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ABSTRACT
Introduction Autologous haematopoietic stem cell 
transplantation (aHSCT) is increasingly used as treatment 
for patients with active multiple sclerosis (MS), typically 
after failure of disease- modifying therapies (DMTs). A 
recent phase III trial, ‘Multiple Sclerosis International Stem 
Cell Transplant, MIST’, showed that aHSCT resulted in 
prolonged time to disability progression compared with 
DMTs in patients with relapsing remitting MS (RRMS). 
However, the MIST trial did not include many of the 
current high- efficacy DMTs (alemtuzumab, ocrelizumab, 
ofatumumab or cladribine) in use in the UK within the 
control arm, which are now offered to patients with 
rapidly evolving severe MS (RES- MS) who are treatment 
naïve. There remain, therefore, unanswered questions 
about the relative efficacy and safety of aHSCT over 
these high- efficacy DMTs in these patient groups. The 
StarMS trial (Autologous Stem Cell Transplantation versus 
Alemtuzumab, Ocrelizumab, Ofatumumab or Cladribine 
in Relapsing Remitting Multiple Sclerosis) will assess the 
efficacy, safety and long- term impact of aHSCT compared 
with high- efficacy DMTs in patients with highly active 
RRMS despite the use of standard DMTs or in patients with 
treatment naïve RES- MS.
Methods and analysis StarMS is a multicentre parallel- group 
rater- blinded randomised controlled trial with two arms. A 
total of 198 participants will be recruited from 19 regional 
neurology secondary care centres in the UK. Participants 
will be randomly allocated to the aHSCT arm or DMT arm 
in a 1:1 ratio. Participants will remain in the study for 2 
years with follow- up visits at 3, 6, 9, 12, 18 and 24 months 
postrandomisation. The primary outcome is the proportion of 

patients who achieve ‘no evidence of disease activity’ during 
the 2- year postrandomisation follow- up period in an intention 
to treat analysis. Secondary outcomes include efficacy, safety, 
cost- effectiveness and immune reconstitution of aHSCT and 
the four high- efficacy DMTs.

STRENGTHS AND LIMITATIONS OF THIS STUDY
 ⇒ This is a multicentre randomised controlled trial 
comparing autologous haematopoietic stem cell 
transplantation (aHSCT) against the current most 
effective disease- modifying therapies for highly ac-
tive relapsing remitting multiple sclerosis, including 
treatment naïve patients with rapidly evolving se-
vere multiple sclerosis.

 ⇒ The primary outcome, ‘no evidence of disease ac-
tivity’, will be assessed with blinded Expanded 
Disability Status Scale assessments and central re-
view of relapses and MRI scans.

 ⇒ Several secondary outcome measures will further 
the knowledge of the safety, efficacy and mecha-
nism of aHSCT, including immunological, neuro-
psychology, optical coherence tomography and 
cost- effectiveness studies.

 ⇒ The trial is aligned with other similar trials underway 
in Europe and North America providing an opportu-
nity to replicate the results and provide robust safety 
and efficacy evidence of aHSCT.

 ⇒ The relatively short, 2- year, follow- up is a study lim-
itation, although following the trial, patients will be 
followed up as part of an observational registry.
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Ethics and dissemination The study was approved by the Yorkshire 
and Humber—Leeds West Research Ethics Committee (20/YH/0061). 
Participants will provide written informed consent prior to any study 
specific procedures. The study results will be submitted to a peer- 
reviewed journal and abstracts will be submitted to relevant national and 
international conferences.
Trial registration number ISRCTN88667898.

INTRODUCTION
Autologous haematopoietic stem cell transplantation 
(aHSCT) suppresses or attenuates the course of auto-
immune diseases, possibly via an immune ‘resetting’ 
mechanism.1 AHSCT is being used increasingly as treat-
ment for patients with highly active relapsing remitting 
multiple sclerosis (RRMS), usually after failure of one 
or more disease- modifying therapies (DMT).2 Observa-
tional and clinical trial data suggest that aHSCT reduces 
relapse rate, improves disability and quality of life (QoL) 
in excess of those observed with DMT and is potentially 
more cost- effective.3–14

The largest trial to date, the Multiple Sclerosis Inter-
national Stem Cell Transplant (MIST), a phase III 
randomised controlled trial with 5 years of follow- up 
(mean 2.8), showed that aHSCT resulted in prolonged 
time to disability progression compared with the concur-
rent FDA- approved disease- modifying therapies (DMTs).6 
In the aHSCT group versus controls, gains were evidenced 
in the following: mean Expanded Disability Status Scale 
(EDSS) score improvement, where higher numbers 
denote worse impairment or disability, 3.38 to 2.36 versus 
3.31 to 3.98, respectively; reduction in relapse rate, 1 
versus 39; and reduced disability progression evidenced 
by an increase in EDSS of 1.0 confirmed after 6 months 
after 1 year of treatment, 6% versus 60%, respectively. 
There were no significant side effects or treatment- related 
mortality in the aHSCT arm. There were 72 grade 3 toxic-
ities, mainly electrolyte abnormalities, culture negative 
febrile neutropenia and infections in the aHSCT group, 
although post- treatment infections were similar in both 
groups. There were no Common Toxicity Criteria grade 4 
non- haematopoietic toxicities.

While these results suggest that aHSCT is safe and has 
superior efficacy compared with many currently avail-
able DMTs, the majority of high- efficacy DMTs (alemtu-
zumab, ocrelizumab, ofatumumab and cladribine) were 
not used in the MIST control arm. Standard practice has 
since evolved and patients are now routinely offered such 
therapies early in the disease course as either their initial 
therapy or after their first relapse while on first line.15 
The use of aHSCT in treatment naïve patients (patients 
who have not previously been treated with a DMT) with 
rapidly evolving severe MS (RES- MS) is now consid-
ered as a treatment option.2 9 The StarMS trial (Autol-
ogous Stem Cell Transplantation versus Alemtuzumab, 
Ocrelizumab, Ofatumumab or Cladribine in Relapsing 
Remitting Multiple Sclerosis) will, therefore, assess the 
safety, efficacy and long- term impact of aHSCT using 
the non- myeloablative ‘Cy/ATG’ conditioning regimen 

compared with high- efficacy DMTs (alemtuzumab, ocrel-
izumab, ofatumumab or cladribine). These DMTs are the 
evidence- based UK standard of care in patients who have 
highly active RRMS despite first- line DMTs or in treatment 
naïve patients with RES- MS. The Cy/ATG conditioning 
regimen was effective in the MIST trial and historical data 
suggest there may be significantly less short- term toxicity 
than more intensive regimens.10 16

A mechanistic study has been embedded in the trial 
design to assess baseline immune profiles and post- 
transplant immune reconstitution with a view to iden-
tifying biomarkers associated with, and potentially 
predictive of, clinical response. Whole blood, serum and 
cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) samples will be collected from 
consented patients and stored for future research, such 
as vaccination and neurofilament light chain and other 
biomarker studies. Additional substudies involving optical 
coherence tomography (OCT) and neuropsychology 
assessments are available to all patients to take part in, 
where the trial site is taking part in these substudies.

