Int. |. Environ. Res. Public Health 2016, 13, 296; doi:10.3390/ijerph13030296

S1 of S8

SupplementaryMaterials: The Risk Factors of Child
Lead Poisoning in China: A Meta-Analysis

You Li, Jian Qin, Xiao Wei, Chunhong Li, Jian Wang, Meiyu Jiang, Xue Liang, Tianlong Xia and

Zhiyong Zhang *

hong tian 2006
huiyan liu 2007
meilin peng 2011
Qiye 2001
shengliang sun 201

shigiong wang 2010

sun li 2004
¥iaofeng gao 2013
¥iaohua liu 2008
¥ianzhen xiao 2006
¥inxin chen 2003
¥iping ma 2004
¥iulan ma 2012

Total (95% CI)
Total events

Experimental

4

613

65

1378

Control Risk Difference
Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI
459 320 A5G 9.3% 0101[0.04, 0.16]
83 1320 1518 8.8% -0.04 012, 0.04]
a1 2524 3341 T.8% 001 Foa1,013]
4 10 91 3% 0.33[0.00, 0.67]
1M 18 1M TT% 0.23[0.11,0.349]
=53 AE 1497 7.A% 0.36 [0.25, 0.48]
63 a 154 91% 0.01 [0.08, 0.08]
38 21 263 §.5% 0.42 [0.26, 0.58]
120 10 a7 5.5% 0.25 (0.0, 0.46]
41 at 161 §.4% 0.24[0.08, 0.41]
807 1038 1455 9.7% 0.0a[0.01,0.08]
316 128 702 9.4% 0.04 F0.01, 0.09]
143 783 1387 8.8% -0.148[-0.23,-0.07]
2337 9963 100.0% 0.12 [0.05, 0.19]

G287

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi*=100.75, df=12 (P = 0.00001); = 83%
Testfor overall effect: Z=3.24 (F=0.001)

Study or Subaroup

Risk Difference

M-H. Rand

m, 95% CI

-

*

4

05

]

0.

g 1

Favours lead poisoning Favours contral

aifang huang 2006
hin he 2006
guiping chang 2011
huivan liv 2007

jie shan 2011
meilin peng 2011
ginrong zhang 2004

shengliang sun 2014

shuang vang 2006
sun i 2004
¥iaofeng gao 2013
wirxin chen 2003

Total (95% CI)
Total events

(a)
Experimental Control Ouds Ratio Odds Ratio
Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random.95% Cl M-H. Random, 95% CI
52 320 3520 52% 34.02[10.53,108.94] —_—
14 87 143 1085 B6% 1.20 [0.68, 2.19] I
18 42 72425 B2% 3.6%[1.90,7.13] —
20 T 358 1461 91% 1.0% [0.64,1.82] -
54 233 GA3 3990 102% 1.44[1.05,1.97] =
22 A1 1482 3340 28% 0.94 [0.54, 1.64] —
322 BOD 138 412 10.5% 2.30[1.77, 2.98] -
41 101 1% 101 8.3% 3.15 [1.65, 6.01] —
12 a0 29 143 Ti1% 262 [1.14, 6.04] —_—
57 63 140 154  BA% 0.95 [0.35, 2.59] —T
17 38 18 263 T.3%  11.02[4.86, 24.49] —_—
194 807 279 1455 10.7% 1.33[1.08, 1.64] -
2449 13358 100.0% 2.22[1.53, 3.22] <
823 3384
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.32; Chi*= 77.72, df= 11 (P < 0.00001); F= 86% Iu ” 051 ] 150 mu’

Testfor overall effect: 2= 4.22 (P = 0.0001)
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¥iping ma 2005
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Total (95% CI)
Total events

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0,46, Chi*=103.17, df= 11 (P = 0.00001); F=89%
AB (P =0.0005)

Test for overall effect: Z=3

Experimental Control

Events  Total Ewvents
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a3 a1 918 1492
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2209 7476

