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[T I N

Abstract: Introduction: Transfusion plays a main role in supportive treatment for patients who
receive an allogeneic hematopoietic stem cell transplantation (HSCT). In this study, we compare the
transfusion requirements of patients undergoing different modalities of HSCT according to different
time periods. The objective is to assess the evolution of HSCT transfusion requirements over time,
from a single institution. Methods: The clinical charts and transfusion records of patients who
underwent HSCT of different modalities at La Fe University Hospital during a twelve-year period
were reviewed (2009-2020). For analysis, we divided the overall time into three periods: 1 from 2009
to 2012, 2 from 2013 to 2016 and 3 from 2017 to 2020. The study included 855 consecutive adult HSCT:
358 HLA-matched related donors (MRD), 134 HLA-matched unrelated donors (MUD), 223 umbilical
cord blood transplantation (UCBT) and 140 haploidentical transplants (Haplo-HSCT). Results: There
were no significant differences in RBC and PLT requirements or transfusion independence among
the three time periods for MUD and Haplo-HSCT. However, the transfusion burden increased
significantly for MRD HSCT during the 2017-2020 period. Conclusion: despite HSCT modalities
having evolved and changed over time, overall transfusion requirements have not significantly
decreased and continue to be a cornerstone of transplantation-supportive care.
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1. Introduction

Blood product transfusion plays a main role in the supportive care of patients who
receive an allogeneic hematopoietic stem cell transplantation (HSCT) [1,2]. Red blood
cell (RBC) and platelet (PLT) transfusions are needed for prolonged aplasia periods that
patients suffer along with the HSCT procedure. Once engraftment occurs, some patients
continue to be transfused due to the unexpected and expected complications arising from
the graft-host interactions and the immunosuppression status [3,4].

Blood banks must assure adequate transfusion management for each moment of
transplantation, paying special attention to the ABO group mismatch between donor and
recipient [5]. Since transfusion thresholds are not universally established for RBC or PLT,
transfusion practices are highly variable among centres [6]. In addition, patients who
receive an HSCT are among the highest platelet transfusion consumers, not only due to
the transplantation but to the primary disease as well [7]. Despite its obvious benefits,
blood product transfusion has been related to adverse effects in the HSCT setting [8]. Thus,
transplantation units should assess the transfusion burden of the procedure.

In this study, we aimed to assess the evolution of HSCT transfusion requirements over
time. For this purpose, we compared the transfusion requirements of patients undergoing
different modalities of HSCT according to different periods at our hospital.
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2. Material and Methods
2.1. Patient Characteristics and Transplantation Modalities

We reviewed the clinical charts and transfusion records of patients who underwent
HSCT of different modalities at La Fe University Hospital during a twelve-year period
(2009-2020). For the analysis, we divided the overall time into three periods: 1 from 2009
to 2012, 2 from 2013 to 2016 and 3 from 2017 to 2020, respectively. The study included
855 consecutive adult HSCT: 358 HLA-matched related donors (MRD), 134 HLA-matched
unrelated donors (MUD), 223 umbilical cord blood transplantations (UCBT) and 140 Hap-
loidentical (Haplo-HSCT). HLA typing was determined at 10 loci (A, B, C, DRB1, DQB1).
MRD and MUD were defined as HLA matched (10/10) or mismatched at 1 locus (9/10).
Umbilical cord blood units were required to be HLA-matched at >4/6 loci. HSCT pro-
cedures including conditioning regimes, graft versus host disease (GVHD) prophylaxis
and supportive care have been previously reported by our group [9-12]. The conditioning
regime consisted of either a conventional myeloablative regime (MAC) or reduced-intensity
conditioning (RIC) for patients unfit to receive MAC. The intensity of the conditioning
regime depended on the disease status at transplant, performance status, and comorbidities
of the patient, according to institutional protocols. Post-transplantation cyclophosphamide
(PT-Cy) was used as GVHD prophylaxis in Haplo-HSCT and since 2017 it has also been
used in MRD and MUD transplantations [11].

