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Abstract

Biomedical research and clinical trials for curative HIV interventions are advancing rapidly. Understanding
the potential impact of an HIV cure on transmission dynamics is key for its successful implementation at the
population level. Using a mathematical model calibrated to the HIV epidemic among men who have sex with
men (MSM) in the Netherlands as a case study, we tested the common hypothesis that an effective cure will
contribute to HIV control and help end the epidemic. Guided by the target product profile (TPP) for an HIV
cure, we evaluated the impact of two cure scenarios: (i) HIV remission, which entails suppression of the virus
in the absence of ongoing antiretroviral treatment (ART) but carries a risk of viral rebound, and (ii) HIV
eradication, which aims for complete removal of the virus. We found that either sustained HIV remission (with
no risk of rebound) or HIV eradication could consistently reduce cumulative HIV incidence among MSM in
the Netherlands by up to 50% for optimum TPP within eight years, relative to the baseline scenario without
a cure. In contrast, transient HIV remission with a risk of rebound may drastically increase cumulative HIV
incidence and disrupt the progress made toward HIV control under the current standard of care and prevention.
These findings underscore the importance of the characteristics of curative HIV interventions in maximizing
their benefits for public health and highlight the need to align HIV cure research with public health objectives
to end the HIV epidemic.

Introduction

Over the past decades, significant progress has been made toward achieving the United Nations Sustainable De-
velopment Goal of ending the HIV epidemic by 2030 [1]. Successes in reducing HIV transmission are particularly
notable among men who have sex with men (MSM) in several Western European countries, including the Nether-
lands [2–4]. Since 2008, annual HIV diagnoses and HIV incidence among MSM in the Netherlands have declined
by approximately 70% [2], largely due to public health interventions such as pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) [5]
and treatment as prevention [6].
Despite these advances, developing an HIV cure is a global health priority [7–9], as millions of people worldwide
depend on lifelong antiretroviral treatment (ART) for viral suppression and a preventive vaccine is not yet available.
People with HIV, including those in key populations such as MSM, experience impaired health-related quality of
life despite effective ART [10–13]. Compared to individuals without HIV, people with HIV have worse physical and
mental health due to chronic comorbidities and stigma [10,12]. Emerging biomedical technologies, such as an HIV
cure, have the potential to improve health and well-being of all people with HIV including MSM across various life
domains, similar to how ART revolutionized HIV treatment in the past [7, 14,15].
Biomedical research and human clinical trials for curative HIV interventions are advancing rapidly [16, 17]. To
date, several patients have been cured of HIV through HIV-resistant stem cell transplants [18], but a scalable cure
has yet to be developed. The consensus is that an acceptable and scalable cure for HIV will most likely require
a combination of strategies targeting different aspects of HIV infection [7, 9, 19]. HIV eradication—aiming for the
complete removal of HIV from the body—represents the ultimate goal for people with HIV [14, 20]. However,
HIV remission, where the virus remains suppressed below transmissible levels without ongoing ART, could be a
more attainable target for researchers. Strategies that are currently being developed may contribute to both HIV
remission and HIV eradication [7, 19,21–24].
The target product profile (TPP) for an HIV cure, a tool commonly used to guide drug development, has been
devised by the International AIDS Society to align stakeholders on essential attributes for potential HIV cure
interventions [9]. The TPP specifies key characteristics of a cure, including the target population, clinical efficacy,
protection from re-infection, time to viral rebound, and monitoring requirements. According to the TPP’s minimum
and optimum criteria, interventions resulting in either HIV remission or HIV eradication could be considered
curative. Following the TPP framework, we refer to each of these cure scenarios as ‘a cure’ and to individuals who
achieve it as ‘cured’.
The characteristics of a cure intervention could have major consequences not only for the well-being of people with
HIV but also for virus transmission at the population level. It is often hypothesized that an effective cure could
aid in controlling the HIV epidemic [7, 8, 24]. However, there is limited research investigating whether and how
a cure would affect HIV transmission dynamics. For example, in an HIV remission scenario with a risk of viral
rebound, transmission of the virus could occur. In an HIV eradication scenario, if a cure does not confer immunity,
cured individuals may still be susceptible to re-infection. These considerations underscore the need for further
investigation into the relationship between HIV cures and transmission dynamics.
From the early days of the HIV epidemic, mathematical modeling played an important role in advancing our
understanding of HIV epidemiology, evaluating the impact of interventions, and shaping public health strategies
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[25–27]. For example, the seminal modeling study by Granich et al. [28] investigated the impact of test-and-
treat on reducing HIV transmission, significantly influencing the international policy to end the HIV epidemic.
Understanding how emerging HIV technologies, such as a potential cure, may affect the course of the epidemic is
key to their successful implementation at the population level. Here, we considered the HIV epidemic among MSM
in the Netherlands as a case study, where substantial progress has been made toward HIV control under the current
standard of care and prevention. Using a mathematical model calibrated to epidemiological and sexual behavior
data, we investigated the potential impact of curative interventions that would lead to either HIV remission or
HIV eradication on the epidemic dynamics in this population. We explored under which assumptions regarding
intervention characteristics these cure scenarios may increase or decrease HIV transmission among MSM in the
Netherlands. Finally, we discussed the implications of our findings for the population-based implementation of cure
interventions.
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Figure 1. Model fit to HIV surveillance data for MSM in the Netherlands. (a) New HIV diagnoses,
(b) estimated number of undiagnosed HIV infections, and (c) new HIV infections. The red dots and the error bars
correspond to the mean estimates and the 95% confidence intervals reported by SHM [2]. The mean trajectories
estimated from the model are shown as orange lines. The shaded regions correspond to 95% credible intervals
based on 100 samples from the joint posterior parameter distribution.
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Results

Dynamics without cure

The model was fitted to and reproduced well the annual number of new HIV diagnoses and the estimated number
of undiagnosed HIV infections among MSM from 2017 till 2022, reported by the Dutch HIV Monitoring Foundation
(Stichting hiv monitoring, SHM) (Figure 1) [2]. The number of new HIV infections per 100,000 persons per year
was estimated to decrease from 74 (95%CrI 33–127) in 2017 to 39 (95%CrI 14–67) in 2022. The estimated mean
time to diagnosis was 28 months (95%CrI 24–33), consistent with the SHM data [2]. The model predicted that
the proportions of diagnoses within 6 months, between 6 to 12 months, and more than 12 months since HIV
infection were 22% (95%CrI 20%–24%), 14% (95%CrI 13%–16%), and 63% (95%CrI 60%–66%), respectively, also
aligning with the SHM data [2]. The estimated HIV prevalence was almost constant, around 6%–7% throughout
the considered period, which is in the range observed for MSM in Western Europe [29]. The model was additionally
validated using independent data, not included in the model fitting, on the annual number of MSM on PrEP, the
annual number of MSM on ART immigrating to the Netherlands from abroad, and the ART coverage among all
MSM with HIV from 2017 till 2022 (Figure S1).

Table 1. The relation of HIV cure scenarios to the minimum and optimum TPP for an HIV cure.
Following the TPP framework [9], we refer to HIV remission and HIV eradication scenarios as ‘a cure’ and to
individuals who achieve it as ‘cured’.

Characteristics (Model parameter) Minimum TTP Optimum TTP
HIV remission scenario
Target population Adults on stable ART —‡

Efficacy$ (e) 20% 90%
Protection from reinfection —∗ Full
Need for monitoring† (1/τCk ) Every 2 weeks None

Time to rebound (1/ϕ)
2 years Never

(Transient HIV remission) (Sustained HIV remission)
HIV eradication scenario
Target population Adults on stable ART —‡

Efficacy$ (e) 20% 90%
Protection from reinfection None Equivalent to sustained HIV remission
Need for monitoring† (1/τCk ) Every 2 weeks None

$Efficacy was defined as the proportion of individuals for whom the HIV-cure intervention was successful.
†Need for monitoring indicates monitoring frequency for individuals who achieved HIV remission or HIV eradication.
∗The HIV remission scenario without protection from reinfection was not modeled.
‡The HIV remission and eradication scenarios targeted at all people with HIV were not modeled.

Cure scenarios

Guided by the TPP [9], we developed a transmission model for the HIV remission and HIV eradication scenarios (see
Figure 6 and Methods). The relation of these cure scenarios to the minimum and optimum TPP [9] is summarized
in Table 1. In both scenarios, the cure was targeted at virologically suppressed individuals on ART (minimum
TPP).
From an HIV dynamics perspective, the key difference between HIV remission and HIV eradication is that, in the
remission scenario, the HIV reservoir within an individual is not completely removed. We defined ‘sustained’ HIV
remission as a scenario where the virus remains below transmissible levels indefinitely (optimum TPP), whereas
‘transient’ HIV remission allows for possible viral rebound and potential onward transmission after a period of
virus control of at least 2 years (minimum TPP). We assumed that individuals achieving HIV remission have full
protection against re-infection (optimum TPP). In contrast, in the eradication scenario, all HIV including the intact
and rebound-competent reservoir is fully removed. We further assumed that individuals achieving HIV eradication
remain susceptible to re-infection (minimum TPP) and could start using PrEP if they have a high risk of HIV
acquisition.
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In both cure scenarios, we explored the entire range of acceptable values for cure characteristics outlined in the
TPP, i.e., annual uptakes (proportion of eligible individuals receiving a cure intervention each year) of 10%, 50%,
and 90%, and efficacy (proportion of individuals for whom the intervention was successful) of 20% (minimum
TPP) and 90% (optimum TPP). Individuals who did not take up a cure intervention or for whom the intervention
was unsuccessful remained on ART. Moreover, we considered three monitoring strategies for individuals who may
experience a viral rebound after HIV remission or re-infection after HIV eradication: (i) no monitoring (optimum
TPP), resulting in a mean (across all HIV stages) diagnostic delay of 28 months, which aligns with the estimated
delay of HIV infections under the current standard of care [2]; (ii) PrEP-like monitoring, with a mean diagnostic
delay of 3 months, similar to the testing interval for PrEP users [30]; and (iii) frequent monitoring (minimum TPP)
every two weeks, as used in analytical treatment interruptions studies [31].
A cure intervention was assumed to be introduced in 2026, with maximum uptake reached within 3 years. We
compared projections of HIV dynamics under the two cure scenarios and the no-cure scenario from 2026 to 2034.
Changes in HIV incidence under the cure scenarios were always reported relative to the no-cure scenario. A detailed
description of the model equations, parameters, and assumptions is provided in the Methods section, Figure 6, and
the Supplementary Material.

