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Background: Schistosomiasis, one of the neglected tropical diseases, is a water-based

parasitic disease of public health importance. Currently, tests for Schistosoma

haematobium infection either demonstrate poor specificity, are expensive or too laborious

for use in endemic countries, creating a need for more sensitive, cheaper, and easy

to use devices for the diagnosis of schistosomiasis. To ensure engagement during the

process of device development; and effective acceptance and use after the introduction

of diagnostics devices for S. haematobium, there is a need to involve stakeholders with

varying power, interest, and stakes in device co-creation, as well as those relevant for

later use situation in the diagnostic landscape. The main goal of this study is to identify

and analyze relevant stakeholders for co-creation using a power-interest matrix.

Materials and Methods: The study was based on an action research methodology

using a case study approach. A contextual inquiry approach consisting of 2 stages:

stakeholder identification and interview; and stakeholder analysis was used. The field part

of the study was carried out in Oyo State, Nigeria using a multistage cluster purposive

sampling technique based on the category of stakeholders to be interviewed predicated

on the organizational structure within the state and communities. A mix of qualitative

research techniques was used. Identified themes related to power and interest were

mapped and analyzed.

Results: We identified 17 characteristics of stakeholders across 7 categories of

stakeholders important for schistosomiasis diagnostics. Most of the stakeholders were

important for both the co-creation and adoption phase of the device development

for diagnostics. However, not all stakeholders were relevant to co-creation. Key

Stakeholders relevant for diagnostics co-creation demonstrated significant social power,

organization power, and legitimate power bases. Most of the stakeholders showed

significant interest in the device to be created.

Discussion: The power and interest of these stakeholders reveal some insight

into how each stakeholder may be engaged for both co-creation and device usage.
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The involvement of relevant actors who will also be important for co-creation and

implementation, will simplify the engagement process for the critical stakeholders,

increase the ability to manage the process, and increase diagnostic device acceptability.

Keywords: schistosomiasis, stakeholders, co-creation, diagnostics, power, interest

BACKGROUND

Schistosomiasis, one of the 20 Neglected Tropical Diseases
(NTDs), is a water-based parasitic disease of public health
importance. The disease, which currently affects over 250 million
people, is endemic in Sub-Saharan Africa (1, 2). There are
five different types of species causing schistosomiasis infection:
Schistosoma haematobium affecting the urinary tract; Schistosoma
mansoni, Schistosoma japonicum, Schistosoma intercalatum, and
Schistosoma mekongi affecting the intestine. S. haematobium
and S. mansoni infections are common in Africa (2, 3). Of
these species, S. haematobium is the most prevalent parasite
in Nigeria affecting an estimated 30 million people yearly
(1, 4). S. haematobium infection is endemic in many rural
and agrarian communities in Nigeria that interact with water
through subsistence farming, fishing, washing activities, and
water recreational activities (5, 6). The constant contact with
water containing S. haematobium cercariae released from the
Bulinus snail, which occurs regularly, often results in re-infection
with the disease, and this impacts on the data on disease
prevalence (1, 3–5). Since adult worms have been documented
to live in humans for as long as 30 years, most long-term
residents of endemic areas become infected or re-infected with
schistosomes at some point in their life (7) leading to a vicious
cycle within the communities. Besides, depending on the stage
of the infection, a wide range of clinical symptoms may occur,
many of which are hard to distinguish from several other diseases
(5). However, it is a notable cause of morbidity with many
infected persons experiencing hematuria, dysuria, bladder-wall
pathology, and hydronephrosis (8). Although Nigeria has one
of the largest schistosomiasis disease burdens in the world,
currently, there is no accurate national data on the prevalence
of the disease (1). While the country currently undertakes a
large-scale deworming exercise of school-age children in endemic
zones with praziquantel (9), addressing diagnosis among adults
who are not covered by mass administration of praziquantel is a
challenge to the disease control.

Nigeria currently tackles schistosomiasis through a 2-step
approach: case management and a control program (1, 10).
In the case management approach, cases are diagnosed at the
primary care level. For the control program, Nigeria has a
schistosomiasis control program wherein school-aged children
are given praziquantel for the treatment of schistosomiasis.
Schistosomiasis is common among children with the highest
intensity of infection found in children between ages 5 and 15
years (11), but it is also known that women and men carry a high

risk of urinary schistosomiasis due to social and occupational

activities such as farming and washing, especially in areas with
poor water, and sanitation services (1). In this respect, there

are concerns about missed diagnosis for several reasons. First,
several persons do not pass bloody urine which is characteristic
of the disease (12). Second, the current control program does
not include adults in mass drug administration (1, 9) which
means that several adults are likely to have schistosomiasis and
are not being treated. Third, S. haematobium infection is mainly
diagnosed currently using microscopy to detect parasite eggs
in urine specimens which is not sensitive in detecting light
infections of<50 eggs per 10 mls of urine (13), is labor-intensive,
and sensitivity of diagnosis depends on the skill of the laboratory
personnel (5, 6, 12). Also, egg excretion in urine varies daily
and can be complicated by interaction between the host and the
parasite (14). Other tests for detecting S. haematobium infection
either demonstrate poor specificity, high cost, or painstaking
logistics for use in endemic countries (6, 15). Besides, some
of these tests are more useful during the elimination phase of
the control which has not been reached by a large number
of countries (16). As such, there is a need for more sensitive,
cheaper, and easy to use devices for the diagnosis and control
of schistosomiasis.

To address these issues, the project INSPiRED—INclusive
diagnoStics for Poverty RElated parasitic Diseases in Nigeria and
Gabon, was initiated to explore ways to create a new device for
the diagnostics of S. haematobium infection within the context
of countries with a high disease burden such as Nigeria using
a human-centered approach. The project aims to design easy to
use, affordable, and reliable diagnostics devices whichmay deliver
the most effective and efficient step toward schistosomiasis
control, aligned with the country’s model of care. The device
to be co-created is a smart optical device for the diagnosis of
schistosomiasis (17) which will be developed from a sustainability
point of view and not a profit point of view (18, 19). We regard
sustainability in the context of ecological, financial, and social
consequences of the device to the society which is most visible
through a continuous process of improvement exemplified by the
co-creation process (20). The devices will eventually be locally
manufactured using locally available materials and components.
This will reduce the cost of production, reduce dependence on
imports, will enable local and maintenance, and contribute to the
economy of countries that are willing to adopt the device.

A crucial first step in the designing of the new device is
the proper understanding of the schistosomiasis diagnostics
landscape in the context of use for several reasons. First, prompt,
accurate, and timely diagnosis is important for schistosomiasis
control. Since treatment with praziquantel is cheap and readily
available, easy to use diagnostics appears to be critical to
schistosomiasis control.

Second, a diagnostic device is only effective if it is designed for
its context, and this context is complex and deserves an in-depth
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study. In this situation, several factors such as the people, process,
technology, customer requirements, and innovation need to be
addressed (21) through multi-stakeholders input at all stages
of development, testing, evaluation, and advocacy for adoption.
This implies that stakeholders need to give insight into the
process and context-of-use of the technology, including device
requirements and the innovation context. The alternative to
this co-creation process is a top-down approach focusing on
the technology itself which has been reported to have limited
successful outcomes due to variation between contexts of use and
the design context (22). Besides, the complexity of the context, in
this case, the social and healthcare context, cannot be detected
in detail from a distance. Since the social context is a critical
influencer of the stakeholders’ outlook, the stakeholders within
this social context can be viewed as both static in terms of
the operational arrangement of stakeholders (network structure);
and dynamic in terms of stakeholder roles, interactions, flows,
and interdependencies (23, 24) which have to be taken into
consideration during co-creation. Since stakeholders also vary in
background, power, interest, and stakes; the complexity of the
stakeholder co-creation process must be effectively managed to
achieve the expected outcome. Consequently, there is a need to
understand how the actors or stakeholders in this context interact
through both stakeholder identification, and understanding of
the stakeholder network structure and dynamics. As such,
it is important to involve stakeholders in the entire device
development process.

