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The Analysis of the Therapeutical Effects of Jew Ear Parasitized Granula to Primary Hepatic Carcnana ( PHC)
ZHENG You- he LIUY ng- jiee JING Qin, ZHENG Yan
(D ivision of Tumor, The 152 th Hosiptal of Jhan M ilitary, Phngdngshan 467000, China)

Abstract: Objective To observe the thergpeutical effectsof Jav ear parasitized granula to primary hepatic carcinoma (PHC) and the af-
fection t the patients quality of life (QOL). M ethods Select 35 patients of primary hepatic carcinaomawho give up antineoplaston,
were prescripted of Jev ear parasitized granula for 3 - 5 months as their will; the others 31 patients didn’ t Record the changes of pain
in the liver region, abdominal distention, jaundice, blood routine, platelet, hepatic and renal function, AFP, CEA, CT and B ultra-
ound of liver, Kamofsky score and live gpan of the patients Results There are significant deviation in the pain of liver region, abdami-
nal distention, jaundice, and KPS score, there are no difference in the other index Conclusion Jew ear parasitized granula can anelio-
rate the smptomsof the primary hepatic carcinana patients, improve their QOL, with little adverse reaction
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