
Text S1 

Procedures to infer that a study participant did not take PrEP during the study 

In HVTN 703/HPTN 081, participants were defined as non-PrEP users if there was no self-reported PrEP use at any study 
visit, where this information is queried at every study visit (25 study visits over 2 years). In HVTN 704/HPTN 085, 
participants meeting the following criteria were defined as non-PrEP users: (1) No self-reported PrEP use at any study 
visit, where this information is queried at every study visit (25 study visits over 2 years); (2) If dried blood spot (DBS) 
testing results were available at the time of selection, none of them were Tenofovir-positive; and (3) No Tenofovir-
positive DBS samples at any infusion visit, where Tenofovir testing was performed at all attended infusion visits 
(maximum of 10 visits). 

popPK model selection procedure  

Each of the pre-specified covariates was screened using graphical evaluations of the estimated inter-individual variance 
of each PK parameter (from the base model without inclusion of any covariates) vs. the potential covariate, as well as 
the pairwise correlations of the covariates. For continuous covariates, the normalized value (scaled by median) was used 
and a loess smooth line was used to help visualize trends and functional forms of the covariates in predicting PK 
variability. For discrete variables, boxplots were used for each category. For a given PK parameter, we included 
continuous covariates that were correlated with the parameter with a Spearman correlation coefficient (ρ) > 0.4 and p-
value < 0.05, and included dichotomous covariates for which the PK parameter had a different distribution between the 
two covariate levels with Wilcoxon rank-sum test p-value < 0.05. When two selected covariates are correlated (ρ > 0.7), 
then only one of the them proceeds to the next step. Both the full model approach and the stepwise model selection 
approach were used to select the final model, including choices of the specific covariates and their proper functional 
forms (linear, exponential, or power), based on likelihood ratio tests of the objective function value using maximum 
likelihood estimation. In each forward selection step, a covariate was compared and included if the larger model was 
significantly better with p-value < 0.05. In each backward selection step, a covariate was excluded if the reduced model 
was significantly better with p-value < 0.01.  All p-values are 2-sided.  

Variability popPK model 

Inter-individual variability (IIV) and inter-occasion variability (IOV) The PK parameter value for individual i at occasion k 
can be expressed as 𝜃𝜃𝑖𝑖,𝑘𝑘 = 𝑇𝑇𝑉𝑉𝜃𝜃𝑖𝑖,𝑘𝑘 ∗ exp�𝜂𝜂𝜃𝜃𝑖𝑖 + 𝜅𝜅𝜃𝜃𝑖𝑖,𝑘𝑘�, where TV_𝜃𝜃𝑖𝑖,𝑘𝑘  is the population value of the parameter for 
individual i at occasion k ; 𝜂𝜂𝜃𝜃𝑖𝑖 is the deviation from the population value for individual i, i.e., the individual-specific inter-
individual random effect; and 𝜅𝜅𝜃𝜃𝑖𝑖,𝑘𝑘  is the deviation from the population value for occasion k of individual i, i.e., the 
occasion-specific inter-occasion random effect. The log-transformed 𝜃𝜃𝑖𝑖,𝑘𝑘 is assumed to be distributed as N(0, ω2+τ2), 
with ω2 being the IIV and τ2 the IOV. 

Residual variability (RV)  Let 𝐶𝐶𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 and 𝐶𝐶𝚤𝚤𝚤𝚤�denote the jth measured and model-predicted concentrations, respectively, for 
individual i, and let 𝜀𝜀𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖  denote the associated intra-individual residual random error distributed as N(0, σ2). We 
considered an exponential error model: 𝐶𝐶𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 = 𝐶𝐶𝚤𝚤𝚤𝚤� ∗ 𝑒𝑒𝑥𝑥𝑝𝑝(𝜀𝜀𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖), a proportional error model:  𝐶𝐶𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 = 𝐶𝐶𝚤𝚤𝚤𝚤�(1 + 𝜀𝜀𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖), and a 
proportional + additive error model: 𝐶𝐶𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 = 𝐶𝐶𝚤𝚤𝚤𝚤��1 + 𝜀𝜀1𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖� + 𝜀𝜀2𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖.  

