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Abstract

Background: Treatment for all recommendations has allowed access to antiretroviral (ARV)
treatment to an increasing number of patients. This minimizes transmission of infection but can
potentiate the risk for development of transmitted drug resistance (TDR) and acquired drug
resistance (ADR).

Objective: To study the trends of TDR and ADR in patients followed in Portuguese hospitals
between 2001 and 2017.

Method: 11911 patients of the Portuguese REGA database were included. TDR was defined as
the presence of one or more surveillance drug resistance mutations according to the WHO
surveillance list. Phenotypic resistance to ARV was evaluated with Standford HIVdb v7.0.
Patterns of TDR, ADR and prevalence of mutations over time were analysed with logistic
regression.

Results: The prevalence of TDR increased from 7.9% in 2003 to 13.1% in 2017 (Pror-trena<0.001).
This was due to a significant increase of both resistance mutations to nucleotide reverse
transcriptase inhibitors (NRTIs) and non-nucleotide reverse transcriptase inhibitors (NNRTIs)
from 5.6% to 6.7% (Pror-end=0.002) and 2.9% to 8.9% (Pror-trena<0.001), respectively. TDR to
Protease Inhibitors decreased from 4.0% in 2003 to 2.2 in 2017 (Pror-rena =0.985). Paradoxically,
the prevalence of ADR declined from 86.6% in 2001 to 51.0% in 2017 (Pfor-trena<0.001) caused by
a declining drug resistance to all ARV classes (Pror-rend<<0.001).

Conclusions: While ADR is declining since 2001, TDR has been increasing, reaching a value of
13.1% by the end of 2017. It is urgent to develop public health programs to monitor levels and

patterns of TDR in newly diagnosed patients.
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82
83  Introduction
84  In 2014, the WHO proposed the 90-90-90, an ambitious treatment target to help end the AIDS
85  pandemic. In Portugal, a national report estimated that in 2017, 38.959 people were living with
86  HIV, with an incidence of 8,6 cases per 100.000 habitants in 2017, one of the highest in Europe.
87  Ofthese, 91.7% of patients were diagnosed, 86.8% of the diagnosed were receiving antiretroviral
88  treatment (ART) and 90.3% of the treated patients (TP) were virally suppressed [1]. In summary,
89  Portugal is very close to achieving the 90-90-90 objectives, lacking only a small proportion of
90  patients under treatment.
91 A major threat to achieve the 90-90-90 target is ARV drug resistance. While ART largely
92  decreases HIV-related morbidity and mortality, improves quality of life of HIV-1 infected
93  patients and reduces the risk of onward transmission [2—4], its scale up can potentiate the risk for
94  development of ARV drug resistance.
95  International guidelines consistently recommend that newly diagnosed individuals should be
96  tested for ARV drug resistance to detect potential transmitted drug resistance (TDR) and guide
97  the selection of ART regimens [5,6]. This procedure minimizes the risk of experiencing virologic
98 failure after starting ART due to the selection of resistant HIV isolates, resulting in acquired drug
99  resistance (ADR).
100 Active surveillance of TDR and ADR is crucial to understand factors involved in the transmission
101  of HIV-1 drug resistance and, also, to help to design effective ART treatment guidelines in
102 different epidemic settings. Drug resistance evolves dynamically and therefore it is extremely
103 important to monitor temporal trends of TDR and ADR.
104  In this study, we aim to describe the temporal trends of TDR and ADR between 2001 and 2017,
105  aswell as the single mutations involved in that resistance and to identify predictors of TDR among

106  HIV-1 infected patients treated in Portuguese hospitals.

107

108
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109 Methods

110  Study population

111 The protocol was in accordance with the declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Ethical
112 Committee of Centro Hospitalar de Lisboa Ocidental (108/CES-2014). The Portuguese HIV-1
113 resistance database contains anonymized patients’ information, including demographic, clinical
114  and genotype resistance data from patients followed in 22 hospitals located around the country
115  and collected between May 2001 and December 2017. All patient data collected in RegaDB [7]
116  were generated during routine clinical care. Individuals aged 18 years or over and which had a
117  HIV-1 drug resistance test performed were included. Patients’ viral sequences were categorized
118  into drug naive (DN) and treated patients (TP). The CD4 cell count and HIV-1 viral load measured
119  closest to the date of the resistance test were included in the analysis.

