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Abstract 

Background: Men who have sex with men (MSM) who experience sexual violence are 

at increased risk for HIV. Pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) is effective in preventing HIV 

infection. Associations between sexual violence and PrEP discussion or PrEP use among 

MSM are not well-understood.  

 

Methods: National HIV Behavioral Surveillance used venue-based sampling methods to 

recruit and interview MSM in 23 U.S. urban areas in 2017. We estimated the prevalence 

of sexual violence and examined associations between sexual violence and PrEP 

discussion with a health care provider (HCP) or PrEP use among HIV-negative MSM in 

the past 12 months. We reported weighted percentages and 95% confidence intervals 

(CI). Adjusted prevalence ratios (aPR) with 95% CIs were calculated using logistic 

regression with predicted margins to compare groups.  

 

Results: Among 7,121 HIV-negative MSM, 4.2% (95% CI: 3.6%-4.8%) experienced 

sexual violence in the past 12 months. Sexual violence was not independently associated 

with PrEP discussion with HCP (47.6% vs. 40.0%; aPR = 1.16, 95% CI: 0.98-1.37). 

MSM who experienced sexual violence were more likely to use PrEP than those who did 

not experience sexual violence, even after adjusting for demographic differences (34.9% 

vs. 25.7%; aPR = 1.34, 95% CI: 1.07-1.67).  

 

Conclusions: Overall PrEP discussion and PrEP use were low among HIV-negative 

MSM. PrEP use was higher among MSM who experienced sexual violence. Supportive 
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patient-provider relationships that foster PrEP discussion and sexual violence screening 

in healthcare settings may be important to identifying HIV risk and PrEP needs while 

assessing MSM’s safety. 

 

Keywords: sexual violence; PrEP discussion; PrEP use; men who have sex with men; National 

HIV Behavioral Surveillance 
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Introduction 

Sexual violence is a serious public health issue among gay, bisexual, and other men who 

have sex with men (MSM) in the United States. The National Intimate Partner and Sexual 

Violence Survey reported that 40% of gay men and 47% of bisexual men had 

experienced sexual violence (i.e., being made to penetrate someone else, sexual coercion, 

unwanted sexual contact, and non-contact unwanted sexual experiences) in their lifetime 

(Walters et al., 2013). Further, experience of sexual violence has been associated with 

adverse health outcomes such as depression and HIV infection (Buller et al., 2014; 

Houston & McKirnan, 2007)(Braitstein et al., 2006). MSM in the U.S. are 

disproportionately affected by HIV, accounting for 65% of new HIV diagnoses in 2019 

(Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. HIV Surveillance Report, 2019; vol.32, 

May 2021). A meta-analysis has demonstrated that sexual violence perpetrated by an 

intimate partner is associated with greater odds of having HIV among MSM (Buller et al., 

2014).  

 

Oral pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) is a highly effective antiretroviral regimen against 

HIV infection when taken as prescribed (Chou et al., 2019; Grant et al., 2010; Spinner et 

al., 2016). With increasing PrEP awareness and acceptability among MSM (Holloway et 

al., 2020; Sullivan et al., 2020), routine PrEP discussions with health care providers are 

essential. Without such discussions, providers may miss opportunities to screen for PrEP 

or offer PrEP to their patients, including MSM who experience sexual violence. PrEP 

may be particularly useful to MSM who experience sexual violence, as an HIV 

prevention tool that does not rely on sex partners’ condom use and can be controlled by 
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the individual. PrEP use has increased dramatically among MSM since first approved by 

the U.S. Food and Drug Administration in 2012 (U.S. Food and Drug Administration. 

Truvada for PrEP Fact Sheet: Ensuring Safe and Proper Use, 2012); however, overall 

PrEP uptake remains suboptimal among MSM (Finlayson et al., 2019; Sullivan et al., 

2020).  

 

Prevalence of PrEP discussion and PrEP use among MSM who experience sexual 

violence, and associations between sexual violence experience and PrEP discussion or 

PrEP use among MSM are not well-understood. A recent study has indicated that MSM 

who experience forced sex perpetrated by an intimate partner are less likely to use PrEP 

(Braksmajer et al., 2020). Understanding the association between sexual violence 

experience and PrEP discussion or PrEP use among MSM may help inform violence and 

HIV prevention and PrEP interventions for MSM and training for PrEP providers. In this 

analysis, we investigated the prevalence of sexual violence in the past 12 months and 

examined associations between recent sexual violence experience and PrEP discussion 

with a health care provider or PrEP use among a multisite sample of HIV-negative MSM. 

