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31 Abstract

32 Background. Iron supplementation and erythropoiesis-stimulating agent (ESA) administration
33 represent the hallmark therapies in preoperative anaemia treatment, as reflected in a set of evidence-
34  based treatment recommendations made during the 2018 International Consensus Conference on
35 Patient Blood Management. However, little is known about the safety of these therapies. This
36  systematic review investigated the occurrence of adverse events (AEs) during or after treatment with
37  iron and/or ESAs.

38 Methods. Five databases (The Cochrane Library, MEDLINE, Embase, Transfusion Evidence Library,
39 Web of Science) and two trial registries (ClinicalTrials.gov, WHO ICTRP) were searched until
40 November 6 2020. Randomized controlled trials (RCTs), cohort and case-control studies investigating
41  any AE during or after iron and/or ESAs administration in adult elective surgery patients with
42 preoperative anaemia were eligible for inclusion, and judged using the Cochrane Risk of Bias tools.
43  The GRADE approach was used to assess the overall certainty of evidence.

44 Results. 26 RCTs and 16 cohort studies involving a total of 6062 patients were included, providing
45 data on 6 comparisons: (1) Intravenous (IV) versus oral iron, (2) IV iron versus usual care/no iron, (3)
46 IV ferric carboxymaltose versus IV iron sucrose, (4) ESA+iron versus control (placebo and/or iron, no
47  treatment), (5) ESA+IV iron versus ESA+oral iron, and (6) ESA+IV iron versus ESA+IV iron (different
48 ESA dosing regimens). Most AE data concerned mortality/survival (n=24 studies), thromboembolic
49 (n=22), infectious (n=20), cardiovascular (n=19) and gastrointestinal (n=14) AEs. Very low-certainty of
50 evidence was assigned to all but one outcome category. This uncertainty results from both low
51 quantity and quality of AE data due to high risk of bias caused by limitations in study design, data
52 collection and reporting.

53 Conclusions. It remains unclear if ESA and/or iron therapy is associated with AEs in preoperatively
54 anaemic elective surgery patients. Future trial investigators should pay more attention to the
55 systematic collection, measurement, documenting and reporting of AE data.

56


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.21.22272600
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.21.22272600; this version posted March 22, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .
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60

61 Introduction

62  Transfusion of blood components can be a life-saving intervention, but comes with the risks of
63  transfusion reactions and transmission of bloodborne infections. To optimize the care of patients who
64  might need transfusion and minimize the patient's exposure to allogeneic blood products, a
65 multidisciplinary approach has been developed and termed ‘Patient Blood Management’ (PBM)(1).
66 PBM encompasses all aspects surrounding the transfusion decision-making process through three
67  pillars: (1) addressing pre-existing preoperative anaemia, (2) minimizing intraoperative blood loss, and
68 (3) applying appropriate transfusion triggers to ensure rational allogeneic blood product use. In an
69  attempt to analyse the scientific evidence on all PBM aspects through systematic literature searches,
70  and reach international consensus using transparent, rigorous and quality-controlled decision-making,
71  an international consortium of scientific organizations in the field of blood transfusion coordinated a
72 consensus meeting on evidence-based PBM. During this 2018 International Consensus Conference
73 on Patient Blood Management (ICC-PBM), a set of 10 clinical and 12 research recommendations were
74  formulated using the GRADE methodology (2, 3).

75 One PBM pillar focusses on addressing pre-existing preoperative anaemia. Preoperative anaemia is
76  associated with increased perioperative blood transfusion requirements, increased risk of
77  perioperative infection, mortality, postoperative complications and extended hospital stay (4-7). During
78  the ICC-PBM, four clinical recommendations (Table 1) were formulated concerning the treatment of
79 preoperative anaemia, using iron supplementation (in case of iron-deficiency anaemia) and/or
80  erythropoiesis-stimulating agents (ESAS) (2).

81

82  Table 1. Clinical recommendations formulated during the ICC-PBM as published previously (2).

Clinical recommendation Strength of recommendation and certainty of

evidence
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1. Detection and management of preoperative | Strong recommendation, low-certainty evidence
anaemia early enough before major elective

surgery

2. Use of iron supplementation to reduce red Conditional recommendation, moderate-
blood cell transfusion rate in adult certainty evidence
preoperative patients with iron-deficient

anaemia undergoing elective surgery

3. Do not use erythropoiesis-stimulating agents | Conditional recommendation, low-certainty
routinely in general for adult preoperative evidence

patients with anaemia undergoing elective

surgery
4. Consider short-acting erythropoietins in Conditional recommendation, low-certainty
addition to iron supplementation to reduce evidence

transfusion rates in adult preoperative
patients with hemoglobin concentrations <
13 g/dL undergoing elective major

orthopaedic surgery

83

84  As effectiveness is just one aspect to consider in making a balanced treatment recommendation, the
85 expert panel recommended to investigate the use of short-acting erythropoietins and iron
86  supplementation in adult preoperative patients undergoing elective surgery, with focus on long-term
87  (un)desirable effects, optimal dose, type of surgery (particularly in cancer surgery), copresence of iron
88  deficiency, and cost-effectiveness (2).

89 Therefore, in a follow-up project, three full systematic reviews were conducted to gather the best
90 available scientific evidence on the effectiveness (review 1)(8), safety (review 2) and cost-
91 effectiveness (review 3)(9) of iron and/or ESA therapy in adult patients with preoperative anaemia
92 undergoing elective surgery. The current systematic review (review 2) focused on the occurrence of
93 adverse events (AEs) during or after treatment with iron and/or ESAs.

