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Restrictive blood transfusion 
strategies and associated 
infection in orthopedic patients: 
a meta-analysis of 8 randomized 
controlled trials
Zhaowei Teng1,*, Yun Zhu2,*, Yugang Liu3, Guojun Wei4, Shuangneng Wang1, Shaoliang Du1 
& Xiguang Zhang1

This study sought to evaluate whether restrictive blood transfusion strategies are associated with a 
risk of infection in orthopedic patients by conducting a meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials 
(RCTs). RCTs with restrictive versus liberal red blood cell (RBC) transfusion strategies were identified 
by searching Medline, Embase, the Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials and the Cochrane 
Database of Systematic Reviews from their inception to December 2014. Eight RCTs with infections 
as outcomes were included in the final analysis. According to the Jadad scale, all studies were 
considered to be of high quality. The pooled risk ratio [RR] for the association between transfusion 
strategy and infection was 0.65 (95% CI, 0.47–0.91; p = 0.012), and the number of patients needed 
to treat to avoid an infection using a restrictive transfusion strategy was 62. No heterogeneity 
was observed. The sensitivity analysis indicated unstable results, and no significant publication 
bias was observed. This meta-analysis of RCTs demonstrates that restrictive transfusion strategies 
in orthopedic patients result in a significant reduction in infections compared with more liberal 
strategies.

Approximately 85 million units of red blood cells (RBCs) are transfused annually worldwide1, and more 
than 15 million RBC units are transfused in the United States2. Blood transfusion is commonly admin-
istered to elderly orthopedic surgical patients3,4, and subsequent transfusion-related infections frequently 
occur5.

Many studies6–9 have examined restrictive blood transfusion strategies in an attempt to decrease the 
number of transfusions, and the results show that although the number of transfused RBC units can 
be effectively reduced, the infectious events are not significantly decreased. A previous meta-analysis 
that evaluated restrictive transfusions ranging from 7 to 10 g/dL found that such treatment signifi-
cantly reduced in-hospital mortality, though the effect on infection was only marginally significant 
(p =  0.046)10. Parker6 reported that restrictive blood transfusion strategies increase the risk of wound 
infections, whereas Rohde11 reported that restrictive blood transfusion strategies significantly reduce 
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infection. Additional scientific evidence has subsequently been published, particularly in patients under-
going orthopedic surgery. Thus, it remains controversial whether restrictive blood transfusion strategies 
versus liberal blood transfusion strategies may reduce infectious events.

Restrictive blood transfusion strategies are widely used for older patients undergoing orthopedic 
surgery. However, to our knowledge, no specific meta-analysis of the association between infection 
risk and restrictive blood transfusion strategies has been conducted to date. Therefore, we performed a 
meta-analysis with the purpose of assessing the infection risk among orthopedic patients who had been 
subjected to restrictive transfusion strategies.

Results
Search results. We identified 429 potential citations (128 from Medline; 130 from Embase; 100 
from the Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials Databases; 6 from the Cochrane Database of 
Systematic Reviews and 65 from Journals@Ovid Full Text) for studies comparing a restrictive blood 
transfusion strategy and a liberal transfusion strategy for the treatment of orthopedic patients. After 
screening the title and abstract or by further reviewing full-text articles, 8 RCTs with infection as an 
outcome were ultimately identified. A total of 3,588 patients were included in the analysis (Fig. 1).

One trial was conducted in Denmark, 1 in the Netherlands, 1 in Canada, 1 in China, 1 in England, 
and 3 in facilities spanning multiple countries (United States, Scotland and Canada). The general char-
acteristics of the 8 studies are summarized in Table 1, the infection outcome definition for the studies 
are summarized in Supplementary Table S1, and the quality scores for the studies are summarized in 
Supplementary Table S2 in the supplementary material. In these trials, the hemoglobin threshold ranged 
from 6.4 g/dL to 9.7 g/dL in the restrictive groups and from 8.0 g/dL to 10.0 g/dL in the liberal groups. 
Baseline hemoglobin levels were comparable between the two groups (Supplementary Table S3). Patients 

Figure 1. Flow chart illustrating the literature search for RCTs on transfusion strategies in relation to 
infections. 
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in the restrictive groups received fewer RBC units than those in the liberal groups (Supplementary Table 
S3 in supplementary material). The studies included were all of high quality (Jadad score ≥  3.0).

