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ABSTRACT  

Background: Long-term clinical outcomes after HCV treatment of HIV/HCV patients are not well 

described. We aimed to compare the risk of all-cause and liver-related death according to HCV treatment 

response in HIV/HCV patients in the multi-cohort study COHERE. 

Methods: All patients who had started PEG-interferon + ribavirin (baseline) and followed for ≥72 weeks 

after baseline were included. Patients were categorized into three response groups depending on treatment 

duration and HCV-RNA measured in the window 24-72 weeks after baseline. Patients who received ≥24 

weeks of therapy were defined as responders if their last HCV-RNA measured between 24-72 weeks after 

baseline was negative, and having "unknown response" if HCV-RNA was unknown. Non-responders 

were treated for less than 24 weeks or were HCV-RNA+ between 24-72 weeks after baseline.  

Mortality rates were compared using survival analysis, and Cox regression used to compare hazard ratios 

of death between response groups. 

Results: 3,755 patients were included: 1031 (27.5%) responders, 1,639 (43.6%) non-responders and 1085 

(28.9%) with unknown response. Rates (per 1,000 PYFU, 95% CI) of all-cause death were 17.59 (14.88-

20.78), 10.43 (7.62-14.28) and 11.00 (8.54-14.23) for non-responders, responders and unknown 

responders, respectively. After adjustment, the relative hazard (non-responders vs. responders) for all-

cause death, liver-related death and non-liver-related death was 1.53 (95% CI 1.06-2.22), 3.39 (95% CI 

1.32-8.75) and 1.22 (95% CI 0.80-1.84), respectively. 

Conclusion: HIV/HCV patients with a favourable virological response to PEG-interferon + ribavirin had 

reduced risk of all-cause and liver-related death, while there was no difference in risk of non-liver-related 

death when comparing responders and non-responders. 
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Introduction 

Treatment with pegylated interferon (PEG-IFN) and ribavirin (RBV) has until recently been the 

standard of care for treatment of HCV infection. Patients who achieve a sustained virologic 

response (SVR) i.e. they remain HCV-RNA negative 6 months after end of HCV treatment, are 

considered virologically cured. An SVR has been shown to halt or reverse progression of liver 

fibrosis [1, 2], but due to the slow evolution of liver disease in most patients, the clinical benefit 

of an SVR in terms of lower risk of liver-related complications and death, may take several years 

to manifest. During that period competing risk of death and risk of HCV re-infection could off-

set some of the benefit of HCV therapy [3]. Furthermore, due to the numerous adverse effects 

and contraindications to IFN-based therapy, particularly in HIV positive persons, HCV treatment 

was often not offered to those most in need of treatment [4]. Hence an evaluation of the clinical 

benefit of HCV treatment requires a large study population and long term follow up. 

In studies of HCV mono-infected patients, it has been shown that achieving an SVR is associated 

with a lower risk of liver-related [5-8] and all-cause mortality [6, 7]. The benefit is most 

pronounced for hepatic failure, and less so for risk of hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC).  

In HIV/HCV co-infected people the long-term clinical outcome of HCV treatment has not been 

evaluated in prospective studies of unselected patients. In a mixed retrospective-prospective 

study from Spain, Berenguer et al found that non-responders to HCV treatment had an almost 

nine-fold increased risk of liver-related clinical events compared with patients who achieved an 

SVR [9]. Two subsequent studies from the same group found that co-infected patients who 

achieved an SVR also had a reduced risk of HIV progression and non-liver-related death [10] 

and risk of all-cause mortality and liver-related events among patients with METAVIR ≤F2 

fibrosis at the time of treatment initiation [11].  
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Compared with HCV mono-infected patients, the benefit of HCV treatment could theoretically 

be either greater due to accelerated fibrosis progression in co-infected patients, or lower due to 

differences in the prevalence of competing risk factors (both HIV-related and lifestyle factors) 

for mortality. 

The objectives of our study were to compare the long-term risk of all-cause mortality and liver-

related death according to response to PEG-IFN/RBV in HIV/HCV co-infected people enrolled 

in the large prospective multi-cohort study COHERE. 

