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A total of 124 patients followed-up with the diagnosis of AML with known clinical, 
laboratory, and flow cytometry results in 2016-2019 were retrospectively examined. 
Sixty nine of the cases (55.6%) were male and 55 (44.3%) were female. The average 
age at the time of diagnosis was 53.44±30.3 years old. The median follow-up time 
was 856 (143-1276) days. It was found that presences of >60 age, male gender, non-
APL AML, bcr-abl positivity, recurrence, and requirement of re-induction were related 
to lower survival. The time between diagnosis and therapy was longer at the patient 
group unresponsive to therapy. The median follow-up duration was 856 (143-1276) 
days and 74 of our patients (59.6%) are alive. We detected in our study that the flow 
cytometry results and the short time to initiation of therapy possibly affect the re-
sponse to therapy. The immunophenotype and genetic results may be combined to 
have an idea of prognosis and may affect therapy regimen preference.
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nosis

Introduction
AML is a heterogeneous, hematologic malignancy that is 

characterized byclonal expansion of early myeloid progenitor 
cells on peripheral blood, bone marrow, and/or other tissues 
(such as sarcoma) and that may cause a short survival for 
reasons like infection, bleeding, leukocytosis if untreated [1,2]. 
World Health Organization has updated the AML classification 
to include morphology, immunophenotyping, cytogenetics, and  

 
molecular characteristics, and their reasons in 2016 [3]. Many 
factors related to the patient and the tumor such as >60 age, poor 
prognosis, presences of Philadelphia chromosome, dysplasia and 
extramedullary disease, monosomy in 5th and 7th chromosomes, 
complex karyotype, FMS-like tyrosine kinase 3 (FLT3) mutation, 
MLL partial tandem duplication, secondary AML, slow response 
to cytoreduction, and over1 chemotherapy sessions to have a 
complete response were associated with poor prognosis [4-8]. Also, 
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the time between diagnosis and therapy was found to be important 
in response to therapy and survival [9] while it was found as 
irrelevant in some studies [10]. Our study aims to determine the 
effects of flow cytometry and genetic results of our patients with 
AML, to evaluate the factors that affect therapy regimen and the 
response to therapy, to present advice on regimen preference, and 
to contribute to the literature.

Methods
Compliance with Ethical Standards

The ethical approval for the study was obtained from the 
ethics committee of NEU Meram Medical Faculty (decision date: 
05.02.2021 and no. 2021/3060).

Study Design

A total of 124 patients, whose clinical, laboratory, genetic, 
and flow cytometry results were known at the time of diagnosis 
and who were followed-up with the diagnosis of AML in the adult 
hematology clinic of NEU Meram Faculty of Medicine between 2016 
and 2019, were included in our study. The effects of demographic, 
clinical, cytogenetic, and molecular characteristics in patients 
with the diagnosis of AML and therapies of AML induction and 
consolidation on overall survival (OS) and progression-free survival 
(PFS) were retrospectively examined. 

Statistical Analysis

The descriptive statistics related to numerical variables were 
presented as mean standard deviation or median (q1-q3). Nominal 
variables were presented as frequency (percentage). T-test or 
ANOVA was used to compare the numerical variables. A Chi-square 
test was applied for the categorical variable. The Cox regression 
method was used to find the variables related to OS and PFS. 
Kaplan Meier method was used to draw survival curves. Analyses 
were made with SAS University Edition 9.4 program. P<0.05 was 
accepted as significant.

Results
Sixty-nine of the cases (55.6%) were male and 55 (44.3%) were 

female. Twenty one of 124 cases (16.9%) had acute promyelocytic 
leukemia (APL) and 1 had biphenotypic leukemia. Seven (5.6%) 
had a history of myelodysplastic syndrome, 1 had essential 
thrombocytosis, 1 had chronic myeloid leukemia, 1 had sarcoma, 2 
had breast cancer, 1 had prostate cancer and 1 had a colon cancer 
history. One of our patients was at the 18th week of pregnancy 
at the time of diagnosis. Three patients had lymph nodes,1 had 
gingival, and 1 had colon involvements. The average age at the 
time of diagnosis was 53.44±30.3 years old. The average age in 
APL was 40.9±14.7 and it was 55.8±31.9 in non-APL AML. FISH 
(Fluorescent In Situ Hybridization) analysis at diagnosis revealed 

