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Abstract 

 
The current monkeypox epidemic is most prevalent among men-who-have-sex-with-men 
(MSM). Vaccination programs are being rolled-out to curb the epidemic. Behavioural 
measures have been called for as well, e.g., by the WHO to reduce the number of sexual 
partners and sexual activity. We investigated intentions and determinants among Dutch MSM 
to follow such measures. Early July 2022, 394 MSM answered an online questionnaire. The 
overall intentions to reduce number of partners and sexual activity was high, but only a 
minority had developed definite intentions. Determinant analysis revealed that dating/open 
relationship status was a positive predictor, vaccination intentions did not predict sexual 
behaviour change; those not on PrEP were more likely to change their sexual behaviour. 
Monkeypox infection concern was negatively related to weaker intentions and only predicted 
definite intentions. Our results show that additional public health measures are necessary to 
reach and convince MSM to engage in sexual behaviour change. 
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Introduction 

While monkeypox was known as a rare zoonotic disease caused by an orthopoxvirus leading 

to symptoms in humans similar to smallpox (1), it has recently changed from infections 

predominantly due to an interaction or activity with animals to human-to-human transmission 

(1, 2) triggering a global epidemic. At present day monkeypox is primarily affecting men-

who-have-sex-with-men (MSM) in European countries and the number of infections are still 

increasing (3, 4). In the Netherlands 878 cases (as of 28.07.2022) have been reported, with 

the majority in Amsterdam (4).  

 To curb the spread of the epidemic, vaccination programs have commenced in many 

countries that are focussing on high-risk populations, such as MSM who are using HIV pre-

exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) (5). Given vaccine scarcity (6), it is paramount to identify 

highest at-risk populations, but also to employ additional prevention measures. Due to the 

incubation period of 9 days in the case of invasive exposure (7), and a one-to-three days 

latency until the typical lesions appear, it is difficult to detect infections quickly. Thus, WHO 

has recently called upon MSM to reduce their number of sex partners and sexual encounters 

as an additional measure to prevent further spreading of infections (8, 9).  

To our knowledge no findings regarding the willingness to reduce the number of sex 

partners and sexual activities among MSM and its determinants have been reported for the 

context of monkeypox. Yet, these results are relevant to inform the potential effect of the 

recommendation, and further national responses above and beyond current measures. 

Therefore, we aimed to investigate the willingness and determinants of sexual behaviour 

change in MSM to potentially reduce further monkeypox transmissions. 
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Methods 

Participants and Procedure 

To investigate our research question, we conducted an online survey among 394 

MSM using a cohort established in 2017 (n=257), along with recruitment of MSM on a gay 

online dating app (n=137) in the first half of July 2022, prior to the start of structural 

monkeypox vaccination in the Netherlands (10). The study was assessed and approved by the 

ERCPN of Maastricht University (ref.188_11_02_2018_S32). Informed consent was 

provided by all participants. 

Measures 

 Participants were asked whether they would be willing to reduce 1) the number of 

sexual partners (hereinafter fewer partner intentions) and 2) the number of sexual encounters 

in the context of the monkeypox epidemic (hereinafter less sex intentions). These two 

endpoints were measured on a 1-5 Likert scale (with 1 = “definitely not” and 5 “definitely 

yes”). In this study, we categorised these two endpoints with two conceptualisations: a) 

“probably (4) or definitely (5) intending to reduce” vs. the rest of the scale points (1-3) and b) 

“definitely (5) intending to reduce” vs. the rest of the scale points (1-4). 

 We also assessed sociodemographic, behavioural and psycho-social determinants, 

which included: age, relationship status, education, employment status, migration status, 

place of residence, number of sex partners in the previous six months, HIV status, PrEP use 

status, substance use status in the previous six months, and gay subculture/sexual activities in 

the previous six months, knowing anybody who has/had monkeypox, monkeypox vaccination 

intentions, concern about being infected with monkeypox, perceived risk of being infected 

with monkeypox and perceived problematic consequences of monkeypox (see Table 1 and 2 

for variables’ categorisations and measurements). 
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Statistical analysis 

We conducted two multivariable logistic regression analyses with socio-demographic, 

behavioural, and psychosocial determinants for each endpoint. First, we conducted an 

univariable logistic model with each of the selected determinants to investigate potential 

correlations with the intention to have fewer partners/less sex given the monkeypox epidemic. 