Trial objectives and hypotheses
The primary objective is to assess the clinical efficacy, as 
measured by ‘No Evidence of Disease Activity’ (NEDA- 3) 
rate at 2 years postrandomisation of aHSCT compared 
with DMTs (alemtuzumab, ocrelizumab, ofatumumab 
or cladribine) in patients who have highly active RRMS 
despite first- line DMTs or treatment naïve patients with 
RES- MS.

Secondary objectives are to determine whether the rela-
tive safety and toxicity profile of aHSCT compared with a 
DMT is acceptable. Furthermore, to assess the impact of 
aHSCT compared with DMTs on cost- effectiveness, QoL, 
neuropsychological performance, OCT, and other clin-
ical outcomes.

Mechanistic sub-study objectives
To advance understanding of aHSCT mechanisms of effi-
cacy by:
1. Analysing T cell receptors (TCR) and B cell receptors 

(BCR) repertoires pretherapy and post- therapy.
2. Interrogating the reconstitution in blood of B and T 

cell populations by immune profiling with multicolour 
flow cytometry with reference to their pretherapy pro-
file. This will enable us to:
a. Characterise immune reconstitution after aHSCT 

or DMT.
b. Examine the extent of depletion of the pro- 

inflammatory lymphocyte populations of special 
interest in aHSCT, such as the mucosal- associated 
invariant T (MAIT) cells.

c. Identify immunological changes post- aHSCT that 
are associated with long- term MS stabilisation or re-
mission.

d. Describe any immunological changes that precede 
disease recurrence in the first 2 years after aHSCT 
or initiation of high- efficacy DMT.

ISRCTN88667898
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Optical coherence tomography sub-study objectives
Between study arms, compare:
1. Retinal nerve fibre layer thickness as a marker of axo-

nal damage.
2. Ganglion- cell layer thickness as a marker of neuronal 

injury.
3. The microcystic macular oedema and associated thick-

ening of the retinal inner nuclear layer as markers of 
active CNS inflammatory activity.

Neuropsychology sub-study objectives
1. Assess the effect of aHSCT on cognitive recovery using 

the Cambridge Neuropsychological Test Automated 
Battery (CANTAB) and the Brief International 
Cognitive Assessment for MS (BICAMS).

2. Assess whether the two interventions differentially 
affect the degree of cognitive impairment after treat-
ment using the CANTAB and BICAMs outcomes.

METHODS AND ANALYSIS
The trial is registered at http://www.isrctn.com/ 
ISRCTNISRCTN88667898.

Trial design
The study is a multicentre, parallel- group, rater- blinded, 
randomised controlled trial with two arms (aHSCT group 
and DMT group).

Setting and participants
Recruitment will take place at up to 19 UK sites that 
have both tertiary referral MS clinics and are either Joint 
Accreditation Committee of ISCT and European Society 
for Blood and Marrow Transplantation (EBMT) accred-
ited for allogeneic HSCT, or accredited for aHSCT and 
have experience in aHSCT for autoimmune diseases.17

Written informed consent will be obtained by Good 
Clinical Practice accredited, appropriately trained and 
delegated medically qualified investigators. A medically 
qualified individual, usually the site principal investi-
gator or other coinvestigator, will confirm eligibility and 
provide clinical oversight for the consent process.

Participation in the mechanistic, OCT and neuropsy-
chology substudies is optional and will not affect partici-
pation in the main trial.

Eligibility criteria
Table 1 details the eligibility criteria.

Screening assessments
Potential participants will undergo screening procedures 
(online supplemental appendix 1) to confirm eligibility. 
Results will be reviewed by the local medically qualified 
investigator, and the Lead Trial Neurologist, or delegate, 
and Lead Trial Haematologist, where appropriate.

Randomisation
Participants will be randomly allocated to the aHSCT 
arm or DMT arm in a 1:1 ratio. The local study team will 
randomise participants via a web- based randomisation 

system provided by Sheffield Clinical Trials Research 
Unit. Randomisation will be done using minimisation by 
centre and baseline EDSS score (≤4.0 vs > 4.0).

Interventions
Trial treatment will be administered in line with current 
guidelines from the relevant agencies, including, the 
Association of British Neurologists, the British Society of 
Blood and Marrow Transplantation and Cellular Therapy 
and the EBMT.

All investigational medicinal products (IMPs) are being 
used within the terms of their marketing authorisation or 
as used in routine practice.

Autologous haematopoietic stem cell transplantation
Tables 2 and 3 summarise the treatment regimen for 
aHSCT delivery.

Standard supportive care
1. According to EBMT and other current post- transplant 

guidelines, screen for late effects screening up to at 
least 24 months.18–23

2. Consideration, at the discretion of the transplant phy-
sician, for:
 – Prophylactic broad spectrum antibiotics.
 – Transfusion of platelets to maintain a platelet count 

of >20×109/L.
 – Transfusion of red cells to maintain a haemoglobin 

concentration of >80 g/L.
3. Antifungal (fluconazole) and antiviral prophylaxis (ac-

iclovir) should aim to continue from the start of con-
ditioning for at least 3 and 12 months post- transplant 
respectively, at the discretion of the treating clinician.

4. After stable engraftment, pneumocystis prophylaxis 
with cotrimoxazole for at least 12 months, as per local 
policy.

5. Where pretransplant antitoxoplasma antibodies are 
positive oral cotrimoxazole should be given daily until 
day- 1. After engraftment and reconstitution cotrimox-
azole should be given three times weekly, as per the 
pneumocystis prophylaxis schedule for 12 months.

6. CMV surveillance and EBV surveillance with treatment 
where indicated.

Vaccination
As routine standard of care, participants will receive 
vaccinations following aHSCT (table 4), usually via their 
general practitioner.

All patients who are not on immunosuppressive therapy 
will have serology for measles and varicella tested at 24 
months (as per routine policy). All those who are nega-
tive will be immunised with two doses of MMR and vari-
cella vaccine at least 4 weeks apart as per routine practice. 
Patients will have an annual Influenza non- live vaccine.

Disease-modifying therapies
Selection of DMT will be based on the participant’s suit-
ability and clinician/participant preference. Standard 
supportive care will follow institutional protocols.

http://www.isrctn.com/ISRCTNISRCTN88667898
http://www.isrctn.com/ISRCTNISRCTN88667898
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2023-083582
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Alemtuzumab
Administered by IV infusion over two treatment courses:

 ► 12 mg/day on 5 consecutive days.
 ► 12 mg/day on 3 consecutive days, 12 months later.