2.2. Transfusion Protocol

The study considered the transfusion burden (number of RBC units and platelet
concentrates) during the first 90 days of allogeneic transplantation starting from the day
of transplantation. All blood products were leukocyte-filtered and irradiated with 25 Gy.
Prophylactic PLT were transfused when platelet counts were <20 x 10° /L for UCBT and
<10 x 10%/L for the rest of HSCT. Whole-blood pooled random platelets (PLT) were mostly
transfused, unless patients developed refractoriness. Red blood cell (RBC) concentrates
were transfused when the hemoglobin was <80 g/L or symptoms of anaemia were present.
The transfusion guidelines evolved from 2009 through 2020. Traditionally 2 RBCs were
transfused in each episode and in 2019 the transfusion policy changed to 1 RBC per episode.

The ABO type of RBC and PLT transfused after the HSCT was determined according
to the donor and recipient blood groups, as described previously [13]. For minor ABO-
incompatible transplantations, donor-type RBCs and recipient-type PLTs were transfused,
while for major ABO-incompatible recipients, recipient-type RBCs and donor-type PLTs
were transfused. For bidirectional ABO-incompatible patients, group O RBCs and group
AB platelets were scheduled.

PLT transfusion independence was defined as the last day of PLT transfusion, with no
PLT transfusions in the following 7 days. RBC transfusion independence was defined as
the day of the last transfusion, with no RBC transfusion in the following 30 days. PLT and
RBC transfusion requirements at 90 after UCBT were recorded.

2.3. Statistical Analysis

Descriptive statistics are presented for variables. Results are expressed as median and
range for continuous variables and as numbers with percentages for categorical variables.
The Kolmogorov-Smirnov test was used to check the normal distribution of the variables.

The primary endpoints were the number of RBC and PLT units transfused, and time to
RBC and PLT transfusion independence according to the time period and HSCT modality.

Categorical variables were compared using the Chi-square test or the Fisher exact
test. The Mann—-Whitney U test or the Kruskal-Wallis test for continuous variables was
used to compare the groups when applicable. The cumulative incidence of RBC and PLT
transfusion independence and transplant-related mortality was calculated in a compet-
ing risk setting. Overall, survival was calculated using the Kaplan-Meier method. All
p values reported were two-sided and p value < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.
Statistical analysis was conducted using EZR version 1.54 (22), a graphic user interface for
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R (The R Foundation for Statistical Computing) and SPSS (version 15, SPSS Inc., Chicago,
IL, USA) [14].

3. Results
3.1. Patient and Transplantation Characteristics

Table 1 shows the characteristics of all patients undergoing different HSCT platforms
according to the three studied periods. A total of 257, 297 and 301 HSCT of different
platforms were performed during period 1, 2 and 3, respectively. The most common disease
type was acute leukaemia. The stem cell source was mostly peripheral blood and umbilical
cord blood. During period 3, patients undergoing HSCT were significantly older and
received a graft with higher CD34+ cell content. More UCBT were performed during
period 1 while more MUD and haploidentical transplantations were performed during
period 3. PT-Cy + methotrexate + sirolimus was the most used combination to prevent
graft versus host disease in the last period. The median number of days until reaching
neutrophil > 0.5 x 10° /L and platelets > 20 x 10? /L, were higher for patients who received
HSCT during the last analysed period.

Table 1. Patient characteristics according to different time periods.

Characteristics 2009-2012 2013-2016 2017-2020 P
Patients, n (%) 257 (30) 297 (35) 301 (35)
Recipient age in years, median (range) 46 (16-66) 46.5 (16-70) 50.5 (15-71) 0.0007
Sex, n (%) 0.7
Male 151 (59) 168 (57) 178 (59)
Female 106 (41) 129 (43) 123 (41)
Diagnosis, n (%) 0.08
Acute myeloid leukaemia 115 (45) 131 (44) 140 (47)
Acute lymphoblastic leukaemia 45 (17) 59 (20) 47 (16)
Chronic lymphoproliferative disorders 38 (15) 54 (18) 37 (12)
Multiple myeloma 8 (3) 11 (4) 22 (7)
Myelodysplastic syndrome 16 (6) 23 (7) 22(7)
Myeloproliferative disorders 12 (5) 7 (2) 17 (6)
Chronic myeloid leukaemia 7 (3) 5() 6(2)
Aplastic anaemia 13 (5) 7(2) 9(3)
Others 3 0 1(0)
Donor type, n (%) <0.0001
MRD 120 (47) 131 (44) 107 (35)
MUD 14 (5) 26 (9) 94 (31)
Haplo-HSCT 7(3) 49 (16) 84 (29)
UCBT 116 (45) 91 (31) 16 (5)
Disease status at transplantation, n (%) 0.3
Early 118 (46) 151 (51) 150 (50)
Intermediate 69 (27) 68 (23) 81 (27)
Advanced 54 (21) 71 (24) 60 (20)
Not applicable 16 (6) 7(2) 10 (3)




J. Clin. Med. 2023, 12, 3467

40f10

Table 1. Cont.

