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Abstract 1 

Weekly blood Toxoplasma gondii DNA screening using real-time quantitative polymerase chain 2 

reaction (qPCR) has been implemented in all allogeneic hematopoietic stem cell transplantation 3 

(alloHSCT) recipients at our hospital. We retrospectively analyzed the consequences of a positive blood 4 

qPCR in the management of Toxoplasma infection (TI) and disease (TD). 5 

From 2011 to 2020, 52 (4.13%) of 1 257 alloHSCT recipients had at least one positive qPCR, 45 (3.5%) 6 

with TI and seven (0.56%) with TD (central nervous system involvement). Forty-four patients were 7 

qPCR-positive before day 100, 30 without and 14 with anti-Toxoplasma prophylaxis. Twenty-five of 8 

them (56.8%) started or continued prophylactic dosage treatment: all became qPCR-negative, including 9 

20 (80%) receiving only prophylactic dosage treatment. Twenty-four of them (54.5%) received non-10 

prophylactic dosage treatment: qPCR became negative in 22/24 (91.7%), while TI contributed to death 11 

in two cases. Six of the eight patients diagnosed after D100 were breakthrough TI or TD. No death was 12 

attributable to TI or TD. qPCR kinetics available for 24 patients increased until anti-Toxoplasma 13 

treatment began, then decreased with all treatment regimens. 14 

Clinical follow-up and qPCR monitoring with quantification of the parasitic load appears a reasonable 15 

strategy to avoid TD and to use minimal effective dosage of anti-Toxoplasma treatments. 16 

 17 
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Introduction 1 

Toxoplasmosis is a zoonosis caused by Toxoplasma gondii, an intracellular coccidian parasite with 2 

numerous warm-blood intermediate hosts, and cats as the definite host. In humans, primary infection 3 

occurs after ingestion of cysts-containing undercooked meat or oocysts from the environment. Primary 4 

infection, usually asymptomatic, leads to the latency of bradyzoites in astrocytes, retina cells and 5 

muscles. In immunocompromised patients, toxoplasmosis mainly results from reactivation of latent 6 

cysts and its incidence depends on geographical endemicity, highly dependent on culinary habits. 7 

Toxoplasmosis in allogeneic hematopoietic stem cell transplantation (alloHSCT) recipients remains a 8 

matter of concern (1). Prophylaxis using trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole (TMP/SMX) is recommended 9 

in seropositive patients (2,3), but usually postponed until engraftment, for fear of possible hematological 10 

toxicity. Most cases occur between day 20 (D20) and D180 post-alloHSCT (4–6), but later or sooner 11 

occurrences have been reported (7). Outcomes were particularly dismal before the 2000s, with an 12 

estimated attributable mortality rate over 50%, probably due to a late diagnosis (8–10). Early 13 

Toxoplasma detection, using real-time quantitative polymerase chain reaction (qPCR) monitoring, has 14 

enabled the incidence of Toxoplasma disease and subsequent mortality to decrease. Indeed, circulating 15 

DNA detection usually precedes symptoms by 14-16 days (4,6,11). However, qPCR screening leads to 16 

the observation of qPCR-positive poorly symptomatic or asymptomatic patients: clinicians can then be 17 

reluctant to prescribe drugs possibly responsible for hematological toxicity (TMP/SMX or other 18 

sulfonamides) (12). Moreover, it is not yet known if all qPCR-positive patients will develop Toxoplasma 19 

disease in the absence of specific treatment, and there are no data and no recommendations on the best 20 

therapeutic option for asymptomatic patients with positive qPCR. 21 

In our center, a strategy of weekly Toxoplasma qPCR screening of all alloHSCT recipients has been 22 

implemented for more than 10 years. The aims of this observational monocentric retrospective study 23 

were to describe the epidemiology of toxoplasmosis in alloHSCT recipients, and anti-Toxoplasma 24 

treatment in qPCR-positive patients. 25 

 26 

Patients and methods 27 

Patients and definitions 28 
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The study was conducted in the JACIE- (Joint Accreditation Committee for International Society for 1 

Cell and Gene Therapy (ISCT) Europe) and EBMT- (European Society for Blood and Marrow 2 

Transplantation) accredited hematology transplantation ward at Saint-Louis Hospital (Paris, France). 3 

AlloHSCT recipients transplanted between January 2011 and December 2020 were included. Data were 4 

collected from the PROMISE database and local medical records. 5 

Toxoplasma infection (TI) and disease (TD) were defined according to the European Society for Blood 6 

and Marrow Transplant-Infectious Diseases Working Party guidelines (4,13). TI was defined as ≥ one 7 

positive PCR test from blood in a patient without evidence of organ involvement, with or without fever. 8 

