Risk of Skin Cancer after Neonatal Phototherapy: Retrospective Cohort Study
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ABSTRACT

Objective To assess the risk of skin cancer in persons treated with neonatal phototherapy (NNPT) for jaundice
Design Retrospective cohort study
Setting Grampian Region, Scotland, UK
Data source Aberdeen Maternity and Neonatal Databank. NNPT exposure was abstracted from paper records spanning 1976-1990. Follow-up to 31 December 2006 by linkage to cancer registration and mortality records. 
Main outcome measures Incidence ratios, standardised for age, sex, calendar period, and socio-economic position. 

Results After excluding neonatal deaths (n=435), the cohort comprised 77518 persons. 5868 received NNPT, providing 138000 person-years at risk (median follow-up 24 years). Two cases of melanoma occurred in persons exposed to NNPT versus 16 cases in unexposed persons, yielding a standardised incidence ratio of 1.40 (95% confidence interval 0.17 to 5.04, P=0.834). No cases of squamous cell or basal cell carcinoma of skin were observed in exposed persons. 
Conclusions Although there is no statistically significant evidence of an excess risk of skin cancer following NNPT, limited statistical power and follow-up duration mean it is not possible categorically to rule out an effect. However, taken in conjunction with the results of the only other study to investigate risk of melanoma following NNPT, evidence available so far does not suggest a major cause for concern.
INTRODUCTION
In common with many other countries, the incidence of skin cancer, both melanoma[1] and non-melanoma,[2] is increasing in Scotland. Increases in incidence of melanoma, in particular, have been observed in children,[3] and in adolescents and young adults.[4] The increase in incidence of skin cancer is commonly assumed to reflect increasing exposure to sunlight.[5] However, it is conceivable that exposure to other factors, such as the use of sun-beds[6-7] may be playing a role in the evolution of present day trends in skin cancer. The development of cutaneous melanoma has been particularly associated with intermittent exposure to high levels of sunlight in childhood.[8] 
Five studies have investigated the potential impact of intensive blue light phototherapy, used to treat neonatal jaundice, on melanocytic naevus count, a risk factor for subsequent development of cutaneous melanoma.[9-14] The results of these studies are inconsistent, but three of them have raised concerns about potential risks of neonatal phototherapy,[10-13] prompting their authors to propose that exposed children should undergo dermatologic surveillance.[10-11] 
To our knowledge, only a single study has examined the risk of skin cancer (specifically invasive melanoma) following neonatal phototherapy.[15] This was a case-control study conducted in Sweden, comprising 30 cases of childhood cutaneous melanoma and 120 matched hospital controls. Exposure status was assessed from medical records. The researchers found that none of the cases had a history of exposure to neonatal phototherapy. In spite of this, they were unable to exclude the possibility of a small increase in risk, in part because the median follow-up time was only 18 years. 
Intensive blue light phototherapy (peak wavelength 450nm) has been widely used for around four decades to prevent and treat unconjugated hyperbilirubinaemia in neonates. Neonatal jaundice is common and only rarely (and mainly in infants with bilirubin levels of >20mg/dl) leads to the serious condition of kernicterus that has mortality in excess of 10% and long-term morbidity in excess of 70%.[16] Most evidence suggests that phototherapy works principally by converting bilirubin to less lipophilic isomers that are excreted more readily in urine and bile, and to a lesser extent by degrading bilirubin to colourless water soluble degradation products that are excreted in urine.[17-18] 

The recent findings of an increased melanocytic naevus count associated with prior exposure to neonatal phototherapy,[10-13] together with the relatively high numbers of neonates exposed to phototherapy (so that even a modest increase in risk could have a sizeable effect in absolute terms), prompted us to investigate whether there is any evidence of an increased risk of skin cancer following neonatal phototherapy in Scotland.
METHODS
Sources of data and births studied
The study was based on singleton births held in the Aberdeen Maternity and Neonatal Databank (AMND), covering the years of birth 1976-1990. The AMND holds data for all Aberdeen City births from 1949 to the present day, and includes all reproductive events to women resident in a defined geographical area with a relatively stable population.[19-20] From 1976 onwards, the Databank also includes information on high risk women referred for delivery from other parts of northern Scotland.

