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Abstract: Neurodevelopmental delays can interfere with children’s engagement with the world
and further development, and may have negative consequences into adulthood. Mercury is highly
toxic and may negatively influence neurodevelopment because it can freely cross the placenta
and accumulate in the fetal brain. We searched four publication databases (Embase, PsycINFO,
PubMed/MEDLINE, Scopus) for studies examining the relationship between early life mercury
exposure and scores on neurodevelopmental performance measures in children aged 0 to 5 years old.
Study quality was assessed using the National Institutes of Health (NIH) Quality Assessment Tool.
Thirty-two prospective studies were included in the review. Neurodevelopmental performance was
measured using 23 different scales, most commonly the Bayley Scales of Infant and Toddler Develop-
ment (BSID). In most cases, the evidence for an association between mercury and neurodevelopment
was weak. There did not appear to be exceptions for particular childhood ages, outcome scales, or
mercury levels. The small number of results to the contrary were more likely to be studies which did
not meet our high-quality criteria, and could be a consequence of multiple testing, selection bias, or
incomplete confounder adjustment. Based on current evidence, dietary mercury exposure during
pregnancy is unlikely to be a risk factor for low neurodevelopmental functioning in early childhood.

Keywords: systematic review; pregnancy; childhood; mercury; methylmercury; neurodevelopment

1. Introduction

During gestation and infancy, the brain undergoes rapid cell specialization and the
shaping of neuronal networks which support neurodevelopmental functions such as cogni-
tive, motor, language, and social skills [1]. Neurodevelopmental difficulties in early life
may restrict a child’s range of experiences and lead to a cycle of impaired development that
results in long-term harm to health and life opportunities [2,3]. For example, a child with
motor difficulties may lose opportunities to play with peers, which then restricts the range
of experiences and may affect social development. The prenatal environment is known to
be a key factor in enabling optimal neurodevelopment [4], and exposure to toxic metals
may play a role.

One such element is mercury (Hg). Direct contact with mercury (such as the inhalation
of mercury vapors or skin contact) is extremely toxic and can result in organ failure and
permanent damage throughout the central nervous system [5,6]. This is because mercury is
highly reactive and disrupts cellular functions including protein and enzyme inhibition,
epigenetic modifications, oxidative stress, and cellular death [7]. Mercury is deposited
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into all major oceans, primarily from industrial atmospheric emissions [8], where a cyclical
process of methylation into organic Hg in the form of methylmercury (MeHg) occurs [9,10].
Aquatic MeHg can enter the human food chain following absorption by microorganisms
and bioaccumulation into large fish such as tuna and swordfish which may be consumed by
humans [8,11]. This dietary exposure is likely to increase in coming decades because of the
decade-long time lag between atmospheric mercury emissions and ocean absorption, which
means that that ocean Hg is expected to increase regardless of reductions in atmospheric
emissions [8,12,13].

Methylmercury is the most common form of dietary Hg and is highly absorbable
in the intestines [14,15], after which it can cross both the placenta [16] and blood-brain
barrier [17,18]. Hg concentrations are higher in the neonatal umbilical cord than maternal
blood [17,19], indicating that the fetus may be exposed to a significant proportion of the
mother’s circulating mercury. Harmful concentrations may accumulate [20,21] during a
critical window of neurological development [22], because the developing infant has both
higher levels of mercury crossing the blood-brain barrier and less efficient clearance than
adults [7,23,24].

Several epidemiological studies investigated prenatal mercury exposure and neu-
rodevelopment. A review in 2018 [23] identified 11 studies which found evidence of
neurodevelopmental harm from mercury exposure during pregnancy. A neurotoxicological
review in the same year by Olivera et al. [7] concluded that the evidence from observa-
tional studies remained unclear. Neither of the reviews were systematic, and they did
not evaluate study quality or compare study methodologies, which may have led to poor
quality studies biasing their findings. A 2017 systematic review and meta-analysis of
case-control studies compared mercury levels between individuals diagnosed with autism,
a neurodevelopmental condition characterized by social communication impairments and
repetitive behavior patterns, and typically developing individuals, and concluded that
mercury causally increased the likelihood of autism [25]. However, this analysis did not
consider potential reverse causation (e.g., autism sensory-seeking symptoms leading to
higher mercury exposure), or which covariates were adjusted for in the analysis, an impor-
tant omission given that there is the potential for confounding from factors such as fish
intake [26]. Fish are a source of both methylmercury and of essential nutrients hypothesized
to be involved in reducing the likelihood of autism such as long-chain polyunsaturated
fatty acids (LCPUFA) [27,28].

This study aims to review the evidence concerning prenatal mercury exposure and
early neurodevelopment systematically. Specific objectives are: (1) to identify systemati-
cally studies of mercury concentrations in maternal biomarkers and neurodevelopmental
functioning in children aged 0 to 5 years old; (2) to assess the quality of studies; (3) to
synthesize all results and identify the current pattern and strength of evidence.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Design and Protocol

This systematic review was designed to assess the evidence for an association between
prenatal exposure to mercury and neurodevelopment in early childhood (0–5 years) from
studies published up to December 2020. The age range of 0–5 years was selected because the
first years of infancy are understood to form a critical window of brain development [29],
and the clearance rate of mercury and methylmercury is such that prenatal exposure would
not be expected to last beyond the first few years of life [30,31]. Studies which used bio-
logical samples to measure mercury concentrations during pregnancy or at delivery were
included; ethylmercury was not included because the pathways to exposure and biological
mechanisms are different from other forms of mercury. Studies were included which evalu-
ated neurodevelopmental functioning using continuous scales (not neurodevelopmental
diagnoses or symptom measures). The study design and protocol were registered with the
International Prospective Register of Systematic Reviews (PROSPERO) on 23 November
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2020, registration number CRD42020221146. Changes to the study and rationale are stated
in Supplementary File Part 1.

2.2. Search Strategy

We identified search terms and subject headings (where possible) related to pregnancy,
mercury, and neurodevelopment.

Search queries were developed for four bibliographic databases: Embase, MEDLINE
(PubMed), PsycINFO, and Scopus. Animal studies were excluded, but there was no
restriction by year of publication or language. Search queries are available in Supplementary
File Part 2. We used Google search to identify relevant white papers, theses, and conference
proceedings, using combinations of search terms and screening the first 5 pages of results.
The reference list of each included paper was screened to identify additional studies missed
by our database searches. The searches were run on 1 December 2020.