abnormalities in 62 patients (50.8%). Karyotype analysis revealed 
normal karyotype at 72 patients (60%), any type of abnormality in 
32 patients (26.6%) but it was insufficient in 16 of the cases (33%). 
Molecular test results showed BCR-ABL positivity in 4 patients 
(3.7%) and PLM-RARA positivity in 14 patients (13%). We were 
able to check FTL3 in 18 patients and CCAAT/enhancer-binding 
protein alpha (CEBPA) in 5 patients. They were positive in 1 patient 
each (5.5% and 20%, respectively) while nucleophosmin-1 (NPM1) 
that we were able to check-in 11 patients were negative in all. 34 
(27.4%) were at the good, 61 (49.2%) were at moderate, and 29 
(23.4%) were at poor-risk groups according to the 2017 European 
Leukemia Net genetic risk analysis recommendations. 49.1% 
of patients (n:59) had CD34, 96.7% (n:118) had CD45, 74.1% 
(n:89) had HLA-DR and 67.3% (n:66) had CD117 leukemia. Of the 
patients, 31.6% (n:38) had CD7, 57.8% (n:37) had CD11c, 73.5% 
(n:86) had CD13, 17.5% (n:21) had CD14, 39.1% (n:47) had CD15, 
85.8% (n:103) had CD33, 30.2% (n:23) had CD68, 8.1% (n:8) had 
glycophorin a, and 57.5% (n:69) had MPO leukemia. The time before 
the initiation of therapy was a median of 4 (2-7) days. The reasons 
for the delay in therapy were the rejection of treatment, infectious 
causes like pneumonia, herpes, salmonella, or tuberculosis, and the 
presence of conditions requiring surgery like urinary stones and 
rectal abscess.

The median follow-up time was 856 (143-1276) days. The 
median follow-up duration was 1304 (574-1906) days for the 
(n:34), 464 (156-1062) days for the moderate risk group (n:61), 
and 344 (103-734) days for the poor-risk group (n:29). Idarubicin-
low dose cytarabine regimen was administered to 81 patients 
(65.3%), high dose cytarabine (HIDAC) to 2 patients (1.6%), 
hypomethylating agent to 19 patients (16%), ATRA-idarubicin to 
21 patients (16.9%), and GRAALL-2003 regimen was administered 
to 1 patient (0.8%). Seventy-three patients were responsive to 
the induction regimen (61.3%) while 46 were unresponsive 
(38.6%). Five patients died before completing the regimen. The 
response rates to induction regimen were found as follows: 56.7% 
for idarubicin-low dose cytarabine regimen receivers, presence 
of response in 2 patients receiving HIDAC. The response rate to 
hypomethylating agents was 22.2% (Table 1). Thirteen patients 
who were administered a hypomethylating agent and 4 patients 
who were administered intensive induction therapy died before 
we could evaluate a response to the reinduction therapy. 2 patients 
rejected the therapy. Twenty-seven patients who were administered 
a reinduction regimen were evaluated and 17 patients (62.9%) had 
remission. Seven patients received idarubicin-cytarabine (25.9%), 
16 had HIDAC (59.2%),3 had fludarabine, cytarabine, and G-CSF 
(FLAG) as reinduction regimens; 3 patients had more than one 
regimen and differently, 4 had cladribine, mitoxantrone, etoposide, 
hypomethylating agent. The response rate was 14.2% in the group 
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who received idarubicin-cytarabine as the reinductionregimen, 
81.2% in the HIDAC-receiving group, and 33% in the FLAG-
receiving group (Table 2). Recurrences were detected in 23 patients 
(24.4%) and the median time to the recurrence was 933 (270-1285) 
days. Recurrences were observed as 21.4% in the ones receiving 
idarubicin-low dose cytarabine regimen; 27.2% in hypomethylating 
agent-receiving ones, 1 of 2 patients in HIDAC-receiving patients, 
and in 2of ATRA-idarubicin receiving ones. It was seen that 40.3% 
were dead after examining the analysis of the final condition via 
an induction regimen. The examination according to the regimens 
revealed 40.5% deaths in patients receiving idarubicin-low dose 
cytarabine, 1 death in HIDAC receivers, and 73.6% deaths in 
hypomethylating agent receivers. It was seen that 59.2% were dead 
after examining the analysis of the final condition via a reinduction 
regimen. The examination according to the regimens revealed 60% 
deaths in patients receiving idarubicin-low dose cytarabine, 42.8% 
death in HIDAC receivers. 3 patients receiving FLAG died. 