Third, there is a multiplicity of stakeholders with this context.
Initially influencing and involving them in designing the new
diagnostic device seems to be a proper approach to co-creation
(23–26). Co-creation has a large role to play in the generation
of new knowledge and ideas, development of new insights into
existing interventions, and concept development (27, 28). To
ensure that diagnostic devices are useful in the context for
which they are created, it is critical to involve end-users and
other important stakeholders through the entire co-creation
process. Such involvement will likely lead to increased uptake
of the created product. It has been reported that stakeholders
perceive a sense of ownership through active participation
in the development of diagnostic devices leading to a more
efficient solution to achieving positive societal changes (29).
To co-create a robust solution, there is a need to identify
the stakeholders who are likely to interact with the product.
Identification of stakeholders who are important for this process,
and understanding their characteristics can help address the gaps
and challenges that can impact on device development. Besides,
the fact that stakeholders have different views on the problem
of schistosomiasis diagnostics and differing solutions means that
stakeholders will have different important insights to contribute
(30). Although it appears that the government is the most visible
stakeholder, it is important to note that other stakeholders such
as health workers and patients can impact on the design and use
of a diagnostic device for schistosomiasis.

After the stakeholder identification, it is important to analyze
the stakeholders using key characteristics that are useful during
the process and life cycle of device development. Stakeholder
analysis is a process that defines aspects of a phenomenon

affected by a decision or action, identifies individuals, groups,
and organizations affected by or that can affect those parts
of the phenomenon; and prioritizes these individuals and
groups for involvement in the decision-making process (31).
Stakeholder analysis is useful for assessing their knowledge
about the schistosomiasis diagnosis as well as their interests
and power. Consequently, our study aims to describe how to
effectively identify, select, and analyze important stakeholders
for co-creation, as well as identify potential stakeholders for the
adoption and implementation of a schistosomiasis device for
large scale use.

Although there exists a need to involve important stakeholders
when addressing the schistosomiasis diagnostic landscape, there
is little information on the required techniques to do so (30).
Moreover, in the field of NTDs, it appears that there are no
studies on the involvement of stakeholders in the co-creation of a
device or the context for design specifically for S. haematobium,
to the best of our knowledge. There are, however, several studies
on NTDs that involve stakeholder analysis (32–38). For these
studies, stakeholders are usually identified through purposive
sampling (32–35, 37). Most of the studies involved stakeholders
at the macro-level (32, 34, 37, 38) with a few studies involving
stakeholders at the community level (33) or both (35). However,
using purposive sampling alone for stakeholder identification
means that some stakeholders who are not in the same network
with the identifying stakeholders might be missed.

We also did not find any framework for stakeholder
identification and analysis fully tailored for NTD research. Also,
we did not find any guidelines or frameworks for the co-creation
of diagnostic devices for schistosomiasis. In this paper, we will
present a framework for stakeholder identification based on
our understanding of the healthcare system and schistosomiasis
context in Nigeria, and a contextual inquiry framework (39)
used by Van Woezik et al. (30). We will present the results of
applying this framework to a stakeholder identification process
during the process of co-creation of services, devices, and policy
with stakeholders. We will also present our analysis of relevant
stakeholders’ power, interest, and stakes for device co-creation
using a power-interest matrix. We will close the paper by
discussing how such a strategy might help to identify relevant
stakeholders within a specific field of study and to develop ways
of engaging and co-creating with stakeholders based on the
outcome of the analysis.

METHODS

The study used an action research methodology with Oyo
State, Nigeria, as a case study. Qualitative data collected include
key informant interviews, in-depth interviews, focus group
discussions, expert recommendations, and document analysis.
The qualitative method of data collection is rich and reveals
the complexities and the depths of what can be abstracted for
stakeholder analysis.

Research Approach
We used a contextual inquiry approach, similar to work done
by Van Woezik et al. (30). This consists of 2 stages: stakeholder
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identification and interview; and stakeholder analysis using the
qualitative data to create a power-interest matrix.

Stakeholder Identification
We defined a stakeholder as any person, group, or organization
who should be or is involved in schistosomiasis diagnosis based
on Freeman’s definition of a stakeholder (39). The first stage
of the process consists of 3 levels of inquiry using a mixed
approach into the context of stakeholders important to the
research (Figure 1).

1. Literature scan: First, we identified stakeholders based on
the literature on NTD research (4, 40–42) as well as policy
documents on schistosomiasis in Nigeria (9, 11).

2. Expert panel recommendation: After identifying stakeholders
from literature, we involved 2 experienced experts from
public health research and clinical medicine, respectively to
validate andmake suggestions on other stakeholders who were
important to the diagnostic landscape in Nigeria.

3. Snowballing: We used a snowballing technique in which
we asked all interviewed stakeholders to identify other
stakeholders that might be important to schistosomiasis
diagnosis in Nigeria.

The outcome of the first two steps of the contextual inquiry
process led to the creation of stakeholder categories based on the
conceptualization of the demand and supply aspect of healthcare
diagnostics for schistosomiasis using stakeholder characteristics
(Table 1). The final list of interviewed stakeholders was validated
through a 2-step process. First, all identified stakeholders
were selected based on meeting at least 3 of the following
criteria which were developed from the research question
in Figure 1: (1) suggestion by experts and/or stakeholders,
and/or literature (2) having a clear stake in schistosomiasis
diagnostic landscape, and/or (3) being a potential end-user
of the to-be-developed diagnostic device, and or (4) having
a strong influence on the demand of the to-be-developed
diagnostic device. Second, the generated list was finally
reviewed by 2 experts from public health research and clinical
medicine, respectively using a binary approach of Yes/No.
The final stakeholder categories of stakeholders and a list of
important stakeholders were agreed upon by all members of
the team.

Study Setting and Sampling Approach
Based on stakeholder categories in Table 1, the field part
of the study was carried out in Oyo State, South-West
Nigeria. The state has a moderate prevalence of schistosomiasis
infection (1, 4). For category 1–3 stakeholders, we used a
multistage cluster purposive sampling technique. Two local
government areas (LGA); urban and rural, respectively were
selected based on ecological factors such as closeness to rivers
which were known reservoirs of S. haematobium infection.
One ward from each local government structure was also
selected based on ecological factors. Based on information
available from the local governments on recently treated
schistosomiasis cases (category 1 stakeholder), we selected
and interviewed category 2 and 3 stakeholders based on

geographical proximity to the area of residence of category 1
stakeholders. Category 4–6 stakeholders were sampled using
purposive sampling. The sample size is difficult to determine
a priori because of the explorative nature of this research.
However, our final sample size was considered sufficient when
it met the following criteria: (1) a minimum of 30 interviewed
stakeholders based on recommendations by Marshall et al.
(43); (2) when theoretical saturation is reached by no new
mention of stakeholders from the snowballing technique. A
respondent was considered a good fit when he/she met the
criteria in Table 1 and was validated by the 2-step process
described earlier.

Stakeholder Interview and Analysis
We carried out qualitative (In-depth and Key informant)
interviews and Focus Group Discussions (FGD) with
stakeholders. The questions asked depends on the stakeholder
background and experience. However, questions asked include
normative ideas on S. haematobium infection, interaction
with formal and informal health care, current diagnostic
landscape, and diagnostic challenges and limitations.
Consent was given before the interviews. Ethical approval
for the study was obtained from the Ethical Review
Committee of the College of Medicine, University of Ibadan,
Nigeria (NHREC/05/01/2008a).

Interviews were transcribed and translated where applicable.
Transcripts were reviewed by two researchers, entered into
atlas.ti version 8.4 and coded using the deductive thematic
analysis method. A researcher coded the interviews and created a
coding manual. Two other researchers validated this.

All researchers within the team independently validated
the identified themes related to power and interest. Power
was defined as “the level of influence a stakeholder has in
the diagnosis of S. haematobium infection” (30). The sources
of power could include: political, economic, social, cultural,
historical, and/or organizational factors (26, 44). The expression
of these sources of power (power bases) includes reward,
coercion, information, legitimate, expert, and referent which can
be derived from political, economic, social, cultural, historical,
and/or organizational factors (26, 44). Interest was defined
as “value abstraction to the new diagnostic device for the
diagnosis of S. haematobium infection” (45). Interests could
either be “expressed” or “implied/ manifested” in direction and
willingness-to-use magnitude (46).

Based on the results of the analysis, stakeholders were further
categorized into four levels of analysis of stakeholders based on
the four-level model of the healthcare system, which was adapted
from Reid et al. (47). The themes were analyzed based on the
level in which stakeholders fall into. Thereafter, stakeholders were
ranked based on their power and interest, which were valued
on a scale of 1–5, with 1 meaning low level and 5 meaning
the highest level of power and interests, respectively similar to
the ranking by Hyder et al. (48). The results of these analyzed
stakeholders were mapped to identify stakeholders who were
important to co-creation into players, context setters, crowds,
and subjects (49).
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FIGURE 1 | Process map of contextual inquiry into the schistosomiasis diagnostics landscape.