Characteristics 2009-2012 2013-2016 2017-2020 P
Stem cell source, n (%) <0.0001
Bone marrow 2(1) 4(2) 26 (9)
Peripheral blood 139 (45) 202 (68) 259 (86)
Umbilical cord blood 116 (54) 91 (30) 16 (5)
CD34+ x 10°/kg, median (range) 2.5(0.04-14.4) 4.4 (0.08-15.5) 7.1(0.1-25.9) <0.0001
Conditioning regimen, n (%) 0.035
Myeloablative 146 (57) 163 (55) 141 (47)
Reduced-intensity conditioning 111 (43) 134 (45) 160 (53)
GVHD prophylaxis, n (%) <0.0001
CsA + MTX 118 (46) 129 (43) 3(1)
CsA + corticosteroids 94 (37) 83 (28) 10 (3)
CsA + MMF 37 (14) 28 (9) 11 (4)
PT-Cy + CsA + MMF 1(0) 45 (15) 15 (5)
PT-Cy + MTX + sirolimus 0 0 259 (86)
Other 7 (3) 12 (4) 3(1)
Transplant order, n (%)
1 201 (78) 222 (75) 227 (75)
2 55 (21) 70 (24) 66 (22)
3 1(0) 5(1) 8(3)
ABO compatibility, n (%) 0.06
Identical 129 (50) 180 (61) 172 (57)
Minor incompatibility 54 (21) 60 (20) 66 (22)
Major incompatibility 62 (24) 45 (15) 45 (15)
Bidirectional incompatibility 12 (5) 12 (4) 18 (6)
Days until neutrophils > 0.5 x 10°/L, median (range) 14 (5-55) 14 (7-39) 17 (7-39) <0.0001
Days until platelets > 20 x 10% /L, median (range) 23 (9-208) 20 (8-319) 28 (11-263) <0.0001

MRD HLA-matched related donor; MUD HLA-matched unrelated donor; Haplo-HSCT, haploidentical hematopoi-
etic stem cell transplant; UCBT, umbilical cord blood transplant; GVHD, graft versus host disease; CsA, cy-
closporine A; MMF, mycophenolate mofetil; MTX, methotrexate; PT-Cy, posttransplant cyclophosphamide.

3.2. Transfusion Outcome

When analysing all 855 HSCT, the median of RBC transfused at 30 days and 90 days
after transplantation were, respectively, 4 units and 5 units for all three analysed periods
(p = 0.82 and p = 0.9, respectively). There were not significant differences either in PLT
transfusion at 30 days (median 10, 8 and 9 units in periods 1, 2 and 3 respectively; p = 0.11)
and 90 days after transplantation (median 8, 7 and 8 units; p = 0.42).

The median time to reach RBC transfusion independence was 17.5 days, 14.5 and
21 days in patients who received an HSCT during the time periods 1, 2 and 3, respectively
(p = 0.187), while the median time to reach PLT transfusion independence was 16, 15 and
23 days for time periods 1, 2 and 3, respectively (p = 0.632). Figures 1 and 2 show the
cumulative incidence of RBC and PLT transfusion independence according to the 3 periods.
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Figure 1. Cumulative incidence of red blood cell transfusion independence according to the 3 studied
periods. Cumulative incidence of competing events and Gray test were used.
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Figure 2. Cumulative incidence of platelet transfusion independence according to the three periods.
Cumulative incidence of competing events and Gray test were used.

Transfusion requirements and transfusion independence for each HSCT modality
according to the 3 periods are shown in Table 2. There were no significant differences
in RBC and PLT requirements or transfusion independence among the 3 time periods
for MUD and Haplo-HSCT. However, the transfusion burden in the first 30 days after
transplantation increased significantly for MRD HSCT during the 2017-2020 period.

