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Abstract
Introduction: To prioritize and tailor interventions for ending AIDS by 2030 in Africa, it is

important to characterize the population groups in which HIV viraemia is concentrating.

Methods: We analysed HIV testing and viral load data collected between 2013-2019 from the
open, population-based Rakai Community Cohort Study (RCCS) in Uganda, to estimate HIV
seroprevalence and population viral suppression over time by gender, one-year age bands and
residence in inland and fishing communities. All estimates were standardized to the underlying
source population using census data. We then assessed 95-95-95 targets in their ability to
identify the populations in which viraemia concentrates.

Results: Following the implementation of Universal Test and Treat, the proportion of
individuals with viraemia decreased from 4.9% (4.6%-5.3%) in 2013 to 1.9% (1.7%-2.2%) in
2019 in inland communities and from 19.1% (18.0%-20.4%) in 2013 to 4.7% (4.0%-5.5%) in
2019 in fishing communities. Viraemia did not concentrate in the age and gender groups furthest
from achieving 95-95-95 targets. Instead, in both inland and fishing communities, women aged
25-29 and men aged 30-34 were the 5-year age groups that contributed most to population-level
viraemiain 2019, despite these groups being close to or had aready achieved 95-95-95 targets.

Conclusions: The 95-95-95 targets provide a useful benchmark for monitoring progress towards
HIV epidemic control, but do not contextualize underlying population structures and so may
direct interventions towards groups that represent a marginal fraction of the population with

viraemia.
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1 Introduction

The human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) continues to be a deadly infection. In 2022, there
were an estimated 630,000 (480,000-880,000) deaths worldwide and 1.3 million new infections
globally, of which more than half occurred in Eastern and Southern Africa (ESA) [1].
Combination antiretroviral treatment (ART) effectively suppresses HIV viraemia and is highly
effective in reducing HIV-associated mortality[2-4] and preventing onward HIV
transmission[5,6]. Consequently, treatment has been adopted as a public health strategy to
prevent new HIV infections (treatment as prevention, TasP)[1,7,8]. Progress in the
implementation of TasP programs is primarily measured through the Joint United Nations
Programme on HIV/AIDS (UNAIDS) “95-95-95" targets, with the aim that 95% of people living
with HIV (PLHIV) are aware of their status, 95% of those aware are on antiretroviral therapy,
and 95% of those on ART achieve viral suppression. All countries in ESA have committed to
achieving these targets by 2025[9], as part of the UN Sustainable Devel opment Goal§[10,11].
With the expansion of HIV testing and treatment services, many countries in ESA have either
attained or are close to attaining the “95-95-95" targets at a population level[12,13]. Thus,
determining novel effective methods to measure HIV epidemic control and direct future efforts
to accelerate epidemic decline in such contexts is required. While stratification of “95-95-95”
targets by age and gender represents one approach, current evidence suggests that these metrics
may not be predictive of incidence declines[14-17]. Although populations dratifications of
existing targets are useful in highlighting important inequalities in treatment coverage{ 18], they
do not account for underlying demographic structures or distributions of HIV burden in the
population. Consequently, they may not provide a complete understanding of the people most at
risk of HIV-rdated morality and onward transmission, which is necessary to tailor and
implement effective prevention interventions.

In this study, we consider an alternative metric for assessing HIV control, one that integrates
demographic information, specifically the age and gender profiles of the population burdens of
HIV infection and HIV viraemia. Using longitudinal data from the Rakai Community Cohort
Study (RCCYS), a large population-based HIV surveillance cohort in southern Uganda, we
compare the proposed profiles against the HIV seroprevalence and the prevalence of viraemia
among PLHIV implied by the “95-95-95" targets. Our analyses were conducted across two
distinct geographic settings with unique demographic compositions, including agrarian villages
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and semi-urban trading centres with population pyramids typical of most ESA communities and
hyper endemic Lake Victoria fishing communities with atypical population structures. The study
timeframe, spanning 2013 to 2019, coincided with the national expansion of ART programs.

2 Methods

2.1 Study population

The RCCSis a population-based cohort of individuals aged 15 to 49 years established in 1994 by
the Rakal Health Sciences Program (RHSP). The RCCS is implemented in communities in and
around Raka District[19], bordering Lake Victoria to the east and Tanzania to the south.
Between July 2013 and May 2019, four survey rounds (survey rounds 16, 17, 18 and 19) were
conducted in four Lake Victoria fishing and 36 inland agrarian and semi-urban communities.
RCCS survey methods have been described previously[20]. In brief, at each survey round, the
RCCS conducted a household census and subsequently invited all individuals aged 15-49 years
and residing in the communities with intention to stay for at least 1 month to participate. Consent
was obtained privately by a trained RCCS interviewer. Following consent, participants were
interviewed in a private location, typically a tent, for demographic characteristics as well as
behavioral and healthcare behavior and asked to provide a blood sample for HIV testing and
future laboratory studies. All participants were offered pre-test and post-test counseling, and
referralsto ART servicesif living with HIV.

