Supplement 5 – Funnel plots and outlier-sensitivity analyses
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Number	First Author, Year
1		Huybrechts 2014	
2		Furu 2015
3		Louik 2014
4		Jordan 2016
5		Ban 2014
6		Berard 2015
7		Oberlander 2008
8		Davis 2007a
9		Alwan 2010
10		De Jonge 2013
11		Marguilis 2013
12		Polen 2013
13		Vasilakis Scaramozza 2013
14		Nordeng 2012
15		Diav-Citrin 2008
16		Davis 2007b
17		Kulin 1998
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Figure 1 Funnel plot of any antidepressant use, with all studies included
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Figure 2 Mixed-effect forest plot of any antidepressant usage during the first trimester of pregnancy and congenital heart defects, with outlying studies removed

[image: ]LEGEND

Number	First Author, Year
1		Huybrechts 2014	
2		Furu 2015
3		Louik 2014
4		Jordan 2016
5		Ban 2014
6		Berard 2015
7		Oberlander 2008
8		Davis 2007a
9		Alwan 2010
10		De Jonge 2013
11		Marguilis 2013
12		Vasilakis Scaramozza 2013
13		Nordeng 2012
13

12

11

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1


Figure 3 Funnel plot of any antidepressant use, with outliers removed


Outlier removal did not change the significance of the results (Figure 2), but it produced a more symmetrical funnel plot (Figure 3). The funnel plot of the outlier-adjusted primary meta-analyses data indicates that reporting or publication biases may be present as the bottom of the graph is mostly empty.1 2 
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Figure 4 Mixed-effect forest plot of SSRI, SNRI and TCA usage during the first trimester of pregnancy and congenital heart defects, with outlying studies removed
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Figure 5 Mixed-effect forest plot of individual antidepressant usage during the first trimester of pregnancy and congenital heart defects, with outlying studies removed
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Cohort / Case Comparison Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight (95%Cl) Mantel-Haenszel, Random, 95% Cl
Jordan 2016 121 12962 4503 506155 83% 1.05[0.88,1.26] -
Berard 2015 89 3625 344 14868 4.9% 1.06[0.84, 1.35] -
Furu 2015 530 34535 26745 2266875 29.6% 1.31[1.20,1.42] =
Ban 2014 90 10401 2556 338726 57% 1.15[0.93,1.42] =
Louik 2014 447 8805 370 8611 13.3% 1.19[1.03, 1.37] -
Huybrechts 2014 580 64389 6403 885115 322% 1.25[1.15,1.36] =
Vasilakis-Scaramozza 2013 18 3287 28 6617 0.7% 1.30[0.72,2.35] —
De Jonge 2013 14 873 281 29223 06% 1.68[0.98,2.88] ——
Margulis 2013 16 3046 48 8991 09% 0.98[0.56,1.73] —_—
Nordeng 2012 6 556 541 61648 04% 1.23[0.55,2.77] _—
Alwan 2010 34 6853 26 5869 1.0% 1.12[0.67,1.87] —_—
Oberlander 2008 19 2709 512 107320 09% 1.47[0.93,2.33] —
Davis 2007a 17 805 1171 49031 14% 0.88[0.54,1.43] —
Total (95%Cl) 1981 152846 43528 4289049 100.0% 1.22[1.16,1.28] .
Heterogeneity: Chi?=11.38, df=12 (P = 0.50); P=0%

Test for overall effect: Z=7.99 (P < 0.00001) 0.01 01
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Cohort/ Case Comparison

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total
SSRI

Jordan 2016 101 10959 4047 449643
Berard 2015 61 2329 344 14868
Furu 2015 490 31772 26745 2266875
Ban 2014 68 7683 2556 338726
Louik 2014 349 8805 290 8611
Huybrechts 2014 416 46144 6403 885115
Vasilakis-Scaramozza 2013 7 1825 28 6617
De Jonge 2013 14 873 281 29223
Margulis 2013 16 3046 48 8991
Nordeng 2012 6 462 541 61648
Oberlander 2008 18 2459 512 107320
Davis 2007a 17 805 1171 49031
Subtotal (95% CI) 1563 117162 42966 4226668

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi2=11.30, df= 11 (P = 0.42); ?=3%
Test for overall effect: Z=7.16 (P < 0.00001)

SNRI

Jordan 2016 18 1448 4503 506155
Furu 2015 40 2763 26745 2266875
Huybrechts 2014 75 6904 6403 885115
Polen 2013 74 15758 14 8002
Subtotal (95%CI) 207 26873 37665 3666147

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.03; Chi2=5.69,df=3 (P =0.13); P =47%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.28 (P = 0.001)

TCA

Ban 2014 20 2428 2556 338726
Louik 2013 29 8805 32 8611
Huybrechts 2014 42 5954 6403 885115
Vasilakis-Scaramozza 2013 1 1608 28 6617
Subtotal (95% Cl) 102 18795 9019 1239069

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi?=2.15, df = 3 (P = 0.54); = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.29 (P =0.77)