120

121 Drug resistance analyses and subtyping

122 The genomic data included protease and reverse transcriptase sequences obtained through
123 population sequencing completed in Laboratorio de Biologia Molecular do Hospital de Egas
124 Moniz, CHLO. TDR was defined as the presence of one or more surveillance drug resistance
125  mutations (SDRM) according to the WHO 2009 surveillance list [8]. Nucleotide sequences were
126  submitted to the Calibrated Population Resistance tool - HIV drug resistance database version
127  6.0. Phenotypic resistance to ARV drugs was evaluated using the Standford HIVdb v8.4. Using
128  this algorithm, ADR mutations were also identified. HIV-1 subtypes and circulating recombinant
129  forms (CRF) were determined as previously described [9,10].

130

131 Statistical analysis

132 Proportions and confidence intervals for proportions were calculated using 95% Wilson
133 confidence interval for binomially distributed data. The differences between the prevalence of
134 resistance in naive and treated patients were analyzed using the Mann-Whitney-U-test and the X*

135  tests. Logistic regression was used to examine the association between demographic and clinical
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136  factors and the prevalence and the impact of SDRMs and to analyse trends over time. Results
137  were considered statistically significant when p-values were below 0.05. All analyses were
138  conducted in SPSS Statistic version 25 software and R3.5.1. More information in Supplementary
139  File 1.

140

141

142 Results

143 Population

144 Of 12792 patients, 11912 (93,1%) patients presented viral sequences. More than a half (7310,
145  61.4%) were from drug naive and 3848 (32.3%) from treated patients. ART status was not
146  available for 754 (6.3%) patients. Population characteristics are described in text and in Table A

147  in Supplementary File 1.

148

149  Transmitted HIV drug resistance (TDR)

150  Overall, the prevalence of TDR between 2001 and 2017 was 9.4%. Non-nucleoside reverse
151  transcriptase inhibitor (NNRTI) mutations were detected in 5.0% of drug-naive patients, 4.0% for
152 nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitor (NRTI) and 2.8% for protease inhibitors (PI). 8.5%
153  presented single class resistance, 0.7% dual class resistance and 0.2% triple class resistance (Table

154 1),
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155  Table 1- Proportion of transmitted drug resistance between 2003 and 2017 and of acquired drug resistance between 2001 and 2017

156

Transmitted drug resistance (TDR) n (%) 95% CI OR (95% CI) p for trend

Prot/RT sequence from naive patients Proportion of DRMs

Total 7310 (100.0%)

Any DRMs 690 (9.4%) 8.8-10.1 1.003 (1.002-1.005) <0.001
NRTI resistance 289 (4.0%) 3.5-4.4 1.002 (1.001-1.003) 0.002
NNRTI resistance 367 (5.0%) 4.5-5.5 1.003 (1.001-1.004) <0.001
PI resistance 206 (2.8%) 2.5-3.2 1.000 (0.999-1.001) 0.985

Single class resistance 625 (8.5%) 7.9-9.2 1.004 (1.002-1.005) <0.001

Dual class resistance 48 (0.7%) 0.5-0.9 1.000 (0.999-1.000) 0.067
PI + NRTI resistance 47 (0.6%) 0.5-0.8 1.000 (0.999-1.000) 0.100
PI + NNRTI resistance 35 (0.5%) 0.3-0.7 1.000 (0.999-1.000) 0.777

NRTI+NNRTI resistance 107 (1.5%) 1.2-1.8 1.002 (1.001-1.002) <0.001

Triple class resistance 17 (0.2%) 0.1-0.4 1.000 (0.999-1.000) 0.668
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157
158

