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Abstract: 

Objectives - To investigate if there was an increase in menstrual abnormality related 
presentation post COVID-19 vaccination.  
Design - BERTopic machine learning, with a guided topic modelling option was used to 
analyse mentions of menstrual change in relation to COVID-19 vaccination on the social 
media platform Reddit. Self-controlled case series (SCCS) analysis using general practice 
data collected via the POpulation Level Analysis and Reporting (POLAR) tool with 
permission from Primary Health Networks (PHNs) as the de-identified dataset owners in 
Victoria and New South Wales. 
Setting: Globally for social media analysis. Victoria and New South Wales (NSW), Australia 
for POLAR 
Participants: For social media analysis, people who made a Reddit post about menstrual 
concerns post COVID-19 vaccine. For the SCCS analysis, people who presented to a 
POLAR GP registered practice with a new menstrual abnormality diagnosis. 
Exposures: COVID-19 vaccination with adenovirus vector [AstraZeneca’s Vaxzervria® 
ChadOx1-S], mRNA [Pfizer-BioNTech’s Comirnaty® BNT162b2 and Moderna’s Spikevax®] 
or protein-subunit [Novavax’s Nuvaxovid®]). 
Outcomes and Measures:  Scraped social media posts were pre-processed, analysed for 
positive, negative, and neutral sentiments and topic modelled. Menstrual abnormality 
presentations of interest were isolated from the general practice dataset aggregated by 
POLAR, by searching for relevant SNOMED CT codes. Similarly, relative incidence (RI) was 
calculated for all COVID-19 vaccine types.  
Results: Social media analysis saw peaks in menstrual change posts on Reddit since the 
global COVID-19 vaccine rollout. The SCCS analysis demonstrates an increase in general 
practice presentations of menstrual abnormality diagnosis following mRNA vaccines (RI= 
1.14, 95% CI: 1.07 to 1.22, P <0.001).  
Conclusions and Relevance: This study demonstrates an increase in menstrual 
abnormality presentations following COVID-19 mRNA vaccination. Our findings validate the 
concerns raised on social media so people who are vaccinated or are considering future 
vaccines feel heard, supported, and validated. Our analysis highlights the importance of 
using large real-world datasets to gather reliable evidence for public health decision making. 
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Summary box 
 
Section 1: What is already known on this topic? 

•  Surveys and spontaneous surveillance systems suggested and association of 
menstrual cycle changes with COVID-19 vaccination. 

• Heavy menstrual bleeding was added to the product information for mRNA 
vaccines in the European Union 

 
Section 2: What this study adds? 

• Our study is the first to prove an increase in menstrual abnormality related 
presentations post mRNA COVID-19 vaccines using routinely collected general 
practice data. 

• Our findings validate the concerns raised by people who menstruate and help 
them with their future decision to vaccinate.  

 
 
 
Introduction: 

Since global COVID-19 vaccination began in 2021, community concerns of menstrual cycle 
changes following vaccination proliferated1. Social media reports described people who 
menstruate being left feeling “confused”, “fearful” and “dejected” as clinicians expressed 
scepticism about their concerns regarding a link with vaccination with no available evidence 
to confirm an association.2  

Menstrual health is a sign of female health and is important to improving global population 
health3, 4.While variability is common, surveys, menstrual tracking apps and spontaneous 
surveillance systems added to growing data suggesting an association of menstrual cycle 
changes with COVID-19 vaccination.5 A 2023 cohort study did not find an association 
between increased menstrual cycle disorder consultations and COVID-19 vaccination in pre-
menopausal women3.Heavy menstrual bleeding was added to the product information for 
mRNA vaccines in the European Union in October 20226.  

In the “infodemic” era where misinformation is rampant and can fuel vaccine hesitancy it is 
imperative that we can effectively listen and robustly investigate community vaccine safety 
concerns7. To ensure that the concerns regarding menstrual health were heard and 
appropriate analysis conducted to validate community concerns we 1) interrogated social 
media to explore the trends in COVID-19 vaccine related menstrual cycle change 
discussions and 2) analysed a large Australian primary care dataset to investigate if 
menstrual abnormality related consultations were more common within 6 weeks of any 
COVID-19 vaccination. 