 

Methods 

National HIV Behavioral Surveillance 

The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention’s (CDC) National HIV Behavioral Surveillance 

(NHBS) conducts rotating, annual, bio-behavioral surveillance among three key populations: 

MSM, persons who inject drugs, and heterosexually active persons at increased risk for HIV 

(Gallagher et al., 2007). Data for this analysis were collected in 2017 using venue-based, time-
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space sampling (VBS) methods to recruit and interview MSM in 23 U.S. metropolitan statistical 

areas (MSAs) with high HIV burden: Atlanta, Georgia; Baltimore, Maryland; Boston, 

Massachusetts; Chicago, Illinois; Dallas, Texas; Denver, Colorado; Detroit, Michigan; Houston, 

Texas; Los Angeles, California; Memphis, Tennessee; Miami, Florida; Nassau-Suffolk Counties, 

New York; New Orleans, Louisiana; New York City, New York; Newark, New Jersey; 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; Portland, Oregon; San Diego, California; San Francisco, California; 

San Juan, Puerto Rico; Seattle, Washington; Virginia Beach, Virginia; and Washington, DC 

(Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. HIV Infection Risk, Prevention, and Testing 

Behaviors Among Men Who Have Sex With Men-National HIV Behavioral Surveillance, 23 U.S. 

Cities, 2017, 2019; MacKellar et al., 2007). Eligible participants were offered a standardized 

questionnaire and HIV testing (MacKellar et al., 2007). Eligibility criteria for NHBS 

participation included being assigned as male sex at birth and self-identifying as a man, being at 

least 18 years old, living in a participating MSA, ever having had sex with another man, not 

having previously participated in the 2017 NHBS, being able to provide informed consent, and 

being able to complete the questionnaire in English or Spanish. This analysis is further limited to 

MSM who were sexually active (defined as having had sex with at least one male partner in the 

past 12 months) and who received a negative NHBS HIV test result. NHBS 2017 data were 

weighted to account for unequal selection probabilities, multiplicity, and nonresponse, allowing 

us to produce representative estimates for venue-attending MSM in the 23 MSAs. NHBS 

sampling methods and procedures have been previously published (Centers for Disease Control 

and Prevention. HIV Infection Risk, Prevention, and Testing Behaviors Among Men Who Have 

Sex With Men-National HIV Behavioral Surveillance, 23 U.S. Cities, 2017, 2019). NHBS was 

determined by the CDC to be public health surveillance. Local institutional review boards in 
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each of the 23 participating MSAs approved NHBS activities (Centers for Disease Control and 

Prevention. Guidelines for Defining Public Health Research and Public Health Non-Research 

Revised October 4, 1999, 1999; United States Department of Health and Human Services. 

Protection of Human Subjects. CFR 45, Part 46. Revised January 2009, 2009). All NHBS 

participants provided informed consent.  

 

Measures 

Recent sexual violence experience, the main independent variable of interest, was measured by 

asking participants if anybody forced or pressured them to have oral or anal sex when they did 

not want to in the past 12 months (yes/no). The outcomes of interest were PrEP discussion with a 

health care provider and PrEP use in the past 12 months. To assess PrEP discussion, we asked 

participants, “In the past 12 months, have you had a discussion with a health care provider about 

taking PrEP?” If participants were aware of PrEP, had visited a provider in the past 12 months, 

and discussed PrEP with a provider in the past 12 months, they were categorized as having 

discussed PrEP with a health care provider. To assess PrEP use, we asked participants, “In the 

past 12 months, have you taken PrEP to reduce the risk of getting HIV?” If participants were 

aware of PrEP and reported having taken PrEP in the past 12 months, they were categorized as 

having used PrEP.  