TABLE 1 | Stakeholder categorization for diagnostics co-creation.

Category Characteristics

1 Persons/parents of children who have been previously diagnosed and or treated for S. haematobium infection within the last 3 years.

2 Stakeholders within the community that can impact the patient’s decision to access care (diagnostics, and or treatment).

3 Stakeholders within the formal health system (both public and private) who can diagnose and or treat patients with schistosomiasis.

4 Stakeholders within the government who are in charge of programs/processes to identify, and or treat schistosomiasis.

5 Stakeholders in Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) that contribute to schistosomiasis diagnosis, and or treatment within the state.

6 Stakeholders in academia who are working in the Neglected Tropical Disease field.

7 Stakeholders that finance diagnosis and or treatment of Neglected Tropical Diseases.

RESULTS

Stakeholder Characteristics
A total of 17 stakeholder characteristics were identified across the
7 categories (Table 2). This yielded a total of 36 stakeholders to
be interviewed. Thirty three stakeholders were interviewed. One
stakeholder (religious body) was not interviewed based on the

large variance in types andmodes of operation of religious bodies,
2 other stakeholders (State Disease Surveillance and Notification

Officer (DSNO) and Federal NTD officer) were not available

for interviews.
As can be seen from Table 2, the literature scan identified

6 stakeholder characteristics, 5 stakeholder characteristics were

identified by experts and by snowballing, respectively.

Figure 2 has a breakdown of the number of stakeholders
according to the location. Twenty stakeholders performed
a singular role, 13 stakeholders performed 2 roles, while
another 2 stakeholders performed 3 roles concurrently. At
the local government level, the location of the community
(rural or urban) did not significantly determine the multiplicity
of roles.

Stakeholders’ power and interest in schistosomiasis
diagnostics were further analyzed by categorizing stakeholders
into four levels which were adapted from Reid et al. (47).
Based on this level of analysis (Figure 3), Stakeholder
categories 1–2 falls within the micro-level or community
level, stakeholders within category 3 fall into the health care level;
stakeholders in category 4 fall within the organizational level
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TABLE 2 | Stakeholder characteristic and identification for co-creation.

Stakeholder category Role Method of identification Number interviewed

1 Parent/guardian of children with schistosomiasis Literature review 5

2 Community leader Expert 1

Patent Medicine Vendor (PMV) Expert 1

Traditional healer Expert 1

Community mobilizer Snowballing 1

3 Doctors Literature review 1

Community Health officers Snowballing 1

Laboratory scientist/Technician Literature review 5

Community Health Extension Workers (CHEW) Literature review 2

4 Primary health care (PHC) coordinator Literature review 2

NTD officer Literature review 3

Disease surveillance and notification Officer (DSNO) Snowballing 2

Teachers Snowballing 2

5 NGO Literature review 1

Community-based organization (CBO) Expert 0

6 Academia Literature review 3

7 Financing Expert 1

*One interview was an FGD.

FIGURE 2 | Stakeholder characteristics.

and category 5–7 stakeholders fall into policy/economic
environment. Some stakeholders fall within 2 or more
categories based on their multiple roles. Stakeholders relevant
for diagnostics co-creation had significant social power,
organization power, and legitimate power bases at each
level of analysis. All stakeholders were influenced both by
other stakeholders within their level and by the next level

of stakeholder within the lower and higher concentric circle
(Figure 3).

We also found stakeholders that were important for both
co-creation and adoption of technology. Although the initial
focus was on diagnostics co-creation, we were also able to
identify some stakeholders from the interview transcripts who
did not fall into the diagnostic co-creation categories but may
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FIGURE 3 | Stakeholder categorization within the health system.

be important for the adoption of the device based on the 2-
step validation process for all stakeholders. However, these do
not show the complete extent of stakeholders for adoption and
implementation (Table 3).

Stakeholder Power/Influence Thematic
Analysis
All the important stakeholders that were interviewed,
demonstrated varying types and levels of power. A summary of
this can be found in Table 4.

Community-Level Stakeholders
Community-level stakeholders demonstrated varying levels
of power. These stakeholders consist of individuals: patient’s
parents/guardians, traditional healer, community leader,
community mobilizer, and Patent Medicine Vendor (PMV), all
embedded within the same community network.

Patient
All the patients or their guardians individually did not
demonstrate any significant power. However, collectively, they
have a great source of social power which determines the demand
for healthcare. The decision to access healthcare was made based
on either financial situation, social relationships, trust and or ease
of access to the formal health system (CHEW or Doctor) or other
sources of healthcare (PMV, traditional healer). This social power
is important to drive the use and demand for diagnostics. This
power did not significantly differ between rural and urban areas.
However, guardians in the urban areas were more likely to use a
hospital as a first step than using other sources of treatment.

“Mummy (referring to community mobilizer) asked him to go to

the hospital and she also informs his dad because she is closer to

him, so they take him to the hospital and he was treated and they

ensure that he is okay before he traveled.” Patient’s guardian, male,

urban area.
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TABLE 3 | Stakeholder characteristics and stage of device lifecycle.

Characteristics Stage of the device development

lifecycle

Parent/guardian of children with

schistosomiasis

Implementation/adoption

Community members Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Community leader Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Patent Medicine Vendor (PMV) –

Traditional healer –

Market associations Implementation/adoption

Community health committee Implementation/adoption

Community mobilizer Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Doctors Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Community Health officers Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Laboratory scientist/Technician Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Community Health Extension Workers

(CHEW)

Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Primary health care (PHC) coordinator Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Primary health care board director Implementation/adoption

NTD officer (State and LGA) Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Disease surveillance and notification

Officer (DSNO) (State and LGA)

Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Teachers –

NGO Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Community-based organization (CBO) Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Academia Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Financing Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

Biomedical Engineer Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

National Center for Disease control Implementation/adoption

Media Implementation/adoption

Politicians Implementation/adoption

Equipment suppliers Implementation/adoption

Federal Ministry of Health Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

World Health Organization Co-creation and Implementation/adoption

For rural areas, the patient was more likely to take some other
steps, before accessing healthcare

“When that illness started with the child, he was running

temperature and we gave him herbs but it was not effective. . . We

gave him paracetamol and yet there was no difference, . . . later saw

him urinate and sighted blood in his urine. . . We waited for our

husband to come back. When he comes back he took him to daddy

(referring to CHEW) at. . . we did not know about the disease, and

he took care of it.” Patients’ parent, female, rural area.

Traditional Healer
The traditional healer demonstrated some degree of power over
patients seeking care. Power was based on cultural and social
factors. A traditional healer could also demonstrate referent
power by referring non-improving cases to the hospital.

“. . . so I gave him traditional herbs, they are what we had previous

knowledge of and when he drank it, he was cured.” Apart from that

one, he also brought his boss to me, . . . we treated his boss with the

same herbs we used to treat him. So when he was okay I told him

to go for further treatment at the hospital and to check if you are

totally cured’ Traditional healer, male, urban area.

The traditional healer also mentioned the patient’s autonomy in
seeking diagnosis and treatment

“People in those days (in the past) listen to advice but nowadays

people do not take advice anymore” Traditional healer, male,

urban area.

Community Leader
The community leader demonstrates some form of legitimate
power over the community but this power is limited to giving
advice. The inherent power source of the community leader may
likely impact on power demonstrated as those with cultural/
historical power source may demonstrate more power.

“so when such a thing occur we normally advise the parents to carry

such children to the hospital” Community leader, male, urban area.

Community Mobilizer
The community mobilizer demonstrates some form of social
power based on relationships and could also demonstrate expert
power depending on training.

“the way we interact, you can see that as I got here now, they started

greeting me. . . because of the relationship I have with them. . .

and clinically we diagnose them I mean we treated them clinically

because there is no laboratory to confirm it” Community Health

Officer and Community Mobilizer, male, rural area.

“yes we serve as the interface between the government and the

people of this community, so we usually sensitize them about their

health, their environment. . . those (patients) that can manage to go

(to the hospital) without any problem and has an assistant, I ask

them to go, and those that are too weak to go by themselves like

(an) emergency, I followed them.” Community mobilizer, female,

urban area.