Allogenic bone marrow transplantation was performed on 
31 patients (25.4%). The survival was higher in the ones who 
underwent allogeneic bone marrow transplantation ((p:0.02) (HR: 
0.43 (0.19-0.85)). Expressions of CD7, CD11c, CD117, glycophorin-a, 
CD13, CD14, CD15, CD33, CD45, CD68, HLA-DR, and MPO were 
found to be unrelated to the response to therapy. CD34 expression 
was median 33 (6-61) in the unresponsive group and 11 (1-54) in 
the responsive group and it was statistically significant (p:0.04). 
Any relationship between myeloid marker positivity, HLA-DR, and 
CD34 positivity was not found. The time between diagnosis and 
therapy was median 6 (2-9) in the unresponsive group and 4 (1-6.5) 
in the responsive group and it was statistically significant (p:0.02). 
If this time was <3 days, OS was 766 days (152-1464), the median 
was 792 days (431-1301) for3-5 days, and 356 (122-973) for >5 
days. For <60 years of age, if it was <3 days, OS was 1035 days (488-
1948),808 days (533-1199) for 3-5 days, 545 days (166-1177) for 
>5 days. For ≥60 years of age, if it was <3 days, OS was 225 days (64-
728), 615 days (330-1535) for 3-5 days, and 132 days (91-642) for 
>5days. CD68 expression at diagnosis was median 0.5 (0-3) in the 
group with recurrence and 8 (1-60) in the group with no recurrence 
and it was statistically significant (p:0.02). Recurrence in the 
group with CD68 negativity was higher even though no statistical 
significance was found (HR: 3.3 (0.84-30.9)). Recurrence was lower 
in the group with the copositive HLA-DR and CD34 and with the 
copositive myeloid marker (72.4% - 27.6%; 78.57% - 21.43%, 
respectively). No risk group was determined related to CD7, CD117, 
glycophorin-a, and CD34 leukemia. >60 years of age at diagnosis 
(p<.0001, HR: 3.31 (0.18-0.56)), male gender (p:0.01 HR 2.1 (1.2-
3.97)), detection of non-APL AML (p:0.007 HR 9.3 (2.52-82.8), 
long duration between diagnosis and therapy (p:0.03 HR:1.046 
(0.999-1.086)), requirement of reinduction (p:0.03) and presence 

of recurrence (p:0.0099 HR:2.158 (1.188-3.812)) were found to 
be related to lower survival. It was determined that presences of 
PML-RARA (p:0.03) and response to induction therapy (p:0,0001 
HR:0,15(0,078-0,283)) and reinduction regimens (p: 0,0075 
HR:0,242 (0,084-0,656)) were associated with higher survival 
(Table2). No relationship between myeloid marker copositivity, 
HLA-DR and CD34 copositivity, and survival was detected. It was 
found that survival was associated with the genetic risk group 
(p<.0001) (Figure 2). The final condition analysis reveals that 74 
patients (%59.6) are alive (Figure 3).

Discussion
Most of the AML cases are observed at >60 years of age [11-13] 

