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Abstract

HIV testing is a crucial strategy for HIV prevention, treatment, care, and support. However, its
uptake is suboptimal among young people, particularly in settings where the HIV burden is
highest. In Papua New Guinea (PNG), HIV testing and its predictors among young men are
understudied. This study aimed to assess the prevalence and predictors of not testing for HIV
among young men aged 15-24 years in PNG. Data were drawn from the 2016-2018 PNG
Demographic and Health Survey (DHS). A total of 1,362 young men were included in the
study. A multivariable logistic regression analysis using the complex sampling technique was
used to determine predictors of not testing for HIV. Results were reported as adjusted Odds
Ratios (AOR) with 95% Confidence Intervals (Cl). The prevalence of not testing for HIV
among young men was 82.7%. Young men who were never married (AOR 1.88; 95% CI:
1.19-2.96), did not own a mobile phone (AOR 1.79; 95% CI: 1.17-2.77), had not paid anyone
for sex (AOR 2.82; 95% ClI: 1.29-6.14), and had no STIs (AOR 1.97; 95% CI: 1.00-3.85) had
higher odds of not testing for HIV. The odds of not testing for HIV remained lower among
young men who did not always use a condom during sex (AOR 0.62; 95% CI: 0.39-0.96). HIV
testing among young men in this study was much lower, suggesting an urgent need to adopt
novel prevention approaches to address this shortfall. Furthermore, youth-oriented health
services should be prioritized with a focus on improving HIV knowledge, risk reduction, and

behaviour change among young men in this setting.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certifi;!'d by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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Introduction

Globally, significant progress has been made in efforts to address the burden of the human
immunodeficiency virus (HIV), leading to a 32% reduction in new infections since 2010 [1]. At
the same time, there was a 46% decrease in new HIV infections among young people aged
15-24 years [2]. Despite the remarkable progress, HIV continues to have a significant impact
on this population, with new infection rates remaining high and health disparities becoming
more evident [3,4]. Two out of every seven new HIV infections in 2019 were among young
people [2], contributing to an estimated 36% of new HIV infections globally [5]. In the Asia—
Pacific region, an estimated 63,000 young people were living with HIV in 2021, contributing to
26% of new HIV infections, with young men being twice as likely to acquire HIV as young
women [6]. In addition, about 35% of young females and 65% of young males in the region
were newly infected with HIV, despite being credited with some of the initial achievements in
HIV prevention interventions [7]. HIV testing rates remain low among this population, with
many unaware of their statuses, and those living with the virus exhibit low adherence to
antiretroviral therapy (ART) [8—10], which is below reaching the ambitious goals of ART

adherence [11].

Sexual risk behaviours such as having sex at an early age, having multiple sexual partners,
having sex under the influence of alcohol or drugs, and having unprotected sex are well-
documented drivers for HIV and other STls [12-14]. In addition, a lack of HIV knowledge and
inconsistent condom use, especially among young people, significantly increase the risk of
HIV transmission [15-17]. Efforts to increase knowledge of condom use and reduce HIV risks,

as well as HIV testing, remain critical for young people. In particular, HIV testing is among the
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cornerstones of most HIV prevention strategies, in which individuals can be educated about
risky behaviours regarding the infection and offered an initial step into the continuum of care,
as well as preventing transmission [18]. This aligns with the ambitious UNAIDS 95-95-95
target: 95% of all people living with HIV will know their actual status; 95% of people with
diagnosed HIV infection will receive sustained antiretroviral therapy (ART); and 95% of all

people receiving ART will have viral suppression [19].