159

Acquired drug resistance (ADR) n (%) 95% CI OR (95% CI) p for trend

Prot/RT sequence from treated patients Proportion of DRMs

Total 3848 (100.0%)

Any DRMs 2657 (69.0%) 67.6-70.5 0.970 (0.967-0.973) <0.001
NRTI resistance 2225 (57.8%) 56.2-59.4 0.964 (0.961-0.968) <0.001
NNRTI resistance 1763 (45.8%) 44.2-47.4 0.988 (0.985-0.992) <0.001
PI resistance 909 (23.6%) 22.3-25.0 0.972 (0.969-0.975) <0.001

Single class resistance 1247 (32.4%) 31.0-33.9 0.987 (0.984-0.991) <0.001

Dual class resistance 1029 (26.7%) 25.4-28.2 0.995 (0.992-0.998) 0.001
PI + NRTI resistance 830 (21.6%) 20.3-22.9 | 0.972 (0.969-0.975) <0.001
PI + NNRTI resistance 405 (10.5%) 9.6-11.5 0.987 (0.985-0.990) <0.001

NRTI+NNRTI resistance 1386 (36.0%) 34.5-37.5 0.983 (0.980-0.986) <0.001

Triple class resistance 381 (9.9%) 9.0-10.9 0.988 (0.986-0.990) <0.001
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160

161  Trends for TDR were determined only between the years 2003 and 2017, since between 2001 and
162 2002 the number of patients tested for ARV drug resistance was not large enough to allow for
163  robustness in statistical analyses.

164  TDR presented a significantly increasing trend from 7.9% in 2003 to 13.1% in 2017 (pror-
165  ena<0.001). This trend is steeper in the last four years analysed (2014 to 2017) (Pfor-trena=0.008).
166  Since treatment for all recommendations were implemented in Portugal in September 2015, trends
167  between September 2015 and December 2017 was also analysed, but was not found to be
168  statistically significant (pror-rens=0.507) (Figure 1(A) and Table 1, and Table B in Supplementary
169  File1).

170
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172 Figure 1: Proportion of (A) transmitted drug resistance (TDR) in sequences from naive patients
173 between 2003 and 2017 and (B) of acquired drug resistance (ADR) in treated patients between
174 2001 and 2017

175

176  This increasing trend was significant for two drug classes: NRTIs (5.6% in 2003 to 6.7% in 2017,
177  Ppror-rend= 0.002) and NNRTIs (2.9% in 2003 to 8.9% in 2017, Pror-wend<0.001). For PIs, on the other
178  hand, there was an opposite trend for lower drug resistance levels in more recent years (4.0% in
179 2003 to 2.2% in 2017). However, it was not significant (por-trena= 0.985) (Figure 1 (A), Table 1).
180  Single class mutations increased over time from 5.2% (2003) to 12.2% (2017) whereas double
181  class and triple class slightly decreased overtime (Pror-ena<0.001 for single class; pror-wens=0.067
182  for double class; pror-wend=0.668). Double class resistance to NRTIs/NNRTIs combinations
183  presented an increase between 2011 and 2017 (Pror-wend=0.0604), whereas resistance to
184  combinations of NRTIs/PIs and NNRTIs/PIs just presented a slight increase in the last years
185  (2014-2017) (Ptor-trend=0.272, Pror-wens=0.072, respectively) (Table 1 and Tables B and C in
186  Supplementary File 1).

187  The most frequently detected mutations were K103NS (3.2%) conferring resistance to NNRTTIs,
188  followed by M41L (1.6%) and M184V/I mutation (1.3%) conferring resistance to NRTIs and
189  L90M (1.2%) conferring resistance to PIs (Supplementary Figure 1(A)).

190

191 Acquired HIV drug resistance (ADR)

192  ADR prevalence was 69.0%. NRTISs resistance mutations were predominantly identified (57.8%),
193  followed by NNRTIs (45.8%) and PIs (23.6%). 32.4% presented single class resistance, 26.7%
194 dual class resistance and 9.9% triple class resistance (Table 1).

