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Abstract 

Introduction 

Treatment as prevention (TasP) and pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) could impact the HIV 

epidemic among Female Sex Workers (FSW) but their cost-effectiveness is uncertain in this 

group. This study aims to model the cost-effectiveness of TasP and PrEP among FSW in 

Cotonou, Benin. 

Methods 

A demonstration study assessed TasP and PrEP use among FSW in Cotonou. A dynamic HIV 

transmission model was developed to estimate the impact of this intervention and published 

elsewhere. Incremental economic costs of the study were collected prospectively capturing 

both provider and FSW costs. The incremental cost-effectiveness ratio per HIV infection and 

disability-adjusted life years (DALY) averted were estimated over a 20 year time horizon 

with costs converted to USD 2020 and both costs and DALYs discounted at 4.5% per year. 

Different cost scenarios were modelled to investigate the cost-effectiveness of the 

intervention as delivered by the government reflecting current day implementation and 

resource costs.  

Results 

The mean provider annual economic cost per FSW on TasP was $646, with an initiation cost 

of $347 and mean annual user costs were $16. The mean initiation costs for PrEP were $268, 

mean annual provider costs were $359-$499 and annual user cost $15-$21 depending on 

adherence level. TasP was found to be cost saving for all cost scenarios examined compared 

to routine HIV care for FSW. PrEP was not cost-effective for any cost scenario, population 

coverage or adherence level examined. 

Conclusion 

Our results support TasP but not PrEP for FSW in our setting. A streamlined, outreach 

delivery model with reduced costs should be investigated to assess its cost-effectiveness in 

this setting. 

 

 

Key words: PrEP / Sex workers / Modeling/ HIV prevention trials/ Cost effectiveness/ ARV 
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Introduction 

Both treatment as prevention (TasP) and pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) have emerged as 

safe and effective strategies for HIV prevention [1, 2]. Studies of TasP, the initiation of 

antiretroviral therapy (ART) immediately following a HIV diagnosis and irrespective of CD4 

count, have consistently reported positive results with efficacy as high as 96% in reducing 

HIV transmission in serodiscordant heterosexual couples [1] and zero transmission in gay 

serodiscordant couple[3, 4]. Studies of oral PrEP have examined the use of tenofovir 

disoproxil fumarate (TDF) or TDF and emtricitabine (FTC) use in various groups and 

settings with mixed results ranging from 86% effectiveness in men who have sex with men 

(MSM) in high income countries [5, 6] to 62% in heterosexual adults in Botswana and 49% 

in persons who inject drugs (PWID) in Thailand [7, 8]. Studies of PrEP use in women have 

shown more heterogeneous results with some studies showing effectiveness in women in 

African countries [2, 7] and others finding none [9, 10], mainly due to poor adherence. There 

are concerns that lower PrEP adherence levels have greater consequences in terms of efficacy 

in women [11] when compared to MSM probably due to the lower concentration of drug 

levels found in vaginal tissue than rectal tissue after TDF administration [12]. The important 

link between effectiveness and adherence highlights the potential difficulty in targeting more 

marginalised populations that may find it harder to achieve high adherence, including female 

sex workers (FSW) [13, 14]. 

 

A number of combined HIV prevention programmes providing ART and health promotion 

and education activities for FSW in low- and middle-income countries have shown good 

results in terms of reducing risk behaviour, HIV/STI prevalence and cost-effectiveness [15-

22]. However, the TasP/PrEP demonstration projects conducted in South Africa and Benin in 

2014-2016were the first to examine the specific impact of TasP and PrEP among FSW [23, 

24].  