TD was defined as definite (histological evidence), probable (clinical and radiological evidence plus ≥ 9 

one positive PCR test from blood, cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) or bronchoalveolar lavage fluid (BAL), and 10 

absence of other pathogen), or possible (suggestive imaging and response to specific treatment, but no 11 

laboratory evidence). The day of the first positive qPCR was defined as the day of TI or TD diagnosis. 12 

Mortality was considered toxoplasmosis-attributable if it occurred with positive qPCR or compatible 13 

clinical signs, and in the absence of alternative diagnosis. Toxoplasmosis was considered as a death-14 

contributing factor if qPCR remained positive while the patient died for another identified cause (13). 15 

 16 

Microbiological and diagnostic investigations 17 

Prior to alloHSCT, an anti-Toxoplasma immunoglobulin-G (IgG) assay was systematically performed 18 

(Platelia Toxo IgG TMB BIORAD until 2014 and ARCHITECT Toxo IgG thereafter) in donors and 19 

recipients (recipient within three months and donor within 28 days, respectively). The in-house qPCR 20 

targeted the Toxoplasma-specific AF 146527 DNA sequence (14) with an internal control (Simplexa™ 21 

Extraction & Amplification Control, Focus Diagnostics). qPCR monitoring was performed weekly on 22 

venous blood samples (1 ml), regardless of serological status from alloHSCT until D100, and thereafter 23 

at the discretion of the physician in cases of graft-versus-host-disease (GVHD), prolonged 24 

immunosuppression, or hospitalization (2,15). qPCR results were expressed as a quantification cycle 25 

(Cq) (16), with a low parasitic load corresponding to Cqs between 36 and 45. The laboratory subscribed 26 

to an independent external quality control for both Toxoplasma serology (Centre Toulousain pour le 27 
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contrôle de qualité en Biologie clinique, France) and qPCR (Quality Control for Molecular Diagnostics, 1 

Glasgow, Scotland, United Kingdom). 2 

In cases of positive Toxoplasma qPCR, the decision over whether to perform a diagnostic work-up was 3 

made by the physician in charge and usually included a central nervous system (CNS) computed-4 

tomography (CT-scan) or magnetic-resonance imaging, thorax and abdomen CT-scans and fundus 5 

ophthalmoscopy. Blood control qPCR was performed once to twice weekly after the first positive 6 

sample. 7 

 8 

Anti-Toxoplasma prophylaxes and treatment (Table 1) 9 

Toxoplasma gondii and Pneumocystis jirovecii prophylaxis was given to all patients after engraftment. 10 

Prophylaxis in our center was pyrimethamine/sulfadoxine (P/So) until commercialization ceased in 2017 11 

(15,17). From then on, the most used prophylaxis has been TMP/SMX. However, atovaquone was 12 

preferentially used in patients with cytopenia, due to concerns about the possible hematological toxicity 13 

of TMP/SMX (12). The therapeutic option was led by the treating physician. Since qPCR was performed 14 

as a screening test before D100 and according to clinical suspicion later, we separated the two situations 15 

for further analyses.  16 

 17 

Ethical consideration 18 

The Institutional Review Board approved this study of the Saint-Louis Hospital. All patients gave their 19 

written consent for data collection. The study followed the Declaration of Helsinki. 20 

 21 

Statistical analyses 22 

Continuous variables are expressed as median [IQR] and compared using Dunn’s test with Bonferroni 23 

correction. Categorical variables are expressed as frequencies (percentages) and compared using 24 

Fisher’s test. All analyses were performed using SAS version 9.4.6 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA). 25 

A two-tailed significance level p<0.05 was used. 26 

 27 

Results 28 
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Study population and toxoplasmosis incidence 1 

During the 10-year study period, 1 258 alloHSCTs were performed, including 1 257 donor/recipient 2 

(D/R) couples with available pre-alloHSCT Toxoplasma gondii serology. Anti-Toxoplasma IgG were 3 

positive in 734 recipients (58.3%) and 379 donors (30.1%). Excluding 65 cord blood alloHSCTs, anti-4 

Toxoplasma IgG were positive in 264/579 (45.6%) of related and in 114/613 (18.6%) of unrelated adult 5 

donors. The D/R combinations were 272 (21.6%) D+/R+, 462 (36.8%) D-/R+, 107 (8.5%) D+/R-, and 6 

416 (33.1%) D-/R-. The median age of the 1 257 patients was 45.6 years [IQR: 28-58]: 31 [IQR: 21-46] 7 

for T. gondii seronegative patients and 53 [IQR: 40-55] for seropositive patients. Overall mortality at 8 

