
199

O  A

Blood Transfus 2017; 15: 199-206  DOI 10.2450/2016.0324-15
© SIMTI Servizi Srl

Appropriate use of red blood cell transfusion in emergency departments: 
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Background. Transfusion of blood components continues to be an important therapeutic 
resource into the 21st century. Between 5 and 58% of transfusions carried out are estimated to be 
unnecessary. According to several studies, at least 20% of packed red blood cell transfusions (RBCT) 
are administered in hospital emergency departments (ED), but few data are available about the 
appropriateness of RBCT in this setting. This multicentre, cross-sectional observational study aims 
to assess the appropriateness of RBCT indications and transfused volumes in patients who attend ED. 

Materials and methods. The study cohort is made up of consecutive consenting adult patients 
(≥18 years old) who received RBCT in ED over a 3-month period and for whom relevant clinical 
data were collected and analysed.

Results. Data from 908 RBCT episodes (2±1 units per transfused patient) were analysed. RBCT 
was considered appropriate in 21.4% (n=195), with significant differences according to RBCT 
indication (p<0.001), hospital level (p<0.001) and prescribing physician (p=0.002). Pre-transfusion 
haemoglobin level (Hb) negatively correlated with RBCT appropriateness (r=–0.616; p<0.01). Only 
72.4% of appropriate RBCT had a post-transfusion Hb assessment (n=516). Of these, 45% were 
considered to be over-transfused (n=232), with significant differences according to RBCT indication 
(p=0.012) and prescribing physician (p=0.047). Overall, 584/1,433 (41%) of evaluable RBC units 
were unnecessarily transfused.

Discussion. The appropriateness of RBCT in ED is similar to other hospital departments, but the 
rate of over-transfusion was high. These data support the need for a reassessment after transfusion 
of each RBC unit before further units are prescribed. In view of these results, we recommend that 
physicians should be made more aware of the need to prescribe RBCT appropriately in order to 
reduce over-transfusion.
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Introduction
Transfusion of blood components (TBC) continues 

to be an important therapeutic resource into the 
21st century. Thanks to advances in science and the 
implementation of legal regulations, in recent years, 
TBC has achieved reasona bly high levels of safety1-5. 
Such progress has meant that Transfusion Medicine 
is now an established area of medical specialisation 
made up of a multidisciplinary team of health-
care professionals6. The establishment of Hospital 
Transfusion Committees has also led to improvements 
in the quality of clinical care through promoting 
audits, educational programs, the development of 
guidelines, and the implementation of cost-saving 
strategies7.

However, despite such advances, there are still 
significant potential risks involved in TBC. The safety 
of the transfusion lies not only in the correct selection, 
preparation and administration of blood products, 
but also in the ability to correctly interpret when 
such intervention is appropriate. It is estimated that 
between 5 and 58% of transfusions are unnecessary6-10. 
Administration should always be performed by 
medical prescription, and, whenever possible, a signed 
informed consent should be obtained from the patient. 
An indication for TBC is generally based on clinical 
practice guidelines or consensus recommendations 
from expert panels, but is rarely supported by clinical 
trials11-13. In this context, TBC is a complex intervention 
which must be based on clinical evidence and adjusted 
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according to cardiovascular risk factors and laboratory 
test results. It is essential to rationalise and optimise 
TBC prescription since blood is a limited therapeutic 
resource, which depends exclusively on the altruism of 
individual donors2.

Over 50% of all TBCs are given to surgical or 
critically ill patients. Red blood cell transfusion (RBCT) 
is the most frequently used and anaesthesiologists 
are responsible for about 50% of these6,14,15. In recent 
years, there has been an increase in the use of TBC in 
Emergency Departments (ED) when compared to other 
hospital areas. In Spain, several studies have assessed the 
epidemiology and adequacy of the indication of TBC in 
different hospital areas, but the incidence of inadequate 
TBC indications in the ED is still unknown16-20. However, 
it is expected to be higher than in other departments 
because decisions related to treatment must be taken 
much quicker in ED than in other hospital areas, and 
this could contribute to some laxity in the application 
of established TBC criteria.

This multicentre study was aimed at assessing the 
appropriateness of RBCT prescriptions and transfused 
volumes in ED. Secondary study variables were the 
appropriateness of RBCT according to indication, hospital 
and level of expertise of the prescribing physician.

