Additional tables and figures for Systematic Review on Interventions for Postpartum Anaemia

Additional Figure 1: Forest Plot of sensitivity analysis excluding off-protocol RBC-T for comparison of IV-iron vs. oral iron: Hb concentration longest follow-up (g/dL) 
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Additional Figure 2: Forest Plot of subgroup analysis of high and low dose IV-iron for comparison of IV-iron vs. oral iron Hb concentration (g/dL) longest follow-up 
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Additional Figure 3: Forest Plot of baseline Hb concentration subgroup for comparison of IV-iron vs. oral iron Hb concentration (g/dL) longest follow-up 

[image: ]



























Additional File Figure 4: Forest Plot of baseline Hb subgroup and sensitivity analysis (less studies with RBC-T) for comparison of IV-iron vs. oral iron Hb concentration (g/dL) longest follow-up
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Additional Figure 5: Funnel Plot for comparison of IV iron vs. oral iron: Hb concentration at longest follow-up (g/dL)
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Additional File Figure 6: Forest Plot of total drug-related adverse effects for comparison of IV-iron vs. oral iron 
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Additional Figure 7: Forest Plot of all gastrointestinal disorders for comparison of IV-iron vs. oral iron 
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Additional Figure 8: Forest Plot of gastrointestinal disorders combined for comparison of IV-iron vs. oral iron 
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Additional Figure 9: Forest Plot of generalized (systemic) adverse effects for comparison of IV-iron vs. oral iron 
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Additional Figure 10: Forest Plot of all injection site disorders for comparison of IV-iron vs. oral 
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Additional Figure 11: Forest Plot of biochemical outcomes for comparison of IV-iron vs. oral iron 
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Additional Figure 12: Forest Plot of hypophosphataemia for comparison of IV-iron vs. oral iron 
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Additional File Appendix 2.

MEDLINE (Ovid) 
1. Postpartum Period/
2. puerperal disorders/
3. (postpartum or post partum or postnatal* or puerper*).ti,ab.
4. 1 or 2 or 3
5. Anemia/
6. Anemia, Iron-deficiency/
7. Postpartum Hemorrhage/
8. (anaemia or anemia or anaemic or anemic or postpartum hemorrhage or haemorrhage or iron-deficien*).ti,ab.
9. 5 or 6 or 7 or 8
10. 4 and 9
11. Iron/
12. Ferric Compounds/
13. Ferrous Compounds/
14. Hematinics/ or iron-dextran complex/
15. (iron or ferric compounds or ferrous or carboxymaltose or ferinject or iron-sucrose or venofer or isomaltoside or monofer or iron polymaltose or maltofer).ti,ab.
16. Erythrocyte Transfusion/
17. (erythrocyte transfusion or red blood cells or blood transfusion or allogenic).ti,ab.
18. 11 or 12 or 13 or 14 or 15 or 16 or 17
19. Administration, intravenous/ or infusion, intravenous/ or injections, intravenous/
20. (intravenous administration or infusion* or injection*).mp.
21. 19 or 20
22. 18 and 21
23. Randomized Controlled Trials as Topic/
24. Controlled clinical trial.mp
25. (randomi?ed controlled trial or clinical trial or random* or placebo).ti,ab.
26. 23 or 24 or 25
27. 10 and 22 and 26 
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IV iron Oral iron Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% ClI Year M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Seid 2008 15 142 32 147 10.9% 0.49[0.27, 0.86] 2008
Breymann 2008 24 227 13 117 6.0% 0.95 [0.50, 1.80] 2008
Guerra 2012 0 6 2 7 0.8% 0.23 [0.01, 4.00] 2012
Rathod FCM 2015 1 100 25 50 11.6% 0.02 [0.00, 0.14] 2015
Rathod Sucrose 2015 9 100 25 50 11.6% 0.18 [0.09, 0.36] 2015
Holm 2017b 13 98 22 100 7.6% 0.60[0.32, 1.13] 2017
Seid 2017 143 606 150 623 51.4% 0.98 [0.80, 1.20] 2017
Vanobberghen 2021 2 114 0 116 0.2% 5.09[0.25, 104.81] 2021
Total (95% CI) 1393 1210 100.0% 0.69 [0.59, 0.81]

