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ABSTRACT

Background and aims

Heart failure and chronic kidney disease (CKD) are closely linked, with iron deficiency being
highly prevalent in both conditions. Yet, mgjor cardiovascular and nephrology guidelines
offer contrasting recommendations on the use of iron. We evaluated the effects of iron versus
usual care/placebo on clinical outcomes in patients with CKD.

Methods

We conducted a systematic review and meta-analysis of randomised trials of intravenous or
oral iron in CKD (PROSPERO CRD42023453468). We searched Medline, Embase and the
Cochrane Register from database inception until February 1, 2024 to identify eligible trials.
We determined results overall and stratified by dialysis- and non-dialysis-requiring CKD
using random effects models, with certainty of evidence assessed using the Grading of
Recommendations Assessment, Development and Evaluation (GRADE) approach. The
primary composite endpoint was heart failure hospitalisation or cardiovascular death.
Results

We identified 45 trials that met our inclusion criteria. Compared to usual care/placebo, iron
reduced the risk of the primary composite endpoint (1659 events; RR 0.84, 95% CI 0.75-
0.94; moderate certainty) an effect consistent across dialysis and non-dialysis requiring CKD
(P-heterogeneity=0.70). The effect on the primary endpoint appeared driven by both
components of hospitalisation for heart failure (RR 0.77; 95% CI 0.61-0.96; moderate
certainty) and cardiovascular death (RR 0.81; 95% CI 0.65-1.02; low certainty). The
incidence of serious adverse events was lower for iron compared to usual care/placebo (RR
0.90, 95% CI 0.82-0.98; moderate certainty; P-heterogeneity=0.09).

Conclusion
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Iron therapies may reduce the risk of heart failure or cardiovascular desth in patients with
CKD. Randomised rials evaluating effects of iron on clinical outcomes are needed, especially

in non-dialysis CKD, with or without anaemia.
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Iron is an essentia trace element with biologic roles in haemoglobin synthesis, cellular
function, and oxygen transport. Approximately one-third of patients with chronic kidney
disease (CKD) have relative or absolute iron deficiency(1); both of which are associated with
reduced health-related quality of life, cardiovascular events, and death, independent of
anaemia.(2, 3) In patients with advanced CKD, iron deficiency and reduced erythropoietin
synthesis are key drivers of anaemia. Among patients with kidney failure, iron deficiency and
anaemia are virtually ubiquitous, owing to the effects of blood loss and chronic inflammation;
chronic inflammation leads to upregulation of hepcidin and diminished intestinal iron
absorption as well as sequestration of iron in reticuloendothelial cells.(4) Therefore, in
patients with dialysis- and non-dialysis-requiring CKD, iron is frequently administered to
manage anaemia and reduce the need for, and/or dosing of, erythropoiesis stimulating agents

(ESAS).

In patients with heart failure with reduced g ection fraction who areiron deficient, multiple
randomised, placebo-controlled trials have indicated that intravenous iron administration
reduces hospitalisation for heart failure and improves functional status and quality of life.(5)
As aresult, clinical practice guidelines from the European Society of Cardiology and other
expert scientific statements recommend intravenous iron to improve functional status and
clinical outcomesin patients with heart failure with reduced ejection fraction independent of
anaemia.(6) In contrast, kidney disease-focused guideline development groups, including
Kidney Disease Improving Global Outcomes (KDIGO), recommend screening for iron
deficiency only when anaemia develops, and largely focus on iron therapies as atool to
manage anaemia, with CKD trials mostly evaluating effects or iron on haemoglobin

concentrations and ESA dosing.(7)
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Inconsistent recommendations from widely accepted specialty care guidelines are noteworthy
since heart failure and CKD frequently coexist, and the presence of one complicates the
management of the other.(8, 9) The bi-directional relation between these two conditions
suggests that iron might reduce the risk of heart failure and/or other cardiovascular eventsin
patients with CKD. In addition to trialsin heart failure that included many patients with
CKD, several randomised trials of iron therapiesin primary CKD populations have been
conducted, comparing iron versus placebo or usual care, newer versus older generation
formulations, intravenous versus oral supplementation, and higher versus lower doses of ora
iron. To date, these results have not been systematically evaluated or quantitatively

synthesised.

We therefore conducted a systematic review and meta-analysis to evaluate the effects of iron
therapies on cardiovascular, kidney and safety outcomes in patients with diaysis- and non-

dialysis-requiring CKD.

METHODS
We conducted and reported this systematic review and meta-analysis in accordance with the
Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) statement,

with prospective registration on PROSPERO (CRD42023453468).