Dynamics for HIV remission scenario

We first explored how the dynamics under the HIV remission scenario might unfold based on different assumptions
about the time to viral rebound. We simulated the model with mean rebound times of 2 years and 6 years, as well
as the possibility of sustained HIV remission (i.e., no rebound). We assumed 90% intervention efficacy and 90%
annual uptake, along with a 3-month diagnostic delay of rebounds. Projections of the epidemic dynamics for these
parameters are shown in Figure 2. Sustained HIV remission, with no risk of rebound, resulted in the fewest new
HIV infections compared to the no-cure scenario—8 (95%CrI 4–13) versus 33 (95%CrI 11–64) per 100,000 persons
per year in 2034. If the time to viral rebound was 6 years, an estimated 23 (95%CrI 10–47) new HIV infections and
691 (95%CrI 664–715) new rebounds per 100,000 persons per year would occur in 2034. For a shorter rebound time
of 2 years, new HIV infections and new rebounds increased to 41 (95%CrI 17–90) and 1,518 (95%CrI 1462–1570) per
100,000 persons per year in 2034. The HIV prevalence, including individuals in whom HIV remission was achieved
but the viral reservoir was not fully removed, remained nearly constant regardless of the rebound time, while cure
coverage (proportion of eligible individuals achieving HIV remission) was lower for shorter rebound times.

Impact of HIV remission under varied intervention characteristics

We further systematically compared the impact of HIV remission under varied efficacy, uptake, time to rebound,
and diagnostic delay from its introduction in 2026 to 2034 (Figure 3). Sustained HIV remission consistently resulted
in fewer HIV infections, regardless of diagnostic delay (Figure 3, top rows). Mean reductions in cumulative HIV
infections over this period, compared to the no-cure scenario, ranged from 52% for 90% uptake and 90% efficacy
to 3% for 10% uptake and 20% efficacy. Intermediate reductions in HIV infections were predicted for all other
parameter combinations.
Whether transient HIV remission increased or decreased HIV infections from 2026 to 2034, compared to the no-cure
scenario, depended on diagnostic delay and rebound time (Figure 3, middle and bottom rows). In the absence of
a specific monitoring strategy to diagnose rebounds (i.e., a 28-month diagnostic delay of HIV infections observed
under the current standard of care), the introduction of this intervention consistently led to more HIV infections.
Larger increases in infections were predicted for shorter rebound time, and higher uptake and efficacy. Conversely,
with frequent monitoring of individuals who achieved HIV remission (i.e., a 2-week diagnostic delay of rebounds),
cumulative HIV infections were consistently reduced compared to the no-cure scenario. The largest mean reductions
in cumulative HIV infections were between 41% for a rebound time of 6 years and 23% for a rebound time of 2
years. However, an estimated 4,695 (95% CrI 4,485–4,847) and 11,310 (95% CrI 10,836–11,653) rebounds per
100,000 persons were predicted to occur alongside these maximum reductions in HIV infections. During the same
period, only 561 (95% CrI 184–1,074) HIV infections per 100,000 persons were estimated to occur in the no-cure
scenario.

Dynamics for HIV eradication scenario

Similar to HIV remission, we first assessed transmission dynamics under the HIV eradication scenario, considering
90% efficacy and a 3-month diagnostic delay for re-infections. The introduction of HIV eradication led to a consistent
reduction in the number of new HIV infections in naive individuals, with values varying based on cure uptake (Figure
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Figure 2. Projections of HIV dynamics under the HIV remission scenario. (a) New HIV infections, (b)
new rebounds in individuals achieving HIV remission, (c) HIV prevalence (proportion of individuals with HIV),
and (d) cure coverage (proportion of eligible individuals achieving HIV remission) for different times until viral
rebound. The legend for different curves shown in (d) corresponds to all panels. The red vertical arrows indicate
the cure introduction. The mean trajectories from the model are shown as solid lines. The shaded regions
correspond to 95% credible intervals based on 100 samples from the joint posterior parameter distribution.
Different shades of blue correspond to different times until viral rebound. The projections of the model without a
cure are shown in orange. Parameters: efficacy of 90% (proportion of individuals for whom the intervention was
successful), annual uptake of 90% (proportion of eligible individuals receiving the intervention each year), and a
3-month diagnostic delay of rebounds in individuals who achieved HIV remission.

4). For 90% uptake, the estimated number of new HIV infections decreased to 8 (95% CrI 4–13) per 100,000 persons
per year in 2034, which is comparable to the outcome of sustained HIV remission. For lower uptakes, new HIV
infections also declined, albeit less markedly, reaching 9 (95% CrI 5–14) and 22 (95% CrI 9–39) per 100,000 persons
per year for 50% and 10% uptake, respectively. Notably, across the entire range of uptakes considered, the estimated
number of re-infections in cured individuals remained low, approaching only about 2 re-infections per 100,000 persons
per year in 2034. Furthermore, unlike in the HIV remission scenario, HIV prevalence markedly dropped after the
introduction of HIV eradication, reaching 3.60% (95%CrI 3.38%–3.74%) for 10% uptake and falling to less than 1%
for uptakes above 50%. The model also indicated that for lower uptakes, equilibrium in HIV dynamics had not yet
been reached, with new HIV infections projected to decline further after 2034 (e.g., falling below 22 per 100,000
persons for 10% uptake).
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Figure 3. Impact of HIV remission on HIV dynamics under varied intervention characteristics. (a)
Mean change in cumulative HIV infections relative to the no-cure scenario and (b) mean cumulative rebounds
from the introduction of HIV remission scenario in 2026 to the end of the simulation in 2034.
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Figure 4. Projections of HIV dynamics under the HIV eradication scenario. (a) New HIV infections
(primary infections in naive individuals), (b) new HIV re-infections (secondary infections in cured individuals),
(c) HIV prevalence (proportion of individuals with HIV), and (d) cure coverage (proportion of cured individuals
among all eligible) for different cure uptakes. The legend for different curves shown in (d) corresponds to all
panels. The red vertical arrows indicate the cure introduction. The mean trajectories from the model are shown
as solid lines. The shaded regions correspond to 95% credible intervals based on 100 samples from the joint
posterior parameter distribution. Different shades of green correspond to different cure uptakes. The projections
of the model without a cure are shown in orange. Parameters: efficacy of 90% (proportion of individuals for whom
the intervention was successful) and a 3-month diagnostic delay of re-infections in individuals who achieved HIV
eradication.

Impact of HIV eradication under varied intervention characteristics

A systematic comparison of the impact of HIV eradication under varied efficacy, uptake, and diagnostic delay of
re-infections is shown in Figure 5. Similar to sustained HIV remission, HIV eradication consistently reduced HIV
infections in naive individuals, regardless of diagnostic delay. Like before, the largest and smallest reductions in
cumulative HIV infections over the 2026-2034 period were observed at the extreme values of uptakes and efficacy,
with the reduction ranging from 3% to 52% for all parameter combinations explored. For all diagnostic delays, the
estimated number of cumulative re-infections remained low, not exceeding 16 per 100,000 persons over 8 years.

Robustness and sensitivity analyses

Our results remained robust across different years of cure introduction. A potential increase in sexual risk behavior
among MSM in response to a cure based on survey data did not qualitatively affect the overall outcomes. Specif-
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Figure 5. Impact of the HIV eradication on HIV dynamics under varied cure characteristics. (a)
Mean change in cumulative HIV infections (primary infections in naive individuals) relative to the no-cure
scenario and (b) mean cumulative HIV re-infections (secondary infections in cured individuals) from the
introduction of HIV eradication scenario in 2026 to the end of the simulation in 2034. The color bar scale is the
same as that in Figure 3 for direct comparison.

ically, eight years post-cure, the number of new HIV infections was always lower for HIV eradication compared
to the no-cure scenario, but this was not the case for transient HIV remission. Sensitivity analyses regarding the
infectivity of individuals after viral rebound indicated that our projections for HIV remission were the most opti-
mistic. In contrast, the results for HIV eradication were consistent across varying assumptions about the infectivity
of re-infections. The qualitative insights into the impact of cure scenarios relative to the no-cure scenario were
also robust to potential changes in the underlying trend in HIV incidence, particularly when new HIV infections
started to increase from 2022 onward. Further details of these and additional sensitivity analyses are given in the
Supplementary Material.