2.2 Population sizes

Age and gender-specific population sizes in each survey round were estimated from line-list data
of census-eligible individuals that were reported by household heads during the census. The
reported ages tended to reflect grouping patterns around multiples of 5, which we disaggregated
by smoothing population sizes over age (Supplementary Text S1.1 and Supplementary Figure
S2[21)).

2.3 Measurement of HIV serostatusand viraemia

All RCCS participants were offered free HIV testing. Testing was performed through a
combination of three rapid tests with confirmation of positive, faintly positive, and discordant
results by at least two EIAs and Western Blot or DNA PCR[22]. Overall, 99.7% of participants
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accepted HIV testing across survey rounds. Among participants living with HIV, HIV-1 vira
load was measured on stored serum samples using the Abbott real-time m2000 assay (Abbott
Laboratories, IL, USA). Overal, viral load measurements were obtained from nearly all (99.4%)
participants living with HIV [23-25]. Vira suppression was defined as a viral load measurement
below 1,000 HIV RNA copiemL plasma, following recommendations of the World Health
Organization (WHO)[26] at the time. People who did not achieve viral suppression were defined
as viraemic. From these data, we first estimated the population-level HIV seroprevalence (i.e.,
probability for an individual to be living with HIV) with a non-parametric Bayesian model over
the age of individuals stratifying by gender, survey round and community type (i.e., fishing vs.
inland), using the data from first-time participants as proxy for non-participating individuals
(Supplementary Text, S1.2)[21]. Then, the same model was used to estimate the proportion of
individuals exhibiting viraemia among people living with HIV (Supplementary TextS1.3) and
among al individuals (Supplementary Text S1.4).

2.4. HIV infection burden and burden of viraemia profiles

We further characterized the HIV burden profile, i.e., the contribution of each gender and age
subgroup to the total number of PLHIV. First, we estimated the number I, , of individuals of
gender g and age a living with HIV in the population by multiplying the estimated age and

gender specific seroprevalence of HIV 7/, 7P

9.a with the estimated number of census-dligible

individuals N

. SPecificaly I, = N, e PP . We then computed the HIV burden profile

g.a'tg.a
by taking the ratio of the number I, , of individuals of gender g and age a living with HIV
against the sum over al age and gender groups:

I
HIV _ g4
y g,a - Z ’ I ,' (1)
g .,ar-gl,a

We analogously described the burden profile of HIV viraemia, i.e., the contribution of each
gender and age subgroup to the total number of individuals exhibiting viraemia. First, we

estimated the number 1}, of individuas of gender g and age a exhibiting viraemia by

multiplying the age and gender specific prevalence of vi raemian;f;"""’p by N, ,the estimated

number of census-eligibleindividuals N, ,,, specifically V, , = Ng,an‘;’f;"p"p . We then computed
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the profile of viraemia by taking the ratio of the number V, , of individuas of gender g and age

a against the sum over all age and gender groups.

: v
vir _—_ g.a
Vga =5 Vv — 2
g’.ar’ gra’

2.5 Ethics

The study was independently reviewed and approved by the Ugandan Virus Research Institute,
Research and Ethics Committee, protocol GC/127/13/01/16; the Ugandan National Council for
Science and Technology; and the Western Institutional Review Board, protocol 200313317. All
study participants provided written informed consent at baseline and follow-up visits using
ingtitutional review board approved forms. This project was reviewed in accordance with CDC
human research protection procedures and was determined to be research, but CDC investigators
did not interact with human subjects or have access to identifiable data or specimens for research
purposes. RCCS participants received 10,000UGX (approximately 2.50USD) in compensation

for their time and costs to participate in each survey.

3 Results

3.1 Age and gender burden profilesof HIV infection

From July 2013 to May 2019, across the four survey rounds, a total of 37,743 individuals
participated in the RCCS at least once (see Supplementary Table S1 for participation rates and
Supplementary Figure S1 for study flowchart). Of these, 22,215 (58.86%) participated for the
first time (Supplementary Table S2). Inland communities were characterized by expansive
population pyramids with a predominantly young population, consistent with rapid population
growth across Uganda and ESA[27]. In contrast, fishing communities were characterized by
constrictive population pyramids comprising primarily working-age adults (20-40 years) and
substantially fewer children or families than in inland communities (Figure 1b). Gender
distributions aso differed, with women accounting for 52.2% of the population in inland
communities and 44.3% in fishing communities (Table 1).

