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Abstract 1 

Introduction:  2 

In sub-Saharan Africa, migrants are more likely to be HIV seropositive and viremic than 3 

non-migrants. However, little is known about HIV prevalence and viremia in non-4 

migrants living in households with in- or out-migration events. We compared HIV 5 

outcomes in non-migrating persons in households with and without migration events 6 

using data from the Rakai Community Cohort Study (RCCS), an open population-based 7 

cohort in Uganda 8 

 9 

Methods:  10 

We analyzed RCCS survey data from one survey round collected between August 2016 11 

and May 2018 from non-migrating participants aged 15–49. Migrant households were 12 

classified as those reporting ≥1 member moving into or out of the household since the 13 

prior survey. A validated rapid test algorithm determined HIV serostatus. HIV viremia 14 

was defined as >1,000 copies/mL. Modified Poisson regression was used to estimate 15 

associations between household migration and HIV outcomes, with results reported as 16 

adjusted prevalence ratios (adjPR) with 95% confidence intervals (95%CI). Analyses 17 

were stratified by gender, direction of migration (into/out of the household), and 18 

relationship between non-migrants and migrants (e.g., spouse). 19 

 20 

Results:  21 

There were 14,599 non-migrants (7,654, 52% women) identified in 9,299 households. 22 

4,415 (30%) lived in a household with ≥1 recent migrant; of these, 972(22%) had 23 

migrant spouses, 1,102(25%) migrant children, and 875(20%) migrant siblings. Overall, 24 

HIV prevalence and viremia did not differ between non-migrants in migrant and non-25 

migrant households. However, in stratified analyses, non-migrant women with migrant 26 

spouses were significantly more likely to be HIV seropositive compared to non-migrant 27 

women with non-migrant spouses (adjPR:1.44, 95%CI:1.21-1.71). Conversely, non-28 

migrant mothers living with HIV who had migrant children were less likely to be viremic 29 

(adjPR:0.34, 95%CI:0.13-0.86). Among non-migrant men living with HIV, spousal 30 

migration was associated with a non-significant increased risk of viremia (adjPR:1.37, 31 

95%CI:0.94-1.99). Associations did not typically differ for migration into or out of the 32 

household. 33 

 34 

Conclusions:  35 

Household migration was associated with HIV outcomes for certain non-migrants, 36 

suggesting that the context of household migration influences the observed association 37 

with HIV outcomes. In particular, non-migrating women with migrating spouses were 38 

more likely to have substantially higher HIV burden. Non-migrants with migrant spouses 39 

may benefit from additional support when accessing HIV services.40 
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Introduction 41 

Across sub-Saharan Africa, migrants have higher HIV prevalence and incidence 42 

compared to non-migrants, and are less likely to be virally suppressed if living with 43 

HIV.[1–4] However, there is limited data on the impact of migration on HIV outcomes 44 

among non-migrants who remain behind or who welcome migrants into their 45 

households. 46 

There is reason to believe that migration of a household member could lead to 47 

increased risk of HIV acquisition and viremia among non-migrants. Migration can be 48 

stressful due to changes in resources and relationships.[5–8] Studies have shown that 49 

some individuals cope with increased stress by adopting riskier sexual behaviors, which 50 

may result in higher risk of HIV acquisition.[9–12] Migration of a partner can precipitate 51 

or follow changes in relationship status.[5,13,14] Separation from partners[15,16], and 52 

reduced parental supervision[6] can also lead to risky sexual behaviors and, in turn, 53 

potential increased HIV acquisition risk. Furthermore, migration may change who in the 54 

household provides care to those living with HIV or what resources are available.[5] 55 

Caregivers are often family members provide a range of instrumental and emotional 56 

support, which has been linked to improved adherence to antiretroviral therapy.[17–21] 57 

Out-migration may result in changes to caregiving and may place those living with HIV 58 

at greater risk of viremia if there is reduced care coordination or less care support for 59 

the non-migrant. 60 

The nature of the relationship between a migrant and a non-migrant may determine how 61 

disruptive migration is for the non-migrant, and, as a result, differentially influence HIV 62 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 10, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.08.23299745doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.08.23299745


