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[bookmark: _Toc95416984]1. Data description
[bookmark: _Toc95416985]1.1 Recruitment and representativeness of recruited patients 
139 participants were randomised in the study during the study period: 69 to ARM A and 70 to ARM B (Figure 1). Table 1 summarises the reasons for withdrawing from the study.Figure 1: Trial flow diagram.
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Table 1: Summary of study withdrawals
	
	Reason for withdrawal

	Study period
	ARM A (HOME PEPSE)
n = 69 randomised
	ARM B (DEFERRED)
n = 70 randomised

	Baseline to Week 48
	12 Lost to follow-up 
6 Withdrew consent
8 Started PrEP
	11 Lost to follow-up 
4 Withdrew consent
5 Started PrEP
2 HIV diagnosis

	
	26 total withdrawals 
	22 total withdrawals

	Week 48 to Week 72 
	
	4 Lost to follow-up 
1 Withdrew consent
3 Started PrEP
1 Uncompliant with protocol

	
	
	9 total withdrawals


[bookmark: _Toc95416986]1.2 Baseline comparability of randomised groups
Baseline characteristics were reasonably balanced between the two arms (Table 2a). The largest difference was seen in location of birth, 31 (47%; n=66) participants in ARM A were born in the UK and 43 (62%; n=69) were in ARM B. The median age at registration was 30 [IQR: 26-39] years and of the 135 participants that completed the baseline questionnaire, most were white (75%), university educated (72%), working full time (73%), and born in the UK (55%). 
Table 2a: Baseline Characteristics. Data presented as median [IQR] or n (%). Differences between the baseline characteristics of the arms ≥ 10% are highlighted in blue. Four participants (three in ARM A and one in ARM B) did not complete the Baseline Questionnaire and were not included in the table. 18 participants did not complete the All Visits Questionnaire at baseline so were not included in the summary of relationship status. 
	
	Entire 
Sample
n = 135 
	ARM A 
(HOME PEPSE)
n = 66
	ARM B 
(DEFERRED)
n = 69

	Age at registration 
	30 [26, 39]
	30 [27,40]
	29 [26,37]

	Age category
	
	
	

	    
	19 (14%)
	8 (12%)
	11 (16%)

	    
	116 (86%)
	58 (88%)
	58 (84%)

	Ethnicity
	
	
	

	    White/Caucasian
	101 (75%)
	52 (79%)
	49 (71%)

	    Black or African
	9 (7%)
	4 (6%)
	5 (7%)

	    Oriental
	6 (4%)
	2 (3%)
	4 (6%)

	    Other
	19 (14%)
	8 (12%)
	11 (16%)

	University degree
	97 (72%)
	45 (68%)
	52 (75%)

	Employment status
	
	
	

	    Full time
	98 (73%)
	46 (70%)
	52 (75%)

	    Part time
	9 (7%)
	4 (6%)
	5 (7%)

	    Education
	20 (15%)
	11 (17%)
	9 (13%)

	    Unemployed
	8 (6%)
	5 (8%)
	3 (4%)

	Born in the UK
	74 (55%)
	31 (47%)
	43 (62%)

	Not currently in a relationship
	88 (65%)
	43 (75%)
	45 (75%)

	Circumcised  
	37 (27%)
	19 (29%)
	18 (26%)

	STI diagnosed in past 12 months
	
	
	

	    Any
	75 (56%)
	34 (52%)
	41 (59%)

	    Bacterial a
	71 (53%)
	32 (49%)
	39 (57%)

	    Rectal b 
	42 (31%)
	17 (26%)
	25 (36%)

	Number of HIV tests in past 12 months
	3 [2,4]
	3 [2,4]
	3 [2,4]

	Used PEPSE in past 12 months
	53 (39%)
	30 (46%)
	23 (33%)


a Gonorrhoea, chlamydia, or syphilis
b Rectal gonorrhoea or rectal chlamydia 
[bookmark: _Toc95416987]1.3 Baseline comparability of withdrawal status
Participants that withdrew were slightly younger, more likely to have the ethnicity category “Other”, be in a relationship and have STIs diagnosed in the previous 12 months, and less likely to have a university degree and circumcised (Table 2b). Of the 48 participants that withdrew, 9 were on or after Jan 1st, 2020.
Table 2b: Baseline Characteristics. Data presented as median [IQR] or n (%). Four participants (three that did and one that did not withdraw) did not complete the Baseline Questionnaire and were not included in the table. 18 participants did not complete the All-Visits Questionnaire at baseline so were not included in the summary of relationship status. 
	
	Entire 
Sample
n = 135 
	Did not Withdraw
n = 88
	Withdrew from the study
n = 47

	Age at registration 
	30 [13]
	31 [13]
	28 [10]

	Age category
	
	
	

	    
	19 (14%)
	11 (12%)
	8 (17%)

	    
	116 (86%)
	77 (88%)
	39 (83%)

	Ethnicity
	
	
	

	    White/Caucasian
	101 (75)
	68 (77)
	33 (70)

	    Black or African
	9 (7%)
	6 (7%)
	3 (6%)

	    Oriental
	6 (4%)
	4 (5%)
	2 (4%)

	    Other
	19 (14%)
	10 (11%)
	9 (19%)

	University degree
	97 (72%)
	65 (74%)
	32 (68%)

	Employment status
	
	
	

	    Full time
	98 (73%)
	63 (72%)
	35 (74%)

	    Part time
	9 (7%)
	4 (5%)
	5 (11%)

	    Education
	20 (15%)
	15 (17%)
	5 (11%)

	    Unemployed
	8 (6%)
	6 (7%)
	2 (4%)

	Born in the UK
	74 (55%)
	49 (56%)
	25 (53%)

	Not currently in a relationship
	88 (65%)
	60 (68%)
	28 (60%)

	Circumcised  
	37 (27%)
	28 (32%)
	9 (19%)

	STI diagnosed in past 12 months
	
	
	

	    Any
	75 (56%)
	46 (52%)
	29 (62%)

	    Bacterial a
	71 (53%)
	43 (49%)
	28 (60%)

	    Rectal b 
	42 (31%)
	24 (27%)
	18 (38%)

	Number of HIV tests in past 12 months
	3 [2]
	3 [2]
	3 [2]

	Used PEPSE in past 12 months
	53 (39%)
	35 (40%)
	18 (38%)


a Gonorrhoea, chlamydia, or syphilis
b Rectal gonorrhoea or rectal chlamydia 
[bookmark: _Toc95416988]1.4 Baseline sexual lifestyle responses 

Tables 3a-3f summarise the baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics for the study participants. 
Table 3a: Baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics by treatment arm. Data presented as n (%). Four participants (three in ARM A and one in ARM B) did not complete the Baseline Questionnaire and were not included in the table. 
	
	Entire Sample
n = 135 
	HOME PEPSE
n = 66
	DEFERRED
n = 69

	How worried would you be about getting HIV if you had sex with a man whose HIV status you didn’t know:
	
	
	

	No condom and you are bottom
	
	
	

	     Very worried
	118 (87)
	57 (86)
	61 (88)

	     Somewhat worried
	15 (11)
	7 (11)
	8 (12)

	     Not worried
	2 (1)
	2 (3)
	0 (0)

	No condom and you are top
	
	
	

	     Very worried
	62 (46)
	26 (39)
	36 (52)

	     Somewhat worried
	65 (48)
	34 (52)
	31 (45)

	     Not worried
	8 (6)
	6 (9)
	2 (3)

	No condom and you took PEP after sex that you were bottom receptive anal sex 
	
	
	

	     Very worried
	24 (18)
	10 (15)
	14 (20)

	     Somewhat worried
	85 (63)
	46 (70)
	39 (57)

	     Not worried
	26 (19)
	10 (15)
	16 (23)

	How worried would you be about getting HIV if you had sex with a man who was HIV positive and not on HIV drugs:
	
	
	

	No condom and you are bottom
	
	
	

	     Very worried
	133 (99)
	64 (97)
	69 (100)

	     Somewhat worried
	0 (0)
	0 (100)
	0 (0)

	     Not worried
	2 (1)
	2 (3)
	0 (0)

	No condom and you are top
	
	
	

	     Very worried
	125 (93)
	58 (88)
	67 (97)

	     Somewhat worried
	10 (7)
	8 (12)
	2 (3)

	     Not worried
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	No condom and you took PEP after sex that you were bottom receptive anal sex 
	
	
	

	     Very worried
	81 (60)
	42 (64)
	39 (57)

	     Somewhat worried
	45 (33)
	21 (32)
	24 (35)

	     Not worried
	9 (7)
	3 (5)
	6 (9)

	How worried would you be about getting HIV if you had sex with a man who was HIV positive and was on HIV drugs:
	
	
	

	No condom and you are bottom
	
	
	

	     Very worried
	62 (46)
	27 (41)
	35 (51)

	     Somewhat worried
	56 (41)
	30 (45)
	26 (38)

	     Not worried
	17 (13)
	9 (14)
	8 (12)

	No condom and you are top
	
	
	

	     Very worried
	40 (30)
	15 (23)
	25 (36)

	     Somewhat worried
	66 (49)
	37 (56)
	29 (42)

	     Not worried
	29 (21)
	14 (21)
	15 (22)

	No condom and you took PEP after sex that you were bottom receptive anal sex 
	
	
	

	     Very worried
	28 (21)
	10 (15)
	18 (26)

	     Somewhat worried
	61 (45)
	34 (52)
	27 (39)

	     Not worried
	46 (34)
	22 (33)
	24 (35)

























Table 3b: Baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics by treatment arm. Data presented as n (%). Four participants (three in ARM A and one in ARM B) did not complete the Baseline Questionnaire and were not included in the table. 
	
	Entire Sample
n = 135 
	HOME PEPSE
n = 66
	DEFERRED
n = 69

	How likely would you be to attend for PEPSE in the following situations?
	
	
	

	No condom, you are bottom for anal sex with a casual partner who I didn’t know if they had HIV
	
	
	

	   Extremely unlikely
	7 (5)
	4 (6)
	3 (4)

	   Somewhat unlikely
	7 (5)
	1 (2)
	6 (9)

	   Neither likely/unlikely
	3 (2)
	1 (2)
	2 (3)

	   Somewhat likely
	21 (16)
	10 (15)
	11 (16)

	   Very likely
	97 (72)
	50 (76)
	47 (68)

	No condom, you are bottom for anal sex with regular partner who I didn’t know if they had HIV
	
	
	

	   Extremely unlikely
	8 (6)
	5 (8)
	3 (4)

	   Somewhat unlikely
	9 (7)
	3 (5)
	6 (9)

	   Neither likely/unlikely
	16 (12)
	4 (6)
	12 (17)

	   Somewhat likely
	44 (33)
	23 (35)
	21 (30)

	   Very likely
	58 (43)
	31 (47)
	27 (39)

	Sharing needles with someone I didn’t know if they had HIV
	
	
	

	   Extremely unlikely
	12 (9)
	7 (11)
	5 (7)

	   Somewhat unlikely
	11 (8)
	6 (9)
	5 (7)

	   Neither likely/unlikely
	6 (4)
	3 (5)
	3 (4)

	   Somewhat likely
	106 (79)
	50 (76)
	56 (81)

	   Very likely
	12 (9)
	7 (11)
	5 (7)

	No condom, you are top for anal sex with casual partner who had HIV and was not on HIV drugs
	
	
	

	   Extremely unlikely
	8 (6)
	4 (6)
	4 (6)

	   Somewhat unlikely
	6 (4)
	1 (2)
	5 (7)

	   Neither likely/unlikely
	7 (5)
	5 (8)
	2 (3)

	   Somewhat likely
	18 (13)
	11 (17)
	7 (10)

	   Very likely
	96 (71)
	45 (68)
	51 (74)

	No condom, you are top for anal sex with regular partner who had HIV and was not on HIV drugs
	
	
	

	   Extremely unlikely
	9 (7)
	5 (8)
	4 (6)

	   Somewhat unlikely
	7 (5)
	3 (5)
	4 (6)

	   Neither likely/unlikely
	6 (4)
	3 (5)
	3 (4)

	   Somewhat likely
	17 (13)
	11 (17)
	6 (9)

	   Very likely
	96 (71)
	44 (67)
	52 (75)

	No condom, you are bottom for anal sex with casual partner who had HIV and was on HIV drugs
	
	
	

	   Extremely unlikely
	9 (7)
	6 (9)
	3 (4)

	   Somewhat unlikely
	16 (12)
	9 (14)
	7 (10)

	   Neither likely/unlikely
	18 (13)
	5 (8)
	13 (19)

	   Somewhat likely
	24 (18)
	12 (18)
	12 (17)

	   Very likely
	68 (50)
	34 (52)
	34 (49)

	No condom, you are bottom for anal sex with regular partner who had HIV and was on HIV drugs
	
	
	

	   Extremely unlikely
	15 (11)
	10 (15)
	5 (7)

	   Somewhat unlikely
	21 (16)
	9 (14)
	12 (17)

	   Neither likely/unlikely
	17 (13)
	5 (8)
	12 (17)

	   Somewhat likely
	24 (18)
	13 (20)
	11 (16)

	   Very likely
	58 (43)
	29 (44)
	29 (42)



















Table 3c: Baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics by treatment arm. Data presented as n (%). Four participants (three in ARM A and one in ARM B) did not complete the Baseline Questionnaire and were not included in the table. 
	
	Entire Sample
n = 135 
	HOME PEPSE
n = 66
	DEFERRED
n = 69

	When did you last do any of the following (even if it is not typical for you)?
	
	
	

	Had sex after having enough alcohol to feel drunk
	
	
	

	   Never
	32 (24)
	15 (23)
	17 (25)

	   In the last 4 weeks
	32 (24)
	16 (24)
	16 (23)

	   in the last 3 months
	39 (29)
	18 (27)
	21 (30)

	   in the last 6 months
	32 (24)
	17 (26)
	15 (22)

	Had sex after using recreational drugs
	
	
	

	   Never
	83 (61)
	38 (58)
	45 (65)

	   In the last 4 weeks
	20 (15)
	10 (15)
	10 (14)

	   in the last 3 months
	12 (9)
	8 (12)
	4 (6)

	   in the last 6 months
	20 (15)
	10 (15)
	10 (14)

	Had sex after using a substance that helps keep an erection
	
	
	

	   Never
	85 (63)
	45 (68)
	40 (58)

	   In the last 4 weeks
	22 (16)
	7 (11)
	15 (22)

	   in the last 3 months
	11 (8)
	6 (9)
	5 (7)

	   in the last 6 months
	17 (13)
	8 (12)
	9 (13)

	In group sex (sex with more than one other person on the same occasion)
	
	
	

	   Never
	66 (49)
	32 (48)
	34 (49)

	   In the last 4 weeks
	18 (13)
	7 (11)
	11 (16)

	   in the last 3 months
	20 (15)
	10 (15)
	10 (14)

	   in the last 6 months
	31 (23)
	17 (26)
	14 (20)

	Paid a man for sex
	
	
	

	   Never
	130 (96)
	63 (95)
	67 (97)

	   In the last 4 weeks
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	   in the last 3 months
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	   in the last 6 months
	5 (4)
	3 (5)
	2 (3)

	Received money for having sex
	
	
	

	   Never
	133 (99)
	64 (97)
	69 (100)

	   In the last 4 weeks
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	   in the last 3 months
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	   in the last 6 months
	2 (1)
	2 (3)
	0 (0)

	Received drugs for having sex
	
	
	

	   Never
	131 (97)
	63 (95)
	68 (99)

	   In the last 4 weeks
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	   in the last 3 months
	2 (1)
	1 (2)
	1 (1)

	   in the last 6 months
	2 (1)
	2 (3)
	0 (0)

	Received something else (such as a place to stay) for having sex
	
	
	

	   Never
	131 (97)
	63 (95)
	68 (99)

	   In the last 4 weeks
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	   in the last 3 months
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (1)

	   in the last 6 months
	2 (1)
	2 (3)
	0 (0)

	Ask new sex partner about his HIV status before sex
	
	
	

	   Never
	27 (20)
	11 (17)
	16 (23)

	   In the last 4 weeks
	50 (37)
	26 (39)
	24 (35)

	   in the last 3 months
	32 (24)
	15 (23)
	17 (25)

	in the last 6 months
	26 (19)
	14 (21)
	12 (17)

	Had sex with someone you met through the internet
	
	
	

	   Never
	9 (7)
	6 (9)
	3 (4)

	   In the last 4 weeks
	76 (56)
	37 (56)
	39 (57)

	   in the last 3 months
	27 (20)
	9 (14)
	18 (26)

	in the last 6 months
	23 (17)
	14 (21)
	9 (13)

	Talked to a sex partner about PEP before sex
	
	
	

	   Never
	74 (55)
	40 (61)
	34 (49)

	   In the last 4 weeks
	28 (21)
	9 (14)
	19 (28)

	   in the last 3 months
	16 (12)
	9 (14)
	7 (10)

	in the last 6 months
	17 (13)
	8 (12)
	9 (13)









Table 3d: Baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics by treatment arm. Data presented as n (%). Four participants (three in ARM A and one in ARM B) did not complete the Baseline Questionnaire and were not included in the table. 
	
