Supplementary figure S1. Funnel plot showing publication bias for meta-analyses of birth
weight and birth length in relation to risk of cancer mortality
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Supplementary figure S2. Funnel plot showing publication bias for meta-analyses of birth
weight and birth length in relation to risk of cancer mortality
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Supplementary figure S3. Birth weight in relation to risk of cancer (overall) or prostate or
breast cancer mortality for the studies reporting continuous birth weight by using a random-
effects model

Risk Categoriesiunit of Relative %
Author Year Sex estimate increment risk (95% CI) Weight
Breast
Kajantie et al 2005 Females Hazard ratio 10009 —_ 1.07 (0.83, 1.85) 14.11
Syddall etal 2005 Females Hazard ratio 18D 4 0.95 (0.85, 1.07) 44.41
Sovio et al 2013 Females Hazard ratio 18D - 1.27 (1.09, 1.47) 4148
Subtotal (I-squared = 78.0%, p = 0.011) O 1.08 (0.86, 1.38) 100.00
Prostate
Ekbom et al 1996 Males. Odds ratio 500 grams - 1.22 (0.87, 1.70) 2159
Kajantie et al 2005 Males. Hazard ratio 10009 [——+—— 2.38(0.98, 5.80) 354
Syddall et al 2005 Males Hazard ratio 18D > 1.12(0.85, 1.32) 59.80
Eriksson et al 2007 Males Hazard ratio 10009 —— 1.41(0.93,2.12) 15.07
Subtotal (I-squared = 15.0%, p = 0.317) 3 1.21(1.02, 1.44) 100.00
Overall
Leon et al 1988 Males Rate ratio 1000 g - 1.13 (0.96, 1.33) 863
Leonetal 1998 Females Rate ratio 10009 + 1.04 (0.87, 1.24) 7.47
Kajantie et al 2005 Males Hazard ratio 1000 g - 1.31 (1.05, 1.64) 495
Kajantie et al 2005 Females Hazard ratio 10009 — 0.91(0.69, 1.22) 3.13
Syddall et al 2005 Females Hazard ratio 18D 1.01 (0.85, 1.07) 3329
Syddall et al 2005 Males. Hazard ratio 15D " 1.06 (1.02, 1.11) 4253
Subtotal {l-squared = 32.2%, p = 0.194) b 1.05 (1.00, 1.11) 100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Supplementary figure S4. Birth weight in relation to risk of cancer (overall) or prostate or
breast cancer mortality for the studies reporting categorical birth weight by using a random-
effects model

Risk Relative %
Authar Year Sex estimate Categoriesfunit of increment Tisk (95% CI) Weight
Breast
Sanderson el al 2006 Famales Hazard ratic <2500 of >=4000 grams | ——— 1.80(1.00,310) 5896
Mashie et al 2010 Females Hazard ratio <=3050 vs >3850 grams —te—— 1.16 (0.59, 2.29) 4104

Sublotal (1squared = 0.0%, p = 0.928) O 150087, 232) 10000

Overall
Baker et al 2008 Bath Hazard ratio 2000-2150 vs 4251-5500 grams | 112(0.99,1.28) 100,00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis




