Supporting Information: File S1 — Model Details

1 Couple formation

The way couples form is assumed to follow a binomial distribution. If z € {0,1,2} is the number of
susceptible individual(s) just before a couple formation, then we assume z ~ Binom(2,ps) with ps =
X/(X +Y) the probability that an uncoupled individual is susceptible. Thus

oo =0 = (F)rka = po* o

Hence, we have the following proportions:

e Proportion of couple formation within X is %

e Proportion of couple formation within Y is %

e Proportion of couple formation between X and Y is T )?f;,/)Q

2 Equilibrium in simulations

In order to check that our simulations are reasonably close to the equilibrium, we monitor the derivative of
prevalence at the horizon of the simulation (set at 40 years). As shown in Figure S1, for 10,000 simulations
where the parameters have the same constraints as the LHS, the mean value of the normalized derivatives
(dX/X/dt) for all group is small, comforting we are close to an equilibrium in most of our simulations.

3 Disease free equilibrium
At the disease free equilibrium we have Y = D = P =0 and X’ = N’ = 0. The system (??) becomes

{X, = uT* — (2m + p) X +2(u+ 26)N (2)

N =mX —2(6+pu)N
which can easily be solved, giving the proportion of uncoupled and coupled individuals
2N* = uT™* [(2m + u)(0 + ) /m — (i +20)] "

v = (O H) o
m

Because T* = X* 4+ 2N* we can substitute,

X" =o0T" (3)
2N*=(1—-0)T" (4)
with L
R
7= w+o+m (5)

being the proportion of single at DFE when the recruitment rate balances the death rate.



4 Initial infectious individuals

If Uy (resp. Cp) is the initial uncoupled (resp. coupled) population, we introduce a small amount e of
infectious individuals such that Yy = €U and Xy = (1 — €)Uy. Similarly, Py = €2Cy, No = (1 — €)%Cy
and Dg = 2¢(1 — €)Cy. The value for € does not affect significantly our results as long as it is sufficiently
small. We chose € = 0.01.

5 Latin hypercube sampling

Every parameter z was attributed a range between 2,,;n, and Zz,... Then, this range is partitioned
log-proportionally

2= oxp <log(zmm) + [10g(Zmaz) — log(zmm)};_ll) (6)

with n the total number of samplings and ¢ = 1,..,n. The (ordered) partition |21, ..., 2,] is then randomly
shuffled, independently for each parameter, leading to a permuted vector of values [y, (1, ..., (n]. Assuming
there are K model parameters to be sampled, we have a n X K sampling matrix, noted (Cf)izl__m k=1..K-
The i** row ¢; of this matrix represents the i*"* simulation run with the set of K parameters randomly
assigned from the partitions.

6 Discordance Statistic

Figure S2 shows the distribution of the discordance statistic D from the 10,000 samples of the LHS.

7 Sensitivity Analysis

The methodology to calculate the elasticity of a response variable (e.g. prevalence) Z to the model
parameters is the following. Let p be a parameter on which the elasticities will be calculated. The latin
hypercube sampling (LHS) range for p is partitioned in n values: pi,pa,...,p,. For the first LHS run, p
will be fixed at p; and all other parameters will be sampled in their respective predefined ranges. For the
first LHS run, the average of all Z (defined as (Z);) is calculated. The LHS run is repeated n times and
we calculate e, ;, the elasticity of parameter p between values p;_; and p;, as

A log(Z); —log{(Z);_1
P log(p) — log(pi-1)

(7)

For a given parameter p, there are (n — 1) such sensitivities. Then, we define e, = (3, €,:)/(n — 1), the
averaged value of these elasticities. This is this quantity that is reported in the main text. A positive
(resp. negative) elasticity on Z means increasing the parameter moves the distribution of Z to larger
(resp. smaller) values.

For the sensitivities, we apply the same methodology, except that now, the sensitivity formula for the
parameter p between values p; 1 and p; is

7.0.1 Elasticity of prevalence with respect to all parameters

Figure S3 shows the elasticity of the overall HIV prevalence with respect to all model parameters.



7.0.2 Sensitivity of we and wp

Before calculating the sensitivity, let us recall the formula defining the proportion of incidence due to
within couple transmission:

Cw Cw
and wp =

we = cw + Ace(1+2N/D) Cw + Ace

Note also that increasing c,, decreases D and increases P (the discordant state is more transient) and
prevalence —in particular the one in the mixing pool A — increases too. So we can expect two offsetting
effects on w when increasing c,,, and this is what we can observe in Figure S4 where the sensitivities
(dw/dc) to the effective contact rates are plotted. These plots are comparable with the plot in Figure 4
in the main text, right panel.
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Figure S1. Prevalence and incidence proportion at time horizon. Sampled prevalence time
series and its normalized derivatives at time horizon (year—!) from 10,000 simulations. For both total
prevalence and the proportion of global incidence due to within-couple transmission (w), most of the
simulated values at time horizon have reached an equilibrium.



Distribution of the Discordance Statistic D
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Figure S2. Distribution of the discordance statistic. Distribution of the discordance statistic D
from the 10,000 simulations with parameters sampled in the range of Table 1 (main text).
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Figure S3. Prevalence elasticities. Elasticity of prevalence with respect to all parameters
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Figure S4. Incidence proportion sensitivities.
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