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FIGURE S1. A summary table of review authors’ judgements for each risk of bias item for each randomized study
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FIGURE S2. A plot of the distribution of review authors' judgements across randomized studies for each risk of bias item

TXA Non-TXA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI
1211V
!l test 0 0 0 0 0 0
Digas 2015 2.24 0.17 30 2.8 0.14 30 9.9%
Guzel 2016 1.26 0.13 50 2.02 0.09 50 9.9% .
Huang 2017 2.3 0.49 50 3.71 0.95 50 9.3% e
Kim 2013 4 1.4 163 4.4 14 163 9.2% i
Kyriakopoulos 2019 2.76 1.07 41 3.32 1.43 41 8.0% -0.56 [-1.11, -0.01] —
Lee 2013 2 09 36 22 09 36 8.7% -0.20 [-0.62, 0.22] =
Liu 2018 94 32 150 76 48 74 4.5% 1.80[0.59, 3.01] . S—
Macgillivray 2011 55 2.8 40 22 07 20 5.9% -16.50 [-17.42, -15.58] <
Motififard 2015 1.89 0.06 45 2.67 0.09 45 9.9% -0.78 [-0.81 75] .
Onodera 2012 2.2 TI 50 3.11 1.26 50 8.4% -0.91 [-1.38, -0.44] o
Orpen 2006 23 13 15 26 13 14 5.7% -0.30 [-1.25, 0.65] b T
Shen 2015 23 96 41 23 36 40 1.1% 0.00 [-3.14, 3.14] I
Sun 2017 22 06 45 35 0.8 45 9.3% -1.30 [-1.59, 01] o
Subtotal (95% CI) 756 658 100.0% -1.54 [-1.89, -1.19] L 2

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.32; Chi? = 1212.88, df = 12 (P < 0.00001); I = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z = 8.67 (P < 0.00001)

1.2.2 Topical

Digas 2015 2.26 0.18 30 2.8 0.14 30 20.9% -0.54 [-0.62, -0.46] L}
Fernandes Guerreir 2017 1.04 0.6 22 1.6 1 21 11.4% -0.56 [-1.06, -0.06] ]
Georgiadis 2013 25 038 50 33 12 51 13.7% -0.80 [-1.20, —
Kyriakopoulos 2019 2.35 0.91 42 3.32 1.43 41 10.9% -0.97 [-1.49, i
Morales Santias 2020 23 07 115 2.8 09 115 18.5% -0.50 [-0.71. -
Sa-ngasoongsong 2013 22 07 90 29 12 45 14.1% -0.70 [-1.08, ——
Wong 2010 33 13 64 52 13 35  10.6% -1.90 [-2.44, -1.36] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 413 338 100.0% -0.78 [-1.03, -0.54] *

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.07; Chi® = 28.57, df = 6 (P < 0.0001); I = 79%
Test for overall effect: Z = 6.27 (P < 0.00001)

-4

=2 0 2 4
Favours [TXA] Favours [Non-TXA]

FIGURE S3. Forest plot of hemoglobin changes in 24-hours after surgery among TXA and non-TXA group in subgroup analysis due to
TXA administration route

XA Non-TXA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean  SD Total  Mean  SD Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI
1411V

Aguilera 2015 817.54 324.82 48 1,415.72 595.11 48  3.9% -598.18[-789.98, -406.38] ¢

Benon 1996 4863 224 35 1,143.8 4577 39  42% -657.50(-819.18,-495.82] ¢

Camarasa 2006 1,005 473 35 1,784 660 60  3.5% -689.00[-918.01,-459.99] ¢

Chen 2016 1,739.5 609.1 60 2,392.9 5388 60  3.8% -653.40[-859.17, -447.63] ¢

Digas 2015 1,086 102 30 1,455 116 30  4.9% -369.00[-424.27,-313.73] ¢

Drosos 2016 1,123.42 216.58 30 1,342.49 363.04 30  43% -219.07 [-370.34,-67.80] ¢———

