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[Abstracl  Objective To evaluate the curatve effect of R itxm ab combied with CHOP chenotherapy on non -
Hodgkin Lynphana n China.M ethods by
randan ized contwllkd trals ofR ituxin ab can bined w ith CHOP for non— H odgk n Lymphoma Them ethodo-

System atic review method of " The Cochrane Colhboratbn" was used to collect

computer retrieves

logical quality of the inclided stud ies was evaluated and data analyses were perbmed using RevM an 4. 2 sofvare Results

A total of 7 literatures were enwlled mcliding 357 patients There was han ogeneity among all literatures using fixed effect
mode] OR=3.02 9% CI (1.94 4.72). Ther was sgnificant difference n canplete remission rate between canbined
CHOP group and single— used CHOP pwotocol group (P < 0.01). Conclusbn So fay  domestic potocol of comb ned rituxi ab

and CHOP chemotherapy is of sane curative effects on non— Hodgkin kmphoma But due to snall and low— quality sanples

large and high— qualiy sanp les are needed to confim the above conclhisbns
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Table 1 Characteristics of ncluded sudies
( ()
( ) 7)) ~ ) ) (C) (T) CR PR SD PD
G 600 mg/mz, 1 ; H: 30 mg/mz, 1 ;0 2
S R: 375 mg/m?% CHOP 2 18 10
(004 13 3929 S3(36~69) 1.512g/rgz, 1 ;RPlmg kg™’ ol 1~5 341 . % 5 18
G 750 mg/mz, 1 ; H: 5 mg/mz, 1 ;0 )
2 . R: 375 mg/m? CHOP 4 23 7 0 2 2
(2005 )[4] 35/37 (20~ 79) 1.4~ 2mg/m?7 1 ;P 100mg 1~5 6 241 . 8 19 8 7 2
‘. y 2 . H- 30~ yfn 2 .
soo T:61(24-79) 3 352“‘%;‘“2’ 11 jig f(/’l“‘%’ml S ! © R 375 mgi? CHOP % 20 2 0 1 3
(2006 )1 C63(29~78) o mg/m’, 3 B Umglc - 2d1 , 2 13 1 1 2 5
G 750mgm% 1 ; H: @0 mgm: 1 ;0 )
° R: 375 mg/m?2 CHOP 2 15 3
(2007 )[6] 33/12 45(25~179) l.4rng/r112, I ;P 100mg I~5 4~ 6 2 ?éf ) B 8 10
G 600 mg/mz, 1 ; AIM: 60 mg/mz, 1 2
R: 375 mg/m? CHOP n 7 3 1
(2007 )7 14/8 (28~ 79) (é: L.4mg/m> 1 ;P 10mgm?2 1~5 231% 7 0 o3 3 s
T 49 G 750“‘%/'"2’ s ADM: SOmg/ms 15 poage 0o cyop 9 10 7
(2009 )[8] 24/16 G 48 O: 1.4mg/m%, 1 ;P 100 mg 1~5 6 1d1 2] 9 6
G 600mgm> 1 ; ADM: 60mg/m? 1 ; )
N ' 5 ; 5 R: 375 mg/m~, CHOP 34 27 4 2 1
(000 1% 32/30  49(21~65) (6). I.4mg/m% 1 ;P 10mgm? 1~5 Sdn % 16 4 4 4
C: ;. H ;0 ;B ;R 5 ADM: ; 21d 1
2.2 7 . (P < 0.00001, 1) ,
s (13 ’77 Metﬂ ( 2),
; Meta 7
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X=505 P=0.54 ,
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Review:
Comparison:

RPURS HLIT
01 EF A versus RELITIH
Outcome: 01 FEHERATIERR R B RGN

Study =P Lo OR (fixed) Weight OR (fixed)
or sub-category o o 9%l % 95%CI
AR 18/32 5/36 —= .21 7.97 [2.46, 25.81]
RER 23/34 15/38 4 25.97 2.09 [0.80, 5.46]
20/26 13/22 —f—e——  145¢ 2.31 [0.66, 8.03]
15/22 8/23 — = 1113 4.02 [1.16, 13.90]
#®EI5 7711 3/11 > 4.8 4.€7 [0.77, 28.47]
10715 s/21 B 18012 1.48 [0.43, 5.16]
EhR 27/34 16/28 —%—— 16.16 2.89 [0.95, B.85]
Total (95% C1) 178 179 - 100.00 3.02 11.54, 4.72]
Total events: 120 FEF4), 73 (BEELLFT)
Test for heterogenety: Chi?= 5,05, df =6 (P = 0.54), = 0%
Test for overal effect: Z = 4,86 (P < 0.00001)
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Figurel Met— analyss of treament group and control group on the can-

plete rem Bsion rate of B— cellNHL
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Figure2 Fumel plotof studies publication bias evaliation
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