Additional File 4: Sensitivity Analyses (Those with Imputed Vaccination Status Excluded from Sample)
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Figure S1: Mpox Vaccine Dosing by Place of Transactional Sex in Past 3 Months
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Figure S2: Multivariable Modified Poisson Regression Examining Associations between Mpox Vaccination Uptake and Transactional Sex Characteristics in Past 3 Months Panel a: Place of Sex Work, Panel b: Compensation Received for Sex Work, Panel c: Type of Sex Work, Panel d: Where Clients are Sourced. 
a. Based on multivariable modified Poisson regression model with model 1 adjusting for mean standardized age and sex and model 2 additionally adjusting for race/ethnicity and being a high school graduate. Both models specify mpox vaccination as the outcome. Model specification can be found in supplemental digital content 2.
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Figure S3: Stratified Multivariable Modified Poisson Regression Assessing Heterogeneity by Housing Status between Mpox Vaccination Uptake and Transactional Sex Characteristics in Past 3 Months Panel a: Place of Sex Work Stratified by Housing Status, Panel b: Where Clients are Sourced Stratified by Housing Status. 
a. Based on multivariable modified Poisson regression model with model 1 adjusting for mean standardized age and sex and model 2 additionally adjusting for race/ethnicity and education level. Both models specify mpox vaccination as the outcome.
b. Heterogeneity by housing status was tested in both models by including interaction terms between transactional sex characteristics and housing status and assessing significance of the interaction coefficient at the 0.1 level. Models where heterogeneity by housing status is non-significant have dashed lines. Model specification can be found in supplemental digital content 2. 

Table: P-Values for Interaction Term between Place of Sex and Client Sourcing with Housing Status
	Characteristic
	Variables
	Model
	Interaction Term P-Value

	Place of Sex
	Street
	Model 1
	0.102

	 
	 
	Model 2
	0.121

	 
	Motel/Hotel
	Model 1
	0.967

	 
	 
	Model 2
	0.864

	 
	House
	Model 1
	0.964

	 
	 
	Model 2
	0.868

	 
	Bathhouse
	Model 1
	0.725

	 
	 
	Model 2
	0.684

	Client Sourcing
	Bars,Clubs,Street
	Model 1
	0.108

	 
	 
	Model 2
	0.078

	 
	Online
	Model 1
	0.179

	 
	 
	Model 2
	0.141

	 
	Through a Friend
	Model 1
	0.252

	 
	 
	Model 2
	0.268
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