Targeted minimum loss-based estimation (TMLE) learning algorithms   

The following set of learning algorithms were used by TMLE for estimating the mean outcome conditional on baseline 
covariates: random forests [1] [implemented in the randomForest R package [2]], multivariate adaptive regression 
splines [3] [implemented in the earth R package], as well as the simple mean model and classical statistical techniques: 
generalized linear models with and without interactions, and stepwise-selected generalized linear models with and 
without interactions.  

Final popPK models 



In the covariate selection step for constructing the final popPK model, body weight, creatinine clearance and systolic 
blood pressure were identified as potential predictors for CL; study (correlated with race, sex assigned at birth and 
geographic location), monocyte count and hemoglobin levels were identified as potential predictors for Vp (Fig S3). 
Given that hematocrit and hemoglobin levels are highly correlated (Rho= 0.89) (Fig S4) and that body weight is generally 
tested first before further influence of BMI is assessed on PK [4], hemoglobin and BMI were removed from the above list 
of potential predictors in the model selection step for CL and Vp, respectively. Both the full-model and stepwise model-
selection approaches reached the same final popPK model, where the identified predictors for CL consisted of body 
weight in a power model form and systolic blood pressure in an exponential form, and for Vp consisted of only study in a 
multiplicative form. Given its relatively small magnitude of effect with an estimated <0.8% fold increase in CL per one 
unit increase in systolic blood pressure and the relatively small effect in explaining the IIV of CL (15% vs 16%), systolic 
blood pressure was not included in the final model for parsimoniousness (Table S2).  
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Figure S1: Distribution of infusion intervals between two consecutive infusions. Values on the X-axis indicate the 
infusion interval between the given infusion and the previous infusion.  

 

  



Figure S2: Distribution of the geometric mean concentrations across attended post-infusion visits among study 
participants who received the immediately prior infusion.  

 

 

 

  



Figure S3: PK parameter estimates from the base model vs. normalized covariates. A) IIV of CL, B) IIV of Vp. For 
continuous covariates, the normalized value (scaled by median) was used and a loess smooth line was used to help 
visualize trends. For discrete variables, boxplots were used for each category. Spearman correlation coefficients and p-
values are included.  
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Figure S4: Correlations among the post-screening candidate covariates. The Spearman’s correlation coefficients are 
displayed in the upper triangle. The loess smooth lines are included in the scatterplots in the lower triangle.  

  

  



Figure S5: Goodness-of-fit plots obtained from the final popPK model with IOV. Panels A-C are model diagnostic plots: 
A) observed vs. individual-predicted concentration with an identity line, (B) conditional weighted residual vs. population 
predicted concentration, and (C) conditional weighted residual vs. time since first infusion (days). Data from multiple 
time-points of a participant are individually displayed, not aggregated. 

  
  



Figure S6: Observed (circle) and individual-predicted (triangle) concentrations based on the final popPK model with 
IOV included for participants in HVTN703/HPTN081 (Panel A) and HVTN704/HPTN085 (Panel B). Predicted and 
observed values less than 1.0 µg/mL were truncated at 0.5 µg/mL.  
  

 



 



 

Figure S7: Simulated VRC01 serum concentrations in AMP participants based on the final popPK model. Lines show 
medians, and shaded areas show bands covered by the 2.5th and 97.5th percentiles of the simulated concentrations with 
body weight randomly sampled from 1000 AMP participants in each trial.  

 

  



Figure S8: Predicted neutralization coverage over time against subtype B and C viruses in CATNAP by A) the 30 mg/kg 
and B) the 10 mg/kg dose group in AMP. 
 

 
 
  



Figure S9: Distribution of estimated individual-level A) CL and B) Vp from the base popPK model without covariate 
adjustment.  

 

 

  



Figure S10: Distribution of estimated individual-level PK features: A) dose-normalized steady state AUC, B) steady-
state volume of distribution, C) distribution half-life, D) elimination half-life and E) accumulation ratio from the base 
popPK model without covariate adjustment. 

  



Table S1: Population PK parameter estimates of VRC01 based on the base modeling of serum concentrations 
between weeks 0 and 88 from both AMP trials.  %RSE: relative standard error of the fixed effects estimate, calculated 
as (SE/Estimate)*100. %CV: coefficient of variation for random effect estimates, calculated as √𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑒𝑒* 100. R: 
correlation coefficient between random effect estimates.  

