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Clinical Observation of Spraying Mannatide and 5-fluorouracil in Anocelia during Surgery of Lung Cancer
MA Zheng', LI Jian-jun’, REN Ping', GONG Fang-chao', CUI You-bin' (1.Dept. of Thoracic Surgery, the First
Hospital of Jilin University, Changchun 130021, China; 2.No. 65316 Hospital of PLA, Changchun 130051, Ch-
ina)

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To observe the efficacy and safety of spraying mannatide and 5-fluorouracil in anocelia during sur-
gery of lung cancer based on the adjuvant chemotherapy. METHODS: Totally 114 patients with lung cancer radical surgery were
randomly divided into observation group (59 cases) and control group (55 cases). There were spraying mannatide (40-80 mg) and
5-fluorouracil (500 mg) in the observation group; and nothing drugs were sprayed in control group. The patients higher than phase
Il were treated by adjuvant chemotherapy after surgery for continuous 2 cycles, 21 d as a cycle. The clinical data was compared,
including amount of bleeding and drainage, hospital stay, complications, toxicity, KPS score, body weight changes, immune func-
tion, survival rate and recurrence rates between 2 groups. RESULTS: There were no significant differences among the amount of
bleeding and drainage, hospital stay and complications in the 2 groups (P>0.05). The nausea, vomiting, leucopenia, the KPS
score, improvement of total effective rate, and improvement rate of body mass, immune function, survival rate in 1 and 2 year
(s), recurrence rate and time within 2 years in observation group were significantly better than control group, with significant dif-
ferences (P<<0.01 or P<<0.05). CONCLUSIONS: Spraying mannatide and 5-fluorouracil can reduce the toxicity in anocelia during
surgery of lung cancer based on the adjuvant chemotherapy, improve the immune function and survival rate, reduce recurrence rate
and prolong the recurrence time.
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Tab 1 Comparison of general information between 2 groups

(case)
JiH WEH (n=59)  WREL(n=55) 7 P
TERI(B & t) 39/20 37/18 0.045 >0.05
R, Y 45~73 4~75
FHER(x£s),8 553468 558271 0380 >0.05
TNMAH 0.056 >0.05
I 12 10
I 19 B
1l 15 12
13 13 10
i 0.008 >0.05
il 49 47
R 10 8
RHME 0.088 >0.05
s 3 19
g 29 28
N 7 8
AR 0.021 >0.05
MERA | |
BBIRA 1 1
HintbRA 51 49
2AFIRA 6 4
KPSTFM(x £5) 725422 78+35 0.550 >0.03
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Tab 2 Comparison of postoperative conditions between 2

groups(x+s)
3 ; @Hﬂn‘n /E)ﬁ;dé{ AR TRk vk S iﬁféﬂm
i, ml il REd B B G B
WEA 59 20821235 3025452 53+03 2 5 3 0
M4 55 21524342 2980+48.1 54105 3 4 2 0
7t 128 051 1.35 0006 001 0.006 0
P >0.05 >0.05 005 >005  >005 >005  >005
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Tab 3 Comparison of the toxicity between 2 groups(case)

igas a9 . 0o I T m N g4 P

LR WEE 59 26 14 12 7T 2 1968 <001
A5 6 20 16 7 6

/M M 59 50 7 2 0 0 17 >005
M55 49 3 00

WERAESEAR S WEL 9 50 6 3 0 0 008 >005
WA 55 455 5 00

REUS WEH 59 30 4 13 0 31’ <00l
M4 55 40 26 138 4

Bk WEE 59 4 135 0 0 1028 <001
WA s 3 00 0
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Tab 4 Comparison of KPS scores and body weight changes between 2 groups [case( %) |

Eibil n KeSifsp L

: BEE ik HE T SR frkh B T
W 59 19(32.20) 27(45.76) 8(13.56) 5(8.47) 46(7796)* 31(52.55)" 17(28.81) 11(18.64)
HRAL 55 9(16.36) 16(29.09) 9(16.36) 21(38.19) 25(45.45) 3(5.45) 11(20.00) 41(74.56)

1 XA e, ©P<<0.05, **P<<0.01
Note: vs. control group, *P<<0.05,**P<<0.01
x5 WAREREIIREREREHILR (x1s)

Tab 5 Comparison of immune function changes between 2

groups(X+s)
41 n il CD 4% D8, % CD3,%  CD4/CDE
WA 59 IRITET 342468 235423 502432 14604
WIFE 3331547 244528 49127 137405
By 55 RITE 339£25 233430 509443 145105
BIFR 202415 303447 483429 097405

T SRR L, " P<<0.05; HIRYTHTELEL,"P<<0.05
Note: vs. control group, “P<<0.05; vs. before treatment,"P<<0.05
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WLEEZE T | T s 0 1 4 2 R A A7 O T %
HRZH , 22 A Giit2 75 L (P<<0.05) ; WUASZH B 3% 1 4EFN 24E 477
R I T HRAL, 25 H AT G A L (P<<0.05) TR 6.
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Tab 6 Comparison of survival rates between 2 groups [case

