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Abstract: ABSTRACT
Background: There is a large inter-individual variation in CD34+ cell yield after G-CSF
mobilisation and collection from peripheral blood in healthy allogenic haematopoietic
stem cell donors. Donor characteristics including gender and age, baseline and pre-
collection blood results, mobilisation factors and collection factors have been
associated with CD34+ cell concentration in the blood after G-CSF mobilisation and/or
CD34+ cell yield after collection. Since the literature reporting these associations is
heterogeneous, we here clarify the determinants of CD34+ cell concentration and yield
through a scoping literature review.

Materials and Methods: MEDLINE, Embase, PubMed and Stem Cell Evidence were
searched for studies published between 2000 and 2023. The inclusion criteria were
studies of allogeneic donors undergoing G-CSF mobilisation and peripheral blood stem
cell collection (PBSC). Eligible studies assessed an outcome of mobilisation or
collection efficacy, indicated by the blood CD34+ cell concentration after 4 or 5 days of
G-CSF treatment and/or CD34+ cell yield in the first PBSC collection after mobilisation.
Included studies assessed associations between these outcomes and donor factors
(such as age, gender, weight, ethnicity), mobilisation factors (G-CSF scheduling or
dose), collection factors (venous access, processed blood volume) and laboratory
factors (such as blood cell counts at baseline and after mobilisation).

Results: The 51 eligible studies evaluated between 23 and 20,884 donors. 43 studies
were retrospective, 32 assessed blood CD34+ cell concentration after mobilisation and
37 assessed CD34+ cell yield. In studies that recorded both outcomes, blood CD34+
cell concentration always predicted CD34+ cell yield. The most frequently assessed
factor was donor age for which most studies reported that younger donors had a higher
blood CD34+ cell concentration and CD34+ cell yield. Non-European ancestry was
associated with both higher blood CD34+ cell concentration and yield although this
finding was inconsistent.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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Conclusions: There remains poor consensus about the best predictors of blood CD34+
cell concentration and yield that requires further prospective study, particularly of the
role of donor ancestry. The current focus on donor gender as a major predictor may
require re-evaluation
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Background: There is a |aé}'éi?ﬂ?erFﬁ%ré‘?{’/ia’ﬁé‘?uésﬁ'%’ TR kein i WaRe] yield after G-CSF
mobilisation and collection from peripheral blood in healthy allogenic haematopoietic stem
cell donors. Donor characteristics including gender and age, baseline and pre-collection
blood results, mobilisation factors and collection factors have been associated with CD34+
cell concentration in the blood after G-CSF mobilisation and/or CD34+ cell yield after
collection. Since the literature reporting these associations is heterogeneous, we here clarify

the determinants of CD34+ cell concentration and yield through a scoping literature review.

Materials and Methods: MEDLINE, Embase, PubMed and Stem Cell Evidence were
searched for studies published between 2000 and 2023. The inclusion criteria were studies
of allogeneic donors undergoing G-CSF mobilisation and peripheral blood stem cell
collection (PBSC). Eligible studies assessed an outcome of mobilisation or collection
efficacy, indicated by the blood CD34+ cell concentration after 4 or 5 days of G-CSF
treatment and/or CD34" cell yield in the first PBSC collection after mobilisation. Included
studies assessed associations between these outcomes and donor factors (such as age,
gender, weight, ethnicity), mobilisation factors (G-CSF scheduling or dose), collection factors
(venous access, processed blood volume) and laboratory factors (such as blood cell counts

at baseline and after mobilisation).

Results: The 51 eligible studies evaluated between 23 and 20,884 donors. 43 studies were
retrospective, 32 assessed blood CD34+ cell concentration after mobilisation and 37
assessed CD34+ cell yield. In studies that recorded both outcomes, blood CD34+ cell
concentration always predicted CD34+ cell yield. The most frequently assessed factor was
donor age for which most studies reported that younger donors had a higher blood CD34+
cell concentration and CD34+ cell yield. Non-European ancestry was associated with both

higher blood CD34+ cell concentration and yield although this finding was inconsistent.
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Conclusions: There remains 800r consensus about the best prealcqors of blood CD34+ cell

concentration and yield that requires further prospective study, particularly of the role of

donor ancestry. The current focus on donor gender as a major predictor may require re-

evaluation.

INTRODUCTION

Allogeneic haematopoietic stem cell transplantation (HSCT) is a life-saving treatment for
haematological and solid-organ malignancies and most commonly uses stem cells (CD34*

cells) from peripheral blood obtained through a two-stage process: i. Mobilisation of CD34*
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cells from bone marrow usir/?g; r{%héséeftec; e|(r1|ieN ﬁfgél}"?gﬁdﬂ? %{/)esr,mésﬁianii. Peripheral blood stem

cell collection (PBSC) by apheresis.

Despite standardised mobilisation and PBSC protocols, there is marked inter-individual
variation in the number of CD34+ cells mobilised and collected (1, 2). Although most
allogeneic donors achieve target CD34" cell yield (typically 4-5 x10%/kg CD34" cells/recipient
weight), only 60% do this with one PBSC. The remaining 40% of donors usually achieve
target yield after repeat PBSC, although 2-5% are poor mobilisers and never achieve target.
For recipients, suboptimal CD34" cell yields from donors result in prolonged engraftment

times and increased risk of adverse events such as graft failure, infection, or bleeding (3, 4).

Numerous donor characteristic and collection factors have been postulated to impact on
successful CD34+ cell donation, these can be broadly divided into donor, mobilisation,
collection and laboratory factors. However, the existing literature contains abundant
inconclusive and sometimes contradictory findings, often resulting from limitations such as
small sample sizes, retrospective cohort designs and heterogenous outcome definitions. The
objective of this scoping review is to answer the research question What are the donor,
mobilisation, collection and laboratory factors that are associated with blood CD34" cell
concentration and/or CD34" cell yield in allogenic donors after standard G-CSF mobilisation?
Standard G-CSF mobilisation is defined here as treatment of donors with short-acting
recombinant human G-CSF for four or five-days duration. Although the CD34+ cell
concentration and yield outcomes are anticipated to be closely correlated, they have been
separated in this review as blood CD34" cell concentration is potentially influenced only by
donor and mobilisation factors whereas CD34+ cell yield may also be influenced by

collection factors.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
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We conducted a scoping raﬁ1e?%an a sys"emaﬁc rewew%ec?ause of the breadth of

previously investigated candidate predictors and because of the retrospective design and
heterogeneity of most previous studies. A scoping review was anticipated to enable better
mapping of key concepts and identification of knowledge gaps without the constraints
imposed by the requirement of homogenous eligibility criteria needed for systematic review.
The Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic reviews and Meta-Analyses extension for
Scoping review (PRISMA-ScR) checklist was used to ensure best practice (5). The review

protocol is available on request to the corresponding author.

Search Strategy

Electronic databases (MEDLINE, Embase, PubMed and Stem Cell Evidence) were searched
for studies published between January 1 2000 and November 1 2023 by a review author
(CD) who is part of the Systematic Review Initiative team. The search strategy is

documented in Supplementary Data.

