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Abstract 

Purpose  The purpose of this systematic review and meta-analysis was to evaluate the safety, technical, and clinical 
effectiveness of percutaneous Transarterial Embolization (TAE) in treating spontaneous retroperitoneal hematomas 
as well as assess treatment outcomes in patients who underwent target or empirical embolization.

Materials and methods  Through the PubMed, Embase, and Google Scholar databases, an extensive search was per-
formed in the fields of spontaneous retroperitoneal hematomas treated with transcatheter arterial embolization.

We collected pooled data on 141 patients from 6 separate articles selected according to the inclusion and exclusion 
criteria.

Results  Technical success rate was 100% in all six studies, for both targeted and empirical embolization. The clinical 
success rate varied from 56.3 to 89.5%.

The total number of complications related to the embolization procedure was 10 events out of 116 procedures 
analyzed.

Empirical or empirical embolization was performed in three studies, where the source of active bleeding was not evi-
dent during DSA. A meta-analysis compared the rebleeding rates between targeted and empirical embolization 
groups. The odds ratio from pooled data from the three assessed studies (72 patients) showed no significant differ-
ence in rebleeding rates after empirical TAE compared with targeted TAE.

Conclusions  TAE is a safe, effective, and potentially life-saving procedure for the treatment of life-threatening sponta-
neous retroperitoneal hematomas. Empirical and targeted TAE procedures demonstrate a relatively low risk of compli-
cations, compared to the high technical and relatively high clinical success rates.
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Introduction
Spontaneous Retroperitoneal Hematomas (SRHs) are 
defined as unprovoked bleeding into the retroperitoneum 
without any traumatic injuries or medical procedures [1]. 
The most frequent anatomical site for such bleeding epi-
sodes is the iliopsoas muscle, a composite of the psoas 
and iliacus muscles [1].

Available data suggest that psoas muscle hematomas 
are a relatively rare phenomenon, appearing in just 0.1–
0.6% of individuals with predisposing factors but with 
relatively high mortality, up to 22% [1, 2].

SRHs frequently occur in elderly patients receiving 
therapeutic anticoagulation or antiplatelet therapy, often 
with multiple comorbidities. Other risk factors include 
cancer, hypertension, vasculitis, hematologic disorders, 
arteriosclerosis, or hemodialysis treatment [2]. The 
increased use of anticoagulants by the older population 
may be associated with the expected increase in the inci-
dence of this pathology.

Spontaneous retroperitoneal hematomas have also 
been observed in patients hospitalized for COVID-19 
[2], especially if on anticoagulation therapy, with an 
incidence 3–4 times higher than negative patients [3]. 
COVID-19 infection is associated with hyperactive 
fibrinolysis, a lack of coagulation factors, and overpro-
duction of cytokines, which favor the formation of spon-
taneous hematomas [4, 5].

Accurate spontaneous retroperitoneal hematoma 
(SRH) diagnosis is crucial due to their often non-specific 
clinical presentation. Common symptoms, such as radiat-
ing back, flank, and hip pain, lumbar plexus neuropathy, 
and hemodynamic instability, can delay diagnosis and 
contribute to significant blood loss and high mortality 
rates [2]. Therefore, diagnostic imaging is indispensable 
in confirming the presence and characteristics of SRHs.

Computed Tomography (CT) is a crucial tool for effec-
tively diagnosing SRHs. It offers rapid and precise locali-
zation of the hematoma, including its origin, extent, and 
associated signs. One such sign is the "hematocrit effect," 
characterized by a fluid–fluid level within the hematoma, 
reflecting the separation of denser cellular elements from 
the less dense serous fluid [6]. CT Angiography (CTA) 
further enhances diagnostic capabilities by detecting 
active bleeding within the hematoma, a well-defined area 
of increased attenuation within the arterial phase images, 
progressively expanding in subsequent phases. CTA’s 
sensitivity is such that it can identify bleeding rates as 
low as 0.3  mL/min, a finding associated with treatment 
failure requiring a more aggressive approach [6].

Management of SRHs is still heavily debated but gen-
erally, in hemodynamically stable patients without any 
active bleeding, conservative treatment with fluid resus-
citation, transfusions of packed RBCs, fresh frozen 

plasma, and cessation or reversal of anticoagulation is 
often the preferred approach. In case of failed conserva-
tive treatment with clinical or laboratoristic evidence of 
ongoing bleeding, digital subtraction angiography (DSA) 
followed by percutaneous transarterial embolization 
(TAE) is preferred nowadays to the classic open surgical 
approach.

Even without proof of active bleeding on DSA, an 
empiric embolization of the suspected bleeding vessel 
can be performed [7, 8].

Surgery might be reserved for patients in which the 
hematoma, with its mass effect, compresses neurovascu-
lar structures or in case of failed IR treatment [7, 9].

