%D%'BJ%{B’B !
HARBIEFES
ﬁ4h74/

& 3 (o
AEEABRBEFR A1 10EER




CQT0T
PEIRAADN S EERR S Tl
ENEEERAEICHE T 5
gt T 7 SR I NS ?

HARWEF=NAN N1 0RER &5
NV NEERMRTEY— BEF KT




DR

e I T

-l =

BIEEREEZRF O T iy A 242
yfF&ﬁ®77€n+ﬁb .
M\EE%AL j: %Eﬂi)@ /J\lElﬂ ‘ L
oD ERRE & B LS ¥ .
*%1/ \ gl 5:t \j—: tiy& I__IF F1§

IV — SazE—-



XKt I DX

- . N ~
337 (sﬂégaé—g@%ﬁﬁéﬁ PRAIBE BhEERDSY 3K

BARERRAVIERS
REDYMEITL. BAEEERANERS - e
TPERET 5. BEOUNEF, el ERSED

e I REREETS,

MR DETEL . o
& ey ) 194(10.4%) 966(52.0%)
i +

o

39575 BB S BIEERR I3 oooooo

* EiE T SR ERIAE S oooooo

oooooo EHTND, oofT]oo
gg1I=_'|Efgg & Kéé%ﬁmmwﬁm@%sa@mm /

https://www.e-stat.go.jp/stat-search/files?page=1&toukei=00450027&tstat=000001031469&tclass1=000001230765
https://www.e-stat.go.jp/stat-search/files?page=1&layout=datalist&toukei=00450021&tstat=000001030908&cycle=7&tclass1=000001222880&tclass2=000001222881&tclass3val=0



CQI101hE =R HEMmAECIEYTIHEST

« TOMDTFPETIVEDLEER Sandall et al.(2016)
AT IRDIENN. s DT FEFORD

c XPIUNIVAICEETHIET VAN E
ADARIEZTENRL

https://www.cochranelibrary.com/cdsr/doi/10.1002/1465
1858.CD004667.pub5/full/jatCD004667-abs-0005



CQTO01MD EunEE%EFI:ﬁ & EI:E'H-

IR DS EEX CICBIERMN FICHHE T Dk T 77 1L
HREINSAHN?

YR (P) Rl

T A(D) ETES AN = M = i Y v g A

Y5 (C) EENAFEBYHDOT 7 ERNCKDT 7. oBICLBDTT)

BADIE. BHAE T A&, YR DR,

7IbAL(0)

24:BLABEDRRIRSET -3 £ BT, BERS DR, B DmeEE

2 DTN OMERTEXTICHTEICRESN D T 7 2= BIERTD

FICBYU. UBICH U CHROBEREE S mBL a5 5t E- 52

ST 2 AT S,

BARBEFR.(2024). ITE7T D RCED<BIENA RS - 1R - 9 1% HA - E4RHA2024



HRATDRE

ADDIR AN S HRABT Z RG]

OIET IVRA(VATNTAWILEA—EXITPFIIR)
QEEEDINT IR

OEER & FRE

OEIROF A EERYIRIR




OITET VR RGRVENEMRIRDIER

o Eﬁﬁ d) : g 5 / S R ( : @ ﬁ ént [ Previous Guideline ] [ Identification of new studies via databases and registers ]

[_.|: r—— R Cochrane Database of Records removed before
(/ \ 7- d: (/ \ RCT 1 1 % tl:% }:E' 5 Systematic Reviews Records identified from*: scre(_aning:
S = included in previous MEDLINE (n = 278) R Duplicate records removed
= version of review (n = CDSR (n=12) » (n=61)
= 1) CENTRAL (n = 230) Records mgrked as ineligible
= 1 6 RCT 8 | | RCTs included in Ichu-shi Web (n = 4) by automation tools (n = 0)
¢ A O) previous version of Records removed for other
— | review (n=15) reasons (n = 0)

z- Z l\ 7 U j 814: Records screened I 3| Records excluded™*

(n = 463) (n=426)
Allen 2013, Biro 2000, Homer 2001,

\ 4

(=) u I retriev R Reports not retrieved
Kenny 1994, McLachlan 2012, Rowley 1995, | PO sountforretrieva > (1-0)
Tracy 2013, Waldenstrom 2001 @ _ v
eports assessed for Reports excluded:

