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Abstract
Introduction: following a declaration by the World Health Organization that Liberia had successfully interrupted Ebola virus transmission on May 
9th, 2015; the country entered a period of enhanced surveillance. The number of cases had significantly reduced prior to the declaration, leading to 
closure of eight out of eleven Ebola testing laboratories. Enhanced surveillance led to an abrupt increase in demand for laboratory services. We report 
interventions, achievements, lessons learned and recommendations drawn from enhancing laboratory capacity. 

Methods: using archived data, we reported before and after interventions that aimed at increasing laboratory capacity. Laboratory capacity was 
defined by number of laboratories with Ebola Virus Disease (EVD) testing capacity, number of competent staff, number of specimens tested, specimen 
backlog, daily and surge testing capacity, and turnaround time. Using Stata 14 (Stata Corporation, College Station, TX, USA), medians and trends 
were reported for all continuous variables. 

Results: between May and December 2015, interventions including recruitment and training of eight staff, establishment of one EVD laboratory 
facility, implementation of ten Ebola GeneXpert diagnostic platforms, and establishment of working shifts yielded an 8-fold increase in number of 
specimens tested, a reduction in specimens backlog to zero, and restoration of turn-around time to 24 hours. This enabled a more efficient surveillance 
system that facilitated timely detection and containment of two EVD clusters observed thereafter. 

Conclusion: effective enhancement of laboratory services during high demand periods requires a combination of context-specific interventions. 
Building and ensuring sustainability of local capacity is an integral part of effective surveillance and disease outbreak response efforts.
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Introduction
One of the pillars of effective response to an outbreak is an efficient 
laboratory system [1]. Between March, 2014 [2, 3] and March, 2015 
[4], Liberia battled what has been reported to be the largest Ebola 
virus epidemic in history [5, 6]. During this period, the country had up 
to 11 laboratories testing for Ebola Virus Disease (EVD) with support 
from the government of Liberia (GoL), the World Health Organization 
(WHO) and international partners [1]. On May 9 2015, the WHO made 
a declaration that Liberia had successfully interrupted transmission of 
Ebola virus, following a 42 day period since the death of the last EVD 
patient in that outbreak [4]. There, however, continued to be a risk of 
new importations of EVD into the country until transmission in the entire 
West African sub-region was stopped. The risk of a new emergence 
from an animal reservoir, importation, sexual transmission or a missed 
transmission chain led Liberia to enter a period of enhanced surveillance 
after the WHO declaration [7]. Subsequently, there occurred short-lived 
re-emergence of EVD in two small clusters involving six cases in June 
[8, 9] and three cases in November, 2015 [10]. Prior to the 2014 EVD 
outbreak in West Africa, there was no laboratory capacity to diagnose 
Ebola in Liberia. During the outbreak, laboratory capacity to diagnose 
EVD was established in-country and disease/outbreak confirmation 
became largely reliant on laboratory testing of whole blood, dead-body 
swabs, and post-mortem heart blood from suspected cases. Quantitative 
reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction (qRT-PCR) [11], the 
gold-standard diagnostic assay for detecting and quantifying Ebola 
virus, was predominantly used [12-14]. In 2015, the Xpert® Ebola 
assay for the GeneXpert platform (Cepheid, Inc., Sunnyvale, CA, USA) 
[15] an RT-PCR based assay, received emergency use authorization for 
Ebola diagnosis from the United States Food and Drug Administration 
[15]. Decreasing numbers of patients in the EVD holding and treatment 
centers prior to the 42-day period led to a rapid reduction in the number 
of laboratory requests [1]. This ultimately led to closure of eight EVD 
testing laboratories leaving three functional laboratories. Transition into 
enhanced surveillance led to a change from acute testing for clinical 
triage to surveillance testing [13], in which the threshold for the case 
definition was lowered to effectively demonstrate the absence of EVD in 
the local population [1]. When prevalence of a disease is low, there is a 
need to test more suspects (enhance surveillance) in order to rule out 
infection [1]. This resulted in an increase in the number of specimens 
thus increased demand on the efficiency and capacity of the remaining 
laboratories to test the exponentially increasing volume of specimens. 
We report the effect of interventions to boost laboratory capacity during 
the high demand period of enhanced EVD surveillance from May to 
December, 2015, and share lessons learned and recommendations for 
consideration in future laboratory capacity enhancement.