The purpose of this systematic review and meta-anal-
ysis was to evaluate the safety, technical and clinical 
effectiveness of percutaneous Transarterial Embolization 
(TAE) in treating spontaneous retroperitoneal hema-
tomas as well as to compare treatment outcomes in the 
soubgroup of patients who underwent target or empirical 
approach.

Secondarily, evidence of active bleeding on Computed 
Tomography Angiography (CTA) and DSA, preferred 
embolization materials used, number of vessels embo-
lized, complication rates, and mortality of this condition 
were assessed.

Materials and methods
The review was conducted in accordance with the 
Cochrane Handbook of Systematic Reviews and Meta-
analysis and the PRISMA statement guidelines. The study 
did not directly involve humans, and did not require the 
Institutional Review Board approval of our department.
This systematic review was performed through the Pub-
Med, Embase and Google Scholar databases, establish-
ing the following keywords, medical subject headings 
(MeSH) and EMBASE Subject Headings (EMTREE): 
“embolization”,” spontaneous”, “retroperitoneal”, “hema-
toma”, “hemorrhage”, “bleeding”. The research was con-
ducted using the following Boolean operators with the 
mentioned headings: (hematoma OR bleeding OR hem-
orrhage OR haemorrhage) AND (retroperitoneal) AND 
(spontaneous) AND (embolization OR embolisation). 
Titles, abstracts, and bibliography of publications were 
identified from the database results and screened accord-
ing to inclusion and exclusion criteria. Subsequently, 
the full-text articles were examined to determine their 
eligibility.

Study selection and data extraction
The starting search period was arbitrarily selected from 
1991, and the screening lasted from September 2023 
to October 2023, performed by two authors (S.T. and 
F.T.). The exclusion criteria were duplicate articles, case 
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reports, case series with less than 10 patients, publica-
tions before the year 1991, editorials and commentaries, 
and articles not written in English.

Moreover, publications dealing with traumatic or non-
spontaneous hematomas, treated exclusively with surgery 
or conservative treatment, or hematomas not originating 
from the retroperitoneum, or the posterior abdominal 
wall were also excluded.

Data was extracted from the publications, including the 
first author of the study, year of publication, type of study 
design, number of patients enrolled, patient character-
istics (age, sex, hematoma location, hemodynamic state, 
and coagulation profile when available), and initial diag-
nostic approach (DSA or CTA).

Technical data regarding the embolization proce-
dure were also extracted, such as embolizing material, 
embolized vessel, number of vessels embolized, target 
or empirical embolization, technical and clinical success 
rates, mortality, and complication rates.

Outcome measure and statistical analysis
Technical success was defined by the proper delivery of 
the embolizing agent, confirmed by angiographic images 
of target vessel occlusion, without any evidence of bleed-
ing as the procedure was finished. Clinical success indi-
cates the absence of bleeding in subsequent imaging tests 
or laboratory results during the follow-up period. Col-
lected data regarding technical and clinical success and 
complications were evaluated and compared.

Empirical embolization is defined as the embolization 
of a target vessel without angiographic proof of extrava-
sation, typically guided by CTA findings in normal-
appearing vessels [8, 10].

To standardize the report of complications described 
in the included articles, they were divided into major and 
minor categories according to the reporting standards of 
the Society of Interventional Radiology [11].

All data either explicitly declared by the authors of 
individual publications or inferred from the articles 
was included and analyzed. Unclear cases or data were 
marked as “Undeclared” or “Unspecified”.

Means and standard deviations represented continu-
ous variables, while percentages represented categorical 
variables.

The Freeman-Tukey transformation was used to calcu-
late the weighted summary proportions under the fixed 
and random effect model, and pooled proportions were 
evaluated with 95% CI.

All meta-analyses were conducted using random-
effects models to better account for qualitative and quan-
titative heterogeneity between studies.

Comparative meta-analysis was performed using Med-
Calc software (MedCalc Statistical Software version 

19.2., Ostend, Belgium). The results of the different stud-
ies and the respective and total odds ratios, with 95% CI, 
are illustrated in forest plots. P values < 0.05 were consid-
ered statistically significant. Categorical variables in ret-
rospective studies were evaluated via odds ratio (OR) and 
were weighted using the Mantel-Haenszel method.

Quality assessment and risk of bias
The authors assessed the six included studies using the 
Newcastle-Ottawa scale to assess the quality of nonran-
domized studies.

Results
This systematic review collected and identified 2573 arti-
cles to be screened and reviewed according to the inclu-
sion and exclusion criteria. Successively, 494 duplicate 
articles were removed. After applying the exclusion cri-
teria, a total of 1277 articles were identified. By assessing 
the titles and abstracts of these articles for appropriate-
ness of the topic in question, 1255 articles were excluded. 
After applying the inclusion criteria, the total number 
was narrowed to 22 articles, including original research, 
reviews, and case series with more than eleven patients. 
The full-text versions of these twenty-two articles were 
examined, and ultimately, six publications were selected 
for the systematic analysis, published between 2015 and 
2023 [2, 12–16]. As for the study design, all the included 
studies were retrospective in nature.

