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EE &% T 95%C.L. OR.
BIF 541 546 083to1.16
Steroid 522 442 1.09to 151 138
RDS 735 748 093to0 103
Airleak 28 109 0.18t0032 024
PDA 548 474 114to160 135
IVH 199 404 031t0044 037
IVH>=Il 54 276 012t00.18 0.15
NEC 19 137 009t 0.17 0.12
SLIP 34 118 020t 035 027
Sepsis 10.7 63.6 0.19 to 0.27 0.22
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Milking Cantrol Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, i 95% €1 Year
Hosona S 2008 7 20 14 20 16.9% 0.50 {0.26, 0.97] 2008
Alan S 2014 15 18 17 19 22.8% 0.88 {0.67, 1.17] 2014
Katheria AC 2014 11 30 22 30 19.3% 0.50 10.30, 0.84] 2014
Patel $ 2014 80 158 127 160 24.2% 0.7210.61, 0.84] 2014
Hosono § 2015 8 7 53 77 16.7% 0.15 [0.08, 0.30} 2015
Total (95% CH 304 306 100.0% 6.5110.31, 0.82]

Totai events 131 233

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.24; Chi? = 33.62, df = 4 (P < 0.00001); 1* = 88%
Test for averall effect; Z = 2,76 (P = 0.006)
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Milking Controf Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight iV, Random, 95%Ct _Year
Hosona § 2608 16.5 1.4 20 141 16 20 45.8% 2.4G[1.47, 3.33] 2008
Hosono § 2615 15.3 2.1 77 141 1.9 77 B42% 1.20 [0.57, 1.83] 2015
Taral (95% C) 97 87 100.9% 1.75 {058, 2.92]

Heterogenelty: Tau® = 0.55; Chi* = 436, df = Y (F = 0.045 ¥ = 77%
Test for overall effect: 2 = 2.93 (¢ = 0.003)
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Mitking Control Risk Ratio

Study or Sugroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, i 95% €l Year
Hosono S 2008 2 20 3 20 111% 0.67 [0.12, 3.57] 2008
March Mi 2013 2 36 % 39 117% 0.54[0.11, 2.78] 2013
Patel $ 2014 10 158 23 160 B84.1% 0,41 [0.20, 0.82] 2014
Katheriz AC 2013 2 3¢ 1 30 5.7% 2.00{0.1%, 20.90] 2014
Hosone 5 2615 1 7% ? 77 7.3% 0,14 [0.02, 1.13] 2015
Total (85% €1y 323 326 100.0% 0.45 [0.26, 0.79]

Total avents 40

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi"‘- 3,10, df = 4 (P = 0.54) F = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.80 P = 0.005)
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Milking Control Risk Ratio

Study or Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year
Hosono S 2008 0 20 4 20 2.3% 0.11 [0.01, 1.94] 2008
March Mi 2013 4 36 9 33 15.4% 0.48 {0.16, 1.43] 2013
Katheria AC 2014 4 30 1230 % 0,33 {6.12, 0.92] 2014
Hosono $ 2015 8 77 W77 AT 0.69 [0.42, 1.15] 2018
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Total events 26 51
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2R DQ C15 o
EFRIREE DQ Cl6 ey
A Y —H il D1 oy
~A J—H D2 ey
A U —EIEH tp D3 ey
AU —EEH D4 B
cognitive raw score D5 BF
{&1E cognitive scaled score D6 e
{&1E cognitive composite score | D7 e
receptive raw score D8 BF
fEIE receptive  scaled score D9 - E
expressive raw score D10 B
fEIE expressive scaled score D11 H=
f&IE language composite score | D12 Hee=
fine score D13 #HF
{&1E fine scaled score D14 e
gross score D15 ¥
fEIE gross scaled score D16 o
{&1E motor composite score D17 B
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3. fRAT G

REHENTIX SAS9.2 & AV D, MFHFAIMBEDH B/KMELFEM 5% L 35,

3.1 FEEEERT

FREF RO (N, %, mean, SD, median, interquartile, min-max)
K&K, Bayley X a7 D54 (& X N2 5 A, mean, SD, median, interquartile, min-max)
LY., SO, ERME, SAVER: SR RERT A,

K 7 PM $Bf; DQ(C4), CA #EH DQ(CS), LS 48ik DQ(C12), Full DQ(C16)

Bayley: cognitive composite score (D7), language composite score (D12), motor composite score (D17)

(F£#H) scaled score: f&1E cognitive scaled score (D6), 1&1E receptive  scaled score (D9),
{&1E expressive scaled score (D11), {E1E fine scaled score (D14), {E1E gross scaled score (D16)

32 FT- AT

TRED 1-3) O K& Bayley DX 27 HOBEKREZ ALY Altman-Brand plot ! TFRiR ¥ %,
EGFEIE & LT Pearson fHBELREL, Spearman FHBIfREK. £ D IS%EFEXME. pEEFHET 2,
1) CAfEE DQ (C8) & Bayley @ cognitive composite score (D7)
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2) LS fEHk DQ (C12)& Bayley @ language composite score (D12)
3) PM fEiik DQ (C4)& Bayley @ motor composite score (D17)

3.3 BIRET
33.1 TR 1-3) © KA & Bayley O A 27 MOBIRZ 72 2 80T & WIS 5,
1) Full DQ (C16) & Bayley @ 3 A =1 7 (cognitive score (D7), language composite score (D12),
motor composite score (D17)) D FHE
2) LS ik DQ (C12) & Bayley @ language {E1IE receptive scaled score (D9),
{E1E expressive scaled score (D11)?FH [
3) PM fEIE DQ (C4) & Bayley ¢ motor f&1E fine scaled score (D14), {£1E gross scaled score (D16), DB
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TRD 1), DA AT EEHEET D,

K 2 full (C16)35 & Y Bayley @ cognitive (D7), language (D12), motor (D17)A 27 D77 > M4 74H 70 K
/Ll et QA HY. eL) L L, T2 KRB LU Bayley DA =7 E (EERK)
ZEBAZE L LT, ROC MR AR U, L, FFRE, GRS (Positive Predictive Value) , &R
R (Negative Predictive Value) , A E L (likelihood ratio) . A4 v XELEHEH L, XETHATEON v
FATZEEZRD D,

1) K full DQ(C16)<70 (ZHH 29 % Balyley @ cognitive (D7), language (D12), motor (D17)2 = 7 DE

2) Balyley @ cognitive (D7), language (D12), motor (D17)2 2 7 DWW hn343<70 (ZFHY 95 K = full DQ
(C16)D = = T i
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el N (%)

HAKE Mean (SD)

Bk Median (interquartile)

(Min-Max)
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(BRERITEE) EEAK, 2REOCRE (B¥). KE. K. EH

K ., Bayley & A2 7 D440

K= Mean (SD)
Median (interquartile)
(Min-Max)

Bayley Mean (SD)

Median (interquartile)
(Min-Max)

XN A
Mt . R 7 AR HE

TEE AT

Pearson correlation coefficient Spearman correlation coefficient

(95%CI), p-value (95%CI), p-value

CA 4815 DQ & Bayley ® | 0.XX (0.XX-0.XX), p=0.00X

cognitive score

LS §Ei% DQ & Bayley @

language composite score

PA f813 DQ & Bayley @

motor composite score
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BB FF 3. Altman-Brand plot
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