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Abstract

Background : Virtual care has been integrated as a modality of care in Ontario, yet its effectiveness for
people living with HIV remains largely unexplored.
Objectives: We aimed to determine the association of visit modality (virtual, in-person, or both) on

adherence to antiretroviral therapy (ART), viral load, and quality of life (QOL) in people living with HIV

in Ontario, Canada.

Methods: We conducted a cross-sectional study using data from the 2022 Ontario HIV Treatment

Network Cohort Study (OCS), collected during the COVID-19 pandemic when virtual visits were first
introduced. Participants were grouped into three categories based on the mode of care: virtual, in-person,
or a combination of both. Data were collected through self-reported questionnaires and medical records,
with viral load data linked to Public Health Ontario Laboratories (PHOL). Logistic regression was used to
examine the outcomes of optimal ART adherence and viral load suppression, and linear regression was

used for quality of life (mental and physical) outcomes.

Results: 1n 2022, 1930 participants accessed HIV care in the OCS. Among them, 19.0% received virtual

care, 45.6% received in-person care, and 34.3% received care through virtual and in-person modalities. The
median age of the participants was 55 years (IQR: 45-62). In the multivariable logistic regression model,
virtual care was associated with an increased likelihood of optimal adherence to antiretroviral therapy
(Adjusted Odds Ratio (AOR) 1.30, 95% confidence interval (CI): 1.00-1.70) and an increased likelihood
of achieving viral load suppression (AOR 1.67, 95% CI:1.03-2.63). Moreover, combined virtual and in-
person care is associated with an improved mental quality of life compared to in-person care (Adjusted

Mean difference (MD) - 0.960, 95% CI 0.052,1.869).
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Conclusion: This study suggests virtual care is positively associated with adherence to antiretroviral

therapy (ART) and viral suppression within this context. However, future research is necessary to establish

causality and to assess the long-term effects of virtual care.
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Introduction

HIV is a chronic health challenge, with 22,461 people living with HIV in Ontario, Canada, as of
2020 [1] This population faces a disproportionate burden due to socio-economic disparities and structural
barriers within the patient-provider relationship, which further complicates the continuity of HIV care,
contributing to sub-optimal retention in healthcare services and poor adherence to antiretroviral therapy
(ART) [2]. This results in detectable viral loads, increased opportunistic infections, and higher morbidity
and mortality rates [3-6]. Consistent access to ART and regular health assessments necessitates strong
patient retention in care, as highlighted by several studies [7-9]. Despite universal public coverage in
Ontario, challenges with retaining individuals in care persist. A fully accessible, patient-centred healthcare
system is essential to addressing these issues [10].

In 2021, Ontario, Canada, adopted virtual care in the healthcare sector to help mitigate the impact
of the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic [12]. Virtual care is a health care model in which all clinical interactions
between the practitioner and the patient are delivered using electronic mediums, such as video conferencing
or audio digital tools, such as telephone [11]. Since 2022, Ontario has taken concrete measures to integrate
virtual visits as complementary to traditional care. These measures include enhancing data security and
privacy, addressing social and ethical considerations, establishing regulations for virtual healthcare, and

introducing fee codes that enable physicians to bill for virtual visits [10, 12].

Virtual visits can help overcome barriers in HIV care by offering convenience, accessibility, and
affordability, potentially improving access to care and patient retention [13, 14]. However, virtual care has
several limitations, such as the inability to assess clinical conditions objectively, the lack of necessary
equipment, and the absence of physical interactions with physicians, which can lead to mistrust, multiple
appointments, and potential misdiagnosis [13]. Technology can also pose barriers for certain groups,
including older adults, individuals with lower literacy levels, and those from disadvantaged socio-economic
backgrounds [14]. The choice of virtual care compared to in-person visits may be influenced by physician

preferences and the significant discrepancies in Ontario’s fee codes between comprehensive versus limited
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83  care and telephone calls versus video visits [10, 15]. While some data suggest virtual care improves
84  retention in care, others report increased loss to follow-up [16]. As virtual care evolves, it is essential to
85  address disparities, prevent overuse, and consider unintended financial consequences with health equity

86  and ethical considerations in mind [10, 11, 16-18].

