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 Introduction: Full-service sex workers (FSSWs) are relatively prevalent in the 

U.S. and are known to face criminalization, stigma, and other factors relating to 

poor health. The main aim of this study was compare the mental and physical 

health of full-service sex workers in the United States in 2019-2020  

Methods: In this prospective cohort study, participants were recruited through 

national community samples from U.S.-based FSSW advocacy and community 

organizations. Data were collected from November 2019 to February 2020. The 

study sample (n=83) included mostly of the white (81.9%), cisgender females 

(66.3%), who were relatively young (28.01 [4.25]), and identified as a sexual 

minority (57.8%). Participants completed an online survey on mental (e.g., 

depression, anxiety) and physical (e.g., sleep, fatigue) health, using the patient-

reported outcomes measurement information system (PROMIS-29). Mean (SD) 

and Frequency (%) were used for description and for data analysis z-tests in 

SPSS version 27 with 5% significant level were used. 

Results: The sample of FSSWs reported significantly poorer health in all health 

domains compared to the U.S. general population reference indices. FSSWs 

showed higher levels of depression (p <.001), anxiety (p <.001), fatigue  

(p <.001), sleep difficulties (p <.001), lower levels of physical functioning  

(p <.001) and the ability to participate in social activities (p =.03) compared 

with the U.S. reference indices. 

Conclusions: FSSWs experience significant mental and physical health 

disparities compared to general population.  the need for further investigation of 

the social-ecological determinants of health for members of this marginalized 

community, many of whom are known to face health inequities.  
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Introduction 

Full-service sex workers (FSSW) are individuals 

who exchange sexual services for benefits such as 

money, goods, and other services (1–3). It is 

estimated that nearly 41 million individuals engage 

in full-service sex work worldwide (4), and 

approximately 1-2 million people engage in full-

service sex work in the United States (1,2).  

FSSWs reported a number of potential barriers 

to their health and well-being. Decline in health 

regarding this group may relate to the criminalized 

nature of the industry (5,6) and non-affirming sex 

work-related laws and policies (7). In addition, 

obtaining legal representation, protection, safety 

nets, and support may be difficult for FSSWs 

(2,6,8). FSSWs often report repeated experiences 

of stigma and discrimination, as well as feelings of 

marginalization, when seeking support from others 

(9). Due to low access to desired healthcare 

services or healthcare providers and healthcare 

policies which makes them  feel discriminated or 

excluded, FSSWs may underutilize healthcare 

services compared to others (10). These barriers 

contribute significantly to relatively poor health 

among FSSWs compared to others. However, the 

extant empirical research on health among FSSWs 

is limited in several important ways (1).  

Generally, little research on health has been 

done among FSSWs, indicating an apparent need 

for such work (8,9,11). In the present study , the 

difficulties of recruiting and/or retaining FSSWs in 

research studies has been mentioned(12,13). 

Regarding terminology, researchers have used 

multiple and sometimes non-overlapping 

definitions of FSSW(1–3,14–16), which makes it 

hard to synthesize the findings. Further, there is a 

lack of research including geographically-diverse 

samples of FSSWs in the U.S. Many FSSW studies 

are conducted internationally, or focus on one 

specific geographic location within the U.S. (17–

20), indicating current findings may not be 

generalizable to U.S. FSSWs as a whole. The lack 

of literature regarding  FSSWs' health may under-

represent their mental health (3,21), and some 

studies have used checklist-item assessments of 

health indices, which have clear limitations 

(22,23). Many studies have used face-to-face 

interviews, which provide opportunities for 

collecting rich data directly from the participant, 

but, it also may lead to underreporting of physical 

and mental health issues due to social desirability 

(11,17,24). Others have used convenience 

sampling, which can introduce sampling bias 

(1,21,25). 

