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Abstract 

Background: Coronavirus Disease 2019 (Covid-19) during pregnancy is associated with an 

increased risk of maternal death, intensive care unit (ICU) admission, and preterm birth; 

however, many people who are pregnant refuse to receive Covid-19 vaccination because of a 

lack of safety data. 

Objective: The objective of this preliminary study was to assess whether we could identify (1) 

users who have reported on Twitter that they received Covid-19 vaccination during pregnancy or 

the periconception period, and (2) reports of their pregnancy outcomes. 

Methods: We searched for reports of Covid-19 vaccination in a large collection of tweets posted 

by users who have announced their pregnancy on Twitter. To help determine if users were 

vaccinated during pregnancy, we drew upon a natural language processing (NLP) tool that 

estimates the timeframe of the prenatal period. For users who posted tweets with a timestamp 

indicating they were vaccinated during pregnancy, we drew upon additional NLP tools to help 

identify tweets that report their pregnancy outcomes. 

Results: Upon manually verifying the content of tweets detected automatically, we identified 

150 users who reported on Twitter that they received at least one dose of Covid-19 vaccination 

during pregnancy or the periconception period. Among the 60 completed pregnancies, we 

manually verified at least one reported outcome for 45 (75%) of them. 

Conclusions: Given the limited availability of data on Covid-19 vaccine safety in pregnancy, 

Twitter can be a complementary resource for potentially increasing the acceptance of Covid-19 

vaccination in pregnant populations. Directions for future work include developing machine 

learning algorithms to detect a larger number of users for observational studies. 

 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 22, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.15.21263653doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.15.21263653
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Introduction 

Coronavirus Disease 2019 (Covid-19) during pregnancy is associated with an increased risk of 

maternal death, intensive care unit (ICU) admission, and preterm birth [1]; however, in the 

United States, receipt of Covid-19 vaccination during pregnancy is low [2]. Surveys indicated 

that the most common reason for refusing Covid-19 vaccination during pregnancy was a lack of 

safety data [3], which are limited because people who were pregnant were excluded from 

preauthorization clinical trials. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) recently 

released the first United States data on Covid-19 vaccine safety in pregnancy, based on post-

vaccination health information reported by participants voluntarily enrolled in v-safe [4]. 

According to the CDC, the preliminary data do not indicate any obvious safety signals, but 

continued monitoring is needed. The CDC also noted several potential limitations of their 

participant-reported data, including selection bias, reporting bias, misreporting, small sample 

size, and limited information on other risk factors. 

 

Given the preliminary nature and potential limitations of the v-safe data, other sources of data 

should be explored in order to provide additional evidence that Covid-19 vaccination during 

pregnancy is safe. In the United States, 42% of people aged 18-29 and 27% of people aged 30-49 

use Twitter [5], and our prior work [6] demonstrates that Twitter data can be used to assess 

outcomes associated with medication taken during pregnancy. Therefore, we hypothesized that 

Twitter also could be a source of data for monitoring the safety of Covid-19 vaccination received 

during pregnancy. While user-generated Twitter data may be subject to limitations similar to the 

v-safe data, the current availability of other sources of data is very limited. The objective of this 

preliminary study was to assess whether we could identify (1) users who have reported on 
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Twitter that they received Covid-19 vaccination during pregnancy or the periconception period 

(within 30 days before their last menstrual period), and (2) reports of their pregnancy outcomes. 

As a complementary source of safety data, Twitter could help increase the acceptance of Covid-

19 vaccination in pregnant populations. 

 

Methods 

As a preliminary approach to detecting self-reports of Covid-19 vaccination on Twitter, we 

deployed six handwritten, high-precision regular expressions—search patterns that automatically 

match text strings—on a large collection of public tweets posted by users who have announced 

their pregnancy on Twitter [7]. To help determine if users were vaccinated during pregnancy or 

the periconception period, we used the timestamp of the tweets that matched the regular 

expressions and drew upon an automated natural language processing (NLP) tool that estimates 

the timeframe of the prenatal period based on tweets that report the baby’s gestational age, due 

date, or date of birth [8]. For users who posted tweets with a timestamp indicating they were 

vaccinated during pregnancy or the periconception period, we drew upon additional automated 

NLP tools to help identify tweets that report their adverse pregnancy outcomes, including 

miscarriage, stillbirth, preterm birth, low birthweight, birth defects, and neonatal intensive care 

unit admission [9-11]. To reduce the potential reporting bias in assuming that the lack of tweets 

self-reporting an adverse pregnancy outcome represents the lack of an adverse outcome, we also 

deployed an automated NLP tool to help identify reports that the baby was born at a gestational 

age of at least 37 weeks and a weight of at least 5 pounds and 8 ounces [12]. Tweets that report a 

gestational age of at least 37 weeks indicate the lack of miscarriage or preterm birth. Tweets that 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 22, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.15.21263653doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.15.21263653
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


report a birthweight of at least 5 pounds and 8 ounces indicate the lack of low birthweight or, as 

a report of live birth, miscarriage or stillbirth.     

 

Results 

Upon manually verifying the content of tweets detected automatically, we identified 150 users 

who reported on Twitter that they received at least one dose of Covid-19 vaccination during 

pregnancy or the periconception period. Table 1 presents examples of tweets that we used to 

identify these 150 users. In Table 1, User 1 reported being 16 weeks pregnant on June 15, 2021, 

so our automated tool [8] estimated that pregnancy began on February 23, 2021. User 1 reported 

receiving Covid-19 vaccination on March 24, 2021—approximately one month into pregnancy. 