In the MRD setting, platelet transfusion independence was delayed in patients who
received PT-Cy compared to other GVHD prophylaxis (median 20 vs. 11 days; p = 0.01). We
also found a trend towards longer RBC independence (20 vs. 12 days; p = 0.07). However,
PT-Cy did not show significant differences in transfusion independence in the MUD setting
(median 26 vs. 13 days for RBC transfusion independence, p = 0.5; 25 vs. 12.5 days for
platelet transfusion independence, p = 0.2).
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Table 2. RBC and PLT transfusion burden and transfusion independence of patients undergoing

HSCT according to the 3 study periods. Cumulative incidence of competing events, Gray test and

Kruskal-Wallis test were used to compare the groups.

2009-2012 2013-2016 2017-2020 p
MRD
Patients, n (%) 120 (34) 131 (36) 107 (30)
RCB transfusion independence
Days, median (range) 10.5 (0-153) 11.5 (0-310) 17.5 (0-190) 0.06
Cul at 100 days, % (95% CI) 85 (78-91) 85 (78-90) 79 (70-86)
PLT transfusion independence
Days, median (range) 11 (0-80) 11 (0-110) 19 (7-155) 0.0001
Cul at 100 days, % (95% CI) 94 (87-97) 94 (88-97) 87 (79-92)
RBC units at day +30, median (range) 2 (0-21) 3 (0-24) 4 (0-38) <0.0001
RBC units, day 31-90 *, median (range) 4 (2-53) 6 (2-49) 4 (1-30) 0.5
PLT units at day +30, median (range) 3 (0-55) 3 (0-70) 5 (1-39) 0.002
PLT units, day 31-90 *, median (range) 19 (1-99) 14 (1-83) 14 (1-85) 0.12
MUD
Patients, n (%) 14 (11) 26 (19) 94 (70)
RCB transfusion independence
Days, median (range) 25.5 (0-149) 12 (0-100) 26 (0-260) 0.61
Cul at 100 days, % (95% CI) 78 (40-93) 80 (57-92) 84 (75-90)
PLT transfusion independence
Days, median (range) 18 (6-22) 22 (6-173) 25 (3-210) 0.23
Cul at 100 days, % (95% CI) 85 (53-96) 88 (68-96) 90 (81-95)
RBC units at day +30, median (range) 5 (0-23) 4 (0-21) 4 (0-23) 0.31
RBC units, day 31-90 *, median (range) 4(2-12) 5 (2-16) 5 (1-85) 0.8
PLT units at day +30, median (range) 10 (5-70) 6 (1-48) 7 (2-69) 0.12
PLT units, day 31-90 *, median (range) 6 (1-23) 2 (1-57) 10 (2-49) 0.07
Haploidentical
Patients, n (%) 7 (5) 49 (35) 84 (60)
RCB transfusion independence
Days, median (range) 29.5 (10-48) 25.5 (0-290) 21 (0-255) 0.097
Cul at 100 days, % (95% CI) 28 (4-61) 67 (51-78) 74 (63-82)
PLT transfusion independence
Days, median (range) 23 (6-35) 26 (22-72) 28 (0-169) 0.12
Cul at 100 days, % (95% CI) 28 (4-61) 67 (52-78) 84 (73-90)
RBC units at day +30, median (range) 10 (5-18) 6 (0-23) 5 (0-18) 0.08
RBC units, day 31-90 *, median (range) 2 (2-2) 6 (2-12) 6 (0-79) 0.15
PLT units at day +30, median (range) 14 (10-38) 11 (3-30) 8 (2-28) 0.13
PLT units, day 31-90 *, median (range) 11 (1-12) 10 (2-41) 10 (2-124) 0.3
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Table 2. Cont.

2009-2012 2013-2016 2017-2020 4
UCBT
Patients, n (%) 116 (52) 91 (41) 16 (7)
RCB transfusion independence
Days, median (range) 33 (0-240) 28 (0-183) 33 (0-200) 0.17
Cul at 100 days, % (95% CI) 63 (53-71) 54 (44-64) 73 (40-90)
Platelet transfusion independence
Days, median (range) 35 (0-175) 34 (0-180) 34 (0-60) 0.001
Cul at 100 days, % (95% CI) 73 (64-81) 67 (56-75) 93 (61-99)
RBC units at day +30, median (range) 6 (0-18) 6 (0-39) 5(3-12) 0.4
RBC units, day 31-90 *, median (range) 6 (3-29) 6 (3-53) 6 (3-12) 0.8
PLT units at day +30, median (range) 16 (0-59) 15 (0-85) 11 (0-30) 0.19
PLT units, day 31-90 *, median (range) 8 (1-98) 6 (1-300) 4 (1-50) 0.48

* among transfused patients. MRD HLA-matched related donor; MUD HLA-matched unrelated donor;
UCBT, umbilical cord blood transplant; Cul, cumulative incidence; CI, confidence interval; RBC, red blood

cell; PLT, platelet. Bold font indicates statistical significance

Figure 3 shows the overall survival according to the three studied periods Survival was
significantly higher for patients who received an HSCT during the last period (2017-2020).
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Figure 3. Overall survival of patients undergoing HSCT according to the 3 study periods. The

Kaplan-Meier test was used.

