Figure 1. Meta-analysis and forest plots for symptoms of COVID-19 of pregnant women
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Figure 2. Meta-analysis and forest plots for diagnostic tests of COVID-19 of pregnant

women
A:PCR (1)
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C: Abnormal Chest CT (+)

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Cao et al, 2020 0,955 0552 0,997 2103 0,035
Chen etal, 2020a 0889 0500 0885 1,961 0,050 ——
Chen et al, 2020b 0745 060 0816 5090 0,000 E 3
Chen et al, 2020c 0,817 0,378 0,985 1,623 0,105 —
Chen et al,, 2020d 0,500 0,326 0,554 1,474 0,140 —
Fan et al., 2020 0,833 0,134 0,990 1,039 0,299 —
Hantoushzadeh etal, 2020 0,111 0,015 0500  -1,961 0,050 ——
Khan et al., 2020b 0,572 0,678 0,958 2,479 0,013
Lietal, 2020a 0,938 0,665 0,551 2522 0,009
Liaw et al., 2020 0,955 0,552 0,957 2103 0,035
Liu et al., 2020a 0,969 0,650 0,958 2,380 0,017
Liu et al., 2020b 0,575 0,702 0,958 2,558 0,011
Liu et al., 2020c 0,875 0,266 0,953 1,287 0,198 ———
Wu et al, 2020a 0750 0377 0937 1346 0178 ——
Wu et al,, 2020b 0,579 0,741 0,959 2,594 0,007 —
Xu etal, 2020 0,817 0,378 0,985 1,623 0,105 ———
Yang et al, 2020a 0,035 0,002 0,384 2289 0,022 —
Yang et al, 2020b 0,857 0,413 0,330 1,559 0,097 B E——
Zeng et al, 2020a 0,529 0,423 0,996 1,748 0,081 —t—
Zeng et al,, 20200 0,985 0,804 0,999 2,851 0,003 —
Zhu et al., 2020 0,950 0,525 0,957 2,029 0,042 —_—
0,876 0,774 0,936 5,287 0,000 ‘
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Mumber Point  Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate  fimit Timit Z-value  P-value Q-value  df(A) P-value I-squared Squared  Enor  Vaiiance  Tau
Fived 21 0,733 0,740 0,847 8,097 0,000 45273 0 0,001 55,824 1,282 1,003 1,018 1132
Random 21 0,376 0778 09% 5,287 0.000
D: Clinical findings
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Breslinetal, 2020 0,326 0,203 0,477 -2,238 0,025 _—
Liu et al,, 20200 0,474 0,268 0,689 -0,229 0,819 e
Wu etal, 20200 0174 0,087 0382 -2,832 0,005 _—
Zengetal, 2020a 0,929 0,423 0,996 1,748 0,081 —
0,380 0,195 0,609 -1,029 0,302 -—*—-
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Paint Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value P-value B-value df [Q) P-ralue |-squared Squared Error Yariance Tau
Fived 4 0347 0251 0,458 -2.675 0,007 3,331 3 0,030 66,595 0533 0723 0,523 0734
Random 4 0,380 0,135 009 -1.023 0,303



Figure 3. Meta-analysis and forest plots for treatments of COVID-19 of pregnant women

A: Antibiotics
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1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Humber Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit Tlimit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[Q) P-value [-squared Squared Emor Variance Tau
Fined 1] 0379 0207 0583 133 0.257 20783 4 0,000 80,759 4518 4482 20,080 2128
Random 5 0538 0121 0,308 ALY 0,888



D: Corticosteroids

Study name

Statistics for each study

Event rate and 95% CI

Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Chen etal, 2020a 0,050 0,003 0,475 -2,028 0,042
Fan et al,, 2020 0,833 0,194 0,990 1,028 0,299
Liu et al,, 2020c 0,667 0,154 0,957 0,566 0,571
Qiancheng et al, 2020 0,143 0,055 0,324 -3,318 0,001 —_—
Xu et al, 2020 0,600 0,200 0,500 0,444
Zhu et al., 2020 0,111 0,015 0,500 -1,961 e —
0309 0410 0§18 1,227 e
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
HNumber Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df(@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fired E 0,250 0138 0411 -2.921 0.003 12,031 5 0,034 58,442 1412 1832 2BE4 1188
Random B 0,309 ono 0E18 -1.22¢ 0.220
E: Chinese medicine (lianhua-qingwen)
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit ZValue p-Value
Fan etal, 2020 0,833 0,194 0,980 1,039 0,299
Khan et al., 2020a 0,667 0,154 0,957 0,566 0,571
Khan et al, 20200 0,882 0,632 0,970 2,677 0,007 —_—
Liu etal, 2020a 0,933 0,648 0,991 2,550 0,011 s
Yu etal, 2020 0,938 0,451 0,996 1,854 0,064
0,879 0727 0,949 4,085 0,000 e ol
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Mumber Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df(Q) P-value |-squared Squared Emor Variance Tau
Fived 5 087/ 077 0949 4,085 0,000 1.817 4 0,763 0,000 0,000 0908 0824 0,000
FRandom 5 087/ 077 0949 4,085 0,000
F: Intravenous immunoglobulin
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Hantoushzadeh et al, 2020 0,111 0,015 0,500 0,050
Qiancheng et al,, 2020 0,107 0,035 0284 0,001
0,108 0,041 0,255 0,000 i —
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Humber Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value P-value B-value df [R) P-value |-squared Squared Emor Variance Tau
Fixed 2 0108 0,041 0,255 -3.985 0,000 0,001 1 0473 0,000 0,000 1.053 1123 0,000
Random 2 0108 0041 0.285 -3.985 0,000
G: Anticoagulant
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Hantoushzadeh et al., 2020 0,889 0,500 0,985 1,961 0,050
0,889 0,500 0,985 1,961 0,050
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
HModel Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[@) P-value l-squared Squared Enror Variance Tau
Fired 1 0,883 0,500 0,985 1.961 0,050 0.000 1} 1,000 0,000 0.000 0.000 0,000 0.000
Random 1 0,883 0500 0985 1.961 0,050



H: Outpatient treatment/monitoring by phone

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI

Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit ZValue pValue
Breslin et al., 2020 0512 0,366 0,656 0,182 0,879
Cao etal, 2020 0,955 0552 0,997 2,103 0,035
0771 0,161 0,983 0,829 0,407

-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate  limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df{0) P-value I-squared Squared  Emor  Variance  Tau
Fised 2 0,543 0,333 081 0533 0560 4107 1 0043 75,653 3.400 €,355 40,332 1844
Random 2 0771 0,161 0,923 0,829 0,407

I: Oxygen support

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% C1
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  ZValue p-Value
Bresin etal, 2020 0,023 0,003 0,147  -3,694 0,000
Chen etal, 2020a 0,950 0,525 0,997 2,029 0,042 —_—
Ferrazzia et al, 2020 0,167 0,082 0,310  -3,887 0,000 —_—
Juusela etal, 2020 0,833 0,184 0,890 1,038 0,289
Khanetal, 2020a 0,667 0,154 0,957 0,566 0,571
Liu et al,, 2020c 0575 0288 0,993 1,287 0,198
Xu et al, 2020 0917 0,378 0,995 1,623 0,105
Yangetal, 20200 0,500 0,123 0,877 0,000 1,000
u et al, 2020 0,932 0,451 0,995 1,854 0,064
0,631 0,268 0,888 0,682 0,495 ——— e —-—
1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value I-squared Squared  Emor  Yariance  Tau
Fived a 0,338 0,218 0,480 2,225 0,026 37,054 8 0,000 76,410 4011 3,185 9,956 2003
Random a 0631 0,268 0888 0,682 0435
J: Intubation/mechanical ventilation
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit ~ Z-Value p-Value
Chen et al, 20200 0,008 0,001 0058 4742 0,000 b—
Hirshberg et al, 2020 0,817 0,378 0,895 1,623 0,105
Liu et al, 2020d 0,077 0,011 03891 -2,387 0,017 _—
Wu etal, 2020a 0,055 0,003 0505  -1,947 0,052
0114 0,008 0673  -1450 0,147 e —————
-1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value  df (@) P-value I-squared Squared  Emor  Variance  Tau
Fixed 4 na7z 0,024 0.200 4,301 0,000 16,115 3 0.001 61,304 6.404 GE14 43,744 2531
Random 4 0114 0008 0873 1,450 0147