Materials and methods
Study design

This was a multicentre, cross-sectional observational 
study. The study cohort was made up of consecutive 
consenting adult patients (≥18 years old) who received 
RBCT in ED of any of 5 participating centres (Hospitals 
A to E) over a 3-month period. A transfusion episode was 
defined as the interval between the prescription of an RBCT 
and completion of its administration. When several RBC 
units were administered to the same patient under the same 
condition (e.g. acute haemorrhage), all the units received 
are considered to be part of a single transfusion episode.

Spanish public health hospitals are classified 
according to a cluster analysis of the National Health 
System, as follows21.
- Group V: very large hospitals covering many square 

metres that offer a wide range of care for a large 
number of patients, in a large structure with extensive 
care services; over 1,000 beds; more than 500 
doctors, and an average 300 resident physicians in 36 
different specialties (minimum 17). Technologically 
very advanced, with a broad portfolio of complex 
services (>5 complex services), these hospitals 
receive more than 200,000 emergency cases per year.

- Group IV: includes large hospitals, with 500-1,000 
beds, and 200-900 staff physicians. With an average 
of 4 complex services, they are characterised by 
having at least 25 accredited residency programmes 
(mean 30) and over 100 resident physicians. These 

hospitals receive approximately 150,000 emergency 
cases per year.

- Group III: medium-sized hospitals, with around 500 
beds (although there is considerable variability), around 
100-500 staff physicians, and 160 resident physicians.

- Group II: have fewer than 500 beds, reduced teaching 
capacity (although some have up to 8 different 
specialties; 2 complex services at most) and deal 
with less than 100,000 emergency cases per year.

- Group I: small community hospitals with on average 
less than 150 beds, with little provision of high-tech 
equipment or facilities, few doctors, that do not treat 
more complex cases. 
Among participating hospitals, A and B belong to 

Group V, C was assigned to Group IV, and D and E 
belong to Group II. 

Data collection 
A Microsoft Office Excel® (Redmond, WA, USA)

database was set-up for each centre using data provided 
by Blood Banks (Transfusion Services) for transfusion 
episodes that occurred during the study period. 
Additional data from patients receiving RBCT at the 
ED during the study period were collected from hospital 
information systems (electronic medical records, 
laboratories, electronic prescription systems) and were 
up-loaded to complete the database. Subsequently, 
databases of all the hospitals were merged and exported 
to SPSS 22.0® (IBM SPSS Statistics v.22.0, Chicago, 
IL, USA) for further analysis.

End-point variables 
The primary end point was the "appropriateness" 

of the RBCT prescription and transfused volume. 
Appropriateness of RCBT was evaluated according to 
pre-transfusion haemoglobin (Hb) levels and patients' 
characteristics, according to the Spanish Society of Blood 
Transfusion Guidelines 2010 (Table I)1. Two members 
of the research team (a Clinical Pharmacologist and a 
Pharmacist) defined appropriateness. Any discrepancies 
were then discussed with a third member of the research 
team (a Haematologist) until a consensus was reached. 

To evaluate the "appropriateness" of RCBT volume, 
as estimated by post-transfusion Hb according to the 
Seville Consensus Document Update 201311, we defined 
over-transfusion as occurring when the post-transfusion 
Hb level was more than 2 g/dL above the relevant 
Hb transfusion threshold for each particular RBCT 
indication (Table I). The RBCT index is the median 
(interquartile range) number of RBC units per transfused 
patient. The number of RBC units over-transfused was 
estimated as the sum of the differences between actual 
post-transfusion Hb and the target post-transfusion Hb 
for each transfusion episode, assuming that one RBC 
unit increased Hb level by 1 g/dL22. 
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The "appropriateness" of the RBCT prescription and 
transfused volume, according to indication, hospital level 
and prescribing physician, were secondary study variables. 
Indications for RBCT were divided into acute anaemia, 
chronic anaemia, low Hb level, and reason for transfusion 
not registered. Physicians prescribing RBCT at the ED 
were classified as follows: ED consultant (EDC), resident 
physicians of any specialty who work shifts at ED (MDR), 
consultant not belonging to the ED (NEDC) who request 
transfusion at ED, or "unknown" physician. 

