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Abstract

BEAM (BCNU, etoposide, cytrabine, melphalan) is the most widely used high dose chemotherapy regimen for
autologous transplant in lymphoid malignancies. We report our early experience with an alternative regimen LEAM
where BCNU was replaced with the oral analogue CCNU (lomustine) to tide over the non-availability of BCNU. Fifty one
patients of relapsed or refractory lymphoma who received BEAM (n= 34) and LEAM (n= 17) from September 2001 to
February 2012 were analyzed. From October 2009 onwards LEAM was used as the conditioning regimen instead of
conventional BEAM. Patients in the LEAM group had more chemorefractory disease (35% vs 9%, p = 0.045) and high risk
comorbidity score (24% vs 0%, p = 0.019). Grade 3 and 4 oral mucositis (67.6% vs. 64.7%, p = 0.834) and diarrhea (47% vs.
41.1%, p = 0.691) were similar. No difference was noted between the two groups in terms of engraftment, documented

and efficacy and can be used as an alternative to BEAM.
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infections, antibiotic use, cumulative toxicity risk, length of hospital stay and 100 day transplant related mortality. The
estimated 2 year overall survival (61.7% vs. 62.7%, p = 0.928) and event free survival (44.6% vs. 41.1%, p = 0.510) of the
regimens BEAM and LEAM respectively were comparable. Thus LEAM appeared equivalent to BEAM in terms of toxicity

Background

High dose chemotherapy (HDC) and autologous stem
cell transplantation (ASCT) is an established treatment
procedure and offers a chance for long-term disease
control in many patients with relapsed or refractory
Hodgkin’s lymphoma (HL) and Non Hodgkin’s lymph-
oma (NHL) (Appelbaum 2008). Several HDC regimens
with different drug combinations have been in use,
however, no randomized data is available to demon-
strate superiority of any one regimen and retrospective
comparative reports are sparse (Jo et al. 2008; Puig et al.
2006; Salar et al. 2001; Wang et al. 2004; Zaucha et al.
2008). Given the limited morbidity and comparable efficacy
of the BEAM (BCNU/Carmustine, etoposide, cytrabine,
melphalan) protocol, which was designed to avoid the tox-
icities of Cyclophosphamide and total body irradiation, it
has become the most widely used conditioning regimen for
lymphoma transplants (Linch et al. 1997; Mills et al. 1995).
Lomustine (CCNU) based regimens have been used for
high dose chemotherapy conditioning (Perz et al. 2007;
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Ramzi et al. 2012), mainly to overcome the increased pul-
monary toxicity associated with BCNU (Stuart et al. 2001),
but few if any comparative studies exist (Kumar et al.
2009). Recently, there was a shortage of BCNU globally and
to overcome the situation we instead used a modified regi-
men LEAM, where BCNU was replaced with CCNU. In
this study we report the results of this alternative drug
schedule and compare it with the BEAM protocol, focusing
on early toxicities, infectious complications and transplant-
related mortality (TRM).

Patients and methods

Patient selection

The study group consisted of adult patients with re-
lapsed or refractory lymphoma (NHL or HL) who were
treated with high dose chemotherapy (either BEAM or
LEAM) followed by autologous stem cell transplantation
in the Department of Medical Oncology at the Institute
Rotary Cancer Hospital, All India Institute of Medical
Sciences (New Delhi, India) between September 2001
and February 2012. In all, a total of 51 patients were an-
alyzed, 34 patients received BEAM and 17 patients re-
ceived LEAM.
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Transplant protocol

