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Abstract

Purpose: Colon cancer, one of the three deadliest cancers worldwide, has a high prevalence,
especially in developing societies. Recently, our preclinical study demonstrated the strong anti-
tumor effects of memantine on colon cancer in rats. This study aimed to investigate the effects of

memantine (an NM DA receptor antagonist) in patients with metastatic colon cancer.

Patients and M ethods: In this randomized controlled clinical trial, 32 patients with metastatic
colon cancer were randomized into two arms. The first arm received a chemotherapy regimen
and the second arm received a chemotherapy regimen plus memantine 20 mg/day. The tumor
Size, metastasis, hematological parameters, CEA level, and N/L ratio were measured.
Additionally, we assessed the safety and tolerability of this combination and its effect on the

quality of life (QoL) of metastatic colon cancer patients.

Results: Memantine reduced the colon tumor size in comparison to the control group patients
(P=0.04). Also, in the memantine group, the metastasis was lower than in the control group (50%
vs 87.5% respectively). Moreover, the memantine-treated group demonstrated reduced levels of
CEA (P=0.01) as well asimproved some hematological parameters. Also, quality of life was

partially improved and no serious adverse effects were reported.

Conclusions: Three-month adjuvant therapy with memantine reduces tumor size, metastasis,
CEA level, and the N/L ratio, and also causes relative improvement of hematological parameters
aswell asthe quality of life without causing any serious adverse effects. Therefore, memantine

could be suggested as an appropriate adjuvant therapy in metastatic colorectal cancer.

Key words. Memantine, Metastatic Colon Cancer, Randomized controlled trial, Tumor size,

CEA, Metastasi's
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I ntroduction

Colon cancer, one of the three deadliest cancers worldwide, has a high prevalence, especially in
developing societies (1). Studies have envisioned that the onset of this malignancy comes from
the genetic and epigenetic mutations of epithelial cells of the colon which leads to an increase in
proliferation and occurrence of benign adenomas (2). Various types of risk factors have been
recognized in progression of this disease. Familial hereditary, obesity, low level of physical
activity, smoking and other life style related characteristics can be considered as the most
prevalent risk factors (2, 3). Along with physical examination (the first step of diagnosis),
screening methods such as colonoscopy, fecal blood test and sigmoidoscopy are the most
important diagnostic procedures of metastatic colon cancer (4, 5). From the beginning of the
diagnosis of colon cancer, various guidelines have been designed for the treatment of this
malignancy, most of which include the use of chemotherapy drugs or surgery (6). The dominant
chemotherapy regimen is based on the fluoropyrimidine class of drugs, with irinotecan and
oxaliplatin as adjuvants. FOLFIRI (5-fluorouracil+oxaliplatin) and FOLIFOX (5-
fluorouracil+irinotecan) as two prominent combination chemotherapy regimens showed
progression in the reduction of metastasis and brings improvement for colon cancer patients.
However, due to adverse effects such as nephrotoxicity, alopecia, diarrhea, etc., the treatment
process can be disrupted and the patient's quality of life can be affected. So, newer studies
focused researches on combination of these regimens with targeted therapies such as
bevascizumab (Anti-VEGF monoclonal antibody that restricts angiogenesis) (6-8). Despite many
advances in the field of metastatic colon cancer treatment, the mortality rate is still high.

Therefore, it seems necessary to search for agents with high efficacy and low adverse effects.
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One of the important factors in diagnosis and monitoring of treatment is the level of biomarkers
related to cancer. This can be very useful in evaluating the stage of malignancy, disease
prognosis and treatment process. (9). One of the most important of these biomarkers is
carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA), which is a non-specific biomarker that can be measured in the
serum of patients (10). Beside of this biomarker, the level of neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio (N/L
ratio) as one of the main inflammation biomarkers is elevated in colon cancer malignancy and
lymph node spread (11). As an affordable method, this ratio can be a valuable guide in the
process of colon cancer treatment. It has been shown that high levels of N/L ratio contributed

significantly with the decrement in overall survival of colon cancer patients (12).