Statistical analyses 
Qualitative variables were summarised by their 

frequency distribution as well as quantitative variables 
by their mean and standard deviation (±SD) or median 
(interquartile range). The Kolmogorov-Smirnov test 
was used to prove Gaussian distribution. In case of 
qualitative variables, comparison was evaluated by the 
χ2 test. For continuous normally distributed variables, 
the Student's t-test was used to compare two groups. 
The Mann-Whitney U test was used for continuous 
not normally distributed variables. Correlations were 
assessed with the Pearson's r coefficient. Null hypothesis 
was rejected by a type I error less than 0.05 (p<0.05). 

Results
Overall, data from 1,098 RBCT episodes at the ED 

were collected. Those transfusion episodes performed 
for any surgical or gynaecological reason, involving 
no RBCT or without a pre-transfusion Hb level, were 
excluded; this left 908 transfusion episodes that went 
forward for analysis (Figure 1). Transfused patients 
(55.6% men; mean age 72.6±15.7 years) received 2 
(interquartile range 1-2) packed RBC units. Underlying 
pathologies in patients receiving RBCT were haemato-
oncological diseases (24%), bleeding due to antiplatelet 
(20%) or anticoagulation (20%) therapy, chronic kidney 
disease (15%), chronic heart failure (13%), and chronic 
liver disease (8%). Mean pre-transfusion Hb was 7.7±1.8 g/
dL, and mean post-transfusion Hb 9.5±1.6 g/dL. Patients 
remained at the ED an average of 1.1±2.6 days.

Patients were divided into four groups according to 
the RBCT indication: acute anaemia (63.9%), chronic 
anaemia (10.7%), low Hb level (16.8%), and reason 
for transfusion not registered (8.6%). Prescription of 

RBCT was found inappropriate in 21.4% of all the 
episodes. Distribution of RBCT episodes according to 
pre-transfusion Hb is shown in Figure 2. Appropriateness 
of RBTC for patients with pre-transfusion Hb less than 7 
g/dL was 100%, 95% for pre-transfusion Hb 7-7.9 g/dL, 
71% for pre-transfusion Hb 8.0-8.9 g/dL, and only 21% 
for RBCT with pre-transfusion Hb 9 g/dL or more, a 
cut-off point at which clinical characteristics should be 
carefully evaluated before making a decision about RBCT 
(Figure 2). Pre-transfusion Hb negatively correlated with 
RBCT appropriateness (p<0.001). As shown in Figure 3, 
78.6% (713/908) of RBCT prescriptions were considered 
appropriate, with significant differences observed 
according to RBCT indication (p<0.001), hospital level 
(p<0.001), and prescribing physician (p=0.002). RBCT 
index was 2 (1-2) (1,388 RBC units) and 2 (1-2) (366 
RBC units), for appropriate and inappropriate RBCT, 
respectively (p=0.436).

We then evaluated the appropriateness of RBCT 
volume, as estimated by post-transfusion Hb level, 
for those episodes that had adequate transfusion 
indication. Only 72.4% (516/713) of appropriate RBCT 
episodes (1,067 RBC units) have a post-transfusion Hb 
control (Figure 1). Of these, 45% (232/516) received 
an inappropriate RBCT volume (over-transfusion), 
with differences according to indication (p=0.012) or 
prescribing physician (p=0.047) (Figure 4). In addition, 
all RBCT episodes without an appropriate indication 
(197/908, 21.5%) (Figure 1) were also considered to 
be an over-transfusion. Thus, over-transfusion was 
estimated to occur in 60% of RBCT episodes analysed 
for this variable (n=711), resulting in 584 RBC units 
unnecessarily transfused (584/1,433, 41%).

Discussion
Blood components are a scarce resource and their use 

should, therefore, be limited to specific indications. Several 
scientific associations have developed clinical practice 
guidelines, issuing recommendations to reduce unnecessary 
transfusions and optimise the use of donated units1,11,13. 
Although in recent years these clinical guidelines have 
been made widely available, this does not necessarily mean 
that their recommendations are followed. Nevertheless, a 
progressive improvement in the appropriateness of TBC 
indication has been seen over the years. 

Table I - Recommendations of the guide to the transfusion of blood components and plasma derivatives of the Spanish Society 
of Blood Transfusion and Cell Therapy.