948 21358
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Odds Ratio
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8.9% 1.1%[0.74, 1.89]
7.7% 1.26 [0.61, 2.58]
8.2% 3.38 [1.83, 6.24]
7.4% 1.37 [0.62, 3.03]
6.1%  17.45[5.98, 50.92)
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9.2% 1.04 [0.70, 1.55]
100.0% 2.10[1.38,3.20]
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Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Ewvents Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H. Random, 95% CI
aifang huang 2008 163 320 28 528 48% 1888 [11.97, 2887 -
cangwen tan 2011 270 A295 2512 B4BT3 5.1% 1.33[1.17,1.51] -
guiping ehang 2011 18 42 90 415 4.6% 271 [1.41,8.21] I
guo pi 2014 39 165 139 G5B 4.9% 146 (077, 1.73)] -
hang tian 2006 314 454 206 A496 5.0% 4.14[318,5.37] -
hongzhong zhang 2004 18 418 71200 4.2% 0.73[0.30,1.79)] — T
huiyan liu 2007 a az 6 1465 36% 1579 [4.71,52.849] EEE
jiazheng xu 2007 ] 274 271897 44% 2481158, 5.37 -
ginrang zhang 2004 476 GO0 112 412 5.0% 10.28 [F.67,13.79] -
shengliang sun 2014 T 101 a0 101 4. 6% 327 [1.79, 5.87] -
shigiong wang 2010 16 96 A4 197 46% 0.47[0.25, 0.87] —_—
shuang yang 2006 1 17 3 1M 2.0% 2.04[0.20,20.86] ]
shuweizhang 2007 313 523 168 1183 5.0% 9.09[7.16,11.55] -
wiaofend gao 2013 13 38 9 263 4.1% 1468 [5.71, 37.72] -
wiaozhen xiaa 2006 M 41 61 161 4 4% 508 [2.33,11.09] -
¥iping ma 2005 34 316 a2 702 4. 8% 2.61[1.58, 4.30] -
wiulan ma 2012 a1 143 620 1357 5.0% 1.12[0.80,1.57] T
¥izheng ouyang 2003 194 am 4482 823 5.0% 1.28[0.98, 1.69] e
yan yi 20045 26 gt g g1 4.2% 4.01 [1.69,9.74] -
wirmyun long 2013 187 238 1860 8612 5.0% 72510831, 9.91] -
zhenyan gao 2014 100 178 919 1849 50% 1.28[0.94,1.74] ™
zhong chen 2014 23 5492 2ME 74550 4 8% 1.38 088, 2.14] T
Total (95% CI) 10320 90875 100.0% 2.99[1.95, 4.59] '.‘
Total events 2410 TET4
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.93; Chi*= 581.00, df= 21 (P = 0.00001); F= 96% =u_u1 0?1 110 1uu=
Testfor overall effect Z=5.03 (P = 0.00001) Favours lead poisoning  Favours contral
(d)
Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Fvents  Total Fvents Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H. Random, 95% CI
guo pi 2014 96 163 415 627 15.4% 0.73[0.51,1.04] ™
meilin peng 2011 349 a1 2232 3343 BET% 1.62[0.84, 310] T
shuang yang 2006 12 17 54 100 2.6% 1.359[0.44, 4.14] N
winkin chen 2003 404 anv 10585 1455 26.4% 0.65 [0.584, 0.74] -
zangween tan 2011 3306 5284 42342 B46TI 325% 0.88[0.83, 093] L
zhenyan gao 2014 108 178 1163 1849 17.4% 0.480 [0.66,1.23] -
Total (95% CI) 6512 72047 100.0% 0.84 [0.69, 1.01] L
Tatal events 4070 47271
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.03; Chi*= 14 67, df= & (P = 0.01%; F= BE% ; f ; |
Testfo?o\rergll effect Z= 188 (P = 0.06) ( ’ o.or o1 o1 o 10
Favours lead poinsoning  Favours control
(e)
Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
shuang yang 2006 2 17 15 100 0.2% 0.76 [0.16, 3.64]
Zanguwen tan 2011 741 Aa284 11261 B4673 BE3% 077 [0.71,0.84]
zhernyan gao 2014 in) 178 BSE 1845 4.3% 1.08[0.79, 1.449]
zhong chen 2014 91 892 1284 ¥5490 9.3% 0.89[0.71,1.12]
Total (95% CI) 6083 74212 100.0%  0.80[0.74, 0.86] '
Total events 301 13216 . . . .
e iR = _ _ R
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 523, df= 3 (P=0.16); F=43% ID.D1 051 1' 1'U 1UUI

