Supplementary Material Online

Prediction of insulin therapy in women with gestational diabetes: A systematic

review and meta-analysis of observational studies”

This supplementary material has been provided by the authors to give readers additional

information about their work.

eMethod

eMethods 1. Pubmed earch strategy.

eTables

eTable 1. Risk of bias of included observational studies using the Newcastle-Otawa Risk
of Bias Scale.

eSupplementary figures

eSupplementary figure 1. Maternal age at the onset of gestation index: Galbraith’s plot.
eSupplementary figure 2. Sensitivity analysis for maternal age at the onset of gestation
index.

eSupplementary figure 3. Body mass index > 30: Funnel and Egger’s Plot
eSupplementary figure 4. Sensitivity analysis of Body mass index > 30
eSupplementary figure 5. Family history of T2DM: Funnel and Egger’s Plot
eSupplementary figure 6. Sensitivity analysis of Family history of T2DM
eSupplementary figure 7. History of GDM in previous gestations: Galbraith’s plot.
eSupplementary Figure 8. History of GDM in previous gestations: Funnel and Egger’s
Plot

eSupplementary figure 9. Sensitivity analysis of History of GDM in previous gestations



eSupplementary figure 10. Sensitivity analysis of Value of basal glycemia at OGTT
eSupplementary figure 11. Glycosylated hemoglobin at GDM diagnosis: Funnel and
Egger’s Plot

eSupplementary figure 12. Sensitivity analysis of Glycosylated hemoglobin at GDM

diagnosis
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eTables

eTable 1. Risk of bias of included observational studies using the Newcastle-Otawa Risk

of Bias Scale.
Newcastle-Ottawa Quality Assessment Form for Cohort Studies
Author Selection Comparability Outcome -Srs;:é;'ua"ty
Aktun et al*’ wkkk *% — 9
Ares et al?® *kdek * *x 7
Bakiner et al?® Hkkk o e 9
Barnes et al?° Hkkk * e 8
Ducarme et al® ko * s 7
Koning et al?? Kk * ek )
Kouhkan et al'® wkk * *x 6
Matsumoto et al® xxFK * - )
Meshel et al? wkkk * — 8
Ouzounian et al?® *% * *% 5
Pertot et al® HAAK * s 7
Souza et al*® wAAK * sy 8
Wong et al? wkkR *x o 9
Zhang et al*® wkX* * - 7

Newcastle-Ottawa Quality Assessment Form for Case-Control Studies

Author Selection Comparability Exposure TOtglgrlgasllity
Alvarez-Ballano et al?® Fekkk * ok 8
Akinci et al*® *kdek *x ra—, 9
Sapienza et al?’ *xx *x jraa 8
Yanagisawa et al® *x *% o 7

Selection: A maximum of 4 stars; Comparability: A maximum of 2 stars; Outcome/Exposure: A maximum of 3 stars, Total quality:

a maximum of 9 stars



eSupplementary figures

eSupplementary figure 1. Maternal age at the onset of gestation index: Galbraith’s plot.
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eSupplementary figure 2. Maternal age at the onset of gestation index: Sensitivity analysis

Relative Risk (95% CI)
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eSupplementary figure 3. Body mass index > 30: Funnel and Egger’s Plot
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eSupplementary figure 4. Sensitivity analysis of Body mass index > 30
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eSupplementary figure 5. Family history of T2DM: Funnel and Egger’s Plot
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eSupplementary figure 6. Sensitivity analysis of Family history of T2DM
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eSupplementary figure 7. History of GDM in previous gestations: Galbraith’s plot.
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eSupplementary Figure 8. History of GDM in previous gestations: Funnel and Egger’s Plot
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eSupplementary figure 9. Sensitivity analysis of History of GDM in previous gestations
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eSupplementary figure 10.
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eSupplementary figure 11. Glycosylated hemoglobin at GDM diagnosis: Funnel and Egger’s Plot
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eSupplementary figure 12. Sensitivity analysis of Glycosylated hemoglobin at GDM diagnosis
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