Neonatal phototherapy came into widespread use in Aberdeen during the early 1970’s. Until the mid-1980’s, the main type of light source was daylight (wavelength 320 to 700 nm, with a spectral peak between 550 and 600 nm. Blue lights (wavelength 320 to 650 nm, spectral peak 420 to 480 nm) were introduced in the mid-1980s, especially for intensive treatment of high serum bilirubins. A single broad spectrum gas discharge (tungsten-halogen) source was acquired in the late 1980s, but is now obsolete. Light sources were always overhead, and all units had a plastic shield which, along with incubator covers in some cases, would be expected to filter out any UV-A (wavelength 320 to 400 nm). 
The AMND did not begin to hold information on neonatal phototherapy until 1992. Until 1979, all phototherapy was administered in the Neonatal Unit and recorded on paper records, although recording was less complete before 1975. After 1979, some phototherapy was administered on postnatal wards, but paper records also exist for these infants. Trained data entry clerks, unaware of the babies’ subsequent medical history, abstracted information on phototherapy from these paper records. This information was then merged with AMND birth records to generate a birth cohort with phototherapy status recorded. 
Since there is a well-established association between socio-economic position (affluence) and risk of cutaneous melanoma,[21] the 1981 census based Carstairs deprivation category[22] was attached to each person’s record, based on postcode of residence at birth. The Carstairs deprivation score is a small area indicator of socio-economic position based on the prevalence measured at the decennial census of four characteristics: overcrowding, male unemployment, social class, and car ownership.
Record linkage and definitions of skin cancer
This cohort was linked by computerized probability matching[23] to national (Scottish) birth registration records, and thence to the national (Scottish) linked database of acute hospital discharge records, cancer registrations, and deaths to generate an anonymous study database. However, because part of the follow-up period pre-dated the era covered by the national linked database, it was also necessary to seek follow-up for vital status by linkage to national (Scottish) mortality records covering the period 1976-1980. It was not deemed necessary to link the cohort to cancer registration records prior to 1981 because the risk of skin cancer in children under the age of five years is negligible.[3] Both the false positive and false negative rates of record linkage by computerised probability matching in Scotland have been estimated to be less than 1%.[24]
The cohort was followed up until the date of development of any skin cancer, the date of death, or 31 December 2006 (the latest year for which cancer registration data were essentially complete at the time of analysis), whichever occurred first. Skin cancers were defined according to the following diagnostic codes: invasive melanoma of skin ICD9 172, ICD10 C43; invasive squamous cell carcinoma (SCC) of skin ICD9 173 and ICDO M-805–808, ICD10 C44 and ICDO M-805–808; basal cell carcinoma (BCC) ICD9 173 and ICDO M-809, ICD10 C44 and ICDO M-809.
Statistical analysis
Differences in the characteristics of persons exposed to phototherapy compared to those unexposed were assessed using the Mann-Whitney U test, the chi-squared test, or the chi-squared test for trend, as appropriate. Expected numbers of melanoma, SCC and BCC for the population exposed to neonatal phototherapy were calculated by applying age-, sex-, deprivation category-, and calendar period-specific rates in the unexposed population to estimates of the person-years at risk in the exposed population. Indirectly standardised incidence ratios (SIRs) were calculated by dividing the observed numbers by the expected numbers of skin cancers for each histological subtype. Exact Poisson 95% confidence intervals (CI) were calculated.
All analyses were performed using Stata version 8.0 (Stata Corporation, College Station, TX, USA), except for the 95% confidence interval for the standardised incidence ratio for BCC, based on a zero count of observed events, which was calculated according to the methods of Liddell[25] and of Silcocks[26] using software from the following website:

http://www.quantitativeskills.com/sisa/statistics/smr.htm 

The study was approved by the Privacy Advisory Committee (PAC) of the Information Services Division (ISD) of the National Health Service (NHS) National Services Scotland, and by the Databank Steering Committee of the Aberdeen Maternity and Neonatal Databank (AMND). 