Eligibility criteria

Studies were eligible for analysis if they reported data from allogeneic stem cell donors who
underwent G-CSF mobilisation and PBSC and if they reported at least one of blood CD34+
cell concentration after 4 or 5 days of G-CSF or CD34" cell yield at the first PBSC. Studies
were included if they evaluated associations between these outcomes and candidate
variables in the following groups: i. donor factors (eg age, sex, weight, ethnicity); ii.
mobilisation factors (eg G-CSF scheduling or dose); iii. PBSC collection factors (eg venous
access, processed blood volume), or, iv. Donor laboratory characteristics at baseline or after
mobilisation. Studies were excluded if they reported data from donors aged <16 years, or if
they were case reports, reviews with no new data, non-English language publications,

animal studies or pre-2000 studies.

Study selection
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After duplicate removal, twoAgm?{%F%S?Wﬂ'gﬂée A?@(V}WS%%V&“ ﬂ%%p?é%‘;??%%@ platform to screen
tittes and abstracts before resolving conflicts through discussion. Full article texts were then
obtained for eligibility review by RP. The references of included studies and review articles

were searched to ensure capture of all relevant studies.

Data charting and analysis

Data was extracted into a standardised form which was piloted by and subsequently refined
by RP and KB. The following data was extracted by RP: Authors, publication year, sample
size, funding, country of study, donor demographic data, G-CSF protocol, make of apheresis
machine, processed blood volume, anticoagulant, venous access, duration of collection, flow

rate, and outcomes assessed.

RESULTS

Literature search

After duplicates were removed, 3355 articles were screened by the title and abstract. The
remaining 118 articles were then screened by inspection of full text to yield 51 eligible
studies for analysis (Figure 1). Studies were divided according to whether the reported
outcome was only blood CD34* cell concentration after G-CSF mobilisation (n = 14 Table 1),
only CD34" cell yield from first PBSC (n =18; Table 2) or if they reported both outcomes
(n=19 listed in both Tables 1 and 2). Excluded studies are listed with explanatory notes in

Supplementary Data.

Study characteristics

Forty-one (80%) of the 51 eligible studies were retrospective cohort design. Seven (14%) of
the remaining studies used prospective data collection but only three (6%) were prospective
randomised trials that evaluated the effects of alternative G-CSF dose and/or scheduling.

The eligible studies included at total of 44,759 doors but individual studies ranged in size
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between 23 to 20,884 donors. Eigh s%egies Incluae eggl%)uégnors and 14 included <100

donors. The median donor ages ranged from 29 to 59 years. 72% of all donors were male.

1. Donor factors that influence blood CD34+ concentration or yield

Age

Donor age was the most frequently assessed factor in the eligible studies. Of the 25 studies
that reported the relationship between age and CD34" cell yield 16 (64%) reported an
association between age > 40 years and lower CD34" cell yield (6-21). Four further studies
identified a non-significant trend towards this association (22-25) whereas five studies
reported no association (26-30). Of the 25 studies that assessed the relationship between
age and blood CD34" cell concentration, 13 (52%) reported an association between older
age and lower blood CD34" cell concentration (8-10, 13, 16, 17, 21, 31-36). Eight further
studies reported a similar trend but without statistical significance (6, 22, 23, 37-41) whereas
in three studies, there was no association (26, 27, 42). The final study reported that older
age was associated with higher blood CD34" cell concentration (30). Analysis of the
significance of donor age was hampered by the variation between the studies in whether
age was considered as a continuous or categorical factor and in the categorical definitions of
‘older age’ (range >30 to >60 years). The median and range of included donors varied

considerably between studies (Table 1 and 2).

Gender

Of the 17 studies that assessed the association between CD34" cell yield and donor gender
12 (71%) reported higher CD34+ cell yields in males (9, 10, 12, 14, 17-19, 25, 28, 30, 43,
44) but the remaining five studies (29%) found no association (6, 15, 16, 24, 29). Of the 20
studies that assessed blood CD34+ cell concentration, eight (42%) reported higher
concentrations in males (9, 30, 32, 34, 36, 37, 39, 45) whereas 12 (59%) reported no

significant effect of gender (6, 17, 21, 22, 31, 33, 35, 38, 40-42, 46).
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Ethnicity

Only four studies assessed associations between donor ethnicity and CD34+ cell yield from
PBSC or blood CD34+ cell concentration. Three of these reported that compared to
European ancestry donors, African ancestry (AA) donors had higher CD34+ cell yields (12,
44) and blood CD34+ cell concentrations (35, 36, 44). In one of these studies that included
>10,000 donors, the effect of AA was most pronounced in male donors with higher body
mass index (BMI) (44). The remaining study reported a trend of a higher blood CD34+ cell

concentrations in AA donors but contained only 16 subjects with this ancestry (35).

Anthropometric characteristics

Of the nine studies that assessed the association between BMI and CD34+ cell yield, four
reported that high BMI was associated with higher yield (6, 12, 19, 46). Seven of nine
studies reported an association between high BMI and higher blood CD34+ concentration (6,
26, 30, 32, 37, 42, 46). None of the seven studies that assessed donor height reported an
association with either CD34+ cell yield (20, 25, 29), or blood CD34+ cell concentration (36,
38, 40, 41). All four of the studies that assessed the differences in weight between donor
and recipients reported an association between donors having greater positive weight
differences and higher CD34" cell yield (6, 8, 14, 28). Higher donor blood volume estimated
using the Nader method was associated with higher blood CD34+ cell concentration in one

study (41), but not in another (40).

Other donor factors

One of two studies that assessed the effect of donor smoking reported an association with
lower CD34+ cell yield (20), whereas the other found no effect (43). Two studies found no
association between smoking and CD34+ cell concentration (30, 39) but in one retrospective
study, there was an association between smoking and lower concentration (32). Single
studies reported no associations between donor comorbidity expressed as the Charlson

Comorbidity Index and CD34" cell concentration (35) and between previous blood donation
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or physical activity and CDC‘Q{I*”%T’I r?/fg‘i\éﬁ?%.re %%losvw Jt?g%g?{ggs}%'association between

self-reported health-related quality of life and CD34" cell yield (47).

2. Mobilisation factors that influence blood CD34+ concentration or yield

G-CSF dose

Seven studies assessed the impact of G-CSF dose on CD34* cell yield. In an open label
randomised split dose escalating study in 36 donors, CD34+ cell yield was the same
between three G-CSF dose groups (8, 11 or 15 pg/kg/day split into two doses) , although the
15ug group had PBSC on day 4 of G-CSF treatment whilst the 8ug and 11ug groups had
PBSC on day 5 (11). In a second trial, 150 donors were randomised to receive either
10ug/kg/day G-CSF once daily or 8ug/kg/day split into two doses. The donors receiving
10ug/kg/day once daily were more likely to achieve a target CD34+ cell yield of >5x10%/kg
recipient weight. The frequency of adverse events was similar between groups (29).

Of the five remaining studies that were retrospective, one reported that treatment with
8ug/kg twice per day G-CSF resulted in higher CD34+ cell yields compared to 5ug/kg twice
per day but was associated with more frequent bone pain, headache and fatigue (48). In a
second study, all donors received G-CSF doses of 10ug/kg/day administered either as a
single dose or split between two doses. Amongst the donors who achieved a satisfactory
CD34+ cell yield (>5x10° cells/Kg), a higher total G-CSF dose was reported in donors
receiving twice daily G-CSF but not once daily G-CSF (6). In the three remaining
retrospective studies, all the donors were prescribed the same 10ug/kg/day yet received
different actual doses because of nearest whole vial dosing. None of these studies showed a

relationship between actual G-CSF dose received and CD34+ cell yield (16, 19, 44).

