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Abstract  53 

Introduction: Economic evaluations of HIV pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) and associated 54 

implementation strategies guide evidence-based policies, programmes, and resource allocation. 55 

Since 2015, there has been an evolution in PrEP modalities, implementation strategies, and 56 

prioritization of key populations with unmet HIV prevention needs, alongside the scale-up of 57 

other HIV prevention interventions. Our systematic review describes the evolving landscape of 58 

economic evaluations of PrEP to help identify evidence gaps relevant to the current HIV 59 

epidemic and response (PROSPERO: CRD42016038440). 60 

Methods: We searched five databases, without language restrictions, for peer-reviewed 61 

economic evaluations from inception to December 23, 2021. We describe the evolution of study 62 

characteristics over time, including perspective of analysis, region, population, PrEP 63 

modality/implementation strategy, and comparators. 64 

Results:  Of 3877 studies identified, 87 met inclusion criteria, of which 58 examined HIV 65 

epidemics in 2015 or later and 15 adopted a societal perspective. HIV epidemics studied 66 

primarily spanned countries in Sub-Saharan Africa (N=34) and in North America (N=25). 67 

Modeled populations for receipt of PrEP primarily comprised: gay, bisexual, and other men who 68 

have sex with men (N=47), sex workers (N=15), serodifferent partnerships (N=14), and persons 69 

who inject drugs (N=10). Most evaluated oral, daily PrEP (N=50), followed by oral, on-demand 70 

PrEP (N=9), long-acting injectable PrEP (N=5), and others (e.g., vaginal ring, topical gel; N=7). 71 

Only two studies compared different PrEP modalities with each other. One study evaluated 72 

different implementation strategies to increase PrEP uptake, adherence, and persistence. Of the 73 

82 studies that compared PrEP to a combination of other HIV prevention interventions, only 19 74 

scaled up at least part of the comparator over time.  75 
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Discussion: To support decision-making, future economic evaluations should consider costs and 76 

benefits beyond the health system and consider comparators that better reflect the current HIV 77 

response across regions and populations. The increasing availability of novel PrEP modalities 78 

allows future studies to evaluate a mix of PrEP modalities and person-centered implementation 79 

strategies.  80 

Conclusions: The growing number of PrEP economic evaluations have not kept pace with 81 

emerging PrEP modalities or the current HIV epidemic/response, resulting in challenges in 82 

making evidence-based policies, programmes, and resource allocation. 83 

  84 
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Introduction 85 
 86 

The last decade has seen an expansion in the adoption and roll-out of oral pre-exposure 87 

prophylaxis (PrEP), consisting of emtricitabine and either tenofovir disoproxil fumarate or 88 

tenofovir alafenamide, for HIV prevention. Oral PrEP was first authorized for use in the United 89 

States in 2012 [1]. There has also been an expansion in PrEP modalities (daily or “on-demand” 90 

oral [2]; long-acting injectable and topical formulations [3]), and implementation strategies (e.g., 91 

mobile phone applications [4] or online modules [5] with information on PrEP or peer support 92 

for PrEP initiation and persistence). By 2015, PrEP became a key component of combination 93 

HIV prevention globally when the World Health Organization recommended oral PrEP for 94 

individuals at “substantial risk” of acquiring HIV (annual HIV risk greater than 3%) [6]. By 95 

2021, 144 countries recommended oral PrEP within their national HIV prevention guidelines, 96 

with 14 more planning to adopt PrEP into their guidelines within the next two years [7].  97 

PrEP implementation strategies have been a central focus for HIV programmes in the last 98 

decade [8, 9] because, despite the inclusion of PrEP in national guidelines, coverage remains low 99 

in many countries [10]. PrEP use in 2020 was at 8% of the 2025 global target set by UNAIDS 100 

[11]. While individual-level efficacy in preventing HIV acquisition is high (upwards of 99% 101 

[12]), real-world individual-level or partnership-level effectiveness has been lower [13–16] 102 

partly due to challenges with adherence and persistence [17, 18]. Although mathematical 103 

modelling studies suggest large potential for reducing sexual transmission of HIV at the 104 

population-level, such outcomes depend on PrEP reaching individuals with the most unmet 105 

prevention needs who are part of sexual networks with high rates of HIV transmission [19–21]. 106 