94
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s Methods

96  This systematic review was not prospectively registered, but was carried out in accordance with the
97  pre-defined methodological standards of the Centre for Evidence-Based Practice (10). Eligibility
98 criteria and data synthesis plans were established a priori by the reviewers (JL and HVR) and
99  approved by a third external methodological expert (GB) and 4 PBM experts (JG, PM, PMM, YO).
100  The reporting of this review adheres to the PRISMA harms checklist (11) (completed checklist in

101  Additional file 1).
102 Eligibility criteria

103  This review's PICO question was: “In elective surgery patients with preoperative anaemia (P), is the

104  use of iron and/or ESA therapy (l), linked to AEs (O)?".

105 Population

106  Anaemic adults (=18 years) scheduled for elective surgery were eligible for inclusion. Studies were
107  included if the baseline haemoglobin (Hb) levels of the study participants were in line with the World
108 Health Organization (WHQO) criteria for anaemia, i.e. <13 g/dl for men and <12 g/dl for women.
109 Different criteria for anaemia were accepted if the study investigators provided a clear definition of
110  anaemia, or if no clear definition was provided but baseline Hb levels were <13 g/dl in all patients
111 (based on the upper limit of the 99% confidence interval (Cl) (mean Hb levels) or the 75" percentile of
112  the Interquartile Range (IQR) (median Hb levels)). Studies in pregnant women, children and non-

113  elective surgery patients were excluded.

114 Intervention

115 Studies were eligible if they investigated the administration effect of iron and/or ESAs, regardless of
116  treatment dose, duration and formulation (enteral or parenteral). Studies were only included if the
117  administration was started, but not necessarily ended, during the preoperative period. If patients
118 received other cointerventions (e.g. vitamins, folic acid, heparin), the study was only included if these

119 cointerventions were identically administered to both (intervention and control) groups.

120 Comparison
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121 Studies were included if they compared the intervention(s) of interest to at least one of the following
122 control groups: placebo, no treatment, standard of care (as per each trial protocol), iron monotherapy,

123 other type of iron therapy (e.g. IV versus oral), or other ESA dosing regimen.

124 QOutcome

125  AEs were defined as “unfavourable or harmful outcomes that occur during, or after, the use of a drug
126  or other intervention, but are not necessarily caused by it” (12).

127  Any AE occurring during/after iron and/or ESA administration was eligible for inclusion and classified
128 by the reviewers (JL and HVR), a third external methodological expert (GB) and 4 PBM experts (JG,
129 PM, PMM, YO) in one of 15 categories (listed in Table 2). The classification system of Szebeni, 2015
130 (13) served as a starting point and was supplemented with additional categories until consensus with
131  the PBM experts was reached.

132

133  Table 2. Adverse event categories.

Adverse event category Examples of individual adverse events

Gastrointestinal e Diarrhea

e Constipation

e Dyspepsia

e Nausea
Mucocutaneous e Rash

e Urticaria

e Erythema

e Palor
Autonomic e Fever
Neuro-psychosomatic e Myalgia

e Injection pain

e Headache

Neurological e Postoperative ileus
e Vertigo

e Dysgeusia
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Wound healing

Poor wound healing

Delayed wound healing

Bronchopulmonary

Dyspnea

Respiratory failure

Infectious Surgical wound infection
Urinary tract infection
Septic shock
Pneumonia

Bleeding Upper gastrointestinal bleed

Cardiovascular

Atrial fibrillation
Cardiac tamponade
Hypertension

Tachycardia

Renal

Need for renal replacement therapy

Anaemia-associated ischemic

Myocardial infarction
Myocardial ischemia
Stroke

Transient ischemic attack
Bowel ischemia

Acute kidney injury

Acute limb ischemia

Thromboembolic

Deep venous thrombosis
Pulmonary embolism

Other thrombotic events

Mortality and survival

Mortality

Survival

Other

Muscle spasms
Allergy

Convulsions
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e Need for reoperation

134

135

136  AEs were classified into 15 categories (based on the classification system by Szebeni, 2015 (13)).
137 Examples of individual adverse events listed are non-exhaustive, except for the anaemia-associated

138 ischemic and thromboembolic events.
139  Study design

140 Since many AEs are too uncommon or long-term to be observed within randomized trials (12), both
141  controlled experimental studies (e.g. RCTs) as well as observational cohort and case-control studies

142 were included.

143 Publication status

144 Published and non-published data were included. Study authors of ongoing or prematurely ended
145 registered trials were contacted to obtain the expected completion/publication date or reason for

146  termination (if not specified).

147  Other criteria
148 No date or language restrictions were applied.

149 Data sources and searches

150 The following databases and trial registries were searched from inception up to November 6 2020
151 (search date: November 6 2020): The Cochrane Library (Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews
152 and Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials), MEDLINE (using the PubMed interface), Embase
153 (using the Embase.com interface), Transfusion Evidence Library, Web of Science, WHO International
154  Clinical Trials Registry Platform and Clinicaltrials.Gov. Search strings comprising both index terms and
155  free text words were tailored to each database (Supplementary Table 1 in Additional file 2).

156 Reference lists and the 20 first related citations in PubMed of the included records were scanned for

157 additional studies.
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158 Study selection

159  Two reviewers (JL and HVR) independently screened the title and abstracts and subsequently the full-
160 texts of the identified references guided by the eligibility criteria, using the EPPI-Reviewer Web
161  software (14). Discrepancies were resolved by discussion. Where necessary, a third reviewer was
162 consulted (BA).

