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Abstract 

Background 

Case reports of Guillain Barrè syndrome (GBS) following the Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) 

vaccines administration have been reported. This study investigated the risk of GBS after vaccination with 

anti-COVID-19 vaccines (BNT162b2/Tozinameran; mRNA-1273/Elasomeran, ChAdOx1-S and Ad26.COV2-S) 

in the population aged ≥12 years in Italy. 

Methods  

We conducted a self-controlled case series study (SCCS) using national data on COVID-19 vaccination 

linked to emergency care/hospital discharge databases. The outcome was the first diagnosis of GBS 

between 27 December 2020 and 30 September 2021.   

Exposure risk period were days 0 (vaccination day) through 42 days following each of the 2 vaccine doses. 

The remaining periods were considered as non at risk (baseline) period. 

The SCCS model, adapted to event-dependent exposures, was fitted using unbiased estimating equations 

to estimate relative incidences (RIs) and excess of cases (EC) per 100,000 vaccinated by dose and vaccine 

product. Calendar period was included as time-varying confounder in the model.  
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Results 

The study included 15,986,009 persons who received at least one dose of Covid-19 vaccine. During the 42-

day risk interval there were a total of 67 cases of GBS after the first dose and 41 cases after the second 

dose. In the 42-day risk interval, increased risks were observed after the administration of first dose 

(RI=6.83; 95% CI 2.14-21.85) and second dose (RI=7.41; 95% CI 2.35-23.38) for mRNA-1273 vaccine, 

corresponding to 0.4 and 0.3 EC per 100,000 vaccinated, respectively. Increased risk was also observed 

after the first dose of ChAdOx1-S vaccine (RI=6.52; 95% CI 2.88-14.77), corresponding to 1.0 EC per 

100,000 vaccinated. There was no evidence of increased risk of GBS after vaccination with BNT162b2 and 

Ad26.COV2-S vaccines.  

In the subgroup analysis by sex an increased risk of GBS was observed among both males and females 

after mRNA-1273 vaccine. in males an increased risk was observed after the first dose, with a borderline 

significance (RI=5.26; 95% CI 0.94-29.42; p=0.06) and the second dose (RI=16.50; 95% CI 3.01-90.56) and 

in females after the first dose (RI=13.44; 95% CI 2.83-63.80). There was also evidence of an increased risk 

after a first dose of ChAdOx1-S in males (RI=4.94; 95% CI 1.84-13.28) and females (RI=7.14; 95% CI 1.94-

26.19).    

In the subgroup analysis by age, there was evidence of an increased risk of GBS with mRNA-1273 vaccine 

among those aged ≥60 years after the first (RI=8.03; 95% CI 2.08-31.03) and second dose (RI=7.71; 95% CI 

2.38-24.97). After a first dose of ChAdOx1-S there was evidence of an increased risk of GBS in those aged 

40-59 (RI=4.50; 95% CI 1.37-14.79) and in those aged ≥60 years (RI=6.84; 95% CI 2.56-18.28). There was 

no evidence of increased risk of GBS after vaccination with BNT162b2 and Ad26.COV2-S vaccines in the 

subgroup analysis by age and sex. 

Study limitations include that the outcome was not validated through review of clinical records, the 

possibility of time-dependent residual confounding and the imprecision of the obtained estimates in the 

subgroup analysis due to the very low number of events.   

Conclusions 

It is important the continuous monitoring of the suspected adverse events of the COVID-19 vaccines as 

key component of any vaccination program. Results from this large SCCS study showed an increased risk 

of GBS after first and second dose of mRNA-1273 and first dose of ChAdOx1-S. However, these findings 

were compatible with a small number of EC. Our data are reassuring regarding BNT162b and Ad26.COV2-

S vaccines with respect to GBS outcome. No increased risk of GBS was detected following each of 

BNT162b vaccine dose nor any increased risk after Ad26.COV2-S vaccine dose.  
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Introduction  

The Istituto Superiore di Sanità (National Institute of Health) and the Agenzia Italiana del Farmaco (Italian 

Medicines Agency) coordinate a national active post-marketing surveillance on effectiveness and safety of 

COVID-19 vaccines since December 2020.1  

The active surveillance is based on a multi-database (multi-regional) observational cohort and Self-

Controlled Case Series study design using TheShinISS, an R-based open-source statistical tool, developed 

by researchers of the Istituto Superiore di Sanità.2 Five Italian Regions (Lombardia, Veneto, Friuli Venezia 

Giulia, Emilia Romagna, Lazio), representing about 44% of the Italian population aged 12 years or older, 

are included in the study. As part of this active surveillance, we evaluated the risk of Guillain Barré 

Syndrome (GBS) after vaccination with anti-COVID-19 vaccines (BNT162b2-Tozinameran, mRNA-1273-

Elasomeran, ChAdOx1-S and Ad26.COV2-S) in the population aged ≥12 years, during the ongoing Italian 

anti-Covid-19 vaccination campaign, based on data from 27 December 2020 to 30 September 2021.  

