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Abstract: Toxicologic pathology is the science that integrates the disciplines of pathology and toxicology and is concerned with the
effects of potentially noxious substances. Accurate diagnosis and reporting of findings derived from histopathological examination
have been and will continue to play a critical role in the nonclinical safety evaluation of drugs. In addition, the toxicologic pathology
assessment must integrate other relevant data, such as clinical signs, body weight changes, clinical pathology findings, as well as
metabolism and pharmacokinetic data. The paper gave a brief introduction of the fundamental elements of histopathological
examination, features of the histopathology, considerations of diagnosis of histopathology, analysis of pathology data and reporting
pathology findings, in order to provide some references for toxicologic pathology assessment and pathological data analysis during
preclinical safety evaluation of drugs in China.
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