163  As AE data are notorious for their incomplete/poor reporting, study authors of studies that did not
164  report on AEs but did meet the other eligibility criteria were contacted via email at least twice. If the
165 authors confirmed that no AE data were collected, or did not reply, the study was excluded. If the

166  authors supplied the reviewers with unpublished findings on AEs, the study was included.

167 Data extraction

168 Data extraction was performed independently by two reviewers (JL and HVR). For each individual
169  study, the following data were extracted: source (peer-reviewed publication: author, publication year
170  and country; trial registration: trial registry number), study design, description of the population,
171  definition of anaemia and iron-deficiency applied by the study investigators, intervention(s),
172 comparison(s), co-interventions, red blood cell transfusion trigger applied, AE outcome(s) of interest (+
173 method and timing of outcome assessment), raw event data for each of the reported AEs. If a study
174  presented its data as both composite measures (e.g. ‘cardiovascular complications’) and separate
175 individual AEs (e.g. ‘atrial fibrillation’ and ‘cardiac tamponade’), only the individual data were extracted.
176 If a preregistered trial protocol was available, the trial registration webpage was scanned for additional
177 information (e.g. End of Study Reports). In case of missing or insufficiently ambiguous data or
178  composite measure data, study authors were contacted via email at least twice regarding additional or
179  disaggregated data. If a study reported a general statement indicating the absence of an AE (e.g. “no
180 serious AEs were identified in any group,” without defining seriousness), this was considered
181 insufficiently ambiguous and authors were contacted to confirm the absence of events (true “zero
182 events”), and to clarify the individual AEs that were studied/recorded. If they did not reply or were not

183 able to specify the events, the study was excluded.
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184 Quality appraisal: risk of bias and GRADE assessment

185 Risk of bias and GRADE assessments were performed by two reviewers independently (JL and HVR).
186 Discrepancies were resolved through discussion. The GRADE assessment was verified by a third
187  external methodological expert (GB).

188 Risk of bias at the study level was assessed using the Cochrane risk-of-bias tool for randomized trials
189 (15) or the GRADE key criteria for observational study limitations (‘Inappropriate eligibility criteria’,
190 ‘Inappropriate methods for exposure variables’, ‘Not controlled for confounding’, ‘Incomplete or
191  adequate follow-up’, ‘Other limitations’) for experimental and observational studies, respectively,
192 except for the items regarding ‘Inadequate measurement of the outcomes’ and ‘Inadequate selection
193 of the reported results’. For these items, domains 4 and 5 of the revised Cochrane risk-of-bias tool
194  (RoB 2) (16) were used, as they cover the important aspects for assessing bias in AE studies more
195  thoroughly. The signaling questions were answered in the Excel RoB 2 implementation tool (17).
196  Whenever the tool's algorithm proposed ‘low’, the reviewers judged the study at low risk of bias. If the
197  algorithm proposed ‘some concerns’ or ‘high’, they judged it at high risk of bias.

198 Next, the GRADE approach (Grading of Recommendations, Assessment, Development and
199 Evaluation) was used to assess the overall certainty of the evidence. The certainty of the evidence for
200 each outcome (category) was graded as ‘high’, ‘moderate’, ‘low’ or ‘very low'. Experimental and
201  observational studies receive an initial grade of ‘high’ and ‘low’, respectively. Subsequently, these
202 initial levels may be downgraded (based on risk of bias, imprecision, inconsistency, indirectness, and
203 selective non-reporting bias) or upgraded (based on large effect, dose-response gradient, plausible

204  confounding)(18).

205 Data synthesis

206  If at least 2 studies provided data on the same outcome within the same treatment comparison, and
207  no large heterogeneity in outcome definitions and measurements was suspected, random effects
208 meta-analysis was performed using the Review Manager 5.3 software (19). Heterogeneity was
209  assessed through visual inspection of the forest plot and by using the X2-test and the I2 statistic.
210 To investigate if AEs varied by administration route (i.e. oral versus IV iron), subgroup analyses were
211 performed. Predefined sensitivity analyses were done to explore the influence of: (1) different

212 definitions of anaemia, and (2) different risk of bias judgements concerning ‘Inadequate measurement

10
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213 of the outcomes’ and ‘Inadequate selection of the reported results’ (see Quality appraisal). The
214  statistical significance threshold was set at 5%.

215 In case a meta-analysis was not possible (i.e. data were only reported by one study) or warranted (i.e.
216 heterogeneity in outcome definitions was observed or suspected), outcome data were presented in a
217  single forest plot per AE category (without calculating a total effect size) as a visual aid for result
218 interpretation. Statistical synthesis of these results was deemed inappropriate and no statements
219  about consistency of effects across studies or outcomes were made to avoid unintentional vote
220  counting (20).

221  To formulate the overall review findings as clearly and simply as possible, informative statements were
222 developed in accordance with the set of statements provided by the GRADE Working Group and the

223 Cochrane GRADEing Methods Group (21, 22).

24 Results

225  Search results

226 Figure 1 shows the detailed PRISMA study selection flow diagram. The primary search yielded 10142
227  database records and 3163 trial registry records. After duplicate removal, the title and abstract of the
228 remaining 8221 records were screened. After full text screening and resolving disagreements, 44
229 peer-reviewed publications and 3 clinical trial study reports reporting on 42 unique studies were
230 included. A list of studies excluded during full text screening and the reasons for exclusion is provided
231  in Supplementary Table 2 in Additional file 2. Moreover, we identified 21 unique relevant registered
232 ongoing trials (24 trial registrations) and 6 unique prematurely ended or terminated trials (7

233 registrations), as well as 2 relevant protocol papers (Supplementary Table 3 in Additional file 2).

