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Abstract 
Long-acting injectable PrEP (LAI-PrEP) is efficacious in preventing HIV among MSM and 

will be soon available in Europe. This study investigates the intention to use LAI-PrEP 

among MSM in the Netherlands by employing a diffusion of innovation approach, comparing 

PrEP naïve, discontinued MSM, oral PrEP early adopters and majority users. 309 MSM were 

surveyed on their intention and preference of LAI-PrEP. 83% showed high/very-high interest 

of, and 63% showed high/very-high intention to use LAI-PrEP. Early-adopters of oral PrEP 

use did not show increased intention to use LAI-PrEP and neither did PrEP naïve nor PrEP 

discontinued MSM, indicating a missing innovator effect for LAI-PrEP. Among the 218 

current oral PrEP users, suboptimal oral PrEP adherence determined LAI-PrEP preference 

but did not determine LAI-PrEP intention. To reach the full potential of LAI-PrEP, a targeted 

strategy towards current oral PrEP users with suboptimal adherence seems indicated. 
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Introduction 

In the Netherlands, the HIV epidemic among MSM population is declining (1), and the oral 

HIV pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) has been structurally introduced and included in the 

national oral PrEP project via the Public Health Services institutions in 2019 (1, 2). Recently 

in 2022, Public Health Services institutions in the Netherlands have estimated that there are 

around 30,000 MSM living in the Netherlands who meet the Dutch eligibility criteria of oral 

PrEP use (3). Yet, the available 8,500 slots of oral PrEP via the Public Health Services are 

already more or less taken (4). Among these current PrEP using MSM, most of them started 

to use oral PrEP through this structural delivery (hereinafter “majority oral PrEP users”). Yet, 

among this group there is a relevant proportion who had already used oral PrEP before the 

structural introduction in 2019 (hereinafter “the early adopters”) via different routes such as 

the Amsterdam PrEP (AMPrEP) demonstration project, informal individual procurement or 

via activist groups (4-7). Despite the increasing efforts of PrEP delivery, there are still MSM 

who had never used PrEP (hereinafter “PrEP naïve”) although they do meet the Dutch PrEP 

eligibility criteria, such as those who were not interested daily medication uptake (8, 9). 

Finally, there is a small, but relevant group of MSM who discontinued oral PrEP use for 

various reasons but who can still be considered to be at risk (10-13).  

 In addition, despite oral PrEP has proven a high efficacy in both daily use and on-

demand use (14), its effectiveness decreases with a lower adherence (15). A recent study by 

Jourdain et al. has reported the real-world effectiveness of oral PrEP with an overall 

effectiveness of 60%, and differs by the user adherence from France, to range from 18% (low 

adherence) to 93% (high adherence) (16). Unfortunately, suboptimal adherence to oral PrEP 

is common among MSM (11, 16, 17). In the Netherlands, two of the main reasons behind 

suboptimal oral PrEP adherence are the low willingness to take medication daily required for 

oral daily PrEP (18) or forgetting to take it when taking PrEP on-demand (11, 19). As a 
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consequence, MSM who are on oral PrEP can still get infected with HIV, especially among 

those with suboptimal adherence of oral PrEP. Taken together, there is still potential to 

further reduce HIV infections among MSM by means of biomedical prevention approaches.  

Recently, bi-monthly injecting Cabotegravir as a long-acting injectable PrEP (LAI-

PrEP), which has shown a superior effectiveness against HIV compared to oral PrEP with a 

66% additional reduction in incident HIV infections (20), was authorised by the Food and 

Drug Agency in United States in 2021 and was just authorised by European Medicines 

Agency in Europe (21, 22). Therefore, LAI-PrEP may further reduce the current HIV 

epidemic among MSM by alleviating adherence problems of oral PrEP (20, 23). Researchers 

also hypothesised that LAI-PrEP can motivate PrEP naïve MSM who did not use oral PrEP 

or MSM who discontinued using oral PrEP due to the lack of daily medication uptake 

motivation to start using PrEP. As a result, additional HIV infections among PrEP naïve and 

PrEP discontinued MSM can be prevented (21, 23).  

To determine at risk populations that can be served by LAI-PrEP better, a diffusion of 

innovation (DOI) theory can be helpful. DOI, seeks to understand how new ideas, practices 

and technologies spread through social systems and become accepted or normative (24). In 

the past, we observed an innovator effect from the early adopter stage to the majority stage 

for the oral PrEP uptake in the Netherlands: There were MSM who had used oral PrEP as the 

early adopters, and this had led to a major increase in PrEP uptake prior to the formal 

availability of PrEP in the Netherlands (4, 5, 8, 25). It is thus indicated to investigate if the 

same innovator effect would be observed again for the LAI-PrEP. More specifically, it needs 

to be assessed if those early adopters of oral PrEP (from more or less 6 years ago) would be 

again early adopters of LAI-PrEP in the near future.  

This study thus sought to employ the DOI approach to investigate the determinants of 

the intention of LAI-PrEP among a cohort of MSM in the Netherlands by focusing on the 
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comparisons among MSM who are PrEP-naïve, discontinued oral PrEP, early adopters, and 

the majority oral PrEP users. In addition, this study aimed to investigate, together with other 

determinants of LAI-PrEP use intention, how current oral PrEP adherence impacts on oral 

PrEP users’ intention and preference for using LAI-PrEP when it became officially available 

in the Netherlands. 

Methods  

Participants and Procedures 

This study has a cross-sectional study design nested within a cohort study. All MSM living in 

the Netherlands in this study were recruited from an ongoing cohort which was established in 

2017 (T0) and received follow-up questionnaires at three (T1) and six months (T2) to 

understand oral PrEP use among MSM (8, 9), and in 2020 during the COVID-19 pandemic 

(T3) to understand their sexual behaviours and experiences with PrEP during the pandemic. 

Participants were contacted again in June 2022 to complete an online survey on their 

awareness, interest, intention, and preference to use LAI-PrEP (T4). Only MSM without a 

positive HIV status and currently living in the Netherlands were included in this study. 

Participants were given the option of entering a raffle to win a €20 gift card. This study was 

approved by the Ethics Review Committee Psychology and Neuroscience of Maastricht 

University (ERCPN-174_10_12_2016). Informed consent was provided by all participants. 

