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Comparative study on radiotherapy between
irinotecan and cisplatin concurrent chemotherapy
for 64 patients with advanced cervical cancer

ZHAOQ Lin, ZHANG Chunlin
{Gansu Tumor Hospital , Langzhou, Gansu, 730050)

ABSTRACT: Objective To investigate the safety and effectiveness of irinotecan and cisplatin
concurrent chemotherapy in the treatment of advanced cervical cancer. Methods Sixty — four pa-
tients were randomly divided into two groups. The control group (n = 32) was treated with conven-
tional radiotherapy, and the experimental group (n =32) was given irinotecan/cisplatin concurrent
chemotherapy. The tumor control or regression, tumor cell proliferation or apoptosis, and adverse
reactions in two groups were observed and compared. Results The total tumor control rate was 84.
38% in the experimental group, the total tumor control rate was 62.50% in the control group, so
the experimental group was significantly higher than the control group (P<0.05). Ts(10.41 3.
05) d in the experimental group was significantly shorter than the control group (14.85+3.20) d
(P<0.05). The PCNA after treatment in the experimental group was lower than the control
group, and the A — LI after treatment in the experimental group was higher than the control group
(P<0.05). The adverse reactions incidence of delayed diarrhea, nausea, vomiting, in the experi-
mental group was higher than the control group (P <0.05), and other adverse reactions in two
groups showed no significant difference. Conclusion Irinotecan/cisplatin concurrent chemotherapy
in the treatment of advanced cervical cancer can improve local tumor control rate, promote cancer
cell apoptosis and tumor regression, with no obvious increase in toxicity.

KEY WORDS: cervical cancer; irinotecan; cisplatin; concurrent chemotherapy

BHMR AR ARALRE SR RS 2 1l REEIREERTFARNY
PP R LA TR, BAMERLE 7Y HSEFEREREFTBATS % AW,

WERE: 2013-05-21



%28

B B GBS U ] ST ¥ 7T o S U KT O BRI - 123 -

BIE SRS R EFHALANYT BB EMEHE
B AERTREEFAR, WK % R ARG
REALHAST . B TFHITFEAT RGeS L4
BRN(Z N JRE L Kt B RR RS (B
BRS) BN (E R 4 BB 22 ) SR RIME AT, B
56 18 2 X AT 32 100 6 3 R 52 BT , R b el 28
PR AR B B AT e BT S R R
IRITHIRE . ARBesR AP S8 BRI B[R] 25
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B BREWT

1 #RERE

R 2010 4E 1 H—2012 4 10 A EAKL
B Ib~Na IEBERE 64 6, 5% 35~ 74
B PR 48 %, BTA BRENZREERER
ZHAAEFREER M SBITHE TUEHE XS
PRUE R A EAARAEL R A S T 28 B R
HHAT M A Y RE,. RARBILETFERER
64 i) SR ZBENL N NI A FIXT IR 4H, 5540 32 Bl
ST B EER(48.3+12.8)%; 1 b # 10 4,
WH9 17 B, Va3 5 6 IR EAR <4 em F 9 B,
=4 cm # 23 B BT AEFE=3 1A MRAR
HEW(48.1£12.9)%; T b 1 8 i, M # 18 4,
NafB6 B, MEER<4 cmEZENH, =4 mE
21 B Wt =3 A, 2 AR E M —RKE
BHBREREER(P>0.05), BAR .

SHRARBEMBIT FR, ERATNTTFEK
A AN A BAHAYT, 2 GyAR, 1R/, &
& 30 Gy, BERBIAIT, 2 GyAK, 1K/, B
I 25 Gy; HHNBE S WG, 5 2 RSB ARG
BN ERNB,6Gy /K, 1k/d, BRI E
40 Gy. LR FRARSHALT IR, BT kR
HEEs AR S0 A — . IR EEATH
SNEB(IHEREARBERAR, BAKT
H20061276)60 mg/m?, %5 1.8.15 X; A GF &
HERAE, BZ5MEF H37021358)60 mg/m?,
1R, 4 AR 1LADITR, EST3NTE. N

B Ik ™ E RO S R AR A, AT LT R
30 min 44 FiE & PHXEE 2,

WERAEPR G O FboB 45 i A byl B 1
fo MEENESHEEENEEEET B e
B KA BRI i BEE R R R R
BI%L, e 2 AR R R 2, MR TER
B8 38 3 G5 1 e B AR FRIH AR 50% B % B B 1]
(T50)SHAEHEATHIBTRIELES ; @ b 40 a3 7
MAMRATIER. BUTHIEHERRE SRER,
IR FH Gl 28 2R fh 2 Y e 1 A 0 8 8 A BRI AZ LR
(PCNA)FR I B A%, P4 5 SR 8 /Y e 40 fig
BEFRAS R BRI T AR IR 8(A - LD FIE
BT 10 Gy B 5 308 5 & 00 3 4 B R R3S
@ FEIEH, BRI B A B RN E R
BOSEMLT ESRER A 1 - VERRME
AL ES R EEEmS B E RN EREE.

2 & R

2.1 MAE#HEBRHREL

LA E SR R IR R RN 84.38%, B
EETH AR 62.50% (x> =3.925,P<0.05),
LB TS0 BEE T RA(r=5.682, P<
0.05), W% 1,

1 2BTBHETABBENHEZR LR

BT
HY) n T50/d
BHE OkER REEHR/%
TBHE 32 27 5 84.38* 10.41+3.05"
YEE 32 20 12 62.50 14.85+3.20

Sxf By, » P<0.05,
2.2 PbE g 7 K fm BLR T L

2 HHISITHTHY PCNALA — LI $845 K F L&
TRELR(P>0.05); 2 413G¥7 /5 PCNA 1845
KRB BT B, SR 41 9 PCNA 1545 K - B %
RTFXBHA(P<0.05); 2 HiRIT TG A- LI 845
KEHBTE, LA A- L1 IR KTFEE
BEFRHBE(P<0.05), W& 2,

%2 2ABRENMEARSESARACERLE (< £ 5)

PCNA A-LI
il n P P
biepi: i} WirRE BITHG bievig =]
k| 32 53.20+11.75 36.12+9.50 0.000 0.36+0.15 0.88+0.19 0.000
pug:igic| 32 52.95+11.60 45.70+9.13 0.004 0.38%£0.14 0.57£0.21 0.000
t 0.086 4.113 0.551 6.192
P 0.466 0.000 0.292 0.000




© 124 - LR KED®RE

B17%

2.3 A8RE

B B2 ¥ B RH G 41 4Rt 1% L BB R P
B E R R B R S BUE R I
RE.LBRAPELZERBKHEEIE21H
(65.63% ) ELXRE 27 51 (84.38% ) #1018
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16 1(50.00% ) . kL4 i ysi 20 21 4] (65.63% )
BERRERE 5 B1(15.63% ), LI H 8 RN
GRRMERETE JE.CIXet) & A4 3B B 5 T X B4
x*=5.067,P=0.024;%=6.063,P=0.014),

3 % #
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ARG /NERIT k. PRI E SR T ELE
55 HR AT B 9 R GT AR SN 2 21 BB SHAT , U
HESMEARNGWEEER, =4Hah%,
85 1] 422 450 47 4 L DNALS) | WA T 410 sk fok o0 338 7
HEE . AWFFTEE BAES, BUHAIT % S 3
BRBHRHETERE, MERBERERN
62.50% , K FRIE IR 50 % B 7% 19 B 18] 4
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BRSO BRER A R 40 R 25 Ak 7 B ) R i
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XA B A AR L B T S R R I L
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