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Table S1. Search strategy.

Medline

1. exp extracorporeal oxygenation/

2. exp bleeding/
exp blood transfusion/ or exp transfusion medicine/ or exp transfusion/ or exp erythro-
cyte transfusion/ or exp plasma transfusion/

4. exp fresh frozen plasma/

5. exp fibrinogen/

6. exp heparin/

7. exp anticoagulation/

8. exp thromboembolism/ or exp venous thromboembolism/

9. exp lung embolism.

10. 2or3or4or5or6or7or8or9.

11. 1and 10.

12. limit 11 to (abstracts and human and (adult <18-64 years> or aged <65+ years)).

13. limit 12 to yr ="1996-2016"

Embase

1. exp extracorporeal membrane oxygenation/

2. exp hemorrhage/
exp platelet transfusion/ or blood transfusion/ or exp blood component transfusion/ or
exp erythrocyte transfusion/ or exp transfusion medicine/

4. exp plasma/

5. exp fibrinogen/

6. exp heparin/

7. exp anticoagulants/ or exp thromboembolism/

8. exp pulmonary embolism/

9. 2or3ord4or5or6or7or8.

10. 1and9.

11. limit 10 to (abstracts and English language and humans and “all adult (19 plus years)”)
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Table S2. Newcastle-Ottawa Scores.

Selection: Compara-

_ Selection: Re- . Demon- bility of out. 90U
Selection: . Selection: . Come-
Representa- spresentative- Ascertain- stration Cohorts Outcome- Come- Ade- Total
Author/Year  Type tiveness of Ex- ness of Non- ment of that Out- Based on Assess- Timing quacy of NOS
Exposed Co- Come Not Design ment  of Fol- (max =9)
posed Cohort hort Exposure Present at and Analy- low Up Follow
Study Start sis Up

Anselmi 2016  Cohort v v v N v v 7
Buscher 2016  Cohort v v v v v N v v 8
Czobor 2016  Cohort v v v v v v v v 8
Hryniewicz 2016 Cohort v v v v Vv v 6
Krueger 2016  Cohort v v v v v v 6
Mazzeffi 2016 Cohort N v v v v N v v 8
Opfermann 2016 Cohort v v v v v v v v 8
Pan 2016 Cohort v v v v v v v 7
Staudacher 2016 Cohort v v N v v N v v 8
Tanaka 2016 ~ Cohort v v v v v v v v 8
Tauber 2016  Cohort v v v v v N v v 8
Trudzinski 2016 Cohort v v v v v 5
Agerstrand 2015 Cohort v v v v v v v v 8
Esper 2015  Cohort v v v v v v 6
Halaweish 2015 Cohort N v v v N v v 7
Tus 2015 Cohort v v v v v v 6
Lehle 2015 Cohort v v N N Vv v v Vv 9
Li 2015 Cohort v v v v v v v 7
Mohite 2015  Cohort v v v v v v v 7
Omar 2015 Cohort v v N N N v N v 8
Panigada 2015 Cohort v v v v v v 6
Poss 2015 Cohort v N v v v 5
San Roman 2015 Cohort v Vv Vv v v v 6
Voelker 2015  Cohort v N N v v v v 7
Wu 2015 Cohort v N v v v v 6
Guirand 2014 Cohort v N N v v v N 7
Loforte 2014  Cohort v v v v N v v 7
Roch 2014 Cohort v v v v v v v 7
Shum 2014 Cohort v N v v v v N 7
Fagnoul 2013  Cohort v v v v v v v 7
Michaels 2013 Cohort v N N v v N N 7
Mikus 2013 Cohort v v N v v v v 7
Pieri 2013 Cohort v N N v v N v 7
Repesse 2013 Cohort v v v v v v 6
Loforte 2012  Cohort v v v v v v 6
Park 2012 Cohort v N v v v v N 7
Garcia 2011  Cohort v v v v v v 6
Han 2011 Cohort v N N v v v N 7
Lamarche 2011 Cohort v N v v v 5
Formica 2010  Cohort v v v v v v v 7
Kanji 2010 Cohort v v v N v v v 7
Marasco 2010  Cohort v v v v v v v 7
Rastan 2010  Cohort N v v v N v v 7
Ang2009  Cohort v v v v v v v 7
Davies 2009  Cohort v Vv N v v v 6
Muller 2009  Cohort N v N v N v v 7
Bakhtiary 2008 Cohort v v v v v v v 7
Dietl 2008 Cohort v v v v N v v 7
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Frencker 2002
Smith 2001
Lewandowski
1997
Peek 1997
Butch 1996
Muehrcke 1996
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