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eAppendix 1: Search terms

(Depressive disorder/drug therapy OR antidepressive agent* OR antidepressant* OR Selective
serotonin reuptake inhibitor* OR SSRI* OR serotonin uptake inhibitor*

OR serotonin OR fluoxetine OR citalopram OR paroxetine OR sertraline OR fluvoxamine OR
escitalopram OR vortioxetine OR

Serotonin norepinephrine reuptake inhibitor* OR SNRI* OR duloxetine OR levomilnacipran OR
venlafaxine OR desvenlafaxine OR milnacipran OR Tricyclic antidepressant*

OR TCA™* OR amitriptyline OR doxepin OR imipramine OR Trimipramine OR nortriptyline OR
amoxapine OR desipramine OR protriptyline

OR clomipramine OR dosulepin OR lofepramine OR Monoamine oxidase inhibitor* OR
MAOI* OR MAO inhibitor* OR isocarboxazid

OR phenelzine OR selegiline OR tranylcypromine OR moclobemide OR Trazodone OR
nefazodone OR mirtazapine OR bupropion

OR vilazodone OR agomelatine OR mianserin OR reboxetine OR flupentixol OR maprotiline)
AND (pregnant women OR pregnant woman OR pregnan* OR pregnancy complications/drug
therapy)

AND (ADHD* OR attention deficit* OR hyperactivity disorder* OR attention deficit
hyperactivity disorder* OR hyperkinetic* OR hyperactiv* OR inattent* OR impulsi*)



eTable 2: Quality assessment by Newcastle-Ottawa Scale

Study Study Design | Selection | Comparability Exposure/Outcome Total
Boukhris 2017 Cohort Fokokk ok * 7
Castro 2016 Case-control ** ** il 7
Clements 2015 Case-control *x ok Fkk 7
Figueroa 2010 Case-control Fkkx ** foled 8
Laugesen 2013 Cohort faleiai ** * 7
Malm 2016 Cohort Fokokk ok * 7
Man 2017 Cohort falalalel *x faleka 9
Sujan 2017 Cohort lalaieded o * 7




eFigure 1a: Prenatal antidepressants user vs non-user (crude estimate)

Risk Ratio
E Weight IV, Random, 95% CI

un

Study or Subgroup  log[Risk Ratio]

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

1.1.1 Cohort

Eoukhrig 2017 06206 005958 231% 1.86 [1.66, 2.09]
Laugesen 2012 06931 00829 16.45% 2.00([1.70,2.39]
Malm 2016 09632 01227 97% 262206 3.37]
Man 2017 08154 01166 10.5% 226[1.80, 2.84]
Sujan 2017 0.793 0.0399 301% 2.21[2.04, 2.39]
Subtotal (95% CI) 89.9% 2.13[1.92, 2.36]

Heterageneity: Tau®=0.01; Chi*= 9.69, df= 4 (P = 0.09); F= 59%
Testfor overall effect: Z=14.43 (F < 0.000071)

1.1.2 Case-control

Clements 2015 08329 01748  54% 230[1.63, 3.24]
Figueroa 2010 08416 0192 46% 2.32[1.59, 3.39]
Subtotal (95% CI) 10.1% 2.31[1.79, 2.97]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.00, df=1 {P=097); F=0%
Test for averall effect £=6.47 (P = 0.00001)

Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 2.14[1.96, 2.33]
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*=1012, di=6{P=012), F=41%

Test for overall effect £=17.29 (P = 0.00001)

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi®= 035, df=1 (P = 0.55), F= 0%
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Risk Ratio
IV, Random. 95% ClI

Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup __ log[Risk Ratio] SE Weight IV. Random, 95% Cl
21.1 Cohort
Malm 2016 0.7561 01396 21.4% 213162, 2.80]
Man 2017 1.0682 011 241% 2.81 [2.35,3.61]
Sujan 2017 0.8587 01937 167% 236 [1.61,3.45]
Subtotal (95% CI) 62.2% 2.50 [2.03, 3.07]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.01; Chi*= 3.26, df= 2 (P = 0.20); F= 39%
Test for overall effect Z=8.71 (P = 0.00001)

2.1.2 Case-control

Clements 2015 047 01339 21.9% T.60[1.23,2.08]
Figueroa 2010 0.764 0.2046 159% 215([1.44,3.21]
Subtotal (95% CI) 37.8% 1.78 [1.35, 2.35]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.01; Chi*=1.44 df=1 (P=0.23),F=31%
Testfor overall effect Z=4.08 (P = 0.0001)

