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Clinical effect of Yixuesheng Capsule combined with rhG-CSF on white blood
cell decline in gynecological tumor patients undergoing chemotherapy

ZENG Xiang-xue, ZHANG Yue-giang, LIU An-jia
Department of oncology, Zhoukou Traditional Chinese Medicine, Zhoukou 466000, China

Abstract: Objective To detect the clinical effect of Yixuesheng Capsule on white blood cell decline in gynecological tumor patients
undergoing chemotherapy and its clinical efficacy. Methods Atotal of 124 gynecological tumor patients with white blood cell decline
were enrolled in this study. Patients were randomly divided into control group (n = 62) and observation group (n = 62). The control
group were given rhG-CSF treatment, and the observation group were treated with Yixuesheng Capsule and rhG-CSF. The blood cell
count, Spitzer score, Cares-SF score, and adverse reaction were compared. Results There was no significant difference of white blood
cell (WBC), red blood cell (RBC), and platelet counts. After treatment, the WBC, RBC, and platelet count were significantly
increased in the two groups (P < 0.05, 0.01). But the observation group was better than the control group (P < 0.05) on the increase
of WBC, RBC, and platelet. There was no significant difference of Spitzer score and Cares-SF score between the two groups before
treatment. After treatment, Spitzer scores of the two groups were significantly increased and Cares-SF scores were significantly
decreased (P < 0.05, 0.01), but the observation group of Spitzer score increased and Cares-SF score decreased superior than those of
the control group (P < 0.05). The incidence of infection in observation group was 22.6% (14/62), which was significantly lower than
that of 38.7% (24/62) in control group (P < 0.05). The usage of rhG-CSF in control group was 17.24 + 3.52, which was significantly
higher than that of 12.14 + 2.73 in observation group (P < 0.05). The rate of adverse reaction was 8.1% (5/62) in observation group
which was lower than that of 21.0% (13/62) in control group (P < 0.05). Conclusion Yixuesheng Capsule can significantly increase the
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blood cells of gynecological tumor patients undergoing chemotherapy, improve the clinical symptoms and the quality of life, with

significantly clinical safety.
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Table 1 Comparison of clinical data between the two groups
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Table 2 Comparison on blood cell count before and after treatment between two groups (X +s)
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