2.3. Study Selection

Search results were imported into Covidence systematic review software and auto-
matically deduplicated [32]. Papers were screened in a two-stage process by K.D. and
M.F. First, titles and abstracts were screened against our inclusion and exclusion criteria in
Table 1. Second, papers which passed the first stage of screening were read in full, and a
final decision was made by each reviewer. When studies were regarded as eligible by one
reviewer but not the other, the studies were discussed to come to a consensus decision.

Table 1. Criteria for including or excluding papers from this systematic review.

Include Exclude

1. Study of total mercury, inorganic, organic, or
methylmercury compounds. 1. Studies other compounds including ethylmercury.

2. Measures mercury in pregnant women. 2. Measures mercury in other populations.

3. Measures mercury concentrations in biological samples: blood
(whole, erythrocyte, plasma, serum), urine, cord blood/tissue,
placenta, or hair.

3. Uses any other measure of mercury exposure.

4. Measures neurodevelopmental functioning (i.e.: cognition,
attention, memory, intelligence, fine/gross motor development,
receptive/expressive language ability, communicative ability, social
development, or overall neurodevelopment) in children aged 0 to
5 years old.

4. Measures neurodevelopmental functioning in older
children or adults, or only measures diagnoses or
symptoms of neurodevelopmental disorders.

5. Reports association between mercury and
neurodevelopmental functioning

5. Does not report associations between mercury and
specified outcomes.

6. Study reports results from multivariable analysis methods. 6. Study reports results only from univariable methods
such as correlations or t-tests.

2.4. Data Extraction and Quality Assessment

The following data were extracted: Publication details, study type, location, mercury
measurement method, neurodevelopmental functioning measurement tool, population, sta-
tistical methods, model adjustment variables, and results. A full list of data fields is shown
in Supplementary File Part 3. The extracted data were checked by the second reviewer.

The quality of each study was assessed using the National Institutes of Health (NIH)
Quality Assessment Tool [33], which was designed for prospective and cross-sectional
studies (Supplementary File Part 4). The tool evaluates the design, sampling, measurement,
and reporting quality of studies using 14 yes/no questions. Two further items were added
which we judged important to consider: (1) whether studies selected covariates based
on significance testing, which may encourage bias compared to selection based on prior
evidence and theory [34]; (2) whether studies fully published the results of their planned
analyses, or only those which met a significance threshold.
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Studies were considered high quality if: (a) they met 12 or more of the 16 quality
assessment criteria; and (b) they met item 14 of the NIH Quality Assessment Tool: “Were
key potential confounding variables measured and adjusted statistically for their impact on the
relationship between exposure(s) and outcome(s)?”. Item 14 was considered essential because
the failure to adjust for important confounders would lead to bias in the model estimates.
We identified (1) maternal socio-economic status or education, (2) fish or fatty acid intake,
and (3) maternal smoking as key confounders [35–41].

2.5. Evidence Synthesis

We could not meta-analyze study results because of the numerous sources of hetero-
geneity in the design of studies, including mercury measurement, sample type, neurodevel-
opmental domain and assessment tool, the timing of exposure and outcome measurements,
and type of statistical estimate. We instead synthesized results in a narrative review.

Studies used a variety of neurodevelopmental scales many of which measured differ-
ent domains of neurodevelopmental functioning. We grouped the review into six broad
domains which the neurodevelopmental outcomes could be mapped to:

1. Cognition and language as measured by the Bayley Scales of Infant and Toddler
Development II (BSID-II) Mental Developmental Index (MDI).

2. Other measure of cognition, including attention, executive function, and memory.
3. Motor function, fine, and gross.
4. Communication and language development.
5. Social development.
6. General or composite measures of neurodevelopmental functioning.

3. Results
3.1. Study Characteristics

The search returned 593 potential studies after deduplication, and 6 more were found
among reference lists. See Figure 1 for numbers at each stage of screening. We found
32 studies eligible for inclusion in this review, listed in Appendix A.
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Neurodevelopmental functioning was measured using 23 scales, and the most com-
mon were variations of the BSID scale, found in 17 studies (Table 2). The BSID-II and
Bayley-III) (also referred to as BSID-III) were designed to measure cognitive, motor, and
language development in children aged 1 to 42 months. Scales are standardized across
all ages to a mean of 100 and standard deviation of 15. The two versions are reviewed
separately because performance on the two versions is correlated but not identical [42],
and motor and language development is measured in a single scale in the second edition
but not the third. Further scale details are available in Supplementary File Part 5.

Table 2. Measures of neurodevelopmental functioning in the included studies.

Abbreviation Name n

A-not-B A-not-B test 1

BSID-II Bayley Scales of Infant and Toddler Development—Second Edition 9

Bayley-III/BSID-III Bayley Scales of Infant and Toddler Development—Third Edition 8

CDI MacArthur-Bates Communicative Development Inventories 1

CDIIT Comprehensive Developmental Inventory for Infants and Toddlers 1

DDST Denver Developmental Screening Test 1

DDST (modified) Modified version of the Denver Developmental Screening Test 1

FTII Fagan Test of Infant Intelligence 1

GDS Gesell developmental schedules 2

K-ABC Kaufman Assessment Battery for Children 1

K-BSID-II Korean adapted version of Bayley Scales of Infant and Toddler
Development II 1

KSPD Kyoto Scale of Psychological Development 1

MCDI MacArthur Communicative Development Inventory 1

MDAT Malawi Developmental Assessment Tool 1

MSCA McCarthy Scales of Children’s Abilities 1

NBAS Neonatal Behavioral Assessment Scale 1

NBNA Neonatal Behavioral Neurological Assessment 2

NNNS NICU Network Neurobehavioral Scale 1

PPVT Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 1

SMS Social Maturity Scale (Vineland) 1

VRM Visual recognition memory 1

WPPSI-R Wechsler Preschool and Primary Scales of Intelligence-Revised 2

WRAVMA Wide Range Assessment of Visual Motor Abilities 1

All used a prospective design where tissue samples were taken prior to neurode-
velopmental assessment, most frequently from the mother during pregnancy or delivery
(Table 3). Tissue types commonly used to measure mercury concentrations were maternal
whole blood (n = 10), hair (n = 10), or umbilical cord blood or tissue (n = 21). The studies
took place in 16 countries where the primary source of mercury exposure was mostly fish
or seafood consumption (e.g., [43]), but also from rice consumption [44], and proximity to
artisanal tin [45] or gold mining [46].
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Table 3. Study characteristics.