195  Overall, ADR decreased over time from 86.6 to 50.9 between 2001 and 2017 (Pror-trena<<0.001) and
196  between September 2015 and December 2017 (pPror-wena=0.836). Resistance to all drug classes

197  presented declining trends over time (2001-2017): resistance to NRTIs dropped from 80.8% to

10
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198  33.3% (Pror-rena<0.001); to NNRTIs from 46.4% to 40.2% (Pror-rena<0.001) and to PIs from 52.7%
199 10 10.8% (Por rena<<0.001) (Figure 1(B) and Table 1, and Table B in Supplementary File 1).

200  For single, double and triple class, significant declining trends were also observed: pror-trend<0.001
201  for single class; pror-rend=0.001 for double class and; pror rena<0.001 for triple class); as well as for
202  combinations of antiretroviral classes. NRTIs/NNRTIs combination decreased from 41.1% to
203  24.5%, NRTIs/PIs decreased from 51.3% to 8.8% and NNRTIs/PIs decreased from 23.2% to
204  6.9% between 2001 and 2017 (Por-tend<0.001; Pror-trena<0.001 and Pror-trena<0.001  for
205  NRTIs/NNRTIs, NRTIs/PIs and NNRTIs/PIs, respectively) (Table 1 and Table C in
206  Supplementary File 1).

207  The most prevalent mutations conferring resistance to NRTIs in treated patients, were M 1841V
208  (45.3%) and TAMs, such as T215YF (17.4%)) and M41L (16.0%). K103NS (26.0%) and L9OM
209  (11.3%) were the most prevalent mutations conferring resistance to NNRTIs and to PIs,
210  respectively (Supplementary Figure 1 (B)).

211  Trends for frequencies of specific drug resistance mutations were also analysed between 2001
212 and 2017 when mutations had a prevalence greater than 0.5% for drug-naive patients and 5.0%
213 for treated patients. Among drug-naive patients, although none of the mutations presented a
214  statistically significant trend, we observed an increasing trend for M184V in the last years (Figure
215 3). For treated patients, on the other hand, PI resistance mutations M46IL, 154VLMTAS,
216  V82ATSF and L90OM presented statistically significant declining trends over time (Pror-trend
217  <0.001). The same was observed for all mutations analysed for NRTIs regimens (Psor-trend <0.001)
218  (Table D in Supplementary File)

219

220

221 Drug susceptibility

222 According to the HIVdb Standford database algorithm, 6.6% of DN patients (7310) presented
223 high-level resistance to at least one drug. 5.4% of those have high-level resistance to a drug
224 recommended for first line treatment. NNRTIs presented the highest level of high-level resistance

225  (4.9%), with nevirapine (NVP) having the highest proportion of high-level resistance (4.7%),

11
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226  followed by efavirenz (EFV) with 4.0% of high-level resistance. High-level resistance to NRTIs
227  was 1.7%, with emtricitabine (FTC) and lamivudine (3TC) presenting the highest level (1.3%).
228  High-level resistance to PIs was 1.8%, with atazanavir (ATV) presenting 0.3% of high-level

229  resistance (Figure 2 (A)).
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233 Figure 2: Predicted phenotypic resistance (Standford scores) for antiretroviral drugs currently
234 recommended as first line therapy in Portugal (A) for drug-naives patients (2003-2017) and (B)
235  for treated patients (2003-2017). Scores of low-level (score 2 and 3), intermediate level (score
236  4) or high-level (score 5) resistance were used to predict phenotypic resistance. Abbreviations:
237 NRTIs, Nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors; NNRTIs, Non-nucleoside reverse
238  transcriptase inhibitors; Pls, Protease inhibitors; FTC, Emtricitabine; TDF, Tenofovir; 3TC,
239  Lamivudine; ABC, Abacavir; EVF, Efavirenz; RPV, Rilpivirine; DRV/r, Darunavir; LPV/r, Lopinavir;
240  ATV/r, Atazanavir

241

242

243 Of 3848 treated patients, (64.0%) presented high-level of resistance to at least one ARV drug
244 class, however considering only the drugs actually used as first line therapy the resistance
245  decreased to 62.1%. For these patients, high-level resistance to NRTIs was the highest (54.4%)
246  with high-level resistance to FTC and 3TC presenting the highest values (45.3%). 40.5% of

247  patients presented high-level resistance to NNRTIs, with 40.1% presenting high-level resistance

12
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to NVP and 35% to EFV. High-level resistance to PIs was 19.9%, with ATV presented the highest

value (9.6%) (Figure 2 (B)).

