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Abbreviations 
AIDS Acquired immunodeficiency syndrome 

CDC United States Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 

EEA/EFTA European Economic Area/European Free Trade Association  

ECDC European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control 

EU European Union 

GP General practitioner 

HAART  Highly active anti-retroviral therapy 

HIV Human immunodeficiency virus 

IDU Injecting drug user 

MSM Men who have sex with men 

STI Sexually transmitted infection (or sexually transmitted disease) 

UNAIDS Joint United Nations Programme on HIV/AIDS 

WHO World Health Organization 

Definitions 
HIV screening: Performing an HIV test for all persons in a defined population. 

Targeted HIV testing: Performing an HIV test for subpopulations of persons at higher risk, typically defined on the 
basis of behaviour, clinical or demographic characteristics. 

Opt-in testing: HIV testing is offered but the individual is required to actively give permission before it is performed. 

Opt-out testing: Performing HIV test after notifying the individual that 1) the test will be performed, and 2) the 
individual may elect to decline or defer testing. Consent is inferred unless the individual declines testing. 

Informed consent: A process of communication between individual and test provider through which an informed 
individual can choose whether to undergo HIV testing or decline to do so. Elements of informed consent typically 
include providing oral or written information regarding HIV, the risks and benefits of testing, the implications of 
HIV test results, how test results will be communicated, and the opportunity to ask questions. 

Pre-test counselling: An interactive process prior to an HIV test where an individual risk assessment is undertaken 
and specific behaviours that increase the risk for acquiring or transmitting HIV are identified, and tailored 
prevention information is delivered. 
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Executive summary 
HIV testing efforts in European countries are failing to identify HIV infections early, with high proportions of 
undiagnosed and late-diagnosed infections. This review presents a synthesis of available literature on the benefits 
of testing for HIV, barriers to testing and effective strategies to overcome these barriers and increase HIV testing 
and diagnoses, while ensuring access to treatment and care. 

There is strong evidence that an early diagnosis of an HIV infection and subsequent treatment can result in a 
markedly improved prognosis for the individual who can expect low morbidity, a good quality of life, and a near 
normal life expectancy. There is also evidence of the public health benefit of HIV testing through the adoption of 
safer sexual behaviour by diagnosed individuals and a reduced infectiousness related to antiretroviral treatment. 
The cost of treatment and care for individuals diagnosed early is significantly lower than for those diagnosed at a 
late stage of infection. In the United States and France, routine one-time testing has been found to be cost 
effective, even in low HIV prevalence populations. Cost effectiveness is improved when secondary transmission 
benefits are included and when newly diagnosed patients are successfully linked to HIV treatment and care.  

Barriers to HIV testing are well described in Europe, with the majority of studies focusing on the needs of sub-
Saharan African and Men who have Sex with Men (MSM) populations. Barriers exist at the individual, healthcare 
provider, and institutional level, with some overarching issues such as low risk perception, fear and stigma around 
HIV, and lack of knowledge about HIV testing policies and information around the test itself.  

This review identified evidence for a number of strategies to overcome these barriers. Mass media campaigns can 
have an impact on testing behaviour, with most HIV testing campaigns successfully increasing HIV testing rates in 
the short term. Reducing stigma around HIV testing and diagnosis can be addressed at the institutional level 
through ‘normalisation’ of the testing procedure and the introduction of a universal offer of testing. This approach 
has found high levels of uptake and acceptability among patients in a variety of settings including antenatal and 
STI services. Training healthcare providers can effectively increase HIV testing rates and improve healthcare 
providers’ attitudes towards HIV and confidence in conducting a test.  

Written informed consent has been identified as a barrier to testing, and verbal informed consent is acceptable 
alternative and results in higher testing uptake. Similarly, studies have shown that providing brief pre-test 
information rather than pre-test counselling is acceptable to the patient and results in an increased offer and 
uptake of an HIV test in a wide range of settings. Although newly diagnosed individuals greatly benefit from post-
test counselling, brief post-test information may be given to those testing negative in place of counselling. 
Innovative ways of providing pre- and post-test information have been trialled, including use of printed information 
and video technology, and have largely been found acceptable to patients, particularly in busy or poorly resourced 
settings. However, there exists a trade-off between increasing HIV testing rates and delivering tailored risk 
assessments and prevention information through streamlining the pre- and post-test counselling process. The use 
of rapid (or point-of-care) testing technologies has been trialled with similar success and the additional benefit of 
increasing receipt of results compared to conventional HIV tests.  

The review identified some important gaps in our knowledge. Few high quality studies were conducted in the area 
of HIV testing in Europe, particularly regarding testing in non-traditional settings, such as acute and primary care 
settings and prisons, and the cost-effectiveness of HIV testing. Much of the evidence in the review has been 
therefore drawn from studies conducted in the United States. Although many findings can be extrapolated to the 
European context, both the healthcare system and the HIV epidemic in the United States have many unique 
features.  

Nonetheless, there exist many evidence-based strategies and approaches to expand HIV testing that may reduce 
the numbers of undiagnosed and late-diagnosed HIV-infected individuals. These findings highlight the need to 
expand testing across Europe and the necessity to ensure that HIV programmes are vigorously monitored and 
evaluated at the local and national level. 
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1 Introduction 
1.1 Background 
HIV infection is one of infectious diseases associated with the highest morbidity and mortality in the countries of 
the European Union and European Free Trade Association (EU/EFTA) (Appendix 1). Despite the development of 
effective therapies which improve life expectancy for people diagnosed with HIV, a significant proportion of HIV- 
infected Europeans remain undiagnosed and are diagnosed at a late stage of infection. Individuals who are 
unaware of their infection may unknowingly transmit HIV to others, and are at increased risk of HIV-related 
morbidity and mortality, resulting in high costs to the healthcare system. The promotion of HIV testing and thus 
earlier diagnosis therefore will have a major impact for the individual, in terms of improved prognosis, and for the 
population due to possible reduction in the onward transmission of HIV. 

The European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC) intends to develop a technical guidance document 
on HIV testing in close collaboration with key stakeholders. ECDC supported an earlier study, undertaken by the 
University of Ghent, which reviewed HIV testing policies, practices and barriers to testing. Results of the study 
showed that while most EU countries have national policies on antenatal HIV testing, policies in other settings and 
populations vary widely between countries. Furthermore, EU countries’ testing practices revealed high 
heterogeneity and testing strategies often lack an evidence base. 

The onus is now on European countries to adopt a strategic, evidence-based approach to develop and implement 
effective HIV testing interventions and to ensure equal access for all European citizens to HIV testing and 
counselling services. The objective of this review is to present a synthesis of the evidence from Europe and the 
developed world on strategies to improve the effectiveness of HIV testing to inform the development of a guidance 
document for HIV testing in Europe. 

1.2 Epidemiology of HIV in Europe 
There are an estimated 850,000 people living with HIV in Western and Central Europe [1] and approximately 30% 
of individuals living with HIV in the EU have been estimated to be undiagnosed [2]. In 2008, more than 25,600 
newly diagnosed cases of HIV were reported in the countries of the EU and European Economic Area (EU/EEA), 
representing a rate of 6.1 per 100,000 population [3]. The epidemic of HIV infection in Europe continues to 
disproportionately affect three sub-populations: 

• men who have sex with men (MSM); 
• migrants from high-HIV-prevalence countries; and  
• injecting drug users (IDU). 

The majority of infections were probably acquired through sexual contact in Europe, with sex between men 
accounting for 40% of infections and heterosexual contact accounting for 29% new diagnoses in 2008, when HIV 
diagnoses in individuals from countries with generalised epidemics are excluded. A large proportion (42%) of 
individuals infected heterosexually originated from countries with generalised HIV epidemic so this group also 
represents a high-risk group. Around 6% of infections were reported to be transmitted through injecting drug use, 
although this proportion is considerably higher in the southern and eastern parts of the European Union. Rates of 
AIDS and deaths have been in steady decline since the advent of effective treatment.  

Late diagnosis (defined as an HIV diagnosis at a stage after which treatment should be started) is not measured at 
the European level, but a 2007 survey of EU/EFTA countries found between 15 and 38% of all HIV infections 
across Europe were diagnosed late [4]. With recent treatment guidelines recommending initiation of antiretrovirals 
at higher CD4 thresholds, this proportion is expected to increase [5].  

1.3 Aims 
As set out by the tender by ECDC, the aims of the evidence synthesis are as follows: 

1. Provide an update of existing reviews and meta-analysis on individual and public health effects of HIV testing, 
taking into account publications on positive effects and benefits (e.g. earlier access to treatment, reduced 
transmission), the societal context of HIV testing (e.g. stigma), cost-effectiveness, and adverse effects. 

2. Provide a synthesis of the evidence for interventions, activities, programmes, and policies aimed at: 

• raising awareness of risk at the individual, community, societal and structural level; 
• raising motivation of persons to be tested and of health professionals to offer HIV testing. The specific 

situations for risk groups and most vulnerable groups have to be taken into account; 
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• guarantee of high quality of the testing process itself (pre-test counselling, consent, opt-in/opt-out 
approaches, rapid tests, home testing, risk assessment, clinical indication, frequency of testing, guidelines 
and quality assurance); and 

• follow up after HIV testing (post test counselling, referral to clinical and psychosocial care and support). 

  



 
 
 
 
HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union  TECHNICAL REPORT 

 

 

4 
 
 

2 Methods 
2.1 Computerised literature search 
A computerised literature search of Medline was undertaken using the NHS Evidence Health Information Resources 
website (formerly the National Library for Health) (www.library.nhs.uk). Key terms were used to search article 
titles and abstracts and MESH terms. The search strategy can be found in Appendix 1.  

The computerised search was limited to the most recent evidence (papers published 2005 and later) and to human studies. 
This resulted in the review of 2829 publications relating to HIV testing in EU and EEA/EFTA countries and the United States, 
Canada, and Australia published between January 2005 and April 2010. To ensure that we achieved a high sensitivity in 
identifying the appropriate bibliography, we undertook a number of quality control checks using PubMed. 

One reviewer screened document titles using the following exclusion criteria:  

• publications describing non-HIV testing; 
• publications where no HIV-testing-related intervention was described, including surveillance papers (except 

where surveillance data was used to assess the impact of a national HIV testing programme or policy 
change), commentary and opinion pieces, laboratory-based studies, drug monitoring and resistance studies, 
and vaccine studies; 

• studies undertaken among children or in occupational health settings; 
• studies conducted outside EU and EEA/EFTA countries, United States, Canada and Australia; and 
• publications in languages other than English where no translation could be found. 

Abstracts were then appraised independently by two reviewers, who compared results and discussed discrepant decisions 
until an agreement was reached. Full papers were then obtained and reviewed for inclusion for data extraction and review. 

The results of the literature search were as follows:  

• 2829 documents for title screening 
• 591 documents for abstract screening  
• 171 documents agreed for full paper screening 
• 118 papers included for data extraction and review  

2.2 Manual bibliography search 
Manual searches of the bibliography of publications identified through the computerised literature search were 
completed. The primary objective of this search was to identify key papers published prior to 2005; however no 
limitations were placed on date of publication. Results of this search were limited to human studies conducted in 
EU and EEA/EFTA countries, the United States, Canada, and Australia.  

This review yielded 146 papers for data extraction and review. 

2.3 Grey literature 
A manual internet key word search using Google Scholar was conducted to identify grey literature including 
country-specific and international HIV testing programme documents and guidelines. In addition, Julia del Amo 
from the Migrant Health Project supplied testing policy documents from all EU/EFTA countries.  

Conference abstracts were also reviewed from the following conferences, using the search terms ‘HIV’ and ‘test’: 

• 2005–2010 British HIV Association Annual Conference 
• 2009 European AIDS Clinical Society annual European AIDS conference 
• 2010 Conference on Retroviruses and Opportunistic Infections 
• 2008 XVII International AIDS Conference  
• 2010 XVIII International AIDS Conference  

A total of 26 programme documents and guidelines and 18 conference abstracts were identified and included for review.  

2.4 Grading of evidence 
Evidence presented in sections 3.2 Barriers to testing, 3.3 Strategies to increase HIV testing, and 3.4 Testing 
approaches by setting was graded according to criteria developed by the US Department of Health and Human 
Services’ Agency for Healthcare Policy and Research for grading scientific evidence, now known as the Agency for 
Healthcare Research and Quality [6]. See Appendix 3 for grading criteria. Total number of studies and grading has 
been listed at the beginning of each sub-section. 

http://www.library.nhs.uk/�
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3 Results  
The evidence gathered through the literature search is summarised under the following headings, which were 
identified as central to increasing effectiveness of HIV testing: 

• individual and public health effects of HIV testing and treatment; 
• barriers to testing at the individual, health care provider and institutional levels; 
• strategies to overcome barriers and increase effectiveness of HIV testing:  

− raise awareness of HIV and motivation to test; 
− aspects of the testing procedure;  
− optimal frequency of testing; 
− ensuring access to care and follow up after HIV diagnosis; 

• testing approaches by setting. 

Table 1 shows the distribution of studies included in the evidence synthesis by country of origin. The majority of 
studies were from the United States, followed by the United Kingdom, with modest representation from other 
western European countries, Australia, and Canada. This review is limited by the lack of evidence from Europe and 
uncertainty over the generalisability of research conducted in the United States to the European context, 
particularly the eastern part of Europe.  

Figure. Distribution of studies by country 

  
Note: Studies conducted in multiple countries were assigned to each country so will be counted more than once. EU/EFTA 
countries where no studies were identified were Bulgaria, Cyprus, Iceland, Liechtenstein, Malta, and Slovenia. 

3.1 Individual and public health effects of HIV testing and 
treatment 
Historically, the prompt diagnosis of HIV infection was of minimal benefit to the individual who had a poor 
prognosis in the absence of effective treatment. Since the mid-1990s, the benefits of diagnosis and treatment on 
combination antiretroviral therapies have been extensively documented with year-on-year improvements on the 
health of HIV-infected individuals. More recently, evidence of the public health benefit of testing and treatment has 
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emerged. This section summarises the benefits and any adverse effects associated with HIV testing and 
subsequent treatment. 

Reduced mortality and morbidity 
The advent of effective antiretroviral therapy has improved the prognosis for individuals with HIV infection. A 
recent WHO/UNAIDS report estimates 2.9 million lives have been saved as a result of access to antiretroviral 
therapy (HAART, highly active anti-retroviral therapy) [1]. In countries where antiretroviral therapy is widely 
available, access to treatment has greatly reduced HIV-related mortality and morbidity [7–14]. The EuroSIDA study 
analysed data from patients in 70 European HIV centres and found a fall in HIV-related deaths from 14.6 per 100 
person-years pre-HAART to 1.5 post-HAART [15]. Over the same period, numbers of people diagnosed with AIDS-
defining illnesses fell from 27.4 per 100 pre-HAART to 2.6 per 100 late-HAART [15]. The CASCADE cohort study, 
conducted in Europe, Canada and Australia, found excess mortality among HIV-infected persons in comparison 
with HIV-uninfected persons declined by 85% following the introduction of antiretroviral therapy, suggesting 
mortality rates among people living with HIV now approach those in the HIV-uninfected population [16]. This trend 
is reflected in national and international HIV surveillance data which have shown a strong temporal relationship 
between access to treatment and AIDS diagnoses and a decrease in AIDS- and HIV-related deaths [3,17-22].  

Improved life expectancy 
Reduction in AIDS-related deaths across Europe has resulted in improved life expectancy of persons infected with 
HIV. Predicted life expectancy with effective antiretroviral therapy varies; however mathematical modelling studies 
estimate between 20 and 50 years of life remain for individuals who start therapy at 20 years of age [23–26]. A 
Danish population-based cohort study estimated a median survival of more than 35 years for a young person 
diagnosed with HIV infection after 2000 [27]. Factors associated with shorter life expectancy include injecting drug 
use, antiretroviral regimens with less than three drugs, and importantly, immunosuppression. Up to 50% reduction 
in life expectancy is estimated in patients with CD4 < 200 cells/m3 at the time of starting therapy [23–25]. Early 
diagnosis is therefore a key strategy to prevent progression of HIV to advanced stage of disease. 

Effect of antiretroviral therapy on transmission 
There is growing evidence that widespread access to treatment may reduce HIV incidence by reducing viral load at 
the population level [28]. A recent meta-analysis from researchers at WHO estimates the transmission rate from an 
individual on treatment is approximately 0.5 per 100 person-years, compared to 5.6 per 100 person-years for an 
individual not on treatment [29]. Several mathematical models have estimated a substantial decrease (37–63%) in 
HIV incidence with treatment, although these models are limited by assumptions about stable risk behaviour [30–
32]. These data have led some to advocate for greater antiretroviral use in the prevention of HIV [33). Further 
research in this area is needed to assess the use of antiretroviral therapy as a strategy for HIV prevention, 
however retrospective evidence of an association between antiretroviral therapy and population-level decreases in 
new HIV diagnoses is emerging from the United States and Canada [34,35]. The results of a multi-centre 
randomised controlled trial to determine the effectiveness of antiretroviral therapy in preventing the sexual 
transmission of HIV in HIV-serodiscordant couples are expected in 2012 [36].  

Behaviour change following HIV testing 
Knowledge of one’s HIV status has been associated with a reduction in risk behaviour in HIV-positive individuals, 
with less evidence of benefits in HIV-negative individuals. Three systematic reviews found that testing with pre- 
and post-test counselling was effective in reducing sexual risk behaviour among HIV-positive individuals, with no 
significant change in risk behaviours in HIV-negative individuals after testing [37–39]. There is good evidence from 
the UK and the United States that HIV testing and counselling is an effective strategy to reduce the risk of onward 
transmission among people with diagnosed HIV, through increased condom use with partners of unknown or 
negative HIV status and having fewer sexual partners [39–41]. This suggests that post-test counselling following a 
positive result may be more influential on behaviour change, compared to pre-test counselling or post-test 
counselling of negative individuals. This is supported by evidence from randomised controlled trials from the United 
States which show that replacing standard testing and counselling with alternative testing methods (rapid testing, 
nurse-initiated testing, and brief counselling) resulted in a similar impact on sexual risk behaviour following testing 
[42,43].  

A meta-analysis of eight studies from the United States comparing the rates of self-reported unprotected 
intercourse of HIV-positive persons both aware and unaware of their status, found that rates of unprotected 
intercourse were 53% lower in individuals who were aware of their HIV status compared to those unaware [44]. 
When adjusted for partner’s HIV status, rates of unprotected sex were reduced by 68% with partners of negative 
or unknown HIV status. One meta-analysis estimates an HIV transmission risk 3.5 times lower in the HIV-positive 
patients aware of their status compared to those unaware, attributed to positive behavioural change following 
diagnosis and risk reduction associated with low viral load [45].  
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However, a substantial proportion (13–19%) of HIV-infected individuals continue to report behaviour that increases 
the risk for transmission, such as inconsistent condom use and multiple partners [40,46–48]. These findings are 
consistent with behaviour surveillance data among MSM in Europe [49–51]. 

Regarding changes in risk behaviour among IDUs, the data is less conclusive. A cross-sectional study from Estonia 
found that 36% of HIV-positive IDUs who were aware of their serostatus had shared injecting equipment in the 
past month, compared to 22% of IDUs who were HIV positive and unaware of their serostatus and 25% of HIV-
negative IDUs [52]. Two studies from the United States (one randomised trial and one prospective study) found 
that after testing, there was no difference in drug use or reported injection equipment sharing between HIV-
positive and HIV-negative IDUs [53,54]. In contrast, a European multi-country cross-sectional study of IDUs found 
that HIV-positive IDUs who were aware of their status reported less risky behaviours than those untested or not 
infected [55,56] The three studies that measured sexual risk behaviour found no differences in unprotected 
condom use after HIV testing, regardless of HIV serostatus [52–54). Two randomised trials from the United States 
found that extensive counselling and education programmes were effective at reducing drug use behaviours and 
risky sexual behaviour among IDUs compared to standard counselling [57,58].  

Cost-effectiveness 
The projected lifetime cost of treatment and care of HIV-infected individuals is substantial, with the cost of 
treatment and care for late-diagnosed individuals considerably higher. Costs of late diagnosis are high, with a 
Canadian study reporting that HIV-infected patients with CD4 less than 75 cells/mm3 cost over 2.5 times more per 
month to treat compared to patients with CD4 greater than 200 cells/mm3, with inpatient hospitalisation costs 
accounting for most of the difference [59].  

Cost-effectiveness of HIV testing depends on HIV prevalence, testing and counselling costs, and whether newly 
diagnosed individuals enter into care. In France, an evaluation of HIV testing strategies was undertaken under the 
auspices of the Haute Autorité de Santé which was based on a systematic literature review and a cost-
effectiveness analysis. In the cost-effectiveness analysis, the systematic offer of an HIV test in the general 
population, populations at high risk (e.g. MSM, IDUs) as well as areas of high prevalence (the French overseas 
departments in South America) was compared to the current situation of client-initiated testing [60]. A WHO-
defined threshold of three times the GDP (equal to EUR 81,900) was used to assess cost-effectiveness. In the 
resulting analyses, cost-effectiveness was demonstrated by a one-off HIV test in the general population and 
regular HIV testing in populations at high risk and in areas of high prevalence. 

Two modelling studies from the United States found one-time HIV testing in high-risk hospital outpatients (HIV 
prevalence 1%) to be cost effective (USD 38,000 to USD 42,000 per QALY gained) compared to no testing [61;62]. 
When benefits of reducing onward transmission were directly incorporated into cost-effectiveness ratio estimates, 
the cost-effectiveness improved to USD 15,000 per QALY [61]. One-time testing remained cost-effective in 
populations with low HIV prevalence (between 0.05% and 0.1%) [61–63]. The studies found three- or five-yearly 
testing of high-risk populations (at least 1.0% prevalence and 0.12% incidence) to be cost-effective only when 
transmission benefits were included, and annual testing was not cost-effective in any population [61;62]. One-time 
screening in the general population approached the threshold for cost-effectiveness and warrants further 
investigation [62]. 

Testing strategies have a strong impact on cost-effectiveness. One United States study found that ensuring receipt 
of test results and entry into care after a positive diagnosis had a greater impact on cost-effectiveness than 
increasing testing rates [64]. A recent analysis of cost-effectiveness of HIV counselling and testing strategies 
showed that nurse-initiated routine screening with rapid HIV testing and brief counselling was cost-effective 
compared with standard HIV testing and counselling strategies, through increased rates of testing and receipt of 
test results [65].  

3.2 Barriers to testing 
Awareness of the barriers to HIV testing from the perspective of the individual, the test provider, and at the 
institutional level is an essential part of designing effective HIV testing programmes. Numerous quantitative and 
qualitative studies have been conducted in Europe to identify the barriers to HIV testing in the general population 
as well as specific sub-populations, resulting in four systematic literature reviews [66–69].  

Barriers at the individual level  
Evidence included: 17 Grade III  studies 
Low perception of individual risk is an important barrier to testing. Thirteen Grade III European studies have found 
that perception of risk is highly influential in an individual’s decision to accept an HIV test, concluding that people 
who do not perceive themselves to be at risk of infection are less likely to test [66,67,69,70]. In a survey of newly 
diagnosed HIV-positive Africans living in the UK, nearly 70% of respondents reported that they had not considered 
the possibility of being HIV positive prior to diagnosis, the majority of whom were not expecting a positive result at 
the time they tested HIV positive [71]. In a large survey of Dutch MSM, respondents stating that they had never 
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taken an HIV test, frequently cited low-risk perception as a reason for not taking an HIV test although over half of 
them reported risky sexual behaviour [72]. A review of studies on sub-Saharan African migrants in Europe revealed 
that despite high levels of HIV knowledge within African communities, this did not translate into perceived 
individual risk [69,73,74]. Another study of sub-Saharan Africans in Belgium found that while survey participants 
were able to accurately identify risky sexual behaviour, these behaviours were categorised as immoral and 
participants did not perceive themselves as personally engaging in such behaviours; subsequently they did not feel 
the need to take an HIV test [75]. Those at highest risk may be most susceptible to inaccurate self-assessment of 
risk. Two studies on MSM from Scotland and the Netherlands found that those at higher risk (with multiple 
partners, high rates of unprotected anal intercourse, and an STI diagnosis) had low self-perception of risk and 
incorrect assumptions about the HIV status of their partners, and as a result tested less frequently than other MSM 
[76,77]. Likewise, two studies of sexually transmitted infection (STI) clinic attendees in the Netherlands and the UK 
found that those who had engaged in higher risk behaviours appeared less likely to opt for an HIV test [78,79].  

Fear was reported to be a significant barrier to testing in five Grade III European studies. Fear of the negative 
social consequences of a positive diagnosis (stigma, discrimination, rejection) was highlighted as more important 
than fear of death or illness among all populations, including migrants and MSM [67]. This fear remained even 
among individuals who were able to accurately assess their personal risk [75]. The perception of HIV infection as a 
deadly disease rather than a manageable condition was more common among migrant populations than among 
non-migrants [66]. This research also highlighted that people are more motivated to test when they perceive a 
benefit to diagnosis, but exactly which benefits promote HIV testing are not clear, although it appears that the 
medical benefits alone are not sufficient to encourage more testing uptake [67]. Fear of stigma and negative 
response from healthcare providers were also a barrier to HIV testing for migrant populations [75,80]. A systematic 
review found that the fear of HIV-related stigma is strongest amongst those dealing with other pre-existing 
stigmas, such as that associated with being a migrant, an IDU, or homosexual [68]. Individuals with HIV indicator 
diseases may experience additional barriers due to stress related to the initial diagnosis or fear of added stigma. A 
qualitative study of tuberculosis patients in the UK found that most respondents who were offered HIV testing 
initially declined because they were worried about the outcome and the possibility of stigmatisation [80]. A 
systematic review specifically analysed research into stigma, and found the lack of a clear definition of what is 
meant by stigma, the frequent confusion of stigma with discrimination and unclear distinction between the types of 
stigma that exist made it difficult to compare the findings of the papers reviewed [68].  

A further barrier to testing found in five Grade III European studies is lack of information about where to obtain a 
test, what the results might mean, and the facts of HIV disease [66]. This supports the conclusion in two studies 
that HIV prevention and testing messages, including the benefits of knowing HIV status, need to be tailored to the 
cultures of those receiving the messages [69,74,75]. A survey of Black African migrants living in the UK reported 
concerns about where to obtain an HIV test; many were not aware that an HIV test can be obtained without the 
need of referral [81]. 

In migrant populations confidentiality concerns were seen as particularly relevant in three Grade III studies [66]. 
Studies of Black Africans living in the UK found concerns about disclosure if they were seen accessing HIV or STI 
clinics, or through healthcare providers disclosing their status to community members [73,82].  

Barriers at the healthcare provider level  
Evidence included: 13 Grade III  studies 
Healthcare providers are the gateway to HIV testing. Evidence has shown that barriers exist at the provider level 
which could hinder efforts to increase HIV testing. Barriers consist primarily of discomfort when approaching the 
subject of HIV, lack of training to increase healthcare providers’ competence in conducting HIV testing, lack of 
knowledge on the part of healthcare providers about local HIV prevalence, symptoms of undiagnosed HIV infection 
and local guidance and policy on HIV testing, and logistical barriers such as cost and time constraints and 
cumbersome consent procedures.  

Such barriers can contribute to missed opportunities to test, leading to late diagnosis of HIV infection. Evidence of 
missed opportunities for diagnosis by healthcare providers has been demonstrated in several retrospective reviews, 
with between 50% [83] and 100% [84] of diagnosed individuals having had clear triggers for HIV testing (either a 
documented risk factor or an HIV-related illness) documented in their medical records by a healthcare provider in 
prior consultations without the diagnosis being made. In the UK, the medical attendance histories of a high-risk 
population of Black Africans who had tested HIV positive were examined. HIV testing was not broached for 82% of 
HIV-infected individuals who accessed primary care services in the year prior to their HIV diagnosis [71].  

Lack of knowledge or information regarding HIV, including reasons for testing, symptoms of HIV infection, and 
local HIV testing policies, were found to be a barrier to testing in eleven Grade III studies. Previous qualitative 
studies have highlighted the importance of clinician recommendation in influencing uptake of testing [71,85]. 
Studies of HIV testing in antenatal clinics in the UK found that the patients of midwives who doubt the benefits of 
HIV testing were less likely to accept an HIV test when offered [86,87]. Audits of healthcare providers’ adherence 
to existing HIV testing guidance varies widely, with only 3% to 57% of healthcare providers offering HIV tests in 
accordance with relevant national HIV testing guidance [88–91]. A study of German nurses found gaps of 
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knowledge, including AIDS immunopathology or the symptoms of the disease [92]. A study of nurse’s knowledge 
about risky sexual behaviour conducted in Finland, Estonia, and Lithuania found that low knowledge about HIV-
related risk behaviour was associated with higher age, and having no previous experience nursing an HIV-infected 
individual [93]. Failure to offer a test may be a result of inappropriate or insufficient training for how to conduct 
HIV testing. A survey among midwives in one antenatal clinic and a number of postnatal wards in a low-prevalence 
area in the UK showed that while all respondents agreed that antenatal HIV testing is important, 44% felt that 
their training had not adequately prepared them for understanding the challenges of HIV in pregnancy and delivery 
[94].  

Healthcare providers’ discomfort or anxiety around HIV has been noted as a key barrier to offering HIV testing to 
individuals in three Grade III studies. A survey among general practitioners in the UK reported that raising the 
issue of HIV testing in primary care was associated with a high level of anxiety. The majority of GPs avoided rather 
than promoted the issue of HIV testing, even in high-risk groups [95]. A UK study of HIV testing strategies in 
antenatal services found that the uptake of an HIV test depends more on the attitude of the individual midwife 
than the method of offering the test and time spent on pre-test counselling [87]. Barriers to testing have been 
reported among clinicians treating HIV indicator diseases, including discomfort with HIV and lack of time and skills 
required for pre-test counselling [96].  

Barriers at the institutional level 
Evidence included: 2 Grade III  studies 
When HIV testing policies and strategies are not in place or poorly implemented, this presents a barrier to testing. 
The impact of antenatal HIV testing strategies on the uptake of the test has been demonstrated in the UK 
throughout the 1990s. At the time when most maternity units in the UK provided testing only at the explicit 
request of the individual woman or for selected groups of women perceived to be at higher risk, detection rates 
were low, resulting in most HIV-infected women remaining undiagnosed at delivery [97]. In addition, it was shown 
that the national policy recommending universal testing in high-prevalence areas was not being implemented. The 
offer of the test was an exception rather than the norm and the uptake was very low, with the maternity unit as 
the strongest predictor. As a consequence, targets were set by the government in 1999 to introduce universal offer 
of HIV testing to pregnant women, with targets set at 50% by the end of 2000 and 90% by 2002 [98], resulting in 
significant improvements in testing within a few years [99]. By 2004, 96% of all pregnant women in the UK were 
tested for HIV, resulting in the diagnosis of 92% of HIV infections before delivery; this level of testing has been 
sustained [22]. 

Lack of funding, staff and office space, as well as lack of training of the staff were identified as main barriers to 
offering on-site HIV testing and counselling in drug treatment programmes in a Grade III study from Hungary 
[100]. A Grade III UK study found that lack of political will, advocacy, as well as financial and human resources, 
were factors contributing to late presentation and poor utilisation of HIV health and social care services by African 
migrants [73]. 

3.3 Strategies to increase HIV testing 
The objective of this guidance is to define the uptake, quality and effectiveness of HIV testing interventions. The 
following are strategies that have been designed to overcome barriers to testing and are measured by these 
criteria.  

Media campaigns 
Evidence included: 1 Grade IB study, 3 Grade IIB studies, 2 Grade III  studies 
Many European countries have a long history of conducting campaigns to raise awareness of HIV and increase HIV 
testing. The earliest HIV awareness campaigns targeted MSM and were organised by non-governmental and 
community-based organisations, and used informal information sharing, education programmes and heavy press 
coverage [101]. These campaigns lacked structured design and evaluations; however retrospective studies show a 
temporal relationship between the early HIV awareness campaigns and a rapid decrease in HIV transmission 
among MSM [101].  

Early HIV campaigns were used to raise awareness with knowledge and attitude measures as the most common 
outcome measures, while later campaigns were designed to affect behaviour change [102]. However, with the 
majority of campaigns having weak outcome evaluation designs, it has been difficult to estimate the impact of HIV 
campaigns [102]. A Grade IIB systematic review of HIV campaigns showed that more recent campaigns have used 
quasi-experimental designs with a control group to evaluate the effects of the campaign (30% of studies post-1998 
compared to 17% of studies pre-1998) [103].  

A Grade IIB review of the literature found that most campaigns report a positive impact on knowledge and 
attitudes post-campaign [103]. However, in most cases, studies lack a control group for comparison making the 
change in knowledge and attitudes, or lack thereof, difficult to interpret. For example, a lack of an increase in 
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knowledge post-test in one study may be indicative of an HIV ‘information saturated’ audience, whereas in others 
it may reflect campaign inadequacy.  

Behaviour change campaigns have been better evaluated. The same review found that eight out of ten studies 
with quasi-experimental designs showed statistically significant positive effects on behaviour or behavioural 
intentions [103]. This is consistent with an existing Grade IIB meta-analyses suggesting that HIV campaigns can 
have behavioural impact [104].  

There is good evidence that use of mass media in HIV testing campaigns increases HIV testing uptake. One grade 
IB meta-analysis of fourteen studies in developed countries (seven of which from the UK) that compared media 
interventions with a control in relation to promotion of HIV testing found that all individual studies results showed 
positive impacts of mass media on HIV testing. This was confirmed by statistical pooling of effects which showed a 
significant initial impact of mass media on the uptake of HIV testing, but non-significant long-term impact on 
uptake of HIV testing [105]. A Grade IIB review of 29 media interventions in developed countries (including 17 
from the UK and one from France) reporting outcomes of HIV testing campaigns found an average 53% increase 
in the number of HIV tests after implementation of the media campaigns. Of the eleven media interventions 
reporting HIV seropositivity there was an average reduction of 15% detected positive as a result of the campaign 
[106]. Mass media can be effective in increasing the uptake of HIV testing and diagnosing infections, however a 
reduction in HIV seropositivity after a campaign suggests mass media may disproportionately attract low risk 
individuals.  

Social marketing is one of several identified strategies for scaling up HIV testing services [107,108]. Social 
marketing is the adaptation and systematic application of commercial marketing techniques to achieve specific 
behavioural change for social goals. Initially used to increase condom sales in developing countries, social 
marketing is increasingly used in targeted HIV testing campaigns as a strategy for behaviour change, though data 
from Europe is lacking [109–112]. Only two Grade III studies have reported change in HIV testing rates as an 
outcome and both found no significant effect. One Australian social marketing campaign targeting MSM failed to 
increase HIV testing, although this may be explained by high baseline rates of HIV testing (60% had tested in the 
past 12 months) as well as a limited budget [113]. Another social marketing campaign from the United States 
which targeted African-American women found a non-significant increase in the total number of tests performed 
but this association could not be directly attributed to the campaign [111]. Both studies used national or state level 
surveillance data to measure HIV testing rates.  

Importantly, countries with concentrated epidemics have increasingly targeted HIV campaigns towards high-risk 
populations, as opposed to the general population, in order to increase HIV testing [106]. One review found that 
prior to 1998 only 41% of HIV campaigns were targeted, compared to 97% of campaigns after 1998 [102,103].  

Normalising HIV testing 
Evidence included: 13 Grade III  studies, 1 Grade IV study 
Prior to the mid-1990s and the availability of effective therapy, uptake of HIV testing varied widely, even within 
similar healthcare settings. Most testing guidelines recommended offering HIV testing to individuals with ‘high-risk’ 
behaviours. While targeted testing of ‘high-risk’ individuals accurately detects a high number of infections, a 
significant proportion of HIV infections are missed due to individuals being deemed ‘low-risk’. A Grade III 
systematic review of 62 studies in the United States published between 1985 and 1996 reported that uptake of 
voluntary HIV testing varied between 11% and 91% amongst those offered a test; most of these studies targeted 
‘high-risk’ individuals [114]. A large Grade III retrospective study from the United States showed that risk 
assessment meant that 20% to 26% of HIV-infected individuals reported no risk factors [115]. This is supported by 
seven Grade III studies in a variety of settings where 7% to 51% of HIV infections would not be identified by 
targeted testing [116–122].  

With the advent of effective antiretroviral therapy, attention was turned to rates of late diagnosis and estimates of 
undiagnosed infection. A Grade IV article made the argument that earlier and more widespread diagnosis of HIV 
infection would maximise benefits of therapy and improve life expectancy [123]. This led to policy makers in the 
United States to recommend voluntary HIV testing as part of routine medical care in areas with HIV prevalence of 
0.1% in order to ‘normalise’ testing. Four Grade III United States studies in high-prevalence settings demonstrated 
increased seropositivity rates following the implementation of routine voluntary HIV testing [124–127].  