Glutamate as one of the vital neurotransmitters of CNS, is linked to the pathophysiology of
different diseases. The N-Methyl-D-aspartate receptor (NMDAR) is a glutamate ion channd that
IS expressed increasingly in various cancers such as colon cancer and prostate malignancy (13,
14). The release of glutamate is associated significantly with proliferation and uncontrolled
growth of gastric cancer cells and it has been proved that the inhibition of NMDA receptors can
converse this process which indicates the importance of these receptors in diagnosis and
treatment processes of cancer (14, 15). Memantine, as a NMDA receptor inhibitor, was initially
used in the treatment of Alzheimer's disease, but later, due to its effects on various biomarkers,
researchers began to investigate its effects on different types of cardiovascular, neurological and
cancer diseases (16). In 2016, Motagi et a showed that memantine could attenuates the levels of
IL-6, MPO and TNF-a that leads to a reduction in ulcerative colitis (17). Also, memantine
through inhibition of NMDA receptors causes a significant decrement in the survival of breast
cancer cells and even induces NMDA-R mediated autophagic death in malignant glioma cells

(18, 19). Treatment of prostate cancer cells with memantine decreased survival of cancer cdls
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that is associated with the reduction of expression of oncogene c-Myc (20). Recently, our
research team showed the anti-tumor effects of memantine in DM H-induced colon cancer in rats
(21). However, the effects of memantine in patients with metastatic colon cancer are not known.
In this randomized controlled trial, we intend to evaluate the efficacy of memantine as an
adjuvant therapy to chemotherapy regimen in metastatic colon cancer patients. The results show

a strong anticancer effect in metastatic colon cancer.
Material and Methods

Design and study sample

The present study was conducted as a pilot randomized controlled trial (RCT). In this study,
patients with metastatic colorectal cancer referred to the blood and oncology clinic of Urmia
Imam Khomeini Hospital, who were newly diagnosed and to start treatment, after obtaining
informed consent, were randomly included in the study. They were divided into two equal
groups of 16 patients with the treatment regimen of standard drugs plus memantine (memantine
group) and the group receiving standard drugs (control group). The randomization process was
carried out under the supervision of an epidemiologist using the block randomization method
according to the corresponding sample size (Figure 1). This RCT was conducted under the
supervision of the Ethics Committee of Urmia University of Medical Sciences
(IR.UMSU.REC.1400.302). This study was registered in Iranian Registry of Clinical Trias

(IRCT registration number: IRCT20210819052230N1)
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Figure 1. Randomized Trial Diagram
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Eligibility criteria
Inclusion criteria include: All patients over 18 years of age with metastatic colon cancer who do
not have a severe rena failure (15-29 CLcr (min/mL), liver failure (more than 5-fold increase in

liver enzymes), and history of sensitivity to memantine, history of seizures, cardiovascular

diseases, eye diseases, and simultaneous use of drugs that alkalize the pH of urine.

Exclusion criteria include: Drug senditivity to memantine and intolerance to memantine during
treatment, chronic alcohol consumption, addiction and abuse of drugs that reduce the level of
consciousness such as benzodiazepines, decreased GFR, incidence of hepatotoxicity,

gastrointestinal complications and patient non-cooperation (22).

I ntervention

The study was randomized and according to the usual procedure for all patientsin the clinic, the
file was created and the information related to age, sex, CT scan report of the patient and
concurrent diseases and preliminary tests were included in the file. In all patients, standard
chemotherapy protocol and other conventional treatments were implemented unchanged. In the
patients of the memantine group, in addition to the standard chemotherapy regimen, memantine
(Tasnim pharmaceutical industry, Iran) was given at a dose of 20 mg per day for 3 months
(starting with a dose of 5 mg per day and an additional 5 mg per week and a maximum dose of
20 mg per day) and the other group was given the standard chemotherapy regimen without
memantine (control group). At the beginning of the study, the conditions of the study were
explained to the patient, and after obtaining informed consent, memantine was prescribed. The
standard treatment regimen in the oncology department is based on NRAS and KRAS mutations,

and the regimens used include; Bavacizumab + FOLFOX and Bevacizumab + FOLFIRI. It
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should be noted that while emphasizing the correct and timely use of prescription drugs, patients
were requested to contact their physician immediately if they see any side effects or changesin

the treatment process.