Economic evaluations of PrEP and PrEP implementation strategies are valuable for 107 

informing policy decisions, optimizing resource allocation, and guiding the adoption of different 108 
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implementation strategies [22]. To date, there have been 12 reviews of economic evaluations of 109 

PrEP [23–34], but they were largely restricted with respect to geography and/or populations. 110 

Two reviews synthesized evidence from a single country (United States) [23, 24], three were 111 

restricted to a subset of countries (high-income, early PrEP adopting countries) [32, 34] or to one 112 

region (Sub-Saharan Africa) [33], and two focused on specific populations (gay, bisexual, and 113 

other men who have sex with men; persons who inject drugs) [23, 24]. These earlier reviews 114 

were also restricted to economic evaluations conducted prior to the recent expansions in PrEP 115 

roll-out and expansions in PrEP modalities and implementation strategies [23–30].  116 

The evolution of PrEP roll-out over the last decade signals a need to characterize how 117 

economic evaluations may have evolved (e.g., the examination of  different PrEP modalities and 118 

implementation strategies) to keep pace with implementation-relevant questions for decision-119 

makers and communities most affected by HIV [9]. The most recent systematic review, which 120 

included economic evaluations conducted between 2010 and 2020, was not designed to describe 121 

the evolution of comparators used in PrEP economic evaluations over time and whether these 122 

comparators reflected the evolving HIV epidemic response [31] (e.g., implementation and scale-123 

up of concurrent HIV prevention tools, strategies, and guideline [35–37]). For example, 124 

comparison of PrEP to steady levels of other modes of primary and secondary HIV prevention at 125 

a population level may be less applicable for decision-making in recent years, especially given 126 

acceleration in sustained viral suppression as secondary HIV prevention [38]. The scale-up of 127 

combination HIV prevention interventions has led to large reductions in HIV incidence globally, 128 

including in countries with some of the highest burden of HIV, and incidence reductions in 129 

populations at highest risk of HIV acquisition (including gay, bisexual, and other men who have 130 

sex with men, cisgender female sex workers and other women engaged in sex work, transgender 131 
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women, persons who inject drugs) [39]. Therefore, the questions being asked by decision-makers 132 

involve comparing and choosing between different PrEP modalities and implementation 133 

strategies [40]. In doing so, decision-makers seek strategies to improve each step of the PrEP 134 

cascade [40] (including persistence [18]) and determine where and among whom new HIV 135 

infections continue to be acquired despite local efforts in scaling up combination HIV prevention 136 

[39]. 137 

In this study, we sought to: 1) describe the evolving landscape of economic evaluations 138 

of PrEP and its implementation strategies over time and across epidemic contexts (population 139 

focus, country/region) and 2) highlight gaps in the literature. Our goal was to provide guidance 140 

for future economic evaluations (e.g., which PrEP interventions/implementation strategies to 141 

evaluate and which comparators, HIV epidemic context, and perspective should be used during 142 

analyses) to better support decision-making in the evolving landscape of PrEP implementation.  143 

 144 

Methods 145 
Our systematic review followed the Preferred Reporting items for Systematic Reviews 146 

and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) guidelines (Appendix A) [41]. Our full review protocol was peer-147 

reviewed and published [42] and registered in PROSPERO (registration number 148 

CRD42016038440). Our full review protocol objectives included: 1) estimating the incremental 149 

cost per health outcome of PrEP or PrEP implementation strategies compared to placebo, status 150 

quo, or other HIV prevention strategies, 2) assessing the variability in and quality of economic 151 

evaluations of PrEP or PrEP implementation strategies, and 3) identifying potential sources of 152 

heterogeneity in the cost-effectiveness of PrEP or PrEP implementation strategies. In this first 153 

paper, we described the trends and characteristics of PrEP economic evaluations over time and 154 

across epidemic contexts, with a focus on relevance to evolving decision-making needs in the 155 
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current stage of the global HIV epidemic - specifically, regarding PrEP modalities, 156 

implementation strategies, comparators [39]. 157 

 158 

Search Strategy and Inclusion/Exclusion Criteria  159 

 An information specialist (BS) developed the strategy in consultation with the review 160 

team. The strategies were executed in Ovid MEDLINE® ALL, Embase Classic+Embase (Ovid), 161 

and the NHS Economic Evaluation Database (Wiley). An initial search was conducted on August 162 