Measures 

LAI-PrEP awareness, interest, intention, preference, mixed-use intention, and tourism 

acceptance  

Participants were asked whether they are aware of LAI-PrEP (“Yes”/ “No”). After 

providing the answer regardless of their LAI-PrEP awareness, all participants were provided 

a detailed introduction on 1) what is LAI-PrEP, 2) how to take LAI-PrEP, and 3) the 
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differences between LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP including mechanisms, effective components, 

effectiveness in HIV prevention, and potential side effects.  

Then, participants were asked whether they are interested in using LAI-PrEP when it 

becomes officially available with the national health care system (“hereinafter LAI-PrEP 

interest), measured on a 1-5 Likert scale (with 1 = “definitely not” and 5 = “definitely yes”). 

We also dichotomised LAI-PrEP interest as “Yes” and “No and not sure”. 

Participants were further asked how likely is it that they will start using LAI-PrEP if it 

becomes officially available (hereinafter LAI-PrEP intention), measured on a 1-5 Likert scale 

(with 1 = “definitely not” and 5 = “definitely yes”). We also categorised LAI-PrEP intention 

as “High/very high”, “Not sure” and “Low/very low”. 

In addition, participants were asked which regimen option they will prefer to use if 

they are all available (hereinafter LAI-PrEP preference), given the options of “LAI-PrEP”, 

“Daily oral PrEP”, “On demand oral PrEP”, “Mixed use of LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP”, and 

“Do not want to use PrEP at all”.  

Participants who showed “High/Very high” or “Not sure” LAI-PrEP interest were 

asked “Imagine LA PrEP is available more easily and cheaper in other countries compared to 

where you live now, would you try to obtain LAI-PrEP there” (hereinafter LAI-PrEP tourism 

acceptance), and was measured and dichotomised as “Yes” and “No”. They were also asked 

their intention to use LAI-PrEP after given a scenario of “Due to the concerns of the potential 

drug resistance after stopping with LAI-PrEP, you may be asked to take oral PrEP daily for 

180 days after you decide to no longer take the LAI-PrEP”, given the pharmacokinetic tail 

phase of LAI-PrEP (26, 27) (hereinafter LAI-PrEP intention with 180 days obligation), and 

was measured as same as the LAI-PrEP intention.  

Lastly, participants who indicated “High/Very high” or “Not sure” LAI-PrEP 

intention were asked if they will use LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP together (hereinafter mixed use 
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of LAI-PrEP), given the options of “No, I would like to only use LA PrEP”, “Yes, I would 

like to use both oral PrEP and LAI-PrEP at the same time”, “Yes, I would like to use both 

LAI-PrEP and use oral PrEP but at different time periods in a year”, and “I am not sure”. 

Demographic variables 

Among demographic variables, age was measured in years and was dichotomised as 

“< 40-year-old” and “>= 40-year-old”. Sexual orientation was measured and categorised as 

“Gay”, “Bisexual” and “Other”. For education, we defined MSM who did not have a high-

school diploma as “Low”, and who had high school and higher than high-school education as 

“High”, following the definition of education level in the Netherlands (28). Financial status 

was measured and dichotomised as “Low” and “Living comfortable/very comfortable with 

current income”. Participants were also asked if they were born in the Netherlands and 

provide their migrant status as “Dutch native”, “European” and “Non-European”. Residence 

location was measured and dichotomised as “Main urban cities” and “The rest of the country” 

based on the provided 4-digit postal codes. 

Behavioural variables 

Relationship status was measured and categorised as “Single”, “Having dates”, “In a 

monogamous relationship” and “In an open/polyamorous relationship”. Having a steady 

partner with diagnosed HIV was measured as “Yes” and “No”. Having a non-steady partner 

with diagnosed HIV was measured as “Yes”, “No” and “Not sure”. Ever having any type of 

sexually transmitted infections (STIs) was measured as “Yes, within the previous 12 months”, 

“Yes, more than 12 months” and “Never”. Ever engaged in chemsex was measured as “Yes” 

and “No”. We divided ever engaged in transactional sex into 1) ever paid for sex and 2) ever 

got paid for sex” and measured these two variables as “Yes, within the previous 12 months”, 

“Yes, more than 12 months” and “Never”. 
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 In addition, following the DOI approach, based on our longitudinal data, we measured 

the current oral PrEP use status together with the initiation of oral PrEP uptake. We 

categorised oral PrEP use status as “Early adopter” (based on an initiation prior to the 

structural availability in 2019 in the Netherlands), “Majority oral PrEP user” (initiation after 

2019), “PrEP naïve” and “PrEP discontinued” (any PrEP use discontinued).  

Oral PrEP adherence was also assessed among the current oral PrEP users their oral 

PrEP use modes: daily, on-demand, and Tuesday-Thursday-Saturday-Sunday (TTSS) scheme. 

For daily and TTSS scheme oral PrEP users, we measured their adherence by asking “How 

often do you miss a pill”; and defined “Never” and “Miss using pill once or twice a month” 

as “Good adherence”. For on-demand oral PrEP users, we assessed their PrEP adherence by 

asking 1) “How often do you just take 1 pill in advance”, 2) “How often did you have sex less 

than 2hrs after the first 2 pills”, and 3) “How often do you forget to take a pill 24 and/or 

48hrs after”. We defined on-demand oral PrEP users who “Always” and “Almost all the time” 

take 1 pill in advance and have sex less than 2hrs after the first 2 pills, and who “Never” and 

“Occasionally” forget to take a pill 24 and/or 48hrs after with “Good adherence”. An overall 

oral PrEP adherence was re-coded and dichotomised as “Good adherence” and “Suboptimal 

adherence”. 

Psycho-social variables 

We applied the Big Five personality inventory scale (29) to measure associations 

between the five main personalities (Extraversion, Agreeableness, Conscientiousness, 

Neuroticism and Openness) and our endpoints. All personality assessment items were 

measured on a 5-point Likert scale (with 1 = “Disagree strongly” and 5 “Agree strongly”). 

Statistical analysis 

We first generated two descriptive analyses for all included variables for 1) all 

participants and 2) by their LAI-PrEP intention, which was dichotomised as “High/very high” 
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and the rest of scales. We then generated another two descriptive analyses for 3) the current 

oral PrEP users and 4) by their LAI-PrEP intention status. Fisher’s exact test and chi-square 

test were used to test the differences of the included variables between different LAI-PrEP 

intention status. 