Y

\ eligibility Reason 1 (n = 32)
4# IJZ 514: (n =46) Reason 2 (n = 12)
Reason 3 (n=1)

(

Flint 1989, Hicks 2003, MacVicar 1993, l Reason 4 (n = 1)

) |

North Stafford 2000, Turnbull 1996 New studies included in

review

LIS >R 11 Begley 2011 =1 :
HF4S 114 Harvey 1996
I:FIIEI 1'f£|: Zhang 2021 Ezl:i W O,fﬁl: | (n=16)

Included
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« 13FDAFE, 17,027%0DERE,

I2 55%, &=UVESEY

RR1.07[95% CI1.03, 1.10],

Midwife-led care  Other models of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFG

Begley 2011 761 1096 372 549  8.9% 1.02 [0.96, 1.10] - eso0eee

Biro 2000 282 488 262 480  5.4% 1.06 [0.95, 1.18] . eer72000

Flint 1989 386 503 372 498  B.9% 1.03 [0.96, 1.10] - 77779088

Harvey 1996 89 106 71 97 3.7% 1.16 [1.00, 1.34] S8 72008

Homer 2001 402 593 374 601 7.6% 1.09 [1.00, 1.18] - eso0eee

Kenny 1994 158 194 155 211 5.8% 1.11 [1.00, 1.23] — 787272008

MacVicar 1993 1847 2304 931 1206 12.8% 1.04 [1.00, 1.08] - eS80

McLachlan 2012 719 1150 637 1157 9.1% 1.14 [1.06, 1.22] - ee00ee

North Stafford 2000 542 770 509 735  9.3% 1.02 [0.95, 1.09] + 70072888

Tracy 2013 487 851 454 B41  T7.4% 1.06 [0.97, 1.15] T *200@8 7 2

Turnbull 1996 450 643 440 635  8.7% 1.01 [0.94, 1.09] T+ e82720068
Waldenstrom 2001 362 484 360 496  B4% 1.03 [0.96, 1.11] . X R LT

Zhang 2021 142 170 103 170 4.0% 1.38 [1.20, 1.58] — 772008 7 2

& , A IR/ A TR (BLERER)
Total (95% Cl) 9351 7676 100.0% 1.07 [1.03, 1.10] ] B SEIRY W 72 (2] Do)
Total events BE2T 5040 . . . . C: =T/NA TR
- . b - [ — _ —_ - |2 = [ ] 1} L I :
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 26.84, df =12 (P = 0.008); I* = 55% 0s 07 4 15 2 D: &4/ 72

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.89 (P = 0.0001)

Favours other models

Favours midwifery
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- 154FDMAFE, 18,014%0ENKE, RR0.91 [95%CI 0.82, 1.00],
12 37%, mbw‘ﬁ;@l‘*;

Midwife-led care  Other models of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% ClI M-H, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFG®G
Begley 2011 183 1096 84 549 9.2% 0.97 [0.76, 1.24] —t (211111}
Biro 2000 100 488 91 480  8.7% 1.08 [0.84, 1.39] - e8272000
Flint 1989 37 503 35 498  4.0% 1.05 [0.67, 1.63] —r 777270800
Harvey 1996 4 105 14 97  0.8% 0.26 [0.09, 0.77] ee220080
Hicks 2003 9 81 14 92 1.5% 0.73 [0.33, 1.60] — e82720080
Homer 2001 73 503 96 601 T.7% 0.77 [0.58, 1.02] — ecs0o0eee
Kenny 1994 24 194 27 211 3.1% 0.97 [0.58, 1.62] — X AR T
MacVicar 1993 144 2304 78 1206  8.2% 0.97 [0.74, 1.26] —r @00 7608
McLachlan 2012 221 1150 285 1157 13.6% 0.78 [0.67, 0.91] - e e0ee
North Stafford 2000 137 770 128 735  10.2% 1.02 [0.82, 1.27] - 70072088
Rowley 1995 52 405 59 409  58% 0.89 [0.63, 1.26] — ®@200:08
Tracy 2013 183 851 204 841 12.5% 0.89 [0.74, 1.06] =t *e00® 22
Turnbull 1996 79 643 71 635  T.1% 1.10 [0.81, 1.49] o ee27200808
Waldenstrom 2001 55 484 56 496 5.7% 1.01 [0.71, 1.43] I @ R0®
Zhang 2021 11 170 28 170 2.0% 0.39 [0.20, 0.76] . — 7720087 7
Total (95% CI) 9837 8177 100.0% 0.91 [0.82, 1.00] ¢
Total events 12492 1270
Heterogeneity: Tau®* =0.01; Chi*=2222 df =14 (P=007); " =37% J : : ; :

