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HIV-related stigma trends in the general 
population of India during an era of 
antiretroviral treatment expansion, 2005-16

Background In India, which has the world’s third-largest HIV epidemic, the 
extent to which levels of HIV-related stigma have changed during an era of 
ART scale-up is unknown.

Methods We analyzed data from the 2005-06 and 2015-16 National Fami-
ly Health Surveys (NFHS) to estimate trends in two stigma domains among 
people in the general population: desires for social distance from people living 
with HIV (ie, unwillingness to interact) and fear of serostatus disclosure in 
the case of a hypothetical HIV infection. We fitted multivariable linear prob-
ability models to the data with year of NFHS as the explanatory variable and 
alternately specifying fear of disclosure or desires for social distance as the 
dependent variable. Analyses were stratified by sex, state, and high vs low HIV 
prevalence states.

Results We included data on 172 795 women and 159 194 men. Desires for 
social distance declined in 2015-16 compared with 2005-06 (38% in 2015-16 
vs 43% in 2005-06; adjusted b = -0.046; 95% confidence interval (CI = -0.049 
to -0.043; P < 0.001) but fear of serostatus disclosure increased (31% in 2005-
06 vs 37% in 2015-16; adjusted b = 0.058; 95% CI = 0.055-0.062; P < 0.001). 
Declines in social distancing were more pronounced among men and in high 
HIV prevalence states. Increased fear of serostatus disclosure was greater 
among women and in high HIV prevalence states. There was significant vari-
ability in trends disaggregated by state.

Conclusions During the first decade of ART scale-up in India, fear of HIV 
serostatus disclosure in the general population increased despite a decline in 
desires for social distance.
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HIV-related stigma, the social discrediting or devaluation associated with HIV [1], 
has been associated with reduced uptake of voluntary counseling and testing [2-4], 
increased high-risk sexual behavior [5,6], reduced likelihood of serostatus disclosure 
[7-9], and suboptimal uptake of antiretroviral therapy (ART) [10-12]. Consequent-
ly, HIV-related stigma has been recognized as a major impediment to HIV preven-
tion and treatment efforts worldwide [13,14] and the UNAIDS 90-90-90 goals [15].

In the general population, dimensions of HIV-related stigma include negative atti-
tudes towards people living with HIV (PLHIV)—particularly desires for social dis-
tance [16] (or unwillingness to interact) which are often related to instrumental 
fears about casual transmission—that may manifest behaviorally as enacted stigma 
against PLHIV [17]. Additionally, people in the general population may harbor an-
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ticipated stigma. Although this term is typically applied to persons with a stigmatized attribute [18] who 
may expect negative consequences such as exclusion or condemnation from others [16], the concept of 
anticipated stigma can also be applied to members of the general population, who may expect negative 
consequences should a hypothetical HIV infection be disclosed to others [19-21].

Because so few interventions have been shown to reduce HIV-related stigma on a national or regional scale 
[22,23], there has been interest on whether ART scale-up itself might reduce levels of HIV-related stigma. 
On a theoretical level, the impact of widespread access to ART on HIV-related stigma in the general pop-
ulation has been a subject of some debate. On the one hand, it has been argued that ART scale-up might 
worsen feelings of blaming or moral outrage in the community and create an “ART stigma” [24], wherein 
the physical health benefits afforded by ART are perceived as allowing PLHIV to renew promiscuous behav-
iors and transmit HIV to others [25,26]. On the other hand, ART has been argued to reduce stigma through 
improvements in physical health and HIV-related symptom burden that reduce the extent to which PLHIV 
internalize stigmatizing beliefs [27,28] and enable the economic rehabilitation and social reintegration of 
PLHIV [29,30]. This, in combination with the educational campaigns that typically accompany ART scale-
up, weakens the symbolic representation of HIV/AIDS as a disease linked with imminent death [31].

Population data from sub-Saharan Africa suggest modest declines in social distancing but an increase in 
fear of serostatus disclosure during the current era of ART expansion [20,21]. However, although work 
has been done on HIV-related stigma among PLHIV in India [32] as well as stigma among members of 
key populations such as men who have sex with men, people who inject drugs, and sex workers [33-35], 
there are no data on HIV-related stigma trends among the general population in India. This is a significant 
gap in the literature, given that India has the third-largest HIV epidemic in the world at over 2.1 million 
PLHIV, highly concentrated among people who inject drugs, transgender women, men who have sex with 
men, and female sex workers [9,36]. India has significantly expanded access to ART over the last decade 
in an effort to reach the goal of an AIDS-free generation by 2030 [37], although suboptimal rates of ART 
uptake and retention in care continue to undermine this goal [9,38,39].

Policymakers need data about the extent to which levels of HIV-related stigma have actually changed in 
India during the recent era of ART scale-up. If levels of stigma are shown to be decreasing substantially 
over time, it would suggest that efforts to expand ART access (and concomitant educational and outreach 
activities) may be effective in reducing stigma. However, if stigma is shown to be stable, declining min-
imally, or even worsening over time, it would suggest that ART expansion alone is insufficient to miti-
gate stigma in the community and that further measures are needed to counteract stigma. Disaggregating 
these trends by state / union territory (hereafter referred to as “state” or “states” for ease of exposition) 
would highlight the regions where such anti-stigma measures are especially needed. To help fill this gap 
in knowledge, this study used data from the 2005-06 and 2015-16 India National Family Health Sur-
veys (NFHS) to understand secular trends in HIV-related stigma among the general population in India.