Hb (g/dL) Clinical situation

Acute anaemia <7 Any clinical situation.

7-8.9 Haemodynamically unstable or associated risk factors: coronary heart disease, heart failure, cerebrovascular 
disease, myocardial infarction.

≥9 Difficult to control haemorrhage/signs and symptoms of anaemia.

Chronic anaemia <8 Signs and symptoms of anaemia and/or associated risk factors.
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Figure 2  - Distribution of transfusion episodes in the Emergency Department, 
according to pre-transfusion haemoglobin levels (g/dL). 

 Appropriateness of the transfusion indication was assessed according 
to the transfusion criteria shown in Table I. (%): percentage of 
appropriate transfusion for each pre-transfusion haemoglobin level; 
Hb: haemoglobin; r: Pearson's correlation coefficient. 

Figure 1 - Transfusion episodes in the Emergency Department.
 RBC: red blood cell; Hb: haemoglobin.
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Figure 3 - Appropriateness of RBC transfusion indication at the Emergency Department, 
according to criteria depicted in Table I, according to underlying cause, hospital 
level and prescribing physician (n=908). 

 EDC: Emergency Department consultant; MDR: resident physicians of any specialty 
who perform shifts at Emergency Department; NEDC: consultant not belonging 
to the ED; Unknown: unknown physician.

Figure 4 - Appropriateness of RBC transfusion volume at the Emergency Department, 
as reflected by post-transfusion haemoglobin in patients with a correct 
indication for transfusion, according to criteria depicted in Table I, according 
to underlying cause, hospital level and prescribing physician (n=516).

 EDC: Emergency Department consultant; MDR: resident physician of any specialty 
who perform shifts at Emergency Department; NEDC: consultant not belonging 
to the ED; Unknown: unknown physician. 
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A 1997 study evaluated the appropriateness of 
RBCT in the ED of a Spanish hospital, and found 
that 44% were appropriate and 40% inappropriate, 
whereas appropriateness could not be established in 
16% transfusion episodes23. Compared to these results, 
our analysis showed a significant improvement in the 
appropriateness of RBCT, which might reflect the 
gradual influence of clinical transfusion guidelines on 
physician's decision-making, as well as the concerns 
of hospital managers regarding the consequences of an 
inappropriate use of RBCT24.

In this context, a study evaluating the appropriateness 
of transfusion practice at a hospital in Northern Ireland 
during 2005 observed that 23% of RBCT transfusions 
were considered inappropriate22, whereas a French 
study provided evidence that only 7% of RBCT were 
not in accordance with recommendations of national 
protocols for transfusion25. A study investigating the 
impact of three national blood transfusion indicators 
(specifically designed for critical care) on appropriate 
blood transfusion indications found 13% of RBCT 
were given off protocol, whereas appropriateness of 
platelet concentrate transfusion (36-52%) and fresh-
frozen plasma administration (26%) was much lower20. 
Interestingly, in the Northern Ireland study, it was also 
observed that 19% of patients were over-transfused22.

When assessing whether or not RBCT has been used 
appropriately, consideration should be given not only 
to the "patient's need for transfusion", but also to "how 
many units" were transfused. Besides being a waste of 
resources, the Serious Hazards of Transfusion (SHOT) 
reports have indicated that over-transfusion is dangerous; 
e.g. a single unit of RBCT is strongly recommended in 
some populations of haemodynamically stable, non-
bleeding patients to avoid "transfusion-associated 
cardiac overload"26. Compared with a liberal transfusion 
strategy, a restrictive strategy significantly reduced the 
number of RBCT (1.5±2.3 vs 3.7±3.8 units/patient) 
and improved outcomes in patients with acute upper 
gastrointestinal bleeding27. In critical and surgical 
patients, it has been recently shown that transfusion of 
a single unit of RBCT increased the multivariate risk of 
mortality, wound problems, pulmonary complications, 
post-operative renal dysfunction, systemic sepsis, 
composite morbidity, and length of hospital stay 
compared to propensity-matched patients who did not 
receive RBCT28,29. There was also a dose-dependent 
increase in the risk of a poorer outcome29. 

