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[(HZE] B b IR 08 & W7 (CBF) 2MEfE R A Mg (AML) JLEERH CAMS-2005
J5 % B CAMS-2009 J5 Z83897 YT s R BUG (2 W IR 26, Faik 164 2005 4% 4 A 2 2015 45 12 A 161 Bilg1ie
A CBF-AML BJLAMFIEN %, RS 77 2250 CAMS-2005 J7 2440 (n=52) Fl CAMS-2009 54 (n=109) ,
SRR AT 5 BRI RGHAT T B 00T, 458 CAMS-2009 J7 45 1 D7 FEsE iR 8 T CAMS-2005 J7 %
2 (63.3% vs 46.2%, P<0.05 ) , CAMS-2009 J5 R4 IGI7 M IR IE R (11.9% vs 173% ) . B K ZF (27.5% vs
28.8% ) . 3AERAAE (0S) H (44% + 5% vs 28% + 6% ) 5 CAMS-2005 J5 ZR4UAH L 22 7 Togeit2¢ 2 X (P>0.05) .
5T R 2 gL 34F 0S . 3AELF ARG TH | MTRRE2EME L (P<0.01) .
258 CAMS-2009 J5 %58 CAMS-2005 J7 ATk E CBF-AML LB I T 8 S Z iR, 5 1| MNTF R
S L] 5 AE CBF-AML L 0S 3%, [ FESRILRIZE, 2020, 22 (5) : 466-472]
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Efficacy and prognostic factors in children with non-core binding factor acute
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Abstract: Objective To compare the efficacy of the CAMS-2005 and CAMS-2009 regimens in treating children
with non-core binding factor acute myeloid leukemia (non-CBF AML) and to study the prognosis factors. Methods A
total of 161 children who were initially diagnosed with non-CBF AML from April 2005 to December 2015 were enrolled
as study subjects, and were divided into a CAMS-2005 regimen group (n=52) and a CAMS-2009 regimen group (n=109)
according to the chemotherapy regimen provided. The efficacy was retrospectively compared between the two groups.
Results The complete remission (CR) rate at the first course of treatment was higher in the CAMS-2009 regimen group
than that in the CMAS-2005 regimen group (63.3% vs 46.2%; P<0.05). There were no significant differences between
the two groups in treatment-related mortality rate (11.9% vs 17.3%), recurrence rate (27.5% vs 28.8%), and three-year
overall survival (OS) rate (44%=+5% vs 28%+6%) (P>0.05). Children who achieved CR at the first course of treatment
had significantly higher OS and event-free survival rates than those who did not achieved CR (P<0.01). Conclusions
The CAMS-2009 regimen is superior to the CAMS-2005 regimen in improving the CR rate in children with non-CBF
AML after induction treatment. Whether CR is achieved at the first course of treatment can affect the OS rate of children
with non-CBF AML. [Chin J Contemp Pediatr, 2020, 22(5): 466-472]
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SV I S ) L R L I LT R 0 e i
o, Hrh 2y 20% A 2MERER AN (acute myeloid
leukemia, AML ) "0 £FX} JLEE AML, [EBFrIMEL
HETIIRYT 7 R R 2 RIEREMIRYT . JLEERILIE
SEP O AL, H S LRRNA SR IT O 52 b
ML AR WA A AR FEIA 1 . S I
WSAEZ Yy, I SR AL IR T 32 LRt B
FEM 4~5 NITRRAST, [FIN 25 A BORZE A 1 I
T4 AE ( hematopoietic stem cell transplantation,
HSCT) Pl AE4F 2k, JL3E AML W5 W ik 3%,
KRR 70%, Hp o455 HF (core
binding factor, CBF )-AML £ /i 30% , — & i)n KL,
54EBESE (overall survival, 0S ) Al ik 909%™,
CBF-AML 53897 Z M 40T 35 90% , LUK 2 B
WM A HE Al R LB iR R, FZw A AE
KIT SZ /R 2 RR A B o, AT P IR U JE S5 57
SR e AT U [EIHZR A A L 2
W, AR T ARIC al W 6o N R B A
B PG e S R L, SR, dE CBF-AML
A7 JLEE AML [ RCER A3 Ll , o5 %8 CBF-AML 22,
K gIl, KPAEAFEMRY, 2L
A B BT 2 A0 A G I LG S 4T bR e mT Wi
PR, HETM T % T4 XTEE CBF-AML LY
7 ROEAL M HUG fa B R R i oE . Wik, Rit—
AT RAE CBF-AML LR AN ERYTT T SR 30