 

Methods 

Patients 

The Collaboration of Observational HIV Epidemiological Research in Europe (COHERE, 

http://www.cohere.org) COHERE is a collaboration of 33 cohorts from across Europe and is part 

of the EuroCoord network (www.EuroCoord.net). COHERE was established in 2005 with the 

aim of conducting epidemiological research on the prognosis and outcome of HIV positive 

persons, which the individual contributing cohorts cannot address themselves because of sample 

size or heterogeneity of specific subgroups of HIV-positive persons. Each cohort submits data 

using the standardized HIV Collaboration Data Exchange Protocol (HICDEP) including 

information on patient demographics, HBV and HCV status and treatment, CD4 counts, use of 

cART, AIDS, and deaths. Eighteen European cohorts provided data for the present analysis. Our 

analyses were based on data merged in July 2013. 

 

All HCV infected patients in COHERE who had ever started PEG-IFN/RBV and who were 

followed-up for at least 72 weeks after treatment initiation were included. Baseline is defined as 
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the date of HCV treatment initiation, while time T0 is the date 72 weeks after treatment 

initiation.  During most of the study period, 48 weeks of HCV treatment was standard of care for 

co-infected patients. The earliest time point at which SVR24 can be assessed would be 72 weeks 

after treatment initiation for most patients. 

 

Definitions of HCV treatment response 

Follow up HCV-RNA values were not reported for all patients after end of therapy. We therefore 

categorized patients into three different HCV treatment response groups depending on HCV 

treatment duration and HCV-RNA results measured in the window 24-72 weeks after baseline. 

Patients who received at least 24 weeks of IFN/RBV were defined as “responders” if their latest 

HCV-RNA measured in the window 24-72 weeks after baseline was negative, and having 

“unknown response” if they had no HCV-RNA measured in the week 24-72 window. Patients 

were defined as “non-responders” if they had received less than 24 weeks of HCV therapy or if 

their latest HCV-RNA measured the week 24-72 window after baseline was positive. To define 

positive HCV-RNA values both qualitative (+/-) and quantitative measures (>615 IU/mL) were 

used. 

 

Biomarkers of fibrosis 

Levels of fibrosis were determined in the time window [-6;0] months prior to initiation of HCV 

treatment by measurement of the aspartate aminotransferase-to-platelet ratio index (APRI) [100 

 (aspartate aminotransferase /upper limit of normal)/ platelet count (109/l)]. Significant fibrosis 

(≥F2 on the METAVIR scale) and cirrhosis were defined as APRI >1.5 and APRI >2.0, 

respectively [12]. 
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Statistical methods 

Main characteristics of the patients are described and compared according to whether a person 

was classified as responder, non-responder or unknown response using Chi-square or non-

parametric Kruskal-Wallis tests as appropriate.  

Three different endpoints were analysed: all-cause mortality, liver-related death (LRD) and non-

liver related death. Causes of death were adjudicated individually by the participating cohorts in 

COHERE. Incidence rates were calculated as number of deaths divided by person-years of 

follow-up (PYFU) at risk. Confidence intervals around these estimates were calculated assuming 

a Poisson distribution. Mortality rates in the three groups were compared using standard survival 

analysis. Survival times accrued from the time T0 up to the date of death or last available follow-

up. In the analysis of time to cause-specific death people who died for other reasons were 

censored administratively at the date of last follow-up according to a competing-risk approach to 

analysis. People who died between baseline and T0 were excluded. Kaplan-Meier plots have 

been used to compare the cumulative risk of survival in the three exposure groups (responders, 

non-responders and unknown response to IFN/RBV). Univariable and multivariable Cox 

regression models were used to compare hazard ratios of death between these groups after 

controlling for a number of pre-specified confounders. We used a manual build-up of the 

multivariable models adjusting sequentially for subset of time-fixed confounders measured at the 

time of IFN/RBV initiation and grouped according to common features (e.g. demographics, 

HIV-related factors and HCV-related factors). We only included in these sets of potential 

confounders factors that have been previously described to be a common cause of treatment 
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initiation and risk of death, i.e. age, gender, origin, year of baseline, mode of HIV transmission, 

prior AIDS, current CD4 count, CD4 nadir, HIV RNA, HIV treatment at T0, HBsAg and APRI.   