A PRISMA flow diagram represented the study selec-
tion process (Fig. 1).

Based on the Newcastle-Ottawa scale for assessing the 
quality of nonrandomized studies, all six were deemed 
poor quality, mainly due to the lack of a control group or 
blinding of participants and outcomes (Table 1).

Demographic characteristics
Data from a total of 141 patients, as reported in these 6 
articles, was pooled and analyzed. As for the character-
istics of the study population, 80 patients were males and 
61 were females.

Meta-analysis of pooled proportions showed an over-
all 56.7% of males (95% CI, 21.29–86.12; I2 66.95%). The 
mean age across the included studies is 67.4 ± 14 years.

Demographic data on gender, age and pre-procedural 
hemoglobin level can be viewed in Table 2.

In all studies, except for Tiralongo et al. [2], anticoagu-
lation status was noted and reported, due to the causative 
link between anticoagulation and spontaneous retroperi-
toneal hematomas (87.6% of all patients included were on 
anticoagulation therapy).

Regarding hemodynamic instability, all available data 
were extracted and pooled, except from Tiralongo et al. 
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[2] where these data were not specified. 87/102 patients 
(85,3%) with SRHs were hemodynamically unstable.

Table  3 summarizes the data concerning anticoagula-
tion status and hemodynamic instability deriving from 
each study. Only the population with SRHs was extracted 
from Dohan et al. (21 out of 36 patients) [12].

Pre‑procedural findings
Almost all patients with SRHs, as documented within 
the six studies reviewed, underwent CT to locate the 
bleeding source, 123/141 patients (87,2%) in total. 
CTA showed active bleeding in 86/105 patients, 
with the meta-analysis of pooled proportion, which 

demonstrated an overall 81.6% active bleeding detec-
tion rate (95% CI, 0–82.80; I2 53.26%).

As noted earlier, concerning Dohan et al. [12], 21 out 
of the total 36 patients had a retroperitoneal hema-
toma, whereas all the other patients included in the 
remaining five studies suffered from SRHs. Dohan et al. 
[12] did not specify the exact number of patients with 
active bleeding sites from the retroperitoneum, there-
fore it was deemed undeclared in this review.

As for DSA evidence of active bleeding, data from 
Dohan et  al. [12] and Lukies et  al. [14] could not 
be extracted, as they were not specified. In the four 
remaining publications, DSA showed evidence of active 
bleeding in 64/81 patients who underwent angiography. 

Fig. 1  PRISMA flow diagram for study selection
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Pooled data from the six studies showed a weighted 
proportion of 77.9% (95%CI, 0–58.66, I2 0%) of active 
bleeding sites identified on DSA. CTA and DSA evi-
dence of contrast extravasation deriving from individ-
ual studies are summarized and compared in Table 3.

Procedural findings and outcome
Transarterial Embolization (TAE) was performed in 
116/141 patients (82,3%) across all six studies, either tar-
geted or empirical. As for the embolized vessels, data was 
collected from all studies except from Lukies et al. [14], 
which was unspecified.

Data regarding the number of embolized vessels was 
individually collected from four studies: Dohan et  al. 
(n = 44), Klausenitz et al. (n = 43), Tani et al. (n = 48), and 
Tiralongo et al. (n = 69) [2, 12, 13, 15]. The total number 
of embolized vessels for the treatment of SRHs was 204. 
In the remaining two studies [14, 16], this information 

was not available. The most frequently embolized ves-
sels were: Lumbar arteries (n = 93; 45.5%), Iliolumbar 
arteries (n = 47; 23%), Deep Circumflex Iliac (n = 18; 
8.8%), Inferior Epigastric (n = 6; 0.29%), Intercostal (n = 5; 
0.25%), Superior Gluteal Arteries (n = 4; 0.2%) and other 
arteries in single instances (tot n = 31; 15.2%). Individual 
data regarding the embolized vessels, their number, and 
embolic material was summarized in Table 3.

As for the embolic materials utilized, the most fre-
quently deployed were: Gelfoam (n = 29; 30.2%); Coils 
(n = 24; 25%); Gelfoam + Coils (n = 20; 20.8%); N-butyl 
cyanoacrylate (NBCA) (n = 16; 16.7%); NBCA + Coils 
(n = 4; 4.2%); NBCA + Gelfoam (n = 3; 3.1%). Data regard-
ing Dohan et  al. [13] could not be extracted because 
unspecified. Lukies et al. [14] mentioned utilizing a com-
bination of Gelfoam with coils or NBCA in an unspeci-
fied number of patients excluding the aforementioned 
ones, and as a result, it was not included in Table 3.