 We conducted three multivariable logistic regression analyses to identify 

demographic, behavioural and psycho-social determinants of 1) LAI-PrEP intention among 

MSM (total included samples), 2) LAI-PrEP intention among current oral PrEP users, and 3) 

LAI-PrEP preference among current oral PrEP users. Given the relatively small proportion of 

the participants showing “not sure” and “low/very low” intention for LAI-PrEP, to better 

inform public health measures and actions, we dichotomised LAI-PrEP intention as 

“High/very high” and the rest of the scales for analyses with LAI-PrEP intention as the 

endpoint. For LAI-PrEP preference as the endpoint, following the same approach, we also 

dichotomised it as “LAI-PrEP or mixed use of LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP” vs. “Oral PrEP”, 

given no current oral PrEP user was found to not want to use PrEP.  

For each of these regression analyses, we first conducted an univariable logistic 

model with each of the selected demographic, behavioural and psycho-social determinants to 

investigate potential correlation with each endpoint. Next, we retained all variables with 

p<0.10 in a multivariable full model (30). Then, a manual stepwise backward selection 

approach was applied to select the explanatory variables in a multivariable final model. We 

considered all variables with p<0.05 statistically significant. For the current oral PrEP user 

analyses, current oral PrEP use status and current oral PrEP adherence were retained 

regardless of the significance, given they were the key variables of interest in this study, and 

were considered relevant for public health with p<0.10. All analyses were conducted in R 

(version R 4.2.1). 
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Results 

Study characteristics 

All 766 cohort participants from T0 were invited to participate in this study, of which 327 of 

them completed this survey. We excluded 18 participants from this study due to 1) having 

received an HIV diagnosis (n=6) and not currently living in the Netherlands (n=12), resulting 

in 309 participants in total included in this study.  The flowchart of data collection at each 

study point was described in Figure 1.  

Of the 309 MSM included, 31% (95 of 309) were <40-year-old (median age=47, 

interquartile range 38-54), 15% (45 of 309) were PrEP-naïve, 15% (46 of 309) discontinued 

oral PrEP, and 45% (128 of 309) were early adopters. Among them, MSM with different age 

groups (p=0.002), who with different immigration backgrounds (p=0.04), who had different 

oral PrEP use statuses (p=0.03), who had different STIs diagnoses (p=0.04), and who had/had 

not engaged in chemsex (p=0.02) had significantly different LAI-PrEP intention. More 

participants’ characteristics by LAI-PrEP intention can be found in Table 1.  

Of the 218 current oral PrEP users, 27% (59 of 218) were <40-year-old, 59% (128 of 

218) were early adopters and 10% (22 of 218) showed suboptimal current oral PrEP 

adherence.  Among them, MSM with different age groups (p<0.001), who had different 

financial status (p=0.03), who had different immigration backgrounds (p=0.02), who had 

different STIs diagnoses (p=0.04), and who with more/less open personality characteristics 

had significant different LAI-PrEP intention. More current oral PrEP users’ characteristics by 

LAI-PrEP intention can be found in Table 2.  

LAI-PrEP awareness, interest, intention, preference, mixed-use intention, and tourism 

acceptance  

Among all the included MSM, 40% (124 of 309) were aware of LAI-PrEP, 83% (256 

of 309) showed high/very high interest of, and 63% (194 of 309) showed high/very high 
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intention to use LAI-PrEP, and 49% (152 of 309) would prefer to use LAI-PrEP, 16% (48 of 

309) would prefer to mixed-use LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP. After being informed the potential 

180-day obligation of using oral PrEP daily after discontinuing using LAI-PrEP, still 57% 

(152 of 309) reported high/very high intention to use LAI-PrEP. Only 17% (46 of 266) of 

those who indicated to be willing to travel to other countries for LAI-PrEP uptake. 14% (14 

of 194) indicated would use both LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP at different periods in a year and 

only 1% indicated would use both LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP at the same time (3 of 194). For 

more information, see Table 1. Figure 2 summarises the frequency distribution of LAI-PrEP 

awareness, interest, and intention among MSM in general and by oral PrEP use status. 

Despite the overall moderate LAI-PrEP awareness and high LAI-PrEP interest and intention, 

early adopters of oral PrEP were found to have the highest LAI-PrEP awareness, interest, and 

intention, while PrEP naïve MSM were found to have the lowest LAI-PrEP awareness, 

interest, and intention. 

 Among the current oral PrEP users, 48% (104 of 218) were aware of LAI-PrEP, 82% 

(105 of 218) showed high/very high interest of, and 67% (86 of 218) showed high/very high 

intention to use LAI-PrEP. 50% (110 of 218) would prefer to use LAI-PrEP and 18% (39 of 

218) would prefer to use LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP at different time over the oral PrEP 

preference. For more information, see Table 2. 

Determinants of LAI-PrEP intention among MSM 

For the LAI-PrEP intention endpoint, our final multivariable logistic regression 

analysis showed that MSM who were older than 40-year-old (adjusted odds ratio (aOR)=0.43, 

95%CI=0.21 - 0.84), who were PrEP naïve (aOR=0.39, 0.16 - 0.92), who discontinued using 

PrEP (aOR=0.46, 0.18 - 1.14), and who never (aOR=0.03, 0.00 - 0.75) and who got paid for 

sex more than 12 months ago (aOR=0.05, 0.00 - 1.31) were less likely to have a “high” LAI-

PrEP or “not sure” LAI-PrEP interest (aOR=0.01, 0.00 - 0.05). No personality characteristics 
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were found to be statistically significant associated with the LAI-PrEP intention among all 

MSM included. For results obtained from univariable logistic regression analyses, see Table 

3. Figure 3 showed the comparison of the intention to use LAI-PrEP by the current oral PrEP 

use status following the DOI approach through multivariable logistic modelling. Compared to 

the early oral PrEP adopters, only PrEP naïve MSM had a statistically lower LAI-PrEP 

intention, and no statistically significant difference was observed between early oral PrEP 

adopters, the majority oral PrEP users and PrEP discontinued MSM. 

