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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the clinical efficacy of gemcitabine combined with albumin-paclitaxel in
patients with pancreatic cancer. Methods: Data of 80 pancreatic cancer patients from January
2021 to December 2023. According to the different treatment methods, the control group (n = 40)
was treated with gemcitabine alone, and in the test group, gemcitabine (n = 40) was used to com-
pare the actual treatment effect of the two groups. Results: In the test group, the total response
rate and disease control rate were higher than those in the control group (P < 0.05); Neither group
had grade V toxicity during treatment, The adverse reactions were mainly manifested in abnormal
liver function, decreased platelet count, decreased neutrophil fraction, anemia, alopecia, etc., The
grade of adverse reactions is mostly at level 1/2, Grade 3/4 were generally fewer, There was no
significant difference between the adverse reactions of the two groups (P > 0.05); pretherapy,
There was no significant difference in CA199, AFP, TSGF, and CEA levels (P > 0.05); post-treatment,
The levels of serum tumor markers CA199, AFP, TSGF and CEA were lower than those in the con-
trol group, The difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05); The survival rate over 6 months
in the test group was significantly higher than that in the control group, P < 0.05. Conclusion: Gem-
citabine and albumin-paclitaxel are well tolerated in the treatment of pancreatic cancer patients,
while reducing the occurrence of adverse effects, and prolonging the survival time of patients.
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4) GHONE IR IR E AR 5) AT A 2 6) BT RET R U EE A A XX
B A B % B 4 v A% I (M HESC S . IRB-2019-015). #2M836 7 7 FRAIANF 20 3 B ZH(n = 40) LA 5 Ph b
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Table 1. General information comparison

F 1. —RRERIXTEE(n = 40)

o LR R (IR R/

413 54 ERS) MR EAC) (H/ﬁwfﬁ;’ﬁﬁﬁ) N
7L IR TE )
a2 23/17 67.56 +4.71 6.63 + 0.25 6/27/7 23/11/3/3
i HE 2R 22/18 67.63 +4.62 6.57 +0.27 5/28/7 22/12/3/3
Gt 0.051 0.067 1.031 0.109 0.066
[ 0.822 0.947 0.306 0.947 0.968
2.2. Bk

X IR ZH B 7 P e HX 1.0 o/m® 75 U A (V05 S AR 2L A R A 1 0.2 g M 2577 H20030104) 1% A
100 ml 0.9%5 AL AN AR P s BRIV 30 Z0%h, 45 1, 8 K, TCHI AT f 75 POAMIE VAR R IV A7 A 5 iR T AE 24
NI A, 75 P AR AV AR A RIS LR X AL 25 e RIS R A4S ARSI, T Tfh
TR LR IR AL, AR A& E 2R ((35E Abraxis BioScience, [ 24k 7 H20183044) 2 13 FH 7 &
125~150 mg/m?®, ¥ 100 ml 0.9% S ALAN A i ki 30 04h, & 3 A — k.

PR BRF L 20d A— AT, FREAbIT 4 AN

2.3. MEIBHFLTFNTAH

1) BAEME6]: TARLEM(CR): BRI R; %M PR): PIETIID 50%LL F; &
TL(NC): P2 46 /1N 50% LA T 5id K 25%LL T 5 %4k (PD): HifR e fitl K 25% LA . 3% = (CR + PR)/
BI% x 100%, FFFEHIZE = (CR + PR+ NC)/f#l% x 100%.

2) ARRPURAEZ: ZRIESCEERT T R E AR E(NCI-CTC) [7]: 0 2%: 1IE%. IEW/
PRUEVEFEI N (WNL) TG 1 2% BRI 2 9 MRS 3 9 EEIHEERME; 4 K R
g R e S E i EEtE. 5 % HBBEHEARERRKR), 1R 2K 3K 4. 5 HAKEAR
SRV

3) G 2H 2 IR T R IR R AR D RER TR (CAL99) . H IR B 11 (AFP) | iR R 57 1 A K Rl 1+ (TSGF).
S IR R (CEA) KT, 75 RSB 2 25 iR ik L3 mL), L 3000 r/min 38 34T 250, 10 min J5 43 &5 10
W, PO, H T T B SR .