 

Methods  

Data source 

The active surveillance is based on a dynamic multi-regional observational cohort. A distributed analysis 

framework is applied using TheShinISS, an R-based open-source statistical tool, developed by the 

researchers of the National Institute of Health,2 that locally processes data collected and updated 

periodically from regional health care databases according to ad hoc, study-tailored, common data model.  

Data on vaccination exposure, on hospitalization for GBS and subjects’ characteristics were retrieved from 

several routinely collected regional healthcare databases:  

- COVID-19 vaccination registry to identify information on administered vaccines (product, date of 

administration and doses for all vaccinated subjects); 

- population registry to identify information on age, sex and vital status (causes of death are not 

recorded in this registry); 

- hospital discharge and emergency care visit databases to identify GBS events in the period pre- 

and post-vaccination, and information on the comorbidities of the study subjects in the period 

preceding the vaccination; 

- pharmacy claims and copayment exemptions databases to obtain information on the 

comorbidities of the study subjects in the period preceding the vaccination; 

- vaccination registry to identify other vaccinations (e.g., flu and pneumococcal vaccines) 

administered in the period pre- and post-anti COVID-19 vaccination; 

- COVID-19 surveillance system to obtain information on SARS-CoV2 infection and related 

outcomes. 

Study design  

We used a Self-Controlled Case Series (SCCS) design.3-7 The SCCS design has emerged as a key 

methodology for studying the safety of vaccines. This approach only requires information from individuals 

who have experienced the event of interest, and automatically controls for multiplicative time-invariant 

confounders, even when these are unmeasured or unknown. Originally designed to analyze the 

association between vaccination and specific events under the key assumption that events do not 

influence post-event exposures, this method has been adapted to event-dependent exposures, for 
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example when occurrence of an event may preclude any subsequent exposure (SCCS method for 

censored, perturbed or curtailed post-event exposures).6-8 This is the case in observational studies of 

vaccines when the event of interest could be a contraindication to vaccination.  

By using the adapted SCCS method for event-dependent exposures, we estimated the Relative Incidence 

of GBS following pre-specified windows at risk after vaccination, in a within-person comparison of 

different time-periods. The method allows for the control of all time-independent characteristics of 

subjects. The SCCS method allows also for adjustment of potential time-varying confounders such as 

seasonal variation in risks.  

Study period and population  

We investigated the association between anti-COVID-19 vaccines and subsequent onset of GBS in the 

population aged ≥12 years in the period 27 December 2020 - 30 September 2021 (the latest date for 

which outcome data were available). Regional health data were locally transformed into a study-specific 

Common Data Model and locally processed using TheShinISS.  

In the end, regional pseudonymized datasets were provided to the National Institute of Health for 

centralized analysis, in compliance with EU General Data Protection Regulation. Over the last two years, 

TheShinISS framework has been employed in several large-scale observational studies exploring the 

association between some exposures and COVID-19 onset/prognosis as well as other drug and vaccine-

related research topics and is currently maintained by a collaborative research network.1,2,9-13  The 

relational scheme of the study databases as well as TheShinISS flow diagram is described in Figure 1.  

Figure 1. Diagram showing the data flow when using TheShinISS to locally process health care data 

structured according to a Common Data Model 

 

CDM: Common Data Model 

Five Italian Regions (northern Italy: Lombardia, Veneto, Friuli Venezia Giulia and Emilia Romagna; central 

Italy: Lazio), representing 44% of the population aged ≥12 years resident in Italy, contributed data of all 

vaccinated persons in this age group, in a period ranging from 27/12/2020 to the last data update, which 
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varied across Regions: Lombardia up to 30/09/2021, Veneto up to 20/06/2021, Friuli Venezia Giulia up to 

31/08/2021, Emilia Romagna up to 30/06/2021 and Lazio up to 16/06/2021. We included in the study all 

persons aged ≥12 years who received at least a first dose of anti-COVID-19 vaccines and were admitted to 

emergency care or hospital with the outcome of GBS. We excluded individuals with missing or 

inconsistent information on relevant variables (age, sex, vaccine product and dose, date of vaccination, of 

death and of event). Furthermore, we excluded individuals with a history of GBS within 365 days leading 

up to the start of the study period. 

The observation period for each case ranged from 27 December 2020 to the end of follow-up, which 

occurred at the end of Region-specific study period. If patients died, the end of the observation period 

was defined according to what is proposed by the SCCS methodology to handle mortality.8 

Definition of outcomes  

The outcome of interest was the first diagnosis of GBS identified from emergency care and/or hospital 

admissions occurring during the observation period using International Classification of Disease, 9th 

Revision, Clinical Modification (ICD-9-CM codes of GBS: 357.0).  

Definition of exposures 

The exposures of interest were the first or second dose of BNT162b2 (Tozinameran), mRNA-1273 

(Elasomeran), ChAdOx1-S and Ad26.COV2-S vaccines. 