2 

 

prevalence and viremia. Most prior studies examining the impact of migration on HIV 63 

among non-migrant residents have focused only on spouses with out-migrant 64 

partners.[15,16,22,23] Some studies found that non-migrant partners of migrants were 65 

more likely to report additional sexual partners[15,24] but this can vary by gender.[16] In 66 

addition, non-migrants with migrant partners were more likely to attribute additional HIV 67 

risk to their partner’s behavior rather than their own.[1,25] In Tanzania, Kishamawe et 68 

al. found higher HIV prevalence and incidence among men with wives who were mobile 69 

and frequently away compared to resident men with resident wives.[15] Few studies 70 

have considered how migration of other household members, such as children or 71 

siblings, may indirectly impact HIV outcomes.[18,26]  72 

We evaluated whether non-migrants who experienced a recent migration event into or 73 

out of the household were more likely to be HIV seropositive and, if HIV seropositive, to 74 

be viremic, compared to residents in households with no recent history of migration. We 75 

stratified data by the relationship between the migrant and non-migrant to determine 76 

which relationships were more closely linked to HIV outcomes. We hypothesized that: (i) 77 

non-migrant women in households with a recent out-migration event were more likely to 78 

be HIV seropositive; and (ii) non-migrant men and women with migrant spouses would 79 

be more likely to be HIV seropositive and, if HIV seropositive, more likely to be viremic. 80 

Methods 81 

Study population and setting 82 

We used cross-sectional data from the Rakai Community Cohort Study (RCCS) 83 

collected between August 2016 and May 2018 across 41 communities (37 inland, 4 84 
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fishing communities). The RCCS is an open population-based cohort set in a semi-rural 85 

region of south-central Uganda.[27] The RCCS first conducts a census to enumerate 86 

everyone in a household regardless of age and presence at time of census. The census 87 

collects information on their relationship to the head of the household and any 88 

movements into or out of the household since the last census. For migrants, a specific 89 

census mobility form records additional information including origin, destination, and 90 

reason for migration. Next, a survey collects demographic and self-reported sexual 91 

behaviors from residents between 15-49 years who have lived in the community for at 92 

least 6 months or at least one month with intention to stay longer. Duration of residency 93 

in the household and migration into or out of the household is confirmed at the time of 94 

survey. In addition, rapid HIV testing and counseling are offered, and blood samples are 95 

drawn to determine HIV status and viral load. 96 

To evaluate the impact of migration on non-migrants, we restricted our analytic sample 97 

to non-migrating RCCS participants who consented to being surveyed and tested for 98 

HIV. Non-migrants were defined as survey-eligible participants who reported not moving 99 

or migrating since their last survey. 100 

 101 

Exposure 102 

Our primary exposure of interest was migration in the household. In-migrants were 103 

defined as those who had migrated into the household from another community with the 104 

intention to stay or had already stayed for at least six months. Out-migrants were those 105 

who migrated out of the household to another community with the intention to stay in 106 
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their destination community. Communities were classified based on community 107 

boundaries defined when the cohort was established in 1994. Migration was assessed 108 

using survey data for those eligible and using the mobility form in the census for 109 

everyone else. Individuals who reported moving within communities, circular migration, 110 

or returning to communities, were classified as mobile and excluded from the analysis. 111 

Such movements over smaller distances or return migration back to the community 112 

were theorized to be less disruptive than migrating between communities. 113 

 114 

Households were categorized into four groups based on the direction of migration into 115 

the household: (i) no-migration households, where no recent migration event was 116 

documented; (ii) in-migration only households, where member(s) migrated into the 117 

household and no members migrated out; (iii) out-migration only households, where 118 

member(s) migrated out and no member(s) migrated into the household; and (iv) 119 

bidirectional migration households, where member(s) migrated in and member(s) 120 

migrated out.  121 

 122 

Relationship sub-analyses 123 

Sub-analyses were conducted for different non-migrant and migrant relationships. 124 

Relationships were coded based on the most recent household roster (Table S1). Three 125 

relationships were evaluated: (i) non-migrants in long-term stable relationships (e.g., 126 

marriage), referred to as spouses, whose spouses migrate compared to non-migrants 127 

with spouses who do not migrate; (ii) non-migrant parents who have one or more 128 
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migrant children compared to non-migrant parents whose children do not migrate; and 129 

(iii) non-migrants who have one or more migrant siblings compared to non-migrants 130 

whose siblings do not migrate. The direction of migration, i.e., into or out of the 131 

household, was not considered in relationship sub-analyses as the sample size was too 132 

small. 133 

 134 

Outcomes 135 

Our primary outcomes were HIV seropositivity among all non-migrants and HIV viremia 136 

among HIV-positive non-migrants. HIV status was determined using a validated testing 137 

algorithm which included three rapid tests and enzyme immunoassays or polymerase 138 

chain reaction (PCR) confirmation.[28] HIV viral loads were measured using Abbott 139 