Meta-analyses. Eight studies with 3,588 patients provided information about infection. The over-
all pooled risk ratio for the association between transfusion strategy and infection was 0.65 (95% CI, 
0.47–0.91; P =  0.012), as shown in the forest plot presented in Fig.  2. No heterogeneity was observed 
(P =  0.962, I2 =  0.0%).

We also conducted meta-analyses for wound infection and pneumonia. Of the 8 trials, 4 provided 
data on both wound infection and pneumonia, 1 provided data on wound infection only, and 1 pro-
vided data on pneumonia only. Restriction of the meta-analysis to the data on pneumonia yielded a 
pooled RR of 0.55 (95%CI, 0.24–1.25; P =  0.150) (Supplementary Fig. S1), whereas restriction of the 
meta-analysis to the data on wound infection yielded a pooled RR of 0.66 (95%CI, 0.35–1.24; P =  0.196) 
(Supplementary Fig. S2). Publication bias was not evident according to Begg’s test (P =  0.71) or the 
Harbord test (P =  0.905; 95%CI, − 1.59–1.44) (Supplementary Figs S3 and S4).

Sensitivity analysis was performed to evaluate the robustness of our investigation by individually 
omitting all studies from the pool. The patients in one trial12 received leukocyte-depleted RBCs, and 
after omitting this study, the pooled RR of infection was 0.69 (95%CI, 0.46–1.05; P =  0.082) (Fig. 3 and 

Study, 
year

Age 
(years) Country Surgery

Transfusion threshold
RCT 
Size Infection

No. of Infections

R L Events(R) Total(R) Events(L) total(L)

Carson18 82.3 ±  9.5 US and 
Scotland

hip fracture 
repair

Hb <  8.0 g/dL 
in the absence 
of symptoms 

or symptomatic 
anemia

Hb <  10.0 g/dL 84 Pneumonia 0 42 2 42

Grover9 ≥ 55 southeast 
England

elective lower 
limb joint 

replacement

Hb <  8.0 g/dL, 
maintenance 

range, 8.0–9.5 g/
dL

Hb <  10.0 g/dL, 
maintenance range, 

10.0–12.0 g/dL
218 Chest 

infection 2 109 3 109

Wound 
infection 2 109 2 109

Foss19 ≥ 65 Denmark hip fracture 
repair Hb <  8.0 g/dL Hb <  10.0 g/dL 120 pneumonia 1 60 2 60

Wound 
infection 0 60 3 60

all 
infections 6 60 11 60

So-
Osman12 ≥ 18 Dutch hip or knee 

replacement
threshold range, 

6.4–9.7 g/dL

Varied by hospital, 
age and condition of 
patients, symptoms 

and time
619 Infections 18 299 31 304

Carson14 ≥ 50 US and 
Canada

hip fracture 
repair

Symptomatic 
anemia or if 
Hb <  8.0 g/dl

Hb <  10.0 g/dL 2016 Wound 
infection 8 1007 14 1005

Parker6 ≥ 60 Canada hip fracture 
surgery

8.0–9.5 g/dL and 
symptomatic 

anemia
8.0–9.5 g/dL 200 Pneumonia 2 100 5 100

Wound 
infection 3 100 1 100

All 
infections 6 100 6 100

Gruber-
Baldini7 ≥ 50 US and 

Canada
hip fracture 

repair
symptoms 
or ≤  8 g/dL  ≤  10 g/dL 139 Infection 3 72 3 66

Fan8 > 65 China hip 
replacement

Symptomatic 
anemia or if 

Hb <  8.0 g/dl, 
maintenance 

range, 8.0–10 g/
dL

maintenance ≥  10 g/dL 192 Pneumonia 3 94 3 92

Wound 
infection 2 94 3 92

All 
infections 8 94 10 92

Table 1. Characteristics of the 9 RCTs included in the final analysis of transfusion strategies and 
infection risk. Note: R represents restrictive blood transfusion strategies; L represents liberal blood 
transfusion strategies.



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

4Scientific RepoRts | 5:13421 | DOi: 10.1038/srep13421

Supplementary Fig. S5). The cumulative statistical data also revealed that the combined risk ratios for the 
association between transfusion strategy and infection were not influenced by any other individual study 
(Fig. 3). In addition, one trial8 was performed in China, and after omitting this study, the combined RR 
of infection was 0.63 (95%CI, 0.44–0.91; P =  0.013).

Figure 2. Forest plot of RRs with CIs for the use of transfusion strategies and the risk of infections 
according to the 8 RCTs in the fixed-effects model meta-analysis. 

