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Abstract: 

Objectives: Expanding delivery of oral Pre-exposure Prophylaxis (PrEP) to community pharmacies 

could improve access, aligning well with government goals for England to eliminate new HIV 

acquisitions by 2030. Using the Capability, Opportunity, Motivation, Behaviour (COM-B) model for 

behaviour change, the aim of this research was to explore the barriers and facilitators of community 

pharmacy PrEP delivery, for pharmacists and community members.  

Methods: Community members at elevated risk of acquiring HIV and community pharmacists were 

recruited to participate in semi-structured interviews. Interviews were recorded, transcribed, and 

thematically analysed within the framework of the COM-B model.  

Results: 17 interviews with pharmacists (pharmacy owners n=7; employed pharmacists n=6; locums 

n=4) and 24 with community members (Black African women n=6; other women n=2; young adults 

aged 18-25 years n=6; transgender people n=6; female sex workers n=4) were carried out. Capability 

barriers included sub-optimal awareness and knowledge of PrEP, pharmacy facilities, and pharmacist 

roles in delivering public health services. Opportunity barriers included lack of staff capacity, privacy 

and pharmacy screening and monitoring facilities. Motivational barriers included a concern that 

increased access could increase sexually transmitted infections and involve a financial cost. Capability 

facilitators included awareness raising, HIV and PrEP training and education. Opportunity facilitators 

included PrEP appointments and the accessibility of pharmacies. Motivational facilitators included a 

preference for pharmacy delivery over other models (e.g., sexual health, GP), and a belief that it 

would be discrete and less stigmatising.  

Conclusion: Pharmacy PrEP delivery is acceptable but for it to be feasible, results point to the need 

for the development of a behaviour change intervention focusing on education, training and awareness 

raising, targeting pharmacists and community members to stimulate patient activation and de-

stigmatise HIV. This intervention would need to be facilitated by system and environmental changes 

(e.g., commissioning service).   
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Key messages:  

What is already known on this topic: Location, sigma of sexual health clinics and lack of PrEP 

awareness limits PrEP access for key groups among whom new HIV acquisitions remain high. 

Previous research and the UK government suggests PrEP provision via community pharmacies as a 

potential way of improving PrEP access and health equity. 

What this study adds: This is the first research study to explore the barriers to and facilitators of 

pharmacy PrEP delivery for pharmacists and community members in the UK. To increase capabilities 

and motivation, training and awareness raising is needed. To increase opportunities and motivation, 

environmental and system level changes are needed.  

How this study might affect research, practice or policy: Results point to the acceptability of 

pharmacy PrEP delivery, but for it to be feasible behaviour change interventions supported by system 

and environmental changes are needed.  
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Introduction 

Oral Pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) became available free of charge via National Health Services 

(NHS) specialist sexual health clinics across England in 2020 after the Impact Trial (1). PrEP is 

almost 100% effective at preventing HIV acquisition when taken as prescribed (2-4). Based on its 

effectiveness, PrEP use has been encouraged for populations at risk of acquiring HIV and has been 

highlighted as integral to the UK Government’s commitment for England to eliminate new HIV 

acquisitions by 2030.  

To initiate PrEP, eligible people require baseline and regular in clinic appointments to ensure client 

safety. These include screening for sexually transmitted infections (STI), HIV and kidney function 

tests (5). Consequently, currently in the UK PrEP is primarily accessed via face-to-face clinic-based 

services.  

Clinic data and research exploring PrEP uptake in the UK shows most PrEP users to be white gay, 

bisexual, and other men who have sex with men (GBMSM) (6-8). While PrEP use among GBMSM 

has contributed to decreasing the number of new HIV acquisitions in the UK (7), the sexual health 

clinic based national PrEP delivery model could be limiting access for key groups among whom new 

cases of HIV remain high and PrEP use low (9). For example, in 2022, 28.4% of new HIV diagnoses 

were among people of black African heritage (64.1% were black African women), heterosexual men 

(16.8%) and women (23%). For the first time in over a decade, the number of new HIV diagnoses 

among heterosexuals in Scotland were higher than for GBMSM (10) and the number of women 

diagnosed late in England in 2022 was the highest observed since 2018 (n=239). These findings 

suggest the current model of PrEP provision may be restricting access for some communities, 

contributing to health inequalities (11). Individual and system-level barriers including the location of 

sexual health clinics, ability to access appointments, and stigma of sexual health clinics have been 

suggested to be inhibiting PrEP initiation and continuation (12). This points to the need to improve 

and widen PrEP access, to individuals at risk of HIV acquisition but underserved by current delivery 

model.  

