$%2-2. Salmonella spp. &4 & IBDO CHEBRTEF (MEDLINE)

Ovid MEDLINE(R) In-Process & Other Non-Indexed Citations April 11, 2012
Ovid MEDLINE(R) and Ovid OLDMEDLINE(R) 1946 to Present with Daily Update
PRI 1946E~20124F4H 11 H

F—U—F by MK
1 Salmonella Infections/ 10522
2 exp Salmonella/ 50876
3 salmonella.tw. 53140
4 or/1-3 69139
5 exp Inflammatory Bowel Diseases/ 53366
6 inflammatory bowel disease*.tw. 22016
7 ibd.tw. 9087
8 ulcerative colitis.tw. 23679
9 uc.tw, 7785
10 crohn* disease*.tw. 26996
11 cd.tw. 69171
12 regional enteritis.tw. 855
13 granulomatous ileitis.tw. 13
14 granulomatous ileocolitis.tw. 25
15 or/5-14 133760
16 4 and 15 469
17 animals/ 4911362
18 humans/ 12211562
19 17 not (17 and 18) 3608861
20 16 not 19 342
21 limit 20 to systematic reviews 0
22 limit 20 to journal article 321
23 limit 20 to english language 297
24 |limit 22 to english language 280
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#%2-3. Salmonella spp. &% & 1BDD LR (Embase)

Embase May 09, 2012
WHIRHAR: 19745 ~20124E5 H9H

F—U—FK = 4
1 | salmonellosis'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 2,240
2 | fowl typhoid'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 4
3 | pullorum disease'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medlinel/lim 5
4 | Salmonella'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 5,158
5 | Salmonella arizonae'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 26
6 | Salmonella choleraesuis'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 94
7 | Salmonella dublin'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [mediine]/lim 87
8 | Salmonella enterica’/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 854
9 | Salmonella enteritidis'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 750
10 | Salmonella gallinarum'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 67
11 | Salmonella infantis'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 43
12 | Salmonella minnesota'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 68
13 | Salmonella paratyphi B'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 103
14 | Salmonella paratyphi C'/de AND [embasel/lim NOT [medline]/lim 18
15 | Salmonella typhimurium'/de AND [embasel/lim NOT [medline]/lim 3,925
16 | Salmonella virchow'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 16
17 | Salmonella wien'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 67
18 | salmonella*:ab,ti AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 9,197
19- #1 OR #2 OR #3 OR #4 OR #5 OR #6 OR #7 OR #8 OR #9 OR #10 OR #1 13.608
1 OR #12 OR #13 OR #14 OR #15 OR #16 OR #17 OR #18 !
2 inﬂammator.y bowel disea;e‘:al?,ti OR 'inflammatory bowel diseases":ab,ti AND 9927
[embase]/lim NOT [mediine]/lim ’
21 | ibd:ab,ti AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 6,451
22 | ulcerative colitis'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 11,704
23 | ulcerative colitis":ab,ti AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 8,800
24 | uc:ab,ti AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 5,059
25 | crohn disease'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 14,746
26 | colon Crohn disease'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 384
27 | crohn*:ab,ti AND disease*:ab,ti AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 11,983
28 | cd:ab,ti AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline}/lim 29,818
29 | regional enteritis':ab,ti AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 88
30 | granulomatous ileitis':ab,ti AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 1
31 | granulomatous ileocolitis’:ab,ti AND [embase]/lim NOT [medlinel/lim 10
32 #20 OR #21 OR #22 OR #23 OR #24 OR #25 OR #26 OR #27 OR #28 OR # 54 651
29 OR #30 OR #31 !
33 | #19 AND #32 224
34 | human'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 2,472,964
35 | nonhuman'/de AND [embase]/lim NOT [medline]/lim 819,048
36 | #34 NOT (#34 AND #35) 2,322,604
37 | #33 AND #36 84
38 | #37 AND [article]/lim AND ([english]/lim OR [japanese]/lim) 13
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3. STEC KL & HC7 & DN HUSOD STHERkIE ZEE (MEDLINE)

Ovid MEDLINE(R) In-Process & Other Non-Indexed Citations May 30, 2012
Ovid MEDLINE(R) and Ovid OLDMEDLINE(R) 1946 to Present with Daily Update
PR MR 19465 ~20124E5 A 30 H

