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Abstract

Background: Chronic gastroduodenal disorders such as chronic nausea and vomiting syndrome
(CNVS), functional dyspepsia (FD) and gastroparesis, are more prevalent among young women,
many of whom are hormonal contraception users. We aimed to evaluate the effects of hormonal

contraception on symptom severity and gastric myoelectrical activity in people with chronic

gastroduodenal disorders.

Methods: This analysis was conducted on a large international cohort of patients who met Rome IV
criteria for CNVS or FD and had undergone body surface gastric mapping using Gastric Alimetry
(Alimetry, New Zealand). Symptoms were continuously reported on 0-10 Likert scales using a

validated symptom logging app.

Results: 127 people were included: 43 females using hormonal contraception, 30 premenopausal
females not using hormonal contraception, 30 postmenopausal females, and 24 males.
Premenopausal females who used hormonal contraception had higher nausea scores than non-users
(3.80 [IQR 2.00-5.42] vs 2.25 [0.20-4.43]; p<0.05), particularly when using the combined oral
contraceptive pill (COCP) with hormone-free intervals compared to continuous use (5.20 [4.30-6.00]
vs. 2.40 [1.70-3.80], p=0.02). Premenopausal women were more symptomatic than postmenopausal
women and men (p<0.001). The Principal Gastric Frequency was higher in hormonal contraception
users (median 3.1 cpm [IQR 3.00-3.30] vs. 3.00 cpm [2.90-3.10], p<0.001), and highest in users of

progestogen-only formulations (p<0.02).

Conclusion: Women with gastrointestinal disorders on hormonal contraception experience increased
nausea in comparison to non-users of hormonal contraception, with substantial variation in nausea
severity dependent on contraceptive type. Hormonal contraception users also demonstrated modified
gastric electrophysiology. Women with chronic gastroduodenal symptoms should be asked about their
use of hormonal contraception and non-hormonal contraceptive alternatives trialled as a means to

reduce symptoms.
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Introduction

Chronic gastroduodenal disorders are poorly understood (1-3) and more commonly affect young
female patients (4-8). The underlying cause of their disproportionate symptom burden is unknown.
One contributing factor may be hormonal contraception, which has been clearly linked with an
increased risk of gastrointestinal side effects in healthy women, including nausea and bloating (9,10).
The relationship between female sex hormones and gastric symptoms may provide valuable insights

towards understanding mechanisms underlying chronic gastroduodenal symptoms.

Hormonal contraception is a popular form of birth control, with over 150 million users worldwide
receiving synthetic mimics of progesterone and estrogen (11-14). Hormonal interactions in the
gastrointestinal tract have been proposed to contribute to gastric disorders (15,16). Symptoms have
been seen to vary with hormonal fluctuations in the menstrual cycle in patients with chronic
unexplained gastroduodenal symptoms (17—19). The gastric electrical system also appears sensitive
to the administration of exogenous progesterone and estrogen, inducing dysrhythmic activity (20).
Hormonal contraception could induce similar effects, but until recently it has been challenging to
reliably and non-invasively assess gastric electrophysiology and gastric symptoms in relation to

contraception use at scale.

Body surface gastric mapping (BSGM) is a new non-invasive diagnostic test for assessing gastric
function (21-23). Validated metrics, determined by simultaneous gastric mapping and time-of-test
symptom analyses, provide a standardised system to assess gastric electrophysiology (24—-26). The
aim of this study was therefore to evaluate the impact of hormonal contraception on nausea in

patients with chronic gastroduodenal symptoms using a commercial BSGM system.
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Methods

A total of 129 patients were evaluated from a collaborative prospective database containing
participants from three countries (Auckland, New Zealand; Western Sydney, Australia; Calgary,
Canada). Ethical approval was granted for the protocol under the registrations AHREC 1330
(Auckland Health Research Ethical Committee, REB19-1925 (University of Calgary) and H13541
(Human Research Ethics Committee, Western Sydney). All patients provided written informed

consent.

