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ABSTRACT

The Study on Cold Hypersensitivity of Upper Abdomen in Gastrointestinal
Patients by Using D.IL.T.IL

Seong-Woo Yoon, Kyung-Sub Lee

Kangnam Korean Hospital Kyung Hee University, Seoul, Korea

Cold hypersensitivity is excessive sensitivity of each body part, particularly limbs and low backs,
but sometimes it affects upper abdomen region in G-I trouble patients.

We conducted this research on 69 patients who came and took the both exam of gastroscopy
and D.IT.l. in Kangnam korean hospital Kyung Hee university.

So, we researched the significance of temperature deviations on upper abdomen which was
studied separately by gastritis group, digestive function group and H. pylori group.

The result was : : .

1. The temperature deviation of Zhongwan(Reni2)-Danzhong(Ren17) of gastritis group was
significant, it means that patients with severe gastritis have more significant cold hypersensitivity in
upper abdomen than the patients who has not gastritis(p<0.005).

2. The temperature deviation of Zhongwan(Renl12)-Danzhong(Ren17) of indigestive patients in
digestive function group was significant(p<0.05)

3. The temperature deviation of Zhongwan(Ren12)-Danzhong(Reni7) of H.pylori positive patients
in H.pylori group was not significant.

4. The clinical relationship or tendency was not found both between H.pylori group and gastritis
group and between H.pylori group and digestive function group.
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Table 1. Comparison of the Temperature o

Renl7(f) and Renl2(f¢) in Group I
Mean Mean
Renl2(0%%) | Renl7(fH) | Mean
Group | Number
temperature | temperature | AT(TC)
(T) (0
Experiment .
4 12965287 304282 | 0.86£047+
group I
Control
5 2090223 | 30.38+203 | 053+0.39
group 1 _

Experiment group I @ moderate or severe gastritis
in gastroscope
Control group I : no lesion or very mild
gastritis in gastroscope
a) : Mean * Standard Error

* . Statistically significant (P<0.005)
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Table 2. Comparison of the Temperature of
Renl7(Jg+) and Renl2(#%) in Group

Mean Mean
Reni2(ft) | Renl7(iEH) | Mean
Group | Number .
temperature | temperature] AT(C)
(C) (C)
Experiment
W | 05950 | 3036523 | 082041
groupll
Control
22 1 301622% | 30742230 | 059055
group I

Experiment groupI: indigestive patients in clinica
symptoms

Control groupIl : digestive patients in clinica
symptoms

* . Statistically significant (P<0.05)
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Table 3. Comparison of the Temperature of
Renl7(Fg+) and Renl2(-Fi%) in CLO test

ﬁ—‘ﬂ:

Mean. Mean
Renl7(f@ Renl?2 M
Lo Inumber (F+) | Renl2(hfte) ean
temperature | temperature | AT(C)
() ()
Positive| 10 | 2870:306 | 2025+307 |056:037
Negative] 9 30141240 | 3093216 |0.78t0.59
Positive : H.pylori (+)
Negative : H.pylori (-)
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Table 4. Comparison of CLO test Group and
Gastroscopy Group

CLO
" " Total
Positive | Negative
NS 2 4
Gastritis| mild :
moderate 8 7 15
Total 10 9 19
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Table 5. Comparison of CLO test Group and

Digestive Function Group

CLO
— - Total
Positive | Negative

Digestive Dlg.estlvs 3 0 3

. | Indigesti
Function 7 9 16

ve
Total 10 9 19
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