130 512 children were followed for 
429 538 child-years, during which 1299 prevalent and 
999 incident tuberculosis cases were diagnosed. We found that 
exposed children below the age of 1 year, who were positive for 
tuberculosis infection and did not receive preventive therapy 
had 18% risk of developing disease within 2 years of enrolment. 
In contrast to previous estimates suggesting risk falls to 5% in 
children aged 2–5-years, we found that this age group had a 
2-year cumulative tuberculosis risk of 19%. Additionally, the 
effectiveness of preventive therapy to prevent incident 
tuberculosis was high—85% among children with tuberculosis 
infection. Despite this, the majority of children [A: possible to 
replace with a percentage?] developed tuberculosis within 
weeks of the initial baseline contact investigation visit.

Implications of all the available evidence
Results from this multi-cohort collaboration indicate that 
greater focus should be placed on the first 5 years of life as a 
period of high risk of progression from tuberculosis infection to 
disease. The risk of developing tuberculosis among exposed 
infants and young children was very high, approaching 20% 
2 days after exposure. Despite the effectiveness of preventive 
therapy, most cases occurred within weeks of initiation of the 
contact investigation. Although contact tracing is a high-yield 
means for early case detection, many children are reached too 
late to prevent disease. Earlier diagnosis of adult cases or 
community-wide screening approaches in children might be 
needed to improve prevention of tuberculosis in children.

See Online for appendix

19TL6911



1

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

Articles

www.thelancet.com   Vol 395 3

pp XX–XX) that ruled out articles if present in manu
script titles. To measure the accuracy of this process, 
we implemented the algorithm on a random list of 
100 titles and manually screened them for eligibility 
in the study. Our exclusionary algorithm eliminated 
all articles that were screened out by manual screening 
with 100% specificity. Two reviewers (LM and OC) 
independently reviewed articles in two stages: the first 
stage was evaluation of titles and abstracts, followed by 
fulltext review as the second stage. The two reviewers 
discussed discrepancies and reevaluated articles until 
consensus was reached.

Individualparticipant data and a prespecified list of 
variables were requested from authors of all eligible 
studies. These included characteristics of the exposed 
child, the index case, and environmental characteristics 
(appendix pp XX–XX). To be eligible for inclusion in the 
final analysis, a dataset needed to include: (1) individuals 
below 19 years of age; (2) followup for tuberculosis for 
a minimum of 6 months; (3) individuals with household 
or close exposure to an individual with tuberculosis; 
(4) information on the age and sex of the child; and 
(4) start and end followup dates. Studies assessing 
incident tuberculosis but without dates or time of follow
up were excluded. All data were appropriately de
identified by authors of eligible studies [A: Correct?] 
before sharing, so the project was deemed exempt from 
further review by Stanford University’s institutional 
review board. Two reviewers (LM and OC) independently 
assessed the quality of each study using a modified rubric 
of the NewcastleOttawa scale.21 Each study was judged 
on the basis of a 9point scale using three broad criteria: 
selection of participants (4 points), comparability of 
studies (2 points), and ascertainment of outcome of 
interest (3 points). High study quality was defined as a 
score of 6 or greater, moderate quality as 3 to 6 points, 
and low quality as below 3 points. Discrepancies between 
the two reviewers were resolved by reevaluating the 
study for consensus. To assess potential selection bias, 
we compared characteristics of studies that contributed 
participantlevel data to studies that did not.

Individual-participant data [A: Title OK?]
Tuberculosisexposed children were defined as participants 
below 19 years of age with reported close contact, either 
living in the same household or with substantial inter
action outside the household, to a microbiologically or 
radiologically diagnosed tuberculosis case. Exposure and 
index case diagnoses were defined by the investigators 
leading each cohort, and we used study definitions among 
included studies (appendix pp XX–XX).

Tuberculosis infection was defined as a positive 
QuantiFERONTB Gold InTube test (QFT; IFNγ nil 
≥0·35 IU/mL), TSPOT.TB test (>8 spotforming cells per 
well), or tuberculin skin test (TST; ≥10 mm induration). 
Preventive therapy was assigned to participants according 
to each study’s protocol or local guidelines and practices. 

Figure 1: Study selection
[A: Please check numbers carefully] Excluded full-text articles may have had more than one reason for exclusion, 
but only one reason for exclusion was listed for each excluded manuscript.

9753 screened through exclusionary keyword algorithm

7924 screened by relevancy in title and abstract

1829 excluded

512 full-text articles reviewed in depth and assessed for eligibility

7412 excluded

124 eligible studies

388 excluded
 237 only baseline disease evaluation
 36 editorial, commentary, or review
 30 no disease data
 26 different setting or atypical contact study
 24 no data on children
 19 unable to locate full-text article
 14 follow-up exists but does not include 

disease data
 2 did not respond to queries about eligibility

80 studies with unique eligible study cohorts

45 excluded because study used a repeat dataset

15 605 excluded
 10 431 duplicates

5174 published before 1998

73 records identified by other sources 25 285 records identified by database search

1 did not report incident tuberculosis but 
collected data subsequently

34 study groups did not contribute data
 11 no author response
 8 did not have participant follow-up time
 7 investigator refused
 6 investigator no longer had data access
 2 no data on participants with tuberculosis

46 cohort studies with 461 285 participants contributing
individual-level data

46 cohort studies with 137 647 children included in final analysis
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We included any reported preventive therapy regimen in 
our analysis; a preventive therapy regimen was defined 
as any preventive drug regimen given to children [A: At 
the baseline visit? According to table 2 legend]. Treatment 
adherence was not assessed in most studies. Preventive 
therapy regimens included isoniazid for 6 months or 
9 months, rifampin for 3 months, and rifapentine for 
3 months, among others.

Prevalent and incident tuberculosis were defined on the 
basis of time from baseline enrolment of the participant 
in the contact investigation. Prevalent tuberculosis was 
defined on the basis of a conventional definition19 [A: 
perhaps you could name this definition?] (appendix 
pp XX–XX), as any diagnosis of tuberculosis at the initial 
visit or within 90 days of baseline evaluation. Incident 
tuberculosis was defined as a new tuberculosis case 
diagnosed more than 90 days after the initial evaluation. 
To define a tuberculosis case, we used the classification 
provided by each study. [A: OK as edited?] Definitions for 
tuberculosis diagnosis, diagnostic tests, and algorithms 
used for diagnosis at baseline and followup in each study 
are listed in the appendix (pp XX–XX).

This study follows PRISMAIPD guidelines for indi
vidualparticipant data reporting (appendix pp XX–XX).17 
[A: OK as edited?] The study protocol is registered with 
PROSPERO (CRD42018087022) and includes a 
prespecified analytical plan.

Data analysis
We pooled individualparticipant data from all included 
cohorts. Our primary study outcomes were prevalent and 
incident tuberculosis. We calculated followup time from 
the first baseline visit to development of tuberculosis, loss 
to followup, death, or study completion. Heterogeneity 
was assessed using the I² statistic.

Our analysis had two primary aims: (1) estimating the 
risk of developing tuberculosis by timeperiod of follow
up, demographics (age, region), and clinical attributes 
(HIV, tuberculosis infection status, previous tuberculosis); 
and (2) estimating the effectiveness of preventive the
rapy and BCG vaccination on the risk of developing 
tuberculosis.

To estimate the 2year cumulative incidence of 
tuberculosis, we included only prospective studies to 
avoid potential biases associated with case ascertainment 
from retrospective studies. Only children not given 
preventive therapy were included in this analysis. The 
cumulative incidence included both prevalent and 
incident tuberculosis in the first 2 years of followup in 
these studies. We stratified these results by age and 
baseline results of TST or interferonγ release assay 
(IGRA).