 

Results 

Baseline characteristics 

We included a total of 3,755 patients, who had started HCV treatment and had at least 72 weeks 

of follow up after treatment was started (figure 1). Fifty-two patients had died between the date 

of HCV treatment start and week 72 (T0) of follow up. Median (IQR) duration PEG-IFN/RBV 

treatment was 9 (5 – 12) months. Among included patients, 1031 (27.5%) were responders, 1639 

(43.6%) non-responders and 1085 (28.9%) had unknown HCV treatment response. Compared 

with non-responders, responders started HCV treatment later (2007 vs. 2005), were more likely 

to be MSM (31% vs. 12%) and HBsAg positive (4.5% vs. 2.6%), had higher CD4 cell count (455 

vs. 405 cells/mm3), lower HCV-RNA levels (5.85 vs. 6.03 log10 IU/mL) and less likely to be 

female (20% vs. 25%) and have a prior AIDS diagnosis (22% vs. 27%). The median APRI score 

was slightly higher among responders (0.9 vs. 0.8 (table 1). Among patients with available data, 

the prevalence of cirrhosis, defined as APRI>2.0, was 16.0% in those with unknown response 

(104/650), 20.0% in non-responders (200/999) and 26.7% in responders (182/681). There were 

no differences between the response groups in time from baseline to assessment of APRI.  

 

All-cause mortality according to HCV treatment response 

After a median of 4.0 (IQR 2.0-6.5) years of follow up from T0, a total of 236 deaths had 

occurred. One hundred and thirty-eight (8.4%) of HCV treatment non-responders had died vs. 39 

(3.8%) deaths among responders and 59 (5.4%) with unknown HCV treatment response. The 
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rates (per 1,000 PYFU, 95% CI) of all cause death were 17.59 (14.88 – 20.78), 10.43 (7.62 – 

14.28) and 11.0 (8.54 – 14.23) for non-responders, responders and unknown responders, 

respectively. 

Figure 2 shows a Kaplan-Meier plot of the cumulative risk of all-cause mortality. For non-

responders the 7-year risk (95% CI) of all-cause death was 11.6% (9.5 - 13.7), while the 7-year 

risk was significantly lower for responders 8.0% (5.1 - 10.8) and for patients with unknown 

treatment response 7.8% (5.6 – 10.1). 

In the unadjusted Cox regression analysis, non-responders had a relative hazard of 1.64 (95% CI 

1.15 - 2.34) for all-cause death compared with responders. Results were similar after adjusting 

for demographics, HIV related (prior AIDS, on cART at T0 and current HIV-RNA and CD4+ 

cell count) and hepatitis related factors (HBsAg and APRI) in separate models (Figure 3). In the 

fully adjusted analysis, the relative hazard (non-responders vs. responders) for all cause death 

was 1.53 (95% CI 1.06 - 2.22). In all analyses, the relative hazard for all-cause death was not 

significant when comparing responders with unknown responders.  

 

Liver-related mortality according to HCV treatment response 

Liver-related death accounted for a third of all deaths among non-responders 48/138 (34.8%), 

but only 12.8% (5/39) among responders and 22.0% (13/59) among patients with unknown 

response. The rates (per 1000 PYFU, 95% CI) of liver-related death were 6.12 (4.61 – 8.12), 

1.34 (0.56 – 3.21) and 2.40 (1.41 – 4.18) for non-responders, responders and unknown 

responders, respectively. 

Among the five responders who died from LRD, two had a baseline APRI score indicating 

cirrhosis, one had significant fibrosis, and two had no information about fibrosis level. One 
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patient had evidence of HCV re-infection, while the four other remained HCV-RNA negative 

during follow up. None were diagnosed with hepatocellular carcinoma. 

The differences in risk of liver-related death between responders and non-responders were more 

pronounced than for all-cause death, but the confidence intervals were quite wide reflecting the 

relative low number of liver-related deaths in each group. The 7-year cumulative risk of liver-

related death was significantly higher for non-responders (4.2%, 95% CI 2.9 - 5.5) compared 

with the risk for responders (1.6%, 95% CI 0.0 – 3.3) and for patients with unknown treatment 

response (1.4%, 95% CI 0.4 - 2.4) (Figure 4). 

In the unadjusted Cox regression analysis, non-responders had a 4.43 (95% CI 1.76 – 11.14) 

increased risk of liver-related death compared with responders. Again, when adjusting for 

demographic, HIV related and hepatitis related factors there was little change in the incidence 

rate ratios (Figure 5). In the fully adjusted analysis, the relative hazard (non-responders vs. 

responders) of liver-related death was 3.39 (95% CI 1.32 – 8.75).  