4) TR WS 6 S H LA K UL AAE

24. GitFaeE

TR ST R BRI % X s F0R, KT 4 tR%, Gk SPSS 27.0.
KK o< 0.05. Giitae BA R CHIAKFUERN: P<0.05; fRFMEL: P<0.01l. BFERH Excell
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3. R
3.1. FENEBWENTLL
TRIG 2 A ROR 5 5007 12 1) 25 B R 4 B = (P < 0.05) . W% 2.

Table 2. Comparison of total effective rates between two groups

= 2. MENBAYEIE (%)]

o1 5] % CR PR NC PD PRE SR g PR 3
of B2 40 14 17 7 2 31 (77.50) 38 (95.00)
ARG 40 6 14 13 7 20 (50.00) 33 (82.50)

P - - - - 6.545 6.152
P - - - - 0.011 0.001

32. MAFEFRRNIEL

PIZLRE VG T IR AR B T SN, AN RSB 0 ZERBUAE T D RE 7 ) /M T Hsi /b
TR AR B> TR, AR, AR R AT 12 9, 314 FFE B, PIHA R RN
7w o guih % (P > 0.05), K W% 3.

Table 3. Comparison of major adverse reactions during treatment between two groups of patients

F 3 MAREFRTHEEERNRRNFERITEE[N(%)]

2151 FoRess /MR EORD  ERA  o Fos > B Y3
\ 12 % 5 (16.67) 3 (10.00) 3 (10.00) 3(10.00)  5(16.67)
R4 (n = 40)
304 % 0 (0.00) 0 (0.00) 0 (0.00) 0 (0.00) 1(3.33)
12 % 2 (6.67) 1(3.33) 1(3.33) 2 (6.26) 3(9.38)
2 (n = 40)
304 %% 0(9.38) 1(3.33) 1(3.33) 1(3.33) 1(3.33)
)(12 0.152 0.664 0.658 0.675 1.785
P, >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
){22 0.133 0.169 0.682 1.179 1.095
P, >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
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WBITHT, CA199. AFP. TSGF. CEA /KU ZE RISt L (P > 0.05); 6I7 /5, IR fiE
JabR &Y CA199. AFP. TSGF. CEA KM T4, ZERASHE L (P <0.05), W& 4.

Table 4. Comparison of serum tumor marker levels between two groups of patients (n, X+£s)

% 4. FEBRENMEMEFSKTLRN Xts)

1 (B IS 8] TSGF (U/L) AFP (ng/mL) CA199 (U/mL) CEA (ng/mL)
X HE 40 YRIT T 73.42 +10.56 83.33+10.76 233.37 +10.77 23.19 +2.28
wIT IR 55.29 +5.37 60.12 + 7.41 227.62 +3.15 20.38 £ 1.55
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-4.083 -6.530 -4.639 ~7.062
<0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05
Al 40 BITH 73.53 £ 10.67 83.30 +10.49 233.39 +10.45 23.15+2.26
BT A 40.54 +3.81 48.67 £5.75 212.08 + 1.69 16.42 + 1.74
t -5.500 -3.579 -3.038 -15.742
P <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05
t misrrinesE 0.317 0.074 0.312 1.166
P awmsinesdE >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
t misrsiesdE 12.672 6.905 8.767 7.133
P mmiermunlE <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

3.4. FMABENEGFBRER
RIGH 6 MU LG RPE S TXIRA, P<0.05, WiES.

Table 5. Comparison of survival status between two groups of patients

5 MERENEFRRLE

5 114 3~-514H 6~12 A L4 E 6 ™ALL EASER
X HEZH 40 25 12 3 15 (37.50)
RIS 40 12 18 10 28 (70.00)
P 6.482
P 0.001
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