and more frequently in men. 13-14 Thirty- five% of our patients were 
>60 years old and the disease was more frequent in men. Survival 
in the male gender and at an older age was observed at a lower rate 
by the literature. The survival rate >60 years old was 43% while the 
survival rate was 59.6% (Figure1). Multi parameter flow cytometry 
is used in the diagnosis of acute leukemia [11,15,16]. Myeloid and 
lymphoid markers are used for diagnosis and also, CD45, CD34, or 
CD117 are used to determine the blast ratio [17]. The coexistence 
of CD34 and HLA-DR is an individual predictor marker about the 
failure of remission [18]. Several studies associated CD7, CD19, 
CD11b, CD13, CD14, CD33, CD34, CD56, and TdT with poor results. 
Legrand et al. detected higher rates of remission and survival in the 
presence of the pan-myeloid marker in their study [19]; however, 
Üsküdar Teke et al. did not reveal this relationship in their study 
[20]. The recurrence rate was lower in myeloid marker and HLA-
CD34 copositive patients despite the statistically in significant 
relationship even though no relationship was determined 
between the cell surface markers and survival in our study. We 
determined that response to therapy was associated with a lower 
CD34 expression and higher CD68 negativity was associated with 
recurrence. François et al. showed that the percentage of CD34 
(+) CD38 (low / -) CD123 (+) leukemia cells and the response to 
therapy and survival significantly correlated in one of their studies 
[21]. This conclusion conforms to our conclusion. We did not find 
any data reviewing the recurrence risk with CD68 in the literature. 
27.4% of the patients were at a good, 49.2% were at moderate, and 
23.4% were at poor-risk groups according to the 2017 European 
Leukemia Net genetic risk analysis recommendations. Pastore et al. 
detected more relapse and lower OS in the poor genetic risk group 
in one of their studies [22]. We determined in our study OS as 85% 
in the good-risk group, 52% in the moderate-risk group, and 44% 
in the poor-risk group (Figure 2). We did not find an association 
in our study even though some surface markers and genetic risk 
groups are associated [23]. The time before the initiation of therapy 
was a median of 4 (2-7) days in our study. 
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Lower response to therapy was found with a longer time before 
the initiation of therapy and no relationship with the overall survival 
was found in an ECOG study conducted with AML patients older 
than 55 years old [24]. In another study, no relationship was found 
between OS and remission rates in patients older than 60 years 
old while in younger patients, lower remission and survival rates 
were determined with the time as 5 days or shorter [9]. Röllig et al. 
found that this duration was not related to OS in their study [10]. 
We determined lower responses to therapy and shorter OS with a 
long time between diagnosis and therapy. AML therapy includes 
induction and post-remission therapies. The induction therapy 
aims to have complete remission preferably without a measurable 
residual disease. The complete response to the anthracycline-based 
regimen is 80% in the patients at good risk group and 50-60% in 
moderate-risk group patients in the literature [25]. The complete 
remission rate in the poor-risk group is only about 40% and the 
median overall survival is between the range of 12-18 months 
[26]. We had a response to the induction regimen of 61.3% in our 
study in accordance with the literature. The response rates based 
on regimen were found as follows: 65.3% for idarubicin-low dose 
cytarabine regimen receivers, presence of response in 2 patients 
receiving HIDAC. The response rate to hypomethylating agents was 
22.2%. The number of patients who were administered HIDAC was 
low. Our study supports the use of idarubicin-low dose cytarabine 
which has been used for more than 50 years. There is no common 
idea on the optimal regimen for relapsed/refractory patients. The 
same regimen maybe administered to the patients who have been 
in remission for more than 1 year after the idarubicin-cytarabine 
regimen and about 50% of response can be achieved [27,28]. 
HIDAC maybe effective in 35% to 40% of idarubicin-cytarabine-
resistant patients [29]. The complete response rate in primary 
refractory/relapsed AML patients is 45-55% for FLAG regimen 
[30,31]. We used mainly idarubicin- cytarabine (25.9%) and HIDAC 
(59.2%) administration in our study. The response rate was 14.2% 
in the group who received idarubicin-cytarabine as the reinduction 
regimen, 81.2% in the HIDAC-receiving group, and 33% in the 
FLAG-receiving group. The high response rate received by the 
HIDAC regimen was remarkable in our study.

Study Limitations
Although our total number of patients is sufficient, the limitation 

of our study is that it is a single center and retrospective. We think 
that if the number of patients receiving a reinduction regimen is 
increased, it will make a significant contribution to the literature 
on the regimen.

Conclusion
We think that patient’s condition should be stabilized, and 

treatment should be initiated immediately while tests of prognostic 
value are applied in the therapy plan of AML. Besides, HIDAC may 

be selected as the main induction/reinduction regimen especially 
in cases where anthracycline cannot be selected due to the detected 
relative high response rate when we used it as the reinduction 
regimen even if the number of patients given HIDAC is insufficient.

Ethics
Ethics Committee Approval 

All the ethical considerations were strictly followed in 
accordance with the 1964 Declaration of Helsinki. As standard 
care/action of the hospitals of the Meram Medical School, it has 
been recognized from the patient records that all the studied 
patients had given informed consent at the time of hospitalization 
and before the administration of chemotherapy and other relevant 
diagnostic/ therapeutic standards of care. The ethical approval for 
the study was obtained from the ethics committee of NEU Meram 
Medical Faculty (decision date: 05.02.2021 and no. 2021/3060).

Informed Consent

Retrospective study.