87 While virtual care has become a standard practice in Ontario [10], the evidence of its effectiveness
88  remains limited. We developed this study alongside the Ontario HIV Treatment Network (OHTN) [19],
89  utilizing the data from the Ontario HIV Treatment Network Cohort Study (OCS), the largest community-
90  governed HIV cohort in North America [20]. The primary objective of the study was to assess whether
91  there were differences in adherence to antiretroviral therapy (ART), quality of life (QOL), and viral load
92  among people living with HIV in Ontario, Canada, based on whether they used virtual or in-person
93  appointments with an HIV care physician. The secondary objective of the study was to evaluate the
94  differences in health outcomes (adherence to ART, QOL, and viral load) among people living with HIV
95  from various socio-demographic and health-related factors in Ontario, as virtual care may affect certain

96  groups differently.

97  Methods
98¢  Study Design

99 We conducted a cross-sectional study using data from participants in the OCS in 2022.

100  Setting

101 The OCS is a multi-site clinical cohort of people receiving HIV care in Ontario, Canada’s most
102 populous province (population: 13.6 million). Recruitment occurs at ten participating sites, including
103 outpatient clinics in hospitals and community-based practices. The cohort has been described elsewhere

104 [21].
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105 Stakeholder Engagement

106 To achieve our study objectives, we established a community advisory board (CAB) in
107  collaboration with Realize, a Canadian charitable organization working with people living with HIV and
108  related organizations. The CAB comprises representatives from various key populations of people living
109  with HIV, enhancing the external validity of our project, bolstering individual and community capacity,
110  and ensuring the effective implementation of our research findings [22, 23]. We convened a meeting with
111 the CAB to seek their insights on the relevance of the research question, the socio-demographic factors
112 involved, and the correlation with the health conditions of people living with HIV. The CAB also actively

113 interpreted the findings and collaborated on a dissemination plan for our research outcomes.

114 Data Sources

115 Clinical data are collected during routine follow-up visits, sourced from clinic records via manual
116  chart abstractions or computerized medical record systems, and record linkage with Public Health Ontario
117  Laboratories (PHOL), the sole provider of such testing provincially. Additionally, annual interviews are
118  conducted using standardized questionnaires to gather socio-demographic and psycho-social-behavioural
119  information. All participants provide written informed consent, and the cohort design and consent forms
120 are approved by the University of Toronto Research Ethics Boards (REBs) and REBs at each participating

121 site [21]. Data was accessed on November 23, 2023. And the data was in de-identified form.
122 Population

123 Eligible participants for our study are those aged 16 years or older who visited their HIV physician
124 using any of the three modalities of care (virtual, in-person visits, or both virtual and in-person care) in
125 2022 and completed the OCS questionnaire. Participants with incomplete information on the type of care

126 received were excluded.
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127  Measures/Outcomes

128  Primary outcome

129 Adherence to ART was assessed using self-reported data from the standardized OCS questionnaire.
130  For this study, we aimed to dichotomize adherence into optimal adherence (>95%) and suboptimal
131  adherence (<95%). We considered optimal adherence as participants who reported never missing a dose or
132 missing a dose more than three months ago. In contrast, suboptimal adherence included those who missed
133 doses within the past week, 1-4 weeks ago, 1-3 months, or responded with "don't know." These

134 classifications were established in consultation with HIV specialists from a dedicated HIV care facility.
135 Secondary Outcomes

136 Viral load suppression was defined as < 40 copies/mL, indicating virological suppression (stable
137  viral load). Any value > 40 copies/mL is considered virologically unsuppressed and unfavourable. QOL
138  was assessed using the Short Form 12-item Health Survey (version 2), which includes two components: the
139  Mental Component Summary Score (MCS) and the Physical Component Summary Score (PCS), both of

140  which are reported separately [24].

141  Variables

142 Primary exposure

143 We categorized the HIV care that the patients received into three mutually exclusive categories: 1).
144 In-person care at the clinic ii). Virtual care either by telephone or video call, iii). Combination of in-person

145 and virtual forms of care.

