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BE, RCHETHETFHERBAS (ESC) Mt RARIIR T LSS WbaT b &
WY, #5R%EH, PEASKURKETHYERIF, ESHTHT, BRRE, THRGY
KR FRAETT . FRBEE MRk darT B, ATRRFRENRHENEE, &5
5 R ETATT BRI '

AR, FRRAIRED HROTIIIR, % RFUMG Y THE AR, RUZ) h2et,
RRBANKZ) HFME, FHXERAR D EHBRERBE SRR, AHFELEER
MR, BEEITRT ‘G5 ZMNEHIRLE (Schedule dependency test)”Byif%, # BBk,
/DR IR R EMUTAWRR ERRETH, RAHBRBEEGEERTHE, LA
RN S, 5h, XWHRTEHTHREDERGELBERESRTRAARE
ARG AITEOBRERM, WH, AWREIEREREEAGETRHEA™. BEE
Br kA2 R /DR SRR MR Lo fEDIRBET, 3 TEA4A LR % MERRIRE
KB TH(ESOE AR KR, A TEFEFGFEASFFNERBHTENEE. K
THRAE ESCEA BT RMBEH RSN RYE, R HxERTEOTBE RKEHR
BT XL, ‘ '

ME 5 F =

R KR 10%/ml > 0.2 ml FHHEBEFT 18~22 g DRAMEHET, TEMNG
&H (F—H) FHREEAES . RATII=MAHHRRMNETREMLE.

1. BRBH HRMEH LR, &¥4—Kk. ‘

2. BKEH HFFEE 1. 5. oM B RENALKTL—K, £WK.

3. HBLH BMNERAFBREBEELG Kk, F 1R, £ BHWTEMEE 16 BT
FALTE, HEIRESXBAMEL, HREEEMRRIEETENSETFLE. '

SHATRE, DERRRRTPRERENENS%, BILFRARELER, &
HENRHHRT, BIGWHBKTHZR (B LDy), A FRIIEHEETRMEMLE.
IR AAIPLL mg/m? IR,
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A=) BESFEFHFEMNBEHTR _ .
. MFE1AR, FEFH 45 mg/m?, HI R~k RITIRTT 7 RITHE T, B EMHR

A F 1978 429 B 19 HILHI,
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ik 85.4%6, HHELS RWBR, MERA79%, BE ERBRATLEHFEZMN. ?ﬁﬁ'ﬁé&
875 75 mg/m? [ RPREE, M63.3%, SHEBAMILEFR, B 5HERKEITARE R
FZHM(P<0.001), AW, PEFFLARRAL RS, BHESZAHBLAT (&1),

#1 PEFSFEMETHTROLER

‘ R # | # R, EEGHER W@ P*
Jilf (mg/m?)
TR/RE | ER/RE | (mg) % 1 2 3
- 35/31 | 22.0/19.9 | 1061+97 -
5x1 20/20 | 20.5/26.4 | 388+44 63.3 <0.001
45x4 (g-4:d) 20/19 | 21.0/22.0 | 154%19 85.4 <o0.001 | <0.001
18x14 (g-d) 20/20 | 22.0/23.6 | 22333 |  79.0 <0.001 | >>0.05 | >0.05

P*. 1. G4, 2. SRKRAHHALL, 3. FT4HL, TRERL.

(Z) ERBETARABENTIT '

MFE 2 T, BERREEEIET SRR 30 mg/m? G0 B — Kk 7 B4 IT7 B M HIh
70.6% T BKALL 45 mg/m? H4G H 1.5 mg/m2H5E 14 REVIMHIR Y B 52% 5 32.7%,
ZEEXMBAMLLBMAER, RHREETHRRTHR(P<0.01), Rifi, BRE|HBEE
4 %*EEZIEI#?BE%%%U(P>O 05). AT LELBIRAYIATT 7 LA AIRIEIT B 4T (®2),