Test for overall effect; Z=6.07 (P = 0.00001)

(f)

Favours experimental
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Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Bvents Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% C1
aifang huang 2006 32 320 4 A28 45% 14.58[5.11, 41.65]
ailan gou2010 98 158 G4 188 Ti% 240[1.583,377] -
hin he 2006 10 ar 101 1172 BA% 1.38[0.69, 2.74] T
huiyan liu 2007 21 a3 3|1 15818 B9% 1.13[0.68, 1.87] - T
jianghong liv 2012 42 97 472 1132 F3% 1.07 [0.70,1.63] .
jie shan 2011 o] 233 A81 3880 FT% 232M.72,317] -
meilin peng 2011 14 a1 860 3335 BA% 1.09[0.58, 2.02] T
ning jin 2015 s Gk 1] I3OTT% 4.23[3.08, 5.87] -
giye 2001 3 q 2 91 1%  22.25[3.10,159.70] I —
shengliang sun 2014 44 101 22 10 6.4% 3.38[11.83,624] -
shuang yang 2006 ] 30 34 143 53% 1.37 [0.58, 3.28] T
sun li 2004 a0 B3 43 184 B4% 4.49[2.41,8.36] -
xigohua liv 2008 549 120 T 27 50% 2.76[1.09, 7.0 —
wiaozhen xiao 2006 25 41 41 161 5.89% 457 [2.22,58.40] -
¥iping ma 2005 53 al ] 112 TO:  TE% 1.06[0.74,1.52] -
zhenyan gao 2014 64 174 587 1849 FT% 1.23[0.89,1.69] ™
Total (95% CI) 2549 15401 100.0% 2.26 [1.62, 3.15] <
Tatal events 901 334

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.35; Chi#= 87.60, df= 15 (P = 0.00001); F= 85%

Test for overall effect; £=4.81 (P = 0.00001} 0.01 0.1 ! 10 100

Favours lead poisoning  Favours control

(8)

Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
hin he 2006 5 ar 3| 1T 8A% 1.82[0.70,4.79] I
huiyan liu 2007 g 83 59 1518 9.8% 1.83[0.81,4.60] T
jianghang liv 2012 23 el 347 1142 147% 0.72[0.44,1.17] ™7
jie shan 2011 72 233 495 3980 17.2% 31A[2.35,4.27) =
meilin peng 2011 7 51 354 3340 105% 1.34 [0.60, 3.00] -
ginrong zhang 2004 348 g00 212 M2 AT T% 1.31[1.02,1.649] ™
shuang yang 2006 2 30 3 143 43% 1.63[0.31, 8.50] -
zhenyan gao 2014 33 178 527 1849 168% 1.43[1.04,1.87] il
Total (95% CI) 1359 13566 100.0% 153 [1.04, 2.26] L
Total events 529 2039 .

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.21; Chi®= 34.52, df= 7 (P = 0.0001}; F=80%

Testfor averall effect 2= 215 (P = 0.03) 0.01 01 ! 10 100

Favours lead poinsoning  Favours control

(h)

Experimental Control Odds Ratio QOdds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total BEvents Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Qilan gouz2010 134 158 146 158 0.6% 046 [0.22,0.95]
hin he 2006 26 ar 421 1172 1.2% 076 [0.47, 1.22] T
qua pi 2014 16 164 113 B&g 1.2% 0.52[0.30,0.90] -
jianghong liu 2012 11 104 244 1239 1.0% 0.47 [0.24, 0.90] -
jie shan 2011 71 233 1360 38490 3.0% 0.85[0.64,113] -
shuang yang 2006 11 30 BY 143 0.4% 0.66[0.29, 1.48] -1
¥ianxiang feng 2006 Ta 748 225 1163 4.5% 0.49[0.37, 0.69) -
¥iaohua liy 2008 ] 120 21 27 0.4% 0.37 [0.14, 0.99]
¥iulan ma 2012 6a 153 18 1347 2.5% 0.57 [0.41, 0.81] —_
Zangwen tan 2011 2234 5295 336 G4BTI B4.6% 0.67 [0.64,0.71] .
zhenyan gao 2014 A 174 94 18449 0.5% 0.54[0.22 1.34] -
Total {95% CI) 7273 76429 100.0%  0.66 [0.63,0.70] |
Total events 2714 370

