Supplement 4: Multigroup analysis
To investigate whether the observed path coefficients significantly depend on the conversational setting, we conducted an MGA. The analysis revealed the highest explained variance in the conversation intention in the model referring to co-workers (R2adj = .42), followed by friends (R2adj = .24) and physicians (R2adj = .17). The findings are shown in Table S4.
Firstly, we identified that the impacts of public stigma on attitudes, subjective norms, and PBC are significantly more negative when these constructs pertain to the reference group of friends compared to physicians/co-workers. Simultaneously, the effect of self-stigma on the intention to discuss menstrual pain with friends is significantly weaker than on the intention to discuss the topic with physicians or co-workers.  
Secondly, in alignment with this previous finding, we observed that the effects of public stigma on subjective norms and PBC are significantly weaker when these constructs are associated with physicians compared to friends/co-workers.  
Lastly, our analysis revealed that knowledge plays a minor role in participants’ attitudes towards discussing menstrual pain with co-workers compared to discussing it with friends or physicians. Furthermore, PBC has a significantly stronger effect on participants’ intentions to talk about menstrual discomfort with co-workers compared to the other reference groups.
All other paths did not differ on a significant level.
Table S4:
Findings of the PLS-SEM multigroup analysis (significant paths only)
	Path
	Conversational context

	
	Friends 
	Physicians 
	Co-workers 

	
	∆ β
	p
	∆ β
	p
	∆ β
	p

	Knowledge → Attitude
	0.136
	.033
	.
	.
	-0.226
	.998

	Knowledge → Public Stigma
	.
	.
	.
	.
	-0.149
	.962

	Knowledge → PBC
	0.155
	.018
	.
	.
	-0.162
	.980

	Public stigma → 
	.
	.
	.
	.
	.
	.

	    Attitude
	-0.179
	.994
	.
	.
	.
	.

	    Norm
	-0.127
	.954
	0.211
	.003
	.
	.

	    PBC
	-0.134
	.961
	0.191
	.004
	.
	.

	PBC → Int
	.
	.
	.
	.
	0.181
	.019

	Self-stigma → Int
	.
	.
	.
	.
	.
	.


Note. Only paths with significant path differences are displayed; a result is significant at the 5% probability of error level, if the p-value is smaller than 0.05 or larger than 0.95 for a certain difference of group-specific path coefficients (Ringle et al., 2024).