Eight studies assessed the impact of G-CSF dose on blood CD34* concentration, all of
which were retrospective. In one study, 16ug/kg/day G-CSF resulted in higher blood CD34+

cell concentrations than 10ug/kg/day (36). In two studies, higher blood CD34+
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concentrations were associQge”((']h\t/?/irtehS r\fa?ieNP {ota ?E(i“c‘ieéiy“ 28 esmr“escs:i(%ri'\'/ed by donors

prescribed 10ug/kg/day G-CSF rounded to the nearest whole vial size (6, 38).The remaining
five studies found no association between blood CD34+ cell concentration and higher G-
CSF doses (16, 31, 34, 37, 39). One of these studies found an increased frequency of bone

pain, headaches, and chills with G-CSF doses >10ug/kg/day (37).

G-CSF scheduling

The effect once daily (OD) vs twice daily (BD) G-CSF dosing on CD34" cell yield was
assessed in five studies. In one prospective study in 72 donors, G-CSF 400ug/m? OD and
200ug/m? BD resulted in similar CD34+ cell yields (24). Comparison of CD34+ cell yields in
75 donors receiving G-CSF 10ug/kg OD to a historical control group who received G-CSF
5ug/kg BD also found no difference between the groups (49). By contrast, in 50 donors
receiving either 10ug/kg OD or 5ug/kg BD, there was a higher CD34+ cell yield in the BD
group (50). The remaining two retrospective studies found no differences in CD34+ cell
yields in donors who received OD or BD G-CSF scheduling (51, 52). There were no reported
associations between G-CSF scheduling and blood CD34" cell concentration in two

retrospective studies (16, 52) and one prospective study (49).

The impact of PBSC on day four compared to day five of G-CSF treatment on CD34+ cell
yield was assessed in three retrospective studies. In one study, day 4 PBSC, resulted in
insufficient CD34+ cell yield in most donors whereas this was not the case for day 5 PBSC
(6). In contrast, a second study reported no difference between day 4 and day 5 PBSC (7).
In the final retrospective study of 840 donors, the CD34+ cell yield was lower in donors
undergoing day 4 PBSC compared to day 5 PBSC, although both groups were equally likely
to reach a target CD34+ cell yield of >4x106/kg recipient weight (27). This same study also

reported that CD34* cell concentration was higher at the day 5 PBSC compared to day 4

10
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(27). In one retrospective stﬁ”cﬂﬂhmﬁsﬁ Vg%rll\lé)rreeg?g %ﬁ%?dtgitgyﬁwﬁs\%iIisation increased

CD34" cell concentration after five days of G-CSF mobilisation (36).

3. Collection factors that influence blood CD34+ concentration and yield

Amongst the eligible studies that reported collection factors, there was wide variation in
collection process. The most frequently used apheresis machine was the COBE spectra.
Although the total reported processed blood volume (PBV) was typically 2.5 to 3 total blood
volume some studies reported up to 5 blood volumes in a single PBSC (30). ACD-A was the

anticoagulant used in all studies which reported this data.

The use of a central line for PBSC venous access was reported to increase CD34+ cell yield
in one retrospective study (19) but was found to have no effect in a second study except in a
sub-group of female donors where a central line increased yield compared to peripheral
venous access (44). The PBV was assessed in six studies, of which two were prospective
(24, 29). In one of these, a PBV of >200mls/kg was associated with higher CD34+ cell yield
compared with lower PBVs. In contrast, the second prospective study of donors who had a
PBV in the range 150-200mis/kg, reported there was no relationship between the exact PBV
and CD34+ cell yield. Three of the remaining four retrospective studies, reported that a
higher PBV was associated with higher CD34* cell yield (20, 28, 46). In contrast, the
remaining retrospective study of 20,884 donors found that higher PBV was associated with a
lower CD34" yield (12). This was attributed to declining collection efficacy with larger
collection volumes. In one retrospective study, faster flow rate during PBSC was associated

with a lower CD34" cell yield (19).

4. Laboratory factors
Amongst the eligible studies, the most commonly reported laboratory factors were full blood
count (FBC) parameters and blood CD34+ cell concentration in blood samples collected

before the start of G-CSF mobilisation (baseline) or after mobilisation but before PBSC (pre-

11
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PBSC). In all 16 studies that a Sessed ?Fie pre-SIB@@@W&gﬁt@%@ﬂo%oncentration, there was
a consistent association with the subsequent CD34" cell yield from the first PBSC collection

(7-9, 11, 14, 15, 18-21, 24-26, 45, 46).

Pre-PBSC full blood count parameters

The association between pre-PBSC white cell count (WCC) and CD34* cell yield was
inconsistent amongst the eight studies that evaluated this parameter (7-10,12,14,16,41) with
only three reporting a significant positive association (12,14,41). Five studies found that
higher WBC was associated with higher CD34+ cell concentrations in the same pre-PBSC
blood sample (8, 31, 34, 53, 54), whereas two reported no association (17, 33).

Higher pre-PBSC platelet (PLT) count was associated with higher CD34+ cell yield in four
out of ten studies that assessed yield (12, 15, 16, 21). In four studies, higher PLT was
associated with higher CD34+ cell concentrations in the same pre-PBSC blood sample (8,
31, 33, 54), whereas there was no association in one further study (17). Higher pre-PBSC
haemoglobin concentration (HB) was associated with higher CD34+ cell yield in two of the
four studies that evaluated yield (8, 25). Pre-PBSC HB was not associated with CD34+ cell

concentration in two studies (17, 33).

Higher pre-PBSC haematocrit (HCT) (17, 21), neutrophil (NEUT) count (12, 17) and
nucleated red cells (nRBC) counts (17) were also associated with increased CD34+ cell

yield, but not with higher CD34+ cell concentration in the pre-PBSC blood sample (17).

Baseline full blood count parameters

Fewer studies have assessed baseline FBC parameters. Of four studies that assessed
CD34+ cell yield, two studies reported an association between higher baseline WCC and
higher yield (8, 24), including a randomised control trial in which baseline WCC was the
strongest predictor of being a ‘poor mobiliser’ (defined as CD34+ cell yield < 2x108/kg donor

weight). Two studies found no association (20, 25). Higher baseline WCC was associated
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with higher CD34+ cell concentration in one ou oaiu ive studies that assessed concentration

(31) whereas there was no association in the other studies MARTINO 2006, (32, 34, 40, 41).

Higher baseline NEUT count and CD34+ cell count were associated with higher CD34+ cell
yield in two studies (12, 18). Higher baseline CD34+ count was associated with higher
CD34+ cell concentration in the pre-PBSC blood sample (40, 41). Higher baseline PLT count
was associated with higher CD34+ cell yield in one retrospective study (12), but not in
another (25). Higher basline PLT count was also associated with higher CD34+
concentration in the pre-PBSC sample in three retrospective and one prospective study (32,

36, 39, 40), but not in other studies (17, 41).

