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Does short-term virologic failure translate to clinical events in
antiretroviral-naïve patients initiating antiretroviral therapy in

clinical practice?

Abstract

OBJECTIVE: To determine whether differences in short-term virologic failure among commonly used
antiretroviral therapy (ART) regimens translate to differences in clinical events in antiretroviral-naïve
patients initiating ART. DESIGN: Observational cohort study of patients initiating ART between
January 2000 and December 2005. SETTING: The Antiretroviral Therapy Cohort Collaboration
(ART-CC) is a collaboration of 15 HIV cohort studies from Canada, Europe, and the United States.
STUDY PARTICIPANTS: A total of 13 546 antiretroviral-naïve HIV-positive patients initiating ART
with efavirenz, nevirapine, lopinavir/ritonavir, nelfinavir, or abacavir as third drugs in combination with
a zidovudine and lamivudine nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitor backbone. MAIN OUTCOME
MEASURES: Short-term (24-week) virologic failure (>500 copies/ml) and clinical events within 2
years of ART initiation (incident AIDS-defining event, death, and a composite measure of these two
outcomes). RESULTS: Compared with efavirenz as initial third drug, short-term virologic failure was
more common with all other third drugs evaluated; nevirapine (adjusted odds ratio = 1.87, 95%
confidence interval (CI) = 1.58-2.22), lopinavir/ritonavir (1.32, 95% CI = 1.12-1.57), nelfinavir (3.20,
95% CI = 2.74-3.74), and abacavir (2.13, 95% CI = 1.82-2.50). However, the rate of clinical events
within 2 years of ART initiation appeared higher only with nevirapine (adjusted hazard ratio for
composite outcome measure 1.27, 95% CI = 1.04-1.56) and abacavir (1.22, 95% CI = 1.00-1.48).
CONCLUSION: Among antiretroviral-naïve patients initiating therapy, between-ART regimen,
differences in short-term virologic failure do not necessarily translate to differences in clinical
outcomes. Our results should be interpreted with caution because of the possibility of residual
confounding by indication.
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Objective: To determine whether differences in short-term virologic failure among
commonly used antiretroviral therapy (ART) regimens translate to differences in clinical
events in antiretroviral-naı̈ve patients initiating ART.

Design: Observational cohort study of patients initiating ART between January 2000
and December 2005.

Setting: The Antiretroviral Therapy Cohort Collaboration (ART-CC) is a collaboration of
15 HIV cohort studies from Canada, Europe, and the United States.

Study participants: A total of 13 546 antiretroviral-naı̈ve HIV-positive patients initiat-
ing ART with efavirenz, nevirapine, lopinavir/ritonavir, nelfinavir, or abacavir as third
drugs in combination with a zidovudine and lamivudine nucleoside reverse transcrip-
tase inhibitor backbone.

Main outcome measures: Short-term (24-week) virologic failure (>500 copies/ml) and
clinical events within 2 years of ART initiation (incident AIDS-defining event, death, and
a composite measure of these two outcomes).

Results: Compared with efavirenz as initial third drug, short-term virologic failure was
more common with all other third drugs evaluated; nevirapine (adjusted odds
ratio¼1.87, 95% confidence interval (CI)¼1.58–2.22), lopinavir/ritonavir (1.32,
95% CI¼1.12–1.57), nelfinavir (3.20, 95% CI¼2.74–3.74), and abacavir (2.13,
95% CI¼1.82–2.50). However, the rate of clinical events within 2 years of ART
initiation appeared higher only with nevirapine (adjusted hazard ratio for composite
outcome measure 1.27, 95% CI¼1.04–1.56) and abacavir (1.22, 95% CI¼1.00–
1.48).

Conclusion: Among antiretroviral-naı̈ve patients initiating therapy, between-ART regi-
men, differences in short-term virologic failure do not necessarily translate to differ-
ences in clinical outcomes. Our results should be interpreted with caution because of
the possibility of residual confounding by indication.

� 2008 Wolters Kluwer Health | Lippincott Williams & Wilkins
AIDS 2008, 22:2481–2492
Keywords: AIDS, AIDS-related opportunistic infections, antiretroviral therapy,
cohort analysis, highly active, HIV, mortality, viral load
Introduction

Combination antiretroviral therapy (ART) has resulted in
dramatic reductions in HIV-associated morbidity and
mortality for persons with access to treatment. Preferred
initial ART regimens have changed over time largely on
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the basis of the evidence from randomized controlled
clinical trials (RCTs). However, clinical trials are usually
powered to detect between-regimen differences in short-
term suppression of plasma HIV RNA. Due to the rarity,
in recent years, of clinical events such as incident AIDS-
defining events and death [1–3], clinical trials are
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typically underpowered to detect differences in these
clinical outcome measures.

Collaborations of observational cohort studies, a comp-
lementary study design to RCTs, may have the statistical
power to evaluate between-regimen differences in clinical
outcomes. However, results from such studies are likely to
be affected by confounding because of the nonrando-
mized selection of initial ART regimens in clinical
practice [4], often referred to as ‘confounding by
indication’ [5]. Statistical methods can adjust for
measured imbalances between treatment groups, but
unmeasured confounding can never be fully excluded [6].
Recognizing these limitations, observational HIV cohort
studies can play an important role in providing evidence
that is not available from RCTs [7,8].

Previous observational studies have evaluated between-
regimen differences in short-term virologic failure in
treatment-naı̈ve patients initiating ART in clinical
practice settings, often yielding findings consistent with
RCT results [9–21]. However, these studies have largely
been underpowered to evaluate between-regimen differ-
ences in clinical outcomes. Previously, the ART Cohort
Collaboration (ART-CC) evaluated between-regimen
differences in virologic and clinical outcomes in patients
initiating ART between 1996 and 2002 [22]. However,
several regimens evaluated in that study are no longer
widely used in clinical practice. Furthermore, ritonavir-
boosted (RTV) protease inhibitors (amprenavir, lopina-
vir, saquinavir, and indinavir) were evaluated together due
to the low number of such regimens in the database at the
time of the study. Heterogeneity of outcomes between
boosted protease inhibitor regimens may have affected
the overall findings for these regimens, which were found
to be inferior for both virologic and clinical outcomes,
relative to efavirenz (EFV). Here, we analyse the data
from an updated ART-CC database to evaluate between-
regimen differences in short-term virologic failure and
rates of clinical events among treatment-naı̈ve patients
initiating ART between 2000 and 2005; all analyses were
conducted at the level of the individual regimen. We
hypothesized that between-ART regimen differences in
short-term virologic failure would not fully predict the
effects on clinical endpoints.
Methods

Cohorts
The Antiretroviral Therapy Cohort Collaboration (ART-
CC) is a collaboration of 15 HIV cohort studies from
Canada, Europe, and the United States that was
established in 2001. The collaboration has been described
in detail elsewhere [23–26]. Briefly, prospective cohort
studies were eligible for participation if they had enrolled
at least 100 HIV-1–infected patients aged 16 years or
pyright © Lippincott Williams & Wilkins. Unauthor
more who had not previously received antiretroviral
treatment, started ART with a combination of at least
three antiretroviral drugs after 1996, and been followed
for a median duration of at least 1 year after ART
initiation. The database was updated in 2007 to
additionally include patients who had started ART up
until 31 December 2005 with follow-up until 1 July
2006. All cohorts have been approved by their local ethics
committees or institutional review boards, use standar-
dized methods of data collection, and schedule follow-up
visits at least once every 6 months.