Country n 1 n 1

Brazil 1 Republic of Seychelles 2
Canada 1 Slovenia 2
China 4 South Korea 3

Croatia 4 Spain 2
Greece 1 Taiwan 1

Italy 4 Tanzania 1
Japan 3 United Kingdom 2

Poland 2 USA 4

Mercury source (all maternal) n Mercury analysis n
Whole blood 10 Atomic absorption spectroscopy (AAS) 3

Erythrocyte 1 Cold vapour atomic absorption
spectrometry (CVAAS) 22

Hair 10 Inductively coupled plasma mass
spectrometry (ICP-DRC-MS) 1

Placenta 1 Inductively coupled plasma mass
spectrometry (ICP-MS) 4

Umbilical cord 21
1 Studies may be counted more than once if they include more than one country, mercury source, or mercury
analysis method.

Where reported, we recorded central tendency measures of mercury concentrations
which are shown in Supplementary File Part 6. The mean Hg in maternal whole blood
ranged from 0.64 [47] to 3.71 µg/L [48], and maternal hair sample concentrations from
0.3 [49] to 5.7 µg/g [50]. Not all umbilical cord blood or tissue concentrations were reported
in comparable units, but one Taiwanese cohort had a mean cord blood Hg of 14.9 µg/L
which was considerably higher than other studies [51].

Studies frequently did not meet NIH Quality Assessment criteria concerning trans-
parency and reporting (results in Supplementary File Part 7). Most studies did not state
their initial recruitment participation rate (item 3), and 5 did not explain why they recruited
the reported sample size (item 5). Most studies either did not report their follow-up rate,
or their loss to follow-up was greater than 20% of the initial population (item 13). Only
15 studies adjusted for all key confounders (item 14), and it was common for studies instead
to select covariates using significance testing (n = 10, item 15). Overall, 15 studies passed
our criteria for high quality.

3.2. Evidence Summary

This review contains 32 studies. Many of the studies included associations between
mercury and both composite scores and subscales from neurodevelopmental assessment
tools in their main results. It was common for studies to measure mercury concentrations
in more than one tissue type and assess neurodevelopment at more than one time point
(e.g., 12 months, 24 months). For these reasons there were many more results than studies:
175 estimates (median 4.5). Tables 4–9 below include only studies which met our high-
quality criteria, with results from all studies available in Supplementary File Part 8.
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Table 4. Results from studies identified as high quality which measured cognition and language in the BSID:II MDI scale (n = 4).

Study n Exposure Units Outcome Time of
Outcome Estimate 95% CI p-Value

Boucher et al. (2014) 87 Umbilical cord Ln µg/L BSID-II: MDI 11 months 0.08 −0.15 to 0.33
Kim Y et al. (2018) 595 Umbilical cord µg/L BSID-II: MDI 12 months −0.04 −0.39 to 0.32 0.85
Kim Y et al. (2018) 523 Umbilical cord µg/L BSID-II: MDI 24 months −0.03 −0.36 to 0.3 0.87
Kim Y et al. (2018) 438 Umbilical cord µg/L BSID-II: MDI 36 months 0.17 −0.26 to 0.6 0.43
Kim Y et al. (2018) 662 Umbilical cord µg/L BSID-II: MDI 6 months −0.03 −0.27 to 0.21 0.8
Kim Y et al. (2018) 763 Whole blood (early pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: MDI 12 months −0.32 −0.89 to 0.26 0.28
Kim Y et al. (2018) 614 Whole blood (late pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: MDI 12 months −0.07 −0.69 to 0.55 0.82
Kim Y et al. (2018) 686 Whole blood (early pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: MDI 24 months −0.06 −0.63 to 0.51 0.83
Kim Y et al. (2018) 564 Whole blood (late pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: MDI 24 months −0.46 −1.03 to 0.12 0.12
Kim Y et al. (2018) 557 Whole blood (early pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: MDI 36 months −0.28 −0.89 to 0.32 0.36
Kim Y et al. (2018) 460 Whole blood (late pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: MDI 36 months −0.25 −0.88 to 0.38 0.43
Kim Y et al. (2018) 847 Whole blood (early pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: MDI 6 months −0.41 −0.81 to −0.003 0.048
Kim Y et al. (2018) 689 Whole blood (late pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: MDI 6 months −0.13 −0.56 to 0.29 0.54
Llop et al. (2012) 1683 Umbilical cord Ln µg/L BSID-II: MDI 14 months 0.16 −0.12 to 0.45
Rothenberg et al.

(2016) 270 Hair Ln µg/g BSID-II: MDI 12 months −4.9 −9.7 to −0.1



Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2022, 19, 1976 8 of 25

Table 5. Results from studies identified as high quality which measured cognition (n = 7).

Study n Exposure Units Outcome Time of Outcome Estimate 95% CI p-Value

Barbone et al. (2019) 1083 Hair ng/g Bayley-III: Cognitive composite 18 months 0.2 −0.29 to 0.69
Barbone et al. (2019) 829 Umbilical cord ng/g Bayley-III: Cognitive composite 18 months 0.13 −0.39 to 0.64
Barbone et al. (2019) 636 Whole blood ng/g Bayley-III: Cognitive composite 18 months −0.09 −0.61 to 0.43
Boucher et al. (2014) 77 Umbilical cord ln µg/L A-not-B: 2 correct 11 months −0.25 −0.46 to 0.00
Boucher et al. (2014) 77 Umbilical cord ln µg/L A-not-B: 3 correct 11 months −0.22 −0.45 to 0.03
Boucher et al. (2014) 73 Umbilical cord ln µg/L Perseverative errors 11 months −0.21 −0.53 to 0.09
Boucher et al. (2014) 89 Umbilical cord ln µg/L FTII: Novelty preference 6.5 months 0.0 −0.19 to 0.19
Boucher et al. (2014) 89 Umbilical cord ln µg/L FTIII: Fixation duration 6.5 months 0.13 −0.03 to 0.29

Lin et al. (2013) 230 Umbilical cord Hg ≥ 19.78
µg/L CDIIT: Cognitive 24 months 0.09 NS

Nisevic et al. (2019) 257 Umbilical cord µg/L Bayley-III: Cognitive composite 18 months 0.14 0.34
Oken et al. (2008) 341 Erythrocyte ng/g WRAVMA matching 36 months −0.2 −0.6 to 0.2
Valent et al. (2013) 505 Hair Ln ng/g Bayley-III: Cognitive composite 18 months −0.002 0.99
Valent et al. (2013) 378 Umbilical cord Ln ng/g Bayley-III: Cognitive composite 18 months 0.05 0.92

Xu et al. (2016) 270 Umbilical cord µg/L NNNS: Attention 5 weeks 0.12 0.23
Xu et al. (2016) 344 Whole blood µg/L NNNS: Attention 5 weeks 0.15 0.22
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Table 6. Results from studies identified as high quality which measured motor function (n = 11).