Table 1  Newcastle-Ottawa scale for assessing the quality of nonrandomized studies

Good quality is defined as 3 or 4 (*) in the selection domain AND 1 or 2 stars in comparability domain AND 2 or 3 stars in outcome domain. Fair quality is defined as 2 
stars in the selection domain AND 1 or 2 stars in the comparability domain AND 2 or 3 stars in the outcome/exposure domain. Poor quality is defined as 0 or 1 star in 
the selection domain OR 0 stars in the comparability domain OR 0 or 1 stars in the outcome/exposure domain

Newcastle Ottawa Scale Author

Dohan et al. 
[12]

Klausenitz et al. [13] Lukies et al. [14] Tani et al. [15] Tiralongo et al. [2] Wang et al. [16]

Selection Representativeness  
of exposed cohort

- - - - - -

Selection of nonex-
posed  cohort

- - - - - -

Ascertainment of  
exposure

* * * * * *

Outcome not  pre-
sent at baseline

- - - - - -

Comparability of cohorts - - - - - -

Outcome Assessment of  
outcome

* * * * * *

Sufficient follow-up  
duration

* * * * - *

Adequate follow-up - * * - - *

Total score/ Quality 3/poor 4/poor 4/poor 3/poor 2/poor 4/poor

Table 2  Demographic characteristics of the study population

First author, year Number of patients Male Female Mean Age Mean 
preprocedural 
Hb (g/dL)

Dohan et al., 2015 [12] 36 12 24 74 ± 14.2 7.4 ± 2.0

Klausenitz et al., 2020 [13] 30 17 13 71.9 ± 9.8 7.11 ± 1.61

Lukies et al., 2023 [14] 16 13 3 64.5 ± 21.5 8.45 ± 1.53

Tani et al., 2019 [15] 19 10 9 69.6 ± 10.7 7.9 ± 2.0

Tiralongo et al., 2022 [2] 24 17 7 72.7 ± 11.2 7.96 ± 1.35

Wang et al., 2016 [16] 16 11 5 51.5 ± 16.4 7.41 ± 2.14
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Technical success rate was 100% in all six studies, for 
both targeted and empirical embolization. Although not 
consistent, data regarding clinical success were extracted 
from each publication. The clinical success rate was col-
lected from all studies except from Dohan et al. [12], and 
varied from 56.3 to 89.5%. According to the objective 
of this study, the definition of clinical success indicates 
the absence of signs of bleeding in subsequent imaging 
tests or laboratory results during the follow-up period. 
Considering this definition, a rebleeding rate could be 
retrieved across the studies. Meta-analysis of pooled pro-
portion of across the studies showed a total rebleeding 
rate of 24.17% (95%CI, 0–59.90, I2 0.0%). Technical suc-
cess, clinical success, and rebleeding rates were collected 
and compared in Table 3.

The total number of complications related to the embo-
lization procedure was 5 events out of 116 procedures 
analyzed. Meta-analysis of pooled proportion showed 
an overall complications rate of 5.764% (95%CI, 2.354 
− 11.498, I2 0%). No major embolization-related com-
plications were noted across the included articles except 
for Lukies et al. [14], where out of the 16 treated patients, 
four died for ongoing instability after treatment, and two 
others died during surgical hemostasis and for bactere-
mia within two weeks after the embolization. A summary 
of the number, rate, and specific types of complications 
reported in each study is shown in Table 3.

The mortality rate at 30 days ranged from 5.2 to 43.4% 
(mean 24.3%) in three of the six included studies [13–15]. 
The remaining three studies did not specify this informa-
tion. Data regarding survival rates were unavailable in the 
included studies and, therefore, were not collected.

Empirical embolization was performed in three stud-
ies [2, 13, 15] where the source of active bleeding was 
not evident during DSA, whereas in two studies [14, 16] 
it was not conducted. Dohan et  al. did not specify the 
number of empirical procedures conducted specifically 
for spontaneous retroperitoneal hematomas [12]. Tech-
nical success was 100% for all the empirical embolization 
procedures performed. Data regarding the number, rate, 
and technical success of empirical embolization is sum-
marized in Table 4.

Subgroup Analysis
A meta-analysis using the Mantel – Haenszel method 
was conducted to pool and correlate the results from 
three different studies where empirical embolization 
was performed [2, 13, 15] (Table  5). Odds ratio (OR) 
with a corresponding 95 % confidence interval (95 % CI) 
was used to compare the rebleeding rates between tar-
geted and empirical embolization groups. The Cochrane 
chi-squared (Q) test was utilized to determine if the 

observed differences in outcomes were due to chance 
alone. If the calculated P-value was less than 0.05, it indi-
cated a statistically significant relationship between the 
two groups. Statistical heterogeneity across studies was 
evaluated using I2, with a value greater than 50 % indi-
cating substantial heterogeneity. The odds ratio from 
pooled data from the three assessed studies (total of 72 
patients) showed that there was no significant difference 
in rebleeding rates after empirical TAE compared with 
targeted TAE (OR 0.92, 95 %CI 0.23–3.57). No rebleed-
ing episodes were noted after empirical TAE in the study 
by Tani et  al. [9]. No statistically significant heteroge-
neity was found among the studies (P = 0.796, I2   0.0 %, 
95%CI  0–85.26). The aforementioned results are illus-
trated and displayed in the forest plot in Fig. 2.