Liver function will be tested before initial treatment 
and at monthly intervals until at least 48 months after the 
last infusion. Platelet count must be checked after the 
infusion on days 3 and 5 of the first infusion course as 

Table 1 Inclusion and exclusion criteria

Inclusion criteria

1 Diagnosis of MS using the 2017 McDonald criteria38

2 Age 16–55 inclusive

3 EDSS 0–6.0 inclusive*

4 Severe inflammatory disease defined as RRMS course with 1 or more protocol defined relapses† or evidence of MRI disease activity‡ in the last 12 
months (at time of screening) despite being on a DMT, or rapidly evolving severe MS§ in treatment naïve patients¶

5 Clinical stability for >30 days following last relapse at time of screening

6 Confirmation of eligibility from the central neurology team following review

7 Fitness to undergo aHSCT, in the opinion of the local haematology lead or delegate

8 Ability to undergo MRI examination

Exclusion criteria

1 Diagnosis of primary or secondary progressive MS

2 Disease duration of >10 years from symptom onset (symptoms must be clearly attributable to MS)

3 Previous use of alemtuzumab, ocrelizumab, ofatumumab or cladribine

4 Previous HSCT for any reason, or previous experimental or commercial stem cell therapy

5 JCV antibody index of >1.5 in patients previously treated with natalizumab (unless CSF JCV PCR negative)

6 Prior diagnosis of Hepatitis B, Hepatitis C or HIV infection or current TB infection

7 Pregnant or breastfeeding females

8 Unwilling to use adequate contraception during the trial

9 Unable to comply with treatment protocol

10 Contraindication to cyclophosphamide, G- CSF (filgrastim or lenograstim), or rabbit ATG

11 Participants with significant medical co- morbidity that precludes aHSCT as assessed by the local haematology team

12 Significant language barriers, which are likely to affect the participant’s understanding of the study, or ability to complete outcome questionnaires

13 Concurrent participation in another interventional clinical trial

14 AST and ALT>2.5 x upper limit of normal (ULN), bilirubin>1.5 x ULN or direct bilirubin>ULN for participants with total bilirubin levels>1.5 x ULN

15 Current diagnosis of a clinically defined bleeding disorder (patients with platelet counts of 100×109/l or above up are not excluded)

16 Current diagnosis of a clinically defined autoimmune disorder other than MS

17 History of myocardial infarction, angina pectoris, stroke or arterial dissection

18 Participants not considered medically fit for aHSCT defined by any of a- g below. These criteria are not automatic exclusion criteria. If any are met, 
but the PI believes the participant is medically fit to undergo aHSCT, the case may be put forward to the central team for discussion:
a. Renal: creatinine clearance<40 mL/min
b. Cardiac: clinical evidence of refractory congestive heart failure, left ventricular ejection fraction <45% by cardiac echo; uncontrolled ventricular 

arrhythmia; pericardial effusion with haemodynamic consequences as evaluated by an experienced echocardiographer
c. Concurrent neoplasms or myelodysplasia
d. Bone marrow insufficiency (neutropenia with an absolute neutrophil count<1×109/l, or thrombocytopenia with a platelet count<100×109/l, or 

anaemia with a haemoglobin<100 g/L)
e. Diagnosis of hypertension, which is uncontrolled despite at least two anti- hypertensive agents
f. Uncontrolled acute or chronic infection with any infection considered to contraindicate participation (baseline JC virus serology will be 

recorded, but positivity will not be an exclusion criterion)
g. Other chronic disease causing significant organ failure, including established cirrhosis with evidence of impaired synthetic function on 

biochemical testing. This also includes known respiratory disease that would represent a significant risk to the safe administration of aHSCT. 
Potential respiratory disease must be formally evaluated by a respiratory physician via pulmonary function and blood gas measurement

*Patients with EDSS scores of 0–1.5 must also fulfil the following criteria: short illness duration (<5 years), active disease clinically and radiologically (ie, at least two 
relapses in the last 12 months and evidence of multiple Gad enhancing MRI lesion), high brain lesion load and brain or spinal cord atrophy.39

†See ‘Outcomes’ section.
‡Two or more new/newly enlarging lesions on a T2 weighted MRI scan.
§Defined as patients with two or more disabling relapses in 1 year, and with one or more gadolinium- enhancing lesions or a significant increase in lesion load on T2 
weighted brain MRI compared with a previous MRI.40

¶When patients present with RES- MS, and when first- line DMTs are failing to control their disease before a full course of treatment has been completed or other 
interventions (such as repeated courses of steroids and plasma exchange) have been used but failed to control their illness, they are often referred to as ‘treatment 
naïve’.2

aHSCT, autologous haematopoietic stem cell transplantation; CSF, cerebrospinal fluid; DMTs, disease- modifying therapies; EDSS, Expanded Disability Status Scale; 
G- CSF, granulocyte colony stimulating factor; JCV, John Cunningham virus; PCR, Polymerase Chain Reaction; RES- MS, rapidly evolving severe multiple sclerosis.
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well as immediately after infusion on day 3 of any subse-
quent course.

Administration and monitoring will be in accordance 
with latest available guidelines.

Ocrelizumab
Administered and monitored as per license by intrave-
nous infusion as follows:

 ► Initial dose—600 mg administered as two separate 
300 mg intravenous infusions separated by 2 weeks.

 ► Subsequent doses—a single 600 mg infusion every 6 
months, with a minimum of 5 months. The first subse-
quent dose should be administered 6 months after 
the first infusion of the initial dose.

Cladribine
Cladribine administered and monitored as per licence 
over 2 years (treatment courses) as follows:

 ► 1.75 mg/kg per year given over two treatment weeks, 
one at the beginning of the first month and one at 
the beginning of the second month of the respective 
treatment year.

 ► Each treatment week consists of 4 or 5 days on 
which a patient receives 10 mg or 20 mg (one or two 
tablets) as a single daily dose, depending on body 
weight (see online supplemental appendices 2 and 
3).

Lymphocyte counts must be:
 ► Normal before initiating cladribine in year 1.
 ► At least 800 cells/mm3 before initiating cladribine in 

year 2.
If necessary, the treatment course in year 2 can be 

delayed for up to 6 months to allow for recovery of 
lymphocytes. If this recovery takes more than 6 months, 
the participant should receive no further cladribine.

Table 2 Summary of mobilisation regimen

Day 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Cyclophosphamide 2g/m2
✓

G- CSF (filgrastim 5–10 µg/kg/day or lenograstim 5–10 µg/kg/day) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Mesna (dose as per local practice) ✓

Monitoring of PB CD34+ count ✓* ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Stem cell harvest ✓† ✓† ✓† ✓† ✓†

*Monitoring of peripheral blood (PB) CD34 counts is approximate and will be carried out according to local practice.
†Stem cell harvest is approximate, this will take place once PB CD34+ levels exceed 10×106/L.
G- CSF, granulocyte colony stimulating factor.

