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Abstract

Ghanaian men who have sex with men (MSM) face significant HIV disparities. Pre-exposure
prophylaxis (PrEP) is a highly effective tool for HIV prevention. Previous studies on the
perspectives of PrEP use among Ghanaian MSM identified high interest in PrEP among this
population. However, the knowledge from the previous research, which was the best available
evidence at the time, was primarily hypothetical because those data were collected before any real-
world implementation of PrEP in Ghana. The purpose of the analysis is to identify and understand
the factors currently influencing PrEP acceptance. We conducted a secondary analysis of focus
group (n=8) data with Ghanaian MSM. Audio transcripts were subjected to descriptive thematic
analysis. There was an almost universal awareness of PrEP, but inaccuracies about PrEP were
common. PrEP acceptability was influenced by a mix of individual and intrapersonal factors. To
bridge the gap between awareness, knowledge, and acceptability, HIV prevention programs should

address access barriers and incorporate community-derived strategies.

Introduction

Globally, HIV prevalence has decreased over the past decade, yet it remains
disproportionately high among key populations, notably men who have sex with men (MSM).
Key populations, including MSM, account for 70% of the global HIV burden, facing a risk 28
times greater than that of adult men who do not have sex with men (1). In sub-Saharan Africa
alone, where 60% of the new 1.7 million HIV infections occurred in 2018 (2), Ghana presents a
generalized HIV epidemic with prevalence rates 18.1% among MSM (3-5), compared to the

1.7% reported among the general population (6).
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In response to this crisis, the global health community has embraced antiretroviral
medications for pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) as a preventive measure. The World Health
Organization recommends PrEP as a highly effective biomedical prevention strategy for
individuals at high risk of HIV exposure (7). The introduction of oral PrEP has been a significant
advancement in the prevention of HIV (8), and more recently, the development of an injectable
platform — which offers a sustained release formulation and was shown to be superior to oral
PrEP in a randomized controlled trial, mainly due to its reduced reliance on daily adherence (9)
— has broadened prevention strategies. Despite its promise, the uptake of PrEP is hindered by
challenges at various levels, including provider, patient, and healthcare system (10, 11). The
persistent barriers and lack of comprehensive knowledge among MSM significantly impede both

the implementation and utilization of PrEP as an HIV prevention strategy.

In Ghana, the National AIDS/STI Control Program (NACP) under the auspices of the
Ghana Health Service laid the groundwork for PrEP delivery by incorporating it into the
Consolidated Guidelines for HIV Care in Ghana as early as August 2019 (12). This proactive
step paved the way for the commencement of PrEP services to key populations a year later, in
August 2020, with a particular emphasis on MSM (13). Research conducted in Ghana before the
rollout of PrEP consistently indicated that a lack of awareness and knowledge among Ghanaian

MSM was a significant barrier to PrEP's acceptance(14, 15).

To maximize the effectiveness of PrEP in reducing HIV incidence among key
populations in Ghana, particularly as access to this preventive measure expands, it is crucial to
understand what factors influence both the awareness, knowledge and the acceptability of PrEP
among Ghanaian MSM. This study's primary goal was to explore the determinants of PrEP

acceptability within a cohort of gay and bisexual men, as well as other men who engage in same-
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gender sexual relations in Ghana. Our research was driven by two principal questions: Firstly,
what levels of knowledge, awareness, and attitudes do these men hold regarding PrEP?
Secondly, do they view PrEP as an acceptable and efficient means of preventing HIV?
Understanding the awareness, knowledge, attitudes, and acceptability of PrEP among MSM in
Ghana is vital for the design of tailored educational and health promotion programs. This
investigation aimed to reveal these factors to inform strategies that could bridge gaps in PrEP
utilization. By identifying the current factors to PrEP uptake, this study could lead to the
development of targeted interventions that enhance PrEP adherence and persistence, ultimately

contributing to the reduction of new HIV infections among MSM in Ghana.

Material and methods

This study was a qualitative description, using secondary data obtained from focus groups (FG)
FGs are a type of group discussion that are used to elicit detailed descriptions of the shared
experiences of those participating in the conversation(16). The social interaction that influences
that discussion is a key advantage to understanding the general social perspective on a topic, which
is not reliably achieved in an in-depth interview—which centers the individual’s perspective (17).
These group discussions were conducted as part of formative research aimed at informing the
adaptation of a multi-level intersectional stigma-reduction intervention. A comprehensive report
on the recruitment methodology utilized in the parent study has been previously published (18).

We provide a summary below.

Study settings and sites

The parent study was conducted in Accra, the administrative capital, commercial hub, and

largest city of Ghana, as well as in Kumasi, the second largest city in the country. These locations
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90 exhibit arich blend of ethnicities, religions, and cultural diversity, including migrants from various
91 regions within Ghana and neighboring countries. Further, these cities are located in the Greater
92  Accra Region and Ashanti Region which were selected due to their high prevalence of HIV among
93  MSM and their relatively larger populations of men with histories of same-gender sex, compared

94  to other regions in Ghana.

