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a. What are the characteristics and short-term clinical course of myocarditis or pericarditis after
COVID-19 vaccination, in 1) children <12 yrs, ii) recipients of any age after a third dose, and iii)
individuals with prior history of myocarditis following mRNA COVID-19 vaccination?

b. (From original review) What are the characteristics and short-term clinical course of myocarditis or
pericarditis after COVID-19 vaccination (i.e., across all ages, after a second vaccine dose)

4. Among individuals of a similar age and sex who experienced myocarditis or pericarditis after mRNA

COVID-19 vaccination, what is the longer term (>4 weeks) prognosis, and does this vary by patient or

vaccine characteristics?

5. What are the hypothesized mechanisms involved in myocarditis and pericarditis following vaccination

with mRNA COVID-19 vaccines, and do they vary by group?

Methods

We conducted these evidence syntheses following a protocol developed before screening began.
Knowledge users from the Public Health Agency of Canada (PHAC) contributed to scoping the reviews
but did not participate in their conduct. We followed guidance for systematic reviews when conducting'®
and reporting!” questions 1 and 2.

Literature Search

We worked with an experienced medical information specialist to develop the search strategy,
which was peer-reviewed (see Acknowledgements).!® Searches combined concepts for COVID-19,
vaccines, and myocarditis/pericarditis/cardiovascular manifestations/adverse events/surveillance; each
concept included various key word and Medical Subject Heading (MeSH) terms. The search was
originally run on October 6, 2021 and an update was run January 10, 2022; the update search (Appendix
1) was slightly modified from the original search (e.g., adding Omicron, removing non-mRNA vaccine
terms). We did not add limits for language, country, or study design, but had limits for case reports and

news/newspaper articles. Using the multifile option as well as the deduping tool in Ovid, we searched
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Ovid MEDLINE(R) and Epub Ahead of Print, In-Process, In-Data-Review & Other Non-Indexed
Citations and Daily <1946 to January 10, 2022> and Embase <1974 to 2022 January 10>. We searched
grey literature by scanning 20 key national websites (e.g., Public Health Agency of Canada, UK’s
Medicines & Healthcare Products Regulatory Agency, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention) to
identify unpublished data. In January, we searched L-OVE, CT.gov, Cochrane COVID Reg, WHO Covid
reg, and Google Scholar for additional grey literature. We scanned reference lists of included studies and
systematic reviews, and consulted our clinician authors (AM and IP) and an expert consultant (Dr. Bruce
McManus; see Acknow ledgements) to identify potentially eligible studies on mechanisms. All
studies/reports included in the original review were screened for eligibility for the revised questions in
this update.

Eligibility Criteria

Our inclusion criteria are outlined in Table 1.

Table 1. Higibility Criteriafor Each Question

Population People of any age; data for questions 1 and 2 must be reported using age categories
(e.g., 0-4, 5-11, 12-17, 18-29, 30-39, 240 years) and by dose. If incidence rates w ere
very low and for question 2 on risk factors, w e included data across sexes if no other
study reported by sex.

Incident rates after a second dose of vaccine in Q1 wereintended to be limited to <30
year-olds; since several studies reported on an 18-39 year-old category w e included
this data, as wellas that for 30-39 years olds, in a post hoc manner.
Intervention/Exposure | Q1: mRNA vaccines approved in Canada: BNT162b2
mRNA/PfizerBioNTech/Comirnaty, mRNA-1273/Maderna Spikevax (alternative
manufacturers of same vaccine are eligible), by type of vaccine and dose.

Q2: Same as KQ1, plus potential risk/protective factors: pre-existing conditions [e.g.
cardiac diseases, immunocompromise], previous SARS-CoV-2 infection
(symptomatic or asymptomatic) or other viral infections, length of vaccine dosing
interval, type of vaccine, vaccine combination for firstvs second vs booster
doses.

Q3: Confirmed myocarditis or pericarditis after MRNA COVID-19 vaccination. For 3b
case did not need to be confirmed.

Q4: Confirmed myocarditis or pericarditis after MRNA COVID-19 vaccination.

Q5: Confirmed myocarditis or pericarditis after MRNA COVID-19 vaccination.

At least one dose of the vaccine needed to be with an mRNA vaccine; one or more
other doses may have been witha non-mRNA vaccine.

For Qs 3-5 weincluded expsosure to myocarditis and/or pericarditis (combined) if there
w as no data on these separately.

Control/Com parator Q1: People previously vaccinated withmRNA COVID-19 vaccine but no longer at risk
for outcome, previously vaccinated w ith other vaccines (i.e., controlling for
confounders associated w ith vaccine uptake), or unvaccinated people; or no
comparator.

Q2: People vaccinated withmRNA COVID-19 vaccine but w ithout the risk/protective
factor.
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Q3: No comparator.

Q4: No comparator, but willinclude data on any comparisons w ith people vaccinated
and not experiencing myocarditis or pericarditis.

Q5: People previously vaccinated withmRNA COVID-19 vaccine w hodid not
experience myocarditis or pericarditis; or no comparator.

Outcome Q1: Incidence rate/cummulative risk of confirmed myocarditis (including
myopericarditis) or pericarditis by dose. Effect measures: incidence
rate/cummulative risk (may be risk differenceif accounting for background rate in
control group). Wil include rates of myocarditis or pericarditis (reported
collectively) if there are no data for these separately.

Q2: Ratio measures of incidence/reported events by risk/protective factor (e.g., RR or
odds ratios), adjusted for key confounders (e.g., previous COVID-19 ilness and
severity) w henreported. Will include rates of myocarditis or pericarditis (reported
collectively) if there are no data for these separately.

Q3: Characteristics of the patients (e.g., age, sex, pre-existing conditions [e.g., cardiac
diseases] and infections [e.g., recent/past SARS-CoV-2 infection], race/ethnicity)
and case presentation (e.g., timing/dose/type of vaccine, diagnostics, illness
severity, treatments provided, short-term outcomes).

Q4: As in Q3, plus any outcomes measured =4 w eeks after onset of myocarditis or
pericarditis (e.g., re-hospitalization, functional capacity, chest pain).

Q5: Authors’ summaries of any hypotheses or findings after investigating potential
mechanisms (e.g., histology, experiments with viral spike glycoprotein of SARS-
CoV-2 [encoded by mRNA vaccine]), gene panels, serology forinnate and
acquired immune system components, autoimmune antibodies).

Setting Any setting and country.*

Study design Q1: Large (>10,000 vaccinated people) sample or multisite/health system-based
observational studies; reports or databases of confirmed case using surveilance
data.

Q2: Observational studies (including case control studies) withn =10 with the
risk/protective factor; data for subset of people w ith myocarditis or pericarditis
may come from passive reporting systems.

Q3: Case series n>5; data may come frommedical record review of cases reported to
active or passive surveillance systems (if reporting more than age, sex, and dose
and type of vaccine); for Q3b werelied firston case series reported in systematic
review s and added data on cases from more recent case series or studies
included forincident rates if they reported sufficient data on clinical course.

Q4: Case series n>5; data may come from medical record review of cases reported to
active or passive surveillance systems.

Q5: Any primary study, systematic review , or expert opinion article/letter on the topic.

Letters and commentaries wiill be included if they provide sufficient data.

Publication Language | English full texts.

We wiill cite those excluded based on language.
Publication Year & Oct 2020-onw ards (vaccines w ere authorized mid-Sept 2020).
Status

Pre-prints w ill be included.

* For questions 1 and 2, when reports collected data from similar/overlapping populations (e.g., US national surveillance data),
we first included the study with the most recent data and then included additional studies if they differed in their methods (e.g.,
differing risk intervals [period after the vaccine where cases are counted]), differing age and/or sex stratification, use of
unvaccinated or similar controls).
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Study Selection

All reviewers undertaking screening conducted a pilot round in Excel using 300 records. We then
conducted screening in DistillerSR (Evidence Partners) using structured forms. For title and abstract
review, we applied the machine learning program Daisy Al which continually reprioritizes records during
screening.'® A single reviewer screened all titles/abstracts and another reviewer verified exclusions for the
first 50% of records. For full text selection, a single reviewer reviewed all records, and a second reviewer
verified all exclusions. Studies were further verified for inclusion during data extraction.

For question 3b, we mapped the case series by country and data source to identify the most recent
and comprehensive data source for each geographic region (i.e., US, Canada, UK, Europe, and Israel).
For regions with multiple reports, we prioritized data that was most recent, most comprehensive (largest
numbers), and that confirmed cases. We aimed to avoid overlap in data, i.e., the same cases reported in
different sources. However, we did include sources that reported on specific sub-groups (e.g., 12to 17
year-olds) to present more details on these groups of interest. We have noted in the evidence tables where
there may be overlap in cases between reports and we avoided aggregating events/counts across studies.

Data Extraction

We extracted all data into structured Word forms and conducted a pilot exercise with two studies
for each question. Thereafter, one reviewer extracted data and another verified study eligibility and all
data. Discrepancies were resolved by discussion or by a review lead (JP or LH).

For question 1, extracted data related to all elements of the eligibility criteria (Table 1) and data
used for risk of bias assessment, focusing on methods for identifying cases (i.e., passive surveillance
versus active surveillance/registry data), outcome ascertainment and confirmation/adjudication (including
criteria for case definitions and classification), as well as the dosing interval and risk interval for which
the events were captured. We preferred estimates of incidence compared with an unexposed group (i.e.,
excess incidence/risk differences) over those without a control. For question 2, we extracted data as for
question 1, along with associations or subgroup analyses based on pre-existing conditions, different

vaccine types/products, dosing interval, and combinations of vaccines. We extracted rates in each group
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and (if reported) the relative effects between groups (e.g., incidence rate ratio (IRR), odds ratios), adjusted
for key confounders (i.e., infection status, cardiac and immunodeficiency/autoimmune conditions) when
reported.

For questions 3 and 4, we based data extraction on the evidence table presented in an existing
review? as it covered most of the items specified under our outcomes in Table 1. We added the following
items: criteria for confirmation of cases, breakdown of cases by diagnosis (myocarditis, pericarditis,
myopericarditis), case source, age included, percent with pre-existing conditions, percent admitted to an
intensive care unit (ICU), percent hospitalized, number of fatalities. For question 4, we also added longer-
term investigations and outcomes.

For question 5, we extracted verbatim authors’ summaries of any hypotheses and, where
available, findings by the authors or cited works investigating potential mechanisms (e.g., histology, gene
panels, serology for innate and acquired immune system components, autoimmune antibodies, tissue
biopsies, autopsy findings, etc.). We checked references used to support statements made by authors in
proposing or explaining hypotheses to identify whether they provided direct empirical evidence (i.e.,
specific to COVID-19 mRNA vaccination). We involved three content experts who reviewed proposed
mechanisms for comprehensiveness and interpretation.