Prior to transplant, patients were assessed for their clinical
and treatment history, previous chemotherapy received in-
cluding salvage therapy, pretransplant disease status, ECOG
performance status, laboratory parameters and organ func-
tions. Scores as per the hematopoietic cell transplant co-
morbidity index (HCT — CI) system (Sorror et al. 2005) for
comorbidity risk assessment were calculated for each pa-
tient from clinical records and documented pretransplant
laboratory evaluation and a score of 0 was assigned for ab-
sent information on a particular comorbidity. Growth factor
(G-CSE, granulocyte colony stimulating factor) mobilized
peripheral blood, which was harvested by leukapheresis,
was the source of stem cell rescue for all patients. High
dose chemotherapy regimen administered was BEAM in 34
patients and LEAM in 17 patients. Anti-emetic support in-
cluded aprepitant, ondansetron, and dexamethsone with
both the regimens. BEAM consisted of BCNU (carmustine)
300 mg/m2 (total dose) i.v. on day -6, etoposide 800
mg/m2 (total dose) i.v. divided over 4 days from days -5
to -2, ara-C (cytarabine) 1600 mg/m?2 (total dose) i.v. twice
daily divided over 4 days from days -5 to -2, and melpha-
lan 140 mg/m2 (total dose) i.v. on day —1. LEAM consisted
of CCNU (Lomustine) 200 mg/m2 p.o. on day -6, eto-
poside 800 mg/m2 (total dose) i.v. divided over 4 days from
days -5 to -2, ara-C (cytarabine) 1600 mg/m?2 (total dose)
i.v. twice daily divided over 4 days from days -5 to -2, and
melphalan 140 mg/m?2 (total dose) iv. on day -1. We
cryopreserved stem cells in 18 patients and in 33 patients
stem cells were stored at 4°C. Following infusion of the
stem cell product (on day 0) after the end of conditioning,
all patients were observed for toxicities and febrile complica-
tions which were managed as per standard guidelines and
institutional protocol. All patients received growth factor
support starting on day 1 till the time of engraftment. Plate-
let and blood transfusion was given as required during the
course. All patients were treated as in-patients and remained
hospitalized until engraftment and till the time deemed clin-
ically suitable for discharge. Follow up information was col-
lected by review of out-patient follow up records and
patients were contacted through phone calls and letters.

Outcome evaluation and study definitions

For the purpose of analysis standard remission criteria were
applied to assess disease status following salvage chemo-
therapy, prior to HDC and transplant, and response beyond
30 days of transplant. Achievement of at least a PR after sal-
vage therapy was regarded as chemosensitive disease. Pa-
tients with progressive or refractory disease prior to
transplant were defined to have chemoresistant disease.
Neutrophil engraftment was defined as first of three con-
secutive days with achievement of absolute neutrophil
count of > 500 /cm® and no subsequent decline. Platelet en-
graftment was defined as first of three consecutive values of
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platelet count > 20,000 /cm® with transfusion independence
Standard definition for febrile neutropenia was used and fe-
brile episodes were classified according to IHS (Immuno-
compromised Host Society) consensus conference and the
ESCMID (European Society of Clinical Microbiology and
Infectious Diseases) guidelines into clinically documented
infections (CDI), microbiologically documented infections
(MDI) and fever of unknown origin (FUO) (Hughes et al.
1992; Pizzo et al. 1990). Regimen related organ toxicities,
evaluated in the first 100 days, were graded using the
Seattle criteria (Bearman et al. 1988). The maximum tox-
icity score was the highest score reached in any single organ
system. Cumulative toxicity score was the sum of the
highest score observed in each organ at any time. Length of
hospital stay (LOS) was defined as the time from the day of
infusion of stem cell product to the day of hospital dis-
charge. Transplant related mortality (TRM) was taken as
death from any cause other than disease relapse or progres-
sion occurring within the first 100 days after ASCT. Relapse
or progression was defined as worsening in the disease
status from that at the time of transplant or the start of a
new definitive therapy at any time after transplant. Overall
survival (OS) was measured from date of transplant to
death from any cause. Event free survival (EFS) was defined
from the day of transplant until death from any cause,
relapse or progression.

Statistical analysis

For evaluation and comparison of the early post transplant
outcomes between the two groups of patients, we used the
Fisher’s exact test for categorical variables and the Mann
Whitney U test/ independent sample t test for continuous
variables. OS and EFS were estimated using the Kaplan and
Meier method. Log-rank test was used to examine differ-
ences in survival curves. Median follow up time was calcu-
lated using the Kaplan Meier method for potential follow
up. Data were censored for survival analysis on 30 June
2012. SPSS v 16.0 was used for analysis.

