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Abstract: Objective

breast cancer. Methods

To explore the curative effect and economy of FE-C and TC schemes in neoadjuvant chemotherapy for

The data in 90 cases of breast cancer in our hospital were retrospectively analyzed. The patients were divid-

ed into the FEC group(fluorouracil, epirubicin and cyclophosphamide) and TC(docetaxel and cyclophosphamide) group according to

the different treatment schemes. Then curative effect and economy were compared between the two groups. Results

The effective

rate of the FEC group was 46. 7% , which of TC group was 44. 4% (P>>0. 05) ; the costs of the FEC group and TC group were 755.

97 Yuan and 2 622. 91 Yuan respectively (P<C0. 05). Conclusion

Adopting the FEC and TC schemes in neoadjuvant chemotherapy

of breast cancer have the same effect,but the curative cost of the FEC group is relatively small and is worth promotion.
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