KEREKSINERABI N R RIULT A RIBTT PERE NSCLC B lis /R
MR

TR, THUR, B0, T, RIAE, INE B O AR EB MR WL 5 050011

WE: BH WEF B R AR RSN AR B4R NP £ BRI RALST 7 F A § MALST 7 50697 48 > IOt 9 64 18 47
RRNERZBERRRERE, F3E 261 BIT-IV 9 3E s B fik 55 & & AL 4 BE R AL ST 40 Fa il AUAGF7 20, 36 57 P A~ A 40
J& AT T B R BB 093, SRR BHRALIT 40 30 6], A 2R A 60% , £ H056 21 ), 4 305 57. 4% ; F AL 48 31 41,
HAES58. 1%, % £56 20 6, HAE 45.0% ; WA B A KERGIHFEF LR LEX LA KEARE %t F £ 5,
R AR BB BT HAAST L. 4518 NP BRI RALST 7 R AT 7 AR, 3F A6 &4 B 9 238 54
A AE, IF LB EAFHET L.

FHRIA): KA BRI IR R A4S, B RALST ; 3 fa I

i & 425 : R734. 200. 053 XERFRIRES: B X EHS:1007-7693(2005)07-0669-03

The clinical observation of the changed time-chemotherapy effect of vinorelbine plus cisplatin combination

in advanced non-small-cell lung cancer

ZHANG Yan, WANG Jing-ran, LI Na, DONG Jian-hong, LAl Yan-hui, SUN Yuan-yuan

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To evaluate and compare the efficacy and toxicity of time chemotherapy and normal chemotherapy for
treatment of non-small-cell lung cancer. METHODS Methods 61 patents with non-small-cell lung cancer were randomized into two
groups; one was treated with time chemotherapy regimen, and the others with normal chemotherapy regimen. each case was assessed after
2 courses of treatment. RESULTS 30 cases in time chemotherapy group had a response rate of 60% , among them,21 cases retreated
had a response rate of 57.4% , 31 cases in normal chemotherapy group had a response rate of 58. 1% , among them, 20 cases retreated
had a response rate of 45. 0% , between them, there was no significant difference in total curative effects. but for the retreated cases, the
response rate in time chemotherapy group was higher than that in normal chemotherapy group, and the toxicity is slighter. CONCLU-
SION  Compared to normal chemotherapy, NP changed time-chemotherapy regimen could clearly increase the response rate espassialy
for the retreated cases and can be well tolerated.
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group and normal chemotheropy group

The comparation of response for time chemotherapy
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Tab 2 The comparation about toxicity for time chemotherapy group and normal chemotherapy group
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