Engel 2001 7363 217.9 12 8363 3248 12 3.6% -100.00[-321.29, 121.29]

Good 2003 1,0435 1443 27 1,491 2431 24  4.6% -447.50[-558.95,-336.05] ¢

Hippala 1995 847 356 15 1,549 574 13  2.5% -702.00 [-1062.30, -341.70] ¢

Huang 2017 7345 2742 50 15843 4143 50  4.4% -849.80 [-987.51,-712.09] ¢

Jansen 1999 678 352 21 1,419 607 21  2.9% -741.00 [-1041.11,-440.89] ¢

Kim 2013 1,074.1 3563 163 1,179.9 380.5 163  4.8% -105.80[-185.82,-25.78] 4
Kundu 2015 146 337 30 577.67 155.07 30  4.9% -431.67 [-488.46, -374.88] ¢

Lal Gautam 2011 443 13438 20 98525 220.4 20  4.6% -542.25[-655.38,-429.12] ¢

Liu 2018 547.2 139 150 69751 176.63 74  4.9% -150.31[-196.29,-104.33] ¢

Macgillivray 2011 570 2943 40 918 549 20  3.3%  -348.00 [-605.31, -90.69]

Maniar 2012 824 2268 40 1,097 6742 40  3.6% -273.00 [-493.44, -52.56] 4——————
Molloy 2007 1,225 499 50 1,415 416 50 4.0%  -190.00([-370.07,-9.93) ¢
Onodera 2012 3804 2712 50 6764 3062 50  4.6% -296.00 [-409.38,-182.62] ¢

Orpen 2006 660 947 15 726 1028 14 4.8% -66.00 [-138.09, 6.09] ¢
Shen 2015 958.4 191.8 41 1,172.6 4663 40  42% -214.20[-370.18,-58.22] ¢

Shinde 2015 295 218 14 482 186 14  4.3% -187.00[-337.11,-36.89] 4
Sun 2017 87731 91.83 45 1,296.94 207.99 45  4.9% -419.63 [-486.06, -353.20] ¢

Zhang 2019 850.79 226.44 57 112866 279.38 59  4.7% -277.87 [-370.27,-185.47] ¢

Subtotal (95% CI) 1078 1006 100.0% -381.82 [-461.48, -302.15] «

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 32894.14; Chi? = 300.28, df = 23 (P < 0.00001); I = 92%

Test for overall effect: Z = 9.39 (P < 0.00001)

1.4.2 Topical

Aguilera 2015 1,021.57 481.09 47 1,415.72 595.11 48  6.6% -394.15[-611.54,-176.76] ¢

Alshryda 2013 919 487 64 1,725 823 61  5.9% -806.00 [-1044.52, -567.48] ¢

Antinolfi 2013 576.75 2267 20 91525 193.8 20 10.1% -338.50 [-469.21,-207.79] ¢

Digas 2015 943 87 30 1,455 116 30 13.5% -512.00[-563.89, -460.11] ¢

Drosos 2016 1,048.15 214.49 30 1,342.49 363.04 30  9.1% -294.34 [-445.23,-143.45] ¢

Georgiadis 2013 940.2 327.1 50 1,293.1 5327 51  82% -352.90[-524.93,-180.87] ¢

Maniar 2012 809 3411 40 1,097 6742 40  6.0% -288.00[-522.15,-53.85] +—————
Morales Santias 2020 6203 2773 115 1,094.8 279.7 115 12.7% -474.50 [-546.49, -402.51] ¢

Wong 2010 1,249.9 855 64 1,609.5 745 35 14.0% -359.60[-391.97,-327.23] ¢

Zhang 2021 2,328.82 108.91 50 2,875.01 107.39 52 13.8% -546.19 [-588.18, -504.20] ¢