Figure 4. Meta-analysis and forest plots for treatments to prevent premature birth of
COVID-19 of pregnant women
A: Hydration

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper

rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Bresin etal, 2020 0,047 0,012 0,188  -4171 0,000 —_— |
Juusela etal, 2020 0,500 0,059 0,941 0,000 1,000

0,147 0,009 0,763 ATT 0,239 —-ﬁ——

-1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95X interval Test of null [2-T ail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower u Tau Standard

Model Studies estimate limit i Z-value P-value Q-value df (@) P-value |-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fined 2 0,084 0025 0,244 3713 0,000 2614 1 0,057 72,329 2,299 E.451 41614 1816
Fandom 2 0,147 0,009 0763 1,177 0.239



B: Steroid

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Hirshberg et al,, 2020 0,817 0,378 0,895 1,623 0,105 i |
Juusela et al, 2020 0,500 0,05% 0,541 0,000 1,000 |
0,758 0,288 0,858 1,123 0,262 ——_"
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Madel Effect size and 95 interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[Q) P-value I-squared Squared Emor Variance Tau
Fived 2 0759 0298 0,959 1123 0282 1.37% 1 0241 27.271 0734 4,088 18531 0585
Randam 2 0762 0234 0571 0,963 0333
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Juusela et al, 2020 0,500 0,058 0,541 0,000 1,000 !
0,500 0,059 0941 0,000 1,000 —:*:
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
HModel Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Humber Paint Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df [Q) P-value I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fired 1 0.500 0,053 0,941 0,000 1.000 0,000 0 1.000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000
Random 1 0.500 0,053 0,941 0,000 1.000

Figure 5. Meta-analysis and forest plots for comorbidities of COVID-19 of pregnant
women

A: Asthma

Study name Statistics for each study Ewvent rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Breslin et al., 2020 0.186 0,096 0.330 -3.766 0,000 -
Govind et al., 2020 0,111 0,015 0,500 -1,961 0,050 ———]
Hirshberg et al., 2020 0.200 0.027 0.691 -1,240 0.215 —_—
Koumoutsea et al., 2020 0,500 0.059 0.941 0.000 1,000
0,191 0,108 0,314 -4.261 0,000
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df(A) P-value I-squared Squared Error  Variance Tau
Fixed 4 015 0108 0314 -4.261 0,000 141 3 0703 0,000 0,000 0674 0454 0,000
Randam 4 019 008 0314 4,261 0,000
B: Diabetes mellitus
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Breslin et al., 2020 0,070 0,023 0,195 -4,327 0,000 m—
Hantoushzadeh et al_, 2020 0,111 0,015 0,500 -1,961 0,050 [
Hirshberg et al., 2020 0,200 0,027 0,691 -1,240 0,215 —_—
0,093 0,039 0,206 -4,813 0,000 o
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Madel Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[@) P-value |-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fixed 3 0,033 0.033 0,206 -4.813 0.000 0343 2 0,624 0,000 0,000 0,826 0,682 0.000

Fiandem 3 0093 0033 0,208 4813 0.000
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C: Hypothyroidism

Study name Statistics for each study

Event Lower Upper

Event rate and 95% CI

rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Hantoushzadeh et al., 2020 0,111 0,015 0,500 -1,961 0,050 ——]
Liu et al., 2020c 0,333 0,043 0,846 -0,566 0,571 —_—
Qiancheng et al., 2020 0,036 0,005 0,214 -3,236 0,001
Wu et al., 2020b 0,087 0,022 0,289 -3177 0,001 E
Yu et al., 2020 0,143 0,020 0,581 -1,659 0,097 ——
0,102 0,046 0,211 -4962 0,000 P
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Madel Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterageneity Tau-squared
Number Point  Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate  limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df(Q) P-value I-squared Squared  Emor  Variance  Tau
Fived 5 0102 0,045 0211 4382 0,000 2866 4 0530 0.000 0,000 0,706 0433 0,000
Random 5 0102 0,046 0211 4952 0,000
D: Chronic hypertension
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Breslin et al., 2020 0,070 0,023 0,195 -4.,327 0,000 B
Hirshberg et al., 20200,600 0,200 0,200 0.444 0,657 — .
Li et al., 2020a 0,125 0,031 0,386 -2,574 0,010 -
0.184 0,042 0,541 -1,765 0,078 il
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point  Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate  limit Timit Zvalue  P-value Q-value df(@) P-value I-squared Squared  Emor  Variance  Tau
Fised 3 0,146 0,070 0273 4,235 0,000 7.611 2 0022 737z 1553 2,145 4,603 1,248
Random 3 0,134 0,042 0541 1,765 0,078
E: Obesity
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Hantoushzadeh et al., 2020 0,333 0,111 0667 -0,980 0,327 —.
Hirshberg et al., 2020 0,200 0,027 0,691 -1,240 0,215 —
Juusela et al., 2020 0,500 0,059 0,941 0,000 1,000
Koumoutsea et al_, 2020 0,500 0,058 0,941 0,000 1,000
0,341 0,159 0,586 -1,280 0,201 st
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value P-value Q-value df (@) P-value I-squared Squared Ermrar Variance Tau
Fined 4 0341 0.159 0.586 -1.280 0.201 0.860 3 0835 0.000 0.000 1.001 1.002 0.000
Fiandom 4 0,341 0,153 0,586 -1.280 0,201
F: Heart disease
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Juusela et al., 2020 0,833 0,184 0,990 1,038 0,299
Liu et al., 2020a 0,067 0,008 0,352 -2,550 0,011
0,338 0,008 0970 -0,317 0,751
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate  limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[Q) P-value |-squared Squared  Emor  Variance  Tau
Fived 2 0.210 0.047 0583 1543 0123 5,200 1 0023 80767 7289 12763 16289 2,700
Randamn 2 031 0,008 0470 037 0.751
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G: Hepatitis B