 

Demographic and behavioral characteristics included age, race/ethnicity, educational attainment, 

health insurance status, employment status, census region, condomless anal sex, number of male 

sex partners, exchange sex, last male sex partner’s HIV status, HIV testing offered by a health 

care provider, likely having an indication for PrEP, and PrEP awareness. Hispanic or Latino 
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MSM were of any race. Condomless anal sex was defined as having had condomless anal sex 

with a male partner in the past 12 months. Exchange sex was defined as having either received or 

given money or drugs in exchange for sex with a male partner in the past 12 months. Last sex 

partner’s HIV status was assessed by asking participants if they had known their last male sex 

partner’s HIV status and if so, what their last sex partner’s HIV status was the last time they had 

sex. Participants aware of PrEP reported having ever heard of PrEP. Participants were considered 

to have been offered HIV testing by a health care provider if they had visited a provider and a 

provider offered an HIV test in the past 12 months. Likely having an indication for PrEP was 

defined as having had either a male HIV-positive partner or ≥2 male sex partners in the past 12 

months; and having had either a self-reported sexually transmitted infection or condomless anal 

sex with a male partner in the past 12 months (Preexposure Prophylaxis for the Prevention of 

HIV Infection in the United States—2017 Update: A Clinical Practice Guideline., 2017).  

 

Statistical Analysis 

We estimated the prevalence of sexual violence in the past 12 months among HIV-negative 

MSM and described their demographic and behavioral characteristics overall and by recent 

sexual violence experience. Weighted percentages or median with 95% confidence intervals (CI) 

were reported; p-values were calculated using Rao-Scott chi-square tests for categorical data and 

Wilcoxon rank-sum tests for discrete data. We examined associations between recent sexual 

violence experience and PrEP discussion with a health care provider or PrEP use in the past 12 

months among HIV-negative MSM. Unadjusted prevalence ratios (PR) and adjusted prevalence 

ratios (aPR) with 95% CIs were calculated using logistic regression with predicted margins 

(Bieler et al., 2010). Adjusted models were controlled for age, race/ethnicity, educational 
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attainment, health insurance status, employment status, and census region. We did not report 

categories with an unstable coefficient of variation (CV≥0.3) and excluded them from logistic 

regression models due to sparse data. P-values of <0.05 were considered statistically significant. 

We performed all analyses and accounted for complex survey design and weights using PROC 

SURVEYMEANS and PROC SURVEYFREQ in SAS 9.4 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC) and 

PROC RLOGIST in SAS-callable SUDAAN 11.0 (RTI International Research, Research 

Triangle Park, NC). 

 

Results 

In total, 7,121 sexually active HIV-negative MSM were included in this analysis. Of these, 4.2% 

(95% CI: 3.6%-4.8%) experienced sexual violence in the past 12 months. Demographic and 

behavioral characteristics are presented in Table 1. Overall, the largest percentages of MSM 

were 30 years of age or older (39.8%, 95% CI: 38.1%-41.6%) and were White (27.3%, 95% CI: 

25.7%-28.9%). Most MSM had education beyond high school (59.4%, 95% CI: 57.6%-61.2%), 

were insured (60.2%, 95% CI: 58.4%-62.0%), or were employed either full-time or part-time 

(60.7%, 95% CI: 58.9%-62.4%). More than half of MSM (53.5%, 95% CI: 51.8%-55.3%) had 

condomless anal sex with a male partner in the past 12 months (Table 1).  

 

By recent sexual violence experience (Table 1), MSM who experienced sexual violence reported 

higher percentages of being aged 18-29 years (59.3%, 95% CI: 52.6%-65.9%), being 

unemployed (29.0%, 95% CI: 22.9%-35.1%), and having had exchange sex with a male partner 

in the past 12 months (20.6%, 95% CI: 15.1%-26.0%) than those who did not experience sexual 

violence. Compared to MSM who did not experience sexual violence (median = 3.7, 95% CI: 
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3.5-3.9), those who experienced sexual violence reported having had a greater number of male 

sex partners (median = 8.8, 95% CI: 7.1-10.5) in the past 12 months.  

 

In Figure 1, the majority of MSM who experienced sexual violence were aware of PrEP (87.9%, 

95% CI: 83.4%-92.5%), likely had an indication for PrEP (81.6%, 95% CI: 75.6%-87.5%), and 

were offered HIV testing by a health care provider in the past 12 months (56.0%, 95% CI: 

48.7%-63.3%), and results were not significantly different from those who did not experience 

sexual violence.  

