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housing is associated with a reduced likelihood of viral sup-
pression and increased likelihood of low CD4 cell counts, 
and that people who are unstably housed or living homeless 
when newly diagnosed with HIV are also more likely to be 
concurrently diagnosed with AIDS.[8–11] In addition, New 
York City’s HIV Housing Assistance program observed a 
strong dose-response relationship between stable housing 
and viral suppression: the proportion of individuals who 
achieved viral suppression was lowest among individuals 
in emergency housing/shelters, increased among those in 
transitional housing and permanent housing, and was high-
est among those in independent living.[11, 12] Additional 
studies demonstrate that unstable housing is associated with 
increased likelihood of hospitalization, emergency depart-
ment visits, and premature mortality for people living with 
HIV (PLWH).[10, 13, 14].

In King County, WA, which includes the city of Seattle, 
an estimated 12% of all PLWH were living homeless in 
2017, defined as living in a shelter, a single-room occupancy 
hotel, on the street, or in parks, tents, vehicles, or other 
places not meant for human habitation.[15] Similar to other 
urban counties, homelessness is a growing and persistent 

Introduction

In recent years, there has been an increase in HIV outbreaks 
among people experiencing unstable housing or living 
homeless across the United States, including in Massachu-
setts, Florida, Pennsylvania, and Seattle.[1–5] Lack of stable 
housing is a barrier to adequate HIV medical care, including 
access and adherence to antiretroviral treatment (ART) and 
sustained viral suppression.[6, 7] Several studies based in 
New York City and San Francisco demonstrate that unstable 
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Abstract
We examined patterns of genetic clustering among individuals diagnosed with HIV between 2010 and 2018 using data 
from King County, Washington’s National HIV Surveillance System. Among 2,371 individuals newly diagnosed with HIV, 
231 (10%) experienced unstable housing or were living homeless at the time of diagnosis. Among the 1,658 (70%) people 
with an available HIV-1 pol gene sequence, 1,071 (65%) were identified to be part of 296 genetic clusters. In our analysis, 
housing status was not associated with genetic clustering (OR 1.02; 95%CI:0.75,1.39). After adjusting for demographic 
and behavioral factors, people who were living homeless at HIV diagnosis had 35% lower odds of being identified as part 
of a genetic cluster (AOR 0.65; 95%CI:0.44,0.95) compared to people with stable housing. Our findings highlight that 
people experiencing unstable housing are disproportionately burdened by HIV, and that within this population in King 
County, being in a genetic cluster is predominantly associated with substance use.
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to offer partner services. Partner services interviews collect 
additional information on sexual behavior, substance use, 
and housing status. Sexual behavior questions include his-
tory of transactional sex (e.g. ever given/received money 
or drugs in exchange for sex), and sex with a person who 
used injection drugs. Substance use questions include any 
injection drug use, and specific drug use (e.g., methamphet-
amine use) in the past year. HIV sequences were linked to 
demographic, clinical, and epidemiological information in 
the NHSS and collected during partner services interviews.

We used both NHSS and partner services data to identify 
participants who were unstably housed or living homeless 
at diagnosis. In the NHSS, PHSKC identified individuals 
who were living homeless or staying in shelters based on 
their reported address at diagnosis. During partners services 
interviews, individuals are also asked whether their housing 
situation in the last 3 months was stable/permanent, unsta-
ble/non-permanent, institutionalized, or other. We assumed 
that individuals who were not categorized as living home-
less in the NHSS and who self-reported stable/permanent 
housing in partner services interviews were stably housed 
at diagnosis. However, because not all individuals complete 
a partner services interview, we were unable to verify the 
housing status for some individuals. Thus, ascertainment of 
housing status was incomplete, and we likely under-reported 
the number of individuals who are homeless. We define peo-
ple as presumably housed if they self-reported stable/per-
manent housing or for whom we do not know their housing 
status. In our primary analyses, we compared individuals 
who were unstably housed or living homeless at diagnosis 
to individuals we presume to be stably housed. Sensitivity 
analyses were conducted comparing individuals who were 
homeless at diagnosis, those who were known to be stably 
housed (via self-report during partner services interviews), 
and those with unknown housing status. We characterized 
participant’s demographic, behavioral, and clinical charac-
teristics and tested for statistical significance of differences 
using χ2 tests with a significance level of 0.05. In order to 
account for an up-to 18-month delay in reported deaths, 
vital status was ascertained as of December 2017.

HIV-1 sequences from the protease and reverse transcrip-
tase (PR/RT) region of the pol gene were aligned with the 
HXB2 reference genome using the MAFTT algorithm.[20] 
We identified genetic similarity clusters of two or more indi-
viduals using Tamura-Nei (TN93) pairwise genetic distance 
with a 0.02 threshold. At this distance threshold, belonging 
to a cluster is consistent with being closely epidemiologi-
cally connected, either directly or indirectly.[18, 21].

To assess factors associated with being a genetic clus-
ter, we use univariate and multivariate logistic regression 
analysis. For a given factor, a higher odds of being in a 
genetic cluster can be interpreted as an increased likelihood 

public health concern in King County. On any given night in 
2018, approximately 12,000 residents were living homeless 
in King County, a 20% increase since 2015.[16, 17] Housing 
instability disproportionately affects populations who are 
also vulnerable to HIV acquisition, including racial, ethnic, 
sexual and gender minorities: 27% of people living home-
less in King County were Black and 15% were Hispanic or 
Latinx (compared to 6% and 9% of the general King County 
population, respectively); 18% identified as lesbian, gay or 
bisexual; and 8% identified as transgender, genderqueer or 
non-binary.[16] Unstable housing is also a common expe-
rience among people who inject drugs (PWID). In a 2017 
survey of King County syringe services program clients, the 
majority were living homeless or unstably housed (43% and 
26%, respectively).[15–17].

HIV genomic epidemiology uses viral evolutionary infor-
mation encoded in HIV genetic sequences to understand 
transmission dynamics. At the fundamental level, if two or 
more individuals have genetically similar HIV sequences, 
this suggests that they likely share a close epidemiologi-
cal connection. These methods can reveal HIV transmis-
sion networks that include populations vulnerable to HIV 
acquisition, and, related to the current study, can potentially 
assess whether people experiencing unstable housing or liv-
ing homeless experience higher rates of HIV transmission 
than other populations. Variation in how frequently certain 
subpopulations (defined by demographic or behavioral fac-
tors) are identified to be part of a genetic similarity cluster 
can either be due to variation in transmission rates or varia-
tion in the time between HIV acquisition and sequence col-
lection, as sequences sampled soon after HIV acquisition 
are more likely to cluster.[18, 19] Importantly, variability 
in the time from HIV acquisition to sequence collection can 
reflect variation in rates of HIV testing and diagnosis.

