
Martin et al. Malar J          (2020) 19:354  
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12936-020-03426-y

RESEARCH

Anopheline and human drivers of malaria 
risk in northern coastal, Ecuador: a pilot study
James A. Martin1, Allison L. Hendershot1, Iván Alejandro Saá Portilla2, Daniel J. English1, 
Madeline Woodruff1, Claudia A. Vera‑Arias1,2, Bibiana E. Salazar‑Costa2, Juan José Bustillos2, Fabián E. Saénz2, 
Sofía Ocaña‑Mayorga2*† , Cristian Koepfli1 and Neil F. Lobo1†

Abstract 

Background: Understanding local anopheline vector species and their bionomic traits, as well as related human fac‑
tors, can help combat gaps in protection.

Methods: In San José de Chamanga, Esmeraldas, at the Ecuadorian Pacific coast, anopheline mosquitoes were sam‑
pled by both human landing collections (HLCs) and indoor‑resting aspirations (IAs) and identified using both mor‑
phological and molecular methods. Human behaviour observations (HBOs) (including temporal location and bed net 
use) were documented during HLCs as well as through community surveys to determine exposure to mosquito bites. 
A cross‑sectional evaluation of Plasmodium falciparum and Plasmodium vivax infections was conducted alongside a 
malaria questionnaire.

Results: Among 222 anopheline specimens captured, based on molecular analysis, 218 were Nyssorhynchus albi-
manus, 3 Anopheles calderoni (n = 3), and one remains unidentified. Anopheline mean human‑biting rate (HBR) 
outdoors was (13.69), and indoors (3.38) (p = 0.006). No anophelines were documented resting on walls during IAs. 
HBO‑adjusted human landing rates suggested that the highest risk of being bitten was outdoors between 18.00 and 
20.00 h. Human behaviour‑adjusted biting rates suggest that overall, long‑lasting insecticidal bed nets (LLINs) only 
protected against 13.2% of exposure to bites, with 86.8% of exposure during the night spent outside of bed net pro‑
tection. The malaria survey found 2/398 individuals positive for asymptomatic P. falciparum infections. The question‑
naire reported high (73.4%) bed net use, with low knowledge of malaria.

Conclusion: The exophagic feeding of anopheline vectors in San Jose de Chamanga, when analysed in conjunction 
with human behaviour, indicates a clear gap in protection even with high LLIN coverage. The lack of indoor‑resting 
anophelines suggests that indoor residual spraying (IRS) may have limited effect. The presence of asymptomatic infec‑
tions implies the presence of a human reservoir that may maintain transmission.
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Background
While in the past 20  years there has been consider-
able success in terms of the reduction of malaria cases 
worldwide, there have been recent stalls in the outcomes 
of these efforts [1]. Between 2016 and 2017 there was a 
worldwide increase of reported malaria cases by approxi-
mately 2 million. Despite this, there were 20 million 
fewer reported malaria cases in 2017 when compared 

Open Access

Malaria Journal

*Correspondence:  sbocana@puce.edu.ec
†Sofía Ocaña‑Mayorga and Neil F. Lobo contributed equally to this work
2 Centro de Investigación Para La Salud en América Latina, Facultad de 
Ciencias Exactas Y Naturales, Pontificia Universidad Católica del Ecuador, 
Calle San Pedro Y Pambahacienda, 170530 Nayón, Ecuador
Full list of author information is available at the end of the article

http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3861-9784
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/
http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1186/s12936-020-03426-y&domain=pdf


Page 2 of 11Martin et al. Malar J          (2020) 19:354 

to 2010 [1]. Considering that malaria eradication is re-
established as a goal on the global health agenda, it is 
critically important to understand why the previous 
Global Malaria Eradication Programme (GMEP) did not 
achieve its goals, thereby ensuring that present efforts are 
effective [2]. In order to achieve malaria elimination, pro-
grammes need to approach malaria transmission from 
multiple perspectives, including effective control of the 
parasite reservoir in both vector and human hosts.

Effective control and elimination efforts resulted in 
Ecuador having a considerable decrease in malaria cases 
since 2001. In 2012, Ecuador moved into pre-elimina-
tion phase [3]. The World Health Organization (WHO) 
included Ecuador in the E-2020 Initiative, together with 
other countries that were identified as being likely to 
reach zero indigenous cases by 2020 [1]. However, Ecua-
dor has since seen a resurgence of malaria cases, both 
indigenous and imported [4, 5]. The highest number 
of cases since 2010 were reported in 2019 (n = 2081), 
with the lowest number of cases being reported in 2014 
(n = 242) [1, 6]. Focal malaria transmission persists 
throughout the country, particularly in the northwestern 
coastal province of Esmeraldas as well as the Ecuadorian 
Amazon [6]. Moreover, the malaria elimination efforts 
are complicated by the presence of asymptomatic and 
imported cases [5, 7].

Currently, WHO-recommended interventions imple-
mented in Ecuador include focally distributed long-last-
ing insecticide treated nets [LLINs], and indoor residual 
spraying (IRS), along with diagnosis and treatment with 
artemisinin-based combination therapy (ACT) [1, 8]. 
Ecuador has also implemented entomological surveil-
lance to support elimination efforts [9].

While both IRS and LLINs have demonstrated to 
be effective in many settings against endophilic and 
endophagic malaria vectors [10, 11], regional effective-
ness would depend on the bionomic traits of local vec-
tors. An important indicator of LLIN effectiveness is 
human behaviour, a significant factor for personal pro-
tection. The risk of infectious bites increases when peak-
biting behaviour occurs both outside of sleeping times 
and in spaces without LLINs [12, 13]. Routine household 
activities occurring in the morning and early evening, 
outside LLIN functionality, can result in gaps in protec-
tion that limit intervention effectiveness [14–16].

Data generated in Southern Ecuador indicate varia-
tion in seasonal vector species composition and tem-
poral biting behaviour [17]. Nyssorhynchus albimanus 
(formerly Anopheles albimanus) demonstrated exophilic 
and exophagic behaviour with variation in these behav-
iours based on geography [17]. Data on vector species 
composition, human biting rate (HBR) and intervention-
relevant behaviour of vectors from other endemic areas 

remain limited. Reports indicate that selective pressure 
exerted by indoor intervention strategies may result in 
mosquito behaviour shifting outdoors and/or later in the 
morning and early evenings, times and spaces with less 
intervention presence or use [11, 18, 19], pointing to the 
importance of a baseline understanding of transmission 
drivers and continued monitoring [20].