Despite the above limitations, the current health 

research on FSSWs has provided several 

compelling findings, pointing to additional 

research being warranted. Broadly speaking, 

FSSWs may experience significant mental and 

physical health disparities when compared to the 

general population (2,8,17,24,26). Regarding 

physical health, many sex workers experience 

relatively high rates of homelessness, substance 

abuse, sexual risk, and violence – each of which 

can contribute to poor physical health and health 

conditions (17). Regarding mental health, 

relatively homogeneous samples of FSSWs (e.g., 

African American, from Miami) have reported 

high prevalence of anxiety, depression, post-

traumatic stress syndrome, symptoms of psychosis, 

and suicide attempt, compared to the general 

population (17,20,24,27). While this research is 

important, there is a lack of other important 

studies. For example, no known study has assessed 

health comprehensively among the geographically-

diverse U.S. FSSWs, followed by comparing the 

health of FSSWs to U.S. general population. 

Therefore, FSSWs are relatively common in the 

U.S., and face multiple barriers to health and well-

being. There is a lack of literature on FSSWs' 

health which has several limitations, but the extant 

empirical work provides some evidence regarding 

health disparities between FSSWs and others. The 

purpose of this study was to increase the literature 

on FSSWs' health and address some of the current 

limitations of the literature, by investigating group-

level differences between geographically diverse 

U.S. FSSWs and U.S. general population in 

multiple domains of health. In particular, a 

psychometrically valid measure of health assessed 

and  provided population-level norms for each 
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health domain (28,29), comparing the health of the 

geographically-diverse sample of U.S. FSSWs 

with a norm-referenced sample of U.S. general 

population. To facilitate the study design  

and recruitment, community-based participatory 

research strategies were used, enlisting several 

local and national community organizations to 

collaborate. Based on previous work, it was 

hypothesized that FSSWs would report poorer 

health in all domains tested, compared to the 

general population reference group. 

Methods 

This was a prospective cohort design with a 

sample size of 83 FSSWs who participated in a 

larger study regarding sexual behaviors, health 

attitudes, and HIV prevention. Data were collected 

from November 2019 to February 2020. An a 

priori power analysis using G*Power for two-

tailed independent means that comparisons 

indicated that a total of 64 individuals in the 

FSSWs and 64 individuals in the U.S. reference 

groups were needed to achieve 80% power with 

medium effect size (Cohen’s d = .5). Given that the 

U.S. reference indices are generated from data 

obtained through the U.S. Census, the analyses of 

this study were appropriately powered. This study 

and its methods were approved by the authors’ 

Institutional Review Board (IRB-2019-030).  

The study survey was developed with input and 

community-level recommendations from a local 

sex worker organization, provided during the 

community meetings attended by the authors of 

this study. In particular, community members 

provided recommendations for wording of survey 

questions, such that they reflected sensitivity to the 

community and identified additional important 

areas of investigation. Participants were recruited 

through community-based collaboration with 

several local and national sex worker advocacy 

organizations. These organizations disseminated 

the online survey to their community via flyers, 

word of mouth, and internal listserv/media 

postings, representing a national-level community-

based sampling methodology. These methods were 

chosen because it is often difficult for non-

community members to access and sample the 

community (12).  

Potential participants of the study completed an 

online screener to determine eligibility for the 

current study. Inclusion criteria from the larger 

study required participants to be 18 and above, 

who have performed full-service sex work (i.e., 

receptive or penetrative anal or vaginal sex for 

goods, money, or other services) prior to 2018, and 

currently perform non-regulated full-service sex 

work. Due to the nature of the larger study 

investigating pre-exposure prophylaxis, 

participants were excluded if they were diagnosed 

with HIV, and oral sex was not included in this 

study's definition of full-service sex work. 

Additionally, temporal demand of performing sex 

work prior to 2018 were used to define sex work in 

this and the larger study, to investigate the effects 

of recent policy variables on FSSWs. Eligible 

participants were directed to the online informed 

consent page. Participants who gave their consent 

were then directed to a Qualtrics survey. To ensure 

anonymity and improve the security of this 

population, participants signed an electronic 

consent form, and the identifying information was 

stored separately from the study data. Survey 

completion time was approximately 25 minutes. 

Participants received a $10 Amazon gift card for 

completing the survey. Sociodemographic items 

and a subset of health-related questions were used 

for this study. 

Measures 

Sociodemographic information 

Participant's race, ethnicity, gender, the highest 

education level, sexual orientation, sex-work 

income, non-sex-work income, and total time 

engaging in full-service sex work were all assessed 

using standard face-validity items. IP address was 

used to identify state-level breadth of survey 

reach.  