M easur es

Before starting the treatment (day 0), all the tests which are necessary to start chemotherapy and
CEA level (by ELISA method) were requested by the specialist doctor and the data were entered
in the checkligts that were designed for this purpose. Also, the size and metastasis rate of tumors
were measured using CT scan. At the end of the third month (day 90), the data in two groups
were compared in terms of changes in body mass index, changes in N/L ratio, CBC and CEA
level, the size of the primary tumor and its metastasis. It should be noted that during the study,
two blood samples were taken from the patients, one at the beginning of the treatment and the
other at the end of the third month (day 90), both of which were due to routine follow-up tests by

aspeciaist.

Assessment of health-related quality of life

The EORTC QLQ-C30 questionnaire was used to assess the quality of life of colon cancer
patients. This questionnaire comprises a 30-item that includes a global Quality of Life (QoL)
scale, 5 functional scales (physical, role, emotional, cognitive, and social functioning), 3 multi-
item symptom scales (fatigue, nausea/vomiting, and pain), and 6 single-item symptom scales
(dyspnea, sleep disturbance, appetite loss, constipation, diarrhea, and financial difficulties) (23).
All participants underwent two interviews; the initial interview occurred at baseline, coinciding
with the first chemotherapy cycle (day 0), while the subsequent interview took place three

months later (day 90). Subsequently, the EORTC QLQ-C30 underwent scoring in accordance
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with the guidelines outlined in the EORTC scoring manual (24). Following the scoring process,
responses to Likert scale questions were transformed into a 0—100 scale in a linear manner.
Higher scores on functional scales and the global scale are indicative of enhanced Quality of
Life, whereas heightened scores on symptom scales and individual items suggest increased

severity of symptoms and diminished Quality of Life.
Statistical analysis

For quantitative data, central and dispersion indices (mean and standard deviation), and for
gualitative variables, frequency and percentage of frequency were calculated and statistical tables
and graphs were used to display the data as needed. To compare the two groups according to the
modality and data distribution (normality), parametric statistical tests such as paired t-test or
independent t-test equivalents were used. The significance level for all tests was considered less

than 0.05 (p<0.05). All analyzes were performed using Graph pad prism 9 software.

Results

In this randomized controlled trail, we had two groups of control and memantine 20 mg/day. In
control group, the patients with metastatic colon cancer received chemotherapy according to the
standard protocol of our hospital. In memantine group, the patients with metastatic colon cancer
received chemotherapy according to the standard protocol plus memantine 20 mg per day for 3
months (90 days). We had 16 patientsin each groups and also we had 16 males and 16 female
patients. The age of the patients in the control group was 45.19+3.39 and in the memantine
treated group was 52.19+2.8 which the difference was not significant. Regarding the body mass
index (BMI) of studied patients also there was no significant difference between two groups.

Please seetable 1.
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Table 1. Gender, age and BMI of patients.

Contral (n=16) Memantine (n=16) P value
Gender 9femae 9 male -
7mae 7 female
Age 45.19+3.39 52.19+2.8 0.12
BMI day O 23.25+1 22.63+0.97 0.67
BMI day 90 21.31+0.78 20.81+0.79 0.65

The effects of memantine on hematological parameters

The serum analysis of patients demonstrated that at day O (start of study) the white blood cells
(WBC) count in the control group was 22413+14037 and in the memantine treated group was
70681+18544 which is significant difference (P=0.046), but three months later and at the end of
study (day 90) there was no significant difference between control and memantine groups. HCT
at day 0 in the control group was 34.00£1.09 and in the memantine group was 28.28+1.11 which
shows significant difference (P=0.001), but after 90 days' treatment there was no significant

difference between groups. For detailed information please see table 2.

