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Abstract: Objective To evaluate the therapeutic effect of tonic traditional Chinese medicine on radiation pneumonitis by means of
Meta-analysis. Methods Pubmed, Cochrane Library, Embase, CNKI, VIP, CBM, and Wanfang were retrieved online from their
inception to September 1, 2017. Revman 5.0 software was used to assess the bias of the included studies, and Stata 12.0 was used to
evaluate the extraction of the therapeutic effects of radiation pneumonitis. Auxiliary indicators include imaging changes, the use time
of glucocorticoid, the quality of life, immune function, lung function, and cytokine levels. Results A total of 47 studies involving
3071 patients were included, and methodological quality has moderate bias. Compared with the control group, Chinese tonic
medicine can be effective in the treatment of radiation pneumonitis [OR=3.778, 95% CI(3.098,4.609), P=0.000], improve the quality
of life [OR=3.509, 95%CI(2.655,4.638), P=0.000], reduce the glucocorticoid use time [WMD=-6.313, 95%CI(—9.349, —3.276),
P=0.000], improve the level of FEV1/VC, and reduce the level of transforming growth factor-p (TGF-f). But for vital capacity (VC),
the improvement of forced expiratory volume in one second (FEV1) and immune function is not obvious. Subgroup analysis and
regression analysis showed that the effects of treatment were not related to the type of tonic drugs used, whether they were used in
combination with glucocorticoid, the total duration of the medication, and the type of tumor of the patient. Conclusion Chinese
tonic medicine can improve the symptoms and pulmonary imaging of patients who have radiation pneumonitis, improve the quality
of life, and reduce the use time of glucocorticoid.
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A T IE R (VO BISGEE L, # T 5T 8 55k

KRB (P=0.000, P=94.0%), R BENLENY
FERFEAT 7307 o 45 B Wos Al Ab 2t P 25 AN e
HH Y VC[WMD=1.335, 95%CI (—0.268, 2.938),
P=0.103].

A7 3 TRFSE (n=171) P73 SUR s T4 1
F WS8R (FEVD) [BGES L, S TT9T 2 18]
ST R (P=0.009, I78.6%, ), #RJIBE
BUSONAE RS IEAT A1 BIFIT 45 R S FH D 2 25 06
HBE N FEV] G [WMD=0.394, 95%CI (—0.128,
0.915), P=0.139].

A3 st (n=183) W T
FEVI/FVC BGEE L, #0218 7 5 1 XU
% (P=0.452, F0.0%), R I 5 20N A 1
AT 0 Mo &5 R Wos Al #b 25 b 25 R Al R E
FEVI/FVC /K113 2| 3% [WMD=4.937,  95%CI
(4.391, 5.483), P=0.000], W.% 3.

245 RERT A 2 B (=144) BH 4R
T AN A 2 2R T RO M 98 5 B H e TR
TR, ST e I RS A, LR 4.

AR FH B LN AR AT Meta-20 BT, &5 R I
o FH AR 25 8 259697 O il 2 B, SR AT S8 1)
CD3 7K*F[WMD=3.485, 95%CI (—7.060, 14.029),
P=0.517]+ CD4 7K F-[WMD=2.196, 95%CI (—4.193,
8.585), P=0.501]. CD8 /K F-[WMD=-1.496, 95%CI

* 2 MR RRET R SIS ETRIE RS

Table 2 Regression analysis of therapeutic effect

P LS Coef t1H P i 95%CI

it 0.058 0.50 0.623 -0.178, 0.293
FLIRE 0.059 0.50 0.624 -0.183, 0.301
B 0.053 0.40 0.688 -0.213, 0.318
)i 0.044 0.33 0.743 -0.225, 0.312
E/ N ERI d N ] 0.010 0.02 0.981 —0.833, 0.853
U e Nk} 0.040 0.16 0.875 -0.473, 0.554

(—4.180, 1.189), P=0.275]. CD4'/CD8" /K *F-
[WMD=0.105, 95%CI (—0.277, 0.486), P=0.591]
3 AL LA TE B e .

