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Abstract:Objective:To explore the clinicopathologic characteristics and the resection influencing the prognosis of gastric cancer of

young patients.Methods:The 42 patients with gastric cancer had been selected to analyze the gender .clinicopathology and resection

influencing the prognosis of gastric carcinoma.Results:In the series of young patients, female predominated. And, there were more cases

with poorly differentiated and most patients were classified as clinic stage III and stage [V.The clinic stage of the disease, radical degree of

surgical resection were significant impact on survival.Conclusions:Early discoverical,diagnostic and therapied rate of gastric cancer and

the curative resection are the key element in improving the prognosis of gastric cancer of young patients.
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