ERRATUM

In the article by Perez-Lopez et al., “Effect of vitamin D
supplementation during pregnancy on maternal and neonatal
outcomes: a systematic review and meta-analysis of random-
ized controlled trials” (Fertil Steril 2015;103:1278-88.e4),
Figure 2 contains errors. The source of these errors was

@ CrossMark

primarily from using the baseline sample sizes instead of
end of follow-up sample sizes from the included articles.
Although the new analyses did not change the direction of
the effects and the subsequent conclusions, the authors regret
these errors. The corrected Figure 2 is presented here.

Vitamin D Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Asemi 2013 925 1.07 24 -3 078 24 237% 12.25[11.72,12.78] L
Brooke 1980 1478 1865 69 -3.8 045 67 353% 151.60[151.17,152.03] ]
Delvin 1986 40 395 14 75 451 13 0.6% 32.50[29.29, 35.71] e
Hashemipour 2014 80 3.86 55 -4 253 54 4.5% 84.00[82.78, 85.22] =
Hollis 2011 high 528 353 117 173 353 111 7.9% 35.50[34.58, 36.42] B
Hollis 2011 low 40 316 122 173 353 111 8.9% 22.70[21.84, 23.56] -
Roth 2013 89 4 67 -56 3.09 63 4.4% 94.60 [93.38, 95.82] -
Sabhet 2012 69.88 18.43 25 -225 14.09 25 0.1% 92.381[83.29,101.47] ==
Yu 2008 high 75 245 59 275 199 60 10.3% 4.75[3.95,5.55] i
Yu 2008 low 205 46 60 275 1.99 60 41% 17.75[16.48,19.02] -
Total (95% CI) 602 588 100.0% 70.69 [70.44,70.95]
Heterogeneity: Chi®= 232524.41, df= 9 (P < 0.00001); F=100% -1iJlJ -EED ) 550 160
Test for overall effect: Z=536.76 (P < 0.00001) Favours Control Favours Vitamin D
B Vitamin D Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Asemi 2013 0 24 1 24 59% 0.33[0.01,7.80] +
Hossain 2014 10 86 B 89 23.2% 1.72 [0.66, 4.54] [
Marya 1887 12 200 18 200 708%  0.67[0.33,1.3§] ——
Total (95% CI) 310 313 100.0%  0.89[0.52,1.54] i
Total events 22 25
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 2.82, df=2 (P =0.24);, F=29% 0405 052 é 2’0
Testfor overall effect: Z= 0.41 (P = 0.68) “Favours Vitamin D Favours Control
C Vitamin D Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Asemi 2013 0 24 1 24 76% 0.33[0.01,7.80] ¢ i
Hashemipour 2014 1 55 0 54  26% 2.95([012,70.77] *
Hossain 2014 19 86 18 89 89.8% 1.09[0.62,1.94]
Total (95% CI) 165 167 100.0%  1.08 [0.62,1.88]
Total events 20 19
ity: Chi*= = = E= t t T } }
Heterogeneity: Chi = 0.92,df=2(P=063),F=0% 005 0z i : 20
Testfor overall effect: 2= 0.28 (P = 0.78) Favours Vitamin D Favours Control
D Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Brooke 1980 9 59 19 67 45.4% 0.54 [0.26, 1.10) ——
Hashemipour 2014 0 55 1 54  3.9% 0.33[0.01,7.86] ¢ '
Yu 2009 high 8 59 10 60 25.3% 0.81[0.35, 1.92] — &
Yu 2009 low 9 60 10 60 25.5% 0.90 [0.39, 2.06] e
Total (95% CI) 233 241 100.0%  0.69 [0.44, 1.08] <
Total events 26 40
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 1.22, df = 3 (P = 0.75); I? = 0% t y t t
0.05 0.2 1 5 20
Test for overall effect: Z= 1.61 (P =0.11) Favoure VIlsiin D Favours Control
E Vitamin D Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Brooke 1980 7 59 15 67 44.3% 0.53[0.23, 1.21]
Hashemipour 2014 0 55 0 54 Not estimable
Hossain 2014 19 86 18 89 55.7% 1.09 [0.62, 1.94]
Total (95% CI) 200 210 100.0% 0.84 [0.53, 1.34]
Total events 26 33
ity: Chi? = = = s 12 = 509 } } t } +
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 2.00, df = 1 (P = 0.16); I? = 50% 0.05 02 ] 5 20

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.72 (P = 0.47)
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Favours Vitamin D Favours Control

