AEFARTNiBT RHHEERITR
KRB INGEST T

Comparison of the Efficacy and Preoperative Immunity with Different Surgical Treatment
in Patients with Early Cardia Cancer /#/ TIAN Hong-gang

H 21 M)
(22l 1 ho BE B BRPE 76742 710043)

W OE.[H] HEEEATE T AT 236 57 5058 T BT SO R 3 G0 s 1 5% i
[Jrik] BEEL 2010 4F 12 A = 2013 4 12 A 260958116 B & 100 ) W)Eféf“ﬁ/aﬁ
A3 R /NI RTT i 4, B 4H 50 WJ,%ﬁﬁzéﬂéﬁ%Fﬁﬁzﬁffﬁmﬂwnﬁ INUER 45T 16 B /N )
FARYAARIGIT AT AL B 27 30 B F AR W s th e JF e M B4R e a5 . (450 ]
INTTALAR Il e D R RS I) RN 9T & RE A BRI W AR T AL, 2 R A i
B (P<0.05) , HP ALk 253 H 8 H A 3 AR A AR 22 5 RG22 B L (P>0.05) 5 /N2 Al
T A JG CD3.CD4 .CD4/CD8 /KX W] Al T AR a7, H/AAH A CD3.CD4.CD4/CDS
K G T4, 2 58 G324 8 L (P<0.05) . [4518 15 TP MR IG A L i, I8 T 48 i
BIAR 3G ARG Y7 R0 B8 11 7 Z8 Y, mT AT 3502 B 00 T R B 405 B T i, o AL AR /G fa %

A A DN

IR - B RIAGA AR  BETTMOR S T A S T i
FESESR7352  XHRIREG:B
doi:10.11735/j.issn.1671-170X.2018.06.B019

BEI T L0 O W] R e S AR, R B
Al X I A DL A RE AR B 15 R T
SPEETM M AR AR A SR FRT SRR R
JEBL R EE AT I 30, (HIHE R A Rtk
FAR,FARBIGIR, BEAR G R, AR,
W IR I B A I e e 5 s, IR I BRI R HAr
QNG /N E AR B AR D SRR R BT B ]
TIHAL R GEMREIR YT o, (H AR BT R A T
A HHSPRA A A ) AR STl 45 T 7 00 28
HAAFETFARITAIRST, FEA [ J7 200 87 3%
LA ] S 8 DI RE 1 R

1 #ARETE

1.1 —aE#

PEHL 2010 4F 12 H % 2013 4E 12 A B2 IA W
FATE s B 100 6], AT LK B ZE I
STt Homad A BRUE : (1) 8 88 i B2 S5 46 A
WESZ R TR 18 5 (2)4F I 50~80 % H ARG iy 1k

BIREE . Bl Bl EEEH, 2 £ L P OERS B KBS
E?Tﬁifxr @A E+T L4 8 5 (710043) , E-mail :tianhong
gangtg@163.com

Wi B H#3:2017-04-16; f& 2 H #:2017-05-26

M & 2018 £4 24 %% 6 H

XEHS:1671-170X(2018)06-0627-04

7 IE N AETR YT S 5 (3) IR B R R 4 B A
[F] 245 5 (4) Mg R 4= A0 8] Bl 4H 2 H.<40mm [TNM 43
W T CHEBRARAE . (1) A O S VB S5E™ EME0s
(2)F BE Il R Ge i ™ 25 A ) 5 (3) A3 LAt % 1
e, AR VA TT 5 ¥R Ay /NI R TR B4 50
B, N4l AR 53~79 %, KPR E AR 1.22~
3.95cm; JFRCAH . 4FEWY 51~78 %, PR B4R 1.20~
3.98cm; PIZH ML AF IS R K g B U B [ 45
B ZF G258 X (P>0.05), BAa0 ik, i
Table 1.
1.2 BITAHE

TrACA BB T I ERRIG ARG YT, RV ERUI Fp
A Y JHRE R U B SRR ME ST IR R
FEHRTIH, ASIE 2K EH T 2~3em(UTH K2
20~25cm) , B RLIE B R R LA SFAH 2L T ER 1 R
o E AR AR R EE H B 2 vk g GE R 1~
11 ARG, RIS 1TME 4 8 s0m i 8 YIER,
THE I K F 50mm Ab VDK 45, 8 % v AF for 2
BEA VE AW ARET A B IR AT
fRiEEFELEEE BEEBEA, 28 VRETT
Roux-en-Y W) & s fi Iy &, o B VIBRE AT
I v YA Eﬁféﬁfm@{f‘a\mm\%%ﬁl

627



Journal of Chinese Oncology,2018,Vol.24,No.6

Table 1 Comparison of the general data between the two groups

gender (%)
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Age(years)
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Figure 1 The 3 years survival of the patients in the two groups
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