The UK government and previous research have pointed to PrEP provision via community 

pharmacies as a potential, effective way of improving access and health equity (6, 13-15). Pharmacists 

are well-positioned to support PrEP delivery due to their accessibility, medication expertise and 

increasing roles in providing sexual and reproductive health services to the community (16-18). 

Internationally, community pharmacy PrEP delivery has been associated with improvements in both 

PrEP initiation and continuation (19-21). Despite this success, our previous scoping review highlights 

several barriers to community pharmacy PrEP delivery for pharmacists and pharmacy clients (22). 

However, most research on these barriers has been conducted in the USA, leaving the acceptability 

and feasibility of community pharmacy PrEP delivery in the UK unexplored. Additionally, current 
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UK PrEP delivery is a complex intervention, dependent on multiple stakeholders and unique 

commissioning pathways. Consequently, a UK community pharmacy PrEP delivery model would 

require behaviour change at the pharmacy, client and potentially stakeholder and commissioning 

levels.  

The Capability, Opportunity, Motivation, Behaviour (COM-B) model of behaviour change (23) has 

been widely used to explore the barriers and facilitators to healthcare change interventions. COM-B 

posits that a behaviour (B) e.g. PrEP delivery, is influenced by an individual having i) the capabilities 

(C) [physically (skills) and psychologically (knowledge)], ii) opportunity (O) [social (societal 

influence) and physical (environmental resources)] and iii) motivation (M)[automatic (emotion) and 

reflective (beliefs, intentions)]. Therefore, informed by the COM-B model, we aimed to explore the 

perceived behavioural barriers and facilitators of community pharmacy (hereafter pharmacies) PrEP 

delivery for pharmacists and community members who may be at elevated risk of acquiring HIV.  

 

Materials and methods 

Participants and sampling  

Community Pharmacy Avon (CP Avon) recruited community pharmacists in the Bristol, North 

Somerset, South Gloucestershire (BNSSG) area. Community members were recruited via adverts 

through social media and in community settings (e.g., community centres, universities) targeting 

individuals/communities at elevated risk of acquiring HIV. These included non-black African cis 

gender women, Black African cis gender women, transgender people, young people aged 18-25 years 

and female street sex workers. Purposeful sampling ensured diverse participant representation (e.g., 

gender, ethnicity).  

All participants interested in participating in the study were contacted with more information and 

invited to participate in an interview. Participants provided written or verbal informed consent and 

were reimbursed for their time. Interviews were conducted between July and November 2023.  

Ethical approval (12833) for the study was awarded by the University of Bristol’s Faculty of Health 

Sciences Research Ethics committee. 

Semi-structured interviews  

Interviews were carried out face-to-face, via phone or online using Zoom or MS Teams. Interview 

topic guides were informed by COM-B and our aim to identify the barriers and facilitators of 

pharmacy PrEP delivery and were reviewed by two public contributors from our target population to 

ensure question appropriateness.   

Data management and analysis  
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Interviews were audio recorded, transcribed, imported into NVivo software and analysed using 

thematic analysis (24) within the framework of the COM-B. Initially familiarisation with the data was 

undertaken by listening to and reviewing each interview transcript. Then, in an iterative process, data 

was coded line by line, with all data relevant to each code collated. Codes were then deductively 

allocated to the appropriate domain of the COM-B thematic framework, where they were deemed to 

conceptually fit. Community member and pharmacist transcripts were analysed separately before 

being triangulated to compare similarities and differences. Data was coded and aligned to the COM-B 

by the first author (CH) and reviewed by the second (HF). Any disagreement was resolved through 

discussion.  