Authorship Contributions

Surgical and Medical Practices: S.Y., Ö.Y.; Concept: S.Y, Ö.Ç., 
M.S.Y., A.Z.; Design: S.Y, Ö.Ç., M.S.İ.; Data Collection or Processing: 
S.Y.; Analysis or Interpretation: M.S.İ., S.Y.; Literature Search: S.Y., 
Ö.Ç.; Writing: S.Y., Ö.Ç.

Conflict of Interest

No conflict of interest was declared by the authors. 

Financial Disclosure

The authors declared that this study received no financial 
support.

Acknowledgement
We would like to acknowledge the Department of Haematology, 

NEU Meram Medical Faculty Hospital, for helping us to conduct this 
study.

Conflict of Interest
We certify that we have taken all necessary permissions from 

our institution and/or department for conducting and publishing 
the present work. There is no ethical problem or conflict of interest. 
We declare that this manuscript represents valid work and that 
neither this manuscript nor one with substantially similar content 
under the present authorship has been published or is being 
considered for publication elsewhere and the authorship of this 
article will not be contested by anyone whose names are not listed 
here, and that the order of authorship as placed in the manuscript 
is final and accepted by the co-authors.

https://dx.doi.org/10.26717/BJSTR.2022.46.007387


Copyright@ Seda YILMAZ | Biomed J Sci & Tech Res | BJSTR. MS.ID.007387.

Volume 46- Issue 4 DOI: 10.26717/BJSTR.2022.46.007387

37713

References
1.	 Dohner H, Estey E, Grimwade D, Amadori S, Appelbaum FR, et al. 

(2017) Diagnosis and management of AML in adults: 2017 ELN 
recommendations from an international expert panel. Blood 129(4): 
424-447.

2.	 Southam CM, Craver LF, Dargeon HW, Burchenal JH (1951) A study of the 
natural history of acute leukemia with special reference to the duration 
of the disease and the occurrence of remissions. Cancer 4(1): 39-59.

3.	 Arber DA, Orazi A, Hasserjian R, Thiele J, Borowitz MJ, et al. (2016) The 
2016 revision to the World Health Organization classification of myeloid 
neoplasms and acute leukemia. Blood 127(20): 2391-2405.

4.	 Sekeres MA, Peterson B, Dodge RK, Mayer RJ, Moore JO, et al. (2004) 
Differences in prognostic factors and outcomes in African Americans 
and whites with acute myeloid leukemia. Blood 103(11): 4036-42.

5.	 Olesen LH, Aggerholm A, Andersen BL, Nyvold CG, Guldberg P, et al. 
(2005) Molecular typing of adult acute myeloid leukemia: significance 
of translocations, tandem duplications, methylation, and selective gene 
expression profiling. Br J Hematol 131(4): 457-67.

6.	 Estey EH (2001) Therapeutic options for acute myelogenous leukemia. 
Cancer 92(5): 1059-1073.

7.	 Smith M, Barnett M, Bassan R, Gatta G, Tondini C, et al. (2004) Adult 
acute myeloid leukaemia. Crit Rev Oncol Hematol 50(3): 197-222.

8.	 Hoffman R, Benz E, Shattil S, Furie B, Cohen H, et al. (2017) Hematology 
Basic Principles and Practice. Chapter 60: Clinical Manifestations Of 
Acute Myeloid Leukemia. Hematology Basic Principles and Practice.

9.	 Sekeres MA, Elson P, Kalaycio ME, Advani AS, Copelan EA, et al. (2009) 
Time from diagnosis to treatment initiation predicts survival in younger, 
but not older, acute myeloid leukemia patients. Blood 113(1): 28-36.

10.	Rollig C, Kramer M, Schliemann C, Mikesch JH, Steffen B, et al. (2020) 
Does time from diagnosis to treatment affect the prognosis of patients 
with newly diagnosed acute myeloid leukemia? Blood 136(7): 823-830.

11.	Appelbaum FR, Gundacker H, Head DR, Slovak ML, Willman CL, et al. 
(2006) Age and acute myeloid leukemia. Blood 107(9): 3481-3485. 

12.	Byrne MM, Halman LJ, Koniaris LG, Cassileth PA, Rosenblatt JD, et 
al. (2011) Effects of poverty and race on outcomes in acute myeloid 
leukemia. Am J Clin Oncol 34(3): 297-304.