Table 3 Summary of conditioning regimen (after stem cell harvest)

Day −6 −5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3 4 5

Cyclophosphamide 50 mg/kg/day* ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Mesna (dose as per local practice) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Standard hydration (as per local practice) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Rabbit ATG (thymoglobulin; Genzyme) mg/
kg/day

0.5 1 1.5 1.5 1.5

Methylprednisolone (1 g/day) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Paracetamol, chlorpheniramine ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Oral prednisolone (mg/day) or IV 
methylprednisolone (mg/day)†

60 60 60 40 40 20†

Stem cell reinfusion ✓

G- CSF (filgrastim or lenograstim) (5–10 µg/
kg/day)

✓ (continued 
until absolute 
neutrophil 
count>1.0×109/L 
for 2 days)

*Capped at 4 g/day.
†Fever guidance: the prednisolone schedule may be modified based on the opinion of the treating clinician. If fever occurs despite 
prednisolone, blood cultures will be taken and broad- spectrum antibiotics initiated. Any fever>38C associated with ATG administration may 
be managed with additional administration of IV methylprednisolone, paracetamol and chlorpheniramine, at the discretion of the treating 
physician.
G- CSF, granulocyte colony stimulating factor.
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Lymphocyte counts should be monitored at 2 and 6 
months after the start of treatment in each treatment 
year. If the lymphocyte count is below 500 cells/mm3, it 
should be actively monitored until values increase again.

Ofatumumab
Ofatumumab administered as 20 mg by subcutaneous 
injection with:

 ► Initial dosing at weeks 0, 1 and 2, followed by.
 ► Subsequent monthly dosing starting at week 4.
If an injection is missed, it should be administered as 

soon as possible without waiting until the next scheduled 
dose. Subsequent doses should be administered at the 
recommended intervals.

Administration and supportive care will follow institu-
tional protocols.

Pregnancy
Patients are not eligible to take part in this trial if they 
are pregnant or breast feeding at the time of screening. 
Pregnancy tests will also be performed for patients with 
childbearing potential within 7 days prior to mobilisation 
and within 7 days prior to conditioning for those partici-
pants allocated the aHSCT intervention. Pregnancy tests 
will be performed within 7 days prior to alemtuzumab, 
ocrelizumab and cladribine treatment cycle. Regular 
pregnancy testing during ofatumumab treatment is not 
required in standard practice as the treatment is given 
every 4 weeks. Instead, a pregnancy test will be completed 
prior to initiation of treatment only.

Concomitant medications
Participants must wash out any current DMT prior to 
starting trial treatment. This will usually be a minimum 
of 6 weeks from the date of last administration to the 
start of trial treatment (depending on local guidance). 
This precaution aims to minimise a hypothetical risk of 
infectious complications (including that of progressive 
multifocal leukoencephalopathy) through sequential 
therapies. Steroids may be given throughout the wash- out 
period at the discretion of the treating clinician.

Live vaccines should not be administered during the 
study in participants treated with alemtuzumab and 
should not be administered to participants treated with 

ocrelizumab or ofatumumab until B- cell repletion occurs. 
In participants treated with cladribine, live or attenu-
ated live vaccines should be avoided during and after 
cladribine treatment if the participant’s white blood cell 
counts are not within normal limits.

Antiplatelet or anticoagulant therapy is prohibited 
except when given:
1. As routine standard- of- care thromboprophylaxis.
2. In the clinically indicated treatment of a venous throm-

boembolic event or other indication for therapeutic 
anticoagulant or anti- platelet therapy arising during 
the trial.

Such events will be appropriately reported and patients 
assessed on an individualised basis. The events would 
not automatically exclude patients from continuing the 
trial protocol treatment and follow- up. Full details of 
antiplatelet and/or anticoagulant therapy will be docu-
mented. The latest version of the alemtuzumab SmPC will 
be followed.

To protect against temporary liver function test abnormali-
ties, azoles used for antifungal prophylaxis should be withheld 
until cyclophosphamide conditioning has been completed.

Participants are permitted to continue any other medi-
cations they may be taking for conditions other than MS, 
for the duration of the trial.

Treatment switching
Participants may be offered the opportunity to switch to 
the treatment given in the alternate arm to that they were 
randomly allocated if they experience a centrally veri-
fied protocol- defined clinical relapse and at least one of 
the following two criteria: confirmed EDSS progression 
(defined as an increase of at least one point in the EDSS 
score compared with baseline, confirmed after 6 months 
from the time of worsening) or evidence of MRI disease 
activity (defined as T1W Gd- enhanced lesion or new and/
or enlarging T2W lesion).

Switches from DMT to aHSCT will only be permitted 
after the 12- month follow- up visit and following an appro-
priate wash out period.

Switches from aHSCT to DMT prior to the 12- month 
follow- up visit must be discussed with the central trial 
team.

Table 4 Standard vaccinations following stem cell transplantation

Vaccination

Months after stem cell transplant

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

COVID-19 (SARS- CoV- 2) *

Pneumococcal conjugate ✓ ✓ ✓

Conjugate HIB (haemophilus influenza type b) ✓ ✓ ✓

DTP (diphtheria, pertussis and tetanus) ✓ ✓ ✓

Inactivated polio ✓ ✓ ✓

Pneumococcal polysaccharide ✓

*Revaccination should take place from 2 months onwards based on clinical practice and guidance at the time.
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Participants who switch treatments will remain in the 
study for follow- up as per the study assessments schedule.

Outcomes
Primary outcome
The proportion of patients who have achieved and main-
tained NEDA status (defined as the absence of all three 
of the following: protocol defined clinical relapses; 6 
months confirmed EDSS progression of at least one full 
point with an absence of relapse at the time of assessment; 
any evidence of MRI disease activity as defined by T1W 
Gd- enhanced lesion or new and/or enlarging T2W lesion 
after month 6) in the 2- year postrandomisation follow- up 
period.

Protocol-defined clinical relapses
All of the criteria must be met to constitute a protocol- 
defined relapse:
1. Neurological symptoms, either newly appearing or re- 

appearing, provided these are
1. Preceded by at least 30 days of clinical stability.
2. Lasting for at least 24 hours.

2. Absence of fever or known infection (tempera-
ture>37.5°C)

3. Objective neurological impairment, correlating with 
the participant’s reported symptoms, defined as either
1. Increase in at least two of the functional system 

scores of the EDSS.
2. Increase in the total EDSS step score of at least one 

full point
If the above criteria are met, but there is another 

confirmed cause that explains the symptoms, this will not 
be considered a relapse. All suspected relapses will be 
centrally adjudicated in a blinded fashion by at least one 
member of the central neurology team.

EDSS progression
True progression in terms of NEDA is defined as an 
increase in at least one full point in the EDSS score 
compared with baseline, confirmed after 6 months from 
the time of worsening, with an absence of relapse at the 
time of assessment.6 24–26

MRI disease activity
MRI scans (sequences in online supplemental appendix 
4) taken at months 6, 12 and 24 postrandomisation will 
measure disease activity, defined by T1W Gd- enhanced 
lesion and/or enlarging T2W lesions. Scans taken at 
month 6 will serve as a stable rebaseline, and future 
MRIs (at months 12 and 24) will be assessed against this 
criterion.