Methods
We analyzed laboratory and epidemiologic data generated daily between 
May and December, 2015. The Republic of Liberia is divided into five 
regions; North Eastern, North Central, South Central, South Eastern-A, 
South Eastern-B [16]; and consists of 15 administrative counties [3]. 
Approximately, 50% of Liberia’s population lives in Montserrado County 
in which the country’s capital city, Monrovia, is located [17]. Using 
archived data from WHO Emerging and Dangerous Pathogens Network 
(EDPLN) for EVD [18] hosted at WHO headquarters in Geneva, Liberia 
epidemiologic surveillance hosted at the Ministry of Health of Liberia, and 
individual laboratory log-books available at the respective laboratories, 
we obtained laboratory characteristics and trend of laboratory capacity 
before and after interventions. Interventions included: 1) establishing 
and developing EVD testing at two laboratories; 2) implementing new 
EVD diagnostic techniques not previously used in Liberia; 3) recruiting 
and training personnel in EVD molecular diagnostic procedures [13, 
15]; 4) creating “partial testing shifts” to enable longer testing hours. 
Laboratories were characterized by name, location, date of establishment, 
date of closure, type, operating party, technology used to diagnose EVD 
and number of staff competent in EVD diagnostics.

 

Laboratory capacity was defined with respect to daily and surge testing 
capacity, turnaround time, number of EVD suspected specimens 
tested, and specimen backlog as a measure of the difference between 

the number of specimen received and number of specimen tested by 
the laboratories. Daily testing capacity was defined as the number of 
EVD suspected specimens tested per day. Surge testing capacity was 
considered to be the maximum number of EVD suspected specimens 
that could be tested per day. Turnaround time was defined as the time 
taken by each laboratory to generate and disseminate test results to the 
Ministry of Health leadership, from the time a specimen was received. 
All the six laboratories that conducted EVD diagnosis, at some point, 
during the period of enhanced surveillance were included in the analysis. 
Other laboratories involved in clinical or public health diagnostics but 
not EVD diagnosis were not considered. Using archives from the 
epidemiologic surveillance database, we extracted data on number of 
specimens received, and number of specimens tested per laboratory per 
day. We also obtained the number of specimen that did not get tested 
the same day they were received in a given laboratory and defined this 
as specimen backlog. Non normally-distributed continuous variables 
were summarized by median and interquartile range while categorical 
data were summarized as proportions. We reported the trend of number 
specimen tested and specimen backlog per month. Stata 14 (Stata 
Corporation, College Station, TX, USA) was used for all analyses. This 
was a retrospective analysis of data as part of documentation of best 
practices, and did not necessitate ethical approval; however, the use of 
data, analysis and report were approved by Ministry of Health, Liberia, 
and the WHO Liberia Country Office.
 
 

Results
Country laboratory coverage: at the start of enhanced surveillance 
in May 2015, Liberia had a total of four EVD testing laboratories (Table 
1) representing 40% (2 out of 5) and 26.6% (4 out of 15) regional and 
county coverage, respectively (Figure 1). From 15th May until the peak 
of the enhanced surveillance in September-October, 2015, the country 
had three EVD testing laboratories following closure of one. This led to 
reduction in the overall country coverage to 20% (3 out of 15). These 
laboratories employed qRT-PCR technology for diagnosis (Table 1). 

Establishment of laboratories: to improve country-wide laboratory 
coverage, a mobile laboratory was successfully re-established at ELWA 
Ebola treatment unit (ETU), ELWA III laboratory, in Montserrado County 
and opened on 28th September, 2015 (Table 1). This restored the regional 
and county laboratory coverage to 40.0% and 26.6%, respectively (Figure 
1). On 3rd November, 2015, Redemption Hospital clinical laboratory, 
located in Montserrado County, having completed the proficiency testing 
program, began testing whole blood for EVD, exclusively on samples from 
patients attending the hospital.

Implementation of new diagnostic techniques: due to a need to 
increase unit output, 10 GeneXpert machines with EVD testing capacity 
were implemented, with support from The foundation for innovative new 
diagnostics (FIND), WHO, academic consortium combating Ebola in Liberia 
(ACCEL) and United States Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 
(CDC), in Liberia. Four machines were installed at ELWA III laboratory 
in September 2015, one was installed at Redemption hospital laboratory 
in August 2015, two were installed at Phebe Hospital EVD laboratory in 
November 2015 and three was installed at Jackson F. Doe (JFD) Hospital 
EVD Laboratory in November 2015. The National Reference Laboratory 
(LIBR-NRL) partly used two GeneXpert machines that belonged to 
the National Institute of Health (NIH) research laboratory located at 
the Liberia Institute of Biomedical Research (LIBR) premises. Plans to 
establish a new EVD testing site, to use GeneXpert, in Maryland County, 
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South Eastern-B region, were pending implementation by the time of 
this report. Implementation of the OraQuick® Ebola Rapid Antigen Test 
(OraSure Technologies, Inc.) was in the process of being rolled-out at 
the time of enhanced surveillance and is therefore not discussed further.
 
