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Clinical observation of Jinlong Capsules combined with DP regimen in treatment
of intermediate-advanced cervical cancer

DONG Ya-nan, BAO Ying-li, WANG Yuan-yuan
Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology, Xinye County People’s Hospital, Nanyang 473500, China

Abstract: Objective To explore the efficacy and safety of Jinlong Capsules combined with DP regimen in treatment of
intermediate-advanced cervical cancer. Methods Patients (56 cases) with intermediate-advanced cervical cancer in Xinye County
People’s Hospital from March 2012 to March 2015 were randomly divided into control and treatment groups, and each had 28 cases.
Patients in the control group were iv administered with Docetaxel Injection, 60 mg/m” added into normal saline, and dripped within 1 h,
once every 3 weeks, and at the same time, they were iv administered with Cisplatin for injection, 50 mg/m* added into normal saline,
once every 3 weeks. Patients in the treatment group were po administered with Jinlong Capsules on the basis of the control group, 4
grains/time, three times daily. Patients in two groups were treated for 6 weeks. After treatment, the clinical efficacy was evaluated, and
the long-term clinical efficacy, KPS score and tumor diameter, adverse reactions in two groups before and after treatment were compared.
Results After treatment, the objective reaction rate and clinical benefit rate in the control group were 42.86% and 64.29%, which were
significantly lower than 75.00% and 89.29% in the treatment group, respectively, and there were differences between two groups (P < 0.05).
After treatment, the local recurrence rate and distant metastasis rate in the treatment group were significantly lower than those in the
control group, and 3 year survival rate was significantly higher than that in the control group, with significant difference between two
groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, the KPS scores in two groups were significantly increased (P < 0.05), but tumor diameter was
significantly decreased (P < 0.05), and the KPS scores and tumor diameter in the treatment group were significantly lower than those
in the control group (P < 0.05). During the treatment, the adverse reactions rate in the treatment group was 10.71%, which was
significantly lower than 39.29% in the control group, with significant difference between two groups (P <0.05). Conclusion Jinlong

Capsules combined with DP regimen has significant curative effect in treatment of intermediate-advanced cervical cancer with
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lower incidence of adverse reactions, which has a certain clinical application value.
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Table 1 Comparison on short-term clinical efficacy between two groups
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Xof 28 10 2 10 42.86 64.29
I 28 15 6 3 75.00° 89.29°

xR LR TP<<0.05

"P <0.05 vs control group
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Table 2 Comparison on long-term clinical efficacy between two groups
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Table 4 Comparison on adverse reactions between two groups
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