ecancer

Veno-occlusive disease nurse management: development of a dynamic
monitoring tool by the GITMO nursing group

Stefano Botti', Laura Orlando?, Gianpaolo Gargiulo?, Valentina De Cecco*, Marina Banfi°, Lorenzo Duranti®, Emanuela Samarani’,
Maria Giovanna Netti?, Marco Deiana®, Vera Galuppini’, Adriana Concetta Pignatelli'’, Rosanna Ceresoli’, Alessio Vedovetto',
Elena Rostagno'?, Marilena Bambaci®?, Cristina Dellaversana®, Stefano Luminari' and Francesca Bonifazi'4

"Haematology Unit, Arcispedale Santa Maria Nuova-IRCCS Reggio Emilia, Italy

2Division of Clinical Haemato-Oncology, Istituto Europeo di Oncologia, Milan, Italy

SHaematology and BMT Unit, AOU Federico Il Napoli, Naples, Italy

“Paediatric Haemato-Oncology Unit, Policlinico S Matteo Pavia, Viale Camillo Golgi, 19, 27100 Pavia PV, Italy

SBMT Unit, Ospedale Maggiore IRCCS Milano, Milan, Italy

®Haematology and BMT Unit, Ospedale Silvestrini, Perugia, Italy

’BMT Unit, Spedali Civili di Brescia, Brescia, Italy

8SODc Paediatric Tumours and BMT Unit, Ospedale Pediatrico Meyer Firenze, Florence, Italy

9Paediatric Haematology/Oncology Department, IRCCS G Gaslini, Genova, Italy

°Quiality Office, Istituto Regina Elena Rome Transplant Network, Rome, Italy

""Paediatric Haemato-Oncology and BMT Unit, Azienda Ospedaliera di Padova, Via Nicold Giustiniani, 2, 35128 Padova PD, Italy
?Paediatric Haematology/Oncology and BMT Department, Azienda Ospedaliero, Universitaria S Orsola Malpighi, Bologna, Italy
®Paediatric Haemato-Oncology and BMT Unit , Ospedale Regina Margherita, Torino, Italy

“Haematology and BMT Unit, Azienda Ospedaliero, Universitaria S Orsola Malpighi, Bologna, Italy

Correspondence to: Laura Orlando. Email: laura.orlando@ieo.it

Abstract

Veno-occlusive disease (VOD) is a complication arising from the toxicity of conditioning regimens that have a significant impact on the
survival of patients who undergo stem cell transplantation. There are several known risk factors for developing VOD and their assessment
before the start of conditioning regimens could improve the quality of care. Equally important are early identification of signs and symptoms
ascribable to VOD, rapid diagnosis, and timely adjustment of support therapy and treatment. Nurses have a fundamental role at the stages
of assessment and monitoring for signs and symptoms; therefore, they should have documented skills and training. The literature defines
nurses’ areas of competence in managing VOD, but in the actual clinical practice, this is not so clear. Moreover, there is an intrinsic diffi-
culty in managing VOD due to its rapid and often dramatic evolution, together with a lack of care tools to guide nurses. Through a complex
evidence-based process, the Gruppo Italiano per il Trapianto di Midollo Osseo (GITMO), cellule staminali emopoietiche e terapia cellulare

Published: 08/08/2016 Received: 22/04/2016

ecancer 2016, 10:661 DOI: 10.3332/ecancer.2016.661

Copyright: © the authors; licensee ecancermedicalscience. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction
in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.




ecancer 2016, 10:661

nursing board has developed an operational flowchart and a dynamic monitoring tool applicable to haematopoietic stem cell transplantation
patients, whether they develop this complication or not.
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Background

Veno-occlusive disease (VOD) or sinusoidal obstruction syndrome (SOS) is a potentially life-threatening complication affecting patients
undergoing haematopoietic stem cell transplantation (HSCT) [1]. Conditioning regimens prior to HSCT favour endothelial cell activation,
causing damage to sinusoids and liver cells [2]. Accumulation of cells and cell degradation products in the perisinusoidal space leads to an
increased inflammation of the sinusoids, restricting their lumen through a thrombotic process until their complete obstruction. This rapidly
results in slowing of intrahepatic blood flow that can go as far as inversion of the portal flow with compromise of liver function [1-3].