Figure 3. Sensitivity analysis of the 8 RCTs. 
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The NNT with a restrictive transfusion strategy to prevent all infections was 62, and the number of 
avoided infections per 1,000 patients was 16.13.

Discussion
This meta-analysis of RCTs was performed to describe the infection risk following restrictive RBC trans-
fusion strategies compared to liberal RBC transfusion strategies in orthopedic patients. Our meta-analysis 
demonstrates that restrictive RBC transfusion strategies are associated with a 35% decrease in infection 
risk. The NNT to avoid infection using a restrictive transfusion strategy was 61. These findings are com-
parable to those of other recent meta-analyses11,13. When the data were restricted to wound infection or 
pneumonia, no statistically significant results were found. The findings in Rohde’s study11 showed that 
restrictive RBC transfusion strategies were associated with a 30% decrease in infection risk in orthope-
dic patients; however, our findings include more recent evidence with data from three additional trials. 
One study9 included the number of infections instead of the number of patients with infection; in our 
meta-analysis, the number of infections was used for this particular trial. However, Rohde’s study only 
extracted data on chest infection events (2 in the restrictive group and 3 in the liberal group), which may 
have led to inaccurate pooled results. In addition, Rohde’s study did not perform sensitivity analysis by 
omitting each study, especially omitting the trial which utilized leukocyte-depleted RBCs. In Salpeter’s 
study13, a meta-analysis of three RCTs showed that a restrictive hemoglobin transfusion trigger of < 7 g/
dL resulted in reduced in-hospital bacterial infections compared with a more liberal strategy; how-
ever, no data for orthopedic patients were provided. Therefore, although Rohde and his colleagues first 
described the relationship between restrictive blood transfusion strategy and infection risk in orthopedic 
patients, to the best of our knowledge, the findings of the present study are more thorough and robust.

Preoperative anemia is common in aged patients who have undergone major orthopedic surgery, and 
RBC transfusion is a common strategy used to treat anemia, particularly for patients showing symp-
toms or low hemoglobin concentrations7,14. Some previous studies15,16 performed RBC transfusions to 
increase oxygen-carrying capacity; however, despite increasing oxygen content, oxygen delivery was not 
increased. Moreover, to our knowledge, there is no trial evidence to date showing that blood transfusions 
significantly improve oxygen delivery. As transfusion-related adverse events are rather common and 
transfusion may affect infection risk by altering immune function5,17, decreasing blood transfusion may 
be beneficial for patients in some cases. Previous original studies12,14,18,19 reported that restrictive transfu-
sion strategies could effectively decrease the number of units transfused, and one study4 reported that the 
number of units of RBCs transfused under a liberal transfusion strategy was 2.9 times greater than that 
under a restrictive transfusion strategy; nonetheless, the long-term risk of mortality due to infection was 
similar for the two transfusion strategies. In all of the studies included in our meta-analysis, it was also 
demonstrated that the number of transfused units was significantly reduced under a restrictive strategy; 
although no significant decrease in the risk of infection was found, the trend toward a decline was appar-
ent in each of these studies. In the present meta-analysis, we observed that restrictive blood transfusion 
strategies could significantly decrease the risk of transfusion-associated infection. With regard to wound 
infection and pneumonia, although significantly decreased risks were not found, the decreasing trend 
was notable. Bernard et al.20 reported that the transfusion of 2 units of RBCs significantly increased the 
risk of pneumonia and surgical-site infection in general surgery patients. Carson et al.21 performed a 
retrospective cohort study of 9,598 consecutive hip fracture patients who underwent surgical repair, and 
the findings demonstrated that transfusion significantly increased both pneumonia and serious bacterial 
infections, which also included wound infections. Moreover, the cost of hospitalization was $14,000 
greater for patients with serious infection than for patients without infection.

Publication bias was not observed in our meta-analysis. According to the sensitivity analysis, the com-
bined results were unstable. One previous study22 reported that the transfusion of leukocyte-depleted RBCs 
could significantly decrease postoperative infections; after we omitted the trial12 using leukocyte-depleted 
RBCs, we found that the pooled results were unstable, which indicated that our results were likely due 
to differences in the utilization of leukoreduced products across randomized groups. The combined 
results after omitting the other trials were stable and robust according to the sensitivity analysis. We 
also obtained the same robust results after we omitted the trial8 conducted in Asia. However, it remains 
unknown whether associated infection risks are related to ethnicity, and more studies, particularly in 
non-Western populations, are required. One major strength of the current study was that all of the 
included reports adopted a randomized controlled design, and all were of good quality. Additionally, no 
heterogeneity was found in our analysis. The outcomes thus appear relevant to current practice.

