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Abstract

Introduction: Persons living with HIV have a disproportionately higher burden of HPV-related
cancers. Causal factors include both behavioral and biological. While pharmaceutical and care
support interventions help address biological risk of coinfection, as social conditions are
common drivers of behaviors, structural interventions are key part of behavioral interventions.
Joint modeling sexually transmitted diseases (STD) can help evaluate optimal intervention
combinations for overall disease prevention. While compartmental modeling is sufficient for
faster spreading HPV, network modeling is suitable for slower spreading HIV. However, using
network modeling for jointly modeling HIV and HPV can generate computational complexities
given their vastly varying disease epidemiology and disease burden across sub-population

groups.

Methods: We applied a recently developed mixed agent-based compartmental (MAC)
simulation technique, which simulates persons with at least one slower spreading disease and
their immediate contacts as agents in a network, and all other persons including those with faster
spreading diseases in a compartmental model, with an evolving contact network algorithm
maintaining the dynamics between the two models. We simulated HIV and HPV in the U.S.
among heterosexual female, heterosexual male, and men who have sex with men (men only and
men and women) (MSM), sub-populations that mix but have varying HIV burden, and cervical
cancer among women. We conducted numerical analyses to evaluate the contribution of

behavioral and biological factors to risk of cervical cancer among women with HIV.

Results: The model outputs for HIV, HPV, and cervical cancer compared well with surveillance
estimates. Behavioral factors significantly contributed to risk of HIV-HPV co-infection, and
biological factors further exacerbated cancer burden among persons with HIV, with the fraction

attributed to each factor sensitive to disease burden.

Conclusions: This work serves as proof-of-concept of the MAC simulation technique for joint
modeling related diseases with varying epidemiology in sub-populations with varying disease

burden. Future work can expand the model to simulate sexual and care behaviors as functions of
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social conditions, and further, jointly evaluate behavioral, structural, and pharmaceutical

interventions for overall STD prevention.

Keywords: Agent-based simulation; hybrid-simulation model; multi-disease model; infectious
disease model.
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Introduction

Human papillomavirus virus (HPV) is one of the most common sexually transmitted diseases
(STDs) in the United States, about 80% of sexually active persons are estimated to have acquired
HPV at least once during a lifetime [1,2]. Although most HPV infections resolve on their own
within 2 years, persistent infection with certain types of HPV (high-risk or oncogenic HPV) are a
causal factor for most cases of cervical cancer [3-5] and anal cancers [6-8], and a likely cause of
substantial proportions of other genital neoplasms and oral squamous cell carcinomas [4,9]. On
average, each year in the United States, about 12,000 women are estimated to be diagnosed with
cervical cancer, and an additional 11,000 women and 16,000 men are annually diagnosed with
other HPV-associated cancers [10]. Persons with impaired cell-mediated immunity, such as
persons with human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) infection, particularly suffer from increased
risk of HPV infection and subsequent genital tract neoplasias and cancers [11-13]. For example,
the risk of HPV infection and cervical cancer incidence among women with HIVV compared to
women without HIV were estimated to be about ~2-6 times [14-16] and ~2-7 times higher,

respectively [17-19].

Causal factors for higher risk of HPV infection among persons with HIV could be attributed to
behavioral factors, i.e., individual sexual behaviors, partnership networks, and care behaviors,
and biological factors, i.e., a compromised immune system from HIV can biologically increase
the risk of other diseases [20,21]. Studies in the literature have investigated the attribution to
biological factors by using observational data and statistically accounting for the confounding
factors of sexual behavior. These include estimating associations between HIV exposure and
HPV acquisition [22-25], rate of HPV clearance [26—-28], and risk of HIV on disease progression
and cervical cancer pathology [29-35]. The primary focus of these studies is on biological
factors, and most studies are based on statistical methods such as multivariate regression
analyses. However, they do not consider the dynamics of behavioral factors, such as changes in

individual behaviors, partnership networks, and system-level changes in care.

Quantitative estimations of the risk of HIV-HPV coinfection, attributable to each type of factor,
behavioral and biological, could help inform the type of intervention needs. Specifically, social

conditions, such as poverty, unemployment, stigma, and discrimination, are key drivers of
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84  behaviors that increase risk of STIs, e.g., higher number of partners, higher condomless sex,

85  lower care uptake among persons experiencing homelessness than among those with stable

86  housing [36—39]. Consequently, though the prevalence of HIV in the U.S. is low, it is

87  concentrated among the most vulnerable populations. Among persons living with diagnosed HIV
88 infection, an estimated 44% had a disability (including physical, mental, and emotional

89  disabilities), 41% were unemployed, 43% had household incomes at or below the federal poverty
90 threshold, and 10% were experiencing homelessness [40,41]. Thus, structural interventions, such
91 as health care coverage, subsidized housing and food programs, and access to mental healthcare
92  are key part of behavioral interventions for prevention of STIs [42-45]. On the other hand,

93  hiological risk of coinfection would additionally require pharmaceutical and care support

94  programs for disease management.

95 A dynamic model of sexual transmission networks that jointly simulates HIV and HPV will

96  serve as a suitable decision-analytic tool for analyses of structural and disease-specific

97  interventions. Several models in the literature have jointly simulated HIV and HPV for economic

98 analyses of interventions such as antiretroviral therapy treatment and pre-exposure prophylaxis

99  for HIV and HPV vaccinations and cervical cancer screening for women [46-50]. Most models
100  are deterministic compartmental models [46,47,50], and the models that are individual based do
101  not include a transmission model [48] or do not explicitly simulate partnership networks [49],
102  which limit the capacity to fully account for the behavioral interactions between HIV and HPV
103 infections.
104
105  We built a joint HIV-HPV simulation model using a mixed agent-based network and
106  compartmental (MAC) simulation framework and conducted numerical analyses to evaluate the
107  risk of coinfection attributable to behavioral and biological factors. These numerical findings
108  will help inform intervention needs and, in future work, help conduct model evaluations of both
109  structural interventions and disease-specific interventions. While observational studies can help
110  estimate the costs, the behavioral interactions in the model can help evaluate the impact of

111  structural interventions on overall STI prevention.

112
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113  Methods

114  MAC is a recently developed simulation framework for joint modeling diseases of varying

115  epidemiology [51]. While compartmental modeling is sufficient for higher prevalence diseases
116  such as HPV, Chlamydia, and Gonorrhea, agent-based network modeling is preferred for slower
117  spreading diseases such as HIV and Hepatitis C, as the network structures have a larger influence
118  ondisease spread [52]. However, agent-based modeling alone will be computationally

119  challenging for national joint disease modeling. For example, in the U.S., HIV prevalence is

120  about 0.4% and 25% of HIV infected persons are women [53] and cervical cancer prevalence
121 among HIV infected women is 0.3% [54]. Thus, simulating 100,000 persons representative of
122  the U.S. population will generate 100 women with HIV, and no cases of cervical cancer.