Papua New Guinea (PNG) is one of the most linguistically diverse countries in the Western
Pacific region and has the highest prevalence of HIV. In 2020, an estimated 55,000 people
were living with HIV [20]. Among the general adult population with HIV in PNG, the incidence
has been increasing among young people, with 27% of new infections occurring in 2020 [6].
Recent estimates suggest that HIV prevalence among young people in PNG stands at 0.2%
and 0.4% for males and females, respectively [21]. Heterosexual sex remains the
predominant mode of HIV transmission among the adult population in the country. Efforts to
strengthen the availability and accessibility of HIV testing services as part of the National
Strategic Plan for HIV and AIDS (Acquired Immunodeficiency Syndrome) have expanded
over the years [22]. HIV testing, which includes risk reduction counselling that greatly
influences one's perception of HIV acquisition and increases access to ART, has been shown

to change HIV-related risk behaviours in PNG [23-25].

Despite commendable efforts to increase the availability of HIV testing and treatment services
in all provinces of PNG, the current HIV counselling and testing rate, particularly among
young people, falls within the national HIV strategic guidelines [22]. Their engagement further
remains a challenge within the cascade of HIV services as well as access to sexual and
reproductive health [26,27]. While understanding the drivers of HIV among this population

remains multifaceted, the incidence and prevalence of HIV have been widely explored among
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the general adult population [28—32] and key populations [33—35]. Among young men, prior
studies have found that their attitudes toward HIV and sex are designed through dominant
sociocultural narratives and understandings, and these influence their perceptions about
sexual health, including sexually transmitted infections (STIs) and HIV [36]. HIV transmission
can be prevented by recognizing and addressing the risks and protective factors associated

with it.

In PNG, the evidence on targeted HIV prevention programs for young people is limited.
Furthermore, the country has not reported nationally representative prevalence estimates or
the distribution of young men who do not test for HIV. Such information would be important in
developing targeted interventions and national-level policies for HIV prevention. The aim of
this study was to estimate the prevalence of not testing for HIV and associated predictors

among young men aged 15-24 years in PNG.

Methods
Study design and sample

We used secondary data from the 2016—2018 PNGDHS, a cross-sectional two-stage cluster
sampling study representative of the entire country, for analysis. The survey used the list of
census units (CUs) from the 2011 PNG National Population and Housing Census as the
sampling frame [37]. Stratification of the sample was achieved by two categories: urban and
rural areas, resulting in 43 sampling strata except for the National Capital District, which has
no rural areas. In each stratum, samples of CUs were arbitrarily selected in two stages: The
first stage involved the selection of 800 CUs, which was done using probability proportional to
CU size. In the second stage, 24 households from each cluster were systematically selected

through probability sampling, which yielded a total sample size of 19,200 households. The
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selected sample consisted of 17,505 households. Of the total number of households selected,
16,754 were occupied, and 16,021 were successfully interviewed (96% response rate) [38].
Data were collected using two sets of validated questionnaires: household and (male)
individual questionnaires. The dataset was created to analyze the HIV testing variable by
merging the relevant information from these two questionnaires. Of the 7,333 men (aged 15—
49 years) who patrticipated in the interviews, 1,362 young men (aged 15-24 years), with
variables of interest were included in the study, as shown in Fig 1. Details on the sampling
technique, training of the survey team, household selection, survey questionnaires, and

validation procedures are available in the final report [39].

11 participants with
missing data on HIV
testing

7,333 men eligible to
participate (1549 years)

v

7,322 eligible participants
(15-49 years)

4,554 participants (25-49
years) excluded

v

v

1,397 participants never
had sex; 9 participants
with missing data on age
at first sex

2,768 eligible participants
(15-24 years) ever tested
for HIV

v

v

1,362 participants were
included with complete
data on HIV testing

Fig 1. Flowchart of sample selection
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Study Variables

The primary outcome variable of this study was “ever been tested for HIV?” and was coded
as “0” for “no” or “1” for “yes.” The explanatory variables in this study were selected based on
literature and their relevance [40—42] and were divided into three categories: socio-
demographic characteristics (such as age group, marital status, educational level, occupation,
wealth index, region, and place of residence); HIV-related knowledge (such as having ever
heard of AIDS or STIs, can get HIV from mosquito bites, and knowing about the mother-to-
child transmission (MTCT) of HIV during birth and through breastfeeding); and HIV-related
factors (such as the age of sexual debut, number of sexual partners, had ever paid for sex,
always use a condom, know a testing facility, ever tested for HIV, and had any STI in the last
12 months). Other health-related risk behaviours measured included exposure to mass media

(such as newspapers, magazines, radio, and television) and mobile phone ownership.