 

In Benin, as in many West African countries, the HIV epidemic remains concentrated in key 

populations, with an estimated HIV prevalence amongst FSW in 2015 of 16% compared to 

1% in the general population [25]. More recent studies show a reduction in HIV prevalence 

to 8% in FSW and 0.9% in the general population [26, 27].  
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A previous modelling analysis estimated that the Benin TasP/PrEP study for FSWs prevented 

8% (95% uncertainty interval (UI): 6–12) and 7% (95% UI: 3–11) of HIV infections among 

FSW and the whole population, respectively, in Cotonou over its 2 years of implementation 

[24]. The study found that TasP had greater impact on HIV infections averted than PrEP, due 

to greater observed adherence and retention to TasP among FSW infected with HIV than 

FSW on PrEP. This study aims to estimate the cost-effectiveness of the TasP/PrEP 

demonstration study among FSW in Benin using these model-based impact estimates [24]. 

We also aimed to determine the cost-effectiveness of a less intensive intervention as would 

be delivered by the Ministry of Health of Benin, both at the time of the intervention and using 

current day drug costs. 

 

Methods 

 

The setting 

The TasP/PrEP demonstration project aimed to assess the feasibility and usefulness of 

integrating TasP/PrEP into the combination prevention package offered to professional FSW   

in Benin. FSW in Cotonou, the economic centre of Benin, were recruited in the field by 

outreach workers and invited to attend a dedicated FSW clinic run from the local STI clinic 

(DIST) where they were screened for HIV, syphilis, gonorrhoea, chlamydia and hepatitis B. 

FSW willing to participate in the study were recruited to either the TasP or PrEP arm of the 

study according to their HIV status. Screening began in September 2014 and was completed 

in December 2015. Follow-up ended on December 31, 2016. Women were reviewed at the 

clinic every three months during the study period to assess clinical status and adherence. 

Further details and results have been published previously [28]. 

 

Participant details 

A total of 105 women were recruited to the TasP arm of the study (median age 35 years) and 

256 to the PrEP arm (median age 31 years). Follow-up varied from 12 to 24 months and 

overall retention rate for TasP was 59%, and 47% for PrEP [28]. Optimal adherence to PrEP, 

measured through tenofovir plasma concentration above 35 ng/mL, combining all study visits 

was 37% [29]. There were two seroconversions during the study period. 
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Model structure, parameterisation and analysis 

We developed a dynamic compartmental model of sexual HIV transmission representing the 

open and growing heterosexual adult (aged 15-59 years old) population of Cotonou including 

professional and part-time FSW, their clients, and the male and female low-risk population. 

A description of the model was previously published [24] (Supplementary Material (SM) 

Figure S1 and S2).  

 

The model reflects HIV disease progression through four stages characterised by decreasing 

CD4 cell count levels, as well as the HIV treatment cascade including testing, PrEP 

(professional FSW only), ART, and ART dropout. FSW can initiate PrEP into either 

perfectly-, intermediate- or non-adherent categories, reflecting >40, 0.31-40 and <0.31 ng/ml 

blood plasma tenofovir concentration, respectively. We assumed that perfect, intermediate 

and non-adherent categories represented 90-95%, 30-49% and 0% reductions in per sex-act 

transmission probability, respectively [24]. Individuals on ART have reduced disease 

progression and HIV-related mortality compared to those not on treatment, while those who 

have ceased ART have HIV progression and mortality equivalent to ART-naïve individuals. 

Those who drop out of ART can re-initiate ART. HIV-negative individuals can become 

infected with HIV at a per-capita force of infection rate, which depends on the annual number 

of commercial and non-commercial partnerships, number of sex acts per partnership, levels 

of condom use, PrEP use, and HIV prevalence, disease stage (e.g. primary or AIDS stage) 

and ART status in their partners. The model structure and equations are shown in the 

Supplementary material. 