To describe the burden of HIV infection, we initially followed the typical approach to reporting
HIV seroprevalence and estimated the proportion of individuals with HIV infection (i.e., positive

5
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HIV serostatus) in each 1l-year age band (Figure 1c, orange). Despite close geographical
proximity, HIV seroprevalence was higher in fishing communities along Lake Victoria than in
the inland communitieg19]. In 2019, HIV seroprevalence was 32.8% (95% posterior credible
interval: 31.5%-34.2%) in fishing communities, versus 11.0% (10.5%-11.5%) in inland
communities (Table 1), and it was larger among first-time participants (Supplementary Figure
3).

The distinct population pyramids of these communities also prompted us to characterize the HIV
infection burden profile (Figure 1c). We found that this profile centered more strongly on
younger populations than statistics of HIV seroprevalence within each 1-year age band might
suggest, such that some younger populations with relatively lower HIV seroprevalence
accounted for a higher fraction of the HIV infection burden. For example, by 2019, in inland
communities half (51.4% (49.3%-53.5%)) of all women with HIV were 27-39 years old and half
(53.1% (49.5%-56.3%)) of all men with HIV were 34-45 years old.

Differences in the gender burden of HIV infection across community types depended both on
differences in seroprevalence and population structures. In 2019, HIV seroprevalence among
women was 1.53 (1.40-1.66) fold higher than among men in fishing communitiesand 1.78 (1.61-
1.98) fold higher among women than among men in inland communities. Further, as women
accounted for a smaller proportion of the population in fishing communities (44.3%) as opposed
to in inland communities (52.2%), women made up a smaller fraction of the PLHIV in fishing
communities (55.2% (53.1%-57.3%)) rather than in inland communities (66.2% (63.8%-68.4%)).
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Table 1. Characteristics of populationswith and without HIV in the Rakai Community Cohort Study, June 2018-May 2019

(round 19)

Gender

Women

communities

Fishing

Men

Total

Women

communities

Age
group

Total

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39

40-44

45-49
Total

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49
Total

Total

15-19

20-24

Census-eligible
individuals, in each
age group

(n, (%of total
population))

12,893 (52.35%)
3,418 (13.88%)
2,372 (9.63%)
1,927 (7.82%)
1,619 (6.57%)
1,527 (6.20%)

1,234 (5.01%)

796 (3.23%)

11,736 (47.65%)

3,070 (12.46%)
2,013 (8.17%)
1,719 (6.98%)
1,523 (6.18%)
1,367 (5.55%)
1,156 (4.69%)

888 (3.61%)
24,629 (100.00%)
3,236 (44.71%)
474 (6.55%)

605 (8.36%)

Proportion of PLHIV,
in each age group

(Posterior median
estimate, (95%Crl))

13.9% (13.2%-14.6%)
1.6% (1.2%-2.1%)
6.6% (5.8%-7.6%)

17.3% (15.7%-18.9%)

22.0% (20.2%-23.7%)

22.6% (20.6%-24.7%)

26.0% (23.8%-28.2%)

28.1% (25.0%-31.3%)
7.8% (7.1%-8.5%)
1.1% (0.8%-1.5%)
2.5% (2.0%-3.1%)
5.8% (4.9%-7.1%)

10.8% (9.3%-12.7%)

15.3% (13.4%-17.5%)

17.4% (15.2%-19.7%)

17.6% (14.7%-20.8%)

11.0% (10.5%-11.5%)

40.5% (38.6%-42.5%)

9.0% (6.5%-12.2%)

21.8% (19.1%-24.6%)

Proportion of PLHIV

who have unsuppressed

viraemia, in each age
group

(Posterior median
estimate, (95%Crl))

Proportion of all persons Age profile of people
who have unsuppressed with HIV

viraemia, in each age
group

(Posterior median
estimate, (95%Crl))

13.2% (11.5%-15.0%)
29.6% (20.2%-40.9%)
24.8% (19.8%-31.2%)
18.2% (14.4%-21.7%)
13.9% (11.3%-16.8%)

10.3% (8.1%-13.7%)

6.8% (4.8%-9.0%)

5.3% (3.2%-8.2%)
26.3% (22.2%-30.8%)
39.2% (25.2%-54.8%)
49.1% (38.0%-60.6%)
47.3% (37.9%-57.4%)
33.8% (26.6%-41.6%)
20.5% (14.9%-27.0%)
15.0% (10.3%-20.9%)
16.6% (10.9%-24.1%)
17.6% (15.8%-19.6%)

11.4% (9.3%-13.8%)
24.0% (13.1%-40.7%)

21.0% (15.0%-28.7%)

1.8% (1.6%-2.1%)
0.7% (0.4%-1.0%)
1.7% (1.3%-2.2%)
2.8% (2.2%-3.5%)
3.0% (2.3%-3.8%)
2.5% (1.8%-3.2%)

1.6% (1.1%-2.2%)