RESULTS

After excluding neonatal deaths under 28 days of age (n=435), the cohort comprised 77518 persons. Of these, 5868 received neonatal phototherapy, providing 138000 person-years at risk and a median follow-up period of 24 years. The characteristics of the study population, according to exposure status, are shown in Table 1. There was no statistically significant difference in mothers’ age at delivery (P=0.272). A higher proportion of babies were allocated to the least deprived categories in both arms of the cohort, reflecting the lower than average prevalence of deprivation in Grampian Region, and there was a significant difference in distribution primarily due to a higher proportion of unexposed persons with unknown deprivation category (P<0.001). A significantly higher proportion of babies exposed to phototherapy were born prior to 1986 (P<0.001), male (P<0.001), of shorter gestation (P<0.001), and of lower birth weight (P<0.001).

Two cases of invasive cutaneous melanoma occurred in the cohort members exposed to phototherapy, compared to 16 cases in unexposed persons, yielding a standardised incidence ratio of 1.40 (95% confidence interval 0.17 to 5.04, P=0.834). The median age at diagnosis of melanoma was 24.3 years (range 15-29 years), but the two cases arising among persons exposed to phototherapy were both older than this. No cases of basal cell carcinoma were observed in the exposed persons compared to 11 cases in unexposed persons (P=0.611). No cases of invasive squamous cell carcinoma of the skin were recorded in any members of the cohort (Table 2).
DISCUSSION

We found no statistically significant evidence of an excess risk of melanoma or non-melanoma skin cancer among persons exposed to neonatal phototherapy. 
Strengths

Our cohort study has a number of strengths. It was based on a reasonably well-defined study population; although we could have restricted the study to Aberdeen City to make it more truly population-based, we decided in the interests of maximising statistical power to include the children of high risk mothers referred for delivery to the tertiary Aberdeen Maternity Hospital from outside the city boundaries. It seems unlikely that children of high risk women should have a higher or lower risk of skin cancer. We deliberately excluded children of multiple pregnancies because both multiple pregnancies and skin cancer occur more commonly in persons of higher socio-economic position. A further strength of our study is that exposure data were collected from medical records, and independently of the ascertainment of outcome. Scottish Cancer Registry data are believed to be reasonably complete for melanoma[27] and for non-melanoma skin cancers in the east of Scotland, including Grampian Region.[2] It seems unlikely that ascertainment would vary according to exposure to phototherapy. Finally, our study was focussed on the ultimate outcome of interest (skin neoplasia) rather than intermediate outcomes (such as melanocytic naevus count).

Limitations

The main weakness of our study is the limited statistical power. The size of our study population was limited by the availability of historic neonatal phototherapy data, and it was not feasible to stratify results by gestational age or duration of phototherapy. The follow-up period is necessarily limited because neonatal phototherapy has only been in widespread use since the early 1970’s. Finally the absolute risk of all types of skin cancer is relatively low in persons under the age of 30 years,[4] the oldest attained age among members of the study cohort. Although limited statistical power means that we cannot exclude an effect of neonatal phototherapy on risk of subsequent skin cancer, one of our aims was to rule out a substantive risk, and the results of our study should be considered alongside the results of other studies (see below). 
Although we were able to standardise our results to take some account of socio-economic position, we did not have access to information on other potential confounding variables such as skin type, and lifetime exposure to UV radiation. It would be difficult to capture reliable information on some of these variables retrospectively due to recall bias, and it seems unlikely that they would, in any case, be related to exposure to neonatal phototherapy. 
While it is possible that some members of the cohort may have emigrated from Scotland and are therefore lost to follow-up, we anticipate that the proportion of emigrations from the cohort will be low and unlikely to vary by exposure status. 

