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Abstract 25 

Background 26 

Incidence of HIV and other sexually transmitted infections (STIs) among emerging adults 27 

(EmA) is high in some African settings. Estimates on sexual risk-taking behavior (SRTB) 28 

among EmA is varied in literature, which presents a challenge when designing targeted 29 

interventions. We aimed to review and summarize literature on prevalence and risk factors of 30 

SRTB among EmA in Africa.  31 

Methods 32 

A search for studies published in PubMed, Embase and Psych Info involving EmA (18 – 25 33 

years), conducted in Africa and reporting one or more SRTB was done. Pooled prevalence 34 

estimates were summarized using forest plots. Heterogeneity in SRTB was explored by sex, 35 

geographic region, year of publication and outcome definition. Risk factors were synthesized 36 

using a modified socio-ecological model.  37 

Results 38 

Overall, 117 studies were analyzed. Non-condom use had the highest pooled prevalence 39 

(46.0% [95% CI: 14.0-51.0]), followed by study-defined SRTB (37.0% [95% CI: 23.0 -51.0]), 40 

concurrency (35.0% [95% CI: 19.0-53.0]), multiple sex partnerships (30.0% [95% CI: 24.0-41 

37.0]), younger age at sexual debut (25.0% [95% CI: 19.0- 31.0]),  age disparate relationships 42 

(24.0% [95% CI: 17.0-32.0]) and transactional sex (17.0% [95% CI: 11.0-24.0]). In four of the 43 

seven outcomes, heterogeneity was partially explained by sex, with female participants having 44 

higher pooled prevalence estimates compared to their male counterparts. In four of the seven 45 

outcomes, alcohol/drug use was the most common risk factor.  46 

Conclusions 47 
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SRTB was common among EmA and differentially higher in emerging female adults. Non-48 

condom use had the highest pooled prevalence, which may contribute to the propagation of 49 

HIV and other STIs in this population. Interventions targeting emerging female adults and 50 

alcohol/drug use may reduce SRTB, which may in-turn mitigate propagation of HIV and other 51 

STIs among EmA in Africa. 52 

 53 

Key words: Sexual risk-taking, emerging adults  54 
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Background 55 

HIV-1 transmission in the general population in sub-Saharan Africa (sSA) is estimated to have 56 

declined from 1.4 million in 2010 to 800,000 in 2019 [1]. However, new HIV-1 infections 57 

among young adults continue to raise concerns as they are estimated to contribute 31% of new 58 

infections in sSA in 2019 [1]. Earlier studies from Mozambique, Uganda, Tanzania and 59 

Zimbabwe indicate that sexual risk-taking behavior (SRTB) is highly prevalent among EmA 60 

[2-6].  Literature suggests a positive linear association between SRTB and STIs, including HIV 61 

[7] , which may partially explain the high rates of STIs, including HIV-1 infection among EmA 62 

in Africa. 63 

Emerging adulthood is a relatively new concept of development for the period from late teens 64 

through the early twenties, with a focus on ages 18-25 years [8]. During this time, 65 

experimentation that began in adolescence intensifies [9]. Emerging adulthood is a distinct 66 

period demographically [10], subjectively and in terms of identity explorations [9]. 67 

Demographically, the transition from teenage hood into emerging adulthood is characterized 68 

with a move from parents’ houses to a semi-autonomous life [11]. Subjectively, EmA feel they 69 

have left adolescence but have not yet completely transitioned into adulthood [12]. Lastly, 70 

emerging adulthood is the period of life that offers most opportunity for identity explorations 71 

in the areas of work and relationships [13]. Identity formation involves trying out various life 72 

possibilities and gradually moving towards making enduring decisions and commitments. 73 

Romantic relationships at this age often include sexual intercourse [14], which likely exposes 74 

EmA to SRTB. 75 

Another notable characteristic in emerging adulthood is SRTB. Evidence from the USA 76 

suggests that the prevalence of SRTB was higher during emerging adulthood (31.8%) 77 

compared to adolescence (21.6%) [15]. Literature on SRTB amongst EmA suggests that 78 

outcomes remain varied in estimates. For example, a recent systematic review has shown that 79 
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SRTB among youth in Africa range from 3% in Zimbabwe to 89% in Uganda [16]. The review 80 

however did not focus on EmA only as it included studies that recruited HIV-1 infected 81 

individuals aged 10-24 years. In this review, the most common SRTB was non-condom use at 82 

88.7% [16]. Another systematic review mainly focused on adolescents and reported prevalence 83 

of non-condom use ranging from 35-55% [17]. Importantly and in both studies, the potential 84 

explanation for the wide variation in SRTB prevalence estimates was not explored. Variations 85 

in SRTB estimates present a challenge in the design and implementation of effective and 86 

targeted interventions. We aimed to systematically review and summarize comparable 87 

literature on prevalence and risk factors of SRTB among EmA in Africa.  88 
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Methods 89 

Search strategy 90 

Literature published on PubMed, Embase, and Psych Info up to April 2020 was searched. The 91 

search was done using relevant key concepts and search terms based on the Population, 92 

Exposure, Comparison, Outcome and Setting (PECOS) approach (File S1). To identify articles 93 

that may have been missed in the search, snowballing was used to search reference lists of all 94 

eligible articles. The preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and meta-analyses 95 

(PRISMA) guidelines were used in reporting the methods and findings [18, 19]. The protocol 96 

for this systematic review was registered on PROSPERO (registration number 97 

CRD42020150075). 98 

 99 

Eligibility  100 

Eligibility criteria for inclusion of studies in the review were: (i) participants 18-25 years old 101 

(or mean and/or median age within 18-25 years, or outcome data reported in an eligible sub-102 

population), (ii) quantified any SRTB assessed as a primary or secondary outcome, (iii) 103 

conducted in Africa, (iv) observational studies, and (v) published in English. Two investigators 104 

(SC and VAK) screened all the articles by title/abstract then by full text for eligibility. 105 

Disagreements on eligibility were settled through consultation and consensus building. 106 