123 Increasing the number of samples will exponentially increase the challenges with computational
124  tractability. Similar challenges are faced when modeling sub-populations with disproportionately
125  varying disease burden. For example, in the U.S., about 64% of HIV cases are among men who
126  have sex with men [53], who constitute about 2% of the U.S. population [55]. Most HIV network
127  models in the literature simulate sub-populations separately, which overlooks the mixing

128  associated between sub-groups, e.g., about half of new HIV cases among women were linked to
129  transmissions from MSM [56,57]. The MAC framework overcomes the computational

130  challenges by simulating persons with at least one lower prevalence disease and their immediate
131  contacts in an agent-based network model, and all other persons including those with only higher
132  prevalence diseases in a compartmental model, using an agent-based evolving network algorithm
133  (ABENM) to maintain the network dynamics between persons in the two models [58,59]. The
134  MAC simulation framework has been described elsewhere [51], and ABENM for simulating

135  sexual transmission networks in the U.S. has been applied to the ‘Progression and Transmission
136  of HIV’ (PATH 4.0) model in the U.S. [59], and extensively validated against multiple epidemic

137  and network metrics from the U.S. National HIV Surveillance Systems.

138 In this work, we used MAC to build a two-disease model, calibrating to lower prevalence HIV
139  and higher prevalence HPV, and validating against data in the U.S., to serve as proof-of-concept
140  of the MAC framework. We provide a brief overview of MAC below and the HIV-HPV model
141  development and calibration.

142
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143 Overview of MAC

144 We present an overview of the MAC simulation framework for HIV-HPV modeling in Fig 1. All
145  persons in the population are ether in the network or in the compartmental model. Persons

146  infected with the lower prevalence HIV (they may also be infected with HPV), and their

147  immediate contacts are tracked in the network and all other persons, including those with only
148  higher prevalence HPV and those uninfected with either disease are tracked in a compartmental
149  model. We newly calibrated an HPV model for the U.S. population and adopted the HIV model
150  from the previously validated PATH 4.0 model [59]. Details of MAC are presented in [51], we
151  present below an overview of the computational structure of MAC, an overview of the

152  calibration of HIV and HPV, and numerical analyses. We simulated HIV and HPV among three
153  transmission risk groups: heterosexual women (HETF), heterosexual men (HETM), and men
154  who have sex with men (MSM) (men only and women). We present in the Appendix more

155  details of the computational structure of MAC in Appendix S1, including HIV and HPV modules
156  in Appendix S1.3, and details of the HPV model calibration in Appendix S2.

157
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a) Agent-based network model
Only persons infected with HIV and
their contacts are modeled in the
network

b) Compartmental model
All other persons are tracked in a compartmental model

¢) An evolving contact network algorithm (ECNA)
interfaces between a) and b) to maintain network dynamics.

158

159  Fig 1. Computational structure of MAC simulation framework for multi-disease modeling:
160 a) HIV, HPV, and b) associated cancer.
161

162  Computational structure of MAC
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163  The model tracks HIV-infected persons and immediate contacts using a dynamic graph

164  G.(IV, &), with the number of nodes in the graph Q, = |V (G,)| and the number of edges |E(G,)|
165  dynamically changing over time t as persons become newly infected with HIV and their

166  immediate contacts are added to the network. Each person in the network has attributes such as
167  age, transmission-group, degree (number of lifetime partnerships), geographic jurisdiction, HIV-
168 related disease and care continuum stages, and HPV related disease and care stages.

169

170  The model tracks all other persons in a compartment model, using an array S, of size

171 A XR XD X G x H,where, A is the number of age-groups, R is the number of transmission-
172 groups, D is the number of degree-bins (degree is the number of lifetime partners per person,
173 degrees are grouped into bins analogous to age grouped into age-groups), G is the number of
174  geographic jurisdictions (in our numerical analyses we assumed G = 1, corresponding to a

175  national jurisdiction), and H is the number of health states related to HPV including disease-free
176  state. Each element of the array (St[c‘z, r,d, g, h]) is the number of people in that specific

177  category. We use a dash for age-group and degree-bin notations to indicate that they are grouped
178 intervals in the compartmental model, unlike in the network where each node has a discrete

179  value. A summary list of notations is presented in Appendix Table S1.

180

181  Thus, Q¢ + Xie[aragn St,i » Would be the total number of people in the population at time t. As
182  all HIV infected persons and exposed partners are in the network, HIV transmissions and disease
183  stage progressions are modeled at the individual level (as typically done in agent-based

184  modeling). HPV transmissions and progression are modeled using differential equations (as

185 typically done in compartmental modeling technique) but with the consideration that people in
186  both the network G, (v, £) and compartmental array S, can be infected with HPV.

187

188  The model adopts the concepts from a previously developed ABENM simulation technique

189  [58,59] to maintain the dynamics between the network G,(V, £) and compartmental array S;,
190 including transitioning people from S; to G,(V, £) when they become newly infected with HIV.
191  As HIV infection is chronic once persons enter the network G, (V, £) they do not transition back
192  to S;. More details of the MAC computational structure are provided in Appendix S1.1 and S1.2.
193
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194  The overall epidemiological, demographical, and network dynamics are maintained through

195  simulation of four main modules that are run at every time-step (monthly) of the simulation:

196  compartmental module for HPV transmissions and progression, network transmission module for
197  HIV transmissions, ECNA network generation module for maintaining partnership dynamics and
198  network dynamics between the compartmental model and the network, and network disease

199  progression module for HIV progression. We discuss each module in Appendix S1.3 and provide
200 an overview of each below.

201

202  The compartmental module updates the demographic features (births, aging, and deaths) among
203  persons tracked through the array S,. It also models transmission and progression features of

204 high-prevalence diseases (HPV here) among persons tracked through the array S; and in the

205 network G.(V, £). Specifically, as in typical compartment modeling, it uses difference equations
206  to calculate the rate of transitioning between compartments that represent HPV disease stages. It
207  also uses those rates to determine the number of people in the network to transition between

208  states corresponding to those compartments. A key feature here is approximating network

209  structures within the compartmental model by using degree-bins as part of the model framework
210 (adimension in array S;) and using a degree-mixing matrix to simulate partnerships that can

211  occur with people in different degree-bins. Degree, in addition to age and transmission-group,
212  between partners are correlated [60] and thus this feature helps better capture the network

213  dynamics even in the compartmental model. While the distributions for partnership mixing by
214  age-group, transmission-group, and degree-bin are applied at the individual level in the network
215  they are applied at the aggregated level in the compartmental model. The general MAC

216  computational structure of the compartmental module is presented in Appendix S1.3.1 and its
217  application specific to HPV is presented in Appendix S2.

218

219  The network transmission module uses an individual-level Bernoulli transmission equation to
220  determine if nodes in the network G, (V, £) exposed to a lower prevalence disease (HIV here)
221  become infected. Transmissions are determined at the individual level using the network

222  structure and individual-level sexual behaviors and transmission risk factors. We present an

223 overview of the HIV Bernoulli transmission equation in Appendix 1.3.2. Note that, as persons in

224 the compartmental model are not partners of any person infected with the lower prevalence
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225  diseases (HIV here), their chance of infection is zero. Further note that persons can move from
226  the compartmental model to the network (Fig 1) upon becoming partners of an HIV-infected
227  person, modeled using the ECNA module (discussed below), which would then expose them to
228  the infection. We adopted the HIV transmission module from PATH 4.0 [59].

