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[ Abstract )

of ARDS patients underwent orthotopic liver transplantation . Methods

Objective To compare the effects of oxygenation index ( OI) and APACHEIIl with the prognosis
62 cases of ARDS patients underwent
orthotopic liver transplantation were collected and analyzed . Patients were divided into survival and death group
according to the clinical results. Ol and APACHE Ill were compared in each group and between groups ,and the effect
of each on the clinical prognosis was evaluated and compared . Results Ol there was no difference between two
groups ( P > 0.05 ) when diagnosed. After treatments, Ol in survival group improve significantly (P < 0.05). Tt
improved too ,but there was no significant difference in death group . APACHEII :there were significant differences at
every time point in each group and between two groups . Conclusions Ol fails to predict the prognosis of ARDS after
liver transplantation. APACHEII can provide an accurate prognosis assessment of ARDS after liver transplantation .
Dynamic monitoring of APACHE Il score will help to evaluate the prognosis and change /adopt some treatments.
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