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Abstract 
 
Background: Adolescent girls and young women (AGYW) are at high risk of sexually 
transmitted infections (STIs). It is unknown whether beginning to have sexual intercourse causes 
changes to immune mediators in the cervicovaginal tract that contribute to this risk.   
 
Methods: We collected cervicovaginal lavages from Kenyan AGYW in the months before and 
after first penile-vaginal sexual intercourse and measured the concentrations of 20 immune 
mediators. We compared concentrations pre- and post-first sex using mixed effects models. 
Secondary analyses included adjustment for possible confounding factors. We additionally 
performed a systematic review to identify similar studies and combined them with our results by 
meta-analysis of individual participant data.     
 
Results: We included 180 samples from 95 AGYW, with 44% providing only pre-first sex 
samples, 35% matched pre and post, and 21% only post. We consistently detected 19/20 immune 
mediators, all of which increased post-first sex (median increase 54%; p<0.05 for 13/19; Holm-
Bonferroni-adjusted p<0.05 for IL-1β, IL-2 and CXCL8). Effects remained similar after 
adjusting for confounding factors including STIs and Nugent score.  
 
Our systematic review identified two eligible studies, one of 93 Belgian participants and the 
other of 18 American participants. Nine immune mediators were measured in at least 2/3 studies. 
Meta-analysis confirmed higher levels post-first sex for 8/9 immune mediators (median increase 
47%; p<0.05 for six mediators, most prominently IL-1α, IL-1β and CXCL8).  
 
Conclusions: Cervicovaginal immune mediator concentrations increased after the beginning of 
sexual activity independently of confounding factors including STIs. Results were consistent 
across three studies conducted on three different continents. 
 
 
 
Key words 
Adolescent girls and young women; cytokines; chemokines; cervix; vagina; sexual intercourse; 
mucosal immunity; immune activation; genital immunity  
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Introduction 
 
Adolescent girls and young women (AGYW) aged 15-24 are at high risk for sexually transmitted 
infections (STIs) and are disproportionately affected by human immunodeficiency virus (HIV), 
accounting for as many as 80% of new HIV infections in some countries.1-3 In Kenya in 
particular, a quarter of new HIV infections occur in AGYW.4 Because of the disproportionate 
impact of HIV on AGYW, understanding the behavioral and physiological components of 
heightened STI risk in this population presents an opportunity to reduce HIV infections.  
 
The period following first penile-vaginal sexual intercourse (“first sex”) marks the start of 
vulnerability to STIs and is associated with higher acquisition of bacterial vaginosis and STIs 
than later in life. The reasons for this increased susceptibility remain unclear, because (1) studies 
of mucosal immunity in AGYW are challenging, and (2) it can be difficult to distinguish immune 
changes that are a consequence of STI acquisition from changes that occur independently of 
STIs. Understanding changes in cervicovaginal tract (CVT) immune mediators following first 
sex may help identify interventions to decrease the risk of STI and HIV acquisition in AGYW.  
 
In this study, we measured immune mediators in cervicovaginal lavage (CVL) specimens 
collected from a unique longitudinal cohort of Kenyan AGYW,1,2 an especially vulnerable 
population. By comparing specimens collected in the months before and after first sex, our goal 
was to measure changes in CVT immune mediators following start of sexual intercourse. 
Extensive clinical information was available about participants, allowing adjustment for potential 
confounding factors, including acquisition of STIs.  
 
To generalize our findings to broader populations, we additionally conducted a systematic 
review of published literature to identify other studies of cervicovaginal immune mediators in 
AGYW before and after first sexual intercourse. We sought individual participant data from 
study authors and performed meta-analyses of individual immune mediators, assessing changes 
in immune mediator concentration before and after first sex.   

 . CC-BY 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 1, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Page 5 of 29 
 

Results 
 
Characteristics of cohort 
We selected 195 samples for this study. We excluded 15 samples due to unavailable covariate 
information (such as total protein or PSA), extensive blood contamination, and presence of rare 
infections (Trichomonas vaginalis, Neisseria gonorrhoeae, genital HSV-1 or HSV-2 DNA; 
Figure 1A). The final sample set included 180 samples from 95 participants.  

Of these, 111 samples from 75 participants were classified as pre-first sex and 57 samples from 
45 participants were obtained after reported first sex. In addition, 12 samples from 8 participants 
were classified as post-sex due to presence of Y-chromosome DNA, PSA or because of 
pregnancy or a positive Chlamydia trachomatis (CT) test at that visit or a prior visit. Pre-first sex 
samples were collected a median of 344 days before first sex (IQR 72-687), while post-first sex 
samples were collected a median of 66 days (27-105) after. We captured matched pre- and post-
first sex specimens from 33 participants (66 specimens); the remaining participants provided 
either only pre-first sex specimens (42 participants; 78 specimens) or only post-first sex 
specimens (20 participants; 36 specimens; Figure 1B). 
 

 
Figure 1. Cervicovaginal lavage sample selection.  
A Cervicovaginal lavage sample selection, collected from adolescent girls and young women in a 
longitudinal cohort study. 
B Timepoints for collection of cervicovaginal lavage specimens pre and post-first sexual intercourse. 
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The median age of participants in the final sample set was 19.1 years (IQR 18.1-19.6). Post-first 
sex samples came from participants who were, on average, older and more likely to have BV 
(Table 1). By definition, only the post-first sex group included samples from pregnant 
participants, participants using contraception, and samples where Y-chromosome, PSA, CT, or 
HSV-2 were detected.  

 
 

 
Table 1. Comparison of social, demographic and biological characteristics of adolescent girls 
and young women at timepoints of cervicovaginal lavage specimens selected for the study. 
Each participant can appear in this table more than once. 
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Immune mediator measurements pre- and post-first sex 
Concentrations of 20 immune mediators were measured (Figure 2). IL-1RA was detected at the 
highest concentrations. Sixteen immune mediators were detectable in most specimens. Four were 
detected in fewer than half of the samples: IFN-γ (27%), IL-10 (23%), IL-12p70 (20%), and 
IFN-α2A (7%); due to lack of detection, IFN-α2A was excluded from further analysis. 

 
 

 
Figure 2. Immune factor concentrations from cervicovaginal lavage specimens from 
adolescent girls and young women, comparing specimens from before and after first sexual 
intercourse. Blue indicates specimens prior to first sex and green indicates samples after first sex. 
Specimens below the limit of detection are indicated as lighter colors and were set to half the limit of 
detection. Percentages indicate the percent of samples within the detectable range of the assays. 