	Entire Sample
n = 135 
	HOME PEPSE
n = 66
	DEFERRED
n = 69

	We would like to know more about how you feel about your sex life as it is at the moment. 
	
	
	

	I am happy with my sex life
	
	
	

	   Strongly agree
	20 (15)
	9 (14)
	11 (16)

	   Agree
	60 (44)
	30 (45)
	30 (43)

	   Neutral or uncertain
	36 (27)
	16 (24)
	20 (29)

	   Disagree
	14 (10)
	7 (11)
	7 (10)

	   Strongly disagree
	5 (4)
	4 (6)
	1 (1)

	I am as sexually confident as I want to be
	
	
	

	   Strongly agree
	22 (16)
	8 (12)
	14 (20)

	   Agree
	49 (36)
	27 (41)
	22 (32)

	   Neutral or uncertain
	29 (21)
	14 (21)
	15 (22)

	   Disagree
	28 (21)
	13 (20)
	15 (22)

	   Strongly disagree
	7 (5)
	4 (6)
	3 (4)

	I find it easy to say "no" to sex I don't want
	
	
	

	   Strongly agree
	51 (38)
	25 (38)
	26 (38)

	   Agree
	50 (37)
	26 (39)
	24 (35)

	   Neutral or uncertain
	21 (16)
	8 (12)
	13 (19)

	   Disagree
	6 (4)
	2 (3)
	4 (6)

	   Strongly disagree
	7 (5)
	5 (8)
	2 (3)

	The sex I have is always as safe as I want it to be
	
	
	

	   Strongly agree
	24 (18)
	11 (17)
	13 (19)

	   Agree
	41 (30)
	20 (30)
	21 (30)

	   Neutral or uncertain
	39 (29)
	20 (30)
	19 (28)

	   Disagree
	30 (22)
	14 (21)
	16 (23)

	   Strongly disagree
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	I would like to have more sex
	
	
	

	   Strongly agree
	25 (19)
	14 (21)
	11 (16)

	   Agree
	61 (45)
	30 (45)
	31 (45)

	   Neutral or uncertain
	37 (27)
	15 (23)
	22 (32)

	   Disagree
	9 (7)
	4 (6)
	5 (7)

	   Strongly disagree
	3 (2)
	3 (5)
	0 (0)

	I am usually satisfied after sex
	
	
	

	   Strongly agree
	21 (16)
	13 (20)
	8 (12)

	   Agree
	78 (58)
	35 (53)
	43 (62)

	   Neutral or uncertain
	21 (16)
	9 (14)
	12 (17)

	   Disagree
	11 (8)
	6 (9)
	5 (7)

	   Strongly disagree
	4 (3)
	3 (5)
	1 (1)

	I would like to have more steady partner(s)
	
	
	

	   Strongly agree
	43 (32)
	18 (27)
	25 (36)

	   Agree
	61 (45)
	31 (47)
	30 (43)

	   Neutral or uncertain
	23 (17)
	12 (18)
	11 (16)

	   Disagree
	6 (4)
	4 (6)
	2 (3)

	   Strongly disagree
	2 (1)
	1 (2)
	1 (1)

	I would like to have more non steady partner(s)
	
	
	

	   Strongly agree
	3 (2)
	3 (5)
	0 (0)

	   Agree
	22 (16)
	9 (14)
	13 (19)

	   Neutral or uncertain
	40 (30)
	22 (33)
	18 (26)

	   Disagree
	48 (36)
	26 (39)
	22 (32)

	   Strongly disagree
	22 (16)
	6 (9)
	16 (23)

	I would like more intimacy in my life
	
	
	

	   Strongly agree
	38 (28)
	17 (26)
	21 (30)

	   Agree
	47 (35)
	22 (33)
	25 (36)

	   Neutral or uncertain
	41 (30)
	23 (35)
	18 (26)

	   Disagree
	7 (5)
	2 (3)
	5 (7)

	   Strongly disagree
	2 (1)
	2 (3)
	0 (0)

	I would like more love in my life
	
	
	

	   Strongly agree
	52 (39)
	23 (35)
	29 (42)

	   Agree
	44 (33)
	20 (30)
	24 (35)

	   Neutral or uncertain
	28 (21)
	15 (23)
	13 (19)

	   Disagree
	9 (7)
	6 (9)
	3 (4)

	   Strongly disagree
	2 (1)
	2 (3)
	0 (0)





Table 3e: Baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics by treatment arm. Data presented n (%). Four participants (three in ARM A and one in ARM B) did not complete the Baseline Questionnaire and were not included in the table. 
	
	Entire Sample
n = 135 
	HOME PEPSE
n = 66
	DEFERRED
n = 69

	Before you joined this study had you heard of
:
	
	
	

	PEPSE
	
	
	

	   Yes
	108 (80)
	54 (82)
	54 (78)

	   No
	25 (19)
	10 (15)
	15 (22)

	   Not sure
	2 (1)
	2 (3)
	0 (0)

	PrEP (Pre-exposure prophylaxis)
	
	
	

	   Yes
	129 (96)
	63 (95)
	66 (96)

	   No
	5 (4)
	2 (3)
	3 (4)

	   Not sure
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	We would like to know more about your use of PEPSE and PrEP BEFORE you joined the study:
	
	
	

	I used PEPSE that I got from sexual health services
	
	
	

	   More than once
	33 (24)
	14 (21)
	19 (28)

	   Once
	41 (30)
	26 (39)
	15 (22)

	   Never
	61 (45)
	26 (39)
	35 (51)

	I used PEPSE that I got from A&E
	
	
	

	   More than once
	17 (13)
	7 (11)
	10 (14)

	   Once
	18 (13)
	11 (17)
	7 (10)

	   Never
	100 (74)
	48 (73)
	52 (75)

	I used someone else's HIV drugs as PEPSE
	
	
	

	   More than once
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	   Once
	5 (4)
	3 (5)
	2 (3)

	   Never
	130 (96)
	63 (95)
	67 (97)

	I had used PrEP as part of the PROUD study
	
	
	

	   More than once
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	   Once
	5 (4)
	4 (6)
	1 (1)

	   Never
	130 (96)
	62 (94)
	68 (99)

	I had used PrEP that I had got hold of myself
	
	
	

	   More than once
	5 (4)
	3 (5)
	2 (3)

	   Once
	9 (7)
	3 (5)
	6 (9)

	   Never
	121 (90)
	60 (91)
	61 (88)


Table 3f Baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics by treatment arm. Data presented as median [IQR] or n (%). Four participants (three in ARM A and one in ARM B) did not complete the Baseline Questionnaire and were not included in the table. 
	
	Entire Sample
n = 135 
	HOME PEPSE
n = 66
	DEFERRED
n = 69

	In general, how do you manage your risk of getting HIV?
	
	
	

	I frequently ask my partners to use a condom for anal sex
	89 (66)
	42 (64)
	47 (68)

	I frequently use condoms
	93 (69)
	45 (68)
	48 (70)

	I choose partners based on their negative HIV status
	69 (51)
	31 (47)
	38 (55)

	I seek partners who I know are on HIV treatment 
	20 (15)
	10 (15)
	10 (14)

	I think about strategic positioning (I try to be top if I'm not sure about my partner's HIV status) 
	40 (30)
	18 (27)
	22 (32)

	I don't think about these risk reduction strategies
	11 (8)
	4 (6)
	7 (10)

	How many times in the past 12 months have you attended a clinic for:
	
	
	

	A HIV test
	3 [2, 4]
	3 [2, 4]
	3 [2, 4]

	An STI test
	3 [2, 4]
	3 [2, 4]
	3 [2, 4]

	In the past 12 months have you been diagnosed with any of the following?
	
	
	

	Chlamydia (Oral)
	15 (11)
	7 (11)
	8 (12)

	Chlamydia (Rectal)
	22 (16)
	12 (18)
	10 (14)

	Chlamydia (Urethral)
	9 (7)
	6 (9)
	3 (4)

	Genital Herpes (new or recurrent)
	4 (3)
	2 (3)
	2 (3)

	Genital Warts (new or recurrent)
	5 (4)
	3 (5)
	2 (3)

	Gonorrhoea (Oral)
	25 (19)
	8 (12)
	17 (25)

	Gonorrhoea (Rectal)
	27 (20)
	9 (14)
	18 (26)

	Gonorrhoea (Urethral)
	20 (15)
	10 (15)
	10 (14)

	Hepatitis B
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Hepatitis C
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	LGV
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Syphilis
	10 (7)
	6 (9)
	4 (6)

	Trichomonas
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
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[bookmark: _Toc95416989]1.5 Adverse event reporting
Table 4 describes the serious adverse events that occurred during the study period. All serious adverse events (SAEs) occurred in ARM B. Table 5 summarises the STIs reported by participants during the study period. ARM A had more cases of chlamydia than ARM B (16 v 11) but ARM B had more cases of gonorrhoea than ARM A (20 v 11). 17 participants had multiple STIs, nine had two, five had three, two had four, one had five. Five participants (1 in ARM A and 4 in ARM B) had chlamydia and gonorrhoea diagnosed at the same visit. 
Table 4: List of the serious adverse events during the entire study period. The source of the right lower quadrant pain is unknown, the patient was given antibiotics and recovered. The infection that caused the proctitis is unknown.
	Participant
	Event
	Severity
	Related to study drug
	Weeks since enrolment
	ARM

	01-042
	Right lower quadrant pain 
	Moderate
	No
	26
	B

	01-094
	Pulmonary embolism
	Moderate
	No
	7
	B

	01-094
	Proctitis 
	Moderate
	No
	7
	B

	01-095
	Leukaemia
	Life-threatening 
	No
	7
	B

	02-014
	Burn to left foot
	Severe
	No
	22
	B



Table 5: Summary of the STIs reported during the study period. 
	STI name
	ARM A
(HOME PEPSE)
n = 29
	ARM B (DEFERRED)

	
	
	Pre Wk 48
n = 35
	Post Wk 48
n = 10

	Chlamydia
	16
	11
	4

	        Rectal chlamydia
	1
	4
	0

	Gonorrhoea
	11
	20
	3

	        Rectal gonorrhoea
	1
	3
	0

	Herpes
	2
	1
	1

	HIV seroconversion
	0
	2
	0

	Mycoplasma genitalium
	0
	1
	0

	Syphilis
	0
	0
	2



Table 6 details the adverse events (AEs) that occurred in participants up to 5 days after taking PEP. In ARM A, there were 119 AEs recorded before the 48-week endpoint and 27 (23%) of these were recorded shortly after taking PEP. Despite 101 AEs being recorded in ARM B before the 48-week endpoint, only 1 (1%) AE was recorded shortly after taking PEP. Between week 48 and week 72, 54 AEs were recorded in ARM B and 17 (31%) of which were recorded shortly after taking PEP.


Table 6: The number of adverse events in each treatment arm that occurred up to 5 days after taking PEP by treatment arm, time period, event severity, and the relationship to study drug. The lack of ARM B AEs shortly after taking PEP prior to the 48-week endpoint is surprising considering they only had a slightly smaller number of total AEs than ARM A in this 48-week period (ARM B: 101 vs ARM A: 119).
	
	Baseline to Wk 48
	Wk 48 to Wk 72
	Severity
	Relationship to study drug

	Adverse event
	ARM A
	ARM B
	ARM B
	Mild
	Moderate
	Definite
	Probable
	Possible
	Unlikely
	Unrelated

	Abdominal pain
	1
	0
	2
	3
	0
	0
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	1
	0
	0

	Acid reflux
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0

	Anorexia
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0

	Balanitis
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0

	Bloating
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0

	Common cold
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	Coryzal symptoms 
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	Depression/anxiety
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0

	Diarrhoea
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0

	Difficulty falling asleep
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0

	Difficulty sleeping
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0

	Dizziness
	3
	0
	2
	5
	0
	0
	4
	1
	0
	0

	Fatigue 
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0

	Feeling depressed 
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0

	Gonorrhoea
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	Headache
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0

	Heartburn
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0

	Loose stools
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0

	Loss of appetite 
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0

	Low libido
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	Muscle aches
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Muscle aches/weak
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0

	Nausea
	2
	0
	3
	5
	0
	1
	2
	2
	0
	0

	Nausea and vomiting
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0

	Sleep disturbances 
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0

	Stomach cramps
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0

	Thumb pain 
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0

	Vivid dreams
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0

	Total
	27
	1
	17
	39
	6
	1
	26
	9
	4
	5

	ARM A
	
	
	
	23
	4
	1
	15
	4
	3
	4

	ARM B (Baseline to wk 48)
	
	
	
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	ARM B (Wk 48 to wk 72)
	
	
	
	15
	2
	0
	11
	5
	1
	0




Table 7: The number of adverse events in each treatment arm that occurred up to 5 days after taking PEP by time period, event severity, and the relationship to study drug. Only AEs that had a definite or probable relationship to the study drug are included.
	
	Baseline to Wk 48
	Wk 48 to Wk 72
	Severity
	Relationship to study drug

	Adverse event
	ARM A
	ARM B
	ARM B
	Mild
	Moderate
	Definite
	Probable

	Abdominal pain
	1
	0
	1
	2
	0
	0
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	Acid reflux
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2

	Anorexia
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Difficulty falling asleep
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1

	Dizziness
	2
	0
	2
	4
	0
	0
	4

	Fatigue 
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2

	Feeling depressed 
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2

	Headache
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Heartburn
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Loose stools
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Loss of appetite 
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Muscle aches
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Muscle aches/weak
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Nausea
	1
	0
	2
	3
	0
	1
	2

	Nausea and vomiting
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Stomach cramps
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Vivid dreams
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Total
	16
	0
	11
	25
	2
	1
	26

	ARM A
	
	
	
	14
	2
	1
	15

	ARM B (Baseline to wk 48)
	
	
	
	0
	0
	0
	0

	ARM B (Wk 48 to wk 72)
	
	
	
	11
	0
	0
	11
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There were 60 PEPSE Starter Questionnaires (PSQs) completed during the study period. Two PSQs were completed for sexual events that occurred prior to the individuals’ baseline date and were not included in any analyses. One PSQ had no information for the date and time of the sexual event and was not included in the primary analysis (although it will be included in a sensitivity analysis). Of the 57 remaining PSQs, nine were completed after the 48-week endpoint, leaving 48 PSQs that were eligible for the primary analysis (33 in ARM A and 15 in ARM B). 1. Participant noticed redness in his mouth after heavy kissing.
2. Participant took his contacts out after mutual masturbation in which he got semen onto his hands.
3. Participant “dipped” penis head into the orifice of a partner of unknown HIV status but pulled straight back out without ejaculation.
4. Participant had sex with HIV- partner who was tested in the last month. 

Figure 2: Description of the inappropriate events that motivated PEP use in ARM A. 