 107 

Outcome definition 108 

The primary outcome was SRTB. Studies reporting one or more of six different variants or 109 

sub-variants of SRTB including: non-condom use, multiple sex partnerships, transactional sex, 110 

younger age at sexual debut, concurrency and age disparate relationships were assessed. In 111 

cases where studies reported two or more SRTBs combined as one outcome, we reported this 112 
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separately as “study–defined SRTB”. Thus, and all-together, seven SRTB outcomes were 113 

assessed. 114 

 115 

Data extraction 116 

Eligible articles were reviewed and relevant data extracted. These included author details, year 117 

of publication, sample size, study design, study setting, participants’ sex and age. Outcome-118 

specific data included definition of the outcome, prevalence estimate, all the risk factors that 119 

were assessed and risk factors reported to be significantly associated with the outcome. In 120 

studies that reported different variants of an outcome, prevalence estimates for both the 121 

outcome and its variants were extracted only if the outcome definitions differed based on the 122 

recall period (e.g. main outcome [non-condom use in the past one year]; variant [non-condom 123 

use in the past 6 months]). Where the recall period was similar or not specified (e.g. main 124 

outcome [non-condom use with casual partner]; variant [non-condom use with regular 125 

partner]), only the prevalence estimate of the main outcome, as defined in the study objectives, 126 

was extracted. In studies where outcome data were stratified by sex, estimates were collapsed 127 

to obtain an overall estimate. Similarly, for such studies, factors reported to be significantly 128 

associated with reported outcomes were extracted only if they were significant in both sexes 129 

with a similar direction of association. This approach was taken to ensure consistency in 130 

reporting of risk factors. Data abstraction was independently conducted by two investigators 131 

(SC and VK) and a comparison of results done. Disagreements were settled through 132 

consultations and consensus building. 133 

 134 

Quality assessment 135 

The quality assessment tool for systematic reviews of observational studies (QATSO) was used 136 

to appraise the quality of eligible studies. The QATSO tool has been shown to be practical, 137 
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simple, and easy when reviewing observational studies in the context of health risk outcomes 138 

and has been shown to have good inter-rater reliability [20]. During data extraction, each study 139 

that met the inclusion criteria was reviewed against the five risk-of-bias items that check on 140 

external validity (1 item), bias (1 item), reporting (2 items), and confounding (1 item). Items 141 

were coded and scored as 1 if the condition was met and 0 if not. The summed score was then 142 

divided by the total number of all applicable items. Next, the resultant score was converted to 143 

a percentage that guided the generation of a ‘traffic light’ rating of a study as “Poor” (less than 144 

33%), “Satisfactory” (33-66%), or “Good” (greater than 66%). All eligible studies regardless 145 

of quality score were included in analysis. 146 

 147 

Data analysis 148 

Prevalence estimates from the seven pre-determined SRTB outcomes were summarized and 149 

presented using forest plots. Heterogeneity in the prevalence estimates was further explored by 150 

sex, geographical region where studies were conducted, year of publication, and outcome 151 

definition.  Weighted individual proportions and their variances were first computed. Since 152 

proportional data from observational studies is often skewed [21], observed proportions from 153 

individual studies were then transformed using the double arcsine transformation [22]. 154 

Secondly, the transformed proportions and their sampling variances were pooled to generate 155 

summary proportions. To consider within and between study variances and to allow 156 

generalizability of the findings, random effect models were used to calculate the summary 157 

proportions [23]. Random effects modeling was estimated using the DerSimonian and Laird 158 

method. In this method, the summary proportion was estimated as the weighted average of the 159 

observed proportion of individual studies where the weighting for each study is the inverse of 160 

the total variance of a study [24]. In this case, total variance was the sum of within study and 161 

between study variance. Finally, the transformed proportions were converted back and pooled 162 
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prevalence estimates reported. Analysis was performed in Stata 15.0 (StataCorp.2017. Stata 163 

Statistical Software: Release 15. College Station, TX: StataCorp LLC. 2019). 164 

Risk factors of each SRTB outcome were synthesized, summarized, and grouped into five 165 

thematic categories based on a modified socio-ecological model [25, 26]: (i) Socio-166 

demographic, (ii) relationship and behavioral, (iii) knowledge, attitude and beliefs, (iv) family 167 

and community and (v) mental and physical health factors. For studies that reported variants 168 

of the outcomes, only risk factors from the main SRTB outcome were included in the synthesis.  169 
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Results 170 

Characteristics of eligible studies 171 

From the three databases, we obtained a combined 4,280 hits (PubMed [n=720], Psych info 172 

[n=1,323] and Embase [n=2,237]) of which 1,139 were duplicates. A further 3,024 articles 173 

were also excluded.  The remaining 117 articles met all eligibility criteria and were included 174 

in the analysis (Fig 1). Overall, eligible studies comprised 163,251 EmA, with sample sizes 175 

ranging from 50 to 27,757 participants. In summary, majority of eligible studies were published 176 

after 2010 (n=89 [76.1%]), used a cross sectional study design (n=109 [93.2%]), had a sample 177 

size of less than 1000 participants (n= 75 [64.1%]), recruited both male and female participants 178 

(n=81 [69.2%]), and were from the Eastern Africa region (n=57 [48.7%]) (Table 1).  The most 179 

reported SRTB outcome was non-condom use (n=93 [79.5%]). Overall, 36 (30.7%) studies 180 

reported SRTB outcomes and their variants. Based on the QATSO, a majority of studies had a 181 

good quality score (n=91 [77.8%]) (Table 2).  182 

 183 

 184 

 185 

 186 

 187 

 188 

 189 

 190 

 191 

 192 

 193 

 194 
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Fig 1: PRISMA flow chart illustrating how number of articles included in analysis was arrived at 195 
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Table 1: Description of studies included in the analysis by year of publication, study design, African region in which individual studies were 199 
conducted, sample size and sex of study participants (n=117) 200 

 201 
 Non-condom use 

(n=93) 

Multiple sex 

partners (n-69) 

Transactional 

sex (n=31) 

Younger age at 

sexual debut 

(n=31) 

Concurrency 

(n=13) 