F—U— R by MK
1 Enterohemorrhagic Escherichia coli/ 268
2 (enteroh*emorrhagic and coli).tw. 1997
3 (entero h*emorrhagic and coli).tw. 23
4 ehec.tw. 1292
5 Shiga-Toxigenic Escherichia coli/ 481
6 (shiga* and coli).tw. 2775
7 stec.tw. 1171
8 (vero* and coli).tw. 1968
9 vtec.tw. 623
10 | (0157 or 026 or 0111 or 0103 or 0121 or 045 or 0145 or 0104).t | 3003

w.
11 | or/1-10 7344
12 | (h*emorrhag* and colitis).tw. 1497
13 | Hemolytic-Uremic Syndrome/ 4268
14 | h*emolytic uremic syndrome*.tw. 3860
15 | hus.tw. 2165
16 | or/12-15 6889
17 11 and 16 1647
18 | animals/ 4944759
19 | humans/ 12302412
20 18 not (18 and 19) 3629213
21 | 17 not 20 1496
22 | limit 21 to journal article and (eng or jpn).lg. 1301
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[X|1-1. Salmonella-ReA retrospective study #* 4 Z3#7 i 5

Study %
D ES (95% Cl) Weight

1
Stool culture | 5

Bengtsson (1983) —— 0.05 (-0.38, 0.48) 14.45
Erlacher (1995) ———— 0.03 (-0.29, 0.35) 25.75
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.941) <> 0.04 (-0.22, 0.29) 40.20
; 1
RT-PCR :
Cox (2003) 1 (Excluded) 0.00
Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p =) | 210 ) 0.00
1
EIA & Stool culture :
Fendler (2001) 1 (Excluded) 0.00
Fendler (2001) : (Excluded) 0.00
Subtotal (I-squared =.%,p =.) 1 () 0.00
: 1
PCR :
Pacheco-Tena (2001) ————e 0.08 (-0.44, 0.60) 9.66
Pacheco-Tena (2001) < 0.1 (-0.51, 0.73) 6.94
Henry (2000) ! (Excluded) 0.00
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.942) <:> 0.09 (-0.31, 0.49) 16.60
: 1
Complement fixation test :
Lapadula (1992) e 0.23 (-0.59, 1.05) 3.90
Subtotal (I-squared =.%,p =) —) 0.23 (-0.59, 1.05) 3.90
1
) i
ELISA i
Lloyd (1990) i 0.20 (-0.58, 0.98) 4.29
Locht (1995) o 0.27 (-0.60, 1.14) 3.46
M?ki-lkola (1991) ———— 0.04 (-0.32, 0.40) 20.26
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.855) T 0.09 (-0.21, 0.40) 28.00
1
) 1
Complement fixing test 1
Palombi (1989) i 0.33 (-0.59, 1.25) 3.09
Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p =.) T 0.33 (-0.59, 1.25) 3.09
1
Lymphocyte proliferation assay 1
Saxena (2006) < 0.15 (-0.56, 0.86) 527
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p = .) —<::>- 0.15 (-0.56, 0.86) 5.27
: 1
EIA :
Soderlin (2003) T & 0.63 (-0.32, 1.58) 2.94
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p=.) - 0.63 (-0.32, 1.58) 2.94
1
Overall (l-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.995) <::> 0.10 (-0.06, 0.26) 100.00
1
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis |
I

-1.58 0 1.58

[X]1-2. Salmonella-ReA prospective study A & 43#THE &
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Study

%

iD ES (95% CI) Weight
symptoms
Bremell (1991) — 0.03 (-0.30,0.36) 0.75
Hannu (2004) —_—l 0.03 (-0.28,0.34) 0.84
Melby (1990) — 0.01(-0.15,0.16)  3.35
Melby (2000) —_—— 0.01 (-0.15, 0.16)  3.47
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.999) <> 0.01 (-0.09, 0.11)  8.41
culture-confirmed
Doorduyn (2008) + 0.05 (-0.36, 0.46) 0.48
Gumpel (1981) -~— 0.19(-0.58,0.96) 0.14
Hannu (2002) <> 0.07 (-0.44, 0.59) 0.31
Johnsen (1983) — 0.03 (-0.29, 0.34)  0.80
Kosunen (1981) 0.02 (-0.27,0.32) 0.92
Locht (2002) >~ 0.16 (-0.56, 0.87) 0.16
Pitkanen (1981) % 0.05 (-0.39, 0.50) 0.41
Pitkanen (1983) — 0.05 (-0.37,0.47) 0.46
P?nk? (1984) —— 0.02 (-0.26, 0.30) 1.01
Rees (2004) -— 0.03 (-0.29,0.35) 0.77
San Joaquin (1984) —— 0.01(-0.16,0.18) 2.85
Schiellerup (2008) > 0.13(-0.53,0.79) 0.18
Schonberg-Norio (2010) ~— 0.04 (-0.34, 0.43) 0.54
Townes (2008) —— 0.01(-0.22,0.24) 1.53
Gumpel (1981) (Excluded) 0.00
Petersen (1996) (Excluded) 0.00
Rautelin (1990) (Excluded) 0.00
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 1.000) <P 0.03 (-0.06, 0.12)  10.54
symptoes & culture positive
Eastmond (1983) ——— 0.02 (-0.27,0.31) 0.94
Subtotal (I-squared =.%,p=.) <> 0.02 (-0.27,0.31) 0.94
culture-confirmed ?
Ternhag (2008) L 0.00 (-0.03, 0.03)  80.11
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p =.) O 0.00 (-0.03, 0.03)  80.11
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 1.000) 0.00 (-0.02, 0.03)  100.00
NOTE: Weights are from rlandom effects analysis