 . CC-BY 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 1, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Page 8 of 29 
 

As shown in Figure 2, immune mediator concentrations were higher after first sex. We 
quantified the differences between pre- and post-first sex samples (Figure 2). In all cases, the 
concentration (Figure 3A, Table 2) or proportion detectable (Figure 3B, Table 3) was higher. 
The differences were significant at p<0.05 for most (13/19) immune mediators and remained 
significant for IL-1β, IL-2 and CXCL8 after adjustment for multiple comparisons (adjustment for 
19 immune mediators). 

 
 
 

 
Figure 3. Comparison of immune mediators in cervicovaginal lavage samples pre- and post-
first sexual intercourse. Univariate mixed-effect models with first sex as fixed effect and participant 
as random effects. Symbols indicate the mean and horizontal lines indicate the 95% confidence 
intervals. Filled symbols indicate p<0.05 while open symbols indicate p≥0.05. Vertical lines at 1 
indicate no difference between pre- and post-first sex.  
A Log2-fold change between pre- and post-first sex; positive numbers indicate greater quantities of 
immune mediators post-first sex.  
B Odds ratio (log2) comparing the odds of the immune mediator being detected above the lower limit 
of detection (for immune mediators detected in fewer than half of the samples). Positive numbers 
indicate greater detection of immune mediators post-first sex. 
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Immune mediator concentrations over time 
We next wondered whether immune mediator concentrations increased all at once at first sex or 
cumulatively over time. We therefore assessed immune mediator concentrations relative to date 
of first sex. Dates were available for 80 pre-first sex samples from 59 participants and 60 post-
first sex samples from 49 participants.  
 
As shown in Figure 4, immune mediator concentrations were generally stable for three years 
prior to first sex and then increased sharply in the year following first sex. This pattern is 
consistent with cumulative increases in immune mediator concentrations following first sex. By 
contrast, for a stepwise increase, the expected pattern would be stable high concentrations 
following first sex with a flat slope; this pattern was not observed.     

 
Table 2. Comparison of immune mediators in cervicovaginal lavage samples pre- and post-
first sexual intercourse.  Results of univariate mixed-effect models with first sex as fixed effect and 
participant as random effects. Mean log2 difference values above 0 indicate higher concentrations 
post-first sex. Adjusted p-values are adjusted by Holm-Bonferroni for 19 immune mediators. 

 
Table 3. Comparison of immune mediators in cervicovaginal lavage samples pre- and post-
first sexual intercourse. Results of univariate mixed-effect models with first sex as fixed effect and 
participant as random effects. Mean log2 difference values above 0 indicate that the immune 
mediator was more often detected post-first sex. Adjusted p-values are adjusted by Holm-Bonferroni 
for 19 immune mediators. 
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Figure 4. Concentration of immune mediators in cervicovaginal lavage samples relative to day 
of first sex. Each symbol depicts the concentration in a single sample. Black lines show the slopes 
from univariate mixed-effect models with days since first sex as fixed effect and participant as 
random effects, fit separately for pre- and post-first sex samples. 
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Assessment of confounding 
We next sought to determine whether the differences between pre- and post-first sex could be 
explained by co-variates that differed between the groups or that are known to affect immune 
mediator concentrations (Table 1). Specifically, we assessed whether the effect sizes and 
directions remained similar after adjusting for age, menstrual phase, pregnancy, contraception, 
Nugent score, CT infection, and HSV-2 seropositivity. As shown in Figure 5AB and 
Supplemental File 2, the effect sizes from these multivariate models were similar to those from 
univariate models, indicating that the co-variates did not explain the differences observed 

 
Figure 5. Alternative analysis strategies for the association of first sexual intercourse and quantities of 
cervicovaginal immune mediators. Filled symbols indicate p-value < 0.05 and open symbols indicate p-values 
≥ 0.05. Vertical lines at 1 indicate no difference between pre- and post-first sex. Black symbols show the same 
primary analysis as Figure 3. Green symbols show a multivariate analysis adjusted for age, menstrual phase, 
pregnancy, contraception, Nugent score, Chlamydia infection, and HSV-2 seropositivity. Orange symbols show 
the primary univariate analysis performed on concentrations normalized to total protein concentrations (pg/mg 
protein). Purple symbols show the primary analysis repeated on only those samples from participants who 
provided both pre- and post-first sex samples.  
A Log2-fold change between pre- and post-first sex, where positive numbers indicate higher values post-sex.  
B Odds ratio (log2) for the immune mediator being detected above the lower limit of detection, where positive 
numbers indicate higher value post-sex. Symbols indicate the mean and horizontal lines indicate the 95% 
confidence intervals.  
C Total protein concentrations in cervicovaginal lavage specimens. 
D Correlation of effect sizes from the primary analysis (x-axis) with the three alternative analyses (y-axis). Each 
point represents the log2 difference between pre- and post-first sex (as shown in A) in concentrations for a 
single immune mediator. 
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between pre- and post-first sex samples. The correlation between the effect sizes from the 
primary and multivariate analysis was strong (Fig 5C, top; Pearson r = 0.71, p = 0.002).  
 
Two of the largest differences between univariate and multivariate analysis were for CXCL10 
and CCL20, where the multivariate analysis estimated much larger effect sizes. This difference is 
explained by Nugent score: high Nugent scores were more common post-first sex and were 
associated with strong negative effects on CXCL10 and CCL20.   
 
To determine whether the pre- and post-first sex differences were driven by differences in 
protein recovery, we adjusted the immune mediator concentrations by total protein 
concentrations. This analysis modestly reduced the effect size estimates between pre- and post-
first sex (Figure 5AB). This result is consistent with the slightly higher total protein 
concentrations observed in post-first sex CVLs (Figure 5D, 0.25 log2 fold change mg/mL, 
p=0.12). In all cases except for IL-7, the immune mediator concentrations remained higher post-
first sex after normalization to total protein. Though the effect sizes were lower after 
normalization to total protein, they were extremely highly correlated with the primary analysis 
(Fig 5C, middle; Pearson r = 0.998, p = 2.7E-18).  
 
Fully paired analysis 
As described above, only a minority of participants provided both pre- and post-first sex 
samples; about two thirds of participants provided only pre-first sex or only post-first sex 
samples. This is a consequence of the difficulty of capturing participants at the precise right 
moment in their lives and is consistent with prior studies.5,6  
 
We repeated our univariate analysis on the 66 samples from the 33 participants who provided 
paired pre- and post-first sex samples. As shown in Figure 5AB, immune mediator 
concentrations were generally higher post-first sex in this subset of samples, but the effects were 
smaller and failed to reach statistical significance. The effect sizes from the fully paired analysis 
had a medium correlation with the effect sizes from the full data set (Fig 5C, Pearson r = 0.56, p 
= 0.02).  
 