 

Methods: 
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We adopted a sequential approach where we assessed menstrual health concerns 
expressed on social media and then validated these concerns by conducting a self-
controlled case series analysis on a large Australian general practice dataset. (Figure 1) 

Social media Analysis 

We used BERTopic machine learning, with a guided topic modelling option, to analyse 
mentions of menstrual change with COVID-19 vaccination on the social media platform 
Reddit (Figure 1). Reddit is a global online community where registered users can submit 
content, engage in discussions, and interact with others on a wide range of topics8. Reddit 
social media posts were identified in a data scraping phase, using PRAW, a Python wrapper 
for the Reddit Application Performing Interface (API)9, to extract English posts. This was 
followed by a pre-processing phase where we removed hyperlinks and special characters. 
We converted any text contractions to long formats, split concatenated words, and converted 
emojis to text. Next the sentiment analysis phase was implemented which classifies the 
emotions and opinions in the posts as positive, negative, or neutral. We finetuned the 
COVID Twitter-BERT V2 (CT-BERT V2) model10 , using manually labelled posts. Posts that 
showed encouraging attitudes towards COVID vaccines despite the news of AEFI were 
labelled as positive, while tweets showing discouraging reactions or refusal to take the 
vaccine were labelled negative. Tweets where users expressed neither sentiment in relation 
to AEFI, were marked as neutral11.  

Finally in the topic modelling phase we only processed the posts categorised as negative 
and neutral for topic modelling, because these posts were likely to discuss vaccine 
hesitancy. Topic modelling helps understand the topics discussed in the sentiments which 
assists with understanding the opinion and topics of discussion of the public11.    

Self-controlled case series (SCCS) Analysis 

We analysed a de-identified primary care dataset—Outcome Health’s Population Level 
Analysis and Reporting (POLAR) deployed in partnership with primary health networks in the 
Australian states of Victoria and New South Wales namely: Central and Eastern Sydney 
PHN, Eastern Melbourne PHN, Gippsland PHN, South Eastern Melbourne PHN, and South 
Western Sydney PHN. POLAR provides near real-time routinely collected electronic general 
practice (GP) health information representing a pooled catchment of 12 million patients.4 De-
identified data were accessed to identify GP consultations of people categorised as female 
in the dataset, aged 15–49 years with a new menstrual cycle change between 1 January 
2021 and 28 March 2023. A menstrual abnormality related diagnosis included any 
premenstrual or menstruation disruptions, change in flow and/or cycle irregularities 
(supplementary Table 1) identified using SNOMED CT codes12. Using a SCCS design13, we 
calculated the relative incidence of menstrual cycle change within a 42-day risk window post 
any COVID-19 vaccination and by COVID-19 vaccine type (adenovirus vector [ Vaxzervria® 
ChadOx1-S, AstraZeneca], mRNA [ Comirnaty® BNT162b2, Pfizer-BioNTech and 
Spikevax®, Moderna] or protein-subunit [Nuvaxovid®, Novavax]). All other time periods 
outside the 42-day risk window and within the observation period constituted the baseline 
period. (Supplementary Figure 1) Analysis was performed in R (version 4.2.3)14, P values 
were considered significant at <0.05.  
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Figure 1: Sequential analysis approach 

 

Patient and Public Involvement   

Public sentiments were heard using our social media analysis, which was then validated 
using the POLAR SCCS analysis. The POLAR data were completely de-identified and hence 
it was not possible to involve patients.  

 

Results:  

Overall, 70,355 social media posts were retrieved, which after pre-processing resulted in 
65,254 posts. Sentiment analysis step demonstrated a majority neutral posts (64.5%, n= 
42,106), followed by positive (25.48%, n=16624) and negative posts (10%, n=6524) (Figure 
2). Some manually labelled sample sentiments are listed in Table 1. 

Figure 2. Monthly distribution of positive, negative, and neutral sentiments 
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Table 1: Sample negative and neutral sentiments 

Polarity Posts 
Negative • “I got the Moderna vaccines a couple weeks ago. a week later I had by 

far the worst menstrual cycle in my entire life. it put me down for three 
days.” 

• “As a woman it is extremely disturbing the amount of women on that sub 
that are having menstrual side effects.” 

• “The way they swept women s menstrual changes under the rug is 
criminal. i think the last report said something like 50 of women have 
reported a change in their menses after the vaccine. and they are just 
acting like it is no biggie.” 

Neutral • “Someone posted this in a different thread since covid has an affect on 
menstrual cycles perhaps the vaccine has an affect as well?” 

• “Has there been anything published to show these vaccines have any 
effect on menstrual cycles?” 

• “First one did not impact my period and I was on it when i got it. second 
one triggered mine to come 4 days early but it impacted it weird. it was 
like a 4 day teaser than back to normal flow cycles. I chalked it up to my 
body fighting off stuff like it was sick and I know sickness and stress can 
really muck with mine” 

 

Topic modelling demonstrated a women and children’s hesitancy theme in which menstrual 
cycle was the most frequently discussed topic (2890 posts). The distribution of these 
menstrual cycle posts saw two prominent peaks; the first peak around April-May 2021(350-
400 posts) and  in January 2022(389 posts) which is likely due to the commencement of the 
global COVID-19 vaccine rollout15 and twitter post from a social media influencer on the 
topic16. (Figure 3)  
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Figure 3:  Monthly distributions of neutral and negative menstrual cycle posts on Reddit  

 
 

SCCS analysis  

During the study period, 40,750 people categorised as females had 46,353 presentations 
with menstrual cycle changes. Of these, 22,145 had received COVID-19 vaccination 
(Comirnaty®=19,392, Spikevax®=511, Vaxzevria®=2,176, Nuvaxovid®=56, unknown=10) 
and 1,063 had a new menstrual cycle change within 42-days of vaccination.  