1.2% (0.7%-2.0%)
2.0% (1.7%-2.4%)
0.5% (0.3%-0.8%)
1.2% (0.9%-1.8%)
2.9% (2.1%-3.9%)
3.6% (2.7%-4.9%)
3.0% (2.1%-4.3%)
2.3% (1.5%-3.4%)
2.5% (1.6%-3.9%)
1.9% (1.7%-2.2%)
4.6% (3.7%-5.6%)
3.7% (1.8%-5.7%)

4.9% (3.6%-7.2%)

(Posterior median
estimate, (95%Crl))

66.2% (63.8%-68.4%)
2.0% (1.5%-2.6%)
5.9% (5.1%-6.7%)

12.2% (11.2%-13.3%)

13.4% (12.4%-14.4%)

12.7% (11.6%-13.7%)

11.7% (10.8%-12.7%)

8.2% (7.3%-9.1%)
33.8% (31.6%-36.2%)
1.3% (0.9%-1.7%)
1.9% (1.5%-2.3%)
3.7% (3.1%-4.4%)
6.0% (5.2%-6.9%)
7.6% (6.8%-8.5%)
7.6% (6.7%-8.5%)
5.7% (4.8%-6.7%)
100.00%

55.2% (53.1%-57.3%)
1.8% (1.3%-2.4%)

5.6% (5.0%-6.3%)

Age profile of people with
unsuppressed HIV

(Posterior median estimate,
(95%Crl))

49.7% (43.6%-55.8%)
4.9% (3.0%-7.3%)
8.4% (6.5%-11.2%)
11.3% (9.0%-14.0%)
10.6% (8.2%-13.0%)
7.9% (6.0%-10.2%)

4.1% (2.9%-5.7%)

2.0% (1.1%-3.3%)
50.3% (44.2%-56.4%)
3.0% (1.7%-5.0%)
5.4% (3.9%-7.4%)
10.5% (8.0%-13.8%)
11.6% (8.9%-14.9%)
8.6% (6.2%-11.6%)
5.9% (4.0%-8.3%)
4.7% (3.0%-7.1%)
100.00%

43.7% (36.5%-51.1%)
5.1% (2.5%-7.8%)

9.0% (6.6%-12.8%)



Men

Total

25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49
Total

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39

40-44

45-49

Total

657 (9.08%)
586 (8.10%)
467 (6.45%)
313 (4.32%)
134 (1.85%)
4,002 (55.29%)
428 (5.91%)
563 (7.78%)
796 (11.00%)
776 (10.72%)
666 (9.20%)

469 (6.48%)
304 (4.20%)

7,238 (100.00%)

40.6% (37.4%-44.0%)
55.2% (51.8%-58.6%)
61.2% (57.4%-64.8%)
60.1% (55.5%-64.6%)
55.3% (47.2%-63.0%)
26.5% (24.7%-28.5%)

1.7% (0.7%-3.5%)

5.5% (3.8%-7.6%)
18.6% (15.5%-22.5%)
34.5% (30.5%-39.0%)
40.9% (36.7%-45.0%)

42.9% (38.6%-47.3%)
45.8% (39.3%-52.8%)

32.8% (31.5%-34.2%)

12.2% (8.0%-16.8%)
10.5% (7.6%-14.0%)
9.6% (6.5%-13.9%)
6.4% (3.7%-10.1%)
5.4% (1.8%-10.8%)
18.1% (14.5%-22.3%)
21.2% (8.1%-44.2%)
25.2% (14.6%-40.7%)
26.5% (18.3%-36.1%)
25.7% (18.3%-38.0%)
15.0% (10.2%-20.4%)

9.7% (5.8%-14.3%)
9.6% (5.2%-16.3%)

14.4% (12.4%-16.7%)

4.5% (3.0%-6.1%)
5.1% (3.8%-7.4%)
5.1% (3.6%-7.7%)
3.7% (2.1%-5.4%)
3.1% (1.1%-5.2%)
4.8% (3.8%-5.9%)
0.8% (0.2%-2.4%)
1.7% (0.9%-3.0%)
5.2% (3.6%-7.5%)
8.6% (6.1%-12.3%)
5.8% (4.0%-8.3%)

3.6% (2.3%-5.5%)
3.5% (1.8%-6.4%)

4.7% (4.0%-5.5%)

11.3% (10.4%-12.1%)
13.7% (12.9%-14.5%)
11.6% (11.0%-12.3%)
7.9% (7.4%-8.5%)
3.2% (2.7%-3.6%)
44.8% (42.7%-46.9%)
0.3% (0.1%-0.6%)
1.4% (1.0%-1.9%)
6.2% (5.2%-7.3%)
11.1% (10.0%-12.3%)
11.4% (10.3%-12.4%)

8.7% (7.8%-9.5%)
5.7% (4.9%-6.6%)