RealTime assays, and individuals with ≥1,000 copies/mL classified as having HIV 140 

viremia.[29] 141 

 142 

Statistical methods 143 

We first compared the demographics and self-reported sexual behaviors across the four 144 

types of migrant households (no-migration, in-migration only, out-migration only and 145 

bidirectional) for men and women separately using Kruskal-Wallis tests and chi-square 146 

tests for continuous and categorical variables, respectively. 147 

Next, we assessed the relationship between household migration and our two outcomes 148 

using univariate and multivariate Poisson regression models with robust standard 149 
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errors.[30] Separate regressions were fitted for men and women because biological, 150 

social and structural correlates of HIV seropositivity and viremia differ between these 151 

groups.[31–34]. Measures of association were reported as prevalence ratios (PR) with 152 

95% confidence intervals (95%CI). 153 

To account for differences in demographics across no-, in-, out- and bi-directional 154 

households, we used multivariate regressions adjusted for demographic confounders 155 

based on observed differences across type of migrant household in bivariate analyses 156 

and previous research linking them to higher HIV prevalence. Potential confounders 157 

included age group[27], educational attainment, marital status[35], proportion of 158 

household members under 15 years, and residency in an inland or fishing 159 

community.[27]  160 

We conducted several sensitivity analyses. For HIV viremia, we reduced the threshold 161 

from 1000 copies/mL to 400 copies/mL. To determine if the direction of migration in 162 

relationship sub-analyses mattered, we stratified relationship regressions by the 163 

direction of migration (in- or out-) and compared them to no-migration relationships. 164 

Relationship analyses were also stratified for fishing and inland communities, as fishing 165 

communities have substantially higher HIV prevalence and a different demographic 166 

profile than RCCS agrarian and trading communities.[27] Analyses used Stata 17[36] 167 

and R version 4.0.4.[37] 168 

 169 

Ethics 170 
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The RCCS protocol has approval from the Ugandan Virus Research Institute Research 171 

Ethics Committee (GC/127/19/11/137), Uganda National Council for Science and 172 

Technology (HS 540), Johns Hopkins School of Medicine IRB (IRB00217467), and 173 

Western IRB, Olympia Washington (Protocol #20031318). All participants provided 174 

written informed consent. 175 

 176 

Results 177 

Participant characteristics 178 

At census, 22,086 non-migrant eligible residents out of 30,192 were identified, of whom 179 

14,599 (7,654 women) participated in the RCCS and were included in the final analytic 180 

sample (Figure 1). Most individuals who did not participate were away for school or 181 

work (7,087/7,487; 95%). Of those present at time of survey, 243 (1.6%) refused to 182 

participate. Non-participants were significantly more likely to be men (58% vs. 48% 183 

p<0.001), living in fishing communities (23% vs. 22% p=0.019) and younger (median 184 

age: 25 vs. 31, p<0.001). 185 

 186 

Of the 14,599 non-migrants, 70% (10,184) lived in households with no recent migration 187 

events (no-migration households). Among the remaining households, there were 4,064 188 

migration events accounting for 21% of all migration events identified in the RCCS 189 

during the survey period (Figure S1, Figure 2). Most individuals lived in households with 190 

one (68.6%; 3030/4415) or two migration events (22.0%; 970/4415). Among the 30% 191 

(4,415/10,184) of participants living in households with at least one migration event, 9% 192 
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(1,271) lived in in-migration households; 18% (2,558) in out-migration households; and 193 

4% (586) were in bidirectional households. 194 

 195 

For both men and women, non-migrants in out-migration only households were younger 196 

and more likely to be previously married compared to non-migrants in no-migration 197 

households (Table 1). Sexual behaviors did not vary by type or directionality of 198 

migration within the household (Table S2). 199 

 200 
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201 

Figure 1. Study flowchart 202 

 203 

22,086 non-migrant residents  
with no recent history of

migration between 15 and 49 years
of age

14,874 census-eligible residents  
were located at time of survey

14,599 non-migrants in HIV prevalence analytic dataset  
4,415 (30%) non-migrants had a migration event in their household  

7,717 non-migrants in spouse dataset  
972 (13%) non-migrant spouses had migrant spouses

