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i 40 i 55 (CMV) gk e 2 53 56 PR 366 it 1 40 i A% A
(allo-HSCT) J&i B # WLIT K AE . CMV R ] 3 Bl K Ho 4
CMV IM4E LA R $ON FEERINM CMV L84 1F , ™5 % 1]
B CMV B (Il 58 26 L8 B e 0 099 B 48 | i 2%
) SHA , CMV B GLA AT IS HE PG 298 (GVHD)
FIREAAS B & AE RS, SR R G  Borl
Ja 3 H N CMV B kAR 60% ~70% (HE37 s &
CMV I35 BHPER]) ' . JEAR Sk, B Al fiH A CMV T3 B MR
I ARG CMV-DNA (1972 & W B A S5 367 il CMV g
1 K A= BRI TR W B R R BT 5% ~ 10% 1 5 K
A2 CMV B 9w 7L Fi A, Bl A R B O T 40 R A
(haplo-HSCT )5 {71 51 e 11 348 Jinn . 5 558 G 38 400 41 047 i i 4
MEREE 11 (ATG) B, CMV B KA I e 2 LT
. HAT,allo-HSCT Ji CMV B YL (1) 534 )7 25 1) o 5 1%
=55 1 R AN A A SCRAL N 40% ~ 60% o AN, EE KT
A | A A A PR IR R R Y K R R K 30% ~
50%"™, ULIR R L& B A AP CMV 254,

V924555 (cidofovir) J&=— Mz TR 2y , 3 o 5% 4
1 DNA 54 B (194 FHBHBH% 2 DNA & i, BAT ) 15U
BTG VR O AN 1 K - RSN 1 AL SRR
BRI 1A B I 7R, e IR 7 S A 1
CMV WA o (H 2445 V5 247 75 B A T haplo-HSCT J5 &
I CMV BYYIAYT A ARE R 5 R et T 0 % 5/
i F R MR T TR SN T A2 58 3 17 AOR e A M an ] E iy
Wl = Bk, bt I AR Sk N FH T 24 T 4R YT 17 Bl
haplo-HSCTJ5 & 31 CMV B % 4RI

w5 7iE

L—B %k 2018 4E 1 H 2 2019 4E 6 H W IH7rFg )7 BE R
K2 5 B B ML R 57 haplo-HSCT LA I CMV &4 1

17 B R0 £ IAASHIESE o A R 380 i 5 i
FRENIT R AR BRI 32 , i3 SR & i Tl i A3 e 42
ZVWEWMEBIRIT . B 134, o4, P A 30(16 ~ 56)
%o Hir ZoPEBE 2 P 10 61, 2ok EL4 i A il 3 41
BB S LR AR 3 ), Bk R Ak E R 1 . T
21 A U 34 A B R AR RN . B T1 B AR A R AR
N B/ IN % B8 s 15 2 BV AT R BB, L4005 1911 2 Sl 1 vk
allo-HSCT. 1568 JE IR CMV IBHe, 2 il & A5 2 1R
CMV B, 176 H — MR LR 1.

2. TALEE : BF 7 £ (FITH L +3aA P ) 4 1, GIAC &
CFATH 2+ PR Tk g+ BRD A i 4 = 5] 5560 7T ) 4 i), TBI+Cy+
VP16 J7 % (4 5 BT+ I WL +RFE90 1) 2 i, TBI+Cy+
Flu+Ara-C+Vp16 77 5 (4 B MRS+ IR B Mk It -+ J ik h e+ Pap i
W AF R FEIATE ) 3 4, DAC+BuCy-+G-CSF (HlL 74 {1 35+ [ 74
G IR+ G-CSF) J7 48 3 41l 1 I RAR ARG A Tk o b
U Flu M2 TRAL B