100.0%

8.7% (5.9%-11.5%)
8.9% (6.7%-12.6%)
6.7% (4.9%-10.1%)
3.4% (2.0%-4.9%)
1.3% (0.4%-2.1%)
56.3% (48.9%-63.5%)
1.0% (0.3%-3.0%)
3.0% (1.6%-5.2%)
12.2% (8.8%-16.4%)
19.6% (14.8%-25.9%)
11.4% (7.9%-15.3%)

5.2% (3.3%-7.6%)
3.0% (1.6%-5.5%)

100.0%
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Figure 1. Age and gender profiles of HIV burden in the Rakai Community Cohort Study,
June 2018-May 2019 (round 19). (a) Map of the fishing (triangles) and inland (circles) study
communities within the Raka region in south-central Uganda, produced using the "ggmap
package version 3.0.2[28] in R (OStadia Maps ©Stamen Design ©OpenMapTiles ©
OpenStreetMap contributor) (b) Population pyramids in fishing and inland communities. For
each 1-year age band, the number of census-eligible individuals (colored bars) are shown for
men(blue) and women (pink). Colored lines represent smoothed population size estimates. (C)
The profile for the burden of HIV in the population is shown in black (line: posterior median
estimate, linerange: 95% credible interval) and values shown on the right y-axis, for both
community types (top, bottom) and both genders (left, right). For comparison, HIV
seroprevalence within each 1-year age band is shown in orange (bars. posterior median
estimates, error bar: 95% credible interval), and values shown on the left y-axis.
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3.2 Progress towar ds 95-95-95 tar gets

We next characterized progress towards “95-95-95" targets between 2013 and 2019 in the high-
prevalence fishing communities that have since 2013 been prioritized for TasP, and in the inland
communities where Universal Test and Treat was implemented beginning in late 2016. In total,
13,844 viral load measurements were taken in 6,677 of 6,705 (99.6%) survey participants with
HIV over the four survey rounds. The number of people with viraemia decreased substantially
from 2013 to 2019 (Table 2). Specificaly, in inland communities, the proportion of women with
HIV exhibiting viraemia decreased from 34.7% (32.3%-37.1%) in 2013 to 13.2% (11.5%-
15.0%) in 2019, while the proportion of men with HIV exhibiting viraemia decreased from
50.7% (46.5%-54.8%) in 2019 to 26.3% (22.2%-30.8%) in 2013. In fishing communities, the
proportion of women with HIV exhibiting viraemia decreased from 44.0% (40.9%-47.0%) in
2013 t0 11.4% (9.3%-13.8%) in 2019, while the proportion of men with HIV exhibiting viraemia
decreased from 64.7% (60.8%-68.5%) in 2013 to 18.1% (14.5%-22.3%) in 2019.

Considering the number of people exhibiting viraemia in the entire population, by 2019, there
were 233 (200-270) women and 236 (193-286) men with viraemia in inland communities,
corresponding to 1.8% (1.6%-2.1%) and 2.0% (1.7%-2.4%) of the census-eligible female and
male populations, respectively. In fishing communities, there were 148 (120-180) women and
190 (152-237) men exhibiting viraemia in 2019, corresponding to 4.6% (3.7%-5.6%) and 4.8%
(3.8%-5.9%) of census-eligible women and men, respectively (Tables 1, 2). Thus, while
suppression levels among PLHIV were higher in fishing communities compared to inland
communities in both men and women, suppression levels in the population, i.e. among census-
eligible individuals, were lower in fishing communities rather than inland communities due to
the overall higher HIV prevalence.
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Table 2. People exhibiting viraemia in the Rakai Community Cohort Study, from July 2013-January 2015 (round 16) to June 2018-May

2019 (round 19)

Location

Fishing

communities

Inland
communities

Gender

Women

Men

Women

Men

Round

Round 16

Round 17

Round 18

Round 19

Round 16

Round 17

Round 18

Round 19

Round 16

Round 17

Round 18

Round 19

Round 16

Round 17

Round 18

Round 19

Census-
eligible
individuals

(n)

2,757

3,224

3,359

3,236

3,546

4,068

4,224

4,002

11,346

11,990

12,193

12,893

10,541

10,939

11,076

11,736

People with HIV

(n) posterior median
estimate and (95%Crl)

1,225 (1,170-1,282)

1,315 (1,257-1,374)

1,347 (1,290-1,406)

1,312 (1,250-1,375)

1,052 ( 984-1,121)

1,187 (1,111-1,264)

1,197 (1,132-1,265)

1,064 ( 989-1,143)

1,729 (1,651-1,809)

1,876 (1,797-1,957)

1,728 (1,647-1,811)

1,789 (1,705-1,875)

1,003 ( 927-1,083)

995 ( 919-1,077)

912 ( 836- 992)

915 ( 834-1,002)

People with viraemia

(n) posterior median
estimate and
(95%Crl)

537 (493-583)

363 (324-404)

240 (209-274)