Subtotal (95% CI) 510 482 100.0% -436.21 [-511.54, -360.89] «

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 10240.17; Chi? = 74.23, df = 9 (P < 0.00001); I* = 88%

Test for overall effect: Z = 11.35 (P < 0.00001)
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FIGURE S4. Forest plot of total blood loss among TXA and non-TXA group in subgroup analysis due to TXA administration route



FIGURE S5. Forest

Non-TXA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI
1.6.11V
Chen 2016 486.7 138.3 60 592.5 170.5 60 8.2% -105.80 [-161.35,-50.25] ¢
Digas 2015 285 26 30 277 22 30 11.5% 8.00 [-4.19, 20.19] N T
Engel 2001 231 115.5 12 161.5 433 12 7.0% 69.50 [-0.29, 139.29] "
Hippala 1995 428 254 15 415 244 13 2.1% 13.00 [-171.70, 197.70]
Huang 2017 144.8 80.1 50 154 549 50 10.6% -9.20 [-36.12, 17.72] —e—
Kundu 2015 40.83 25.87 30 139.67 57.28 30 10.9% -98.84[-121.33,-76.35] #——
Liu 2018 176.79 32.8 150 181.39 35.2 74 11.6% -4.60 [-14.19, 4.99] I
Orpen 2006 220 50.8 15 1443 60.9 14 9.5% 75.70 [34.73, 116.67] —a—
Shinde 2015 142 80 14 310 149 14 5.6% -168.00 [-256.59, -79.41] +—
Sun 2017 134.23 21.21 45 208.95 31.42 45 11.5%  -74.72 [-85.80, -63.64] —
Zhang 2019 94.74 26.26 57 141.02 42.25 59 11.4%  -46.28 [-59.04, -33.52] _—
Subtotal (95% CI) 478 401 100.0% -31.12 [-60.32, -1.93]
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 1895.76; Chi? = 221.54, df = 10 (P < 0.00001); I> = 95%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.09 (P = 0.04)
1.6.2 Topical
Digas 2015 235 23 30 277 22 30 29.1% -42.00 [-53.39, -30.61] —
Roy 2012 109.6 71.54 25 194 79.66 25 14.4% -84.40[-126.37,-42.43] ¢———
Yang 2015 124 40 40 114 47 40  25.3% 10.00 [-9.13, 29.13] o e
Zhang 2021 109.89 12.81 50 131.01 9.21 52 31.2%  -21.12 [-25.46, -16.78] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 145 147 100.0%  -28.41[-49.98, -6.84] e
Heterogeneity: Tau? 82.96; Chi? = 31.06, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I> = 90%
Test for overall effect: 2.58 (P =0.010)
-100 -50 50 100

plot of intraoperative blood loss among TXA and non-TXA group

Favours [TXA] Favours [Non-TXA]

in subgroup analysis due to TXA administration route

TXA Non-TXA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1811V
Aguilera 2015 144.9 108.49 48 538.06 301.26 48 5.5% -393.16 [-483.74, -302.58] ¢
Alvarez 2019 392 376 11 518 339 11 3.0% -126.00[-425.17, 173.17]
Bidolegui 2014 363.4 141 25 626 260 25 5.2% -262.60 [-378.54, -146.66] ¢
Chen 2016 2453 126.4 60 613.4 263.1 60 5.7% -368.10 [-441.96, -294.24] ¢
Digas 2015 192 21 30 415 24 30 6.0% -223.00 [-234.41, -211.59] ¢
Emara 2014 640 25 20 1,100 30 20 6.0% -460.00 [-477.11, -442.89] ¢
Good 2003 421.8 73.6 27 800.8 134.8 24 5.8% -379.00 [-439.66, -318.34] ¢
Huang 2017 168.5 72.5 50 321.4 1219 50 5.9% -152.90[-192.21,-113.59] ¢
Keyhani 2016 406 36 40 494 73 40 6.0% -88.00 [-113.22, -62.78] +———
Kim 2013 55 74.7 163 153.8 184 163 5.9% -98.80 [-129.29, -68.31] +———
Kim 2021 278.5 198.2 254 258 110.8 64 5.9% 20.50 [-15.98, 56.98] B
Lee 2013 191 145 36 462 225 36 5.5% -271.00 [-358.44, -183.56] ¢
Maniar 2012 268 108 40 500 184.1 40 5.7% -232.00 [-298.14, -165.86] ¢
Oztas 2015 390.83 151.7 30 777.43 249.46 30 5.3% -386.60 [-491.08, -282.12] ¢
Shen 2015 195.3 98.6 41 3413 1118 40 5.9% -146.00 [-191.95, -100.05] ¢
Volquind 2016 552.81 107 32 740.16 205 30 5.6% -187.35[-269.54, -105.16] ¢
Zohar 2004 213.5 57.2 40 444 143 20 5.7% -230.50 [-295.63, -165.37] ¢
Alvarez 2008 170 109 46 551 352 49 5.4% -381.00 [-484.47, -277.53] ¢
Subtotal (95% CI) 993 780 100.0% -243.25 [-316.36, -170.14] <«

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 23164.80; Chi* = 1156.05, d

Test for overall effect: Z = 6.52 (P < 0.00001)

1.8.2 Topical
Aguilera 2015
Alshryda 2013
Chiang 2019
Digas 2015
Emara 2014
Keyhani 2016
Maniar 2012
Oztas 2015
Sa-ngasoongsong 2013
Zhang 2021

Subtotal (95% CI)
Heterogeneity: Tau? =
Test for overall effect:

200.1
297
56.1
121
625
422
244
324.66
452.6
179.08

163.5
196

47
64
152
30
20
40
40
30
90
50
563

f = 17 (P < 0.00001); I* = 99%

538.06 301.26
465 298
80.1 48
415 24
1,100 30
494 73
366 1493
777.43 249.46
546.9 273
187.08 8.06

7354.58; Chi* = 4571.53, df = 9 (P < 0.00001); I* = 100%
= 3.81 (P = 0.0001)

48 9.5% -337.96 [-435.16, -240.76] ¢

65 9.7%  -168.00 [-254.91, -81.09] +—
152 10.4% -24.00 [-33.36, -14.64] -

30 10.4% -294.00 [-304.52, -283.48] ¢

20 10.3% -475.00 [-495.20, -454.80] ¢

40  10.3% -72.00 [-99.60, -44.40) ——————

40  10.0% -122.00[-185.90,-58.10] +———

30 9.5% -452.77 [-552.86, -352.68] ¢

45 9.6% -94.30 [-188.15,-0.45] &

-8.00 [-11.06, -4.94]

52 10.4%
522 100.0% -202.89 [-307.32, -98.46] -

-100 =50

50 100
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FIGURE S6. Forest plot of 24-hours blood loss from the drain among TXA and non-TXA group in subgroup analysis due to TXA adminis-