Following the United States’ recommendations, policy makers have focused on strategies to detect HIV before the 
late stages of infection. This has included exploring technologies to make HIV testing quicker and more acceptable 
to patients, expanding HIV testing in a wide range of healthcare and non-healthcare settings, and various forms of 
the pre-test counselling and consent procedure. Increasingly, countries are adopting a policy of universal offer of 
HIV testing in some or all healthcare settings in combination with risk-based testing [60,128,129].  
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Training healthcare providers 
Evidence included: 1 Grade IIB study, 17 Grade III  studies 
Appropriate training and resources can motivate healthcare providers to offer an HIV test. The training needs of 
healthcare providers can be classified into two areas, as identified by twelve Grade III studies evaluating factors 
associated with low test offer or studies gauging attitudes of healthcare providers towards HIV testing:  

• Knowledge needs: including local HIV prevalence, HIV testing guidance recommendations, risk factors and 
symptoms of HIV infection [85,88-91,130]; awareness of the presentation of acute HIV infection [131]; and 
modes of HIV transmission [92,132]. 

• Skills needs: including giving positive diagnoses [90,133] and better documenting of risk factors, symptoms 
or examination findings that could indicate possible HIV infection [83,84]. 

Additionally, healthcare providers’ concerns regarding logistics and resources such as the time required, a 
burdensome consent process, pre-test counselling requirements, the availability of appropriate follow-up for 
patients and support for staff, and competing priorities may lead to initial resistance or reservations about routinely 
offering HIV testing, as found by one Grade IIB and seven Grade III studies [84,88-90,130,134-136].  

These issues continue to dominate the discourse on the feasibility of HIV testing in a wide range of healthcare 
settings; however one Grade IIB and two Grade III studies have shown significant improvements in perceptions of 
feasibility and acceptability among healthcare providers after training and a short period of time to get used to 
testing [136–138].  

It is also important to healthcare providers that occupational health precautions are in place to prevent 
occupational exposure to HIV. Two grade III studies from Europe highlight the importance of ensuring that 
infection control procedures are documented and enforced and that adequate resources are available to allow staff 
to take the necessary steps to protect themselves [132;139]. To reduce stigma associated with healthcare 
provider’s fear of occupational exposure to HIV, training in exposure risk and HIV transmission routes should be 
structured and coordinated, using evidence-based teaching methods [132]. 

Confidentiality of both the act and result of the HIV test is a key principle in the WHO European Region policy 
framework on scaling up HIV testing and counselling and WHO/UNAIDS provider-initiated testing [140;141]. 
Breach of patient confidentiality presents ethical and legal dilemmas and causes a breakdown of trust between 
patient and healthcare provider. Healthcare providers must maintain patient confidentiality, as in any healthcare 
setting, and it is important to communicate this. In light of this policy, no studies have been conducted evaluating 
the effects of assuring confidentiality on HIV testing rates, although qualitative studies have indicated that fear of 
breach of confidentiality is a reason for declining HIV testing.  

Simplified consent procedure 
Evidence included: 3 Grade III , 8 Grade IV studies 
Informed consent is an ethical and, in most EU countries, legal requirement for HIV testing. Despite this, there is 
evidence that HIV tests are being carried out in Europe without explicit consent of the patient [142;143], and this 
occurrence is likely to be understated in the published literature. A key principle in the WHO European Region 
policy framework on scaling up HIV testing and counselling is that HIV testing must always be done with informed 
written or oral consent and adequate pre-test information or counselling [140]. The current notion of best practice, 
included in the WHO/UNAIDS testing guidance maintains that it should be clear that testing is voluntary and the 
patient can refuse consent without negative consequences [141]. Verbal or written information provided should 
include the reason for testing, the benefits and risks of testing to the individual, and details on how a positive or 
negative result will be managed. Individuals should be given the opportunity to ask questions, before accepting or 
declining testing.  

There is evidence that requiring written consent, as opposed to verbal consent, is a barrier to testing. In a 
retrospective Grade III study from the United States, HIV testing rates in states with statutes requiring written 
informed consent were compared to states without such statutes, and found that written informed-consent 
statutes are associated with a 12% reduction in HIV testing [144]. There is retrospective evidence from two Grade 
III studies that verbal consent is an acceptable substitute for written consent, and results in higher rates of testing 
[144–146]. In one observational study from the United States, elimination of written consent requirements resulted 
in a 44% increase of HIV testing in a hospital setting, with the highest risk groups benefiting most reflecting a 67% 
increase in positive HIV tests [145]. Another study analysed testing rates in New York State before and after the 
removal of a written consent requirement, and found a 31% increase in testing [146]. This data suggests verbal 
consent is adequate and a separate consent form for HIV is not required. 

There exists some debate in the literature about the need for specific consent for HIV testing, and the ethics of 
accepting implied consent. Eight Grade IV opinions and case studies have been identified. Some argue that 
requiring specific consent amounts to ‘HIV exceptionalism’: treating HIV differently to other diseases [123,147–
149]. They claim that this requirement presents a barrier to testing, resulting in lower rates of HIV testing, 
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especially in primary care settings [150]. To this end, some suggest using blanket consent for a battery of 
diagnostic tests that include HIV would remove barriers and ‘normalise’ the HIV testing process [151]. However, 
others continue to support a more conservative approach that includes requiring patient’s specific consent before 
HIV testing in order to ensure patient autonomy and self-determination [152,153]. Further ethical discussion on 
this topic is warranted. 

Alternatives to pre-test counselling 
Evidence included: 6 Grade IB studies, 1 Grade IIB study, 8 Grade III  studies 
Traditionally, standard pre-test counselling is carried out prior to HIV testing, and consists of interactive process 
whereby an individual risk assessment is undertaken and specific HIV risk behaviours are identified in order to 
deliver a tailored prevention message. However, evidence supporting this approach is lacking. Despite evidence 
that standard pre-test counselling with testing has been shown to reduce subsequent risk behaviours in HIV-
positive individuals, it is not possible to determine whether this reduction is due to counselling or the diagnosis 
itself [38,39]. However, the causal link between counselling and behaviour change is weakened by prospective 
cohort studies showing no reduction in risky behaviour in individuals testing HIV negative in regular practice 
[38,39]. In a controlled scenario, pre-test counselling may influence behaviour change in HIV-negative individuals 
as reported in one Grade IB randomised controlled trial of two 20 minute counselling sessions of motivational 
interview, resulting in a 30% to 40% reduction in risk behaviour [154]. However, this quality of pre-test 
counselling may not be practical and especially difficult to achieve in busy settings or for healthcare providers who 
are not HIV specialists offering HIV tests.  

The WHO Europe guidelines propose that providing brief pre-test information, rather than counselling, may make 
HIV testing more feasible in some settings [140]. Brief pre-test counselling takes roughly half the time of standard 
pre-test counselling (7–10 minutes compared to 15–20 minutes), resulting in a substantial reduction in counselling 
costs [65]. Knowledge and sexual risk behaviour scores post-test were similar between individuals assigned to 
standard and abbreviated counselling in one Grade IB randomised control trial [43]. Another Grade IB randomised 
control trial in the antenatal setting showed that knowledge scores were lower among women assigned to 
abbreviated pre-test counselling compared to standard pre-test counselling, however knowledge scores were high 
among women in both arms of the trial (78% vs. 84%). The study showed no difference in decision to accept HIV 
testing between interventions, but suggests that abbreviated counselling does not compromise patient decision-
making or satisfaction regarding HIV testing and is easier to implement systematically [155].  

In settings where HIV testing is routinely offered to all individuals, such as STI clinics, two types of testing 
strategies are commonly used: ‘opt-in’ and ‘opt-out’. Under the ‘opt-in’ approach, the HIV test is dealt with 
separately from other tests and is accompanied by pre-test information and informed consent, whereas the ‘opt-
out’ approach offers the HIV test alongside other blood tests. Adoption of an ‘opt-out’ approach to HIV testing is 
increasingly used to improve uptake of HIV testing, with nine of sixteen European Union countries indicating that 
they employ ‘opt-out’ testing in the antenatal setting; five of these countries also employ ‘opt-out’ testing in other 
settings, such as STI clinics or TB clinics [156,157]. There is good evidence that ‘opt-out’ testing identifies HIV-
infected individuals earlier than targeted, risk-based screening methods: 

• A Grade IB randomised controlled trial of HIV testing strategies in antenatal showed that ‘opt-out’ testing 
was acceptable, did not cause anxiety, and had a higher uptake than other methods [87].  

• One Grade IIB study from the United States reported that introducing an ‘opt-out’ testing approach from 
‘opt-in’ testing in the antenatal setting increased uptake from 75% to 88% [158].  

• Eight Grade III studies comparing ‘opt-out’ testing to other HIV testing strategies (‘opt-in’ or targeted 
testing) found increased uptake of HIV testing through the ‘opt-out’ testing approach [159–166]. 

The creative use of video technology is one strategy to overcome barriers in the provision of HIV counselling and 
testing. This intervention is useful in busy healthcare settings, such as acute care services. One Grade IB 
randomised controlled trial from the United States found comparable knowledge scores among those assigned to 
watch a pre-test counselling video compared to those assigned to standard pre-test counselling (85.3% video arm 
versus 79.7% standard arm) [167]. Among those viewing the video, all but one went on to consent to HIV testing, 
and 92% felt they had received enough information from the video to give informed consent [167]. A Grade IB 
randomised non-inferiority trial in the United States found that video counselling was an acceptable substitute to 
pre-test information delivered by an HIV test counsellor based on results of a post-counselling knowledge and 
understanding questionnaire [168]. An educational video may be a feasible alternative for providing testing 
information when trained staffs are unavailable for direct, interactive counselling.  

Alternatives to post-test counselling 
Evidence included: 1 Grade IB study, 3 Grade III  studies 
Post-test counselling occurs after an individual has had the HIV test and includes receipt of test result alongside 
HIV prevention information. Arrangements for communicating the results are agreed at the time of testing, 
particularly if the test is being performed in an outpatient or acute-care setting. HIV-negative individuals may 
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receive information around risk reduction or behaviour change and if still within the window period after a specific 
exposure, the need for a repeat HIV test is discussed. HIV-positive patients are given details of local specialist 
services and have established a clear pathway for onward referral prior to receipt of result. More detailed post-test 
discussion (including assessment of disease stage, consideration of treatment, and partner notification) is 
performed by an HIV specialist.  

Standard HIV testing takes up to two weeks for a result, so an appointment must be made for individuals to return 
for test results. Studies have found that 10% to 55% individuals accepting standard testing do not have a post-test 
counselling session or fail to return for test results [169–171]. Furthermore, two studies of routine testing in acute 
care centres found that 18% to 26% of HIV-infected patients did not receive their positive results [124,125]. 
Although most (79% to 93%) HIV-positive patients are eventually located; a median of 12 days was required to 
locate HIV-infected subjects who failed to return [169]. Considerable time and effort is required to find and notify 
those subjects testing HIV positive who fail to return.  

Expansion of HIV testing into more healthcare settings has inspired the use of alternative methods to streamline 
the testing and counselling process. One Grade III study from an STI clinic in the United Kingdom allowed low-risk 
individuals to receive test results by telephone appointment or by post [172]. Only negative results are given by 
post and individuals with positive results are recalled to clinic or counselled over the telephone. A similar Grade III 
study in a UK STI clinic reported that all 16 low-risk individuals with positive results who were originally planned to 
receive results by post were successfully located and recalled for post-test counselling [173].  

In settings where staff time and resources are limited, such as acute care and outreach settings, video has also 
been proposed as a means of communicating post-test counselling information. One Grade IB randomised 
controlled trial assigned individuals to either a standard post-test counselling session or watching a 15-minute 
video prior to receiving results. The video covered post-test information such as prevention strategies, including 
condom use, interpretation of HIV results, partner notification, and issues of domestic violence. Mean post-
intervention knowledge scores were higher in the video group (76% vs. 69%) and the authors concluded that the 
video was not inferior to a standard post-test counselling session [174].  

Meeting the needs of HIV-positive patients during the post-test counselling session is important to secure trust and 
ensure linkage into medical and social care. A Grade III qualitative study of patient experience after receiving a 
positive HIV result asked, ‘What are the most important parts of the counselling session when people are told that 
they have HIV in the clinic?’ Of the sixty-six interviewees, 43 said something about the compassion and emotional 
support of the counsellor; 26 mentioned HIV-related education or information that was important to them; 11 
mentioned referrals for both medical and social services; nine mentioned safe sex or partner notification; and 
seven said that confidentiality of the session was important [175]. 

HIV testing technologies 
Evidence included: 1 Grade IB study, 1 Grade IIA study, 8 Grade III  studies 
EU directives and regulations set down the specifications demanded for in-vitro diagnostic tests for the detection of 
HIV infection that can be sold and used for human diagnostics on the internal market [176,177]. Using a 
combination of a screening test with a confirmatory test for verification of initial positive results is always required 
for diagnostic testing of HIV infection. 

The use of a combination enzyme-linked immunoassay (EIA) antibody-antigen screening test (frequently referred 
to as 4th generation EIA), followed by a confirmatory test in the form of a Western blot or line immunoblot assay is 
the current gold standard for diagnosing HIV infection in most circumstances [178]. The screening test has a 
required sensitivity of 100% and specificity of 99.5% [177]. With the confirmatory test, the chance of getting a 
false-positive in a low-prevalence setting is reduced to a very low level [179]. The method is relatively inexpensive 
in large turnover clinical laboratory settings and has been technologically refined to high reliability, if good 
laboratory practice standards and quality management systems are followed.  

Disadvantages to this method include the need for venipuncture and requirement for a follow up visit one to two 
weeks after the initial visit to receive the test result and referral into care. Up to half of persons tested at publicly 
funded clinics do not return to receive their HIV test results and some may be less likely to accept testing if a 
return visit is required [171,180]. Stress and anxiety are associated with the delay in receiving the test result 
[181].  

The use of more convenient, less invasive HIV tests could improve HIV testing acceptability and uptake. Rapid HIV 
tests (also known as point-of-care tests) are single-use disposable HIV devices that directly test whole blood or 
oral fluid. Results are available within 30 minutes of testing. Sensitivities of rapid tests range from 98%-100% with 
specificities around 99% [182–185]. Rapid testing kits are more expensive than the EIA laboratory assay, but are 
roughly equivalent when laboratory time and labour are included [65,184]. The accuracy of some brands of rapid 
tests is slightly lower than EIA tests, which can result in false-positive initial test results. Two large studies 
performed in acute-care settings and antenatal settings found false-positive rates of between < 0.01% and 3.1% 
[186,187]. Laboratory test must be performed for all positive rapid test results. 
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Rapid tests are advantageous in settings where venipuncture is not possible or where quick turnaround of test 
results is desirable, for example in busy clinical settings or community testing sites. 

• A Grade IB randomised controlled trial in the United States found 31.0% of individuals assigned to standard 
testing received their results, compared to 79.8% of individuals assigned to rapid testing [43].  

• A Grade IB trial of outpatients and inpatients randomised to a rapid versus a standard HIV test found a 
trend towards a higher rate of test uptake in individuals randomised to a rapid HIV test versus standard 
testing (59% versus 41%) [188].  

• A Grade IIA meta-analysis of alternative HIV testing methods showed that rapid testing significantly 
increased receipt of test results in all settings evaluated, with the largest effect sizes in acute care settings, 
STI clinics, and outreach settings. More individuals assigned to rapid testing received their results compared 
to individuals assigned to standard testing (95% vs. 43%) [189].  

• Two Grade III studies have found rapid HIV testing to be acceptable and feasible to use in busy clinical 
settings and community testing sites [190,191]. 

• One Grade III study found high acceptability of rapid testing among 150 patients being treated for 
substance abuse, all of whom chose an oral fluid rapid test over a standard blood test [192].  

Rapid tests eliminate the need for a second visit to receive negative results. However, with one visit there is less 
opportunity to impart knowledge and prevention messages. Anxiety regarding this has been assuaged by one 
Grade IB randomised controlled trial in an STI clinic which found no difference in STI incidence at 12 months post-
test between individuals assigned to rapid testing and individuals assigned to standard testing and counselling 
[42]. 

It is generally recommended that HIV testing be carried out in a healthcare setting; however this can be a barrier 
to testing. One Grade III survey found that while 62% of respondents would prefer to be tested for HIV in a 
doctor’s office or clinic, 26% preferred to be tested at home [193]. Home sampling kits do not require attendance 
at a healthcare setting and are a convenient, speedy, and anonymous option. Home sampling requires a saliva or 
blood sample taken at home and sent to a laboratory for testing. An individual is then notified within a few days of 
the result; positive results are given by telephone but negative results may be sent by email. Telephone-based 
counselling is provided for reactive results. Four Grade III studies have evaluated home sampling as a feasible HIV 
testing approach. One study from the United States found that the sensitivity and specificity obtained with finger-
prick blood spot samples using a home testing kit were 100% [194]. More than 98% of participants in two studies 
obtained adequate samples for testing [194,195]. One large study from the United States found high rates of 
receipt of result, with 95% of 174,316 persons submitting home samples calling for results [196]. Disadvantages to 
home sampling kits include lack of pre-test information and high cost [197]. Further research is needed to assess 
the acceptability and reliability of home testing for HIV, the impact of home sampling and home testing on risk 
reduction behaviours and access to care. 

HIV NAT assays (nucleic acid tests used mainly to measure viral load) are not recommended as screening assays in 
developed countries because of the possibility of false-positive results. Similarly, urine HIV tests generally appear 
less accurate than standard testing and are not in widespread use [198,199]. Home testing is an approach which 
involves a person conducting a rapid HIV test with a blood or saliva sample and interpreting results in their home. 
At present, no home testing kits are licensed for sale in Europe and it is illegal in most countries to sell home 
testing kits to the public, due to the risk of individuals performing their test, or interpret their results, incorrectly, 
especially without post-test counselling and the risk of false-positive results associated with rapid tests. Additionally, 
a positive rapid test must be confirmed with a laboratory test, requiring individuals to self-refer to healthcare 
services.  

Laboratory quality assurance 
Evidence included: No studies identified 
No studies have been identified which evaluate the independent impact of quality assurance in the laboratory on 
the effectiveness of HIV testing. However, all laboratories undertaking any diagnostic HIV testing should have a 
well-functioning quality assurance programme which follows recommended international HIV testing guidelines and 
relevant national HIV testing algorithms. For rapid testing, the WHO has issued guidelines for quality assurance 
[200]. National guidelines for applying a minimum standard of quality assurance for diagnostic/laboratory testing 
are essential to ensure high quality practice and methodological standardisation and reliability. Laboratories should 
be able to demonstrate satisfactory quality control and have full accreditation status. All laboratories should have 
HIV confirmatory assay algorithms in place to allow timely return of results. This may involve referring samples to 
specialist virology laboratories or national or international reference laboratories.  
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Testing frequency 
Evidence included: 7 Grade III  studies 
The optimal frequency of testing will vary depending on the incidence and the prevalence of undetected HIV 
infection in the group being tested according to one Grade III study [201]. No studies evaluating the optimal 
frequency of HIV testing in populations with low or high prevalence were reported.  

Six Grade III studies from the United States, Australia and UK have attempted to characterise repeat testers 
attending HIV and STI clinics. The studies report the following: 

• Between 32% and 51% of HIV and STI clinic attendees were repeat testers. Older age, multiple partners, 
and returning for post-test counselling were associated with repeat testing [202,203].  

• Regarding risk behaviour, a United States study found repeat testers practice higher risk behaviours and 
higher incidence of HIV compared to first-time testers [204]. 

• Conversely, no differences were found in the frequency of unprotected sex between repeat and first-time 
testers in a population of UK STI clinic attendees. However, when stratified by risk group, an association 
between high rates of unprotected sex and repeat testing was seen in MSM [203].  

• Among MSM, repeat testers were more likely to report recent unprotected sexual intercourse; they also 
report a high number of recent sexual partners compared with first-time testers [205,206]. Over 75% of 
repeat testers who seroconverted acquired HIV within one year of their last test [205].  

• An audit of repeat testing among MSM in Australia, where annual testing of MSM is recommended, found 
only 35% MSM having an annual test [206]. 

• Among repeat testers, HIV acquisition between tests was highest among MSM and those with a history of 
incarceration [202].  

• A UK study found that recall of MSM diagnosed with a bacterial STI detected a high incidence (2%) of 
newly acquired HIV infection at three months. The authors conclude that recall of MSM diagnosed with 
bacterial STIs may result in early identification of recent HIV infection [207]. 

The authors of one Grade III study propose some recommendations about the frequency of HIV testing in certain 
populations, including biannual HIV testing among MSM practising anal intercourse, and less frequently for 
heterosexuals, IDUs, and MSM not practising anal intercourse [204]. 

A synthesis of national HIV testing guidelines found that United States, Australia, UK, Norway and France include 
details on frequency.  

• The United States recommends annual testing of high-risk individuals including IDUs and their sex partners, 
commercial sex workers, sex partners of HIV-infected persons, and MSM or heterosexual persons who have 
had more than one sex partner since their most recent HIV test.  

• The UK, Australia and France have instituted similar policies on annual testing of a number of high risk 
populations.  

• Norway recommends annual testing of MSM only. 

Discrepancies between the evidence and recommendations suggest that further studies are needed to assess the 
optimal frequency of HIV testing and to assess the effectiveness of implementing recommendations for the 
frequency of HIV testing. 

Ensuring access to care  
Evidence included: 12 Grade III  studies 
The purpose of any HIV testing programme is to bring infected patients into the healthcare system for ongoing 
care and monitoring of their HIV infection. Failure to do so undermines the basis of the testing programme. Early 
initiation of medical care subsequent to diagnosis is one of the primary goals of improving the effectiveness of HIV 
testing strategies. Unfortunately, some patients who receive a positive HIV test result may delay medical care or 
not receive care at all. Four Grade III studies from the United States found that 17% to 29% of patients had 
delayed entry into care for at least three months [46,208], and 11% to 39% delayed it for at least 1 year 
[46,209,210]. One Grade III study of rapid testing found that entry into care within six months ranged from 100% 
in an STI clinic to 22% in a prison [211].  

Two Grade III studies reported reasons for delayed entry into care. In one United States study, of newly diagnosed 
patients who had not yet linked into medical care after diagnosis (18% of interviewees), reported reasons for not 
attending include never receiving a referral, denial of diagnosis, feeling well and therefore feeling medical care is 
not needed, fear of recognition by others at an HIV clinic, religious reasons, and lack of transportation [175]. 
Another United States study identified factors associated with delayed entry into care, including male gender, 
younger age, injecting drug use, testing positive anonymously, and having a positive diagnosis from the first HIV 
test [212]. 
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Pathways into care must be established, especially in busy settings such as acute care and non-medical settings 
such as the community. The CDC and British HIV Association recommend that an individual testing HIV positive for 
the first time be seen by a specialist at the earliest possible opportunity, generally within two weeks of receiving 
the result [129,213].  

Rapid testing has been associated with higher entry into care through increased knowledge of HIV status in three 
Grade III studies. Three rapid HIV testing programmes from acute care settings in the United States have 
demonstrated high rates of linkage to care, ranging from 79% to 91%, with an average time from diagnosis to first 
follow-up appointment of 14 days [214]. All three programmes had HIV counsellors on site and appointment slots 
made available at local HIV clinics for patients with preliminary positive results in the acute care setting. All 
confirmatory tests were sent while the patient was still in acute care, and results were available at the time of the 
follow-up appointment. When an individual is diagnosed with a positive rapid HIV test, the need for follow-up is 
also important to ensure that confirmatory results are provided [215]. In one study of rapid testing in an acute 
care setting, individuals with positive results were informed and counselled by a healthcare provider and walked to 
the HIV clinic in the hospital [174].  

Other tactics employed by two Grade III studies to increase rates of entry into care include sending reminders to 
patients before their first follow-up appointment, offering the patient the opportunity to speak with an HIV provider 
at the time of diagnosis, and ensuring clinic appointments within 24 hours of diagnosis [215,216]. 

3.4 Testing approaches by setting 
Sexually transmitted infection (STI) services 
Evidence included: 1 Grade IB, 10 Grade III  studies 
Sexually transmitted infection (STI) services offer HIV testing due to the strong link between the infection with 
sexually transmitted diseases and increased transmission of HIV infection [217,218]. 

The very first recommendation for HIV testing in a population was for routine testing of individuals seeking 
treatment for STIs (CDC 1987). A survey of European testing policies found that 17 out of 18 (94%) responding 
European Union countries offered HIV testing routinely to STI clinic attendees, Poland being the only exception 
[157]. European guidelines for HIV testing of STI clinic attendees have been issued jointly by the European Office 
of International Union against Sexually Transmitted Infections (IUSTI) and the WHO Regional Office for Europe 
[219]. Over the years, several strategies for identifying HIV infection in STI clinic attendees have been used.  

Risk-based HIV testing is a selective testing strategy whereby individuals with reported risk factors for HIV, such as 
sex between men or injecting drug use, are offered HIV testing and counselling. This may also include high-
prevalence demographic groups, such as individuals from sub-Saharan Africa. However, two Grade III studies have 
shown that risk-based testing may result in missed opportunities to diagnose a significant proportion of HIV 
infections. A prospective study from an STI clinic in the UK found 7% diagnoses would have been missed through 
a broad risk-based selective testing strategy [220]. Similarly, a retrospective study from a United States STI clinic 
evaluated targeted testing of two different populations: only persons with reported risk factors versus those with 
reported risk factors plus individuals from high-prevalence demographic groups. The study found that using only 
reported risk factors to indicate HIV testing would have resulted in 74% missed diagnoses, whereas the broader 
risk-based strategy would have resulted in only 8% missed diagnoses [221].  

‘Opt-in’ testing strategies that offer HIV testing routinely to all STI clinic attendees have been trialled in three 
Grade III studies. A prospective study of STI clinic attendees in Amsterdam compared testing uptake and 
undiagnosed infection among high-risk heterosexuals before and after a policy of ‘opt-in’ testing to all STI clinic 
attendees was implemented in 1999. The study found that testing uptake rose from 13% in 1996 to 56% in 2004 
[78]. However, a retrospective study from the UK found that a high proportion [222] of STI clinic attendees 
refused an HIV test under an ‘opt-in’ strategy, and those at highest risk were most likely to refuse the test, such as 
belonging to a high-risk demographic [223] and an STI diagnosis [79]. Likewise, a prospective study from the 
United States found that 37% of STI clinic attendees refused a test, and an unlinked anonymous survey found that 
those refusing had a higher HIV seroprevalence than those that accepted [117].  

Three Grade III studies have reported that an ‘opt-out’ testing approach is associated with higher rates of HIV 
testing compared to ‘opt-in’ or risk-based testing. A retrospective review of the impact of HIV testing strategy 
changes in STI clinics in the Netherlands reported an increase in testing uptake from 88% to 98% within one year 
of a policy change to ‘opt-out’ from ‘opt-in’ testing [159]. One cross-sectional survey from Scotland showed an 
increase in testing uptake among MSM at the population level from 50% to 58% after initiation of a national ‘opt-
out’ testing policy [224]. A study from the UK audited HIV testing offer and uptake in three STI clinics found a 
small increase in testing uptake from 68% to 72% among ‘low-risk’ individuals after implementation of an ‘opt-out’ 
policy, however this resulted in no additional HIV diagnoses [161].  

Rapid testing in STI clinics has reported high acceptability among STI clinic attendees in one Grade IB and two 
Grade III studies. A multi-site randomised controlled trial from the United States compared acceptability of rapid 
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testing versus standard testing and found uptake of HIV testing to be higher among STI clinic attendees offered 
rapid testing compared to standard testing (99% versus 69%) [42]. For a retrospective study from the United 
States, STI clinic attendees were given a choice of standard or rapid HIV testing. Of the 80% of STI clinic 
attendees who agreed to HIV testing, 87% chose rapid testing and 13% chose standard testing. Nearly all (99%) 
of the rapid testers received their results and post-test counselling on the same visit, compared to only 84% of 
standard testers receiving their results after two weeks [225]. Access to care amongst those newly diagnosed was 
also reported in this study which found that all newly diagnosed rapid testers attended their first HIV clinic 
appointment, with the exception of one individual who died [225]. One prospective study from the UK surveyed 
test method preference among individuals accepting rapid testing in four STI clinics. Overall, 85% were in favour 
or receiving same-day HIV test results, and 40% reported they would have tested sooner had they known rapid 
testing was available. Individuals accepting rapid oral testing agreed that the oral mouth swab procedure was easy 
and comfortable [226].  

Harm reduction services 
Evidence included: 1 Grade IB study, 3 Grade III  studies 
Harm reduction services, including drug treatment programmes and needle and syringe programmes (NSPs), 
present an opportunity to test injecting drug users (IDUs). IDUs that share needles are at risk of infection through 
exposure to contaminated needles as well as through sexual contact. Furthermore, IDUs are a particularly 
vulnerable population with a high burden of medical and psychological co-morbidities and often chaotic lifestyles 
[227]. HIV testing in harm reduction services can reach a high proportion of IDUs in Europe as every country in 
the Europe Union has an NSP implemented and all countries include some form of drug treatment programme with 
high coverage rates [228]. However coverage varies by country, particularly in the eastern part of Europe (where 
rates of injecting drug use are highest), from 15% in Slovakia to 68% in Lithuania [228]. Furthermore, HIV testing 
in harm reduction services only reaches injecting drug users who choose to access such services. 

Use of HIV tests that do not require venipuncture has been hypothesised as more acceptable to injecting drug 
users. This was supported by a Grade IB randomised controlled trial in an outreach clinic at a NSP in the United 
States which reported that 12% of IDUs accepted and completed testing on days when oral fluid testing was 
offered, compared to 5.2% on days when standard testing was offered. Receipt of results for both tests was low, 
due to poor attendance at follow-up appointments [229]. A Grade III prospective study from a residential drug 
treatment programme in the United States found that all 150 inpatients accepting testing chose an oral fluid test 
over a standard serum test. Only 65% of patients received their results due to the 2–4 day delay in receiving 
results, by which time more than half the patients had left the residential programme [192]. This data illustrates 
the difficulties of requiring two separate visits for the standard HIV test procedure in IDUs. 

Rapid testing is a strategy which has been trialled in IDUs in order to increase receipt of results as reported by one 
Grade IB and two Grade III studies from the United States. This strategy has effectively increased knowledge of 
status, however there is evidence that IDUs may not find rapid testing acceptable, particularly if requiring 
venipuncture or finger-prick. The previously described randomised controlled trial compared rapid testing (requiring 
venipuncture) with oral fluid testing and standard testing and found that IDUs preferred oral fluid testing to rapid 
and standard testing. However 83% of rapid testers received their results compared to 60% of oral fluid testers 
and 56% of standard testers [229]. A descriptive study offering both rapid test (requiring finger-prick) and 
standard testing at a mobile testing site found that test preference was similar between the two tests (57% chose 
rapid test and 43% chose standard test), and individuals who reported recent drug use were less likely to choose a 
rapid test compared to another risk group, African Americans. However, 93% of rapid testers received their results 
compared to 38% of standard testers [230]. A descriptive study of rapid testing in multiple venues in the United 
States found that 100% of individuals testing positive with a rapid test at an NSP were notified of their results and 
went on to receive results of confirmatory tests [231]. No studies were identified which reported acceptability of 
rapid testing using oral fluid to target injecting drug users in harm reduction services.  

Antenatal 
Evidence included: 5 Grade IB, 10 Grade III  studies 
Women attending antenatal care are tested for HIV in order to identify previously undiagnosed infections and 
prevent the transmission of HIV from mother to child. Pregnant women can also be tested in the perinatal period, 
for instance in labour and delivery, in order to administer prophylactic antiretroviral therapy to the infant. A meta-
analysis of 18 randomised controlled trials found that antiretroviral therapy given to mothers in the antenatal, 
intrapartum and postpartum periods was effective in reducing transmission [232]. Evidence also suggests that 
even if transmission is not prevented, there are clear benefits to infected infants whose mother’s HIV infection is 
diagnosed any time before delivery [233]. A review of antenatal HIV screening policies in European Union Member 
States found that 18 of 23 responding countries had a national policy with regard to antenatal HIV testing [156]. 
The countries which do not have a policy to test pregnant women for HIV are Belgium, Greece, Italy, Hungary, and 
Slovenia. Implementation of antenatal testing policies varies, with some countries rarely testing pregnant women. 
A study from Poland reported that despite national recommendations to test all women for HIV at their first 



 
 
 
 
HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union  TECHNICAL REPORT 

 

 

18 
 
 

prenatal visit, only 3% of women are tested for HIV; although 81% of women indicated willingness to undergo 
testing [234].  

Two Grade IB studies have found HIV testing as part of antenatal care acceptable to pregnant women: reasons 
cited by pregnant women accepting an HIV test include concern about risk to the baby, concern about own health, 
and recommendation from healthcare provider [155,235]. No European countries support a mandatory testing 
strategy [156]. This is in accordance with the literature which has shown such a strategy to be ethically untenable 
and undesirable to women seeking antenatal care [236,237]. A number of voluntary testing strategies have been 
employed to increase testing of pregnant women.  

Targeted testing has been used in areas with low prevalence of HIV among the population of pregnant women. 
The European policy review found that only two of 18 countries (Malta and Denmark) have national policies that 
support risk-based targeted testing. However, two Grade IB systematic reviews conclude that risk-based testing 
fails to identify a substantial proportion of HIV-infected pregnant women [238,239]. Two Grade III studies have 
shown that the greatest barrier to testing using a targeted strategy is failure of healthcare provider to offer the test 
[240,241]. Surveillance from the UK has shown that women who decline testing are at disproportionately high risk 
of infection [22,233]. Therefore, strategies to increase the number of women accepting an HIV test are needed. 

Testing strategies that offer HIV testing routinely to all pregnant women are commonly employed in Europe. A 
European review found sixteen of 18 countries universally offer HIV testing to women attending antenatal services 
[156]. Of these, seven countries (Austria, Finland, Ireland, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, and Sweden) utilise an ‘opt-in’ 
testing strategy, while nine countries (Czech Republic, Estonia, France, Germany, the Netherlands, Portugal, 
Slovakia, Spain, UK) utilise an ‘opt-out’ testing strategy [60,156,157].  

One Grade IB study and one Grade III study have evaluated uptake of testing under an ‘opt-in’ approach. One 
randomised controlled study from the UK compared ‘opt-in’ test offer with a control group where an HIV test was 
not offered but available on request. The study reported a testing uptake of 5.5% of women in the control group, 
compared to 35% of women offered testing. Predictors of uptake of HIV testing included offer of test, midwife, 
younger age, and having previously been tested [87]. One multi-site prospective study from the United States 
found that 86% of women accepted HIV testing in antenatal care under an ‘opt-in’ approach, and reasons for 
declining the test included low risk perception and administrative problems such as limited availability of pre-test 
counsellors [242].  

The ‘opt-out’ strategy has been trialled in antenatal settings in order to increase uptake of testing and reduce any 
stigma associated with targeted testing strategies. ‘Opt-out’ testing has found high levels of acceptability among 
women. Three Grade III large cohort studies found uptake of testing increased after moving from an ‘opt-in’ to an 
‘opt-out’ testing approach. One prospective study compared ‘opt-out’ testing to results from an earlier randomised 
controlled trial of ‘opt-in’ testing (discussed in the previous paragraph), and found that testing uptake more than 
doubled from 35% under ‘opt-in’ to 88% under an ‘opt-out’ testing approach [243]. One Canadian study compared 
HIV testing uptake before and after a clinic policy change from ‘opt-in’ to ‘opt-out’ testing and found an increase 
from 85% to 93% uptake of testing [164]. A similar study from eight antenatal clinics in a southern county in the 
United States showed an increase from 75% to 88% uptake of HIV testing [158].  

The offer of rapid testing in antenatal and perinatal services may improve the effectiveness of HIV testing by 
facilitating earlier access to antiretroviral therapy to prevent mother-to-child transmission, particularly in labour and 
delivery settings. A Grade III observational study of rapid testing in pregnant women found that acceptability of 
the rapid test was overall high (84%) [187]. A Grade III study from the UK showed that rapid and standard HIV 
testing were equally acceptable to pregnant women (85% and 90%) [94]. In the same study, a survey of women’s 
attitudes towards the rapid test and standard test found that a third of women who declined the standard HIV test 
indicated they would have accepted a rapid test [94]. Acceptability among midwives was high: 93% of midwives 
agreed that rapid testing has a role on the delivery ward to identify women who would otherwise decline testing 
and women who did not engage with healthcare services before delivery [94].  

