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	This manuscript provides valuable insight into the molecular epidemiology of HIV-1 subtypes in Anambra State, Nigeria, a region where such data is limited. The identification of predominant subtypes, gender- and age-related trends, and evidence of effective ART response is critical for informing public health strategies. These findings support the development of targeted prevention, diagnostic, and treatment programs. Moreover, the phylogenetic analysis contributes to the global understanding of HIV-1 genetic diversity and transmission dynamics.
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