Heterogenaity: ChiF= 12.95, df= 10 (P = 0.23); F= 23%

I 1 t |
Tastfor overall effect: £= 1538 (P = 0.00001) 0.01 o ! 10 100

Favours lead poisoning  Favours control
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Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H. Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
ailan gou2010 142 158 144 148 31% 0.86[0.41,1.83] T
hin he 2006 41 ar 679 1172 107% 0.65[0.42,1.00] ™
jianghong liv 2012 14 ekl 361 1173 10.4% 0.37 [0.21, 0.6H] -
jie shan 2011 Ta 233 1811 3890 251% 0.70[0.483, 0.94] -
shuang yang 2006 9 30 T 143 41% 0.36[0.15,0.83] -
¥ankiang feng 2006 100 ¥a2 293 11485 431% 0.45[0.35, 0.58] =
zheryan gao 2014 4 174 94 18449 3.8% 043016 1.17] E—
Total (95% CI) 1538 9640 100.0% 0.54 [0.46, 0.63] L
Total events 380 360 . . . .
Heterogeneity: Chif=1021 df =6 {P=012); F=41% ! L L 1
Test fn?u\tergll efect 7= 7.84 (P <(D nnum))' om o1 e 100
’ ) : Favours lead poisoning  Favours control
()
lead poisoning Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Random, 95% Cl M-H. Random, 95% CI
ailan gouZ010 114 158 110 158 36% 1.13[0.70,1.84] -
guiping chang 2011 25 52 222 415 28% 0.80([0.45,1.43] -
guo pi 2014 109 165 351 658 5.2% 1.70[01.19, 2.43] -
hangzhong zhang 2004 227 419 T2 121 4.4% 0.77[0.51,1.16] -7
huiyan liu 2007 52 a3 a5 1435 3.49% 1.51 [0.96, 2.39] —
jianghong liu 2012 72 105 GBS 1239 4.2% 1.86[1.22, 2.86] -
jiazheng xu 2007 191 274 1132 1997 B.E% 1.76[1.34, 2.31] -
jie shan 2011 143 233 2281 3990  6.E% 1.19[0.81, 1.56] ™
meilin peng 2011 30 51 1803 3343 258% 1.22[0.70,2.14] T
ning jin 2014 465 TE4 115 236 B.2% 1.641.22,2.19] -
i ye 2001 4 ] a0 31 0.6% 0.66 [0.17, 2.60] - 1
shuang yang 2006 18 30 77 143 1.6% 1.48 [0.66, 3.34] T
shuweizhang 2007 265 523 36 1693  8.0% 1.71[1.40, 2.08] -
sulin fu 2006 55 92 497 919 41% 1.26[0.82,1.89] T
sun li 2004 33 63 a8 164 2.8% 0.85[0.83,1.70] 1
xianxiang fang 2006 430 TE4 495 1187  8.3% 1.80[1.50, 2.16] -
¥iaofeng gao 2013 24 38 146 263 21% 1.37 [0.68, 2.77] T
¥inxin chen 2003 476 aor T34 1455  8.8% 1.41[1.149, 1.68] -
¥iulan ma 2012 30 183 T93 1357 S4% 1.02[0.72,1.43] -
xizheng ouyang 2003 172 30 41 823 BT% 1.15[0.88,1.51] ™
zhenyan gao 2014 121 179 963 1849  5.6% 1.89[1.37, 2.62] -
Total (95% Cl) 5263 23536 100.0% 1.39 [1.24, 1.55] L]
Total events 12 12435 ) . . .
T ot 0 e o0 s oo 1w
) : : Favours lead poisoning  Favours control
(k)
lead poisoninExperimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Random, 95% Cl M-H. Random, 95% CI
huiyan liu 2007 9 Ir 178 143 9.2% 1.00[0.49, 2.03] I
sun li 2004 41 63 61 154 10.9% 2.84[1.54 523 -
wianhua liu 2008 T 120 9 27 7.0% 3.58[1.48, 8.66] -
¥iping ma 2005 128 316 188 TOX 17.9% 1.86[1.41, 2.46] -
¥iulanma 2012 63 153 415 1357 16.45% 1.82[1.29, 2.59] -
Zangwen tan 2011 1245 5295 13643 B4673  21.3% 1.15[1.08,1.23] "
zhenyan gao 2014 98 179 829 1849 1T72% 1.458[1.09, 2.03] -
Total (95% CI) 6203 70253 100.0% 1.67 [1.25, 2.22] ’
Total events 1666 15320 . . . .
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.10; Chi®= 3210, df= 6 (P = 0.0001); F=81% IU.EI1 0:1 ] 1'0 100'