-.96 0 .96

[X]2-1. Salmonella-IBD retrospective study A & 23 #TfE 5
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Study

%

D ES (95% CI) Weight
|
I
Breitenfeld (1972) —ra— 0.04 (0.00, 0.08) 7.79
1
!
Dorman (1982) —— 0.02 (-0.02, 0.06) 8.61
i
1
Lindeman (1967) -:—ﬁ-— 0.05 (0.01, 0.08) 11.04
Mylonaki (2004) —- 0.00 (-0.00, 0.01) 36.42
i N
Soler-Palac_n (2007) . o 7 0.08 (-0.07, 0.22) 0.75
|
Szilagyi (1985) F— 0.01 (-0.01, 0.03) 22.86
)
Weber (1992) — e — 0.02 (-0.01, 0.05) 12.53
1
1
Cartun (1993) : (Excluded) 0.00
1
Overall (I-squared = 36.4%, p =0.151) @ 0.02 (0.00, 0.03) 100.00
1
1
1
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis :
I
T T
-.222 0 222
< INFEY
3-1. STEC-HC prospective study A 4 74T #E 5
Study %
o ES (95% CI) Weight
i
1
i
Boutin (1998) -——-‘—:— 0.08 (0.02,0.13) 79.93
'
'
1
i
McDonnell (1997) : 0.17 (0.02, 0.33) 20.07
i
!
Overall (-squared = 22.2%, p = 0.257) 0.10(0.02,0.17) 100.00
1
0
1
1
i
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis :
1
1
T = T
-329 0 329

3-2. STEC-HUS retrospective study

A B GHTRE R
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Study %

ID ES (95% CI) Weight
1

Serology l
'
1

Takeda (1997) | =+ 0.81(0.76, 0.86) 25.61
'

Espi_ (2004) - 0.60 (0.57, 0.63) 26.67

Serology OR Stool culture
Banatvala (2001) 0.72 (0.63, 0.82) 21.81
Gianviti (2003) 0.68 (0.63, 0.73) 25.90

Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.427) 0.69 (0.65, 0.73) 47.71

Overall (I-squared = 93.6%, p = 0.000) 0.70 (0.60, 0.80) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

i
Subtotal (I-squared = 97.8%, p = 0.000) <> 0.70 (0.50, 0.90) 52.29
1
. i
'
1
i
i
1
2
i
-
1
]
1
i
1
1
1
i
:
2

T T
-.905 0 .905

[X]3-3. STEC-HUS prospective study * & s34 5=
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Study
ID

Afza (2006)
Brewster (1994)
Brooks (2005)
Carter (1987)
Chalmers (1999)
Ethelberg (2004)
Fischer (2001)
Gould (2009)
Hadler (2011)
Hedican (2009)
John (1994)

John (1994)
Laine (2005)
Lathrop (2009)
Lienemann (2012)
Liptakova (2004)
MacDonald (1996)
Mag (2010)
McDonnell (1997)
Orr (1994)

Pai (1984)
Pi_rard (1990)
Salmon (1989)
Sharp (1994)
Simor (1990)

Overall (l-squared = 39.4%, p = 0.024)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysi$

ES (95% Cl)

0.05 (-0.05, 0.15)
0.20 (-0.15, 0.55)
0.07 (0.04, 0.10)
0.16 (0.08, 0.25)
0.04 (0.02, 0.06)
0.06 (0.04, 0.09)
0.11 (0.05, 0.18)
0.06 (0.05, 0.07)
0.07 (0.05, 0.09)
0.03 (0.01, 0.06)
0.05 (0.04, 0.07)
0.07 (0.05, 0.09)
0.10 (-0.09, 0.29)
0.05 (0.01, 0.08)
0.20 (-0.15, 0.55)
0.33 (0.03, 0.64)
0.10 (0.03, 0.16)
0.06 (-0.02, 0.14)
0.09 (-0.03, 0.20)
0.14 (0.08, 0.19)
0.15 (-0.01, 0.31)
0.14 (-0.04, 0.33)
0.04 (-0.04, 0.11)
0.19 (-0.00, 0.38)
0.03 (-0.03, 0.09)
0.06 (0.05, 0.07)

