ADDITIONAL FILE 2

Additional File 2-A: Forest-plots for the Sensitivity Analysis

Figure 1: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the proportion of the transfused patients after exclusion of Weisbach trial as a sensitivity analysis (random effects model).
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Figure 2: Forest plot comparison shows the effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the occurrence of associated non-serious adverse effects after including a trial (Garrido-Martín et al.) with zero events (random effects model).
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Figure 3: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the 30-day mortality after including a trial (Johansson et al.) with zero events (random effects model).

[image: ]


Additional File 2-B: Forest-plots for the Subgroup Analysis

Figure 1: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the proportion of the transfused patients with the different surgeries as a subgroup analysis (random effects model).
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Figure 2: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the proportion of the transfused patients as a subgroup analysis for different intravenous iron preparations (random effects model). 
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Figure 3: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the proportion of the transfused patients as a subgroup analysis for intravenous iron injection timing (random effects model).
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Additional File 2-C: Forest-plots for Hemoglobin Values at Different Time Points
Figure 1: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison of baseline value of hemoglobin level (g/L) between intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups (random effects model). 
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Figure 2: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the change of hemoglobin level (g/L) at postoperative day # 1 (random effects model).
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Figure 3: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the change of hemoglobin level (g/L) at the hospital discharge (random effects model).
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Additional File 2-D: Forest-plots for the Different Iron-deficiency Anemia Blood Tests

[bookmark: _Toc501903471][bookmark: _Toc509002241][bookmark: _Toc509062830][bookmark: _Toc482778837]Figure 1: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison of baseline value of ferritin levels (ng/mL) between intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups (random effects model).
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Figure  2: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the ferritin levels (ng/mL) at the post-treatment (pre-surgery) time (random effects model).
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Figure  3: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron versus oral iron groups on the ferritin levels (ng/mL) at the post-treatment (pre-surgery) time (random effects model).
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Figure 4: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the ferritin levels (ng/mL) at the hospital discharge time (random effect model).
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[bookmark: _Toc482778844]Figure 5: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the ferritin levels (ng/mL) as follow-up > 4 weeks postoperatively (random effect model). 
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Figure 6: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison of baseline value of the reticulocyte percentage (%) between intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups (random effects model).
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Figure 7: Forest plot comparison shows the effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the reticulocyte percentage (%) at the post-treatment (pre-surgery) time.
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Figure 8: Forest plot comparison shows the effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the reticulocyte percentage (%) at the hospital discharge time.
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Figure 9: Forest plot comparison shows the effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the reticulocyte (%) percentage at a month from hospital discharge.
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Figure 10: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison of baseline value of the mean corpuscular volume (MCV) level (fL) between intravenous iron versus placebo/standard of care groups (random effects model).
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Figure 11: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron versus placebo/standard of care groups on the mean corpuscular volume (MCV) level (fL) at post-treatment (pre-surgery) time (random effects model).
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Figure  12: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison of baseline value of the hematocrit percentage (%) between intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups (random effects model).
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Figure 13: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the hematocrit value (%) at postoperative day # 1 (random effects model). 
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Figure 14: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the hematocrit value (%) at the hospital discharge (random effect model).
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Figure 15: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison of baseline value of the transferrin saturation value (TSAT %) between intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups (random effect model).
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Figure 16: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the transferrin saturation value (TSAT %) at the post-treatment (pre-surgery) time (random effects model).
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Figure 17: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the transferrin saturation value (TSAT %) at the hospital discharge time (random effects model).
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Figure 18: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison of baseline value of the mean corpuscular hemoglobin (MCH) level (pg/cell) between intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups (random effects model).
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Figure 19: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the mean corpuscular Hb (MCH) level (pg/cell) at the post-treatment (pre-surgery) time (random effects model).
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Figure 20: Forest plot comparison shows the comparison of baseline value of the mean corpuscular hemoglobin concentration (MCHC) level (g/L) between intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups.
