
Objective: Steroid-resistant acute graft-versus-host disease 
(srAGVHD) is the most important cause of morbidity and mortality 
after allogeneic stem cell transplantation. There are several 
treatment methods available, including mesenchymal stem cell (MSC) 
application. The aim of this study was to evaluate the results of MSC 
therapy performed in children with srAGVHD. 

Materials and Methods: MSC therapy was used in our center 
between November 2014 and December 2017 for 22 patients who 
developed srAGVHD. The patients were retrospectively evaluated in 
terms of treatment response and survival. 

Results: After application of MSCs, complete response was obtained 
in 45.5% of the subjects, partial response was obtained in 13.6%, 
and no response was obtained in 40.9%. We found that 45.5% of 
the patients were alive and 54.5% had died and our treatment results 
were similar to those in the literature. Response to MSC treatment was 
found to be the only prognostic marker affecting mortality.

Conclusion: MSC application is a treatment method that can be 
used safely together with other treatment methods in srAGVHD, a 
condition that has a high mortality rate. There are almost no acute 
side effects. There are also no serious long-term side effects in the 
literature. Prospective randomized studies are required to obtain high-
quality data. 
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Amaç: Steroid dirençli akut graft versus host hastalığı (sdAGVHH), 
allojenik kök hücre naklinden sonra en önemli morbidite ve mortalite 
nedenidir. Mezenkimal kök hücre (MKH) uygulaması da dahil 
olmak üzere çeşitli tedavi yöntemleri mevcuttur. Bu çalışmanın 
amacı, sdAGVHH’li çocuklarda yapılan MKH tedavisi sonuçlarını 
değerlendirmektir. 

Gereç ve Yöntemler: Merkezimizde sdAGVHH gelişen 22 hasta için 
Kasım 2014 - Aralık 2017 tarihleri arasında MKH tedavisi uygulandı. 
Hastalar tedaviye yanıt ve sağkalım yönünden retrospektif olarak 
değerlendirildi. 

Bulgular: MKH uygulanmasından sonra, deneklerin %45,5’inde tam 
cevap, %13,6’sında kısmi yanıt alınmıştır. Deneklerin %40,9’unda yanıt 
alınamamıştır. Hastaların %45,5’inin hayatta olduğunu ve %54,5’inin 
öldüğünü ve tedavi sonuçlarımızın literatürle benzer olduğunu 
bulduk. MKH tedavisine yanıt mortaliteyi etkileyen tek prognostik 
belirteç olarak bulundu. 

Sonuç: MKH uygulaması, mortalite oranı yüksek bir durum 
olan sdAGVHH’de diğer tedavi yöntemleriyle birlikte güvenle 
kullanılabilecek bir tedavi yöntemidir. Neredeyse hiçbir akut yan 
etkisi yoktur. Ayrıca literatürde uzun vadeli ciddi bir yan etkisi yoktur. 
Prospektif randomize çalışmalar, yüksek kaliteli veri elde etmek için 
gereklidir.

Anahtar Sözcükler: Çocukluk çağı, Kök hücre nakli, Steroid dirençli 
akut graft versus host hastalığı, Mezenkimal kök hücre
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Introduction 

Steroid-resistant acute graft-versus-host disease (srAGVHD) is 
the most important cause of morbidity and mortality developing 
after allogeneic stem cell transplantation. The mortality rate in 
srAGVHD can reach 90%. Treatment methods such as the use 
of various types of immunosuppressive agents, extracorporeal 
photopheresis (ECP), and mesenchymal stem cells (MSCs) are 
being attempted as second-line treatments in srAGVHD. Various 
rates of success have been reported with these treatment 
methods. The use of MSCs derived from humans has been 
initiated in recent years and there is an increase in the number 
of publications reporting that the use of MSCs is effective 
in srAGVHD. The mechanisms of action could be as follows: 
MSCs are involved in immunosuppressive and trophic immune 
regulation by secreting various growth factors and cytokines and 
by their cell-cell interaction mechanisms. Recent studies have 
shown that MSCs remain in the circulation for a very short time, 
but they are effective through immunomodulation or inhibition 
of T-cell activation via the exosomes they secrete, and also 
by influencing the tryptophan metabolism with indoleamine 
2,3-dioxygenase, one of the degradation metabolites of these 
cells, influencing the adenosine receptor signal system of 
ectonucleotidase enzymes. They also act by inhibiting the 
immunomodulatory prostaglandins, cytokines such as IL10 and 
IL7, chemokines such as chemokine ligand 9, and growth factors 
such as transforming growth factor via programmed death 
receptor 1-2 (PDR 1-2) [1,2,3,4,5].

