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Clinical Observation of Leflunomide Combined with Prednison in the Treatment of Membranous Nephropathy
MA Yali, CHEN Fang, SHI Jun, CHEN Baoping (Dept. of Nephrology, Huaihe Hospital of Henan University,
Henan Kaifeng 475000, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To explore the efficacy and safety of leflunomide combined with prednison in the treatment of membra-
nous nephropathy. METHODS: 43 patients with primary membranous nephropathy were randomly divided into control group (21 cas-
es) and test group (22 cases). Control group given cyclophosphamide interrupted shocks combined with prednisons, test group, re-
ceived leflunomide combined with prednison, the treatment course for both groups was 12 months. 6 months after the treatment, clini-
cal efficacy, changes in renal function and serum lipids indexes before and after treatment, and the«incidence ofiadverse reactions in 2
groups were observed. RESULTS: The total effective rate in test group was 63.64% ,..which wasgsignificantly higher than control
group (23.81% ), the difference was statistically significant (P<C0.05). After treatment, \urine“protein’ in 2 groups significantly de-
creased, plasma albumin significantly increased, serum creatinine, Serum ‘cholesterol, triglycerides and low-density lipoprotein signifi-
cantly decreased, the differences were statistically significant (2<€0.05); ‘and"the changes of above-mentioned indexes (except blood
cholesterol) in test group were more significantly than contrel group, the differences were statistically significant (P<<0.05). The inci-
dence of adverse reactions in test group was 9.09%¢" control group was 9.52% , there was no significant difference between 2 groups
(P>0.05). CONCLUSIONS: Compdred with cyclophosphamide interrupted shocks combined with prednison, the efficacy of lefluno-
mide combined with prednison lin the treatment of membranous nephropathy is more definite, and the improvement of renal function
and serum lipids indexes‘is mare obvious.

KEYWORDS | “Membranous nephropathy; Leflunomide; Prednison; Renal function; Serum lipid; Clinical efficacy

JREME B R BUR N B S B R — D I I, R 1
AR A B 2 A A 2 /N BR B A L R N ] DL A i
HEWURY. IRRRB BRL a1k, iR E AR (R E
FHIILAE =5 BEK Il L R 8 MUAE S5 ANl T 40 27 LA E 4

ARGHE
L1 MNSHERRRE

IYABRAED : (DAY =18 2 5 (2) ' 28 TG K632 W7k Bk
B s (3) IRAR I >3.5 g/d; (4) BRAE ARl FH i ke S0OKHr 5 (5) #R

T I R AARAE & R A 00T B sl B TA A e, 7™ B sk ] o B s
TR o fs B, 22 M i T T, (ELE 43 R 35 ] TR R IR: , 76
FURKE S & BUA B PR o X B 67 A E G e 16T
FEAEGRPEIRYT . Hob, AR a7 T il s o SRR
FIRE ™, % IRE I >3.5 g/d 1Y B 0 R 88697 I8
I 2 AL R B 2 Uik Je M4 ) R4 i i1t 24 1 Can 3
BERERE) o JE BT s ) AR BRI F 0 & A R . AR AT R
FHETHETEXT B IE A 735 TR TR KRR e A0 H i = 3R
7 I BEIS BRI R R0 M 4 a bk

A SERITH IR A RHAOCHTRITH (No.2010003089)

* FIRBEI, AL ARSI R 2 W . L R
i HIE:0371-3906686, E-mail:yalimakf002@163.com

#ABVES  FATEEIN, 2, W12 S0, BF5 1« B
B2 W . K LR BG 6 . HLiE - 0371-3906686. E-mail : my2015s-
hez@163.com

- 3224 - China Pharmacy 2016 Vol. 27 No. 23

HYAE RSB AER .

