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The effect observation of different conditioning regiment for lymphoma with autologous hematopoietic stem cell transplantation”

Lu Yinghao sWang Jishi® ,Zhang Yan s Zhao Peng ,Li Yan ,Chai Xiao s Kang Qian
(Department of Hematology A f filiated Hospital of Guizhou Medical University/the Hematopoietic Stem Cell
Transplant Center of Guizhou Province/Quality Control Center of Blood Diseases Diagnosis and Treatment ,
Guizhou Province ,Guiyang , Guizhou 550004, China)

[Abstract] Objective To investigate the prevention and treatment of transplant-related complications,and compare the effi-
cacy and adverse effects of different conditioning regiment after autologous hematopoietic stem cell transplantation (auto-HSCT)
for lymphoma patients. Methods Between June 2006 and June 2015, 87 consecutive patients with lymphoma treated with auto-
HSCT were received in hematology department of our Hospital. According to conditioning regiment, the patients were divided into
BEAM conditioning regiment group (n=41) and BEAC conditioning regiment group (n=46). Results Between the two groups.,
the distribution of gender.age,lymphoma stage,the median follow-up time and the pathological type were not significantly different
(P>>0.05). All patients achieved hematopoietic reconstruction successfully. The median time to neutrophil engraftment was 11 days
(range 8—15 days) in BEAC group and 12 days (range 8 —16 days) in BEAM group (P=0. 589 7). The median time of platelet
engraftment in BEAC group (13 days,range 10— 17 days) was superior than that in BEAM group (15 days,range 11—19 days),
with significant difference(P=0. 015 3). The adverse effects of conditioning regiment in both groups were similar, there was no he-
patic vein occlusion disease and transplant-related deaths occurred. The 3-year survival rate for the BEAC and BEAM groups was
83.23% and 86. 56 % respectively (P =0. 639 3). The 5-year survival rate for the BEAC and BEAM groups was 69. 47% and
77.60% respectively (P=0.479 9). Conclusion The results show that BEAM and BEAC conditioning regiment are safe and effec-

tive for lymphoma with auto-HSCT , however,the long-term efficacy will wait for the long-term follow-up.
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