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 2.20 [1.75, 2.77]
Heterageneity: Tau®=0.05; Chi*=12.22, df=4 (P=002) F=6T%
Test for overall effect Z=6.70 {F = 0.00001)

Testfor subgroup differences: Chif= 372, df=1{P=008), F=73.1%
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eFigure 1b: Previous antidepressants user vs non-user (crude estimate)



eFigure 1c: Maternal psychiatric conditions (crude estimate)

Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup _ log[Risk Ratio] SE _ Weight IV, Random, 95% CI
3.1.1 Cohort
Boukhris 2017 0.5596 0.0284 21.9% 1.75 [1.66,1.89]
Malm 2016 0.9584 01282 187% 2.61[2.03, 3.36]
bian 2017 06728 0086 204% 1.96 [1.66, 2.32]
Subtotal (95% CI) 61.1% 2.01[1.65, 2.45]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.02;, Chi®=10.37, df= 2 (F = 0.006);, F=81%
Testfor overall effect: 2= 6.89 (P = 0.00001)

3.1.2 Case-control

Clements 2015 0.8108 01024 19.8% 2.25[1.84,2.79]
Figueroa 2010 1.4351 01206 19.1% 4.20[3.32,8.32)
Subtotal (95% CI) 38.9% 3.06 [1.66, 5.65]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 018, Chi®= 1857, df=1 (F = 0.0001); F= 94%
Test for owverall effect: 2= 3.59 (P =0.0003)

Total (95% C1) 100.0% 2.40 [1.81,3.17]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.09; Chi®= 60.60, df= 4 (P = 0.00001); F= 93%
Testfor averall effect: Z=6.14 (P = 0.00001)

Testfor subaroup differences: Chi*=1.65, df=1 (P = 0.200, F= 349.2%

eFigure 2a: First trimester antidepressants user vs non-user (adjusted estimate)
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Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  log[Risk Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI
5.2.1 Cohort

Boukhris 2017 0 0093 21.0% 1.00[0.83,1.200
Laugesen 2013 01823 00786 221% 1.20[1.03,1.40]
Man 2017 0.3577 01582 16.1% 1.43[1.05, 1.99]
Sujan 2017 04574 00403 24.3% 1.58[1.46,1.71]
Subtotal (95% CI) 83.4% 1.28 [1.02, 1.62]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.05; Chi*= 25.82, df= 3 (F = 0.0001); F= 88%
Test for overall effect: Z= 210 (P = 0.04)

5.2.2 Case-control

Clements 2015 0702 02691 9.5% 2.03[1.20,3.44]
Figueroa 2010 05188 03382 7.0% 1.68 [0.87, 3.26]
Subtotal (95% CI) 16.6% 1.89 [1.25, 2.85]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0,18, df=1 (P = 0.66);, F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=3.01 (F=0.003)

Total {95% ClI) 100.0% 1.37 [1.11, 1.68]
Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.04; Chif= 2781, df=5 (P = 0.0001), F=82%

Test for overall effect 7= 296 (P=0.003)

Test for subaroup differences: Chif= 253, df=1{P=011), F=605%

eFigure 2b: Second trimester antidepressants user vs non-user (adjusted estimate)
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Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 85% CI
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6.2.1 Cohort

Boukhris 2017 0.2624 01059 39.4% 1.30[1.06, 1.60]
Laugesen 2013 0.40585 02398 16.0% 1.50 [0.94, 2.40]
Man 2017 0.4085 01692 Z54% 1.80[1.08, 2.09]
Subtotal (95% CI) 80.9% 1.37 [1.16, 1.62]

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.68, df=2 (F=0.71); F= 0%
Testfor averall effect: £=3.75 (P = 0.0002)

6.2.2 Case-control
Clements 2015 -0.0202 0.275

1.1537 0.4263

13.0%  0.93[0.57,1.68]

Figueroa 2010 6.2% 3AT.A7, 7.3
Subtotal (95% CI) 19.1% 1.68 [0.54, 5.30]
Heterogeneity, Tau® = 0.56, Chi*= 535, df=1(P=0.02), F=81%

Testfor overall effect: Z=0.88 (P =0.37)

Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 1.40 [1.13,1.75]
Heterogeneity, Tau® = 0.02; Chi*= 6.03, di=4 (F = 0.20), F= 34%

Testfor averall effect: Z=3.05 (P =0.002)

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*=012, df=1(P=073), F=0%
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eFigure 2c: Third trimester antidepressants user vs non-user (adjusted estimate)

Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Risk Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
7.2.1 Cohort
EBoukhris 2017 0.2624 01059 37.8%  1.30[1.06,1.60] —-—
Laugesen 2013 -0.2231 04675  T.8%  0.80[0.32, 2.00] —
Man 2017 0.3577 0166 28.1%  1.43[1.03,1.95] —a—
Subtotal (95% CI) 74.8%  1.31[1.11, 1.56] -

Heterogeneity, Tau®=0.00; Chi*=1.40, df= 2 (P =050, F=0%
Test for averall effect 2= 310{F=0.002)

7.2.2 Case-control

Clements 2015 0.2646 02606 18.5%  1.29[0.77, 2.14] ——
Figueroa 2010 40217 0A11 67%  0.36[0.13, 0.88]
Subtotal (95% CI) 25.2%  0.74[0.21, 2.54] — e —

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 065, Chi®= 4,85, df=1 {(P=0.03}; F= 80%
Testfor overall effect Z=048{F=063)

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.18 [0.89, 1.56] ?—
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.04; Chi*=7.63, df= 4 (F=0.11); F= 48% 052 IZIIS i é %
Testfor overall effect 2=1.15 (P =0.23) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Testfor subaroup differences: Chi*= 0.82, df=1 (P = 0.36), F=0%

eFigure 3a: Sensitivity analysis of prenatal antidepressants user vs non-user (crude
estimate)

Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log[Risk Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
1.3.1 Cohort
Boukhris 2017 06206 00595 1958% 1.86 [1.66, 2.09] -
Laugesen 2013 06931 00829 17.2% 2000170, 2.39] -
hdalm 2016 09632 01227 13.3% 262 [2.06,3.33] -
Man 2017 08184 01166 13.9% 226 1[1.80, 2.84] -
Sujan 2017 0793 00399 21.2% 221 [2.04,2.35] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 85.1% 213 [1.92, 2.36] L 2

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi®= 9.64, df=4 (F = 0.08); F=59%
Test for overall effect Z=14.43 (P = 0.00001)

1.3.2 Case-control

Castro 2016 -0.0943 0227 6.6% 0.91[0.58,1.42]
Figueroa 2010 08416 0192 8.3% 2.3201.59, 3.38]
Subtotal (95% CI) 14.9% 1.46 [0.59, 3.66] e —

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.34%; Chi®= 991, df=1 (F = 0,002} F=90%
Test for overall effect Z=0.82 (P=0.41)

Total {95% CI) 100.0%  2.04 [1.78, 2.34] &
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.02; Chi*= 23.63, df = 6 (P = 0.0008); F= 75% D’2 D’5 ; 2 L
Test for overall effec.t: Z=10.28 (F'_=: n.ooooty Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Testfor subgroup differences; Chif= 063, di=1(F=043), F=0%

eFigure 3b: Sensitivity analysis of prenatal antidepressants user vs non-user (adjusted
estimate)



Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log[Risk Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.4.1 Cohort
Boukhris 2017 01823 00786 186% 1.201[1.03, 1.40] el
Laugesen 2013 01823 00444 217% 1.20[1.10,1.31] -
Malm 2016 04068 01366 13.1% 1.66[1.27, 217] -
Man 2017 03293 01375 13.0% 1.39[1.06, 1.82] -
Sujan 2017 04574 00403 22.0% 1.58[1.46,1.71] o+
Subtotal (95% Cl) 88.3% 1.38 [1.18, 1.61] &
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.02; Chi*= 2618, df= 4 {F = 0.0001); F= 85%
Test for averall effect Z=4.00 (P = 0.0001)
1.4.2 Case-control
Castro 2016 -0.0305 02833 5.3% 0.97 [0.56, 1.64] - 1T
Figuerna 2010 01484 02491 f.4% 1161[0.71,1.84 -1
SL?blotal {95% CI) 11.7% 1.07 [[n.u, 1.55]] o
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 022, df=1 (F=0.64) F=0%
Testfor averall effect Z=0.38(F =071}
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.34 [1.16, 1.55] &
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.02; Chi*= 2818, df= 6 (P = 0.0001); F=79% sz D!ﬁ 1 ﬁ :'5

Test far overall effect: = 3.82 (P = 0.0001)
Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*=1.91,df=1 (P =022, F=33.9%

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]



eFigure 4a: Sensitivity analysis of previous antidepressants

user vs non-user (crude

estimate)
Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  log[Risk Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% ClI
2.3.1 Cohort
Malm 2018 0.7561 01396 21.2% 213[1.62 280
Man 2017 1.0682 011 226% 291 [235, 361]
Sujan 2017 0.8587 01937 18.3% 2.36[1.61,3.49)]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 62.1% 2.50 [2.03, 3.07]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi*= 3.26, df= 2 (P =0.20);, F= 39%
Testfor overall effect, Z=3.71 (P = 0.00001)