Risk of Bias Assessment

For questions 1 and 2, all reviewers involved in the risk of bias assessments piloted the risk of
bias tool with two papers. We used the JBI (formerly Joanna Briggs Institute) checklist for cohort
studies,?? with modifications mainly to ascertain valid risk factor measurement (Appendix 2). We focused
on valid and reliable case finding and confirmation, and, for question 2, accounting for key confounders.
Assessments were completed by one reviewer and verified by another. Discrepancies were resolved by
discussion or by a review lead.

For questions 3 and 4, we did not assess the risk of bias of the included case series. The intent of
these questions was to characterize these patients and their clinical course without providing quantitative

estimates, e.g., of incidence. The main differentiating feature between existing case series is whether they
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only report on cases confirmed/verified by clinicians; we either limited inclusion to confirmed cases
(questions 3a and 4) or extracted this information and considered this factor when summarizing the results
(question 3b).

Data Synthesis & Certainty Assessments

For question 1, we did not pool results due to heterogeneity in case finding (passive vs. active
surveillance), dosing and risk intervals, age groupings, and, in some cases, some degree of overlap in
cases expected between studies. We tabulated all results and compared and contrasted findings between
studies based on the major differentiating population, vaccine and methodologic variables. We report the
range in incidence rates across studies, or, when all rates are low, concluded that the incidence is <20
cases per million which, based on our clinical investigator input, we considered very rare. Based on input
from clinicians and our knowledge users from PHAC we developed primary age categories (0-4, 5-11,
12-17, 18-29) to rely on when possible. If a study contributed more than one result within these (e.g., 20-
24 and 25-29, results for each mRNA vaccine) we calculated a weighted average (e.g., by proportion of
years in the age range) of the incident rates. When a study reported an incidence rate (or data to calculate
this) and an IRR compared with a control/background rate, but not the difference in incidence (excess
incidence over background rate), we calculated the excess incidence (i.e., crude incidence — [crude
incidence/IRR]).

We assessed the certainty for each of our conclusion statements using Grading of
Recommendations, Assessment, Development and Evaluation (GRADE) guidance.?!-23 We did not apply
a threshold for an important incidence rate, but in general considered fewer than 20 cases per million
doses to be very rare. For question 2, associations >1.5 (odds ratio/relative risk) were considered
clinically relevant (i.e., OR <1.5 shows “little-to-no association”). Observational studies for incident rates
(question 1) started at low certainty (i.e., our confidence in the incident rate is limited; the true rate may
be substantially different from the estimate) and studies on risk factors (question 2) started at high
certainty?! (i.e., we are very confident that the true difference in rate between risk groups lies close to the

estimate). We rated down for serious concermns about risk of bias, inconsistency/lack of consistency
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(single study), indirectness, imprecision, and/or reporting biases. We rated down for risk of bias when
only studies having high risk for case ascertainment contributed to an outcome (e.g., passive surveillance
where we assume there is under-ascertainment), and for indirectness for comparisons across both sexes or
if the age group reported did not match one of our groups of interest (e.g., 13-39 year olds) and the
incident rates may vary substantially among ages. We rated down for imprecision in groups with fewer
people than would be expected for 1 event to occur based on estimated baseline incidence rates (e.g., a
subgroup with 8000 people but reporting zero events). We considered uprating due to large incidence
rates (e.g., twice or more than our 20 per million threshold) when no other major limitations were evident
and we had moderate confidence in our conclusion, often reported as a range of incidences.>*In our
conclusions, we have used “probably”, “may” and “uncertain” to reflect, respectively, moderate, low, or
very low certainty evidence based on GRADE. When we have very low certainty we make no
conclusions about specific incident rates or other outcomes.

For questions 3 and 4, we present the details for each case series in an evidence table and provide
a descriptive summary. For question 5, we present a summary of the mechanisms and a more descriptive
table.
Patient and Public Involvement

Two patient/public partners joined the research team (see Acknowledgements). They were not
involved in decisions about the questions or outcomes, which were determined by the funders. The
research leads met with these partners to present and discuss the findings and their implications. The
partners co-developed with the leads key messages from their perspective.
Results
Study Selection

After deduplication, our database searches on October 6 2021 and January 1 2022 retrieved 3,439
and 2,191 citations and other sources identified 18 and 805 citations. After title/abstract screening, we
retrieved and screened full texts of 159 and 258 citations during each search. Forty-six studies were

included in this update (Figure 1). Findings from 12 studies from the original review !> were carried
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forward (Q1=5%-2, Q2=22230, Q3b.2528 31-36) From the search update, we identified 34 new reports across
all questions (Q1=937-45 Q2=537414547_(Q3=148, Q4=3% 90 (Q5=21951-10); we excluded five studies that
only reported on combined myo- and/or pericarditis (as we located other studies with these reported
separately),”!-7> eight studies that did not report on confirmed cases,’*-33 and three studies3#+% that did not
contribute additional data to other included studies on the same cases. Tables of study characteristics,
with all data on results, and risk of bias ratings for questions 1 and 2 are in Appendix 2. Appendix 3
contains descriptions of the various national surveillance systems from which reports were collated or
data collected.

Findings

Question 1: Incidence of Myocarditis and Pericarditis Following COVID-19 Vaccination

We included 14 studies (reported in publications, presentations, online reports, accessible data; all
are considered here as “studies” for simplicity), with 8 using active surveillance data sources (e.g.,
medical records/ registries) and 6 using passive reporting systems. Data came from the US, Canada, the
UK, Israel, Denmark, Singapore, and internationally (Moderna Global Safety Database). Four studies
used the US VAERS data source for cases, and there was overlapping populations in analyses for 5-114 4
and 12-17%3 2% year olds where two reports were included for each because they applied different risk
intervals (7-days and any duration). Four studies included a comparator group or background rate to
estimate excess incidence rates. All studies on myocarditis reported on incident rates by age and sex; the
only study reporting on pericarditis by age (5-11 year-olds) reported data across both sexes.** Risk of bias
was rated as some concerns (n=2) and high (n=6, mostly from lack of adjustment for variables other than
age and sex) for studies using data from active surveillance systems and high for all six studies using
passive surveillance data.

Table 2 includes the results by study, the conclusions for each age and sex category, and the
GRADE certainty assessments. We refer to studies by their source of adverse event data and the date of
data collection; references for each study using this format are in Appendix 3.

Myocarditis after dose 2

13
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For 5-11 year-old males and females, the incidence of myocarditis after vaccination with Pfizer may be
fewer than 20 cases per million in both groups (low certainty). The incidence of myocarditis after mRNA
vaccines is highest in male adolescents and young adults (12-17y: range 50-139 cases per million [low certainty]
and 18-29y: range 28-147 per million [moderate certainty]). For 18-39 year-old males, the incidence of
myocarditis may be between 25 and 82 cases per million (low certainty). Among females 18-29 years of age, the
incidence of myocarditis after vaccination may be less than 20 cases per million (low certainty). We are very
uncertain about the incidence of myocarditis after vaccination with mRNA vaccines in 12-17 year-old females,
30-39 year-old males and females, and in 18-39 year old females (very low certainty from risk of bias and
inconsistency).

Myocarditis after dose 3

Among >40 year old males, the incidence of myocarditis after a third dose of an mRNA vaccines may be
fewer than 20 cases per million (low certainty). For 13-39 year-old males or females and >40 year-old females,
we are uncertain about the incidence of myocarditis after a third dose of an mRNA vaccine due to concerns about
imprecision and inconsistency from multiple studies (very low certainty).

Pericarditis

Based on a single study only reporting across both sexes, we are uncertain about the incidence of
pericarditis after Pfizer vaccination in 5-11 year old males and females (very low certainty).
Question 2. Risk Factors

In this question, we assessed the relative differences in outcomes across subgroups. Itis important
to note, however, that these relative results must be taken in context with question 1 findings reporting on
incidence; the relative differences in subgroups in females and older age groups should be given less
weight in policy decision-making, based on the very low-to-no incidence of myocarditis after mRNA
vaccination in these groups. Table 3 includes the results by study (n=7), the conclusions for risk factor by
age and (when available) sex, and the GRADE certainty assessments. We refer to studies by their source
of adverse event data and the date of data collection; references for each study using this format are in

Appendix 3.
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Myocarditis
Moderna versus Pfizer, after dose 2

For 18-29 year-old males and females, and 18-39 year-old males, the incidence of myocarditis is probably
higher after vaccination with Moderna compared to Pfizer (moderate certainty). For 18-39 year-old females, the
incidence of myocarditis may be higher after vaccination with Moderna compared to Pfizer (low certainty). For
30-39 year-old males and females, there may be little-to-no difference in the incidence of myocarditis after
vaccination with Moderna compared to Pfizer (low certainty). Among >40 year-old males and females, there is
probably little-to-no difference in risk of myocarditis after vaccination with Moderna compared to Pfizer
(moderate certainty).

Myocarditis and/or pericarditis

Homologous vs heterologous vaccine for dose 2

Among 18-29 and 18-39 year-old adults, and 18-29 year-old males, there may be little-to-no difference in
the incidence of myocarditis/pericarditis after mRNA vaccination with a heterologous dose 2 (mixed Moderna
and Pfizer with either for dose 2) compared to homologous dose 2 (low certainty). For adults >40 years old, we
are uncertain about any difference in the incidence of myocarditis/pericarditis after mRNA vaccination with a
heterologous dose 2 compared to homologous dose 2 (very low certainty).
Dose interval

Among 12-17, 18-29 and 18-39 year-old individuals, the incidence of myocarditis/pericarditis after dose 2
of an mRNA vaccine may be lower when administered >31 days compared to <30 days after dose 1 (low
certainty). Data specific to males aged 18-29 indicated that the dosing interval may need to increase to >56 days
to substantially drop incidence. For 18-29 year-olds, the proportional decrease in incidence of
myocarditis/pericarditis after dose 2 of an mRNA vaccine when administered >31 days compared to <30 days
after dose 1 may be similar for Moderna and Pfizer. This proportional decrease may be smaller with Moderna
compared to Pfizer for 18-39 year olds (low certainty). Among >40 year-old people, incidence of
myocarditis/pericarditis after dose 2 of an mRNA vaccine may be higher when administered >31 days compared

to <30 days after dose 1 (low certainty). In this group, the proportional increase in incidence of
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myocarditis/pericarditis after dose 2 when administered >31 days compared to <30 days after dose 1 may be
greater for Moderna compared to Pfizer.
Clinical comorbidities

We are uncertain if people with immunocompromise or inflammatory conditions have a different risk of
myocarditis after mRNA vaccination (very low certainty from single studies using passive reporting systems
without case confirmation and having inadequate sample sizes).
Question 3a. Case Characteristics and Short-term Clinical Course in <12 year-olds, After a Third
Dose, or With Prior History of Myocarditis Following m RNA COVID-19 Vaccination

For this update question, we included one study (also included for question 1) reporting data on
5-11 year-olds with confirmed myocarditis.*? No study was found that reported on case presentation after
a third dose or for those with a previous experience of myocarditis after a COVID-19 vaccine. In a series
of 5-11 year olds receiving Pfizer (n=8), 50% were male and median age was 9 (range 6-11) years.
Race/ethnicity was not reported. Six children presented after their second dose and median time to present
was 3 days. Seven presented with chest pain; of six tested three had abnormal ECG findings; and of five
tested one had an abnormal echocardiogram. Of six with known outcomes, five had complete resolution
of symptoms. Data is presented in the last column of Table 4.
Question 3b. Case Characteristics and Short-term Clinical Course after the First or Second Dose in
People of Any Age

From the original review, we report on 10 case series (6 published as case series?!-¢ and 4
included in Q1 but having relevant data on cases?3-2%) reporting on a total of 10,264 cases (median 22,
range 6-5611) of myocarditis or pericarditis. All reports except the one using EudraVigilance data from
the European Economic Area included clinician-confirmed cases. Table 4 (myocarditis or
myopericarditis) and Table 5 (pericarditis) include data from the 10 case series. Table 4 also contains
data from the case series of 5-11 year-olds included for the update question 3a.