95 Study population and recruitment

96 Eligibility for participation in the FGs was limited to individuals who were 18 years of age
97  orolder, designated male at birth, currently self-identified as cisgender men, and reported engaging
98 in sexual activity with another man (cisgender and transgender inclusive) at least once within the
99  previous six months. Convenience sampling methods were utilized in partnership with two
100 community partner organizations providing services to gender and sexual minorities to recruit

101  study participants, who were recruited from September 15, 2020 to October 30%, 2020.

102 Focus Group Guides

103  The guides used for focus groups (FGs) contained open-ended questions covering ten main
104  domains. The focus of the secondary analysis is on participants responses to the following
105  questions used to stimulate discussion in the "Attitudes towards PrEP domain" Sample questions
106  include (1) "Were you aware of PrEP before this study? (2) Describe what you know about PrEP,
107  (3) If PrEP were available would you use it? (4) What will prevent or aid you in using PrEP for

108  HIV prevention?

109 Data Collection

110 The FG moderators involved in the study were individuals who self-identified as gay and

111 bisexual men and were employees of LGBTQ+ serving partner organizations in their respective
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112 cities. These individuals were trained in data collection and the responsible conduct of research
113 with human participants. A total of six FGs were conducted in English. Two FGs were conducted
114 in Twi which is the predominant language spoken in Kumasi, which is the seat of the Twi-speaking
115  Ashanti Kingdom. Providing participants with a non-English language option allowed for the
116  narration of certain experiences that could only be effectively described in their local indigenous
117  language. Participants were informed about the study, its voluntary nature, and the option to
118  withdraw without consequences. Once a participant verbally indicated to the research assistant that
119  all their questions had been satisfactorily answered, we documented that they had given informed
120  consent by having the participant sign an informed consent form. FGs lasted for approximately
121 90-120 minutes. All FGs were digitally recorded and transcribed. The research team, including
122 bilingual research assistants reviewed both English and Twi audio files to ensure consistency of

123 translation and accuracy of the transcription.

124 Data analysis

125 Seven research team members with diverse expertise and cultural backgrounds analyzed
126  the data transcripts. The team began by individually analyzing six randomly selected transcripts
127  from the FGs, then identifying and labeling relevant concepts. This was the first step in the coding
128  process. The team then convened to construct a coding schema by defining and categorizing these
129  individual codes. The team used the resultant schema to code the rest of the transcripts. Any
130  discrepancies between coded text were discussed and addressed through discussion with the larger
131 group of analysts and revision of the coding schema to include any new codes. We then combined
132 all codes into code clusters. Clusters were then grouped together into broad categories of
133 participants' experiences and perspectives. The research team examined the resulting broad

134  categories across all transcripts and reviewed them to confirm their comprehensiveness and
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135  representativeness. Finally, we identified themes by determining the main message(s) across the

136  broad categories (19).

137  Ethical Review

138 Approval for this study was obtained from the institutional review boards of Yale
139  University, Noguchi Medical Research Institute (which serves as the IRB for the University of
140  Ghana), the Ghana Health Service, and the University of Toronto. Before their participation, all
141  study participants who agreed to participate signed an informed consent form. As a token of
142  appreciation for their participation, study participants received a small gratuity of 100 Ghanaian

143 Cedis (approximately $10 USD) for participating in focus group discussions.

142 RESULTS

145  Two overarching themes were identified that characterized the men’s awareness, knowledge and
146  acceptability of PrEP. Awareness was conceptualized as the conscious recognition of the existence
147  of PrEP. Knowledge pertained to the accuracy of details about how it works and how it’s supposed
148  to be used, including its contraindications (e.g., don’t take if you have a suspected HIV infection
149  because of the risk of developing ARV resistance) and limits (e.g., doesn’t prevent STIs). Each of
150 the two themes is built on four categories. The first theme, “almost universal awareness of PrEP
151  but inaccuracies about PrEP were common” are underpinned by these categories: 1) confusion
152 between pre-exposure prophylaxis and post-exposure prophylaxis, 2) event-driven perceptions of
153  PrEP usage, 3) misaligned analogies: equating PrEP with ARVs, and 4) advocacy for a
154  comprehensive educational approach. The second theme was PrEP acceptability was influenced
155 by a mix of individual and intrapersonal factors. The corresponding categories were: 1) Hesitancy
156  towards PrEP uptake due to perceived limited benefit, 2) Extending HIV, sex, and same-sex

157  relations stigma to PrEP affects PrEP uptake, 3) Perceived lack of information, concerns about
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158  side effects, and cost act as barriers to PrEP acceptability. These identified themes highlight the
159  importance of addressing gaps in awareness and knowledge of PrEP while acknowledging the

160  complex and diverse factors that influence PrEP’s acceptability.