Total events 207 269

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 43.90, df = 7 (P < 0.00001); I> = 84%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.54 (P < 0.00001)

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours IV iron Favours oral iron
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IV iron Oral iron Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Bhandal 2006 0 22 7 21 5.0% 0.06 [0.00, 1.05] 2006

Van Wyck 2007 11 174 43 178 27.6% 0.26 [0.14, 0.49] 2007

Mumtaz 2011 0 40 14 40 9.4% 0.03 [0.00, 0.56] 2011

Guerra 2012 0 6 2 7 1.5% 0.23[0.01, 4.00] 2012

Holm 2017b 1 98 22 100 14.2% 0.05 [0.01, 0.34] 2017

Seid 2017 13 606 66 623 42.3% 0.20[0.11, 0.36] 2017

Total (95% CI) 946 969 100.0% 0.17 [0.12, 0.26]

Total events 25 154

Heterogeneity: Chi® = 5.39,df =5 (P =0.37): 1> = 7%
Test for overall effect: Z = 8.55 (P < 0.00001)

0.002 0.1 1 10 500
Favours IV iron Favours oral iron
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IViron

Oral iron

Risk Ratio

Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup __Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl _Year M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.20.1 Nausea
Van Wyck 2007 2 174 13 178 317%  0.16[0.04,0.69] 2007 —
Seid 2008 2 142 3 147 7.3%  0.69[0.12,4.07] 2008 —r
Mumtaz 2011 0 40 140  37%  0.33[0.01,7.95 2011 —_—
Damineni 2016 o 45 8 45 20.9%  0.06[0.00,099] 2016 ~—————=——
Seid 2017 1 606 15 623 364%  0.07[0.01,052] 2017 ——
Subtotal (95% C) 1007 1033 100.0%  0.15[0.06, 0.35] -
Total events 5 40
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 4.10, df = 4 (P = 0.39); I = 2%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.38 (P < 0.0001)
1.20.2 Vomiting
Rathod FCM 2015 0 100 8 50 41.0%  0.03[0.00,0.50] 2015 —@———
Rathod Sucrose 2015 0 100 8 50 41.0%  0.03[0.00,0.50] 2015 —@———
Seid 2017 1 606 5 623 17.9%  0.21[0.02, 1.75] 2017 —
Subtotal (95% CI) 806 723 100.0%  0.06 [0.02,0.23] e
Total events 1 21
Heterogeneity: Chi’ = 1.73, df = 2 (P = 0.42); I* = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.07 (P < 0.0001)
1.20.3 Constipation
Van Wyck 2007 6 174 20 178 145%  0.31[0.13,0.75] 2007 —
Seid 2008 0 142 16 147 119%  0.03[0.00,0.52] 2008 ————=———
Breymann 2008 1227 8 117 7.7%  0.06[0.01,0.51] 2008 e
Mumtaz 2011 0 40 5 40  4.0%  0.09[0.01,1.59] 2011 —_—
Rathod FCM 2015 0 100 8 50 83% 0.03[0.00,0.50 2015 ——————————
Rathod Sucrose 2015 0 100 9 50 9.3%  0.03[0.00,0.45] 2015
Damineni 2016 0o 45 5 45  40%  0.09[0.01,1.60] 2016 ~
Seid 2017 5 606 37 623 26.8% 0.14[0.05,0.35] 2017 —a
Holm 2017b 0 98 18 100 134%  0.03[0.00,045] 2017
Subtotal (95% CI) 1532 1350 100.0%  0.11[0.06, 0.18] L 4
Total events 12 126
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 9.36, df = 8 (P = 0.31); I = 15%
Test for overall effect: Z = 8.47 (P < 0.00001)
1.20.4 Diarrhoea
Van Wyck 2007 0 174 7 178 189%  0.07[0.00,1.18 2007 ~———=——
Rathod Sucrose 2015 0 100 8 50 28.8% 0.03[0.00,050] 2015 ———®———
Rathod FCM 2015 0 100 9 50 32.2%  0.03[0.00,0.45] 2015 ——@———
Seid 2017 3 606 8 623 20.1%  0.39[0.10, 1.45] 2017 ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 980 901 100.0%  0.11[0.04,0.27] -
Total events 3 32
Heterogeneity: Chi® = 5.41, df = 3 (P = 0.14); I = 45%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.81 (P < 0.00001)

