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Abstract 
Background 
Longitudinal data on the population prevalence of HIV drug resistance during scale-up of HIV 
treatment in Africa are extremely limited. We estimated trends in HIV drug resistance prevalence 
during ART program expansion from a population-based surveillance cohort in southern 
Uganda.  
 
Methods 
We analyzed data from Rakai Community Cohort Study participants aged 15-49 during four 
survey rounds conducted between 2012 (round 15) and 2019 (round 19). Consenting participants 
were tested for HIV and completed questionnaires. Persons living with HIV (PLHIV) provided 
samples for viral load quantification and virus deep-sequencing. Sequence data were used to 
predict resistance profiles. The prevalence of class-specific resistance and resistance-conferring 
substitutions were estimated using robust log-Poisson regression.  
 
Findings 
93,659 participant visits were contributed between 2012 and 2019, including 17,471 (18.65%) 
from PLHIV. Using deep-sequencing data from 3,713 pre-treatment participant-visits we 
estimated that the population prevalence of viremic NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance decreased 
significantly between 2012 and 2017 (PR = 0.38, 95% CI 0.25 – 0.57; 0.20, 95% CI 0.09 – 0.45; 
0.19, 95% CI 0.09 – 0.39, respectively) with increasing viral suppression. Among viremic pre-
treatment PLHIV, the prevalence of NNRTI resistance increased two-fold (PR = 1.96, 95% CI 
1.31-2.95) to 9.77% (7.35% - 12.97%) over the same time period. We did not observe an 
increase in NRTI or PI resistance in this population. The 2017 prevalence of NNRTI and NRTI 
resistance among viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV was 47.67% (95% CI 40.94% - 55.50%) 
and 36.55% (95% CI 30.14% - 44.31%), respectively. Single-class resistance predominated 
among resistant pre-treatment PLHIV (83.05%) whereas most treatment-experienced resistance 
was multi-class (76.65%). In 2017, 10.13% (95% CI 7.83%-13.63%) and 9.98% (95% CI 6.43%-
15.51%) of viremic pre-treatment and treatment-experienced PLHIV harbored the inT97A 
mutation. 
 
Interpretation 
Prevalence of HIV drug resistance among viremic PLHIV significantly increased with scale-up 
of ART programs. The prevalence of inT97A is potentially concerning considering the recent 
roll-out of dolutegravir-based regimens.  
 
Funding 
National Institutes of Health, the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation, and the U.S. President’s 
Emergence Plan for AIDS Relief through the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.  
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Research in context 
Evidence before the study 
We searched PubMed for studies matching the keywords “hiv” “resistance” “longitudinal” 
“cohort” “population” published since 2004 (the beginning of antiretroviral therapy (ART) 
availability in sub-Saharan Africa) and identified 48 studies. We excluded 33 studies not based 
in sub-Saharan Africa, four studies primarily concerned with coinfection with other pathogens 
(e.g. HBV, M. tuberculosis), two studies concerned with insulin resistance, one sequencing-
methods paper, and one paper concerned with host susceptibility to HIV infection. The 
remaining seven studies were not population-based meaning that the study population was not all 
persons but e.g. people living with HIV enrolled in care at a given clinic. We identified no 
previous longitudinal population-based cohort studies of HIV ART resistance in sub-Saharan 
Africa.  
 
Added value of this study 
We estimated the prevalence of drug resistance over four survey rounds of a population-based 
open-cohort study in southern Uganda between 2012 and 2019 during a period of intense 
treatment scale-up. We show that pre-treatment resistance to non-nucleoside reverse 
transcriptase inhibitors (NNRTIs) among pre-treatment PLHIV increased significantly during the 
scale-up of ART. We further show that among viremic treatment-experienced individuals 48% 
and 37% harbored resistance to NNRTIs and nucleoside-reverse transcriptase inhibitors (NRTIs), 
the majority of which harbored multiclass resistance. While drug resistance among people living 
with viremic HIV increased, the overall prevalence of viremic HIV drug resistance in the 
population decreased by about two-thirds due to increasing population viral load suppression. 
The most common resistance mutation in our population was inT97A, a known compensatory 
mutation for integrase strand transfer inhibitor (INSTI) resistance. In contrast to other mutations, 
presence of inT97A did not depend on treatment status. 
 
These results provide the first longitudinal population-based estimates of temporal trends in the 
prevalence of drug resistance during ART program expansion in a high-burden setting. Further, 
they provide critical insight into the landscape of prevalent drug resistance substitutions 
circulating in this population.  
 
Implications of all the available evidence  
Scale-up of HIV treatment has increased the prevalence of drug resistance mutations among 
viremic people living with HIV in sub-Saharan Africa. The relatively high prevalence of NNRTI 
resistance has prompted a recent shift to first-line regimens including dolutegravir (an INSTI) in 
combination with NRTIs. The high prevalence of an INSTI compensatory mutation in our 
population further warrants continuing monitoring of treatment failures and the prevalence of 
drug resistance in high burden settings.  
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Introduction 1 
Antiretroviral therapy (ART) effectively suppresses human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) 2 
replication in persons living with HIV (PLHIV),1 which slows disease progression2 and prevents 3 
viral transmission.3 With increased uptake of ART as well as interventions such as voluntary 4 
medical male circumcision, global annual HIV incidence has fallen by nearly 40% since 2010.4 5 
 6 
Viral resistance to ART can offset the clinical and public health impact of treatment scale-up. 7 
Drug resistance can be acquired when an individual initially infected with a susceptible viral 8 
population develops resistance following treatment exposure. This is more common when 9 
treatment adherence is intermittent,5 but can occur despite high adherence.6 In low- and middle-10 
income countries approximately 15% of individuals initiating therapy fail to achieve 11 
suppression,7 which is largely due to resistance.8 Viral genomes with resistance-conferring 12 
mutations can be transmitted to individuals without a history of treatment, increasing their risk of 13 
failing first-line treatment approximately five-fold.9  14 
 15 
Cross-sectional studies in sub-Saharan Africa have revealed an increase in the prevalence of 16 
transmitted non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitor (NNRTI) resistance during the roll-out 17 
of ART. A systematic meta-regression estimated that pre-treatment NNRTI resistance increased 18 
by 1.3% annually between 2001 and 2016 in this setting, reaching 10.1% in eastern Africa  by 19 
2016.10 Similarly, a systematic meta-analysis of studies conducted between 2017 and 2022 in 20 
eastern Africa estimated the pooled prevalence of pre-treatment NNRTI resistance to be 9.4%.11 21 
Longitudinal surveys of PLHIV who report to PEPFAR-supported clinics in Uganda, Kenya, 22 
Tanzania, and Nigeria (African Cohort Study) have further shown an increase in pre-treatment 23 
resistance from 8.8% (2013-2015) to 16.2% (2016-2019), of which most was NNRTI 24 
resistance.12 However, aggregation of findings across populations with different access to 25 
diagnostics and treatment and different clinical guidelines, limited temporal resolution, and a 26 
focus on PLHIV who are enrolled in care limit the generalizability of prior studies and introduce 27 
uncertainty in estimates of the burden of HIV drug resistance among PLHIV.  28 
 29 
Overall, there is a critical lack of longitudinal estimates of the prevalence of HIV drug resistance 30 
in sub-Saharan Africa from population-based studies spanning the scale-up of ART. These 31 
studies are essential to understanding the interaction between increased treatment uptake and 32 
viral evolution and the implications of this interaction for the clinical and population burden of 33 
HIV.   34 
 35 
Here, we used HIV deep-sequence data from 4,130 participant-visits collected over a nine-year 36 
period from 3,456 PLHIV spanning a period of intense ART scale-up to identify temporal trends 37 
in HIV drug resistance among pre-treatment and treatment experienced PLHIV in a population-38 
based open cohort study in southern Uganda. Through the study, first-line NNRTI-based 39 
regimens were the standard of care, often in combination with two NRTIs.13 We estimated the 40 
prevalence of NNRTI, nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitor (NRTI), and protease inhibitor 41 
(PI) resistance among PLHIV and among the entire study population using data from 3,713 pre-42 
treatment and 417 treatment-experienced PLHIV. We further evaluated temporal trends in 43 
transmitted NNRTI resistance among 223 HIV-1 seroconverters. Finally, we assessed the 44 
temporal dynamics of viral substitutions associated with drug resistance in pre-treatment and 45 
treatment-experienced PLHIV.  46 
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 47 
Methods 48 
Study design and participant selection 49 
The RCCS is an open population-based census and cohort study conducted at approximately 18-50 
24 month intervals (appendix pp 2-3) in agrarian (HIV prevalence 9-26%14), semi-urban trading 51 
(11-21%14), and Lake Victoria fishing (38-43%14) communities in southern Uganda.15 At survey 52 
rounds households in participating communities are censused and residents aged 15-49 capable 53 
of providing informed consent (or assent if under 18) are invited to participate. Consenting 54 
participants are administered a structured questionnaire that obtains sociodemographic, 55 
behavioral, and health information, including self-reported past and current ART use. Voluntary 56 
HIV testing of participants is conducted using a rapid test algorithm16 and venous blood samples 57 
are taken for viral quantification and sequencing. Participants with serologically confirmed HIV 58 
infection were considered pre-treatment during a given round if they reported never having taken 59 
ARTs at that round and all prior rounds in which they participated. PLHIV were considered 60 
treatment-experienced during a given round if they reported using ART at that round or any 61 
earlier rounds. 62 
 63 
Here, we used RCCS survey data from survey rounds 1 through 19, conducted between 64 
November 5, 1994 and November 4, 2020, and HIV viral load and sequence data from survey 65 
round 15, which began on August 10, 2011, through round 19 collected from a total of 43 66 
communities. As they occur over a multi-year window, study rounds were plotted at the median 67 
date over which the round occurred and referred to by the year of the median date (appendix p 68 
2). Reporting of this study adheres to the STROBE guidance17. 69 
 70 
HIV viral load quantification 71 
HIV viral load was measured on serum/plasma samples using the Abbott real-time m2000 assay 72 
(Abbott Laboratories). Viral load measurements were available for 1,959/3,499 (55.99%) of 73 
PLHIV in round 15 and 13,979/14,025 (99.67%) PLHIV in rounds 16 through 19. Participant 74 
visits from PLHIV in rounds 16 through 19 without viral load measurements (46/14,025, 0.33%) 75 
were dropped. Viral loads ≥ 1000 copies/mL were considered viremic. As 1,783/2,380 of pre-76 
treatment participant-visits in round 16 through 19 were viremic, pre-treatment PLHIV in round 77 
15 with missing viral load measurements were assumed to be viremic.  78 
 79 
HIV deep sequencing  80 
Full-length HIV deep sequencing was conducted through the Phylogenetics and Networks for 81 
Generalized HIV Epidemics in Africa consortium (PANGEA-HIV).18,19 As described 82 
elsewhere,20 for survey rounds 15 and 16 sequencing on Illumina MiSeq and HiSeq platforms 83 
was attempted for participants who self-reported never having been on ART and either had a 84 
missing viral load or were known to be viremic (appendix p 4). For survey rounds 17 and 18 and 85 
select round 15 and 16 participant-visits, a total of 46.92% of all participant-visits (appendix p 86 
7), sequencing of viremic samples was attempted using the veSEQ-HIV protocol.21 For round 19 87 
sequencing data was only available for samples collected through May 17, 2022 (N = 170/453, 88 
37.53% of participant visits) and therefore round 18 was used as an end-point for longitudinal 89 
deep-sequence based analyses. Consensus sequences were generated using shiver22 and subtyped 90 
by identifying the most similar reference sequence and using the Recombination Identification 91 
Program.23  92 
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 93 
Identification of drug resistance substitutions 94 
A validated bioinformatic pipeline, drmSEQ, was used to identify amino acid substitutions 95 
associated with reduced susceptibility to ART and predict individual drug class susceptibilities.24 96 
Paired-end reads were trimmed of adapters, primers, and low-quality bases and then filtered to 97 
remove pol hypermutated sequences and non-HIV pol sequences. Reads were deduplicated using 98 
Picard MarkDuplicates25 and locally aligned to 142 HIV subtype references using blastx.26 A 99 
manually-curated codon-restricted multiple-alignment of the references was used to lookup 100 
coordinates and mutations relative to HXB2 (GenBank: K03455.1). Only mutations supported by 101 
a minimum of 10 PCR-deduplicated reads and by ≥5% of reads spanning the corresponding site 102 
were considered.27 Amino acid substitutions were scored according to the Stanford University 103 
HIV Drug Resistance Database. Scores were summed to predict susceptibility to 25 HIV drugs 104 
(appendix p 8).28–30 A score ≥30 (intermediate/high-level) for a given drug was categorized as 105 
resistant. Resistance was not predicted if less than half of the relevant positions for a given drug 106 
had fewer than 10 reads. Samples with resistance to at least one drug within each class were 107 
categorized as resistant to that class. Samples in which there was insufficient sequencing 108 
coverage for one or more drug within a class were not assigned a resistance categorization for 109 
that class. 110 
 111 
Outcome measures 112 
The primary outcomes of this study were the prevalence of NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistant 113 
genotypes among viremic pre-treatment and treatment-experienced PLHIV in the RCCS 114 
stratified by survey round. The overall RCCS population prevalence of viremic resistance, 115 
stratified by survey round and self-reported treatment status was also reported. We further 116 
estimated the prevalence of multi-class resistance among viremic round 18 participant visits with 117 
sufficient sequence data to predict resistance to all NNRTIs, NRTI, and PIs. The prevalence of 118 
resistance-conferring viral substitutions was estimated in round 15 through 19 among pre-119 
treatment PLHIV with resistance predictions to all drugs and in rounds 17 and 18 among 120 
treatment-experienced PLHIV with resistance predictions to all drugs. For context, we estimated 121 
the population prevalence of PLHIV, viremic PLHIV, viremic PLHIV pre-treatment, and viremic 122 
treatment-experienced PLHIV in each round. 123 
 124 
A sub-analysis was conducted among seroincident cases who were HIV negative at one RCCS 125 
visit and positive in the next during rounds 15 through 19 and self-reported never having been 126 
exposed to ART at their first positive RCCS visit. Among seroincident individuals with available 127 
genotypic NNRTI resistance data, we estimated the probability of harboring NNRTI resistance 128 
as a function of seroconversion round.  129 
 130 
We used inverse probability weighting based on availability of a viral load measurement 131 
(True/False), log10 copies/mL among samples with viral load measurements, community type 132 
(agrarian/fishing/trading, except for in the seroincident analysis due to small sample size), age 133 
category ((14,24]/(24,34]/(34,50]), and sex (M/F) stratified by survey round to account for 134 
missing sequence data among some viremic participant-visits and insufficient coverage to predict 135 
resistance among some sequenced participant-visits. See appendix pp 4-16 for detailed methods. 136 
 137 
Statistical methods 138 
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Statistical analyses were conducted in R v.4.3.1.31  Prevalence was estimated using Poisson 139 
regression with a log-link and robust (sandwich) standard errors32 which were fit using the GLM 140 
function in the native stats package, sandwich v.3.0.233 and lmtest v.0.9.40.34 95% confidence 141 
intervals and p-values (𝛼 = 0.05) were calculated using the Wald method. 𝜒2 p-values (𝛼 =142 
0.05) were calculated using the stats package in R. Repeated measures were evaluated using 143 
geepack v.1.3.935 and an independent correlation structure was assumed as it generated estimates 144 
with the widest confidence intervals (appendix pp 17-21). Data analysis and visualization was 145 
done using tidyverse v.2.0.0,36 ggplo2 v.3.4.3,37  cowplot v.1.1.1,38 patchwork v. 1.1.339, 146 
ggpattern v.1.0.1,40 and ggrepel v.0.9.3.41 Readxl v.1.4.342 and haven v.2.5.343 were used to parse 147 
data files.  148 
 149 
Ethics 150 
The RCCS is administered by the Rakai Health Sciences Program (RHSP) and has received 151 
ethical approval from the Uganda Virus Research Institute’s Research and Ethics Committee 152 
(HS540), the Uganda National Council for Science and Technology (GC/127/15/11/137), and the 153 
Western Institutional Review Board, Olympia, WA (20031318). Participants provided written 154 
informed consent at each survey round.   155 
 156 
Role of the funding source 157 
The funders had no role in study design, collection, analysis, and interpretation of data; and no 158 
role in the writing of the report and decision to publish.  159 
 160 
Results 161 
Study population 162 
Between August 10, 2011 and November 4, 2020, a total of 43,369 people participated in the 163 
RCCS, of whom 7,925 (18.27%) were PLHIV. Overall, the data contains 93,659 participant-164 
visits, of which about a fifth were from PLHIV (table 1). Among participant-visits from PLHIV, 165 
34.07% were contributed by viremic PLHIV and of these 86.96% were pre-treatment. A total of 166 
320 PLHIV were identified as seroconverting with a last negative and first positive HIV test in 167 
consecutive survey rounds.  168 
 169 
Overall, HIV seroprevalence among RCCS participants slightly decreased from 20.37% (95% CI 170 
19.78% - 20.98%) in round 15 to 17.20% (95% CI 16.68% - 17.74%) in round 19 (figure 1A, 171 
appendix p 22), while population prevalence of HIV viremia among persons with and without 172 
HIV decreased considerably from 8.14% (95% CI 7.75% - 8.55%) to 2.34% (95% CI 2.14% - 173 
2.57%) between round 16 and 19. These declines were accompanied by a nearly nine-fold 174 
decrease in the population prevalence of pre-treatment viremia over the study. The population 175 
prevalence of treatment-experienced viremia remained stable at around 1%. 176 
 177 
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 178 
Figure 1: Longitudinal trends in HIV seroprevalence, population prevalence of pretreated HIV, and 179 
prevalence of drug resistant HIV in the Rakai Community Cohort Study, 2012-2019. (A) Estimated prevalence 180 
of all HIV, viremic HIV, viremic pre-treatment HIV, and viremic treatment-experienced HIV in each round. Due to 181 
missing viral load data, prevalence of viremic HIV and viremic treatment-experienced HIV are not estimated in the 182 
2012 survey. (B, C) Estimated overall population prevalence of pre-treatment (B) and treatment-experienced (C) 183 
NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance. (D, E) Estimated prevalence of NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance among viremic 184 
pre-treatment PLHIV (D) and treatment-experienced (E) PLHIV. Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson 185 
regression with robust standard errors. Error bars indicate the Wald 95% confidence interval for the mean value 186 
within each category. For visual clarity, points are jittered along the x-axis. PLHIV = people living with HIV. 187 
NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. PI = 188 
integrase inhibitors.  189 
 190 
Identification of resistance genotypes in deep-sequence data 191 
Sufficient sequence data were available to reliably genotype 4,130/5,953 (69.38%) viremic 192 
participant visits (3,713/5,177 [71.72%] pre-treatment and 417/776 [53.74%] treatment-193 
experienced, table 2) for at least one drug. A total of 43.56%, 51.74%, 51.10%, and 59.92% were 194 
successfully genotyped for all INSTIs, NNRTIs, NRTIs, and PIs, respectively (appendix pp 23-195 
26). Of those, <1% (INSTI), 12.37% (NNRTI), 6.71% (NRTI), and 1.85% (PI) had resistant 196 
genotypes (appendix p 27). Given the low number of viremic samples with INSTI resistant 197 
genotypes and the limited INSTI use in this setting over the study period we did not estimate the 198 
prevalence of INSTI resistance in downstream analyses. Genotyping was successful for all 199 
INSTIs, NNRTIs, NRTIs, and PIs for 39.24% of viremic participant visits (appendix p 29). 200 
Missing genotype data was more common among samples with missing viral loads or with lower 201 
viral loads when available and was slightly more common for female participants.  202 
 203 
Population prevalence of resistant genotypes 204 
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During round 15, the overall population prevalence of viremic pre-treatment NNRTI, NRTI, and 205 
PI resistant genotypes was estimated to be 0.65% (95% CI 0.49% - 0.87%), 0.22% (95% CI 206 
0.14% - 0.34%), and 0.27% (95% CI 0.19% - 0.40%), respectively (figure 1B, appendix p 30). 207 
Due to the decrease in the population prevalence of pre-treatment viremia, the overall population 208 
prevalence of NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistant genotypes decreased significantly between study 209 
round 15 and 18 to 0.25% (95% CI 0.19% - 0.33%), 0.04% (95% CI 0.02% - 0.09%), and 0.05% 210 
(95% CI 0.03% - 0.10%), respectively.   211 
 212 
In survey rounds 17 and 18 where sequence data were available for viremic pre-treatment and 213 
treatment-experienced PLHIV, the majority of participant visits with resistant genotypes were 214 
contributed by treatment-experienced PLHIV (appendix p 31).  Specifically in round 18, 0.66% 215 
(95% CI 0.53%-0.81%) and 0.50% (95% CI 0.40%-0.64%) of participant visits were contributed 216 
by viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV with NNRTI and NRTI resistant genotypes, 217 
respectively (figure 1C, appendix p 32). Compared to PLHIV pre-treatment, treatment-218 
experienced PLHIV contributed 2.64- and 12.50-fold more NNRTI and NRTI resistant 219 
genotypes. The total round 18 population prevalence of NNRTI and NRTI resistant genotypes, 220 
regardless of treatment status, was 0.90% (95% CI 0.76%-1.06%) and 0.51% (95% CI 0.41%-221 
0.64%), respectively (appendix p 33). The overall population prevalence of resistant genotypes 222 
was stable between round 17 and 18.  223 
 224 
Prevalence of resistant genotypes among PLHIV 225 
Despite the observed decrease in the population prevalence of resistant genotypes among pre-226 
treatment PLHIV, this decrease was slower than that of all pre-treatment viremia. Consequently, 227 
the prevalence of NNRTI resistant genotypes among pre-treatment PLHIV approximately 228 
doubled between round 15 and round 18 (prevalence ratio 1.96, 95% CI 1.31-2.95, figure 1C, 229 
table 3), reaching an estimated prevalence of 9.77% (95% CI 7.35% - 12.97%). This increase 230 
was observed among both men and women, across all age groups, and within all community 231 
types (appendix pp 34-36). In contrast, the prevalence of NRTI and PI resistant genotypes among 232 
viremic pre-treatment PLHIV remained stable and below 2.5% over the study period. 233 
 234 
Among seroincident cases between round 15 and 18, sequence data for NNRTI resistance 235 
substitutions was available for 223 PLHIV (69.69%). We estimated that the probability of 236 
harboring an NNRTI-resistant genotype among seroincident PLHIV was 9.95% (95% CI 4.65% - 237 
21.28%) in round 18, which was similar to the probability in round 15 through 17 (appendix p 238 
37). This analysis was underpowered to detect the difference in the prevalence of NNRTI-239 
resistant genotypes observed in the population-level analysis (appendix p 38).  240 
 241 
Among viremic treatment-experienced round 18 participants, NNRTI and NRTI resistant 242 
genotypes were identified in 47.67 % (95 CI 40.94%-55.50%) and 36.55% (95% CI 30.14%-243 
44.31%), respectively, which was similar to the observed prevalence in round 17 (figure 1E, 244 
appendix p 39). Only 2.18% (95% CI 0.83%-5.76%) had viruses with PI resistance. 245 
 246 
Multi-class resistance among PLHIV 247 
Among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV with genotype-data available for all NNRTI, NRTI, and 248 
PIs and resistance to at least one of these drug classes (N=236), 83.05% harbored single-class 249 
resistance, of which the majority was NNRTI single-class resistance (figure 2A). In contrast, 250 
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among treatment-experienced participants (N=197), less than a third had viruses with single-251 
class resistance and 72.59% harbored NNRTI/NRTI (/PI) multi-class resistant genotypes (figure 252 
2B). In round 18 specifically, the prevalence of NNRTI multi-class resistance among viremic 253 
PLHIV was estimated to be 1.37-folder higher than the prevalence of NNRTI single-class 254 
resistance (figure 2C, appendix pp 40-41).  255 
 256 