Patient Reported Outcomes Measure 

Information System-29 (PROMIS-29) 

The PROMIS-29 is a 29-item measure that 

assesses overall health and specific health domains 

in the last 30 days (29). The overall measure 
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demonstrates test-retest reliability and internal 

consistency among individual subscales and 

composite scores (α=.73-.95) (28). Specific 

subscales used in this study include depression 

(α=.84), anxiety (α=.80), fatigue (α=.83), sleep 

disorder (α=.88), ability to participate in social 

roles and activities (α=.78), and physical 

functioning (α=.86). Symptom-oriented health 

domain subscales (i.e., anxiety, depression, fatigue, 

and sleep disturbance) are coded such that higher 

scores indicate worse symptomology. Functional-

oriented health domain subscales (i.e., physical 

functioning and social role) are coded such that 

higher scores represent better functioning in those 

domains. Pain interference and pain intensity 

subscales were removed to ease participant' 

response burden.  

Statistical Analysis 

All analyses were conducted using SPSS v.27. 

As data surrounding sex work is often questioned 

for integrity (12), several methods of data quality 

assurance were used. To assure data quality, 

potential problematic patterns in responses were 

assessed (e.g., responding “neutral” to all 

questions), and response sets originating from the 

same IP address were excluded. Moreover, four 

embedded captcha tasks and Likert-style attention 

checks were used throughout the survey. The 

subjects' characteristics were analyzed using 

descriptive  statistics of sociodemographic (such as 

mean (SD), Frequency (%)) and PROMIS-29 

variables.  The PROMIS-29 provides T-scores for 

each raw score. As such, the obtained scores 

become standardized for comparison, and a 

difference of scores by 10 represents one standard 

deviation. Thus, the central analyses of this paper 

were conducted using z-tests to test significant 

differences between the obtained T-scores for 

FSSWs' sample and the general population 

reference T-scores. Six z-tests – one for each 

health domain, were conducted. P-values < .05 

level were considered significant. 

Results 

The sample mostly included  white people, 

cisgender female, identified as a sexual minority, 

who were relatively young, and had received some 

formal college education. Full sociodemographic 

information is included in Table 1. Data were 

obtained from a total of 30 geographic 

states/territories. California, New York, Illinois, 

Ohio, Georgia, Pennsylvania, and Texas 

demonstrated the largest geographic clustering 

sources of participants' data. Additional descriptive 

information of geographic density and dispersion 

of data can be found in Figure 1. 

Table 1. Socio demographic Characteristics of Participants 

Characteristic n/M(SD) % 

Race   

White 68 81.9 

Black/African American 7 8.4 

Other 5 6.0 

Asian 3 3.6 

Ethnicity   

Hispanic, Latino, Latina, Latinx 19 22.9 

Gender   

Cisgender Female 55 66.3 

Cisgender Male 11 13.3 

Gender Nonconforming 9 10.8 

Transgender Female 5 6.0 

Transgender Male 2 2.4 

Not Listed/Other 1 1.2 

Education   

Less than High School Degree 12 14.5 

High School Degree/GED 22 26.5 

Some College, No Degree 35 42.2 

Associates/Technical Degree 3 3.6 
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Characteristic n/M(SD) % 

Bachelor’s degree 7 8.4 

Graduate Degree 4 4.8 

Sexual Orientation   

Straight 35 42.2 

Gay/Lesbian 9 10.8 

Bisexual 18 21.7 

Queer 18 21.7 

Not Listed 3 3.6 

Age   

Years 28.01 (4.25) - 

 history of Sex Worker (Year)   

Years 4.35 (3.10) - 

Income   

Non-Sex Work Income 1.62 (.94) - 

Sex Work Income  2.41 (1.23) - 

Sex Work Income  2.41 (1.23) - 

Note: Income questions were assessed through Likert-style  

responses such that higher Likert values indicate higher income. 

 

 
Figure 1. Geographic Breakdown of Study Sample 

*Note. States classified as “Other” in this figure include the following: Arizona, Iowa, Maine, Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, 

Nevada, New Jersey, Oklahoma, Rhode Island, and Tennessee. Each state within the “Other” classification represents 1.2% of the 

total data obtained.  