A risk associated with rapid testing is a relatively high probability of false positive results resulting in unnecessary 
exposure to antiretrovirals. A Grade III observational study in the United States of pregnant women in labour 
found 4 of 4849 (0.1%) women had a false-positive rapid test result and briefly received antiretroviral prophylaxis 
before negative confirmatory results [187]. To reduce false-positive results and avoid unnecessary exposure to 
antiretrovirals, use of two rapid tests during labour and delivery may be used. A Grade IB systematic review found 
a two-step testing strategy, particularly parallel testing, to be superior to single-test strategy in labour and delivery 
settings [244]. 

Brief, rather than in-depth, pre-test counselling has been trialled in the antenatal setting. A Grade IB randomised 
controlled trial from the United States compared abbreviated pre-test counselling to standard and found that 
uptake of testing was very high and not significantly different between groups (99% in the abbreviated arm and 97% 
in the standard arm). Women in the abbreviated arm had significantly lower mean HIV knowledge scores 
immediately after counselling (78%) compared to women in the standard arm (84%), however knowledge was 
reassuringly high in both groups [155]. A Grade III prospective study from the UK found that testing uptake was 
significantly higher when the pre-test discussion was brief [245]. The value of this strategy appears to lie in 
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reducing the workload and training needs of healthcare providers, and further investigation is warranted especially 
in places where HIV testing offer and uptake is low in antenatal services.  

Termination of pregnancy services 
Evidence included: 3 Grade III  studies 
Few studies on HIV testing in termination of pregnancy services have been conducted. One study of unlinked 
anonymous testing from Canada found a seroprevalence rate of 0.001% among women seeking termination of 
pregnancy [246]. However a study from the UK found high reported levels of sexual risk behaviour (40% disclosed 
one or more risk factors) and low knowledge about HIV transmission (25% correctly identified ways of reducing 
the risk of mother-to-child HIV transmission) [247]. Anonymous seroprevalence data from women attending one 
large termination of pregnancy clinic in the UK found an HIV seroprevalence of 1.2%, two times higher than that 
found in antenatal clinic attendees [248]. As a result in 2008 the UK issued national testing guidelines which 
recommended the routine ‘opt-out’ testing in termination of pregnancy clinics. Since this policy change, three 
Grade III studies of testing in termination of pregnancy services have been published with varying outcomes. All 
three were conducted in London and offered ‘opt-out’ testing, excluding known HIV-positive women. The first 
study found an uptake of 49% with a seroprevalence of 0.6%, which was three times higher than that found in the 
antenatal clinic [249]. The second study reported uptake of 83% with a seroprevalence of 0.6%, slightly higher 
than in the local antenatal clinic (0.5%) where one new diagnosis of HIV was made and all women received their 
results [250]. The third study reporting testing uptake of 37% with standard testing and 41% with rapid testing, 
and a seroprevalence of 0.5% [251].  

Acute care settings 
Evidence included: 5 Grade IB, 19 Grade III  studies 
Acute care settings, including emergency department and medical admissions, represent an opportunity to 
diagnose HIV infection in ill individuals, particularly in areas with high HIV prevalence. In some countries 
individuals who experience financial or legal barriers to primary care, such as migrants, may utilise acute care 
settings as a point of entry into the healthcare system. A systematic review of HIV seroprevalence rates among 
emergency department attendees in the U.S. found prevalence of 2% to 17% [252].  

Acute care settings are often busy and fast-paced environments and HIV testing is often perceived to be 
impractical due to pre- and post- test counselling requirements, as well as difficulties in ensuring access to care 
[134,253]. Consequently, acute care settings traditionally provide referrals to individuals identified as high risk to 
have an HIV test elsewhere. Two Grade III studies looking at uptake of testing among individuals referred from 
emergency departments have found this strategy ineffective because of poor patient compliance. One prospective 
study from the United States found only 11% of referred emergency department patients turned up to the referral 
site for an HIV test [254]. Furthermore, this strategy relies on healthcare providers correctly identifying risk factors 
for HIV. A survey of healthcare providers in ten emergency departments in the United States found only 45% of 
high-risk individuals were referred to HIV testing sites or offered a test [253].  

These data have led to extensive research into methods to feasibly implement HIV testing in acute care settings, 
with a focus on streamlining pre-test counselling and use of rapid testing. The bulk of this research comes from the 
United States in response to 2001 CDC recommendations to expand HIV testing in this setting.  

A Grade III study from the UK was the sole European study of HIV testing in acute care setting identified by this 
review. This prospective study offered HIV testing under an ‘opt-in’ approach in an emergency department and an 
acute care unit. Oral fluid non-rapid testing was offered in the emergency department, and standard HIV testing 
was offered in the acute care unit. Results from this study showed high acceptability of HIV testing, with 61% of 
emergency department and 70% of acute admissions unit attendees accepting an HIV test. The study reported a 
prevalence of newly diagnosed HIV infection of 1.0% in the acute care unit and 0.2% in the emergency 
department. All newly diagnosed patients were successfully transferred into the care of the local HIV specialist 
clinic [255]. Pre-study focus groups in staff highlighted concerns around the feasibility and acceptability of offering 
HIV testing to individuals in this setting, particularly with regard to patients asking difficult questions and HIV 
testing taking too much time. However, post-study focus groups in the same staff take three months after 
implementation of the testing programme showed far lower levels of concern [138]. 

Targeted testing has been trialled in one large Grade III study in a United States emergency department in a low- 
prevalence area offered standard HIV testing to high-risk individuals. Although two thirds accepted an HIV test, the 
one to two week wait for results meant only 75% of individuals received their results [256]. 

Five Grade III studies from the United States have compared ‘opt-out’ testing with targeted testing in the 
emergency department. Two studies identified more new HIV diagnoses through targeted testing (3% and 11%) 
compared to ‘opt-out’ testing (0.7% - 1.2%) [162;163], however the HIV-positive patients identified through 
targeted testing settings had a lower CD4 count than those identified through ‘opt-out’ testing, suggesting that 
‘opt-out’ testing identifies HIV infections earlier [162,163]. Moreover, an estimated half of HIV infections remain 
undiagnosed through targeted testing in this setting, through either having no apparent risk factors for HIV or not 
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disclosing risk factors to healthcare providers [163]. While targeted testing provides a high yield of HIV diagnoses, 
it is not an effective strategy for early diagnosis of HIV infection and results in delayed diagnosis of individuals who 
do not have, or are unwilling to disclose, risk factors for HIV [163,257,258]. An ‘opt-in’ strategy for HIV testing has 
found limited success. In a study to measure acceptance of ‘opt-in’ HIV testing, only 32% accepted the test [259]. 

As a result, in 2001 the CDC recommended ‘opt-out’ testing in acute care settings in an effort to increase the 
number of individuals screened for HIV. One Grade IB review and two Grade III studies from the United States 
have monitored the impact of this policy change on testing practices [215]. While patient acceptance of HIV testing 
through an ‘opt-out’ approach is high [190], no measurable increase in HIV testing rates in emergency 
departments was found by a nationwide cross-sectional survey in the four years after the CDC recommendations 
were issued [260]. These data suggest that barriers on behalf of the test providers, including financial and staffing 
constraints, remain obstacles to implementing such recommendations in acute care settings. 

Streamlining the pre- and post-test counselling process has been investigated as a method to make HIV testing 
less time-consuming in a busy acute care setting. Research into streamlining the pre- and post-test counselling in 
acute care settings includes: 

• One Grade III study has trialled written materials in place of pre-test counselling. The educational materials 
were made available in a number of languages and were available to patients before and after testing. This 
strategy was associated with increased feasibility of HIV test offer, but has not been evaluated in 
comparison with standard pre-test counselling [256].  

• Innovative use of video technology to provide pre- and post- test counselling has been reported by three 
Grade IB studies. Two randomised controlled trials found pre-test counselling by video to be acceptable to 
emergency department attendees and found knowledge after watching a pre-test counselling video to be 
comparable to standard pre-test counselling [167,168]. A non-inferiority trial in the United States found that 
video counselling was an acceptable substitute to pre-test information delivered by an HIV test counsellor 
[168]. Likewise, a randomised controlled trial in which individuals were assigned to either a standard post-
test counselling session or a 15-minute video prior to receiving results found similar post-intervention 
knowledge scores between both groups [174].  

One Grade IB and eight Grade III studies have evaluated the use of rapid testing in acute care settings, all from 
the United States. Rapid testing has proven successful by removing the need for venipuncture and a second visit to 
receive their results. Uptake of rapid testing under an ‘opt-in’ approach has been reported by two prospective 
studies as 29% to 39% [211,259]. A much higher uptake of rapid testing in conjunction with an ‘opt-out’ approach 
has been reported by three prospective studies as between 58% and 95% [163,165,166]. A randomised controlled 
trial of rapid testing versus standard testing in hospital inpatients and outpatients reported overall acceptance rates 
of rapid and standard testing of 60% and 41%, respectively. The study also reported that 95% of those receiving 
the rapid test and 43% of those receiving the standard test were informed of their status [188]. A retrospective 
study of quality of care of HIV-positive emergency department attendees diagnosed through either rapid testing or 
standard testing, found those diagnosed through rapid testing were more likely to receive their HIV-positive result 
compared to standard testers (100% versus 84%). Furthermore, the average time to attend first appointment for 
HIV care was 22 days after diagnosis among rapid testers, compared to 50 days for individuals diagnosed by 
standard HIV test [261]. Two prospective studies of rapid testing in an emergency department in the United States 
found the rapid test process was logistically feasible and patients preferred rapid testing due to the short turn-
around time for results [211,262]. Furthermore, a qualitative study has found that healthcare providers in acute 
care settings report that rapid HIV testing did not interfere with their ability to provide care [263].  

Linkage to care of HIV-positive patients diagnosed in acute care settings has been evaluated by several studies. 
Three Grade III studies of rapid testing in emergency departments in the United States found 79% to 91% of 
newly diagnosed patients attended their first HIV appointment [264]. A Grade III review of rapid testing in the 
emergency department found that in most established HIV testing programmes, linkage to care was accomplished 
by combining the efforts of an HIV counsellor who facilitates patient follow-up with dedicated appointment slots at 
the nearest HIV clinic [215]. However, the need for provision of a dedicated HIV counsellor is precisely the barrier 
to testing identified by other studies.  

Primary care settings 
Evidence included: 4 Grade III  studies 
Primary care settings represent an opportunity to diagnosed HIV at point of entry to the healthcare system for the 
many individuals who access primary care more frequently or before other healthcare services [265]. A significant 
proportion, between a third and three-quarters of HIV-positive individuals have been shown to have attended 
primary care in the year before diagnosis [71,84]. In countries such as the Netherlands where the healthcare 
system is mainly operated through GPs, individuals with STI-related symptoms are three times more likely to visit 
their GP than an STI clinic for such complaints [266]. However, access to HIV testing through primary care is 
variable across Europe. In one European HIV policy survey, 17 of 24 (71%) responding countries indicated that 
HIV testing is available through general practitioners [157]. A handful of European countries have a testing 
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strategy that primarily operates through GPs (Denmark, Germany, the Netherlands, Norway, Spain, and 
Switzerland) while testing is also offered in other settings, while in other countries GPs remain marginally involved 
in testing services. In Bulgaria, Greece, Italy, Portugal, and Slovakia, GPs are not involved in HIV testing.  

Despite the relative commonness of GP participation in HIV testing, there are few studies evaluating HIV testing in 
the primary care setting in Europe and developed countries. Early data is emerging from the UK, after testing 
guidelines in 2008 recommended HIV testing of all adults registering in general practice in areas where diagnosed 
HIV prevalence in the local population exceeds two in 1000 population [128].  

Following this, four Grade III studies of HIV testing in general practice have been published, all from the UK. One 
prospective study offered rapid HIV testing to individuals registering to general practice in London and found 
nearly half of eligible participants (45%) accepted a rapid test, with black African and black Caribbean individuals 
more likely to accept a test compared to individuals from other ethnic backgrounds. Participants felt that having 
rapid HIV testing available in general practice was acceptable when offered as ‘part of a check up’, but expressed 
concerns about the availability of immediate psychosocial support for those testing positive in primary care [267]. 
A retrospective study of rapid testing in a general practice in a high-HIV-prevalence area of London compared 
testing characteristics in general practice to that of an STI clinic, and found that general practice rapid testing 
service was more likely to test and diagnose HIV infection in individuals of black ethnicity compared with the STI 
setting, which tested more MSM [268]. A similar study from a general practice in a high-HIV-prevalence northern 
UK city found that while 88% of individuals agreed it is a good idea to offer HIV testing in general practice, only 31% 
accepted a standard HIV test. The main reason for declining testing was low risk perception. Of interest, of the 123 
individuals who consented to testing, only 71 tests were performed, highlighting the difficulties of providing HIV 
testing in a busy primary care setting [269].  

One study evaluated a strategy to increase offer of HIV testing by general practitioners through a training and 
incentivisation scheme in one high-HIV-prevalence London borough. The scheme resulted in a 300% increase in 
HIV testing in general practice between over two years, with an increase from 11% to 20% of all new diagnoses in 
the borough being diagnosed in general practice. Interestingly, the median CD4 count in these diagnoses rose 
from 280 cells/mm3 to 351 cells/mm3, suggesting that increasing testing in general practice resulted in earlier 
diagnosis of HIV infection [270].  

Healthcare services for indicator diseases 
Evidence included: 5 Grade III  studies 
Healthcare services that provide specialised care for diseases that are classified as HIV indicator diseases, such as 
tuberculosis, lymphoma, and hepatitis B and C, serve populations with a high HIV prevalence. Diagnosis of HIV in 
patients with co-morbidities that results in initiation of antiretroviral therapy may improve response to treatment 
and survival [271]. The European AIDS Clinical Society has developed a list of indicator diseases that are 
associated with a higher than 1% incidence of co-morbid HIV infection, ranging from 3% among individuals with 
perinatal listeriosis to 94% with meningitis cryptococcosis [272]. Prevalence of HIV among tuberculosis patients is 
high, with studies in Italy and the UK reporting 10% to 13% of tuberculosis patients with HIV co-infection 
[273,274]. However, testing interventions must be sensitive to the special needs of this patient group, taking into 
consideration stress related to the initial diagnosis or fear of added stigma. Healthcare provider barriers also exist, 
with clinicians from non-HIV specialties sometimes reluctant to get involved in HIV testing [96].  

A review of European countries testing policies showed that 13 of 18 (68%) countries report an ‘opt-in’ approach 
to testing tuberculosis patients [157]. In the UK, testing is also recommended for patients in healthcare services 
for those diagnosed with hepatitis B, hepatitis C and lymphoma. 

Despite these recommendations, HIV testing rates in indicator disease services is low. Three Grade III studies of 
test offer in countries that recommend ‘opt-in’ testing have found wide variation in testing practices between 
healthcare providers, with many practicing a broader version of risk-based testing. A retrospective study of ‘opt-in’ 
testing in a lymphoma clinic in the UK found 41% of patients had not been offered an HIV test by their doctors. Of 
the patients who were tested, the study found a prevalence of previously undiagnosed HIV infection of 3.5% 
[275]. In one Australian study, only 43% of respiratory specialists and 80% of infectious diseases specialists 
responding to an anonymous questionnaire reported offering HIV testing to all tuberculosis patients [96]. A 
retrospective study from county medical records in the United States found that 63% of tuberculosis patients had 
been tested for HIV under an ‘opt-in’ testing strategy, however analysis revealed that HIV testing was largely 
limited to patients with additional HIV risk factors despite the cohort having an HIV seroprevalence of at least 12% 
[276]. 

An ‘opt-out’ strategy to increase HIV testing has been trialled with mixed results, as reported by two Grade III 
studies. One study of hepatitis B and C and tuberculosis patients from the UK found an overall decrease in testing 
from 31% under an ‘opt-in’ strategy to 20% under an ‘opt-out’ strategy. Offer of test varied by disease, with 39% 
of hepatitis B or C patients and 5.5% of tuberculosis patients tested for HIV according to recommendations [277]. 
In contrast, a retrospective study from Canada reported an increase of HIV testing of tuberculosis patients from 
45% under ‘opt-in’ testing to 82% after ‘opt-out’ testing was implemented [278].  
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Community settings 
Evidence included: 2 Grade IB studies, 1 Grade IIB study, 11 Grade III  studies 
The community represents an opportunity for diagnosing individuals who may not have contact with healthcare 
services, especially in hard-to-reach populations. Community HIV testing facilities provide HIV testing within the 
community but are not based in hospitals or STI clinics. HIV testing may take place in two different types of 
community settings: those which are specialist clinics providing sexual health services, such as young people’s 
services or mobile clinics, and those which are non-medical settings, such as bars and sex-on-premises venues.  

A Grade IB systematic literature review of 41 community testing studies (including nine studies in the UK, two from 
the Netherlands, and one from Italy) determined the feasibility, acceptability and effectiveness of carrying out HIV 
testing in community settings [279]. Thirty-four studies targeted one or more specific populations, including MSM, 
migrants, IDUs and young people. Uptake of HIV testing ranged from 9% to 75%, and increased uptake was not 
correlated with any particular population or type of testing facility. Of 24 studies reporting seropositivity rates, 19 
found a positivity of 1% or above, with highest rates in venues targeting MSM (2%–6%) and black Africans (3%). 
A further two studies targeting general population found seropositivity rates of 0.8% and 0.9% [279].  

The benefits of rapid testing are most evident in community testing sites, with less access to laboratories and 
difficulties ensuring return for results at a second visit. One Grade IB, one Grade IIB, and two Grade III studies 
comparing rapid testing with standard HIV testing reported a significantly higher receipt of results and return for 
confirmatory testing among rapid testers [229,230,280,281]. Six Grade III studies report attitudes towards, and 
acceptability of, rapid testing in community settings. All studies found client satisfaction was overall high, and the 
availability of same-day testing and results does influence the decision to test [181,281–285].  

The community presents a special set of challenges to implementing effective HIV testing programmes. Two Grade 
III qualitative studies in the UK identified patient concerns about community testing, including issues of 
confidentiality, stigma and whether HIV testing was too serious to be carried out in social settings such as bars 
[82,286]. One study reported the perspective of the owners of gay venues used for community testing and found 
that while they were generally supportive of HIV testing, they were also concerns that HIV testing might repel 
customers, and also that the behaviour of clients would be modified immediately after the test, increasing the 
possibility of unsafe sex. There are also some reservations about the safety of HIV testing in non-medical settings 
[286]. One Grade III United States study reported the main difficulties faced by services providing community 
testing included staffing, training, contacting patients for positive results and sustainability of programmes [287].  

Prisons 
Evidence included: 2 Grade IIA, 3 Grade III  studies 
Prisons are controlled environments in which HIV testing may be offered to a high-risk population that may be 
otherwise hard to reach. A cross-sectional survey of HIV infection and related risk behaviour in six European male 
prison populations in France, Germany, Italy, the Netherlands, Scotland, and Sweden found that prisoners reported 
high levels of HIV risk behaviour including: 25% ever injecting drugs, 71% had unprotected sexual intercourse 
with last casual partner, 3% reported sex with a man in the previous year, and 18% reported ever tattooing in 
prison, two thirds of whom had used shared needles. The survey offered anonymous HIV testing and found HIV 
seroprevalences ranging from 0.7% to 4.4% in the male incarcerated population [288]. A review of European HIV 
testing policies showed that 11 of 18 (61%) of European Union countries surveyed have policies to routinely test 
prisoners [157]. Despite these policies, there is little data on HIV testing rates and testing strategies in European 
prisons. 

One large Grade III observational study from 48 correctional facilities in the United State reported the uptake and 
seroprevalence rates from HIV testing programmes in prisons using an ‘opt-in’ testing strategy. The study reported 
that testing uptake tripled between 1992 and 1998, and found an HIV prevalence of 3.4% in the incarcerated 
populations, with most new infections identified in prisoners whose identified risk was heterosexual contact (44%) 
followed by injecting drug use (37%) [289].  

In prisons, use of rapid testing may be preferable where prisoners may be released early. Two Grade IIA 
prospective controlled studies from the United States of an ‘opt-out’ testing strategy using rapid oral mouth swab 
testing with written consent and without pre-test counselling reported an uptake of 59% in the men’s prison, and 
78% in the women’s prison, with higher rates of uptake among individuals tested within 24 hours of arrival. 
Receipt of results in both studies was 99% [290,291].  

Two Grade III studies from the United States report uptake and receipt of result using a rapid testing strategy. A 
prospective study of rapid testing in a women’s county jail resulted in an uptake of 46%. While 99.7% of women 
received their results, only 22% of the newly diagnosed prisoners entered into care, and none were retained in 
care six months after diagnosis [211]. A retrospective study of rapid testing in newly arriving inmates who 
requested or were referred to testing by medical staff found that 6% of booked inmates were tested for HIV. Of 
those who tested, 99.9% received their test results. Almost half (46%) of the inmates with a newly diagnosed 
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infection reported heterosexual contact or no HIV risk behaviours. All individuals with reactive tests were referred 
to care, although the study did not report rates of entry into care [292].  

Youth services 
Evidence included: 1 Grade IB study, 6 Grade III  studies 
Young people are a poorly defined demographic which is underrepresented in the literature. Incidence estimates 
from the UK suggest that one in six new HIV infections occur in young people aged 16 to 24 years [293]. Ongoing 
HIV transmission among young people reflects a higher rate of risky sexual behaviour, higher rates of STIs, and 
multiple partnerships compared to older people [294]. However, testing rates among young people are low in 
many European countries due to a number of barriers [295]. Two qualitative studies of young people in the United 
States found that cost, lack of health insurance, and fear of judgement were the main barriers to HIV testing 
among young people aged 18 to 26 [296,297]. Where free access to HIV testing is not available, financial barriers 
also exist for young people. 

Youth services exist in some European countries to provide personal and social support to young people, often 
targeting at-risk communities. Established youth services present an opportunity to provide HIV testing to young 
people who may not present to other healthcare services. Despite growing interest in this area, there is little data 
evaluating HIV testing interventions in youth services. One Grade III qualitative study evaluated experiences of 
young people aged 18 to 24 who accepted an HIV test in youth services in Sweden and found that young people 
prefer a quick and easy testing procedure including a short pre-test discussion and telephone receipt of the test 
result [298].  

A wider body of evidence is available on HIV testing interventions specifically targeting young people in medical or 
community settings. Three Grade III studies of standard HIV counselling and testing in young people were 
identified. In the UK, a pilot of HIV testing within a community organisation providing sexual health advice to 
young people reported 72% of men aged 16 to 25 years accepted standard HIV testing and counselling [299]. 
Acceptance of HIV testing among young people (aged 13 to 22) attending family planning clinics in the United 
States was lower in another study, with 46% agreeing to HIV testing [300]. HIV testing may be more acceptable 
to young people compared to older people, as one study from an emergency department in the United States 
reported 61% of young people aged 15 to 21 accepted HIV testing compared to 45% of adults aged 21 to 54 
[294]. These three studies all offered standard HIV testing and counselling and found previously undiagnosed 
seropositivity rates ranging from 0.0% to 0.4% [294,299,300]. 

Strategies such as alternative test result notification and rapid testing have been trialled in one Grade IB and two 
Grade III studies to increase the number of young people receiving their test results as studies have reported that 
only 33% and 86% young people testing with standard HIV testing and counselling return to receive their results 
[299,301–303]. One randomised controlled trial from the United States compared two methods of giving HIV test 
results to young people (aged 13 to 24) at community testing sites, and found that 37% of those assigned to face-
to-face notification returned to receive results compared with 58% of those assigned to telephone notification 
receiving their results [302]. One United States study comparing preference of rapid testing to standard testing in 
an urban hospital-based adolescent primary care clinic found 70% of individuals aged 13 to 22 chose rapid testing 
over standard testing, and those who chose a rapid test were more likely to receive their test results (91% vs. 
47%) [304]. This study also found that young people preferred oral fluid rapid testing over other forms of rapid 
testing requiring venipuncture or finger prick [304]. This was supported by another study from the United States 
which evaluated youths’ (aged 13 to 24) preference for six different HIV testing methods: one oral fluid rapid test, 
two oral fluid non-rapid tests, one urine non-rapid test, and two finger-prick rapid tests). The study found the oral 
fluid rapid test was preferred because it was less invasive and because it provided quick results [305].  

Anonymous testing 
Evidence included: 2 Grade III  studies 
Anonymous testing services offer HIV testing without requiring name or other personal identifier. Some rely on this 
type of delivery of HIV testing where there may be fear of stigma and discrimination, or where financial and legal 
barriers to HIV testing exist. One review of European HIV testing practices found anonymous testing available in all 
European Union countries except the UK [157]. Anonymous testing can be provided in healthcare settings, such as 
STI clinics, or in community and non-healthcare settings, such as prisons. In France, 15% of all HIV tests are 
anonymous, coming from 339 anonymous HIV testing centres including 105 in prisons, and 170 centres affiliated 
to hospitals [306].  

There is evidence that individuals choosing anonymous testing have a higher burden of HIV than those choosing 
confidential HIV testing [307]. In at least eight European countries (Austria, Czech Republic, Estonia, Germany, 
Hungary, Poland, Slovakia, and Slovenia), disenfranchised populations such as uninsured individuals, non-residents 
or undocumented migrants can access testing free of charge only through anonymous testing facilities [157]. 
Furthermore, populations with higher risk behaviours, such as injecting drug users and MSM, often opt for 
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anonymous testing [307]. Anonymous testing is usually free of charge, although in Germany a fee applies which 
may be waived under certain circumstances [157].  

Rapid testing has found extremely high acceptability in anonymous testing sites, with two Grade III studies from 
the United States and Canada reporting between 91% and 96% of attendees choosing a rapid test over standard 
testing [281,308]. Rapid testing has also resulted in a higher proportion receiving test results, with 100% of those 
opting for rapid testing receiving results, compared with 86% to 91% of those choosing standard testing [281,308]. 
An important disadvantage of anonymous testing is that it is difficult to ensure access to care for those diagnosed 
with HIV infection. No studies were found on strategies to ensure access to care. 
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4 Conclusions 
Surveillance data from a number of European countries over the past decade reveal high and increasing numbers 
of undiagnosed infections and a high proportion of late presenters among those diagnosed. These findings indicate 
that current efforts to diagnose HIV early are failing and there is an urgent need to review current HIV testing 
strategies across Europe. The aim of the review was to review the available literature on the benefits of testing for 
HIV, barriers to testing and effective strategies to overcome these while ensuring access to treatment and care. 

The individual benefits of HIV testing are undisputed. Without it, infected individuals will remain unaware of their 
infections for many years and eventually present with an AIDS-related illness, which, left untreated, will lead to a 
fatal outcome. In contrast, early diagnosis and treatment of HIV infection today guarantees an almost normal life 
span largely free of serious illnesses. There is also important new research suggesting the public health benefits of 
HIV testing, both in terms of promoting safer sexual behaviour among diagnosed individuals and reduced 
infectiousness related to antiretroviral treatment.  

The cost of treatment and care for individuals diagnosed promptly after infection is significantly lower than for 
those diagnosed late in the course of infection. In the United States and France, routine one-time testing was 
found to be cost effective, even in low HIV prevalence populations. Cost effectiveness is improved when secondary 
transmission benefits are included, and when newly diagnosed patients are successfully linked to HIV treatment 
and care.  

Barriers to HIV testing are well described in Europe, with three reviews drawing from nearly thirty European 
studies which identified various barriers to testing, most of which were published in the past five years. The 
majority of studies focus on the needs of sub-Saharan African and MSM populations. For ease of reference, 
identified barriers were categorised at the individual, healthcare provider and institutional levels. These included:  

• Individual level barriers: low risk perception, low knowledge of HIV and benefits of treatment, lack of 
information about how and where to access testing as well information around the test itself, stigma and 
concerns regarding confidentiality.  

• Healthcare provider barriers: lack of training to perform HIV testing and counselling, low knowledge levels 
about HIV resulting in poor risk assessment, and discomfort approaching the subject of HIV and sexual 
histories of patients. 

• Institutional barriers: lack of or poorly implemented HIV testing policies and programmes, lack of allocated 
resources, the presence of legal and financial obstacles in accessing care, for example among 
undocumented migrants and IDUs. 

The review found a number of strategies to overcome these barriers. Mass media HIV campaigns were shown to 
have an impact on behaviour, with most HIV testing campaigns successfully increasing HIV testing rates in the 
short term. There was less evidence of changes in knowledge and attitudes towards HIV following such campaigns.  

There was good evidence showing that individuals are more likely to test when they perceive a benefit to diagnosis. 
While medical benefits were clearly important, these benefits alone did not appear to be sufficient to motivate 
individuals to test. Addressing concerns of stigma and perceived discrimination was particularly important. These 
barriers were addressed by ‘normalisation’ of the testing procedure and the introduction of a universal offer of an 
HIV test (sometimes referred to ‘opt-out’ testing). All published literature comparing universal offer (‘opt-out’) 
testing with a risk based (‘opt-in’) found higher uptake rates in setting where testing was offered to all individuals 
as part of routine care (‘universal’ offer). This approach was found to be highly acceptable to both patients and 
staff in a variety of settings. Furthermore, the recommendation of HIV testing from a healthcare provider was 
important in the patient’s decision to test. Training healthcare providers increased HIV testing rates, improved 
healthcare providers’ attitudes towards HIV, and boosted confidence when conducting tests.  

It must be noted that the review found inconsistent use in the literature of the terms ‘opt-in’ and ‘opt-out’ testing, 
and these were frequently interchanged or misused. Additionally, there is some redundancy, with terms 
indiscriminately being interchanged or combined with terms such as ‘routine,’ ‘universal’ and ‘provider-initiated’ 
testing. The term ‘universal offer’ of testing best describes a routine offer of an HIV test to all individuals and we 
would recommend avoiding the terms ‘opt-out’ , ‘opt-in’ and provider initiated. 

Studies showed that counselling is effective in reducing sexual risk behaviour among HIV-positive individuals and 
therefore also reducing the risk of onward transmission of the infection. However, limited or no benefits were 
identified in those who tested HIV negative. These findings cast some doubts on the effectiveness of pre-test 
counselling. Historically, prior to antiviral therapy, pre-test counselling was a fundamental part of the HIV testing 
process. It provided a valuable opportunity to discuss an individual’s risk of HIV and given that no effective 
treatment was available, many patients chose not to test. In the era of effective antiretroviral therapy, the benefits 
of testing and treatment far outweigh any potential adverse impact related to testing. The literature review also 
found little evidence that conveying safer sex messages prior to an HIV test reduces sexual risk behaviour. 
Furthermore, some healthcare providers found pre-test counselling intimidating and time-consuming and a barrier 
to testing. This was particularly the case in non-traditional settings where HIV testing is increasingly conducted by 



 
 
 
 
HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union  TECHNICAL REPORT 

 

 

26 
 
 

non-HIV specialists. Alternatives to pre-test counselling were evaluated. Brief pre-test information was found to be 
acceptable to patients and effective in with conveying knowledge about HIV and associated risk behaviours. 
Innovative use of video or other technologies were also effective.  

Alternative diagnostic tests to simplify the testing process and motivate both patients and staff have been trialled 
in recent years. The introduction of rapid tests have been acceptable to both patients and staff, with the additional 
benefit of increasing receipt of results compared to conventional HIV tests in some studies. These tests are 
promising in a range of setting including testing in the community. 

The literature confirmed that routine offer of HIV testing in antenatal, STI, and harm reduction services is 
acceptable and effective. However, more studies are needed in non-traditional settings, such as acute and primary 
care settings and prisons. Of concern was the low proportion of newly diagnosed individuals seeking HIV treatment 
and care following testing in prison, community, and anonymous testing sites. 

The review identified some important gaps in our knowledge. Overall, few high quality studies were conducted in 
the area of HIV testing in Europe. The United Kingdom is the EU/EFTA country with the largest number of studies 
in this field, followed by the Netherlands, France, and Italy. While there is no doubt of the benefit of HIV testing 
and treatment for the individual, further evidence is required to better understand the impact of HIV testing and 
treatment on reducing transmission at the community level.  

Evidence of effectiveness of HIV testing initiatives from Europe are lacking, particularly in non-traditional settings, 
such as community and acute care settings. More research is also needed to determine the optimal frequency of 
HIV testing among all populations. There is currently no evidence to support annual or more frequent testing of 
any population. Current policies on testing frequency are primarily guided by expert opinion. Although all European 
countries have an HIV testing policy in some form, there is some evidence that HIV testing practice varies. Audits 
of national HIV testing guidelines are needed to identify problems in implementation and other needs, such as 
training of healthcare providers or logistical barriers. Finally, only one study on the cost-effectiveness of HIV testing 
has been conducted in Europe 

Much of the evidence in the review has been therefore drawn from studies conducted in the United States. While 
many findings can be extrapolated to the European context, it must be noted that the HIV epidemic in the United 
States has unique features and the delivery of healthcare is very different to many of the European countries. For 
example, the United States has recommended scale up of HIV testing in acute settings such as the emergency 
departments as a key strategy for identifying infections in vulnerable populations such as black Americans. It may 
not be the case that vulnerable populations in Europe attend these facilities in large enough numbers to warrant a 
testing programme in this setting.  

Despite these caveats, the evidence from the United States provides valuable evidence on strategies or approaches 
that are transferable to the European setting. These findings highlight the need to expand testing across Europe to 
ensure that HIV programmes are vigorously monitored and evaluated. With few randomised controlled trials 
feasible on HIV testing strategies, high quality outcome evaluation data will be critical in assessing the acceptability, 
feasibility, effectiveness and cost-effectiveness and sustainability of HIV programmes at the local and national level.  
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Appendix 1: List of countries 
European Union Member States 
Austria 
Belgium 
Bulgaria 
Cyprus 
Czech Republic 
Denmark 
Estonia 
Finland 
France 
Germany 
Greece 
Hungary 
Ireland 
Italy 
Latvia 
Lithuania 
Luxembourg 
Malta 
Netherlands 
Poland 
Portugal 
Romania 
Slovakia 
Slovenia 
Spain 
Sweden 
United Kingdom 

EEA/EFTA Member States 
Iceland 
Switzerland 
Norway 
Liechtenstein  
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Appendix 2: Search methods 
The following is the search strategy for HIV-testing-related publications with the number of articles identified with 
each term individually, and in combination. 

1 hiv.ti,ab  175683  

2 exp HIV/  67268  

3 1 or 2  185321  

4 (test* OR counsel* OR VCT OR ‘voluntary counsel*’ OR HIV-ct).ti,ab  1701495  

5 exp MASS SCREENING/  81836  

6 4 or 5  1759277  

7 

(austria* OR belgi* OR bulgaria* OR cyprus* OR cypriot OR czech* OR denmark* 
OR danish* OR estonia* OR finland* OR finnish* OR france* OR french* OR 
german* OR greec* OR greek* OR hungary* OR hungarian OR iceland* OR ireland* 
OR irish* OR italy* OR italian OR latvia* OR lithuania* OR luxembourg* OR malta* 
OR maltese* OR netherland* OR holland* OR dutch* OR poland* OR polish* OR 
portug* OR romania* OR slovak* OR sloven* OR spain* OR spanish* OR sweden* 
OR swedish* OR switzerland* OR swiss* OR liechtenstein* OR norway* OR 
norweg*).ti,ab  

453337  

8 exp GREAT BRITAIN/  255011  

9 exp EUROPE/  921646  

10 europe*.ti,ab  122226  

11 (‘united kingdom’ OR UK OR scotland OR scottish OR england OR english OR wales 
OR welch OR london OR britain OR british).ti,ab  179173  

12 

(madrid* OR milan* OR barcelona* OR berlin* OR paris* OR athens* OR rome* OR 
katowice* OR hamburg* OR naples* OR warsaw* OR frankfurt* OR munich* OR 
brussels* OR lisbon* OR vienna* OR manchester* OR brighton* OR budapest* OR 
amsterdam* OR stuttgart* OR stockholm* OR bucharest* OR rotterdam* OR 
copenhagen* OR lyon* OR prague* OR zurich* OR dublin* OR helsinki* OR riga* 
OR sofia* OR talinn* OR reykjavic* OR oslo* OR vilnius* OR bratislava* OR 
ljunljana*).ti,ab  

91528  

13 7 OR 8 OR 9 OR 10 OR 11 OR 12  1310908  

14 3 AND 6  36916  

15 13 and 14 [Limit to: Publication Year 2005-Current and (CheckTags Humans)]  1327  

16 exp UNITED STATES/ 946882 

17 exp CANADA/ 98219 

18 exp AUSTRALIA/ 77293 

19 16 or 17 or 18 1104372 

20 14 and 19 [Limit to: Publication Year 2005-Current and (CheckTags Humans)]  1593 

21 15 OR 20 [Limit to: Publication Year 2005-Current and (CheckTags Humans) and 
(CheckTags Humans)] 2829 
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Appendix 3: Levels and grading of evidence 
Table A  

Level  Type of evidence  

Ia  Evidence obtained from meta-analysis of randomised controlled 
trials  

Ib  Evidence obtained from at least one randomised controlled trial  

IIa  Evidence obtained from at least one well-designed controlled 
study without randomisation  

IIb  Evidence obtained from at least one type of well-designed quasi-
experimental study  

III  
Evidence obtained from well-designed, non-experimental 
descriptive studies, such as comparative studies, correlation 
studies and case control studies  

IV  Evidence obtained from expert committee reports or opinions 
and/or clinical experience of respected authorities  

 
  



 
 
 
 
HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union  TECHNICAL REPORT 

 

 

30 
 
 

References 
 

1. Joint United Nations Programme on HIV/AIDS (UNAIDS) and World Health Organization (WHO). AIDS epidemic update: 
November 2009. Geneva: United National Programme on HIV/AIDS; 2009. 