Age-disparate 

relationship 

(n=12) 

Study-defined 

SRTB (n=14) 

Overall (N=117) 

Year         
Up to 2009 23 (24.7) 18 (26.1) 11 (35.5) 5 (16.1) 2 (15.4) 0 (0.0) 4 (28.6) 28 (23.9) 

2010-2020 70 (75.3) 51 (73.9) 20 (64.5) 26 (83.9) 11 (84.6) 12 (100.0) 10 (71.4) 89 (76.1) 
Design         
Cross sectional 87 (93.5) 64 (92.7) 30 (96.8) 30 (96.8) 11 (84.6) 11 (91.7) 13 (92.9) 109 (93.2) 

Cohort 6 (6.5) 5 (7.3) 1 (3.2) 1 (3.2) 2 (15.4) 1 (8.3) 1 (7.1) 8 (6.8) 
*African Region         
EA 44 (47.3) 35 (50.7) 15 (48.4) 17 (54.8) 4 (30.8) 6 (50.0) 7 (50.0) 57 (48.7) 

SA 27 (29.0) 18 (26.1) 11 (35.5) 6 (19.4) 6 (46.2) 5 (41.7) 5 (35.7) 34 (29.1) 

WA/CA/NA 21 (22.6) 14 (20.3) 5 (16.1) 8 (25.8) 3 (23.0) 1 (8.3) 2 (14.3) 24 (20.5) 

MR 1 (1.1) 2 (2.9) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0.0) 2 (1.7) 
Sample         
Up to 1000 62 (66.7) 44 (63.8) 23 (74.2) 19 (61.3) 9 (69.2) 8 (66.7) 6 (42.9) 75 (64.1) 

1001+ 31 (33.3) 25 (36.2) 8 (25.8) 12 (38.7) 4 (30.8) 4 (33.3) 8 (57.1) 42 (35.9) 
Sex         
Male & female 67 (72.0) 56 (81.2) 24 (77.4) 21 (67.7) 6 (46.2) 7 (58.3) 13 (92.9) 81 (69.2) 

Male only 8 (8.6) 3 (4.3) 3 (9.7) 2 (6.5) 5 (38.4) 1 (8.4) 1 (7.1) 13 (11.1) 

Female only 18 (19.4) 10 (14.5) 4 (12.9) 8 (25.8) 2 (15.4) 4 (33.3) 0 (0.0) 23 (19.7) 

 202 
*African sub-regions as grouped by United Nations Geo-scheme for Africa to include Eastern Africa (EA), Southern Africa (SA), Western Africa (WA), Central 203 
Africa (CA), Northern Africa (NA) and Multiple regions (MR; conducted in several countries belonging to more than one region).204 
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Table 2: Distribution of studies included in analysis by their quality as assessed using the 205 
QUATSO tool (n=117) 206 

Quality score (%) Quality assessment Number of studies n (%) 

<33 Poor 6 (5.1) 

33-66 Satisfactory 20 (17.1) 

>66 Good 91 (77.8) 
 207 

 208 

Pooled prevalence and risk factors of sexual risk-taking behavior 209 

i) Non-condom use 210 

Overall, 93 (79.5%) studies reported non-condom use, thirty of which comprised a cumulative 211 

forty-four sub-variants of the outcome yielding 137 records. Non-condom use at last sexual 212 

encounter was the most used definition (n=42 [30.7%]) (S1 Table). The pooled prevalence of 213 

non-condom use was 46.0% (95% CI: 41.0-51.0) (A in S1 Fig). There was significant 214 

heterogeneity between studies (I2=99.7%, p<0.01), with female-only studies and both-sex 215 

studies (compared to male-only studies, p=0.04), studies from the Eastern Africa region 216 

(compared to other regions, p<0.01) and studies published before 2010 (compared to those 217 

published after 2010, p=0.01) having significantly higher pooled estimates (Table 3 and B, C, 218 

D and E in S1 Fig). 219 

Of the 93 studies, 57 (61.2%) assessed risk factors for non-condom use (S2 Table). Of these, 220 

42 reported at least one significant factor associated with non-condom use. Alcohol/illicit drug 221 

use was the most common risk factor for non-condom use (n=13 studies) (Table 4).222 
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Table 3: Overall pooled prevalence estimates of the seven SRTB outcomes assessed in the current review as well as pooled estimates by sex of study participants, African region 223 
where studies were conducted, year of publication and definition of individual SRTB outcomes in primary studies; and outstanding/frequently reported risk factors and their 224 
categories for all outcomes and their variants in the included studies (n=117) 225 

 Non-Condom use 

(n=93) 

Multiple sex 

partners (n=69) 

Transactional 

sex (n=31) 

Younger age at 

sexual debut (n=31) 

Concurrency 

(n=13) 

Age-disparate 

relationship (n=12) 

Study defined 

SRTB (n=14) 

Total records 137 74 32 31 13 12 14 

Pooled prevalence, % (95% CI) 46 (41-51) 30 (24-37) 17 (11-24) 25 (19-31) 35 (19-53) 24 (17-32) 37 (23-51) 

Total heterogeneity, % (p value) 99.7 (p<0.01) 99.7 (p<0.01) 99.2 (p<0.01) 99.1 (p<0.01) 99.6 (p<0.01) 98.4 (p<0.01) 99.6 (p<0.01) 

Sub-group analysis by sex        

Both male $ female        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 47 (41-53) 30 (23-37) 13 (7-20) 23 (17-29) 24 (17-32) 23 (15-32) 39 (25-53) 

Heterogeneity (%); p value 99.7 (p<0.01) 99.8 (p<0.01) 99.1 (p<0.01) 98.9 (p<0.01) 95.7 (p<0.01) 98.1 (p<0.01) 99.5 (p<0.01) 

Male         

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 29 (18-42) 40 (3-85) 28 (13-45) 29 (26-33) 57 (18-91) 3 (1-6) *** 13 (11-14) *** 

Heterogeneity (%); p value 99.2 (p<0.01) * * * 99.8 (p<0.01) * * 

Female         

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 47 (39-55) 29 (18-41) 32 (16-52) 29 (11-51) 16 (12-20) 34 (24-45)  

