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[ Abstract |

patients before and after endoscopic sinus surgery,and thier transition rules. Methods

Objective Study the useful effect of the subjective and objective assessmentscale in fungal-rhino-sinusitis (FRS)
Visual analog scale (VAS) ,sino-nasal out-
come measures 20 (SNOT-20) , Lund-Mackay CT score and Lund-Kennedy nasal endoscopy score were used to prospective evaluate
130 cases of FRS patients at the time of before endoscopic sinussurgery,the 3rd month and the6thmonth after survey.and correla-
tion analysiswas took between the various scales. Results At the time ofbeforesurgery,the 3rd month and the 6th month after the
endoscopic sinus surgery,the VAS,SNOT-20, Lund-Mackay sinus CT scores and Lund-Kennedy endoscopic score were significantly
correlated (P<Z0. 05), but At the time ofbeforesurgery, VAS and Lund-Kennedy nasal endoscopy scorehas no correlation ( P>
0. 05). Except for SNOT-20 scores at the time of 3rd month had relationship with preoperative scores(P<C0. 05) , there were no sig-
nificant relation of each scales that preoperative scores compared with 3rd month of 6th mouth(P>> 0. 05). The difference of SNOT-
20, VAS, Lund-Kennedy nasal endoscopy scorewas statistically significant compared to each other at the time of 3rd month and the
6th month after surgery (P<C0. 05). Conclusion Subjective combined with objective scale can be a better response for patients be-

fore surgery, which may be helpful for the choosing of operation time; combination of postoperative subjective evaluation with objec-

tive evaluation and following-up,may be a more effect way for patient to kmow the outcome after surgery.
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