10
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Control day 0 | Memantineday 0 | Pvalue | Control day 90 | Memantineday 90 | P value

WBC 22413+14037 70681+18544 0.046* 14713+7715 11956+6652 0.78
HGB 11.74+0.29 11.58+0.29 0.71 11.56+0.3 11.93+0.28 0.37
HCT 34.00+£1.09 28.28+1.11 0.001* 32.23£1.67 30.12+1.13 0.3

MCV 86.08+2.22 71.81+3.23 0.001* 79.23+3.17 63.03+4.34 0.005*
MCH 29.22+0.81 29.34+1.07 0.92 27.09+1.05 30.61+1.24 0.03*
MCHC 33.76+0.3892 34.03£0.43 0.68 32.86+0.46 33.07+£0.52 0.77
PLT 185625+24816 225625+12535 0.16 189563+19951 221188+17571 0.24
Neutrophil 5438+1018 9438+603.9 0.002* 1390+150.2 1274+89.15 0.51
Lymphocyte 2144+243.8 1688+146.3 0.11 1861+174.7 1675+138.3 04

Table 2. Hematological parametersin the control and memantine treated groups patients.

All data are presented as the meantSEM and an unpaired t-test was used to compare the two control and memantine

groups. WBC: White blood cells; HGB: Hemoglobin; HCT: Hematocrit; MCV: Mean corpuscular volume; MCH:

Mean corpuscular hemoglobin; MCHC: Mean corpuscular hemoglobin concentration; PLT: Platelet count.

The effects of memantine on tumor size and metastasis

Our results showed that there was no significant difference in tumor size between control

(25.6+1.9 mm) and memantine groups (25.8+2.68 mm) at day O (start of study). Three months

treatment with memantine 20 mg once a day reduced tumor size from 23.7+1.88 in the control

group to 17.44+2.23 mm in the memantine treated group (P=0.04). Moreover, unlike the control

11
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group, comparing the tumor size in the memantine group at day 0 and day 90 (pre-post analysis)

demonstrated a significant effect (P=0.0008) on tumor size (Figure 2).

All of the studied patients had metastatic colon cancer which was diagnosed and confirmed by
our research team oncologist. So, all patients in both studied groups had metastasis at day 0 but
surprisingly, three months treatment with memantine 20 mg per day demonstrated a very
valuable effect and reduced colon cancer metastasis. We observed that in the control group 2
patients (12.5%) were free of metastasis, but in the memantine treated group 8 patients (50%)

were free of metastasis at the end of the study (day 90) (Figure 3).

12
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Figure 2. The effect of memantine on tumor size in metastatic colon cancer patients. a8 Tumor size in the control

and memantine groups at day 0 (start of study). b) Tumor size in the control and memantine groups a day 90 (end of

study). ¢) Comparison of tumor size in the control group at day 0 and day 90. d) Comparison of tumor sizein the

memantine group at day 0 and day 90. All data are expressed as the mean+SEM and an unpaired t-test was used to

compare control and memantine groupsinaand b. In ¢ and d for comparison in each group at day 0 and day 90

(pre-post) we used paired t-test. P< 0.05 was considered statistically significant. * P=0.04; *** P=0.0008
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Figure 3. The effect of memantine on metastasis in metastatic colon cancer patients.

The effects of memantine on serum CEA levels

The CEA levels at day 0 was similar between control (88.59+6.84 ng/mL) and memantine
treated (85.29+5.18 ng/mL) groups. Three months' treatment with memantine 20 mg once a day
reduced significantly the CEA levels from 47.4+9.3 ng/mL in the control group to 15.93+5.23
(P=0.01). Further analysis inside each group showed that treatment with standard chemotherapy
protocol (control group) reduced the level of CEA by 46.5% and adding memantine to standard
chemotherapy protocol (memantine group) decreased the level of CEA by 81.3% which was a

profound effect (Figure 4).

14


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.01.24312896

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.01.24312896; this version posted September 3, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

+1]
o

150 *
60—
o ns
=)
S 1004 | 3
) £y
E -
ﬁ 50— E
o <
w
[&]
D_
-~
&
o
o @"0*
c d
¥k
150 100 I
* kK 60
— ]
2 100 ) "
0_-
< 40
@ 50 )
20
0- T i
S )
& -s’-é‘ f S
A & QG“ &
& @ G
> c&‘s &
< ¢ €