146  Demographic and clinical variables
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147 Baseline demographic and clinical data were extracted from the 2022 OCS questionnaire. Due to
148  multiple categories in the OCS data, some of which were not information-rich, we consolidated them into
149  meaningful categories for our study. Data missing values are reported separately in Table 1, which details

150 the baseline characteristics.

151 For demographic variables, we combined sex (female versus male) and sexual orientation (men
152 who have sex with men (MSM) vs non-MSM) to derive a single variable named sex, compromising three
153 categories: females, male MSM, and male non-MSM and relationship status categorized as stable (married,
154  living common-law, living in a committed relationship) vs unstable relationship (widowed,
155  separated/divorced, single).

156 Clinical variables were extracted on the following health conditions: alcohol use disorder syndrome
157  use was defined as on the Alcohol Use Disorder Identification Test (AUDIT-10) with harmful alcohol
158  measured from 10- items (a score of >8 regardless of gender/sex) [25], depression measured by the Patient
159  Health Questionnaire (PHQ) scale with nine items [26], smoking cigarettes/tobacco defined as heavy
160  smokers versus light smokers (heavy smokers defined as people who have been smoking at least 20
161 cigarettes daily) [27]; and diagnosis of mental health comorbidities was based on self-report in the OCS
162 question.

163 We used a revised 10-item HIV-related stigma scale categorized into four major components of
164  HIV-related stigma: personalized stigma, worries about disclosure of status, negative self-image, and
165  sensitivity to public reactions about HIV status. Individuals who responded with “agree’ and “strongly

166  agree” were identified as experiencing stigma in at least one of the four components [28].

167 Sample size calculations:

168 The study was planned with a sample size of 1,930 subjects, providing 80% power to detect a
169  difference of 20% or greater between suboptimal and optimal adherence to ART between the groups. [29].

170  The Type I error probability associated with the test of the null hypothesis is 0.05 for the two-tailed chi-
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171  squared statistic. (PS: Power and Sample Size Calculation version 3.1.2, 2014 by W.D. Dupont & W.D.

172 Plummer Jr).

173 Data analysis:

174 Statistical analysis was performed using R software version 4.4.1. We used descriptive statistics to
175  analyze participants' characteristics, reporting proportions for categorical variables and median with
176  interquartile range (IQR) for continuous variables. The latter were compared using the Wilcoxon rank-sum

177  test, as these scores are not normally distributed [30]. Chi-square tests were used for categorical variables.

178 The variable selection was guided by a priori knowledge of their association with adherence to
179  ART, considering collinearity between variables and potential confounding. Age, sex, ethnicity,
180  employment, education level, substance use, stigma and living alone were included in all models as
181  potential confounders, regardless of their significance [3, 11, 31, 32]. To select the remaining variables for
182  our models, we used the 'majority selection method’ and selected the variables that appeared in at least half

183  of the models [33]
184  Regression Analysis:

185 We conducted a logistic regression analysis for dichotomous outcomes (adherence to ART and
186  suppression of the viral load) and a multiple linear regression for continuous outcomes (quality of life). To
187  check the model fit for multiple linear regression models, we used a pooled R?. The dichotomous outcomes
188  are reported as odds ratio (OR) and 95% confidence intervals, and continuous outcomes are reported as
189  mean differences with 95% confidence intervals. The statistically significant level is set when the p-value

190 1s <0.05 or the 95% CI excludes the null value.

191 The OCS questionnaire had data missing at random (MAR), so we performed ten imputations for

192  each model and combined the results using Rubin's rules [33, 34].

193 Subgroup analysis

10
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We performed subgroup analysis to assess the differences in health outcomes (adherence to ART,
quality of life and viral load) of people living with HIV from different socio-demographics in Ontario,
Canada. The data from the OCS Questionnaire 2022 was collected during the COVID-19 pandemic when
virtual visits were first introduced. [15]. Since government COVID-19 policies and users' preferences may

have impacted decisions to attend virtual visits, we compared outcomes during and after lockdowns [35].