The analysis of tuberculosis risk factors was done using 
separate outcomes measures: prevalent tuberculosis, 
incident tuberculosis, and cumulative incidence outcome 
(ie, including both prevalence and incidence together). 
For the prevalent and cumulative incidence outcomes, 

Studies (n=46)

Prospective study design 28 (61%)

WHO high-burden country* 18 (39%)

Country-level tuberculosis incidence (per 100 000 people)†

<50 16 (36%)

50–100 9 (19%)

>100–200 9 (19%)

>200 12 (23%)

WHO region

African 9 (20%)

Americas 16 (33%)

Eastern Mediterranean 1 (2%)

European 7 (15%)

South-East Asia 4 (9%)

Western Pacific 9 (20%)

Income group‡

High 14 (30%)

Upper-middle 18 (39%)

Lower-middle 8 (17%)

Low 6 (13%)

HIV status of child reported 23 (49%)

Study quality assessment§

High 33 (72%)

Moderate 11 (24%)

Low 2 (4%)

Mean duration of study follow-up (years)

<2 24 (56%)

2–4 13 (28%)

5–7 3 (11%)

>7 3 (7%)

Cohort size

<1000 20 (43%)

1000–5000 14 (30%)

>5000 12 (26%)

Exposed to drug-resistant index cases

Only drug-resistant index cases 3 (6%)

Both drug-resistant and drug-susceptible index 
cases

12 (26%)

Only drug-susceptible index cases 2 (4%)

Preventive therapy included¶ 32 (70%)

QuantiFERON or tuberculin skin testing 38 (78%)

Total person-years 429 538

Total individuals evaluated for prevalence 137 647

Total individuals evaluated for incidence 130 512

Age (years)

Median (IQR) 10·5 (5·7–15·2)

Mean (SD) 10·3 (5·4)

Data are n or n (%) unless otherwise specified. *Studies were designated as being 
located in a high-burden country as classified by WHO. †Country-level 
tuberculosis incidence data were collected from WHO databases for each study. 
‡Studies were grouped into WHO global regions and World Bank country-level 
economies (high-income, upper-middle-income, lower-middle-income, and 
low-income) as of October, 2018. §By use of a modified rubric of the Newcastle-
Ottawa scale. [A: Addition OK?] ¶This refers to preventive therapy that was given 
to some participants and includes any type of preventive therapy regimen.

Table 1: Demographic characteristics of included cohort studies
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we used mixedeffects logistic regression analyses. For 
the incident tuberculosis outcome, we used mixedeffects 
Poisson and parametric survivaltime models. In incident 
regression models, variables were modelled with time 
fixed effects. For this analysis, prospective and retro
spective cohort studies were used (both separately and 
pooled; stratified analysis in the appendix pp XX–XX). 
Each statistical model accounted for clustering at the 
study level and was adjusted for the variable of interest, 
baseline child age and sex, and whether data was collected 
prospectively or retrospectively.

We estimated tuberculosis prevalence using a mixed
effects logistic regression and tuberculosis incidence 
through mixedeffects Poisson regression models, with 
studylevel random effects for all analyses. Tuberculosis 
incidence was stratified by days following study enrolment 
(91–365, 366–730, and >730 days). To assess the effect of 
demographic and clinical factors on tuberculosis risk, we 
used mixedeffects Poisson and parametric survivaltime 
models with a Weibull distribution. The likelihood ratio 
test was used to derive p values. Because of the large 
sample size of one study relative to the other included 
cohort studies, we reanalysed our risk factor analysis 
without this study to assess the effect of this study on our 
results.

When evaluating the protective effect of preventive 
therapy, we did a propensity score analysis, with matching 
based on individuallevel covariates of age, sex, and study 
design (appendix pp XX–XX). We then matched children 
who began preventive therapy with children who did not 
using a nearestneighbor matching algorithm. In this 
matched cohort, we repeated our parametric survival
time models to estimate covariateadjusted risk of 
prevalent and incident tuberculosis between groups 
when examining the protective effectiveness of preventive 
therapy. We repeated this analysis for children with and 

without tuberculosis infection. We evaluated several 
alternative propensity scores using additional variables. 
See appendix (pp XX–XX) for additional details of the 
analytical methodologies used.

We did several sensitivity analyses of different 
thresholds for prevalent and incident tuberculosis. We 
compared prevalence using the primary analysis cutoff 
of 90 days from the baseline investigation to other cutoffs 
including 0, 30, and 60 days.

Figure 2: Risk of tuberculosis over time among exposed children not 
receiving preventive therapy
Only children from prospective studies who did not receive preventive 
chemotherapy were included in this analysis. [A: OK as edited?] Shown are 
tuberculosis prevalence within 90 days of enrolment (left y-axis) and 
subsequent tuberculosis incidence over various intervals (right y-axis), stratified 
by baseline TST or IGRA status. The bars represent 95% CIs of each mean 
estimate. Bars might not be visible for some estimates at more than 730 days 
since study enrolment because the CIs are narrow. The dotted vertical line 
represents 90 days. TST=tuberculin skin test. IGRA=interferon-γ release assay.
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[A: OK to label the x-axis as “Time since study enrolment (days)”?] (A) All 
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chemotherapy were included in this analysis. [A: OK as edited?] All children 
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90 days. TST=tuberculin skin test. IGRA=interferon-γ release assay.
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Role of the funding source
The funders of the study had no role in study design, 
data collection, data analysis, data interpretation, or 
writing of the report. The corresponding author had 
access to all the data in the study and had final 
responsibility for the decision to submit for publication.

Results
[A: We reserve the use of “significant” to statistical 
significance. Please check your Results with this in 
mind] From our multidatabase search, we found 
14 927 original titles and reviewed 7924 abstracts and 
titles published after Jan 1, 1998 (figure 1; [A: We have 
added the study selection figure to the Article. OK to cite 
it here?] appendix pp XX–XX). After title, abstract, and 
fulltext review, 80 study groups were contacted for 
individualparticipant data. In total, study groups from 
53 cohorts in 46 studies—29 (63%) prospective studies 
and 17 (37%) retrospective—agreed to share their data 
and were included in the final analysis (table 1; appendix 
pp XX–XX). Studies were from geographically diverse 
settings in 34 countries, and the majority rated as high 
or moderate quality (table 1). Microbiological testing was 

used to diagnose tuberculosis in child contacts in 
32 (70%) studies. Among studies with household 
clustering data, we found that the median number of 
children per household included in the study was two 
(IQR 1–4). Characteristics of studies that contributed 
participantlevel data were generally similar to those that 
were not included (appendix pp XX–XX).

Of 137 647 children evaluated at baseline, 1299 (1%) were 
diagnosed with prevalent tuberculosis. For the cohort 
analysis, 130 512 children were followed for 429 538 child
years [A: is there a difference between “child-years”, used 
here, and “person years”, used below? If not, could you 
use one term for consistency?], including 395 531 years 
after the 90day initial evaluation window, leading to 
999 incident tuberculosis cases. Baseline TST or IGRA 
results were available for 117 712 children, among whom 
34 692 (randomeffects prevalence estimate 34·7% [95% CI 
29·6–40·1]) had positive tests, with prevalence increasing 
with age (appendix pp XX–XX).

We calculated the risk of prevalent tuberculosis (cases 
diagnosed within 90 days of enrolment) and incident 
tuberculosis, among individuals not receiving preventive 
therapy, over 2 years of followup (figure 2). The risk of 
tuberculosis over followup was highest within 90 days 
of enrolment (2·9% [95% CI 1·7–4·9]). Prevalence of 
tuberculosis was much higher among children with 
baseline positive TST or IGRA results (6·5% vs 0·8% 
among children with a negative TST or IGRA results at 
baseline). Incident tuberculosis consistently decreased 
over time (2·1, 0·7, and 0·3 cases per 100 personyears 
during followup days 91–365, 365–730, and >730). Among 
children with a baseline positive TST or IGRA result, 
incidence per 100 personyears was 3·9 at 91–365 days, 
1·2 at 366–730 days, and 1·1 at >730 days from baseline. 
Among children with a baseline negative TST or IGRA 
result, incidence over these same intervals was 1·1, 0·5, 
and <0·1 cases per 100 personyears (figure 3).