However, a few studies have examined this aspect of 
RBCT, reporting over-transfusion rates between 19 and 
75%22,30,31. The need, therefore, for a post-transfusion 
Hb target has been recognised11. Consistent with other 
research22, our study found that post-transfusion Hb 
remained around 9.5 g/dL, regardless of pre-transfusion Hb, 
resulting in high rates of over-transfusion. In daily practice, 

rates of adherence to the traditional goal of post-transfusion 
Hb of 10 g/dL, which is mostly based on the physician's 
routine approach and not according to patient need, might 
still be behind those of over-transfusion events32. 

Although not the focus of this research, we can 
speculate that the inappropriate requests for RBCT 
could be due to: a) lack of adherence of physicians to 
transfusion protocols; b) a lack of the strict supervision 
required by the Transfusion Service (Blood Bank) staff to 
limit the number of RBC units requested; c) incomplete 
RBC request forms; and d) a lack of awareness of the 
risks and unnecessary costs of the indiscriminate use 
of blood products. In Spain, most physicians have very 
low awareness of the real socio-economic cost burden 
of TBC. In this regard, at the Pennine Acute Trust (UK), 
it has been estimated that if anaemic patients with ID 
were stabilised with one RBC unit and then backed 
with IV iron infusion, there would be a 4.5% reduction 
in the number of RBC units transfused each year, with 
a potential total cost saving of about 60,000 Euro/
year33. Data from a recently published study support 
the feasibility of a clinical protocol for management of 
sub-acute anaemia at the ED, and the efficacy, safety 
and tolerability of IV iron in this setting34. 

Several studies have suggested the need for greater 
control over the use of blood products, of underlining the 
importance of the Transfusion Service's staff reviewing 
the indications for TBC, and of establishing hospital 
transfusion committees35,36. Adherence to transfusion 
indicators has been shown to play a key role in reducing 
the variability in transfusion practice (especially for 
RBCT), the percentage of patients transfused, the volume 
of transfused components, and transfusion-associated 
complications (e.g. nosocomial infection)20,37,38.

Our study may have been limited by its observational 
design, e.g. data collection was not uniform across all 
the participating hospitals. Some medical records did 
not provide full information about the reasons for 
transfusion and/or information about the transfusion 
procedure itself, which limits data collection and 
analysis. However, this circumstance is not unique 
to our study but is a common characteristic in 
multicentre observational studies. Audet et al. found 
significant limitations in a retrospective analysis 
of the appropriateness of RBCT due to insufficient 
documentation of transfusion episodes39. A national 
survey conducted in Brazil mentioned that Hb values 
were not recorded before RBCT40 and, again in 
Brazil, de Sousa et al. found that 14% of RBCT had 
an adequate indication, and 8.9% were inappropriate; 
but the most relevant finding was that appropriateness 
was classified as inconclusive in 74.6% of RBCT 
because of the lack of information about the transfusion 
requests41. Likewise, after reviewing medical records, 
Friedman et al. observed a positive correlation 
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between inadequate physician documentation of 
RBCT and inappropriateness of RBCT, as measured by 
disagreement with the hospital transfusion protocol42. 

Conclusions
In conclusion, our data suggest that appropriateness 

of RBCT in ED is similar to that in other hospital 
departments, and reinforce the need to reassess the patient 
after transfusion of each RBCT unit before prescribing 
additional ones. In view of these results, we recommend 
the implementation of educational interventions aimed 
at the staff responsible for prescribing RBCT in order 
to increase the number of appropriate indications and to 
reduce the rate of over-transfusion in the ED.

Acknowledgements 
This project has received funding from the Spanish 

Ministry of Health, Social Policy and Equality through the 
SAS/2377/2010 call for granting aid for the promotion of 
independent clinical research (Department of Pharmacy 
and Health Products), file n. EC10-215. We acknowledge 
the collaboration of members of the USEES-URG 
research group (Appendix I) in data collection.

Authorship contributions 
All those who met authorship criteria are listed 

as Authors, and all Authors certify that they have 
participated sufficiently in the work to take public 
responsibility for the content, including participation 
in the concept, design, analysis, writing, or revision of 
the manuscript. Furthermore, each Author certifies that 
this material or similar material has not been and will 
not be submitted to or published in any other publication 
before its appearance in Blood Transfusion. 

The Authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References 
1) Spanish Society of Blood Transfusion and Cell Therapy. Guía 

sobre la transfusión de componentes sanguíneos y derivados 
plasmáticos. 4ª ed. Madrid: SETS Ediciones; 2010. 