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[bookmark: _Toc501903487][bookmark: _Toc509002256][bookmark: _Toc509062845]Figure 21: Forest plot comparison shows the effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the mean corpuscular hemoglobin concentration (MCHC) level (g/L) at the post-treatment (pre-surgery) time.
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Figure 22: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison of baseline value of serum iron level (mol/l) between intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups (random effects model).
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Figure 23: Forest plot comparison shows the effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the change of serum iron level (mol/l) at the post-treatment (pre-surgery) time.
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Figure 24: Forest plot comparison shows the effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the change of serum iron (mol/l) at the hospital discharge time.
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Additional File 2-E: Forest-plots for the Safety Endpoints
of Intravenous Iron versus Placebo or Oral Iron
[bookmark: _Toc482778861][bookmark: _Toc501903492][bookmark: _Toc509002261][bookmark: _Toc509062850]Figure 1: Forest plot comparison shows the effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the occurrence of associated non-serious adverse effects (random effects model).
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Figure 2: Forest plot comparison shows the effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care on groups on the occurrence of associated serious adverse effects.
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Figure 3: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the 30-day mortality (random effects model).
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Figure 4: Forest plot comparison shows the effect of intravenous iron therapy versus placebo/standard of care groups on the mortality ≥ 2-months post-hospital discharge.
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Figure 5: Forest plot comparison shows the pooled comparison effect of intravenous iron versus placebo/standard of care groups on the postoperative infection occurrence (random effects model).
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Study or Subgroup Edwards 2009 Total (95% CI) Heterogeneity: Not applicable Test for overall effect: Z = 1.05 (P = 0.30) Mean 10 SD 11 Total 34 34 Mean 13 SD 11 Total 26 26 Weight 100.0% 100.0% IV, Random, 95% CI -3.00 [-8.62, 2.62] -3.00 [-8.62, 2.62] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Mean Difference Mean Difference IV, Random, 95% CI -20 -10 0 10 20 Favours Placebo/standard of care Favours Intravenous iron
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Study or Subgroup Edwards 2009 Total (95% CI) Heterogeneity: Not applicable Test for overall effect: Z = 2.46 (P = 0.01) Mean 28.6 SD 1.1 Total 34 34 Mean 29.5 SD 1.6 Total 26 26 Weight 100.0% 100.0% IV, Random, 95% CI -0.90 [-1.62, -0.18] -0.90 [-1.62, -0.18] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Mean Difference Mean Difference IV, Random, 95% CI -4 -2 0 2 4 Favours Placebo/standard of care Favours Intravenous iron
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Study or Subgroup Edwards 2009 Weisbach 1999 Total (95% CI) Heterogeneity: Tau² = 1.86; Chi² = 14.19, df = 1 (P = 0.0002); I² = 93% Test for overall effect: Z = 0.00 (P = 1.00) Mean 29 31 SD 1.5 1.5 Total 34 30 64 Mean 30 30 SD 1.4 1.4 Total 26 30 56 Weight 50.0% 50.0% 100.0% IV, Random, 95% CI -1.00 [-1.74, -0.26] 1.00 [0.27, 1.73] 0.00 [-1.96, 1.96] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Mean Difference Mean Difference IV, Random, 95% CI -4 -2 0 2 4 Favours Placebo/standard of care Favours Intravenous iron