Most case series focused on myocarditis (10 reports, n=5,955). Across the case series, the

majority of cases (often >90%) involved males with reported median age most often between 20 and 29
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years; confirmed cases ranged from 12 to 56 years. Race/ethnicity was not reported in any case series.
Time between last vaccine and symptom onset was on average 2 to 4 days, and the majority (71-100%
across reports) presented after a second dose. Most cases presented with chest pain or pressure, and
troponin elevation; when tested a minority (14-29% across studies) showed left ventricular dysfunction
(i.e., LVEF<50%).

The majority of myocarditis cases were hospitalized (>84%) with few admitted to ICU; average
length of hospital stay was 2-4 days in four series (N=47) reporting on this. NSAIDs were most often
used as treatment; other interventions included bisoprolol, ramipril, colchicine, famotidine, steroids (for
myocarditis) and intravenous immune globulin (for myopericarditis). Among the series of confirmed
cases of myocarditis that reported on fatalities (N=220), one fatality was reported in Israel in a 22-year-
old with fulminant myocarditis. The unconfirmed series from the EudraVigilance data reported 84
fatalities among 5,611 cases (1.5%), though cause of death was not confirmed.

Three reports provided data for pericarditis (n=4,309;> 98% unconfirmed). The majority
involved males; however, there was variation across reports (54 to 91%). Median age (59 years) was only
reported in one small series (n=37). The same series reported a median interval of 20 days between last
vaccine and symptom onset, with 60% presenting after the second vaccination. Hospitalization varied
(35% and 73% reported in two series with a total of 59 cases); one series (n=37) reported 3% admitted to
ICU and 1 day for median length of stay. One series (n=37) reported O fatalities, and a larger series of
unconfirmed cases (n=4,250) reported 15 deaths (0.4%).
Question 4. Longer-term outcomes

Three reports34°350 reported on 38 cases with follow-up approximately 90 days after diagnosis of
myocarditis following vaccination with an mRNA COVID-19 vaccine (Table 6). Among 14 patients hospitalized
for myocarditis after vaccination in the two smaller case series (n=14), patients were males aged 13-19 years and
followed up for ~90-105 days after diagnosis. In the case series of five patients,*® repeat cardiac MRI was
undertaken in two patients, with both showing persistent but decreased late gadolinium enhancement similar to

the distribution of the initial MRI but no new abnormalities. Further, three patients had self-resolving mild
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intermittent chest pain after discharge, one had recurrent chest pain after discontinuing the NSAID prescribed at
discharge, and three had recurrent symptoms that prompted emergency department visits post-discharge. In the
series of nine patients,>° none were on heart failure medication at 90 day follow-up. In the larger case series
(n=43),3% among cases of myocarditis and/or pericarditis (n=2) with long-term follow-up (n=24, mean follow-up
time 89 days), the majority were males aged 12 to 17 years. Nine out of 18 patients receiving ECG had abnormal
findings; 2 out of 17 with an echocardiogram showed abnormalities. Few (8%) patients were on medications such
as NSAIDs and colchicine after discharge, and 46% had no symptoms, medications, or exercise restrictions at
follow-up.

Question 5. Hypothesized Mechanisms

We included 21 papers,®3!-7 including narrative reviews, opinion pieces, letters to the editor, case reports, case
series, a retrospective study, and a protocol for a prospective observational study. Across the included papers, we
identified 16 hypotheses that are presented in Table 7. Additional details for each hypothesis are available in
Appendix 4. All hypotheses related to myocarditis rather than pericarditis. The most commonly discussed
hypotheses were: hyper immune/inflammatory response; autoimmunity triggered by molecular mimicry or other
mechanism; delayed hypersensitivity (serum sickness); eosinophilic myocarditis; and hypersensitivity to vaccine
vehicle components (e.g., polyethylene glycol [PEG] and tromethamine; lipid nanoparticle sheath). A number of
novel hypotheses were put forward by single papers, such as low residual levels of double-strand RNA (dsRNA),
hyperviscosity inducing cardiac problems, and strenuous exercise induced secretion of proinflammatory IL-6. A
number of papers discussed observed differences in incidence by sex which could be attributed to sex steroid

hormones or under-diagnosis in females.

Discussion

Adolescent and young adult males are at the highest risk of myocarditis after mRNA vaccination and the
incidence may be as high as 140 cases per million (1.4 per 10,000). For 5-11 year-old males and females, the
incidence of myocarditis after vaccination with Pfizer may be fewer than 20 cases per million although the

evidence is of low certainty. Data on incidence rates after a third vaccine dose is limited. For 18-29 year-old
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males and females, incidence of myocarditis is probably higher after vaccination with Moderna compared to
Pfizer (moderate certainty). Among 12-17, 18-29 and 18-39 year-olds, incidence of myocarditis/pericarditis after
dose 2 of an mRNA vaccine may be lower when administered >31 days compared to <30 days after dose 1 (low
certainty). Data specific to males aged 18-29 indicated that the dosing interval may have needed to increase to
>56 days to substantially drop incidence. Data on other potential risk factors was very limited. The clinical
course of myocarditis in children 5-11 years, for those after a third dose, and for those with previous myocarditis
after mRNA vaccination is largely unknown. Though the short-term course has consistently demonstrated to be
quite mild and self-limiting, more data on longer-term prognosis is needed.
Several mechanisms have been hypothesized to account for COVID-19 mRNA vaccine-

associated myocarditis. The hyper immune/inflammatory response hypothesis raises the question of

whether the response is a systemic process or local to the heart. Multi-organ injury is commonly seen in

systemic inflammation, however, a cardiac insult is easier to detect due to chest pain symptoms and

measurable changes in cardiac biomarkers and imaging. While autoimmunity triggered by molecular

mimicry or other mechanism is among the more commonly discussed hypothesis, the observed response

timing after the second vaccine dose (1-5 days) is considered early for this type of mechanism. [f mRNA

vaccine related myocarditis occurs from exposure to partial antigens (epitopes of SARs-CoV?2 spike

protein), then this mechanism should also account for myocarditis after COVID infection. Additionally,

vaccines using adenoviral vector-based platforms produce the spike protein but have not been implicated

in causing higher than background rates of myocarditis. The delayed hypersensitivity hypothesis is

supported by earlier work of other viruses (e.g., coxsackieviruses, echoviruses). Eosinophilic myocarditis

is unlikely a major cause of post-vaccination cardiac inflammation as the rate of myocarditis would be

expected to approximate the rate of true allergic reactions to the vaccine. Hypersensitivity to vaccine

vehicle components is a commonly discussed hypothesis; however, this is not likely to account for a

major mechanism as allergic reactions have been very rare with the vaccines. The different incidence seen

across sexes also suggests a non-allergic reaction predominating. The mechanism(s) may be very similar

to that for myocarditis with COVID-19 infection, but at a lower incidence due to the smaller quantity of
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spike protein exposure. Therefore, exploring some of the mechanisms in the COVID-19 myocarditis
literature may be valuable. One potential hypothesis that was not described in the examined articles
relates to microvessel partial or complete thrombosis with multi-focal ischemic injury related to
endothelial ACE2 expression and fibrin-platelet interactions in susceptible individuals.

Several limitations exist in the mechanistic literature we identified: i) little direct empiric
evidence was available to support or refute the proposed hypotheses; where direct empiric evidence was
available, it often derived from case reports or small series, i) when assessing laboratory findings in case
reports/series/retrospective studies, it is not clear whether any differences seen (e.g., increases in NK
cells, autoantibodies) reflect a causal pathological immune response or reactive adaptive responses to the
myocardial inflammation, iii) the emergence of new studies refuting some of the proposed mechanisms;
for example, articles stating no reports of eosinophilia, are out-dated due to reports finding evidence of
this, iv) there has been a lack of invasive investigations (e.g., biopsy, tissue morphology, special studies
to detect injury, immune activity, virus, etc.) given the typically mild course of the clinical conditions
observed, and v) it is difficult to confirm a causal link; for example, an important proportion of cases
observed or reported may not be vaccine-related and this will contribute to the heterogeneity of
presentations, clinical characteristics, and resulting hypotheses. Choi et al.8” described a fatal case of
myocarditis after mRNA vaccination and compared the case to another fatality reported by Verma et al.®®
both of which had comprehensive clinicopathological analysis. The two cases were remarkably different,
suggesting “that myocarditis after COVID-19 mRNA vaccination is heterogeneous, both clinically and
histologically."8” Moreover, this data also supports the concept that post-COVID-19 vaccination related
myocarditis can arise from different mechanisms.

Several key messages were co-developed with our patient partners to reflect their perspectives.
First, the highest risk for myocarditis after COVID-19 vaccination exists for male adolescents and young
adults (12-29y) although it is likely still small and occurrences appear to be quite mild with full
recovery. There is probably some benefit for this population to receive Pfizer rather than Moderna and

there may be value for dosing to be prolonged to some degree. Second, clear and effective communication
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of the risks (rates of myocarditis and likely clinical course) and benefits from vaccination, and the
availability of good alternatives (e.g., non-mRNA vaccines) will be critical for young males and their
parents. Finally, more research on children and what personal risk factors (e.g., pre-existing conditions)
may put someone at higher risk is urgently needed.
Strengths and limitations of the review

There are several strengths of this review. A comprehensive, peer-reviewed search strategy was
used and inclusion of grey literature captured very recent data. A second reviewer screened the most
relevant (based on machine learning) citations, and verified all data and risk of bias assessments. GRADE
assessments were based on team consensus including clinical experts. Patient partners reviewed the
evidence and developed interpretations from the patient perspective. The main limitation is that in the era
of COVID-19 the literature base is evolving with incredible rapidity and new evidence will emerge;
nevertheless, there was some moderate certainty evidence found in this review. We are unaware of any
other comprehensive examination, and critique, of existing descriptions of the potential mechanisms that
may be involved in COVID-19 vaccine-associated myocarditis. We may have missed some mechanistic

studies because of the addition of this question for this update, after the original review was completed.

