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OBJECTIVES METHODS

Hemophilia A patients receiving FVIl — Ten non-bleeding severe FVIII deficient
prophylaxis have a wide inter-individual  patients received prophylactic FVIII (mean
variation In clinical bleeding phenotype  gose 32.1 IU/kg) and blood was collected at
that i1s not well characterized by FVIII:C. baseline and 0.5, 1. 2. 4. 8 12. 24 and 48
A potential alternative may be to guide  hoyrs post-dose to assess FVIII:C, platelet

FVIII dosing by global hemostasis function markers (platelet contractile force
marker_,r:. and Hemodyne) To IPCF1 clo . [CEM1  far
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RESULTS

Parameter
(Mean) Hours Following rFVIIl Dose

0 0.5 1 2 4 8 12 24 48

FVIII:C (1U/dL) 06 882 784 711 612 421 297 16.2 3.4
PCF (kdyne) 03 6.7 7.4 5.7 5.9 3.5 3.9 3.1 0.6

CEM (kdyne/cm?) 00 221 245 195 208 107 165 126 1.6

FOT (min) 181 6.7 6.1 7.5 7.5 9.8 105 122 18.0
R (min) 225 7.2 6.4 7.3 7.5 9.8 8.5 12.2 19.6

K (min) 71 22 2.1 2.2 2.4 2.6 2.4 3.3 5.2
MA (mm) 535 622 630 610 600 592 612 589 542

CONCLUSIONS

» Mean FVIII:C remained above 1 [U/dL throughout the 48 hour dosing period

» Platelet function and TEG markers responded correspondingly to FVIII:C levels

» 24 hours post FVIIl dosing, most of the hemostatic markers were outside the normal
target range

» 48 hours FVIII dosing, despite a FVIII:C level of 3.4 lU/dL, the hemostatic markers
were grossly abnormal and similar to baseline values

» FVIII:C may not be a sensitive measure of platelet function and viscoelastic changes

» Further study Is needed to establish the link between laboratory makers and the
clinical effects of FVIII
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