TS R R 2, BLXE 2005 4F 4 A & 2015
412 AARHOHI2 R AE CBF-AML AL I R4
fiE . ORI AH DGR R AT 1T B 3T o
1 #AREFE
1.1 HIRIH
[l a1k 43 4T 2005 4F 4 H % 2015 4F 12 A A H
DGR 161 472 R3E CBF-AML & LAY I R 5%
ke AditrifE: #1203k CBF-AML 2L, REAETC
g7 st HEBRARAE: AT P i 56 Sk
YPRLAR A F 0% . CBF-AML. 4k & PE 1 19, 21-
AR L,

AR B0 B Z2 51 2 W A it (b se
7 RE2016001-EC-1) , Frf LY A R0
[ B E M R E 1.

12 BFAR
M7 7 500 CAMS-2005 J7 %840 (n=52)
F1 CAMS-2009 74 (n=109) .
CAMS-2005 77 % " 2005 4E 4 H & 2009 4E

7 A#1i2 AAE CBF-AML LK 1 CAMS-2005 J5 %
BT BT R R BT I N & =R
Bl (2~3 mg/m’, 5 1~7 K ) 454 “DA3+7" FHHE

(ZaFE, 40mgm’, 5 1~3 K; P,
100~150 mg/m*, 5% 1~7 K ) ; JLE# L F R
KICEEE (5 mg/mz, B 1~3 K ) + B =R

(2~3 mg/m’, % 1~7 K ) + RLEZE (40 mg/m’,
55 1~3 K ) BRAG R mb v 70t BB AR O 58
BT, HSAIFR, K1, 30 5T RN KR
FI P (BRI 2 g/m® L) BB AALIT .
EEEE KRG IR GRS HSCT,  To R4
HSCT W75 AbaTT . AT 8 L34 R A H
WS+ B BT + Hb ZEROPA = A P 3 5 0 B v X
MARGE AN, BIFR1IR,

CAMS-2009 J7 %: 2 IR AML99 J5 % it 111k

57 1, 2009 4E 8 H % 2015 4 12 H #1112 Mk CBF-
AML LR CAMS-2009 75 RI677 . BRI 8.
HR YRR AF 8 S W12 B Al s 85 S AT
%, Tk <2 F g <100 x 1071 &1 A 7
ZL R =24 HAYIM = 100 x 10°/L 3EH B 5%,
I NP RBRBERBIT R ARZEMN T CHE, A TR
FARFCIA T (150 mg/mz, B 1~5 K ) + Bl b it

(200 mg/m®, 5 6~12 K ) + KICHEM (5 mg/m’,
% 6~10 K) 5 B MNKILITH (100 mg/m®,
55 1~3 K; 200 mg/m®, 55 11~13 K ) + B[ B i