The specimens from the fully-paired subset were obtained sooner after reported date of first sex 
than the specimens from the participants who only provided post specimens (p = 4.7E-8). In the 
fully-paired subset, the post-first sex samples came only about a month after first sex (median 
31.5 days). In contrast, the post-first sex samples from the other participants came about four 
months after first sex (median 157 days). The age of the participants at the time of first sex, 
however, was similar (18.9 years in each subset, p = 0.90).  
 
Systematic review and meta-analysis of immune mediator changes post-first 
sex 
We performed a systematic review to identify comparable studies. Of 147 abstracts retrieved 
through our search, 7 were assessed as potentially eligible and 2 studies were determined to be 
eligible after review of the full-texts. We obtained individual participant data from both studies. 
The first was a cross-sectional study by ELISA of 11-19 year olds in Washington DC with 18 
CVL samples from 10 participants post-first sex and 8 participants pre-first sex. This study found 
a statistically significant decrease in TNF-α, while most other mediators were higher (but not 

 . CC-BY 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 1, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Page 13 of 29 
 

statistically significant) post-first sex.7 The other study longitudinally followed Belgian 14-19 
year olds, with 269 swab samples from 93 participants, 9 of whom provided both pre- and post-
first sex samples, 43 of whom provided only pre samples, and 41 of whom provided only post 
samples. Using Luminex, this study found increases in IL-1α, IL-1β, and CXCL8 post-first sex.6 
No important issues were identified in checking the integrity of the individual participant data 
received for these two studies. Risk of bias was low (scores of 7/7 for 6 and the study reported 
here) to moderate (score of 4/7 for 7). IPD was obtained from all eligible studies, so there is no 
additional risk of bias from missing data. 
 
Including our study reported here, 9 immune mediators were measured in at least 2 studies and 
were eligible for meta-analysis (Figure 6; Table 4). Meta-analyses identified six immune 
mediators as having higher concentrations post-first sex (IL-1α, IL-1β, IL-6, CXCL8, CCL4, and 
CCL5, all p<0.05; all p<0.05 after adjustment for multiple comparisons except for IL-6 and 
CCL4 [adjusted p = 0.066]). The remaining three remaining immune mediators all had meta-
analysis p>0.05, with two higher post-first sex (CXCL10 and CCL20) and TNF-α showing the 
opposite. Supplemental File 6 contains detailed plots for each immune mediator included in the 
meta-analyses: the concentration data from every sample for each study and a forest plot 
showing each study’s effect size and weighting for each immune mediator.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 6. Meta-analysis comparing 3 studies measuring cervicovaginal immune mediators in adolescent 
girls and young women before and after first sexual intercourse. Log2-fold change in immune mediator 
concentrations between pre- and post-first sexual intercourse; positive numbers indicate higher values post-first 
sex. Symbols indicate the mean and horizontal lines indicate the 95% confidence intervals. Filled symbols 
indicate p-value < 0.05 while open symbols indicate p-values ≥ 0.05. Vertical lines at 1 indicate no difference 
between pre- and post-first sex. Colors indicate the source of the data (blue, primary study; gold, Ghosh 2018; 
pink, Jespers 2016; black, meta-analysis). 
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We used statistical heterogeneity (I2) to assess the comparability of the three studies included in 
the meta-analysis, with an I2 of 0% indicating that all between-study variation can be explained 
by random sampling and higher values indicating clinical, biological, or methodological 
diversity between studies.8 In our meta-analysis, statistical heterogeneity was generally low (I2 of 
0% for IL-1β, IL-6, CXCL8, and CCL4) to moderate (I2 of 5-55% for IL-1α, CCL5, CXCL10, 
and CCL20; Table 4). TNF-α had high statistical heterogeneity between studies (I2 = 88.5%).  

 
Table 4. Meta-analyses of immune mediator concentrations in cervicovaginal samples comparing pre- 
and post-first sexual intercourse.  Results of random effects meta-analyses using inverse variance pooling. 
Mean log2 difference values above 0 indicate higher concentrations post-first sex. Adjusted p-values are 
adjusted by Holm-Bonferroni for 9 immune mediators. 
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Discussion 
In this study of a large cohort of Kenyan AGYW with specimens collected pre- and post-first 
sex, we found increased levels of CVT immune mediators post-first sex. The strongest evidence 
was for IL-1β, IL-2, and CXCL8, but all measured immune mediators followed a similar pattern. 
These differences were not explained by cofactors including BV and STIs, which are known 
causes of CVT inflammation. These results were robustly tested with several analytical 
approaches: limiting to only paired samples, adjusting for cofactors, and adjusting for multiple 
comparisons, but with all of these methods, the increased levels of immune mediators post-sex 
remained consistent. 
 
We further performed a systematic review and meta-analysis of individual participant data, 
identifying two previous studies conducted in Belgium and the US.6,7 Meta-analysis combining 
all three studies confirmed increased concentrations post-first sex for 8/9 immune mediators, 
with particularly strong evidence for IL-1α, IL-1β, IL-6, and CXCL8. The impressive agreement 
across these three studies strengthens the conclusion that a wide range of CVT immune 
mediators increase following first sex.  
 
While it has long been suspected that sexual activity induces CVT changes, our study, with post-
first sex samples collected a median of only 66 days after first sex, clarifies that inflammatory 
changes occur very early in sexual activity. In fact, the rate of increase for the median immune 
mediator was about 0.006 log2 pg/mL per day (Fig 4), suggesting a doubling in concentration 
within about four months. Further, these changes appear to occur even without any incipient BV 
or STI, and might need to be considered a normal component of sexual activity. These 
inflammatory changes may be important clinically in modifying risk of STI acquisition and in 
fertility.  
 
There has been speculation that AGYW are at increased risk of STI due to physiological 
differences in the CVT compared to older women, in addition to behavioral risk factors.9-12 Our 
research shows that after AGYW start to have sex, most immune mediators increase in 
concentration. Whether the increase in immune mediators brings protection from or vulnerability 
to STIs is unclear. Increased inflammation may prepare the CVT to prevent infection upon 
exposure. At the same time, increased expression of inflammatory mediators may recruit CD4 T 
cells, increasing the abundance of HIV target cells and potentially the risk of HIV infection.  
 