Among all children who developed tuberculosis, 
XX (61%) of XX were diagnosed in the first 90 days of 
screening (figure 3A). This number increased to XX (82%) 
among children with a baseline positive TST or IGRA 
result. Among XX children below 5 years of age who 
developed tuberculosis, XX (83%) were diagnosed within 
90 days; among these young children with a positive TST 
or IGRA result, XX (96%) were diagnosed within 90 days 
(figure 3B). The proportion of children who developed 
tuberculosis in the first 90 days of screening was much 
higher for children below 5 years of age compared with 
children 5–18 years of age (figure 3B, 3C). [A: Please add 
numbers alongside percentages]

The 2year cumulative risk of developing tuberculosis 
among children not receiving preventive therapy varied 
substantially by age and infection status. Among all 
children not on preventive therapy, the 2year cumulative 
risk was Ushaped by age (figure 4C), ranging from 7·6% 
in children below 5 years of age to 5·2% in children 
5–9 years of age (p=0·0027 compared with children 

Figure 4: 2-year cumulative incidence of tuberculosis among children not receiving preventive therapy, and 
with positive baseline TST or IGRA results (A), with negative baseline TST or IGRA results (B), and all children, 
including those not tested for tuberculosis infection (C) [A: Correct?]
The 2-year cumulative incidence of tuberculosis includes prevalent and incident tuberculosis in the first 2 years of 
follow-up from prospective cohort studies, stratified by age and baseline results of TST or interferon gamma 
release assay. Bars represent mean estimates and lines represent 95% CIs. Risk of tuberculosis for one-age year bins 
can be seen in the appendix (pp XX–XX). In panel A, the 2-year cumulative incidence of tuberculosis for children 
with positive baseline TST or IGRA results was consistent within each age group bin; for example the 2-year 
cumulative incidence of tuberculosis was 19% (range 17–21) for children below 5 years of age. Additionally, 
the 2-year cumulative incidence of tuberculosis for children with positive baseline TST or IGRA results below 5 years 
of age was significantly higher compared with children aged 5–9 years (p<0·0001), 10–14 years (p<0·0001), 
and 15–18 years (p=0·0006). In panel B, the 2-year cumulative risk among children with negative baseline TST or 
IGRA results below 5 years of age was significantly higher compared with children aged 5–9 years, (p=0·0189), 
but not compared with children aged 10–14 years (p=0·1576) or children with positive baseline TST or IGRA results 
who were 15–18 years of age (p=0·8335). In panel C, the cumulative risk among children with positive baseline TST 
or IGRA results [A: Meaning unclear, panel C was cumulative risk in all children, including those not tested for 
tuberculosis infection, correct?] below 5 years of age was higher compared with children aged 5–9 years 
(p=0·0027) and 10–14 years (p=0·0145), but not compared with children aged 15–18 years old with positive 
baseline TST or IGRA results (p=0·3491). [A: Please move highlighted text to the Results] TST=tuberculin skin 
test. IGRA=interferon-γ release assay.
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<5 years of age) and 5·6% in children 10–14 years of age 
(p=0·0145 compared with children <5 years of age), 
followed by a subsequent increase in risk to 6·7% among 
children above 15 years of age (p=0·3491 compared with 
children <5 years of age). Children with negative baseline 
TST or IGRA results had a similar Ushaped curve, 
but slightly lower rates [A: cumulative risks?] (figure 4B). 
Children with positive baseline TST or IGRA results had 
significantly higher 2year cumulative tuberculosis inci
dence (figure 4A) than children with negative baseline 
TST or IGRA results, greatest among children below 
5 years of age (19·0% [95% CI 8·4–37·4]; appendix 
pp XX–XX). The cumulative risk among children below 
5 years of age with positive baseline TST or IGRA results 
was significantly [A: OK?] higher than in children 
5–9 years of age (p<0·0001), 10–14 year of age (p<0·0001), 
and 15–18 years of age (p=0·0006) who had positive 
baseline TST or IGRA results. Among children below 
5 years of age with positive baseline TST or IGRA results, 
the 2year cumulative tuberculosis incidence was 
relatively consistent in 1year age bins ranging from 
16% to 22%.

Children living with HIV had a higher risk of prevalent 
(adjusted odds ratio [OR] 2·80 [95% CI 1·62–4·85]) and 
incident (adjusted hazard ratio [HR] 5·31 [95% CI 
2·39–11·81]) disease (table 2). Children with a previous 
tuberculosis episode were more likely to be diagnosed with 
tuberculosis at baseline (adjusted OR 6·58 [4·40–9·84]) 
and during followup (adjusted HR 3·20 [2·22–4·51]). 
There was substantial betweenstudy heterogeneity in 
prevalent and incident tuberculosis, with differences by 
study design and region (figure 5).

Prevalent and incident tuberculosis rates changed 
substantially based on the cutoff threshold used (appendix 
pp XX–XX). Among all children, for cutoff thresholds from 
baseline of 0, 30, and 60 days, prevalence of tuberculosis 
was 0·4% (95% CI 0·2–1·2%), 1·2% (0·4–3·5%), and 
1·7% (0·7–4·3; appendix pp XX–XX). Among children 
with positive TST or IGRA results, prevalence of tuber
culosis was 0·9% (0·2–3·7%), 3·8% (1·6–9·1%), and 
4·6% (1·8–10·8; appendix pp XX–XX) for cutoff thresholds 
from baseline of 0, 30, and 60 days.

Children who received preventive therapy were at 
substantially lower risk of developing tuberculosis com
pared with those who did not, and this effect was modified 
by infection status. The effectiveness of preventive therapy 
was 63% (adjusted HR 0·37 [95% CI 0·30–0·47]) among 
all exposed children. The effectiveness was greater in 
children with baseline infection (adjusted HR 0·09 
[0·05–0·15]), and had a nonsignificant relation in 
children without baseline infection (adjusted HR 0·66 
[0·40–1·10]). This analysis was reasonably robust to 
alter native statistical models without use of propensity 
score matching and alternative propensity scores 
(appendix pp XX–XX). Additionally, the effect of preventive 
therapy for incident tuberculosis was present in contacts 
of drugsusceptible (adjusted HR 0·33 [0·20–0·54]) and 

drugresistant (adjusted HR 0·44 [0·21–0·93]) tuberculosis 
index cases (pinteraction=0·454).

In children below 5 years of age, BCG vaccination was 
protective against all forms of tuberculosis (adjusted 
OR 0·64 [95% CI 0·50–0·84]). However, among children 
aged five years or above, those receiving a BCG vacci
nation had similar risk of tuberculosis compared with 
those who did not (table 2).

There was betweenstudy heterogeneity in prevalent 
and incident tuberculosis. Prevalent tuberculosis ranged 
from 0–15% (figure 5A). The rate of incident tuberculosis 
per 100 personyears ranged from 0–3·3% (figure 5B). 
Much of the heterogeneity for both prevalent and 
incident tuberculosis was due to the global region the 

Coprevalent [A1] 
tuberculosis adjusted 
OR (95% CI)

Incident tuberculosis 
adjusted HR (95% CI)

All tuberculosis* 
adjusted OR 
(95% CI)

Male sex 1·05 (0·96–1·13) 0·99 (0·88–1·13) 1·03 (0·94–1·12)

Tuberculosis infection†

TST induration ≥10 mm 18·30 (14·87–22·52) 3·34 (2·86–3·89) 7·05 (6·27–7·94)

QuantiFERON Gold In-Tube Test 
≥0·35 IU/mL

21·90 (8·41–57·06) 6·47 (2·21–18·90) 14·26 (6·94–29·28)

ELISpot >8 spot-forming cells‡ 7·77 (1·69–35·63) 1·91 (0·64–5·70) 3·06 (6·94–29·28)

HIV infection 2·80 (1·62–4·85) 5·31 (2·39–11·81) 3·55 (2·20–5·74)

Previous tuberculosis event 6·58 (4·40–9·84) 3·20 (2·22–4·51) 5·30 (3·99–7·06)

