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Transplantacni aktivita ceskych
center v roce 2006

Centrum Alogenni Autologni Celkem
Olomouc 17 39 56
Brno dospéli 24 94 118
Hradec Kralové 21 36 57
Plzen 35 45 80
FNKYV Praha 0 44 44
UHKT Praha 48 7 55
VFN Praha 0 64 64
FTN Praha 0 3 3

Celkem 174 344 518




Vyvoj poétii TKB v CR

Vyvoj 1. transplantaci v CR
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Vyvoj poctu autolognich a
alogennich TKB v CR

Vyvoj alogennich a autolognich 1.HSCT v CR
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Vyvoj poctu pribuzenskych a
nepribuzenskych TKB v CR
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Vyvoj poétii TKB v CR
podle zdroje stepu

Podil PBPC na zdrojich krvetovnych bunék
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Vyvoj poétii TKB u AML v CR

AML allo vs auto (1.SCT) n =606
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Vyvoj poétil TKB u CLL v CR

CLL allo vs auto (1.SCT) n =191
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Vyvoj poétii TKB u CML v CR

CML allo vs auto (1.SCT) n =367
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Vyvoj poéta TKB u CML v CR
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Transplantacni aktivita
u nemocnych s CML v Evropée
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Probability, %

Srovnani preziti nemocnych s CML lécenych
Imatinibem a alo-TKB v letech 2000-2005 (CIBMTR)

Biol Bone Marrow Transplant 2006;12:795-807.
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Registr CAMELIA v Ceské republice

Standardizovany multicentricky sbér dat v letech 2000-2007
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Imatinib versus TKB v CR:
Registr CAMELIA

Imatinib 1. linie
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number of HSCT
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AT: Allogeneic HSCT in adults - selected diagnoses
Nn=1151 /10 mill inhabitants (Promise 2)
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CZ: Allogeneic HSCT in adults - selected diagnoses
Nn = 969 / 10 mill inhabitants (Gratwohl's surveys)
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EBMT Activity survey on HSCT 1973 -
2003: Allogeneic HSCT, autologous
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EBMT Activity survey on HSCT 1990 - 2003:
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Transplant Rates and
Gross National Product per Capita
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