Parameter (units) 

Base model -without IOV1  Base model- with IOV2  

Fixed effects: 
Population 
Parameter 

Random effects: 
Inter-individual/ 

Covariance/ 
Residual error 

Fixed effects: 
Population 
Parameter 

Random effects: 
Inter-individual/ 

Covariance/ 
Residual error 

Random effects: 
Inter-occasion/ 

Covariance/ 
Residual error 

 Estimate %RSE Estimate 
(%CV) %RSE Estimate %RSE Estimate 

(%CV) %RSE Estimate 
(%CV) %RSE 

CL (L/day): 
clearance from the 
central compartment 

0.391 5.5 0.046 
(21.4) 30.8 0.392 3.7 0.043 

(20.0) 22.7 0.011 
(10.5) 8.5 

Vc (L): volume of 
the central 
compartment 

2.632 24.4 -- -- 2.390 10.4 -- -- -- -- 

Q (L/day): inter-
compartmental 
distribution 
clearance 

0.537 8.1 -- -- 0.567 4.2 -- -- -- -- 

Vp (L): volume of 
the peripheral 
compartment4 

3.913 4.8 0.067 
(25.9) 47.9 3.870 4.0 0.056 

(23.6) 33.8 
0.024 
(15.5) 12.8 

Covariance between 
CL and Vp -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.011 

(R=0.688) 8.3 

σ1
2 (proportional) -- -- 0.042 

(20.4) 4.7 -- -- 0.015 
(12.4) 18.4 -- -- 

σ2
2 (additive) -- -- 0.183 26.5 -- -- 0.122 19.0 -- -- 

1 Two-compartmental structure model with inter-individual random effects in exponential form. 
2 Two-compartmental structure model with inter-individual and inter-occasion random effects in exponential form 
 

  



Table S2: popPK parameter estimates of VRC01 based on the final covariate modeling of serum concentrations 
between weeks 0 and 88 from both AMP trials.  %RSE: relative standard error of the fixed effects estimate, calculated 
as (SE/Estimate)*100. %CV: coefficient of variation for random effect estimates, calculated as √𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑒𝑒* 100. R: 
correlation coefficient between random effect estimates.  

Parameter (units) 

Final model -without IOV1  Final model- with IOV2  

Fixed effects: 
Population 
Parameter 

Random effects: 
Inter-individual/ 

Covariance/ 
Residual error 

Fixed effects: 
Population 
Parameter 

Random effects: 
Inter-individual/ 

Covariance/ 
Residual error 

Random effects: 
Inter-occasion/ 

Covariance/ 
Residual error 

 Estimate %RSE Estimate 
(%CV) %RSE Estimate %RSE Estimate 

(%CV) %RSE Estimate 
(%CV) %RSE 

CL (L/day): clearance 
from the central 
compartment3  

0.390 5.3 0.027 
(16.3) 18.6 0.383 3.42 0.025 

(15.8) 20.4 0.010 
(10.0) 8.8 

Vc (L): volume of the 
central compartment 2.400 24.0 -- -- 2.090 12.1 -- -- -- -- 

Q (L/day): inter-
compartmental 
distribution clearance 

0.560 7.8 -- -- 0.542 4.6 -- -- -- -- 

Vp (L): volume of the 
peripheral 
compartment4 

3.096 7.6 0.019 
(13.6) 53.0 3.170 4.83 0.018 

(13.5) 35.1 0.018 
(13.5) 13.1 

Covariance between 
CL and Vp -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0.009 

(R=0.649) 9.4 

Body weight 
influence on log CL 
(/Kg) 

0.716 22.7 -- -- 0.611 21.8 -- -- -- -- 

Study influence on 
Vp (HVTN 
704/HPTN 085 vs. 
HVTN 703/HPTN 
081) 

0.567 23.3 -- -- 0.428 18.8 -- -- -- -- 

σ1
2 (proportional) -- -- 0.041 

(20.3) 4.7 -- -- 0.016 
(12.6) 16.5 -- -- 

σ2
2 (additive) -- -- 0.193 27.0 -- -- 0.122 19.8 -- -- 

1 Two-compartmental structure model with inter-individual random effects in exponential form, covariates in linear form 
for Vc, and covariates in power form for CL. 
2 Two-compartmental structure model with inter-individual and inter-occasion random effects in exponential form, 
covariates in linear form for Vc, and covariates in power form for CL. 
3 Population means of CL estimated at body weight = 68.8 kg in the final model  

4 Population means of Vc estimated for HVTN 703/HPTN 081 in the final model.   
 

 