VOD has an average prevalence among patients undergoing HSCT of approximately 13.7%, [3] with a mortality of severe forms that reaches
80% of cases [4]. It is usually observed from 35 to 45 days after transplant, but it can also occur a long time afterwards. It is associated with
an increase in HSCT-related costs [5—6] because of the need for intensive care.

There are several risk factors for the development of VOD that plays a role in increasing its incidence and impacting mortality [9—10], mak-
ing it necessary to pay particular attention during patient assessment and monitoring activities [11-12].

Patient-related risk factors are as follows: liver disease, elevated transaminases, age, malignant pathologies, failure to achieve remission,
history of hepatic irradiation, and genetic predisposition. Therapy-related risk factors are as follows: type of HSCT, intensity of conditioning,
duration and type of drugs used and their hepatotoxicity, donor type and origin of stem cells, the presence of fever during conditioning,
HSCT history, abdominal irradiation, and previous treatments with gemtuzumab [8-9].

VOD is diagnosed on the basis of clinical observation, using the Modified Seattle [15] and Baltimore criteria [16].

However, signs and symptoms vary and can be the expression of many other pathological conditions, which make differential diagnosis
necessary [9,17,18]. There are many conditions that can mimic VOD, including acute hepatic graft-versus-host disease, fungal and viral
infections, cholangitis, fatty liver disease, drug toxicity, and cholestasis. The differential diagnosis may present a challenge for the clinician,
often with delayed treatment. Therefore, the early identification of signs of VOD is essential for setting up adequate treatment.

At the early stage, VOD is characterised by a hepatorenal syndrome, with rapid weight gain, ascites, hepatomegaly, jaundice, pain in the
right upper quadrant, and thrombocytopenia [7—8] often followed by multiorgan failure (MOF) at the later stage.

VOD can be classified as follows on the basis of severity [18—19]:

» Mild VOD is defined as a pathology that meets the diagnostic criteria but does not require treatment for excess fluid or drugs for liver
pain, the course of which is usually self-limiting;

» moderate VOD is a pathology with evidence of liver damage that requires treatment for excess fluid or drugs for liver pain, but which
is fully resolved;

» severe VOD is defined as a pathology that causes death or is not resolved within 100 days following HSCT.

The above classification of VOD derives from retrospective studies and therefore is not useful from the prognostic point of view; some
attempts, in this direction, were made by Chao [20] and Carreras [11] in 2014, but a strong consensus has yet to be found.

Progressive VOD may rapidly lead to MOF [15], with hepatomegaly and weight gain, progressive appearance of pulmonary and pleural
infiltrates, diffuse oedema, cardiac insufficiency, renal insufficiency, ascites, bleeding, and neurological symptoms. Recovery from such a
condition is very difficult [6].

Management strategies currently consist predominantly of a supporting therapy that takes into account the various organs involved and
fluid and electrolyte balances remains one of the key elements in the phases of prevention and treatment of VOD [21].

Therapy with a combination of heparin and recombinant tissue plasminogen activator has shown responses in 30% of patients, but it is
associated with an increased risk of haemorrhage and poor overall survival [17, 22—-23]. Currently, the only drug approved by the European
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Medicines Agency (EMA) for the treatment of severe VOD is defibrotide [24]. Defibrotide has also been used in prevention with encourag-
ing results [25, 26, 27, 28], although high-quality randomised, controlled studies are needed to define the ideal prophylactic regimen [29].

Rationale

Every nurse working in a transplant programme (TP) should developed distinctive skills that exert a significant influence in terms of
improving clinical outcomes, impacting on the quality and cost-effectiveness of treatments, and adding value to the nurse’s role itself in
the transplant context [30].

Nurses are indeed involved during assessment and management of patients presenting with VOD, and a nurse trained to recognise signs
and symptoms of VOD will certainly be able to contribute to early diagnosis of this complication [31-32]. The nurse role is fundamental
during patient monitoring in order to report changes in weight, to assess jaundice, nutritional matters, and abdominal girth [32]. The nurse
should be capable of correctly monitoring fluid and electrolyte balances, evaluating bleeding and assessing pain. Management of patients
with VOD often requires fluid intake restriction, a personalised diet or fasting and patient mobilisation. It is also necessary to administer
analgesics, blood products, electrolytes, and drugs, and to support the patient from the psychological point of view [17—18].