D100 and one year after alloHSCT were 135/1 257 (10.7%) and 309/1 257 (24.6%) for the entire cohort, 9 

and 127/1 205 (10.5%) and 291/1 205 (24.1%) for the qPCR-negative patients, respectively.  10 

During the study period, 22 154 qPCR tests were performed (median/patient: 15 [IQR: 9-21]) without 11 

significant variation according to the year of sampling. In total, 52 patients (4.13%) had at least one 12 

T. gondii positive qPCR, i.e. a mean of five cases a year.  13 

 14 

Characteristics of the 52 T. gondii positive qPCR patients (Table 2 and supplementary Table 1) 15 

Thirty-one patients were male (56.9%), and median age at alloHSCT was 42 [IQR: 16-52]. Before 16 

alloHSCT, five patients were anti-Toxoplasma IgG negative. Two seropositive patients had a previous 17 

Toxoplasma reactivation before alloHSCT (one qPCR-positive during a septic shock treated by 18 

TMP/SMX and one ocular toxoplasmosis treated by atovaquone, seven and three months before 19 

alloHSCT, respectively). Forty-five patients had TI and seven had CNS TD (3.5% and 0.56% of 1 257 20 

alloHSCT recipients, respectively). The seven TD were probable (CSF qPCR was positive in the two 21 

lumbar punctures performed) and the positive blood qPCR anticipated the diagnosis of cerebral 22 

involvement in all cases. Twenty-two (42.3%) patients died a median of 155 days (IQR [77-253]) after 23 

alloHSCT: toxoplasmosis contributed to death in two TI and one TD, respectively. In patients diagnosed 24 

before D100, the overall mortality rate was 43% (19/44), and 64% (9/14) in patients with anti-25 

Toxoplasma prophylaxis.  26 

Forty-four out of 52 patients (84.6%) were qPCR-positive before D100, 30/44 (68.2%) without anti-27 

Toxoplasma prophylaxis (28 TI, 2 TD) and 14/44 (31.8%) with prophylaxis (12 TI, 2 TD). The first 28 
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qPCR-positive result was observed sooner after alloHSCT in patients without prophylaxis than with 1 

prophylaxis (median: 19 days [IQR: 14-25] vs. 48 days [IQR: 28-61], p= 0.0003). The median number 2 

of positive qPCR and the median time from first-positive to first-negative qPCR were not significantly 3 

different between patients with or without prophylaxis. 4 

Eight out of 52 patients (15.4%) were qPCR-positive after D100, while receiving steroids for GVHD 5 

(n= 7) or chemotherapy for post-transplant acute lymphoblastic leukemia relapse (n= 1). In six cases out 6 

of eight (75%), qPCR was performed as part of a systematic screening for outpatients (n= 3) or inpatients 7 

(hospitalized for GVHD in two cases and sepsis in one case). In the other two out of eight cases (25%), 8 

qPCR was performed for neurological symptoms. In total after D100, five patients (63%) had TI and 9 

three (37%) had TD.  10 

 11 

Analysis of qPCR results according to treatment 12 

Diagnosis before D100 (Figure 1). 13 

Out of the 44 patients diagnosed before D100, 30 patients had no prophylaxis. Two of them (7%) became 14 

spontaneously qPCR-negative on a second evaluation, but were nevertheless subsequently started on 15 

prophylactic treatment and qPCR remained negative. For the other 28 patients, a second qPCR showed 16 

an increased parasitic load. Fifteen out of 28 patients (53.6%) received pre-emptive treatment at 17 

prophylactic dosage: all patients eventually became PCR-negative, including five after a change to non-18 

prophylactic dosage treatment. Treatment was well tolerated without toxicity-related withdrawal. 19 

Thirteen out of 28 patients (46.4%) received pre-emptive treatment at non-prophylactic dosage: two 20 

patients with TI died of GVHD with persistently positive Toxoplasma qPCR, while 11 patients (nine TI 21 

and two CNS TD) became qPCR-negative (including one after change from intermediate to high dosage 22 

treatment). Treatment was changed for toxicity in three cases and suspicion of P/Sa malabsorption in 23 

one case. The detailed prescriptions and outcomes are reported in Figure 1.  24 

For the 14 qPCR-positive patients while receiving anti-Toxoplasma prophylaxis (Figure 2), the first 25 

qPCR was positive a median of 18 days [IQR: 8-34] after prophylaxis started. Prophylaxis was not 26 

modified in 8/14 (57%) TI patients, and all became PCR-negative. Prophylaxis was changed to pre-27 

emptive non-prophylactic treatment in 6/14 (43%) cases, including two CNS TD. All patients eventually 28 
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became qPCR-negative and both cases with CNS TD resolved (including one after a change of high-1 