2.3.2 Case-control

Castro 2016 01985 01602 201% 1.22[0.89, 1.67]
Figueroa 2010 0.764 02046 17.7% 214[1.44 3.21]
Subtotal (95% CI) 37.9% 1.60 [0.92, 2.77]

Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.13; Chi*=4.73, df=1 (P =0.03), F=79%
Testfor overall effect, Z=1.66 (P=0.10})

Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 2.09 [1.53, 2.83]
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.10; Chi®= 20.21, df= 4 {F = 0.0005); IF= 80%

Test for overall effect Z=4.70 (P = 0.000013

Testfor subaroup differences: Chif= 222, df=1{F=014), F=55.0%

eFigure 4b: Sensitivity analysis of previous antidepressants user vs non-user (adjusted
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Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

estimate)
Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  log[Risk Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl
2.4.1 Cohort
Malm 2016 04247 014588 247% 1.69 [1.27, 2.25]
Man 2017 058653 01365 27.0% 1.76[1.35, 2.30]
Sujan 2017 07372 016 21.7% 2.09[1.53, 2.86]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 73.5% 1.82 [1.54, 2.15]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.07, df= 2 (F= 0459 F=0%
Test for overall effect Z=7.09 (P = 0.00001)

2.4.2 Case-control

Castro 2016 04055 01954 16.1% 1.50[1.02, 2.20]
Figueroa 2010 00677 0.2543 10.4% 1.07 [0.65, 1.76]
Subtotal (95% CI) 26.5% 1.32 [0.95, 1.82]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi*=111, df =1 (F= 029} F=10%
Test for overall effect Z=1.68 (P = 0.09)

Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 1.67 [1.41, 1.99]
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.01; Chi*=9.45, di= 4 (F=0.24) F=27%

Test for overall effect: Z=5.82 (P = 0.00001)

Testfor subgroup differences: Chif= 3.07, di=1(F=0.08), F=67.4%
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eFigure 5a: Sensitivity analysis of maternal psychiatric conditions (crude estimate)

Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  log[Risk Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI

3.3.1 Cohort

Boukhris 2017 05596 0.0284 21.6% 1.75[1.66, 1.89]
dalm 2016 0.9594 01282 19.4% 2.61 [2.03, 3.36]
Man 2017 06729 0086 206% 1.96 [1.66, 2.32]
Subtotal (95% CI) 61.6% 2.01 [1.65, 2.45]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.02; Chi*=10.37, df= 2 (P = 0.006Y; F=81%
Test far overall effect: Z= 688 (P = 0.00001)

3.3.2 Case-control

Castro 2016 -0.0101 01429 18.8% 0.99[0.75,1.31]
Figueroa 2010 1.43591 012068 19.6% 4.20[2.32,5.37]
Subtotal (95% CI) 38.4% 2.04 [0.50, 8.42]

Heterogeneity: Tau*=1.03; Chi*=59.73, df=1 (P = 0.00001}), F= 98%
Test far overall effect Z= 088 (P =034

Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 2.06 [1.48, 2.88]
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.13; Chi*=TE.72, df=4 (P = 0.00001}), F=95%
Testfor overall effect, Z= 426 (P = 0.0001)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=0.00, df=1 (P =088 F=0%

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% Cl
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eFigure 5b: Sensitivity analysis of maternal psychiatric conditions (adjusted estimate)

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% Cl

Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log[Risk Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI
3.4.1 Cohort
Boukhris 2017 0.3365 00249 241% 1.401[1.33,1.47]
Malm 2016 05306 01408 185% 1.70[1.29, 2.24]
Man 2017 06098 00865 21.7% 1.84[1.55 2.148]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 64.3% 1.61 [1.31, 1.98]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.03; Chi*=10.69, df= 2 (P =0.005%; F=81%
Test far overall effect: Z= 4 51 (P = 0.000017

3.4.2 Case-control

Castro 2016 0.0583 01771 16.2% 1.06 [0.75, 1.590]
Figueroa 2010 09472 0124 19.5% 268 [2.02 3.29]
Subtotal (95% CI) 35.7% 1.67 [0.70, 3.99]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.37; Chi*=16.93, df=1 {F = 0.0001); IF= 94%
Test far overall effect Z=1158 (P =025)

Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 1.66 [1.30, 2.11]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.06; Chi®*= 3551, df=4 (P = 0.00001}); = 89%
Testfor overall effect; Z= 411 (P = 0.0001)