161 Theme 1: There was an almost universal awareness of PrEP but
162 inaccuracies about PrEP were common.

163
164  Confusion between pre-exposure prophylaxis and post-exposure prophylaxis

165 All the participants in the FGs had heard of PrEP prior to the interview, with participants
166  in two FGS indicating that they knew what PrEP was used for. Among those who indicated
167  knowledge of PrEP, it was generally understood as a medication you take after exposure to HIV,
168  thus describing post-exposure prophylaxis (PEP), and not PrEP, which is for pre-exposure. In the
169  except below, a participant reveals a notable misconception surrounding PrEP (pre-exposure
170  prophylaxis) and its confusion with post-exposure prophylaxis (PEP). The participant's comment
171 reflects a context where PrEP is associated with a specific use case — providing medication to staff

172 who have been exposed to potential HIV transmission sources like blood or blood products.

173 "We use it for our staff, any staff who get infected, you get exposed to blood or blood
174 products, PrEP or blood splash , we test you and give you PrEP then three months later
175 we test you again , if you are fine , fine. (Group 3, Accra).

176  This misunderstanding indicates that some individuals might perceive PrEP as a form of
177  "emergency" or "post-exposure" treatment, rather than its intended use as a preventive measure
178  before potential exposure. This perception could stem from inaccurate information dissemination.
179  This highlights a crucial need for educational interventions to clarify the distinct purposes of PrEP

180 and PEP among the target population. Additionally, it underlines the significance of accurate
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181  communication about PrEP's pre-exposure nature to maximize its effectiveness in HIV prevention

182  efforts.
183  Event-Driven Perceptions of PrEP Usage

184 In two focus groups in Kumasi, the men discussed their knowledge on PrEP, describing it
185 as an event-driven prevention method. The perspectives shared underscored a mixture of
186  awareness and misperception. As highlighted by a participant: “What I know about PrEP is that
187  you need to take it for about a month for prevention and after the month you take it when you are
188  ready for sex” (FG4, Kumasi). While correctly acknowledging the need to take PrEP for
189  prevention, there was an apparent misunderstanding regarding the timing of its consumption. The
190 idea of taking PrEP "for about a month" may stem from the initial period required for the
191  medication to establish its protective effects. However, the belief that PrEP is only taken "when
192  you are ready for sex" suggests a misconception about its continuous daily use, irrespective of

193  sexual activity timing.
194  Misaligned Analogies: Equating PrEP with ARV's

195 Regarding the participants' awareness of PrEP availability in Ghana, a consensus emerged
196  that PrEP was indeed available within the country. However, an interesting perception was
197  highlighted during the discussions — some participants drew parallels between PrEP and
198  antiretroviral medications (ARVs). This analogy revealed a belief that, akin to ARVs, PrEP is
199  tailored to individual needs. This sentiment was captured by a participant's comment: "A4s it is
200  PrEP is now becoming common. PrEP is just not like paracetamol, it's a variety of medications.
201 The PrEP you will take will be different from the PrEP I may take." (Group 3 Accra) This

202 perspective unveils a potential misinterpretation, as PrEP is generally standardized regardless of
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203  personal differences. This misconception underlines the significance of clarifying PrEP's
204  uniformity and its distinct nature from ARVs.

205 A group emphasized the necessity of simplifying the description of PrEP to enhance
206  comprehension. This entailed equating PrEP to antiretroviral medications (ARVs) and offering a
207  level of education comparable to that provided to individuals living with HIV. The sentiment was
208 articulated by a participant who remarked, "The thing is that, we need to admit that PrEP currently
209  in Ghana is simply ARVs for all of us to understand. It's the same medication that people living
210  with HIV take. The only difference here is that, we use three different medicines for people who
211 are HIV positive but if you are taking it for PrEP, we use two combinations, so instead of three
212 medicines, if you want to take PrEP, you just take two. That is basically PrEP." (Group 4, Accra).
213 Discussions highlighted the importance of providing clear, relatable information to dispel

214  misconceptions and promote accurate comprehension among the population.
215 Advocacy for a Comprehensive Educational Approach

216 Participants emphasized the pressing need for intensified education to enhance PrEP

217  awareness and understanding, acknowledging the prevalent lack of knowledge. The consensus was
218  that delivering comprehensive information was pivotal, and should include all aspects such as
219  dosage, potential side effects, long-term implications, and general information about PrEP
220 including where to access it. Participants believed that increasing knowledge may lead to increased
221 acceptability among MSM in Ghana. One participant shared: "We talked about PrEP. I think the
222 education on PrEP is not that strong, I think we should do more education on PrEP because it
223 seems like people don't understand and don't know the reason why they will be taking drugs to
224 prevent only HIV because I am a case manager, I test people who tend to be negative and I try to

225  preach the gospel to them about PrEP but you can see that the community is not accepting it. |
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226 can see that the education is not that strong, so I think we have a lot to do about PrEP issue"
227  (Group 4, Accra). This perspective underscored the pivotal role of informative campaigns that
228  dispelled misunderstandings, addressed concerns, and cultivated a deeper understanding of PrEP's
229  purpose and benefits. By bolstering education initiatives, the participants envisioned the potential
230  to positively shape the community's perception of PrEP and ultimately foster its wider acceptance

231  and uptake.