 

Fixed estimates and prior ranges were defined for parameters from a variety of sources in 

Cotonou, including Benin census data [30-33], population size estimate studies [34, 35], 

integrated bio-behavioural surveys among FSW and clients [15, 25, 35-37], household 

surveys [38, 39] government reports [40] and HIV natural history studies [41-50]. Within a 

Bayesian framework, the model was calibrated to the TasP/PrEP demonstration study data on 

uptake, adherence, retention and coverage for ART and PrEP (2014-2017) [28], as well as 

HIV prevalence (1993-2017) and ART coverage (2000-2017) by risk group [24]. Key 

parameter values and sources are available in Supplementary material Table S1A-1F and S2. 

 

Model calibration resulted in 111 posterior parameter sets out of 79 million which well 

captured available HIV epidemiological and intervention data by risk groups in Cotonou, as 
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reported in a previous publication [24] (Supplementary materials Section 6-8). The 

TasP/PrEP study intervention scenario was simulated to reflect the uptake, adherence and 

retention of FSW to PrEP and TasP observed during the 2-year study [24, 28], and various 

other long-term PrEP and TasP intervention scenarios, as well as a counterfactual scenario 

which assumed no PrEP or TasP for FSW but with government provided ART (i.e HIV+  

professional FSW who had a CD4 cell count < 500 cells/ml blood) [24, 28] (Supplementary 

material Section 9).  For all scenarios, incident HIV infections were counted in the 

intervention and counterfactual. Disability-adjusted life-years (DALYs) were also derived by 

counting the number of individuals in each risk group and HIV stage at the mid-point of the 

year (to estimate life-years), and then multiplying these by the mean DALY weight [51] for 

each stage of HIV infection. Epidemiological impact outcomes were calculated over 20 years 

by comparing incident HIV infections and DALYs in the intervention and counterfactual 

scenarios, to generate infections averted and DALYs averted respectively. 

 

Cost analysis 

An incremental cost analysis was conducted from a societal perspective. Data on costs 

incurred by the FSW to attend the clinic were collected prospectively at each visit through 

interview including direct transport and food costs incurred to attend the visit and indirect 

costs due to loss of earnings, as well as direct and indirect costs of other medical visits 

incurred between study visits. 

 

To estimate the health provider’s incremental costs, data on cost and resources used to deliver 

TasP/PrEP intervention were collected prospectively. A micro-costing approach was used 

and research costs were excluded where possible. Data on capital costs such as buildings and 

equipment, start-up costs such as staff training and recurrent costs such as medications, 

laboratory tests, staff salaries and overhead costs were collected from project records. 

(Supplementary materials Table S4A and 4B). Costs were collected in West African Francs 

(FCFA), and inflated to USD2020 using Benin’s consumer price indices [52]. Capital costs 

were annualised over expected life span using Central Bank West African States (BCEAO) 

Benin’s Central Bank discount rate (4.5%[53]). Start-up costs were annualised over two 

years.  

 

Data on numbers of visits and patients seen at the DIST were collected from clinic records to 

inform fixed cost allocation rules. Data on resources used such as medications and laboratory 
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tests used during each visit were collected from individual case report forms (CRF) 

completed for each woman’s visit. Estimates of staff time spent on intervention related 

activities were collected through four different methods. First, a timesheet was completed for 

each FSW visit detailing the start and end time of interactions with each different staff 

member. A detailed timesheet was also completed by each staff member two days per month 

with start and end time of each activity during and between patient visits. Two time in motion 

studies were also conducted at the start and end of the study period. Lastly, staff were asked 

to estimate proportion of time spent on clinical and administrative duties related to the 

intervention. These methods were used to estimate a mean, minimum and maximum time 

spent by each staff member on specific tasks both during and between visits. Allocation rules 

for joint costs were developed through staff interviews and clinic utilization data.   

