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Table 5. GRADE assessment for RCTs
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Table 6. MINORS Assessment Tool for the non-RCT studies.
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Table 8- Average operative times in individual studies.

[image: ]Table 9- Surgical approach utilised in the different studies

[image: ]Table 10- Average cumulative Pooled Data from the studies
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Table 11- Characteristics of the study highlighting the transfusion thresholds
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Table 12-Rates of transfusion in the different studies
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Table 13- DVT Rates in the different studies
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Study

Numbers in Treatment group | Numbers in Control group | Transfusion Rates (%) P value
TXA_| Control
Lacketal™ a2 5 2150 | 15(2) 0097
Spitier etal™ a7 5 8017) | 14@0) 013
Cohen-Levy etal” 159 [} 82(516) | 0 N/A
Gumustas etal™ 7 [} 15@21) [} N/A
Wadhwa etal® 89 216 20(22.5) | 64(20.6) 02
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Study Type of study Numbers in Treatment group | Numbers in Control group | DVT Rates (%) | Pvalue
TXA_| Control
Lacketal™ RCT 2 6 124 ) 1
Spitler etal™ RCT 7 6 243) | 122) | 045
Cohen-Levy etal'” | Retrospective cohort study 159 ) 1063 |0 075
Gumutas etal™ |_Prospective cohort study 7 ) ) ) N/A
‘Wadhwa etal® | Retrospective cohort study 89 216 101) | 6(28) | 068





image1.png
Study Random sequence generation |Allocation concealment Performance bias |Detection bias |Attrition bias Reporting bias |Other bias
Lacketal™ |LowRisk Low Risk Low Risk LowRisk___|Low Risk LowRisk __[Low Risk
Spitleretal®  |Low Risk Low Risk Low Risk LowRisk  |Low Risk LowRisk  |Low Risk
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Study |aim_{nclusion of consecutive patients |Data Collection|Endpoints |unbiased assesment |Follow up |Loss tof/u_|Study Size |Adequate control |Contemporary |Baseline |statistical Analyses
Cohenetal™ _|ves |ves [ves [Yes  |wa [Yes  |no A [ves [ves [Yes |ves
Gumustas etal”|Yes |ves [ves [Yes  |wa [Yes  |no A A A A |ves
Wadhwaetal® |ves |Yes [ves [ves  |ves Yes  |No [ves [ves [ves [Yes  |ves
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Studies Operative times (min)

TXA Group_Control Group|p value

Lacketal™ 2511] 218 0102
Spitler etal™ 30q] 2] 039
Gumustas et al 120] N/A| N/A|
Wadhwa et al 211.6| 2515 0.003
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Surgical Approach [TXA Group (162) |Control (No TXA) (292)
Posterior /86 (531%) 151 (518%)
Anteror [55339%) 115 39.4%)
Combined 136%) 1241%)

Other l84.9%) 1a4.8%)
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[TXA Group (250) |Control (No TXA) (375)
Age (years) 469 458

Male 183 73%) [27272%)

Female 67 27%) [103(27%)

BMI (ko/m2) 313 317

Blood transfused (Numberofunits) |22 19

Operative time (min) 222 [250

EBL (mi) l8s0 661
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Study [Type of study [ Treatment group | Control group | Transfusion threshold [TXADose

Lacketal™ RCT P 46|Hb<7g/dl 10ma/kg pre-operative, 10mgrkg over 4 hours
Spieretal™ __|RcT. 7 46|Hb<sg/dl 15ma/kg preoperative, 15mg/kg Shours after
Cohen-Levy etal"™ |Retrospective cohort study 159] 0| Discretion of the treating surgeon and anaesthetist |No set protocol for dosing

Gumustas etal™_|Prospective cohort study 3] 0|Hb>10g/d1 1g Pre-op

Wadhwaetal®  |Retrospective cohort study 89| 216/ Discretion of the treating team 1g attime of incision, 1g afterwards.