229

230  The ECNA module controls the overall network dynamics of partnerships between persons in the
231  compartmental model and the network. Specifically, for every node newly infected with HIV in
232  the network, it determines the number of new partnerships to generate and the features of each of
233  those new partners, including their number of lifetime partners, their transmission-group, and
234  their current age-group. The module then randomly selects susceptible persons who meet these
235  criteria and moves them from the compartmental model to the network. As all life-time

236  partnerships of an HIV-infected person are in the network, contacts need to be activated and
237  deactivated as per when the partnership initiates and terminates. The ECNA module determines
238  these partnership details, such as the age of both partners and simulation times at partnership
239 initiation and termination. It does so by using multiple sub-algorithms developed using concepts
240  from machine learning, stochastic processes, and optimization, which are presented in [58,59]
241  and are summarized in Appendix S1.3.3.

242

243  Finally, the network disease progression module updates the individual-level demographic and
244 disease dynamics for every person infected with HIV (and other lower prevalence diseases in its
245  general application) in the network. We adopted the HIV progression module from [56,59].

246

247

248  Model calibration and validation

249  HIV: We adopted the validated HIVV model from PATH 4.0 as lower prevalence Disease 1 [59].
250 PATH 4.0 was validated to match well against data from the National HIV Surveillance System
251  (NHSS) for both epidemic features and network features. Details of the ABENM, PATH 4.0, and
252  its validation are presented in [59]; we give a brief description below. PATH 4.0 simulates

253  sexual transmission of HIV in the U.S. in three transmission risk groups: HETF, HETM and
254  MSM. The model is first initialized to be representative of people living with HIV (PWH) in the
255 U.S.in 2006, using data from several studies. These include demographical, sexual behavioral,

10
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256  clinical, and HIV care and treatment behavioral studies that originated from multiple large

257  national surveillance and survey systems in the U.S., along with other small studies. The

258  surveillance and survey systems include the NHSS, the Medical Monitoring Project (MMP), the
259  HIV Outpatient Study (HOPS), the National HIV Behavioral Surveillance (NHBS), the National
260  Survey for Family Growth (NSFG), and the National Survey for Sexual Health and Behavior
261  (NSSHB) [61-66]. After initialization to 2006, the model then simulates HIV from 2006 to 2017

262  in monthly-time steps, using data for annual changes in care continuum from NHSS [59].

263  HPV: We constructed a new HPV and cervical cancer model as higher prevalence Disease 2.
264  Detailed description of model development, data assumptions, calibration, and validation are
265  presented in Appendix 2, and summarized below. The compartmental model array S, was of size
266 7 x3X%x9x1 X 41, corresponding to size of age-group, transmission risk group, degree-bin,
267  geographical jurisdiction, and HPV health state. Here we simulated an overall national

268  population, thus, there was only 1 jurisdiction.

269  Note that, as in the HIV model, there were three transmission-groups, HETF, HETM, and MSM.
270  For HETF, we simulated HPV and cervical cancer. For HETM, we simulated only HPV as the
271  risk of sequelae among HETM is low. For MSM, anal HPV can lead to cancers such as anal

272  cancer, which has a similar epidemiology as cervical cancer [67]. We did not specifically model
273  anal cancer. However, as HIV prevalence and sexual networks among MSM are significantly
274  different than among heterosexuals, to understand the mathematical sensitivity of these network
275  dynamics on metrics of interest (see numerical analyses below), we used the disease progression
276  data for HPV and cervical cancer to model HPV and anal cancer among MSM. Thus, we

277  validated this model for only HPV and cervical cancer among women.

278  Sexual behavioral data, such as the number of sex acts, condom use, and partnership mixing

279  across age-groups and transmission groups, were kept consistent between the compartmental and
280  network models (as they collectively represent the U.S population). That is, data specific to age-
281  group, transmission risk group, and degree-bin from PATH 4.0 were also used in the estimation
282  of HPV infection rates, i.e., the rate of transitioning from susceptible to first stage of infection.
283  Data for the state-transitions related to natural HPV progression and regression were gathered
284  from literature studies [47,68—70]. We calibrated the per-act probability of transmission specific

11
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285  to HPV-genotype by fitting the natural history model to common calibration targets e.g., high-
286  risk HPV genotype frequency among cervical intraepithelial neoplasia (CIN) 1, 2, 3, and normal
287  cytology and age-and genotype-specific high-risk HPV prevalence among normal cytology [71]
288  as typically done in other models in the literature [72]. Results show a good fit to most metrics
289  (Fig 2). To assess the validity of the model, we compared pre-screening cervical cancer

290  incidence and mortality from our model with the data obtained from the Connecticut Tumor
291  Registry (Fig 3a) [73].
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293  Fig 2. HPV and cervical cancer natural history model calibration results.

294  a) Age-and genotype-specific high-risk HPV prevalence among normal cytology; b) Age-

295  specific HPV prevalence among normal cytology; c) High-risk HPV genotype frequency among
296  cervical intraepithelial neoplasia (CIN) 1, 2 and 3. (Data source: [71]).

297
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298 16/18 represent HPV-16/18 pooled, HI5 represents HPV-31/33/45/52/58 pooled, while OHR represents other high-
299  risk genotypes except HPV-16/18/31/33/45/52/58.

300

301  We used the calibrated model to simulate and validate HPV in the U.S under cervical cancer
302  screening, using data corresponding to 2006. These data include screening rates, cytology

303  screening sensitivity, proportions receiving follow-up colposcopy/biopsy and proportion

304  receiving precancer treatment for those in pre-cancer stages, and additionally cancer-screening
305 sensitivity for those in cancer stages [74,75]. Cervical cancer incidence and mortality in 2006
306  with screening [76] compare well with surveillance estimates (Fig 3b). More details on

307 calibration and validation are provided in Appendix 2.5.
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309 Fig 3. HPV and cervical cancer natural history model validation results.

310 a) Age-specific cervical cancer incidence and mortality per 100,000 women (without screening);
311 b) Age-specific cervical cancer incidence and mortality per 100,000 women (with screening).
312  (Data source: a) [73]; b) SEER 2006 [76]).

313

314  Numerical analyses

Cervical cancer mortality ~ Cer

Cervical cancer mortality

315  We focused the numerical analyses on estimating the differences in HPV disease burden among
316  people with HIV compared to people without HIV. In this regard, we define the following

317  relative risk metrics, relative prevalence of HPV (RPypy) and relative incidence of cancer

318 (Rlcgncer)-

HPV prevalence among people with HIV in 2017

319 RPypy =
HPV-""HPV prevalence among people without HIV in 2017
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320 RICClTLCET'

321 Cumulative cancer incidence between 2008 and 2017 among people with HIV

~ Cumulative cancer incidence between 2008 and 2017 among people without HIV
322

323  Prevalence is the proportion of people living with the disease, calculated at the end of 2017, and
324 includes both diagnosed and undiagnosed cases. Cancer incidence is the number of newly

325  diagnosed cases in a year. We used prevalence for RPypy, but cumulative incidence for Rl qncer
326  because persons in an HPV infection state can transition back to a susceptible state, while

327  persons transitioning to a cancer state remain in that state until mortality.

