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Comparison of the Efficiency between Intensity Modulated Radiotherapy Combined with S-1
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Table 1 Comparison of baseline data between the study group and the control group 1.4 MEISERNITRIEH

Baseline characteristics St?jzl%%";p CO?:?} (;g(;())up 1 P 141 SZHy7 Ak
— AT AT B8 15 3 7 2
Male 52 57 Om4omgla@3fﬂﬁﬁlmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
Female 48 43 ' BEEYUE A BB R CT 45
Age (years) 55.62+7.28 55.84+7.51 0.210  0.834 AR M s . VS bR UE S B RE-
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Table 2 Comparison of adverse effects between the study group and

the control group

Study group  Control group

Adverse reactions (%) (%) 2 P

Bone marrow suppression 0.130  0.719
[~1T level 82(82) 80(80)
M~V level 18(18) 20(20)

Radiation esophagitis 0.489  0.508
[~1T level 78(78) 74(74)
M~V level 22(22) 26(26)

Radiation pneumonia 0.442  0.506
[~1T level 90(90) 87(87)
M~V level 10(10) 13(13)

Loss of appetite 4421  0.036
[~1I level 92(92) 82(82)
M~V level 8(8) 18(18)

Nausea and vomiting 7.236  0.007
[~ level 93(93) 80(80)
M~V level 7(7) 20(20)
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Table 3 Comparison of the survival between the study group and

the control group

A2 1525 90 R T1% .50% F 29% | or

Survival (%)

A7 33.4423.65 A~ H ., Wil Croups N e Zyeas  Byeass  Llomonths)
M5 1.2 3AEAAE R AR AL A A7 Af [a] 2% Study group 100 72(72)  51(51)  30(30) 23.33+3.05
E‘—ﬁ]%éﬁi+i%nl(f)>005)o I Table 3. Control group 100 71(71) 50(50) 29(29) 23.62+3.15
X - 0.024 0.020 0.024 0.661
P - 0.877 0.888 0.878 0.509
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