METHODS

India National Family Health Surveys

The NFHS is a population-based survey designed to be representative at the national, state, and (for some 
key indicators) district levels. There have been four iterations of the NFHS, with only the last two sur-
veys (conducted November 2005-August 2006 and January 2015-December 2016) overlapping with ART 
scale-up. The NFHS use a stratified two-stage cluster sampling design using villages (rural areas) or Census 
Enumeration Blocks (urban areas) at the first stage followed by a random selection of 22 households at 
the second stage. By design, the majority of respondents are women. Details of the sampling procedures 
are included in the full published reports [40]. Ethical approval for each DHS/AIS survey was obtained 
from appropriate national entities; all data used for this analysis are de-identified and publicly available.

Measurement of HIV-related stigma

As with other Demographic and Health Surveys [19,20], the standardization of NFHS questions, includ-
ing those on HIV-related stigma, allows for the analysis of temporal trends in attitudes. The primary out-
comes of interest from the NFHS were fear of HIV serostatus disclosure and desires for social distance. 
Fear of disclosure was assessed by the question “If a member of your family got infected with the AIDS 
virus, would you want it to remain a secret or not?” Positive responses to this question reflect anticipated 
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stigma in the general population, ie, the expectation of rejection or condemnation if one’s hypothetical 
stigmatized status were revealed to others [41]. Desires for social distance were assessed by three ques-
tions: “If a member of your family became sick with AIDS, would you be willing to care for her or him 
in your own household?” (a question that may also capture fear of courtesy stigma [1,42]), “Would you 
buy fresh vegetables from a shopkeeper or vendor if you knew that this person had the AIDS virus?’” and 
“In your opinion, if a female teacher has the AIDS virus but is not sick, should she be allowed to contin-
ue teaching in the school?” Positive responses to these questions reflect desires for social distance from 
people living with HIV [16], often motivated by instrumental concerns about casual transmission or pre-
occupations with the symbolic association of HIV with deviance and moral turpitude.

Statistical analysis

We merged the 2005-06 and 2015-16 NFHS data sets into a single data set, with year of NFHS as a vari-
able. We used two-sample tests of proportion to compare the prevalence of the stigma measures between 
2005-06 and 2015-16. To estimate trends using a regression framework, we fitted linear probability mod-
els to the data with year of NFHS (2015-16 vs 2005-06) as the primary explanatory variable of interest 
and alternately specifying fear of disclosure or desires for social distance ( = 1 if participants endorsed any 
of the three social distance items) as the dependent variable. To account for compositional changes that 
could potentially confound any observed trends, we adjusted for socio-demographic variables, includ-
ing age, gender, educational attainment, marital status, household asset wealth [43,44], and employment 
status. We also adjusted for HIV knowledge, operationalized as the number of correct responses to five 
questions about HIV prevention and transmission; this variable is identical to the UNAIDS core indicator 
on comprehensive HIV knowledge [45] (see Appendix S1 in the Online Supplementary Document).

We conducted stratified analyses to assess the extent to which stigma trends differed by covariates of po-
tential policy relevance. First, we conducted stratified analyses in which the multivariable regression mod-
els were fitted to data from the 29 individual states with data in both the 2005-06 and 2015-16 NFHS. 
Second, we extracted data on state HIV prevalence and overall country HIV prevalence from the India 
HIV Estimations 2017 Technical Report [36]. Then we stratified the estimates by low vs high HIV preva-
lence states, with the cutoff set at the overall HIV prevalence in India in 2017, 0.22%. To formally test the 
hypothesis that the trends for year of NFHS were different, we fitted a multivariable regression model to 
the entire sample and included a product term for the interaction between state HIV prevalence (greater 
than or equal to 0.22% vs less than 0.22%) and year of NFHS.

The alpha level to determine statistical significance was set at the conventional standard of 0.05. Given 
the large sample sizes, the magnitudes of the estimates are emphasized in the discussion below. All anal-
yses were performed using Stata software (Version 15.0, StataCorp, College Station, TX, USA).

RESULTS

The overall response rate for both NFHS was greater than 87% for both women and men. We included 
data from 172 795 women and 159 194 men in the complete-case analyses. Participant characteristics 
are stratified by gender in Table 1 and Table 2. The three-item social distance scale showed acceptable 
internal consistency, with a Cronbach’s alpha of 0.70. Overall, women and men appeared to endorse de-
sires for social distance (41% vs 39%; χ2 = 250, P < 0.001) and fear of serostatus disclosure (35% vs 34%; 
χ2 = 11, P = 0.001) to a similar degree.