Recruiting and training of personnel: between May and July 2015, 
there were 10 Liberian laboratory technicians competent in EVD diagnosis. 
Starting in August 2015, 16 technicians were recruited and trained in EVD 
molecular diagnostics. By October, 15 of them were competent in EVD 
diagnostic techniques. An additional 4 personnel were trained specifically 
on use of Xpert Ebola technology for Ebola diagnosis. By mid-October, 
there were up to 29 laboratory technicians proficient in EVD diagnosis 
(Table 1). International personnel with expertise in Ebola diagnosis were 
also recruited throughout the period to support diagnosis and training of 
local personnel. Earlier attempts to recruit more international experts by 
WHO and other partners, were not successful, due to the long procedures 
involved in international personnel recruitment and the lack of a database 
of experts to recruit from. 

Implementing partial testing shifts: ELWA III laboratory established 
time-based shifts in which technicians reported and left work at different 
times, with considerable intersection between shifts. Phebe and JFD 
Hospital EVD laboratories had staff serving both the clinical and EVD 
laboratories. The work roster between the two laboratories was adjusted 
to cover the extended testing hours required for dedicated EVD testing. 
The Laboratory Manager would typically receive calls from a courier Riders 
for Health alerting him on the expected time of delivery of specimens. 
This notification would then trigger an action plan with assignment of staff 
to each stage of testing pipeline (sample inactivation, DNA extraction to 
RT-PCR or Biofire Film Array) to availing the results to the data manager. 
The staff assignment to a particular step or steps was based on their level 
of proficiency and comfort in carrying out the task in a timely manner 
and with accuracy regardless of the number of specimens. Bong EVD 
lab and NRl/LIBR established and published the cut-off time for sample 
reception and same day testing. The JFD EVD lab in Tappita normally 
received specimens towards the end of the official working hours so the 

laboratory maintained long opening hours. The Xpert Ebola Assay was 
introduced in these two laboratories when real-time EVD surveillance had 
been regained, that is to say, after all backlogged specimens had been 
tested and results disseminated). In addition, in July 2015, the JFD EVD 
laboratory began conducting semen testing for EVD, two days per week, 
in support of the National Men’s Health Screening Program thus requiring 
further adjustment in the working schedule. 

Overall impact: the median daily and surge testing capacity averagely 
increased from 35 and 102 to 77 and 134 specimens, respectively, 
excluding Redemption hospital EVD testing laboratory (Table 2). There 
was a 4-fold increase from daily to surge testing capacity (Table 2). The 
testing turnaround time had increased to 14 days by September 2015; 
however, it was reduced to within a day by the end of October 2015 
(Figure 2). The total number of specimens tested for EVD increased 
from 651 specimens in May to 5,790 (88.9%) specimens in October 
(Table 3). An increasing specimen backlog (specimen that did not 
get tested for EVD within a 24 hours from the time of receipt at the 
respective laboratories) was observed from August 2015, with a peak of 
896 specimens by mid-September 2015. The increase in the specimen 
backlog correlated with the increase in the total number of specimens 
received by the laboratories. This backlog decreased by end of October 
to 0 (zero) specimens, approximately three weeks prior to the November 
2015 EVD flare in Liberia (Figure 2).

Figure 1: distribution of Ebola Virus Disease testing laboratories per 
county and administrative region during heightened surveillance in 
Liberia, 2015

Figure 2: laboratory capacity indicating specific intervention points 
during enhanced surveillance in Liberia, 2015
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approximately two weeks from admission of the first case to the ETU 
to discharge of the last case from the ETU. In addition, enhancing the 
laboratory capacity enabled reinstating of public health diagnostic services 
beyond testing for EVD especially for some of Liberia’s Integrated Disease 
Surveillance and Response (IDSR) priority diseases. Re-instated capacity 
included measles and rubella in-country testing, Lassa fever and acute 
flaccid paralysis referral to international/regional reference laboratories. 
Recruitment and training of new technicians in EVD testing allowed for 
resumption of measles and rubella testing by the competent technicians 
who had previously been taken up with EVD diagnosis. Implementation 
of the EVD assay on the GeneXpert platform enabled integrated testing 
for tuberculosis, HIV viral load and HIV early infant diagnosis using the 
same instruments at JFD, Redemption and Phebe Hospitals. 