0.002 01 1 10 500

Favours IV iron Favours oral iron
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IV iron

Oral iron

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total

Breymann 2008 8 227
Seid 2008 4 142
Mumtaz 2011 1 40
Holm 2017b 7 98
Seid 2017 30 606
Total (95% ClI) 1113
Total events 50

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 3.63, df = 4 (P = 0.46); 1> = 0%

0 117
1 147
0 40
0 100
0 623

1027
1

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.71 (P < 0.00001)

Weight

21.1%
31.4%
16.0%
15.8%
15.8%

100.0%

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
8.80[0.51, 151.12]
4.14 [0.47, 36.60]
3.00[0.13, 71.51]
15.30 [0.89, 264.36]
62.71 [3.84, 1023.21]

15.93 [5.04, 50.36]

Risk Ratio
Year M-H, Fixed, 95% ClI

2008
2008
2011
2017
2017

0.001 0.1 1 10 1000
Favours IV iron Favours oral iron
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IV iron
Study or Subgroup
1.23.1 Elevated liver enzymes

Van Wyck 2007 1 174
Breymann 2008 8 227
Subtotal (95% CI) 401
Total events 9

Events Total Events Total

Oral iron

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 2.27, df = 1 (P = 0.13); I*> = 56%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.62 (P = 0.54)

1.23.2 Elevated ALT liver enzymes

Seid 2008 1 142
Breymann 2008 5 227
Seid 2017 17 606
Vanobberghen 2021 1 114
Subtotal (95% CI) 1089
Total events 24

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 6.88, df = 3 (P = 0.08); I*> = 56%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.10 (P = 0.27)

1.23.3 Elevated AST liver enzymes

Seid 2008 1 142
Seid 2017 14 606
Vanobberghen 2021 1 114
Subtotal (95% Cl) 862
Total events 16

5 178 55.5%
3 117  44.5%
295 100.0%

8
6 147 36.2%
3 117 24.3%
6 623 36.4%
0 116 3.0%
1003 100.0%

15
3 147 26.0%
8 623 69.6%
0 116 4.4%
886 100.0%

11

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 2.00, df = 2 (P = 0.37); I> = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.02 (P = 0.31)

Risk Ratio

Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

0.20[0.02, 1.73]

1.37 [0.37, 5.08]
0.72 [0.26, 2.01]

0.17 [0.02, 1.42]
0.86 [0.21, 3.53]
2.91[1.16, 7.34]

3.05[0.13, 74.15]
1.42 [0.76, 2.67]

0.35 [0.04, 3.28]
1.80[0.76, 4.26]

3.05[0.13, 74.15]
1.48 [0.70, 3.12]

Year

2007
2008

2008
2008
2017
2021

2008
2017
2021

0.01

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

0.1 1 10
Favours IV iron Favours oral iron

100
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IV iron Oral iron
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total
Van Wyck 2007 (1) -1.1 0.77 168 0 0.73 169

Seid 2008 (2) -1.3 0.77 139 -0.3 0.73 147

Total (95% CI) 307

Heterogeneity: Chi?> = 0.69, df = 1 (P = 0.41); I*> = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 17.52 (P < 0.00001)

316

Footnotes
(1) No SD so borrowed from Seid 2008
(2) SD borrowed from Van Wyck 2007

Mean Difference

Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl Year
54.1% -1.10[-1.26, -0.94] 2007
45.9% -1.00[-1.17,-0.83] 2008

100.0% -1.05 [-1.17, -0.94]

Mean Difference
1V, Fixed, 95% CI

-2 -1 0 1
Favours oral iron Favours IV iron

2
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IV iron Oral iron Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI Year 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Bhandal 2006 11.5 1.3 22 112 1.2 21 2.2% 0.30[-0.45, 1.05] 2006
Seid 2008 4 1.06 142 3.4 1.09 147 19.6% 0.60[0.35, 0.85] 2008
Mumtaz 2011 (1) 12.4 0.87 40 11.8 0.74 40 9.6%  0.60[0.25, 0.95] 2011
Verma 2011 (2) 11.05 0.87 75 10.9 0.87 75 15.5% 0.15[-0.13, 0.43] 2011
Guerra 2012 12.4 0.6 6 12.8 04 7 3.8% -0.40[-0.96, 0.16] 2012
Jain 2013 9.1 0.4 21 8 0.3 20 25.8% 1.10[0.88, 1.32] 2013