%2 ERRESHRENAT S RN R

R % | &35 FEIERER W H R P
A7 ik (mg/m?) ,
LU/ fm | SRR/ R T (mg) % 1 2 3
st - 32/31 | 21.1/27.7| 917%82 -~
w | #5x1 20/19 | 20.8/23.7 | 45485 52.0 <0.001
u .
wo| 30x4 (q.4.d) 20/18 | 21.1/22.7 | 276%40 70.6 <o0.001 | <0.001
Bl 1sx14 (qdy 20/18 | 20.5/22.4 | 636104 32.7 | '<0.05 | >0.05 | <0.05
3 | 720x1 | 2018 | 2117227 oo 100 <0.001
% 120x4 (q.4.d) 20/19 | .21.9/24.3 | 28536 69.7 <0.001 | <0.001
B | e6x14 (qd) 20/20 . | 20.1/22.2 | 401+44 57.6 <0.001 | <0.001 | >>0.05
£ | sex1 20/18 | 20.7/26.2 | 367436 61.3 <0.001
g 1.2x4 20/18 | 20.4/2%.2 | 581121 38.6 <0.001 | >>0.05
Wo| 0.6x14 20/18 | 20.9/24.6 | 403:67 57.4 <0.001 | >0.05 | >0.05
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IRBERLIELA 720 mg/m? B BtV BCRBAF, BAUR 16 RARRIN , 23 WHTFKIE,
IR 100%, SR RMBRSHIb 69.7% 5 57.6%, _FMALEH, H5H
R NA BZEZ R (P<0.001)(3&R 2),
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AEIEERER. BRFRLIEN, IREFERNBT, ATFRTHEDERITHEAR
PERBFSE TR, G455k T Skipper 5% 00 ¥ 1 5% T AT MO — R FIMLIT MR Kos
MMk HEIL, BIRANGISR T ERIFXEHE, HERRMBERRETHE
MR BFEIIABIBA W FERR PR, Bal, BRKES IR & DA L HREE
#ATHy, (B S-180 Fn Ca 755 R IRIRREY, A KRR A T 23 R ACEEHFFIE
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AELEARMREERAX. MERBRIZEMHAR DNA, Hikxt s ARl es—EkH,
R R, BE KM TR AEST NS &l & 20 £, 502 30 mg/m?/&kM 1.5
mg/m?/ k%, BERE T ARBHEH FHIRERR (Log kill), TREFHFAMEKBITL
ENEM, BEEERTHROHENTK, ARBTERTERIAREFNPEEMEDE
i AR R dEE — 8k, BAXMFEF, NRERTHFE LT —ERR. BKRE
BRI LR RETRE. B RS, AN RIEER KR hik
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EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES ON TREATMENT SCHEDULE
 DEPENDENCY OF ANTITUMOR AGENTS MECAPHANE &
© CAMPTOTHECIN

Wang Tzuwu

(Shanghai Institute of Materia - Medica, Academin Sinica)
. . ABSTRACT

It is necessary to study the “treatment schedule'de‘:pendency” in the experimental
- chemotherapy of tumor for demonstrating the.optimal dasage - schedule and interval
. .which is useful both for clinical trials and the understanding of the biochemical me-
chanism and cytokinetic chéractéristics_ of new agents. This paper reports our experim-
ental results: . }

1. Subcutaneously inoculated Ehrlich carcinoma (ESG) was suitable as a model
of schedule dependency tests. The results pbta‘inedAfrom ESG were similar to those from
murine experimental leukemia I-"1210 in three different schedules(i. e. single dose, inter-
" mitent pulse therapy once every four days for four times altogether ‘and daily for
fourteen consecutive days). ‘ , \ !
| 2. The optimal schedule of several drugs was found to be as follows:
Mecaphane: Intermitent therapyl as well as daily course.
Camptothecine; Intermittent therapy.

Gyclophosphamidé: Single dose.

Vincristine: No schedule dependency.