 257 
Figure 2: Patterns of multi-class resistance in Rakai Community Cohort Study. (A) Multi-class resistance 258 
among 236 viremic pre-treatment PLHIV with genotype data for all NNRTIs, NRTIs, PIs, and resistance to at least 259 
one of these drug classes. (B) Multi-class resistance among 197 viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV with 260 
genotype data for all NNRTIs, NRTIs, PIs, and resistance to at least one of these drug classes. Counts of each 261 
category are shown above the bar. (C) Estimated prevalence of NNRTI single-class and multi-class resistance in 262 
round 18 (2017) among viremic PLHIV. Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression with robust 263 
standard errors. Error bars indicate the Wald 95% confidence interval for the mean value within each category. Only 264 
participant-visits with sequence data for all NNRTIs, NRTIs, and PIs were included. PLHIV = people living with 265 
HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. 266 
PI = integrase inhibitors.  267 
 268 
Geographic heterogeneity in resistance 269 
We further stratified our estimates of the population prevalence of viremic resistance in round 18 270 
by community type (agrarian, fishing, and trading) and individual community. The prevalence of 271 
NNRTI and NRTI resistance was higher in fishing communities (2.35%, 95% CI 1.86% - 2.97% 272 
and 1.46%, 95% CI 1.08% - 1.96%, respectively) compared to trading (0.59%, 95% CI 0.41% - 273 
0.85% and 0.27%, 95% CI 0.16% - 0.46% or agrarian (0.49%, 95% CI 0.35% - 0.69% and 274 
0.27% 95% CI 0.18% - 0.43%) communities (figure 3, appendix p 42).  275 
 276 
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 277 
Figure 3: Prevalence of NNRTI and NRTI resistant genotypes in the Rakai Community Cohort Study survey 278 
round 18 stratified by community. Estimated prevalence of viremic resistance to NNRTIs (A) and NRTIs (B) 279 
stratified by community type (agrarian shown in green, fishing shown in blue, and trading shown in purple), and 280 
community (colored by type, unlabeled). Vertical bars represent the 95% confidence intervals for the estimated 281 
mean value for each category. (C,D) Estimated prevalence of viremic resistance (as shown in A and B) as a function 282 
of the estimated prevalence of viremia by drug class (C, NNRTI; D, NRTI) for each community type. Community 283 
type colored as in A, B, and C. Background line and shaded region represent the expected prevalence of resistant 284 
viremia and 95% confidence intervals as a function of the prevalence of viremia estimated using the mean 285 
prevalence of resistance among all viremic individuals, regardless of community. Estimates were generated using 286 
robust log-Poisson regression with 95% Wald confidence intervals around the mean value. NNRTI = non-nucleoside 287 
reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  288 
 289 
Further, among fishing communities, the population prevalence of NNRTI and NRTI resistance 290 
was greater than expected based on the prevalence of viremia in fishing communities and the 291 
average prevalence of resistant genotypes among all viremic PLHIV regardless of community 292 
(figure 3B,C, appendix p 42).  293 
 294 
Prevalence of amino acid substitutions associated with drug resistance 295 
Among participant-visits with genotyping data available for all drugs, the most common drug 296 
resistance substitutions in the reverse transcriptase gene (those giving rise to NNRTI and NRTI 297 
resistance) were rtK103N (NNRTI, 8.82%), rtM184V (NRTI, 6.93%), and rtE138A (NNRTI and 298 
NRTI, 4.32%, figure 4A). Among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV, the prevalence of rtK103N was 299 
7.27% (95% CI 5.17% - 10.20%) in round 18, a 2.36-fold (95% CI 1.13 – 4.92) increase from 300 
round 15 (figure 4B,C, appendix pp 45-46). We observed no difference in the pre-treatment 301 
prevalence of rtK103N between men and women (appendix p 47). Unsurprisingly, rtK103N was 302 
more common among viremic treatment-experienced individuals (26.73%, 95% CI 20.93% - 303 
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34.14%, figure 4D, appendix p 48). However, rtM184V was the most common substitution in 304 
this population and was present in approximately a third of treatment-experienced individuals.  305 
 306 

 307 
Figure 4: Amino acid substitutions underlying predicted drug resistance. (A) Number of sequenced participant 308 
visits (N=4,130) in which each drug resistance substitution is observed. Data points are colored based on the gene in 309 
which each substitution occurs (integrase shown in green, protease shown in pink, and reverse transcriptase shown 310 
in blue). Within gene substitutions are ordered based on the number of observations. (B) Prevalence ratio comparing 311 
survey round 18 to survey round 15 of the 15 most prevalent drug resistance substitutions in pre-treatment PLHIV, 312 
sorted by round 18 prevalence. (C) Prevalence in survey round 18 of the 15 most prevalent substitutions in viremic 313 
pre-treatment PLHIV sorted by prevalence. (D) Prevalence in survey round 18 of the 15 most prevalent substitutions 314 
in treatment-experienced PLHIV sorted by prevalence. (E) Prevalence of all observed resistant substitutions among 315 
viremic pre-treatment PLHIV (X-axis) and viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV (Y-axis). Select substitutions are 316 
labelled. Estimates generated using robust log-Poisson regression. The Wald method was used to generate 95% 317 
confidence intervals around the mean value. Data points are colored by gene as in (A) and genes are further 318 
indicated by point shapes (integrase shown as a diamond, protease as a square, and reverse transcriptase as a 319 
triangle). PLHIV = people living with HIV. RT = reverse transcriptase. IN = integrase. PR = protease.   320 
 321 
Overwhelmingly, the most frequent resistance associated substitution was inT97A (11.09% of 322 
viremic genotyped participant-visits, figure 4A). This substitution is canonically associated with 323 
integrase strand transfer inhibitors (INSTI) resistance, although its impacts in the absence of 324 
other INSTI mutations are thought to be minimal.44 Overall this substitution was present in 325 
10.33% (95% CI 7.83% - 13.63%) of viremic pre-treatment PLHIV in round 18, which was 326 
similar to its prevalence in round 15 (PR 1.32, 95% CI 0.86 – 2.02, figure 5B,C). In contrast to 327 
other drug resistance substitutions, the prevalence of inT97A was nearly identical among viremic 328 
pre-treatment and treatment-experienced individuals. The estimated prevalence of inT97A 329 
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among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV was robust to the assumed correlation structure between 330 
repeated measures and observed irrespective of sex, age, community type, or HIV-1 group M 331 
subtype (appendix pp 49-53). We did not observe an increased viral load among pre-treatment  332 
individuals with in97A as opposed to in97T (appendix p 54). Finally, within-host frequency and 333 
number of deduplicated supporting reads were comparable between T97A and all other 334 
resistance associated substitutions. 335 
 336 
Discussion 337 
Here, we report on trends in the prevalence of HIV drug resistance among viremic individuals in 338 
a longitudinal population-based open cohort study in southern Uganda during a period of 339 
intensive scale-up of antiretroviral treatment programs. HIV deep-sequence data were available 340 
for survey round 15 (2012) through 18 (2017) and partially for survey round 19 (2019). Due to 341 
increased treatment uptake and significantly lower HIV incidence, the population prevalence of 342 
pre-treatment NNRTI and NRTI resistance decreased by 62% and 80% among all participants 343 
regardless of HIV status, respectively, between survey round 15 (2012) and 18 (2017). In survey 344 
round 18, 0.25% and 0.04% of all participant visits were contributed by viremic pre-treatment 345 
PLHIV with NNRTI and NRTI resistant viremia. However, this decrease was slower than that of 346 
susceptible viremia and the prevalence of NNRTI resistance approximately doubled among pre-347 
treatment PLHIV over this time period, reaching nearly 10% by round 18. Resistance was more 348 
prevalent among viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV of whom 48% and 37% harbored 349 
NNRTI and NRTI resistance (round 18). We did not observe a decrease in the prevalence of 350 
resistance among viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV between round 17 and 18. Despite a 351 
lack of INSTI use in this cohort over the study period, approximately 10% of viremic pre-352 
treatment and treatment-experienced PLHIV harbored the inT97A substitution.  353 
 354 
The estimated increase in NNRTI resistance among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV from 5% in 355 
survey round 15 to 10% in round 18 is consistent with a cross-sectional meta-analysis of 356 
predominantly clinic-based studies conducted in eastern Africa between 2017 and 202211 and 357 
with the longitudinal prevalence estimates reported in a meta-analysis of cross-sectional studies 358 
from eastern Africa.10 Our estimated prevalence of pre-treatment NNRTI resistance is slightly 359 
less than what was observed in a recent analysis of 291 care-seeking PLHIV in Uganda,12 which 360 
likely reflects differences in the burden of resistance between those who are, and aren’t engaged 361 
in care and highlights the value in estimates from population-based cohort studies.   362 
 363 
Among pre-treatment PLHIV, NNRTI resistance was largely driven by the rtK103N substitution 364 
(efavirenz and nevirapine resistance45) which increased in prevalence six-fold over the study 365 
period and was present in 7% and 26% of viremic pre-treatment and treatment-experienced 366 
PLHIV during survey round 18. The high prevalence of rtK103N among pre-treatment PLHIV 367 
indicates that this substitution can persist without reversion in the absence of treatment, 368 
consistent with a limited fitness cost.46 NNRTI resistance in this cohort may be partially 369 
attributable to single-dose nevirapine treatment of pregnant women used to prevent mother-to-370 
child-transmission in Uganda between 2000 and 200647 which has been shown to increase 371 
resistance in women and children.48  372 
 373 
Approximately half of participants who remained viremic after treatment initiation in this study 374 
were not found to harbor resistance. This suggests that first-line regimens may remain effective 375 
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in a subset of this population and additional adherence counseling may be needed to increase 376 
levels of viral suppression.49  377 
 378 
Among treatment-experienced individuals with resistant genotypes, most harbored NNRTI/NRTI 379 
multi-class resistance, followed by NNRTI single-class resistance. This suggests that within 380 
individuals NNRTI resistance arises first followed by resistance to NRTI, consistent with 381 
previous work.3,50,51 In contrast, NNRTI mono-resistance dominated among pre-treatment 382 
PLHIV. As the prevalence of multi-class resistance among viremic PLHIV was approximately 383 
1.35-times that of single-class resistance, the risk of exposure to multi-class resistance is 384 
expected to be greater than that of mono-resistance. Subsequently, a subset of pre-treatment 385 
mono-resistant PLHIV may have been infected by a multi-class resistant genotype which 386 
reverted to wild-type or alternatively NNRTI/NRTI resistant virus may be less transmissible than 387 
NNRTI mono-resistant virus. The former hypothesis would imply that archived NRTI resistance 388 
is more prevalent than apparent from sequencing viral RNA. This is potentially concerning as 389 
archived NRTI resistance could result in de factor mono-therapy under the current first-line 390 
NRTI/DTG treatment regimen. Encouragingly, DTG monotherapy has been shown to be robust 391 
to resistance evolution for at least 192 weeks.52 However, treatment adherence was extremely 392 
high (>99%) in this cohort and these results may not hold in other settings. 393 
 394 
Approximately a tenth of sequenced participant-visits from recent survey rounds harbored the 395 
inT97A substitution. Alone, inT97A has minimal impact on susceptibility to most INSTIs,44 396 
however, in combination with other substitutions (e.g. inG140S and inQ148H) it can 397 
significantly increase resistance.53–55 The addition of inT97A to a inG140S+inQ148H backbone 398 
results in an increase from a three-fold to a 28-fold change in DTG EC50 compared to wild-399 
type.54 Further, there is preliminary evidence that inT97A may be under selection as an HLA-400 
escape mutation.56  401 
 402 
Lastly, previous work from our group has highlighted the outsized burden of HIV in fishing 403 
communities14, we here report that these communities also have an unusually high prevalence of 404 
NNRTI and NRTI resistance. Fishing communities are known have high rates of immigration of 405 
PLHIV57,58 and recent in-migrants into RCCS communities are less likely to be engaged in care 406 
and suppressed as compared to long-term residents.59 Mobile populations of PLHIV may 407 
therefore suffer from difficulty accessing treatment leading to treatment interruptions, which can 408 
foster acquired evolution.  409 
 410 
There are some important limitations of this work. Due to unknown HIV sero-status among non-411 
participating residents of RCCS communities, we did not attempt to generalize our results 412 
beyond study participants. Younger individuals, men, and residents of trading communities have 413 
previously been reported to be less likely to participate in RCCS surveys.15 Importantly, NNRTI 414 
resistance is not significantly associated with these epidemiological sub-groups and we therefore 415 
expect participation biases to be minimal. Further, the RCCS only routinely collects self-reported 416 
treatment status, which can lead to misclassification of participants. Prior work has demonstrated 417 
that 11% of self-reported ART-naïve participants had antivirals in their blood.60 Given the 418 
significant differences observed in the mutational profiles based on self-reported treatment status 419 
and the consistency of these results with estimates of the fitness impact of mutations in the 420 
absence of treatment, 46 we expect that these biases in the current study are minimal. As this 421 
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work is based on deep-sequence data generated from viral RNA in plasma samples, we were 422 
only able to identify resistance substitutions among viremic PLHIV. As such, our population 423 
prevalence estimates are necessarily an underestimate of the true values as a subset of suppressed 424 
PLHIV may harbor resistance if they have successfully transitioned to second-line therapy or are 425 
transiently suppressed shortly after initiating treatment. The latter scenario may be more 426 
pronounced in recent survey rounds as treatment scale-up has likely increased the number of 427 
treatment-experienced individuals who have very recently initiated treatment.  428 
 429 
This study adds critical context to our understanding of the HIV epidemic in southern Uganda 430 
and to the impact of treatment expansion on the population burden of HIV resistance. While HIV 431 
drug resistance increased among pre-treated individuals, increasing VL suppression in the 432 
population as a result of treatment was associated with declines in the overall prevalence of 433 
viremic resistant HIV in the population.  434 
 435 
Our results further suggest that given the relatively high prevalence of viremic treatment-436 
experienced PLHIV with multi-class NNRTI/NRTI resistance, archived NRTI resistance among 437 
pre-treatment PLHIV may be more common than is apparent based on sequencing of viral RNA. 438 
Future studies that use proviral sequencing to identify archived resistance directly are needed to 439 
evaluate this hypothesis. The high-prevalence of inT97A, which appears to be an important 440 
compensatory mutation for DTG resistance and has little to no negative fitness impacts in the 441 
absence of drug, is concerning. Overall, these findings stress the importance of continued viral 442 
sequence-based monitoring of resistance mutations among PLHIV during the ongoing scale-up 443 
of DTG and NRTI-based treatment regimens.  444 
 445 
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Table 1: Total number of participant visits in each survey round stratified by HIV status 
  Participant-visits 

   PLHIV 
   

All 
Viremic 

Round All All Pre-treatment 

Overall 93659 17471 
(18.65%) 

5953 
(34.07%) 5177 (86.96%) 

Survey round     

    15 (August 2011 - May 2013) 17170 3498 
(20.37%) .. 2246 (98.47%) 

    16 (July 2013 - January 2015) 18003 3391 
(18.84%) 

1465 
(43.2%) 1319 (90.03%) 

    17 (February 2015 - September 
2016) 19342 3618 

(18.71%) 
1026 

(28.36%) 822 (80.12%) 

    18 (October 2016 - May 2018) 19811 3638 
(18.36%) 

728 
(20.01%) 502 (68.96%) 

    19 (June 2018 - November 2020) 19333 3326 (17.2%) 453 
(13.62%) 288 (63.58%) 

Dates listed for each survey round represent the range over which survey visits were conducted. Percentages for 
each category represent the percentage of all participant visits for that round. Overall viremia was not calculated in 
round 15 due to missing viral load data. PLWHIV = persons living with HIV.  
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Table 2: Number of viremic samples at participant visits that had successful drug 
genotyping for at least one drug. 