Conclusions

Adolescent and young adult males are at the highest risk of myocarditis after an mRNA
vaccination. Pfizer over Moderna and waiting more than 30 days between doses may be preferred for this
population. As the incidence of myocarditis after mRNA vaccination remains a rare adverse event, the
findings must be considered alongside the overall benefits of vaccination and with detailed risk-benefit
analyses to support policy recommendations for optimal dosing intervals and vaccine products for
different populations. As the COVID-19 pandemic enters its third year, continued surveillance of
myocarditis after mRNA vaccines, especially in younger ages, after dose 3 (and subsequent doses) and in
previous cases is needed to support continued decision making for COVID-19 boosters. Additional

monitoring of populations with clinical comorbidities of interest (e.g., cardiac conditions, previous history
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of myocarditis, immunocompromised, etc.) is also needed in order to protect the already medically
vulnerable. Long term follow-up of myocarditis cases is needed to better understand the natural history
including disease recurrence. Finally, multi-center prospective studies with appropriate testing (e.g.,
biopsy, tissue morphology) will enhance understanding of the mechanism(s) of myocarditis post-
vaccination which in turn will help identify and guide recommendations for those who may be at higher

risk.
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Table 2: Summary of Findings for Incident Rates after Receipt of Either mRNA Vaccine (Question 1)

Sex Age Studies (data source Risk interval; Incidence rates per million doses | Conclusions Certainty about
and date) Confirmed cases after dose 2 of either mRNA conclusions
Country (YIN) vaccine unless otherwise stated using GRADE
*passive surveillance *weighted average acrossage groups
tsome overlap in cases tweighted average acrossvaccine
with another source for this products
age group texcessincidence
Myocarditis (after dose 2)
M 5-11y VAERS* Dec 19 7d;Y 2.3to4.17 (Pfizer) Among 5-11 year-oldmales, the Low
USt incidence of myocarditisafter vaccination
VAERS*Dec?9 12d;Y 2.98 (both sexes; Pfizer) with the Pfizervaccine may be fewer
USt than 20 cases permillion.
VSD Dec 30 21d;Y 0 events (both sexes; myo or
usS pericarditis; Pfizer)
12-17y VAERS* Jun 18a Any;Y 139.5* (Pfizer) Among 12-17 year-old males, the Low™"
USt incidence myocarditisafter vaccination
COVaxON*Sep 4 7d;Y 88.1 (Pfizer) with the Pfizervaccine may be between
Canada 50 and 139 cases permillion.
VAERS* Oct 6 7d;Y 49.6* (Pfizer)
USt
12-39y DVR/DPR Oct 5 144d;Y 87.7% Among 12-39 year-old males, we are VeryLow®
Denmark uncertain about incidence of myocarditis
after vaccination withan mRNA vaccine.
18-29y Singapore Military Any; Y 71.4* Among 18-29 year-old males, the Moderate”
incidence of myocarditisafter vaccination
COVaxON*Sep 4 7d;Y 147.21 (18-24y) with an mRNA vaccine isprobably
Canada between 28 to 147 casespermillion.
[srael Defense Forces Mar | 7d;Y 50.7 (Pfizer; 18-24y)
7
Moderna Global Safety 7d;Y 27.9*t (Ages18-24y; Moderna)
Database* Sep 30
Worldwide
VAERS™ Oct 6 7d;Y 27.87
USA
Israel MOH May 31" 30d;Y 82.01* (Pfizer)
18-39y Singapore Military Any; Y 60.2* Among 18-39 year-old males, the Low
US Military Apr30 4d (all cases), Y 44 (median 25y [IQR: 20-51y]) incidence of myocarditisafter vaccination
Modermna Global Safety 7d,Y 25.4%(Modema) with an mRNA vaccine may be between
Database* Sep 30 25 and 80 cases permillion.
Worldwide
COVaxON~* Sep 4 7d;Y 82.27F
Canada
30-39y VAERS* Oct 6 7d;Y 5.7%t Among 30-39 year-old males, we are VeryLow *°
us uncertain about the incidence of
myocarditisafter vaccinationwith an
mRNA vaccine.
F 5-11y VAERS* Dec 19 7d;Y 0-1.81 (Pfizer) Among 5-11 year-oldfemales, the Low
USt incidence of myocarditisafter vaccination
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myocarditisafter vaccination with an
mRNA vaccine.

Sex Age Studies (data source Risk interval; Incidence rates per million doses | Conclusions Certainty about

and date) Confirmed cases after dose 2 of either mRNA conclusions
Country (YIN) vaccine unless otherwise stated using GRADE
*passive surveillance *weighted average acrossage groups
fsome overlap in cases fweighted average acrossvaccine
with another source for this products
age group texcessincidence
VAERS* Dec 9 12d;Y 2.98 (both sexes; Pfizer) with the Pfizervaccine may be fewer
USt than 20 cases permillion.
VSD Dec 30 21d;Y 2.3* (both sexes; myo- or pericarditis;
us Pfizer)

1217y VAERS™ Jun 18a Any; Y 13.17 (Pfizer) Among 12-17 year-old females, we are VeryLow
USt uncertain if the incidence of myocarditis
COVaxON* Sep 4 7d;Y 9.7 (Pfizer) aftervaccination with the Pfizervaccine
Canada is fewerthan 20 cases per million.
VAERS*Oct6 7d;Y 5.2% (Pfizer
Ust

18-29y VAERS*Oct 6 7d;Y 3.87F Among 18-29 year-old females, the Low
us incidence of presenting with myocarditis
Moderna Global Safety 7d;Y 0*t (Ages 18-24; Modema) aftervaccination withan mRNA vaccine
Database* Sep 30 may be fewerthan 20 cases permillion.
Worldwide
COVaxON~* Sep 4 7d;Y 34.6F
Canada
Israel MOH May 31" 30d;Y 8.91* (16-29y; Pfizer)

18-39y COVaxON* Sep 4 7d;Y 22.8*f Among 18-39 year-old females, we are VeryLow ®
Canada uncertain about the incidence of
Moderna Global Safety 7d;Y 2.7* (Moderna) myocarditisaftervaccinationwith an
Database* Sep 30 mRNA vaccine.
Worldwide

30-39y VAERS* Oct 6 7d;Y 0.6t Among 30-39 year-old females, we are VeryLow *°
us uncertain about the incidence of

Myocarditis (after dose 3)

M 13-39y NIMS/NHS Nov 15 28d;Y 13 1 (Pfizer) Among 13-39 year-old males, we are VeryLow “*°
UK 0 events/8,856 (Modema) uncertain about the incidence of
7d;Y 053 myocarditisafter vaccination with mRNA
vaccines.
240y NIMS/NHS Nov 15 28d;Y 3T (Pfizer) Among 240 year-old males, the Low "
UK 0 events/143,066 (Moderna) incidence of myocarditisafter vaccination
7d;Y 0tk with mRNA vaccinesmay be fewerthan
20 cases permillion.
F 13-39y NIMS/NHS Nov 15 28d;Y 0tt VeryLow “°
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Sex Age Studies (data source Risk interval; Incidence rates per million doses | Conclusions Certainty about

and date) Confirmed cases after dose 2 of either mRNA conclusions
Country (YIN) vaccine unless otherwise stated using GRADE
*passive surveillance *weighted average acrossage groups

fsome overlap in cases fweighted average acrossvaccine

with anothersource for this products

age group texcessincidence

UK 7d;Y 0t Among 13-39 year-old females, we are

uncertain about the incidence of
myocarditisafter vaccination with mRNA

vaccines.
240y NIMS/NHS Nov 15 28d;Y 0t Among 240 year-old females, we are VeryLow °°
UK 7dY 0tt uncertain about the incidence of
Mayo Clinic Oct 17 TAd; Y Z1.5F myog:arditisaftervaccinationwith mRNA
usS vaccines.
M 5-11 VSD Dec 30 21d;Y 2.3 (both sexes; Pfizer) Among 5-11 year-old males, we are VeryLow °
us uncertain about the incidence of
pericarditisafter vaccination with Pfizer.
F 5-11 VSD Dec 30 21d;Y 2.3 (both sexes; Pfizer) Among 5-11 year-oldfemales, we are VeryLow “°
us uncertain about the incidence of

pericarditisafter vaccination with Pfizer.
ICrude incident rates were convertedto excess incidence ratesusing the estimated adjusted IRRs from the study (excess=crude incidence —(crude incidence / aIRR); for males: aIRR 16-19'y 8.96 (95% CI,
4.50t017.83);20-24y6.13 (95%CI3.16t0 11.88);25-29y3.58 (95%CI1.82t07.01);>30y 1.00 (95% CI, 0.61 to 1.64) (note: for the 30-39y old data we used an average of the 25-29 and>30y alRRs);
for females: 16-19y 2.95(0.42-20.91),20-24 y 7.56 (1.47-38.96), 25-29y 0,>30y 0.82 (0.33-2.02)(not used)

Explanations for GRADE:

In the plain-language conclusions, we have used “probably”, “may be” and “uncertain” to reflect level of certainty in the evidence based on GRADE of moderate, low, or very low, respectively.