2) [Real Decreto 1344/2007, October 11th, by which the 
pharmacovigilance of medicinal products for human use 
is regulated. (BOE núm 262. Nov. 2007)]. Available at: 
http://www.agemed.es/actividad/legislacion/espana/docs/
rcl_2007_1982-2008-1.pdf. Accessed on 10/12/2015.

3) Directive 2002/98/EC of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 27 January 2003 setting standards of quality and safety 
for the collection, testing, processing, storage and distribution 
of human blood and blood components and amending Directive 
2001/83/EC. Official Journal of the European Union 8.2.2003.

4) Commission Directive 2005/61/EC of 30 September 2005 
implementing Directive 2002/98/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council as regards traceability 
requirements and notification of serious adverse reactions 
and events. Official Journal of the European Union 1.10.2005.

5) [Rea l Decreto 1088/2005 of 16 September, by which the 
technical requirements and minimum conditions of blood 
donation and transfusion centers and services are established. 
BOE núm. 225. 20 de setiembre de 2005.] [In Spanish.]

6) García Erce JA, Muñoz Gómez M. [Leucodepletion and 
autologous blood transfusion]. Med Clin (Barc) 2002; 119: 
138-9. [In Spanish.]

7) Chevrolle F, Hadzlik, Arnold J, Hergon E. Blood transfusion 
audit. Methodology: the auditors, referent systems and audit. 
Guidelines. Transfus Clin Biol 2000; 7: 559-62.

8) Rubin GL, Schofield WN, Dean MG, Shakeshaft AP. 
Appropriateness of red blood cell transfusions in major urban 
hospitals and effectiveness of an intervention. Med J Aust 
2001; 175: 354-8.

9) Wilson K, MacDougall L, Fergusson D, et al. The effectiveness 
of interventions to reduce physician's levels of inappropriate 
transfusion: what can be learned from a systematic review of 
the literature. Transfusion 2002; 42: 1224-9.

10) Butler CE, Noel S, Hibbs SP, et al. Implementation of a clinical 
decision support system improves compliance with restrictive 
transfusion policies in hematology patients. Transfusion 2015; 
55: 1964-71.

11) Leal-Noval SR, Muñoz M, Asuero M, et al.; Spanish Expert 
Panel on Alternatives to Allogeneic Blood Transfusion. 
Spanish Consensus Statement on alternatives to allogeneic 
blood transfusion: the 2013 update of the "Seville Document". 
Blood Transfus 2013; 11: 585-610.

12) Nuttall GA, Stehling LC, Beighley CM, Faust RJ; American 
Society of Anesthesiologists Committee on Transfusion 
Medicine. Current transfusion practices of members of the 
American society of anesthesiologists: a survey. Anesthesiology 
2003; 99: 1433-43.

13) American Society of Anesthesiologists Task Force on 
Perioperative Blood Management. Practice guidelines for 
perioperative blood management: an updated report by 
the American Society of Anesthesiologists Task Force on 
Perioperative Blood Management. Anesthesiology 2015; 
122: 241-75.

14) Rama-Maceiras P, Acción-Barral M, González-Vázquez M, 
et al. [Transfusion needs during intraoperative and immediate 
postoperative periods in arthroplasty of the hip and knee]. 
Rev Esp Anestesiol Reanim 1999; 46: 445-452. [In Spanish.]

15) Stanworth SJ, Cockburn HA, Boralessa H, Contreras M. Which 
groups of patients are transfused? A study of red cell usage in 
London and southeast England. Vox Sang 2002; 83: 352-7.

16) García Gala JM, Rodríguez Vicente P, et al. [Adequacy 
of blood component transfusion according to previously 
established criteria.] Sangre 1996, 41: 19-23. [In Spanish.]

17) Bosch MA, Contreras E, Madoz, et al.; Catalonian Blood 
Transfusion Epidemiology Study Group. The epidemiology 
of blood component transfusion in Catalonia, Northeastern 
Spain. Transfusion 2011; 51: 105-16.

18) Basora M, Colomina MJ, Moral V, et al. Descriptive study of 
perioperative transfusion practices in Spanish hospitals. Transf 
Altern in Transf Med 2008; 10: 9-16. 