30, 2019, and updated to December 23, 2021. The NHS Economic Evaluation Database was not 163 

included in the updated search as it was no longer being updated and was removed from the 164 

Cochrane Library. The search included a combination of controlled vocabulary (e.g., “HIV 165 

Infections/pc [Prevention & Control]”, “Pre-Exposure Prophylaxis”, “Models, Economic”) and 166 

free-text terms (e.g., “HIV prevention”, “PrEP”, “economic evaluation”). There were no 167 

language or date restrictions but, where possible, animal-only records and conference abstracts 168 

were removed from the results. The full search strategy is available in Appendix B. We (MX) 169 

also conducted a bibliographic hand search of relevant reviews to identify studies that may have 170 

been missed by the electronic database searches. 171 

 We included full economic evaluations (i.e., cost-minimization analyses, cost-benefit 172 

analyses, cost-effectiveness analyses, or cost-utility analyses) that compared both costs and 173 

outcomes of PrEP or of a PrEP implementation strategy [43]. Studies could compare PrEP as an 174 

intervention to placebo, to other HIV prevention interventions (e.g., ART, condoms, HIV testing, 175 

HIV counselling, male circumcision), or to other PrEP modalities; and/or compare different PrEP 176 

implementation strategies to each other. We excluded editorials, conference abstracts, and review 177 

articles. We excluded studies evaluating emtricitabine and either tenofovir disoproxil fumarate or 178 
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tenofovir alafenamide for post-exposure prophylaxis rather than PrEP. We excluded economic 179 

evaluations focussed solely on the prevention of parent-to-child transmission of HIV. 180 

 Following duplicate removal, titles and abstracts were screened independently by two 181 

reviewers (two of either MX, KT, SM) for inclusion/exclusion using Covidence (Veritas Health 182 

Innovation, Melbourne, Australia). For included titles/abstracts and in cases where the title and 183 

abstract were deemed insufficient for an exclusion decision, two reviewers (two of either MX, 184 

HK, KT, SM) independently conducted full text screening against the inclusion/exclusion 185 

criteria. Discrepancies during title and abstract and full text screening were resolved by 186 

consensus.   187 

 188 

Data extraction  189 

 Data from the included publications were extracted by one reviewer (MX, LM, HK, or 190 

NM) and verified by a second reviewer (MX, LM, HK, or NM). For study purposes, we 191 

categorized the extracted variables as follows: (1) epidemic context; (2) perspective of analyses; 192 

(3) intervention, and (4) comparator (Appendix C).  193 

Epidemic context pertained to the underlying epidemic and population under study, with 194 

variables including country and population who received PrEP and populations included in the 195 

outcome measures. Variables related to the underlying epidemic included: country and World 196 

Bank region[44], publication year and model time-horizon, HIV epidemic period modelled, and  197 

calendar time-period of PrEP use. Populations included population focus, such as gay, bisexual, 198 

and other men who have sex with men, persons who inject drugs, female sex workers, male sex 199 

workers, HIV-serodifferent partners, adolescent girls and young women; and the wider 200 

population (e.g., total adult population).  201 
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For the perspective of analyses, we extracted data on whether evaluations were conducted 202 

using a health system, societal perspective, and/or other perspective. Intervention variables 203 

included: concurrent interventions (e.g., concomitant ART, condoms, etc.); PrEP modality (oral 204 

[daily or on-demand], continuous, long-acting, vaginal ring, topical gel]); PrEP implementation 205 

strategies (e.g., PrEP provider strategy, strategies to increase PrEP coverage and/or to improve 206 

adherence to PrEP).  207 

For comparator-related variables, we extracted the comparator type (e.g., ART alone; 208 