The exposure risk interval was defined as [0-42) days after first or second dose administration 

(vaccination date), which included day 0, the day of vaccination, according to Brighton Collaboration 

guidance.14 The unexposed baseline interval (reference period) was defined as any time of observation 

out of the risk intervals (before, between or after the risk intervals). According to the vaccination 

schedules of BNT162b2 (21-day interval between the first and second dose) and mRNA-1273 vaccines (28-

day interval between the first and second dose), the 42-day risk intervals overlap and, consequently, the 

risk interval after first dose may end after the second dose. The convention in the SCCS methodology is 

that the most recent exposure period takes precedence over a previous exposure, and the 

parameterization of the SCCS model is adjusted accordingly. 

Statistical analysis  

Characteristics of the cohort of vaccinated persons and GBS cases were described by age, sex, 

comorbidities and co-medications.  

The SCCS model was fitted using unbiased estimating equations to estimate the Relative Incidences and 

their 95% Confidence Intervals (95% CI). In the following we will use the term "evidence of association" 

between vaccine exposure and the study event (overall and in a given subgroup) for a Relative Incidence 

estimate whose 95% CI does not include the null effect. To handle event-dependent exposures, the SCCS 

model was properly modified considering a counterfactual exposure history for any exposures arising 

after occurrence of an event.3,7 Six 45-day calendar periods were considered as time-varying covariate 

controlling for the seasonal effect. We also estimated the Excess of Cases (EC) per 100,000 vaccinated.15 

We carried out subgroup analyses by age group (12-39, 40-59, ≥60 years), sex and vaccine product 

(BNT162b2, mRNA-1273, ChAdOx1-S and Ad26.COV2-S). We performed sensitivity analyses to assess the 

robustness of the results. We explored the seasonal effect by removing the calendar time factor, we 

investigated the effect of the SARS-CoV-2 infection by restricting the analyses to subjects without a 

positive SARS-CoV-2 test during the study period, and we explored the assumption that the most recent 

exposure period takes precedence over a previous exposure, fitting a common parameter for both doses. 
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Moreover, to support the choice of the modified SCCS model, other sensitivity analyses were conducted 

using the standard SCCS method: beginning observation at time 0; beginning observation at exposure 

(starting the observation time at the first and second dose); including a [–28-0) day pre-risk period. The 

analyses were performed using R version 4.2.2 (R Core Team 2021) with SCCS package16 and STATA 

version 16.1.  

Ethics and permissions 

This study was approved by the National Unique Ethics Committee for the evaluation of clinical trials of 

medicines for human use and medical devices for patients with COVID-19 of the National Institute for 

Infectious Diseases “Lazzaro Spallanzani” in Rome (ordinance n. 335, 17/05/2021 and n. 399, 

02/09/2021). 

Results  

Among 27,889,821 doses uploaded on TheShinISS, the proportion of missing or inconsistent observations 

was 0.65% (n. 179,926) (Figure 2). 

Figure 2. Flow chart of the study population 

 

COVID-19 vaccination registry

27/12/2020 – 30/09/2021

Number of doses uploaded in TheShinISS

n=27,889,821

Excluded doses due to:

Missing values: n=2,265 (0,01%)

Sex and/or age n=0

Vaccine product n=2,265

Inconsistent data: n=177,661 (0,64%)

Date of death<date of vaccination n=85

Dose 2 when dose 1 is missing n=82,023

Interval between dose 1 and dose 2 < 15 days n=95,509

Inappropriate immunization schedule n=44

Other reasons: n=670,969 (2,41%)

Exclusion of dose 3 n=233,539

Doses outside the observation period n=437,430

Number of GBS cases

n=287

Number of analysed doses

n=27,038,926

Number of vaccinated individuals

n=15,986,009

corresponding to
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In the study period 27,038,926 first or second doses of anti-COVID-19 vaccines were administered to 

15,986,009 persons aged 12 years or over in the 5 regions (Figure 1, Table 1), with a median follow-up 

time of 270 days (interquartile range 237-270 days). The overall vaccination coverage (VC) was 67.6% and 

exceeded 85% in those ≥60 years of age. The VC by region was: Lombardia (85.6%), Friuli Venezia Giulia 

(71.3%), Veneto (56.0%), Emilia Romagna (56.3%) and Lazio (54.3%). The highest VCs observed in 

Lombardia and Friuli Venezia Giulia depend on the vaccination registry update by region and therefore on 

the length of the observation period (month of last vaccination August-September vs June 2021 in the 

other regions). 

Figure 3. Distribution of first and second dose vaccine administrations by calendar week  

 

Regional vaccination registry update: Veneto, Emilia Romagna, Lazio (Dec. 2020-Jun. 2021); Friuli Venezia Giulia (Dec. 