2.4.6 AR TACE 3T 2 TS0 (n=109)
W TEALERKIN T (TGF) Bl K, &I
) S5 JBE Ik XU A% (P=0.484, IP=0.0%), R
TE RNV AT o3 br . 25 R K41 TGF-B1 /K
7 5o AL B A P 22 S [WMD=-2.38,,

95%CI (—2.83, —1.92), P=0.000].
2.5 BRMES R

53 il 5 B o B A R STRR, - DY ST BT 5 006)
Meta-/3H7 46 FL K10 o 531 7 i SCHRL > 1723294595381
Jei s ATh S B A0 TR 1 il A V6T I A AR
5 T R 41 [OR=3.806, 95%CI (3.049, 4.751),
P=0.000], Frf345 5 Meta-73 BT 45 EEA 5, iF
W] Meta-7 # 25 SR Fafid, HATATEENE.
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Table 3 Improvement of lung function
[=A A A L ot
- ST B 2 » Meta- 43 HT 45
ME R kg ki)
7 Fi% PfH WMD 95%CI Z1H PiA
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F* 4 RERTFHETER
Table 4 Changes of immune factors
=N AN
A SRR N Meta-7)-#7 45 3
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7 Fi% PfH WMD 95%CI Z1H PiA

CD3" 37.99 97.4 0.000 FEHL 3.485 (=7.060, 14.029)  0.65 0.517
CD4" 38.87 97.4 0.000 FEHL 2.196 (—4.193, 8.585)  0.67 0.501
CD4"/CD8" 18.48 94.6 0.000 L 0.105 (=0.277, 0.486)  0.54 0.591
CD§" 8.61 88.4 0.003 REHL —1.496 (—4.180, 1.189) 1.09 0.275

L L AR A e 0 s B S R
M S, TR RS ORI 2 A5 e e HE I v
ﬂ: uﬂfﬁggn‘ “Hfﬁﬁ”\ I ﬁ'uﬁ” %?ﬁﬂiﬁ[z]o “HI:EEE” ?%fm
OB 2R 22 R, 224, R 580 DhRg s
i I A O LR B

SRR g B T % SO RO P A 8 95 LA
PLL “TERSN . AT RE . s B B R kA
AR I RE B 53.5%, GRSV T 21.4%,
AR 17.9%, il AR 7.1%, FEA M7EIE
17 35.7%. S SO TBUR PRI 2 1G9 FH T, A



%k Drug Evaluation Research 35 41% 3583 20184E8 A

1522
s
LA
i N
: 5
i ]
! 5
.
" 1"' |
e * L% n
L) ..':'- \ .
-’ L3 »
! L "_h
r » 1
- -
‘. LA - - -
T’ " ey
5
: - 4
r Y
4 \
: boh ¥
! W
1 !
: .
s 5
! 5

6 TR EIEMN
Fig. 6 Bias evaluation of clinical efficacy

YT LR ORI 32 G 71.2% ) BAE A
fir o E G 50%), YEIMALSEE (7 25%). #hEFal
il (il 10.71%) 33K RPIBUR AT 58 16T LLad <
A BH L A 2 n ] AR (T R

PURHRER 2y B2, AVTIR . NS5
AT B VAT 98 1) 32 s D vh - AT B AT
B2 R R PR OO, LT DAY DU 22 T BT
LS LD AT YAl M 3G 2 il 2
I Bt DU AMHAZ e 4 Y05 BAT g
R i AN, BRI, SeRIEEAIRE,
W SRR LT AL, (RIEN AR I RE ) FhRH
2y 2 U ] TR LA AR S S5 B A
REFIR Ve S D e, MR SCEHUAA S )y, ek
TP 48 ¥ 2