(500 mg/m®, %5 4~6 K. 55 11~13 KX ) + ikl
B (8mg/m’, 5 4~6 K ) ; CHE NKILIAF

(200 mg/m”, % 8~10 K ) + FHEAETF (500 mg/m’,
-3 K. H8~10K) + Pk E (8 mgm®, &
1~3 K ) o JUENAYF I %t 3~4 A8 G Bl i i
T+ IR + B WA N T %, Efa il
U F Mol 2 K Ja IR G LT HSCT,
A N A e A A A AR B g UL T
HSCT, JC&F4T HSCT WP ILEIkIAYY. Frd
SEJLR 208 + BRI + M ZE KA =K
B PE B TPAKR Z RGN, BT R 1R
W ST 25 BB AR LR 1
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%1 CAMS-2005 /&5 CAMS-2009 H & PR RIZE R | B 2 E 2 R G
LY BERFIE LI =Y (P>0.05) , W#E2,
i Bt e B2 (e inlERES
(g/m) (mg/m’) (mg/m’) %2 CAMS-2005 2% CAMS-2009 75 %4
CAMS-2005 J7 % 39.15 480 900 BLIERE S (B (%) |
CAMS-2000 /7% 59.40~80.00  295~375  3150~3500
CAMS-2005 CAMS-2009
i H TRA  HEH M PHE
o s =52 =109
13 BRERTHTHRE i ey el
fE W SM IR 7 HE 5 IR AMLO9 7% L, 74K ” w0 o0
W 1A <<Iﬂ1(@lﬁ1?%ﬁ&ﬁ§5lﬁ‘fﬁg>> 54 iR i 56 4@ 16(30.8) 44(40.4) 139 0.24
222 f# ( complete remission, CR ) & i FIRYT RIS (%)
S B BELR B R A EE B <5% ;5 B EE SRR <2 47.7) 12(11.0)
15 CRJ5 3 0H B J5 40 40 LU 191 >5 % a1 B L A1 o 36692 62069 226 032
. . s =10 2(23. 35(32.
WIS SN AT e 20 e e
PRI IO T R R I R IR T (x 10°/L)
HIFRESEAET <10 1834.6)  38(34.9)
1.4 BES 10~ 19665 3BE03)
WITLERUR A 3 4 6 AR, 3R 6 o g e
AATISHD, 6 MAUL BRI SR e
HFEH 6 A UL EAREASBEDTEILE SR, M2 8(154)  30(27.5)
PIAR IR S BRBE DT B R A RS & b, 0S Wil M4 1(1.9) =) s
HiZWr 250 T s8R K BE DT H ik a] . JogiF4: M5 34(654)  60550) '
17 (event-free survival, EFS) #°5 HiZWr3I55 1 1K il 1(1.9) 329
. N . M7 7(13.5 7(6.4
S O CROMIgEr) sokvcm BT E——
Y [ N 2N s e
BBt ], BEDTETRIEL 2 2019 4E 6 A 30 H, {v s Zutym 1325.0)  19(17.4)
BtV E o 36 A~ H (el 1~170 4~H ) R EEZREREA  38(73.0)  82(752) 288 024
1961 (11.8% ) , 47 FlEILAAE, 95 BlFtT-. P! 1(1.9) 8(7.3)
1.5 SitZESHh RS
R SPSS 22.0 BPFHEATHE HHAE AT, (8T I oD 100
GraphPad Prism 8.0 H P, HERH b8k ffi 45(86.5) 93(85.3) 0.10 0.95
= e 3(5.8) 6(5.5)

R (%) £, RIEBCRH ¢ S IE ¢ K5,
K H Kaplan-Meier ¥ 3617 A 475001, HEAE R LS
K H log-rank Ki5 . 5200 TS B9 f& R R 2 704 oR
Cox [AIHAHY ] i AP Ml 3%, BRI 43 P<0.2
AR Cox [MTIAREIYHEFT Z N 2R 704 . P< 0.05
RERAGIERE L

2 #HR

2.1 IERER
CAMS-2005 J5 Z24H Fi1 CAMS-2009 5 =4 5 L
P, BRI . ®I2 HAMAE TS, FAB 43

TE: "FAB SREMEEEE ., S L 3 Y iR X
PV BEAT 43280 12, " 5 e e (o (A R HLAT 3 Rl L By e
RS TN =AM 1 AEHTESR

22 BEBTITN

CAMS-2009 77 E 4% FIRITEH 1 NIT R CR
5 T CAMS-2005 77 % 4 (63.3% vs 46.2%,
=424, P=0.04) ., CAMS-2005 J7 % #H F1 CAMS-
2009 J7 E A5 IR T IR TT AH G HE T 4300 R 9
B (17.3%) . 1361 (11.9%) , WLHIEYT H X%
FERIEF G- E XL (=084, P=0.35) .
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2.3 ZHAREGIT

CAMS-2005 J7 L4 B LK K%K 28.8% (15/
52) , CAMS-2009 J7 24 /LR &% K 27.5% ( 30/
109) (=0.03, P=0.86) . IF CBF-AML @& JL
CAMS-2009 /7 28 41 3 4F 0S & K 44% + 5%,
CAMS-2005 J5 % 4} 28% + 6% (P=0.10) ,
)5 %8 3 4F EFS #5351 R 35% + 5% I 27% + 6%
(P=0.13) , ZRHTsitEE L. WE 1~2,
24 TEHXEZE

FAB 435 M2 B 55 1 N7k CR. i
3 YR B LA ) AR B 9 LY OS 285303 i
F FAB 43 B J 4 M2 B9 55 1 N7 RE R 3K CR.
AAHFH 3 R B LA b ) 8 BT A R AR L (3
P<0.05) o ANREALITIISE. BRI, w12
I8 . e Rz R LIEIAY 3 4F 0S R 5H
TG FE Y (¥ P>0.05) , W33,