Sear ch strategy and selection criteria

We searched Medline, Embase and the Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials
(CENTRAL) from database inception to February 1, 2024 using search terms including “iron
therapies” and related phrases, the names of individual iron compounds, “chronic kidney

disease,” “heart failure,” and terms related to randomised controlled trials. The full search
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strategy, including text words and medical subject headings, is provided in the appendix

(Table S1).

All randomised controlled trials of adults (aged >18 years) with CKD comparing the effects
of intravenous or oral iron, with usual care or placebo, on cardiovascular, kidney and safety
outcomes were eligible for inclusion. CKD was defined as an estimated glomerular filtration
rate (€GFR) <60 mL/min/1.72m? or an albumin-creatinine ratio >30 mg/g. Since the majority
of patients with dialysis-requiring CKD receive regular iron administration as part of usual
care,(10) we included trials that evaluated different dosing strategies (e.g., proactive versus
reactive iron administration) in this population. We also included trials comparing iron-based
phosphate binders (i.e., sucroferric oxyhydroxide and ferric citrate coordination complex)
versus usual care or placebo. Secondary aims included evaluating cardiovascular, kidney and
safety outcomes reported from trials that assessed the effects of (1) newer versus older iron
formulations, (2) intravenous versus oral iron, and (3) higher versus lower dose oral iron
(outside of dialysis-requiring CKD), where data were available. Multi-arm trials were
included by combining two or more arms receiving iron therapies (when the comparison arm
was usual care or placebo), or by combining treatment arms based on the generation or dose
of theiron therapy (when there was no usual care or placebo arm). Trials that focused on

adults who had undergone kidney transplantation were not excluded.

Data extraction

Two authors (BC and AV) independently screened the titles and abstracts of all identified
articles and, when indicated, reviewed full-text reports to identify potentially relevant studies.
Any disagreements related to the eligibility of studies were discussed and resolved with a

third author (BLN). The same two authors independently extracted all data using Covidence
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systematic review software 2023 (Veritas Health Innovation, Melbourne, Australia) and
assessed risk of bias at the study level using the Cochrane Risk of Bias 2 tool. Additionally,
we contacted investigators to request additional unpublished trial datafor key outcomes. Any

discrepancies in data extraction were a so resolved by the third author (BLN).

Outcomes

The primary endpoint was a composite of heart failure hospitalisation and cardiovascular
death. Other cardiovascular outcomes included heart failure hospitalisation, cardiovascular
death, myocardial infarction (MI) and stroke. Where data were available, we also evaluated
the effects of iron therapies on kidney outcomes including change in eGFR, proteinuria and
kidney failure requiring dialysis. We a so assessed effects on all-cause mortality and serious

adverse events.

Data analysis and synthesis

We prespecified that treatment effects on clinical outcomes were to be quantitatively
synthesised using arandom effects model to obtain summary treatment effect estimates
expressed as relative risks with associated 95% confidence intervals (95% Cl). Our
preference was to use hazard ratios from time-to-first event analyses, but where these were
unavailable, we used estimated treatment effects obtained from recurrent events analyses. For
treatment comparisons where only the number of events and participants were reported, we

calculated and pooled risk ratios to maximise the information obtained from trial-level data.

We summarised effects on eGFR and proteinuria without conducting inference tests because
of substantial heterogeneity in how data on these outcomes were reported (some trials

reporting values at baseline and follow-up while other trials reported change from baselinein
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each treatment arm), as well as imbalances in baseline values between active and control

arms.

Because most patients with diaysis-requiring CKD are routinely administered iron to support
erythropoiesis,(10) we conducted stratified analyses according to dialysis- and non-dialysis-
requiring CKD subgroups. Between-study variation was evaluated based on P heterogeneity
values obtained from arandom effects model, with standard chi-squared tests for
heterogeneity used to assess for differences between dialysis- and non-dialysis-requiring

subgroups.

We summarised the certainty of evidence for each outcome using the GRADE (Grading of
Recommendations Assessment, Development and Evaluation) approach, based on the
following domains: within-study risk of bias, indirectness of evidence, unexplained

heterogeneity or inconsistency of results, and imprecision of results.(11)

Statistical analyses were performed using STATA version 17.0.

RESULTS

Our search strategy yielded 2317 records, of which 248 full texts were assessed for eligibility
(Figure S1). We identified 45 trials that met our inclusion criteria. Overall, 18 and 26 trials
enrolled participants with dialysis- and non-dialysis-requiring CKD, respectively, and one
trial enrolled participants from both groups. Five trials studied participants who had heart
failure with reduced gection fraction where treatment effectsin CKD subgroups were
reported.(12-16) There were 26 trias that compared the effects of iron versus placebo or

usual care,(12-37) eight trials of intravenous versus oral iron,(38-45) nine trials of newer
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versus older iron formulations,(46-54) and two trials of higher versus lower oral iron
doses.(55, 56). Ten trials assessed effects on a primary clinical endpoint, while biochemical
or surrogate outcomes were the primary focus in 35 trials. Details of trials comparing iron
versus usual care or placebo are summarised in Table 1, while trials of other treatment

comparisons are summarised in Tables S1-3.