Despite the advantages of this systematic review, there are some limitations. First, although we searched 
all RCTs describing the association between restrictive blood transfusion and infection, eligible studies 
were restricted to those published in the English language. In addition, the number of patients in some 
of the included studies was relatively small, implying that some studies may have led to underpowered 
results. Thus, larger-scale RCTs are needed, and our meta-analysis findings should be interpreted with 
caution. Second, studies with nonsignificant results, particularly those reporting the absence of an effect, 
may not be published because they are rejected by journals or because the investigators are unwilling to 
submit them for publication. Thus, the pooled results may be overestimated. Third, in this meta-analysis, 
the reporting of infectious outcomes varied across the included studies; in some studies, certain types 
of infections were listed, whereas in others, only one or two specific types of infections were reported. 



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

6Scientific RepoRts | 5:13421 | DOi: 10.1038/srep13421

Fourth, in our meta-analysis, the number of infections was used, possibly double-counting patients who 
may have had multiple infections. Fifth, we identified no RCTs evaluating lower hemoglobin transfu-
sion triggers for orthopedic patients, such as a level of < 7 g/dL, which indicates that further studies are 
required. Sixth, as the included studies have different criteria for restrictive and liberal strategies, more 
studies with the same criteria are needed. Finally, we state that the quality of RCTs could be improved 
to include the greater use of blinding and more comprehensive ascertainment of all infections using 
standardized definitions.

In summary, we conducted a meta-analysis of RCTs and found that a restrictive transfusion strategy 
resulted in a significant reduction in infections compared with a more liberal strategy in orthopedic 
patients. However, larger scale and well-designed RCTs are still needed to aid clinicians in choosing an 
optimal transfusion strategy for patients undergoing orthopedic surgery.

Methods
Search strategy and data sources. We searched Medline (from 1946 to December 2, 2014), Embase 
(from 1947 to December 2, 2014), the Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials (October 2014) 
and the Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews (from 2005 to October 2014) for randomized con-
trolled trials (RCTs) describing the study requirements listed below. There were no restrictions regarding 
language or type of publication. We also searched the bibliographies of relevant articles to identify any 
additional studies. The last search was conducted on November 24, 2014. The detailed protocol design, 
as used previously by Rohde11, is shown in Supplementary Table S4.

Study selection. Studies were considered eligible if they met all of the following criteria: (1) pre-
sented original data from an RCT; (2) used two comparator groups in which one group received a restric-
tive RBC transfusion strategy and the other received a liberal RBC transfusion strategy; (3) included 
orthopedic patients as the study participants; (4) reported infections as outcomes; and (5) had adequate 
data to be pooled for the analysis. If the data were duplicated or if the population was analyzed in more 
than one study, we included only the study with the largest sample size and the most comprehensive 
outcome evaluation.

Data extraction and quality assessment. Two teams of independent investigators (TZW and LYG, 
ZY and WGJ) independently evaluated the eligibility of the studies retrieved from the databases based 
on the selection criteria. These two teams independently extracted the following data: the first author’s 
name, year of publication, patients’ ages, sample size, hemoglobin thresholds, and infectious outcomes. 
Any disagreements were resolved either by discussion or consultation with the corresponding co-author 
(ZXG). The assessment of methodological quality was based on the Jadad scale scoring system23, in which 
the maximum score is 5. We defined low quality as a Jadad score < 3.0 and high quality as a score ≥3.0.

Statistical analyses. We calculated the risk ratios and 95% confidence intervals (CIs) for each study 
using the DerSimonian and Laird random-effects model24. One study reported the hazard ratio (HR), 
which was considered to approximate the risk ratio of infection. We computed the pooled RR and 95% CI 
for any infection in all studies based on the calculated RRs and 95% CIs. Additionally, we also pooled the 
risk ratio of pneumonia and wound infection for the studies that provided adequate data. Cochran Q and 
I2 statistics were used to evaluate statistical heterogeneity25. When the P value was < 0.1 and the I2 value 
was > 50%, the data were considered to be heterogeneous, and a random-effects model (DerSimonian 
and Laird method) was applied to estimate the overall summary effect sizes. A fixed-effects model24,26 
was used when no heterogeneity was present in the included studies. We calculated the number needed 
to treat (NNT) by using the risk of the event in the control group and the complement of relative risk 
(RR)27. To assess the stability of our results, a sensitivity analysis (by excluding each single study in turn) 
was conducted to estimate the influence of individual studies on the pooled result. We used the Harbord 
test28 and Begg’s test (rank correlation method)29 to assess potential publication bias.