ART with other HIV prevention interventions excluding PrEP; other prevention interventions 209 

without ART). If PrEP modality or implementation strategies were evaluated, then comparators 210 

could also include: alternate PrEP modalities with or without ART and/or other prevention 211 

interventions; alternate PrEP implementation strategies with or without ART and/or other 212 

prevention interventions. If comparators did not fall into the above categories, we classified them 213 

as “other” and provided details in the extraction form. Finally, we extracted data on whether any 214 

of the interventions included in the comparator was scaled up during the period of comparative 215 

analyses (e.g., increased coverage ART).  216 

 217 

Data Synthesis 218 

We conducted a narrative synthesis of economic evaluations and summarized the results 219 

in tabular and graphical formats (performed in R version 4.2.0 [45]). We described the following 220 

characteristics of the included studies: epidemic context, perspective of analysis, PrEP modality 221 

or implementation strategy, and comparator(s). We examined whether comparators used in 222 

analyses included the use and scale up of various modes of primary and secondary population-223 

level HIV prevention interventions [35, 36, 38]. Specifically, we quantified the number of 224 
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studies that included ART or other HIV prevention interventions in the comparator and whether 225 

models accounted for the increased uptake/coverage of at least one of these HIV prevention 226 

interventions over time. For studies that compared one PrEP modality or implementation strategy 227 

to another, we described the PrEP modality, HIV prevention interventions, and/or PrEP 228 

implementation strategies included in the comparator. Results were stratified by year of 229 

publication to show the evolution of the landscape of PrEP and PrEP implementation economic 230 

evaluation studies over time. We also quantified the number of studies published in 2015 or later, 231 

following World Health Organization endorsement of PrEP [6]. 232 

Results 233 
Study selection  234 

 Figure 1 describes the study inclusion process. Our search identified 3,877 unique 235 

records. Following title and abstract screening, 231 studies were retrieved for full text screening. 236 

87 studies met the inclusion criteria and were included in our review. 237 

 238 

Timeline in number of economic evaluations by key events 239 

We identified an increasing trend in the number of economic evaluations that assessed 240 

the cost-effectiveness of PrEP in recent years. Six studies (7%) [46–51] were published between 241 

2008 and 2011 prior to US FDA approval of PrEP [1], 15 studies (17%) [52–66] were published 242 

between 2012 and 2014 following US FDA approval of PrEP [1], 20 studies (23%) [67–86] were 243 

published between 2015 and 2016 following WHO endorsement of PrEP [6], and 46 studies 244 

(53%) [4, 87–131] were published between 2017 and 2021 following the availability of generic 245 

PrEP [132, 133].  246 

Fifty-seven studies (66%) [4, 49, 50, 53–63, 67, 68, 71–73, 75, 78–81, 84, 85, 88–92, 94, 247 

98, 102–113, 117–124, 128–131] simulated HIV epidemics that included a time-period in 2015 248 
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or later, with 36 studies [50, 53, 60, 62, 63, 71, 72, 75, 78–81, 84, 85, 88–90, 92, 94, 98, 102, 249 

106, 109–113, 118–123, 128, 129, 131] simulating epidemics and outcomes after 2030 (up to 250 

2096 [94]). Overall, 29 (33%) studies did not report the year(s) of HIV epidemic captured in the 251 

model [46, 48, 51, 52, 64–66, 69, 70, 74, 76, 77, 82, 83, 86, 87, 93, 95–97, 99–101, 114–116, 252 

125–127]. 253 

 254 

Distribution of PrEP economic evaluations by perspective of analysis and year of publication 255 

Sixty-nine of the 87 (79%) included studies conducted analyses from a health system 256 

perspective [4, 47, 49–51, 54–63, 66–69, 71, 73–83, 86–88, 90–92, 94–100, 102–107, 109–112, 257 

114, 116–126, 128–130]. These studies captured healthcare costs and associated health outcomes 258 

within the context of the health system (e.g., costs covered by a public healthcare payer). From 259 

2013 to 2021 (i.e., following the first authorized use of PrEP by the US FDA), 71% to 100% of 260 

PrEP cost-effectiveness studies each year were conducted from a health system perspective 261 

(Figure 2).  262 

Less than a fifth of included studies conducted analyses from a societal perspective 263 

(n=15, n=17%) and examined the full range of costs and outcomes associated with PrEP use 264 

including productivity costs [48, 52, 53, 64, 65, 70, 72, 84, 85, 89, 101, 108, 115, 127, 131]. 265 

Three studies did not report the perspective taken for analysis [46, 93, 113].  266 

 267 

Economic evaluation of PrEP by region, population who received PrEP, and populations 268 

included in outcome measures 269 

Thirty-six (41%) studies modeled HIV epidemics in countries across in Sub-Saharan 270 