Risk of bias was low overal in the larger, event-driven trials in patients with dialysis-
requiring CKD and heart failure with reduced gjection fraction (Table S4). However, there
was substantial heterogeneity in risk of bias across other trials and for other comparisons

(Tables $4-S7).

Overall, randomisation to iron reduced the risk of hospitalisation for heart failure or
cardiovascular death by 16% (1658 events; RR 0.84, 95% CI 0.75-0.94; moderate certainty;
Figure 1) an effect consistent across dialysis- and non-diaysis-requiring CKD subgroups
(RR 0.85, 95% CI 0.75-0.96 and RR 0.81, 95% CI 0.64-1.03; P-heterogeneity=0.73). Risk
reductions on the primary composite endpoint appeared driven by both components of
hospitalisation for heart failure (376 events; RR 0.77; 95% CI 0.61-0.96; moderate certainty;
Figure 2) and CV desath (288 events; RR 0.81; 95% CI 0.65-1.02; low certainty; Figure 2),
with no evidence of heterogeneity across dialysis- and non-dialysis-requiring CKD subgroups
(both P-heterogeneity>0.10) For intravenous versus oral iron and newer versus older iron
formulations, no clear differences were observed for these outcomes, athough data were

limited to asmall number of trials (Figure S1-2).

In contrast to hospitalisation for heart failure or cardiovascular death, there were fewer

myocardial infarction and stroke events recorded in the included trials. Randomisation to iron
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reduced the risk of M1 (187 events; RR 0.66, 95% CI 0.50-0.88; low certainty; Figure 3),
driven entirely by the PIVOTAL trial in dialysis-requiring CKD, with few eventsin other
trials. No clear effect on stroke was observed (74 events, RR 0.91, 95% CI 0.58-1.42; very
low certainty; Figure 3). There were too few data to reliably assess effects on Ml or stroke

for intravenous versus oral iron and newer versus older iron formulations (Figur es S1-2).

In patients with non-dialysis-requiring CKD, randomisation to ferric citrate coordination
complex reduced the risk of kidney failure based on data from one trial (63 events; RR 0.48,
95% CI 0.32-0.71; very low certainty; Figure 3). There were generally no effects on eGFR or
proteinuria observed with iron versus usual care or placebo, but heterogeneity in data
presentation and imbalances between treatment arms precluded quantitative synthesis (Table
S8-10). For other comparisons, there were few if any data reported on kidney outcomes

(Figure S2; Table S11-15).

Randomisation to iron reduced the risk of all-cause mortality (765 events;, RR 0.85, 95% CI
0.74-0.98; low certainty; Figure 4), driven largely again by the PIVOTAL trial in dialysis-
requiring CKD, although no statistical evidence of heterogeneity was observed across
dialysis- and non-dialysis-requiring CKD subgroups (P-heterogeneity=0.52). Fewer serious
adverse events were observed with iron compared to usual care or placebo (2,562 events, RR
0.90, 95% CI 0.82-0.98; moderate certainty; P-heterogeneity across CKD subgroups=0.09;

Figureb5).

DISCUSSION
In this systematic review and meta-analysis, we observed that iron therapies reduced the risk

of hospitalisation for heart failure or cardiovascular death compared to placebo or usua care,
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with consistent effects in patients with dialysis- and non-dialysis-requiring CKD. Although
iron also appeared to reduce the risk of M1, kidney failure, and all-cause mortality, effects
were imprecise or uncertain, often driven by asingle trial not powered for these endpoints,
and with very limited, if any, datain non-dialysis-requiring CKD. For comparisons of
intravenous versus oral iron, newer versus older iron formulations, and higher versus lower
oral iron doses, the lack of data precluded our ability to draw any reliable inferences about
effects on cardiovascular events. Taken together, the data suggest that the provision of iron
may yield beneficial cardiovascular effectsin patients with CKD, particularly related to heart
failure. Given these findings, dedicated clinical trials of intravenous or oral iron in patients

with non-dialysis-requiring CKD without heart failure are warranted.