234 Figure 1. PRISMA study selection flow diagram. WHO: World Health Organization; ICTRP:
235 International Clinical Trials Registry Platform

236

237 Study characteristics

238  Of the 42 included studies involving a total of 6062 patients, 26 were RCTs (23-50) and 16 were
239 cohort studies (51-66). Twenty-eight studies were conducted in Europe (Denmark, France, Germany,

240  Greece, ltaly, Spain, Sweden, The Netherlands, UK), whereas the other 14 were conducted in

11
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241  Australia (n=2) (30, 35), USA & Canada (n=6) (26, 45, 47, 48, 52, 53) and Asia (China & South Korea
242 (n=6)) (24, 36, 39, 50, 66).

243 Only 15 studies (27, 30, 32, 33, 41, 44, 46, 48, 50, 51, 54, 57, 59, 61-63) applied the WHO definition
244  of anaemia in determining patient study eligibility. Information on the patients’ iron-deficiency status
245  was available from just over half the studies (55%) (23, 24, 26, 28-31, 34-36, 38-41, 44, 48, 50, 54, 55,
246 58, 59, 61, 63). In 8 studies, the entire study population suffered from iron-deficiency anaemia (30, 35,
247 36, 38, 39, 58, 61, 63). Patients were scheduled for the following types of elective surgery: colorectal
248  cancer (n=12 studies)(25, 27, 31-34, 37, 42, 43, 56, 58, 61, 64, 65), orthopaedic (n=10)(23, 24, 26, 35,
249 40, 46, 52, 53, 60, 62), cardiac (n=7)(41, 48-51, 55, 57), gynaecologic (n=6)(28, 29, 36, 38, 39, 66),
250 major head and neck oncologic (n=1)(45), abdominal (n=2)(30, 44), spinal (n=1)(47), vascular
251 (n=1)(59)cardiac/thoracic/orthopaedic/gynaecologic/obstetric (n=1)(54) or

252 visceral/vascular/gynaecologic/maxillofacial/cardiac/orthopedic/urologic/other major (n=1)(63) surgery.

253 Studies provided data on 6 different treatment comparisons. The majority of the studies (n=22; 52%)
254  reported on the comparison of the combined therapy of ESAs and iron versus control (placebo and/or
255 iron, no treatment) (24-26, 28, 29, 31, 34, 37, 38, 40, 42, 43, 45-53, 60, 66). Seven studies compared
256 IV to oral iron monotherapy (27, 32, 33, 35, 36, 40, 41, 61). Data on the comparison of IV iron
257  monotherapy versus control (usual care or no iron therapy) were provided by 12 studies (30, 44, 54-
258 59, 63-66). Two RCTs compared the combined therapy of ESA+IV iron to that of ESA+oral iron (23,
259  40), whereas one cohort compared different dosing regimens of ESA during the combined therapy
260  with IV iron (62). Finally, one RCT compared IV ferric carboxymaltose to IV iron sucrose monotherapy

261 (39).

262 Most commonly, AE data concerned mortality/survival (n=24 studies) and the occurrence of
263  thromboembolic (n=22), infectious (n=20), cardiovascular (n=19), gastrointestinal (n=14) and
264  anaemia-associated ischemic AEs (n=10). Autonomic (n=8), bronchopulmonary (n=8), bleeding (n=7),
265 renal (n=7), neuro-psychosomatic (n=6), mucocutaneous (n=6), neurological (n=5), AEs related to
266  wound healing (n=4) and other types of AEs (n=24) were reported by less than 20% of the studies.
267  Supplementary Table 4 in Additional file 2 provides an overview of the AE outcomes for which data
268  were obtained and additionally depicts which RCTs provided data on these outcomes within the 6
269  treatment comparisons. An similar overview depicting which cohort studies provided data for each of

270  the outcomes within the 6 treatment comparisons is provided in Supplementary Table 5 in Additional

12
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271  file 2. These tables clearly indicate that for any given AE outcome and treatment comparison, data
272 were provided by a very limited number of studies, with the exception of deep venous thrombosis and
273 mortality. In addition, some studies provided data on a multitude of outcomes, whereas others only

274  studied (or at least reported on) a single outcome.

275 Detailed information on the characteristics of the included studies, including the specific AE outcomes
276  and method and timing of their measurement, is presented in Supplementary Table 6 in Additional file

277 2.

278 Risk of bias and certainty of evidence

279 Risk of bias in the individual studies is presented in Figures 2 and 3 (details in Supplementary Table 7
280 in Additional file 2). All but two RCTs (27, 49) and two cohort studies (55, 65) were found to be at high
281 risk of bias in outcome measurement. Often, there was insufficient information available to determine if
282  the measurement of the outcome was a pre-defined part of the study protocol or if data were added
283 post-hoc (e.g. by analysing data on AE that must be reported to regulatory agencies such as the
284 FDA). In addition, many studies failed to clearly mention the methods used for (some of) the actual
285 outcome measurement, if these methods used were similar across all study participants, and if the
286  outcome assessors were blinded. Only four RCTs (24, 27, 30, 47) and two cohort studies (55, 65),
287  were judged to be at low risk of bias in the selection of reported results. Often, trial protocols or
288 published papers did not describe how (expected or unexpected) adverse outcomes were collected
289 and analysed. Therefore, the reported AE data may have been selected based on the finding being

290 noteworthy.