Higher baseline HB (8, 25), and mean red cell volume (MCV) (55) were associated with
higher CD34+ cell yield in two retrospective studies. Baseline HB was also associated with
CD34+ cell concentration in the pre-PBSC sample in one retrospective study (39) but was
there was no association in three other studies (32, 41, 49). Higher baseline MCV was not
associated with CD34+ concentration in the pre-PBSC sample in two retrospective studies
(21, 39). Amongst a range of other FBC parameters evaluated in a retrospective study of
333 donors, only higher baseline mononuclear count was associated with CD34+ cell

concentration in the pre-PBSC sample (36).

Other factors

Possible associations between CD34+ cell concentration in the pre-PBSC sample and
baseline tests for clotting, liver, and renal function, and with baseline CRP, cholinesterase
(CHE), lactate dehydrogenase (LDH), ferritin and immunoglobulin concentrations were
assessed by a single retrospective study. Only higher CHE and higher LDH were

significantly associated with higher CD34+ cell concentration in the pre-PBSC sample (39)
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Neither other cell surface markers on &‘fISé\‘& cells nor baseline mﬂammatory cytokine

concentrations were associated with CD34+ cell yield in one study (14) whereas in a
different retrospective study higher CD11a expression on CD34+ cells in the collected cells
was associated with lower CD34+ concentration in the pre-PBSC sample (45). There was a
non-significant trend towards lower CD44 expression on CD34+ cells from donors with a
lower CD34+ concentrations (45). In two studies that investigated the relationship between
baseline inflammatory cytokine concentrations and CD34+ concentration in the pre-PBSC
sample (42, 45), both reported that higher TNFa concentration was associated with higher
CD34+ cell concentration. Higher IFNy and IL-22 were also associated in one study (42) but

not in another (45).

The seasonal timing of mobilisation and cell collection was assessed in a single
retrospective study but was not associated with CD34+ cell yield (56).The effects of the a
common haplotype in CXCL12 on both CD34+ concentration and yield were assessed in a
single retrospective study of 463 healthy donors but no significant associations were

identified (30, 57).

DISCUSSION

This scoping review offers a comprehensive overview of the donor, mobilisation,
collection and laboratory factors that are associated with favourable donation
outcomes from standard G-CSF mobilisation and PBSC in allogeneic stem cell
donors. The review identifies factors associated with CD34+ cell concentration in
donor blood immediately before PRBC and also the yield of CD34+ cells from the
subsequent collection procedure. These alternative endpoints are closely related as
multiple previous studies found that blood CD34+ cell concentration before PBSC
was consistently associated with the subsequent yield. One striking observation from

this analysis was that previously performed association studies are heterogeneous
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and frequently are constrglllrﬁi%h(ﬁS By sma'i‘losampioewg?zwéﬂ.‘oﬁgsplfgo{his, there are sufficient

data to identify several important association trends with these donation outcomes.

The long-known association between younger donor age and higher stem cell yield
(29), was confirmed in multiple studies assessed in this review irrespective of
whether the outcome was higher CD34+ cell concentration or yield. This finding
aligns with the conclusion of a recent review of clinical and mobilisation factors (29)
although some uncertainty remains because of the inconsistent definitions of 'older
age' in prior studies and whether age was considered as a continuous or categorical
variable. In the context of expanding demand for allogeneic stem cell donations,
there is an increasing requirement to consider older donors. Although evidence from
most previous studies raises concern about reduced yield, some studies showed that
despite reduced absolute yields from older donors, this did not commonly result in

inadequate or failed donations (10, 22, 25). However, safety concerns about using older
donors have been raised elsewhere, particularly concerning diminishing telomere length,
clonal haematopoiesis risk, and regenerative potential decline in stem cell from older donors
(58, 59). CD34+ yield alone may not be the only relevant marker of successful stem cell

collection from older donors, suggesting a need for more sophisticated selection algorithms.

In the studies that assessed donor gender, being male was generally associated with higher
stem cell yield possibly because of higher donor weight and therefore G-CSF dosing in male
compared to female donors (36). Our review also identified that being male was more
frequently associated with higher CD34+ cell yield than with higher CD34+ concentration in
blood before PBSC. This suggests that part of the effect of being male is at stem cell
collection, possibly because male donors typically having higher circulating blood volume
enabling higher processed blood volumes during PBSC which was associated with high

yield in multiple studies (20, 24, 28, 29, 46). Donor African ancestry was associated with
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higher stem cell yield in some, dut not all studies. Associations with ethnicity were

sometimes inferred indirectly from studies not primarily designed to examine the effect of this
donor factor (35), raising the possibility of bystander effect or bias. The strongest evidence
of an effect from ethnicity comes from a retrospective study of 10,776 donors which
demonstrated higher CD34+ cell yields in African compared to European ancestry donors,
particularly in donors with high BMI (44). This effect was not explained by the higher G-CSF

doses received by high BMI donors (44).

Laboratory factors were assessed less frequently than donor clinical factors in the eligible
studies included in this review. Our finding of a consistent association between CD34+
concentration in blood before PBSC and subsequent CD34+ cell yield is an important finding
as it confirms the importance of measuring CD34+ cell concentration after mobilisation to
inform decision making about whether to proceed with PBSC or whether to extend or
escalate mobilisation. The two studies identified that identified an association between
baseline blood CD34+ cell concentration and CD34+ cell concentration after mobilisation
(40, 41) are of particular interest since these suggest that laboratory prediction of stem cell
yield could even occur before the start of mobilisation potentially enabling greater
personalisation of mobilisation protocols by the addition of other agents such as Plerixafor

(60).

Other laboratory factors often associated with CD34+ cell concentration or yield included
baseline or pre-PBSC WCC, PLT count and HB concentration. In contrast to analysis of
blood CD34+ cell concentration, these are widely and rapidly accessible as part of the FBC
test. Mechanistically, these associations may reflect commonality between cellular pathways
that mediate CD34+ cell mobilisation and those which regulate the maturation of stem cell
into mature blood cells, as has been suggested previously for blood PLT (36). Although our
review has identified promising signals for the use of pre-PBSC or even baseline FBC

parameters in predicting favourable donation outcomes, the most consistent evidence was
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for associations with blood élbiggﬁ cell concentration ra\'{’ﬁgﬂﬂan yield after PBSC. This
apparent discrepancy could be explained by the comparatively small number of studies
examining associations with CD34+ cell yield, possibly hampering identification of significant
associations with this outcome. Further evidence from larger, prospective study particularly

of the CD34+ cell yield outcome is required to confirm clinical utility.

Mobilisation and collection factors associated with higher stem cell yields are attractive to
identify since these are readily implementable into modified donor protocols. However,
amongst the studies evaluated in this review, there were inconsistent findings about the
impact of G-CSF dose or dose scheduling on yield but some evidence of an adverse safety
signal with higher G-GSF doses (29). G-CSF has a rapid bioavailability resulting in peak
plasma levels four hours after administration (61) and a short plasma half-life. Although this
suggests a potential advantage of twice daily G-CSF dosing, the pharmacodynamic effect of
G-CSF on circulating cell counts is frequently longer than 48 hours, suggesting that twice
daily dosing may not be necessary. Moreover, twice daily G-CSF dosing is less tolerable to
donors because of injection frequency. Unfortunately, we cannot confirm from existing
literature whether once or twice daily dosing is superior for stem cell yield. There was greater
consensus indicating superiority of five rather than four days of G-CSF treatment which is in
keeping with longitudinal measurement studies of blood CD34+ cell concentrations which
suggest that peak cell concentrations are reached by day 5 (27). Despite multiple previous
studies, it is difficult to reach robust conclusions about the relationship between collection

factors and CD34+ cell yield.

