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[ Abstract |

septal reconstruction. Methods

Objective To investigate the clinical treatment efficacy of mutabilis coated nasal ointment to postoperative nasal
After surgical reconstruction, 116 cases were divided into the treatment group and control group ac-
cording to random method,58 cases in each group. The treatment group was given mutabilis coated nasal ointment combine with
physiological seawater nasal care device;the control group was only given physiological seawater nasal care device in the same time.
The effects were observed for 6 months. Results The total effective rate of treatment group was higher than the control group
(98.28%) ,the two groups had significant difference( P<C0. 05). Postoperative follow-up,the bleeding rate in the treatment group
have no significant difference compared with the control group(P=>0. 05) ; the incidence of infection and cavity stricture in the treat-
ment group were significantly lower than the control group(P<C0. 05). Conclusion The application of mutabilis coated nasal oint-

ment can promote the wound healing of nasal cavity,but also can prevent the operation adhesion,and shorten repair time.so as to

improve the clinical effect of operation.

[Key words| mutabilis coated nasal ointment;nasal septal reconstruction;clinical treatment effect
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