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The Clinical Eficiency of Gemcitabine Plus Oxliplatin and
Gemcitabine Alone for Advanced Pancreatic Cancer

TAN Jing, LU Yong—gang, LIANG Ying, WANG Zhao-hui
(Dept.of Sugery One, The 2nd Affiliated Hospital of Kunming Medical College, Kunming
650031, China)

[Abstract] Objective To compare the clinical eficiency of gemcitabine plus oxliplatin and gemeitabine alone for advanced pan—
creatic cancer. Methods The histologic or cytologic confirmed 60 cases of pancreatic cancer were randomly divided into control
Gemcitabine plus oxaliplatin group (GEMOX) with gemcitabine alone group (GEM) treatment, each 30 Cases. Results 54 pa—
tients were enrolled. The general remission rates (CR+PR) were 68.0 % in GEMOX group and 37.9 %in GEM group respectively.
There was significant statistical diference between two group (P< 0.05). Conclusion Gemcitabine plus oxliplatin is better than gemc—
itabine alone in general remission rates.
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Tab.1 Comparison of the CBR of two groups
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