Discussion

In light of rapidly advancing HIV cure research [19], anticipating the potential population-level impact of cure
implementation is essential before effective interventions become available. From a public health perspective, an
effective cure should align with the United Nations Sustainable Development Goal of ending the HIV epidemic [1].
Indeed, there is a prevailing assumption that a cure will contribute to epidemic control [7, 8, 24]. In Western
European countries where HIV epidemics are concentrated among MSM and HIV incidence is already low, this
assumption implies that the implementation of a cure should not disrupt the progress made in HIV control under
the current prevention and treatment standards.
We found that introducing either cure scenario could alter the course of the HIV epidemic among MSM in the
Netherlands. The impact differed between sustained HIV remission or HIV eradication, which both have the
potential to further reduce HIV transmission, and transient HIV remission, which could increase HIV transmission.
This divergence in the potential outcomes of cure scenarios underscores the importance of evaluating their public
health impacts, which, for now, can only be done through mathematical modeling [32]. Specifically, the model
projections indicated that while sustained HIV remission consistently resulted in a decrease in cumulative HIV
incidence over eight years (by up to 50% for optimum TPP), transient HIV remission could drastically increase
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new infections. Notably, the increase in incidence was observed for plausible parameter combinations that might
be achievable in a real-world setting (e.g., a 3-month diagnostic delay, which matches the testing interval for PrEP
users [30], and the TPP’s minimum requirement of 2 years before relapse [9]). HIV incidence under transient HIV
remission increased in the model because individuals who experienced viral rebound could transmit the virus before
being diagnosed. This led to a counterintuitive effect where higher incidence was observed for higher cure uptakes
and efficacies. The more individuals achieved HIV remission, the more rebounds occurred, leading to an increase in
new infections. This effect could be mitigated by developing HIV remission strategies with longer times to rebound
or through stricter monitoring. However, even in scenarios where transient HIV remission reduces HIV incidence,
managing numerous rebound cases may pose a challenge in the real world and lead to adverse health outcomes for
patients. People with HIV in the Netherlands and Australia have also raised concerns about transient HIV remission
because of fear of transmitting the virus to their partners and stigma [14, 20]. Frequent rebound episodes would
require ongoing efforts for rapid viral load monitoring and timely diagnosis of rebounds to maximize the public
health benefits of any HIV remission strategy. The development of a simple point-of-care or at-home diagnostic for
detecting rebounds may be a potential solution mentioned by experts who developed the TPP for an HIV cure [9].
In contrast, the HIV eradication scenario presents a more optimistic outlook for HIV dynamics. Our findings
suggest that this scenario would always reduce HIV incidence among naive individuals, with projected cumulative
new infections decreasing similarly to the sustained HIV remission scenario (by up to 50% for optimum TPP)
within eight years. Importantly, the HIV eradication scenario would maintain a low number of re-infections, which
is relevant for those MSM who are particularly vulnerable due to their sexual risk behavior [33]. The main reason for
few re-infections under the HIV eradication scenario and a potentially large number of rebounds under the transient
HIV remission scenario is that the rate of re-infections depends on the population with HIV, while rebounds occur
at a constant rate among individuals who achieved HIV remission.
It is recognized that mathematical modeling can help advance HIV cure research [32]. However, few studies have
modeled the impact of cure strategies at the population level. To our knowledge, this is the first study to assess
the potential impact of an HIV cure on an epidemic among MSM in a Western European country with low HIV
incidence. We ensured the reliability of our model to project HIV dynamics without a cure by inferring key model
parameters and conducting model validation on multiple datasets. Unlike other studies assessing interventions
for HIV control in low-incidence settings [34–36], our model accounted for the openness of the MSM population
by incorporating immigration of individuals to the Netherlands who acquired HIV abroad. The strength of our
modeling approach lies in its ability to project HIV dynamics without requiring precise information on the biological
mechanisms underlying a cure. Instead, our analyses were guided by the TPP, using the full range of acceptable
values for several cure characteristics [9].
There is concern that the introduction of a cure could shift perceptions of HIV risk, severity, and prevention,
as observed when ART became widely available [37]. Our study is the first to incorporate actual survey data on
potential behavioral changes among MSM following the introduction of a cure into sensitivity analyses. Our findings
suggest that risk compensation could further reduce the effectiveness of the transient HIV remission scenario while
having minimal impact on the outcomes of the HIV eradication scenario. Therefore, real-world cure interventions
may need to be accompanied by additional prevention strategies to address the potential change in sexual behavior.
While our findings are particularly relevant for similar HIV epidemics among MSM in Western European countries,
where HIV incidence is low, they align qualitatively with two previous modeling studies for a generalized epidemic
in heterosexual populations in Africa [38, 39]. These studies, though not formally fitted to data, also suggested
that a remission-like intervention without sustained viral suppression could lead to an increase in HIV incidence.
However, our results differ from [39], as we found that the timing of cure introduction did not alter the outcomes
of cure scenarios. This discrepancy may be explained by the fact that the HIV epidemic in the Netherlands was
estimated to be close to reaching a low stable level of incidence, unlike the more dynamic epidemic in South Africa.
Our study has several limitations. First, we used a classical deterministic compartmental model, which assumed
an exponential distribution for the time until viral rebound. Although this distribution may not perfectly capture
relapse timing, it provides a way to compare cure scenarios conceptually, given the limited empirical data available.
While a stochastic model might yield different quantitative outcomes, our primary conclusions would likely remain
robust. Additionally, our projections are not intended as precise forecasts, as future changes in the national
PrEP program, sexual behavior or migration trends could influence the quantitative predictions for the no-cure
scenario, potentially leading to an increase in HIV incidence. Nevertheless, our sensitivity analyses showed that
the qualitative insights regarding the impact of cure scenarios relative to the no-cure scenario are expected to hold
despite such changes. Second, despite the formulation of the TPP, uncertainty remains around several biological
parameters for cured individuals. Based on data from ART interruption studies, we assumed that the infectivity
of individuals following viral rebound would be similar to that observed during the chronic stage of HIV infection
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[40, 41]. Conversely, we assumed the infectivity of individuals re-infected after HIV eradication would resemble
the acute stage of HIV infection, similar to what occurs with superinfection by a different HIV subtype [42] or re-
infection with hepatitis C virus [33,43]. While these assumptions are biologically plausible, they remain hypothetical.
Our sensitivity analyses demonstrated that high infectivity could undermine the effectiveness of the transient HIV
remission scenario and should be carefully considered when developing a cure. Lastly, in line with the call for
equitable HIV cure solutions [44–47], our analysis did not focus on targeting cure strategies to specific population
groups based on behavior or HIV status. Instead, in agreement with the inclusion criteria for many HIV cure
trials [48] and the minimum requirement in the TPP [9], our model assumes that a cure is administered to individuals
on ART. Since most MSM with HIV in the Netherlands are diagnosed and receive effective treatment promptly
upon diagnosis [2, 49], this assumption likely has minimal impact on our findings.
In summary, our study suggests that both HIV eradication and sustained HIV remission have the potential to
reduce new HIV infections, contributing to the United Nations Sustainable Development Goal of ending the HIV
epidemic, while transient HIV remission could increase infections if rebounds are not promptly monitored. These
findings emphasize the need for further research to ensure strategic development and effective implementation of
cure interventions.

Methods

Overview

A classical deterministic compartmental model was calibrated using sexual behavior and HIV surveillance data for
MSM in the Netherlands. The model was validated against independent data not used in the fitting process. This
calibrated model was then applied to explore the potential impact of an HIV cure on epidemic dynamics at the
population level.

Data

Sexual behavior data

We used sexual behavior data from a cross-sectional survey conducted from October 2021 to June 2022 [50]. The
survey aimed to assess the anticipated impact of an HIV cure on quality of life, sexual satisfaction, stigma, and
sexual and preventive behaviors among people with HIV and key populations in the Netherlands. From this survey,
we extracted and analyzed responses from n = 529 MSM participants who provided information on the number of
sexual partners in the last six months and condom use, and hypothetical changes in these variables following the
introduction of HIV remission and HIV eradication scenarios. Additional details on the use of behavioral data are
provided in the Model Calibration section and Supplementary Material.

HIV surveillance data

In the Netherlands, care for people with HIV is provided by 24 designated HIV treatment centers. The Dutch HIV
Monitoring Foundation (Stichting hiv monitoring, SHM) was appointed by the Ministry of Health, Welfare and
Sport to continuously monitor the HIV epidemic in the Netherlands and report on all aspects of HIV care. Since
1998, SHM has collected data in the ATHENA cohort from over 98% of all people with HIV who are receiving care
in the Netherlands [51]. SHM annually reports on the number of new HIV diagnoses and publishes estimates of the
number of newly acquired HIV infections and the undiagnosed population. We used the SHM data for MSM from
2015 to 2022 on the annual number of new HIV diagnoses, the annual number of individuals on ART immigrating
to the Netherlands from abroad, and ART coverage [2]. We also used the SHM estimates of undiagnosed HIV
infections, calculated using the European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control HIV Platform tool [2, 52].
Data on the number of PrEP users in the national PrEP program from the national sexually transmitted infections
surveillance database [53], available from June 2019 to April 2022, were taken from [34].