6,745 (87%) non-migrant spouses had resident spouses

10,764 non-migrants in parents dataset  
1,102 (10%) non-migrant parents had migrant children  
9,662 (90%) non-migrant parents had resident children

2,877 non-migrants in siblings dataset  
875 (30%) non-migrant siblings had migrant siblings  

2002 (70%) non-migrant siblings had resident siblings

Relationship sub-analyses

Analysis 1: HIV prevalence

2,598 HIV seropositive non-migrants

11 excluded
11 missing VL 

Analysis 2: HIV viral load

2,587 non-migrants in viral load analytic dataset  
749 (29%) residents had a migration event in their household  

1,420 non-migrants in spouse dataset  
250 (18%) non-migrant spouses had migrant spouses

1,170 (82%) non-migrant spouses had resident spouses

1,766 non-migrants in the parent dataset  
255 (14%) non-migrant parents had migrant children  

1,511 (86%) non-migrant parents had resident children

129 non-migrants in the sibling dataset  
47 (36%) non-migrant siblings had migrant siblings  
82 (64%) non-migrant siblings had resident siblings

Relationship sub-analyses

7,212 individuals were away from
community at time of survey  

7,087 were away at school or work  
125 were away for other reasons

275 excluded 
243 refused to participate  

26 missing HIV testing results  
6 missing questionnaires  
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of 14,599 non-migrant residents in HIV 204 

prevalence analytic dataset stratified by presence and type of migration in the 205 

household. 206 

  
No 

migrationa 
In-migration 

onlya 
Out-migration 

onlya 
Bidirectional 
migrationa 

Men (n=6,945)         
Number of men 4,722 693 1,202 328 
Education 

    None - primary 3,263 (69.1) 489 (70.6) 824 (68.6) 215 (65.5) 
Secondary School 1,172 (24.8) 160 (23.1) 324 (27.0) 97 (29.6) 
Beyond SS 287 (6.1) 44 (6.3) 54 (4.5) 16 (4.9) 

Age (yrs) 31 (23, 39) 29 (23, 37) 27 (18, 40) 29 (22, 39) 
Age category 

    15-19 yrs 807 (17.1) 109 (15.7) 345 (28.7) 60 (18.3) 
20-24 yrs 587 (12.4) 112 (16.2) 193 (16.1) 47 (14.3) 
25-29 yrs 674 (14.3) 139 (20.1) 116 (9.7) 58 (17.7) 
30-34 yrs 826 (17.5) 115 (16.6) 115 (9.6) 52 (15.9) 
35-39 yrs 748 (15.8) 96 (13.9) 116 (9.7) 36 (11.0) 
40-44 yrs 674 (14.3) 72 (10.4) 151 (12.6) 41 (12.5) 
45-49 yrs 406 (8.6) 50 (7.2) 166 (13.8) 34 (10.4) 

Marital status 
    Currently married 2,626 (55.6) 477 (68.8) 421 (35.0) 211 (64.3) 

Prev. married 615 (13.0) 36 (5.2) 228 (19.0) 25 (7.6) 
Never married 1,481 (31.4) 180 (26.0) 553 (46.0) 92 (28.0) 

HH size 4.0 (2.0, 6.5) 3.5 (2.5, 6.5) 5.5 (3.0, 8.0) 5.0 (3.0, 8.5) 
Proportion of HH <15 
years 

0.4 0.4 0.3 0.3 
(0.0, 0.6) (0.0, 0.5) (0.0, 0.5) (0.0, 0.5) 

Resides in fishing 
community 1,189 (25.2) 237 (34.2) 221 (18.4) 107 (32.6) 

Women (n=7,654)         
Number of women 5,462 578 1,356 258 
Education 

    None - primary 3,378 (61.8) 358 (61.9) 853 (62.9) 123 (47.7) 
Secondary school 1,714 (31.4) 187 (32.4) 435 (32.1) 102 (39.5) 
Beyond SS 370 (6.8) 33 (5.7) 68 (5.0) 33 (12.8) 

Age (yrs) 30 (23, 37) 32 (24, 38) 34 (20, 42) 34 (24, 40) 
Age category 

    15-19 yrs 796 (14.6) 93 (16.1) 317 (23.4) 46 (17.8) 
20-24 yrs 780 (14.3) 61 (10.6) 120 (8.8) 21 (8.1) 
25-29 yrs 1,005 (18.4) 78 (13.5) 92 (6.8) 29 (11.2) 
30-34 yrs 1,025 (18.8) 111 (19.2) 159 (11.7) 38 (14.7) 
35-39 yrs 897 (16.4) 118 (20.4) 213 (15.7) 55 (21.3) 
40-44 yrs 645 (11.8) 75 (13.0) 258 (19.0) 41 (15.9) 
45-49 yrs 314 (5.7) 42 (7.3) 197 (14.5) 28 (10.9) 