 

The total economic cost for the intervention was calculated. A fixed cost per visit was 

calculated and included capital costs, start-up costs, total screening visit costs of women who 

were not enrolled into the study, utilities and staff time spent on administrative tasks. The 

cost of four outreach community workers was also included in this fixed cost; given the 

group nature of their work it was not possible to include them in the micro-costing. The 

variable cost for each visit for each woman was calculated by applying unit costs to all 

resources used during each visit. Variable costs were then added to fixed costs to estimate the 

cost of each visit type (Month 3 (M3), Month 6 (M6) etc) for each woman. The base case 

mean, base case minimum (participant with lowest costs) and base case maximum 

(participant with highest costs) cost of initiation on treatment (Screening visit+ recruitment 

visit+ day 14 visit) and of the annual cost of care (M3+M6+M9+M12) for full attendance 

were then calculated. The mean proportion of visits attended by the women in the TasP arm 

of the study was estimated and applied to the full annual cost of care to estimate mean annual 

cost of care. In the PrEP arm, women were stratified according to low/medium/high 

adherence to PrEP based on blood drug levels and the proportion of visits attended in each 

group was then applied to the mean annual cost of care.  

 

Ministry of health scenario 

To estimate the cost of the intervention to the Ministry of Health (MOH) in Benin, costs and 

procedures were altered to reflect a programme that would be implemented by the 

government (Supplementary materials Table S4A). Capital costs were kept the same. Staff 

salaries were replaced with public sector salaries. Some of the support staff were removed 
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and staff time spent on administrative tasks was reduced to reflect the reduced visit schedule. 

In this scenario, women in the TasP arm of the study were seen every six months instead of 

quarterly. In the PrEP arm, women were still seen quarterly for a rapid HIV test and 

medication dispensation. Patient level costs were also reduced to reflect the reduced number 

of visits attended. 

 

Cost-effectiveness analysis 

For each scenario, the number of initiations and person-years on PrEP (only professional 

FSW) and ART (all groups) were counted annually. Annual initiations and person-years were 

multiplied by their estimated mean as well as minimum and maximum initiation and annual 

costs. The annual costs for each scenario were summed over 20 years from 2015 to 2035. 

Both costs and impact outcomes were discounted annually at using Benin’s Central bank 

inflation rate (4.5%) [53], and 10% in sensitivity analysis. 

 

To estimate the cost-effectiveness of the PrEP/TasP study, epidemiological and cost 

outcomes were compared to those of the counterfactual scenario (no PrEP or TasP but 

standard care in FSW). Further impact scenarios examined different coverage levels 

achieved. Therefore, long term TasP intervention with 80% or 87% of HIV-infected FSW on 

ART were compared with the counterfactual scenario of standard ART care for HIV positive 

FSW. TasP was introduced as National policy in Benin in 2017 and we aimed to determine 

the cost-effectiveness of adding PrEP to this by simulating  interventions of PrEP at different 

coverage levels combined with TasP (80% coverage), and compared it to TasP alone (80% 

coverage); this estimated the impact of long-term PrEP incremental to long-term TasP.  

 

Cost-effectiveness was calculated as the mean (minimum and maximum) cost (USD) per 

infection or DALY averted (incremental cost-effectiveness ratio or ICER). We compared the 

cost-effectiveness of interventions against willingness-to-pay thresholds of $108 [54] and 

$1219 per DALY averted (1x GDP of Benin [55]). 

 

Sensitivity analysis 

Sensitivity analyses were performed to test the robustness of our findings by exploring the 

effects of changes in key parameters on the ICER for TasP and PrEP. A worst case cost 

scenario was developed where all cost and resource inputs in the cost model with a degree of 

uncertainty were changed to their maximum possible value (e.g. highest staff salary within a 
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range, maximum time spent on administrative task, minimum life span of capital inputs, joint 

cost allocation rules increased by 20%, etc). Details can be found in Supplementary materials 

Table S4C. Similarly, a best case scenario was also developed reducing all costs and inputs to 

the minimum value of their estimated range (Supplementary Materials Table S4C).  

 

Drug costs decreased considerably since 2016, therefore, further sensitivity analyses were 

undertaken to evaluate the cost-effectiveness of PrEP and TasP if we assumed current drug 

and laboratory costs of implementing TasP and PrEP rather than the higher study costs. The 

scaled back intervention as described for the Ministry of Health scenario was used for this 

purpose. 

