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Abstract ;[ Objective | To evaluate the efficacy of traditional Chinese medicine on radiation enteritis.
[ Methods ] The documents retrieved among CNKI, VIP, WANFANG DATA and CBM by computer,inclu-
ding 15 articles with 1 444 patients,which were performed by Statal2. 0 software for the curative effects.
[ Results ] The result of merged effective rates on radiation enteritis by Traditional Chinese Medicine was
that the difference was statistically significant comparing traditional Chinese medicine treatment group with
western medicine group(P<C0. 05), OR=0. 364(95%CI.0. 258,0. 463). [ Conclusion ] Traditional Chinese
medicine may improve the therapeutic effect of radioactive enteritis.
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