 

PrEP discussion  

Among MSM who experienced sexual violence, 47.6% (95% CI: 40.4%-54.7%) had discussed 

PrEP with a health care provider in the past 12 months, compared to 40.0% (95% CI: 38.0%-

42.1%) among those who did not experience sexual violence (Figure 1). After adjusting for 

demographic differences, the association between recent sexual violence experience and PrEP 

discussion was not significant (aPR = 1.16, 95% CI: 0.98-1.37) (Table 2). 

 

PrEP use 

Among MSM who experienced sexual violence, 34.9% (95% CI: 27.9%-41.9%) had used PrEP 

in the past 12 months, while 25.7% (95% CI: 23.8%-27.6%) of those who did not experience 

sexual violence used PrEP in the past 12 months (Figure 1). MSM who experienced sexual 

violence were more likely than those who did not experience sexual violence to have used PrEP, 

even after adjusting for demographic differences (aPR = 1.34, 95% CI: 1.07-1.67). 
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Discussion 

Overall, a weighted prevalence of 4.2% of HIV-negative MSM experienced sexual violence in 

the past 12 months; most of these men were between the ages of 18-29 years. One in 5 MSM 

who experienced sexual violence had exchange sex with a male partner in the past 12 months. 

Moreover, MSM who experienced sexual violence reported a median of 9 male sex partners in 

the past 12 months. These results align with literature on sexual violence among MSM, which 

indicates that MSM who experience sexual violence are more likely than those who do not 

experience sexual violence to be younger, engage in exchange sex, and have multiple male sex 

partners (Duncan et al., 2018; Nasrullah et al., 2015). These findings are concerning because 

MSM are disproportionately affected by HIV (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. HIV 

Surveillance Report, 2019; vol.32, May 2021), and those who experience sexual violence are at 

increased risk for HIV (Buller et al., 2014). Providers should take sexual history and behaviors 

into consideration when assessing the safety and HIV risk of MSM who experience sexual 

violence, which can help facilitate discussions of PrEP and increase PrEP uptake.  

 

Health care providers play an important role in assessing HIV risk and facilitating access to HIV 

prevention tools such as PrEP. PrEP may be a particularly critical HIV prevention option for 

MSM who experience sexual violence given uptake and use can be directed by the individual 

unlike other strategies that may require negotiation with a male sex partner (e.g., condom use, 

positioning). We found that MSM reported high PrEP awareness regardless of recent sexual 

violence experiences, though a small proportion (12%-14%) reported being unaware. There was 

no difference in likely having an indication for PrEP between MSM who experienced sexual 

violence and those who did not experience sexual violence. This finding may be explained by 
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high condomless anal sex regardless of recent sexual violence experiences given condomless 

anal sex was a component of our PrEP indication variable. Only half of sexually active MSM 

were offered HIV testing by a provider in the past 12 months, among both those who did or did 

not recently experience sexual violence. While many MSM receive HIV testing in non-clinical 

settings, this is still suboptimal given recommendations of annual HIV testing for sexually active 

MSM(Duncan et al., 2018; Nasrullah et al., 2015) and because offering HIV testing is a key first 

step for providers to engage in conversations about HIV risk and PrEP indications with their 

male patients, which may lead to better understanding of sexual violence experiences. 

 

Less than half of MSM had discussed PrEP with a health care provider in the past 12 months. 

Although the percentage of PrEP discussion was higher among MSM who experienced sexual 

violence, it was not significantly different from those who did not experience sexual violence. 

One possible explanation could be that the prevalence of sexual violence was too small to detect 

differences. Alternatively, providers may not assess male patients’ recent experiences of sexual 

violence as a potential HIV risk factor that could inform PrEP discussion. Providers may 

consider directly screening MSM for experiences of sexual violence, both for identifying 

potential HIV risk, engaging in discussions about PrEP, and as an opportunity to refer these men 

to violence and HIV prevention services.  