Heterogeneity (%); p value 99.2 (p<0.01) 98.9 (p<0.01) 99.0 (p<0.01) 99.4 (p<0.01) * 97.1 (p<0.01)  

Heterogeneity between groups (p value) p=0.04 p=0.91 p=0.04 p=0.21 p=0.02 p<0.01 p<0.01 

Sub-group analysis by region where study was conducted        

Eastern Africa        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 49 (43-55) 28 (23-34) 14 (8-22) 20 (15-25) 49 (14-86) 31 (24-38) 30 (18-43) 

Heterogeneity (%); p value 99.4 (p<0.01) 98.8 (p<0.01) 98.6 (p<0.01) 97.4 (p<0.01) 99.8 (p<0.01) 95.8 (p<0.01) 99.1 (p<0.01) 

Western/Central/Northern Africa        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 48 (37-59) 33 (15-54) 19 (13-25) 39 (18-62) 21 (12-31) 29 (25-34) *** 39 (37-42) 

Heterogeneity (%); p value 99.7 (p<0.01) 99.8 (p<0.01) 91.8 (p<0.01) 99.5 (p<0.01) * * * 

Southern Africa        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 36 (27-44) 33 (24-43) 20 (8-36) 24 (14-34) 33 (9-64) 16 (7-28) 47 (17-78) 

Heterogeneity (%); p value 99.4 (p<0.01) 99.3 (p<0.01) 99.6 (p<0.01) 99.2 (p<0.01) 99.7 (p<0.01) 98.6 (p<0.01) 99.8 (p<0.01) 

Multiple regions        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 82 (81-83) *** 17 (16-17)      

Heterogeneity (%); p value * *      

Heterogeneity between groups (p value) p<0.01 p<0.01 p=0.60 p=0.19 p=0.29 p=0.10 p=0.37 

Sub-group analysis by year of publication        

Up to 2009        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 57 (48-66) 27 (19-36) 16 (6-29) 17 (13-21) 36 (34-38) ** 33 (5-70) 

Heterogeneity (%); p value 99.6 (p<0.01) 99.2 (p<0.01) 99.5 (p<0.01) 94.8 (p<0.01) * ** 99.8 (p<0.01) 

2010-2020        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 43 (37-49) 31 (23-40) 17 (10-25) 27 (19-35) 33 (16-53) ** 38 (23-55) 

Heterogeneity (%); p value 99.7 (p<0.01) 99.8 (p<0.01) 98.9 (p<0.01) 99.1 (p<0.01) 99.5 (p<0.01) ** 99.5 (p<0.01) 
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Heterogeneity between groups (p value) p=0.01 p=0.46 p=0.90 p=0.02 p=0.81 ** p=0.79 

Sub-group analysis by outcome definition        

12 months or less        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 43 (34-53) 28 (24-32) 20 (9-36)  47 (22-73)  28 (11-49) 

Heterogeneity (%); p value 99.5 (p<0.01) 99.1 (p<0.01) 98.9 (p<0.01)  99.4 (p<0.01)  99.7 (p<0.01) 

Unspecified recall period        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 47 (36-58) 42 (25-59) 16 (8-25)  22 (6-44)  65 (40-86) 

Heterogeneity (%); p value 99.7 (p<0.01) 99.5 (p<0.01) 99.3 (p<0.01)  99.7 (p<0.01)  * 

Lifetime/ever        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI  30 (20-41) 13 (4-27)     

Heterogeneity (%); p value  98.4 (p<0.01) 98.4 (p<0.01)     

Last sex        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 45 (36-53)       

Heterogeneity (%); p value 99.6 (p<0.01)       

Never/first sex        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI 50 (39-61)       

Heterogeneity (%); p value 99.5 (p<0.01)       

First sex before age 18 years        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI    24 (19-29)    

Heterogeneity (%); p value    98.7 (p<0.01)    

First sex at age 18-20 years        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI    32 (6-68)    

Heterogeneity (%); p value    99.6 (p<0.01)    

Age difference 4 years or more        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI      26 (19-33)  

Heterogeneity (%); p value      97.0 (p<0.01)  

Age difference unspecified        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI      12 (11-13)  

Heterogeneity (%); p value      *  

Lifetime/ever/last sex        

Pooled prevalence (%); 95% CI       33 (25-41) 

Heterogeneity (%); p value       * 

Heterogeneity between groups (p value) p=0.81 p=0.29 p=0.75 p=0.60 p=0.14 p<0.01 p=0.04 

*Three or less studies in sub-group hence no heterogeneity estimates 226 
**All studies fall in one category hence no sub-groups 227 
***Prevalence estimate is for one study only since that is the only study in the sub-group228 
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Table 4: Summary of factors reported to be significantly associated with SRTB outcomes in studies included in analysis grouped in five thematic 229 
areas derived from a modified socio-ecological model 230 

 231 
 Non- condom use Multiple sex partners Transactional 

sex 

Younger age at sexual 

debut 

Concurrency  Age-

disparate 

relationships 

Study-defined SRTB  

S
o

ci
o

-d
em

o
g

ra
p
h

ic
 f

ac
to

rs
 Female gender (n=6); low SES/not 

participating in savings group (n=5); 

male gender (n=4); older age (n=4); 
low education/not schooling/being a 

1st yr student (n=4); younger age 

(n=4); rural residence (n=3); being 

married (n=2); being single (n=1); 

poor academic performance (n=1); 
being Christian (n=1) 

Male gender (n=7); older age 

(n=4); being a Christian/catholic 

(n=3); female gender (n=2); 
younger age (n=2); urban 

residence (n=2); not in school/low 

education (n=2); being single 

(n=2); low SES (n=1); belonging 

to nursing department (n=1); 
being a 1st year student (n=1) 

Low education 

(n=2); low SES 

(n=2); female 
gender (n=1); 

younger age 

(n=1); male 

gender (n=1); 

being married 
(n=1); rural 

residence (n=1); 

older age (n=1) 

Low SES (n=2); female 

gender (n=1); older age 

(n=1) 

