Post-transplant outcomes of AML with cytogenetic evolution
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CML and ALL compared with CE (mean 32.3 x10°/L). 19 (50%) 17 (71%) ; ; 4 ; ; w1
m Patients with AML develop CE at relapse either before or after allogeneic 1G%) 1 (4%) 0 60 CRI o ——
stem cell transplant (AlloSCT) may have worse outcomes.. . . e '
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who underwent AlloSCT in CR2. 19 (50%) 11 (46%) : : comparison with 33% in
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Included 62 patients in second remission after ﬁrst.relap.)sed AML who 0204 The DFS at 5-year was . ] ]
un@erwent AlloSCT between 2.005 and 2018 at University of Minnesota. 24 30O T estimated 47% in patients i 0 | : DlSCUS 10N
patients had CE events at the time of first relapse. 7 (18%) 1 (4%) without CE and 52% in . %j—ﬂ
- L% L %) patients with CE (p-value = ’ + m Cytogenetic evolution in patients with AML was not
Definition T Y - 0.786). 02 uncommon and occurred in 40% of patients who underwent
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Statistical Analyses The OS at 5-year was
The distributions of demographic/clinical characteristics were summarized 13 (34%) 21 (88%) estimated 55% in patients m The duration of CR1 (<1 year VS > 1 year) was significant to
using counts and frequencies (for categorical variables) or means and standard 241 (151i;") 161 (24;;") without CE and 48% in - predict post-transplant survival outcomes.
deviations (for continuous ones). Survival curves were estimated using the = = patients with CE (p-value = 3
Kaplan-Meier product-limit method and compared by log-rank test o2 3" The out f patients t lanted fi d blood d
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