  Viremic PLWHIV   
Viremic pre-treatment 

PLWHIV   Viremic treatment-experienced 
PLWHIV 

 Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for 
at least 

one drug 
class (%) 

p-
value   Participant-

visits 

Genotype 
data for 
at least 

one drug 
class (%) 

p-
value   Participant-

visits 

Genotype 
data for at 
least one 

drug class 
(%) 

p-
value 

Overall 5953 4130 
(69.38%)   

 
5177 3713 

(71.72%)   
 

776 417 
(53.74%)   

Age Category   0.15  
  0.31  

  0.82 

    (14,24] 1146 845 
(73.73%)   

 
1032 780 

(75.58%)   
 

114 65 
(57.02%)   

    (24,34] 2931 2048 
(69.87%) 

 
 2573 1852 

(71.98%) 
 

 358 196 
(54.75%) 

 

    (34,50] 1876 1237 
(65.94%)   

 
1572 1081 

(68.77%)   
 

304 156 
(51.32%)   

Community 
type 

  0.61 
 

  0.81 
 

  0.17 

    Agrarian 1794 1212 
(67.56%)   

 
1590 1117 

(70.25%)   
 

204 95 
(46.57%)   

    Fishing 2861 2024 
(70.74%) 

 
 2455 1782 

(72.59%) 
 

 406 242 
(59.61%) 

 

    Trading 1298 894 
(68.88%)   

 
1132 814 

(71.91%)   
 

166 80 
(48.19%)   

Sex   0.76  
  0.88  

  0.95 

    F 3188 2198 
(68.95%)   

 
2744 1961 

(71.47%)   
 

444 237 
(53.38%)   

    M 2765 1932 
(69.87%) 

 
 2433 1752 

(72.01%) 
 

 332 180 
(54.22%) 

 

Survey round     <1e-4      <1e-4      <1e-4 

    15 (2012) 2281 1750 
(76.72%) 

 
 2246 1749 

(77.87%) 
 

 35 1 (2.86%)  

    16 (2014) 1465 658 
(44.91%)   

 
1319 654 

(49.58%)   
 

146 4 (2.74%)   

    17 (2015) 1026 921 
(89.77%) 

 
 822 744 

(90.51%) 
 

 204 177 
(86.76%) 

 

    18 (2017) 728 631 
(86.68%)   

 
502 444 

(88.45%)   
 

226 187 
(82.74%)   

    19 (2019) 453 170 
(37.53%) 

 
 288 122 

(42.36%) 
 

 165 48 
(29.09%) 

 

Viral load 
(log10 
copies/mL)     0.084      0.063      0.95 

    (3,4] 2101 
1360 

(64.73%)   1748 
1168 

(66.82%)   353 
192 

(54.39%)  

    (4,5] 2231 
1631 

(73.11%)     1898 
1452 

(76.5%)     333 
179 

(53.75%)   

    (5,Inf] 598 
421 

(70.4%)   508 
375 

(73.82%)   90 
46 

(51.11%)  

    missing 1023 
718 

(70.19%)     1023 
718 

(70.19%)           
Percentages show the percentage of all samples within a category that have successful drug resistance genotyping to 
at least one drug class. p-values generated using the 𝜒2 test. PLWHIV=people living with HIV.  

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.14.23297021doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.14.23297021
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


Table 3: Estimated prevalence of resistance among viremic pre-treatment PLWHIV 
  NNRTI   NRTI   PI 

Survey 
round 

Prevalence 
(95% CI) 

Prev. 
ratio 
(95% 
CI) 

p-
value 

 

Prevalence 
(95% CI) 

Prev. 
ratio 
(95% 
CI) 

p-
value 

 

Prevalence 
(95% CI) 

Prev. 
ratio 
(95% 
CI) 

p-
value 

    15 
(2012) 

4.97 (3.72, 
6.65) ref ref   1.68 (1.07, 

2.62) ref ref   2.1 (1.45, 
3.04) ref ref 

    16 
(2014) 

7.35 (5.04, 
10.71) 

1.48 
(0.92, 
2.38) 

0.11  1.48 (0.62, 
3.57) 

0.88 
(0.33, 
2.37) 

0.81  1.9 (0.9, 4.01) 0.9 (0.39, 
2.08) 0.81 

    17 
(2015) 

7.15 (5.47, 
9.35) 

1.44 
(0.97, 
2.14) 

0.072   1.85 (1.08, 
3.19) 

1.11 
(0.55, 
2.23) 

0.78   1.32 (0.69, 
2.53) 

0.63 (0.3, 
1.33) 0.22 

    18 
(2017) 

9.77 (7.35, 
12.97) 

1.96 
(1.31, 
2.95) 

0.0011  1.76 (0.89, 
3.51) 

1.05 
(0.46, 
2.39) 

0.9  2.02 (1.06, 
3.86) 

0.96 
(0.46, 
2.03) 

0.92 

    19 
(2019) 

8.77 (4.81, 
15.99) 

1.76 
(0.91, 
3.44) 

0.095   1.65 (0.41, 
6.62) 

0.98 
(0.23, 
4.23) 

0.98   0.83 (0.12, 
5.81) 

0.39 
(0.05, 
2.86) 

0.36 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. p-values that coefficients are different from 0 at the 
𝛼 = 0.05 level were calculated using the Wald method. PLWHIV = people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-
nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. PI = protease 
inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 1: Rakai Community Cohort Study survey dates 
Round Survey start date Survey mid date Survey end date 

1 1994-11-05 1995-03-20 1995-07-18 

2 1995-01-12 1996-01-10 1996-05-01 

3 1996-01-12 1996-11-20 1997-04-23 

4 1997-06-06 1997-11-21 1998-05-12 

5 1997-08-05 1998-08-06 1999-03-15 

6 1999-04-06 1999-09-07 2000-02-09 

7 2000-03-20 2000-08-08 2001-02-19 

8 2001-04-03 2001-10-23 2002-05-31 

9 2002-07-15 2003-01-28 2003-08-01 

10 2003-09-26 2004-04-23 2004-11-23 

11 2005-01-13 2005-10-13 2006-06-30 

12 2006-03-31 2007-06-28 2008-04-24 

13 2008-06-17 2009-03-17 2009-12-04 

14 2010-01-18 2010-09-24 2011-06-21 

15 2011-08-10 2012-04-02 2013-05-29 

16 2013-07-08 2014-04-07 2015-01-28 

17 2015-02-23 2015-11-03 2016-09-02 

18 2016-10-03 2017-07-17 2018-05-21 

19 2018-06-19 2019-06-20 2020-11-04 

Start, mid (median), and end dates for each RCCS survey round. Viral load and sequencing data used in this study 
were collected during R15-19. R19 sequence data was generated for participant visits through 2019-05-17.   
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Supplementary Figure 1: Rakai Community Cohort Study interview dates 
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Supplementary Methods 
HIV deep sequencing 
For samples taken at participant visits during survey rounds 15 and 16 RNA extraction was performed at University 
College London Hospital (London, United Kingdom) using the QIAsymphony SP workstation with the 
QIAsymphony DSP Virus/Pathogen Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany). Following gel electrophoresis confirmation of 
amplification samples were sequenced at the Wellcome Trust Sanger Institute (Hinxton, United Kingdom) on 
Illumina MiSeq and HiSeq platforms.  
 
For the remaining survey rounds, RNA extraction was performed as above at the Oxford Genomics Centre (Oxford, 
United Kingdom) followed by library preparation with the SMARTer Stranded Total RNA-Seq kit v2 – Pico Input 
Mammalian (Clontech, TakaRa Bio). Streptavidin-conjugated beads were used to isolate fragments shorter than 400 
nucleotides and PCR amplification and purification was performed with the Agencourt AMPure XMP (Beckman 
Coulter) following the veSEQ-HIV protocol.1The Oxford Genomics Centre generated 350 to 600 base pair reads 
using the Illumina NovaSeq 6000 instrument. A subset of poorly-sequenced treatment-naïve samples from rounds 15 
and 16 were also sequenced using this protocol (appendix p 7).  
 
Outcome measures 
A summary of primary outcome measures and corresponding figure references is provided in table S4 (appendix pp 
9-10).  
 
Population prevalence of all PLHIV, viremic PLHIV, viremic pre-treatment PLHIV, and viremic treatment-
experienced PLHIV in RCCS 
We define the prevalence of all PLHIV within a given round as the percentage of all participant-visits in that round 
from individuals with a serologically confirmed HIV infection as described in Methods. The prevalence of viremic 
PLHIV within a given survey round is defined as the percentage of all participants with a positive HIV test result 
and measured viral load ≥1,000 copies/mL at that survey round. Due to a high proportion of missing viral loads in 
survey round 15, we did not attempt to quantify the prevalence of viremic HIV or treatment experienced viremic 
HIV during this round. Within each survey round, pre-treatment PLHIV were identified as those who participants 
with a serologically confirmed HIV infection who self-report never having taken ART within that round and at all 
previous rounds in which that individual participated in the study. Participant-visits contributed by treatment-
experienced PLHIV were identified as those with a serologically confirmed HIV infection who self-reported ever 
having taken ART at the current survey round round or at any previous round.  
 
Prevalence of viremic pre-treatment resistance  
In this study, individuals with serologically confirmed HIV infection who self-reported never having taken ART (at 
the current or any other prior survey) were classified as pre-treatment PLHIV. Using robust log-Poisson regression 
we estimated the prevalence of NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV stratified by 
survey round (R15 – R19) using predicted resistance among all viremic pre-treatment participant visits with 
available resistance prediction to each class. Drug classes with significant temporal trends among pre-treatment 
PLHIV were further stratified by age category ((14,24], (24,34], (34,50]), sex (F/M), and community type 
(agrarian/fishing/trading). Using data from all viremic pre-treatment participant visits with available resistance 
predictions, non-viremic pre-treatment PLHIV, treatment-experienced PLHIV, and participants not living with HIV 
we further calculated the population prevalence of viremic pre-treatment NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance among all 
RCCS participants irrespective of HIV serostatus. IPW was used to account for missing resistance data among some 
viremic pre-treatment PLHIV.   
 
Weights were calculated among pre-treatment PLHIV by first fitting a log-Poisson regression model for each drug 
class (NNRTI, NRTI, PI) to estimate the probability that resistance prediction was available based on availability of 
a viral load measurement (True/False), log10 copies/mL among samples with viral load measurements, community 
type (agrarian/fishing/trading), age category ((14,24]/(24,34]/(34,50]), and sex (M/F) stratified by survey round 
(appendix pp 12-13). Among participant visits from viremic pre-treatment PLHIV with resistance predictions, 
weights were calculated as the inverse of the modeled probability of having a resistance prediction normalized such 
that the sum of the weights within a given drug class and survey round was equal to the number of viremic pre-
treatment PLHIV in that survey round. When estimating the prevalence of pre-treatment resistance among all 
participants, people not living with HIV (PNWHIV), treatment-experienced PLHIV, and non-viremic pre-treatment 
PLHIV were assigned a weight of 1.  
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Pre-treatment seroincident cases between rounds 15 and 19 were identified through repeat, longitudinal serologic 
testing. Specifically, at each visit they were classified as participants testing HIV seropositive for the first time and 
not reporting ART use with an HIV seronegative test result at the prior visit. We used the subset of these individuals 
with available NNRTI resistance data in their first seropositive round to estimate the prevalence of NNRTI 
resistance among seroincident PLHIV in each round. The probability of resistance was modelled as a function of 
seroconversion survey round using robust log-Poisson regression.  IPW was used to account for missing sequence 
data among seroincident PLHIV as described above.  
 
For all pre-treatment participant-visits from seroincident PLHIV we modeled the probability that NNRTI resistance 
prediction was available for that visit based on the same predictors as above, excluding community type due to a 
relatively small number of seroincident PLHIV, also using log-Poisson regression. Regression coefficients were 
used to calculate the probability that resistance prediction was unavailable for each participant-visit based on these 
predictors (appendix pp 15).  
 
Next, the probability that at least one NNRTI resistance prediction was available for each seroincident PLHIV was 
calculated as the complement of the product of the probability that no sequence data was available for all of their 
visits. The inverse of this probability was taken as the weight for each sero-incident individual with available 
NNRTI resistance prediction. Weights were normalized such that the sum of the weights equaled the total number of 
seroincident individuals.  
 
Prevalence of all viremic resistance 
In survey rounds 17 and 18 we estimated the population prevalence of viremic PLHIV with NNRTI, NRTI, and PI 
resistant genotypes, regardless of treatment status, using robust log-Poisson regression. Within each drug class 
models were fit to data from viremic PLHIV with resistance predictions to that drug, non-viremic PLHIV, and 
participants not living with HIV, again using IPW to account for missing resistance data.   
 
Weights were calculated by modeling the probability of having NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance prediction based on 
the same predictors as above using log-Poisson regression (appendix p 11). Weights were taken as the inverse of the 
modeled probability for participants-visits with resistance predictions, normalized to the total number of viremic 
PLHIV in each round. When estimating prevalence among all participants, people not living with HIV and non-
viremic PLHIV were assigned a weight of 1.  
 
Prevalence of viremic treatment-experienced resistance 
The prevalence of NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance among viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV in rounds 17 and 
18 was estimated using robust log-Poisson regression among participant-visits with available resistance prediction 
data to a given class using IPW to account for missing resistance predictions. The population prevalence of viremic 
treatment-experienced resistance in rounds 17 and 18 was calculated among all viremic treatment-experienced 
PLHIV, non-viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV, pre-treatment PLHIV, and participants not living with HIV 
with IPW to approximate the population of all RCCS participants.  
 
Among participant-visits from viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV the probability of having NNRTI, NRTI, and 
PI resistance prediction was modeled based on the same predictors as above using log-Poisson regression (appendix 
p 14). Weights were taken as the inverse of the modeled probability for participants-visits with resistance 
predictions, normalized to the total number of viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV in each round. When 
estimating population-prevalence, people not living with HIV, pre-treatment PLHIV, and non-viremic treatment-
experienced PLHIV were assigned a weight of 1.  
 
Repeated measures 
Correlation between repeated measures from the same participant were evaluated using geepack v.1.3.9.2 We 
evaluated the impact of the assumed correlation structure on the estimated prevalence of resistance among viremic 
pre-treatment PLHIV, viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV, and all viremic PLHIV. Independent, exchangeable, 
AR1, and unstructured correlation structures were evaluated among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV in round 15 
through 19 and independent and exchangeable correlation structures were evaluated among viremic treatment-
experienced and all viremic PLHIV in round 17 and 18 (appendix pp 17-21). Due to the limited number of repeated 
measures, the QIC and CIC values were highly similar regardless of correlation structure. Further, the independent 
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correlation structure generated the widest confidence intervals. Consequently, independent correlation structure with 
a robust variance was assumed for all downstream analyses.  
 
Identification of multi-class resistance  
Among participant-visits from viremic PLHIV with genotype data for all NNRTIs, NRTIs, and PIs we tabulated the 
number of participants with all potential combinations of susceptibility/resistance for these three drug classes 
stratified by whether those participant-visits were pre-treatment or treatment-experienced. Further, in survey round 
18 we estimated the prevalence of NNRTI single-class and multi-class resistance among all viremic PLHIV using 
robust log-Poisson regression with inverse probability weighting to account for the availability of resistance 
prediction to all NNRTI, NRTI, and PIs.  
 
Weights were calculated by modeling the probability of having a resistance prediction to all NNRTIs, NRTIs, PIs, 
and INSTIs based on the same predictors as above among viremic pre-treatment and viremic treatment experienced 
round 18 participants using log-Poisson regression (appendix p 11). Weights were taken as the inverse of the 
modeled probability for participants-visits with resistance predictions, normalized to the total number of viremic 
pre-treatment and viremic treatment-experienced participants in each round.  
 
Prevalence of viremic HIV and viremic resistance stratified by community  
Robust log-Poisson regression was used to estimate the prevalence of viremic HIV among round 18 participants 
stratified by community type and individual community ID. Using data from round 18 participants who were not 
living with HIV, non-viremic PLHIV, and viremic PLHIV with available resistance we further estimated the 
prevalence of resistant viremia stratified by community type and community ID. When estimating the prevalence of 
viremic resistance IPW was used to account for the fact that some viremic PLHIV were missing resistance 
predictions.  
 
Among participant-visits from viremic PLHIV, the probability of having NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance prediction 
was modeled based on the same predictors as above using log-Poisson regression. Weights were taken as the inverse 
of the modeled probability for participants-visits with resistance predictions, normalized to the total number of 
viremic PLHIV in each round. Participants not living with HIV non-viremic PLHIV were assigned a weight of 1.  
 
Using the modeled prevalence of NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance among all viremic PLHIV we calculated the 
expected prevalence of resistant viremia among all participants, regardless of HIV status, as a product of the 
prevalence of resistance among viremic PLHIV and theoretical prevalence of viremia measures up to 16.5%.   
 
Prevalence of amino acid substitutions associated with drug resistance 
We first tabulated the number of participant visits contributed by viremic PLHIV between rounds 15 and 19 in 
which each individual drug resistance substitution was observed. Next, using pre-treatment viremic participant-visits 
in rounds 15 through 19 in which a resistance prediction was available for all drugs we estimated the prevalence of 
each individual amino acid substitution stratified by round using robust log-Poisson regression. IPW was used to 
adjust for missing resistance predictions among some pre-treatment viremic participant visits.   
 
Using treatment-experienced viremic round 18 participants with resistance prediction to at least one drug we 
estimated the prevalence of each resistance substitution using robust log-Poisson regression. IPW was used to 
account for missing resistance predictions among some treatment-experienced viremic round 18 participants.  
 
Weights were calculated by modeling the probability of having a resistance prediction to at least one drug based on 
the same predictors as above among viremic pre-treatment and viremic treatment experienced round 18 participants 
using log-Poisson regression (appendix pp 12-14). Weights were taken as the inverse of the modeled probability for 
participants-visits with resistance predictions, normalized to the total number of viremic pre-treatment and viremic 
treatment-experienced participants in each round.  
 