Transmission model

Model without cure

The model described the sexual transmission of HIV among MSM in the Netherlands. The population was stratified
into four risk groups based on the average number of new sexual partners per year, cl [35]. We denoted risk groups
with subscript l = 1, 2, 3, 4, where l = 1 represented the group with the lowest number of partners and l = 4 with
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Figure 6. Schematic of the transmission model for two cure scenarios. Transitions are shown for one
risk group. Recruitment into and exit from the sexually active population are not shown. A detailed description
of the model equations, parameters, and assumptions for (a) HIV remission and (b) HIV eradication is given in
the Supplementary Material.
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the highest. Individuals did not change risk groups. The population in risk group l was further stratified by disease
status into different compartments as shown in Figure 6.
Susceptible individuals were recruited into the sexually active population at an overall rate of βN0 and were assigned
to risk group l with a probability ql, where N0 is the initial population size, β is the rate of entry into the sexually
active population, and ql is the initial fraction of individuals in risk group l. Cessation of sexual activity occurred
at rate µ. In addition, we modeled the immigration of individuals to the Netherlands from abroad who were
undiagnosed or already on ART and assigned them to risk group l with a probability Ql. Imported undiagnosed
infections were assigned to HIV stage k, where k = 1, 2, 3, 4, with a probability pk.
In each risk group l, susceptible individuals acquired HIV at a time-dependent rate Jl(t) (i.e., the force of infection)
through sexual contacts with the infectious individuals. Upon infection, they progressed through four stages: acute
(k = 1), chronic (k = 2), AIDS with severe symptoms (k = 3), and AIDS without sexual activity (k = 4). These
stages were characterized by different progression rates ρk and infectivities. Individuals in the last stage died from
HIV at rate ρ4. Infected individuals in stage k were diagnosed at rate τk. Once diagnosed, they either began ART
at rate η or died from HIV at rate ρD. The average duration of stay in the infected undiagnosed and diagnosed
untreated compartments was assumed to be equal. Individuals on ART left the population at rate γ due to a
shorter lifespan compared to susceptible individuals. In the Netherlands, the rate of discontinuation of ART among
MSM is low, and a variety of next-line ART regimens are available in the event of ART failure. To reflect this,
we did not explicitly model ART discontinuation or failure, considering instead that individuals on ART had very
low infectivity. Additionally, since individuals in the Netherlands initiate ART promptly upon diagnosis [49] and
recently seroconverted MSM reduce their sexual risk behavior following HIV diagnosis [54], we assumed equal
infectivity for diagnosed and treated individuals. Susceptible individuals in risk groups l = 3, 4 started using PrEP
at rates konl (t) and discontinued it at rate koff. PrEP reduced the risk of infection with an effectiveness of (1−Ω).
Individuals who acquired HIV while on PrEP had lower infectivity and were diagnosed more rapidly (at rate τP )
than individuals who did not use PrEP due to 3-monthly HIV testing.

Cure scenarios

The schematics of the model for HIV remission and HIV eradication are shown in Figure 6. In both cure scenarios,
all individuals on ART, regardless of their risk group, were eligible for a cure. The rollout of the cure was modeled
as a time-dependent uptake rate, α(t), which grew logistically from the start of the rollout in 2026 until it reached
a maximum uptake rate, αmax, within 3 years. The efficacy of the cure, e, was defined as the proportion of individ-
uals on ART for whom a cure intervention was successful (i.e., who achieved HIV remission or HIV eradication).
Individuals who did not achieve a cure or did not take up a cure intervention remained on ART.
Individuals who achieved HIV remission (Figure 6a) experienced a viral rebound at a constant rate ϕ. We assumed
that, upon rebound, individuals entered the chronic HIV stage, similar to what occurs during analytical treatment
interruption studies [40, 41], and continued through disease progression at rates ρk. They were monitored and
diagnosed at rates τCk , depending on the specific stage k, or died from HIV at rate ρ4. Since the viral reservoir
was not completely removed by the intervention, we assumed that individuals in HIV remission died at the same
rate as individuals on ART. After achieving HIV eradication (Figure 6b), individuals were assumed to become
fully susceptible and acquired HIV at the same rate Jl(t) as naive susceptible individuals. Cured individuals in
risk groups l = 3, 4 began using PrEP at rates konl (t) and discontinued it at rate koff. Upon re-infection, these
individuals entered the acute stage, similar to what occurs with superinfection by a different subtype [42], and
followed the same disease progression and diagnosis patterns as those in the HIV remission scenario.

Model implementation

The model was implemented in R with the RStudio interface (version 2022.12.0+353) using a system of ordinary
differential equations for the number of individuals in different compartments. The equations are provided in the
Supplementary Material, along with a table describing all model parameters (Table S1) and sensitivity analyses
related to key model assumptions.

Model calibration

The model was calibrated in three steps: (i) sexual partner change rates were estimated from the sexual behavior
survey data; (ii) diagnosis rates were estimated from the SHM data on the proportions of diagnoses by time since
acquiring HIV; (iii) other parameters were estimated from fitting the model to the SHM data on the annual number
of HIV diagnoses and the estimated number of undiagnosed HIV infections from 2017 to 2022.
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Sexual partner change rates

The average number of new sexual partners per year in risk group l, cl, where l = 1, 2, 3, 4, was estimated by
fitting a probability density function of a Weibull distribution to the sexual behavior data using the maximum
likelihood method, as described in detail in [55]. A full explanation of the estimation procedure is reported in the
Supplementary Material. The estimated sexual partner change rates are given Table S1 and Figure S2.
In the main analyses presented in Figures 1-6, we assumed that sexual partner change rates remained the same
after the introduction of the cure and reflected survey data for the no-cure scenario. In the sensitivity analyses, we
relaxed this assumption and considered an increase in sexual risk behavior, as estimated from survey data.

Diagnosis rates

We fixed the rates of diagnosis in AIDS stages, τ3 and τ4, so that the average time until an AIDS diagnosis was
1 month. The rates of diagnosis in the acute and chronic stages, τ1 and τ2, were estimated prior to fitting the
model to the epidemiological data. To this end, we used a simple stochastic model that simulated the dynamics of
disease progression and diagnosis, aiming to reproduce the proportions of diagnoses within 6 months, between 6 to
12 months, and more than 12 months since acquiring HIV, based on the SHM data [2]. The detailed estimation
procedure is described in the Supplementary Material. The estimated diagnosis rates are given in Table S1 and
Figure S4.

Other estimated parameters

The estimated parameters were the probability of transmission per sexual partner, λ; the parameter describing
mixing between risk groups, ω; the relative infectivity of diagnosed and treated individuals, ε; the number of
undiagnosed individuals immigrating to the Netherlands from abroad per yearMI ; the initial number of undiagnosed
individuals for model burn-in, U0; and the probability of initial and imported HIV infections being assigned to risk
group l, Ql, where l = 1, . . . , 4. These parameters were estimated by fitting the model to the SHM data on new
HIV diagnoses and the estimated number of undiagnosed HIV infections from 2017 to 2022, using an Approximate
Bayesian Computation approach based on Latin Hypercube Sampling. The detailed procedure for obtaining the
posterior distributions of all estimated parameters is presented in the Supplementary Material. The estimated
parameters are given in Table S1 and Figure S5. The remaining model parameters were fixed based on the literature
(Table S1).

Varied cure parameters

The parameters varied in both cure scenarios were efficacy, e, and maximum annual uptake percentage, ᾱmax. In
the HIV remission scenario, we also varied the average time until viral rebound, 1/ϕ. The maximum annual uptake
percentage was calculated as ᾱmax = [1− exp(−αmax × 1 year)] 100%, where αmax is the maximum uptake rate per
year used in the model equations.
Monitoring strategies were defined by varying the diagnostic delay for rebounds/re-infections in infection stage
k, 1/τCk : (i) No monitoring, a diagnostic delay as estimated under the current standard of care: 1/τCk = 1/τk
for all k with τk values taken from the estimated posterior distribution, resulting in an average (across all HIV
stages) diagnostic delay of 28 months. (ii) PrEP-like monitoring: 1/τC1,2 = 1/4 year (acute and chronic stages) and

1/τC3,4 = 1/12 year (AIDS stages), resulting in an average diagnostic delay of 3 months, recommended for PrEP

users in the Netherlands. (iii) Frequent monitoring: 1/τCk = 1/24 for all k, yielding an average diagnostic delay of
0.5 months.

Model outcomes

The model outcomes were annual new HIV infections (primary infections in naive individuals) and the change in
cumulative HIV infections compared to the no-cure scenario from 2026 to 2034. For HIV remission, we estimated
annual and cumulative viral rebounds; for HIV eradication, we estimated annual and cumulative re-infections (sec-
ondary infections in cured individuals) over the same period. For HIV remission, HIV prevalence was calculated as
the ratio of the sum of individuals who are infected, diagnosed, treated, and in remission and the total population
size. Individuals in remission were included in the prevalence calculation because their HIV reservoir is not com-
pletely removed. For HIV eradication, the compartments considered for HIV prevalence calculation were infected,
diagnosed, and treated. Cure coverage was calculated as the proportion of cured individuals among all eligible (all
treated and cured compartments).
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Sensitivity analyses

In the sensitivity analyses provided in the Supplementary Material, we explored the impact on model projections
of (i) the year of cure introduction, (ii) risk compensation following cure introduction, (iii) infectivity of individuals
after rebound and re-infection, (iv) the underlying trend in HIV incidence, (iv) infectivity of diagnosed individuals,
(v) duration of survival of individuals achieving HIV remission, and (vi) susceptibility to re-infection of individuals
achieving HIV eradication.

Data availability

The data used in this study will be avaible upon publication at https://github.com/alfredodebellis/HIVcure.

Code availability

The codes reproducing the results of this study will be avaible upon publication at https://github.com/alfredodebellis/HIVcure.