 

Non-liver-related mortality according to HCV treatment response 

A total of 34 and 90 non-liver-related deaths occurred among responders and non-responders, 

respectively. In both groups non-HCC malignancy was the predominant cause of death (5/34 and 

16/90, respectively) followed by “unknown cause” (5/34 and 16/90, respectively). Four non-

responders died from AIDS, while there were no AIDS-related deaths in the responder group. To 

investigate whether a positive HCV treatment outcome also results in a lower risk of non-hepatic 

mortality, we repeated the analyses excluding all liver-related deaths. In the unadjusted analysis 

there was no difference (non-responders vs. responders) in incidence of non-liver-related death 

(hazard ratio 1.23, 95% CI 0.83 – 1.83).  Results were similar after adjustment for demographic 

Copyright © 2016 Wolters Kluwer Health, Inc. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.



   

factors (1.19, 95% CI 0.79 – 1.78), HIV related factors (1.22, 95% CI 0.81 -1.82) and APRI and 

HBsAg status (1.35, 95% CI 0.91 -2.01). In the fully adjusted model the relative hazard was 

(1.22, 95% CI 0.80 – 1.84). Similarly, there was no difference when comparing responders with 

patients with unknown response (results not shown).  

 

Discussion 

In this large prospective study we included 3,755 HIV/HCV co-infected patients, who had 

received PEG-IFN/RBV. After a median of 4.0 years follow up from week 72 after treatment 

initiation, we found that patients who had a favorable treatment response had a significantly 

improved all-cause and liver-related mortality compared with patients who were non-responders. 

Our findings confirm the survival benefit of an SVR, shown in previous studies of HCV mono-

infected [6, 7] and HIV/HCV co-infected patients [9, 13]. However, compared with these studies 

the improved survival in our study was relatively modest (hazard ratio 1.53 for comparing 

responders with non-responders). In the Spanish study by Berenguer et al [9], which is the only 

other large observational study to include HIV/HCV co-infected patients from routine clinical 

practice, the incidence of all-cause mortality among patients with SVR was lower compared with 

the incidence among responders in our study (0.46 vs. 1.04 per 100 PYFU), whereas the all-

cause mortality was higher among non-responders in their study (3.12 vs. 1.76 per 100 PYFU). 

The excess all-cause mortality among non-responders in the Spanish study, seems to be mainly 

explained by a high prevalence (39%) of patients with advanced fibrosis or cirrhosis, resulting in 

a high incidence of liver-related death among non-responders compared to the incidence among 

non-responders observed in our study (1.65 vs. 0.61 per 100 PYFU). 
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In our study, only five out of 37 deaths in the treatment response group were from liver-related 

causes, and none of them due to HCC. Two of the five patients had evidence of cirrhosis at the 

time of treatment initiation, while one had evidence of HCV re-infection. Other studies have 

documented, that although an SVR reduces the risk, liver-related complications can occur several 

years after SVR. This is particularly the case with HCC in patients with cirrhosis at the time of 

treatment [14, 15]. Longer follow-up of our cohort is warranted to determine whether the 

incidence of HCC and other liver-related clinical events remains low for patients with treatment 

response.  

 

Since interferon is contra-indicated in patients with advanced cirrhosis due to the risk of liver 

decompensation, it is likely that patients with more advanced liver disease, who would have 

gained more clinical benefits from HCV eradication, were excluded. It is therefore conceivable 

that with the new tolerable and effective interferon-free direct-acting antivirals we will be able to 

prevent more liver- and, possibly, non-liver related complications, and this should be addressed 

in further observations. Although IFN-based therapy is no longer standard of care, the data 

presented in this paper are still of relevance to inform the prognosis for the many patients who 

were treated and cured with IFN before the arrival of DAA. Furthermore, IFN-based therapy is 

still commonly used in some countries that cannot afford the market price of DAA. In addition, 

consequences of cure are likely to be similar regardless of which treatment was used to achieve 

success. 

The link between chronic HCV infection and different autoimmune and lymphoproliferative 

conditions, e.g. mixed cryoglobulinaemia and some types of lymphoma, is well established [16]. 