Figure 4. The effect of memantine on CEA levels in metastatic colon cancer patients. 8) CEA levelsin the control
and memantine groups at day 0 (start of study). b) CEA levelsin the control and memantine groups at day 90 (end of
study). c) Comparison of CEA levels in the control group at day 0 and day 90. d) Comparison CEA levelsin the
memantine group at day 0 and day 90. All data are expressed as the mean+SEM and an unpaired t-test was used to
compare control and memantine groupsin aand b. In ¢ and d for comparison in each group at day 0 and day 90

(pre-post) we used paired t-test. *P=0.01; **P=0.001; ****P<0.0001

The effects of memantine on neutrophil to lymphocyteratio
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The neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio (N/L ratio), which is calculated as aratio between the
neutrophil and lymphocyte counts, isan important prognostic factor for metastatic colon cancer.
Our results showed that N/L ratio at day O was different between control (2.67+0.31) and
memantine (6.24+0.67) groups (P<0.0001). Treatment in both groups reduced the N/L ratio to
the same level. Further analysisin each group (pre-post analysis) demonstrated that treatment
with standard chemotherapy protocol (control group) reduced the N/L ratio by 69% and adding
memantine to standard chemotherapy protocol (memantine group) decreased the N/L ratio by

203% which was a profound effect (Figure 5).
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Figure 5. The effect of memantine on neutrophil to lymphocyte (N/L) ratio in metastatic colon cancer patients. a)
N/L ratio in the control and memantine groups at day 0 (start of study). b) N/L ratio in the control and memantine
groups at day 90 (end of study). c) Comparison of N/L ratio in the control group a day 0 and day 90. d) Comparison
of N/L ratio in the memantine group at day 0 and day 90. All data are expressed as the mean+SEM and an unpaired
t-test was used to compare control and memantine groupsin aand b. In ¢ and d for comparison in each group at day

0 and day 90 (pre-post) we used paired t-test. ****P<0.0001.
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The effects of memantine on health-related quality of life

Using the EORTC QL Q-C30, baseline mean scores for functional scales, symptoms scales, and
global quality of life, were almost ssimilar and there were no significant differences between the
control group and the memantine-treated group (Table 3). After three months of treatment, the
memantine group demonstrated better cognitive (P=0.01) and role functioning (P=0.04) in
comparison to the control group. Moreover, memantine-treated patients showed lower
constipation (P=0.03). All other scales were not significantly different between the two studied

groups (Table 4).

Table 3. Comparison of the mean scores of EORTC QLQ-C30 global quality of life, functional, and symptoms

scales between the control group and the memantine group at baseline (day 0).

Variables Baseline mean scores + SEM P-value
Control group ‘ Memantine group
Functional Scales and Global QoL
Physical Functioning 34.7+5.8 36.8+6 0.8
Role Functioning 13+5.8 12.9+4.6 0.99
Emotional Functioning 16.6+5.5 18.8+5.4 0.77
Cognitive Functioning 40.5+7.9 54.1+9.6 0.28
Social Functioning 7.143.7 15.245.4 0.22
Global Health 65.5+4 64+3.9 0.78
Symptom Scales
Fatigue 93.6+3 88+3.7 0.26
Nausea and Vomiting 74.9£9.5 70.2+9.4 0.72
Pain 94.442.6 89.2+3.7 0.26
Dyspnea 45.2+10.8 38+9.1 0.61
Insomnia 66.6+9.2 62.2+10.7 0.75
Appetite Loss 82+7.1 76.8+6.9 0.61
Constipation 57.1+10.1 40.4+8.6 0.22
Diarrhea 56.3+10.2 46.1+12.2 0.52
Financial Difficulties 69+9.5 49.9+10.3 0.18
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Table 4. Comparison of the mean scores of EORTC QLQ-C30 global quality of life, functional, and symptoms
scal es between the control group and the memantine group at the end of study (day 90).