 

FSSWs in this sample reported poorer health in 

all domains compared to the population norms. 

Specifically, the sample FSSWs expressed higher 

levels of fatigue, depression, anxiety, and sleep 

disorder, and lower levels of physical functioning 

(p< .001), as well as less ability to participate in 

social roles and activities (p =.03), compared to the 

general population's normed reference of the 

PROMIS-29 measure found on the PROMIS 29 – 

PROFILE v2.0 table set of the manual scoring.  

Table 2. Health Comparisons of FSSW to General Population Normed (G.P.N) Reference 

 M (SD) G.P.N reference mean p value* 

Depression 10.42 (3.76) 8.52 p < .001 

Anxiety 11.01 (3.72) 10.40 p < .001 

Fatigue 11.96 (3.60) 6.12 p < .001 

Sleep Disturbance 11.40 (4.08) 8.52 p < .001 

Physical Functioning 13.84 (2.28) -9.98 p < .001 

Social Role Satisfaction 11.41 (3.08) 2.23 p = .03 

Note: General population normed reference T-scores M(SD) are 50(10) across all health domains  
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*Results of one sample t test 

 
Figure 2. Bar Chart for Visual Comparison of Health Indices 

Note: Symptom-oriented subscales (i.e., anxiety, depression, fatigue, and sleep disturbance) is coded such that higher scores indicate 

worse symptomology. Functional-oriented subscales (i.e., physical functioning and social role) are coded such that higher scores 

represent better functioning in those domains 

 

Discussion 

This was the first known study to directly 

compare the health of U.S. FSSWs to U.S. general 

population, using a psychometrically valid measure 

of multiple domains of health. Previous papers 

have explored either physical or mental health 

among FSSWs; however , there were no known 

studies conducting a comprehensive assessment of 

physical and mental health among a diverse sample 

of U.S. FSSWs (2,8,17,24,26). Participants in this 

sample reported poorer health compared with the 

U.S. general population in all the six tested health 

domains. Accordingly, the evidence which was 

provided , indicated that, on average, U.S. FSSWs 

experienced more fatigue, worse physical 

functioning, sleep disorder, less ability to engage 

socially, more depression, and anxiety. The results 

indicated that FSSWs face multiple physical and 

mental health disparities in the U.S that extend 

beyond sexual health risk.  

Stigma may explain these multiple health 

disparities between U.S. FSSWs and general 

population, which is consistent with fundamental 

cause theory, stating that socially-based factors 

such as stigma may explain health inequities 

among many marginalized individuals (30). The 

stigma of sex work may have an impact on 

multiple domains of life such as self-perception, 

social relationships, and access to and utilization of 

health services (31,32). Thus, stigma could have 

pervasive and enduring effects on both mental and 

physical health of sex workers. The current study 

does not investigate associations between stigma 

and health; however, future research can test both 

bivariate associations between these variables, as 

well as models in which stigma mediates the 

association between participating in FSSWs and 

health outcomes.  

Related theories also may help to further explain 

the findings of this study. For example, minority 

stress theory proposes that being identified as a 

minority may relate to experiencing both distal and 

proximal stressors, each of which relates to poor 

health. Examples of distal stressors include 

discriminatory behavior, violence, and stigma from 

others. Examples of proximal stressors include 

concealing one’s identity and self-stigma (33). 

U.S. FSSWs are a minority, insofar as they are 

relatively few compared to non-FSSWs, and also 

because they are frequently marginalized and even 

criminalized (2,6). They, therefore, may 

experience distal stress in the form of stigma from 

others, and proximal stress in the form of stigma 

about themselves. This combined experience of 

stigma from others and about themselves could 

explain relatively poor physical and mental health 

compared to non-FSSWs. The social ecological 

model also may help to explain the current 

findings. This model describes the various levels 

(e.g., microsystem, mesosystem, macrosystem) of 

factors that influence mental and physical health 

(10). FSSWs may experience self-stigma in their 

microsystem, difficulties in their patient-provider 

relationship in the mesosystem, and criminalization 

in the macrosystem. These factors likely relate to 

mental and physical health disparities among the 

U.S. FSSWs.  

This study is notable not only for its findings, 

but also for its sample and methodology. 