Results

Patient characteristics

Out of a total of 51 patients included in the study, 26
patients had NHL and 25 patients had HL. The median
age of the study group was 33 years (range, 17 — 63
years) and the male to female ratio was 3.6:1. The me-
dian time from diagnosis to transplant for the whole co-
hort was 22.2 months (range, 1.9 — 144.1 months). The
patient characteristics at transplant are outlined in
Table 1 according to the high dose regimen. As the ana-
lysis was done retrospectively some differences were
noted between the two groups. Considerably more pa-
tients in the LEAM group than the BEAM group had
chemorefractory disease (35% vs 9% respectively, p =
0.045) and a high risk comorbidity score (24% vs 0%
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Table 1 Patient characteristic pre-transplant

High dose chemotherapy regimen

BEAM LEAM
(n =34) (n=17)
N % N % P
Median age 37 (17 - 63) 26 (18-59) 0.070
(range)
Sex 0472
Male 28 82 12 71
Female 6 18 5 29
Diagnosis 0.771
NHL 18 53 8 47
HL 16 47 9 53
Number of prior 0.638
chemotherapy lines
1 3 9 3 18
2 14 41 7 41
23 17 50 7 41
Median time Dx to 243 17.3 0.187
transplant (months) (19 -1287) (2.0 - 144.1)
Pre transplant disease status 0.074
CR 13 38 5 30
PR 18 53 [§ 35
Progressive/ refractory disease 3 9 6 35
Chemosensitivity 0.045
Chemosensitive disease 31 91 11 65
Chemorefractory disease 3 9 6 35
ECOG PS 0650
0-1 28 85 16 94
22 5 15 1 6
HCT-CI 0.019
Low risk (0) 19 56 8 47
Intermediate risk (1 - 2) 15 44 5 29
High risk (= 3) 0 - 4 24
Median CD34 cell dose 23x10%kg  24x10%g 0536

Abbreviations: NHL, Non Hodgkin’s lymphoma; HL, Hodgkin’s lymphoma; Dx,
Diagnosis; CR, Complete remission; PR, Partial remission; ECOG PS, Eastern
Cooperative Oncology Group Performance Status; HCT-Cl, Hematopoietic Cell
Transplant Co morbidity Index.

respectively, p = 0.019). The remaining pre-transplant
features were comparable between the two groups.

Peri-transplant outcomes

We observed no significant difference in the peri-
transplant outcomes in terms of engraftment, febrile
complications, regimen related organ toxicities, intraven-
ous antibiotic use, duration of hospitalization and 100
days TRM between the two high dose regimens studied.
The early post transplant outcomes are summarized in
Table 2 in relation to the study subgroups.
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Engraftment

The median number of progenitor CD34+ cells harvested
were comparable in the two groups (p = 0.536) and the
time to neutrophil engraftment was similar (12 and 15 days
for BEAM and LEAM respectively, p = 0.090). The median
time to platelet recovery was also comparable (18.5 and 22
days for BEAM and LEAM respectively, p = 0.199).

Infectious complications

All patients developed neutropenic fever at a median of
3 days after the infusion of stem cell graft. The febrile
episodes were clinically documented in 29% (n = 15) pa-
tients, microbiologically documented in 39% (n = 20) pa-
tients and were without a defined focus in 32% (n = 16)
patients. There was no difference in the occurrence of
complicated infections between the two HDC sub-
groups. The number of broad spectrum antibiotics used
and median duration of antibiotic use were also compar-
able (p = 0.157 and 0.185 respectively) as shown in
Table 2.