Results

In 2022, the OCS questionnaire was completed by 2155 people, with 1930 providing details on the
type of care they received (S 1 Fig ). That year, 1021/1930 (53%) HIV care visits were conducted by
telephone, 23/1930 (1.2%) via computer visits, and 1563/1930 (80%) were provided through in-person
visits. The median age of the participants was 55 years [IQR: 45-62]. In 2022, stratum-specific proportions
of participants in the three different types of care modalities (i.e. in-person, virtual and participants who
used both in-person and virtual care) varied by participant characteristics (Table 1). Notably,1493/1930
(78%) participants were men, with the majority being MSM, compromising 58.6% (1131/1930). Regarding
care modality preferences, in-person visits were most preferred across all genders. Table 1 provides the

statistical relationship between all other variables and the type of care.

Table 1. Comparison of baseline characteristics between participants who accessed HIV care
through virtual, in-person or both virtual and in-person care in Ontario, Canada, in 2022

Virtual and in-

In-person care Virtual care
Characteristics person care p-value
n (%) n (%)
n (%)
No. of participants 900 367 663
Median age [Q1-03] 55 [44-63] 56 [46-62] 55 [45-62] 0.772

Sex

11
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Female
Male MSM @
Male non-MSM
Missing
Race
White
Black
Other
Region
Eastern Ontario
Northern Ontario
Southwestern Ontario
Toronto
Education
Elementary
High school
College
Higher education
Missing
Employment status
Employed
Unemployed
Missing
Gross annual income

<50,000

233 (25.9)
459 (50.8)
203 (22.6)

5 (0.55)

478 (53.1)
263 (29.3)

159 (17.6)

127 (14.1)
18 (2)
99 (11)

656 (72.8)

25(2.7)
239 (26.5)
210 (23.3)
363 (40.3)

63 (7)

433 (48.1)

463 (51.4)

4(0.4)

374 (41.5)

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

60 (16.3)
253 (70.0)

49 (13.4)

51

252 (68.7)
55 (14.9)

60 (16.3)

24 (6.5)
5(1.4)
62 (16.9)

276 (75.2)

10 (2.7)
126 (34.3)
64 (17.4)
162 (44.1)

5(1.4)

182 (49.6)

182 (49.6)

3(0.8)

144 (39.2)

12

132 (20.2)
419 (63.4)
110 (16.2)

2(0.3)

442 (66.6)
130 (19.6)

91 (13.7)

22 (3.3)
2(0.3)
174 (26.2)

465 (70.1)

14 (2.1)
224 (33.7)
139 (20.9)
284 (42.8)

2(0.3)

327 (49.3)

336 (50.7)

0(0)

280 (42.2)

<0.001

<0.001

<0.001

0.246

0.285

0.287


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.04.24318511
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.04.24318511; this version posted December 6, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

< 50,000-70,000 103(11.4) 45 (12.2) 75 (11.3)
<70,000-80,000 121 (13.4) 41 (11.1) 76 (11.4)
>100,000 173 (19.2) 94 (25.6) 150 (22.6)
Missing 129 (14.3) 43 (11.7) 82 (12.3)
Stable relationship
Yes 376 (41.6) 154 (42.0) 246 (37.1) 0.17
Unstable relationship 521 (57.8) 212 (57.8) 417 (62.9)
Missing 3(0.3) 1(0.3) 0(0)
Adherence to ART
<95% 295 (32.7) 137 (37.3) 247 (37.3) 0.014
>95% 600 (66.6) 225 (61.3) 412 (62.1)
Missing 5(0.5) 5(1.3) 4 (0.6)

Mental health conditions

Depression 197 (21.8) 44 (12.0) 167 (25.1) 0.190
Alcohol use disorder 67 (7.4) 34 (9.2) 65 (9.8)
syndrome ¢
No 824 (91.6) 331 (90.1) 598 (90.1) 0.248
Yes
Stigma
Stigmatized 125 (13.8) 12 (3.28) 92 (13.8) 0.5083
Not stigmatized 8 (0.88) 2 (0.54) 7 (1.05)
Missing 767 (85.2) 353 (96.1) 564 (85.0)
Quality of life