Testfor averall effect: Z= 3.51 {P = 0.0005)

Favours lead poisoning  Favours control
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Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Ewvents Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H. Random, 95% CI
guo pi 2014 17 165 3] BEE 7% 1.05[0.60, 1.54] 1
hongzhong zhang 2004 111 418 23 120 76% 152092, 2.57] s
huiyan liy 2007 42 83 99 1518 B1% 1.20[0FF, 1.67] T
jiazheng xu 2007 48 274 166 1878  B.8% 2.32[1.63,3.29] -
i ye 2001 4 ] 17 91 2.5% 3.45[0.84,14.36] T
shengliang sun 2014 73 1M 45 101 6.9% 3.24[1.81,5.87 -
shuang yang 2006 5 17 26 102 3.5% 1.221[0.39, 3.79] I —
sulin fu 2006 24 g2 246 918 TT% 0.97 [0.59, 1.587] -
¥iaofeng gao 2013 14 38 14 263 52% ¥.459[3.34,16.80] -
¥iaozhen xiao 2006 30 41 T3 161 5.6% 3.28[1.54,7.01] I
¥iping rma 2005 123 3E 14649 702 94% 218 [1.63, 2.80] -
¥izheng ouyang 2003 143 am 362 823 96% 1.32[1.01,1.77] ™
zangwen tan 2011 1722 4295 18848 GB4673  10.6% 1.08[1.02,1.14] "
zhenyan gao 2014 16 178 178 1849 T.3% 0.92[0.54,1.58] -
Total (95% CI) 7329 73958 100.0% 1.68[1.29,2.17] *
Total events 2382 21836
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.16; Chi®= 83.04, df= 13 (P < 0.00001); F= 84% f f ; |
Testfo?nvergll effect 7= 3I.91 (P = D.DDDI1) : ’ u.o o1 I ! 1o 1ao
Favours lead poisoning  Favours control
(m)
Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
shuang yang 2006 1] 17 3 102 00% 081004 1647
gquo pi 2014 a5 165 345 E53 3.0% 0.96 [0.69, 1.36] -
zhenyan gaa 2014 12 174 107 18449 0.8% 117 [0.63, 2.17] I
zanguwen tan 2011 1893 5285 20393 F4673 BATH 1.21[1.14,1.28] .
meilin peng 2011 16 a1 917 3343 0.9% 1.21 [0.67, 2.20] T
¥iping ma 2005 123 316 232 Toz 4.0% 1.29[0.98,1.70] ™
huivan liw 2007 1 a3 12 15818 0%  1.53[0.20,11.91] D
¥iulan ma 2012 16 143 T8 1387 0.6% 1.781[1.00,3.18] —
¥igghua liu 2008 ak 120 g a7 0.3% 2.081[0.84,5.11] T
shengliang sun 2014 73 1M 45 101 0.6% 3.2401.81,587)] -
Total (95% CI) 6480 74330 100.0% 1.22[1.16, 1.29] |
Tatal events 2374 22140
Heterogeneity, Chi®=15.91, df= 9 (P = 0.07); F= 43% l t l !
Testfn?uvergll effect Z=7 IDQ P =(EI DDEID1))I 0.01 0.1 ; ; ! 10 100
. : : Favours lead poisoning  Favours control
(n)
Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H. Fixed, 95% Cl
hang tian 2006 ars 4549 396 595 45.9% 3148102359, 4.21] =
hongzhong zhang 2004 38 418 5 120 5.9% 237091, 614] 1
shuang yang 2006 4 17 17 102 3% 1.54 [0.45 5.24] I
sulin fu 2006 4 92 40 914 5.8% 1.00[0.35, 2.86] T
¥igohua liu 2008 T3 120 g 27 4.3% 3.69[1.49, 9.11] -
¥iping ma 2004 To A 82 F0? 331% 2148 1[1.81, 3.08] =
zhernyan gao 2014 4 1749 12 18449 1.7% 3.50[1.12,10.86]
Total (95% CI) 1601 4315 100.0%  2.62[2.15, 3.20] +
Total events ar2 420 . . . .
Heterogeneity: Chif= 782, df= 6 {PF=028), F=20% I 1 1 1
Testfo?nvergll effect 7= E;.49 P i D.DDDD1)I) 0.01 0.1 N 1 10 100
Favours lead poisoning  Favours control
(0)
experiment Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random. 95% CI M-H. Random, 95% CI
hin he 2006 ] ar 134 1085  7.8% 072[0.34,1.52] -1
jiazheng xu 2007 3 274 201 1897 11.58% 1.48[1.03,2.14)] ™
jie shan 2011 71 233 1826 3890 123% 0.71[0.53,0.94] ™
ginrong zhang 2004 365 BOO 104 12 12.3% 4,60 [3.49, 6.08] -
shuang vang 2006 ] 30 20 143 65% 264 [1.06,6.57] —
¥inxin chen 2003 a1 aor 718 1455 130% 1.89[1.58, 2.29] -
willan ma 2012 43 1483 43 1357 11.4% 1.79[1.23, 262 -
Zangwen tan 2011 976 4295 10341 BRYEE  134% 1.30[1.21,1.40) -
zheryan gao 2014 g3 178 A58 1849 1149% 1.45[1.08,1.99] Il
Total (95% CI) 7658 82256 100.0% 1.58 [1.14, 2.18] .
Total events 210 13842 . . . .
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.20; Chi*=114.04, df= 8 (P = 0.000013; F= 83% ID.D'I D!1 1'0 1DE|I