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Study or Subgroup Bernabeu-Wittel 2016 Total (95% CI) Heterogeneity: Not applicable Test for overall effect: Z = 0.26 (P = 0.80) Mean 315 SD 58 Total 103 103 Mean 317 SD 52 Total 100 100 Weight 100.0% 100.0% IV, Random, 95% CI -2.00 [-17.14, 13.14] -2.00 [-17.14, 13.14] Intravenous iron versus placebo/standard of care Placebo/standard of care Mean Difference Mean Difference IV, Random, 95% CI -50 -25 0 25 50 Favours Placebo/standard of care Favours Intravenous iron
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Study or Subgroup Weisbach 1999 Total (95% CI) Heterogeneity: Not applicable Test for overall effect: Z = 0.79 (P = 0.43) Mean 314 SD 12 Total 30 30 Mean 312 SD 7 Total 30 30 Weight 100.0% 100.0% IV, Fixed, 95% CI 2.00 [-2.97, 6.97] 2.00 [-2.97, 6.97] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Mean Difference Mean Difference IV, Fixed, 95% CI -20 -10 0 10 20 Favours Placebo/standard of care Favours Intravenous iron


image31.emf
Study or Subgroup Edwards 2009 Serrano-Trenas 2011 Total (95% CI) Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 0.28, df = 1 (P = 0.60); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 1.11 (P = 0.27) Mean 14.4 9.5 SD 14.87 7.52 Total 34 99 133 Mean 14.9 8.3 SD 8.46 6.26 Total 26 97 123 Weight 9.5% 90.5% 100.0% IV, Random, 95% CI -0.50 [-6.46, 5.46] 1.20 [-0.74, 3.14] 1.04 [-0.80, 2.88] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Mean Difference Mean Difference IV, Random, 95% CI -4 -2 0 2 4 Favours Placebo/standard of care Favours Intravenous iron


image32.emf
Study or Subgroup Edwards 2009 Total (95% CI) Heterogeneity: Not applicable Test for overall effect: Z = 0.16 (P = 0.88) Mean 17 SD 9.82 Total 34 34 Mean 16.6 SD 9.89 Total 26 26 Weight 100.0% 100.0% IV, Fixed, 95% CI 0.40 [-4.63, 5.43] 0.40 [-4.63, 5.43] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Mean Difference Mean Difference IV, Fixed, 95% CI -20 -10 0 10 20 Favours Placebo/standard of care Favours Intravenous iron
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Study or Subgroup Edwards 2009 Total (95% CI) Heterogeneity: Not applicable Test for overall effect: Z = 1.01 (P = 0.31) Mean 5.2 SD 9.69 Total 34 34 Mean 7.4 SD 7.16 Total 26 26 Weight 100.0% 100.0% IV, Fixed, 95% CI -2.20 [-6.46, 2.06] -2.20 [-6.46, 2.06] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Mean Difference Mean Difference IV, Fixed, 95% CI -20 -10 0 10 20 Favours Placebo/standard of car Favours Intravenous iron
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Study or Subgroup Bernabeu-Wittel 2016 Froessler 2016 Keeler 2017 Kim 2009 Serrano-Trenas 2011 Shah 2016 Weisbach 1999 Total (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 5.87, df = 6 (P = 0.44); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 0.64 (P = 0.52) Events 13 3 0 2 3 22 2 45 Total 103 40 55 30 99 55 30 412 Events 10 0 3 1 0 22 0 36 Total 100 32 61 26 97 55 30 401 Weight 23.4% 1.7% 1.6% 2.6% 1.6% 67.5% 1.6% 100.0% M-H, Random, 95% CI 1.26 [0.58, 2.75] 5.63 [0.30, 105.25] 0.16 [0.01, 3.00] 1.73 [0.17, 18.04] 6.86 [0.36, 131.07] 1.00 [0.63, 1.58] 5.00 [0.25, 99.95] 1.13 [0.78, 1.65] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.002 0.1 1 10 500 Favours Intravenous iron Favours Placebo/standard of care
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Study or Subgroup Johansson 2015 Keeler 2017 Total (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 0.64, df = 1 (P = 0.43); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 0.10 (P = 0.92) Events 8 1 9 Total 30 55 85 Events 9 0 9 Total 30 61 91 Weight 94.0% 6.0% 100.0% M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.89 [0.40, 1.99] 3.32 [0.14, 79.88] 0.96 [0.44, 2.10] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 Favours Intravenous iron Favours Placebo/standard of care