4. Discussion

This is a large study focused on the transfusion requirements of HSCT from a single
institution over time. We included all the consecutive HSCT performed on 855 patients over
a 12-year period. The results show an overview of how HSCT practices and transfusion
requirements have evolved with time in our tertiary-care hospital. For the first period
analysed (2009-2012), our centre performed almost as many UCBT as MRD HSCT, while
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during the third period (2017-2020) UCBT have been mostly replaced by MUD and haplo-
HSCT. As expected, MRD HSCT has remained stable since the HLA-matched related donor
is the standard approach when available.

When performing an overall analysis of all transplantations, the transfusion require-
ments and transfusion independence for RBC and PLT were not significantly different over
time, despite the important differences in transplantation platforms used in each period.
This may be due, at least in part, to the increase in transfusion requirements in PT-Cy-
based GVHD prophylaxis that is compensating for the lower rate of UCBT in the most
recent period.

However, when the transfusion outcome is analysed for each HSCT modality, there
are some relevant changes over time in patients undergoing UCBT and MRD. Among
transplantations, the UCBT platform is clearly the highest blood product consumer [15-17].
UCBT is characterized by the low cell content of the stem cell graft that delays the myeloid
and lymphoid engraftment and increases the transfusion needs [17]. However, a trend
of fewer transfusion requirements is observed over the years in UCBT, although without
reaching any statistical significance. The focus must be that UCBT is represented in different
proportions along the analysed time. A better knowledge of the engraftment kinetics and
the overall procedures could have contributed to the lower transfusion trend.

One of the most important findings of this study is the increase in transfusion needs
at day +30 and delayed platelet and RBC transfusion independence for patients who
received MRD transplantations during the most recent studied period (2017-2020) as
compared to the previous time. MRD is the transplantation modality that has the lowest
transfusion requirements [18-21]. The median number of units transfused is 4 RBC and
4 PLT by day 30 of transplantation [18]. It would be reasonable to hypothesize that the
best knowledge of the procedure and the long experience gained over the years could
contribute to reducing the transfusion burden. On the contrary, our group has recently
found that the addition of PT-Cy in the graft versus host disease prophylaxis causes a delay
in the myeloid engraftment, and multivariable analysis confirmed the significant impact
of PT-Cy on this event. According to our previous study, myeloid engraftment is delayed
by 3 days of median as compared to MRD transplantation without PT-Cy. In addition, we
found a clear impact of the GVHD prophylaxis scheme including cyclophosphamide in the
increased transfusion burden and delayed transfusion independence of patients receiving a
MRD [22]. A delay in myeloid engraftment and a higher incidence of haemorrhagic cystitis
are the proposed underlying mechanisms. As shown in the present results, most patients
during the last studied period received a prophylaxis scheme including PT-Cy. The impact
of PT-Cy in other transplantation modalities such as MUD seems to be less important,
although it is out of the scope of the present study.

When analysing the transfusion outcome according to the different transplantation
modalities within the three time periods, the best transfusion outcome of MRD HSCT
fades during 2017-2020. Higher RBC and platelet PLT transfusion requirements have
been reported in patients undergoing Haplo-HSCT, as compared to patients who receive a
sibling donor peripheral blood stem cell graft [23,24]. In fact, our group showed that the
blood product burden and cumulative incidence of RBC and PLT transfusion independence
are similar for both UCBT and Haplo-HSCT modalities, respectively [25]. It has to be
highlighted that during the last period in which PT-Cy was included, the transfusion
burden and days to reach transfusion independence were quite similar for the different
transplantation platforms.

Despite the higher transfusion burden as compared to previous periods, patients
undergoing HSCT during the 2017-2020 period had significantly better overall survival.
Multiple factors such as the use of different HSCT platforms, advances in supportive care
in these time frames and PT-Cy-based GVHD prophylaxis could have contributed to this
effect [26]. However, this analysis has not been performed in the present study.