There is also emerging evidence of an association between HCV infection and risk of 
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cardiovascular disease and other extra-hepatic diseases [16-18]. If the association is causal, one 

would expect a decrease in risk of non-liver-related death after SVR. In our study, we did not 

find a lower risk of non-liver-related death among those with a favorable HCV treatment 

response. This is in contrast to a national Spanish study that found a three-fold lower risk of non-

liver-related death in HIV/HCV co-infected patients with SVR compared with patients who did 

not achieve an SVR [10]. The reason for this difference is not clear, but with only five and 32 

non-liver-related deaths among patients with and without SVR, respectively, that study had 

limited power to investigate the question. It is possible that some of the apparent extra-hepatic 

health benefit of an SVR is related to behavioural differences after treatment and not the 

treatment outcome per se, as demonstrated by a Scottish observational study of HCV mono-

infected patients where patients who achieved SVR after IFN-based therapy had lower risk of 

hospitalization for alcohol intoxication and violence-related injury after treatment compared with 

non-responders to HCV treatment [19].  These findings should be explored in other cohorts and 

in patients undergoing DAA therapy. 

 

The major strengths of this analysis are the large number of co-infected patients recruited from a 

diverse geographical area throughout Europe, the long prospective follow up after HCV 

treatment and our ability to adjust for relevant risk factors for all-cause and LRD. However, like 

in all observational studies, there remains the possibility of unmeasured confounding. Another 

limitation is the lack of follow-up HCV-RNA measurements on all patients at least six months 

after end of therapy. In addition, some of the patients categorized as responders could have had 

HCV-RNA relapse, and some patients categorized as non-responders could have achieved an 

SVR. However, this limitation would only tend to underestimate the survival benefit of HCV 
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therapy. Unexpectedly, the prevalence of cirrhosis, as determined by the APRI score, was higher 

among responders than among non-responders. Data to calculate the APRI score were only 

available for 66% and 61% of responders and non-responders, respectively. If the reason for not 

having an APRI score is associated to disease status selection bias could have been introduced. 

 

In conclusion, we have shown that among HIV/HCV co-infected patients, a favourable 

virological response to HCV treatment is associated with reduced risk of both liver-related death 

and improved overall survival in the IFN era. Whether this holds true with the new direct-acting 

antivirals remains to be investigated. 

 

 

Acknowledgments: 

Analysis and Writing committee: Lars Peters, Robert Zangerle,Giota Touloumi, Frederic-

Antoine Dauchy, Marc van der Valk, Gert Fätkenheuer, Antoni Noguera-Julian, Juan Gonzales, 

Francois Dabis, Antonella Castagna, Antonella d’Arminio Monforte, Carlo Torti, Christina 

Mussini, Jordi Ceescat, Helen Kovari, Stephane de Wit, Dorthe Raben, Alessandro Cozzi-Lepri  

 

The study was designed by LP and ACL. ACL performed the statistical analyses. LP drafted the 

article. All other members of the writing committee contributed to redrafting and refinement of 

the study. 

 

Steering Committee - Contributing Cohorts: Robert Zangerle (AHIVCOS), Giota Touloumi 

(AMACS), Josiane Warszawski (ANRS CO1 EPF/ANRS CO11 OBSERVATOIRE EPF), 

Copyright © 2016 Wolters Kluwer Health, Inc. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.



   

Laurence Meyer (ANRS CO2 SEROCO), François Dabis (ANRS CO3 AQUITAINE), Murielle 

Mary Krause (ANRS CO4 FHDH), Jade Ghosn (ANRS CO6 PRIMO), Catherine Leport (ANRS 

CO8 COPILOTE), Linda Wittkop (ANRS CO13 HEPAVIH), Peter Reiss (ATHENA), 

Ferdinand Wit (ATHENA), Maria Prins (CASCADE), Heiner Bucher (CASCADE), Diana Gibb 

(CHIPS), Gerd Fätkenheuer (Cologne-Bonn), Julia Del Amo (CoRIS), Niels Obel (Danish HIV 

Cohort), Claire Thorne (ECS), Amanda Mocroft (EuroSIDA), Ole Kirk (EuroSIDA), Christoph 