In addition to preventing infection, immune mediators play important roles in implantation and 
pregnancy. Therefore, the increases in immune mediators we observed post-first sex may be 
relevant for fertility. For example, IL-6 induces sperm capacitation, increasing its fertilizing 
ability.13 In addition, trophoblast cells secrete immune mediators to attract and regulate immune 
cells within the placenta, which is a necessary process for successful pregnancy.14  

Mechanism of immune mediator increase 
Several mechanisms may play a role in the association of sexual activity with increased CVT 
immune mediator concentrations: BV, semen exposure, vaginal practices including washing, and 
physical microtrauma.  
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Jespers et al. reported that the increased CVT cytokines they observed post-sex were largely 
mediated by increases in G. vaginalis and A. vaginae.6 Numerous studies show that BV is rare 
prior to first sex and increases thereafter.15-22 In addition, BV is associated with recent sexual 
activity, especially exposure to semen.23-27 BV is associated with increased CVT IL-1α and IL-
1β, which agrees with our finding of higher IL-1α and IL-1β post-first sex. However, BV is also 
associated with reduced CXCL10,28 which conflicts with our finding of increased CXCL10 after 
first sex. Further, the increases in immune mediators we observed post-first sex remained after 
adjustment for Nugent score. Thus, changes to vaginal microbiota alone cannot explain the 
immune mediator changes we observed. 
 
Vaginal washing changes the microbiome and increases BV.29,30 In this cohort, vaginal washing 
was reported by about 30% of participants, but data was not available for vaginal washing for the 
particular specimens analyzed here. However, because we adjusted for Nugent score, we were 
able to adjust for vaginal washing practices disruptive enough to change microbiome 
composition.  
 
Exposure to semen has been associated with increases in cervical leukocytes31-33 and 
inflammatory cytokines, especially IL-6 and CXCL10, in most25,26,33-36 but not all studies.37,38 In 
vitro exposure to seminal plasma induces cytokines including IL-1α, IL-6, and CXCL8 in 
cervical and vaginal epithelial cells39 and cervical explants.40-42 Others have suggested that 
increases in immune mediators following exposure to semen may be a result of semen directly 
transferring cytokines into the CVT.43 However, detection of immune mediators directly 
transferred by semen is unlikely to explain our results, because semen was rarely detected in our 
study (by Y-chromosome DNA and PSA). 
 
Penile-vaginal sexual intercourse can cause microtrauma in the vaginal walls,44 and this process 
may be inflammatory. However, exposure to semen may be necessary for the inflammatory 
response to intercourse, because condoms have been shown to block that response.33 Our study 
was unable to evaluate the role of microtrauma in the inflammatory response observed. 

Strengths and limitations 
The strengths of our study include a large, well-characterized cohort with multiple specimens per 
participant, as well as the robustness of our findings to adjustment for possible confounding 
factors. In addition, our systematic review and meta-analysis places our results in the context of 
what is known in the literature and synthesizes all three studies. Despite the diversity of these 
studies and populations, all three studies showed consistent results. 
 
An important limitation of our study is possible misclassification of specimens from pre-sexual 
activity. It is important to note that all three cohorts presented here were specifically designed to 
assess the sexual activity of adolescents and used best practices in ascertaining this challenging 
key variable. Of the 123 samples where participants reported no sexual activity, we classified 12 
(9.8%) as post-first sex based on STI, pregnancy, Y-chromosome, or PSA results. In addition, 
false positive test results could have resulted in misclassification of pre-sex samples as post-sex. 
Since misclassification would be most likely for pre-sex specimens, misclassification would 
reduce any differences between pre- and post-sex specimens. In other words, if we were able to 
correct for any misclassification, this would likely increase the observed differences. Therefore, 
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any residual misclassification remaining in our dataset would be unlikely to change our 
conclusions.  
 
In a secondary analysis, we adjusted for a number of possibly confounding factors, including 
Nugent score and STIs. The results of these models were little changed from the results of our 
primary, univariate analysis. It could be argued that Nugent score and STIs are along the causal 
pathway and might cause the effects we observed, rather than confound them, in which case 
adjusting for them would spuriously reduce the effects we observed. However, the biological 
relationships are not well-understood, and Nugent score and STIs are both known to affect CVT 
immune mediators in other contexts, so we chose to adjust for them. Ultimately, the conclusion 
we draw from this analysis is that the results we observed are robust to a variety of alternative 
analytical approaches. 
 
Given the consistency of results across three different studies, our results are likely generalizable 
to most AGYW. Our study did include a number of cases of chlamydia and BV, increasing its 
generalizability, given the commonness of these conditions. However, our study notably 
included few cases of HSV-2, a very common STI, which may reduce its generalizability if 
HSV-2 modifies the effect of sexual activity on immune mediators. Similarly, we excluded a 
small number of samples due to trichomonas or gonorrhea infection or active local HSV-1/HSV-
2 production because there were too few samples to reliably analyze.  
 
We observed higher total protein concentrations in the post-first sex samples, translating to 
smaller differences between pre- and post-first sex groups when immune mediator 
concentrations were normalized to total protein. However, immune mediators remained higher 
post-first sex even after normalizing to total protein, so global protein upregulation does not 
completely explain this phenomenon.  
 
Smaller increases in immune markers were seen in the fully paired subset. A possible 
explanation for the smaller effect is that immune mediator concentrations increase over time 
post-first sex (Figure 4). The post-first sex samples in the fully paired subset were collected 
sooner after first sex (median 32 days) than those from the participants who provided only post-
first sex samples (median 157 days). Thus, the effects may have been weaker in the fully paired 
subset because the samples were obtained such a short time after first sex.    
 
The three studies included in the meta-analysis differed in important ways which could affect 
comparability. These differences included country of origin, presence of BV in the population, 
sample collection method,45 and immunoassay platform.46 However, statistical heterogeneity was 
low to moderate for most immune mediators, indicating that the between-study variability was 
largely what would be expected due to random sampling. The high statistical heterogeneity for 
TNF-α indicates a need for further study of that mediator. Because we obtained the raw 
individual participant data from each study, we were able to analyze all three studies using the 
same methods, which improves their comparability.  