dosage treatment). Treatment was changed for toxicity in one case.  2 

In total, all 25/44 patients (56.8%) who started or continued prophylactic dosage treatment became 3 

qPCR-negative: 20/25 (80%) received only prophylactic dosage treatment, and 5/25 (20%) needed 4 

treatment increase to non-prophylactic dosage. In total, 24/44 patients (54.5%) received non-5 

prophylactic dosage treatment: qPCR became negative in 22/24 cases (91.7%), while TI contributed to 6 

death in two cases. No death was attributable to TI or TD. 7 

 8 

Diagnosis after D100 (n=8) 9 

Toxoplasma gondii qPCR was positive after D100 in eight patients (Figure 3). One patient with TI and 10 

one with TD without prophylaxis received pyrimethamine/sulfadiazine (P/Sa) at non-prophylactic 11 

dosage. Both patients died, and CNS TD contributed to death in one case. Breakthrough TI (n=4) or TD 12 

(n=2) occurred in six patients while receiving P/So (n= 1) or prophylactic TMP/SMX (n= 5). Three 13 

patients remained on prophylaxis and all became qPCR-negative. Three patients were changed from 14 

prophylaxis to pre-emptive treatment at non-prophylactic dosage, and all became qPCR-negative. 15 

Treatment was changed for toxicity in four cases.  16 

 17 

DNA load kinetic (Figure 4) 18 

We were able to analyze the parasitic load of 24 patients with a qPCR result available either on the day 19 

of treatment implementation or the previous day, and a qPCR result within seven days before and after 20 

treatment began. Before treatment, the median decrease of the Cq values was 1 Cq/day [0.5-1.5] (i.e., a 21 

median increase of 4.0 [1.1-30.3] parasites/ml of blood/day). After treatment, assuming that the 22 

regression was linear between two points, the median increase was 1.2 Cq/day [0.4-2.3] (i.e., a median 23 

decrease of 2.8 [1.1-13.8] parasites/ml of blood/day (after calculation performed as in (14)). The results 24 

are presented in Figure 4 according to the anti-Toxoplasma treatment and dosage, without a significant 25 

difference on the kinetics. 26 

 27 

Discussion 28 
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Despite the high prevalence of anti-Toxoplasma IgG positivity (58.3% of alloHSCT recipients), 1 

toxoplasmosis was infrequent in our 10 year-long study, with 0.56% and 3.5% of our patients diagnosed 2 

with TI and TD, respectively. The overall prevalence of 4.13% is close to the prevalence reported in the 3 

most recent studies (3.9-4.1%) (7,18,19), whereas older studies reported higher figures, from 8.7 to 4 

18.6% (4,6,20–22). This decrease can be ascribed to the decreasing seroprevalence in the general 5 

population, due to changes in lifestyle and food consumption (23). Other potential sources of differences 6 

include the seropositivity prevalence in the considered country (24), the screened population (only 7 

seropositive or all alloHSCT recipients (19)), the PCR assay used (the AF146527 DNA sequence being 8 

more sensitive than the B1 gene (25)), the number of positive PCR results considered for diagnosis (≥2 9 

in (18), versus ≥1 in others), and the frequency of sampling (usually once weekly). Finally, it can also 10 

be simply ascribed to a better acceptance of TMP/SMX as prophylaxis of both toxoplasmosis and 11 

pneumocystosis (21). 12 

In our cohort, the first positive qPCR during systematic screening was mainly observed (30/44= 68.2%) 13 

before prophylaxis started, as previously reported (7,19,21). A second qPCR with an increased parasitic 14 

load definitively advocated for an ongoing multiplication of the parasite, and therefore prompt pre-15 

emptive treatment. Moreover, the decrease of the parasitic load following treatment implementation was 16 

indicative of drug effectiveness (26). Therefore, the qPCR screening is of utmost importance before 17 

prophylaxis is begun, or when the center policy is to avoid TMP/SMX (18). 18 

We confirm that systematic qPCR screening is associated with a better prognosis of toxoplasmosis (6), 19 

as no death was directly attributable to toxoplasmosis in our cohort. However, the prognosis of our 20 

patients was still dismal, with an overall mortality rate of 43% in patients diagnosed before D100. This 21 

conclusion differs from that of Conrad et al., who reported a toxoplasmosis-attributable mortality of 22 

43.5% (19). In our cohort, the decrease of the parasitic load definitively shows that the anti-Toxoplasma 23 

treatment was effective in controlling the parasite growth, acknowledging this is not sufficient to avoid 24 

death (GVHD was the main cause of death in our cohort, as already described (27)). 25 