Study n Exposure Units Outcome Time of Outcome Estimate 95% CI p-Value

Barbone et al. (2019) 1082 Hair ng/g Bayley-III: Fine Motor scale 18 months −0.03 −0.11 to 0.06
Barbone et al. (2019) 1081 Hair ng/g Bayley-III: Gross Motor scale 18 months −0.01 −0.07 to 0.05
Barbone et al. (2019) 1083 Hair ng/g Bayley-III: Motor development 18 months −0.12 −0.47 to 0.22
Barbone et al. (2019) 635 Umbilical cord ng/g Bayley-III: Gross Motor scale 18 months −0.02 −0.08 to 0.05
Barbone et al. (2019) 892 Umbilical cord ng/g Bayley-III: Motor development 18 months −0.11 −0.47 to 0.25
Barbone et al. (2019) 636 Whole blood ng/g Bayley-III: Fine Motor scale 18 months 0.05 −0.04 to 0.15
Barbone et al. (2019) 890 Whole blood ng/g Bayley-III: Gross Motor scale 18 months −0.03 −0.09 to 0.03
Barbone et al. (2019) 636 Whole blood ng/g Bayley-III: Motor development 18 months 0.11 −0.25 to 0.48
Boucher et al. (2014) 87 Umbilical cord ln µg/L BSID-II: PDI 11 months 0.01 −0.24 to 0.25

Hu et al. (2016) 410 Umbilical cord Ln µg/L GDS: Fine motor domain 12 months −2.62 −7.78 to 2.55
Hu et al. (2016) 410 Umbilical cord Ln µg/L GDS: Gross motor domain 12 months 1.95 −3.08 to 6.98
Hu et al. (2016) 410 Whole blood Ln µg/L GDS: Fine motor domain 12 months 2.69 −3.37 to 8.74
Hu et al. (2016) 410 Whole blood Ln µg/L GDS: Gross motor domain 12 months 3.26 −2.72 to 9.24

Kim Y et al. (2018) 595 Umbilical cord µg/L BSID-II: PDI 12 months 0.14 −0.23 to 0.52 0.45
Kim Y et al. (2018) 523 Umbilical cord µg/L BSID-II: PDI 24 months 0.16 −0.17 to 0.48 0.34
Kim Y et al. (2018) 438 Umbilical cord µg/L BSID-II: PDI 36 months −0.13 −0.55 to 0.27 0.53
Kim Y et al. (2018) 662 Umbilical cord µg/L BSID-II: PDI 6 months −0.2 −0.45 to 0.15 0.33

Kim Y et al. (2018) 763 Whole blood (early
pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: PDI 12 months 0.3 −0.31 to 0.91 0.34

Kim Y et al. (2018) 614 Whole blood (late
pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: PDI 12 months 0.27 −0.38 to 0.93 0.41

Kim Y et al. (2018) 686 Whole blood (early
pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: PDI 24 months −0.17 −0.74 to 0.4 0.56

Kim Y et al. (2018) 564 Whole blood (late
pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: PDI 24 months −0.09 −0.67 to 0.48 0.75
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Table 6. Cont.

Study n Exposure Units Outcome Time of Outcome Estimate 95% CI p-Value

Kim Y et al. (2018) 557 Whole blood (early
pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: PDI 36 months −0.11 −0.7 to 0.47 0.70

Kim Y et al. (2018) 460 Whole blood (late
pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: PDI 36 months −0.58 −1.19 to 0.03 0.06

Kim Y et al. (2018) 847 Whole blood (early
pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: PDI 6 months −0.55 −1.05 to −0.05 0.03

Kim Y et al. (2018) 689 Whole blood (late
pregnancy) µg/L BSID-II: PDI 6 months −0.27 −0.78 to 0.25 0.31

Llop et al. (2012) 1683 Umbilical cord Ln µg/L BSID-II: PDI 14 months −0.05 −0.79 to 0.68
Nisevic et al. (2019) 257 Umbilical cord µg/L Bayley-III: Fine Motor scale 18 months −0.07 0.78
Nisevic et al. (2019) 257 Umbilical cord µg/L Bayley-III: Gross Motor scale 18 months 0.08 0.71
Nisevic et al. (2019) 257 Umbilical cord µg/L Bayley-III: Motor development 18 months 0.01 0.92
Oken et al. (2008) 341 Erythrocyte ng/g WRAVMA drawing 36 months 0.1 −0.2 to 0.4
Oken et al. (2008) 341 Erythrocyte ng/g WRAVMA pegboard 36 months 0.03 −0.3 to 0.3
Rothenberg et al.

(2016) 270 Hair Ln µg/g BSID-II: PDI 12 months −2.7 −8.3 to 2.9

Tatsuta et al. (2017) 566 Umbilical cord Ln ng/g BSID-II: PDI 18 months −0.12 0.009
Valent et al. (2013) 505 Hair Ln ng/g Bayley-III: Motor development 18 months −0.19 0.62
Valent et al. (2013) 378 Umbilical cord Ln ng/g Bayley-III: Motor development 18 months 0.16 0.68

Xu et al. (2016) 270 Umbilical cord µg/L NNNS: Asymmetry (Male) 5 weeks 0.1 0.36
Xu et al. (2016) 270 Umbilical cord µg/L NNNS: Asymmetry (Female) 5 weeks 0.07 0.4
Xu et al. (2016) 270 Umbilical cord µg/L NNNS: Handling 5 weeks −0.02 0.35
Xu et al. (2016) 344 Whole blood µg/L NNNS: Asymmetry (Male) 5 weeks −0.13 0.3
Xu et al. (2016) 344 Whole blood (Female) µg/L NNNS: Asymmetry (Female) 5 weeks 0.08 0.43
Xu et al. (2016) 344 Whole blood µg/L NNNS: Handling 5 weeks −0.001 0.98
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Table 7. Results from studies identified as high quality which measured communication and language development (n = 6).