Rathod Sucrose 2015 11.4 1.17 100 10.36 1.39 50 6.0% 1.04 [0.59, 1.49] 2015
Rathod FCM 2015 (3) 12.11 0.84 100 10.36 1.39 50 6.8% 1.75[1.33, 2.17] 2015
Damineni 2016 11.9 0.87 45 11.2 0.74 45 10.8%  0.70[0.37,1.03] 2016

Total (95% CI) 551 455 100.0% 0.73 [0.62, 0.84]
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 70.85, df = 8 (P < 0.00001); I> = 89%
Test for overall effect: Z = 13.07 (P < 0.00001)

-2 -1 0 1 2
Favours oral iron Favours IV iorn

Footnotes

(1) SD borrowed from Damineni 2016

(2) SD borrowed from Damineni 2016

(3) Extracted data for each of 3-armed RCT, halving total in oral comparison group (Rathod 2015 = Rathod FCM 2015 & Rathod Sucrose 2015)
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IV iron Oral iron Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean [g/dL] SD [g/dL] Total Mean [g/dL] SD [g/dL] Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% Cl Year 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
1.3.1 High dose > 1000mg IV-iron

Breymann 2008 (1) 13 0.84 179 12.9 0.59 89 15.3%  0.10[-0.07,0.27] 2008

Seid 2008 4 1.06 142 3.4 1.09 147 7.5% 0.60 [0.35, 0.85] 2008

Rathod FCM 2015 (2) 12.11 0.84 100 10.36 1.39 50 2.6% 1.75[1.33, 2.17] 2015

Damineni 2016 11.9 0.87 45 11.2 0.74 45 4.1% 0.70[0.37, 1.03] 2016

Holm 2017b (3) 13.66 0.84 97 13 1.39 99 4.5% 0.66 [0.34, 0.98] 2017

Subtotal (95% Cl) 563 430 34.0% 0.48 [0.37, 0.60]

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 57.46, df = 4 (P < 0.00001); I*> = 93%
Test for overall effect: Z = 8.15 (P < 0.00001)

1.3.2 Low dose < 1000mg IV-iron

Bhandal 2006 11.5 1.3 22 11.2 1.2 21 0.8%  0.30[-0.45, 1.05] 2006
Westad 2008 (4) 11.9 0.87 58 12.3 0.84 70 5.2% -0.40[-0.70, -0.10] 2008
Mumtaz 2011 (5) 12.4 0.87 40 11.8 0.74 40 3.7% 0.60 [0.25, 0.95] 2011
Verma 2011 (6) 11.05 0.87 75 10.9 0.87 75 5.9%  0.15[-0.13, 0.43] 2011
Guerra 2012 12.4 0.6 6 12.8 0.4 7 1.4% -0.40[-0.96, 0.16] 2012
Jain 2013 9.1 0.4 21 8 0.3 20 9.9% 1.10[0.88, 1.32] 2013
Froessler 2013 (7) 12.47 1.09 31 12.63 0.92 43 2.1% -0.16 [-0.63, 0.31] 2013
Rathod Sucrose 2015 (8) 11.4 1.17 100 10.36 1.39 50 2.3% 1.04 [0.59, 1.49] 2015
Seid 2017 12.53 0.899 606 11.97 1.153 623 34.6% 0.56 [0.44, 0.68] 2017
Subtotal (95% CI) 959 949 66.0% 0.50 [0.42, 0.58]

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 95.27, df = 8 (P < 0.00001); I = 92%
Test for overall effect: Z = 11.74 (P < 0.00001)

Total (95% CI) 1522 1379 100.0% 0.50 [0.43, 0.56]

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 152.78, df = 13 (P < 0.00001); I*> = 91%

Test for overall effect: Z = 14.29 (P < 0.00001)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = 0.05, df = 1 (P = 0.82), I> = 0%
Footnotes

(1) SD borrowed from Rathod 2015 (FCM arm)