4 Rated down for potential risk of bias because all data from passive reporting systems. Incidence rates may be underestimated.

bRated up for estimated incidence likely to be more than twice our clinically important threshold of 20 cases per million, highly unlikely to be seen by chance and credible to be higher than for
other age categories. (Citation 2%)

¢ Rated down for inconsistency for only one study or for a large incidence range within one age/sex category

d Rated down for all contributing studies as being at high risk of bias

¢ Rateddown for indirectness of findings to entire population, based on large differences in estimates in analyses for males across age groups indicating one estimate (or even arange of
estimates) for all ages (for both sexes or males) is not credible.

f All contributing studies rated at high risk of bias, however potential biases unlikely to change conclusion so did not rate down.
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Table 3. Summary of Findings for Possible Risk Factors for Myocarditis after mRNA Vaccination (Question 2)

Sex Age Data source & Risk interval; | Incidence/reportingrate per Relative measures Conclusions Certainty
date confirmed million doses after dose 2 (95% CI) about
Country cases (Y/N) (95% CI) aRR = adjusted risk ratio conclusions
*passive *w eighted average across multiple RD = risk difference using GRADE
surveillance age groups?®
Modernavs Pfizer (ref), dose 2
M 18-29y VAERS Oct 6 7d;Y Moderna: 23.9° Among 18-29 year-old males, Moderate ™
us Pfizer: 26.0* there is probably a higher
incidence of myocarditis
COVaxONSep 4 [ Any.Y Modema: 2995 (1712, 456.4) Rﬁgg‘gﬁﬂg ‘éiﬁf;)”aarggnwﬁ'gh
Canada Pfizer: 35.5 (7.3, 103.7) Pfizer.
18-39 VAERS Oct 6* 7d;Y Moderna: 19.2* Among 18-39 year-old males, | Moderate °
us Pfizer:16.5* there is probably a higher
VSD Oct 9 7d;Y RD: 19.1 incidence of myocarditis
us aRR: 2.14 (0.93t04.98) following vaccination with
Singapore Military | Any; Y Moderna: 135.3% Moderma compared with
Pfizer: 0 events/27,632 Pfizer.
COVaxONSep4* | Any;Y Moderna: 144 5*
Canada Pfizer: 19.9*
30-39y VAERS Oct 6* 7d;Y Modema: 6.7 Among 30-39 year-old males, | Low "
us Pfizer:5.2 there may be little-to-no
difference inthe incidence of
myocarditisafter vaccination
with Moderna compared with
Pfizer.
12-39y NIMS Nov 15° 7d;Y Moderna: IRR=54.65 (29.74, 100.40) Among 12-39 year-old males, Low ™
UK Pfizer: IRR = 8.05 (5.37, 12.06) there may be a higher
NIMS Nov 15° 28d;Y Modema: IRR=16.52(9.10, 30.00) incidence of myocarditis
UK Pfizer: IRR=3.41(2.44,4.78) following vaccination with
Moderna compared with
Pfizer.
240y VAERS Oct 6* 7d;Y Modema: 1.52* (40-64y) Among 240 year-old males, Moderate °
us Pfizer: 0.98 (40-64y) there is probably little-to-no
NIMS Nov 15 7d;Y Modema: 0 events difference inriskof
UK Pfizer: IRR= 0.65 (027, 1 59) m.yocardltlsaftervacmnatlgn
NIMS Nov 15' 28d;Y Moderna: 0 events \glﬁtzel\:loderna compared with
UK Pfizer: IRR=0.79 (0.51, 1.23) )
COVaxONSep 4™ | Any;Y Moderna: 0.0 (0.0-35.6)
Canada Pfizer: 0.0 (0.0-23.3)
F 18-29y COVaxONSep4* | Any;Y Modema: 69.1(14.2-201.9) (18-24y) Among 18-29 year-old Moderate °
Canada Pfizer: 0.0 (0.0-50.5) (18-24y) females, there isprobably a
VAERS Oct 6 7d;Y Moderma: 5.5% higherincidence of
us Pfizer: 2.0* myocarditisfollowing

vaccination with Moderna
compared with Pfizer.
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Sex Age Data source & Risk interval; | Incidence/reportingrate per Relative measures Conclusions Certainty
date confirmed million doses after dose 2 (95% CI) about
Country cases (Y/N) (95% CI) aRR = adjusted risk ratio conclusions
*passive *w eighted average across multiple RD = risk difference using GRADE
surveillance age groups®
18-39 VAERS Oct 6* 7d;Y Moderma: 3.1* Among 18-39 year-old Low *°
us Pfizer: 1.4* females, there may be a
COVaxONSep 4* | Any;Y Modema:36.8* higherincidence of
Canada Pfizer: 8.9* myocarditisfollowing
vaccination with Moderna
compared with Pfizer.
30-39y VAERS Oct 6* 7d;Y Moderna: 0.4 Among 30-39 year-old Low °°
us Pfizer: 0.7 females, there may be little-to-
no difference inincidence of
myocarditis after vaccination
with Moderna compared with
Pfizer
12-39y NIMS Nov 157 7d;Y Moderna: IRR=28.49 (6.22, 130.41) Among 12-39 year-old Low ™
UK Pfizer: IRR=3.11(1.23,7.86) females, there may be a
NIMS Nov 157 28d;Y Modema: IRR=7.55 (1.67,34.12) higherincidence of
UK Pfizer: 1.37 (0.67, 2.80) myocarditisfollowing
vaccination with Moderna
compared with Pfizer.
240y COVaxONSep4* | Any;Y Moderna: 0.0 (0.0,40.9) Among 240 year-old females, Moderate °
Canada Pfizer: 0.0 (0.0, 23.5) there is probably little-to-no
NIMS Nov 157 7d;Y Modema: 0 events difference inthe incidence of
UK Pfizer: IRR=0.80 (0.33, 1.97) myocarditisafter vaccination
NIMS Nov 157 28d;Y Modermna: 0 events with Moderna compared with
UK Pfizer: IRR= 1.00 (0.64, 1.55) Pfizer.
VAERS Oct 6* 7d;Y Moderma: 0.8* (40-64y)
us Pfizer: 0.74* (40-64y)
O dl 0 PDE dl 0
Homologous vs heterologous dose 2
Both 1829y | COVaxONSep 4™ [ Any; Y Mod-Mod: 162.0 (108.5,232.6) (18- Among 18-29 year-old adults, | Low
sexes Canada 24y) there may be little-to-no
Mod-Pfiz: 0.0 (0.0,218.8) (18-24y) difference inthe incidence of
Pfiz-Mod: 203.9 (142.0, 283.6) (18-24y) myocarditisafter vaccination
Pfiz-Pfiz: 26.9 (14.3,45.9) (18-24y) with an mRNA vaccine using a
heterologousdose 2
compared with homologous
dose 2.
18-39y COVaxONSep4* | Any;Y Mod-Mod: 72.1* Among 18-39 year-old adults, | Low °°
Canada Mod-Pfiz: 0.0 there may be little-to-no

Pfiz-Mod: 100.3*
Pfiz-Pfiz: 17.7*

difference inthe incidence of
myocarditis after vaccination
with an mRNA vaccine using a
heterologousdose 2
compared with homologous
dose 2.
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Sex Age Data source & Risk interval; | Incidence/reportingrate per Relative measures Conclusions Certainty
date confirmed million doses after dose 2 (95% CI) about
Country cases (Y/N) (95% CI) aRR = adjusted risk ratio conclusions
*passive *w eighted average across multiple RD = risk difference using GRADE
surveillance age groups®
240y COVaxONSep4* | Any;Y Mod-Mod: 10.2(4.7,19.4) 3.8/10.2 Among 240 year-old adults, VeryLow ™~
Canada Mod-Pfiz: 12.5(0.3,69.7) 12.5/5.4 we are uncertain aboutany
Pfiz-Mod: 3.8 (0.8, 11.0) difference inincidence of
Pfiz-Pfiz: 5.4 (3.1, 8.6) myocarditisafter vaccination
with an mRNA vaccine using
heterologousdose 2
compared with homologous
dose 2.
M 18-29y COVaxONSep4* | Any;Y Mod-Mod: 288.4 (18-24y) Among 18-29 year-old males, | Low “°
Canada Mod-Pfiz: 0 (18-24y) there may be little-to-no
Pfiz-Mod: 337 .6 (18-24y) difference inincidence of
Pfiz-Pfiz: 46.6 (18-24y) myocarditisafter vaccination
with an mRNA vaccine using
heterologousdose 2,
compared with homologous
dose 2.
Dose interval
Both 1217y COVaxONSep4* | Any;Y <30d:101.9(565.7-170.9) (Pfizeronly) Among 12-17 year-old people, | Low *°
sexes Canada 31-55d:37.7 (21.6-61.3) (Pfizeronly) incidence of myocarditisafter
>56 d: 55.7 (20.4-121.2) (Pfizeronly) dose 2 of an mRNA vaccine
may be decreased when
administered 231 days
compared with administration
<30 days afterdose 1.
18-29y COVaxONSep4* | Any;Y <30d:199.2* (18-24y) Among 18-29 year-old people, | Low *°
Canada 31-55d:109.4* (18-24y) incidence of myocarditisafter
>56 d: 56.7* (18-24y) dose 2 of an mRNA vaccine
may be decreased when
administered 231 days
compared with administration
<30 days afterdose 1.
18-39y COVaxONSep4* | Any;Y <30d:91.3* Among 18-39 year-old people, | Low *°
Canada 31-55d:53.1* incidence of myocarditisafter
256 d: 32.2¢ dose 2 of an mRNA vaccine

may be decreased when
administered 231 days
compared with <30 daysafter
dose 1



https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.28.22271643
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

Sex Age Data source & Risk interval; | Incidence/reportingrate per Relative measures Conclusions Certainty
date confirmed million doses after dose 2 (95% CI) about
Country cases (Y/N) (95% CI) aRR = adjusted risk ratio conclusions
*passive *w eighted average across multiple RD = risk difference using GRADE
surveillance age groups®
240y COVaxONSep4* [ Any;Y <30d:0 Among 240 year-old people, Low *°
Canada 31-55d:4.5 incidence of myocarditisafter
>56d:7.2 dose 2 of an mRNA vaccine
may be increased when
administered 231 days
compared with <30 daysafter
dose 1.
M 18-29 COVaxONSep4* | Any;Y <30d: 148.1 (18-24y) Among 18-29 year-old males, | Low *°
Canada 31-55d:111.1 (18-24y) incidence of myocarditisafter
256 d: 30.7 (18-24y) dose 2 of an mRNA vaccine
may be decreased when
administered 256 days
compared with <55 daysafter
dose 1.
Dose interval, by Dose 2 product
18-29y COVaxONSep4* | Any;Y Modema (18-24y) Among 18-29 yearoldpeople, | Low **
Canada <30d:353.1(182.4-616.8) the proportional decrease in
31-55d:184.0 (133.7-247.0) incidence of myocarditisafter
>56d:103.2 (44.5-203.3) dose 2 of an mRNA vaccine
when administered 231 days
Pfizer (18-24y) compared with <30 daysafter
<30d:45.3 (5.5-163.7) dose 1 may be similarfor
31-55d: 34.7-15.9-66) Moderna compared with
256d:10.1 (1.2-36.5) Pfizer.
18-39y COVaxONSep4* [ Any;Y Modermna Among 18-39 year-old people, | Low *°
Canada <30d:139.3* the proportional decrease in
31-55d:89.2* incidence of myocarditisafter
>56d: 52.9 dose 2 of an mRNA vaccine
when administered 231 days
Pfizer compared with <30 daysafter
<30d:43.4* dose 1 may be smallerin
31-55d:17.0* Moderna compared with
>56d:11.6* Pfizer.
240y COVaxONSep4* [ Any;Y Moderna Among 240 year-old people, Low *°
Canada <30d:0.0(0.0-53.9) the proportionalincrease in

31-55d: 7.4 (2.0-19.0)
56d: 7.5 (3.2-14.7)

Pfizer

<30d: 0.0 (0.0-34.4)
31-55d: 1.5 (0.0-8.3)
56d:6.9 (4.0-11.1)

incidence of myocarditisafter
dose 2 ofan mRNA vaccine
when administered 231 days
compared with <30 daysafter
dose 1 may be greaterfor
Modema compared with
Pfizer.