Marital status 
    Currently married 3,450 (63.2) 341 (59.0) 576 (42.5) 133 (51.6) 

Prev. married 936 (17.1) 111 (19.2) 328 (24.2) 59 (22.9) 
Never married 1,076 (19.7) 126 (21.8) 452 (33.3) 66 (25.6) 

HH size 5.0 (3.0, 7.0) 5.5 (3.5, 7.0) 6.5 (4.5, 8.0) 7.0 (5.0, 9.5) 
Proportion of HH <15 
years 

0.5 0.4 0.4 0.4 
(0.3, 0.6) (0.3, 0.6) (0.3, 0.5) (0.3, 0.5) 

Resides in fishing 
community 1,029 (18.8) 157 (27.2) 162 (11.9) 42 (16.3) 

SS = Secondary School; yrs = years; Prev. = previously; HH= household 207 
aStatistics presented: n(%); Median (Q1, Q3) 208 
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Prevalence of HIV among non-migrants in households with migration and without 209 

migration 210 

The overall prevalence of HIV among non-migrants was 18% (2,598/14,599), with 211 

women more likely than men to be living with HIV (20% vs. 15%; PR:1.29 (95%CI:1.20-212 

1.39)). Depending on the direction of migration, non-migrant women in-migration 213 

households had a prevalence of HIV ranging from 15-25% compared to 20% in non-214 

migrant women in no-migration households. For non-migrant men living in households 215 

with migration, HIV prevalence ranged from 15-17% compared to 16% in no-migration 216 

households (Table 2). 217 

 218 

 219 

 220 

 221 

 222 

 223 

 224 

 225 

 226 

 227 

 228 

 229 

 230 

 231 

 232 
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Table 2. Crude and adjusted prevalence ratios for HIV status and HIV viremia 233 

among non-migrating persons aged 15-49 in households which experienced a 234 

migration event.  235 

  HIV seropositive HIV viremia 

 

n/N(%) Crude PR 

(95%CI) 
Adjusted PR 

(95%CI) 
n/N(%) Crude PR 

(95%CI) 
Adjusted PR 

(95%CI) 
Men             
No-migration (ref) 752/4722 1 1 139/1089 1 1 

 
(16) [1,1] [1,1] (13) [1,1] [1,1] 

       In-migration only 120/693 1.09 1.04 11/140 0.93 0.94 

 
(17) [0.91,1.30] [0.89,1.22] (7.9) [0.65,1.33] [0.663,1.325] 

       Out-migration only 150/1202 0.78** 0.96 21/255 0.95 0.87 

 
(12) [0.67,0.92] [0.83,1.12] (8.2) [0.69,1.30] [0.64,1.19] 

       Bidirectional 49/328 0.94 0.93 4/39 1.20 1.3 

 
(15) [0.72,1.22] [0.73,1.18] (10) [0.76,1.90] [0.79,2.13] 

       
Observations 6945 6945 6945 1064 1064 1064 
P-valuea 0.006     0.10     
Women             
No-migration (ref) 1090/5462 1 1 182/749 1 1 

 
(20) [1,1] [1,1] (24) [1,1] [1,1] 

       In-migration only 142/578 1.23** 1.05 27/119 0.62 0.73 

 
(25) [1.06,1.43] [0.92,1.21] (23) [0.34,1.11] [0.41,1.31] 

       Out-migration only 256/1356 0.95 0.93 34/148 0.65 0.7 

 
(19) [0.84,1.07] [0.83,1.04] (23) [0.42,1.00] [0.45,1.08] 

       Bidirectional 39/258 0.76 0.78 14/48 0.80 0.82 

 
(15) [0.56,1.02] [0.59,1.02] (29) [0.31,2.06] [0.33,2.04] 

       
Observations 7654 7654 7654 1523 1523 1523 
P-valuea 0.012     0.80     
Exponentiated coefficients, prevalence ratios; 95% confidence intervals in brackets 236 

* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 237 

Note: 238 
aStatistical tests performed: chi-square test of independence 239 
b4 men and 7 women were missing HIV viral loads measures. 240 