B IL. FAB /AN M2 A 25 1 AT AR
K CR. I 3 Wk B LA b I e BD i i 1 %) 8 LAY
EFS R @ TR IL. FAB 43809 M2 #Y |
B LANYT RIS CRL AR 3 AL B K5 Ff
B L () P<0.05) o ARG @R, 1k
JY R REAER . W12 A AU L Y 3
IEEFS 22 R TG #E X (¥ P>0.05) . WK 3,

# P<0.20 AR (PERI. FAB 20 Jefafk
AL AT TR B AT RER CRL A
3R K L b T B T ) A0 Cox [R] I A5 AU
CRAMAGESL IR ) #1700, 2R ER:

551 MNP FESAS CR JEJE CBF-AML |9 3 4F 0S % |
34F EFS F 154 2 ( OR=0.216, 95%CI: 0.126~
0.370, P<0.05; OR=0.235, 95%CI: 0.140~0.393,

P<0.05) , W34,

1.07 —— CAMS-2009 J5 %41
=, CAMS-2005 J7 %41
08-1
M- 0.6
find
T
B 0.4
0.21
0 T T T
0 50 100 150
A AFstE (H )
B 1 3E CBF-AML REMLFTAFRBILBEFTEILE
1.0- - CAMS-2009 77 %41
L. CAMS-2005 J7 441
0.8 1
hnd
H
i+
i
R
0

50 100

Afs il (J)

150

B2 3JFCBF-AML ARMUFrARBILEEHEFRLR

%3 ImdE CBF-AML fFHI R E SR

WA TS Y T S S S
GRS (%)

<2 16 50+12 43+13

2~ 98 35+5 1.05 0.59 3245 0.56 0.76

=10 47 43 +7 33+7
P

3 101 33+5 27 +

7 0 P 3.07 0.08 P 4.73 0.03
FAB /31

MO 4 25+22 0

M2 38 60 +8 47 +8

M4 7 14+13 14+ 13

M 94 365 16.77 <0.01 1245 12.59 0.03

M6 4 0 0

M7 14 32+13 33+13
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Fz3(4)
3 4E 0S %K 3 4F EFS %
AN ES 1% P P
A %L & + SE. %) pa:! {E & + SE, %) Pk} {&
W2 A4 (x 10°7/L)
<10 56 41+7 34+6
10~ 52 40 +7 33+7
0.26 0.97 0.50 0.92
50~ 14 26+ 12 21+ 11
=100 39 39+8 34+8
Yo AA% Al
SR 32 2 3.5 0.07 1910 138 024
e300 | 120 42+5 ’ ' 36+4 N :
[ TIPES
CAMS-2005 52 28+6 27+6
2.79 0.09 2.29 0.13
CAMS-2009 109 4415 35+5
% 1TSS CR
= 93 63+5 52+5
74.36 <0.01 6742  <0.01
w 44 + +
SETH 3 YR LA R A A
= 43 63+8 50
20.79 <0.01 13.89  <0.01
& 118 30 + 27 +
* 4 2NEIE CBF-AML 73R % E % Cox [EIFEEI 447
» 34F 08 #* 3 4F EFS %
MR 2R
B SE  Wald? P OR(95%CI) B SE  Wald P OR(95%CI)
531 0370 0266 1.941 0.164 1.448(0.860~2.438)  0.422 0.249 2.877 0.090 1.525(0.937~2.482)
FAB 437 -0.683 0389 3.085 0.079 0.5050.236~1.082) -0.343 0331 1.077 0299 0.709(0.371~1.357)
Yoo Az 0.007 0262 0.001 0978 1.007(0.603~1.684)  0.046 0.244 0.035 0.851 1.047(0.648~1.691)
NI -0.013 0274 0002 0963 0.987(0.577~1.690) —0.022 0254 0.007 0.931 0.978(0.595~1.610)
B TR CR O -1.533 0275 31.108 <0.001  0.216(0.126~0.370)  -1.45 0263 30.395 <0.001 0.235(0.140~0.393)
FL S we kb 11
AR 3 R L
ety 0.486 0.326 2230 0.135 1.627(0.859~3.080 0304 0287 1.115 0291 1.355(0.771~2.380
oA B ( ) ( )
3 iTig FHEAT TR TR R, AR RE R, JE