Statistical analysis

Our analyses were restricted to participants with complete data for the variables of interest.
We performed descriptive statistics and bivariate analysis to explore the characteristics of the
sample, which were presented as frequencies (the actual number of participants) and
proportions (weighted %). Then we conducted a bivariate analysis to examine associations
between the outcome variable (ever been tested for HIV) and selected explanatory variables.
Variables with a significant p-value < 0.05 were included in the multivariable logistic
regression model. Finally, we performed a multivariable logistic regression analysis to
determine predictors of not testing for HIV after adjusting for potential confounders. Complex
data analysis techniques were employed to account for the multistage sampling used in the

DHS. Adjusted odds ratios (AOR) with 95% confidence intervals (Cl) were reported. All
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statistical analyses were performed using IBM Statistical Package for the Social Sciences
(SPSS), Version 26.0 (Armonk, NY: IBM Corp).
This work is reported under the STROBE guidelines for cross-sectional studies (included as

S1 File) [43].

Ethical Considerations

The Institutional Review Board of ICF International and the PNG Medical Advisory Committee
(MRAC), the National Department of Health, examined and approved the 2016-2018
PNGDHS protocol. Informed consent was obtained from all participants before the survey
was conducted. The datasets were de-identified, with no identifiable information on the survey
participants when accessed for analysis. This study received a letter of approval from the

DHS program.

Results

Characteristics of the study population

Table 1 presents the participants’ characteristics. Overall, 1,362 sexually active young men
aged 15-24 years were enrolled in the study. More than three-quarters (82%) of young men
lived in rural areas, and 73.7% of them were never married. Less than half of them had
primary (44.3%) and secondary (45.4%) education, and 62% were not working at the time of
the survey. Approximately 72% of the young men read newspapers or magazines and
listened to the radio, and 57.8% owned mobile phones. Regarding HIV knowledge, almost all
the young men had heard of acquired immunodeficiency syndrome (AIDS) (92.7%) and STIs
(94.3%), and 70.8% of them knew about a testing facility. More than half knew about the
MTCT of HIV during birth and by breastfeeding (65% and 54.6%, respectively). The majority,

83.9%, of young men initiated sex before the age of 20, and 57.7% had multiple sexual
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159  partners. Nearly one-third (27.7%) of young men do not always use condoms during sex.
160  Young men who reported paying anyone for sex or having STIs in the last 12 months
161  remained significantly low (5.1% and 5.3%, respectively).

162
Table 1. Characteristics of the study population (N = 1,362)

Variables Frequency (%)*

Demographics

Age group (years)

15-19 414 (29.9)

20-24 948 (70.1)
Marital status

Never married 1,011 (73.7)

Married 321 (24.3)

Divorced/separated 30 (2.0)
Education

No formal education 76 (5.8)

Primary 614 (44.3)

Secondary 632 (45.4)

Tertiary 40 (4.5)
Occupation (n =1,361)

Not working 881 (62.0)

Working 480 (38.0)
Wealth Index

Poor 330 (29.3)

Middle 233 (19.0)

Rich 799 (51.7)
Residence

Urban 453 (18.0)

Rural 909 (82.0)
Read newspaper/magazine (n = 1,348)

No 433 (28.4)

Yes 915 (71.6)
Listen to radio (n = 1,355)

No 412 (28.3)

Yes 943 (71.7)
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Continued

Table 1. Characteristics of the study population (N = 1,362)

