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ABSTRACT

Introduction: Women need effective, safe, and affordable menstrual hygiene
products. The menstrual cup is an alternative method. Objective: To identify the
prevalence of menstrual cups among the medical students and the independent
variables associated with their use adherence. Methods: a cross-sectional study
with an online survey applied to regularly matriculate women from FEMA Medical
School in January 2021. Results: Of 277 women, 164 participated. The mean age
was 22.26 (SD 3.21). 136 preferred external pads, 60 internal pads, 28 menstrual
cups, and 11 did not use. Using a 1-10 scale, price, efficacy, sustain, practice,
intimal health status, hygiene, and importance of internal genitalia integrity were
questioned. 37 (22,56%) women related the use of menstrual cups in the last year.
Using any method to reduce menstruation had an odds ratio adjusted of 0.310
(95%CIl 0.122-0.787). Concern about the environmental biodegradation had ORadj
of 6.369 (95%CI 1.372-29.562); Intimal Health, ORadj of 1.996 (95%CI 1.183-
3.368); internal genital integrity, ORadj of 0.824 (95%CI 0.682-0.995), for menstrual
cups use. Conclusion: women using a method to reduce their menstrual flow,
concerning about biodegradation, concerning with intimal health, and with no
concerns about manipulating their genitalia were significant independent factors for
the adherence of menstrual cups.

Keywords: Menstrual Hygiene Products; Feminine Hygiene Products; Menstrual
cup; Education, Medical, Undergraduate
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Introduction
Knowing women’s menstrual hygiene methods can tell us what they look for in a
method and what they use as criteria to do so. The menstrual cup can be a viable
option for most women during their menstrual period. (van Eijk et al. 2018) This
method is not widespread in the population, and there is a lack of literature
regarding the advantages and disadvantages of using it and the choosing criteria.
(North and Oldham 2011; Smith et al. 2020) Sustainability is a current concern and
can be one of the criteria adopted by women during their decision-making. (Jahan
et al. 2020) Menstrual cups appear a sustainable, cost-effective, practical, and
adequate choice compared to the most known methods. (Hennegan et al. 2020)
Despite these observations, the use and the preference of menstrual cups remain
primarily unexplored. (van Eijk et al. 2019)
We hypothesize that menstrual cups are underused among the population, even
undergraduate medical women, who are supposed to be more knowledgeable
about menstrual hygiene products.
Our primary objective was to identify independent factors in women predicting the
preferences for using menstrual cups. In addition, the specific objective was to
describe the prevalence of menstrual cups among undergraduate medical women.
Methods: We used the STROBE guidelines to report this manuscript. (von EIm et
al. 2008) The Faculty of Medicine of Educational Foundation of Municipality of Assis
(FEMA), in S&o Paulo State, Brazil, provided human resources and infrastructure.
We conducted a cross-sectional study approved by the FEMA Ethical Committee
under the number 38034920.3.0000.8547, and all enrolled participants agreed to an

informed written consent process before answering the online survey. Inclusion

criteria: adult women regularly matriculated at FEMA Medical School. Exclusion
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criteria were women with previous pregnancies in the last 12 months. We calculate
a sample size of 164 participants using the Slovin formula, based on the population
size of 277 women regularly matriculated in the FEMA Medical course, a margin of

error of 5%, a confidence interval of 95%, and an inaccurate standard deviation of

50%.

All participants were asked to answer a structured questionnaire to collect
epidemiological and clinical data. This included: age in years, Caucasian or non-
Caucasian, religion as Catholic, Protestants, other religions and non-religion,
conjugal status as married or not married. The menstrual patterns included having
an irregular menstrual cycle, a menstrual period equal to four days or more, intense
menstrual bleeding, having premenstrual disorders, dysmenorrhea, or menstrual
disorder leading to incapacity during the period, and using or not some medical
method to reduce menstrual bleeding. About menstrual hygiene methods, in the last
12 months used external pads, internal or tampon pads, or menstrual cups;
previous knowledge about all types of hygiene methods; whether knowledge was
acquired by medical instruction or not, whether had previous use of the menstrual
cup and if positive, the satisfaction level. On a scale from 1 to 10, we collected data
about the influence of price, efficacy, sustainability, practicality, intimal health,
menstrual hygiene, and preoccupation with internal genitalia manipulation on the

choice of their preferred method.
The primary outcome variable was the menstrual cup’s actual use and preference

as a menstrual hygiene method.