Limitations
This is a documentation of best practices and not a research study, 
therefore, data used was obtained retrospectively. As a result, some data 
presented are estimates from a range recorded in the data sources. We 
have, however, included these ranges in the results to ensure accuracy 
of the data presented.

Conclusion
A combination of opportunity and supporting measures was adjusted to 
be responsive to the prevailing circumstances in Liberia with the aim 
of enhancing and maintaining of laboratory capacity for timely EVD 
diagnosis. These included leveraging available resources; maximizing the 
testing capacity at each laboratory using existing and new diagnostic 
platforms and supplies; emergency procurement of supplies and 
reagents to meet the demand; effective coordination and monitoring 
of testing at each laboratory; better forecasting and re-budgeting to 
stabilize the demand-testing equilibrium; and deploying additional staff. 
Enhancing and retaining local capacity and competencies to respond 
to any disease outbreak cannot be underscored. Given the possibility 
of reemergence of disease clusters or future outbreaks; a well-trained, 
competent and motivated workforce will enable continuity of laboratory 
services for disease surveillance, routine patient services and sustained 
vigilance for emerging and re-emerging disease threats. Data-driven 
decision trees should be used by all stakeholders to inform suspension or 
scaling down of essential laboratory services during a disease outbreak. 
This strategy is necessary to ensure that such services can be easily 
reinstated or re-scaled upwards during or after future disease outbreaks. 
Establishing key services during any given disease outbreak or crisis 
by governments, partners and other stakeholders should preferably be 
done by incorporating these services into already existing structures 
and involving local staff to enable sustainability and longevity. A robust 
supply chain and inventory system as well as budgeting and forecasting 
mechanisms by responsible parties to prevent shortage of essential 
reagents and other consumables are central to providing consistent and 
reliable diagnostic services.

What is known about this topic
• There is limited laboratory capacity especially in developing countries 

affecting timely diagnosis and therefore response to epidemic-prone 
diseases;

• Development of laboratory capacity in such settings usually takes a 
lot of time and requires a lot of resources.

What this study adds
• This paper demonstrates how a combination of context specific 

interventions can rapidly enhance laboratory capacity in a cost-
effective manner, especially during times of abrupt high demand.
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Discussion
In our review of interventions used to boost laboratory capacity in Liberia 
following the 2014 and 2015 EVD outbreaks, we found that a combination 
of increasing the number of laboratories with EVD testing capacity by 
two, introduction of a new faster diagnostic technique, increasing the 
number of competent staff and increasing hours of testing, tremendously 
increased the overall laboratory output during enhanced surveillance and 
enhanced the country’s response capacity and effectiveness. Closure of 
one of the EVD laboratories in mid-May, 2015, was a result of greatly 
diminished demand for laboratory services due to decreased numbers of 
patients in EVD holding and treatment units between February and March, 
2015 [1]. Montserrado County was the ideal location for establishing 
new EVD testing sites because it is the most populous county, yielded 
the highest number of specimen, had one functional Ebola treatment 
unit (ETU) located at ELWA III hospital, and yet did not have an EVD 
testing laboratory [19]. Although testing capacity was limited in the 
South-Eastern area of Liberia (Maryland County) [16], it was not possible 
to establish another EVD testing site within a short time mainly due to 
lack of essential components of a field EVD testing laboratory including 
glove-box and limited human resources. However, this is achievable 
given more time to establish testing capabilities and trained workforce. 
GeneXpert was chosen as the diagnostic system to be implemented as 
it is a closed system with lower biohazard risk, offered an opportunity 
to increase laboratory output in a short time due to its shorter turn-
around-time, it is less labor intensive compared to conventional qRT-PCR, 
requires minimal technical knowledge to operate and thus required less 
time to train technicians, and operates up-to 45 cycles allowing for more 
sensitive detection compared to the conventional RT-qPCR [15, 20]. 