Determinants of LAI-PrEP intention and preference among current oral PrEP users 

For LAI-PrEP intention as endpoint among current oral PrEP users, our final 

multivariable logistic regression analysis showed that current oral PrEP users who were older 

than 40-year-old (aOR=0.25, 0.08 - 0.72), and who were living comfortably or very 

comfortably financially (aOR=0.91, 0.42 - 1.96) were less likely to have high LAI-PrEP 

intention. Being an early oral PrEP adopter (aOR=1.47, 0.72 - 3.02) and reporting suboptimal 

oral PrEP adherence (aOR=0.91, 0.42 - 1.96) were not associated with a high LAI-PrEP 

intention significantly. No personality characteristics were found statistically significant 

associated with the LAI-PrEP intention among the current oral PrEP users. For results 

obtained from univariable logistic regression analyses, see Table 4.  

For LAI-PrEP preference as endpoint among the current oral PrEP users, our final 

multivariable logistic regression analysis showed that current oral PrEP users who were older 

than 40-year-old (aOR=2.64, 1.12 - 5.70) were more likely to prefer to use LAI-PrEP. 

Current oral PrEP users who had a European migrant status (aOR=0.14, 0.02 - 1.12), on the 

other hand, were less likely to prefer to use LAI-PrEP. Similar to the LAI-PrEP intention, 

being an early adopter of oral PrEP was not predictive for a LAI-PrEP preference. What is 

noteworthy to mention is, for current oral PrEP users who had suboptimal oral PrEP 

adherence (aOR=2.39, 0.94 - 6.04, p=0.06) had the trend to be more likely to prefer using 
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LAI-PrEP. No personality characteristics were found to be statistically significant associated 

with the LAI-PrEP preference among the current oral PrEP users. For results obtained from 

univariable logistic regression analyses, see Table 4. Figure 4 showed the comparison of the 

intention and preference to use LAI-PrEP by the current oral PrEP use status and current oral 

PrEP adherence through multivariable logistic modelling. 

Discussion 
 
To our knowledge, this study is the first study to investigate the interest, intention, and 

preference of LAI-PrEP and their determinants among MSM in the Netherlands and in 

Europe. Using longitudinal data of MSM that are accessing sexual healthcare outside of a 

clinical trial or study context and that includes early adopters of oral PrEP prior to its formal 

availability, our study not only can contribute to and inform future LAI-PrEP implementation 

policies and actions in the Netherlands, but also settings similar to the Netherlands.  

Following the DOI approach, LAI-PrEP thus does not seem complementary and 

would not serve a larger population as our findings showed that PrEP naïve and PrEP 

discontinued MSM were not more likely to intend to use LAI-PrEP compared to the early 

adopters and the majority oral PrEP users. These findings indicate that the introduction of 

LAI-PrEP may not motivate the PrEP naïve and PrEP discontinued MSM to start on LAI-

PrEP as earlier research had hypothesised (21, 23). In addition, our study did not observe a 

repeated innovator effect from the early adopters of oral PrEP. Our analyses revealed that 

being an oral early adopter does not predict a higher intention for LAI-PrEP compared to the 

majority oral PrEP users. Also, among the current oral PrEP users, our studies did not find 

the innovator effect on both the intention and preference for LAI-PrEP, too. These findings 

may suggest that, comparing to oral PrEP as a completely novel biomedical HIV prevention 

tools, LAI-PrEP may be considered as just a new format/regimen of PrEP. In turn, it may not 

be able to motivate those oral PrEP early adopters to adopt again. Another possible reason 
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may be positive experience with oral PrEP among MSM in the past that using oral PrEP can 

be sufficient to increase the quality of sex life (31). In turn, even though using LAI-PrEP can 

help avoiding taking medication daily/on-demand, it may not be a sufficient motivation for 

current oral PrEP users to switch to LAI-PrEP, regardless of their oral PrEP using status: 

early adopters or the majority oral PrEP users. 

Yet, our study, based on 309 MSM in the Netherlands, showed that 84% of our 

respondents had a high/very high interest of and 63% of our respondents had a high/very high 

intention prior to the official introduction in the Netherlands. More importantly, 57% of our 

respondents still had high/very high intention to use LAI-PrEP following a 180-day daily oral 

PrEP obligation after discontinuing LAI-PrEP uptake, prior to the official LAI-PrEP 

introduction in the Netherlands. Among the included 218 current oral PrEP users, 68% of 

them would prefer to use LAI-PrEP. These results thus indicate an effective, available, and 

affordable LAI-PrEP, as the new PrEP regimen, would be welcomed in the Netherlands. 

 We also found that there was a very small amount of our sample living in the 

Netherlands who would be willing to travel to another country to obtain LAI-PrEP. This 

finding thus highlights the fact that the PrEP tourism observed in the beginning stage of oral 

PrEP (4, 5, 8, 32) may not be observed again in terms of the LAI-PrEP. One reason may be 

that healthcare providers, such as nurses, are needed for the LAI-PrEP injection.  

In addition, we also investigated the willingness to mixing of LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP 

among MSM in the Netherlands. Even though this is not recommended and can raise 

concerns of potential drug resistance (27), we believe it can be important to investigate this 

scenario due to availability parameters of LAI-PrEP such as pricing of LAI-PrEP, which is 

assumed to be more expensive than oral PrEP. While the oral PrEP is relatively easy to 

access in the Netherlands, mixed use of the LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP may not be uncommon 

among some MSM sub-populations, such as MSM that frequently visit gay boat cruises, 
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circuit parties or Pride events. During different periods of tourism in a year, MSM may prefer 

to use LAI-PrEP during the periods when they have more sex with changing partners and oral 

PrEP when they have less sex and partners. Our findings of a small amount of MSM were 

interested in using both LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP together or at different time points of a year 

was thus in line with this notion. Yet, due to insufficient data, we could not identify which 

MSM sub-populations would be more likely to mix use LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP.  

However, what can be noteworthy to discuss is that our analyses revealed that the 

current oral PrEP users with a suboptimal adherence were more likely to prefer to use LAI-

PrEP if it becomes available and affordable in the Netherlands. Even though this effect was 

not statistically significant, we considered this effect relevant for public health, given how the 

oral PrEP adherence can influence the effectiveness of oral PrEP, and especially with a very 

close p-value to our statistical threshold of 0.05. One reason behind this finding may be that a 

daily/on-demand medication taking is not required for LAI-PrEP users. Given that one of the 

largest barriers of a good oral PrEP adherence is the daily/on-demand medication taking (11, 

18), even though our study did not find a positive association between oral PrEP suboptimal 

adherence and the LAI-PrEP intention among current PrEP users, oral PrEP users with 

suboptimal adherence can prefer to use LAI-PrEP when both PrEP regimens are available to 

them. This finding may thus point out the alternative targeted population for LAI-PrEP: 

Current oral PrEP users with suboptimal adherence. As the sub-population which using oral 

PrEP with the lowest oral PrEP effectiveness (16), with a higher preference for the LAI-PrEP 

and without the concern of the adherence issues, this population may benefit the most from 

using LAI-PrEP. 