Findings from previous studies have shown the benefits of reducing exposure to
allogeneic blood in the HSCT setting [27] and the feasibility of the 1 RBC transfusion
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policy [28]. According to this trend, since 2017, we introduced the 1 RBC policy in the
HSCT unit in order to optimize the use of blood products. However, we have not detected
a reduction of transfusion needs. Again, the introduction of PT-Cy, among other changes,
could have neutralized the positive effect of the 1-RBC transfusion strategy.

We are aware of the remarkable differences in the proportion of HSCT modalities and
transfusion practices over time which would be very complex to analyse in detail. This is
a limitation of the present study which mainly wants to offer an overview of transfusion
management of HSCT over the years.

In conclusion, HSCT modalities have evolved and changed over time, while overall
transfusion requirements have not significantly decreased and continue to be a cornerstone
in transplantation-supportive care. More efforts to improve transfusion practices and
implement patient blood management programs in the HSCT units may contribute to
reducing the transfusion burden.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, P.S. and ]. M.-A.; methodology, P.S. and ].M.-A; software,
J.M.-A.; validation, M.A.S. and PS.; formal analysis, ].M.-A.; investigation, P.S., ] M.-A. and J.S.;
resources, .S, ] M., G.S., AB.-R.,, AF,M.V.and J.d.1R,; data Curation, ] M.-A.; writing—original draft
preparation, P.S. and J.M.-A; writing—review and editing, P.S., I.G.-S. and M.A.S.; visualization, 1.G.-
S.; supervision, M.A.S. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted in accordance with the Declaration
of Helsinki, and approved by the Institutional Review Board (or Ethics Committee) of Instituto de
Investigacion Sanitaria La Fe (IHL-TEC-2020-01, 26 February 2020).

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in
the study.

Data Availability Statement: The anonymized data presented in this study are available at the request
of the author. The data are not publicly available due to current personal data protection legislation.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Cohn, C.S. Transfusion support issues in hematopoietic stem cell transplantation. Cancer Control 2015, 22, 52-59. [CrossRef]

2. Elemary, M.; Seghatchian, J.; Stakiw, J.; Bosch, M.; Sabry, W. Goubran Transfusion challenges in hematology oncology and
hematopoietic stem cell transplant-Literature review and local experience. Transfus. Apher. Sci. 2017, 56, 317-321. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

3. Gastecki, K.; Shanley, R.; Welbig, J.; Cohn, C.; Brunstein, C.G. Red blood cell product utilization in patients undergoing allogeneic
stem cell transplantation. Transfusion 2019, 59, 2301-2307. [CrossRef]

4. Dahl, D.; Hahn, A.; Koenecke, C.; Heuft, H.G.; Dammann, E.; Stadler, M.; Buchholz, S.; Krauter, J.; Eder, M.; Sykora, KW.; et al.
Prolonged isolated red blood cell transfusion requirement after allogeneic blood stem cell transplantation: Identification of
patients at risk. Transfusion 2010, 50, 649-655. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Jekarl, D.W,; Kim, J.K;; Han, ].H; Lee, H.; Yoo, J.; Lim, J.; Kim, Y. Transfusion support in hematopoietic stem cell transplantation.
Blood Res. 2023, 58, 1-7. [CrossRef]

6. Solves, P.; Lozano, M.; Zhiburt, E.; Anguita Velasco, J.; Maria Pérez-Corral, A.; Monsalvo-Saornil, S.; Yamazaki, S.; Okazaki,
H.; Selleng, K.; Aurich, K; et al. International Forum on Transfusion Practices in Haematopoietic Stem-Cell Transplantation:
Summary. Vox Sang. 2021, 116, 609-612. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7.  Stanworth, S.J.; Hyde, C.; Heddle, N.; Rebulla, P.; Brunskill, S.; Murphy, M.F. Prophylactic platelet transfusion for haemorrhage
after chemotherapy and stem cell transplantation. Cochrane Database. Syst. Rev. 2004, 4, CD004269. [CrossRef]

8.  Solh, M.; Morgan, S.; McCullough, J.; Shanley, R.; Weisdorf, D.J. Blood transfusions and pulmonary complications after
hematopoietic cell transplantation. Transfusion 2016, 56, 653-661. [CrossRef]