 

Results 

Recruitment outcome 

Seventeen interviews with community pharmacists and 24 with community members, each lasting on 

average 40 minutes, were carried out. Pharmacists were pharmacy owners (n=7), employed 

pharmacists (n=6) and locums (n=4). The socio-demographic characteristics of the community 

members are presented in Table 1. Age ranged from 19-48 years, most identified as female, were 

heterosexual and had never used PrEP.  

 

Table 1. Socio-demographic characteristics of community members group  

Community group 
(N=24) 

Mean age  Gender (n) Sexual orientation (n) PrEP use (n) 

Non-Black African women 
(n=2)  

35 Women (n=2) Heterosexual (n=2) Not used (n=2) 

Black African women 
(n=6) 

28 Women (n=6) Heterosexual (n=5), 
bisexual (n=1) 

Not used (n=3), 
used (n=1), using 
(n=2) 

 

Young people (n=6) 21 Women (n=2), men (n=4) Heterosexual (n= 2), 
bisexual (n=1), gay 
(n=1), queer (n=1), 
pansexual (n=1) 

Not used (n=3), 
used (n=1), using 
(n=2) 

Transgender people (n=6) 27 Women (n=5), men (n=1) 

 

Queer (n=1), bisexual 
(n=1), pansexual (n=1), 
unknown (n=3) 

Not used (n=3), 
used (n=1), using 
(n=2) 

Street sex worker (n=4) 41 Women (n=4) Heterosexual (n=2), 
bisexual (n=1), 
unknown (n=1) 

Not used (n=4) 
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Barriers of and facilitators to community pharmacy PrEP delivery 

The barriers and facilitators identified are presented in Figures 1 and 2 respectively and synthesised 

narratively below according to the COM-B with illustrative quotes in Table 2 (see supplementary 

Tables 1 and 2 for further illustrative quotes). Similarities and differences between the participant 

groups are narratively highlighted and shown using group identifiers (pharmacist (pharm), non-Black 

African woman (W), Black African woman (BAW), transgender person (TP), young person (YP), sex 

worker (SW)) followed by participant numbers. Within illustrative quotations the use of […] indicates 

part of the quotation was not presented because it was not relevant, whereas (text) indicates additional 

text added for clarity.  

 

 

Figure 1: Barriers of community pharmacy PrEP delivery identified from the interviews with 

pharmacists and community members presented according to COM-B. (pharmacist (pharm), non-

Black African woman (W), Black African woman (BAW), transgender person (TP), young person 

(YP), sex worker (SW)) and participant numbers  
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Figure 2: Facilitators to community pharmacy PrEP delivery identified from the interviews with 

pharmacists and community members presented according to COM-B (pharmacist (pharm), non-

Black African woman (W), Black African woman (BAW), transgender person (TP), young person 

(YP), sex worker (SW)) and participant numbers. 
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Table 2 

Illustrative quotes for some of the barriers and facilitators identified according to COM-B  

 Illustrative quotes  
Capability Barriers Facilitators 

PrEP awareness and knowledge (e.g., 
what it is, who it is for, where it can be 
accessed from) 

“It's (PrEP) either something that you can get the day after you have had 
unprotected sex, and you suspect it's with someone that’s HIV positive or it's 
some kind of medication that you take if you have got it (HIV)” W4 
“I’m not aware of it (PrEP), to be honest” Pharm2. 
“It’s definitely more the LGBT group that kind of is very geared towards gay 
men” YP10. 
“(PrEP is) quite good for sort of sex workers or people that work in the sex 
industry” W4. 
 

“I think the first thing is to make people aware” Pharm11 
We need the training in order to start even doing the conversations” Pharm2. 
“Training, to make sure I know what I’m talking about” Pharm12. 

Awareness of pharmacy facilities and 
pharmacist role  

“They’re just dispensaries” TP7. 
“Being a pharmacist, you’re mostly just, well I suppose your day-to-day is 
writing up prescriptions” YP6 

“Getting people to know that it’s in pharmacies” YP3 
“I’d want to be sure if it’s certified and if the personnel are qualified” TP18 
 

PrEP training, qualification to deliver 
PrEP 

“I’m not even remotely feeling that I’m already equipped” Pharm9. 
“I don't feel, what's the word, competent?” Pharm6. 
 

