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[ Abstract] Objective To evaluate the efficacy and toxicity of S—1 capsule in the treatment of colorectal
cancer after palliative operation. Methods Forty—two patients with colorectal cancer after palliative operation were
divided equally into the test group and the control group according to the method of chemotherapy. The test group was
treated only with S—1 capsule 80 mg/m?, orally administered twice daily for 2 weeks, 21 days as a chemotherapy
cycle. The control group was treated with combination chemotherapy of leucovorin 200 mg/m?, vein drops 2 h,
d1-2; 5-Fu 500 mg/m*, vein drops, d1-5; and oxaliplatin 85 mg/m?®, vein drops, dl, repeated every 14 days,
28d as a cycle. Results The response rate (RR) was 28.6% and 33.3% in the test group and the control group,
respectively. However, there was no significant difference between the two groups. In the test group and control
group, the diarrhea rate was 9.5% and 42.8% , and the oral mucositis rate was 4.8% and 38.1% , respectively.
Conclusion S-1 single—agent is effective and tolerable in the treatment of patients with colorectal cancer after
palliative operation.
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Tab. 1 Comparison of the adverse reactions between the two groups [n (%) ]

i UNEY EE e 3G MERBR  AFhRESR R 2Rl AN e
SR 11(52.4) 8(38.1) 2(9.5)° 1(4.8)° 6(28.6) 4(19.0) 3(14.3)
XA 13 (61.9) 10( 47.6) 9(42.8) 8(38.1) 7(333) 5(23.9) 4(19.0)

Xt A b, *P<0.05.



90 B R B R 2 22 4 %355
F2 2HEBEWTIEETRELE ()
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