Meta-analyses of the effect of vitamin D intervention on primary outcomes (A) circulating 25-OHD; (B) preeclampsia; (C) gestational diabetes; (D)
small for gestational age; (E) low birth weight; (F) preterm birth; (G) birth weight, and secondary outcomes (H) birth length; and (I) cesarean section.
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FIGURE 2 Continued

F Vitamin D Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl| M-H, Fixed, 95% CI|
Asemi 2013 1 24 1 24 8.8% 1.00[0.07,15.08] f
Hashemipour 2014 1 55 0 54 45% 295[0.12,70.77] 4
Hossain 2014 12 86 10 89 B86.7% 1.24[0.57,272]
Total (95% CI) 165 167 100.0% 1.30 [0.62, 2.69]
Total events 14 11

005 02 1 3 20
Favours Vitamin D Favours Control

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 0.30, df=2 (P = 0.86), F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.70 (P = 0.49)

G Vitamin D Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Brooke 1980 3,157 469 59 3,034 524 67 7.7% 123.00[-50.39, 296.39] =
Goldring 2013 D2 3,321 525 56 3,268 585 50 5.1% 53.00[-159.60, 265.60] —

Goldring 2013 D3 3,290 467 52 3,268 585 50 5.4% 22.00[-183.92,227.92] — 0
Hashemipour 2014 3,429 352 55 3,259 328 54 141% 170.00([42.30, 297.70] e —

Hollis 2011 high 3,285 598 117 3,222 678 111 8.4% 63.00 [-102.86, 228.86] I

Hollis 2011 low 3,360 585 122 3,222 675 111  87% 138.00[-24.92, 30092 T

Hossain 2014 2,810 520 86 2,750 440 89 11.3% 60.00[-82.95, 202.95] - —

Marya 1988 2,990 360 100 2,800 370 100 22.5% 190.00[88.82,291.18] —

Roth 2013 2,802 543 72 2,788 378 72 9.9% 14.00[-138.82,166.82] .

Sahet 2012 3,293 334 25 3,248 320 25 7.0% 45.00[136.32, 226.32] S

Total (95% CI) 744 729 100.0% 108.62[60.63, 156.61] E 3
Heterogeneity: Chi*=7.15, df= 9 (P = 0.62); = 0% i i + +
Testfor overall effect Z= 4.44 (P < 0.00001) -0 Favu’fgncl,mml” Favuurz\ﬁ,ﬂamm SDD

H Vitamin D Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Brooke 1980 497 23 59 485 33 67 7.9% 020[078,1.18] I
Hashemipour 2014 43 16 55 482 17 54 200% 0.80[0.18,1.42] =
Hossain 2014 489 276 86 488 237 89 13.2% 0.10[-066, 0.86] -

Marya 1988 5006 1.79 100 4845 2.04 100 27.2% 1.61[1.08 2.14] —-—
Roth 2013 482 25 68 48 2 B9 13.4% 020056, 0.96] S
Sabet 2012 5075 074 25 50 148 25 183% 075[0.10,1.40 [
Total (95% CI) 393 404 100.0% 0.79[0.51,1.07] L
Heterogeneity: Chi*=15.99, df= 5 (P = 0.007); F= 69% '4 ‘2 b é

Test for overall effect: Z=5.59 (P < 0.00001) Favours Control Favours Vitamin4D

I Vitamin D Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Hollis 2011 high 15 117 24 111 17.8% 0.59 [0.33,1.07] T
Hollis 2011 low 22 122 24111 181% 0.83[0.50, 1.40] -
Hossain 2014 49 86 46 89 326% 1.10[0.84, 1.45] -
Roth 2013 44 73 44 74 31.5% 1.01[0.78,1.32] -
Total (95% CI) 398 385 100.0%  0.94[0.78,1.12]
Total events 130 138
ity: Chi®= = = Cps t t i +
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 4.23, df= 3 (P = 0.24); F= 29% 005 02 : 20

Testfor overall effect Z=0.74 (P = 0.46) Favours Vitamin D Favours Control

Munné. Erratum. Fertil Steril 2016.

The new pooled analysis showed the effect of vitamin D preterm birth (RR, 1.30 vs. 1.26), birth weight (MD,
is larger with the same direction for circulating 25-OHD 108.62 vs. 107.60 g), and birth length (MD, 0.79 vs. 0.30
(mean difference [MD], 70.69 vs. 66.46 nmol/L), preeclamp- cm). The new pooled analysis shows that the effect of
sia (relative risk [RR], 0.89 vs. 0.88), gestational diabetes vitamin D is smaller with the same direction for small for
(RR, 1.08 vs. 1.05), low birth weight (RR, 0.84 vs. 0.72), gestation age (RR, 0.69 vs. 0.78).
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