The prevalence of the inT97A substitution among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV was further stratified by participant 
sex, age category, community type, and best-reference subtype in each round using robust log-Poisson regression 
with IPW as above. To stratify inT97A prevalence by subtype, best-reference subtypes observed in less than 300 
participant-visits between round 15 and 19 were grouped into “other” categories based on whether they were clonal 
or recombinant subtypes. The stratified prevalence of inT97A was only estimated in the three most common 
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subtypes (subtypes A, D, and recombinant). We further tabulated the total number of participant-visits contributed 
by viremic PLHIV with and without the inT97A substitution stratified by best reference subtype, genome subtype, 
and polymerase subtype grouping all subtypes with less than three non-inT97A samples into “other.” The 
distribution of log10 viral load measurements of all viremic participant-visits was calculated in 0.2 log10 copies/mL 
bins stratified by presence/absence of inT97A. The distribution of within-host frequency for inT97A and all other 
resistance substitutions was calculated in 5% bins and the distribution of support reading counts for inT97A and all 
other resistance substitutions was calculated in 1000 read bins.   
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Supplementary Table 2: Technology used to generate sequence data by survey round 

  All MiSeq/HiSeq 

NovaSeq 
6000 

(veSEQ-
HIV) 

Overall 4263 2263 (53.08%) 2000 (46.92%) 

Survey round    

    15 (2012) 1822 1719 (94.35%) 103 (5.65%) 

    16 (2014) 692 532 (76.88%) 160 (23.12%) 

    17 (2015) 937 12 (1.28%) 925 (98.72%) 

    18 (2017) 631 0 (0%) 631 (100%) 

    19 (2019) 181 0 (0%) 181 (100%) 
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Supplementary Table 3: Drugs to which resistance was predicted 
Generic name Abbreviation Class 

doravirine DOR nnrti 

efavirenz EFV nnrti 

Etravirine ETR nnrti 

nevirapine NVP nnrti 

rilpivirine RPV nnrti 

abacavir ABC nrti 

zidovudine AZT nrti 

stavudine D4T nrti 

didanosine DDI nrti 

emtricitabine FTC nrti 

lamivudine 3TC nrti 

tenofovir TDF nrti 

atazanavir ATV pi 

darunavir DRV pi 

fosamprenavir FPV pi 

indinavir IDV pi 

loprinavir LPV pi 

nelfinavir NFV pi 

saquinavir SQV pi 

tipranavir TPV pi 

bictegravir BIC insti 

dolutegravir DTG insti 

elvitegravir EVG insti 

raltegravir RAL insti 

cabotegravir  CAB insti 

NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. PI = 
protease inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 4: Summary of outcome measures  

Measure Model outcome 
(Numerator) 

Population 
(Denominator) 

Pseudo-
population 

(IPW 
population) 

Model Predictors Corresponding 
figure 

population prevalence of 
PLHIV in RCCS HIV seropositive 

all RCCS participants 

all RCCS participants 

survey round 
(R15/R16/R17/R18/R19) Fig 1A 

population prevalence of 
viremic PLHIV in RCCS 

viremic and HIV 
seropositive 

survey round 
(R16/R17/R18/R19) Fig 1A 

population prevalence of 
viremic pre-treatment 
PLHIV in RCCS 

viremic pre-
treatment, and HIV 

seropositive 

survey round 
(R15/R16/R17/R18/R19) Fig 1A 

population prevalence of 
viremic treatment-
experienced PLHIV in 
RCCS 

viremic treatment-
experienced, and 
HIV seropositive 

survey round 
(R16/R17/R18/R19) Fig 1A 

population prevalence of 
viremia in R18 

viremic and HIV 
seropositive 

community type 
(agrarian/fishing/trading) Fig 4C,D 

population prevalence of 
viremic pre-treatment 
NNRTI/NRTI/PI 
resistance 

viremic pre-
treatment 

NNRTI/NRTI/PI 
resistance 

viremic pre-treatment PLHIV 
with resistance prediction to 
all NNRTIs/NRTIs/Pis; non-

viremic pre-treatment 
PLHIV; treatment-

experienced PLHIV; 
participants not living with 

HIV 

survey round 
(R15/R16/R17/R18/R19) Fig 1B 

population prevalence of 
viremic treatment-
experienced 
NNRTI/NRTI/PI 
resistance 

viremic treatment-
experienced 

NNRTI/NRTI/PI 
resistance 

viremic treatment-
experienced PLHIV with 
resistance prediction to all 
NNRTIs/NRTIs/Pis; non-

viremic treatment-
experienced PLHIV; pre-

treatment PLHIV; 
participants not living with 

HIV 

survey round (R17/R18) Fig 1C 

population prevalence of 
viremic NNRTI/NRTI/PI 
resistance 

viremic 
NNRTI/NRTI/PI 

resistance viremic PLHIV with 
resistance prediction to all 
NNRTIs, NRTIs, and PIs; 

non-viremic PLHIV;  
participants not living with 

HIV 

survey round (R17/R18)   

population prevalence of 
viremic NNRTI/NRTI/PI 
resistance in R18 

community type 
(agrarian/fishing/trading) Fig 4A,B 

population prevalence of 
viremic NNRTI/NRTI/PI 
resistance in R18 

community ID Fig 4A,B 

population prevalence of 
multi-class NNRTI 
resistance in R18 

NNTI resistance and 
resistance to NRTIs 

and/or INSTIs 
  

Fig 2C population prevalence of  
NNRTI mono-resistance 
in R18 

NNTI resistance and 
not resistance to 

NRTIs and INSTIs 
  

prevalence of 
NNRTI/NRTI/PI 
resistance among viremic 
pre-treatment PLHIV 

viremic 
NNRTI/NRTI/PI 

resistance 

viremic pre-treatment PLHIV 
with resistance prediction to 

all NNRTIs/NRTIs/PIs 

viremic pre-treatment 
PLHIV 

survey round 
(R15/R16/R17/R18/R19) Fig 1D 

prevalence of NNRTI 
resistance among viremic 
pre-treatment PLHIV 

NNRTI resistance 
viremic pre-treatment PLHIV 
with resistance prediction to 

all NNRTIs 

survey round × 
community type 

(agrarian/fishing/trading) 
Fig S4 

prevalence of NNRTI 
resistance among viremic 
pre-treatment PLHIV 

survey round × sex 
(M/F) Fig S4 

prevalence of NNRTI 
resistance among viremic 
pre-treatment PLHIV 

survey round × age 
category 

((14,24]/(24,34]/(34,50]) 
Fig S4 
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prevalence of resistance 
substitutions* among 
viremic pre-treatment 
PLHIV 

substitution presence 

viremic pre-treatment PLHIV 
with resistance prediction to 
all NNRTIs, NRTIs, PIs, and 

INSTIs 

survey round 
(R15/R16/R17/R18/R19) Fig 4B,C,E 

prevalence of inT97A 
among viremic pre-
treatment PLHIV 

inT97A presence 

survey round × 
community type 

(agrarian/fishing/trading) 
Fig S6 

prevalence of inT97A 
among viremic pre-
treatment PLHIV 

survey round × sex 
(M/F) Fig S6 

prevalence of inT97A 
among viremic pre-
treatment PLHIV 

survey round × age 
category 

((14,24]/(24,34]/(34,50]) 
Fig S6 

prevalence of inT97A 
among viremic pre-
treatment PLHIV 

survey round × subtype 
(A1, D, other 

(recombinant))* 
Fig S6 

probability of NNRTI 
resistance among sero-
incident, pre-treatment 
PLHIV 

NNRTI resistance at 
first RCCS visit with 

available NNRTI 
resistance prediction 

sero-incident PLHIV in the 
RCCS with last negative and 
first positive in conseucitve 
RCCS rounds and available 

pre-treatment resistance 
prediction to all NNRTIs 

sero-incident PLHIV 
in the RCCS with last 

negative and first 
positive in 

conseucitve RCCS 
rounds 

survey round 
(R15/R16/R17/R18/R19)   

prevalence of 
NNRTI/NRI/PI resistance 
among viremic treatment-
experienced PLHIV 

NNRTI/NRTI/PI 
resistance 

viremic treatment-
experiencedPLHIV with 

resistance prediction to all 
NNRTIs/NRTIs/Pis viremic treatment-

experienced PLHIV 

Survey round (R17/R18) Fig 1E 

prevalence of resistance 
substitions* among 
viremic treatment-
experienced PLHIV in 
R18 

substitution presence 

viremic treatment-
experienced PLHIV with 
resistance prediction to all 
NNRTis, NRTIs, Pis, and 

INSTIs 

  Fig 4D,E 

Measure refers to how a given analysis is referred to in text, figures, and tables. The model outcome is the 
participant-visit level characteristic which is being modeled in each analysis. The population is the data among 
which a given outcome is modeled. Pseudo-population is the population which is being approximated using IPW. 
Model predictors are the variables included in each model. PLHIV = people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-
nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. PI = protease 
inhibitors. INSTI = integrase strand transfer inhibitors. IPW = inverse probability weighting.  
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Supplementary Table 5: Inverse probability weighting model for the probability that 
genotyping data is available among viremic PLHIV 

  NNRTI   NRTI   PI   
NNRTI, NRTIs, 

and PIs 

Variable Coefficient 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   Coefficient 

(95% CI) 
p-

value   Coefficient 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   

Coefficient 
(95% CI) 

p-
value 

(Intercept) 0.45 (0.37, 
0.54) <0.0001   0.3 (0.24, 

0.37) <0.0001   0.42 (0.35, 
0.51) <0.0001   

0.26 (0.2, 
0.33) <0.0001 

Survey round         
 

  

    round 17 ref ref   ref ref   ref ref   ref ref 

    round 18 1.76 (1.34, 
2.31) <0.0001  2.19 (1.61, 

2.97) <0.0001  1.85 (1.41, 
2.44) <0.0001 

 
2.54 (1.85, 

3.49) <0.0001 

Age category                       

    (14, 24] years old ref ref  ref ref  ref ref  ref ref 

    (24,34] years old 0.96 (0.9, 
1.03) 0.29   0.91 (0.84, 

0.98) 0.02   0.95 (0.88, 
1.01) 0.11   

0.93 (0.85, 
1.01) 0.08 

    (34,50] years old 0.96 (0.89, 
1.04) 0.31  0.94 (0.87, 

1.03) 0.17  0.98 (0.91, 
1.05) 0.51 

 
0.97 (0.88, 

1.06) 0.47 

    (24,34] years old × 
round 18 

1.01 (0.91, 
1.11) 0.88   1.04 (0.93, 

1.16) 0.49   1.01 (0.92, 
1.12) 0.78   1.02 (0.91, 

1.14) 0.77 

    (34,50] years old × 
round 18 

0.96 (0.86, 
1.08) 0.51  0.95 (0.84, 

1.07) 0.37  0.94 (0.84, 
1.06) 0.32 

 
0.92 (0.81, 

1.04) 0.18 

Community type                       

    Agrarian community ref ref  ref ref  ref ref  ref ref 

    Fishing community 1.02 (0.96, 
1.09) 0.46   1.01 (0.94, 

1.09) 0.76   1.01 (0.95, 
1.08) 0.70   

0.99 (0.92, 
1.07) 0.89 

    Trading community 1.01 (0.94, 
1.09) 0.78  1.06 (0.97, 

1.15) 0.19  1.03 (0.96, 
1.12) 0.37 

 
1.04 (0.96, 

1.14) 0.34 

    Fishing community × 
round 18 1 (0.91, 1.1) 0.93   1.04 (0.94, 

1.16) 0.45   1.03 (0.93, 
1.13) 0.60   

1.06 (0.95, 
1.18) 0.29 

    Trading community × 
round 18 

1.02 (0.91, 
1.14) 0.77  0.98 (0.87, 

1.11) 0.77  1.01 (0.9, 
1.13) 0.91 

 
0.99 (0.87, 

1.12) 0.84 

Sex                       

    Female ref ref  ref ref  ref ref  ref ref 

    Male 0.97 (0.92, 
1.03) 0.34   0.98 (0.91, 

1.04) 0.46   0.95 (0.9, 
1.01) 0.08   

0.97 (0.9, 
1.03) 0.33 

    Male × round 18 1 (0.92, 1.09) 0.94  0.99 (0.9, 
1.09) 0.87  1.02 (0.94, 

1.11) 0.60 
 

1 (0.91, 1.1) 0.97 

Viral load (log10 
copies/mL) 

1.17 (1.12, 
1.22) <0.0001   1.28 (1.22, 

1.34) <0.0001   1.19 (1.14, 
1.24) <0.0001   

1.32 (1.25, 
1.39) <0.0001 

    Viral load (log10 
copies/mL) × round 18 

0.88 (0.83, 
0.93) <0.0001   

0.84 (0.78, 
0.9) <0.0001   

0.86 (0.81, 
0.92) <0.0001   

0.81 (0.76, 
0.87) <0.0001 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. p-values that coefficients are different from 0 at the 
𝛼 = 0.05 level were calculated using the Wald method. Round 17 participant-visits from women aged 14 to 24 in 
Agrarian communities with a log10 viral load of 0 was used as the reference category. PLHIV = people living with 
HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. 
PI = protease inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 6: Inverse probability weighting model for the probability that 
genotyping data is available among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV  

  NNRTI   NRTI   PI   All drug classes 

Variable Coefficient 
(95% CI) p-value   Coefficient 

(95% CI) 
p-

value   Coefficient 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   

Coefficient 
(95% CI) 

p-
value 

(Intercept) 0.04 (0.02, 
0.06) <0.0001   0.03 (0.02, 

0.05) <0.0001   0.13 (0.1, 
0.18) <0.0001   0 (0, 0.01) <0.0001 

Survey round         
 

  

    round 15 ref ref   ref ref   ref ref   ref ref 

    round 16 0.58 (0.3, 
1.11) 0.1  0.54 (0.28, 

1.04) 0.065  0.38 (0.22, 
0.64) 0.00032 

 
1.66 (0.62, 

4.46) 0.32 

    round 17 12.76 (7.9, 
20.61) <0.0001   9.75 (6, 

15.85) <0.0001   3.58 (2.48, 
5.16) <0.0001 

  
115.74 
(52.21, 
256.57) 

<0.0001 

    round 18 21.4 (13.32, 
34.37) <0.0001  19.25 (11.91, 

31.11) <0.0001  6.02 (4.2, 
8.62) <0.0001 

 

263.13 
(119.51, 
579.32) 

<0.0001 

    round 19 32.7 (11.78, 
90.78) <0.0001   31.32 (11.19, 

87.67) <0.0001   11.61 (4.48, 
30.08) <0.0001 

  
428.09 
(128.3, 

1428.36) 
<0.0001 

Age category         
 

  

    (14, 24] years old ref ref   ref ref   ref ref   ref ref 

    (24,34] years old 0.98 (0.87, 
1.11) 0.77  0.99 (0.89, 

1.12) 0.93  1 (0.92, 1.08) 0.94 
 

0.92 (0.75, 
1.12) 0.40 

    (34,50] years old 0.92 (0.81, 
1.06) 0.24   0.96 (0.84, 

1.09) 0.50   0.98 (0.89, 
1.07) 0.63   

0.89 (0.71, 
1.11) 0.29 

    (24,34] years old × 
round 16 

0.76 (0.61, 
0.94) 0.01  0.77 (0.62, 

0.95) 0.02  0.75 (0.62, 
0.9) 0.00 

 
0.82 (0.59, 

1.14) 0.24 

    (24,34] years old × 
round 17 

1.04 (0.9, 
1.19) 0.61   0.95 (0.82, 

1.1) 0.51   1 (0.9, 1.12) 0.95   
1.08 (0.87, 

1.35) 0.50 

    (24,34] years old × 
round 18 

0.95 (0.83, 
1.1) 0.51  0.91 (0.79, 

1.05) 0.19  0.93 (0.83, 
1.04) 0.22 

 
0.99 (0.79, 

1.22) 0.90 

    (24,34] years old × 
round 19 

0.96 (0.67, 
1.39) 0.83   0.99 (0.68, 

1.44) 0.94   0.93 (0.66, 
1.31) 0.67   1.07 (0.71, 

1.62) 0.75 

    (34,50] years old × 
round 16 

0.73 (0.57, 
0.93) 0.01  0.76 (0.6, 

0.97) 0.03  0.71 (0.58, 
0.87) 0.00 

 
0.82 (0.58, 

1.18) 0.29 

    (34,50] years old × 
round 17 

1.06 (0.91, 
1.25) 0.44   1 (0.85, 1.17) 1.00   1.03 (0.91, 

1.16) 0.65   
1.12 (0.88, 

1.43) 0.36 

    (34,50] years old × 
round 18 

1.03 (0.88, 
1.21) 0.74  0.94 (0.8, 

1.11) 0.46  0.96 (0.84, 
1.09) 0.50 

 
1.02 (0.8, 1.3) 0.90 

    (34,50] years old × 
round 19 

1.04 (0.7, 
1.55) 0.85   1.02 (0.67, 

1.54) 0.93   0.97 (0.66, 
1.4) 0.86   1.1 (0.7, 1.73) 0.68 

Community type         
 

  
    Agrarian 
community ref ref   ref ref   ref ref   ref ref 

    Fishing 
community 

0.84 (0.71, 
0.98) 0.03  0.89 (0.76, 

1.05) 0.17  1.05 (0.94, 
1.19) 0.38 

 
0.9 (0.66, 

1.23) 0.51 

    Trading 
community 

0.95 (0.84, 
1.09) 0.49   0.97 (0.85, 

1.1) 0.63   0.99 (0.9, 1.1) 0.91   1.01 (0.81, 
1.25) 0.96 

    Fishing 
community × round 
16 

0.82 (0.65, 
1.04) 0.11  0.86 (0.68, 

1.1) 0.23  0.71 (0.58, 
0.86) 0.00 

 
0.6 (0.4, 0.88) 0.01 

    Fishing 
community × round 
17 

1.24 (1.04, 
1.47) 0.02   1.17 (0.98, 

1.4) 0.09   0.98 (0.85, 
1.12) 0.76 

  
1.14 (0.83, 

1.58) 0.41 

    Fishing 
community × round 
18 

1.18 (0.99, 
1.42) 0.06  1.14 (0.95, 

1.37) 0.15  0.95 (0.83, 
1.1) 0.52 

 

1.13 (0.82, 
1.56) 0.45 

    Fishing 
community × round 
19 

1.55 (1.09, 
2.2) 0.02   1.4 (0.98, 2) 0.07   1.3 (0.94, 1.8) 0.12 

  
1.38 (0.89, 

2.16) 0.15 
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    Trading 
community × round 
16 

1.04 (0.82, 
1.31) 0.75  1.1 (0.87, 

1.39) 0.44  1.12 (0.92, 
1.36) 0.26 

 

0.98 (0.71, 
1.37) 0.92 

    Trading 
community × round 
17 

1.04 (0.89, 
1.22) 0.62   1.09 (0.93, 

1.28) 0.30   1.05 (0.92, 
1.19) 0.48 

  
1.03 (0.81, 

1.31) 0.81 

    Trading 
community × round 
18 

1.06 (0.91, 
1.24) 0.45  1.04 (0.89, 

1.23) 0.60  1.03 (0.9, 
1.17) 0.70 

 

1.01 (0.79, 
1.28) 0.96 

    Trading 
community × round 
19 

0.97 (0.66, 
1.43) 0.87   0.96 (0.65, 

1.41) 0.84   0.92 (0.63, 
1.35) 0.68 

  
0.93 (0.6, 

1.42) 0.72 

Sex         
 

  

    Female ref ref   ref ref   ref ref   ref ref 

    Male 1.11 (1.01, 
1.21) 0.03  1.12 (1.02, 

1.22) 0.01  1.1 (1.03, 
1.17) 0.00 

 
1.1 (0.94, 

1.28) 0.25 

    Male × round 16 0.76 (0.64, 
0.92) 0.00   0.77 (0.64, 

0.92) 0.00   0.82 (0.7, 
0.95) 0.01   

0.79 (0.61, 
1.02) 0.08 

    Male × round 17 0.87 (0.78, 
0.96) 0.01  0.86 (0.77, 

0.97) 0.01  0.86 (0.79, 
0.94) 0.00 

 
0.87 (0.73, 

1.03) 0.11 

    Male × round 18 0.89 (0.8, 1) 0.05   0.88 (0.78, 
0.99) 0.03   0.89 (0.81, 

0.98) 0.02   
0.9 (0.75, 

1.07) 0.22 

    Male × round 19 0.81 (0.6, 
1.08) 0.15  0.8 (0.59, 

1.07) 0.13  0.83 (0.63, 
1.09) 0.18 

 
0.81 (0.59, 

1.12) 0.21 

Viral load                        

    Missing 11.64 (7.66, 
17.7) <0.0001  12.95 (8.63, 

19.46) <0.0001  4.16 (3.12, 
5.55) <0.0001 

 
98.46 (47.27, 

205.08) <0.0001 

    Viral load (log10 
copies/mL) 

1.87 (1.72, 
2.04) <0.0001   

1.9 (1.75, 
2.07) <0.0001   

1.46 (1.37, 
1.54) <0.0001   

2.89 (2.5, 
3.33) <0.0001 

    Viral load (log10 
copies/mL) × round 
16 

1.13 (0.99, 
1.3) 0.076  

1.13 (0.99, 
1.29) 0.079  

1.22 (1.09, 
1.37) 0.00043  

0.97 (0.8, 
1.19) 0.8 

    Viral load (log10 
copies/mL) × round 
17 

0.62 (0.56, 
0.68) <0.0001   

0.66 (0.6, 
0.73) <0.0001   

0.79 (0.74, 
0.85) <0.0001   

0.44 (0.38, 
0.52) <0.0001 

    Viral load (log10 
copies/mL) × round 
18 

0.55 (0.5, 
0.61) <0.0001  

0.57 (0.52, 
0.63) <0.0001  

0.71 (0.66, 
0.77) <0.0001  

0.38 (0.32, 
0.44) <0.0001 

    Viral load (log10 
copies/mL) × round 
19 

0.42 (0.34, 
0.52) <0.0001   

0.43 (0.34, 
0.53) <0.0001   

0.51 (0.42, 
0.63) <0.0001   

0.28 (0.22, 
0.36) <0.0001 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. p-values that coefficients are different from 0 at the 
𝛼 = 0.05 level were calculated using the Wald method. Round 15 participant-visits from women aged 14 to 24 in 
Agrarian communities with a log10 viral load of 0 was used as the reference category. PLHIV = people living with 
HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. 
PI = protease inhibitors. INSTI = integrase strand transfer inhibitors. All drug classes = genotype data for all 
INSTIs, NNRTIs, NRTIs, and PIs. 
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Supplementary Table 7: Inverse probability weighting model for the probability that 
genotyping data is available among viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV  