Although a study from the west of Scotland has shown that there may be a tendency to over-diagnose melanoma in children,[28] most of the cases of melanoma arising in our study cohort were diagnosed in young adulthood (median age at diagnosis 24.3 years, range 15-29 years). In any case, diagnostic misclassification seems unlikely to be related to exposure to neonatal phototherapy.
Comparison with other studies

Despite the widespread application of phototherapy to large numbers of neonates, the possible effects on melanocytic naevus count (a risk factor for subsequent development of cutaneous melanoma) and risk of subsequent skin cancer have received limited attention. The results of existing relevant studies are summarised in Table 3. Like the present study, each of these studies has some limitations, including limited statistical power[10, 13] in one case due to an inadequate period of follow-up,[15] reliance on parental recall to determine exposure status,[9, 11-12, 14] an apparent failure to assess outcome independently of exposure, [9-10, 13] and limited availability of information on potential confounding factors.[11-12, 15] 
Biological mechanisms

Table 4 summarises some of the theoretical reasons for concern about a potential carcinogenic effect of neonatal phototherapy, although many of these are based on observations from animal studies with uncertain relevance to humans. 

Conclusions

In terms of providing reassurance about the safety of neonatal phototherapy, our results are consistent with those of the Swedish case-control study[15] of cutaneous melanoma, and the German[9] and most recent French[14] studies of melanocytic naevus count. However, the lack of statistical power in our own and the Swedish study[15] combined with the discordant results from other studies of melanocytic naevus count[10-13] means that it is not yet possible to rule out an effect of neonatal phototherapy entirely. It will be possible to re-visit our study after several further years of follow-up have accrued, yielding more events and greater statistical power. Neonatal phototherapy status has been recorded on electronic Scottish neonatal records since 1991, so at some point in the future, it should be possible to mount a study with greater statistical power. In the meantime, it may be possible to replicate our study in other countries with suitable health record systems. Ideally studies of the long-term outcome of interest (invasive cutaneous melanoma) would be preferable. But in all such studies, it is highly desirable for exposure status to be determined from medical records if possible, and for those ascertaining outcome events to be blinded to exposure status.
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What is already known on this topic?

· Six studies have investigated the potential impact of intensive blue light phototherapy, used to treat neonatal jaundice, on melanocytic naevus count (a risk factor for subsequent development of cutaneous melanoma) or risk of subsequent cutaneous melanoma. 
· The results of these studies are inconsistent, but three of them have raised concerns about potential risks of neonatal phototherapy, prompting their authors to propose that exposed children should undergo dermatologic surveillance.

What this study adds
· We carried out a retrospective cohort study, based on the Aberdeen Maternity and Neonatal Databank, and found no statistically significant evidence of an excess risk of skin cancer following neonatal phototherapy. However, a lack of statistical power and limited period of follow-up means that it is not yet possible to rule out an effect of neonatal phototherapy completely. 
· On the strength of these results, and the results of previous research, there is no justification for seeking alternative treatments for neonatal jaundice, or for instituting a programme of dermatologic surveillance for exposed individuals, but further research is needed to rule out a carcinogenic effect of neonatal phototherapy entirely.
REFERENCES
1 Mackie RM, Bray C, Vestey J, Doherty V, Evans A, Thomson D, Nicolson M. Melanoma incidence and mortality in Scotland 1979-2003. Br J Cancer 2007;96:1772-7.
2 Brewster DH, Bhatti LA, Inglis JHC, Nairn ER, Doherty VR. Recent trends in incidence of non-melanoma skin cancers in the East of Scotland, 1992-2003. Br J Dermatol 2007;156:1295-300.
3 Campbell J, Wallace WHB, Bhatti LA, Stockton DL, Rapson T, Brewster DH.  Childhood Cancer in Scotland: Trends in Incidence, Mortality, and Survival, 1975-1999.  Edinburgh: Information & Statistics Division, 2004.
4 http://www.isdscotland.org/cancer (accessed 25/03/10).
5 International Agency for Research on Cancer. Solar and ultraviolet radiation. IARC monographs on the evaluation of carcinogenic risks to humans, Volume 55. Lyon: International Agency for Research on Cancer, 1992:217-28.
6 Wang SQ, Setlow R, Berwick M, Polsky D, Marghoob AA, Kopf AW, et al. Ultraviolet A and melanoma: a review. J Am Acad Dermatol 2001;44:837-46.