Using HIV surveillance data and genomic epidemiol-
ogy methods, this study aimed to characterize individuals 
who were unstably housed or living homeless at HIV diag-
nosis and their patterns of genetic clustering, compared to 
individuals who are presumed to be stably housed, in King 
County, WA.

Methods

HIV surveillance data, including HIV-1 pol gene sequences, 
are collected as part of routine clinical care and public 
health surveillance undertaken by Public Health-Seattle 
& King County (PHSKC). We used these de-identified 
data from King County’s National HIV Surveillance Sys-
tem (NHSS) from 2010 to 2018 to identify King County 
residents newly diagnosed with HIV. Additionally, PHSKC 
attempts to contact all persons newly diagnosed with HIV 
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housed persons. Notably, approximately a third of MSM 
who were homeless at diagnosis also reported injection 
drug use (MSM-PWID), compared to just 9% of MSM who 
were presumably housed at HIV diagnosis. People experi-
encing unstable housing or living homeless were also more 
likely to report some sexual behaviors and substance use 
typically associated with HIV acquisition, including: sex 
with a PWID (30% v. 7%, p-value < 0.001), giving some-
one money or drugs in exchange for sex (5% v. 2%, p-value 
0.025), receiving money or drugs in exchange for sex (14% 
v. 4%, p-value < 0.001), sex with both men and women 
(23% v. 14%, p-value < 0.001), and methamphetamine use 
in the past year (44% v. 13%, p-value < 0.001). Individuals 
who were unstably housed or living homeless at diagnosis 
were more than twice as likely to be deceased as of Decem-
ber 2017 (9% v. 4%, p-value 0.004) compared to those who 
were presumed stably housed.

People who were unstably housed or living homeless 
at diagnosis were more likely to have an available HIV 
sequence (85% v. 68%, p-value < 0.001) than those who 
were stably housed. Among the 1,658 (70%) people newly 
diagnosed with HIV with an available PR/RT pol gene 
sequence, we found that 1,071 (65%) individuals were iden-
tified to be part of 296 distinct genetic clusters of two or 
more individuals. The proportion of PLWH with an HIV 
sequence who were also in a genetic similarity cluster was 
similar for unstably housed and presumably housed PLWH 
(66% v. 64%).

There were 62 clusters with at least one person who 
was unstably housed or living homeless at diagnosis, 21 
of which included two or more individuals who were liv-
ing homeless at diagnosis. Overall, PLWH who were liv-
ing homeless at diagnosis and who were also identified to 
be part of a genetic cluster mostly (62%, 80/129) were part 
of small clusters of 3 or fewer people. The largest overall 
genetic cluster included 237 people and was mostly com-
prised of MSM (78%), MSM-PWID (9%), and PWID (5%). 

of onward HIV transmission within the sampled population, 
relative to individuals without that factor. Since variabil-
ity in the time from HIV acquisition to sequence collec-
tion is strongly associated with clustering, we estimated 
the adjusted odds ratio (AOR) for clustering using logis-
tic regression adjusted for early HIV (defined as having a 
CD4 count > 500 cells/mm3 at diagnosis) as well as other 
potential confounders, including: transmission category 
(men who have sex with men (MSM), PWID, MSM-PWID, 
heterosexual, and other/unknown transmission), behaviors 
associated with HIV acquisition (methamphetamine use, 
sex with a PWID, and transactional sex), year of diagno-
sis, age, race, ethnicity, and country of birth (born in the 
USA or born outside of the USA). We conducted a collin-
earity analysis since several of these variables were likely 
to be highly correlated; please see the Digital Supplement 
for these details. We performed sensitivity analyses using 
genetic distance thresholds of 0.015 and 0.01, and additional 
sensitivity analyses that excluded data from 2018, due to an 
HIV outbreak in north Seattle among cisgender women who 
exchanged sex and PWID also living homeless.[1, 5] This 
study received ethical approval from Washington State and 
University of Washington Institutional Review Boards.

Results

Between January 2010 and December 2018, 2,371 people 
were newly diagnosed with HIV in King County, among 
whom 1,380 (58%) completed a partner services inter-
view. Among individuals who completed a partner services 
interview, 200 were unstably housed and 1,180 had stable 
or permanent housing. An additional 31 individuals were 
reported to be living homeless at diagnosis in the NHSS but 
did not complete a partner services interview. There were 
960 (40%) individuals for whom we are unable to determine 
their housing status at diagnosis. Overall, 10% (231/2,371) 
of all people newly diagnosed with HIV experienced unsta-
ble housing or were living homeless at diagnosis. The annual 
proportion of new diagnoses among people who were living 
homeless ranged between 6% and 11% from 2010 to 2017, 
and increased sharply to 20% in 2018, coinciding with an 
HIV outbreak among people living homeless (Fig. 1).[1].

Individuals who were unstably housed or living home-
less at diagnosis were more likely to be American Indian/
Alaskan Native (7% v. 4%, p-value 0.016) and cisgender 
women (20% v. 11%, p-value 0.002) and less likely to be 
Asian (3% v. 8%, p-value 0.005) compared to presumably 
housed individuals (Table 1). People experiencing unstable 
housing or living homeless were more likely to report injec-
tion drug use (40% v. 10%, p-value < 0.001) and less likely 
to be MSM (59% v. 75%, p-value < 0.001) than presumably 

Fig. 1  Count and Proportion of People with New HIV Diagnoses in 
King County, WA who were Unstably Housed or Living Homeless at 
Diagnosis, 2010–2018
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Discussion

Our findings suggest that people experiencing unstable hous-
ing or living homeless in King County are very vulnerable to 
HIV acquisition, as they are disproportionately burdened by 
incident HIV. Over the past decade, 10% of new HIV diag-
noses were among people experiencing unstable housing or 
living homeless, despite comprising < 1% of King County’s 
overall population. Outside of a previously described out-
break, we did not observe that populations living homeless 
were more likely to be in a genetic cluster, suggesting they 
do not have higher rates of onward HIV transmission com-
pared to those who were stably housed. Our findings sug-
gest that the genetic clustering that does exist within this 
population in King County is predominantly associated with 
methamphetamine and injection drug use.