148 (120-180)

673 (615-735)

573 (512-639)

347 (305-392)

190 (152-237)

588 (539-640)

451 (409-496)

336 (298-378)

233 (200-270)

490 (434-551)

399 (346-457)

306 (260-359)

236 (193-286)

Proportion of people
with viraemia among
PLHIV

(%) posterior median
estimate and
(95%Crl)

44.0% (40.9%-47.0%)

27.8% (25.2%-30.6%)

18.0% (15.8%-20.4%)

11.4% (9.3%-13.8%)

64.7% (60.8%-68.5%)

49.2% (44.9%-53.3%)

29.6% (26.3%-33.0%)

18.1% (14.5%-22.3%)

34.7% (32.3%-37.1%)

24.0% (22.0%-26.1%)

19.3% (17.3%-21.4%)

13.2% (11.5%-15.0%)

50.7% (46.5%-54.8%)

39.9% (35.9%-44.0%)

34.3% (30.1%-38.8%)

26.3% (22.2%-30.8%)

Proportion of people
with viraemia among
entire population

(%) posterior median
estimate and
(95%Crl)

19.4% (17.8%-21.1%)

11.2% (10.1%-12.5%)

7.2% (6.2%-8.2%)

4.6% (3.7%-5.6%)

18.9% (17.3%-20.7%)

14.0% (12.6%-15.7%)

8.2% (7.2%-9.2%)

4.8% (3.8%-5.9%)

5.2% (4.8%-5.6%)

3.8% (3.4%-4.1%)

2.8% (2.4%-3.1%)

1.8% (1.6%-2.1%)

4.7% (4.1%-5.2%)

3.7% (3.2%-4.2%)

2.8% (2.4%-3.2%)

2.0% (1.7%-2.4%)

Percent reduction in the

absolute number

of people with viraemia,

relative to round 16

(%) posterior median
estimate and
(95%Crl)

32.4% (22.4%-41.2%)

55.2% (47.4%-61.8%)

72.4% (65.8%-78.0%)

14.8% (1.9%-26.1%)

48.4% (40.0%-55.9%)

71.7% (64.0%-77.8%)

23.2% (12.7%-32.6%)

42.7% (33.9%-50.7%)

60.3% (53.0%-66.6%)

18.5% (2.5%-32.2%)

37.4% (23.6%-48.8%)

51.8% (39.4%-61.8%)

Male-female difference

in the proportion of
people with HIV
exhibiting viraemia

(difference in %)
posterior median
estimate and (95%Crl)

20.7% (15.7, 25.5)

21.3% (16.3, 26.3)

11.6% (7.6, 15.6)

6.7% (2.4, 11.4)

16.0% (11.0, 20.8)

15.9% (11.3, 20.5)

15.0% (10.2, 19.9)

13.1% (8.6, 17.8)
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3.3 Age and gender profilesof the burden of HIV viraemia

To characterize the age and gender-specific populations in which viraemia concentrates, we first
considered the proportion of PLHIV exhibiting viraemia stratified by age and gender. By 2019, in
inland communities, the proportion of PLHIV exhibiting viraemia was highest in men aged 23-27
years (49.8% (39.9%-60.3%)) (Figure 2), showing also that conventional 5-year age banding (15-
19 years, 20-24 years ...) can mask the actual age groups in which prevalence of viraemia peaks.
In fishing communities, the proportion of PLHIV exhibiting viraemia in 2019 was highest in men
aged 28-32 years (28.2% (20.0%-41.2%)) (Figure 2). Across all age groups, the proportion of
PLHIV exhibiting viraemia was larger in first-time participants (Supplementary Figures S4-5), and
lower, or equal in women than men. By 2019, among women, this proportion was highest in
women aged 15-17 years in inland communities (30.3% (18.7%-44.0%)) and in women aged 18-
22 years in fishing communities (23.9% (16.2%-34.0%)).

Then, we accounted for the distinct population structure in inland and fishing communities to
characterize the population subgroups in which viraemia is concentrating. Figure 3a compares
the age and gender specific prevalence of viraemia among PLHIV to the viraemia burden profile
in the population. We found that viraemia did not center in the age groups currently furthest
from achieving “95-95-95” targets. Specifically, in inland communities, women aged 15-19 years
were furthest from achieving the “95-95-95” targets in 2019, but we estimate they contributed
only 4.9% (3.0%-7.3%) to people exhibiting viraemia. Instead, women aged 20-24 years and 25-
29 years each contributed approximately 10% to people exhibiting viraemia in 2019, although
these age groups were either close to or had already exceeded the “95-95-95” targets. Similarly,
in inland communities, men aged 20-24 years were furthest from achieving “95-95-95” targets
in 2019, but we estimate they contributed only 5.4% (3.9%-7.4%) to the burden of viraemia.
Rather, men aged 25-29 years and 30-34 years each contributed approximately 10% to the
burden of viraemia in 2019. Similar patterns were observed in fishing communities. In 2019,
women aged 15-19 were one of the few groups that had not yet met “95-95-95” targets, but
this group only contributed 5.1% (2.5%-7.8%) to the burden of viraemia. Instead, women aged
30-34 had met the targets but contributed 8.9% (6.7%-12.6%) to the burden of viraemia. Among
men, age groups from 20 to 34 years exhibited similar levels of viral suppression among PLHIV.