The aim of this study was to evaluate the results of MSC 
application in patients who developed srAGVHD that could not 
be controlled with other methods used in our clinic.

Materials and Methods 

The files of 22 patients diagnosed with srAGVHD who had 
undergone allogeneic MSC administration under suitable 
conditions with the approval of the ethics committee and the 
Ministry of Health of Turkey between November 2014 and 
December 2017 at the Altınbaş University Faculty of Medicine’s 
Bahçelievler Medical Park Hospital, Children’s Bone Marrow 
Transplantation Unit, were analyzed retrospectively. Assessment 
of AGVHD was performed according to the previously published 
international criteria [6]. Prednisolone or methyl-prednisolone 
treatment (2 mg/kg/day) was initiated for patients who had 
clinical manifestations of AGVHD.

Progression in one of the clinical symptoms in the first 3 days 
after this treatment was initiated or absence of response to the 
treatment within 7 days was defined as srAGVHD. Secondary 
treatment modalities included the addition of a new drug such 
as mycophenolate mofetil or sirolimus and performing an ECP 
procedure. An ECP procedure was performed for 17 subjects 
for a total of 4 times on 2 consecutive days with an interval 

of 1 week. MSCs were administered to the subjects who did 
not respond immediately after the 4th ECP procedure. MSCs 
were administered to all patients in the form of an intravenous 
infusion within 1 h in isotonic saline at a standard dose of 
2 million/kg for a minimum of 2 doses and a maximum of 
4 doses according to the clinical response observed, with an 
interval of 1 week. The median duration between the diagnosis 
of AGVHD and initiation of MSC therapy was 15 days (range: 
6-55).

Ten patients received 2 doses, 4 patients received 3 doses, and 8 
patients received 4 doses. The median dose of MSCs was 3x106 
cells per kilogram of body weight. Complete response (CR) 
to treatment was defined as improvement of all symptoms. 
Partial response (PR) was defined as improvement of clinical 
symptoms without complete disappearance. No response 
was defined as absence of response in clinical symptoms or 
worsening of the clinical picture. Evaluation of the patients’ 
responses to MSC treatment was performed 28 days after the 
first infusion and evaluation of survival was performed at 
least 6 months after the first infusion. In accordance with the 
Declaration of Helsinki, informed consent was obtained from 
the families of the patients who were administered MSCs. 
Approval was also obtained from the İstinye University Faculty 
of Medicine’s Ethics Committee for this study with approval 
number (2017-KAEK-120)/51.

Procedure for Preparing Mesenchymal Stem Cells

Umbilical cord tissue-derived MSCs manufactured under 
current good manufacturing practice (cGMP) conditions 
(LivMedCell, İstanbul, Turkey) were used in this study. Human 
umbilical cords were obtained from healthy donors with their 
written approval. Each umbilical cord unit was manipulated 
under sterile conditions. These units were cut into sections of 
approximately 5 cm. The parts were washed with DPBS solution 
to remove the blood. The arteries and veins were removed to 
avoid endothelial cell contamination. Wharton’s jelly sections 
were then divided into smaller pieces. Tissue explants were 
placed into 100-mm2 cell culture plates and cultured in the 
Nutristem cell culture medium supplemented with 2% human 
serum and 50 U/mL penicillin-streptomycin. MSCs were grown 
in a humid atmosphere containing 5% CO2 at 37 °C. The cells 
were subcultured to the third passage. Cell preparation steps 
were performed according to cGMP requirements as described 
previously [7,8,9]. The cells were characterized by identifying 
the potential for differentiation using a flow cytometer and 
immunohistochemical analysis, cell aging, cell cycle, annexin  
V/PI staining, and telomerase enzyme activity at the third 
passage. Quality control and quality assurance for the production 
of these cells were conducted in accordance with the standards 
of the Turkish Pharmaceuticals and Medical Devices Agency 
(TMMDA).
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Statistical Analysis