3. GVHD K CMV &4 (9 T3 B : GVHD Bl BRI 3
1% A(CsA)+E B RS (MMF)+ATG 7.5 mg/kg+H! 2 1%
(MTX)" . Y347 4 15 3% FH post-CTX J5 % (M I 2 A+FF TR
BE+ATG 4.5 mg/kg+ I HBERL ) #4T GVHD fiipis

TR AT ML L BB 5 10 IR/ bk 1 2 R L7 CMv
JEYL . T ANEAE T YT AR B A5 A TR R 4 B s, LA
325 b e P AR T 240 TR S D6 e s o

4. CMV-DNA Yl Fl CMV L2 i B M 3 H
H5 AR 1 K CMV-DNA , BoAB 5 3 ~ 64~ 4 2 JE R 1 ¥,
6 H J5 & 18 GVHD F 0 H e i il 70037 97 3 45 A &
D1 YR T & il A5 . SR B 2 PCR T A6 CMV-
DNA, 2 IR T 5x10° 88 DU/L SR BHM: | 3448 2 Wk BH I H
CMV&YL, CMV B 5 3R 2 )k CMV-DNA 1 i 22
S8R 2 VR i L 3 S DA T W
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R 17 G AT AR AR S E A0 2E (CMV ) B B 1 RARAE
B g BUMERR avipmw O P gy PHUT CMVIRR
(%) (mg/kg) a3 KARTTE(d)

1 % 23 AML TBI-Cy+VP16+FA CsA+MMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 7/10 TR v 26

2 B 27 NHL TBI-Cy+VPI6+FA  CsA+MMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 5/10 RIS I 30

3 B 34 AML TBI-Cy+VPI6+FA  CsA+MMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 6/10 [FI A I 41

4 5 32a  ALL TBI-Cy+VP16 CsA+MMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 6/10 G I 37

5 %W 44 MDS DAC+Bu-Cy+G-CSF CsA+MMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 5/10 R I 48

6 % 24 MDS DAC+Bu-Cy+G-CSF CsA+MMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 7/10 R v 44

7 4 56 MDS DAC+Bu-Cy+G-CSF CsA+MMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 7/10 F5% I 43

8 % 47 AML BF CsATMMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 5/10 % I 31

9 % 16 ALL BF post-CTX 45 5/10 R I 39

10 % 40 AML BF CsA+*MMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 5/10 [Fi] L v 27

11 % 22 AML BF post-CTX 45 5/10 [Fi] L | 48

12 B 5 AML BF post-CTX 45 5/10 [ | 31

13 4« 21 AML GIAC CsA+MMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 5/10 FRY I 35

14 3B 20 AML GIAC CsA*MMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 5/10 % 1 40

15 B 49 AML GIAC CsA*MMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 6/10 %k I 49

16 % 22 ALL GIAC CsA+*MMF+MTX+ATG 7.5 5/10 [F]ffd v 34

17 % 30 AML Flu post-CTX 4.5 7/10 SRS I 30

T AML: UPERE AR I s NHL : R A7 itk EU8 5 ALL - bk E 200 1 L3 s MIDS - 1 4% A4 S i

ZEAE; TBI-Cy : 4 5 HR S+ 31 B ik

Wi s VP16 AKFCIATT s FA : AT HMBEMIAT ; DAC : MU PG ABIEE ; Bu-Cy : FAIH LA+ BEBERE ; BF : [ L4+ FUA T ; GIAC : FATI e+ 3R B BLRL -+ B
WM £ R BT TT 3 Flu: ISR ; CsA : TR ZE A s MMF : 85 I TRTIS ; MTX : [ ZUUERS s ATG 30 Ma IR 240 MR 25 11 5 post-CTX : FR 7 % A+45 R Tg+
PRWE IR+ R AR ER AR (1. 55 2 I CMV e AT B 1 YL YK allo-HSCT