The incidence of a new menstrual cycle change presentation was higher in the 42-day post-
vaccination period (relative incidence 1.15, 95%CI:1.08 to 1.22, P<.001) than the baseline 
period. When analyzed by vaccine type, only mRNA vaccines (Comirnaty® and Spikevax®) 
were associated with the higher incidence of menstrual cycle change presentation (Table 2).   
On extending the risk window beyond 42 days, an increase in presentation was still evident 
at 49 days (Relative incidence 1.32, 95%CI:1.13 to 1.53, P=<0.001) but dissipated by 90 
days post vaccination. (Relative incidence 1.11, 95%CI:0.94 to 1.32, P=0.20) 

Table 2: Menstrual cycle change presentations within 42-days post COVID-19 vaccination by vaccine 
type 

Vaccine type* Relative incidence 95% Confidence interval p-value 

mRNA (Comirnaty® and 
Spikevax®) 

 1.14  1.07 to 1.22  <0.001 

Adenoviral-vectored (Vaxzevria®)  1.15 0.94 to1.40 0.15 

Protein-based (Nuvaxovid®)  1.41 0.50 to 3.93 0.52 

*COVID-19 vaccine brands licensed for use in Australia
15

 

 

Discussion: 
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Our social media analysis demonstrated that people expressed concerns regarding changes 
to their menstrual cycle after receiving the COVID-19 vaccination. This was validated by our 
self-controlled case series analysis of a large primary care dataset analysis demonstrating 
that mRNA COVID-19 vaccination is associated with a higher incidence of new menstrual 
cycle change in the 6 weeks following vaccination. While a Swedish nationwide cohort study 
found no evidence of increased healthcare contacts in premenopausal women, our study 
included a longer duration, larger event outcome size, with the SCCS design controlling for 
fixed confounders.13, 17 In contrast, a Norwegian study observed an increased occurrence of 
menstrual changes post vaccination compared to the last cycle prior to vaccination, 
however, this study used a self-administered questionnaire which is prone to recall bias and 
was conducted  when media attention to menstrual changes was high possibly leading to an 
over estimation of association and was only conducted in women between 18-30 years of 
age18. Furthermore, a retrospective survey conducted in United Kingdom found that 18% of 
the pre-menopausal participants reported a menstrual change post their first dose of COVID-
19 vaccine, however, it was not set up initially to specifically answer menstrual changes post 
COVID-19 vaccination (secondary analysis) and was prone to reporter, selection and recall 
bias.19 Another study conducted on a menstrual tracking app in the U.S. found a temporary 
less than 1-day change in menstrual cycle length, however the findings of this study were 
not generalisable to the general population as people using the app may have certain 
common characteristics.20 

 In today’s era, social media is accessible to almost everyone, making it a valuable tool for 
public health organisations and consumers to connect and collaborate21. It removes the 
barrier of seeking medical attention or submitting a report, and therefore a useful adjunct 
source of health information for vaccine safety surveillance and early signal detection22, 23. 

Accessing de-identified routinely collected health record data like POLAR for secondary 
analysis is recognised as an important adjunct to public health surveillance and removes the 
biases (reporting and recall) associated with most studies published in literature. 
Additionally, it is likely to be a more accurate representation of the true state of menstrual 
cycle changes in the community.  Furthermore, the SCCS design is an established 
pharmacovigilance methodology to determine associations between discrete exposures 
such as vaccines, and subsequent health outcomes24. 

Limitations 

Our social media analysis was restricted to English language only and the manual labelling 
of post could have introduced bias. It is possible not all exposures (vaccines) or outcomes 
(consultations) were included in the POLAR dataset resulting in a potential under-
ascertainment of the associations we detected between vaccination and menstrual cycle 
disorder consultations.  

Conclusion 

Our findings validate concerns expressed in social media and surveys that mRNA COVID 
vaccines were associated with changes in menstruation. These underline the importance of 
listening to community-level concerns about public health interventions including 
vaccines.5Coupled with existing information that these changes are temporary;5, 17 we trust 
this will validate the experiences and reassure those who have experienced menstrual cycle 
changes following vaccination. Knowledge of our findings will prepare people considering 
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future vaccinations for temporarily altered cycles and make informed decisions. It will also 
help healthcare professionals counsel those who experienced menstrual change post 
COVID-19 vaccination and appropriately validate their concerns.  

Footnotes:  
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