All determinants with p<0.10 were retained in the multivariable model, given the relatively 

small sample size. Subsequently, we compared the results between different definitions of the 

endpoint to explore the implications on the endpoint selection to support future public health 

activities (see Table 1 and 2 for included determinants and models’ details). All analyses 

were conducted in R (version R 4.0.4). 

Results 

Study population characteristics 

Of the included 394 MSM, 43% were below the age of 45, 6% were living with HIV and 66% 

were currently using PrEP (for the other population characteristics by PrEP use status see 

Wang et al. (11) as this study uses overlapping determinants, but different endpoints). 

Intention and determinants of the reduction of the number of sex partners 

For fewer partner intentions as an endpoint, 272 (69%) MSM showed probable or 

definite intentions but only 31 (8%) MSM showed definite intentions to reduce their number 

of sex partners. Table 1 presents the determinants for this endpoint by different endpoint 

definitions.  

Among socio-demographic determinants, MSM who were single but dating (adjusted 

odds ratio (aOR)=1.97, 95%CI=0.90;4.28) and who had an open/polyamorous relationship 

(aOR=1.86, 0.93;3.72) were more likely to be “probably/definitely intending” to reduce their 

number of sex partners. For the single endpoint, “definitely intending” to reduce the number 
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of sexual partners, only MSM who were single but dating (aOR=0.06, 0.01;0.48) were less 

likely to reduce their number of sex partners. No behavioural determinants were found to be 

statistically associated. Among psycho-social determinants, for the combined endpoint MSM 

who knew anybody who has/had monkeypox (aOR=0.46; 0.27;0.80), who were more 

concerned about monkeypox infection (aOR=0.63; 0.53;0.77), who had a higher perceived 

risk of being infected by monkeypox (aOR=0.83; 0.68;1.02) and who had a more perceived 

problematic consequence of monkeypox (aOR=0.80, 0.64;1.00) were found to have lower 

odds of probably/definitely having fewer partner. However, these psycho-social associations 

were reversed (aOR=1.25 (0.54;2.88), aOR=2.54 (1.63;3,96), aOR=1.43 (1.01;2.02), and 

aOR=1.55 (1.00;2.39) respectively) when using the intention to definitely have fewer 

partners as the endpoint. 

Intention and determinants of the reduction of sexual activity 

For the endpoint intention to have less sex, 309 (78%) MSM showed 

probable/definite intentions, and only 21 (5%) MSM showed a definite intention to reduce 

their number of sex partners. Table 2 presents the determinants for this endpoint by different 

endpoint definitions. 

Among socio-demographic and behavioural determinants, MSM who were single but 

dating aOR=2.45, 95%CI=0.99;3.41), who had a monogamous relationship (aOR=2.83, 

0.93;8.59), who had an open/polyamorous relationship (aOR=5.49, 2.56;11.76;8.59), who 

had 2-6 (aOR=10.21, 1.51;68.98), 7-15 (aOR=5.69; 0.81;40.17) and more than 15 sex 

partners (aOR=7.15; 0.94;54.51) were more likely to be probably/definitely intending to 

reduce their sexual activity. No such associations were obtained for the single endpoint, 

definitely intending to reduce sexual activity. Furthermore, neither socio-demographic nor 

behavioural determinants were found to be statistically associated. Among psycho-social 

determinants, only MSM who were more concerned about a monkeypox infection were 
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associated with both probable/definite less sex intention (aOR=0.67, 0.54;0.83) and definite 

less sex intention (aOR=2.24, 1.36;3.70). again, the there was a different association obtained 

per endpoint definition, similar to the fewer partner intention presented above.  

What is noteworthy to mention is that, for both endpoints, although MSM who had 

never used PrEP (PrEP naïve) or MSM who discontinued using PrEP (PrEP discontinued) 

were more likely to reduce their number of sex partners univariably, this association 

disappeared in the multivariable models. 

Discussion 

Our findings based on 394 MSM in the Netherlands showed that 69% of our respondents had 

the intention to reduce their number of sexual partners probably or definitely, and 78% had 

the intention to probably or definitely have less sex in the context of the monkeypox 

epidemic. 

While these descriptive figures look promising at first glance, the group of 

participants with definite intentions was remarkably smaller. Also, a closer inspection of the 

determinants reveals a more complex picture. Not surprisingly, dating or open relationship 

status plays a role in the intention to reduce the number of partners and sexual activity. 