2.  Hamers FF, Phillips AN. Diagnosed and undiagnosed HIV-infected populations in Europe. HIV Med. 2008;9 Suppl 2:6-12. 

3.  European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control/WHO Regional Office for Europe. HIV/AIDS surveillance in Europe 
2008. Stockholm: European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control; 2009. 

4.  Adler A, Mounier-Jack S, Coker RJ. Late diagnosis of HIV in Europe: definitional and public health challenges. AIDS Care. 
2009;21(3):284-93. 

5.  World Health Organization. Antiretroviral therapy for HIV infection in adults and adolescents: recommendations for a 
public health approach – 2010 revision. NLM Number: WC 503.2. 2010. Austria, World Health Organization.  

6.  US Department of Health and Human Services Agency for Healthcare Policy and Research (AHPCR). Clinical practice 
guideline No 1. AHPCR. No 92-0023, 107. 1993. Rockville, MD.  

7.  Palella FJ, Jr., Delaney KM, Moorman AC, Loveless MO, Fuhrer J, Satten GA, et al. Declining morbidity and mortality 
among patients with advanced human immunodeficiency virus infection. HIV Outpatient Study Investigators. N Engl J 
Med. 1998;338(13):853-60. 

8.  McNaghten AD, Hanson DL, Jones JL, Dworkin MS, Ward JW. Effects of antiretroviral therapy and opportunistic illness 
primary chemoprophylaxis on survival after AIDS diagnosis. Adult/Adolescent Spectrum of Disease Group. AIDS. 
1999;13(13):1687-95. 

9.  Moore RD, Chaisson RE. Natural history of HIV infection in the era of combination antiretroviral therapy. AIDS. 
1999;13(14):1933-42. 

10.  Vittinghoff E, Scheer S, O'Malley P, Colfax G, Holmberg SD, Buchbinder SP. Combination antiretroviral therapy and 
recent declines in AIDS incidence and mortality. J Infect Dis. 1999;179(3):717-20. 

11.  Detels R, Tarwater P, Phair JP, Margolick J, Riddler SA, Munoz A. Effectiveness of potent antiretroviral therapies on the 
incidence of opportunistic infections before and after AIDS diagnosis. AIDS. 2001;15(3):347-55. 

12.  Lee LM, Karon JM, Selik R, Neal JJ, Fleming PL. Survival after AIDS diagnosis in adolescents and adults during the 
treatment era, United States, 1984-1997. JAMA. 2001;285(10):1308-15. 

13.  Louie JK, Hsu LC, Osmond DH, Katz MH, Schwarcz SK. Trends in causes of death among persons with acquired 
immunodeficiency syndrome in the era of highly active antiretroviral therapy, San Francisco, 1994-1998. J Infect Dis. 
2002;186(7):1023-7. 

14.  Cain LE, Cole SR, Chmiel JS, Margolick JB, Rinaldo CR Jr, Detels R. Effect of highly active antiretroviral therapy on 
multiple AIDS-defining illnesses among male HIV seroconverters. Am J Health Educ. 2006;163(4):310-5. 

15.  Mocroft A, Ledergerber B, Katlama C, Kirk O, Reiss P, d'Arminio Monforte A. Decline in the AIDS and death rates in the 
EuroSIDA study: an observational study. Lancet. 2003;362(9377):22-9. 

16.  Bhaskaran K, Hamouda O, Sannes M, Boufassa F, Johnson AM, Lambert PC, et al. Changes in the risk of death after 
HIV seroconversion compared with mortality in the general population. JAMA. 2008;300(1):51-9. 

17.  Smit C, Geskus RB, Uitenbroek D, Mulder D, van den Hoek A, Coutinho RA. Declining AIDS mortality in Amsterdam: 
contributions of declining HIV incidence and effective therapy. Epidemiology. 2004;15(5):536-42. 

18.  Couzigou C, Semaille C, Le Strat Y, Pinget R, Pillonel J, Lot F. Differential improvement in survival among patients with 
AIDS after the introduction of HAART. AIDS Care. 2007;19(4):523-31. 

19.  Krentz HB, Kliewer G, Gill MJ. Changing mortality rates and causes of death for HIV-infected individuals living in 
Southern Alberta, Canada from 1984 to 2003. HIV Med. 2005;6(2):99-102. 

20.  Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). HIV Surveillance Report, 2008. 20. 2010. Atlanta, Georgia, Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention.  

21.  Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). HIV Surveillance Report, 1996. 8. 1998. Atlanta, Georgia, Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention.  

22.  Health Protection Agency. HIV in the United Kingdom: 2009 Report. HPA 09-009. 2009. London, Health Protection 
Agency.  

23.  The Antiretroviral Therapy Cohort Collaboration. Life expectancy of individuals on combination antiretroviral therapy in 
high-income countries: a collaborative analysis of 14 cohort studies. Lancet. 2008;372(9635):293-9. 

24.  Braithwaite RS, Roberts MS, Chang CC, Goetz MB, Gibert CL, Rodriguez-Barradas MC, et al. Influence of alternative 
thresholds for initiating HIV treatment on quality-adjusted life expectancy: a decision model. Ann Intern Med. 
2008;148(3):178-85. 



 
 
 
 
TECHNICAL REPORT HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union 

 

 

31 
 
 

25.  Fang CT, Chang YY, Hsu HM, Twu SJ, Chen KT, Lin CC, et al. Life expectancy of patients with newly-diagnosed HIV 
infection in the era of highly active antiretroviral therapy. QJM. 2007;100(2):97-105. 

26.  Lima VD, Hogg RS, Harrigan PR, Moore D, Yip B, Wood E, et al. Continued improvement in survival among HIV-infected 
individuals with newer forms of highly active antiretroviral therapy. AIDS. 2007;21(6):685-92. 

27.  Lohse N, Hansen AB, Pedersen G, Kronborg G, Gerstoft J, Sorensen HT, et al. Survival of persons with and without HIV 
infection in Denmark, 1995–2005. Ann Intern Med. 2007;146(2):87-95. 

28.  De Cock KM, Gilks CF, Lo YR, Guerma T. Can antiretroviral therapy eliminate HIV transmission? Lancet.  
2009;373(9657):7-9. 

29.  Attia S, Egger M, Muller M, Zwahlen M, Low N. Sexual transmission of HIV according to viral load and antiretroviral 
therapy: systematic review and meta-analysis. AIDS. 2009;23(11):1397-404. 

30.  Blower SM, Gershengorn HB, Grant RM. A tale of two futures: HIV and antiretroviral therapy in San Francisco. Science. 
2000;287(5453):650-4. 

31.  Lima VD, Johnston K, Hogg RS, Levy AR, Harrigan PR, Anema A, et al. Expanded access to highly active antiretroviral 
therapy: a potentially powerful strategy to curb the growth of the HIV epidemic. J Infect Dis. 2008;198(1):59-67. 

32.  Granich RM, Gilks CF, Dye C, De Cock KM, Williams BG. Universal voluntary HIV testing with immediate antiretroviral 
therapy as a strategy for elimination of HIV transmission: a mathematical model. Lancet 2009;373(9657):48-57. 

33.  Vernazza P, Hirschel B, Bernasconi E, Flepp M. Les personnes seropositives ne souff rant d'aucune autre MST et suivant 
un traitment antiretroviral effi cie ne transmettent pas le VIH par voie sexuelle. Bull Med Suisses. 2008;89(5):165-9. 

34.  Montaner J, Wood E, Kerr T, Yip B, Lima V, Shannon K, et al. Association of expanded HAART coverage with a decrease 
in new HIV diagnoses, particularly among injection drug users in British Columbia, Canada. In: Programs and Abstracts 
from the 17th Conference on Retroviruses and Opportunistic Infections. San Francisco, CA: Abstract 88LB; 2010. 

35.  Das-Douglas M, Chu P, Santos G-M, Scheer S, McFarland W, Vittinghoff E, et al. Decreases in Community Viral Load are 
Associated with a Reduction in New HIV Diagnoses in San Francisco. In: Program and abstracts of the 17th Conference 
on Retroviruses and Opportunistic Infections. San Francisco, CA. Abstract 33; 2010. 

 36.  HIV Prevention Trials Network. HTPN-052 A Randomized Trial to Evaluate the Effectiveness of Antiretroviral 
Therapy Plus HIV Primary Care versus HIV Primary Care Alone to Prevent the Sexual Transmission of HIV-1 in 
Serodiscordant Couples. http://www.hptn.org. 26-7-2010.  

37.  Higgins DL, Galavotti C, O'Reilly KR, Schnell DJ, Moore M, Rugg DL, et al. Evidence for the effects of HIV antibody 
counseling and testing on risk behaviors. JAMA. 1991;266(17):2419-29. 

38.  Wolitski RJ, MacGowan RJ, Higgins DL, Jorgensen CM. The effects of HIV counseling and testing on risk-related 
practices and help-seeking behavior. AIDS Educ Prev. 1997;9(3 Suppl):52-67. 

39.  Weinhardt LS, Carey MP, Johnson BT, Bickham NL. Effects of HIV counseling and testing on sexual risk behavior: a 
meta-analytic review of published research, 1985–1997. Am J Public Health. 1999;89(9):1397-405. 

40.  Crepaz N, Marks G, Liau A, Mullins MM, Aupont LW, Marshall KJ, et al. Prevalence of unprotected anal intercourse 
among HIV-diagnosed MSM in the United States: a meta-analysis. AIDS. 2009;23(13):1617-29. 

41.  Fox J, White PJ, Macdonald N, Weber J, McClure M, Fidler S, et al. Reductions in HIV transmission risk behaviour 
following diagnosis of primary HIV infection: a cohort of high-risk men who have sex with men. HIV Med. 
2009;10(7):432-8. 

42.  Metcalf CA, Douglas JM, Jr., Malotte CK, Cross H, Dillon BA, Paul SM, et al. Relative efficacy of prevention counseling 
with rapid and standard HIV testing: a randomized, controlled trial (RESPECT-2). Sex Transm Dis. 2005;32(2):130-8. 

43.  Anaya HD, Hoang T, Golden JF, Goetz MB, Gifford A, Bowman C, et al. Improving HIV screening and receipt of results 
by nurse-initiated streamlined counseling and rapid testing. J Gen Intern Med. 2008;23(6):800-7. 

44.  Marks G, Crepaz N, Senterfitt JW, Janssen RS. Meta-analysis of high-risk sexual behavior in persons aware and 
unaware they are infected with HIV in the United States: implications for HIV prevention programs. J Acquir Immune 
Defic Syndr. 2005;39(4):446-53. 

45.  Marks G, Crepaz N, Janssen RS. Estimating sexual transmission of HIV from persons aware and unaware that they are 
infected with the virus in the USA. AIDS. 2006;20(10):1447-50. 

46.  Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Supplement to HIV/AIDS surveillance (SHAS): demographics and 
behavioral data from a supplemental HIV/AIDS behavioral surveillance project 1997-2000. Special Surveillance Report 
No. 2, 1-27. 2004. Atlanta, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.  

47.  Janssen RS, Holtgrave DR, Valdiserri RO, Shepherd M, Gayle HD, De Cock KM. The Serostatus Approach to Fighting the 
HIV Epidemic: prevention strategies for infected individuals. Am J Public Health. 2001;91(7):1019-24. 

48.  Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. High-risk sexual behavior by HIV-positive men who have sex with men – 
16 sites, United States, 2000-2002. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2004;53(38):891-4. 

http://www.hptn.org/�


 
 
 
 
HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union  TECHNICAL REPORT 

 

 

32 
 
 

49.  Elam G, Macdonald N, Hickson FC, Imrie J, Power R, McGarrigle CA, et al. Risky sexual behaviour in context: qualitative 
results from an investigation into risk factors for seroconversion among gay men who test for HIV. Sex Transm Infect. 
2008;84(6):473-7. 

50.  Bourne, A, Dodds, C, Keogh, P, Weatherburn, P., and Hammond, G. Relative safety II Risk and unprotected anal 
intercourse among gay men with diagnosed HIV. Sigma Research. 2009. London.  

51.  McCartney, D, Bader, M, Donlon, S, Hickson, F, and Quinn, M. Real Lives II: findings from the All-Ireland Gay Men's Sex 
Surveys, 2005 and 2006. 2009. London, Gay Men's Health Service, HSE and The Rainbow Project.  

52.  Abel-Ollo K, Rahu M, Rajaleid K, Talu A, Ruutel K, Platt L, et al. Knowledge of HIV serostatus and risk behaviour among 
injecting drug users in Estonia. AIDS Care. 2009;21(7):851-7. 

53.  Calsyn DA, Saxon AJ, Freeman G, Jr., Whittaker S. Ineffectiveness of AIDS education and HIV antibody testing in 
reducing high-risk behaviors among injection drug users. Am J Public Health. 1992;82(4):573-5. 

54.  McCusker J, Bigelow C, Stoddard AM, Zorn M. Human immunodeficiency virus type 1 antibody status and changes in 
risk behavior among drug users. Ann Epidemiol. 1994;4(6):466-71. 

55.  Schlumberger MG, Desenclos JC, Papaevangelou G, Richardson SC, Ancelle-Park R. Knowledge of HIV serostatus and 
preventive behaviour among European injecting drug users: second study. European Community Study Group on HIV in 
Injecting Drug Users. Eur J Epidemiol. 1999;15(3):207-15. 

56.  Celentano DD, Munoz A, Cohn S, Vlahov D. Dynamics of behavioral risk factors for HIV/AIDS: a 6-year prospective 
study of injection drug users. Drug Alcohol Depend. 2001;61(3):315-22. 

57.  Rotheram-Borus MJ, Swendeman D, Comulada WS, Weiss RE, Lee M, Lightfoot M. Prevention for substance-using HIV-
positive young people: telephone and in-person delivery. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2004;37 Suppl 2:S68-S77. 

58.  Margolin A, Avants SK, Warburton LA, Hawkins KA, Shi J. A randomized clinical trial of a manual-guided risk reduction 
intervention for HIV-positive injection drug users. Health Psychol. 2003;22(2):223-8. 

59.  Krentz HB, Gill MJ. Cost of medical care for HIV-infected patients within a regional population from 1997 to 2006. HIV 
Med. 2008;9(9):721-30. 

60.  Haute Autorité de Santé. Dépistage de l'infection par le VIH en France - Stratégies et dispositif de dépistage. 2009. 
Saint-Denis La Plaine, Haute Autorité de Santé.  

61.  Sanders GD, Bayoumi AM, Sundaram V, Bilir SP, Neukermans CP, Rydzak CE,, et al. Cost-effectiveness of screening for 
HIV in the era of highly active antiretroviral therapy. N Engl J Med. 2005;352(6):570-85. 

62.  Paltiel AD, Weinstein MC, Kimmel AD, Seage GR, III, Losina E, Zhang H, et al. Expanded screening for HIV in the 
United States – an analysis of cost-effectiveness. N Engl J Med. 2005;352(6):586-95. 

63.  Paltiel AD, Walensky RP, Schackman BR, Seage GR, III, Mercincavage LM, Weinstein MC, et al. Expanded HIV 
screening in the United States: effect on clinical outcomes, HIV transmission, and costs. Ann Intern Med. 
2006;145(11):797-806. 

64.  Walensky RP, Weinstein MC, Smith HE, Freedberg KA, Paltiel AD. Optimal allocation of testing dollars: the example of 
HIV counseling, testing, and referral. Med.Decis.Making 2005;25(3):321-9. 

65.  Sanders GD, Anaya HD, Asch S, Hoang T, Golden JF, Bayoumi AM, et al. Cost-effectiveness of strategies to improve 
HIV testing and receipt of results: economic analysis of a randomized controlled trial. J Gen Intern Med. 
2010;25(6):556-63. 

66.  Deblonde J, De Koker P, Hamers FF, Fontaine J, Luchters S, Temmerman M. Barriers to HIV testing in Europe: a 
systematic review. Eur J Public Health. 2010;20(4):422-32. 

67.  de Wit JB, Adam PC. To test or not to test: psychosocial barriers to HIV testing in high-income countries. HIV Med. 
2008;9 Suppl 2:20-2. 

68.  Mahajan AP, Sayles JN, Patel VA, Remien RH, Sawires SR, Ortiz DJ, et al. Stigma in the HIV/AIDS epidemic: a review of 
the literature and recommendations for the way forward. AIDS. 2008;22 Suppl 2:S67-S79. 

69.  Prost A, Elford J, Imrie J, Petticrew M, Hart GJ. Social, behavioural, and intervention research among people of Sub-
Saharan African origin living with HIV in the UK and Europe: literature review and recommendations for intervention. 
AIDS Behav. 2008;12(2):170-94. 

70.  Delpierre C, Dray-Spira R, Cuzin L, Marchou B, Massip P, Lang T, et al. Correlates of late HIV diagnosis: implications for 
testing policy. Int J STD AIDS. 2007;18(5):312-7. 

71.  Burns FM, Johnson AM, Nazroo J, Ainsworth J, Anderson J, Fakoya A, et al. Missed opportunities for earlier HIV 
diagnosis within primary and secondary healthcare settings in the UK. AIDS. 2008;22(1):115-22. 

72.  Mikolajczak J, Hospers HJ, Kok G. Reasons for not taking an HIV-test among untested men who have sex with men: an 
Internet study. AIDS Behav. 2006;10(4):431-5. 



 
 
 
 
TECHNICAL REPORT HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union 

 

 

33 
 
 

73.  Burns FM, Imrie JY, Nazroo J, Johnson AM, Fenton KA. Why the(y) wait? Key informant understandings of factors 
contributing to late presentation and poor utilization of HIV health and social care services by African migrants in Britain. 
AIDS Care. 2007;19(1):102-8. 

74.  Fakoya I, Reynolds R, Caswell G, Shiripinda I. Barriers to HIV testing for migrant black Africans in Western Europe. HIV 
Med. 2008;9 Suppl 2:23-5. 

75.  Manirankunda L, Loos J, Alou TA, Colebunders R, Nostlinger C. ‘It's better not to know’: perceived barriers to HIV 
voluntary counseling and testing among sub-Saharan African migrants in Belgium. AIDS Educ Prev. 2009;21(6):582-93. 

76.  Williamson LM, Hart GJ. HIV prevalence and undiagnosed infection among a community sample of gay men in Scotland. 
J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2007;45(2):224-30. 

77.  Stolte IG, de Wit JB, Kolader ME, Fennema HS, Coutinho RA, Dukers NH. Low HIV-testing rates among younger high-
risk homosexual men in Amsterdam. Sex Transm Infect. 2007;83(5):387-91. 

78.  Van der Bij AK, Dukers NH, Coutinho RA, Fennema HS. Low HIV-testing rates and awareness of HIV infection among 
high-risk heterosexual STI clinic attendees in the Netherlands. Eur J Public Health. 2008;18(4):376-9. 

79.  Tipnis SR, Fox EF. Uptake of HIV testing in a busy South London GU medicine clinic--will we reach targets set in the 
National Strategy and are we testing those at risk? Int J STD AIDS. 2006;17(7):484-5. 

80.  Nnoaham KE, Pool R, Bothamley G, Grant AD. Perceptions and experiences of tuberculosis among African patients 
attending a tuberculosis clinic in London. Int J Tuberc Lung Dis. 2006;10(9):1013-7. 

81.  Erwin J, Morgan M, Britten N, Gray K, Peters B. Pathways to HIV testing and care by black African and white patients in 
London. Sex Transm Infect. 2002;78(1):37-9. 

82.  Prost A, Sseruma WS, Fakoya I, Arthur G, Taegtmeyer M, Njeri A, et al. HIV voluntary counselling and testing for 
African communities in London: learning from experiences in Kenya. Sex Transm Infect. 2007;83(7):547-51. 

83.  Kuo AM, Haukoos JS, Witt MD, Babaie ML, Lewis RJ. Recognition of undiagnosed HIV infection: an evaluation of missed 
opportunities in a predominantly urban minority population. AIDS Patient Care STDS. 2005;19(4):239-46. 

84.  Liddicoat RV, Horton NJ, Urban R, Maier E, Christiansen D, Samet JH. Assessing missed opportunities for HIV testing in 
medical settings. J Gen Intern Med. 2004;19(4):349-56. 

85.  McDonald EA, Currie MJ, Bowden FJ. Delayed diagnosis of HIV: missed opportunities and triggers for testing in the 
Australian Capital Territory. Sex Health. 2006;3(4):291-5. 

86.  Meadows J, Jenkinson S, Catalan J, Gazzard B. Voluntary HIV testing in the antenatal clinic: differing uptake rates for 
individual counselling midwives. AIDS Care. 1990;2(3):229-33. 

87.  Simpson WM, Johnstone FD, Boyd FM, Goldberg DJ, Hart GJ, Prescott RJ. Uptake and acceptability of antenatal HIV 
testing: randomised controlled trial of different methods of offering the test. BMJ. 1998;316(7127):262-7. 

88.  Hardwicke R, Malecha A, Lewis ST, Grimes RM. HIV testing in emergency departments: a recommendation with missed 
opportunities. J Assoc Nurses AIDS Care. 2008;19(3):211-8. 

89.  Warwick Z. Barriers to the implementation of the UK HIV testing guidelines in secondary care: how many are medical? 
Int J STD AIDS. 2010;21(3):205-6. 

90.  Partridge DG, Collini P, McKendrick MW. HIV testing: the boundaries. A survey of HIV testing practices and barriers to 
more widespread testing in a British teaching hospital. Int J STD AIDS. 2009;20(6):427-8. 

91.  Hansen L, Barnett J, Wong T, Spencer D, Rekart M. STD and HIV counseling practices of British Columbia primary care 
physicians. AIDS Patient Care STDS. 2005;19(1):40-8. 

92.  Lohrmann C, Valimaki M, Suominen T, Muinonen U, Dassen T, Peate I. German nursing students' knowledge of and 
attitudes to HIV and AIDS: two decades after the first AIDS cases. J Adv Nurs. 2000;31(3):696-703. 

93.  Suominen T, Koponen N, Mockiene V, Staniuliene V, Istomina N, Aro I, et al. Nurses' and nursing students' perceptions 
of sexual risk behavior: a study in Finland, Estonia, and Lithuania. AIDS Patient Care STDS. 2008;22(10):803-10. 

94.  Stokes SH, McMaster P, Ismail KM. Acceptability of perinatal rapid point-of-care HIV testing in an area of low HIV 
prevalence in the UK. Arch Dis Child. 2007;92(6):505-8. 

95.  Kellock DJ, Rogstad KE. Attitudes to HIV testing in general practice. Int J STD AIDS. 1998;9(5):263-7. 

96.  Emerson CR, Goldberg H, Vollmer-Conna U, Post JJ. Self-reported HIV testing practice among physicians treating 
tuberculosis in Australia and New Zealand. Int J STD AIDS. 2010;21(5):346-50. 

97.  Tookey PA, Gibb DM, Ades AE, Duong T, Masters J, Sherr L, et al. Performance of antenatal HIV screening strategies in 
the United Kingdom. J Med Screen. 1998;5(3):133-6. 

98.  NHS Executive. Reducing Mother to Baby Transmission of HIV. HSC 1999/183. 1999. London, Department of Health. 
Health Services Circular.  

99.  Townsend CL, Cliffe S, Tookey PA. Uptake of antenatal HIV testing in the United Kingdom: 2000–2003. J Public Health 
(Oxf). 2006;28(3):248-52. 



 
 
 
 
HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union  TECHNICAL REPORT 

 

 

34 
 
 

100.  Gyarmathy VA, Racz J, Neaigus A, Ujhelyi E. The urgent need for HIV and hepatitis prevention in drug treatment 
programs in Hungary. AIDS Educ.Prev. 2004;16(3):276-87. 

101.  Nicoll A, Hughes G, Donnelly M, Livingstone S, De Angelis D, Fenton K, et al. Assessing the impact of national anti-HIV 
sexual health campaigns: trends in the transmission of HIV and other sexually transmitted infections in England. Sex 
Transm Infect. 2001;77(4):242-7. 

102.  Myhre SL, Flora JA. HIV/AIDS communication campaigns: progress and prospects. J Health Commun. 2000;5 Suppl:29-
45. 

103.  Noar SM, Palmgreen P, Chabot M, Dobransky N, Zimmerman RS. A 10-year systematic review of HIV/AIDS mass 
communication campaigns: Have we made progress? J Health Commun. 2009;14(1):15-42. 

104.  Snyder LB, Hamilton MA, Mitchell EW, Kiwanuka-Tondo J, Fleming-Milici F, Proctor D. A meta-analysis of the effect of 
mediated health communication campaigns on behavior change in the United States. J Health Commun. 2004;9 Suppl 
1:71-96. 

105.  Vidanapathirana J, Abramson MJ, Forbes A, Fairley C. Mass media interventions for promoting HIV testing. Int J 
Epidemiol. 2006 Apr;35(2):233-4.  

105b. Vidanapathirana J, Abramson MJ, Forbes A, Fairley C. Mass media interventions for promoting HIV testing. Cochrane 
Database Syst Rev. 2005 Jul 20;(3):CD004775. 

106.  Guy RJ, Prybylski D, Fairley CK, Hellard ME, Kaldor JM. Can data from HIV voluntary counselling and testing be used to 
assess the impact of public health interventions? A literature review. Int J STD AIDS. 2009;20(6):378-83. 

107.  Joint United Nations Programme on HIV/AIDS (UNAIDS). Social marketing: An effective tool in the global response to 
HIV/AIDS. UNAIDS Best Practice Collection 98.26. 19 May 1999. Geneva, UNAIDS.  

108.  Lamptey PR, Price JE. Social marketing sexually transmitted disease and HIV prevention: a consumer-centered 
approach to achieving behaviour change. AIDS. 1998;12 Suppl 2:S1-S9. 

109.  Lombardo AP, Leger YA. Thinking about ‘Think Again’ in Canada: assessing a social marketing HIV/AIDS prevention 
campaign. J Health Commun. 2007;12(4):377-97. 

110.  Peralta L, Deeds BG, Young K. Promoting identification of HIV-infected youths: borrowing concepts from the media to 
reduce the HIV epidemic? J Assoc Acad Minor Phys. 2002;13(2):41-7. 

111.  Fraze JL, Uhrig JD, Davis KC, Taylor MK, Lee NR, Spoeth S, et al. Applying core principles to the design and evaluation 
of the 'Take Charge. Take the Test' campaign: what worked and lessons learned. Public Health. 2009;123 Suppl 1:e23-
e30. 

112.  Montoya JA, Kent CK, Rotblatt H, McCright J, Kerndt PR, Klausner JD. Social marketing campaign significantly 
associated with increases in syphilis testing among gay and bisexual men in San Francisco. Sex Transm Dis. 
2005;32(7):395-9. 

113.  Guy R, Goller J, Leslie D, Thorpe R, Grierson J, Batrouney C, et al. No increase in HIV or sexually transmissible infection 
testing following a social marketing campaign among men who have sex with men. J Epidemiol Community Health. 
2009;63(5):391-6. 

114.  Irwin KL, Valdiserri RO, Holmberg SD. The acceptability of voluntary HIV antibody testing in the United States: a 
decade of lessons learned. AIDS. 1996;10(14):1707-17. 

115.  Peterman TA, Todd KA, Mupanduki I. Opportunities for targeting publicly funded human immunodeficiency virus 
counseling and testing. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr Hum Retrovirol. 1996;12(1):69-74. 

116.  Klein D, Hurley LB, Merrill D, Quesenberry CP, Jr. Review of medical encounters in the 5 years before a diagnosis of 
HIV-1 infection: implications for early detection. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2003;32(2):143-52. 

117.  Groseclose SL, Erickson B, Quinn TC, Glasser D, Campbell CH, Hook EW, III. Characterization of patients accepting and 
refusing routine, voluntary HIV antibody testing in public sexually transmitted disease clinics. Sex Transm Dis. 
1994;21(1):31-5. 

118.  Kassler WJ, Zenilman JM, Erickson B, Fox R, Peterman TA, Hook EW, III. Seroconversion in patients attending sexually 
transmitted disease clinics. AIDS 1994;8(3):351-5. 

119.  Erickson B, Wasserheit JN, Rompalo AM, Brathwaite W, Glasser D, Hook EW, III. Routine voluntary HIV screening in 
STD clinic clients: characterization of infected clients. Sex Transm Dis. 1990;17(4):194-9. 

120.  Alpert PL, Shuter J, DeShaw MG, Webber MP, Klein RS. Factors associated with unrecognized HIV-1 infection in an 
inner-city emergency department. Ann Emerg Med. 1996;28(2):159-64. 

121.  D'Angelo LJ, Getson PR, Luban NL, Gayle HD. Human immunodeficiency virus infection in urban adolescents: can we 
predict who is at risk? Pediatrics. 1991;88(5):982-6. 

122.  Harris RL, Boisaubin EV, Salyer PD, Semands DF. Evaluation of a hospital admission HIV antibody voluntary screening 
program. Infect Control Hosp Epidemiol. 1990;11(12):628-34. 



 
 
 
 
TECHNICAL REPORT HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union 

 

 

35 
 
 

123.  De Cock KM, Johnson AM. From exceptionalism to normalisation: a reappraisal of attitudes and practice around HIV 
testing. BMJ. 1998;316(7127):290-3. 

124.  Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Voluntary HIV testing as part of routine medical care--Massachusetts, 2002. 
MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2004;53(24):523-6. 

125.  Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Routinely recommended HIV testing at an urban urgent-care clinic – 
Atlanta, Georgia, 2000. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2001;50(25):538-41. 

126.  Walensky RP, Losina E, Steger-Craven KA, Freedberg KA. Identifying undiagnosed human immunodeficiency virus: the 
yield of routine, voluntary inpatient testing. Arch Intern Med. 2002;162(8):887-92. 

127.  Goggin MA, Davidson AJ, Cantril SV, O'Keefe LK, Douglas JM. The extent of undiagnosed HIV infection among 
emergency department patients: results of a blinded seroprevalence survey and a pilot HIV testing program. J Emerg 
Med. 2000;19(1):13-9. 

128.  British HIV Association, British Association for Sexual Health and HIV, and British Infection Society. UK National 
Guidelines for HIV Testing 2008. 2008. London, British HIV Association.  

129.  Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Revised Recommendations for HIV Testing of Adults, Adolescents, and 
Pregnant Women in Health-Care Settings. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2006;55(RR-14):1-17. 

130.  Cohan D, Gomez E, Dowling T, Zetola N, Kaplan B, Klausner JD. HIV testing attitudes and practices among clinicians in 
the era of updated Centers for Disease Control and Prevention recommendations. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 
2009;50(1):114-6. 

131.  Hightow-Weidman LB, Golin CE, Green K, Shaw EN, MacDonald PD, Leone PA. Identifying people with acute HIV 
infection: demographic features, risk factors, and use of health care among individuals with AHI in North Carolina. AIDS 
Behav. 2009;13(6):1075-83. 

132.  Ganczak M, Barss P. Fear of HIV infection and impact of training on the attitudes of surgical and emergency nurses 
toward inpatient HIV testing. Infect Control Hosp Epidemiol. 2007;28(2):230-3. 

133.  Duffus WA, Weis K, Kettinger L, Stephens T, Albrecht H, Gibson JJ. Risk-based HIV testing in South Carolina health 
care settings failed to identify the majority of infected individuals. AIDS Patient Care STDS. 2009;23(5):339-45. 

134.  Burke RC, Sepkowitz KA, Bernstein KT, Karpati AM, Myers JE, Tsoi BW, et al. Why don't physicians test for HIV? A 
review of the US literature. AIDS. 2007;21(12):1617-24. 

135.  Jenness SM, Murrill CS, Liu KL, Wendel T, Begier E, Hagan H. Missed opportunities for HIV testing among high-risk 
heterosexuals. Sex Transm Dis. 2009;36(11):704-10. 

136.  Hsieh YH, Jung JJ, Shahan JB, Moring-Parris D, Kelen GD, Rothman RE. Emergency medicine resident attitudes and 
perceptions of HIV testing before and after a focused training program and testing implementation. Acad Emerg Med. 
2009;16(11):1165-73. 

137.  Dhairyawan R, Hutchinson J, Deayton J, Estcourt C. Educating East London primary care providers to improve rates of 
HIV testing and HIV recognition in an area of high HIV prevalence and late presentation. HIV Med. 
2010;11(Supplement 1):Abstract P290. 

138.  Thornton, A, Cridford, R, Rayment, M, Mguni, S, Gidwani, S, Rae, C, Phekoo, K, Mummery, D, Atkins, M., Nardone, A, 
Roberts, P, Tenant-Flowers, M, Sullivan, A, and Anderson, J. Patient and staff attitudes towards routine HIV testing 
programmes in general healthcare settings in London, UK. 2010. XVIII International AIDS Conference, Vienna., 
Abstract THPE0294.  

139.  Milona M, Ganczak M, Szych Z. Surgical nurses and their concerns of acquiring HIV infection at the workplace. Rocz 
Akad Med Bialymst. 2005;50 Suppl 1:203-6. 

140.  World Health Organization. Scaling up HIV testing and counseling in the WHO European Region as an essential 
component of efforts to achieve universal access to HIV prevention, treatment, care and support. Policy framework. 
2010. Geneva, World Health Organization.  

141.  World Health Organization. Guidance on provider-initiated HIV testing and counselling in health facilities. WC 503.1. 
2007. Geneva, World Health Organization.  

142.  Van C, V, Devroey D, Sasse A, Wallyn S. An 8 year nationwide prospective registration of non-consented HIV testing in 
Belgium. J Public Health (Oxf). 2004;26(1):72-6. 

143.  Rogowska-Szadkowska D, Knysz B, Gasiorowski J. [Receiving a positive HIV test result--the experience of Polish 
patients]. Wiad Lek. 2006;59(3-4):214-9. 

144.  Ehrenkranz PD, Pagan JA, Begier EM, Linas BP, Madison K, Armstrong K. Written informed-consent statutes and HIV 
testing. Am J Prev Med. 2009;37(1):57-63. 

145.  Zetola NM, Grijalva CG, Gertler S, Hare CB, Kaplan B, Dowling T, et al. Simplifying consent for HIV testing is associated 
with an increase in HIV testing and case detection in highest risk groups, San Francisco January 2003-June 2007. PLoS 
One [Electronic Resource] 2008;3(7):e2591. 



 
 
 
 
HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union  TECHNICAL REPORT 

 

 

36 
 
 

146.  Wing C. Effects of written informed consent requirements on HIV testing rates: evidence from a natural experiment. 
Am J Public Health. 2009;99(6):1087-92. 

147.  Sokol DK. Commentary on Ethics of HIV testing in general practice without informed consent: a case series. J Med 
Ethics. 2005;31(12):701-2. 

148.  Brewster MF. HIV exceptionalism must end. BMJ. 2007;335(7610):60. 

149.  Rosenbrock R, Dubois-Arber F, Moers M, Pinell P, Schaeffer D, Setbon M. The normalization of AIDS in Western 
European countries. Soc Sci Med. 2000;50(11):1607-29. 

150.  Manavi K, Welsby PD. HIV testing. BMJ. 2005;330(7490):492-3. 

151.  Frith L. HIV testing and informed consent. J Med Ethics. 2005;31(12):699-700. 

152.  Fraser J. Ethics of HIV testing in general practice without informed consent: a case series. J Med Ethics. 
2005;31(12):698-9. 

