Figure S1. Sensitivity analysis : Pooled effect of the NMCR on maternal mortality in studies with at least 300 cases and 30 events
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Odds Ratio
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1.5.1 Studies with at least 300 cases and 30 events

Wagaarachchi 2001 (29 Gnana and Giamaica 17 338
Kidanto 2012 {19 Tanzanhia 1] 238
Kaongryay 2008 {26 Malauwi 93 2944360
Subtotal (95% CI) 2944786

Total events 110
Heterogeneity: Chi®=14.80, df= 2 (F = 0.0007); F= 86%
Testfor overall effect: £= 279 (P =0.005)

Total (95% CI) 2944786
Total events 110
Heterogeneity: Chi®=14.50, df= 2 (P = 0.0007); F= 86%

Testfor overall effect: 2= 279 (P =0.00%)

Testfar subdraup differences: Mot applicable
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Figure S2. Sensitivity analysis : Pooled effect of the NMCR on perinatal mortality in studies with at least 300 cases and 30 events

after before Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Bvents Total Bvents Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.6.1 Studies with at least 300 cases and 30 events
kayinga 2016 (18 Uganda 27 180 27 180 37.8% 1.00[0.56, 1.78]
Kidanto 2012 {19) Tanzania 32 aa 161 389 62.2% 0.81 [0.50,1.31]
Subtotal (95% CI) 268 K69  100.0% 0.88 [0.61, 1.27]
Total events a9 138
Heterogeneity: Chi®*=0.31, df=1 (P =0.58), F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.67 (FP=0.40
Total (95% CI) 268 H69 100.0% 0.88 [0.61, 1.27] &
Tatal events a9 138

Heterogeneity: Chi®==0.31, df=1 {P=0.98) F=0%
Testfor overall effect £Z= 067 (P=0.50
Test for subgroup differences: Mot applicable
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Figure S3. Subgroup analysis : Pooled effect of the NMCR audit on maternal mortality by country income

after before Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Bvents Total Bvents Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.3.1 Studies in low income countries
Hunyinho 2008 (25) Migeria 2 G5 2 65 1.3% 1.00[0.14, 7.32]
Kongnyuy 2008 (27) halawi 2 G2 3 G0 1.9% 0.63[0.10, 3.93]
Weeks 2005 (28) Uganda 1] 43 4 43 2.9% 0.10[0.01,1.93) *
Wan den Akker 2011 (22) Walawi 4 241 A 29595 a.0% 0.38[0.11,1.349] — T
Kidanto 2012 {149) Tanzania 1] aa an H| T.4% 0.07 [0.00,1.10) #
Wanaarachchi 2001 (29 Gnana and Giamaica 17 338 18 a51 a.6% 1.487 [0.80, 3.09] T
Kongnyuy 2008 (26) halawi 93 2944360 104 2618685 T725% 0.80 [0.60,1.048] B
Subtotal (95% CI) 2950197 2622788 99.6% 0.77 [0.60, 0.98] &
Total events 118 167
Heterogeneity, Chi®=10.38, df =6 (F=011); F=42%
Testfor overall effect £= 216 (P =0.03)
1.3.2 Studies in upper middle income countries
Mohd Azri 2015 (16) Malaysia 1 ] 2 44 04% 294024, 36.32]
Subtotal (95% CI) 9 49 0.4% 2.94[0.24, 36.32]  —ee R
Total events 1 2
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect: £=0.84 (P =040}
Total (95% CI) 2950206 2622837 100.0% 0.77 [0.61, 0.98] &
Total events 1149 169
Heterogeneity: Chi®=11.39, df =7 (P =012}, F=39% in 01 IZ|=1 1=II| 100

Testfor overall effect: £=2.09 (P =10.04)
Testfor subgroup differences: Chif=1.09, df=1 (P=030.F=8.1%

favours the intervention



Figure S4. Subgroup analysis : Pooled effect of the NMCR on perinatal mortality by country income

after before
Study or Subgroup

Odds Ratio

Bvents Total Bvents Total Woeight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Ouds Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

1.4.1 Studies in low income countries

Fanaryuy 2008 (27 Malawi 3 G2 Gl
Fayinga 2016 (19 Llganda 27 180 27
Kidanto 2012 (19 Tanzania 32 an 161
Subtotal (95% CI) 330

Total events 62 193

Heterogeneity: Chif= 069, df= 2 (P=0.72), F=0%
Testfar overall effect Z=0.84 (P =0.40)

1.4.2 Studies in upper middle income countries

Mahd Azri 20145 {16) Malaysia 3 g 4
Subtotal (95% CI) !
Total events 3 4

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect 2= 1.97 (F = 0.04)

Total (95% Cl) 339

Total events G5 197
Heterogeneity: Chi*=504 df=3 (P =017}, F=40%
Testfor overall effect = 048 (F = 0.63)
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Testfar subgroup differences: Chi*=4.39,. df=1 (P=004, F=77.2%
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Figure S5. Funnel plot
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Figure S6. Funnel plot

_ SE(I0a[OR])

0.2

06T

08T

—

: effect of the NMCR on perinatal mortality

o

1

10
[}
I
et
LN}
Pt
fop N
P
{ ]
I : &
¢ L]
T 1 1
1
! CII '.1
b \
v
1 W
I i
1 4
1 1
1 \
1 1
1 \
1 L]
1 &
1 L]
1 5
1 L]
1 %
L]
| X
| L]
It
! v
1 A
1 y
1 !
1 \
1 !
1 §
1 ]
| y
i (@)
1 ]
\ 1
1 ]
I| I'l\. ]
1 10