Study Population

People aged 218 years were eligible for inclusion if they demonstrated a gastroduodenal symptom

burden sufficient to meet the Rome IV Criteria for chronic nausea and vomiting syndrome (CNVS) or
functional dyspepsia (FD), irrespective of gastric emptying status. Exclusion criteria were: incomplete
test record, poor test quality (artifact >50% or poor impedance), current gastrointestinal (GI) infection,
history of inflammatory bowel disease (IBD), GI malignancy, previous Gl surgery, regular cannabis
use, pregnancy, or metabolic or neurological disease known to affect gastric function, with the

exception of diabetes.

Patients were categorised into four groups based on self-reported age, sex and contraception usage.
Contraceptive status was self-reported by patients on the day of testing. Premenopausal women were
considered hormonal contraception users if they were on any form of contraception that administered
exogenous progesterone and/or estrogen, including oral contraceptive pills, depo provera,
progestogen implants (depot medroxyprogesterone acetate; Jadelle) and levonorgestrel intrauterine
system (IUS). Non-users of hormonal contraception included those using barrier methods and copper
intrauterine devices (IUD), or no form of contraception. Postmenopausal women self-reported

menopause hormone therapy (MHT) use. No transgender individuals were included in this study.

Study Procedure

Participants fasted overnight before undergoing non-invasive BSGM using a high-resolution 64-
electrode array connected to a wearable reader device (Gastric Alimetry™, Alimetry, New Zealand)

(22). Following a 30-minute fasting recording, participants consumed an energy bar (Clif Bar"
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Nutrition Bar Chocolate Chip; 250 kcal, 5 g fat, 45 g carbohydrate, 10 g protein, 7 g fibre; Clif Bar &
Company, Emeryville, CA) and nutrient drink (Ensure™, 230 kcal, 230 mL; Abbott Nutrition, Chicago,
IL) and continued recording for a further 4 hours postprandially, per a standardized testing
methodology (21,27). Continuous symptom monitoring was achieved using a validated symptom
logging app, prompting subjects every 15 minutes to rate their nausea, bloating, upper gut pain,
heartburn, stomach burn and excessive fullness on 0-10 visual analogue Likert scales (0 indicating no
symptoms; 10 indicating the worst imaginable extent of symptoms) (24). Early satiation was recorded
directly after meal consumption. All individual symptom scores were used to calculate the “Total
Symptom Burden Score” over the duration of the test (24). Further detail on the standard Gastric

Alimetry BSGM protocol is described extensively in other publications (22,28,29).

Body Surface Gastric Mapping Metrics

The four spectral metrics reported by the Gastric Alimetry system were employed (25): Principal

Gastric Frequency (PGF; the sustained frequency associated with the most stable gastric

myoelectrical activity; normative interval 2.65 - 3.35 cpm), BMI-adjusted amplitude (normative interval

22 - 70uV), the Gastric Alimetry Rhythm Index (GA-RI; quantifying the extent to which activity is

concentrated within a narrow frequency band over time relative to the residual spectrum; normative

interval 20.25), and Fed:Fasted Amplitude Ratio (f-~AR, normative interval 21.08). A detailed

description and validation for each metric and their reference intervals are detailed in the

supplementary methods and elsewhere (25,26).

Statistical Analysis

The primary outcome of this study was the relationship between hormone contraceptive use and
nausea. Secondary outcomes were relationships between different modes of contraception with
gastrointestinal symptoms and gastric myoelectrical activity. All analyses were performed using R
(Version 4.2.3, R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria). Non-parametric data are

presented as the median and interquartile range (IQR). BSGM metric and symptom comparisons
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were made using Kruskall-Wallis and Wilcoxon signed-rank tests. Age and BMI adjustments were
performed using generalised multivariable linear regression models. Post-hoc analyses were adjusted

with Benjamini-Hochberg corrections.
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Patients were from New Zealand (97/129, 76%), Australia (24/129, 18%) and Canada (8/129, 6%).