 

Gender stereotypes of victims of violence being women can be a barrier to men being assessed or 

linked to needed support and social services, or services not being sufficiently tailored to men, 

including MSM (Baral et al., 2015; Bates et al., 2019; Javanbakht et al., 2019). Furthermore, this 

analysis’ definition of sexual violence covers sexual violence from any perpetrator, which may 
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be in the context of intimate partner relationships, other social or familial relationships, the 

criminal justice system, or other contexts; needed support and services could be different 

depending on the perpetrator. Acknowledging the importance of the patient-provider relationship 

and the clinical environments supporting violence and HIV prevention with MSM patients, 

clinics and providers should foster a stigma-free, discrimination-free, culturally competent 

environment where male patients, especially MSM, can feel comfortable disclosing their 

experiences of sexual violence and discussing HIV prevention options such as PrEP.  

 

Approximately a quarter of MSM used PrEP in the past 12 months; one third of those who 

experienced sexual violence had used PrEP. We found higher prevalence of PrEP use among 

MSM who experienced sexual violence; however, this finding is inconsistent with a previous 

study that found forced sex perpetrated by an intimate partner to be negatively associated with 

PrEP use among MSM (Braksmajer et al., 2020). However, this analysis defines sexual violence 

from any perpetrator, which may help explain the difference.  It is possible that experiences of 

sexual violence increased perceived risk for HIV infection, which led to higher PrEP use among 

MSM in our analysis. Prior studies have documented that MSM with high perceived HIV risk are 

more likely to be aware of and willing to use PrEP compared to those with low perceived HIV 

risk (Holt et al., 2012; Kesler et al., 2016; Underhill et al., 2018). In addition, MSM who 

experienced sexual violence in our analysis also reported higher percentages of having had 

exchange sex and greater number of male sex partners, which could also contribute to higher 

perceived HIV risk; this higher perceived HIV risk may have resulted in greater PrEP use even if 

likely having an indication for PrEP remained similar between those who did and those who did 

not recently experience sexual violence. Information regarding the influence of sexual behaviors 
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and sexual violence experiences on perceived HIV risk and PrEP discussion or PrEP use among 

MSM are lacking and NHBS 2017 did not assess perceived HIV risk among MSM. Future 

research is needed to assess the effects of sexual violence experience and of sexual violence 

perpetration on perceived HIV risk and the role of perceived HIV risk as a barrier or a facilitator 

for HIV prevention such as PrEP discussion or PrEP use among MSM.  

 

Limitations 

This analysis has several limitations. First, sexual violence was self-reported and is subject to 

recall bias or social desirability bias, which may have underestimated the prevalence of recent 

sexual violence experience. Second, temporality between experience of sexual violence and 

PrEP discussion or PrEP use could not be established due to the cross-sectional survey design. 

Third, it is possible that unmeasured factors (e.g., screening for violence, perceived HIV risk, 

relationship to perpetrator, PrEP acceptability) may help better explain the association between 

recent sexual violence experience and PrEP use among HIV-negative MSM. Lastly, the findings 

are only generalizable to venue-attending MSM who live in urban areas. Data were weighted to 

adjust for potential sampling biases; however, findings may not be generalizable to all HIV-

negative MSM in the U.S. 

 

Conclusions 

Overall PrEP discussion with a health care provider and PrEP use were low among sexually 

active HIV-negative MSM. The prevalence of PrEP use was higher among MSM who 

experienced sexual violence than those who did not experience sexual violence, though was not 

optimal for either group. Strategies to promote PrEP discussions between providers and their 
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patients and to increase PrEP uptake among MSM and those who experience sexual violence are 

needed.  Recent sexual violence experience was associated with PrEP use but was not associated 

with PrEP discussion among MSM. Supportive patient-provider relationships that foster 

discussions of PrEP and screening for sexual violence in healthcare settings may be important to 

identifying HIV risk and PrEP needs while assessing MSM’s safety.  
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Figure 1. PrEP-related characteristics of HIV-negative MSM by recent sexual violence experience in 23 U.S. urban areas – NHBS, 

2017 

 

 
 Abbreviations: MSM, men who have sex with men; PrEP, pre-exposure prophylaxis; HCP, health care provider. 

