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Clinical study on Shenyi Capsules combined with lobaplatin and gemcitabine in
treatment of recurrent ovarian cancer

TAO Qun, REN Wei-wei, LU Zhi-ling
Department Obstetrics and Gynecology, Chaohu Hospital of Anhui Medical University, Hefei 238000, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate the efficacy and safety of Shenyi Capsules combined with lobaplatin and gemcitabine in
treatment of recurrent ovarian cancer. Methods Patients (150 cases) with recurrent ovarian cancer in Chaohu Hospital of Anhui
Medical University from January 2013 to January 2014 were randomly divided into control and treatment group, and each group had 75
cases. Patients in the control group were iv administered with Gemcitabine Hydrochloride for injection at the first and the eighth day, 1
g/m’ added into normal saline 500 mL, and they were iv administered with Lobaplatin for injection at the second day, 50 mg/m* added
into normal saline 250 mL. Patients in the treatment group were po administered with Shenyi Capsules on the basis of the control group,
2 grains/time, twice daily. 21 d as one treatment course, patients in two groups were treated for two courses. After treatment, the
short-term and long-term efficacies were evaluated, and the QOL score, CA125 serum level and adverse reactions in two groups
before and after treatment were compared. Results  After treatment, the objective remission rate and disease control rate in the control
group were 44.00% and 69.33%, which were significantly lower than 68.00% and 89.33% in the treatment group, respectively, and
there were differences between two groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, the QOL score in two groups was significantly increased (P <
0.05), but CA125 serum level was significantly decreased (P < 0.05). And the QOL score and CA125 serum level in the treatment
group after treatment were significantly better than that in the control group (P < 0.05). The follow-up results of 2 months after
treatment showed that the time of disease progression, overall survival and 1 year survival rate in the treatment group after treatment
was significantly better than those in the control group (P < 0.05). During the treatment, the adverse reactions of leukocyte and platelet
decline, liver and kidney function damage in the treatment group were significantly lower than those in the control group, with

significant difference between two groups (P < 0.05). Conclusion Shenyi Capsules combined with lobaplatin and gemcitabine has

Ut BHEA: 2017-11-29
EHEN: BB (1971—), AR, FATER, EZAGEFRPRE T/, E-mail: lvping7891@126.com



. 1458 - PN T Y3

Drugs & Clinic

FE33H HeH  2018FE6 A

significant efficacy in treatment of recurrent ovarian cancer with high safety, which has a certain clinical application value.

Key words: Gemcitabine Hydrochloride for injection; Lobaplatin for injection; Shenyi Capsules; recurrent ovarian cancer; objective

remission rate; QOL score; adverse reaction
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Table 2 Comparison on QOL score and CA125 serum level between two groups ( X£s )
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Table 4 Comparison on adverse reactions between two groups
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