The cohorts in the dataset for this analysis are French
Hospital Database on HIV (FHDH) ANRS CO4 [27]
and the Aquitaine Cohort ANRS CO3 (France) [28], the
AIDS Therapy Evaluation project Netherlands
(ATHENA) [29], Italian Cohort of Antiretroviral-Naive
Patients (ICONA) [30], Swiss HIV Cohort Study
(SHCS) [31], Frankfurt HIV Cohort [32] and Köln/
Bonn Cohort (Germany) [33], the EuroSIDA study (20
countries in Europe and Argentina) [34], the Collabor-
ations in HIV Outcomes Research US (CHORUS) [35],
the University of Alabama at Birmingham 1917 Clinic
Cohort [36] and the Veterans Aging Cohort Study
(VACS) (USA) [37], the Royal Free Hospital Cohort
(United Kingdom) [38], the British Columbia Centre for
Excellence in HIV/AIDS [39] and the South Alberta
Clinic (Canada) [40], and PISCIS, Catalonia and Balearic
Islands (Spain) [41].

Data collection
Patient selection and data extraction were performed at
the data centres of the participating cohorts. Anonymized
data on a predefined set of demographic, laboratory, and
clinical variables were pooled and analysed centrally.
Cohort data managers from EuroSIDA were asked to
provide a unique study identification for each record as
EuroSIDA patients may also be members of other
cohort studies.

Statistical analyses
Analyses were restricted to HIV-1-positive patients aged
16 years or older, who first started antiretroviral therapy in
the period 1 January 2000 to 31 December 2005 and had
at least 6 months of potential follow-up before the
cohort-specific database close date. Because of the focus
on more recent ART regimens, study inclusion criteria
required initiation of efavirenz (EFV), nevirapine (NVP),
lopinavir/ritonavir (LPV/r), nelfinavir (NFV), or abaca-
vir (ABC) as ‘third drugs’. We evaluated short-term
(24-week) virologic failure (HIV RNA >500 copies/ml)
and longer-term clinical outcomes (incident AIDS-
defining event, death from any cause, and a composite
measure of these two outcomes) by third drug, in patients
who were taking zidovudine and lamivudine (ZDV and
3TC) as the nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitor
(NRTI) backbone. This approach was taken to focus on
differences in virologic failure and clinical outcomes
ized reproduction of this article is prohibited.
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between third drugs given in combination with the same
NRTI pair, such that potential differences in prescribing
patterns for NRTI backbones across third drugs was not a
factor. ZDVand 3TC were chosen as the NRTI backbone
as this combination represented the most commonly
prescribed NRTI pair (68% of regimens). All centres used
the 1993 US Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
criteria and guidelines for the definitive or presumptive
diagnosis of AIDS-defining events [42]. Only new AIDS
diagnosis, defined as the first occurrence of each AIDS-
defining condition was considered to be an incident
event; recurrences of conditions were not considered.
Change in regimen at 6 months after initiating ARTwas a
secondary outcome.

To evaluate short-term virologic failure, logistic
regression models were used to estimate crude and
adjusted odds ratios (ORs) of detectable 24-week plasma
HIV-1 RNA, that is more than 500 copies/ml, among
patients with an available measurement at that time (�3-
month window). For this analysis, patients who died prior
to 24 weeks and those with missing 24-week plasma HIV-
1 RNA values were excluded. Logistic regression models
were also used to estimate the crude and adjusted OR of
not being on the initial regimen at 24 weeks; 24-week
regimen change was evaluated as a secondary outcome
measure. Sensitivity analyses were conducted evaluating
24-week virologic failure and initial ART regimen
change for all patients, including those with missing
24-week measurements. For these analyses, patients with
missing 24-week plasma HIV RNA measures (�3
months), including those who died, were considered
treatment failures (’missing equals failure’).

To evaluate clinical outcomes, we measured time from
the date of initiating ART to earlier of the date that
clinical endpoints occurred and the date of censoring
(end of follow-up). In patients free of events, follow-up
was censored on the date of the most recent visit plus
half the usual visit interval (usually 3 months) for AIDS
and the combined endpoint (incident AIDS event or
death from any cause). For mortality, the censoring date
was extended to the date the patient was last known to
be alive in cohorts that could assert complete vital
registration; otherwise, as above. Because the pro-
portion of patients remaining on their initial regimen
decreases over time, effects of initial regimen become
increasingly diluted by regimen changes with increasing
time since initiation of ART. Follow-up was therefore
censored at 2 years after starting ART or at the cohort-
specific close of database date, if either of these occurred
sooner. Additional analyses, removing the 2-year
censoring, were conducted to evaluate longer-term
differences in clinical events according to initial ART
regimen.

Weibull proportional hazards regression models were used
to model the association of initial treatment regimen and
opyright © Lippincott Williams & Wilkins. Unauth
other prognostic factors with disease progression as
measured by clinical outcome measures. We estimated
crude and adjusted hazard ratios comparing other third
drugs with EFV when taken in combination with ZDV
and 3TC. Analyses followed an ‘intent to continue initial
therapy’ principle, in that eligible participants were
analysed according to initial regimen, regardless of
whether they later discontinued or modified their
therapeutic regimen.

All multivariable models were adjusted for age at
initiation of therapy (16–29, 30–39, 40–49, and >50
years), sex, transmission risk group [injection drug user
(IDU), non-IDU], clinical stage (A/B, C), baseline CD4
cell count (<25, 25–49, 50–99, 100–199, 200–349, and
�350 cells/ml), baseline plasma HIV-1 RNA (<1000,
1000–9999 10 000–99 999, and �100 000 copies/ml),
year of starting ARTand cohort. Sensitivity analyses were
restricted to patients who started ART with a CD4 cell
count 200 cells/ml or less and to those whose reported
transmission risk group was non-IDU.

AIDS-free survival up to 2 years after initiation of therapy
by third drug was plotted using the estimated probability
of a survival free of an incident AIDS-defining event or
death from the adjusted Weibull model with covariates set
at their average value across the population of patients and
for the cohort with median survival.
Results

Overall, 13 546 patients in the ART-CC initiated ART
with the third drugs of interest (EFV, NVP, LPV/r, NFV,
ABC) paired with ZDV and 3TC during the study
period. Among study participants, 69% were men, 13%
reported a history of IDU, and 20% had CDC clinical
stage C disease (Table 1). Overall, the median age
(interquartile range) was 38 years (31–45) and the
median CD4 cell count and plasma log10 HIV RNA
levels were 218 cells/ml (104–329) and 4.9 (4.4–5.3),
respectively, at the time of ART initiation. During the
study period, EFV was the most commonly prescribed
third drug (28%), followed by LPV/r (21%), ABC
(19%), NFV (16%), and NVP (16%). Temporal trends in
prescribing patterns measured as the proportion of
overall ART prescriptions in a given year represented by
each antiretroviral drug indicated increased use of
LPV/r and decreased use of all other third drugs over
the course of the observation period (Fig. 1). Compared
with other third drugs, LPV/r was more commonly
prescribed to patients with lower CD4 cell counts
(median 150 cells/ml) and higher plasma HIV RNA
levels (5.1 log10 copies/ml), whereas the opposite was
observed for ABC (median 251 cells/ml and 4.7
log10 copies/ml) and NVP (median 260 cells/ml and
4.7 log10 copies/ml) (Table 1).
orized reproduction of this article is prohibited.
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Table 1. Patient characteristics of 13 546 antiretroviral naı̈ve HIV-infected patients in the Antiretroviral Therapy Cohort Collaboration initiating
ART with zidovudine and lamivudine stratified by third drug, 2000–2005.