2020-Aug. 2021); Lombardia (Dec. 2020-Sep. 2021) 

 

During the anti-COVID-19 vaccination campaign, in the 5 study regions, 4 different vaccines were used, 

two mRNA vaccines (BN162b2: n=10,833,284, 67.8%; mRNA-1273: n=1,706,979, 10.7%) and two viral 

vector vaccines (ChAdOx1-S: n=2,863,950, 17.9%; Ad26.COV2-S: n=581,796, 3.6%) (Table 1). 

Table 1. Characteristics of vaccinated population by anti-COVID-19 vaccine brand (December 2020-

September 2021) 

Vaccine brand N. vaccinates N. doses 
Median age 

[IQ range] 
M/F ratio 

BNT162b2 10,833,284 18,899,505 53 [40-69] 0.91 

mRNA-1273 1,706,979 3,037,506 51 [36-69] 0.94 

ChAdOx1-S 2,863,950 4,520,119 64 [54-72] 0.85 

Ad26.COV2-S 581,796 581,796 57 [51-64] 1.18 

Number of subjects 15,986,009 27,038,926 56 [42-70] 0.91 

N.: number; IQ: interquartile; M/F: males/ females 
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The 15,986,009 vaccinated subjects had a median age of 56 years, interquartile range (IQR) [42-70] and 

52% were females. In Table 2 are shown the clinical characteristics of the vaccinated subjects obtained 

from data available in the archives of pharmaceutical prescriptions (in the last 12 months), hospital 

admissions (in the last 5 years) and exemptions in the period prior to anti-COVID-19 vaccination.  

Table 2. Characteristics of vaccinated population aged ≥12 years by age group (December 2020-

September 2021) 

 
Total Age 12-39 years Age 40-59 years Age ≥60 years 

N. (%) N. (%) N. (%) N. (%) 

Number of subjects 15,986,009 3,491,047 5,772,511 6,722,451 

Males 7,607,597 (47.6) 1,750,701 (50.1) 2,830,813 (49.0) 3,026,083 (45.0) 

Females 8,378,412 (52.4) 1,740,346 (49.9) 2,941,698 (51.0) 3,696,368 (55.0) 

Regions      

Lombardia 7,683,100 (48.1) 2,356,666 (67.5) 2,664,257 (46.2) 2,662,177 (39.6) 

Friuli Venezia Giulia 780,904 (4.9) 190,668 (5.5) 256,566 (4.4) 33,3670 (5.0) 

Veneto 2,457,271 (15.4) 260,949 (7.5) 949,680 (16.5) 1,246,642 (18.5) 

Emilia Romagna 2,257,835 (14.1) 360,267 (10.3) 817,441 (14.2) 1,08,0127 (16.1) 

Lazio 2,806,899 (17.6) 322,497 (9.2) 1,084,567 (18.8) 1,399,835 (20.8) 

Prescriptions (last 12 mos) median [IQR] 3 [0-16] 0 [0-1] 1 [0-7] 16 [5-32] 

Hospitalizations (last 2 yrs), 1+ 2,328,902 (14.6) 364,043 (10.4) 612,087 (10.6) 1,352,772 (20.1) 

Charlson index (last 5 yrs), 1+ 1,492,389 (9.3) 46,029 (1.3) 249,828 (4.3) 1,196,532 (17.8) 

Comorbidities     

COPD 1,273,224 (8.0) 201,918 (5.8) 362,903 (6.3) 708,403 (10.5) 

Chronic pulmonary disease 395,814 (2.5) 12,792 (0.4) 61,130 (1.1) 321,892 (4.8) 

Chronic kidney failure 238,511 (1.5) 7,223 (0.2) 33,040 (0.6) 198,248 (2.9) 

Neoplasms 1,569,419 (9.8) 46,242 (1.3) 330,143 (5.7) 1,193,034 (17.7) 

Diabetes mellitus 1,407,622 (8.8) 54,846 (1.6) 268,801 (4.7) 1,083,975 (16.1) 

Hematologic disease 2,464,774 (15.4) 183,137 (5.2) 504,280 (8.7) 1,777,357 (26.4) 

Cardiovascular/cerebrovascular diseases 2,782,479 (17.4) 67,212 (1.9) 364,056 (6.3) 2,351,211 (35.0) 

Hypertension 5,544,989 (34.7) 60,820 (1.7) 1,124,452 (19.5) 4,359,717 (64.9) 

Hepatopathy 221,532 (1.4) 12,153 (0.3) 81,508 (1.4) 127,871 (1.9) 

Dementia 124,112 (0.8) 88 (0.003) 1,469 (0.03) 122,555 (1.8) 

HIV 65,754 (0.4) 6,832 (0.2) 34,509 (0.6) 24,413 (0.4) 

Rheumatic diseases  324,731 (2.0) 31,803 (0.9) 106,698 (1.8) 186,230 (2.8) 

Cystic fibrosis 2,067 (0.01) 1,359 (0.04) 546 (0.01) 162 (0.002) 