Potentially informative donor factors associated with donation outcomes in adults that are
conspicuously absent from the literature are genetic factors, with only a single study
examining a potential association with the CXCL12 gene (30). This is surprising since there
is abundant evidence elsewhere of a significant genetic component to CD34+ cell yield. This

includes the murine models with strain specific variation in CD34+ yield after mobilisation

17


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.15.24304360

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.15.24304360; this version posted March 16, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

. . . All rights reseryed. Nq reys wed without permission. .
associated with loci on chromosomes 2 and 11 ?gﬁ(} e§everalnhuman candidate gene

association studies have also been performed in paediatric or autologous donor populations
that implicate multiple loci implicated biologically in the mechanism of G-CSF-induced stem
cell mobilisation. These include variants in VCAM1 (62), CSF3R (63, 64), VLA4 (65), CD44
(66), and CXCL12 (57, 67). The importance of variation at these and other potential loci for
stem cell mobilisation in adult allogeneic donors remains uncertain but is likely to be an area

of future research study.

The strengths of this scoping review are its comprehensiveness and that we have
considered two different outcomes of stem cell collection. These include CD34+ cell
concentration before PBSC which could potentially be influenced by donor and mobilisation
factors. The other outcome, CD34+ cell yield may be influenced by these factors, but also by
collection factors and is also the outcome that is directly relevant for recipient outcomes.
The main limitation of this review is that even though we have used a scoping strategy,
inferences about many candidate factors remain uncertain because of the abundance of
retrospective studies with small sample sizes, and the variable definitions of candidate
factors and outcomes. A separate review has recently been published that also examined
factors associated with stem cell yield, although this only examined associations with CD34+
concentration before PBSC (31). The conclusions of this review largely accord with our
study although since we have also examined CD34+ cell yield, we have been able to resolve

additional associations with collection factors arising from the process of PBSC.

Our findings are important because they highlight the need for future research particularly
focussing on factors such as donor ethnicity and the genetic predictors of yield that are
incompletely resolved at present. The future discovery of genetic predictors of successful
donation is particularly attractive since it potentially enables better prediction of likely good or
poor donors using genetic data at the point donors join registries rather than after donors

have undergone mobilisation or collection. Future prospective data collection will enable
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better identification of predlé’for% of successful donation and better use of these data through

approaches such as machine learning (68).

CONCLUSION

Younger age, male gender and having a blood higher CD34+ concentration immediately
before PBSC are confirmed as the most robust predictors of CD34+ cell yield following G-
CSF mobilisation and PBSC. Many other clinical, mobilisation, collection and laboratory
factors show some evidence of association with higher CD34+ cell yield yet require stronger

evidence from large, prospective studies to confirm their clinical utility.
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Figure 1: PRISMA Study flow chart

Figure 2: Heatmap of studies included in the scoping review. On the X axis are
references of the studies in the scoping review. On the Y axis are the factors
assessed by each study. Blue squares indicate a statistically significant association,
orange squares indicate no statistically significant association. Figure 2A displays
results of studies which assessed factors with the outcome of Blood CD34+ cell
concentration after G-CSF mobilisation. Figure 2B displays results of studies which
assessed factors with the outcome of CD34+ cell yield on day 1 of PBSC.
References in bold indicate prospective or randomized control studies.

BMI- Body Mass Index; PBSC-Peripheral blood stem cell collection; CVC- Central
venous Catheter; WCC-White Cell count; Hb- Haemoglobin concentration; PLT-
Platelet count; NEUT- Neutrophil count; HCT-Haematocrit; nRBC- nucleated red
blood cell count; MCV- Mean Corpuscular Volume; MONO- Mononuclear cell count;
EOSI- Eosinophil cell count; LYMP- lymphocyte count; CHE- Cholinesterase ;

electrolytes- Na, K, Ca, Mg2+; PBV- Processed Blood Volume
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Table 1: Characteristics of studies that assessed blood CD34+ cell concentration after G-CSF mobilisation

Blood CD34* concentration in peripheral blood after G-CSF mobilisation
Ref Study Study design Population (unrelated Gender of Age of Mobilisation Study primary aim
donors, siblings) donors donors regimen
Median (dose,
(range) duration)

Prospective and / or randomised study designs

9 Engelhardt, 2001 Prospective Healthy donors M 24 43 (20- G 8ug/kgBD 4  To determine the efficacy of
cohort N =52 F 28 61) d intermediate dose G-CSF and
intermediate large volume apheresis to
mobilise PBSC for allogeneic

transplant
45 Lysak, 2011b Prospective Unrelated and related donors M 53 39 (23- G 10ug/kg OD  To examine the changes in cytokine
cohort N=76 F 23 68) 5d levels and adhesion molecule

expression caused by G-CSF, to
discover any potential correlation of
these changes with CD34+ count in
peripheral blood and mobilisation
efficiency, and to discover if the
measurement of some cytokine before
mobilisation could serve as a
applicable predictive factor and could
distinguish poor mobilising donors
before starting of the mobilisation

49 Martino, 2015b Prospective Related donors M 44 44.8 +- G 10ug/kg OD  Compare the efficacy of peripheral
cohort N=75 F 31 13.5 compared to blood HSPC Lenograstim once daily to
historical twice daily

cohort of 181
HDs 5ug/kg BD

5 day
41 Martino, 2017 Prospective Related donors M 66 44 G 10ug OD Identify predictors of CD34+ cells in
cohort N=128 F 62 5d day 5 with emphasis on the predictive
value of the basal CD34+ cell count
40  Martino, 2019 Prospective Related donors M 67 47.5 G 10ug/kg Identify predictors of CD34+ cell
cohort N =122 F 55 (36-55) 4d mobilisation on day 4 of G-CSF