Overall EFV NVP LPV/r NFV ABC

Frequency third drug [N (row %)] 13 546 (100) 3788 (28) 2151 (16) 2875 (21) 2217 (16) 2515 (19)
Characteristic by third drug

N (column %)
Male 9368 (69) 2967 (78) 1306 (61) 2088 (73) 1229 (55) 1778 (71)
IDU 1740 (13) 492 (13) 261 (12) 232 (8) 321 (14) 434 (17)
Clinical CDC stage C 2674 (20) 848 (22) 255 (12) 766 (27) 443 (20) 362 (14)

Median (IQR)
Age (years) 38 (31–45) 39 (33–47) 36 (30–43) 38 (32–46) 36 (29–44) 38 (32–46)
CD4 cell count (cells/ml) 218 (104 –329) 207 (94–320) 260 (171–366) 150 (55–264) 214 (92–351) 251 (163–354)
HIV RNA (log copies/ml) 4.9 (4.4–5.3) 4.9 (4.5–5.4) 4.7 (4.2–5.1) 5.1 (4.7–5.5) 4.8 (4.2–5.3) 4.7 (4.2–5.1)

3TC, lamivudine; ABC, abacavir; EFV, efavirenz; IQR, interquartile range; LPV/r, lopinavir/ritonavir; NFV, nelfinavir; NVP, nevirapine; ZDV,
zidovudine.
In multivariable logistic regression analyses among
patients who had 24-week plasma HIV RNA measures
(n¼ 11 194, 83%), detectable 24-week plasma HIV RNA
(>500 copies/ml) was more common with all other third
drugs than with EFV (Table 2). Findings were most
pronounced for NFV (adjusted OR¼ 3.20, 95%
CI¼ 2.74–3.74), whereas patients treated with NVP
(1.87, 95% CI¼ 1.58–2.22) and ABC (2.13, 95%
CI¼ 1.82–2.50) had roughly twice the odds of short-
term virologic failure. There was a modest increase in the
odds of 24-week virologic failure for LPV/r (adjusted
OR¼ 1.32, 95% CI¼ 1.12–1.57). Among those with
available 24-week data (n¼ 11 338, 84% of cohort),
patients receiving NVP (adjusted OR¼ 1.30, 95%
CI¼ 1.13–1.51) and NFV (1.39, 95% CI¼ 1.20–1.60)
were less likely to be treated with their initial regimen at
24 weeks than those receiving EFV (Table 2).
pyright © Lippincott Williams & Wilkins. Unauthor

Fig. 1. Temporal trends in antiretroviral prescribing patterns
among 13 546 antiretroviral naı̈ve HIV-infected patients in
the Antiretroviral Therapy Cohort Collaboration initiating
antiretroviral therapy with ZDV/3TC and stratified by third
drug, 2000–2005. ABC, abacavir; EFV, efavirenz; LPV/r,
lopinavir/ritonavir; NFV, nelfinavir; NVP, nevirapine. Shaded
bars represent the proportion of Antiretroviral Therapy Cohort
Collaboration (ART-CC) patients initiating HAART with each
of the listed third drugs during each of the calendar years from
2000 to 2005.
In general, sensitivity analyses including all patients
(n¼ 13 546) and utilizing a ‘missing equals failure’
approach gave similar results to those observed in primary
analyses, but with ORs that were attenuated towards one
(Table 3). In these analyses, the odds of virologic failure
were similar for LPV/r relative to EFV (adjusted
OR¼ 1.03, 95% CI¼ 0.91–1.16). This is in contrast
to the primary analyses in which the odds of 24-week
virologic failure were higher with LPV/r compared with
that in EFV. Sensitivity analyses of 24-week change of
initial ART regimen yielded similar results to primary
analyses, and parameter estimates were of comparable
magnitude (Table 3).

In Weibull proportional hazards analysis of clinical
outcomes, rates of incident AIDS events (adjusted hazard
ratio¼ 1.28, 95% CI¼ 1.02–1.60), death (1.54, 95%
CI¼ 1.09–2.19), and combined clinical outcome (1.27,
95% CI¼ 1.04–1.56) appeared higher for NVP than for
EFV (Table 4). Because baseline CD4 cell counts tended
to be higher for patients initiating NVP (median baseline
CD4 cell count 260 cells/ml) than those starting EFV
(median 207 cells/ml), adjusted hazard ratios for this
comparison were markedly greater than crude hazard
ratios. In contrast, for the comparison of LPV/r (median
baseline CD4 cell count 150 cells/ml) with EFV adjusted
hazards were attenuated towards one after controlling for
patient characteristics at baseline. In adjusted analyses,
there was little evidence that rates of clinical events in
patients on LPV/r differed from those in patients
receiving EFV (AIDS-event adjusted hazard ratio¼ 1.14,
1.14, 95% CI¼ 0.93–1.39, death 1.12, 95% CI¼ 0.80–
1.57, combined outcome measure 1.13, 95% CI¼ 0.94–
1.36) (Table 4). Figure 2 shows that by 2 years after
starting ART, there was an estimated difference of about
2% in the cumulative probability of AIDS-free survival,
between patients initiating ART on NFV and those
initiating NVP.

Relative to EFV, hazards of AIDS events (adjusted hazard
ratio¼ 0.98, 95% CI¼ 0.79–1.21), death (0.89, 95%
CI¼ 0.63–1.28), and the combined clinical endpoint
ized reproduction of this article is prohibited.
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Table 2. Short-term (24-week) regimen durability and virologic failure among 11 338 antiretroviral naı̈ve HIV-infected patients in the
Antiretroviral Therapy Cohort Collaboration (plasma HIV RNA >500 copies/ml) initiating ART with zidovudine and lamivudine stratified by
third drug, 2000–2005.

Odds ratio (95% CI)

No longer on initial regimen
at 24 weeks

24-week virologic failure ART-CC
(plasma HIV RNA >500 copies/ml)

Third drug Observed N (%) Crude Adjusteda Observed N (%) Crude Adjusteda

EFV 3258 679 (21) 1 1 3087 383 (12) 1 1
NVP 1759 448 (25) 1.30 (1.13–1.49) 1.30 (1.13–1.51) 1776 348 (20) 1.72 (1.47–2.02) 1.87 (1.58–2.22)
LPV/r 2518 622 (25) 1.25 (1.10–1.41) 1.04 (0.91–1.19) 2457 365 (15) 1.23 (1.06–1.44) 1.32 (1.12–1.57)
NFV 1715 490 (29) 1.52 (1.33–1.74) 1.39 (1.20–1.60) 1829 593 (32) 3.39 (2.93–3.92) 3.20 (2.74–3.74)
ABC 2088 432 (21) 0.99 (0.87–1.13) 0.94 (0.81–1.08) 2045 486 (24) 2.20 (1.90–2.55) 2.13 (1.82–2.50)

ABC, abacavir; ART-CC, Antiretroviral Therapy Cohort Collaboration; CI, confidence interval; EFV, efavirenz; LPV/r, lopinavir/ritonavir; NFV,
nelfinavir; NVP, nevirapine.
aMultivariable logistic regression models adjusted for age, sex, injection drug user (IDU), entry CD4, entry HIV RNA, year starting ART, and cohort.
(0.92, 95% CI¼ 0.76–1.11) were slightly lower for NFV
(Table 4). In adjusted analyses, hazards of death (adjusted
hazard ratio¼ 1.41, 95% CI¼ 1.01–1.99) and the
combined clinical endpoint (1.22, 95% CI¼ 1.00–
1.48) appeared higher for ABC than for EFV. Such
differences were not apparent in unadjusted analyses, in
part because the median baseline CD4 cell count was
higher for patients on ABC (median 251 cells/ml) than for
those on EFV (median 207 cells/ml).