7 International Agency for Research on Cancer Working Group on artificial ultraviolet (UV) light and skin cancer. The association of use of sunbeds with cutaneous malignant melanoma and other skin cancers: A systematic review. Int J Cancer 2007;120:1116-22.

8 Whiteman DC, Whiteman CA, Green AC. Childhood sun exposure as a risk factor for melanoma: a systematic review of epidemiologic studies. Cancer Causes Control 2001;12:69-82.

9 Bauer J, Buttner P, Luther H, Wiecker TS, Mohrle M, Garbe C. Blue light phototherapy of neonatal jaundice does not increase the risk for melanocytic naevus development. Arch Dermatol 2004;140:493-4.

10 Matichard E, Le Hénanff A, Sanders A, Leguyadec J, Crickx B, Descamps V.  Effect of neonatal phototherapy on melanocytic naevus count in children. Arch Dermatol 2006;142:1599-604.  

11 Csoma Z, Hencz P, Orvos H, Kemeny L, Dobozy A, Dosa-Racz E, Erdei Z, Bartusek D, Olah J. Neonatal blue-light phototherapy could increase the risk of dysplastic naevus development. Pediatrics 2007;119:1036-7.

12 Csoma Z, Hencz P, Orvos H, Kemeny L, Dobozy A, Dosa-Racz E, Erdei Z, Bartusek D, Olah J. Neonatal blue-light phototherapy could increase the risk of dysplastic naevus development. Pediatrics 2007;119:1269.
13 Csoma Z, Kemeny L, Olah J. Phototherapy for neonatal jaundice. N Engl J Med 2008;358:2523-4.

14 Mahé E,  Beauchet A,  Aegerter P,  Saiag P. Neonatal blue-light phototherapy does not increase naevus count in 9-year-old children. Pediatrics 2009;123:e896-900.

15 Berg P, Lindelof B. Is phototherapy in neonates a risk factor for malignant melanoma development? Arch Pediatr Adolesc Med 1997;151:1185-7.

16 Ip S, Chung M, Kulig J, O'Brien R, Sege R, Glicken S, Maisels MJ, Lau J; American Academy of Pediatrics Subcommittee on Hyperbilirubinemia. An evidence-based review of important issues concerning neonatal hyperbilirubinemia. Pediatrics 2004;114:e130-53.
17 McDonagh AF. Phototherapy: from ancient Egypt to the new millennium. J Perinatol 2001;21 (Suppl 1):S7-S12.

18 Maisels MJ, McDonagh AF. Phototherapy for Neonatal Jaundice. N Engl J Med 2008;358:920-28.

19. http://www.abdn.ac.uk/amnd/ (accessed 25/03/10).
20 Wilson BJ, Watson MS, Prescott GJ, Sunderland S, Campbell DM, Hannaford P, Smith WC.  Hypertensive diseases of pregnancy and risk of hypertension and stroke in later life: results from cohort study.  BMJ 2003;326:845-51.

21 Faggiano F, Partanen T, Kogevinas M, Boffetta P. Socioeconomic differences in cancer incidence and mortality. In: Kogevinas M, Pearce N, Susser M, Boffetta P (eds). Social Inequalities and Cancer. IARC Scientific Publications No. 138. Lyon: Internation Agency for Research on Cancer, 1997:65-176.
22 Morris R, Carstairs V. Which Deprivation? A comparison of selected deprivation indexes. J Public Health Med 1991;13:318-26.
23 Kendrick S, Clarke J. The Scottish Record Linkage System. Health Bull (Edinb). 1993;51:72-9.  
24 Kendrick S. The Development of Record Linkage in Scotland: The Responsive Application of Probability Matching. In: Committee on Applied and Theoretical Statistics, National Research Council; Federal Committee on Statistical Methodology, Office of Management and Budget. Record Linkage Techniques - 1997: Proceedings of an International Workshop and Exposition. Washington DC: National Academies Press 1999:319-32. 
http://www.nap.edu/catalog.php?record_id=6491  (accessed 25/03/10)
25 Liddell FD. Simple exact analysis of the standardised mortality ratio. J Epidemiol Community Health 1984;38:85-8.
26 Silcocks P. Estimating confidence limits on a standardised mortality ratio when the expected number is not error free. J Epidemiol Community Health 1994;48:313-7.