Preventive drug therapy regimen§

All children ·· 0·37 (0·30–0·47) ··

TST-positive or IGRA-positive ·· 0·15 (0·11–0·20) ··

TST-positive or IGRA-positive, 
propensity score matched¶

·· 0·09 (0·05–0·15) ··

TST-negative or IGRA-negative ·· 0·65 (0·40–1·06) ··

TST-negative or IGRA-negative, 
propensity score matched¶

·· 0·66 (0·40–1·10) ··

BCG vaccination

5–18 years of age 0·96 (0·70–1·31) 0·91 (0·70–1·18) 0·90 (0·73–1·10)

<5 years of age 0·62 (0·45–0·85) 0·71 (0·46–1·08) 0·64 (0·50–0·84)

Prospective (vs retrospective) 
data collection

3·00 (1·45–6·21) 3·42 (1·83–6·42) 2·38 (1·38–4·13)

[A1: OK to reword to prevalent? You have not defined coprevalent anywhere else] Both prospective and 
retrospective studies are included in this analysis. The analysis was repeated with stratification of the prospective or 
retrospective nature of the data collection (appendix pp XX–XX). Each row represents a distinct statistical model. 
Each statistical model is adjusted for the variable of interest, baseline child age and sex, whether data was collected 
prospectively or retrospectively, and the study. The referent group for each row (including rows of sub-characteristics) 
is the opposing value of the listed characteristic. For example, for HIV infection the reference group is children living 
without HIV. OR=odds ratio. HR=hazard ratio. TST=tuberculin skin test. IGRA=interferon-γ release assay. Prevalent 
tuberculosis was defined as any diagnosed disease before 90 days from the baseline evaluation. Incident tuberculosis 
was defined as diagnosed tuberculosis at or after 90 days from the initial contact investigation visit. In this case, 
contacts with prevalent tuberculosis were not given or protected by preventive therapy. *Includes both prevalent and 
incident tuberculosis as one outcome. †All tests for tuberculosis infection (TST, QuantiFERON Gold In-Tube test, 
and ELISpot [A: T-SPOT.TB in the main text?] tests) were administered at baseline. TSTs or IGRAs may have been used 
in the case definition for tuberculosis, potentially leading to diagnostic bias. ORs for tests of tuberculosis infection may 
be understood as diagnostic ORs [A: Should they all be understood as diagnostic ORs?]. ‡Administration of 
preventive therapy, including any type of preventive therapy regimen. [A: Unclear how this is related to the ELISpot 
diagnostic tests, please check] §A preventive drug therapy regimen was defined as any preventive drug regimen 
given to children at the baseline visit. Preventive therapy was administered to children at the discretion of each study 
site and we accepted each study’s decision to administer preventive therapy. Completion of preventive therapy was not 
reported for almost all studies. [A: Please move this text to the Methods] ¶Propensity score matching is based on 
the age and sex of the contact and whether the study design is prospective or retrospective.

Table 2: Risk factors for tuberculosis among 137 647 children below 19 years of age
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Figure 5: Study-specific 
prevalent (A) and 

incident (B) tuberculosis in all 
children, stratified by study 

design and region
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study took place in, and the prospective or retrospective 
nature of data collection (Figure 4A, 5B).

Compared with studies in the WHO African region, 
studies showed substantially lower rates of prevalent 
tuberculosis in the Americas region (adjusted OR 0·48 
[95% CI 0·21–1·12]) and the Western Pacific region 
(adjusted OR 0·10 [0·04–0·23]). Incident tuberculosis 
was also lower in the Western Pacific region versus the 
African region (adjusted HR 0·16 [95% CI 0·07–0·35]). 
Prospective studies identified more prevalent (adjusted 
OR 3·26 [1·49–7·12]) and incident tuberculosis (adjusted 
HR 3·12 [1·65–5·90]; table 2).

The region and design of studies were correlated; all 
studies from the African region were prospective and all 
but one study in the Western Pacific region22 were 
retrospective. Therefore, we were unable to establish 
whether betweenstudy heterogeneity was due to regional 
epidemiological differences, prospective or retrospective 
study design, or a combination of both.

Discussion
In this systematic review and metaanalysis we used 
individuallevel data from 137 647 exposed children, 
130 512 of which were followed for 429 538 childyears [A: 
OK?], and found that the 2year cumulative risk of 
tuberculosis in children is very high, approaching 20% in 
children positive for tuberculosis infection who are below 
5 years of age. The effectiveness of preventive therapy 
was 63% among all children, and 91% among those with 
positive TST or IGRA results. However, we also found 
that nearly twothirds [A: Please change to a percentage, 
to match the rest] of all paediatric tuberculosis cases and 
more than 80% of cases among young children [A: Please 
could you define young children?] were diagnosed within 
90 days of initiation of contact investigation, suggesting 
a large proportion of cases might not be avoided 
by preventive therapy. As over 15 million children are 
exposed to tuberculosis globally every year,1–2 our 
estimates indicate that many exposed children, especially 
those with recent infection, are at substantial risk of 
developing tuberculosis and must be prioritised by 
development of new prevention and early case finding 
strategies.

The results of this study provide the first contemporary 
estimates of tuberculosis risk in children after close 
exposure. Historical studies on children performed prior 
to 1950 were recently synthesised.6,7 These historical 
studies suggested that the risk of tuberculosis after 
recent infection was between 30–50% in early infancy.8–11 
We found that exposed children below the age of 1 year 
who had positive TST or IGRA results and did not receive 
preventive therapy had an 18% risk of developing disease 
within 2 years of enrolment. In contrast to previous 
estimates suggesting risk falls to 5% in children 2–5 years 
of age,6,7 we found that this age group had a 2year 
cumulative tuberculosis risk of 19%. Additionally, 
although our results indicate that young children have 

the highest risk of developing tuberculosis, adolescents 
also face an increasing risk following childhood [A: by 
adolescents, do you mean people aged 19-24 here? Please 
specify].23,24

We believe these findings have several important 
clinical and public health implications. First, we found 
marked protection of preventive therapy against incident 
tuberculosis. Protection was greatest among children 
with a positive TST or IGRA results, but there was 
a relation among all children. Among children with 
negative TST or IGRA results there was a 44% protective 
effect, however this association was not significant 
(95% CI –10 to 60%) [A: Please indicate where these data 
can be found]. A metaanalysis of seven trials including 
10 320 children (8537 recruited before 1975) found that 
efficacy of preventive therapy was 59% among children 
over 4 months of age,25 comparable with our overall 
estimate of 63%, but this metaanalysis did not include 
[A: Correct?] analyses stratified by infection status. 
Second, we found that 61% of all tuberculosis cases 
in children were diagnosed within 90 days of initial 
screening, and thus are not targetable by preventive 
therapy. This proportion increased to 82% in children 
with tuberculosis infection and to 83% in children below 
5 years of age, suggesting the importance of early case
finding. Although preventive therapy and contact tracing 
are effective and have value in averting disease among 
children,3 most children are reached too late to prevent 
disease. Although costeffectiveness analyses and imple
mentation barriers should be assessed, earlier diagnosis 
of adult cases or communitywide screening approaches 
in children might be needed toimprove prevention of 
tuberculosis in children.26 Third, we provide robust 
estimates of tuberculosis risk in children living with HIV 
infection or with a previous tuberculosis diagnosis. 
These children should be prioritised for preventive 
interventions and monitoring for development of 
disease. Fourth, there has been concern that IGRAs may 
perform poorly in young children; however, recent 
studies have found good performance in infants below 
2 years of age.27,28 Our study confirms these results in all 
children, finding that a child below 19 years of age with a 
positive IGRA test has 6–7 times higher risk of incident 
tuberculosis than a child with a negative IGRA test.