13.	Matasar MJ, Ritchie EK, Consedine N, Magai C, Neugut AI, et al. (2006) 
Incidence rates of the major leukemia subtypes among US Hispanics, 
Blacks, and non-Hispanic Whites. Leuk Lymphoma 47(11): 2365-2370.

14.	Viale PH (2020) The American Cancer Society’s Facts & Figures: Edition. 
J Adv Pract Oncol 11(2): 135-136.

15.	Swerdlow SH, Campo E, Harris NL, Jaffe ES, Pileri SA, et al. (2011) WHO 
classification of tumours of haematopoietic and lymphoid tissues: 
International agency for research on cancer Lyon. Blood 117(19): 5019-
5032.

16.	Schoch C, Kern W, Schnittger S, Buchner T, Hiddemann W, et al. (2004) 
The influence of age on prognosis of de novo acute myeloid leukemia 
differs according to cytogenetic subgroups. Hematological 89(9): 1082-
1090.

17.	Grimwade D, Walker H, Oliver F, Wheatley K, Harrison C, et al. (1998) The 
importance of diagnostic cytogenetics on outcome in AML: analysis of 
1,612 patients entered into the MRC AML 10 trial. The Medical Research 

Council Adult and Children’s Leukaemia Working Parties 92(7): 2322-
33.

18.	Webber BA, Cushing MM, Li S (2008) Prognostic significance of flow 
cytometric immunophenotyping in acute myeloid leukemia. Int J Clin 
Exp Pathol 1(2): 124-33.

19.	Legrand O, Perrot JY, Baudard M, Cordier A, Lautier R, et al. (2000) The 
immunophenotype of 177 adults with acute myeloid leukemia: proposal 
of a prognostic score 96(3): 870-877.

20.	Üsküdar Teke H, Oğuz Davutoğlu N, Gündüz E, Andic N, Bal C, Durak 
Aras B, et al. (2017) Is Flow Cytometric Immunophenotyping Useful for 
Predicting Acute Myeloid Leukemia Prognosis? Istanbul Medical Journal 
18: 200-204.

21.	Vergez F, Green AS, Tamburini J, Sarry JE, Gaillard B, et al. (2011) High 
levels of CD34+CD38low/-CD123+ blasts are predictive of an adverse 
outcome in acute myeloid leukemia: a Groupe Ouest-Est des Leucemies 
Aigues et Maladies du Sang (GOELAMS) study. Haematologica 96(12): 
1792-1798.

22.	Pastore F, Dufour A, Benthaus T, Metzeler KH, Maharry KS, et al. (2014) 
Combined molecular and clinical prognostic index for relapse and 
survival in cytogenetically normal acute myeloid leukemia. J Clin Oncol 
2(15): 1586-1594.

23.	Raspadori D, Damiani D, Lenoci M, Rondelli D, Testoni N, et al. (2001) 
CD56 antigenic expression in acute myeloid leukemia identifies patients 
with poor clinical prognosis. Leukemia 15(8): 1161-1164.

24.	Rowe JM, Neuberg D, Friedenberg W, Bennett JM, Paietta E, et al. (2004) 
A phase 3 study of three induction regimens and of priming with GM-
CSF in older adults with acute myeloid leukemia: a trial by the Eastern 
Cooperative Oncology Group. Blood 103(2): 479-485.

25.	Fernandez HF, Sun Z, Yao X, Litzow MR, Luger SM, et al. (2009) 
Anthracycline dose intensification in acute myeloid leukemia. N Engl J 
Med 361: 1249-1259.

26.	Pelcovits A, Niroula R (2020) Acute Myeloid Leukemia: A Review. R I 
Med J 103(3): 38-40.

27.	Breems DA, Van Putten WL, Huijgens PC, Ossenkoppele GJ, Verhoef GE, 
et al. (2005) Prognostic index for adult patients with acute myeloid 
leukemia in first relapse. J Clin Oncol 23(9): 1969-1978.

28.	Giles F, Verstovsek S, Garcia-Manero G, Thomas D, Ravandi F, et al. (2006) 
Validation of the European Prognostic Index for younger adult patients 
with acute myeloid leukaemia in first relapse. Br J Haematol 134(1): 58-
60.

29.	Herzig RH, Lazarus HM, Wolff SN, Phillips GL, Herzig GP, et al. (1985) 
High-dose cytosine arabinoside therapy with and without anthracycline 
antibiotics for remission reinduction of acute nonlymphoblastic 
leukemia. J Clin Oncol 3(7): 992-997.