Study name Statistics for each study

Event Lower Upper

Event rate and 95% CI

rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Li et al., 2020a 0,125 0,031 0,386 -2,574 0,010 -
Qiancheng et al., 20200,071 0,018 0,245 -3,495 0,000 —
Wu et al., 2020b 0,087 0,022 0.289 -3.177 0,001 -
0,082 0,042 0,190 -5,347 0,000 L =
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies  estimale limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[A) P-value |-squared Squared  Emor  Varance  Tau
Fived 3 0ns2 0042 0150 -5.347 0,000 0354 2 0838 0,000 0,000 0552 0305 0,000
Random 3 0032 0042 0150 5347 0,000
H: Polycystic ovary syndrome
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% €I
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Juusela et al., 2020 0,500 0,058 0,941 0,000 1,000
Lietal,h 2020a 0,125 0,031 0,386 -2,574 0,010 -
Yu et al., 2020 0,143 0,020 0,581 -1,659 0,097 ——1
0,162 0,063 0,383 -2,803 0,005 <
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Paint Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies eslimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[@) P-value I-squared Squared Enor  Yaiiance Tau
Fired 3 0,169 0,063 0,383 2803 0,005 1521 2 0,468 0,000 0,000 1108 1.228 0,000
Fiandom 3 0,163 0,063 0383 -2803 0,005
I: Thalassemia
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit 2Z-Value p-Value
Liu et al., 2020a 0,067 0,009 0,352 -2,550 0,011
0,067 0,009 0,352 -2,550 0,011
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value |-squared Squared Emor Variance Tau
Fixed 1 0,067 0,009 0,352 -2.550 001 0,000 0 1,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000
Randam 1 0,067 0,009 0.3\ -2.550 oo
J: Cholecystitis
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value

Chen et al.,, 2020d 0,250 0,034 0,762 -0,951 0,341

0,250 0,034 0,762 -0,951 0,341

-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Mumbes Point  Lower  Upper Tau  Standard

Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df(@) P-value |-squared Squared Error Yariance Tau
Fived 1 0.250 0034 0.762 0951 034 0.000 0 1.000 0,000 0.000 0.000 0,000 0000
Random 1 0.250 0034 0.762 -0.951 034
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K: Chronic kidney disease

Study hame Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI

Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value

Hirshberg et al., 20200,200 0,027 0,691 -1.,240 0,215
0,200 0,027 0,691 -1.240 0,215

-1,00 -0,50 0.00 0,50 1.00

Favours A Favours B

Hodel Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared

Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard

Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[Q) P-value I-squared Squared Eror Variance Tau

Fixed 1 0.200 0027 0691 1,240 0215 0.000 1} 1,000 0.000 0,000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Random 1 0.200 0027 0691 1,240 0215

L: Familial neutropenia
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI

Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value

Koumoutsea et al., 2020 0,500 0,059 0,941 0,000 1,000
0,500 0,059 0,941 0,000 1,000

-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-T ail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Paint Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value P-value Q-value df (@) P-value [-squared Squared  Emor  Variance Tau
Fived 1 0500 0,089 0941 0,000 1,000 0,000 0 1,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000

Random 1 0500 0,089 084 0,000 1,000

Figure 6. Meta-analysis and forest plots for diseases related to pregnancy of COVID-19 of
pregnant women

A: Gestational diabetes mellitus

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Breslin et al, 2020 0,023 0,003 0,147 -3,694 0,000 —
Cao et al, 2020 0,100 0,014 0467 2,084 0,037 —_—
Chen et al, 2020c 0,400 0100 0,800 0444 0,657
Ferrazzia et al., 2020 0,143 0,066 0,283 -4,063 0,000 —_—
Govind et al., 2020 0,222 0,056 0,579 -1,562 0,118 —_—
Hantoushzadeh et al., 2020 0,111 0,015 0,500 -1,961 0,050 —_—
Juusela et al, 2020 0,500 0,058 0,941 0,000 1,000
Koumoutsea etal, 2020 0,500 0,059 0,941 1,000
Lietal, 2020a 0,188 0,082 0,022 —_——
Liu et al., 2020a 0,067 0,009 0,011 —_—
Qiancheng et al., 2020 0,071 0,018 0,000 —_
0,145 0,085 0,000 g
1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
MNumber Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[@) P-value |-squared Squared Emor Variance Tau
Fized n 0145 0,085 0215 7,282 0,000 11920 10 0,290 16,108 0134 0,375 014 0.366
Random 7 0146 0,090 0,228 6,351 0,000
Study name _Statistics for each study _Event rate and 96% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Breslin et al, 2020 0,023 0,003 0,147 3694 0,000
Chen etal, 2020a 0,111 0,015 : -1,981 0,050 —_—
Govind et al, 2020 0,111 -1,981 0,050 —_—
Juusela etal, 2020 0,500 0,000 1,000
Qiancheng et al, 2020 0,036 \ 0214 3236 0,001 [—
Wu et al,, 2020b 0,130 0,043 0335 3,084 0,002 e —
0,094 0047 0,180  -5922 0,000 -
-1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df [@) P-value |-squared Squared Enor Variance Tau
Fived E 0,034 0047 0180 -0.922 0,000 B122 8 0,294 18332 0z1z [ics) 0540 0481
Random E 0092 0041 0194 5,225 0,000
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C: Preeclampsia

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Cao et al., 2020 0,300 0,100 0624 1228 0,220 —_—_—
Chen etal, 20208 0,111 0,015 0,500 -1,981 0,050 —_—————
Chen etal, 2020c 0,200 0 0,691 -1,240 0,215
Juusela et al, 2020 0,500 o, 0,941 0,000 1,000
Lietal, 2020a 0,063 0 0,335 2,522 0,009 —_
Wu et al, 20203 0125 0 0,537 -1,820 0,069 _—
vangetal K 20206 0,285 O 0673 -1,095 0,273 _
0203 0 0,343 3749 0,000 -~
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate  limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value l-squared Squared  Emor  Varance  Tau
Fixed 7 0203 0111 0343 3743 0.000 4222 [ 0647 0,000 0,000 0556 0309 0,000
Random 7 0203 011 0343 -3.749 0.000
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  ZWValue p-Value
Breslinetal, 2020 0,023 0003 0147  -3694 0,000
0,023 0,003 0,147  -3,694 0,000
-0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Paint Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fixed 1 0023 0,003 0,147 3594 0,000 0,000 0 1,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000
Random 1 0.023 0003 0147 -3.694 0,000
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  ZWValue p-Value
Cao etal., 2020 0100 0014 0467  -2,084 0,037 _— |
Chenetal,2020d 0,250 0,034 0762  -0,951 0,341
0,155 0,038 0,457 -2,181 0,029 = ——— |
-1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate  limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value I-squared Squared  Emor  Variance  Tau
Fixed 2 0155 0038 0457 27181 0029 0434 1 0482 0000 0,000 1728 2988 0,000
Random 2 0155 0038 0457 27181 0029
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event  Lower  Upper
rate limit limit  Z-value p-Value
Cao et al., 2020 0,100 0014 0467 -2,084 0,037 _——
0.100 0,014 0,467 -2,084 0,037 -~ ——
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 85% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterageneity Tau-squared
Humber Point Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate  limit Z-value  P-value Q-value  di [@) P-value I-squared Squared  Emor  Variance  Tau
Fived 1 0100 0014 0,467 2,084 0,037 0,000 0 1,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,000
Random 1 0100 0014 0467 2,084 0,037
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% Cl
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  ZValue p-Value
Breslinetal, 2020 0,023 0,003 0147 -3694 0,000 |
Chenetal,2020d 0,250 0,034 0,762  -0,951 0,341
0,078 0,006 0527 -1879 0,060
-1,00 -0,50 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tai Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate Timit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value l-squared Squared  Emor  Varance  Tau
Fixed 2z 0070 0,017 0,250 3,405 0,001 2955 1 0088 8,155 2304 4925 24,253 1518
Random 2z 0078 0,008 0527 1,879 0080
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H: Multiple pregnancies