Africa (Figure 3a) [49–52, 55–60, 62, 66–69, 71, 73–75, 77, 79–81, 84, 88, 90, 91, 100, 106, 271 
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110, 111, 117, 118, 123, 125, 129]. Almost a third of the eighty-seven included studies modeled 272 

HIV epidemics in North America (n=25, 29%) [4, 47, 48, 53, 63, 64, 72, 76, 82, 83, 85–87, 89, 273 

93, 96, 97, 102, 107, 116, 120–122, 126, 127]. The remaining studies modeled HIV epidemics in 274 

Europe and Central Asia (n=12, 14%) [60, 65, 70, 78, 92, 94, 95, 101, 112, 124, 128, 130], East 275 

Asia and Pacific (n=9, 10%) [60, 61, 98, 103, 104, 108, 113, 114, 131], Latin America and 276 

Caribbean (n=4, 5%) [54, 60, 99, 105], South Asia (n=3, 3%) [60, 109, 119], and Middle East 277 

and North Africa (n=1, 1%) [115]. 278 

Except in the context of HIV epidemics across Sub-Saharan Africa, most studies 279 

modelled the receipt and use of PrEP among gay, bisexual, and other men who have sex with 280 

men across HIV epidemics across each of the World Bank regions: 20 (80%) in North America 281 

[4, 47, 48, 53, 63, 64, 72, 76, 82, 83, 85–87, 102, 107, 116, 120–122, 126], 10 (83%) in Europe 282 

and Central Asia [60, 78, 92, 94, 95, 101, 112, 124, 128, 130], eight (89%) in east Asia and 283 

Pacific [60, 61, 98, 103, 104, 108, 113, 114], three (75%) in Latin America and Caribbean [54, 284 

60, 99], three (100%) in South Asia [60, 109, 119], and one (100%) in Middle East and North 285 

Africa [115] (Figure 3b).  286 

In contrast, nearly two-thirds (n=24, 67%) of the studies of HIV epidemics Sub-Saharan 287 

Africa countries examined PrEP use in the wider population, defined as the total adult male 288 

and/or female population in a region (Figure 3b) [49, 50, 52, 56, 58–60, 62, 66, 67, 74, 75, 77, 289 

80, 81, 88, 90, 100, 106, 110, 111, 117, 118, 129]. In studies modelling HIV epidemics across 290 

Sub-Saharan Africa, PrEP receipt and use was also assessed in the following populations: female 291 

sex workers (n=13, 36%) [60, 75, 80, 81, 84, 90, 91, 100, 111, 117, 118, 123, 129], male sex 292 

workers (n=1, 3%) [91], HIV-serodifferent partners (n=10, 28%) [51, 55, 57, 60, 68, 69, 71, 73, 293 

84, 123], adolescent girls and young women (n=9, 25%) [52, 74, 88, 90, 100, 111, 117, 123, 294 
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129], gay, bisexual, and other men who have sex with men (n=6, 17%) [59, 60, 80, 81, 91, 118], 295 

and persons who inject drugs (n=1, 3%) [60]. 296 

Across the 87 included studies, particularly studies modelling World Bank regions other 297 

than Sub-Saharan Africa, few studies assessed the cost-effectiveness of PrEP among other key 298 

populations including HIV-serodifferent partners (n=14, 16%) [51, 55, 57, 60, 63, 68–71, 73, 84, 299 

97, 123, 131], persons who inject drugs (n=10, 12%) [60, 63, 65, 89, 93, 96, 109, 119–121], 300 

female sex workers (n=13, 15%) [60, 75, 80, 81, 84, 90, 91, 100, 111, 117, 118, 123, 129], male 301 

sex workers (n=3, 3%) [54, 91, 116], and adolescent girls and young women (n=9, 10%) [52, 74, 302 

88, 90, 100, 111, 117, 123, 129]. 303 

Overall, 76 studies (87%) [4, 46–63, 65–71, 73–86, 88–91, 94, 96–99, 102–124, 127, 304 

129–131] included transmission dynamics (i.e., indirect benefit to partners of people who 305 

received PrEP) and 11 (13%) [64, 72, 87, 92, 93, 95, 100, 101, 125, 126, 128] did not.  306 

 307 

Economic evaluations by PrEP modality 308 

Most studies (n= 69, 79%) assessed oral PrEP, of which 50 (72%) assessed daily oral 309 

