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Univariate Analysis

Multivariate Analysis

Factors Estimate 95% ClI p value o] Estimate 95% ClI p value o]
) 1. <.0001 0.333874 <.0001 0.29929
SERER I -0.1022980  -0.146229 - -0.058367  <.0001 0.099185 -0.125425 -0.173757 - -0.077094  <.0001 0.105243
REBH 0.1375051  0.0770386 - 0.1979716  <.0001 0.094452 0.0759218 0.007655 - 0.1441886  0.0293 0.045102
1 1 N Y EE 0D AT 9 0.0926878 0.046752 - 0.1386236  <.0001 0.084831 0.0379207 -0.016949 - 0.0927904  0.1755 0.028028
BN 0.0002 0.123276 0.0756  0.085114
93k -0.0601280  -0.102310 - -0.017946  0.0052 0.059360 0.0101259 -0.041941 - 0.0621923  0.7029 0.007887
A (i) 0.0577932  0.0152661 - 0.1003203  0.0078 0.056601 0.0346554 -0.008672 - 0.0779829  0.1169 0.032438
IDRBON IR 0.0604326  0.0069934 - 0.1138718  0.0267 0.047449 0.081995 0.0269732 - 0.1370167  0.0035 0.060436
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This is all the more important as in the most recent recommendations, the evidence was
insufficient for any recommendation in patients treated for hematological or oncological
with severe thrombocytopenia who are at risk of bleeding (Carson JL, ref 17), or in patients
with hematologic and oncologic diseases (Mueller MM et al. JAMA 2019; 321: 983-97).

As well established, evaluating compliance with
recommended transfusion threshold, requires
transfusion audits (eg Spradbrow J et al. Transfusion 2016; 56: 2466-76).
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