In general, sensitivity analyses of the combined clinical
outcome measure (incident AIDS event or death)
restricted to patients with baseline CD4 cell counts
200 cells/ml or less when initiating ART yielded
parameter estimates of similar magnitude for each third
drug relative to the primary analyses, although CIs were
wider (Table 5). However, larger shifts in hazards ratios
relative to primary analyses were observed when AIDS
events and death were modelled separately, relative to
models of the composite clinical outcome measure. On
the whole, sensitivity analyses of clinical outcomes
restricted to non-IDU patients yielded similar findings
to primary analyses (Table 6). Evaluation of longer-term
clinical events by initial ART regimen removing 2-year
opyright © Lippincott Williams & Wilkins. Unauth

Table 3. Sensitivity analysis of short-term (24-week) regimen durability a
patients in the Antiretroviral Therapy Cohort Collaboration (plasma HIV R
stratified by third drug (missing data U failure), 2000–2005.

No longer on initial
regimen at 24 weeks

Third drug Observed N (%) Crude Adj

EFV 3788 1209 (32) 1 1
NVP 2151 840 (39) 1.37 (1.22–1.53) 1.29 (1
LPV/r 2875 979 (34) 1.10 (0.99–1.22) 1.04 (0
NFV 2217 992 (45) 1.73 (1.55–1.92) 1.54 (1
ABC 2515 859 (34) 1.11 (0.99–1.23) 1.01 (0

ABC, abacavir; ART-CC, Antiretroviral Therapy Cohort Collaboration; CI,
nelfinavir; NVP, nevirapine.
aMultivariable logistic regression models adjusted for age, sex, injection drug
censoring yielded similar results to primary analyses,
although, as expected, hazard ratios were attenuated
towards one (Table 7).
Discussion

Among antiretroviral-naı̈ve patients initiating ART in
clinical practice settings, short-term (24-week) virologic
failure was more common for all third drugs evaluated
(NVP, LPV/r, NFV, and ABC) relative to EFV when
given in combination with ZDV and 3TC. However,
compared with EFV, estimated rates of AIDS and death
appeared higher only with NVP and ABC. For LPV/r
and NFV, we found little evidence that rates of AIDS and
death differed from those on EFV. Taken together, these
findings suggest that, between ART regimen, differences
in short-term virologic failure do not necessarily translate
to differences in clinical outcomes.

Although suppression of plasma HIV RNA is an
important goal of treatment to avoid the emergence of
viral resistance among other reasons, the ultimate aim of
orized reproduction of this article is prohibited.

nd virologic failure among 13 546 antiretroviral naı̈ve HIV-infected
NA >500 copies/ml) initiating ART with zidovudine and lamivudine

Odds ratio (95% CI)

24-week virologic failure ART-CC
(plasma HIV RNA >500 copies/ml)

usteda N (%) Crude Adjusteda

1084 (29) 1 1
.14–1.45) 723 (34) 1.26 (1.13–1.42) 1.44 (1.27–1.63)
.92–1.16) 783 (27) 0.93 (0.84–1.04) 1.03 (0.91–1.16)
.37–1.72) 981 (44) 1.98 (1.77–2.21) 1.98 (1.76–2.22)
.90–1.14) 956 (38) 1.53 (1.37–1.70) 1.53 (1.36–1.72)

confidence interval; EFV, efavirenz; LPV/r, lopinavir/ritonavir; NFV,

user (IDU), entry CD4, entry HIV RNA, year starting ART, and cohort.
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Fig. 2. Estimated AIDS free survival among 13 546 antire-
troviral naı̈ve HIV-infected patients in the Antiretroviral
Therapy Cohort Collaboration initiating antiretroviral
therapy with ZDV/3TC stratified by third drug, 2000–
2005. Survival curves shown are estimated from a Weibull
model with follow-up censored at 2 years, with covariates set
at the average value across the population of patients and for
the cohort with median survival. Corresponding adjusted
hazard ratios are shown in Table 4.
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antiretroviral therapy is to prevent clinical progression and
death. Preferred initial ART regimens change frequently,
based on differential rates of virologic suppression
observed in clinical trials. Our study suggests that such
differences in virologic suppression between ART
regimens may not translate to differences in clinical
events among patients receiving treatment in a clinical
practice setting. This observation may relate, in part, to
the many available antiretroviral treatment options:
patients failing treatment at 24-weeks may subsequently
switch to other effective ART regimens. A recent study
recognized the association of longitudinal CD4 cell count
and plasma HIV RNA responses in contributing to long-
term clinical outcomes in patients initiating modern
ART, regardless of specific initial regimen [43].

Most previous observational studies (like RCTs) have
lacked statistical power to analyse between-regimen
differences in clinical events among patients initiating
ART [9–20]. The ART-CC makes such comparisons
possible through the collaborative efforts of multiple
observational HIV cohort studies. The current study
advances the findings of an earlier report from the ART-
CC [22], by focusing on more recent ART regimens at
the level of the third drug among patients receiving the
same NRTI backbone (ZDVand 3TC). Importantly, the
current study allowed for the evaluation of LPV/r
individually, and not grouped with other RTV-boosted
protease inhibitors (amprenavir, saquinavir, and indinavir)
as done in the earlier analysis due to the relatively small
frequency of LPV/r use during the earlier evaluation
period (1996–2002).
orized reproduction of this article is prohibited.
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In contrast with our earlier study, in which RTV-boosted
protease inhibitors were associated with increased rates of
both short-term virologic failure and clinical outcomes
compared with EFV [22], LPV/r was associated only with
24-week virologic failure in the current study. The AIDS
Clinical Trial Group (ACTG) 5142 study found a higher
frequency of virologic failure among ARV-naı̈ve patients
treated with two NRTIs and LPV/r compared with those
treated with two NRTIs and EFV [44]. Although EFV
outperformed LPV/r in achieving plasma HIV RNA
levels of less than 50 copies/ml and showed a trend for
superiority at less than 200 copies/ml, increases in CD4
cell counts were greater for patients receiving LPV/r than
for those receiving EFV in that randomized clinical trial.
In the current study, similar 24-week CD4 responses were
observed for patients treated with LPV/r and EFV
(median CD4 cell count increase 110 vs. 100 cells/ml,
respectively). These similar CD4 responses among ART-
CC patients treated with LPV/r and EFV may have
contributed to comparable hazards of clinical outcomes,
despite a higher frequency of 24-week virologic failure in
patients treated with LPV/r.

Another possible explanation for the apparent lack of
difference in clinical endpoints between EFV and LPV/r
may relate to varying resistance patterns emerging upon
treatment failure between different initial ARTregimens.
Recently, it was shown that patients failing a first-line
nonnucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitor (NNRTI)
containing regimen harboured viruses with higher
numbers of IAS-USA drug resistance mutations and
resistance to more antiretroviral drug classes when
compared with patients initiating therapy with ritona-
vir-boosted protease inhibitor containing regimens [45].
Thus, EFV-based regimens, although more virologically
effective as shown in this study, may result in more HIV
resistance upon failure making it more difficult to
generate potent successive ART regimens. In contrast, it
might be easier to find effective salvage regimens for
patients failing an initial boosted protease inhibitor
regimen due to the lower number of drug resistance
mutations observed. Furthermore, another study found
the emergence of resistance to NNRTIs was associated
with a greater risk of subsequent death than was the
emergence of protease inhibitor resistance [46].

This updated analysis of the ART-CC found higher odds
of 24-week virologic failure and hazards of clinical
endpoints with NVP compared with EFV in analyses
adjusted for covariates (Table 4). The findings regarding
virologic failure are in contrast to the 2NN clinical trial
[47], but consistent with other observational studies
comparing these NNRTIs [18–20]. Although we are not
able to determine the reasons for the observed inferior
virologic and clinical outcomes associated with NVP use
in the current study, it is possible that EFVoutperformed
NVP in a clinical practice setting. It is also possible that
unmeasured confounders associated with NVP selection
ized reproduction of this article is prohibited.
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in clinical practice, confounding by indication, con-
tributed to the inferior outcomes for NVP in the current
study. Notably, shifts in parameter estimates for both NVP
(increased) and LPV/r (decreased) for clinical outcome
measures were observed between unadjusted and adjusted
analyses attributable to differential patient profiles (e.g.,
baseline CD4 cell count and plasma HIV viral load)
among patients stratified by third drug receipt (Table 1).