Table 1. Characteristics of female NFHS participants, 2005-06 and 2015-16*

Characteristic Overall (n = 172 795) 2005-06 (n = 83 826) 2015-16 (n = 88 969)

Age, mean (SD), years 29.2 (9.5) 28.7 (9.3) 29.6 (9.6)

Achieved more than primary education 70% 70% 71%

Married 68% 67% 70%

Household asset index, mean (SD)* 35 126 (92,382) 37 605 (91,297) 32 790 (93,333)

Employed 27% 32% 23%

HIV knowledge score (out of 5), mean (SD) 3.5 (1.4) 3.5 (1.5) 3.5 (1.3)

Endorsed desires for social distance 41% 43% 40%

Endorsed fears of disclosure 35% 31% 38%

* More information about the construction of the household asset index can be found in Filmer & Pritchett (1999,2001). Informa-
tion about how the household asset index was specifically operationalized in the DHS/AIS is available at: http://www.dhsprogram.
com/topics/wealth-index/Index.cfm.
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The desire for social distance declined from 43% in 2005-
06 to 38% in 2015-16 (χ2 = 665, P < 0.001). The decline 
was somewhat more pronounced among men (42% to 
36%; χ2 = 485, P < 0.001) than among women (43% to 
40%; χ2 = 169, P < 0.001). Conversely, the fear of serosta-
tus disclosure rose from 31% in 2005-06 to 37% in 2015-
16 (χ2 = 1100, P < 0.001). This rise appeared to be more 
pronounced among women (31% to 38%; χ2 = 1200, 
P < 0.001) than among men (32% to 35%; χ2 = 167, 
P < 0.001).

Compared with high HIV prevalence states, low HIV 
prevalence states had less social distancing (39% vs 41%; 
χ2 = 133, P < 0.001) and fear of serostatus disclosure (30% 
vs 43%; χ2 = 61,00, P < 0.001). Trends in prevalence of 
stigma by state are shown in Figure 1 and Figure 2, as 
well as Appendix S1 in the Online Supplementary Doc-
ument. In 2015-16, the percentage endorsing social dis-
tancing ranged from 15% (Mizoram) to 61% (Megha-
laya) while the percentage endorsing fear of disclosure 
ranged from 10% (Manipur) to 76% (Puducherry). Of 
the 29 states with data in both the 2005-06 and 2015-
16 NFHS, we found a declining trend in social distanc-
ing in 22 (76%) states, with the 2015-16 prevalence of 
social distancing varying by a factor of four. In contrast, 
we found an increase in fear of serostatus disclosure in 19 
(66%) out of 29 states, with the 2015-16 prevalence of 
fear of serostatus disclosure varying by a factor of seven.

We estimated a statistically significant negative association 
between year of NFHS and desires for social distance (ad-
justed b = -0.046; 95% confidence interval (CI) = -0.049 
to -0.043; P < 0.001) but a statistically significant positive 
association between year of NFHS and fears of disclosure 

(adjusted b = 0.058; 95% CI = 0.055-0.062; P < 0.001) (Table 3). These regression coefficients suggest an 
approximately five percentage-point decrease in desires for social distance and a six percentage-point in-
crease in fear of serostatus disclosure from 2005-06 to 2015-16, after adjustment for covariates, in line 
with the descriptive statistics described above. These estimates suggest relative changes between 10%-
20% compared with the baseline prevalence of the stigma variables.

Results for regression models for individual states with data from 2005-06 and 2015-16 are available in 
Appendix S2 in the Online Supplementary Document. There was significant heterogeneity across states, 
with some states experiencing declines in social distancing and others not, and with some states experi-
encing increases in disclosure fears and others not.

Figure 2. Trends in prevalence of fear of HIV serostatus disclosure 
in 29 states / union territories, 2005-2006 to 2015-2016; by state/
union territory.

Figure 1. Trends in prevalence of desires for social distance in 29 
states / union territories, 2005-2006 to 2015-2016; by state/union 
territory.

Table 2. Characteristics of male NFHS participants, 2005-06 and 2015-16*

Characteristic Overall (n = 159 194) 2005-06 (n = 63 445) 2015-16 (n = 95 749)

Age, mean (SD), years 31.2 (10.8) 30.6 (10.6) 31.6 (10.9)

Achieved more than primary education 78% 77% 78%

Married 61% 59% 63%

Household asset index, mean (SD)* 22 693 (93,930) 20 560 (92,262) 24 107 (94,993)

Employed 78% 83% 75%

HIV knowledge score (out of 5), mean (SD) 3.9 (1.2) 3.9 (1.2) 3.8 (1.2)

Endorsed desires for social distance 39% 42% 36%

Endorsed fears of disclosure 34% 32% 35%

SD – standard deviation
*More information about the construction of the household asset index can be found in Filmer & Pritchett (1999,2001). Informa-
tion about how the household asset index was specifically operationalized in the DHS/AIS is available at: http://www.dhsprogram.
com/topics/wealth-index/Index.cfm. All t tests / χ-2 tests for differences by gender yielded P values of less than 0.001.
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The magnitude of the negative association between time and desires for social distance was greater 
in high-prevalence states (adjusted b = -0.066; 95% CI = -0.071 to -0.060; P < 0.001) compared with 
low-prevalence states (adjusted b = -0.029; 95% CI = -0.033 to -0.025; P < 0.001). The magnitude of the 
positive association between time and fears of disclosure was also greater in high-prevalence states (adjust-
ed b = 0.142; 95% CI = 0.136-0.148; P < 0.001) compared with low-prevalence states (adjusted b = 0.075; 
95% CI = 0.071-0.079; P < 0.001). These differences in high vs low prevalence states were both statisti-
cally significant based on the product term coefficients (P < 0.001).