Discussion
The role of TAE in the management of spontaneous ret-
roperitoneal hematoma has been investigated in many 
studies, representing a safe and effective alternative to 
surgical treatment in hemodynamically unstable patients 
or patients unresponsive to conservative treatment [13, 
14]. However, there are not yet valid recommendations 
on using TAE in hemodynamically stable patients, espe-
cially since the cessation or reversal of anticoagulation 
can frequently resolve this condition. As reported by 
Warren et al. and Lukies et al., the conservative treatment 
of SRHs may successfully manage even shocked or hemo-
dynamically unstable patients [14, 17].

This review corroborated the association between anti-
coagulation therapy and SRHs [12] a mean of 87.6% of 
the included patients were anticoagulated (Table  3) as 
confirmed by previous reports [17].

SRH is typically a condition of the old population, 
due to the anticoagulation therapy and the different 
comorbidities, with a mean age of 67.4 ± 14 years across 
the study population, ranging from 51.5 ± 16.4 years to 
74 ± 14.2 years [12, 16].

Table 4  Number, rate and technical success of blind embolization 
procedures

First author, year Number of empirical 
procedures

Technical 
success 
(%)

Dohan et al., 2015 [12] Unspecified 100%

Klausenitz et al., 2020 [13] 6 (20.7%) 100%

Lukies et al., 2023 [14] 0 Not blind

Tani et al., 2019 [15] 4 (21%) 100%

Tiralongo et al., 2022 [2] 4 (17%) 100%

Wang et al., 2016 [16] 0 Not blind
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Comorbidities such as coagulopathies (hemophilia A, 
Factor X deficiencies), or coexisting chronic renal failure 
can favor an earlier presentation of SRHs [16].

Regarding the diagnostic framework, CT plays a fun-
damental role in identifying and characterizing the 
location, volume, and presence of active bleeding, espe-
cially since clinical symptoms are often vague, with a 
high sensitivity (86.7–93.3%) [13, 15].

CT can detect the extent of the hematoma into the 
retroperitoneal space, an important finding related to 
higher mortality and rebleeding even after interven-
tional treatment [2, 19].

Across the population included in the six studies 
reviewed, 87.2% of patients underwent preprocedural 
CTA, which identified the presence of active bleeding 
in 81.6% of cases (range 56.2 − 93.3%).

According to Tani et al. [15], the specificity of CT was 
fairly low (50%), therefore the authors suggest contrast 
enhanced CT (CE-CT) as a screening investigation to 
guide the decision for angiography.

Dohan et al. suggest that factors like anticoagulation 
therapy, intermittent bleeding due to spasm or hypo-
tension, and soft tissue tamponade in elderly patients 
with atherosclerosis can contribute to negative findings 
on CE-CT [12].

For this reason, the absence of signs of active bleed-
ing at CE-CT does not exclude the need for angiogra-
phy and subsequent TAE [15].

In four out of the six studies, data regarding DSA 
evidence of active bleeding was extracted, demonstrat-
ing that 77.9% of patients who underwent DSA showed 
signs of contrast extravasation (range 73.3 − 88%).

Subsequent TAE was performed in 82.3% of all 
patients (116/141). In those patients with no CTA evi-
dence of contrast extravasation and absent or indirect 
signs of bleeding during DSA (vessel irregularities, 
vasospasm), empirical embolization was conducted. In 
particular, in three of the included studies [2, 13, 15], a 
total of 14 out of 72 patients received empirical treat-
ment (19.4%).

The meta-analysis conducted to compare the rebleed-
ing rates between targeted and empirical embolization 
groups did not reveal any statistically significant differ-
ences or heterogeneity (P = 0.796; I2 0.0%). Recent stud-
ies confirm this finding, emphasizing that the efficacy 
and safety of empirical embolization are comparable to 
targeted embolization in the treatment of spontaneous 
abdominal wall hematomas [18, 19].

However, there aren’t yet definitive indications in the 
use of this approach, and therefore the decision should be 
guided by clinical-radiological findings and the possibil-
ity of promptly managing any complications or IR treat-
ment failure through surgical intervention [2, 9].

The technical success rate of TAE was 100% across all 
the articles reviewed, including targeted and empirical 
embolization, proving that TAE is a safe and effective 
option in managing SRHs.