Stephan (Frankfurt), Santiago Pérez-Hoyos (GEMES-Haemo), Osamah Hamouda (German 

ClinSurv), Barbara Bartmeyer (German ClinSurv), Nikoloz Chkhartishvili (Georgian National 

HIV/AIDS), Antoni Noguera-Julian (CORISPE-cat), Andrea Antinori (ICC), Antonella 

d’Arminio Monforte (ICONA), Norbert Brockmeyer (KOMPNET), Luis Prieto (Madrid PMTCT 

Cohort), Pablo Rojo Conejo (CORISPES-Madrid), Antoni Soriano-Arandes (NENEXP), Manuel 

Battegay (SHCS), Roger Kouyos (SHCS), Cristina Mussini (Modena Cohort), Pat Tookey 

(NSHPC), Jordi Casabona (PISCIS), Jose Miró (PISCIS), Antonella Castagna (San Raffaele), 

Deborah Konopnick (St. Pierre Cohort), Tessa Goetghebuer (St Pierre Paediatric Cohort), 

Anders Sönnerborg (Swedish InfCare), Carlo Torti (The Italian Master Cohort), Caroline Sabin 

(UK CHIC), Ramon Teira (VACH), Myriam Garrido (VACH). David Haerry 

(European AIDS Treatment Group) 

 

Executive Committee: Stéphane De Wit (Chair, St. Pierre University Hospital), Jose Miró 

(PISCIS), Dominique Costagliola (FHDH), Antonella d’Arminio-Monforte (ICONA), Antonella 

Castagna (San Raffaele), Julia del Amo (CoRIS), Amanda Mocroft (EuroSIDA), Dorthe Raben 

(Head, Copenhagen Regional 

Copyright © 2016 Wolters Kluwer Health, Inc. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.



   

Coordinating Centre), Geneviève Chêne (Head, Bordeaux Regional Coordinating Centre). 

Paediatric Cohort Representatives: Ali Judd, Pablo Rojo Conejo. 

Regional Coordinating Centres: Bordeaux RCC: Diana Barger, Christine Schwimmer, 

Monique Termote, Linda Wittkop; Copenhagen RCC: Maria Campbell, Casper M. Frederiksen, 

Nina Friis-Møller, Dorthe Raben, Rikke Salbøl Brandt. 

Project Leads and Statisticians: Juan Berenguer, Julia Bohlius, Vincent Bouteloup, Heiner 

Bucher, Alessandro Cozzi-Lepri, François Dabis, Antonella d’Arminio Monforte, Mary-Anne 

Davies, Julia del Amo, Maria Dorrucci, David Dunn, Matthias Egger, Hansjakob Furrer, 

Marguerite Guiguet, Sophie Grabar, 

Ali Judd, Ole Kirk, Olivier Lambotte, Valériane Leroy, Sara Lodi, Sophie Matheron, Laurence 

Meyer, Jose Miró, Amanda Mocroft, Susana Monge, Fumiyo Nakagawa, Roger Paredes, 

Andrew Phillips, Massimo Puoti, 

Michael Schomaker, Colette Smit, Jonathan Sterne, Rodolphe Thiebaut, Claire Thorne, Carlo 

Torti, Marc van der Valk, Linda Wittkop, Natasha Wyss. 

 

 

  

Copyright © 2016 Wolters Kluwer Health, Inc. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.



   

Reference List 

 (1)  Koh C, Heller T, Haynes-Williams V, et al. Long-term outcome of chronic hepatitis C  

after sustained virological response to interferon-based therapy. Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2013 

May; 37(9):887-94. 

 (2)  Casado JL, Quereda C, Moreno A, Perez-Elias MJ, Marti-Belda P, Moreno S. Regression 

of liver fibrosis is progressive after sustained virological response to HCV therapy in 

patients with hepatitis C and HIV coinfection. J Viral Hepat 2013 Dec; 20(12):829-37. 

 (3)  Grint D, Peters L, Rockstroh JK, et al. Liver-related death among HIV/hepatitis C virus-

co-infected individuals: implications for the era of directly acting antivirals. AIDS 2015 

Apr 13. 

 (4)  Grint D, Peters L, Schwarze-Zander C, et al. Temporal changes and regional differences 

in treatment uptake of hepatitis C therapy in EuroSIDA. HIV Med 2013 Jul 19. 