328

329  Scenarios modeled

330  To determine the attribution of biological and behavioral factors to the higher HPV burden

331  among women with HIV, we estimated RPypy, and Rl gpcer Under four assumptions of

332  biological risk (discussed below). Further, to evaluate the sensitivity of RPypy and Rl.gpcer 1O
333  changes in HPV burden over time, caused by changes in interventions, we evaluated the metrics
334 under three HPV intervention assumptions (discussed below). Thus, we evaluated a combination
335  of twelve scenarios. We discuss each of the four biological risk assumptions and three HPV

336 intervention assumptions below. As HIV care has significantly increased over the past decade, to
337  test the sensitivity of the relative risk metric to HIV burden, for each scenario, we evaluated

338  RPypy at two-time points years 2010 and 2017.

339

340 Biological risk assumptions:

341 - No biological risk: Assumes incidence and progression rates for HPV and related cancers
342 would be the same for persons with HIV and without HIV (note: incidence and

343 progression rates do change by other factors such as age-group, sexual behavior, etc.).
344 The values for these were taken from data in the literature and are discussed in Appendix
345 S2.4.1. We assume these to be the basecase rates.

346 - Increased risk of disease progression: Assumes higher rates of HPV progression and

347 lower rates of HPV regression for persons with HIV infection compared to persons

348 without (through use of a factor multiplied to basecase rates). Further, the value of the
349 multiplier varied by HIV-disease stage. Data for these multipliers were based on studies

14
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in the literature (Appendix Table S2) [47,77,78]. Though these data were specific to
cervical cancer, due to lack of data we assumed same multipliers when modeling anal
cancer among MSM, as studies suggest higher biological risk for anal cancer [11-13].

- Increased risk of HPV acquisition: Assumes a higher rate of HPV acquisition for persons
with HIV compared to persons without HIV by using a multiplier to the basecase
infection rates. Data for these multipliers were based on studies in the literature
(Appendix Table S2) [47]. Though these data were specific to cervical cancer, due to
lack of data we assumed same multipliers when modeling anal cancer among MSM, as
studies also suggest higher biological risk for anal cancer [11-13].

- All increased risk: Combines the above two scenarios by assuming higher rates of HPV
acquisition, higher rates of HPV progression, and lower rates of HPV regression for
persons with HIV infection compared to persons without.

Intervention assumptions:

e Pre-screening: Assumes symptom-based diagnosis for HPV and cervical cancer.

e Screening-only: Assumes screening rates as per year 2006 in the U.S. and keeps it
constant over the period 2006 to 2017.

e Status-quo intervention: Assumes screening rates as per year 2006 in the U.S. and keeps
it constant over the period 2006 to 2017. Additionally, it models HPV vaccinations. It
assumes vaccinations initiated in 2007 for females and 2010 for males aged 13-17 years,
assumes a quadrivalent vaccine type for the period before 2015 and nonavalent vaccine
for 2015 and after, and models’ vaccination rates to vary per year as per data in the U.S.
[79-81]. This scenario is the closest representation for screening practice and HPV

vaccination coverage in the U.S. for recent years.

Metrics gathered

We simulated each of the 12 scenarios 10 times (simulating over the period from 2006 to 2017).
We present the mean and range of RPypy and Rl4,c. across the 10 runs. Values of greater than
1 indicate higher burden among persons with HIV compared to persons without. We also
estimated the fraction of increased risk attributed to biological factors as [(RPypy in ‘all
increased risk’ minus RPgpy in ‘no biological risk”) divided by (RPypy in ‘no biological risk’

minus 1)]. To better interpret observed values of RPypy, and Rl 4,cerr» We also extracted results

15


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.25.22283941

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.25.22283941; this version posted December 27, 2022. 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.

381  for the following metrics related to network and epidemic dynamics. Average degree (number of
382 lifetime partners) among HIV+ (dy,y . ), average degree among HPV+ (dypy . ), average degree
383  among overall population (Overall) (dyyerqanr), HPV prevalence among HIV+, HPV prevalence
384  among HIV-, cancer incidence among HIV+, and cancer incidence among HIV-. We extracted
385  these metrics specific to each transmission risk group, HETF, HETM, and MSM.

386

387

388  Results

389  As expected, in all scenarios, HIV prevalence was highest among MSM (~8%), moderate among
390 HETF (~0.12%), and lowest among HETM (~0.06%), which matches with estimates from the
391 U.S. National HIV Surveillance System [82]. Considering the lower prevalence of HIV among
392  HETF, the overall HPV prevalence and cervical cancer incidence among women did not

393  significantly vary across the biological risk assumptions (though values varied among HIV+

394  women as discussed later). Overall rates of HPV prevalence were 19%, 25%, and 29% among
395 HETF, HETM, and MSM, respectively. Annual rates of cervical cancer incidence (and

396  mortality), among HETF, in pre-screening, screening-only, and status-quo scenarios were 23
397  (10), 7 (3), and 7 (3) per 100,000 persons, respectively. There were no differences between

398  screening-only and status-quo given the low vaccination uptakes and short timeline from vaccine
399 introduction. These results match with surveillance data, which report an incidence of 7.6 per
400 100,000 persons and mortality rate of 2.4 per 100,000 persons in 2006, the year prior to

401 introduction of vaccines, and an incidence of 6.7 per 100,000 persons and mortality rate of 2.2
402  per 100,000 persons by the end of 2017 [76].

403

404  In the ‘status-quo, no biological risk’ scenario, RPypy, Was significantly greater than 1 in all three
405  transmission-groups, however, it was highest among HETF (1.41(1.36-1.44)) (Table 1c)

406  followed by MSM (1.36(1.34-1.38)) (Table 3c), and closer to 1 for HETM (1.13(1.01-1.16))
407  (Table 2c). To recollect, overall HPV prevalence was highest among MSM and HETM, and

408  overall HIV prevalence was high among MSM, moderate among HETF, and low among HETM.
409  Thus, there was no consistent pattern when comparing differences in RPyp, across transmission
410  risk-group with HIV prevalence or HPV prevalence alone.

411
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412  Table 1a: Numerical analyses of HIV and HPV disease burden and relevant network
413  metrics under “prescreening” assumption (HETF)

Prescreening

Average degree for HIV+

Average degree for overall
population

Average degree for HPV+

Average degree or HIV+ and
HPV+

No biological risk

All increased risk

Increased risk of
progression

Increased risk of
HPV acquisition

23.08(21.24-24.13)
13.39(13.38-13.39)
19.13(19.12-19.13)
29.03(27.19-32.52)

23.29(22-24.42)
13.39(13.39-13.39)
19.13(19.12-19.14)
29.57(26.27-31.99)

23.25(22.05-24.41)
13.39(13.39-13.39)
19.13(19.12-19.14)
30.03(27.31-32.3)

23.25(21.6-24.61)
13.39(13.38-13.39)
19.13(19.12-19.14)
29.13(26.28-31.13)

HPV prevalence among total
population (2010)
HPV prevalence among total
population (2017)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2010)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2017)

0.21(0.21-0.21)
0.2(0.2-0.2)
1.29(1.26-1.33)

1.35(1.27-1.45)*"

0.21(0.21-0.21)
0.2(0.2-0.2)
1.4(1.32-1.48)

1.58(1.51-1.64) **"

0.21(0.21-0.21)
0.2(0.2-0.2)
1.32(1.27-1.36)

1.44(1.35-1.55) ™"

0.21(0.21-0.21)
0.2(0.2-0.2)
1.36(1.29-1.39)

1.48(1.43-1.51) **"

Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV+ over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
persons)
Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV- over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
persons)
Relative risk (cumulative
cancer incidence over year
2008-2017)

359.07(138.64-
567.37)

287.63(287.59-
287.67)

1.25(0.48-1.97)

1374.64(979.54-
1806.82)

287.65(287.59-
287.69)

4.78(3.41-6.28) **

1420.04(877.43-
1852.22)

287.64(287.59-
287.68)

4.94(3.05-6.44) *+

475.71(257.81-
766.67)

287.64(287.59-
287.67)

1.65(0.9-2.67)

414

* indicates significant compared to relative risk = 1

415  + indicates significant compared to “no biological risk” within same intervention assumption
416  ~indicates significant compared to 2010 estimates where HIV burden was lower
417 1 indicates significant compared to “prescreening”
418  The criterion for significance is p < 0.05.