Regimen related toxicities

The most common grade 3 or 4 organ toxicity was
mucositis and was observed in 67% patients in all,
followed by diarrhea in 45% patients. Distribution of
grade 3 or 4 mucositis and diarrhea in the two groups
were similar. Grade 4 pulmonary toxicity was observed
in 4 patients that was similarly distributed between the
two groups. Grade 3 or 4 hepatic toxicity was seen in 3
patients, all in the BEAM subgroup. No grade 3 or 4
renal toxicity was noted, however, grade 1 / 2 renal dys-
function occurred in 16 patients (31%) and was similarly
distributed in both the groups (p = 0.753). Cardiac tox-
icity (grade 1) was seen in only 1 patient with NHL in
the BEAM arm. Grade 3 or 4 CNS (Central nervous sys-
tem) toxicity was noted in 1 patient in the BEAM group.
Four patients had hemorrhagic cystitis, 3 in the BEAM
and 1 in the LEAM arm. However, the cumulative tox-
icity risk scores, calculated according to the Seattle cri-
teria as described, were equitably distributed between
the two study groups with comparable numbers in the
low, intermediate and high risk categories as shown in
Table 2. The median duration of hospitalization at 20
days and 25 days for the BEAM and the LEAM arms re-
spectively was also comparable (p = 0.414).

Transplant related mortality

TRM at 100 days occurred in 8 patients (15.6%), 6 pa-
tients (18%) died in the BEAM group and 2 (12%) pa-
tients died in the LEAM group (p = 0.703). Majority of
the patients (n = 7) died prior to neutrophil engraftment
and the causes for death were sepsis in 2 patients,
multiorgan dysfunction (primarily respiratory) in 4 pa-
tients and multifactorial (infections plus organ toxicities)
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Table 2 Peritransplant outcomes

High dose chemotherapy regimen

BEAM LEAM
(n = 34) (n=17)

N % N % P

Engraftment (days)*

Neutrophil engraftment 12 15 0.090
(8-41)  (10-25)
Platelet engraftment 18.5 22 0.199
(10-37)  (12-135)
Febrile neutropenia 0.806
FUO (Fever of unknown origin) 9 265 6 353
MDI (microbiologically 14 412 6 353
documented infection)
CDI (Clinically documented infection) 11 323 5 294
Antibiotic days * 13 18 0.185
(5-57) (12 -27)
Antibiotic number’ 49+16 57+23 0157
Regimen related Organ toxicities
Oral mucositis (Grade 3/4) 23 68 11 65 0834
Diarrhea (Grade 3/4) 16 47 7 41 0.691
Pulmonary dysfunction (Grade 3/4) 3 9 1 6 1.00
Cumulative toxicity risk score
(Seattle criteria)
Low risk (0 — 4) 22 65 13 76 0448
Intermediate risk (5 - 8) 5 15 3 18
High risk (= 9) 7 20 1 6
Length of hospital stay (days)*+ 20.5 25 0414
(12-80) (15-131)
100 days TRM
Yes (died) 6 18 2 12 0703
No (Alive) 28 82 15 88

* median values with range.

1t mean number of antibiotics used per patient if a given antibiotic was used
intravenously for more than 48 hours.

# from day of infusion of stem cell graft to day of hospital discharge.
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in 1 patient. One patient died on day 41 of transplant
due to multiorgan failure and sepsis. All four patients
who developed grade 4 pulmonary toxicity died.

Survival results

At a median follow up of 36.6 months (range, 0.26 — 130.9
months), the median OS for the whole cohort was 51.6
months and median EFS was 16.3 months. The estimated 5
year OS and EFS for the entire study group was 49.3% (SE
0.08) and 39.6% (SE 0.07) respectively. No significant differ-
ence was noted in the estimated 2 year OS [BEAM - 61.7%
(SE 0.08) vs. LEAM 62.7% (SE 0.12), p = 0.928] and EFS
[BEAM - 44.6% (SE 0.09) vs. LEAM — 41.1% (SE 0.11), p =
0.510)] between the two HDC study groups (Figure 1).