CMV IfiLfiE : CMV-DNA B , JCAH R I AR AE R . CMV
ZEAAE AE CMV IUEE SRS B 3 = 1 WU ST
RSN H R, CMV P05 7776 CMV B YL [ 1M~ TiE
i, RIS ELA A O I AR 2 00 DA S A5 Ml 6 T O Y ki Y
= 751 RN T e R U S VAL A (O B s i s b Lo A
{6 DNA JFU 25 32 HE S CMV JEYL o L& B R0 L I R
B, AR R AR I G I A T 16 ARIS 1 R Bl
AEE CMV B

5. CMV &Y [103R 77 : DI SEIRYT AR SEIRYTIRIE . 21K
PCR 7 %€ CMV-DNA > 5x10°#% Il /L 5{ #A Yk CMV-DNA >
1108 DI/L, o HJE CMV IR S fE B3 . B i o ik
(5 mg/kg &5 12 b 1R, 38 F T JCHA 5 B i il A ) sl Jje HH
BB g 12h 1R, EHTEHBENRREREH) .
QUi T YA AZ - TEE I VAT V] B I/ B ol
2 aE Pl P IR A P R 0 B T e R (RN e
T >20%)", QVEZART 35 HH TR RN/ S I8 F AL
RS Z B . WS S meg/keg BH LR, HE
Il PRI JELE 2 Yk CMV-DNA #4 Bl g ke . 2y
AR T KA, G E R N ST iR, 2R 204
JE) 1 RAGHIN 101 5% 0 JHF B )y BRI

6. B U7 S WL HE b - O FHPE 248 15 J5 I R IR 2
CMV-DNA # DU . 3 25 1 E] AN R B0 (1
T E W RN B B AR o ST RO E bR ET D%

T : CMV 3 A DCAE AR T 2% s EEAR T 2% , CMV-DNA 7% 4%
BB 2K DL [, QI CMV B3 AR 5 I R Ik 2 e
CMV-DNA %] F B 1-log L EAHARFERR . QIR A1
AR G2 i 0l 30E JF Sl CMV 529 5, CMV-DNA B3 97 11 1 5t
Tt

% R

1. CMV R Y fE 1 B2 A P m A i 58 R 81
haplo-HSCT . il GVHD J5 % & ATG & Jf Il ~ IV GVHD
R CMV YL K CMVIR R EZ G N E ™ . AR 17 6]
A Y47 haplo-HSCT, Y4552 5 T 40 Jy 28 #47 GVHD Fil
By , Horf ATG R 7.5 mg/kg £ 13 f41], post-CTX J7 % (ATG &4
it 4.5 mg/kg) fi 46, AT BE BT CMV B T sk A i &
JFEtEGVHD (T S, IS, IVEE46]) . Fify gy
PIVHE B 1 ~ 2 mg-kg' - d" 1 h—2k P GVHD i& 77 (Fhh
SUIEA T HIRYE ), 301 F 3 Hh T Ik 32 CsA AN R R VLI
A b SR ] 3 B AT CD25 HAPTIAYT

2. CMV LI PRI - 17 B FRE K CMV 1 R A2 i ]
JFEH G 37(26 ~ 49)d, Hirf CMV ZEGAF 4 491 ([ R R R
LRI , CMV %95 6 4] (CMV 46 2 45, CMV fili 5 4 451 )
CMV % 4 fiE 3 41 J8 I 9 CMV-DNA Hf 7 7K 3F 4 3 650
(580 ~ 179 000)+% U1 ¥t/ml, CMV % H. 3 1) CMV-DNA th
£77KEH 2 662(388 ~ 46 100) 4% D1 %/ml.,
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3. L CMVIRYT AR 2 PU Z AR IR AT, 17 R # AT
7R AL 13(5 ~ 21)d B R AR Jeify T AT 8 Bl B 4
ZHAL9(5 ~ 14)d B EIE AT, 119 58 3 4 2 Jof FP TR A e
AEEBEBIRIT . 15 FBA CMV INFPEREE H (S gbg H
1K), 1) 8 e & CMV 5 5 0k 40 I 28 M T ok 12 41 g
(CMV-CTL) % 170183 13 i Tt CMV BT R0R
AL MR VY 240 5 23Ry (L 6 41106 s FF R 4 ol o
EIEE) A LRI CMV I & k3232 15 2 A0 5 1A i
BIRYT , 310 KL IR R R A T e R v A T R i 4
VAR . 1T HREIRYT R R 2RI AR 2.