Historically, in coastal Ecuador, peak malaria trans-
mission occurred in the first half of the year [21–23]. 
However a decrease in incidence, combined with focal 
outbreaks has resulted in this pattern being variable, 
with more cases being reported during November and 
December (2017, 2018–2019) as well as May and June 
(2017) [6, 24, 25]. Focal malaria transmission may have 
been exacerbated by increased rainfall and natural dis-
asters that resulted in limited vector control resources, 
increased larval habitat availability, damaged infrastruc-
ture, and people spending more time outdoors [26, 27]. 
In addition, migration between neighbouring coastal 
communities, both in Colombia and Ecuador, risks intro-
ducing parasites into areas with decreased transmission, 
potentially causing outbreaks [28, 29].

The increasing number of malaria cases, a lack of 
knowledge of local entomological drivers of transmis-
sion, and with intervention strategies being implemented 
without understanding their protective efficacy may 
compromise the elimination agenda in Ecuador. Towards 
filling these gaps in knowledge in northwest coastal 
Ecuador, as well as understanding gaps in protection that 
result in continuing malaria transmission, this pilot study 
evaluated bionomic characteristics of anopheline species 
in relationship to human behaviour, human infections, 
and interventions present to inform on regional vector 
control strategies.

Methods
Study site
The study was conducted in San José de Chamanga 
(Fig.  1), a coastal community in Muisne county located 
in the southwest portion of Esmeraldas province, Ecua-
dor (0° 16′ 10591.3" N 79° 57′ 16.973" W). The climate 
is tropical with an average temperature of 25.3  °C, the 
warmest month being April (average of 26.3 °C) and the 
coldest being September (average of 24.4  °C). Annual 
rainfall averages 1379  mm, with precipitation varying 
242 mm between the driest month (November) and the 
wettest month (March). A major proportion (33.03%) of 
economic income is related to fishing, followed by tour-
ism 4.87% and manufacturing 1.98%. Agriculture and 
livestock are mainly for subsistence and internal con-
sumption [30].

According to the 2010 Census, all inhabitants in San 
José de Chamanga lacked basic needs, including access 
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to drinking water, appropriate sewage treatment and 
garbage disposal [31]. Being part of an earthquake that 
occurred in April 2016, San José de Chamanga experi-
enced significant damage to its infrastructure. Housing 
structure underwent radical changes with approximately 
85% of pre-earthquake houses (generally with wood or 
cane walls and zinc roof and open eaves) being affected 
[32, 33]. Housing solutions, led by the Ministry of Urban 
Development and Housing (MIDUVI), included con-
crete-block houses as well as concrete and metal pre-
fabricated houses. However, these houses usually do not 
present open eaves, high temperatures result in windows 
and doors being left open. Wood and cane houses with 
open eaves and open spaces in the walls are still present.

There were 146 reported cases of malaria in 2019 in the 
province of Esmeraldas [6]. The Vector-borne Diseases 
bulletin of the Ministry of Health indicated 28 Plasmo-
dium falciparum infections in 2017 in San José de Cha-
manga (population 4,365), and 4 in 2018 [24, 25]. No 
malaria cases in Muisne county were reported during 
2019 and 2020 (until epidemiological week 19) [6, 34].

Adult mosquito collections
Human landing catches (HLCs) [35], performed by both 
researchers and trained local adults, were conducted 

to sample human host-seeking mosquitoes. Research-
ers accompanied local collectors in problem solving and 
supervision. Informed consent to participate in mosquito 
sampling was received from local inhabitants after the 
objectives, activities, risk and benefits were explained. 
A rapid test for malaria diagnosis was conducted for 
all mosquito collectors at the health centre prior to the 
first and two weeks after the last mosquito collection 
date towards treating any diagnosed malaria case. Treat-
ment was available, if needed, free of charge as part of 
the Ministry of Health programme. A positive diagno-
sis also necessitated exclusion from HLC activity. Col-
lections took place for six nights within a period of two 
weeks (three consecutive nights per week) in 13 different 
houses (Fig.  1), in May 2019. Each HLC house had one 
indoor and one outdoor HLC collector throughout the 
duration of each collection period.

Collections conducted during the first week took place 
between 18.00 and 06.00 h. The first week of collections 
indicated the possibility of mosquitoes host seeking ear-
lier than the 18.00 start time. To enable the capture of 
this possible earlier host seeking, HLC collections during 
the second week started at 16.00 (2 h earlier) and lasted 
until 06.00. All nightly collections took place for 50 min 
each hour with 10 min of rest. Mosquitoes were held in 

Fig. 1 Map of the San José de Chamanga study site. a The location of Ecuador (yellow) in South America. b Location of Esmeraldas province 
(yellow) in Ecuador, with the study site marked in red. c The study site with the health centre (red), HLC (purple) and IA (orange) sites indicated
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individual waxed paper cups, labelled with the hour of 
collection, location (indoor or outdoor) and a unique 
household code. Mosquitoes were killed by ethyl acetate 
or by freezing, morphologically identified to genus, and 
placed in individually labelled 1.5-ml eppendorf tubes 
with silica gel.

Indoor resting aspiration (IAs)
A total of 36 houses, distinct from HLC houses, were 
examined for resting mosquitoes. Indoor resting aspira-
tion (IA) houses were selected to include different types 
of local structure (block houses, prefabricated houses, 
concrete and metal, and wood/cane houses). All houses 
of the community were within a 1-km radius of the 
health centre, and AI houses were spatially distributed 
within this space (Fig.  1). Between 06.00 and 08.00 an 
investigator entered each house and inspected the walls 
of each bedroom for resting mosquitoes. Resting anophe-
lines were collected with a mouth aspirator and stored in 
individually labelled Eppendorf tubes as above.

Species identification
Each anopheline specimen was morphologically identi-
fied to species, using a taxonomic key [36]. For molecu-
lar confirmation of species, genomic DNA was extracted 
from the whole body specimens using a sodium hydrox-
ide extraction method [37]. Molecular identification 
was determined by sequencing the internal transcribed 
spacer region 2 (ITS2) and the cytochrome oxidase subu-
nit 1 (CO1) loci. The ribosomal ITS2 [38–40] and mito-
chondrial CO1 [41] loci were amplified by PCR, and 
Sanger sequenced on ABI 3730xl DNA analyzer plat-
form (PE Applied Biosystems). ITS2 and CO1 sequences 
were aligned with a minimum match percentage of 
98% and 95%, respectively, using Seqman Pro assem-
bly software (Lasergene v 12.3.1). Contiguous sequence 
assemblies were trimmed and examined manually for 
quality, any contaminated and poor-quality sequences 
were removed from the analysis. Nucleotide BLASTs 
(NCBI) of sequence assemblies was used for final species 
determination.