Discussion

High dose chemotherapy and ASCT for lymphomas utilizes
several drug combinations and in the absence of random-
ized comparative data, BEAM is the regimen most widely
used because of its apparent tolerability and established effi-
cacy. Shortage of old drugs is a worldwide problem, and
while alternative regimens do follow the principles of com-
bination chemotherapy, this requires attention and action by
our health authorities. BCNU needs an alcoholic solvent for
intravenous infusion and lately its availability world over was
stalled by technical problems in its production (Leslie 2009).
CCNU (lomustine) another nitrosurea, available for oral ad-
ministration seemed the most logical substitute, and the
modified regimen (LEAM) use was reported by some au-
thors (Perfetti et al. 2009; Ramzi et al. 2012). Moreover, in-
vestigators have used other lomustine based regimens
for high dose chemotherapy conditioning for lymph-
omas; partly in view of the concern for higher rates of
pulmonary toxicity associated with BCNU compared to
CCNU. LACE (lomustine, cytarabine (Ara-C), cyclo-
phosphamide, etoposide) (Perz et al. 2007) and CCNU
substitution for BCNU in the CBV (cyclophosphamide,
BCNU, etoposide) regimen (Stuart et al. 2001), are
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Figure 1 Kaplan Meier survival estimate for (a) Overall survival and (b) Event free survival for patients treated with BEAM or LEAM.




Sharma et al. SpringerPlus 2013, 2:489
http://www.springerplus.com/content/2/1/489

some other lomustine based regimens that has shown
comparable results. However, randomized studies are
absent and direct comparative studies are lacking. In
this single centre study, we examined the toxicities and
efficacy of the recently used LEAM regimen and com-
pared it with standard BEAM.

We found no significant difference in the global measures
of peri-transplant outcomes in terms of engraftment, febrile
complications, regimen related organ toxicities, intravenous
antibiotic use, duration of hospitalization and 100 days
TRM between the two high dose regimens. Also there was
no difference in the short term survival and relapse/pro-
gression among the two groups.

Time to both neutrophil and platelet engraftments were
not significantly different in the two treatment schedules and
were comparable to that reported in the literature for BCNU
and CCNU based regimens (Perz et al. 2007; Puig et al.
2006). Similarly, documented infections were not different
between the groups. Gastrointestinal toxicity was the
commonest grade 3/4 toxicity with mucositis (67%) and diar-
rhea (45%) evenly distributed in both the groups. Similar
rates for mucositis have been reported for BCNU based regi-
mens (Mills et al. 1995; Wang et al. 2004). Although BCNU
is reported to have more pulmonary toxicity compared to
CCNU (Cordonnier et al. 1983; Reece et al. 1991), no signifi-
cant difference was seen in the occurrence of grade 3 or 4
pulmonary toxicity between the study groups (9% and 6%)
in the present cohort. In the study by Stuart et al. utilizing a
CCNU based regimen for relapsed HL (Stuart et al. 2001),
incidence of interstitial pneumonitis with high dose CCNU
exceeded prior studies with BCNU, 63% incidence of inter-
stitial pneumonitis (IP) compared to 25% to 28% reported
for BCNU at dose > 600 mg/m® (Schmitz et al. 1993;
Wheeler et al. 1990). The authors attributed this to the use
of a broader definition for IP, inclusion of patients with
preexisting IP and prior exposure to radiotherapy. Notably,
despite the fact that there were significantly more number of
patients with chemorefractory disease and high risk co mor-
bidity index in the LEAM subgroup, only 1 (6%) patient had
a high risk (= 9) cumulative toxicity score compared to 7
(20%) in the BEAM subgroup though the difference was not
significant.

In our study, 100 day TRM of 15.6% for the whole cohort
was a little higher than the currently reported figures glo-
bally (Sureda et al. 2001; Wang et al. 2004) however, the dif-
ference between the two groups was not significant. The
early survivals results for OS and EFS (estimated 2 years —
61.7% and 44.6% for BEAM and 62.7% and 41.1% for
LEAM respectively) at a median follow up of 36.6 months
are also similar for the two groups. In the report on LEAM
by Perfetti et al, at a median follow-up of 3.66 years OS
was 72% and disease free survival (DFS) was 66% (Perfetti,
et al. 2009). In another study of a similar regimen CEAM,
with a median follow-up of 27 months, median DFS was 20
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months and median OS was not reached (Ramzi et al.
2012). Equivalent results for patients in the LEAM subgroup
in our present study, even with more chemorefractory dis-
ease and high co morbidity index warrants further confirm-
ation in a randomized study with larger number of patients.
If this is confirmed it is possible that LEAM may be superior
in chemosensitive disease.