 Our analyses also identified that MSM who were younger and ever got paid for sex 

were more likely to intend to use LAI-PrEP in the Netherlands. These findings were in line 

with the previous investigation for oral PrEP intention that a younger MSM (33), and MSM 
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who were involved in transactional sex (4) were more likely to intend to use oral PrEP. Also, 

the fact that no personality trait, especially for openness and agreeableness, which were 

considered being associated with the innovators’ effect in oral PrEP use (24, 33, 34), was 

associated with both intention and preference of LAI-PrEP among both MSM in general and 

those who were currently using oral PrEP needs to be highlighted. These findings may 

indicate a similar perception of how the LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP help can prevent HIV 

among MSM, that the factors were associate with a higher oral PrEP intention also predict for 

the LAI-PrEP intention.  

Strengths and Limitations 

The major strength of this study was the employment of the diffusion of innovation 

(DOI) approach to investigate the LAI-PrEP intention and preference among MSM and MSM 

who were using oral PrEP for the first time. With the DOI approach, our study was able to 

identify the potential target population, current oral PrEP using MSM with suboptimal 

adherence, for LAI-PrEP delivery when the LAI-PrEP become available in Europe. We were 

also able to reveal which factors determine a higher intention and preference for the LAI-

PrEP, too. We thus expect our results remain its relevance to the future LAI-PrEP 

implementation policies and eligibility criteria policies in the Netherlands, but also other 

settings with similar HIV context as the Netherlands. Another strength in this study can be 

the cross-sectional study design nested in a cohort study. Given the known and validated 

PrEP use status since 2017, our data on the PrEP use status was thus devoid of information 

bias and was reliable for the estimation following the DOI approach. 

There are few limitations that are applicable to our study. Firstly, we suggested 

positive experience with oral PrEP as the potential barrier for LAI-PrEP intention. However, 

due to insufficient data, future studies are warranted and should further investigate this with 

both more qualitative and empirical evidence. Secondly, we did not investigate the potential 
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adherence to LAI-PrEP among MSM who were intending to use LAI-PrEP, due to the lack of 

the real-world experience with LAI-PrEP. The adherence to LAI-PrEP may be the key to the 

effectiveness and the potential drug resistance issues (27). If those who with a suboptimal 

oral PrEP adherence would also have a suboptimal LAI-PrEP adherence, our suggestion of 

them being the target LAI-PrEP target population may be misleading. However, as measuring 

LAI-PrEP adherence fell outside the scope of this research, we cannot be sure if this is the 

case. An updated assessment at a later stage could be warranted. Thirdly, given that the cost 

of LAI-PrEP remains unknown in Europe, the findings from our study were based on the 

scenario of availability. In terms of a much higher cost of LAI-PrEP, our finding may have 

resulted in an overestimation, given the established impact of the cost to oral PrEP intention 

in the Netherlands (25). Therefore, future studies should also assess the intention of LAI-

PrEP in different scenarios of the cost of the LAI-PrEP to further investigate how the cost of 

LAI-PrEP may influence the intention and preference to use LAI-PrEP among MSM. Forth, 

given the relatively small sample size in this study, we considered a p<0.10 as relevant for 

our key variables of interest. Our relevant findings may be biased given the limited power. 

Future study should therefore investigate these topics with a larger sample size to provide 

more concise and more comprehensive estimations.  

In summary, we observed a high interest and intention to use LAI-PrEP among MSM 

and a high preference for LAI-PrEP among the current oral PrEP users in the Netherlands. 

Early-adopters of past oral PrEP use did not show increased intention to use LAI-PrEP and 

neither did PrEP-naïve nor PrEP-discontinued MSM. Suboptimal oral PrEP adherence 

determines LAI-PrEP preference but did not determine LAI-PrEP intention. To reach the full 

potential of LAI-PrEP in terms of HIV prevention, a targeted LAI-PrEP implementation 

strategy to the current oral PrEP users with suboptimal adherence seems needed when the 

LAI-PrEP become available in the Netherlands. 
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Figure 1. Flowchart of participants per data point. 
Note: LAI-PrEP = long-acting injectable pre-exposure prophylaxis. Detailed information for each data point see our previous study (9). 
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Table 1. Study characteristics of all included MSM 

Variables 

Total sample 

(n=309) 

High or very high intention 

to use LAI-PrEP (n=194) 

Not sure, Low or very 

low intention to use LAI-

PrEP (n=115) 

P-value  

(Fisher’s exact test 

or chi-square test) 

  
n/medi

an 

%/IQR n/median %/IQR n/median %/IQR  

Age 
   

§ 
   

 
<40-year-old 95 30.7 72 37,1 23 20,0 0.002 

 
>=40-year-old 214 69.3 122 62,9 92 80,0 

 

Sexual orientation 
       

 
Gay 287 93.2 181 93,3 106 92,2 0.67 

 
Bisexual 13 4.2 9 4,6 4 3,5 

 

 
Other 9 2.6 4 2,1 5 4,3 

 

Education 
       

 
Low 33 10.7 23 11,9 10 8,7 0.45 

 
High 276 89.3 171 88,1 105 91,3 

 

Employment 
       

 
Employed 279 90.3 178 91,8 101 87,8 0.53 

 
Unemployed 5 1.6 3 1,5 2 1,7 

 

 
Retired 19 6.1 9 4,6 10 8,7 

 

 
Student 6 1.9 4 2,1 2 1,7 

 

Finance 
       

 
Low 93 30.1 64 33,0 29 25,2 0.16 

 

Living comfortable/very 

comfortable with current income 
216 69.9 130 67,0 86 74,8 

 

Migrant status 
       

 
Dutch 249 80.6 148 76,3 101 87,8 0.04 

 
European 20 6.5 16 8,2 4 3,5 

 