Human behaviour
Human behaviour observation data (HBOs) were col-
lected in HLC houses alongside HLC collections. The 
number of humans (both household and non-household 
members) present both within the house and outdoors 
(within 10  m of the house) were recorded at the begin-
ning of each HLC collection hour by the HLC collector 
for that hour and location of collection. The HLC col-
lector was excluded from HBO count data. LLIN usage 
as well as the time people went to sleep were also noted. 
Data were recorded on datasheets by the HLC collector, 

checked by a researcher, and entered into an Excel 
spreadsheet.

Analysis
The human biting rate (HBR) was calculated as the mean 
number of mosquitoes biting per person per location 
(indoors/outdoors) per time period (hour or night). Bio-
nomic data were analysed statistically using SPSS version 
26 (IBM Corp., Somers, NY, USA). Degree of normality 
among the data was determined using a Shapiro–Wilk 
test. HBR means were compared using non-parametric 
Wilcoxon Sign Rank tests based on Shapiro–Wilk test 
results. Human behaviour observation-adjusted HBRs 
(HBO-adjusted HBRs) were calculated based on Monroe, 
[15]. Here, directly observed mosquito biting rates were 
used alongside the HBO observations and data from the 
cross-sectional survey [14, 15, 42]. The percentage of the 
study population asleep during each hour of HBO obser-
vation was considered in analyses. LLIN use (people 
asleep under LLINs) determined in the survey was used 
for analysis.

Cross‑sectional survey
Venous blood samples were collected from 398 individu-
als of ages 2 and older spread across the Chamanga com-
munity and screened for P. falciparum and Plasmodium 
vivax by rapid diagnostic test (RDT, AccessBio CareStart 
PfHRP2/PvLDH Combo Test). DNA was extracted from 
100 µL blood using the Macherey–Nagel NucleoMag kit. 
Four µL of DNA (corresponding to 4  µL of blood) was 
screened for P. falciparum using the varATS assay [43] 
and for P. vivax using the cox1 assay [44]. A brief ques-
tionnaire (Additional file  1) including LLIN use, recent 
symptoms of febrile illness, and recent travel were also 
conducted with the head of the household, concurrent to 
the blood sample collections and after informed consent.

Ethical considerations
The study obtained ethical clearance from the Institu-
tional Review Boards of the University of Notre Dame, 
Notre Dame, Indiana, USA, the Pontificia Univesidad 
Católica del Ecuador, and the Ministry of Health of Ecua-
dor. Mosquitoes were collected under the Ecuadorian 
agreement MAE-DNB-CM-2015-0030-M-0001. Com-
munity members, in the presence of health personnel, 
were informed about the objectives, procedures, poten-
tial risks and benefits related to the study. Informed con-
sent was obtained from local HLC collectors, the heads 
of households where IAs and HLCs were performed, and 
the participants of the blood survey and questionnaire.



Page 5 of 11Martin et al. Malar J          (2020) 19:354  

Results
Vector species composition
Anopheline mosquitoes (n = 222) were collected over 
13 nights using HLCs. Of these, 208 (93.7%) were mor-
phologically identified as Nyssorhynchus albimanus, 10 
(4.5%) as Anopheles calderoni, and 4 (1.8%) could not be 
identified to species (Anopheles spp.). Molecular identi-
fication using ITS2 and/or CO1 sequences confirmed 
species identities for 198 specimens. Three of the 4 uni-
dentified specimens were identified as Ny. albimanus. 
Six specimens of Ny. albimanus were morphologically 
misidentified An. calderoni, while a single An. calderoni 
specimen was misidentified as Ny. albimanus. Molecu-
lar analysis of the remaining samples (n = 24) did not 
work with either ITS2 or CO1 after multiple attempts 

at amplification, attributed to sample degradation. Final 
species descriptions were based on morphology, as well 
as molecular identification (Table 1). Analysis of behav-
iours was conducted on Ny. albimanus alone, while expo-
sure-based analyses were conducted on all anopheline 
specimens.

Vector bionomics: host‑seeking behaviour
Directly observed host seeking, as characterized by 
HLCs, was documented throughout the night with an 
indoor peak between 19.00 and 20.00 and outdoor peaks 
between 19.00 and 23.00 (Fig.  2). These peaks were fol-
lowed by general decline in landing rates during the rest 
of the night. No anophelines were captured between 

Table 1 The number of specimens and proportion of each species collected by HLCs—indoors and outdoors, in San José 
de Chamanga, Ecuador

The indoor and outdoor biting rates (bites per person per night) are shown for the major species (Ny. albimanus) and all anophelines

Species (based on molecular 
and morphological results)

Indoor
n (%)

Outdoor
n (%)

Indoor
HBR

Outdoor
HBR

Total
n (%)

Ny. albimanus 43 (19.8) 175 (80.2) 3.30 13.46 218 (98.2)

An. calderoni 1 (33.3) 2 (66.6) – – 3 (1.3)

An. spp. (not identified) 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0) – – 1 (0.4)

Total (all anophelines) 44 (19.8) 178 (80.2) 3.38 13.69 222 (100)

Fig. 2 Anopheline and human behaviours. Directly observed anopheline biting rates (based on HLCs) are outlined in red (outside) and blue (inside) 
throughout the night. The proportions of humans in 4 behavioural groups: outdoors, indoors awake, indoors asleep with LLINs, and indoors asleep 
without LLINs, are depicted in the bar graph. People went to sleep at 22.00 while 73.4% of inhabitants used bed nets
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16.00 and 18.00, and these hours were excluded from 
analyses.

Nyssorhynchus albimanus, the principal vector col-
lected was primarily collected outdoors (80.2%) with an 
indoor HBR of 3.3 and an outdoor biting rate of 13.46 
bites per person per night. The overall outdoor anophe-
line HBR was approximately four times higher than the 
indoor HBR: 13.69 versus 3.38, p = 0.006, Table 1).

Vector bionomics: indoor resting behaviour
Morning IAs were conducted towards determining 
indoor resting densities of anopheline mosquitoes. No 
anophelines were seen or captured resting on walls 
within any of the 36 houses selected for IAs. Culex mos-
quitoes were observed resting on house walls, LLINs, and 
on other surfaces within IA houses.

Human behaviour observations
Human behaviours related to location (inside or out-
side), sleep, and LLIN use (people asleep under LLINs) 
were characterized alongside HLCs, and through a ques-
tionnaire (Fig.  2). HLC participants in each HLC house 
documented the number of people inside and outside the 
house and the hour at which residents went to sleep. Peo-
ple outdoors increased between 18.00 and 19.00 and sub-
sequently decreased as people moved indoors to sleep. 
A proportion of people remained outside throughout 
the night without interventions being used. HLC partici-
pants observed the times at which community members 
turned house lights off (to go to sleep). Overall, this was 
at 22.00 with people awakening at 05.00. Ten of the 13 
HLC houses had at least one LLIN in use, while all 36 IA 
houses had LLINs in use. These observations were cor-
roborated by data collected from 79 houses in the con-
current cross-sectional survey (Additional file  1), where 
73.4% (n = 58) survey respondents stated that they slept 
under a LLIN the previous night. The 73.4% LLIN use 
documented in the survey was used in analyses.