232 Theme 2: PrEP acceptability was influenced by a mix of individual
233 and intrapersonal factors.

234
235  Hesitancy towards PrEP uptake due to perceived limited benefit

236 In all eight FGs, participants were quite hesitant about PrEP uptake. The most recurring
237  reason shared by participants was the limited benefit of PrEP in preventing HIV only and not other
238  STIs. Participants felt that it was quite limiting to take a medication daily to prevent only one
239  disease when usually the concern is more about pregnancy with their female partners and STIs
240  such as gonorrhea and syphilis with their male partners. They described taking PrEP as an
241  inconvenience, especially if they would need to take other actions to prevent other STIs. The
242 statement from a participant: "/ cannot waste my time taking drugs every day to prevent me from
243 HIV, only HIV, for me [to be] catching other STIs so it's better for me to leave this PrEP and
244 concentrate on my condom use. (Group 4, Accra) presents a compelling perspective on the
245  perceived drawbacks of using PrEP as a HIV prevention strategy. This discussion highlights
246  several important insights. Firstly, it underscores the commitment required for PrEP use, as it
247  involves daily medication adherence. For some individuals, this daily regimen may be perceived
248  asinconvenient or unnecessary, particularly if they believe they are still at risk of contracting other

249  sexually transmitted infections (STIs). This perception of inconvenience may deter them from
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250 utilizing PrEP consistently. Secondly, the discussions reflect concerns about the limited scope of
251  PrEP in preventing only HIV. They expressed a preference for using condoms as a comprehensive
252 prevention method against both HIV and STIs. This viewpoint aligns with the importance of
253  emphasizing that PrEP is not a substitute for safer sex practices but rather a complement to them.
254 It highlights the need for comprehensive sexual health education to clarify PrEP's role in a broader
255  prevention strategy. Finally, the discussions underline the fact that individuals have different risk
256  perceptions and preferences when it comes to HIV prevention. Some may prioritize condom use
257  due to its dual protection against HIV and STIs, while others may find PrEP more suitable for their
258 lifestyle.

259 While the most frequent preference was not to use PrEP because it only protects against
260  HIV, participants in one focus group in Kumasi differed. In this group, participants acknowledged
261  the limitation of PrEP in protecting against other sexually transmitted infections (STIs). However,
262  they introduced a unique perspective driven by their motivations for considering PrEP. The
263  statement from Group 3 in Kumasi, "We have our reasons though, we understand PrEP doesn't
264  prevent other STIs but at least you have HIV to not worry about," offers a nuanced perspective on
265  the decision to adopt PrEP despite its limitations. This viewpoint sheds light on the trade-offs
266 individuals may consider when making choices about their sexual health. Group 3's
267  acknowledgment that PrEP doesn't provide protection against other STIs demonstrates a clear
268  understanding of PrEP's scope and limitations. However, their willingness to use PrEP primarily
269  to prevent HIV suggests that they prioritize this particular concern above others. This choice
270  reflects a calculated decision based on perceived risk and priorities. The phrase "at least you have
271 HIV to not worry about" underscores the significance of HIV as a major health concern. For some

272 individuals, the peace of mind that comes from knowing they are protected against HIV may
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273 outweigh the concern of contracting other STIs. It's important to note that this perspective may
274 vary among individuals, and their risk perceptions and priorities can influence their choices
275  regarding prevention methods. The insights generated from this discussion highlights the
276  complexity of sexual health decision-making and the importance of offering a range of prevention
277  options that cater to individual preferences and risk perceptions.

278 There was strong preference for condom use overall as the preferred HIV prevention
279  method. Condoms were characterized as a routine part of sexual encounters and remained the
280  primary HIV prevention strategy they were most familiar with. Participants discussed condoms as
281  convenient, and less burdensome compared with "the stress of taking a pill every day" (Group 1,
282  Kumasi). Additionally, discussion revealed a firm decision against taking PrEP, underpinned by
283  their current practices of using condoms and lubricants as preventive measures against both HIV
284  and sexually transmitted infections (STIs). Their decision on emerged from their confidence in
285  their existing practices, specifically the use of condoms and lubricants, as effective measures
286  against both HIV and STIs. The collective sentiment, which was echoed by a participant, "I will
287  not take it. Since I am still using condoms and lubricant, I'm using them correctly and I am using
288  them to prevent HIV and STI's already, so I am not going to double protect myself.” (Group 2,
289  Accra) signifies their belief in their method's sufficiency. This shared viewpoint reflected the
290  group's understanding of layered preventive strategies and their perception that adding PrEP would
291  be redundant.

292 Within the discussions of two focus groups in Accra and one in Kumasi, a shared
293  perspective emerged regarding the necessity of using condoms for protection, even in the presence
294  of PrEP availability. Participants exhibited a degree of skepticism towards the standalone

295  effectiveness of PrEP, suggesting that its protective capability might be insufficient when
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296  considered alone. This skepticism led participants to favor condoms as a more reliable option for
297  ensuring their sexual health. As explained by this participant: "I am just getting the information
298  that even with the PrEP you still need to, there is a bigger possibility of you still using a condom,
299  which means that PrEP doesn't really do anything. Let me go for the condom and know I am safe"”
300 (Group 1, Accra). This collective viewpoint underscores the participants' cautious approach to
301 preventive measures, revealing an inclination to adopt multiple strategies for added reassurance.
302 The participants' stance highlights the importance of addressing concerns about PrEP's

303 effectiveness and promoting comprehensive education about its intended role as part of a multi-

304 faceted approach to HIV prevention.

