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Abstract

To observe the effect of Xiao Jian Zhong Tang on postoperative immune function of cancer patients.
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Methods: 60 cases of cancer treated by laparoscopic radical surgery were randomly divided into
control group and treatment group. There were 30 patients in each group, the control group was
given oral carbohydrate, the treatment group was given Xiao Jian Zhong Tang orally. The changes
of CD3+ CD4+, CD8* were compared between the two groups. Results: On the first day after opera-
tion, CD3+, CD4+ in both groups was lower than that before operation. The difference between
treatment group and control group was statistically significant (P < 0.05). On the 3rd day after op-
eration, CD3*, CD4* in the two groups was lower than that before operation and higher than that in
the treatment group and the control group on the 1st day after operation (P < 0.05); on the first
day after operation, CD8* in the treatment group was slightly lower than that before operation,
while that in the control group was far lower than that before operation (P < 0.05). On the 3rd day
after operation, the level of CD8* in the treatment group was slightly lower than that on the 1st day
after operation, while that in the control group was lower than that on the 1st day before opera-
tion. The difference between treatment group and control group was statistically significant (P <
0.05). Conclusions: Xiao Jian Zhong Tang can improve the immune function of patients after cancer
operation, promote the recovery of immune function and benefit the rapid rehabilitation of pa-
tients after operation.
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Jill, FETCEREHEAL S A1), RAE AR, YRI5 RIRE AN . SRR ARAT R 0 L o
HIEIRTTITR(2], I REME— T DM B SRAGHRIA BOR NG T T 56 Th AR BON  Fa T i R T
RO S IR, AWETERN, RGN, AR RIS Dh BRIV, 8 5i 88 855 1) S e D e
[3], HAFRRZHES SEEHSE, IR T RSy 2 R 1 R S8 LA S KT, SR 4l
FOXESE . §Hk(4]. EXTAREERE, HHRTRGEINEEFPERE, FX UK, g R
F, AW ST PR NE i B AR R B8 G DI RERoN, Dyt h 2578 B AR 5 i TR
RS T (I RIS, P AR I I BEAR . IR S H o

2. ENERE

1) — MR BHCE 2021 4F 7 H % 2023 45 6 H TR 2 H ARG SR F A T miiaR”
(1) 60 17 B e F AR NIRRT S5t %, BEML Y AWAL: 1aIT A S5, R4% 30 Bl TFagINbaiE
M, HAiayra 17 BB, 13 Fldctk, TNM 489 10, TN 2500 17 6, 13 5, XHidd
S 16 91, Ltk 14 4], TNM 3 1. TS B8 19 85 11 4, PRALEBF RIPER]. s, ith
S RHEAT IV, ER TSR (P > 0.05), HAT AL,

2) BWibrdE: U S WbrHERT & p e N RILANE B K AR A 2 kA E 45 B 2T i
W) (2020 Fh)H E RS WibRdE, 2GR CT S S A RESLRAS 7 25 5 2H 20 B 22 A0 7 B 1

3) TR AE: FhS 54~64 2, RATEFFIBIREEE 35~40 g/L, MLEE 110~140 g/L, THtE
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5) B TIR: BENL N 2 A, WITARET 2 RIFWEIRA N @R, BRSO E: 9 g K
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5 12h IR .

X B2 1 RAsK AL S0 10% I E K 2 /H , B s —Ik, 100 ml/ik, &5 1/2h IlkH .

6) WEEHE R: RAT 2 he RJFE 1 KF 06:00. RJ55 3 K5 06:00 7 HIREUMAFF A 10 ml % CD3",
CD4". CD8'Ki 7.

7) GiitiET: A EHER A SPSS 19.0 Guit AT AL ER AT, THE TR (X £5)F0R,
AN FEA LU BRI t 1036 5 2 /856, P <0.0 AZEFHLI ¥R L.
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KW FRANIGIR BE 60 5], 52 60 5], FHAr 5B 33 41, Lotk 27 #l; TNM 4389 11 81 36 5], 1II
24 B, B EER . RATMAEA. G AEASRR, KRS AR . R 1.