Study n Exposure Units Outcome Time of
Outcome Estimate 95% CI p-Value

Barbone et al. (2019) 1272 Hair ng/g Bayley-III: Expressive
Communication scale 18 months 0.04 −0.06 to 0.13

Barbone et al. (2019) 1086 Hair ng/g Bayley-III: Language
composite 18 months 0.55 0.05 to 1.05

Barbone et al. (2019) 1075 Hair ng/g Bayley-III: Receptive
Communication scale 18 months 0.12 0.02 to 0.22

Barbone et al. (2019) 1070 Umbilical cord ng/g Bayley-III: Expressive
Communication scale 18 months 0.01 −0.09 to 0.11

Barbone et al. (2019) 896 Umbilical cord ng/g Bayley-III: Language
composite 18 months 0.25 −0.29 to 0.78

Barbone et al. (2019) 887 Umbilical cord ng/g Bayley-III: Receptive
Communication scale 18 months 0.12 −0.08 to 0.32

Barbone et al. (2019) 727 Whole blood ng/g Bayley-III: Expressive
Communication scale 18 months 0.13 −0.22 to 0.48

Barbone et al. (2019) 628 Whole blood ng/g Bayley-III: Receptive
Communication scale 18 months −0.02 −0.12 to 0.08

Daniels et al. (2004) 1054 Umbilical cord µg/g MCDI: Vocabulary
Comprehension 15 months 6.1 0.8

Daniels et al. (2004) 1054 Umbilical cord µg/g DDST: Language 18 months 0.1 0.9
Hu et al. (2016) 410 Umbilical cord Ln µg/L GDS: Language domain 12 months 2.17 −1.88 to 6.21
Hu et al. (2016) 410 Whole blood Ln µg/L GDS: Language domain 12 months 1.92 −3.61 to 7.46

Nisevic et al. (2019) 257 Umbilical cord µg/L Bayley-III: Language
composite 18 months −0.05 0.74

Oken et al. (2008) 341 Erythrocyte ng/g PPVT 36 months −0.4 −0.8 to −0.1

Valent et al. (2013) 505 Hair Ln ng/g Bayley-III: Language
composite 18 months 0.85 0.11

Valent et al. (2013) 378 Umbilical cord Ln ng/g Bayley-III: Language
composite 18 months 0.41 0.46
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Table 8. Results from studies identified as high quality which measured social development (n = 3).

Study n Exposure Units Outcome Time of Outcome Estimate 95% CI p-Value

Daniels et al. (2004) 1054 Umbilical cord µg/g MCDI: Social activity 15 months −0.2 0.9
Daniels et al. (2004) 1054 Umbilical cord µg/g DDST: Social Activity 18 months 0.5 0.8

Hu et al. (2016) 410 Umbilical cord Ln µg/L GDS: Social domain 12 months 4.06 0.51 to 7.62
Hu et al. (2016) 410 Whole blood Ln µg/L GDS: Social domain 12 months 0.74 −5.77 to 4.31

Valent et al. (2013) 505 Hair Ln ng/g Bayley-III:
Social-emotional 18 months 1.77 0.11

Valent et al. (2013) 378 Umbilical cord Ln ng/g Bayley-III:
Social-emotional 18 months −0.07 0.95

Table 9. Results from studies identified as high quality which measured general or composite measures of neurodevelopmental functioning (n = 6).

Study n Exposure Units Outcome Time of
Outcome Estimate 95% CI p-Value

Daniels et al. (2004) 1054 Umbilical cord µg/g DDST: Total 18 months 0.4 0.9
Golding et al. (2016) 2643 Whole blood µg/L DDST-II 18 months 0.49 0.1 to 0.88 0.01
Golding et al. (2016) 2452 Whole blood µg/L DDST-II 30 months 0.23 −0.08 to 0.53 0.15
Golding et al. (2016) 2394 Whole blood µg/L DDST-II 32 months 0.43 0.08 to 0.78 0.02
Golding et al. (2016) 2721 Whole blood µg/L DDST-II 6 months 0.51 0.05 to 1 0.03

Hu et al. (2016) 410 Umbilical cord Ln µg/L GDS: Adaptive domain 12 months 4.22 0.77 to 7.67
Hu et al. (2016) 410 Whole blood Ln µg/L GDS: Adaptive domain 12 months 0.65 −4.3 to 5.59

Oken et al. (2008) 341 Erythrocyte ng/g WRAVMA total 36 months −0.06 −0.4 to 0.2
Suzuki et al. (2010) 498 Hair µg/g NBAS 3 days −0.12 <0.05

Valent et al. (2013) 362 Hair Ln ng/g Bayley-III: Adaptive
behaviour 18 months 0.55 0.56

Valent et al. (2013) 271 Umbilical cord Ln ng/g Bayley-III: Adaptive
behaviour 18 months −0.57 −0.15 to 0.33 0.57
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3.2.1. Cognition and Language as Measured by the BSID-II MDI (n = 10)

The BSID-II is a standardized developmental test for infants and toddlers [52] and
measures both cognitive and language development. It comprises the Psychomotor De-
velopment Index (PDI—reviewed later) and the MDI. We found 10 studies of maternal
mercury Hg and childhood MDI, and the range of sample sizes was 87 to 1683. Whilst most
observed negative associations, in almost all cases the confidence interval overlapped with
the null and indicated only weak evidence of an association.

The pattern of results was consistent between studies using maternal whole blood, hair,
and umbilical cord samples. Two South Korean studies using maternal whole blood found
no strong evidence of an association in samples taken in both the first and third trimesters
of pregnancy [48,53]. Similarly, weak evidence of negative associations was reported in
studies of maternal hair mercury [50,54]. However, one study of MeHg exposure through
rice consumption in China did identify stronger evidence albeit with wide confidence
intervals (−4.9 MDI points per log µg/g, 95% CI: −9.7 to −0.1) [44].

Seven studies used umbilical cord blood or tissue [48,53,55–59]. One of those studies
reported a negative association but did not adjust for fish or LCPUFA intake during
pregnancy; the other studies did not find strong evidence of an association.

From the 10 studies of MDI, 4 were high quality [44,48,55,59]. Increased mercury
exposure tended to be associated with lower MDI in these studies, but only one study
reported an association which did not overlap with the null [44]. MDI represents both
cognition and language development, but specific measures of cognition and language are
reviewed in Sections 2 and 4.

3.2.2. Other Measure of Cognition, Including Attention, Executive Function, and Memory
(n = 13)

The most common method used to measure cognition was the Bayley-III cognitive
composite. This is different to the MDI of BSID-II because it is designed to measure
cognitive performance more specifically, and includes the extreme ends of cognitive perfor-
mance [60]. It was used in 7 studies of children in populations aged 12−40 months, none
of which reported strong evidence of a negative association with maternal mercury con-
centrations [49,61–66]. This includes three studies which met our criteria for high quality,
including an adjustment for key confounders [61,63,65].