HEBRARAE : (1) BF Rz B R SOk FORFFEE BE - 5 (2)
A ZE T 5 5 (3) FF B DI RE M T F 5 (4) A IR
&5 (5)78 75 (6) AR MBI
1.2 WRITHK

AR T RARGEREHE R ST G, &
20124F- 2 H —2014 4% 1 H FARHIIA B98I R B &k BE 1 B
B 43 1 F A AT X 5, SR BENLEC T 2 1 4 % B 4 (21
@) F A (22 4]) o AL AR E B AR R B R AT
AR A TR A B (BMD) 55— 7ok L, 25 R RG24
X(P>0.05), AT e, BRI 1,
1.3 ZHRmSRmNLEE

Fil BT JE A R (I I 26 i 24 e A 78 B2 W), ki S0
[ 2 i E H12020123 , 804% : 5 mg) s RHOKRSR i (R @il KRB
b A B\ AL HE SCS [ 2y ifE 5 H20050175, BLA% « 10

FPEZG 2016 4E55 27 4555 231



®1 AHEBE-MARILE (L)

Tab 1 Comparison of general information between 2 groups(x £ s)

5 n i, % YESICR /4, i B, cm KJiE kg e, BMI, kg/cm’
Xif HEZH 21 4356+ 12.66 10/11 168.23 £11.36 62.32+7.56 231+1.89 22.09+2.12
R 22 443241145 12/10 170.56 £ 12.12 63.11+6.89 244+1.78 21.89+2.33
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PREE 15 2 J 5 s 4l Reib T 8 J e e 2 JR b b — R i)
10% , % 0.4 mg/(kg - d) B YLEETT 8~12 J , LUs 5 A b 1
— UG 10% , 2 10 mg/d S ILENEYT 8~ 12 J8l FH et it
FPREA 1240 o T BEZH AR SR T PR B IS e [ U o5 366 45 Tk JE
PAIBIT , AR 1 000 mg ¥ A 0.9 % S AL BT 46K 250~
500 ml W) kA4 A Bk A 1k, 64 A TR 4 34 A Bk v
LR, PRI e B 35 150 mg/kg INH5E P 5 Tk JE A I FH 5 25 )3,
WU TR 1201 .
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Tab 2 Comparison of clinical efficacy between 2 groups

[case(%)]
ikl n LGSR HEA T SAR
xR4T 21 0 5(23.81) 16(76.19)  5(23.81)
R 22 3(13.64) 11(50.00) 8(36.36)  14(63.64)"
Ve 2.63
P 0.01
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Tab 3 Comparison of renal function and indexes of serum lipids between 2 groups(x £ s)

2057 n iy JREH,g/d MKEAEA, /L M, pmol/L  MAHFIEE, mmol/L =EEH I, mmol/L (K& ENEE T ,mmol/L
Xt AR 21 TRITED 7.62+3.33 23.54+523 94.44 +31.32 8474336 2314030 4.11+0.33
bEriE 5214211 28.65+5.88 75.12+26.54 6.45+2.89 1.96+0.28 3.89+0.27
t 2.76 2.98 2.16 2.09 391 2.36
P 0.01 <0.01 0.04 0.04 <0.01 0.02
R 22 IRYTHI 7744345 22.98+6.12 95.64+35.32 8.51+3.74 2354033 421+0.31
HITIE 3.56+1.51" 32624541 71.26+28.12" 6.41+247 1.56+0.41* 3.1540.36"
t 521 5.54 2.53 2.20 7.04 10.47
P <0.01 <0.01 0.01 0.03 <0.01 <0.01
I X IRAIRYT IR K, *P<<0.05

Note: vs. control group after treatment, *P<<0.05

0 4 A T 24 400 8] o B Eh R S 1 9] 92 1481
AN RN A2 2858 9.09 % 5 % HRZH A 35 o RG240 R % 1461
ALK 1), AN RSN R A AN 9.52 % , P4 LB 22 S TSR
TR X (P<0.05).
3 Wit

e KRR — B HLAG PG G 1 1 S o 288 e 2 5 245
FCAE AL 322 00 ) — S L i i It Ut 1 375 1, DA T 52 i)
TP B 20 B ) R 5 . H R, RSB E 8 IZ B T
aE RS B S MR T RS TR AR AR T AL I
AR B, A FA AR XN 1 W 6 2 B A b AR TSR W i A —
SE AR YT R o HCIE e ] R AE A 5t ) B RV, 410 7 i
GAPRWMHTEE R A WA AR — AL AR A S A
A2 IR O 4 PR B 200 0 R AR+ o 48 D ) A, AT 52 B AT