“Pharmacists will be able to prescribe medications to patients rather than them 
going to the GP” Pharm5.   

Opportunity   
Staff capacity, availability, workload, 
time.   

“At the present moment, we can’t get staff, and we can’t get locums, and it’s a 
real, real challenge” Pharm7 
“The only barrier would be time” Pharm1. 
“Challenges might only be, as I’ve experienced recently, just I think 
pharmacies are under a lot of pressure and even there you could wait a long 
time to get booked in or get your prescriptions in and things like that. But I 
think that’s a widespread issue nowadays” W2. 
“If this kicks off then we’re going to be doing this all day and the day-to-day 
business of checking prescriptions and counselling patients, people at the 
counter and all the rest of it, would be pushed to the side” Pharm10 

“we’re trying to build our team up with other qualifications so they can take 
some of the workload away from the pharmacist to be able to spend more time 
with patients” Pharm3 
“I think going forward more of this is going to happen anyway, I think as more 
services are coming in for us, we’ll be in the back and the staff at the front will 
have to take on more roles” Pharm1. 
“More like an appointment session really book an appointment with the 
pharmacist”. BAW15 

Using pre-existing services/pathways  “[…] we’re doing things like morning after pill it’s women who have had sex 
with a man. So, we’re going to miss out the opportunistic conversations with 
men who have sex with men or the […] trans or the non-binary population” 
pharm10 

“It would be good if when I access the C-Card service and got condoms they 
then also took the opportunity to go hey, do you know we do these other 
services? That would be the ideal time” TP8 

Pharmacy facilities, consultation 
room/space/privacy 

“Most pharmacies don’t have any phlebotomy training so actually taking the 
blood in a pharmacy at the minute is difficult or will be difficult” Pharm5.  
“Not just independent pharmacies but the chains as well, they’ve got a 
converted cupboard that is supposed to be their consultation room […]. A lot 
of them you struggle to get two people in there” Pharm16. 
“It’s private but also, it’s not that private. I think I’ve also seen a curtain one, 

“We’d have to have the correct facilities to dispose of biological waste and all 
those sorts of things” Pharm12 
“I mean as long as we have the equipment and be able to send the monitoring 
back to you,” Pharm8. 
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 Illustrative quotes  
so it’s almost like a photo-booth kind of thing” YP6. 

Motivation   
Preference for independent pharmacy 
PrEP delivery   

“I always felt growing up that when you make an appointment with the 
doctor, it just feels legitimate, and it feels safe, and no one can really say 
anything. If they see you at the doctor, there is not an immediate suspicion 
kind of thing, whereas other spaces, it can have a little bit of what’s going on 
there type of thing and the thing is with the doctor is you can kind of 
disappear in, no one really knows where you are and it just feels a bit more 
private I would say and legitimate” W4. 
“I’m fine with being seen there (at the sexual health clinic). That’s okay. I 
want to be seen there” TP8. 

“I would say the pharmacy would be the first option” YP1. 
“Making the PrEP available, the testing, the screening, everything available 
from the pharmacy would work far better” BAW14 
 

Costs of community pharmacy PrEP 
delivery for community members and 
pharmacists  

“If you charge for it, that might put people off” TP8. 
“I mean, I think it would be an insult to ask us to participate in something and 
not agree to pay us a sensible amount of money for doing it” Pharm9 

“I think it's all down to income, […] I think all pharmacists nowadays are very 
keen on services, because it's the only way we can get some income. So, as 
long as it’s funded, I can't see any issue” Pharm14 
"If it could still be free in a pharmacy and making it mandatory to order from a 
pharmacy to make sure it's free, then I think for us it will be more preferred” 
TP20 

Accessing PrEP from pharmacy “And there’d be a lot of people seeing you [laughs] going to, going to that 
area and you know, and people looking at you, sort of” BAW5 

Because you’re just going to the pharmacy. There’s a lot of reasons to go to the 
pharmacy” TP8 
“I think because it could make it easier and it’s always very private, I think it 
could help a lot. It would also maybe normalise the process for someone who 
has been led to think that they are different because they need it or they have 
done something wrong because they need it” W2 
 