The results of our analyses should be understood 
within the context of the limitations of observational data 
from multiple cohorts included in this study. First, there 
was heterogeneity in the definition of close exposure and 
tuberculosis diagnosis across studies. Diagnosis of 
tuberculosis in children is inherently challenging,3,27,29 as 
available diagnostics lack sensitivity, particularly among 
young children. As a result, experts typically recommend 
using composite definitions for diagnosis.29 Most studies 
included in this analysis used composite definitions that 
included microbiological testing as part of the diagnostic 
criteria. Because of poor ascertainment of paediatric 
tuberculosis during passive case finding, we limited our 
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analysis of tuberculosis incidence to prospective cohort 
studies. When assessing the effectiveness of preventive 
therapy, confounding by indication could occur if therapy 
was given to the children at higher or lower tuberculosis 
risk. We used propensity score matching to account 
for covariates predicting receipt of preventive therapy. 
However, residual confounding is possible and could 
bias these efficacy estimates in either direction. We also 
did not have dates of preventive therapy initiation. Addi
tionally, TST or IGRAs may be used in the case definition 
for tuberculosis, potentially leading to diagnostic bias. 
These factors might partially explain the high proportion 
of tuberculosis cases diagnosed within 90 days. We 
defined prevalent tuberculosis as cases diagnosed within 
90 days of enrolment, to account for diagnostic delays 
inherent in establishing a tuberculosis diagnosis in 
children; we examined multiple other thresholds (0, 30, 
and 60 days) in sensitivity analyses and found an 
increased prevalence between 0 and 90 days of age which 
might reflect rapid development of incident cases.

In summary, our study represents a combined analysis 
of data from 46 cohort studies in 34 countries, representing 
diverse sociodemographic and epidemiological settings. 
The results identify key age and riskfactor specific groups 
of children that can be prioritised by tuberculosis control 
programmes, and find that although preventive therapy 
is highly effective for the individual child, this strategy can 
only be targeted to a minority of children and must 
be used as a supplementary intervention with intensified 
casefinding efforts to address the global burden of 
paediatric tuberculosis.
Contributors
All authors contributed to the acquisition of the work. Sanjay Basu, 
Nathan C Lo, Ted Cohen, Mark Hatherill, Heather J Zar (Pediatric TB 
Contact Studies Consortium) and CRH were members of the advisory 
committee. LM, OC, CRH, and JRA were members of the primary analysis 
and writing group. LM and OC did the systematic search, screened and 
identified studies, and made final decisions regarding study inclusion. 
LM, OC, JRA, and Sanjay Basu (Pediatric TB Contact Studies Consortium) 
designed the analyses. LM received and checked data, conducted analyses, 
and had full access to all materials and results. JRA conducted analyses 
and created figures. OC conducted analyses and helped create tables and 
figures. LM, OC, and JRA wrote the first draft of the report. All writing 
committee members [A: Please specify who these members are. Do you 
mean the primary analysis and writing group?] helped revise the drafted 
version before and after circulation to collaborators. All authors read and 
edited the drafted manuscript for important intellectual content and 
assisted in data interpretation. All authors approved the final version of the 
manuscript. [A: Do all authors include all members of the Pediatric TB 
Contact Studies Consortium?]

Pediatric TB Contact Studies Consortium authors
Orvalho Augusto, Carlos AcunaVillaorduna, Shama Desai Ahuja, 
Neus Altet, Davit Baliashvili, Sanjay Basu, Mercedes Becerra, 
Maryline Bonnet, W Henry Boom, Martien Borgdorff, Fadila Boulahbal, 
Anna Cristina C Carvalho, Joan A Cayla, Tsira Chakhaia, Ted Cohen, 
PeiChun Chan, Julio Croda, Sumona Datta, Helena del Corral, 
Justin T Denholm, Reynaldo Dietze, Claudia C Dobler, Simon Donkor, 
Uzochukwu Egere, Jerrold J Ellner, Marcos Espinal, Carlton A Evans, 
ChiTai Fang, Katherine Fielding, Greg J Fox, Luis F García, 
Alberto L GarcíaBasteiro, Steffen Geis, Stephen M Graham, 
Louis Grandjean, Djohar Hannoun, Mark Hatherill, Anja M Hauri, 
Anneke C Hesseling, Philip C Hill, LiMin Huang, Helena Huerga, 
Rabia Hussain, Leah Jarlsberg, Edward C JonesLópez, Seiya Kato, 

Midori KatoMaeda, Beate Kampmann, H Lester Kirchner, 
Afrânio Kritski, Christoph Lange, MengRui Lee, LiNa Lee, 
ChihHsin Lee, Antonio Carlos Lemos, Christian Lienhardt, 
DuLin Ling, Qiao Liu, Nathan C Lo, Richard Long, Elisa LopezVarela, 
Peng Lu, Matthew Magee, LaShaunda L Malone, Anna M Mandalakas, 
Neil A Martinson, Rufaida Mazahir, Megan B Murray, 
Eduardo Martins Netto, Larissa Otero, Julie Parsonnet, Arthur Reingold, 
H Simon Schaaf, James A Seddon, Surendra Sharma, Jitendra Singh, 
Sarman Singh, Rosa Sloot, Giovanni Sotgiu, Catherine M Stein, 
Najeeha Talat Iqbal, Rina Triasih, Lisa Trieu, 
Maarten F Schim van der Loeff, Patrick Van der Stuyft, 
Cari van Schalkwyk, Richa Vashishtha, Lilly Verhagen, Julian A Villalba, 
JannYuan Wang, Christopher C Whalen, Takashi Yoshiyama, 
Heather J Zar, JeanPierre Zellweger, Limei Zhu.

Pediatric TB Contact Studies Consortium institutional affiliations
[Prod: Authors are supplying a formatted version but please keep this 
text here as a placeholder] Leonardo Martinez, Ph.D., Olivia Cords, M.S., 
Nathan C. Lo, M.D., Jason R. Andrews, M.D. – Stanford University, 
School of Medicine, Division of Infectious Diseases and Geographic 
Medicine, Stanford, California, United States. Sanjay Basu, M.D. – 
Center for Primary Care, Harvard University. Nathan C. Lo, M.D. – 
Stanford University School of Medicine, Division of Epidemiology, 
Stanford, CA, USA. Eduardo Martins Netto, M.D. – Universidade 
Federal da Bahia. Arthur Reingold, M.D. – University of California, 
Berkeley, Berkeley, CA. Marcos Espinal – Director, Pan American Health 
Organization, Communicable Diseases and Health Analysis. 
Anna Mandalakas, M.D. – The Global TB Program, Texas Children’s 
Hospital and the Department of Pediatrics, Baylor College of Medicine, 
Houston, Texas, USA. Anna Cristina C. Carvalho – Laboratory of 
Innovations in Therapies, Education and Bioproducts (LITEB), 
Oswaldo Cruz Institute (IOC), FioCruz, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. 
Afrânio L. Kritski, Ph.D., – Tuberculosis Academic ProgramMedical 
SchoolFederal University of Rio de Janeiro, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. 
Heather J. Zar, M.D. – Department of Paediatrics and Child Health, 
Red Cross War Memorial Children’s Hospital and Medical Research 
Council Unit on Child and Adolescent Health. Mark Hatherill, M.D. – 
South African Tuberculosis Vaccine Initiative, Institute of Infectious 
Disease & Molecular Medicine and Division of Immunology, 
Department of Pathology, University of Cape Town, Cape Town, 
South Africa. Ted Cohen, M.D. – Department of Epidemiology of 
Microbial Diseases, Yale School of Public Health, New Haven, 
Connecticut, United States of America. C. Robert Horsburgh, M.D. – 
Department of Medicine, Boston University School of Medicine, Boston, 
USA; Department of Epidemiology, Biostatistics and Global Health, 
Boston University School of Public Health, Boston, United States. 
Alberto L. GarcíaBasteiro, M.D. – Manhiça Health Research Centre 
(CISM), Maputo, Mozambique; ISGlobal, Barcelona Centre for 
International Health Research (CRESIB), Hospital Clínic  Universitat de 
Barcelona, Barcelona, Spain. Luis Garcia, M.D. – Grupo de Inmunología 
Celular e Inmunogenética, Facultad de Medicina, Sede de Investigación 
Universitaria, Universidad de Antioquia, Medellín, Colombia. 
Julio Croda, M.D. – Faculty of Health Sciences, Federal University of 
Grande Dourados, Brazil. Rufaida Mazahir, M.D. – Department of 
Pediatrics, Jawaharlal Nehru Medical College Aligarh, India. 
Justin T. Denholm, M.D. – Victorian Tuberculosis Program, Melbourne 
Health, Melbourne, Victoria, Australia; Department of Microbiology and 
Immunology, University of Melbourne, Parkville, Victoria, Australia. 
Edward C. JonesLópez, M.D. – Section of Infectious Diseases, 
Department of Medicine, Boston Medical Center and Boston University 
School of Medicine, Boston, Massachusetts, United States of America. 
Reynaldo Dietze, M.D. – Núcleo de Doenças Infecciosas, Universidade 
Federal do Espírito Santo, Vitória, Brazil, Global Health & Tropical 
Medicine, Instituto de Higiene e Medicina Tropical, Universidade Nova 
de Lisboa, Lisbon, Portugal. Professor LiNa Lee, M.D. – Department of 
Laboratory Medicine, Catholic FuJen University College of Medicine 
and Hospital, New Taipei City, Taiwan. Dr. ChihHsin Lee, M.D. – 
Division of Pulmonary Medicine, Department of Internal Medicine, 
Wanfang Hospital, Taipei Medical University, Taipei, Taiwan; Division of 
Pulmonary Medicine, Department of Internal Medicine, School of 
Medicine, College of Medicine, Taipei Medical University, Taipei, 
Taiwan. Dr. JannYuan Wang, M.D. – Department of Internal Medicine, 