  NNRTI   NRTI   PI   All drug classes 

Variable Coefficient 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   Coefficient 

(95% CI) 
p-

value   Coefficient 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   

Coefficient 
(95% CI) 

p-
value 

(Intercept) 0.36 (0.22, 
0.61) 0.00015   0.23 (0.13, 

0.38) <0.0001   0.29 (0.18, 
0.47) <0.0001   

0.17 (0.09, 
0.33) <0.0001 

Survey round         
 

  

    round 17 ref ref   ref ref   ref ref   ref ref 

    round 18 1.93 (0.96, 
3.89) 0.067  2.79 (1.36, 

5.72) 0.005  2.43 (1.25, 
4.75) 0.0091 

 
3.62 (1.62, 

8.05) 0.0016 

Age category                       

    (14, 24] years old ref ref  ref ref  ref ref  ref ref 

    (24,34] years old 0.75 (0.62, 
0.91) 0.00   0.75 (0.61, 

0.92) 0.01   0.73 (0.61, 
0.88) 0.00   

0.72 (0.56, 
0.93) 0.01 

    (34,50] years old 0.86 (0.72, 
1.04) 0.13  0.88 (0.73, 

1.08) 0.22  0.87 (0.73, 
1.04) 0.12 

 
0.9 (0.71, 

1.16) 0.42 

    (24,34] years old × 
round 18 

1.49 (1.13, 
1.96) 0.00   1.46 (1.09, 

1.95) 0.01   1.52 (1.16, 
1.98) 0.00   1.52 (1.1, 

2.09) 0.01 

    (34,50] years old × 
round 18 

1.1 (0.82, 
1.47) 0.54  1.07 (0.79, 

1.44) 0.66  1.12 (0.84, 
1.49) 0.42 

 
1.03 (0.74, 

1.44) 0.85 

Community type                       
    Agrarian 
community ref ref  ref ref  ref ref 

 
ref ref 

    Fishing community 0.98 (0.84, 
1.16) 0.83   0.89 (0.75, 

1.07) 0.21   0.95 (0.81, 
1.11) 0.51   

0.86 (0.72, 
1.04) 0.11 

    Trading community 1.06 (0.87, 
1.29) 0.59  1.05 (0.86, 

1.28) 0.66  0.99 (0.81, 
1.2) 0.89 

 
0.96 (0.75, 

1.22) 0.72 

    Fishing community 
× round 18 

1.17 (0.93, 
1.47) 0.19   1.3 (1.01, 

1.66) 0.04   1.21 (0.96, 
1.52) 0.11   1.34 (1.05, 

1.73) 0.02 

    Trading community 
× round 18 

1.02 (0.76, 
1.37) 0.87  1.09 (0.81, 

1.46) 0.56  1.13 (0.85, 
1.51) 0.41 

 
1.16 (0.83, 

1.61) 0.38 

Sex                       

    Female ref ref  ref ref  ref ref  ref ref 

    Male 1.01 (0.86, 
1.19) 0.91   1 (0.84, 1.19) 0.98   0.95 (0.8, 

1.12) 0.53   
0.99 (0.82, 

1.19) 0.92 

    Male × round 18 0.92 (0.75, 
1.14) 0.44  0.93 (0.74, 

1.16) 0.51  0.99 (0.8, 
1.23) 0.96 

 
0.92 (0.73, 

1.16) 0.48 

Viral load (log10 
copies/mL) 

1.26 (1.1, 
1.44) 0.00078   1.41 (1.24, 

1.6) <0.0001   1.34 (1.2, 
1.51) <0.0001   

1.49 (1.27, 
1.75) <0.0001 

    Viral load (log10 
copies/mL) × round 18 

0.81 (0.68, 
0.95) 0.01   

0.74 (0.63, 
0.86) 0.00017   

0.75 (0.65, 
0.87) 0.00021   

0.7 (0.58, 
0.84) 0.00016 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. p-values that coefficients are different from 0 at the 
𝛼 = 0.05 level were calculated using the Wald method. Round 17 participant-visits from women aged 14 to 24 in 
Agrarian communities with a log10 viral load of 0 was used as the reference category. PLHIV = people living with 
HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. 
PI = protease inhibitors. All drug classes = genotype data for all INSTIs, NNRTIs, NRTIs, and PIs. 
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Supplementary Table 8: Inverse probability weighting model for the probability that 
genotyping data is available among seroincident viremic pre-treatment PLHIV 

  NNRTI 
Variable Coefficient (95% CI) p-value 
(Intercept) 0.02 (0, 0.18) 0.0008 

Survey round   

    round 15 ref ref 

    round 16 4.17 (0.27, 63.81) 0.3 

    round 17 10.47 (0.82, 133.81) 0.071 

    round 18 38.71 (3.31, 452.56) 0.0036 

    round 19 149.98 (6.49, 3466.65) 0.0018 

Age category   

    (14, 24] years old ref ref 

    (24,34] years old 1.68 (0.97, 2.91) 0.07 

    (34,50] years old 1.48 (0.83, 2.62) 0.18 

    (24,34] years old × round 16 0.59 (0.27, 1.29) 0.19 

    (24,34] years old × round 17 0.64 (0.35, 1.19) 0.16 

    (24,34] years old × round 18 0.53 (0.3, 0.94) 0.03 

    (24,34] years old × round 19 0.9 (0.38, 2.1) 0.80 

    (34,50] years old × round 16 0.72 (0.31, 1.64) 0.43 

    (34,50] years old × round 17 0.74 (0.39, 1.4) 0.35 

    (34,50] years old × round 18 0.6 (0.33, 1.08) 0.09 

    (34,50] years old × round 19 0.8 (0.3, 2.08) 0.64 

Sex   

    Female ref ref 

    Male 0.69 (0.47, 1.02) 0.07 

    Male × round 16 1.44 (0.81, 2.58) 0.22 

    Male × round 17 1.22 (0.78, 1.92) 0.38 

    Male × round 18 1.3 (0.84, 2.01) 0.24 

    Male × round 19 1.29 (0.66, 2.5) 0.45 

Viral load      

    Missing 28.45 (2.61, 310.31) 0.006 

    Viral load (log10 copies/mL) 2.15 (1.31, 3.52) 0.0023 
    Viral load (log10 copies/mL) × round 16 0.74 (0.43, 1.29) 0.29 
    Viral load (log10 copies/mL) × round 17 0.66 (0.39, 1.11) 0.12 
    Viral load (log10 copies/mL) × round 18 0.52 (0.31, 0.87) 0.013 
    Viral load (log10 copies/mL) × round 19 0.32 (0.16, 0.62) 0.00078 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. p-values that coefficients are different from 0 at the 
𝛼 = 0.05 level were calculated using the Wald method. Women aged 14 to 24 in Agrarian communities with a log10 
viral load of 0 whose earliest drug resistance prediction was from round 15 was used as the reference category. 
PLHIV = people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.   

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.14.23297021doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.14.23297021
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


 17 

Supplementary Figure 2: Number of participant-visits with resistant predictions for each 
participant  

 
Pre-treatment data include survey rounds 15 through 19. Viremic treatment-experienced and all viremic data include 
survey rounds 17 and 18. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  NRTI = nucleoside reverse 
transcriptase inhibitors. PI = integrase inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 9: Prevalence of resistance among viremic PLHIV correlation 
structure model comparison  

      NNRTI   NRTI   PI 

 Correlation 
Structure Params Quasi-

likelihood QIC CIC   Quasi-
likelihood QIC CIC   Quasi-

likelihood QIC CIC 

Viremic 
pre-

treatment 
PLHIV 

independence 5 -660.979 1344.565 11.304   -244.683 510.772 10.703   -280.846 582.07 10.189 

exchangeable 5 -661.098 1341.888 9.846  -244.742 510.785 10.65  -280.93 581.708 9.924 

ar1 5 -661.066 1341.753 9.811   -244.758 511.079 10.782   -280.906 580.967 9.578 

unstructured 5 -661.177 1342.27 9.958   -244.796 511.775 11.091   -280.901 580.575 9.387 
Viremic 

treatment-
experienced 

PLHIV 

independence 2 -292.229 589.548 2.545   -260.297 525.872 2.639   -41.588 88.141 2.482 

exchangeable 2 -293.07 589.201 1.53   -260.943 526.88 2.497   -41.587 88.108 2.467 

Viremic 
PLHIV 

independence 2 -723.392 1451.46 2.338   -512.421 1029.641 2.399   -135.047 274.911 2.408 

exchangeable 2 -724.675 1453.185 1.917   -513.354 1032.279 2.786   -135.06 274.231 2.055 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression with generalized estimating equation. PLHIV = 
people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  NRTI = nucleoside reverse 
transcriptase inhibitors. PI = integrase inhibitors. QIC = quasi information criterion, CIC = correlation information 
criterion.  
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Supplementary Table 10: Prevalence of resistance among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV by 
correlation structure 

    Independence   Exchangeable   AR1   Unstructured 
 Coefficient Estimate Std. 

Err   Estimate Std. 
Err   Estimate Std. 

Err 
 Estimate Std. 

Err 

NNRTI 

(Intercept) -3.001 0.149   -2.978 0.141   -2.979 0.141   -2.975 0.14 
round 16 0.39 0.243  0.379 0.219  0.373 0.218  0.391 0.216 
round 17 0.363 0.2   0.368 0.177   0.366 0.177   0.353 0.175 
round 18 0.675 0.207  0.642 0.197  0.666 0.195  0.603 0.202 
round 19 0.568 0.34   0.572 0.317   0.569 0.319   0.557 0.319 

NRTI 

(Intercept) -4.088 0.227   -4.098 0.229   -4.101 0.23   -4.103 0.23 
round 16 -0.123 0.503   -0.123 0.515   -0.121 0.518   -0.122 0.527 
round 17 0.1 0.35  0.065 0.353  0.062 0.357  0.042 0.364 
round 18 0.051 0.418   0.108 0.397   0.106 0.4   0.098 0.405 
round 19 -0.018 0.745   0.019 0.717   0.016 0.723   0.012 0.728 

PI 

(Intercept) -3.862 0.189   -3.866 0.189   -3.869 0.19   -3.871 0.19 
round 16 -0.101 0.423  -0.068 0.419  -0.071 0.422  -0.07 0.424 
round 17 -0.467 0.383   -0.414 0.358   -0.411 0.358   -0.421 0.36 
round 18 -0.039 0.373  -0.075 0.374  -0.031 0.359  -0.03 0.358 
round 19 -0.935 1.014   -0.956 1.034   -0.896 0.975   -0.838 0.924 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression with generalized estimating equation. PLHIV = 
people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  NRTI = nucleoside reverse 
transcriptase inhibitors. PI = integrase inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 11: Prevalence of resistance among viremic treatment-experienced 
PLHIV by correlation structure 

    Independence   Exchangeable 
 Coefficient Estimate Std. 

Err   Estimate Std. 
Err 

NNRTI 
(Intercept) -0.645 0.076   -0.746 0.061 
round16 -0.096 0.103   0.049 0.026 

NRTI 
(Intercept) -0.767 0.089   -0.848 0.095 
round16 -0.24 0.127   -0.1 0.117 

PI 
(Intercept) -3.532 0.451   -3.529 0.449 
round16 -0.292 0.668   -0.292 0.664 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression with generalized estimating equation. PLHIV = 
people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  NRTI = nucleoside reverse 
transcriptase inhibitors. PI = integrase inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 12: Prevalence of resistance among viremic PLHIV by correlation 
structure 

    Independence   Exchangeable 
 Coefficient Estimate Std. 

Err   Estimate Std. 
Err 

NNRTI 
(Intercept) -1.858 0.079   -1.767 0.068 
round16 0.288 0.105   0.079 0.083 

NRTI 
(Intercept) -2.286 0.103   -2.396 0.132 
round16 0.153 0.141   0.25 0.147 

PI 
(Intercept) -4.107 0.268   -4.078 0.249 
round16 0.242 0.371   0.221 0.313 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression with generalized estimating equation. PLHIV = 
people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  NRTI = nucleoside reverse 
transcriptase inhibitors. PI = integrase inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 13: Prevalence of PLHIV, viremic PLHIV, viremic pre-treatment 
PLHIV, and viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV 
  PLHIV   Viremic PLHIV 

Survey round Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value   Prevalence % 

(95% CI) 
Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

    15 (August 2011 - May 2013) 20.37 (19.78, 
20.98) ref ref   .. .. .. 

    16 (July 2013 - January 2015) 18.84 (18.27, 
19.42) 

0.925 (0.886, 
0.965) 0.00028  8.14 (7.75, 

8.55) ref ref 

    17 (February 2015 - September 2016) 18.71 (18.16, 
19.26) 

0.918 (0.881, 
0.957) <0.0001   5.3 (5, 5.63) 0.652 (0.603, 

0.704) <0.0001 

    18 (October 2016 - May 2018) 18.36 (17.83, 
18.91) 

0.901 (0.865, 
0.94) <0.0001  3.67 (3.42, 

3.95) 
0.452 (0.414, 

0.492) <0.0001 

    19 (June 2018 - November 2020) 17.2 (16.68, 
17.74) 

0.844 (0.809, 
0.881) <0.0001   2.34 (2.14, 

2.57) 
0.288 (0.26, 

0.319) <0.0001 

        

  Viremic pre-treatment PLHIV   Viremic treatment-experienced PLHIV 

Survey round Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value   Prevalence % 

(95% CI) 
Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

    15 (August 2011 - May 2013) 13.08 (12.59, 
13.6) ref ref   .. .. .. 

    16 (July 2013 - January 2015) 7.33 (6.96, 
7.72) 

0.56 (0.525, 
0.598) <0.0001  0.81 (0.69, 

0.95) ref ref 

    17 (February 2015 - September 2016) 4.25 (3.97, 
4.54) 

0.325 (0.301, 
0.351) <0.0001   1.05 (0.92, 

1.21) 
1.301 (1.053, 

1.607) 0.015 

    18 (October 2016 - May 2018) 2.53 (2.32, 
2.76) 

0.194 (0.176, 
0.213) <0.0001  1.14 (1, 1.3) 1.407 (1.144, 

1.73) 0.0012 

    19 (June 2018 - November 2020) 1.49 (1.33, 
1.67) 

0.114 (0.101, 
0.129) <0.0001   0.85 (0.73, 

0.99) 
1.052 (0.843, 

1.314) 0.65 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. p-values that coefficients are different from 0 at the 
𝛼 = 0.05 level were calculated using the Wald method. PLHIV = people living with HIV.  
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Supplementary Table 14: Number of viremic samples at participant visits that had 
successful genotyping for all INSTIs 

  Viremic PLWHIV 
  

Viremic pre-treatment PLWHIV   Viremic treatment-experienced 
PLWHIV 

 Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for all 

INSTIs 
(%) 

p-value   Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for 

all 
INSTIs 

(%) 

p-value   Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for 

all 
INSTIs 

(%) 

p-value 

Overall 5953 2593 
(43.56%)   

 
5177 2183 

(42.17%)   
 

776 410 
(52.84%)   

Age Category   0.49  
  0.42  

  0.73 

    (14,24] 1146 528 
(46.07%)   

 
1032 464 

(44.96%)   
 

114 64 
(56.14%)   

    (24,34] 2931 1255 
(42.82%) 

 
 2573 1061 

(41.24%) 
 

 358 194 
(54.19%) 

 

    (34,50] 1876 810 
(43.18%)   

 
1572 658 

(41.86%)   
 

304 152 
(50%)   

Community 
type 

  0.42 
 

  0.045 
 

  0.17 

    Agrarian 1794 803 
(44.76%)   

 
1590 709 

(44.59%)   
 

204 94 
(46.08%)   

    Fishing 2861 1206 
(42.15%) 

 
 2455 966 

(39.35%) 
 

 406 240 
(59.11%) 

 

    Trading 1298 584 
(44.99%)   

 
1132 508 

(44.88%)   
 

166 76 
(45.78%)   

Sex   0.095  
  0.06  

  0.82 

    F 3188 1337 
(41.94%)   

 
2744 1104 

(40.23%)   
 

444 233 
(52.48%)   

    M 2765 1256 
(45.42%) 

 
 2433 1079 

(44.35%) 
 

 332 177 
(53.31%) 

 

Survey round     <1e-4      <1e-4      <1e-4 

    15 (2012) 2281 551 
(24.16%) 

 
 2246 551 

(24.53%) 
 

 35 0 (0%)  

    16 (2014) 1465 335 
(22.87%)   

 
1319 333 

(25.25%)   
 

146 2 (1.37%)   

    17 (2015) 1026 909 
(88.6%) 

 
 822 735 

(89.42%) 
 

 204 174 
(85.29%) 

 

    18 (2017) 728 628 
(86.26%)   

 
502 442 

(88.05%)   
 

226 186 
(82.3%)   

    19 (2019) 453 170 
(37.53%) 

 
 288 122 

(42.36%) 
 

 165 48 
(29.09%) 

 

Viral load 
(log10 
copies/mL)     <1e-4      <1e-4      0.8 

    (3,4] 2101 
816 

(38.84%)   1748 
628 

(35.93%)   353 
188 

(53.26%)  

    (4,5] 2231 
1153 

(51.68%)     1898 
977 

(51.48%)     333 
176 

(52.85%)   

    (5,Inf] 598 
362 

(60.54%)   508 
316 

(62.2%)   90 
46 

(51.11%)  

    missing 1023 
262 

(25.61%)     1023 
262 

(25.61%)           
Percentages show the percentage of all samples within a category that have successful genotyping for all INSTIs. p-
values generated using the 𝜒2 test. PLWHIV=people living with HIV. INSTI = integrase strand transfer inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 15: Number of viremic samples at participant visits that had 
successful genotyping for all NNRTIs 

  Viremic PLWHIV 
  

Viremic pre-treatment PLWHIV   Viremic treatment-experienced 
PLWHIV 

 Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for 

all 
NNRTIs 

(%) 

p-value   Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for 

all 
NNRTIs 

(%) 

p-value   Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for 

all 
NNRTIs 

(%) 

p-value 

Overall 5953 3080 
(51.74%)   

 
5177 2686 

(51.88%)   
 

776 394 
(50.77%)   

Age Category   0.27  
  0.36  

  0.73 

    (14,24] 1146 630 
(54.97%)   

 
1032 567 

(54.94%)   
 

114 63 
(55.26%)   

    (24,34] 2931 1520 
(51.86%) 

 
 2573 1335 

(51.88%) 
 

 358 185 
(51.68%) 

 

    (34,50] 1876 930 
(49.57%)   

 
1572 784 

(49.87%)   
 

304 146 
(48.03%)   

Community 
type 

  0.98 
 

  0.79 
 

  0.17 

    Agrarian 1794 932 
(51.95%)   

 
1590 842 

(52.96%)   
 

204 90 
(44.12%)   

    Fishing 2861 1482 
(51.8%) 

 
 2455 1253 

(51.04%) 
 

 406 229 
(56.4%) 

 

    Trading 1298 666 
(51.31%)   

 
1132 591 

(52.21%)   
 

166 75 
(45.18%)   

Sex   0.086  
  0.085  

  0.82 

    F 3188 1590 
(49.87%)   

 
2744 1368 

(49.85%)   
 

444 222 
(50%)   

    M 2765 1490 
(53.89%) 

 
 2433 1318 

(54.17%) 
 

 332 172 
(51.81%) 

 

Survey round     <1e-4      <1e-4      <1e-4 

    15 (2012) 2281 1001 
(43.88%) 

 
 2246 1000 

(44.52%) 
 

 35 1 (2.86%)  

    16 (2014) 1465 425 
(29.01%)   

 
1319 422 

(31.99%)   
 

146 3 (2.05%)   

    17 (2015) 1026 865 
(84.31%) 

 
 822 705 

(85.77%) 
 

 204 160 
(78.43%) 

 

    18 (2017) 728 624 
(85.71%)   

 
502 440 

(87.65%)   
 