Stigma and misconceptions about 
PrEP  

“If you take PrEP you obviously sleep with a lot of men, you know, it’s kind 
of that kind of thing” TP10 
“Yes, there is a level of stigma that comes with it because a lot of people 
don’t understand it and they think if you’re taking PrEP you are infected” 
BAW12 
“I mean, they’re potentially going to get infected by engaging in that activity 
and obviously, if they’re thinking about using PrEP then they know that that’s 
a risk, so they know it’s a risk otherwise they wouldn’t come in, or they 
wouldn’t be looking to get this medication, so the patient themselves will 
understand that there’s a risk in what they’re doing but they’re going to do it” 
Pharm3 

“Accessing a sexual health clinic for some people can create serious problems 
for them. If someone from a religiously conservative family or community is 
seen walking into a sexual health clinic before they are married, that could be 
big problems for them” W4. 
 

Group identifiers: TP=transgender person, YP=Young person, BAW= Black African woman, W=Woman, SW=Sex worker, pharm=pharmacist and participant numbers.   
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Capability Barriers  

Capability barriers to pharmacy PrEP delivery for community members and pharmacists included 

sub-optimal knowledge and awareness of PrEP (i.e., its purpose, beneficiaries and availability) with 

some community members and most pharmacists unaware of PrEP prior to the research and 

associating its use with GBMSM. Consequently, pharmacists felt unequipped with the necessary 

knowledge or training to deliver PrEP.  

Additional barriers among community members were a lack of knowledge about pharmacy facilities 

(e.g., consultation rooms) and the roles, qualifications, and responsibilities of pharmacists in terms of 

public health service provision. Community members tended to associate pharmacies with access to 

over-the-counter medication and/or dispensing prescriptions rather than a point of contact for 

consultations for different health services, including sexual health. 

Capability facilitators  

To facilitate PrEP delivery, community members and pharmacists highlighted the need to improve 

PrEP awareness and knowledge among pharmacists and the public through education, training, and 

advertisements. For pharmacists, education and training was perceived to enhance their capability and 

confidence to deliver PrEP. Similarly, having previous experience of carrying out similar screening 

tests to those that would be required for PrEP delivery (e.g., swabs, finger prick blood tests) was 

perceived to improve the feasibility of pharmacy PrEP delivery. For community members, 

particularly those from minoritized communities, knowing pharmacy PrEP delivery would be kept 

confidential and separate to GP records was also reported to be facilitative. 

Opportunity barriers  

Opportunity barriers for pharmacists included lack of staff, high turnover, inability to hire more staff, 

perceived added burden of PrEP delivery to workload, and lack of physical space and privacy in 

pharmacies. Pharmacists and community members also highlighted barriers such as having to ask for 

PrEP on the shop floor in front of other customers, and the perceived lack of privacy offered by 

consultation rooms due to location, size, and appearance. The potential inconsistent service provision 

between pharmacists and pharmacies was also noted as a barrier to improving access and 

sustainability of pharmacy PrEP delivery. Similarly, pharmacists and community members 

highlighted that offering PrEP via already established sexual health services (e.g., morning after pill) 

within pharmacies, could restrict access to communities or demographics among whom these services 

are mainly sought e.g., young women. 

Additional barriers reported by some community members included a preference for an experienced 

GP or nurse, rather than a pharmacist, to carry out the screening and monitoring tests This was 

particularly evident for individuals for whom having blood taken was reported to be triggering due to 
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discomfort with needles or previous drug use. Notwithstanding this, some community members 

expressed a preference for digital PrEP delivery with pharmacy-based screening and monitoring 

because they perceived the process and results to be potentially quicker and more reliable than home 

testing and monitoring. 

Opportunity facilitators 

Opportunity facilitators for community members and pharmacists include pharmacies’ accessibility, 

convenience, proximity, and walk-in service provision. This was particularly beneficial for 

community members with complex lifestyles who couldn’t travel to sexual health clinics, individuals 

living in rural areas or those seeking PrEP ‘on demand’ at short notice and potentially outside of clinic 

opening hours. Having a pharmacy appointment for PrEP was seen as advantageous, offering not only 

convenience but also privacy, avoiding the need to request PrEP publicly on the shop floor.  