153.  Sommerville A. Commentary: Is testing for HIV without consent justifiable? BMJ. 2002;325(7374):1225-7. 

154.  Kamb ML FAU, Fishbein MF, Douglas JM Jr FAU - Rhodes, Rhodes FF, Rogers JF, Bolan GF, et al. Efficacy of risk-
reduction counseling to prevent human immunodeficiency virus and sexually transmitted diseases: a randomized 
controlled trial. Project RESPECT Study Group.(0098-7484 (Print)). 

155.  Cohan D, Gomez E, Greenberg M, Washington S, Charlebois ED. Patient perspectives with abbreviated versus standard 
pre-test HIV counseling in the prenatal setting: a randomized-controlled, non-inferiority trial. PLoS One. 
2009;4(4):e5166. 

156.  Deblonde J, Claeys P, Temmerman M. Antenatal HIV screening in Europe: a review of policies. Eur J Public Health. 
2007;17(5):414-8. 

157.  Mounier-Jack S, Nielsen S, Coker RJ. HIV testing strategies across European countries. HIV.Med. 2008;9 Suppl 2:13-9. 

158.  Stringer EM, Stringer JS, Cliver SP, Goldenberg RL, Goepfert AR. Evaluation of a new testing policy for human 
immunodeficiency virus to improve screening rates. Obstet Gynecol. 2001;98(6):1104-8. 

159.  Heijman RL, Stolte IG, Thiesbrummel HF, van Leent E, Coutinho RA, Fennema JS, et al. Opting out increases HIV 
testing in a large sexually transmitted infections outpatient clinic. Sex Transm Infect. 2009;85(4):249-55. 

160.  Stanley B, Fraser J, Cox NH. Uptake of HIV screening in genitourinary medicine after change to ‘opt-out’ consent. BMJ. 
2003;326(7400):1174. 

161.  Price H, Birchall J, Newey C, Smith F, Waters AM, Mandalia S, et al. HIV opt-out increases HIV testing in low-risk 
patients. Int J STD AIDS. 2009;20(1):56-7. 

162.  White DA, Scribner AN, Schulden JD, Branson BM, Heffelfinger JD. Results of a rapid HIV screening and diagnostic 
testing program in an urban emergency department. Ann Emerg Med. 2009;54(1):56-64. 

163.  Lyss SB, Branson BM, Kroc KA, Couture EF, Newman DR, Weinstein RA. Detecting unsuspected HIV infection with a 
rapid whole-blood HIV test in an urban emergency department. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2007;44(4):435-42. 

164.  Yudin MH, Moravac C, Shah RR. Influence of an ‘opt-out’ test strategy and patient factors on human immunodeficiency 
virus screening in pregnancy. Obstet Gynecol. 2007;110(1):81-6. 

165.  Kroc K, Papiez G, Parks D, Couture E, Roberts R, Straus H. Routine screening of emergency department patients using 
OraQuick rapid HIV-1 antibody test. 2003 National HIV Prevention Conference. Atlanta, Georgia: Abstract M3-L103; 
2003. 

166.  Freeman AE, Sattin RW, Miller KM, Dias JK, Wilde JA. Acceptance of rapid HIV screening in a southeastern emergency 
department. Acad Emerg Med. 2009;16(11):1156-64. 

167.  Calderon Y, Haughey M, Bijur PE, Leider J, Moreno-Walton L, Torres S, et al. An educational HIV pretest counseling 
video program for off-hours testing in the emergency department. Ann Emerg Med. 2006;48(1):21-7. 

168.  Merchant RC, Clark MA, Mayer KH, Seage Iii GR, DeGruttola VG, Becker BM. Video as an effective method to deliver 
pretest information for rapid human immunodeficiency testing. Acad Emerg Med. 2009;16(2):124-35. 

169.  Hightow LB, Miller WC, Leone PA, Wohl D, Smurzynski M, Kaplan AH. Failure to return for HIV posttest counseling in an 
STD clinic population. AIDS Educ Prev. 2003;15(3):282-90. 

170.  Molitor F, Bell RA, Truax SR, Ruiz JD, Sun RK. Predictors of failure to return for HIV test result and counseling by test 
site type. AIDS Educ Prev. 1999;11(1):1-13. 

171.  Sullivan PS, Lansky A, Drake A. Failure to return for HIV test results among persons at high risk for HIV infection: 
results from a multistate interview project. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2004;35(5):511-8. 

172.  Wright S, Kell P, Tobin R. How do clients access their HIV test results from genitourinary medicine services in the UK? A 
time for change! Int J STD AIDS. 2004;15(9):584-6. 

173.  Wright SJ, Kell PD, Tobin R, Breen E. A review of policy change regarding how patients access their HIV test results at 
two genitourinary medicine services in Central London. Int J STD AIDS. 2006;17(11):753-4. 



 
 
 
 
TECHNICAL REPORT HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union 

 

 

37 
 
 

174.  Calderon Y, Leider J, Hailpern S, Haughey M, Ghosh R, Lombardi P, et al. A randomized control trial evaluating the 
educational effectiveness of a rapid HIV posttest counseling video. Sex Transm Dis. 2009;36(4):207-10. 

175.  Kilmarx PH, Hamers FF, Peterman TA. Living with HIV. Experiences and perspectives of HIV-infected sexually 
transmitted disease clinic patients after posttest counseling. Sex Transm Dis. 1998;25(1):28-37. 

176.  European Parliament. Directive 98/79/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council on in vitro diagnostic medical 
devices. OJ L 331. 27-10-1998.  

177.  European Commission. Commission Decision amending Decision 2002/364/EC on common technical specifications for in 
vitro diagnostic medical devices (notified under document C(2009) 9464). 2009/886/EC. 27-11-2009.  

178.  World Health Organization. HIV Test Kits: Performance Evaluations. 
http://www.who.int/diagnostics_laboratory/publications/evaluations/en/index.html. 2009.  

179.  Kleinman S, Busch MP, Hall L, Thomson R, Glynn S, Gallahan D, et al. False-positive HIV-1 test results in a low-risk 
screening setting of voluntary blood donation. Retrovirus epidemiology donor study. JAMA. 1998;280(12):1080-5. 

180.  Valdiserri RO, Moore M, Gerber AR, Campbell CH, Jr., Dillon BA, West GR. A study of clients returning for counseling 
after HIV testing: implications for improving rates of return. Public Health Rep. 1993;108(1):12-8. 

181.  Spielberg F, Branson BM, Goldbaum GM, Lockhart D, Kurth A, Celum CL, et al. Overcoming barriers to HIV testing: 
preferences for new strategies among clients of a needle exchange, a sexually transmitted disease clinic, and sex 
venues for men who have sex with men. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2003;32(3):318-27. 

182.  O'Connell RJ, Merritt TM, Malia JA, VanCott TC, Dolan MJ, Zahwa H, et al. Performance of the OraQuick rapid antibody 
test for diagnosis of human immunodeficiency virus type 1 infection in patients with various levels of exposure to highly 
active antiretroviral therapy. J Clin Microbiol. 2003;41(5):2153-5. 

183.  Reynolds SJ, Ndongala LM, Luo CC, Mwandagalirwa K, Losoma AJ, Mwamba KJ, et al. Evaluation of a rapid test for the 
detection of antibodies to human immunodeficiency virus type 1 and 2 in the setting of multiple transmitted viral 
subtypes. Int J STD AIDS. 2002;13(3):171-3. 

184.  O'Conell RJ, Peel SA. Multispot HIV-1/HIV-2 Rapid Test: advantages over other rapid HIV tests. Expert Rev Mol Diagn. 
2007;7(5):499-505. 

185.  Granade TC, Phillips SK, Parekh B, Gomez P, Kitson-Piggott W, Oleander H, et al. Detection of antibodies to human 
immunodeficiency virus type 1 in oral fluids: a large-scale evaluation of immunoassay performance. Clin Diagn Lab 
Immunol. 1998;5(2):171-5. 

186.  Walensky RP, Arbelaez C, Reichmann WM, Walls RM, Katz JN, Block BL, et al. Revising expectations from rapid HIV 
tests in the emergency department. Ann Intern Med. 2008;149(3):153-60. 

187.  Bulterys M, Jamieson DJ, O'Sullivan MJ, Cohen MH, Maupin R, Nesheim S, et al. Rapid HIV-1 testing during labor: a 
multicenter study. JAMA. 2004;292(2):219-23. 

188.  Wurcel A, Zaman T, Zhen S, Stone D. Acceptance of HIV antibody testing among inpatients and outpatients at a public 
health hospital: a study of rapid versus standard testing. AIDS Patient Care STDS. 2005;19(8):499-505. 

189.  Hutchinson AB, Branson BM, Kim A, Farnham PG. A meta-analysis of the effectiveness of alternative HIV counseling 
and testing methods to increase knowledge of HIV status. AIDS. 2006;20(12):1597-604. 

190.  Haukoos JS, Hopkins E, Byyny RL. Patient acceptance of rapid HIV testing practices in an urban emergency department: 
assessment of the 2006 CDC recommendations for HIV screening in health care settings. Ann Emerg Med. 
2008;51(3):303-9, 309. 

191.  Silva A, Glick NR, Lyss SB, Hutchinson AB, Gift TL, Pealer LN, et al. Implementing an HIV and sexually transmitted 
disease screening program in an emergency department. Ann Emerg Med. 2007;49(5):564-72. 

192.  Pugatch DL, Levesque BG, Lally MA, Reinert SE, Filippone WJ, Combs CM, et al. HIV testing among young adults and 
older adolescents in the setting of acute substance abuse treatment. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2001;27(2):135-42. 

193.  Kaiser Family Foundation. Survey of Americans on HIV/AIDS. 2006. Washington, D.C., Kaiser Family Foundation.  

194.  Frank AP, Wandell MG, Headings MD, Conant MA, Woody GE, Michel C. Anonymous HIV testing using home collection 
and telemedicine counseling. A multicenter evaluation. Arch Intern Med. 1997;157(3):309-14. 

195.  Spielberg F, Critchlow C, Vittinghoff E, Coletti AS, Sheppard H, Mayer KH, et al. Home collection for frequent HIV 
testing: acceptability of oral fluids, dried blood spots and telephone results. HIV Early Detection Study Group. AIDS. 
2000;14(12):1819-28. 

196.  Branson BM. Home sample collection tests for HIV infection. JAMA. 1998;280(19):1699-701. 

197.  Wright AA, Katz IT. Home testing for HIV. N Engl J Med. 2006;354(5):437-40. 

198.  World Health Organization. HIV assays: operational characteristics (Phase I). Report 13: urine specimens, oral fluid 
(saliva) specimens. 2002. Geneva, World Health Organization.  

http://www.who.int/diagnostics_laboratory/publications/evaluations/en/index.html�


 
 
 
 
HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union  TECHNICAL REPORT 

 

 

38 
 
 

199.  Martinez PM, Torres AR, Ortiz dL, Montoya A, Martin JF, Eiros JM. Human immunodeficiency virus antibody testing by 
enzyme-linked fluorescent and western blot assays using serum, gingival-crevicular transudate, and urine samples. J 
Clin Microbiol. 1999;37(4):1100-6. 

200.  World Health Organization. Guidelines for Assuring the Accuracy and Reliability of HIV Rapid Testing: Applying a Quality 
System Approach. 2005. Geneva, World Health Organization.  

201.  Kaplan EH, Satten GA. Repeat screening for HIV: when to test and why. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2000;23(4):339-
45. 

202.  Hightow LB, Miller WC, Leone PA, Wohl DA, Smurzynski M, Kaplan AH. Predictors of repeat testing and HIV 
seroconversion in a sexually transmitted disease clinic population. Sex Transm Dis. 2004;31(8):455-9. 

203.  Leaity S, Sherr L, Wells H, Evans A, Miller R, Johnson M, et al. Repeat HIV testing: high-risk behaviour or risk reduction 
strategy? AIDS. 2000;14(5):547-52. 

204.  Fernyak SE, Page-Shafer K, Kellogg TA, McFarland W, Katz MH. Risk behaviors and HIV incidence among repeat testers 
at publicly funded HIV testing sites in San Francisco. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2002;31(1):63-70. 

205.  MacKellar DA, Valleroy LA, Secura GM, Bartholow BN, McFarland W, Shehan D, et al. Repeat HIV testing, risk behaviors, 
and HIV seroconversion among young men who have sex with men: a call to monitor and improve the practice of 
prevention. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2002;29(1):76-85. 

206.  Guy R, Goller JL, Spelman T, El Hayek C, Gold J, Lim M, et al. Does the frequency of HIV and STI testing among MSM 
in primary care adhere with Australian guidelines? Sex Transm Infect. 2010. 

207.  Harte D, Jarman J, Mercey D, Copas A, Benn P. Recall of men who have sex with men diagnosed with bacterial sexually 
transmitted infections for retesting: a feasible and effective strategy? HIV Med. 2010;11(Supplement 1):Abstract O46. 

208.  Turner BJ, Cunningham WE, Duan N, Andersen RM, Shapiro MF, Bozzette SA, et al. Delayed medical care after 
diagnosis in a US national probability sample of persons infected with human immunodeficiency virus. Arch Intern Med. 
2000;160(17):2614-22. 

209.  Samet JH, Freedberg KA, Stein MD, Lewis R, Savetsky J, Sullivan L, et al. Trillion virion delay: time from testing positive 
for HIV to presentation for primary care. Arch Intern Med. 1998;158(7):734-40. 

210.  Osmond DH, Bindman AB, Vranizan K, Lehman JS, Hecht FM, Keane D, et al. Name-based surveillance and public 
health interventions for persons with HIV infection. Multistate Evaluation of Surveillance for HIV Study Group. Ann 
Intern Med. 1999;131(10):775-9. 

211.  Kendrick SR, Kroc KA, Couture E, Weinstein RA. Comparison of point-of-care rapid HIV testing in three clinical venues. 
AIDS 2004;18(16):2208-10. 

212.  Reed JB, Hanson D, McNaghten AD, Bertolli J, Teshale E, Gardner L, et al. HIV testing factors associated with delayed 
entry into HIV medical care among HIV-infected persons from eighteen states, United States, 2000-2004. AIDS Patient 
Care STDS. 2009;23(9):765-73. 

213.  British HIV Association, Royal College of Physicians, British Association for Sexual Health and HIV, and British Infection 
Society. Standards for HIV clinical care. 2007. London.  

214.  Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Rapid HIV testing in outreach and other community settings – 
United States, 2004-2006. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2007;56(47):1233-7. 

215.  Torres M. Rapid HIV screening in the emergency department. Emerg Med Clin North Am. 2010;28(2):369-80, Table. 

216.  Brown J, Shesser R, Simon G, Bahn M, Czarnogorski M, Kuo I, et al. Routine HIV screening in the emergency 
department using the new US Centers for Disease Control and Prevention Guidelines: results from a high-prevalence 
area. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2007;46(4):395-401. 

217.  Fleming DT, Wasserheit JN. From epidemiological synergy to public health policy and practice: the contribution of other 
sexually transmitted diseases to sexual transmission of HIV infection. Sex Transm Infect. 1999;75(1):3-17. 

218.  Cohen MS. Sexually transmitted diseases enhance HIV transmission: no longer a hypothesis. Lancet. 1998;351 Suppl 
3:5-7. 

219.  Poljak M, Smit E, Ross J. 2008 European Guideline on HIV testing. Int J STD AIDS. 2009;20(2):77-83. 

220.  Manavi K, Clutterbuck D, Mackay R, McMillan A, Scott G. A rapid method for identifying high-risk patients consenting for 
HIV testing: introducing The Edinburgh Risk Assessment Table for HIV testing. Int J STD AIDS. 2006;17(4):234-6. 

221.  Chen Z, Branson B, Ballenger A, Peterman TA. Risk assessment to improve targeting of HIV counseling and testing 
services for STD clinic patients. Sex Transm Dis. 1998;25(10):539-43. 

222.  Doswell WM. Sexually risky behaviour in adolescents was reduced by a safer sex, condom based intervention 
[commentary on Jemmott JB 3rd, Jemmott LS, Fong GT. Abstinence and safer sex HIV risk-reduction interventions for 
African American adolescents: a randomized controlled trial. JAMA. 1998 May 20;279(19):1529-36]. Evid Based Nurs. 
1999;2(1):14. 

223.  Fisher MD, Delpech V. Experience in the UK. Int J STD AIDS. 2009;20(Supplement 1): 7-14. 



 
 
 
 
TECHNICAL REPORT HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union 

 

 

39 
 
 

224.  Williamson LM, Flowers P, Knussen C, Hart GJ. HIV testing trends among gay men in Scotland, UK (1996-2005): 
implications for HIV testing policies and prevention. Sex Transm Infect. 2009;85(7):550-4. 

225.  Kendrick SR, Kroc KA, Withum D, Rydman RJ, Branson BM, Weinstein RA. Outcomes of offering rapid point-of-care HIV 
testing in a sexually transmitted disease clinic. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2005;38(2):142-6. 

226.  Garrett N, Saunders J, Moir K, Zelin J, Estcourt C. Who believes in oral HIV point-of-care tests? We do! A summary of 3 
years' experience and more than 2000 OraQuick rapid tests. HIV Med. 2010;11(Supplement 1):Abstract O18. 

227.  Degenhardt L, Hall W, Lynskey M, Warner-Smith M. Illicit Drug Use. Comparative quantification of health risks: global 
and regional burden of disease attributable to selected major risk factors. Geneva: World Health Organization; 2004. p. 
1109-76. 

228.  Mathers BM, Degenhardt L, Ali H, Wiessing L, Hickman M, Mattick RP, et al. HIV prevention, treatment, and care 
services for people who inject drugs: a systematic review of global, regional, and national coverage. Lancet 
2010;375(9719):1014-28. 

229.  Spielberg F, Branson BM, Goldbaum GM, Lockhart D, Kurth A, Rossini A, et al. Choosing HIV Counseling and Testing 
Strategies for Outreach Settings: A Randomized Trial. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2005;38(3):348-55. 

230.  Liang TS, Erbelding E, Jacob CA, Wicker H, Christmyer C, Brunson S, et al. Rapid HIV testing of clients of a mobile 
STD/HIV clinic. AIDS Patient Care STDS. 2005;19(4):253-7. 

231.  Bowles KE, Clark HA, Tai E, Sullivan PS, Song B, Tsang J, et al. Implementing rapid HIV testing in outreach and 
community settings: results from an advancing HIV prevention demonstration project conducted in seven U.S. cities. 
Public Health Rep. 2008;123:Suppl-85. 

232.  Volmink J, Siegfried NL, van der ML, Brocklehurst P. Antiretrovirals for reducing the risk of mother-to-child transmission 
of HIV infection. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2007(1):CD003510. 

233.  Struik SS, Tudor-Williams G, Taylor GP, Portsmouth SD, Foster CJ, Walsh C, et al. Infant HIV infection despite ‘universal’ 
antenatal testing. Arch Dis Child. 2008;93(1):59-61. 

234.  Raba G, Skret-Magierlo J, Skret A. Knowledge about HIV infection and acceptability of HIV testing among women 
delivered in Podkarpackie Province, Poland. Int J Gynaecol Obstet. 2010;108(2):108-10. 

235.  Pai NP, Tulsky JP, Cohan D, Colford JM, Jr., Reingold AL. Rapid point-of-care HIV testing in pregnant women: a 
systematic review and meta-analysis. Trop Med Int Health. 2007;12(2):162-73. 

236.  Nakchbandi IA, Longenecker JC, Ricksecker MA, Latta RA, Healton C, Smith DG. A decision analysis of mandatory 
compared with voluntary HIV testing in pregnant women. Ann Intern Med. 1998;128(9):760-7. 

237.  Peckham CS, Newell ML. Controversy in mandatory HIV screening of pregnant women. Curr Opin Infect Dis. 
1997;10(1):18-21. 

238.  Samson L, King S. Evidence-based guidelines for universal counselling and offering of HIV testing in pregnancy in 
Canada. CMAJ. 1998;158(11):1449-57. 

239.  Chou R, Smits AK, Huffman LH, Fu R, Korthuis PT. Prenatal screening for HIV: A review of the evidence for the U.S. 
Preventive Services Task Force. Ann Intern Med. 2005;143(1):38-54. 

240.  Jones S, Sadler T, Low N, Blott M, Welch M. Does uptake of antenatal HIV testing depend on the individual midwife? 
Cross sectional study. BMJ. 1998;316:272-3. 

241.  Gibb DM, MacDonagh SE, Gupta R, Tookey PA, Peckham CS, Ades AE. Factors affecting uptake of antenatal HIV testing 
in London: results of a multicentre study. BMJ. 1998;316(7127):259-61. 

242.  Fernandez MI, Wilson TE, Ethier KA, Walter EB, Gay CL, Moore J. Acceptance of HIV testing during prenatal care. 
Perinatal Guidelines Evaluation Project. Public Health Rep. 2000;115(5):460-8. 

243.  Simpson WM, Johnstone FD, Goldberg DJ, Gormley SM, Hart GJ. Antenatal HIV testing: assessment of a routine 
voluntary approach. BMJ. 1999;318(7199):1660-1. 

244.  Pai NP, Tulsky JP, Cohan D, Colford JM, Jr., Reingold AL. Rapid point-of-care HIV testing in pregnant women: a 
systematic review and meta-analysis. Trop Med Int Health 2007;12(2):162-73. 

245.  Sherr L, Fox Z, Lipton M, Whyte P, Jones P, Harrison U. Sustaining HIV testing in pregnancy- evaluation of routine offer 
of HIV testing in three London hospitals over 2 years. AIDS Care. 2006;18(3):183-8. 

246.  Remis RS, Eason EL, Palmer RW, Najjar M, Leclerc P, Lebel F, et al. HIV infection among women undergoing abortion 
in Montreal. CMAJ. 1995;153(9):1271-9. 

247.  Bergenstrom A, Sherr L. HIV testing and prevention issues for women attending termination assessment clinics. Br J 
Fam Plann. 1999;25(1):3-8. 

248.  Health Protection Agency. Mapping the Issues: HIV and Other Sexually Transmitted Infections in the United Kingdom. 
89-90. 2005. London, Health Protection Agency.  

249.  Creighton S, Stacey L, Reeves I. HIV testing in termination of pregnancy services. HIV Med. 2009;10(Supplement 
1):Abstract O9. 



 
 
 
 
HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union  TECHNICAL REPORT 

 

 

40 
 
 

250.  Rosenvinge M, Majewska W, Valcarcel E, Forsyth T, Ohja K, Lohr P, et al. A successful uptake of HIV testing in south 
London termination of pregnancy services. HIV Med. 2010;11(Supplement 1):Abstract P220. 

251.  Garrard N, Peck J, Ruf M, Lockyer S. Opt-out HIV testing pilot in termination of pregnancy services – 11-month service 
evaluation. HIV Med. 2010;11(Supplement 1):Abstract P152. 

252.  Rothman RE, Ketlogetswe KS, Dolan T, Wyer PC, Kelen GD. Preventive care in the emergency department: should 
emergency departments conduct routine HIV screening? a systematic review. Acad Emerg Med. 2003;10(3):278-85. 

253.  Fincher-Mergi M, Cartone KJ, Mischler J, Pasieka P, Lerner EB, Billittier AJ. Assessment of emergency department health 
care professionals' behaviors regarding HIV testing and referral for patients with STDs. AIDS Patient Care STDS. 
2002;16(11):549-53. 

254.  Coil CJ, Haukoos JS, Witt MD, Wallace RC, Lewis RJ. Evaluation of an emergency department referral system for 
outpatient HIV testing. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2004;35(1):52-5. 

255.  Rayment M, Thornton A, Cridford R, Mguni S, Gidwani S, Rae C, et al., and the HINTS Study Group. HIV Testing in 
Non-traditional Settings – The HINTS Study. 2010. XVIII International AIDS Conference, Vienna, Abstract THPE0280.  

256.  Lyons MS, Lindsell CJ, Ledyard HK, Frame PT, Trott AT. Emergency department HIV testing and counseling: an ongoing 
experience in a low-prevalence area. Ann Emerg Med. 2005;46(1):22-8. 

257.  Brown J, Kuo I, Bellows J, Barry R, Bui P, Wohlgemuth J, et al. Patient perceptions and acceptance of routine 
emergency department HIV testing. Public Health Rep. 2008;123 Suppl 3:21-6. 

258.  Jenkins TC, Gardner EM, Thrun MW, Cohn DL, Burman WJ. Risk-based human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) testing 
fails to detect the majority of HIV-infected persons in medical care Settings. Sex Transm Dis. 2006;33(5):329-33. 

259.  Merchant RC, Seage GR, Mayer KH, Clark MA, DeGruttola VG, Becker BM. Emergency department patient acceptance of 
opt-in, universal, rapid HIV screening. Public Health Rep. 2008;123 Suppl 3:27-40. 

260.  Hsieh YH, Rothman RE, Newman-Toker DE, Kelen GD. National estimation of rates of HIV serology testing in US 
emergency departments 1993-2005: baseline prior to the 2006 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 
recommendations. AIDS. 2008;22(16):2127-34. 

261.  Lubelchek R, Kroc K, Hota B, Sharief R, Muppudi U, Pulvirenti J, et al. The role of rapid vs conventional human 
immunodeficiency virus testing for inpatients: effects on quality of care. Arch Intern Med. 2005;165(17):1956-60. 

262.  Hutchinson AB, Corbie-Smith G, Thomas SB, Mohanan S, del Rio C. Understanding the patient's perspective on rapid 
and routine HIV testing in an inner-city urgent care center. AIDS Educ Prev. 2004;16(2):101-14. 

263.  Sohoni A, Gordon DM, Vahidnia F, White DA. Emergency department staff satisfaction with rapid human 
immunodeficiency virus testing. Acad Emerg Med. 2010;17(5):561-5. 

264.  Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Rapid HIV testing in emergency departments--three U.S. sites, January 
2005-March 2006. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2007;56(24):597-601. 

265.  Palfreeman A, Fisher M, Stewart E. HIV testing in primary care will help improve early diagnosis. Practitioner. 
2009;253(1723):27-30, 3. 

266.  van Bergen JE, Kerssens JJ, Schellevis FG, Sandfort TG, Coenen TT, Bindels PJ. Sexually transmitted infection health-
care seeking behaviour in the Netherlands: general practitioner attends to the majority of sexually transmitted infection 
consultations. Int J STD AIDS. 2007;18(6):374-9. 

267.  Prost A, Griffiths CJ, Anderson J, Wight D, Hart GJ. Feasibility and acceptability of offering rapid HIV tests to patients 
registering with primary care in London (UK): a pilot study. Sex Transm Infect. 2009;85(5):326-9. 

268.  Surah S, O'shea S, Dunn H, Mitra R, Fitzgerald C, Ibrahim F, et al. Utilization of HIV point-of-care testing clinics in 
general practice and genitourinary medicine services in south-east London. Int J STD AIDS. 2009;20(3):168-9. 

269.  Wasef W, Morcos M, Maharaj S, Phillips M, Michel G. A pilot study offering and exploring patients' acceptance of routine 
HIV screening in a primary care setting in a high-prevalence area. HIV Med. 2010;11(Supplement 1):Abstract P279. 

270.  Millett D, Creighton S. Increasing GPs' understanding of HIV may affect their HIV testing rates. HIV Med. 
2010;11(Supplement 1):Abstract P284 . 

271.  Navarro JT, Ribera JM, Oriol A, Vaquero M, Romeu J, Batlle M, et al. Influence of highly active anti-retroviral therapy on 
response to treatment and survival in patients with acquired immunodeficiency syndrome-related non-Hodgkin's 
lymphoma treated with cyclophosphamide, hydroxydoxorubicin, vincristine and prednisone. Br J Haematol. 
2001;112(4):909-15. 

272.  Gazzard B, Clumeck N, d'Arminio MA, Lundgren JD. Indicator disease-guided testing for HIV--the next step for Europe? 
HIV Med. 2008;9 Suppl 2:34-40. 

273.  Scotto G, Saracino A, El Hamed I, Iannece MD, Geraci S, Palumbo E, et al. [Epidemiology of tuberculosis in immigrant 
patients hospitalised in Infectious Diseases Units in Italy: multicentric study]. Infez Med. 2004;12(4):245-51. 

274.  Melzer M, Warley A, Milburn H, O'Sullivan D, Barker RD, Hutchinson D, et al. Tuberculosis and HIV seroprevalence in 
Lambeth, Southwark and Lewisham, an area of South London. Respir Med. 2003;97(2):167-72. 



 
 
 
 
TECHNICAL REPORT HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union 

 

 

41 
 
 

275.  Cave J, Edwards SG, Miller RF, Ardeshna KM, Lee SM. Should we implement 'opt-out' HIV testing for patients with 
lymphoma? Clin Med. 2009;9(4):320-2. 

276.  Asch SM, London AS, Barnes PF, Gelberg L. Testing for human immunodeficiency virus infection among tuberculosis 
patients in Los Angeles. Am J Respir Crit Care Med. 1997;155(1):378-81. 

277.  Phillips M, Page I, Sweeney J, Flegg P, Palmer R, Wasef W. A year on from UK national guidelines: an audit of HIV 
testing in patients diagnosed with a clinical indicator disease. HIV Med. 2010;11(Supplement 1):Abstract P281. 

278.  Sturtevant D, Preiksaitis J, Singh A, Houston S, Gill J, Predy G, et al. The feasibility of using an 'opt-out' approach to 
achieve universal HIV testing of tuberculosis patients in Alberta. Can J Public Health 2009;100(2):116-20. 

279.  Thornton A, Delpech V, Evans B, Nardone A. Outreach HIV testing in industrialised countries: a review of the literature. 
XVIII International AIDS Conference, Vienna: Abstract MOPE0464; 2010. 

280.  Huebner DM, Binson D, Dilworth SE, Neilands TB, Grinstead O, Woods WJ. Rapid vs. standard HIV testing in 
bathhouses: what is gained and lost? AIDS Behav. 2010;14(3):688-96. 

281.  Antonio-Gaddy M, Richardson-Moore A, Burstein GR, Newman DR, Branson BM, Birkhead GS. Rapid HIV antibody 
testing in the New York State Anonymous HIV Counseling and Testing Program: experience from the field. J Acquir 
Immune Defic Syndr. 2006;43(4):446-50. 

282.  Mugezi R, Barrat A, Wilkinson A, Waters A, McOwan A, Sullivan A. KNOW4SURE - a community-based rapid point of 
care test (POCT) clinic. HIV Med. 2005;6(Supplement 1.):Abstract P137. 

283.  Weatherburn P, Clarke M, Pye K, Sharkey K, Russell T, Smith C, et al. HIV testing for African people and MSM: 
comparing needs access and effectiveness in clinic and community settings in a UK city. HIV Med. 2006;7(Supplement 
1):Abstract P82. 

284.  Smith LV, Rudy ET, Javanbakht M, Uniyal A, Sy LS, Horton T, et al. Client satisfaction with rapid HIV testing: 
comparison between an urban sexually transmitted disease clinic and a community-based testing center. AIDS Patient 
Care STDS. 2006;20(10):693-700. 

285.  Van Loon S, Koevoets W. Rapid HIV testing in a one-hour procedure motivates MSM in the Netherlands to take the test. 
The XV International AIDS Conference. Bangkok, Thailand: Abstract WePeC6099.; 2004. 

286.  Prost A, Chopin M, Mcowan A, Elam G, Dodds J, Macdonald N, et al. ‘There is such a thing as asking for trouble’: taking 
rapid HIV testing to gay venues is fraught with challenges. Sex Transm Infect. 2007;83(3):185-8. 

287.  Clark HA, Bowles KE, Song B, Heffelfinger JD. Implementation of rapid HIV testing programs in community and 
outreach settings: perspectives from staff at eight community-based organizations in seven U.S. cities. Public Health 
Rep. 2008;123 Suppl 3:86-93. 

288.  Rotily M, Weilandt C, Bird SM, Kall K, Van Haastrecht HJ, Iandolo E, et al. Surveillance of HIV infection and related risk 
behaviour in European prisons. A multicentre pilot study. Eur J Public Health. 2001;11(3):243-50. 

289.  Sabin KM, Frey RL, Jr., Horsley R, Greby SM. Characteristics and trends of newly identified HIV infections among 
incarcerated populations: CDC HIV voluntary counseling, testing, and referral system, 1992-1998. J Urban Health. 
2001;78(2):241-55. 

290.  Kavasery R, Maru DS, Sylla LN, Smith D, Altice FL. A prospective controlled trial of routine opt-out HIV testing in a 
men's jail. PLoS One. 2009;4(11):e8056. 

291.  Kavasery R, Maru DS, Cornman-Homonoff J, Sylla LN, Smith D, Altice FL. Routine opt-out HIV testing strategies in a 
female jail setting: a prospective controlled trial. PLoS One. 2009;4(11):e7648. 

292.  Macgowan R, Margolis A, Richardson-Moore A, Wang T, LaLota M, French PT, et al. Voluntary rapid human 
immunodeficiency virus (HIV) testing in jails. Sex Transm Dis. 2009;36(2 Suppl):S9-13. 

293.  Lattimore S, Murphy S, Smith R, Tosswill J, Pillay D, Gill N, et al. Surveillance of recently acquired HIV infections among 
newly diagnosed individuals in the UK. XVIII International AIDS Conference, Vienna: Abstract FRAX0101; 2010. 

294.  Mehta SD, Hall J, Lyss SB, Skolnik PR, Pealer LN, Kharasch S. Adult and pediatric emergency department sexually 
transmitted disease and HIV screening: programmatic overview and outcomes. Acad Emerg Med. 2007;14(3):250-8. 

295.  Renzi C, Zantedeschi E, Signorelli C. Voluntary HIV testing in Europe. Scand J Public Health 2004;32(2):102-10. 

296.  Tilson EC, Sanchez V, Ford CL, Smurzynski M, Leone PA, Fox KK, et al. Barriers to asymptomatic screening and other 
STD services for adolescents and young adults: focus group discussions. BMC Public Health. 2004;4:21. 

297.  Nguyen TQ, Ford CA, Kaufman JS, Leone PA, Suchindran C, Miller WC. HIV testing among young adults in the United 
States: associations with financial resources and geography. Am J Public Health. 2006;96(6):1031-4. 

298.  Christianson M, Berglin B, Johansson EE. 'It should be an ordinary thing'- a qualitative study about young people's 
experiences of taking the HIV-test and receiving the test result. Scand J Caring Sci. 2010. 

299.  Lewis DA, McDonald A, Thompson G, Bingham JS. The 374 clinic: an outreach sexual health clinic for young men. Sex 
Transm Infect. 2004;80(6):480-3. 



 
 
 
 
HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union  TECHNICAL REPORT 

 

 

42 
 
 

300.  Smith PB, Buzi RS, Weinman ML. HIV testing and counseling among adolescents attending family planning clinics. AIDS 
Care. 2005;17(4):451-6. 

301.  Ilegbodu AE, Frank ML, Poindexter AN, Johnson D. Characteristics of teens tested for HIV in a metropolitan area. J 
Adolesc Health. 1994;15(6):479-84. 

302.  Tsu RC, Burm ML, Gilhooly JA, Sells CW. Telephone vs. face-to-face notification of HIV results in high-risk youth. J 
Adolesc Health. 2002;30(3):154-60. 

303.  Lazebnik R, Hermida T, Szubski R, Dieterich-Colon S, Grey SF. The proportion and characteristics of adolescents who 
return for anonymous HIV test results. Sex Transm Dis. 2001;28(7):401-4. 

304.  Kowalczyk Mullins TL, Braverman PK, Dorn LD, Kollar LM, Kahn JA. Adolescent preferences for human 
immunodeficiency virus testing methods and impact of rapid tests on receipt of results. J Adolesc Health 
2010;46(2):162-8. 

305.  Peralta L, Constantine N, Griffin DB, Martin L, Ghalib K. Evaluation of youth preferences for rapid and innovative human 
immunodeficiency virus antibody tests. Arch Pediatr Adolesc Med. 2001;155(7):838-43. 

306.  Delatour F. La politique française en matière de dépistage. 66th Rencontre du Crips Ile-de-France: 2007. 

307.  Sasse A, Vincent A, Galand M, Ryckmans P, Liesnard C. High HIV prevalence among patients choosing anonymous and 
free testing in Belgium, 1990-2002. Int J STD AIDS. 2006;17(12):817-20. 

308.  Guenter D, Greer J, Barbara A, Robinson G, Roberts J, Browne G. Rapid point-of-care HIV testing in community-based 
anonymous testing program: a valuable alternative to conventional testing. AIDS Patient Care STDS. 2008;22(3):195-
204. 