27 Melia J, Frost T, Graham-Brown R, Hunter J, Marsden A, du Vivier A, Warin AP, White J, Whitehead S, Wroughton M, et al. Problems with registration of cutaneous malignant melanoma in England. Br J Cancer 1995;72:224-8.

28 Leman JA, Evans A, Mooi W, MacKie RM. Outcomes and pathological review of a cohort of children with melanoma. Br J Dermatol 2005;152:1321-3.
29 Maisels JM, McDonagh AF. Phototherapy for neonatal jaundice. N Engl J Med 2008;358:2524-5.

30 Godley BF.  Shamsi FA.  Liang FQ.  Jarrett SG.  Davies S.  Boulton M. Blue light induces mitochondrial DNA damage and free radical production in epithelial cells. Journal of Biological Chemistry 2005;280:21061-6.
31 Omata Y, Lewis JB, Rotenberg S, Lockwood PE, Messer RL, Noda M, Hsu SD, Sano H, Wataha JC. Intra- and extracellular reactive oxygen species generated by blue light. J Biomed Mater Res A 2006;77:470-7.

32 Botta C, Di Giorgio C, Sabatier AS, De Méo M. Genotoxicity of visible light (400-800 nm) and photoprotection assessment of ectoin, L-ergothioneine and mannitol and four sunscreens. J Photochem Photobiol B 2008;91:24-34. 

33 Rosenstein BS, Ducore JM. Enhancement by bilirubin of DNA damage induced in human cells exposed to phototherapy light. Pediatr Res 1984;18:3-6.
34 Sideris EG, Papageorgiou GC, Charalampous SC, Vitsa EM. A spectrum response study on single strand DNA breaks, sister chromatid exchanges, and lethality induced by phototherapy lights. Pediatr Res 1981;15:1019-23.

35 Okuno T, Saito H, Ojima J. Evaluation of blue-light hazards from various light sources. Dev Ophthalmol 2002;35:104-12.

36 Fernandes BF, Marshall JC, Burnier MN Jr. Blue light exposure and uveal melanoma. Ophthalmology 2006;113:1062.e1. 

37 Shah CP, Weis E, Lajous M, Shields JA, Shields CL. Intermittent and chronic ultraviolet light exposure and uveal melanoma: a meta-analysis. Ophthalmology 2005;112:1599-607.
38 Setlow RB. Spectral regions contributing to melanoma: a personal view. J Investig Dermatol Symp Proc 1999;4:46-9.

39 Marshall JC, Gordon KD, McCauley CS, de Souza Filho JP, Burnier MN. The effect of blue light exposure and use of intraocular lenses on human uveal melanoma cell lines. Melanoma Res 2006;16:537-41.

40 Di Cesare S, Maloney S, Fernandes BF, Martins C, Marshall JC, Antecka E, Odashiro AN, Dawson WW, Burnier MN Jr. The effect of blue light exposure in an ocular melanoma animal model. J Exp Clin Cancer Res 2009;28:48.

41 Ohara M, Kawashima Y, Katoh O, Watanabe H. Blue light inhibits the growth of B16 melanoma cells. Jpn J Cancer Res 2002;93:551-8.