Although PrEP delivery via already established pharmacy sexual health services (e.g., c-card, 

emergency contraception) was reported to restrict access for some demographics, it provides 

opportunities for pharmacists to raise awareness of PrEP and signpost community members to sexual 

health clinics.  Pharmacists and community members suggested home STI and HIV test kits prior to 

collecting PrEP could facilitate pharmacy dispensing. However, there were differing opinions on 

completing tests at the pharmacy, with some community members favouring being able to complete 

all tests at the pharmacy. 

Pharmacist specific facilitators included having screening and monitoring facilities, the use of 

Artificial Intelligence Patient Medical Record (PMR) system to assist pharmacists manage and 

dispense prescriptions, alleviate dispensing responsibilities and free up pharmacists time, and training 

other pharmacy team members to take on some of the pharmacist’s workload. Community member 

specific facilitators included the inconvenient location of sexual health clinics and pharmacy PrEP 

delivery offering easier access with less bureaucracy.  

Motivation barriers  

Motivational barriers for pharmacists and community members included perceiving a lack of need for 

PrEP, personally or within the community, concern about unnecessary use by individuals not in need, 

and the potential financial costs associated with pharmacy PrEP delivery.  Personal and systemic 

stigma was also seen as a potential barrier particularly among sex workers, ethnic minorities and 

transgender communities who have faced stigmatising interactions in healthcare settings before.  

Pharmacist-specific barriers included concerns that increasing PrEP access could lead to riskier sexual 

behaviours and more STIs, a preference for promoting behaviour modification over PrEP use and 

worries that conducting screening tests could endanger their safety.  
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Community-specific barriers included viewing pharmacists as less qualified than sexual health 

consultants, GPs, or nurses to provide PrEP and a preference for accessing PrEP via  GP practices  

due to concerns of being  heard initiating conversations about PrEP in pharmacies. Some individuals 

preferred GP practices for privacy reasons, while others emphasised the importance of being seen 

accessing sexual health clinics to combat stigma.  

Motivation facilitators  

Motivational facilitators for pharmacists and community members included a preference for 

independent pharmacy PrEP delivery over other models (e.g., in collaboration with GP, sexual health 

clinic), believing pharmacies were acceptable places to initiate PrEP, that PrEP use reduces new HIV 

acquisitions, a perceived personal risk of acquiring HIV and feeling comfortable initiating 

conversations about PrEP. There was also a belief that accessing PrEP via pharmacies would be more 

discrete and less stigmatising than from sexual health clinics and potentially address medical mistrust 

issues among marginalised communities. 

Pharmacist-specific facilitators included confidence in conducting sensitive conversations, the belief 

that community members should initiate conversations about PrEP rather than pharmacists 

opportunistically identifying people who may benefit from PrEP, anticipation of reimbursement or 

profit from PrEP delivery, and the potential to enhance professional reputation.  

Community member specific facilitators included being confident in pharmacists’ ability to deliver 

positive STI and HIV results empathically and being able to access PrEP from a pharmacy free of 

charge.  

 

Discussion  

This is the first research study to explore the barriers to and facilitators of pharmacy PrEP delivery for 

pharmacists and community members in the UK. The research points to the acceptability and 

feasibility of pharmacy PrEP delivery in the UK, but demonstrates commonality with barriers and 

facilitators identified in other countries, particularly the USA (22). Pharmacy PrEP delivery in the UK 

could offer an important solution to help overcome the current challenges of accessing PrEP via 

sexual health clinics (e.g., location, opening hours). It could also help to minimise stigma and improve 

health equity for those underserved by the UKs current model of PrEP provision. 