4. VY9 2248 T3 I PRI T 280 B 75 I 27 R < 17 491 S 3
WL EIT  PATRE2(1 ~4)d, A 1361(76.4% )
B, | BB FREREGE 3 61(17.6% ) BETRIT AL,
Horp 2 7R V6 Z 4606 1697 TR 7 5T CMV-CTL fii i, 35445
PEAL. 11H1(64.7%) BERIT 1 175 CMV-DNA #5 D1
TF% 1-log, 9 1 (53 % ) B 22 1 ~ 2 A7 BRI 7 I s 7 1L 775
RGP 2 SN )R 1A AR P LI AR s g i
[ A 217 HE

5. AN RN 1B TR VS 245 35 1A 7 I BRI
AHIRBET (BET TR R A g AR ), 44911 (23.5% ) /34
TR W ) & 2B W PR B T R (il v WLEF T > 1S
SEEAA) b 3B 2 FIRIT RO A E IR E 2
IR R P M LB F 4 2 e AT E IEH .
541(29.4% ) B kA 1711 90 Rt R EEE ™ i
M .

6. Bl « 438 17 401 £ 1 b S Bl DT B ] 6(2 ~ 12) 4>

H o 4 1835 B A CMV &% (R (i 52 R mf (] 22 d)
2 BB H AR &R T AE CMV ISR YA DG HEFE T (St
SEIRNR A FE ALK G — PRI o T R 4% 1 0], R B
ML FFE G AR R A CMV G

W’

SCHRARIE , A BR IR 25 B AR B 19 1% CMV-1gG FH
PERL N 86% ", iXH 43 NHERZ TG RIEIR , JoT5 i 2
69T o allo-HSCT B3 Hi FRE AL AR HIHE K 2 ALy 7 soso7
HEFTTIAL S, AR 5 IR S e s ol 70) 3 S LR S e g
FEE AN, AT AR A CMV S M 0] kA CMV
PG BB iy . CMV R O A RS A IS IR SR R 0
AHICHET 18 WA Bl 22— ¢ 1) 2 haplo-HSCT SR A T
YAy 223847 GVHD Tl & I GVHD 55 5 B S e 41 il 28
FHEAE SN CMV B R AR, HETEX CMV IR,
B T G 5 A 0 B R CMV IR ER R CMV-CTL
Hb, FEEOPUEBE 24 YR T 5 R TP R AN I R kR
R 40% ~60% . A4 17 19l £ 75 1142 3Z haplo-HSCT .CMV
JRYLETA 2 GVHD, 1T RE SR SEA T AR R R 2
o

VY 2455 TR m T AU A5 & 9 CMV IR L
B SCHERIIE , Y —hum 5 25 ) Uk CMV s alijii s
Jpd BE IR I, P 2 4R 5 T R R Y B RR T e
Ljungman 5538 , P Z 40 F54E 8 CMV B —2k | 4348
7 B S 430 R 66 % 68% ., Platzbecker 45 R iH , V£
HE TSN T CMV B AR 5ETR YT, 10 B4 32 i I m FE A