(%)]
WA R
T EERE DERRE v VRERE JRERE
I 12 10(83.33)  9(75.00) 10 8(80.00)  7(70.00)
I 19 15(7894)"  13(6842) b 13(5652)  9(39.13)
I 2 20(71.40)°  16(57.14) by 1004545)  5(2272)
At 59 45(76.27)°  38(64.40) 55 31(5636)  21(38.18)

X IR He A, *P<<0.05

Note: vs. control group, *P<<0.05
2.6 WHBEEEZEILR

WL R BRI N 100% . B E 2 FE N AT E &
T, 52 R 11.86% , 5 BT TA] R 6~23 4, P (17.8 +
5.6) A s X AL F 2HENIRIE K 1T B, KRN
30.90% , AW E] )y 4~23 1 H 4 (12.5 £6.3) M H o g
A 2R NI R I R [R]85 S 2 0 T X B2, A L A
ZRAGIT2EE X (P<0.05),
3 itig

ST A SR T T AR AT TR BAE (AR B E iz e
J& T BRI G A TR AL, B W s B ik T
GIEEIRTT , LA S I A7 80, S A A7 RN R i A Ar e . i
I T ARIBIT IS MAEAEUF B AN, 3 AT & A W A 4% | A1
SR A AR T 0k S i v 118 0 2 s 200 TR R R I L U A
BN E B ST E R | R IR Y, IR R,
I 380 it 4 £ T s o Y B P 2R e v T % iy %
st 2% R s v 4% B ) D R A I, 4 v RR T AR AR R RN AR
RA, iz R

5- 9 PR M WE S 1 R N R d5e )12 By s e 25 bR 25, 2
T ACTE bR (3R R R BT IR R SRR 2 2 B R
RA% 0 e B AN, FE Mg AT ) T A8 R 5- 360 PR s R

THEZD; 20154555 26 45 18 1]

P S A AR 22 388 3+ AL IR (MVP) U5 58367
AR/ INAH A 982 BT S FIAS P FUPR R WE AR AR T 7 i |
RN, ROR B . H R RBINE T Mk SRR
TR, PR S P S IR T RS 5) , BERE S S LA A 1t
ISR 250 200 P AN 2 L DR, R ST S e e 0, T B4R G
JIfr I 200 ., A0 e e e A L Y A A L 35 S R AR T M
(7 Fof WG SR JOR A 5- SRR M e , — 35 B 2 BRI 1 L e
RESRALTT ARCR , IR RE R SOV, 980 B JEE R S e L 2 , s
HBEI , B B R R AR

BTSSR R WAL B MK | 4 s K A
T UL AT 0 R, KPS 373k AT AU RS e 32
YO0 TR IR, e SIRESE AR 2 U0 TR IR, 1 AR 2 48
AP R BT O IR, 2 4R N R R B R I 18] B 250 T 0
WRZH , 2 A et o Ak GBI E  2
Z T X IR, AT RE H 8 SRR IR A R RN S LA™ A
TIRMAN R FMME A At st By, 7e 5 B A7 5k
fith b, T IR A e M s S T SR JOR N 5- 980 PR W E RE AR A1
SHEBE R RN, B S R, R M A A7, RS e A< o
BRI T AFAEA LR AR BT R R, U5
A=A BRI ST AT REAFTE SR BR- A , BOABIF SR 45 5 W s i — 2D R
FEASILEE AL S PPAG IESE
S 3Lk
[1] Chen W,Zheng R,Zhang S, ef al. Annual report on status

of cancer in China, 2010[J]. Chin J Cancer Res, 2014, 26

(1):48.
[2] MBI, EBE LR M AL R AR DA AL,
2003:94.

Vicidomini G, Santini M, Fiorello A, ef al. Intraoperati-
ve pleural lavage: is it a valid prognostic factor in lung
cancer?[J]. Ann Thorac Surg,2005,79(1):254.
(4] F 2, S A AR, 5 il A b rh Pk 4 s A 5
i PR TR AT T AL 7 7 A 5T [T IR 9 I 5, 2012, 20
(7):1 386.
[5] P, s He vt el /i A GRPR I E TR A5 52 %
LR BFIE[]. & E 4 ,2012,32(31):6 778.
AR 0] R o I AR 5 TR DR AR E B 7R 55 AL AR
MVP J5 G677 Mo AE /N s i ) i R L ZE D).+ 1 25
%,2014,25(32):3 027.
(7] SRS MR IG5 R B E AN A R SR ACTT 89 AT 15
RN AT R [D]AT I L BERIR A, 2012
[8]1 SKELYY, I IR LG IEAL RO IR Y7 B eI i 2 oh
IR RBFE[I]. TP B Ak 5 16 R, 2001,28(4) : 282.
(ks H 391:2014-12-02 B[ H 1]:2015-05-04)
(G5 %)

China Pharmacy 2015 Vol. 26 No. 18 - 2475 -