The impact of confounding by indication in the selection
of third drugs was more apparent in the evaluation of
clinical outcomes than observed in analyses of short-term
virologic failure; more marked shifts in parameter
estimates between crude and adjusted analyses were
observed for the clinical outcomes models (Tables 2
and 4). Prior studies have shown the importance of
baseline CD4 cell counts at the time of ART initiation on
subsequent clinical events [24,48]. Taking into account
the drastically different median CD4 cell counts among
patients initiating ARTobserved in this study (e.g., LPV/r
150 cells/ml, NVP 260 cells/ml, and ABC 251 cells/ml), it
would be expected that multivariable models controlling
for these differences would lead to shifts in estimates
observed for crude analyses, as was seen. Although the
impact of confounding by indication is observed across
analyses in this study, it is notable that sensitivity analyses
of adjusted models largely yielded consistent findings to
those observed in primary analyses.

The findings of our study must be interpreted with regard
to the study limitations. The potential for confounding is
inherent to all observational studies. The impact of
confounding by indication is demonstrated and discussed
in this study, but it is possible that other unmeasured
confounders not included in adjusted statistical models
may have contributed to observed study findings. As with
prior studies of the ART-CC, we have adjusted for factors
associated with clinical events (e.g., baseline CD4 cell
count), but cannot rule out the possibility of unmeasured
confounding. For example, it is possible that a provider’s
selection of initial ART regimen was influenced by their
expectations of a patient’s adherence to their antiretroviral
medications. Such prescribing bias may represent
unmeasured confounding that contributed to the
between-regimen differences in outcomes observed in
this study. Furthermore, between-provider differences
(e.g., experience) may also have contributed to differ-
ential outcomes. Finally, although the ART-CC has broad
geographic representation from Europe and North
America, findings of this study may not apply to other
geographic settings.

In summary, among patients initiating ART from 2000 to
2005 in clinical practice settings with a ZDV and 3TC
backbone, those receiving third drugs other than EFV
(NVP, LPV/r, NFV, and ABC) were more likely to
experience short-term (24-week) virologic failure.
However, such differences were not as prominent in
opyright © Lippincott Williams & Wilkins. Unauth
the evaluation of clinical events, which were more
common (relative to EFV) in patients receiving NVP and
ABC as the third drug of their initial ART regimen, but
with little evidence of such differences for those receiving
NFV and LPV/r. This study clearly demonstrates the
impact of confounding by indication: such confounding,
as well as the potential for unmeasured confounding
should be taken into account when conducting,
evaluating, and reviewing studies utilizing this method-
ology [6,49]. Because of the limited available evidence
from randomized trials on the impact of initial ART
regimens on rates of clinical events, findings from well
designed observational cohort studies may serve a
complementary role to findings from clinical trials in
informing clinical practice.
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CISIH de Marseille (Hôpital de la Conception: I Ravaux,
H Tissot-Dupont; Hôpital Nord: JP Delmont, J Moreau;
Institut Paoli Calmettes: JA Gastaut; Hôpital Sainte-
Marguerite: I Poizot-Martin, F Retornaz, J Soubeyrand;
CHG d’Aix-En-Provence: T Allegre, PA Blanc; Centre
pénitentiaire des Baumettes: A Galinier, JM Ruiz; CH
d’Arles; CH d’Avignon: G Lepeu; CH de Digne Les
Bains: P Granet-Brunello; CH de Gap: JP Esterni, L
Pelissier; CH de Martigues: R Cohen-Valensi, M Nezri;
CHI de Toulon: S Chadapaud, A Laffeuillade), CISIH de
Montpellier (CHU de Montpellier: J Reynes; CHG de
Nı̂mes), CISIH de Nancy (Hôpital de Brabois: T May, C
Rabaud), CISIH de Nantes (CHRU de Nantes: E
Billaud, F Raffi), CISIH de Nice (Hôpital Archet 1: P
Pugliese, C Pradier; CHG Antibes Juan les Pins), CISIH
de Rennes (CHU de Rennes: C Arvieux, C Michelet),
CISIH de Rouen (CHRU de Rouen: F Borsa-Lebas, F
Caron), CISIH de Strasbourg (CHRU de Strasbourg: P
Fraisse, JM Lang, D Rey; CH de Mulhouse), CISIH de
Toulouse (CHU Purpan: E Arlet-Suau, L Cuzin, P
Massip, MF Thiercelin Legrand; Hôpital la Grave; CHU
Rangueil), CISIH de Tourcoing-Lille (CH Gustave
Dron; CH de Tourcoing: Y Yasdanpanah), CISIH de
Tours (CHRU de Tours; CHU Trousseau).

Overseas: CISIH de Guadeloupe (CHRU de Pointe-à-
Pitre), CISIH de Guyane (CHG de Cayenne: R
Pradinaud, M Sobesky), CISIH de Martinique (CHRU
de Fort-de-France), CISIH de La Réunion (CHD Félix
Guyon: C Gaud, M Contant).

Italian Cohort of Antiretroviral-Naive Patients
(ICONA)
M. Italy: Ancona: M Montroni, G Scalise, MC Braschi, A
Riva. Aviano (PN): U Tirelli, R Cinelli. Bari: G Pastore,
N Ladisa, Bergamo: F Suter, C Arici.

Bologna: F Chiodo, V Colangeli, C Fiorini. Brescia: G
Carosi, G Cristini, C Torti, C Minardi, D Bertelli. Busto
Arsizio: T Quirino. Cagliari: PE Manconi, P Piano.
Catanzaro: L Cosco, A Scerbo. Chieti: J Vecchiet, M
D’Alessandro.

Como: D Santoro, L Pusterla. Cremona: G Carnevale, A
Zoncada. Cuggiono: P Viganò, M Mena. Ferrara: F
Ghinelli, L Sighinolfi. Firenze: F Leoncini, F Mazzotta,
M Pozzi, S Lo Caputo. Foggia: G Angarano, B Grisorio,
A Saracino, S Ferrara. Galatina (LE): P Grima, F Grima.
Genova: G Pagano, G Cassola, A Alessandrini, R Piscopo.
Grosseto: M Toti, M Trezzi. Latina: F Soscia, L Tacconi.
Lecco: A Orani, P Perini. Lucca: A Scasso, A Vincenti.
Macerata: F Chiodera, P Castelli. Mantova: A Scalzini, L
Palvarini. Milano: M Moroni, A Lazzarin, G Rizzardini,
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A d’Arminio Monforte, A Galli, S Merli, C Pastecchia,
MC Moioli. Modena: R Esposito, C Mussini. Napoli: N
Abrescia, A Chirianni, CM Izzo, M Piazza, M De Marco,
R Viglietti, E Manzillo, S Nappa.

Palermo: A Colomba, V Abbadessa, T Prestileo, S
Mancuso. Parma: C Ferrari, P Pizzaferri. Pavia: G Filice,
L Minoli, R Bruno, S Novati. Perugia: F Baldelli, M
Tinca. Pesaro: E Petrelli, A Cioppi. Piacenza: F Alberici,
A Ruggieri. Pisa: F Menichetti, C Martinelli. Potenza: C
De Stefano, A La Gala. Ravenna: G Ballardini, E Rizzo.
Reggio Emilia: G Magnani, MA Ursitti.

Rimini: M Arlotti, P Ortolani. Roma: R Cauda, F
Dianzani, G Ippolito, A Antinori, G Antonucci, M
Ciardi, P Narciso, N Petrosillo, V Vullo, A De Luca, M
Zaccarelli, R Acinapura, P De Longis, A Brandi, MP
Trotta, P Noto, M Lichtner, MR Capobianchi, F
Carletti, E Girardi, P Pezzotti, G Rezza.

