Web Table 1. Component studies in Johanson and Menon 1999 [1] meta-analysis: Impact of vacuum vs. forceps delivery on perinatal mortality

	Source
	Location and Type of Study
	Intervention
	Stillbirths / Perinatal Outcomes

	1. Dell et al. 1985 [2]

	USA (New Orleans). Louisiana State University.

RCT. N=118 nulliparous patients [N=73 vacuum group (N=37 Mityvac, N=36 Silastic), N=45 forceps].
	Compared the impact on perinatal mortality of vacuum (study group) vs. Tucker-McLane forceps delivery (controls).
	PMR: OR=not estimable. [0/73 vs. 0/45 in the study vs. control groups, respectively].



	2. Ehlers et al. 1974 [3]

	Denmark.

RCT. N=206 participants (N=107 vacuum group, N=99 forceps).
	Compared the impact on perinatal mortality of vacuum (study group) vs. forceps delivery (controls).


	PMR: OR=not estimable.

[0/107 vs. 0/112 in vacuum vs. forceps groups, respectively].



	3. Fall et al. 1986 [4]

	Sweden.

RCT. N=36 participants (N=20 vacuum group, N=16 forceps).
	Assessed the effect on perinatal mortality of vacuum (study group) vs. forceps delivery (controls).
	PMR: OR=not estimable.

[0/20 vs. 0/16 in vacuum and forceps groups, respectively].



	4.  Johanson et al. 1993 


[5, 6] ADDIN EN.CITE 

	England (Keele, West Midlands). District general hospitals (secondary setting).

Non-blinded RCT. N=607 participants [N=296 vacuum group (Silc-cup - 177, OA metal - 95, OP metal - 23, VE not used - 1); N=311 forceps (Neville Barnes - 258, Kjellands - 44, Manual rotation - 5, Lift Out - 0, Forceps not used - 4)].
	Compared the impact on perinatal mortality of vacuum extraction (study group) vs. forceps delivery (controls).


	PMR: OR=1.05 (95% CI: 0.07-16.85) [NS].

[1/296 vs. 1/311 in vacuum vs. forceps groups, respectively].

Stillbirth data not given.

	5. Lasbrey et al. 1964 [7]

	South Africa (Durban).

Non-blinded RCT. N=252 participants (N=121 vacuum, N=131 forceps). 


	Compared the impact on perinatal mortality of
Malmstrom vacuum extractor (study group) vs. forceps delivery (controls). 
	PMR: OR=0.39 (95% CI: 0.05-2.83) [NS].

[1/121 vs. 3/131 in vacuum vs. forceps groups, respectively].

Fresh SBR: 1/121 vs. 1/131 in study vs. control groups, respectively.

	6. Vacca et al. 


[8-11] ADDIN EN.CITE 

	England (Portsmouth).

Non-blinded RCT. N=304 single, vertex pregnancies (N=152 vacuum group, N=152 forceps).

	Compared the impact on perinatal mortality of 50mm anterior and posterior Bird vacuum extractor cups (study group) vs. Haig Ferguson's and Kjellands forceps (controls).

	PMR: OR=7.39 (95% CI: 0.15-372.38) [NS].

[1/152 vs. 0/152 in study and control groups, respectively].



	7.  Johanson et al. 1989 


[12, 13] ADDIN EN.CITE 

	England (Wigan). North Staffordshire and Billinge Maternity Hospital.

RCT. N=264 single, cephalic pregnancies (N=132 ventouse group, N=132 forceps).
	Compared the impact on perinatal mortality of 'Silc cup' ventouse (study group) vs. forceps delivery (controls).


	PMR: OR=not estimable.

[0/132 in both the groups]. 
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