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« Conditioning intensity (Cl) selection in allogeneic
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Table 2: Odds of Myeloablative versus Non-Myeloablative/Reduced

Intensity Conditioning by Sociodemographic Factors
Variable Unadjusted OR P- Adjusted OR P-

(95% Cl) value (95% CI) value

_ Age 0.96 (0.93,0.99) <0.01 0.95(0.92,0.98) <0.01
. Variables: White Race  1.50 (0.63,3.56) 0.36 1.84(0.65,5.18) 0.25
1) Sociodemographic factors-age, self-reported :{ffr’fgt'; 0.37(0.03,4.17) 042 017 Q.01.2.74) 0.2
race/ethnicity, sex, education, insurance, zip code Private 257 (1.19,5.54) 0.02 1.99(0.85,4.67) 0.11
derived income and rurality, self-reported financial g;ura?ce 0.64(0.28.148) 030 VA VA
.. . ucation . .28, 1. .
toxicity (FACIT-COST) and health related social Rurality 1.53(0.74,3.16) 0.25 1.87 (0.84,4.14) 0.12
needs (HRSN) Income 0.88 (0.42,1.84)  0.73 N/A N/A

2) Outcomes

1°- Differences in SD factors between MAC and
NMA/RIC groups; Odds of receipt of MAC vs.
NMA/RIC by SD factors

2° - Relationship between SD factors, Cl and survival
outcomes

« Statistical analysis .

1°-Kruskal Wallis (continuous), Chi-Square Test
(categorical); Multivariable Logistic Regression

2°-Kaplan-Meier Method, Log Rank Test; Cumulative
Incidence, Gray’s Test; Cox Proportional Hazards

* Age was the only SD factor associated with Cl;
increasing age == [ower odds of MAC

* Non-significant trend of higher odds of MAC in more
rural settings

NRM and OS were not significantly different by CI

Discussion/Future Directions

« Multi-institutional data is needed to further explore
the relationship between SD factors and Cl,

especially related to rurality SQOQHQ2025
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