Conclusions 
We identified consistent increases in immune mediators when comparing vaginal specimens 
collected pre- and post-first penile-vaginal sexual intercourse. The dynamic nature of the 
inflammatory milieu after sexual activity may be a catalyst for changes that could promote 
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acquisition of STIs. Because these specimens are from AGYW with little preexisting BV or STI, 
our research indicates that this inflammatory milieu may provide risk independent of STIs or 
vaginal dysbiosis. Further research should focus on the exact causes of inflammation associated 
with first sex and whether this potentially harmful inflammation also offers any benefits. We 
envision that this information will contribute to expanding our toolset in the fight against the 
high STI rates observed in AGYW. 
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Methods 
 
Clinical cohort and study procedures 
This study used specimens collected from the Kenya Girls Study, a previously described 
longitudinal cohort study of AGYW1,2. Briefly, AGYW aged 16-20 were recruited in Thika, 
Kenya. Enrolled participants returned quarterly, where they were interviewed about their sexual 
behavior and provided vaginal swabs, CVLs, and blood. For the sub-study described in this 
paper, we selected a group of 195 samples from the larger Kenya girls study, including samples 
from participants who provided only pre-first sex samples, participants who provided only post-
first sex samples, and participants who provided both pre- and post-first sex samples. The sample 
size was chosen based on selection of all available samples from participants who reported 
sexual intercourse and a matching number of samples from participants who did not.  
 
Human subjects approval was obtained from the Kenya Medical Research Institute Scientific 
Ethics Review Unit (protocol 2760) and the University of Washington Institutional Review 
Board (number 00000946). Participants under age 18 provided written informed assent and 
written informed consent was obtained from a parent/guardian. Participants assented privately 
from parents/guardians, after asking questions and deciding whether they wanted to participate 
free of parental influence. Participants age 18 or older provided written informed consent. 
 
CVLs were collected using flexible tubing in the vagina to avoid a speculum examination. 5 cc 
of sterile saline was instilled into the vagina via tubing by the study clinician, left for 15 seconds, 
then aspirated into the syringe. Lavage fluid was spun for 10 minutes at 800×g; supernatant was 
removed, re-spun for 10 minutes, and stored in 2 mL aliquots at -80°C.  
 
Participants were tested for STIs and bacterial vaginosis (BV). Vaginal swabs were tested for 
Neisseria gonorrhea (NG), Chlamydia trachomatis (CT), and Trichomonas vaginalis (TV) using 
the Gen-Probe APTIMA test (Hologic, Marlborough, MA) and for HSV-1 and HSV-2 by in-
house PCR. Nugent scoring was performed on smears from vaginal swabs for BV; scores ≥7 
were considered BV, scores 4-6 were considered intermediate, and scores ≤3 were considered no 
dysbiosis.47. Blood was tested for HIV using the Vironostika HIV Uni-Form II Ag-Ab 
(Biomerieux, Marcy-l'Etoile, France) and for HSV-1 and HSV-2 antibodies using in-house 
Western blot.   
 
STI tests were performed annually in the parent study. Therefore, STI testing had not been 
performed at some timepoints selected for this sub-study. For samples with no concurrent STI 
result, we determined STI status as follows: If the annual tests both before and after the untested 
visit were negative, we inferred a negative result for that visit. If either annual test was positive, 
STI testing was performed for that timepoint. Negative CT and NG tests were inferred for 28 
samples as well as negative TV tests for 45 samples. 
 
Participants were tested for pregnancy via rapid urinary pregnancy test if they reported missed 
menses. Serum samples were tested for progesterone by automated immunoassay (Cobas E411, 
Roche, Basel, Switzerland). Participants were defined to be in the follicular phase if serum 
progesterone was <3 ng/mL, in the luteal phase if serum progesterone was ≥3 ng/mL, and ‘other’ 
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if more than 35 days since the start of their last menstrual period had passed (indicating irregular 
menstruation, use of hormonal contraception, or pregnancy). Participants were assumed not to be 
using contraception until they reported sexual intercourse.   
 
Prostate-specific antigen (PSA) was measured in CVL using the Human Kallikrein 3/PSA 
DuoSet ELISA (R&D Systems, Minneapolis, MN). Samples were considered positive if the PSA 
concentration was ≥10 ng/mL. Total protein concentrations were measured the Pierce BCA 
Protein Assay Kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA). PSA and total protein 
concentrations were calculated using four-parameter logistic curves fit to the standard curves. 
Vaginal swabs were tested for Y-chromosome DNA by Quantifiler® Duo DNA Quantification 
Kit (Life Technologies). 
 
Immune mediator quantification  
We selected 20 immune mediators to measure in CVLs. These immune mediators were selected 
based on prior human and/or non-human primate studies as being consistently up- or down-
regulated prior to HIV or STI transmission events, and therefore playing a key role in genital 
tract immunity to sexually transmitted infections. Concentrations of immune mediators were 
measured in CVL using Meso Scale Discovery (MSD) R-Plex/U-Plex kits according to the 
manufacturer’s instructions, and read on the MESO QuickPlex SQ 120. Pre- and post-first sex 
samples were present on every plate and the scientists were blinded to sample identity. CVLs 
were diluted 100-fold for measurement of IL-1RA and 10-fold for CXCL9 and CCL5. 
Concentrations were determined using four parameter logistic fits in MSD Discovery 
Workbench software.  
 
Definition of first sexual intercourse 
Samples were categorized as pre- or post-first sex based on participant report of ever engaging in 
penile-vaginal penetrative sex. In addition, visits were categorized as post-first sex if at that visit 
or a previous visit, the participant was pregnant, Y-chromosome DNA was detected in a vaginal 
swab sample, PSA was detected in a CVL, or a vaginal swab tested positive for NG, CT, or TV.  
 
Statistical analysis 
Data analysis was conducted using R48 version 4.0.0 with the packages plater49 and tidyverse50 in 
addition to the statistical packages described below. 
 
For MSD, concentrations of each analyte were averaged across replicate wells and log2-
transformed. Replicates with concentrations below the reported lower limits of detection were 
assigned the value of half the lower limit of detection. Samples were defined as detectable if the 
concentration was above the lower limit of detection for at least one of the two replicate wells. 
Some samples were excluded due to rare STIs or missing data (fully described in Figure 1), these 
exclusion criteria were not pre-established. 
 