Three studies used other measures of general cognition in cohorts that the authors
hypothesized were exposed to high levels of mercury. Two cohorts of Japanese children
at 42 months [67] and Taiwanese children aged 24 months [51] both suggested mercury
exposure had occurred through seafood consumption, but neither reported strong evidence
of an association between cord blood mercury concentrations and overall cognition. A US
study of pregnant women in New York identified both seafood and air particles following
the World Trade Center disaster as possible routes of exposure. It reported strong evidence
of negative associations between umbilical cord mercury and full, performance, and verbal
IQ scores in children aged 4 years old [58].

Memory [68], executive function [68], attention [47], visual matching [69], visual
recognition [70], or object permanence and novelty fixation [55] were the subject of five
studies of children at various stages of infancy up to 3 years old. In most cases, no strong
evidence of an association was reported. However, performance on A-not-B tasks, which
are intended to reflect object permanence, was negatively associated with cord Hg in one
study [55]. Although confidence intervals overlapped with the null (−0.25 A-not-B 2 correct,
95% CI: −0.46 to 0.00; −0.22 A-not-B 3 correct, CI: −0.45 to 0.03; −0.21 perseverative errors
score, CI: −0.53 to 0.09), this is likely because of small sample sizes in the three analyses
(n = 73–79).

Overall, the 13 studies described in this section did not find strong evidence of an associa-
tion. This finding was consistent in six studies identified as high quality [47,51,61,63,65,69]. A
seventh high quality but small study (n = 73–79) also did not report strong evidence of an
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association, but as discussed in the previous paragraph appeared to be underpowered [55].
The source and level of mercury exposure varied but did not affect the pattern of results.

3.2.3. Motor Function, Fine, and Gross (n = 23)

Ten studies used the BSID-II PDI to measure motor function in populations aged from
6 to 36 months [44,48,50,53–56,58,59,71]. The estimated association with maternal Hg was
close to zero with no strong evidence of an association reported in five studies [53,54]—
three of which were high quality [44,55,59]. Four other studies of maternal Hg reported
15 negative associations with PDI and 5 positive, but only 5 estimates—all negative—did
not overlap with the null [48,50,56,58], and only one study was high quality [48]. While
one further study reported evidence of a negative association (−0.119 PDI per Ln ng/g
Hg, p = 0.009) with umbilical cord mercury concentrations and PDI [71], this study may be
affected by reporting bias because it did not report all the results of its planned analyses.

Seven studies used the Bayley-III motor development scale, all including children
of a roughly similar age (12 to 24 months) [49,61,63–66,72]. Maternal hair and umbilical
cord sample mercury concentrations were in most cases found to be positively associated
with overall motor development, but with confidence intervals overlapping the null in
all studies [49,61,63,65,66]. The only strong evidence was a negative association reported
between umbilical cord sample Hg and fine motor development [64], a finding not repli-
cated in other studies of this sub-scale [61,63,72]. In studies using other measures of motor
development, none reported strong evidence of an association with maternal mercury
concentrations [46,47,51,68,69,73].

Of the six studies of motor development which reported evidence for a negative
association, none adjusted for fish or fatty acid consumption. In the 11 studies which
met our criteria for high quality, the pattern of evidence was different, with almost all
results reporting no strong evidence of an association. In these high-quality studies, most
appeared adequately powered based on their effect sizes and confidence intervals, but two
which reported non-significant results had quite wide 95% confidence intervals which may
indicate a lack of power [44,73]. Other factors such as study size or tissue sampled did not
differ between studies marked high or not high quality.

In summary, there was little indication that mercury was associated with motor
development. Unlike MDI or cognition where negative but non-significant point estimates
were often found, for motor development there was no such pattern, and most estimates
were close to zero.

3.2.4. Communication and Language Development (n = 11)

Six studies using the Bayley-III language composite scale reported no strong evidence of
an association at 12–24 months with maternal hair or umbilical cord mercury [49,61,63–66].

Two studies reported negative associations between maternal blood Hg and Peabody
Picture Vocabulary performance [69] and The Malawi Developmental Assessment Tool
language scale [46]. One of these met our high-quality criteria and measured second
trimester erythrocyte concentrations, which primarily consist of MeHg [69]. Three other
studies used umbilical cord samples, including one of 1054 children, and each reported no
evidence of an association with language development [51,73,74].

In the six studies identified as high quality [61,63,65,69,73,74], most estimates were
positive and overlapped the null. Low power did not appear to be an issue in most of
these studies because estimates were close to the null without wide confidence intervals
or relatively small sample sizes, although one study did appear to be underpowered
(2.17 GDS language domain per Ln µg/L umbilical cord Hg, −1.88 to 6.21) [73].

3.2.5. Social Development (n = 5)

Five studies measured social development in children aged between 6 and 18 months,
three of which were high quality. No strong evidence of an association was found with
maternal whole blood Hg [46,73], hair Hg [65], or umbilical cord samples [51,65,73,74].
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Three studies were high quality [65,73,74]. One high-quality study contained wide confi-
dence intervals which indicates possible low power; this study observed a positive effect
(0.74 Gesell Developmental Schedules social domain score per Ln µg/L, −5.77 to 4.31,
n = 410) [73].

3.2.6. General or Composite Measures of Neurodevelopmental Functioning (n = 11)

Eleven studies used scales of neurodevelopment designed to assess overall functioning
or could not otherwise be classified. Three of these were of neonatal functional ability and
reflexes at 3 days old, two of which reported strong evidence of a negative association
with mercury concentrations in maternal hair [43] and umbilical cord samples [66] taken at
delivery. The third reported a positive association with umbilical cord Hg [75]. The two
studies using umbilical cord samples both met 12 or more NIH quality criteria and adjusted
for key confounders.

Six studies looked at mercury concentrations and general neurodevelopmental func-
tioning during childhood [45,46,51,69,74,76]. One reported evidence of a negative associa-
tion between maternal mercury and neurodevelopmental functioning [46]. However, this
did not adjust for key confounding variables. Three studies met our high-quality criteria
and reported either no evidence of an association [69,74] or strong evidence of a positive
association in both fish eaters and non-fish eaters [76].

Two studies measured adaptive functioning, which encompasses the functional use
of neurodevelopmental skills in daily life. One reported no strong evidence of an associa-
tion [65], while the other found strong evidence of a positive association with umbilical
cord Hg [73], which is the opposite direction to what would be expected if a neurotoxic
effect was present. Both studies were high quality and adjusted for fish consumption. The
latter suggested that despite adjustment for fish consumption, Hg levels may have been
too low to overcome the benefits of fish intake (geometric mean of maternal blood Hg:
0.72 µg/L, IQR: 0.54 to 1.05 µg/L).