DISCUSSION

In this analysis of serial cross-sectional data on more than 300 000 persons in the general population of 
India from 2005-16, a period characterized by significant ART scale-up activity, we found evidence for 
a decrease in desires for social distance but an increase in fear of HIV serostatus disclosure. These trends 
were not explained by compositional changes in HIV knowledge or socio-demographic characteristics. 
More than a third of people in India still express a desire to maintain social distance from PLHIV and 
anticipate stigma from others in the hypothetical scenario of a family member’s HIV infection. Despite a 
markedly different socio-cultural environment and an epidemic that is highly concentrated among peo-
ple who inject drugs, transgender women, men who have sex with men, and female sex workers, our 
findings are consistent with other studies based on population data from sub-Saharan Africa that have 
also revealed declining levels of social distancing in the context of increasing disclosure fears [20,21]. 
These findings suggest that the expansion of ART alone, while important as a structural intervention 
in and of itself, may be insufficient to normalize HIV and eliminate HIV-related stigma—particularly 
given the relatively low prevalence of HIV compared to sub-Saharan Africa. Further efforts to counter 
stigma are likely needed, such as contact interventions [23], changes to laws and policies that maintain 
structural stigma [10,22], and livelihood interventions that directly address the symbolic implications 
of living with HIV [31,46].

In addition to the effects of accompanying media and educational campaigns, ART scale-up may reduce 
desires for social distancing by engendering improvements in physical health and HIV-related symp-
tom burden that enable PLHIV to re-establish themselves as economically productive members of so-
ciety and reduce the association of HIV with economic incapacity [31,46] and, thereby, the possibility 
of “social death” [47]. Similar to findings from sub-Saharan Africa [20], we found evidence that there 
was a more substantial decrease in social distancing in states with a relatively high HIV prevalence com-
pared to states with a relatively low HIV prevalence. One possible reason for this finding is that people 
in the general population of high prevalence states may have more opportunities to have personal con-
tact with PLHIV who have benefited from ART. Indeed, personal contact with PLHIV has been associ-
ated with declines in stigmatizing attitudes in general population samples in sub-Saharan Africa [23]. 

Table 3. Regression estimates for the association between year of National Family Health Survey and stigma variables*

UnadjUsted adjUsted

b 95% CI b 95% CI

Entire country:

Expresses desire for social 
distance from PLHIV

2005-06 Reference Reference

2015-16 -0.044 (-0.048, -0.041) -0.046 (-0.049, -0.043)

Expresses fear of HIV 
disclosure

2005-06 Reference Reference

2015-16 0.055 (0.052, 0.059) 0.058 (0.055, 0.062)

Low prevalence states:

Expresses desire for social 
distance from PLHIV

2005-06 Reference Reference

2015-16 0.88 (0.87, 0.90) -0.029 (-0.033, -0.025)

Expresses fear of HIV 
disclosure

2005-06 Reference Reference

2015-16 0.068 (0.064, 0.072) 0.075 (0.071, 0.079)

High prevalence states:

Expresses at least one 
stigmatizing attitude 
towards PLHIV

2005-06 Reference Reference

2015-16 -0.063 (-0.069, -0.058) -0.066 (-0.071, -0.060)

Expresses fear of HIV 
disclosure

2005-06 Reference Reference

2015-16 0.144 (0.138, 0.150) 0.142 (0.136, 0.148)

CI – confidence interval
*All P-values <0.001.
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Another possible reason is that media coverage and educational campaigns may have been more robust 
in high prevalence states.

It is unclear, however, why fears of HIV serostatus disclosure have increased over time in India general-
ly and why the magnitude of this increase appears to have been greater in states with high prevalence. 
Because of the HIV knowledge campaigns that have accompanied ART scale-up, people in the gener-
al population may feel social pressure to endorse accepting attitudes toward PLHIV without changing 
their opinions about fear of disclosure of a family member’s hypothetical HIV infection, a scenario that 
could evoke relatively strong feelings. Theoretically, this effect could have been more pronounced in 
high-prevalence states where ART scale-up activities may have been more widespread. Alternatively, 
respondents may have actually changed their attitudes toward PLHIV but perceived that others in the 
community have not. Such a belief in prevailing injunctive or descriptive norms [48] would necessitate 
continued vigilance against disclosure of a family member’s hypothetical HIV status for fear of inducing 
stigma enactments.

Although either of these explanations is plausible, they do not explain why fears of HIV serostatus dis-
closure appear to have increased. One possible theory is that ART scale-up, while providing health ben-
efits for PLHIV, may not counter and may in fact exacerbate the symbolic association of HIV with de-
viant behaviors and the sense of blaming or moral outrage in the community. It has been argued that 
knowledge of ART availability might worsen such moral outrage in that the restoration of physical health 
from ART might be perceived as allowing PLHIV to engage in promiscuous behaviors and spread HIV 
to others [25,26]. This theory, which has been suggested by researchers in sub-Saharan Africa, may be 
equally applicable in India, which has traditionally had a moralistic environment towards behaviors 
such as sex work and illicit drug use and where adult consensual same-sex relationships have only re-
cently been decriminalized. Finally, it is also possible that trends in disclosure concerns reflect a larg-
er shift in Indian society towards more conservative mores that has occurred over the last decade. The 
more marked increase in disclosure concerns among women compared to men, for example, could be 
related to the same societal forces that have contributed to the decline in women’s participation in the 
labor force over this time period [49].