PMV
The patent medicine vendor’s (PMVs) source of power came
from social relationships, expertise, and had the power to refer
patients to seek care. There are two types of PMVs: mobile and
resident. Resident PMVs have more power over the patient’s care
and access to diagnosis

“If they are ill and it is body temperature that just started, so I will

give hem drugs for two days, sometimes if there is no changes we

refer them to the health center” PMV, female, urban area.

“I usually greet and ask them about their health when they pass

by my shop, sometime some will thank me for the drugs I gave them

the day before and that it’s effective while another may come to

report that the medicine was not effective and request for another

kind.” PMV, female, urban area.

Resident PMVs viewed their power over disease diagnosis to be
limited to what was acceptable by law. Due to their presence
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within the locality, they could easily be identified and liable to
the law.

“. . . so far it won’t affect us, you know there is nothing that the police

don’t investigate, so if it won’t affect us and the police won’t disturb

us, no problem” PMV, female, urban area.

Health Care Level Stakeholders
This level of Stakeholders includes Doctors, Nurses, Community
Health Officers (CHO), Community Health Extension Workers
(CHEWS), Laboratory Scientists/Technicians. They work within
the clinical aspect of the health care system.

CHEWS/CHO/Doctors
The CHEWS/Doctors are the first level of entry into the
healthcare system. Due to the limited number of personnel within
the healthcare system, CHEWS/CHOs are in charge of smaller
primary health care centers and health posts that are close to
the communities, while Doctors were in Charge of larger health
centers. The CHEW, CHO, and Doctor demonstrated power as
experts. However, the CHEWs also demonstrated social power
based on their continuous residence within the community
leading to the formation of relationships with members of
the community.

“. . . I have more information, so they really do not have a lot of

options than to follow my instructions; this is not in all cases but it

happens most the time. . . If I tell them that I want to admit them,

then they do not have a choice. If they refuse to stay, this is not

a prison and they can leave. It depends on how you talk to them

anyway” Doctor, male, urban area.

“.. (Patient)came into the clinic with complaints and then he

followed my boss (Senior CHEW) into town for proper diagnosis

where tests were carried out on him. After everything, my boss told

me they got drugs and that it was schistosomiasis” Junior CHEW,

Health Center, Rural area

“...At times if I want to go and I run into people passing by

going toward the area with their bikes, they often assist me.” Junior

CHEW, Female, rural area.

“I think I might have seen about two to three cases (of

schistosomiasis). When this happens, the first thing we do after

noting their complaints is to refer them to the MOH(medical officer

of Health).” CHO, female, urban area.

Laboratory Personnel
Laboratory personnel demonstrated power as experts with
technical knowledge. Their power over patients was limited
and they only had contacts with patients through a referral
from doctors. That did not have power over treatment or what
diagnostic test to carry out.

“Yes, at that point you, whatsoever analysis is requested from

the physician, at the end of my own analysis once I see a result,

I have that privilege to also recommend. . . suggestive. So, it now

depends on the physician by the time the patient reports back to

the physician” Laboratory scientist, male, NGO, urban area.

“our job is to analyze the specimen and report. Then the doctor

decides on how to act on our result. . . they get referred by doctors to

here from various hospitals... and people come here on their own. . .

But mostly they are referred here by doctors” Laboratory scientist,

male, private lab, urban area.

“we first go for microscopy and if there is schistosomiasis, we

refer them to the doctors for treatment” Laboratory technician,

female, Health Center, urban area.

Organizational Level Stakeholders
Organizational level stakeholders were those in charge of
programmatic parts of schistosomiasis control as well as
gathering and using information about schistosomiasis for
program planning. These include the Medical Officer of Health
(MOH), Primary Health Care (PHC) coordinator, Disease
Surveillance and Notification Officer (DSNO), and the Neglected
Tropical Disease Officer (NTD) and teachers.

Primary Health Care (PHC)
Coordinator/MOH
The PHC coordinator /MOH is in charge of primary care at the
local government levels demonstrated legitimate power because
of their position within the organization part of the healthcare
system, as well as expertise based on training.

“by virtue of my position can relate with other line ministries,

department, and agencies, international organizations. . . that want

to partner with the local government on health matters to

implement any program as far as the health system of the local

government is concerned.” I get referrals and at the same time, I

do refer people, depending on the case that presents itself. My staff

can refer patients to me or invite me to manage a case at the facility

level’ MOH and PHC coordinator, male, urban LGA.

“I see to the affairs of the PHC department in general. I also

coordinate the staff in terms of their duties, supervise them, and

then if there is any need for recommendation for any of them from

the state government, I will make those recommendations” PHC

coordinator, female, rural LGA.

However, the level of power of these officers to address
schistosomiasis and recommend a line of action is limited by
other stakeholders that do not have a direct relationship with
schistosomiasis diagnostics.

“There are enough skilled people outside but the government

did not recruit them. I cannot recruit them by myself, they are

usually recruited by the State Primary Healthcare Board.” PHC

coordinator, female, rural LGA.

“It takes a collaborative effort of my office, the office of the

political officeholders. The politicians are the ones who initiate

policies and they decide if they want to expand and add more to

the existing facilities. They determine the felt need of the people in

the community that they serve. When they go to the people and

the people tell them that they need a healthcare facility, they work

on it. Then, they will refer to me. The process goes from top to

bottom, it rarely goes bottom-up.” MOH and PHC coordinator,

male, urban LGA.

NTD Officer
The NTD officer is primarily in charge of the programmatic
aspect of the schistosomiasis control. They demonstrate technical
power because of their position. They were also in charge of
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TABLE 4 | Stakeholder power and interest ranking.

Stakeholder

category

Role Power type Power rank Interest rank

1 Parent/guardian of children with

schistosomiasis

Social, coercion 2 2

2 Community leader Social, legitimate 2 1

Patent Medicine Vendor (PMV) Social, referent 2 1

Traditional healer Social, cultural 2 1

Community mobilizer Social, informational, referent 3 3

3 Doctors Expert, referent 3 3

Community Health officers Expert, referent 3 3

Laboratory scientist/Technician Expert, referent 3 4

Community Health Extension Workers

(CHEW)

Social, Expert, referent 4 5

4 Primary health care (PHC) coordinator Organizational, Expert, legitimate 3 3

NTD officer Organizational, informational, social 3 3

Disease surveillance and notification Officer

(DSNO)

Organizational, legitimate, Expert, social,

informational

4 4

Teachers Informational 1 1

5 NGO Organizational, legitimate, informational 3 3

Community-based organization (CBO) – – –

6 Academia Expert, informational 3 5

7 Financing Organizational, informational 5 4

the School-based deworming day targeting school-age children
for treatment for schistosomiasis. They also have ties with
the community and could leverage social connections within
the community.

“We only currently handle kids from ages 5 to 14, adults are also

prone to the risk and we have seen cases of adults passing blood

in urine. This is why several adults have been asking when we will

carry out a program like this for them. So, it is necessary for both

adults and not the children alone. . . Maybe the next time we have

a meeting with the state, we would bring up that they should extend

the range of reach to cater for people 15 years and above because

they also swim in the rivers and they can end up infecting the

ones we’ve treated if they are not included” NTD officer, female,

urban LGA.

“Wedo surveillance.We try asmuch as possible to pass messages

to the community leaders so that they will be aware of it, so

whenever they see signs, they will be able to call on me to inform

me about the cases, and then, there will be a linkup between myself

and the community.” NTD officer, male, rural LGA.

The State had legitimate organizational power over the
schistosomiasis control program. However, the Federal
government determined the overall strategies for schistosomiasis
control based on policy.

“because the state does not have the authority to that (address

schistosomiasis through policy). It always comes from the federal

level. The guidelines we use are from the federal level and our hands

are tied without the federal ministry of health.” State NTD Officer.

Disease Surveillance and Notification
Officer (DSNO)
These officers are in charge of monitoring and reporting
notifiable diseases including schistosomiasis. They directly work
with health facilities and demonstrate strong legitimate power
over health facilities, both private and public, and at all levels
of care (primary, secondary and tertiary healthcare) within
their jurisdiction.