Older age (n=1); male 

gender (n=1); not 

having slept at parents’ 
home the previous night 

(n=1) 

Being food 

insecure 

(n=1); being 
married 

(n=1); low 

SES/poverty 

(n=1); high 

SES (n=1) 

Older age (n=2); being male  

(n=2); low education (n=3); 

urban residence (n=1); 
being female (n=2); low 

socioeconomic status (n=1); 

high SES (n=1); high 

education (n=1); rural 

residence (n=1); living in a 
household at the time of 1st 

sex (n=1); not attending a 

religious institution (n=1) 

R
el

at
io

n
sh

ip
/b

eh
av

io
u

ra
l 

fa
ct

o
rs

 

Using alcohol/drugs/having alcohol 
use expectancy (n=13); experiencing 

physical/sexual violence (n=5); 

having had sex/sex partner (n=3); 
having low intention to engage in 

safe sex (n=2); not talking to partner 

about condom (n=2); not 

experienced physical/sexual 

violence (n=2); watching porn 

(n=2); having been pregnant (n=1); 
not using condom at 1st sex (n=1); 

having a younger partner (n=1); 

early sex debut (n=1); having had an 
unstable 1st partner (n=1); late sex 

debut (n=1); having relationship 

problems (n=1) 

Drug/alcohol use(n=11); 
sexual/physical violence/abuse 

experience(n=5); attending night 

club (n=4); watching porn (n=3); 
early sex debut (n=2); not 

discussing/communicating 

sexuality (n=1); having partner 

with huge age difference (n=1); 

travelling for work (n=1); 

engaging in transactional sex 
(n=1); not using condom (n=1); 

using condom (n=1); engaging in 

theft/vandalism/fighting/gambling 
(n=1); peer pressure/having 

friends with sex experience (n=1) 

Drug/alcohol 
use(n=4); 

perpetrating IPV 

(n=2); attending 
night club (n=1); 

seeking a 

relationship with 

a foreigner (n=1) 

Drug/alcohol use(n=1); 
older 1st partner (n=1); 1st 

sex partner being a 

boyfriend (n=1) 

Having MSPs (n=2); 
early sex debut (n=2); 

alcohol/drug use (n=1); 

perpetrating IPV (n=1); 
attending 2 or more sex 

venues (n=1); living in 

another town/village 

(n=1); having a 

casual/unstable 

relationship (n=1); 
having sex frequently; 

not using condom 

(n=1); meeting at least 
1 sex partner at a venue 

(n=1) 

Nil Alcohol/drug use (n=5); 
having relationship 

problems (n=1); high peer 

pressure (n=1); watching 
porn (n=1) 
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K
n

o
w

le
d

g
e,

 a
tt

it
u
d

e 
&

 b
el

ie
f 

fa
ct

o
rs

 
Having false beliefs about condom 
and HIV (n=3); low knowledge of 

HIV transmission/low HIV literacy 

(n=2); believing that partner/close 
family member hates condom (n=2); 

not knowing one’s HIV status (n=2); 

low HIV risk perception (n=1); 
having conservative attitude about 

gender relations (n=1); approving 

IPV (n=1); not knowing where to 
get condom (n=1); low partner risk 

reduction self-efficacy (n=1); 

believing that condom prevents HIV 
(n=1); getting HIV info from friends 

(n=1); feeling at risk of getting 

pregnant (n=1) 

Not knowing partner HIV status 
(n=1) 

Perceiving 
oneself to be 

fashionable (n=1) 

Nil Having more equitable 
gender norms (n=2); 

having gender role 

conflict (n=1) 

Nil Paying no attention to HIV 
risk/low risk perception 

(n=1); believing that one is 

at risk of getting pregnant 
(n=1); believing that one is 

at risk of getting HIV (n=1); 

believing that sexual partner 
hates condom (n=1); 

believing that one can take 

care of HIV+ people 
without worries (n=1); 

believing that condom 

prevents HIV (n=1); getting 
HIV info from friends 

(n=1); not being tested for 

HIV (n=1) 

F
am

il
y

 &
 c

o
m

m
u
n

it
y
 f

ac
to

rs
 

Low social participation/not 
belonging to a social network (n=2); 

household with few residents/having 

no dependants (n=2); having had 
caring caregivers while young 

(n=1); parent with more years of 

education (n=1) 

Low family/community 
connectedness/parental 

monitoring/low quality of parent-

child relationship (n=2); living 
with a single mother (n=1); living 

with grandparent (n=1); living 

alone (n=1); parents divorced 
(n=1); not belonging to a social 

network (n=1); being orphaned 
(n=1) 

Low family 
connectedness/su

pport/not 

receiving pocket 
money from 

parents (n=1) 

Not having a close 
friend/not belonging to a 

social network (n=2); not 

residing with parents (n=1); 
having moved from an area 

severally (n=1); living with 

both parents (n=1); having 
had caring caregivers at 

young age (n=1); being 
from a well-off family 

(n=1) 

Being close to social 
camps (n=1); camp 

viewing concurrency as 

normative behaviour 
(n=1); living with father 

only (n=1) 

Nil Living with single parent 
(n=1); living away from 

family (n=1); not having 

marital relationship with 
household head (n=1); not 

having family 

connectedness (n=1); 
having legal problems 

(n=1); having serious injury 
(n=1); being a crime victim 

(n=1); high household SES 

(n=1); low household SES 
(n=1) 

M
en

ta
l/

p
h
y

si
ca

l 

h
ea

lt
h

 f
ac

to
rs

 

Few VCT counselors in facility 

(n=1); using private health facility 

(n=1); having STI (n=1) 

Having STIs (n=2); having 

depression (n=2); not using ARV 

(n=1); having anxiety (n=1); 
having psychosis (n=1); having 

disability (n=1) 

Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil 

232 
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ii) Multiple sex partnerships (MSP) 233 

Overall, 69 (59.0%) studies reported MSP, five of which included sub-variants of the outcome 234 

yielding 74 records. The majority of studies (n=57 [77.0%]) defined the outcome as having 235 