H T AML LIS SR 7 R VB2
Ko BT RE AT S ml, &5 A ARFTIN T S AL 25 Wi
Fo AML99 107 77 % 15 5 07 I AT 1 7
WhE, FESAITRIMER (12d) , SRR E,
SIARIT CR R[5 869", Hifk SIRIF B K FEIA
T T4 BE AT BE G IR YT T AL (HIR A AHCHE
REPRASRITINT S BIF LR EZES, ZAI)
AL &g AR s A LR L ™Y, Ban, Acrp
L CAMS-2005 HZEH L “DA 347”7 Rifs RiRI7 5
filf, T CAMS-2009 77 ZEMIZ M AMLO9 J7 2358 T
BRI, 5 CAMS-2005 )5 EHH L, KA
I T ARFCIAE 1% SR ) 4t w2 oAl e 751

CBF-AML f8 LN FH 3G 58 1935 0697 )7 2219 CAMS-
2009 20 1175 TR T 2 A 3R CAMS-2005 1A firf
1 (63.3% vs 46.2% ) , FEARMKFLIAH B A AT 2k
F4E CBF-AML BLINE S MR, AT
AR AT TS CR 53F CBF-AML #Y 3 4F
EFS % 34 OS R EHIE, HOn & EWiE S
TRITITEL, LAIHGE B LA R I RIRD . SR,
CAMS-2009 J7 2 1155 5 5 16 97 AH G0 JE 28 AL A
CAMS-2005 77 R, (H2E R T8e 228 o M,
VIR YT W R AT 75 B TS FIG 97 ALy 25 WA 5%
FERAE LABRAETT A IR IE R

WERYTY EE A SIS M X2 25 & B
W LT AL, 38 H A R TR . AML AR
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JURT PN IA 28 245 W B - R 391k B AR L 4 7 8 iR
75 Mo AML99 7 E AL 5~6 D ILIE IR IT T R,
PEHEG 3~4 NI BT RE, BRBUE R FA
N 32.2%., AWFFEHE CAMS-2009 J5 % 5 CAMS-
2005 M, BERITEERA, BILOSHK
ATREH THEAR SRR Z R TSI E L, R
AHIGE P T 58 v A LS B filt FH A 391t B AR L 3
JPRECIG I B 22 5%, HE R I CAMS-2009 J5 %
T BB . IRFEIA T 25 BRI R fRIT 2
Py i 2 = A T BE S A RSN =R 3,
H AT 2 8 45 75 AR FE I 11 553 4D S5 Bl o) 550 1)
i AT RE 25 5 28 e i) 2 Ak U, AR5 o
CAMS-2009 J7 & Hh ARFEIA 11 25 ) 37 i 5 CAMS-
2005 J5 0 AN, (D98 ARSI A LB A M AR
£ W7 N SR R B | o N 2 O e e L 57
AR R

CAMS-2009 J7 23697 4 CBF-AML & & %A
ik 27.5%, [ s Z UMEALRIE R kR Y 30%,
SARME A FANML Y, R BILIRIT L
AMLIBIF M, & & 5 F5 S %A% 4T HSCT 1]
s U TR AR W B BT 5 I PR S 56 T 4
R YT P R ER PP CAR-T
( NCT03796390 Y FH AN R At AT BT i T

5 AML AR LIS PP R A B )
B HYIMTE P g e T A AR
FEER AR BRI . W2 H A S AR CBE-
AML HBJLBFS . 3E CBF-AML L2 EA Yefa ik
MRS, 17.4%~25.0% FEAEE 228, {H A
FEWR R AL S5 OR R TS JoA e, TReSem
TR 7R B LBIECL . Z A5l CBF-AML £
JLIY FAB 435 M2 U 54, M5 BUAR XS fi 5
AR, AT H R B 2 0 R AR SR S
WIE, KEEARZ K& AML HBLBFIE [FRE S % 20 it
2% . FAB 43I Y MS 55 % i e XU A
5 B H 5 T U AE G ) 3 TR 2 AR AR S R Ak
KHEANRIFTE , A it LS 572

2 I, Bty CAMS-2009 75 % CAMS-2005
Jr %Xt R CBF-AML & LIAYT IS ARy 7 3500 35 ek
M, AT RS RS CR AR EE CBF-AML
HBIL 34 0S FK | 34 EFS &, JF CBF-AML & JL
TG AR, Uha s sy 5%, sk il &+ 1
T, FRURR P [ 248 SR LA TR
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