“We have weekly and monthly reporting. Whenever they see

something of such nature such as blood in the urine, they will send

a text message notifying me that there is a case of this nature and on

monthly basis, they will sum all the activities for the weeks and send

it to me. I have a column that indicates schistosomiasis. Whenever

such a case has been reported to me, I must go and investigate in

all health facilities. . . I have to contact the higher authority which is

the state disease, surveillance officer. Then we go together and make

verification.” DSNO, male, urban LGA.

“The health workers there will treat the patient and document

it. We will then send the record to the state.” DSNO, female,

rural LGA.

Teachers
Teachers only featured strongly within the treatment aspect
of the schistosomiasis control program. They, however, have
limited powers overtreatment and no power over the diagnosis
of schistosomiasis.

“we announce it to them that there is deworming, some of them

came some did not come to school and some who came like one he
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was always tapping me that her mother said she should not take any

medicine” Primary School Teacher, Urban area.

“then it depends on the condition if it one that requires an

immediate attention. For example, a kid that has a cut and was

injured and he is bleeding several of them have been taken to

private clinics around here, the principal pay for their treatment,

teachers raising money taken to him, to attend to them at that

first day. . . there were children that have been rushed to hospitals

by the school, the parents will come, meet them in the hospital

where they were taken to so it depends on what happens.. that will

determine. . . ” Participant 3, FGD, Secondary school, urban area.

Policy/Economic Environment
Stakeholders
These stakeholders have a wider level of impact and they
interphase with more than one level of the health system
simultaneously. These include interaction with both the
community level, local Government, State Government,
and or at the Federal government level. They include
academia/researchers, Non-Governmental Organizations
(NGOs), financing/donor organizations.

Non-Governmental Organizations (NGO)
We identified three main NGOs. One of the NGOs [Association
of Reproductive and Family Health (ARFH)] worked within
disease diagnostics and the second, the World Health
Organization (WHO) performed a technical function. While the
third (Evidence action) provided technical function as well as
funding support. The WHO function appeared to have stronger
legitimate powers by performing supervisory roles. The WHO
did not have a state-based NTD officer. This was only present at
the national level. However, other officers within the state office
filled the gap when needed.

“This may be due to the fact that I do not really look into it but inmy

supervisions, I have barely seen cases of schistosomiasis. . . I think

the surveillance..is poor for schistosomiasis. With good surveillance

system, I think we will easily pick up quite a number of cases. Many

of the factors that might predispose to schistosomiasis is present”

WHO state technical officer.

Financing
Financing appeared to be one of the greatest sources of power.
Financiers had legitimate power as well as the power to coerce
the state and the federal government to address schistosomiasis
diagnostics. One NGO primarily performed some financing
activity targeting schistosomiasis control through the school-
based deworming exercise. The NGO also has informational
power to bring about change.

“I do not think that schistosomiasis is really prioritized and there

is probably no funding line for it. Funding is also a big issue. No

matter the charges, the funders have their interest. If they insist

that they want to fund a certain disease, other diseases will suffer.”

WHO state technical Officer.

“we basically provide technical assistance for the government to

be able to carry our deworming. . . It involves anything from policy,

advocacy, planning and collection and distribution of the drug,

monitoring the program and. . . so we supply, we provide funding

for them, we also provide the technical know-how, working with

the state. . .well, we went to the government to say we would have

to work with them to carry out a state-wide deworming program

so in a way should I say we initiated it but it’s the government

program. . . and we do not, we are not the one that provide the

drugs, the drugs are provided by the federal ministry of health, it’s

a free donation. . . throughWHO andWHO is the source of supply”

Country Director, Evidence Action.

Academia/Research
We found three persons in Research and who all performed
dual roles. Two were both doctors and researchers, while
one was as both a researcher and a laboratory scientist.
Researchers exhibited powers as experts based on technical
knowledge and could identify other stakeholders as well as reach
out to these stakeholders. As such, they had some form of
informational power.

“. . . based on the report we had, what we did was to get the NGOs

working in those areas to get to their local health authorities to

let them know of the problem of schistosomiasis because the cases

found here were actually from the local health authorities who gave

us the medications for free.” Researcher and Doctor, male.

“I think the program covers all local government what I now do

not know is if they’ve been able to identify some high-risk regions in

the state and have intensified program in those regions as compared

to the places with low risk,. . . but I know the program, the NTD

program is state-wide thing” Researcher and Doctor, female.

“I want to talk about one, political will, because there are a lot

of politics that go around which—you have planned something and

because of one thing you don’t they just stop it all of a sudden.”

Researcher and Laboratory scientist, male.

Stakeholder Interest Thematic Analysis
Most of the interviewed stakeholders were interested in the
device and its use for the diagnosis of schistosomiasis. Table 4
shows the grading of their level of interest.

Community-Level Stakeholders
Members of the community did not show a strong interest in
the device due to a lack of understanding of how the device
works, low level of awareness of the disease, and also because they
looked up to the health workers to make certain decisions about
diagnosis and treatment. However, other stakeholders were able
to give insight into the patients’ perspectives on this device.

“yes, you need sensitization because if you don’t sensitize them, they

will not know the value of this” CHO and Community Mobilizer,

female, rural area.

“If the government provides equipment that can bring out result

instantly” Guardian, female, urban area.

Healthcare Level
Medical personnel appeared to be interested in the device
improving the diagnostic process and increasing efficiency,
especially in hard to reach areas.
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“I think that’s a good idea, and it will be a good development like

in the case of malaria. . . so, it’s just a welcome idea” CHO and

Community mobilizer, rural LGA.

“I know that you people are always moving forward, so I look

forward to whatever advances you can make you know to make life

easy for us here” Laboratory scientist, Private lab.

“If such a device is brought to this healthcare facility, I think it

will be easier for us to diagnose patients if such a case is brought to

us.” CHO, Health center, urban LGA.

Organizational Level
At the organizational level, the PHC coordinator and NTD
officers were interested in the device easing workflow and
improving diagnosis, thereby helping their output.

“If you can innovate one that can be appropriated for the ease

of local use without microscopy, it will be good since it will be

something easy to work with” PHC coordinator and MOH, male,

urban LGA.

Yes. This is because some will not give you the consent to take

their children’s urine. We need to convince them totally before

samples can be taken. . . Connecting with the DSNO and going to

the UCH (tertiary hospital) takes a very long time. The result also

takes time to arrive. It will be better if the diagnosis is done at the

PHC level. PHC coordinator, female, rural LGA.

For the NTD officers, the introduction of the device would
increase the effectiveness of their work and reduce waiting
times for the conformation of cases from secondary and
tertiary hospitals.

“There is no machine. We do have labs but we are limited to some

tests to be carried out at the LGA level. We have to take the samples

to UCH (tertiary hospital) to test if it is schistosomiasis. . .We have

lab scientists at the LGA now but the materials they need are not

available. If there are materials and equipments to use, they should

be able to work” NTD officer, male, rural LGA.

“It should let us know people that are coming down with

schistosomiasis. . . ” NTD officer, male, urban LGA.

Policy/Economic Environment Level
At this level, all stakeholders were interested in the device
improving schistosomiasis diagnosis and reducing the impact of
disease within the state.

“Diagnosis is key. For example, tuberculosis control starts with

diagnosis before anything can be done. To do this properly, we have

to strengthen the labs as the diagnosis and the confirmation of the

cure end in the lab. We are advocating point of care devices that

could make a diagnosis of some of the public health diseases without

a lot of sophistication” WHO state technical officer.

“but I think it’s...it’s potentially a game-changer as to how

we do field surveys for Schisto and STH so it’s something

personally I would really like to get involved in” Country Director,

Evidence Action.

Researchers mentioned the importance of the device’s input in
quick diagnosis and its importance as a quick screening tool for
those with infection or highly endemic regions.

“They will get the buy-in. If it is for schistosomiasis, the private

facilities in places where they have a high burden of that will be

interested” Researcher and Doctor, male.

“People will embrace it. I’m so sure of that. . . In fact,

already I’m falling in love (with the device)” Researcher and

Laboratory scientist.

“So if there are better diagnostic test or methods or stuff, that

might be able to help so that there are no missing cases, there

are obviously missing cases, and I feel that even the few, the ones

that we see, they can be picked earlier before it gets to the stage of

frank haematuria. They can be picked earlier if we have easy-to-use

diagnostic or screening test kit.” Researcher and Doctor, female.

Stakeholder Classification and Ranking
Based on the stakeholder power base, and interest evidence
available from the interviews, 2 interviewers/researchers read
through the transcripts and ranked stakeholders for co-creation
according to their power and interest independently (Table 4).
Any differences in the ranking were resolved by a more
senior researcher.

