DOI: 10. 16016 /j . 1000 -5404. 1998. (5. (28

1998 10 ACTA ACADEMIAE MEDICINAE MILIT ARIS TERTIAE Oct. 1998 433
398
2t FRM MEE RE¥ ) 400037
H - WRES 1990 3
1996 12 398,
220 , 60 Gy, 5 8Gy, 2> 3 . &%:0
135 640 3%0. 2V 135 (53. 18%.
21. 8. 16.360 ),1 3 (P <0.052 135
© @
s 8 Gy 5 Gy g
R73-354
( ) 3 5cm I cm
‘ 2
135
’ .13
) .
1
1
1990 3 1996 12 Tab 1 Comparison of survival rates between groups of
3%, 31 87 357 1, external beam combined with brachytherapy
30- 82, 54.6 . 358 (ECB) and extemal radiation alone (ERA)
1 39 Groups 1year(% ) 3-year(% ) 5—year(% )
X ’ > ECB 398 255/398(64. 07) 85/222(38.29) 22/105(20. 95)
105 .3 5 117 3
ERA 220 117/220(53 18) 41/188(21.81)  18/110( 16. 36)
e PHILIPS SL75-14 P <005 <0.01 > 0.05
3 40 Gy
60 Gy /30 F/6 W, 1992 12
6% 3% 130 &b ,
90 , 1 , 97
’ B2 7 (P <0.05), 2
~ 8 Gy, -3 7d 193 1
60 Gy , 5 Gy,
> 7d, 23 Micro- 5Gy 211 ,8Gy 187
selectron HDR , 192(1r-192) ,
6 mm, 2 mm , ,
10 mm X ) s 3




434

20

Tab 2 Comparison of incidence of complications be-
tween groups of external beam combined with
brachytherapy ( ECB) and external radiation
alone ( ERA)

Groups  Esophagitis(% ) Ulceration(% ) Stricture(% ) Fistula(% )

ECB  263/398(66. 08) 123/398( 30. 90) 60/398( 15. 08) 24/398( 6. 03)
ERA  65/220(29.55) 33/220(15.00) 22/220( 10.00) 11/220( 5. 00)
P <0.05 <0.05 > 0.05 > 0.05
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Tab 3 Comparison of incidence of complications in patients

treated with different fraction dose

Fraction
dose

50y 95/211(45.02) 44/211(20.85) 23/211(10.90) 13/211(6. 16)

Esophagitis(% ) Ulceration(% ) Stricture(% ) Fistula(% )

8cy  168/187(89. 83) 79/187(42.25) 37/187(19.79) 11/187(5. 88)
P <0.0l <0.01 <0.05 > 0.05
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Treatment of esophageal cancer with external radiotherapy combined

with high-dose-rate intraluminal brachytherapy An analysis of 398 cases
Li Dezhi, Li Qiming, Fu Shangzhi, Zhang Yuping ( Department of Oncology, Xingiao Hospital, Third Military M edical
University, Chongqing, 400037)

Abstract Objective: To explore the clinical value of external radiotherapy (ERT) combined with high—
dose—rate intraluminal brachytherapy ( HDRIBT) in treatment of esophageal cancer. Methods: The data of
398 cases of esophageal cancer treated with ERT combined with HDRIBT from May, 1990 to December,
1996in our department were retrospectively analyzed and compared with those of 220 cases treated with ERT
alone in the same period. The total dose of ERT was 60 Gy and that of HDRIBT was 5~ 8 Gy in 2= 3 frac—
tions in 2= 3 weeks. Results: @ The 1-, 3-and 5-year survival rates of the patients treated with ERT com-
bined with HDRIBT were 640 , 38% and 21% whereas those of the patients treated with ERT alone were
53 180 , 21. 186 and 16. 360 respectively. There was significant difference between the two groups of pa—
tients (P <0.05).@ No marked difference of the survival rates was found between the patients received
HDRIBT before ERT and those received HDRIBT after ERT- @ The incidence of complications was higher
in patients treated by ERT combined with HDRIBT than in those with ERT alone-@ The incidence of com—
plications was associated with the dose of HDRIBT. Conclusion: The combination of ERT and HDRIBT can
improve the survival rate of the patients with esophageal cancer.- Since the incidence of complications is in—
creased, the indications should be strictly selected and irradiating dose and times be controlled to assure the
quality of life of the patients.
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