MSP in the last 12 months or less (S1 Table). The pooled prevalence of MSP was 30.0% (95% 236 

CI: 24.0-37.0) (A in S2 Fig). There was significant heterogeneity between studies (I2=99.7%, 237 

p<0.01), with studies from both the Western Africa/Central Africa/Northern Africa 238 

(WA/CA/NA) and Southern Africa (SA) regions having equal and significantly higher pooled 239 

prevalence estimates compared to the other regions (p=0.01) (Table 3 and B, C, D and E in S2 240 

Fig).  241 

Of the 69 studies, 35 (50.7%) assessed risk factors for MSP (S2 Table). Of these, 27 reported 242 

at least one significant factor associated with MSP. Alcohol/illicit drug use was the most 243 

common risk factor for MSP (n=11 studies) (Table 4). 244 

iii) Transactional sex (TS) 245 

Overall, 31 (26.5%) studies reported TS, one of which included a sub-variant of the outcome 246 

yielding 32 records. The majority of studies (n=18 [56.3%]) defined TS without including a 247 

recall period (S1 Table). The pooled prevalence of TS was 17.0% (95% CI: 11.0-24.0) (A in 248 

S3 Fig). There was significant heterogeneity between studies (I2=99.2%, p<0.01), with female-249 

only studies (compared to male-only studies and both-sex studies, p=0.04) having significantly 250 

higher prevalence estimates (Table 3 and B, C, D and E in S3 Fig). 251 

Of the 31 studies, 12 (38.7%) assessed risk factors for TS (S2 Table). Of these, 11 reported at 252 

least one significant factor associated with TS. Alcohol/illicit drug use was the most common 253 

risk factor for TS (n=4 studies) (Table 4). 254 

iv) Younger age at sexual debut (YASD) 255 

Overall, 31 (26.5%) studies reported YASD. None included a sub-variant of the outcome. The 256 

majority of studies (n=26 [83.9%]) defined YASD as having first sex before the age of 18 years 257 
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(S1 Table). The pooled prevalence of YASD was 25.0% (95% CI: 19.0-31.0) (A in S4 Fig). 258 

There was significant heterogeneity between studies (I2=99.1%, p<0.01), with studies 259 

published after 2010 having higher pooled prevalence estimate, compared to those published 260 

prior 2010 (p=0.02) (Table 3 and B, C, D and E in S4 Fig).  261 

Of the 31 studies, 10 (32.2%) assessed risk factors for YASD (S2 Table). Of these, 6 reported 262 

at least one significant factor associated with YASD. Low socioeconomic status and not 263 

belonging to a social network were the two outstanding risk factors for YASD (n=2 studies 264 

each) (Table 4). 265 

v) Concurrency 266 

Overall, 13 (11.1%) studies reported concurrency. None included a sub-variant of the outcome, 267 

yielding 13 records. The majority of studies defined concurrency as having concurrent sexual 268 

partners in the last 12 months or less (n=7 [53.9%]) (S1 Table). The pooled prevalence of 269 

concurrency was 35.0% (95% CI: 19.0-53.0) (A in S5 Fig). There was significant heterogeneity 270 

between studies (I2=99.6%, p<0.01), with male-exclusive studies (compared to female-271 

exclusive studies and both-sex studies, p<0.02) having higher pooled estimates (Table 3 and 272 

B, C, D and E in S5 Fig). 273 

Of the 13 studies, 9 (69.2%) assessed risk factors for concurrency (S2 Table). Of these, 7 274 

reported at least one significant factor associated with concurrency. Having multiple sex 275 

partners, younger age at sexual debut and having equitable gender norms were standing out as 276 

risk factors for concurrency, (n=2 studies each) (Table 4). 277 

vi) Age-disparate relationships 278 

Overall, 12 (10.2%) studies reported age-disparate relationships. None included a sub-variant 279 

of the outcome, yielding 12 records. The majority of studies defined age-disparate relationships 280 

as an age difference of four years or more between sexual partners (n=10 [83.3%]) (S1 Table). 281 

The pooled prevalence of age-disparate relationships was 24.0% (95% CI: 17.0-32.0) (A in S6 282 
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Fig). There was significant heterogeneity between studies (I2=98.4%, p<0.01), with female-283 

exclusive studies (compared to male-exclusive studies and both-sex studies, p<0.01) and 284 

studies using definition of age difference of four or more years between sexual partners 285 

(compared to studies not specifying an age difference between sexual partners, p<0.01) having 286 

higher pooled prevalence estimates (Table 3 and B, C, D and E in S6 Fig). 287 

Of the 12 studies, only 3 (25.0%) assessed risk factors for age-disparate relationships (S2 288 

Table). Of these, two reported at least one significant factor associated with age-disparate 289 

relationships. Being food insecure, being married, low socio-economic status and high socio-290 

economic status were each reported to be significantly associated with age-disparate 291 

relationships (n=1 study each). 292 

vii) Study-defined SRTB 293 

Overall, 14 (11.9%) studies reported study-defined SRTB. None included a sub-variant of the 294 

outcome, yielding 14 records. The majority of studies defined the outcome as engaging in 295 

SRTB in the last 12 months or less (n=8 [57.2%]) (S1 Table).  The pooled prevalence of study-296 

defined SRTB was 37.0% (95%CI: 23.0- 51.0) (A in S7 Fig). There was significant 297 

heterogeneity between studies (I2 =99.6%, p<0.01]), with both-sex studies (compared to male-298 

exclusive studies, p<0.01) and studies defining SRTB with no recall period (compared to 299 

studies defining study-defined SRTB with a recall period of 12 months or less and those 300 

defining it as study-defined SRTB in life-time, p=0.04) having higher pooled prevalence 301 

estimates (Table 3 and B, C, D and E in S7 Fig). 302 

Of the 14 studies, 13 (92.8%) assessed risk factors for study-defined SRTB (S2 Table). Of 303 

these, 9 reported at least one significant factor associated with study-defined SRTB. 304 

Alcohol/illicit drug use was the most common risk factor for study-defined SRTB (n=5 studies) 305 

(Table 4).   306 
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Discussion 307 