Our study has several limitations. First, our measures of social distancing and fears of disclosure are 
self-reports of hypothetical scenarios (rather than validated scales) that could be misinterpreted by par-
ticipants [50-52]. Furthermore, a single binary measure was used for assessing fears of HIV serostatus 
disclosure. Indeed, these measures have been previously criticized on these grounds [50,51], and ac-
cordingly the DHS (including the NFHS) has revised these stigma indicators to improve their reliability 
and validity [40]. However, available evidence, albeit from Tanzania, not from India, suggests that these 
measures have been understood to a reasonable degree by DHS respondents [51]. Additionally, it is 
important to keep in mind that our analyses emphasize trends in these variables; this limitation would 
only bias our estimates of stigma change if the extent of misinterpretation differed between 2005-06 and 
2015-16, which we believe to be unlikely. A second limitation is that the establishment of Telangana in 
2014 limits our ability to understand state-level trends in stigma in Andhra Pradesh, as Telangana was 
formerly the northwestern part of Andhra Pradesh. However, this limitation does not affect our inter-
pretation of country-level trends in stigma or trends in other Indian states.

In conclusion, in this analysis of general population data from the Indian NFHS, we found a modest de-
cline in desires for social distance during a period of significant ART scale-up. Declines in social distanc-
ing appeared to be more pronounced in high HIV prevalence states, which may be consistent with the 
theory that more frequent personal contact with PLHIV who have benefited from the salubrious effects 
of ART should lessen associations of HIV with inevitable death and assuage fear and misconceptions of 
PLHIV. Unfortunately, more than a third of Indians still endorse a desire to maintain social distance from 
PLHIV, and disclosure fears have worsened for reasons that are unclear. Furthermore, declines in social 
distancing were less pronounced, while increases in fear of serostatus disclosure were more pronounced, 
among women compared to men. While ART scale-up may be beneficial for at least one form of HIV-re-
lated stigma, it is unlikely to be a panacea in terms of eliminating stigma. Further effort is needed to de-
velop and implement effective interventions to counter all forms of HIV-related stigma in all states and 
among both women and men to help allow the realization of an AIDS-free India.



 HIV-related stigma trends in India

www.jogh.org •  doi: 10.7189/jogh.10.020420 7 December 2020  •  Vol. 10 No. 2 •  020420

V
IE

W
PO

IN
TS

PA
PE

RS

Acknowledgement: A preliminary version of this analysis was presented at the AIDS Society of India meeting, 
Chennai, India, November 22, 2019.

Funding: The authors acknowledge the following source of support: NIH K23MH110338 (Chan) and Wellcome 
Trust/DBT India Alliance Senior Fellowship (IA/CPHS/16/1/502667) (Chakrapani).

Authorship contributions: BTC contributed to conceptualization and design of the study, acquisition of data, data 
analysis and interpretation, and drafting and editing of the article. ACT and VC contributed to design of the study, 
data analysis and interpretation, and editing of the article. All authors have read and approved the final manuscript.

Competing interests: The authors completed the ICMJE Unified Competing Interest form (available upon request 
from the corresponding author) and declare no conflicts of interest.

Additional material
Online Supplementary Document

 1  Goffman E. Stigma: notes on the management of spoiled identity. Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall; 1963.
 2  Kelly JD, Weiser SD, Tsai AC. Proximate Context of HIV Stigma and Its Association with HIV Testing in Sierra Leone: A 

Population-Based Study. AIDS Behav. 2016;20:65-70. Medline:25771909 doi:10.1007/s10461-015-1035-9
 3  Kalichman SC, Simbayi LC. HIV testing attitudes, AIDS stigma, and voluntary HIV counselling and testing in a black 

township in Cape Town, South Africa. Sex Transm Infect. 2003;79:442-7. Medline:14663117 doi:10.1136/sti.79.6.442
 4  Woodford MR, Chakrapani V, Newman PA, Shunmugam M. Barriers and facilitators to voluntary HIV testing up-

take among communities at high risk of HIV exposure in Chennai, India. Glob Public Health. 2016;11:363-79. Med-
line:26315563 doi:10.1080/17441692.2015.1057757

 5  Pitpitan EV, Kalichman SC, Eaton LA, Cain D, Sikkema KJ, Skinner D, et al. AIDS-related stigma, HIV testing, and trans-
mission risk among patrons of informal drinking places in Cape Town, South Africa. Ann Behav Med. 2012;43:362-71. 
Medline:22367752 doi:10.1007/s12160-012-9346-9

 6  Delavande A, Sampaio M, Sood N. HIV-related social intolerance and risky sexual behavior in a high HIV prevalence en-
vironment. Soc Sci Med. 2014;111:84-93. Medline:24768779 doi:10.1016/j.socscimed.2014.04.011

 7  Norman A, Chopra M, Kadiyala S. Factors related to HIV disclosure in 2 South African communities. Am J Public Health. 
2007;97:1775-81. Medline:17761582 doi:10.2105/AJPH.2005.082511