Variables Frequency (%)*

Owns a mobile phone (n = 1,360)
No 628 (42.2)
Yes 732 (57.8)
HIV knowledge

Ever heard of AIDS

No 107 (7.3)

Yes 1,255 (92.7)
Ever heard of STI (n = 1,361)

No 86 (5.7)

Yes 1,275 (94.3)
Know HIV testing facility (n = 1,254)

No 349 (29.2)

Yes 905 (70.8)
Can get HIV from mosquito bites (n = 1,255)

No or don’t know 970 (76.6)

Yes 285 (23.4)
MTCT during birth (n = 1,253)

No or don’t know 473 (35.0)

Yes 780 (65.0)
MTCT through breastfeeding (n = 1,251)

No or don’t know 552 (45.4)

Yes 699 (54.6)

HIV-related risk factors

Age of sexual debut (years)

<20 1,171 (83.9)

20 or more 191 (16.1)
Number of sexual partners (n = 1,358)

0-1 1,160 (85.3)

2 or more 198 (14.7)
Paid for sex (n = 1,313)

No 1,248 (94.9)

Yes 65 (5.1
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Continued

Table 1. Characteristics of the study population (N = 1,362)

Variables Frequency (%)*

Always use a condom (n = 1,249)

No 354 (27.7)

Yes 895 (72.3)
Had any STls (last 12 months) (n = 1,350)

No or don’t know 1,275 (94.7)

Yes 75 (5.3)
Ever tested for HIV

No 1,103 (82.7)

Yes 259 (17.3)

*Weighted percentage (%); MTCT — Mother-to-Child Transmission of HIV.

The prevalence of ever being tested for HIV

The overall prevalence of having been tested for HIV among young men was 17.3% (95% CI:
0.15-0.19), whereas having not been tested was 82.7% (95% CI: 0.81-0.85), as reported in
Table 1. Across the region, the prevalence of HIV testing remained low and differed

significantly, ranging from 11% in the Momase region to 21.9% in the Highlands region, as

shown in Fig 2.

Weighted %

Southern Highlands Momase Islands

Region

ENo HYes

Fig 2. The prevalence of ever tested for HIV among young men by region in PNG.

10
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Table 2 shows the association between demographic characteristics, HIV knowledge, related

risk factors, and having ever been tested for HIV among young people in PNG. In the

bivariate analysis, having not been tested for HIV remained higher among young men aged

20-24 (68.3%), never been married (75.6%), had a primary education (46.4%), not working

(63.8%), and living in rural areas (84%). Furthermore, having not been tested for HIV was

common among young men who read newspapers/magazines (69.5%), listened to the radio

(70.1%), and owned a mobile phone (54.8%). Over half (52.7%) of those who knew about the

MTCT of HIV through breastfeeding did not test for HIV. The number of sexual partners (p =

0.003), paying anyone for sex (p = 0.001), always using a condom during sex (p = 0.018), and

having any STIs in the last 12 months (p < 0.001) were all statistically significant variables in

HIV-related risk factors.

Table 2. Bivariate analysis of ever been tested for HIV among young men (15-24

years) in PNG (N = 1,362)

HIV testing
Variables No, n (%)* Yes, n (%)* p-value
Demographic factors
Age group (years) 0.004
15-19 355 (31.7) 59 (21.9)
20-24 748 (68.3) 200 (78.1)
Marital status 0.003
Never married 838 (75.6) 173 (64.6)
Married 243 (22.6) 78 (32.3)
Divorced/separated 22 (1.8) 8 (3.1)
Education <0.001
No formal education 70 (6.6) 6 (2.2)
Primary 533 (46.4) 81 (33.9)
Secondary 477 (42.7) 155 (58.0)
College 23 (4.3) 17 (5.8)

11
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Continued

Table 2. Bivariate analysis of ever been tested for HIV among young men (15-24
years) in PNG (N = 1,362)