Human behaviour‑adjusted vector biting rates
Directly observed vector biting rates were adjusted to 
factor in human presence (inside or outside), time inhab-
itants went to sleep (22.00), and LLIN usage (73.4%, 
determined in the survey) (Fig. 3) [14, 15]. The adjusted 
analysis indicates that most biting occurs early in the 
evening and outside (67.5%), with 14.5% of biting occur-
ring inside the house while people are awake and 4.8% of 
biting occurring inside the house while people are asleep 
and not using LLINs (Fig.  3). The present 73.4% LLIN 
usage prevents approximately 13.2% of biting. With the 
high amount of early evening biting, 10.7 and 19.3% of 
bites still occur indoors for users of LLINs and non-LLIN 
users, respectively.

Malaria prevalence survey
Population prevalence of Plasmodium falciparum 
and Plasmodium vivax
By qPCR, 2/398 individuals were positive for P. falcipa-
rum at densities < 1 parasite/µl blood. Both individuals 
tested negative by rapid diagnostic test (RDT). No indi-
viduals tested positive for P. vivax. Individuals testing 
positive for P. falciparum included a 45-years-old house-
wife and a 25-years-old female industrial worker. Both 
positive individuals did not present symptoms and did 
not live in any of the houses in which entomology collec-
tions were performed. However, they did report that they 
each travelled outside of San Jose de Chamanga in the 
previous 2 weeks, in both cases to areas without malaria 
transmission: Portoviejo and Santo Domingo. At the time 
of blood collection, 32% of people reported symptoms of 
clinical illness (Symptoms Survey, Additional file  1). Of 
those with symptoms, the most common was headache 
(43%) and most people had symptoms for more than a 
week (42%). Only 23.4% of the people giving blood for 
the study reported having had malaria previously, out of 
which 62.5% reported only one episode of the disease.

Questionnaire results
Community houses (n = 86) were surveyed for specific 
aspects of malaria (Questionnaire, Additional file  1). 
Sixty per cent of interviewed people were women, of 
whom 42% categorized themselves as housewives. The 
majority of respondents (62%) considered themselves 
as mestizos (of mixed descent) followed by afro-Ecua-
dorians (32%). Most respondents had either completed 
high school (43%) or left high school before its comple-
tion (40%). Seventy-four per cent reported that no one in 
their house had been diagnosed with malaria in the last 
12  months. Most houses were made of brick (43%) or 
wood (39%), had electricity (76%) and had a toilet inside 
the house (64%). For half (50%) of the respondents, the 
main water source was fewer than 20 m from the house, 
and also used tankers (water trucks) as a source of water 
(72%). While most people (63%) knew that mosquitoes 
transmitted malaria, 37% did not. Most people (64%) 
knew that fever and headache (53%) are primary malaria 
symptoms. In general, there was a lack of malaria-related 
knowledge, more than half of respondents did not know 
how malaria should be treated or prevented. Approxi-
mately 28% of respondents believed that the use of long-
sleeved shirts and pants could prevent malaria. The vast 
majority of respondents said that they sleep under a bed 
net (86%) with 73.4% reporting that they slept under a 
bed net the previous night. Of those interviewed, 22% 
consider spatial spraying as the main method to pre-
vent malaria outside the house. The majority (44%) of 
respondents believed that the responsibility of malaria 
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control lay with health workers, versus 24% saying that 
the community itself should be responsible. Even though 
60% knew that mosquitoes are vectors of malaria, 57% 
believed that malaria is transmitted through physical 
contact. Major responses for all questions are reported in 
Additional file 1.

Discussion
Malaria transmission is driven by the interactions 
between behaviour and vectorial capacity of local 
anopheline mosquitoes, human behaviour, and the inter-
ventions in use. A multi-pronged approach was utilized 
in an operational research pilot study towards under-
standing gaps in protection and reasons for continued 
malaria transmission in San José de Chamanga, Esmeral-
das, on the Ecuadorian Pacific coast.

The primary outcome of this study documented that 
most exposure to the anopheline vectors occurs outdoors, 
and that the primary interventions used, LLINs and 
IRS, though useful, may have limited efficacy in further 
reducing malaria. LLINs function by killing exposed sus-
ceptible mosquitoes, physically protecting people from 
infectious bites, as well as providing community protec-
tion [45–47], while IRS functions by killing susceptible 
mosquitoes that rest on sprayed walls [48, 49]. These pro-
tections may be limited by vector behaviour that circum-
vent the intervention: outdoor or early biting behaviour, 
times and spaces where LLINs are not usually in use, or 
by a lack of indoor-resting behaviour. In addition, human 
usage of LLINs, as well if their presence overlaps biting 
anophelines in time and space, impacts intervention effi-
cacy [14, 15]. Since outdoor human activities expose peo-
ple to mosquito bites, social and cultural factors need to 

Fig. 3 Human behaviour‑adjusted biting rates. a Adjusted biting rates are depicted over the course of the night based on the proportions of 
people inside and outside HLC houses, as well as time they went to sleep and bed net use. Bites prevented by bed net use are also depicted. b The 
proportion of biting in each group is outlined along with bites prevented by bed nets. Most biting occurs outside and early in the evening
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be taken into account when evaluating exposure [50]. In 
San José de Chamanga, the combination of vectors biting 
primarily outdoors and early in the evening, and inhab-
itants present outdoors without protection contributes 
to more than 65% of exposure to mosquito bites occur-
ring outdoors. In addition, a hypothetical increase in 
LLIN use in all people asleep indoors, will only increase 
protection from the present 13.2 to 18.0%, indicative of 
highly exophagic vectors and outdoor human behaviours. 
Indoor aspirations did not catch any anophelines, point-
ing to the lack of overlap between how IRS functions and 
how local mosquitoes behave. The absence of indoor-
resting anophelines in the morning (note that Culex were 
observed resting inside most IAs houses), however, does 
not preclude the possibility that anophelines entered 
households to feed, rested on indoor surfaces, and moved 
outdoors before IAs were conducted, indicating a pos-
sible impact of IRS. The presence of susceptible anophe-
lines biting indoors still indicates an overall impact on the 
vector population, with those entering being impacted by 
exposure to LLINs [2, 10, 18]. The additional evaluation 
of insecticide resistance may impact the understanding 
of intervention efficacy. Human behavioural observations 
were also based on a limited number of households and 
population level variation in behaviours was not incor-
porated. The community-wide, self-reported LLIN use 
(73.4% utilized for analysis) was supported by household 
HBO data, where 76.9% (10 of 13 households) docu-
mented at least one LLIN in use. The use of HBOs from 
the same households from which HLCs were conducted 
enables a 1:1 evaluation of exposure to anopheline bites. 
In addition, the analysis of behaviour during time spent 
away from the household would enable an evaluation of 
possible exposure to bites outside the domestic and peri-
domestic area.

