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Comparative Study between the differentiation of TCM Syndrome and histopathology in Moder-

ate-late Stage colorectal cancer
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Abstract : Objective: Probe into the relationship between TCM syndromes and histopathology in Moderate-late Stage colorectal cancer.
Methods: Colorectal cancer patients were divided into several differentiations of symptoms and signs, and were detected pathologic
type. Results: TCM syndromes in different histologic classification is significant with statistical analysis( P<0.001). The type of defi-
ciency of both spleen and kidney is more common in middle differentiation adenocarcinoma;the type of deficiency of both hepatic and
kidney is more common in poor differentiation adenocarcinoma;the type of deficiency of both QI and blood is more common in papil-
lary and mucous adenocarcinoma. The excess-syndrome is more common in Dukes, A;the deficiency- syndrome is more common in late
Stage. Conclusion: TCM differentiations of syndromesin Moderate-late Stage colorectal cancer have relations with histopathology.
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