50.2[41.25;  49.2[40.82;55.32] 50.9[38.67:;56.30]  0.403
MCS
57.00]

13
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PCS 53.1[43.8;57.2] | 53.5[44.87;57.35] 52.7[43.57;56.70]  0.548
Viral load
<40 766 (85.0) 336 (91.6) 579 (87.3) 0.02
> 40 104 (11.5) 26 (7.0) 70 (10.5)
Missing 30(0.5) 5(1.4) 14 (2.1)

aMen who report having sex with other men
b Immigrant > 10 years
¢Immigrant <10 years

4 Alcohol Use Disorder Identification Test (AUDIT-10)

Adherence to ART

There were 600 (66.6%) participants with optimal ART adherence. According to our logistic
regression analysis, the odds of adherence to ART were higher for participants who used virtual care than
in-person care in both adjusted and unadjusted analysis (OR 1.47 %, 95% CI 1.14, 1.89; AOR 1.31%,

95% CI1 1.00-1.71).

Viral load

There were 766 (85.0%) participants with adequate viral load suppression. The odds of viral load
suppression were higher in the virtual group than in person-care (OR 1.81, 95%CI: 0.69-2.85; AOR 1.67,

95% CI:1.03-2.63).
Quality of life

The average MCS score was 50.2 and, the average PCS score was 53.1. According to our
adjusted multiple regression model, combined virtual and in-person care is associated with an improved

quality of life in terms of MCS compared to in-person care (Mean difference (MD) -0.90, 95 % CI -

2.10,0.30; adjusted MD 0.960, 95% CI 0.052,1.869). All results can be found in Table 2.

14
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Table 2: Multivariable regression analysis of HIV-related outcomes of people receiving care in

Ontario, Canada

Variable Unadjusted Effect p-value Adjusted Effect p-value
Estimates (95%CI) Estimates (95%
CI)
Adherence to ART (OR)
In-person(ref) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref)
Virtual and in-person 1.23 (0.99, 1.52) 0.05 1.03 (0.82, 1.30) 0.743
Virtual 1.47 (1.14,1.89) * 0.003 1.30 (1.00, 1.70) * 0.048

Viral load (OR) <40 ml/cc preferred

In-person(ref) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref)

Virtual and in-person care 1.13 (0.52, 1.56) 0.431 1.08 (0.76, 1.53) 0.651
Virtual care 1.81 (0.69, 2.85) 0.010 1.67 (1.03, 2.63) 0.0374
MCS

In-person visit 0 (ref) 0 (ref)

Virtual and in-person -0.90 (-2.10,0.30) 0.142 0.96 (0.05,1.86) * 0.038
Virtual -0.53 (-1.99, 0.92) 0.469 0.13 (-0.94, 1.2) 0.810
’PCS

In-person visit 0 (ref) 0 (ref)

Virtual and in-person -0.90 (-2.10, 0.30) 0.142 -0.91 (-1.24,0.85) 0.711
Virtual -0.53 (-1.99, 0.92) 0.469 0.09 (-1.14,1.32) 0.811

@ Adjusted for covariates
* Statistically significant

'Mental Component Summary Score
2 Physical Component Summary Score
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226  Sub-group analysis

227 Among patients whose physicians based their preference of the type of care mode on the viral load,
228  receiving in-person care was associated with lower odds of adherence to ART than receiving virtual care

229 (OR0.29,95% CI 0.10-0.83; AOR 0.28, 95% CI 0.09-0.86).

230 Among patients whose physicians based their preference of the type of care mode on the viral load,
231  the receipt of both virtual and in-person care was associated with decreased MCS quality of life compared
232 with participants who used the in-person care mode. (MD -5.60, 95% CI -9.46 - 1.75; Adjusted MD -3.75,

233 95% CI -6.51—0.99). Detailed findings are provided in S 1 Table.