 


	HIV testing-web cover.pdf
	HIV Testing Evidence










TECHNICAL REPORT	HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union













HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union 	TECHNICAL REPORT































ECDC TECHNICAL REPORT

HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union

Evidence synthesis for Guidance on HIV testing












































This report was commissioned by the European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control [ECDC] and coordinated by Johann Fontaine, Mika Salminen, and Marita van de Laar.

The report was produced under contract ECDC/09/042 with the 
Health Protection Agency (HPA), London, United Kingdom, by Meaghan Kall, Valerie Delpech, Anthony Nardone, and Alicia Thornton, and the 
Medical Foundation for AIDS & Sexual Health (MedFASH), London, United Kingdom, by Russell Fleet, Lesley Browne, and Ruth Lowbury.

This Technical Report accompanies the ECDC Guidance HIV testing: Increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union, which is also published ‘In brief’. 



We would like to thank the following members of the Technical Advisory Group for their valuable input:

Julia del Amo Valero, Instituto de Salud Carlos III, Centro Nacional de Epidemiología, Madrid, Spain.

Rachel Baggaley, World Health Organisation, HIV/AIDS Department, Prevention in the Health Sector (PHS) HIV testing and counselling, Geneva, Switzerland.

Jordi Casabona, Hospital Universitari Germans Trias i Pujol, Barcelona, Spain.

Lali Khotenashvili, World Health Organisation Regional Office for Europe, Copenhagen, Denmark.

Jens Lundgren, Co-chair HIV in Europe, University of Copenhagen, Copenhagen, Denmark.

Luís Mendão, EU HIV/AIDS Civil Society Forum, Grupo Português de Activistas sobre Tratamentos (GAT) de VIH/SIDA-Pedro Santos, Lisbon, Portugal.

Mario Poljak, Faculty of Medicine, University of Ljubljana, Ljubljana, Slovenia.

Rolf Rosenbrock, Wissenschaftszentrum Berlin für Sozialforschung, Berlin, Germany.

André Sasse, Scientific Institute of Public Health, HIV/AIDS/STI Surveillance Unit, Brussels, Belgium.

Olivier Scemama, Haute Autorité de Santé (HAS), France.

Viveca Urwitz, Swedish Institute for Infectious Disease Control, HIV/STI Prevention Unit, Solna, Sweden.

Lucas Wiessing, European Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction, Lisbon, Portugal.

Tsvetana Yakimova, Directorate for Prevention and Control of AIDS, TB and STIs, Ministry of Health, Sofia, Bulgaria.





















Suggested citation: European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control. HIV testing: Increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union. Stockholm: ECDC; 2010.



Stockholm, December 2010

ISBN 978-92-9193-224-5

doi:10.2900/35250

© European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control, 2010













Annual meeting on TB surveillance in Europe, The Hague, 3–4 June 2008	MEETING REPORT













Reproduction is authorised, provided the source is acknowledged.

6



Contents

Definitions	iv

1. Introduction	2

1.1 Background	2

1.2 Epidemiology of HIV in Europe	2

1.3 Aims	2

2. Methods	4

2.1 Computerised literature search	4

2.2 Manual bibliography search	4

2.3 Grey literature	4

2.4 Grading of evidence	4

3. Results	5

3.1 Individual and public health effects of HIV testing and treatment	5

3.1.1 Reduced mortality and morbidity	6

3.1.2 Improved life expectancy	6

3.1.3 Effect of antiretroviral therapy on transmission	6

3.1.4 Behaviour change following HIV testing	6

3.1.5 Cost-effectiveness	7

3.2 Barriers to testing	7

3.2.1 Barriers at the individual level	7

3.2.2 Barriers at the healthcare provider level	8

3.2.3 Barriers at the institutional level	9

3.3 Strategies to increase HIV testing	9

3.3.1 Media campaigns	9

3.3.2 Normalising HIV testing	10

3.3.3 Training healthcare providers	11

3.3.4 Simplified consent procedure	11

3.3.5 Alternatives to pre-test counselling	12

3.3.6 Alternatives to post-test counselling	12

3.3.7 HIV testing technologies	13

3.3.8 Laboratory quality assurance	14

3.3.9 Testing frequency	15

3.3.10 Ensuring access to care	15

3.4 Testing approaches by setting	16

3.4.1 Sexually transmitted infection (STI) services	16

3.4.2 Harm reduction services	17

3.4.3 Antenatal	17

3.4.4 Termination of pregnancy services	19

3.4.5 Acute care settings	19

3.4.6 Primary care settings	20

3.4.7 Healthcare services for indicator diseases	21

3.4.8 Community settings	22

3.4.9 Prisons	22

3.4.10 Youth services	23

3.4.11 Anonymous testing	23

4. Conclusions	25

Appendix 1: List of countries	27

Appendix 2: Search methods	28

Appendix 3: Levels and grading of evidence	29

References	30







Title here	TECHNICAL REPORT









TECHNICAL REPORT	Title here













TECHNICAL REPORT	HIV testing: increasing uptake and effectiveness in the European Union







1





12





11





Abbreviations

AIDS	Acquired immunodeficiency syndrome

CDC	United States Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

EEA/EFTA	European Economic Area/European Free Trade Association 

ECDC	European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control

EU	European Union

GP	General practitioner

HAART 	Highly active anti-retroviral therapy

HIV	Human immunodeficiency virus

IDU	Injecting drug user

MSM	Men who have sex with men

STI	Sexually transmitted infection (or sexually transmitted disease)

UNAIDS	Joint United Nations Programme on HIV/AIDS

WHO	World Health Organization

Definitions

HIV screening: Performing an HIV test for all persons in a defined population.

Targeted HIV testing: Performing an HIV test for subpopulations of persons at higher risk, typically defined on the basis of behaviour, clinical or demographic characteristics.

Opt-in testing: HIV testing is offered but the individual is required to actively give permission before it is performed.

Opt-out testing: Performing HIV test after notifying the individual that 1) the test will be performed, and 2) the individual may elect to decline or defer testing. Consent is inferred unless the individual declines testing.

Informed consent: A process of communication between individual and test provider through which an informed individual can choose whether to undergo HIV testing or decline to do so. Elements of informed consent typically include providing oral or written information regarding HIV, the risks and benefits of testing, the implications of HIV test results, how test results will be communicated, and the opportunity to ask questions.

Pre-test counselling: An interactive process prior to an HIV test where an individual risk assessment is undertaken and specific behaviours that increase the risk for acquiring or transmitting HIV are identified, and tailored prevention information is delivered.
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Executive summary

HIV testing efforts in European countries are failing to identify HIV infections early, with high proportions of undiagnosed and late-diagnosed infections. This review presents a synthesis of available literature on the benefits of testing for HIV, barriers to testing and effective strategies to overcome these barriers and increase HIV testing and diagnoses, while ensuring access to treatment and care.

There is strong evidence that an early diagnosis of an HIV infection and subsequent treatment can result in a markedly improved prognosis for the individual who can expect low morbidity, a good quality of life, and a near normal life expectancy. There is also evidence of the public health benefit of HIV testing through the adoption of safer sexual behaviour by diagnosed individuals and a reduced infectiousness related to antiretroviral treatment. The cost of treatment and care for individuals diagnosed early is significantly lower than for those diagnosed at a late stage of infection. In the United States and France, routine one-time testing has been found to be cost effective, even in low HIV prevalence populations. Cost effectiveness is improved when secondary transmission benefits are included and when newly diagnosed patients are successfully linked to HIV treatment and care. 

Barriers to HIV testing are well described in Europe, with the majority of studies focusing on the needs of sub-Saharan African and Men who have Sex with Men (MSM) populations. Barriers exist at the individual, healthcare provider, and institutional level, with some overarching issues such as low risk perception, fear and stigma around HIV, and lack of knowledge about HIV testing policies and information around the test itself. 

This review identified evidence for a number of strategies to overcome these barriers. Mass media campaigns can have an impact on testing behaviour, with most HIV testing campaigns successfully increasing HIV testing rates in the short term. Reducing stigma around HIV testing and diagnosis can be addressed at the institutional level through ‘normalisation’ of the testing procedure and the introduction of a universal offer of testing. This approach has found high levels of uptake and acceptability among patients in a variety of settings including antenatal and STI services. Training healthcare providers can effectively increase HIV testing rates and improve healthcare providers’ attitudes towards HIV and confidence in conducting a test. 

Written informed consent has been identified as a barrier to testing, and verbal informed consent is acceptable alternative and results in higher testing uptake. Similarly, studies have shown that providing brief pre-test information rather than pre-test counselling is acceptable to the patient and results in an increased offer and uptake of an HIV test in a wide range of settings. Although newly diagnosed individuals greatly benefit from post-test counselling, brief post-test information may be given to those testing negative in place of counselling. Innovative ways of providing pre- and post-test information have been trialled, including use of printed information and video technology, and have largely been found acceptable to patients, particularly in busy or poorly resourced settings. However, there exists a trade-off between increasing HIV testing rates and delivering tailored risk assessments and prevention information through streamlining the pre- and post-test counselling process. The use of rapid (or point-of-care) testing technologies has been trialled with similar success and the additional benefit of increasing receipt of results compared to conventional HIV tests. 

The review identified some important gaps in our knowledge. Few high quality studies were conducted in the area of HIV testing in Europe, particularly regarding testing in non-traditional settings, such as acute and primary care settings and prisons, and the cost-effectiveness of HIV testing. Much of the evidence in the review has been therefore drawn from studies conducted in the United States. Although many findings can be extrapolated to the European context, both the healthcare system and the HIV epidemic in the United States have many unique features. 

Nonetheless, there exist many evidence-based strategies and approaches to expand HIV testing that may reduce the numbers of undiagnosed and late-diagnosed HIV-infected individuals. These findings highlight the need to expand testing across Europe and the necessity to ensure that HIV programmes are vigorously monitored and evaluated at the local and national level.


1	Introduction

1.1	Background

HIV infection is one of infectious diseases associated with the highest morbidity and mortality in the countries of the European Union and European Free Trade Association (EU/EFTA) (Appendix 1). Despite the development of effective therapies which improve life expectancy for people diagnosed with HIV, a significant proportion of HIV- infected Europeans remain undiagnosed and are diagnosed at a late stage of infection. Individuals who are unaware of their infection may unknowingly transmit HIV to others, and are at increased risk of HIV-related morbidity and mortality, resulting in high costs to the healthcare system. The promotion of HIV testing and thus earlier diagnosis therefore will have a major impact for the individual, in terms of improved prognosis, and for the population due to possible reduction in the onward transmission of HIV.

The European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC) intends to develop a technical guidance document on HIV testing in close collaboration with key stakeholders. ECDC supported an earlier study, undertaken by the University of Ghent, which reviewed HIV testing policies, practices and barriers to testing. Results of the study showed that while most EU countries have national policies on antenatal HIV testing, policies in other settings and populations vary widely between countries. Furthermore, EU countries’ testing practices revealed high heterogeneity and testing strategies often lack an evidence base.

The onus is now on European countries to adopt a strategic, evidence-based approach to develop and implement effective HIV testing interventions and to ensure equal access for all European citizens to HIV testing and counselling services. The objective of this review is to present a synthesis of the evidence from Europe and the developed world on strategies to improve the effectiveness of HIV testing to inform the development of a guidance document for HIV testing in Europe.

1.2	Epidemiology of HIV in Europe

There are an estimated 850,000 people living with HIV in Western and Central Europe [1] and approximately 30% of individuals living with HIV in the EU have been estimated to be undiagnosed [2]. In 2008, more than 25,600 newly diagnosed cases of HIV were reported in the countries of the EU and European Economic Area (EU/EEA), representing a rate of 6.1 per 100,000 population [3]. The epidemic of HIV infection in Europe continues to disproportionately affect three sub-populations:

men who have sex with men (MSM);

migrants from high-HIV-prevalence countries; and 

injecting drug users (IDU).

The majority of infections were probably acquired through sexual contact in Europe, with sex between men accounting for 40% of infections and heterosexual contact accounting for 29% new diagnoses in 2008, when HIV diagnoses in individuals from countries with generalised epidemics are excluded. A large proportion (42%) of individuals infected heterosexually originated from countries with generalised HIV epidemic so this group also represents a high-risk group. Around 6% of infections were reported to be transmitted through injecting drug use, although this proportion is considerably higher in the southern and eastern parts of the European Union. Rates of AIDS and deaths have been in steady decline since the advent of effective treatment. 

Late diagnosis (defined as an HIV diagnosis at a stage after which treatment should be started) is not measured at the European level, but a 2007 survey of EU/EFTA countries found between 15 and 38% of all HIV infections across Europe were diagnosed late [4]. With recent treatment guidelines recommending initiation of antiretrovirals at higher CD4 thresholds, this proportion is expected to increase [5]. 

1.3	Aims

As set out by the tender by ECDC, the aims of the evidence synthesis are as follows:

1. Provide an update of existing reviews and meta-analysis on individual and public health effects of HIV testing, taking into account publications on positive effects and benefits (e.g. earlier access to treatment, reduced transmission), the societal context of HIV testing (e.g. stigma), cost-effectiveness, and adverse effects.

2. Provide a synthesis of the evidence for interventions, activities, programmes, and policies aimed at:

raising awareness of risk at the individual, community, societal and structural level;

raising motivation of persons to be tested and of health professionals to offer HIV testing. The specific situations for risk groups and most vulnerable groups have to be taken into account;

guarantee of high quality of the testing process itself (pre-test counselling, consent, opt-in/opt-out approaches, rapid tests, home testing, risk assessment, clinical indication, frequency of testing, guidelines and quality assurance); and

follow up after HIV testing (post test counselling, referral to clinical and psychosocial care and support).




2	Methods

2.1	Computerised literature search

A computerised literature search of Medline was undertaken using the NHS Evidence Health Information Resources website (formerly the National Library for Health) (www.library.nhs.uk). Key terms were used to search article titles and abstracts and MESH terms. The search strategy can be found in Appendix 1. 

The computerised search was limited to the most recent evidence (papers published 2005 and later) and to human studies. This resulted in the review of 2829 publications relating to HIV testing in EU and EEA/EFTA countries and the United States, Canada, and Australia published between January 2005 and April 2010. To ensure that we achieved a high sensitivity in identifying the appropriate bibliography, we undertook a number of quality control checks using PubMed.

One reviewer screened document titles using the following exclusion criteria: 

publications describing non-HIV testing;

publications where no HIV-testing-related intervention was described, including surveillance papers (except where surveillance data was used to assess the impact of a national HIV testing programme or policy change), commentary and opinion pieces, laboratory-based studies, drug monitoring and resistance studies, and vaccine studies;

studies undertaken among children or in occupational health settings;

studies conducted outside EU and EEA/EFTA countries, United States, Canada and Australia; and

publications in languages other than English where no translation could be found.

Abstracts were then appraised independently by two reviewers, who compared results and discussed discrepant decisions until an agreement was reached. Full papers were then obtained and reviewed for inclusion for data extraction and review.

The results of the literature search were as follows: 

2829 documents for title screening

591 documents for abstract screening 

171 documents agreed for full paper screening

118 papers included for data extraction and review 

2.2	Manual bibliography search

Manual searches of the bibliography of publications identified through the computerised literature search were completed. The primary objective of this search was to identify key papers published prior to 2005; however no limitations were placed on date of publication. Results of this search were limited to human studies conducted in EU and EEA/EFTA countries, the United States, Canada, and Australia. 

This review yielded 146 papers for data extraction and review.

2.3	Grey literature

A manual internet key word search using Google Scholar was conducted to identify grey literature including country-specific and international HIV testing programme documents and guidelines. In addition, Julia del Amo from the Migrant Health Project supplied testing policy documents from all EU/EFTA countries. 

Conference abstracts were also reviewed from the following conferences, using the search terms ‘HIV’ and ‘test’:

2005–2010 British HIV Association Annual Conference

2009 European AIDS Clinical Society annual European AIDS conference

2010 Conference on Retroviruses and Opportunistic Infections

2008 XVII International AIDS Conference 

2010 XVIII International AIDS Conference 

A total of 26 programme documents and guidelines and 18 conference abstracts were identified and included for review. 

2.4	Grading of evidence

Evidence presented in sections 3.2 Barriers to testing, 3.3 Strategies to increase HIV testing, and 3.4 Testing approaches by setting was graded according to criteria developed by the US Department of Health and Human Services’ Agency for Healthcare Policy and Research for grading scientific evidence, now known as the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality [6]. See Appendix 3 for grading criteria. Total number of studies and grading has been listed at the beginning of each sub-section.

3	Results 

The evidence gathered through the literature search is summarised under the following headings, which were identified as central to increasing effectiveness of HIV testing:

individual and public health effects of HIV testing and treatment;

barriers to testing at the individual, health care provider and institutional levels;

strategies to overcome barriers and increase effectiveness of HIV testing: 

raise awareness of HIV and motivation to test;

aspects of the testing procedure; 

optimal frequency of testing;

ensuring access to care and follow up after HIV diagnosis;

testing approaches by setting.

Table 1 shows the distribution of studies included in the evidence synthesis by country of origin. The majority of studies were from the United States, followed by the United Kingdom, with modest representation from other western European countries, Australia, and Canada. This review is limited by the lack of evidence from Europe and uncertainty over the generalisability of research conducted in the United States to the European context, particularly the eastern part of Europe. 

Figure. Distribution of studies by country

 

Note: Studies conducted in multiple countries were assigned to each country so will be counted more than once. EU/EFTA countries where no studies were identified were Bulgaria, Cyprus, Iceland, Liechtenstein, Malta, and Slovenia.

3.1	Individual and public health effects of HIV testing and treatment

Historically, the prompt diagnosis of HIV infection was of minimal benefit to the individual who had a poor prognosis in the absence of effective treatment. Since the mid-1990s, the benefits of diagnosis and treatment on combination antiretroviral therapies have been extensively documented with year-on-year improvements on the health of HIV-infected individuals. More recently, evidence of the public health benefit of testing and treatment has emerged. This section summarises the benefits and any adverse effects associated with HIV testing and subsequent treatment.

Reduced mortality and morbidity

The advent of effective antiretroviral therapy has improved the prognosis for individuals with HIV infection. A recent WHO/UNAIDS report estimates 2.9 million lives have been saved as a result of access to antiretroviral therapy (HAART, highly active anti-retroviral therapy) [1]. In countries where antiretroviral therapy is widely available, access to treatment has greatly reduced HIV-related mortality and morbidity [7–14]. The EuroSIDA study analysed data from patients in 70 European HIV centres and found a fall in HIV-related deaths from 14.6 per 100 person-years pre-HAART to 1.5 post-HAART [15]. Over the same period, numbers of people diagnosed with AIDS-defining illnesses fell from 27.4 per 100 pre-HAART to 2.6 per 100 late-HAART [15]. The CASCADE cohort study, conducted in Europe, Canada and Australia, found excess mortality among HIV-infected persons in comparison with HIV-uninfected persons declined by 85% following the introduction of antiretroviral therapy, suggesting mortality rates among people living with HIV now approach those in the HIV-uninfected population [16]. This trend is reflected in national and international HIV surveillance data which have shown a strong temporal relationship between access to treatment and AIDS diagnoses and a decrease in AIDS- and HIV-related deaths [3,17-22]. 

Improved life expectancy

Reduction in AIDS-related deaths across Europe has resulted in improved life expectancy of persons infected with HIV. Predicted life expectancy with effective antiretroviral therapy varies; however mathematical modelling studies estimate between 20 and 50 years of life remain for individuals who start therapy at 20 years of age [23–26]. A Danish population-based cohort study estimated a median survival of more than 35 years for a young person diagnosed with HIV infection after 2000 [27]. Factors associated with shorter life expectancy include injecting drug use, antiretroviral regimens with less than three drugs, and importantly, immunosuppression. Up to 50% reduction in life expectancy is estimated in patients with CD4 < 200 cells/m3 at the time of starting therapy [23–25]. Early diagnosis is therefore a key strategy to prevent progression of HIV to advanced stage of disease.

Effect of antiretroviral therapy on transmission

There is growing evidence that widespread access to treatment may reduce HIV incidence by reducing viral load at the population level [28]. A recent meta-analysis from researchers at WHO estimates the transmission rate from an individual on treatment is approximately 0.5 per 100 person-years, compared to 5.6 per 100 person-years for an individual not on treatment [29]. Several mathematical models have estimated a substantial decrease (37–63%) in HIV incidence with treatment, although these models are limited by assumptions about stable risk behaviour [30–32]. These data have led some to advocate for greater antiretroviral use in the prevention of HIV [33). Further research in this area is needed to assess the use of antiretroviral therapy as a strategy for HIV prevention, however retrospective evidence of an association between antiretroviral therapy and population-level decreases in new HIV diagnoses is emerging from the United States and Canada [34,35]. The results of a multi-centre randomised controlled trial to determine the effectiveness of antiretroviral therapy in preventing the sexual transmission of HIV in HIV-serodiscordant couples are expected in 2012 [36]. 

Behaviour change following HIV testing

Knowledge of one’s HIV status has been associated with a reduction in risk behaviour in HIV-positive individuals, with less evidence of benefits in HIV-negative individuals. Three systematic reviews found that testing with pre- and post-test counselling was effective in reducing sexual risk behaviour among HIV-positive individuals, with no significant change in risk behaviours in HIV-negative individuals after testing [37–39]. There is good evidence from the UK and the United States that HIV testing and counselling is an effective strategy to reduce the risk of onward transmission among people with diagnosed HIV, through increased condom use with partners of unknown or negative HIV status and having fewer sexual partners [39–41]. This suggests that post-test counselling following a positive result may be more influential on behaviour change, compared to pre-test counselling or post-test counselling of negative individuals. This is supported by evidence from randomised controlled trials from the United States which show that replacing standard testing and counselling with alternative testing methods (rapid testing, nurse-initiated testing, and brief counselling) resulted in a similar impact on sexual risk behaviour following testing [42,43]. 

A meta-analysis of eight studies from the United States comparing the rates of self-reported unprotected intercourse of HIV-positive persons both aware and unaware of their status, found that rates of unprotected intercourse were 53% lower in individuals who were aware of their HIV status compared to those unaware [44]. When adjusted for partner’s HIV status, rates of unprotected sex were reduced by 68% with partners of negative or unknown HIV status. One meta-analysis estimates an HIV transmission risk 3.5 times lower in the HIV-positive patients aware of their status compared to those unaware, attributed to positive behavioural change following diagnosis and risk reduction associated with low viral load [45]. 

However, a substantial proportion (13–19%) of HIV-infected individuals continue to report behaviour that increases the risk for transmission, such as inconsistent condom use and multiple partners [40,46–48]. These findings are consistent with behaviour surveillance data among MSM in Europe [49–51].

Regarding changes in risk behaviour among IDUs, the data is less conclusive. A cross-sectional study from Estonia found that 36% of HIV-positive IDUs who were aware of their serostatus had shared injecting equipment in the past month, compared to 22% of IDUs who were HIV positive and unaware of their serostatus and 25% of HIV-negative IDUs [52]. Two studies from the United States (one randomised trial and one prospective study) found that after testing, there was no difference in drug use or reported injection equipment sharing between HIV-positive and HIV-negative IDUs [53,54]. In contrast, a European multi-country cross-sectional study of IDUs found that HIV-positive IDUs who were aware of their status reported less risky behaviours than those untested or not infected [55,56] The three studies that measured sexual risk behaviour found no differences in unprotected condom use after HIV testing, regardless of HIV serostatus [52–54). Two randomised trials from the United States found that extensive counselling and education programmes were effective at reducing drug use behaviours and risky sexual behaviour among IDUs compared to standard counselling [57,58]. 

Cost-effectiveness

The projected lifetime cost of treatment and care of HIV-infected individuals is substantial, with the cost of treatment and care for late-diagnosed individuals considerably higher. Costs of late diagnosis are high, with a Canadian study reporting that HIV-infected patients with CD4 less than 75 cells/mm3 cost over 2.5 times more per month to treat compared to patients with CD4 greater than 200 cells/mm3, with inpatient hospitalisation costs accounting for most of the difference [59]. 

Cost-effectiveness of HIV testing depends on HIV prevalence, testing and counselling costs, and whether newly diagnosed individuals enter into care. In France, an evaluation of HIV testing strategies was undertaken under the auspices of the Haute Autorité de Santé which was based on a systematic literature review and a cost-effectiveness analysis. In the cost-effectiveness analysis, the systematic offer of an HIV test in the general population, populations at high risk (e.g. MSM, IDUs) as well as areas of high prevalence (the French overseas departments in South America) was compared to the current situation of client-initiated testing [60]. A WHO-defined threshold of three times the GDP (equal to EUR 81,900) was used to assess cost-effectiveness. In the resulting analyses, cost-effectiveness was demonstrated by a one-off HIV test in the general population and regular HIV testing in populations at high risk and in areas of high prevalence.

Two modelling studies from the United States found one-time HIV testing in high-risk hospital outpatients (HIV prevalence 1%) to be cost effective (USD 38,000 to USD 42,000 per QALY gained) compared to no testing [61;62]. When benefits of reducing onward transmission were directly incorporated into cost-effectiveness ratio estimates, the cost-effectiveness improved to USD 15,000 per QALY [61]. One-time testing remained cost-effective in populations with low HIV prevalence (between 0.05% and 0.1%) [61–63]. The studies found three- or five-yearly testing of high-risk populations (at least 1.0% prevalence and 0.12% incidence) to be cost-effective only when transmission benefits were included, and annual testing was not cost-effective in any population [61;62]. One-time screening in the general population approached the threshold for cost-effectiveness and warrants further investigation [62].

Testing strategies have a strong impact on cost-effectiveness. One United States study found that ensuring receipt of test results and entry into care after a positive diagnosis had a greater impact on cost-effectiveness than increasing testing rates [64]. A recent analysis of cost-effectiveness of HIV counselling and testing strategies showed that nurse-initiated routine screening with rapid HIV testing and brief counselling was cost-effective compared with standard HIV testing and counselling strategies, through increased rates of testing and receipt of test results [65]. 

3.2	Barriers to testing

Awareness of the barriers to HIV testing from the perspective of the individual, the test provider, and at the institutional level is an essential part of designing effective HIV testing programmes. Numerous quantitative and qualitative studies have been conducted in Europe to identify the barriers to HIV testing in the general population as well as specific sub-populations, resulting in four systematic literature reviews [66–69]. 

Barriers at the individual level 

Evidence included: 17 Grade III studies

Low perception of individual risk is an important barrier to testing. Thirteen Grade III European studies have found that perception of risk is highly influential in an individual’s decision to accept an HIV test, concluding that people who do not perceive themselves to be at risk of infection are less likely to test [66,67,69,70]. In a survey of newly diagnosed HIV-positive Africans living in the UK, nearly 70% of respondents reported that they had not considered the possibility of being HIV positive prior to diagnosis, the majority of whom were not expecting a positive result at the time they tested HIV positive [71]. In a large survey of Dutch MSM, respondents stating that they had never taken an HIV test, frequently cited low-risk perception as a reason for not taking an HIV test although over half of them reported risky sexual behaviour [72]. A review of studies on sub-Saharan African migrants in Europe revealed that despite high levels of HIV knowledge within African communities, this did not translate into perceived individual risk [69,73,74]. Another study of sub-Saharan Africans in Belgium found that while survey participants were able to accurately identify risky sexual behaviour, these behaviours were categorised as immoral and participants did not perceive themselves as personally engaging in such behaviours; subsequently they did not feel the need to take an HIV test [75]. Those at highest risk may be most susceptible to inaccurate self-assessment of risk. Two studies on MSM from Scotland and the Netherlands found that those at higher risk (with multiple partners, high rates of unprotected anal intercourse, and an STI diagnosis) had low self-perception of risk and incorrect assumptions about the HIV status of their partners, and as a result tested less frequently than other MSM [76,77]. Likewise, two studies of sexually transmitted infection (STI) clinic attendees in the Netherlands and the UK found that those who had engaged in higher risk behaviours appeared less likely to opt for an HIV test [78,79]. 

Fear was reported to be a significant barrier to testing in five Grade III European studies. Fear of the negative social consequences of a positive diagnosis (stigma, discrimination, rejection) was highlighted as more important than fear of death or illness among all populations, including migrants and MSM [67]. This fear remained even among individuals who were able to accurately assess their personal risk [75]. The perception of HIV infection as a deadly disease rather than a manageable condition was more common among migrant populations than among non-migrants [66]. This research also highlighted that people are more motivated to test when they perceive a benefit to diagnosis, but exactly which benefits promote HIV testing are not clear, although it appears that the medical benefits alone are not sufficient to encourage more testing uptake [67]. Fear of stigma and negative response from healthcare providers were also a barrier to HIV testing for migrant populations [75,80]. A systematic review found that the fear of HIV-related stigma is strongest amongst those dealing with other pre-existing stigmas, such as that associated with being a migrant, an IDU, or homosexual [68]. Individuals with HIV indicator diseases may experience additional barriers due to stress related to the initial diagnosis or fear of added stigma. A qualitative study of tuberculosis patients in the UK found that most respondents who were offered HIV testing initially declined because they were worried about the outcome and the possibility of stigmatisation [80]. A systematic review specifically analysed research into stigma, and found the lack of a clear definition of what is meant by stigma, the frequent confusion of stigma with discrimination and unclear distinction between the types of stigma that exist made it difficult to compare the findings of the papers reviewed [68]. 

A further barrier to testing found in five Grade III European studies is lack of information about where to obtain a test, what the results might mean, and the facts of HIV disease [66]. This supports the conclusion in two studies that HIV prevention and testing messages, including the benefits of knowing HIV status, need to be tailored to the cultures of those receiving the messages [69,74,75]. A survey of Black African migrants living in the UK reported concerns about where to obtain an HIV test; many were not aware that an HIV test can be obtained without the need of referral [81].

In migrant populations confidentiality concerns were seen as particularly relevant in three Grade III studies [66]. Studies of Black Africans living in the UK found concerns about disclosure if they were seen accessing HIV or STI clinics, or through healthcare providers disclosing their status to community members [73,82]. 

Barriers at the healthcare provider level 

Evidence included: 13 Grade III studies

Healthcare providers are the gateway to HIV testing. Evidence has shown that barriers exist at the provider level which could hinder efforts to increase HIV testing. Barriers consist primarily of discomfort when approaching the subject of HIV, lack of training to increase healthcare providers’ competence in conducting HIV testing, lack of knowledge on the part of healthcare providers about local HIV prevalence, symptoms of undiagnosed HIV infection and local guidance and policy on HIV testing, and logistical barriers such as cost and time constraints and cumbersome consent procedures. 

Such barriers can contribute to missed opportunities to test, leading to late diagnosis of HIV infection. Evidence of missed opportunities for diagnosis by healthcare providers has been demonstrated in several retrospective reviews, with between 50% [83] and 100% [84] of diagnosed individuals having had clear triggers for HIV testing (either a documented risk factor or an HIV-related illness) documented in their medical records by a healthcare provider in prior consultations without the diagnosis being made. In the UK, the medical attendance histories of a high-risk population of Black Africans who had tested HIV positive were examined. HIV testing was not broached for 82% of HIV-infected individuals who accessed primary care services in the year prior to their HIV diagnosis [71]. 

Lack of knowledge or information regarding HIV, including reasons for testing, symptoms of HIV infection, and local HIV testing policies, were found to be a barrier to testing in eleven Grade III studies. Previous qualitative studies have highlighted the importance of clinician recommendation in influencing uptake of testing [71,85]. Studies of HIV testing in antenatal clinics in the UK found that the patients of midwives who doubt the benefits of HIV testing were less likely to accept an HIV test when offered [86,87]. Audits of healthcare providers’ adherence to existing HIV testing guidance varies widely, with only 3% to 57% of healthcare providers offering HIV tests in accordance with relevant national HIV testing guidance [88–91]. A study of German nurses found gaps of knowledge, including AIDS immunopathology or the symptoms of the disease [92]. A study of nurse’s knowledge about risky sexual behaviour conducted in Finland, Estonia, and Lithuania found that low knowledge about HIV-related risk behaviour was associated with higher age, and having no previous experience nursing an HIV-infected individual [93]. Failure to offer a test may be a result of inappropriate or insufficient training for how to conduct HIV testing. A survey among midwives in one antenatal clinic and a number of postnatal wards in a low-prevalence area in the UK showed that while all respondents agreed that antenatal HIV testing is important, 44% felt that their training had not adequately prepared them for understanding the challenges of HIV in pregnancy and delivery [94]. 

Healthcare providers’ discomfort or anxiety around HIV has been noted as a key barrier to offering HIV testing to individuals in three Grade III studies. A survey among general practitioners in the UK reported that raising the issue of HIV testing in primary care was associated with a high level of anxiety. The majority of GPs avoided rather than promoted the issue of HIV testing, even in high-risk groups [95]. A UK study of HIV testing strategies in antenatal services found that the uptake of an HIV test depends more on the attitude of the individual midwife than the method of offering the test and time spent on pre-test counselling [87]. Barriers to testing have been reported among clinicians treating HIV indicator diseases, including discomfort with HIV and lack of time and skills required for pre-test counselling [96]. 

Barriers at the institutional level

Evidence included: 2 Grade III studies

When HIV testing policies and strategies are not in place or poorly implemented, this presents a barrier to testing. The impact of antenatal HIV testing strategies on the uptake of the test has been demonstrated in the UK throughout the 1990s. At the time when most maternity units in the UK provided testing only at the explicit request of the individual woman or for selected groups of women perceived to be at higher risk, detection rates were low, resulting in most HIV-infected women remaining undiagnosed at delivery [97]. In addition, it was shown that the national policy recommending universal testing in high-prevalence areas was not being implemented. The offer of the test was an exception rather than the norm and the uptake was very low, with the maternity unit as the strongest predictor. As a consequence, targets were set by the government in 1999 to introduce universal offer of HIV testing to pregnant women, with targets set at 50% by the end of 2000 and 90% by 2002 [98], resulting in significant improvements in testing within a few years [99]. By 2004, 96% of all pregnant women in the UK were tested for HIV, resulting in the diagnosis of 92% of HIV infections before delivery; this level of testing has been sustained [22].

Lack of funding, staff and office space, as well as lack of training of the staff were identified as main barriers to offering on-site HIV testing and counselling in drug treatment programmes in a Grade III study from Hungary [100]. A Grade III UK study found that lack of political will, advocacy, as well as financial and human resources, were factors contributing to late presentation and poor utilisation of HIV health and social care services by African migrants [73].

3.3	Strategies to increase HIV testing

The objective of this guidance is to define the uptake, quality and effectiveness of HIV testing interventions. The following are strategies that have been designed to overcome barriers to testing and are measured by these criteria. 

Media campaigns

Evidence included: 1 Grade IB study, 3 Grade IIB studies, 2 Grade III studies

Many European countries have a long history of conducting campaigns to raise awareness of HIV and increase HIV testing. The earliest HIV awareness campaigns targeted MSM and were organised by non-governmental and community-based organisations, and used informal information sharing, education programmes and heavy press coverage [101]. These campaigns lacked structured design and evaluations; however retrospective studies show a temporal relationship between the early HIV awareness campaigns and a rapid decrease in HIV transmission among MSM [101]. 

Early HIV campaigns were used to raise awareness with knowledge and attitude measures as the most common outcome measures, while later campaigns were designed to affect behaviour change [102]. However, with the majority of campaigns having weak outcome evaluation designs, it has been difficult to estimate the impact of HIV campaigns [102]. A Grade IIB systematic review of HIV campaigns showed that more recent campaigns have used quasi-experimental designs with a control group to evaluate the effects of the campaign (30% of studies post-1998 compared to 17% of studies pre-1998) [103]. 

A Grade IIB review of the literature found that most campaigns report a positive impact on knowledge and attitudes post-campaign [103]. However, in most cases, studies lack a control group for comparison making the change in knowledge and attitudes, or lack thereof, difficult to interpret. For example, a lack of an increase in knowledge post-test in one study may be indicative of an HIV ‘information saturated’ audience, whereas in others it may reflect campaign inadequacy. 

Behaviour change campaigns have been better evaluated. The same review found that eight out of ten studies with quasi-experimental designs showed statistically significant positive effects on behaviour or behavioural intentions [103]. This is consistent with an existing Grade IIB meta-analyses suggesting that HIV campaigns can have behavioural impact [104]. 

There is good evidence that use of mass media in HIV testing campaigns increases HIV testing uptake. One grade IB meta-analysis of fourteen studies in developed countries (seven of which from the UK) that compared media interventions with a control in relation to promotion of HIV testing found that all individual studies results showed positive impacts of mass media on HIV testing. This was confirmed by statistical pooling of effects which showed a significant initial impact of mass media on the uptake of HIV testing, but non-significant long-term impact on uptake of HIV testing [105]. A Grade IIB review of 29 media interventions in developed countries (including 17 from the UK and one from France) reporting outcomes of HIV testing campaigns found an average 53% increase in the number of HIV tests after implementation of the media campaigns. Of the eleven media interventions reporting HIV seropositivity there was an average reduction of 15% detected positive as a result of the campaign [106]. Mass media can be effective in increasing the uptake of HIV testing and diagnosing infections, however a reduction in HIV seropositivity after a campaign suggests mass media may disproportionately attract low risk individuals. 