 (5)  Manesis EK, Papatheodoridis GV, Touloumi G, et al. Natural course of treated and 

untreated chronic HCV infection: results of the nationwide Hepnet.Greece cohort study. 

Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2009 May 15; 29(10):1121-30. 

 (6)  Morgan TR, Ghany MG, Kim HY, et al. Outcome of sustained virological responders 

with histologically advanced chronic hepatitis C. Hepatology 2010 Sep; 52(3):833-44. 

 (7)  van der Meer AJ, Veldt BJ, Feld JJ, et al. Association between sustained virological 

response and all-cause mortality among patients with chronic hepatitis C and advanced 

hepatic fibrosis. JAMA 2012 Dec 26; 308(24):2584-93. 

Copyright © 2016 Wolters Kluwer Health, Inc. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.



   

 (8)  Bruno S, Stroffolini T, Colombo M, et al. Sustained virological response to interferon-

alpha is associated with improved outcome in HCV-related cirrhosis: a retrospective 

study. Hepatology 2007 Mar; 45(3):579-87. 

 (9)  Berenguer J, Alvarez-Pellicer J, Martin PM, et al. Sustained virological response to 

interferon plus ribavirin reduces liver-related complications and mortality in patients 

coinfected with human immunodeficiency virus and hepatitis C virus. Hepatology 2009 

Aug; 50(2):407-13. 

 (10)  Berenguer J, Rodriguez E, Miralles P, et al. Sustained virological response to interferon 

plus ribavirin reduces non-liver-related mortality in patients coinfected with HIV and 

Hepatitis C virus. Clin Infect Dis 2012 Sep; 55(5):728-36. 

 (11)  Berenguer J, Zamora FX, Carrero A, et al. Effects of sustained viral response in patients 

with HIV and chronic hepatitis C and nonadvanced liver fibrosis. J Acquir Immune Defic 

Syndr 2014 Jul 1; 66(3):280-7. 

 (12)  Macias J, Giron-Gonzalez JA, Gonzalez-Serrano M, et al. Prediction of liver fibrosis in 

human immunodeficiency virus/hepatitis C virus coinfected patients by simple non-

invasive indexes. Gut 2006 Mar; 55(3):409-14. 

 (13)  Mira JA, Rivero-Juarez A, Lopez-Cortes LF, et al. Benefits from sustained virologic 

response to pegylated interferon plus ribavirin in HIV/hepatitis C virus-coinfected 

patients with compensated cirrhosis. Clin Infect Dis 2013 Jun; 56(11):1646-53. 

Copyright © 2016 Wolters Kluwer Health, Inc. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.



   

 (14)  Morgan TR, Ghany MG, Kim HY, et al. Outcome of sustained virological responders 

with histologically advanced chronic hepatitis C. Hepatology 2010 Sep; 52(3):833-44. 

 (15)  Aleman S, Rahbin N, Weiland O, et al. A risk for hepatocellular carcinoma persists long-

term after sustained virologic response in patients with hepatitis C-associated liver 

cirrhosis. Clin Infect Dis 2013 Jul; 57(2):230-6. 

 (16)  Cacoub P, Gragnani L, Comarmond C, Zignego AL. Extrahepatic manifestations of 

chronic hepatitis C virus infection. Dig Liver Dis 2014 Dec 15; 46 Suppl 5:S165-S173. 

 (17)  Maruyama S, Koda M, Oyake N, et al. Myocardial injury in patients with chronic 

hepatitis C infection. J Hepatol 2013 Jan; 58(1):11-5. 

 (18)  Petta S, Torres D, Fazio G, et al. Carotid atherosclerosis and chronic hepatitis C: a 

prospective study of risk associations. Hepatology 2012 May; 55(5):1317-23. 

 (19)  Innes HA, McDonald SA, Dillon JF, et al. Toward a more complete understanding of the 

association between a hepatitis C sustained viral response and cause-specific outcomes. 

Hepatology 2015 Aug; 62(2):355-64. 

 

 

   

Copyright © 2016 Wolters Kluwer Health, Inc. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.



   

Figure legends: 

Figure 1: Selection of patients 

Figure 2: Cumulative risk of all-cause mortality in the three HCV treatment response groups 

Figure 3: Adjusted hazard ratio for all-cause mortality according to HCV treatment response. 