419

420  Table 1b: Numerical analyses of HIV and HPV disease burden and relevant network

421  metrics under “screening only” assumption (HETF)

Screening only

No biological risk

All increased risk

Increased risk of
progression

Increased risk of
HPV acquisition

17
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Average degree for HIV+

Average degree for overall
population

Average degree for HPV+

Average degree or HIV+ and
HPV+

23.02(21.92-24.16)
13.39(13.39-13.39)
19.16(19.16-19.17)
29.49(27.13-31.29)

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

23.28(22.39-24.32)
13.39(13.39-13.39)
19.17(19.16-19.17)
29.92(26.58-32.06)

23.06(21.42-23.98)
13.39(13.39-13.39)
19.16(19.16-19.17)
29.06(26.78-31.14)

23.25(21.86-25.17)
13.39(13.39-13.39)
19.16(19.16-19.17)
29.06(27.39-31.02)

HPV prevalence among total
population (2010)
HPV prevalence among total
population (2017)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2010)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2017)

0.2(0.2-0.2)
0.2(0.2-0.2)
1.28(1.22-1.32)

1.38(1.31-1.43) "

0.2(0.2-0.2)
0.2(0.2-0.2)
1.42(1.34-1.49)

1.62(1.55-1.69) *+f

0.2(0.2-0.2)
0.2(0.2-0.2)
1.32(1.22-1.41)

1.45(1.36-1.53) **"

0.2(0.2-0.2)
0.2(0.2-0.2)
1.36(1.31-1.39)

1.48(1.41-1.58) ***

Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV+ over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
persons)
Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV- over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
persons)
Relative risk (cumulative
cancer incidence over year
2008-2017)

117.21(48.83-
250.26)

81.95(81.92-81.97)

1.43(0.6-3.05)

541.78(349.69-
769.7)

81.94(81.93-81.96)

6.61(4.27-9.39) *+i

423.25(154.6-630.9)  131.9(46.51-315.89)

81.95(81.93-81.96)

5.17(1.89-7.7) **

81.95(81.93-81.96)

1.61(0.57-3.86)

* indicates significant compared to relative risk = 1
+ indicates significant compared to “no biological risk” within same intervention assumption
A indicates significant compared to 2010 estimates where HIV burden was lower
t indicates significant compared to “prescreening”
The criterion for significance is p < 0.05.

Table 1c: Numerical analyses of HIV and HPV disease burden and relevant network

metrics under “status quo” assumption (HETF)

Average degree for HIV+

Average degree for overall
population

Average degree for HPV+

Average degree or HIV+ and
HPV+

Status quo

No biological risk

All increased risk

Increased risk of
progression

Increased risk of
HPV acquisition

23.45(22.75-23.59)

13.39(13.39-13.39)

19.22(19.21-19.23)
28.9(27.72-32.4)

23.56(22.89-23.85)

13.39(13.39-13.39)

19.22(19.22-19.23)
29.1(28.2-31.15)

23.14(22.6-24.71)
13.39(13.39-13.39)
19.22(19.21-19.23)
29.48(27.36-31.29)

23.2(22.17-24.14)
13.39(13.39-13.39)
19.22(19.21-19.22)
28.63(26.02-30.69)

HPV prevalence among total
population (2010)
HPV prevalence among total
population (2017)

0.2(0.2-0.2)

0.19(0.19-0.19)
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0.2(0.2-0.2)

0.19(0.19-0.19)

0.2(0.2-0.2)

0.19(0.19-0.19)

0.2(0.2-0.2)

0.19(0.19-0.19)
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Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2010)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2017)

1.34(1.29-1.38)

1.41(1.36-1.44) ™"

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

1.44(1.4-1.5)

1.67(1.64-1.71) *+t

1.33(1.22-1.45)

1.48(1.39-1.58) *+"

1.36(1.33-1.42)

1.5(1.43-1.55) "'

Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV+ over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
Persons)
Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV- over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
persons)
Relative risk (cumulative
cancer incidence over year
2008-2017)

119.97(102.02-263)

81.91(81.91-81.92)

1.46(1.25-3.21)*

450.62(322.09-
554.08)

81.9(81.89-81.91)

5.5(3.93-6.77) **

534.86(254.8-
942.14)

81.91(81.89-81.92)

6.53(3.11-11.5) **

126.94(0-415.54)

81.91(81.89-81.93)

1.55(0-5.07)

* indicates significant compared to relative risk = 1
+ indicates significant compared to “no biological risk” within same intervention assumption
A indicates significant compared to 2010 estimates where HIV burden was lower
1 indicates significant compared to “prescreening”
The criterion for significance is p < 0.05.

Table 2a: Numerical analyses of HIV and HPV disease burden and relevant network

metrics under “prescreening” assumption (HETM)

Average degree for HIV+

Average degree for overall
population

Average degree for HPV+

Average degree or HIV+ and
HPV+

Prescreening

No biological risk

All increased risk

Increased risk of
progression

Increased risk of
HPV acquisition

13.58(12.47-14.66)

17.25(17.25-17.25)
25.4(25.4-25.4)

17.89(15.3-21.43)

13.37(12.05-15.37)

17.25(17.25-17.25)
25.4(25.39-25.4)

17.33(16.12-19.59)

13.33(11.66-14.92)

17.25(17.25-17.25)
25.4(25.39-25.4)
18.17(14.77-21.3)

13.14(11.69-13.71)

17.25(17.25-17.25)
25.4(25.39-25.4)
16.4(14.81-18.59)

HPV prevalence among total
population (2010)
HPV prevalence among total
population (2017)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2010)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2017)

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.16(1.1-1.2)

1.11(1.05-1.23) ™"

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.29(1.24-1.34)

1.41(1.32-1.49) ™"

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.22(1.15-1.27)

1.24(1.16-1.33)

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.23(1.17-1.31)

1.25(1.17-1.33) ™

Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV+ over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
Persons)

NA(-)

19

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)
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Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV- over

year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000

persons)
Relative risk (cumulative
cancer incidence over year
2008-2017)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

440  NA: we did not model cancers in HETM

441  ~*indicates significant compared to relative risk = 1
442 + indicates significant compared to “no biological risk” within same intervention assumption
443  ~indicates significant compared to 2010 estimates where HIV burden was lower

444

+ indicates significant compared to “prescreening”

445  The criterion for significance is p < 0.05.

446

447  Table 2b: Numerical analyses of HIV and HPV disease burden and relevant network

448
449

Average degree for HIV+

Average degree for overall
population

Average degree for HPV+

Average degree or HIV+ and
HPV+

metrics under “screening only” assumption (HETM)

Screening only

No biological risk

All increased risk

Increased risk of
progression

Increased risk of
HPV acquisition

13.21(11.58-14.99)
17.25(17.25-17.25)
25.41(25.41-25.41)
17.23(14.25-19.05)

13.44(12.05-14.16)
17.25(17.25-17.25)
25.41(25.4-25.41)
17.4(13.36-19.82)

13.28(12.16-14.15)
17.25(17.25-17.25)
25.41(25.41-25.41)
17.16(15.37-18.79)

13.43(12.09-14.37)
17.25(17.25-17.25)
25.41(25.4-25.41)
17.23(14.56-19.01)

HPV prevalence among total
population (2010)
HPV prevalence among total
population (2017)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2010)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2017)

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.15(1.09-1.21)

1.13(0.99-1.25) *

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.31(1.25-1.36)

1.45(1.4-1.48)**"

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.21(1.16-1.29)

1.25(1.2-1.32) "+

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.27(1.18-1.38)

1.27(1.15-1.42)

Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV+ over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
persons)
Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV- over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
persons)
Relative risk (cumulative
cancer incidence over year
2008-2017)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

450  NA: we did not model cancers in HETM
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* indicates significant compared to relative risk = 1
+ indicates significant compared to “no biological risk” within same intervention assumption
A indicates significant compared to 2010 estimates where HIV burden was lower
+ indicates significant compared to “prescreening”
The criterion for significance is p < 0.05.