PrEP [4, 47, 49, 53, 54, 57, 58, 61–66, 68, 69, 74–79, 82, 85, 87, 89, 92, 97–101, 103, 104, 107–310 

109, 111–115, 117, 118, 124, 126–131], nine (13%) assessed on-demand oral PrEP [72, 76, 78, 311 

94, 95, 101, 113, 115, 130], and 16 (23%) assessed oral PrEP without specifying daily oral or on-312 

demand [48, 51, 52, 56, 80, 81, 86, 88, 91, 96, 102, 105, 116, 121, 123, 125]. Five (6%) studies 313 

evaluated long-acting injectable PrEP [74, 84, 100, 110, 125]. Seven (8%) studies evaluated 314 

other PrEP modalities (e.g., vaginal ring, topical gel) [46, 50, 52, 59, 100, 106, 111]. Twelve 315 

(14%) studies did not specify the PrEP modality (i.e., oral, injectable, vaginal ring, topical gel) 316 

evaluated [55, 60, 67, 70, 71, 73, 83, 90, 93, 119, 120, 122].  317 
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 318 

Type of comparators used over time in economic evaluations of PrEP 319 

Of the 82 studies that included at least one HIV prevention intervention in the 320 

comparator, the most common comparator was a combination of ART and other HIV prevention 321 

interventions excluding PrEP (n=59; 72%; Figure 4) [51–55, 57–70, 73–75, 78–82, 84–86, 88, 322 

91, 93, 94, 96, 98, 99, 103, 105–107, 109, 110, 112–120, 123–125, 127, 129–131]. Thirteen 323 

studies (16%), published between 2008 and 2021, only included ART in the comparator (i.e. no 324 

other concomitant HIV prevention interventions) [47–49, 54, 71, 76, 77, 83, 90, 92, 97, 104, 325 

128]. Three (4%) studies published from 2017 to 2019 did not include ART but included other 326 

concomitant HIV prevention interventions (e.g., condoms, HIV testing, HIV monitoring, and/or 327 

male circumcision) in their comparator [87, 100, 108]. One of the studies simulated an HIV 328 

epidemic between 2009 and 2019 [108] while the other two studies did not report the time period 329 

of the HIV epidemics simulated [87, 100]. Studies (n=3, 4%) that included PrEP along with 330 

other HIV prevention interventions in the comparator were all published in 2017 or later [89, 331 

102, 122].  332 

Forty-two of the 59 studies (71%) that compared PrEP to ART and other HIV prevention 333 

interventions excluding PrEP assumed that the coverage of the comparators remained stable over 334 

time [51–54, 57–59, 61–66, 69, 70, 74, 78, 79, 82, 85, 88, 93, 94, 96, 98, 99, 103, 105, 107, 109, 335 

112–119, 125, 127, 129, 130]. Of the 82 studies that included at least one HIV prevention 336 

intervention in the comparator, 19 (23%) considered the scale-up (i.e., increased coverage and 337 

increased uptake) of ART [49, 55, 60, 67, 68, 73, 75, 80, 81, 84, 86, 91, 106, 110, 120, 122–124, 338 

131], and 13 studies (16%) considered increased coverage and/or uptake of other prevention 339 

interventions over time [55, 60, 67, 68, 75, 80, 81, 84, 86, 91, 106, 122, 123].  340 
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 341 

Economic evaluations comparing PrEP modalities and implementation strategies 342 

Two studies (2%) evaluated the cost-effectiveness of one PrEP modality versus another 343 

PrEP modality (Figure 4) including: 1) a comparison of dapivirine vaginal rings versus daily oral 344 

PrEP to daily oral PrEP alone (published in 2019) [111]; and 2) a comparison of  branded to 345 

generic daily oral PrEP (published in 2020) [126]. One study included concomitant ART, 346 

condom use, and voluntary male circumcision in the comparator [111] while the second study 347 

did not include any concomitant interventions in the comparator. 348 

Only one study (1%), published in 2021, examined the cost-effectiveness of different 349 

PrEP implementation strategies [4]. The study examined the cost-effectiveness of PrEP with and 350 

without PrEP engagement interventions (e.g., phone application with information about PrEP 351 

and home-based PrEP care to improve PrEP initiation and continued use, cognitive behavioural 352 

counselling to help with PrEP adherence) [4].  353 

 354 
Discussion 355 

  Our review identified 87 economic evaluations of PrEP, highlighting a rapidly growing 356 

number of studies over time. It highlights key areas for future work in assessing the cost-357 

effectiveness of PrEP policy, programmes, and person-centered decisions. Nearly two-thirds of 358 

published economic evaluations of PrEP examined HIV epidemics in 2015 or later, following 359 

