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Abstract: Objective To investigate the clinical therapeutic effect and safety asserrment of gemcitabine combined with cisplatin in
treatment of lung cancer. Methods Patients (90 cases) with lung cancer in General Hospital of Guangzhou Military Command from
January 2017 to February 2018 were divided into control group and observation group, according to random number method, and
each group had 45 cases. Patients in control group was given docetaxel combined with cisplatin by chemotherapy, patients in the
observation group was given gemcitabine combined with cisplatin by chemotherapy. The clinical efficiency, disease control rate, and
adverse reaction rate in two groups were observed, and QOL score and KPS score before and after chemotherapy were compared.
Results After treatment, the effective clinical treatment and disease control rate in the observation group were 84.44% and 91.11%,
respectively, and the effective clinical treatment and disease control rate in the control group were 62.22% and 73.33%, respectively,
the difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). Before treatment, the QOL score and KPS score in two groups were
significantly increased, and there were differences in the same group (P < 0.05). And the QOL score and KPS score in the
observation group were significantly higher than those in the control group, and there were differences between two groups (P <
0.05). Compared with the adverse reaction such as gastrointestinal reaction, myelosuppression, thrombocytopenia, weak, anemia and
fever between two groups, the difference was not statistically significant. Conclusion Gemcitabine combined with cisplatin has
good effect in treatment of lung cancer, and the safety is high, worthy of promotion and application.
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Table 1 Comparison on general clinical data between two groups
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Table 2 Comparison on effective clinical treatment and disease control rate between two groups
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Table 4 Comparison on incidence of adverse reaction between two groups
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