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Cost-effectiveness analysis of paclitaxel combined with carboplatin in patients
with recurrent ovarian cancer

FENG Xiaofeng, YAO Huiyu, XIA Shan
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Abstract: Objective To investigate the cost-effectiveness of paclitaxel combined with carboplatin in patients with recurrent ovarian
cancer. Methods Patients (60 cases) with recurrent ovarian cancer in the First People's Hospital of Chuzhou from May 2016 to May
2018 were selected as the study subjects, and randomly divided into control group and observation group, with 30 patients in each
group. Patients in the control group were given Paclitaxel Injection of 175 mg/m’ on the first day, added into 5% glucose injection
500 mL, intravenous infusion for 3 h, and dexamethasone pretreatment before administration. The next day, 5 AUC Carboplatin
Injection was added into 5% glucose injection 500 mL, and intravenous infusion was given for 2 hours. Patients in the observation
group were given Paclitaxel Liposome for injection 175 mg/m’, 500 mL 5% glucose injection was added, and intravenous infusion
was administered for 3 h. 5 AUC Carboplatin Injection was added into 5% glucose injection 500 mL, and intravenous infusion was
administered for 2 h. 21 d as one cycle, two groups were treated for 6 cycles. Results After treatment, the total clinical effective rate
in the observation group was 66.67%, which was not statistically significant compared with 60.00% in the control group. During the
treatment, the toxic and side reaction rate in the observation group was 20.00%, which was significantly lower than 46.67% in the
control group, the difference between two groups was statistically significant (P < 0.05). The use cost of chemotherapy drugs in the
observation group was higher than that in the control group, and the toxic and side reaction drugs were lower than that in the control
group, the difference between two groups was statistically significant (P < 0.05). The A C/A E of the observation group was 7
234.65, that is to say, an additional effect unit was needed, the observation group needed to spend 7 234.65 yuan more. Conclusion
Traditional Paclitaxel Injection combined with carboplatin in treatment of recurrent ovarian cancer has high efficacy and economy,
which is worthy of clinical application.
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