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Effects of Single Administration by Different Ways on Drug Accumulation Concentration and Treatment of
Tumor Tissue before Surgery

XIE Xiao(Dept. of General Surgery, the First Affiliated Hospital of Nanyang Medical College, Henan Nanyang
473000, China)

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To observe the effects of single administration of carboplatin”by different ways on drug accumulation
concentration and treatment of tumor tissue before surgery. METHODS: 60 patients with resectable advanced gastric cancer were
randomly divided into intraperitoneal administration group (30 cases)=and intravenous administration group (30 cases). All patients
received 50 mg/m’ Carboplatin injection, intravenous adminiStration, it\.stopped 4 weeks after continuous 5 d, repeated 3 times,
when the last chemotherapy, intraperitoneal adminiStration” group” was given 30 mg/m’® Carboplatin injection, adding into 750 ml
0.9% Sodium chloride injection, and placed'in 37 °Cwater bath for preheating, taking paracentesis for disposable rapid injection.
Intravenous administration group’Was 30 ‘mg/m® Carboplatin injection, adding into 750 ml 0.9% Sodium chloride injection, by intra-
venous infusion within 30 min. Both groups were administered once for at least 1 week, then surgery was taken after 5 d. The car-
boplatin accumulationiconeentration in 2 groups was determined after 160-180 min and 250-260 min, respectively, and the efficacy
in the 5thyday ‘and ‘incidence of adverse reactions during treatment were recorded. RESULTS: The total effective rate after 5 d, peri-
toneal fluid, portal vein and peripheral blood after 160-180 min, and carboplatin accumulation concentration in cancer tissues, adja-
cent normal tissues, peritoneum, omentum and negative lymph node after 250-260 min in intraperitoneal administration group were
significantly higher than intravenous administration group, the incidence of adverse reactions was significantly lower than intrave-
nous administration group, the differences were statistically significant (P<<0.05). CONCLUSIONS: Compared with intravenous in-
fusion, intraperitoneal injection of carboplatin before surgery can improve the local accumulation concentration and chemotherapeu-
tic effect and reduce incidence of adverse reactions.
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Tab 3 Comparison of the average value of the total carbopl-
atin concentration in each tissue between 2 groups af-
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Tab 4 Comparison of clinical efficacy between 2 groups
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Comparison of Efficacy and Safety of Tamsulosin versus Nifedipine and Racanisodamine in the Treatment of
Lower Ureteral Calculi

TONG Wei, WANG Jinzhong (Dept. of Urology, the Third Hospital District, Chongqing People’ s Hospital,
Chongging 400014, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To compare the efficacy and safety of tamsulosin or nifedipine or racanisodamine in“the treatment of
lower ureteral calculi. METHODS: 160 patients with lower ureteral calculi were randomly divided into,grotp A (40 cases), group
B (40 cases), group C (40 cases) and group D (40 cases). All patients drank plentysdf watér to make.daily urine output more than
2 000 ml. Based on it, group A orally received 0.4 mg Tamsulosin hydrechloride sustained release capsule, once a day. Group B
orally received 10 mg Nifedipine tablet, 3 times a day. Group C.orally teceived 10 mg racanisodamine tablet, 3 times a day. Group
D received no other drugs except for increasing drinking. The ‘treatment course for all groups was 2 weeks. Clinical efficacy, litha-
gogue time, lithagogue size, residual caleulj size ‘and the incidence of adverse reactions in all groups were observed. RESULTS:
The total effective rate in group A was higher than group C, which was higher than group B and group D, the differences were sta-
tistically significant (P<<0.05).(Lithagogue ‘time in group A was shorter than group B and group C, which was shorter than group
D, the differences were ‘statistically significant (P<<0.05), while there was no significant difference between group B and group C
(P>0.05) rLithagogue 'size in group A was more than group C, which was more than group B and group D, the differences were
statistically significant (P<<0.05), while there was no significant difference between group B and group D (P>0.05). Residual cal-
culi size in group A was less than group B, which was less than group C and group D, the differences were statistically significant
(P<<0.05). And there were no severe adverse reactions in all groups. CONCLUSIONS: The efficacy of tamsulosin is superior to
nifedipine and racanisodamine in the treatment of lower ureteral calculi, while nifedipine and racanisodamine show similar effica-
cy, with better safety.

KEYWORDS Lower ureter calculi; Tamsulosin; Nifedipine; Racanisodamine; Efficacy; Safety
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