Secondary outcomes
Safety
The following, occurring in the 2- year follow- up period:

 ► Rate of adverse events and serious adverse events.
 ► Mortality rate.
 ► Long- term safety events, including significant infec-

tions, endocrine and reproductive dysfunction, 

secondary autoimmune diseases, incidence of late 
cardiovascular events, neoplasia and any other signifi-
cant organ dysfunction.

Clinical outcomes
 ► Time to evidence of disease activity.
 ► Scores on the following at 3, 6, 9, 12, 18 and 24- month 

postrandomisation.
 – EDSS*.
 – Multiple sclerosis functional composite*.
 – Low contrast visual acuity*.
 – Symbol digit modality test.

*Assessments to be completed by a blinded member of 
staff.

QoL/health economic measures
Scores on the following at 3, 6, 9, 12, 18 and 24- month 
postrandomisation

 ► EuroQol 5 dimension 5 level.27

 ► Short form 36.28

 ► Global rating of change.29

 ► Multiple Sclerosis Quality of Life- 54.30

 ► Neurological Fatigue Index Multiple Sclerosis.31

 ► Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale.32

Exploratory outcomes
Mechanistic study outcomes
1. Metrics of immune reconstitution and potential 

mechanisms
1. Immune diversity indices of TCR and BCR reper-

toire at baseline and 24 months.
2. Depletion of circulating CD8+/MAIT cell subset 

expressed as percent variation of absolute counts 
(baseline to 12 months).

3. Reconstitution of naïve- T and B cell profiles and 
memory and effector T and B cell profiles expressed 
as percent of CD4, CD8 T cells and CD19 B cells at 
baseline, 6 months, 12 months and 24 months.

Neuropsychology study outcomes
Scores on the following at 12 and 24 months 
postrandomisation:
1. CANTAB.
2. BICAMS.

OCT study outcomes
Retinal nerve fibre, ganglion- cell layer and retinal inner 
nuclear layer thickness are assessed by OCT imaging at 12 
and 24- month postrandomisation.

Power calculation
The primary binary outcome is the proportion of patients 
who have maintained NEDA at 2 years from randomisa-
tion. The original study design was a head to head trial 
of alemtuzumab versus aHSCT. Based on this design, 
the sample size was calculated by assuming 40% NEDA 
in the control arm,33 34 and that an absolute increase of 
25%–65% NEDA is of clinical importance. To achieve 
90% power, using a continuity corrected χ2 test at the 5% 

https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2023-083582
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(two- sided) level, detecting this difference requires 90 
patients per group (ie, 180 in total). Adjusting for a 10% 
attrition rate will require a total of 198 patients.

Following the addition of ocrelizumab, ofatumumab 
and cladribine, and the results of the MIST trial, the 
sample size was reviewed. The MIST trial estimated the 
NEDA rate at 24 months follow- up as 95% in 53 patients 
with RRMS who received aHSCT.6 This new NEDA esti-
mate is higher than the 78%–85% reported previously. 
Based on the best available literature,33–35 we assume 50% 
NEDA in the control arm and conservatively assume an 
NEDA rate of 75% in the aHSCT arm: that is, an abso-
lute increase in 25% gives a sample size of 85 per group 
(170 in total). With 10% attrition rate, the sample size 
increases to 95 per group (N=2×95=190), almost the same 
as the original sample size calculation of N=198.

Study assessments and follow-up
Assessments and follow- up visits will take place as per 
the study assessments table (online supplemental 
appendix 1).

Statistical analysis
Data will be reported and presented according to the 
revised Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials state-
ment.36 37 All statistical exploratory tests will be two tailed 
with α=0.05. 95% CIs will be calculated and reported for 
each test as appropriate.

Primary outcome
Primary effectiveness analyses will be performed on an 
intention- to- treat (ITT) basis. Participants with missing 
outcome data for any reason will be considered as treat-
ment failures and excluded from the numerator of the 
NEDA rate but included in the denominator.

The primary effectiveness analysis will compare the 
NEDA rate, at 2 years postrandomisation, between the two 
arms (aHSCT vs DMT). A multiple logistic regression will 
be modelled with the centre as a random covariate and 
baseline EDSS score as a fixed covariate; the 95% CI for 
treatment group parameter and the OR will be reported. 
The absolute difference in the estimated NEDA rate 
between the two randomised groups and its associated CI 
will also be calculated. Participants who switch treatments 
will be regarded as a treatment failure.

Sensitivity analyses
Sensitivity to missing data assumptions in the ITT will be 
explored using a best- case scenario (patients with missing 
NEDA data apart from deaths assumed to be disease free) 
alongside multiple imputation using chained equations 
(MICE).

Safety outcomes and adverse events
A χ2 test will compare the SAE rate between the two arms. 
Secondary outcomes such as mortality and SAE rates will 
be compared using Fisher’s exact test. The total number 
of adverse events (AEs) experienced by each patient 
in the 100 days postrandomisation, in each arm will be 

compared with a Poisson generalised linear model. The 
relative risk will be reported.

Secondary outcomes
Time to evidence of disease activity will be summarised 
with Kaplan- Meier estimates and compared between the 
arms using the log- rank test. A HR will be estimated using 
a Cox- proportional HR model. Patients with NEDA will 
be censored at their last known date of postrandomisa-
tion follow- up.

For all continuous secondary outcomes, treatment 
effect at each time point will be estimated using a three- 
level mixed effect linear model with arm, time point, 
arm by time point interactions, baseline score and EDSS 
groups as fixed covariates and with sites, participants and 
repeated measures as random effects. The statistical anal-
ysis plan contains full details.

Subgroup analyses
Exploratory subgroup analyses, using multiple logistic 
regression, with the primary outcome NEDA status at 
24- month postrandomisation as the response will be 
carried out. An interaction statistical test between the 
randomised intervention group and subgroup will directly 
examine the strength of evidence for the treatment differ-
ence between the treatment groups varying between 
subgroups. Age and disability levels (based on baseline 
EDSS score) will be the only a priori defined subgroups to 
be considered for an interaction test. Subgroup analysis 
will be performed regardless of the statistical significance 
on the overall intervention effect.

The primary outcome, NEDA- 3 rate at 24 months, 
will be calculated separately in the DMT arm for those 
treated with alemtuzumab, ocrelizumab, ofatumumab 
and cladribine. We will conduct exploratory comparisons 
of individual treatments and calculate the difference in 
NEDA rates for all pairwise comparisons of aHSCT, ocre-
lizumab, cladribine, alemtuzumab and ofatumumab- 
treated patients. Note that these are exploratory (and 
non- randomised) comparisons and not subjected to the 
benefits of randomisation, as the characteristics of the 
drug sub- groups may not be balanced when compared 
with aHSCT.