Table 5  Target vs. Empirical embolization groups with rebleeding rates

First author, year Total patients 
number

Targeted Embolization 
(TE) number

Empirical Embolization 
(EE) number

TE Rebleeding EE Rebleeding

Klausenitz et al. [13] 29 23 6 5 (21.7%) 2 (33.3%)

Tani et al. [15] 19 15 4 2 (13.3%) 0 (0%)

Tiralongo et al. [2] 24 20 4 6 (30%) 1 (25%)

Fig. 2  Comparative meta-analysis and forest-plot for comparing rebleeding rates after targeted (“Target”) and empirical embolization (“Empirical”) 
of the included studies
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Considering the six included studies, the most fre-
quently embolized vessels were the lumbar and iliolum-
bar arteries, respectively (68.5% of all bleeding vessels). 
This data was in line with previous publications and it 
was explained by the typical location of SRHs in the ili-
opsoas muscle [13].

Regarding the embolic material, the present review 
showed that the most frequently utilized was Gelfoam 
(30.2%), followed by Coils (25%), NBCA (16.7%), and 
various combinations thereof.

It is worth noting that except for Klausenitz et al. [13] 
where it was not employed, Gelfoam was utilized in all 
the remaining studies, either alone or in association 
with coils or NBCA.

As reported by Tani et  al. [15] the underlying coag-
ulopathy may favor the use of a temporary agent like 
Gelfoam in conjunction with the reversal or cessation 
of anticoagulation treatment, even though it carries the 
risk of recanalization if the coagulation status is not 
properly corrected.

The study by Klausenitz et al. was the only one where 
NBCA was the most frequently utilized agent (65.5% of 
patients) either alone or with coils [13].

As reported by Takasawa et  al., NBCA is a highly 
effective embolic agent, because it achieves total occlu-
sion of the bleeding vessels even in individuals with 
disrupted coagulation parameters [20]. Furthermore, 
it allows greater control of the extent of embolization 
within the target vessel, reducing the risk of rebleeding 
when compared to temporary agents [20].

The clinical success ranged from 56.3 to 89.5% among 
the five studies reviewed. Data regarding clinical suc-
cess was inherently nonhomogeneous because of the 
different definitions across the six studies of “clini-
cal success”, and the differing lengths of the follow-up 
period.

As previously stated in the present review, clinical suc-
cess is defined as the absence of signs of bleeding in sub-
sequent imaging tests or laboratory results during the 
follow-up period. Coherently with the included publica-
tions, this review confirmed that rebleeding is a common 
occurrence after embolization procedures in patients 
with SRHs, showing a rebleeding rate of 24.17% across 
the six studies reviewed (ranging from 10.5 to 31.2%).

This may be because coagulation parameters were not 
corrected rapidly enough, or because of the stretching 
and secondary rupture of vessels caused by the expand-
ing hematoma or its tamponade effect [21].

Furthermore, the rich collaterals network created 
by the lumbar arteries in the retroperitoneum can 
facilitate, in conjunction with predisposing condi-
tions (arteriosclerosis, coagulopathies, vasculitis), the 

development of multiple foci of vessel disruption and 
recurrent bleeding, sometimes not detected during the 
first DSA [13].

In case of ongoing bleeding or hemodynamic insta-
bility after the first TAE, the procedure can be repeated 
until the vessel responsible for the extravasation is 
located and occluded, and/or until stabilization of the 
hemodynamic condition in cases of empirical emboli-
zation [2, 7, 13].

Technical success for re-embolization is still high, 
and any subsequent clinical failures are not necessarily 
related to the embolization technique [12, 14, 15].

This review showed a low complication rate of 5.76% 
across all studies, ranging from 0 to 6.9% (5 events out 
of 116 procedures). In particular, according to the SIR 
reporting standard, only 5 minor complications were 
noted, ranging from access site hematomas to a small iat-
rogenic arterial dissection. This review showed that the 
30-day post-treatment mortality rate was 24.3% (ranging 
from 5.2 to 43.4%) in line with the reported rates in pre-
vious publications [1, 7, 21].

The main limitations of this systematic review are the 
retrospective nature of the included cohort studies, the 
majority of which are single-arm retrospective series 
only, without a cohort comparison arm (e.g. patients 
treated with conservative management), which inevi-
tably introduces selection bias and limits scientific evi-
dence. Furthermore, the relatively low number of studies 
and the subsequent scarcity of the included population 
reduce the validity of the present review. However, con-
sidering that SRHs are potentially life-threatening emer-
gencies these limits were expected since the planning of 
prospective studies or clinical trials is much more com-
plex. Another limitation of this review is the heteroge-
neity of data regarding the follow-up period across the 
included articles, although this review aimed to assess 
the safety and efficacy of TAE in managing this emer-
gency condition.