226 184 
(81.42%)   

    19 (2019) 453 165 
(36.42%) 

 
 288 119 

(41.32%) 
 

 165 46 
(27.88%) 

 

Viral load 
(log10 
copies/mL)     <1e-4      <1e-4      0.8 

    (3,4] 2101 
895 

(42.6%)   1748 
723 

(41.36%)   353 
172 

(48.73%)  

    (4,5] 2231 
1357 

(60.82%)     1898 
1180 

(62.17%)     333 
177 

(53.15%)   

    (5,Inf] 598 
393 

(65.72%)   508 
348 

(68.5%)   90 45 (50%)  

    missing 1023 
435 

(42.52%)     1023 
435 

(42.52%)           
Percentages show the percentage of all samples within a category that have successful genotyping for all NNRTIs. 
p-values generated using the 𝜒2 test. PLWHIV=people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse 
transcriptase inhibitors 
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Supplementary Table 16: Number of viremic samples at participant visits that had 
successful genotyping for all NRTIs 

  Viremic PLWHIV 
  

Viremic pre-treatment PLWHIV   Viremic treatment-experienced 
PLWHIV 

 Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for 

all 
NRTIs 

(%) 

p-
value   Participant-

visits 

Genotype 
data for 

all 
NRTIs 

(%) 

p-value   Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for 

all 
NRTIs 

(%) 

p-value 

Overall 5953 3042 
(51.1%)   

 
5177 2659 

(51.36%)   
 

776 383 
(49.36%)   

Age Category   0.38  
  0.48  

  0.81 

    (14,24] 1146 621 
(54.19%)   

 
1032 560 

(54.26%)   
 

114 61 
(53.51%)   

    (24,34] 2931 1490 
(50.84%) 

 
 2573 1312 

(50.99%) 
 

 358 178 
(49.72%) 

 

    (34,50] 1876 931 
(49.63%)   

 
1572 787 

(50.06%)   
 

304 144 
(47.37%)   

Community 
type 

  0.93 
 

  0.97 
 

  0.29 

    Agrarian 1794 906 
(50.5%)   

 
1590 817 

(51.38%)   
 

204 89 
(43.63%)   

    Fishing 2861 1474 
(51.52%) 

 
 2455 1255 

(51.12%) 
 

 406 219 
(53.94%) 

 

    Trading 1298 662 
(51%)   

 
1132 587 

(51.86%)   
 

166 75 
(45.18%)   

Sex   0.044  
  0.041  

  0.84 

    F 3188 1560 
(48.93%)   

 
2744 1344 

(48.98%)   
 

444 216 
(48.65%)   

    M 2765 1482 
(53.6%) 

 
 2433 1315 

(54.05%) 
 

 332 167 
(50.3%) 

 

Survey round     <1e-
4  

    <1e-4 
 

    <1e-4 

    15 (2012) 2281 1030 
(45.16%) 

 
 2246 1029 

(45.81%) 
 

 35 1 (2.86%)  

    16 (2014) 1465 420 
(28.67%)   

 
1319 417 

(31.61%)   
 

146 3 (2.05%)   

    17 (2015) 1026 817 
(79.63%) 

 
 822 665 

(80.9%) 
 

 204 152 
(74.51%) 

 

    18 (2017) 728 613 
(84.2%)   

 
502 431 

(85.86%)   
 

226 182 
(80.53%)   

    19 (2019) 453 162 
(35.76%) 

 
 288 117 

(40.62%) 
 

 165 45 
(27.27%) 

 

Viral load 
(log10 
copies/mL)     

<1e-
4      <1e-4      0.48 

    (3,4] 2101 
844 

(40.17%)   1748 
684 

(39.13%)   353 
160 

(45.33%)  

    (4,5] 2231 
1357 

(60.82%)     1898 
1180 

(62.17%)     333 
177 

(53.15%)   

    (5,Inf] 598 
397 

(66.39%)   508 
351 

(69.09%)   90 
46 

(51.11%)  

    missing 1023 
444 

(43.4%)     1023 
444 

(43.4%)           
Percentages show the percentage of all samples within a category that have successful genotyping for all NRTIs. p-
values generated using the 𝜒2 test. PLWHIV=people living with HIV. NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase 
inhibitors 
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Supplementary Table 17: Number of viremic samples at participant visits that had 
successful genotyping for all PIs 

  Viremic PLWHIV 
  

Viremic pre-treatment PLWHIV   Viremic treatment-experienced 
PLWHIV 

 Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for 
all PIs 
(%) 

p-
value   Participant-

visits 

Genotype 
data for 
all PIs 
(%) 

p-value   Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for 
all PIs 
(%) 

p-value 

Overall 5953 3567 
(59.92%)   

 
5177 3174 

(61.31%)   
 

776 393 
(50.64%)   

Age Category   0.36  
  0.55  

  0.79 

    (14,24] 1146 725 
(63.26%)   

 
1032 662 

(64.15%)   
 

114 63 
(55.26%)   

    (24,34] 2931 1754 
(59.84%) 

 
 2573 1572 

(61.1%) 
 

 358 182 
(50.84%) 

 

    (34,50] 1876 1088 
(58%)   

 
1572 940 

(59.8%)   
 

304 148 
(48.68%)   

Community 
type 

  0.39 
 

  0.62 
 

  0.18 

    Agrarian 1794 1037 
(57.8%)   

 
1590 946 

(59.5%)   
 

204 91 
(44.61%)   

    Fishing 2861 1765 
(61.69%) 

 
 2455 1537 

(62.61%) 
 

 406 228 
(56.16%) 

 

    Trading 1298 765 
(58.94%)   

 
1132 691 

(61.04%)   
 

166 74 
(44.58%)   

Sex   0.16  
  0.18  

  0.93 

    F 3188 1857 
(58.25%)   

 
2744 1634 

(59.55%)   
 

444 223 
(50.23%)   

    M 2765 1710 
(61.84%) 

 
 2433 1540 

(63.3%) 
 

 332 170 
(51.2%) 

 

Survey round     <1e-
4  

    <1e-4 
 

    <1e-4 

    15 (2012) 2281 1408 
(61.73%) 

 
 2246 1407 

(62.64%) 
 

 35 1 (2.86%)  

    16 (2014) 1465 502 
(34.27%)   

 
1319 499 

(37.83%)   
 

146 3 (2.05%)   

    17 (2015) 1026 863 
(84.11%) 

 
 822 706 

(85.89%) 
 

 204 157 
(76.96%) 

 

    18 (2017) 728 625 
(85.85%)   

 
502 440 

(87.65%)   
 

226 185 
(81.86%)   

    19 (2019) 453 169 
(37.31%) 

 
 288 122 

(42.36%) 
 

 165 47 
(28.48%) 

 

Viral load 
(log10 
copies/mL)     

<1e-
4      <1e-4      0.7 

    (3,4] 2101 
1079 

(51.36%)   1748 
910 

(52.06%)   353 
169 

(47.88%)  

    (4,5] 2231 
1506 

(67.5%)     1898 
1328 

(69.97%)     333 
178 

(53.45%)   

    (5,Inf] 598 
412 

(68.9%)   508 
366 

(72.05%)   90 
46 

(51.11%)  

    missing 1023 
570 

(55.72%)     1023 
570 

(55.72%)           
Percentages show the percentage of all samples within a category that have successful genotyping for all PIs. p-
values generated using the 𝜒2 test. PLWHIV=people living with HIV. PI = protease inhibitor. 
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Supplementary Table 18: Number of viremic samples that had resistant genotypes for all 
drug classes 

  Genotyped Resistant (%) 

INSTI 2593 19 (0.73%) 

NNRTI 3080 381 (12.37%) 

NRTI 3042 204 (6.71%) 

PI 3567 66 (1.85%) 
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Supplementary Table 19: Number of viremic samples at participant visits that had 
successful genotyping for all NNRTIs, NRTIs, and PIs 

  Viremic PLWHIV 
  

Viremic pre-treatment PLWHIV   Viremic treatment-experienced 
PLWHIV 

 Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for 
NNRTIs, 
NRTI, and 

PIs (%) 

p-
value   Participant-

visits 

Genotype 
data for 
NNRTIs, 
NRTI, and 

PIs (%) 

p-
value   Participant-

visits 

Genotype 
data for 
NNRTIs, 
NRTI, and 

PIs (%) 

p-
value 

Overall 5953 2939 
(49.37%)   

 
5177 2565 

(49.55%)   
 

776 374 
(48.2%)   

Age category   0.31  
  0.37  

  0.86 

    (14,24] 1146 603 
(52.62%)   

 
1032 544 

(52.71%)   
 

114 59 
(51.75%)   

    (24,34] 2931 1441 
(49.16%) 

 
 2573 1268 

(49.28%) 
 

 358 173 
(48.32%) 

 

    (34,50] 1876 895 
(47.71%)   

 
1572 753 

(47.9%)   
 

304 142 
(46.71%)   

Community 
type 

  1 
 

  0.83 
 

  0.26 

    Agrarian 1794 884 
(49.28%)   

 
1590 796 

(50.06%)   
 

204 88 
(43.14%)   

    Fishing 2861 1413 
(49.39%) 

 
 2455 1198 

(48.8%) 
 

 406 215 
(52.96%) 

 

    Trading 1298 642 
(49.46%)   

 
1132 571 

(50.44%)   
 

166 71 
(42.77%)   

Sex   0.042  
  0.039  

  0.85 

    F 3188 1506 
(47.24%)   

 
2744 1295 

(47.19%)   
 

444 211 
(47.52%)   

    M 2765 1433 
(51.83%) 

 
 2433 1270 

(52.2%) 
 

 332 163 
(49.1%) 

 

Survey round     <1e-4      <1e-4      <1e-4 

    15 (2012) 2281 960 
(42.09%) 

 
 2246 959 

(42.7%) 
 

 35 1 (2.86%)  

    16 (2014) 1465 403 
(27.51%)   

 
1319 400 

(30.33%)   
 

146 3 (2.05%)   

    17 (2015) 1026 802 
(78.17%) 

 
 822 658 

(80.05%) 
 

 204 144 
(70.59%) 

 

    18 (2017) 728 612 
(84.07%)   

 
502 431 

(85.86%)   
 

226 181 
(80.09%)   

    19 (2019) 453 162 
(35.76%) 

 
 288 117 

(40.62%) 
 

 165 45 
(27.27%) 

 

Viral load 
(log10 
copies/mL)     <1e-4      <1e-4      0.33 

    (3,4] 2101 
805 

(38.32%)   1748 
652 

(37.3%)   353 
153 

(43.34%)  

    (4,5] 2231 
1324 

(59.35%)     1898 
1148 

(60.48%)     333 
176 

(52.85%)   

    (5,Inf] 598 
390 

(65.22%)   508 
345 

(67.91%)   90 45 (50%)  

    missing 1023 
420 

(41.06%)     1023 
420 

(41.06%)           
Percentages show the percentage of all samples within a category that have successful genotyping for all INSTIs, 
NNRTI, NRTIs, and PIs. p-values generated using the 𝜒2 test. PLWHIV=people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-
nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. PI = protease 
inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 20: Number of viremic samples at participant visits that had 
successful genotyping for all drugs 

  Viremic PLWHIV 
  

Viremic pre-treatment PLWHIV   Viremic treatment-experienced 
PLWHIV 

 Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for all 

drug 
classes (%) 

p-value   Participant-
visits 

Genotype 
data for all 

drug 
classes 

(%) 

p-value   Participant
-visits 

Genotype 
data for 
all drug 
classes 

(%) 

p-
value 

Overall 5953 2336 
(39.24%)   

 
5177 1965 

(37.96%)   
 

776 371 
(47.81%)   

Age category   0.43  
  0.4  

  0.8 

    (14,24] 1146 479 
(41.8%)   

 
1032 420 

(40.7%)   
 

114 59 
(51.75%)   

    (24,34] 2931 1132 
(38.62%) 

 
 2573 959 

(37.27%) 
 

 358 173 
(48.32%) 

 

    (34,50] 1876 725 
(38.65%)   

 
1572 586 

(37.28%)   
 

304 139 
(45.72%)   

Community 
type 

  0.84 
 

  0.29 
 

  0.19 

    Agrarian 1794 714 
(39.8%)   

 
1590 626 

(39.37%)   
 

204 88 
(43.14%)   

    Fishing 2861 1106 
(38.66%) 

 
 2455 891 

(36.29%) 
 

 406 215 
(52.96%) 

 

    Trading 1298 516 
(39.75%)   

 
1132 448 

(39.58%)   
 

166 68 
(40.96%)   

Sex   0.014  
  0.0081  

  0.76 

    F 3188 1180 
(37.01%)   

 
2744 972 

(35.42%)   
 

444 208 
(46.85%)   

    M 2765 1156 
(41.81%) 

 
 2433 993 

(40.81%) 
 

 332 163 
(49.1%) 

 

Survey round     <1e-4      <1e-4      <1e-4 

    15 (2012) 2281 494 
(21.66%) 

 
 2246 494 

(21.99%) 
 

 35 0 (0%)  

    16 (2014) 1465 269 
(18.36%)   

 
1319 267 

(20.24%)   
 

146 2 (1.37%)   

    17 (2015) 1026 799 
(77.88%) 

 
 822 656 

(79.81%) 
 

 204 143 
(70.1%) 

 

    18 (2017) 728 612 
(84.07%)   

 
502 431 

(85.86%)   
 

226 181 
(80.09%)   

    19 (2019) 453 162 
(35.76%) 

 
 288 117 

(40.62%) 
 

 165 45 
(27.27%) 

 

Viral load 
(log10 
copies/mL)     <1e-4      <1e-4      0.35 

    (3,4] 2101 
656 

(31.22%)   1748 
504 

(28.83%)   353 
152 

(43.06%)  

    (4,5] 2231 
1091 

(48.9%)     1898 
917 

(48.31%)     333 
174 

(52.25%)   

    (5,Inf] 598 
356 

(59.53%)   508 
311 

(61.22%)   90 45 (50%)  

    missing 1023 
233 

(22.78%)     1023 
233 

(22.78%)           
Percentages show the percentage of all samples within a category that have successful genotyping for all INSTIs, 
NNRTI, NRTIs, and PIs. p-values generated using the 𝜒2 test. PLWHIV=people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-
nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. PI = protease 
inhibitors.   
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Supplementary Table 21: Population prevalence of viremic pre-treatment NNRTI, NRTI, 
and PI resistance  

  NNRTI   NRTI   PI 

Survey 
round 

Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

  
Prevalence % 

(95% CI) 
Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

  
Prevalence % 

(95% CI) 
Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

    15 
(2012) 0.65 (0.49, 0.87) ref ref   0.22 (0.14, 

0.34) ref ref   0.27 (0.19, 0.4) ref ref 

    16 
(2014) 0.54 (0.37, 0.79) 0.83 (0.51, 

1.33) 0.44  0.11 (0.05, 
0.26) 

0.5 (0.19, 
1.3) 0.15  0.14 (0.07, 

0.29) 
0.51 (0.22, 

1.15) 0.11 

    17 
(2015) 0.3 (0.23, 0.4) 0.47 (0.31, 

0.69) 0.00017   0.08 (0.05, 
0.13) 

0.36 (0.18, 
0.71) 0.0035   0.06 (0.03, 

0.11) 
0.2 (0.1, 

0.43) <0.0001 

    18 
(2017) 0.25 (0.19, 0.33) 0.38 (0.25, 

0.57) <0.0001  0.04 (0.02, 
0.09) 

0.2 (0.09, 
0.45) 0.0001  0.05 (0.03, 0.1) 0.19 (0.09, 

0.39) <0.0001 

    19 
(2019) 0.13 (0.07, 0.24) 0.2 (0.1, 

0.4) <0.0001   0.02 (0.01, 
0.1) 

0.11 (0.03, 
0.47) 0.0027   0.01 (0, 0.08) 0.04 (0.01, 

0.31) 0.0018 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. p-values that coefficients are different from 0 at the 
𝛼 = 0.05 level were calculated using the Wald method. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  
NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  PI = protease inhibitors.  
 
  

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.14.23297021doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.14.23297021
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


 31 

Supplementary Figure 3: Prevalence of NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance among viremic 
PLHIV in survey round 18, stratified by treatment exposure 
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Supplementary Table 22: Population prevalence of viremic treatment-experienced NNRTI, 
NRTI, and PI resistance 

  NNRTI   NRTI   PI 

Survey 
round 

Prevalence  % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value   

Prevalence 
% (95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value   

Prevalence %  
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

    17 
(2015) 

0.67 (0.54, 
0.83) ref ref   0.59 (0.47, 

0.75) ref ref   0.04 (0.02, 
0.09) ref ref 

    18 
(2017) 

0.66 (0.53, 
0.81) 

0.98 (0.73, 
1.31) 0.88   0.5 (0.4, 

0.64) 
0.85 (0.61, 

1.18) 0.33   0.03 (0.01, 
0.08) 

0.8 (0.22, 
3) 0.74 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. p-values that coefficients are different from 0 at the 
𝛼 = 0.05 level were calculated using the Wald method. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  
NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. PI = integrase inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 23: Population prevalence of viremic NNRTI, NRTI, and PI 
resistance 
  NNRTI   NRTI   PI 

Survey round Prevalence 
(95% CI) 

Prev. 
ratio 

(95% CI) 

p-
value   

Prevalence 
(95% CI) 

Prev. 
ratio 

(95% CI) 

p-
value   

Prevalence 
(95% CI) 

Prev. 
ratio 

(95% CI) 

p-
value 

    17 (2015) 0.96 (0.81, 
1.13) ref ref   0.62 (0.5, 

0.77) ref ref   0.1 (0.06, 
0.17) ref ref 

    18 (2017) 0.9 (0.76, 
1.06) 

0.94 (0.74, 
1.19) 0.6   0.51 (0.41, 

0.64) 
0.82 (0.6, 

1.11) 0.2   0.09 (0.05, 
0.15) 

0.9 (0.42, 
1.9) 0.77 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. p-values that coefficients are different from 0 at the 
𝛼 = 0.05 level were calculated using the Wald method. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  
NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. PI = integrase inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Figure 4: Prevalence of NNRTI resistance among viremic pre-treatment 
PLHIV stratified by sex, age category, and community type 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. For visual clarity, points are jittered along the x-axis. 
PLHIV = people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. 
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Supplementary Table 24: Prevalence of NNRTI resistance among viremic pre-treatment 
PLHIV stratified by sex, age category, and community type 

  NNRTI Resistance among treatment-naïve PLHIV 
 R15 (2012)  R16 (2014)  R17 (2015) 

  Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

  
Prevalence % 

(95% CI) 
Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

  
Prevalence % 

(95% CI) 
Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

Age category                       

    (14,24] 3.64 (1.59, 
8.32) ref ref 

 

7.98 (3.97, 
16.04) 

2.19 (0.74, 
6.47) 0.16 

 

11.05 (6.84, 
17.84) 

3.04 
(1.17, 
7.89) 

0.023 

    (24,34] 4.52 (3.02, 
6.77) 

1.24 (0.5, 
3.12) 0.64 

 

7.27 (4.24, 
12.46) 

0.73 (0.2, 
2.62) 0.63 

 
7 (4.75, 10.31) 

0.51 
(0.17, 
1.54) 

0.23 

    (34,50] 6.72 (4.16, 
10.88) 

1.85 (0.71, 
4.81) 0.21 

 

6.74 (3.02, 
15.01) 

0.46 (0.11, 
1.91) 0.28 

 

4.95 (2.78, 
8.82) 

0.24 
(0.07, 
0.82) 

0.022 

Community 
type       

 
      

 
      

    Agrarian 6.43 (4.21, 
9.81) ref ref 

 

9.27 (5.15, 
16.66) 

1.44 (0.7, 
2.97) 0.32 

 

7.24 (4.44, 
11.81) 

1.13 
(0.59, 
2.15) 

0.72 

    Fishing 4.97 (3.18, 
7.76) 

0.77 (0.42, 
1.43) 0.41 

 

7.56 (4.3, 
13.29) 

1.05 (0.38, 
2.92) 0.92 

 

7.59 (5.27, 
10.92) 