Study name Statistics for each study

Event rate and 95% Cl

Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Chen et al., 2020b 0,017 0,004 0,065 -5,693 0,000 —
0,017 0,004 0,065 -5,693 0,000 [
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95X interval Test of null [2-T ail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value P-value lue: df (Q) P-value Il-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fired 1 0.017 0.004 0.085 -5.693 0.000 0.000 o 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Random 1 0.017 0.004 0.065 -5.693 0.000
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Vvalue p-Value
Cao etal., 2020 0400 0158 0703 -0,628 0,530 [ —
Chen etal, 2020a 0,222 0,056 0,579 -1,562 0,118 _—————
Lietal,K 2020a 0,125 0,031 0,286 -2,574 0,010 _——
Liu et al, 2020b 0,158 0,052 0,392 -2,661 0,008 —_—
Liu etal., 2020d 0,077 0,011 0,391 -2,387 0,017 —_———
W et al., 20200 closr o002z ozss  -zirr 0001 L
Zengetal, 20200 0091 0030 0247  -3.803  0.000 DA
Zhu etar. 2020 0333 04111 o0esr  -oes0 0327 [
0,171 0,112 0,253 -6,260 0,000 e
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95X interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Tau Standard
HModel Studies estimate limit 2Z2-value P-value Q-value df (@) P-value I-squared Squared mor Variance Tau
Fixed 8 017 011z 0.253 -B.260 0.000 B.573 7 0.285 18.353 0116 0.338 0114 0.340
Fiandom 8 0170 0.106 0.262 5633 0.000
J: Aplasia placenta
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit ZValue p-Value
Cao etal, 2020 0.100 0.014 0,467 -2,084 0.037 _—
Lietal, 2020a 0,063 0,009 0,335 -2,622 0,009 ————
Xu etal, 2020 0,200 0,027 0,691 -1,240 0,215
Zhu et al, 2020 0111 0,015 0,500 -1,961 0,050 s —
0,107 0,041 0,254 -2,980 0,000 el ———
1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limi Z-value P-value Q-value di (Q) P-value Il-squared Squared Enn Variance Tau
Fined 4 0,107 0,041 0,254 -3.980 0,000 0762 3 0,859 0,000 0,000 0,827 0260 0,000
Random 4 0,107 0,041 0,254 -3,980 0,000
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
te limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Chen et al., 2020d 0,250 0,034 0,762 -0,951 0,341
Liu etal, 2020a 0,067 0,009 0,352 -2,650 0,011 —
Xuetal, 2020 0,200 0,027 0,691 -1,240 0,215
Zhu et al.,, 2020 0,111 0,015 0,500 -1,961 0,050 R
0,136 0,051 0,313 -3,400 0,001 ~l——
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Paoint Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[Q) P-value I-squared Squared Emor Variance Tau
Fied 4 0136 0051 033 -3.400 0,001 1.223 3 0,747 0,000 0,000 0471 0,943 0,000
Random 4 0136 00851 0313 3400 0,001
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event  Lower Upper
rate limit limit ZValue p-Value
Xu etal., 2020 0,200 0,027 0691  -1240 0,215 t
Zhuetal, 2020 0222 0,056 0579  -1562 0,118 _ 1
0,214 0071 0,485 -1,992 0,046 -~eng i ——— ]
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies astimate limit limit Z-value P-value Q-value di (@) P-value |-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fixed 2 0214 0,071 0,495 1,992 0,046 0,003 1 0,523 0000 0,000 1338 177 0,000
Random 2 0214 0,071 0,495 1,992 0,046
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M: Postpartum bleeding

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper

rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Koumoutsea et al, 2020 0,500 0,058 0,541 0,000 1,000 }

0,500 0,058 0,941 0,000 1,000 :*:

-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard

Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fixed 1 0.500 0,053 034 0,000 1.000 0,000 0 1.000 0,000 0.000 0000 0,000 0,000
Random 1 0500 0,053 04 0,000 1.000

Figure 7. Meta-analysis and forest plots for duration of pregnancy and mode of delivery of
COVID-19 of pregnant women

A: Caesarean delivery

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 85% C1
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit ZValue p-Value
Breslin et al,, 2020 0,444 0,240 0,670 -0.470 0,638 ———
Buensenso et al., 2020 0,833 0,194 0,990 1039 0,299
Cao et al., 2020 0,800 0,459 0,950 1754 0,080 4+ -
Chen etal, 2020a 0,950 0,525 0,997 2,029 0,042 ——
Chen et al., 2020b 0,818 0716 0889 5,090 0,000 —i—
Chen et al,, 2020¢ 0,400 0,100 0,800 -0.444 0657
Chen et al, 2020d 0,750 0,238 0,966 0,851 03241
Fan etal., 2020 0,833 0,194 0,990 1039 0,299
Ferrazzia et al,, 2020 0,429 0,289 0,580 -0,823 0,356 —.—
Govind et al., 2020 0,229 0,500 0,985 1,961 0,050 P
Hantoushzadeh etal, 2020 0,857 0419 0,980 1659 0097 D E————
Hirshberg et al,, 2020 0,875 0,266 0,993 1287 0,198
Juusela et al, 2020 0,833 0,194 0,990 1,039 0288
Khan et al., 2020b 0,972 0678 0,998 2479 0013 P —
Koumoutsea et al., 2020 0,833 0,194 0,990 1,039 0,299
Lietal, 2020a 0,875 0614 0969 2574 0,010 —_—
Liu etal, 2020a 0,909 0,561 0,987 2195 0,028 —_— =
Liu et al., 2020b 0,947 0,706 0,993 2813 0,005 —_—
Liu etal, 2020c 0667 0,154 0,957 0566 0571
Liu etal, 2020d 0,769 0478 0,924 1829 0,067 14— -
Qiancheng et al,, 2020 0,654 0,457 0,809 1543 0,123 B T —
Wu etal, 2020a 0750 0,377 0,937 1346 0178 —_—
Wu et al,, 2020b 0,900 0,676 0,975 2948 0,003 —_—
Xu etal, 2020 0,800 0,209 0,973 1,240 0215 ——
Yang etal, 2020a 0,692 0409 0,880 1349 0177 L E——
Yang etal, 2020b 0,938 0461 0,996 1854 0,064
Yu et al, 2020 0,938 0,461 0,996 1,854 0,064
Zeng etal, 2020a 0,929 0423 0996 1748 0081
Zeng etal, 2020b 0,788 0,617 0,895 3,082 0,002 D —
Zhu et al., 2020 0778 0,421 0,944 1,562 0,118 —
0,733 0682 0779 7975 0,000 -
-1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies  estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[Q) P-value I-squared Squared  Enor  Varance  Tau
Fived 0 0733 0582 0779 7975 0,000 51533 2 e 4375 0,383 0273 007 0631
Random 0 0779 0706 0833 6,383 0,000
Study name Statistics for each stud _Event rate and 96% C1
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  ZWValue p-Value
Chenetal, 20206 0,484 0,384 0,604  -0,114 0,908 —
Ferrazzia etal, 2020 0,238 0,133 0,389  -3211 0,001 _
Govind etal, 2020 0,222 0,086 0,578  -1,562 0,118 —_——
Xu et al, 2020 0,600 0200 0,800 0,424 0,657
Zeng etal, 20200 0,081 0,030 0247 3,803 0,000 _—
0,294 0,142 0,810 -1,872 0,061 et -]
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 85% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Mumber Point  Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit Timit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[@) P-value I-squared Squared Emor Variance Tau
Fized 5 0371 0,295 0,454 -3,007 0,003 18,378 4 0,001 78,232 0767 0833 0,704 0878
Random 5 0234 0142 [ikali) -1.872 0.061
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C: Indication of obstetric for caesarean section