291 Figure 2. Risk of bias graph. Review authors’ judgments about each risk of bias item presented as
292 percentage across all included (A) RCTs and (B) cohort studies.

293 Figure 3. Risk of bias summary. Review authors’ judgments about each risk of bias item for each

294 included (A) RCT and (B) cohort study. ® Low risk of bias, # Unclear risk of bias, ® High risk of bias
295

296 Furthermore, 23% of the RCTs were at high risk of performance bias due to lack of blinding of study
297  participants or personnel, whereas only 2 studies showed high risk of attrition bias. Random sequence
298 generation, allocation concealment and blinding of study participants or personnel were unclear in

299  27%, 50% and 38% of the RCTs, respectively. Furthermore, none of the cohort studies adequately
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300  controlled for confounding, and 10 of them applied inappropriate eligibility, whereas the other 6 did not

301 report sufficient information to make an appropriate judgement.

302 Based on the risk of bias assessment of the individual studies, the overall certainty of the entire body
303 of evidence was downgraded by one level for each outcome (category) of treatment comparisons 2 to
304 6 (see Synthesis of results). Within the first treatment comparison (IV vs oral iron monotherapy), most
305 outcomes were also downgraded by one level based on risk of bias assessment, except for 'survival'.
306 For this outcome, the reviewers found no reason to downgrade because of the well-designed and -
307  executed RCT of Dickson et al. (27). Next, for all outcomes within the 6 treatment comparisons, the
308  evidence was further downgraded by 2 levels due to imprecision because of the very low number of

309  AEs, limited sample sizes and the wide 95% Cls around the effect estimates.

310 As a result, a very low certainty of evidence was assigned to all AE outcomes within treatment
311 comparisons 2 to 6, indicating that we are uncertain about these effect estimates. Within the first
312  treatment comparison, the overall certainty for 'survival' was judged to be low, in contrast to the other

313 outcomes that were assigned a very low certainty of evidence.

314 Synthesis of results

315 Supplementary Table 8 in Additional file 2 contains all AE outcome data extracted from the 42
316 included studies, classified into the 15 AE categories within the 6 treatment comparisons. Meta-
317  analysis could only be performed for a total of 26 outcomes across 3 treatment comparisons:
318  dyspepsia, postoperative infection and mortality (Comparison 1: IV versus oral iron monotherapy),
319 nausea, headache, ileus, dyspnoea, surgical/superficial wound infection, deep venous thrombosis,
320 mortality, hospital readmission (Comparison 2: IV iron vs usual care/no iron) and 15 outcomes within
321  Comparison 4 on ESA+iron versus control (details listed below). For the vast majority of outcomes,

322 meta-analysis was not warranted or feasible.

323 Causality assessment (67) was not feasible, as insufficient information was available to judge the
324  relation between the intervention and the AEs reported, i.e. if AEs were related/probably

325 related/possibly related/unlikely to be related/conditionally related to the studied intervention.
326 Comparison 1. IV vs oral iron monotherapy (7 studies, 312

327 participants)
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328 Neither the meta-analyses on dyspepsia, postoperative infection and mortality data, nor the other
329  separate analyses on any of the other available AE data (36 outcomes across 13 AE categories,
330 detailed in Supplementary Table 8 in Additional file 2) revealed a statistically significant difference in

331  the occurrence when administering IV compared to oral iron monotherapy.
332 Comparison 2: IV iron vs usual care/no iron (12 studies, 2298

333 participants)

334  One RCT revealed that IV iron monotherapy was associated with a statistically significantly lower
335 readmission rate for wound infection between discharge and 8 weeks, compared to usual care/no iron
336  therapy (44). One cohort study showed that IV iron monotherapy was associated with a statistically
337  significantly lower occurrence of dyspepsia, as well as a statistically significantly lower 1-year infection
338 rate and prevalence of infectious-related codes during hospital stay, compared to usual care/no iron
339  therapy (54). Another cohort study showed that IV iron monotherapy was associated with statistically
340  significantly lower 4-year and 5-year disease-free survival rates, as well as 4-year and 5-year overall
341  survival rates, compared to usual care/no iron therapy (65).

342 Data on the following 8 AE outcomes were meta-analysed: nausea, headache, ileus, dyspnoea,
343 surgical/superficial wound infection, deep venous thrombosis, mortality and hospital readmission.
344  The meta-analysis on the dyspnoea data, provided by two cohort studies (54, 63), showed that IV iron
345 monotherapy was associated with statistically significantly lower occurrence of dyspnoea, compared to
346 usual care/no iron therapy. None of the other meta-analyses, nor the other separate analyses on any
347  of the other available AE data (69 outcomes across 15 categories) revealed a statistically significant
348  difference in the occurrence when administering IV iron monotherapy compared to usual care/no iron

349  therapy.
350 Comparison 3: IV ferric carboxymaltose vs IV iron sucrose

351 monotherapy (1 study, 101 participants)

352 One RCT could not reveal a statistically significant difference in mortality or the occurrence of
353 anaphylactic reactions when administering IV ferric carboxymaltose monotherapy compared to IV iron

354 sucrose monotherapy (39). Data on AEs in the other 13 AE categories were not available.
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355  Comparison 4: ESA+iron vs control (placebo and/or iron, no

356 treatment) (22 studies, 3152 participants)

357  One cohort study revealed that the combined therapy of ESA and IV iron was associated with a
358  statistically significantly lower occurrence of acute renal failure, severe infection (composite measure
359  of sepsis, pneumonia or mediastinitis) and major adverse cardiovascular events (composite measure),
360 compared to no treatment (51). In addition, one RCT showed that the combined therapy of ESA and
361 IV iron was associated with a statistically significantly lower postoperative complication rate
362 (composite measure of anastomotic leak abscess/fistula formation, haemorrhage, wound infection,
363 pulmonary complications, complications from blood transfusions), compared to the combination of
364  placebo and IV iron therapy (37).

