B2 SALIA - efStolI285iX] M9 A M 23 2006, 101-105 O% MO
> ®
orgtxfo] EZX[ 29 Y3t Ultracet 9 81} QrM %
Ol|&Zl* - TIMOp* - 2™ - AF*> - BiEk
MRElr - e . gaEe x=4°4** 2Antg+"
st ool s Az, TTEATE

Efficacy and Safety of Ultracet® in Ambulatory
Patients with Cancer Pain
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Purpose: We aimed to investigate the efficacy and side effects of Uleracet

" in relieving cancer pain in setting.

Methods: Sixty-one cancer patients over 18 years old, who had cancer pain with or without medication, were

enrolled. Pain and other variables were evaluated before and after treatment with Ultracet

® for 2 weeks, using

Korean version of Brief Pain Inventory. Results: Of 61 patients with assessable efficacy data, the maximum pain

intensity (PI) experienced in a day were 5.18 = 1.41 and 4.8211.94, before and after treatment with Ultracet

®

respectively (P=0.113). The minimum PI experienced in a day were 1.24£1.05 and 0.87 £ 1.35, before and after
treatment with Ultracet™ , respectively (P=0.038). The average PI experienced in a day were 3.65X1.01 and
3.15+1.73, before and after treatment with Ultracet ", respectively (P=0.022). The current PI were 3.6311.25
and 2.8511.94, before and after treatment with Ultracetb, respectively (P=0.003). Regardmg the quality of

life, only mood changed for the better in 49 patients who were treated with Ultracet™

alone (1.98+1.73 and

1.3541.15, before and after treatment respectlve}y P=0.046). There were five (8.2%) adverse events associated

with Ultracet™ treatment. Conclusion: Ultracet™

pain. (Korean ] Hosp Palliat Care 2006;9:101-105)
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Table 1. Clinical characteristics of cancer patients.

Variables n (%)
Mean age in years (£ SD) 59.9£15.0
Sex
Male 34 (55.7)
Female 27 (44.3)
Diagnosis
Lung cancer 11 (18.0)
Stomach cancer 10 (16.4)
Sarcoma 7 (11.5)
Colorectal cancer 5 (8.2)
Pancreatic cancer 5 (8.2)
Uterine cervical cancer 3 (4.9
Head and neck cancer 3 (4.9
Non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma 3 (4.9)
Cholangiocarcinoma 3 (4.9
Cancer of unknown primary 3 (4.9)
Others* 8 (13.1)

*Qthers include 2 ovarian cancers, 2 breast cancers, 2 bladder

cancers, 1 prostate carcinoma and 1 hepatocellular carcinoma
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Fig. 1. Comparision of maximum pain intensity before and after ultra-

cet® treatment (P=0.113).
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Fig. 3. Compatision of average pain intensity before and after ultra-
Cet® treatment (P=0.022).
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Fig. 4. Comparision of current pain intensity before and after ultra-
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cet” treatment (P=0.003).
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