We should emphasise the fact that many of the trials included in our systematic review
enrolled patients with heart failure and reduced ejection fraction; yet heart failure with

preserved ejection fraction is the predominant form of heart failure in patients with CKD.(57)

In contrast to trials testing the effects of iron administration in heart failure (where we
examined resultsin the CKD subgroup), only a single dedicated CKD trial, PIVOTAL,(58)
was designed to evaluate the effects of iron on cardiovascular outcomes, despite these
outcomes being consistently identified as a priority for patients and their caregivers.(59)
Instead, CKD trials focused almost exclusively on correction of anaemiaand changesin ESA
dosing. Thesetrials were largely motivated by concerns about ESA safety in non-dialysis-
requiring CKD and economic considerations.(60, 61) The reduction in myocardial infarction,
driven largely by PIVOTAL, raises the possibility that the cardiovascular benefits of iron in

CKD might extend beyond reductionsin heart failure and related events. But without
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adequately powered cardiovascular outcometrials in patients with non-dialysis CKD, effects

on MI or stroke remain uncertain.

Thereis currently a clear distinction in recommendations between cardiology and nephrology
clinical practice guidelines regarding the use of iron therapies. The European Society of
Cardiology heart failure guidelines recommends intravenous iron in patients with heart
failure with reduced gection fraction who are iron deficient to improve quality of life (1A
recommendation) and to reduce the risk of hospitalisation for heart failure (2A
recommendation).(6) In contrast, the KDIGO 2012 guidelines for the management of
anaemiain CKD recommend atrial of iron (intravenous or oral) to increase haemoglobin
without starting an ESA or to reduce the dose of ESA required to maintain haemoglobin
concentrations and mitigate the need for red blood cell transfusions(2C recommendation).(7)
However, trials in patients with heart failure with reduced g ection fraction indicate that

benefits on heart failure outcomes are independent of anaemia.(5)

Our findings suggest that reconsidering current recommendations on the use of iron in CKD
might be appropriate and allow more patients to benefit from a therapy with a favourable
benefit risk profile. A multinational study of almost 7000 patients across North America,
Brazil and Europe identified significant undertreatment of iron deficiency in patients with

CKD, even amongst those with anaemia.(1)

The lower incidence of serious adverse events with iron therapies versus usual care or
placebo is reassuring, especially in patients with kidney failure where there has previously
been concern about increased risk of infection and thrombosis.(62) Small trials, not

specifically conducted in CKD, have suggested that newer iron formulations may be superior
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to older formulations with respect to safety;(63) however, we found no evidence that serious
adverse events differed for intravenous versus oral iron and newer versus older iron
formulations. Nevertheless, the overall safety profile of iron supports the feasibility of
placebo-controlled outcome trials of iron therapiesin CKD designed to evaluate effects on

clinical outcomes.

While the available evidence suggests a potential role of iron therapiesin reducing risk of
worsening heart failure in CKD, this comes with the caveat that almost all the data for this
outcome were derived from trials of patients with heart failure with reduced gection fraction.
Thus, it is difficult to disentangle whether these effects are driven by the presence of heart
failure with reduced g ection fraction, rather than CKD per se. While there were few available
data on kidney outcomes, the finding that ferric citrate coordination complex (compared to
usual care) reduced the need for dialysisin asingle phase 2 trial raises the possibility that
iron therapies may slow the progression of kidney disease, or ameliorate signs or symptoms
of uremia (or heart failure) that might prompt dialysisinitiation.(64) These data, and the
uncertainty they highlight, underscores the need for adequately powered randomised trials
evaluating the effects of iron on functional status, health-related quality of life and clinical

outcomes, especially in patients with non-dialysis-requiring CKD, with or without anaemia.

This work benefits from a pre-specified, comprehensive and systematic approach to the
guantitative synthesis and interpretation of many randomised trials. We evaluated data for
multiple treatment comparisons. However, some important limitations should be recognised.
This was atwo-stage tabular meta-analysis using mostly published data and thus we were not
able to assess treatment interactions across important subgroups such as those based on

transferrin saturation, serum ferritin or haemoglobin. Outside of the large event-driven
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outcome trials, cardiovascular events were generally not independently adjudicated, which
may be particularly relevant given the clinical overlap between heart failure and CKD
progression. Data for some iron products, such as ferric derisomaltose, were only available
for the primary outcome. Limited data for Ml, stroke and CKD progression are reflected in
imprecise treatment effect estimates and limited our ability to test for heterogeneity across
dialysis- and non-dialysis-requiring CKD subgroups. Accepting these limitations, our
findings provide the most comprehensive assessment of the therapeutic landscape for iron
therapies in CKD and underscores the need for randomised, placebo-controlled outcome trials

in patients with CKD, especially those not on dialysis.

In summary, iron therapies may reduce the risk of hospitalisation for heart failure or
cardiovascular death in patients with CKD. Randomised trials evaluating effects of iron on

clinical outcomes are warranted, especialy in non-dialysis CKD, with or without anaemia.
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Table 1. Characteristics of trials comparing iron therapies vs. usual care or placebo.