Under the existing circumstances, it took some time for the impact of 
recruiting and training new local staff in EVD diagnostics to be felt as 
developing competence in qRT-PCR techniques takes approximately one 
and a half months or more if the trainees have no theoretical knowledge 
of molecular diagnostics. Upon gaining this competence, at approximately 
two and a half months from the time of recruitment of the additional 
staff, a boost in the overall output was registered. The international staff 
also provided a significant boost in EVD testing capacity. Establishing 
testing shifts at laboratories allowed for more productive testing hours. 
Establishment of testing shifts coupled with implementation more 
rapid Xpert Ebola assay allowed for increased testing output. It takes 
approximately 2 hours to obtain results using GeneXpert due to complete 
integration and full automation of the process, compared to 4 to 6 hours 
using conventional qRT-PCR that is affected by long pre-analysis stage 
(sample inactivation and extraction). LIBR-NRL and Phebe Hospital EVD 
laboratories had longer turn-around-time (Table 3) because they received 
more samples than other laboratories due to availability of more storage 
space for unprocessed specimens, and accessibility throughout the year. 
During the rainy season, accessibility of JFD hospital EVD laboratory was 
greatly compromised and therefore specimens were redirected to Phebe 
hospital EVD lab. This increased the volume of specimens received by 
the laboratory hence the increased turn-around-time observed. ELWA III 
lacked storage capacity for unprocessed samples and therefore always 
forwarded excess samples to LIBR-NRL. Following the outbreak of the 
second EVD cluster that originated in Margibi County [16] at the end of 
June, 2015 [8], the number of specimens received by laboratories greatly 
increased (Figure 2). This was attributed to more pro-active surveillance 
activities by all stakeholders. By mid-August 2015, the number of 
specimens had increased beyond the overall laboratory testing capacity 
thus yielding a cumulative specimen backlog. Having increased the 
number of laboratories, competent staff, working hours and implemented 
GeneXpert testing; the daily and surge EVD testing capacity increased 
thus increasing the number of specimen tested, decreasing the specimen 
backlog and yielded a reduction in testing turn-around time. We also 
observed that the number of specimens from EVD suspects collected 
from around the country, generally decreased as requests were sent to 
the health facilities to adhere to the screening criteria for EVD using 
the surveillance EVD case definition [1], and is believed to have partly 
contributed to the reduction in the specimen backlog. The new cluster of 
EVD cases observed in November, 2015 came approximately three weeks 
after clearing specimen backlog and at a time when laboratory capacity 
was sustainably efficient at approximately 350 specimens a day and 
turnaround time had been restored to less than 24 hours. This greatly 
facilitated the quick release of results which was essential to mobilize 
appropriate resources to contain the outbreak in a timely manner. As 
such, this cluster involved only three confirmed cases and it lasted 

The Pan African Medical Journal. 2019;33 (Supp 2):8    |    Victoria Katawera et al.



5

analysis, interpretation, drafting and critically revising the paper for 
important intellectual content, and has provided final approval of the 
version to be published. Henry Kohar, Nuha Mahmoud, Philomena Raftery, 
Christine Wasunna, Ben Humrighouse, Patrick Hardy, John Saindon, 
Randal Schoepp, Monear Makvandi, Lisa Hensley, Orla Condell, Laetitia 
Gahimbare, Gene Olinger, Desmond Williams, Alex Gasasira contributed 
to design, data acquisition, critically revising the paper for important 
intellectual content, and have provided final approval of the version to 
be published. Kara Durski, Shalini Singaravelu, Dhamari Naidoo, Pierre 
Formenty contributed to data acquisition, analysis, critically revising 
the paper for important intellectual content, and have provided final 
approval of the version to be published. Francis Kateh, Peter Nsubuga, 
Tolbert Nyenswah, Sheick Oumar Coulibaly, Okeibunor Joseph Chukwudi, 
Ambrose Talisuna, Ali Ahmed Yahaya, Soatiana Rajatonirina, Bernice 
Dahn, Ibrahima Socé Fall contributed to design, critically revising the 
paper for important intellectual content, and have provided final approval 
of the version to be published.

Acknowledgments
The preparation of this work was supported by World Health Organization, 
Liberia Country Office. Technical support was provided by; George Acire 
and Wondimu Ayele of WHO, Liberia Country Office, who developed the 
Geographical Information System maps (Figure 1). We are grateful to 
the laboratory personnel and supporting partners whose diligence and 
dedication to work contributed to the achievements of the laboratory 
surveillance, and the Ministry of Health, Liberia for the collaboration and 
coordination of the EVD response.
        

References
      
1. Goodfellow I, Reusken C, Koopmans M. Laboratory support during 

and after the Ebola virus endgame: towards a sustained laboratory 
infrastructure. Eurosurveillance. 2015; 20(12):pii-21074. 