References
1. Takei, T., Amin, N. A., Schmid, G., Dhingra-Kumar, N. & Rugg, D. Progress in global blood safety for HIV. J. Acquir. Immune 

Defic. Syndr. 52 Suppl 2, S127–131 (2009).
2. US Department of Health & Human Services. The 2009 National Blood Collection and Utilization Survey Report (US Department 

of Health and Human Services. Office of the Assistant Secretary for Health, Washington, DC, 2011).
3. Cobain, T., Vamvakas, E., Wells, A. & Titlestad, K. A survey of the demographics of blood use. Transfus. Med. 17, 1–15 (2007).
4. Carson, J. L. et al. Liberal versus restrictive blood transfusion strategy: 3-year survival and cause of death results from the FOCUS 

randomised controlled trial. Lancet 385, 1183–1189 (2015).
5. Williams III, L. A. & Snyder, E. L. Transfusion-related adverse events. in Reference Module in Biomedical Sciences (Elsevier, 2014).
6. Parker, M. J. Randomised trial of blood transfusion versus a restrictive transfusion policy after hip fracture surgery. Injury 44, 

1916–1918 (2013).
7. Gruber-Baldini, A. L. et al. Delirium outcomes in a randomized trial of blood transfusion thresholds in hospitalized older adults 

with hip fracture. J. Am. Geriatr. Soc. 61, 1286–1295 (2013).
8. Fan, Y. X. et al. Comparison of restrictive and liberal transfusion strategy on postoperative delirium in aged patients following 

total hip replacement: a preliminary study. Arch. Gerontol. Geriatr. 59, 181–185 (2014).
9. Grover, M. et al. Silent myocardial ischaemia and haemoglobin concentration: a randomized controlled trial of transfusion 

strategy in lower limb arthroplasty. Vox Sang. 90, 105–112 (2006).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

7Scientific RepoRts | 5:13421 | DOi: 10.1038/srep13421

10. Carson, J. L., Carless, P. A. & Hebert, P. C. Transfusion thresholds and other strategies for guiding allogeneic red blood cell 
transfusion. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 4, CD002042, doi: 10.1002/14651858.CD002042.pub3 (2012).

11. Rohde, J. M. et al. Health care-associated infection after red blood cell transfusion: a systematic review and meta-analysis. JAMA. 
311, 1317–1326 (2014).

12. So-Osman, C. et al. A randomized comparison of transfusion triggers in elective orthopaedic surgery using leucocyte-depleted 
red blood cells. Vox Sang. 98, 56–64 (2010).

13. Salpeter, S. R., Buckley, J. S. & Chatterjee, S. Impact of more restrictive blood transfusion strategies on clinical outcomes: a meta-
analysis and systematic review. Am. J. Med. 127, 124–131 e123 (2014).

14. Carson, J. L. et al. Liberal or restrictive transfusion in high-risk patients after hip surgery. N. Engl. J. Med. 365, 2453–2462 (2011).
15. Hebert, P. C., McDonald, B. J. & Tinmouth, A. Clinical consequences of anemia and red cell transfusion in the critically ill. Crit. 

Care Clin. 20, 225–235 (2004).
16. Napolitano, L. M. & Corwin, H. L. Efficacy of red blood cell transfusion in the critically ill. Crit. Care Clin. 20, 255–268 (2004).
17. Cata, J., Wang, H., Gottumukkala, V., Reuben, J. & Sessler, D. Inflammatory response, immunosuppression, and cancer recurrence 

after perioperative blood transfusions. Br. J. Anaesth. 110, 690–701 (2013).
18. Carson, J. L. et al. A pilot randomized trial comparing symptomatic vs. hemoglobin-level-driven red blood cell transfusions 

following hip fracture. Transfusion 38, 522–529 (1998).
19. Foss, N. B. et al. The effects of liberal versus restrictive transfusion thresholds on ambulation after hip fracture surgery. Transfusion 

49, 227–234 (2009).
20. Bernard, A. C., Davenport, D. L., Chang, P. K., Vaughan, T. B. & Zwischenberger, J. B. Intraoperative transfusion of 1 U to 2 U 

packed red blood cells is associated with increased 30-day mortality, surgical-site infection, pneumonia, and sepsis in general 
surgery patients. J. Am. Coll. Surg. 208, 931–937 e932 (2009).