 
Non-European 40 12.9 30 15,5 10 8,7 

 

Geo-location 
       

 
Main urban cities 211 68.3 128 66,0 83 72,2 0.31 

 
The rest of the country 98 31.7 66 34,0 32 27,8 

 

Oral PrEP use status 
       

 
Early adopter 128 41.4 86 44,3 42 36,5 0.03 

 
Majority oral PrEP user 90 29.1 62 32,0 28 24,3 

 

 
PrEP naïve 45 14.6 21 10,8 24 20,9 

 

 
PrEP discontinued 46 14.9 25 12,9 21 18,3 

 

LAI-PrEP awareness 
       

 
Yes 124 40.1 82 42,3 42 36,5 0.16 

 
No 185 59.9 112 57,7 73 63,5 

 

LAI-PrEP Interest 
       

 
Yes 256 82.8 192 99,0 64 55,7 <0.001 

 
No, not sure 53 17.2 2 1,0 51 44,3 

 

LAI-PrEP Intention 
       

 
Yes 194 62.8 NA NA NA NA NA 
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No 76 24.6 NA NA NA NA 

 

 
Not sure 39 12.6 NA NA NA NA 

 

PrEP regimens preference 
       

 
Do not want to use PrEP at all 13 4.2 2 1,0 11 9,6 <0.01 

 
LAI-PrEP 152 49.2 132 68,0 20 17,4 

 

 
Daily oral PrEP 37 12.0 12 6,2 25 21,7 

 

 
On-demand oral PrEP 59 19.1 15 7,7 44 38,3 

 

 
Mixed use of different regimens at 

different time 
48 15.5 33 17,0 11 9,6 

 

LAI-PrEP tourism acceptance** 
       

 
Yes 46 17.3 38 20,3 8 10,1 0.05 

 
No 220 82.7 149 79,7 71 89,9 

 

Mixed use of LAI-PrEP* 
       

 
Only LAI-PrEP NA NA 121 54.8 NA NA NA 

 

Mixed use of LAI-PrEP and oral 

PrEP at different time 
NA NA 31 13.9 NA NA 

 

 
Mixed use of LAI-PrEP and oral 

PrEP at the same time 
NA NA 3 1.4 NA NA 

 

 
Not sure NA NA 66 29.9 NA NA 

 
LAI-PrEP intention with 180 days 

obligation**        

 
Yes 152 57.1 131 70,1 21 26,6 <0.001 

 
No 72 27.1 31 16,6 41 51,9 

 

 
Not sure 42 15.8 25 13,4 17 21,5 

 

Relationship status 
       

 
Single 118 38.2 84 43,3 34 29,6 0.06 

 
Having dates 12 3.9 9 4,6 3 2,6 

 

 
In a relationship 78 25.2 43 22,2 35 30,4 

 

 
In an open/polyamorous 

relationship 
101 32.7 58 29,9 43 37,4 

 

Having steady partner with diagnosed 

HIV        

 
Yes 159 51.5 96 49,5 63 54,8 0.41 

 
No 150 48.5 98 50,5 52 45,2 

 
Having non-steady partner with 

diagnosed HIV        

 
Yes 114 36.9 76 39,2 38 33,0 

 

 
No 110 35.6 68 35,1 42 36,5 0.56 

 
Not sure 85 27.5 50 25,8 35 30,4 

 

STIs diagnosis 
       

 
Yes, within the previous 12 months 102 33.0 74 38,1 28 24,3 0.04 

 
Yes, more than 12 months ago 157 50.8 90 46,4 67 58,3 

 

 
Never 50 16.2 30 15,5 20 17,4 

 

Ever engage in Chemsex 
       

 
Yes 132 42.7 93 47,9 39 33,9 0.02 

 
No 177 57.3 101 52,1 76 66,1 

 

Buy sex 
       

 
Yes, within the previous 12 months 34 11.0 18 9,3 16 13,9 0.32 
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Yes, more than 12 months ago 16 5.2 12 6,2 4 3,5 

 

 
Never 259 83.8 164 84,5 95 82,6 

 

Paid sex (n=305) 
       

 
Yes, within the previous 12 months 31 10.0 22 11,3 9 7,8 0.14 

 
Yes, more than 12 months ago 9 2.9 8 4,1 1 0,9 

 

 
Never 256 85.8 161 83,0 104 90,4 

 

The Big Five personality inventory§ 
       

 
Extraversion 3.0 [2.5-4.0] 3.0 [2.5-4.0] 3.0 [2.25-3.5] 0.17 

 
Agreeableness 4.0 [3.5-4.5] 4.0 [3.5-4.0] 4.0 [3.5-4.5] 0.94 

 
Conscientiousness 3.5 [3.0-4.5] 3.5 [3.0-4.5] 3.75 [3.0-4.5] 0.90 

 
Neuroticism 2.5 [2.0-3.5] 2.5 [2.0-5.0] 2.5 [2.0-3.5] 0.80 

 
Openness 3.5 [3.0-4.5] 3.5 [3.0-4.5] 3.75 [3.0-4.5] 0.10 

Note: * indicates question was only asked for those who showed somehow LAI-PrEP intention.  ** indicates question was only asked for 

those who showed somehow LAI-PrEP interest. § indicate variables were measured on a 1-5 agreeable scale (with 1 = “Disagree strongly” 

and 5 “Agree strongly”) and presented with median [IQR]. LAI-PrEP = long-acting pre-exposure prophylaxis. NA = not applicable. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 11, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.11.22282218doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.11.22282218
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 
Figure 2. Distribution of (A) LAI-PrEP awareness among MSM, (B) LAI-PrEP 
awareness among MSM by oral PrEP use status, (C) LAI-PrEP interest among MSM, 
(D) LAI-PrEP interest among MSM by oral PrEP use status, (E) LAI-PrEP intention 
among MSM, and (F) LAI-PrEP intention among MSM by oral PrEP use status. 
Note: LAI-PrEP = long-acting injectable pre-exposure prophylaxis.  
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Table 2 Study characteristics of MSM who were currently using PrEP 