Social marketing is one of several identified strategies for scaling up HIV testing services [107,108]. Social marketing is the adaptation and systematic application of commercial marketing techniques to achieve specific behavioural change for social goals. Initially used to increase condom sales in developing countries, social marketing is increasingly used in targeted HIV testing campaigns as a strategy for behaviour change, though data from Europe is lacking [109–112]. Only two Grade III studies have reported change in HIV testing rates as an outcome and both found no significant effect. One Australian social marketing campaign targeting MSM failed to increase HIV testing, although this may be explained by high baseline rates of HIV testing (60% had tested in the past 12 months) as well as a limited budget [113]. Another social marketing campaign from the United States which targeted African-American women found a non-significant increase in the total number of tests performed but this association could not be directly attributed to the campaign [111]. Both studies used national or state level surveillance data to measure HIV testing rates. 

Importantly, countries with concentrated epidemics have increasingly targeted HIV campaigns towards high-risk populations, as opposed to the general population, in order to increase HIV testing [106]. One review found that prior to 1998 only 41% of HIV campaigns were targeted, compared to 97% of campaigns after 1998 [102,103]. 

Normalising HIV testing

Evidence included: 13 Grade III studies, 1 Grade IV study

Prior to the mid-1990s and the availability of effective therapy, uptake of HIV testing varied widely, even within similar healthcare settings. Most testing guidelines recommended offering HIV testing to individuals with ‘high-risk’ behaviours. While targeted testing of ‘high-risk’ individuals accurately detects a high number of infections, a significant proportion of HIV infections are missed due to individuals being deemed ‘low-risk’. A Grade III systematic review of 62 studies in the United States published between 1985 and 1996 reported that uptake of voluntary HIV testing varied between 11% and 91% amongst those offered a test; most of these studies targeted ‘high-risk’ individuals [114]. A large Grade III retrospective study from the United States showed that risk assessment meant that 20% to 26% of HIV-infected individuals reported no risk factors [115]. This is supported by seven Grade III studies in a variety of settings where 7% to 51% of HIV infections would not be identified by targeted testing [116–122]. 

With the advent of effective antiretroviral therapy, attention was turned to rates of late diagnosis and estimates of undiagnosed infection. A Grade IV article made the argument that earlier and more widespread diagnosis of HIV infection would maximise benefits of therapy and improve life expectancy [123]. This led to policy makers in the United States to recommend voluntary HIV testing as part of routine medical care in areas with HIV prevalence of 0.1% in order to ‘normalise’ testing. Four Grade III United States studies in high-prevalence settings demonstrated increased seropositivity rates following the implementation of routine voluntary HIV testing [124–127]. 

Following the United States’ recommendations, policy makers have focused on strategies to detect HIV before the late stages of infection. This has included exploring technologies to make HIV testing quicker and more acceptable to patients, expanding HIV testing in a wide range of healthcare and non-healthcare settings, and various forms of the pre-test counselling and consent procedure. Increasingly, countries are adopting a policy of universal offer of HIV testing in some or all healthcare settings in combination with risk-based testing [60,128,129]. 

Training healthcare providers

Evidence included: 1 Grade IIB study, 17 Grade III studies

Appropriate training and resources can motivate healthcare providers to offer an HIV test. The training needs of healthcare providers can be classified into two areas, as identified by twelve Grade III studies evaluating factors associated with low test offer or studies gauging attitudes of healthcare providers towards HIV testing: 

Knowledge needs: including local HIV prevalence, HIV testing guidance recommendations, risk factors and symptoms of HIV infection [85,88-91,130]; awareness of the presentation of acute HIV infection [131]; and modes of HIV transmission [92,132].

Skills needs: including giving positive diagnoses [90,133] and better documenting of risk factors, symptoms or examination findings that could indicate possible HIV infection [83,84].

Additionally, healthcare providers’ concerns regarding logistics and resources such as the time required, a burdensome consent process, pre-test counselling requirements, the availability of appropriate follow-up for patients and support for staff, and competing priorities may lead to initial resistance or reservations about routinely offering HIV testing, as found by one Grade IIB and seven Grade III studies [84,88-90,130,134-136]. 

These issues continue to dominate the discourse on the feasibility of HIV testing in a wide range of healthcare settings; however one Grade IIB and two Grade III studies have shown significant improvements in perceptions of feasibility and acceptability among healthcare providers after training and a short period of time to get used to testing [136–138]. 

It is also important to healthcare providers that occupational health precautions are in place to prevent occupational exposure to HIV. Two grade III studies from Europe highlight the importance of ensuring that infection control procedures are documented and enforced and that adequate resources are available to allow staff to take the necessary steps to protect themselves [132;139]. To reduce stigma associated with healthcare provider’s fear of occupational exposure to HIV, training in exposure risk and HIV transmission routes should be structured and coordinated, using evidence-based teaching methods [132].

Confidentiality of both the act and result of the HIV test is a key principle in the WHO European Region policy framework on scaling up HIV testing and counselling and WHO/UNAIDS provider-initiated testing [140;141]. Breach of patient confidentiality presents ethical and legal dilemmas and causes a breakdown of trust between patient and healthcare provider. Healthcare providers must maintain patient confidentiality, as in any healthcare setting, and it is important to communicate this. In light of this policy, no studies have been conducted evaluating the effects of assuring confidentiality on HIV testing rates, although qualitative studies have indicated that fear of breach of confidentiality is a reason for declining HIV testing. 

Simplified consent procedure

Evidence included: 3 Grade III, 8 Grade IV studies

Informed consent is an ethical and, in most EU countries, legal requirement for HIV testing. Despite this, there is evidence that HIV tests are being carried out in Europe without explicit consent of the patient [142;143], and this occurrence is likely to be understated in the published literature. A key principle in the WHO European Region policy framework on scaling up HIV testing and counselling is that HIV testing must always be done with informed written or oral consent and adequate pre-test information or counselling [140]. The current notion of best practice, included in the WHO/UNAIDS testing guidance maintains that it should be clear that testing is voluntary and the patient can refuse consent without negative consequences [141]. Verbal or written information provided should include the reason for testing, the benefits and risks of testing to the individual, and details on how a positive or negative result will be managed. Individuals should be given the opportunity to ask questions, before accepting or declining testing. 

There is evidence that requiring written consent, as opposed to verbal consent, is a barrier to testing. In a retrospective Grade III study from the United States, HIV testing rates in states with statutes requiring written informed consent were compared to states without such statutes, and found that written informed-consent statutes are associated with a 12% reduction in HIV testing [144]. There is retrospective evidence from two Grade III studies that verbal consent is an acceptable substitute for written consent, and results in higher rates of testing [144–146]. In one observational study from the United States, elimination of written consent requirements resulted in a 44% increase of HIV testing in a hospital setting, with the highest risk groups benefiting most reflecting a 67% increase in positive HIV tests [145]. Another study analysed testing rates in New York State before and after the removal of a written consent requirement, and found a 31% increase in testing [146]. This data suggests verbal consent is adequate and a separate consent form for HIV is not required.

There exists some debate in the literature about the need for specific consent for HIV testing, and the ethics of accepting implied consent. Eight Grade IV opinions and case studies have been identified. Some argue that requiring specific consent amounts to ‘HIV exceptionalism’: treating HIV differently to other diseases [123,147–149]. They claim that this requirement presents a barrier to testing, resulting in lower rates of HIV testing, especially in primary care settings [150]. To this end, some suggest using blanket consent for a battery of diagnostic tests that include HIV would remove barriers and ‘normalise’ the HIV testing process [151]. However, others continue to support a more conservative approach that includes requiring patient’s specific consent before HIV testing in order to ensure patient autonomy and self-determination [152,153]. Further ethical discussion on this topic is warranted.

Alternatives to pre-test counselling

Evidence included: 6 Grade IB studies, 1 Grade IIB study, 8 Grade III studies

Traditionally, standard pre-test counselling is carried out prior to HIV testing, and consists of interactive process whereby an individual risk assessment is undertaken and specific HIV risk behaviours are identified in order to deliver a tailored prevention message. However, evidence supporting this approach is lacking. Despite evidence that standard pre-test counselling with testing has been shown to reduce subsequent risk behaviours in HIV-positive individuals, it is not possible to determine whether this reduction is due to counselling or the diagnosis itself [38,39]. However, the causal link between counselling and behaviour change is weakened by prospective cohort studies showing no reduction in risky behaviour in individuals testing HIV negative in regular practice [38,39]. In a controlled scenario, pre-test counselling may influence behaviour change in HIV-negative individuals as reported in one Grade IB randomised controlled trial of two 20 minute counselling sessions of motivational interview, resulting in a 30% to 40% reduction in risk behaviour [154]. However, this quality of pre-test counselling may not be practical and especially difficult to achieve in busy settings or for healthcare providers who are not HIV specialists offering HIV tests. 

The WHO Europe guidelines propose that providing brief pre-test information, rather than counselling, may make HIV testing more feasible in some settings [140]. Brief pre-test counselling takes roughly half the time of standard pre-test counselling (7–10 minutes compared to 15–20 minutes), resulting in a substantial reduction in counselling costs [65]. Knowledge and sexual risk behaviour scores post-test were similar between individuals assigned to standard and abbreviated counselling in one Grade IB randomised control trial [43]. Another Grade IB randomised control trial in the antenatal setting showed that knowledge scores were lower among women assigned to abbreviated pre-test counselling compared to standard pre-test counselling, however knowledge scores were high among women in both arms of the trial (78% vs. 84%). The study showed no difference in decision to accept HIV testing between interventions, but suggests that abbreviated counselling does not compromise patient decision-making or satisfaction regarding HIV testing and is easier to implement systematically [155]. 

In settings where HIV testing is routinely offered to all individuals, such as STI clinics, two types of testing strategies are commonly used: ‘opt-in’ and ‘opt-out’. Under the ‘opt-in’ approach, the HIV test is dealt with separately from other tests and is accompanied by pre-test information and informed consent, whereas the ‘opt-out’ approach offers the HIV test alongside other blood tests. Adoption of an ‘opt-out’ approach to HIV testing is increasingly used to improve uptake of HIV testing, with nine of sixteen European Union countries indicating that they employ ‘opt-out’ testing in the antenatal setting; five of these countries also employ ‘opt-out’ testing in other settings, such as STI clinics or TB clinics [156,157]. There is good evidence that ‘opt-out’ testing identifies HIV-infected individuals earlier than targeted, risk-based screening methods:

A Grade IB randomised controlled trial of HIV testing strategies in antenatal showed that ‘opt-out’ testing was acceptable, did not cause anxiety, and had a higher uptake than other methods [87]. 

One Grade IIB study from the United States reported that introducing an ‘opt-out’ testing approach from ‘opt-in’ testing in the antenatal setting increased uptake from 75% to 88% [158]. 

Eight Grade III studies comparing ‘opt-out’ testing to other HIV testing strategies (‘opt-in’ or targeted testing) found increased uptake of HIV testing through the ‘opt-out’ testing approach [159–166].

The creative use of video technology is one strategy to overcome barriers in the provision of HIV counselling and testing. This intervention is useful in busy healthcare settings, such as acute care services. One Grade IB randomised controlled trial from the United States found comparable knowledge scores among those assigned to watch a pre-test counselling video compared to those assigned to standard pre-test counselling (85.3% video arm versus 79.7% standard arm) [167]. Among those viewing the video, all but one went on to consent to HIV testing, and 92% felt they had received enough information from the video to give informed consent [167]. A Grade IB randomised non-inferiority trial in the United States found that video counselling was an acceptable substitute to pre-test information delivered by an HIV test counsellor based on results of a post-counselling knowledge and understanding questionnaire [168]. An educational video may be a feasible alternative for providing testing information when trained staffs are unavailable for direct, interactive counselling. 

Alternatives to post-test counselling

Evidence included: 1 Grade IB study, 3 Grade III studies

Post-test counselling occurs after an individual has had the HIV test and includes receipt of test result alongside HIV prevention information. Arrangements for communicating the results are agreed at the time of testing, particularly if the test is being performed in an outpatient or acute-care setting. HIV-negative individuals may receive information around risk reduction or behaviour change and if still within the window period after a specific exposure, the need for a repeat HIV test is discussed. HIV-positive patients are given details of local specialist services and have established a clear pathway for onward referral prior to receipt of result. More detailed post-test discussion (including assessment of disease stage, consideration of treatment, and partner notification) is performed by an HIV specialist. 

Standard HIV testing takes up to two weeks for a result, so an appointment must be made for individuals to return for test results. Studies have found that 10% to 55% individuals accepting standard testing do not have a post-test counselling session or fail to return for test results [169–171]. Furthermore, two studies of routine testing in acute care centres found that 18% to 26% of HIV-infected patients did not receive their positive results [124,125]. Although most (79% to 93%) HIV-positive patients are eventually located; a median of 12 days was required to locate HIV-infected subjects who failed to return [169]. Considerable time and effort is required to find and notify those subjects testing HIV positive who fail to return. 

Expansion of HIV testing into more healthcare settings has inspired the use of alternative methods to streamline the testing and counselling process. One Grade III study from an STI clinic in the United Kingdom allowed low-risk individuals to receive test results by telephone appointment or by post [172]. Only negative results are given by post and individuals with positive results are recalled to clinic or counselled over the telephone. A similar Grade III study in a UK STI clinic reported that all 16 low-risk individuals with positive results who were originally planned to receive results by post were successfully located and recalled for post-test counselling [173]. 

In settings where staff time and resources are limited, such as acute care and outreach settings, video has also been proposed as a means of communicating post-test counselling information. One Grade IB randomised controlled trial assigned individuals to either a standard post-test counselling session or watching a 15-minute video prior to receiving results. The video covered post-test information such as prevention strategies, including condom use, interpretation of HIV results, partner notification, and issues of domestic violence. Mean post-intervention knowledge scores were higher in the video group (76% vs. 69%) and the authors concluded that the video was not inferior to a standard post-test counselling session [174]. 

Meeting the needs of HIV-positive patients during the post-test counselling session is important to secure trust and ensure linkage into medical and social care. A Grade III qualitative study of patient experience after receiving a positive HIV result asked, ‘What are the most important parts of the counselling session when people are told that they have HIV in the clinic?’ Of the sixty-six interviewees, 43 said something about the compassion and emotional support of the counsellor; 26 mentioned HIV-related education or information that was important to them; 11 mentioned referrals for both medical and social services; nine mentioned safe sex or partner notification; and seven said that confidentiality of the session was important [175].

HIV testing technologies

Evidence included: 1 Grade IB study, 1 Grade IIA study, 8 Grade III studies

EU directives and regulations set down the specifications demanded for in-vitro diagnostic tests for the detection of HIV infection that can be sold and used for human diagnostics on the internal market [176,177]. Using a combination of a screening test with a confirmatory test for verification of initial positive results is always required for diagnostic testing of HIV infection.

The use of a combination enzyme-linked immunoassay (EIA) antibody-antigen screening test (frequently referred to as 4th generation EIA), followed by a confirmatory test in the form of a Western blot or line immunoblot assay is the current gold standard for diagnosing HIV infection in most circumstances [178]. The screening test has a required sensitivity of 100% and specificity of 99.5% [177]. With the confirmatory test, the chance of getting a false-positive in a low-prevalence setting is reduced to a very low level [179]. The method is relatively inexpensive in large turnover clinical laboratory settings and has been technologically refined to high reliability, if good laboratory practice standards and quality management systems are followed. 

Disadvantages to this method include the need for venipuncture and requirement for a follow up visit one to two weeks after the initial visit to receive the test result and referral into care. Up to half of persons tested at publicly funded clinics do not return to receive their HIV test results and some may be less likely to accept testing if a return visit is required [171,180]. Stress and anxiety are associated with the delay in receiving the test result [181]. 

The use of more convenient, less invasive HIV tests could improve HIV testing acceptability and uptake. Rapid HIV tests (also known as point-of-care tests) are single-use disposable HIV devices that directly test whole blood or oral fluid. Results are available within 30 minutes of testing. Sensitivities of rapid tests range from 98%-100% with specificities around 99% [182–185]. Rapid testing kits are more expensive than the EIA laboratory assay, but are roughly equivalent when laboratory time and labour are included [65,184]. The accuracy of some brands of rapid tests is slightly lower than EIA tests, which can result in false-positive initial test results. Two large studies performed in acute-care settings and antenatal settings found false-positive rates of between < 0.01% and 3.1% [186,187]. Laboratory test must be performed for all positive rapid test results.

Rapid tests are advantageous in settings where venipuncture is not possible or where quick turnaround of test results is desirable, for example in busy clinical settings or community testing sites.

A Grade IB randomised controlled trial in the United States found 31.0% of individuals assigned to standard testing received their results, compared to 79.8% of individuals assigned to rapid testing [43]. 

A Grade IB trial of outpatients and inpatients randomised to a rapid versus a standard HIV test found a trend towards a higher rate of test uptake in individuals randomised to a rapid HIV test versus standard testing (59% versus 41%) [188]. 

A Grade IIA meta-analysis of alternative HIV testing methods showed that rapid testing significantly increased receipt of test results in all settings evaluated, with the largest effect sizes in acute care settings, STI clinics, and outreach settings. More individuals assigned to rapid testing received their results compared to individuals assigned to standard testing (95% vs. 43%) [189]. 

Two Grade III studies have found rapid HIV testing to be acceptable and feasible to use in busy clinical settings and community testing sites [190,191].

One Grade III study found high acceptability of rapid testing among 150 patients being treated for substance abuse, all of whom chose an oral fluid rapid test over a standard blood test [192]. 

Rapid tests eliminate the need for a second visit to receive negative results. However, with one visit there is less opportunity to impart knowledge and prevention messages. Anxiety regarding this has been assuaged by one Grade IB randomised controlled trial in an STI clinic which found no difference in STI incidence at 12 months post-test between individuals assigned to rapid testing and individuals assigned to standard testing and counselling [42].

It is generally recommended that HIV testing be carried out in a healthcare setting; however this can be a barrier to testing. One Grade III survey found that while 62% of respondents would prefer to be tested for HIV in a doctor’s office or clinic, 26% preferred to be tested at home [193]. Home sampling kits do not require attendance at a healthcare setting and are a convenient, speedy, and anonymous option. Home sampling requires a saliva or blood sample taken at home and sent to a laboratory for testing. An individual is then notified within a few days of the result; positive results are given by telephone but negative results may be sent by email. Telephone-based counselling is provided for reactive results. Four Grade III studies have evaluated home sampling as a feasible HIV testing approach. One study from the United States found that the sensitivity and specificity obtained with finger-prick blood spot samples using a home testing kit were 100% [194]. More than 98% of participants in two studies obtained adequate samples for testing [194,195]. One large study from the United States found high rates of receipt of result, with 95% of 174,316 persons submitting home samples calling for results [196]. Disadvantages to home sampling kits include lack of pre-test information and high cost [197]. Further research is needed to assess the acceptability and reliability of home testing for HIV, the impact of home sampling and home testing on risk reduction behaviours and access to care.

HIV NAT assays (nucleic acid tests used mainly to measure viral load) are not recommended as screening assays in developed countries because of the possibility of false-positive results. Similarly, urine HIV tests generally appear less accurate than standard testing and are not in widespread use [198,199]. Home testing is an approach which involves a person conducting a rapid HIV test with a blood or saliva sample and interpreting results in their home. At present, no home testing kits are licensed for sale in Europe and it is illegal in most countries to sell home testing kits to the public, due to the risk of individuals performing their test, or interpret their results, incorrectly, especially without post-test counselling and the risk of false-positive results associated with rapid tests. Additionally, a positive rapid test must be confirmed with a laboratory test, requiring individuals to self-refer to healthcare services. 

Laboratory quality assurance

Evidence included: No studies identified

No studies have been identified which evaluate the independent impact of quality assurance in the laboratory on the effectiveness of HIV testing. However, all laboratories undertaking any diagnostic HIV testing should have a well-functioning quality assurance programme which follows recommended international HIV testing guidelines and relevant national HIV testing algorithms. For rapid testing, the WHO has issued guidelines for quality assurance [200]. National guidelines for applying a minimum standard of quality assurance for diagnostic/laboratory testing are essential to ensure high quality practice and methodological standardisation and reliability. Laboratories should be able to demonstrate satisfactory quality control and have full accreditation status. All laboratories should have HIV confirmatory assay algorithms in place to allow timely return of results. This may involve referring samples to specialist virology laboratories or national or international reference laboratories. 

Testing frequency

Evidence included: 7 Grade III studies

The optimal frequency of testing will vary depending on the incidence and the prevalence of undetected HIV infection in the group being tested according to one Grade III study [201]. No studies evaluating the optimal frequency of HIV testing in populations with low or high prevalence were reported. 

Six Grade III studies from the United States, Australia and UK have attempted to characterise repeat testers attending HIV and STI clinics. The studies report the following:

Between 32% and 51% of HIV and STI clinic attendees were repeat testers. Older age, multiple partners, and returning for post-test counselling were associated with repeat testing [202,203]. 

Regarding risk behaviour, a United States study found repeat testers practice higher risk behaviours and higher incidence of HIV compared to first-time testers [204].

Conversely, no differences were found in the frequency of unprotected sex between repeat and first-time testers in a population of UK STI clinic attendees. However, when stratified by risk group, an association between high rates of unprotected sex and repeat testing was seen in MSM [203]. 

Among MSM, repeat testers were more likely to report recent unprotected sexual intercourse; they also report a high number of recent sexual partners compared with first-time testers [205,206]. Over 75% of repeat testers who seroconverted acquired HIV within one year of their last test [205]. 

An audit of repeat testing among MSM in Australia, where annual testing of MSM is recommended, found only 35% MSM having an annual test [206].

Among repeat testers, HIV acquisition between tests was highest among MSM and those with a history of incarceration [202]. 

A UK study found that recall of MSM diagnosed with a bacterial STI detected a high incidence (2%) of newly acquired HIV infection at three months. The authors conclude that recall of MSM diagnosed with bacterial STIs may result in early identification of recent HIV infection [207].

The authors of one Grade III study propose some recommendations about the frequency of HIV testing in certain populations, including biannual HIV testing among MSM practising anal intercourse, and less frequently for heterosexuals, IDUs, and MSM not practising anal intercourse [204].

A synthesis of national HIV testing guidelines found that United States, Australia, UK, Norway and France include details on frequency. 

The United States recommends annual testing of high-risk individuals including IDUs and their sex partners, commercial sex workers, sex partners of HIV-infected persons, and MSM or heterosexual persons who have had more than one sex partner since their most recent HIV test. 

The UK, Australia and France have instituted similar policies on annual testing of a number of high risk populations. 

Norway recommends annual testing of MSM only.

Discrepancies between the evidence and recommendations suggest that further studies are needed to assess the optimal frequency of HIV testing and to assess the effectiveness of implementing recommendations for the frequency of HIV testing.

Ensuring access to care 

Evidence included: 12 Grade III studies

The purpose of any HIV testing programme is to bring infected patients into the healthcare system for ongoing care and monitoring of their HIV infection. Failure to do so undermines the basis of the testing programme. Early initiation of medical care subsequent to diagnosis is one of the primary goals of improving the effectiveness of HIV testing strategies. Unfortunately, some patients who receive a positive HIV test result may delay medical care or not receive care at all. Four Grade III studies from the United States found that 17% to 29% of patients had delayed entry into care for at least three months [46,208], and 11% to 39% delayed it for at least 1 year [46,209,210]. One Grade III study of rapid testing found that entry into care within six months ranged from 100% in an STI clinic to 22% in a prison [211]. 

Two Grade III studies reported reasons for delayed entry into care. In one United States study, of newly diagnosed patients who had not yet linked into medical care after diagnosis (18% of interviewees), reported reasons for not attending include never receiving a referral, denial of diagnosis, feeling well and therefore feeling medical care is not needed, fear of recognition by others at an HIV clinic, religious reasons, and lack of transportation [175]. Another United States study identified factors associated with delayed entry into care, including male gender, younger age, injecting drug use, testing positive anonymously, and having a positive diagnosis from the first HIV test [212].

Pathways into care must be established, especially in busy settings such as acute care and non-medical settings such as the community. The CDC and British HIV Association recommend that an individual testing HIV positive for the first time be seen by a specialist at the earliest possible opportunity, generally within two weeks of receiving the result [129,213]. 

Rapid testing has been associated with higher entry into care through increased knowledge of HIV status in three Grade III studies. Three rapid HIV testing programmes from acute care settings in the United States have demonstrated high rates of linkage to care, ranging from 79% to 91%, with an average time from diagnosis to first follow-up appointment of 14 days [214]. All three programmes had HIV counsellors on site and appointment slots made available at local HIV clinics for patients with preliminary positive results in the acute care setting. All confirmatory tests were sent while the patient was still in acute care, and results were available at the time of the follow-up appointment. When an individual is diagnosed with a positive rapid HIV test, the need for follow-up is also important to ensure that confirmatory results are provided [215]. In one study of rapid testing in an acute care setting, individuals with positive results were informed and counselled by a healthcare provider and walked to the HIV clinic in the hospital [174]. 

Other tactics employed by two Grade III studies to increase rates of entry into care include sending reminders to patients before their first follow-up appointment, offering the patient the opportunity to speak with an HIV provider at the time of diagnosis, and ensuring clinic appointments within 24 hours of diagnosis [215,216].

3.4	Testing approaches by setting

Sexually transmitted infection (STI) services

Evidence included: 1 Grade IB, 10 Grade III studies

Sexually transmitted infection (STI) services offer HIV testing due to the strong link between the infection with sexually transmitted diseases and increased transmission of HIV infection [217,218].

The very first recommendation for HIV testing in a population was for routine testing of individuals seeking treatment for STIs (CDC 1987). A survey of European testing policies found that 17 out of 18 (94%) responding European Union countries offered HIV testing routinely to STI clinic attendees, Poland being the only exception [157]. European guidelines for HIV testing of STI clinic attendees have been issued jointly by the European Office of International Union against Sexually Transmitted Infections (IUSTI) and the WHO Regional Office for Europe [219]. Over the years, several strategies for identifying HIV infection in STI clinic attendees have been used. 

Risk-based HIV testing is a selective testing strategy whereby individuals with reported risk factors for HIV, such as sex between men or injecting drug use, are offered HIV testing and counselling. This may also include high-prevalence demographic groups, such as individuals from sub-Saharan Africa. However, two Grade III studies have shown that risk-based testing may result in missed opportunities to diagnose a significant proportion of HIV infections. A prospective study from an STI clinic in the UK found 7% diagnoses would have been missed through a broad risk-based selective testing strategy [220]. Similarly, a retrospective study from a United States STI clinic evaluated targeted testing of two different populations: only persons with reported risk factors versus those with reported risk factors plus individuals from high-prevalence demographic groups. The study found that using only reported risk factors to indicate HIV testing would have resulted in 74% missed diagnoses, whereas the broader risk-based strategy would have resulted in only 8% missed diagnoses [221]. 

‘Opt-in’ testing strategies that offer HIV testing routinely to all STI clinic attendees have been trialled in three Grade III studies. A prospective study of STI clinic attendees in Amsterdam compared testing uptake and undiagnosed infection among high-risk heterosexuals before and after a policy of ‘opt-in’ testing to all STI clinic attendees was implemented in 1999. The study found that testing uptake rose from 13% in 1996 to 56% in 2004 [78]. However, a retrospective study from the UK found that a high proportion [222] of STI clinic attendees refused an HIV test under an ‘opt-in’ strategy, and those at highest risk were most likely to refuse the test, such as belonging to a high-risk demographic [223] and an STI diagnosis [79]. Likewise, a prospective study from the United States found that 37% of STI clinic attendees refused a test, and an unlinked anonymous survey found that those refusing had a higher HIV seroprevalence than those that accepted [117]. 

Three Grade III studies have reported that an ‘opt-out’ testing approach is associated with higher rates of HIV testing compared to ‘opt-in’ or risk-based testing. A retrospective review of the impact of HIV testing strategy changes in STI clinics in the Netherlands reported an increase in testing uptake from 88% to 98% within one year of a policy change to ‘opt-out’ from ‘opt-in’ testing [159]. One cross-sectional survey from Scotland showed an increase in testing uptake among MSM at the population level from 50% to 58% after initiation of a national ‘opt-out’ testing policy [224]. A study from the UK audited HIV testing offer and uptake in three STI clinics found a small increase in testing uptake from 68% to 72% among ‘low-risk’ individuals after implementation of an ‘opt-out’ policy, however this resulted in no additional HIV diagnoses [161]. 

Rapid testing in STI clinics has reported high acceptability among STI clinic attendees in one Grade IB and two Grade III studies. A multi-site randomised controlled trial from the United States compared acceptability of rapid testing versus standard testing and found uptake of HIV testing to be higher among STI clinic attendees offered rapid testing compared to standard testing (99% versus 69%) [42]. For a retrospective study from the United States, STI clinic attendees were given a choice of standard or rapid HIV testing. Of the 80% of STI clinic attendees who agreed to HIV testing, 87% chose rapid testing and 13% chose standard testing. Nearly all (99%) of the rapid testers received their results and post-test counselling on the same visit, compared to only 84% of standard testers receiving their results after two weeks [225]. Access to care amongst those newly diagnosed was also reported in this study which found that all newly diagnosed rapid testers attended their first HIV clinic appointment, with the exception of one individual who died [225]. One prospective study from the UK surveyed test method preference among individuals accepting rapid testing in four STI clinics. Overall, 85% were in favour or receiving same-day HIV test results, and 40% reported they would have tested sooner had they known rapid testing was available. Individuals accepting rapid oral testing agreed that the oral mouth swab procedure was easy and comfortable [226]. 

Harm reduction services

Evidence included: 1 Grade IB study, 3 Grade III studies

Harm reduction services, including drug treatment programmes and needle and syringe programmes (NSPs), present an opportunity to test injecting drug users (IDUs). IDUs that share needles are at risk of infection through exposure to contaminated needles as well as through sexual contact. Furthermore, IDUs are a particularly vulnerable population with a high burden of medical and psychological co-morbidities and often chaotic lifestyles [227]. HIV testing in harm reduction services can reach a high proportion of IDUs in Europe as every country in the Europe Union has an NSP implemented and all countries include some form of drug treatment programme with high coverage rates [228]. However coverage varies by country, particularly in the eastern part of Europe (where rates of injecting drug use are highest), from 15% in Slovakia to 68% in Lithuania [228]. Furthermore, HIV testing in harm reduction services only reaches injecting drug users who choose to access such services.

Use of HIV tests that do not require venipuncture has been hypothesised as more acceptable to injecting drug users. This was supported by a Grade IB randomised controlled trial in an outreach clinic at a NSP in the United States which reported that 12% of IDUs accepted and completed testing on days when oral fluid testing was offered, compared to 5.2% on days when standard testing was offered. Receipt of results for both tests was low, due to poor attendance at follow-up appointments [229]. A Grade III prospective study from a residential drug treatment programme in the United States found that all 150 inpatients accepting testing chose an oral fluid test over a standard serum test. Only 65% of patients received their results due to the 2–4 day delay in receiving results, by which time more than half the patients had left the residential programme [192]. This data illustrates the difficulties of requiring two separate visits for the standard HIV test procedure in IDUs.

Rapid testing is a strategy which has been trialled in IDUs in order to increase receipt of results as reported by one Grade IB and two Grade III studies from the United States. This strategy has effectively increased knowledge of status, however there is evidence that IDUs may not find rapid testing acceptable, particularly if requiring venipuncture or finger-prick. The previously described randomised controlled trial compared rapid testing (requiring venipuncture) with oral fluid testing and standard testing and found that IDUs preferred oral fluid testing to rapid and standard testing. However 83% of rapid testers received their results compared to 60% of oral fluid testers and 56% of standard testers [229]. A descriptive study offering both rapid test (requiring finger-prick) and standard testing at a mobile testing site found that test preference was similar between the two tests (57% chose rapid test and 43% chose standard test), and individuals who reported recent drug use were less likely to choose a rapid test compared to another risk group, African Americans. However, 93% of rapid testers received their results compared to 38% of standard testers [230]. A descriptive study of rapid testing in multiple venues in the United States found that 100% of individuals testing positive with a rapid test at an NSP were notified of their results and went on to receive results of confirmatory tests [231]. No studies were identified which reported acceptability of rapid testing using oral fluid to target injecting drug users in harm reduction services. 

Antenatal

Evidence included: 5 Grade IB, 10 Grade III studies

Women attending antenatal care are tested for HIV in order to identify previously undiagnosed infections and prevent the transmission of HIV from mother to child. Pregnant women can also be tested in the perinatal period, for instance in labour and delivery, in order to administer prophylactic antiretroviral therapy to the infant. A meta-analysis of 18 randomised controlled trials found that antiretroviral therapy given to mothers in the antenatal, intrapartum and postpartum periods was effective in reducing transmission [232]. Evidence also suggests that even if transmission is not prevented, there are clear benefits to infected infants whose mother’s HIV infection is diagnosed any time before delivery [233]. A review of antenatal HIV screening policies in European Union Member States found that 18 of 23 responding countries had a national policy with regard to antenatal HIV testing [156]. The countries which do not have a policy to test pregnant women for HIV are Belgium, Greece, Italy, Hungary, and Slovenia. Implementation of antenatal testing policies varies, with some countries rarely testing pregnant women. A study from Poland reported that despite national recommendations to test all women for HIV at their first prenatal visit, only 3% of women are tested for HIV; although 81% of women indicated willingness to undergo testing [234]. 

Two Grade IB studies have found HIV testing as part of antenatal care acceptable to pregnant women: reasons cited by pregnant women accepting an HIV test include concern about risk to the baby, concern about own health, and recommendation from healthcare provider [155,235]. No European countries support a mandatory testing strategy [156]. This is in accordance with the literature which has shown such a strategy to be ethically untenable and undesirable to women seeking antenatal care [236,237]. A number of voluntary testing strategies have been employed to increase testing of pregnant women. 

Targeted testing has been used in areas with low prevalence of HIV among the population of pregnant women. The European policy review found that only two of 18 countries (Malta and Denmark) have national policies that support risk-based targeted testing. However, two Grade IB systematic reviews conclude that risk-based testing fails to identify a substantial proportion of HIV-infected pregnant women [238,239]. Two Grade III studies have shown that the greatest barrier to testing using a targeted strategy is failure of healthcare provider to offer the test [240,241]. Surveillance from the UK has shown that women who decline testing are at disproportionately high risk of infection [22,233]. Therefore, strategies to increase the number of women accepting an HIV test are needed.

Testing strategies that offer HIV testing routinely to all pregnant women are commonly employed in Europe. A European review found sixteen of 18 countries universally offer HIV testing to women attending antenatal services [156]. Of these, seven countries (Austria, Finland, Ireland, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, and Sweden) utilise an ‘opt-in’ testing strategy, while nine countries (Czech Republic, Estonia, France, Germany, the Netherlands, Portugal, Slovakia, Spain, UK) utilise an ‘opt-out’ testing strategy [60,156,157]. 

One Grade IB study and one Grade III study have evaluated uptake of testing under an ‘opt-in’ approach. One randomised controlled study from the UK compared ‘opt-in’ test offer with a control group where an HIV test was not offered but available on request. The study reported a testing uptake of 5.5% of women in the control group, compared to 35% of women offered testing. Predictors of uptake of HIV testing included offer of test, midwife, younger age, and having previously been tested [87]. One multi-site prospective study from the United States found that 86% of women accepted HIV testing in antenatal care under an ‘opt-in’ approach, and reasons for declining the test included low risk perception and administrative problems such as limited availability of pre-test counsellors [242]. 

The ‘opt-out’ strategy has been trialled in antenatal settings in order to increase uptake of testing and reduce any stigma associated with targeted testing strategies. ‘Opt-out’ testing has found high levels of acceptability among women. Three Grade III large cohort studies found uptake of testing increased after moving from an ‘opt-in’ to an ‘opt-out’ testing approach. One prospective study compared ‘opt-out’ testing to results from an earlier randomised controlled trial of ‘opt-in’ testing (discussed in the previous paragraph), and found that testing uptake more than doubled from 35% under ‘opt-in’ to 88% under an ‘opt-out’ testing approach [243]. One Canadian study compared HIV testing uptake before and after a clinic policy change from ‘opt-in’ to ‘opt-out’ testing and found an increase from 85% to 93% uptake of testing [164]. A similar study from eight antenatal clinics in a southern county in the United States showed an increase from 75% to 88% uptake of HIV testing [158]. 