HIV testing

Variables No, n (%)* Yes, n (%)* p-value

Occupation (n =1,361) 0.004
Not working 735 (63.8) 146 (53.6)
Working 367 (36.2) 113 (46.4)

Wealth Index <0.001
Poor 298 (31.7) 32 (17.9)
Middle 193 (18.8) 40 (20.2)
Rich 612 (49.5) 187 (61.9)

Residence <0.001
Urban 339 (16.0) 114 (27.2)
Rural 764 (84.0) 145 (72.8)

Read newspaper/magazine (n = 1,348) <0.001
No 381 (30.5) 52 (18.8)
Yes 708 (69.5) 207 (81.3)

Listen to radio (n = 1,355) 0.008
No 353 (29.9) 59 (21.1)
Yes 745 (70.1) 198 (78.9)

Own a mobile phone (n = 1,360) < 0.001
No 549 (45.2) 79 (27.8)
Yes 552 (54.8) 180 (72.2)

HIV knowledge

Can get HIV from mosquito bites (n = 1,255) 0.183
No or don’t know 783 (77.4) 187 (73.2)
Yes 213 (22.6) 72 (26.8)

MTCT during birth (n = 1,253) 0.187
No or don’t know 390 (34.2) 83 (38.8)
Yes 604 (65.8) 176 (61.2)

MTCT by breastfeeding (n = 1,251) 0.005
No or don’t know 463 (47.3) 89 (36.9)
Yes 531 (52.7) 168 (63.1)

12
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Continued

Table 2. Bivariate analysis of ever been tested for HIV among young men (15-24

years) in PNG (N = 1,362)

Variables

HIV testing

No, n (%)*

Yes, n (%)* p-value

HIV-related factors

Age of sexual debut (years)
<20
20 or more

Number of sexual partners (n = 1,358)

0-1
2 or more
Paid for sex (n = 1,313)

No
Yes

Always use a condom (n = 1,249)

No
Yes

Had any STls (last 12 months) (n = 1,350)

No or don’t know
Yes

946 (83.5)
157 (16.5)

946 (86.7)
153 (13.3)

1,022 (96.3)
41 (3.7)

271 (26.2)
719 (73.8)

1,041 (95.8)
50 (4.2)

0.411
225 (85.7)
34 (14.3)
0.003
214 (78.9)
45 (21.1)
< 0.001
226 (94.9)
24 (5.1)
0.018
83 (34.1)
176 (65.9)
< 0.001
234 (89.7)
25 (10.3)

*Weighted percentage (%); MTCT — Mother-to-Child Transmission of HIV; Chi-square (p < 0.05).

Multivariable analysis of predictors of not testing for HIV

Table 3 presents adjusted predictors of not testing for HIV. Marital status, mobile phone

ownership, having ever paid anyone for sex, always using a condom during sex, and having

any STl in the last 12 months were significant predictors of not testing. In the multivariable

analysis, young men who were never married (AOR 1.88; 95% CI: 1.19-2.96), who did not

own a mobile phone (AOR 1.79; 95% CI: 1.17-2.77), who had not paid anyone for sex (AOR

2.82; 95% CI: 1.29-6.14), and who had no STlIs or did not know (AOR 1.97; 95% CI: 1.00—

3.85) had higher odds of not being tested for HIV. In contrast, young men who did not always
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194  use a condom during sex (AOR 0.62; 95% CI: 0.39-0.96) had lower odds of not being tested

195  for HIV.
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Table 3. Multivariable logistic regression analysis of predictors of not
testing for HIV among young men (15-24 years) in PNG (N = 1,362)

Variables AOR (95% CI) p-value

Age group (years) 0.413
15-19 1.24 (0.74-2.06)
20-24 1

Marital status 0.017
Married 1
Never married 1.88 (1.19-2.96)
Divorced/separated 0.97 (0.29-3.24)

