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[ ZE] a7 M35zl 4% (female sex workers, FSWs) s 3 i@ R ZaT 5 A 25
( pre-exposure prophylaxis,Pr-EP) 694 B & &, 4 HIV & & A#E Pr-EP &9 FRE T L ah, &k T3
BLERF T e b BRRTIRAG IO RA MBS G FSWs #Hi7— st — 0B 4 P 4IRS, 4 2.
Ak iAE T 762 4 FSWs, 3t Pr-EP A 673 A(88.32% ) Mk Uritit ,88 A(11.55% ) “iiftit, 7
& 453 BT TAE ) FSWs 2F X% Pr-EP writ & & T F K483 AT T4F 69 FSWs(P <0.001) , 528 A
(69.29% ) & 7 B Z R 254,145 A(19.03% ) 7 R Z MR 254,89 A(11.68% ) & =1EA TH A
1R, &P ARG BT TAE6) FSWs x¢ Pr-EP1& A & R A WA 2 RF (P =0.285), *F TR &1 A
Pr-EP % £ X 2 Moy 2 otk R A A5 R R EEA Pr-EP 69 £ 2R BARK K . B TEA B
X FERORIE MO RAR 12 i ag 8 R F, k758 FSWs 273 % Pr-EP 694
ZHE BB, BN AR AR AL P-EP &G AT ERYaAE.
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Acceptability of pre-exposure prophylaxis among female sex workers in
Xinjiang
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[ Abstract] Objective: To assess the acceptability of pre-exposure prophylaxis ( Pr-EP) among the
female sex workers in Xinjiang. Methods: A volunteer-based, anonymous and one-to-one questionnaire
survey was conducted in 762 female sex workers ( FSW) in Urumqi and Kelamayi of Xinjiang Uyghur
Autonomous Region. Results: Among 762 FSW surveyed,673 (88.32% ) was not aware of pre-exposure
prophylaxis with an awareness rate of 11.55% . The awareness rate of FSWs working in high-end

entertainment venues was higher than that of FSWs working in medium-low end entertainment venues( P

<0.001). Five hundred and twenty eight FSWs (69.29% ) were willing to take Pr-EP,145 (19.03% )
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were unwilling to take the medicine and 89 (11.68% ) were possible to use the Pr-EP. There was no
significant difference in willingness of using Pr-EP among FSWs working in high and medium-low end
entertainment venuew ( P =0. 285). The subjects who were willing to take Pr-EP mainly concerned of the
drug security , effectiveness and cost. The main reasons for not willing to take Pr-EP were : not having risk
of infecting HIV, suspecting effectiveness of Pr-EP and worrying about side effects. Conclusions; The

acceptability to use Pr-EP in female sex workers of Xinjiang is relatively high and the drug security,

effectiveness and cost will influence the promotion and application of Pr-EP in the future.
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T RS T TAER FSWs, o KR35 1 T
YRR FSWs X 3L %5 Pr-EP Wy 13 5 1 I 5& A<
HATA
Zat R ) =15. 44, 7E « =0.05

KKHE T, RN ERE IR
2.3 WPk PrEP R 7R A 762
A, Ay 528 A (69.29% ) FoR B FH 24
P7,145 A (19.03% ) Fm A 254,89
AN(11.68% ) FRARESHA(FE 2) .
2.4 R[ETAES T FSWs %t Pr-EP (i i &% &

RS T | AR B AR 3 T FSWs %) Pr-
EP i EEMNER IR 3, =X LR ER TS
AR (P =0.285) , BB & b AR A 3 o
FSWs 1y Pr-EP fifi F 5l TG AN o

F2 FSWs f Pr-EP 4 8 & R o945 0L
Table 2 Acceptability of Pr-EP among FSWs

x1 RE TAEP P FSWs st % 5% Pr-EP &
T E
Table 1 Different workplace FSWs's hear rate
about Pr-EP

TAE P 1%k Wrid/n WrULE/ %
R B 184 36 19.57
TR i 227 22 9.69
(S=p70 351 30 8.55
& it 762 88 11.55

A SR TAES T FSWs X 300595 Pr-EP [T 138
LRI ' =15.44,P <0.001. 5437 7t
' =8.174 P <0.004; 5LRYIZ I, “x° =13.551 P
<0. 001 ; 5{EA4HIT L, ) =0.221 P =0. 639.

i Pr-EP [ 550 ﬂﬁ S Prpp E%aﬁﬁﬁ J’?‘%ﬁﬁﬁ
N EE O WReEE AEE BPUH BRWIR/%
LR 762 424 93 245 424 55.64
TR+ IR 338 39 84 215 463 60.76
WA + Tt + DEOTEIR 299 48 77 174 511 67.06
GRAR + Tt + ZEATERA 251 17 89 145 528 69. 29

*x3 FREFE ITAEHFT FSWs xf Pr-EP 4% 1 & &
#H IL
Table 3 Acceptability of Pr-EP among FSWs

working in different place

[#],(%) ]

TR BB TREER R
FT 127(69.03)  27(14.67)  30(16.30)
(n=184)
»/i |
PRI 152(66.96)  23(10.13)  52(22.91)
(n=227)
(e 249(70.94)  39(11.11)  63(17.95)
(n=351)

¥ =5.02,P=0.285.
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EEL AR (24,16.55% ) AR N K
BT7,11.72% ) AH DR N AR SR (17,
11.72% ) AH BN (6,4, 14% ) AHL %
N (5,3.45% ) o
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