Total (95%Cl) 1891 164115 91360 9290499
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.01; Chi*=26.42, df= 19 (P = 0.12); = 28%
Test for overall effect: Z=5.47 (P < 0.00001)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = 5.35, df =2 (P = 0.07), ’= 62.6%
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Cohort/ Case ‘Comparison Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight  (95%Cl) Mantel-Haenszel, Random, 95% CI
Paroxetine
Jordan 2016 17 1069 4047 449643 16% 178[110,288] —_
Furu 2015 53 2879 26745 2266875 4.6% 1.57[1.20,2.06] -
Ban 2014 17 1200 2556 336726 16%  189[1.17,3.06] —_
Huybrechts 2014 93 11128 6403 885115 77% 1186[0.94,142] -
De Jonge 2013 " 873 181 29223 10% 205[1.11,3.78] —_—
Nordeng 2012 1 76 541 61648 0.1% 151[0.21,10.85]
Oberlander 2008 7 993 512 107320 07% 148[070,3.13] —_
DigwCirin 2008 7 38 8 1359 04% 347[125,963] _—
Davis 2007 4 182 1184 49654 04% 092[0.34,248] _—
Subtotal (96%Cl) 210 18746 42177 4189563 17.9% 1.631126,1.88] -
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.03; Chi* = 11.70, df = 8 (P =0.17); = 32%
Testfor overall efiect Z=4.17 (P < 0.0001)
Fuoxetine
Jordan 2016 21 2601 4047 449643 19%  0.90[058,1.38] —
Furu 2015 106 6250 26745 2266875 86% 145[1.19,175] -
Ban 2014 21 3189 2556 338726 19% 087[0.57,1.34] —r
Huybrechts 2014 99 11048 6403 885115 81% 124[102,151) -
De Jonge 2013 3 873 65 29223 0.3% 155[049,4.93] s
Nordeng 2012 1 51 541 61648 0.1% 226[0.31,16.38] —
Oberlander 2008 5 638 512 107320 05% 185[068,3.99] —_
Subtotal (96%Cl) 266 24650 40869 4138550 214% 1221103,146] -
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.01; Chi* = 8.06, df=6 (P = 0.23) I*= 26%
Test for overall effect Z=2.32 (P =0.02)
Sertraline
Jordan 2016 17 1374 4047 449643 16% 1.38[085,2.23]
Berard 2015 10 366 344 14868 09% 1.19[063,224]
Furu 2015 108 7245 26745 2266875 8.8% 128[1.06,1.55]
Ban 2014 9 757 2556 336726 08%  158[0.82,3.06)
Huybrechts 2014 129 14040 6403 885115 101% 1.27[1.07,1.52]
Nordeng 2012 1 99 541 61648 0.1% 1.15[0.16,8.28]
Oberlander 2008 3 608 512 107320 03% 103[033,323] ——
Subtotal (95%Cl) 278 24489 41148 4124195 227% 1281114,1.45] 3
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 0.69, df=6 (P =0.99), = 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=4.12 (P <0.0001)
Citalopram
Jordan 2016 40 4028 4047 449643 36% 1.10[0.81,151] —-—
Furu 2015 176 11193 26745 2266875 131% 1.34[1.15,155] -
Ban 2014 17 1948 2556 338726 16% 1.18[0.72,1.87] —-—
De Jonge 2013 o em 35 20223 00% 047[0.03,768] e
Subtotal {35% C1) 233 18040 33383 3084467 18.3% 128 [1.12,1.46] 2l
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi* = 1.86, df =3 (P = 0.60); = 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=3.71 (P =0.0002)
Escitalopram
Jordan 2016 21 3236 4047 449643 198% 072[047,1.11] .
Furu 2015 46 3950 26745 2266875 41%  099[074,132) -
Ban 2014 3 333 2556 338726 03% 120[0.38,373] e Ra—
Subtotal (95% C1) 70 7519 33348 3055244 63% 090 [0.71,1.45]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 168, 67 =2 (P =0.43); = 0% -
Test for overall effect Z=0.83 (P=041)
FAuvoxamine
Jordan 2016 o 28 4047 449643 00%  193[0:12,3164)
Furu 2015 0 255 26745 2266875 00% 0186[0.01,263] ———
Oberiander 2008 o 119 512 107320 00%  087[0.05,1404) —
Subtotal (95% CI) 0 402 31304 2823838 0.4% 0.65[0.13,3.23] ————
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi* = 1.97, df = 2 (P = 0.37); = 0%
Test for overall eflect: 0.53 (P =0.60)
Venlafaxine
Furu 2015 40 27683 26745 2266875 36% 123[0.90,168] -
Oberiander 2008 1 250 512 107320 0.1% 0.84[0.12,5.98]  —
Polen 2013 74 15758 12 4038 10%  158[086,2.92]
Subtotal {95% C1) 115 18771 27269 2378233 46% 1.29[0.98,1.69] -
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 0.71,df=2 (P =0.70), = 0%
Testfor overall effect =179 (P=0.07)
Bupropion
Louik2014 19 4676 19 8611 0.9% 1.84[0.98,3.49] ——
Huybrechts 2014 76 8856 6403 885115 64% 1.19[0.95,1.49] -
Awan 2010 34 6853 26 5869 14% 112[067,187] ——
Subtotal (95%Cl) 129 20385 6448 899595 87% 1.23[1.01,1.50] -
Heterogeneity: Tau® =0.00; Chi® = 1.77,df= 2 (P = 0.41); I*= 0%
Test for overall effect Z=2.04 (P =0.04)
Total (95%Cl) 1291 133002 255946 24693685 100.0% 127 [1.19,1.35] -
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 39.61,df= 38 (P = 0.40); F=4%
Test for overall effect Z=7.66 (P < 0.00001) 0.01 01 1 10 100

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi® = 12.25, df = 7 (P = 0.09), I = 42.9%