Model: adjusted for demographics (age category, education status, fishing or inland community, 241 

proportion of household members under 15 years, marital status) 242 

 243 

 244 

 245 

 246 
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Prevalence of HIV among non-migrants by relationship to migrating household 247 

member  248 

Next, we assessed whether HIV prevalence varied by relationship between the non-249 

migrant and migrant. In most cases, crude HIV seroprevalence was higher among non-250 

migrants with migrant spouses and children, and non-migrant women with migrant 251 

siblings (Table S3). We identified 972(19%) non-migrants with migrant spouses, 252 

1,102(22%) with migrant children, and with 875(17%) migrant siblings. Most other non-253 

migrant participants had either non-familial relationships (970, 19%) or relationships that 254 

could not be classified (Table S1).  255 

We found that HIV seroprevalence was significantly higher among non-migrant women 256 

with migrant spouses compared to married non-migrant women without migrant 257 

spouses (36% vs. 17%; adjPR:1.44; 95%CI:1.21-1.71, p<0.001; Figure 2, Table S3). 258 

This positive association between HIV seroprevalence and spousal migration was 259 

strong among non-migrant women living in inland (adjPR:1.79; 95%CI:1.37-2.33) 260 

whereas in fishing communities this association was no longer observed (adjPR:1.20; 261 

95%CI:0.97-1.47, Table S5). Non-migrant men and women with migrant spouses often 262 

cited relationship formation or dissolution as the reason for migration (79% (768/972)). 263 

However, when restricting analyses to currently married non-migrant women only, 264 

women with migrant spouses were still more likely to be HIV seropositive (adjPR:1.25; 265 

95%CI:0.98-1.59, p=0.07, Table S5). In analyses stratified by direction of migration, 266 

spouse outmigration was more strongly associated with HIV seroprevalence compared 267 

to spouse in-migration among non-migrant women (Figure 3).  268 
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Non-migrant men with migrant spouses also had higher HIV seroprevalence than non-269 

migrant men with spouses who did not migrate; however, after adjustment for non-270 

migrant participant demographics there was no longer any association between spousal 271 

migration and HIV serostatus. Similarly, child and sibling migration was not associated 272 

with HIV serostatus among non-migrant men or women after adjustment for non-migrant 273 

participant demographics (Figure 2). Parent and sibling regressions were adjusted for 274 

age, education, fishing community residence, proportion of household members under 275 

15 years, marital status, and spouse regressions were adjusted for demographics 276 

except for marital status. 277 

 278 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 10, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.08.23299745doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.08.23299745


15 

 

 279 

Figure 2. Crude and adjusted prevalence ratios for HIV status  and HIV viremia by relationship between migrant 280 

and non-migrant 281 
aCompared to spouses with non-migrating spouses 282 
bCompared to parents with non-migrating children 283 
cCompared to siblings with non-migrating siblings 284 

Note: Prevalence ratios presented with 95% confidence intervals, parent and sibling regressions were adjusted for demographics (age, education, 285 

fishing community residence, proportion of household members under 15 years, marital status) and spouse regressions were adjusted for 286 

demographics except for marital status. 287 
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Prevalence of HIV viremia among non-migrants in households with migration and 288 

without migration 289 

For viremia, 16.7% (432/2587) of HIV-seropositive non-migrants were viremic, with men 290 

more likely to be viremic than women (PR:2.10 95%CI:1.76-2.51). In adjusted analyses, 291 

direction of migration in the household was not associated with HIV prevalence 292 

irrespective of gender (Table 2). Among non-migrant men and women living with HIV, 293 

prevalence of viremia did not vary across direction of migration in the household in 294 

either crude or adjusted analyses.  295 

Prevalence of HIV viremia among non-migrants by relationship to migrating 296 

household member  297 

Prevalence of HIV viremia among HIV-positive non-migrants also varied by the 298 

relationship between non-migrant and migrants (Figure 2). For example, non-migrant 299 

men with migrant spouses were more likely to be viremic compared to non-migrant men 300 

with non-migrant spouses (28% vs. 18%; PR:1.57; 95%CI:1.15-2.16; adjPR:1.37; 301 

95%CI:0.94-1.99; Table S3), and this did not vary by direction of spousal migration 302 

(Figure 3, Table S6). In contrast, non-migrant mothers with migrant children were 303 

significantly less likely to be viremic (3% vs. 13%; adjPR:0.34; 95%CI:0.13-0.86, Table 304 