19TL6911



1

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

Articles

www.thelancet.com   Vol 395 11

National Taiwan University Hospital, Taipei, Taiwan. Julie Parsonnet, 
M.D. – Stanford University, School of Medicine, Division of Infectious 
Diseases and Geographic Medicine, Stanford, California, United States. 
Neus Altet – Unidad de Tuberculosis, Vall d’HebronDrassanes, Hospital 
Universitari Vall d’Hebron; Instituto de Investigacion en Atencion 
Primaria Jordi Gol. Joan Cayla, M.D. – Universitat Autonoma 
de Barcelona; Agencia de Salud Publica de Barcelona; Unidad de 
Investigacion en Tuberculosis de Barcelona del Servicio de 
Epidemiologıa de la Agencia de Salud Publica de Barcelona, Barcelona, 
Spain. Orvalho Augusto – Universidade Eduardo Mondlane, Faculdade 
de Medicina, Maputo, Moçambique. Shama D. Ahuja, Lisa Trieu – 
Bureau of Tuberculosis Control, New York City Department of Health 
and Mental Hygiene, New York. Richard Long, M.D. – Department of 
Medicine, Faculty of Medicine and Dentistry, University of Alberta, 
Edmonton, Alberta, Canada; School of Public Health, University of 
Alberta, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada. Carlos AcuñaVillaorduña, M.D., 
Jerrold J. Ellner, M.D. – Section of Infectious Diseases, Department of 
Medicine, Boston Medical Center, Boston, Massachusetts, United States 
of America; Boston University, School of Medicine, Boston, 
Massachusetts, United States of America. Elisa LópezVarela, M.D. – 
Centro de Investigação em Saúde de Manhiça (CISM), Maputo, 
Moçambique. Greg J. Fox, Ph.D. – Sydney Medical School, Australia; 
University of Sydney, Camperdown, New South Wales, Australia, 
Woolcock Institute of Medical Research, Glebe, New South Wales, 
Australia. Louis Grandjean, M.D. – The Wellcome Centre for Clinical 
Tropical Medicine, Imperial College, London, United Kingdom; 
Laboratorios de Investigación y Desarrollo, Departamento de 
Microbiología, Facultad de Ciencias, Universidad Peruana Cayetano 
Heredia, Lima, Peru. Matthew Magee, M.D. – Division of Epidemiology 
and Biostatistics, School of Public Health, Georgia State University, 
Atlanta, Georgia, USA. Davit Baliashvili, M.D. – Department of 
Epidemiology, Rollins School of Public Health, Emory University, 
Atlanta, Georgia, USA. Davit Baliashvili, M.D. – National Center for 
Disease Control and Public Health, Tbilisi, Georgia. Mercedes Becerra, 
M.D., Megan B. Murray, M.D. – Department of Global Health and Social 
Medicine, Harvard Medical School, Boston, Massachusetts. Maryline 
Bonnet, M.D. – Institut de Recherche pour le Developpement, Unite 
Mixte Internationale 233 Translationnelles sur le VIH et les Maladies 
Infectieuses, Institut National de la Sante et de la Recherche Medicale 
Unite 1175, Montpellier, France. Midori KatoMaeda, M.D. – Curry 
International Tuberculosis Center, Division of Pulmonary and Critical 
Care Medicine, University of California San Francisco, Zuckerberg San 
Francisco General Hospital and Trauma Center, San Francisco, 
California, USA. Leah Jarlsberg, B.A. – Curry International Tuberculosis 
Center, Division of Pulmonary and Critical Care Medicine, University of 
California San Francisco, Zuckerberg San Francisco General Hospital 
and Trauma Center, San Francisco, California, USA. Tsira Chakhaia, 
M.D. – University Research Co., LLC. Branch in Georgia, USAID 
Georgia TB Prevention Project, Tbilisi, Georgia. Sumona Datta, M.D., 
Carlton A. Evans, M.D. – Innovation for Health and Development 
(IFHAD), Laboratory of Research and Development, Universidad 
Peruana Cayetano Heredia, Lima, Peru; Infectious Diseases and 
Immunity and Wellcome Trust Centre for Global Health Research, 
Imperial College London, United Kingdom; Innovacion por la Salud y el 
Desarollo (IPSYD), Asociación Benéfica Prisma, Lima, Peru. Helena del 
Corral, Ph.D. – Grupo de Epidemiologıa, Universidad de Antioquia, 
Medellin, Colombia; Escuela de Microbiologia, Universidad de 
Antioquia, Medellin, Colombia; Grupo de Inmunologıa Celular e 
Inmunogenetica, Universidad de Antioquia, Medellin, Colombia; 
Centro Colombiano de Investigacion en Tuberculosis, Medellin, 
Colombia. Larissa Otero, M.D. – Instituto de Medicina Tropical 
Alexander von Humboldt, Universidad Peruana Cayetano Heredia, 
Lima, Peru; Facultad de Medicina, Universidad Peruana Cayetano 
Heredia, Lima, Peru. Patrick Van der Stuyft, Ph.D. – Department of 
Public Health, Faculty of Medicine, Ghent University, Ghent, Belgium; 
Department of Public Health, Ghent University, Ghent, Belgium. 
Philip C. Hill, M.D. –University of Otago Medical School, Dunedin, 
New Zealand; University of Otago Medical School, Dunedin, 
New Zealand. Najeeha Talat Iqbal – Department of Paediatrics and Child 
Health, Aga Khan University, Karachi, Pakistan. PeiChun Chan, M.D. – 
Division of Chronic Infectious Disease, Third Division, Centers for 