Additional information

The Supplementary Material provides additional figures, tables, and further details of this study.
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[45] Dubé K, Sylla L, Dee L, Taylor J, Evans D, Bruton CD, et al. Research on HIV cure: mapping the ethics
landscape. PLoS medicine. 2017;14(12):e1002470. doi:10.1371/journal.pmed.1002470.
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Supplementary Material

1 Model equations with cure

1.1 HIV remission

The equations for the numbers of men who have sex with men (MSM) in risk group l, l = 1, . . . , 4, who are
susceptible (Sl), susceptible on pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) (SP

l ), infected but not diagnosed (Ilk) in stage k,
k = 1 (acute), 2 (chronic), 3 (AIDS with onset of severe symptoms), 4 (AIDS without sexual activity), infected
while on PrEP (IPl ), diagnosed (Dl), on antiretroviral treatment (ART) (Al), in remission — virally suppressed
below transmissible levels without ongoing ART (Cl), not effectively suppressed after HIV remission strategy and
thus still on ART (ACF

l ), infectious due to viral rebound (IClk) read as follows

dSl(t)

dt
= βN0ql + κoffSP

l (t)− (µ+ Jl(t) + κonl (t))Sl(t) (1)

dSP
l (t)

dt
= κonl (t)Sl(t)−

(
µ+ΩJl(t) + κoff

)
SP
l (t)

dIl1(t)

dt
= MIQlp1 + Jl(t)Sl(t)− (µ+ ρ1 + τ1) Il1(t)

dIlk(t)

dt
= MIQlpk + ρk−1Ilk−1(t)− (µ+ ρk + τk) Ilk(t)

dIPl (t)

dt
= ΩJl(t)S

P
l (t)−

(
µ+ τPl

)
IPl (t)

dDl(t)

dt
=

∑
k

τkIlk(t) + τPl I
P
l (t) +

∑
k

τCk I
C
lk(t)− (µ+ ρD + η)Dl(t)

dAl(t)

dt
= MAQlt+ ηDl(t)− (µ+ γ + α(t))Al(t)

dCl(t)

dt
= eα(t)Al(t)− (µ+ γ + ϕ)Cl(t)

dICl1(t)

dt
= ϕCl(t)−

(
µ+ ρ1 + τC1

)
ICl1(t)

dIClk(t)

dt
= ρk−1I

C
lk−1(t)−

(
µ+ ρk + τCk

)
IClk(t)

dACF
l (t)

dt
= (1− e)α(t)Al(t)− (µ+ γ)ACF

l (t),

where k = 2, 3, 4 and l = 1, . . . , 4.
The force of infection in risk group l is written as

Jl(t) = λcl

l′=4∑
l′=1

Mll′(t)

[
εP

IPl′ (t)

Nl′(t)
+ ε

Dl′(t) +Al′(t) +ACF
l′ (t)

Nl′(t)
+

k=4∑
k=1

hkIl′k(t) + hCk I
C
l′k(t)

Nl′(t)

]
. (2)

In Equation 2, Nl(t) is the population size in risk group l

Nl(t) = Sl(t) + SP
l (t) +

k=4∑
k=1

[
Ilk(t) + IClk(t)

]
+ IPl (t) +Dl(t) +Al(t) +ACF

l (t) + Cl(t). (3)

Following [1–4], we define the 4× 4 mixing matrix M(t) = [Mll′(t)]l,l′∈{1,...,4}, where the elements Mll′(t) represent
mixing between susceptible individuals in risk group l and infectious individuals in risk group l′, as follows

Mll′(t) = ω
cl′Nl′(t)

l′′=4∑
l′′=1

cl′′Nl′′(t)

+ (1− ω)δll′ , (4)

where δll′ = 1 if l = l′ and δll′ = 0 otherwise. The mixing parameter 0 ≤ ω ≤ 1 describes the degree of assortative
mixing by risk group. When ω = 0, mixing between risk groups is fully assortative (like with like), whereas ω = 1
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indicates fully proportionate mixing. Equation 4 implies that a proportion (1 − ω) of partnerships are formed
exclusively within the same risk group l = l′, while the remaining proportion ω of partnerships is formed across all
risk groups (l′ = 1, . . . , 4) proportionally to the number of partnerships offered by each group.
The description of the model parameters is given in Table S1.

1.2 HIV eradication

The equations for the numbers of MSM in risk group l, l = 1, . . . , 4, who are naive susceptible (Sl), cured —
susceptible after complete removal of HIV (Cl), naive susceptible on PrEP (SP

l ), cured on PrEP (CP
l ), primarily

infected (Ilk), re-infected after a cure (IClk) in stage k, k = 1 (acute), 2 (chronic), 3 (AIDS with onset of severe
symptoms), 4 (AIDS without sexual activity), primarily infected while on PrEP (IPl ), re-infected after a cure while
on PrEP (ICP

l ), diagnosed (Dl), on ART (Al), not effectively cured after HIV eradication strategy and thus still
on ART (ACF

l ) are given by

dSl(t)

dt
= βN0ql + κoffSP

l (t)− (µ+ Jl(t) + κonl (t))Sl(t) (5)

dSP
l (t)

dt
= κonl (t)Sl(t)−

(
µ+ΩJl(t) + κoff

)
SP
l (t)

dCl(t)

dt
= eα(t)Al(t) + κoffCP

l (t)− (µ+ Jl(t) + κonl (t))Cl(t)

dCP
l (t)

dt
= κonl (t)Cl(t)−

(
µ+ΩJl(t) + κoff

)
CP

l (t)

dIl1(t)

dt
= MIQlp1 + Jl(t)Sl(t)− (µ+ ρ1 + τ1) Il1(t)

dIlk(t)

dt
= MIQlpk + ρk−1Ilk−1(t)− (µ+ ρk + τk) Ilk(t)

dIPl (t)

dt
= ΩJl(t)S

P
l (t)−

(
µ+ τPl

)
IPl (t)

dICl1(t)

dt
= Jl(t)Cl(t)−

(
µ+ ρ1 + τC1

)
ICl1(t)

dIClk(t)

dt
= ρk−1I

C
lk−1(t)−

(
µ+ ρk + τCk

)
IClk(t)

dICP
l (t)

dt
= ΩJl(t)C

P
l (t)−

(
µ+ τPl

)
ICP
l (t)

dDl(t)

dt
=

∑
k

τkIlk(t) + τPl
(
IPl (t) + ICP

l (t)
)
+
∑
k

τCk I
C
lk(t)− [µ+ ρD + η]Dl(t)

dAl(t)

dt
= MAQlt+ ηDl(t)− [µ+ γ + α(t)]Al(t)

dACF
l (t)

dt
= (1− e)α(t)Al(t)− (µ+ γ)ACF

l (t),

where k = 2, 3, 4 and l = 1, . . . , 4.
The force of infection in risk group l is written as

Jl(t) = λcl

l′=4∑
l′=1

Mll′(t)

[
εP
IPl′ (t) + ICP

l′ (t)

Nl′(t)
+ ε

Dl′(t) +Al′(t) +ACF
l′ (t)

Nl′(t)
+

k=4∑
k=1

hkIl′k(t) + hCk I
C
l′k(t)

Nl′(t)

]
, (6)

where Nl(t) is the population size in risk group l

Nl(t) = Sl(t) + SP
l (t) + Cl(t) + CP

l (t) +

k=4∑
k=1

[
Ilk(t) + IClk(t)

]
+ IPl (t) + ICP

l (t) +Dl(t) +Al(t) +ACF
l (t) (7)

and the mixing matrix Mll′(t) is given by Equation 4.
The description of the model parameters is given in Table S1.
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2 Model calibration and validation

2.1 Estimation of sexual partner change rates

The model explicitly accounted for risk heterogeneity in sexual activity by stratifying the MSM population into four
risk groups based on the average number of new sexual partners per year (also termed ‘partner change rate’), cl,
where the subscript l = 1, . . . , 4 denotes risk groups [4]. Here, l = 1 represents the group with the lowest number of
partners and l = 4 represents the group with the highest number of partners. Individuals remained in the same risk
group. Although the model can accommodate any number of risk groups, we focused on four risk groups, following
a previous study on the impact of PrEP on HIV dynamics among MSM in the Netherlands [4]. From this study,

we adopted the initial population fractions in each risk group, ql, where 0 < ql ≤ 1 for l = 1, . . . , 4 and
∑4

l=1 ql = 1
(Table S1). Specifically, the population fractions in the groups with the lowest and the highest numbers of new
sexual partners per year were q1 = 0.45 and q4 = 0.07, respectively.
The average number of new sexual partners per year in risk group l, cl, where l = 1, . . . , 4, was estimated using
sexual behavior data from a cross-sectional online survey that aimed to assess the expected impact of an HIV cure
on quality of life, sexual satisfaction, stigma, and sexual and preventive behaviors among people with HIV and
key populations in the Netherlands. Details on the survey can be found in [5], and the questionnaire is available
at https://github.com/alfredodebellis/HIVcure. The study received ethical approval from the University
Medical Center Utrecht (UMC Utrecht) ethics committee (20-546/C).
Participants were eligible if they were Dutch or English-speaking, 18 years or older, living with HIV, or part
of key populations such as MSM, and provided informed consent. Recruitment occurred from October 2021 to
June 2022, drawing from the Amsterdam Cohort Studies (ACS) [6], the AGEhIV Cohort Study [7], the infectious
diseases outpatient clinic of the UMC Utrecht, the Dutch HIV Association [8], Stichting ShivA [9], Grindr [10], and
the Public Health Services of Amsterdam, Rotterdam, Zuid-Limburg, Groningen, Utrecht, Gelderland-East, and
Brabant-South East. Data were collected using REDCap electronic data capture tools hosted by the UMC Utrecht
and the ACS. Questions were tailored to ensure participants only saw those relevant to them.
From this survey, we extracted and analyzed responses from n = 529 MSM participants who provided information
on their number of casual and steady partners in the last six months and condom use. Questions were asked
three times, assuming: (i) the current situation (i.e., no cure available); (ii) an HIV remission scenario becomes
available; and (iii) an HIV eradication scenario becomes available. For (i) the current situation, participants were
asked: “How many different casual sex partner(s) did you have anal and/or vaginal intercourse with in the last
6 months?” and “How often did you use condoms during anal and/or vaginal intercourse with your casual sex
partner(s) in the last 6 months?”. Scenarios (ii) and (iii) gauged anticipated changes in sexual behavior if a cure
became available. Participants responded to: “How many different casual sex partner(s) would you have anal
and/or vaginal intercourse with?” and “How often would you use condom(s) during anal and/or vaginal intercourse
with your casual partner(s)?” Similar questions were asked about steady partners.
Condom use responses were coded as a binary variable (0 = always, 1 = not always), categorizing all MSM who
reported condomless anal intercourse in the last six months into the ‘not always’ group. This binary variable was
applied as a multiplier to the number of partners, so MSM who consistently used condoms were effectively assigned
a partner count of zero. To obtain the total number of new sexual partners, we adjusted the number of casual
partners by adding zero, one, or two steady partners per individual based on multinomial probabilities pS0 = 0.425,
pS1 = 0.483 and pS2 = 0.092, estimated from data for the current situation among MSM recruited through the
ACS [6].
Empirical cumulative histograms from the survey data are shown as open circles in Figure S2 for (i) the current
situation (or no-cure scenario), (ii) an HIV remission scenario, and (ii) an HIV eradication scenario. We estimated
partner change rates in risk group l, cl, l = 1, . . . , 4, by fitting a Weibull probability density function to the
histograms using the maximum likelihood method [3]. The fitted Weibull distributions are shown as blue lines in
Figure S2, with their estimated shape and scale parameters listed in the legend of each panel. To calculate the
average number of new sexual partners per risk group, cl, we used intervals defined by the initial fractions of the
population in risk groups, ql, l = 1, . . . , 4. In this calculation, the proportions of the population, ql, in each risk
group were kept the same for all three scenarios. The vertical dashed lines in Figure S2 indicate the intervals
defining partner change rates for each risk group. The results obtained represent the rates per six months. We
multiplied the averages by 1.5 to obtain the number of new partners per year, because some partnerships are likely
to last more than six months [11, 12]. The average numbers of new partners in risk group l for all three scenarios
are reported in Table S1.
Because all inferred changes in sexual behavior post-cure are hypothetical, partner change rates in the main analyses
were fixed at values estimated for the current situation (Figure S2a). In sensitivity analyses, this assumption was
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relaxed, and we used values estimated in scenarios shown in Figure S2b and S2c. Further details are provided in
Section 3.3. We also verified that partner change rates inferred in other studies (e.g., [4]) result in similar model
fits to epidemiological data.

