Supplementary Figure 1a: Model schematic of Incarceration. 
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Supplementary Figure 1b: Model schematic of contact with NGO and OAT. 
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Supplementary Figure 2: Status quo projections of community HCV antibody prevalence by age and gender. (a) young male PWID (<30); (b) young female PWID (<30); (c) older male PWID (>=30); (d) older female PWID (>=30). Black lines and grey shaded area show the median and 95%CrI of the baseline model fits. Data points with whiskers show data and their 95% CIs.


[image: ]
Supplementary Figure 3: Cost-effectiveness plane for the Baseline cost-effectiveness analysis. Black points represent each model run. Dashed lines show the WTP threshold of 1xGDP (red) and 0.5xGDP (blue).
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Supplementary Figure 4: Cost-effectiveness acceptability curve for the Baseline cost-effectiveness analysis. Dashed lines show the WTP threshold of 1xGDP (red) and 0.5xGDP (blue).
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Model Schematic (5) — Contact with NGO and OAT
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Further Model Details

e Will include HIV transmission through sharing of injecting equipment and
sexual contact with PWID or the general population (heterosexual
transmission only)

* HIV and HCV transmission risk will be increased among PWID recently
released from prison? and will differ in prison than in the community.

* OAT will reduce HIV and HCV transmission by 54% (95%Cl: 33-68%) and
50% (95%Cl: 37-60%), respectively3*

* OAT will improve HIV cascade of care and treatment outcomes>°

* Impact of ART on HIV transmission risk and mortality will be linked to viral
load/suppression’

* Being NGO client will increase engagement in OAT and HIV cascade of care
and reduce HIV and HCV transmission risk (based on estimated
needle/syringe coverage & increased condom usage)?®

1 Stone Lancet Infectious Diseases 2018; 2 Altice Lancet 2017; 3 Platt Addiction 2017; 4 Macarthur BMJ 2012;
5 Low CID 2016; 6 Mazhnaya JAIDS 2018; 7 Degenhardt Lancet 2019; 8 Ukraine IBBAs among PWID 2009-2017







Model Parameterization & calibration

* Model will be parameterized and calibrated based on data from
* multiple rounds of National IBBAs (5 rounds 2009-2017; n>x per round)
* EXMAT survey (2015, 5 cities, n=1,613)
Vanguard randomized control trial study (2015-6, Kyiv, n=457)
PUHLSE survey (2011, 13 prisons — 4 regions, n=402)
Syrex database (Details)
Prospective cohort of PWID (2013-2015, 11 cities, n=2157, 2872 pyrs of follow-up)

* Model will be calibrated using Bayesian methods to

* Data on incarceration history (% previously incarcerated, and mean number of incarcerations
by duration of injecting)

e Prevalence of HIV, HCV and HIV-HCV coinfection by incarceration status and duration of
injecting
* Intervention coverages (% PWID NGO clients, % currently/ever on OAT, ART)







Progress so far — cost data







Next steps

 Calibrate model using data
* Collect extra cost data from experts
e Attach costs to model

* Prosper
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Model Schematic (5) — Contact with NGO and OAT
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