Genomic epidemiology has increasingly been used to 
identify HIV clusters among PWID, many of whom are 
also living homeless. This analysis was strengthened by the 
high proportion of unstably housed individuals who had an 
available HIV sequence (85%), which likely results from 
the high proportion of PLWH who are living homeless and 
receive care at a Ryan White funded HIV clinic (Madison 
Clinic, the largest HIV clinic in the Northwestern US) at 
Harborview Medical Center (the county hospital) and other 
public clinics that specialize in HIV/AIDS care.

Despite observing a lower odds of genetic clustering 
among sequences from people who were unstably housed 
at diagnosis in our multivariate analysis, our retrospective 
application of genetic clustering methods was still able to 
identify the 2018-19 outbreak in north Seattle among a com-
munity of PWID and cisgender women engaged in sex work 
who were also living homeless.[1, 5] This outbreak was first 
identified by PHSKC through partner services interviews, 
and later the scale of the outbreak was confirmed through 
the use of HIV genetic sequences.[5, 22] The local news-
paper’s messaging around this particular HIV outbreak, 
which named the street on which this outbreak occurred, 
has received significant criticism from HIV advocates, who 
state that this type of disclosure presents the potential risk 
of violence for PLWH.[23] This example underscores the 
importance that all outbreak investigations—both those 
identified through traditional epidemiological methods as 
well as those identified using HIV genetic sequences—con-
sider the potential role of media in disseminating stigma-
tizing information and prioritize the confidentiality of the 
affected communities. At the same time, PHSKC’s response 
resulted in a significant expansion of services and HIV pre-
vention infrastructure in the north Seattle, which was geo-
graphically far from most of the low-barrier and low-cost 
HIV prevention and treatment services in central Seattle. 
These expanded services included a mobile clinic, mobile 

In addition, 32 (14%) people in this large cluster were unsta-
bly housed or living homeless at diagnosis, a quarter (25%, 
32/129) of all people living homeless who were identified 
to be part of a genetic cluster. Similar to the overall char-
acteristics of people in this cluster, these 32 individuals 
were mostly MSM (n = 18, 56%) and MSM-PWID (n = 8, 
25%) who were living homeless. The annual number of new 
HIV diagnoses that were identified to be linked to this large 
cluster fell dramatically from 2010 to 2018 (Digital Supple-
ment). The second largest cluster including people living 
homeless represents the 2018-19 outbreak in north Seattle, 
and was comprised mostly of cisgender women and individ-
uals diagnosed in 2018. In our analysis, this genetic cluster 
included 17 people, 12 of whom were unstably housed or 
living homeless, 14 of whom were PWID, and 3 of whom 
reported heterosexual transmission only.

In univariate models among all PLWH, early HIV, meth-
amphetamine use, reporting sex with a PWID, transac-
tional sex, and being born in the US were all significantly 
associated with being identified as part of a genetic cluster 
(Table  2). In contrast, heterosexual transmission, age > 45 
years, as well as Asian and Black race were all associated 
with a lower odds of being identified as part of a genetic 
cluster. Housing status was not associated with genetic 
clustering in the univariate model (OR 1.02; 95% CI: 0.75, 
1.39).

In the multivariate model among all PLWH, individuals 
who were unstably housed or living homeless at HIV diag-
nosis had a 35% lower odds of being identified as part of a 
genetic cluster (AOR 0.65; 95% CI: 0.44, 0.95) compared 
to people we presumed to be stably housed, after adjusting 
for early stage of HIV, transmission category, methamphet-
amine use, sex with a PWID, transactional sex, age, race, 
ethnicity, country of birth, and year of diagnosis. When we 
restricted our analysis to examine correlates of being in a 
genetic cluster just among PLWH who were living home-
less, we observe that methamphetamine use (aOR 3.82; 
95% CI: 1.40, 10.46) and reporting sex with a PWID in the 
last year (aOR 7.82; 95% CI: 1.74, 35.12) were the only fac-
tors associated with a higher odds of being identified as part 
of a genetic cluster.

Sensitivity analyses using more conservative genetic 
distance thresholds obtained similar results. Excluding data 
from 2018, when the outbreak of HIV among heterosexual 
PWID experiencing unstable housing or living homeless 
was identified, resulted in the odds that people living home-
less belonged to a cluster (AOR 0.48, 95% CI: 0.32, 0.72) 
moving away from the null. This suggests that, prior to 
this outbreak, unstable housing was associated with a 52% 
lower odds of being in a genetic cluster.
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Unstably Housed or 
Living Homeless at 
Diagnosis

Presumed to be 
Stably Housed at 
Diagnosis

Chi-Square Test 
Statistic

p-value

N 231 2140
Age at diagnosis (n,%)

< 25 35 (15.2) 349 (16.3) 2.99 0.392
25–34 74 (32.0) 785 (36.7)
35–44 60 (26.0) 480 (22.4)
> 45 62 (26.8) 526 (24.6)

Gender (n,%)
Cisgender Men 182 (78.8) 1873 (87.5) 15.31 0.002
Cisgender Women 46 (19.9) 241 (11.3)
Transgender Men 0 (0.0) 4 (0.2)
Transgender Women 3 (1.3) 22 (1.0)

Racea (n,%)
American Indian/Alaska Native 17 (7.4) 78 (3.6) 5,84 0.016
Asian 6 (2.6) 179 (8.4) 7.86 0.005
Black 65 (28.1) 487 (22.8) 1.82 0.178
Native Hawaiian/ Pacific Islander 2 (0.9) 41 (1.9) 0.74 0.390
White 145 (62.8) 1431 (66.9) 0.26 0.608
Unknown 12 (5.2) 96 (4.5) 0.09 0.762
Hispanic/Latinx Ethnicity 22 (9.5) 284 (13.3) 0.18 0.183
Country of Birth (n,%)

USA 189 (81.8) 1439 (67.2) 22.81 < 0.001
Foreign 38 (16.5) 547 (25.6)
Missing 4 (1.7) 154 (7.2)

Transmission Category (n,%)
MSM 93 (40.3) 1460 (68.2) 208.76 < 0.001
MSM-PWID 44 (19.0) 149 (7.0)
PWID 48 (20.8) 61 (2.9)
Heterosexual 16 (6.9) 145 (6.8)
Other/Unknown 30 (13.0) 325 (15.2)

Sexual Behavior (n,%)
Sex with both men and 
womenb

54 (23.4) 288 (13.5) 15.82 < 0.001

Sex with a PWIDc,d 60 (30.0) 81 (6.9) 107.44 < 0.001
Gave money or drugs in 
exchange for sexb,d