Testfor overall effect: £=2.77 (F = 0.006)

(p)

Favours lead poinsoning  Favours control



Experimental

_ Study or Subgroup _ Events
bin he 2006 z
huiyan liw 2007 a
jie ghan 2011 57
winwin chen 2003 137
¥iping ma 2005 123
zhenyan gao 2014 7
Total (95% CI)

Total events N
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Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.08; Chi#= 15.68, df= 5 (P = 0.008); F= 68%

Testforoverall effect Z=218 (P=0.03)

Experimental

Study or Subgroup  Events

hin he 2006 ]

jiazheng xu 2007 Ta
Zangwen tan 2011 1142
Total (95% CI)

Total events 1229

Heterogeneity: Chi*=3.79, df=2 (F=0.158); F=47%
Test for overall effect: Z=4.55 (P = 0.00001)

S6 of S8
Control 0Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random. 95% CI M-H. Random, 95% CI
ar 46 1085  46% 053013, 223 —
a3 44 18916 BT% 214 [0.83, 5.56] T
233 849 3990 24.2% 1.20[0.88,1.63] -
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Figure S1:Forest plots for risk factors of child lead poisoning;.(a) home painting; (b) living near
main roads; (c) passive smoking; (d) often eating foods containing lead; (e) frequent consumption of
dairy products; (f) daily intake of calcium, iron, and/or zinc supplements; (g) potential for father's

occupational exposure to lead; (h) potential for mother's occupational exposure to lead; (i) mother's

educational level; (j) father's educational level;(k) sex; (1) industry around the home; (m) hand-to-mouth

activity; (n) no often washing hands at keytimes; (o) picky eating; (p) living on the ground floor; (q)

coalburning; (r) peeling walls.
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Figure S2. Funnel plots of risk factors for child lead poisoning. (a) home painting—living near main

roads; (b) passive smoking—often eating foods containing lead; (c) frequent consumption of dairy

products—potential for father's occupational exposure to lead; (d) potential for mother's

occupational exposure to lead —father's educational level; (e) mother's educational level—sex;

(f) industry around the home—hand-to-mouth activity; (g) no often washing hands at keytimes—

picky eating; (h) living on the ground floor—coalburning.
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