21. Carson, J. et al. Risk of bacterial infection associated with allogeneic blood transfusion among patients undergoing hip fracture 
repair. Transfusion 39, 694–700 (1999).

22. Fergusson, D., Khanna, M. P., Tinmouth, A. & Hebert, P. C. Transfusion of leukoreduced red blood cells may decrease 
postoperative infections: two meta-analyses of randomized controlled trials. Can. J. Anesth. 51, 417–424 (2004).

23. Jadad, A. R. et al. Assessing the quality of reports of randomized clinical trials: is blinding necessary? Control. Clin. Trials 17, 
1–12 (1996).

24. DerSimonian, R. & Laird, N. Meta-analysis in clinical trials. Control. Clin. Trials 7, 177–188 (1986).
25. Higgins, J., Thompson, S. G., Deeks, J. J. & Altman, D. G. Measuring inconsistency in meta-analyses. BMJ. 327, 557–560 (2003).
26. Mantel, N. & Haenszel, W. Statistical aspects of the analysis of data from retrospective studies of disease. J. Natl. Cancer Inst. 22, 

719–748 (1959).
27. Poulos, J. & Kam, P. “Number needed to treat”: a tool for summarizing treatment effect, and its application in anaesthesia and 

pain management. Curr. Anaesth. Crit. Care 16, 173–179 (2005).
28. Harbord, R. M., Egger, M. & Sterne, J. A. A modified test for small-study effects in meta-analyses of controlled trials with binary 

endpoints. Stat. Med. 25, 3443–3457 (2006).
29. Begg, C. B. & Mazumdar, M. Operating characteristics of a rank correlation test for publication bias. Biometrics 50, 1088–1101 

(1994).

Author Contributions
T.Z.W. and Z.Y. were responsible for the initial plan, study design, data collection, data extraction, data 
interpretation, manuscript drafting, statistical analysis, and performance of the study. T.Z.W. and Z.X.G. 
were responsible for critical revision of the manuscript. L.Y.G., W.G.J., D.S.L. and W.S.N. were responsible 
for data interpretation, manuscript drafting, supervision, and critical revision of the manuscript. Z.X.G. 
and T.Z.W. act as the guarantors for this article and take full responsibility for this study.

Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at http://www.nature.com/srep
Competing financial interests: The authors declare no competing financial interests.
How to cite this article: Teng, Z. et al. Restrictive blood transfusion strategies and associated infection 
in orthopedic patients: a meta-analysis of 8 randomized controlled trials. Sci. Rep. 5, 13421; doi: 
10.1038/srep13421 (2015).

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. The 
images or other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Com-

mons license, unless indicated otherwise in the credit line; if the material is not included under the 
Creative Commons license, users will need to obtain permission from the license holder to reproduce 
the material. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

http://www.nature.com/srep
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Restrictive blood transfusion strategies and associated infection in orthopedic patients: a meta-analysis of 8 randomized controlled trials
	Introduction
	Results
	Search results
	Meta-analyses

	Discussion
	Methods
	Search strategy and data sources
	Study selection
	Data extraction and quality assessment
	Statistical analyses

	Additional Information
	References



 
    
       
          application/pdf
          
             
                Restrictive blood transfusion strategies and associated infection in orthopedic patients: a meta-analysis of 8 randomized controlled trials
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2015). doi:10.1038/srep13421
            
         
          
             
                Zhaowei Teng
                Yun Zhu
                Yugang Liu
                Guojun Wei
                Shuangneng Wang
                Shaoliang Du
                Xiguang Zhang
            
         
          doi:10.1038/srep13421
          
             
                Nature Publishing Group
            
         
          
             
                © 2015 Nature Publishing Group
            
         
      
       
          
      
       
          © 2015 Macmillan Publishers Limited
          10.1038/srep13421
          2045-2322
          
          Nature Publishing Group
          
             
                permissions@nature.com
            
         
          
             
                http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep13421
            
         
      
       
          
          
          
             
                doi:10.1038/srep13421
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2015). doi:10.1038/srep13421
            
         
          
          
      
       
       
          True
      
   