IBM SPSS Statistics 22 (IBM SPSS, Turkey) was used for the 
statistical analyses. While evaluating the study data, the 
compliance of quantitative data with a normal distribution was 
evaluated with the Shapiro-Wilks test and it was found that 
the parameters did not show a normal distribution. In addition 
to descriptive statistical methods (mean, standard deviation, 
frequency), the Kruskal-Wallis test was used for comparison of 
age for response and the Mann-Whitney U test was used for 
comparison of age for outcome when comparing quantitative 
data. Fisher’s exact chi-square test and the Fisher-Freeman-
Halton test were used for comparison of the quantitative data. 
A p-value of <0.05 was considered statistically significant.

Results

A total of 22 subjects who developed srAGVHD following 
allogeneic stem cell transplantation between November 2014 
and December 2017 were evaluated. The study was conducted 
with children aged 15 to 204 months. The study group consisted 
of 10 (45.5%) male and 12 (54.5%) female subjects. The mean 
age of the children was 88.95±61.82 months and the median age 
was 66 months. Table 1 presents the transplantation diagnosis 
and transplantation process data for these patients.

Malignancy was present in 41% of the children. The stem cell 
source was peripheral blood (PB) in 50%, bone marrow (BM) in 
40.9%, and PB+BM in 9.1%. The donor source for transplantation 
was a matched unrelated donor (MUD) in 54.5% cases and matched 
related donor (MRD) in 40.9%. Haploidentical transplantation 
was performed for only 1 child. A myeloablative regimen was 
administered for preparation in 86.4% of the children. ECP was 
performed for 77.3% of the subjects who developed AGVHD. 
When the subjects were graded according to their pre-treatment 
AGVHD status, it was found that 18.2% had Grade 2 AGVHD, 
45.5% Grade 3 AGVHD, and 36.4% Grade 4 AGVHD.

After administration of MSCs, CR was obtained in 45.5% of 
the subjects, PR was obtained in 13.6%, and no response was 
obtained in 40.9%. Table 2 presents the overall and organ-
specific AGVHD grades and the general response to MSC 
therapy. When the patients were evaluated according to organ-
specific response, a 42% response rate was obtained in the 
liver AGVHD group, a 77% response rate was obtained in the 
skin AGVHD group, and a 44% response rate was obtained in 
the gastrointestinal AGVHD group. When the final status was 
evaluated, it was found that 45.5% of the patients were alive 
and 54.5% had died.

When the deceased subjects were evaluated, it was found that 
40% of the male subjects and 66.7% of the female subjects had 
died. The difference was not statistically significant (p>0.05). 
There was also no statistically significant difference between 
the mean ages of the children who had died and those who 
were alive (p>0.05).

We found that 44.4% of the children diagnosed with a 
malignancy and 61.5% of the children who had a non-malignant 
disorder had died. The difference was not statistically significant 
(p>0.05).

The mortality rate was found to be 36.4% in the children whose 
stem cell source was PB, 77.8% in the children whose stem cell 
source was BM, and 50% in the children whose stem cell source 
was PB+BM. The difference was not statistically significant 
(p>0.05). Similarly, the mortality rate was found to be 66.7% 
in the children whose donor type was MRD and 50% in those 
whose donor type was MUD. Again, the difference was not 
statistically significant (p>0.05).

The mortality rate was found to be 47.4% in the children with 
a myeloablative conditioning regime and 53.6% in those with 
a non-myeloablative conditioning regimen. The difference was 
not statistically significant (p>0.05).

The mortality rate was found to be 67.4% in the children who 
had undergone ECP and 20% in the children who had not 
undergone ECP. The difference was not statistically significant 
(p>0.05).
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Table 1. Patient and transplantation parameters.
n %

Diagnosis Malignant 9 40.9

Non-malignant 13 59.1

Source of 
hematopoietic stem 
cells

PB 11 50

BM 9 41

PB+BM 2 9

Donor type MRD 9 40.9

MUD 12 54.5

Haploidentical 1 4.5

Conditioning regimen Myeloablative 19 86.4

Non-myeloablative 3 13.6

Extracorporeal 
photopheresis 
procedure

Performed 17 77.3

Not performed 5 22.7

Response to MSC 
treatment

No response 9 40.9

Partial response 3 13.6

Complete response 10 45.5

Overall GVHD grade 2 4 18.2

3 10 45.5

4 8 36.3

Final status Exitus 12 54.5

Alive 10 45.5

PB: Peripheral blood, BM: bone marrow, MRD: matched related donor, MUD: matched 
unrelated donor, MSC: mesenchymal stem cell, GVHD: graft-versus-host disease.
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The mortality rates by grade of AGVHD were found to be 
50%, 50%, and 62.5% for Grades 2, 3, and 4, respectively. The 
difference was not statistically significant (p>0.05).