We performed primary and secondary analyses. For the primary analysis, we used univariate 
models to estimate the difference between cytokine concentrations in pre- and post-first sex 
samples (assessed by effect size and p-value). Pre- and post-first sex were modeled as a fixed 
effect and participant as a random effect to account for multiple samples per participant using 
mixed effect models with the R packages lme451 and lmerTest.52 Log2-transformed immune 
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mediator concentrations were used as the outcome for immune mediators if more than 50% of 
samples were above the limit of detection. For the remaining immune mediators, logistic models 
were used with the outcome being above/below the lower limit of detection. We adjusted for 
multiple comparisons by the Holm-Bonferroni method.53  
 
As secondary analyses, we used multivariate models to assess whether those differences were 
explained by other factors known to affect immune mediator concentrations in CVLs (assessed 
by a substantial reduction in effect size compared to the univariate model). We fit multivariate 
models with additional fixed effects: age, menstrual phase, pregnancy, contraception, Nugent 
score, CT, and HSV-2 antibody status. In addition, we repeated our univariate models using 
immune mediator concentrations normalized to total protein.  
 
All code and raw data are available in Supplemental File 1. All results are available in 
Supplemental File 2. 
 
Systematic review and meta-analysis 
We designed our systematic review and meta-analysis in compliance with the Preferred 
Reporting Items for a Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Individual Participant Data 
(PRISMA-IPD) guidelines.54 The PRISMA-IPD checklist is included as Supplemental File 3.  
 
Study eligibility criteria: Studies were eligible if they reported original immunoassay data on 
immune mediator concentrations in CVT fluid samples from AGYW before and after first 
vaginal sexual intercourse. Immunoassay data included any antibody-based methods (such as 
ELISA, bead-based assays, and electrochemiluminescence assays). CVT fluid samples could be 
collected by CVL, menstrual cup, or swab. Each study was required to include samples from 
before and after first penile-vaginal sexual intercourse, but we did not require that there be pre- 
and post-first sex samples from each participant. Samples were required to be categorized as pre- 
or post-first sex based on participant report of ever engaging in penile-vaginal penetrative sex. In 
addition, visits were categorized as post-first sex based on pregnancy, detection of sperm antigen 
or DNA, or a positive STI test.    
 
Study identification and inclusion: We searched PubMed on August 28, 2021 for articles 
published in English using the search strategy in Supplemental File 4. Abstracts from search 
results were reviewed independently by two reviewers (SMH and CNL) using abstrackr.55 If 
either reviewer judged the study to be potentially eligible based on the abstract, then full-text 
articles were obtained and reviewed by both reviewers. Study inclusion was determined by 
consensus between the two reviewers.  
 
Data collection and verification: We sought individual participant data via email with the 
authors of eligible studies. For each sample, we collected the participant identifier, the pre/post-
first sex status of the sample, and the immune mediator concentrations in pg/mL. For each study, 
we collected the type of immunoassay used, the type of sample collected, and the country of 
sample origin. Individual participant data were verified by replicating analyses published in the 
prior manuscripts. Pre/post-first sex status was standardized across studies: in particular, one 
study included samples from participants reporting genital touching without penile-vaginal 
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sexual intercourse. We categorized these samples as pre-first sex in accordance with our 
definition above.  
 
Data analysis: The outcome of interest was the difference in immune mediator concentrations 
between pre- and post-first sex samples. We performed meta-analyses on all immune mediators 
present in at least two included studies. We used a two-stage approach for meta-analysis. First, 
we reanalyzed the individual participant data from the eligible studies. Studies with multiple 
samples per participant were analyzed using mixed effects models as above; studies with single 
samples per participant were analyzed using simple linear models. For all studies, immune 
mediator concentrations (pg/mL) were log2-transformed. In the second stage, we performed 
random-effects meta-analysis using the inverse-variance method in the R package meta.56 We 
quantified heterogeneity using I2. We did not attempt to explore variation in effects by study-
level characteristics due to the low number of studies available. 
 
Risk of bias: We assessed risk of bias within each study using a modified Newcastle-Ottawa 
Quality Assessment scale (Supplemental File 5), ranging from 0 (high risk of bias) to 7 (low risk 
of bias).   
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Supplemental File 3 - PRISMA-IPD Checklist  
PRISMA-IPD 
Section/topic 

Item 
No 

Checklist item 
 

Reported 
on page 

Title 

Title 1 Identify the report as a systematic review and meta-analysis of individual participant data. 1, 3 

Abstract 

Structured 
summary 

2 Provide a structured summary including as applicable: 3, some 
details in 
Methods 
due to 
length 
restrictio
ns 

Background: state research question and main objectives, with information on participants, interventions, comparators and 
outcomes. 
Methods: report eligibility criteria; data sources including dates of last bibliographic search or elicitation, noting that IPD were 
sought; methods of assessing risk of bias. 
Results: provide number and type of studies and participants identified and number (%) obtained; summary effect estimates for 
main outcomes (benefits and harms) with confidence intervals and measures of statistical heterogeneity. Describe the direction 
and size of summary effects in terms meaningful to those who would put findings into practice. 
Discussion: state main strengths and limitations of the evidence, general interpretation of the results and any important 
implications. 
Other: report primary funding source, registration number and registry name for the systematic review and IPD meta-analysis. 

Introduction 

Rationale 3 Describe the rationale for the review in the context of what is already known. 4 

Objectives 4 Provide an explicit statement of the questions being addressed with reference, as applicable, to participants, interventions, 
comparisons, outcomes and study design (PICOS). Include any hypotheses that relate to particular types of participant-level 
subgroups.  

4 

Methods 

Protocol and 
registration 

5 Indicate if a protocol exists and where it can be accessed.  If available, provide registration information including registration 
number and registry name. Provide publication details, if applicable. 

None 

Eligibility 
criteria 

6 Specify inclusion and exclusion criteria including those relating to participants, interventions, comparisons, outcomes, study 
design and characteristics (e.g. years when conducted, required minimum follow-up). Note whether these were applied at the 
study or individual level i.e. whether eligible participants were included (and ineligible participants excluded) from a study that 
included a wider population than specified by the review inclusion criteria. The rationale for criteria should be stated. 

21 

Identifying 
studies - 

7 Describe all methods of identifying published and unpublished studies including, as applicable: which bibliographic databases 
were searched with dates of coverage; details of any hand searching including of conference proceedings; use of study registers 

21 
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information 
sources  

 and agency or company databases; contact with the original research team and experts in the field; open adverts and surveys. 
Give the date of last search or elicitation.  

Identifying 
studies - search 

8 Present the full electronic search strategy for at least one database, including any limits used, such that it could be repeated.  Suppl. File 
4 

Study selection 
processes 

9 State the process for determining which studies were eligible for inclusion.  21 

Data collection 
processes 

10 

 

 

Describe how IPD were requested, collected and managed, including any processes for querying and confirming data with 
investigators.  If IPD were not sought from any eligible study, the reason for this should be stated (for each such study). 