Study name Statistics for each study

Event rate and 95% CI

Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Bresiin et al, 2020 0,484 0,240 0.670 -0.470 0,638 _
Cao et al, 2020 0,800 0,459 0,950 1,754 0,080 4
Chen et al, 2020b 0,312 0218 0423 3220 0,001 R —
Ferrazzia etal, 2020 0,190 0,098 0337  -3.682 0,000 _
Govind et al, 2020 0,667 0333 0,889 0,980 0,327 ———
WWu et al, 2020a 0,750 0,377 0,937 1,346 0,178 _—
u et al, 2020 0,200 0,027 0,591 1,240 0,215
“rang et al, 20208 0,286 0,072 0,673 1,005 0,272 _—
0,428 0276 0,596 -0,837 0,403 et
-1.00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 952 interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit I Z-value P-value Q-value df (@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fined g 0,356 0.254 0,435 3,436 0.000 20,508 7 0,003 B5.866 0.544 0518 0.268 0.738
Random 3 0428 0.278 0596 0837 0.403
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Valus
Bresiin et al, 2020 0,023 0,003 0147  -3,694 0,000
Cao et al, 2020 0,300 0100 0624 0,220 _
Chen etal, 2020a 0177 0749 0,739 _
Chen et al, 20206 0126 0218 0,000 _—
Govind et al., 2020 0,015 0,500 0,050 _
Hirshberg et al., 2020 0200 0900 0,657
Khan et al, 2020 0,043 0846 0,571
Khan et al, 2020b 0128 0542 0,100 —_—
Liet al, 2020a 0,062 0447 0,022 _—
Liao et al, 2020 0,012 0,487 0,027 _—
Liu et al, 20204 022: 0718 0,782 _
Qiancheng st al., 2020 0,005 0214 0,001 ——
Xu et al., 2020 0,027 0691 0215
ang et al, 2020a 0038 0,451 0,027 _
wang et al, 20206 0230 0856 0,706
Zeng et al, 20206 0026 03282 0,000 _—
Zhu et al,, 2020 0,333 0,889 0,327 _—
0,166 0.354 0,000 e
-1,00 -0,50 0.00 0.50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value l-squared Squared Emor  Variance Tau
Fixed 17 0243 0195 o0z £.985 0.000 35,288 16 0.004 54658 0542 0,332 0153 0.740
Random 17 0242 0166 0354 4304 0.000

Figure 8. Meta-analysis and forest plots for COVID-19 test results in postpartum period at

the first 24 hours

A: Placenta and umbilical cord blood samples (+

Study name Statistics for each study

Event rate and 95% CI

Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Buonsenso et al, 2020 0,500 0,058 0,841 0,000 1,000
Chen et al, 2020a 0,071 0,004 0,577 -1,748 0,081
Chen et al., 2020c 0,083 0,005 0,622 -1,623 0,105
Fan et al., 2020 0,187 0,010 0,806 -1,039 0,299
Khan et al., 2020a 0,125 0,007 0,734 -1,287 0,198
Khan et al., 20200 0,028 0,002 0,322 -2,479 0,013 S E—
Liu et al., 2020c 0,125 0,007 0,734 -1,287 0,198
“vYang et al., 20200 0,083 0,005 0,822 -1,623 0,105
0,114 0,044 0,265 -3,916 0,000
-1,00 -0,50 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Hodel Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2 Tail) Heterageneity Tau-squared
Number P Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value Q-value df (@) P-value I-squared Squared Enor Variance Tau
Fired a 0114 0,044 0.265 3916 0,000 38527 7 0832 0,000 0,000 1.169 1,367 0000
Randam g 0114 0044 0,265 3918 0,000
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% C1
Event Lower Upper
rate lirni limit Z-VWalue p-Value
Buonsenso etal, 2020 0,167 0,010 0806 1039 03298
Chen etal,20z0a 0071 0004  0ST7 1748 0,081
Chen et al, 20200 0125 o007 0734 1287 0188
Fan et al, 2020 0,167 0,010 0,806 -1,039 0,299
Liu et al., 2020b 0,025 0,002 0,258 -2,558 0,011
L et ol z0z0c 012s oo ore  2er  04ss
008« 0030 ozsr 36w 0,000
-1,00 -0,50 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Maodel Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-T Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Humber Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate it it Z-walue P-value Q-value df (Q) wvalue I-squared Squared Error WVariance Tau
Firned E 0,094 0,020 0.257 -2E91 0,000 1,442 g 0,920 0,000 0,000 1.427 2038 0,000
Fandom E 0,094 0,020 0,257 -2E91 0,000
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C: Vaginal swab (+)

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event  Lower Upper
rate limit limit ZValue p-Value
Fan et al., 2020 0,167 0,010 0,806 -1,039 0,299 i i
Liu etal, 2020c 0,125 0,007 0,734 -1,287 0,198
0,144 0,020 0,584 -1,647 0,100 |—_—l—
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
HModel Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Paoint Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Yariance Tau
Fixed 2 0144 0020 0584 -1LE47 0100 0.024 1 0876 0.000 0,000 3313 10,978 0.000
Random 2 0144 o020 0.584 1647 0100
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Buonsenso et al, 2020 0,167 0,010 0,806  -1,03% 0,289
Chen stal, 2020a 0,071 0,004 0577 1748 0,081
Chen et al, 2020c 0,083 0005 0622 1623 0,105
Fan et al., 2020 0167 0010 0,806 1,039 0,209
Liu et al, 2020b 0,025 0002 0,298 2,558 0,011 f—
Liu et al., 2020c 0125 0007 0734 1287 0198
“ang et al, 2020b 0,083 0005 0622 1623 0,105
0087 0,031 0228 4158 0,000 ~na——-
-1,00 -0,50 00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Madel Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies  estimate Timit Timit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value I-squared Squared  Ewor  Variance  Tau
Fived 7 0087 0031 0224 4158 0.000 1333 3 0986 0,000 0.000 1288 1653 0,000
Fandom 7 oos7 0.ox 0.224 4,158 0,000

Figure 9. Meta-analysis and forest plots for COVID-19 test results in postpartum period at
the 2nd-14th day

A: Breast milk (+)

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Buonsenso et al, 2020 0,500 0,058 0,841 0,000 1,000 |
Gidlof et al, 2020 0,187 0,010 0,808 -1,03% 0,299
uetal, 2020 0,333 0,043 0,846 -0,566 0,571
0328 0093 0699 0900 0358 e ——
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fized 3 0328 0093 0,699 0900 0388 0,523 2 0,745 0,000 0,000 1932 373 0,000
Randorn 3 0328 0092 0,699 0900 0368
B: Vaginal swab (+)
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit ~ ZValue p-Value
Gidlof et al, 2020 0,167 0,010 0,806 1,038 0,299 | 1
0,167 0,010 0,306 1,039 0,299 |-—_|—-——
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate  limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value  df(@) P-value I-squared Squared  Enor  Varance  Tau
Fired 1 0167 0o10 0805 -1.033 0293 0,000 i 1.000 0.000 0,000 0,000 0,000 0.000
FRiandom 1 0187 o010 0806 -1.039 0239

18



Figure 10. Meta-analysis and forest plots for admission to intensive care unit of COVID-19

of pregnant women

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper

rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Breslin et al, 2020 0,047 0,012 0,168 4,171 0,000 e
Ferrazzia etal, 2020 0,085 0,036 0,228 4,283 0,000 —_—
Hirshberg et al,, 2020 0,917 0,378 0,995 1623 0,105
Juusela et al, 2020 0,833 0,194 0,990 1,039 0,299
Lietal, 2020a 0,028 0,002 0,336 -2,438 0,015 H—
Liu et al, 2020d 0,077 o011 0,331 -2,287 0,017 ————
Wuetal, 2020a 0,056 0,003 0,505 -1,847 0,052
Zeng et al,, 2020b 0,015 o.0m 0,188 -2,851 0,002 p—

