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Clinical Observation of Efficacy Differences between Using JUC on Preventing

Acute Radiation Dermatitis with and without Trolamine Cream

YU Ling-yan,ZHOU Ju-ying, WU Qiong,JI Lei
(Department of Radiation Oncology,First Affiliated Hospital of Soochow University,Suzhou,Jiangsu,215006)

Abstract Objective To clarify the efficacy of JUC with Trolamine cream on preventing acute radiation
dermatitis through the contrast observation.Methods Our Dept. treated 66 patients with preliminary diagnosed
- NPC from Jun. 2011 to Sep. 2012.The patients were divided into two groups randomly,33 patients in
group A were supposed to use JUC and Trolamine cream conjointly,33 patients in group B would take JUC only.
According to the RTOG assessment standards for clinical evaluation,we mainly focused on the incidence of
acute radiation dermatitis and time of occurrence on level 2 and above.Results The incidence of acute radiation
dermatitis on level 2 and above were 15.15%(5/33) for group A,and 39.39%(13/33) for group B.The median
time of occurrence in the two groups was 30 days and 26 days.On the aspect of the incidence of acute radiation
dermatitis on level 2 and above,obviously group A’s is lower than group B’s(x’=4.89,P  0.05).Correspondingly,on
the aspect of the time of occurrence,group A was suspended(=2.84,P 0.05).Conclusion JUC with Trolamine
cream could reduce the incidence of acute radiation dermatitis efficiently,and also suspends the time of occurrence.
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