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Clinical study on Kang’ai Injection combined with gemcitabine in treatment of
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Abstract: Objective To investigate the effects of Kang’ai Injection combined with Gemcitabine Hydrochloride for injection in
treatment of non-small cell lung cancer. Methods Patients (100 cases) with non-small cell lung cancer in the First Affiliated Hospital
of Xi’an Jiao Tong University Medical College from January 2013 to January 2015 were randomly divided into the control and
treatment groups, and each group had 50 cases. Patients in the control group were iv administered with Gemcitabine Hydrochloride for
injection of 1 200 mg/m?, added into normal saline 100 mL, given on days 1 and 8. The patients in treatment group were iv
administered with Kang’ai Injection on the basis of control group, 50 mL/m* Kang’ai Injection added into normal saline 250 mL, and
treated for 14 d. The patients in two groups were treated for 21 d. After treatment, the clinical efficacies were evaluated, and immune
function indexes, protein expression, and side effect in two groups were compared before and after treatment. Results After
treatment, objective response rate (ORR) in the control group and treatment group were 48.0% and 66.0%, respectively, and there were
differences between two groups (P < 0.05). But there were no differences on disease control rates (DCR) between two groups. After
treatment, CD*" and CD*/CD®" in two groups were significantly increased, and the difference was statistically significant in the same
group (P < 0.05). After treatment, CD**, CD*, and CD*"/CD* in the treatment group were significantly increased, CD*" was

significantly decreased, the observational indexes were significantly better than those in the control group, with significant difference
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between two groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, protein expression of Ki67 and bcl-2 in two groups was significantly decreased,

protein expression of bax was significantly increased, and the difference was statistically significant in the same group (P < 0.05).

After treatment, the observational indexes in the treatment group were significantly better than those in the control group, with

significant difference between two groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, the incidence rates of thrombocytopenia, leucopenia, and

oligocythemia in the treatment group were significantly lower than those in the control group, and there were differences between two

groups (P < 0.05). But there were no differences on incidence of ALT abnormalities and nausea and vomiting between two groups.

Conclusion Kang’ai Injection combined with Gemcitabine Hydrochloride for injection has clinical curative in treatment of non-small

cell lung cancer, can significantly improve the immune function, and improve protein expression, reduce the adverse reactions of

chemotherapy, which has a certain clinical application value.

Key words: Kang’ai Injection; Gemcitabine Hydrochloride for injection; non-small cell lung cancer; immune function; protein

expression; adverse reactions

A /IS0 P it A EE /S A0 M g S P R A, 2
CLFE N B, DA ) 4/5 i
H RTIR YA YT AE /N0 il e e A, HARHT 4l
By, CAGiANEkE, J o, BRARR S JREt
RAF, MEEEETG. U E T AR
WYy, DILHU S Pk oA P W R /N 40 P it v v
B2 AHIGRSZ BEF R (P29, R Dhne
BRAS s, ety iR RN KM, AN
FARITR, w1 HA R FBULE AR . R
S 2R, HA S SERERIIRL, ReE R
PErmp A SR D RE, 3 FH T s A5 2 P g il
BaYT o & P AR R 254, BRI
XF GUS WIWEFARIBUMR R H i, Hpr stk
G B, R R I Sk D 7 P At
W BRI RN, R A R A
TF SRR S SR A 5 VG A v 7 A /I 4t s
S, T
1 &ERS5HEZE
1.1 IRKRER

T UV 22 A8 3 K2 s 2 B R — M s B B 2013
fE 1 H—2015 4F 1 HEte iaAE/Nan il 52 100
B, A5 69 1, 431 %l; FEilk 45~76 %, T
(62.413.2) % ol 53 41, I 47 ). Ak
W ZAC BT G o ke, SR an it IR

PINRE: e FABUE S AR/
JigE, TNM 733 THA ;s 4F % 45~76 %/ ; Karnofsky
PEr 60 23 LL M H A LA 6 S A UL B g
T I R AR TR T &

HEBR S BrbritE: TS hRES & . O™ H
s T (B LA RTS8 R
Bl R G A, HZ9 M2 NG
RIMEG A FATTH ;. MHRTRARE .