0,122 0,038 0,332 -3,039 0,002 ati——

1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Humber Paint Lower Upper Tau Standard

Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value P-value Q-value df (@] P-value I-squared Squared Enor Variance Tau
Fixed ] 0,057 0,053 0173 6,595 0,000 20,083 7 0,005 E5.144 1.968 1.829 3347 1.403
Random g 0123 0038 033 3033 0,002

Figure 11. Meta-analysis and forest plots for maternal death of COVID-19 of pregnant

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Chen et al., 2020b 0,004 0,000 0,064 -3,858 0,000
Hantoushzadeh et al, 2020 0,778 0421 0,944 1,562 0118 ———+——
0,18 0,000 0,990 0,597 0,550 P ——
4,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity T au-squared
Number Point  Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
HModel Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df(d) P-value |I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fixed 2 0407 0,143 0723 -0.540 0,583 17.037 1 0,000 34130 21253 31940 1020140 4611
Random 2 0113 0,000 0,930 0,557 0,550
A: Low birth weight (<2500 gr)
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Buonsenso etal, 2020 0,500 0,059 0,941 0,000 1,000
Caoetal, 2020 0,182 0,046 0,507 -1924 0,054 e}
Chen etal, 2020a 0,222 0,056 0579 -1562 0118 R B
Gidlofetal, 2020 0,500 0,059 0,941 0,000 1,000
Govind et al,, 2020 0,222 0,056 0579 -1562 0118 e pe sy
Hantoushzadeh etal , 2020 0,500 0,200 0,800 0,000 1,000
Hirshberg et al, 2020 0,875 0,266 0,993 1287 0198 t
Khan etal., 20200 0,176 0,058 0427 -2421 0,015 e
Koumoutsea et al,, 2020 0,167 0,010 0,806 -1039 0299 '
Lietal, 2020a 0,188 0,062 0,447 -22889 0,022 e e
Qiancheng et al., 2020 0,036 0,005 0214 -3236 0,001 H——
Xuetal, 2020 0,200 0,027 0,691 -1240 0215 _—tt
Yuetal, 2020 0,063 0,004 0529 -1854 0,064 i
Zeng etal., 20200 0,030 0,004 0185 -3413 0,001 H—
Zhu etal, 2020 0,700 0,376 0900 1228 0220 e p e——
0,242 0,140 02385 -3310 0,001 -t
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Hodel Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[Q) P-value I-squared Squared Error Yariance Tau
Fized 15 0,250 0175 0,343 4,772 0,000 28,261 14 0012 50,461 0832 0643 0,421 0s12
Randam 15 0242 0140 0,386 -3.310 0,001
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B: Apgar Score in the first minute <7

Study name

Statistics for each study

Event rate and 95% CI

Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-value p-value
Breslin et al., 2020 0026 0002 0310 -2519 0012 H——————-
Buonsenso etal, 2020 0167 0,010 0,806 -1,039 0209 ¥
Cao etal., 2020 0042 0,003 0425 -2170 0030 H——
Chen etal, 2020a 0,050 0,003 0475 -2,029 0042 ]
Chen et al., 20205 0007 0,000 0,103 -3487 0000 —
Chen et al., 2020d 0,100 0,006 0674 -1474 0140 ¥
Fan etal, 2020 0167 0,010 0806 -1039 0299 t
Gidlof etal., 2020 0167 0,010 0806 -1,039 0299 }
Govind et al., 2020 0333 0111 0667 -0980 0327 —_—
Hantoushzadeh etal, 2020 0500 0,200 0,800 0000 1,000
Hirshberg et al., 2020 0333 0043 0846 -0566 0571 +
Khan etal., 2020a 0125 0,007 0734 -1287 0198 }
Khan etal., 2020b 0,050 0,008 0,320 -2600 0,007 ——
Koumoutsea et al., 2020 0500 0,059 0941 0000 1000
Lietal, 2020a 0,020 0,002 0336 -2436 0015 H—
Liu et al., 2020a 0042 0,003 0425 -2170 0030 H—
Liu et al., 2020c 0125 0,007 0734 -1287 0108 +
Liu etal, 2020d 0100 0,014 0467 -2084 0037 —_—
Qiancheng et al., 2020 0,017 0,001 0223 -2834 0005 H—
Wu etal., 20206 0023 0001 0277 -2629 0009 H—
Xu et al, 2020 0,083 0,005 0622 -1,623 0105 +
Yang etal., 20200 0063 0,004 0539 -1854 0064 t
Yu et al, 2020 0,083 0,004 0539 -1854 0,064 t
Zeng etal., 2020a 0071 0004 0577 -1748 0,081 +
Zeng etal, 2020b 0030 0,004 0186 -3413 0,001 H—
Zhu et al., 2020 0,045 0,003 0448 -2103 0035 H—
0111 0,072 0,167 -8527 0,000 -
-1,00 -0,50 0.00 0.50 1.00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Paint Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (4] I-squared Squared Emor Variance Tau
Fized 2 [ARR} norz 0167 8527 0,000 30437 25 0.208 17.882 0343 0546 0,238 0586
Randam % 0,089 0,080 0159 7.980 0,000
Study name _Statistics for each study __Event rate and 95% C1__
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-value p-value
Breslin etal., 2020 0,026 0,002 0,310 -2518 0012 H—
Buonsenso etal, 2020 0,167 0,010 0,806 -1,038 0,200 ¥
Cao etal., 2020 0042 0,003 0425 -2170 0,030 H—
Chen etal, 2020a 0050 0,003 0475 -2029 0042 ——
Chen et al., 2020c 0083 0,005 0622 -1623 0,105
Chen et al., 2020d 0,100 0,006 0,674 -1474 0,140 +
Fan etal, 2020 0,167 0,010 0,806 -1,038 0,200 +
Ferrazzia etal., 2020 0,048 0,012 0,171 -4,135 0,000 ¥
Gidlof et al, 2020 0167 0,010 0,806 -1032 0299 t
Govind et al., 2020 01711 0,015 0,500 -1961 0,050 —_—
Hantoushzadeh etal, 2020 0,500 0,200 0,800 0,000 1,000 E—
Hirshberg et al., 2020 0,333 0,043 0846 -0,566 0,571 +
Khan et al., 2020a 0,125 0,007 0,734 -1,257 0,195 +
Khan et al., 20200 0059 0,008 0320 -2690 0007 ——
Koumeuisea et al., 2020 0500 0,059 0941 0000 1000
Lietal, 2020a 0029 0,002 0336 -2436 0015 H—
Liu et al., 2020a 0042 0,003 0425 -2170 0,030 H—
Liu et al., 2020c 0,125 0,007 0,734 -1,257 0,195 +
Liu etal., 20204 0,100 0,014 0,457 2,084 0,037 .
Qiancheng et al., 2020 0017 0,001 0223 -2,834 0005 —
Wu etal., 20200 0023 0,001 0277 -2629 0009 H—
Xu etal., 2020 0083 0,005 0622 -1623 0,105
Yang etal, 2020b 0083 0,004 0539 -1,854 0,064 t
Yu et al., 2020 0,063 0,004 0,539 1,854 0,064 t
Zeng etal, 2020a 0,071 0,004 0577 -1,748 0,081 $
Zeng etal,, 20200 0030 0004 0,186 -3,413 0,001 H—
Zhu et al., 2020 0045 0,003 0448 -2103 0035 H—
0094 0,061 0,142 -9.490 0,000 L
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Paint Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate Z-value  P-value Q-value df(@) P-value I-squared Squared  Emor  Variance Tau
Fived 27 0,034 0,081 0142 -3.450 0,000 23538 26 0,802 0,000 0,000 0,434 0188 0,000
Random 27 0034 0081 0142 -a.4390 0.000
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Buonsenso et al, 2020 0,500 0,059 0,941 0,000 1,000
Caoetal, 2020 0,182 0,046 0,507 -1,924 0,054 D
Chen etal, 2020a 0,222 0,056 0579 -1562 0,118 —_— 1
Juusela etal, 2020 0,500 0,059 0,941 0,000 1,000
Koumoutsea etal, 2020 0,500 0058 0,841 0,000 1,000
Lietal, 2020a 0,125 0,031 0,386 -2,574 0,010 e
Liu et al, 2020a 0,042 0,003 0,425 -2170 0,030 H—
Liu etal., 20200 0,025 0,002 0,298 -2,558 0,011 H———
Liu etal., 2020c 0,323 0,042 0,846 -0,566 0,571 }
Liuetal, 2020d 0,200 0,100 0,624 1,228 0,220 _—t
Wu etal, 2020a 0,125 0,017 0537 -1,820 0,069 e a e
Zeng et al, 20200 0,020 0,004 0,186 -3,413 0,001 H—
Zhu etal., 2020 0,600 0,297 0,842 0,628 0,520 —
0,220 0,151 0,323 4,501 0,000 ~sali——
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
HNumber Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df [Q) P-value I-squared Squared Emor  Variance Tau
Fised 13 0.230 0151 0333 4591 0,000 20125 12 0,065 40,373 0823 053 0427 0733
Random 13 0212 o1e 0,352 -3662 0,000
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E: Foetal asphyxia

Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Cao etal, 2020 0042 0003 0425 -2170 0030 e
Chen etal, 2020a 0,050 0,003 0475 -2,029 0042 H—
Chen etal., 2020b 0,007 0000 0103 -3487 0000 —
Liao etal., 2020 0045 0003 0448 -2103 0035 H—
Liuetal, 2020a 0042 0,003 0425 -2170 0030 H———
Qianchengetal, 2020 0017 0001 0223 -2834 0005 —
Wu etal,, 2020b 0048 0,007 0271 -2924 0003 —+—
Xu etal, 2020 0083 0,005 0622 -1623 0,105 t
Zengetal, 20200 0061 0015 0212 -3757 0,000 -+
Zhu etal,, 2020 0045 0,003 0448 -2103 0035 H—
0042 0020 0085 -B078 0000 »
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Humber Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fired 10 0.042 0020 0028 078 0,000 2822 El 0977 0,000 0,000 0741 0543 0,000
Random 10 0.042 0020 0028 078 0,000
F: Newborn admission to ICU
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Breslin et al., 2020 0,167 0,055 0409 -2545 00M —_—t
Chen et al., 2020d 0500 0123 0877 0000 1,000
Ferrazzia et al., 2020 0,071 0,023 0199 -47281 0,000 —+—
Gidlofetal., 2020 0500 0,059 0041 0000 1,000
Gaovind et al., 2020 0,222 0,056 0579 -1562 0,118 s e
Khan etal, 2020a 0333 0043 0846 -0566 0571 t
Liu et al, 20200 0,975 0,702 0,998 2558 0,011 —H
Liuetal, 2020c 0,333 0,043 0846 -0566 0571 }
Qianchengetal, 2020 0017 0001 0223 -2834 0,005 —
Yang et al,, 20200 0714 0327 00928 1095 0273 e e
Zengetal, 20200 0,091 0030 0247 -3803 0,000 -+
0283 0128 0515 -1841 0066 -—=au i m——
-1,00 -0,50 0.00 050 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
MNumber Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-yalue  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fined 1 0215 0141 033 -4.893 0.000 k<AL 10 0,000 63,873 1.800 1.261 1589 1,342
Randam n 0.283 0128 0515 1,841 0,065
Figure 13. Meta-analysis and forest plots for neonatal death
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Caoetal, 2020 0,042 0003 0425 -2170 0,030 H—
Chen etal,, 2020a 0,050 0003 0475 -2029 0042 e
Chen etal,, 2020b 0,007 0000 0103 -3487 0,000 —
Hantoushzadeh etal, 2020 0222 0056 0579 -1562 0,118 _—t
Khan et al., 2020a 0125 0007 0734 -1287 0,198 :
Khan et al., 20200 0028 0002 02322 -2479 0013 H—
Liuetal, 2020a 0,042 0003 0425 -2170 0,030 H—————
Liuetal, 2020d 0,100 0014 0467 -2084 0,037 D
Qiancheng etal., 2020 0,017 0001 0223 -2834 0,005 —
Xuetal, 2020 0,083 0005 0622 -1623 0,105 }
Zeng etal, 2020b 0015 0001 0196 -2951 0,002 —
Zhu etal., 2020 0100 0014 0467 -2084 0037 —_— e
0084 0033 0122 -7411 0,000 -
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null [2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fived 12 0,064 0,032 012z .41 0,000 9,079 n 015 0,000 0,000 0684 0.462 0,000
Random 12 0,064 0,033 0122 41 0,000
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Figure 14. Meta-analysis and forest plots for intrauterine death

Study name

Statistics for each study

Event rate and 95% CI

Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Chen stal, 2020a 0050 0003 0475 -2,029 0,042 H—
Hantoushzadeh etal, 2020 0,222 0056 0579 -1562 0,118 _—
Qiancheng etal., 2020 0,017 0001 0,222 -2,834 0,005 —
Xu etal, 2020 0,083 0005 0622 -1623 0105
Zeng et al,, 20200 0,015 0001 0196 -2,951 0,003 —
0,080 0029 0198 -4564 0,000 A
-1,00 -0,50 0.00 0.50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterageneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau Standard
Model Studies estimate Timit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fined ] 0.080 0.023 0138 -4 564 0.000 5111 4 0.276 21.738 0.442 1.445 2,087 0EES
Random 5 0,068 0,021 0201 4144 0,000
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Breslin et al., 2020 0974 0690 0998 2519 0012 —_—]
Buonsenso stal., 2020 0,500 0,059 0941 0000 1,000
Chen etal,, 2 0,083 0,005 0622 -1,623 0,105 ¥
Fan etal, 2020 0167 0010 0806 -1.039 0,299
Ferrazzia et al, 2020 0262 0151 0414 -2952 0,003 —
Gidlof et al,, 2020 0,833 0194 0990 1,039 0,299 ¥
Govind et al., 2020 0,050 0003 0475 -2029 0,042 -
Koumoutsea stal, 2020 0,500 0,059 0941 0000 1,000
Liu etal, 2020c 0,125 0,007 0734 -1,257 0,198 4
0,260 0148 0,646 -0,958 0.338 e ——
-1.00 -0,50 0,00 0,50 1.00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Paint Lower Upp! Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate  limit Timit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value |-squared Squared  Emor  Varance  Tau
Fired 9 0,300 0135 0,431 291 0,004 17,160 8 0,028 53,379 1,506 1614 2605 1.227
Randorn 3 0,360 0148 0646 -0.958 0338
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-value p-value
Buonsensoetal, 2020 0,833 0,194 0990 1,039 0299
Chen etal, 2020d 0,900 0,326 0994 1474 0,140
Gidlof et al,, 2020 0,833 0,194 0990 1,039 0,299
0,860 0,521 0972 2,057 0,040 R — e
-1,00 -0,50 0,00 0.50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 99% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value  df (Q) value |-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fived 3 0860 0521 0872 2,087 0,040 o101 2 0,951 0,000 0,000 27333 5472 0,000
Random 3 0860 0521 0872 2,087 0.040
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  ZValue p-Value
Buonsenso ef al, 2020 0,833 194 0,990 1,038 0,299
Chen et al, 20204 0,900 326 0,994 1,474 0,140
Fan et al., 2020 0,833 194 0,990 1,039 0,209
Govind et al., 2020 0,950 0,997 2,029 0,042 _
Juusela et al., 2020 0,333 194 0,990 1,039 0,299
Khan et al., 2020a 0,667 154 0,957 0,568 0,571
Liet al, 2020a 0,875 .266 0,993 1,287 0198
Liao et al, 2020 0,938 481 0,996 1,854 0,064
Liu et al, 20206 0,975 702 0,998 0,011 —
Liu et al.,, 2020c 0,333 043 0,846 0,571
Xu et al, 2020 0917 378 0,995 0.105
Yang et al, 2020a 0,976 713 0,999 0,009 R
ang et al., 20200 0917 378 0,995 0,105
Zeng et al, 2020a 0,929 423 0,996 0,081
0,880 776 0,940 0,000
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower  Upp Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df[@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fixed 14 0880 0776 0.940 5191 0.000 9918 13 o070 0.000 0.000 0813 0,660 0.000
Randomn 14 0880 0776 0,340 5131 0,000
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D: Isolated with mother