Sassari: MS Mura, M Mannazzu. Torino: P Caramello, G
Di Perri, M Sciandra, GC Orofino. Varese: PA Grossi, C
Basilico. Verbania: A Poggio, G Bottari.

Venezia: E Raise, F Ebo. Vicenza: G Pellizzer, D
Buonfrate. Taranto: F Resta, K Loso. London, UK: A
Cozzi Lepri.

Swiss HIV Cohort Study (SHCS)
M. Battegay, E. Bernasconi, J. Böni, HC Bucher, Ph.
Bürgisser, A. Calmy, S. Cattacin, M. Cavassini, R. Dubs,
M. Egger, L. Elzi, M. Fischer, M. Flepp, A. Fontana, P.
Francioli (President of the SHCS, Centre Hospitalier
Universitaire Vaudois, CH-1011- Lausanne), H. Furrer
(Chairman of the Clinical and Laboratory Committee),
C. Fux, M. Gorgievski, H. Günthard (Chairman of the
Scientific Board), H. Hirsch, B. Hirschel, I. Hösli, Ch.
Kahlert, L. Kaiser, U. Karrer, C. Kind, Th. Klimkait, B.
Ledergerber, G. Martinetti, B. Martinez, N. Müller, D.
Nadal, M. Opravil, F. Paccaud, G. Pantaleo, A. Rauch, S.
Regenass, M. Rickenbach (Head of Data Center), C.
Rudin (Chairman of the Mother & Child Substudy), P.
Schmid, D. Schultze, J. Schüpbach, R. Speck, P. Taffé, A.
Telenti, A. Trkola, P. Vernazza, R. Weber, S. Yerly.

AIDS Therapy Evaluation project Netherlands
(ATHENA)
L.A. Gras (bio-statistician), A.I. van Sighem (senior
researcher), C. Smit (epidemiologist), F. de Wolf (director).
Treating physicians (MSite coordinating
physicians)

W. Bronsveld, M.E. Hillebrand-Haverkort, Medisch
Centrum Alkmaar; J.M. Prins, J. Branger, J.K.M.
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Eeftinck Schattenkerk, J. Gisolf, M.H. Godfried,
J.M.A. Lange, K.D. Lettinga, J.T.M. van der Meer,
F.J.B. Nellen, T. van der Poll, P. Reiss, Th.A. Ruys, R.
Steingrover, J.N. Vermeulen, S.M.E. Vrouenraets, M.
van Vugt, F.W.M.N. Wit, Academisch Medisch Centrum
bij de Universiteit van Amsterdam; T.W. Kuijpers, D.
Pajkrt, H.J. Scherpbier, Emma Kinderziekenhuis- AMC,
Amsterdam; A. van Eeden, St. Medisch Centrum Jan van
Goyen, Amsterdam; K. Brinkman, G.E.L. van den Berk,
W.L. Blok, P.H.J. Frissen, J.C. Roos, W.E.M. Schouten,
Onze Lieve Vrouwe Gasthuis, Amsterdam; J.W. Mulder,
E.C.M. van Gorp, J. Wagenaar, Slotervaart Ziekenhuis,
Amsterdam; J. Veenstra, St. Lucas Andreas Ziekenhuis,
Amsterdam; S.A. Danner, M.A. Van Agtmael, F.A.P.
Claessen, R.M. Perenboom, A. Rijkeboer, M.G.A. van
Vonderen, VU Medisch Centrum, Amsterdam; C.
Richter, J. van der Berg, Ziekenhuis Rijnstate, Arnhem;
R. Vriesendorp, F.J.F. Jeurissen, Medisch Centrum
Haaglanden, locatie Westeinde, Den Haag; R.H.
Kauffmann, K. Pogány, Haga Ziekenhuis, locatie
Leyenburg, Den Haag; B. Bravenboer, Catharina
Ziekenhuis, Eindhoven; C.H.H. ten Napel, G.J. Kootstra
Medisch Spectrum Twente, Enschede; H.G. Sprenger, S.
van Assen, J.T.M. van Leeuwen, Universitair Medisch
Centrum, Groningen; R. Doedens, E.H. Scholvinck,
Universitair Medisch Centrum, Beatrix kliniek, Gronin-
gen; R.W. ten Kate, R. Soetekouw, Kennemer Gasthuis,
Haarlem; D. van Houte, M.B. Polée, Medisch Centrum
Leeuwarden; F.P. Kroon, P.J. van den Broek, J.T. van
Dissel, E.F. Schippers, Leids Universitair Medisch
Centrum, Leiden; G. Schreij, S. van der Geest, S. Lowe,
A. Verbon, Academisch Ziekenhuis Maastricht; P.P.
Koopmans, R. Van Crevel, R. de Groot, M. Keuter, F.
Post, A.J.A.M. van der Ven, A. Warris, Universitair
Medisch Centrum St. Radboud, Nijmegen; M.E. van der
Ende, I.C. Gyssens, M. van der Feltz, J.L Nouwen, B.J.A.
Rijnders, T.E.M.S. de Vries, Erasmus Medisch Centrum,
Rotterdam; G. Driessen, M. van der Flier, N.G. Hartwig,
Erasmus Medisch Centrum, Sophia, Rotterdam; J.R.
Juttman, M.E.E. van Kasteren, C. Van de Heul, St.
Elisabeth Ziekenhuis, Tilburg; I.M. Hoepelman, M.M.E.
Schneider, M.J.M. Bonten, J.C.C. Borleffs, P.M. Eller-
broek, C.A.J.J. Jaspers, T. Mudrikove, C.A.M. Schurink,
E.H. Gisolf, Universitair Medisch Centrum Utrecht;
S.P.M. Geelen, T.F.W. Wolfs, T. Faber, Wilhelmina
Kinderziekenhuis-UMC, Utrecht; A.A. Tanis, Zieken-
huis Walcheren, Vlissingen; P.H.P. Groeneveld, Isala
Klinieken, Zwolle; J.G. den Hollander, Medisch Cen-
trum Rijnmond Zuid, locatie Clara, Rotterdam; A. J.
Duits, K. Winkel, St. Elisabeth Hospitaal/Stichting Rode
Kruis Bloedbank, Willemstad, Curaçao.
Virologists

N.K.T. Back, M.E.G. Bakker, B. Berkhout, S. Jurriaans,
H.L. Zaaijer, Academisch Medisch Centrum,
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Amsterdam; Th. Cuijpers, CLB Stichting Sanquin
Bloedvoorziening, Amsterdam; P.J.G.M. Rietra, K.J.
Roozendaal, Onze Lieve Vrouwe Gasthuis, Amsterdam;
W. Pauw, A.P. van Zanten, P.H.M. Smits, Slotervaart
Ziekenhuis, Amsterdam; B.M.E. von Blomberg, P.
Savelkoul, A. Pettersson, VU Medisch Centrum,
Amsterdam; C.M.A. Swanink, Ziekenhuis Rijnstate,
Arnhem; P.F.H. Franck, A.S. Lampe, HAGA ziekenhuis,
locatie Leyenburg, Den Haag; C.L. Jansen, Medisch
Centrum Haaglanden, locatie Westeinde, Den Haag; R.
Hendriks, Streeklaboratorium Twente, Enschede; C.A.
Benne, J. Schirm Laboratorium voor Infectieziekten,
Groningen; D. Veenendaal,, Streeklaboratorium Volks-
gezondheid Kennemerland, Haarlem; H. Storm, J. Weel,
J.H. van Zeijl, Laboratorium voor de Volksgezondheid in
Friesland, Leeuwarden; A.C.M. Kroes, H.C.J. Claas,
Leids Universitair Medisch Centrum, Leiden;
C.A.M.V.A. Bruggeman, V.J. Goossens, Academisch
Ziekenhuis Maastricht; J.M.D. Galama, W.J.G. Melchers,
Y.A.G. Poort, Universitair Medisch Centrum St.
Radboud, Nijmegen; G.J.J. Doornum, M.G. Niesters,
A.D.M.E. Osterhaus, M. Schutten, Erasmus Medisch
Centrum, Rotterdam; A.G.M. Buiting, C.A.M. Swaans,
St. Elisabeth Ziekenhuis, Tilburg; C.A.B. Boucher, R.
Schuurman, Universitair Medisch Centrum Utrecht; E.
Boel, A.F. Jansz, Catharina Ziekenhuis, Veldhoven.
Pharmacologists