Predictors of TDR

The factors significantly associated with TDR in the univariate model was being infected with
subtype B (as compared to non-B subtypes grouped together) and the levels of logVL, while
gender presented borderline significance. Although not reaching conventional statistical
significance (p<0.05), male gender was associated with higher levels of TDR. It was also
observed that being infected with subtype B and logVL above 5.1 presented statistical
significance in relation to NRTIs drug resistance; being male, being from sub-Saharan Africa
region, being infected with subtype B and logVL above 5.1 presented statistical significance
related with Pls drug resistance and in relation to NNRTIs drug resistance logVL above 5.1 was
significantly associated (Table E in Supplementary File 1).

Multivariate analysis indicated statistically significant values of any TDR and NRTIs drug
resistance for individuals infected with subtype B compared with non-B and presenting logVL
higher than 5.1 (Table 2). We further observed that patients with a logVL above 5.1 presented
lower levels of K103NS and L90M mutations (p=0.023 and p=0.008, respectively); while patients

with a logVL above 4.1 presented lower levels of M184V (p=0.000) (Table 3).

Table 2- Multiple regression analysis of factors associated with HIV transmitted drug resistance

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

Any TDR NRTI TDR NNRTI TDR PI TDR

Variable OR (95%CI) p OR (95%CI) p OR (95%CI) p OR (95%CI) p
Gender

Female *

Male 1.21(0.95-1.55) 0.124 1.07 (0.73-1.59) 0.708 1.03 (0.75-1.40) 0.852 1.67 (1.07-2.94) 0.024
Age at diagnosis

18-25*

26-40 0.97 (0.69-1.36)  0.860  1.33(0.72-2.44) 0.361 0.75(0.49-1.15) 0.186 1.78 (0.91-3.50) 0.093

41-55 0.98 (0.68-1.40) 0.896 1.74 (0.63-3.07) 0.082 0.76 (0.48-1.21) 0.248 1.44 (0.70-2.94) 0.319

13
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>56 1.15(0.74-1.79)
Subtypes

B*

Non-B 0.74 (0.60-0.92)

Viral Load (logio copies/ml)

<4.0%
4.1105.0 0.73 (0.56-0.96)
>5.1 0.66 (0.49-0.87)

0.520

0.006

0.024

0.004

1.40 (0.63-3.07) 0.405

0.45 (0.31-0.65) 0.000

0.42 (0.28-0.63) 0.000

0.38 (0.25-0.59) 0.000

1.20(0.71-2.03) 0.498

1.19 (0.89-1.59) 0.240

0.70 (0.49-1.00) 0.054

0.65 (0.44-0.94) 0.023

2.02 (0.89-4.59)

0.65 (0.45-0.94)

0.76 (0.49-1.19)

0.50 (0.31-0.83)

Table 3- Association for the most prevalent drug-resistance mutation for each major drug class:

M184V, L90OM, and K103N for NRTI, PI, and NNRTI with viral load

M184V K103NS LI0OM 272

Variable OR (95%CI) p OR (95%CI) p OR (95%CI) 573
Viral Load (logio copies/ml)

<4.0* 274

4.1t05.0 0.30(0.17-0.54)  0.000 0.76 (0.51-1.12) 0.164 0.64 (0.35-1.16) i)

>5.1 0.15(0.07-0.33)  0.000 0.62(0.41-0.94) 0.023 0.40 (0.20-0.78) 0.008

* Reference category

Predictors of ADR

Univariate logistic regression analysis exploring predictors of acquired drug resistance is shown

276

in Table F in Additional File 1. Being male, an age at diagnosis above 26 years old, being MSM

(compared to being heterosexual), being born in Europe, being infected with subtype B and

presenting logVL above 4.1 presented statistically significant results.

