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Clinicopathological and prognostic study of young patients with colorectal cancer

Xuanfei Li

Pathology Department of Pingdingshan First People's Hospital

[ Abstract] Objective To investigate the clinicopathological characteristics and prognosis of colorectal
cancer in young people. Methods The process data of 100 young patients with colorectal cancer admitted to our
hospital from January 2019 to December 2021 were analyzed retrospectively. At the same time, the clinical data of
200 patients over 65 years old admitted to our hospital at the same time were compared, and their
clinicopathological characteristics and survival after discharge were analyzed in detail. Results The average age of
all rectal cancer patients selected last year was (31.8 = 0.6) years old. According to the results of single factor
analysis, there were significant differences in tumor size, differentiation degree, family history, tissue type, etc.
(P<0.05). The 5-year survival rate of young patients with tissue disorders reached 57%, while that of the elderly
group reached 56.5%. There was no significant difference between the two groups (P>0.05). Conclusion Through
the analysis of the clinical data of the young group and the old group, there is no significant difference in
pathological staging and prognosis between the two groups, which indicates that age is not a decisive factor in the
prognosis of rectal cancer patients.
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