01 02 05 1 2 5 10

Test for overall effect: 7 = 1.95 (P = 0.05) Favours midwifery Favours other models
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%JLDTH’JT\_%%E\
« 124DAFR, 16,155%MEw, RR1.00 [95%CI 0.67,

1.49], 12 0%, =\ VFERM

FEMIM DI

Midwife-led care  Other models of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI ABCDETFG®G
Begley 2011 3 1096 2 549  4.9% 0.75 [0.13, 4.48] - *e0008e
Biro 2000 3 500 4 493 7.1% 0.74 [0.17, 3.29] — eS8 272000
Flint 1989 7 503 4 498  10.5% 1.73 [0.51, 5.88] — 77?7 7889
Homer 2001 4 596 2 608  5.5% 2.04 [0.38, 11.10] Sco0ee®
Kenny 1994 . 197 0 214 1.7% 5.43 [0.26, 112.40] X EEY T T ]
Mac\Vicar 1993 18 2304 5 1206  16.1% 1.88 [0.70, 5.06] - L 11 B 1]
McLachlan 2012 4 1150 3 1157 7.0% 1.34 [0.30, 5.98] —— 9020000
North Stafford 2000 6 770 11 735  16.0% 0.52 [0.19, 1.40] —— 100790809
Rowley 1995 5 410 3 M7 TT% 1.70 [0.41, 7.05] —t— 200200
Tracy 2013 3 851 3 841 6.2% 0.99 [0.20, 4.88) *e008 2 2
Turnbull 1996 4 643 9 635 11.4% 0.44 [0.14, 1.42] — 28272000
Waldenstrom 2001 2 486 5 500 5.9% 0.41 [0.08, 2.11] . 787 78808
Total (95% Cl) 9506 7853 100.0% 1.00 [0.67, 1.49] <®
Total events 61 51
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 9.87, df = 11 (P = 0.54); I* = 0% é 01 ﬂl 1 ! 1:{11 ] Dé

Test for overall effect: Z =0.01 (P = 0.99)

Favours midwifery Favours other models
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. 115F0)Eﬂn, i 13%40DEE, RR1.94 [95%CI 0.18, 21.32],

Midwife-led care  Other models of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI

Turnbull 1996 2 616 1 597 100.0% 1.94 [0.18, 21.32] -

Total (95% CI) 616 597 100.0% 1.94 [0.18, 21.32] e
Total events 2
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.54 (P = 0.59)

001 04 1 10

Favours [experimental] Favours [control)
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https://www.cochranelibrary.com/cdsr/doi/10.1002/14651858.CD004667.pub6/full
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Perriman N, Davis DL, Ferguson S. What women value in the midwifery continuity of
care model: A systematic review with meta-synthesis. Midwifery 2018;62:220-9.
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Callander(2021)

WHO (2018)

https://iris.who.int/server/api/core/bitstreams/ba043cf7-cba4-484d-bf7e-ec79c4102d54/content
Callander EJ, Slavin V, Gamble J, Creedy DK, Brittain H. Cost-effectiveness of public caseload midwifery

compared to standard care in an Australian setting: a pragmatic analysis to inform service delivery.
Callander (2021) Int J Qual Health Care. 2021;33(2):1-6.
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