administration

Retrospective study designs
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10 Al-Ali, 2011 Retrospective Related donors M 85 47 G 5ug/kg BD Analyse impact of age of matched
cohort N =167 F 82 (18-74) 5d sibling donors on mobilisation and
collection of HPC
8 Almeida-Neto, Retrospective Unrelated donors M 218 37 G 10ug/kg OD  Validate a formula that predicted
2019 Cohort N =338 F 120 4-7d CD34+cell yield and to describe
variables that correlated with high yield
mobilisation and collection in healthy
donors
33 Bailéen, 2019 Retrospective Unrelated (6%) and related donors M 86 42.5 G 10 pg/kg OD  Identify new variables predicting
cohort (94%) F73 (34-54) 4d mobilisation results and to confirm the
value of the variables previously
N =159 identified as predictors of collection.
22  Basci, 2020 Retrospective Healthy donors M 38 54 G 10pg/kg 4 or  Explore the effect of donors age on
cohort N =61 F 23 (50-65) 5d stem cell harvesting
37  Chen, 2011 Retrospective Healthy unrelated donors M 295 30 G 10ug/kg OD  Understand the incidence of G-CSF
cohort N =476 F 181 (20-54) 5-6d adverse events and to elucidate the
role of donor factors and post G-CSF
WBC counts in predicting adverse
events oif
46  Chen, 2014 Retrospective Healthy donors M 40 33 G 10ug/kg Define donor factors that contribute to
cohort N =69 F 29 (19-59) 5d a good response to G CSF
mobilisation, which could then be used
to improve the process of donor
selection
38  De Lavallade, 2009 Retrospective Related donors M 71 51 G 10ug/kg Investigate whether age has a
cohort N=129 F 58 (19-70) 4or5d negative impact on mobilisation
39 Furst, 2019 Retrospective Related and unrelated donors M 225 37.4 G 10ug BD 5d Identify novel predictors that might
cohort N =333 F 108 influence mobilisation efficacy
13 Jansen, 2012 Retrospective Related donors M 113 175<61 G 10pg/kg Report experience of using older
cohort N =223 F 110 years 4d PBSC donors (61-71 years) and
61 > 61 compare to younger donors (<61
years years) who collected stem cells during
(18-71) the same time period.
30 Lenk, 2013 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 376 33 G 10pg/kg Investigate the assumed association of
Cohort N =463 F 87 (18-54) 5d the CXCL12 gene polymorphism and
progenitor cell mobilisation after G-
CSF administration
16 Lysak, 2011a Retrospective Unrelated and related donors M 144 Older G 1Mpg/kg/day  Report experience with mobilising and
cohort N =224 F 80 group:59 ODorBD 4 or collecting healthy donors by using
(55-75) 5D standardised procedures and
Younger comparing donors aged =55 years with
group: those <55 years old.
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(17-48)

34 Martino, 2006 Retrospective Healthy donors M 68 42.5 (16- Filgrastim (n= To determine whether donors with poor
cohort N=122 F 24 65) 52) or mobilisation can be identified before
lenograstim (n any treatment
=59) BD
9.6ug/kg
5d
23  Martino, 2015a Retrospective Related donors M138 Group1 G 10ug/kg OD  Assess the efficacy and short and
cohort N =246 F 108 38 or split dose long-term safety of G-CSF mobilisation
Group2: BD4d in an older healthy donor population
55
Group 3
62
(18-70)
27 Passeri, 2022 Retrospective Healthy donors M 447 45 G 10ug/kg split  Investigate whether haematopoietic
cohort N = 804 F 393 (16-74) dose4or5d progenitor cell apheresis on the 4th
day after the first dose of G-CSF might
lead to an adequate harvesting of stem
cells, reducing G-CSF exposure.
31 Picirrilo, 2023 Retrospective Related donors M 85 47 G 16 or To evaluate the effectiveness of
cohort N =155 F73 (37-53 12ug/kg mobilisation and the factors associated
IQR) 4d with it focusing on premobilisation
variables
52 Pinar, 2022 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 102 33 (19- G 5ug/kg BD (n - Compare the efficacy of both once-
cohort N =142 F 40 52 =83) Vs daily and divided-dose G-CSF
range) 10ug/kg OD (n  administration and the original and
= 59). biosimilar GCSF use and the
Neupogen (n = frequency and severity of adverse
106) and events in donors.
Tevagrastim (n
= 36)
21 Pornprasertsud, Retrospective Healthy donors M 25 38.5(17- G 10ug OD Analyse the predicting factors for high
2015 cohort N =50 F 25 65) 5d number of peripheral CD34+ cells
56 Pruszczyk, 2020 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 214 29 (18- G (No dose or  To assess the possible impact of
cohort N =330 F 116 56) schedule seasonal variation in the response to
stated) G-CSF in healthy hematopoietic stem
cell donors
17 Ramalingham, Retrospective Healthy donors M 77 31 G 10pg/kg Examine the relationship between
2021 cohort N =100 F 33 (23-40) donor demographic and pre-apheresis

haematological variables with
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circulating CD34+ cell count and
CD34+ yield in the product

35 Richa, 2009 Retrospective Related donors M 105 52 G 5ug/kg BD To address the influence of older age
cohort N =195 F 90 (17-71) 5d on PBSC mobilisation and to test
whether donor health might account
for age-related changes in mobilisation
57  Schulz, 2015 Retrospective Healthy donors M 346 NR G 7.5-10 ug/kg  To test the correlation of SNP
cohort N =515 F 169 BD rs1801157 and G-CSF responsiveness
45d in a representatively sized cohort of
healthy volunteer donors
32 Teipel, 2015 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 2091 32 G 7.5ug/kg BD  To better predict the effect of G-CSF
cohort N = 2901 F 810 (18-60) 5d mobilisation and to identify donors with
a poor chance of a successful harvest
early on
54 Tomblyn, 2005 Retrospective Related donors M 42 49 G 10pg/kg/d To determine if the pre-apheresis
cohort N =68 G 26 (17-69) OD leukocyte and platelet counts can help
predict CD34+ collections in healthy
individuals donating stem cells for their
siblings.
6 Van QOostrum, 2017 Retrospective Healthy donors M 126 47 Group 1: G Assess feasibility of an earlier
cohort N =191 F 65 (17-77) 10ug/kg/d OD  apheresis procedure and examined
3dthen BD on  which donor characteristics could
day 4 predict successful collection
Group 2: G
5ug/kg/d BD
4.5d
36  Vasu, 2008 Retrospective Related donors M 326 40 G 10ug OD or  Analyse factors associated with PBSC
cohort N =639 F 313 8ug BD 5d mobilisation and yield
42 Wang, 2022 Retrospective Healthy donors M 106 34.3 +- G 10 pg/kg Investigate the correlation of body
cohort N =309 F 203 7.7 5d mass index (BMI) and proinflammatory
cytokine levels with hematopoietic
stem cell (HSC) mobilisation triggered
by granulocyte colony-stimulating
factor (G-CSF)
26  Yang, 2010 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 69 29 G 8.3-11.1ug5 Evaluate whether a HPC count could
cohort N=117 F 48 (20-54 d predict CD34+ cell yield in healthy,

unrelated donors after granulocyte—
colony-stimulating factor mobilisation

Abbreviations: M — male; F - Female; G - Granulocyte Colony Stimulating Factor (G-CSF); d - days, OD - Once daily; BD - Twice daily, ug - micrograms; TBV - Total
Blood Volume; WBP - Whole blood processed; CVC - Central venous Catheter; MCV - Mean Corpuscular volume; ACD-A - Anticoagulant Citrate Dextrose Solution A;

HPC - Haematopoietic stem cells, RBC — Red blood cells; HRQoL- Health-related quality of life
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Table 2: Characteristics of studies that assessed CD34+ cell yield after PBSC

