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Efficacy and safety of pemetrexed combined with carboplatin and cisplatin in
patients with recurrent ovarian epithelial cancer
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Abstract: Objective To investigate the efficacy and safety of pemetrexed combined with carboplatin and cisplatin in patients with
recurrent ovarian epithelial cancer. Methods 53 cases with recurrent ovarian epithelial cancer from Jan. 2012 to Dec. 2015 in our
hospital were retrospective selection, who were divided into the group A (26 cases) and group B (27 cases), group A were given
pemetrexed combination with cisplatin, group B were given pemetrexed combination with carboplatin, the clinical efficacy,
progression-free survival and adverse events of two groups were compared.Results The clinical efficacy of group A was 34.6%, the
group B was 40.7%, which in two groups had no significant difference. The progression-free survival of group A was (9.1 + 1.9)
months, which in the group B was (9.7 + 1.8) months. The III—IV hematological toxicity, weak, III—IV digestive tract reaction of
two groups had no significant difference. The Il —IV peripheral neuropathy, IIl —1IV hair loss, fever of group B were lower than
group A (P < 0.05). Conclusion Pemetrexed combined with carboplatin and pemetrexed combined with cisplatin was equally
effective in recurrent ovarian epithelial cancer, while pemetrexed combined with carboplatin was safer.
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Table 1 General data comparison between two groups of patients
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Table 3 Comparison on adverse reactions between two groups
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