Disease Control, Taipei, Taiwan; Department of Pediatrics, National 
Taiwan University Hospital, National Taiwan University College of 
Medicine, Taipei, Taiwan. ChiTai Fang – Institute of Epidemiology and 
Preventive Medicine, College of Public Health; Department of Internal 
Medicine, National Taiwan University Hospital, National Taiwan 
University College of Medicine, Taipei, Taiwan. LiMin Huang – College 
of Medicine and College of Public Health, National Taiwan University 
Chief, Division of Infectious Diseases, Department of Pediatrics, 
National Taiwan University Hospital. Simon Donkor, Msc – Vaccines 
and Immunity Theme, Medical Research Council Unit, Banjul, Gambia. 
Helena Huerga, M.D. – Epicentre, Epidemiology and Population Health, 
Paris, France. Christian Lienhardt, M.D. – Unité Mixte Internationale 
TransVIHMI (UMI 233 IRD–U1175 INSERM, Université de 
Montpellier), Institut de Recherche pour le Développement (IRD), 
Montpellier, France. Takashi Yoshiyama, M.D., Seiya Kato, M.D. – 
Respiratory Diseases Center, Fukujuji Hospital, Kiyose City, Japan. 
Rabia Hussain, Ph.D. – Department of Pathology and Microbiology, 
Aga Khan University, Stadium Road, P.O. BOX 3500, Karachi, Pakistan. 
Katherine Fielding, Ph.D. – Department of Infectious Disease 
Epidemiology, Faculty of Epidemiology and Population Health, London 
School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, United Kingdom. 
H. Simon Schaaf, M.D. – Desmond Tutu Tuberculosis Centre, 
Stellenbosch University, Tygerberg, South Africa. James A. Seddon, 
M.D. – Desmond Tutu Tuberculosis Centre, Department of Paediatrics 
and Child Health, Stellenbosch University, South Africa; Department of 
Infectious Diseases, Imperial College London, United Kingdom. 
JeanPierre Zellweger, M.D. – TB competence center, Swiss Lung 
Association, Berne, Switzerland. Giovanni Sotgiu, M.D. – Epidemiology 
and Medical Statistics Unit, Department of Medical, Surgical and 
Experimental Sciences, University of Sassari, Sassari, Italy; 
Epidemiology and Medical Statistics Unit, Department of Biomedical 
Sciences, University of SassariResearch, Medical Education and 
Professional Development Unit, AOU Sassari, Sassari, Italy. 
Christoph Lange, M.D. – Division of Clinical Infectious Diseases, 
Medical Clinic, Research Center Borstel, Borstel, Germany; International 
Health/Infectious Diseases, University of Lubeck, Lubeck, Germany; 
Tuberculosis Unit, German Center for Infection Research, Borstel, 
Germany; Department of Medicine, University of Namibia School of 
Medicine, Windhoek, Namibia; Department of Medicine, Karolinska 
Institute, Stockholm, Sweden. Surendra K. Sharma, M.D. – Former 
Senior Professor and Head, Department of Internal Medicine, 
[WHO Collaborating Centre for Research and Training in Tuberculosis 
Centre of Excellence for Extrapulmonary TB Ministry of Health and 
Family Welfare, Government of India], All India Institute of Medical 
Sciences, New Delhi, India. Current affiliations: Department of 
Molecular Medicine,Jamia Hamdard Institute of Molecular Medicine 
Jamia Hamdard [Deemed to be University],New Delhi, India; 
Departments of General Medicine and Respiratory, Medicine Jawaharlal 
Nehru Medical College, Datta Meghe Institute of Medical Sciences 
[Deemed to be University],Wardha, Maharashtra, India. Anja M. Hauri, 
M.D. – Hessiane State Health Office, Dillenburg, Germany. Steffen Geis, 
M.D. – Institute for Medical Microbiology and Hospital Hygiene, 
Philipps University of Marburg, Marburg, Germany. Claudia C. Dobler, 
M.D. – Centre for Research in EvidenceBased Practice, Bond University, 
Robina, Queensland, Australia; Department of Respiratory Medicine, 
Liverpool Hospital, Sydney, New South Wales, Australia. Fadila 
Boulahbal, M.D. – Pasteur Institute of Algeria. Microbiologist, 
Coordonnateur du groupe de recherche sur la tuberculose latente, 
Laboratoire National de Référence pour la Tuberculose National Institute 
of Public Health. Dr Djohar Hannoun, M.D. – Epidemiologist, 
Department of Information, Algeria. Du–Lin Ling – Centers for Disease 
Control, Department of Health, Taipei, Taiwan. Rina Triasih, Ph.D. – 
Department of Pediatrics, Dr Sardjito Hospital and Faculty of Medicine, 
Universitas Gadjah Mada, Yogyakarta, Indonesia. Stephen Graham, 
M.D. – Centre for International Child Health, University of 
MelbourneInstitute Department of Paediatrics, Melbourne, Australia. 
DuLin Ling – Third Branch, Centers for Disease Control, Taiwan. 
Maarten Schim van der Loeff, M.D. – Department of Infectious 
Diseases, Infectious Diseases Research & Prevention, Public Health 
Service of Amsterdam, Amsterdam, The Netherlands. Cari van 
Schalkwyk – The South African Department of Science and Technology/

19TL6911



1

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

Articles

12 www.thelancet.com   Vol 395

National Research Foundation (DST/NRF) Centre of Excellence in 
Epidemiological Modelling and Analysis (SACEMA), University of 
Stellenbosch, Stellenbosch, South Africa. Neil Martinson, M.D. – 
Perinatal HIV Research Unit, University of the Witwatersrand, 
Johannesburg, South Africa; Center for TB Research, Johns Hopkins 
University School of Medicine, Baltimore, Maryland, United States. 
Martien W. Borgdorff, M.D. – Department of Clinical Epidemiology, 
Biostatistics and Bioinformatics; Center for Infections and Immunity 
Amsterdam, Academic Medical Center, University of Amsterdam, 
Amsterdam, The Netherlands; Department of Infectious Diseases, 
Public Health Service, Amsterdam, The Netherlands. Anneke C. 
Hesseling, M.D. – Desmond Tutu TB Centre, Department of Paediatrics 
and Child Health, Faculty of Medicine and Health Sciences, Stellenbosch 
University, Cape Town, South Africa. Rosa Sloot, Ph.D. – Department of 
Clinical Epidemiology, Biostatistics and Bioinformatics; Center for 
Infections and Immunity Amsterdam, Academic Medical Center, 
University of Amsterdam, Amsterdam, The Netherlands. 
Julian A. Villalba, M.D. – Laboratorio de Tuberculosis, Instituto de 
Biomedicina, Universidad Central de Venezuela, Caracas, Venezuela. 
Department of Pathology, Massachusetts General Hospital, Harvard 
Medical School, Boston, Massachusetts, USA. Christopher C. Whalen, 
M.D. – Department of Epidemiology and Biostatistics, College of Public 
Health, University of Georgia, Athens, Georgia, United States; Institute 
of Global Health, University of Georgia, Athens, Georgia, United States. 
LaShaunda L Malone, W. Henry Boom, M.D. – Division of Infectious 
Disease, Department of Medicine and Tuberculosis Research Unit; 
Case Western Reserve University, Cleveland, Ohio. Luis F. García, M.D. 
– Grupo de Inmunologıa Celular e Inmunogenetica, Universidad de 
Antioquia, Medellın, Colombia; Centro Colombiano de Investigacion en 
Tuberculosis, Medellın, Colombia. LaShaunda L Malone, 
Catherine M. Stein, Ph.D., W. Henry Boom, M.D. – Uganda–CWRU 
Research Collaboration, Makerere University and Mulago Hospital, 
Kampala, Uganda. Catherine M. Stein, Ph.D. – Department of 
Population and Quantitative Health Sciences, Tuberculosis Research 
Unit & Department of Medicine. H. Lester Kirchner, Ph.D. – Geisinger, 
Genomic Medicine Institute, Danville, PA, USA. Seiya Kato – Research 
Institute of Tuberculosis, Kiyose City, Japan. Jitendra Singh, Ph.D. – 
Division of Clinical Microbiology and Molecular Medicine, All India 
Institute of Medical Sciences, New Delhi, India. Sarman Singh, M.D. – 
Director & chief executive officer, All India Institute of Medical Sciences, 
Bhopal, India. Beate Kampmann, M.D. – Vaccines and Immunity 
Theme, Medical Research Council (MRC) Unit–The Gambia, Banjul, 
The Gambia; Centre for International Child Health Academic 
Department of Paediatrics St Mary’s Campus, Imperial College London, 
London, United Kingdom. Uzochukwu Egere, Ph.D. – Department of 
International Public Health, Liverpool School of Tropical Medicine, 
Pembroke Place, Liverpool. Richa Vashishtha, Ph.D. – Programme 
Management Unit, Biotechnology Assistance Research Council, Lodhi 
Road, New Delhi, India. Peng Lu, Ph.D., Qiao Liu, M.D., Limei Zhu, 
M.D. – Department of Chronic Communicable Disease, Center for 
Disease Control and Prevention of Jiangsu Province, Nanjing, Jiangsu 
Province, PR China. Qiao Liu, M.D. – Department of Epidemiology, 
School of Public Health, Nanjing Medical University, Nanjing, Jiangsu 
Province, PR China. MengRui Lee – Department of Internal Medicine, 
National Taiwan University Hospital, HsinChu Branch, HsinChu, 
Taiwan. Lilly Verhagen, M.D. – Laboratorio de Tuberculosis, Instituto de 
Biomedicina, Universidad Central de Venezuela, Caracas, Venezuela; 
Department of Pediatric Infectious Diseases and Immunology, 
Wilhelmina Children’s Hospital, University Medical Center Utrecht, 
Utrecht, The Netherlands. Afrânio Kritski, M.D. – Tuberculosis 
Academic ProgramMedical SchoolFederal University of Rio de Janeiro, 
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. Antonio Carlos Lemos M.D. – Prof. Edgard Santos 
Universitary Hospital, Federal University of Bahia, Salvador/BA, Brazil.