Neurological diseases (excl. Dementia) 1,932,003 (12.1) 147,406 (4.2) 519,760 (9.0) 1,264,837 (18.8) 

Ulcer disease 3,400,860 (21.3) 154,697 (4.4) 770,887 (13.4) 2,475,276 (36.8) 

Colitis 82,109 (0.5) 13,861 (0.4) 32,522 (0.6) 35,726 (0.5) 

Infection 4,119,897 (25.8) 650,170 (18.6) 1,350,769 (23.4) 2,118,958 (31.5) 

Comedications     

Corticosteroids for systemic use 1,346,138 (8.4) 130,966 (3.8) 460,120 (8.0) 755,052 (11.2) 

NSAIDs use 917,928 (5.7) 34,358 (1.0) 270,876 (4.7) 612,694 (9.1) 

Estroprogestinics use 186,545 (1.2) 34,020 (1.0) 96,349 (1.7) 56,176 (0.8) 

Deaths (all causes) 77,808 (0.5) 303 (0.01) 2,967 (0.1) 74,538 (1.1) 

N.: number; mos: months; IQR: Interquartile Range; yrs: years; COPD: Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease; HIV: 

Human Immunodeficiency Virus; excl.: excluding; NSAID: Non-Steroidal Anti-Inflammatory Drugs 
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In Table 3 are shown the characteristics of the GBS cases. Over the observation period, among 15,986,009 

vaccinees, 287 had a new diagnosis of GBS (median age 65 years, IQR [54-76]), 184 cases (64.1%) after the 

first dose of anti-COVID-19 vaccine. Among 10,833,284 recipients of BNT162b2 vaccine, 187 had GBS. 

Among 1,706,979 recipients of mRNA-1273, 25 individuals had GBS. Among 2,863,950 ChAdOx1-S 

vaccinees and 581,796 Ad26.COV2-S vaccinees there were 58 and 17 new cases of GBS. Thirteen deaths 

for all causes of death were observed during the study observation period, with a median age of 80 years, 

IQR [74-81] and 54% with a Charlson Index greater than 1. 

Table 3. Characteristics of GBS cases by vaccine brand 

 N. of events (%) 

 Total BNT162b2 mRNA-1273 ChAdOx1-S Ad26.COV2-S 

Number of subjects 287 187 25 58 17 

Sex        

Males 171 (59.6) 113 (60.4) 16 (64.0) 32 (55.2) 10 (58.8) 

Females 116 (40.4) 74 (39.6) 9 (36.0) 26 (44.8) 7 (41.2) 

Age (years)      

median [IQR] 65 [54-76] 65 [52-78] 64 [54-78] 68 [59-72] 63 [55-68] 

<40 26 (9.1) 25 (13.4) - - 1 (5.9) 

40-59 76 (26.5) 47 (25.1) 10 (40.0) 15 (25.9) 4 (23.5) 

≥60 185 (64.5) 115 (61.5) 15 (60.0) 43 (74.1) 12 (70.6) 

Regions      

Lombardia 144 (50.2) 99 (52.9) 13 (52.0) 26 (44.8) 6 (35.3) 

Friuli Venezia Giulia 20 (7.0) 10 (5.3) 3 (12.0) 6 (10.3) 1 (5.9) 

Veneto 31 (10.8) 22 (11.8) 1 (4.0) 6 (10.3) 2 (11.8) 

Emilia Romagna 50 (17.4) 30 (16.0) 7 (28.0) 7 (12.1) 6 (35.3) 

Lazio 42 (14.6) 26 (13.9) 1 (4.0) 13 (22.4) 2 (11.8) 

Deaths 13 (4.5) 10 (5.3) 2 (8.0) 1 (1.7) - 

N. events ≥ first  dose 184 (64.1) 103 (55.1) 15 (60.0) 55 (94.8) 11 (64.7) 

N. positive SARS-CoV-2 test  33 (11.5) 21 (11.2) 5 (20.0) 3 (5.2) 4 (23.5) 

N.: number; IQR: Interquartile Range 
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Table 3 cont. Characteristics of GBS cases by vaccine brand 

 N. of events (%) 

 Total BNT162b2 mRNA-1273 ChAdOx1-S Ad26.COV2-S 

Number of subjects 287 187 25 58 17 

Prescriptions (last 12 mos), median [IQR] 12 [3-28] 15 [5-31] 16 [5-39] 8 [1-23] 3 [0-6] 

Hospitalizations (last 2 yrs), 1+ 135 (47.0) 112 (59.9) 12 (48.0) 7 (12.1) 4 (23.5) 

Charlson index (last 5 yrs), 1+ 134 (46.7) 95 (50.8) 18 (72.0) 18 (31.0) 3 (17.6) 

Comorbidities      

COPD 30 (10.5) 17 (9.1) 8 (32.0) 5 (8.6) - 

Chronic pulmonary disease 49 (17.1) 37 (19.8) 7 (28.0) 2 (3.4) 3 (17.6) 