2.2 Estimation of diagnosis rates

We implemented a simple stochastic model that simulates the state progression of Z = 1000 individuals initialized
at the acute stage. We sampled Nτ = 10000 values of diagnosis rates for acute stage, τ1, and chronic stage, τ2,
uniformly distributed in the intervals [1/12, 2] 1/year and [1/12, 1] 1/year, respectively. We set diagnosis rates for
the AIDS stages 3 and 4, τ3 and τ4 respectively, such that the average waiting time before being diagnosed with
AIDS is 1 month (Table S1). Then, for each sampled pair, we ran the model described in Pseudocode 1. We define
a relative error threshold ϵ = 10% and accept all the pairs such that the proportions of diagnoses within 6 months,
between 6 to 12 months, and more than 12 months since HIV infection match (with a tolerance given by ϵ) data
from the Dutch HIV Monitoring Foundation (Stichting hiv monitoring, SHM) [13]. The reconstructed proportions
of diagnoses are reported in Figure S3. The distributions of τ1 and τ2 are shown in Figure S4.

Algorithm 1 Pseudocode for the stochastic model to build the distribution of diagnostic delays.

1: ∆← Empty distribution of diagnostic delays
2: for i← 1 to Z do
3: δ ← 0
4: k ← 1
5: while k ≤ 4 do
6: T p

k ← random exponential progression time with rate ρk
7: T d

k ← random exponential diagnostic delay with rate τk
8: if T p

k < T d
k then

9: next k
10: else
11: for k′ ← 1 to (k − 1) do
12: δ ← δ + T p

k′ + T d
k

13: end for
14: end if
15: end while
16: Append δ to ∆
17: end for

2.3 Estimation of other parameters

The estimated parameters were the probability of transmission per sexual partner, λ; the parameter describing
mixing between risk groups, ω; the relative infectivity of diagnosed and treated individuals, ε; the number of
undiagnosed individuals immigrating to the Netherlands from abroad per yearMI ; the initial number of undiagnosed
individuals, U0; and the probability of initial and imported HIV infections being assigned to risk group l, Ql, where
l = 1, . . . , 4.
We used an Approximate Bayesian Computation (ABC) framework based on Latin Hypercube Sampling (LHS)
to estimate these parameters. The procedure consists of two sequential steps. First, we sampled from L = 40000
parameters sets, generated through the LHS based on the prior ranges reported in Table S2, for which the condition
Q1 < Q2 < Q3 < Q4 holds. After normalizing all the Ql such that

∑
lQl = 1, we sampled parameters from the

generated list and simulated the epidemic dynamics for each set. The performance of each simulation was evaluated
by comparing the simulated new HIV diagnoses per year and the number of undiagnosed individuals with the SHM
data time series [13]. We accepted a parameter set if it met the following criteria: i) the simulated yearly diagnoses
fell within 10% of the observed data points, and ii) the annual number of undiagnosed HIV infections remained
within the uncertainty intervals of the observed data throughout the calibration period (2017-2022). Additionally,
we constrained the estimated annual number of undiagnosed HIV infections due to immigration of individuals to
the Netherlands from abroad to be below the upper bound of the 2022 HIV incidence (150 new HIV infections as
estimated by SHM [13]).
The model fit is reported in Figure 1. The empirical distribution of accepted parameters and the Pearson correlations
between parameters are shown in Figure S5 and Figure S6, respectively.
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2.4 PreP use and immigration with HIV from abroad

Based on observed data, we assume a linear increase with time in the annual number of individuals on PrEP and the
annual number of individuals on ART immigrating to the Netherlands from abroad (Figure S1), while undiagnosed
infected individuals immigrate at a constant rateMI . We then fitted two linear models to estimate the lines’ slopes,
MA and MP , to inform the model variables, A(t) and SP (t). While MA enters directly the equations of the model
for the compartment A(t) as MAt (see Equations 1 and 5), further assumptions should be made for PrEP users.
Data on the number of PrEP users in the national PrEP program from the national sexually transmitted infections
surveillance database [14], available from June 2019 to April 2022, were taken from [15]. However, since pilot PrEP
studies began in 2015, we modeled PrEP uptake starting from that year. Hence, we divided the period into two,
namely 2015-2019 and 2019-2021, and estimated two different slopes for these periods, M i

P and Mf
P , respectively.

The national program provides PrEP to MSM at high risk of HIV acquisition. We modeled this by making only
risk groups 3 and 4 eligible for PrEP and weighted M i

P and Mf
P by the population fractions q3 and q4, resulting in

four different values: M i
P,3, M

f
P,3, M

i
P,4 and Mf

P,4. To apply the linearity assumption for PrEP users in our model,

we use the equation for the derivative of SP
l and focus on the case where the outflow from the compartment, aside

from PrEP dropout, is negligible:
dSP

l (t)

dt
≈ κonl (t)Sl(t)− κoffSP

l (t). (8)

A linear growth of SP translates into a constant derivative, dSP /dt ≈ MP . Substituting this into Equation 8, we
find that the PrEP uptake rate for risk groups l = 3, 4 has the following form:

κonl (t) =
MX

P,l + κoffSP
l (t)

Sl(t)
, (9)

where X = i before 2019 and X = f after. We assume that, after 2022, the number of PrEP users remains at a
maximum capacity of Nmax

P = 104 because the capacity of the state-funded PrEP program in the Netherlands is
limited.

2.5 Model validation

The model was validated on the number of PrEP users and the annual number of individuals on ART immigrating
to the Netherlands from abroad (Figure S1a and Figure S1b). We also validated our model calibration using ART
coverage among all MSM with HIV over time (Figure S1c). The model correctly captured the trend in ART coverage
but slightly overestimated the data, potentially because it did not account for individuals lost to follow-up due to
moving abroad or other reasons. An additional validation of our model is reported in Figure S7, where we show
that the average proportions of infected individuals per risk group remain almost constant throughout the time
window of the simulation.

3 Sensitivity analyses

We explored the impact on model projections of (i) the year of cure introduction, (ii) risk compensation following
cure introduction, (iii) infectivity of individuals after rebound and re-infection, and (iv) the underlying trend in
HIV incidence. Additional sensitivity analyses are reported at the end of this section.

3.1 Time of cure introduction

The year of cure introduction is highly uncertain. In the main analyses, the cure was assumed to be introduced in
2026. Figure S8 and Figure S9 show projections of HIV dynamics if the cure is introduced in 2030. These figures
can be compared directly with Figure 2 (for HIV remission) and Figure 4 (for HIV eradication).

3.2 Infectivity of rebounds/re-infections

Based on data from ART interruption studies, we assumed in our main analyses of the HIV remission scenario that
the infectivity of individuals after viral rebound would be equal to that observed during the chronic stage of HIV
infection [16, 17]. Since chronic-stage infectivity is lower than acute-stage infectivity (Table S1), the projections
for HIV remission shown in Figure 2 represent the most optimistic scenario. In Figure S10, we present alternative
projections of HIV dynamics using the same parameters as in Figure 2, but assuming that the infectivity of
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individuals after viral rebound matches that of the acute stage. Unlike the results in Figure 2a, these projections
show an increase in new HIV infections compared to the no-cure scenario, even when the time to rebound is as long
as six years (Figure S10a). The high infectivity could undermine the effectiveness of the transient HIV remission
strategy and should be carefully considered when developing a cure.
Conversely, in the HIV eradication scenario, we assumed that the infectivity of individuals re-infected after HIV
eradication would resemble the acute stage of HIV infection, as observed for superinfection by a different HIV
subtype [18] or re-infection with hepatitis C virus [19, 20]. In Figure S11, we present projections of HIV dynamics
under the assumption that the infectivity of the initial stage following re-infection equals that of the chronic stage.
For all cure uptakes considered, these estimates were similar to those shown in Figure S4. Thus, the overall
conclusions regarding the HIV eradication strategy remained consistent across different assumptions about the
infectivity of re-infections.