S3), although few (n=5/135) viremic non-migrant mothers had a migrant child.  305 
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306 

Figure 3. Crude and adjusted prevalence ratios for HIV and HIV viremia for 307 

relationship sub-analyses stratified by the direction of migration.  308 

aCompared to spouses with non-migrating spouses 309 
bCompared to parents with non-migrating children 310 
cCompared to siblings with non-migrating siblings 311 
Note: Prevalence ratios presented with 95% confidence intervals, parent and sibling regressions were 312 
adjusted for demographics (age, education, fishing community residence, proportion of household 313 
members under 15 years, marital status) and spouse regressions were adjusted for demographics except 314 
for marital status. Sibling regressions for HIV viremia were excluded due to limited sample size. 315 

Discussion 316 

We found that the relationship between household migration and non-migrant’s HIV 317 

outcome depends on the context (e.g., relationship between migrant and non-migrant, 318 

and gender). In most cases, there was no relationship. However, spouse and child 319 
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migration were linked to HIV prevalence and viremia: non-migrant women with migrant 320 

spouses were more likely to be living with HIV, and non-migrant men with migrant 321 

spouses were somewhat more likely to be viremic. In contrast, non-migrant mothers 322 

with migrant children were significantly less likely to be viremic. These findings suggest 323 

that the relationship between the migrant and the non-migrant is key to understanding 324 

the impact of household migration on HIV outcomes. 325 

 326 

Our results indicate that spouse migration is associated with higher prevalence of HIV 327 

for non-migrant women. As our analysis was cross-sectional, it is unclear if HIV 328 

seroconversion predates spouse migration so spouse migration may lead to higher risk 329 

of HIV acquisition, or if those living with HIV have a higher risk of spouse migration. 330 

Previous studies in Africa have suggested that non-migrant women with migrant 331 

spouses are more likely to be HIV seropositive as they and their partners are more likely 332 

to engage in sexual behavior that predisposes them to greater risk of acquiring 333 

HIV.[15,22] Similarly, as spouse migration is often associated with relationship 334 

formation and dissolution, our results may reflect changes in relationships. Marital 335 

dissolution is associated with higher HIV incidence[35] and greater instability for women 336 

living with HIV, leading to spouse migration.[13,38]  337 

 338 

Our findings also suggest that non-migrant men with migrant spouses may be more 339 

likely to be viremic regardless of whether spouses migrated in or out of the household. 340 

Different demographics could explain the higher rates of HIV viremia, as non-migrant 341 
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men with migrant spouses tended to be younger and less educated. Alternatively, non-342 

migrant men with migrant spouses may be less likely to engage in HIV treatment, if 343 

spouse migration is associated with relationship breakdown, or if a wife migrated for 344 

work, challenging traditional masculine roles and norms.[39] Men who feel that their 345 

masculinity is challenged by spouse migration may compensate by outwardly asserting 346 

masculine characteristics and avoid health clinics or taking medication, or experience 347 

more internalized stigma.[39,40] Alternatively, men with migrant spouses may be more 348 

stressed and have less time[41,42] to access health services or obtain antiretroviral 349 

therapy. Additional qualitative research is needed to better understand what men 350 

experience preceding, during, and following spouse migration.  351 

 352 

We found an inverse relationship between child migration and HIV viremia among non-353 

migrant women, suggesting that migration of a child may facilitate engagement in HIV 354 

care. Based on existing studies that highlight how children support parents living with 355 

HIV[43,44], we suggest several potential reasons why migrant children may reduce 356 

prevalence of viremia among their parents. Out-migrating children could increase the 357 

wealth of the household through remittances or improve intrahousehold resource 358 

allocation as the number of dependents decrease.[43–45] In-migrating children may 359 

provide additional assistance in the household, act as care providers for mothers or 360 

supportive care for other dependents in the household.[17,43,46] As this phenomena 361 

was not observed among fathers with migrant children, it may reflect gendered roles 362 

within the household. Compared to men, women take on more informal care within a 363 

household,[47] and so in- or out-migrating children may influence the mother’s time and 364 
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resources, directly impacting access to HIV care. Alternatively, households with migrant 365 

children may be wealthier or more educated in ways not captured by our analysis and 366 

so individuals in those households may be virally suppressed regardless of whether 367 

children migrate. If older children are increasingly providing care support for their 368 

parents living with HIV, interventions designed to support caregivers may be needed. 369 