Table 1. Comparison of preoperative clinical data between two groups ( X *s )

1. MEBEARBIGRERIELB(X +5)

3 HEA M g RIAEA RHLEEES
Bk i 11 4] nes (/L) (mg/L)
VaIT 4 17 13 17 13 61.70 + 8.63 120.06 + 14.53 38.91+3.32
X R ZH 16 14 19 11 60.73 £9.04 11695 +£13.12 38.50+2.41
t 0.067 0.056 0.424 0.87 043
P{H 0.795 0.712 0.673 0.62 0.10

3.2. 4R TR BARTEEFRTWL

ARIEH 1R, WMAHEERG COIACPRMETARET, ML HBEE R, ZRASIEE NP <
0.05) RJG% 3 K, HITHEH CDIBESRIT SARATMHESN K, ZRIEG I FE (P> 0.05), x4
TR TARATKF, ZREFRITEE (P <0.05), HITHETHRA, ZRAF50HE (P <0.05). K5
1R, MAHEEARE CD4EE R T AAT, A7 dm T RA, ZREG59015%E (P <0.05). K
JE5 3 R, RITH CDAKPRTARET, BARFE—RHE EA, ZREGQIFELP < 0.05); R4
CDA HUEGTHEE AL T ARAT, BAREHE—RIg EF, ZRLGIHFEEL(P > 0.05); EITHE THRA,
FRAERIFEE (P <0.05). RJFH 1K, HIT4 COS WAL T R, SARFMLZER LG22 (P >
0.05), TiX AR TARFIAKE, ZERAGTFELP <0.05), EITHETHRHA, ZRA5T¥E X
(P <0.05). RJG5E 3 K, ¥AI74H CD8 HUH 73 Hr 45 RIS AK T ARG 26— R, ZR IG5 (P > 0.05),
iM% A ZH CD8 B /i &5 AR T RATEE — KK, ZRA Gt = (P <0.05); 167 4LAH box e 20 (i
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Table 2. Changes of T lymphocyte subsets in two groups
2. WA T HEMMITERREL

izt 2H 5 AHT VNEY RS REHE=ZKR
VRIT . 56.98 +1.15 50.64 + 1.72 55.31+2.13

CD3" (%)
X 2 56.38 £1.29 48.43 £1.51 50.81 +1.63
RITA. 3299+ 1.15 25.24+0.93 28.625 + 1.50

CD4" (%)
X HEZH 32.50 + 1.68 24.10 +1.51 25.933 +1.32
MEpRg:! 254+1.34 23.76 £ 0.86 21.34 £2.58

CDS" (%)
pagiteEiEl 29.61 + 1.46 25.02 + 1.04 21.23+1.24

4. g

AR AT, MR B R, H A D) RS2 IR AR E = R 20y, AHH i 52 31 e i 15
FIRFAINFE, FARBEIRTT CAR PR J5 R b, AEAS A T8k G 0T 6 38 48 R 0 ) BRI [S ], WL e T
REAR TIEOL T, AR R iR A ki, OBk, IF B3 T ARG BEALE6].
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HA, #ifhBEA, MW ZE. gioR. Mg /DEENEMS BRI, M T w2, EnT BE
VRN SR AEIIRE S B AL, A EA. WL, ARER . BRI R I RIATT

PGB HNEIE TR, HE (SRERIERE &) » Fih “BES” F8Ek
JRIE, AT7E RAE T ESNUN RS, B EREA, HERREEA, ASATAEM, . HER,
RARMERRANE , B AR, T DLBH S o R o L2 R T A SRR VR R, OeT DR 4L B A AR
B AIEFRIMAERE, HAiME SR EACIRGE . B, RS, LER A E. RMEZEY
Ih, WORT LM AR T e 43 W1 22 B3 1A 0T 1[4

TIETNRER VIS ERAS 1 —TUR MR, Horp T bk 40 B AT 45 33 PR 20 B G 38, T4 G028 V15 Th e,
CD3 {2 /] ML ZOIRE TS OL, CDASAEE S S g, Er AT 4R %%, CDS JEMfitE T
YA, TR G IR R A, AT N [8]. AR, RS 1R, W
4 CD3". CDA'KTARAT, RITHm TATRA, RF% 3 K, WAlEE CD3'. CDART AR, BA
JEE 1R, AR bF, BiRyr s TRTRA: RIE5 1K, JRI7 4 CD8BAR T ARAT, Xt ALz TR
HIAKSF, T dm T, R 3 K, BIT4 CDS KPR T ARG 1 KAKE, mFxiEdl. dik
A, NS T T A e A R S B AR, R T KR ThRE IR R
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