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<24 hrs > 24 hrs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI Year M-H, Random, 95% CI A7
Nakayama DK et al, 1991 9 13 5 8 13.8% 1.11[0.58, 2.12] 1991
Wilson JM et al, 1992 32 55 29 38 33.4% 0.76 [0.57, 1.01] 1992
Finer NN et al, 1992 4 5 7 9 16.9% 1.03[0.59, 1.80] 1992 -
Nio M et al, 1994 8 12 16 18 23.2% 0.751[0.49, 1.16] 1994 =
Adolph V et al, 1995 1 1 7 7  9.6% 1.00[0.44, 2.27] 1995 -1
Wung JT et al, 1996 6 17 1 18 1.9% 6.35 [0.85, 47.44] 1996 T/
Kays DW et al, 1999 0 12 23 53 1.0% 0.09[0.01, 1.36] 1999 .
Total (95% CI) 115 151 100.0% 0.88 [0.66, 1.17]
Total events 60 88

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.04; Chi*=8.71,df =6
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.89 (P = 0.37)

(P =0.19); 12=31%
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<24 hrs = 24 hrs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
Nakayama DK et al, 1991 7 9 0 5 44% 9.00[0.62, 130.98] 1991 >
Finer NN et al, 1992 1 4 2 7 7.2% 0.88 [0.11, 6.88] 1992 —
Wilson JM et al, 1992 21 32 16 29 65.9% 1.19[0.79, 1.80] 1992 -
Nio M et al, 1994 2 8 5 16 14.4% 0.80[0.20, 3.25] 1994 I
Adolph V et al, 1995 1 1 0 7 4.0% 12.00[0.73, 197.44] 1995 >
Wung JT et al, 1996 1 6 0 1 4.1% 0.86 [0.05, 13.93] 1996
Kays DW et al, 1999 0 0 4 23 Not estimable 1999
Total (95% Cl) 60 88 100.0% 1.30 [0.73, 2.31]
Total events 33 27
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.09; Chi® = 5.68, df = 5 (P = 0.34); 1= 12% % f t y d
Test fo?overgll effect: Z=10.90 (P = 0.37) ( ) 0.01 0.1 ’ 1 10 100
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
<48 hrs > 48 hrs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI Year M-H, Random, 95% ClI
Nakayama DK et al, 1991 9 13 5 8 13.5% 1.11[0.58, 2.12] 1991 -1
Finer NN et al, 1992 7 10 4 4 21.3% 0.76 [0.46, 1.25] 1992 =
Nio M et al, 1994 8 12 16 18  26.9% 0.75 [0.49, 1.16] 1994 i C
Adolph V et al, 1995 1 1 7 7 8.7% 1.00 [0.44, 2.27] 1995 I
Kamata S et al, 1998 10 23 10 13 17.8% 0.57 [0.33,0.98] 1998 ]
Okuyama H et al, 2002 0 16 6 11 0.8% 0.05 [0.00, 0.88] 2002
Parente A et al, 2006 0 5 2 7 08% 0.27 [0.02, 4.59] 2006 —
Okuyama H et al, 2016 10 167 17 242 102% 0.85 [0.40, 1.82] 2016 1
Total (95% CI) 247 310 100.0% 0.76 [0.59, 0.98] L/
Total events 45 67
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.01; Chiz = 7.68, df = 7 (P = 0.36); 12 = 9% Io.om 0?1 150 10005
Test for overall effect: Z=2.15 (P = 0.03) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
<48 hrs > 48 hrs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
Nakayama DK et al, 1991 7 9 0 5 13.0% 9.00 [0.62, 130.98] 1991 - -
Finer NN et al, 1992 2 7 1 4 17.7% 1.14 [0.15, 8.99] 1992 N D
Nio M et al, 1994 2 8 5 16 24.9% 0.80[0.20, 3.25] 1994 —
Adolph V et al, 1995 1 1 0 7 12.2% 12.00 [0.73, 197.44] 1995 T -
Kamata S et al, 1998 4 10 8 10 322% 0.50[0.22, 1.14] 1998 &
Okuyama H et al, 2002 0 1 0 6 Not estimable 2002
Parente A et al, 2006 0 0 1 2 Not estimable 2006
Total (95% CI) 36 50 100.0% 1.40 [0.43, 4.59]
Total events 16 15

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.97; Chi* = 9.49, df = 4 (P = 0.05); I> = 58%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.55 (P = 0.58)
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Supplementary Fig. 5. ECMO use in newborns operated on for CDH. (A) Need for ECMO in newborns with CDH operated on within 24 hours
versus at or after 24 hours of life. (B) Mortality in newborns with CDH operated on within 24 hours versus at or after 24 hours of life. (C) Need for
ECMO in newborns with CDH operated on within 48 hours versus at or after 48 hours of life. (D) Mortality in newborns with CDH operated on
within 48 hours versus at or after 48 hours of life. ECMO, extracorporeal membrane oxygenation; CDH, congenital diaphragmatic hernia; M-H,

Mantel-Haenszel; CI, confidence interval.
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