We used the statistical software package IBM SPSS Statistic version 24.0™ from
IBM, Armonk, NY. The variable age was described as mean, standard deviation

(SD), and Minimum / Maximum values and analyzed by independent sample
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Student’s t-test. A frequency described the categorical and binary variables. The
dependent variable “use of menstrual cups,” which is categorical and binary,
required a specific analysis, considering that it did not have a Normal distribution
(which is an assumption for most analyzes). In this context, categorical data
analysis allows us to use logistic regression to adapt traditional regression for
categorical data. The clinical variables determined with the simple logistic
regression analysis using a P-value <.200 were included in a multivariate logistic
regression analysis. All significant variables identified by the simple logistic
regression were used as predictors in the multivariate model. The relative risk (RR)
and 95% confidence intervals (95%CI) were calculated for each variable. They were
excluded one by one in the backward multivariate logistic regression analysis until
reaching the best model, defined by the impossibility to exclude any other variable
without significant loss in adjustment. For all multivariate logistic tests, the statistical
significance limit was P <.05. We did not have missing data or incomplete
questionnaires. We called the answer to the question “Do you use menstrual cups?”
as a Dependent Variable and the other variables of interest as Predictor Variables
since we tested the hypothesis that menstrual cups use depends on the other
variables. The logistic regression model was conducted to identify the independent
risk factors for the use of menstrual cups.
Results: Of 277 included women, 164 participated, answering the online survey
sent via text message cell phone in January 2021. The mean age was 22.26 years
(SD: 3.21), with a minimum age of 18 and a maximum, 41 years. Tablel represents
the background findings of the study. Table 2 shows the medical students’
menstrual cycle characteristics, and 82.32% had a regular cycle, lasting more than

three days (78.05%), and 21.95% intense bleeding. Also, 98.78% had menstrual
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disorders and dysmenorrhea, and these factors are reported as disabling for
35.98% of women during the menstrual period. They reported the use of some
method in order to reduce menstrual flow in 67.68% of participants. The menstrual
hygiene products mentioned as used in the last 12 months were in order of
frequency, the external absorbent or pad, the internal tampon, and the menstrual
cup. Regarding knowledge about menstrual hygiene methods, 80.49% said they
knew all the methods, and 25.60% said they had already received medical
guidance about it. The concern with environmental biodegradation was reported by
68.29%. They have used the menstrual collector at some time, 22.56%. Of these,
17.07% reported some problem or difficulty with the method, and 5.49% showed
dissatisfaction with the menstrual collector. Table 3 presents the items’ efficacy,
hygiene, practicality, intimal health, price, sustainability, and integrity of the internal
genitalia, when asked about on a scale from 1 to 10, where ten as a maximum
score, as a denotation of powerful influence, and one as its minimum. Tables 4 and
5 show the results of the statistical analyses performed. Based on the results, the
P-values < .20 were tested in the Multivariate regression model with the backward
stepwise technique. Thus, the best model results in the variables with a P-value
<.05 below. It was concluded that the factors of using any method to reduce
menstruation in the last 12 months had an Adjusted Odds Ratio of 0.310 (95%CI
0.122-0.787), P-Value: .014. Concern about the environmental biodegradation
caused by menstrual hygiene products had an Odds Ratio Adjusted of 6.369
(95%Cl 1.372-29.562), P-value: .018; Intimal Health had an Odds Ratio Adjusted of
1.996 (95%CI 1.183-3.368), P-value: .010; internal genital integrity had an Odds

Ratio Adjusted of 0.824 (95%CI 0.682-0.995), P-value: .045, for menstrual cups

use.
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Discussion: The menstrual cup method was previously used by 22.56% of women
students from a private medical school in Brazil. We found significant evidence that
women have not used some method to reduce menstrual flow, women concerned
about the biodegradation of personal hygiene products, women concerned about
their intimal health, and women not bothered by the manipulation of their internal
genitalia are the characteristics that influenced positively in the choice of the
menstrual cup method.
Women concerned about environmental degradation have a 536.9% greater chance
of choosing menstrual cups. This may be related to the lesser amount of plastic
waste resulting from a menstrual cup device in 10 years compared to disposable
methods, being that the menstrual cups represent 6% of plastic waste compared to
the residues of the internal absorbents and 0.4% of the external absorbents. Intimal
health was the second most crucial factor in choosing the product in our study.
Although the use of the menstrual cup requires manipulation of the genitalia,
evidence shows that after the correct instruction and an adaptation time of an
average of 6 months, there is a good acceptance process. (van Eijk et al. 2018)
Therefore, the negative effect on the choice of the menstrual cup by women who
are concerned with manipulating the genitalia, evidenced in our study and another
study carried out in Zimbabwe, can be conducted by the proper instruction
concerning the anatomy of the internal genitalia, and on the correct form of
insertion, without impairing physical integrity, even in virgin women. (Tembo et al.
2020)
The knowledge and access to most menstrual hygiene products, reported by more
than 80.49% of the participants, were not an expected factor influencing the choice

