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Data Supplement 

Outcomes after chimeric antigen receptor T-cell therapy across large B-cell 

lymphoma subtypes 

 

Table S1. CAR T toxicity across subgroups 

Best response 
De novo  
DLBCL 
N=420 

PMBCL 
N=26 

t-FL 
N=130 

t-NFL 
N=38 

p-value1 
t-MZL 
N=17 

RS 
N=13 

t-other 
N=8 

Grade 3+ CRS 
20/420 
(4.8%) 

3/26 
(11.5%) 

7/130  
(5.4%) 

2/38  
(5.3%) 

0.43 
2/17  

(11.8%) 
0/13 
(0%) 

0/8 
(0%) 

Any grade CRS2 
272/319 
(85.3%) 

22/26 
(84.6%) 

75/98 
(76.5%) 

19/26 
(73.1%) 

0.11 
11/13 

(84.6%) 
4/6 

(66.7%) 
4/7 

(57.1%) 

Grade 3+ ICANS 
66/420 
(15.7%) 

5/26 
(19.2%) 

21/130 
(16.2%) 

3/38 
(7.9%) 

0.55 
1/17 

(5.9%) 
2/13  

(15.4%) 
0/8 
(0%) 

Any grade ICANS2 
132/319 
(41.4%) 

9/26 
(34.6%) 

35/98 
(35.7%) 

5/26 
(19.2%) 

0.13 
2/13 

(15.4%) 
3/6 

(50.0%) 
0/7 
(0%) 

Steroids used 
119/274 
(43.4%) 

9/23 
(39.1%) 

36/77 
(46.8%) 

3/19 
(15.8%) 

0.088 
3/13 

(23.1%) 
0/1 
(0%) 

0/5  
(0%) 

Tocilizumab used 
199/274 
(72.6%) 

16/23 
(69.6%) 

53/78 
(68.0%) 

11/19 
(57.9%) 

0.48 
7/13 

(53.9%) 
1/1 

(100%) 
3/5 

(60.0%) 

ICU admission 
69/244 
(28.3%) 

7/23 
(30.4%) 

16/73 
(21.9%) 

3/18 
(16.7%) 

0.55 
3/13 

(23.1%) 
0/1 
(0%) 

0/4 
(0%) 

Grade 3+ 
thrombocytopenia  
1 month3 

57/146 
(39.0%) 

6/17 
(35.3%) 

26/54 
(48.2%) 

5/10 
(50.0%) 

0.59 
4/6 

(66.8%) 
- 

1/4 
(25.0%) 

Grade 3+ neutropenia  
1 month3 

68/145 
(46.9%) 

7/16 
(43.8%) 

26/53 
(49.1%) 

5/9 
(55.6%) 

0.94 
3/5 

(60.0%) 
- 

2/4 
(50.0%) 

Grade 3+ 
thrombocytopenia  
3 months3 

9/81 
(11.1%) 

2/11 
(18.2%) 

6/37 
(16.2%) 

2/5 
(40.0%) 

0.23 
1/3 

(33.3) 
- 

1/2 
(50.0%) 

Grade 3+ neutropenia  
3 months3 

15/81 
(18.5%) 

2/11 
(18.2%) 

7/37 
(18.9%) 

2/5 
(40.0%) 

0.63 
1/3 

(33.3) 
- 

1/2 
(50.0%) 

1Fisher’s exact test comparing rates in de novo DLBCL/PMBCL/t-FL and t-NFL groups. 2Any grade: chi-squared for trend 0.13 
(CRS), 0.036 (ICANS: lower grades in t-NFL patients, p=0.30 if these patients are excluded). 3Thrombocytopenia and 
Neutropenia rates exclude patients who have relapsed by each timepoint. 

 

 

 

 

 