CD34* cell yield after G-CSF mobilisation studies

Ref Study Study Population Sex of Age of Mobilisation Apheresis Study primary aim
design (unrelated donors donors regimen (dose, collection
donors, Median duration) procedure
siblings) (range) parameter
Prospective and / or randomised study designs
1 Basara, 2000 Randomised Related donors M 16 17-69 Group 1 G 8ug/d split ~ Fenwal CS-3000 To determine whether escalating
split dose N =36 F 20 BD 4 or 5d Plus split doses of lenograstim result in
escalating study Group 2 G 11pg/d split ~ 3-4hr duration increased number of CD34+ cells
BD 4 or 5d 3xTBV harvested
Group 3 G 15ug/d split
BD 4 or 5d
29 Beelan, 2002 Prospective Related donors M 75 42 (16-64) G 10ug/kg/day OD OR  Continuous flow Evaluate the feasibility of G-CSF
multicentre N =150 F 75 G 8ug/kg/day splitinto  cell separator mobilisation and collection of
cohort BD (depending on allogeneic PBSC in healthy
centre preference) related donors
9 Engelhardt, Prospective Healthy donors M 24 43 (20-61) G 8ug/kg BD Baxter CS 3000, or To determine the efficacy of
2001 cohort N =52 F 28 4d COBE Spectra, intermediate dose G-CSF and
Intermediate LVA: intermediate large volume
60-100ml/min apheresis to mobilise PBSC for
No CVC allogeneic transplant
TBV 2.5 (median
12L (3-18L)
Duration 2-3 hr
24 Komeno, 2005 Open labelled Related donors M 40 Grp1:43  Group 1: G 400ug/m2  COBE Spectra Compare efficacy of once daily
multicentre N=72 F 31 (17-62) OD 4d WBP 150- and twice-daily administration of
Randomised Grp 2: Group 2: 200ug/m2 200mL/kg filgrastim and evaluate the impact
Controlled Trial 51 BD 4d Flow rate 60- of potentially confounding factors
(19-65) 80ml/min on PBSC yield
50 Kroger, 2000 Randomised Healthy donors 29 M Grp 1L Group 1:10ug/kg/d OR  COBE Spectra To confirm the schedule
control trial N =50 21F Median Group 2: 5ug/kg/d BD 2.5 xTBV (8-14 L) dependency
37 (21-64) Flow rate 50- of G-CSF administration in setting
Grp2: 70ml/min of PBSC mobilisation
Median
48 (27-56)
45 Lysak, 2011b Prospective Unrelated and M 53 39 (23-68) G 10ug/kg Not reported To examine the changes in
cohort related donors F 23 Oob5d cytokine levels and adhesion

N=76

molecule expression caused by
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G-CSF, and correlation with
CD34+ cell count

49 Martino, 2015b  Prospective Related donors M 44 44.8+- G 10ug/kg OD COM TEC cell Compare the efficacy of
cohort N=75 F 31 13.5 compared to historical ~ separator in OD peripheral blood HSPC
cohort of 181 HDs group, AS 104/AS Lenograstim once daily to twice
5ug/kg BD 5 day 204 and COM.TEC daily
in BD group
ACD-A
43 Pruszczyk, 2019 Prospective Unrelated donors M 100 28 (18-55) G 5ug/kg BD 4 day Spectra Optia Evaluate the possible impact of
cohort N =153 F 53 then one dose am of repeated blood donation on
apheresis efficiency of subsequent HPC
mobilisation by granulocyte
colony-stimulating factor (G-CSF)
Retrospective study designs
10 Al-Ali, 2011 Retrospective Related donors M 85 47 G 5ug/kg BD COBE Spectra Analyse safety and the impact of
cohort N =167 F 82 (18-74) 5d age on mobilisation and collection
of HPC
8 Almeida-Neto, Retrospective Unrelated donors M 218 37 G 10ug/kg OD for 4-7  COBE Spectra Validate a formula that predicted
2019 Cohort N= 338 F 120 (IQR days (dose increased ~ 3-4x TBV CD34+ cell yield and to describe
28:46) to max of 20ug/kg if Blood flow 40- variables that correlated with high
inadequate 60ml/min yield mobilisation and collection in
mobilisation and some  Duration 4-5hr healthy donors
donors started with
5mcg/kg dose
G 10ug/kg 4-7 d OD
51 Anderlini, 2020 Retrospective Healthy donors M 40 Group A Group A: G 6ug/kg BD COBE Spectra Once daily Vs Twice daily G-CSF
Cohort N = 81 F 41 43 3d 3xTBV comparison
Group B Group B: 12ug/kg OD
44 3d
22 Basci, 2020 Retrospective Healthy donors M 38 54 10pg/kg/day 4 or 5d.  Continuous flow To explore the effect of donors’
cohort N =61 F 23 (50-65) If day 4 WCC>75 G cell separator age on stem cell harvesting,
stopped, if WCC >60 Fresenius Kabi engraftment duration after Allo-
G halved 2-3 x TBY, SCT, and product quality.
ACD-A
28 Billen, 2014 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 247 32 G 10ug/kg COBE Spectra To evaluate the frequency of
cohort N =308 F 61 (18-58) 4d MNC technique 2- unrelated PBSC collections that
25xTBVor meet the target yield and the

Spectra Optia
Duration 4 hr
Median TBV 13.45L

impact of donor factors on this.
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ACD-A

25 Brissot, 2009 Retrospective 69 related donors, M 50 47 (18-81) G 10ug/kg Not Reported Analyse factors associated with
cohort 26 unrelated F45 5d the total CD34+ PBSC yield in an
donors ethnically homogeneous
N =95 european population
46 Chen, 2014 Retrospective Related donors M 40 33 (19-59) G 10ug/kg COBE Spectra Further define donor
cohort N =69 F29 5d Minimum 12L TBV  factors that contribute to a good
processed response to G-CSF mobilisation.
ACD-A
Duration 4 hr
12 Farhadfar, 2020  Retrospective Unrelated donors M 13365  18-62yrs G 10ug/kg 12-24 L WBP Examine the impact of BMI on
cohort N = 20884 F 7519 5d PBSC mobilisation in a large
cohort of adult unrelated donors
47 Farhadfar, 2022  Retrospective Healthy donors M 187 18-77 G 11pg/kg 78% Large volume  Evaluate whether pre-donation
cohort N =336 F 149 5d apheresis (>18L) HRQoL markers predict toxicity
19% standard profile and stem cell yield
volume (12-<18L),  following PBSC donation in
9% small (<12L) healthy donors.
volume.
19% CV for access
7 Flommersfield, Retrospective Related donors Day 5 Day5 G 10pg/kg/d split into Spectra Optia Investigate whether collection on
2015 cohort N =23 group: Group: BD dosing 4 (n=18) or Day 4 would lead to adequate
M 12 Median 5d (n=25) amounts of PBPCs while
54 (27-74) minimizing granulocyte—colony-
Day 4 Day 4 stimulating factor (G-CSF)
group: Group: exposure in healthy donors.
M7 Median
51 (28-67)
44 Hsu, 2015 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 6778 35 (18- G 10pg/kg OD for 5 Not Reported Analyse the effect of donor race
cohort N=10776 F 3988 61) days (4 days before and ethnicity on PBSC
and am of collection) mobilization in a large cohort of
adult unrelated donors.
13 Janseen, 2012 Retrospective Related donors M 113 175< 61 G 10pg/kg COBE Spectra Report experience of using older
cohort N =223 F 110 61> 61 4d MNC protocol PBSC donors (61-71 years) and
(18-71) ACD-A and heparin  compare to younger donors (<61
TBV decided by years) who collected stem cells
measuring number  during the same time period.
of CD34 cells
collected after 1
blood volume had
been processed.
14 Kayser, 2023 Retrospective Helathy donors M 463 29 G 10pg/kg Spectra Optia Identify factors predictive of
cohort N =588 F 125 (18-69) 5d (Terumo) cMNC. successful CD34+ collection. In

addition, we propose a refined
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Duration 5h
maximum

ACD inlet ratio
14:1, inlet flow 40-

formula that predicted the minimal
CD34+ cell yield and took the
donor’s and the recipient’s body
weight into account.