Overall, 105/129 (81%) participants were female. Women on hormonal contraception were younger

than women not on hormonal contraception (25 (20 - 29) vs. 31 (24 - 41), p = 0.007; see Table 1).

Table 1: Summary Baseline Characteristics

Users of Non-users of | Post-Menopausal Male
Hormonal Hormonal
Contraception | Contraception

n (%) 44 30 31 24
Age (median) 25 31 63 32
BMI 224 23.8 225 23.7
Diagnosis CNVS Only 0 (0%) 2 (6.7%) 0 (%) 0 (0%)
(n, (%))

FD Only 1 (2.3%) 9 (30%) 15 (48%) 12 (50%)

Both 43 (98%) 19 (63%) 16 (52%) 12 (50%)
Contraceptive | COCP with 9 (20%)
Type HFI

Continuous 7 (16%)

COCP

POP 6 (14%)

Depo Provera 3 (6.8%)

(DMPA)

Levonorgestrel 17 (39%)

IUS

Other 2 (4.5%)

BMI = body mass index, CNVS = chronic nausea and vomiting syndrome, FD = functional dyspepsia, COCP =

combined oral contraception pill, HFl = hormone-free interval, POP = progestogen only pill, IUS = intrauterine

system

Symptoms
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Of the 129 participants, 90/129 (70%) met Rome 1V criteria for both CNVS and FD, 37/129 (28%) for
FD only and 2/129 (2%) for CNVS only. Excessive fullness was the most common symptom,
experienced by 114/129 (88%), followed by bloating (102/129, 79%), upper gut pain (101/129, 78%),
nausea (92/129, 71%), early satiation 91/129, 71%) and stomach burn (63/129, 49%). Belching was
the most common symptom event registered during testing, experienced by 85/129 (66%)

participants, followed by reflux (40/129, 31%) and vomiting (13/129, 10%).

Nausea scores were higher in hormonal contraception users compared to non-users of hormonal
contraception (3.80 [IQR 2.00 to 5.42] vs. 2.25 [0.20 to 4.43], p = 0.04, p-adjusted = 0.05),
postmenopausal women (0.05 [0.00 to 1.65], p <0.001, p-adjusted <0.001) and males (0.00 [0.00 to
1.80], p <0.001, p-adjusted <0.001) (Figure 1A). Post hoc corrections for multiple comparisons
revealed nausea for hormonal contraception users remained higher than non-users of hormonal
contraception (p-adjusted = 0.05), and both groups were higher than postmenopausal females and
males (all p <0.02). There were no differences between hormonal contraception users and non-users

for all other symptoms (all p >0.05) (Figure 1C).

As demonstrated in Figure 1B, total symptom burden scores were higher in hormonal contraception
users compared to males (median 18.80 [IQR 13.53 to 30.43] vs. 9.25 [IQR 6.18 to 16.28], p <0.001,
p-adjusted <0.001). Non-users of hormonal contraception users also experienced higher total
symptom scores than males (median 19.20 [IQR 8.15 to 27.68], p = 0.03, p-adjusted = 0.06), but total
symptom burden score did not reach significance in premenopausal women by hormonal

contraceptive use (p = 0.14, p-adjusted = 0.40).
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Figure 1: Symptom comparisons by use of hormonal contraception. A = Nausea, B = Total Symptom Burden,

C = comparison of all symptoms between hormonal contraceptive users (UHC) and non-users (UNHC)

Nausea by Contraceptive Type

Stratification by mode of contraception revealed significant differences in nausea scores in Figure 2.
Premenopausal women who used the combined oral contraceptive pill (COCP) with hormone-free
intervals (HFI) experienced more severe nausea than premenopausal women who used the COCP
continuously (without HFI) (5.20 [4.30 to 6.00] vs. 2.40 [1.70 to 3.80], p = 0.023, p-adjusted = 0.06),
premenopausal women who used the progestogen-only pill (POP) (3.25 [1.23 to 4.15], p = 0.026, p-
adjusted = 0.07), and premenopausal women who did not use any form of hormonal contraception
(2.25[0.20to0 4.43], p = 0.02, p-adjusted = 0.06). Users of hormonal contraception had significantly
higher nausea scores than postmenopausal women and men (all types p <0.01). Post hoc analyses