19) de la Guerra-Acebal C, Rámiz-Martínez M, Solano-Iturri G, 
et al. [Adequacy of blood transfusions in an internal medicine 
department.] Gac Med Bilbao 2010; 107: 46-51. [In Spanish.]

20) Leal-Noval SR, Arellano-Orden V, Maestre-Romero A, et al. 
Impact of national transfusion indicators on appropriate blood 
usage in critically ill patients. Transfusion 2011; 51: 1957-65.

21) Ministerio de Sanidad, Política Social e Igualdad. Clasificación 
de hospitales públicos españoles mediante el uso del análisis 
de conglomerados, realizado por el Departamento de Métodos 
Cuantitativos en Economía y gestión de la Universidad de las 
Palmas (2007). Available at: http://www.msps.es/ciudadanos/
prestaciones/centrosServiciosSNS/hospitales/home.htm. 
Accessed on 10/12/2015.

22) Barr PJ, Donnelly M, Cardwell CR, et al. The appropriateness 
of red blood cell use and the extent of overtransfusion: right 
decision? Right amount? Transfusion 2011; 51: 1684-94.

23) Gutiérrez Macías A, Núñez Cuerda E, Sanz Prieto JC, et 
al. [Indications for blood transfusion in the emergency 
department.] Med Clin (Barc) 1997; 109: 396. [In Spanish.]

© SIM
TI S

erv
izi

 Srl

All rights reserved - For personal use only 
No other use without premission



206

Quintana Díaz M et al

Blood Transfus 2017; 15: 199-206  DOI 10.2450/2016.0324-15

Appendix I

Researchers of the group for the Safe, Effective and 
Efficient Blood Use in Emergency Departments 
USEES-URG (in alphabetical order):
- Borobia, Alberto M (Department of Clinical 

Pharmacology, La Paz University Hospital);;
- Carcas-Sansuan, Antonio José (Department 

of Clinical Pharmacology, La Paz University 
Hospital);

- Fabra, Sara (Emergency Department, La Paz 
University Hospital);

- Frías-Iniesta, Jesús (Department of Clinical 
Pharmacology, La Paz University Hospital);

- García-Erce, José A (Service of Haematology 
and Haemotherapy, San Jorge Hospital, Huesca, 
Aragon Institute of Health Science (IACS); 
investigator;

- Garde, Gregorio (Emergency Department, Virgen 
de la Luz Hospital);

- Guallar, Camino (Intensive Care Unit, La Paz 
University Hospital);

- Gutiérrez, Gabriel (Emergency Department, 
Hospital of Cruces);

- Lozano, Consuelo (Emergency Department, 
Nuestra Señora del Prado Hospital);

- Marcos, Faustino A (Emergency Department, 
Nuestra Señora del Prado Hospital);

- Maroun-Eid, Charbel (Emergency Department, 
La Paz University Hospital);

- Medrano, Nicolás (Department of Clinical 
Pharmacology, La Paz University Hospital);

- Millán, Pablo (Intensive Care Unit, La Paz 
University Hospital);

- Muñoz, Manuel (Department of Surgical 
Specialties, Biochemistry and Immunology, 
School of Medicine, University of Málaga, 
Málaga);

- Panadero Sánchez, Alicia (Emergency Department, 
Virgen de la Luz Hospital);

- Pozuelo, Itziar (Intensive Care Unit, La Paz 
University Hospital);

- Quintana-Díaz, Manuel (Emergency Department, 
La Paz University Hospital);

- Ramírez Elena (Department of Clinical 
Pharmacology, La Paz University Hospital);

- Reche, Begoña (Emergency Department, La Paz 
University Hospital);

- Rodríguez de la Rúa, Ana (Department of 
Haematology, La Paz University Hospital);

- Rodríguez Villa, Sancho (Emergency Department, 
Hospital of Toledo);

- Sánchez-Casado, Marcelino (Emergency 
Department, Virgen de la Salud Hospital);

- Tong,  Hoi  Y (Depar tment  of  Cl in ical 
Pharmacology, La Paz University Hospital);

- Viejo, Aurora (Department of Haematology. La 
Paz University Hospital).

24) Anthes E. Evidence-based medicine: Save blood, save lives. 
Nature 2015; 520: 24-6.