Unexpectedly, no behavioural determinant tapping into past sexual behaviour or substance 

use turned out significant. For both endpoints, reduction of sex partners and having less sex 

overall an interesting distinction was observed. Definite intentions to reduce partners and 

sexual activity were positively influenced by psycho-social determinants, especially the 

concern to get infected by monkeypox, probable and definite intention jointly together as an 

endpoint show the reverse trend. Put differently, the two scale points, “probably yes” and 

“definitely yes” appear to be not on a continuum expressing intentions but are most likely 

qualitatively different statements with reversed (or large differences in magnitude of) 

determinants: Higher levels of infection concerns lead to weaker intention expressions to 
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reduce the number of sexual partners and sexual activity, and only for those participants fully 

determined to have fewer sexual partners and have less sex there was a positive, facilitating 

relationship found. Probable intentions can be associated with underlying doubts and these 

doubts lead to the postponement of decisions to have less sex (partners). 

Furthermore, it is noteworthy that PrEP naïve MSM and those that had discontinued 

with PrEP showed a higher (univariate) likelihood to reduce both the number of sex partners 

and sexual activity. This finding underlines the need to vaccinate the highest at-risk groups as 

they may not change their behaviour and at the same time inform PrEP users about the need 

to also display behaviour change, especially when they are not yet vaccinated against 

monkeypox. 

Conclusions 

Based on our findings we conclude that the imposed demands by WHO to change one’s 

sexual behaviour at least among MSM in the Netherlands may not prove to be as easy and 

successful as necessary. Additional research is indicated to fully unravel underlying doubts 

associated with those behaviour change demands. Public health campaigns should have more 

emphasis on the necessity for this temporary behaviour change, to in turn target the 

population better. Those showing considerable levels of concern about a monkeypox 

infection may need to be exposed to additional arguments that would convince them to 

reduce their number of sex partners and to reduce sexual intercourse should they not be fully 

convinced. Likewise, unvaccinated PrEP users may need to understand that the sexual 

freedoms they enjoy in the context of HIV risk, may put them at considerable risk of an 

monkeypox infection.  

In sum, to be able to curb the monkeypox epidemic successfully, both behavioural 

change (reduction of sex partners and less sex) and bio-medical approaches (vaccinations) are 
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necessary. Yet achieving both endpoints requires public health messages and targeted 

campaigns that take note of the complexity of persuasive processes at play. 
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Table 1. Determinants of intention to reduce the number of sex partners 
 

Variables 

Reduction of sex partners  
(probably or definitely (n=272) vs. rest of scale (n=122))** 

Reduction of sex partners  
(Definitely (n=31) vs. rest of scale (n=363))** 

Univariable model Multivariable model Univariable model Multivariable model 

OR 95%CI p-value aOR 95%CI p-value OR 95%CI p-value aOR 95%CI p-value 

Socio-
demographic 
determinants 

Age 
            

 
<45 y.o. ref. - - 

   
ref. - - ref. - - 

  

>45 y.o. 1.27 0.83;1.96 0.267       0.45 0.21;0.97 0.040 0.40 0.16;1.00 0.05 

Relationship 
            

 
Single ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 

 
Single but dating 2.01 0.01;0.54 0.036 1.97 0.90;4.28 0.089 0.07 0.01;0.54 0.013 0.06 0.01;0.48 0.008 

 
Monogamous relationship 0.64 0.24;2.70 0.279 0.81 0.29;2.26 0.684 0.80 0.24;2.70 0.717 0.67 0.17;2.70 0.674 

  

Open/Polyamorous relationship 1.95 0.23;1.22 0.019 1.86 0.93;3.72 0.078 0.54 0.23;1.22 0.136 0.49 0.19;1.26 0.139 

Education 
            

 
Lower than Bachelor ref. - 

 
ref. - - ref. - 

 
ref. - - 

 
Bachelor 0.64 0.34;1.20 0.166 0.67 0.31;1.42 0.296 1.54 0.52;4.59 0.439 1.26 0.37;4.33 0.713 

 
Master 0.46 0.25;0.84 0.012 0.54 0.25;2.48 0.104 1.27 0.42;3.85 0.670 0.72 0.20;2.62 0.628 

  

PhD or higher 0.49 0.20;1.21 0.121 0.83 0.27;2.47 0.734 3.23 0.86;12.3 0.081 1.97 0.43;9/07 0.380 

Employment 
            

 
Employed ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 

   

 
Unemployed or receiving social welfare 0.84 0.30;2.32 0.733 1.54 0.36;6.53 0.555 <0.01 0.00;inf 0.992 

   

 
Retired 2.89 0.84;9.98 0.093 1.99 0.51;7.83 0.325 <0.01 0.00;inf 0.991 

   
  