Joint Accreditation Committee-ISCT Europe (JACIE) [33] accreditation is a voluntary accreditation of excellence. JACIE quality standards
require training and VOD management-specific skills only for physicians, although it is clear that the role of nurses is crucial for diagnosis
and monitoring [18-34].

Different published studies [12, 17, 18, 34] describe the most important parameters to be assessed - suggesting the need of close monitoring,
particularly in patients with severe VOD. However, to the best of our knowledge, this is the first report that provides a useful tool for clinical
practice, differentiating VOD management on the basis of levels of risk and VOD evaluation. The aim of this work is to describe the develop-
ment of a new tool ‘VOD early identification and management’ by the Gruppo Italiano Trapianto di Midollo Osseo Nursing Group (GITMO NG).

Materials and Methods
The tool was created using the following three different routes:

» Creation of a nurse expert panel (NEP)
+ Critical analysis of the literature and standard operating procedures (SOPs)
» Analysis of daily clinical practice in TPs (multicentre survey)

During the 2014 GITMO congress, the nurse board formed an expert panel (NEP), made up of professionals with expertise in stem cell
transplantation from various Italian TPs. The NEP consisted of 10 nurses working in paediatric TPs and eight nurses working in adult TPs,
including three specialist paediatric nurses, two research nurses, six head nurses, and one quality manager nurse. The mean age of the
group was 42 years (28-57); the average length of service in TP of 14.8 years (6—28).

A literature search was conducted on PubMed, Embase, Cinhal, Cochrane Library, National Guideline Clearinghouse, the National Insti-
tutes of Health, and afterwards, the group performed a critical review of published studies. In addition, the group reviewed SOPs in the use
in TPs and performed an audit of clinical competencies and activities to assess and monitor HSCT patients.

At the same time, a survey questionnaire was developed and shared among all Italian TPs, with the aim of taking a snapshot of the reality
of clinical practice on management of VOD in patients undergoing allogeneic HSCT. The survey consisted of 43 questions, with single or
multiple responses, addressing organisational and structural topics, monitoring of patients undergoing HSCT, nursing skills and knowledge
related to VOD management (assessment, diagnosis, prevention, treatment, care). The survey was shared with all the transplant centres
in the GITMO network on a web platform, and data were analysed by frequency using SPSS 20.

The results of the literature and SOPs reviews, the audit and the survey were shared and discussed within the NEP in some structured
meetings.

The NEP evaluated the results and identified the key points for the development of the tool to assess and monitor patients throughout their
transplant journey. Then, the NEP produced a pathway flow chart.
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Results

Results of the multicentre survey

‘The nurse in HSCT: monitoring hepatic complications and management of sinusoidal obstruction syndrome (SOS) and veno-occlusive dis-
ease (VOD)'.

The survey conducted within the GITMO network was addressed to centres that carry out allogeneic HSCT. The main results revealed a
somewhat mixed approach to monitoring across the various TPs; the Seattle and Baltimore diagnostic criteria are not often used by nurses,
there appears to be a substantial lack of specific tools and patient monitoring is done through standard procedures for the general assess-
ment of patients after transplantation. TPs characteristics are given in Table 1.

Standard monitoring

The vast majority of TPs (95%) have monitoring protocols or specific checklists (82.5%). The parameters that are assessed at least daily
(1 to 3 times per day) in all centres are classically: blood pressure, heart rate, temperature, weight, and pain. There are wide differences
in the approach regarding the assessment of respiratory rate, oximetry, and diuresis. Figure 1 shows the main results related to standard
monitoring practice in TPs. Only 40% of centres report written documentation of alert values derived from monitoring data. For the pur-
poses of this paper, we are able to observe that only 10% of centres put daily measurement of abdominal girth as a standard monitoring
parameter and that no centres take into account any other type of anthropometrical measurement (e.g., deltoid).

All the centres check fluid and electrolyte balances, but with widely differing policies (Figure 1). Ninety-five per cent of transplant pro-
grammes do not have nurses trained in abdominal palpation of patients; in only 5% of TPs abdominal palpation is also carried out by nurses.