tration route



TXA Non-TXA Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, d 95% Cl M-H, d 95% Cl
1.10.11v
Aguilera 2015 0 50 13 50 1.8% 0.03[0.00,0.48]
Alvarez 2019 0 11 5 11 1.6% 0.05[0.00,1.09] ¢
Bidolegui 2014 0 25 8 25 1.7% 0.04[0.00,0.75] —————
Camarasa 2006 1 35 23 60 2.8% 0.05[0.01,0.37] ¥———
Chen 2016 36 60 58 60 3.9% 0.05[0.01,0.23] ———
Digas 2015 7 30 13 30 4.9% 0.40[0.13, 1.21] —
Drosos 2016 4 30 18 30 4.4% 0.10 [0.03, 0.37] — =
Emara 2014 1 20 7 20 2.5% 0.10[0.01,0.89] ————
Good 2003 3 27 14 24 4.0% 0.09 [0.02, 0.38] —
Hippala 1997 17 39 34 38 4.6% 0.09 [0.03, 0.31] - ———
Huang 2017 0 50 8 50 1.7% 0.05[0.00,0.88] ———
Ishida 2011 0 50 1 50 1.4% 0.33[0.01, 8.21]
Jansen 1999 2 21 13 21 3.4% 0.06 [0.01,0.36] ——————
Keyhani 2016 2 40 10 40 3.7% 0.16 [0.03, 0.78] -
Kim 2013 6 163 26 163 5.4% 0.20 [0.08, 0.50] _=
Kundu 2015 3 30 24 30 3.9% 0.03[0.01,0.12] &———
Kyriakopoulos 2019 3 41 27 41 4.3% 0.04[0.01,0.16] —————
Lee 2013 4 36 15 36 4.5% 0.17 [0.05, 0.60] _—
Liu 2018 46 150 38 74 6.4% 0.42 [0.24, 0.74] I
Macgillivray 2011 13 40 10 20 4.9% 0.48 [0.16, 1.44] —
Maniar 2012 5 40 7 40 4.5% 0.67[0.19, 2.33] 1
Onodera 2012 2 50 1 50 2.2% 2.04[0.18, 23.27] —
Orpen 2006 1 15 3 14 2.3% 0.26 [0.02, 2.88] —
Oztas 2015 0 30 8 30 1.7% 0.04[0.00,0.79] ——
Shen 2015 4 41 5 40 4.1% 0.76 [0.19, 3.05] e —
Sun 2017 2 45 20 45 3.8% 0.06 [0.01,0.27] ————
Veien 2002 ) 15 2 &5 1.5% 0.17 [0.01, 3.96]
Zhang 2019 0 57 0 59 Not estimable
Zohar 2004 5 40 12 20 4.4% 0.10 [0.03, 0.35] _—
Alvarez 2008 2 46 36 49 3.7% 0.02 [0.00, 0.08] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 1327 1235 100.0% 0.13 [0.09, 0.20] >
Total events 169 459
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.68; Chi® = 63.62, df = 28 (P = 0.0001); I = 56%
Test for overall effect: Z = 9.14 (P < 0.00001)
1.10.2 Topical
Aguilera 2015 4 50 13 50  8.4% 0.25 [0.07, 0.82] _—
Alshryda 2013 1 79 13 78 2.8% 0.06 [0.01,0.50] ————
Digas 2015 5 30 13 30 8.4% 0.26 [0.08, 0.87] —
Drosos 2016 3 30 18 30 6.2% 0.07 [0.02, 0.30] =
Emara 2014 1 20 7 20 2.5% 0.10[0.01,0.89) —
Georgiadis 2013 0 50 4 51 1.4% 0.10[0.01,1.99] ¢ —
Keyhani 2016 3 40 10 40 6.4% 0.24 [0.06, 0.96] e —
Kyriakopoulos 2019 4 42 27 41 8.2% 0.05 [0.02, 0.18] —_—
Maniar 2012 3 40 7 40 5.9% 0.38 [0.09, 1.60] _—
Oztas 2015 0 30 8 30 1.4% 0.04[0.00,0.79] ¢
Roy 2012 2 25 7 25 4.2% 0.22 [0.04, 1.21] e
Sa-ngasoongsong 2013 6 90 10 45 10.2% 0.25 [0.08, 0.74] —s
Wang 2015 0 30 7 30 1.4% 0.05[0.00,0.95] ¢
Wong 2010 4 64 5 35 6.3% 0.40 [0.10, 1.60] = = | 3
Yang 2015 10 40 19 40  13.5% 0.37 [0.14, 0.95] S
Zhang 2021 7 50 23 52 12.9% 0.21[0.08, 0.54] .
Subtotal (95% CI) 710 637 100.0% 0.20 [0.14, 0.28] &
Total events 53 191
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 14.12, df = 15 (P = 0.52); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 9.19 (P < 0.00001)
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FIGURE S7. Forest plot of blood transfusion occurrence among TXA and non-TXA group in subgroup analysis due to TXA administration
route