100ml/min
48 Kroger, 2002 Retrospective Related and Group 1: Group 1: Group 1:5ug/kg BD COBE Spectra Report experience of two dose
cohort unrelated donors M 14 37 Group 2:8ug/kg BD 8-14 L WBP schedules of G-CSF and their
N =290 F 11 Group 2: Flow rate 50- tolerability
Group 2: 48 70ml/min
M 12
F 10
30 Lenk, 2013 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 376 33 G 10ug/kg COBE Spectra Investigate the assumed
Cohort N =463 F 87 (18-54) 5d (97%) association of the CXCL12 gene
Baxter CS 3000 polymorphism and progenitor cell
(1%) mobilisation after G-CSF
Fresenius Comtec administration
(23%)
ACD-A
4-5x TBV
50-110mL/min
3-4.5 hours
15 Lysak, 2005 Retrospective Healthy donors M 68 40 G 10ug/kg COBE Spectra Evaluate the feasibility of G-CSF
cohort (65 related, 46 F 43 (16-75) 5-6d 50-90ml/min mobilisation and collection of
unrelated) ACD-A allogeneic PBSC in healthy
N =111 1.5-4.4 x TBV donors
processed (3.2
median)
Median Duration =
235 min
16 Lysak, 2011a Retrospective Unrelated and M 144 Older G 11ug/kg/day OD or ~ COBE Spectra Report experience with mobilising
cohort related donors F 80 group: BD4or5d ACD-A, and collecting healthy donors by
N =224 59 (55-75) CVC 42% older using standardised procedures
Younger donors and 26% and comparing donors aged =55
group: younger years with those <55 years old.
29 2-3x TBV
(17-48) Duration 4h
23 Martino, 2015a  Retrospective Related donors M 138 Group1: G 10ug/kg/d OD or COM.TEC cell Assess the efficacy and short and
cohort N =246 F 108 38 split dose BD 4 d seperators, AS long-term safety of G-CSF
Group 2 104/AS 204 and mobilisation in an older healthy
55 COM.TEC in; donor population
Group 3 Fresenius Hemo-
62 Care GmbH Bad

Homburg,
Germany. ACDA
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27 Passeri, 2022 Retrospective Healthy donors M 447 45 G 10ug/kg split dose 4 COBE Spectra Investigate whether
cohort N = 804 F 393 (16-74) or5d (Terumo), CS-3000 haematopoietic progenitor cell
Blood cell apheresis on the 4th day after the
separator, first dose of G-CSF might lead to
COM.TEC or an adequate harvesting of stem
Amicus cells, reducing G-CSF exposure.
Number of cycles
and PBV adjusted
to achieve target
CD34+ cell dose of
4x106/kg recipient
body weight
52 Pinar, 2022 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 102 33(19-52 G 5ug/kg 12BD (n = Spectra Optia ( Compare the efficacy of both
cohort N =142 F 40 range) 83) Vs 10ug/kg/OD (n  terumo BCT). TBV  once-daily and divided-dose G-
= 59). 100-150ml/kg 40- CSF administration and the
Neupogen (n = 106) 50mL/min flow rate, original and biosimilar GCSF use
and Tevagrastim (n = and the frequency and severity of
36) adverse events in donors.
21 Pornprasertsud, Retrospective Related donors M 25 38.5(17- G 10ug/kg 5d COBE Spectra Analyse the predicting factors for
2015 cohort N =50 F 25 65) 40-60mls/min high number of peripheral blood
Duration 5 hr CD34+ cells
56 Pruszczyk, 2020 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 214 29 (18-56) G Spectra optia To assess the possible impact of
cohort N =330 F 116 (Terumo) seasonal variation in the response
ACD-A to G-CSF in healthy
hematopoietic stem cell donors
17 Ramaligham, Retrospective Healthy donors M 70 G 10ug/kg Spectra Optia Evaluate the impact of pre
2021 cohort N=100 F 30 5d CMNC apheresis haematological
ACD-A variables on CD34+ yield.
2.5-3x TBV
processed
(10-12L)
Flow rate
150-180 min
18 Rinaldi, 2012 Retrospective 174 related M 105 44 G 10pg/kg/d COBE Spectra The Evaluate the safety of PBSC
cohort donors, 16 F 85 (18-72) 4-6d MNC protocol donation in related and unrelated
unrelated donors 2x TBV donors during short- and long-
N =190 If haploidentical donor term follow-up and to analyse
12-16pg/kg/d 4-5 d factors affecting CD34+
mobilisation capacity and
collection efficacy, to optimise
donor selection.
6 Van Oostrum, Retrospective Healthy donors M 126 47 Group 1: G 10ug/kg/d  Spectria Optia Assess feasibility of an earlier
2017 cohort N=191 F 65 (17-77) OD 3dthen BD onday 14-15.3L processed apheresis procedure and

4

blood volumes

examined which donor
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Group 2: G 5ug/kg/d
BD4.5d

31-58 mL/min flow
rate
Max duration 6 h

characteristics could predict
successful collection

19 Wang, 2008 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 229 31.2 G 10ug/kg COBE Spectra Gain insight into the donor factors
cohort N =375 F 146 (20-54) 5d 40-60ml/min that may affect quantity of stem
cell collection from volunteer
donors.
55 Wang, 2013 Retrospective Healthy donors M 494 33inlow G 10ug/kg COBE Spectra Evaluate the impact of low MCV
cohort N =793 F 302 MCV 5d 40-60ml/min of RBCs on the outcome of stem
group Target processing cell mobilisation and
31in volume based on leukapheresis
normal recipient weight:
MCV 12L for <35kg, 15L
group for 35-45kg and
18L if >45kg
26 Yang, 2010 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 69 29 G 8.3-11.1ug COBE spectra Evaluate whether a HPC count
cohort N=117 F 48 (20-54 5d Large volume could predict CD34+ cell yield in
apheresis healthy, unrelated donors after
40-60mL/min granulocyte—colony-stimulating
6-8 hours duration factor mobilisation
20 Zhen, 2019 Retrospective Unrelated donors M 145 37 G 5-10ug/kg BD COBE Spectra To investigate the correlation
cohort N =145 FO 5d TBV x 3 between smoking load and

49.5-70mk/min

PBSCs mobilisation by G-CSF in
healthy donors.

Abbreviations: M — male; F - Female; G - Granulocyte Colony Stimulating Factor (G-CSF); d - days, OD - Once daily; BD - Twice daily, ng - micrograms; TBV - Total
Blood Volume; WBP - Whole blood processed; CVC - Central venous Catheter; MCV - Mean Corpuscular volume; ACD-A - Anticoagulant Citrate Dextrose Solution A;
HPC - Haematopoietic stem cells, RBC — Red blood cells; HRQoL- Health-related quality of life
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Figure 1: PRISMA
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