Trial Year Participants | Duration | Primary Population Intervention Comparator Mean Female (%) | Primary Outcome
with CKD/ | of Follow- Age
Total study | up
population
Besarab et 2000 42/ 42 6 months Haemodialysis IV iron dextran 1V iron dextran 60.8 40.5 ESA dose needed to
a.(18) (target TSAT>30%) | (target TSAT 20- maintain Hb levels
30%)
DRIVE(23) 2007 134/ 134 6 weeks Haemodialysis IV ferric gluconate | Usual care 59.9 49.6 Changein Hb
FAIR-HF(12) 2009 203/ 459 24 weeks HFrEF (NYHA 11 with IV ferric 1V saline 67.7 53.2 Self-reported PGA and
LVEF <40% or NYHA carboxymaltose NY HA functional class
11 with LVEF <45%)
Mclntyre et 2009 63/63 5 weeks Haemodialysis PO fermagate PO placebo 59.1 28.6 Changein serum
al.(31) phosphate
Charytan et 97/513 Haemodialysis IV ferric 55.9 33.0 Incidence in treatment-
al.(22) 2013 416 /513 30 days Non-dialysis CKD carboxymaltose Usual care 64.5 67.3 emergent adverse events
Yokoyama et 2014 90/90 8 weeks Non-dialysis CKD PO ferric citrate PO placebo 65.1 41.9 Change in serum
al.(36) phosphate
Block et al.(21) | 2015 149/ 149 12 weeks Non-dialysis CKD PO ferric citrate PO placebo 65.0 66.0 Changein TSAT and
serum phosphate
CONFIRM- 2015 105/ 304 52 weeks HFrEF<45% IV ferric IV saline 69.2 46.8 Changein 6BMWT
HF(16) carboxymaltose distance
CRUISEl1and | 2015 599 /599 48 weeks Haemodialysis IV ferric 1V standard 58.4 36.4 Mean changein Hb
2(25) pyrophosphate dialysate
citrate
PRIME(27) 2015 103/103 9 months Haemodialysis IV ferric 1V standard 59.0 38.8 Change in ESA dose to
pyrophosphate dialysate maintain Hb 9.5-
citrate 11.5¢/dL
Floege et 2015 644 / 644 52 weeks Haemo- or peritoneal PO sucroferric PO sevelamer 55.4 415 Changein serum
al.(26) dialysis oxyhydroxide phosphate
Lewisetal.(34) | 2015 441/ 441 52 weeks Haemo- or peritoneal PO ferric citrate PO calcium acetate | 54.5 38.8 Mean change in serum
dialysis and/or sevelamer phosphate
Fishbane et 2017 233/233 24 weeks Non-dialysis CKD PO ferric citrate PO placebo 65.4 63.1 Proportion of patients
al.(24) with Hb rise>1.0 g/dL
Koiwa et 2017 213/213 12 weeks Haemodialysis PO sucroferric PO sevelamer 60.9 34.9 Changein serum
a.(29) oxyhydroxide phosphate
Iguchi et al.(28) | 2018 40/ 40 12 weeks Non-dialysis CKD PO ferric citrate Usual care 701 62.5 Change in serum ferritin,
FGF23 and PTH
Block et al.(20) | 2019 203/203 9 months Non-dialysis CKD PO ferric citrate Usual care 62.4 38.0 Changein Hb, TSAT,

(€GFR<20
ml/min/1.73m?)

phosphate, FGF23 and
PTH

‘uoissiwiad INOYNIM Pamo|[e asnal oN "pPanIasal siybu ||y

‘Aimadiad ul uidalid ay) Aejdsip 01 asuadl| e Alxygpaw pajuelb sey oym ‘lapuny/ioyine ayl si (Malnal Jaad AQ paliad Jou Sem Yydiym)
wuudald siy3 Joy Japjoy ybuAdos ayl 20z ‘8z ydse paisod UoisIan SIYl :0TOS0EYZ 82 €0 ¥202/TOTT 0T/6.40°10p//:sdny :10p wiidaid Aixypaw