21 

 

NA 
If applicable, describe how any studies for which IPD were not available were dealt with. This should include whether, how and 
what aggregate data were sought or extracted from study reports and publications (such as extracting data independently in 
duplicate) and any processes for obtaining and confirming these data with investigators. 

Data items 11 Describe how the information and variables to be collected were chosen. List and define all study level and participant level 
data that were sought, including baseline and follow-up information. If applicable, describe methods of standardising or 
translating variables within the IPD datasets to ensure common scales or measurements across studies. 

21 

IPD integrity A1 Describe what aspects of IPD were subject to data checking (such as sequence generation, data consistency and completeness, 
baseline imbalance) and how this was done. 

21 

Risk of bias 
assessment in 
individual 
studies. 

12 Describe methods used to assess risk of bias in the individual studies and whether this was applied separately for each 
outcome.  If applicable, describe how findings of IPD checking were used to inform the assessment. Report if and how risk of 
bias assessment was used in any data synthesis.   

22, Suppl. 
File 5 

Specification of 
outcomes and 
effect measures 

13 

 

State all treatment comparisons of interests. State all outcomes addressed and define them in detail. State whether they were 
pre-specified for the review and, if applicable, whether they were primary/main or secondary/additional outcomes. Give the 
principal measures of effect (such as risk ratio, hazard ratio, difference in means) used for each outcome. 

22 

Synthesis 
methods  

14 

 

Describe the meta-analysis methods used to synthesise IPD. Specify any statistical methods and models used. Issues should 
include (but are not restricted to): 

 Use of a one-stage or two-stage approach. 
 How effect estimates were generated separately within each study and combined across studies (where applicable). 
 Specification of one-stage models (where applicable) including how clustering of patients within studies was accounted for. 
 Use of fixed or random effects models and any other model assumptions, such as proportional hazards. 
 How (summary) survival curves were generated (where applicable). 
 Methods for quantifying statistical heterogeneity (such as I2 and 2).  
 How studies providing IPD and not providing IPD were analysed together (where applicable). 
 How missing data within the IPD were dealt with (where applicable). 

22 
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Exploration of 
variation in 
effects 

A2 If applicable, describe any methods used to explore variation in effects by study or participant level characteristics (such as 
estimation of interactions between effect and covariates). State all participant-level characteristics that were analysed as 
potential effect modifiers, and whether these were pre-specified. 

NA 

Risk of bias 
across studies 

15 

 

Specify any assessment of risk of bias relating to the accumulated body of evidence, including any pertaining to not obtaining 
IPD for particular studies, outcomes or other variables. 

13 

Additional 
analyses  

16 Describe methods of any additional analyses, including sensitivity analyses. State which of these were pre-specified. NA 

Results 

Study selection 
and IPD 
obtained 

17 

 

Give numbers of studies screened, assessed for eligibility, and included in the systematic review with reasons for exclusions at 
each stage. Indicate the number of studies and participants for which IPD were sought and for which IPD were obtained. For 
those studies where IPD were not available, give the numbers of studies and participants for which aggregate data were 
available. Report reasons for non-availability of IPD. Include a flow diagram. 

12 

Study 
characteristics 

18 

 

For each study, present information on key study and participant characteristics (such as description of interventions, numbers 
of participants, demographic data, unavailability of outcomes, funding source, and if applicable duration of follow-up). Provide 
(main) citations for each study. Where applicable, also report similar study characteristics for any studies not providing IPD. 

12-13 

IPD integrity A3 Report any important issues identified in checking IPD or state that there were none. 13 

Risk of bias 
within studies 

19 Present data on risk of bias assessments. If applicable, describe whether data checking led to the up-weighting or down-
weighting of these assessments. Consider how any potential bias impacts on the robustness of meta-analysis conclusions.  

13 

Results of 
individual 
studies 

20 For each comparison and for each main outcome (benefit or harm), for each individual study report the number of eligible 
participants for which data were obtained and show simple summary data for each intervention group (including, where 
applicable, the number of events), effect estimates and confidence intervals. These may be tabulated or included on a forest 
plot.   

14, Suppl. 
File 2  

Results of 
syntheses 

21 

 

Present summary effects for each meta-analysis undertaken, including confidence intervals and measures of statistical 
heterogeneity. State whether the analysis was pre-specified, and report the numbers of studies and participants and, where 
applicable, the number of events on which it is based.  

14, 15, 
Suppl. 
Files 2 
and 6 

NA 

NA 

When exploring variation in effects due to patient or study characteristics, present summary interaction estimates for each 
characteristic examined, including confidence intervals and measures of statistical heterogeneity. State whether the analysis 
was pre-specified. State whether any interaction is consistent across trials.  

Provide a description of the direction and size of effect in terms meaningful to those who would put findings into practice. 

Risk of bias 
across studies 

22 Present results of any assessment of risk of bias relating to the accumulated body of evidence, including any pertaining to the 13 
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 availability and representativeness of available studies, outcomes or other variables. 

Additional 
analyses 

23 

 

Give results of any additional analyses (e.g. sensitivity analyses). If applicable, this should also include any analyses that 
incorporate aggregate data for studies that do not have IPD. If applicable, summarise the main meta-analysis results following 
the inclusion or exclusion of studies for which IPD were not available. 

NA 

Discussion 

Summary of 
evidence 

24 Summarise the main findings, including the strength of evidence for each main outcome. 15 

Strengths and 
limitations 

25 Discuss any important strengths and limitations of the evidence including the benefits of access to IPD and any limitations 
arising from IPD that were not available. 

17 

Conclusions 26 Provide a general interpretation of the findings in the context of other evidence. 15-16 

Implications A4 Consider relevance to key groups (such as policy makers, service providers and service users). Consider implications for future 
research. 

15-19 

Funding 

Funding 27 Describe sources of funding and other support (such as supply of IPD), and the role in the systematic review of those providing 
such support. 

2 

 

A1 – A3 denote new items that are additional to standard PRISMA items. A4 has been created as a result of re-arranging content of the standard PRISMA 
statement to suit the way that systematic review IPD meta-analyses are reported.  