Student 0.68 0.27;1.73 0.422 0.94 0.32;2.84 0.917 1.93 0.53;7.00 0.315       

Migration status 
            

 
No migration status ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   

 
First generation migrant 0.90 0.48;1.69 0.747    

1.67 0.64;4.31 0.288    
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Second generation migrant 1.35 0.43;4.30 0.608 
      

0.84 0.11;6.60 0.856 
      

Residence 
            

 
The rest of the Country ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 

   
  

Randstad (main urban area) 0.68 0.43;1.06 0.09 0.87 0.51;1.51 0.629 1.18 0.55;2.54 0.669 
      

Behavioural 
determinants 

Number of sex partners in the previous 6 months 
            

 
None ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 

   

 
1 1.67 0.35;7.80 0.517 2.39 0.35;16.42 0.376 0.85 0.09;8.44 0.892    

 
2 to 6 4.64 1.06;20.27 0.041 6.71 1.04;43.10 0.045 0.57 0.06;5.03 0.614 

   

 
7 to 15 3.33 0.75;14.80 0.114 3.86 0.57;25.92 0.165 0.62 0.07;5.64 0.668 

   
  

More than 15 5.52 1.21;25.28 0.028 6.24 0.87;44.80 0.069 0.45 0.05;4.45 0.498       

HIV status 
            

 
HIV negative ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   

 
HIV positive 0.64 0.27;1.55 0.327 

   
1.20 0.27;5.38 0.815 

   
  

HIV status unknown or not disclosed 3.57 0.44;28.88 0.233 
      

1.50 0.18;12.39 0.709 
      

PrEP use status 
            

 
Current PrEP users ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 

   
  

PrEP naïve or PrEP discontinued 0.45 0.28;0.71 <0.001 0.68 0.38;1.24 0.209 1.11 0.49;2.48 0.806       

Ever used any type of substances  
                        

in the previous 6 months 

 
Never ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 

  

Ever 0.46 0.25;0.87 0.017 0.94 0.42;2.09 0.165 3.72 1.59;8.68 0.002 2.51 0.77;8.24 0.129 

Recreational drugs use in the previous 6 months 1 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 1.20 0.77;1.89 0.417 
      

0.58 0.25;1.33 0.200 
      

Chemsex in the previous 6 months 2 
            

 
Never ref. - -    

ref. - -    
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Ever 1.15 0.80;1.90 0.571 
      

1.01 0.43;2.34 0.982 
      

Poppers in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 1.29 0.84;1.98 0.244 
      

0.80 0.38;1.66 0.549 
      

Erectile dysfunction medication use  
                        

in the previous 6 months 3 

 Never ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 
   

  

Ever 1.77 1.13;2.77 0.012 1.15 0.63;2.09 0.660 0.54 0.24;1.20 0.129       

Alcohol in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - ref. - - 

  

Ever 1.31 0.80;2.14 0.282       0.45 0.21;0.98 0.043 0.43 0.15;1.28 0.129 

Visit a gay sauna in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 1.13 0.72;1.76 0.606 
      

0.96 0.45;1.07 0.922 
      

Visit a darkroom in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 1.12 0.72;1.74 0.608 
      

0.96 0.45;2.04 0.916 
      

Visit a circuit party in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 1.47 0.90;2.41 0.124 
      

0.59 0.24;1.48 0.260 
      

Visit a pride event in the previous 6 months             

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 0.92 0.60;1.40 0.685 
      

0.75 0.36;1.58 0.449 
      

Visit a gay dance club in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 1.03 0.66;1.61 0.895 
      

1.13 0.52;2.47 0.760 
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Attend private sex parties in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - -    

ref. - -    
  

Ever 0.96 0.60;1.53 0.854 
      

1.14 0.52;2.50 0.745 
      

Visit fetish events/fairs in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   

 
Ever 1.21 0.71;2.05 0.488 

   
0.67 0.25;1.80 0.426 

   

Psycho-
social 

determinants 

Knowing anybody who has/had monkeypox 
                        

No ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 
   

  

Yes 0.46 0.27;0.80 0.005 0.47 0.24;0.91 0.026 1.44 0.0;3.50 0.416       

Monkeypox vaccination intention 
                        

Extremely likely ref. - - 
   

ref. - - 
   

  

The rest of the scale 1.15 0.72;1.82 0.558       1.25 0.54;2.88 0.600       

Concern about being infected by monkeypox* 0.63 0.52;0.77 <0.001 0.56 0.43;0.73 <0.001 2.54 1.63;3.96 <0.001 2.55 1.49;4.36 <0.001 