1.36 
(0.57, 
3.22) 

0.49 

    Trading 2.84 (1.24, 
6.48) 

0.44 (0.17, 
1.12) 0.084 

 

4.25 (1.71, 
10.54) 

1.04 (0.25, 
4.32) 0.96 

 

5.81 (2.96, 
11.4) 

1.82 
(0.52, 
6.33) 

0.35 

Sex                     

    F 5.9 (4.1, 8.49) ref ref 
 

8.13 (4.94, 
13.39) 

1.38 (0.74, 
2.56) 0.31 

 

9.04 (6.41, 
12.73) 

1.53 
(0.93, 
2.53) 

0.095 

    M 4 (2.47, 6.47) 0.68 (0.37, 
1.24) 0.21   

6.44 (3.62, 
11.47) 

1.17 (0.44, 
3.09) 0.76   

5.42 (3.53, 
8.3) 

0.88 
(0.39, 2) 0.77 

 
  NNRTI Resistance among treatment-naïve PLHIV 

 R18 (2017)  R19 (2019) 

  Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

  
Prevalence 

%  (95% CI) 
Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

Age category               

    (14,24] 7.45 (3.83, 
14.52) 

2.05 (0.71, 
5.93) 0.19 

 

8.06 (2.12, 
30.58) 

2.21 (0.46, 
10.63) 0.32 

    (24,34] 11.31 (7.76, 
16.49) 

1.22 (0.37, 
4.04) 0.74 

 

5.61 (1.84, 
17.18) 

0.56 (0.08, 
4.02) 0.56 

    (34,50] 9.23 (5.26, 
16.2) 

0.67 (0.18, 
2.45) 0.54 

 

13.91 (6.09, 
31.75) 

0.93 (0.15, 
5.87) 0.94 

Community 
type       

 
      

    Agrarian 9.7 (5.79, 
16.28) 

1.51 (0.77, 
2.94) 0.23 

 

7.7 (2.57, 
23.05) 

1.2 (0.37, 
3.88) 0.76 

    Fishing 10.17 (6.71, 
15.41) 

1.35 (0.55, 
3.35) 0.51 

 

10.8 (4.69, 
24.86) 

1.81 (0.4, 
8.19) 0.44 

    Trading 9.14 (5.06, 
16.5) 

2.13 (0.63, 
7.2) 0.22 

 

6.25 (1.61, 
24.28) 

1.84 (0.26, 
13.27) 0.55 

Sex       
 

      

    F 10.67 (7.19, 
15.85) 

1.81 (1.06, 
3.1) 0.031 

 

10.59 (4.95, 
22.62) 

1.79 (0.77, 
4.17) 0.17 
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    M 8.96 (5.96, 
13.48) 

1.24 (0.54, 
2.83) 0.61   

6.64 (2.53, 
17.41) 

0.92 (0.24, 
3.63) 0.91 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. p-values that coefficients are different from 0 at the 
𝛼 = 0.05 level were calculated using the Wald method. PLHIV = people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside 
reverse transcriptase inhibitors.   
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Supplementary Table 25: Prevalence of NNRTI resistance among seroincident, pre-
treatment PLHIV 

  NNRTI 

Survey round Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

    15 (2012) 9.97 (3, 33.13) ref ref 

    16 (2014) 11.03 (4.27, 
28.46) 

1.11 (0.24, 
5.11) 0.9 

    17 (2015) 9.9 (4.55, 21.52) 0.99 (0.24, 
4.15) 0.99 

    18 (2017) 9.95 (4.65, 21.28) 1 (0.24, 4.14) 1 

    19 (2019) 8.95 (2.39, 33.51) 0.9 (0.15, 5.35) 0.91 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. p-values that coefficients are different from 0 at the 
𝛼 = 0.05 level were calculated using the Wald method. PLHIV = people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside 
reverse transcriptase inhibitors.   
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Seroincident sub-analysis power calculation 
Based on the population-level analysis, we estimate that 9.77% of pre-treatment PLHIV in round 
18 had NNRTI-resistant genotypes compared to 4.98% in round 15.  
 
Assuming normality, we let 𝑝1 = 0.0498 and 𝑝2 = 0.0977. At the 𝛼 = 0.05, 𝛽 = 0.80 level we 
can calculate the number of samples we would need at each time point to have sufficient power 
to detect this difference using the equation3:  
 

𝑛 = (𝑍𝛼
2

+ 𝑍𝛽
2

)2 (𝑝1(1 − 𝑝1) + 𝑝2(1 − 𝑝2))
(𝑝1 − 𝑝2)2   

 
We thus calculate that we would need a sample size of 𝑛 = 432 at each time point. In the 
seroincident analysis in Supplementary Table 17 we have data from 39, 32, 67, 59, and 26 
PLHIV in rounds 15 through 19, respectively.  
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Supplementary Table 26: Prevalence of NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance among viremic 
treatment-experienced PLHIV 

 NNRTI  NRTI  PI 

Survey 
round 

Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   

Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   

Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value 

    17 (2015) 52.47 (45.17, 
60.94) ref ref   46.44 (38.99, 

55.3) ref ref   2.92 (1.21, 
7.07) ref ref 

    18 (2017) 47.67 (40.94, 
55.5) 

0.91 (0.73, 
1.12) 0.38   36.55 (30.14, 

44.31) 
0.79 (0.61, 

1.02) 0.071   2.18 (0.83, 
5.76) 

0.75 (0.2, 
2.77) 0.66 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. p-values that coefficients are different from 0 at the 
𝛼 = 0.05 level were calculated using the Wald method. PLHIV = people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside 
reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. PI = integrase inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Figure 5: Patterns of multi-class resistance in Rakai Community Cohort 
Study, 2017  

 
Multi-class resistance patterns among 137 round 18 participant visits with resistance prediction for all NNRTIs, 
NRTIs, and PIs with resistance to at least one of the three classes. PLHIV = people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-
nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. PI = integrase 
inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 27: Round 18 prevalence of NNRTI single- and multi-class resistance 
among PLHIV 

  Prevalence % (95% CI) 

NNRTI single-class 
resistance 8.9 (6.9, 11.49) 

NNRTI multi-class 
resistance 12.04 (9.73, 14.89) 
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Supplementary Table 28: Population prevalence of NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance in 
survey round 18 stratified by community type 

    NNRTI   NRTI   PI 

Community 
type 

Viremia 
(%) 

Observed % 
(95% CI) 

Expected % 
(95% CI) 

 
Observed % 

(95% CI) 
Expected % 

(95% CI) 

 
Observed 

% (95% CI) 
Expected % 

(95% CI) 

Agrarian 2.4 (2.1, 
2.74) 

0.49 (0.35, 
0.69) 

0.5 (0.43, 
0.58)   0.27 (0.18, 

0.43) 
0.28 (0.23, 

0.35)   0.01 (0, 
0.1) 

0.05 (0.03, 
0.09) 

Fishing 7.42 (6.71, 
8.2) 

2.35 (1.86, 
2.97) 

1.54 (1.32, 
1.8) 

 1.46 (1.08, 
1.96) 

0.88 (0.71, 
1.09) 

 0.28 (0.14, 
0.55) 

0.16 (0.09, 
0.27) 

Trading 2.62 (2.25, 
3.04) 

0.59 (0.41, 
0.85) 

0.54 (0.47, 
0.64)   0.27 (0.16, 

0.46) 
0.31 (0.25, 

0.38)   0.08 (0.03, 
0.22) 

0.05 (0.03, 
0.09) 

Estimates generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals around the mean value generated 
using the Wald method. Expected values generated using the mean and 95% CI for the prevalence of resistance 
among viremic PLHIV across all community types extrapolated to the estimated mean prevalence of viremia within 
individual community types. PLHIV = people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase 
inhibitors. NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. PI = protease inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 29: Population prevalence of NNRTI, NRTI, and PI resistance in 
survey round 18 stratified by community  

Community   NNRTI   NRTI   PI 

Type Number Viremia (%) Observed % 
(95% CI) 

Expected % 
(95% CI)   Observed % 

(95% CI) 
Expected % 

(95% CI)   Observed % 
(95% CI) 

Expected % 
(95% CI) 

Fishing 774 8.19 (5.91, 
11.36) 

2.69 (1.23, 
5.88) 

1.7 (1.46, 
1.99)   1.35 (0.44, 

4.14) 
0.97 (0.78, 
1.2)   0 (0, 0) 0.17 (0.1, 

0.29) 

Fishing 770 7.54 (5.69, 
9.98) 

1.9 (0.92, 
3.94) 

1.57 (1.35, 
1.83) 

 1.41 (0.6, 
3.35) 

0.89 (0.72, 
1.11) 

 0.28 (0.04, 
1.94) 

0.16 (0.09, 
0.27) 

Fishing 38 7.46 (6.54, 
8.51) 

2.19 (1.6, 
3.01) 

1.55 (1.33, 
1.81)   1.3 (0.86, 

1.97) 
0.88 (0.71, 
1.1)   0.24 (0.09, 

0.63) 
0.16 (0.09, 
0.27) 

Fishing 771 6.92 (5.52, 
8.67) 

2.97 (1.89, 
4.66) 

1.44 (1.24, 
1.68) 

 1.97 (1.13, 
3.43) 

0.82 (0.66, 
1.02) 

 0.5 (0.16, 
1.53) 

0.14 (0.08, 
0.25) 

Agraria
n 58 5.22 (2.39, 

11.37) 0 (0, 0) 1.09 (0.93, 
1.27)   0 (0, 0) 0.62 (0.5, 

0.77)   0 (0, 0) 0.11 (0.06, 
0.19) 

Agraria
n 74 4.83 (2.34, 

9.94) 
0.94 (0.14, 
6.54) 

1 (0.86, 
1.17) 

 0.99 (0.14, 
6.84) 

0.57 (0.46, 
0.71) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.1 (0.06, 
0.17) 

Trading 772 4.81 (2.54, 
9.1) 0 (0, 0) 1 (0.86, 

1.17)   0 (0, 0) 0.57 (0.46, 
0.71)   0 (0, 0) 0.1 (0.06, 

0.17) 

Trading 391 4.63 (2.72, 
7.87) 

0.46 (0.07, 
3.22) 

0.96 (0.83, 
1.12) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.55 (0.44, 
0.68) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.1 (0.06, 
0.17) 

Agraria
n 370 4.12 (2.37, 

7.18) 
0.46 (0.07, 
3.19) 

0.86 (0.74, 
1)   0 (0, 0) 0.49 (0.39, 

0.61)   0 (0, 0) 0.09 (0.05, 
0.15) 

Agraria
n 773 4.1 (2.57, 

6.52) 
0.32 (0.05, 
2.2) 

0.85 (0.73, 
0.99) 

 0.33 (0.05, 
2.27) 

0.49 (0.39, 
0.6) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.09 (0.05, 
0.15) 

Trading 8 4.09 (2.49, 
6.71) 

1.4 (0.53, 
3.67) 

0.85 (0.73, 
0.99)   1.03 (0.34, 

3.14) 
0.48 (0.39, 
0.6)   0.34 (0.05, 

2.38) 
0.09 (0.05, 
0.15) 

Trading 1 4 (1.53, 
10.45) 

2.75 (0.71, 
10.67) 

0.83 (0.71, 
0.97) 

 1.52 (0.22, 
10.44) 

0.47 (0.38, 
0.59) 

 1.43 (0.21, 
9.86) 

0.08 (0.05, 
0.14) 

Agraria
n 77 3.91 (2.13, 

7.17) 
3.01 (1.38, 
6.58) 

0.81 (0.7, 
0.95)   0.99 (0.25, 

3.88) 
0.46 (0.37, 
0.57)   0 (0, 0) 0.08 (0.05, 

0.14) 

Agraria
n 23 3.47 (2.21, 

5.47) 
0.74 (0.24, 
2.27) 

0.72 (0.62, 
0.84) 

 0.74 (0.24, 
2.26) 

0.41 (0.33, 
0.51) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.07 (0.04, 
0.12) 

Trading 4 3.16 (1.85, 
5.4) 

0.65 (0.17, 
2.57) 

0.66 (0.56, 
0.77)   0.32 (0.05, 

2.22) 
0.37 (0.3, 
0.46)   0 (0, 0) 0.07 (0.04, 

0.11) 

Agraria
n 106 3 (1.9, 4.72) 0.21 (0.03, 

1.5) 
0.62 (0.53, 
0.73) 

 0.22 (0.03, 
1.51) 

0.35 (0.29, 
0.44) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.06 (0.04, 
0.11) 

Trading 34 2.73 (1.81, 
4.12) 

0.66 (0.25, 
1.73) 

0.57 (0.49, 
0.66)   0.16 (0.02, 

1.12) 
0.32 (0.26, 
0.4)   0 (0, 0) 0.06 (0.03, 

0.1) 

Agraria
n 602 2.69 (1.84, 

3.92) 
0.91 (0.44, 
1.89) 

0.56 (0.48, 
0.65) 

 0.64 (0.27, 
1.53) 

0.32 (0.26, 
0.39) 

 0.13 (0.02, 
0.92) 

0.06 (0.03, 
0.1) 

Agraria
n 29 2.6 (1.31, 

5.15) 
0.84 (0.21, 
3.32) 

0.54 (0.46, 
0.63)   0.41 (0.06, 

2.84) 
0.31 (0.25, 
0.38)   0 (0, 0) 0.05 (0.03, 

0.09) 

Agraria
n 108 2.56 (1.5, 

4.39) 
0.51 (0.13, 
2.01) 

0.53 (0.46, 
0.62) 

 0.24 (0.03, 
1.7) 

0.3 (0.24, 
0.38) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.05 (0.03, 
0.09) 

Trading 22 2.47 (0.94, 
6.5) 

0.8 (0.12, 
5.58) 

0.51 (0.44, 
0.6)   0.78 (0.11, 

5.41) 
0.29 (0.24, 
0.36)   0 (0, 0) 0.05 (0.03, 

0.09) 

Trading 24 2.38 (1.6, 
3.53) 

0.52 (0.2, 
1.38) 

0.5 (0.42, 
0.58) 

 0.38 (0.12, 
1.16) 

0.28 (0.23, 
0.35) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.05 (0.03, 
0.09) 

Trading 754 2.38 (1.39, 
4.07) 

0.48 (0.12, 
1.88) 

0.49 (0.42, 
0.58)   0 (0, 0) 0.28 (0.23, 

0.35)   0.23 (0.03, 
1.64) 

0.05 (0.03, 
0.09) 

Agraria
n 16 2.33 (1.06, 

5.15) 
0.48 (0.07, 
3.37) 

0.49 (0.42, 
0.57) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.28 (0.22, 
0.34) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.05 (0.03, 
0.08) 
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Trading 7 2.32 (1.36, 
3.97) 

0.46 (0.12, 
1.83) 

0.48 (0.41, 
0.56)   0.24 (0.03, 

1.69) 
0.27 (0.22, 
0.34)   0 (0, 0) 0.05 (0.03, 

0.08) 

Trading 2 2.24 (1.28, 
3.92) 

1.01 (0.38, 
2.65) 

0.47 (0.4, 
0.54) 

 0.24 (0.03, 
1.68) 

0.27 (0.21, 
0.33) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.05 (0.03, 
0.08) 

Trading 33 2.19 (0.92, 
5.22) 0 (0, 0) 0.46 (0.39, 

0.53)   0 (0, 0) 0.26 (0.21, 
0.32)   0 (0, 0) 0.05 (0.03, 

0.08) 

Agraria
n 19 2.13 (1.33, 

3.41) 
0.32 (0.08, 
1.26) 

0.44 (0.38, 
0.52) 

 0.16 (0.02, 
1.09) 

0.25 (0.2, 
0.31) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.04 (0.03, 
0.08) 

Agraria
n 6 1.95 (1.02, 

3.72) 
0.29 (0.04, 
2.04) 

0.41 (0.35, 
0.47)   0 (0, 0) 0.23 (0.19, 

0.29)   0 (0, 0) 0.04 (0.02, 
0.07) 

Trading 89 1.89 (0.85, 
4.17) 0 (0, 0) 0.39 (0.34, 

0.46) 
 0 (0, 0) 0.22 (0.18, 

0.28) 
 0.42 (0.06, 

2.9) 
0.04 (0.02, 
0.07) 

Agraria
n 57 1.85 (0.78, 

4.41) 
0.45 (0.06, 
3.12) 

0.39 (0.33, 
0.45)   0 (0, 0) 0.22 (0.18, 

0.27)   0 (0, 0) 0.04 (0.02, 
0.07) 

Agraria
n 56 1.8 (0.68, 

4.76) 
0.57 (0.08, 
3.97) 

0.38 (0.32, 
0.44) 

 0.54 (0.08, 
3.8) 

0.21 (0.17, 
0.26) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.04 (0.02, 
0.06) 

Trading 40 1.59 (0.89, 
2.86) 

0.19 (0.03, 
1.34) 

0.33 (0.28, 
0.39)   0 (0, 0) 0.19 (0.15, 

0.23)   0 (0, 0) 0.03 (0.02, 
0.06) 

Agraria
n 55 1.59 (0.8, 

3.16) 
0.25 (0.04, 
1.71) 

0.33 (0.28, 
0.39) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.19 (0.15, 
0.23) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.03 (0.02, 
0.06) 

Agraria
n 36 1.59 (0.76, 

3.32) 0 (0, 0) 0.33 (0.28, 
0.39)   0 (0, 0) 0.19 (0.15, 

0.23)   0 (0, 0) 0.03 (0.02, 
0.06) 

Agraria
n 62 1.56 (0.59, 

4.13) 
1.09 (0.28, 
4.27) 

0.33 (0.28, 
0.38) 

 0.58 (0.08, 
4.07) 

0.19 (0.15, 
0.23) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.03 (0.02, 
0.06) 

Agraria
n 5 1.44 (0.72, 

2.86) 0 (0, 0) 0.3 (0.26, 
0.35)   0 (0, 0) 0.17 (0.14, 

0.21)   0 (0, 0) 0.03 (0.02, 
0.05) 

Trading 94 1.01 (0.14, 
7.1) 

1.4 (0.2, 
9.68) 

0.21 (0.18, 
0.25) 

 1.51 (0.22, 
10.35) 

0.12 (0.1, 
0.15) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.02 (0.01, 
0.04) 

Agraria
n 107 0.97 (0.37, 

2.57) 
0.29 (0.04, 
2.04) 

0.2 (0.17, 
0.23)   0.28 (0.04, 

1.96) 
0.11 (0.09, 
0.14)   0 (0, 0) 0.02 (0.01, 

0.03) 

Agraria
n 401 0.87 (0.22, 

3.46) 0 (0, 0) 0.18 (0.16, 
0.21) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.1 (0.08, 
0.13) 

 0 (0, 0) 0.02 (0.01, 
0.03) 

Agraria
n 120 0.46 (0.06, 

3.24) 0 (0, 0) 0.1 (0.08, 
0.11)   0 (0, 0) 0.05 (0.04, 

0.07)   0 (0, 0) 0.01 (0.01, 
0.02) 

Estimates generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals around the mean value generated 
using the Wald method. Expected values generated using the mean and 95% CI for the prevalence of resistance 
among viremic PLHIV across all community types extrapolated to the estimated mean prevalence of viremia within 
individual community types. PLHIV = people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase 
inhibitors. NRTI = nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors. PI = protease inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Table 30: Prevalence of amino acid substitutions among viremic pre-
treatment PLHIV 

  R15 (2012)   R16 (2014)   R17 (2015) 

Substitution Prevalence 
% (95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   Prevalence % 

(95% CI) 
Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   Prevalence % 

(95% CI) 
Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value 

inT97A 7.83 (5.66, 
10.83) ref <0.001   10.18 (6.61, 

15.69) 
1.3 (0.76, 

2.23) 0.34   9.32 (7.33, 
11.85) 

1.19 (0.8, 
1.78) 0.4 

rtK103N 3.08 (1.61, 
5.89) ref <0.001  4.54 (2.35, 

8.79) 
1.48 (0.58, 

3.73) 0.41  3.97 (2.72, 
5.81) 