We report the occurrence of breakthrough TI and TD in 20 patients receiving prophylaxis (including 26 

TMP/SMX in 11 and five cases before and after D100, respectively), although it is hard to evaluate 27 

observance for cases occurring late after alloHSCT. Hypotheses are that the usual prophylaxis dosage 28 
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is suboptimal to control the parasite, or that gut GVHD alters prophylactic treatment absorption. One 1 

can also wonder if the qPCR-positivity in these cases can be considered as a marker of global frailty and 2 

immunosuppression, placing these patients into a population at high risk of death. 3 

If one can reach a consensus on the use of qPCR for screening alloHSCT recipients, there are no definite 4 

recommendations concerning drugs and dosage. Firstly, some patients can become spontaneously 5 

qPCR-negative. This can be expected in cases of a parasitic load at the limit of detection of the qPCR 6 

and one can wait for a second positive result before starting anti-Toxoplasma treatment, as proposed by 7 

Aerts et al. (18). In the case of a negative control qPCR, the hypothesis would be that these patients have 8 

cleared the infection, thanks to anti-Toxoplasma immune recovery. For the two patients in our case, we 9 

still decided to introduce prophylactic treatment, whereas Aerts et al. do not propose specific treatment 10 

(18). Secondly, some patients can control TI with a prophylactic dosage treatment (80% of patients in 11 

this study receiving prophylactic dosage treatment became qPCR-negative without a need for treatment 12 

increase to non-prophylactic dosage), whereas others need non-prophylactic dosage treatment. The 13 

introduction of a pre-emptive treatment at a prophylactic or intermediate dosage can be regarded as a 14 

reasonable option when associated with close clinical and qPCR monitoring integrating parasitic load 15 

quantification. 16 

Most cases were diagnosed among donor negative/recipient positive alloHSCT, as already reported 17 

(10,13,19,21,28,29), confirming that reactivation is the main explanation for T. gondii infection: this 18 

raises the issue of whether or not to include the seronegative patients into the qPCR screening strategy 19 

(10,13,19,21,28–30). In our cohort, four TI and one TD occurred in pre-alloHSCT seronegative patients, 20 

i.e. a prevalence among seronegative recipients of 1%. One hypothesis for this finding is false-negative 21 

serology, due to an impaired or waning immunity, knowing that transmission of infection via the graft 22 

is also possible, although never demonstrated (10,19,28,29,31). When feasible, a negative pre-alloHSCT 23 

serology should be controlled on a previous sample, dating from the hematological malignancy 24 

diagnosis. To include or not seronegative patients in the screening is a cost-effectiveness issue that 25 

should be balanced with local seroprevalence, available financial resources and the risk of missing 26 

Toxoplasma disease, knowing that the seronegative population is growing (23). 27 
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The strength of our study is the large size of our cohort and the systematic screening of all alloHSCT 1 

recipients over a 10-year period, using similar serological and molecular tools. However, the 2 

retrospective nature of our study is a limit: sampling was not performed similarly in all patients, making 3 

it difficult to interpret the kinetics of the parasitic load. Similarly, therapeutic attitudes were dependent 4 

on physician decisions, in the absence of clear recommendations on the molecules and doses to be used. 5 

Despite these limits, in cases of asymptomatic TI diagnosed before the start of prophylaxis, the 6 

introduction of a pre-emptive treatment at a prophylactic or intermediate dosage could lead to T. gondii 7 

control: this strategy could decrease the potential toxicity of P/Sa or high-dose TMP/SMX treatments. 8 

When occurring in patients already receiving anti-Toxoplasma prophylaxis, one can also propose 9 

continuing prophylaxis, without necessarily increasing treatment dosage or changing molecules, with 10 

close clinical and qPCR monitoring. 11 

In conclusion, in this large cohort of alloHSCT recipients with systematic Toxoplasma gondii qPCR 12 

screening until D100, we report a 4.13% prevalence of toxoplasmosis, with a no attributable mortality. 13 

It is important to start qPCR screening before engraftment, since most of our cases occurred before D30 14 

and to continue until D100, then according to clinical suspicion. Optimal treatment dosage in 15 

asymptomatic qPCR-positive patients remains to be established, both in cases of the patient receiving 16 

prophylaxis or not. In any case, we advocate for a close monitoring of the parasitic load using qPCR to 17 

adjust therapeutic attitudes. 18 

  19 
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Table 1: Molecules and dosages used for Toxoplasma prophylaxis and treatment 1 

Dosage / treatment Prophylactic Non-prophylactic 

  Intermediate High 

TMP/SMX 400 mg/d or 800 mg/d given three days/week 800-1 600 mg/d 2 400-4 800 mg/d 