Table 2c: Numerical analyses of HIV and HPV disease burden and relevant network

metrics under “status quo” assumption (HETM)

Average degree for HIV+

Average degree for overall
population

Average degree for HPV+

Average degree or HIV+ and
HPV+

Status quo

No biological risk

All increased risk

Increased risk of
progression

Increased risk of
HPV acquisition

13.03(12.62-14.59)
17.25(17.25-17.25)
25.46(25.46-25.46)
17.53(15.75-21.03)

12.85(11.93-14.81)
17.25(17.25-17.25)
25.45(25.45-25.46)
16.66(14.7-20.28)

13.4(11.33-15.1)
17.25(17.25-17.25)
25.46(25.45-25.46)
17.67(13.36-20.53)

13.48(12.35-15.17)
17.25(17.25-17.25)
25.46(25.45-25.46)
17.47(15.41-19.72)

HPV prevalence among total
population (2010)
HPV prevalence among total
population (2017)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2010)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2017)

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.17(1.14-1.21)

1.13(1.01-1.16) ™"

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.36(1.32-1.38)

1.46(1.41-1.54)*+

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.22(1.19-1.28)

1.25(1.13-1.34)

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.26(1.2-1.31)

1.32(1.22-1.39) ***f

Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV+ over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
persons)
Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV- over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
persons)
Relative risk (cumulative
cancer incidence over year
2008-2017)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA(-)

NA: we did not model cancers in HETM

* indicates significant compared to relative risk = 1
+ indicates significant compared to “no biological risk” within same intervention assumption
A indicates significant compared to 2010 estimates where HIV burden was lower
+ indicates significant compared to “prescreening”
The criterion for significance is p < 0.05.

Table 3a: Numerical analyses of HIV and HPV disease burden and relevant network

metrics under “prescreening” assumption (MSM)
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Prescreening

All increased risk

Increased risk of
progression

Increased risk of
HPV acquisition

25.61(24.81-26.54)
19.71(19.6-19.84)
28.84(28.64-29.08)
34.88(33.11-35.59)

25.61(25.03-26.24)
19.7(19.64-19.79)
28.86(28.58-29.11)
35.63(33.77-37.22)

25.56(24.57-26.29)
19.71(19.65-19.81)
28.65(28.44-28.85)
33.88(32.65-34.94)

0.29(0.29-0.29)
0.29(0.28-0.29)
1.43(1.41-1.44)

1.62(1.58-1.66) “*"

0.28(0.28-0.28)
0.27(0.27-0.27)
1.28(1.26-1.32)

1.41(1.39-1.44) *+"

0.28(0.28-0.28)
0.28(0.28-0.28)
1.36(1.33-1.38)

1.51(1.47-1.54) "

2086.12(1833.14-
2418.83)

529.72(528.25-
531.62)

3.94(3.47-4.57)

2166.61(1755.57-
2342.04)

530.49(528.08-
532.14)

4.08(3.31-4.41) **

829.67(618.48-
948.46)

530.21(528.64-
531.88)

1.56(1.16-1.79) "

Table 3b: Numerical analyses of HIVV and HPV disease burden and relevant network

468
No biological risk
Average degree for HIV+ 25.57(24.93-26.38)
Average degree_for overall 19.7(19.63-19.82)
population
Average degree for HPV+ 28.67(28.54-28.8)
Average degree or HIV+ and
HPV/+ 34.67(33.2-35.35)
HPV prevalence among total i
population (2010) 0.28(0.28-0.28)
HPV prevalence among total i
population (2017) 0.27(0.27-0.27)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2010) 1.25(1.23-1.29)
Relative risk (HPV A
prevalence, 2017) 1.33(1.31-1.37)
Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV+ over 750.74(605.91-
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000 906.12)
Persons)
Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV- over 530.04(528.17-
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000 531.6)
persons)
Relative risk (cumulative
cancer incidence over year 1.42(1.14-1.72)"
2008-2017)
469  ~*indicates significant compared to relative risk = 1
470 + indicates significant compared to “no biological risk” within same intervention assumption
471  ~indicates significant compared to 2010 estimates where HIV burden was lower
472 + indicates significant compared to “prescreening”
473  The criterion for significance is p < 0.05.
474
475
476  metrics under “screening only” assumption (MSM)

Average degree for HIV+

Screening only

No biological risk

All increased risk

Increased risk of
progression

Increased risk of
HPV acquisition

25.6(24.74-26.4)

22

25.52(24.66-26.33)

25.44(24.75-26.07)

25.77(25.22-26.22)
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Average degree for overall
population

Average degree for HPV+

Average degree or HIV+ and
HPV+

19.7(19.63-19.8)
28.82(28.67-29.04)
35.17(33.73-36.31)

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

19.72(19.63-19.81)
28.93(28.77-29.08)
34.52(33.11-35.24)

19.71(19.64-19.79)
29.04(28.88-29.19)
35.67(34.46-36.31)

19.72(19.65-19.86)
28.72(28.47-28.9)
33.97(32.84-34.94)

HPV prevalence among total
population (2010)
HPV prevalence among total
population (2017)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2010)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2017)

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)
1.26(1.23-1.28)

1.33(1.3-1.37) "

0.28(0.28-0.28)
0.28(0.28-0.28)
1.47(1.43-1.5)

1.7(1.67-1.75) **f

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.27)
1.3(1.27-1.35)

1.46(1.43-1.49) **f

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.27(0.27-0.27)
1.39(1.35-1.42)

1.53(1.49-1.56) ***

Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV+ over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
Persons)
Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV- over
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000
Persons)
Relative risk (cumulative
cancer incidence over year
2008-2017)

227.32(163.79-
284.84)

167.37(166.45-
168.31)

1.36(0.97-1.7)

799.15(624.49-
977.45)

167.12(166.5-
167.79)

4.78(3.74-5.86) **1

753.07(592.56-
980.78)

166.96(166.17-
168.31)

4.51(3.56-5.9) **

232.1(149.53-
332.22)

166.98(165.74-
167.78)

1.39(0.9-1.98)

* indicates significant compared to relative risk = 1
+ indicates significant compared to “no biological risk” within same intervention assumption
A indicates significant compared to 2010 estimates where HIV burden was lower
+ indicates significant compared to “prescreening”
The criterion for significance is p < 0.05.