Table S1. Characteristics of included studies

TXA group Non-TXA group
Study
Study Country | 4. No. of Sex, No. of Sex,
€sign . Age : Age
patients male | patients male
Alipour et al. 2013 Iran RCT 26 68.6 = 10 11 27 63.11 =124 |16
(42.3%) (59.3%)
Alshryda et al. 2013 UK RCT 79 65.5+96 30 78 67.1 £10.2 44
(38.0%) (56.4%)
Alvarez et al. 2008 Sapin RCT 46 71 =9 7 49 727 10
(15.2%) (20.4%)
Alvarez et al. 2019 Sapin RCT 11 7075 3 11 724 +71 2
(27.3%) (18.1%)
Antinolfi et al. 2013 Italy RCT 20 719 =51 11 20 707 +7.3 10
(55.0%) (50.0%)
Benon et al. 1996 Sweden RCT 43 76 =7 13 43 74 7 10
(30.2%) (23.3%)
Bidolegui et al. 2014 Argentina RCT 50 71.5+x94 NS 50 7268 NS
Bradshaw et al. 2012 Australia RCT 26 67.1+9.4 14 20 68.2 + 9.8 13
(53.8%) (65.0%)
Camarasa et al. 2006 Spain RCT 35 73 (61-84) 9 60 72 (52-85) 12
(25.7%) (20.0%)
Chen et al. 2016 China RCT 60 66.5 + 7.1 16 60 64.2 +6.2 14
(26.7%) (23.3%)
Chiang et al. 2019 Taiwan RCT 151 257 £ 84 125 149 27.6 6.9 119
(82.8%) (79.9%)
Ellis et al. 2001 Israel RCT 10 71+£5 4 10 72+8 3
(40.0%) (30.0%)
Engel et al. 2001 Germany RCT 12 71+9 4 12 66 = 11 4
(33.3%) (33.3%)
Fernandes Guerreir et al. | Brasil RCT 22 68.36 (55-86) | 4 21 69.14 (55-81) | 7
2017 (18.2%) (33.3%)
Georgiadis et al. 2013 USA RCT 50 67.0 9.0 19 51 64.5+8.2 12
(38.0%) (23.5%)
Good et al. 2003 Sweden RCT 27 72 (46-83) 9 24 72 (50-84) 6
(33.3%) (25.0%)
Guzel et al. 2016 Turkey RCT 50 66.5 = 5.1 7 50 67 +4.5 10
(14.0%) (20.0%)
Hiippala et al. 1997 Finland RCT 39 707 4 38 69 =5 8
(10.3%) (21.1%)
Hippala et al. 1995 Finalnd RCT 15 70(56-92) 2 13 70 (63-78) 3
(13.3%) (23.1%)
Huang et al. 2017 China RCT 100 66.1+7.6 34 50 65.8 + 6.3 15
(34.0%) (30.0%)
Ishida et al. 2011 Japan RCT 50 733 5.0 6 50 735+ 6.1 6
(12.0%) (12.0%)
Jensen et al. 1999 Belgium RCT 21 70.7 (62-80) 5 21 71 (64-84) 3
(23.8%) (14.3%)
Karaaslan et al. 2015 Turkey RCT 41 65.9 + 8.0 6 40 65.6 +7.0 8
(14.6%) (20.0%)
Kim et al. 2013 Korea RCT |90 73555 |11 90 71.9£559 |12
(12.2%) (13.3%)