Only appropriate uses of PEP are to be considered in the primary analysis, appropriate usage was defined by the BASHH guidelines (note, the guidelines changed in 2021 but each PEP use prior to the 48-week endpoint occurred prior to 2021). No participants stated sharing needles as their reason for taking PEP. The sexual events that prompted the uptake of PEP use are summarised in Table 8. Receptive anal sex with a man of unknown HIV status was the most reported reason for PEP uptake (55% of all PSQs). Three participants had anal sex with a HIV+ partner on ART but were asked to take the full 28-day course of PEP, one participant in each arm was given PEP as the sexual contact viral load may not have been undetectable and one participant in ARM B was asked to continue PEP but the reason is unknown. Four uses of HOME PEPSE were deemed inappropriate (Figure 2), removing inappropriate uses left 42 PSQ for analysis. It should be noted that participants in ARM B may have tried to inappropriately access PEP but were turned away, unfortunately, we were not able to capture this data. 
Table 8a: Description of the high-risk sexual events that prompted PEP uptake before the 48-week endpoint. Results summarised as n (%). The event is described by the HIV status of the partner and whether condomless receptive or insertive anal sex occurred. Only appropriate uses of PEP are contained in the table. Some events involved both receptive and insertive anal sex.
	
	ARM A (HOME PEPSE)
n = 27
	ARM B (DEFFERED)
n = 15

	HIV Status of partner
	Receptive
	Insertive
	Receptive
	Insertive

	A man of unknown HIV status
	15 (56%)
	8 (30%)
	8 (53%)
	3 (20%)

	A HIV- man
	3 (10%)
	1 (4%)
	2 (13%)
	1 (7%)

	A HIV+ man with unknown ART status
	0 (0%)
	0 (0%)
	0 (0%)
	0 (0%)

	A HIV+ man not on ART
	0 (0%)
	0 (0%)
	0 (0%)
	0 (0%)

	A HIV + man on ART
	1 (4%)
	0 (0%)
	0 (0%)
	2 (13%)



Because participants could access PEP multiple times during the study period, some of the PSQs are from the same participant:  Five participants in ARM A and two in ARM B had two PSQs (Table 8b). To account for the within-person variability, the median time to first dose was taken for participants with multiple PSQs. This resulted in 35 measurements of time to first dose, 22 in ARM A and 13 in ARM B. The outcome did not follow a normal distribution (Figure 3), so it is reported using median [IQR] and is compared using a one-side Mann-Whitney U test. The median time to first dose was 7.3 hours [3.0,20.9] for ARM A and 28.5 hours [17.3,34.0] for ARM B and the difference was significant (p < 0.01). 
Table 8b: Number of times each participant accessed PEP by treatment arm.
	No. of times accessed PEP
	ARM A
	ARM B

	1
	17
	11

	2
	5
	2


Figure 3: Median time to first dose for each participant that accessed PEP before the 48-week endpoint. Each participant is included in the plot once as those that accessed PEP multiple times had their median time calculated. Two participants took >50 hrs before having their first dose: 
1. One had no recollection of the previous night, so delayed his first dose as he was working out what had occurred. 
2. Sadly, we have no information on why the other participant started late. 



Of the 6 participants that accessed pep twice, there was large variability in the time to first dose (Table 8c). Those in ARM A (n = 5) had an median difference of 6.5 hours, compared to 21.8 hours in in ARM B (n = 2).

Table 8c: Difference in time to first dose of PEPSE for those that accessed PEP twice. Those in ARM B are indicated in bold.
	Participant
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7

	Difference in time to first dose (hours)
	2.0
	6.0
	6.5
	8.0
	9.0
	10.0
	34.5



We assessed the validity of our decision to combine multiple observations from the same participants using a sensitivity analysis. Firstly, we repeated the analysis using only the first observation of each participant and secondly, we used all recorded observations. Both sensitivity analyses found significant differences and resulted in only minor changes to the time to first dose for each treatment arm (Figure 8d)


Table 8d: Results of our sensitivity analyses 
	Sensitivity analysis
	Randomisation
	Time to first dose, 
Median [IQR]
	n
	p

	First observation 
	ARM A 
	9.8 [4.3, 20.9]
	22
	0.014

	
	ARM B
	24.0 [17.3, 38.3]
	13
	

	All observations
	ARM A 
	6.5 [1.8, 18.9]
	27
	0.002

	
	ARM B
	24.0 [15.4, 36.1]
	15
	



Participants that accessed PEP were more likely to be in ARM A, older than 25, unemployed, born outside of the UK, and be in a relationship. Additionally, they were more likely in the 12 months prior to baseline to have an STI diagnosed and have used PEP (Table 8e). 






















Table 8e: Baseline Characteristics by whether the participant accessed PEP . Data presented as median [IQR] or n (%). Four participants (three that did and one that did not withdraw) did not complete the Baseline Questionnaire and were not included in the table. 18 participants did not complete the All-Visits Questionnaire at baseline so were not included in the summary of relationship status. 
	
	Entire 
Sample
n = 135 
	Did not 
access PEP
n = 102
	Accessed PEP
n = 33

	Randomisation 
	
	
	

	    ARM A
	66 (49%)
	46 (45%)
	20 (61%)

	    ARM B
	69 (51%)
	56 (55%)
	13 (39%)

	Age at registration 
	30 [26, 39]
	30 [26, 40]
	31 [27, 37]

	Age category
	
	
	

	    
	19 (14%)
	18 (18%)
	1 (3%)

	    
	116 (86%)
	84 (82%)
	32 (97%)

	Ethnicity
	
	
	

	    White/Caucasian
	101 (75)
	76 (75%)
	25 (76%)

	    Black or African
	9 (7%)
	7 (7%)
	2 (6%)

	    Oriental
	6 (4%)
	4 (4%)
	2 (6%)

	    Other
	19 (14%)
	15 (15%)
	4 (12%)

	University degree
	97 (72%)
	72 (71%)
	25 (76%)

	Employment status
	
	
	

	    Full time
	98 (73%)
	74 (73%)
	24 (73%)

	    Part time
	9 (7%)
	7 (7%)
	2 (6%)

	    Education
	20 (15%)
	17 (17%)
	3 (9%)

	    Unemployed
	8 (6%)
	4 (4%)
	4 (12%)

	Born in the UK
	74 (55%)
	60 (59%)
	14 (42%)

	Not currently in a relationship
	88 (65%)
	63 (62%)
	25 (76%)

	Circumcised  
	37 (27%)
	28 (27%)
	9 (27%)

	STI diagnosed in past 12 months
	
	
	

	    Any
	75 (56%)
	54 (53%)
	21 (64%)

	    Bacterial a
	71 (53%)
	51 (50%)
	20 (61%)

	    Rectal b 
	42 (31%)
	28 (27%)
	14 (42%)

	Number of HIV tests in past 12 months
	3 [2, 4]
	3 [2, 4]
	3 [2, 4]

	Used PEPSE in past 12 months
	53 (39%)
	38 (37%)
	15 (45%)


a Gonorrhoea, chlamydia, or syphilis
b Rectal gonorrhoea or rectal chlamydia 

[bookmark: _Toc95416992]2.2 Secondary analyses
[bookmark: _Toc95416993]2.2.1 Appropriate usage of PEPSE after risk episodes
Of the 33 times home PEPSE was taken in ARM A, 29 (88%, 95% CI: 73-95%) were appropriate uses (Table 9). Although we have no recorded uses of PEP that were inappropriate, this result should be 
viewed with caution. The result may be misleading as could not find out when participants in ARM B tried to access PEP inappropriately and were turned away.  
Table 9: Number of appropriate and inappropriate uses of PEPSE by treatment arm up to the 48-week endpoint.
	
	ARM A (HOME PEPSE)
n = 33
	ARM B (DEFERRED)
n = 15

	
	n
	% (95% CI)
	n
	% (95% CI)

	No. times PEP appropriately used
	29
	88 (73-95)
	15 
	100 (80-100)

	No. times PEP inappropriately used
	4 
	12 (5-27)
	0 
	0 (0-20)



[bookmark: _Toc95416994]2.2.2 Number of missed opportunities for PEPSE
The number of missed opportunities for PEPSE is calculated using questions in the self-reported All Visits Questionnaire (AVQs) (Table 10). All reported high-risk events are summed together and any uses of PEP are subtracted from the total. The survey suggested higher uptake of PEP than was recorded in the PSQs.
Table 10: Questions in the “PEPSE opportunities” section of the All-Visits Questionnaire.
	Question number 
	Question introduction: 
Please tell us the number of times you have done each activity in the past 90 days

	Q12
	 No condom and you were bottom He could be Any HIV status 

	Q13
	 No condom and you were top. He was HIV positive and not on HIV drugs 

	Q14
	 No condom and you were top with man of unknown HIV status 

	Q15
	 No condom and you were top with HIV positive woman not on HIV drugs

	Q16
	 Oral sex with ejaculation with HIV positive man not on HIV drugs

	Q17
	 Splash of semen into eye with HIV positive man not on HIV drugs

	Q18
	 Sharing of injecting equipment with HIV positive person not on HIV drugs 

	Q19
	 Sharing of injecting equipment with person of unknown HIV status



Considering all AVQs combined, there were 230 AVQs in ARM A and 268 self-reported missed opportunities, whereas ARM B had 248 AVQs and 474 missed opportunities (Table 11). The median number of missed opportunities for PEPSE for each visit other than baseline was 0. Despite ARM B having nearly double the number of missed opportunities than ARM A, they both had the same median and IQR. This suggests that ARM B has some large outliers, which can be seen in the boxplots in Figure 4. 20 different participants contributed to the 27 reviews that reported over five missed opportunities. 16 participants reported more than five missed opportunities once, two did so twice, and two participants did so three and four times, respectively. The participant that reported four times missed 37, 30, 21, and 15 opportunities for PEP. The participant that reported three times missed, seven, 15, and 12 opportunities for PEP. Overall, 


Table 11a: Number of missed opportunities for PEPSE by treatment arm up to the 48-week endpoint. The number of missed opportunities were compared between arms using the Mann-Whitney U test, there were no significant (p > 0.05) differences between the arms for the total AVQs and for each individual timepoint. 
	
	ARM A (HOME PEPSE)
	ARM B (DEFERRED)

	
	
	Missed opportunities
	
	Missed opportunities

	Visit
	AVQs, n
	Total
	Median [IQR]
	AVQs, n
	Total
	Median [IQR]

	All visits 
	230
	268
	0 [0,1]
	248
	474
	0 [0,1]

	Baseline
	57
	162
	1 [0,2]
	60
	123
	1 [0,2]

	Week 12
	53
	34
	0 [0,1]
	51
	97
	0 [0,1]

	Week 24
	46
	34
	0 [0,1]
	51
	48
	0 [0,0]

	Week 36
	37
	20
	0 [0,0]
	45
	147
	0 [0,0]

	Week 48 
	37
	18
	0 [0,1]
	41
	59
	0 [0,0]


Abbreviations: All-Visits Questionnaires, AVQs.

Figure 4: Boxplot of the number of missed opportunities for PEP by treatment arm and timepoint.

Both arms have many outliers but of the 12 participants that reported >10 missed opportunities for PEP, 9 (75%) were in ARM B. These outliers distort the plot and make the distribution closer to zero difficult to see. To make the results easier to see we combined all participants that had  6 missed opportunities into the same category and plotted the proportion of missed opportunities in a bar plot (Figure 5). A quarter of participants at baseline had two or more missed opportunities for PEPSE. The proportion of participants reporting zero missed opportunities for PEPSE was higher than the baseline for each subsequent visit. Figure 6 shows the trajectories of the number of missed opportunities for PEPSE over time. ARM A has 21 participants reporting zero missed opportunities for PEP at Baseline, by week 12 this nearly doubles to 39. This contrasts ARM B where we see 26 participants reporting zero missed opportunities for PEP at baseline and only a modest increase to 30 by week 12. Figure 5: Bar plot of the number of missed opportunities for PEPSE by treatment arm and timepoint.
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To investigate the change in the number of missed opportunities of PEP from baseline, we used a hurdle model. We had to use a hurdle model to account for the high number of zero counts (65% of the data) in the sample, these models do separate models for the zero and non-zero (positive) counts separately. We fit a model with an interaction effect between study visit and randomisation in both the zero and positive count model (Table 11a). The model did not converge for the positive-count model due to the small sample size and outliers. As we have an interaction effect, we need to interpret the results by holding one of the interaction terms fixed which we do below. 
Table 11b: Results of the hurdle model for missed opportunities of PEP. Significant terms are highlighted in bold. The zero-count model is a logistic regression model with odds ratios as its coefficient. The positive-count model is a negative binomial model with incidence rate ratios as its coefficient.
	Count model 
	Term
	Category 
	Coefficient 
	P value

	Zero
	Randomisation 
	ARM A
	REF
	

	
	
	ARM B
	0.76 (0.36-1.60)
	0.474

	
	Visit
	Baseline
	REF
	

	
	
	Week 12
	0.34 (0.20-0.59)
	<0.001

	
	
	Week 24
	0.22 (0.12-0.40)
	<0.001

	
	
	Week 36
	0.22 (0.12-0.40)
	<0.001

	
	
	Week 48
	0.23 (0.12-0.43)
	0.001

	
	Rand Visit
	ARM B  Baseline
	REF
	

	
	
	ARM B  Week 12
	2.56 (0.84-7.76)
	0.098

	
	
	ARM B  Week 24
	1.14 (0.35-3.73)
	0.825

	
	
	ARM B  Week 36
	1.32 (0.38-4.63)
	0.665

	
	
	ARM B  Week 48
	1.14 (0.32-4.02)
	0.836

	Positive
	Randomisation 
	ARM A
	REF
	

	
	
	ARM B
	0.70 (0.27-1.84)
	0.470

	
	Visit
	Baseline
	REF
	

	
	
	Week 12
	0.44 (0.13-1.54)
	0.200

	
	
	Week 24
	0.69 (0.18-2.63)
	0.596

	
	
	Week 36
	0.37 (0.09-1.63)
	0.191

	
	
	Week 48
	0.17 (0.04-0.73)
	0.017

	
	Rand Visit
	ARM B  Baseline
	REF
	

	
	
	ARM B  Week 12
	3.42 (0.64-18.37)
	0.151

	
	
	ARM B  Week 24
	1.89 (0.28-12.65)
	0.513

	
	
	ARM B  Week 36
	18.20 (2.17-152.70)
	0.008

	
	
	ARM B  Week 48
	12.86 (1.62-102.25)
	0.016


 

The zero-count model is essentially a logistic regression of zero missed opportunities vs 1 missed opportunities. Odds ratios (ORs) > 1 are interpreted as an increased likelihood of a positive count, i.e., reporting more missed opportunities for PEP. Conversely, ORs < 1 represent a decreased likelihood of a positive count, i.e., reporting less missed opportunities for PEP. Among ARM participants, each post-baseline visit was associated with a significantly reduced likelihood of reporting missed opportunities compared to baseline (Table 11c). Similar results are seen for ARM B participants, except for Week 12 where the reduced likelihood was not significant. There were no significant associations between the treatment arms at each time point; ARM B participants were twice as likely (OR: 1.95 [95% CI: 0.85-4.46]) to report missed opportunities for PEP at Week 12, but this association was not significant (p = 0.113). Compared to the zero-count model with only visit, including treatment arm did not significantly improve the fit of the model when included as a single term (p = 0.867) or as an interaction (p = 0.667). These results suggest that treatment arm did not impact whether a participant reported zero missed opportunities for PEP.
Table 11c: Interaction effects of the zero-count hurdle model. Odds ratios are reported with 95% confidence intervals and significant associations are indicated in bold. To investigate the effect of A in an interaction term A*B in logistic regression, we need to fix the level of B. The fixed variable in the interaction is indicated in the table. 
	Fixed variable
	Fixed level
	Levels being compared
	OR (95% CI)
	P value

	Randomisation
	ARM A 
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 12
	0.34 (0.20-0.59)
	<0.001

	
	
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 24
	0.22 (0.12-0.40)
	<0.001

	
	
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 36
	0.22 (0.12-0.40)
	<0.001

	
	
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 48
	0.23 (0.12-0.43)
	0.001

	
	ARM B
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 12
	0.54 (0.25-1.14)
	0.105

	
	
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 24
	0.24 (0.10-0.54)
	0.001

	
	
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 36
	0.25 (0.11-0.58)
	0.001

	
	
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 48
	0.25 (0.10-0.59)
	0.002

	Visit
	Baseline
	ARM A (ref) vs ARM B
	0.76 (0.36-1.60)
	0.474

	
	Week 12
	ARM A (ref) vs ARM B
	1.95 (0.85-4.46)
	0.113

	
	Week 24
	ARM A (ref) vs ARM B
	0.87 (0.35-2.19)
	0.771

	
	Week 36
	ARM A (ref) vs ARM B
	1.01 (0.37-2.77)
	0.990

	
	Week 48
	ARM A (ref) vs ARM B
	0.87 (0.31-2.41)  
	0.790









The positive-count model is a negative binomial model. Incidence rate ratios (IRR) > 1 are interpreted as a higher expected number of missed opportunities for PEP. Conversely, IRRs < 1 represent lower missed opportunities for PEP. The intercept for this portion of the results was 0 (95% CI: 0-Infinity), meaning that the model coefficients are nonsensical. I suspected this was due to the small sample size and outliers. I refit the model after removing the observations over 25 (n = 6; 25, 30, 37, 37, 55, 65) and found that the intercept had a realistic standard error. Obviously, we can’t just remove values we don’t like in practice, I just wanted to demonstrate that the properties of this data make it difficult to analyse. 
If we look at the interaction effects anyway, we can see the impact the outliers have on the model (Table 11d). At Week 36, those in ARM B were associated with a 13-fold increase (IRR: 12.76 [95% CI: 1.92-84.96]) in the number of missed opportunities than those in ARM A. Just a visual look at the data will show that this is nonsense, the high value of 65 missed opportunities is driving the high IRR (Table 11e). The very high values coupled with the small sample sizes make a multivariate analysis practically impossible. 
Table 11d: Interaction effects of the positive-count hurdle model. Odds ratios are reported with 95% confidence intervals and significant associations are indicated in bold. To investigate the effect of A in an interaction term A*B in logistic regression, we need to fix the level of B. The fixed variable in the interaction is indicated in the table. 
	Fixed variable
	Fixed level
	Levels being compared
	IRR (95% CI)
	P value 

	Randomisation
	ARM A 
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 12
	0.44 (0.13-1.54)
	0.200

	
	
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 24
	0.69 (0.18-2.63)
	0.596

	
	
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 36
	0.37 (0.09-1.63)
	0.191

	
	
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 48
	0.17 (0.04-0.73)
	0.017

	
	ARM B
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 12
	1.51 (0.49-4.65)
	0.472

	
	
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 24
	1.30 (0.34-5.04)
	0.702

	
	
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 36
	6.81 (1.47-31.60)
	0.014

	
	
	Baseline (ref) vs Week 48
	2.21 (0.50-9.82)
	0.296

	Visit
	Baseline
	ARM A (ref) vs ARM B
	0.70 (0.27-1.84)
	0.470

	
	Week 12
	ARM A (ref) vs ARM B
	2.40 (0.61-9.51)
	0.213

	
	Week 24
	ARM A (ref) vs ARM B
	1.32 (0.26-6.83)
	0.738

	
	Week 36
	ARM A (ref) vs ARM B
	12.76 (1.92-84.96)
	0.008

	
	Week 48
	ARM A (ref) vs ARM B
	9.01 (1.44-56.52) 
	0.019



Table 11e: Number of missed opportunities for PEP at Week 36 by treatment arm.
	
	Number of missed opportunities for PEP

	Randomisation
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	15
	19
	21
	65

	Arm A (HOME PEPSE)
	28
	5
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Arm B (DEFERRED)
	34
	1
	1
	2
	0
	1
	0
	2
	1
	1
	1
	1



[bookmark: _Toc95416995]2.2.3 Impact of HOME PEPSE upon sexual health and behaviour
The impact of HOME PEPSE upon sexual behaviour is calculated using questions in the self-reported All Visits Questionnaire (AVQs) (Table 11). All reported condomless anal sex acts in the 3 months preceding week 24 and week 48 are summed together. 
Table 13: Questions in the “PEPSE opportunities” section of the All-Visits Questionnaire.
	Question number 
	Question introduction: 
Please tell us the number of times you have done each activity in the past 90 days

	Q12
	 No condom and you were bottom He could be Any HIV status 

	Q13
	 No condom and you were top. He was HIV positive and not on HIV drugs 

	Q14
	 No condom and you were top with man of unknown HIV status 



The median number of condomless anal sex acts in the previous 3 months was 0 for both arms and both visits (Table 12). This is despite the total number of condomless anal sex acts varying considerably between the arms despite the number of AVQs being approximately the same. Again, this suggests that there are large outliers, which can be seen in the boxplots in Figure 7.
Table 14: The number of self-reported condomless anal sex acts in the 3 months preceding week 24 and week 48 by treatment arm. The number of self-reported condomless anal sex acts were compared between arms using the Mann-Whitney U test, there were no significant (p > 0.05) differences between the arms for the total AVQs and for each individual timepoint. 
	
	ARM A (HOME PEPSE)
	ARM B (DEFERRED)

	
	
	CASA
	
	CASA

	Visit
	AVQs, n
	Total
	Median [IQR]
	AVQs, n
	Total
	Median [IQR]

	All visits 
	83
	130
	0 [0,2]
	92
	238
	0 [0,2]

	Week 24
	46
	73
	0 [0,2]
	51
	101
	0 [0,2]

	Week 48 
	37
	57
	0 [0,2]
	41
	137
	0 [0,1]


Abbreviations: All-Visits Questionnaires, AVQs; Condomless Anal Sex Acts; CASA.
Again, outliers are distorting the plot and making the distribution around zero difficult to see (Figure 7). To make the results easier to see we combined all participants that had  3 condomless anal sex acts into the same category and plotted the proportion of condomless anal sex acts in a bar plot (Figure 8). We see that the distribution at baseline is similar for both arms but vary drastically at week 12. The proportion of participants reporting zero condomless anal sex acts increases from 16% to 60% in ARM A and 18% to 33% in ARM B. Week 24 and 36 display higher proportions of those reporting zero condomless anal sex acts, with both arms having similar distributions. 

At 48 weeks in ARM A, a higher proportion of participants reported zero condomless anal sex acts (52% to 62%) resulting in the proportion of those reporting 1 or 3+ sex acts decreasing. At 48 weeks In ARM B, the proportion of those reporting zero condomless anal sex acts remained static (55% to 54%) but a higher proportion of participants reported having 1 sex act (10% to 27%) resulting in the proportion of those reporting 2 sex acts decreasing substantially (22% to 2%).






Figure 7: Boxplot of the self-reported condomless anal sex acts in the 3 months preceding week 24 and week 48.
[image: ]

Figure 8: Bar plot of the number of condomless anal sex acts with individuals of unknown or HIV+ status in the 90 days preceding week, 12, 24, 36, and 48 by treatment arm.
[image: Chart, bar chart
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23 participants in ARM A (33%) and 18 in ARM B (26%) had a recorded decrease in the number of condomless anal sex acts from baseline to week 48; 2 in ARM A (3%) and 5 in ARM B (7%) had a recorded increase (Figure 9). Caution should be taken when interpreting these results because many participants (ARM A, 58%; ARM B, 50%) did not complete an All-Visits Questionnaire for both time points. 
Figure 9: Change in the number of condomless anal sex acts in the 90 days preceding Baseline and week 48 by treatment arm. 29 participants in ARM A and 35 in ARM B completed an All-Visits Questionnaire for both visits, but many participants did not (40 in ARM A and 35 in ARM B).


Table 15: The number of self-reported condomless anal sex acts for each timepoint until week 48 by treatment arm.
	
	ARM A (HOME PEPSE)
	ARM B (DEFERRED)
	

	
	
	CASA
	
	CASA
	

	Visit
	AVQs, n
	Total
	Median [IQR]
	AVQs, n
	Total
	Median [IQR]
	P

	All visits 
	230
	512
	1 [0,2]
	248
	911
	1 [0,2]
	0.215

	Baseline
	57
	242
	2 [1,4]
	60
	241
	2 [1,4]
	0.838

	Week 12
	53
	96
	0 [0,2]
	51
	192
	1 [0,2]
	0.023

	Week 24
	46
	73
	0 [0,2]
	51
	101
	0 [0,2]
	0.931

	Week 36
	37
	44
	0 [0,1]
	45
	240
	0 [0,2]
	0.931

	Week 48 
	37
	57
	0 [0,2]
	41
	137
	0 [0,1]
	0.635





[bookmark: _Toc95416996]2.2.4 HIV and bacterial STI incidence 
The incidence of HIV was lower in ARM A (0.0 cases per 100 person years [95% CI: 0.0,6.5]) than in ARM B (3.4 [0.4,12.3]) but this difference was not significant (p = 0.157). The incidence of Bacterial STIs was lower in ARM A (47.6 cases per 100 person years [95% CI: 31.4,69.8]) than in ARM B (52.6 [35.7,74.7]) but this difference was not significant (p = 0.707). 
Table 16: HIV and bacterial STI incidence at the 48 week endpoint.
	
	ARM A
(HOME PEPSE)
	ARM B (DEFERRED)
	p-value

	Number of randomised participants
	69
	70
	

	Expected person years a 
	63.5
	64.4
	

	Studied person years 
	56.7 
	58.9 
	

	Proportion of studied vs expected person years 
	89.2%
	91.5%
	

	HIV
	
	
	

	Cases 
	0
	1
	

	Cases per 100 person years (95% CI) 
	0.0
(0.0 to 6.5)
	3.4
(0.4 to 12.3)
	0.157

	Bacterial STI b
	
	
	

	Cases 
	27
	31
	

	Cases per 100 person years (95% CI) 
	47.6 
(31.4 to 69.8)
	52.6 
(35.7 to 74.7)
	0.707


a The total time if each randomised participant was studied for 48 weeks
b Chlamydia, gonorrhoea, syphilis 









[bookmark: _Toc95416997]2.2.5 PEPSE Starter Questionnaire responses
Table 15 summarises the responses to the PSQ for appropriate uptakes of PEP. 
Table 17: PSQ responses by treatment arm. Data presented as n (%). 
	
	Entire Sample
n = 44 
	HOME PEPSE
n = 29
	DEFERRED
n = 15

	I was top (active) during anal sex
	
	
	

	No
	25 (57)
	18 (62)
	7 (47)

	Yes, with a condom and it split
	6 (14)
	4 (14)
	2 (13)

	Yes, without a condom
	13 (30)
	7 (24)
	6 (40)

	I was bottom (passive) during anal sex
	
	
	

	No
	13 (30)
	8 (28)
	5 (33)

	Yes, with a condom and it split
	7 (16)
	3 (10)
	4 (27)

	Yes, without a condom
	24 (55)
	18 (62)
	6 (40)

	I had oral sex
	
	
	

	Yes
	39 (89)
	24 (83)
	15 (100)

	No
	5 (11)
	5 (17)
	0 (0)

	When I had oral sex:
	
	
	

	I received, without a condom
	23 (52)
	12 (41)
	11 (73)

	I gave, without a condom
	29 (66)
	16 (55)
	13 (87)

	I shared needles whilst injecting drugs
	
	
	

	Yes
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	No
	44 (100)
	29 (100)
	15 (100)

	What was the HIV status of the partner?
	
	
	

	I don't know
	32 (73)
	23 (79)
	9 (60)

	He was HIV-
	6 (14)
	4 (14)
	2 (13)

	He was HIV+ on treatment
	3 (7)
	1 (3)
	2 (13)

	He was HIV+ and not on treatment
	1 (2)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	He was HIV+ and I don't know if he was on treatment
	2 (5)
	0 (0)
	2 (13)

	Was this a partner you had previously had sex with?
	
	
	

	Yes
	7 (16)
	5 (17)
	2 (13)

	No
	37 (84)
	24 (83)
	13 (87)

	If you did not use a condom, could you please tick the reasons that apply:
	
	
	

	I don't like using condoms
	5 (11)
	3 (10)
	2 (13)

	He doesn't like using condoms
	12 (27)
	8 (28)
	4 (27)

	Condoms weren't discussed
	8 (18)
	7 (24)
	1 (7)

	We don't use condoms with each other but do for other partners
	2 (5)
	1 (3)
	1 (7)

	Neither of us had any condoms
	9 (20)
	7 (24)
	2 (13)

	I didn't consider myself at risk of HIV
	3 (7)
	2 (7)
	1 (7)

	I was under the influence of alcohol
	14 (32)
	8 (28)
	6 (40)

	I was under the influence of drugs
	4 (9)
	2 (7)
	2 (13)

	I am faithful to him
	1 (2)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	He is faithful to me
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	It is more enjoyable without a condom
	9 (20)
	8 (28)
	1 (7)

	I was only dipping
	2 (5)
	2 (7)
	0 (0)

	I lose erection with condoms
	1 (2)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	Other
	
	
	

	          He removed the condom awhile we were having sex
	1 (2)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	          He told me that he was negative on Prep
	1 (2)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	          I gave him a condom, don’t believe he used it
	1 (2)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	          I have mental health issues from serious abuse.
	1 (2)
	0 (0)
	1 (7)

	Which drugs did you use?
	
	
	

	Acid/LSD/Magic Mushrooms
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Anabolic Steroids
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Ketamine (K)
	1 (2)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	Cannabis (marijuana, grass)
	1 (2)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	Khat (chat)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Cocaine
	1 (2)
	0 (0)
	1 (7)

	Mephedrone
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Crack 
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Morphine 
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Codeine
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Opium
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Crystal Meth (methamphetamine)
	2 (5)
	1 (3)
	1 (7)

	Poppers (amyl nitrate)
	1 (2)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	Ecstasy (E)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Speed (amphetamine)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	GHB (liquid ecstasy)
	2 (5)
	1 (3)
	1 (7)

	Viagra
	3 (7)
	1 (3)
	2 (13)

	Other 
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	How did you take PEP? 
	
	
	

	What was the location of your first dose of PEPSE?
	
	
	

	Home
	27 (61)
	25 (86)
	2 (13)

	Night club
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Friend’s house
	1 (2)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	A&E
	1 (2)
	0 (0)
	1 (7)

	Sexual Health Clinic
	10 (23)
	0 (0)
	10 (67)

	Other    
	
	
	

	Hotel
	1 (20)
	1 (33)
	0 (0)

	In car
	1 (20)
	0 (0)
	1 (50)

	Sauna
	2 (40)
	1 (33)
	1 (50)

	How many days have you been taking HOME PEPSE?
	
	
	

	Median [IQR]
	4 [3, 4]
	4 [3, 4]
	4 [0, 7]

	0
	3 (8)
	0 (0)
	3 (43)

	1
	3 (8)
	3 (10)
	0 (0)

	2
	2 (6)
	2 (7)
	0 (0)

	3
	7 (19)
	7 (24)
	0 (0)

	4
	12 (33)
	11 (38)
	1 (14)

	5
	5 (14)
	5 (17)
	0 (0)

	6
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	7
	4 (11)
	1 (3)
	3 (43)

	How many dosages of Maraviroc have you missed?
	
	
	

	Median [IQR]
	0 [0, 0]
	0 [0, 0]
	0 [0, 0]

	0
	32 (86)
	26 (90)
	6 (75)

	1
	2 (5)
	1 (3)
	1 (12)

	2
	2 (5)
	1 (3)
	1 (12)

	3
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	4
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	5
	1 (3)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	6
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	7
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	How many dosages of Truvuda have you missed?
	