234 Discussion

235 This study examined three types of care used in the OCS cohort 2022: in-person, virtual and
236  patients using both. Patients across all demographic and medical backgrounds used virtual care options. In
237  this cohort, the participants who used virtual care mode most frequently were 51-60, perhaps suggesting
238  that older patients are comfortable with technology. However, the predominant mode of care within this
239  cohort remained in-person visits. In this cohort consisting of participants living with HIV in Ontario, we
240  observed that participants with better adherence to ART and with viral load suppression preferred the virtual

241  care, and participants with a higher MCS quality of life utilized both virtual and in-person care.

242 Sex was the strongest predictor of the type of care used, with male MSM favouring in-person care.
243 Participants residing in Toronto preferred virtual care compared to those in Eastern Ontario, though these
244 groups overlap, as many male MSM in Toronto might be the same individuals. Participants with any form
245  of depression tended to use both virtual and in-person care, possibly choosing their care mode based on the

246  severity of their depression at the time of the visit.

247 Our subgroup analysis based on physicians’ preference for the type of visit by viral load revealed
248  decreased ART adherence within the virtual care group. However, the primary analysis showed a 30%

249  improvement in ART adherence among participants using virtual visits compared to in-person groups. This
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250  suggests physicians preferred in-person visits for patients with unsuppressed viral lows and poor ART

251 adherence.

252 This study has several limitations that prevent drawing definitive conclusions. The cross-sectional
253 design prevents us from establishing causality, making it difficult to determine whether virtual care directly
254  influences HIV related-health outcomes. Additionally, the data analyzed is from 2022, a period when virtual
255  care was newly introduced and still in the early stages of implementation, including the development of
256  specific standards, equipment selection and user training [38, 49]. Moreover, during the study period,
257  decisions regarding the type of care were often influenced by the government’s lockdown orders rather than
258  the preferences of physicians or patients [38]. Non-response bias further restricts the conclusion of
259  differences between care modes. Furthermore, challenges related to optimizing virtual care usability and

260  user-friendliness remain unexplored.

261 The OCS employs a standardized questionnaire developed in consultation with the OHTN, CAB
262  and the governance committees. However, the primary outcome—ART adherence—is based on self-

263  reporting, which is subjective and prone to recall bias [3].

264 The study's findings are influenced by selection and information biases, as participants are
265  predominantly aged 51-55, with high incomes and stable housing. This limits the understanding of age-
266  related acceptance and barriers. The cohort mainly includes highly engaged individuals, which doesn't fully
267  represent overall care engagement. Younger, tech-savvy individuals and rural populations are
268  underrepresented in this cohort, limiting insights into the broader applicability of virtual care and rural-

269  urban differences [32, 35].

270 Despite potential sample biases, the study's large sample size and real-time data collection enhance
271  the robustness of its findings.
272 The study was guided by a CAB, whose input was integrated throughout the study, including their

273  feedback on result interpretation. Collaborating closely with experienced HIV care physicians provides
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274  valuable insights into clinical practice dynamics and potential implementation strategies based on study

275  outcomes [36].
276  Future research

277 It’s essential to recognize that this research is exploratory, and the COVID-19 pandemic
278  lockdowns confound it. Future research should explore the impact of virtual visits on HIV care and improve
279  access. Key issues include standards, licensure, equity, and payment systems. Virtual visits can help address
280  physician shortages, especially in rural areas, by offering flexible, quality care. Expanding virtual care to
281 all socioeconomic groups is vital. Redesigning care based on necessity and feasibility could enhance access
282 and outcomes [37, 38].Future studies should assess system-wide effects, user satisfaction, cost-
283  effectiveness, and physician views while linking OCS data with ICES data to analyze clinical outcomes

284  and patient preferences.

285 Conclusion

286 In our study in the OCS 2022 of people living with HIV, participants with better self-reported
287  adherence to ART and a suppressed viral load preferred virtual care as compared to in-person care.

288  Moreover, participants who used both virtual and in-person care reported higher mental health quality of

289  life.
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Fig 1. Study flow diagram of participants who received HIV care in 2022.
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