With this study we document the initial comparative re-
sults in a small group of patients and conclude that the two
regimens, BEAM and LEAM are equivalent for early peri-
transplant outcomes and survival. And, lomustine can be a
cheaper and readily available alternative to BCNU.

Competing interests
The authors declare no conflict of interests.

Authors’ contributions

Conception and design: AS, SK, VR. Provision of patients & study material: VR,
AS, SI. Collection and assembly of data: SK, PSM, SI. Data analysis and
interpretation: AS, SK, PSM, VR. Manuscript writing: SK, AS, VR. Final approval
of manuscript: all authors.

Acknowledgements

We acknowledge all the residents and nursing staff of the Department of
Medical Oncology for their dedicated patient care. Mr Shanti Swaroop
helped in all apheresis.

Received: 16 July 2013 Accepted: 20 September 2013
Published: 26 September 2013

References

Appelbaum FR (2008) Hematopoietic cell transplantation for non-Hodgkin’s
lymphoma: yesterday, today, and tomorrow. J Clin Oncol 26:2927-2929

Bearman SI, Appelbaum FR, Buckner CD et al (1988) Regimen-related toxicity in
patients undergoing bone marrow transplantation. J Clin Oncol 6:1562-1568

Cordonnier C, Vernant JP, Mital P et al (1983) Pulmonary fibrosis subsequent to
high doses of CCNU for chronic myeloid leukemia. Cancer 51:1814-1818

Hughes WT, Pizzo PA, Wade JC et al (1992) Evaluation of new anti-infective drugs
for the treatment of febrile episodes in neutropenic patients. Infectious
diseases society of America and the food and drug administration. Clin Infect
Dis 15(Suppl 1):5206-215

Jo J-C, Kang BW, Jang G et al (2008) BEAC or BEAM high-dose chemotherapy
followed by autologous stem cell transplantation in non-Hodgkin's
lymphoma patients: comparative analysis of efficacy and toxicity. Ann
Hematol 87:43-48

Leslie J (2009) PreTEDdrugs.pdf., Available from: http://www.cibmtr.org/Meetings/
Materials/CRPDMC/Documents/2009/Feb2009/Leslie)_PrePreTEDdr.pdf.
Accessed 20 December 2012

Linch DC, Vaughan Hudson B, Anderson L, Vaughan Hudson G (1997) Impact of
high-dose salvage therapy (BEAM) on overall survival in younger patients
with advanced large-cell lymphomas entered into BNLI trials. Ann Oncol 8
(Suppl 1):63-65

Mills W, Chopra R, McMillan A et al (1995) BEAM chemotherapy and autologous bone
marrow transplantation for patients with relapsed or refractory non-Hodgkin's
lymphoma. J Clin Oncol 13:588-595

Kumar N, Joshi A, Shah M et al (2009) Comparison of toxicity of BEAM vs. LACE
regimen in patients of lymphoma [abstract]. In: 35th Annual Meeting of the
European Group for Blood and Marrow Transplantation. , Goteborg, Sweden,
Abstract # P755

Perfetti P, Scollo C, Terruzzi E et al (2009) Modified BEAM schedule (lomustine
instead carmustine) in the conditioning of ABMT for lymphoid malignancies
[abstract]. In: 35th Annual Meeting of the European Group for Blood and
Marrow Transplantation. , Géteborg, Sweden, Abstract # P750

Perz JB, Giles C, Szydlo R et al (2007) LACE-conditioned autologous stem cell
transplantation for relapsed or refractory Hodgkin's lymphoma: treatment
outcome and risk factor analysis in 67 patients from a single centre. Bone
Marrow Transplant 39:41-47


http://www.cibmtr.org/Meetings/Materials/CRPDMC/Documents/2009/Feb2009/LeslieJ_PrePreTEDdr.pdf
http://www.cibmtr.org/Meetings/Materials/CRPDMC/Documents/2009/Feb2009/LeslieJ_PrePreTEDdr.pdf