Study name

Statistics for each study

Event rate and 95% CI

Event Lower Upper

rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Bresin et al, 2020 0,974 0,680 0998 2,519 0,012 —_—
Ferrazzia et al, 2020 0,286 0,170 0438 2,883 0,007 —_—
Gidlof et al., 2020 0,833 0,194 0890 1,039 0,299

0,767 0,141 0,985 0,779 0,438 e ———————

-1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Humber Point  Lower  Upper Tau  Standard

Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value di [A) P-value |-squared Squared Enor Variance Tau
Fized 3 0381 0230 0516 1763 0078 11517 2 0,003 82634 6673 7.358 54,134 2382
Random 3 0787 0141 0988 0.7 0438

Figure 16. Meta-analysis and forest plots for COVID-19 Test outcomes of new-borns at the
first 24 hours
A: RT-PCR (+)

Madel Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value df (@) P-value |-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fixed 26 0,078 0,050 onz 10581 0,000 GE47 25 1.000 0,000 0000 047 0174 0,000
Random 26 0,078 0,050 AR -10581 0,000
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower u
rate limit p-Value
Bresiin et al., 2020 0,026 0,002 0,012 —
Buonsenso et al, 2020 0,167 0,010 0,298
Cao et al, 2020 0,083 0,105
Chen et al, 2020a 0.071 0.081
Chen et al., 20206 0,058 0,052
Chen et al, 2020c 0,083 0,105
Fan et al, 2020 0,167 0,299
Ferrazzid et al., 2020 0,071 0,000 —_—
GigloT et al, 2020 0,187 0,299
Govind et al, 2020 0,111 0,050 _— ]
Hantoushzadeh et al, 2020 0,071 0,081
Hirshberg et al., 2020 0,125 0,198
Khan et al, 2020a 0,125 0,198
Khan et al., 20206 0,118 o0.007 —_—t
Liao et al., 2020 0,063 0,064
Liu et al., 20200 0,025 0,011 p—
Liu et al., 2020c 0,125 0,198
Liu et al, 2020a 0,045 0,035 _-—
Qiancheng et al, 2020 0,017 0,005 p—
Wu et al., 2020b 0,100 0,140
Xu et al, 2020 0,083 0,105
“ang et al, 2020a 0,024 0,008 H—
ang et al, 2020b 0,083 0,105
Zeng et al, 2020a 0.071 0,081
Zeng et al, 20200 0,091 0,000 —_—
Znu et al, 2020 0,045 0,035
0,078 0,000 -
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Buonsenso etal, 2020 0,167 0,010 0,806 1,039 0,299 | i
Zeng et al, 2020a 0,333 0084 0732 -0,800 0,423 |
0,287 0,084 0838 1206 0,228 ———4——
-1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Madel Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value di[@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Vaiiance Tau
Fived 2 0,287 0,084 0,633 -1.206 0228 0267 1 0,606 0,000 0,000 2227 4961 0,000
Random 2 0,287 0,084 0,633 -1.206 0228
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  ZValue p-Value
Bucnsenso et al, 2020 0,500 0,059 0,941 0,000 1,000
Zeng et al, 20202 0,333 0084 0732 0800 0,423
0,377 0,124 0720 0883 0,495 —— e ————
-1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1.00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower Upper Tau  Standard
HModel Studies estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value di (@) P-value I-squared Squared Error Variance Tau
Fixed 2 0377 0124 0720 0683 0435 0175 1 0,676 0,000 0,000 1545 378 0,000
Random 2 0377 0124 0720 0683 0435
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Figure 17. Meta-analysis and forest plots for COVID-19 Test outcomes of new-borns at the

2nd-14th day
A: RT-PCR (+)

Study name Statistics for each study

Event rate and 85% CI

Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Buonsenso et al, 2020 0,500 0,058 0,541 0,000 1,000
Caoetal, 2020 0,042 0,003 0,425 -2,170 0,030 —
Chen et al., 2020d 0,125 0,007 0,734 -1,287 0,198
Gidlof et al,, 2020 0,167 0,010 0,808 -1,038 0,299 +
Lietal, 2020a 0,125 0,007 0,734 -1,287 0,198
Liao et al.,, 2020 0,083 0,004 0,539 -1,854 0,084
Qiancheng et al, 2020 0,017 0,001 0,223 -2,834 0,008 —
“rang et al., 20200 0,083 0,005 0,622 -1,623 0,108
0,097 0,037 0,230 -4,285 0,000 i
4,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95 interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate limit limit Z-value  P-value Q-value  df () I-squared Squared  Emor  Variance  Tau
Fived 3 0,087 0037 0,230 4,285 0,000 4346 7 0,000 0,000 1,180 1,345 0,000
Random S 0097 0037 0,230 4285 0,000
B: Abnormal chest x-ray/CT
Study name Statistics for each study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit  Z-Value p-Value
Chenetal,2020d 0250 0,034 0,762 -0,951 0,341
Fanetal, 2020 0,500 0,059 0,941 0,000 1,000
Liao etal, 2020 0,143 0,020 0,581 -1,659 0,097 —_—t————
Livetal, 20200 0,118 0,030 0,388 -2.677 0,007 —_—t
Zhuetal,, 2020 0,700 0,376 0,900 1,228 0,220 —_—tt
0,311 0,109 0624  -1,199 0,231 ~—e e ———
1,00 0,50 0,00 0,50 1,00
Favours A Favours B
Model Effect size and 95% interval Test of null (2-Tail) Heterogeneity Tau-squared
Number Point Lower  Upper Tau  Standard
Model Studies  estimate  fimit Timit Zvalue  P-value Q-value df(@) P-value I-squared Squared  Emor  Variance  Tau
Fiked 5 0333 0183 0527 1633 0,091 9464 4 57736 1227 1557 2424 1108
Random 5 031 0,103 0624 1183 0,231
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