42 Manning WS Jr, Greenlee PG, Norton JN. Ocular melanoma in a Long Evans rat. Contemp Top Lab Anim Sci 2004;43:44-6.
Table 1 Characteristics of the Study Population According to Exposure Status
	Characteristic
	Phototherapy
(N = 5868)
	No Phototherapy
(N = 71650)
	P value

	Mother’s age at delivery - years
	
	
	0.272

	    Median
	26
	26
	

	    Interquartile range
	22-30
	23-29
	

	    Unknown (number of cases)
	0
	33
	

	Carstairs deprivation category – number of cases (%)
	
	
	<0.001

	    1 (least deprived)
	2584 (45.8%)
	29597 (44.4%)
	

	    2
	1069 (19.0%)
	12339 (18.5%)
	

	    3
	876 (15.5%)
	10730 (16.1%)
	

	    4
	935 (16.6%)
	11804 (17.7%)
	

	    5 (most deprived)
	175 (3.1%)
	2239 (3.4%)
	

	    Unknown
	229 (3.9%)
	4941 (6.9%)
	

	Year of birth – number of cases (%)
	 
	 
	<0.001

	   1976-1980
	2039 (34.8%)
	22589 (31.5%)
	 

	    1981-1985
	2215 (37.8%)
	22731 (31.7%)
	 

	    1986-1990
	1614 (27.5%)
	26330 (36.8%)
	 

	Gender – number of cases (%)
	 
	 
	<0.001

	    Male
	3428 (58.4%)
	36445 (50.9%)
	 

	    Female
	2439 (41.6%)
	35010 (48.9%)
	 

	    Unknown
	1 (0.02%)
	195 (0.27%)
	 

	Gestational age - weeks
	 
	 
	<0.001

	    Median
	38
	40
	 

	    Interquartile range
	35-40
	39-41
	 

	    Unknown (number of cases)
	5
	118
	 

	Birth weight – grams
	 
	 
	<0.001

	    Median
	2980
	3360
	 

	    Interquartile range
	2390-3410
	3040-3680
	 

	    Unknown (number of cases)
	1
	237
	 


Table 2 Standardized Incidence Ratios of Skin Cancer by Histological Type among Persons Exposed to Neonatal Phototherapy
	Histological Type
	Observed No. of Cancers
	Expected No. of Cancers
	Standardized Incidence Ratio
	95% Confidence Interval
	P-value

	Melanoma
	      2
	1.43
	1.40
	0.17 – 5.04
	0.834

	Squamous cell carcinoma
	0
	0.00
	-
	-
	-

	Basal cell carcinoma
	0
	1.19
	0.00
	0.00 – 3.11
	0.611


Table 3 Summary of Previous Studies on the Association Between Exposure to Neonatal Phototherapy (NNPT) and Subsequent Development of Melanocytic Skin Lesions
	Author(s), Year of publication, Setting
	Outcome studied
	Study population
	Study findings
	Limitations

	Berg and Lindelhöf,[15] 1997, Sweden
	Skin melanoma
	Identified from Swedish Cancer Registry and Swedish Medical Birth Registry. 30 cases of melanoma aged <20 years (range 7-18), born between 1973 and 1992. 120 controls matched for date of birth, hospital, and sex. NNPT exposure ascertained from medical records for those with NNPT-related diagnoses.
	No cases of melanoma had received NNPT. 11/120 (9%) controls received NNPT.
	Partly dependent on routinely collected data (but believed to be of high quality). Not all records were reviewed. Median follow-up limited to 18 years. Statistical power insufficient to rule out an effect. No information on confounding factors, such as family history of melanoma, skin type, and sun exposure.

	Bauer et al,[9] 2004, Germany
	Melanocytic naevi
	Cross sectional study of 1812 white children aged 2 to 7 years attending day care centres in two cities. Total body naevus count by dermatologic examiners. NNPT exposure ascertained by parental interview.
	333/1812 (18%) received NNPT. No evidence of an increased risk of melanocytic naevi associated with NNPT.
	Study results reported in a letter, although further details of methods available from a previous paper. Exposure data dependent on parental recall. Not clear that dermatologic examiners were blinded to exposure status.