R N SGHh 2536 7 T8O VAT 28 1T 5 6 B
W2, HZNH— BRI, Sia RA
AR, XARES AT REA R D> PEAFREA
FPrEli. AHHICRH Meta-2r 107735, XA G
PGS TBURE I 28 BT RAEEAT VR, S
N B HTEE T VAR b 26 28 2500 T
il 5 RIETT ROR o AHAWTFAIIRAFAE — AL,
Ferp oy st R A AE TP AR L RO XRG:,  RFR 7T
RVEAN R H A IR BN 7% kAT
3 ECBE T LA S &1 R W E 56, lid begg’s K
YUn] BEAFAE AR ey s BB TR0 (1 i s ) R i
T REMINE A HT A N BB 820 AT BE S 45 R )
HERTE. DI, DUSDI#REB T2 0. KFEAR
T JOT R BTG R UG UE b 2t 245506 Ji g 6 T8
SRR 2 IR TR I

g5 b, AR 28 S8 2 T ORISR M R
FEREAl BB S5 A0S AE 2BV U JFEVL M2 TGF-B1
PRI, (RS B T ks i) . VC,
FEVI/FVC DL 533 K1 7K PR B 4 5 ) 20 T
WEMEZE S, ATHAN S TP AR, RIS
PR AT FH AR 26 24 ()7 R 45 0 A 2 (A1 4G Yl 251

FESF o

S 3k

[1]  BREA, Bt (F0E. P E PR T8O T 2
FLbRE (3], HEH B EUE, 2011, 20(2): 289-290.

2] M=z, BN OIS JE R A TR
O[] HP P EE g A 0 NI 2R AR, 2009, 7(9):
1100-1101.

[3] FIC. JBOR PRI 2 b BEHHRBIER [J]. Wi BE 2K
2244, 2006, 30(5): 482-483.

[4] FREM. B2 5 IR YT R M i 49 00 1 IR % SE 56
WFFC [D]. HS: R s 25 K2, 2015.

[5] Bt R. IEINHHIRTT RO PRI 2 0 R 20 7]
hE 254552, 2015(1): 69-70.

[6] MEAMe, E%E, SH+t, 25 BRSSO MR
155/ BRUASRY () TGF-B1. SOD [FI5Em [J]. rhHerhEE 2
T, 2015(6): 1411-1413.

[7] SARfh. BE =S UMK A B P it 28 1 I R A 5T
[D]. Fnt: FERTPEEZ K%, 2015.

8] & I, TN, ¥ 4 % BSELBPIRUETE
i 897 RO EE ], R B2 KSR, 2017, 33(1):
30-32.

[91 & W, % &, 2 B, % FHGE. SIS KR
WIS VY 23897 RO P I 287 ol g% (3], IArh e
ghia ki, 2016,25(5): 507-509.

[10] I BT I . 95 974 11&i PR 12 W A0 97 b o - R BURSE 2 T
M]. FERG TLIRRMESCR AL, 1990.

[11] Higgins Jpt G S. Cochrane Handbook for Systematic
Reviews of Interventions Version 5.1.0 [J]. Cochrane Data
Syst Rev, 2009, 2011(2): S38.

[12] BB, YaInmE, e i, 25, SOyt S oh o7 8Os
Jifi 58 1R 97 2082 (3], b B b PR A5 A A, 2004,
24(3): 256-257.

[13]1 #h  Jk. AEMEESHBAEE. BRI RS %
JYROmER (7], hEBLAREE 2%k, 2012, 14(5): 97-98.

(141 77 0. O &R &5 s 7T SLIRE A S O 2 il %6
20 BT RS [T HR BB AR, 2012, 29(3):
40-41.

[15] GEMREA, 1L . & W& mnykia Ty Sk v i ¢
32 4] [J]. KA PR RFEFR, 2012, 28(5): 865-866.

[16] SEHRAR, ZR{-E. 4MilZ VA YT Sk s e 48 35 61 [J].



%sishat %, Drug Evaluation Research 35 413% 583 20184E8 A

AR 24, 2012, 32(1): 39-40.

[17] EEE, TA %, R, % LRGSR
JT TN 28 82 4l [J]. FERTEE LK== ARE
220R, 2011, 27(6): 533-535.