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.28.24305010

PIVOTAL(30) | 2019 2141/2141 | 2.1years Haemodialysis IV iron sucrose 1V iron sucrose 62.8 34.7 Composite of non-fatal
(proactive regimen) | (reactive regimen) myocardial infarction,
non-fatal stroke, heart
failure hospitalisation or
death
AFFIRM- 2020 580 /1108 52 weeks HFrEF with LVEF <50% | 1V ferric 1V placebo 745 47.2 Composite of heart
AHF(15) carboxymaltose failure hospitalisation
and cardiovascular desth
van den Oever | 2020 200/ 200 13 months | Haemodialysis IV iron sucrose Usual care 68.9 314 Median percentage of
et al.(35) Hb valuesin target range
(6.8-7.4 mmol/L)
Susantitaphong | 2020 200/ 200 6 months Haemodialysis IV iron (ferritin 1V iron (ferritin 52.9 46.5 Effect on ESA dose
etal.(33) target 600-700 target 200-400 (erythropoietin
ng/mL) ng/mL) resistance index)
AEGIS- 2021 167/ 167 52 weeks Non-dialysis CKD PO ferric maltol PO placebo 674 70.1 Changein Hb
CKD(32)
Zununi Vahed 2021 60/ 60 6 months Haemodialysis IViron (highdose) | IV iron (lowdose) | 61.2 40.0 ESA dose needed to
etal.(37) maintain Hb levels 10-12
g/dL
The lron and 2021 54/54 3 months Non-dialysis CKD IV ferric 1V saline 59.6 51.9 Changein BMWT
the Heart derisomaltose distance
Study(19)
IRONMAN(13) | 2022 730/ 1137 2.7 years HFrEF with LVEF <45% | IV ferric Usual care 733 26.4 Composite of heart
derisomaltose failure hospitalisation
and cardiovascular desth
HEART- 2023 1553/3065 | 12 months | HFrEF with LVEF <40% | IV ferric IV placebo 68.6 338 Hierarchical composite
FID(14) carboxymaltose of death and heart failure
hospitalisation, or
change from baselinein
6MWT distance
MAINTAIN- 2023 79/ 79 12 months | Haemodialysis IV iron sucrose 1V iron sucrose 70.8 B55.7 ESA dose needed to
IRON(17) (high dose) (low-dose) maintain Hb 10-12 g/dL

IV: intravenous; PO: per oral; TSAT: transferrin saturation; ESA: erythropeotin stimulating agent; Hb: haemoglogbin; HFrEF: heart failure with reduced ejection fraction; LVEF:; |eft
ventricular gjection fraction; NHYA: New York Heart Association Class; PGA: patient global assessment; BMWT: six minute walk test; FGF23: fibroblast growth factor-23; PTH: parathyroid

hormone.
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Figurel. Effect of iron therapiesvs. usual care or placebo on hospitalisation for heart failure or cardiovascular death in peoplewith
CKD.

Heart failure hospitalisation or cardiovascular death

Trial Active Control RR (95% CI)

Non-dialysis CKD

FAIR-HF* 8/130 8/73 - 0.60 (0.23, 1.56)
CONFIRM-HF* 8/24 13/36 - 0.87 (0.29, 2.59)
AFFIRM-AHF 104/292 119/288 —— 0.77 (0.59, 1.01)
IRONMAN* 248/363 318/367 —— 0.77 (0.60, 0.98)
HEART-FID 288/801 278/752 —-— 0.94 (0.79, 1.12)

Subgroup (12 = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity=0.57) 0.85 (0.75, 0.96)

Dialysis-requiring CKD

PIVOTAL 126/1093  140/1048 —— 0.81 (0.64, 1.03)

Overall (12 =0.0%, P-heterogeneity= 0.69) 0.84 (0.75, 0.94)

Heterogeneity between groups: P=0.73

GRADE certainty of evidence: Moderate [ T T ]
0.25 0.5 2 4
Favours iron Favours usual care/placebo
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*First and recurrent hospitalisation for heart failure or cardiovascular death. CKD: chronic kidney disease; RR: relative risk; Cl: confidence
interval. GRADE: Grading of Recommendations, Assessment, Development and Evaluation.
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Figure 2. Effect of iron therapies on (A) hospitalisation for heart failureand (B)
cardiovascular death in people with CKD.

(a) Heart failure hospitalisation

Trial Active Control RR (95% Cl)

Non-dialysis CKD

FAIR-HF 4/130 6/73 —_— 0.36 (0.10, 1.26)
Charytan et al. (non-dialysis) 41204 3/212 —_— 1.39 (0.31, 6.11)
Yokoyama et al. 1/60 0/30 1.52 (0.06, 36.34)
Block (2015) & Fishbane et al. (2017) 27/190 23/188 1.16 (0.69, 1.95)
AFFIRM-AHF* 88/292 100/288 0.79 (0.57, 1.09)
The Iron and the Heart Study 0/26 0/28 1.07 (0.02, 52.26)
Subgroup (12 = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity=0.56) <:> 0.86 (0.66, 1.12)