25) Gouezec H, Berger E, Bergoin-Costello V, et al; Groupe 
des Hémobiologistes et Correspondants d'Hémovigilance. 
[Suitability of red blood cell transfusion: a multicenter study.] 
Transfus Clin Biol 2010; 17: 318-30. [In French.]

26) Serious Hazards of Transfusion Steering Committee. Serious 
hazards of transfusion: annual report 2014. Available 
at: http://www.shotuk.org/shot-reports/report-summary-
supplement-2014/. Accessed on 10/12/2015.

27) Villanueva C, Colomo A, Bosch A, et al. Transfusion strategies 
for acute upper gastrointestinal bleeding. N Engl J Med 2013; 
368: 11-21.

28) Leal-Noval SR, Muñoz-Gómez M, Jiménez-Sánchez M, et 
al. Red blood cell transfusion in non-bleeding critically ill 
patients with moderate anemia: is there a benefit? Intensive 
Care Med 2013; 39: 45-53.

29) Ferraris VA, Davenport DL, Saha SP, et al. Surgical outcomes 
and transfusion of minimal amounts of blood in the operating 
room. Arch Surg 2012; 147: 49-55.

30) Grey DE, Finlayson J. Red cell transfusion for iron deficiency 
anaemia: a retrospective audit at a tertiary hospital. Vox Sang 
2008; 94: 138-42.

31) Joshi G, Carroll M, O'Rourke P, Coffey F. Role of quality 
assessment in improving red blood cell transfusion practice. 
Ir J Med Sci 1997; 166: 16-9.

32) Gillham M, Mark A. A retrospective audit of blood loss in 
total hip joint replacement surgery at Middlemore Hospital. 
N Z Med J 1997; 110: 294-7.

33) Allameddine A, Heaton M, Jenkins H, et al. Inappropriate use 
of blood transfusion in emergency department in a tertiary care 
hospital and potential saving with patient blood management 
[abstract]. Transfus Med 2014; 24: 25.

34) Quintana-Díaz M, Fabra-Cadenas S, Gómez-Ramírez S, et 
al. A fast-track anaemia clinic in the Emergency Department: 
feasibility and efficacy of intravenous iron administration for 
treating sub-acute iron deficiency anaemia. Blood Transfus 
2016; 14: 126-33.

35) Tuckfield A, Haeusler MN, Rigg AP, Metz J. Reduction of 
inappropriate use of blood products by prospective monitoring 
of transfusion request forms. Med J Aust 1997; 167: 473-6.

36) Jackson GN, Snowden CA, Indrikovs AJ. A prospective 
audit program to determine blood component transfusion 
appropriateness at a large university hospital: a 5-year 
experience. Transfus Med Rev 2008; 22: 154-61.

37) Goodnough LT. Trends in blood utilization. Transfus Med 
2014; 24: 2.

38) Rohde JM, Dimcheff DE, Blumberg, et al. Health care-
associated infection after red blood cell transfusion: a systematic 
review and meta-analysis. JAMA 2014; 311: 1317-26. 

39) Audet AM, Goodnough LT, Parvin CA. Evaluating the 
appropriateness of red blood cell transfusions: the limitations 
of retrospective medical record reviews. Int J Qual Health 
Care 1996; 8: 41-9.

40) Marvulo NL, Bonatto RC, Carpi MF, et al. [Red blood cell 
transfusion in children admitted in a pediatric intensive care 
unit.] RBTI 2006; 18: 390-5. [In Portuguese.]

41) de Souza DA, Silva FG, Costa PJ. Critical evaluation of 
justifications for the transfusion of red blood cells: the reality 
of a government emergency hospital. Rev Bras Hematol 
Hemoter 2013; 35: 263-7.

42) Friedman MT, Ebrahim A. Adequacy of physician 
documentation of red blood cell transfusion and correlation 
with assessment of transfusion appropriateness. Arch Pathol 
Lab Med 2006; 130: 474-9.

Arrived: 8 December 2015 - Revision accepted: 4 April 2016
Correspondence: Manuel Muñoz
Perioperative Transfusion Medicine - School of Medicine, University of Málaga
Campus de Teatinos
29071 Málaga, Spain
e-mail: mmunoz@uma.es

© SIM
TI S

erv
izi

 Srl

All rights reserved - For personal use only 
No other use without premission