[18] BRI, 222 DRI A R R I7 U it 48 28 4l
[ BepihzE, 2009, 30(12): 1571-1571.

[19] WEWRl, 7000, PGB 45& 187 O P 48 32 61 [J].
G FR 2, 2006, 22(3): 28-28.

[20] 4% ¥, BHOEA. SIS B A T BN PRI 22 16 R
MEL 7). HEHEESIE, 2010, 19(7): 1134-1134.

211 A, midete, gk, 55 hVgEE &7
Jili g I m IR A 22 [J]. B R g B g5 G 2k, 2007,
27(12): 1121-1123.

[22] 4R E . FFHEZ MRS VG 253097 T5CH 1 i 98 BE AL
TR AT (7). L P E AR, 2014, 28(11):
96-98.

[23] TRAETC. MIASNEHIBTT T M 5% 46 41 [1]. KEFT
PE 25 K224, 2008, 24(6): 684-685.

[24] 5 . AN IEZ BT TR I 2 I IR T AL 3]
R 22 R, 2015(1): 69-70.

2518 &, & XK. BUR— SRR 5 IR R 5T
[, JeHIFEE, 2010, 25(11): 2037-2038.

[26] HI1EN, 45 Mk, REIE, 5. TR AL 7 B va o
AL IR IR ST [J]. P EE25 54K, 2011, 17(6): 12-15.

[27] BN, 4R M. BRIEHUE 5 G 78 25 VA 0T T v il 48
JrROMEL 7). BREPGTEE, 2011, 32(12): 1572-1574.

[28] B/, dkimiAe, MRERS, & SR ITZ G MR
I G T Ak 24 Bl RAE [J]. v B b B SO,
2009, 18(4): 510-511.

[29] XIBAfE, & o, TREAME, &5 WMEAHPUER. WER
YRR 28 16 BIIRPR 234 (7], h RS2 BET, 2005,
32(5): 8-8.

[30] BRANTE. ¥ AL S50 £ 4 A0 A T J5CR P b 2 1R i PR B
X (3] HE MR GRS A, 2001, 8(5): 30-31.

[31] DEER. MEEmEh I I8 T7 ORI 26 29 FililG
ALEZ [J]. BiREE, 2001, 33(4): 50-51.

[32] A, BRVPRIE, TR, SRR MGsIT 2 vEBuHE
Jili 58 I AR L% [3]. 107 R 2 K = 4R, 2011(5):
173-175.

[33] . REGEABIATT I T 24 BT SO g%
[ HhBE, 2006, 38(8): 40-41.

[34] M. TPGEL LG IRTT IO P 58 34 41 [7]. ey
S, 2007, 13(6): 76-76.

[B51 % &, =i, A B & T iagid & ia sy il
I BUBPEIG 46 32 B3y e [1]. Besfm A, 2013,
12(2): 110-113.

[36] 2 i, kA5, XG4l S VEAEA A VG 2R
I AU M 22 41 B [3]. BVGHEE, 2009, 30(9):

« 1523 «
1168-1169.
3715k &, X HL, by, SR SRR G R S R

SRl 28 BT RO (7). Bk R BE, 2012, 33(4):
390-392.

[38] 1% AT, ¥, EBRIR, 5. R BIRIT Ak
SEPENE A 42 s RS (7], KEF B2 K2R,
2010, 26(6): 878-879.

[39] SR IH. T RNl v 6 6 BT YRR T IO PRI ¢ 32
BIGEARMEE [J]. LLARrBE2y, 2013(2): 41-42.

[40] BRdiR, ok 40, k&, & BRI S E IR H
TRTT 2P PRI R RS [J]. thaeh R 2E T,
2005, 23(3): 549-550.

M1 % A, ¥RE2 hIELSS RO MR % 28 Flyr
BOWEE [J]. R, 2014, 30(5): 34-35.