4. Discussion

This systematic review found 32 studies of childhood neurodevelopmental function-
ing in children aged from 3 days to 59 months old. The most widely used methods of
measurement were the 2nd and 3rd versions of the BSID. Nineteen other measures were
also used. Mercury concentrations were measured in tissues taken during pregnancy or
at delivery.

The evidence for an association between mercury exposure and neurodevelopmental
functioning was weak. While there were 17 results that provided evidence of a negative
relationship, there were also 8 which indicated evidence of a positive association, and
a further 150 where the estimated association overlapped with the null. We examined
patterns of results by mercury biomarker, the timing of measurement, and child age, and
the lack of evidence was consistent in all cases. Some authors suggested that whilst their
findings were not indicative of a negative association, there may have been an age band
where the neurological effects of mercury may be more clearly detectable. However, we
did not identify stronger evidence at a particular age band. While three studies of neonatal
behavior all reported evidence of an association [43,66,75] with maternal hair or umbilical
cord mercury concentrations, the reliability of the neurological assessment of neonates may
be less than that of older children. Neonates have a limited range of behaviors available,
and there is a heightened role of the assessor in interpreting behavior, which may increase
the risk of measurement error.

Fifteen high-quality studies of children aged 0 to 36 months were identified using
a modified NIH QA tool. These studies were less likely to report strong evidence of an
association, which may indicate where negative associations were reported; it may have
been a consequence of study bias. While most studies appeared to be adequately powered,
it is possible that five were underpowered because they reported wide confidence intervals
which overlapped with the null [44,53,56,67,73].
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The theorized adverse effects of mercury on neurodevelopment may be more de-
tectable above a certain threshold of exposure. First, current measures of neurodevelopment
may be unable to detect the small changes that occur at lower levels of exposure, which
could still translate to significant adverse effects on a population level. Secondly, at lower
levels there may adequate levels of nutrients which protect against oxidative stress [77]
or aid mercury excretion [78]. This review included studies with mean mercury concen-
trations from 0.64 to 3.71 µg/L for whole blood samples, and 0.3 to 5.7 µg/g for maternal
hair (Supplementary File Part 6). The findings of this review may not be applicable to
populations with higher levels of mercury exposure, such as those that were reported in
studies of the First Nations people in Canada [79] and the Faroe Islands [80].

There are few guidelines which consider a safe limit or reference value for circulating
mercury during pregnancy and fetal health. The German FEA reported a reference value
of 2.0 µg/L blood Hg for all adults [81]. The US EPA (2003) used data from three studies
in the Faroe Islands, Seychelles Islands, and New Zealand to calculate a reference dose of
blood Hg below which neurotoxicity is unlikely [82]. However, this estimate was based on
multiple pharmacokinetic assumptions, and the studies themselves were not consistent
in finding a threshold effect [83]. A US cohort not included in the EPA analysis estimated
a reference dose level of 3.5 µg/L to avoid risks to the fetal nervous system [84]. Each of
these estimates is towards the higher end of the distributions reported by studies in this
review. The WHO suggested a safe limit for hair Hg of 10 ng/g [85] which is also above
the mean from many studies in this review. Further guidelines exist in the context of fish
consumption [86] which cannot easily be translated to circulating Hg concentrations. If
neurotoxic effects from mercury are more detectable at higher levels of exposure, this does
not appear to have been studied within the age range and other criteria included in our
literature search.

Our findings do not replicate those of a systematic review of maternal dietary mercury
intake which included 15 studies of neurodevelopmental outcomes in children up to 8 years
old [87]. The review concluded there was clear evidence that maternal dietary exposure
adversely affected childhood cognitive development, although this may be mitigated by
nutrients in mercury-containing foods such as fish. Seven studies from this review were
not included in our own because: they were carried out in children over 5 years of age,
reported only univariate results, or duplicated an analysis contained in another included
paper. This review included 17 studies which were not in the earlier review, most likely
because the studies did not focus on dietary mercury exposure, and this may be a reason
for the difference in our conclusions. A systematic review of fish consumption during
pregnancy and childhood neurodevelopment concluded there was moderate evidence of a
beneficial effect [88]. Our finding that there is a lack of evidence for a negative association
between mercury concentrations and early childhood neurodevelopment is consistent with
this, but not directly comparable.

There are several limitations to our review. First, it includes studies using a wide
variety of neurodevelopmental measures, which measure different domains of neurode-
velopmental functioning, and some measures are not directly comparable. To address
this, we grouped and summarized results by the aspect of neurodevelopment being mea-
sured, such as cognition or motor function. However, these groupings are approximate
generalizations, and there may be alternative methods of summarizing the results which
more accurately represent the underlying neurodevelopmental dimensions. Additionally,
we did not appraise the ability of the scales to represent neurodevelopmental functioning
accurately in young children, and it is unlikely that all measures used in our included
studies are equally valid. Finally, this review did not include studies which measured
neurodevelopmental condition diagnoses or symptoms. It may be that different results are
seen in those outcomes.

The second limitation of the review is the assumption that mercury concentrations
in maternal whole blood, hair, placenta, and umbilical cord samples are correlated with
prenatal mercury exposure. While the intercorrelation between these biomarkers is well
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established (e.g., [89,90]), there is limited evidence to confirm the hypothesized correlation
with mercury concentrations in the fetus itself [16]. It may be that maternal blood or hair
mercury correlates poorly with fetal mercury exposure, which would affect the inclusion
criteria of this review. Thirdly, the high degree of heterogeneity in the methods of included
studies meant it was not possible to synthesize results in a quantitative manner such as
through meta-analysis. Finally, it is possible that despite finding limited evidence of an
association between Hg and neurodevelopment, many studies included in the review were
small and underpowered to detect more modest effects. Therefore, there may still be a
small adverse relationship which would translate to an important deficit in, for example,
intellectual capital, in a large population.