	
	

	Median [IQR]
	0 [0, 0]
	0 [0, 0]
	0 [0, 0]

	0
	34 (92)
	27 (93)
	7 (88)

	1
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (12)

	2
	1 (3)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	3
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	4
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	5
	1 (3)
	1 (3)
	0 (0)

	6
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	7
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Would you have attended A&E or a sexual health clinic for PEPSE for this exposure if HOME PEPSE was not available?
	
	
	

	Yes
	21 (48)
	12 (41)
	9 (60)

	No 
	10 (23)
	9 (31)
	1 (7)

	Don’t Know
	13 (30)
	8 (28)
	5 (33)






















[bookmark: _Toc95416998]2.2.6 Last Visit Questionnaire responses
Participants in ARM B took a last visit questionnaire at 48 weeks and 72 weeks, only the responses at 48 weeks are included in the following tables. 
[bookmark: _Toc95416999]2.2.6a Lifestyle Questions 
Table 18a: Lifestyle Questions in the LVQ by treatment arm. Data presented as n (%).
	
	Entire Sample
n = 90 
	HOME PEPSE
n = 44
	DEFERRED
n = 46

	When did you last visit each of the following types of places to meet men (even if it is not typical for you)?
	
	
	

	Gay community centres, organisations, events or social groups
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	9 (10)
	4 (9)
	5 (11)

	Within the last 3 months
	7 (8)
	2 (5)
	5 (11)

	Within the last 6 months
	8 (9)
	3 (7)
	5 (11)

	More than 6 months ago
	31 (34)
	19 (43)
	12 (26)

	Never
	35 (39)
	16 (36)
	19 (41)

	Gay cafes, pubs and/or bars
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	20 (22)
	10 (23)
	10 (22)

	Within the last 3 months
	10 (11)
	4 (9)
	6 (13)

	Within the last 6 months
	17 (19)
	7 (16)
	10 (22)

	More than 6 months ago
	24 (27)
	18 (41)
	6 (13)

	Never
	19 (21)
	5 (11)
	14 (30)

	Gay nightclubs/discos
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	16 (18)
	8 (18)
	8 (17)

	Within the last 3 months
	13 (14)
	6 (14)
	7 (15)

	Within the last 6 months
	14 (16)
	6 (14)
	8 (17)

	More than 6 months ago
	30 (33)
	17 (39)
	13 (28)

	Never
	17 (19)
	7 (16)
	10 (22)

	Gay saunas
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	7 (8)
	4 (9)
	3 (7)

	Within the last 3 months
	6 (7)
	3 (7)
	3 (7)

	Within the last 6 months
	9 (10)
	4 (9)
	5 (11)

	More than 6 months ago
	21 (23)
	11 (25)
	10 (22)

	Never
	47 (52)
	22 (50)
	25 (54)

	Backrooms, sex clubs or gay parties
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	6 (7)
	4 (9)
	2 (4)

	Within the last 3 months
	3 (3)
	1 (2)
	2 (4)

	Within the last 6 months
	8 (9)
	4 (9)
	4 (9)

	More than 6 months ago
	19 (21)
	10 (23)
	9 (20)

	Never
	54 (60)
	25 (57)
	29 (63)

	Bareback parties
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	2 (2)
	0 (0)
	2 (4)

	Within the last 3 months
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Within the last 6 months
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	More than 6 months ago
	10 (11)
	4 (9)
	6 (13)

	Never
	76 (84)
	40 (91)
	36 (78)

	Cruising areas where men meet for sex with men
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	5 (6)
	1 (2)
	4 (9)

	Within the last 3 months
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Within the last 6 months
	5 (6)
	1 (2)
	4 (9)

	More than 6 months ago
	18 (20)
	7 (16)
	11 (24)

	Never
	61 (68)
	34 (77)
	27 (59)

	Gay social networking websites 
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	44 (49)
	21 (48)
	23 (50)

	Within the last 3 months
	15 (17)
	7 (16)
	8 (17)

	Within the last 6 months
	10 (11)
	4 (9)
	6 (13)

	More than 6 months ago
	15 (17)
	8 (18)
	7 (15)

	Never
	6 (7)
	4 (9)
	2 (4)

	When did you last do any of the following (even if it is not typical for you)?
	
	
	

	Had sex after having enough alcohol to feel drunk
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	24 (27)
	13 (30)
	11 (24)

	Within the last 3 months
	20 (22)
	10 (23)
	10 (22)

	Within the last 6 months
	7 (8)
	1 (2)
	6 (13)

	More than 6 months ago
	20 (22)
	10 (23)
	10 (22)

	Never
	19 (21)
	10 (23)
	9 (20)

	Had sex after using recreational drugs
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	10 (11)
	5 (11)
	5 (11)

	Within the last 3 months
	8 (9)
	4 (9)
	4 (9)

	Within the last 6 months
	14 (16)
	7 (16)
	7 (15)

	More than 6 months ago
	14 (16)
	8 (18)
	6 (13)

	Never
	44 (49)
	20 (45)
	24 (52)

	Had sex after using a substance that helps keep an erection
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	5 (6)
	3 (7)
	2 (4)

	Within the last 3 months
	12 (13)
	4 (9)
	8 (17)

	Within the last 6 months
	7 (8)
	2 (5)
	5 (11)

	More than 6 months ago
	21 (23)
	11 (25)
	10 (22)

	Never
	45 (50)
	24 (55)
	21 (46)

	In group sex (sex with more than one other person on the same occasion)

	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	9 (10)
	5 (11)
	4 (9)

	Within the last 3 months
	8 (9)
	1 (2)
	7 (15)

	Within the last 6 months
	7 (8)
	2 (5)
	5 (11)

	More than 6 months ago
	34 (38)
	16 (36)
	18 (39)

	Never
	32 (36)
	20 (45)
	12 (26)

	Received money for having sex
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Within the last 3 months
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Within the last 6 months
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	More than 6 months ago
	7 (8)
	5 (11)
	2 (4)

	Never
	82 (91)
	39 (89)
	43 (93)

	Received drugs for having sex
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Within the last 3 months
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Within the last 6 months
	2 (2)
	0 (0)
	2 (4)

	More than 6 months ago
	4 (4)
	2 (5)
	2 (4)

	Never
	83 (92)
	42 (95)
	41 (89)

	Received something else (such as a place to stay) for having sex
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Within the last 3 months
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Within the last 6 months
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	More than 6 months ago
	4 (4)
	2 (5)
	2 (4)

	Never
	85 (94)
	42 (95)
	43 (93)

	Talked to a new sex partner about his HIV status before sex
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	14 (16)
	8 (18)
	6 (13)

	Within the last 3 months
	10 (11)
	3 (7)
	7 (15)

	Within the last 6 months
	10 (11)
	4 (9)
	6 (13)

	More than 6 months ago
	12 (13)
	4 (9)
	8 (17)

	Never
	44 (49)
	25 (57)
	19 (41)

	Paid a man for sex
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Within the last 3 months
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Within the last 6 months
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	More than 6 months ago
	7 (8)
	3 (7)
	4 (9)

	Never
	81 (90)
	41 (93)
	40 (87)

	Talked to a sex partner about PEP before sex
	
	
	

	Within the last 4 weeks
	11 (12)
	6 (14)
	5 (11)

	Within the last 3 months
	9 (10)
	6 (14)
	3 (7)

	Within the last 6 months
	9 (10)
	4 (9)
	5 (11)

	More than 6 months ago
	21 (23)
	8 (18)
	13 (28)

	Never
	40 (44)
	20 (45)
	20 (43)

	We would like to know more about your social network. Please tick the box that applies to you:
	
	
	

	How many of your friends are gay/transgender/have sex with men
	
	
	

	All or almost all
	6 (7)
	2 (5)
	4 (9)

	More than half
	32 (36)
	15 (34)
	17 (37)

	Less than half
	29 (32)
	12 (27)
	17 (37)

	Few
	22 (24)
	14 (32)
	8 (17)

	None
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	How many of your friends know that you are gay/transgender/have sex with men
	
	
	

	All or almost all
	66 (73)
	35 (80)
	31 (67)

	More than half
	14 (16)
	4 (9)
	10 (22)

	Less than half
	5 (6)
	3 (7)
	2 (4)

	Few
	4 (4)
	2 (5)
	2 (4)

	None
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	How many of your close family members know that you are gay/transgender/have sex with men

	
	
	

	All or almost all
	51 (57)
	26 (59)
	25 (54)

	More than half
	11 (12)
	5 (11)
	6 (13)

	Less than half
	4 (4)
	1 (2)
	3 (7)

	Few
	16 (18)
	8 (18)
	8 (17)

	None
	8 (9)
	4 (9)
	4 (9)

	How much do you agree / disagree with the following statements?
	
	
	

	I feel confident that, if I want to, I can make sure a condom is used when I have sex with any partner, in any situation.
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	46 (51)
	24 (55)
	22 (48)

	Tend to agree
	32 (36)
	14 (32)
	18 (39)

	Undecided or no opinion
	8 (9)
	5 (11)
	3 (7)

	Tend to disagree
	3 (3)
	0 (0)
	3 (7)

	Strongly disagree
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	I would ask a new partner their HIV status before we have sex.
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	45 (50)
	21 (48)
	24 (52)

	Tend to agree
	24 (27)
	12 (27)
	12 (26)

	Undecided or no opinion
	7 (8)
	2 (5)
	5 (11)

	Tend to disagree
	11 (12)
	6 (14)
	5 (11)

	Strongly disagree
	3 (3)
	3 (7)
	0 (0)

	I would expect a new partner to tell me if they had HIV before we have sex.
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	56 (62)
	27 (61)
	29 (63)

	Tend to agree
	18 (20)
	9 (20)
	9 (20)

	Undecided or no opinion
	9 (10)
	3 (7)
	6 (13)

	Tend to disagree
	4 (4)
	2 (5)
	2 (4)

	Strongly disagree
	3 (3)
	3 (7)
	0 (0)

	I find it difficult to discuss condom use with a new sexual partner

	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	5 (6)
	3 (7)
	2 (4)

	Tend to agree
	9 (10)
	1 (2)
	8 (17)

	Undecided or no opinion
	9 (10)
	6 (14)
	3 (7)

	Tend to disagree
	37 (41)
	17 (39)
	20 (43)

	Strongly disagree
	30 (33)
	17 (39)
	13 (28)

	Have you had any unsafe anal sex in the past 12 months
	
	
	

	Yes
	65 (72)
	28 (64)
	37 (80)

	No
	25 (28)
	16 (36)
	9 (20)

	
	
	
	

	In the last 12 months, how much of the unsafe sex you've had was after taking the following recreational drugs?
	
	
	

	Crystal Meth
	
	
	

	None
	46 (85)
	18 (90)
	28 (82)

	Some
	6 (11)
	1 (5)
	5 (15)

	About half
	1 (2)
	0 (0)
	1 (3)

	Most of the time
	1 (2)
	1 (5)
	0 (0)

	All of the time
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Mephedrone
	
	
	

	None
	60 (92)
	26 (93)
	34 (92)

	Some
	4 (6)
	2 (7)
	2 (5)

	About half
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Most of the time
	1 (2)
	0 (0)
	1 (3)

	All of the time
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	GHB/GBL
	
	
	

	None
	57 (88)
	24 (86)
	33 (89)

	Some
	6 (9)
	3 (11)
	3 (8)

	About half
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Most of the time
	2 (3)
	1 (4)
	1 (3)

	All of the time
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Ketamine
	
	
	

	None
	61 (94)
	25 (89)
	36 (97)

	Some
	4 (6)
	3 (11)
	1 (3)

	About half
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Most of the time
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	All of the time
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	In the last 12 months, which of the following drugs have you injected, or had someone inject for you?
	
	
	

	Amphetamine (speed)
	2 (2)
	1 (2)
	1 (2)

	Crystal methamphetamine (crystal, meth, tina4)
	4 (4)
	4 (9)
	0 (0)

	Heroin or related drugs (poppy, straw, kompot, fentanyl)
	2 (2)
	1 (2)
	1 (2)
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Table 16b: HOME PEPSE Questions in the LVQ by treatment arm. Data presented as n (%).
	
	Entire Sample
n = 90 
	HOME PEPSE
n = 44
	DEFERRED
n = 46

	Where do you keep your HOME PEPSE?
	
	
	

	At home
	66 (88)
	43 (98)
	23 (74)

	In my wallet
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	At work
	2 (3)
	0 (0)
	2 (6)

	In a bag
	3 (4)
	1 (2)
	2 (6)

	  Other                
	
	
	

	Don’t yet have
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Do not have yet
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Don’t have home pepse
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	N/a
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	We would like to know if HOME PEPSE changed any of the following. For each sentence, please tick the box that fits in with what you think.
	
	
	

	Having HOME PEPSE increased the likelihood of me taking PEP if I had had high risk sex
	
	
	

	Strongly Agree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Tend to agree
	9 (30)
	4 (40)
	5 (25)

	Undecided or no opinion
	18 (60)
	4 (40)
	14 (70)

	Tend to disagree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Strongly disagree
	3 (10)
	2 (20)
	1 (5)

	Having HOME PEPSE made me more likely to have high risk sex
	
	
	

	Strongly Agree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Tend to agree
	4 (5)
	1 (2)
	3 (7)

	Undecided or no opinion
	23 (26)
	5 (12)
	18 (40)

	Tend to disagree
	25 (28)
	14 (33)
	11 (24)

	Strongly disagree
	36 (41)
	23 (53)
	13 (29)

	Having HOME PEPSE meant that I took PEP before unsafe sex
	
	
	

	Strongly Agree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Tend to agree
	3 (4)
	1 (2)
	2 (5)

	Undecided or no opinion
	28 (35)
	8 (20)
	20 (51)

	Tend to disagree
	11 (14)
	10 (25)
	1 (3)

	Strongly disagree
	37 (47)
	21 (52)
	16 (41)

	
	
	
	

	Taking HOME PEPSE 
	
	
	

	What problems did you experience when having the option of HOME PEPSE?
	
	
	

	I forgot where it was
	2 (2)
	1 (2)
	1 (2)

	I forgot to take it out with me on the times that I had high risk sex
	11 (12)
	7 (16)
	4 (9)

	I forgot that I had HOME PEPSE at all
	3 (3)
	1 (2)
	2 (4)

	Other
	
	
	

	Decided not to take it . Both partners hiv negative
	1 (3)
	1 (8)
	0 (0)

	Did not have it
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (5)

	Didn't have a pack
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (5)

	Have not received it yet.
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (5)

	Have not taken
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (5)

	HAVENT HAD IT YET
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (5)

	I have not needed PEP so far
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (5)

	I was in a loyal relationship so there was no need
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (5)

	just recived the pepse
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (5)

	N/a
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (5)

	N/A
	3 (9)
	0 (0)
	3 (15)

	N/a did not need it
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (5)

	
	1 (3)
	1 (8)
	0 (0)

	No problem
	1 (3)
	1 (8)
	0 (0)

	No problems
	6 (18)
	4 (31)
	2 (10)

	No problems.
	1 (3)
	1 (8)
	0 (0)

	None
	6 (18)
	4 (31)
	2 (10)

	Not used yet
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (5)

	Not yet got it
	1 (3)
	0 (0)
	1 (5)

	Nothing
	2 (6)
	1 (8)
	1 (5)

	How many times have you started HOME PEPSE since starting the study?
	
	
	

	0
	55 (69)
	23 (52)
	32 (89)

	1
	19 (24)
	16 (36)
	3 (8)

	2
	4 (5)
	4 (9)
	0 (0)

	3
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	When you took HOME PEPSE, did you have any side effects?
	
	
	

	Yes
	9 (36)
	8 (38)
	1 (25)

	No
	16 (64)
	13 (62)
	3 (75)

	Have you given your HOME PEPSE tablets to anyone during the study?
	
	
	

	Yes
	2 (2)
	1 (2)
	1 (3)

	No
	79 (98)
	43 (98)
	36 (97)
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Table 16c: HOME PEPSE acceptability questions in the LVQ by treatment arm. Data presented as n (%).
	