hEZHE 2016 EE oTHRE

R s T R Rt A 40 ] — S TR Pl O 1
P TOAU ) G P 5 8, PR A ) T B 9 2 4t L0 A 3 £, 470
T A A A% S R F NF-B B 0S R SE LA o X7 W™
I TR FEAAFIR A /N LR AR IR TS R PR R )y T
B, EE TN R KRR /N TR SR A IR T L 45 Ak
Oy B A AR A g e — oA 00 58, A A 1
PRWEMENE o " 2155 R T BEALG BB 58 07 AR 1ok K
PRI I R A JE FA TR T AR A M PR VB ) PRAT P S 22 4
P, ARG TR OR SBOK A 5 BRI I 7350 Bk TR PR 1 JE
TRTT IR R PRI 9 )7 0ORH 24, (B SBOR R AN R RO, &2
AR PR, SR SRR RIS B B R A IR T I
7 RS T AR Ml B TR i A — e i s
AWETEXT HEI AT T SR ORFEIR 5 I JEFA 5 AT IG IR

China Pharmacy 2016 Vol. 27 No. 23 .« 3225 -



BERFHIAN ASF T HBV DNA A 2 FE 7o g
EONLF oA B8 a(mN4ELHERMEARERIAE, RS 610072)

HESES R735.7 XEFRERL A XEHRE  1001-0408(2016)23-3226-03
DOI  10.6039/j.issn.1001-0408.2016.23.20

B OE B UREERFREASANTERNTLRIFLOATHARTH")HAE(HBV)DNA M THFAF &6 16 R 57 2k, 5k
£ JXHBV DNA P M TAFIF & & 100 4], R F Rk o A WL A Fe st AL, &-50 0], STIRLL & F 2 ANG T, BIRFIK
NIEF R R SR 2wk F b B R AL E il ENBIG AR, 2GRS B ST R AURIT 08 T LA B 3 R
Akl EAnR B AT S A 1 mg,qd, BEEe5 64 A . WAL % 4916 R ST 2 \HBV DNA £ % | Child-Pugh #F 2 4= IF 2 4% 35
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Effect Observation of Entecavir Combined with Intervention in Liver Cancer Patients with HBV DNA-nega-
tive Hepatitis B

LI Gang, YU Xiang, XIE Ping, PU Hong (Dept. of Radiology, Sichuan Academy of Medical Sciences/Sichuan
Provincial People’s Hospital, Chengdu 610072, China)

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To observe the clinical efficacy of entecavir combined with intervention in the treatment of liver cancer
patients with HBV DNA-negative hepatitis B. METHODS: 100 liver cancer patients with HBV DNA-negative hepatitis B were random-
ly divided into observation group and control group, 50 cases in each group. Control group received intervention, percutaneous punc-
ture of femoral artery, then injected Pirarubicin hydrochloride for injection + lipiodol in parent artery until blood stagnation, and also
conventional liver protection therapy was conducted; observation group additionally received 1 mg Entecavir tablet, qd, for continuous
6 months. Clinical efficacy, HBV DNA quantification, Child-Pugh score and liver function indexes in 2 groups were compared. RE-
SULTS: The total effective rate in observation group was 44.0% , which was significantly higher than control group (26.0% ), the dif-
ference was statistically significant (P<C0.05). There were no significant differences in HBV DNA quantification, Child-Pugh score and
liver function indexes between 2 groups (P>>0.05). After treatment, HBV DNA quantification, Child-Pugh score, fetoprotein, alanine
aminotransferase, total bilirubin and aspartate aminotransferase significantly decreased in observation group, the differences were statis-
tically significant compared with control group (P<<0.05). CONCLUSIONS: Entecavir combined with intervention can obviously im-
prove the clinical efficacy and liver function indexes of liver cancer patients with HBV DNA-negative hepatitis B.

KEYWORDS Entecavir; Intervention; Hepatitis B; Liver cancer; Liver function; Clinical efficacy
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