More than 90% of TPs carry out laboratory tests more than 2—3 times a week. In this context, we also noted that parameters useful in the
diagnosis of VOD are not recorded in a structured and systematic manner: aldolase is monitored on a routine basis only in 20% of TPs, and
ornithine transcarbamylase only in 5%. Figure 2 shows detailed data on the standard monitoring of biochemical parameters.

Nurse training

In 40% of transplant programmes, nurses had the opportunity to receive training in hepatic complications of HSCT within the last two years, but
the participation rate of nurses in training events was lower than 60% in 68.8% of TPs.

Table 1. Characteristics of transplant centres.

Responses (%)

Number of respondents 40/80 (50.0)
Patient group

e Adults 24 (60.0)

» Paediatrics 11 (27.5)

* Both (adults and paediatrics) 5(12.5)
Centre organisation

e SCT unit 17 (42.5)

* SCT unit within Haematology unit | 23 (57.5)
Transplant type performed

* Autologous — Sibling 2 (5.0)
» Autologous — Allogeneic — MUD 5(12.5
+ All transplant therapies 33 (82.5)

SCT: stem cell transplant; MUD: matched unrelated donor
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Figure 2. Standard monitoring of biochemical parameters.
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VOD patients management

It was found that pre-HSCT risk assessment for hepatic complications is not carried out in 15.4% of TPs. The overall risk assessment is
usually carried out by physicians without the presence of a nurse (85%) and in 33.3% of TPs nurses are not informed of the results of the
pre-HSCT risk assessment.

In 82.5% of TPs, SOPs for the diagnosis of VOD are present and in 90% of centres the modified Seattle and Baltimore criteria are used by
healthcare professionals. However, in 82.5% of TPs, the Seattle and Baltimore diagnostic criteria are not used by nurses. There are SOPs
for the prevention and the treatment of VOD in 55% and 82.5% of TPs, respectively. Nurses are familiar with the differential diagnostic
pathway (72.5% of TPs), the strategies adopted to prevent VOD (65%), and therapeutic strategies (80%).

Despite this, availability of SOPs for care (42.5%) and monitoring (52.5%) of patients with VOD is scattered in Italian TPs.

The most widely used techniques for differential diagnosis remain hepatic vessel Doppler (95%), hepatic tomography (30%) and levels of
plasminogen activator inhibitor-1 (30%). Only 7.5% of TPs use transjugular biopsy to diagnose VOD.

For prevention strategies, our results showed a certain amount of variation, with 35% of TPs not undertaking pharmacological prevention,
and the remaining centres using various strategies, among which the most representative are ursodeoxycholic acid, supportive therapy,
and defibrotide.

Supportive therapy and defibrotide seem to be the therapeutic strategies universally used.

Results from the NEP

The NEP, through the literature analysis and sharing of procedures and experiences, identified three key areas for the assessment and
monitoring of patients, corresponding to the clinical phases of the transplant journey: pre-conditioning period, during conditioning and post-
conditioning. To allow for applicability in the various treatment settings, essential parameters were identified and agreed by the group. A full
account of nursing activities in the various degrees of VOD is described by Eisenberg et al [18].

Pre-conditioning (or assessment phase)

Generally, before admission, an assessment process is put in place through a multidisciplinary approach; nurses should be involved and
should be informed about results of risk assessment. The group agreed that all patients undergoing HSCT should be considered at risk of
VOD, whereby the NEP decided to identify two risk levels: ‘standard risk’ to be assigned to all patients without major risk factors for devel-
oping severe VOD, such as the presence of active and previous pathologies of the liver (fibrosis, cirrhosis, fatty liver disease, previous
hepatitis), high transaminase levels also in the absence of other clinical signs of level disease, allogeneic HSCT, myeloablative condition-
ing, the use of drugs such as busulfan, the use of total body irradiation (TBI), alloreactivity, previous hepatotoxic treatments (gemtuzumab)
[11-17]. The expert panel defined at ‘increased’ risk patients in whom at least one of the factors listed previously is present or a combination
of other risk factors such as age and sex (elderly women are at greater risk), type and status of disease, genetic susceptibility, development
of fever during conditioning, hepatotoxic treatments (vancomycin, acyclovir). At this phase, it is important that nurses perform anamnesis
and assessment by collecting information and checking parameters in the areas indicated in Table 2 (part A). Results of the nursing assess-
ment process should be shared within the team, recorded in patient records and reviewed, if necessary, before beginning conditioning.
Implementation of alert systems may be also useful in this setting.