	Entire Sample
n = 90 
	HOME PEPSE
n = 44
	DEFERRED
n = 46

	To the best of your memory, where did you first hear about the HOME PEPSE study?
	
	
	

	At a sexual health clinic
	85 (94)
	43 (98)
	42 (91)

	From a sexual partner
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	From a gay or transgender friend
	3 (3)
	0 (0)
	3 (7)

	In the news or on the internet
	2 (2)
	1 (2)
	1 (2)

	How much did each of the following influence your decision to join the HOME PEPSE study?
	
	
	

	Previous problems accessing PEPSE
	
	
	

	Influenced very much
	30 (33)
	11 (25)
	19 (41)

	Influenced a little
	16 (18)
	6 (14)
	10 (22)

	Did not influence
	44 (49)
	27 (61)
	17 (37)

	Current high-risk sex
	
	
	

	Influenced very much
	21 (23)
	11 (25)
	10 (22)

	Influenced a little
	41 (46)
	22 (50)
	19 (41)

	Did not influence
	28 (31)
	11 (25)
	17 (37)

	Previous side effects with PEPSE
	
	
	

	Influenced very much
	4 (4)
	2 (5)
	2 (4)

	Influenced a little
	14 (16)
	7 (16)
	7 (15)

	Did not influence
	72 (80)
	35 (80)
	37 (80)

	Interested in research
	
	
	

	Influenced very much
	64 (71)
	34 (77)
	30 (65)

	Influenced a little
	19 (21)
	9 (20)
	10 (22)

	Did not influence
	7 (8)
	1 (2)
	6 (13)

	Keen to try new ways to prevent HIV
	
	
	

	Influenced very much
	69 (77)
	35 (80)
	34 (74)

	Influenced a little
	16 (18)
	8 (18)
	8 (17)

	Did not influence
	5 (6)
	1 (2)
	4 (9)

	If anything else influenced your decision to join the HOME PEPSE study, please specify here
	
	
	

	-
	2 (2)
	1 (2)
	1 (2)

	.
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	0
	2 (2)
	0 (0)
	2 (5)

	Aid to prevent catching HIV
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Availability
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	civic duty -- was told that study subjects were needed
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Discussed with practitioner at clinic
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	free and regular reminders to get tested
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	getting the regular STD checks when I find it more difficult than I used to
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Happy to help in the research
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	High risk sex
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	I wanted PREP but was told I was not eligible for it.
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	I wanted to try NHS PREP at first, but after consultation I was recommended to try PEPSE instead.
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	It did not influence my decision
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Keen interest to learn and future improvements
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	n/a
	2 (2)
	1 (2)
	1 (2)

	N/a
	6 (7)
	2 (5)
	4 (9)

	N/A
	9 (11)
	6 (14)
	3 (7)

	
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	
	7 (8)
	3 (7)
	4 (9)

	Nil
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	no
	4 (5)
	2 (5)
	2 (5)

	No
	14 (16)
	9 (21)
	5 (12)

	NO
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	No issues
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Non
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	none
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	None
	5 (6)
	3 (7)
	2 (5)

	Not at all
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	nothing
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Nothing
	2 (2)
	2 (5)
	0 (0)

	Nothing else
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Nothing other than the painful process of trying to get it from A&E or out of hours. Esp on weekend
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Recent break up of long term relationship and expectation of promiscuity
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Regular STI tests
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Regular testing
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Regular testing
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Safety
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The lovely staff.... particularly the nurses
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Wanted to help
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	wanted to help/ say access to STI testing.
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Wanting to help the community and gain a better understanding of preventative measures
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Was convient to have appointments for sexual check up- I was seen faster on the study
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Since joining the study, how much have you talked to each of the following about taking part in the HOME PEP study?
	
	
	

	Steady sexual partner(s)
	
	
	

	Talked about alot
	26 (29)
	15 (34)
	11 (24)

	Talked about a little
	45 (50)
	21 (48)
	24 (52)

	Did not talk about at all
	19 (21)
	8 (18)
	11 (24)

	Non-steady sexual partner(s)
	
	
	

	Talked about alot
	17 (19)
	9 (20)
	8 (17)

	Talked about a little
	35 (39)
	18 (41)
	17 (37)

	Did not talk about at all
	38 (42)
	17 (39)
	21 (46)

	Gay/transgender friend(s)
	
	
	

	Talked about alot
	36 (40)
	21 (48)
	15 (33)

	Talked about a little
	32 (36)
	16 (36)
	16 (35)

	Did not talk about at all
	22 (24)
	7 (16)
	15 (33)

	Straight friend(s)
	
	
	

	Talked about alot
	26 (29)
	15 (34)
	11 (24)

	Talked about a little
	26 (29)
	12 (27)
	14 (30)

	Did not talk about at all
	38 (42)
	17 (39)
	21 (46)

	Family member(s)
	
	
	

	Talked about alot
	7 (8)
	5 (11)
	2 (4)

	Talked about a little
	19 (21)
	11 (25)
	8 (17)

	Did not talk about at all
	64 (71)
	28 (64)
	36 (78)

	HOME PEPSE staff
	
	
	

	Talked about alot
	44 (49)
	22 (50)
	22 (48)

	Talked about a little
	36 (40)
	17 (39)
	19 (41)

	Did not talk about at all
	10 (11)
	5 (11)
	5 (11)

	Clinical staff not in the HOME PEPSE study team
	
	
	

	Talked about alot
	11 (12)
	5 (11)
	6 (13)

	Talked about a little
	28 (31)
	11 (25)
	17 (37)

	Did not talk about at all
	51 (57)
	28 (64)
	23 (50)

	What did you most like about the study?
	
	
	

	-
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	3 month screening , no delays, appointments on time. Knowing I have PEP at home in case it is needed
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Access to regular check ups and advice as well as knowlege that I had access to PEP if I needed it
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Access to treatment
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Anonymity
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Awarence raising, be more careful
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Being able to have a full sexual health screen at a scheduled time and the supportive staff
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Being partner of research that can make a positive impact in this field
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Being tested so regularly and feeling looked after.
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Contributing to the field of research
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Convenience of having PEPSE with me and having a structured regular check-ups.
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Convenient
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Could book my sexual health checks easily
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Doing good for community
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Ease of use
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	easy to contact staff
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Feeling safe
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Felt like helping the lgbt community get access to home pepse - should be available for everyone
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Few appointments, very little time taken up. Feels good to to be helping with HIV research
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Friendliness of staff and the awareness that it raises
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Friendly and supportive clinic staff, simple process
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Friendly research staff and clear instructions
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Friendly staff
	2 (2)
	0 (0)
	2 (4)

	Friendly welcoming staff
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Getting the STD checks
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	GUARANTEED APPOINTMENTS
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Having the pack at home provided peace of mind
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Having the Pep at home
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Helping gay community fight hiv virus
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Helping out
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Helping research towards prevention of hiv
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	I like that all the staff had the right information to give you and it was someone new to be part of
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	I’m helping aid the research
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	It made me get tested regularly and not wait in a gum clinic
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	It’s quick and easy
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	It’s still ongoing
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Learning new things
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	N/A
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	New experience
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	No waiting time for appointments
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Not started
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	People and potential helping AIDS prevention
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Regular appointments for check ups
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Regular check ups booked in advance. No queuing
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Regular checks and friendly staff
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Regular checkups
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Regular monitoring
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Regular scheduled meetings
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Regular STI test
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Regular STI testing and helping with research.
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	regular testing
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Regular testing and education on sexual health issues
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	regular testing and friendly members of staff
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Regular tests
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Regularity,
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	rwgular checks
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Sexual health advise
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	staff
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Staff
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Staff 5th gen hiv fast test and new up and coming improvements
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Test every 3 manth
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	That it will provide evidence to support more widespread use
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The ability to access PEP quickly but without the stress of having to come in at difficult times
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The chance to get tested
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The direct effectiveness and accessibility
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The friendly and helpful staff
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The friendly staff
	2 (2)
	1 (2)
	1 (2)

	the friendly staff and quick appointments
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The new information and staff
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The nurses are great. Super approachable and friendly.
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The nursing staff
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The openness and information.
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The opportunity to learn new things.
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The reason of the research and the possibility of have a HOME PEPSE in a future at home
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The regular check ins on a quarterly basis. Friendliness of staff. The awareness that it gave me.
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The safety net it provided for occasions in which I would have shown unsafe sexual behaviour.
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The staff
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	the staff at the hospital and being part of a helpful research study
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The staff how professiol they are and the cash is a bonus but not the reason I did it
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The staff was super welcoming and knowledgable
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The staff, convince
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The staff. Very friendly and approachable
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Very convenient
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Very informative study and the clinic staff are always helpful and supportive
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Very nice staff
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Very usyfull informations
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Very well organised, very friendly staff. Everything was straightforward and easy.
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	You get tested every 3 months
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	What did you like least about the study?
	
	
	

	-
	2 (2)
	0 (0)
	2 (4)

	After taking PEP, there are a lot of follow up appointments to monitor you.
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	All was great
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Al swab
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	At present zero. Maybe only the speed of being able to answer questions which I feel a online pdf 24
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Blood tests
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Can’t think of anything
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	everything was good
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	finding time for appointments
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Giving blood
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	having to arrange a time to visit - uvoidable.
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Having to return the medication
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	I did not have any significant negative experiences
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	I was placed on arm 2
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	It’s still ongoing
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Lengths of appointments
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	n/a
	3 (3)
	0 (0)
	3 (7)

	N/a
	2 (2)
	1 (2)
	1 (2)

	N/A
	7 (8)
	4 (9)
	3 (7)

	
	2 (2)
	1 (2)
	1 (2)

	No dislikes
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	No issues
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	NO PEP SHOP
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	No problems
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	none
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	None
	2 (2)
	0 (0)
	2 (4)

	Not being given as much advice about wanting to go onto prep
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Not started
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	nothing
	3 (3)
	0 (0)
	3 (7)

	Nothing
	7 (8)
	4 (9)
	3 (7)

	Nothing I dislike
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Nothing really
	2 (2)
	1 (2)
	1 (2)

	Nothing springs to mind
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Nothing.
	2 (2)
	0 (0)
	2 (4)

	Organising around busy schedule
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Questionire wording was often too vague
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Regular staff change
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Side effects of treatment
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Since I started taking prep on demand I didn’t see the point of me being in the study
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Some of the surveys could have been easier to complete and more relevant
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Staf the are very ce
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Surveys
	2 (2)
	2 (5)
	0 (0)

	Taking blood
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Taking my blood
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Taking of bloods
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	That I didnt have PEP since the begining
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	That it ends and options from NHS are limited on an ongoing basis
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	That it ends!
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	That the pepsi is not staying with me.
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The blood tests, I hate needles.
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The early side effects
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The long forms
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The needles
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The pandemic made it all slightly more complicated
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The side effects of maraviroc
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The side effects of PEP & not being allowed onto the PREP trial
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The staff are very friendly and Informative
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	The study can’t be extended.
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	The total length
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	These surveys at times felt patronising about gay lifestyle choices
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	This questionire
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Time commitment due to work commitments was a challenge
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Time slots. I have a busy schedule. Could have had some evening sessions
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	travel to brighton
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Travelling to London
	1 (1)
	0 (0)
	1 (2)

	Very friendly staff
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Was a bit far from home
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)




[bookmark: _Toc95417002]2.2.6d Views about antiretroviral medication
Table 16d: Views about antiretroviral medication in the LVQ by treatment arm. Data presented as n (%).
	
	Entire Sample
n = 90 
	HOME PEPSE
n = 44
	DEFERRED
n = 46

	These are statements other people have made about their antiretroviral medication. Please show how much you agree or disagree with them:
	
	
	

	My health depends on these medicines
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	22 (25)
	10 (23)
	12 (27)

	Agree
	26 (29)
	14 (32)
	12 (27)

	Uncertain
	16 (18)
	5 (11)
	11 (24)

	Disagree
	12 (13)
	6 (14)
	6 (13)

	Strongly disagree
	13 (15)
	9 (20)
	4 (9)

	Having to take these medicines worry me
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	4 (4)
	3 (7)
	1 (2)

	Agree
	23 (26)
	10 (23)
	13 (29)

	Uncertain
	14 (16)
	6 (14)
	8 (18)

	Disagree
	27 (30)
	12 (27)
	15 (33)

	Strongly disagree
	21 (24)
	13 (30)
	8 (18)

	I would worry about long-term effects of these medicines
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	10 (11)
	5 (11)
	5 (11)

	Agree
	30 (34)
	12 (27)
	18 (40)

	Uncertain
	18 (20)
	10 (23)
	8 (18)

	Disagree
	14 (16)
	7 (16)
	7 (16)

	Strongly disagree
	17 (19)
	10 (23)
	7 (16)

	Without these medicines I will get HIV
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	11 (12)
	3 (7)
	8 (18)

	Agree
	31 (35)
	18 (41)
	13 (29)

	Uncertain
	21 (24)
	8 (18)
	13 (29)

	Disagree
	12 (13)
	7 (16)
	5 (11)

	Strongly disagree
	14 (16)
	8 (18)
	6 (13)

	These medicines are a mystery to me
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	0 (0)

	Agree
	6 (7)
	2 (5)
	4 (9)

	Uncertain
	13 (15)
	5 (11)
	8 (18)

	Disagree
	35 (39)
	19 (43)
	16 (36)

	Strongly disagree
	34 (38)
	17 (39)
	17 (38)

	My health in the future will depend on these medicines
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	15 (17)
	8 (18)
	7 (16)

	Agree
	29 (33)
	13 (30)
	16 (36)

	Uncertain
	18 (20)
	6 (14)
	12 (27)

	Disagree
	15 (17)
	9 (20)
	6 (13)

	Strongly disagree
	12 (13)
	8 (18)
	4 (9)

	These medicines would disrupt my life
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Agree
	5 (6)
	1 (2)
	4 (9)

	Uncertain
	19 (21)
	10 (23)
	9 (20)

	Disagree
	36 (40)
	16 (36)
	20 (44)

	Strongly disagree
	29 (33)
	17 (39)
	12 (27)

	I would worry about becoming to dependant on these medicines
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	2 (2)
	1 (2)
	1 (2)

	Agree
	11 (12)
	7 (16)
	4 (9)

	Uncertain
	16 (18)
	7 (16)
	9 (20)

	Disagree
	25 (28)
	9 (20)
	16 (36)

	Strongly disagree
	35 (39)
	20 (45)
	15 (33)

	Taking these medicines would stop me getting HIV
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	31 (35)
	10 (23)
	21 (47)

	Agree
	32 (36)
	20 (45)
	12 (27)

	Uncertain
	17 (19)
	10 (23)
	7 (16)

	Disagree
	6 (7)
	1 (2)
	5 (11)

	Strongly disagree
	3 (3)
	3 (7)
	0 (0)

	These medicines would give me unpleasant side effects
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	3 (3)
	1 (2)
	2 (4)

	Agree
	11 (12)
	4 (9)
	7 (16)

	Uncertain
	37 (42)
	15 (34)
	22 (49)

	Disagree
	21 (24)
	15 (34)
	6 (13)

	Strongly disagree
	17 (19)
	9 (20)
	8 (18)

	It would be difficult for me to take the tablets on time each day
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	5 (6)
	2 (5)
	3 (7)

	Agree
	7 (8)
	3 (7)
	4 (9)

	Uncertain
	19 (21)
	5 (11)
	14 (31)

	Disagree
	27 (30)
	18 (41)
	9 (20)

	Strongly disagree
	31 (35)
	16 (36)
	15 (33)

	These medicines are the best hope for the future
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	31 (35)
	15 (34)
	16 (36)

	Agree
	33 (37)
	17 (39)
	16 (36)

	Uncertain
	19 (21)
	8 (18)
	11 (24)

	Disagree
	4 (4)
	2 (5)
	2 (4)

	Strongly disagree
	2 (2)
	2 (5)
	0 (0)
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Table 16e: Optional extra questions in the LVQ by treatment arm. Data presented as n (%).
	