User 2 reported being 13 weeks pregnant on June 21, 2021, so our automated tool [8] estimated 

that pregnancy began on March 22, 2021. User 2 reported receiving Covid-19 vaccination on 

March 6, 2021—during the periconception period. The tweets in Table 1 also show that some 

users report the vaccine manufacturer (e.g., #PfizerVaccine) or dose number (e.g., second 

vaccine), which can help distinguish mRNA vaccines from other types. Based on our estimates 

of the prenatal period for these 150 users, 90 (60%) of their pregnancies may have been ongoing. 

Among the 60 completed pregnancies, we manually verified at least one reported outcome for 45 

(75%) of them. Table 2 presents the outcomes reported by these 45 users.  
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Table 1. Sample tweets indicating that COVID-vaccination was received during pregnancy or 

the periconception period.   

User Tweets Timestamp 

1 

I am bringing a life into this world and that is pretty darn incredible. 

#16weekspregnant 

2021-06-15 

Got my first dose of the COVID vaccine today and feeling so excited 

and grateful for science. 

2021-03-24 

   

2 

I’m awake because I’m 13 weeks pregnant and ... well... “ morning 

sickness” 

2021-06-21 

Got my #PfizerVaccine last night! 2021-03-07 

   

3 

93 days till my due date 2021-05-17 

So I just got my second vaccine. So far I feel fine... I’m praying it stays 

that way all day 

2021-04-01 

   

4 

I’m 8 months pregnant. My family drove down to Tampa with me just 

in case baby shows up early.  

2021-06-09 

Happy to report I received the Moderna vaccine today.  2021-03-06 

 

 

Table 2. Self-reported pregnancy outcomes for Twitter users who received COVID-19 

vaccination during pregnancy or the periconception period. 

Self-Reported Outcome No. (%) (n=45)a Sample Tweet 

   

Adverse outcomes   

  Neonatal intensive care unit 5 (11.1%) I made a small human. So that's 

pretty cool. Now for a few weeks of 

NICU time. 

  Preterm birth (< 37 weeks) 4 (8.9%) She was born Jan. 11th...3 months 

early...stayed in the hospital until 

about 2.5 weeks ago... 

  Low birthweight (< 5 lbs 8 oz) 1 (2.2%) He weighed 3 lbs 9 ounces @ birth & 

we didn’t have 1 thing that came 

close to fitting him.  

  Miscarriage  1 (2.2%) In the last 4 weeks, I’ve had a 

miscarriage... family death.... pet 

death... my car broke down... finals... 

  Stillbirth 0 (0.0%) -- 

  Birth defect 0 (0.0%) -- 
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Table 2 (cont’d).  Self-reported pregnancy outcomes for Twitter users who received COVID-19 

vaccination during pregnancy or the periconception period. 

Normal outcomes   

  Term (≥ 37 weeks)b 39 (86.7%) He made his debut at #37weeks. We 

got to the hospital by 6:15am, fully 

dilated by 7:45am, and he was here at 

8:22am! 

  Normal birthweight (≥ 5 lbs 8 oz) 7 (15.6%) He arrived via c/section last night at 

8:49pm. He was 7 lbs 11 oz. I can’t 

believe he’s mine! 
a Multiple outcomes were identified for some pregnancies, so the sum and percentage of the 

total outcomes are greater than n=45 and 100%, respectively. 
b Pregnancies were included for which we did not find subsequent tweets explicitly indicating 

live birth.  

 

Discussion 

The CDC states that continued monitoring is needed to further assess outcomes associated with 

Covid-19 vaccination during pregnancy, especially in early pregnancy and the periconception 

period [4], and suggests that additional evidence of Covid-19 vaccine safety in pregnancy is 

critical for increasing the acceptance of Covid-19 vaccination in pregnant populations [2]. Our 

study demonstrates that there are users who report on Twitter that they were vaccinated during 

pregnancy, including in early pregnancy, and the periconception period, and that many of them 

report their pregnancy outcomes. Although not directly comparable, out of the total number of 

pregnancies with a reported gestational age of at least 20 weeks, the proportion of preterm births 

reported on Twitter (9.09%) is similar to both the incidence in the United States prior to the 

Covid-19 pandemic (10.23%) [13] and the proportion reported by v-safe participants (9.4%) [4]. 

Given our initial small sample of Twitter users, it is not surprising that we did not detect any 

reports of birth defects or stillbirth, which have an incidence in the United States of 3% [14] and 

less than 1% [15], respectively. Nonetheless, our prior work [9-11] demonstrates that users do 
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report these rare outcomes on Twitter. The small number of users identified in this study likely 

reflects that our regular expressions were limited in number and highly precise in order to 

facilitate a preliminary assessment of Covid-19 vaccination reports on Twitter.  

 

Conclusions 

Given the limited availability of data on Covid-19 vaccine safety in pregnancy, Twitter can be a 

complementary resource for continued monitoring and potentially increasing the acceptance of 

Covid-19 vaccination in pregnant populations. Directions for future work include developing 

machine learning algorithms to detect a larger number of users who have reported on Twitter that 

they received Covid-19 vaccination during pregnancy or the periconception period, and 

conducting an observational study comparing their pregnancy outcomes to those of users who 

have announced their pregnancy on Twitter [7] but gave birth prior to the availability of Covid-

19 vaccines. 
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