of the menstrual cups in this study. Otherwise, 19.51% are still unaware of some
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products available, which is similar to that found in a study by van Erjk in high-
income countries. (van Eijk et al. 2019)
Limitations: the primary limitation is that the exposure and outcome were
simultaneously assessed in the study’s cross-sectional design. We had good
medical students’ compliance and a high degree of understanding of this
population’s questions compensated for a non-validated questionnaire. Moreover,
there is a lack of validated questionnaires in the literature about the proposed
theme. Nevertheless, we believe that the results obtained are relevant and can be
generalized to the women’s population, especially those with higher educational
levels.
Conclusion: The menstrual cup is a safe and practice method for menstrual
hygiene, underused by women, even in a population with evident knowledge and
access to menstrual hygiene options. We observed that women using something to
reduce their menstrual flow, women concerning biodegradation of menstrual
hygiene products, women concerning intimal health, and those with no concerns
about manipulating their internal genitalia were independent factors for the
adherence of the menstrual cup. Further studies are necessary to investigate the

mechanisms involved in hygiene menstrual methods’ preferences and choices and

promote interventions to enforce menstrual cups among women.
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Table 1. Sociodemographic characteristics (N=164)

Age * 22.26 (3.21)**
Caucasian 148 (90.24%)
Not married 158 (96.34%)
Catholic 109 (66.46%)
Protestant 22 (13.41%)

Another religion 11 (6.71%)

No religion 142 (86.59%)

*Age in Years.
**Mean and Standard deviation
For the other variables, we used frequency and percentile.
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Table 2: Menstrual and clinical variables. N=164

Variable N Percentile
Irregular menstrual cycle 29 17.68
Menstrual period more than three days 128 78.05
Intense bleeding 36 21.95
Regular menses in the last 12 months 110 67.07
Dysmenorrhea or Menstrual Disorders 162 98.78
Incapacity due to menstrual period 59 35.98
Use of some method for reducing menstrual bleeding 111 67.68
Use of external pads in the last 12 months 136 82.93
Use of internal tampon in the last 12 months 60 36.59
Use of menstrual cups in the last 12 months 28 17.07
Amenorrhea in the last 12 months 11 6.71
Knowledge about all menstrual hygiene methods 132 80.49
Concern about biodegradation of menstrual hygiene 112 68.29
methods

Medical orientation about menstrual cups 42 25.60
Previous use of menstrual cups 37 22.56
Any problem using menstrual cups 28 17.07

Insatisfaction with menstrual cups 9 5.49
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Table 3: Ordinal data concerning the influence of variables in choosing the
last 12 months’ preferred hygiene method. N=164

Mean (SD) Median *  Minimum- Maximum
Price 6.27 (2.92) 7(5-8) 1-10
Efficacy 9.56 (1.24) 10 (10 - 10) 1-10
Sustainability 6.15(2.98) 7 (4-8.25) 1-10
Practicality 8.89 (1.84) 10 (8- 10) 1-10
Intimal Health 8.80 (1.87) 10(8-10) 1-10
Hygiene 9.42 (1.45) 10 (10 - 10) 1-10
Internal genital Integrity 2.76 (3.19) 1(1-3.25) 1-10

*(1st — 3rd Quatrtile)
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Table 4: Simple regression model (P<.20) for each predictor variable. N= 164.

95% Confidence P-
Odds Interval value
ratio
Irregular periods 0.311 (0.069; 1.390) 0.126
More than three days of the menstrual 2.670 (0.757; 9.413) 0.127
period
Intense menstrual bleeding 0.964 (0.358; 2.592) 0.942
A regular menstrual period in the last 12 1.584 (0.628; 3.997) 0.330
months
Incapacity during the menstrual period 0.986 (0.422; 2.305) 0.975
Any method to reduce menstrual bleeding 0.402 (0.176; 0.921) 0.031
Medical instructions about menstrual cups 0.430 (0.140; 1.321) 0.141
Biodegradation concerns 7.558 (1.721; 33.198) 0.007
Price 1.111 (0.956; 1.290) 0.168
Efficacy 1.179 (0.746; 1.863) 0.481
Sustainability 1.413 (2.172; 1.705) <
0.001
Practicability 1.582 (1.023; 2.445) 0.039
Hygiene 1.977 (1.174; 3.331) 0.010
Intimal Health 1.496 (0.846; 2.645) 0.166
Internal genital integrity 0.850 (0.709; 1.020) 0.166

* Dysmenorrhea or Menstrual DIsorders: No sufficient sample representation

**Using no as reference.
P<.20
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Table 5: The predicted variables of the best model of multiple logistic
regression. N=164

95% P-
Confidence value
Odds ratio Interval
adjusted
0.310 (0.122; 0.787) .014
Any method to reduce menstrual
bleeding
6.369 1.372; 29.562) .018
Biodegradation concerns
1.996 (1.183; 3.368) .010
Intimal Health
0.824 (0.682; 0.995) .045

Internal genital integrity

Backward stepwise method
P<.05
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