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Life sciences study design
All studies must disclose on these points even when the disclosure is negative.
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Reporting for specific materials, systems and methods
We require information from authors about some types of materials, experimental systems and methods used in many studies. Here, indicate whether each material,
system or method listed is relevant to your study. If you are not sure if a list item applies to your research, read the appropriate section before selecting a response.

Materials & experimental systems
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Methods

n/a Involved in the study

ChIP-seq

Flow cytometry

MRI-based neuroimaging

N.A. because it is a meta-analysis. We used all the electronic article databses tipically used in any meta-analyses. there are no other medical
article database that are commonly used to this end

We included only articles describing neonates infected by SARS-CoV-2 (i.e. infants within the first month of life), as demonstrated by: 1) at
least one positive real-time reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) on nasopharyngeal swabs, and/or 2) positive serology
with detection of specific IgM. Articles were excluded according to pre-defined criteria as usual for meta-analyses and systematic reviews.
These criteria were the following: conference abstracts, any report of neonates exposed to but not infected by SARS-CoV-2 (according to the
aforementioned criteria), articles describing only stillbirths or children aged more than 30 days and manuscript reporting hypotheses or
opinions without any clinical data. Duplicate reports and “grey” literature were also excluded. Excluded articles and reasons for exclusion are
detailed in fig.1 in the manuscript.

N.A. because it is a meta-analysis. Replication makes no sense here: hus it is just a "desk analysis" of published cases based on simple
arythmetics. If you redo the calculation, without changing the meta-analysed articles, you will always get the same reuslts.

N.A. because it is a meta-analysis. Randomization makes no sense here: Randomization is a technique needed in clinical trials. It is not needed
in meta-analysis and systenatic reviews., as there are no patients potentially receiving one treatment/test or the other. See also above and
PRISMA guidelines which do not mention any need for randomization.

N.A. because it is a meta-analysis. Blinding makes no sense here: blinding is a technique for clinical trials and ours is not a clinical trial. We
have no patients to randomise to a treatment/test or another and no outcome to mask.