9.  Moscard9, E,; Sanz, ].; Carbonell, E; Sanz, M.A.; Larrea, L.; Montesinos, P.; Lorenzo, I.; Vera, B.; Boluda, B.; Salazar, C.; et al. Effect
of CD8" cell content on umbilical cord blood transplantation in adults with hematological malignancies. Biol. Blood Marrow.
Transpl. 2014, 20, 1744-1750. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. De La Serna, J.; Sanz, J.; Bermudez, A.; Cabrero, M.; Serrano, D.; Vallejo, C.; Gémez, V.; Moraleda, ].M.; Perez, S.G.;

Caballero, M.D.; et al. Toxicity and efficacy of busulfan and fludarabine myeloablative conditioning for HLA-identical sibling
allogeneic hematopoietic cell transplantation in AML and MDS. Bone Marrow Transpl. 2016, 51, 961-966. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.1177/107327481502200108
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.transci.2017.05.022
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28642120
https://doi.org/10.1111/trf.15285
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1537-2995.2009.02461.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19929861
https://doi.org/10.5045/br.2023.2023004
https://doi.org/10.1111/vox.13061
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33866564
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD004269.pub2
https://doi.org/10.1111/trf.13415
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbmt.2014.06.038
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25008329
https://doi.org/10.1038/bmt.2016.42

J. Clin. Med. 2023, 12, 3467 10 of 10

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.
27.

28.

Montoro, J.; Pifiana, J.L.; Herndndez-Boluda, ]J.C.; Hernani, R.; Lorenzo, I.; Pérez, A.; Guerreiro, M.; Balaguer-Rosello, A.; Sanz,
G.E,; Carretero, C.; et al. Uniform graft-versus-host disease prophylaxis with posttransplant cyclophosphamide, sirolimus, and
mycophenolate mofetil following hematopoietic stem cell transplantation from haploidentical, matched sibling and unrelated
donors. Bone Marrow Transpl. 2020, 55, 2147-2159. [CrossRef]

Lazzari, L.; Balaguer-Rosell6, A.; Montoro, J.; Greco, R.; Hernani, R.; Lupo-Stanghellini, M.T.; Villalba, M.; Giglio, E; Facal, A;
Lorentino, E; et al. Post-transplant cyclophosphamide and sirolimus based graft-versus-host disease prophylaxis after allogeneic
stem cell transplantation for acute myeloid leukemia. Bone Marrow Transpl. 2022, 57, 1389-1398. [CrossRef]

Gajewski, ].L.; Johnson, V.V,; Sandler, S.G.; Sayegh, A.; Klumpp, T.R. A review of transfusion practice before, during, and after
hematopoietic progenitor cell transplantation. Blood 2008, 112, 3036-3047. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kanda, Y. Investigation of the freely available easy-to-use software ‘EZR’ for medical statistics. Bone Marrow Transpl. 2013,
8, 452-458. [CrossRef]

Solh, M.; Brunstein, C.; Morgan, S.; Weisdorf, D. Platelet and red blood cell utilization and transfusion independence in umbilical
cord blood and allogeneic peripheral blood hematopoietic cell transplants. Biol. Blood Marrow Transpl. 2011, 17, 710-716.
[CrossRef]

Tomonari, A.; Takahashi, S.; Ooi, J.; Tsukada, N.; Konuma, T.; Kobayashi, T.; Sato, A.; Iseki, T.; Yamaguchi, T.; Tojo, A.; et al.
Impact of ABO incompatibility on engraftment and transfusion outcome after unrelated cord blood transplantation: A single
institute experience in japan. Bone Marrow Transpl. 2007, 40, 523-528. [CrossRef]

Solves, P.; Carpio, N.; Carretero, C.; Lorenzo, J.I; Sanz, J.; Goémez, I; Lopez-Chulid, F; Arilla, M.].; Regadera, A.L;
Montesinos, P; et al. ABO incompatibility does not influence transfusion requirements in patients undergoing single-unit
umbilical cord blood transplantation. Bone Marrow Transpl. 2017, 52, 394-399. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Le Viellez, A.; P’Ng, S.; Buffery, S.; Wright, M.; Cooney, J.; Cannell, P; Purtill, D. Red cell and platelet transfusion burden following
myeloablative allogeneic haematopoietic stem cell transplantation. Intern. Med. J. 2015, 45, 1286-1292. [CrossRef]