Multivariate analysis showed statistical significance for any ADR and NRTIs drug resistance for

males, infected with subtype B and presenting viral loads above 4.1 (Table 4).

14

0.091

0.021
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288  Table 4- Multiple regression analysis of factors associated with HIV acquired drug resistance

Any ADR NRTI ADR NNRTI ADR PI ADR
Variable OR (95%CI) p OR (95%CI) p OR (95%CI) p OR (95%CI) p
Gender
Female *
Male 1.44 (1.20-1.73)  0.000 1.40 (1.18-1.67) 0.000 1.15(0.97-1.35) 0.112  1.66 (1.35-2.05) 0.000
Age at diagnosis
18-25*
26-40 1.12(0.73-1.73)  0.602  1.13 (0.74-1.72) 0.565 0.85(0.57-1.27) 0.420 1.71 (0.95-3.07) 0.072
41-55 1.07 (0.69-1.67) 0.764 1.11 (0.72-1.70) 0.626 0.83 (0.55-1.25) 0.375 1.76 (0.97-3.18) 0.062
>56 1.27 (0.76-2.12) 0367 1.37 (0.84-2.24) 0.207 0.84 (0.53-1.35) 0.481 2.65 (1.40-5.02) 0.003
Subtypes
B*
Non-B 0.68 (0.57-0.80)  0.000 0.61 (0.52-0.72) 0.000 0.98 (0.84-1.14) 0.789  0.64 (0.54-0.77) 0.000
Viral Load (logio
copies/ml)
<4.0*
4.1t05.0 0.63 (0.52-0.76)  0.000  0.60 (0.50-0.71) 0.000 0.89 (0.75-1.05) 0.165 0.85(0.70-1.03) 0.090
>5.1 0.34 (0.27-0.42)  0.000 0.29 (0.23-0.36) 0.000 0.69 (0.56-0.85) 0.001  0.50 (0.38-0.65) 0.000
289
290
2901

292  Discussion

293 Our study showed that the estimated prevalence of TDR over time, among DN patients, increased
294 between 2003 and 2017, and this increase was more pronounced between 2014 and 2017. While
295 TDR to NRTIs and NNRTIs increased, TDR to PIs decreased me. We hypothesize that this
296  increase could have different explanations. One hypothesis, that we have tested, is the
297  implementation of the Treatment for All recommendations. The increasing trend for TDR is
298  steeper since 2014, which could indicate a contribution of this public health measure to the
299  increase of TDR. However, other factors could also be associated, namely the changing face of
300  the epidemic, with an increasing proportion of MSMs among new diagnoses. This population is
301  associated with faster onward transmission of HIV infection, which could potentiate transmission

302  of TDR. Finally, the increasing mobility of populations and the presence in Portugal of a higher

15


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.17.20033092

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.17.20033092; this version posted March 20, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

303  number of migrants from countries where TDR has been increasing in the last years could also
304  explain for this trend [11]. While we would expect that this should be seen in the proportion of
305  TDR in non-B subtypes and we don’t see it, we are exploring this in other independent analyses.
306  Similarly to our study, a study of HIV drug resistance in a Canadian cohort showed an increase
307  in TDR between 1996 and 2014, with a more prominent increase in the last years [12], which is
308 consistent with our results. Some other studies, however, showed opposite results, with TDR
309  prevalence declining or stabilizing over time [13—17]. A potential explanation for our discrepant
310  results could be the origin of migrants living in Portugal, which come from Portuguese speaking
311  Sub-Saharan African countries, where TDR has been increasing in the last years [18,19].