A. Veldkamp, Medisch Centrum Alkmaar; J.H. Beijnen,
A.D.R. Huitema, Slotervaart Ziekenhuis, Amsterdam;
D.M. Burger, P.W.H. Hugen, Universitair Medisch
Centrum St. Radboud, Nijmegen; H.J.M. van Kan,
Academisch Medisch Centrum (UvA), Amsterdam.

The Multicenter Study Group on EuroSIDA
Argentina (M Losso), A Duran, Hospital JM Ramos
Mejia, Buenos Aires. Austria (N Vetter) Pulmologisches
Zentrum der Stadt Wien, Vienna. Belarus (I Karpov), A
Vassilenko, Belarus State Medical University, Minsk.
Belgium (N Clumeck) S De Wit, B Poll, Saint-Pierre
Hospital, Brussels; R Colebunders, Institute of Tropical
Medicine, Antwerp Czech Republic (L Machala) H
Rozsypal, Faculty Hospital Bulovka, Prague; D Sedlacek,
Charles University Hospital, Plzen. Denmark (J Nielsen) J
Lundgren, T Benfield, O Kirk, Hvidovre Hospital,
Copenhagen; J Gerstoft, T Katzenstein, A-B E Hansen, P
Skinhøj, Rigshospitalet, Copenhagen; C Pedersen,
Odense University Hospital, Odense. Estonia (K Zilmer)
West-Tallinn Central Hospital, Tallinn. France (C
Katlama) Hôpital de la Pitié-Salpétière, Paris; J-P Viard,
Hôpital Necker-Enfants Malades, Paris; P-M Girard,
Hospital Saint-Antoine, Paris; T Saint-Marc, Hôpital
Edouard Herriot, Lyon; P Vanhems, University Claude
Bernard, Lyon; C Pradier, Hôpital de l’Archet, Nice; F
Dabis, Unité INSERM, Bordeaux. Germany M Die-
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trich, C Manegold, Bernhard-Nocht-Institut for Tropical
Medicine, Hamburg; J van Lunzen, H-J Stellbrink,
Eppendorf Medizinische Kernklinik, Hamburg; S Stas-
zewski, M Bickel, JW Goethe University Hospital,
Frankfurt; F-D Goebel, Medizinische Poliklinik,
Munich; G. Fätkenheuer, Universität Köln, Cologne; J
Rockstroh, Universitäts Klinik Bonn; R Schmidt,
Medizinische Hochschule Hannover. Greece (J Kosmi-
dis) P Gargalianos, H Sambatakou, J Perdios, Athens
General Hospital, Athens; G Panos, A Filandras, E
Karabatsaki, 1st IKA Hospital, Athens. Hungary (D
Banhegyi) Szent Lásló Hospital, Budapest. Ireland (F
Mulcahy) St. James’s Hospital, Dublin. Israel (I Yust) D
Turner, M Burke, Ichilov Hospital, Tel Aviv; S Pollack, G
Hassoun, Rambam Medical Center, Haifa: Z Sthoeger,
Kaplan Hospital, Rehovot; S Maayan, Hadassah Univer-
sity Hospital, Jerusalem. Italy (A Chiesi) Istituto Super-
iore di Sanità, Rome; R Esposito, R Borghi, Università
Modena, Modena; C Arici, Ospedale Riuniti, Bergamo;
R Pristera, Ospedale Generale Regionale, Bolzano; F.
Mazzotta, A Gabbuti, Ospedale S Maria Annunziata,
Firenze; Vullo, M Lichtner, University di Roma la
Sapienza, Rome; A Chirianni, E Montesarchio, Presidio
Ospedaliero AD. Cotugno, Monaldi Hospital, Napoli; G
Antonucci, F Iacomi, P Narciso, M Zaccarelli, Istituto
Nazionale Malattie Infettive Lazzaro Spallanzani, Rome;
A Lazzarin, R Finazzi, Ospedale San Raffaele, Milan; A
D’Arminio Monforte, Osp. L. Sacco, Milan. Latvia (L
Viksna) Infectology Centre of Latvia, Riga. Lithuania (S
Chaplinskas) Lithuanian AIDS Centre, Vilnius. Luxem-
bourg (R Hemmer), T Staub, Centre Hospitalier,
Luxembourg. Netherlands (P Reiss) Academisch Med-
isch Centrum bij de Universiteit van Amsterdam,
Amsterdam. Norway (J Bruun) A Maeland, V Ormaasen,
Ullevål Hospital, Oslo. Poland (B Knysz) J Gasiorowski,
Medical University, Wroclaw; A Horban, Centrum
Diagnostyki i Terapii AIDS, Warsaw; D Prokopowicz,
A Wiercinska-Drapalo, Medical University, Bialystok; A
Boron-Kaczmarska, M Pynka, Medical Univesity, Szcze-
cin; M Beniowski, E Mularska, Osrodek Diagnostyki i
Terapii AIDS, Chorzow; H Trocha, Medical University,
Gdansk. Portugal (F Antunes) E Valadas, Hospital Santa
Maria, Lisbon; K Mansinho, Hospital de Egas Moniz,
Lisbon; F Matez, Hospital Curry Cabral, Lisbon.
Romania (D Duiculescu) Spitalul de Boli Infectioase si
Tropicale: Dr. Victor Babes, Bucarest; A Streinu-Cercel,
Institute of Infectious Diseases, Bucarest. Russia E
Vinogradova, St Petersburg AIDS Centre; A Rakhma-
nova, Medical Academy Botkin Hospital, St Petersburg.
Serbia & Montenegro (D Jevtovic), The Institute for
Infectious and Tropical Diseases, Belgrade. Slovakia (M
Mokráš) D Staneková, Dérer Hospital, Bratislava. Spain (J
González-Lahoz) M Sánchez-Conde, T Garcı́a-Benayas,
L Martin-Carbonero, V Soriano, Hospital Carlos III,
Madrid; B Clotet, A Jou, J Conejero, C Tural, Hospital
Germans Trias i Pujol, Badalona; JM Gatell, JM Miró,
Hospital Clinic i Provincial, Barcelona. Sweden (A
Blaxhult) Karolinska University Hospital, Solna; A
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Karlsson, Karolinska University Hospital, Stockholm; P
Pehrson, Karolinska University Hospital, Huddinge.
Switzerland (B Ledergerber) R Weber, University
Hospital, Zürich; P Francioli, A Telenti, Centre
Hospitalier Universitaire Vaudois, Lausanne; B Hirschel,
V Soravia-Dunand, Hospital Cantonal Universitaire de
Geneve, Geneve; H Furrer, Inselspital Bern, Bern.
Ukraine (E Kravchenko) N Chentsova, Kyiv Centre for
AIDS, Kyiv. United Kingdom (S Barton) St. Stephen’s
Clinic, Chelsea and Westminster Hospital, London; AM
Johnson, D Mercey, Royal Free and University College
London Medical School, London (University College
Campus); A Phillips, MA Johnson, A Mocroft, Royal
Free and University College Medical School, London
(Royal Free Campus); M Murphy, Medical College of
Saint Bartholomew’s Hospital, London; J Weber, G
Scullard, Imperial College School of Medicine at St.
Mary’s, London; M Fisher, Royal Sussex County
Hospital, Brighton; R Brettle, Western General Hospital,
Edinburgh. Virology group C Loveday, B Clotet (Central
Coordinators) plus ad hoc virologists from participating
sites in the EuroSIDA Study. Steering Committee
Francisco Antunes; Anders Blaxhult; Nathan Clumeck;
Jose Gatell; Andrzej Horban; Anne Johnson; Christine
Katlama; Bruno Ledergerber (chair); Clive Loveday;
Andrew Phillips; Peter Reiss; Stefano Vella. Coordinating
centre staff J Lundgren (project leader), I Gjørup, O Kirk,
N Friis-Moeller, A Mocroft, A Cozzi-Lepri, W
Bannister, D Mollerup, D Podlevkareva, C Holkmann
Olsen, J Kjær.