(2) Extracted data for each of 3-armed RCT, halving total in oral comparison group (Rathod 2015 = Rathod FCM 2015 & Rathod Sucrose 2015)
(3) SD borrowed from Rathod 2015 (FCM arm)

(4) SD borrowed from Damineni 2016

(5) SD borrowed from Damineni 2016

(6) SD borrowed from Damineni 2016

(7) Med (IQR) transformed to mean (SD) (Win 2014)

(8) Assumed to be low dose < 1000mg

-2 -1 0 1 2
Favours oral iron Favours IV iron
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IV iron Oral iron Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean [g/dL] SD [g/dL] Total Mean [g/dL] SD [g/dL] Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% Cl Year IV, Fixed, 95% CI
1.5.3 Baseline Hb < 8 g/dL
Bhandal 2006 11.5 1.3 22 11.2 1.2 21 0.8% 0.30 [-0.45, 1.05] 2006 —
Westad 2008 (1) 11.9 0.87 58 12.3 0.84 70 5.2% -0.40[-0.70, -0.10] 2008 -
Verma 2011 (2) 11.05 0.87 75 10.9 0.87 75 5.9% 0.15 [-0.13, 0.43] 2011 T
Jain 2013 9.1 0.4 21 8 0.3 20 9.9% 1.10[0.88, 1.32] 2013 -
Rathod FCM 2015 (3) 12.11 0.84 100 10.36 1.39 50 2.6% 1.75[1.33, 2.17] 2015 e —
Subtotal (95% CI) 276 236 24.5% 0.59 [0.46, 0.73 <&
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 103.45, df = 4 (P < 0.00001); I* = 96%
Test for overall effect: Z = 8.49 (P < 0.00001)
1.5.4 Baseline Hb 8.1-9.0 g/dL
Seid 2008 4 1.06 142 3.4 1.09 147 7.5% 0.60 [0.35, 0.85] 2008 —_—
Mumtaz 2011 (4) 12.4 0.87 40 11.8 0.74 40 3.7% 0.60 [0.25, 0.95] 2011 e
Guerra 2012 12.4 0.6 6 12.8 0.4 7 1.4% -0.40[-0.96, 0.16] 2012 . E
Rathod Sucrose 2015 11.4 1.17 100 10.36 1.39 50 2.3% 1.04 [0.59, 1.49] 2015 —_—
Damineni 2016 119 0.87 45 11.2 0.74 45 4.1% 0.70[0.37, 1.03] 2016 —_—
Subtotal (95% CI) 333 289 19.1% 0.60 [0.44, 0.75 L 2
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 16.11, df = 4 (P = 0.003); I> = 75%
Test for overall effect: Z = 7.55 (P < 0.00001)
1.5.5 Baseline 9.1-10.0 g/dL
Breymann 2008 (5) 13 0.84 179 12.9 0.59 89 15.3% 0.10 [-0.07, 0.27] 2008 ™
Froessler 2013 (6) 12.47 1.09 31 12.63 0.92 43 2.1% -0.16 [-0.63, 0.31] 2013 T
Holm 2017b (7) 13.33 0.84 97 12.15 1.39 99 4.5% 1.18[0.86, 1.50] 2017 ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 307 231 21.8% 0.30 [0.15, 0.44 L 2
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 37.65, df = 2 (P < 0.00001); I* = 95%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.01 (P < 0.0001)
1.5.6 Baseline > 10.1 g/dL
Seid 2017 12.53 0.899 606 11.97 1.153 623 34.6% 0.56 [0.44, 0.68] 2017 L
Subtotal (95% CI) 606 623 34.6% 0.56 [0.44, 0.68 <&
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 9.51 (P < 0.00001)
Total (95% CI) 1522 1379 100.0% 0.52 [0.45, 0.59; [
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 168.82, df = 13 (P < 0.00001); I* = 92% Jl ) i

Test for overall effect: Z = 14.96 (P < 0.00001)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = 11.62, df = 3 (P = 0.009), I = 74.2%

Footnotes
(1) SD borrowed from Damineni 2016
(2) SD borrowed from Damineni 2016

Favours oral iron Favours IV iron

(3) Extracted data for each of 3-armed RCT, halving total in oral comparison group (Rathod 2015 = Rathod FCM 2015 & Rathod Sucrose 2015)