10 (5.0) 27 (2.3) 5.04 0.025

Received money or drugs 
in exchange for sexb,d

27 (13.5) 41 (3.5) 39.98 < 0.001

Substance Use (n,%)
Methamphetamine usec,d 87 (43.5) 156 (13.2) 117.94 < 0.001

First CD4 cell count (n,%)
< 200 40 (17.3) 488 (22.8) 3.55 0.169
200–499 87 (37.7) 828 (38.7)
≥ 500 92 (39.8) 774 (36.1)

Deceased as of 2017e (n,%) 16 (8.7) 76 (3.9) 8.29 0.004
Completed a partner services interview (n,%) 200 (86.6) 1180 (55.1) 83.43 < 0.001
Has a PR/RT Sequences (n,%) 196 (84.8) 1462 (68.3) 26.31 < 0.001
HIV subtypef (n,%)

Table 1  Characteristics of People Newly Diagnosed with HIV in King Country, WA, 2010–2018
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in either univariate or multivariate models. One explanation 
could be that while these factors do place people experienc-
ing unstable housing or living homeless at increased risk 
of HIV acquisition, onward HIV transmission occurs infre-
quently within this population. Alternatively, our findings 
may be affected by how individuals are defined as unstably 
housed or living homeless in the NHSS and partner services 
interviews, the lack of specificity in our measures of behav-
ioral risk, or the failure to include individuals who transmit/
acquire HIV from people living homeless in our sample of 
HIV sequences. Although our study has a high sampling 
coverage compared to other molecular HIV studies, we 
were still missing HIV sequence data for 30% of new HIV 
diagnoses. Regardless, our findings highlight that HIV dis-
proportionately affects individuals who face housing inse-
curity, and that unstably housed PLWH experience higher 
rates of mortality, social marginalization and syndemic fac-
tors (e.g. transactional sex, injection drugs use).

This study had several limitations. It is likely that we 
have under-ascertained the number of individuals who 
were unstably housed or living homeless at diagnosis. Most 
unstably housed individuals (200 out of 231) were identi-
fied through partner services interviews and not in NHSS; 
thus, ascertainment of housing status was likely incomplete. 
In addition, homelessness is often a transient state, and our 
study only captured housing status at diagnosis. We also 
were unable to determine other situational factors that may 
influence a person’s vulnerability to HIV, including whether 
or not people were sheltered (e.g. living in an emergency 
shelter or vehicle) or unsheltered (e.g. living on the street 
or in a tent), chronically homeless, or had access to syringe 
services or PrEP.

Our analysis is also vulnerable to some degree of mis-
classification of the exposure variable and other covari-
ates since HIV surveillance data is collected at the time of 
HIV diagnosis rather than at the time of HIV acquisition or 
onward transmission (which are unknown); although, this 
is a general limitation of public health surveillance data. 

syringe services programs, and direct outreach to communi-
ties of people living homeless and engaged in sex work for 
HIV and Hep C screening and condom distribution. This 
outbreak also resulted in expanded local guidelines to rec-
ommend that medical providers offer PrEP to women who 
exchange sex, particularly individuals who inject drugs or 
who are living homeless.[1, 5, 22].

Our results highlight that PLWH who have overlapping 
marginalizing experiences that place them at increased risk 
of criminalization—namely people who report metham-
phetamine use, transactional sex, injection drug use—are 
significantly more likely to be identified as part of a genetic 
cluster. This is particularly important given community con-
cerns about the use of MHS data for cluster detection and 
response.[24] People living with and at risk for HIV acqui-
sition in King County and nationally have expressed confi-
dentiality concerns related to cluster detection and response, 
which they fear could increase their vulnerability to crimi-
nalization and further stigmatize community members who 
disproportionately experience policing.[25, 26] Although 
the behavior of PLWH is criminalized in the majority of US 
states, recent legislation within WA state and King County 
has significantly minimized the risk of criminalization for 
PLWH in King County.[27] In 2020, WA state passed legis-
lation that reduced intentional HIV exposure from a felony 
to a misdemeanor and the city of Seattle repealed two pros-
titution and drug traffic loitering laws. In addition, PHSKC 
has data protections that prevent MHS data from being 
shared with court/legal systems, police, or immigration and 
customs enforcement (i.e. ICE). Nonetheless, these findings 
highlight that PLWH who are identified to be part of genetic 
clusters are members of communities that are already more 
likely to experience multiple axes of stigma.

Given that people in our study who were unstably housed 
or living homeless at diagnosis had a high prevalence of 
behaviors that were independently associated with genetic 
clustering in our analysis, it was surprising that we did not 
observe elevated rates of clustering within that population 

Unstably Housed or 
Living Homeless at 
Diagnosis

Presumed to be 
Stably Housed at 
Diagnosis

Chi-Square Test 
Statistic

p-value

B 179 (91.3) 1279 (87.5) 0.11 0.738
Other 17 (8.7) 183 (12.5)

HIV sequence appears in a genetic clusterf (n,%) 129 (65.8) 942 (64.0) 0.01 0.908
MSM, men who have sex with men; PR/RT, protease/reverse transcriptase; PWID, people who inject drugs
a Categories are not exclusive. Note that 120 (5%) of individuals are multiracial.
b Ever
c In the past year
d Among individuals with a partner services interview
e Data are restricted to 2010–2017 to account for an up-to 18-month delay in reported vital status
f Among individuals with an available PR/RT sequence

Table 1  (continued) 



AIDS and Behavior

1 3

Ta
bl

e 
2 

Fa
ct

or
s a

ss
oc

ia
te

d 
w

ith
 b

ei
ng

 p
ar

t o
f a

 g
en

et
ic

 c
lu

st
er

 a
m

on
g 

PL
W

H
 w

ith
 a

n 
av

ai
la

bl
e 

PR
/R

T 
H

IV
 se

qu
en

ce
, K

in
g 

C
ou

nt
y,

 W
A

, 2
01

0–
20

18
A

ll 
PL

W
H

 (N
 =

 1,
65

8)
 

PL
W

H
 U

ns
ta

bl
y 

H
ou

se
d 

or
Li

vi
ng

 H
om

el
es

s a
t D

ia
gn

os
is

 (N
 =

 19
6)

U
ni

va
ria

te
M

ul
tiv

ar
ia

te
U

ni
va

ria
te

M
ul

tiv
ar

ia
te

O
R

 (9
5%

 C
I)

A
O

R
 (9

5%
 C

I)
O

R
 (9

5%
 C

I)
A

O
R

 (9
5%

 C
I)

U
ns

ta
bl

y 
ho

us
ed

 o
r l

iv
in

g 
ho

m
el

es
s a

t d
ia

gn
os

is
1.