1.29 (0.61, 
2.74) 0.51 

rtE138A 1.47 (0.75, 
2.86) ref <0.001   2.04 (0.93, 

4.45) 
1.38 (0.5, 

3.87) 0.53   3.63 (2.46, 
5.36) 

2.47 (1.14, 
5.35) 0.022 

rtM41L 0.3 (0.11, 
0.82) ref <0.001  0.54 (0.13, 

2.16) 
1.8 (0.33, 

10.01) 0.5  2.67 (1.69, 
4.23) 

8.95 (2.96, 
27.03) <0.001 

rtV179D 0.24 (0.05, 
1.05) ref <0.001   0.42 (0.09, 

1.89) 
1.78 (0.21, 

14.71) 0.59   1.21 (0.58, 
2.54) 

5.1 (0.97, 
26.86) 0.055 

prL33F 0.63 (0.22, 
1.76) ref <0.001  1.35 (0.46, 4) 2.16 (0.48, 

9.66) 0.31  1.05 (0.47, 
2.34) 

1.67 (0.45, 
6.18) 0.44 

rtK101E 0.66 (0.25, 
1.77) ref <0.001   0.86 (0.24, 

3.12) 
1.3 (0.26, 

6.53) 0.75   1 (0.48, 2.09) 1.51 (0.44, 
5.14) 0.51 

rtE138G 0.58 (0.19, 
1.85) ref <0.001  1.47 (0.37, 

5.82) 
2.51 (0.42, 

15.1) 0.31  0.27 (0.07, 
1.08) 

0.46 (0.08, 
2.8) 0.4 

prQ58E 0.34 (0.09, 
1.38) ref <0.001   0.51 (0.07, 

3.61) 
1.48 (0.13, 

16.33) 0.75   0.27 (0.07, 
1.09) 

0.79 (0.11, 
5.63) 0.81 

rtV108I 0.75 (0.26, 
2.14) ref <0.001  0.93 (0.27, 

3.18) 
1.24 (0.25, 

6.28) 0.79  0.86 (0.36, 
2.07) 

1.15 (0.29, 
4.54) 0.84 

rtG190A 1.04 (0.42, 
2.58) ref <0.001   0.29 (0.04, 

2.06) 
0.28 (0.03, 

2.43) 0.25   0.7 (0.29, 
1.69) 

0.68 (0.19, 
2.4) 0.54 

rtM184V 0.28 (0.07, 
1.18) ref <0.001  0.43 (0.11, 

1.71) 
1.5 (0.21, 

10.95) 0.69  1.3 (0.68, 
2.51) 

4.59 (0.96, 
21.99) 0.056 

rtV106I 0.92 (0.38, 
2.23) ref <0.001   1.42 (0.47, 

4.26) 
1.54 (0.38, 

6.35) 0.55   1.18 (0.59, 
2.36) 

1.29 (0.42, 
3.96) 0.66 

inE157Q 0.26 (0.06, 
1.06) ref <0.001  0 (0, 0) 0 (0, 0) <0.001  0.56 (0.21, 

1.49) 
2.16 (0.39, 

12.03) 0.38 

prV32I 1.42 (0.6, 
3.37) ref <0.001   0.08 (0.01, 

0.6) 
0.06 (0.01, 

0.51) 0.0099   0.76 (0.31, 
1.84) 

0.54 (0.15, 
1.85) 0.32 

 
  R18 (2017)   R19 (2019) 

Substitution Prevalence 
% (95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   Prevalence % 

(95% CI) 
Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value 

inT97A 10.33 (7.83, 
13.63) 

1.32 (0.86, 
2.02) 0.2   20.95 (14.63, 

30.01) 
2.68 (1.65, 

4.34) <0.001 

rtK103N 7.27 (5.17, 
10.2) 

2.36 (1.13, 
4.92) 0.022  5.95 (2.87, 

12.34) 
1.93 (0.73, 

5.14) 0.19 

rtE138A 2.8 (1.6, 
4.89) 

1.91 (0.8, 
4.55) 0.15   2.67 (0.87, 

8.15) 
1.82 (0.49, 

6.67) 0.37 

rtM41L 2.23 (1.2, 
4.12) 

7.47 (2.3, 
24.26) <0.001  6.33 (3.06, 

13.09) 
21.21 (6.14, 

73.29) <0.001 

rtV179D 1.62 (0.77, 
3.38) 

6.82 (1.3, 
35.86) 0.023   1.45 (0.35, 

6.02) 
6.11 (0.78, 

47.89) 0.085 

prL33F 1.57 (0.75, 
3.28) 

2.51 (0.7, 
8.91) 0.16  1.86 (0.47, 

7.34) 
2.97 (0.53, 

16.54) 0.21 
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rtK101E 1.12 (0.47, 
2.69) 

1.69 (0.45, 
6.28) 0.43   2.85 (0.93, 

8.74) 
4.29 (0.97, 

19.01) 0.056 

rtE138G 0.93 (0.35, 
2.46) 

1.58 (0.35, 
7.17) 0.55  0 (0, 0) 0 (0, 0) <0.001 

prQ58E 0.92 (0.35, 
2.45) 

2.69 (0.49, 
14.66) 0.25   1.87 (0.47, 

7.41) 
5.42 (0.77, 

38.38) 0.09 

rtV108I 0.91 (0.34, 
2.41) 

1.21 (0.29, 
5.11) 0.79  1.87 (0.48, 

7.39) 
2.51 (0.45, 

14.15) 0.3 

rtG190A 0.9 (0.34, 
2.4) 

0.87 (0.23, 
3.31) 0.84   0 (0, 0) 0 (0, 0) <0.001 

rtM184V 0.9 (0.34, 
2.39) 

3.17 (0.56, 
17.8) 0.19  0.95 (0.13, 

6.66) 
3.34 (0.3, 

37.32) 0.33 

rtV106I 0.71 (0.23, 
2.21) 

0.78 (0.19, 
3.27) 0.73   0 (0, 0) 0 (0, 0) <0.001 

inE157Q 0.7 (0.23, 
2.16) 

2.69 (0.44, 
16.37) 0.28  0.93 (0.13, 

6.52) 
3.58 (0.32, 

39.67) 0.3 

prV32I 0.69 (0.22, 
2.12) 

0.48 (0.12, 
2.01) 0.32   0.92 (0.13, 

6.45) 
0.65 (0.08, 

5.47) 0.69 

Only the 15 most prevalent substitutions in round 18 are shown. Estimates generated using robust log-Poisson 
regression. 95% confidence intervals around the mean value generated using the Wald method. Expected values 
generated using the mean and 95% CI for the prevalence of resistance among viremic PLHIV across all community 
types extrapolated to the estimated mean prevalence of viremia within individual community types. PLHIV = people 
living with HIV. RT = reverse transcriptase. IN = integrase. PR = protease.   
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Supplementary Table 31: Prevalence of rtK103N among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV 
stratified by sex 

  R15 (2012)   R16 (2014)   R17 (2015) 

  Prevalence 
% (95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   

Prevalence 
% (95% 

CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   

Prevalence 
% (95% 

CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value 

Sex                     

    F 3.92 (1.65, 
9.31) ref ref 

 
4.64 (1.8, 

12) 
1.19 (0.33, 

4.29) 0.8 
 

4.92 (2.99, 
8.09) 

1.26 (0.46, 
3.41) 0.65 

    M 2.18 (0.89, 
5.35) 

0.56 (0.16, 
1.94) 0.36   

4.45 (1.78, 
11.12) 

1.72 (0.28, 
10.61) 0.56   

3.14 (1.74, 
5.65) 

1.15 (0.26, 
4.98) 0.85 

 
  R18 (2017)   R19 (2019) 

  Prevalence 
% (95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value   

Prevalence 
% (95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) 

p-
value 

Sex              

    F 9.04 (5.82, 
14.07) 

2.31 (0.87, 
6.1) 0.091 

 
6.91 (2.67, 

17.88) 
1.76 (0.49, 

6.38) 0.39 

    M 5.71 (3.37, 
9.69) 

1.14 (0.27, 
4.73) 0.86   4.82 (1.58, 

14.75) 
1.26 (0.18, 

8.62) 0.82 
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Supplementary Table 32: Prevalence of amino acid substitutions among viremic treatment-
experienced PLHIV 

  R17 (2015)   R18 (2017) 

Substitution Prevalence % 
(95% CI)   Prevalence % 

(95% CI) 

rtM184V 38.08 (30.77, 
47.13)   33.95 (27.67, 

41.65) 

rtK103N 27.91 (21.41, 
36.38) 

 26.73 (20.93, 
34.14) 

rtY181C 20.17 (14.57, 
27.92)   14.08 (9.84, 

20.15) 

rtK65R 14.46 (9.56, 
21.88) 

 12.61 (8.52, 
18.65) 

rtG190A 12.77 (8.31, 
19.65)   12 (8.09, 17.79) 

inT97A 10.59 (6.31, 
17.78) 

 9.98 (6.43, 
15.51) 

rtK101E 10.49 (6.44, 
17.07)   9.49 (6.03, 

14.94) 

rtK219E 7.09 (3.86, 
13.05) 

 8.04 (4.85, 
13.31) 

rtV108I 4.42 (2.21, 
8.87)   7.36 (4.35, 

12.45) 

rtH221Y 7.97 (4.49, 
14.18) 

 6.99 (4.13, 
11.85) 

rtN348I 9.28 (5.57, 
15.45)   6.53 (3.77, 

11.32) 

rtK70R 5.87 (3.05, 
11.31) 

 6.3 (3.55, 
11.19) 

rtM41L 6.3 (3.38, 
11.73)   5.55 (3.03, 

10.15) 

rtP225H 3.79 (1.66, 
8.67) 

 5.5 (3, 10.09) 

rtD67N 4.15 (1.85, 
9.34)   5.45 (2.97, 10) 

Only the 15 most prevalent substitutions in round 18 are shown. Estimates generated using robust log-Poisson 
regression. 95% confidence intervals around the mean value generated using the Wald method. Expected values 
generated using the mean and 95% CI for the prevalence of resistance among viremic PLHIV across all community 
types extrapolated to the estimated mean prevalence of viremia within individual community types. PLHIV = people 
living with HIV. RT = reverse transcriptase. IN = integrase. PR = protease.   
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Supplementary Table 33: Prevalence of inT97A among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV by 
correlation structure 

  Independence   Exchangeable   AR1   Unstructured 

Survey 
round 

Prevalence 
% (95% 

CI) 

Prev. 
ratio 
(95% 
CI) 

p-
value   

Prevalence 
% (95% 

CI) 

Prev. 
ratio 
(95% 
CI) 

p-
value   

Prevalence 
% (95% 

CI) 

Prev. 
ratio 
(95% 
CI) 

p-
value   

Prevalence 
% (95% 

CI) 

Prev. 
ratio 
(95% 
CI) 

p-
value 

    15 
(2012) 

7.83 (5.66, 
10.83) ref ref   7.91 (5.76, 

10.86) ref ref   7.9 (5.75, 
10.85) ref ref   7.91 (5.76, 

10.86) ref ref 

    16 
(2014) 

10.18 (6.61, 
15.69) 

1.3 
(0.76, 
2.23) 

0.34  10.62 (7.06, 
15.97) 

1.34 
(0.8, 
2.24) 

0.26  10.67 (7.09, 
16.06) 

1.35 
(0.81, 
2.26) 

0.25  10.62 (7.08, 
15.94) 

1.34 
(0.81, 
2.24) 

2.60E
-01 

    17 
(2015) 

9.32 (7.33, 
11.85) 

1.19 
(0.8, 
1.76) 

0.38   9.54 (7.62, 
11.95) 

1.21 
(0.83, 
1.76) 

0.33   9.49 (7.57, 
11.9) 

1.2 
(0.82, 
1.76) 

0.34   9.65 (7.74, 
12.04) 

1.22 
(0.84, 
1.78) 

0.3 

    18 
(2017) 

10.33 (7.83, 
13.63) 

1.32 
(0.86, 
2.02) 

0.2  10.42 (7.99, 
13.59) 

1.32 
(0.87, 
1.99) 

0.19  10.34 (7.91, 
13.52) 

1.31 
(0.87, 
1.98) 

0.2  10.14 (7.71, 
13.34) 

1.28 
(0.85, 
1.95) 

0.24 

    19 
(2019) 

20.95 
(14.63, 
30.01) 

2.68 
(1.65, 
4.34) 

<0.00
01   20.6 (14.52, 

29.21) 

2.6 
(1.63, 
4.17) 

<0.00
01   20.48 (14.4, 

29.13) 

2.59 
(1.61, 
4.17) 

<0.00
01   20.39 (14.3, 

29.07) 

2.58 
(1.6, 
4.15) 

<0.00
01 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression with generalized estimating equation. PLHIV = 
people living with HIV. NNRTI = non-nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitors.  NRTI = nucleoside reverse 
transcriptase inhibitors.  
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Supplementary Figure 6: Prevalence of inT97A among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV 
stratified by sex, age category, community type, and subtype 

 
Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. Only the three most common subtypes are shown. 
Subtypes were inferred by identifying the closest reference match to each sequenced sample. For visual clarity, 
points are jittered along the x-axis. 
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Supplementary Table 34: Prevalence of inT97A among viremic pre-treatment PLHIV 
stratified by sex, age category, community type, and subtype 

  R15 (2012)   R16 (2014)   R17 (2015) 

  Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value   

Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value   

Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

Age category                       

    (14,24] 6.02 (2.99, 
12.11) ref ref  9.45 (4.31, 

20.69) 
1.57 (0.549, 

4.49) 0.4  11.51 (6.97, 
19.01) 

1.913 
(0.809, 
4.524) 

1.40E-
01 

    (24,34] 8.21 (5.13, 
13.14) 

1.364 
(0.587, 
3.17) 

0.47   7.45 (3.84, 
14.43) 

0.578 
(0.153, 
2.181) 

0.42   7.61 (5.21, 
11.13) 

0.485 
(0.169, 
1.388) 

0.18 

    (34,50] 8.47 (4.83, 
14.85) 

1.407 
(0.574, 
3.451) 

0.46  15.41 (7.48, 
31.73) 

1.159 
(0.288, 
4.669) 

0.84  10.55 (7.13, 
15.61) 

0.652 
(0.217, 
1.957) 

0.45 

Community 
type                       

    Agrarian 7.66 (4.59, 
12.78) ref ref  11.27 (5.48, 

23.19) 

1.472 
(0.608, 
3.565) 

0.39  9.05 (5.73, 
14.31) 

1.182 
(0.595, 
2.349) 

0.63 

    Fishing 6.38 (3.48, 
11.69) 

0.833 
(0.377, 
1.841) 

0.65   7.75 (3.88, 
15.49) 

0.826 
(0.231, 
2.959) 

0.77   9.11 (6.48, 
12.81) 

1.209 
(0.455, 
3.212) 

0.7 

    Trading 11.62 (7.07, 
19.1) 

1.518 
(0.744, 
3.097) 

0.25  10.82 (5.38, 
21.79) 

0.633 
(0.184, 
2.169) 

0.47  10.25 (6.2, 
16.94) 

0.746 
(0.278, 
1.998) 

0.56 

Sex                       

    F 7.76 (4.87, 
12.38) ref ref  11.45 (6.83, 

19.18) 

1.475 
(0.736, 
2.959) 

0.27  11.08 (8.03, 
15.28) 

1.428 
(0.81, 
2.517) 

0.22 

    M 7.9 (5.04, 
12.39) 

1.019 
(0.533, 
1.947) 

0.96   8.98 (4.34, 
18.56) 

0.77 (0.256, 
2.317) 0.64   7.76 (5.42, 

11.12) 

0.688 
(0.307, 
1.543) 

0.36 

Subtype 
           

    A1 

11.62 (6.84, 
19.74) ref ref   21.3 (10.91, 

41.6) 

1.833 
(0.781, 
4.305) 

0.16   13.16 (9.34, 
18.55) 

1.132 
(0.602, 
2.13) 

7.00E-
01 

    D 

6.1 (3.19, 
11.69) 

0.525 
(0.227, 
1.215) 

0.13  4.57 (1.87, 
11.17) 

0.408 
(0.101, 
1.65) 

0.21  6.79 (4.52, 
10.21) 

0.982 
(0.364, 
2.653) 

0.97 

    Other 
(recombinant) 

8.49 (4.37, 
16.5) 

0.731 
(0.312, 
1.71) 

0.47   11.25 (5.2, 
24.34) 

0.723 
(0.191, 
2.729) 

0.63   9.75 (5.35, 
17.79) 

1.014 
(0.339, 
3.034) 

0.98 

 
  R18 (2017)   R19 (2019) 

  Prevalence 
% (95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value   

Prevalence % 
(95% CI) 

Prev. ratio 
(95% CI) p-value 

Age category               

    (14,24] 9.26 (5.12, 
16.72) 

1.538 
(0.615, 
3.845) 

0.36  40.73 (24.7, 
67.16) 

6.768 
(2.864, 
15.996) 

<0.0001 

    (24,34] 10.42 (7.01, 
15.48) 

0.825 
(0.274, 
2.487) 

0.73   18.94 (11.02, 
32.55) 

0.341 
(0.111, 
1.045) 

0.06 

    (34,50] 11.26 (6.74, 
18.81) 

0.864 
(0.263, 
2.843) 

0.81  10.53 (4.14, 
26.75) 

0.184 
(0.046, 
0.735) 

0.017 

Community 
type               

    Agrarian 9.91 (5.91, 
16.64) 

1.294 
(0.625, 
2.681) 

0.49  26.39 (15.89, 
43.83) 

3.446 
(1.676, 
7.083) 

0.00077 
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    Fishing 10.26 (6.77, 
15.55) 

1.243 
(0.442, 
3.497) 

0.68   22.88 (13.24, 
39.54) 

1.042 
(0.351, 
3.095) 

0.94 

    Trading 10.97 (6.42, 
18.73) 

0.729 (0.26, 
2.044) 0.55  9.29 (3.07, 

28.13) 

0.232 
(0.056, 
0.952) 

0.043 

Sex               

    F 8.46 (5.36, 
13.35) 

1.09 (0.568, 
2.094) 0.8  18.62 (10.89, 

31.84) 

2.399 
(1.178, 
4.885) 

0.016 

    M 11.97 (8.45, 
16.95) 

1.389 
(0.584, 3.3) 0.46   23.7 (14.68, 

38.26) 

1.25 
(0.475, 
3.29) 

0.65 

Subtype 
       

    A1 

14.21 (9.46, 
21.35) 

1.223 
(0.627, 
2.386) 

5.60E-
01   27.99 (16.53, 

47.38) 

2.409 
(1.141, 
5.084) 

0.021 

    D 

8.57 (5.51, 
13.35) 

1.148 
(0.409, 
3.223) 

0.79  17.41 (10.11, 
29.99) 

1.184 
(0.383, 
3.664) 

0.77 

    Other 
(recombinant) 

10.38 (5.14, 
20.97) 

1 (0.309, 
3.239) 1   18.96 (5.49, 

65.41) 

0.927 
(0.189, 
4.552) 

0.93 

Estimates were generated using robust log-Poisson regression. 95% confidence intervals indicate the Wald 
confidence interval around the mean value in each category. Only the three most common subtypes are shown. 
Subtypes were inferred by identifying the closest reference match to each sequenced sample. 
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Supplementary Figure 7: Subtype of viremic pre-treatment PLHIV stratified by 
presence/absence of inT97A 

 
Subtyping was done by identifying the closest reference match (A), using the whole genome (B), or using only the 
pol gene (C). Only subtypes observed in ≥ 3 sequences are shown. PLHIV = people living with HIV. In = integrase.  
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Supplementary Figure 8: Virological characteristics of viremic pre-treatment PLHIV 
stratified by presence/absence of inT97A 

 
(A,B) Viral load of samples in which we do not (A) and do (B) identify inT97A. Samples with missing viral loads 
are removed. (C,D) Sequencing read frequency of identified non-inT97A (C) and inT97A (D) drug resistance 
substitutions. (E,F) Supporting sequencing read count of identified non-inT97A (E) and inT97A (F) drug resistance 
substitutions. In = integrase.  
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