3.3 Behavioral changes after cure

In the main analyses shown in Figures 2-5, partner change rates were fixed at values estimated from the survey
data for (i) the current situation without a cure. In the sensitivity analyses, we relaxed this assumption and instead
used partner change rates estimated from the survey data assuming that (ii) an HIV remission scenario becomes
available and (iii) an HIV eradication scenario becomes available. The estimated ‘survey’ partner change rates for
these three scenarios were (Table S1):
(i) c1 = 0.52, c2 = 3.81, c3 = 11.16, c4 = 28.56 1/6 months; (ii) c1 = 1.03, c2 = 6.42, c3 = 17.15, c4 = 40.02 1/6
months; (iii) c1 = 0.90 , c2 = 5.90, c3 = 16.25, c4 = 39.04 1/6 months. The proportions of the population in each
risk group, ql, were kept constant across all three scenarios: q1 = 0.45, q2 = 0.35, q3 = 0.13, q4 = 0.07 (Table S1).
To simulate behavioral changes after a cure, we assumed that partner change rates gradually transition over a
period of 3 years from pre-cure levels (scenario (i)) to post-cure levels (either (ii) for the HIV remission scenario or
(iii) for the HIV eradication scenario). This transition period aligned with the increase in the rate of cure uptake.
We also examined the impact of reduced behavioral changes, where post-cure partner change rates were set as the
average of pre-cure (i) and post-cure rates (ii) or (iii) estimated from the survey: (i) c1 = 0.52, c2 = 3.81, c3 = 11.16,
c4 = 28.56 1/6 months; (ii) c1 = 1.03, c2 = 6.42, c3 = 17.15, c4 = 40.02 1/6 months; (iii) c1 = 0.90 , c2 = 5.90,
c3 = 16.25, c4 = 39.04 1/6 months.
Figure S12 illustrates HIV dynamics with behavioral changes after the introduction of the transient HIV remission
scenario (Figure S12a and b) and the HIV eradication scenario (Figure S12c and d). In these analyses, the time
to viral rebound was set at 6 years, with a 3-month diagnostic delay for individuals who experienced rebound or
re-infection. Cure uptake and efficacy were fixed at 90%.
In the transient HIV remission scenario (Figure S12a), the number of new HIV infections in 2034 could exceed that
of the no-cure scenario if behavioral changes were introduced. Since behavioral changes temporarily increased HIV
infections, we also calculated cumulative infections over the 8 years of the simulation corresponding to Figure S12a.
Specifically, cumulative HIV infections over 8 years increased by 9% relative to the no-cure scenario (orange lines)
when survey partner change rates were used (purple line). Without behavioral changes (blue line) or with reduced
behavioral changes where post-cure partner change rates were set as the average of pre-cure and post-cure rates
(black line), cumulative HIV infections over 8 years decreased by 27% and 9%, respectively, relative to the no-cure
scenario. Despite varied levels of behavioral changes, the number of new rebounds per 100,000 individuals per year
remained the same (Figure S12b). Therefore, behavioral changes leading to risk compensation could further limit
the effectiveness of the transient HIV remission scenario and potentially increase cumulative HIV infections even
further relative to the no-cure scenario.
In the HIV eradication scenario (Figure S12c), the number of new HIV infections in 2034 remained lower than in
the no-cure scenario, even with the introduction of behavioral changes. Specifically, cumulative HIV infections over
8 years decreased by 41% relative to the no-cure scenario (orange lines) when using survey partner change rates
(purple line). Without behavioral changes (green line) or with reduced behavioral changes (black line), cumulative
HIV infections over 8 years decreased by 58% and 49%, respectively, relative to the no-cure scenario.

3.4 Underlying trend in HIV incidence

Our projections presented in the main text were not intended as precise forecasts, as future changes in the national
PrEP program, sexual behavior or migration trends could influence the quantitative predictions for the no-cure
scenario, potentially leading to an increase in HIV incidence. Figures S13a,b and S13c,d illustrate HIV dynamics
under the HIV remission and HIV eradication scenarios, respectively, assuming an increase in HIV incidence in the
no-cure scenario starting in 2022. In these analyses, the time to viral rebound was set at 6 years, with a 3-month
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diagnostic delay for individuals who experienced rebound or re-infection. Cure uptake and efficacy were fixed at
90%. The post-2022 increase in HIV incidence was implemented as λincr(t) = λ + ψ(t − TL), where ψ = 0.001,
TL = 2022, and λ is based on 100 samples from the posterior distribution. These sensitivity analyses show that the
qualitative insights into the impact of cure scenarios relative to the no-cure scenario hold despite changes in the
underlying trend in HIV incidence.

3.5 Infectivity of diagnosed individuals

Since individuals in the Netherlands initiate ART promptly upon diagnosis [21] and recently seroconverted MSM
reduce their sexual risk behavior following HIV diagnosis [22], we assumed in the main analyses that diagnosed
but untreated individuals and those on ART have equal infectivity. Although this assumption may be somewhat
unrealistic, its impact is minor, as the average duration in the diagnosed compartment prior to viral suppression is
short (i.e., 1/η = 1.5 months [21]). To test the robustness of this assumption, we assigned a higher infectivity for
diagnosed but untreated individuals, equivalent to the mean infectivity of undiagnosed individuals, and found that
our results remained consistent.

3.6 Duration of survival of individuals achieving HIV remission

In the main analyses of the HIV remission scenario, we assumed that individuals achieving HIV remission would
have a survival duration equivalent to those on stable ART (1/γ = 61 years). Hypothetically, there may be no
additional HIV-related mortality for individuals in remission. Setting γ = 0 for these individuals had minimal
impact on our results.

3.7 Susceptibility of individuals achieving HIV eradication

In the main analyses of the HIV eradication scenario, we assumed that individuals who achieved HIV eradication
would be fully susceptible to re-infection. A scenario in which individuals are fully protected from re-infection is
equivalent to the sustained HIV remission scenario analyzed in the main text. For cases of partial susceptibility,
the results fall between those of the HIV eradication and sustained HIV remission scenarios.
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4 Supplementary Tables

Table S1. Summary of the model parameters.

Description (unit) Notation Value Reference

Fixed parameters

Duration of stage k in undiagnosed individuals (years) 1/ρk 1/ρ1 = 0.14, 1/ρ2 = 8.44, 1/ρ3 = 1.18, 1/ρ4 = 1.32 [23–27]
Probability of being in stage k (proportional to the duration of stage k) pk p1 = 0.01, p2 = 0.76, p3 = 0.11, p4 = 0.12 Calculated
Duration of survival of diagnosed individuals (years) 1/ρD 11 [23,25,28]
Duration of survival of individuals on ART (years) 1/γ 61 [23,25,28]
Infectivity in stage k of undiagnosed individuals hk h1 = 0.62, h2 = 0.12, h3 = 0.64, h4 = 0 [23,26,27]
Infectivity of individuals infected on PrEP εP h1/2 [4]
Total initial population size N0 210, 000 [29]
Initial susceptible population fractions in risk group l ql q1 = 0.45, q2 = 0.35, q3 = 0.13, q4 = 0.07 [3, 4]
Rate of entry into the sexually active population (1/year) β 1/45 [3, 4]
Duration of sexual life (years) 1/µ 45 [3, 4]
Diagnostic delay in AIDS stages (years) 1/τ3,4 1/12 [30,31]
Diagnosis rate for individuals in risk group l infected on PrEP (1/year) τPl 4 [32]
Delay from diagnosis to ART initiation (years) 1/η 0.125 [21]
PrEP effectiveness 1− Ω 0.86 [33,34]
Duration on PrEP (years) 1/κoff 5 [29]
PrEP uptake rate in risk group l = 3, 4 (1/year) κonl (t) - Eq. (9)

Estimated parameters

Sexual partner change rates (Mean)
Number of new partners in risk group l without a cure (1/6 months) cl c1 = 0.52, c2 = 3.81, c3 = 11.16, c4 = 28.56 Section 2.1

(main analyses)
Number of new partners in risk group l after HIV remission (1/6 months) cl c1 = 1.03, c2 = 6.42, c3 = 17.15, c4 = 40.02 Sections 2.1,3.3

(sens. analyses)
Number of new partners in risk group l after HIV eradication (1/6 months) cl c1 = 0.90, c2 = 5.90, c3 = 16.25, c4 = 39.04 Sections 2.1,3.3

(sens. analyses)
Diagnostic delays (Mean, 95% CrI)
Diagnostic delay for individuals in acute stage (years) 1/τ1 1.31 (0.81 - 1.53) Section 2.2
Diagnostic delay for individuals in chronic stage (years) 1/τ2 3.42 (2.59 - 3.74) Section 2.2
PreP users and HIV importations (Mean)
Slope of the linear increase in the number of imported cases on ART (1/year) MA 20.7 Section 2.4
Slope of the linear increase in PrEP users 2015-2019 (1/year) M i

P M i
P,3 = 348, M i

P,4 =197 Section 2.4

Slope of the linear increase in PrEP users 2019-2021 (1/year) Mf
P Mf

P,3 = 1779, Mf
P,4 = 1011 Section 2.4

Other parameters (Mean, 95% CrI)
Transmission probability per partnership λ 0.031 (0.011 - 0.080) Section 2.3
Mixing between risk groups ω 0.494 (0.014 - 0.969) Section 2.3
Infectivity of individuals who are diagnosed or on ART ε 0.016 (4.081× 10−4 - 5.028× 10−2) Section 2.3
Number of individuals immigrating with undiagnosed HIV infection (1/year) MI 75 (7 - 146) Section 2.3
Initial number of undetected HIV infections U0 1224 (539 - 1827) Section 2.3
Infected population fraction in risk group 1 Q1 0.096 (0.004 - 0.212) Section 2.3
Infected population fraction in risk group 2 Q2 0.195 (0.057 - 0.295) Section 2.3
Infected population fraction in risk group 3 Q3 0.298 (0.175 - 0.403) Section 2.3
Infected population fraction in risk group 4 Q4 0.411 (0.279 - 0.661) Section 2.3