Table 3c: Numerical analyses of HIV and HPV disease burden and relevant network
metrics under “status quo” assumption (MSM)

Average degree for HIV+

Average degree for overall
population

Average degree for HPV+

Average degree or HIV+ and
HPV+

Status quo

No biological risk

All increased risk

Increased risk of
progression

Increased risk of
HPV acquisition

25.99(25.48-26.47)
19.76(19.68-19.83)
29.01(28.9-29.28)
35.98(35.51-37.67)

25.7(25.28-26.11)
19.76(19.68-19.8)
29.02(28.82-29.09)
34.64(33.53-35.34)

25.8(25.03-26.56)
19.72(19.62-19.82)
29.06(28.83-29.29)
35.86(34.25-37.02)

25.65(25.07-26.25)
19.71(19.63-19.79)
28.76(28.47-28.96)
34.07(32.7-34.82)

HPV prevalence among total
population (2010)
HPV prevalence among total
population (2017)
Relative risk (HPV
prevalence, 2010)

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)

1.27(1.26-1.29)

23

0.28(0.28-0.28)
0.28(0.27-0.28)

1.48(1.45-1.52)

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.26(0.26-0.26)

1.31(1.29-1.34)

0.27(0.27-0.27)
0.27(0.27-0.27)

1.38(1.36-1.42)
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Relative risk (HPV

_ *N - *+I\T _ *+/\T . *+/\
orevalence, 2017) 1.36(1.34-1.38) 1.74(1.68-1.75) 1.47(1.42-1.52) 1.53(1.48-1.56)

Cumulative new cancer

incidence among HIV+ over 224.31(160.82- 871.64(856.1- 752.94(530.12- 207.36(119.82-
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000 294.46) 880.56) 845.96) 278.32)
persons)
Cumulative new cancer
incidence among HIV- over 167.5(166.54- 167.31(166.78- 166.92(165.79- 166.99(166.27-
year 2008-2017 (per 100, 000 167.99) 167.8) 167.72) 168.03)
Persons)
Relative risk (cumulative
cancer incidence over year 1.34(0.95-1.75) 5.21(5.12-5.25)**f  4.51(3.18-5.06) “*f 1.24(0.72-1.66)
2008-2017)

* indicates significant compared to relative risk = 1

+ indicates significant compared to “no biological risk” within same intervention assumption
A indicates significant compared to 2010 estimates where HIV burden was lower

t indicates significant compared to “prescreening”

The criterion for significance is p < 0.05.

The differences in RPypy could be explained through differences in the average degree in
persons with HIV (dy;y ), average degree in persons with HPV (dypy ), and average degree in
the total population (d,yerqi) (Table 1c, 2¢, 3c). For HETF and MSM, d ;. (HETF: 23, MSM:
25) and dypy+(HETF: 19, MSM: 29) were significantly higher than d,,erqu; (HETF: 13, MSM:
20). However, for HETM, dypy . (25) was higher than d,,erqu (17) but dypy 4 (13) was lower
than d,yerau (17). These results, as expected, suggest that if both HIV and HPV infections are
concentrated in higher degree networks, then the RPypy is greater than 1. For HETM, although
HPV was concentrated in higher degree networks, as the prevalence of HIV is very low, it was
more randomly spread in the network, thus the RPyp, was closer to 1. For HETF, compared to
MSM, as HIV prevalence was moderately low, infections were focused on higher degree
networks, dy v+ /Aoverqu Was 1.77 for HETF compared to 1.25 for MSM. These results point to

the sensitivity of RR,py to disease burden of both diseases and the role of network dynamics.

For all three transmission-groups and across all intervention scenarios, compared to ‘no
biological risk’, R Pypy Was significantly higher in each of the three biological risk assumptions,
lowest in ‘increased risk of HPV acquisition’ scenario, and highest increase in ‘all increased risk’
(increased risk of progression and HPV acquisition) scenario. For example, for ‘status quo’
intervention, the RPypy in ‘all increased risk’ was 1.67 (1.64-1.71) for HETF, 1.46 (1.41-1.54)
for HETM, and 1.74 (1.68-1.75) for MSM (Table 1c, 2c and 3c, respectively). Whereas, for the
same ‘status quo’ intervention, the RPypy in ‘no biological risk” was 1.41(1.36-1.44) for HETF,
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511 1.13(1.01-1.16) for HETM, and 1.36(1.34-1.38) for MSM. While the values under ‘no biological
512  risk’ are attributable to behavioral factors, the differences between ‘all increased risk’ and ‘no
513  biological risk’ are attributable to biological factors of coinfection.

514

515  The values of RPypy, Were sensitive to HIV prevalence, as seen by higher values in year 2017
516  compared to year 2010 for both ‘no biological risk” and ‘all increased risk’. To note here that
517  though HIV prevalence increased over this period, HIV care also increased (e.g., proportion on
518 treatment with viral suppression increased from 39% in 2010 to 56% in 2017), and thus, new
519  HIV cases were further concentrated in higher degree networks. Thus, the values of RRypy In
520 2017 were higher than in 2010. Further, while the fraction of increased HPV prevalence

521  attributed to biological factors were 22%, 52%, and 43% for HETF, HETM, and MSM,

522  respectively, in 2010, they increased to 38%, 71%, and 51% in 2017. This is as expected because
523  the dynamics of network can amplify the overall disease risk. Thus, we can expect the fraction
524  attributed to biological risk to also be sensitive to the network dynamics.

525

526  Relative incidence of cervical cancer (Rl 4,cer) IN ‘status-quo’ intervention scenario was greater
527  than 1, and it was significantly higher in ‘all increased risk’ (3.6(1.31-6.17)) compared to ‘no
528  biological risk’ (1.51(0.72-2.81)) (Table 1c). That is, under the assumptions used in this study,
529  observed cases of cervical cancer incidence among women with HIV would be about 3.6 times
530  higher than among women without HIV, about 80% of the burden attributed to biological factors
531  and the remaining attributable to behavioral factors. Under the ‘all increased risk’ scenario,

532  values of Rl 4ncer Were slightly higher under ‘status-quo’ (3.6(1.31-6.17)) (Table 1c) compared
533  to ‘prescreening’ (2.86(1.77-4.8)) (Table 1a), suggesting that, if screening were kept similar

534  between women with and without HIV, the cervical cancer burden gap between them would

535 widen. To note here, due to lack of data, we assumed screening and vaccine uptakes to be similar
536  among persons with HIV and without HIV, although this may not be the case.

537

538  Similar results were observed for cancers among MSM (Table 3a - 3¢). Rl gncer in ‘all increased
539  risk’ was significantly greater than 1 in each of the three intervention scenarios, 2.83(2.33-3.51)
540 in ‘prescreening’, 3.89(2.91-4.89) in ‘screening only’, and 4.03(3.49-4.31) in ‘status-quo’.

541 Rl gncer In ‘all increased risk” were also significantly greater than ‘no biological risk’ within
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542  each of the three intervention scenarios. To recollect that to model anal cancer among MSM, we
543 utilized the same disease progression model as cervical cancer, for purposes of sensitivity

544 analyses on relative risk metrics. Under this context, collectively, our results suggest higher risk
545  of cancer among persons with HIV compared to persons without HIV, most attributed to

546  biological risk [11-13], and a smaller but significant fraction attributed to behavioral factors.

