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Therapeutic Efficacy and Minimum Cost Analysis of Two Chemotherapeutic Regimens for the First Line
Treatment of Advance Gastric Cancer

WANG Wen-juan', WANG Qiong', LIU Xiao-jun*(1. The First Clinical School of Lanzhou University, Lanzhou
730000, China; 2. Dept. of Medical Oncology, the First Hospital of Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730000, Chi-
na)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To evaluate clinical efficacy and the effect of pharmacoeconomics of two chemotherapeutic regimens
for the first line treatment of advanced gastric cancer. METHODS: 98 patients with advanced gastric cancer receiving SOX or FLO
regimen as first line chemotherapy in our hospital were enrolled. According to chemotherapy grouping, short-term efficacy, toxic re-
action and pharmacoeconomics effect were analyzed and compared between 2 groups. RESULTS: There were a total of 55 patients
in SOX group, with effective rate of 38.18% ; 43 patients in FLO group, with effective rate of 32.56% ; there was no statistical sig-
nificance in effective rate between 2 groups (P>0.05). There was no statistical significance in toxicities between 2 groups, includ-
ing nausea and vomiting, neurotoxicity and neutropenia (P>>0.05). The total cost of FLO regimen group was 9 136.98 yuan, while
that of SOX regimen group was 12 345.97 yuan. Using minimum cost method, FLO regimen was superior to SOX regimen regard-
ing the economical index. CONCLUSIONS: SOX and FLO regimen have no significant difference for the first-line treatment of ad-
vanced gastric cancer in terms of response rate and toxicities. Taking into account the parmocyeconomics, FOL regimen is superior
to SOX regimen.

KEYWORDS Advanced gastric cancer; Tegafur gimeracil oteracil potassium capsule; Chemotherapy; Pharmacoeconomics; Min-
imum cost analysis
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Tab 1 Comparison of baseline information between 2 gro-

ups (case)
i 5 I, ECOG PSi4y
i §'s <65 =65 0~1% 2%
SOX 41 (n=55) ky) 23 35 20 36 19
FLO4(n=43) 28 15 30 13 3 11
P 0.10 0.57 0.82

1.2 HA#%AHE

SOX %2 : ity B ( H ARG 2401 A BRA 7, #A - 20
mg/A, fHEHESCS - B E 2 5 VHIEYS H20090045 , L4t - 66.04
JGARE) 80 mg/m?, 43 W YR 11 IR , d1~14; BybFI4H 130 mg/m” &
ki, dl .

FLO J7 %%« W0 HFRAS (7T 758 3 2 24 B4 AT RS ), A%
100 mg/3Z , fLHfE ST [E 25 7fE5- H20000584 , FLf : 81.20 J6/32)
200 mg, ¥k, d1~5 5 298 (G 254 PR W), BUA%
200 mg/37 , {LHESCS : F250ET H20033294, Hif : 169.00 I0/37)
600 mg/m’, FIKIFE , d1~5; B YD FIF (L9518 i 2 24 A A
FRZN ], HLAS < 100 mg/32 , b SC5 - 18 24 i % H20040817, #
#:937.00 58/37 ) 130 mg/m*, FhkiH1: . d1.
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HHESCS  EZhUE T H20067129, B4y 1 56.30 J0/37) 1.8 g, Fik
B H LR AT IR AT IS 2 d R . SEZH A A
HEL 38 R (5 258 B ], A < 200 pg/32, iS5
[ 257 $20033040 , BAffy : 240.00 70/37) L 7EH P 1~2 41
M2 Bof 45 77 200 pg/d B2 ST, 3~4 A D B4 T
300 pg/d 7 PG, B H LG EAANANER-LLGFEHIZ5H TR
] A 23 mg/ 3, ALiE SO« [ 2T S20030017, B
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Tab 2 Direct cost of two schemes(yuan)

HERA SOX % (n=55) FLO % (n=43)
FRfir % 8083.72 8710.08
g 119383.96 89910.85
b 337342 5133.00
spigd 15265.34 28 491,30
B 514 864.35 244 573.39
A 18 057.69 16 071.46
Ait 679 028.48 392 890.08
N 12345.97 913698
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Joi FH SPSS 16.0 B AFAL AT GE 1124 43 Hr, R F o K 3
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Tab 3 Comparison of short-term efficacy between 2 groups

(case)
Eik] SEEGM WA fE R OHEEE, %
SOX 41 (n=55) 5 16 21 13 38.18
FLO41(n=43) 3 11 16 13 32.56
P >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
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Tab 4 Comparison of toxic reaction between 2 groups

IR U 3/4 9 U
FEHE sox4l FLO4L P sox4l FLOZ P
#lo% Hl % % H %

Mg

SR oY 8 1455 6 1395 >005 5 909 5 1163 >005
PRI 5 909 3 698 >005 3 545 2 465 >005
MM > 30545 1 233 >005 2 363 1 233 >005
gl 50000 4 727 >005 2 363 1 233 >005
A st

LK 112000 13 3023 >005 6 1091 7 1628 >005
Mt 21 3818 24 5581 >005 7 1273 6 1395 >0.05
JET5 112000 12 2791 >005 3 545 4 930 >005
FREATE 1182 3 698 >005 0 000 1 233 >005
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