312 Strikingly, in the same time period (2001-2017) we found a significant declining trend in ADR,
313 that span all drug classes. This trend has been consistently found in other studies. For example,
314  in a multi-center European cohort (1997-2008) in Switzerland it was demonstrated that the
315  majority of treated patients who initiated treatment in more recent years did not acquire drug
316  resistance [20], as well as in another study in a large Canadian cohort (1996-2016) that showed
317  that the prevalence of ADR has been declining for all drug categories [12]. Concordant results
318  were also observed in an Italian cohort (2003-2012), in a German cohort (2001-2011), in Spain
319  (1999-2005) and in Western Europe (1997-2008) [13,21-23]. Rocheleau et al (2017) have
320  proposed that this declining trend of ADR is due to a combination of factors, that includes the
321  increased efficacy of ARV regimens, readily accessible combination regimens and improved
322 patient management [12].

323  The most frequently detected mutations in DN patients were K103NS conferring high-level
324 resistance to NVP and EFV; and M41L, which reduces susceptibility to TDF and ABC when in
325  combination with other NRTIs mutations. M184VI associated with high-level resistance to
326  NRTIs also causes high-level reduced susceptibility to 3TC, FTC and ABC. L90M was the
327  resistance mutation to PIs with highest prevalence. It causes reduced susceptibility to ATV and
328  LPV when in combination with other PI-resistance mutations. While the transmission of K103NS
329  isnot that worrying given that NNRTIs are no longer recommended as first line treatment, M41L

330  and M184IV have an impact to drugs recommended for first-line, so it is important to understand

16
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331  the impact of the transmission of these mutations and why its prevalence is increasing among DN
332  patients (Figure 3). Furthermore, first line treatment recommendations are not used in many
333 African countries, where regimens used for first line include drugs to which all these mutations
334 cause resistance. It is also important to keep in mind that increasing mobility of populations can
335  cause the spread and transmission of ARV drug resistance mutations in settings where other drugs

336  are used.
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339  Figure 3: Proportion of M184V, K103N and L90M mutations in (A) drug- naive patients and (B)
340 treated patients overtime between 2001 and 2017

341

342 For treated patients, the more prevalent mutations conferring resistance to NRTIs, were M 1841V
343 conferring high-level resistance to FTC and 3TC and also reduced susceptibility to ABC. K103NS
344  was the most prevalent mutation conferring resistance to NNRTIs, specifically to NVP and EFV
345  and L90OM reducing susceptibility in combination with other PIs mutations, specifically to ATV
346  and LPV. Importantly, overtime we observed an important reduction of specific PIs and NRTIs
347  mutations, such as M46IL, LOOM, M41L, L210W and M184IV. This could be associated with

348  higher genetic barrier of boosted Pls and of dual NRTIs formulations (2014) [24].

17
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349  According to the multivariate analysis performed in this study, the risk of TDR (and ADR) is
350  significantly lower in patients infected with non-B subtypes compared to B subtype, as previously
351  shown [25-28]. We hypothesize that this could be due to longer use of ARV therapy in developed
352  countries, where this subtype is more prevalent, and to the circulation of this subtype in MSMs,
353  where transmission chains are faster and therefore potentiate the transmission of TDR. However,
354  there are features of the changing HIV-1 epidemic that could lead to an inversion of this pattern.
355  The treatment for all, the increasing prevalence of non-B subtypes in developed countries and,
356  particularly, the growing number of reports indicating transmission clusters of non-B subtypes in
357  MSM could lead to an increase of TDR in non-B subtypes.

358  Our multivariate analysis also showed that patients with TDR and ADR tended to present lower
359  levels of VL at the time of resistance testing, which is consistent with the findings of the Swiss
360  cohort [29], that found the same results in a population of DN patients and patients non-
361  respondent to first line regimens. It was also observed that lower VL of DN patients was
362  associated with a higher level of patients presenting M184V and L90M mutation with statistical
363  significance. Due to its high fitness cost [30], M 184V quickly disappears after transmission in the
364  absence of drug pressure [31]. These results are according with previous studies suggesting that
365  higher viral load promote loss of mutations [29,30]. However, for K103NS no statistical
366  association was found, which may be due to the differential fitness costs in relation to M184V,
367  since KI103NS are low-fitness-cost mutations that persist longer [32,33]. Other studies have
368  shown that specific TDR mutations have an effect on the viral fitness that can have implications
369  for its transmissibility [34,35].