P/So 1 500 mg/75 mg once weekly   

Atovaquone 750 mg bid   

P/Sa   P: 50-100 mg 

Sa: 4 000-6 000 mg/d 

 2 

Abbreviations: d: day; mg: milligrams; P: pyrimethamine; Sa: sulfadiazine; So: sulfadoxine; 3 

TMP/SMX: trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole 4 
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Table 2: Characteristics of the 52 T. gondii positive qPCR patients according to the time of qPCR-1 

positivity and the presence or not of prophylaxis at the first qPCR-positive result 2 

 3 

 Total ≤ D100, w/o 
prophylaxis 

≤ D100 
with prophylaxis 

> D100 

Number of episodes 52 30 (57.7) 14 (26.9) 8 (15.4) 

Patients features, n (%)     

Male gender, n (%) 31 (59.6) 16 (53.3) 10 (71.4) 5 (62.5) 

Median age at alloHSCT, yrs [IQR] 42 [28-52] 42 [25-52] 40 [30-52] 46 [36-51] 

Underlying hematological 
condition 

    

Acute myeloid leukemia 21 (40.4) 10 (33.3) 6 (42.9) 5 (62.5) 

Acute lymphoblastic leukemia 8 (15.4) 5 (16.7) 2 (14.3) 1 (12.5) 

Myelodysplastic syndrome 4 (7.7) 3 (10) 1 (7.1) 0 

Myeloproliferative neoplasm 9 (17.3) 8 (26.7) 1 (7.1) 0 

Non-Hodgkin lymphoma 2 (3.8) 0 1 (7.1) 1 (12.5) 

Hodgkin lymphoma 1 (1.9) 1 (3.3) 0 0 

Sickle cell disease 3 (5.8) 2 (6.7) 1 (7.1) 0 

Others* 4 (7.7) 1 (3.3) 2 (14.3) 1 (12.5) 

D / R T. gondii IgG, n (%)     

D unknown / R negative 1 (1.9) 0 0 1 (12.5) 

D positive / R positive 7 (13.5) 5 (16.7) 1 (7.1) 1 (12.5) 

D negative / R positive 40 (76.9) 25 (83.3) 10 (71.4) 5 (62.5) 

D positive / R negative  2 (3.8) 0 1 (7.1) 1 (12.5) 

D negative / R negative 2 (3.8) 0 2 (14.3) 0 

Positive T. gondii qPCR results     

Median number, n [IQR] 2 [1-4] 3 [2-4] 1.5 [1-4] 1.5 [1-2] 

Median days from alloHSCT to first 
positive qPCR, [IQR] 

26 [17-60] 19 [14-25] 48 [28-61] 202 [163-282] 

D0 to D30, n (%) 30 (57.7) 25 (83.3) 5 (35.7) N/A 

D31 to D100, n (%) 14 (26.9) 5 (16.7) 9 (64.3) N/A 

Median days from first positive to 
first negative qPCR**, [IQR] 

11 [7-17] 12 [7-15.5] 11 [6-18] 11 [7-18)] 

T. gondii infection, n (%) 45 (86.5) 28 (93.3) 12 (85.7) 5 (62.5) 
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T. gondii disease, n (%) 7 (13.5) 2 (6.7) 2 (14.3) 3 (37.5) 

Toxoplasmosis-attributable death, n 
(%) 

0 N/A N/A N/A 

Death-contributing TI or TD, n (%) 3 (5.8) 2 (6.7) 0 1 (12.5) 

 1 

Abbreviations; alloHSCT: allogeneic hematopoietic stem cell transplantation; D: donor; IQR: 2 

interquartile range; N/A: not applicable; qPCR: quantitative polymerase chain reaction; R: recipient; TI: 3 

Toxoplasma infection; TD: Toxoplasma disease; w/o: without; yrs: years. 4 

* Aplastic anemia (n= 3), primary immune deficiency (n= 1) 5 

** Three missing data 6 

  7 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted October 11, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.24.22276811doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.24.22276811


20 
 

Supplementary Table 1: Additional characteristics of the 52 T. gondii positive qPCR patients 1 

according to the time of qPCR-positivity and the presence or not of prophylaxis at the first qPCR-2 

positive result 3 

 4 

  Total ≤ D100, w/o 
prophylaxis 

≤ D100 
with prophylaxis 

W/o vs. with 
prophylaxis,  

Adjusted p-value 
(Bonferroni-

Dunn) 

>D100 

Number of episodes  52 30 (57.7) 14 (26.9)   8 
Patients features, n (%)      
Donor type     