	Entire Sample
n = 90 
	HOME PEPSE
n = 44
	DEFERRED
n = 46

	We would like to know more about how you view your sexuality. Please tick the box that applies to you
:
	
	
	

	Obviously effemite homosexual men make me feel uncomfortable
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Tend to agree
	11 (13)
	4 (10)
	7 (16)

	Undecided or no opinion
	17 (20)
	6 (14)
	11 (24)

	Tend to disagree
	28 (32)
	16 (38)
	12 (27)

	Strongly disagree
	31 (36)
	16 (38)
	15 (33)

	I feel comfortable in gay bars
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Tend to agree
	36 (58)
	17 (55)
	19 (61)

	Undecided or no opinion
	9 (15)
	5 (16)
	4 (13)

	Tend to disagree
	8 (13)
	3 (10)
	5 (16)

	Strongly disagree
	9 (15)
	6 (19)
	3 (10)

	Social situations with transgender/gay men make me feel uncomfortable
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Tend to agree
	9 (10)
	4 (9)
	5 (11)

	Undecided or no opinion
	9 (10)
	3 (7)
	6 (13)

	Tend to disagree
	29 (33)
	15 (35)
	14 (30)

	Strongly disagree
	42 (47)
	21 (49)
	21 (46)

	I feel comfortable being seen in public with an obviously transgender/gay person
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Tend to agree
	31 (53)
	17 (61)
	14 (47)

	Undecided or no opinion
	13 (22)
	5 (18)
	8 (27)

	Tend to disagree
	5 (9)
	2 (7)
	3 (10)

	Strongly disagree
	9 (16)
	4 (14)
	5 (17)

	I feel comfortable discussing homosexuality in a public situation
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Tend to agree
	27 (51)
	12 (48)
	15 (54)

	Undecided or no opinion
	10 (19)
	7 (28)
	3 (11)

	Tend to disagree
	11 (21)
	3 (12)
	8 (29)

	Strongly disagree
	5 (9)
	3 (12)
	2 (7)

	I feel comfortable being a trangender/gay man
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Tend to agree
	23 (50)
	13 (57)
	10 (43)

	Undecided or no opinion
	13 (28)
	5 (22)
	8 (35)

	Tend to disagree
	4 (9)
	2 (9)
	2 (9)

	Strongly disagree
	6 (13)
	3 (13)
	3 (13)

	Homosexuality is morally acceptable to me
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Tend to agree
	11 (58)
	7 (70)
	4 (44)

	Undecided or no opinion
	3 (16)
	1 (10)
	2 (22)

	Tend to disagree
	2 (11)
	0 (0)
	2 (22)

	Strongly disagree
	3 (16)
	2 (20)
	1 (11)

	Even if I could change my sexual orientation I wouldn’t
	
	
	

	Strongly agree
	0 (0)
	0 (0)
	0 (0)

	Tend to agree
	13 (41)
	6 (40)
	7 (41)

	Undecided or no opinion
	11 (34)
	5 (33)
	6 (35)

	Tend to disagree
	4 (12)
	1 (7)
	3 (18)

	Strongly disagree
	4 (12)
	3 (20)
	1 (6)
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We will assess associations using Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient, the coefficients are interpreted in Table 17.
Table 17: Interpretation of Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient. These interpretations apply to both positive and negative relationships.
	Spearman’s 
	Correlation

	 0.80
	Very strong relationship

	0.60-0.79
	Strong relationship

	0.40-0.59
	Moderate relationship

	0.20-0.39
	Weak relationship

	0.01-0.19
	No or negligible relationship
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We found two significant correlations between health beliefs and time to PEP uptake (Table 18).  The largest overall correlation was a significantly (p = 0.006) moderate positive relationship (0.53 [95% CI: 0.18,0.76]) for the statement “I would worry about long-term effects of these medicines”, this corresponds to longer uptake times for those that agreed with this statement.
Table 18: Health beliefs correlated with time to HOME PEPSE and PEP uptake (n = 26). Associations are calculated using the Spearman’s rank correlation. Results are reported: correlation (95% CI). The response to these questions is on a Likert scale, i.e., Strongly disagree, Disagree, Uncertain, Agree, Strongly agree. “Strongly disagree” is coded as 1 and “Strongly agree” is coded as 5. Positive correlations can be interpreted as agreement corresponding with longer uptake times, conversely, negative correlations can be interpreted as disagreement corresponding with longer uptake times. Significant correlations are highlighted in bold.
	Question
	Overall
n = 26
	ARM A
n = 16
	ARM B
n = 10

	My health depends on these medicines
	0.29 (-0.11,0.61)
	0.37 (-0.15,0.73)
	0.04 (-0.61,0.65)

	Having to take these medicines worry me
	0.34 (-0.05,0.64)
	0.20 (-0.33,0.63)
	0.23 (-0.47,0.75)

	I would worry about long-term effects of these medicines
	0.53 (0.18,0.76)
	0.31 (-0.21,0.70)
	0.34 (-0.37,0.80)

	Without these medicines I will get HIV
	0.01 (-0.38,0.40)
	0.06 (-0.45,0.54)
	-0.15 (-0.71,0.53)

	These medicines are a mystery to me
	0.25 (-0.16,0.58)
	0.26 (-0.27,0.67)
	0.25 (-0.45,0.76)

	My health in the future will depend on these medicines
	0.08 (-0.32,0.45)
	0.09 (-0.43,0.56)
	0.09 (-0.57,0.68)

	These medicines would disrupt my life
	0.10 (-0.30,0.47)
	-0.05 (-0.53,0.46)
	0.37 (-0.34,0.81)

	I would worry about becoming to dependant on these medicines
	0.25 (-0.16,0.58)
	0.25 (-0.28,0.66)
	0.37 (-0.34,0.81)

	Taking these medicines would stop me getting HIV
	0.02 (-0.37,0.40)
	0.08 (-0.44,0.55)
	-0.42 (-0.83,0.28)

	These medicines would give me unpleasant side effects
	0.32 (-0.08,0.63)
	0.37 (-0.16,0.73)
	0.17 (-0.52,0.72)

	It would be difficult for me to take the tablets on time each day
	0.41 (0.02,0.69)
	0.30 (-0.23,0.69)
	0.33 (-0.37,0.80)

	These medicines are the best hope for the future
	0.10 (-0.30,0.47)
	0.18 (-0.34,0.62)
	0.13 (-0.54,0.70)
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We found no significant correlations between the question responses in Table 19a and PEP uptake.  
The largest correlation in ARM A was a weak negative relationship for the response “No condom and you are top” to the question “How worried would you be about getting HIV if you had sex with a man who was HIV positive and not on HIV drugs?”, this corresponds to larger uptake times for those that were less worried.  
The largest correlation in ARM B was a weak negative relationship for the response “No condom and you are bottom” to the question “How worried would you be about getting HIV if you had sex with a man who was HIV positive and was on HIV drugs:”, this corresponds to larger uptake times for those that were more worried.  
Table 19a: Baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics correlated with time to HOME PEPSE and PEP uptake (n = 33). Associations are calculated using the Spearman’s rank correlation. Results are reported: correlation (95% CI). The response to these questions is: Not worried, Somewhat worried, Very worried. “Not worried” is coded as 1 and “Very worried” is coded as 3. Positive correlations can be interpreted as worry corresponding with longer uptake times, conversely, negative correlations can be interpreted as worry corresponding with shorter uptake times. Hyphens indicate that all participants chose the same response so no correlation could be calculated. Significant correlations are highlighted in bold.
	Question
	Overall
n = 33
	ARM A
n = 20
	ARM B
n = 13

	How worried would you be about getting HIV if you had sex with a man whose HIV status you didn’t know:
	
	
	

	No condom and you are bottom
	-0.09 (-0.42,0.26)
	-0.19 (-0.58,0.28)
	0.00 (-0.55,0.55)

	No condom and you are top
	0.27 (-0.08,0.56)
	0.00 (-0.44,0.44)
	0.24 (-0.35,0.70)

	No condom and you took PEP after sex that you were bottom receptive anal sex (no condom)
	0.02 (-0.32,0.36)
	0.07 (-0.39,0.50)
	0.03 (-0.53,0.57)

	How worried would you be about getting HIV if you had sex with a man who was HIV positive and not on HIV drugs:
	
	
	

	No condom and you are bottom
	0.11 (-0.24,0.44)
	0.02 (-0.43,0.46)
	-

	No condom and you are top
	-0.05 (-0.39,0.30)
	-0.32 (-0.67,0.14)
	-

	No condom and you took PEP after sex that you were bottom receptive anal sex (no condom)
	0.27 (-0.08,0.56)
	0.27 (-0.19,0.64)
	0.15 (-0.44,0.65)

	How worried would you be about getting HIV if you had sex with a man who was HIV positive and was on HIV drugs:
	
	
	

	No condom and you are bottom
	0.29 (-0.06,0.57)
	0.06 (-0.39,0.49)
	0.43 (-0.15,0.79)

	No condom and you are top
	0.24 (-0.12,0.54)
	-0.02 (-0.46,0.42)
	0.19 (-0.40,0.67)

	No condom and you took PEP after sex that you were bottom receptive anal sex (no condom)
	0.17 (-0.18,0.49)
	0.10 (-0.36,0.52)
	0.08 (-0.49,0.60)





We found no significant correlations between the question responses in Table 19b and PEP uptake, although some were approaching significance.  
The largest correlation in ARM A was a moderate positive relationship (0.41 [95% CI: -0.03,0.72]) that was approaching significance (p = 0.069) for the situation “No condom, you are bottom for anal sex with casual partner who had HIV and was on HIV drugs”, this corresponds to longer uptake times for those that were more likely to attend PEPSE.  
The largest correlation in ARM B was a moderate negative relationship (-0.51 [95% CI: -0.83,0.06])  that was approaching significance (p = 0.077) for the situation “No condom, you are bottom for anal sex with regular partner who I didn’t know if they had HIV”, this corresponds to shorter uptake times for those that were more likely to attend PEPSE.   
Table 19b: Baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics correlated with time to HOME PEPSE and PEP uptake (n = 33). Associations are calculated using the Spearman’s rank correlation. Results are reported: correlation (95% CI). The response to these questions is: Extremely unlikely, Somewhat unlikely, Neither likely/unlikely, Somewhat likely, Very likely. “Extremely unlikely” is coded as 1 and “Very likely” is coded as 5. Positive correlations can be interpreted as likelihood corresponding with longer uptake times, conversely, negative correlations can be interpreted as likelihood corresponding with shorter uptake times. Hyphens indicate that all participants chose the same response so no correlation could be calculated. Significant correlations are highlighted in bold.
	Question
	Overall
n = 33
	ARM A
n = 20
	ARM B
n = 13

	How likely would you be to attend for PEPSE in the following situations?
	
	
	

	No condom, you are bottom for anal sex with a casual partner who I didn’t know if they had HIV
	-0.24 (-0.54,0.11)
	-0.21 (-0.60,0.26)
	-0.34 (-0.75,0.26)

	[bookmark: _Hlk92926784]No condom, you are bottom for anal sex with regular partner who I didn’t know if they had HIV
	-0.15 (-0.47,0.20)
	-0.12 (-0.54,0.34)
	-0.51 (-0.83,0.06)

	Sharing needles with someone I didn’t know if they had HIV
	-0.10 (-0.43,0.25)
	-0.15 (-0.55,0.32)
	-0.02 (-0.56,0.54)

	No condom, you are top for anal sex with casual partner who had HIV and was not on HIV drugs
	0.19 (-0.17,0.50)
	0.08 (-0.38,0.50)
	0.15 (-0.44,0.65)

	No condom, you are top for anal sex with regular partner who had HIV and was not on HIV drugs
	0.06 (-0.29,0.39)
	-0.12 (-0.54,0.34)
	0.15 (-0.44,0.65)

	No condom, you are bottom for anal sex with casual partner who had HIV and was on HIV drugs
	0.18 (-0.17,0.49)
	0.41 (-0.03,0.72)
	-0.20 (-0.68,0.39)

	No condom, you are bottom for anal sex with regular partner who had HIV and was on HIV drugs
	0.09 (-0.26,0.42)
	0.32 (-0.14,0.67)
	-0.19 (-0.67,0.40)










We found two significant correlation between the question responses in Table 19c and PEP uptake.
The largest correlation in ARM A was a significantly (p = 0.035) moderate negative	 relationship (-0.47 [95% CI: -0.76,-0.04]) for the scenario “In group sex”, this corresponds to longer uptake times for those who reported the scenario more recently.
The largest correlation in ARM B was a significantly (p = 0.024) strong positive relationship (0.62 [95% CI: 0.11,0.87]) for the scenario “Had sex after having enough alcohol to feel drunk”, this corresponds to shorter uptake times for those who reported the scenario more recently.  
Table 19c: Baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics correlated with time to HOME PEPSE and PEP uptake (n = 33). Associations are calculated using the Spearman’s rank correlation. Results are reported: correlation (95% CI). The response to these questions is: Never, in the last 6 months, in the last 3 months, In the last 4 weeks. “Never” is coded as 1 and “In the last 4 weeks” is coded as 4. Positive correlations can be interpreted as more recent scenarios corresponding with longer uptake times, conversely, negative correlations can be interpreted as more recent scenarios corresponding with shorter uptake times. Hyphens indicate that all participants chose the same response so no correlation could be calculated. Significant correlations are highlighted in bold.
	Question
	Overall
n = 33
	ARM A
n = 20
	ARM B
n = 13

	When did you last do any of the following (even if it is not typical for you)?
	
	
	

	Had sex after having enough alcohol to feel drunk
	0.18 (-0.17,0.49)
	-0.10 (-0.52,0.36)
	0.62 (0.11,0.87)

	Had sex after using recreational drugs
	-0.27 (-0.56,0.08)
	-0.29 (-0.65,0.18)
	-0.22 (-0.69,0.38)

	Had sex after using a substance that helps keep an erection
	0.09 (-0.27,0.42)
	-0.21 (-0.60,0.25)
	0.14 (-0.44,0.64)

	In group sex (sex with more than one other person on the same occasion)
	-0.17 (-0.49,0.18)
	-0.47 (-0.76,-0.04)
	0.04 (-0.53,0.58)

	Paid a man for sex
	-0.12 (-0.45,0.23)
	0.03 (-0.42,0.47)
	-

	Received money for having sex
	-0.21 (-0.52,0.14)
	-0.12 (-0.53,0.34)
	-

	Received drugs for having sex
	-0.13 (-0.46,0.22)
	0.00 (-0.44,0.44)
	-

	Received something else (such as a place to stay) for having sex
	-0.11 (-0.44,0.24)
	-0.02 (-0.46,0.43)
	-

	Ask new sex partner about his HIV status before sex
	-0.19 (-0.50,0.16)
	-0.25 (-0.62,0.22)
	-0.09 (-0.61,0.48)

	Had sex with someone you met through the internet
	0.27 (-0.08,0.56)
	0.21 (-0.25,0.60)
	0.45 (-0.14,0.80)

	Talked to a sex partner about PEP before sex
	0.10 (-0.25,0.43)
	0.07 (-0.39,0.49)
	-0.10 (-0.62,0.48)






We found four significant correlations between the question responses in Table 19d and PEP uptake.
The largest overall correlation was a significantly (p = 0.031) moderate positive relationship (0.38 [95% CI: 0.04,0.64]) for the statement “I would like more intimacy in my life”, this corresponds to longer uptake times for those who agreed with this statement.
The largest correlation in ARM A was a significantly (p = 0.006) strong negative relationship (-0.59 [95% CI: -0.82,-0.21]) for the statement “I am happy with my sex life”, this corresponds to shorter uptake times for those who agreed with this statement.
There were two strong significant correlations in ARM B. There was a significantly (p = 0.034) strong negative relationship (-0.59 [95% CI: -0.86,-0.06]) for the statement “I find it easy to say "no" to sex I don't want”, this corresponds to shorter uptake times for those who agreed with this statement. Additionally, there was a significantly (p = 0.047) strong positive relationship (0.56 [95% CI: 0.01,0.85]) for the statement “I would like to have more steady partner(s)”, this corresponds to longer uptake times for those who agreed with this statement
Table 19d: Baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics correlated with time to HOME PEPSE and PEP uptake (n = 33). Associations are calculated using the Spearman’s rank correlation. Results are reported: correlation (95% CI). The response to these questions is: Strongly disagree, Disagree, Uncertain, Agree, Strongly agree. “Strongly disagree” is coded as 1 and “Strongly agree” is coded as 5. Positive correlations can be interpreted as agreement corresponding with longer uptake times, conversely, negative correlations can be interpreted as agreement corresponding with shorter uptake times. Hyphens indicate that all participants chose the same response so no correlation could be calculated. Significant correlations are highlighted in bold.
	Question
	Overall
n = 33
	ARM A
n = 20
	ARM B
n = 13

	We would like to know more about how you feel about your sex life as it is at the moment. 
	