Stakeholder Power/Interest Matrix
Based on the ranking of the stakeholder power and interest,
stakeholders for co-creation were mapped into a power interest
matrix to identify stakeholders who were important to co-
creation. Stakeholders could fall into the following categories
(Figure 4): players, context setters, crowds, and subjects (49).

From our analysis, the stakeholders important for co-creation
clustered into two categories: “crowd” and “key players.” The
“crowd” stakeholders are characterized by low power and low
interest. This category is predominantly made up of community-
level stakeholders within stakeholder categories 1 and 2. They
may have a high impact if they act together toward a goal.

The “key players” stakeholder group consists of category 3–
7 stakeholders except for the community mobilizer who falls
under category 2 stakeholder. These stakeholders demonstrate
high power and high interest. These stakeholders also fall within
the organizational, healthcare, and policy/financial environment
levels of the healthcare system. Although these players appear
to have a high influence/power, these do not necessarily mean
high impact since they cannot enforce acceptance by the patients
and the community. No stakeholder fell within the category of
stakeholders with high interest and low power (subjects) or those
with high power and low interest (context setters).

DISCUSSION

This study assessed and mapped stakeholders’ interest,
influence/power, and position within the schistosomiasis
diagnostics landscape concerning the development of a device
for improved diagnosis of schistosomiasis. Engaging and co-
creating with stakeholders in diagnostic device development and
adoption is known to be important for successful deployment
and use of diagnostic devices. We improved upon an existing
framework for stakeholder identification and applied it
to the stakeholder identification process for co-creation.
This framework can also be used to identify implementing
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FIGURE 4 | Stakeholder mapping using a power/interest matrix.

stakeholders. We also analyzed relevant stakeholders’ power,
interest, and stakes for device co-creation using a power-
interest matrix. This strategy will help to identify relevant
stakeholders within the field of study and develop ways of
engaging stakeholders based on the outcome of the analysis.
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study using a
three-stage stakeholder approach to co-creation for a device for
S. haematobium.

Key Findings
Evidence from the analysis indicates two main uses of
stakeholders: co-creation and adoption. It is also clear that some

stakeholders fall into both the co-creation category and the
implementation category. This is similar to what was found by
van Limburg (50).

Among stakeholders for co-creation, most of the identified
stakeholders within a formally organized system showed
greater interest in the development of the device to either
improve their work or increase efficiency. This suggests that
the non-availability of point of care devices can impact on
disease management of schistosomiasis. Although stakeholders
at the community level had a low interest, this is likely
due to low awareness of the disease, especially in its early
stages or in cases of light infections (12, 42). Besides, the
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consequences of non-treatment are not probably clear to them
due to the long time-to-complication seen in the disease
(1, 2, 7).

The community-level stakeholders appear to demonstrate a
low level of influence when analyzed individually. However,
since the social power type was more common among these
stakeholders, the stakeholders acting together can demonstrate
a high level of power (26, 51, 52). For instance, they can
decide not to allow the use of devices for testing within
the community during large scale implementation. They can
also refuse to go for testing based on their beliefs about the
disease. As such, regardless of their low level of interests
and power, it is important to keep them informed on device
development processes such as prototypes for testing and as well
as awareness campaigns that may precede device testing and
adoption (29). Regular updates to the community will increase
mobilization and buy-in, as well as the willingness to pay for
schistosomiasis testing.

The most important type of stakeholders for our co-creation
plan are the key players. These stakeholders demonstrated
high levels of power by acting as key players within the
health system (medical and organizational) and policy
environment. These stakeholders are important for device
co-creation and validation. The key players are important
for strategizing and guiding product development. For
instance, laboratory personnel can give insight to the peculiar
challenges of equipment used within this context which may
be different from the environmental context of the device
developers. As expected, the financing/donor stakeholder
has the highest level of power within stakeholders for co-
creation because of the problems of financing healthcare
and programs within the developing country context. It is
well-known that donors strongly determine the direction of
health policy within the context of Lower Middle-Income
Countries (LMICs) (26). Engaging and working closely with
these stakeholders will improve device design as well as increase
acceptability by stakeholders who are important to adoption
and implementation.

Limitations
One limitation of our study was that we did not interview some
stakeholders, for instance, political actors and media, who may
be important for implementation, as well as the Federal Ministry
of Health (FMOH) staff who may be important for co-creation
in our interviews. However, these do not strongly influence the
results of our work. It is known that the FMOH as a stakeholder is
primarily involved in giving policy direction for schistosomiasis
control and elimination (9). State governments are by law able
to domesticate the policy and adopt what works for them by
actively engaging with other non-state actors directly. Results of
what works and progress on the schistosomiasis control program
are usually reported to the FMOH. As such, we believe, we can
leverage existing communication channels between the state and
federal ministry to engage with stakeholders within the federal
ministry during co-creation.

In respect of stakeholders for implementation, political actors
especially were not interviewed because of the rapidly changing

political landscape (52) in the state at the time of data collection
and the long-life cycle of device development which creates
problems with reengaging every new political actor throughout
the device development lifecycle. Since co-creation is amajor step
in the life cycle of device development before the implementation
phase, we believed that interacting with these co-creating
stakeholders can increase our visibility within the healthcare
context. Moreover, since some stakeholders are important for
co-creation and implementation, our continuous engagement
with these co-creating stakeholders would help to further identify
other important stakeholders for implementation and adoption,
as well as influence these implementing stakeholders (52). Finally,
it is important to have a working prototype of the device first
before involving other important implementers such as political
actors and the media.

Another limitation is that some of our findings may not
be generalizable to other parts of the country. Nigeria is a
multi-ethnic society with ethnic groups concentrated in different
regions. As such, the culture of the predominant ethnic group
can affect how stakeholders interact with each other, how
stakeholder roles are assigned, and the power dynamics within
the schistosomiasis diagnostics landscape. For instance, in some
parts of Nigeria, religious leaders may be a stakeholder within
some communities. However, we believe this may not affect
the result and the interpretation of the power-interest matrix
for co-creation.

Future Directions
In the future, we plan to further identify the value proposition
of stakeholders for device development, as well as explore
relationships between the stakeholders using social network
analysis for both co-creation and implementing stakeholders.
Identifying how stakeholders collaborate and communicate can
aid in stakeholder engagement leveraging on the relationship
ties to achieve mass acceptance and application of the
diagnostic device.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The raw data supporting the conclusions of this article will be
made available by the authors, without undue reservation.

ETHICS STATEMENT

Ethical approval for the study was obtained from the
Ethical Review Committee of the College of Medicine,
University of Ibadan, Nigeria (NHREC/05/01/2008a). The
patients/participants provided their written informed consent to
participate in this study.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

AO determined the overall structure of the study and the
protocol and aligned it with the inputs from MK, OO, JD,
and JV. AO analyzed the data with input from MK and OO.

Frontiers in Public Health | www.frontiersin.org 14 October 2020 | Volume 8 | Article 564381

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/public-health
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/public-health#articles


Onasanya et al. Stakeholders and Schistosomiasis Diagnostics

All authors reviewed the analyses, interpretation, reporting for
critical content, and read and approved the final manuscript.

FUNDING

Part of the research described has been funded by NWO-
WOTRO Science for Global Development program, Grant
Number W 07.30318.009.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Delft Global Initiative and our collaborators within
the INSPiRED project who provided valuable support. We also
thank Opeyemi Oladunni for assistance in coordinating the
field research and Merlijn Sluiter and G-Young Van for their
contribution to the interviews. We thank all the respondents who
participated in our study.

REFERENCES

1. Ezeh CO, Onyekwelu KC, Akinwale OP, Shan L, Wei H. Urinary

schistosomiasis in Nigeria: a 50 year review of prevalence, distribution and

disease burden. Parasite. (2019) 26:19. doi: 10.1051/parasite/2019020

2. Chitsulo L, Engels D, Montresor A, Savioli L. The global status

of schistosomiasis and its control. Acta Trop. (2000) 77:41–51.

doi: 10.1016/S0001-706X(00)00122-4

3. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Schistosomiasis. Centers for

Disease Control and Prevention (2019). Available online at: https://www.cdc.

gov/dpdx/schistosomiasis/index.html (accessed May 20, 2020).