02
 (0

.7
5,

 1
.3

9)
0.

65
 (0

.4
4,

 0
.9

5)
--

--
Ea

rly
 H

IV
a

2.
09

 (1
.6

7,
 2

.6
2)

1.
66

 (1
.2

9,
 2

.1
2)

2.
81

 (1
.4

9,
 5

.3
1)

2.
88

 (1
.2

8,
 6

.4
7)

Tr
an

sm
is

si
on

 C
at

eg
or

y
M

SM
re

f
re

f
re

f
re

f
M

SM
-P

W
ID

1.
37

 (0
.9

2,
 2

.0
4)

0.
72

 (0
.4

6,
 1

.1
4)

2.
28

 (0
.9

3,
 5

.6
0)

1.
39

 (0
.4

5,
 4

.3
4)

PW
ID

1.
39

 (0
.8

5,
 2

.2
9)

0.
96

 (0
.5

4,
 1

.6
7)

2.
65

 (1
.0

9,
 6

.4
4)

1.
39

 (0
.4

5,
 4

.3
4)

H
et

er
os

ex
ua

l
0.

45
 (0

.3
1,

 0
.6

5)
0.

95
 (0

.6
4,

 1
.5

1)
0.

37
 (0

.1
1 

1.
23

)
0.

64
 (0

.1
5,

 2
.8

1)
O

th
er

/U
nk

no
w

n
0.

23
 (0

.1
7,

 0
.3

1)
0.

47
 (0

.3
3,

 0
.6

6)
0.

21
 (0

.0
7,

 0
.5

8)
0.

42
 (0

.1
2 

1.
48

)
B

eh
av

io
rs

M
et

ha
m

ph
et

am
in

e 
us

e 
(p

as
t y

ea
r)

3.
56

 (2
.4

5,
 5

.1
8)

2.
09

 (1
.3

3,
 3

.2
7)

6.
68

 (3
.2

2,
 1

3.
86

)
3.

82
 (1

.4
0,

 
10

.4
6)

Se
x 

w
ith

 a
 P

W
ID

 (p
as

t 
ye

ar
)

5.
86

 (3
.2

0,
 1

0.
7)

3.
41

 (1
.7

0,
 6

.8
9)

14
.8

2 
(4

.4
2,

 4
9.

65
)

7.
82

 (1
.7

4,
 

35
.1

2)
Tr

an
sa

ct
io

na
l S

ex
b

1.
96

 (1
.2

0,
 3

.1
8)

0.
98

 (0
.5

5,
 1

.7
3)

1.
71

 (0
.7

2,
 4

.0
5)

0.
74

 (0
.2

2,
 2

.4
8)

A
ge

< 
25

re
f

re
f

re
f

re
f

25
–3

4
0.

88
 (0

.6
4,

 1
.2

0)
0.

85
 (0

.6
0,

 1
.2

0)
0.

94
 (0

.3
7,

 2
.4

2)
0.

49
 (0

.1
5,

 1
.6

8)
35

–4
4

0.
79

 (0
.5

7,
 1

.1
0)

0.
87

 (0
.6

0,
 1

.2
7)

0.
60

 (0
.2

3,
 1

.5
7)

0.
60

 (0
.1

6,
 2

.2
1)

> 
45

0.
64

 (0
.4

6,
 0

.8
9)

0.
75

 (0
.5

2,
 1

.0
8)

0.
71

 (0
.2

7,
 1

.8
4)

0.
94

 (0
.2

6,
 3

.4
0)

R
ac

e
W

hi
te

re
f

re
f

re
f

re
f

A
m

er
ic

an
 In

di
an

/A
la

sk
a 

N
at

iv
e

1.
09

 (0
.6

5,
 1

.8
3)

0.
88

 (0
.5

2,
 1

.5
0)

0.
80

 (0
.2

8,
 2

.3
4)

1.
58

 (0
.4

0,
 6

.2
4)

A
si

an
0.

56
 (0

.3
8,

 0
.8

2)
0.

81
 (0

.5
2,

 1
.2

6)
0.

25
 (0

.0
4,

 1
.5

8)
0.

60
 (0

.0
6,

 5
.9

7)
B

la
ck

0.
27

 (0
.2

2,
 0

.3
5)

0.
36

 (0
.2

7,
 0

.4
8)

0.
33

 (0
.1

7,
 0

.6
4)

0.
47

 (0
.2

0,
 1

.1
2)

N
at

iv
e 

H
aw

ai
ia

n/
Pa

ci
fic

 
Is

la
nd

er
c

1.
02

 (0
.4

9,
 2

.1
3)

1.
36

 (0
.6

4,
 2

.8
8)

--
--

Et
hn

ic
ity

N
on

-H
is

pa
ni

c/
La

tin
x

re
f

re
f

re
f

re
f

H
is

pa
ni

c/
La

tin
x

0.
80

 (0
.6

2,
 1

.0
3)

0.
85

 (0
.6

2,
 1

.1
6)

0.
17

 (0
.0

6,
 0

.4
6)

0.
18

 (0
.0

5,
 0

.6
8)

U
SA

 b
or

n
3.

54
 (2

.8
1,

 4
.4

7)
2.

20
 (1

.6
2,

 2
.9

7)
6.

25
 (2

.6
0,

 1
5.

04
)

1.
92

 (0
.5

8,
 6

.4
4)

Ye
ar

 o
f d

ia
gn

os
is

d
0.

94
 (0

.9
0,

 0
.9

7)
0.