Education 0.882
No formal education 1.15 (0.25-5.31)
Primary 0.92 (0.33-2.55)
High/Secondary 0.79 (0.28-2.22)
College/Tertiary 1

Occupation 0.148
Not working 1.40 (0.89-2.21)
Working 1

Wealth Index 0.234
Poor 1.47 (0.78-2.79)
Middle 0.82 (0.42-1.61)
Rich 1

Residence 0.077
Urban 1
Rural 1.60 (0.95-2.69)

Read a newspaper/magazine 0.287
No 1.32 (0.79-2.20)
Yes 1

Listen to radio 0.978
No 0.99 (0.61-1.62)
Yes 1

Owns a mobile phone 0.008
No 1.79 (1.17-2.77)
Yes 1

MTCT by breastfeeding 0.087

No or don’t know
Yes

14

1.45 (0.95-2.22)
1
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Continued

Table 3. Multivariable logistic regression analysis of predictors of not
testing for HIV among young men (15-24 years) in PNG (N = 1,362)

Variables AOR (95% CI) p-value
Number of sexual partners 0.184
0-1 1.41 (0.85-2.33)
2 or more 1
Paid for sex 0.009
No 2.82 (1.29-6.14)
Yes 1
Always use a condom 0.033
No 0.62 (0.39-0.96)
Yes 1
Had any STI (last 12 months) 0.049
No or don’t know 1.97 (1.00-3.85)
Yes 1

1 — Reference Category; AOR — Adjusted Odds Ratio; Cl — Confidence Interval; MTCT —
Mother-to-Child Transmission of HIV.

Discussion

This study assessed the prevalence and predictors of not testing for HIV among young men
aged 15-24 years in PNG. Our study found a statistically significant association between
marital status, mobile phone ownership, having paid anyone for sex, always using a condom
during sex, and having any STI and not testing for HIV among young men (p < 0.05). The
prevalence of testing for HIV among young men in this study was much lower (17.3%)
compared to those who were not tested. In addition, the prevalence of not testing for HIV
differed significantly by region, ranging from 78.1% in the Highlands to 89% in the Momase.
These results were consistent with the literature [40]. The difference in HIV testing could be
interpreted in the context of young men’s risk behaviours and whether HIV services are

accessible in each region. Given the high HIV prevalence (0.9%) in the country [20], the low
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HIV testing rates among this group are a concern. This study offers insights into HIV testing

among young men living in a high HIV prevalence setting.

Our study found a significantly lower prevalence of HIV testing among young men than in
studies conducted in Nigeria [40] and the Gambia [41]; however, these findings contributed to
a better understanding of the current HIV prevention challenges among young men in PNG.
The low rates of HIV testing found in this study show only a minimal decrease in the HIV
testing uptake in this age group when compared to the country’s recent data [39]. While the
reasons are unclear, there is growing evidence that low uptake of HIV testing in this
population is impeded by the inaccessibility of HIV services, confidentiality and disclosure
issues, stigma, the perceived risk of sexual exposure, poor social support, and the attitudes of
health workers [44—47]. This provides a plausible explanation for the low uptake of HIV
testing, with increased HIV vulnerability suggesting possible transmission among the study
population. Young people, who remain most vulnerable to HIV acquisition and transmission,
seem to have minimal attention [3,12]. This finding is still implausible given UNAIDS’
ambitious goals to end the HIV epidemic by 2030 [11]. Given the importance of timely HIV
diagnosis, treatment, and retention in care [48,49], there is a need for specific policy
frameworks that focus on strengthening HIV prevention while simultaneously addressing

social and contextual barriers to access and uptake of HIV among young men in PNG.