 8  Tsai AC, Bangsberg DR, Kegeles SM, Katz IT, Haberer JE, Muzoora C, et al. Internalized stigma, social distance, and 
disclosure of HIV seropositivity in rural Uganda. Ann Behav Med. 2013;46:285-94. Medline:23690283 doi:10.1007/
s12160-013-9514-6

 9  Chakrapani V, Velayudham J, Shunmugam M, Newman PA, Dubrow R. Barriers to antiretroviral treatment access for 
injecting drug users living with HIV in Chennai, South India. AIDS Care. 2014;26:835-41. Medline:24283220 doi:10.
1080/09540121.2013.861573

10  Katz IT, Ryu AE, Onuegbu AG, Psaros C, Weiser SD, Bangsberg DR, et al. Impact of HIV-related stigma on treatment 
adherence: systematic review and meta-synthesis. J Int AIDS Soc. 2013;16:18640. Medline:24242258 doi:10.7448/
IAS.16.3.18640

11  Boyer S, Clerc I, Bonono C-R, Marcellin F, Bilé P-C, Ventelou B. Non-adherence to antiretroviral treatment and unplanned 
treatment interruption among people living with HIV/AIDS in Cameroon: Individual and healthcare supply-related fac-
tors. Soc Sci Med. 2011;72:1383-92. Medline:21470734 doi:10.1016/j.socscimed.2011.02.030

12  Chakrapani V, Newman PA, Shunmugam M, Kurian AK, Dubrow R. Barriers to Free Antiretroviral Treatment Access for 
Female Sex Workers in Chennai, India. AIDS Patient Care STDS. 2009;23:973-80. Medline:19821725 doi:10.1089/
apc.2009.0035

13  UNAIDS. Key programmes to reduce stigma and discrimination and increase access to justice in national HIV responses. 
Geneva; 2012. Available: http://www.unaids.org/en/media/unaids/contentassets/documents/document/2012/Key_Hu-
man_Rights_Programmes_en_May2012.pdf. Accessed: 18 November 2019.

14  Grossman CI, Stangl AL. Editorial: Global action to reduce HIV stigma and discrimination. J Int AIDS Soc. 2013;16:18881. 
Medline:24242269 doi:10.7448/IAS.16.3.18881

15  Joint United Nations Programme on HIV AIDS. 90-90-90: An ambitious treatment target to help end the AIDS epidem-
ic. 2014. Available: http://www.unaids.org/sites/default/files/media_asset/90-90-90_en_0.pdf. Accessed: 9 May 2016.

16  Link BG, Cullen FT, Frank J, Wozniak JF. The social rejection of former mental patients: understanding why labels mat-
ter. Am J Sociol. 1987;92:1461-500. doi:10.1086/228672

17  Scambler G, Hopkins A. Being epileptic: coming to terms with stigma. Sociol Health Illn. 1986;8:26-43. doi:10.1111/1467-
9566.ep11346455

18  Quinn DM, Chaudoir SR. Living with a concealable stigmatized identity: the impact of anticipated stigma, centrality, sa-
lience, and cultural stigma on psychological distress and health. J Pers Soc Psychol. 2009;97:634-51. Medline:19785483 
doi:10.1037/a0015815

19  Chan BT, Weiser SD, Boum Y, Siedner MJ, Mocello AR, Haberer JE, et al. Persistent HIV-related stigma in rural Ugan-
da during a period of increasing HIV incidence despite treatment expansion. AIDS. 2015;29:83-90. Medline:25268886 
doi:10.1097/QAD.0000000000000495

R
E

FE
R

E
N

C
E

S

http://jogh.org/documents/issue202001/jogh-10-020420-s001.pdf
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25771909&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-015-1035-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=14663117&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1136/sti.79.6.442
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26315563&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26315563&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1080/17441692.2015.1057757
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22367752&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22367752&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12160-012-9346-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24768779&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2014.04.011
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17761582&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2005.082511
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23690283&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12160-013-9514-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12160-013-9514-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24283220&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540121.2013.861573
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540121.2013.861573
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24242258&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.7448/IAS.16.3.18640
https://doi.org/10.7448/IAS.16.3.18640
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21470734&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2011.02.030
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19821725&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1089/apc.2009.0035
https://doi.org/10.1089/apc.2009.0035
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24242269&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24242269&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.7448/IAS.16.3.18881
https://doi.org/10.1086/228672
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9566.ep11346455
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9566.ep11346455
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19785483&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0015815
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25268886&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1097/QAD.0000000000000495


Chan et al.

