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Treatment of advanced esophageal cancer with hyperthermia combined with concurrent chemoradiotherapy
Zeng Shouqun ,Chen Yuanhang , He Ping ,Yang Xuemei ,Li Bin, Zeng Guilin
(Department of Oncology sChengdu Fi fth People's Hospital ,Chengdu,Sichuan 611130 ,China)
Abstract: Objective To observe the efficacy of hyperthermia combined with concurrent chemoradiotherapy for advanced esoph-
ageal cancer. Methods 66 patients with advanced esophageal cancer either inoperable or who refused operation were randomized in-
to two groups. Treatment group received hyperthermia combined with concurrent chemoradiotherapy. The control group was treated
The overall

response rate of treatment group was higher than that of the control group,the differences were statistically significant( P<Z0. 05).

only with concurrent chemoradiotherapy in the same way. Immediate curative and side effects were evaluated. Results

The incidence rate of bone marrow suppression, gastrointestinal reactions and radioactive esophagitis in treatment group was lower
than that in the control group, the differences were statistically significant(P<Z0. 05). Conclusion The clinical effects of hyperther-

mia combined with concurrent chemoradiotherapy for advanced esophageal cancer is better than that of concurrent chemoradiothera-

pysand hyperthermia can reduce adverse reactions of chemoradiotherapy. So it is well further study.

Key words: esophageal neoplasms;hyperthermia.induced;radiotherapy;drug therapy
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