(4) SD borrowed from Damineni 2016

(5) SD borrowed from Rathod 2015 (FCM arm)

(6) Med (IQR) transformed to mean (SD) (Win 2014)
(7) SD borrowed from Rathod FCM 2015
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IV iron Oral iron Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean [g/dL] SD [g/dL] Total Mean [g/dL] SD [g/dL] Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI Year 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
1.5.3 Baseline Hb < 8 g/dL
Bhandal 2006 11.5 1.3 22 11.2 1.2 21 0.9%  0.30[-0.45, 1.05] 2006 I
Westad 2008 (1) 11.9 0.87 58 12.3 0.84 70 0.0% -0.40[-0.70, -0.10] 2008
Verma 2011 (2) 11.05 0.87 75 10.9 0.87 75 6.4% 0.15[-0.13, 0.43] 2011 T
Jain 2013 9.1 0.4 21 8 0.3 20 10.7% 1.10 [0.88, 1.32] 2013 —_
Rathod FCM 2015 (3) 12.11 0.84 100 10.36 1.39 50 2.8% 1.75[1.33, 2.17] 2015
Subtotal (95% CI) 218 166 20.8% 0.86 [0.71, 1.02] L 2
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 49.22, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I? = 94%
Test for overall effect: Z = 10.93 (P < 0.00001)
1.5.4 Baseline Hb 8.1-9.0 g/dL
Seid 2008 4 1.06 142 3.4 1.09 147 8.1% 0.60 [0.35, 0.85] 2008 .
Mumtaz 2011 (4) 12.4 0.87 40 11.8 0.74 40 4.0% 0.60 [0.25, 0.95] 2011 -
Guerra 2012 12.4 0.6 6 12.8 0.4 7 1.6% -0.40[-0.96, 0.16] 2012 e —
Rathod Sucrose 2015 11.4 1.17 100 10.36 1.39 50 2.5% 1.04 [0.59, 1.49] 2015
Damineni 2016 11.9 0.87 45 11.2 0.74 45 4.5% 0.70[0.37, 1.03] 2016 —_—
Subtotal (95% CI) 333 289 20.6% 0.60 [0.44, 0.75] L 2
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 16.11, df = 4 (P = 0.003); I = 75%
Test for overall effect: Z = 7.55 (P < 0.00001)
1.5.5 Baseline 9.1-10.0 g/dL
Breymann 2008 (5) 13 0.84 179 12.9 0.59 89 16.5% 0.10[-0.07,0.27] 2008 T
Froessler 2013 (6) 12.47 1.09 31 12.63 0.92 43 0.0% -0.16 [-0.63, 0.31] 2013
Holm 2017b (7) 13.33 0.84 97 12.15 1.39 99 4.8% 1.18 [0.86, 1.50] 2017 I
Subtotal (95% CI) 276 188 21.3% 0.34 [0.19, 0.50] <&
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 33.67, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); I = 97%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.42 (P < 0.00001)
1.5.6 Baseline > 10.1 g/dL
Seid 2017 12.53 0.899 606 11.97 1.153 623 37.3% 0.56 [0.44, 0.68] 2017 L
Subtotal (95% CI) 606 623 37.3% 0.56 [0.44, 0.68] 2 J
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 9.51 (P < 0.00001)
Total (95% CI) 1433 1266 100.0% 0.58 [0.51, 0.66] ¢
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 121.01, df = 11 (P < 0.00001); I = 91% _=2 —=1 5 Z=l

Test for overall effect: Z = 16.26 (P < 0.00001)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = 22.01, df = 3 (P < 0.0001), I* = 86.4%

Footnotes
(1) SD borrowed from Damineni 2016
2) SD borrowed from Damineni 2016

4) SD borrowed from Damineni 2016

5) SD borrowed from Rathod 2015 (FCM arm)

6) Med (IQR) transformed to mean (SD) (Win 2014)
7) SD borrowed from Rathod FCM 2015

(
(
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(
(
(

Favours oral iron Favours IV iron

3) Extracted data for each of 3-armed RCT, halving total in oral comparison group (Rathod 2015 = Rathod FCM 2015 & Rathod Sucrose 2015)
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