Variables Total sample 

N=218 

High or very high 

intention to use LAI-

PrEP 

Not sure, Low or very 

low intention to use LAI-

PrEP 

P-value  

(Fisher’s exact 

test or chi-square 

test) 

 
n % n % n %  

Age 
        

 
<40-year-old 59 27.1 52 35,1 7 10,0 

<0.001 

 
>=40-year-old 159 72.9 96 64,9 63 90,0 

Oral PrEP use status 
       

 
Majority oral PrEP user 90 41.3 62 41,9 28 40,0 

0.88 

 
Early adopter 128 58.7 86 58,1 42 60,0 

Oral PrEP adherence 
       

 
Perfect/Good 

adherence 
196 89.9 135 91,2 61 87,1 

0.65 

 
Poor adherence 22 10.1 13 8,8 9 12,9 

Finance 
        

 
Low 52 28.4 49 33,1 13 18,6 

0.03 

 

Living 

comfortable/very 

comfortable with 

current income 

156 71.6 99 66,9 67 95,7 

Migrant status 
       

 
Dutch 174 79.8 111 75,0 63 90,0 

0.02 
 

European 14 6.4 13 8,8 1 1,4 

 
Non-European 30 13.8 24 16,2 6 8,6 

Relationship status 
       

 
Single 84 38.5 63 42,6 21 30,0 

0.15 

 
Having dates 9 4.1 7 4,7 2 2,9 

 
In a relationship 37 17.0 26 17,6 11 15,7 

 

In an 

open/polyamorous 

relationship 

88 40.4 52 35,1 36 51,4 

STI diagnosis 
       

 
Yes, within the 

previous 12 months 
93 42.7 69 46,6 24 34,3 

0.04 
 

Yes, more than 12 

months ago 
18 49.1 14 9,5 42 60,0 

 
Never 107 8.3 65 43,9 4 5,7 

Ever engage in Chemsex 
       

 
Yes 112 51.4 79 53,4 33 47,1 

0.47 

 
No 106 48.6 69 46,6 69 98,6 

Buy sex 
        

 
Yes, within the 

previous 12 months 
13 6.0 10 6,8 3 4,3 

0.16 
 

Yes, more than 12 

months ago 
22 10.1 11 7,4 11 15,7 

 
Never 183 83.9 127 85,8 56 80,0 

Paid sex (n=216) 
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Yes, within the 

previous 12 months 
7 3.2 6 4,1 1 1,4 

0.11 
 

Yes, more than 12 

months ago 
20 9.2 17 11,5 3 4,3 

 
Never 189 87.5 123 83,1 66 94,3 

The Big Five personality inventory§ 
      

 
Extraversion 3.0 [2.5-4.0] 3.5 [2.5-4.0] 3.0 [2.5-3.5] 0.09 

 
Agreeableness 4.0 [3.5-4.5] 4.0 [3.5-4.0] 4.0 [3.5-4.5] 0.77 

 
Conscientiousness 3.5 [3.0-4.5] 3.75 [3.0-4.5] 3.5 [3.0-4.5] 0.76 

 
Neuroticism 2.5 [2.0-3.5] 2.5 [2.0-3.5] 2.0 [1.5-3.5] 0.51 

 
Openness 3.5 [3.0-4.5] 3.5 [3.0-4.5] 3.5 [3.0-4.0] 0.02 

Note: § indicate variables were measured on a 1-5 agreeable scale (with 1 = “Disagree strongly” and 5 “Agree strongly”) and presented with 

median [IQR]. LAI-PrEP = long-acting pre-exposure prophylaxis. 
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Figure 3. Intention to use long-acting injectable PrEP by current oral PrEP use status, 
following the confusion of innovation approach through multivariable logistic modelling. 
Note: PrEP = pre-exposure prophylaxis. 
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Table 3 Determinants of LAI-PrEP intention (high/very high vs. the rest of the scale) 
among MSM 
Variables Univariable model Multivariable model 

OR 95%CI P-value aOR 95%CI P-value 

Age   
    

 
<40-year-old Ref 

 

 
Ref 

 

 
>=40-year-old 0.42 0.24 - 0.71 0.002 0.43 0.21 - 0.84 0.01 

Sexual orientation   
    

 
Gay Ref 

 

    

 
Bisexual 1.32 0.42 - 4.96 0.65 

  

 
Other 0.59 0.14 - 2.52 0.46 

  
Education   

    

 
Low Ref 

 

    

 
High 0.70 0.31 - 1.51 0.39 

  
Employment   

    

 
Employed Ref 

 

    

 
Unemployed 0.85 0.14 - 6.54 0.51 

  

 
Retired 0.51 0.20,1.30 0.88 

  

 
Student 1.53 0.22 - 8.29 0.86 

  
Finance   

    

 
Low Ref 

 

    

 
Living comfortable/very comfortable with current income 0.68 0.40 - 1.14 0.15 

  
Migrant status   

    

 
Dutch Ref 

 

    

 
European 1.00 0.969.74 0.08 

  

 
Non-European 0.71 0.99 - 4.58 0.06 

  
Geo-location   

    

 
Main urban cities Ref 

 

    

 
The rest of the country 1.34 0.81 - 2.23 0.25 

  
Oral PrEP use status   

    

 
Early adopter Ref 

 

 
Ref 

 

 
Majority oral PrEP user 1.08 0.61 - 1.49 0.79 0.70 0.34 - 1.42 0.33 

PrEP naïve 0.42 0.21 - 0.85 0.01 0.39 0.16 - 0.92 0.03 

PrEP discontinued 0.58 0.29 - 1.16 0.12 0.46 0.18 - 1.14 0.09 

Relationship status   
    

 
Single Ref 

 

    

 
Having dates 1.21 0.34 - 5.72 0.78 

  

 
In a relationship 0.50 0.27 - 0.90 0.02 

  

 
In an open/polyamorous relationship 0.55 0.31 - 0.95 0.03 

  
Having steady partner with diagnosed HIV   

    

 
Yes Ref 

 

    

 
No 1.24 0.78 - 1.97 0.36 

  
Having non-steady partner with diagnosed HIV   
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Yes Ref 

 

    

 
No 0.81 0.47 - 1.40 0.45 

  

 
Not sure 0.74 0.41 - 1.32 0.30 

  
STI diagnosis   

    

 
Yes, within the previous 12 months Ref 

 

    

 
Yes, more than 12 months ago 0.51 0.29 - 0.86 0.01 

  

 
Never 0.57 0.28 - 1.16 0.12 

  
Ever engage in Chemsex   

    

 
Yes Ref 

 