Estimates of SRTB are varied in literature. We aimed to systematically review and summarize 308 

prevalence and risk factors of SRTB among EmA in Africa. Consistent with previous reviews 309 

from Africa, our overall findings suggest that SRTB in Africa is common, ranging from about 310 

one in every five (transactional sex) to one in every two (non-condom use) EmA engaging in 311 

some form of SRTB. 312 

Our findings demonstrate that non-condom use was the most assessed SRTB. This is likely 313 

because it has strongly been associated with HIV and other sexually transmitted infections (1) 314 

and has been reported to be prevalent in populations. Indeed, we observed that about one in 315 

two EmA reported non-condom use. Our estimate is comparable to the 35.0-89.0% prevalence 316 

range reported in reviews of studies among adolescents and young adults from sSA [16, 17], 317 

but much higher than the 27.5% reported among adolescents from the United States [27] and 318 

the 33% reported among female undergraduate students from Vietnam [28]. 319 

Our review also observed that about one in three EmA from Africa engaged in MSP. While 320 

this may generally be considered high, the estimate is indeed comparable to other reviews 321 

summarizing literature from adolescents and young adults in Africa reporting MSP estimates 322 

ranging from 2.5-88.2% [16, 17]. Further, these are also consistent with the 26.0-31.4% 323 

estimates  among adolescents and young adults from the US [29, 30], suggesting that the burden 324 

of MSP among EmA in Africa may be comparable to that from non-African settings. 325 

We also observed that about one in six EmA from Africa reported TS. While this may be 326 

considered comparable to another review reporting a pooled prevalence of 20.1% among HIV-327 

infected adolescents in sSA [31], the combined estimates are much lower compared to the 20.6-328 

60.0% range reported in another review involving HIV-infected adolescents aged 10-24 years 329 

from sSA [16]. Further, a study of HIV-infected adolescents and young men who have sex with 330 

men (MSM) from the USA reported a 27.8% prevalence of TS [32] which is higher than our 331 
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estimate. The distinct difference in estimates reported in the three reviews from sSA and the 332 

US study may be a reflection of the complexities involved in the definition of TS in different 333 

African contexts [16] and may warrant development and validation of a standardized and 334 

context relevant approach in the definition of TS in Africa. 335 

Our findings also suggest that one in four EmA in Africa initiate sex at a younger age, with 336 

most studies using less than 18 years old as YASD. On the one hand, our estimate is 337 

comparatively lower compared to the 25.5-42.1% range reported from another review 338 

involving studies among HIV-infected adolescents aged 10-19 years from sSA [31]. The higher 339 

estimate reported in the latter review may be attributed to the inclusion of studies involving 340 

younger (10-19 years), which is therefore inherently more likely to bias the estimate on the 341 

higher side, compared to our inclusion of EmA aged 18-25 years. On the other hand, our 342 

estimate is comparatively higher compared to the 10% reported from another review involving 343 

studies among HIV-infected adolescents age 10-19 years from sSA [17]. The lower estimate 344 

in the latter review may be attributed to the inclusion of HIV- infected adolescents. By virtue 345 

of their HIV infection status, this population is likely to delay sexual debut, as has been reported 346 

elsewhere [33]. Further, studies from the USA report YASD estimates ranging from 16.0-347 

28.0% [27, 34], which is consistent to our findings and suggest that YASD is common and 348 

comparable across the two regions. 349 

We also observed that about one in three EmA in Africa engage in concurrent sexual 350 

relationships. To our knowledge, we could not find a systematic review of literature on 351 

concurrency amongst adolescents and young adults in Africa. A study from the USA among 352 

African American adolescent females aged 15-21 years reported a concurrency prevalence of 353 

23.3% [30], which is comparatively lower compared to our estimate. Combined, these 354 

estimates may suggest that concurrency is much more common in the African setting, which 355 

may be attributed to low socio-economic status that forces EmA to have concurrent sexual 356 
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partners for material gain. Indeed, our review shows that engaging in casual sex for monetary 357 

gain stood out as a risk factor for concurrency[35] . 358 

We also reported that about one in four EmA in Africa engaged in age-disparate relationships, 359 

with most studies defining this as an age difference of more than four years between sexual 360 

partners. Our estimate was comparable to the range of 4.0-65.7% prevalence reported from a 361 

review of studies among HIV-infected adolescents aged 10-24 years from Africa [16], but 362 

higher compared to the range of 10-17% prevalence reported in three studies among 363 

adolescents and young adults from the USA [36-38]. The higher prevalence of age-disparate 364 

relationships among EmA from Africa may be explained by the low socio-economic status in 365 

the African context, with adolescents and younger adults, mostly from disadvantaged 366 

backgrounds, engaging in relationships with older, more established partners for material gains, 367 

as has been reported elsewhere [39]. Indeed, and in our findings, low socio-economic status 368 

stood out as a risk factor for age-disparate relationships [3, 40]. 369 

There was significant between-studies heterogeneity in the prevalence estimates across all 370 

seven SRTB outcomes. Most heterogeneity was partially explained by variations from sex, 371 

with female participants having higher pooled prevalence in four of the seven outcomes, 372 

compared to their male counterparts. Differences in the way emerging female adults are 373 

socialized in the African context may have impacted on their increased SRTB [39, 41]. In 374 

addition, low socio-economic status, along with cultural practices like child marriage and 375 

coercion of young girls into early sexual activities with adults are common and may have led 376 

to increased SRTB among emerging female adults [39]. 377 

Further, alcohol/illicit drug use stood out as the most common risk factor in four of the seven 378 

outcomes. Alcohol/illicit drug use among EmA in African settings is common. Indeed, a review 379 

of studies among 15–24-year-olds in Eastern Africa reported 52.0% median prevalence of ever 380 

using alcohol [42], with some groups like university students reporting up to 89.0% prevalence 381 
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of alcohol/illicit drug use [42]. Alcohol/substance use is known to impair inhibitory control 382 