Declaration of interests
We declare no competing interests.

Acknowledgments
LM was supported by a National Institutes of Health grant award 
(T32 AI 052073). We acknowledge and thank the participants and 
investigators in these studies. We would also like to acknowledge 
Catherine Paulsen, Mary Lou Egedahl, and Harriet MayanjaKizza for 

their contributions.

References
1 Dodd PJ, Gardiner E, Coghlan R, Seddon JA. Burden of childhood 

tuberculosis in 22 highburden countries: a mathematical 
modelling study. Lancet Glob Health 2014; 2: e453–59.

2 Yuen CM, Jenkins HE, Chang R, Mpunga J, Becerra MC. 
Two methods for setting childfocused tuberculosis care targets. 
Public Health Action 2016; 6: 83–96.

3 Martinez L, le Roux DM, Barnett W, Stadler A, Nicol MP, Zar HJ. 
Tuberculin skin test conversion and primary progressive tuberculosis 
disease in the first 5 years of life: a birth cohort study from 
Cape Town, South Africa. Lancet Child Adolesc Health 2018; 2: 46–55.

4 Jenkins HE, Tolman AW, Yuen CM, et al. Incidence of multidrug
resistant tuberculosis disease in children: systematic review and 
global estimates. Lancet 2014; 383: 1572–79.

5 Dodd PJ, Sismanidis C, Seddon JA. Global burden of drugresistant 
tuberculosis in children: a mathematical modelling study. 
Lancet Infect Dis 2016; 16: 1193–201.

6 Marais BJ, Gie RP, Schaaf HS, et al. The natural history of childhood 
intrathoracic tuberculosis: a critical review of literature from the 
prechemotherapy era. Int J Tuberc Lung Dis 2004; 8: 392–402.

7 Marais BJ, Gie RP, Schaaf HS, et al. The clinical epidemiology of 
childhood pulmonary tuberculosis: a critical review of literature 
from the prechemotherapy era. Int J Tuberc Lung Dis 2004; 
8: 278–85.

8 Brailey M. A study of tuberculous infection and mortality in the 
children of tuberculous households. Am J Hygiene 1940; 31: 1–43.

9 Bentley FJ, Grzybowski S, Benjamin B. Tuberculosis in childhood 
and adolescence. London: The National Association for the 
Prevention of Tuberculosis [A: Correct? Or is the name of the 
publisher Waterlow and Sons?], 1954.

10 Lincoln EM, Sewell EM. Tuberculosis in children. New York, NY: 
McGrawHill Book Company, 1963.

11 Miller FJW, Seal RME, Taylor MD. Tuberculosis in children. 
London: J and A Churchill, 1963.

12 Comstock GW, Livesay VT, Woolpert SF. The prognosis of a positive 
tuberculin reaction in childhood and adolescence. Am J Epidemiol 
1974; 99: 131–38.

13 Curry FJ. Prophylactic effect of isoniazid in young tuberculin 
reactors. N Engl J Med 1967; 277: 562–67.

14 Zar HJ, Cotton MF, Strauss S, et al. Effect of isoniazid prophylaxis 
on mortality and incidence of tuberculosis in children with HIV: 
randomised controlled trial. BMJ 2007; 334: 136.

15 Lowenthal ED, BakeeraKitaka S, Marukutira T, Chapman J, 
Goldrath K, Ferrand RA. Perinatally acquired HIV infection in 
adolescents from subSaharan Africa: a review of emerging 
challenges. Lancet Infect Dis 2014; 14: 627–39.

16 Trunz BB, Fine P, Dye C. Effect of BCG vaccination on childhood 
tuberculous meningitis and miliary tuberculosis worldwide: 
a metaanalysis and assessment of costeffectiveness. Lancet 2006; 
367: 1173–80.

17 Stewart LA, Clarke M, Rovers M, et al. Preferred reporting items for 
a systematic review and metaanalysis of individual participant data: 
the PRISMAIPD statement. JAMA 2015; 313: 1657–65.

18 Martinez L, Shen Y, Mupere E, Kizza A, Hill PC, Whalen CC. 
Transmission of Mycobacterium tuberculosis in households and the 
community: a systematic review and metaanalysis. Am J Epidemiol 
2017; 185: 1327–39.

19 Fox GJ, Barry SE, Britton WJ, Marks GB. Contact investigation for 
tuberculosis: a systematic review and metaanalysis. Eur Respir J 
2013; 41: 140–56.

20 Shah NS, Yuen CM, Heo M, Tolman AW, Becerra MC. Yield of 
contact investigations in households of patients with drugresistant 
tuberculosis: systematic review and metaanalysis. Clin Infect Dis 
2014; 58: 381–91.

21 Morrison J, Pai M, Hopewell PC. Tuberculosis and latent 
tuberculosis infection in close contacts of people with pulmonary 
tuberculosis in lowincome and middleincome countries: 
a systematic review and metaanalysis. Lancet Infect Dis 2008; 
8: 359–68.

22 Wells GA, Shea B, O’Connell D, et al. The NewcastleOttawa Scale 
(NOS) for assessing the quality of nonrandomized studies in meta
analyses. Department of Epidemiology and Community Medicine, 

19TL6911



1

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

Articles

www.thelancet.com   Vol 395 13

University of Ottawa. www.ohri.ca/programs/clinical_epidemiology/
oxford.asp (accessed MM DD, 20YY). [A: Please include access date]

23 Snow KJ, Sismanidis C, Denholm J, Sawyer SM, Graham SM. 
The incidence of tuberculosis among adolescents and young adults: 
a global estimate. Eur Respir J 2018; 51: 1702352.

24 GarcíaBasteiro AL, Schaaf HS, Diel R, Migliori GB. Adolescents 
and young adults: a neglected population group for tuberculosis 
surveillance. Eur Respir J 2018; 51: 1800176.

25 Ayieko J, Abuogi L, Simchowitz B, Bukusi EA, Smith AH, Reingold A. 
Efficacy of isoniazid prophylactic therapy in prevention of 
tuberculosis in children: a metaanalysis. BMC Infect Dis 2014; 14: 91.

26 Martinez L, Lo NC, Cords O, et al. Paediatric tuberculosis 

transmission outside the household: challenging historical 
paradigms to inform future public health strategies. 
Lancet Respir Med 2019; 7: 544–52.

27 Andrews JR, Nemes E, Tameris M, et al. Serial QuantiFERON 
testing and tuberculosis disease risk among young children: 
an observational cohort study. Lancet Respir Med 2017; 5: 282–90.

28 Mandalakas AM, Kirchner HL, Walzl G, et al. Optimizing the 
detection of recent tuberculosis infection in children in a high 
tuberculosisHIV burden setting. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2015; 
191: 820–30.

29 Graham SM, Cuevas LE, JeanPhilippe P, et al. Clinical case 
definitions for classification of intrathoracic tuberculosis in 
children: an update. Clin Infect Dis 2015; 61 (suppl 3): S179–87.

19TL6911


