.50 - rhepa =7 2006 4E 2 45 22 %% 1 ] Chin J Burns, February 2006, Vol. 22, No. 1

SV E IR BRI 135 Bl R 43 #r

HYE OMRF AR R

(WE] BN THAIMEFREGHIEKSES FERFLELERER., HiE WHEER
PR R ERIEM 1977—2002 4E(E R B B & 135 WJ(lss HUBR ) B4 B3 R AT Il 4 S 3 4 i,
HAFRESE FEREGEHRREERX BHEE BEHEERIEAE. 48 BIFENERES
MEFeEETVERRESG HEERCHES TV ERBEG(P <0.01) ; EAEBEHVERE
g MBEGBAMRTFIL R . BEEFSTHEEG (L BB, P <0.05) . MEREHER=0.05E5F
8 HER, <0.05%& 51 RAR; IVEMREHGRH=0.05F 0 R, <0.05 ¥ 66 FM, 78 Rl #istim
.52 HIREE . EHE R 66.7% ; 77 AMBEHR P .65 HIRHE , ERN84.4% . M FREGH
HEERARMTVERREG, RPN EREGABFL BREENEER(1.1% .36.0% ) ¥
EMRTINVEREEH (27.3% .59. 1% , P <0.01), EBEGEER AEFILREIIB L LR
(29.2% 37.5% )8, MARGREPRERMIEN LS F(53.2% ) Bm. %t NVEBRES
HilERBEE . BEEG. BUMWABT A ESAER2RERUSRERTG A/ SR,

(%@R] Miets; BEBE; HEE

Clinical analysis of 135 patients with severe eyeburn ZHENG Sha ", XIE Han-ping , XIONG Hong-yan ,
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ty , Chongqing 400038 , P. R. China
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[ Abstract] Objective To investigate the clinical characteristics, prognosis, and complications of a-
cute severe burn injury of the eyes. Methods One hundred and thirty-five patients (155 eyes) with acute
severe burn injury of the eyes admitted to our hospital from 1977 o 2002 were analyzed retrospectively. The
recovery rate and time, causes and incidence of blindness, and complications of burn injury of different
depth and causes of burns were analyzed statistically. Results (1) The recovery time of patients with full-
thickness burn of the eye ball was obviously shorter than that with [V degree eyeburn, and the recovery rate
of those with I degree burn was also evidently higher than that with IV degree burns( P <0.01). Among
the patients with non-repaired IV degree eyeburn, the incidence of corneal perforation (6 eyes) in patients
injured by acid was markedly higher than that by alkali (1 eye, P <0.05). There were 38 Il degree in-
jured eyes with the visual acuity more than 0.05 and 51 with that less than 0.05. While there was no eye
with the visual acuity more than 0. 05 but 66 with that less than 0.05. Fifty-two out of 78 eyes injured by
acid and alkali went blind with occoecatio ratio of 66.7% . But 65 out of 77 eyes injured by heat went blind
with occoecatio ratio of 84. 4% . The complication in patients with Il degree eyeburn was lower than that
with IV degree burns. The incidence of corneal perforation and symblepharon in patients with Il degree eye-
burn was 1. 1% and 36. 0% , which was obviously lower than that with IV degree eyeburn (27.3% and

59.1% , P <0.01). The highest incidence of corneal perforation and symblepharon was in those with eye-

burn injured by acid (29.2% , 37.5% ). While the highest incidence of the symblepharon in those with

thermal eyeburn was 53.2% . Conclusion Among the patients with IV degree burns, those with acid, al-
kali and heat burns have bad prognosis, with high blindness rate. Current therapies cant improve eye func-
tion and prognosis of the patients thoroughly, which need further study in the future.

[ Key words] Eye burns; Ocular surface healing; Complication
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