	Matichard et al,[10] 2006, France
	Melanocytic naevi
	Described as ‘case-control prospective study’, although cases and controls were selected on the basis of exposure rather than outcome. ‘Cases’ were 18 children aged 8 to 9 years exposed to NNPT, retrospectively identified by review of consecutive neonatal medical records. ‘Controls’ were 40 unexposed children aged 8 to 9 years recruited consecutively from a public school in the same geographic area. Total body naevus count assessed by a single observer.  
	Melanocytic naevus count, when limited to naevi 2 to 5 mm in diameter, was statistically significantly associated with prior exposure to intensive NNPT.
	Exposed and unexposed children were selected by different mechanisms (although matched for age, geographic area and skin type). Not clear that dermatologic examiner was blinded to exposure status. Association only present when restricted to naevi 2 to 5 mm in diameter. Limited statistical power. No information provided on family history of melanoma (but fairly comprehensive information on other potential confounding factors).

	Csoma et al,[11-12] 2007, Hungary
	Common melanocytic naevi and clinically atypical naevi
	Unselected population of 747 students aged 14 to 18 years from two secondary schools. NNPT exposure ascertained by questionnaire (in consultation with parents), but was preceded by whole body examination (excluding scalp and anogenital area).
	Among the 44.6% of children previously exposed to NNPT, the researchers found higher numbers of common melanocytic naevi, and a statistically significantly higher prevalence of atypical naevi.
	Only limited details of the study design and methods were provided in two letters. Exposure data dependent on parental recall. No information provided on confounding factors, such as family history of melanoma, skin type, and sun exposure.

	Csoma et al,[13] 2008, Hungary
	Common melanocytic naevi and clinically atypical naevi
	11 monozygotic twin pairs in which one twin received NNPT and the other did not. 
	Twins exposed to NNPT were found to have a statistically significantly higher number of common and atypical naevi.
	Only limited details of study design and methods were provided in a letter. Wide age range of participants (6-30 years). Not clear that dermatologic examiner was blinded to exposure status. Limited statistical power.

	Mahé et al,[14] 2009, France
	Melanocytic naevi
	828 children aged 9 years in multiple centres in France. NNPT exposure ascertained by questionnaires to parents and children. Back and arm naevus counts were performed by trained nurses blinded to NNPT history. 
	180/828 (22%) received NNPT. No evidence for an effect of NNPT on naevus count irrespective of naevi location, naevi size, or phototype of the children.
	Exposure data dependent on parental recall. Naevi were only counted on back and arms. No information provided on family history of melanoma (but fairly comprehensive information on other potential confounding factors).


Table 4 Some Theoretical Reasons for Concern about the Risk of Skin Cancer Following Neonatal Phototherapy

	Observation
	Comment

	Neonatal phototherapy may spill over into UV-A region.[12]
Blue light can generate reactive oxygen species,[30-31] and induce DNA damage,[31] especially in the presence of bilirubin.[33]
Of the visible light spectrum, the blue spectral band (420 to 500 nm) is mainly responsible for DNA breaks and sister chromatid exchanges in cultured Chinese hamster cells.[34]
Arc welding, which has a high blue light effective radiance,[35] is a significant risk factor for uveal melanoma.[36]
Exposure to wavelengths in the visible spectrum induces melanoma in a backcross hybrid of the small tropical fish of the genus Xiphophorus, bred to have only one tumour suppressor gene.[38] 

Exposure of uveal melanoma cell lines to blue light increases cell proliferation, both in vitro,[39] and (in an animal model) in vivo.[40]
Prolonged exposure to blue light has induced uveal melanoma in a rat.[42]

	Properly shielded fluorescent lamps emit little UV-A and blue light-emitting-diode (LED) lights none at all.[29]
Visible light is much less effective than UV-A at inducing DNA single strand breaks.[32]
Animal model.

Sunlight also has high blue light effective radiance,[35] but has not been associated with uveal melanoma.[37]
Animal model.

Blue light has also been shown to inhibit the growth of B16 melanoma cell lines.[41]
Single case report in an animal model also in receipt of a compound with calcium channel blocking properties that may have inhibited apoptosis.
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