Chronic kidney failure 10 (3.5) 7 (3.7) 3 (12.0) - - 

Neoplasms 50 (17.4) 37 (19.8) 5 (20.0) 6 (10.3) 2 (11.8) 

Diabetes mellitus 50 (17.4) 36 (19.3) 6 (24.0) 8 (13.8) - 

Hematologic disease 86 (30.0) 67 (35.8) 9 (36.0) 8 (13.8) 2 (11.8) 

Cardiovascular/cerebrovascular diseases 95 (33.1) 73 (39.0) 9 (36.0) 10 (17.2) 3 (17.6) 

Hypertension 163 (56.8) 110 (58.8) 17 (68.0) 30 (51.7) 6 (35.3) 

Hepatopathy 6 (2.1) 2 (1.1) 4 (16.0) - - 

Dementia 2 (0.7) 2 (1.1) - - - 

HIV 1 (0.3) - 1 (4.0) - - 

Rheumatic diseases  7 (2.4) 6 (3.2) 1 (4.0) - - 

Cystic fibrosis - - - - - 

Neurological diseases (excl. Dementia) 80 (27.9) 60 (32.1) 12 (48.0) 8 (13.8) - 

Ulcer disease 108 (37.6) 87 (46.5) 8 (32.0) 11 (19.0) 2 (11.8) 

Colitis 3 (1.0) 3 (1.6) - - - 

Infection 103 (35.9) 77 (41.2) 8 (32.0) 15 (25.9) 3 (17.6) 

Comedications      

Corticosteroids for systemic use 65 (22.6) 47 (25.1) 7 (28.0) 6 (10.3) 5 (29.4) 

NSAIDs use 29 (10.1) 21 (11.2) 1 (4.0) 5 (8.6) 2 (11.8) 

Estroprogestinics use 2 (0.7) 2 (1.1) - - - 

N.: number; mos: months; IQR: Interquartile Range; yrs: years; COPD: Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease; HIV: 
Human Immunodeficiency Virus; excl.: excluding; NSAID: Non-Steroidal Anti-Inflammatory Drugs 

 

During the 42-day risk interval there were a total of 67 cases of GBS after the first dose and 41 cases after 

the second dose (Table 4). In the 42-day risk interval, increased risks were observed after the 

administration of first dose (RI=6.83; 95% CI 2.14-21.85) and second dose (RI=7.41; 95% CI 2.35-23.38) for 

mRNA-1273 vaccine, corresponding to estimated 0.4 and 0.3 EC per 100,000 vaccinated respectively. 

Considering the overlapping of the 42-day risk periods between the first and second dose for mRNA-1273 

vaccine, it cannot be excluded that the increased risk observed in the 42-day risk period after the second 

dose might be partially driven by the effect of the first dose. Increased risk was also observed after the 

first dose of ChAdOx1-S vaccine (RI=6.52; 95% CI 2.88-14.77), corresponding to estimated 1.0 EC per 

100,000 vaccinated. There was no evidence of increased risk of GBS after vaccination with BNT162b2 and 

Ad26.COV2-S vaccines (Table 4).  
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Subgroup and sensitivity analyses 

In the subgroup analysis by sex (Table 4), an increased risk of GBS was observed in the 0-42 days risk 

period among both males and females after mRNA-1273 vaccine. More specifically, in males an increased 

risk was observed after the first dose, with a borderline significance (RI=5.26; 95% CI 0.94-29.42; p=0.06) 

and the second dose (RI=16.50; 95% CI 3.01-90.56); in females after the first dose (RI=13.44; 95% CI 2.83-

63.80). There was also evidence of an increased risk after a first dose of ChAdOx1-S in males (RI=4.94; 95% 

CI 1.84-13.28) and females (RI=7.14; 95% CI 1.94-26.19).   

In the subgroup analysis by age (Table 4), there was evidence of an increased risk of GBS with mRNA-1273 

vaccine among those aged ≥60 years after the first (RI=8.03; 95% CI 2.08-31.03) and second dose (RI=7.71; 

95% CI 2.38-24.97). After a first dose of ChAdOx1-S there was evidence of an increased risk of GBS in 

those aged 40-59 (RI=4.50; 95% CI 1.37-14.79) and in those aged ≥60 years (RI=6.84; 95% CI 2.56-18.28). 

There was no evidence of increased risk of GBS after vaccination with BNT162b2 and Ad26.COV2-S 

vaccines in the subgroup analysis by age and sex. 

Due to the low number of cases, the analyses in the sub-divided risk-periods ([0-14), [14-28), [28-42) days) 

were limited to BNT162b vaccine. This analysis confirms the lack of association seen in the 42-day risk 

period. 