	
	

	I am happy with my sex life
	-0.26 (-0.55,0.09)
	-0.59 (-0.82,-0.21)
	0.01 (-0.54,0.56)

	I am as sexually confident as I want to be
	-0.13 (-0.45,0.22)
	-0.27 (-0.63,0.20)
	-0.18 (-0.66,0.41)

	I find it easy to say "no" to sex I don't want
	0.17 (-0.19,0.48)
	0.36 (-0.09,0.69)
	-0.59 (-0.86,-0.06)

	The sex I have is always as safe as I want it to be
	0.06 (-0.29,0.40)
	0.02 (-0.43,0.46)
	0.03 (-0.53,0.57)

	I would like to have more sex
	0.20 (-0.16,0.51)
	0.30 (-0.17,0.65)
	-0.15 (-0.65,0.43)

	I am usually satisfied after sex
	0.28 (-0.07,0.57)
	0.13 (-0.34,0.54)
	0.07 (-0.50,0.60)

	I would like to have more steady partner(s)
	0.22 (-0.14,0.52)
	0.07 (-0.38,0.50)
	0.56 (0.01,0.85)

	I would like to have more non steady partner(s)
	0.15 (-0.20,0.47)
	0.47 (0.04,0.76)
	-0.08 (-0.61,0.49)

	I would like more intimacy in my life
	0.38 (0.04,0.64)
	0.41 (-0.04,0.72)
	0.12 (-0.46,0.63)

	I would like more love in my life
	0.22 (-0.14,0.52)
	0.20 (-0.26,0.59)
	-0.15 (-0.65,0.44)



There were no significant correlations between the question responses in Table 19e and PEP uptake.
Table 19e: Baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics correlated with time to HOME PEPSE and PEP uptake (n = 33). Associations are calculated using the Spearman’s rank correlation. Results are reported: correlation (95% CI). The response to the first questions is: No, Not sure, Yes. “No” is coded as 1 and “Yes” is coded as 3. Positive correlations can be interpreted as knowledge of PEP or PrEP corresponding with longer uptake times, conversely, negative correlations can be interpreted as knowledge corresponding with shorter uptake times. The response to the second questions is: Never, Once, More than once. “Never” is coded as 1 and “More than once” is coded as 3. Positive correlations can be interpreted as higher use corresponding with longer uptake times, conversely, negative correlations can be interpreted as higher use corresponding with shorter uptake times Hyphens indicate that all participants chose the same response so no correlation could be calculated. Significant correlations are highlighted in bold.
	Question
	Overall
n = 33
	ARM A
n = 20
	ARM B
n = 13

	Before you joined this study had you heard of
:
	
	
	

	PEPSE
	0.14 (-0.21,0.46)
	0.07 (-0.38,0.50)
	0.23 (-0.37,0.69)

	PrEP (Pre-exposure prophylaxis)
	0.01 (-0.33,0.36)
	-0.14 (-0.55,0.32)
	-

	We would like to know more about your use of PEPSE and PrEP BEFORE you joined the study:
	
	
	

	I used PEPSE that I got from sexual health services
	-0.15 (-0.47,0.21)
	-0.07 (-0.50,0.38)
	-0.16 (-0.66,0.43)

	I used PEPSE that I got from A&E
	-0.11 (-0.43,0.24)
	-0.14 (-0.55,0.32)
	-0.12 (-0.63,0.47)

	I used someone else's HIV drugs as PEPSE
	0.04 (-0.31,0.38)
	-0.02 (-0.46,0.43)
	0.08 (-0.49,0.60)

	I had used PrEP as part of the PROUD study
	-0.20 (-0.50,0.16)
	-0.25 (-0.63,0.21)
	0.08 (-0.49,0.60)

	I had used PrEP that I had got hold of myself
	-0.00 (-0.35,0.34)
	0.02 (-0.43,0.46)
	-0.07 (-0.60,0.50)














There was one significant correlation between the question responses in Table 19f and PEP uptake.
The largest correlation in ARM B was a significantly (p = 0.033) moderate negative relationship (-0.59 [95% CI: -0.86,-0.06]) to the question “How many times in the past 12 months have you attended a clinic for an STI test”, this corresponds to shorter uptake times for those who reported more tests.  
Table 19f: Baseline sexual lifestyle characteristics correlated with time to HOME PEPSE and PEP uptake (n = 33). Associations are calculated using the Spearman’s rank correlation. Results are reported: correlation (95% CI). The response to the questions is numerical. Positive correlations can be interpreted as more tests corresponding with longer uptake times, conversely, negative correlations can be interpreted as more tests corresponding with shorter uptake times. Hyphens indicate that all participants chose the same response so no correlation could be calculated. Significant correlations are highlighted in bold.
	Question
	Overall
n = 33
	ARM A
n = 20
	ARM B
n = 13

	How many times in the past 12 months have you attended a clinic for:
	
	
	

	A HIV test
	-0.20 (-0.51,0.15)
	-0.24 (-0.61,0.23)
	-0.26 (-0.71,0.34)

	An STI test
	-0.27 (-0.56,0.08)
	-0.27 (-0.64,0.19)
	-0.59 (-0.86,-0.06)





















[bookmark: _Toc95417007]2.2.7c HOME PEPSE acceptability questions 
Table 20: HOME PEPSE uptake time by where PEP is kept. Results are displayed as median [IQR]
	
	Overall
n = 26
	HOME PEPSE
n = 16
	DEFERRED
n = 10

	Where do you keep your HOME PEPSE?
	
	
	

	At home 
	20 [22]
(n = 22)
	13 [17]
(n = 16)
	31 [10]
(n = 6)

	In my wallet
	-
	-
	-

	At work 
	-
	-
	-

	In a bag
	41 [0]
(n = 1)
	-
	41 [0]
(n = 1)

	Missing 
	37 [20]
(n = 2)
	
	37 [20]
(n = 2)

	Other
	
	
	

	N/a 
	9 [0]
(n = 1)
	
	9 [0]
(n = 1)


















[bookmark: _Toc95417008]2.2.7d Lifestyle questions 
We found one significant correlation between the question responses in Table 21 and PEP uptake.
The largest correlation in ARM A was a significantly (p = 0.020) moderate negative	 relationship (-0.58 [95% CI: -0.83,-0.11]) for the place “Gay community centres, organisations, events or social groups”, this corresponds to shorter uptake times for those who reported the scenario more recently.
Table 21a: Sexual lifestyle characteristics correlated with time to HOME PEPSE and PEP uptake (n = 33). Associations are calculated using the Spearman’s rank correlation. Results are reported: correlation (95% CI). The response to these questions is: Never, More than 6 months ago, Within the last 6 months, Within the last 3 months, Within the last 4 weeks. “Never” is coded as 1 and “Within the last 4 weeks” is coded as 5. Positive correlations can be interpreted as more recent visits corresponding with longer uptake times, conversely, negative correlations can be interpreted as more recent visits corresponding with shorter uptake times. Hyphens indicate that all participants chose the same response so no correlation could be calculated. Significant correlations are highlighted in bold.
	Question
	Overall
n = 26
	ARM A
n = 16
	ARM B
n = 10

	When did you last visit each of the following types of places to meet men (even if it is not typical for you)?
	
	
	

	Gay community centres, organisations, events or social groups
	-0.23 (-0.56,0.18)
	-0.58 (-0.83,-0.11)
	0.20 (-0.49,0.74)

	Gay cafes, pubs and/or bars
	0.00 (-0.38,0.39)
	-0.03 (-0.52,0.47)
	0.20 (-0.49,0.74)

	Gay nightclubs/discos
	-0.15 (-0.51,0.25)
	-0.02 (-0.51,0.48)
	-0.41 (-0.83,0.30)

	Gay saunas
	0.07 (-0.33,0.44)
	-0.02 (-0.51,0.48)
	0.22 (-0.48,0.75)

	Backrooms, sex clubs or gay parties
	-0.14 (-0.50,0.26)
	-0.32 (-0.70,0.21)
	0.29 (-0.42,0.78)

	Bareback parties
	0.16 (-0.25,0.51)
	0.04 (-0.46,0.53)
	0.09 (-0.57,0.68)

	Cruising areas where men meet for sex with men
	-0.10 (-0.47,0.30)
	-0.46 (-0.78,0.05)
	0.18 (-0.51,0.73)

	Gay social networking websites 
	-0.05 (-0.43,0.34)
	-0.05 (-0.53,0.46)
	0.03 (-0.61,0.65)











We found no significant correlation between the question responses in Table 21 and PEP uptake. These responses had many missing variables so the results need to be interpreted with caution.
The largest correlation in ARM A was a significantly (p = 0.020) moderate negative	 relationship (-0.58 [95% CI: -0.83,-0.11]) for the place “Gay community centres, organisations, events or social groups”, this corresponds to shorter uptake times for those who reported the scenario more recently.
Table 21b: Sexual lifestyle characteristics correlated with time to HOME PEPSE and PEP uptake (n = 33). Associations are calculated using the Spearman’s rank correlation. Results are reported: correlation (95% CI). The response to these questions is: None, Some, About half, Most of the time, All of the time. “None” is coded as 1 and “All of the time” is coded as 5. Positive correlations can be interpreted as more unsafe sex corresponding with longer uptake times, conversely, negative correlations can be interpreted as more unsafe sex corresponding with shorter uptake times. Hyphens indicate that all participants chose the same response so no correlation could be calculated. Significant correlations are highlighted in bold. 
	Question
	Overall
n = 26
	ARM A
n = 16
	ARM B
n = 10

	In the last 12 months, how much of the unsafe sex you've had was after taking the following recreational drugs?
	
	
	

	Crystal Meth
	0.32 (-0.15,0.68)
n = 19
	-
	0.25 (-0.50,0.78)
n = 9

	Mephedrone
	0.33 (-0.12,0.67)
n = 21
	-
	0.41 (-0.35,0.84)
n = 9

	GHB/GBL
	0.33 (-0.12,0.67)
n = 21
	-
	0.41 (-0.35,0.84)
n = 9

	Ketamine
	-
	-
	-

















[bookmark: _Toc95417009]2.2.7e Baseline characteristics
Age was the only continuous baseline characteristic and was not associated with speed of uptake (Table 22). 
Table 22a: Age correlated with time to HOME PEPSE and PEP uptake (n = 33). Associations are calculated using the Spearman’s rank correlation. Results are reported: correlation (95% CI). Positive correlations can be interpreted as older ages corresponding with longer uptake times, conversely, negative correlations can be interpreted as older ages corresponding with shorter uptake times. Hyphens indicate that all participants chose the same response so no correlation could be calculated. Significant correlations are highlighted in bold.
	
	Overall
n = 33
	ARM A
n = 20
	ARM B
n = 13

	Age at registration
	
	
	

	Median [IQR]
	30 [13]
	30 [13]
	29 [11]

	Correlation
	-0.12 (-0.44,0.23)
	-0.09 (-0.51,0.37)
	0.12 (-0.46,0.63)



Of the categorical baseline characteristics, the only variable with a significant difference in uptake was relationship status. 




Table 192b: HOME PEPSE and PEP uptake by baseline characteristics. Uptake hours  represented as: median [IQR]. Four participants did not complete the All Visits Questionnaire at baseline so were not included in the summary of relationship status. Variable categories are compared using the Kruskall-Wallis Rank Sum Test.
	
	
	Entire
Sample
n = 33
	p-value
	ARM A
(HOME PEPSE)
n = 20
	p-value
	ARM B
(DEFERRED)
n = 13
	p-value

	Ethnicity
	White/Caucasian
	15 [23] 
(n = 25)
	0.758
	10 [16] 
(n = 15)
	0.822
	30 [23] 
(n = 10)
	0.936

	    Black or African
	13 [7] 
(n = 2)
	
	6 [0] 
(n = 1)
	
	21 [0] 
(n = 1)
	

	
	    Oriental
	26 [4] 
(n = 2)
	
	22 [0] 
(n = 1)
	
	30 [0] 
(n = 1)
	

	
	    Other
	13 [26] 
(n = 4)
	
	5 [27] 
(n = 3)
	
	21 [0] 
(n = 1)
	

	University degree
	No
	8 [9] 
(n = 8)
	0.193
	5 [5] 
(n = 6)
	0.680
	15 [2] 
(n = 2)
	0.167

	
	Yes
	21 [25] 
(n = 25)
	
	13 [18] 
(n = 14)
	
	30 [15] 
(n = 11)
	

	Employment status
	    Full time
	18 [19] 
(n = 24)
	0.309
	5 [17] 
(n = 17)
	0.526
	28 [13] 
(n = 7)
	0.448

	
	    Part time
	5 [0] 
(n = 2)
	
	6 [0] 
(n = 1)
	
	5 [0] 
(n = 1)
	

	
	    Education
	31 [13] 
(n = 3)
	
	NA
	
	31 [13] 
(n = 3)
	

	
	    Unemployed
	34 [44] 
(n = 4)
	
	32 [23] 
(n = 2)
	
	35 [22] 
(n = 2)
	

	Born in the UK
	No
	6 [28] 
(n = 19)
	0.274
	5 [9] 
(n = 13)
	0.075
	34 [10] 
(n = 6)
	0.086

	
	Yes
	20 [10] 
(n = 14)
	
	19 [10] 
(n = 7)
	
	21 [10] 
(n = 7)
	

	Not currently in a relationship
	No
	3 [8] 
(n = 4)
	0.054
	1 [1] 
(n = 2)
	0.025
	13 [8] 
(n = 2)
	0.099

	
	Yes
	19 [23]
 (n = 25)
	
	10 [15] 
(n = 16)
	
	31 [17] 
(n = 9)
	

	Circumcised  
	No
	11 [20] 
(n = 24)
	0.146
	5 [14] 
(n = 15)
	0.206
	28 [22] 
(n = 9)
	0.537

	
	Yes
	21 [12] 
(n = 9)
	
	19 [11] 
(n = 5)
	
	26 [12] 
(n = 4)
	

	STI diagnosed in past 12 months
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	    Any
	No
	15 [20] 
(n = 12)
	0.681
	10 [15] 
(n = 6)
	0.680
	23 [16]
 (n = 6)
	0.391

	
	Yes
	19 [18] 
(n = 21)
	
	5 [16] 
(n = 14)
	
	31 [15] 
(n = 7)
	

	    Bacterial a
	No
	17 [21] 
(n = 13)
	0.320
	11 [33] 
(n = 7)
	0.251
	23 [16] 
(n = 6)
	0.391

	
	Yes
	17 [17] 
(n = 20)
	
	5 [16] 
(n = 13)
	
	31 [15] 
(n = 7)
	

	    Rectal b
	No
	19 [20] 
(n = 19)
	0.126
	13 [17] 
(n = 10)
	0.326
	28 [13] 
(n = 9)
	0.877

	
	Yes
	5 [18] 
(n = 14)
	
	5 [13]
 (n = 10)
	
	27 [18] 
(n = 4)
	


a Gonorrhoea, chlamydia, or syphilis
b Rectal gonorrhoea or rectal chlamydia 
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