4. Nebe OJ, Anagbogu IN, Ngige EN, Isiyaku S, Adamani WEM A, Nwobi

BC. Epidemiological mapping of schistosomiasis and soil transmitted

helminthiasis in 19 states and the federal capital territory (fct), Nigeria. Am

J Trop Med Hyg. (2017) 95(Suppl. 5):559. doi: 10.4269/ajtmh.abstract2016

5. LoVerde PT. Schistosomiasis. In: Toledo R, Bernard F, editors. Digenetic

Trematodes. 2nd ed. New York, NY: Springer-Verlag (2019). p. 45–70.

6. Ajibola O, Gulumbe B, Eze A, Obishakin E. Tools for detection

of schistosomiasis in resource limited settings. Med Sci. (2018) 6:39.

doi: 10.3390/medsci6020039

7. Markel SF, LoVerde PT, Britt EM. Prolonged latent schistosomiasis. JAMA.

(1978) 240:1746–7.

8. van der Werf MJ, de Vlas SJ, Brooker S, Looman CW, Nagelkerke NJ,

Habbema JD, et al. Quantification of clinical morbidity associated with

schistosome infection in sub-Saharan Africa. Acta Trop. (2003) 86:125–39.

doi: 10.1016/S0001-706X(03)00029-9

9. Federal Ministry of Health. NIGERIA NTD Master Plan: 2015-2020. Federal

Ministry of Health (2015). Available online at: http://espen.afro.who.int/

system/files/content/resources/NIGERIA_NTD_Master_Plan_2015_2020.

pdf (accessed April 20, 2020).

10. Isere E, Fatiregun A, Ajayi I. An overview of disease surveillance

and notification system in Nigeria and the roles of clinicians in

disease outbreak prevention and control. Niger Med J. (2015) 56:161–8.

doi: 10.4103/0300-1652.160347

11. Sturrock RF. Guidelines for the evaluation of soil-transmitted helminthiasis

and schistosomiasis at community level: a guide for managers of control

programmes. Trans R Soc Trop Med Hyg. (1998) 92:470–1.

12. Uchendu O, Oladoyin V, Idowu M, Adeyera O, Olabisi O, Oluwatosin O,

et al. Urinary schistosomiasis among vulnerable children in a rehabilitation

home in Ibadan, Oyo state, Nigeria. BMC Infect Dis. (2017) 17:487.

doi: 10.1186/s12879-017-2591-6

13. Braun-Munzinger RA, Southgate BA. Repeatability and reproducibility of

egg counts of Schistosoma haematobium in urine. Trop Med Parasitol.

(1992) 43:149–54.

14. Weber MD, Blair DM, Clark VV. The pattern of schistosome egg distribution

in a micturition flow. Cent Afr J Med. (1967) 13:75–88.

15. Worrell CM, Bartoces M, Karanja DMS, Ochola EA, Matete DO, Mwinzi

PNM, et al. Cost analysis of tests for the detection of Schistosoma mansoni

infection in children in western Kenya.Am J TropMedHyg. (2015) 92:1233–9.

doi: 10.4269/ajtmh.14-0644

16. Le L, Hsieh MH. Diagnosing urogenital schistosomiasis: dealing

with diminishing returns. Trends Parasitol. (2017) 33:378–87.

doi: 10.1016/j.pt.2016.12.009

17. Agbana T, Nijman P, Hoeber M, Grootheest D van, Diepen A van, Lieshout

L van, et al. Detection of Schistosoma haematobium using lensless imaging

and flow cytometry, a proof of principle study. In: Optical Diagnostics and

Sensing XX: Toward Point-of-Care Diagnostics. San Francisco, CA (2020).

doi: 10.1117/12.2545220

18. Agbana T, Oladepo O, Vdovin G, Oyibo W, Van G-Y, Diehl JC. Schistoscope:

towards a locally producible smart diagnostic device for schistosomiasis in

Nigeria. In: 2019 IEEE Global Humanitarian Technology Conference (GHTC).

Seattle, WA: IEEE (2019). p. 1–8. doi: 10.1109/GHTC46095.2019.9033049

19. Diehl JC, Oyibo P, Agbana T, Jujjavarapu S, Van G-Y, Oyibo W. Schistoscope:

smartphone vs. raspberry Pi based low cost diagnostic device for urinary

schistosomiasis. In: 10th IEEE Global Humanitarian Technology Conference

(GHTC). Seattle, WA: IEEE (2020). p. 1–8.

20. Faber WN, Jorna R, Engelen JV. The sustainability of “sustainability”-A study

into the conceptual foundations of the notion of “sustainability”. J Environ

Asses Policy Manag. (2005) 7:1–33.

21. ProdanM, Prodan A, Purcarea AA. Three new dimensions to people, process,

technology improvement model. In: Rocha A, Correia A, Costanzo S, Reis L,

editors. New Contributions in Information Systems and Technologies Advances

in Intelligent Systems and Computing. 353rd ed. Cham: Springer (2015).

p. 481–90.

22. Finegood D, Johnston L, Steinberg M, Matteson C, Deck PB. Complexity,

systems thinking, and health behavior change. In: Kahan S, Gielen A, Fagan

P, Green L, editors. Health Behavior Change in Populations. New York, NY:

Oxford University Press (2011). p. 208.

23. Solaimani S, Guldemond N, Bouwman H. Dynamic stakeholder interaction

analysis: innovative smart living design cases. Electron Mark. (2013) 23:317–

28. doi: 10.1007/s12525-013-0143-5

24. Borgatti SP, Mehra A, Brass DJ, Labianca G. Network analysis in the social

sciences. Science. (2009) 323:892–5. doi: 10.1126/science.1165821

25. Cowan L, Murdoch H. Understanding Social Context: Literature Review.

Tatura, VIC: Victorian Government Department of Primary Industries (2006).

p. 1–46.

26. Sriram V, Topp SM, Schaaf M, Mishra A, Flores W, Rajasulochana

SR, et al. 10 best resources on power in health policy and systems in

low- and middle-income countries. Health Policy Plan. (2018) 33:611–21.

doi: 10.1093/heapol/czy008

27. Zwass V. Co-creation: toward a taxonomy and an integrated

research perspective. Int J Electron Commer. (2010) 15:11–48.

doi: 10.2753/JEC1086-4415150101

28. Sanders EB-N, Stappers PJ. Co-creation and the new landscapes of design.

CoDesign. (2008) 4:5–18. doi: 10.1080/15710880701875068

29. Leask CF, Sandlund M, Skelton DA, Altenburg TM, Cardon G,

Chinapaw MJM, et al. Framework, principles and recommendations

for utilising participatory methodologies in the co-creation and

evaluation of public health interventions. Res Involv Engagem. (2019)

5:2. doi: 10.1186/s40900-018-0136-9

30. van Woezik AFG, Braakman-Jansen LMA, Kulyk O, Siemons L, van Gemert-

Pijnen JEWC. Tackling wicked problems in infection prevention and control:

a guideline for co-creation with stakeholders.Antimicrob Resist Infect Control.

(2016) 5:20. doi: 10.1186/s13756-016-0119-2

31. Reed MS, Graves A, Dandy N, Posthumus H, Hubacek K, Morris J,

et al. Who’s in and why? A typology of stakeholder analysis methods

for natural resource management. J Environ Manage. (2009) 90:1933–49.

doi: 10.1016/j.jenvman.2009.01.001

32. Waite RC, Woods G, Velleman Y, Freeman MC. Collaborating to develop

joint water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH) and neglected tropical disease

Frontiers in Public Health | www.frontiersin.org 15 October 2020 | Volume 8 | Article 564381

https://doi.org/10.1051/parasite/2019020
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-706X(00)00122-4
https://www.cdc.gov/dpdx/schistosomiasis/index.html
https://www.cdc.gov/dpdx/schistosomiasis/index.html
https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.abstract2016
https://doi.org/10.3390/medsci6020039
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-706X(03)00029-9
http://espen.afro.who.int/system/files/content/resources/NIGERIA_NTD_Master_Plan_2015_2020.pdf
http://espen.afro.who.int/system/files/content/resources/NIGERIA_NTD_Master_Plan_2015_2020.pdf
http://espen.afro.who.int/system/files/content/resources/NIGERIA_NTD_Master_Plan_2015_2020.pdf
https://doi.org/10.4103/0300-1652.160347
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-017-2591-6
https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.14-0644
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pt.2016.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.2545220
https://doi.org/10.1109/GHTC46095.2019.9033049
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12525-013-0143-5
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1165821
https://doi.org/10.1093/heapol/czy008
https://doi.org/10.2753/JEC1086-4415150101
https://doi.org/10.1080/15710880701875068
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40900-018-0136-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13756-016-0119-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2009.01.001
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/public-health
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/public-health#articles