A statistically significant correlation was found between 
treatment response and mortality (p=0.001; p<0.05). Mortality 
was observed in all patients who did not respond to MSC 
treatment (100%), in 66.7% of those with PR, and only in 10% 
of those with CR. A statistically significant correlation was 
found between response to MSC treatment and mortality based 
on these results (p<0.001; p<0.05).

Table 3 presents the factors affecting survival in our patients.

We did not observe any side effects related to MSC infusion in 
any of the patients.

Discussion

The use of MSCs in srAGVHD has gradually increased since 2004 
when they were clinically used for the first time. Although it has 
been reported that prophylactic use of MSCs before stem cell 
application decreases the AGVHD rate [10,11,12], MSC therapy is 
usually used after AGVHD is diagnosed. It has been reported that 
the response rate is 15%-75% [13,14,15,16,17]. The response 

was reported to be better in cases of childhood srAGVHD in 
studies that evaluated pediatric and adult cases together 
[16,18]. The response rate in our series was approximately 58%, 
comparable to the literature.

There are various applications regarding the MSC donor source. 
The usual MSC source is bone marrow [19,20]. We obtained 
MSCs from Wharton’s jelly derived from the cord blood of a 
single donor. Kuçi et al. [21] reported an overall survival rate 
of 71±11% at 2 years of follow-up for their entire patient 
cohort with MSCs that they prepared from monocytes from 
multiple donors compared to a survival rate of 51.4±9.0% 
in their historical control group. They stated that the reason 
could be allosuppression differences that might have been 
present between the MSCs obtained from the donors, and they 
believed that they could increase the mean allosuppression rate 
in MSC treatments by increasing donor diversity. Randomized 
prospective studies are required to determine the effectiveness 
of MSCs obtained from single or multiple donors.

The frequency and number of infusions for MSC applications 
can vary. The reported number of MSC doses ranges from 1 
to 7 and the doses range from 0.4x106/kg to 10x106/kg [19]. 
Kurtzberg et al. [14] administered MSC treatment in pediatric 
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Table 2. Overall and organ-specific acute graft-versus-host disease grades and response to mesenchymal stem cell therapy.
Patient no. Overall AGVHD 

grade
Skin AGVHD 
grade

Liver AGVHD 
grade

Gastrointestinal 
AGVHD  grade

General 
response 

Outcome

1 3 2 3 0 CR Alive

2 3 2 2 3 NR Dead (infection)

3 3 2 3 2 CR Alive (chronic GVHD)

4 3 3 2 0 CR Alive

5 4 2 2 4 NR Dead (infection)

6 2 2 1 0 PR Alive (chronic GVHD)

7 3 2 1 3 NR Dead (infection)

8 4 1 2 4 NR Dead (infection)

9 4 2 3 4 NR Dead (infection)

10 4 3 3 4 NR Dead (infection)

11 3 2 0 1 CR Alive (chronic GVHD)

12 2 2 1 0 CR Alive

13 3 2 0 3 NR Dead

14 3 3 0 2 CR Dead (relapse)

15 2 2 1 2 PR Dead (infection)

16 3 2 0 3 CR Alive

17 4 2 2 4 NR Dead (infection)

18 4 2 0 4 CR Alive (chronic GVHD)

19 2 2 2 2 PR Dead

20 3 2 0 3 NR Dead

21 4 3 0 4 CR Alive (chronic GVHD)

22 4 3 0 4 CR Alive

CR: Complete response, PR: partial response, NR: no response, AGVHD: acute graft-versus-host disease.
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cases of srAGVHD for a consecutive 4-week period at a dose of 
2 million/kg (the same dose as in our study) twice a week. The 
general response rate was 61.3%. This response rate is similar to 
ours. Evaluation of these two studies revealed that application 
of MSC treatment twice a week had no additional benefit and 
increased treatment costs. Similar results were obtained with 
MSC application in cases of srAGVHD using intervals of 2 weeks 
with a different method in the study of Erbey et al. [22]. MSC 
applications are generally conducted with intervals of 1 week 
according to the literature.