Patient and public involvement
A patient and public involvement (PPI) panel reviewed 
the project prior to the funding application to provide 
input on the design, methodology and overall patient 
experience of the project proposal. A participant from the 
MIST trial has been included as a coapplicant for the grant 
helping shape the project and, along with a PPI forum 
consisting of MS patients who have previously undergone 
aHSCT, reviewed all patient- facing documents.

The trial has PPI representatives as part of the Trial 
Steering Committee (TSC) in order to ensure ongoing 
PPI involvement in the management of the trial. In 
addition, there will be PPI representation on the Trial 
Management Group (TMG) to ensure that the study team 
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does not lose sight of what is important to patients when 
making key decisions. PPI representatives will be involved 
in advance of disseminating the findings of the research.

Study status
The StarMS trial began recruitment in September 2021. 
Recruitment is expected to continue until January 2024 
with follow- up completed in January 2026. The current 
protocol is V.6.1, 05 July 2022.

ETHICS AND DISSEMINATION
The study was approved by the Yorkshire and Humber—
Leeds West Research Ethics Committee (ref: 20/
YH/0061). Any amendments will be submitted and 
approved by the ethics committee. A Clinical Trial 
Authorisation (CTA) was granted by the Medicines and 
Healthcare products Regulatory Agency (MHRA) (CTA 
21304/0273/001–0001). Participants will provide written 
informed consent (see online supplemental file 2) prior 
to any study- specific procedures. The study results will 
be submitted to a peer- reviewed journal and abstracts 
will be submitted to relevant national and international 
conferences.

All AEs will be recorded from consent until the partic-
ipant has completed the trial, and assessed for severity 
and relatedness to the trial IMPs and Non Investigational 
Medicinal Products (NIMPs). Suspected unexpected 
serious adverse reactions will be reported to the appro-
priate regulatory and ethics bodies by the Clinical Trials 
Research Unit (CTRU). COVID- 19 infections will be 
recorded as an adverse event of special interest.

Three committees will govern study conduct, deliver 
the trial, monitor its performance and ensure its safety: a 
TSC, Data Monitoring and Ethics Committee and TMG.

Author affiliations
1Neuroscience Institute, The University of Sheffield, Sheffield, UK
2Department of Clinical Neurology, Sheffield Teaching Hospitals NHS Foundation 
Trust, Sheffield, UK
3Clinical Trials Research Unit, Sheffield Centre for Health and Related Research, 
School of Medicine and Population Health, The University of Sheffield, Sheffield, UK
4Department of Haematology, Sheffield Teaching Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust, 
Sheffield, UK
5Division of Clinical Medicine, School of Medicine and Population Health, The 
University of Sheffield, Sheffield, UK
6Sheffield Hallam University, Sheffield, UK
7Queen Square Institute of Neurology, University College London, London, UK
8Department of Clinical Neurosciences, University of Cambridge, Cambridge, UK
9Blizard Institute, Queen Mary University of London, London, UK
10Imperial College Healthcare NHS Trust, London, UK
11King’s College Hospital, London, UK
12University College London, London, UK
13Imperial College, London, UK
14Department of Clinical Neurology, Royal Hallamshire Hospital, Sheffield, UK
15Department of Haematology, Churchill Hospital, Oxford, UK
16Neurology, University of Bristol Institute of Clinical Neurosciences, Bristol, UK
17Department of Neurology, Gloucestershire Royal Hospital, Gloucester, UK
18Department of Neurology, King’s College Hospital NHS Foundation Trust, London, 
UK
19Department of Infection, Immunity and Cardiovascular Disease, The University of 
Sheffield, Sheffield, UK

20South Yorkshire Regional Department of Infection and Tropical Medicine, Sheffield 
Teaching Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust, Sheffield, UK
21Brunel University London, London, UK
22University of Parma, Parma, Italy
23Division of Population Health, The University of Sheffield, Sheffield, UK
24The Walton Centre NHS Foundation Trust, Liverpool, UK
25University of Liverpool Institute of Systems Molecular and Integrative Biology, 
Liverpool, UK
26Department of Brain Sciences, Imperial College London, London, UK

Twitter Gavin Brittain @gavinbrittain and Gavin Giovannoni @gavingiovannoni

Acknowledgements This is independent research funded by EME and carried out 
at the National Institute for Health and Care Research (NIHR) Sheffield Biomedical 
Research Centre (NIHR203321). The views expressed are those of the authors and 
not necessarily those of EME, the NIHR or the Department of Health and Social 
Care. The authors would like to acknowledge the crucial roles of the trial steering 
committee, data monitoring and ethics committee as well as all site PIs.

Collaborators StarMS trial team PIs: Amy Publicover, Andy Clark, Ben Turner, 
Caroline Besley, Charalampia Kyriakou, Charles Crawley, Claire Rice, David Hunt, 
David Rog, Eleni Tholouli, Esmaeil Nikfekr, Fran Kinsella, Gabriele De Luca, Gordon 
Mazibrada, Hannah Hunter, Ian Pomeroy, Jeff Davies, Jenny Byrne, Jeremy Hobart, 
Keith Campbell, Kim Orchard, Leonora Finisku, Martin Duddy, Maruthi Vinjam, 
Muhammad Saif, Neil Robertson, Olga Ciccarelli, Paul Gallagher, Simon Bulley, Vic 
Campbell.

Contributors GB and JP jointly wrote the first manuscript and are involved in the 
study implementation. KEMD, RG, KH, ER edited the manuscript and are involved in 
study implementation. DPap, CC were involved in the design of the trial and will be 
involved in oversight of study implementation. CB contributed to study design as a 
patient representative. MB contributed to the detail of the statistical analysis plan 
and reviewed the document. OC, AJC, GG, IG, MK, CK, RN, DPal, AP, NS, ES, TdS, AV, 
CY contributed to study design. TdS designed and leads the vaccination sub- study. 
AV designed and leads the neuropsychology sub- study. SJW was involved with 
the design of the trial in general and designed the Statistical analysis in particular. 
JAS, BS and PAM jointly led the study conception, design, funding application and 
co- chair the study, contributing to study management and central eligibility review; 
and PAM leads the immunological mechanistic sub- study. All authors read and 
approved the final manuscript.

Funding This project (StarMS: 16/126/26) is funded by the Efficacy and 
Mechanism Evaluation (EME) Programme, an MRC and NIHR partnership. The views 
expressed in this publication are those of the author(s) and not necessarily those of 
the MRC, NIHR or the Department of Health and Social Care.

Competing interests GB, JP, KEMD, RG, KH, DPap, ER, CB, MG, OC, CC, GG, MK, 
CK, RN, DPal, AP, NS, ES, TdS, AV, SW, BS report no relevant competing interests. AC 
reports no relevant disclosures since 2017. RH reports attendance at paid advisory 
boards with Novartis, Biogen and Roche. CAY reports personal compensation for 
serving on scientific advisory boards, conference support or speaker honoraria 
from BMS, Biogen, Celgene, Cytokinetics, GW Pharmaceuticals, Novartis, Roche 
and Teva. Pharmaceuticals. PAM reports grants from National Institute of Health 
Research, non- financial support from National Institute of Health Research, grants 
from Benaroya Research Institute and National Institute of Allergy and Infectious 
Diseases of the National Institutes of Health, during the conduct of the study; 
personal fees from Jasper Therapeutics, personal fees from Magenta Therapeutics, 
personal fees from Rubius Therapeutics, outside the submitted work. JAS declares 
consultancy for Jazz, Medac, Vertex and Kiadis.