Variables Baseline mean scores + SEM P-value
Control group ‘ Memantine group
Functional Scales and Global QoL
Physical Functioning 2374 32.8+7 0.34
Role Functioning 7.1+4.8 28.4+9.1 0.04
Emotional Functioning 13+6.6 20.5+9 0.51
Cognitive Functioning 20.148 56.8+10.7 0.01
Social Functioning 15.4+5.9 25.2+9.2 0.37
Global Health 60.9+5 69.7+3.2 0.15
Symptom Scales
Fatigue 92.3+4 77.7+6.9 0.07
Nausea and Vomiting 79.7+8.4 70.4+9.3 0.46
Pain 92.1+4.5 82.2+6.9 0.24
Dyspnea 45.4+12.8 42.8+10.7 0.87
Insomnia 86.619 71.1+10.7 0.27
Appetite Loss 73.748.6 66.6+9.8 0.59
Constipation 73.3£9.8 42.2+100 0.03
Diarrhea 71.7+10.5 51.2+12.3 0.21
Financial Difficulties 83.318.6 52+9.1 0.01
Discussion

As to the fact that metastatic colon cancer is one of the most lethal cancers in the world and
because of the lack of an effective and safe treatment for this malignancy, in this study we aimed
to investigate the effects of memantine (an NMDA receptor antagonist) on patients with

metastatic colon cancer.

We have demonstrated that three months of adjuvant therapy with memantine (20 mg/day) along
with chemotherapy regimen surprisingly reduced the colon tumor size in comparison to control
group patients. Also, a brilliant result that we reach to, is that, in the memantine group 50% of
patients were free of metastasis in comparison to 12.5% of control group after 90 days
treatment. Moreover, it was observed that the level of CEA was lowered by 81.3% in memantine
treatment group regard to the first day of study that could be considered as a better result in
comparison to 46.5% decrease of CEA in control group from day O to day 90. Measuring N/L
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ratio as one of the prognostic factors, also revealed that, the decrement of this ratio in memantin
group was a hotable percent of 203% whereas this reduction in control group was just 69%.
Furthermore, evaluation of hematological parameters revealed that consumption of memantine
caused several positive effects. WBC, MCH and HCT levels in the treatment group patients
became closer to the normal range of parameters at the end of the study in comparison to control
group and measuring of neutrophile levels showed that memantine was able to reduce the level

of these cells on the contrary of control group.

Along with pathophysiological roles of NM DA receptors in CNS, these glutamate receptors have
shown various potential effects in different tissues. Also, evident is the fact that NMDA
receptors are overexpressed in cancer cdl lines and cause an increase in the invasive growth of
tumors and even their migration. It has been observed that the inhibition of NMDA receptors
(genetically or pharmacologically) leads to a reduction in the growth and metastasis of tumor
cells (13). One of the NMDA receptor antagonists named AP5, has shown anti- proliferative
effects in gastric cancer cells (25). Moreover, studies has demonstrated that memantine and
dizocilpine (MK-801) has a potential effect of the controlling of various cancer cell lines growth
and metastasis including lung, prostate, and pancreatic cells (26-28). Genetically knock down of
NMDA receptors in breast to brain metastasis, considered as an effective therapeutic procedure
for significant reduction of tumor infiltration (29). Furthermore, Ketamine as a NMDA receptor
antagonist demonstrated outstanding effects in colon cancer and by a reduction in VEGF level
and tumor metastasis, this agent attenuates tumor cell migration that leads to an important
success in the treatment of metastatic colon cancer (30). In thistrial, along with previous studies,
it has been shown that, prescription of memantine for three months besides of standard

chemotherapy regimen, brings a significant decrease in terms of tumor size and metastasis.
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Carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA) is one of the main serum biomarkers which has a prognostic
importance in the treatment period. The level of this biomarker is increased in various
malignancies such as colon cancer, breast cancer and ovarian cancer (31-33). Normal level of
CEA isusualy reported in the range of 0-2.9 ng/ml and it has been proven that the higher levels
of 5 ng/ml indicates colorectal cancer and levels that are greater than 35 ng/ml are associated
with cancer reoccurrence. In colorectal cancer higher levels of CEA is associated with the
severity of malignancy and also it has been confirmed that this biomarker could be considered as
a prominent detector for restaging and recurrence of colorectal cancer even in post-surgery cases
(34, 35). In evaluation of newer therapies for colon cancer, measurement of this biomarker level
before starting the novel treatment and after 3 months therapy could be a vital factor in
assessment of effects of new procedure (36, 37). Evaluation of CEA levels after 8 weeks of
chemotherapy in metastatic colorectal cancer patients, confirmed the fact that this biomarker
reduction by 50% is a helpful indicator for the treatment success (38). A clinical trial by Cho et
a. on the immunomodulatory effects of ketamine in colorectal cancer patients showed that,
intraoperative use of ketamine (0.25 mg/kg before surgery and an infusion of 0.05 mg/kg/hour)
has no significant changes on the level of inflammatory responses and CEA level after two years
after surgery (39). However, in this study, our results demonstrated that memantine at the dosage
of 20mg/day for 3 months significantly reduced the CEA level and so can be an effective agent

in controlling of tumor recurrence.