When the factors affecting survival in MSC treatments were 
investigated in our study, the presence of a response to MSC 
treatment was the only prognostic indicator affecting mortality. 
The general survival rate was found to be 63.8% in patients 
with CR to MSC treatment in the 2nd year following MSC 
application, whereas it was found to be 0% in the groups with 
PR or no response in the study conducted by Erbey et al. [22] 
in Turkey. Similarly, the general survival rate was found to be 
69% in patients with CR to treatment, whereas it was found 
to be 0% during the 2.9-year follow-up period following MSC 

administration in srAGVHD patients in the study by Ball et al. 
[23]. In the study conducted by Resnick et al. [18], multivariate 
analysis demonstrated that initial response (partial or complete) 
had a significant independent influence on 6-month survival 
(hazard ratio: 29.4). These findings also support our results 
showing a high survival rate with MSC treatment when CR was 
obtained.

Introna et al. [16] reported better response in Grade 2 subjects 
compared to Grade 3 and 4 subjects in their study. Resnick et 
al. [18] reported that the overall survival was lower in Grade 4 
GVHD patients compared to Grade 2 and 3 GVHD patients. No 
association was observed between grade status and treatment 
response in our patients.

It has been proposed that tumor recurrence [24,25] and an 
increase in infections may occur as a long-term side effect 
of MSC applications. No short-term acute side effects were 
observed in relation to the MSC applications in our study. 
Disease relapse was observed in one of the 9 patients who had 
malignancy in our study. Kuçi et al. [21] found that the relapse 
rate was 9% in their patients who had srAGVHD. We did not 
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Table 3. Evaluation of the parameters affecting final status.
Final status p

Alive Dead

n (%) n (%)

Sex
Male 4 (40%) 6 (60%) 0.3911

Female 8 (66.7%) 4 (33.3%)

Diagnosis
Malignant 4 (44.4%) 5 (55.6%) 0.6661

Non-malignant 8 (61.5%) 5 (38.5%)

Source of hematopoietic stem cells

PB 4 (36.4%) 7 (63.6%) 0.1382

BM 7 (77.8%) 2 (22.2%)

PB+BM 1 (50%) 1 (50) %

Donor type

MRD 6 (66.7%) 3 (33.3%) 0.6602

MUD 6 (50%) 6 (50%)

Haploidentical 0 (0%) 1 (100%)

Conditioning regimen
Myeloablative 9 (47.4%) 10 (52.6%) 0.2211

Non-myeloablative 3 (100%) 0 (0%)

Extracorporeal photopheresis procedure
Performed 11 (64.7%) 6 (35.3%) 0.1351

Not performed 1 (20%) 4 (80%)

Overall AGVHD grade

2 2 (50%) 2 (50%) 0.8642

3 5 (50%) 5 (50%)

4 5 (62.5%) 3 (37.5%)

Response to MSC treatment

No response 9 (100%) 0 (0%) 0.001*2

Partial response 2 (66.7%) 1 (33.3%)

Complete response 1 (10%) 9 (90%)

Age, mean ± SD (median) 99.83±66.33 (83) 75.90±56.50 (66) 0.3193

1Fisher’s exact test, 2Fisher-Freeman-Halton test, 3Mann-Whitney U test, *Statistically significant.

PB: Peripheral blood, BM: bone marrow, MRD: matched related donor, MUD: matched unrelated donor, MSC: mesenchymal stem cell, AGVHD: acute graft-versus-host disease. 
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evaluate whether the infection rate had increased. Other studies 
have not reported an adverse effect that increased the rate of 
infection [12,26,27].

In a great portion of our subjects, ECP was applied before MSC 
administration. The weakness of our study was thus that the 
responses were not solely associated with MSC administration. 
There was a possibility that the ECP procedure also contributed 
to this improvement. MSC application might have increased the 
immunosuppressive effect of ECP or might have possibly led to 
an improvement in GVHD by itself.