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Study or Subgroup Bernabeu-Wittel 2016 Froessler 2016 Keeler 2017 Serrano-Trenas 2011 Total (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 0.27, df = 3 (P = 0.96); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 0.31 (P = 0.76) Events 4 1 5 11 21 Total 103 40 61 99 303 Events 4 0 4 10 18 Total 100 32 55 97 284 Weight 19.4% 3.6% 22.4% 54.6% 100.0% M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.97 [0.25, 3.78] 2.41 [0.10, 57.35] 1.13 [0.32, 3.99] 1.08 [0.48, 2.42] 1.10 [0.60, 2.00] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.005 0.1 1 10 200 Favours Intravenous iron Favours Placebo/standard of care
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Study or Subgroup Bernabeu-Wittel 2016 Keeler 2017 Total (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 0.00, df = 1 (P = 0.96); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 0.52 (P = 0.60) Events 12 8 20 Total 103 61 164 Events 10 6 16 Total 100 55 155 Weight 61.1% 38.9% 100.0% M-H, Random, 95% CI 1.17 [0.53, 2.57] 1.20 [0.45, 3.25] 1.18 [0.63, 2.19] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 Favours Intravenous iron Favours Placebo/standard of care
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Study or Subgroup Bernabeu-Wittel 2016 Froessler 2016 Total (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 0.00, df = 1 (P = 0.99); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 1.11 (P = 0.27) Events 6 4 10 Total 103 40 143 Events 9 5 14 Total 100 32 132 Weight 60.4% 39.6% 100.0% M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.65 [0.24, 1.75] 0.64 [0.19, 2.19] 0.64 [0.30, 1.40] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 Favours Intravenous iron Favours Placebo/standard of care
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Study or Subgroup 1.1.1 Sensitivity analysis after exclusion of Weisbach trial Bernabeu-Wittel 2016 Edwards 2009 Froessler 2016 Garrido-Martín 2012 Johansson 2015 Keeler 2017 Serrano-Trenas 2011 Subtotal (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 3.85, df = 6 (P = 0.70); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 2.26 (P = 0.02) Total (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 3.85, df = 6 (P = 0.70); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 2.26 (P = 0.02) Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable Events 53 5 5 20 4 10 44 141 141 Total 103 34 40 54 30 55 99 415 415 Events 54 5 10 26 6 14 54 169 169 Total 100 26 32 52 30 61 97 398 398 Weight 40.0% 2.1% 2.9% 13.9% 2.0% 5.2% 33.9% 100.0% 100.0% M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.95 [0.73, 1.24] 0.76 [0.25, 2.37] 0.40 [0.15, 1.05] 0.74 [0.48, 1.15] 0.67 [0.21, 2.13] 0.79 [0.38, 1.64] 0.80 [0.60, 1.06] 0.83 [0.70, 0.98] 0.83 [0.70, 0.98] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 Favours Intravenous iron Favours Placebo/standard of care
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Study or Subgroup Bernabeu-Wittel 2016 Froessler 2016 Garrido-Martín 2012 Keeler 2017 Kim 2009 Serrano-Trenas 2011 Shah 2016 Weisbach 1999 Total (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 5.87, df = 6 (P = 0.44); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 0.64 (P = 0.52) Events 13 3 0 0 2 3 22 2 45 Total 103 40 54 55 30 99 55 30 466 Events 10 0 0 3 1 0 22 0 36 Total 100 32 52 61 26 97 55 30 453 Weight 23.4% 1.7% 1.6% 2.6% 1.6% 67.5% 1.6% 100.0% M-H, Random, 95% CI 1.26 [0.58, 2.75] 5.63 [0.30, 105.25] Not estimable 0.16 [0.01, 3.00] 1.73 [0.17, 18.04] 6.86 [0.36, 131.07] 1.00 [0.63, 1.58] 5.00 [0.25, 99.95] 1.13 [0.78, 1.65] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.002 0.1 1 10 500 Favours Intravenous iron Favours Placebo/standard of care