While education was not statistically related to not testing for HIV in our study, in similar
studies from South Africa [10] and The Gambia [41], educational attainment and HIV
knowledge were found to be significant predictors of HIV testing among young people. We
further found that the odds of not testing remained high among young men with low
educational attainment and unemployment. This association may imply that, as previously

reported [40,41,50], a lack of HIV knowledge and a low wealth index were recognized as
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barriers to HIV prevention, care, and treatment efforts, as well as engagement in risky sexual
behaviours. Such low rates of testing and lack of HIV knowledge increase the possibility that
this group is unaware of their HIV-positive statuses and may, therefore, accidentally transmit
HIV to others. However, there is increasing evidence that higher education attainment and
HIV knowledge are potential proxy measures for HIV prevention [51,52]. Knowledge of HIV
and disclosure status remains a critical step in the HIV prevention cascade, particularly
among young people, as it has been associated with reducing risky behaviours among the
most at-risk population, including those who have HIV [51,53]. As the availability of HIV
testing services expands to meet the demand for HIV incidence reduction in PNG, more
alternative HIV testing models are required to increase testing for HIV among young men. Our
study suggests that effective, innovative pedagogy for sexual and reproductive health
education and youth-friendly initiatives are required to stimulate positive sexual behaviour and

increase the uptake of HIV testing in this population.

Our findings revealed that significant proportions of young men in rural areas were not tested
for HIV, a finding comparable to studies in other countries [40,41]. It is not surprising that
access to and utilization of HIV testing services in rural areas were low in this study, which
could be construed in terms of their diffusion, including societal norms and perceptions about
HIV. Recent studies showed that HIV testing options in rural areas are frequently impeded by
stigma and disclosure issues, including limited access, under-resourcing, and the cost of
services that may lead to delays in testing [46,54,55], an area that needs further investigation
in PNG’s context. The WHO guidelines have highlighted the need for strategic and novel
approaches to implement HIV testing services for hard-to-reach populations, such as self-
testing and community-based HIV testing [56]. These strategies are suggested as having the

potential to increase testing uptake, especially among young people who would not normally
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access HIV testing services [44,57]. Increasing self-testing and mobile community-based HIV
testing should continue to be expanded as complementary approaches, especially in rural

areas where HIV testing is low and health disparities are more pronounced.

Regarding mobile phone ownership, more than half (57.8%) of young men who owned mobile
phones were not tested for HIV in this study. Our study did not explore the relationships
between mobile phones and HIV testing. However, mobile phones in healthcare have shown
promising results in a hard-to-reach population for HIV prevention [58-60]. Mobile phones can
be used as mediums for preventing HIV in young people and serving as reminders for health
action, reinforcing sexual risk reduction skills, increasing HIV knowledge, and linking them to
HIV testing [58,60]. Studies evaluating the mobile phone's efficacy in health care have shown
that it increases HIV testing, condom use, and HIV/STI knowledge among young people [61].
Furthermore, mobile phones could be feasible for addressing complex intersecting barriers in
the HIV continuum to improve optimal outcomes for young men. Recent evidence suggests
that mobile phone technologies can potentially help overcome barriers associated with low
HIV testing uptake among young men, including stigmatization, discrimination, fear of refusal,
lack of privacy and confidentiality, and embarrassment in seeking sexual health services, by
providing safe, cost-effective, and tailored prevention interventions [58,62]. Our study
underscores the urgency for innovative strategies to reach and deliver HIV prevention
services to young people—a most at-risk population with suboptimal engagement in HIV
prevention programs. This study further highlights the significance of a formative evaluation
concerning the feasibility and acceptability of mobile phone-based HIV prevention

interventions.