During conditioning

For this period, at this stage, the expert panel defined two monitoring protocols, as shown in Table 2 (part A), of differing intensity according
to the level of risk established at the previous phase.
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After conditioning

During this period, nurses should carry out systematic assessment using Seattle (modified) and Baltimore criteria. If no change from base-
line values is detected, patient monitoring should be continued routinely.

If on the basis of Seattle and Baltimore criteria a ‘Suspected VOD’ is define, physicians should be alerted to begin differential diagnosis
procedures as soon as possible.

It is also necessary to make arrangements for the intensification of the monitoring process as indicated in Table 2 (part B), until the diagno-
sis is confirmed or ruled out, paying particular attention to the rate of progression of disease and multiple organ involvement.

If differential diagnosis confirms the presence of VOD, patient monitoring should be intensified (high-intensity monitoring protocol) until
continuous monitoring of certain parameters is introduced, as indicated in Table 2 (part C).

Activities for intensive support in relation to any multiple organ components should be put in place and preparations made for a quick trans-
fer of the patient to intensive care (ICU). If VOD is not confirmed, care will continue in accordance with the clinical standards for whatever
is present. The expert panel agreed that if the differential diagnosis is complex and/or it is not possible to have a diagnostic confirmation
of VOD, faced with a rapid worsening of the patient’s signs and symptoms it is necessary to consider the patient critical and go ahead with
high intensity monitoring and possible transfer of the patient to the ICU.

Conclusions

Patient assessment and monitoring represent the mainstream of effective nursing support. It is fundamental to support these activities with
specific tools, suited to the setting of care, in order to avoid situations where data and information are not appropriately recorded therefore
producing a negative impact on the care process. In HSCT, the patient’s clinical conditions are extremely variable and consequently require
tools capable of capturing all the possible changes that can have an impact on the patient’s health.

The early diagnosis and management of VOD is complex. It is essential that standardised, evidence-based practice procedures, which are
ultimately based on practical needs and on clinical experience, are not perceived only as theoretical models but instead as widely accepted
daily practices.

Eisenberg’s suggestions [18] for appropriate nursing interventions to support the various organs and tissues and the psychological state
of patients with VOD, were very helpful in this respect. Despite this, an unequivocal guidance for VOD-related nursing problems is not
available. This work is aimed at defining dynamic and practice guidelines taking into account the evolution of the patient’s conditions and
the need of a practical approach in the transplant setting. In conclusion, the NEP on behalf of the GITMO NG is proposing a practical
and dynamic flow chart that could be useful for the assessment and monitoring of the patient clinical course (Figure 3). This tool is easily
manageable and could be immediately adopted in daily practice. In view of the innovative nature of this tool, a prospective clinical evalu-
ation is warranted.

Acknowledgments
Thanks to Professor Alessandro Rambaldi, former President of the Gruppo Italiano Trapianto di Midollo Osseo, Cellule Staminali e Terapia

Cellulare (GITMO) Society. Thanks to Aleksandra Babic of the Gruppo Italiano Infermieri Manipolazione ed Aferesi (GIIMA) and Sarah Jane
Liptrott for their logistic and scientific support.

7 www.ecancer.org



Table 2. Monitoring protocol.
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Part A. Case history/Pre-conditioning nursing assessment

 Take vital signs: arterial pressure, heart rate, respiratory rate, body temperature, oxygen
saturation

* Measure weight (define 5% threshold value)

» Abdominal assessment (visual and by palpation), in particular of the RUQ: record spontaneous
and induced pain (Blumberg), record abdominal circumference, abdominal volume, the
presence of collateral circles and/or spiders, tractability, percussion (obtuseness), the
assessment of hepatic RIMA and dimensions of the liver, assessment of hepatic consistency

» Assessment of skin: erythema, lesions, haemorrhages, dyschromia (jaundice)

» Assessment of sclera: microhaemorrhages, jaundice

« Consider blood test values: total and fractionated bilirubin, transaminases, LDH,
electrolytes (Na, K)