[43] and is therefore not surprising that this leads to increased SRTB [43]. 383 

A major strength of our review is the inclusion of multiple SRTBs. However, our findings are 384 

not without limitations. First, SRTB outcomes were self-reported in most of the eligible studies, 385 

which may have led to an over- or underestimation of outcomes. However, use of Audio 386 

Computer-Assisted Interview (ACASI) for data collection in some of the studies may have 387 

reduced reporting bias [44]. Second, all eligible studies were included in the review regardless 388 

of their quality. Inclusion of low-quality studies may raise concerns on the rigor of our SRTB 389 

estimates. However, only a small proportion of the studies (5.1%) were of low quality, and this 390 

is unlikely to have had a significant impact on the overall findings. Last, the majority (93%) of 391 

studies included in the review were cross-sectional in design, which makes it impossible to 392 

determine directionality of associations for risk factors. However, this was beyond the scope 393 

of the current review. Still, the paucity of longitudinal SRTB studies warrants more rigorous 394 

longitudinal studies to better understand causal pathways and direction of association for risk 395 

factors among EmA in Africa. 396 

 397 

Conclusion and recommendations  398 

Overall, our findings suggest that SRTB among EmA is common in the African setting. Non-399 

condom use was most frequently assessed and had the highest, while transactional sex had the 400 

lowest pooled prevalence estimate. There was significant between-studies heterogeneity in the 401 

pooled prevalence estimates, with female participants tending to have higher SRTB estimates 402 

than their male counterparts. Alcohol/illicit drug use stood out as the most associated risk factor 403 

for SRTB. Interventions targeting emerging female adults’ alcohol/illicit drug use may reduce 404 

SRTB, which may in-turn mitigate propagation of HIV and other STIs amongst EmA in Africa. 405 

  406 
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included in analysis grouped in five thematic areas derived from a modified socio-ecological 430 

model. 431 

S1 Fig. Forest plots showing pooled prevalence of non-condom use. (A) Forest plot 432 

illustrating pooled prevalence of non-condom use from the 137 records (obtained from 93 433 

studies that assessed non-condom use). (B) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of non-434 

condom use grouped by sex of the study participants. (C) Forest plot illustrating pooled 435 

prevalence of non-condom use grouped by the African region in which the primary study was 436 

conducted. (D) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of non-condom use grouped by the 437 

year of publication of primary studies. (E) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of non-438 

condom use grouped by the definition of non-condom use in primary studies. 439 

S2 Fig. Forest plots showing pooled prevalence of multiple sex partners. (A) Forest plot 440 

illustrating pooled prevalence of multiple sex partners (MSP) from the 74 records (obtained 441 

from 69 studies that assessed MSP). (B) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of MSP from 442 

the 74 records grouped by sex of the study participants. (C) Forest plot illustrating pooled 443 

prevalence of MSP grouped by the African region in which the primary study was conducted. 444 

(D) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of MSP grouped by the year of publication of 445 

primary studies. (E) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of MSP grouped by the definition 446 

of MSP in primary studies. 447 

S3 Fig. Forest plots showing pooled prevalence of transactional sex. (A) Forest plot 448 

illustrating pooled prevalence of transactional sex (TS) from the 32 records (obtained from 31 449 

studies that assessed TS). (B) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of TS from the 32 450 

records grouped by sex of the study participants. (C) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence 451 

of TS grouped by the African region in which the primary study was conducted. (D) Forest 452 

plot illustrating pooled prevalence of TS by year of publication of primary studies. (E) Forest 453 

plot illustrating pooled prevalence of TS grouped by the definition of TS in primary studies.  454 
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S4 Fig. Forest plots showing pooled prevalence of younger age at sexual debut. (A) Forest 455 

plot illustrating pooled prevalence of younger age at sexual debut (YASD) from the 31 studies 456 

that assessed YASD. (B) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of YASD from the 31 457 

studies grouped by sex of the study participants. (C) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence 458 

of YASD grouped by the African region in which the primary study was conducted. (D) Forest 459 

plot illustrating pooled prevalence of YASD grouped by year of publication of primary studies. 460 

(E) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of YASD grouped by the definition of YASD in 461 

primary studies. 462 

S5 Fig. Forest plots showing pooled prevalence of concurrency. (A) Forest plot illustrating 463 

pooled prevalence of concurrency from the 13 studies that assessed concurrency. (B) Forest 464 

plot illustrating pooled prevalence of concurrency from the 13 studies grouped by sex of the 465 

study participants. (C) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of concurrency grouped by 466 

the African region in which the primary study was conducted. (D) Forest plot illustrating 467 

pooled prevalence of concurrency grouped by year of publication of primary studies. (E) Forest 468 

plot illustrating pooled prevalence of concurrency grouped by the definition of concurrency in 469 

primary studies. 470 

S6 Fig. Forest plots showing pooled prevalence of age-disparate relationships. (A) Forest 471 

plot illustrating pooled prevalence of age-disparate relationships from the 12 studies that 472 

assessed age-disparate relationships. (B) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of age-473 

disparate relationships from the 12 studies grouped by sex of the study participants. (C) Forest 474 

plot illustrating pooled prevalence of age-disparate relationships grouped by the African region 475 

in which the primary study was conducted. (D) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of 476 

age-disparate relationships grouped by year of publication of primary studies. (E) Forest plot 477 

illustrating pooled prevalence of age-disparate relationships grouped by the definition of age-478 

disparate relationships in primary studies. 479 
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S7 Fig. Forest plots showing pooled prevalence of study-defined SRTB. (A) Forest plot 480 

illustrating pooled prevalence of study-defined sexual risk-taking behaviour (SRTB) from the 481 

14 studies that assessed study-defined SRTB. (B) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of 482 

study-defined SRTB from the 14 studies grouped by sex of the study participants. (C) Forest 483 

plot illustrating pooled prevalence of study-defined SRTB grouped by the African region in 484 

which the primary study was conducted. (D) Forest plot illustrating pooled prevalence of study-485 

defined SRTB grouped by year of publication of primary studies. (E) Forest plot illustrating 486 

pooled prevalence of study-defined SRTB grouped by the definition of study-defined SRTB in 487 

primary studies. 488 
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