Clinical comorbidities
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Sex Age Data source & Risk interval; | Incidence/reportingrate per Relative measures Conclusions Certainty
date confirmed million doses after dose 2 (95% CI) about
Country cases (Y/N) (95% CI) aRR = adjusted risk ratio conclusions
*passive *w eighted average across multiple RD = risk difference using GRADE
surveillance age groups®
Both All ages EULAR COVAX* Any; N Among 4025 people withinflammatory rheumatic musculoskeletal We are uncertain ifindividuals | Very Low ™“°
sexes Europe conditions(68% female)who received at least one dose of MRNA with inflammatory conditions
vaccine, there wasone eventin a young (<30y)female afterdose 2 of have increased risk of
Pfizer. There were no eventsin 412 people with non-inflammatory myocarditisafter mRNA
rheumatic musculoskeletal condiionswho received atleast one dose of | vaccination.
mRNA vaccine.
VAERS Nov 30* Any; N The reporting rate of myocarditis/pericarditiswashigher for We are uncertainifindividuals | VeryLow ™"
USA immunocompromised patientscompared withimmune competent with immunocompromise have
individuals (Proportional reporting rate=1.36[95% CI: 0.89-1.82]). increased risk of myocarditis
aftermRNA vaccination.

IThis study reported IRRs calculated using a self-controlled case series design. In thisstudy design, individuals serve as their own controlsandrisk estimates in pre- and post-intervention
intervals are calculated within individuals, rather than across individuals.

2Because of the large overlap in data between males 18-29y and 18-39y, we only downrated 18-29y once for inconsistency despite the large differences in effects reported between studies.
3Weighted averages across age groups were calculated based on contribution of each age to the review-level age category.

Explanations for GRADE
In the plain-language conclusions, we have used “probably”, “may be” and “uncertain” to reflect level of certainty in the evidence based on GRADE of moderate, low, or very low, respectively.

2 Rated down for indirectness to whole population, based on large differences in estimates in analyses for males across age groups indicating one estimate (or even arange of estimates) for all
ages (for both sexes or males) is not credible.

b Rated down for risk of bias from use of passive surveillance and lack of case verification

¢ Rated down for inconsistency due to only one study providingestimates

d Rated down for imprecision for small sample size (<10,000 per group) or very low event rate.

Table 4. Results from Case Series with Short-term Follow-up of Myocarditis and Myopericarditis after COVID-19 Vaccination (Question 3a and b)
Case series Dickey 2021* Diaz 2021 Hoeg 2021* Montgomery Rosner 2021 Larson 2021 Mevorach 2021 | Levin 2021 EudraVigilance | Schauer 2021*

Su 2021

(Country) (USs) (US) (Us) (US) (Italy & US) (Israel) (Israel) (European (USs) (US)
(US) Economic
Area)
PETCYINCEECEMN Sep 2021 25 May 2021 18 Jun 2021 30 Apr 2021 10 Aug 2021 10 Aug 2021 31 May 2021 1 Mar 2021 25 Oct 2021 21Jun 2021 10 Dec 2021
last updated (publication (date published)
date)
Cases of 6 20 124 23 7 8 136 7 5611 13 8
my ocardiis, n
Confirmed AllCMR-proven | Clinically Inclusion criteria | Diagnoses Confirmed via Diagnosed with Brighton Based on clinica | Reported by AllCMR-proven | Diagnoses
cases my ocarditis confirmedwith aligned with reviewed and diagnostic my ocardiis by Collaboration records healthcare or myopericarditis | reviewed and
troponin v alues CDC working met the CDC testing laboratory and case definition of non-healthcare met the CDC
or cardiac MRI case definition case definition cardiac MRI my ocardtis or prof essionals case definition
for probable criteria for my opericarditis
myocarditis, probable
pericarditis, or my ocardiis
my opericarditis
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Case series
(Country)

Case source

Male, n

Median age
(range), y

Ages included

Patients with
pre-existing
conditions
(excluding
prior COVID-
19 infection,
see below)

Patients with
prior COVID-
19 history
Vaccine type,
n

Dickey 2021* Diaz 2021 Hoeg 2021* Montgomery Rosner 2021 Larson 2021 Mevorach 2021 | Levin 2021 EudraVigilance | Schauer 2021*

(US) (Us) 2021 (Us) (Italy & US) (Israel) (Israel) (European (Us)

(US) Economic

40 hospitals Military wo US medical ospitalized ospitalized eatile
Massachusetts were part of Health Sy stem centers in Falls patients in Italy patients in Israel Children’s
Memorial Health | Providence Church, Virginia, | and USA Defense Forces Hospital

health care and Dallas, Medical Corps

sy stem and use Texas

same electronic

medical record

(Washington,

Oregon,

Montana, Los

Angeles County,

Calif ornia)
6 (100%) 15 (75%) 113 (91%) 23 (100%) 7 (100%) 8 (100%) 118 (87%) 7 (100%) 4040 (72%) 12 (92%) 4 (50%)
NR (17-37) 36 (26.3-48.3) NR (12-17) 25 (20-51) 24 (19-30) 29 (21-56) NR (76% under | 20 (18-24) NR 15(12-17) 9(6-11)

the age of 30)

All ages All ages Search limitedto | All ages All ages All ages All ages All ages All ages Searchlimitedto | 5-11years
included included 12-17 years included included included included included included 12-17 y ears
All patients were | Alcohol or drug NR Patients had no No patients had | All patients were | NR ADHD =1 NR 2 (15%) had NR
previously dependence =4 history of evidence of an otherwise (14%); history of
healthy (20%); cardiac disease, | autoimmune healthy allergic asthma my ocarditis in

coronary artery significant disease =11 (4%); first degree

disease =1 cardiac risk celiac disease = relative

(5%); factors, or 1(14%);

cancer =2 exposure to my ocardiis 5

(10%); cardiotoxic y ears earlier =1

heart failure = 0; agents (14%);

cirrhosis = 0; none =3 (43%)

chronic kidney

disease =1

(5%);

COPD =0;

diabetes =2

(10%);

hy pertension =5

(25%);

autoimmune

disease =0
0 NR NR 3(13%) T(14%) 7 (25%) 0 0 NR NR NR
5(83%) = 9(@5%) = 146 (100%) = 7(B0%)=BNT | 5(7/1%)= 5(63%)= BNT 136 (100%) = 7{T00%)=BNT | 36710 (64%) = T3(T00%) = 8(T00%) =
BNT162b2 BNT162b2 BNT162b2 162b2 BNT162b2 162b2 BNT 162b2 162b2 (Pfizer) BNT162b2 BNT162b2 BNT162b2
(Pfizer) (Pfizer) (Pfizer) (Pfizer) (Pfizer) (Pfizer) (Pfizer) (Pfizer) (Pfizer) (Pfizer)
1(17%) = 11 (55%) = 16 (70%) = 1(14%) = 3 (37%) = 1578 (28%) =
mRNA-1273 mRNA-1273 mRNA1273 mRNA-1273 mRNA1273 mRNA-1273
(Moderna) (Moderna) (Moderna) (Moderna) (Moderna) (Moderna)

1(14%)=J&J 320 (6%) =
AZD1222

(AstraZeneca)
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Case series

(Country)

Patients in NR
ICU, n

Hospitalized, n NS

Patients
presenting
after second

v accination
Patients
COVID-19
poly merase
chain reaction
positive
Patients with
COVID
nucleocapsid
antibody
present
(among tested)
Patients with
SARS-CoV-2
spike antibody

Time between
last vaccine

and sy mptom
onset, median
EVEN(ETI)]

Patients with
chest pain on
presentation

Patients with
other
sy mptoms

(e.g., myalgia,
fatigue, fever)

Dickey 2021* Diaz 2021 Hoeg 2021* Montgomery Rosner 2021 Larson 2021 Mevorach 2021 | Levin 2021 EudraVigilance | Schauer 2021*  Su 2021
(Us) (US) (Us) 2021 (Us) (Italy & US) (Israel) (Israel) (European (Us) (US)
(US) Economic
Area
03 (2%) =
Ad26.CoV.S
(Janssen)
2 (10%) NR NR NR 3 (38%) NR NR NR 0 0
19 (95%) 110 (89%) NR 7 (100%) 8 (100%) 114 (84%) 7 (100%) NR 13 (100%) NR
6 (100%) 16 (80% ) NR 20 (87%) 5(71%) 7 (88%) 117 (86%) 7(100%) NR 13 (100%) 6 (75%)
0 (6/6 tested) NR NR 0(19/23 tested) | 0 (6/7tested, all | 0 (8/8tested) NR 0 (7/7 tested) NR NR NR
negative)
NR NR NR NR 0 (477 NR 4 (1%, 39/136 2 (100%, 2/7 NR 0 (9/13 tested, NR
tested, all tested, 35/39 tested) all negative)
negative) negative)
NR NR NR NR 4 (67%, 6/7 NR 62 (100%, 2 (100%, 2/7 NR NR NR
tested) 2 62/136 tested) tested)
presented
after first
vaccination

Presentation

3.5(2-4) 3.5(IQR 3-10.8) | NR 2 (1-4) 3(2-7) 3(2-4) 4 (1-30) NR (1-5) NR 3(2-4) 3(0-12)
One patient with
12 day onset
had history of
headache and
gastrointestinal
symptoms 3 or 4
day s before
chest pain;
potential viral
syndrome

5 (83%) chest NR NR 23 (100%) 7 (100%) 8 (100%) 129 (95%) 6 (86%) NR 13 (100%) 7 (88%)

pain

1(17%) non-

positional chest

pressure

5 (83%) NR NR NR 3 (42%) 5 (63%) 63 (47%) 6 (86%) NR 8 (62%) NR

Diagnostic Evaluation
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Case series
(Country)

Patients with
troponin

elev ation (of
tested)

Median time to
troponin peak
after
vaccination,
days

Patients with
BNP or NT pro
BNP elev ation
(among tested)
Patients with
CRP elevation
(among tested)
Patients with
eosinophilia
(among tested)
Patients with
abnormal ECG
(among tested)

Patients with
abnormal
cardiac MRI
(among tested)

Patients with
abnormal
echocardiogra
m (among
tested)