by contraceptive type are provided in Supplementary Material.
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Figure 2: Comparing overall nausea scores with premenopausal women on hormonal contraception, stratified by
type of contraception. COCP = combined oral contraceptive pill, HFI = hormone-free interval, POP = progestogen

only pill, IUD = intrauterine device

Other Symptoms

Users of hormonal contraception demonstrated symptom differences when compared to
postmenopausal women for overall bloating (3.20 [1.88 to 4.33] vs. 1.45 [0.00 to 3.58], p = 0.03, p-
adjusted = 0.27), upper gut pain (2.15 [1.08 to 4.56] vs. 0.75 [0 to 2.23], p = 0.007, p-adjusted = 0.04),
reflux (0.00 [0.00 to 2.00] vs. 0.00 [0.00 to 0.33], p = 0.02, p-adjusted = 0.14) and early satiation (6.00

[4.00 to 7.25] vs. 2.50 [0.00 to 6.00], p = 0.03, p-adjusted = 0.06).

Users of hormonal contraception also experienced higher symptom scores than males for upper gut
pain (0.35 [0.00 to 2.08], p = 0.004, p-adjusted = 0.02), reflux (0.00 [0.00 to 0.00], p = 0.05, p-adjusted
= 0.14), early satiation (2.00 [0.00 to 4.50], p = 0.002, p-adjusted = 0.01) and excessive fullness (3.50

[2.23 t0 5.18] vs. 1.9 [0.85 to 2.70], p = 0.003, p-adjusted = 0.02).

Other symptoms analysed by mode of contraceptive are summarised in Supplementary Material.
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Overall Trends

Users of hormonal contraception experienced the highest symptom burden across the majority of
symptoms (belching, bloating, early satiation, excessive fullness, and nausea), although not all
differences reached statistical significance. Non-users of hormonal contraception demonstrated lower
symptom scores than hormonal contraception users but higher scores than postmenopausal women

and men for bloating, early satiation and nausea (Figure 3).
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Figure 3: Median symptom scores by group across the 4.5-hour recording from highest to lowest score. The
median score for vomiting and reflux was 0 for all groups, so were excluded from this figure. P values were

calculated using the Kruskal-Wallis rank sum test.

Gastric Mapping Metrics

Stratification by hormonal contraception use revealed several variations within BSGM metrics (Figure
4A and 4B). Users of hormonal contraception demonstrated higher PGF compared to non-users of
hormonal contraception (median 3.10 cpm [IQR 3.00 to 3.30] vs. 3.00 cpm [2.90 to 3.10], p <0.001, p-
adjusted = 0.004). Non-users of hormonal contraception users had higher BMI-adjusted amplitudes
than males (31.90 [24.00 to 40.00] vs. 28.30 [19.57 to 33.23], p = 0.05, p-adjusted = 0.15) and
hormonal contraception users had higher BMI-adjusted amplitudes (33.15 [27.93 to 40.90], p = 0.01,

p-adjusted = 0.07) and GA-RI than males (0.42 [0.32 to 0.56] vs. 0.33 [0.26 to 0.43], p = 0.04, p-

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.20.24306132
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.20.24306132; this version posted April 22, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

adjusted = 0.1). Postmenopausal females also had higher GA-RI than males (0.49 [0.32t0 0.58], p =

0.03, p-adjusted = 0.10). All groups demonstrated similar ff:AR (p = 0.39).
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Figure 4: Comparative box plots for overall BSGM Metrics. A = Principal Gastric Frequency, B = BMI-Adjusted

amplitude. Figures for the remaining metrics can be found in Supplementary Figure 1.