This review’s strengths are first that we conducted a literature search on a wide
range of neurodevelopmental functions in infants and young children, and were able to
find a large number of studies. This enabled us to compare the pattern of results along
many study dimensions such as the characteristics of study populations and the exposure
and outcome measurement timing and methods. Our findings were consistent across
these study characteristics, but there were indications of heterogeneity. Some studies
reported positive associations while others were negative, and there were a minority of
studies reporting strong evidence of an association in both directions. Secondly, the review
was conducted in a systematic way, with the results and conclusions based on all the
reported results in the included studies. This may give a more accurate and comprehensive
overview of the evidence compared to previous narrative reviews which tended to discuss
only significant results. Third, we conducted the review in a transparent manner by
following a registered protocol and publishing all data used to inform the review. Finally,
we identified high-quality studies using an externally developed quality assessment tool
and by examining the specific model parameterization used in each study.

5. Conclusions

At the levels of mercury recorded in studies included in this review, the evidence for an
association between prenatal mercury concentrations and neurodevelopmental functioning
in children from 0 to 5 years is weak. No pattern was identified by the age of child or
study methodology. Any adverse effect may also be too small to be clinically detectable.
Fish contains many essential nutrients involved in brain development such as LCPUFA,
so where fish is the main source of dietary Hg, these other nutrients may compensate
against the toxic effects of mercury. Future studies may wish to focus on populations with
higher levels of mercury exposure or consider alternative study designs with different
assumptions and limitations, such as natural experiments or genetic analyses.
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Appendix A. Included Studies

Study
(Year) Reference Country Study

Design Exposure Timing of
Exposure Outcome 1 Timing of

Outcome
Sample Size

2
High

Quality 3

Barbone et al. (2019) [61] Italy, Slovenia,
Croatia, Greece Prospective

Hair
Whole blood

Umbilical cord

20 weeks—delivery
20 weeks—delivery

At delivery
Bayley-III 18 months 628–1086 Yes

Boucher et al. (2014) [55] Canada Prospective Umbilical cord At delivery FTII, A-not-B test,
BSID-II 6.5, 11 months 94 Yes

Castriotta et al.
(2020) [62] Italy Prospective Umbilical cord 20–32 weeks

gestation Bayley-III cognitive 40 months 323 No

Daniels et al. (2004) [74] United Kingdom Prospective Umbilical cord At delivery MCDI, DDST 15, 18 months 1054 Yes

Davidson et al.
(2008) [50] Republic of

Seychelles Prospective Hair At delivery BSID-II 9, 30 months 225–228 No

Freire et al. (2018) [68] Spain Prospective Placenta At delivery MSCA 48-60 months 302 No

Golding et al. (2016) [76] United Kingdom Prospective Whole blood 11 weeks gestation Modified DDST 6, 18, 30, 42 months 2394–2721 No

Hu et al. (2016) [73] China Prospective Whole blood
Umbilical cord At delivery GDS 12 months 410 Yes

Jedrychowski et al.
(2007) [56] Poland Prospective Umbilical cord At delivery BSID-II 12, 24, 36 months 270–374 No

Kim S et al. (2008) [57] South Korea Prospective Whole blood
Umbilical cord At delivery BSID-II, SMS 13-24 months 49–118 No

Kim Y et al. (2018) [48] South Korea Prospective
Whole blood
Whole blood

Umbilical cord

12–20 weeks
gestation

28–42 weeks
gestation

At delivery

BSID-II 6, 12, 24, 36 months 414–790 Yes
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Study
(Year) Reference Country Study

Design Exposure Timing of
Exposure Outcome 1 Timing of

Outcome
Sample Size

2
High

Quality 3

Lederman et al.
(2008) [58] USA Prospective Umbilical cord At delivery BSID-II, WPPSI-R 12, 24, 36, 48 months 107-132 No

Lin et al. (2013) Taiwan Prospective Umbilical cord At delivery CDIIT 24 months 230 No

Llop et al. (2012) [59] Spain Prospective Umbilical cord At delivery BSID-II 14 months 1683 Yes

Marques et al.
(2009) [45] Brazil Prospective Hair At delivery GDS 6, 36, 60 months 82 No

Nisevic et al. (2019) [63] Croatia, Italy Prospective Umbilical cord At delivery Bayley-III 18 months 257 Yes

Nyanza et al. (2020) [46] Tanzania Prospective Whole blood 16–27 weeks
gestation MDAT 6–12 months 429 No

Oken et al. (2005) [70] USA Prospective Hair At delivery VRM 6 months 135 No

Oken et al. (2008) [69] USA Prospective Erythrocyte 2nd trimester PPVT, WRAVMA 36 months 341 Yes

Polanska et al.
(2013) [49] Poland Prospective Hair 30–34 weeks

gestation Bayley-III 12–24 months 303 No

Prpic et al. (2017) [72] Croatia Prospective Umbilical cord At delivery Bayley-III 18 months 135 Yes

Rothenberg et al.
(2016) [44] China Prospective Whole blood

Hair At delivery BSID-II 12 months 270 Yes

Shah-Kulkarni et al.
(2020) [53] South Korea Prospective

Whole blood
Whole blood

Umbilical cord

12–20 weeks
gestation

> 28 weeks
gestation

At delivery

K-BSID-II 6 months 321-467 No

SnojTratnik et al.
(2017) [64] Slovenia, Croatia Prospective Hair

Umbilical cord

34 weeks
gestation/at

delivery
At delivery

Bayley-III 16–20 months 280–357 No
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Study
(Year) Reference Country Study

Design Exposure Timing of
Exposure Outcome 1 Timing of

Outcome
Sample Size

2
High

Quality 3

Strain et al. (2015) [54] Republic of
Seychelles Prospective Hair At delivery BSID-II, CDI 20 months 1241–1265 No

Suzuki et al. (2010) [43] Japan Prospective Hair At delivery NBAS 3 days 498 Yes

Tatsuta et al. (2014) [67] Japan Prospective Umbilical cord At delivery K-ABC 42 months 287 No

Tatsuta et al. (2017) [71] Japan Prospective Umbilical cord At delivery BSID-II, KSPD 18 months 566 Yes

Valent et al. (2013) [65] Italy Prospective Hair
Umbilical cord

20–22 weeks
gestationAt delivery Bayley-III 18 months 271–505 Yes

Wang et al. (2019) [66] China Prospective Umbilical cord At delivery NBNA
Bayley-III 3 days18 months 172–265 No

Wu et al. (2014) [75] China Prospective Umbilical cord At delivery NBNA 3 days 418 No

Xu et al. (2016) [47] USA Prospective Whole blood
Umbilical cord

16 weeks—delivery
At delivery NNNS 5 weeks 344 Yes

1 For explanation of abbreviations, see Table 2. 2 Size of primary analysis, or a range if there were multiple primary analyses. 3 12 or more quality assessment criteria met, including
adjustment for key confounders.
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