 

Cost scenario A: Drug costs were reduced from $17 per month to $5 for PrEP and from $17 

per month to $9 for TasP (EFV+3TC+TDF) to reflect change in drug costs between 2016 and 

2021.  

 

Cost scenario B: Unit laboratory investigation costs were noted to be considerably higher 

than in other published studies. Therefore, laboratory investigation costs were reduced by 

50%, alongside drug cost reductions detailed above to reflect likely costs in 2021.  

 

Ethical Approval 

The study protocol received approval from the ethics committee of the CHU de Québec–

Université Laval, Québec, Canada, and the Benin National Ethics Committee for Health 

Research. All participants provided written consent in a free and informed manner and could 

decline or withdraw from the study at any time.   

 

RESULTS 

The mean initiation cost per woman on TasP was $347, the mean provider annual economic 

cost was $646 and mean annual patient cost per woman $16 (Table 1). The initiation costs 

per woman on PrEP were lower at $268, the mean provider annual economic cost was $359-

499 per woman depending on adherence levels to PrEP. The best and worst case scenario 

costs are also shown in Table 1 as minimum and maximum costs.  
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Table 1 Mean initiation and annual cost per woman on TasP and PrEP in Benin, (USD 

2020) 

Healthcare provider costs (USD 2020) 

  TasP PrEP 

  Initiation 
Annual 

cost 
Initiation Annual cost 

      
Low/medium 

adherence 
(67-89% of visits) 

High adherence   

 (90-93% of visits) 

Mean 347 646 268 359 -477 483-499 

Minimum  
(Best Case) 

249 426 182 257-341 345-357 

Maximum 
(Worst case) 

507 867 456 513-682 689-712 

Patient-level costs  (Direct and indirect economic costs) (USD 2020) 

  TasP PrEP 

  Initiation 
Annual 

cost 
Initiation Annual cost 

        
Low/medium 

adherence 
(67-89% of visits) 

High adherence  
(90-93% of visits) 

Mean 13 16 18 15-20 20-21 

Minimum 0.50 1 0.7 0.96-1.3 1.3-1.34 

Maximum 89 71 133 65-86 87-90 

 

 

The fixed cost per visit (i.e. total fixed costs divided by total number of visits for both TasP 

and PrEP) was high at $57 mainly due to the high costs of non-clinical staff time, which 

accounted for 26% and 35% of total economic costs for TasP and PrEP respectively. The 

other main cost drivers were drug costs which accounted for 30% of total economic costs and 

laboratory costs which were 30% and 16% of total costs for the TasP and PrEP groups, 

respectively (Table 2). 
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Table 2. Breakdown of total economic costs for TasP/PrEP intervention over 2 years 

(USD 2020) 
 

TasP PrEP 

Fixed Costs 
 

Start-up 6469 6% 13569 8% 

Capital 1183 1% 2481 1% 

Non-clinical staff 
time 

29317 26% 61493 35% 

Recurrent cost 3621 3% 7595 4% 

Screening of non-
enrolled women 

624 1% 2953 2% 

Variable 
 

Staff 3961 4% 6674 4% 

Laboratory  33663 30% 28960 16% 

Drug cost 33173 30% 53814 30% 

Total 112011 
 

177539 
 

 

 

When the MOH scenario was considered, the initiation and mean annual costs per woman on 

TasP were reduced by about 37% to $220 and $415 respectively (Table 3). This cost 

reduction was mainly driven by reduced fixed visit cost and laboratory investigations. The 

mean annual cost for PrEP decreased less, by 18% to between $295-392, reflecting the 

continued quarterly visits and therefore the higher fixed costs.  
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Table 3 Ministry of Health scenario costs for mean initiation annual cost per woman on 

TasP and PrEP in Benin (USD 2020). 