365 One RCT showed that the combined therapy of ESA and oral iron was associated with a statistically
366  significant higher occurrence of back pain, compared to the combination of standard of care and oral

367  iron therapy (47).

368 Data on the following 15 AE outcomes were meta-analysed: 3 gastrointestinal AEs (nausea, vomiting
369  and obstipation), 2 infectious AEs (surgical/superficial wound infection and urinary tract infection), 4
370  cardiovascular AEs (atrial fibrillation, heart failure, hypertension and cardiac tamponade), 3 anaemia-
371  associated ischemic AEs (acute kidney injury, myocardial infarction and stroke; see Figure 4), 2
372  thromboembolic AEs (pulmonary embolism and deep venous thrombosis; see Figure 5) and mortality.
373 Interestingly, the meta-analysis on the mortality data provided by two small cohort studies (51, 60)
374  showed that the combined therapy of ESA and IV iron was associated with a statistically significantly
375 lower mortality rate compared to control (Risk Ratio (RR): 0.39, 95%CI [0.17;0.91], p=0.03), while this
376  could not be demonstrated by the meta-analysis of the mortality data provided by two RCTs (37, 40)
377 (RR: 0.48, 95%CI [0.21;1.09], p=0.08). When combining all RCTs (25, 31, 34, 37, 40, 45, 49, 53)
378  comparing the combined therapy of ESA and iron (both oral and 1V) to control in one meta-analysis, a

379 statistically significant difference in mortality could not be demonstrated.

380 None of the other meta-analyses, nor the other separate analyses on any of the other available AE
381 data (90 outcomes across 14 categories) revealed a statistically significant difference in the

382 occurrence when administering ESA+iron compared to control.
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383 Figure 4. Meta-analyses on myocardial infarction (MI) and stroke (S) during ESA + iron
384 treatment. Meta-analysis of data from RCTs on the occurrence of (A) myocardial infarction and (B)
385 stroke in preoperatively anaemic patients scheduled for elective surgery undergoing the combined
386  treatment therapy of ESA and iron, compared to a control (placebo and/or iron) or no treatment.

387 Figure 5. Meta-analyses on deep venous thrombosis (DVT) during ESA + iron treatment. Meta-
388  analysis of data from RCTs on the occurrence of deep venous thrombosis in (A) RCTs and (B) cohort
389  studies of preoperatively anaemic patients scheduled for elective surgery undergoing the combined
390 treatment therapy of ESA and iron, compared to a control (placebo and/or iron) or no treatment.

391

392  The findings related to atrial fibrillation and myocardial infarction were not influenced by excluding
393 studies that were not in line with the WHO definition of anaemia.

394  To investigate if AEs differentially occurred during treatment with ESA+IV iron and ESA+oral iron,
395 subgroups were created if possible. Subgroup analyses were performed for 3 cardiovascular AEs
396 (atrial fibrillation, heart failure, hypertension), 2 anaemia-associated ischemic AEs (myocardial
397  infarction, stroke), deep venous thrombosis and mortality. The only statistically significant difference
398 was detected for the outcome of mortality reported by the RCTs, but there was considerable
399 heterogeneity (p-value X2-test = 0.03, 12=78.8%). Two small RCTs (117 participants) that used ESA+IV
400 iron as a treatment (37, 40) reported a lower mortality in the intervention group compared to the
401  control group (Risk Ratio (RR): 0.48, 95%CI [0.21;1.09], p=0.08), whereas the 6 RCTs (1054
402 participants) that used ESA+oral iron (25, 31, 34, 40, 45, 49) demonstrated non-significantly higher
403 mortality rates in the intervention group (RR: 1.75, 95%CI [0.76;4.02], p=0.18). This between-
404  subgroup heterogeneity may result from the difference in sample size of and the follow-up period

405 applied by the studies.
406 Comparison 5: ESA+IV iron vs ESA+oral iron (2 studies, 158

407 participants)

408 One RCT revealed that the combined therapy of ESA and IV iron was associated with statistically
409  significantly less digestive complications, compared to the combined therapy of ESA and oral iron
410 (23). Statistically significant differences in the occurrence of preoperative prostatitis, cardiac or

411 respiratory failure, deep venous thrombosis or preoperative femoral vein thrombosis, thrombotic
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412 and/or vascular events, study mortality or mortality during hospitalization, when using the combined
413  therapy of ESA and IV iron compared to ESA and oral iron, could not be demonstrated (23, 40). For

414 10 AE categories, data were not available.

415 Comparison 6: ESA+ IV iron vs ESA+IV iron (different ESA dosing

416 regimens) (1 study, 127 participants)

417  The only included cohort study (62) could not reveal a statistically significant increase in the
418  occurrence of intestinal obstruction, 3 bronchopulmonary AEs (pulmonary edema, the need for re-
419 intubation, the need for prolonged ventilation), 3 infectious AEs (pneumonia, wound infection, urinary
420 tract infection), 2 bleeding AEs (hemorrhagic shock, postoperative hematoma), 4 cardiovascular AEs
421 (atrial fibrillation, acute coronary syndrome, arrhythmia, cardiac arrest), 3 anaemia-associated
422 ischemic AEs (acute limb ischemia, stroke, acute kidney injury), 2 thromboembolic AEs (deep venous
423  thrombosis, pulmonary embolism), epileptic seizures or allergy when comparing different ESA dosing
424 regimens during the combined treatment of ESA and IV iron. Data on AEs in the other 7 AE categories

425 were not available.

