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Pemetrexed plus platinum in non-small cell lung cancer:a Meta analysis of randomized controlled trials
Tao Ling , Zhuo Wenlei ,Yang Fan , Zhu Bo”
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Abstract ; Objective
advanced NSCLC. Methods

To observe the efficacy and toxicity of pemetrexed plus platinum versus gemcitabine plus platinum with
Articles were selected from PubMed, Medline, Embase, VIP,CBM, CNKI, the Cochrane library. Meta-
analysis was completed using software Review Manager 4. 2. Results Meta analysis results suggested that: COMPARED with
gecitabine plus platinum chemotherapy, pemetrexed plus platinum had no statistically significant benefit in 1-year survival rate,
while Pemetrexed plus platinum had less hematologic toxicity. including: Neutropenia, Anemia, Thrombocytopenia, L.eukopenia,
The two chemotherapies were similar toxicity in non-hematology. Conclusion Pemetrexed plus platinum provides similar survival
when compared with gecitabine plus platinum with less hematologic toxicity.
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