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Influence of the Medication Administration Sequence of Docetaxel and Epirubicin on the Therapeutic
Effect During Chemotherapy for Breast Cancer

XU Yong, GAO Xin(The People’s Hospital of Funing, Funing 224400, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To analysis the effectiveness of chemotherapy that the medication administration sequence of
anthracycline and taxanes in neoadjuvant therapy for breast cancer. METHODS Medical records with different medication
administration sequence of epirubicin and docetaxel in 2010-2014 were analyzed. They were divided into control
group(epirubicin first, 34 cases) and control group(docetaxel first, 58 cases). The short-term curative effects were evaluated after
3 courses of treatment. RESULTS The short-term effective rate of control group was 61.76%, while the survival benefit was
85.29%. The short-term effective rate of observation group was 74.13%, while the survival benefit was 91.37%. CONCLUSION
It is more effective to use taxanes before anthracycline in neoadjuvant therapy for breast cancer.

KEY WORDS: docetaxel; epirubicin; medication administration sequence; breast cancer; therapeutic effect

B 20 4 80 FAVERE AL N AR KL BB B R B PR LA TRk A
ST R4 Y, OB L B . BT A s BT TR, BER R
Bz — . JTAER, BRRAGMBHEERAY RILAG L 60%~100%", HifhBhLIT 2 )R
FF) LR T B A6 9T 7 AR T R I ROR B 39 L g 8 L (T iR R BN

TEEEN: Rk, B, BIFEHW Tel: (0515)87268270 E-mail: 13905117749@139.com

o EBACR I 252 2015 4F 6 H 55 32 3555 6 Chin J Mod Appl Pharm, 2015 June, Vol.32 No.6 - 745 .



REFTITFRZ AN EETREILEREG S
VAt € 0T B AT T R, kT 2 b B U T
2 FLRRE b 2 0 2 o B B 2 FLIR SR 2R 4R
B HTE (2008 FP)L 2013 BRI T R . EHLE
SRR TAE R R B, 75 7L BT 4 Bh a7 o R
2T SR A Jot 2 245 0 Wk I £ P 24 0 e 9T 2%
RHm, SHZHMERHAREZLENES L
JTRCRMI A, B RIX 1oL, A 7R
IYMTARE 2010 4F 1 H—2014 4F 12 A AL e B
7 2L, A6 FURR I 1A I PR A T S5 42
HEfk i .
1 #BR5HEZE
1.1 — BBk

W4 2010 4F 1 H—2014 48 12 H{EHEEL
B VG EEAT 7 R FLRE B i3t 133
By, BEBRLYE, T 26~72 B, FEFR 47
%o Horp oo fd B2 SR LR FEAE A £ A A 38 56 s
S 2 ith B e R LA 77 Bl TERTR 2
AR . TNM 2303, BRI 0 i 35 22 R (B
SR b H S FH AR SR bE R A 2 T A 58 34 1A
XTRRZH . Jefl 2 vt 28 e SRR L AR I 58
W MG o 2 2H B ¥ % o [ B e i LR &
v 2 5y 2 o B P 2 ALIRE 12 R fe 5 T
(2008 FRY, 2013 i LR H O BN . i B
WIT 7 B2, XA S AT R R LA 70 mgrm™

F1 EU. xEAMTER KB (%)]

ivgtt d1, Z 7M€ 75 mg'm 2 ivgtt d2, 21 d A 1
ANTTRE; B BT 2 0% 75 mg-m” ivgtt
dl, £ZFZHAE 70 mg'm?ivgtt d2,21d 1 MTFE.
1.2 7R

P RT3 MT R R BT AR IR T S
5 SR R RO E AR UEDY, 4 R 5E AR (CR)
o R (PR). LAL(NC). G E(PD). LA
CR+PR {1 HAFE, LA CRAPR+NC i+ HA A7 3K 2
1.3 FARXM

T W YRR B E A R R, RHIE WHO
PO YA BB e PEM AR 7 0~4 2.
1.4 it

S5 K H SPSS 13.0 e it ARk AT G ik - £
SIHT, L2 KGT, LL P<0.05 AZESH SH%E X
2 #R
2.1 IEHPTRK

X R 2H oMo F R R L 2 AR 2 A 3%, 3 4
JAJE CR 6 5], PR 15, NC 8 i, PD 5 fi;
MEH S 2 P ge 5 R E, 3 AT
J& CR 15 %1, PR 28 5], NC 10§, PD 5 5.
TR ZHT 145 0K 61.76%, “EA73REE 85.29%; W%
HIE A BOR 74.13%, 73R 91.37%. 2 HiE
HIEHA SR IR R R, WS T
HRCR AR R T & T X 2 (P<0.05). 45
RN 1.

Tab.1 Comparison of the chemotherapeutic effect of observation group and control group[case(%)]

4 5 CR PR PD CR+PR CR+PR+NC
PRIl 6(17.65) 15(44.12) 8(23.53) 5(14.71) 21(61.76) 29(85.29)
WM& 15(25.86) 28(48.27) 10(17.24) 5(8.62) 43(74.13)" 31(91.37)"
e SR HAE, VP<0.05.
Note: Compared with control group, "P<0.05.
22 AR REsi s %, Hh 3~4 gk K AR
2 HEE R K ENTT FBIET-HA B B, e, @R 2, 2 HIAA R PR A FRIETE R
B A BB ERERS] . Bomet, D) FHER.