WHO endorsement of PrEP and the increasing number of countries who have authorized the use 360 

of PrEP [7]. We identified a paucity of studies in the following areas: quantifying value for 361 

money from a broader societal perspective; capturing diverse epidemic context (geographic 362 

regions and populations); and evaluating different PrEP modalities and implementation 363 

strategies. Finally, a key gap across the current landscape of PrEP economic evaluations was the 364 
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comparator: only 19 of the 87 studies included at least one HIV prevention intervention in the 365 

comparator and accounted for the concurrent scale-up of other HIV prevention interventions, 366 

reflecting current HIV prevention programmes.      367 

Emerging PrEP modalities, particularly long-acting regimens, introduce costs (healthcare, 368 

transportation, accommodation, caregiving, productivity loss) and benefits (PrEP uptake and 369 

adherence, prevention of HIV transmission) that differ from existing or no PrEP scenarios [134]. 370 

These differences underscore the need to expand the perspective of economic evaluations to 371 

include societal impacts, capturing both immediate and downstream health benefits and quality 372 

of life as well as broader societal gains such as improved productivity and the spillover effects of 373 

improved public health [135, 136]. Previous costing studies have shown that PrEP can enhance 374 

work productivity by reducing the risk of HIV transmission [135, 137, 138]. Economic 375 

evaluations that only consider health system perspectives may underestimate PrEP’s value for 376 

money [139], potentially leading to suboptimal resource allocation decisions. As future 377 

economic analyses of PrEP modalities and/or PrEP implementation are developed, adopting a 378 

societal perspective would align more directly with the current era of an expansive choice in 379 

PrEP modalities, thereby supporting decision-making surrounding “person-centered” HIV 380 

prevention [140]. 381 

 Our findings suggest important areas for future economic evaluations to keep pace with 382 

the evolving HIV response. Chief among them is the examination of different implementation 383 

strategies and PrEP modalities – particularly long-acting PrEP [141, 142]. Programmatic and 384 

policy decisions have shifted from the “technology” (i.e., whether PrEP should be offered), 385 

particularly among populations experiencing disproportionate risk, to implementation in an era 386 

of choice, with a focus on long-acting PrEP. Implementation includes focusing on how to reach 387 
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those who would benefit at an individual-level or those who may be part of sexual and/or 388 

injecting networks so that PrEP use can reduce population-level HIV transmission as well as how 389 

to support user choices across regimens (building upon previous binary comparisons of oral 390 

PrEP vs. long-acting PrEP) [134]. Despite the expansion and availability of different PrEP 391 

modalities in the last decade and their inclusion in national guidelines [8, 9], PrEP coverage [10, 392 

143], uptake [143], and adherence [144] remain programmatic challenges in many regions. In 393 

2020, PrEP coverage was estimated at 8% of the estimated global need, and 28% of the 394 

estimated need in low- and middle-income countries [143]; with inequities in PrEP coverage by 395 

race, age, geography, and socioeconomic status [145]. As empirical data on the comparative 396 

reach and effectiveness of implementation strategies emerge, economic evaluations of 397 

implementation strategies delivering on choice can support the selection and scale-up of effective 398 

and efficient programmes. These include, but are not limited to, estimating the maximum pricing 399 

of PrEP and the pricing of programme/service delivery, for PrEP programmes to be considered 400 

good value for money by a country’s health system [146]. 401 

Alongside expansion of PrEP modalities, is the integration of HIV prevention services 402 

and programmes within a broader mandate of universal health care and service provision, and 403 

evolving epidemic response and epidemic dynamics surrounding populations at highest risk of 404 

new HIV infections [147]. Across many priority populations, HIV prevention programmes are 405 

part of community-based programmes [148]. In many countries, particularly in the global south, 406 

population-focused HIV prevention programmes may be integrated within the larger health 407 

sector, such that PrEP implementation strategies may change (along with cost and effectiveness 408 

of such strategies) [149]. A key gap identified in our review is the use of more relevant 409 