Patient and public involvement Patients and/or the public were involved in the 
design, or conduct, or reporting, or dissemination plans of this research. Refer to 
the Methods section for further details.

Patient consent for publication Not applicable.

Provenance and peer review Not commissioned; peer- reviewed for ethical and 
funding approval prior to submission.

Supplemental material This content has been supplied by the author(s). It has 
not been vetted by BMJ Publishing Group Limited (BMJ) and may not have been 
peer- reviewed. Any opinions or recommendations discussed are solely those 
of the author(s) and are not endorsed by BMJ. BMJ disclaims all liability and 
responsibility arising from any reliance placed on the content. Where the content 
includes any translated material, BMJ does not warrant the accuracy and reliability 
of the translations (including but not limited to local regulations, clinical guidelines, 

https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2023-083582
https://twitter.com/gavinbrittain
https://twitter.com/gavingiovannoni


10 Brittain G, et al. BMJ Open 2024;14:e083582. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2023-083582

Open access 

terminology, drug names and drug dosages), and is not responsible for any error 
and/or omissions arising from translation and adaptation or otherwise.

Open access This is an open access article distributed in accordance with the 
Creative Commons Attribution Non Commercial (CC BY- NC 4.0) license, which 
permits others to distribute, remix, adapt, build upon this work non- commercially, 
and license their derivative works on different terms, provided the original work is 
properly cited, appropriate credit is given, any changes made indicated, and the use 
is non- commercial. See: http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/.

ORCID iDs
Gavin Brittain http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9903-7203
Katie Hullock http://orcid.org/0000-0001-8652-1525
Diana Papaioannou http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6259-0822
Elisa Roldan http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7242-170X
Gavin Giovannoni http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9995-1700
David Paling http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4577-1821
Thushan de Silva http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6498-9212
Stephen J Walters http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9000-8126
Carolyn Young http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1745-7720
Basil Sharrack http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2406-6365
John A Snowden http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6819-3476

REFERENCES
 1 Muraro PA. Resetting tolerance in autoimmune disease. Science 

2023;380:470–1. 
 2 Sharrack B, Saccardi R, Alexander T, et al. Autologous 

haematopoietic stem cell transplantation and other cellular 
therapy in multiple sclerosis and immune- mediated neurological 
diseases: updated guidelines and recommendations from the 
EBMT Autoimmune Diseases Working Party (ADWP) and the Joint 
Accreditation Committee of EBMT and ISCT (JACIE). Bone Marrow 
Transplant 2020;55:283–306. 

 3 Muraro PA, Pasquini M, Atkins HL, et al. Long- term outcomes after 
autologous hematopoietic stem cell transplantation for multiple 
sclerosis. JAMA Neurol 2017;74:459–69. 

 4 Mancardi GL, Sormani MP, Gualandi F, et al. Autologous 
hematopoietic stem cell transplantation in multiple sclerosis: a phase 
II trial. Neurology 2015;84:981–8. 

 5 Nash RA, Hutton GJ, Racke MK, et al. High- dose 
immunosuppressive therapy and autologous HCT for relapsing- 
remitting MS. Neurology 2017;88:842–52. 

 6 Burt RK, Balabanov R, Burman J, et al. Effect of nonmyeloablative 
hematopoietic stem cell transplantation vs continued disease- 
modifying therapy on disease progression in patients with relapsing- 
remitting multiple sclerosis: a randomized clinical trial. JAMA 
2019;321:165–74. 

 7 Burt RK, Han X, Quigley K, et al. Real- world application of 
autologous hematopoietic stem cell transplantation in 507 patients 
with multiple sclerosis. J Neurol 2022;269:2513–26. 

 8 Burt RK, Tappenden P, Han X, et al. Health economics and patient 
outcomes of hematopoietic stem cell transplantation versus disease- 
modifying therapies for relapsing remitting multiple sclerosis in the 
United States of America. Mult Scler Relat Disord 2020;45:102404. 

 9 Das J, Snowden JA, Burman J, et al. Autologous haematopoietic 
stem cell transplantation as a first- line disease- modifying therapy 
in patients with “aggressive” multiple sclerosis. Mult Scler 
2021;27:1198–204. 

 10 Atkins HL, Bowman M, Allan D, et al. Immunoablation and 
autologous haemopoietic stem- cell transplantation for aggressive 
multiple sclerosis: a multicentre single- group phase 2 trial. The 
Lancet 2016;388:576–85. 

 11 Burman J, Iacobaeus E, Svenningsson A, et al. Autologous 
haematopoietic stem cell transplantation for aggressive multiple 
sclerosis: the Swedish experience. J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry 
2014;85:1116–21. 

 12 Health Technology Wales. Autologous haematopoietic stem cell 
transplantation to treat people with previously treated relapsing 
remitting multiple sclerosis (Gui019); 2020. 6.

 13 Scottish Health Technologies Group. Autologous haematopoietic 
stem cell transplant for patients with highly active relapsing remitting 
multiple sclerosis not responding to high efficacy disease modifying 
therapies; 2019. 54.

 14 Brittain G, Coles AJ, Giovannoni G, et al. Autologous haematopoietic 
stem cell transplantation for immune- mediated neurological 
diseases: what, how, who and why? Pract Neurol 2023;23:139–45. 

 15 Montalban PX, ed. Update of the ECTRIMS/EAN Guidelines on the 
Treatment of Multiple Sclerosis. ECTRIMS, 2021.

 16 Burt RK, Farge D, Ruiz MA, et al. Hematopoietic stem cell 
transplantation and cellular therapies for autoimmune diseases. In: 
Burt RK, Farge D, Ruiz MA, eds. Autologous HSCT conditioning 
regimens for autoimmune diseases, 1st ed. Boca Raton: CRC Press, 
2021: 8. 

 17 Snowden JA, McGrath E, Duarte RF, et al. JACIE accreditation for 
blood and marrow transplantation: past, present and future directions 
of an international model for healthcare quality improvement. Bone 
Marrow Transplant 2017;52:1367–71. 

 18 Snowden JA, Saccardi R, Allez M, et al. Haematopoietic SCT in 
severe autoimmune diseases: updated guidelines of the European 
group for blood and marrow transplantation. Bone Marrow Transplant 
2012;47:770–90. 

 19 Majhail NS, Rizzo JD, Lee SJ, et al. Recommended screening and 
preventive practices for long- term survivors after hematopoietic cell 
transplantation. Bone Marrow Transplant 2012;47:337–41. 