Principal Gastric Frequency by Mode of Contraception

When premenopausal females were categorised by contraception type, variations in PGF were also
observed. As shown in Figure 5, females taking the POP had significantly higher PGF than females
taking the COCP (regardless of hormone-free intervals) (with HFI; 3.28 [3.26 to 3.38] vs. 3.05 [3.03 to
3.07], p = 0.009), p adjusted = 0.1), (continuous; 3.14 [2.98 to 3.09], p = 0.003, p-adjusted = 0.1),
females not on any form of contraception (3.01 [2.90 to 3.08], p <0.001, p-adjusted = 0.02), and males
(3.07 [2.91 t0 3.16], p = 0.02, p-adjusted = 0.2). Postmenopausal females also had significantly higher
PGF than premenopausal females who did not use any form of hormonal contraception (3.17 [3.05 to

3.35] vs. 3.01 [2.90 to 3.08], p < 0.001, p-adjusted = 0.02).
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Figure 5: Principal Gastric Frequency by contraception type

Metrics Analysis - Age Adjustment

After adjusting for age, the predicted change in odds ratio for PGF remained significant between users
of hormonal contraception and non-users of hormonal contraception (exp(B): 0.84; 95% CI 0.77, 0.92;
p <0.001) and revealed an additional significant difference between hormonal contraception users and
males (exp(B): 0.88; 95% CI 0.79, 0.99; p = 0.03). Comparisons between non-users of hormonal
contraception and postmenopausal women fell below the threshold for significance (exp(B): 1.05; 95%

C10.91, 1.21; p = 0.5).
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Discussion

This study demonstrates nausea is likely affected by hormonal contraception in chronic
gastroduodenal disorders. The results confirm that premenopausal females experience a substantially
higher burden of symptoms than postmenopausal and male patients. Importantly, we found that
premenopausal women experience increased nausea in association with hormonal contraception use,
with nausea severity being 1.7 times higher than in non-users. Substantial variation in nausea severity
was also identified according to the specific mode of contraceptive used, with severity being 2.2 times
higher for COCP users with hormone-free intervals compared to continuous COCP users. Hormonal
contraception users and postmenopausal women also showed higher gastric frequencies compared
to non-users, which also varied by mode of contraception, being highest in progesterone-specific

formulations.

Gastroduodenal disorders are highly prevalent, with chronic nausea and vomiting disorders
cumulatively affecting >1% of females, which is 2-3 times the rate reported in males (30,31). These
demographic differences are specific to premenopausal women, with a recent population-based
survey of >50,000 people from >25 countries showing that CNVS was identified in 1.3% of females
aged 18-39, decreasing to 0.7% in ages 40-64, and 0.4% in ages 65+ (30). In a further study on
patients with gastroparesis, Parkman et al. demonstrated that postmenopausal women generally
experienced milder symptoms and relatively well-compensated disease compared to premenopausal
women (OR 0.3) (4). Our results support a possible role for female sex hormones in explaining these

discrepancies (18,32,33) and implicate hormonal contraception as a plausible contributing factor.

The role of hormonal contraception in gastroduodenal disorders appears to be relatively understudied.
In gastroparesis, Verrengia et al. reported that non-oral contraceptive pill (OCP) users had cyclical
variations in symptom severity that were lacking in OCP users, although overall symptoms appeared
similar within their limited sample (n=20) (18). More recently, a large population-based (TriNetX) study
comprising more than 3 million patients was reported in abstract form (34). The preliminary results
indicated that within 5 years of starting COCPs, patients experienced a higher risk of nausea and
vomiting, epigastric pain, and bloating; higher rates of investigations with endoscopy and gastric

emptying studies; and higher rates of diagnoses with gastroparesis, functional dyspepsia, gastro-
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esophageal reflux disease, esophagitis and Barrett's esophagus. While the full report of this study is
still awaited, and confounding factors should be considered in a general population study, our data on

nausea and hormonal contraception appears to show compatible findings.