comparators – particularly the concomitant scale-up of combination HIV prevention including 410 
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HIV treatment [38], which could tip the balance on cost-effectiveness analyses in either 411 

direction. While our review found that a range of populations have been considered in PrEP 412 

economic evaluations, most focussed on a range of underlying HIV risks among gay, bisexual, 413 

and other men who have sex with men. Thus, there remain subsets of the population at 414 

disproportionate HIV risk among whom future work could be conducted to support decision-415 

making given heterogeneity in HIV risks and service delivery (programme implementation): 416 

including but not limited to individuals engaged in sex work (formal and informal); men who 417 

pay for sex (clients of sex workers); people who inject drug; adolescents and young women; 418 

transgender women; [150, 151]. Ensuring PrEP (across its modalities) is accessible to and 419 

reaches those who could benefit also means considering health equity as one of the population-420 

level goals (in addition to reduction in population-level transmission). Such goals would benefit 421 

from integrating efforts at examining distributional cost-effectiveness and equity-informed 422 

economic evaluations [152]. Taken together, there remains an important opportunity for future 423 

economic evaluations to build on the prior literature, with a focus on likely programmatic shifts, 424 

current prevention gap, and comparators that mirror the current and potential trajectory (scale-425 

up) of concomitant combination HIV prevention coverage over time. 426 

 427 

Limitations 428 

Our study had several limitations. First, our review was restricted to peer-reviewed 429 

publications and did not include gray literature, such as reports from health technology 430 

assessment agencies, which often inform health system decisions. As such, our study may not 431 

fully represent the breadth of economic evaluations conducted, potentially overlooking some 432 

data used in policy decision-making. Second, the lack of detailed reporting in some studies 433 
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hindered our ability to extract all variables of interest, resulting in gaps in our synthesis. 434 

Although reporting guidelines for full economic evaluations exist and their adoption is increasing 435 

[153, 154], many studies included in our review predate these guidelines. Consequently, these 436 

studies often omitted several key elements necessary for assessing methodological quality. This 437 

deficiency raises concerns about the reliability of their findings. Future work, as proposed, 438 

includes conducting a more detailed methodological review to assess the validity and reliability 439 

of included studies [42]. 440 

Conclusions 441 

Economic evaluations of HIV PrEP have grown over time. There remain important areas 442 

for future economic evaluations to prioritize, including consideration of societal costs and 443 

benefits, the broader impacts of PrEP, choice across a growing expanse of PrEP modalities,  444 

comparison across PrEP implementation strategies, and the most relevant comparators as the 445 

HIV epidemic dynamics evolve. The global HIV response is at a critical juncture, with 446 

integration into the universal health care mandate, overall reduction in funding and resources, 447 

sustainability and acceleration to end HIV as a public health threat, and a re-centering of health 448 

equity given persistent disproportionate risks among populations experiencing social, economic 449 

and structural marginalization [147, 155]. Programmatic and policy decisions that use estimates 450 

of value for money will need economic evaluations that mirror the current state of HIV 451 

prevention implementation and HIV epidemic realities and those anticipated into the near future.  452 

 453 

 454 

 455 

 456 

  457 
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Figure 1. PRISMA flow diagram of study selection. 458 
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Figure 2. Number of PrEP cost-effectiveness studies by perspective of the analysis and year of publication (N=87). 495 
 496 

 497 
 498 
Abbreviations: N=number of studies; NR=not reported 499 
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Figure 3a. Geographic location of PrEP intervention and implementation strategy cost-effectiveness models (N=87).  500 

 501 
Abbreviations: N=number of studies 502 
Note: Three studies were conducted in the Sub-Saharan African region, but did not specify the countries assessed so they are not shown on the map. 503 
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Figure 3b. Number of studies by World Bank region and study population who received PrEP (N=87). 504 
 505 

 506 
 507 
“Other” includes: those with early HIV detection; transgender women; partners of persons who inject drugs; White and Black 508 
adolescent sexual minority males; adolescents and young adults; clients of female sex workers; and female partners of miners. 509 
 510 
Abbreviations: N=number of studies; NA=not applicable 511 
Note: Some studies involved multiple populations so total number of studies adds up to greater than 87. 512 
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Figure 4. Types of comparators among included studies by applicability to real-world practice and year of study publication. 513 
 514 
 515 

516 
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