In this study, we found that having paid anyone for sex was a statistically significant predictor

of not testing for HIV. Those who did not pay for sex were almost three times (AOR 2.83)
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more likely to not be tested for HIV compared to their counterparts. This finding is different
from another study, which reported that having paid for sex was associated with low HIV
testing rates (26.4%) [63]. Young men who participate in high-risk sexual activities may not
accurately perceive their HIV risk; therefore, they report low rates of HIV testing and do not
consistently use condoms during sex. Risk perception issues may as well explain the
interesting finding that young men who were sexually active but had not paid for sex reported
statistically significant rates of not testing for HIV. The fact that young men are engaging in
risky behaviours such as paying for sex may indicate that their overall perception of risk is
different from that of those who are not participating in these behaviours [12,52]. Additionally,
the higher odds of not being tested for HIV among this group compared to those who paid for
sex could be due to a fear of disclosing their social identities (i.e., male sex workers or men
who have sex with men), experiencing stigma and discrimination, including accessing HIV
treatment and care if HIV-positive, as previously reported in studies [50,64]. This is one
possible explanation, which is why they masked their social identities during the survey. While
the data in this study did not identify young men as key populations, there is empirical
evidence that they engage in transactional sex [4,6,63]. In PNG, transactional sex is unlawful,
but the practice is prevalent [35], and this, along with other structural barriers, may have
limited young men's access to HIV testing services. Innovative risk reduction and behaviour

change interventions are needed to address this gap in this population.

Our study showed that less than a quarter (26.2%) of young men do not always use condoms
during sex compared to their counterparts. Our findings are consistent with those from Brazil
[14] and Indonesia [16], showing low rates of condom use among young people (22.8% and
27.4%, respectively). Low and sporadic use of condoms has been linked with poor knowledge

of HIV and sexual health education, which are potential risk factors for HIV transmission
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[13,15]. The high proportion of young men with primary education in this study suggests that
this could be one possible explanation for low condom use. Another reason accounting for
this finding could be the result of the multifaceted array of individual- and interpersonal-level
influences on condom use among young people. There is evidence that unequal gender and
social norms, peer influences, negative perceptions about condoms and their use, and poor
youth-friendly sexual and reproductive health services have been associated with low and
inconsistent condom use among young people [16,65]. However, consistent condom use has
been acknowledged as one of the most fundamental preventative measures against HIV
acquisition and transmission [13]. In other recent studies, rates of consistent condom use
have been shown to increase with higher levels of education and comprehensive sexual
health education [15,17,66]. Approaches aimed at improving consistent condom use among
young men should consider multi-level influences, including attitudes and decisions around
condom use. Our findings suggest that comprehensive information, education, and
communication on condom self-efficacy could increase condom use and attitudes toward its

use among this population.
Study strengths and limitations

The findings reported in this study have some limitations. First, results from this study should
be interpreted with caution as it was restricted to young people (aged 15-24 years) only,
limiting the generalizability to a wider population. Second, data discrepancies from the
selected samples may be a limitation since secondary data was utilized for this study. For
instance, there was a wide variation in the selected samples, more so in females than males.
Third, considering the age of the study sample, questions relating to their sexual behaviours
may have resulted in recall bias. Fourth, discussions around the subject of sexuality are

sensitive and perceived as taboo in some societies, which may have led to underreporting or
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overreporting. Nevertheless, the findings of the study are based on nationally representative
survey data, which provided insights on predictors of not testing for HIV among young men.
The study offers significant information for optimizing HIV prevention programs that target

young people in the country.

Conclusion

Our study found that HIV testing among young men remained significantly low in PNG,
suggesting an unmet need for targeted HIV prevention programs. Young men were less likely
to get tested for HIV if they were unmarried, had no formal education, were unemployed, were
from rural areas, did not have mobile phones, did not pay for sex, did not always use a
condom during sex, and did not know they had any STls. Efforts to increase HIV testing
should include novel prevention approaches to supplement the current national HIV
prevention services and address this shortfall. Improving access to HIV testing services,
particularly for rural young men, may further increase self-testing uptake and their acceptance
of treatment and care. Additionally, youth-oriented health services should be prioritized with a
focus on improving HIV knowledge, risk reduction, and behaviour change among young men

in this setting.

Supporting information
The STROBE guidelines for cross-sectional studies (included as S1 File).
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