These data emphasize the need for new tools, such as 
spatial [51] or topical repellents, as well as new research 
that evaluates novel paradigms directed at residual trans-
mission occurring outside the functional scope of present 
interventions, accelerating progress towards elimination.

The northern Pacific coast in Ecuador has limited 
information on vector species and their behaviours. 
For the first time, anopheline species composition and 
biting behaviour were quantified and described for San 
José de Chamanga at the end of the rainy season. Nys-
sorhynchus albimanus was found to be the most abun-
dant anopheline species collected in HLCs, followed 
by smaller numbers of An. calderoni. Nyssorhynchus 
albimanus, a primary vector of malaria in Central and 
South America (including Ecuador) [17, 36, 52–57], has 
location-specific bionomic traits [58]. Similar to behav-
iours seen here, Ny. albimanus has been documented 
as being exophagic (outdoor feeding) and exophilic 

(outdoor resting) [59], while in other countries, this 
species has demonstrated a preference for resting 
indoors [57]. Since behaviour of Ny. albimanus changes 
by geography, vector interventions that work against 
this species in one area may not work in another. Con-
sequently, understanding local vector behaviour is 
important when evaluating both how a vector contrib-
utes to risk of exposure and also how interventions may 
function.

While collected in low numbers, this study presents 
the first confirmed report of An. calderoni in Esmeral-
das province, Ecuador. Historically, An. calderoni has 
been misidentified as Anopheles punctimacula, Anoph-
eles malefactor and Anopheles guarao due to their highly 
similar morphologies. However, the availability of ITS2 
and CO1 sequencing allows for molecular identification 
that has improved the known distribution of this species 
in South America to include Ecuador, Peru and Colom-
bia [52, 55]. This species has been documented as being 
a primary vector in southwest Colombia, with exophagic 
and early evening behaviour and higher populations 
coincident with rainy season, behaviour reflected in this 
study [53, 55].

Only two asymptomatic cases of malaria were detected 
in the malaria survey (n = 398), a point prevalence 
of 0.5%. The low parasite density seen would not be 
detected by microscopy or RDTs; this combined with 
the lack of symptoms indicates that these cases may go 
undetected and untreated and possibly be long lived. 
Although malaria infections occurring below the limit 
of detection of standard diagnostics are present in all 
endemic settings, including Ecuador [7], their presence 
in areas with reduced malaria and those approaching 
elimination may be particularly important as they may 
be the primary contributor to the infectious reservoir, 
thereby sustaining transmission [60–62]. Although there 
was a history of travel in both malaria cases, the desti-
nation and duration of the travel indicate that the infec-
tions probably occurred in Chamanga or en route. These 
infections corroborate the need to maintain both ento-
mological and epidemiological interventions to prevent 
outbreaks and further increases in disease incidence. 
Even without high levels of ongoing and endemic trans-
mission, malaria may be regularly imported into the area, 
a risk factor considering the high receptivity and vulner-
ability of the population [63, 64], which may possibly lead 
to outbreaks, as in 2017, or further increases in transmis-
sion [65]. Serological analysis of blood samples from the 
survey may provide insights on recent malaria exposure 
in the community of Chamanga, and elaborate on local 
transmission. This would be useful in the determination 
of high-risk populations, and may inform targeted and 
focal intervention strategies based on exposure.



Page 9 of 11Martin et al. Malar J          (2020) 19:354  

The proportion of people lacking knowledge of basic 
malaria transmission, prevention or treatment was con-
siderably high when compared with other communities 
previously surveyed to the north of Esmeraldas prov-
ince and on the Colombian Pacific coast [7, 66]. This 
lack of knowledge is attributed to declining malaria 
over the past decade in Chamanga, in contrast to com-
munities in the north of Esmeraldas and the Pacific 
coast of Colombia where malaria is endemic. Education 
about malaria and other mosquito-transmitted diseases 
by health authorities is required in this region as out-
breaks may still occur.

Conclusions
The single time point captured in this study has increased 
our understanding of both gaps in protection as well as 
intervention effectiveness. More thorough evaluations 
across multiple transmission seasons could yield further 
data towards more effective vector control necessary for 
malaria elimination. The limited overlap between spatial 
and temporal vector-biting behaviours, human behav-
iours and interventions (LLIN and IRS) demonstrates 
that additional approaches are required to reduce con-
tinued residual malaria transmission and achieve elimi-
nation. The identification of asymptomatic P. falciparum 
carriers in the same population further corroborates the 
potential for outbreaks. This pilot study elucidated inter-
vention functionality, identified gaps in protection, and 
pointed to where and how intervention strategies can 
be improved, focusing on comprehending interactions 
between entomological drivers, human behaviour and 
intervention-related factors.

Supplementary information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https ://doi.
org/10.1186/s1293 6‑020‑03426 ‑y.

Additional file 1. Demographic characteristics, symptoms and knowl‑
edge, attitude and practices (KAP) questionnaire among participants in 
San José de Chamanga, Esmeraldas, Ecuador

Abbreviations
HLC: Human landing catch; IA: Indoor resting aspiration; HBO: Human behav‑
ior observation; LLIN: Long‑lasting insecticide net; IRS: Indoor residual spray.

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to acknowledge community and the Ministry of Health 
personnel of San José de Chamanga, Ecuador for their willingness to partici‑
pate and collaborate in the study.

Authors’ contributions
Study design: JAM, ALH, SOM, FES and NFL. Study implementation and data 
collection: JAM, ALH, ASP, DFE, MRW, CAV, BES, JJB and SOM. Sample and 
study analysis: JAM, ALH, DFE, CAV, SOM, and NFL. Drafting and revising the 
manuscript: JAM, ALH, SOM, FES and NFL. All authors read and approved the 
final manuscript.

Funding
This project was funded by the Eck Institute for Global Health, University of 
Notre Dame, USA, with additional funds from CISEAL/PUCE (Grant numbers 
QINV0084 and QINV0076). The funding body had no role in the study design, 
collection, analysis, data interpretation, or drafting of the manuscript.