426 Discussion

427  This systematic review identified 42 studies containing data on AEs occurring during/after the
428  treatment with iron and/or ESAs, classified into 15 AE categories within 6 treatment comparisons.

429 Regarding iron monotherapy:

430 e |V iron monotherapy may not be associated with changes in survival compared to oral iron
431 monotherapy (low-certainty evidence).

432 e We are uncertain (all very low-certainty evidence) whether:

433 o IV iron monotherapy is associated with an increased occurrence of AEs compared to
434 oral iron monotherapy, or compared to usual care/no iron therapy.

435 o IV ferric carboxymaltose monotherapy is associated with an increased occurrence of
436 AEs compared to IV iron sucrose monotherapy.

437 Regarding the combination treatment with ESAs and iron, we are uncertain (all very-low certainty

438  evidence) whether:
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439 e The combined administration of ESAs and iron is associated with an increased occurrence of
440 AEs compared to placebo and/or iron or no treatment.

441 e The combined administration of ESAs and IV iron is associated with an increased occurrence
4472 of AEs compared to treatment with ESAs and oral iron.

443 e The use of different ESA dosing regimens during the combination treatment with ESAs and 1V
444 iron is associated with differences in the occurrence of AEs.

445

446 The majority of the overall certainty of the evidence was judged to be very low due to three main
447 reasons. Firstly, the incidence of many of the studied AEs is low, thereby hindering the precision of the
448 results. For example, incidence rates of anaphylactic reactions after IV iron administration are reported
449  to lie around 0.1-1% (68, 69). Hence, several hundreds of patients would have been required to detect
450 a difference between IV ferric carboxymaltose and IV iron sucrose patients in the study by Lee (39).
451  The issue of low incidence is also illustrated in Figure 5 on deep vein thrombosis. In 4 of the 10
452 studies (31, 42, 52, 53), deep venous thrombosis was detected in just one treatment participant. Two
453 other studies (45, 46) did not detect deep venous thrombosis in any of the treatment or control group
454  participants. Although this highlights the successful use of thromboprophylaxis, the small number of
455 events decreases the precision of the estimate and therefore renders the results fragile (70). A closer
456 look at the entire dataset of treatment comparison 4 reveals that 17 of the 22 studies did not observe
457  any event in the treatment group for at least one of their studied AEs (45 in total). The issue is further
458  complicated by the fact that in 20% and 36% of the included peer-reviewed publications on iron
459 monotherapy and the combination treatment with ESAs and iron, respectively, the study authors failed
460 to properly report on study duration and patient follow-up time. Only 36% of the studies on the
461  combination treatment with ESAs and iron certainly employed a follow-up period of at least 30
462 postoperative days. As a result, some longer-term AEs of these therapies (e.g. thromboembolic,
463 cardiac AEs) may only have become apparent after follow-up of these patients had ended.

464 A second independent important reason for the very low certainty of the evidence is the lack of
465 systematic surveillance of pre-defined AE outcomes: just 5 studies (27, 47, 49, 55, 65) explicitly
466 indicated that patients were systematically assessed for AEs or that AE recording was part of the

467  study protocol, whereas the others probably used spontaneous report monitoring and/or reporting.
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468 Moreover, there is heterogeneity in definitions and data collection methods used, as well as a lack of
469 reporting on the exact methods used to ascertain the events.

470  Thirdly, selective non-reporting bias is likely to have occurred, for example due to conflicts of interest:
471  entire study reports may be unpublished due to the unexpected findings of harms, or alternatively,
472 particular study results may be selectively unavailable (e.g. because the magnitude, direction or p-
473  value were considered unfavourable by the investigators). This may put the results of this review at
474 risk, as these missing results may differ from the available results. Therefore, the results of these
475 analyses should be interpreted with caution. Nevertheless, maximal effort has been put in to ensure
476 minimal bias occurring at the review level by including both published and unpublished study data
477  retrieved from an extensive array of databases and trial registries relevant to the topic of PBM, and by
478  contacting study authors to request missing information.

479  This systematic review has several other strengths. By adopting comprehensive selection criteria, the
480 review has captured any possible AE that may (have) occur(red) during or after administration of iron
481  and/or ESA therapy in preoperatively anaemic elective surgery patients. In contrast to most systematic
482 reviews of RCTs only, observational studies were eligible as well. No effort was spared in contacting
483 study authors to obtain additional data or clarification. Special attention was paid to inadequate
484  monitoring and incomplete reporting, both pivotal issues in assessing risk of bias for AE data. Finally,
485  the GRADE assessment was checked by a third independent methodological expert.

486

487  To the best of our knowledge, this is the first systematic review to summarize the available direct
488  evidence on potential AEs of iron and/or ESA therapy in preoperatively anaemic patients scheduled
489  for any type of elective surgery.