    

 
No 0.56 0.34 - 0.89 0.02 

  
Buy sex   

    

 
Yes, within the previous 12 months Ref 

 

    

 
Yes, more than 12 months ago 0.38 0.09 - 1.32 0.14 

  

 
Never 0.58 0.16 - 1.70 0.35 

  
Paid sex (n=305)   

    

 
Yes, within the previous 12 months Ref 

 

 
Ref 

 

 
Yes, more than 12 months ago 0.31 0.02 - 2.04 0.30 0.05 0.00 - 1.31 0.07 

Never 0.19 0.01 - 1.08 0.12 0.03 0.00 - 0.75 0.03 

The Big Five personality inventory§   
    

 
Extraversion 1.26 0.97 - 1.62 0.08 

  

 
Agreeableness 0.97 0.62 - 1.24 0.46 

  

 
Conscientiousness 0.91 0.68 - 1.22 0.54 

  

 
Neuroticism 1.04 0.82,1.32 0.76 

  

 
Openness 0.98 0.76 - 1.28 0.92 

  Note: § indicate variables were measured on a 1-5 agreeable scale (with 1 = “Disagree strongly” and 5 “Agree strongly”). aOR = adjusted 

odds ratio. CI = confident interval. OR = odds ratio. 
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Figure 4. (A) Intention to and (B) preference of using long-acting injectable PrEP by 
current oral PrEP use status, following the confusion of innovation approach, and 
current oral PrEP adherence through multivariable logistic modelling. 
Note: PrEP = pre-exposure prophylaxis.   
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Table 4 Determinants of LAI-PrEP intention and preference among current oral PrEP users 

Variables 

LAI-PrEP intention (High/very high vs. the rest of the scales) LAI-PrEP preference (LAI-PrEP or mixed use of LAI-PrEP and oral PrEP vs. Oral PrEP) 

Univariable model Multivariable model Univariable model Multivariable model 

OR 95%CI P aOR 95%CI P-value OR 95%CI P aOR 95%CI P-value 

Age 
             

 
<40-year-old Ref 

  
Ref 

  
Ref 

  
Ref 

  

 
>=40-year-old 0.21 0.08 - 0.45 <0.001 0.25 0.08 - 0.72 0.01 2.64 1.31 - 5.71 0.01 2.63 1.22 - 5.70 0.01 

Oral PrEP use status 
            

 
Majority PrEP user Ref 

  
Ref 

  
Ref 

     

 
Early adopter 0.92 0.52 - 1.65 0.791 1.47 0.72 - 3.02 0.291 0.94 0.53 - 1.68 0.84 0.91 0.50 - 1.66 0.76 

Oral PrEP adherence 
            

 
Perfect/Good adherence Ref 

  
Ref 

  
Ref 

  
Ref 

  

 
Poor adherence 0.65 0.26 - 1.65 0.35 0.91 0.42 - 1.96 0.78 2.27 0.92 - 5.57 0.07 2.39 0.94 - 6.04 0.06 

Finance 
            

 
Low Ref 

  
Ref 

  
Ref 

     

 

Living comfortable/very 

comfortable with current 

income 

0.46 0.22 - 0.90 0.02 0.39 0.15 - 1.03 0.06 1.13 0.61 - 2.17 0.70 
   

Migrant status 
            

 
Dutch Ref 

     
Ref 

  
Ref 

  

 
European 1.99 0.94 - 57,73 0.06 

   
0.14 0.02 - 1.08 0.06 0.14 0.02 - 1.12 0.06 

 
Non-European 0.82 0.88 - 4.84 0.09 

   
0.65 0.27 - 1.56 0.34 0.85 0.33 - 2.18 0.74 

Relationship status 
            

 
Single Ref 

     
Ref 

     

 
Having dates 1.17 0.25,5.03 0.85 

   
2.00 0.46 - 8.19 0.33 

   

 
In a relationship 0.79 0.33 - 1.90 0.58 

   
1.90 0.84 - 4.27 0.11 

   

 
In an open/polyamorous 

relationship 
0.48 0.25 - 0.92 0.03 

   
1.10 0.57 - 2.13 0.76 

   
STI diagnosis 

            

 . 
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Yes, within the previous 

12 months 
Ref 

     
Ref 

     

 
Yes, more than 12 

months ago 
0.53 0.29 - 0.97 0.04 

   
1.78 0.97 - 3.30 0.51 

   

 
Never 1.21 0.39 - 4.61 0.74 

   
1.43 0.46 - 4.14 0.06 

   
Ever engage in Chemsex 

            

 
Yes Ref 

     
Ref 

     

 
No 0.78 0.44 - 1.37 0.39 

   
1.04 0.58 - 1.83 0.89 

   
Buy sex 

            

 
Yes, within the previous 

12 months 
Ref 

     
Ref 

     

 
Yes, more than 12 

months ago 
0.30 0.05 - 1.29 0.12 

   
1.86 0.45 - 8.66 0.39 

   

 
Never 0.68 0.14 - 2.32 0.57 

   
1.02 0.31 - 3.88 0.98 

   
Paid sex (n=216) 

            

 
Yes, within the previous 

12 months 
Ref 

     
Ref 

     

 
Yes, more than 12 

months ago 
0.31 0.02 - 1.87 0.28 

   
1.50 0.17 - 32.55 0.73 

   

 
Never 0.94 0.04 - 9.17 0.96 

   
3.21 0.53 - 61.48 0.28 

   
The Big Five personality inventory§ 

           

 
Extraversion 1.39 1.01 - 1.94 0.04 

   
0.85 0.61 - 1.17 0.33 

   

 
Agreeableness 0.71 0.46 - 1.09 0.12 

   
1.56 1.01 - 2.46 0.04 

   

 
Conscientiousness 1.00 0.71 - 1.40 0.99 

   
1.12 0.80 - 1.60 0.49 

   

 
Neuroticism 1.19 0.89 - 1.58 0.23 

   
0.94 0.71 - 1.25 0.72 

   

 
Openness 1.10 0.79 - 1.52 0.56 

   
1.20 0.87 - 1.67 0.27 

   
Note: § indicate variables were measured on a 1-5 agreeable scale (with 1 = “Disagree strongly” and 5 “Agree strongly”). aOR = adjusted odds ratio. CI = confident interval. OR = odds ratio.  . 
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