Perceived risk of being infected by monkeypox*  0.83 0.68;1.02 0.071 1.20 0.88;1.64 0.240 1.43 1.01;2.02 0.045 0.89 0.56;1.42 0.629 

Perceived problematic consequences of monkeypox* 0.80 0.64;1.00 0.053 0.81 0.61;1.06 0.134 1.55 1.00;2.39 0.049 1.32 0.83;2.11 0.247 

Notes: 1 I use substances recreationally (for example THC, MDMA, ecstasy, etc). 2 I use substances in the context of sex (for example crystal meth/tina, GHB, ketamine etc.). 3 I use erectile dysfunction medication 

(for example Viagra, Kamagra).  * indicates a variable with a 1−5 Likert scale, with 1 = extremely unlikely and 5 = extremely likely). ** indicates a variable with a 1-5 Likert scale, with 1 = definitely not and 5 = 

d e f i n i t e l y  y e s ) . 
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Table 2. Determinants of intention to reduce the number of sexual activities 
 

 
Variables 

Reduction of sexual activities 
(Probably or definitely (n=309)  vs. rest of scale (n=85))** 

Reduction of sexual activities  
(Definitely (n=21) vs. rest of scale (n=373))** 

Univariable model Multivariable model Univariable model Multivariable model 

OR 95%CI p-value aOR 95%CI p-value OR 95%CI p-value aOR 95%CI p-value 

Socio-
demographic 
determinants 

Age 
            

 
<45 y.o. ref. - - 

   
ref. - - ref. - - 

  

>45 y.o. 1.21 0.75;1.96 0.443     
 

0.452 0.18;1.12 0.0855 0.48 0.16;1.45 0.192 

Relationship 
             

Single ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 

 
Single but dating 2.45 0.99;3.41 0.010 2.59 1.17;5.74 0.019 0.17 0.04;0.83 0.029 0.20 0.04;1.04 0.055 

 
Monogamous relationship 1.61 0.34;1.85 0.276 2.83 0.93;8.59 0.066 0.47 0.10;2.30 0.353 0.34 0.05;2.11 0.243 

  

Open/Polyamorous relationship 4.24 0.84;2.47 <0.001 5.49 2.56;11.76 <0.001 0.34 0.13;0.93 0.035 0.34 0.10;1.09 0.070 

Education 
            

 
Lower than Bachelor ref. - - 

   
ref. - - ref. - - 

 
Bachelor 0.95 0.48;1.88 0.891 

   
0.67 0.48;1.88 0.578 0.42 0.09;1.91 0.260 

 
Master 0.81 0.42;1.57 0.535 

   
1.27 0.42;1.57 0.705 0.51 0.12;2.12 0.351 

  

PhD or higher 0.50 0.18;1.25 0.135       4.09 0.18;1.25 0.047 2.28 0.48;10.90 0.302 

Employment 
            

 
Employed ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   

 
Unemployed or receiving social welfare 2.79 0.64;12.19 0.686 

   
<0.01 0.00;inf 0.992 

   

 
Retired 0.52 0.20;1.34 0.174 

   
<0.01 0.00;inf 0.991 

   
  

Student 1.30 0.36;4.65 0.176       1.84 0.40;8.55 0.432       

Migration status 
            

 
No migration status ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   

 
First generation migrant 1.15 0.55;2.40 0.718    

2.25 0.78;6.47 0.134    
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Second generation migrant 0.84 0.26;2.68 0.766     
 

1.38 0.17;11.13 0.764     
 

Residence 
             

The rest of the Country ref. - - 
   

ref. - - 
   

  

Randstad (main urban area) 0.87 0.53;1.43 0.577 
    

1.64 0.63;4.33 0.314 
    

Behavioural 
determinants 

Number of sex partners in the previous 6 months 
             

None ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 
   

 
1 2.59 0.55;12.20 0.228 2.19 0.31;15.50 0.430 0.67 0.06;6.87 0.733    

 
2 to 6 8.93 2.01;39.78 0.004 10.21 1.51;68.98 0.018 0.23 0.02;2.21 0.202 

   

 
7 to 15 5.21 1.16;23.42 0.031 5.69 0.81;40.17 0.082 0.62 0.07;5.65 0.668 

   
  