1.2 H4

B R BN Ty oh ALRIGR T 41, 415 50
Bl TRRAL S 34 4], L2 16 i WS 47~76 %/,
V) (62.6£3.3) % Horh i 25 4, M 25 4
WBITA 5 3541, 2 15 Bl AFEE 45~75 %, P
(62.01+3.4) % ; i 28 41, e 22 . 4l
R PRI S, AT
1.3 BT A%

X WAL 25 T 30 S0 FH SRR 7 P A TR [V 95 BB
AR IR A A=, Mg 0.2 g (LU PEAhs
7, #tt5 100622] 1200 mg/m®, A1 100 mL 4= 3
hoKH, B 1L 8 RERIKITE . 8T LA B4R
L R B TS I LB 2 A AT PR )
A, Bk 10 mL/3Z, S 650151) 50 mL/m®, N
A 250 mL ZEERER KA, LA 14 d. Ay B
25T IENR S LA REAR R, S5 WS TR
ST A . PALIIELLIRTT 21 d. 55 1~2 JiTF
HFARIBIT
1.4 &K TTSH EhRE

WA SRR SO FRvE (RECIST) P13 4 58
SRR (CR, kI R 1 AN HD L 5> 251 (PR,
I ERgi N 50% LA 1, HEFTE4ERE 1 /AN HBL D, B2
5E (SD, MIE4R/N 50% LA N B K 25% L), 1
Ji& (PD, Jikksk 25%LA B0t BB .. 5
FMAT ORI 1 R

HMAERE= (CRH+PR) /EWI1%

PR EHIR = (CR+PR+SD) /REF%

1.5 JEIEFR

BT EE T R S IR AR K 3 mL, SR
Fut g A (5 Do 2 PR R R A F]D S 4%
TP E s TRETR Bx CDPT. €D, CD¥.
CcD*/CD* /K.



<1052 - PN T Y3

Drugs & Clinic

E3H HTH  2016FE7A

RHCREENFERRA, WL 10% R, &
A, P, I e A RN E Ki6T
HH. bel-2 FHEM bax HHK Y. Ki67. bel-2, bax
ARG A SUR AR PR 2wl 4t
1.6 ARKL

ML LIRS WAL AR . A R
B, INRHEM (ALT) S5 TS siml V. K
Pt T DAL (WHO) AH AR AL T 2 R A
R4y 0 1. I TI. IV 2% 5 A2 o gk
INTCEREE RN, TV 37N i SN ™
1.7 FitEH*

[ HH SPSS 19.0 Zevl- 3 A o A kit vkl
PAET O BRos, A7 Rl %R DL xts For,
AT t K%

2 #R
2.1 WBIRRITHLE

BITJE . RERAL. YR LGB BOR 5r90 h

48.0% 66.0%, MALLKRERAG I FEX (P<

0.05), PRALZIREE IR LR ZE R LR ETE, Wk 1,
2.2 GRTTRBIREIEFRELEL

BITHIMI4L e, cD*. cD*. cD*/CD* I
BMERLYG W HEN. WIT A, W4 cp*.
CD*/CD* Wl & _ETt, [R4GY7 il o e 2 5t B 4
EEE L (P<0.05); HGIr4l cp’. cp*.
CD*/CD¥ W] & L7, CD* W] B FFE, ki
xR, WA e R RE R #R X (P<
0.05), UL% 2.
2.3 WMAZBRIELE

WIT)E, R4 Ki67 B bel-2 B EHRIAK
PR G, bax HREAREAKTIET R, Pl
BESALIEE L (P<0.05), W 3.
2.4 METRKN L

WBIT I, WWITALIMRIEAD . AR, 4
D K AR AR TR A, A R R
giit R (P<0.05), {HPR4] ALT R i %
ORI R AR R LU ZE S v L, Wk 4.

F1 FAIRKITHA LR

Table 1 Comparison on clinical curative effect between two groups
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