» Details of patient’s clinical history, personal habits (diet, smoking, alcohol) and social
background

Assignment of standard or increased risk level

Alert for the confirmation of risk level on admission

Standard risk

Increased risk

At least once a day

At least twice a day

* Weight

» Abdominal circumference

* Abdominal pain and RUQ pain

» Objective examination of skin, sclera, abdo-
men (palpation)

* Fluid balance

At least twice a week and whenever signifi-

cant variations in clinical signs are observed

* Measurement of bilirubin, transaminases,
sodium, potassium, coagulation parameters

* Weight

 State of awareness

» Abdominal circumference

» Abdominal pain and RUQ pain

» Objective examination of skin, sclera,
abdomen (palpation)

* Fluid balance

Between three times a week to every

day whenever significant variations in

clinical signs are observed

» Measurement of bilirubin, transaminases,
sodium, potassium, coagulation parameters

Report even small changes in clinical
condition in a timely fashion

Educate patient and CGs in timely
communication

Report even small changes in clinical
condition in a timely fashion

Educate patient and CGs in timely
communication

Part B. Patients who meet the modified Seattle and Baltimore criteria: Intensified
Monitoring Protocol

At least twice a day
» State of awareness
* Abdominal circumference

At least three times a day
* Weight
 Pain in RUQ

At least four times a day
 Fluid and electrolyte
balance

Full objective examination of
abdomen, sclera, skin, and
mucosae

Monitor for appearance of
signs of haemorrhage (skin,
sclera, mucosae

» Oxygen saturation
Vital signs: arterial pressure,
heart and respiratory rate,

body temperature

» Foresee the need for continuous monitoring of parameters

* Intensify monitoring of blood tests: fractionated bilirubin, transaminases, coagulation
parameters, sodium, potassium, and other tests prescribed by the doctor

 Provide psychological support for patient and family members or CGs
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Table 2. Continued.
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Part C. Patients with a diagnosis of VOD: High-intensity monitoring protocol

At least twice a day

« Abdominal circumference

 Full objective examination of
abdomen, sclera, skin and
mucosae

At least three times a day
» Weight
« Pain in RUQ

At least four times a day
 Fluid and electrolyte
balance

* Monitor for the appearance
of signs of haemorrhage
(skin, sclera, mucosae)

Consider patient as critical

» Continuous monitoring of vital signs using monitors: arterial pressure, heart rate,
respiratory rate, body temperature, oxygen saturation.

« Ventilatory support if necessary: oxygen therapy or non-invasive ventilation

» Ensure drastic reduction in fluid intake

« Ensure appropriate number of vascular access points

» Frequently monitor diuresis, possible use of bladder catheter with urometer

» Evaluate performance status and state of awareness

* Monitor for MOF: cardiac, respiratory, and renal function

 Provide psychological support for patient and family members or CGs

» Make arrangements for rapid transfer to CU

RUQ: right upper quadrant; LDH: lactic dehydrogenase; CGs: care givers; MOF: multiple organ failure;

ICU: intensive care unit.
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Figure 3. Pathway flow chart.

Www.ecancer.org



ecancer 2016, 10:661

References

10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

. Richardson PG, Corbacioglu S and Ho VT et al (2013) Drug safety evaluation of defibrotide Expert Opin Drug Saf12 123-136 DOI:

10.1517/14740338.2012.749855

Vion AC, Rautou PE and Durand F et al (2015) Interplay of inflammation and endothelial dysfunction in bone marrow trans-
plantation: focus on hepatic veno-occlusive disease Semin Thromb Hemost 41 629—643 DOI: 10.1055/s-0035-1556728 PMID:
26305238

. Coppell JA, Richardson PG and Soiffer R et al (2010) Hepatic veno-occlusive disease following stem cell transplantation: inci-

dence, clinical course, and outcome Biol Blood Marrow Transplant 16 157—168 DOI: 10.1016/j.bbmt.2009.08.024

Baron F, Deprez M and Beguin Y (1997) The veno-occlusive disease of the liver Haematologica 82 718-725

Khera N, Zeliadt SB and Lee SJ (2012) Economics of hematopoietic cell transplantation Blood 120 1545-1551 DOI: 10.1182/
blood-2012-05-426783 PMID: 22700725