All sensitivity analyses, performed to assess the robustness of the SCCS methodology, were consistent 

with the main results (Table 5). More specifically, it is reassuring that the sensitivity analysis starting the 

observation time at the exposure, in the standard SCCS method, gave essentially similar point estimates 

to our main analysis.   
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Table 4. Relative Incidences estimated by Self-Controlled Case Series model by vaccine brand and dose: 287 Guillain Barré Syndrome events in the anti-COVID-
19 vaccinated population  
 

Dose 
Risk 

period 

BNT162b mRNA-1273^ ChAdOx1-S Ad26.COV2-S 

 
Events 
(n. 187) 

RI (95% CI) 
Events 
(n. 25) 

RI (95% CI) 
Events 
(n. 58) 

RI (95% CI) 
Events 
(n. 17) 

RI (95% CI) 

Total  Ref. 138 1 13 1 18 1 10 1 

 1 [0-42) 19 0.85 (0.49-1.48) 7 6.83 (2.14-21.85) 34 6.52 (2.88-14.77) 7 1.94 (0.32-11.69) 

 2 [0-42) 30 1.30 (0.80-2.10) 5 7.41 (2.35-23.38) 6 3.56 (0.31-40.29)   

Males  Ref. 89 1 8 1 11 1 6 1 

 1 [0-42) 9 0.64 (0.30-1.36) 3 5.26 (0.94-29.42) 16 4.94 (1.84-13.28) 4 1.06 (0.15-7.39) 

 2 [0-42) 15 1.06 (0.56-2.00) 5 16.50 (3.01-90.56) 5 1.54 (0.13-18.39)   

Females  Ref. 49 1 5 1 7 1 4 1 

 1 [0-42) 10 1.19 (0.55-2.55) 4 13.44 (2.83-63.80) 18 7.14 (1.94-26.19) 3 2.35 (0.18-30.00) 

 2 [0-42) 15 1.84 (0.85-4.00) 0 - 1 *   

12-39 yrs  Ref. 18 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 

 1 [0-42) 4 0.68 (0.15-3.14) 0 - 0 - 0 - 

 2 [0-42) 3 0.64 (0.13-3.29) 0 - 0 -   

40-59 yrs  Ref. 34 1 6 1 4 1 2 1 

 1 [0-42) 6 1.02 (0.36-2.84) 3 * 10 4.50 (1.37-14.79) 2 * 

 2 [0-42) 7 1.63 (0.61-4.37) 1 * 1 *   

≥60 yrs  Ref. 86 1 7 1 14 1 7 1 

 1 [0-42) 9 0.74 (0.35-1.57) 4 8.03 (2.08-31.03) 24 6.84 (2.56-18.28) 5 1.78 (0.27-11.58) 

 2 [0-42) 20 1.21 (0.65-2.25) 4 7.71 (2.38-24.97) 5 1.97 (0.13-30.39)   

RI: Relative Incidence; CI: Confidence Interval; n.: number; Ref.: reference; yrs: years 
^3 calendar periods of 90 days; * RI not estimable by the SCCS model 
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Table 5.  Sensitivity analyses: Relative Incidences estimated by Self-Controlled Case Series model by vaccine brand and dose (287 Guillain Barré Syndrome 
events in the anti-COVID-19 vaccinated population) 

 Dose 
Risk 

 period 

RI (95% CI)  

BNT162b mRNA-1273 ChAdOx1-S Ad26.COV2-S 

Modified SCCS 

without seasonal effect  Ref. 1 1 1 1 

 1 [0-42) 0.80 (0.47-1.38) 4.10 (1.35-12.42) 4.74 (2.48-9.06) 3.24 (0.87-12.05) 

 2 [0-42) 1.23 (0.77-1.95) 3.97 (1.03-15.30) 6.22 (0.85-45.55)  

without positive SARS-CoV-2 test*  Ref. 1 1   

 1 [0-42) 0.76 (0.41-1.43) 8.84 (2.94-26.58) 6.83 (2.88-16.22) 1.40 (0.19-10.29) 

 2 [0-42) 1.33 (0.81-2.19) 8.52 (2.84-25.53) 3.63 (0.32-41.38)  

combining doses  Ref. 1 1 1  

 1+2 [0-42) 0.99 (0.63-1.54) 7.01 (2.54-19.31) 6.20 (2.78-13.87)  

Standard SCCS  

beginning observation at the time 0  Ref. 1 1 1  

 1 [0-42) 0.91 (0.60-1.40) 5.28 (1.98-14.07) 9.54 (4.38-20.76) 2.38 (0.70-8.04) 

 2 [0-42) 1.80 (1.15-2.82) 3.93 (1.14-13.49) 4.17 (1.30-13.41)  

beginning observation at exposure**  Ref. 1 1 1 1 

 1 [0-42) 0.74 (0.46-1.17) 4.21 (1.40-12.73) 4.64 (2.48-8.70) 3.24 (0.91-11.58) 

 2 [0-42) 1.17 (0.71-1.92) 3.97 (0.94-16.78) 6.22 (0.74-52.00)  

including a [-28,0) pre-risk period  Ref. 1 1 1 1 

 1 [0-42) 0.80 (0.52-1.23) 4.57 (1.72-12.13) 7.39 (3.32-16.43) 1.90 (0.48-7.55) 