Note: Each characteristic is independent of the preceding characteristic. 
†Likely having an indication for PrEP was defined as having had either a male HIV-positive partner or ≥2 male sex partners in the past 

12 months; and having had either a self-reported sexually transmitted infection or condomless anal sex with a male partner in the past 

12 months. 
*p<0.05 from the Rao-Scott chi-square test. 
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Table 1. Characteristics of HIV-negative MSM by recent sexual violence experience in 23 U.S. urban areas – NHBS, 2017 

 

   

Total (N=7,121) 

Experienced Sexual 

Violence in the Past 12 

Months (n=460) 

Did Not Experience 

Sexual Violence in the 

Past 12 Months (n=6,661) 

  

N* %* (95% CI) n* %* (95% CI) n* %* (95% CI) p-value† 

Age group (years) 

     18-29 

     ≥30 

 

3,063 

4,058 

 

33.6 (31.7-35.5) 

39.8 (38.1-41.6) 

 

269 

191 

 

59.3 (52.6-65.9) 

40.7 (34.1-47.4) 

 

2,794 

3,867 

 

44.9 (42.6-47.2) 

55.1 (52.8-57.4) 

 

<0.0001 

Race/Ethnicity‡ 

    Hispanic or Latino 

    American Indian or Alaska Native 

    Asian 

    Black  

    Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander 

    White 

    Multiple races 

 

2,001 

49 

192 

1,670 

32 

2,773 

365 

 

25.1 (23.5-26.7) 

0.7 (0.4-1.0) 

2.2 (1.8-2.6) 

14.6 (13.2-16.0) 

0.3 (0.1-0.4) 

27.3 (25.7-28.9) 

3.2 (2.7-3.7) 

 

103 

–§ 

–§ 

105 

–§ 

192 

37 

 

26.4 (20.1-32.8) 

–§ 

–§ 

17.0 (11.8-22.3) 

–§ 

43.2 (36.2-50.3) 

7.5 (4.0-11.0) 

 

1,898 

41 

182 

1,565 

–§ 

2,581 

328 

 

34.7 (32.7-36.7) 

0.8 (0.5-1.1) 

3.1 (2.5-3.7) 

20.1 (18.1-22.0) 

–§ 

36.8 (34.8-38.9) 

4.2 (3.5-4.9) 

 

<0.0001 

Highest level of education 

     High school/GED or less  

     Beyond high school 

 

1,479 

5,640 

 

14.0 (12.8-15.2) 

59.4 (57.6-61.2) 

 

100 

360 

 

18.3 (13.0-23.6) 

81.7 (76.4-87.0) 

 

1,379 

5,280 

 

19.1 (17.5-20.7) 

80.9 (79.3-82.5) 

 

0.7709 

Health insurance status 

     Yes 

     No 

 

5,819 

1,291 

 

60.2 (58.4-62.0) 

13.1 (12.1-14.2) 

 

374 

85 

 

84.3 (79.2-89.5) 

15.7 (10.5-20.8) 

 

5,445 

1,206 

 

81.9 (80.4-83.5) 

18.1 (16.5-19.6) 

 

0.4024 

Employment status      

     Unemployed 

     Full- or part-time employed 

 

1,420 

5,700 

 

12.7 (11.7-13.8) 

60.7 (58.9-62.4) 

 

129 

331 

 

29.0 (22.9-35.1) 

71.0 (64.9-77.1) 

 

1,291 

5,369 

 

16.6 (15.2-18.0) 

83.4 (82.0-84.8) 

 

<0.0001 

Census region 

    Midwest 

    Northeast 

    South 

    West 

    Puerto Rico 

 

606 

1,287 

2,655 

2,326 

247 

 

3.4 (2.7-4.2) 

14.0 (12.4-15.6) 

27.3 (25.2-29.5) 

27.1 (24.8-29.5) 

1.5 (1.0-1.9) 

 

48 

81 

137 

188 

–§ 

 

4.1 (1.9-6.4) 

17.0 (11.6-22.5) 

32.1 (25.2-39.0) 

46.4 (39.1-53.6) 

–§ 

 

558 

1,206 

2,518 

2,138 

241 

 

4.7 (3.6-5.8) 

19.2 (17.1-21.4) 

37.6 (34.6-40.5) 

36.4 (33.3-39.4) 

2.1 (1.5-2.8) 

 

0.0117 
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Condomless anal sex with a male partner 

in the past 12 months 

     Yes 

     No 

 

 

5,111 

2,001 

 

 

53.5 (51.8-55.3) 

20.2 (18.9-21.4) 

 

 

367 

92 

 

 

77.4 (71.4-83.4) 