Conclusion

MSC administration is a treatment method that can be used 
safely together with other treatment methods in srAGVHD, a 
condition that has a high mortality rate. There are almost no 
acute side effects. The literature also reports no serious long-
term side effects. Randomized prospective studies are required 
to obtain high-quality data about the effectiveness, safety, and 
side effects of MSC application in cases of srAGVHD.

Ethics

Ethics Committee Approval: This study was approved by the 
İstinye University Faculty of Medicine Ethics Committee, 
approval number: (2017-KAEK-120)/51. This study was 
conducted in accordance with the World Medical Association’s 
Declaration of Helsinki (2000).

Informed Consent: Informed consent was obtained from 
parents or legal guardians before enrollment in the study.

Authorship Contributions

Medical Practices: C.B, E.K., B.A.A., S.A., T.F.; Concept: C.B, E.K., 
T.F.; Design: C.B, E.K., T.F.; Data Collection or Processing: C.B, 
B.A.A.; Analysis or Interpretation: C.B, E.K., B.A.A., S.A., T.F.; 
Literature Search: C.B, E.K., B.A.A., S.A., T.F.; Writing: C.B, E.K., T.F.

Conflict of Interest: The authors of this paper have no conflicts 
of interest, including specific financial interests, relationships, 
and/or affiliations relevant to the subject matter or materials 
included.

References
1.	 Tekeli S, Naghavi EA, Gökçe B, Sır G, Yiğittürk G, Çavuşoğlu T, Uyanikgil Y. 

Kök hücreler; mezenkimal kök hücreler ve güncel klinik uygulamaları. FNG 
& Bilim Tıp Transplantasyon Dergisi 2016;1:72-83.

2.	 Dunavin N, Dias A, Li M, McGuirk J. Mesenchymal stromal cells: what is the 
mechanism in acute graft-versus-host disease? Biomedicines 2017:5.

3.	 Ma Y, Wang Z, Zhang A, Xu F, Zhao N, Xue J, Zhang H, Luan X. Human 
placenta-derived mesenchymal stem cells ameliorate GVHD by modulating 
Th17/Tr1 balance via expression of PD-L2. Life Sci 2018;214:98-105.

4.	 Fan X, Guo D, Cheung AMS, Poon ZY, Yap CS, Goh SE, Guo D, Li H, Bari 
S, Li S, Lim KH, Hwang WYK. Mesenchymal stromal cell (MSC)-derived 
combination of CXCL5 and anti-CCL24 is synergistic and superior to MSC 

and cyclosporine for the treatment of graft-versus-host disease. Biol Blood 
Marrow Transplant 2018;24:1971-1980.

5.	 Su J, Chen X, Huang Y, Li W, Li J, Cao K, Cao G, Zhang L, Li F, Roberts AI, 
Kang H, Yu P, Ren G, Ji W, Wang Y, Shi Y. Phylogenetic distinction of iNOS 
and IDO function in mesenchymal stem cell-mediated immunosuppression 
in mammalian species. Cell Death Differen 2014;21:388-396.

6.	 Rowlings PA, Przepiorka D, Kleinetal JP, Gale RP, Passweg JR, Henslee-
Downey PJ, Cahn JY, Calderwood S, Gratwohl A, Socié G, Abecasis MM, 
Sobocinski KA, Zhang MJ, Horowitz MM. IBMTR Severity Index for grading 
acute graft-versus-host disease: retrospective comparison with Glucksberg 
grade. Br J Haematol 1997;4:855-864.

7.	 Kabataş S, Civelek E, İnci Ç, Yalçınkaya EY, Günel G, Kır G, Albayrak E, 
Öztürk E, Adaş G, Karaöz E. Wharton’s jelly-derived mesenchymal stem cell 
transplantation in a patient with hypoxic-ischemic encephalopathy: a pilot 
study. Cell Transplant 2018;27:1425-1433.

8.	 Dai A, Baspinar O, Yeşilyurt A, Sun E, Aydemir Çİ, Öztel ON, Capkan DU, 
Pinarli F, Agar A, Karaöz E. Efficacy of stem cell therapy in ambulatory and 
nonambulatory children with Duchenne muscular dystrophy - Phase I-II. 
Degener Neurol Neuromuscul Dis 2018;8:63-77.