Griffith, L.M.; VanRaden, M.; Barrett, A.]J.; Childs, RW.; Fowler, D.H.; Kang, EM.; Tisdale, J.E; Klein, H.G.; Stroncek, D.F.
Transfusion support for matched sibling allogeneic hematopoietic stem cell transplantation (1993-2010): Factors that predict
intensity and time to transfusion independence. Transfusion 2019, 59, 303-315. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zhang, X.; Xiao, Y.; Ran, Q.; Liu, Y.; Duan, Q.; Duan, H.; Ye, X,; Li, Z. Clinical observation of factors in the efficacy of blood
component transfusion in patients following hematopoietic stem cell transplantation. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e36912. [CrossRef]
Wang, Z.; Sorror, M.L.; Leisenring, W.; Schoch, G.; Maloney, D.G.; Sandmaier, B.M.; Storb, R. The impact of donor type and ABO
incompatibility on transfusion requirements after nonmyeloablative hematopoietic cell Transplantation. Br. |. Haematol. 2010,
149, 101-110. [CrossRef]

Marco-Ayala, J.; Sanz, J.; Gomez-Segui, I.; Balaguer-Rosello, A.; Montoro, J.; Guerreiro, M.; Chorao, P,; Facal, A.; Villalba, M.;
Angel Sanz, M.; et al. Impact of posttransplant cyclophosphamide on transfusion requirements in hla matched sibling peripheral
blood stem cell transplantation. Transplant. Cell Ther. 2023, 13, S2666-56367. [CrossRef]

Desjonqueres, A.; Illiaquer, M.; Duquesne, A.; Le Bris, Y.; Peterlin, P.; Guillaume, T.; Delaunay, J.; Rialland, F.; Moreau, P;
Béné, M.C.; et al. Longer delay of hematological recovery and increased transfusion needs after haploidentical compared to
non-haploidentical stem cell transplantation. Bone Marrow Transpl. 2016, 51, 1150-1152. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Yuan, S.; Yang, D.; Nakamura, R.; Zhuang, L.; Al Malki, M.M.; Karanes, C.; Wang, S. Red blood cell and platelet transfusion
support in the first 30 and 100 days after allogeneic hematopoietic cell transplant. Transfusion 2020, 60, 2225-2242. [CrossRef]
Solves, P;; Sanz, J.; Gomez, 1; de la Puerta, R.; Arnao, M.; Montoro, J.; Pifiana, ].L.; Carretero, C.; Balaguer, A.; Guerreiro, M.; et al.
Comparison of transfusion requirements in adult patients undergoing Haploidentical or single-unit umbilical cord blood stem
cell transplantation. Eur. J. Haematol. 2019, 103, 172-177. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Gooptu, M.; Antin, ].H. GVHD prophylaxis 2020. Front. Immunol. 2021, 12, 605726. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Tay, J.; Allan, D.S.; Chatelain, E.; Coyle, D.; Elemary, M.; Fulford, A.; Petrcich, W.; Ramsay, T.; Walker, I.; Xenocostas, A.; et al.
Liberal Versus Restrictive Red Blood Cell Transfusion Thresholds in Hematopoietic Cell Transplantation: A Randomized, Open
Label, Phase III, Noninferiority Trial. D. J. Clin. Oncol. 2020, 38, 1463-1473. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Avdic, A,; Tucker, S.; Evans, R.; Smith, A.; Zimmerman, M.B. Comparing the ratio of mean red blood cell transfusion episode rate
of 1 unit versus 2 units in hematopoietic stem cell transplant patients. Transfusion 2016, 56, 2346-2351. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1038/s41409-020-0921-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41409-022-01725-3
https://doi.org/10.1182/blood-2007-10-118372
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18583566
https://doi.org/10.1038/bmt.2012.244
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbmt.2010.08.017
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.bmt.1705765
https://doi.org/10.1038/bmt.2016.264
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27797368
https://doi.org/10.1111/imj.12894
https://doi.org/10.1111/trf.14966
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30362577
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0036912
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2141.2009.08073.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtct.2023.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1038/bmt.2016.80
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27042846
https://doi.org/10.1111/trf.15961
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejh.13270
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31177565
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2021.605726
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33897681
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.19.01836
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32083994
https://doi.org/10.1111/trf.13708
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27481696

	Introduction 
	Material and Methods 
	Patient Characteristics and Transplantation Modalities 
	Transfusion Protocol 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Patient and Transplantation Characteristics 
	Transfusion Outcome 

	Discussion 
	References