Dialysis-requiring CKD

Koiwa et al. 2/100 0/92 4.60 (0.22, 94.65)
PIVOTAL 42/1093 68/1048 _._ 0.56 (0.38, 0.82)
Susantitaphong et al. 2/100 3/100 0.67 (0.11, 3.90)
MAINTAIN IRON 2/39 1/40 2.05 (0.19, 21.72)
Subgroup (12 = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity=0.40) L 0.60 (0.42, 0.87)
Overall (12 = 3.2%, P-heterogeneity= 0.41) O 0.77 (0.61, 0.96)

Heterogeneity between groups: P=0.12

GRADE certainty of evidence: Moderate
0.25 05 2 4
Favours Iron Favours usual care/placebo

(b) Cardiovascular death

Trial Active Control RR (95% CI)

Non-dialysis CKD

FAIR-HF 4/130 3/73 0.72 (0.16, 3.24)
AFFIRM-AHF 40/292 47/288 _." 0.75(0.49, 1.15)
The Iron and the Heart Study 0/26 0/28 1.07 (0.02, 52.26)
Subgroup (12 = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity=0.98) <>’ 0.75(0.50, 1.13)

Dialysis-requiring CKD

Mcintyre et al. 0/42 1/21 0.17 (0.01, 4.02)
PIVOTAL 91/1093  96/1048 0.87 (0.66, 1.16)
MAINTAIN IRON 3/39 3140 — 0.15 (0.01, 2.74)
Subgroup (I = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity=0.30) L 0.65 (0.26, 1.64)
Overall (1> = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity= 0.73) <> 0.81 (0.65, 1.02)

Heterogeneity between groups: P=0.79
GRADE certainty of evidence: Low
025 05 1 2 4
Favours Iron Favours usual care/placebo

*First and recurrent hospitalisation for heart failure. CKD: chronic kidney disease; RR:
relative risk; Cl: confidence interval. GRADE: Grading of Recommendations, Assessment,
Development and Evaluation.
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Figure 3. Effects of iron therapiesvs. usual careor placebo on (A) myocar dial
infarction, (B) stroke and (C) kidney failurein peoplewith CKD.

(a) Myocardial infarction

Trial Active Control RR (95% CI)
Non-dialysis CKD
Fishbane et al. (2017) 0117 1/116 0.33(0.01, 8.03)
AEGIS-CKD 0/111 1/56 0.17 (0.01, 4.10)
Subgroup (12 = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity=0.77) — 0.24(0.02, 2.25)
Dialysis-requiring CKD
Mcintyre et al. 0/42 1/21 0.17 (0.01, 4.02)
PIVOTAL 78/1093 102/1048 ‘.‘ 0.69 (0.52, 0.93)
MAINTAIN IRON 0/39 4/40 0.11(0.01, 2.05)
Subgroup (12 = 9.3%, P-heterogeneity=33) <>> 0.58(0.29, 1.18)
Overall (12 = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity= 0.54) <> 0.66 (0.50, 0.88)
Heterogeneity between groups: P=0.45
GRADE certainty of evidence: Low T 1T 1T 1
0.25 05 1 2 4
Favours iron Favours usual care/placebo
(b) Stroke
Trial Active Control RR (95% CI)
Non-dialysis CKD
The Iron and the Heart Study 0/26 0/28 1.07 (0.02, 52.26)
Dialysis-requiring CKD
Besarab et al. 2/23 2/19 — 0.83(0.13,5.32)
PIVOTAL 34/1093 35/1048 -.- 0.90 (0.56, 1.44)
Zununi Vahed et al. 0/30 1/30 0.33(0.01, 7.87)
MAINTAIN IRON 0/3 0/40 10.25 (0.23, 450.50)
Subgroup (12 = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity=0.58) <> 0.91 (0.58, 1.42)
Overall (12 = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity= 0.74) <> 0.91 (0.58, 1.42)
Heterogeneity between groups: P=0.93
| I . — —

GRADE certainty of evidence: Very low
02505 1 2 4

Favours Iron Favours usual care/placebo

(c) Kidney failure requiring dialysis

Trial Active Control RR (95% CI)

Non-dialysis CKD
Block et al. (2019) 31/133 32/66 _— 0.48 (0.32, 0.71)

GRADE certainty of evidence: Very low T T T 1
0.25 0.5 1 2 4

Favours Iron Favours usual care/placebo

CKD: chronic kidney disease; RR: relativerisk; Cl: confidence interval. GRADE: Grading of
Recommendations, Assessment, Development and Evaluation.
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Figure 4. Effect of iron therapies vs. usual care or placebo on all-cause mortality in
peoplewith CKD.

