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HIV diagnoses amongst MSM
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Effective interventions
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What is the impact of PrEP on the HIV epidemic
amongst MSM in comparison to ‘test and treat’?
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MSM and PrEP
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Proportionate mixing
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Diagnhoses over time
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MSM on PrEP
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MSM on treatment with ‘test and treat’
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Infections averted 2010-2019
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Effectiveness
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Conclusion & Discussion

e ‘Test and treat’ most effective in reducing new number of
HIV infections.

e PrEP may be a useful prevention measure when targeted to
men with highest sexual risk behaviour.

e Danger of risk compensation. Did happen before!

e Implementation may be challenging.

e Use PrEP as part of combination prevention.
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