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SUMMARY
THE USE  OF "ENOANT" IN THE REHABILITATION OF PATIENTS AFTER

CHEMOTHERAPY OF MALIGNANT TUMORS

Sorkin V.M.,  Telkieva G.N., Mizin V.I., Kiseliov F.V., Ogay U.A., Zagoruyko V. A.
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The preliminary data on Enoant effect are received during the rehabilitation after
chemotherapy. In 55 patients with breast cancer, ovarium cancer and cancer of the oral cavities
was administrated a chemotherapy by Cisplatinum or Carboplatinum in standard regimens. At 30
patients in addition nominated food concentrate of grape polyphenols “Enoant” within 3 weeks.
At the patients after Enoant's treatmant was increased (  > 0,05) of leucocytes level in a blood
with 3,9±0,4 mmol/l up to 4,8±0,6 mmol/l (in control group 4,2±0,8 mmol/l), thrombocytes level
with 139,3±3,9 mmol/l up to 185,3±11,6 mmol/l (in control group 152,8±19,8 mmol/l), and was
increased quality of life from 67 % up to 92 % (in the control 79 %). The following the course of a
chemotherapy in connection with complications was postponed at 10 % of the patients with
Enoant, and at 20 % of the patients without Enoant (  < 0,05).
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