Regarding the sample,  participants were recruited 

through a national sampling. The final sample 

included FSSWs from 30 unique geographic 
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states/territories in the U.S. .Additionally, nearly 

60% of the subjects were identified as a sexual 

minority. These are improvements over past 

studies on FSSWs ,which include samples that are 

less diverse geographically and in terms of sexual 

orientation (34). The authors were able to recruit  a 

somewhat diverse sample because of the 

community's collaboration. They were partnered 

with both local and national sex worker 

organizations to design the online survey and to 

recruit participants into the study. It is 

recommended that future researchers attempt to 

use community-based approaches when working 

with FSSWs, because such approaches can 

facilitate critical community's input throughout the 

study conception and execution.   

The findings of this paper have implications for 

future research, healthcare provision, and 

policymaking. Future research can build upon 

these findings by testing empirical models 

including variables mentioned above such as 

patient-provider relationship, stigma, and health. 

Longitudinal studies regarding FSSWs can track 

FSSWs' health over time, while psychoeducational 

and behavioral interventions can be designed to 

improve their health. Future research also can aim 

to include diverse FSSW samples in terms of age, 

biological sex, gender identity, and race/ethnicity. 

Regarding healthcare provision, it is important for 

healthcare providers to remain aware and unbiased 

in their work with FSSWs. This includes neutral 

assessments of health behavior and tailored 

treatment recommendations to maximize health 

(e.g., suggesting harm reduction approaches 

instead of abstinence). Regarding policy, clinics 

and hospitals should create institutional and 

training policies for healthcare providers and other 

staff who support working with FSSWs – which 

ultimately could help promote cultural sensitivity, 

meet the unique health needs of FSSWs, and 

reduce health inequities in this group. Overall, it is 

critical for healthcare institutions and individual 

providers to provide healthcare services to FSSWs, 

suitable for their unique needs. As per the study's 

findings, it is clear that these needs extend beyond 

sexual health and include domains in both mental 

and physical health. More broadly, the findings 

point to the importance of state- and federal-level 

policy protecting the health and rights of FSSWs.  

This study had several limitations worth 

considering. First, the subjects were primarily 

white and cisgender females. Therefore, they may 

not represent FSSWs with more diverse gender and 

racial/ethnic identifies. Next, within-group 

comparisons of health among the FSSWs was not 

conducted. However, as per above, some FSSWs 

may especially report poor health. Finally, the 

community sampling technique and online survey 

may have precluded the authors from including 

FSSWs who are experiencing severe 

marginalization and/or lack of resources.  

Conclusion 

A geographically-diverse sample of U.S. FSSWs 

reported poorer mental and physical health in all 

domains when compared to U.S. general population. 

These findings highlight the need for further 

research, clinical work, and policy initiatives aiming 

to reduce health disparities among FSSWs. 

Additionally, these findings underscore the need for 

physicians to address the comprehensive mental and 

physical health needs of FSSWs.  

Acknowledgements 

This project was supported financially by a grant 

from the American Psychological Foundation. The 

first and third authors of this manuscript were co-

principal investigators of the study, and second 

author is a research assistant in the associated 

university laboratory. We would also like to 

acknowledge our community's collaborators in 

their assistance with developing and disseminating 

this study. The following organizations have 

provided assistance and approved their disclosure 

in this manuscript: Sex Worker Outreach Project 

Kentucky Chapter; Practical Audacity; and the 

Transformative Justice Law Project of Illinois. All 

researchers and community organizations involved 

in this study are committed to the ethical treatment 

of sex workers in both research and community 

settings.  

Stephen Ramos and Steff Du Bois developed the 

present study, acquired funding through the 

 [
 D

O
I:

 1
0.

18
50

2/
jc

hr
.v

11
i1

.9
09

2 
 ]

 
 [

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 jh
r.

ss
u.

ac
.ir

 o
n 

20
26

-0
4-

06
 ]

 

                               7 / 9

http://dx.doi.org/10.18502/jchr.v11i1.9092 
https://jhr.ssu.ac.ir/article-1-715-en.html


Ramos S, et al.               Journal of Community Health Research 2022; 11(1); 22-30. 

 

29 

American Psychological Foundation, and met with 

community collaborators throughout the 

development and dissemination of the study.  