All-cause mortality

Trial Active Control RR (95% Cl)

Non-dialysis CKD

FAIR-HF 5/130 3/73 S E— 0.91 (0.22, 3.79)
Charytan et al. (non-dialysis) 0/204 0/212 1.04 (0.02, 52.12)
Yokoyama et al. 1/60 0/30 1.52 (0.06, 36.34)
Fishbane et al. (2017) 2/117 0/116 —_—1T 4.96 (0.24, 102.16)
Block et al. (2019) 2/133 1/66 0.99 (0.09, 10.75)
AFFIRM-AHF 53/293 57/289 L 3 0.92 (0.65, 1.28)
AEGIS-CKD 1111 1/56 0.50 (0.03, 7.92)
The Iron and the Heart Study 0/26 0/28 1.07 (0.02, 52.26)
Subgroup (I = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity=0.98) <> 0.93 (0.68, 1.28)
Dialysis-requiring CKD
Besarab et al. 1/23 2/19 . 0.41 (0.04, 4.21)
DRIVE 1/66 1/66 1.00 (0.06, 15.65)
Mcintyre et al. 0/42 1/21 — 0.17 (0.01, 4.02)
Charytan et al. (dialysis) 0/50 2/47 — 0.19 (0.01, 3.82)
Floege et al. 7/391 71267 [ 0.68 (0.24, 1.92)
CRUISE 1 and 2 12/292 5/296 — 2.43(0.87,6.82)
Lewis et al. 13/292 8/149 —.— 0.83 (0.35, 1.96)
PRIME 2/54 3/49 —_— T 0.60 (0.11, 3.47)
Koiwa et al. 0/100 0/92 0.92 (0.02, 45.94)
PIVOTAL 246/1093 269/1048 = 0.84 (0.71, 1.00)
Susantitaphong et al. 7/100 7/100 -1 1.00 (0.36, 2.75)
van den Oever et al. 15/94 24/91 — 0.59 (0.31, 1.10)
MAINTAIN IRON 3/39 3/40 -1 1.03(0.22,4.78)
Subgroup (12 = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity=0.78) <> 0.83(0.71, 0.97)
Overall (I = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity= 0.97) 0 0.85 (0.74, 0.98)
Heterogeneity between groups: P=0.52

T 11

GRADE certainty of evidence: Low
025051 2 4

Favoursiron  Favours usual care/placebo

CKD: chronic kidney disease; RR: relativerisk; Cl: confidence interval. GRADE: Grading of
Recommendations, Assessment, Development and Evaluation.
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Figure5. Effect of iron therapies vs. usual care or placebo on serious adverse eventsin

peoplewith CKD.

Serious adverse events

Trial Active Control RR (95% CI)
Non-dialysis CKD

Charytan et al. (non-dialysis) 6/204 20/212 —_— 0.31(0.13, 0.76)
Yokoyama et al. 8/60 3/30 I e e— 1.33(0.38, 4.67)
Block et al. (2015) 4175 7173 —_— 0.56 (0.17, 1.82)
Fishbane et al. (2017) 14/117 13/116 —_— 1.07 (0.52, 2.17)
Block et al. (2019) 24/133 21/66 —— 0.57 (0.34, 0.94)
AFFIRM-AHF 143/293 160/289 = 0.88 (0.75, 1.03)
AEGIS-CKD 23/111 12/56 — 0.97 (0.52, 1.80)
The Iron and the Heart Study 0/26 0/28 1.07 (0.02, 52.26)
Subgroup (12 = 22.8%, P-heterogeneity=0.25) 0 0.79 (0.61, 1.00)
Dialysis-requiring CKD

DRIVE 9/66 9/66 - r 1.00 (0.42, 2.36)
Mclintyre et al. 5/42 5/21 _—T 0.50 (0.16, 1.54)
Charytan et al. (dialysis) 3/50 3/47 _— 0.94 (0.20, 4.43)
Lewis et al. 121/292 76/149 0.81 (0.66, 1.00)
Floege et al. 78/391 52/267 1.02 (0.75, 1.40)
PRIME 18/54 20/49 0.82 (0.49, 1.35)
CRUISE 1 and 2 1421292 166/296 0.87(0.74,1.01)
Koiwa et al. 2/108 1/105 1.94 (0.18, 21.12)
PIVOTAL 709/1093 671/1048 . 1.01 (0.95, 1.08)
Susantitaphong et al. 7/100 7/100 . E— 1.00 (0.36, 2.75)

Subgroup (12 = 0.0%, P-heterogeneity=0.45)

Overall (12 = 21.7%, P-heterogeneity= 0.20)
Heterogeneity between groups: P=0.09

GRADE certainty of evidence: Moderate

CKD: chronic kidney disease; RR: relativerisk; Cl: confidence interval

—r 1 1
025 05 1 2 4

Favours iron

Favours usual care/placebo

Recommendations, Assessment, Development and Evaluation.

0.98 (0.92, 1.03)

0.90 (0.82, 0.98)

. GRADE: Grading of
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