However, there were more men aged 30-34 exhibiting viraemia as compared to men aged 20-
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31
32

33
34
35
36

37

24. The former amounted to 19.6% (14.8%-25.9%) of the burden of viraemia as compared to
3.0% (1.6%-5.2%) in the latter group.

Figure 3b depicts temporal changes in absolute suppression levels, as well as shifts in the profile
of the burden of viraemia. Even though we found a steady increase in the median age of PLHIV
by gender and community strata, the age profile of people exhibiting viraemia remained

relatively stable over time (Supplementary Table S3).
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a Inland communities with HIV prevalence typical of rural and semi-urban East Africa
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Figure2: Trendsin the proportionsof PLHIV who have unsuppressed viraemiain the
Rakai Community Cohort Study. (a) Estimated proportions of people with HIV in 1-year age
bands who have unsuppressed viraemia, in men and women of inland communities. On the left,
time trends in the proportion of PLHIV with unsuppressed viraemia from round 16 (July 2013-
January 2015) to round 19 (June 2018 to May 2019) are shown for men and women by 1-year
age bands (points: posterior median estimates, linerange: 95% Crls). On the right, posterior
median estimates in the proportion of PLHIV with unsuppressed viraemiain round 19 are shown
for men and women by 5-year age bands (bars: posterior median estimates, linerange: 95% Crls).
The horizontal dotted line represents the 14% suppression threshold implied by 95-95-95 targets.
(b) Same for PLHIV in fishing communities.
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Figure 3. Age and gender metrics for people exhibiting viraemia. (a) Estimates for the
prevalence of viraemia among PLHIV (median: purple bars, lines: 95% Crl, right y-axis) in each
gender and age band are compared to the burden profile of viraemia (median: black curve, lines:
95% Crl, left y-axis) for inland (top row) and fishing communities (bottom row). (b) Time trends
in the burden profiles of viraemia for both men and women (facets), colored by community type
(inland or fishing) and survey round (16 or 19) colors (line: posterior median estimate, ribbon:
95% credible interval). The profiles were multiplied by the population prevalence of viral
suppression to visualize shiftsin the size of the population exhibiting viraemia.
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4. Discussion

This study estimated the age and gender burden profiles of HIV infection and HIV viraemia in
south-central Uganda using data from communities with HIV risk and demographic profiles
typical of rural and semi-urban ESA and data from Lake Victoria fishing communities with high
HIV seroprevalence and atypical demographic profiles. Overall, the burden profiles revealed
important differences by geographic location, gender and age group. Following the earlier
expansion of TasP programs, fishing communities witnessed faster increases in suppression
levels among PLHIV than in inland communities, with overall levels surpassing the “95-95-95"
targets by 2019. However, the burden of HIV viraemia remained larger in fishing communities,
where the proportion of individuals exhibiting viraemia was approximately 2.5 times larger than
in inland communities, reflecting higher HIV prevalence in fishing communities. When analyzing
the burden of viraemia by gender, we found that in both community types, most individuals
exhibiting viraemia were men, athough fewer men have HIV than women. When also
considering age, we found that the age groups that contributed most to the burden of viraemia
were not necessarily the ones that were furthest from achieving the “95-95-95" targets. For
example, in inland communities, individuals aged 25-34 contributed to approximately 40% of the

burden of viraemia but had higher suppression levels than younger age groups.

Overall, our results show that the metrics considered by the “95-95-95" targets are insufficient to
characterize the population exhibiting viraemia, and hence at risk of transmitting HIV. For
example, by 2019, fishing communities had an overall prevalence of suppression among PLHIV
that surpassed “95-95-95" targets, while inland communities had not yet achieved them.
However, individuals exhibiting viraemia represented a larger proportion of the population in
fishing communities as opposed to inland communities, consistent with HIV incidence remaining
higher in the former communities despite additional interventions such as PrEP[29]. This is
largely explained by differencesin HIV prevalence and implies that reaching “95-95-95" by 2025
may be insufficient to lower incidence below elimination threshold[30], especially in countries
with elevated burden of HIV[31].