December 2020  •  Vol. 10 No. 2 •  020420 8 www.jogh.org •  doi: 10.7189/jogh.10.020420

V
IE

W
PO

IN
TS

PA
PE

RS

20  Chan BT, Tsai AC. HIV stigma trends in the general population during antiretroviral treatment expansion: analysis of 
31 countries in sub-Saharan Africa, 2003-2013. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2016;72:558-64. Medline:27035888 
doi:10.1097/QAI.0000000000001011

21  Chan BT, Tsai AC, Siedner MJ. HIV Treatment Scale-Up and HIV-Related Stigma in Sub-Saharan Africa: A Longitudinal 
Cross-Country Analysis. Am J Public Health. 2015;105:1581-7. Medline:26066939 doi:10.2105/AJPH.2015.302716

22  Stangl AL, Lloyd JK, Brady LM, Holland CE, Baral S. A systematic review of interventions to reduce HIV-related stigma 
and discrimination from 2002 to 2013: how far have we come? J Int AIDS Soc. 2013;16:18734. Medline:24242268 
doi:10.7448/IAS.16.3.18734

23  Chan BT, Tsai AC. Personal contact with HIV-positive persons is associated with reduced HIV-related stigma: cross-sec-
tional analysis of general population surveys from 26 countries in sub-Saharan Africa. J Int AIDS Soc. 2017;19:21395. 
Medline:28362067 doi:10.7448/IAS.20.1.21395

24  Agnarson AM, Masanja H, Ekström AM, Eriksen J, Tomson G, Thorson A. Challenges to ART scale-up in a rural district 
in Tanzania: stigma and distrust among Tanzanian health care workers, people living with HIV and community mem-
bers. Trop Med Int Health. 2010;15:1000-7. Medline:20636305 doi:10.1111/j.1365-3156.2010.02587.x

25  Maughan-Brown B. Stigma rises despite antiretroviral roll-out: a longitudinal analysis in South Africa. Soc Sci Med. 
2010;70:368-74. Medline:19892454 doi:10.1016/j.socscimed.2009.09.041

26  Roura M, Urassa M, Busza J, Mbata D, Wringe A, Zaba B. Scaling up stigma? The effects of antiretroviral roll-out on 
stigma and HIV testing. Early evidence from rural Tanzania. Sex Transm Infect. 2009;85:308-12. Medline:19036776 
doi:10.1136/sti.2008.033183

27  Tsai AC, Bangsberg DR, Bwana M, Haberer JE, Frongillo EA, Muzoora C, et al. How does antiretroviral treatment attenu-
ate the stigma of HIV? Evidence from a cohort study in rural Uganda. AIDS Behav. 2013;17:2725-31. Medline:23670710 
doi:10.1007/s10461-013-0503-3

28  Castro A, Farmer P. Understanding and addressing AIDS-related stigma: from anthropological theory to clinical practice 
in Haiti. Am J Public Health. 2005;95:53-9. Medline:15623859 doi:10.2105/AJPH.2003.028563

29  Venkataramani AS, Thirumurthy H, Haberer JE, Boum Y, Siedner MJ, Kembabazi A, et al. CD4+ cell count at antiretrovi-
ral therapy initiation and economic restoration in rural Uganda. AIDS. 2014;28:1221-6. Medline:24406678 doi:10.1097/
QAD.0000000000000188

30  Campbell C, Skovdal M, Madanhire C, Mugurungi O, Gregson S, Nyamukapa C. “We, the AIDS people. . .”: how antiret-
roviral therapy enables Zimbabweans living with HIV/AIDS to cope with stigma. Am J Public Health. 2011;101:1004-
10. Medline:21164081 doi:10.2105/AJPH.2010.202838

31  Tsai AC, Bangsberg DR, Weiser SD. Harnessing poverty alleviation to reduce the stigma of HIV in Sub-Saharan Africa. 
PLoS Med. 2013;10:e1001557. Medline:24319400 doi:10.1371/journal.pmed.1001557

32  Family Planning Association of India. The People Living with HIV Stigma Index: A Report from India. 2011. Available: 
http://www.stigmaindex.org/sites/default/files/reports/India%20Tamil%20Nadu%20%20People%20Living%20with%20
HIV%20Stigma%20Index%20final%20report%202010%20dec-2011september.pdf. Accessed: 18 November 2019.

33  Latkin C, Srikrishnan AK, Yang C, Johnson S, Solomon SS, Kumar S, et al. The relationship between drug use stigma 
and HIV injection risk behaviors among injection drug users in Chennai, India. Drug Alcohol Depend. 2010;110:221-
7. Medline:20462707 doi:10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2010.03.004

34  Solomon SS, Mehta SH, Latimore A, Srikrishnan AK, Celentano DD. The impact of HIV and high-risk behaviours on 
the wives of married men who have sex with men and injection drug users: implications for HIV prevention. J Int AIDS 
Soc. 2010;13 Suppl 2:S7. Medline:20573289 doi:10.1186/1758-2652-13-S2-S7

35  Solomon S, Kumarasamy N, Challacombe SJ. The social impact of HIV/AIDS in India. Oral Dis. 2016;22 Suppl 1:15-8. 
Medline:27109268 doi:10.1111/odi.12449

36  National AIDS Control Organisation, ICMR-National Institute of Medical Statistics. India HIV estimations 2017: Technical 
Report. NACO, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, editor. New Delhi; 2018. Available: http://naco.gov.in/sites/de-
fault/http://naco.gov.in/sites/default/files/HIV%20Estimations%202017%20Report_1.pdf. Accessed: 18 November 2019.

37  Kumarasamy N, Pendse R. Long term impact of antiretroviral therapy–can we end HIV epidemic, the goal beyond 2015. 
Indian J Med Res. 2014;140:701-3. Medline:25758565

38  UNAIDS. Ending AIDS: progress towards the 90–90–90 targets. Geneva; 2017. Available: http://www.unaids.org/sites/
default/files/media_asset/Global_AIDS_update_2017_en.pdf. Accessed: 7 September 2018.