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Study or Subgroup Bernabeu-Wittel 2016 Froessler 2016 Johansson 2015 Keeler 2017 Serrano-Trenas 2011 Total (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 0.27, df = 3 (P = 0.96); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 0.31 (P = 0.76) Events 4 1 0 5 11 21 Total 103 40 30 61 99 333 Events 4 0 0 4 10 18 Total 100 32 30 55 97 314 Weight 19.4% 3.6% 22.4% 54.6% 100.0% M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.97 [0.25, 3.78] 2.41 [0.10, 57.35] Not estimable 1.13 [0.32, 3.99] 1.08 [0.48, 2.42] 1.10 [0.60, 2.00] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.005 0.1 1 10 200 Favours Intravenous iron Favours Placebo/standard of care
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Study or Subgroup 1.3.1 Non-cardiac surgery studies Bernabeu-Wittel 2016 Edwards 2009 Froessler 2016 Keeler 2017 Serrano-Trenas 2011 Subtotal (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 3.40, df = 4 (P = 0.49); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 1.82 (P = 0.07) 1.3.2 Cardiac surgery studies Garrido-Martín 2012 Johansson 2015 Subtotal (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 0.03, df = 1 (P = 0.87); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 1.49 (P = 0.14) Total (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 3.85, df = 6 (P = 0.70); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 2.26 (P = 0.02) Test for subgroup differences: Chi² = 0.41, df = 1 (P = 0.52), I² = 0% Events 53 5 5 10 44 117 20 4 24 141 Total 103 34 40 55 99 331 54 30 84 415 Events 54 5 10 14 54 137 26 6 32 169 Total 100 26 32 61 97 316 52 30 82 398 Weight 40.0% 2.1% 2.9% 5.2% 33.9% 84.1% 13.9% 2.0% 15.9% 100.0% M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.95 [0.73, 1.24] 0.76 [0.25, 2.37] 0.40 [0.15, 1.05] 0.79 [0.38, 1.64] 0.80 [0.60, 1.06] 0.85 [0.71, 1.01] 0.74 [0.48, 1.15] 0.67 [0.21, 2.13] 0.73 [0.48, 1.10] 0.83 [0.70, 0.98] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10 Favours Intravenous iron Favours Placebo/standard of care
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Study or Subgroup 1.4.2 Studies used iron sucrose Edwards 2009 Garrido-Martín 2012 Serrano-Trenas 2011 Weisbach 1999 Subtotal (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 2.09, df = 3 (P = 0.55); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 1.86 (P = 0.06) 1.4.3 Studies used ferric carboxymaltose Bernabeu-Wittel 2016 Froessler 2016 Keeler 2017 Subtotal (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.06; Chi² = 3.12, df = 2 (P = 0.21); I² = 36% Test for overall effect: Z = 1.05 (P = 0.30) Total (95% CI) Total events Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 5.40, df = 6 (P = 0.49); I² = 0% Test for overall effect: Z = 2.03 (P = 0.04) Test for subgroup differences: Chi² = 0.00, df = 1 (P = 0.98), I² = 0% Events 5 20 44 6 75 53 5 10 68 143 Total 34 54 99 30 217 103 40 55 198 415 Events 5 26 54 3 88 54 10 14 78 166 Total 26 52 97 30 205 100 32 61 193 398 Weight 2.1% 14.0% 34.0% 1.6% 51.8% 40.1% 2.9% 5.2% 48.2% 100.0% M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.76 [0.25, 2.37] 0.74 [0.48, 1.15] 0.80 [0.60, 1.06] 2.00 [0.55, 7.27] 0.80 [0.64, 1.01] 0.95 [0.73, 1.24] 0.40 [0.15, 1.05] 0.79 [0.38, 1.64] 0.80 [0.53, 1.21] 0.84 [0.71, 0.99] Intravenous iron Placebo/standard of care Risk Ratio Risk Ratio M-H, Random, 95% CI 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 Favours intravenous iron Favours Placebo/standard of care