Dickey 2021*

Diaz 2021
(Us)

Hoeg 2021*
(Us)

Montgomery
2021

Rosner 2021

Larson 2021
(Italy & US)

Mevorach 2021
(Israel)

Levin 2021
(Israel)

EudraVigilance
(European
Economic

Schauer 2021*
(Us)

tested) tested) tested) tested) tested) tested); tested)
median 9.18
ng/mL, range
0.65-18.5)
Range 2-4 NR NR NR NR 3 NR NR NR NR NR
NR NR NR NR 3 (50%, 677 NR [T examined, NR NR 5 (38%, 137113 NR
tested) modest NT Pro- tested)
BNP elev ation
NR NR NR NR S (M%, 1T7 7 (88%, 8/8 118 (87 %, 7 (100%, all NR 10 (100%, 10713 | NR
tested) tested) 136/136 tested) | tested) tested)
NR NR NR NR NR 0 NR NR NR NR NR
6 (100%, all 9 (45%, 20/20 NR 19 (83%, 23/23 5(71%, 717 7 (88%, 8/8 93 (68%, 6 (86%, 7/7 NR 9 (69%, 13/13 3(50%, 6/8
tested); tested); tested; tested); tested); 136/136 tested); | tested); tested); tested);
ST elevation (5 ST elevation ST-segment ST elevations (4 | ST elevation (6 ECG changes ST elevation (5 abnormal, ST elevations (2
patients), elev ation, patients), patients), patients), commonly ST patients),
sinus rhy thm T-wav e nonspecific ST/T | peaked Twaves sinus segment non-specific ST
with non-specific inv ersions, changes (1 (1 patient), tachy cardia and elev ation and T wave
Twave nonspecific ST patient) normal (1 consistentwith changes (1
abnormalities (1 changes patient) MV and patient)
patient) hy pertrophy (1
patient), normal
(1 patient)
5 (83%, 6/6 NR NR 23 (100%, all 7 (100%, all 8 (100%, all 48(100%, 3(100%, 377 NR T3 (T00%, all NR
tested); tested); tested); tested); 48/136 tested); tested) tested);
abnormal left subepicardial LGE (7 LGE (8 mild-to- abnormal
ventricular late gadolinium patients), patients), edema | moderate showing late
sy stdlic function; enhancement or | wall motion (6 patients) subepicardial gadolinium
patchy focal myocardial | abnormality (1 and enhancement in
midmy ocardial edema patient), mid-my ocardial a patchy
increased T2 my ocardial late gadolinium subepicardial to
signal with edemain T2 (3 enhancement transmural
corresponding patients) (LGE) more pattern with
late gadolinium significantly predilection for
enhancement (5 affecting the the inferior left
patients) lateral and ventricle free
inferior LV wall
segments)
5 (83%, 6/6 NR NR 4 (17%, 23/23 4(57%, 717 8 (100%, all NR 2(29%, 717 NR 2 (15%, 13/13 1(20%, 5/8
tested); tested); tested); tested); tested) tested); tested);
LVEF <50% (3 LVEF <50% (4 mild hy pokinesis | wall motion left ventricular mitral
patients), patients), (3 patients), abnormality with wall notion regurgitation
LVEF 250% (2 no structural low LVEF (1 regional or abnormalities
patient) abnormality (23 patient), generalized and LVEF <55%
patients) hy pokinesis (2 patients)
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Case series
(Country)

Dickey 2021*

(Us)

Diaz 2021
(Us)

Hoeg 2021*
(Us)

Montgomery
2021
(US)

Rosner 2021 Larson 2021

(Italy & US)

mi
enlargement (1
patient),
normal (3
patients)

Mevorach 2021
(Israel)

Levin 2021
(Israel)

EudraVigilance
(European
Economic
Area

Schauer 2021*
(Us)

Su 2021
(Us)

Patients with
LVEF <50%
(among tested)

Patients with
sy mptoms
resolved

3 (50%, 676
tested)

5(25%, 20720
tested)

20 (100%)

NR

4(T7%, 23723
tested)

1T(14%, 777
tested);

LVEF 35%—40%
(1 patient)

2 (25%, 8I8
tested);
LVEF 34% (1
patient),
LVEF 47% (1
patient)

4 (3%) sev erely
reduced (total
tested NR)

2(29%, 1T7
tested)

NR

2,581 (46%)

3(23%, 13113
tested)

NR

5 (83%, 6/8 with

Fatalities, n

Median

hospitalization
length of stay,
days (range)

Patients
treated with
medications
for myocarditis

resolv ed/ resolv ed/ known
improv ed resolving, outcomes)
1571 (28%)
not resolv ed
1234 (22%)
unknown
112 (2%)
resolv ed/
resolving with
sequelae
0 0 NR 0 0 0 1(0.7%) (22- 0 84 (1.5%) 0 0
y ear-old with
fulminant
my ocardiis)
NR 2 (IQR 2-3) NR NR 3(2-4) NR (allreported | NR (3-4) 4(1-5) NR 2 (1-4) NR
as stable)
NR 15 (75%) = NR NR 3(43%) = 3 (38%) = Most treated 7 (100%); NR 13 (100%) = NR
NSAIDS NSAIDS NSAID with NSAIDS, 3(43%) = NSAID
9 (45%) = 3(43%) = 2 (25%) = with or without bisoprolol and 3(23%) =
colchicine colchicine colchicine colchicine ramipril intrav enous
0 = steroids 3(43%)= 2 (25%) = 2 (29%) = immune globulin
famotidine steroids colchicine and 2(15%) =
1(14%) = ibuprofen corticosteroid
steroids 1(14%) =
colchicine and
bisoprolol
1(14%) =
colchicine

Abbreviations: CMR =cardiovascular magnetic resonance imaging; ICU = intensive care unit; LVEF = left ventricular ejection fraction; NR =not reported; NSAID =non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs;
PHAC = Public Health Agency of Canada; VAERS = vaccine adverse event reporting system;y =years

*Data for these series may overlap.
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Table 5. Results from Case Series with Short-term Follow-up of Pericarditis after COVID-19 Vaccination (Question 3b)

Case series

Date of cases last updated

Cases of pericarditis, n
Confirmed cases

Case source

Male, n
Median age (range), y

Agesincluded
Patientswith pre-existing
conditions (excluding prior
COVID-19 infection, see
below)

Patientswith prior COVID-
19 history
Vaccine type, n

Patientsin ICU
Hospitalized, n
Patientspresenting after
second vaccination
Patients COVID-19
polymerase chainreaction
positive

Patientswith COVID
nucleocapsid antibody
present (among tested)
Patientswith SARS-CoV-2
spike antibody

Time between last vaccine
and symptom onset,
median days, (range)

Patientswith chest pain on

presentation

Diaz 2021 Hoeg 2021 EudraVigilance

(Us) (('5)) (European Economic Area)
25May 2021 18 Jun 2021 25 0ct 2021

37 22 4250

Clinically confirmed with troponin valuesor
cardiac MR

Inclusion criteriaaligned with CDC working
case definition for probable pericarditis

Reported by healthcare or non-healthcare professionals

40 hospitalsthat were part of Providence health
care system and use same electronic medical
record (Washington, Oregon, Montana, Los
AngelesCounty, California)

VAERS

EudraVigilance

27 (73%)

20 (91%)

2299 (54%)

59 (46-69)

All agesincluded

NR (12-17)

Search limitedto 12-17 years

NR

All agesincluded

Alcohol ordrug dependence =5 (14%);
coronary artery disease = 4 (11%);
cancer=5 (14%);

heart failure =2 (5%);

cirrhosis =1 (3%);

chronickidney disease =4 (11%);
COPD =4 (11%);

diabetes=4 (11%);

hypertension =18 (49%);

autoimmune disease =3 (8%)

NR

NR

NR

NR

NR

23 (62%)= BNT162b2 (Pfizer)
12 (32%)= mRNA-1273 (Modema)
2 (5%) = Ad26.CoV.S (Janssen)

146 (100%)=BNT 162b2 (Pfizer)

2883 (68%)=BNT 162b2 (Pfizer)
850 (20%)= mRNA-1273 (Moderna)
416 (10%) = AZD1222 (AstraZeneca)
101 (2%)= Ad26.CoV.S (Janssen)

T3%) NR NR
T3 (35%) 6 (73%) NR
2260%) NR NR
NR NR NR
NR NR NR
NR NR NR
20 (IQR 641) NR NR
NR NR NR
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Case series Diaz 2021 Hoeg 2021 EudraVigilance

(US) (US) (European Economic Area)
Patientswith other NR NR NR
symptoms(e.g., myalgia,
fatigue, fever)
Patientswith troponin 0 NR NR
elevation (among tested)
Median timeto troponin NR NR NR
peakaftervaccination,
days
Patientswith BNP or NT NR NR NR
pro BNP elevation (among
tested)
Patientswith CRP NR NR NR
elevation (among tested)
Patientswith eosinophilia [N NR NR
(among tested)
Patientswith abnormal 14 (38%, total tested NR) with ST elevation NR NR
ECG (among tested)
Patientswith abnormal NR NR NR
cardiac MRI (among
tested)
Patientswith abnormal NR NR NR
echocardiogram (among
tested)
Patientswith LVEF<50% 3 (8%, total tested NR) NR NR
(among tested)
Patientswith symptoms 30 (81%)resolved/ improved NR 2083 (49%) resolved/ resolving
resolved 2 (5%) persistent 1318 (31%) not resolved
5(14%) unknown 808 (19%)unknown
43 (1%) resolved/ resolving with sequelae
Fatalities, n 0 NR 15 (0.4%)
Median hospitalization 1(IQR 1-2) NR NR
length of stay, days
(range)
Patientstreated with 18 (49%) NSAIDs NR NR
INELITENTS (oA LTI IL M 20 (54 %) colchicine
4 (11%) steroids

Abbreviations: CMR =cardiovascular magnetic resonance imaging; ICU = intensive care unit; LVEF = left ventricular ejection fraction; NR =not reported; NSAID =non-steroidal anti-
inflammatory drugs.
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Table 6. Case Series of Longer-term Follow-up of Myocarditis or Pericarditis after mRNA COVID-19 Vaccination (Question 4)

Case series (country)

Date of cases lastupdated
Cases, n
Confirmed cases

Case source

Myocarditis, n
Pericarditis, n
Myopericarditis, n
Male, n

Median age (range), y

Ages included
Vaccine product, n

Patients in ICU

Hospitalized, n

Patients presenting after second
vaccination

Patients with prior COVID-19
history

Patients COVID-19 polymerase
chain reaction positive

Patients with COVID
nucleocapsid antibody present
(among tested)

Patients with SARS-CoV-2 spike
antibody

Patients with prior myocarditis or
pericarditis history

Time betweenlastvaccine and
symptom onset, median days,
(range)

