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Results	
  

The	
  sample	
  yielded	
  was	
  131	
  ar@cles.	
  Each	
  ar@cle	
  was	
  then	
  placed	
  within	
  one	
  of	
  the	
  
following	
  categories	
  depending	
  on	
  its	
  theme	
  (Figure	
  2):	
  	
  
¤  Ar@cles	
  showcasing	
  arguments	
  	
  
¤  Ar@cles	
  providing	
  context	
  	
  
¤  Scien@fic	
  research	
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Figure	
  2	
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The	
  ar@cles	
  within	
  the	
  ”argument”	
  category	
  were	
  analyzed	
  by	
  the	
  research	
  team.	
  The	
  
posi@ons	
  and	
  arguments	
  presented	
  in	
  each	
  ar@cle	
  were	
  summarized	
  in	
  a	
  table.	
  Using	
  
this	
  table,	
  the	
  research	
  team	
  proceeded	
  to	
  iden@fy	
  and	
  map	
  emerging	
  themes.	
  A	
  
modified	
  posi@onal	
  map3	
  was	
  developed	
  based	
  on	
  these	
  themes	
  (Figure	
  3).	
  Each	
  line	
  
in	
  the	
  posi@onal	
  map	
  represents	
  a	
  “line	
  of	
  argument”	
  found	
  in	
  sample.	
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This	
  project	
  provides	
  an	
  overview	
  of	
  the	
  posi@ons	
  and	
  
arguments	
  on	
  HIVST.	
  This	
  project	
  underlines	
  how	
  these	
  
posi@ons	
  and	
  arguments	
  come	
  together	
  in	
  the	
  literature.	
  	
  
As	
  such,	
  it	
  allows	
  for	
  new	
  research	
  gaps	
  	
  and	
  new	
  research	
  
ques@ons	
  to	
  be	
  iden@fied.	
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Introduc@on	
  
Background:	
  In	
  recent	
  years,	
  HIV	
  self-­‐tes@ng	
  
(HIVST)	
  has	
  received	
  a	
  great	
  deal	
  of	
  aFen@on	
  in	
  
the	
  field	
  of	
  HIV	
  because	
  of	
  its	
  poten@al	
  impact	
  on	
  
access	
  and	
  uptake	
  of	
  HIV	
  tes@ng.	
  For	
  the	
  purpose	
  
of	
  this	
  project,	
  the	
  following	
  ques@on	
  was	
  
addressed	
  –	
  What	
  are	
  the	
  exis@ng	
  posi@ons	
  and	
  
arguments	
  on	
  HIVST	
  in	
  the	
  scien@fic	
  literature?	
  	
  

Objec0ve:	
  The	
  objec@ve	
  of	
  this	
  project	
  was	
  to	
  
iden@fy	
  and	
  map	
  the	
  current	
  posi@ons	
  and	
  
arguments	
  on	
  HIVST.	
  These	
  findings	
  will	
  contribute	
  
to	
  further	
  research	
  on	
  this	
  topic	
  and	
  a	
  more	
  
comprehensive	
  mapping	
  project.	
  

Figure	
  11	
  

Methodology	
  

Full-­‐text	
  ar@cles	
  that	
  presented	
  one	
  or	
  mul@ple	
  
arguments	
  on	
  HIVST	
  published	
  at	
  any	
  @me	
  and	
  
anywhere	
  in	
  the	
  world	
  were	
  analyzed.	
  	
  	
  

The	
  literature	
  was	
  thoroughly	
  reviewed	
  to	
  present	
  
all	
  the	
  posi@ons	
  on	
  HIVST.	
  This	
  project	
  followed	
  the	
  
principles	
  of	
  situa@onal	
  analysis	
  as	
  described	
  by	
  
Clarke2.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  review	
  was	
  conducted	
  using	
  the	
  following	
  
search	
  engines:	
  
¤  PubMed	
  
¤  CINAHL	
  (Cumula@ve	
  Index	
  to	
  Nursing	
  and	
  Allied	
  

Health	
  Literature)	
  	
  
¤  Embase	
  

The	
  key	
  words	
  used	
  	
  in	
  the	
  search	
  engines	
  were:	
  
¤  “Self-­‐tes@ng”	
  AND	
  HIV	
  
¤  “Self-­‐test”	
  AND	
  HIV	
  
¤  “Home	
  tes@ng”	
  AND	
  HIV	
  
¤  “Home	
  test”	
  AND	
  HIV	
  

Eligibility	
  Criteria	
  

Mapping	
  the	
  Terrain:	
  A	
  Situa0onal	
  Analysis	
  of	
  HIV	
  Self-­‐Tes0ng	
  

Key	
  words	
  in	
  0tle	
   PubMed	
   CINAHL	
   Total	
  

“Self-­‐tes@ng”	
  AND	
  HIV	
   41	
   2	
   43	
  
“Self-­‐test”	
  AND	
  HIV	
   4	
   0	
   4	
  
“Home	
  tes@ng”	
  AND	
  HIV	
   15	
   28	
   43	
  
“Home	
  test”	
  AND	
  HIV	
   21	
   20	
   41	
  
Total	
   81	
   50	
   131	
  

The	
  search	
  results	
  in	
  number	
  of	
  ar@cles	
  per	
  key	
  word	
  combina@on	
  and	
  per	
  database	
  
are	
  provided	
  in	
  Table	
  1.	
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