Availability of data and materials
Data supporting the conclusions and outcomes of this article are available 
upon request from the corresponding author.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Consent was sought from the local health administration and informed 
consent was obtained from head of households where mosquitoes were col‑
lected. Community inhabitants that participated in mosquito collections were 
informed on activities, risks and benefits, the voluntary nature of participation, 
and the freedom to stop participating in the study at any time without the 
need of explanations. All participants had a warranty of health attention and 
free rapid test for malaria and treatment, if needed, at the Health Center of the 
Ministry of Health of Ecuador. The study obtained ethical clearance from the 
Institutional Review Boards of the University of Notre Dame, Notre Dame, Indi‑
ana, USA, Pontificia Universidad Católica del Ecuador (2019‑83‑EO, O13087‑
QINV0084), and the Ministry of Health of Ecuador (MSP‑DIS‑2019‑0041‑O) 
Quito, Ecuador. No adverse events were reported during this study.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1 Eck Institute for Global Health, University of Notre Dame, Notre Dame, 
IN 46556, USA. 2 Centro de Investigación Para La Salud en América Latina, 
Facultad de Ciencias Exactas Y Naturales, Pontificia Universidad Católica del 
Ecuador, Calle San Pedro Y Pambahacienda, 170530 Nayón, Ecuador. 

Received: 22 June 2020   Accepted: 23 September 2020

References
 1. WHO. World Malaria Report 2018. Geneva: World Health Organization; 

2018.
 2. Russell TL, Beebe NW, Cooper RD, Lobo NF, Burkot TR. Successful malaria 

elimination strategies require interventions that target changing vector 
behaviours. Malar J. 2013;12:56.

 3. Krisher LK, Krisher J, Ambuludi M, Arichabala A, Beltrán‑Ayala E, Navarrete 
P, et al. Successful malaria elimination in the Ecuador‑Peru border region: 
epidemiology and lessons learned. Malar J. 2016;15:573.

 4. WHO. E‑2020 country brief: Ecuador. Geneva: World Health Organization; 
2018.

 5. Jaramillo‑Ochoa R, Sippy R, Farrell DF, Cueva‑Aponte C, Beltrán‑Ayala 
E, Gonzaga JL, et al. Effects of political instability in Venezuela on 
malaria resurgence at Ecuador‑Peru border, 2018. Emerg Infect Dis. 
2019;25:834–6.

 6. MSP. Subsistema de vigilancia SIVE‑ALERTA, Enfermedades Transmitidas 
por Vectores Ecuador SE 1‑52, 2019. Ministerio de Salud Publica, Ecuador, 
Dirección Nacional de Vigilancia Epidemiológica; 2020.

 7. Sáenz FE, Arévalo‑Cortés A, Valenzuela G, Vallejo AF, Castellanos A, 
Poveda‑Loayza AC, et al. Malaria epidemiology in low‑endemicity areas 
of the northern coast of Ecuador: high prevalence of asymptomatic infec‑
tions. Malar J. 2017;16:300.

 8. MSP. Plan de Implementación para la Vigilancia, Prevención y Control de 
la Malaria en el Ecuador. Ministerio de Salud Pública, Dirección Nacional 
de Estrategias de Prevención y Control; 2018.

 9. MSP. Proyecto de vigilancia y control de vectores para la prevención de la 
transmisión de enfermedades metaxenicas en el Ecuador. Ministerio de 
Salud Publica del Ecuador, Servicio Nacional de Control de Enfermedades 
Transmitidas por Vectores Artropodos; 2013. https ://insti tucio nes.msp.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12936-020-03426-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12936-020-03426-y
http://instituciones.msp.gob.ec/dps/snem/images/proyectocontroldevectoresmetaxenicas.pdf


Page 10 of 11Martin et al. Malar J          (2020) 19:354 

gob.ec/dps/snem/image s/proye ctoco ntrol devec tores metax enica s.pdf. 
Accessed 14 Apr 2020.

 10. Killeen GF. Characterizing, controlling and eliminating residual malaria 
transmission. Malar J. 2014;13:330.

 11. Killeen GF, Seyoum A, Sikaala C, Zomboko AS, Gimnig JE, Govella NJ, et al. 
Eliminating malaria vectors. Parasit Vectors. 2013;6:172.

 12. Govella NJ, Chaki PP, Killeen GF. Entomological surveillance of behavioural 
resilience and resistance in residual malaria vector populations. Malar J. 
2013;12:124.

 13. Moiroux N, Damien GB, Egrot M, Djenontin A, Chandre F, Corbel V, et al. 
Human exposure to early morning Anopheles funestus biting behavior 
and personal protection provided by long‑lasting insecticidal nets. PLoS 
ONE. 2014;9:e104967.

 14. Finda MF, Moshi IR, Monroe A, Limwagu AJ, Nyoni AP, Swai JK, et al. Link‑
ing human behaviours and malaria vector biting risk in south‑eastern 
Tanzania. PLoS ONE. 2019;14:e0217414.

 15. Monroe A, Mihayo K, Okumu F, Finda M, Moore S, Koenker H, et al. Human 
behaviour and residual malaria transmission in Zanzibar: findings from 
in‑depth interviews and direct observation of community events. Malar J. 
2019;18:220.

 16. Monroe A, Moore S, Koenker H, Lynch M, Ricotta E. Measuring and char‑
acterizing night time human behaviour as it relates to residual malaria 
transmission in sub‑Saharan Africa: a review of the published literature. 
Malar J. 2019;18:6.

 17. Ryan SJ, Lippi CA, Boersch‑Supan PH, Heydari N, Silva M, Adrian J, et al. 
Quantifying seasonal and diel variation in Anopheline and Culex human 
biting rates in Southern Ecuador. Malar J. 2017;16:479.

 18. Russell TL, Beebe NW, Bugoro H, Apairamo A, Collins FH, Cooper RD, et al. 
Anopheles farauti is a homogeneous population that blood feeds early 
and outdoors in the Solomon Islands. Malar J. 2016;15:151.

 19. Cooke MK, Kahindi SC, Oriango RM, Owaga C, Ayoma E, Mabuka D, et al. 
’A bite before bed’: exposure to malaria vectors outside the times of net 
use in the highlands of western Kenya. Malar J. 2015;14:259.

 20. Group MC. A research agenda for malaria eradication: vector control. 
PLoS Med. 2011;8:e1000401.

 21. Kroeger A, Alarcon JE. Malaria en Ecuador y Peru y Estrategias Alternativas 
de Control. Quito: Abya‑Yala; 1993.

 22. MSP. Gaceta Epidemiológica Semanal SIVE‑ALERTA, SE 1–48, 2013. 
Ministerio de Salud Pública del Ecuador, Dirección Nacional de Vigilancia 
Epidemiológica; 2013.