While our study did not specifically address causality, a causal link can be reasonably postulated
between hormonal contraception and nausea due to consistent and coherent evidence across
adjacent literature, including temporal and dose-response relationships, as well as biological
plausibility (35,36). For example, nausea and vomiting are commonly observed during fluctuations or
surges in female sex hormones, as seen in menstrual cycling (18,37,38), pregnancy (39,40), as a
side-effect of initiating hormonal contraception in healthy women (41,42); (43—46), and following the
administration of emergency contraceptives (43—46). Symptoms have also been noted to fluctuate
across the menstrual cycle in patients with gastroparesis, being heightened in the luteal phase (18). In
addition, female sex hormones are well known to modulate several important aspects of Gl function,
including motility, intestinal permeability and mucosal immunity (32), with hormonal contraception also
identified as a risk factor in other Gl disorders, including inflammatory bowel disease (18,47,48). The
incidence of gastric electrophysiological abnormalities has been shown to increase with higher doses
of female sex steroids in animal studies (49,50). While the mechanisms of this dose-response
relationship are not well established, central centres relevant to nausea expression may be involved,

such as the chemoreceptive trigger zone (51).

In addition, our data demonstrated a surprising difference in nausea severity by the mode of hormonal
contraception, further supporting a causal relationship (36), including the unexpected finding of a 2.2x
higher nausea severity among COCP users with hormone-free intervals vs continuous COCP users.
Hormone-free intervals result in greater fluctuations in serum estrogen and progesterone (52-54), and
these fluctuations in circulating hormone levels could theoretically be responsible for exacerbating
nausea in susceptible patients with pre-existing gastroduodenal disorders. This hypothesis is
consistent with the fact that fluctuations in other nauseogenic stimuli can be more impactful on nausea
and vomiting versus when stimulus levels are continuous or stable (55-57). Prospective cohort
studies to evaluate nausea severity in women with gastroduodenal disorders using hormonal

contraception are now desirable to confirm and extend these novel findings.
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Based on the above rationale, the findings of this study are clinically significant. Chronic nausea
disorders are challenging to treat (58,59). Women presenting with nausea should be asked about
contraception use, and a trial of non-hormonal contraception can be considered to see if there is an
improvement in symptoms. While healthcare professionals who prescribe contraception are aware
that changes in contraception choice may become necessary if nausea occurs as a side effect, these
changes are usually evaluated only around the time of prescription initiation; they may not currently be
considered by gastroenterologists or for patients on long-term contraceptives who subsequently
develop gastroduodenal disorders. The relatively simple intervention of changing contraceptive
strategies could therefore be underutilised in Gl practice and warrants further attention. In particular,
prospective studies of patients with gastroduodenal disorders could be conducted to evaluate whether
switching patients taking the COCP with hormone-free intervals to a continuous COCP regime or non-
hormonal methods of contraception are effective strategies to reduce chronic symptoms and improve

quality of life.

The changes in gastric electrophysiology observed in this study in association with hormonal
contraception were important. The most notable change was in Principal Gastric Frequency, which
was elevated with exogenous hormone delivery, particularly in formulations containing significant
guantities of progestogen. This finding is consistent with a separate study recently performed by our
group, which showed that similar elevations in gastric frequency occur normally during the luteal
phase of the menstrual cycle in women not taking hormonal contraception when circulating
progesterone is also elevated (38). Taken together, these data likely explain why females exhibit
higher overall gastric frequencies than males in normative range datasets (25). While the changes in
gastric frequency related to contraception use may appear modest, it should be noted that
physiological homeostasis maintains PGF in a very tight range (2.65-3.35 cycles per minute) and thus
a difference of 0.1 cpm, particularly after adjustment for age and multiple comparisons, reflects a
relevant difference between the groups. It should be noted that the median PGF for all groups
remained within a normal range (25), and the differences themselves are therefore unlikely to directly
induce gastroduodenal symptoms; however, they may lead to small physiological increases in gastric
mixing and emptying (38). In addition, while gastric dysrhythmias have previously been associated

with both exogenous female sex hormone administration and nausea (20), dysrhythmias were not
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observed to be specifically associated with hormonal contraception use in our current study, as
measured by the validated ‘Rhythm Index’ metric by the Gastric Alimetry System (see
Supplementary Figure 1) (26). Regardless, the fact that contraceptive use has a measurable effect

on gastrointestinal physiology and is associated with clinical symptoms is notable.