%
Weight

0.95
0.07
6.45
1.18
10.12
7.73
2.03
15.08
10.00
7.94
13.60
8.87
0.26
4.51
0.07
0.10
2.01
1.28
0.66
2.58
0.37
0.27
1.53
0.25
2.08
100.00

-.641
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“Preliminary dose estimation from the nuclear
accident after the 2011 Great East Japan
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A

Summary of Japan’s Control Measures for Radioactive Contamination in Foods

The 2011 Great East Japan Earthquake resulted series of failures of Fukushima
Dai-Ichi Nuclear Power Plants which caused massive radioactive contamination in the
surrounding environment. The Government of Japan has been taking necessary
measures to protect Japanese citizens from radioactive exposures. One of the control
measures aims to manage its contamination in food and water which are produced in

the affected area.

- The followings are summaries of Japan’s control measures on radioactive
contamination in Foods. The information appeared here is as of the end of 2012 Fiscal
Year, March 2013.

1. Enforcement of Limits of Radioactive Contamination in Foods
The limits of radioactive contamination in foods are enforced since April 2012 under
the Food Sanitation Law. The Limit has been established on the basis of risk
assessment by the Food Safety Commission, independent risk assessment body in

the Government.

In accordance with the requirements in the Food Sanitation Law prefectural and
local governments enforce this regulation by establishing their own monitoring
activities and legally ordering to withdraw from market the foods which found
exceeding the limits and suspend marketing their products. The monitoring plans
are based upon the information on food productions and results of previous

monitoring activities.

2. Control Measures on Food Production in the Affected Area
Milk, vegetables, rice and crops, carp and fresh water fishes, sea fishes, beef and
wild boar meat which are produced in certain area in Fukushima Prefecture are not
allowed to be marketed currently in accordance with the regulations of the Act on

special Measures Concerning Nuclear Emergency Preparedness.

Furthermore, wild mushrooms and vegetables, crops, wild boar meat, fresh water

fish and sea food, and tea which are produced in particular area in Miyagi, Ibaragi,
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Tochigi Prefectures are also not allowed to be marketed currently.

Summaries of Food Monitoring against Radioactive Contamination
The Food Safety Department of the Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare
summarizes the results of the monitoring activities on radioactive contamination in

foods periodically.

According to the summary report by the Food Safety Department April 2013, in
total 268,343 samples from entire country have been monitored since April 2012
when the legal limits of the Food Sanitation Law was enforced. 2,297 samples found
exceeding the limit and enforced legal corrective measures.

Among 2,297 cases it is found that 836 seafood, 228 game meat, 179 wild mushroom
and vegetable produced in Fukushima, 162 wild mushroom and vegetable produced

in Iwate and 120 wild mushroom and vegetable produced in Tochigi.

The monitoring activities were performed by prefecture and local government until
the end of March 2012 when the provisional food safety limits on radioactive
contamination were enforced. 137,037 samples were monitored in total and 1,204
samples found exceeding the provisional limit. Among 1,204 cases there are 302
vegetables, 227 seafood, 165 meat produced in Fukushima and 127 tea produced in

Saitama.

Estimated Intake of Radioactive Substances from average diet in Japan

The National Institute of Drug and Food Hygiene has been conducting an
estimation on dietary intake of radioactive substances from diet. The recent study
showed that 0.0009 — 0.0094 mSV as radioactive Cesium per person per year in 12
area of Japan is estimated in dietary intake. The study are based on market-basket
sampling in accordance with national Japanese diet surveillance. The sampling was

performed during February and March 2012.

The Institute also conducts an estimation on dietary intake of radioactive
substances from diet by using samples collected from individuals’ diet. Dietary
intakes of 0.0012 — 0.0034 mSV as radioactive Cesium per person per year is
estimated from this study. The samples were collected from 39 individuals in 6

different age groups in 9 area of Japan from March to May 2012.
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The above shows that radioactive exposure from diet among Japanese citizens in
certain period is generally observed limited by enforcement of control measures on

radioactive contamination in food.

WHO released two reports on its risk assessment and preliminary dose estimation of
the nuclear accident, “Health risk assessment from the nuclear accident after the 2011
Great East Japan earthquake and tsunami, based on a preliminary dose estimation”
(WHO, Feb 2013) and “Preliminary dose estimation from the nuclear accident after the
2011 Great East Japan Earthquake and Tsunami” (WHO, May 2012). The risk
assessment report says that further risk assessment is necessary based upon the result

of continuous monitoring activities on food and environment.

Therefore the update information on the continuing monitoring activities by the

national and local government should be reviewed in timely basis.
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