Conclusions
TAE is a safe, effective, and potentially life-saving proce-
dure for the treatment of life-threatening spontaneous 
retroperitoneal hematomas. Empirical and targeted TAE 
procedures demonstrate a relatively low risk of complica-
tions, in contrast to the high technical and relatively high 
clinical success rates, as already shown in other publica-
tions. The meta-analysis revealed no statistically signifi-
cant difference in rebleeding rates between targeted and 
empirical embolization. Additional prospective studies 
comparing conservative and endovascular management 
are also necessary to provide insight into this potentially 
life-threatening condition.



Page 10 of 10Tiralongo et al. CVIR Endovascular            (2024) 7:50 

Acknowledgements
Not applicable.

Authors’ contributions
F.T.: concept and design of the work; the acquisition, analysis and interpreta-
tion of data. S.T.: concept and design of the work; the acquisition, analysis and 
interpretation of data. C.M.: acquisition, analysis and interpretation of data. R.I.: 
acquisition, analysis and interpretation of data. F.G.: acquisition, analysis and 
interpretation of data. D.G.C.: acquisition, analysis and interpretation of data. 
F.D.: acquisition, analysis and interpretation of data. F.V.: acquisition, analysis 
and interpretation of data. C.I.: acquisition, analysis and interpretation of data. 
F.C.: acquisition, analysis and interpretation of data. S.L.: acquisition, analysis 
and interpretation of data. M.V.: concept and design of the work; the acquisi-
tion, analysis and interpretation of data. P.V.F.: concept and design of the work; 
the acquisition, analysis and interpretation of data. S.P.: concept and design of 
the work; the acquisition, analysis and interpretation of data. A.B.: concept and 
design of the work; the acquisition, analysis and interpretation of data; revised 
work. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
This study was not supported by any funding.

Availability of data and materials
Not applicable.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1 Radiology Unit 1, Department of Medical Surgical Sciences and Advanced 
Technologies “GF Ingrassia”, University Hospital Policlinico “G. Rodolico‑San 
Marco”, University of Catania, Catania 95123, Italy. 2 Department of Radiol-
ogy, IRCCS Azienda Ospedaliero Universitaria Di Bologna, via Albertoni 15, 
Bologna 40138, Italy. 3 Dipartimento di Diagnostica per Immagini, Radiotera-
pia Oncologica ed Ematologia-Istituto di Radiologia, Fondazione Policlinico 
Universitario A. Gemelli IRCCS, l.go A gemelli 8, Rome 00168, Italy. 4 Istituto 
di Radiodiagnostica, Università Cattolica del Sacro Cuore, Rome 00168, 
Italy. 5 Interventional Radiology Department, Cardarelli Hospital of Naples, 
Naples 80131, Italy. 6 Faculty of Medicine and Surgery, University of Enna Kore, 
Enna 94100, Italy. 7 Department of Diagnostic and Interventional Radiology, 
Circolo Hospital, Insubria University, Varese 21100, Italy. 8 Department of Medi-
cal Surgical Sciences and Advanced Technologies “GF Ingrassia”, UOSD I.P.T.R.A, 
University of Catania, University Hospital Policlinico “G. Rodolico-San Marco”, 
Catania, Italy. 

Received: 2 April 2024   Accepted: 16 May 2024

References
	1.	 Sunga KL, Bellolio MF, Gilmore RM, Cabrera D. Spontaneous retroperito-

neal hematoma: etiology, characteristics, management, and outcome. J 
Emerg Med. 2011;43(2):e157-61.

	2.	 Tiralongo F, et al. Spontaneous retroperitoneal hematoma treated with 
percutaneous transarterial embolization in COVID-19 era: diagnostic find-
ings and procedural outcome. Tomography. 2022;8(3):1228–40.

	3.	 Lalatović J, et al. Transcatheter arterial embolization as a treatment for 
life-threatening retroperitoneal hemorrhage in COVID-19 patients on 
anticoagulant therapy. OJEM. 2021;09(04):209–15. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
4236/​ojem.​2021.​94021.

	4.	 Yeoh WC, Lee KT, Zainul NH, Syed Alwi SB, Low LL. Spontaneous retroperi-
toneal hematoma: a rare bleeding occurrence in COVID-19. Oxford Med 
Case Rep. 2021;9:omab081. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​omcr/​omab0​81.

	5.	 Taleja H, Nair VV, Yadav S, Venkatnarayanan R, Roy N, Rao P. Spontaneous 
hematomas in COVID-19 patients on low-molecular-weight heparin. 
Dubai Med J. 2021;4(3):285–90. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1159/​00051​8931.

	6.	 Caleo O, et al. Spontaneous non-aortic retroperitoneal hemorrhage: 
etiology, imaging characterization and impact of MDCT on management. 
A multicentric study. Radiol Med. 2015;120(1):133–48. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​s11547-​014-​0482-0.

	7.	 Touma L, et al. Transcatheter arterial embolization of spontaneous soft 
tissue hematomas: a systematic review. Cardiovasc Intervent Radiol. 
2019;42(3):335–43. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s00270-​018-​2086-x.