The offer of rapid testing in antenatal and perinatal services may improve the effectiveness of HIV testing by facilitating earlier access to antiretroviral therapy to prevent mother-to-child transmission, particularly in labour and delivery settings. A Grade III observational study of rapid testing in pregnant women found that acceptability of the rapid test was overall high (84%) [187]. A Grade III study from the UK showed that rapid and standard HIV testing were equally acceptable to pregnant women (85% and 90%) [94]. In the same study, a survey of women’s attitudes towards the rapid test and standard test found that a third of women who declined the standard HIV test indicated they would have accepted a rapid test [94]. Acceptability among midwives was high: 93% of midwives agreed that rapid testing has a role on the delivery ward to identify women who would otherwise decline testing and women who did not engage with healthcare services before delivery [94]. 

A risk associated with rapid testing is a relatively high probability of false positive results resulting in unnecessary exposure to antiretrovirals. A Grade III observational study in the United States of pregnant women in labour found 4 of 4849 (0.1%) women had a false-positive rapid test result and briefly received antiretroviral prophylaxis before negative confirmatory results [187]. To reduce false-positive results and avoid unnecessary exposure to antiretrovirals, use of two rapid tests during labour and delivery may be used. A Grade IB systematic review found a two-step testing strategy, particularly parallel testing, to be superior to single-test strategy in labour and delivery settings [244].

Brief, rather than in-depth, pre-test counselling has been trialled in the antenatal setting. A Grade IB randomised controlled trial from the United States compared abbreviated pre-test counselling to standard and found that uptake of testing was very high and not significantly different between groups (99% in the abbreviated arm and 97% in the standard arm). Women in the abbreviated arm had significantly lower mean HIV knowledge scores immediately after counselling (78%) compared to women in the standard arm (84%), however knowledge was reassuringly high in both groups [155]. A Grade III prospective study from the UK found that testing uptake was significantly higher when the pre-test discussion was brief [245]. The value of this strategy appears to lie in reducing the workload and training needs of healthcare providers, and further investigation is warranted especially in places where HIV testing offer and uptake is low in antenatal services. 

Termination of pregnancy services

Evidence included: 3 Grade III studies

Few studies on HIV testing in termination of pregnancy services have been conducted. One study of unlinked anonymous testing from Canada found a seroprevalence rate of 0.001% among women seeking termination of pregnancy [246]. However a study from the UK found high reported levels of sexual risk behaviour (40% disclosed one or more risk factors) and low knowledge about HIV transmission (25% correctly identified ways of reducing the risk of mother-to-child HIV transmission) [247]. Anonymous seroprevalence data from women attending one large termination of pregnancy clinic in the UK found an HIV seroprevalence of 1.2%, two times higher than that found in antenatal clinic attendees [248]. As a result in 2008 the UK issued national testing guidelines which recommended the routine ‘opt-out’ testing in termination of pregnancy clinics. Since this policy change, three Grade III studies of testing in termination of pregnancy services have been published with varying outcomes. All three were conducted in London and offered ‘opt-out’ testing, excluding known HIV-positive women. The first study found an uptake of 49% with a seroprevalence of 0.6%, which was three times higher than that found in the antenatal clinic [249]. The second study reported uptake of 83% with a seroprevalence of 0.6%, slightly higher than in the local antenatal clinic (0.5%) where one new diagnosis of HIV was made and all women received their results [250]. The third study reporting testing uptake of 37% with standard testing and 41% with rapid testing, and a seroprevalence of 0.5% [251]. 

Acute care settings

Evidence included: 5 Grade IB, 19 Grade III studies

Acute care settings, including emergency department and medical admissions, represent an opportunity to diagnose HIV infection in ill individuals, particularly in areas with high HIV prevalence. In some countries individuals who experience financial or legal barriers to primary care, such as migrants, may utilise acute care settings as a point of entry into the healthcare system. A systematic review of HIV seroprevalence rates among emergency department attendees in the U.S. found prevalence of 2% to 17% [252]. 

Acute care settings are often busy and fast-paced environments and HIV testing is often perceived to be impractical due to pre- and post- test counselling requirements, as well as difficulties in ensuring access to care [134,253]. Consequently, acute care settings traditionally provide referrals to individuals identified as high risk to have an HIV test elsewhere. Two Grade III studies looking at uptake of testing among individuals referred from emergency departments have found this strategy ineffective because of poor patient compliance. One prospective study from the United States found only 11% of referred emergency department patients turned up to the referral site for an HIV test [254]. Furthermore, this strategy relies on healthcare providers correctly identifying risk factors for HIV. A survey of healthcare providers in ten emergency departments in the United States found only 45% of high-risk individuals were referred to HIV testing sites or offered a test [253]. 

These data have led to extensive research into methods to feasibly implement HIV testing in acute care settings, with a focus on streamlining pre-test counselling and use of rapid testing. The bulk of this research comes from the United States in response to 2001 CDC recommendations to expand HIV testing in this setting. 

A Grade III study from the UK was the sole European study of HIV testing in acute care setting identified by this review. This prospective study offered HIV testing under an ‘opt-in’ approach in an emergency department and an acute care unit. Oral fluid non-rapid testing was offered in the emergency department, and standard HIV testing was offered in the acute care unit. Results from this study showed high acceptability of HIV testing, with 61% of emergency department and 70% of acute admissions unit attendees accepting an HIV test. The study reported a prevalence of newly diagnosed HIV infection of 1.0% in the acute care unit and 0.2% in the emergency department. All newly diagnosed patients were successfully transferred into the care of the local HIV specialist clinic [255]. Pre-study focus groups in staff highlighted concerns around the feasibility and acceptability of offering HIV testing to individuals in this setting, particularly with regard to patients asking difficult questions and HIV testing taking too much time. However, post-study focus groups in the same staff take three months after implementation of the testing programme showed far lower levels of concern [138].

Targeted testing has been trialled in one large Grade III study in a United States emergency department in a low- prevalence area offered standard HIV testing to high-risk individuals. Although two thirds accepted an HIV test, the one to two week wait for results meant only 75% of individuals received their results [256].

Five Grade III studies from the United States have compared ‘opt-out’ testing with targeted testing in the emergency department. Two studies identified more new HIV diagnoses through targeted testing (3% and 11%) compared to ‘opt-out’ testing (0.7% - 1.2%) [162;163], however the HIV-positive patients identified through targeted testing settings had a lower CD4 count than those identified through ‘opt-out’ testing, suggesting that ‘opt-out’ testing identifies HIV infections earlier [162,163]. Moreover, an estimated half of HIV infections remain undiagnosed through targeted testing in this setting, through either having no apparent risk factors for HIV or not disclosing risk factors to healthcare providers [163]. While targeted testing provides a high yield of HIV diagnoses, it is not an effective strategy for early diagnosis of HIV infection and results in delayed diagnosis of individuals who do not have, or are unwilling to disclose, risk factors for HIV [163,257,258]. An ‘opt-in’ strategy for HIV testing has found limited success. In a study to measure acceptance of ‘opt-in’ HIV testing, only 32% accepted the test [259].

As a result, in 2001 the CDC recommended ‘opt-out’ testing in acute care settings in an effort to increase the number of individuals screened for HIV. One Grade IB review and two Grade III studies from the United States have monitored the impact of this policy change on testing practices [215]. While patient acceptance of HIV testing through an ‘opt-out’ approach is high [190], no measurable increase in HIV testing rates in emergency departments was found by a nationwide cross-sectional survey in the four years after the CDC recommendations were issued [260]. These data suggest that barriers on behalf of the test providers, including financial and staffing constraints, remain obstacles to implementing such recommendations in acute care settings.

Streamlining the pre- and post-test counselling process has been investigated as a method to make HIV testing less time-consuming in a busy acute care setting. Research into streamlining the pre- and post-test counselling in acute care settings includes:

One Grade III study has trialled written materials in place of pre-test counselling. The educational materials were made available in a number of languages and were available to patients before and after testing. This strategy was associated with increased feasibility of HIV test offer, but has not been evaluated in comparison with standard pre-test counselling [256]. 

Innovative use of video technology to provide pre- and post- test counselling has been reported by three Grade IB studies. Two randomised controlled trials found pre-test counselling by video to be acceptable to emergency department attendees and found knowledge after watching a pre-test counselling video to be comparable to standard pre-test counselling [167,168]. A non-inferiority trial in the United States found that video counselling was an acceptable substitute to pre-test information delivered by an HIV test counsellor [168]. Likewise, a randomised controlled trial in which individuals were assigned to either a standard post-test counselling session or a 15-minute video prior to receiving results found similar post-intervention knowledge scores between both groups [174]. 

One Grade IB and eight Grade III studies have evaluated the use of rapid testing in acute care settings, all from the United States. Rapid testing has proven successful by removing the need for venipuncture and a second visit to receive their results. Uptake of rapid testing under an ‘opt-in’ approach has been reported by two prospective studies as 29% to 39% [211,259]. A much higher uptake of rapid testing in conjunction with an ‘opt-out’ approach has been reported by three prospective studies as between 58% and 95% [163,165,166]. A randomised controlled trial of rapid testing versus standard testing in hospital inpatients and outpatients reported overall acceptance rates of rapid and standard testing of 60% and 41%, respectively. The study also reported that 95% of those receiving the rapid test and 43% of those receiving the standard test were informed of their status [188]. A retrospective study of quality of care of HIV-positive emergency department attendees diagnosed through either rapid testing or standard testing, found those diagnosed through rapid testing were more likely to receive their HIV-positive result compared to standard testers (100% versus 84%). Furthermore, the average time to attend first appointment for HIV care was 22 days after diagnosis among rapid testers, compared to 50 days for individuals diagnosed by standard HIV test [261]. Two prospective studies of rapid testing in an emergency department in the United States found the rapid test process was logistically feasible and patients preferred rapid testing due to the short turn-around time for results [211,262]. Furthermore, a qualitative study has found that healthcare providers in acute care settings report that rapid HIV testing did not interfere with their ability to provide care [263]. 

Linkage to care of HIV-positive patients diagnosed in acute care settings has been evaluated by several studies. Three Grade III studies of rapid testing in emergency departments in the United States found 79% to 91% of newly diagnosed patients attended their first HIV appointment [264]. A Grade III review of rapid testing in the emergency department found that in most established HIV testing programmes, linkage to care was accomplished by combining the efforts of an HIV counsellor who facilitates patient follow-up with dedicated appointment slots at the nearest HIV clinic [215]. However, the need for provision of a dedicated HIV counsellor is precisely the barrier to testing identified by other studies. 

Primary care settings

Evidence included: 4 Grade III studies

Primary care settings represent an opportunity to diagnosed HIV at point of entry to the healthcare system for the many individuals who access primary care more frequently or before other healthcare services [265]. A significant proportion, between a third and three-quarters of HIV-positive individuals have been shown to have attended primary care in the year before diagnosis [71,84]. In countries such as the Netherlands where the healthcare system is mainly operated through GPs, individuals with STI-related symptoms are three times more likely to visit their GP than an STI clinic for such complaints [266]. However, access to HIV testing through primary care is variable across Europe. In one European HIV policy survey, 17 of 24 (71%) responding countries indicated that HIV testing is available through general practitioners [157]. A handful of European countries have a testing strategy that primarily operates through GPs (Denmark, Germany, the Netherlands, Norway, Spain, and Switzerland) while testing is also offered in other settings, while in other countries GPs remain marginally involved in testing services. In Bulgaria, Greece, Italy, Portugal, and Slovakia, GPs are not involved in HIV testing. 

Despite the relative commonness of GP participation in HIV testing, there are few studies evaluating HIV testing in the primary care setting in Europe and developed countries. Early data is emerging from the UK, after testing guidelines in 2008 recommended HIV testing of all adults registering in general practice in areas where diagnosed HIV prevalence in the local population exceeds two in 1000 population [128]. 

Following this, four Grade III studies of HIV testing in general practice have been published, all from the UK. One prospective study offered rapid HIV testing to individuals registering to general practice in London and found nearly half of eligible participants (45%) accepted a rapid test, with black African and black Caribbean individuals more likely to accept a test compared to individuals from other ethnic backgrounds. Participants felt that having rapid HIV testing available in general practice was acceptable when offered as ‘part of a check up’, but expressed concerns about the availability of immediate psychosocial support for those testing positive in primary care [267]. A retrospective study of rapid testing in a general practice in a high-HIV-prevalence area of London compared testing characteristics in general practice to that of an STI clinic, and found that general practice rapid testing service was more likely to test and diagnose HIV infection in individuals of black ethnicity compared with the STI setting, which tested more MSM [268]. A similar study from a general practice in a high-HIV-prevalence northern UK city found that while 88% of individuals agreed it is a good idea to offer HIV testing in general practice, only 31% accepted a standard HIV test. The main reason for declining testing was low risk perception. Of interest, of the 123 individuals who consented to testing, only 71 tests were performed, highlighting the difficulties of providing HIV testing in a busy primary care setting [269]. 

One study evaluated a strategy to increase offer of HIV testing by general practitioners through a training and incentivisation scheme in one high-HIV-prevalence London borough. The scheme resulted in a 300% increase in HIV testing in general practice between over two years, with an increase from 11% to 20% of all new diagnoses in the borough being diagnosed in general practice. Interestingly, the median CD4 count in these diagnoses rose from 280 cells/mm3 to 351 cells/mm3, suggesting that increasing testing in general practice resulted in earlier diagnosis of HIV infection [270]. 

Healthcare services for indicator diseases

Evidence included: 5 Grade III studies

Healthcare services that provide specialised care for diseases that are classified as HIV indicator diseases, such as tuberculosis, lymphoma, and hepatitis B and C, serve populations with a high HIV prevalence. Diagnosis of HIV in patients with co-morbidities that results in initiation of antiretroviral therapy may improve response to treatment and survival [271]. The European AIDS Clinical Society has developed a list of indicator diseases that are associated with a higher than 1% incidence of co-morbid HIV infection, ranging from 3% among individuals with perinatal listeriosis to 94% with meningitis cryptococcosis [272]. Prevalence of HIV among tuberculosis patients is high, with studies in Italy and the UK reporting 10% to 13% of tuberculosis patients with HIV co-infection [273,274]. However, testing interventions must be sensitive to the special needs of this patient group, taking into consideration stress related to the initial diagnosis or fear of added stigma. Healthcare provider barriers also exist, with clinicians from non-HIV specialties sometimes reluctant to get involved in HIV testing [96]. 

A review of European countries testing policies showed that 13 of 18 (68%) countries report an ‘opt-in’ approach to testing tuberculosis patients [157]. In the UK, testing is also recommended for patients in healthcare services for those diagnosed with hepatitis B, hepatitis C and lymphoma.

Despite these recommendations, HIV testing rates in indicator disease services is low. Three Grade III studies of test offer in countries that recommend ‘opt-in’ testing have found wide variation in testing practices between healthcare providers, with many practicing a broader version of risk-based testing. A retrospective study of ‘opt-in’ testing in a lymphoma clinic in the UK found 41% of patients had not been offered an HIV test by their doctors. Of the patients who were tested, the study found a prevalence of previously undiagnosed HIV infection of 3.5% [275]. In one Australian study, only 43% of respiratory specialists and 80% of infectious diseases specialists responding to an anonymous questionnaire reported offering HIV testing to all tuberculosis patients [96]. A retrospective study from county medical records in the United States found that 63% of tuberculosis patients had been tested for HIV under an ‘opt-in’ testing strategy, however analysis revealed that HIV testing was largely limited to patients with additional HIV risk factors despite the cohort having an HIV seroprevalence of at least 12% [276].

An ‘opt-out’ strategy to increase HIV testing has been trialled with mixed results, as reported by two Grade III studies. One study of hepatitis B and C and tuberculosis patients from the UK found an overall decrease in testing from 31% under an ‘opt-in’ strategy to 20% under an ‘opt-out’ strategy. Offer of test varied by disease, with 39% of hepatitis B or C patients and 5.5% of tuberculosis patients tested for HIV according to recommendations [277]. In contrast, a retrospective study from Canada reported an increase of HIV testing of tuberculosis patients from 45% under ‘opt-in’ testing to 82% after ‘opt-out’ testing was implemented [278]. 

Community settings

Evidence included: 2 Grade IB studies, 1 Grade IIB study, 11 Grade III studies

The community represents an opportunity for diagnosing individuals who may not have contact with healthcare services, especially in hard-to-reach populations. Community HIV testing facilities provide HIV testing within the community but are not based in hospitals or STI clinics. HIV testing may take place in two different types of community settings: those which are specialist clinics providing sexual health services, such as young people’s services or mobile clinics, and those which are non-medical settings, such as bars and sex-on-premises venues. 

A Grade IB systematic literature review of 41 community testing studies (including nine studies in the UK, two from the Netherlands, and one from Italy) determined the feasibility, acceptability and effectiveness of carrying out HIV testing in community settings [279]. Thirty-four studies targeted one or more specific populations, including MSM, migrants, IDUs and young people. Uptake of HIV testing ranged from 9% to 75%, and increased uptake was not correlated with any particular population or type of testing facility. Of 24 studies reporting seropositivity rates, 19 found a positivity of 1% or above, with highest rates in venues targeting MSM (2%–6%) and black Africans (3%). A further two studies targeting general population found seropositivity rates of 0.8% and 0.9% [279]. 

The benefits of rapid testing are most evident in community testing sites, with less access to laboratories and difficulties ensuring return for results at a second visit. One Grade IB, one Grade IIB, and two Grade III studies comparing rapid testing with standard HIV testing reported a significantly higher receipt of results and return for confirmatory testing among rapid testers [229,230,280,281]. Six Grade III studies report attitudes towards, and acceptability of, rapid testing in community settings. All studies found client satisfaction was overall high, and the availability of same-day testing and results does influence the decision to test [181,281–285]. 

The community presents a special set of challenges to implementing effective HIV testing programmes. Two Grade III qualitative studies in the UK identified patient concerns about community testing, including issues of confidentiality, stigma and whether HIV testing was too serious to be carried out in social settings such as bars [82,286]. One study reported the perspective of the owners of gay venues used for community testing and found that while they were generally supportive of HIV testing, they were also concerns that HIV testing might repel customers, and also that the behaviour of clients would be modified immediately after the test, increasing the possibility of unsafe sex. There are also some reservations about the safety of HIV testing in non-medical settings [286]. One Grade III United States study reported the main difficulties faced by services providing community testing included staffing, training, contacting patients for positive results and sustainability of programmes [287]. 

Prisons

Evidence included: 2 Grade IIA, 3 Grade III studies

Prisons are controlled environments in which HIV testing may be offered to a high-risk population that may be otherwise hard to reach. A cross-sectional survey of HIV infection and related risk behaviour in six European male prison populations in France, Germany, Italy, the Netherlands, Scotland, and Sweden found that prisoners reported high levels of HIV risk behaviour including: 25% ever injecting drugs, 71% had unprotected sexual intercourse with last casual partner, 3% reported sex with a man in the previous year, and 18% reported ever tattooing in prison, two thirds of whom had used shared needles. The survey offered anonymous HIV testing and found HIV seroprevalences ranging from 0.7% to 4.4% in the male incarcerated population [288]. A review of European HIV testing policies showed that 11 of 18 (61%) of European Union countries surveyed have policies to routinely test prisoners [157]. Despite these policies, there is little data on HIV testing rates and testing strategies in European prisons.

One large Grade III observational study from 48 correctional facilities in the United State reported the uptake and seroprevalence rates from HIV testing programmes in prisons using an ‘opt-in’ testing strategy. The study reported that testing uptake tripled between 1992 and 1998, and found an HIV prevalence of 3.4% in the incarcerated populations, with most new infections identified in prisoners whose identified risk was heterosexual contact (44%) followed by injecting drug use (37%) [289]. 

In prisons, use of rapid testing may be preferable where prisoners may be released early. Two Grade IIA prospective controlled studies from the United States of an ‘opt-out’ testing strategy using rapid oral mouth swab testing with written consent and without pre-test counselling reported an uptake of 59% in the men’s prison, and 78% in the women’s prison, with higher rates of uptake among individuals tested within 24 hours of arrival. Receipt of results in both studies was 99% [290,291]. 

Two Grade III studies from the United States report uptake and receipt of result using a rapid testing strategy. A prospective study of rapid testing in a women’s county jail resulted in an uptake of 46%. While 99.7% of women received their results, only 22% of the newly diagnosed prisoners entered into care, and none were retained in care six months after diagnosis [211]. A retrospective study of rapid testing in newly arriving inmates who requested or were referred to testing by medical staff found that 6% of booked inmates were tested for HIV. Of those who tested, 99.9% received their test results. Almost half (46%) of the inmates with a newly diagnosed infection reported heterosexual contact or no HIV risk behaviours. All individuals with reactive tests were referred to care, although the study did not report rates of entry into care [292]. 

Youth services

Evidence included: 1 Grade IB study, 6 Grade III studies

Young people are a poorly defined demographic which is underrepresented in the literature. Incidence estimates from the UK suggest that one in six new HIV infections occur in young people aged 16 to 24 years [293]. Ongoing HIV transmission among young people reflects a higher rate of risky sexual behaviour, higher rates of STIs, and multiple partnerships compared to older people [294]. However, testing rates among young people are low in many European countries due to a number of barriers [295]. Two qualitative studies of young people in the United States found that cost, lack of health insurance, and fear of judgement were the main barriers to HIV testing among young people aged 18 to 26 [296,297]. Where free access to HIV testing is not available, financial barriers also exist for young people.

Youth services exist in some European countries to provide personal and social support to young people, often targeting at-risk communities. Established youth services present an opportunity to provide HIV testing to young people who may not present to other healthcare services. Despite growing interest in this area, there is little data evaluating HIV testing interventions in youth services. One Grade III qualitative study evaluated experiences of young people aged 18 to 24 who accepted an HIV test in youth services in Sweden and found that young people prefer a quick and easy testing procedure including a short pre-test discussion and telephone receipt of the test result [298]. 

A wider body of evidence is available on HIV testing interventions specifically targeting young people in medical or community settings. Three Grade III studies of standard HIV counselling and testing in young people were identified. In the UK, a pilot of HIV testing within a community organisation providing sexual health advice to young people reported 72% of men aged 16 to 25 years accepted standard HIV testing and counselling [299]. Acceptance of HIV testing among young people (aged 13 to 22) attending family planning clinics in the United States was lower in another study, with 46% agreeing to HIV testing [300]. HIV testing may be more acceptable to young people compared to older people, as one study from an emergency department in the United States reported 61% of young people aged 15 to 21 accepted HIV testing compared to 45% of adults aged 21 to 54 [294]. These three studies all offered standard HIV testing and counselling and found previously undiagnosed seropositivity rates ranging from 0.0% to 0.4% [294,299,300].

Strategies such as alternative test result notification and rapid testing have been trialled in one Grade IB and two Grade III studies to increase the number of young people receiving their test results as studies have reported that only 33% and 86% young people testing with standard HIV testing and counselling return to receive their results [299,301–303]. One randomised controlled trial from the United States compared two methods of giving HIV test results to young people (aged 13 to 24) at community testing sites, and found that 37% of those assigned to face-to-face notification returned to receive results compared with 58% of those assigned to telephone notification receiving their results [302]. One United States study comparing preference of rapid testing to standard testing in an urban hospital-based adolescent primary care clinic found 70% of individuals aged 13 to 22 chose rapid testing over standard testing, and those who chose a rapid test were more likely to receive their test results (91% vs. 47%) [304]. This study also found that young people preferred oral fluid rapid testing over other forms of rapid testing requiring venipuncture or finger prick [304]. This was supported by another study from the United States which evaluated youths’ (aged 13 to 24) preference for six different HIV testing methods: one oral fluid rapid test, two oral fluid non-rapid tests, one urine non-rapid test, and two finger-prick rapid tests). The study found the oral fluid rapid test was preferred because it was less invasive and because it provided quick results [305]. 

Anonymous testing

Evidence included: 2 Grade III studies

Anonymous testing services offer HIV testing without requiring name or other personal identifier. Some rely on this type of delivery of HIV testing where there may be fear of stigma and discrimination, or where financial and legal barriers to HIV testing exist. One review of European HIV testing practices found anonymous testing available in all European Union countries except the UK [157]. Anonymous testing can be provided in healthcare settings, such as STI clinics, or in community and non-healthcare settings, such as prisons. In France, 15% of all HIV tests are anonymous, coming from 339 anonymous HIV testing centres including 105 in prisons, and 170 centres affiliated to hospitals [306]. 

There is evidence that individuals choosing anonymous testing have a higher burden of HIV than those choosing confidential HIV testing [307]. In at least eight European countries (Austria, Czech Republic, Estonia, Germany, Hungary, Poland, Slovakia, and Slovenia), disenfranchised populations such as uninsured individuals, non-residents or undocumented migrants can access testing free of charge only through anonymous testing facilities [157]. Furthermore, populations with higher risk behaviours, such as injecting drug users and MSM, often opt for anonymous testing [307]. Anonymous testing is usually free of charge, although in Germany a fee applies which may be waived under certain circumstances [157]. 

Rapid testing has found extremely high acceptability in anonymous testing sites, with two Grade III studies from the United States and Canada reporting between 91% and 96% of attendees choosing a rapid test over standard testing [281,308]. Rapid testing has also resulted in a higher proportion receiving test results, with 100% of those opting for rapid testing receiving results, compared with 86% to 91% of those choosing standard testing [281,308]. An important disadvantage of anonymous testing is that it is difficult to ensure access to care for those diagnosed with HIV infection. No studies were found on strategies to ensure access to care. 
4	Conclusions

Surveillance data from a number of European countries over the past decade reveal high and increasing numbers of undiagnosed infections and a high proportion of late presenters among those diagnosed. These findings indicate that current efforts to diagnose HIV early are failing and there is an urgent need to review current HIV testing strategies across Europe. The aim of the review was to review the available literature on the benefits of testing for HIV, barriers to testing and effective strategies to overcome these while ensuring access to treatment and care.

The individual benefits of HIV testing are undisputed. Without it, infected individuals will remain unaware of their infections for many years and eventually present with an AIDS-related illness, which, left untreated, will lead to a fatal outcome. In contrast, early diagnosis and treatment of HIV infection today guarantees an almost normal life span largely free of serious illnesses. There is also important new research suggesting the public health benefits of HIV testing, both in terms of promoting safer sexual behaviour among diagnosed individuals and reduced infectiousness related to antiretroviral treatment. 

The cost of treatment and care for individuals diagnosed promptly after infection is significantly lower than for those diagnosed late in the course of infection. In the United States and France, routine one-time testing was found to be cost effective, even in low HIV prevalence populations. Cost effectiveness is improved when secondary transmission benefits are included, and when newly diagnosed patients are successfully linked to HIV treatment and care. 

Barriers to HIV testing are well described in Europe, with three reviews drawing from nearly thirty European studies which identified various barriers to testing, most of which were published in the past five years. The majority of studies focus on the needs of sub-Saharan African and MSM populations. For ease of reference, identified barriers were categorised at the individual, healthcare provider and institutional levels. These included: 

Individual level barriers: low risk perception, low knowledge of HIV and benefits of treatment, lack of information about how and where to access testing as well information around the test itself, stigma and concerns regarding confidentiality. 

Healthcare provider barriers: lack of training to perform HIV testing and counselling, low knowledge levels about HIV resulting in poor risk assessment, and discomfort approaching the subject of HIV and sexual histories of patients.

Institutional barriers: lack of or poorly implemented HIV testing policies and programmes, lack of allocated resources, the presence of legal and financial obstacles in accessing care, for example among undocumented migrants and IDUs.

The review found a number of strategies to overcome these barriers. Mass media HIV campaigns were shown to have an impact on behaviour, with most HIV testing campaigns successfully increasing HIV testing rates in the short term. There was less evidence of changes in knowledge and attitudes towards HIV following such campaigns. 

There was good evidence showing that individuals are more likely to test when they perceive a benefit to diagnosis. While medical benefits were clearly important, these benefits alone did not appear to be sufficient to motivate individuals to test. Addressing concerns of stigma and perceived discrimination was particularly important. These barriers were addressed by ‘normalisation’ of the testing procedure and the introduction of a universal offer of an HIV test (sometimes referred to ‘opt-out’ testing). All published literature comparing universal offer (‘opt-out’) testing with a risk based (‘opt-in’) found higher uptake rates in setting where testing was offered to all individuals as part of routine care (‘universal’ offer). This approach was found to be highly acceptable to both patients and staff in a variety of settings. Furthermore, the recommendation of HIV testing from a healthcare provider was important in the patient’s decision to test. Training healthcare providers increased HIV testing rates, improved healthcare providers’ attitudes towards HIV, and boosted confidence when conducting tests. 

It must be noted that the review found inconsistent use in the literature of the terms ‘opt-in’ and ‘opt-out’ testing, and these were frequently interchanged or misused. Additionally, there is some redundancy, with terms indiscriminately being interchanged or combined with terms such as ‘routine,’ ‘universal’ and ‘provider-initiated’ testing. The term ‘universal offer’ of testing best describes a routine offer of an HIV test to all individuals and we would recommend avoiding the terms ‘opt-out’ , ‘opt-in’ and provider initiated.

Studies showed that counselling is effective in reducing sexual risk behaviour among HIV-positive individuals and therefore also reducing the risk of onward transmission of the infection. However, limited or no benefits were identified in those who tested HIV negative. These findings cast some doubts on the effectiveness of pre-test counselling. Historically, prior to antiviral therapy, pre-test counselling was a fundamental part of the HIV testing process. It provided a valuable opportunity to discuss an individual’s risk of HIV and given that no effective treatment was available, many patients chose not to test. In the era of effective antiretroviral therapy, the benefits of testing and treatment far outweigh any potential adverse impact related to testing. The literature review also found little evidence that conveying safer sex messages prior to an HIV test reduces sexual risk behaviour. Furthermore, some healthcare providers found pre-test counselling intimidating and time-consuming and a barrier to testing. This was particularly the case in non-traditional settings where HIV testing is increasingly conducted by non-HIV specialists. Alternatives to pre-test counselling were evaluated. Brief pre-test information was found to be acceptable to patients and effective in with conveying knowledge about HIV and associated risk behaviours. Innovative use of video or other technologies were also effective. 

Alternative diagnostic tests to simplify the testing process and motivate both patients and staff have been trialled in recent years. The introduction of rapid tests have been acceptable to both patients and staff, with the additional benefit of increasing receipt of results compared to conventional HIV tests in some studies. These tests are promising in a range of setting including testing in the community.

The literature confirmed that routine offer of HIV testing in antenatal, STI, and harm reduction services is acceptable and effective. However, more studies are needed in non-traditional settings, such as acute and primary care settings and prisons. Of concern was the low proportion of newly diagnosed individuals seeking HIV treatment and care following testing in prison, community, and anonymous testing sites.

The review identified some important gaps in our knowledge. Overall, few high quality studies were conducted in the area of HIV testing in Europe. The United Kingdom is the EU/EFTA country with the largest number of studies in this field, followed by the Netherlands, France, and Italy. While there is no doubt of the benefit of HIV testing and treatment for the individual, further evidence is required to better understand the impact of HIV testing and treatment on reducing transmission at the community level. 

Evidence of effectiveness of HIV testing initiatives from Europe are lacking, particularly in non-traditional settings, such as community and acute care settings. More research is also needed to determine the optimal frequency of HIV testing among all populations. There is currently no evidence to support annual or more frequent testing of any population. Current policies on testing frequency are primarily guided by expert opinion. Although all European countries have an HIV testing policy in some form, there is some evidence that HIV testing practice varies. Audits of national HIV testing guidelines are needed to identify problems in implementation and other needs, such as training of healthcare providers or logistical barriers. Finally, only one study on the cost-effectiveness of HIV testing has been conducted in Europe

Much of the evidence in the review has been therefore drawn from studies conducted in the United States. While many findings can be extrapolated to the European context, it must be noted that the HIV epidemic in the United States has unique features and the delivery of healthcare is very different to many of the European countries. For example, the United States has recommended scale up of HIV testing in acute settings such as the emergency departments as a key strategy for identifying infections in vulnerable populations such as black Americans. It may not be the case that vulnerable populations in Europe attend these facilities in large enough numbers to warrant a testing programme in this setting. 

Despite these caveats, the evidence from the United States provides valuable evidence on strategies or approaches that are transferable to the European setting. These findings highlight the need to expand testing across Europe to ensure that HIV programmes are vigorously monitored and evaluated. With few randomised controlled trials feasible on HIV testing strategies, high quality outcome evaluation data will be critical in assessing the acceptability, feasibility, effectiveness and cost-effectiveness and sustainability of HIV programmes at the local and national level. 


Appendix 1: List of countries

European Union Member States

Austria

Belgium

Bulgaria

Cyprus

Czech Republic

Denmark

Estonia

Finland

France

Germany

Greece

Hungary

Ireland

Italy

Latvia

Lithuania

Luxembourg

Malta

Netherlands

Poland

Portugal

Romania

Slovakia

Slovenia

Spain

Sweden

United Kingdom

EEA/EFTA Member States

Iceland

Switzerland

Norway
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Appendix 2: Search methods

The following is the search strategy for HIV-testing-related publications with the number of articles identified with each term individually, and in combination.

		1

		hiv.ti,ab 

		175683 



		2

		exp HIV/ 

		67268 



		3

		1 or 2 

		185321 



		4

		(test* OR counsel* OR VCT OR ‘voluntary counsel*’ OR HIV-ct).ti,ab 

		1701495 



		5

		exp MASS SCREENING/ 

		81836 



		6

		4 or 5 

		1759277 



		7

		(austria* OR belgi* OR bulgaria* OR cyprus* OR cypriot OR czech* OR denmark* OR danish* OR estonia* OR finland* OR finnish* OR france* OR french* OR german* OR greec* OR greek* OR hungary* OR hungarian OR iceland* OR ireland* OR irish* OR italy* OR italian OR latvia* OR lithuania* OR luxembourg* OR malta* OR maltese* OR netherland* OR holland* OR dutch* OR poland* OR polish* OR portug* OR romania* OR slovak* OR sloven* OR spain* OR spanish* OR sweden* OR swedish* OR switzerland* OR swiss* OR liechtenstein* OR norway* OR norweg*).ti,ab 

		453337 



		8

		exp GREAT BRITAIN/ 

		255011 



		9

		exp EUROPE/ 

		921646 



		10

		europe*.ti,ab 

		122226 



		11

		(‘united kingdom’ OR UK OR scotland OR scottish OR england OR english OR wales OR welch OR london OR britain OR british).ti,ab 

		179173 



		12

		(madrid* OR milan* OR barcelona* OR berlin* OR paris* OR athens* OR rome* OR katowice* OR hamburg* OR naples* OR warsaw* OR frankfurt* OR munich* OR brussels* OR lisbon* OR vienna* OR manchester* OR brighton* OR budapest* OR amsterdam* OR stuttgart* OR stockholm* OR bucharest* OR rotterdam* OR copenhagen* OR lyon* OR prague* OR zurich* OR dublin* OR helsinki* OR riga* OR sofia* OR talinn* OR reykjavic* OR oslo* OR vilnius* OR bratislava* OR ljunljana*).ti,ab 

		91528 



		13

		7 OR 8 OR 9 OR 10 OR 11 OR 12 

		1310908 



		14

		3 AND 6 

		36916 



		15

		13 and 14 [Limit to: Publication Year 2005-Current and (CheckTags Humans)] 

		1327 



		16

		exp UNITED STATES/

		946882



		17

		exp CANADA/

		98219



		18

		exp AUSTRALIA/

		77293



		19

		16 or 17 or 18

		1104372



		20

		14 and 19 [Limit to: Publication Year 2005-Current and (CheckTags Humans)] 

		1593



		21

		15 OR 20 [Limit to: Publication Year 2005-Current and (CheckTags Humans) and (CheckTags Humans)]

		2829










Appendix 3: Levels and grading of evidence

Table A 

		Level 

		Type of evidence 



		Ia 

		Evidence obtained from meta-analysis of randomised controlled trials 



		Ib 

		Evidence obtained from at least one randomised controlled trial 



		IIa 

		Evidence obtained from at least one well-designed controlled study without randomisation 



		IIb 

		Evidence obtained from at least one type of well-designed quasi-experimental study 



		III 

		Evidence obtained from well-designed, non-experimental descriptive studies, such as comparative studies, correlation studies and case control studies 



		IV 

		Evidence obtained from expert committee reports or opinions and/or clinical experience of respected authorities 
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