Neutrophil/Lymphocyte ratio as one of the important inflammatory biomarkers, is usualy
calculated in different malignancies including colorectal cancer and has a prognostic importance
in evaluation of therapies (40). Prediction of patient's survival with measurement of this ratio,

and also the simplicity and cheapness of it, makes it a good choice for assessment of treatment
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(41). Furthermore, the calculating of this ratio can give some information regarding to overall
survival of colorectal cancer patients along with the possibility of disease relapse (42). Higher
levels of this ratio is contributed significantly to the stage 4 of colorectal cancer that altered us
for high risk of disease recurrence. So, a decrease in this ratio means to a better survival and
lower risk of metastasis (43). It has been observed that, memantine and MN-08 (a nove nitrate
derivative of memantine) significantly decreased N/L ratio in sepsis-induced lung injury mice
and so, it could be considered as a nove therapy (44). Our results, likewise, confirmed the results
of previous studies and showed that, memantine significantly reduced the N/L ratio by 203% in
day 90 in comparison to day 0, whereas, in control group the changes were just alow of 69% in
the end of the study. This shows the strong effect of memantine and supportsits use in metastatic

colon cancer.

Several previous studies have demonstrated that hematological parameters could be considered
as valid factors in the evaluation of the effects of treatments in colorectal cancer. Duo to
difficulty and high costs of other examinations, viewing the levels of hematological parameters
and comparing them in the onset and end of the study is a valuable strategy (45-47). The
evaluation of CBC results demonstrated that, contrary to the beginning of the study, where there
was a significant difference in the amount of WBC level between two groups (p=0.46), the use of
memantine in patients brought the level of this parameter closer to the norma amount. Also, it
has been shown that, memantine consumption leads to an increase in the level of HCT whereas,
in the control group, the amount of this parameter was lower at the end of study. These changes
abolish the significant differences of two groups (p=0.001 at the onset of study and p=0.3 at the
end) and revealed that memantine help patients to have a normal range of HCT level (35-50).

Memantine has the same effects on MCH levels whereas its usage caused a minor increase in the
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amount of this parameter (unlike the control group) and this leads to a significant difference
between two groups at the end of the study (P=0.03). These alternations in the MCH levels,
meanwhile aid patients to experience the very closer levels to normal range of MCH. The most
striking change in the levels of hematological parameters is related to neutrophil levels, where,
the significant difference at the first day of study (P=0.002) conversed to an insignificant one
(P=0.51) due to the impressive reduction of neutrophil changes in treatment group in comparison
to control one. The mentioned changes in hematological parameters are all in the direction of the
positive effects of memantine in improving the condition of patients compared to the control

group and can be considered as one of the positive therapeutic features of this drug.

Moreover, in order to support the beneficial effects of memantine in patients with metastatic
colon cancer, we can mention the improving effects of memantine in the quality of life of these
patients. Treatment with memantine improved some quality of life factors in the EORTC QLQ-
C30 questionnaire such as better cognitive and role functioning as well as constipation in
comparison to the control group. In other words, not only were no serious side effects observed

with memantine, but it also caused arelative improvement in the patient's quality of life.

In conclusion, this pilot randomized controlled clinical trial showed that a three-month
administration of memantine at a dose of 20 mg daily along with a chemotherapy regimen can
reduce tumor size, metastasis, CEA level, and the N/L ratio, and also cause relative improvement
of hematological parameters as well as quality of life without causing any serious adverse
effects. Therefore, memantine could be suggested as an appropriate adjuvant drug with a

chemotherapy regimen in metastatic colorectal cancer.
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