Winifred Guerra contributed to the introduction, 

while Stephen Ramos provided supervision and 

contributed to the methods, statistical analyses, 

results, and discussion sections. Steff Du Bois also 

provided advisory supervision and mentorship 

throughout manuscript development.  

Conflict of Interest 

All authors declared no conflict of interest.  

 

References 

1.  Cohan D, Lutnick A, Davidson P, Cloniger C, Herlyn A, Breyer J, et al. Sex worker health: San Francisco style. 

Sex Transm Infect. 2006;82(5):418–22.  

2.  Sawicki DA, Meffert BN, Read K, Heinz AJ. Culturally competent health care for sex workers: an examination of 

myths that stigmatize sex work and hinder access to care. Sex Relatsh Ther. 2019;34(3):355–71.  

3.  Shannon K, Strathdee SA, Goldenberg SM, Duff P, Mwangi P, Rusakova M, et al. Global epidemiology of HIV 

among female sex workers: influence of structural determinants. Lancet. 2015;385(9962):55–71.  

4.  Havoscope. Prostitution: Prices and Statistics of the Global Sex Trade. 2013.  

5.  Hagen JJ. Compounding Risk for Sex Workers in the United States: Latinx queer and trans women will suffer 

disproportionally from a set of new laws restricting sex workers from seeking clients online. NACLA Rep Am. 

2018;50(4):395–7.  

6.  Weitzer R. Sociology of sex work. Annu Rev Sociol. 2009;35:213–34.  

7.  Platt L, Grenfell P, Meiksin R, Elmes J, Sherman SG, Sanders T, et al. Associations between sex work laws and 

sex workers’ health: A systematic review and meta-analysis of quantitative and qualitative studies. PLoS Med. 

2018;15(12):e1002680.  

8.  Shannon K, Csete J. Violence, condom negotiation, and HIV/STI risk among sex workers. Jama. 

2010;304(5):573–4.  

9.  Koken JA. Independent female escort’s strategies for coping with sex work related stigma. Sex Cult. 

2012;16(3):209–29.  

10.  Ma PHX, Chan ZCY, Loke AY. The socio-ecological model approach to understanding barriers and facilitators to 

the accessing of health services by sex workers: a systematic review. AIDS Behav. 2017;21(8):2412–38.  

11.  Duff P, Ogilvie G, Shoveller J, Amram O, Chettiar J, Nguyen P, et al. Barriers to cervical screening among sex 

workers in Vancouver. Am J Public Health. 2016;106(2):366–73.  

12.  Shaver FM. Sex work research: Methodological and ethical challenges. J Interpers Violence. 2005;20(3):296–319.  

13.  Lobo R, McCausland K, Bates J, Hallett J, Donovan B, Selvey LA. Sex workers as peer researchers–a qualitative 

investigation of the benefits and challenges. Cult Health Sex. 2020;1–16.  

14.  Cunningham S, Kendall TD. Prostitution 2.0: The changing face of sex work. J Urban Econ. 2011;69(3):273–87.  

15.  Harcourt C, Donovan B. The many faces of sex work. Sex Transm Infect. 2005;81(3):201–6.  

16.  Wilson EC, Garofalo R, Harris RD, Herrick A, Martinez M, Martinez J, et al. Transgender Advisory Committeethe 

Adolescent Medicine Trials Network for HIV/AIDS Interventions. Transgender female youth and sex work: HIV risk 

and a comparison of life factors related to engagement in sex work. AIDS Behav. 2009;13(5):902–13.  

17.  Buttram ME, Surratt HL, Kurtz SP. Resilience and syndemic risk factors among African-American female sex 

workers. Psychol Health Med. 2014;19(4):442–52.  

18.  Edeza A, Galárraga O, Santamaria EK, Sosa-Rubí S, Operario D, Biello KB. “I Do Try To Use Condoms, But…”: 

Knowledge and Interest in PrEP Among Male Sex Workers in Mexico City. Arch Sex Behav. 2020;49(1):355–63.  

19.  Longino A, Montano MA, Sanchez H, Bayer A, Sanchez J, Tossas-Milligan K, et al. Increasing PrEP uptake and 

adherence among MSM and TW sex workers in Lima, Perú: what and whom do different patients trust? AIDS Care. 