Collaborations in HIV Outcomes Research US
(CHORUS)
Stephen Raffanti, Douglas Dieterch, Amy Justice,
Stephen Becker, Anthony Scarsella, Gregory Fusco,
Bernard Most, Rukmini Balu, Rashida Rana, Robin
Beckerman, Theodore Ising, Jennifer Fusco, Renae Irek,
Bernadette Johnson, Ashwin Hirani, Edwin DeJesus,
Gerald Pierone, Philip Lackey, Chip Irek, Alison Johnson,
John Burdick, Saul Leon, Joseph Arch.

Frankfurt HIV Cohort, Germany
Schlomo Staszewski, Eilke B. Helm, Amina Carlebach,
Axel Müller, Annette Haberl, Gabi Nisius, Tessa
Lennemann, Christoph Stephan, Markus Bickel,
Manfred Mösch, Peter Gute, Leo Locher, Thomas Lutz,
Stephan Klauke, Gabi Knecht, Pavel Khaykin (Clinical
Group); Hans W. Doerr, Martin Stürmer (Virology
Group); Errol Babacan (Scientific Advisor and Data
Management); Nils von Hentig (Pharmacology Group).

Aquitaine Cohort, France
Scientific committee: J. Beylot, G. Chêne, F. Dabis, M.
Dupon, M. Longy-Boursier, JL. Pellegrin, JM. Ragnaud
and R. Salamon. Methodological coordination: F. Dabis,
G. Chêne, R. Thiébaut, C. Lewden and S. Lawson-
Ayayi. Medical coordination: M. Dupon, P. Mercié, JF.
Moreau, P. Morlat, JL. Pellegrin, JM. Ragnaud, N.
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Bernard, D. Lacoste, D. Malvy and D. Neau. Data
Management and Analysis: MJ. Blaizeau, M. Decoin, S.
Delveaux, C. Hannapier, S. Labarrère, V. Lavignolle-
Aurillac, B. Uwamaliya-Nziyumvira, G. Palmer, D.
Touchard, E. Balestre, A. Alioum, H. Jacqmin-Gadda
and R. Thiébaut. Participating physicians: Bordeaux
University Hospital: J. Beylot, P. Morlat, N. Bernard, M.
Bonarek, F. Bonnet, B. Coadou, P. Gellie, D. Lacoste, C.
Nouts; M. Dupon, F. Bocquentin, H. Dutronc, S. Lafarie;
M. Longy-Boursier, P. Mercié, A. Aslan, D. Malvy, T.
Pistonne, P. Thibaut, R. Vatan; JM.Ragnaud, D.
Chambon, C. De La Taille, C. Cazorla, D. Neau, A.
Ocho; JL.Pellegrin, JF. Viallard, O. Caubet, C. Cipriano
E. Lazaro; P.Couzigou, L. Castera; H. Fleury, ME. Lafon,
B. Masquelier, I. Pellegrin; D. Breilh; JF. Moreau, P.
Blanco. Dax Hospital: P. Loste, L. Caunègre. Bayonne
Hospital: F. Bonnal, S. Farbos, M. Ferrand. Libourne
Hospital: J.Ceccaldi, S. Tchamgoué. Mont de Marsan
Hospital: S. De Witte Villeneuve sur Lot Hospital: E. Buy

British Columbia Centre for Excellence in HIV
(BCCfE-HIV), Canada
Linda Akagi, Eirikka Brandson, Eric Druyts, Kim
Fernandes Nada Gataric, P Richard Harrigan, Marrianne
Harris, Anna Hayden, Robert Hogg, Viviane Lima, Julio
Montaner, David Moore, Evan Wood, Benita Yip, and
Wen Zhang.

Royal Free Hospital Cohort, London UK
Clinical: S Bhagani, P Byrne, A Carroll, Z Cuthbertson,
A Dunleavy, AM Geretti, B. Heelan, M Johnson, S
Kinloch-de Loes, M Lipman, S Madge, N Marshall, D
Nair, G Nebbia, B Prinz, L Swaden, M Tyrer, M Youle.
Data management: C Chaloner, H Grabowska, J Hollo-
way, J Puradiredja, D Ransom, R Tsintas. Biostatistics/
Epidemiology: W Bannister, L Bansi, A Cozzi-Lepri, Z
Fox, E Harris, T Hill, F Lampe, R Lodwick, A Mocroft,
A Phillips, J Reekie, C Sabin, C Smith. Laboratory: E
Amoah, C. Booth, G Clewley, A Garcia Diaz, B Gregory,
W Labbett, F Tahami, M Thomas.

South Alberta Cohort, Canada
M John Gill, Ron Read, Hartmut Krentz,
Brenda Beckthold

Köln / Bonn Cohort, Germany
Gerd Faetkenheuer, Juergen Rockstroh

PISCIS, Catalonia and Balearic islands, Spain
Coordinators: J. Casabona (CEEISCAT, CIBER Epide-
miologı́a y Salud Pública, CIBERESP, Spain) y JM. Miró
(Hospital Clı́nic-IDIBAPS, University of Barcelona,
Spain).

Field coordinator: A. Alquézar (CEEISCAT, CIBER
Epidemiologı́a y Salud Pública, CIBERESP, Spain).
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Steering committee: J. Casabona, A. Esteve, A.Alquézar
(CEEISCAT, CIBER Epidemiologı́a y Salud Pública,
CIBERESP, Spain); JM. Miró (Hospital Clı́nic-Idibaps,
Universitat de Barcelona); D. Podzamczer (Hospital de
Bellvitge de Barcelona); J. Murillas (Hospital Son Dureta
de Mallorca).

Scientific committee: A. Romero y C. Agustı́ (CEEIS-
CAT, CIBER Epidemiologı́a y Salud Pública, CIBER-
ESP, Spain); JM Gatell, F. Agüero (Hospital Clı́nic-
Idibaps, Universitat de Barcelona); C. Tural, B. Clotet
(Hospital Universitari Germans Trias i Pujol, Universitat
Autónoma de Barcelona); E. Ferrer (Hospital de Bellvitge
de Barcelona); M. Riera (Hospital Son Dureta de
Mallorca) F. Segura G. Navarro (Corporació Parc Taulı́
de Sabadell); L. Force (Hospital de Mataró); J. Vilaró
(Hospital de Vic); A. Masabeu (Hospital de Palamós); I
Garcı́a (Hospital General d?Hospitalet); M.Guadarrama
(Hospital Alt Penedès de Vilafranca).

Data Management and statistical analysis: A. Esteve, A.
Montoliu y N. Ortega (CEEISCAT, CIBER Epidemio-
logı́a y Salud Pública, CIBERESP, Spain), E. Lazzari
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