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Clinical study of OTS score for predicting visual

acuity after ocular firecracker injury’
YAO Jiajia \RAN Li ,XIE Jing ;WU Nan*”
(Department of Ophthalmology ,First Affiliated Hospital ,Army Military Medical
University ,Chongqing 400038 ,China)
[Abstract] Objective

cuity in the patients with eye firecracker injury. Methods

To investigate the predictive effect of ocular trauma score (OTS) on the visual a-
The clinical data of 63 cases (71 eyes) of eye fire-
cracker injuries hospitalized in this hospital from during 2015—2019 were collected,and the related factors af-
fecting the final visual acuity were retrospectively analyzed. Then the value of OTS for predicting the final vis-
ual acuity was investigated. Results Among 63 cases (71 eyes), the majority (92. 96%) were male, and
56.34% of age distribution were in >>18 —50 years old. 73. 24% of the injured population were farmers and
workers. The injury type,initial visual acuity after injury and complications after injury affected the final visu-
al acuity after eye firecracker injury. There was no statistical difference between OTS for predicting the final
visual acuity and actual visual acuity (P>>0.05). The sensitivity and specificity of OTS for predicting no light
sensation reached 100. 00%. The visual acuity in the count finger —0. 09 and =>0. 5 reached 100. 00% ,and the
vision specificity in light sensation-hand movement and 0. 1—0. 4 vision reached 100. 00%. Conclusion OTS
has the predictive effect for the visual acuity after eye firecracker injure.
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