Further context-specific research would be needed to understand how child migration 370 

changes household dynamics, especially caregiving roles, and how that impacts access 371 

to healthcare.  372 

 373 

Furthermore, our findings suggest additional characteristics to consider when examining 374 

how migration is linked with HIV outcomes for non-migrants. First, non-migrant and 375 

migrant relationships associated with changes in relationship status or sexual networks 376 

are associated with prevalence of HIV. For viremia, changes to relationships more likely 377 

to be linked to changes in caregiving, such as non-migrant parents with migrant 378 

children, may facilitate or impede access to treatment.[18,26] Second, the direction of 379 

migration alone was less important than we had hypothesized. Third community 380 

characteristics will impact the observed relationship between migration and HIV 381 

outcomes. In communities where HIV is common, like fishing communities in this 382 

region, the difference in HIV prevalence between non-migrant and migrant households 383 

may be less. Similarly, in communities where spouse migration is common, such as 384 

rural Mozambique, the association between spouse migration and HIV prevalence may 385 

be weaker.[48] 386 
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 387 

Our work has several limitations. The analysis excluded migration events within 388 

communities or circular migration (e.g., due to work or polygamous relationships). 389 

Separate examination of circular migration of spouses is warranted as it implies regular 390 

and returning movement between several places, distinct from other types of migration 391 

which are unidirectional. Previous research has also found an association between 392 

circular migration and HIV risk among left-behind spouses, as circular migrants are 393 

likely to travel home frequently, bridging sexual networks, and are more likely to have 394 

concurrent partners.[49,50]. Second, the data did not include potential confounders like 395 

individual wealth and changes in support (e.g. monetary, social support) provided to the 396 

non-migrant. Third, our data suggests that the impact of migration on non-migrants is 397 

likely context-specific and our findings may not apply to other contexts which have 398 

different kinds of migration and HIV epidemics. Fourth, to classify the relationship 399 

between migrant and non-migrant, we relied on the reported relationship to the head of 400 

household, but this may not capture all relationships within the household. Similarly, 401 

reported relationships may not truly reflect the support (e.g. caregiving, financial) 402 

provided.[51] We assumed that familial relationships within the household provided 403 

caregiving and support, but sources outside the household may also provide 404 

these.[52,53] Fifth, few parent-child relationships were identified in our data likely due to 405 

age-eligibility for the cohort and school-related absence during data collection. Previous 406 

literature has suggested that parental migration may impact sexual behaviors and HIV 407 

status of children remaining behind.[54,55] Lastly, analyses were prespecified, we 408 

cannot rule out that these findings were due to chance. 409 
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 410 

HIV prevention or treatment interventions have rarely been designed to incorporate 411 

migrant family members, although supportive relationships can facilitate HIV prevention 412 

and treatment.[56–58] Our results suggest that, for HIV outcomes, interventions may 413 

benefit from considering specific migrant relationships. For example, interventions 414 

tailored for couples with one migrant spouse may improve outcomes for both non-415 

migrants and migrants. Identifying relationships where one partner is a migrant may be 416 

difficult; community health workers who may be more familiar with households could be 417 

best positioned to identify such couples. Counselling for those with migrant spouses 418 

could focus on how couple dynamics change, coping with stress, and planning for 419 

mutual support; this may support treatment adherence or reduce behaviors associated 420 

with HIV acquisition.[59,60]  421 

 422 

Further, interventions targeting couples with one migrant partner may need to consider 423 

the specific needs of non-migrating men. Qualitative research on how household 424 

relationships and masculine identities change for non-migrant men with migrant 425 

spouses could inform future interventions by providing support and messaging that 426 

connect HIV care with masculine ideals. For instance, compared to women, men are 427 

less likely to join peer support groups as they perceive it to contradict masculine ideals 428 

of respectability, strength, and financial responsibility.[33,61,62] By incorporating 429 

income-generating activities or other opportunities to support or transform masculine 430 

ideals in peer support groups, men may be more likely to participate and improve 431 
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treatment adherence.[62] In addition, a range of differentiated service delivery models 432 

could improve  adherence by increasing access to services through extended opening 433 

hours or additional access points for working men.[63] 434 

Conclusions 435 

Household migration is associated with HIV outcomes for certain sub-populations, 436 

particularly non-migrants with migrant spouses. Our findings suggest that when 437 

designing interventions to improve HIV outcomes, non-migrants with migrant spouses 438 

may benefit from targeted support when accessing HIV services. 439 
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