2. Aimee Summers, Tolbert Nyenswah G, Joel Montgomery M, John 
Neatherlin JWT. Challenges in Responding to the Ebola Epidemic- 
Four Rural Counties, Liberia, August-November 2014. CDC Morb 
Mortal Wkly Rep. 2014; 63(50): 1202-4. 

3. Kouadio KI, Clement P, Bolongei J, Tamba A, Gasasira AN, Warsame 
A et al. Epidemiological and Surveillance Response to Ebola Virus 
Disease Outbreak in Lofa County, Liberia (March September, 2014 )? 
Lessons learned. PloS Curr Outbreaks.2015;7: 1-22. 

4. Nyenswah T, Fallah M, Sieh S, Kollie K, Badio M, Gray A et al. 
Controlling the Last Known Cluster of Ebola Virus Disease-Liberia, 
January-February 2015. Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2015; 64(18): 500-
4. 

5. Nyenswah T, Fahnbulleh M, Massaquoi M, Nagbe T, Bawo L, Falla 
JD et al. Ebola epidemic-Liberia, March-October 2014. MMWR Morb 
Mortal Wkly Rep. 2014; 63(46): 1082-6. 

6. Osungbade KO, Oni AA. Outbreaks-of Ebola virus disease in the 
West African sub-region. Afr J Med Med Sci. 2014; 43(2): 87-97. 

7. Christie A, Davies-Wayne GJ, Cordier-Lasalle T, Blackley DJ, Laney 
AS, Williams DE et al. Possible sexual transmission of ebola virus - 
liberia, 2015. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep.2015; 64(17): 479-81. 

8. ECDC. Rapid Risk Assessment Outbreak of Ebola virus disease in 
West Africa Main conclusions and options for risk reduction. 2014.

9. WHO. Liberia update? new information from genetic sequencing. 
2015: 10-12.

10. WHO. Emergencies preparedness, response: flare up of Ebola in 
Liberia. 2016; 2-3. Accessed on December 2017

11. Dixon MG, Schafer IJ. Ebola viral disease outbreak - west Africa, 
2014. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2014; 63(25): 548-51.

12. Grolla A, Lucht A, Dick D, Strong JE, Feldmann H. Laboratory 
diagnosis of Ebola and Marburg hemorrhagic fever. Bull Soc Pathol 
Exot. 2005; 98(3): 205-9.

13. Leroy EM, Baize S, Lu CY, McCormick JB, Georges AJ, Georges-
Courbot MC et al. Diagnosis of Ebola haemorrhagic fever by RT-
PCR in an epidemic setting. JMedVirol. 2000; 60(0146-6615 (Print)): 
463-7. 

14. Towner JS, Rollin PE, Bausch DG, Sanchez A, Crary SM, Vincent 
M et al. Rapid diagnosis of Ebola hemorrhagic fever by reverse 
transcription-PCR in an outbreak setting and assessment of patient 
viral load as a predictor of outcome. J Virol . 2004; 78(8): 4330-41. 

15. Cepheid. Xpert® Ebola Assay. 2015; (March).
16. LISGIS. Liberia Demographic and Health Survey. 2013. Accessed on 

December 2017.
17. Montserrado County Development Agenda. Econ Aff. 2012.
18. Durski KN, Singaravelu S, Teo J, Naidoo D, Bawo L, Jambai A et al. 

The development, use, and impact of a global laboratory database 
during the 2014 Ebola outbreak in West Africa. J Infect Dis. 2017 
Jun 15;215(12):1799-1806. 

19. Nyenswah TG, Westercamp M, Kamali AA, Qin J, Zielinski-Gutierrez 
E, Amegashie F et al. Evidence for declining numbers of ebola 
cases-montserrado county, liberia, june-october 2014. MMWR Morb 
Mortal Wkly Rep. 2014; 63(46): 1072-6. 

20. Marlowe EM, Wolk DM. GeneXpert Testing: applications for clinical 
microbiology, Part I*. Clin Microbiol Newsl. 2008; 30(23): 175-9. 

PAMJ is an Open Access Journal published in partnership with the African Field 
Epidemiology Network (AFENET)

The Pan African Medical Journal. 2019;33 (Supp 2):8    |    Victoria Katawera et al.

https://www.who.int/csr/disease/ebola/flare-up-liberia/en/
https://www.who.int/csr/disease/ebola/flare-up-liberia/en/