© Reproduced with permission of the PRISMA IPD Group, which encourages sharing and reuse for non-commercial purposes
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Supplemental File 4 – Systematic review search terms 
 

(("Immunoproteins"[Mesh] OR "Cytokines"[Mesh] OR "Antimicrobial Cationic 
Peptides"[Mesh] OR "Immunoassay"[Mesh] OR immunoassay*[tiab] OR cytokine*[tiab] OR 
interleukin*[tiab] OR immunoprotein*[tiab] OR “immune mediator”[tiab] OR “immune 
mediators”[tiab] OR “immune biomarker”[tiab] OR “immune biomarkers”[tiab] OR “immune 
modulator”[tiab] OR “immune modulators”[tiab] OR “immune determinants”[tiab] OR “immune 
environment”[tiab] OR “immune microenvironment”[tiab] OR complement[tiab] OR 
immunoglobulin*[tiab] OR antibod*[tiab] OR chemokine* OR interferon* OR lymphokine* OR 
monokine* OR “tumor necrosis factor” OR “tumor necrosis factors” OR “transforming growth 
factor” OR “transforming growth factors” OR “antimicrobial peptides” OR “antimicrobial 
peptide” OR “antimicrobial polypeptide” OR “antimicrobial polypeptides” OR defensin OR 
defensins) 

 AND  

("Vagina"[Mesh] OR "Cervix Uteri"[Mesh] OR vagina*[tiab] OR cervicovaginal[tiab] OR 
“cervico vaginal”[tiab] OR cervix[tiab] OR cervical[tiab] OR endocervi*[tiab] OR 
ectocervi*[tiab] OR softcup[tiab] OR “weck cel”) 

AND 

(“sexually inactive”[tiab] OR “sexual debut*”[tiab] OR “first sex*”[tiab] OR “first 
intercourse”[tiab] OR “initiating sex*”[tiab] OR “sexual initiation”[tiab] OR “initiate sex*”[tiab] 
OR virgin[tiab] OR virgins[tiab] OR virginal[tiab] OR “sexually inexperienced”[tiab] OR 
“sexually abstinent”[tiab] OR “became sexually active”[tiab] OR “never sexually active”[tiab] 
OR “no history of sexual intercourse”[tiab] OR “never having had sex”[tiab])) 

NOT  

(“animals”[mh] NOT “humans”[mh]) 
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Supplemental File 5 – Risk of bias assessment scale 
  

MODIFIED NEWCASTLE - OTTAWA QUALITY ASSESSMENT SCALE 
 Risk of bias assessment of pre/post-first sexual intercourse studies 
 
Note: A study can be awarded a maximum of one star for each numbered item within the Selection and 
Outcome categories. A maximum of two stars can be given for Comparability 
 
Selection 

1) Representativeness of the pre-first sex cohort 
a) truly representative of the average AGYW in the community   
b) somewhat representative of the average AGYW in the community  
c) selected group of users eg nurses, volunteers 
d) no description of the derivation of the pre-first sex cohort 

2) Selection of the post-first sex cohort 
a) drawn from the same community as the exposed cohort  
b) drawn from a different source 
c) no description of the derivation of the post-first sex cohort  

3) Ascertainment of pre/post-first sex status 
a) self report plus markers of sexual exposure (PSA, y-chromosome, pregnancy, STI, or similar)  
b) self report alone 
c) no description 

 

Comparability 

1) Comparability of cohorts on the basis of the design or analysis 
a) study controls for bacterial vaginosis  
b) study controls for age  
c) study controls for any additional relevant factor    

 

Outcome 

1) Method of measurement of immune mediator concentrations  
a) same method used for both cohorts   
b) different methods used for each cohort  
c) no description 

2) Outcome measurements are available for all participants 
a) yes   
b) no but exclusions are unlikely to introduce bias  
c) no and exclusions may introduce bias 
d) no description 
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Supplemental File 6: Meta-analyses for each immune factor

1
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Log2-fold difference between pre and post-first sex
This section shows the meta-analyses for each immune factor where the concentrations of at least half of the
samples fell above the limit of detection. A different immune factor is shown on each page.

Each row represents a different study, with the squares indicating the mean and the lines indicating the 95%
confidence intervals. Positive numbers indicate higher concentrations post-first sex, while negative numbers
indicate higher pre-first sex. The size of the squares is proportional to how heavily the study is weighted in
the meta-analysis.

The center of the diamond and the vertical dotted line indicates the meta-effect as determined by the random
effects model. The width of the diamond indicates the 95% confidence interval of the meta-effect.

TE, treatment effect (log2-pg/mL of the post-first sex minus log2-pg/mL of the pre-first sex samples); seTE,
standard error of the treatment effect; 95%-CI, 95% confidence interval around the treatment effect; Weight,
the percentage of the meta-estimate contributed by each study.

2

 . CC-BY 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 1, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Ghosh−2018

Current study

Pre Post

0

1

2

3

0

1

2

3

C
on

ce
nt

ra
tio

n 
(lo

g1
0,

 p
g/

m
L)

CCL20

3

 . CC-BY 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 1, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


CCL20

Random effects model
Heterogeneity: I2 = 54%
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Random effects model
Heterogeneity: I2 = 5%

Current study
Jespers−2016

TE

0.39
0.73

seTE

0.2799
0.1776

−1 −0.5 0 0.5 1
Higher pre Higher post

0.63

0.39
0.73

95%−CI

[ 0.32; 0.93]

[−0.16; 0.94]
[ 0.38; 1.08]

Weight

100.0%

29.7%
70.3%

8

 . CC-BY 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 1, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Jespers−2016

Current study

Pre Post

0

1

2

3

4

0

1

2

3

4

C
on

ce
nt

ra
tio

n 
(lo

g1
0,

 p
g/

m
L)

CXCL10

9

 . CC-BY 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 1, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


CXCL10

Random effects model
Heterogeneity: I2 = 42%

Jespers−2016
Current study

TE

0.09
0.74

seTE

0.3786
0.3178

−1 −0.5 0 0.5 1
Higher pre Higher post

0.45

0.09
0.74

95%−CI

[−0.18; 1.08]

[−0.65; 0.83]
[ 0.12; 1.36]

Weight

100.0%

45.0%
55.0%

10

 . CC-BY 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 1, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Jespers−2016

Ghosh−2018

Current study

Pre Post

0

1

2

3

4

0

1

2

3

4

0

1

2

3

4

C
on

ce
nt

ra
tio

n 
(lo

g1
0,

 p
g/

m
L)

CXCL8

11

 . CC-BY 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 1, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.31.22273275
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


CXCL8

Random effects model
Heterogeneity: I2 = 0%
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Random effects model
Heterogeneity: I2 = 28%
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Random effects model
Heterogeneity: I2 = 0%
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Random effects model
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Random effects model
Heterogeneity: I2 = 89%
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