305 Extending HIV, sex, and same-sex intercourse stigma to PrEP affects PrEP

306 uptake.

307 Stigma emerged as a notable barrier to PrEP acceptability, with a particular focus on the
308  stigma associated with individuals who are living with HIV. The participants' perspectives
309 unveiled two main points. Firstly, a prevailing assumption arose that individuals taking PrEP were
310 already living with HIV. Secondly, a perception existed that those living with HIV were subjected
311  tostigma and discrimination. Despite recognizing the potential of PrEP to prevent HIV acquisition,
312  participants expressed concerns that using PrEP might imply living with HIV. A participant
313 succinctly shared: "Trust me, if it [PrEP] is being advertised and made public for everyone to
314  know in Ghana where we are, anyone who sees you holding the drug [PrEP] would say you are
315  positive and won't even come closer to you again" (Group 2, Kumasi) This highlights the profound
316  impact of HIV stigma on individuals' perceptions of and willingness to use PrEP. It serves as a

317  reminder of the ongoing challenges in combating stigma and the need for comprehensive strategies
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318 that not only provide access to prevention methods but also address the social and cultural factors
319 that affect their adoption.

320 In all of the group discussions, there were concerns with being identified as living with
321  HIV, anidentity which is currently stigmatized. Participants were concerned about having a similar
322  medication schedule with persons living with HIV, in which they both had to take a pill daily: " 7
323 think there is no different the one who has HIV and the one who doesn't have. This is because the
324 one with HIV takes drugs everyday as well as the one who takes PrEP" (Group 4, Accra). This
325 raises an important perspective regarding the perceived similarity between individuals taking
326 antiretroviral therapy (ART) for HIV treatment and those using PrEP for HIV prevention. This
327  viewpoint suggests a fundamental misconception that exists in some communities, equating PrEP
328 use with being a person living with HIV. It highlights the need for effective public health
329 communication to distinguish between the two scenarios. While both individuals may take daily
330 medications, their reasons for doing so differ significantly. ART is used to manage and control
331  HIV in individuals who are already HIV-positive, while PrEP is a preventive measure for those at
332 risk of HIV infection.

333 Moreover, the study identified a third reason for potential stigmatization—people
334  assuming PrEP usage as indicative of engaging in "risky" sexual behaviors, primarily among men
335  who have sex with men (MSM). As described by one participant: "even in the hospital, to get a
336  PrEP thing, it's a 'eiiii’ why do you need PrEP , why are you asking of PrEP, they have already
337  perceived you to be going to do something so you need PrEP" (Group 3, Accra). This perspective
338  highlights a deep-seated bias and misunderstanding surrounding PrEP and the individuals who
339  might benefit from it. The perception that merely inquiring about or seeking PrEP is met with

340 judgment and suspicion indicates a prejudiced mindset prevalent in healthcare settings. This
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341  stereotype assumes that anyone interested in PrEP must already be engaging in behaviors that put
342 them at risk for HIV, which can lead to discrimination and stigmatization. This type of
343  stigmatization poses a significant barrier to HIV prevention efforts, particularly among vulnerable
344  populations like MSM. It discourages individuals from seeking the necessary healthcare services,
345 including PrEP, due to fear of being unfairly judged or stigmatized by healthcare providers and
346  the broader community.

347 Discussions among the groups emphasized a complex web of stigma and barriers
348  associated with seeking PrEP in Ghana. One significant concern raised by focus groups is the fear
349  that seeking PrEP within healthcare settings may inadvertently lead to self-identification as an
350 LGBTQ+ individual, which can further contribute to stigmatization. As described by a participant:
351  “In government hospital, it will take a lot of push and pull before we will give it to you, even that,
352 they will ask, are you MSM?” (Group 3, Accra). The highlights the challenging dynamics within
353  healthcare settings. The requirement to visit a hospital to access PrEP can be viewed as a source
354  of stigma itself, as it may expose individuals to judgment and scrutiny. The mention of healthcare
355  providers asking, "are you MSM?" underscores the added layer of stigma faced by LGBTQ+
356 individuals. This line of questioning can make individuals feel uncomfortable, potentially leading
357 them to withhold information about their sexual orientation or behaviors, which is detrimental to
358 their overall healthcare. Furthermore, the fear of being publicly identified as a PrEP user and
359  having one's sexual identity and behaviors recorded can be a significant deterrent to accessing care,
360 especially in environments where same-gender sexual relationships are criminalized. This concern
361 isrooted in the very real fear of legal repercussions and societal discrimination faced by LGBTQ+

362 individuals in such context.
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363 A prevailing sentiment across the groups was the apprehension that introducing PrEP into
364 the MSM community might inadvertently encourage a surge in high-risk sexual behavior and the
365 development of multiple sexual partnerships. These concerns, voiced by all but one focus group
366  (Group 1, Kumasi) revolved around the potential negative consequences such behavior might
367 entail within the MSM community. Participants expressed reservations that the availability of
368 PrEP, while aiming to prevent HIV among individuals engaging in risky behaviors, could
369 inadvertently promote such behaviors by providing a sense of protection. A participant's
370  perspective, "Since PrEP prevents HIV in people who live risky behaviors, thus encouraging
371  people to live that risky lifestyle and this will prevent me from using it" (Group 3, Kumasi)
372  succinctly captures this sentiment. The apprehension expressed by the men underscores the
373 intricate relationship between preventive measures like PrEP and individuals' behavioral patterns.
374 It highlights the importance of education and communication strategies that clarify PrEP's role
375  within a comprehensive sexual health strategy and address concerns about its potential impact on

376  behavior.

377 Perceived lack of information, concerns about side effects, and cost act as barriers

378 to PrEP acceptability

379 Amid the various themes discussed, a common thread of confusion and insufficient
380 information about PrEP dosing, processes, and side effects emerged across all focus groups. While
381 not as widespread as other concerns, this lack of clarity was evident. Participants consistently
382  expressed a sense of inadequate awareness surrounding PrEP, with misconceptions particularly
383  noticeable in relation to dosing schedules and potential ramifications of missed dosages. A
384  participant's question, "Does that mean that I may contract the virus when I fail to take PrEP even

385  for aday?" (Group 4, Kumasi), exemplifies this uncertainty. This prevailing sentiment highlights
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386 the critical need for comprehensive educational campaigns that provide accurate and transparent
387 information about PrEP, addressing its dosing regimens and clarifying misconceptions regarding
388 missed doses. The participants' shared confusion underlines the importance of cultivating an
389 informed population that can make sound decisions about PrEP usage, maximizing its
390 effectiveness as an HIV prevention strategy.

391 The participants consistently highlighted concerns regarding potential side effects,
392  particularly those related to kidney health, as well as perceived complications associated with PrEP
393  usage. The participants' apprehension was rooted in the fear that the medication could exacerbate
394  pre-existing health conditions, causing complications. A participant's remark, "With the PrEP [
395  think, if you have some kind of underlying illnesses and all of that, it would give you complications"
396  (Group 1, Kumasi), encapsulates this viewpoint. The participants' anxieties were further reinforced
397 by the knowledge that PrEP might impact kidney function, as indicated by another participant's
398  statement, "Knowing right now that it affects the kidney, no" (Group 4, Accra). This shared
399 apprehension unveils a significant information gap that needs to be addressed during education
400 campaigns and interventions. The participants' collective perspective underscores the importance
401  of providing transparent and accurate information about PrEP's potential side effects, its impact
402  on existing health conditions, and the specific medical considerations that individuals should take
403  into account before opting for PrEP.

404 The issue of cost was a concern raised by participants in one FGD (Kumasi), who were
405  worried that PrEP might be prohibitively expensive. Participants voiced worries that the expense
406  associated with PrEP could render it financially inaccessible for many individuals. The perceived
407  high cost of PrEP raised fears that it might pose a substantial barrier to access, potentially

408 preventing a considerable portion of the population from benefiting from the medication. A
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409  participant succinctly captured this sentiment with the statement, "The price may scare me from
410  wsing it" (Group 1, Kumasi). The participants' collective viewpoint underscores the importance of
411  addressing cost-related apprehensions during awareness campaigns and intervention strategies. It
412 emphasizes the necessity of providing clear information about the affordability of PrEP, including
413  potential subsidies or cost-reduction mechanisms, to ensure that individuals are well-informed and

414  empowered to make decisions based on accurate information rather than financial constraints.
415  Varied reasons for participant acceptability of PrEP

416 Amid these findings, select focus groups (three) highlighted potential determinants that
417  could influence PrEP acceptability. Participants' motivations for considering PrEP usage
418 encompassed various factors, including HIV prevention, addressing Hepatitis B concerns,
419 maintaining intimacy in serodiscordant relationships, and navigating issues of trust within
420  partnerships. Participants engaged in discussions regarding their readiness to embrace PrEP for
421 HIV prevention, centering their considerations on personal safety and a strong desire to remain
422  HIV-free. The conversations also underscored the added advantage of PrEP in treating Hepatitis
423 B, which contributed to participants' inclination to opt for PrEP. This perspective is succinctly
424  expressed by a participant's comment, "the PrEP medication also treats Hepatitis B alongside, So
425 [ will use it" (Group 1, Accra). Additionally, participants echoed their willingness to adopt PrEP,
426  emphasizing its role in averting HIV transmission: "Yes, I will use it because it will help me prevent
427  HIV" (Group 4, Kumasi). This sentiment was reinforced by participants who viewed PrEP as an
428  additional safety measure: "I think I would like to use it just to be safe" (Group 2, Kumasi). These
429  shared viewpoints illuminate the multifaceted considerations that influence PrEP acceptability.
430  They underline the significance of a holistic approach to PrEP awareness and education that

431  addresses various motivating factors, including personal health safety and the potential for treating
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432 co-occurring conditions like Hepatitis B, ultimately contributing to informed and comprehensive
433  HIV prevention decisions.