Healthcare provider costs (USD 2020) 

  TasP PrEP 

  Initiation 
Annual 

cost 
Initiation Annual cost 

      
Low/medium adherence 

(67-89% of visits) 
High adherence    
(90-93% of visits) 

Mean 220 415 166 295-392 396-409 

Minimum  
(Best Case) 

168 268 
126 

222-295 298-308 

Maximum 
(Worst case) 

361 591 303 468-621 628-649 

Patient-level costs (USD 2020) 

  TasP PrEP 

  Initiation 
Annual 

cost 
Initiation Annual cost 

        
Low/medium adherence 

(67-89% of visits) 

High adherence  
(90-93% of visits) 

Mean 14 9 18 15-20 20-21 

Minimum 1 1 1 1-1.3 1.3-1.34 

Maximum 95 46 133 65-86 87-90 

 

Details of the modelled impact estimates used in the cost-effectiveness analysis are reported 

elsewhere [24] and summary figures can be found in Supplementary Material Figure S14-16.  

 

Figure 1 presents the absolute costs and the costs per HIV infection and DALY averted (over 

20 years) of TasP and PrEP given over the two year study period assuming different cost 

scenarios when compared to standard ART care for FSW. TasP is cost saving in every cost 

scenario ranging from savings of $141,828 (95% UI $187,815-$77,690) using base case 2016 

drug costs to $169,490 (95%UI $126,219-$188,390) using scenario B 2021 drug costs and 

reduced laboratory costs.  
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Figure 1 Cost and cost-effectiveness of two year TasP/PrEP as delivered by the study 

for 2 years when compared to standard ART care for HIV-positive FSW  (USD 2020).  

 

In contrast, PrEP was not cost-effective with respect to either of the cost-effectiveness 

willingness-to-pay thresholds examined, when compared to no PrEP for any cost scenario. 

The ICERs range from $3,697 (95%UI $2,156, $7,297) per DALY averted using 2016 base 

case drug costs to $2,975 (95%UI $2,107,$5,539) per DALY averted with current drug costs 

in Scenario A. When compared to two years of TasP, the incremental cost-effectiveness of 

PrEP is even less cost-effective at $4,844 (95%UI $3,700-$9,094) per DALY averted using 

Scenario B 2021 drug costs and reduced laboratory costs. 

 

Figure 2 shows that TasP becomes more cost saving for higher coverage levels, with savings 

of $282,012 (95%UI $132,207-$363,084) over 20 years at 80% coverage of TasP among 

HIV-positive FSW and $422,875 (95%UI $265,939-$524,840) if 87% coverage is achieved, 

when using base case drug costs in 2016. Interestingly, TasP is more cost saving using base 

case costs from 2016 than when assuming current cheaper drug and laboratory costs in 

Scenario A and B. This is because the ART costs are reduced, and so the saving achieved for 

each HIV infection averted becomes less.  
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Figure 2 Cost and cost-effectiveness of TasP at 80% and 87% coverage among HIV-

positive FSW as delivered by Ministry of Health over 20 years when compared to 

standard ART care in HIV positive FSW (USD 2020). 

 

Figure 3 examines the cost-effectiveness of different population coverages of PrEP 

incremental to TasP alone at 80% of HIV positive FSW over 20 years. Again, PrEP is not 

cost-effective in any cost scenario examined.  