547

548  Discussion and Conclusions

549  We demonstrate the feasibility of application of a new MAC framework for jointly simulating
550 diseases of varying prevalence but with common modes of transmission. Using the same network
551  and sexual behavior, modeled at the individual-level for HIV and aggregated-level for HPV, the
552  model was able to replicate both HIV and HPV in the U.S. population, and thus serves as proof-
553  of-concept of the MAC simulation technique.

554

555  Estimates of RPypy in the literature are sparse, and not available for the U.S. population in recent
556  times. RPypy estimates from our model, of 1.67 (1.64-1.71) among women in “all increased risk,
557  status quo’ scenario, is similar to that in an observational study in the literature on an Italian

558  population (1.71) [16], and lower than that in an observational study on a South African

559  population (1.9) [14]. To note here that HPV prevalence and HIV prevalence are higher in South
560  Africa than in the U.S. and European populations. A national study of HIV infection among

561 adolescent girls in the U.S. conducted in 1996-97 [15], reported a RPypy 0f 3.3 (1.6-6.7). RPypy
562  estimates from our model among adolescent girls (13-18 yrs) in the “all increased risk,

563  prescreening’ scenario is 2.89 (1.41-6.1), and thus compares well with the national study.

564

565  Our model estimates for R, ;.. In ‘all increased risk, status quo’ scenario (3.6(1.31-6.17)), is
566  similar to that in large population-based observational studies conducted on the U.S. population,
567  3.80(3.48-4.15) in [19] and 4.1(2.3-6.6) in [29]. A recent global systematic review of cervical
568  cancer reported a higher value of 5.34 (3.80-7.51) among high-income countries [18], suggesting
569 likely differences across populations and study settings. Similarity in our model results with

570  observational studies provides general model validity. To note here that the results are influenced
571 by the assumptions used for modeling biological risk (Appendix Table S2), that were based on

572  estimates in the literature [47,77,78]. Above results suggest that the literature estimates are a
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573  good fit, however, considering the sensitivity of the relative risk metrics and the fractions

574  attributed to biological risk to disease burdens, closer calibrations specific to the population and
575  timeline of interest can be conducted during implementation of the model for decision analyses.
576

577  Relative prevalence of HPV was greater than 1 in ‘no biological risk’ and ‘all increased risk’,
578  wvalues in ‘all increased risk’ being higher than ‘no biological risk’. Further, in “all increased risk,
579  status-quo’ scenario, relative incidence of cervical cancer was much higher than HPV. Similar
580  patterns were observed for cancers and HPV among MSM. These results suggest that behavioral
581  factors contribute to increased risk of HIV-HPV coinfection and are further exacerbated by

582  biological factors, especially for cancer cases. These results suggest the need for both behavioral
583 interventions to reduce the risk for infection, and care interventions for early detection and

584  treatment of HPV to reduce the risk of cancers. Social factors are among key drivers of increased
585  risky behavior e.g., higher number of partners and higher condomless sex, or lower adherence to
586  treatment that prevents transmission by suppressing viral load [36—-39]. Thus, structural

587 interventions such as healthcare coverage, subsidized housing and food programs, and access to
588  mental healthcare [42-45,83], are key part of behavioral interventions.

589

590  Model estimates of relative prevalence and fraction attributable to each factor (biological and
591  behavioral) varied with HIV burden and care, suggesting influence of network dynamics, as

592  verified by the average degree estimates. Model estimates of relative incidence of cervical cancer
593  was higher in the HPV/ cancer screening scenario compared to the pre-screening scenario,

594  suggesting sensitivity to HPV burden and care. Thus, jointly modeling diseases in a dynamic
595  network model can help more accurately measure the impact of interventions. Above results also
596  support the need for more focused screening among persons with HIV (Note here that, to

597  evaluate the sensitivity to changes in interventions, our model assumed same levels of screening
598 among persons with and without HIV).

599

600  Our work is subject to limitations. We only focused on a general model-fit for HPV among

601  women and did not conduct detailed sensitivity analyses for the robustness of the calibration

602  method. Though the overall HPV model provided a good fit in most metrics in the pre-screening

603 results (Fig 2 and Fig 3a), the results under the screening scenario (Fig 3b) were not always same
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604  as surveillance estimates. As post-screening model fits are largely influenced by assumptions for
605 age-specific compliance to screening, and not disease epidemiology, considering the scope of our
606 analyses we did not attempt to calibrate screening rates. Further, due to unavailability of more
607  recent data on screening rates, we kept it constant at the 2006 data assumptions for years 2006 to
608 2017. These assumptions are acceptable because, as noted earlier, per surveillance data, there
609  were minor changes in cervical cancer incidence and mortality over the period 2006 to 2017. We
610 did not attempt to calibrate biological risk multipliers but used estimates from the literature.

611  Though the model outcomes of relative risk were in the range of that reported from observational
612  studies, considering its sensitivity to disease burden and care changes over time, during

613  implementation of model to inform decisions it should be specifically calibrated to the

614  population under study. For MSM, we did not specifically model anal cancer (the sequelae of
615  most concern) but assumed similar epidemiology to cervical cancer. As observations here justify
616  the need for jointly modeling diseases, as opposed to independent disease models, adding anal
617  cancer in future work would be a suitable extension. We only evaluated the increased risk of

618 HPV among persons with HIV and did not evaluate vice-versa.

619

620  We believe the overall validation of HIV and HPV serves as proof-of-concept of the MAC

621  framework for joint modeling related diseases with widely varying prevalence but spread on a
622  common network. The model can be expanded to include other STIs. As numerical analyses

623  suggest, disease interactions are attributed to both behavioral factors and biological factors.

624  Structural interventions that address social determinants are a key part of behavioral

625 interventions. The MAC framework is suitable for modeling behaviors as a function of social
626  determinants, and further, measuring the impact of structural interventions on prevention of

627  overall STI burden. The network features of the MAC framework are suitable for network-based
628 analyses of interventions such as cluster detection and response, that has been successful in

629 identifying populations with high HIV transmission [59,84]. Expanding HIV cluster-based

630  network detection to joint-disease framework could help identify populations most vulnerable to
631  diseases, their intervention needs, and collectively evaluate the impact of intervention on overall

632  disease prevention.
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633  Our model is also suitable for joint modeling of sub-populations with widely varying disease
634  burden, but who interact with each other, such as HETF, HETM, and MSM in this case study.
635  Recent studies highlight the high burden of HPV-related clinical conditions among HIV infected
636 MSM [2,85,86], but there are only few models in this area [87]. Further, they model MSM in
637  isolation. The computational tractability of the MAC simulation technique makes joint modeling
638  sub-populations with widely vary prevalence feasible. HIV burden is disproportionately higher
639 among MSM in the U.S. [82], and there are significant associations of HIV infections among
640 HETF from mixing with MSM [56,57], which is also relevant in the context of higher burden of
641 cervical cancer among women with HIV. Thus, simulation of interactions between sub-

642  populations and between diseases can more accurately represent the dynamics of infection

643  spread. Behaviors leading to transmission across these sub-groups are driven by social stressors
644  and socio-economic vulnerability and are typically exacerbated in neighborhoods of high poverty
645 [88,89]. Therefore, the model developed here would be suitable for jointly evaluating

646  combinations of structural and disease-specific interventions, across sub-population groups, and
647  across multiple diseases. Simulating these in a national context could help inform broader public
648  health policies.

649
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