[bookmark: _Hlk162158436]Supplementary table 1: Evaluation result of the Newcastle-Ottawa Scale.
	Study
	Selection
	Comparability
	Exposure
	Scores

	
	Adequate definition of cases
	Representativ-eness of cases
	Selection of controls
	Definition of controls
	Control for important factor
	Ascertainment of exposure
	Same method of ascertainment for cases and controls
	Nonresponse rate
	

	Ekinci
	☆
	☆
	
	☆
	☆
	☆
	☆
	☆
	7

	Ünsal
	☆
	☆
	
	☆
	
	☆
	☆
	☆
	6

	Ozturk
	☆
	☆
	
	☆
	
	☆
	☆
	☆
	6

	Keşkek
	☆
	☆
	
	☆
	
	☆
	☆
	☆
	6

	Parrozzani
	☆
	☆
	
	☆
	
	☆
	☆
	☆
	6

	Hu
	☆
	☆
	
	☆
	
	☆
	☆
	☆
	6

	O¨ zkaya
	☆
	☆
	
	☆
	
	☆
	☆
	☆
	6

	Okur
	☆
	☆
	
	☆
	
	☆
	☆
	☆
	6

	Lubetzky
	☆
	☆
	
	☆
	☆
	☆
	☆
	☆
	7

	Lim
	☆
	☆
	
	☆
	☆
	☆
	☆
	☆
	7




Supplementary table 2: General characteristic of different levels of severity of infants.

	Author
	Year
	Detection Time
	
	Group
	
	

	
	
	
	Total 
	treated ROP
	Total
	untreated ROP
	Total
	non-ROP

	Ekinci [5]
	2023
	Postnatal 1st week
	29
	212±22.5
	51
	207±11.9
	51
	227±15.1

	Ünsal [18]
	2019
	Postnatal 1st month
	12
	230.16±111.81
	67
	337.83±156.65
	43
	348.29±168.73

	Ozturk [6]
	2021
	Postnatal 24h
	34
	187.50±103.96
	52
	195.42±94.43
	34
	174.97±68.78

	Keşkek [12]
	2020
	Postnatal 1st week
	15
	214±62
	32
	222±69
	90
	280±103

	Parrozzani [19]
	2021
	Postnatal 1.5h
	52
	181.88±87.06
	154
	193.81±76.77
	357
	210.16±72.37

	[bookmark: _GoBack]O¨ zkaya [21]
	2022
	Before ROP treatment
	40
	272.43±122.67
	40
	333.32±133.06
	40
	310±119.41
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Supplementary figure, GRADE grading.
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lilustrative comparative risks* (95% C1)
Assumed risk Corresponding risk

Control __PLT count

PLT count e mean pl count n the itervention oroups was 1762 6886
1885 lower (10 studies) moderate
(22510145 bower)

Detection time e mean Getection time i the ntervention groups was 2106 686 _
20,44 lower (10 studies) moderate?
(34581063 ower)

Detection time - carlier e mean Getection time - carker n the inferventon oroups was 1500 EEER)
17.15 lower (8 studies) moderate®
(@779106 52 ower)

Detection time - later e mean Getection tie - ater n the Infervention oroups was E3 856
203 lower (5 studes) low?
(6551 lowerto 7.01 higher)

Group, e mean group in the Interventon groups was. 23 680
19.22 ower @ studies) moderate
(29510895 bower)

Group - treated vs e mean group - reated vs unireated n the infervention groups 578 EEER)

untreated was (6 studies) moderate’
18,58 lower
(42.13 owerto 4.97 higher)

Group - treated vs no-ROP e mean group - reated vs no-rop in the nfervention groups 757 680
was (@ studies) moderate?
31.48 lower
(54710827 lower)

Group - untreated vs no- e mean group - untreated v no-7op n he Interventon oroups. o1t

RoP was (studes)
15.97 lower
(312510069 lower)

Location e mean ocaton n the Interventon groups was. 1762 EEER)
17.43 lower (10 stugies) moderate’
(267410752 ower)

Location - Turkey T mean ocation - turkey in the nierventon groups was. %80 866
2103 lower (@ studes) moderate’
(380810 3,85 lower)

Tocation - other countries e mean ocation - oher countries n the Interventon oroups. 752 866
was (& studies) low
141 lower
(245110 369 lower)

A The mean pma n the intervention aroups was 1762 686 _
17.13 lower (10 studies) moderate?
2574107 52lower)

A <32w e mean pma - 32w in the nierventon groups was. =03 866
16.03 lower (3 studies) low
(303310 1.72 ower)

A <3ow T mean pma - 36w in the nterventon groups was. 1259 EEER)
17.64 1ower (7 studies) moderate
(307810 451 lower)

Year The mean year n the tervention groups wias 1762 8866
17.43 lower (10 studies) moderate
(287410752 ower)

Year - After 2020 e mean year - after 2020 i the ntervention groups was Ti6e EEES)
18.18 lower (@ studies) moderate’
(308210 5.45 lower)

Year -Before 2020 Tne mean year - before 2020 i the nterventon groups was. 3 866
15.46 lower (& studies) low

(31.19 ower o 0.27 higher)

“The basis for the assumed risk (c.g. e median conlrol group risk across studies) s provided In footnotes. The Corresponding risk (and s 95% confidence inferval) s based on the assumed
fisk n the comparison group and the relative effect of the intervention (and fs 95% CJ.

Ct: Confidence interval

'GRADE Working Group grades of evidence

High quality: Further research s very unllkely to change our confidence in the estimate of sffect

Moderate quality: Furinerresearch s kel to have an important impact o our confidence in the estimate of effect and may change the estimate
Low quality: Further research s very kel to have an important impact on our confidence i the estimate of effect and i lkely to change the estimate.

'Very low quality: We are very uncertai about the estinate.

214D:-15.18, 95% CE -30.82 fo -5.45, P=0.01
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