	8.	 Ini’ C, et al. Embolization for acute nonvariceal bleeding of upper 
and lower gastrointestinal tract: a systematic review. CVIR Endovasc. 
2023;6(1):18. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s42155-​023-​00360-3.

	9.	 Berná JD, Zuazu I, Madrigal M, García-Medina V, Fernández C, Guirado 
F. Conservative treatment of large rectus sheath hematoma in patients 
undergoing anticoagulant therapy. Abdom Imaging. 2000;25(3):230–4. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s0026​10000​007.

	10.	 Loffroy RF, Abualsaud BA, Lin MD, Rao PP. Recent advances in endovascu-
lar techniques for management of acute nonvariceal upper gastrointesti-
nal bleeding. World J Gastrointest Surg. 2011;3(7):89–100. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​4240/​wjgs.​v3.​i7.​89.

	11.	 Cardella JF, Kundu S, Miller DL, Millward SF, Sacks D. Society of inter-
ventional radiology clinical practice guidelines. J Vasc Interv Radiol. 
2009;20(7):S189-191. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jvir.​2009.​04.​035.

	12.	 Dohan A, Sapoval M, Chousterman BG, Primio MD, Guerot E, Pellerin O. 
Spontaneous soft-tissue hemorrhage in anticoagulated patients: safety 
and efficacy of embolization. Am J Roentgenol. 2015;204(6):1303–10. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​2214/​AJR.​14.​12578.

	13.	 Klausenitz C, et al. Efficacy of transarterial embolisation in patients with 
life-threatening spontaneous retroperitoneal haematoma. Clin Radiol. 
2020;76(2):157.e11-157.e18.

	14.	 Lukies M, Gipson J, Tan SY, Clements W. Spontaneous retroperitoneal 
haemorrhage: efficacy of conservative management and embolisation. 
Cardiovasc Intervent Radiol. 2023;46(4):488–95.

	15.	 Tani R, et al. The utility of transarterial embolization and computed 
tomography for life-threatening spontaneous retroperitoneal hemor-
rhage. Jpn J Radiol. 2019;37(4):328–35.

	16.	 Wang Z-W, Xue H-D, Li X-G, Pan J, Zhang X-B, Jin Z-Y. Life-threatening 
spontaneous retroperitoneal haemorrhage: role of Multidetector 
CT-angiography for the emergency management. Chin Med Sci J. 
2016;31(1):43–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S1001-​9294(16)​30021-9.

	17.	 Warren MH, Bhattacharya B, Maung AA, Davis KA. Contemporary man-
agement of spontaneous retroperitoneal and rectus sheath hematomas: 
management of spontaneous hematomas. Am J Surg. 2020;219(4):707–
10. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​amjsu​rg.​2019.​05.​002.

	18.	 Pietro SD, et al. Efficacy of percutaneous transarterial embolization in 
patients with spontaneous abdominal wall hematoma and compari-
son between blind and targeted embolization approaches. J Clin Med. 
2022;11(5):1270. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​jcm11​051270.

	19.	 Tiralongo F, et al. Spontaneous abdominal wall hematoma treated with 
percutaneous transarterial embolization: diagnostic findings, procedural 
outcome, and efficacy—a multicenter study. J Clin Med. 2023;12(14): 
4779. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​jcm12​144779.

	20.	 Takasawa C, et al. Properties of N-butyl cyanoacrylate–iodized oil 
mixtures for arterial embolization. in vitro and in vivo experiments. J Vasc 
Interv Radiol. 2012;23(9):1215-1221.e1. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jvir.​2012.​
06.​022.

	21.	 Shah RD, Nagar S, Shanley CJ, Janczyk RJ. Factors affecting the severity of 
spontaneous retroperitoneal hemorrhage in anticoagulated patients. Am 
J Surg. 2008;195(3):410–3. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​amjsu​rg.​2007.​12.​003.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.4236/ojem.2021.94021
https://doi.org/10.4236/ojem.2021.94021
https://doi.org/10.1093/omcr/omab081
https://doi.org/10.1159/000518931
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11547-014-0482-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11547-014-0482-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00270-018-2086-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s42155-023-00360-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002610000007
https://doi.org/10.4240/wjgs.v3.i7.89
https://doi.org/10.4240/wjgs.v3.i7.89
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvir.2009.04.035
https://doi.org/10.2214/AJR.14.12578
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1001-9294(16)30021-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjsurg.2019.05.002
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm11051270
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm12144779
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvir.2012.06.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvir.2012.06.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjsurg.2007.12.003

	Spontaneous retroperitoneal hematoma treated with transarterial embolization: a systematic review and metanalysis
	Abstract 
	Purpose 
	Materials and methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Study selection and data extraction
	Outcome measure and statistical analysis
	Quality assessment and risk of bias

	Results
	Demographic characteristics
	Pre-procedural findings
	Procedural findings and outcome
	Subgroup Analysis

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