Table S1. Characteristics of included studies

TXA group Non-TXA group
Study
Study Country design | No. of Aoe Sex, No. of Aoe Sex,
patients 9 male | patients 9 male
Kim et al. 2021 Korea RCT 254 69.8 + 6.4 24 64 67.2 5.1 6
(9.4%) (9.4%)
Kundu et al. 2015 India RCT 30 60.3£12.56 8 30 59.6 +12.2 7
(26.7%) (23.3%)
Lal Gautam et al. 2011 India RCT 20 65.65%+6.27 8 20 64.65 =975 |8
(40.0%) (40.0%)
Leeetal 2013 Korea RCT 36 69.7 £7.9 5 36 69.2 = 7.7 5
(13.9%) (13.8%)
Lee et al. 2017 China RCT 94 70+ 8 31 95 68 =8 29
(33.0%) (30.5%)
Liuetal. 2018 China RCT 150 63.5 £ 6.8 64 74 61.85 6.4 31
(42.7%) (41.9%)
MacGillivray et al. 2011 | United Arab | RCT 40 63.5+43 15 20 66 7.5 5
Emirates (37.5%) (25.0%)
Maniar et al. 2012 India RCT 80 67.8 + 8.5 16 40 66.2 +7.2 4
(20.0%) (10.0%)
Molly et al. 2007 Ireland RCT 50 NS NS 50 NS NS
Motififard et al. 2015 Iran RCT 45 67.04 =8.01 |10 45 65.66 = 4.97 |13
(20.2%) (28.9%)
Onodera et al. 2012 Japan RCT 50 70.4 = 10.1 8 50 705 + 83 9
(16.0%) (18.0%)
Orpen et al. 2006 UK RCT 15 73 (70-78) 8 14 69 (63-74) 3
(53.3%) (21.4%)
Oztaz et al. 2015 Turkey RCT 60 675+ 6.3 9 30 67.03 +6.15 |5
(15.0%) (16.7%)
Roy et al. 2012 India RCT 25 66.04 =7.15 |15 25 66.56 = 8.03 |9
(60.0%) (36.0%)
Sa-ngasoongsong et al. | Thailand RCT 90 67.9 = 8.1 8 45 66.2 =73 2
2013 (8.9%) (4.4%)
Santias et al. 2020 Spain RCT 115 71179 35 115 70.0 = 8.0 41
(30.4%) (35.7%)
Shen et al. 2015 China RCT 41 65.7£8.2 8 40 649 +79 M
(19.5%) (27.5%)
Shinde et al. 2015 India RCT 14 66.79 +6.12 |3 14 63.79 £ 885 |1
(21.4%) (7.1%)
Sun et al. 2017 China RCT 45 68.1 £7.9 10 45 674 84 8
(22.2%) (17.8%)
Veien et al. 2002 Denmark RCT 15 70.5 £ 9.5 4 14 69.5 = 9.0 1
(26.7%) (7.1%)
Volquind et al. 2016 Brazil RCT 32 67.87 £5 10 30 63.96 = 4 9
(31.3%) (30.0%)
Wang et al. 2015 China RCT 30 64.90 =638 |9 30 64.97 +6.75 |6
(30.0%) (20.0%)
Wong et al. 2010 Canada RCT 64 659 +11.2 20 35 68.4+104 13
(31.3%) (37.1%)
Yang et al. 2015 China RCT 40 69 =5 12 40 67 £ 6 10
(30.0%) (25.0%)




Table S1. Characteristics of included studies

TXA group Non-TXA group
Study
Study Country | 4. No. of Sex, No. of Sex,
€sign . Age : Age
patients male | patients male
Yen et al. 2021 Taiwan RCT 34 NS NS 35 NS NS
Zhang et al. 2021 (A) China RCT 57 65.21 £8.23 |10 59 64.78 + 6.63 | 11
(17.5%) (18.6%)
Zhang et al. 2021 (B) China RCT 50 65.19 £ 6.87 |16 52 64.81 =7.08 |18
(32.0%) (34.6%)
Zohar et al. 2004 Israel RCT 40 69 + 9 12 20 73 +7 7
(30.0%) (35.0%)

RCT — randomized controlled trial; NS — not specified
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