R2 170N T AN RSAE S B AN R (CMV) IR GL B HIGTT 5 8 X 246 15 (CDV)ITRL

Bl COVHHCMY CDV RS ‘ CDV FiiHUR IR ‘ CDVi&JY
a RO (D) B4 CMV - it BRAECMV TR e
PIFPEREE 1 (d)  WRERES (D)
1 19 Tes = il HH R 4 13 P 4 W
2 11 T3 S I HH R 10 7 1 &M
3 18 CMV %ip = ol Y R 15 i 1 &m
4 2 CMVE % = - - = 2 JERUF B CMV-CTL J5 /1)
5 9 CMV iR b= JBl HH R 9 7w 4 M
6 24 CMV & % , Atz = it Y e 21 w5 1 &
7 8 AT 52 = P 5 & 2 W
8 12 T3 b HES 5 7 4 M
9 12 CMV ¥R = ke R 5 b= 2 R
10 13 CMV %5 = P 9 = 3 Lk
11 6 Tk = g 6 = 1 %
12 19 TJesk = PR 14 7 1 s (T
13 10 Tes = EERCSH 10 i 2 M
14 10 CMV %5 = kS 10 & 3 TR B CMV-CTL 54
15 9 TR, ANz = T B IRE 10 & 4 ER
16 11 Te i EERCSH 11 i 2 W
17 18 CMV %5 = JBl HH PR 13 7 2 ML

T AR CMV RS PN Tk L 4 A (CMV-CTL)
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TEBEPETIAL B 8 b 9 A A%, T 7 1) B CMV 5 [,
(AL Z T HEPE AL B 7 41 J8 25 A 1 BI3RAS e A H A 4 )]
JG CMV IRYL AT % o IAN VW ZAR B e LR TR R I
G AR L AR B T IR > ARG 17 il 3
A haplo-HSCT, % H ¥ ATG / %17 GVHD Hl B , 7 & 4
CMV &Y 34 1 24 GVHD Jf-H252 51 GVHDIRYT s fE 3
BT IR SeTRy T O E ICA T 22, BT 6 BilfE R A
CMV P9 17 L T 42 52 V6 Z 4w 35 E AT B R M iR 7, 14 4
(82.3% )iGIT AR, H 13 191 (76.4% ) IRAFEE AL bk T H
151 AR PRAT R0, V4 224 =65 8 e D 1 B AT = £ i, 11 1)
(64.7% ) JEAIEIT 1T FEIG CMV-DNA $5 DR % 1-log,
91| (53% ) B 2 | ~ 2 TP RHRIT IS m #E GG 54 B .
PEBE TR B R 6 (2 ~ 12) 4~ F , 115 3 B8 55 1ML 75 27 2
FAME:, 4 6] B CMV & %, il — 2 0E 5L TV 2 405l CMV
YR AT AL, Bosi 2 BUBFST o K ZBUE 3 FH 2 51
3UKVE A8 T Ja AT ARAS LTS 222 B, s 2 2 IR 1 A 3
BN T4 CRBCR A 5T% ) o ARBEFEH Y Z40F 17T CMV
TR 11 B2 6 e TR A SCIRARGE , A LR R mT R S Ao
B4 A B A A F CMV N R ER R (TN BB R 16T I
T RIS IO FH B R TR B 8 o 5 A K

PIAEIA A PG 22465 0 B I 2 PR B 1) 1 LA 36 1t 4
AL E RN U =Zaayr s, (IR EH I+
TR BT D RERR S, A T B A i 1 R
WEMH], 7] Re 5 RHR 4 SR VY AR 5y T R LT A R A
2GR 78537k Ak TRk R R Ak G2

PUFEARSE S5, B0 1 CMV-DNA J5 2 2 47 Al #i1 CMV
PR AR KR AET-RA RS, HA s B i sk i n 7%
HEACT- AR R L FET- I XU ™, allo-HSCT J& &3 CMV
TR T H e 1 M R, R PR IZ W R HETR M CMV B i
N RBFFEVE Z AR5 IEYT L ATl 50 0 2 U B R
il CMV gy,

KB RV AL B, WM F R ERT
haplo-HSCT & I CMV JB YL 22 4 AT, 41575 e 2 vhl KA
AW — 2L BIE

2 % Xk
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