0.63 

 
   Matched related  11 (21.2) 5 (16.7) 4 (28.6) 2 (25.0) 
   Matched unrelated 19 (36.5) 12 (40.0) 3 (21.4) 4 (50.0) 
   Mismatched unrelated 18 (34.6) 11 (36.7) 6 (42.9) 1 (12.5) 
   Haplo-identical 3 (5.8) 2 (6.7) 1 (7.1) 0 
   Unknown 1 (1.9) 0 0 1 (12.5) 
Conditioning regimen     

0.61 

 
   Myelo-ablative 23 (44.2) 14 (46.7) 7 (50.0) 2 (25.0) 
   Reduced-intensity 26 (50.0) 14 (46.7) 7 (50.0) 5 (62.5) 
   Sequential 3 (5.8) 2 (6.7) 0 1 (12.5) 
   Including anti-
thymoglobulin / 
alemtuzumab 

39 (75.0) 26 (86.7) 8 (57.1) 5 (62.5) 

Stem cell source    

0.24 

 
   Peripheral blood  40 (76.9) 22 (73.3) 10 (71.4) 8 (100) 
    Bone marrow 7 (13.5) 6 (20) 1 (7.1) 0 
   Cord blood 5 (9.6) 2 (6.7) 3 (21.4) 0 
Characteristics at first 
positive qPCR      

Median age (yrs) [IQR] 42 [28-52] 42 [25-52] 40 [30-52] 1 46 [37-52] 
Relapse after alloHSCT 8 (15.4) 4 (13.3) 3 (21.4) 0.66 1 (12.5) 

Median time from 
alloHSCT to relapse (days) 

177  
[99-381]  

262  
[140-472]  

199  
[149-307]  1 92 

TI/TD after relapse 1 (1.9)  0  0  NA 1 (12.5) 
Died after alloHSCT 22 (42.3) 10 (33.3) 9 (64.3) 0.1 3 (37.5) 
Median time from 
alloHSCT to death (days) 

155 [77-
253] 66 [50-173] 182 [139-234]  1 259 [204-445] 

Cause of death       

0.45 

 
   GVHD 10 (19.2) 5 (16.7) 5 (35.7) 2 (25.0) 
   GVHD and TI 2 (3.8) 2 (6.7) 0 0 
   Relapse 3 (5.8) 1 (3.3) 2 (14.3) 0 
   Relapse and TD (CNS) 1 (1.9) 0 0 1 (12.5) 
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   Other infection 6 (11.5) 4 (13.3) 2 (14.3) 0 

Chemotherapy  1 (1.9) 0  0  NA 1 (12.5) 
Immunosuppressive 
treatment  50 (96.2) 28 (93.3) 14 (100) 1 7 (87.5) 

   Steroids 23 (44.2) 10 (33.3) 6 (42.9) 0.73 7 (87.5) 
   Calcineurin inhibitor 37 (71.1) 22 (73.3) 10 (71.4) 1 4 (50.0) 
   Mycophenolate mofetil 13 (25) 13 (43.3) 0  0.0034 2 (25.0) 
   Ruxolitinib 2 (3.8) 0  2 (14.3) 0.09 2 (25.0) 
   Anti-TNF 2 (3.8) 0  1 (7.1) 0.31 1 (12.5) 
   Everolimus 3 (5.8) 0  2 (14.3) 0.09 1 (12.5) 
   ≥ 2 immunosuppressants  28 (53.8) 17 (56.7) 5 (35.7) 0.33 6 (75.0) 
   Steroids + ≥ 1 
immunosuppressant 17 (32.7) 7 (28.3) 5 (35.7) 0.47 7 (87.5) 

Median gamma globulin 
level (g/L) 

5.05 [3.1-
7.1] 6 [4.7-6.9]  3.5 [2.5-8.6]  1 3 [1.8-4.8] 

Median white blood cells 
(G/L) 

2.9 [0.9-
5.9]  1.2 [0.1-3.7]  4.9 [2.3-7.2]  1 5.3 [3-6.6] 

Median peripheral blood 
lymphocytes (G/L) 0.2 [0-0.5]  0.1 [0-0.25]  0.4 [0.1-1.1]  0.024 0.75 [0.4-1.1] 

T. gondii infection  45 (86.5) 28 (93.3) 12 (85.7) 

0.51 

5 (62.5) 
T. gondii disease (CNS) 7 (13.5) 2 (6.7) 2 (14.3) 3 (37.5) 
     Neurological symptoms 3 (5.8)      1 (12.5) 
Symptoms at first positive 
qPCR 11 (20.8) 6 (20.0) 1 (7.1) 4 (50.0) 

   Fever 9 (17.3) 4 (13.3)  1 (7.1)  4 (50.0) 
Radiologic work-up not 
performed (no symptoms) 20 (38.5) 10 (33.3) 8 (57.1)   2 (25.0) 