96
 (0

.9
2,

 1
.0

00
)

1.
11

 (1
.0

0,
 1

.2
4)

1.
09

 (0
.9

5,
 1

.2
6)

A
O

R
, a

dj
us

te
d 

od
ds

 ra
tio

; C
I, 

co
nfi

de
nc

e 
in

te
rv

al
; M

SM
, m

en
 w

ho
 h

av
e 

se
x 

w
ith

 m
en

; O
R

, o
dd

s r
at

io
; P

LW
H

, p
eo

pl
e 

liv
in

g 
w

ith
 H

IV
; P

W
ID

, p
eo

pl
e 

w
ho

 in
je

ct
 d

ru
gs

a  D
efi

ne
d 

as
 a

 C
D

4 
co

un
t >

 50
0 

ce
lls

/m
m

3  a
t d

ia
gn

os
is

b  E
ve

r g
iv

in
g 

or
 re

ce
iv

in
g 

m
on

ey
 o

r d
ru

gs
 in

 e
xc

ha
ng

e 
fo

r s
ex

c  A
m

on
g 

N
at

iv
e 

H
aw

ai
ia

n/
Pa

ci
fic

 Is
la

nd
er

 P
LW

H
 w

ho
 w

er
e 

al
so

 li
vi

ng
 h

om
el

es
s, 

al
l i

nd
iv

id
ua

ls
 w

ith
 a

n 
av

ai
la

bl
e 

se
qu

en
ce

 a
pp

ea
re

d 
in

 a
 g

en
et

ic
 c

lu
st

er
 w

hi
ch

 re
su

lts
 in

 h
ig

h 
co

lli
ne

ar
ity

. 
Th

us
, t

hi
s v

ar
ia

bl
e 

w
as

 o
m

itt
ed

 fr
om

 th
e 

su
ba

na
ly

si
s.

d  R
ef

er
en

ce
 y

ea
r i

s 2
01

0



AIDS and Behavior

1 3

Supplementary information  The online version contains 
supplementary material available at https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-
022-03689-3.

Acknowledgements  Research reported in this publication was sup-
ported by the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Disease of 
the National Institutes of Health under award number R01-AI127232. 
The authors thank Brian Minalga for reviewing and providing com-
ments on the manuscript. They also thank Amy Bennet and the Disease 
Intervention Specialists at Public Health—Seattle & King County.

Authors’ contributions  Conceptualization: DMT, RPK, JTH; Data Cu-
ration: SNG, JH, RL, SB; Methodology: DMT, SNG, JH, MRG, RPK, 
JTH; Formal analysis and writing original draft: DMT; All authors re-
viewed, edited and approved of the manuscript prior to submission.

Funding  Research reported in this publication was supported by the 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Disease of the National 
Institutes of Health under award number R01-AI127232.

Availability of data, material, code  Not applicable.

Declarations

Conflict of interest  The authors have no conflicts of interest to report.

Ethics approval  This study received ethics approval from the Washing-
ton State and University of Washington Institutional Review Boards.

Consent for publication  Not applicable.

References

1.	 Golden MR, Lechtenberg R, Glick SN, Dombrowski J, Duchin 
J, Reuer JR, et al. Outbreak of Human Immunodeficiency Virus 
Infection Among Heterosexual Persons Who Are Living Home-
less and Inject Drugs — Seattle, Washington, 2018. MMWR 
Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2019 Apr 19;68(15):344–9.

2.	 Cranston K, Alpren C, John B, Dawson E, Roosevelt K, Burrage 
A, et al. Notes from the Field: HIV Diagnoses Among Persons 
Who Inject Drugs — Northeastern Massachusetts, 2015–2018. 
MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2019 Mar;15(10):253–4. 68(.

3.	 Philadelphia Department of Public Health. HIV Spread 
Among People who Inject Drugs. CHART. 2018. p.  3(4): 1–4. 
Available from: https://medium.com/@PHLPublicHealth/
hiv-spread-among-people-who-inject-drugs-17a36ee1e323.

4.	 Tookes H, Bartholomew T. Outbreak of HIV infection linked to 
injection drug use among persons experiencing homelessness - 
Miami, FL. 2019 National HIV Prevention Conference. Atlanta, 
GA.

5.	 Buskin SE, Erly SJ, Glick SN, Lechtenberg RJ, Kerani RP, Her-
beck JT, et al. Detection and Response to an HIV Cluster: People 
Living Homeless and Using Drugs in Seattle, Washington. Am J 
Prev Med. 2021 Nov 1;61(5 Suppl 1):S160–9.

6.	 Aidala AA, Wilson MG, Shubert V, Gogolishvili D, Globerman 
J, Rueda S, et al. Housing Status, Medical Care, and Health Out-
comes Among People Living With HIV/AIDS: A Systematic 
Review. Am J Public Health. 2016 Jan;106(1):e1–23.

Additionally, since the time between HIV acquisition and 
diagnosis is variable, we are unable to determine if this 
misclassification is differential or non-differential and are 
unable to predict the direction of misclassification bias. 
Cluster-based analyses are also vulnerable to confound-
ing by sampling coverage and time from HIV acquisition 
to sample collection. Our measure of early HIV (CD4 
count > 500 cells/mm3 at diagnosis) is imperfect, and thus 
there may be residual confounding by time from acquisition 
to sample collection. Last, Since King County was one of 
the first counties in the U.S. to achieve the UNAIDS 90-90-
90 targets, and has been experiencing an overall decline in 
HIV incidence since 2014, these findings may not be gener-
alizable to other regions of the US.[1].

Our findings highlight that people experiencing unstable 
housing or living homeless in King County are dispropor-
tionately impacted by HIV, but do not have an increased 
likelihood of onward HIV transmission or being identified 
in genetic clusters compared to PLWH with stable housing. 
These findings underscore the importance of prioritizing 
HIV interventions for people experiencing unstable hous-
ing, and run counter to prejudicial stereotypes about people 
who live homeless and their role in HIV transmission. To 
date, HIV prevention and strategies to retain people liv-
ing homeless in HIV care across the US have included: the 
provision of on-site medication storage (or “lockers”) for 
PrEP and ART medicines, accessible syringe services and 
outreach programs, mobile ART/PrEP delivery, integrated 
housing and HIV services, low barrier HIV care clinics, and 
access to medical providers with whom individuals living 
homeless feel safe and respected.[28–31] Existing studies 
also highlight the importance of upstream interventions, 
such as rental assistance, housing-first and rapid supportive 
housing models to improve outcomes among people newly 
diagnosed with HIV.[32–37] Future areas of research should 
examine modifiable factors that may increase likelihood of 
HIV outbreaks among homeless communities—such as 
encampment sweeps, during which people’s possessions, 
including medicines (PrEP, ART, naloxone), and safe injec-
tion supplies are lost—as well as interventions that increase 
access to biomedical interventions and engagement in care.

