3FMET T T S T/ NI BB O 7 RN 2 A LA
WEKLE WA RE R FENRFEGTRAFZERES-ER,TL KRR 075000)

FESHES RT735.1 XHERFRERS A
DOI  10.6039/j.issn.1001-0408.2017.12.12

XEHS 1001-0408(2017)12-1623-03

H E AN RRRATZER T Emi R Tt ik BB AT 5801/ tm MR E % B TR de L
FOARE 24 AA(184]) BL(264] )Fe CLAL(144 ) . A L% # Ikl IR 40 7EHR 75 mg/m’, da+8 45 B2 4% 175 mg/m’,
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Comparative of Therapeutic Efficacy and Safety of 3 Chemotherapy Regimens in the Treatment of Small
Cell Esophageal Cancer

HAO Yanbing, WANG Li, RONG Yu, WEI Dong, LI Yanming, CHEN Wansheng(The First Affiliated Hospital of
Hebei North University, Hebei Zhangjiakou 075000, China)

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To compare therapeutic efficacy and safety of different chemotherapy regimens“in  the treatment of
small cell esophageal cancer. METHODS: In retrospective analysis, 58 patients with small cell esophageal cancer were divided into
group A (18 cases), B (26 cases) and C(14 cases) according to chemotherapy regimens.. Group' A was'given Cisplatin injection 75
mg/m” intravenously, d.s+Paclitaxel injection 175 mg/m*,d... Group B was given Cisplatin\injection 30"mg/m’ intravenously, d, . +Et-
oposide injection 100 mg/m’°,d.. Group C was given Vinorelbine tartrate injection 256 mg/m’ intravenously, d,;+Gemcitabine hydro-
chloride for injection 1 000 mg/m*,d.s. A treatment course of'3 groups lasted for 21 d, and they all received 2 cycles of treatment.
Clinical efficacies, 1, 2, 3-year survival rate and theyineidence of Ill-1V degree toxic reaction (cough, fever, expectoration, short-
ness of breath, fatigue, chest pain, bon€ marrow. suppression, gastrointestinal reactions) were compared among 3 groups. RE-
SULTS: Total response rate and 1, 2, 3-year survival rate were in descending order: group C>group B>group A; the incidence
of M-IV degree cough.\ fever, ‘expectoration, shortness of breath, fatigue, chest pain were in ascending order: group C<<group
B<{group A%, with statistical significance (P<<0.05). There was no statistical significance in the incidence of M-IV degree myelo-
suppression and digestive tract reaction among 3 groups (P>>0.05). CONCLUSIONS: Therapeutic efficacy and 1,2, 3-year survival
rate of vinorelbine combined with gemcitabine are significantly higher than those of cisplatin combined with paclitaxel or etoposide
with better safety.

KEYWORDS Cisplatin; Paclitaxel; Etoposide; Vinorelbine; Gemcitabine; Small cell esophageal cancer; Therapeutic efficacy;
Safety
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