Barriers not previously identified, include community members insufficient knowledge and awareness 

of pharmacy facilities, the services provided by pharmacists and their roles, qualifications, and 

capabilities. These barriers have been acknowledged in relation to other pharmacy sexual and 

reproductive health services (25, 26). However, given the new Pharmacy First initiative enabling 

patients to be referred into community pharmacy for minor illnesses or an urgent repeat medicine 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 31, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.29.24311164doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.29.24311164
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


(27), pharmacists expanding roles and increasing responsibilities, particularly since the COVID-19 

pandemic, this lack of knowledge among community members is somewhat surprising. Our results 

therefore highlight the need for further awareness raising about pharmacy facilities (e.g., consultation 

room), pharmacist’s qualifications and capabilities in addition to the public health services that can be 

accessed from a pharmacy.  

Some barriers identified are suggested to be UK-specific. For example, while pharmacists highlighted 

a willingness to take on more publicly funded commissioned services, they expressed concern for 

capacity because of workforce shortages. They also highlighted the potential lack of consistency and 

subsequent accessibility of service provision between pharmacies due to not all commissioned 

services being mandatory for all pharmacists to be trained to deliver. This highlights and reiterates 

previous findings illustrating the current pressures experienced by pharmacists in the UK (28) and 

could represent significant barriers for the feasibility and sustainability of pharmacy PrEP delivery.  

In line with previous research, additional barriers particularly evident among minoritised communities 

were a concern for confidentiality and stigma (29, 30) due to culture and/or previous negative 

experiences accessing health care. Although pharmacies were perceived to provide a more discrete 

less stigmatising environment than sexual health clinics, pharmacists did express unconscious bias 

and stigmatising attitudes, for example reporting concern that screening for HIV could jeopardize 

pharmacists’ safety. Results, therefore, highlight the continued need for education and awareness 

campaigns to help educate healthcare professionals about HIV to reduce institutional, and societal 

level stigma (26). Additional facilitators to help overcome stigma could include sexual health 

champions within pharmacies and the co-development of public health services with users to ensure 

services are designed to accommodate access needs.  

Despite the barriers identified, there was a general preference among pharmacists and community 

members for independent pharmacy PrEP delivery above all other models. Although some community 

members and pharmacists preferred the idea of collaborative community PrEP delivery with sexual 

health clinics or GP practices, this preference tended to be associated with a lack of PrEP awareness, 

including what PrEP delivery would involve, pharmacists’ roles in service provision and the lack of 

pharmacy facilities to facilitate the screening and monitoring required.  

 Moreover, numerous solutions to the identified barriers were readily provided. For example, 

insufficient awareness and knowledge of PrEP in addition to associating PrEP use with different 

community groups was suggested to be improved by implementing education (e.g., HIV and PrEP) 

training (e.g., screening, HIV testing) and advertising. Pharmacists and community members also 

suggested that pharmacy PrEP delivery could be facilitated and more feasible if community members 

were able to do all the necessary screening tests at home, accessing the pharmacy for the PrEP 

consultation and dispensing only.  
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Pharmacists also highlighted that having an appointment system for PrEP delivery (like flu 

vaccinations), could help alleviate or accommodate the addition of PrEP delivery. An appointment 

system was also suggested to be facilitative for individuals from minoritised communities, by adding 

an extra level of privacy for patients. Notwithstanding this, maintaining the ability for patients to 

‘walk in’ for PrEP was also recognised as important for improving access and upholding the 

pharmacy unique selling point.   

Strengths and limitations 

Every effort was made to recruit a diverse sample of participants for interviews. Interviewing PrEP 

users provided valuable insight into their experiences of current PrEP prevision and perceptions of 

alternative delivery models. Limitations exist in the current research. Due to lifestyle factors, the 

interviews with sex workers were brief limiting the identification of barriers and facilitators for this 

group. Further, findings may vary for individuals escorting or working in parlours. Future research 

should explore the relevance of the current findings to these and other groups who may benefit from 

improved PrEP access (9).   

Conclusion 

The current research, highlights pharmacy PrEP delivery as acceptable to pharmacists and preferred 

by customers offering an important opportunity to expand PrEP delivery and access. To be feasible, a 

behaviour change intervention should address barriers and leverage facilitators to support 

implementation. To increase capabilities and motivation, training and awareness raising for pharmacy 

staff and community members is needed. To increase opportunities and motivation, environmental 

and system changes (e.g. facilities, financial reimbursement) are needed.  
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