434 Several participants voiced a perspective that PrEP holds substantial value for HIV
435  serodiscordant couples, as it enables a level of sexual intimacy that might otherwise be hindered
436 by concerns about HIV transmission. This concern is particularly significant when the uninfected
437  partner is uncertain about their partner's viral suppression or treatment adherence. These
438  participants emphasized their anxieties about their partner's fidelity and commitment to
439  monogamy. In response, they expressed a willingness to utilize PrEP as a means of self-protection
440  against potential transmission risks. A participant explained: "I would like to use it because being
441  with my “beef” and not knowing whether he is faithful, [ would love to take it just to prevent myself
442  from anything" (Group 2, Accra). This viewpoint reflected a complex interplay between sexual
443  health, trust within relationships, and PrEP acceptability. The participants' shared perspective
444  highlights the role of PrEP in facilitating open communication about trust, fidelity, and safety
445  within partnerships. It also underscores the significance of providing tailored support and
446  information to couples navigating serodiscordant relationships, ultimately promoting the holistic

447  well-being of both partners.

ass  DISCUSSION

449 PrEP is a proven effective method for preventing HIV acquisition, particularly for
450 individuals with high odds of being exposed to the virus(20). Although PrEP was introduced in
451  Ghana and other West African countries in recent years, there exists a limited understanding of its
452  acceptability among Ghanaian MSM. This article, therefore, provides qualitative insights into
453  awareness, knowledge, and perspectives of the acceptability of PrEP uptake among MSM in

454  Ghana. The findings will contribute to shaping interventions to increase their PrEP uptake and
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455  ultimately reduce HIV incidence in the country. In this study, we observed that 1) There was an
456  almost universal awareness of PrEP, but inaccuracies about PrEP were common, and 2) PrEP
457  acceptability was influenced by a mix of individual and intrapersonal factors.

458 Our previous research in Ghana found a low awareness of PrEP among MSM(15). Our
459  current results after the introduction of PrEP in Ghana indicate an almost universal awareness of
460  PrEP among MSM. However, like other studies elsewhere, we observed a misunderstanding of the
461  basics of PrEP, including its purpose, dosage, and effects (21-24). For instance, in explaining their
462  reasons for taking or not taking PrEP, many participants equated PrEP to PEP, indicating that PrEP
463 s taken after exposure (which is PEP in true definition). They also described that there is no
464  difference between PrEP and ARVs as they are both daily pills; however, while oral PrEP is based
465 on the daily use of an ARV combination, it is not a treatment for HIV. Additionally, their
466  explanations suggest that they heightened fears of harm from taking PrEP medication, for example
467  side effects such as impaired kidney functions and complications associated with pre-existing
468  conditions. Whereas no other studies exist on PrEP among MSM after it was introduced in Ghana,
469  our findings corresponds with a study among sex workers in Ghana, that show that low knowledge
470  of PrEP affected interest in its uptake (14).

471 Similar to Ahouada et al.'s (25) finding among MSM in Benin, MSM in this study held
472  mixed individual and intrapersonal perspectives that inform the acceptability or unacceptability of
473  PrEP. For those who accepted to take PrEP, they pointed to critical issues regarding known HIV
474  risk behaviors such as multiple sex partnerships, low condom use, and general risk behaviors
475  among MSM and sexual partners. As such, MSM find PrEP a vital prevention option, as it will
476  prevent them from contracting HIV even if their sexual partners are living with HIV. Those who

477 indicated a lack of acceptability of PrEP cited factors such as the daily uptake of PrEP as
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478  inconvenient and not different from someone living with HIV and that PrEP does not prevent any
479  other condition besides HIV. Hence, they do not think it's worth the inconvenience.

480 Participants demonstrated a preference for traditional prevention methods like condom use,
481  which they perceive as more accessible and straightforward compared to PrEP. The convenience
482  of condoms, their effectiveness against a broad spectrum of STIs, and the immediacy of their
483  protection are factors that underscore their continued favorability within the MSM community.
484  This preference is further rooted in the practical challenges associated with PrEP, such as the daily
485 commitment to medication adherence and confusion overdosing schedules, which could
486  potentially diminish its preventive efficacy if doses are missed. These concerns reflect a broader
487  need for clear, practical guidance on PrEP use to ensure that it becomes a more user-friendly option
488  for those at high risk of HIV exposure.

489 There is an opportunity explore the use of injectable PrEP in Ghana as it has the potential
490  to address the desire for a more convenient option that did not require daily dosing among MSM.
491 It also possible that despite the concerns of side effects, MSM will still take PrEP if its injectable
492  because of convenience. A qualitative study among men in Los Angeles in the US reported that
493  despites many participants experiencing side effects, they found injectable PrEP more convenient
494  to use as they do not have to worry about taking pills daily and also the advantage of not worrying
495  about adherence to PrEP (26).

