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[ Abstract] Objective  To study the changes of clinic—follow up rate of colorectal cancer patients in different
age region in different time, and provide reference for clinic—follow up. Methods The 114 postoperative
colorectal cancer patients were analyzed retrospectively. We analyzed the changes of clinic follow—up rate in different
ages (youth, middle-aged, elderly, very elderly) and different time (0 to 6 month , 7 to 12 month, 13 to 18
month, 19 to 24 month after operation). Results The clinic—follow up rate of the patients were about 20% ~ 60% ,
the general trend of the variation was decrease, increase then decrease, the differences between different time was
statistically significant (P <0.05). The clinic follow—up rates were different in each age group with the time. For
young patients and very elderly patients the rate decreased first and increased, for middle—aged patients the rate
decreased, for aged patients the rate decreased, increased then decreased. Conclusion The clinic follow—up rate
of colorectal cancer patients is low, and varies from different time and different age group, taking measures
according to the regular pattern can improve the rate of follow—up.

[ Key words] Colorectal cancer; Postoperative follow—up; Clinic follow up rate; Age

BEEAGIEAER, S5 Epm s ARE R BE BV, T 2R E ARG IR
WO IR EEER ST a5 W FEREER 0. T12REDIfE MRS R ERER L, HI TR R 58
FURTF B B LIS 2227 ik 95 =X, HATEIE . FWARRIZUA G, HATH AR WAHSCHGE , SO0
A WNPESFSEIL, (HATRESZINTR] . MR AR 0K s B BB ARG 2 a NI TIZBEVIE L,

EHEBAN] WEkE (1990~), &, =mFRWATA, FEEARE, FENFERGBE MY T
[BiF{EH] 257, E-mail : dililil 16 @126.com,


mailto:@126.com

55 8 1 IRk, A S EIREA AR BUREAIRTT  2HETRIG R 99

FEBAS R B B BT R 0 22 5, LAk B 15 955
W, RRETTSHTIRCRE S %

1 #ARERZE

1.1 IEERER

[mUBPESMT 2011 45 1 H 2 2011 4 4 A 18],
F U KAV B2 B B B SNBSS B %l AT F
RIGIF IS E i e 114 1], Hh 5 66 i, 4
48 ffi; A% 26 ~78 %, V4 (58.10 £12.28) %
SR RAT 43 4], IWEE 22 i, TTIX 59 i SC
TERERE . /NE R LLE 35 ), % alrh% 23 fi],
mH e 34 1, KRB XL E 22 65 S5 29
B, E Wk 85 Bl Mt MR 86 B, KK
s 19 19, ERcAn it 7 6, 289 1 6, DBk
R 1 R w11 6, Stk 76
i, %04k 27 515 TNM 3088 T3 14 451, 113
19 M, T3 39 %, VI 42 f51]; &IFNBHER
714, HrpgTam 20 4, @I 18 B, BERRE 12
i, COPD 11 4], JFLAt 10 fi]; A9 5 0% S # 28
B, ToRE L 86 .
1.2 Ak

W ARG BEVT R 2 4 AR B RJF 0~6
H.7~12. 13~18 ALK 19~24 . FIHE
FifE B RS (hospital information system, HIS), %
THEEARIG 2 a WA RIE T2k H BRI IR
8, IFHEAKRT R, AR ARBE R =
(MRS BT REL /T RIFE VTR ED % 100%, T
SRR ARPERETF LN E . ARG 6 H NG
A1k, 6~12 AMM%E3 A 1k, 13~24 J
WIAE 6 A H 1R SERBEVIRE: T8 BETERE

Wi SEBREA 71 12 BE DT R B BRI A .
BeJo 1P IRTTE. T H A s R AN TR A i B iR
BAEAR G AN R[] B B U7 2 0 25 5. R84
BEZ M WHO Frife, Bl<44 % GH4EH), 45~59
2 (hAE4D), 60~74 % (BAE4D), k=75 %
(EHF4).
1.3 GitZEahE

K SPSS Giib2E B Bt T b, 24l
[i) Bt 17 238 04 LA B R 3 25 00, itk — 2L R
FEASH LSD ke, Fde/KiE o =0.05.

2 #R
2.1 BEER

HPARE 0~6 AWV mE, H62.43%. 1E
ABEGEIELEF R, 114 BB FH ARG 12KV 6
Bf A REC AR, P, o BRIk B 4
ANEFRBCE VI R EZ R A RITFEE X (P<
005 ; RIg7~12H. 13~18 AU 19~24 H
BT 0~6) (P<0.05), MAK7~12 1.
13~ 18 JIFI 19 ~ 24 F P[] 22 R TG4 5 L
(P>0.05), L3 1.

2.2 AREEHRAEBEREHEMEAENZW

T AR LR A 4145 o [B) B R 1 R 25 R 048
TR (P >0.05) 5 1 A A4 22 4 41 45 1 (i)
BHUIRA2MNE, Z2RARITFEX (P<
0.05) , F—LWMWILE, ZWHARE 7~12 .
13~18 ALK 19 ~24 AKEEMET 0~6 A,
ZRAGHHEN (P<0.05), MARR7~12 A,
13~ 18 JIF1 19 ~ 24 AP R TG 24 L
(P> 0.05), W 1.

®1 4 GIEEREEEREARNERITSHEEERLLE [(Xxs), %]

Tab. 1 Comparison of the clinic-follow up rate in 114 colorectal cancer patients among different time
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il n 0~6H 7~12 1 13~18 A 19~24 H
AR 114 62.43 +36.56 26.75 + 31.68° 30.70 + 46.33" 26.32 +44.23"
HAEH 22 56.82 + 40.39 23.86 +28.32 40.91 +50.32 41.76 + 44.36
rRAE 38 63.16 +37.20 27.63+32.77" 23.68 + 43.09" 21.05 +41.32"
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H5ARE0~6 HEHE, P<0.05.
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