 23. MSP. Gaceta Epidemiológica Semanal SIVE‑ALERTA, SE 1–52, 2014. Minis‑
terio de Salud Pública, Dirección Nacional de Vigilancia Epidemiológica; 
2015.

 24. MSP. Subsistema de vigilancia SIVE‑ALERTA, Enfermedades Transmitidas 
por Vectores Ecuador, SE 1–52, 2017. Ministerio de Salud Publica del 
Ecuador, Dirección Nacional de Vigilancia Epidemiológica; 2018.

 25. MSP. Subsistema de vigilancia SIVE‑ALERTA, Enfermedades Transmitidas 
por Vectores Ecuador, SE 1–52, 2018. Ministerio de Salud Publica del 
Ecuador, Dirección Nacional de Vigilancia Epidemiológica; 2019.

 26. IOM. Displaced Ecuador Earthquake Survivors Face Lack of Water, Sanita‑
tion, Funding. International Organization for Migration; 2016. https ://
www.iom.int/news/displ aced‑ecuad or‑earth quake ‑survi vors‑face‑lack‑
water ‑sanit ation ‑fundi ng. Accessed 14 Apr 2020.

 27. Reina Ortiz M, Le NK, Sharma V, Hoare I, Quizhpe E, Teran E, et al. Post‑
earthquake Zika virus surge: disaster and public health threat amid 
climatic conduciveness. Sci Rep. 2017;7:15408.

 28. Baldeviano GC, Okoth SA, Arrospide N, Gonzalez RV, Sánchez JF, Macedo 
S, et al. Molecular epidemiology of Plasmodium falciparum malaria out‑
break, Tumbes, Peru, 2010–2012. Emerg Infect Dis. 2015;21:797–803.

 29. Vera‑Arias CA, Castro LE, Gómez‑Obando J, Sáenz FE. Diverse origin of 
Plasmodium falciparum in northwest Ecuador. Malar J. 2019;18:251.

 30. Gobierno Autónomo Descentralizado Parroquial San José de Chamanga. 
Gobierno Autónomo Descentralizado; 2020. https ://www.chama nga.gob.
ec/. Accessed 14 Apr 2020.

 31. INEC. Censo de Población y Vivienda 2010. Instituto Nacional de Estadísti‑
cas y Censo, Ecuador; 2010.

 32. Plan Reconstruyo Ecuador 2017. Comité de Reconstrucción y Reacti‑
vación Productiva; 2017.

 33. Maron AL. Consideraciones para la participación de escenarios posdesas‑
tre: el caso de San José de Chamanga (Esmeraldas) In: Carrión A, Giunta 

I, Mancero A, Jiménez G, editors. Posterremoto, gestión de riesgos y 
cooperación internacional. Quito: IAEN; 2017. p. 291–314.

 34. MSP. Subsistema de vigilancia SIVE‑ALERTA, Enfermedades Transmitidas 
por Vectores Ecuador, SE 1–19, 2020. Ministerio de Salud Pública del 
Ecuador, Direccion Nacional de Vigilancia Epidemiológica; 2020.

 35. Lima JB, Rosa‑Freitas MG, Rodovalho CM, Santos F, Lourenço‑de‑Oliveira 
R. Is there an efficient trap or collection method for sampling Anopheles 
darlingi and other malaria vectors that can describe the essential param‑
eters affecting transmission dynamics as effectively as human landing 
catches?—a review. Mem Inst Oswaldo Cruz. 2014;109:685–705.

 36. Gonzalez R, Carrejo NS. Introducción al estudio taxonómico de Anoph‑
eles de Colombia, claves taxonómicas y notas de distribución. 2nd ed. 
Cali: Universidad del Valle; 2009.

 37. Rudbeck L, Dissing J. Rapid, simple alkaline extraction of human genomic 
DNA from whole blood, buccal epithelial cells, semen and forensic stains 
for PCR. Biotechniques. 1998; 25: 588–90–92.

 38. Lobo NF, St Laurent B, Sikaala CH, Hamainza B, Chanda J, Chinula D, et al. 
Unexpected diversity of Anopheles species in Eastern Zambia: implica‑
tions for evaluating vector behavior and interventions using molecular 
tools. Sci Rep. 2015;5:17952.

 39. St Laurent B, Cooke M, Krishnankutty SM, Asih P, Mueller JD, Kahindi 
S, et al. Molecular characterization reveals diverse and unknown 
malaria vectors in the Western Kenyan Highlands. Am J Trop Med Hyg. 
2016;94:327–35.

 40. Beebe NW, Ellis JT, Cooper RD, Saul A. DNA sequence analysis of the 
ribosomal DNA ITS2 region for the Anopheles punctulatus group of mos‑
quitoes. Insect Mol Biol. 1999;8:381–90.

 41. Folmer O, Black M, Hoeh W, Lutz R, Vrijenhoek R. DNA primers for ampli‑
fication of mitochondrial cytochrome c oxidase subunit I from diverse 
metazoan invertebrates. Mol Mar Biol Biotechnol. 1994;3:294–9.

 42. Monroe A, Moore S, Okumu F, Kiware S, Lobo NF, Koenker H, et al. Meth‑
ods and indicators for measuring patterns of human exposure to malaria 
vectors. Malar J. 2020;19:207.

 43. Hofmann N, Mwingira F, Shekalaghe S, Robinson LJ, Mueller I, Felger I. 
Ultra‑sensitive detection of Plasmodium falciparum by amplification of 
multi‑copy subtelomeric targets. PLoS Med. 2015;12:e1001788.

 44. Gruenberg M, Moniz CA, Hofmann NE, Wampfler R, Koepfli C, Mueller 
I, et al. Plasmodium vivax molecular diagnostics in community surveys: 
pitfalls and solutions. Malar J. 2018;17:55.

 45. Gimnig JE, Kolczak MS, Hightower AW, Vulule JM, Schoute E, Kamau L, 
et al. Effect of permethrin‑treated bed nets on the spatial distribution 
of malaria vectors in western Kenya. Am J Trop Med Hyg. 2003;68(Suppl 
4):115–20.

 46. Hawley WA, Phillips‑Howard PA, ter Kuile FO, Terlouw DJ, Vulule JM, 
Ombok M, et al. Community‑wide effects of permethrin‑treated bed nets 
on child mortality and malaria morbidity in western Kenya. Am J Trop 
Med Hyg. 2003;68(Suppl 4):121–7.

 47. ter Kuile FO, Terlouw DJ, Kariuki SK, Phillips‑Howard PA, Mirel LB, Hawley 
WA, et al. Impact of permethrin‑treated bed nets on malaria, anemia, and 
growth in infants in an area of intense perennial malaria transmission in 
western Kenya. Am J Med Hyg. 2003;68(Suppl 4):68–77.