22.6 (16.6-28.6) 

 

 

4,744 

1,909 

 

 

72.4 (70.7-74.1) 

27.6 (25.9-29.3) 

 

 

0.1309 

Number of male sex partners in the past 

12 months, median (95% CI) 

3.9 (3.6-4.1) 8.8 (7.1-10.5) 3.7 (3.5-3.9) <0.0001 

Exchange sex with a male partner in the 

past 12 months¶ 

     Yes 

     No 

 

 

566 

6,553 

 

 

5.1 (4.4-5.8) 

68.6 (66.9-70.4) 

 

 

100 

359 

 

 

20.6 (15.1-26.0) 

79.4 (74.0-84.9) 

 

 

466 

6,194 

 

 

6.1 (5.2-7.0) 

93.9 (93.0-94.8) 

 

 

<0.0001 

Last male sex partner's HIV status 

     HIV-negative 

     HIV-positive 

     Don’t know 

 

4,323 

407 

2,346 

 

48.3 (46.5-50.1) 

4.2 (3.6-4.8) 

24.4 (23.1-25.7) 

 

251 

27 

177 

 

57.6 (51.0-64.2) 

4.5 (1.8-7.1) 

37.9 (31.4-44.5) 

 

4,072 

380 

2,169 

 

63.1 (61.3-64.9) 

5.6 (4.7-6.4) 

31.3 (29.6-33.0) 

 

0.1255 

Abbreviations: MSM, men who have sex with men; NHBS, National HIV Behavioral Surveillance; CI, confidence interval; GED, 

general educational development. 
*Frequencies are unweighted, and percentages are weighted. 
†P-values were calculated using Rao-Scott chi-square tests for categorial data and Wilcoxon rank-sum tests for discrete data. 
‡Hispanic or Latinos men can be of any race. 
§Categories with an unstable coefficient of variation (CV≥0.3) were not reported.  
¶Exchange sex with a male partner is defined as having received or given money or drugs in exchange for having sex with a male 

partner in the past 12 months. 
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Table 2. Associations between recent sexual violence experience and PrEP discussion or PrEP use among HIV-negative MSM in 23 

U.S. urban areas – NHBS, 2017 

 

  

  

Discussed PrEP with a 

Health Care Provider in 

the Past 12 Months 

Did Not Discuss PrEP with 

a Health Care Provider in 

the Past 12 Months 

  

  

  

  

n* Row %* (95% CI) n* Row %* (95% CI) PR (95% CI) p-value aPR† (95% CI) p-value 

Sexual Violence in the 

Past 12 Months 

        

   Total 2,793 38.0 (36.1-39.8) 4,323 55.9 (54.0-57.7)      
                

   Experienced 215 47.6 (40.4-54.7) 244 52.4 (45.3-59.6) 1.19 (1.01-1.40) 0.0477 1.16 (0.98-1.37) 0.0968 

   Did not experience 2,578 40.0 (38.0-42.1) 4,079 60.0 (57.9-62.0) 1.0 (Referent)   1.0 (Referent)   

 

  

  

Used PrEP in the Past 12 

Months 

Did Not Use PrEP in the 

Past 12 Months 

  

  

  

  

n* Row %* (95% CI) n* Row %* (95% CI) PR (95% CI) p-value aPR† (95% CI) p-value 

Sexual Violence in the 

Past 12 Months 

        

   Total 1,782 24.6 (22.9-26.3) 5,335 69.2 (67.4-71.1)      
                

   Experienced 147 34.9 (27.9-41.9) 312 65.1 (58.1-72.1) 1.36 (1.10-1.68) 0.0079 1.34 (1.07-1.67) 0.0150 

   Did not experience 1,635 25.7 (23.8-27.6) 5,023 74.3 (72.4-76.2) 1.0 (Referent)   1.0 (Referent)   

 

Abbreviations: PrEP, pre-exposure prophylaxis; MSM, men who have sex with men; NHBS, National HIV Behavioral Surveillance; 

CI, confidence interval; PR, unadjusted prevalence ratio; aPR, adjusted prevalence ratio. 
*Frequencies are unweighted, and percentages are weighted. 
†Adjusted for age, race/ethnicity, highest level of education, health insurance status, employment status, and census region. 
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