Adjustments were made for pre-specified demographic-, HIV- and hepatitis-related 

factors in three separate Cox regression models as well as for all factors combined. 

Figure 4: The figure shows the cumulative risk of liver-related death in the three HCV treatment 

response groups 

Figure 5: The figure shows the adjusted hazard ratio for liver-related death according to HCV 

treatment response. Adjustments were made for pre-specified demographic-, HIV- and hepatitis-

related factors in three separate Cox regression models as well as for all factors combined. 
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Table 1. Patient characteristics at the date of HCV treatment initiation 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
MSM: men who have sex with men; ART: antiretroviral therapy; HBsAg: hepatitis B surface antigen; ALT: alanine aminotransferase; AST: aspartate 
aminotransferase; APRI: AST to platelet ratio index 
 
*N with data: 1437 
#N with data= 2653 
** N with data=2330 
 

Characteristics 

Responders 

N= 1031 

Non‐responders

N= 1639 

Unknown 

response 

N= 1085 

p‐value* 
Total 

N= 3755 

Age, median years (IQR)  42 (37, 46) 42 (37, 46) 41 (37, 46) 0.672  42 (37, 46)

Female, n (%)  210 (20.4%) 401 (24.5%) 245 (22.6%) 0.048  856 (22.8%)

Year of treatment initiation, median (IQR) 
2007 (2005, 

2009) 

2005 (2003, 

2008) 

2005 (2003, 

2008) 
<.001 

2006 (2003, 

2008) 

Region of birth, n (%)  0.002 

Europe  789 (83.2%) 1328 (87.8%) 820 (82.6%) 2937 (85.1%)

Other  83 (8.1%) 127 (7.7%) 92 (16.1%) 302 (8.0%)

Unknown  159 (16.8%) 184 (12.2%) 173 (17.4%) 516 (14.9%)

Mode of HIV transmission, n (%)  <.001 

MSM  322 (31.2%) 211 (12.9%)  130 (12.0%)  663 (17.7%) 

Heterosexual contact  133 (12.9%) 216 (13.2%)  169 (15.6%)  518 (13.8%) 

Injecting drug use  467 (45.3%)  1049 (64.0%)  693 (63.9%)  2209 (58.8%) 

Other/unknown  109 (10.6%)  163 (9.9%)  93 (8.6%)  365 (9.7%) 

Prior AIDS diagnosis, n (%)  226 (21.9%)  443 (27.0%)  254 (23.4%)  <.001  923 (24.6%) 

On ART, n (%)   864 (83.8%)  1429 (87.2%)  927 (85.4%)  0.048  3220 (85.8%) 

CD4 count,  median (IQR) cells/mm3  455 (180, 656) 405 (170, 582)  447 (248, 627)  <.001  423 (200, 619) 

HIV‐RNA, median (IQR) log10 cp/mL  3.01 (1.96, 4.34) 3.04 (1.72, 4.14) 2.97 (1.90, 4.13) 0.383  3.01 (1.84, 4.17)

HCV RNA, median (IQR) log10 IU/mL   5.85 (5.11, 6.34) 6.03 (5.51, 6.60) 5.98 (5.53, 6.51) <.001  5.95 (5.35, 6.51)

HCV genotype 1, n (%)*  274 (26.6%)  371 (22.6%)  158 (14.6%)  <.001  803 (21.4%) 

HBsAg‐positive, n (%)#  46 (3.8%)  42 (5.4%)  29 (4.2%)  <.001  117 (4.4%) 

Haemoglobin, median (IQR) g/dL  15 (12, 16)  15 (13, 16)  15 (14, 16)  0.046  15 (13, 16) 

Platelet count, median (IQR) 109/L  168 (123, 216)  171 (124, 221)  178 (131, 229)  0.006  173 (126, 222) 

ALT, median (IQR) IU/L  95 (51, 164)  71 (44, 121)  71 (44, 112)  <.001  71 (44, 112) 

AST, median (IQR)  IU/L  65 (41, 122)  59 (39, 95)  55 (37, 85)  <.001  60 (39, 100) 

APRI score, median (IQR)**  0.9 (0.5, 2.2)  0.8 (0.5, 1.7)  0.8 (0.5, 1.4)  <.001  0.8 (0.5, 1.7) 
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