Abbreviations
AOR	� adjusted odds ratio
ART	� antiretroviral treatment
CI	� confidence interval
HIV	� human immunodeficiency virus
MSM	� men who have sex with men
NHSS	� National HIV Surveillance System
PrEP	� pre-exposure prophylaxis
PR/RT	� protease/reverse transcriptase
PWID	� people who inject drugs

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10461-022-03689-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10461-022-03689-3
https://medium.com/@PHLPublicHealth/hiv-spread-among-people-who-inject-drugs-17a36ee1e323
https://medium.com/@PHLPublicHealth/hiv-spread-among-people-who-inject-drugs-17a36ee1e323


AIDS and Behavior

1 3

epidemiology/~/media/depts/health/communicable-diseases/
documents/hivstd/2020-hiv-aids-epidemiology-annual-report.
ashx.

23.	 U.S. People Living with HIV Caucus. Open Letter to the CDC: 
Networks of People Living with HIV Demand a Moratorium 
on Molecular HIV Surveillance. 2021. Available from: https://
actionnetwork.org/forms/open-letter-to-the-cdc-we-demand-
a-moratorium-on-molecular-hiv-surveillance?&source=twit
ter.

24.	 Trejo A, Mcclelland A. Molecular HIV, Surveillance. A 
Global Review of Human Rights Implications. 2021. Avail-
able from: https://www.hivjusticeworldwide.org/wp-content/
uploads/2021/10/HJWW-MHS-Paper-English-Final.pdf.

25.	 Shook A, Buskin SE, Golden M, Dombrowski JC, Herbeck J, 
Lechtenberg RJ, et al. Community and Provider Perspectives on 
Molecular HIV Surveillance and Cluster Detection and Response 
for HIV Prevention: Findings from King County, WA. J Assoc 
Nurses AIDS Care. 2021;(In Press).

26.	 Bernard EJ, McClelland A, Cardell B, Chung C, Castro-Bojorquez 
M, French M, et al. We Are People, Not Clusters! Vol. 20, Ameri-
can Journal of Bioethics. Routledge; 2020, p. 1–4.

27.	 The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. HIV Criminal-
ization and Ending the HIV Epidemic. Available from: https://
www.cdc.gov/hiv/policies/law/criminalization-ehe.html.

28.	 Beima-Sofie K, Begnel ER, Golden MR, Moore A, Ramchandani 
M, Dombrowski JC. “It’s Me as a Person, Not Me the Disease”: 
Patient Perceptions of an HIV Care Model Designed to Engage 
Persons with Complex Needs. AIDS Patient Care STDS. 2020 
Jun;1(6):267–74. 34(.

29.	 Iyengar S, Kravietz A, Bartholomew TS, Forrest D, Tookes HE. 
Baseline differences in characteristics and risk behaviors among 
people who inject drugs by syringe exchange program modality: 
An analysis of the Miami IDEA syringe exchange. Harm Reduct 
J. 2019 Jan 23;16(1).

30.	 Clemenzi-Allen AA, Hickey M, Conte M, Das D, Geng E, 
Riley E, et al. Improving Care Outcomes for PLWH Experienc-
ing Homelessness and Unstable Housing: a Synthetic Review 
of Clinic-Based Strategies. Vol.  17. Current/AIDS Reports: 
Springer; 2020. pp. 259–67.

31.	 Imbert E. POP-UP clinic: A multicomponent model of care for 
people living with HIV (PLHIV) who experience homelessness 
or unstable housing (HUH). In: International AIDS Conference. 
San Francisco Bay Area, CA; 2020.

32.	 Hawk M, Maulsby C, Enobun B, Kinsky S, AIDS United Reten-
tion in Care Intervention Team. HIV Treatment Cascade by 
Housing Status at Enrollment: Results from a Retention in Care 
Cohort. AIDS Behav. 2019 Mar;23(3):765–75.

33.	 Wolitski RJ, Kidder DP, Pals SL, Royal S, Aidala A, Stall R, et al. 
Randomized trial of the effects of housing assistance on the health 
and risk behaviors of homeless and unstably housed people living 
with HIV. AIDS Behav. 2010 Jun;14(3):493–503.

34.	 Bowen EA, Canfield J, Moore S, Hines M, Hartke B, Radem-
acher C. Predictors of CD4 health and viral suppression outcomes 
for formerly homeless people living with HIV/AIDS in scattered 
site supportive housing. AIDS Care. 2017;29(11):1458–62.

35.	 Kidder DP, Wolitski RJ, Royal S, Aidala A, Courtenay-Quirk C, 
Holtgrave DR, et al. Access to housing as a structural interven-
tion for homeless and unstably housed people living with HIV: 
rationale, methods, and implementation of the housing and health 
study. AIDS Behav. 2007 Nov;11(6 Suppl):149–61.

36.	 Zhong Y, Beattie CM, Rojas J, Farquhar XP, Brown PA, Wiewel 
EW. Enrollment Length. Service Category, and HIV Health 
Outcomes Among Low-Income HIV-Positive Persons Newly 
Enrolled in a Housing Program, New York City, 2014–2017. Am 
J Public Health. 2020 Jul;1(7):1068–75. 110(.

7.	 Harris RA, Xue X, Selwyn PA. Housing Stability and Medica-
tion Adherence among HIV-Positive Individuals in Antiretroviral 
Therapy: A Meta-Analysis of Observational Studies in the United 
States. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2017 Mar 1;74(3):309–17.

8.	 Terzian AS, Irvine MK, Hollod LM, Lim S, Rojas J, Shepard 
CW. Effect of HIV Housing Services on Engagement in Care 
and Treatment, New York City, 2011. AIDS Behav. 2015 Nov 
29;19(11):2087–96.

9.	 Galárraga O, Rana A, Rahman M, Cohen M, Adimora AA, Sos-
anya O, et al. The effect of unstable housing on HIV treatment 
biomarkers: An instrumental variables approach. Soc Sci Med. 
2018 Oct;214:70–82.

10.	 Riley ED, Vittinghoff E, Koss CA, Christopoulos KA, Clemenzi-
Allen A, Dilworth SE, et al. Housing First: Unsuppressed Viral 
Load Among Women Living with HIV in San Francisco. AIDS 
Behav. 2019 Sep;23(9):2326–36.

11.	 Clemenzi-Allen A, Geng E, Christopoulos K, Hammer H, Buch-
binder S, Havlir D, et al. Degree of Housing Instability Shows 
Independent “Dose-Response” With Virologic Suppression Rates 
Among People Living With Human Immunodeficiency Virus. 
Open forum Infect Dis. 2018 Mar;5(3):ofy035.

12.	 Shubert V. Housing as Health Care for People with HIV: Impact 
of NYC’s housing intervention on HIV health outcomes. In: 
International AIDS Conference. San Francisco Bay Area, CA; 
2020.