370  We also found that the risk of ADR was significant higher in male patients, [13], in patients
371 infected with subtype B and in patients with lower levels of VL at the time of resistance testing.
372  ADR can be related to poor adherence, which has been shown to be a major determinant of
373  virologic failure and emergence of drug resistant virus. Barriers to optimal adherence may
374  originate from individual (biological, socio-cultural, behavioral), pharmacological, and societal
375  factors; which make these findings more complex to interpret. Other studies also associated the

376  development of ADR with levels of adherence in each era of therapy initiation [12,13].

18
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377

378  Conclusion:

379  In summary, our study showed that while ADR is declining since 2001, TDR has been steadily
380  increasing, reaching a worrying value of 13.1% in 2017. While declining ADR seems to be caused
381  mainly by the increasing efficacy of ARV therapy, TDR seems to be mainly driven by
382  determinants of the virus such as viral subtype and fitness of the virus in the presence of particular
383  mutations. Our results highlight that It is urgent to develop public health programs to monitor
384  levels and patterns of TDR in newly diagnosed patients.
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Supplementary files legend

Supplementary File 1- Text and Tables
This file contains an explained text with the methodology used to do the statistical analysis as

well as the characterization of the Portuguese population included in this study.

Table A- Demographic and clinic patient characteristics, 2001-2017

Table B- Trends of transmitted drug resistance between 2006 and 2017, 2014 and 2017 and

September 2014 and December 2017 and of acquired drug resistance between 2001 and 2017

Table C- Proportion of transmitted drug resistance and of acquired drug resistance for single,

double and triple classes and for associations of drug classes between 2001 and 2017

Table D- Time trends of selected mutations with prevalence greater than 0.5% for drug-naive

patients and 5.0% for treated patients

Table E- Univariate analysis of factors associated with HIV transmitted drug resistance

Table F- Univariate analysis of factors associated with HIV acquired drug resistance

Supplementary Figure 1: Proportion of resistance mutations in sequences (A) drug naive

patients and (B) treated patients between 2001 and 2017

27


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.17.20033092

HA drug resistant mutations

A

MILELY
WZISOERN

LT4W
TS0
K55
ML
DSTHEE
TZ1Sre
TZISHF
LIIaW
KTORE
K102 ME
G1S0ASE
¥101 PEH
Y1E1CHV
V1EEL [H
FEZSH
V105N
1123
e
WHEL
NEEDE
DM
VELATEFLLAA
SAVIMTAS
i

0,05

MRTIs
0.1%

1 L1%

1 o&%
1 o5&
0%

TAM

3%
o=
5%
05%
03%
3%
024
= 0.1%

NMNRTIs

0T%
o T

nw o w T

= T

Ty 0.3%

o Pl
0%

= ol%

T 91%

0,5% L0% 1,5% 2,05 2,5% 3,0% 3,5%

Proportion of mutations (%)

4,0%

HN drug resktant mutations

MAL2AY

rav
WEER
gL
TESD
Q1516

TRISVF

K2190E

DsTN

10w
T215rew
K103 NS
V1E1CHS
S150ATED
KLnLs
VisEi0H
L1030

WV 1OEAN
vz o

SEVLMWTA,

WLSTL
VERATS
s

D30N

MTVA
|

453k
3%
3.5
ik MRTI
1%
LE%
1 17.E%
1 16.0%
1 137%
............. ] 12.0% TAM
T —————— T
== 1%
1 3m%
26,0%
EE
93%
51%
34% MNMRTIs
33k
L%
L
AR LRLERRRR SN 113
o
EERTTCCCTTTTY 53
e e R
s Pl
T 2%
%] 13%
S 1os
056 5.0% 10, 15,05 20,08 25,00 30,064 35,064 &0,% A5, 054 50,08

Proportion of mutations (%)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.17.20033092