More than 15 8.85 1.88;41.64 0.005 7.15 0.94;54.51 0.058 0.27 0.02;2.91 0.278       

HIV status 
             

HIV negative ref. - - 
   

ref. - - 
   

 
HIV positive 0.58 0.23;1.46 0.247 

   
0.86 0.22;6.75 0.888 

   
  

HIV status unknown or not disclosed 2.15 0.27;17.48 0.473 
      

2.26 0.27;19.03 0.452 
      

PrEP use status 
            

 
Current PrEP users ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 

  

PrEP naïve or PrEP discontinued 0.52 0.31;0.88 0.014 0.72 0.37;1.41 0.343 2.30 0.90;5.82 0.078 1.61 0.56;4.66 0.379 

Ever used any type of substances  
                        

in the previous 6 months 

 
Never ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 

  

Ever 0.50 0.26;0.98 0.045 0.95 0.39;2.33 0.913 2.60 0.90;7.48 0.076 1.93 0.49;7.56 0.343 

Recreational drugs use in the previous 6 months 1 
             

Never ref. - - 
   

ref. - - 
   

  

Ever 0.94 0.57;1.54 0.812 
      

0.86 0.34;2.19 0.753 
      

Chemsex in the previous 6 months 2 
            

 
Never ref. - -    

ref. - -    
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Ever 1.37 0.76;2.43 0.289 
      

1.17 0.44;3.10 0.752 
      

Poppers in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 1.31 0.81;2.12 0.268 
    

0.78 0.32;1.88 0.576 
    

Erectile dysfunction medication use  
                        

in the previous 6 months 3 

 Never ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 
   

  

Ever 1.54 0.93;2.54 0.092 0.95 0.49;1.84 0.878 0.53 0.20;1.41 0.202       

Alcohol in the previous 6 months 
             

Never ref. - - 
   

ref. - - 
   

  

Ever 1.37 0.80;2.36 0.257 
      

0.60 0.23;1.53 0.285 
      

Visit a gay sauna in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 1.29 0.77;2.15 0.327 
      

0.69 0.26;1.82 0.452 
      

Visit a darkroom in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 1.44 0.86;2.38 0.158 
      

0.59 0.23;1.57 0.293 
      

Visit a circuit party in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 1.25 0.72;2.17 0.423 
      

0.79 0.28;2.20 0.648 
      

Visit a pride event in the previous 6 months             

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 1.01 0.63;1.63 0.960 
      

0.79 0.32;1.91 0.597 
      

Visit a gay dance club in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   
  

Ever 0.96 0.58;1.69 0.886 
      

1.75 0.63;4.89 0.284 
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Attend private sex parties in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - -    

ref. - -    
  

Ever 1.09 0.64;1.86 0.739 
      

1.20 0.47;3.04 0.708 
      

Visit fetish events/fairs in the previous 6 months 
            

 
Never ref. - - 

   
ref. - - 

   

 
Ever 1.15 0.63;2.09 0.645 

   
0.58 0.17;2.03 0.395 

   

Psycho-
social 

determinants 

Knowing anybody who has/had monkeypox 
                        

No ref. - - ref. - - ref. - - 
   

  

Yes 0.46 0.26;0.82 0.008 0.46 0.23;0.94 0.032 1.54 0.54;4.35 0.417       

Monkeypox vaccination intention 
                        

Extremely likely ref. - - 
   

ref. - - 
   

  

The rest of the scale 0.84 0.49;1.43 0.512 
      

1.87 0.62;5.68 0.269 
      

Concern about being infected by monkeypox* 0.67 0.54;0.83 <0.001 0.63 0.47;0.84 0.002 2.24 1.36;3.70 0.002 2.21 1.18;4.12 0.013 

Perceived risk of being infected by monkeypox*  0.77 0.62;0.97 0.026 1.03 0.73;1.44 0.884 1.49 0.98;2.26 0.060 0.92 0.52;1.61 0.769 

Perceived problematic consequences of monkeypox* 0.74 0.57;0.97 0.028 0.78 0.56;1.07 0.130 1.56 0.92;2.64 0.096 1.40 0.75;2.62 0.286 

Notes: 1 I use substances recreationally (for example THC, MDMA, ecstasy, etc). 2 I use substances in the context of sex (for example crystal meth/tina, GHB, ketamine etc.). 3 I use erectile dysfunction medication 

(for example Viagra, Kamagra).  * indicates a variable with a 1−5 Likert scale, with 1 = extremely unlikely and 5 = extremely likely). ** indicates a variable with a 1-5 Likert scale, with 1 = definitely not and 5 = 

definitely yes).  
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