9.	 Okur SÇ, Erdoğan S, Demir CS, Günel G, Karaöz E. The effect of umbilical 
cord-derived mesenchymal stem cell transplantation in a patient with 
cerebral palsy: a case report. Int J Stem Cells 2018;11:141-147.

10.	 Baron F, Lechanteur C, Willems E, Bruck F, Baudoux E, Seidel L, Vanbellinghen 
JF, Hafraoui K, Lejeune M, Gothot A, Fillet G, Beguin Y. Cotransplantation 
of mesenchymal stem cells might prevent death from graft-versus-host 
disease (GVHD) without abrogating graft-versus-tumor effects after 
HLA-mismatched allogeneic transplantation following nonmyeloablative 
conditioning. Biol Blood Marrow Transplant 2010;16:838-847.

11.	 Gao L, Zhang Y, Hu B, Liu J, Kong P, Lou S, Su Y, Yang T, Li H, Liu Y, Zhang C, 
Gao L, Zhu L, Wen Q, Wang P, Chen X, Zhong J, Zhang X. Phase II multicenter, 
randomized, double-blind controlled study of efficacy and safety of 
umbilical cord-derived mesenchymal stromal cells in the prophylaxis of 
chronic graft-versus-host disease after HLA-haploidentical stem-cell 
transplantation. J Clin Oncol 2016;34:2843-2850.

12.	 Wang L, Zhu CY, Ma DX, Gu ZY, Xu CC, Wang FY, Chen JG, Liu CJ, Guan 
LX, Gao R, Gao Z, Fang S, Zhuo DJ, Liu SF, Gao CJ. Efficacy and safety of 
mesenchymal stromal cells for the prophylaxis of chronic graft-versus-host 
disease after allogeneic hematopoietic stem cell transplantation: a meta-
analysis of randomized controlled trials. Ann Hematol 2018;97:1941-
1950.

13.	 Dotoli GM, De Santis GC, Orellana MD, de Lima Prata K, Caruso SR, 
Fernandes TR, Rensi Colturato VA, Kondo AT, Hamerschlak N, Simões BP, 
Covas DT. Mesenchymal stromal cell infusion to treat steroid-refractory 
acute GvHD III/IV after hematopoietic stem cell transplantation. Bone 
Marrow Transplant 2017;52:859-862.

14.	 Kurtzberg J, Prockop S, Teira P, Bittencourt H, Lewis V, Chan KW, Horn 
B, Yu L, Talano JA, Nemecek E, Mills CR, Chaudhury S. Allogeneic human 
mesenchymal stem cell therapy (remestemcel-L, Prochymal) as a rescue 
agent for severe refractory acute graft-versus-host disease in pediatric 
patients. Biol Blood Marrow Transplant 2014;20:229-235.

15.	 Thielen FW, Blommestein HM, Oosten LEM, Calkoen FG, Lankester AC, 
Zwaginga JJ, Le Blanc K, Redondo A, Sánchez-Guijo F, Algeri M, Locatelli 
F, Fibbe WE, Uyl-de Groot CA. Second-line treatment for acute graft-
versus-host disease with mesenchymal stromal cells: a decision model. Eur 
J Haematol 2018.

16.	 Introna M, Lucchini G, Dander E, Galimberti S, Rovelli A, Balduzzi A, Longoni 
D, Pavan F, Masciocchi F, Algarotti A, Micò C, Grassi A, Deola S, Cavattoni 
I, Gaipa G, Belotti D, Perseghin P, Parma M, Pogliani E, Golay J, Pedrini O, 
Capelli C, Cortelazzo S, D’Amico G, Biondi A, Rambaldi A, Biagi E. Treatment 
of graft versus host disease with mesenchymal stromal cells: a phase I 
study on 40 adult and pediatric patients. Biol Blood Marrow Transplant 
2014;20:375-381.

Bozkurt C, et al: Mesenchymal Stem Cell Application in srAGVHD



Turk J Hematol 2019;36:186-192

192

17.	 Sánchez-Guijo F, Caballero-Velázquez T, López-Villar O, Redondo A, 
Parody R, Martínez C, Olavarría E, Andreu E, Prósper F, Díez-Campelo 
M, Regidor C, Villaron E, López-Corral L, Caballero D, Cañizo MC, Pérez-
Simon JA. Sequential third-party mesenchymal stromal cell therapy for 
refractory acute graft-versus-host disease. Biol Blood Marrow Transplant 
2014;20:1580-1585.