Some limitations of the current study are noted. The duration of contraceptive use was not available
for this analysis, which may be relevant to the severity of nausea, given that patients may face greater
side effects when first starting COCP (60). Participants using COCP may not have been administering
uniform hormonal doses in this study as hormonal dosing between COCP formulations is variable.
Subgroup analyses by hormonal type were restricted by the available sample size, and the novel

nature of the subject limited the ability to inform a priori power calculations.

In summary, this study has revealed novel associations between hormonal contraception use, nausea
severity, and gastric electrophysiology in patients with gastroduodenal disorders, which varied by the
contraceptive type used. Contraception type is an important variable to consider in patients presenting
with gastroduodenal disorders, and a trial of non-hormonal contraception should be considered as a

potential management strategy.
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Supplementary Material

Post Hoc Analysis of Nausea by Contraceptive Type

Overall Nausea

Corrected p values using Benjamini Hochberg correction

COCP with COCP without

Breaks Breaks Depo Provera  Hormonal IUD Male None Other POP
Depo Provera 0.873 0.247
Hormonal IUD 0.320 0.728 0471
Male 0.004 0.055 0.053 0.008
None 0.064 0.745 0.248 0.331 0.053
Other 0.281 0.914 0.873 0.873 0.150 0.728
POP 0.066 0.945 0410 0.696 0.064 0.745 0.908
:.’T;:;pausai 0.008 0.064 0.064 0.014 0.873 0.064 0.261 0.150

COCP = combined oral contraceptive pill, HFI = hormone-free interval, POP = progesterone only pill, IUD = intrauterine device

Analysis of Symptoms by Contraception Type

Overall Upper Gut Pain
COCP with COCP without

Breaks Breaks Depo Provera = Hormonal IUD Male None Other POP
Depo Provera 1.000 1.000
Hormonal 1UD 0.118 0.280 0.711
Male 0.022 0.035 0.406 0,072
None 0.291 0.726 0.900 0.586 0.065
Other 1.000 0.769 1.000 0.319 0.184 0.584
POP 0.376 0.731 1.000 0.528 0.109 0.983 0429
:;:;)pmlsal 0.031 0.063 0.499 0217 0.580 0.154 0.208 0.184

COCP = combined oral contraceptive pill, HFI = hormone-free interval, POP = progesterone only pill, lUD = intrauterine device
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Overall Bloating
COCP with COCP without

Breaks Breaks Depo Provera  Hormonal IUD Male None Other POP
gzgiswnhout 0633
Depo Provera 0.354 0.117
Hormonal IUD 0.499 0.949 0.056
Male 0.504 0.309 0.049 0.255
None 0.737 0.845 0.185 0.876 0.766
Other 0.408 0.222 1.000 0.143 0.163 0.255
POP 0.261 0.366 0.048 0.344 0.697 0.521 0.143
I‘F:'loes:opausal 0.249 0.182 0.064 0.199 0.426 0.330 0.124 0.883

COCP = combined oral contraceptive pill, HFI = hormone-free interval, POP = progesterone only pill, IUD = intrauterine device

Overall Stomach Burn

COCP with COCP without

Breaks Breaks Depo Provera  Hormonal IUD Male None Other POP
Depo Provera 1.000 0.724
Hormonal IUD 0.501 0.895 0.661
Male 0.260 0.469 0.397 0.348
None 0.874 0.729 0.869 0.602 0.165
Other 0.902 1.000 1.000 0.890 0.630 0.967
POP 0419 0.707 0.498 0.635 0.909 0.487 1.000
I‘F:'T::opausal 0.208 0.529 0.307 0.359 0.969 0.152 0.732 0.817