490 A previous systematic review on the use of ESAs (whether or not augmented with preoperative
491 autologous blood donation) in anaemic patients undergoing elective hip, knee and spine orthopaedic
492 surgery demonstrated that recombinant human erythropoietin was associated with an increased risk of
493 deep vein thrombosis (Peto Odds Ratio: 1.66, 95%CI [1.10;2.48]), but was inconclusive regarding the
494 risk of mortality, myocardial infarction and cerebrovascular accidents (71). In contrast, in a more
495  recent systematic review that only included RCTs that investigated preoperative erythropoietin
496  administration in adult surgical patients and contained data on allogeneic transfusions as their primary

497  outcomes, an association between preoperative erythropoietin and an increased risk of
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498  thromboembolic events could not be demonstrated (RR: 1.02, 95%CI [0.78;1.33], p=0.68) (72). In a
499  third systematic review of RCTs investigating the combination therapy of ESAs and iron compared to
500 iron monotherapy in adult surgical patients, an association could not be demonstrated between the
501 combination therapy and an increased risk of deep vein thrombosis (RR: 1.48, 95%CI [0.95;2.31],
502 p=0.09), pulmonary embolism, mortality, stroke, myocardial infarction or renal dysfunction (73). A
503 recent Cochrane systematic review of RCTs comparing preoperative recombinant human
504  erythropoietin plus iron therapy to control (placebo, no treatment, or standard of care with or without
505 iron) in preoperatively anaemic adults undergoing non-cardiac surgery found moderate-certainty
506  evidence indicating little or no difference in the risk of mortality within 30 days of surgery or of
507  experiencing any adverse event (including local rash, fever, constipation, or transient hypertension)
508 (74). Other prior systematic reviews on ESA safety have focused on other patient populations such as
509 rheumatoid arthritis (75), chronic heart failure (76, 77), predialysis (78), chronic kidney disease (79)
510  and critically-ill (80) patients. Similar to our review, these reviews concluded that the question of
511  whether ESAs affect the risk of AEs in these patient populations remains unanswered. The very
512 narrow scope of the population of interest (in our case preoperatively anaemic elective surgery
513 patients) has certainly played a role in this, since it resulted in a limited nhumber of included studies
514  covering a wide range of AEs.

515 A recent systematic review has shed light on the safety of perioperative iron administration. Gomez-
516 Ramirez et al. synthetized the evidence on the efficacy and safety of short-term perioperative
517  intravenous iron, with or without erythropoietin, in both elective and non-elective major orthopaedic
518  surgery (81). In 10 of the 14 studies identified, only 25 adverse drug effects were reported in patients
519 treated with intravenous iron, which consisted mainly of gastrointestinal symptoms (nausea, vomiting,
520 diarrhoea and/or constipation) and hypotension. There was no difference in the incidence of clinically
521 relevant adverse drug effects in patients receiving iron, with or without EPO, compared to those
522 assigned to control (1.13% vs. 0.85%; RR: 1.34, 95% CI[0.63;2.86], p=0.56). When focusing on
523 elective surgery patients, one RCT and 3 observational studies were identified, of which 2
524  observational studies reported on 30-day mortality and infection rates. No statistically significant
525  differences in postoperative infection rates were found. Mortality rates were 0 in both studies,
526 hindering further statistical analysis. Similar to our review, a recent Cochrane systematic review of

527 RCTs evaluating the effect of preoperative iron therapy (compared to placebo, no treatment, standard
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528  of care or another form of iron therapy) in anaemic patients undergoing surgery concluded that the
529  effects on short-term mortality or postoperative morbidity (including infection and adverse events
530  within 30 days) remain uncertain, and that the inclusion of new research in the future is therefore very
531 likely to change the results (82).

532 Other previous systematic reviews investigating the safety and tolerability of iron therapy (83-85) have
533 generally employed broader selection criteria at the population level, in combination with narrow
534  criteria at the intervention (e.g. comparing IV iron supplements to each other) and/or outcome level
535 (i.e. limiting the number of AEs of interest). For example, a systematic review and meta-analysis by
536  Tolkien revealed that oral ferrous sulfate therapy in patients with iron-deficiency anaemia is associated
537  with significantly more gastrointestinal-specific side-effects, compared to IV iron or placebo (86). By
538 including patients with iron-deficiency anaemia of any cause (e.g. chronic kidney disease, pregnancy,
539 blood donation), the reviewers were able to meta-analyse data from 43 RCTs comprising 6831 adults.
540

541  Therefore, future systematic review teams may benefit from employing broad selection criteria at the
542 population level in combination with narrow intervention criteria. Expanding the population scope will
543  facilitate the retrieval of AE data of regulated iron and ESA products published in regulatory agency
544  databases (e.g. Food and Drug Administration AE Reporting System). If sufficient numbers of
545 studies/data sources are included and significant heterogeneity is detected, the reviewers should
546  consider performing subgroup analyses at the population level.

547 However, in order to be able to perform systematic reviews and meta-analyses that provide higher-
548  certainty evidence that can influence decision-making in healthcare, further transparent post-
549 marketing safety surveillance of iron and ESA products is warranted. In addition, authors of
550  experimental studies on iron and/or ESA therapy should spend time thinking about expected AEs, how
551  to measure and analyse them, and document this in an a priori (ideally published) protocol. They
552 should keep track of expected and unexpected AEs and may want to consider providing all AE data
553  online (e.g. in an End of Trial report, open-access) if reporting in a peer-reviewed publication is
554  impeded by word limitations. Finally, publishers and funders should stress the importance of the
555 collection, documenting and reporting of AEs and adopt rigorous conflict of interest policies.

556

557 Conclusions
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In conclusion, it remains unclear if ESA and/or iron therapy is associated with the occurrence of AEs in

preoperatively anaemic elective surgery patients. This uncertainty results from both low quantity and

quality of AE data due to limitations in study design, data collection and reporting.
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