Onasanya et al. Stakeholders and Schistosomiasis Diagnostics

(NTD) sectormonitoring: an expert consultation. Int Health. (2017) 9:215–25.

doi: 10.1093/inthealth/ihx008

33. Madon S, Malecela MN, Mashoto K, Donohue R, Mubyazi G, Michael

E. The role of community participation for sustainable integrated

neglected tropical diseases and water, sanitation and hygiene intervention

programs: a pilot project in Tanzania. Soc Sci Med. (2018) 202:28–37.

doi: 10.1016/j.socscimed.2018.02.016

34. Standley C, Boyce MR, Klineberg A, Essix G, Katz R. Organization

of oversight for integrated control of neglected tropical diseases

within Ministries of Health. PLoS Negl Trop Dis. (2018) 12:e0006929.

doi: 10.1371/journal.pntd.0006929

35. Means AR, Jacobson J,Mosher AW,Walson JL. Integrated healthcare delivery:

a qualitative research approach to identifying and harmonizing perspectives

of integrated neglected tropical disease programs. PLoS Negl Trop Dis. (2016)

10:e0005085. doi: 10.1371/journal.pntd.0005085

36. Johnston EA, Teague J, Graham JP. Challenges and opportunities

associated with neglected tropical disease and water, sanitation and hygiene

intersectoral integration programs. BMC Public Health. (2015) 15:547.

doi: 10.1186/s12889-015-1838-7

37. Stewart-Ibarra AM, Romero M, Hinds AQJ, Lowe R, Mahon R, van

Meerbeeck CJ, et al. Co-developing climate services for public health:

stakeholder needs and perceptions for the prevention and control of

Aedestransmitted diseases in the Caribbean. PLoS Negl Trop Dis. (2019)

13:e0007772. doi: 10.1371/journal.pntd.0007772

38. Freeman MC, Ogden S, Jacobson J, Abbott D, Addiss DG, Amnie AG, et al.

Integration of water, sanitation, and hygiene for the prevention and control of

neglected tropical diseases: a rationale for inter-sectoral collaboration. PLoS

Negl Trop Dis. (2013) 7:e2439. doi: 10.1371/journal.pntd.0002439

39. Freeman RE. Strategic Management: A Stakeholder Approach. Boston, MA:

Pitman (1984). p. 46.

40. Uneke CJ, Ezeoha AE, Uro-Chukwu H, Ezeonu CT, Ogbu O, Onwe F, et al.

Enhancing the capacity of policy-makers to develop evidence-informed policy

brief on infectious diseases of poverty in Nigeria. Int J Health Policy Manag.

(2015) 4:599–610. doi: 10.15171/ijhpm.2015.100

41. Adekeye O, Dean L, Dixon R. Community Engagement in Neglected Tropical

Disease Treatment in Nigeria: Rethinking the Needs of Varying Contexts.

(2017). Available online at: https://countdown.lstmed.ac.uk/sites/default/

files/content/centre_page/attachments/CommunityEngagement_final.pdf

(accessed April 28, 2020).

42. Olaseha IO, Sridhar MKC. Participatory action research: community

diagnosis and intervention in controlling urinary schistosomiasis in an urban

community in Ibadan, Nigeria. Int Q Community Health Educ. (2005) 24:153–

60. doi: 10.2190/CBYM-94N2-E7DH-QRAL

43. Marshall B, Cardon P, Poddar A, Fontenot R. Does sample size matter

in qualitative research?: a review of qualitative interviews in is research.

J Comput Inf Syst. (2013) 54:11–22. doi: 10.1080/08874417.2013.116

45667

44. Turner JC. Explaining the nature of power: a three-process theory. Eur J Soc

Psychol. (2005) 35:1–22. doi: 10.1002/ejsp.244

45. HoMK, Abel D, Griffiths TL, LittmanML. The value of abstraction.Curr Opin

Behav Sci. (2019) 29:111–6. doi: 10.1016/j.cobeha.2019.05.001

46. Rounds J, Su R. The nature and power of interests. Curr Dir Psychol Sci. (2014)

23:98–103. doi: 10.1177/0963721414522812

47. National Academy of Engineering (US) and Institute of Medicine (US)

Committee on Engineering and the Health Care System. A framework for

a systems approach to health care delivery. In: Reid PP, Compton WD,

Grossman JH, Fanjiang G, editors. Building a Better Delivery System: A New

Engineering/Health Care Partnership. Washington, DC: National Academies

Press (2005).

48. Hyder A, Syed S, Puvanachandra P, Bloom G, Sundaram S, Mahmood

S, et al. Stakeholder analysis for health research: case studies from

low- and middle-income countries. Public Health. (2010) 124:159–66.

doi: 10.1016/j.puhe.2009.12.006

49. De Lopez TT. Stakeholder management for conservation projects: a case

study of Ream National Park, Cambodia. Environ Manage. (2001) 28:47–60.

doi: 10.1007/s002670010206

50. van Limburg M, Wentzel J, Sanderman R, van Gemert-Pijnen L. Business

modeling to implement an ehealth portal for infection control: a

reflection on co-creation with stakeholders. JMIR Res Protoc. (2015) 4:e104.

doi: 10.2196/resprot.4519

51. Namazzi G, Kiwanuka SN, Peter W, John B, Olico O, Allen KA,

et al. Stakeholder analysis for a maternal and newborn health

project in Eastern Uganda. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth. (2013) 13:58.

doi: 10.1186/1471-2393-13-58

52. Greenhalgh T, Jackson C, Shaw S, Janamian T. Achieving research impact

through co-creation in community-based health services: literature review

and case study. Milbank Q. (2016) 94:392–429. doi: 10.1111/1468-0009.

12197

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the

absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a

potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2020 Onasanya, Keshinro, Oladepo, Van Engelen and Diehl. This is an

open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution

License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted,

provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the

original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic

practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply

with these terms.

Frontiers in Public Health | www.frontiersin.org 16 October 2020 | Volume 8 | Article 564381

https://doi.org/10.1093/inthealth/ihx008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2018.02.016
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006929
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005085
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-015-1838-7
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007772
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002439
https://doi.org/10.15171/ijhpm.2015.100
https://countdown.lstmed.ac.uk/sites/default/files/content/centre_page/attachments/CommunityEngagement_final.pdf
https://countdown.lstmed.ac.uk/sites/default/files/content/centre_page/attachments/CommunityEngagement_final.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2190/CBYM-94N2-E7DH-QRAL
https://doi.org/10.1080/08874417.2013.11645667
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.244
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cobeha.2019.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/0963721414522812
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.puhe.2009.12.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002670010206
https://doi.org/10.2196/resprot.4519
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2393-13-58
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-0009.12197
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/public-health
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/public-health#articles

	A Stakeholder Analysis of Schistosomiasis Diagnostic Landscape in South-West Nigeria: Insights for Diagnostics Co-creation
	Background
	Methods
	Research Approach
	Stakeholder Identification
	Study Setting and Sampling Approach
	Stakeholder Interview and Analysis

	Results
	Stakeholder Characteristics
	Stakeholder Power/Influence Thematic Analysis
	Community-Level Stakeholders
	Patient
	Traditional Healer
	Community Leader
	Community Mobilizer
	PMV
	Health Care Level Stakeholders
	CHEWS/CHO/Doctors
	Laboratory Personnel
	Organizational Level Stakeholders
	Primary Health Care (PHC) Coordinator/MOH
	NTD Officer
	Disease Surveillance and Notification Officer (DSNO)
	Teachers
	Policy/Economic Environment Stakeholders
	Non-Governmental Organizations (NGO)
	Financing
	Academia/Research
	Stakeholder Interest Thematic Analysis
	Community-Level Stakeholders
	Healthcare Level
	Organizational Level
	Policy/Economic Environment Level
	Stakeholder Classification and Ranking
	Stakeholder Power/Interest Matrix

	Discussion
	Key Findings
	Limitations
	Future Directions

	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	References