 2 [0-42) 1.60 (1.02-2.51) 3.56 (1.04-12.20) 3.98 (1.25-12.73)  

RI: Relative Incidence; CI: Confidence Interval; SCCS: Self-Controlled Case Series; Ref.: reference 
*Analyses restricted to 254 GBS cases without a positive SARS-CoV-2 test during the study period (166 with BNT162b; 20 with mRNA-1273; 55 with ChAdOx1-S; 13 with 
Ad26.COV2-S)   
**Analyses restricted to 184 GBS cases following first dose (103 with BNT162b; 15 with mRNA-1273; 55 with ChAdOx1-S; 11 with Ad26.COV2-S) 
and 92 GBS cases following second dose (77 with BNT162b; 8 with mRNA-1273; 7 with ChAdOx1-S) 
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Discussion 

This SCCS study, covering about 16 million people, found evidence of an increased risk of GBS after 

administration of first and second dose of mRNA-1273 and first dose of ChAdOx1-S in the risk period of 0-

42 days. However, we did not observe an increased risk of GBS following first and second dose of BNT162b 

nor any increased risk after Ad26.COV2-S vaccination. Assuming a causal effect, the number of the 

estimated EC were low with 0.4 and 0.3 EC per 100,000 vaccinated for first and second dose of mRNA-1273 

and 1.0 EC per 100,000 vaccinated for the first dose of ChAdOx1-S. 

Subgroup analyses by sex found an increased risk of GBS with mRNA-1273 after the second dose in males 

(with a borderline statistical significance after the first dose) and after the first dose in females. An 

increased risk was also observed after the first dose of ChAdOx1-S both in males and females. Stratifying 

data by age, an increased risk was observed in those aged 40-59 years after first dose of ChAdOx1-S.  

Additionally, we found evidence of an association with GBS of both mRNA-1273 and ChAdOx1-S vaccines in 

those aged ≥60 years.  

Our results are in lines with previous findings from surveillance studies in England with SCCS design17,18 

investigating the association between ChAdOx1-S and BNT162b vaccines with acute neurological outcomes. 

For example, Walker et al.17 found an increased incidence of GBS after a first dose of ChAdOx1-S at 4-42 

days post vaccination (Incidence Rate Ratio=2.85; 95% CI 2.33-3.47) and no evidence of an association after 

first and second dose for BNT162b. This study did not investigate the relationship between mRNA-1273 and 

GBS due to limited power. Similarly, the study of Patone et al.18 observed an increased risk of GBS following 

first dose of ChAdOx1-S at 1-28 days after vaccination (Incidence Rate Ratio=2.04; 95% CI 1.60-2.60) but nor 

after first dose of BNT162b vaccination. This study had insufficient follow-up to assess the effect of the 

second dose of COVID-19 vaccines. 

Our study has the strengths of combining larger study population and longer follow-up than previous 

studies which permitted us to obtain unbiased estimates with the SCCS model for the first and second dose 

of mRNA-1273. Further strengths are the broad geographical distribution of the cohort as well as the 

availability of accurate and exhaustive data on COVID-19 vaccination and outcome. Another strength is the 

robustness of the SCCS method applied which is not susceptible to confounding by known and unknown 

factors that are time-invariant during the study period. The seasonality effect was also included in the 

models as an important time variant confounding factor. We also conducted a number of sensitivities 

analyses to investigate the robustness of our results to the assumptions of SCCS model. 

Study limitations include that the outcome was not validated through review of clinical records, the 

possibility of time-dependent residual confounding and the imprecision of the obtained estimates in the 

subgroup analysis due to the very low number of events.  

 

Conclusions 

With the implementation of a worldwide COVID-19 vaccination campaign it is important the continuous 

monitoring of the suspected adverse events of these new vaccines as key component of any vaccination 

program. The aim of the pharmacovigilance activities is to provide evidence for benefit-risk profile of 

vaccination and, also importantly, to provide reassurance about the rarity of the events.   

Our population-based study, found an increased risk of GBS after administration of first and second dose of 

mRNA-1273 and first dose of ChAdOx1-S.  However, these findings were compatible with a small number of 

excess cases.  Age-specific estimates indicated an increased risk in those aged 40-59 years and aged ≥60 
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years vaccinated with ChAdOx1-S. Additionally, an increased risk of GBS was found with mRNA-1273 in 

those aged ≥60 years. 

Our data are reassuring regarding BNT162b and Ad26.COV2-S vaccines with respect to GBS outcome. No 

increased risk of GBS was detected following each of BNT162b vaccine dose nor any increased risk after 

Ad26.COV2-S vaccine dose. These findings are likely to be of relevance to regulators, health professionals 

and developers of clinical guidelines in the risk benefit evaluations of the COVID-19 vaccines. 
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