30.	Montillo M, Mirto S, Petti MC, Latagliata R, Magrin S, et al. (1998) 
Fludarabine, cytarabine, and G-CSF (FLAG) for the treatment of poor risk 
acute myeloid leukemia. Am J Hematol 58(2): 105-109.

31.	Jackson G, Taylor P, Smith GM, Marcus R, Smith A, et al. (2001) A 
multicentre, open, non-comparative phase II study of a combination of 
fludarabine phosphate, cytarabine and granulocyte colony-stimulating 
factor in relapsed and refractory acute myeloid leukaemia and de 
novo refractory anaemia with excess of blasts in transformation. Br J 
Haematol 112(1): 127-137.

https://dx.doi.org/10.26717/BJSTR.2022.46.007387
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27895058/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27895058/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27895058/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27895058/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14801771/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14801771/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14801771/
https://ashpublications.org/blood/article/127/20/2391/35255/The-2016-revision-to-the-World-Health-Organization
https://ashpublications.org/blood/article/127/20/2391/35255/The-2016-revision-to-the-World-Health-Organization
https://ashpublications.org/blood/article/127/20/2391/35255/The-2016-revision-to-the-World-Health-Organization
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14976037/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14976037/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14976037/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16281935/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16281935/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16281935/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16281935/
https://acsjournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/1097-0142%2820010901%2992%3A5%3C1059%3A%3AAID-CNCR1421%3E3.0.CO%3B2-K
https://acsjournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/1097-0142%2820010901%2992%3A5%3C1059%3A%3AAID-CNCR1421%3E3.0.CO%3B2-K
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15182826/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15182826/
https://www.elsevier.com/books/hematology/9780323357623
https://www.elsevier.com/books/hematology/9780323357623
https://www.elsevier.com/books/hematology/9780323357623
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18827183/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18827183/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18827183/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0006497120617979
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0006497120617979
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0006497120617979
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16455952/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16455952/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20562587/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20562587/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20562587/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17107911/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17107911/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17107911/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33532112/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33532112/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3109529/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3109529/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3109529/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3109529/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15377469/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15377469/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15377469/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15377469/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9746770/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9746770/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9746770/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9746770/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9746770/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18784805/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18784805/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18784805/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10910899/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10910899/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10910899/
https://cms.galenos.com.tr/Uploads/Article_20728/IMJ-18-200-En.pdf
https://cms.galenos.com.tr/Uploads/Article_20728/IMJ-18-200-En.pdf
https://cms.galenos.com.tr/Uploads/Article_20728/IMJ-18-200-En.pdf
https://cms.galenos.com.tr/Uploads/Article_20728/IMJ-18-200-En.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21933861/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21933861/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21933861/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21933861/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21933861/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24711548/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24711548/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24711548/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24711548/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11480556/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11480556/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11480556/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14512295/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14512295/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14512295/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14512295/
https://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056/NEJMoa0904544
https://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056/NEJMoa0904544
https://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056/NEJMoa0904544
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32236160/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32236160/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15632409/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15632409/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15632409/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16803568/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16803568/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16803568/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16803568/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/3894588/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/3894588/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/3894588/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/3894588/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9625576/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9625576/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9625576/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11167793/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11167793/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11167793/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11167793/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11167793/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11167793/


Copyright@ Seda YILMAZ | Biomed J Sci & Tech Res | BJSTR. MS.ID.007387.

Volume 46- Issue 4 DOI: 10.26717/BJSTR.2022.46.007387

37714

Submission Link: https://biomedres.us/submit-manuscript.php

Assets of Publishing with us

•	 Global archiving of articles

•	 Immediate, unrestricted online access

•	 Rigorous Peer Review Process

•	 Authors Retain Copyrights

•	 Unique DOI for all articles

https://biomedres.us/

This work is licensed under Creative
Commons Attribution 4.0 License

ISSN: 2574-1241
DOI: 10.26717/BJSTR.2022.46.007387

Seda YILMAZ. Biomed J Sci & Tech Res

https://dx.doi.org/10.26717/BJSTR.2022.46.007387
https://www.itmedicalteam.pl/articles/evaluation-of-target-definition-for-stereotactic-reirradiation-of-recurrent-glioblastoma-102879.html
https://biomedres.us/
https://dx.doi.org/10.26717/BJSTR.2022.46.007387

	_Hlk116648552