Radiologic work-up 
performed 33 (63.5) 20 (66.7) 6 (42.9)   6 (75.0) 

   CNS MRI 22 (42.3) 13 (43.3) 5 (35.7)   4 (50.0) 
        including abnormal 
CNS MRI findings 7 (13.5) 2 (6.7) 2 (14.3)   3 (37.5) 

   CNS TDM 7 (13.5) 5 (16.7) 1 (7.1)   1 (12.5) 
        including abnormal 
CNS TDM findings 0  0  0    0 

   Thoraco-abdominal TDM 22 (42.3) 15 (50.0) 5 (35.7)   2 (12.0) 
        including 
toxoplasmosis-related 
abnormal findings 

0 0  0    0 

   Ophthalmological 
examination  10 (19.2) 6 (20.0) 2 (14.3)   2 (25.0) 

        including 
toxoplasmosis-related 
abnormal findings 

0  0  0    0 

1 
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Abbreviations: alloHSCT: allogeneic hematopoietic stem cell transplantation; CNS: central nervous 1 

system; D: donor; GVHD: graft-versus-host disease; IQR: interquartile range; MRI: magnetic resonance 2 

imaging; qPCR: quantitative polymerase chain reaction; R: recipient; TD: Toxoplasma disease; TDM: 3 

tomodensitometry; TI: Toxoplasma infection; TNF: tumor-necrosis factor; vs: versus; w/o: without; yrs: 4 

years 5 

 6 
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Figure legends 1 

 2 

Figure 1: Positive Toxoplasma qPCR before D100 in patients without anti-Toxoplasma 3 

prophylaxisFigure 2: Positive Toxoplasma qPCR before D100 in patients receiving anti-4 

Toxoplasma prophylaxis 5 

 6 

Figure 3: Positive Toxoplasma qPCR after D100 7 

 8 

Figure 4: Evolution of Toxoplasma gondii DNA load by qPCR on blood sample in 24 patients 9 

without anti-Toxoplasma prophylaxis, diagnosed before D100 with TI (n= 22) or TD (n= 2). 10 

Figure 4a: 14 patients received pre-emptive treatment at prophylactic dosage (prophylactic 11 

TMP/SMX, n= 13 and atovaquone, n= 1 (P#11)) 12 

Figure 4b: Four patients received pre-emptive treatment at non-prophylactic dosage with 13 

intermediate dosage TMP/SMX (800-1600mg/day). P#4 died of GVHD with persistently positive 14 

qPCR 15 

Figure 4c: Six patients received pre-emptive treatment at non-prophylactic dosage with high 16 

dosage TMP/SMX (n= 2, P#13 and 14) or P/Sa (n= 4). P#14 died of GVHD with persistently 17 

positive qPCR.  18 

19 
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Figure 1 1 

Abbreviations: AE: adverse event; ATO: atovaquone; CNS: central nervous system; CR: complete 2 

remission: d: day; IV: intra-venous; neg: negative; P: pyrimethamine; pos: positive; Sa: sulfadiazine; 3 

So: sulfadoxine; TD: Toxoplasma disease; TMP/SMX: trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole; ttt: treatment. 4 

Treatment length before PCR-negativity is indicated in brackets.  5 

 6 

Figure 2 7 

Abbreviations: AE: adverse event; ATO: atovaquone; CNS: central nervous system; CR: complete 8 

remission: d: day; IV: intra-venous; neg: negative; P: pyrimethamine; pos: positive; Sa: sulfadiazine; 9 

So: sulfadoxine; TD: Toxoplasma disease; TMP/SMX: trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole; ttt: treatment. 10 

Treatment length before PCR-negativity is indicated in brackets.  11 

 12 

Figure 3  13 

Abbreviations: ALL: acute lymphoblastic leukemia; CR: complete remission: CNS: central nervous 14 

system; d: day; GVHD: graft-versus-host-disease; P: pyrimethamine; Sa: sulfadiazine; So: 15 

sulfadoxine; TMP/SMX: trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole; Treatment length before PCR-negativity is 16 

indicated in brackets. 17 

*TMP/SMX changed to P/So in one patient as P/So commercialization stopped at that time.  18 

 19 

Figure 4:  20 

From a starting sample with 45 Cq value corresponding to no detectable circulating DNA, patients had 21 

a decrease of Cq values (i.e. an increase of blood parasite load) until the day of pre-emptive treatment 22 

(D0), followed by an increase of Cq values (i.e. the decrease of blood parasite load) until negation or a 23 

persistent parasite load in two patients (P#29 and P#14) 24 

 25 

 26 

 27 
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