18.	 Resnick IB, Barkats C, Shapira MY, Stepensky P, Bloom AI, Shimoni A, 
Mankuta D, Bloom NV, Rheingold L, Yeshurun M, Bielorai B, Toren A, 
Zuckerman T, Nagler A, Or R. Treatment of severe steroid resistant acute 
GVHD with mesenchymal stromal cells (MSC). Am J Blood Res 2013;3:225-
238.

19.	 Rizk M, Monaghan M, Shorr R, Kekre N, Bredeson CN, Allan DS. 
Heterogeneity in studies of mesenchymal stromal cells to treat or prevent 
graft-versus-host disease: a scoping review of the evidence. Biol Blood 
Marrow Transplant 2016;22:1416-1423.

20.	 Trento C, Bernardo ME, Nagler A, Kuçi S, Bornhäuser M, Köhl U, Strunk 
D, Galleu A, Sanchez-Guijo F, Gaipa G, Introna M, Bukauskas A, Le Blanc 
K, Apperley J, Roelofs H, Van Campenhout A, Beguin Y, Kuball J, Lazzari 
L, Avanzini MA, Fibbe W, Chabannon C, Bonini C, Dazzi F. Manufacturing 
mesenchymal stromal cells for the treatment of graft-versus-host disease: 
a survey among centers affiliated with the european society for blood and 
marrow transplantation. Biol Blood Marrow Transplant 2018;24:2365-2370.

21.	 Kuçi Z, Bönig H, Kreyenberg H, Bunos M, Jauch A, Janssen JW, Škifić M, 
Michel K, Eising B, Lucchini G, Bakhtiar S, Greil J, Lang P, Basu O, von 
Luettichau I, Schulz A, Sykora KW, Jarisch A, Soerensen J, Salzmann-
Manrique E, Seifried E, Klingebiel T, Bader P, Kuçi S. Mesenchymal stromal 
cells from pooled mononuclear cells of multiple bone marrow donors as 

rescue therapy in pediatric severe steroid-refractory graft-versus-host 
disease: a multicenter survey. Haematologica 2016;101:985-994.

22.	 Erbey F, Atay D, Akcay A, Ovali E, Ozturk G. Mesenchymal stem cell treatment 
for steroid refractory graft-versus-host disease in children: a pilot and first 
study from Turkey. Stem Cells Int 2016;2016:1641402.

23.	 Ball LM, Bernardo ME, Roelofs H, van Tol MJ, Contoli B, Zwaginga JJ, 
Avanzini MA, Conforti A, Bertaina A, Giorgiani G, Jol-van der Zijde CM, 
Zecca M, Le Blanc K, Frassoni F, Egeler RM, Fibbe WE, Lankester AC, Locatelli 
F. Multiple infusions of mesenchymal stromal cells induce sustained 
remission in children with steroid-refractory, grade III-IV acute graft-
versus-host disease. Br J Haematol 2013;163:501-509.

24.	 Suzuki K, Sun R, Origuchi M, Kanehira M, Takahata T, Itoh J, Umezawa A, 
Kijima H, Fukuda S, Saijo Y. Mesenchymal stromal cells promote tumor 
growth through the enhancement of neovascularization. Mol Med 
2011;17:579-587.

25.	 Brennen WN, Chen S, Denmeade S, Isaacs JT. Quantification of mesenchymal 
stem cells (MSCs) at sites of human prostate cancer. Oncotarget 2013;4:106-
117.

26.	 Stoma I, Karpov I, Krivenko S, Iskrov I, Milanovich N, Koritko A, Uss 
A. Mesenchymal stem cells transplantation in hematological patients 
with acute graft-versus-host disease: characteristics and risk factors for 
infectious complications. Ann Hematol 2018;97:885-891.

27.	 Schmidt S, Tramsen L, Schneider A, Schubert R, Balan A, Degistirici Ö, Meisel 
R, Lehrnbecher T. Impact of human mesenchymal stromal cells on antifungal 
host response against Aspergillus fumigatus. Oncotarget 2017;8:95495-
95503.

Bozkurt C, et al: Mesenchymal Stem Cell Application in srAGVHD




