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Comparative study on the clinic characteristics and pathological features of patients with colorectal cancer at different age

Xu Qiaoyuan

(Department of Oncology sthe Fifth People’s Hospital of Chongging City ,Chongging 400062 ,China)

Abstract : Objective
age. Methods

To explore the clinic characteristics and pathological features of patients with colorectal cancer at different

A total of 144 cases diagnosed as colorectal cancer from Jan. 2000 to Jun. 2010 in this hospital were divided into two

groups,youth group ({35 years old,32 cases) and elderly group (=60 years old,112 cases). The clinic characteristics and patho-

logical features were analyzed retrospectively. Results

Compared to elderly group,the difference of bloody stools,abdominal pain,

abdominal discomfort,mucinous adenocarcinoma, Dukes staging and misdiagnosis rate in youth group was statistically significant

(P<C0. 05). Conclusion

carcinoma is more malignant,and the prognosis is worse.

Diagnostic accuracy of colorectal carcinoma in young patients is late, misdiagnosis is high, and colorectal

Key words: colorectal neoplasms;clinicopathological characteristics;age factors
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