[42] 5KIE =, WS4 IRk & VAT U EI % 30
B ARALEE [7]. T [E s HPE 2, 2015(23): 181-183.
[43] 25y il, RSEHE, REALTE. WS 2L INsIa T IR

SPPEIG R IEPRET ST [7]. HHEBE2R, 2015, 30(3): 328-329.

[44] 5k 3R, WS LI IR R IR R S [7].
S B2, 2014(21): 134-135.

[45] A2, PR 45 A 1R IT ORI R IR EE [T]. WA
JeBEZRE, 2009, 31(2): 33-34.

[46] HUKNI, FRingE, 5%, . AERK CHRAIRIT BUN
iR %% [7]. B s, 2011(5): 52-53.

[47] FEXCF. IOBR AR K UG T7 BOR PRI 28 64 197 O %%
[3]. "FEIEERIEST, 2013(6): 72-73.

[48] FReEE, % 35, & L. FEXZINIEIT O g2
22 5 [J]. HEEEPEEZY, 2008, 39(6): 42-42.

[49] TEZ, & £, B R TE&FEZ25 N RIGIT U
Jili 98 I R 7 O g% (7], RSP E 22 F, 2015(6):
1307-1309.

[50] 4 it ZRE. TGRS MERIT 2K
SRR 48 fR I R ST [D]. BUUL: Wb s 2ok 2,
2015.

[511 2%, XIWAN, T R4, 2 kiR &5z ia 7 il
SR A G 30 1[I BEUE R, 2006, 27(9):
1080-1081.

[52] 8k 41, & MR, BEarth, &%, FEBIMRE L7 2
PR RSP il 2 9T RO g% (7). b B P EE SURE, 2006,
15(10): 1075-1076.

[53] #&%  4lF. FROVEMEREDCEIE . PUA RO
Jifi ¢ 28 1 [J]. 1 EYRVEEE &5 G 44K, 2010, 30(4):
442-443.

[54] skefgn, TME, BHEEN, 5. 23400 M 29va T U
PRI 3505 00 R R W g% [7). iR RCE R 2y 4 A, 2011,
23(3): 45-46.

[55] 2= BB, EQNE, T B ARSI 25E 7 O
BRI BT (0], P EIRIRITSE, 2016(3): 96-97.



+ 1524+ %k Drug Evaluation Research 35 41% 3583 20184E8 A
[56] ¥ %, % Hh, BEEREC LBE MBI & a6 T LB A%, 2007, 27(4): 347-348.

TR TR AT A T O s (7], P EIEZ TR, 2012,
9(7): 35-37.

[57] XUSLAE, BEAIK, TO5 ¥, 5 0k 50 5 i
F. PUERRYT N R RS [, hE g
BE4h 47k, 2015, 35(10): 1192-1195.

[58] KT, akEFME, AR, 5SS BT 07 RO PRl
MIIGARTT BOME2 [J]. S TR 24, 2016, 35(3): 3-4.

[59] WKEL, £ R, EXAK, 55 SN RBEERITIR
RO AT [J]. Rt B2 22 H B i 2% &, 2005, 25(3):
260-261.

[60] Hirffk®Eh, & £, 22 B, . LI I EE RUR N4l 21
E ST IR A i 7 R S ) M R i o

(611 & A5 W CEERZNg) J5 253697 18 PE ML O
R AR 2 [CY/h v B 2K K2, 2001.

[62] E3C. TR PRI 28 S HEIRAIEE (0], WP S 25K
2222472006, 30(5): 482-483.

[63] MRisizk, #RRy, BEH, 55 SSHWERE: M) 5 13
fi. dbnt: NRCEZEH R, 2009, 11721177

[64] Garipagaoglu M, Munley M T, Hollis D, et al. The effect
of patient-specific factors on radiation-induced regional
lung injury [J]. Int J Rad Oncol Biol Phys, 1999, 45(2):
331.

[65] XUSCIR. il & T80T Ja A a3 Gty S TR il ¢
ARG MK Z 4087 [D]. M S AR, 2014