13.	 Khanijow K, Hirozawa A, Ancock B, Hsu LC, Bamberger J, 
Schwarcz SK. Difference in Survival between Housed and Home-
less individuals with HIV, San Francisco, 2002–2011. J Health 
Care Poor Underserved. 2015 Aug;26(3):1005–18.

14.	 Lim S, Harris TG, Nash D, Lennon MC, Thorpe LE. All-cause, 
drug-related, and HIV-related mortality risk by trajectories of jail 
incarceration and homelessness among adults in New York City. 
Am J Epidemiol. 2015 Feb;15(4):261–70. 181(.

15.	 Hood J, Kerr M, Buskin S. Homelessness among Populations 
Most Affected by HIV. HIV/AIDS Epidemiology Report 2018. 
Seattle WA. Available from: https://www.kingcounty.gov/depts/
health/communicable-diseases/hiv-std/patients/~/media/depts/
health/communicable-diseases/documents/hivstd/2018-hiv-aids-
epidemiology-annual-report.ashx.

16.	 Dewolf Z, Winslow D, Demirel S, Putnam M, Yafali J-P, Valdez 
M, et al. Count Us In 2018: Seattle/King County Point-In-Time 
Count of Persons Experiencing Homelessness. Available from: 
www.allhomekc.orgwww.appliedsurveyresearch.org.

17.	 King County One Night Count. Summary of 2015 Data. Available 
from: http://allhomekc.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/2015-
KC-ONC-numbers.pdf.

18.	 Poon AFY. Impacts and shortcomings of genetic clustering 
methods for infectious disease outbreaks. Virus Evol. 2016 Jul 
20;2(2):vew031.

19.	 Volz EM, Koopman JS, Ward MJ, Brown AL, Frost SDW. Sim-
ple epidemiological dynamics explain phylogenetic clustering 
of HIV from patients with recent infection. PLoS Comput Biol. 
2012;8(6):e1002552.

20.	 Katoh K, Standley DM. MAFFT Multiple Sequence Alignment 
Software Version 7: Improvements in Performance and Usability. 
Mol Biol Evol. 2013 Apr 1;30(4):772–80.

21.	 Wertheim JO, Kosakovsky Pond SL, Forgione LA, Mehta 
SR, Murrell B, Shah S, et al. Social and Genetic Networks 
of HIV-1 Transmission in New York City. PLoS Pathog. 
2017;13(1):e1006000.

22.	 HIV/AIDS Epidemiology Unit Public Health – Seattle & King 
County and the Infectious Disease Assessment Unit Washington 
State Department of Health. HIV/ AIDS Epidemiology Report. 
2020, Volume  89. Available from: https://www.kingcounty.
gov/depts/health/communicable-diseases/hiv-std/patients/

https://www.kingcounty.gov/depts/health/communicable-diseases/hiv-std/patients/epidemiology/~/media/depts/health/communicable-diseases/documents/hivstd/2020-hiv-aids-epidemiology-annual-report.ashx
https://www.kingcounty.gov/depts/health/communicable-diseases/hiv-std/patients/epidemiology/~/media/depts/health/communicable-diseases/documents/hivstd/2020-hiv-aids-epidemiology-annual-report.ashx
https://www.kingcounty.gov/depts/health/communicable-diseases/hiv-std/patients/epidemiology/~/media/depts/health/communicable-diseases/documents/hivstd/2020-hiv-aids-epidemiology-annual-report.ashx
https://actionnetwork.org/forms/open-letter-to-the-cdc-we-demand-a-moratorium-on-molecular-hiv-surveillance?&source=twitter
https://actionnetwork.org/forms/open-letter-to-the-cdc-we-demand-a-moratorium-on-molecular-hiv-surveillance?&source=twitter
https://actionnetwork.org/forms/open-letter-to-the-cdc-we-demand-a-moratorium-on-molecular-hiv-surveillance?&source=twitter
https://actionnetwork.org/forms/open-letter-to-the-cdc-we-demand-a-moratorium-on-molecular-hiv-surveillance?&source=twitter
https://www.hivjusticeworldwide.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/HJWW-MHS-Paper-English-Final.pdf
https://www.hivjusticeworldwide.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/HJWW-MHS-Paper-English-Final.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/hiv/policies/law/criminalization-ehe.html
https://www.cdc.gov/hiv/policies/law/criminalization-ehe.html
https://www.kingcounty.gov/depts/health/communicable-diseases/hiv-std/patients/~/media/depts/health/communicable-diseases/documents/hivstd/2018-hiv-aids-epidemiology-annual-report.ashx
https://www.kingcounty.gov/depts/health/communicable-diseases/hiv-std/patients/~/media/depts/health/communicable-diseases/documents/hivstd/2018-hiv-aids-epidemiology-annual-report.ashx
https://www.kingcounty.gov/depts/health/communicable-diseases/hiv-std/patients/~/media/depts/health/communicable-diseases/documents/hivstd/2018-hiv-aids-epidemiology-annual-report.ashx
https://www.kingcounty.gov/depts/health/communicable-diseases/hiv-std/patients/~/media/depts/health/communicable-diseases/documents/hivstd/2018-hiv-aids-epidemiology-annual-report.ashx
http://www.allhomekc.orgwww.appliedsurveyresearch.org
http://allhomekc.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/2015-KC-ONC-numbers.pdf
http://allhomekc.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/2015-KC-ONC-numbers.pdf
https://www.kingcounty.gov/depts/health/communicable-diseases/hiv-std/patients/epidemiology/~/media/depts/health/communicable-diseases/documents/hivstd/2020-hiv-aids-epidemiology-annual-report.ashx
https://www.kingcounty.gov/depts/health/communicable-diseases/hiv-std/patients/epidemiology/~/media/depts/health/communicable-diseases/documents/hivstd/2020-hiv-aids-epidemiology-annual-report.ashx


AIDS and Behavior

1 3

Ill homeless adults compared to usual care. Health Serv Res. 2012 
Feb;47(1 PART 2):523–43.

Publisher’s note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to juris-
dictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

37.	 Basu A, Kee R, Buchanan D, Sadowski LS. Comparative cost 
analysis of housing and case management program for chronically 


	﻿Molecular Epidemiology of Individuals Experiencing Unstable Housing or Living Homeless at HIV Diagnosis: Analysis of HIV Surveillance Data in King County, Washington
	﻿Abstract
	﻿Introduction
	﻿Methods
	﻿Results
	﻿Discussion
	﻿References