Fz2 WEM. x4 ADR B[ (%)]

Tab.2 Comparison of the ADR of observation group and control group[case(%)]

A5 LT A ik 2> LN D LR JF T S e Bz
g4l 14(41.18) 10(29.41) 4(11.76) 4(14.71) 2(5.88) 1(2.94)
X R 24(41.37) 17(29.31) 7(12.07) 8(13.79) 3(5.17) 2(3.44)
-746 - Chin J Mod Appl Pharm, 2015 June, Vol.32 No.6 W E AR 2% 2015 42 6 28 32 4528 6



3 it [2] ¥R, wiEE, TKDEZE. VMRS SR R AR R

- z Hf"’ e 5 IL_I\ (11 o7 23 I‘I/\ '—' I~ X
FWE%tHéT%’15Eﬁﬁwgﬁﬁ5%?%ﬂ?@”h e T
LM BAA LMK . S g . 40 A YEIT WA B SL IR O ST AKLT). TAREE 2%, 2012, 33(4):

. o 3805-3806.
{5 BN R AR PR o e R HL B AR Dy — i A 4 [4] EBERT B L, NIEMIERKO E, SHAFFER K, et al. Use of
Hﬂllr Z"C[:%, /\EE{’E )EH)H'L%J jj:l:j?jn DNA ﬂ] RNA temozolomide with other cytotoxic chem otherapy in the
. f with brai from 1
2 B, AR R BT SR A . 2 Rz 1] Onemlogier 2005, S(n Go.gs. e from une caneer
A% A B R R, 1y — R L R e A (5] b E G2 T L B . o E B D 2 TR
FFy2e, HAF Eﬁ?ﬁ’b&% [11] GRS E TR . ics.ja;’fé'ﬁﬂa(zoos WO, H B AE 2% &, 2009, 19(6):
%ﬁMﬂﬁf?m%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ**%ﬁ%&ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ‘ (6] HEGREHD SRS LSRR S. b ESUE S LRSS
i —FrvE, ENAIRIER D, BFE 4 F3RkA RS ME 2013 BN, B AE 4% &, 2013, 23(8):
663-664.
Bt LR gee S5 3 R Bede b, e R S b A A

[71  MRAHE. FLMRdE M. dbat: EEE 2R R, 2006:
Z 3§ 56 B JeffiH 2 bR FE R 263-264.

77 ﬁ” , Eﬂ: %% HH , % @'ﬁﬁ%ﬁi/ﬁ\%i b5 E@ ’f’tﬁ [8] ZHUANG M, LI Y,.BIAN B X, et al. The efficacy and toxicity

of docetaxel combined with compound tegafur capsule on

TRIEWAERR., EAREEE: TWEA T anthracycline-refractory recurrent metastatic breast cance [J].
Wl X 2 TR B 2% 4 i 1 £ Chin J Geriaric Care(H B ZZH R EE %), 2014, 12(2): 50-52.

ik ﬁfikmiﬁ‘ IRTXRE, 5 (91 IR, Wikt PIRRELIRAILIT IR 22 1 45
Bines %" I 7T 45 FAHTT [T P EZGLEE, 2013(6): 11-14.

z'_(ﬁﬁ j'bl_JiXﬂ' 2010—2014 ﬁz?LEﬁ%ﬁ{ﬂ E(J E]| [10] GAO L, ZHAO Z Y, ZHENG X H, et al. Cost-effectiveness

analysis of capecitabine plus docetaxel versus epirubicin plus

J@j ']ﬁ ﬁj\ *ﬁ ’ ’D %ﬁ EH ﬂq 5% %‘f *2 %?%E %%% docetaxel for advanced or metastatic breast cancer [J]. Chin J
2 0 25 2 IR ok SR TR I PR R o AR Mod Appl Pharm(*F [H LRI I Z575), 2015, 32(4): 493-497.

[11] SHINIZU C, ANDO M, KOUNO T, et al. Current trends an
controversies over pre-oprative Chemotherapy for women with
operable breast cancer [J]. Jpn J Clin Oncol ,2007, 37(1): 1-8.

FCRMAL TR R e RVR 9T SRS SR A3 1 5%

REFERENCES [12] BINES J, EARL H, BUZAID A C, et al. Anthracyclines

) ) and taxanes in the neo/adjuvant treatment of breast cancer:

[1] YANGL, LI L D, CHEN Y D, et al. Time trends, estimates does the sequence matter? [J]. Ann Oncol, 2014, 25(6):
and projects for breast cancer incidence and mortality in China 1079-1085.

[J]. Chin J Cancer(FH 18 44 7)), 2006, 28(6): 438-440. WS F 1 2014-09-01

M SR 2 BRTE R IR VIR B F R PR30

a4, HREKX, GER, FRE@NTHOESR, T BM 313000)

WE: BHE KT ERAESHRAEREANARF KA F ARG BEATH, FiE F 100 41205 pAA X & H IS
BALR M Foxd B, 2 205 50 ), MEEA T B F AR RERB LA B A4S RE 15 mL 4# 2 EZEHE 1 min, 5
FRLE N 4% A A 32 K F R4 1 min, S 2 A EERERABRFRKel@mmia A KENL, & L2207 R R
B SR T 2T R 4(P<0.01), MEAF K6 &4 E 4 b AT TR (P<0.01), G5t Bk 44 R A T Ak B 5
ARG, *sTHEH ARG B EE MR S EA — 297 2.

KR AR R, B ik BFRY

FEZES: RI69.4 XHEfFrERS: B XEHS: 1007-7693(2015)06-0747-03

DOI: 10.13748/j.cnki.issn1007-7693.2015.06.027

1EEEN: =t 5, BlEEE Tel: (0572)2023301-2220 E-mail: hys0654@sina.com

[ BUAC N FH 242 2015 4F 6 H 45 32 4545 6 1Y) Chin J Mod Appl Pharm, 2015 June, Vol.32 No.6 <747 -