Saito AM, Zahrieh D and Cutler C et al (2007) Lower costs associated with hematopoietic cell transplantation using reduced
intensity vs high-dose regimens for hematological malignancy Bone Marrow Transplant 40 209-217 DOI: 10.1038/sj.bmt.1705733
PMID: 17563734

Bearman Sl (1995) The syndrome of hepatic veno-occlusive disease after marrow transplantation Blood 85 3005-3020 PMID:
7756636

McDonald GB, Sharma P and Matthews DE et al (1984) Venocclusive disease of the liver after bone marrow transplantation:
diagnosis, incidence, and predisposing factors Hepatology 4 116—122 DOI: 10.1002/hep.1840040121 PMID: 6363247

. Dignan FL, Wynn RF and Hadzic N et al (2013) BCSH/BSBMT guideline: diagnosis and management of veno-occlusive dis-

ease (sinusoidal obstruction syndrome) following haematopoietic stem cell transplantation Br J Haematol 163 444—457 DOI:
10.1111/bjh.12558 PMID: 24102514

Carreras E Chapter 11: Early complications after HSCT EBMT-ESH Handbook 2012 https://ebmtonline.forumservice.net/
media/11/main.html

Carreras E (2014) How | manage sinusoidal obstruction syndrome after haematopoietic cell transplantation Br J Haematol 168
481-491 DOI: 10.1111/bjh.13215 PMID: 25401997

Mohty M, Malard F and Abecassis M et al (2015) Sinusoidal obstruction syndrome/veno-occlusive disease: current situation
and perspectives-a position statement from the European society for blood and marrow transplantation (EBMT) Bone Marrow
Transplant 50 781-789 DOI: 10.1038/bmt.2015.52 PMID: 25798682 PMCID: 4456788

Richardson PG, Ho VT and Giralt S et al (2012) Safety and efficacy of defibrotide for the treatment of severe hepatic veno-
occlusive disease Ther Adv Hematol 3 253—265 DOI: 10.1177/2040620712441943

Hasegawa S, Horibe K and Kawabe T et al (1998) Veno-occlusive disease of the liver after allogeneic bone marrow transplanta-
tion in children with hematologic malignancies: incidence, onset time and risk factors Bone Marrow Transplant 22 1191-1197
DOI: 10.1038/sj.bmt.1701506

McDonald GB, Hinds MS and Fisher LD et al (1993) Veno-occlusive disease of the liver and multiorgan failure after bone marrow
transplantation: a cohort study of 355 patients Ann Intern Med 118 255-267 DOI: 10.7326/0003-4819-118-4-199302150-00003
PMID: 8420443

Jones RJ, Lee KS and Beschorner WE et al (1987) Venoocclusive disease of the liver following bone marrow transplantation
Transplantation 44 778-783 DOI: 10.1097/00007890-198712000-00011 PMID: 3321587

10 www.ecancer.org


http://dx.doi.org/10.1517/14740338.2012.749855
http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-0035-1556728
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26305238
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbmt.2009.08.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1182/blood-2012-05-426783
http://dx.doi.org/10.1182/blood-2012-05-426783
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22700725
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.bmt.1705733
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17563734
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7756636
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hep.1840040121
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6363247
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/bjh.12558
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24102514
https://ebmtonline.forumservice.net/media/11/main.html
https://ebmtonline.forumservice.net/media/11/main.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/bjh.13215
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25401997
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/bmt.2015.52
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25798682
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4456788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2040620712441943
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.bmt.1701506
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-118-4-199302150-00003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8420443
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00007890-198712000-00011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3321587

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

ecancer 2016, 10:661

Helmy A (2006) Review article: updates in the pathogenesis and therapy of hepatic sinusoidal obstruction syndrome Aliment
Pharmacol Ther 23 11-25 DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-2036.2006.02742.x PMID: 16393276

Eisenberg S (2008) Hepatic sinusoidal obstruction syndrome in patients undergoing hematopoietic stem cell transplant Onco/
Nurs Forum 35 385-397 DOI: 10.1188/08.ONF.385-397 PMID: 18467289

DelLeve LD, Valla DC and Garcia-Tsao G American association for the study liver diseases (2009) Vascular disorders of the liver
Hepatology 49 1729-1764 DOI: 10.1002/hep.22772 PMID: 19399912

