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£ 9 AHEWN ANRER: GHALEZ2ER B A RERD WA 90 Bl 4 B e B8 MR R, T S L iR
(50 ) FEITAL (40 ). XFHRALES 1~5 Kk i SR W e v S 400 mgim?. AT 4L7E X IRAL G T AL 158 1
Rk Sh IR R R 120 mgim?. & 21 Ko L ANAW, WALEBFE BT VAR . WEMARIRRT X, i
PR ATE R R BRI EYAKE. ARRM. &R BI7E, SRAMBTAHNEREMER (ORR) 434 58.0%.
72.5%, FEEERZ (DCR) 43708 78.0%. 85.0%, PR ERAHIIFE N (P<0.05). JAITfE, *HRAREITHKA
TEIR RSB R 5 36.0%. 62.5%, WA ERAF¥E N (P<0.05), JRI7)E, WAEREEESD 199 (CAL199). ¥
JEHUE (CEA) KFRFFAR, FRLIRITAE HRZERA G558 L (P<0.05); I Hify7 4 835 MG s bn S8 7K 78 &
T XL, PR ZERE S8 L (P<0.05), XFHRAAAYT 4 AgIMR > KA 508 30.0%. 45.0%, Il /NI
SRR 30.0%. 52.5%, BHRZERE SR (P<0.05). 45 RRIEBERIREEE G IT s
e BA RIFMIGRIT A, nrocs A e, BARMEMR R EKTE, BE e R AN .
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Clinical study on epirubicin combined with 5-fluorouracil in treatment of advanced
colorectal cancer

TANG Jing-jing, WANG Yue-cheng, REN Yu-han
Department of Gastroenterology, Renmin Hospital, Hubei University of Medicine, Shiyan 442000, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate the clinical efficacy of Epirubicin Hydrochloride for injection combined with Fluorouracil
Injection in treatment of advanced colorectal cancer. Methods Patients (90 cases) with advanced colorectal cancer in Shiyan People’s
Hospital (Affiliated People’s Hospital of Hubei Medical College) from September 2016 to September 2018 were randomly divided
into the control group (50 cases) and the treatment group (40 cases). Patients in the control group were iv administered with
Fluorouracil Injection on the first day to fifth day 400 mg/m?. Patients in the treatment group were iv administered with Epirubicin
Hydrochloride for injection on the basis of the control group on the first day 120 mg/m?. Every 21 days iwas a cycle, and patients in two
groups were treated for 1 cycle. After treatment, the clinical efficacies were evaluated, and quality of life, serum level of tumor
markers, and adverse reactions in two groups were compared. Results After treatment, the ORR in the control and treatment groups
were 58.0% and 72.5%, respectively, and the DCR in the control and treatment groups were 78.0% and 85.0%, respectively, and there
was difference between two groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, the improvement rate of quality of life in the control and treatment
groups were 36.0% and 62.5%, respectively, and there was difference between two groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, the levels of
CA199 and CEA in two groups were significantly decreased, and the difference was statistically significant in the same group (P <
0.05). And the serum level of tumor markers in the treatment group were significantly lower than those in the control group, with
significant difference between two groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, the incidence of leukocytopenia in the control and treatment
groups were 30.0% and 45.0%, respectively, the incidence of thrombocytopenia in the control and treatment groups were 30.0% and
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52.5%, respectively, and there was difference between two groups (P < 0.05). Conclusion Epirubicin Hydrochloride for injection

combined with Fluorouracil Injection has clinical curative effect in treatment of advanced colorectal cancer, can improve the quality of

life, and reduce the serum level of tumor markers, which has a certain clinical application value.
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tumor marker
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SD 4 10 fi, PD 4 11 f, ORR & 58.0%, DCR
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85.0%, M EEIMKIT LR ERA G E L
(P<0.05), W 1.
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2.3 FLAIEMEIREMK LR

EIT A, PH4LEE CAL199. CEA /K738 3 [%
fiX, FARIITHERER AR ITFE L (P<
0.05); FHIAITHE#H CA199. CEA /KT
KTXRAE, WHRERARITFE XL (P<
0.05), H.#% 3.

R1 RAIRKTHEER
Table 1 Comparison on clinical efficacies between two groups

M n/fi CR/#1 PR/ SD/fl PD/4 ORR/% DCR/%
X HE 50 12 17 10 11 58.0 78.0
BT 40 13 16 5 6 725" 85.0"

xR P<0.05

“P < 0.05 vs control group

=2 PREFERSLER
Table 2 Comparison on quality of life between two groups

HA n/f B/ FaE M FEAIS/ 51 SRR %
Xof HEt 50 18 23 9 36.0
RN 40 25 11 4 62.5"

Sh AL P<0.05

“P < 0.05 vs control group

*3 FAMEREAREYAFEE ( x+s)
Table 3 Comparison on serum level of tumor markers between two groups ( X s )
CA199/(U mL™?) CEA/(UmL™)
HA /{51 -
BITHT BT R YRITHT BIT)E

X i 50 83.89+7.56 45.89+4,93" 58.65+6.99 18.74+2.75"
BIT 40 83.95+7.45 36.84+3.96"4 58.72+6.94 10.29+2.02"4

SRMEITRTHE: P<0.05; SxIBAETEHE: 4P<0.05

“P < 0.05 vs same group before treatment; P < 0.05 vs control group after treatment
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Table 4 Comparison on adverse reactions between two groups

25 n/f X /5] SO

I 1] " v KAEZRI% | 1l 11 v RAEZRY
X HE 50 10 8 2 0 40.0 11 8 0 0 38.0
bEbg 40 8 10 1 0 475 11 8 0 0 475

REi5 151 20 ek 2D 1451

ZH 5 n/5) - -

I 1] " \Y; KR I% I 1 " v KER%
ot 50 7 8 1 0 32.0 3 7 5 0 30.0
RIT 40 6 7 0 0 325 6 8 4 0 45.0"

RN A/

5] n/fg - -

I 1] " v KAEZRI% | 1l n v RAEZRY
o HE 50 6 5 4 0 30.0 9 5 2 0 32.0
BT 40 8 10 3 0 525 9 5 2 0 40.0

i P L 5 15 B 5 1)

ZH A /{5 N N

I 1] " v KAEZRI% | 1l n v RAEZRY
ot HE 50 7 3 1 0 22.0 6 8 0 0 28.0
BT 40 6 4 1 0 275 6 7 0 0 325

x4l "P<0.05
“P < 0.05 vs control group
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