496 A noteworthy issue is the extension of HIV stigma, medication stigma, and sexual stigma
497  to PrEP and the potential for such stigmas to affect PrEP uptake (27). The participants in this study
498 indicated not taking PrEP because it will be equated to HIV treatment if others see it. Hence, others
499  will avoid them because they assume they are living with HIV, thus expressing a fear (anticipation)

500 of HIV stigma if using PrEP, which affects willingness to take PrEP. Some participants do not
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501  want to be associated with PrEP because it will be assumed that they are engaging in same-gender
502  sex, especially if they must go to a healthcare setting for PrEP. Similar to reasons provided in our
503 previous studies for not testing for HIV in healthcare facilities (28), participants expressed fear of
504 disclosing their sexual behavior at healthcare facilities during PrEP enrolment. The fear of
505 disclosure is expected as many Ghanaian MSM have expressed strong reservations about
506 confidentiality in facilities in several studies (28-32). This echoes previous finding elsewhere that
507 stigma and discrimination associated with HIV and sexuality plays a significant barrier to PrEP
508 uptake among MSM (33, 34). For instance, a study conducted in West Africa found that societal
509 attitudes towards homosexuality significantly hindered PrEP uptake among MSM (35). Similarly,
510 a study in Thailand found that cultural norms and taboos surrounding same-sex behavior were
511  significant barriers to PrEP uptake among MSM(36). Addressing these complex issues is essential
512  for improving PrEP awareness and uptake among MSM in Ghana.

513 The participants highlighted the importance of upscaling comprehensive PrEP education
514 among MSM in Ghana that will tackle areas such as dosage, side effects, and general information
515 about PrEP. They recognized the lack of understanding of PrEP among themselves and other
516  Ghanaian men who share similar sexual histories, despite its potential to reduce HIV acquisition.
517  Thus, supporting previous calls for the scale up of interventions to address PrEP uptake among
518 men who may be exposed to HIV through sexual contact with other men(37-40). Although
519 research on interventions to promote PrEP use among MSM is limited, recent studies have
520 explored the use of social networks to improve PrEP initiation and other forms of HIV prevention
521 in this population. These interventions have aimed to leverage the power of social networks to
522  increase awareness, promote education and reduce barriers to accessing PrEP and other forms of

523  HIV prevention (39, 40). We encourage researchers and HIV prevention program implementers to
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524  explore these approaches, considering that it has been successful in previous studies in reaching
525 MSM for intersectional stigma, HIV prevention, and testing interventions in Ghana (32, 41-43)

526  and has been successful in contributing to an increase in PrEP uptake elsewhere (44, 45).
527  Strengths and Limitations

528 A major strength of this study is its pioneering role in examining the knowledge,
529  awareness, and acceptability of PrEP among MSM in Ghana following its introduction. This timely
530 research fills a critical gap in the literature by providing fresh insights into the perceptions and
531  experiences of this key population at a significant juncture in the local HIV prevention landscape.
532  The qualitative design allows for an in-depth exploration of individual and collective attitudes
533  toward PrEP, capturing the complexities and subtleties of these perceptions. Engagement with
534  MSM through advocacy organizations offers informed perspectives that may indicate a higher
535 baseline understanding of PrEP-related issues. The study's limitations, however, must be
536 acknowledged. It focuses solely on oral PrEP, overlooking the nascent but potentially
537 transformative role of injectable PrEP, which could offer alternative adherence models and
538 convenience. The recruitment strategy, centered on connections with advocacy organizations, may
539 limit the representativeness of the sample, potentially excluding the voices of those with less
540  support or awareness about PrEP.

541 With a modest focus group size and a lack of comprehensive sociodemographic data, the
542  ability to extrapolate these findings to the wider MSM population in Ghana is limited.
543  Furthermore, the absence of a quantitative measure constrains the ability to assess the prevalence
544  of the observed attitudes and knowledge gaps, which would be beneficial for public health

545  planning and intervention design. Given the recency of PrEP's introduction in Ghana, the study
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546  does not capture longitudinal data, which would provide insights into the evolution of PrEP

547  knowledge and attitudes over time, as well as the impact of ongoing educational efforts.

sas  Conclusions

549 PrEP stands as a pivotal intervention for the prevention of HIV, with clear efficacy for
550 those at substantial risk of contracting the virus. Its introduction in Ghana and other regions of
551  West Africa marks a crucial step in broadening HIV preventive measures. However, our
552  understanding of its acceptability among Ghanaian men who have sex with men (MSM) remains
553 nascent. This study contributes qualitative insights into the awareness, knowledge, and
554  acceptability of PrEP among this group. The increased understanding gained here is instrumental
555 in shaping targeted interventions to enhance PrEP uptake, which could play a significant role in
556  reducing HIV incidence in Ghana. In light of these findings and limitations, future research should
557 include an examination of the acceptability and feasibility of injectable PrEP among MSM in
558  Ghana. As the healthcare landscape evolves to potentially include injectable options,
559  understanding preferences and barriers to this modality will be crucial. This knowledge could
560 inform the development of tailored interventions that accommodate the specific needs and
561  preferences of this high-risk population, ultimately contributing to a more effective HIV
562  prevention strategy in Ghana and similar contexts.

563

564

565
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