Chao N (2014) How | treat sinusoidal obstruction syndrome? Blood 123 40234026 DOI: 10.1182/blood-2014-03-551630 PMID:
24833355

Johnson DB and Savani BN (2012) How can we reduce hepatic veno-occlusive disease-related deaths after allogeneic stem
cell transplantation? Exp Hematol 40 513-517 DOI: 10.1016/j.exphem.2012.04.004 PMID: 22542577

Bearman SI, Lee JL and Barén AE ef al (1997) Treatment of hepatic venocclusive disease with recombinant human tissue plas-
minogen activator and heparin in 42 marrow transplant patients Blood 89 1501-1506 PMID: 9057629

Ho VT, Revta C and Richardson PG (2008) Hepatic veno-occlusive disease after hematopoietic stem cell transplantation: update
on defibrotide and other current investigational therapies Bone Marrow Transplant 41 229-237 DOI: 10.1038/sj.bmt.1705899

Keating GM (2014) Defibrotide: a review of its use in severe hepatic veno-occlusive disease following haematopoietic stem
cell transplantation Clin Drug Investig 34 895-904 DOI: 10.1007/s40261-014-0242-x PMID: 25351934

Chalandon Y, Roosnek E and Mermillod B et al (2004) Prevention of veno-occlusive disease with defibrotide after allogeneic
stem cell transplantation Biol Blood Marrow Transplant 10 347-354 DOI: 10.1016/j.bbmt.2004.01.002 PMID: 15111934

Dignan F, Gujral D and Ethell M et al (2007) Prophylactic defibrotide in allogeneic stem cell transplantation: minimal morbidity
and zero mortality from veno-occlusive disease Bone Marrow Transplant 40 79-82 DOI: 10.1038/sj.bmt.1705696 PMID: 17502897

Cappelli B, Chiesa R and Evangelio C et al (2009) Absence of VOD in paediatric thalassaemic HSCT recipients using defibrotide
prophylaxis and intravenous busulphan Br J Haematol 147 554-560 DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-2141.2009.07871.x PMID: 19747363

Corbacioglu S, Cesaro S and Faraci M et al (2012) Defibrotide for prophylaxis of hepatic veno-occlusive disease in paediat-
ric haemopoietic stem-cell transplantation: an open-label, phase 3, randomised controlled trial Lancet 379 1301-1309 DOI:
10.1016/S0140-6736(11)61938-7 PMID: 22364685

Cheuk DK, Chiang AK and Ha SY et al (2015) Interventions for prophylaxis of hepatic veno-occlusive disease in people under-
going haematopoietic stem cell transplantation Cochrane Database Syst Rev 27 5:CD009311 DOI: 10.1002/14651858.CD009311.

pub2

Knopf KE (2011) Core competencies for bone marrow transplantation nurse practitioners Clin J Oncol Nurs 15 102—105 DOI:
10.1188/11.CJON.102-105 PMID: 21278047

Becze E (2012) Veno-occlusive disease is the most common hepatic complication in stem cell transplants ONS Connect 27
16—17 PMID: 23094448

Oestreicher P (2008) Recognize hepatic sinusoidal obstruction syndrome in patients with cancer ONS Connect 23 22—-23 PMID:
18432087

FACT-JACIE International Standards for Hematopoietic Cellular Therapy (2015) Product collection, processing and administration
6™ edition

Sosa EC (2012) Veno-occlusive disease in hematopoietic stem cell transplantation recipients Clin J Oncol Nurs 16 507-513
DOI: 10.1188/12.CJON.507-513 PMID: 23022934

11 www.ecancer.org


http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2036.2006.02742.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16393276
http://dx.doi.org/10.1188/08.ONF.385-397
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18467289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hep.22772
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19399912
http://dx.doi.org/10.1182/blood-2014-03-551630
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24833355
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.exphem.2012.04.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22542577
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9057629
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.bmt.1705899
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40261-014-0242-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25351934
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbmt.2004.01.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15111934
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.bmt.1705696
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17502897
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2141.2009.07871.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19747363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(11)61938-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22364685
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD009311.pub2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD009311.pub2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1188/11.CJON.102-105
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21278047
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23094448
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18432087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1188/12.CJON.507-513
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23022934