2020;32(2):255–60.  

20.  Picos AP, González RP, de la Iglesia Gutierrez M. Exploring causes and consequences of sex workers’ 

psychological health: Implications for health care policy. A study conducted in Spain. Health Care Women Int. 

2018;39(8):844–58.  

21.  Paz-Bailey G, Noble M, Salo K, Tregear SJ. Prevalence of HIV among US female sex workers: systematic review 

and meta-analysis. AIDS Behav. 2016;20(10):2318–31.  

 [
 D

O
I:

 1
0.

18
50

2/
jc

hr
.v

11
i1

.9
09

2 
 ]

 
 [

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 jh
r.

ss
u.

ac
.ir

 o
n 

20
26

-0
4-

06
 ]

 

                               8 / 9

http://dx.doi.org/10.18502/jchr.v11i1.9092 
https://jhr.ssu.ac.ir/article-1-715-en.html


 Comparing Mental and Physical Health … 

 

30 

22.  Baker LM, Case P, Policicchio DL. General health problems of inner-city sex workers: A pilot study. J Med Libr 

Assoc. 2003;91(1):67.  

23.  Farley M, Banks ME, Ackerman RJ, Golding JM. Screening for traumatic brain injury in prostituted women. Dign 

A J Sex Exploit Violence. 2018;3(2):5.  

24.  Surratt HL, Kurtz SP, Chen M, Mooss A. HIV risk among female sex workers in Miami: the impact of violent 

victimization and untreated mental illness. AIDS Care. 2012;24(5):553–61.  

25.  Shannon K, Strathdee SA, Shoveller J, Rusch M, Kerr T, Tyndall MW. Structural and environmental barriers to 

condom use negotiation with clients among female sex workers: implications for HIV-prevention strategies and 

policy. Am J Public Health. 2009;99(4):659–65.  

26.  Talbott JR. Size matters: the number of prostitutes and the global HIV/AIDS pandemic. PLoS One. 

2007;2(6):e543.  

27.  National Institute of Mental Health. Statistics [Internet]. 2018 [cited 2020 Nov 20]. Available from: 

https://www.nimh.nih.gov/health/statistics/index.shtml 

28.  Hays RD, Spritzer KL, Schalet BD, Cella D. PROMIS®-29 v2. 0 profile physical and mental health summary 

scores. Qual life Res. 2018;27(7):1885–91.  

29.  Hinchcliff M, Beaumont JL, Thavarajah K, Varga J, Chung A, Podlusky S, et al. Validity of two new patient 

reported outcome measures in systemic sclerosis: The PROMIS-29 Profile and the FACIT-Dyspnea. Arthritis Care 

Res (Hoboken). 2011;63(11):1620.  

30.  Hatzenbuehler ML, Phelan JC, Link BG. Stigma as a fundamental cause of population health inequalities. Am J 

Public Health. 2013;103(5):813–21.  

31.  Tomko C, Nestadt DF, Rouhani S, Silberzahn BE, Haney K, Park JN, et al. Confirmatory Factor Analysis and 

Construct Validity of the Internalized Sex Work Stigma Scale among a Cohort of Cisgender Female Sex Workers in 

Baltimore, Maryland, United States. J Sex Res. 2020;1–11.  

32.  Grittner AL, Walsh CA. The role of social stigma in the lives of female-identified sex workers: A scoping review. 

Sex Cult. 2020;1–30.  

33.  Meyer IH, Frost DM. Minority stress and the health of sexual minorities. 2013;  

34.  Sausa LA, Keatley J, Operario D. Perceived risks and benefits of sex work among transgender women of color in 

San Francisco. Arch Sex Behav. 2007;36(6):768–77.  

 [
 D

O
I:

 1
0.

18
50

2/
jc

hr
.v

11
i1

.9
09

2 
 ]

 
 [

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 jh
r.

ss
u.

ac
.ir

 o
n 

20
26

-0
4-

06
 ]

 

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

                               9 / 9

http://dx.doi.org/10.18502/jchr.v11i1.9092 
https://jhr.ssu.ac.ir/article-1-715-en.html
http://www.tcpdf.org