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*=0.01,df=1 (P =084} F=0%
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eFigure 6a: Sensitivity analysis: first trimester antidepressants user vs non-user (adjusted
estimate)

Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Risk Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
5.4.1 Cohort
Boukhris 2017 0 0093 21.8% 1.00[0.83,1.20] i
Laugesen 2013 01823 00787 227% 1.20[1.03,1.40] =
Man 2017 03577 01582 16.9% 1.43[1.05,1.95] —
Sujan 2017 04574 0.0403 248% 1.58 [1.46,1.71] -
Subtotal (95% Cl) 86.3% 1.28 [1.02,1.62] -

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.05; Chi*= 25.81, df= 3 (P = 0.0001); F= 858%
Testfor averall effect Z= 210 (P =0.04)

5.4.2 Case-control

Castro 2016 -0.3711 03828 B1% 0.69[0.32,1.49] — 71
Figueroa 2010 0.5188 03382 7EB% 1.68[0.87, 3.26] T
Subtotal (95% Cl) 13.7% 1.10 [0.46, 2.63] ————

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.26; Chi®= 295 df=1 (P=0.09); F= 66%
Testfor overall effect Z=0.22 (P=0.83)

Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 1.26 [1.01,1.57] [
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.05; Chi*= 29.41, df= 5 (P = 0.0001); F= 83% 052 DIS é é
Testfor overall effect 2= 2.08 (P = 0.04) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi= 011, df=1 (P = 0.74), F= 0%

eFigure 6b: Sensitivity analysis: second trimester antidepressants user vs non-user
(adjusted estimate)

Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log[Risk Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
6.4.1 Cohort
Boukhris 2017 0.2624 01059 47.9% 1.30[1.06, 1.60] —
Laugesen 2013 04055 0.2398 14.5% 1.50[0.94, 2.40] T
Man 2017 04055 01692 257% 1.50[1.08, 2.09] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 88.1% 1.37 [1.16, 1.62] L 2

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*= 068, df=2{(F=071), F=0%
Test for overall effect: £=3.75 (P = 0.0002)

6.4.2 Case-control

Castro 2016 01044 03628 6.9% 1.1 [0.55, 2.26] —_—t
Figueroa 2010 11537 04263 50%  317[1.37,7.31] S Em—
Subtotal (95% CI) 11.9%  1.83[0.66,5.12] ——r—

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.39; Chi*= 351, df=1 (P=0.08), F=72%
Testfor averall effect Z=1.15 (P = 0.24)

Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 1.42 [1.18,1.73] <
Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.01; Chi®= 482 df=4 {(P=0.31); F=17% 052 DIS é é
Testfor overall effect Z= 361 (P = 0.0003) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*=0.30, df=1 (P = 0.59), F=0%

eFigure 6¢: Sensitivity analysis: third trimester antidepressants user vs non-user (adjusted
estimate)

Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log[Risk Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
7.4.1 Cohort
Baoukhris 2017 0.2624 010599 366% 1.30 [1.06, 1.60] ——
Laugesen 2013 -0.2231 04675 10.6% 0.80[0.32, 2.00] — T
Man 2017 0.3577 0166 30.6% 1.43[1.03,1.98] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 77.8% 1.31 [1.11, 1.56] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.40, df= 2 {F = 0.50); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=310 (P =0.002)
7.4.2 Case-control
Castro 2016 -0.3147 04067 13.0% 0.731[0.33,1.62] e
Figueraa 2010 S1.0217 0 0an 9.2% 036 013,088 @ ———————————
Subtotal (95% CI) 22.2% 0.55[0.28,1.08] ——e
Heterogeneity. Tau®=0.04; Chi*=117, df=1{FP=028); F=15%
Testfor averall effect Z=1.73 {F = 0.08)
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.05 [0.74,1.48] ’
Heterogeneity: Tauf = 0.07; Chif= 9.37, df= 4 (P = 0.05); F= §7% U=2 D=5 ] é é
Testforoverall efiect 2= 0.27 (F = 0.78) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Testfor subaroup differences: Chi*=5.94, df=1(P=0.01, F=83.2%



eTable 2: Sensitivity analysis: results of meta-analyses by restricting studies to Malm et al.,
Man et al. and Sujan et al.

Exposure Adjusted Risk Ratio 95% confidence interval 12

Prenatal Exposure 1.57 1.46 t0 1.69 0%
Previous Exposure 1.82 1.54 t0 2.15 0%
Maternal Psychiatric Conditions 1.80 1.56 to 2.08 0%