COCP = combined oral contraceptive pill, HFI = hormone-free interval, POP = progesterone only pill, IUD = intrauterine device

Overall Excessive Fullness
COCP with COCP without

Breaks Breaks Depo Provera  Hormonal IUD Male None Other POP
(BZ(CZEESwnhout 0.289
Depo Provera 0.853 0.568
Hormonal IUD 0.647 0.757 0416
Male 0.018 0.055 0.163 0.073
None 0.359 0.684 0452 0.912 0.125
Other 0.723 1.000 1.000 0.947 0.358 0.697
POP 0.679 0.829 0.697 0.972 0.048 0.640 1.000
i’?esrtw;pausal 0.217 0.777 0.301 0.560 0.150 0.773 0.570 0.620

COCP = combined oral contraceptive pill, HFI = hormone-free interval, POP = progesterone only pill, IUD = intrauterine device
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Overall Early Satiation
COCP with COCP without

Breaks Breaks Depo Provera Hormonal IUD Male None Other POP
SZEESWIthOUt 0553
Depo Provera 0.851 1.000
Hormonal IUD 0.567 0.167 0.486
Male 0.059 0.251 0.121 0.005
None 0.275 0.681 0.328 0.080 0.128
Other 1.000 0.881 1.000 0.685 0.688 0.969
POP 1.000 0.660 0.792 0.671 0.079 0.223 1.000
:Aoes:opausal 0.166 0.507 0316 0.028 0.634 0.355 0.875 0.181

COCP = combined oral contraceptive pill, HFI = hormone-free interval, POP = progesterone only pill, IlUD = intrauterine device

Overall Vomiting
COCP with COCP without

Breaks Breaks Depo Provera  Hormonal IUD Male None Other POP
SZEESWIthOUt 0231
Depo Provera 0475
Hormonal 1IUD 0.937 0.269 0.495
Male 0335 0.471 0.671 0.352
None 0.422 0.413 0616 0.445 0.822
Other 0.598 0.601 0.755 0.700
POP 0.594 0.140 0.377 0.560 0.124 0.169 0.513
:/Ioesrtw-opausal 0.076 0.684 0.836 0.087 0.438 0.297 0.899 0.019

COCP = combined oral contraceptive pill, HFI = hormone-free interval, POP = progesterone only pill, IUD = intrauterine device

Overall Reflux
COCP with COCP without

Breaks Breaks Depo Provera Hormonal IUD Male None Other POP
SZEESWIthOUt 0126
Depo Provera 0.572 1.000
Hormonal IUD 0.028 0.677 0.695
Male 0.001 0.230 0.490 0.460
None 0.018 0.692 0.672 0.967 0.366
Other 0.232 1.000 1.000 0.872 0.472 0.850
pOP 0.127 0.870 0.878 1.000 0.528 0.979 1.000
I‘F:'lo:rtw-opausal 0.001 0.233 0.513 0.460 0.897 0.346 0.513 0.528

COCP = combined oral contraceptive pill, HFI = hormone-free interval, POP = progesterone only pill, IUD = intrauterine device
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Overall Belching
COCP with COCP without

Breaks Breaks Depo Provera  Hormonal IUD Male None Other POP
gziiswnhout 1.000
Depo Provera 0.637 0.909
Hormonal IUD 0.496 0.424 0.521
Male 0.674 0.789 0.871 0.284
None 0439 0.499 0,948 0,147 0.870
Other 0.173 0.100 0333 0.091 0.198 0.154
POP 1.000 0.885 0.792 0.596 1.000 0.677 0.214
Post-
Waksfiaiidal 0.501 0.516 0.902 0.081 0774 0.774 0.083 0.403

COCP = combined oral contraceptive pill, HFI = hormone-free interval, POP = progesterone only pill, IUD = intrauterine device

Supplementary Figure 1
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Supplementary Figure 1: Boxplot comparison by contraception status for remaining BSGM Metrics.

A = Gastric Alimetry Rhythm Index (GA-RI), B = Fed:Fasted amplitude ratio (ff-AR).
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