Patients with chestpain on
resentation

Patients with other symptoms

(eg, myalgia, fatigue, fever)

Patients with troponin elev ation

(among tested)

Chelala 2021 Patel 2021 Klein 2022
(US) (US) (')

14 June 2021 June 2021 25 Dec 2021
5 9 43

Clinically confirmedthrough review of
medical records, resultsof biochemical
laboratory testing, ECG results, and findings
from echocardiography, cardiac MRI; met
2018 Lake Louise criteria

Diagnosesreviewed and metthe CDC case
definition andtroponin elevation

[CD-10 used then diagnosesconfirmed
by medical record review

Single medicalcentre inUSA

Single medical centre inAtlanta, USA

KaiserPermanente in Colorado,
Oregon, California, and Washington;
HealthPartnersInstitute Minnesota;
DenverHealth

5(100%) 9 (100%) 23 (53%)

0 0 2 (5%)

0 0 T8 [@2%)

5 (100%) 9 (100%) 37 (86%)

Mean =17 (16-19) 15.7(IQR14.5-16.6) 29 (67%) 12-T5 years
14 (33%) 16-17 years

4 (80%) BNT162b2 (Pfizen)
1(20%) mRNA-1273 (Modema)

9 (100%) mRNA vaccine

43 (100%)BNT 162b2 (Pfizer)

NR 2 (22%) TT(26%)

5 (100%) 9 (100%) 28 (65%)

5 (100%) 8 (89%) NR

0 NR 2 (5%)

0 NR NR

NR NR NR

NR NR NR

0 reported significant cardiovascularrisk NR 2(5%)

factors or history of previouscardiovascular

events

4(34) Median 3 daysbetween 2™ vaccination 2 (0-20)
and hospital admission

5(100%) 9(100%) NR

NR 4 (44%) dyspnea NR

5(100%, all tested) NR NR
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Median time to troponin peak

after vaccination, days

Patients with BNP or NT-proBNP
elev ation (among tested

Patients with CRP elevation

(among tested)
Patients with eosinophilia
(among tested)

Patients with abnormal ECG

(among tested)

Patients with abnormal cardiac

MRI (among tested)

echocardiogram (among tested)

Patients with LVEF<50% (among

tested)

Patients with symptoms resolved

Fatalities, n

Median hospitalization length of

Patients with abnormal
|

stay, days (range)

Patients treated with medications

for myocarditis

Number of patients with follow -
up data

Mean length clinical follow -up

(range), days
Repeat cardiac MRI, n

Characteristics of repeat cardiac

MRI

Symptoms such as chestpain, n

NR NR NR
0; NR NR
normal (4/4 tested)
4 (80%, 5/5 tested) NR NR
NR NR NR
2 (40%, 5/5 tested); 6 (67 %, 9/9 tested); NR
ST segment elevation (1 patient), repolarization abnormalities (6 patients),
sinus bradycardia (1 patient), normal (3 patients)
normal (3 patients)
5(100%, 5/5 tested); NR NR
no segmental wall motionsabnormalities,
and basilarand mid-cavity involvement; eady
and late gadolinium enhancement
2 (40%, 5/5 tested); Median (IQR)LVEF at presentation =60 NR
LVEF mildly to moderately decreased and (58-67)
associated with global hypokinesis(1
patient),
ectasia of right coronary artery and left
anteriordescending artery (1 patient), nomal
(3 patients)
1(20%) 2 (22%) with 30-55% LVEF at presentation | NR
7 (78%) with >55% LVEF at presentation
5(100%) NR 43 (100%) discharged home
0 0 0
3(3-9) NR 2 (0-7)
Prescribed at discharge: 8 (89%) other NSAID if no aspirin NR
1 (20%) colchicine and metoprolol 2 (22%) vasopressors
1(20%) metoprolol 1(11%) IVIG
1(20%) NSAID 1 (11%) aspirin
1(20%) aspirin 0 steroids
5/5(100%) 9/9 (100%) 24743 (56%)
95 (92-104) 90 (NR) 88.5(28-153)
2(40%) NR T@%)
2 performed, both stable biventricularsize NR Normal findings
and function; persistent, but decreased, LGE
that was similarin distribution to the initial
MRI; and an absence of new areasof
abnormality
3 (60%); NR 9 (38%) chest pain

mild intermittent self-resolving chest pain
afterdischarge; in one patient recurrent
symptomsoccurred after discontinuation of
the NSAID prescribed at discharge

)
3 (13%) shortness of breath
3 (13%) palpitations
1 (4%) fatigue
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Medical visits following
discharge, n

3 (13%) other (e.g., orthostatic
hypotension, dizziness)

3 (60%);
recurrent symptomsresultedin an
emergency department visit

ECGfindingsatclinicfollow up (1-2 weeks
afterdischarge):

1(17%) repolarization abnormalities,
5(83%) normal

18 (75%) electrocardiogram, with
abnormal findingsin 9 (50%) patients;
17 (71%)echocardiogram, with
abnormal findingsin 2 (12%) patients

Continued treatment with NR

0 on heart failure medication

2 (8%) still on medication (e.g.,

medications, n NSAIDs, colchicine)

11 (46%)no symptoms, medications, or

Recov ered with no symptoms, n NR NR
exercise restrictions

Abbreviations: BNP/NT-proBNP =B-type natriuretic peptide/ N-terminal pro B-type natriuretic peptide; CDC = Centers for Disease Control and Prevention; CRP =c-
reactive protein; EC G = echocardiogram; ICD = International Classification of Diseases; ICU = intensive care unit; IQ R = interquartile range; IVIG = intravenous immune
globulin; LGE = late gadolinium enhancement; LVEF = left ventricular ejection fraction; MRI= magnetic resonance imaging; mRNA = messenger ribonucleic acid; NA =
not applicable; NR = not reported; NSAID =non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs; PHAC = Public Health Agency of Canada; VAERS = vaccine adverse event reporting
system

Table 7. Hypothesized mechanisms for myocarditis following mRNA COVID-19 vaccination and direct (i.e., on myocarditis after COVID-19
vaccine) supporting/refuting empirical evidence (Question 5)
Citations Direct Empirical Evidence

Refuting
- 2 case reports
-1 case series

Hypothesis

Supporting
- 3 case reports
- Multiple case series/reports
reporting highestincidence in
youth who have higher
immunogenicity and reactogenicity
from vaccines

1 Hyperimmune/infiammatory response, via exposure | N=9

to spike protein, mRNA strand, orunknown trigger Hajra etal., 2021%
Tsilingirisetal., 2021%
Heymans& Cooper, 2021%
Parra-Lucaresetal., 2021%
Bozkurt etal, 2021°

Das etal., 2021%
Boursier, 2021%
Switzer & Loeb, 2021%
Vermaetal., 2021%

2 Delayed hypersensitivity (serum sickness) N=5

Hajra etal 2021%
Tsilingirisetal., 2021%
D'Angelo etal, 2021*
Bozkurt etal., 2021°
Chouchanaetal.,2021%
3 Eosinophilic myocarditis N=4

Hajra etal 2021%
Takeda etal. 2021%
D'Angelo etal, 2021*
Bozkurt etal, 2021°

4 Hypersensitivity to vaccine vehicle components(e.g., | N=4

polyethylene glycol [PEG] and tromethamine; lipid Kounisetal.2021a®
nanoparticle sheath) Kounisetal.2021b®
Tsilingirisetal., 2021%

- 1T case report
-1 case series

-6 case reports
- 6 case series

- 1 case report - 6 case reports

- 6 case series

- 4 case reports (1 case with biopsy |- 6 several case reports
in series) - 6 case series
- 1 cohort study
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Bozkurt etal., 20217

5 Response to mRNA vaccine lipid nanoparticles N=2 - 1 cohort None
(direct deleterious effect; not delayed — see Tsilingirisetal., 2021%
hypothesis4) Kadkhoda etal., 2021%

6 Autoimmunity triggered by molecular mimicry or N=9 Molecular mimicry: Molecular mimicry:
othermechanism Hajra etal 2021% - 2case reports - 3 cohorts/registry

Tsilingirisetal., 2021% - 1case series - 2 case reports
D'’Angelo et al, 2021* - 1invitro study
Heyman & Cooper, 2021% Otherautoimmune: Otherautoimmune: direct findings
Bozkurt etal., 2021° - 1 case report indicated but notcited
Chouchanaetal.,2021%*
Switzer & Loeb, 2021%
Parra-Lucaresetal,, 2021%
Ehlrich etal., 2021%
4 Lowresidual levelsof double-strand RNA (dsRNA) N=1 None None
Milanoetal 2021
8 Dysregulated micro-RNA response N=1 None None
AbdelMassih etal.2021%

9 Production of anti-idiotype antibodiesagainst N=1 None None
immunogenic regionsof antigen-specific antibodies | Tsilingirisetal., 2021%

10 Trigger of pre-existing dysregulatedimmune N=2 None For specific predispositions:
pathwaysin certain individuals with predispositions Bozkurt etal., 2021° 1 - case report
(e.g., resulting in a polyclonal B-cell expansion, Switzer & Loeb, 2021% 1 - case series
immune complex formation, and inflammation®)

11 Antibody-dependent enhancement of immunity or N=1 None Multiple case reportsand series
otherformsofimmune enhancementwith re- Bozkurt etal., 2021° reviewed and tabulated, havingno
exposure to virus aftervaccine evidence of acute COVID-19 infections

aftervaccine when presenting with
myocarditis

12 Direct cell invasionvia the spike proteininteracting N=2 None - 2cases
with the angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (ACE2) Chouchanaetal.,2021%*
widely expressed and prevalentin cardiomyocytes Switzer & Loeb, 2021%

13 Cardiac pericyte expression of ACE2 with N=1 None None
immobilized immune complex on the surface of Kadkhoda etal., 2021%
pericytesactivation of the complement system

14 Spike-activated neutrophils (expressing ACE2) N=2 - T case report None
augmentinginflammatory response Kadkhoda etal., 2021%

Choi etal., 2021¥

15 Hyperviscosity-induced cardiac problem N=1 None None
Mungmunpuntipantip &
Wiwanitkit, 20217

16 Strenuousexercise induced secretion of N=1 None None

proinflammatory IL-6

Elkazzazetal., 2022%

Observation

Differencesin incidenceby sex could be due o sex
steroid hormonesorunder-diagnosisin females

N=5

Tsilingirisetal., 2021%
Heymans& Cooper, 20217
Bozkurt etal., 2021°
Chouchanaetal.,2021%*
Parra-Lucaresetal., 2021%

Sexhormones: None

Underdiagnosisin women: 2 reports
(not studies)

Sexhormones:
- 1 cohort

Underdiagnosisin women: None
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