Moreover, since 2020 the updated UNAIDS targets recommend the “95-95-95" goals to be met
within subpopulations stratified by age and gender[32]. In practice, this supports the prioritization
of interventions to those subgroups that are furthest from achieving the targets and improving
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barriers and inequalities in treatment coverage[18]. However, these subgroups may not
disproportionately contribute to the burden of HIV viraemia. For example, in inland
communities, we found that young individuals aged 15-24 congtituted approximately two fifths
of the census-eligible population, but only one fifth of the population exhibiting viremia. In fact,
the lower suppression levels commonly reported among young PLHIV[12,33-40] are
counterbalanced by the small absolute number of young PLHIV. This observation is typically
missing from studies supporting prioritization of younger age-groups in ESA based on the
UNAIDS targets™. However, there are instances in which higher suppression levels and HIV
seroprevalence lead to balanced profiles. For instance, although most PLHIV are women, there
are similar numbers of men and women exhibiting viraemia in inland communities. Taken
together, these findings support the need to reach and treat a wide subset of the population: men
aged 25-34 and women aged 20-39, who disproportionately contribute to unsuppressed viraemia.

The longitudinal nature of the study further allowed us to analyze temporal dynamics in the age
profile for the burden of HIV. From 2013 to 2019, we found an increase in the median age of
PLHIV of at least 2 years across community types and genders. Although incidence and HIV
mortality are decreasing, a shift in this direction is not guaranteed. In inland communities,
younger individuals constitute an increasing proportion of the population, and therefore small
reductions in incidence may still be consistent with increasing numbers of PLHIV in these age
groups. More generaly, the population is expected to grow at an exponential rate in Sub-Saharan
Africa[4l], implying that stagnating incidence rates may potentially shift the age profile to
younger age groups. Continued efforts to track the changing demographics of countries in the
region, for example through population censuses, would provide helpful in planning long-term

HIV interventions, as well as generalizing to other Sustainable Development Goalg[42].

While we assessed both age and gender burden profiles of HIV infection and HIV viraemia in
this study, the latter metric provides a cross-sectional description of individuals at most at risk of
HIV mortality and onward transmission. Hence, we propose the viraemia burden profile as a new
metric for HIV control. Critically we observed that the burden profiles of viraemia reveaed
similar relative contributions of men and women, and larger relative contributions of middle-aged
individuals (25-34) than younger individuals (15-24). We further show that these important
observations are obscured by age-gender stratified “95-95-95" targets. Furthermore, unlike the
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“95-95-95" targetg14,15], population burden of HIV viraemia has been shown to be strongly
predictive of population HIV incidence[17,43].

This study has several limitations. First, due to the RCCS definition of census-eligible individuals
in the study period, our study population is limited to individuals aged 15-49 years. Accordingly,
we are not able to quantify the growing seroprevalence of HIV among individuals aged 50 or
more, nor viral suppression outcomes in children (<15 years) living with HIV. Importantly, the
reported age and gender specific percentages in the burden profiles in the census-digible
population aged 15-49 years should not be interpreted as fractions of the entire population, as
they would be overestimates. Second, our study only considered data from Uganda, and our
results may not directly generalize to other settings. However epidemiological patterns reported
here are typical of ESA, such as. expansive population pyramidg27], patterns in HIV prevalence
by age and gender[44], and gender gaps in suppression level§12,33-40]. These observations
suggests that the major contributions of individuals aged 25-34 to the burden of viraemia may
generalize across the subcontinent. Third, to generalize our results to the entire census-eligible
population, we assumed that first-time study participants were representative of non-participants
in terms of age and gender-specific prevalence and viral suppression levels. Despite similar HIV
seroprevalence estimates, our estimates of viral suppression among first-time participants were
lower than for all participants. Generalizing the results to the census-eligible population avoided
overestimation of viral suppression levels and allowed us to match our analyses denominators to
the ones defined in the UNAIDS goals. Fourth, the age profile of the population exhibiting
viraemia may not match the age profile of the sources of HIV infections, but rather the potential
sources of HIV transmission. The difference between the two populations can be explained by
heterogeneities in transmission risk among individuals exhibiting viraemia. For example,
phylogenetic studies in Uganda[21], Zambig[45], and Botswang46] have estimated highest
transmission risks in men aged 30-34 and women aged 20-24, and much lower for example
among individuals aged more than 50. These results hence reinforce the importance of the

subpopulations contributing most strongly to the burden of viraemia described in this paper.
5. Conclusions

In summary, prioritizing HIV prevention interventions across age and gender subgroups solely

based on the “95-95-95" targets may not be the most effective way to reduce the number of
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people exhibiting viraemia, and hence a risk of HIV mortality and transmitting HIV.
Importantly, these metrics ignore underlying population structures and differences in HIV
seroprevalence by subgroups, which are integral to the calculation of the age and gender profile
for the burden of HIV viraemia. Future surveillance efforts should prioritize population censuses
and population-level measures of HIV viraemia to better direct HIV control and elimination
efforts, particularly in settings at or achieving the “ 95-95-95" targets.
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