Cure parameters

Efficacy (%) e Varied Table 1
Diagnostic delay for rebounds/reinfections in stage k (years) 1/τCk Varied Table 1 & Methods
Time to rebound (years) 1/ϕ Varied Table 1
Maximum annual uptake (%) ᾱmax Varied Table 1
Maximum uptake rate (1/year) αmax − ln[1− ᾱmax/100%] Calculated
Annual uptake (%) ᾱ(t) 1− exp[−α(t)]100% Calculated
Uptake rate (1/year) α(t) Logistic growth within 3 years [35]
Infectivity in stage k after viral rebound hCk hC1 = hC2 = h2, h

C
3 = h3, h

C
4 = h4 [16, 17]

(main analyses)
hC1 = h1, h

C
2 = h2, h

C
3 = h3, h

C
4 = h4 Section 3.2

(sens. analyses)
Infectivity in stage k after re-infection hCk hCk = hk [18–20]

(main analyses)
hC1,2 = h2, h

C
3 = h3, h

C
4 = h4 Section 3.2

(sens. analyses)

Notes: Subscript k denotes infection stages, where k = 1 (acute stage), 2 (chronic stage), 3 (AIDS stage), 4 (AIDS stage without
sexual activity). Subscripts l, l′ = 1, . . . , 4 denote sexual risk groups defined by the average number of new sexual partners per year,
where l, l′ = 1 and l, l′ = 4 correspond to the lowest and the highest risk groups, respectively. ω = 0 and ω = 1 correspond to
assortative and proportionate mixing, respectively.

8

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 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)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 20, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.20.24317612doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.20.24317612
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Table S2. Uniform priors for the parameters estimated in the model.

Parameter Interval
τ1 [0.01, 2]
τ2 [0.01, 1]
λ [0.01, 0.15]
ω [0, 1]
ε [0, 0.06]
MI/(βN0) [0, 0.05]
U0 [0, 2000]
Ql, l = 1, . . . , 4 [0, 1]
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Figure S1. Model validation against HIV surveillance data for MSM in the Netherlands. (a)
Number of individuals on PrEP, (b) number of individuals on ART immigrating to the Netherlands from abroad,
and (c) ART coverage among all MSM with HIV. The mean trajectories estimated from the model are shown as
orange lines. The orange-shaded regions correspond to 95% credible intervals based on 100 samples from the joint
posterior parameter distribution. The data (red dots) are data on the number of PrEP users in the national PrEP
program from the national sexually transmitted infections surveillance database taken from [15] for (a) and from
the SHM report [13] for (b) and (c).
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Figure S2. Cumulative probability density function of sexual partner change rate. (a) No-cure
scenario, (b) HIV remission scenario, and (c) HIV eradication scenario. The red circles correspond to the
empirical cumulative histograms from the survey data. The blue lines correspond to the fitted Weibull
distributions. The estimated shape and scale parameters of the distributions are listed in the legend of each panel.
The vertical dashed lines indicate the intervals defining partner change rates for each risk group.
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Figure S3. Model fitting against data on the proportion of diagnoses by time since HIV infection.
The orange rectangles represent the SHM data. The blue rectangles and the error bars represent the mean and
the 95% credible intervals for the proportions of diagnoses estimated from the stochastic model in Pseudocode 1
after calibration of the diagnosis rates.
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Figure S4. Estimated diagnosis rates. Histograms of diagnosis rates for (a) acute and (b) chronic HIV stages
fitted via the Approximate Bayesian Computation framework. The vertical continuous line indicates the mean
value. The vertical dashed lines indicate the bounds of the 95% credible interval.
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Figure S5. Estimated parameters. Histograms of all model parameters estimated via the Approximate
Bayesian Computation framework. (a) Transmission probability per partner; (b) parameter describing mixing
between risk groups; (c) relative infectivity of diagnosed and treated individuals; (d) number of newly imported
undiagnosed HIV infections rescaled by the rate of entry into the sexually active population and the population
size; (e) the number of undiagnosed individuals at the initialization of the model in 2015; (f) probability of
imported infections being in the risk group 1; (g) probability of imported infections being in the risk group 2; (h)
probability of the imported infections being in the risk group 3; (i) probability of the imported infections being in
the risk group 4. The vertical continuous line indicates the mean value. The vertical dashed lines indicate the
bounds of the 95% credible interval.
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Figure S6. Correlation between estimated parameters. Spearman correlation for each pair of parameters
estimated via the Approximate Bayesian Computation framework.
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Figure S8. Projections of HIV dynamics under the HIV remission scenario if the intervention is
introduced in 2030. This Figure can be compared with Figure 2 panel by panel. (a) New HIV infections, (b)
new rebounds in individuals achieving HIV remission, (c) prevalence (proportion of individuals with HIV), and
(d) cure coverage (proportion of eligible individuals achieving HIV remission) for different times until viral
rebound. The red vertical arrows indicate the cure introduction. The mean trajectories from the model are shown
as solid lines. The shaded regions correspond to 95% credible intervals based on 100 samples from the joint
posterior parameter distribution. Different shades of blue correspond to different times until viral rebound. The
projections of the model without a cure are shown in orange. The legend for different curves shown in (d)
corresponds to all panels. Parameters: intervention efficacy of 90%, annual uptake of 90%, and diagnostic delay of
individuals in HIV remission who experience a viral rebound of 3 months.
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Figure S9. Projections of HIV dynamics under the HIV eradication scenario if the intervention is
introduced in 2030. This Figure can be compared with Figure 4 panel by panel. (a) New HIV infections
(primary infections in naive individuals), (b) new re-infections (secondary infections in cured individuals), (c)
prevalence (proportion of individuals with HIV), and (d) cure coverage (proportion of cured individuals among all
eligible) for different cure uptakes. The red vertical arrows indicate the cure introduction. The mean trajectories
from the model are shown as solid lines. The shaded regions correspond to 95% credible intervals based on 100
samples from the joint posterior parameter distribution. Different shades of green correspond to different cure
uptakes. The projections of the model without a cure are shown in orange. The legend for different curves shown
in (d) corresponds to all panels. Parameters: cure efficacy of 90% and diagnostic delay of cured individuals who
experience re-infection of 3 months.
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Figure S10. Projections of HIV dynamics under the HIV remission scenario if the first stage after
a viral rebound is acute. (a) New HIV infections, (b) new rebounds in individuals achieving HIV remission,
(c) prevalence (proportion of individuals with HIV), and (d) cure coverage (proportion of eligible individuals
achieving HIV remission) for different times until viral rebound. The red vertical arrows indicate the cure
introduction. The mean trajectories from the model are shown as solid lines. The shaded regions correspond to
95% credible intervals based on 100 samples from the joint posterior parameter distribution. Different shades of
blue correspond to different times until viral rebound. The projections of the model without a cure are shown in
orange. The legend for different curves shown in (d) corresponds to all panels. Parameters: intervention efficacy
of 90%, annual uptake of 90%, and diagnostic delay of individuals in HIV remission who experience a viral
rebound of 3 months.
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Figure S11. Projections of HIV dynamics under the HIV eradication scenario if the first stage
after re-infection is chronic. This Figure can be compared with Figure 4 panel by panel. (a) New HIV
infections (primary infections in naive individuals), (b) new re-infections (secondary infections in cured
individuals), (c) prevalence (proportion of individuals with HIV), and (d) cure coverage (proportion of cured
individuals among all eligible) for different cure uptakes. The red vertical arrows indicate the cure introduction.
The mean trajectories from the model are shown as solid lines. The shaded regions correspond to 95% credible
intervals based on 100 samples from the joint posterior parameter distribution. Different shades of green
correspond to different cure uptakes. The projections of the model without a cure are shown in orange. The
legend for different curves shown in (d) corresponds to all panels. Parameters: cure efficacy of 90% and diagnostic
delay of cured individuals who experience re-infection of 3 months.
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Figure S12. Projections of HIV dynamics under the HIV remission and HIV eradication scenarios
assuming sexual behavior changes after cure. (a,b) HIV remission scenario with time to rebound of 6 years;
(c,d) HIV eradication scenario. (a,c) New HIV infections (primary infections in naive individuals). (b,d) New
rebounds/re-infections. Types of behavioral changes are shown in different colors: no changes (blue in (a,b) and
green in (c,d)); survey partner change rates (purple), and average pre-cure and post-cure partner change rates
(black). In (d) curves in different colors coincide. The red arrow indicates the cure introduction. The mean
trajectories from the model are shown as solid lines. The shaded regions correspond to 95% credible intervals
based on 100 samples from the joint posterior parameter distribution. The projections of the model without a
cure are shown in orange. Parameters: cure efficacy of 90%, cure uptake of 90%, and diagnostic delay of cured
individuals who experience a viral rebound or re-infection of 3 months.
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Figure S13. Projections of HIV dynamics under the HIV remission and HIV eradication scenarios
assuming an increase in HIV incidence starting in 2022. (a,b) HIV remission scenario. Different shades of
blue correspond to different times until viral rebound. Cure uptake is set at 90% in the HIV remission scenario.
(c,d) HIV eradication scenario. Different shades of green correspond to different cure uptakes. (a,c) New HIV
infections (primary infections in naive individuals). (b,d) New rebounds/re-infections. The red arrow indicates
the cure introduction. The mean trajectories from the model are shown as solid lines. The shaded regions
correspond to 95% credible intervals based on 100 samples from the joint posterior parameter distribution. The
projections of the model without a cure are shown in orange. Parameters common to all panels: cure efficacy of
90%, and diagnostic delay of cured individuals who experience a viral rebound or re-infection of 3 months.
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