Sharma et al. SpringerPlus 2013, 2:489
http://www.springerplus.com/content/2/1/489

Pizzo PA, Armstrong D, Bodey G et al (1990) From the immunocompromised
host society. The design, analysis, and reporting of clinical trials on the
empirical antibiotic management of the neutropenic patient. Report of a
consensus panel. J Infect Dis 161:397-401

Puig N, de la Rubia J, Remigia MJ et al (2006) Morbidity and transplant-related
mortality of CBV and BEAM preparative regimens for patients with lymphoid
malignancies undergoing autologous stem-cell transplantation. Leuk
Lymphoma 47:1488-1494

Ramzi M, Mohamadian M, Vojdani R et al (2012) Autologous noncryopreserved
hematopoietic stem cell transplant with CEAM as a modified conditioning
regimen in patients with Hodgkin lymphoma: a single-center experience
with a new protocol. Exp Clin Transplant 10:163-167

Reece DE, Barnett MJ, Connors JM et al (1991) Intensive chemotherapy with
cyclophosphamide, carmustine, and etoposide followed by autologous bone
marrow transplantation for relapsed Hodgkin's disease. J Clin Oncol 9:1871-1879

Salar A, Sierra J, Gandarillas M et al (2001) Autologous stem cell transplantation
for clinically aggressive non-Hodgkin's lymphoma: the role of preparative
regimens. Bone Marrow Transplant 27:405-412

Schmitz N, Glass B, Dreger P et al (1993) High-dose chemotherapy and
hematopoietic stem cell rescue in patients with relapsed Hodgkin's disease.
Ann Hematol 66:251-256

Sorror ML, Maris MB, Storb R et al (2005) Hematopoietic cell transplantation
(HCT)-specific comorbidity index: a new tool for risk assessment before
allogeneic HCT. Blood 106:22912-2919

Stuart MJ, Chao NS, Horning SJ et al (2001) Efficacy and toxicity of a CCNU-
containing high-dose chemotherapy regimen followed by autologous
hematopoietic cell transplantation in relapsed or refractory Hodgkin's
disease. Biol Blood Marrow Transplant 7:552-560

Sureda A, Arranz R, Iriondo A et al (2001) Autologous stem-cell transplantation
for Hodgkin's disease: results and prognostic factors in 494 patients from the
Grupo Espafol de Linfomas/Transplante Autélogo de Médula Osea Spanish
cooperative group. J Clin Oncol 19:1395-1404

Wang EH, Chen YA, Corringham S et al (2004) High-dose CEB vs BEAM with
autologous stem cell transplant in lymphoma. Bone Marrow Transplant
34:581-587

Wheeler C, Antin JH, Churchill WH et al (1990) Cyclophosphamide, carmustine,
and etoposide with autologous bone marrow transplantation in refractory
Hodgkin's disease and non-Hodgkin's lymphoma: a dose-finding study. J Clin
Oncol 8:648-656

Zaucha R, Gooley T, Holmberg L et al (2008) High-dose chemotherapy with
BEAM or Busulphan/Melphalan and Thiotepa followed by hematopoietic cell
transplantation in malignant lymphoma. Leuk Lymphoma 49:1899-1906

doi:10.1186/2193-1801-2-489

Cite this article as: Sharma et al: Comparison of BEAM vs. LEAM
regimen in autologous transplant for lymphoma at AIIMS. SpringerPlus
2013 2:489.

Page 6 of 6

Submit your manuscript to a SpringerOpen®
journal and benefit from:

» Convenient online submission

» Rigorous peer review

» Immediate publication on acceptance

» Open access: articles freely available online
» High visibility within the field

» Retaining the copyright to your article

Submit your next manuscript at » springeropen.com




	Abstract
	Background
	Patients and methods
	Patient selection
	Transplant protocol
	Outcome evaluation and study definitions
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Patient characteristics
	Peri-transplant outcomes
	Engraftment
	Infectious complications
	Regimen related toxicities
	Transplant related mortality
	Survival results

	Discussion
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	References