39  Chakrapani V, Newman PA, Shunmugam M, Dubrow R. Barriers to free antiretroviral treatment access among kothi-iden-
tified men who have sex with men and aravanis (transgender women) in Chennai, India. AIDS Care. 2011;23:1687-94. 
Medline:22117127 doi:10.1080/09540121.2011.582076

40  Program DHS. Available: http://www.dhsprogram.com. Accessed: 8 September 2014.
41  Link BG. Understanding labeling effects in the area of mental disorders: An assessment of the effects of expectations of 

rejection. Am Sociol Rev. 1987;52:96-112. doi:10.2307/2095395
42  Boyes ME, Mason SJ, Cluver LD. Validation of a brief stigma-by-association scale for use with HIV/AIDS-affected youth 

in South Africa. AIDS Care. 2013;25:215-22. Medline:22774842 doi:10.1080/09540121.2012.699668
43  Filmer D, Pritchett LH. Estimating wealth effects without expenditure data–or tears: an application to educational en-

rollments in states of India. Demography. 2001;38:115-32. Medline:11227840
44  Filmer D, Pritchett L. The effect of household wealth on educational attainment: evidence from 35 countries. Popul Dev 

Rev. 1999;25:85-120. doi:10.1111/j.1728-4457.1999.00085.x

R
E

FE
R

E
N

C
E

S

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27035888&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1097/QAI.0000000000001011
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26066939&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2015.302716
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24242268&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.7448/IAS.16.3.18734
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28362067&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28362067&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.7448/IAS.20.1.21395
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20636305&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3156.2010.02587.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19892454&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2009.09.041
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19036776&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1136/sti.2008.033183
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23670710&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-013-0503-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15623859&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2003.028563
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24406678&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1097/QAD.0000000000000188
https://doi.org/10.1097/QAD.0000000000000188
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21164081&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2010.202838
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24319400&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001557
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20462707&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2010.03.004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20573289&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/1758-2652-13-S2-S7
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27109268&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27109268&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/odi.12449
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25758565&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22117127&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22117127&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540121.2011.582076
https://doi.org/10.2307/2095395
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22774842&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540121.2012.699668
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11227840&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1728-4457.1999.00085.x


 HIV-related stigma trends in India

www.jogh.org •  doi: 10.7189/jogh.10.020420 9 December 2020  •  Vol. 10 No. 2 •  020420

V
IE

W
PO

IN
TS

PA
PE

RS

R
E

FE
R

E
N

C
E

S

45  Chan BT, Tsai AC. HIV knowledge trends during an era of rapid antiretroviral therapy scale-up: an analysis of 33 sub-Sa-
haran African countries. J Int AIDS Soc. 2018;21:e25169. Medline:30063290 doi:10.1002/jia2.25169

46  Tsai AC, Hatcher AM, Bukusi EA, Weke E, Lemus Hufstedler L, Dworkin SL, et al. A Livelihood Intervention to Reduce 
the Stigma of HIV in Rural Kenya: Longitudinal Qualitative Study. AIDS Behav. 2017;21:248-260. Medline:26767535 
doi:10.1007/s10461-015-1285-6

47  Egrot M. Renaître d’une mort sociale annoncée: recomposition du lien social des personnes vivant avec le VIH en Af-
rique de l’Ouest (Burkina Faso, Sénégal). Cult Sc. 2007;1:49-56.

48   Cialdini RB, Reno RR, Kallgren CA. A focus theory of normative conduct: recycling the concept of norms to reduce lit-
tering in public places. J Pers Soc Psychol. 1990;58:1015-26. doi:10.1037/0022-3514.58.6.1015

49  International Labour Organization. Labor force participation rate, female. Available from: https://data.worldbank.org/
indicator/SL.TLF.CACT.FE.ZS. Accessed: 19 November 2018.

50  Nyblade L, MacQuarrie K, Phillip F, Kwesigabo G, Mbwambo J, Ndega J. Measuring HIV stigma: results of a field test in 
Tanzania [Internet]. US Agency for International Development, editor. Washington, DC; 2005. Available: http://www.
icrw.org/files/publications/Working-Report-Measuring-HIV-Stigma-Results-of-a-Field-Test-in-Tanzania.pdf. Accessed: 
18 February 2014.

51  Yoder PS, Nyblade L. Comprehension of questions in the Tanzania AIDS Indicator Survey [Internet]. ORC Macro, editor. 
Calverton; 2004. Available: http://pdf.usaid.gov/pdf_docs/PNADC460.pdf. Accessed: 18 February 2014.

52  Chan BT, Tsai AC. Reply to “Trends in responses to DHS questions should not be interpreted as reflecting an in-
crease in ‘anticipated stigma’ in Africa”. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr. 2017;75:e21-2. Medline:28399046 doi:10.1097/
QAI.0000000000001214

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30063290&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1002/jia2.25169
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26767535&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-015-1285-6
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.58.6.1015
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28399046&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1097/QAI.0000000000001214
https://doi.org/10.1097/QAI.0000000000001214