 

Figure 3 Incremental cost and cost-effectiveness of delivering PrEP at different 

coverage levels among HIV-negative FSW by Ministry of Health over 20 years 

compared to 80% coverage of TasP among HIV + positive FSW alone (USD2020)  
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Discussion 

Our cost-effectiveness analysis confirmed that TasP provision to FSW is a cost saving 

intervention in the Beninese context. This is because scaling up ART in FSWs reduces their 

HIV-related morbidity and also prevents new infections, so reducing the costs of future ART 

in FSWs, their clients and the general population. Interestingly, more is saved if the costs of 

ART are higher. In contrast, PrEP among FSWs was not cost-effective at any modelled 

coverage or for any realistic reductions in PrEP or ART costs when compared to standard 

care. A number of reasons explain these results. Firstly, TasP has immediate health benefits 

on the morbidity of individuals, whereas PrEP does not, and due to the higher coverage, 

adherence and retention levels achieved with ART a greater number of infections are averted 

compared to PrEP. Secondly, HIV incidence is relatively low among FSWs in Cotonou, and 

so the potential impact and cost-effectiveness of PrEP are lower than they could be for a 

higher incidence setting[56]. Lastly, our intervention costs were high due to both a resource 

intensive intervention and high unit costs. However, PrEP was still not cost-effective when 

cheaper costs and less visits were assumed. PrEP was even less cost effective when compared 

to TasP alone. In this scenario, where higher ART coverage results in even lower HIV 

incidence, the impact of any additional preventive measure is reduced and so PrEP becomes 

less cost-effective.  

 

Comparison to other studies 

There is a paucity of published data on the cost-effectiveness of TasP and PrEP use in FSW. 

Jamieson et al, found a cost of $858 per HIV infection averted by delivering PrEP to FSW in 

South Africa, a country with a much higher prevalence and incidence of HIV than in Benin 

[57]. The unit costs of providing PrEP in that study were based on previously published 

studies and were much lower than those estimated in our study at $134 per FSW in the first 

year. This is because unit costs for all laboratory tests and drugs ($3.85) were much lower 

than those in our study ($17). A number of studies have reported costs of PrEP provision but 

did not estimate cost-effectiveness. Eakle et al found annual costs of PrEP delivery in South 

Africa in 2016 of $126 and $406 for TasP per person year, using data from a demonstration 

project among FSW [23]. Again, these lower costs are mainly due to much lower drug and 

test costs. In Zimbabwe in 2018, Mangenah et al, used real costs to estimate the cost of PrEP 

initiation for key populations including adolescent girls at $238 per person initiated which is 

similar to our study costs[58]. One other study in Kenya in 2014 found the annual cost of 
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PrEP provision to a FSW to be $602. Their study assumed eleven yearly visits which is 

nearly double the number of visits as our study[59].  

 

Strengths and limitations 

The main strength of our study is that it uses detailed programmatic costs and outcomes 

collected prospectively in the field to inform the cost-effectiveness analysis. We were also 

able to develop a plausible cost model to reflect intervention delivery by the Ministry of 

Health for both TasP and PrEP, making our results more applicable and relevant to a real 

world setting.  

 

However, the impact projections were based on modelling, and as such, is based on 

assumptions that have uncertainty. To mitigate this issue, we incorporated known 

uncertainties in our analysis and conducted a best and worst case sensitivity analysis to test 

our cost assumptions, which did not significantly affect our results. Another limitation is the 

time lapsed since the study data collection. During this time, unit costs have reduced and the 

knowledge surrounding real life delivery and efficacy of PrEP in vulnerable groups has 

evolved. Our scenario analysis examined the effects of possible reductions in drug and 

laboratory costs to reflect more recent prices and given that these were two of the main cost 

drivers, it is likely that our modified costs are a close reflection of what the annual cost of 

care could be currently. However, even with these price reductions and assuming a simplified  

MOH delivery model, the provision of PrEP to FSW in this setting is unlikely to be cost-

effective. 

 

Conclusion 

Our results further support the roll out of TasP among FSW in Benin but raise important 

questions regarding the delivery of PrEP among FSW where incidence is low due to other 

successful interventions, even when important cost drivers like drugs and laboratory tests are 

reduced to levels seen in other African countries. For PrEP to be cost-effective in such 

settings, an outreach delivery model resulting in lower fixed costs combined with greatly 

reduced drug and laboratory costs should be considered. 
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