 20 Snowden JA, Greenfield DM, Bird JM, et al. Guidelines for screening 
and management of late and long- term consequences of myeloma 
and its treatment. Br J Haematol 2017;176:888–907. 

 21 DeFilipp Z, Duarte RF, Snowden JA, et al. Metabolic syndrome and 
cardiovascular disease after hematopoietic cell transplantation: 
screening and preventive practice recommendations from 
the CIBMTR and EBMT. Biol Blood Marrow Transplant 
2016;22:1493–503. 

 22 Rubin LG, Levin MJ, Ljungman P, et al. 2013 IDSA clinical practice 
guideline for vaccination of the immunocompromised host. Clin 
Infect Dis 2014;58:e44–100. 

 23 Miller PDE, de Silva TI, Skinner R, et al. Routine vaccination 
practice after adult and paediatric allogeneic haematopoietic stem 
cell transplant: a survey of UK NHS programmes. Bone Marrow 
Transplant 2017;52:775–7. 

 24 Rudick RA, Lee J- C, Cutter GR, et al. Disability progression in a 
clinical trial of relapsing- remitting multiple sclerosis: eight- year 
follow- up. Arch Neurol 2010;67:1329–35. 

 25 Kalincik T, Cutter G, Spelman T, et al. Defining reliable disability 
outcomes in multiple sclerosis. Brain 2015;138:3287–98. 

 26 European Medicines Agency. Guideline on clinical investigation of 
medicinal products for the treatment of multiple sclerosis; 2015.

 27 Herdman M, Gudex C, Lloyd A, et al. Development and preliminary 
testing of the new five- level version of EQ- 5D (EQ- 5D- 5L). Qual Life 
Res 2011;20:1727–36. 

 28 Ware JE. SF- 36 health survey. Manual and interpretation guide, 6. 
The Health Institute, 1993: 1–6.

 29 Jaeschke R, Singer J, Guyatt GH. Measurement of health status. 
Ascertaining the minimal clinically important difference. Control Clin 
Trials 1989;10:407–15. 

 30 Vickrey BG, Hays RD, Harooni R, et al. A health- related quality of life 
measure for multiple sclerosis. Qual Life Res 1995;4:187–206. 

 31 Mills RJ, Young CA, Pallant JF, et al. Development of a patient 
reported outcome scale for fatigue in multiple sclerosis: the 
Neurological Fatigue Index (NFI- MS). Health Qual Life Outcomes 
2010;8:22. 

 32 Zigmond AS, Snaith RP. The hospital anxiety and depression scale. 
Acta Psychiatr Scand 1983;67:361–70. 

 33 Cohen JA, Coles AJ, Arnold DL, et al. Alemtuzumab versus interferon 
beta 1a as first- line treatment for patients with relapsing- remitting 
multiple sclerosis: a randomised controlled phase 3 trial. Lancet 
2012;380:1819–28. 

 34 Rotstein DL, Healy BC, Malik MT, et al. Evaluation of no evidence 
of disease activity in a 7- year longitudinal multiple sclerosis cohort. 
JAMA Neurol 2015;72:152–8. 

 35 Hauser SL, Bar- Or A, Comi G, et al. Ocrelizumab versus 
interferon beta- 1a in relapsing multiple sclerosis. N Engl J Med 
2017;376:221–34. 

 36 Schulz KF, Altman DG, Moher D, et al. CONSORT 2010 Statement: 
updated guidelines for reporting parallel group randomised trials. 
BMC Med 2010;8:18. 

 37 Moher D, Hopewell S, Schulz KF, et al. CONSORT 2010 explanation 
and elaboration: updated guidelines for reporting parallel group 
randomised trials. BMJ 2010;340:c869. 

 38 Thompson AJ, Banwell BL, Barkhof F, et al. Diagnosis of multiple 
sclerosis: 2017 revisions of the McDonald criteria. Lancet Neurol 
2018;17:162–73. 

 39 Gajofatto A, Calabrese M, Benedetti MD, et al. Clinical, MRI, and 
CSF markers of disability progression in multiple sclerosis. Dis 
Markers 2013;35:687–99. 

 40 National Institute for Health and Care Excellence. NICE technical 
advice 127: Natalizumab for the treatment of adults with highly active 
relapsing- remitting multiple sclerosis. NICE; 2007.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9903-7203
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-8652-1525
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6259-0822
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7242-170X
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9995-1700
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4577-1821
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6498-9212
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9000-8126
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1745-7720
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2406-6365
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6819-3476
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.adg7489
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41409-019-0684-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41409-019-0684-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2016.5867
http://dx.doi.org/10.1212/WNL.0000000000001329
http://dx.doi.org/10.1212/WNL.0000000000003660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2018.18743
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00415-021-10820-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.msard.2020.102404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1352458520985238
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(16)30169-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(16)30169-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/jnnp-2013-307207
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/pn-2022-003531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1201/9781315151366
http://dx.doi.org/10.1201/9781315151366
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/bmt.2017.54
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/bmt.2017.54
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/bmt.2011.185
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/bmt.2012.5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/bjh.14514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbmt.2016.05.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/cid/cit684
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/cid/cit684
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/bmt.2016.362
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/bmt.2016.362
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archneurol.2010.150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/brain/awv258
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11136-011-9903-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11136-011-9903-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0197-2456(89)90005-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0197-2456(89)90005-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02260859
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1477-7525-8-22
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0447.1983.tb09716.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(12)61769-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2014.3537
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1601277
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1741-7015-8-18
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.c869
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(17)30470-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/484959
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/484959

	Efficacy and safety of autologous haematopoietic stem cell transplantation versus alemtuzumab, ocrelizumab, ofatumumab or cladribine in relapsing remitting multiple sclerosis (StarMS): protocol for a randomised controlled 
trial
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Trial objectives and hypotheses
	Mechanistic sub-study objectives
	Optical coherence tomography sub-study objectives
	Neuropsychology sub-study objectives


	Methods and analysis
	Trial design
	Setting and participants
	Eligibility criteria
	Screening assessments
	Randomisation
	Interventions
	Autologous haematopoietic stem cell transplantation
	Standard supportive care
	Vaccination

	Disease-modifying therapies
	Alemtuzumab
	Ocrelizumab
	Cladribine
	Ofatumumab

	Pregnancy
	Concomitant medications
	Treatment switching

	Outcomes
	Primary outcome
	Protocol-defined clinical relapses
	EDSS progression
	MRI disease activity

	Secondary outcomes
	Safety
	Clinical outcomes
	QoL/health economic measures

	Exploratory outcomes
	Mechanistic study outcomes
	Neuropsychology study outcomes
	OCT study outcomes

	Power calculation
	Study assessments and follow-up

	Statistical analysis
	Primary outcome
	Sensitivity analyses

	Safety outcomes and adverse events
	Secondary outcomes
	Subgroup analyses

	Patient and public involvement
	Study status

	Ethics and dissemination
	References