 48. Choi L, Pryce J, Garner P. Indoor residual spraying for preventing malaria 
in communities using insecticide‑treated nets. Cochrane Database Syst 
Rev. 2019;5:Cd012688.

 49. Sherrard‑Smith E, Griffin JT, Winskill P, Corbel V, Pennetier C, Djénontin A, 
et al. Systematic review of indoor residual spray efficacy and effectiveness 
against Plasmodium falciparum in Africa. Nat Commun. 2018;9:4982.

 50. Bradley J, Lines J, Fuseini G, Schwabe C, Monti F, Slotman M, et al. Out‑
door biting by Anopheles mosquitoes on Bioko Island does not currently 
impact on malaria control. Malar J. 2015;14:170.

 51. Syafruddin D, Asih PBS, Rozi IE, Permana DH, Nur Hidayati AP, Syahrani L, 
et al. Efficacy of a spatial repellent for control of malaria in Indonesia: a 
cluster‑randomized controlled trial. Am J Trop Med Hyg. 2020;103:344–58.

 52. González R, Carrejo N, Wilkerson RC, Alarcon J, Alarcon‑Ormasa J, Ruiz F, 
et al. Confirmation of Anopheles (Anopheles) calderoni Wilkerson, 1991 
(Diptera: Culicidae) in Colombia and Ecuador through molecular and 
morphological correlation with topotypic material. Mem Inst Oswaldo 
Cruz. 2010;105:1001–9.

 53. Hobbs JH, Sexton JD, St Jean Y, Jacques JR. The biting and resting behav‑
ior of Anopheles albimanus in northern Haiti. J Am Mosq Control Assoc. 
1986;2:150–3.

http://instituciones.msp.gob.ec/dps/snem/images/proyectocontroldevectoresmetaxenicas.pdf
https://www.iom.int/news/displaced-ecuador-earthquake-survivors-face-lack-water-sanitation-funding
https://www.iom.int/news/displaced-ecuador-earthquake-survivors-face-lack-water-sanitation-funding
https://www.iom.int/news/displaced-ecuador-earthquake-survivors-face-lack-water-sanitation-funding
http://www.chamanga.gob.ec/
http://www.chamanga.gob.ec/


Page 11 of 11Martin et al. Malar J          (2020) 19:354  

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your research ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

 54. Loaiza JR, Bermingham E, Scott ME, Rovira JR, Conn JE. Species composi‑
tion and distribution of adult Anopheles (Diptera: Culicidae) in Panama. J 
Med Entomol. 2008;45:841–51.

 55. Orjuela LI, Ahumada ML, Avila I, Herrera S, Beier JC, Quiñones ML. Human 
biting activity, spatial‑temporal distribution and malaria vector role of 
Anopheles calderoni in the southwest of Colombia. Malar J. 2015;14:256.

 56. Pinault LL, Hunter FF. New highland distribution records of multiple 
Anopheles species in the Ecuadorian Andes. Malar J. 2011;10:236.

 57. Sinka ME, Rubio‑Palis Y, Manguin S, Patil AP, Temperley WH, Gething PW, 
et al. The dominant Anopheles vectors of human malaria in the Americas: 
occurrence data, distribution maps and bionomic précis. Parasit Vectors. 
2010;3:72.

 58. Conn JE, Quiñones ML, Póvoa MM. Phylogeography, vectors and trans‑
mission in Latin America. In: Manguin S, editor. Anopheles mosquitoes—
new insights into malaria vectors. Rijeka: IntechOpen; 2013.

 59. Montoya‑Lerma J, Solarte YA, Giraldo‑Calderón GI, Quiñones ML, Ruiz‑
López F, Wilkerson RC, et al. Malaria vector species in Colombia: a review. 
Mem Inst Oswaldo Cruz. 2011;106(Suppl 1):223–38.

 60. Kobayashi T, Kanyangarara M, Laban NM, Phiri M, Hamapumbu H, Searle 
KM, et al. Characteristics of subpatent malaria in a pre‑elimination setting 
in Southern Zambia. Am J Trop Med Hyg. 2019;100:280–6.

 61. McCreesh P, Mumbengegwi D, Roberts K, Tambo M, Smith J, Whittemore 
B, et al. Subpatent malaria in a low transmission African setting: a cross‑
sectional study using rapid diagnostic testing (RDT) and loop‑mediated 

isothermal amplification (LAMP) from Zambezi region. Namibia Malar J. 
2018;17:480.

 62. Slater HC, Ross A, Felger I, Hofmann NE, Robinson L, Cook J, et al. The 
temporal dynamics and infectiousness of subpatent Plasmodium falcipa-
rum infections in relation to parasite density. Nat Commun. 2019;10:1433.

 63. Marinho ESM, Sallum MAM, Rosa‑Freitas MG, Lourenço‑de‑Oliveira R, 
Silva‑do‑Nascimento TF. Anophelines species and the receptivity and 
vulnerability to malaria transmission in the Pantanal wetlands. Central 
Brazil Mem Inst Oswaldo Cruz. 2018;113:87–95.

 64. Shretta R, Baral R, Avanceña ALV, Fox K, Dannoruwa AP, Jayanetti R, et al. 
An investment case to prevent the reintroduction of malaria in Sri Lanka. 
Am J Trop Med Hyg. 2017;96:602–15.

 65. Murhandarwati EE, Fuad A, Sulistyawati A, Wijayanti MA, Bia MB, Widar‑
tono BS, et al. Change of strategy is required for malaria elimination: a 
case study in Purworejo District, Central Java Province. Indonesia. Malar J. 
2015;14:318.

 66. Forero DA, Chaparro PE, Vallejo AF, Benavides Y, Gutiérrez JB, Arévalo‑Her‑
rera M, et al. Knowledge, attitudes and practices of malaria in Colombia. 
Malar J. 2014;13:165.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub‑
lished maps and institutional affiliations.


	Anopheline and human drivers of malaria risk in northern coastal, Ecuador: a pilot study
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Methods: 
	Results: 
	Conclusion: 

	Background
	Methods
	Study site
	Adult mosquito collections
	Indoor resting aspiration (IAs)
	Species identification
	Human behaviour
	Analysis
	Cross-sectional survey
	Ethical considerations

	Results
	Vector species composition
	Vector bionomics: host-seeking behaviour
	Vector bionomics: indoor resting behaviour
	Human behaviour observations
	Human behaviour-adjusted vector biting rates
	Malaria prevalence survey
	Population prevalence of Plasmodium falciparum and Plasmodium vivax

	Questionnaire results

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References




